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ABDLRACT

; This peper studies the major demographic trends
for Calcutta metropolitan area and the core city for the
period '1951-1981., It has been observed that the suburban
growth has accelerated and the growth of resident population
in the city has almost come to a halt. Second, suburbzn
growth has 2 southward thrust. Third, suburban growth is
concentrated within the 20 kn, radius from the centre.
Fourth, aparht.from the natural increase, the suburban
population increase is contributed mainly by within-state
rural-urban*higration, migration freom Kast Bengal (now
Bangladesl) and out-migration from Calcutta city. Fifth, the
process oi Zentrification of the inner city has started.

A significant pert of the suburban population live
in non-municipality areas which sre mostly unplanned and
lack the ninimum urban facilitiss. While the process of
suburban growth cannot be contained, priority should be given
to a planned suburvan development.

The authors benefited from “he comments of Professor Biplab
Dasgupta on an earlier version of the paver, and, also
indebted to IMs. Anjusree Chakraberty of Centre for Studies
in Social Sciences, for her comments on werd level analysis.
However, the authors theumselves are responsible for any
-relagining error,




METROPOLITAN GROWTH AND DEMOGRAPHIC CHALGES -IN CALCUTTAR
1951~-1981
‘Pabitra Giri

and
Suldla Bhaduri

|

l.. I. Introduction

—_————

_ Is.Calcutta stagnating? Looking at the growth of
inhabitants in the city of Calcutta this might be the
conclusion one would reach., The rate of growth of population
‘in the city was 8.5 per cent for the decade 1951-61 and
7.6 per cent and 4.8 per cent respectively for 1961-71 -

1 and 1971-81, But, going beyond the city of Calcutta
" (which is a Census defined urban unit which includes the

F dan -

area of the Calcutta Municipal Corporation and some of
adjoining areas like Fort, Canals etc. outside of Corpora=
tion's jurisdiction) and taking the metropolitan growth of
Calcutta into account, a different conclusion would be
reached, Calcutta Urban Agglomeration which comprise the

50 km, stretch of continuous urban development almost
linearly along the river Hooghly,l on both of its banks,

had a more steady growth; the growth rates being 28.1 per
cent, 24,0 per cent and 23,9 per cent, respectively, for
these three decades. This indicates that the outlying areas
experienced a faster growth compared to the core city. In
other words Calcutta, like the metropolitan cities in the
developed world, has reached a specific stage of metropolitan
growth characterised by a certrifugal movement of population
B from the core city to the suburban areas. Taking the wider
territorial definition of Calcutta into account, there is,
thus, no stagnation.
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It might be asked how and to what extent the
agricultural backwardness and industrial stagnation in
eastern India, its hinterland, has affected the demographic
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growth of Calcutta Urﬁan Agglomeration., When we compare
thé growth of Calcutta Urban Agglomeration to Thaf 6f
greater Bombay, we find that the later had much higher
growtb rates during these three decades: = 39.9 per cent
for 1951-61, 43.8 per cent for .1961—71: and 3u.l per cent
for 1971-01.2 I+ may be noted here that, while making the
population prediction for the Calcutta metropolis, the
Basic Development Plan 1966-86 failed to anticipate the
ensuing industrial stagnation in the region, the actual
population of the metropolis in 1981 fell short of even

~ the, lower bound of the population predictions made in the
'plan.s i
The Stagnétion of the core city and the dispersal
of the population to the suburbs is by no means an unique
experience of Calcutta. A1l over the world the growth of
metropolitan cities shows some common features. With the
increase in the size of the city, and the consequent
expansion and concentration of various activities, for
example, business, commerce and services, at the central
place, the demand for land in the central part’ of the city
increases. As a result, land price increases and low

valtie, land-uses are replaced by high value land-uses. The
low rent residential accommodation“aﬁd industries requiring
large space give way to high rent commercial centres,‘héad
offices of the banks and business firms, and high rent
regsidential acconimodation for the executives and businessmen.
Thus, the metropolitan growth process is characterised by
a_decline or deceleration of growth of resident population
in the centrsl city and dispersion of the population to the
outlying areas. However, the pressure on the civic services
in ?he central city increases rather than decreases despite
such decline of night population, because of a large
increase in commuter population from the suburbs to the
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central city, for employment and various services, Who
will move to the outlying areas depends among other things
on the mode of transport and the facilities available in
the ouwtlying suburbs. For example, in USA, because of the

'highway system and the dominance of private motorised

transport the higher income groups are more llkely to
move to the suburbs,

In the less developed countries metropolltan growth
tends to take place under a different set of. condi tions,
especially noteworthy being the relatively minor role played
by private motorised transport and the lack. of developmant
of civic facilities in the suburbs. Because of these the
higher income groups tend stay in the central part of the
city or in the developed areas close to it, while the
middle and low income pedple move to the unplanned suburbs
which are bereft of civic facilities. This is not to say
that lower income groups are totally absent in the central
city, the squatter colonies and slums contain the population
who provide various services to the higher income groups.

. We have already noted elsewhere that, compared
to many other metropolitan cities in the world, Calcutta
has a relatively recent origin, Apart from the core city,
which was established nearly three centuries ago by the
British traders, on the east bank of the Hooghly river,
gome of the other towns in this ares also owed their origin
to the foreign settlers: Chandernagore (French), Hooghly
(Dutch) and Serampore (Denish), all located on the west
bank of the river., Water transport being the only economic
mode of long~distance transport in those early days,
wholesale +trading flourished.along;tho river routes centering
round Calcutta port., In the second half of the 19th centiury,
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hen e Jute industry was developed, this too was estab-
lished close to these trading centres ‘along the river banks,
The railway lines lsid during this period ran parallel to
the river Hooghly which connected‘the'trading'oentres and
the mills to thé port. Over time these centres of trade and
industry emerged as satellite towns to Calcutta closely
linked to the Calcutta merket and port, >

: By 1901 the area on which the present day Calcutta
metropolis is located was dotted with 25" towns; of which
16 including Calcutta were on the east bank and the rest
on the west bank| Between 1901 and 1951, 12 more towns
appeared; six of theﬁ, namely Champdani, Rishra, Konnagar,
Khardaha (1921), Bauria and Uluberis (1951), were based
on jute mills; the first three were formed by separating
the jute mill areas from the existing municipalities.

Of the remaining six two were Special category towns
(Ichhapore Defence Estate and Barrackpore Cantonment),
one réilway township (Kanchrapara) snd three more were
Batanagar (based on leather industry), Dum Dum and
Halisshar, ;

Of the 37 towns in 1951 five were cities or class
I towns (}OOOOO and above inhabitants), nine were class AL
towns (50000-99999), 14 were class ITT towns (20000-49999) ,
eight were class IV towns (10000-19999) and only four were
class V towns (5000-9999) (Table 1). These towns were more
or less self-contained so far as employment and residence
were concerned; suburban commutation was not very ‘significant,

The decade of the 1950s saw a number of changeg,
Dany of which followed from the partition of the country

in 1947. The imnigration of the displaced persons from

East Bengal (Bast Pakistan/Bangladesh) reached its peak
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/during 1950-51 and continued with varying intensity certainly
upto 1971, A large number of then occupied lands and'set
up unauthorised refugee colonies, while many government
sponsored refugee colonies were set up, -mostly in. the
periphery of Calcuttz, ‘Thus in the 1950s there was an
EXogenoﬁs.growth of suburban population of Céloutta, which
resulted in the development of a number of small towﬁé.
In 1961 in the Calcutta metropolitan ares there were 72 tow.s:
nine class I towns or cities, 11 class II towns, 16 class
IIT %owns, 12 class IV towns, 18 class V towns (5000~9999)
end six class VI towns (below 5000). The development of
rew small towns in the outlying areas of Calcutta continued
when in the‘succeséive decades of 1961-71 and 1T 1=l
26 and 23 new towns raspettbivedy cabeclyp,

Thus, while several of the major towns in CMA had
a~long and chequered history, the vast ma jority are over8p11*«
of the core city, accentuated by the refugee 1nflux and
facilitated by the suburban railway system.

While the existing railway network in this
area was largely comple ted befores the beginning of the
present century, the elsctrificstion of the suburban lines
started in 1958 and was coml_uueg in all sections of Sealdah
~ and Howrah, excepting Howrah-Kharagpur section only by
19665 in the ‘later electrification was done by the end of
1960-3.7 The luprovement in the rail transport reduced the
time~distance of the suburbs and increased the frequency
of the services, which encourased commutlng, and provided
the middle class with a choice of suburban residential
locations at lower rent or cheaper lend pricel

“The prbjections of the demographicAgrowth in
Calcutta Metropolitan District (CMD) in the coming decades
also suggest that suburban growth would czcélerate in future,
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It has been estimated that, at the turn of the century, the
population -of the CMD would be around 15 millions compared
to 10 million in 1981 and about another five million would
be added by 2021 °A,D. (Table 2), However, the share of
Calcutta city (including Garden Reach,'Jadanur_and South
Suburban municipal areas) in CMD population would decline
from 42 per cent in 1981 to 30 per cent in 2021; that of
the other existing Municipal units would increase from

39 per cent to 48 per cent during the same period. The
share of‘the,non-municipal part would also go up from 19
ber cent in 1981 to 22 per cent in 2023, -

Where within the metropolis the teeming population
would settle? Would they live in the core city or in tthe
existing municipal towns or in the non-municipal urban
units? What are the factors influencing the distribution
of suburban population? What are the other conconitant changes
in the demographic profile, particularly in terms of gender
ratio, hoﬁsehold size and literacy rate? What are the changes
that would take place inside the core city? In this chapter
we will analyse the process of metropolitan growth in
Calcutta with reference to these issues and the fact that
the growth of the metropolis took place in a condition -

of economic stagnation, The paper is organised as follows.

In section II we discuss the trends and patterns of suburban
growth in recent decades., In section IIT we enalyse the

role of migration in metropolitan growth, while the inner
city changes are discussed in section IV, In the concludding
section (V) we sum up the findings with their policy
inplications,

IT. Irends and patterns of netropnolitan growth in
Calcutta : 1951-1981

In 1981 the Calcutta Metropolitan Ares (Calcutta
Metropolitan District) had a total ares of 1488.38 sq, kmn,
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of which 966.92 sq. km.%(6l per cent) was urban and
581.46 sq. km, (39 per cent) was rural (Table 3).

The rural areas within CHUD are growing rapidly,
gnd many of the rural areas have already been transformed
into urban areas. In 1981, the rate of growth of population
in rural-CMD was relatively faster. Whereas, in 1961 of the
6.4 million population of the CMD 93.4 per cent were in
the urban area, by 1981 the share of the urban areas was
reduced to 92,3'pef cent., However, the rural density is
only one-eighth of the average urban density, while gender
ratio is higher = 903 in the rural areas compared to 7@3
in the urban areas, indicating the dominance of family -
households,

Coming to the urban areas of CiD, we are here
concentrating on Calcutta Urban Agglomeration (CUA)
population? which contained more than 98 per cent of
the CMD urban population in 1931,

i

. Table 3 shows the population of Calcutta city
and of the Calcutte Urban Agglomeration between 1901 and
1981. While the share of Calcutta city in the total urban
population of the area was 62 per cent in 1901, it was
58'per cent in 1951; but, thereafter, the share dropped
sharply to 49 per cent in 1961 and 36 per cent in 1981,
Lo take the distribution of the incremental CMA-urban
population between the city and the other urban areas we
we find that the share of Calcutta city dropped sharply
after 1941-51. In 1941-51 the share of the city in the
incremental population was 51 per cent but it declined %o
17 per cent in 1951-61 and only nine percent in 1971-81
(Table 4), This establishes that the process of suburbani-
sation beyond the present city boundary made a significant
impact only after 1951,
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To study the spatial patterns of suburban growth
we are dividing the CUA into several zones (sec uaps below):
Calcutta city and Hosrah city (including Bally Municipality
are considered as two separate zones because of their
centrality and importance in terms of the size of the
population., The north-east zone consists of all cities
and towns on the east bank of the river to the north and
north-east of Calcutta city and Bidhannagar township. The
south—east zone congists of Bidhannagar town and other east
bank cities and towns to the south of it. The north-west
zone consists of cities and towns on the west bank to
the north of Bally municipality. The south-west zone
includes the west bank towns to the south of Bally mun1c1pa—
lity and Howrah city.

The Basic Development plan for Calcutta for
1966=86 suggested a two-centre development of Calcutta
Metropolitan Area; one of them was the Mgtropolitan Centre
consisting of cities and towns roughly within 20 km,
distance from Calcutta city., 10 Accordingly,each of the
above zones, except Calcutta city and Howrah, was subdivided
into the sub-zones : towns within the metropolitan centre
and towns outside the 20 km. zone, The other centre
was the Kalyani-Bansberia centre at the northern end of
the metropolis, consisting of Chinsura=Hooghly on the
west bank and Naihati on the east bank and all towns to
their north. The population figures of the Calcutta Urban
Agglomération,disaggregated by these zones and centres,
and other related variables, viz, density, gender ratio
and literacy rate, are reported in Tables 5 to L5

The sub-urban development around Calcutta is
concentrated on the east bank where the core city and the
Calcutta port. are situated. In 1951 the share of the

)
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east bank towns excluding Calcutta ecity, in the total urban
population was 23'per.oent, but; in 1981, it increased

%0 40 per cent, while the share of west bank towns
including Howrah city increased from 19 per cent in 1951

to 24 per cent only in 1981 (Table 6}, One important reason
for this is the inadequate transport linking the east and

the west banks,

Secondly, the suburban development has a clear
south-ward thrust, Though, initially, in 1951, the southern
Zones, namely south-east ang south-west, had gz relatively

substantially by 1981 (to 12.7 per cent and 4.3 per cent,

for 25 per cent of the metropolitan population, but their
share increased to 41 per cent in 1981 (Table 6), Within
this radius, the shares of "the north-east and south-esgt
Zones showed relatively greater increase: the former
increased from 7 per cent to 14 per cent and the latter »
from 5 per cent to 12 per cent during 1951-g1 (Table 6),
We derive the game conclusion if we go by the distri bution
of incremental urban population (Table 7) or the growth rate
of urban population (Table 8). At the same time, the
Kalyani-Bénsberia centre is not. growing fast enocugh, Its
Share in the metropolitan population increased from five
Per cent to only sewen per cent in the thirty yeoars

during 1951-81 (Table 6l
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Pourthly, the rate of population growth within

the 20Tkm; radias from the city centre declined appreciably

in the 1960s and 1970s,.and the dispersal of population
was over a larger area. For example, in'the north—east zZone
Wlthln the 20 km, rgdius the growth rate was 83 per cent
durlng71951-6l while outside the 20 km, radius it was
only 32 per cent (Table 8). Moreover, the ‘suburban growth
outside the 20 km, radius was relatively higher along the
railway lines,., Thus the areas in the north—-east lying
outside the 20 km., radius but served by railway transport
had a growth rate of 32 per cent in 1951-61, while in the
southreast the areas outside the 20 km. radius but not
served -by. railway grew at the rate of 2if por cént.
However, 4in .the 1960s and the 1970s, the difference in
growth rates between the 20 km. radius and outside reduced
significantly (Table 8). We have mentioned that, the
electrification of the suburban railway lines was completed
during the. 1960s- which made commutation over a lpnger
distance feasiblei - Besides, from November, 1966 private
bus routes were extended from the city centre to a large
number of towns in the (U - 12
Lastly, the suburban growth was not confined to
the municipalities, In 1951 there were only five non-
municipal towns in CUA: two of them were special category

-towns (namely, Barrackpore Centonment and Ichhapore Defence

Estate) and the other three were industry-based towns
(namely Bauria, Uluberia, and Batanagar). In 1961, the
number of mon-municipalitgprits was 40 and most of them
belonged to the smaller size categories (Table 1), These
non-municipal towns together accounted for seven per cent
of the population of the Calcutta Urban Agglomeration
(Table 9), The share of the non-municipal population
increased over time to 12 per cent in 1981, 13 Nearly 60

per cent of the non-municipal p0pulatlon was located within
the 20 km., radius, X
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7 Denmographic characteristics of suburbs

, Demographic featurcs of suburban population in
_terms of den31ty, -gender-ratio and literacy rate usually
‘vary w1th dlstance from the core city and between muPIClDal
and,non—munlclpal areas, : :

The populathﬁ gnn81ty usually deCl’an with

dlstance from the core city; thus we flﬂd in general a
relatlvely nlgher density for the areea, w1th1n 20 km, radius
from the centre (Table 11) and for the munlclpalltles.
In 1981, mun101pal areas Wlthln this 20 km, radius had
an average density of 10792 persons per sc. km. Again, within
the 20 km. radius, non-municipal areas had a much loucr.
den51ty T 4345 versons per sa. km, (Table 113, This
regular oﬂtturn is somewhat distorted by the presence of
old industrial towns with relatively high density despite
their d:.s‘bancu. from the centre., This explaing why r%nlclpc.l
‘areas in the north-east zone outside the 20 km; radiuvs

, showedva relatively higher avcrage den51ty'1n both 1961 and
S92,

As for the gender ratio, one would expect Ao

to rise with distance from the centre, However, this rule
does not seeu to hold for Calcutta. While in the municipa-
lities within the 20 kn, radius it was more than S50
(females per thousand males) in 1981, in the municipalities
Qutgide the 20 km, radius, it was a bit lower (784).
This was true also for the non-municipal areas. One possible
explanation could be in terms of the location of a number
of jute-towns with high incidence of male migrants outside
_ the 20 kilometer zone, Further, the gender-ratio is generally

B higher in the non-municipal areas which indicates the higher
1 incidence of family households in the-non-municipal

towns (Table 12),
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As for the iiteracy_rate,‘it is higher within
the 20 km, radius area and also izhethernonieilpdd rhevesnperpdred
to the non-municipal towns. In some non-municipal areas
the -literacy rate in fact decreased over time; for example,
in the south-east zone, beyond 20 km, distance, it
decreased from T4.3 per cent in 1961 to 56,97 per cent in
1974, and, within 20 km, radius, from 57.2 per cent to
53.9 per cent. While latter is due to reclassification
of Jadavpur area as a municipality, the former is largely
exXplained by‘the addition of new towns, which were hitherto
regarded as backward rural areas (Table 13).

; The growth of non-municipal areas is significant
in view of the fact that the proportion of the built-up
area to total area in many of ghe municipalities is not
more than 60 per cent (Table 14). It is possible that these
non-built=up arsas are not suitable for urban development.
An alternative hypothesis is that the high land prices
within the municipal boundary pushes out people of meagre
means in search of ownsrship houses (as in the case of
the refugée population) to the non-municipal :a,reas.ltf

Where from this suburban population comes?
There is a ‘popular belief that the huge population pressure
on Calcutta city and the Calcutta Metropolitan Area results

- from continuous migration from its hinterland: the rural

areas of Bihar, eastern UP and Orissa, and from the rural
areas of Nest‘Bengal.l5 To examine this isstie eritically
we will now analyse the pattern of migration to the ..+

Calcutta Metropolis since 1961,

ITT. [Higration and metropolitan growth

Here we will attempt to estimate migration to
Calcutta metropolis by using cénsus data. Such estimates
need to be gualified by the following considerations. In



. the first place while we are looking for data on nigration

to Calcutta Urban Agglomeration, the census data on the
birthplade migration are available only upto the district
level;l Since the Calcutta wetropolis consists of'Caicutta
city (which is alép.s-district) and parts of the urban

areas of the four neighbouring districts, namely, Howrah,
Hooghly, Nadia and 24-Pargenas, we had to compute figures
for migration to Calcutta Méfropolis from such district-
based figures. Table 15 shows the proportion of district
urban area and population ineluded in the Calcutta Urban
Agglomeration in 1931 for each of these districts. While

in the case of Nadia only 13 per cent of its. urban: popudstion
is incluced in the Calcutta metropolis, in the case of the
other three districts the percentage varies from 86 per cent
to 96 per cent,

We are taking into sccount the following strecans
of migrants to the urban vtarts of the four alstricts
(exeluding Nadia): (2) migrants frou outside India, (b)
nigrants from other states of India, (e¢) rural-urban nigrante
from other districts of the state, (d) rural-urban migrants
from within the district. Further, from district to district
aigration figures, availstlc Ffor 19 971 and 1981, we have
computed urban-urban migration 4o the urban part of the
above four districts from the reraining districts of the
gtate., We have excluded the within-district urban=-urban
migrants in case of these four districts because a major

" part of such migrction is wmigration within the netropolis.

The estimates are reported in Table 16,

Taking first the case of migrants from other
states of India it can be obs served that the number of mMigranygs
was highest in 1961 (1,27 mllllon), but it declined to
1.04 million in 1971 when an adverse political situation
was added to the economlc stagnation of the sixties. Thog
Though in 1981, in a period of slow revival, the number of
inter-state wigrants increased (1.2 million), it was lower
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"w' than the 1961 level,

'ﬁq Also the number oT migrants from Pakistan (now
| Dangla&euh) was highest in 1961 Gy million) ,2decreased
in: 1971 {0.99 mllllon) but again increased in l9ul

(1.09 mllllop). ‘

The same patbern is observed for ruqu~urban :
ngT&thﬂ from other (1Surlet o_nWest Bengal The highest
numb r o* uLgrantu was in 1961 (O. AL m11110n) but . the

O gure dﬂclﬂned to 0 25 117loa 1n 1971 and then rose ko
O 31 wll;lon 1n 19ul The 1ptra dlSt;lCt rural—urbun
Jlgr nts ior these four dlsirlcts too -declined in nunmber

ETromn! u.LO m1lllon 1p 1961 to 0. 14 million ine1971, ‘but-

“then “osg to O 32 mllllon 1a 197¢. However unllke other

! ”strﬂams of dlorarts “%he overall level wasg blgher in 1981

l than in 1961(Table 16).

Thus, the growth of population in metrOpolltan
‘ - ~oCaleuttd: agig WhOlC can not be attributed to nigration
as a=major:factor, as natural growth aceounted for a much
larger part. During 1971-61, migration accounted for only
about :28.8 per cent of the population increase in greater
Calcutta (Table 16) while in 1961-71 the absolute number
; o O migraﬁtq as such declined. The higher proportion of
; nuturql increase was primarily duc %o economlc stagnatlonl7,
e course, natural growth itself has incressed because
population in Calcutta in the post-independence period
cousists more of settled population, Not only'tlat refugee
lnigration was basically fanily migration, but w1th1n—state
ulgfuthu flows too consisted 1ncrea51ngly of famlly unlts
as is ev1 lent froa the incressed ‘gender ratio for 1ntrﬁ~ !
-stam u15““u10n (Table 18). 4lso the gender ratio for
2= inter—-state nigration lﬂCTGade significantiy in the urban
partoof Howrah, Heooghly, and 24-Parganas, It has been observed
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. further that migrant women have higher feortilityrate compared
to their non-migrant coun‘terpar’cs.l8
To examine the relationship between the suburban

population growth-and migration we first note that within-
district rural=-urban migration, which by definition takes
place in the ereas outside Celcutta city, increased during
1961-8l., So far as within-state inter-district rural-urban
migration is concerned it declined in the core city during
1961-81, but increased in 24-Pargasnas (U) and Hooghly (U)
(Table 17). Besides, it can be noted that while inter-state
migration declined in the metropolitan Calcutta taken as
a whole, during 1961-1981, it had increased in 24-Parganas
(U) and Hooghly (U) but declined in Calcutta city. This
is true also of refugee migration. It suggests, therefore,
that at least some of the migranis from other states and
from East Bengal (now Bangladesh) who initially came %o
Calcutta (city) had moved out subsecuently to the suburbs.

- The intra-state inter-district urban-urban migration
increased during 1961-81 in 24-Parganas, Howrah and Hooghly
‘but declined in Calcutta. The increase was remarkable in
24-Parganas (U);from 8O thousand in 1961 to 381 thousand
in 1981. A sizeable part of this within-state inter-district
urbsn-urban migration was outmigration from Calcutta city.
Table 20 shows migration to and from Calcutta city in
relation to the three adjoining districts. It shows that
the pace of outmigration from Calcutta to its adjoining
urban arcas accelerated in the 1960s and 1970s.

To find the relative importance of these different
strecms of migration in the suburban growth during 1971-81
- we have considered in Table 19 the share of change in the
number of migrants to the change in suburban population
which is taken to be the sum of urban population in Howrah,
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Hooghly and 24-Parganas. It is observed that during 1971-81,
about 45 per cent of suburban population growth was due to
: mlgratlon of various types. Of this, inter-state migration

I oo tad . for ey .4 per cent, migration from outside
India (which mainly consisted of refugee migration) 11.6

i per cent, intra-district rural-urban migration 9.9 per

l cent (we have ignored intra=district urbsn-urban nigration
L1 as 1t would be mostly migretion within the suburbs), .
;J v1th1n-state inter=district migration (excludlng Calcutha,
Howrah,. Hooghly and 24-Pargenas) 6 per cent and outmnigra-
tion from Calcutta (only those who were born in Calcutta)
accounted for 9,8 per cent of the suburban population

change.

-;One interesting point %o note, hefe, is that whilefor |
the Calcutta metropolitan erea as a whole migration accounts
fdr'only 28 per cent of population change, for the suburban’
areas'migrétibn accounts for a much higher percentage of
population change: about 45 per cent, This can be explained
not only by the fact that recent migrants settle in the
suburbs but also by outmigration from Calcutta - the core
3 clty = oTthe old migrants as well as those who were born
1n it,

| IV."Inggx clty changes

Calcutta, the inner city, formally consists of

Galcutta Municipal- Corﬁoratlon arca and some special areas
nauely, Fort, Canals and Port, 9 It may be noted that the
Calcutta Corporation a area, 1pso Ffacto the city. area, has

- changed over time because of inclusion and exclusion of
contiguous towns inbto Calcutta Corporation. Thus, in 1931,

. Cossipore-Chitpore and Maniktalas, which were separate
towns earlier, were merged to Calcutta. Garden Reach, ;
though included in Calcutta in l931,‘became a separate town
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. afterwards. Tollygunge, a separate town;till 1951, merged
gl 3 to: Calcutta in 1953.2O In 1981 Galcuttahﬂunicipal‘Corporation
b} ; had an area of 98.79 sa. km.gi, compared to 73.40 sc. kum.
1 - in 1951‘.22 In the present study we cdnsider thié'aréa as

the inner city area.

Table 21 shows the growth of population in the
inner city sinee 1901. It could be noted that the growth
rétes‘ofkcalcutta vnadjusted for the changes in area give
& misleading picture of Calcutta's growth. In fact, in the
; present century, the inner city had a relatively faster
N growth during the decades 1931-41 and 1941-51 only; the
decadal growth rates being 77 per cent and 24 per éenf;'
res_pec,tively.23 The higher growth rate of 1931<41 could be

o b T =

exaggerated, because, in the context of a high level of
defor & =  communal tension in 1941, each major commgnify was trying'
s %o overrecord its numbera.24 Therefore, the real growth
n during 1931-41 would be lower than 77 per cent and that
for the 1941-51 would be higher. According to one estimate,
d the actual growth rates would be 53.5 per cent and'50.9,per
‘ cent for 1931-41 and 1641-51, respeqtively.?5 e

~In any case, whatever be the actual figure, we see

a phase of acclerated growth of Calcutta during 1921-51,

S;nce then its growth not only decelerated (8.5 per cent
BIOb1 -6l 7.6 per cent in 1961-71, and 4.9 per cent in
1971~81) but became slower than the natural growth rate
estinated around 12 per cent (Table .22). Thus, in the
~ Tecent decades the inner city has exXperienced net outmigration,
B Ghis s also revesled by the data on migration.

One iamportant factor responsible for the slow growth
and net outmigration is the relatively high density of :

B ta city, To toke gross density, i.e., the ratio of
J&Pulation to total area, irrespective of its use, Galcutta

: :H?d 32245 inhabitants per sq.rkm. in‘l951,_ﬁhich was
higher_than the density of other metropqiﬁian (inner)
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cities -of India, nemely, Boubay (9876 persons per.sd, km.),

Madras (11158 perggns pPer «scy; k) ¢ and . Delhi (7206 persons

per Sq. -kmy). 26 Tae.high density of Calcutta is not sinmply

because of the small shars of roads (6=8 per cent) in %otal
area but also because of a high net residential densi ty

(it is the nuumber of people that can be housed per unit of
area in residential block which include service roads, walks
and sﬁall open areas).27 The net residéntial density of
Calcutta (72519 versons per sg. km, in 1961) is one and
half of that of Boubay and twice that of Bangalore,2O
dowever, the higher net residential dengity is due both to
the vertical expansion of the city, and to the. very low per
capite living space for slum deellers. In 1971, in Calcutta
city (excluding erstwhile Tollygunge) the registered

bustees (slum“)29 alone accounted for more than one guarter

of the total population, while the average density of these
busteeg was a very high 122197 perséns per sq. km.BO

" Another factor contributing to the slow population
growth is the growing non-residential land/space use in
inner city for administrativc and commercial purpose. Though
we do not have anym%lru data, it appears from indirect
evidence that such growsh in rnon-residential uge is substitutics
residential use in arees 1iks Burrabazar, Dalhousie and
Ohowringhee.Bl '

The rise in demand for space within the inner: city,

he supplv of which is highly inelastic, is resultimeg an o

sharp increage in rent and lsnd prices, which 3in Gurn is
pushing out the low-income households living in old and
low quality accomuodation from the city. The consequent
change in population composition in favour of +he relatively
high income people - the process of gentrifiation - is also
leading to changes in land use in several areas. Given
the high incotie~elesticity of demand for housing space,32
gentrificationsis giving rise to an increase in per capita
space use., The georganisation of space because of this
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shift is leaving more space open and for use as road leading
to o lower net residential density. In this situation the
number of inhabitants that could be settled in the inner
city is uniikely $0 increase appreciably even when the city
expands vertically. #Horeover, vertical growth has 1ts own

75

coastralﬂts.

The-relatively better off people, unlike the singls
mnale migrants in low income jobs, represent 8 settled
population living in family households, and have better
education, With gentrification it is expected, therefore,
that gender ratio and literacy rate would increase.

Tn facit, Calcutta, which had a male dominated
population for long, witnessed a sharp rise in gender ratio
in the recent decades (Table 21), While in the first half
of the century there was lesg than five females per ten
nales and the gender ratlo was declining during 1921~41
in 1951 there were almost six females per ten males.
Subsequently over a period of three decades (1951-81),
gender ratio increased frow 580 females per 1000 males in
1951 to 712 females per 1000 males in 1981,

Coming to literacy rate, it could be observed
that literacy rate was almost stagnant during Lgaq=hHi - and
1961-71 but it significantly improved during 1951-61 and
1971-81 (Table 21). However, it would be yrong to attribute
those iamprovements in gender ratio and literacy solely to
gentrification; secular forces at work also contribute to
such improveients. It is not, however, possible %o say
from the data we have, how far and to what extept such

inprovement is due to gentrification alone.

BT
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Ihtraréifv‘varigjjons

'S0 far we have studi'ed the demographic trends for
the inner ¢ity as a whole. Tacre are, however, significant
intra—bity variations. In this section we are attenpting
to{anéiyse these varistions for the decadés 1951-8 l33
the basis of ward-wise census dsta for Calcutta Corporation,

it m%y be noted that, beitween 1951-81, in Caléutta
Corporation's avpa, the ward boundaries were changed
Thrlce While in 1951 the city, (excluding erstwhile
ollygur mun¢c1yal;uy which was merged to Calcutta (MC)
in 1953) had 32 ‘wards, .in 1961 the 01ty ares including

Pollfgungﬂ was divided into 80 warés and in 1971, the
54

- same area” ' was divided into lOO wards., Again in- 1981,
census dahdﬂcrﬁ afallable Eer EoE reorganlsed Wards, althousn

the reorganlsatlon was effected in 1984. In order to avoid
the statistical problems created by the changes in the
ward boundwri's, the inner city area is divided here into
eight zonesy, ceach COﬂSlStlﬁg of several werds, which cover
Lppr0X1uLtely the sane areas over this period as is seen
COJQEIng»quS in various census years, Thus, while the
bOdndarleb of wards within a zone have cnanged during the
period, there has been virtually no change in the areas
within each zone, Waile the detzils of. constituent Hards
in each zone and in each census yecar are reported in Table
23, we delineate herc the zones by the local names of the

congti tuents dreas -

Outer North Cossipore, Sinthi, Paikpara, Belgachhia,

o0

and Chitpur;
Inner North

0a

Shyampukur, Kumaritoli, Burtola, Sukea
Street, Jorabagan, and Jorasanko;

Central Busi— : Dalhousie, Chowringhee (up to Park Street),
ness District  Bowbazar, Colootola (part),

(CBD) : Barabazar;
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Non-CBD ¥ Colootola (part), Muchipara, Taltola,

Central Park Street, and Chowringhee (south of Park
Street);

Bast Maniktola, Beniapukur, Beliaghata, Entally,
Tangta; ‘

West Ekbalpur, Watgunge and Hastings;

Inner South : Ballygunge (o0ld), Bhowanipore, Kalighat,
Alipore, Chetla; |

Outer South Erstwhile Tollygunge municipality area.

The area of each zone hag been estimated by
adding the areas of the constitutent wards (Table 24). It
may be pointed out here thet Maidan (central open space)
was not included in Calcutta Corporation before 1961,

As it falls both in the CBD and non-CBD-@entral zones we
have prepared alternative area estimates for these two
zones including and excluding lMaldan area,

However, the.estimated areas of some of the
zones vaery appreciably from one census to another. For
example, the area of the West zone declined from 13.28 sq.
km, in 1961 to 11.64 sq, km, in 1971, largely because of
change in the boundaries of wards falling within a zone.
Thus, inclusion of parts of the 1951 area of East zone in
Inner South and Outer South in 1961, hag led to a decline
in the area of East zone by 1961. However, such changes
are usually of marginal order. In some instances the figures
given in census are wrong; and as a consequence; the areas
of individual wards constituting a zone do not always add
up to the total area of the zoné in two consequtive censuses,
despite there being no boundary change. In case of east zone
again, from the maps we sce that the area of the zone has
increased between 1661 and 1971; however, when we add the
area of the constituent wards, the total comes to be less
in 1971 (15.89 sq. km,) than in 1961 (16.30 sq. km.)35.
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[ These limitations would weaken the comparability
of growth rates and density figures over timge. The other

V" ratio variables not directly related %o area, nauely, gender
ratio, literacy rate and household-size are unlikely to be

} affected so faf ag comparability over time is concerned.,

ﬁ: : . Going by these zones we analyse below the pattern
of variations of density, gender'fatio, literacy rate and

population change within the inner city.
Density

I Gross population density being the ratio of

I population to total area is sengitive to land-use pattern;

M In‘Caleutta,.unlike:the citiey in the West, land use is
highly mixed in nature; residential use coexists with

] : gommercial and industrial use not only in the same area but

[ sometimes in the same premises also.37 Again, the residences

| of low and high income groups are mixed; slums are intersperaecd
with posh localities. Considering the registered bugtees
(slums) only,- it could be observed from Table 27, bh@t;ﬁﬂﬂiﬁgﬁ
are present, in varying degrees, in all the zones,
Nevertheless, a zone could be characterised by its predominant
EndE us;élfor'example, the Inner South is predoninantly

‘ residential :
Coming to the intra—city density variations, it nay

. be observed that, though the density in the CBD (Dalhousie-
Burrabazar—Chowringee) is relatively high, it is less than
that of the closely located residential zones, namzely, Inner
North (Jorasanko-Jorabagan=Colootola~Kumartuli-Shampukur—-
Burtola) and non-CBD Central (Bowbazar, Taltola—-Park Strest
etc.). While in 1951 CRD had a density of 56 thousand persons
per sq. km,, Inner North and non-CBD Central had densities
of 89 thousand and 61 thousand persons per sqs kmj, respecti-—
vely.2° Relatively low density of CBD is due %o extensive

" non-residential land use for office and.commercial 'pu:c']_;}oses..39
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Inner North has hlgh den51ty because it con81sts of densely

packed old_resléentlal-settlements along narrow roads with

few open spaces like parks and play grounds. Moreover,

slightly more than one-fifth of its population lived in

4 pygjggﬁ 1n.197l Jorasanko, one of the oldest residential

4 areas, in this zane had 2 density as high as 113400 persons
' per sq. km, in 1951 (Table 26). i 4 '

In the zones distant from CBD, density is much
lower. For instance in Quter South (Tollygunge munlclpallty)
which is seven to ten kilometres away from (B den51ty

was about ten thousand persons per sq. km, in 1951. In Oufer
North (Cos31pur-81nth1*Belgach1a), at a dlstance of four

to seven kilometres from CBD, density was 20 thousand persons
per sq. km, Though West zone lies within three to‘seven :
ikilometre from OBD, it has a density of 17 thousand persons
er sq. km, because a large area in this zone is occupled
by the port, its railway lines and warehouses.4o However,
:"§51dent1a1 parts within this zone show a hlgb den81ty,
6.8., Ekbalpur with 69 thousand inhabitants per sq. km,

he Bast zone, which is mostly at a distance of three to
ive‘kilometres, had a deﬁsity of 23929 persons per sq. km,
n 1951, Although many industfies are located in this-zone4l
he density was not so low because of a high proportion of -
":{f'populafipn. As we see from 1971 figures, in this

e 18 per cent of the area was covered by'the registered
ees and 43 per cent of the population lived in these
ges. Inner South (old Ballygunge, Bhowanipore etc.)

ted at a distance of three to six kilometres from

had g density of 29562 persons per sq. km, Though the

e consisted of mostly high and middle income" people's
dence, even here one fifth of the populatlon llved in

hus:@e_s in 1971 (Table 27).
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Within a zone areas at a greater distance from
CBD show a lower density compared to the areas close to

CBD. Thus within Intcr North the areas like Shyambazar,
Kumertuli, Sovabazar, more than four kilometres away from

- CBD, show a lower density compared to Jorasanko-Jorabagan

area located within two kilometres of CBDi

bome old residential areas, despite their distancs
from CBD, show a high density compared to other areas at
Sikilar distance; for instance, Kalighat which is about ‘five
kilometres away from (BD, shows a higher density relative 4o
the other areas in the ﬁeighbourhood, largely because of
congested development with narrow roadé and a few open
gpaces,

While, on the whole, this pattern of 1ntra—01ty
density variations persisted in 1981, the dlerrunces
between zones deeclined over +time indicating faster growth
in low density areas. For instance, while in 1951 density
of Outer South was only one—ninthnof fhe density of Inner

North (the most densely, populated zone), in 1981 the

density of Outer South is about one—fifth of that of the
Inner North., Similarly for Bast and West also density
difference with Central and Inner North areas diminighed
over time (Table 26),

Gender Ratio

For Calcutta as-a whole gender ratio is low but
increasing in recent decades. There are, however, significant
intra-city variations (Table 28). In CBD, which shows a
high level of concentration of migrsants from Bihar, Uttar
Pradesh, and Rajasthan,42 population is highly male dominatec,
In 1951 there were about three females per ten males, The
other two zones with relatlvely low gender ratio were West
(441 females per 1000 males) and non-CBD Central (516 females
per 1000 males), While in the non=CBD Central lower gender
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ratio is explained by +the concentration of nigrants from
different parts of India43, in ths est it is due to the
concentration of lsbourers from Bihar and Uttar Pradesh
among workers in the port and the port-based industries;44
Relatively higher gender-ratio is observed in the

peripheral zones, namely, Outer Worth (649), Outer South
(646) and East (639). Zach of these zones had a sizeable

number of displaced Bengali migrants,45 who, unlike the

W

non-Bengali migran®s from Bihar, Orissa and UP, came

ith their fenmilies. Inner South = a pre dominantly

E residential arca inhabitéd nmostly by upper middle income
a higher gender ratio (670) compared to Inner

p & oroup had
Yorth (610), an old residential area clogse to CBD.

Tlhough inter—zone differcnces declined over tine, this
broad pattern of intra-city variations of gender-ratio
continued in 1981, What is to be noted further is that,
upto 1971, gender ratio was almost constant in CBD,
non-CBD Central and Immer North, increased very slowly

in East, West and Inner South, but it rose fast in Outer
North and Outer South - the arcas of new residential
growth, In contrast, during the decade 1971-81, gender
ratio inecrezsed sharply in most of the zones, particularly
in the CBD and non—CBD Centrel. Gender ratio increased

in @BD from 322 in 1971 Yo 434 in 1981 and in non-CBD
Contral from 507 %o 563 in the same period. That this is
due +o incressing proportion of family households is also
evident from the appreciable increase in household size

Sh these two zozmes: (Pable 29).

7 ol
.

Titeracv Rate

Literacy rate is a crucial indieator of

c. : gentrification. It has been observed in Calcutta that the
sreas which show concentration of bustee population,
namely, East, West, and Outer North (nore than one-third

of the population lived in bustees in these zones in T
see Dgple 27) have lower literacy rates (Table 30),
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whereas Innef and Outer South, consisting largely of
residential qﬁarters of relatively well-to-dos, have higher
literady rates, It is observed further, while in the
decade of 1961-T1 literacy rate was stagnant in nost areas
excepting CBD where there was a noticeable drop, during
1971-81 it showed appreciable increase in most of the
ZOhes particularly in CBD, Bast, West and Outer South;

Poprlation Growth

Coming to population change, it could be observed
that though the inner city as a whole had a slow and
declining grovth, as seen above, some areas within the
city had a faster growth than others (Table 25). Going
by the zones it can be observed that the relatively high

.density areas, namely, CBD (Burrabazar - Dalhousie

Clhowringee), non-CBD Central (Bowbazap:Taltola—Park Street)
and Tnner North (Jorasanko-Jorabagan—Shyambazar—Sovabazar)
have experienced either a low (less than five to six

per cent in thirty years) grovth or decline during 1951~-81,
Specrfically, a decline of population occured in CBD during
1951~601 and again during 1971-81, as also in non-CBD
Central during 1961-71, which may be partly due: tio a shift froa
residential land use to non-residentiml land use and partly
due to substitution of low income people by high income ones
as is indicated by the rising literacy rate and gender
ratio, Moreover, it may be noted that in CBD and non-CBD
Central population growth had been slow during 1971-81
inspite of the increase in the number of nultistoried
buildings.,

In contrast, the low density zones in the periphery,
namely Outer North (Cossipur*Sinthi—Be1gachhia), Quter South
(earlier Tollygunge nunicipality), East (Maniktala-Ultadanga—
Herkeldanga—intally-Tangra), and West (Ekbalpur-Khidderpore -
Hastings) had higher rates of growth varying between 40 per
cent and 50 per cent during 1951-81,
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Ward—bgsed Analysis

While analyscs by the broad zones are useful to
identify the major trends observed within the inner city,
many of the micro changes in the complex process of
demographic adjustments are overlooked. A ward-based analysis
would provide a closer view of the process. Therefore, we
undertake below a limited werd-based study. However, the
study is confined to the period 1971-81, and for a subset of
wards which are c¢omparable in 1971 and 1981 Census.

S The nost striking result of the ward-based analysis

coucs to be the absolute decline of population in most of the

relatively high density wards during 1971-81, Taking

75000 perscons per sq. km, (which is sliggtly more than

the net regidential density of GalcuttaTU) as the cut—off

3 point, we.see that, all the wards with a higher density
hadisuf fered a2 decline of population varying from about 57 to
Boye then 2F7%, excepting one (Table 32). These wards are
situated in CBD or in its viecinity - .one to three kilometres
from the city centre (Table 31). The exceptibn is observed
for the ward—group. 81 and'82 (of 1971) located in the
Khidderpore=fkbalpore area, which is, however, not far away
from GBD,

Some of the low density wards also guf fered
depopulation mostly within the range of 10 per cent.
While the decline of population (by 43 per cent) in #he
low density wards 43-44-45, in.the oD way be explained
in terms of further increase in the administrative and
‘commercial use of space, that in the other low density wards,
€.8., wards 67,71,88,90,91, all in Inner South, may be due
to the reuoval of slums and souatter colonies, or the growth
of business area.

AT



Generally speaking, relatively high growth rates of
15 per cent and abovet? have been observed in the relatively
low den31ty“areas, away from the Central Businsss Area,

tloreoyer, the ward based anélysis indicates a
process of gentrification in various parts of Calcutta
city. As we have discussed earlier, sharp rises in sender
ratio and literécy rate are useful iﬁdicators of gentrificecation, b
Taking an increase of 20 percentage point or more in -
literacy rate, as indicating a sharp increasé®® e fina
that some areas like wards 81 and 82 in West (Khidderpore-
Bkbalpore), wards 67 and 86 in Inner South (Park Circus
and Hew Alipore) and waras 19 and 26 in Inner Horth
(Kumartoli and Shyaupukur) had ghsharp rise in literacy
rate during 1971-81 and in all these areas genuer ratio
also improved.

Besides, there are wards in which population has
increased but gender ratio has declined. These areas inelude
Belgachhia, (wards 5, 11, 12 o1 1971) in Outer and Inner
lorth, Baguari-maniktola and Belaghata (wards MWL )
in Hast and ward 73 in Inner South., For most of these areas
increase in literacy rate is relatively small. There fore ,
it appears that alongside the process of gentrification
observed in soie parts of the city, there has been a
concentration of low income labouring people in some of the
other pockets,

V.. Gonclusion

To sumiarise, there are five major trends. Pirst,
the suburban growth has accelerated and the growth of resident
population in the city core has almost come %o a halt.
vecond, suburban growth has a southward fhrust. Third,
suburban growth is concentrated within the 20 km. radius froa
the centre, Fourth, apart from the natural increase, the-
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of . suburban population increase is contributed mainly by

ly e withinestate rural—-urban migration, migration from East

Bengal (Pakistan/Bangladesh) and out-migretion from
Calcutta city. Fifth, the process of gentrification of the

inner city has started.

To put these trends in a perspective we should note
first; that these trends were observed in a period of
industrial stagnation, when income and employuent increased
slowly, migration was low and the pace of formation of house-
hold was slow. Had there been no stagnation in the Calcutta

Mletropolitan region, some of these trends would have been

e

accelerated.

' : Secondly, the *trends of metropolitan growth in a
capitalist economy arc wostly an outcome of the play of
market forces, which influence land values and rentals.

A Calcutta is no exception. Therefore, in the long run trends

| which are essentially marke+t oriented, cannot be halted unlesc

(6]

market forces are regulated. For example, suburban moveien®
induced by high land values and the process of gentrification
within the core city cannot be stopped.

Yith this perspective we may consider the policy
implications of the trends of metropolitan growth in Calcutta.
The guburban growth would iuply that the day-=time pepulation
of the city will be greater than night-time population, Hence
the infrastructural and other facilities should be provided
suitably to cater to the need of the day-time population.
Where the night-tine populaticn does not increase, or might
even decline, in view of the phenomenon of 'gentrification'
the demand for infrastructure and other facilities might

- go up. Therefore, the scope for decentralising the cmployuent

il

opportunities away from the core city should be exploréd.

=
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The southward suburban development is most llkely
to be accelerated in future. After the completion of the
Second Hooghly Bridge, the southewest zene would have a
- better acceSeibiIify to the CBD,. Besides, projects like
' tern‘Metropelitan Bypass, Baishnabghata~Patuli township
and Last—Calcuttaaﬁgwnahlp Would help suburban development

s sigﬁificant part of the suburban population live
in non—municipality areas which are mostly-unplanneq and
lack the minimum urban facilities. While the process of
'suburbanlsatlon cannot be contalned priority should be
glven to a planned suburban development,
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CtPO Bagic Develonmeﬂt Plan, 1966, p.ld. :

Census of. Inala_1181 Series 12—MRharastra Part-24,
ohdgel 5

The Basic Dovelopdent Plan prbpared three s»ts of

population projections for Calcutta Metropolitan

Diatrict, viz., 'upper bound’!,. 'iost likely' and 'lower
bound! on the basis of various combinations of assulp—
tions - rcgardlng nortality and fertility rates; and each

set of proaectlons has three estimates relating to

different assuuptions regqrdlﬁg net migration rate.

The lowest estimate of 'most likely! projections was
11.90 million in 1981 (CiiPO, 1966, op.cit., p.69).
However, the actual population of CMD in 1981 (in

fact, covering a larger area than that in 1966) is 10.1
million. '

See R.E. chklﬂson The City Region in Western Hurope,
1967, pp.68-69.

For a h15t0r10q1 account of the early developnent of
these towns, see P. Banerji, 1975 pp. 710-101.

Qensus of India 1961, Dlstrlot Gensus Handbook=Hoochlyv,
o o District Census Handbook=24 Parganas, P.(20).
ClPO, Traffic Study, 1971, p.7; CiPO, Basic Development

Plan, 1966
CiA.1s. tzken eoulvalcnt to Culcuttn Urban Agg lomergtlor

in Censusg of India 198l.

In Census 1971 Bally Municipality was merged with
Howrah City and the former's population was not
reported separately. Hence, for the sake of uniforuity
Bally (1) is treated as a part of Howrah city throughot
This 20 km. distamce is cgoumputed on the basis of Hap—2C
in Basic Develonmént Plan (CHPO, 1066 58) : 3

See P. Chauduurl, _ﬁiﬂhaﬂ_lJLiE&ﬂLjﬁﬁ&EiL 1983, p.20.
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CliPQ, Iraffic Study, 1971, p.7.’

This happened inspite of Jadavpur being elevated from non-
municipal to aunicipal town in 1974,

seedh. Dy Bhimy LﬂﬂleOliCY and Urban Growth, 1977,

19, il i

See, for example, Bagic Develovment Plan (CiPO, 1966, p.1l).

Censug of Tndia 1981 reports migration figures for

Calcutta Urban Agglomeration, However we cannot use it
as couparable figures are not available for earlier

‘censuses,

See Bertrand Renaud, Nafional Urbsnization Policy in
Developing Countries, 1981, p.88.

S.B. Mukherjee, Studies on Fertility Rate in Calcutta,
1961, p.60f, '

The Port's land area is included in the adjoining wards

of Calcutta Corporatlon, and the corresponding populatior .
The port's sea-going and inland vessels' population is
shown against Port and the ares reported against it is

Calcutta's share of river hooghly (Census of India 1971,

Series 22, Part 10A snd .B. District Census Handbook
Caleutta w.l2.), ;

Gensus of Tndin 1981, Series 23-Part 28, p.245En .

Census of Indla 1961, District Census Handbook, 24-Parganas,

B(20).

Census of India 1981, Sories 23-Part 2, D106,
Census of India, 1951, Vol. 6, Part 3, p.sd.
GrOwth rates of Calcutta City without ad justing for

the changes in areg:

1921-31 30.7 per cent
1931-41 78.8 per cent
Jspag il 23.1 per cent
1851 =61 14,35 per cent e
See Asok Mitra's report in Census of Tndia 1951, Vol. 6

Rart-3 (Calcutts City) p. xiii.




25, These estimates are based on the assumption, as
suggested by asoke Mitra (Census of India 1951, V.6-Pt.3,
p. xiii), that the actual population of Calcutta.in
| non- 1941 would be around 1730074, which was the estinate
E prepared at the time of house listing.

26, Dstimated from data pTOVIded in Qﬁﬂagg_gﬁ_lnﬂ;a_iQE
Vil Part“9A.

Bl . 27, CMPO, Bsﬁlﬂ_ﬂﬁ_ﬁlgﬂﬂﬁni_E;En, 1966, p,.80.
3 28. ClPO, Bagic Development Plan, 1966, p.l6,
17 _ 29. According to Bustee Survey in Calcutta 1958-59 averag

per capita 1living space in bustees was 31.52 sg. ft.
approximately. (Govt. of Ww.B. Report on Bustee Survey
in Calcutta, 1958=H9, Vol. 17, pp:38+39),

50. A registered bustee, as defined in the Calcutta Municipal
Act 1951, is an area containing land occupied by or for
the purpose of any collection of huts on a plot not less

s K than ten kathas (1/6 acre) in area (CuPO, 1966, p.91).

ior, g - These registered bustees constitute only a subset of all
: : bustees in Calcutta, '

: 1 31.  See W.K. Bose, Calcuita: A Social Survey, 1968, pp.15-22,

L, % - Cengug of India 1981, Series 23, Part VII.

J2.. See, for exauple, R,F. Muth (1960), pp.27-96.

B part from municipal laws, huge investuent requlred
for skyscrappers is also a constraining factor.
senas, Though the area of Calcutta Municipal Corporatlon:is
same in terms of maps (printed in District Census
Handbooks) in 1961 and in 1971, the couputed area in
1961 (95.60 &g.kn.) is less than that in 1971 (98.79 sa.
km,). Calcutta Corporation area has changed subsequently
in 1984 when Jadavpur, Garden Reach and South Suburban
Municipalities merged to it; and the Corporation area

is divided into 140 wards. However, in 1981 Census,

vard level data for Calcutta Municipal Corporation were
Coiplled for the reorganised ‘100 wards of 1984, which

- corresponded to the Calcutta Corporation area in 1981,
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As per maps of Caleutta in:District Census Handbook of
Galcutts for 1951 and LG6A, -« vt

Data relating to areca of Calecutta city, Calcutta
Corporation and its wards have various inconsistencies
in 1971, For ingtance, while phe Surveyor Gensral of
India estisates the areca of Calcutta city (district)

to be: 104.00. sq. km., the.sum of the areas of its
bonstituents, namely, Calcutita Corporation, Fort,
Canals etc., comes to 106.02 sa.kn. The area of Calcutia
Gorporation is 98.97 sq.km. in 1971, higher than that in
1961 (95.0 sq.km.) though from the inspection of the
maps given -in District Censusillandbool of Calcutlz for
1961 and 1971 we see the area %o be same for. the two.
years. Furthermore, the area of Ward 4 in 1971 was
reported to be 7.64 sq.km,, which seems to be a gross
over—estimat:s when we ingpecti the wap. Comparing maps
of Calcutta for 1961 and 1971 we estimate the area of
Ward 4 to be 0.84 so.kn. approximately., Then, however,
the sum of the area figures for the Corporation wards
comes to be 92,20 sg.km. which is less than the reported
aggregate arca of the Corporation. ‘ '

For instance, in 1980 the proportion of 'census houses'
(a census house is a building or part of a building
having a separate nain entrance from the road or comion
courtyard or staircase etec., used or recognised as a
separate unit) used as residence—cum—shop/workshop
including household industry is 6.1 per cent ‘
(Census of Tndia 1981, Series 23, Part=VII; pp.16-17).
Thece density figures are Qomputed excluding the
gorresponding Maidan area.

In 1961,44 per cent of the total space in CBD was

used for trade, commerce-and.administrative purposes.
(Coumputed from data given in N.K. Bose, Calcutta :
Social Survev, 1568, pp.15-22).

N.K, Bese, Galeutis, 1968, p.23.
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See CLPO, Basic.Development Plan, 1966, p.l6.

Since the na sural growth rate of Calcutta during

1. 976 =8Il est1Mated to be around 12 per cent, we‘
choose 15 per cent as the cut off point,

As the new literates in a decade Would belong to the
age group 5-14, which consists of around 20 per cent
‘of ‘population in 1981 we choose 20 percentage p01nt
increase as the upper limit of normal lncrea%e g ol

1iteracy rate,
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Size distpibution of cities and ftowns in Calcutts UA, 1901-1951
Population size 1901 1951 1961 1971 1981

100000 and above 2 5 9 i £y
50000 = 99999 = 9 3L LB N (5)
20000 - 49999 8 14 16(4) 25io): )
10000 - 19999 L g4 2@la) 20(22)s 28(28)
5000 = 9999 4 L) des)es S oI Eees (25)
Below 5000 = = 6(6) 6(6) 6(6)
Total ' 25 5o Ta(Lo)R g dice )R ToT(EE)

llotes : (i) Figures in brackets show the number of non-munici-
pal units including 'notified areas' and cantonments,
(i1) During 1901 and 1951 twelve new towns emerged. In
1951-61 there were 34 new towns and Bally town was
splitted to form two towns Bally(lM), and Bally@ii).
During 1961-T71, 26 new towns came up and four
towns of 1961 including Bally (i) were merged %o
Howrah city. In 1971-81 there were 23 new towns,
while nine towns merged to Jadavpur to form
Jadavpur (M), one merged to Gayeshpur, and one
" (Warayanpur) declassified; besides Bally (i) was
treated as a seperate town .
Sources : Census of India 1981, Series 23-Part 24
Cengsus of Tndia 1971, Series 22=Part 2A4.
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vrogiected population of Calcutta Metropolitan Digtriet,-1991=
Year Sy D Calcutta Other non-municipal
city municipal . units
: units ; ;

1981 9.98 Az Signtl. o 1o

(actual) ca o (12) (39) e o)

1991 12.07 WBe ol She0l 2o

(legzssin.cs) (G n (42) (21) 5

feool - o 14058 % el OToT o 6500 5 ok 5.05

(15.00~14.31) . (34) sl (21)
2011 LS e siiky T 5l 2 T.74 395
(183 50=26,02) (320 (o (23)
2021 1G.65 v inz. %5094 Qo2 v g e 023
(22:26719.04) - .(30) cibaB) (22)

Notes : (i) The figures relates to 'most likqlﬁ' veriant of
projections. In gecond colunn the figures in
brackets show highest and lowest .value of
alternative projections.

(ii) Bracketed figurcs in third, fourth and fifth
colunns show per;énfége.of‘CMD populafiona

(iii) Calcutta city includes Gardenreach, Jadavpur, and

: South Suburban dunicipalities. ‘

(iv) Population projections are made for the CMD and
the municipalities. Population for the non—munici-
pal areas are calculated by subtracting the

_ municipal population from the CMD total.

Source : Study Group on Demographic Profile of CMD, State

Planning Boaréd, Governuent of West Bengal, !Deiogra=

phi

¢ Profile of Calcutta Metropolitan District',

13589,
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S ek s el G |
7 Area . i Ponulatioh‘ é
(sq.km,) 1060 1971 19381 3
i
Urban .  906.92 - 6039861 749998 9335985 ¢
(60.9) = HGes ) (92.9) (92.3) ’
Rural 581.46 428486 569931 Heliresi
) * A626) o dlenEn) (TeT) ;
Total 1488,38 6468707 ‘8069819 10114036 %
(100.00) (200.00) : (100.00). . ° (100.00) i
' Population Density (per sqg.km.) ?
Urhan ' 6660 8870 ~ igzcn i
Rural , TR e L gk )
Total ' . 4346 . 5422 6798 i
: Decadal Population Growth (percentage) E
Urban e . ; e iD A - 24,5 .‘ , E
Rural 53.0 56.3 :
Total ty i ' 24.8 2505
R ‘ : Gender Ratio (females per 1000 males)
Urban ' ko | | 783
Rural ! 903%
Mopaily - 5 & | ' 791

D

1Samefas Calcutta Standard Urban Area (Qggsya_gi_lnﬁia_l&ﬁl)
or Calcutta iietropolitan District (CuDA, Report No. 171,
Novewmber 1982). ,

Note : Rural-urban classification relates to Census 1981.

Source : Cengus of India 1981, Series-=23, Part — I A.




| abwwa.« 4
, mﬁbﬁwaan!anhs&du Urban bmmwoimwm.wwoﬁ (cUA)_and omHoc&Mmrer.qu GDP?EE
. B @Ltﬁrgshuwuff= Share of Shars of bnnpnwrhmugnﬁrkmp
| CUA “AEC dn CUA Ca in :
, : population incremental
| (74 population
, ; . ; of CUA
| el : , (%)
| £k _ L
! 1901 1510 994 61.84 - = =
| 1911 1745 1016 58,24 35,16 15,58 8.86
| 1921 1864 10573 55,89 26,46 299 0 v L BeD
| ICERL S 2D 122 Dt L0 o 13.48 15.94
; T94a8 B621 2167 bo.ch , 650l 69 T AT 49
1950 466 | 2698 B0 = 50. 66 28490 1 & 24350
' fagen: boen 2927 48,92 e A 28,14 848
I aegal rdon 5149 I e 15,41 24.01 7257

1981 9194 5505 . 35.95 L aaell 25.90 4,96

Note : Calcutta city AHomHV wowswrﬁwos figures are unadjusted @omrwfdwos.
_ See Table, 22 below.

Source : Computed from data from Census of Hb@p@, 1981, wmwwmm 23 Vest Bengal,

Part 1A, Geperal Population Tables, me.
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¢ Includes Bally nmunicipality.
99 includes 2a,3a,5a and 6=z,

SEABLE: =5

QWWMMMMQ _
 Jone 1951 1961 1971 1981 ¥
1 Caloutta City 2690494 2927289 3148746 3305006 |
2 North-east 813081 1233889 1837229 2493473 &
a. inner erea 309964 . 569936 900804 1266277 &
b. outer areca 505117 . 664953 936425 1227196
3 South-east 252285 | 485127 764434 1169434 ;
a, inner area 213215 435639 652574 - 1067038 :

b. outer area 36070 = 49488 71860 102396

4 Howrah City? 468363 - 633851 737877  B92EG4

5 North-west 383379 538130 690929 . 943537

a. inner area 155525 220528 290550 | 509055
b, outer area 230054 317602 400539 564504
6 South-west 25552 11655851 Gl 2A1gss 390404 g
a, inner area - 72041 120447 . 216402 §
b. outer area'- y 25552>: 93342 112633 174002  §
7 Calcutta UA 4669559 5983669 7420300 9194018 B
8 Suburb ; i
a, inner’area?® 676504 1297144 2012215 ~ 2928750 i
e e 797795 1125303 1521462 2068095
9 Walyani=Bamsberia o o =5 =3 o R : _ i

~ zZone W emngTa s 320930 436344 643235

n Kalyani~-Bansberia zZone includes Bansberia, Hooghly-
Chinsura, Madhusudanpur, Naldanga, Koete, Banuel
Thermal Power Towashlp, Kalyanl, Gayeshpur Kencharapara,
Halisahar, and Naihati.

Note - 'Inner ares’ comprises of towns within 20 kum.

distance from Calcutta City. 'Outer area' comprises
of towns beyond 20 km, from Calcutia.

Source - Census of Tndia 1961, Series=23, Part = IA (computed).




1006
473
277
196
434
038
396
164
537
033
504
104
102
)02
)13

50
193

= A —

. anm
zopne-wise distribubion of Caleubta Urban Agelomeration”

population (in percentaze) 1951-1901° -

- ZLone

Calcutta City
North-east

a: iﬁner area
b. outer ares

‘South-east

a, inner area

b}'outer area
Hovrah City?
Horth-west
2. lnner area

b. outer area
South-we st

a: inner area
5. outer area
Calcutta UA
Suburb

a. inner area?

b,  outer are=
Kalysni-Bansberia

zone(p

1971 o

——— e st

1951 ===t 3961 - 1981
57,79 ~ 48,92 - ~ 42,44 35495
sl 20,62 SIS L
' 6.64 951 128 13.77
46T el 1ok 58 1%,35
5.40 8.41 1050, 15,72
4.56 728 gess LGl
0.384 0.8 0.97 0T
10.64 10.59 9,94 9.70
Bo21 8.99 9,31 10,26
5080 3.68 Feouie -7 Tl e
4.93 56 oL B 6.14
ChiCioM e 2T i Ao LD
- | 1.20 1.73 935
0,55 1.56 AL 1.90
100.00 - 100,00 Teneg T ¢ 100,90
14.45 21,68 o2 g
1708 S sy el Deas0" o 20g
5.01 5.51 5:88

Tslo()

¢ See below Table-3.
Source - Computed from Table-3.
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TABERL- 7

ential. population in

Calcutta Urban Agﬁléméraﬁicﬁ, 1951—81 (in '000)

1961-71 -1971=81

1951-g1.

‘-.Zoné TR
@y (@i (4) o
1 Calcutta city T oo e 156 - | 606
e (e @s.d) el @i
2 NWorth-east {2 600 655 1680
: Lo (eeih) e1le) g (3l
a, inner area 259 552 505 956
: | Gioir) eml) (2006 om0
b, outer area 142 268 1294 724
e e (o, 8t uGlas) (16.6) (16.0)
3 Bast-south 5 279 405 gl
i : (O s ) (22.3) (20.3}
a. inner .area o o a5y 57 834
: ; (@se)ee R O) (el (18.9)
b outET area A A7 B 65
Lo ey (045) (2 5) @ (o4
4 Howrah City? e 124 154 295
(8:9) t3,6) (50 e
5 West-north 155 153 253 560
(lim) o e ) e e o)
a, inner area 67 70 a9 226
: (B (4.8) (5.0 (5+0)
b. outer area 86 83 164 - .334
(6 s 9.2 Crod)

o
~—




i', TABLE'— 7 (Contd )

e (1) : ‘ (S 3 ~04):-~wq..»c5)“;
;v6}South—West 140 Vsl oy Tlmge s 865
e g (10.6)  (5.3) (Bsd) o)
a. inner‘a;ea T2 56 el o
Sin Ceoi (5h) (ace) (4B
b. outer area 58 : 19 61 =149
e g (s (3.5) (3.3)
7 Galcutta UA asng W e
- ' (lowy | (100) (100) " {(100)
8 Suburb ' it ‘
5. inper arca’ eel L 917 2252
ey (Apaz) . Caoip)  (eamyy @ MdoLE)
b. outer arca 508 0 506 Gag oo
s (2aig) T eiee). | (BeE) s D)
'9 Kalyanl—Bansberla e e e
~ zone ghit s 107 207 409
| Gie2) o ) (aa.mess (9.0)

P See

below Table 3.
Note & Bilcures in bracket
Source = Compuued from Table 3.

‘show percentages.
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TABLE - 8
alcutta Urban Ageglomerastion 19651-1601

———

ol et ot enopuse e Tgprein ealloni el o
1 Calcutta City BRI 56 OB
2 North-eapt = - - ~=- = 5157 = 48,87 -+ 35,74
a. inner drea B5an5 B&LT6 40.18
b. outer area AT, Ly 40,40 Salgals
3 South—ecast 92.29 Dile - 52,98
a. inner area Saligy o 538.98 54301
b, outer area 26.66 45,21 42449
4 Howrah City® 23,55 20,22 20.91
5 Iforth-west 40,36 28439 36,56
al inner area 456 31,68 S0), 52
b. outer area 805 216 40.94
6 South-west SYITE P s 61.94
a. inner area . o= 18350 68447
‘b, outer area 26550 20460 54443
7 Calcutta UA Tesild 2455 0, 2555210,
3 Suburb : '
e Ry oren T S iAo B5ii3 45,55
b. outer area 41,06 35,19 5155915
9 Kalyani-Bansberisa g
Zone 40.36 B2 55 47.41

“p-Including -Bally municipality.
Note = bame as in Table .3,
L oource .- Computed fron Table 3.




2 }5 =
TABLE - 9
: uunlclnal,and ngn—munlclbal Donulatlon in Calcuuta.ﬁﬁ
T e Ve R G o
e e

© Calcutta City - - 2927289 FLATE '3305996-
Howrah, Gity . .. . 633851 31677 . 8d2ifd
fforth—-cast o RS R R 5

iﬁncr area M  ‘ ] ._- oHoiaL 168684 '1063081 '

B o s Geieu busieE boh)
' bufér area M s 581683 782859 1006603 (24000)

R e s ()

L

South—egst _ : . i . e
inner aree il o 316581 427513 837991 (16151)
a8  NM - 1195058 . 265061 - 229047, (15551)
outer area It _3§824a}g alicBiol i 794@4;(3980)
R s L0664, 20821 31992 (2Rl
Horth-west - i , sn
inner srea li | 2ilEED - 261500 | EEola L
' - am . 018866 228BY . . 39919 62720)
outer ares i . 317602 400539 524993 (15286)
_ it - £l B
:_South*west- ' -

inner area M Lo - : R A
il - feosn - doBdATES 216402 (12289)

—~—

outer area M ) - L

Wil 93342 - 112638 174002 (I5781L)




1

SPGB

=l NG5 e e 8l

outer ares M

Calcutta UA

1073984 1483698 2240186 (16151)

NI 223160 520517  6ag564 (58535)
939114 1234437 1602060 (41072)

N 186271 S ppT025 466038 (30716)
b 5574238 6604758 3039416 (Bi223)
i 409431 515542 . 1154602 (65251)
T 5933669 7420300 9194013 (126474)

i Municipality;

Notes = i(4)

(11)
(1441}

(1v)

(v)

N -
'Inner srea!

Non—nunicipal units; T - Total
cémprises of + wns within o 200 L
radius from Calcutta city (excluding, of course,
Howralh city ana Bally municipality) ,
comprises of towns beyond 20 km, distance from

Caleuttal

'"Outer ares!

Howrah city, here, includes Bally municipality,
Non-mﬁnieipal units include 'notified area',
centonuents ete,

Though Hew Barrackpore got
after 1961, it has been treated
in 1961; Jadavpur has

Hunicipality in l981,

municipal status

as municipality
been treated as g
Figures in brackets show the population in
'outgrowths!,

Sources - @ensus of India 1981, Series 23 ~ Part 243
Census of Indin 1971, Series 22 = port 2A.




: éitY/ZOng “
P ()

b

0

F S calcutte gity
e

. North-east
Inner ares

. Quter area

Quter @res

~ North-west

t _' In!-le'r e

M

NM

M -
NI
M

NI

M
NI
M
NM

U8

NM

M

MM

102,95
48.98

g2 A1
,16483_
- 81.06

..44‘33 5
j 28}35””

i

‘1,22 

20.70
2eD
15627

104,00

655

9687
46405

' 95.56
e

86ul T 2

Lyt
,10105_
781 -

23.94
11.63

13,65

ra

49.30

_ iD.EB




. TABIE

T A

- 10 (Contd,)

(1)

e

_ Suburbd

Inner area M : ”_
mM
S Outex-_'- areg W - T e
= 4 6, a5
4451
i LAl T
= g

ST

Calcutta UA i
. NH

£

)

il e

B
B e
. 145 s 10 S

93.06
472,79
685.43

160.90
119.58

852.22

158.49

SH6 B ‘ : -I.' -
dpollt Ll
543,56

308. 66

M= municibaiity; NI - Hon-munlclpal un1ts= L Total.

Notes = Same ag in Table 9,

Sources —‘anﬁgﬁ_g__lnﬁlﬁ_lQZI Series 22-Part 24
A Qﬁnﬁuﬂ_ﬂﬁ_lﬁdlﬂ_lﬂﬁl .Beries 23-Part 24,

£ -

A

%
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TABIE - 11 o

Depsities in muniéinéi épﬂ non—mnunicipal units of
D e e, e : -~

: : (Dersoﬁg DerﬂSda'km;if.
City/zone  aLaGeiigel .5 1071 1961

(1) S aamr o e
L outhh Baty, | oo 20454 - 30070 31779
Howrah city S o o 99 14039
North-east e w
L iy e D T
o 158 - 2eE8 4413
-eutefwafeé i SRR s "j9658 ' -‘10534_ .
g s L aeie 2756 2
South-eas?® . - 7 : L
Inner area M 7506 ;s 9866 9658 :
 HM . origg. s
outer ares M 5125 5633 7005
NM 7921 3184 4096
North-west :
Inner area I 10225 12923 14165
A NI 3490 4360 3432
Outer area I 5644 gl e
N o - 3123
South-west :
Inner area ! = 52 e
NI 3190 3150 4389
Outer area !l ; = = =

M : 3026 %657 il




S50 = S
TABIE - 11 (Contd.)

(1) 2k o
SIS UDMT e  ‘L%fm BIREE RO RO 2o :
-;"inﬁér‘a$ea Wit Tio . goal b 10792
T oW e ey
' :Outer a?ea M'“ ? . - 6472 Sl 5322

TUNNE e iy 3084 3103

Calcutts UA M = 12578  13990C 14790

CNM 2790 5385~ 3741
T mkeas 10143 10826 130888

M= Mun1c1pa11ty, M - Non-munlclpal unit; T = Totaﬂn

‘uotbu - Dugu oy in TaJlO‘Q iEe

'Sources o Computed fron Table 9 and Table 10,




TABIE - 12

(females/ 1000 males)

Ci‘ty/zone. 1861 1961 i i 198'1
Calcutta city 580 612 6 LiTle
Howrah city 616 630 679 199
Nerth—-east 7 S ok
Inner area M : Sy A 860" 861
NMO - 810 sl (1 aon
Quter area: M. 5§%; : 654 709 759
B NM Bl 9B e H A e D00
South-east Fiis BT ol et B vk L
Inner area & - H e LG 740 -~ - 806~ .864.
' WM S
Outer area ‘M 580 635 e 719
NI 567 0. el 707 795
lNorth-west
Inner area M 650 698 D2 - 808
' M - 851 812 787
Quter area M 709 769 TEn 843
{ WM = = = 822
South-west
Inner area M = — = =
NM = o 759 841
Quter area M = G o el
M 729 20 123 843




e =

.. (females/10 ol
iy e o el

Gity/zone

~ Suburb 5 ‘ et
 Inner area = M de 195 ¢ 855
: Al o o e 822, .88
M Yasileoe L 600n T iEE
e N - e e frediis e
Gateutiva Tl S W gm6: @ 6o ese e
' ' N ey e e e
gel o oo BoTa L Ton T

Quter area

M}:'mgpicipality;iﬂm ginon-municipal-units; T tobal

Notéé': Seme as in Table 9.

Sbuﬁées :-Same'as'in'Table 9.
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MABIEE =15
Literacy rates in municipalitics and nop-nupicipal units
in Caloutfia Uhy 1961=CL . o |

s e e ot

Citf/Zone: et G OB ””"l97l—wmii . gBEL

aalcubta city : 5Giog T 60.05 0 Egeie
. Howrah city - | 51.52 55.65 64,96
North—-east - : (s SE
e e B 0ReD 63.54 72.39
: M 52,50 60.18 66,78
e e 49,36 57,11
. : NI 56.48 56,85 65,59
South-east e e e Breist e
Inner area M 51.453 ;5§;éfﬁdﬂﬂ"',64.86
el o LD 53,94
_Outer area M M1;o3 - itsblgg i fosaga
- N1 A2 56,97 oo
North-west - - : Sk .f' il j S
Inner orea - gt ““H;5§.65,' 56,51 66,48
e 6048 BpePd 72.79
Quter area: . M 50,68, 94.25 62,10
M - Do 59.69
Scuth-weet
Ianer arca M - - -
WM 39,25 49,14 57.84
Quter area M = = =
N 30. 94 BRI 44,68




-5
-‘TABLE

4—
—-13 (Contd )

City/zone 2961 '“‘329‘71“ 1981
Inner area W 55,91 60.35. . 68,68

3 - WM 48.80 56.07 60,05

Outer area M AT, 34 50 g ..58.57

SOl 44.61 49,32 57.06

Galeutta UNTE N D ooiqa Pibpiogpi e Uy

NG .90 53.69 58. 84

L o 57.48 65.48

I : municipalities; NM : non-municipal units; T :

théé'— Same as in Table 9

Sources - Qensus’ of Indla_lq

61 Volume 162

Census of India 1671, veries 22=Part 24,

Total

Census’ of Tndin 1981, Series 23 - Part 13 ;

(mmmmmw for Calcutta,

'24—Parganas, Howrah

and Hooghly),
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s 55"_’
VTABLE_~_14
Proportion of buill—up lﬁ'{ .

“punigipality 7 . Pércentage of built-up area

% ‘Hooghly-Chinsura o anen
Chandannagar ‘ , 63,69t
| Bhadre swar et _ e .
| Champdeni .. ; 50.28
§  Baidyabati 41.91
Syirdmpore o s
Rilehes o0 _ S e G
e | 61.87
Uttarpara—Kdﬁrung 65,05
Kalyani (Notified Area) - i P
Kanchrapara 49.37
""Hé”Iié‘h"ﬁ'afi-"‘"‘ e s “5"6_.-7_5“"— FERel
Naihati , : S | e O i
ltpers o | : < 13.06.
Garulia | | 5666,
North-Barrackpore D S s o

R Y T L e Aoy T T FET R 7 B *
3 N et o A et

T TS RS RT e

P R T

Barrackpore : T DO D
Titagarh T 83,62
Khardah 54.12
Barasat it Gl
New Barrackpore 70,48
Panihati L 65,82




- 56 -

‘TABLE - 14 (Conta.)

_ Pereentage of built-up area

Municipality
Kamar@aﬁif“fgaf:;;}%fi’*ﬁr;rf T 67.13

North Dum Dum o : S 56LE

L ;

it

) e :

S,oﬁth-Dum . Dum e 68,22

BudgetBudge & ) ; R ez o

o TS R e

By dhodl 20 ~ 58.46

A A

Y

'f{$quf¢éi“ Gaﬁcﬁttd Metfdpslitahrbémeibpménf Authority,

%

{5 2uent€-fﬁve Years.

(Report of the Working Group on Land ﬁse), :

July 1986,



. . by it ” ; TABIE -~ 15
ﬁ @Hmdoﬁ&woﬁ of urban mﬂmm.asmﬁdedwwbﬁwos of districts included in Caiculfa

‘Azglomeration, 1981 s il i
Digtrict Aren (me dmoyd B gL 4 .- Population (1000)
(urban) Botal TR OUA O doguay B L Totel in CUA P e
Oalcutta 104 igar | dooro AW s 55050 | s008 100.0
24-Parganas 626 430, | 687 S 4269 .. 5b8e 85.9
Howrah 174 153 oo 880 : 1339 1282 95.8
. Hooghly 154 e R e 1053 944 89.2
. Nadia ol D 25000 A0 81 12.6
o amanel 1264 852 16T A nskid it dgppl e ool 8ilen
i 3 i i . 2y .
P ,W il Source : Census oOf Hbgwm_womHL_mmHHmm,mm - _lest Benzal, Part - 1A,
— 3 -y .4..

General Population Tabless:

g
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TABIE - 16

Mieration in Calcutba, Howrah (U), Hooghly (U) and

24-Parganas (U), 1971, 1981

Migration type . 1961 1971 1981
Intra—State ; :
Intra-district * 203619 1423529 321225
rural-urban (3.22) (1.80) {3.20)
Inter-district 413944% 2475937 307782
rural=-urban (6.54) (3:14) S0
Inter--deistrict2 Mgy 60866 113956
urban-urban . (0.77) (1.16)
Inter-State 1279688 1044187 1111176
‘ (20.22) (a5 23 (Lt 26y
Inter-Nation 1212923% 1020272 1165950
(19.16) aznes) (11,81
- of which from A
 Pakistan/Bangladesh 1176552 - . 995947 1088216
R (18.59) (12.62) (T1ies)
Total 3110174%9 2515270 - 3082189
Population (U) 6329621 7892869 9863810
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0)
Proportion of
nigrants (percentage) 49,14 20 . 8T 3l ¢25

n.a. Not available,
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TABIE - 16 (Contd.)

¢ If we include the urban;migrants=fpgm'?unclassifiable‘

origin'aéwféﬁbftéd in Census 1961»aﬁd:;971 the figures
would be : v e e
e e 1971
Intra-district - Ghaah s
_.rursd—urban 204302 169268

(3022 (2414) :

Inter-district i P el

rural-urban 414894 304694

(6.56) (3.86)
610 Excluding interdistrict urban-urban. ' _
1 Intra-district urban-urban migration is ignored'since‘
its major part would be within the CUA. :
5> 14 excludes inter-district urban-urban migration between
Calcuﬁta, Howrah, Hooghly and 24-Parganas. =

ia 1961, Vol. 16, Part-IIC (ii,iii);
Cengus. of Indie J197Ll, Series oo part-II D (iii, ii)
Census. of. India 198L, Series 23 Part 5A and Bi

Sources -~

v
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TABLE o
Migration 1o Calcutts and.

- dislricts, 1961-1981

urban. areas of adjoining districts,

1961

At

5 1981
Calcutta
Higrants : 1541743 1053384 927528
a. Intra-state intra-- %% = o =
-~ district R - e -
: 0ji} - - -
b. Intra-state inter- DI, 3100649 2177009 - 2241095
district "RU 282720, ., 152450 14320¢
G | Uy < TbuE5 - AL525 e
c. Inter-state . 0T, ¢ 679940%- 5342349 467613
' =12 RU: -+ BB43Eg 1 530H5R R DG AL
e : UDs 2054056 % i 100916 161650
d. Outside India e DD TS0 301450 235720
. of _whieh ek
Lrom Pakistan/ 528205 286740 2011026
Bangladesh - Frs e e e S
Migrants as 7, of 52467 255045 28.06

‘Population -




f " ToaprEo= 17 (Combde)
L sl 0 “ig7i - 2981
e  —24=parganas (V)
1 migrente Feuiiat I elae 1259606 2005124

B ook | -
|  a, Intra-state 0 193793% : 16259f§9:'366152
iﬁtra-gistrict ny- lugEslt éjééé 210654
L rarll s e g 1794609 2386#9¢"’j56§é677
{tipsibneint o RUS. O0BBAL 47i50. . 108315
e . . . 1725%6-~, 380892
¢, Inter-state e 5770649 360617
RU 224342 144314 274694
CUUC 66434 54385 . 85923
~ d. Outside Indisa At 496610 561266 769088
:j 7%.;  trom Pakistan/Banglédesh 489497 : 574711”,7L;716l40
-. Migrants‘as perceqtage_of" S

f; : populétion  B 58;13 N 4é,41 48,09

e (b i Pt 5
9 R
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. ; 5 b
TABEE = 19 (Gontaly) ;
& 19611 5 T e RS
et $ERE = : :
k= ' ' Howrah (U)
erdnse L 458654 285964 404554
 of which e
.aw_Intrafstate : TL ‘ZBEEfi@ : "51807¢ - 96000
intri-district - . RU 57162 =1 Bhq 2 6=
s UU 31464 ¢ aipen SR |
b. Intra-state | 7L 90768 - 60023% 108659
i . inter-district . RUS 51590 25486 S 1LElgE
| “ : UU 38506 b L 56696
¢. Inter-state Ry 1885647 1302567 143056
RU 160732 . : .. Goppdsiiigeans
UU 27538 11756 a0y

-ds Outside India
_ fron Pakistan/Bangladesh . 66542 420287 = 5plbe

- Higrante @s percentage of

poPulabren. . .0 TS3c o GRS




=

TABLE - 17 (Contd.)

1661 ABSiA L gRT -

Hooghly (U

i grants ' 347240 327073 . 452565
of which :
a. Infra-state / DL 537747 482077 79253
intro-—district! « RU 31076 - 22663 42711
- det UU 2268 22143 36542
b. Intra—state . TL 798207 825559 130019
" intor-district RU 37527 24493 47238
P2 fapp6s Ei AR S 82781
c. Inter—state 7L 1195719 102633? - 139390
RU 93656 62687 - 108236
UU 25059 196483 31654
d. Outside India LLgAQ8T 93678 - 103403
of which from :
Pakistan/Bsangladesh 792288 92463 100798
Migiation as percentage : ;
of population : 1E¢ 595.94 43,02 - 43.08

¢ Includes migrants from unclassifiable origin.
Note i: TL = Totail, RU : Rural=urban, UU - Urban—urban,
Sources : (1) Cemsus of India 1661, Vol. 16, Part-IIC (ii and
TRb A o S o
(2) Gepsus_of India 1971, Series 22, Part—II-D
(i and ii). '

(3) Gensus of Tndia 1981, Series 23, Part—-5A and B.
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o 64-_
PABERE =18

S

Pdpulation
Non-migrant -
Migfant
Intra—-state

intcr—district

Inter—gtate

Pakistan/Bahgladesh

LU

000
610
5L
270
231
396

Yo

636

760
259
176
405

780

o e S R :
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 TABRE - 1G (Gontd.) -

Wl saon e
24-Perganas Al
: e

“POpulatiiont s o o e

Hon-wigrant e | TR Tol =0 o0
Migrant ' 174 795 905
e “ e
Intra—stafe ‘ TL 833 1380 issnikdoe
intra-district RU 923 1558 - 1543
5 w819 oo
Intra—state L 8ll 1070 S o e 06
'inﬁer-district . RU_ 724 B9« | - 975
1o ' UU - 906 02159 = 1166

9 Inter-state TL 343 366 s B2
\ S R A1 540 575

| we ae o s 657
Pokicten/Bongladesh ; 914 Cee BB e 889




. TABIE - 1& (Contd.)

- 66 -

S feeie i

= e N " Howrah (U)
B Posigtion. o 644 02 151
ia Non*migrén‘t s 124 725
Migrant 562 648 - 939
. Intra-state TLa 06T L5 2314
sgntre —district RU 1995 2057 2213
e up 1214 1455 2536
Intra-state e o 1025 1355
mtoredistrict ~RU 6774 862 1082
- AT T 2 1292 1684
. Inter-state TL 276 303 395
RU 244 279 359
UuU 503 410 523
- Pakistan/Bangladesh 7 863

764




13 (Contd.)
BRSNS

27, S elhe e

Population

Non—-migrant

MUigrant

o whiek ¢

Intré;Sfaf% Ty TL- 

' _l;intra—district ~ RU

Intra—state. Seln

intsr—district RU

ATl s e
339 L e

Inter-state ey
L s RU
uu

:Pakistan/Bangiééésh

el 784
792 T

720 pags s et

1336 Vs

1170 5 I551E

1969 1355?ti-
670 gl s

328 | SRk
tBE6h 52g

S e e

oo Heegkly ()

71809
1617
-1799
11464
1275

1537
444
393
627
864

Noegi: U= lotails RU - Rural=Urban, UU - Urban-urban.

(1) Total gender ratio is computed including the migrants

from 'unclassifiable' origin.

Source : Same as in Table: 15.



Intra-state
Intra-district rural-urban 1423529
Inter-district rural-urban 951357
Inter-district urban-urban 33756
(excluding Calcutta)
Inter—district urban-urban

from Calcutta 177346
Total “_1582367
Population ¢ apdog

— 68_*
TABIE - 19
Migration in the suburban Calcuttal
: Yy S SR e 1981 o= = e e
of change
: _in popula-
ﬁian'

- ligrants

Inter-state ol 509953 643563 7356

Outside India 718822 929330 11,60

20225 9,36
164576 s
171564 21

355369 gLsi
2451627 44,60
6552804  100.00

@ Does not include migrants from 'unclassifiable! origin.
1 Suburban Calcutta, here, refers to urban parts of
24-Pargsnas, Howrah and Hooghly district. -
Note — Inclusion of migrants from 'unclassifiable! origin
iﬁ‘thé stream of intra-state rural-urban migrants in
1971 does not chénge the percentages substantially.

Source - Computed from Census of India data.
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e TABLE — 20 Eiiien s |
u;bxa&;ag_h@uﬂaan_Qamsyii@Lﬁgdmﬂgwxah+_ﬁngghlx;and : ?
24-Parganas, 1961-01

U -

Calcutta

Urban
Rurgl

Howré.h :
Urban
Rural

Hooghly

Urban

Total
Urban

Rural

24—Parganas

8410

6850 ¢ (1005)

571607

(733)

. 5945
54074 | (375)

27405%

. 5060

:19)65¢
(382)

19415

160327 ;
999307

17204
BRI o)t = s
48738

(958) -

123327

(999).
e

Eeiae e

- 7580" |
“(1568)l i

. 7511500 |
(536)

37116
{tE5505)

—————————— —=——-—'—-—"‘ ]
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TABLE - 20 (Contd.)

1961 1OFL < o nesal
R ' From Calcutta
24-Parganas G e =
Urban sk i - o et . 134037 286027
T '48¢88“““~i? (1136) (1113
Rural , 15447 55874
. (el ST (1490)
Howrah | e
Urban 2l | 13423 16656 30463
- , 0 = £1360) (1674)
Rural . + leno 4712
‘ (1530) (B257)
Hooghly s
Urban ‘ 56105 26653 33079
L (1515) (1377)
Rural ' P L 10302 11009
o . ' (1631) (1283)
Totbal -
Urban e 177346 & - 355369
s e 93077
Rural : ‘

31900 51595

o -Includes migrants from 'unclassifiable' area so far as
rural-urban is concerned. :
Sources = 1. |

5 b _ o R rh-F-
3. Census of India 1961, Vol. 16, District Census

Handbooks for the relevant districts.




TABLE - 21
leriographic. features of Calcutlin gitys 1901=1901

o

Calcutta MBS Calcutta omw% area(1901)
Year Area Population Growth Population Growth - Gender, bw&mdmo%
B aas ) e T A ratel
W o g 4 5 | i 7 Gy
1901  43.38 BOBY6G T FigE 933754 | . 513 e
1911 H40.50 ) © 561501 W 6,40 1016445 - 8.8 el SR n.a.
.Humw 40435 835615 2.52 1053334 u.ow‘ ST 45,0
- v 1951 ¢ iolhse | 1153044 6173 . 1165338° , 10.63°% ~ aomy 432
M 2 141 {73.35 @ 2070619 20,80 . 1708660° o pdl 53.9
| . | 2 (2167455) $ A&a.oou (456)
J 1951 - T34 P29l 2115 2693494 mowmqw 50 53,1
| 1961 95.60' 2914¢l2 i 15.61 292728 - a.40 612 59.3
_ 1971 . 93.79 Mpwoumwﬂ a6 3143746 M 4rm4_ 636 60.5
| 19381 98,79 meQH%u A8l uwomooa M

4,96 T 69.5

— B A ©




n.a. Not available

ol

ok £l 2 .ﬁ_72 l_
TABLE - 21 (Contd.)

This refefs:to the area under Calcutta Municipal Corporation
et verioﬁs ?oints of time, For example, in 1931 Garden
Reach was a part of Calcutta Corporatlon but in the
subsequent years it formed a seperate town,

Excludihg Garden Reach,

In 1941 Calcutta 01ty populatlon is supposed to be an

-overestimate. The figure we consider here is based on the

'housellstlng population figure (1730074) for the city in

1941, The actual census figure is reported in bracket,

Females per lOOO,males.

DOUTCGS-“ Census of Indla 1901, Series 23—Part 2A; Census

of Indis 1951, Yol. 6, Part 2 and Part 3; Census

of India 1931, Vol, 6 (Galcutta) Part I AT
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SIUARTGH el P20

Average. crude birth”ratgﬁand~death:rate in,Galcuti&_ﬁiﬁ1+“%w

(per BEO0Y e =
Poriods 0. omlELR rate .- Death rate  Natural growth
: area
1951/52-60/61 i ans 12.8 ; 11,5
1961/62-70/T1 S dony 9.9 11.5
1971/72-00/51 - 18.5 G 12.0

Wotes — (i) Grude birth and death rates are computed dividing
the numbers of births and deaths registered by the
: estimated population. :
(ii) Using éée specific fertility rate the crude birth
rate in Calcutta cify was egtimqted teihe 2500
per 1000 people in 1957-58 (éee S;B. Mukherjee,
A 196é,'§. 64) which falls/in line with the present
estimates,
source — Registered numbers of births and deaths are obtained
fygm‘galcutta Municipal Corporation, Year Bogk for

1973-79 and 1987-8C.

iy

00

Gitia)

Le 1
inta

LG

ana
iagl

|tex
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TABIE - 23
Zones and constituent uerds, Cajcutita, City, 1951-3]

L OB e i ety Cnns;'ti"ﬁuen-ﬁ: 'vé‘"a:rds e
' 1051 Qe == goT 1901
North ‘ - i
soTanerE North, o6 65, = T=12 15— gaqo. s
5 it SRl D5 DG 28, 30~
28529, 52 - 33=39. cieizg Ay
e ' 41-42
~ Outer North 30-32 1=5. = dep 1-6
Central ' : : G
cBD? Ay denle, 23y26,27; " 43-4b, " 4243,
== b D) 31-40,42. | 52-55 455,08
boRE
Non—-CBD 8(»),9, 30,531,534, 36,37,40, 36,37,40,
Central 11,14-16, 41,43-46, '47-51,56, 44,40-51,
i | 50551 6365 53,61=63
53~55 |
Bast 18=20 28, AB 16 B3 g g 1z=14
_ 29 55236, L iB0Eh  sg
- e - 47-49, bi=62, 54-56,
i  (56-58. 66 57 @) ,
R e e 53@) ,
; s - 59-60
“West 25-26 T13=15 75-80
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TABIE - 23 (Contd.)

Zone - _Coiistituent iards
1951 - de6T 1971 1931
XG0l v TR : : :
luner Sonth. o eelepdpTe Cisgapn  67-68, 64,65,
7178,  68-74,
e 85-93 81=90
Outer South o0 - Ss76-00 69,70, 66,67,

94-100  91-100

Total Ho. of
wards S 30 SOk 100 100

® Central business digtrict,
¢ The area included in 1955
Notes = (1) {p) = partly included,

(2).The zones have been demarcated using ward maps
of Calcutta city such that area of each zone
remaing coiparable over time,

(3) Wards of 1921 vere in fact reorganised wards of
1984, for which 1981 census data are reported.

sSource - Based on laps available in Census of India 1961,

Yol. 16 = West Benoal District Census Handbook for

Qalggﬁia;wggrsys of India 1971. Series 22, Listrict

Census Handboolk for Calcutts and Census of India 1931,

Series 23, District Census Handbook for Calcuttm.
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TABLE = 24

s e 2 1. : - |

b2y P AR S

~ 23 L e

(Sqw_Km )

i

-ane 4
;North

»Eaner: Nerth: "
Outer North*
Central

CBD

oz
‘,

Non-CBD :
bast

West_
South

Inner Soufth

Outer South .

Calcutta (1,.C.)

_H_,.d.-.‘

8.53
1503
240

.h‘—-v-'

s 94

% L8
' 135,50
B 65

ol D e
AT a6l

(9.53)
Us.60)

(5?@6}~

e gETup o Hhgis

17509?'"

95,272

| 7_;;Q§i”“‘.- 1971 and 1931

o e e g
“;.7.6lu;n ".7;46 (_)

13. 37(9h56%11 33 (8'07)

2160 39 (%)

95,621 L4 lgn gk 2

Sigg ;8.441

4,40(3, 67) 4,05 (3. 32)ob+)

5.97(5.59) 7. 78‘(4 70) (=)

13,28 F _ll.64

19066 )
18.80 (+) 19.60 (=)

(+) According to map increase in area compared to previous

census year,

(—)_Acoordlng to map decreage in area conpared to provious
census. year,. . ; ' i

X
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TABLE - 24 (Contd.)

. This flgure is reached taklng area, of ward 4 in 1971
as 071 5q. kng, instead of Tz 67 sq. km, as reported
in Census 1971 (Cenqus of Indig 1971, Series 22, Part ZA)

Wthh seems to be a gross mistake, The estimate 0« 77 Sq.

km.f;s obtained by comparing maps. of Calcutta published

in District Census Handbook of Celcutta, in Census 1961

and Cengﬁs;l971.

2 Area of Tg;;ygunge nunicipality as reported in

qéﬁsus 6%éipdiaﬁ 19%;;
3 -ihé%uding %%%iarea of Tollygunge municipality. WL T
4 Gaicutta Muniéipal Corporation area was 95.60 sq., km,
in 1961 and 98,80 8g. km, in 1971,
Note = Figures in brackets show area éicluding the portion
of Maidangs '
Source =- Based on data and naps glgen in anaus_gi_lndla

1951 1961, 1971 and 1981,
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PABTE = 2D

 Zopne-wyise vopulation in Calcutta ity 1951-8l.

1971

Zone = Tg5H 1961 1981
North 853214 876367 909523 903693
(100) (103) (107) (106)
. Inner north 678833 664709 680231 = 637561
(100) (gg) " = (101) (94)
Quter north 174381 . 211578 221297 266147
(100) (121) (127) (155)
Central 561045 586487 564968 490004
(100) (105) (101) (87)
CBD 205253 197659 213828 . 127092
- : (100) (96) (104) H(62)
Non-CBD 355792 338323 351140 362912
(100) (109) (99) (102)
BEast 425456 461009 543368 555549
| (100) (108) (128) (130)
West 162685 186944 Jgo210 - | 250028
" (100) (115) (122) (154)
South 635319 803605 918317 1005361
(100) (117) (134) (147)




..-79.-
TABIE - 25 (Contd.)

Zone _ sl 1961 : 1971 1931

her Soubhii’ BISERLLAHEY | S3AGATESBTASTAS < 654180
(o) (103) (111) (126)

Outer Soien et seote ' sadods spiEns
'-,i“ . 60 (zeo). - (2095 (210)

Calcutta (MCj ' 2688219a 2914412 7136391 3288148
(100) ~ (108) (117) (122)

a Inoludes_lelygunge municipality which became a part of
Calcutta Corporatlon after 1953.
Note = (1) Figures in brackets are indices Bat populatlon
with 1951 as base year.,
(297F1gures 0T GEBD, non—CBD and EBast in 1981 are
r.appr0X1mubgf

Source - Compiled from ward-wise Census data..




(Persens per sg. km,)

e e
North * 2oz - bhgbgee . 50203 56836
Inner North . 88852 - Bshy 92256 85464
Outer North 20324 - 24602 26220 31533
Central 42057 43366 AB®5T. 41420 .

| (528371) (61348)  (70008)  (60719)

GBD = s 4BGABLC EiimAgop © L 52707 | 51561

e S 2 (Bpgali e by - ib3aBe)t (63050)  (Hs2el)
 Non-CBD 39798 43348 45134 46647

Sl e (OO (66015) (74710) @zis)
Best o . 23929 283283 34227 34822
West 22800 i 14077 e 21433
‘South 19804 22041 24880 2251

©  Inner South 29562 30274 55155 37749
. outer South 9789 - - 14566 = . 19565 17943
. Calcutta (M0) 28217 04T sl ds . 528l
il (34021) - (35667)

Lﬁotes o Figures in bracket shows denSity computed excluding '
& the laidan portion. : :
(1i) Figures for CBD, Non-CBD, and hast in 1981 are
approximate because area estlmates are approximate
d i s igneg ;
 (iii)Density figures for Calcutta (MC) in 1971 and 1981,
are computed on the basis of Census reported
; area, i.e., 98.8 sq. km,
Source = Based on Table 22 and" 255




. : : TABLE - 27
Area and population in the recistered bugfices in Caleutta Cify, Pomwapqu_

| Zone T e E " EovulEtion TTO0GN T

| | ! : B958=9  1964=5 "t gy - 1968-9 1964=5 1971
Inner North . 0728 ougal . Foomuli s 1200 1449

Outer Worth e sy :HnHm. 861 a3 u. _ o0

| . CBD~Central 0.04 0.06 0.03 sea v L ik g2
b Non-CBD' Central O35 viiss OES0l & pingh i mwm Gao
| Bast : LR Rl En wmow 290 2554 F . ook G b,
| I West . “ e .‘o.gm .o.mo wm%.@ 601 - 658
T el e Oz e 0T 1016, 853 Wi Bnasy
Comee LB N@ocmv (5911) (7500)

moswomm = H@mm mw data from Report on Bustee acﬂdad LY oawnmwﬁa (Test Bengal, Bureau

of bbﬁwpmm Econonics and m¢m&wmﬁwouw omposadm. meou Vol., 16; for 1964-65

Hgm&m bm%bmﬁﬁwiboﬁbbww&HOB Yearbook qomb ~65% . for+ 1971 data, Calc

z o DbHﬁmedHos Yearbook 1970-71.




TABIE - 23

. gepder ratio® in Calceutta City, 1951-81

1§61f

638

Zone . 1951 1971 __1981
North 617 644 652 18
' Inner North 610 626 624 692
Outer North 649 702 T44 782
Central 421 439 431 - 524
0BD 282 312 322 434
Non-CBD Sl 515 507 062
Bast 639 706 55 789
West 441 453 501 587
South 664 725 756 811
Inner South 670 633 707 HelL
Outer South 646 815 346 892
 Calcutta (MC) 582 614 i

. o Pemales per 1000 males.
. Note -Guader rotios are calculated from zonewise male and
Fenalertotalsst: '
_ Source ~ Computed from Census data.




TABIE - 29
Zone-wise average household size in Calcutta 1961-1931

- ' Zone )i : : 1961 1971 1981
- Worth | P
_Inner North 5,26 5:34 " siBeel
Outer North 4489 D20 £ e
Central : :
CBD ‘ JGie s DuZEe . 5iog B :
Non-CBD . Bi55 4,50 5L 0%
Bast e L ins 5.03 5,521
West e g 3,86 4,67
South
' Inner South o1 dly 5,24 a5 -
Outer South 5262 5,38 5.44
Calcutta (Mo) 54082 407 D46
Note - Average household Size_is obtained dividing population
by number of housoholdS;Institutional households like
boardiﬁg houses, hostels are ineluded; but the
fpopulafion of the institﬁtional households is small
relating to total populatiocn in each zone, and

therefore their inclusion does not affect the household
size significantly. ,
Source - Compiled from data Trom Census of Indis g onee T oya;
and 1981,




_"??iméme-m
theracv ra#e in Calcutta;'1QE;rﬂl

P e

(Percentage)

roana

fﬁoné e ol e o “”{1981m

lNorth - e AR So.Bf 50,08 68.7

Inner North e B e (6r 69.5 &
® . ouwtoraNorth Uiin B2 60.0 66,8
Central G Do el
CBD e 61,8 56 45. 6949
Hon—CBD L 62.3 64.6  67.5
Bast - 581 S0 i S
vest - oo o e
South i i ) 64.5° .5
= Innor Woubh oo e 656 5255 Pl
CGuier Southe oo 2T 642 65T eEle
-‘salgﬁﬁia el RS R e Bao

ngﬁurée - Computed from Census data.

)




..-.85._

TABIE ~ 31
Distribution of wards of Calcutta (19571) by density and. distance from CRD

et —— s .

R besmerus

Distance  Density in 1971 ('000 per sq, km,)

from @BD
(km,) Above 2000 200-100 i QO=I0 5=50

(1) (2) (3) _ (4) ; esimmv ;

0-1 . 55

1-2 25 A3 22,25,41,42,46, 50,56 44,52,51

D9, 60, T AR

2= 24 17,18,20,21,26, 19,23,37,46,63 29,39,64,65,57,66,79
: , G2 55, 62

3 = 4 - = : : Lol Bensi s 158y Sl G |

58,80, 81

i ) = = : e e 15,90,91

Db S - 39 =

6 and above - e : = =

No. of wards (3) (1) (14) (24)




TABLE - 31 (Contd,)

Distance Density in 1971 ('000 per saq. km,) : o
‘ wwwmanwu 50 = 25 . Below 25 . . eeis
el ) {6) L) (2)
O il = 45 - (2)
3-2 | i - . _ (17)
‘P is 36 : el e (22)
B bg i T5 67 75 61,72 i (22)
aEs 34,60,83;68,71,74 5,645 5055 (e
BT 0 8655 8 90 69,70,93,84%. ‘ _ (12)
J 6 and above 2 , 94:95,96,99,97,98,100, v . el
o No. of wards (20) {21) : : oo
8 it o . .
Vi o e Bares Yor Werd 34 lies within a 7 ki, radius but beyond a 3 knm, radius.

Note ~ Taking the mid-point of Ward 45 as centre distance Hmsmm for the amwam_wmdm
. been eompubted, :
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