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Tho largo urban contras 1n India haVu absorbod much of tho :mcro«wse of 47 million

}

-pqulO in thu urban populatlon durlng thu last two d.uCB.duS. Studios havo shown thpt

thu rata of incroasu of populatlon of tho largu Cl‘bios 1s doublu thv populatlon growth
4

'bu. Thu soc1al and anv1ronmont‘a1 conquutnc\s arlsmg from such growth pfOCGSSUS are
(

c,lruz.dy ovidont in tho clties. Tho inability of tho cities to provido an eduquato

living onvmronmont to Cop. . w1th the acceloratmg rato of rural mlgrants has led to the
,3 IR vy ixn N t
mushrooming of squattor settle nts on pockots of avallablc Opc.n Lnd 1n tho proximity
e f
. < ...(.

of places of work,

Howovor unwtlcoma such sottlemonts are from the plannoxsi point of viow, they are

t'\rk renlity. Though dupr:wod of basic serv ces and community facllltlos, such

.sattlomants do act ag r: gul:xtors by which tho prOCuSSJS of population growth and

J

chunrra in social structuro are taking place. Thoy also provide accepteblo shulter

for tho prostnt noods of the poor and uct as compansfxtory chtor for the inadequacy of
1

housing progrnmmos for the \md..r-priviitgod. The squattur settlements illustr'ate the

‘extont to which the squuttershavo beon ablo to _achieva'a stable social system

Jl

amongst thomsdves at high densities in anvironmonts that are highly d graded.

. A study of the socio-spatial structuro of thsse settlem nts ana the use of
limitod resourcas may be ablo to yiold significant insights mto how such commmities

evolve end perform the function of oooialiso.tiom of tha urban migrants and thus
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enable the cities to edjus.t to the new socio-economic pmssures and tensions generated
by such deve}lopment.,.‘ I niay also‘ revee.l how housing and elanﬁlng prOgramme s could
ihcorporate the gsocio=spatial elements of the existing -se’otlemerlts witllir; a
comprehensive planning s‘orateg& at a level of invegtment commensurate with resources,
| The present study\ of the sqllatter (Jhuggi'-Jhorpri) settlﬂments in metrOpolitan
Delhl has boen tmdertaken to inquire into the elements wh:.ch enable the squatterﬁto
evolve their oun socio-spatlal structure in the form of self-generatmg settlementse
It is spread over three phases. The f:.rst phase consists of an inquiry into the size,
locatlon , the growth of Jhuggi dwellers durlng the last two decades, the process of
formation of squatter se‘btlements and their social composition. The second stage
will comprlse ~an intensive study in the- form of Area profiles of a samplle of
“clusters rei)resentiﬁg ‘the cheraeﬁerie’eics Qf the life - style of "l;he squatters,
along with an inquiry into the soclo-ecc_momic characteristics of the households, socisl
orbganisation_ of the setflements, the environmental quality and'the use of space.
The third and final phase of the study will coneti’oube a comprehensive household
inquiry for an infdeﬁtll enalyeis of sampled households from amongst the clusters chosen
for Area Profiles. |

The 'pre sant repert covers the firet part of the study. I hops and trust that
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the completed study would not only enable decision makers to formulate pol:Lc:Les
and programmns for improving the quality of life of the squatters and their socio-

economic integration into the wider urban sys'tem but also lead to & better

understanding of” the social transformation involved :m the urbanisatlon process from

which-the development planning to the cities can ber;eflt.

\7\5"”‘ W;ﬁ&t

(P .Prabhakar Rao}
CHATRMAN
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SOCTAL SURVEY OF I-/JHONPRI T IEME '”Tnm

(& prelimmary report on the social characteristica nf J'huggi— Jhonpri
settlements based on their enumerationQ

. The Urban Process ' . The metropolitan cities as the major benificiaries of the frults of development
gnd the formation ' : ‘ T - o
of Jhupgi-Jhonpri . invariably produce social and eéconomic imbalances, creating islands of growth and afflusnce
Sttlements : ~ : _ _ ' , : :
in an environment of poverty and under-development, As Dslhi grew into a modern capital
city after independence, with its irresistible economic, soéial,aculturé.l And political puil
and with all kinds of work oppartwnitiss, it became the chief centre of sttraction for
migrants from its surrmmdlng hiuterland and from outside it A great madority of these
-immigrants are from rural areas uhq came ta the cit.y to improve their 1ot and seek entry |
- into the development process. Upon their arrival ih the city they settle for any
employment, out of the 1arga variety of work opportimities baing created in response to the
increaging demand for the production of goods ard services by the urbsn centre. Since
their skill levels are limited » they accept’ whatever income the work brings to themb
The costs of housing varvices in Delhl surpass the purchasing powsr of a largs
section c.:f this populatiortey 'In addition, the quality of houging and urban .ee.rvices are
of secondary lmportance to the degire of aconomic. and soc_iai a&vanoement to tha~ migrants.
‘As a congequence, they accept whatever‘accoﬁnnc;aations are aiai;ablq or can ’bc quickly .
erected with materials that "can.be procured on low or no coét ‘on open sﬁadés ﬁh:lch are
wiusable or lying unused, Generally the operation takes place in groups, initially

consisting of relatives and kins or members from the same caste, village, districtg region-



©_Social worlj

. the Jhugei
pllers

_or language. Th:ls process often involves illegal occupancy or squatting on public
or private lands. A very noticeable aspect of the formation of Jbuggi=Jhonpri or squatter
sett]ements ls their. locatlon near tln work placés. The process of the’ formation/ Jhuggl- ;

Jh:npr:. or squetter settlements thus makes it mssib]e not only for a large number,oi‘

mmgrants to get themselves cheep dwellings but al® to supply labour force for a vast

-

_varlety urban functmns at low costs. It is from this view point that the presistence

| Aa.nd growth of Jhuggi—Jhean:i setftlements.hae t’o' been as a stege in the urban development

proce sSe

Cne major characte:istic of these Jhuggi dwellers is the rural or " neo-rural®

pattern of their settlements. b seemsto be an attémpt for re:mterpreatmn of rural

lai'e in en urban envu'onment. Such a gystem’ fakes rossible recourse to a t*adltlonal

security system prevallmg 1n rural commmities. The people of Jhuggi—.]‘kmnpri settlement,

regard it separate from the adJacent residentn.al ncighbeuehooas. To them the 'J'hugoj_—

Jhonpri' settlenwnts and the residential areas are separate not only in physlcal aspects-

the i‘bvmer be:.ng nainly a conglomeratlon of hubs and Futlike tenements constructed out

of md ’ br:Lcks, etraw, be.mboos, wood and such other sundry neteualwhlle the later 1s

-« - .

mamly a structure of concrete and bricks— but also in oth r soclo-economlc cvlteria.

\The inmates of the residential nelgbbomhoods are regarded as v .-and uell to - do

people belonging to sOClal group. separate from Jhuggi dwellers not only in respect

| Of income and occupatlon, bub also in educatlon and social bebaviour, Interectlon



The Impact of the

Squatter Settlements

on Urben Delhi

with the people of neighbourmg residential areas. takes place only in the:r reSpect:Lve
capac:.tics as Omplcyer and emp]oyoc but not on social aﬂ cultural ]ovol.

The squatter settlcments, s is ev1dent, &re a form of urban res identia].

settlomonts. 1 is formd by the low income 1nnn1grant familn.es seaking mutual support
in their striving for economic and accinl deve]opmant. They constitute commmnitics of

wder pivikged living in marginal physical enviromment devoid of any publm services
and community fecilities and remain relat:.ve]y non-lntegrdted to thc ccntral wban
commnity. Although +the Jhugg:. dwe 1Jcrs prov:.de the ossontial product ive and domestlc
sarvices e choap dosts to the urba ocnmmity as e vhob , they aro yot to be acceptod
as an integral part of the urban devolopmnt Process and ful]y quullfying as citlzens
of mtrcpolitan Delhi. Tho consequance is that in«the city pcoplo are polarised into
vast nunber of people Uving in squaicr in Jhuggi—Jhon]gris and those Jivmg in good

-ros Hential aroas. However the growing nurber of Jhuggd dwellors by croabing their

own sottloment pettern sl physical envirommnt are fest altoring tho form and pabtern
of urben deve lopxmnt. The social corrtours of the coht'e‘mporary} urban coxmmmit}’ and more

50 of that in fubure ave Iikely to be shaped to a large extent, hy the ngture of

interaction between the life styles of Jhuggi dwellers and the dominant e]itist grours .
These factors have far reaching implic at ions for the blannmg of metropolitan

‘ Delhi. The type of w'ben developmert theh is fostered has créated striking contrasts



in ’ohe physloal rorm and tho livmg environman’o of the. city. Tall buildmgs, posh

tow‘:l:sj’ hobels ’ highly expens:.ve and luxurious dlstrlct shoppmo centres and well
la:ui out hlgh income group res:l.dentlal areas ‘sqaipped wi’oh hlgh- standard of ‘services -
and faolll’ol:’s are. bemg rap1dly bullt usmg the latosh, construction techniques and
archltectural dungns in juxt.aposa.tmn to‘che degra&mg and sub-human quallty of

. envnonment of a. very largenunbor of urban dwellers. I\ ‘huge »pmport:mn of scav*ce'
community resources is belngu\rl:illsed for the bem.fit wid convenlence of the elitist
and hlgh income groups when a vast- sactlon of the’ urbc.n popu]ation is 1eft to 11ve

- :m the hutment settlemants. The- dec:.sion makors andthe pl,annors responslbla for .

| shaping the dosbiny “of. thig. clty seem, hardly y 4T aware of tha socio-

e ot

polltlcal oons°qu-nces of this pa:mful pa’ctern of- contrast. Tho moongruence:,is ‘
' accepted and parpeturated as somet.hing norml and inevrbable- N
The phyaical structure tha’c. 1s being pla.nnad and the qual:.’oy of life that

" 1t 15 supposed to provide must have relevance to tha emergmg social gbructire: . In

N

b

....

dwellors have only peripharal interact:.on with the people of the othsr groups and
. they remain confined to their own soc:.al and ‘cultural islands. . I such a situation,
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the physical structure fails to possess any wtility for the vast majority of the
underpr1v1leged social groups. .

Thg Scope and | The br:.ef expla nat:.on given sbove abput the nature of the formatimn of squat’oer

Objectivag of the |
Study setﬂsmnhs as a stage in the. development process oi' Urban Delhi and its J.mplicatlons

in changing the social structure .and physical form of- the crt.y and consaquently its

beat ing zon the planning of Urban Delhi, provides the general framawork of the social

survay of the gquatter settlements, In view of the large magnitude of population in

th;e‘ squ;at’cer geftlement sy the qualityv of . 1ife existing there affects not only its

inhabiﬁanfs but also the city's environs. An mderstanding of the “social and

cultural pat’cams of the "Jhuggi® dwellers. and the procsss of their incorporation

in the urban communlty 1s essential for evolving a low income residential se’stlerrsnts

policy that yi13. make it possible to control, gulde and often prevent the haphazard growth

and location of these gettlements. A proper evaluation of the re gidential setit lement

nesdg .and the quality of life of "Jhuggi" dwellers ( Squattar Sattle‘manté) is nscessary

in the planning of housing, urban services, community fac:.lities and physical environment

of the existing and future population.of met ropolitan Delhi. 'The objective of providing
- @ ninimum Jevgl of living for thoss below the poverty line would I'GQP-iTe. ensuring & m_inimwﬁ

level of environmont st'the commumity level, the extent and composition of which hagito
be spelled out in the urban development plan.
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> Enumcration .

tho uattor - ;
ttlements "in tho

1hi

——

£irgt phage comp

S

Lo

Ths scopuof tha SWVey will :mclude the analysls of social, economic and cultural

.‘.‘backgfomd of the Jhuggn. dwallers. I’c, w1ll also assess the qual:.t.y of 111‘@ obtalnlng in *

~ the Jhuggi scttlements, the exbent of soc1al dynamlrm, the "grass roots" organlsatlona ’
the typa of 1eadersh1p, fiscal end community resou: ces along wlth the role and funct:.on
’of squattor settlaments in the process of urban d*velopment. An eValuatlon of the

£ "°1st1ncr p’r'op' ammus for 1mprovamen‘b of the, squa ster set Loment # and ttedr rolation to

fuh~ urban dvvulopmunt policy w:Lll also form a’ pal'b of tho survcy. “Thig w111 prov:u.de the
‘da’oa baSu for datcrmming tho type of SOCid:l, \.conomlc, physical and envuonmrsntal programma

of improvemen’o for squatt.ur Suttlumunts to bu und rtalcun for thu:u.v pmgmsslve mtagratlon

e

' ;w1t.h 'bhu urban counnunity and tho allocatlon of- p“"lorltlus for tha varlous componants
- of uhd programme, It will thun also bo poss:.bla to incorpor tu tho programmu or programms

. in tho inva sbmont plan of housing and urban 1ni‘rastructuro. -

It is considurud {that - tha und\,rstandmg of" thu procoss of uhe format:.on of squattir

'sottlomunts and ‘tho social, uconomic and cult.ural background of thosg who inhablt thoso
oxtre
; sottlum.ants would bo/ u&»ful 'b% plannurs not only i‘or this city but for- all other clty

Mgas *which ara bomg plann:d in the dlffo;unt parts of tho country also.

© The social au:voy ‘of tho squa‘otur sut’olcmen’os has buen lelde mto threo ‘phasug. The

I'iSuS £ho onumsrabion of Jhuggi- Jhonpri sottlomunts in"tho Union Torritory
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of Delhi. Tt is meant to assess the magnitude and extent of the problem, the grewth
of Jhuggi dwellers end their settlements or'clus'te'rs since ‘19‘51, the eize and location
ofthe Jhuggi-clusters, area occupied, per:v.od of arigin of the clusters ’ and their
predominant occupational, caste cormnmity~ abd regional background. The schedule for
the cluster level inquirﬁ is éiven in the Appencl':";x.' Th9 second stage consn,sts of an
intensive sbtudy in the shepe of srea Frofiles of a sample.of clixstererepresenting
the various characteristics of the miverse of squatier settlements along with the
inquiry of all the houssholds living in these sampled clusters in regard to income,
‘A occupatlon , family size, number of children per family, type of structure in wh:.ch
.' they live ’ the caste composition, the place of origin, the year of 1mn1grat10n to
D l1hi, and the year of thelr entry in the present cluster, The 'Area Profiles'
of the squatter settlements will enable us to understand comprehens:.vely the nature
of the social and economic world of the J’huggi dwellers in the various types of
" clusters, the physical form and the ecology of the res:Ldential settlewnts, the
avaluation in the quantity'end qxzelitt-of public service and commmity facilities,
the network of interactions between the vari’oue housetiolds, the nature of group
life and pattern of sharing, commmity organisstion at thecluster level, its
effectiveness end its rols in the mobilisation of co;mn@ity effortiﬂnd-?GSOWGGS»
thequality of 1ife obtéining in the cluster,‘the‘expectations' and aspirations of tke
Jhuggd dwellers in shaping the future of social and Phyeicaltenvirqneent_ of the habitat, the
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felt needs of the commmity, the extent of the wlllmgness of the peopls to

contribute i.n terms of human labour ana money to satlsfy SOme of these needs and

the:.r capaclt,y to absorb the mprovement prOgrammes.. The th:u'd and final phase of
the social survey will constltute compreh°n31ve household mqulry for-an in-depth
analysis of the gquatter families based on a sample of households from amongst the

sampled clusters.

- The social survey of the squattzr settlements excludes those living in slums
and so0 called unauthorised coloniss snd the .old -villagé settlements, The

characteristics of those residing in Jhuggi-Jhonpri “is that they live in groups

“or clusters, of various sizes., They are seldom found gcattered as individual family

settlements. It is from this view point that an 'e.nmheration'o'f the clusters

. was wdertaken to datermine their total numbsr éd the Jhuggis contained in each

¢luster both with:in,'.‘he urbenisable limits of Delhi and rural areas of the

Union "’l‘err'itory. of ﬁelhi! .A”ciu‘st,,er has been defined as ten or more Jhuégis

in close proxinity to each othar having physical and social idenbity of its ovn

and -can be distinguiéhed on these criteria as an indeperfdentb entity from such other
groupings of Jhuggi and Jhonpris.. A Jhoggd has teen defined as & physical structure
used for living or other purposes and made of mud, bricks, 'St?éwi wood, bin, asbostos

and corrguated sheets etce A Single Jhuggi has been identified as
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a phyaical structure having'é separate roof far thg‘purﬁose éf:eﬁumaraﬁigﬁ. The
Union Territéry of Delhi haé been‘ﬂ;vided‘intq'g‘éones comprising'thevéreas falling
within the urbanisable 11m1£s of Dedi and ‘those in the rural areas, as follows =
Zone A ¢ The area 1s bounded by Yamma River in the east, by 014 Dolki Railvay
' gtation, Roni Jhansi Road, Fda Road, Panch Kuian Road, znd city walls in the
south, comprising valled city, Sdar Bagar, Jhendewalan, Pahar Gonj otc.
Zons B T It is envelﬁped ﬁy Falz and,,Ras Behari tharg, Northern loiluzy Linss
in tha west, Ganga Raﬁ Hospitzl Road and Fusa Ingbitute bowndary égvering
the Anand Parbat, part of Swal Rohilla, Karol Begh, Bajendra Negar, Pusa
Institute and Neraina Residential aress. _> |
Zone G : Tt is encloged by Northern Reilucy maih 1ine toua;dsi Ambala, city
~ walls in the South and Yamma, River i# the Bast, comprising Keshmird Gate,
Delhi Uniyersityvarea,‘sbakti Naéar, Kamla Nagaf, Timarpur, Kingsway Camp,
“ Adarsh Nagar, Rana Pratap Baéh, Model Town stce |
Zone D $ This area is bounded by city wall in the north, Fanch Kuian Roag, .
‘Upper Ridgo Rosd joining at Dhaula Kuan, Ring Road in the 2%, and
Yamma River in the Eas£,-comfrisinéfthe,fresidentk! agtate, Chanakya Puri,
" Lodl Estate, Lody ‘Colony, Meena Baghy Moti Bagh, Parojini Nagar; Kidwal

Colon?, :
Nagar,Defexce sty Iajpat Nagar ctcs
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Zong E : This zonc includvs all the arca, wast of Ya.muna rivcr, upto .tho
'.boundary of Uhion Terrltory of Dolhi comprlslng Qmahd T2, Bhola Nagar ,

Vishwag Nc.gar, Ram Nagar , Gendhi Negar cte,

Zona F: Tt is -nelossd by Ring Road from Dhula Ixuan in the north, Yamuna
"River in th. ua-t, Gurgaon Road in tho wust M.hxaull md and Badarpur Roxd
from Qu ab Yinar, Joining at Mathu "a noad, \.xtundmg up to uhu Unmn Territory
“bord.,»r in thu south, including thu r;»s:dential eTGAS of Rama kflshn'w Turam, YMoti
Bzgh, T{,suomes, (zrwn *ark, afd\ r;ung gnclava, Anand Nihtan, Vzsant Viher,
:M\,nza“ll’ Malviya Nagar, Kalkaji, Groaber Kallash';i:c:. -
' oris G . This zono is bowndod by Northorn Railuay Lin.s, that is Rohbak Reiluay
Lincs; in tho north, and Nofthgrn Railway Liné, towards RuW@Ll, ~u<1:->to the crossing
of Rlng Road and‘ Ki..ng Yigad oxtunding upto Dhaulé. Kuan, and 'Gu::gaon

%ad ,. cnciosing_fnumcrous‘ résiduntial cd-lonibs_'lika Ramcgh Nagar , Nioti

Nigaf: Bﬁjéu’ri Garden, Tilak Nagar, Dolhi Cantonmcnt, Madhipur, Now Jail arss,
Palam Airport ctc. | o

Zons H : It covers tha arca fall:mg bthObn th\a two Nofthurn 2ailway Lincs,

onc inA th. SOuth apd tho othor in tho’ North,'- and th.Ras m;-harl Marg in tho
East, comprismg Shastri Nagar, umshan GcJ’lJ, Trmegar, Rani Brgh, Haidorpur vte,

Zons R R : Tho cntire rural arca out sidv thu urban limits of Dolhn. end falling

within the Union Torritory of Dolhi.



Tho Extont end
Growth of the
Jhuggl - Jhonpri
Sattlomonts end
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Tho sbovs 9 zoncs havo boen furthar sub-divided into 109 S.:b-units, each

havi.ng its oun dlstinctwa phys:.cal boundarias 3 for raconnalssance and 1ocat:mg :
the clusturs. It has takon about 3'months to complcte tho unumaxation of the

"Thuggi- Jﬁon;éri. sottlomonts. Tho enumoration 'wa,s started in tha Sscond weck of

April 1973 end wag comploted by the Sscond wook of July, 1973. The cnumoratlon

covared tho ontirs arca of tho Union Torritory of Dolhi constituting of 1485

Squai"e Kilomstorse Tho data collocted through cnumoratien hag bocn computarisad.

Thore are, in all, 1373 Jhuggi-Jhonpri clustors comprising 141, 755 Jhuggis.

‘Bosides thu so Jhuggis, tho e are 6932 scattsrud Jhuggls which will aventually forn

part of the oxisting clusturs or attract othir Jhuggi households to group themsalvos
inte clusters . Thk,rL -are also 3973 puroly commercierl and industrial Jhoggis in

101 clusters, Tho puroly commorcial or industrml and scattorsd- Jhuggls aro
oxcluded from the study. Of thoso 1373 clustcrs, 10 are'located in tho urben
avoa and the I‘Gm{ii!‘ling' 72 in the rural areas. Of the total numbsr of Jhuggls,
87.1 percont (23536 )aro 1ocatod in the urben 1imits of Delhi whareas tho rogt
(‘18,289) are in the Tural arcas. Tho squatter scttloments i.n tha rural areas aro
part of the urban systom since thoy have grown as a responso to urban activitias and

nesds and are sociologically and functionally :1in;,kad w:.th .the urban procasse These
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.settlemen'bs do not have any functlonal, ecooomlc or soc:.ological relatlonshlp with
.ru.cal act:vities or the rural communlties. They have their own phys:.cal and social
:identni;y d:.stinctive from 'bhat of exlstlng ‘settlc.ments. The. only simlla 1ty ‘between
tthe two 1s tha‘b they have the sama type of re s:.dentlal eettlemen’o pattarn,

- During tha period of 22 years, splead over from 1951—19’73, ‘bhe Jhuggl-Jhonpris
‘have grown more than tan tlmes s:.nce 1951. In 1951, tmre Were only 12,749 Jhuggis
bu’o they increased 1:0 141, '755 in 19'73. ‘ Tha grow’oh of Jhuggls takes place by two
separate procas sas i.e 1) by the expnnsion of the emstlng clusters and, II)by tho
;formtlon of new clu:auﬂs. The table 1 A :Lndlcates the growth of Jhug:rls dus to M
.formtlon of new cluste;s and on account of expanslon of tba ex1st1ng clusters.
.If we SGU the p ocesa of growth of the Jhuggls on a. five yearly in’oar'val bas1s, W6
f:md tha’c. the overall annual rate of growt\h durlng thes-e f:Lve yoarly mtervals has
'varied from 11.9% in 1951—-56 ’co 14 3% in 1971-'73 (one and half year mte ~va1) |
LThe overall annual rate of growth for the lasb 22 years has boeen of the order of
'11.8% There was a fa.ll in the annual rate of growth of Jhuggis botween 1961-66

g (11 5%) and 1966-’71 ( .4%) as compared to tha.t of 1956-61 (13 8%) The lowest
vannual ra’ce of growth of the Jhuggis vag recorded dur:mg thepemod 1966—71.

Duxing the two f:lve yearly intervals from 1961 to 1971, the lower annual rate of
growbh of thu Jhuggia ‘was primarily due to the clearance of Jhuggl clusters ab a
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fairly large scale and the locabion of about 45,000 Jhuggi households in the J.J.
colonies during the poriode However,t the -effoct of these action programmes vas not |
sustamed for a longor poriod and tho _Jhuggis sbartcd grow:mg agam at a faster rato
from 1968-69. Wa find ’oha‘b from 19‘11 onwards they have becn increas:mg abt an annual
_rate of 14.3%. I is also roported thet a very large nutber of familles relocatod
in J .J .coloni\,s have coms back from tbess colonles to join the main stream of

the
squatter set.tlements eithar in/shape of new clusters or as additions f.o the

existing clusters, ‘ : , .

Another feoature that is revealed by Table 14 is that du.ring all the five-ycarly
intervals frorp’ 95117 to 1973, except that during 1966-71, the annual rate of growth of |
Jhuggis dw to ths formation of nev c!;us’oers'has been higher than due to the additioﬁ _
in.tha existing clusters, The annual rate of growbh due ts t'he‘sdditipn of new clusters
hgs varied from 6.9% to 8.1% as compared o that of 4.6% to 5.7% dus to tho expansion
of the existing clusters, The annual rebe of growth of .J'huggis'dth to addition of
new clusters registersd a fall duri:ng the poriod 196166 (5.6%) and 196671 (3-5% Jo
The growih of Jhuggkdus to the expansibn of existin'g‘ clustess has maint.a-ined a
steady rate over the years during 1951-1973, The study of growth patterns oi‘ the
0ld end new clusters reveals that the clustors once formed grow upto a point and
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then geal thems: lves for tha new comers who in thelrtum locates new clusters

end follow the game pat.tern as that of the old clisters. Bas:x.des ,t.he 1:un1ta't.10n

of the- avallablllty of land m “ths eLst_ng clusters far thair furthar expansmn,

the proxlmlty and chsap access to the sourcas of employment is a very s:gn:i'lcant
factor 1n the selectlon of neu gites by tha Jhuggl dwallers. I’o, also, seems that
the tendency to fa*m homogeneous soc1a1 group on tha basis of éaste, place of orlg:m,
occupgtmn,.regmn and language limit 1;!1; ext.ent of_ hata:roganeous' mix _1n old\c]:ustera'

thus ahcouraging the formation of new. ,c‘.lust}arq..



Iable 31 A
Rate of Growth of Jhuggi ~Jhonpris in the Squatbsr Sttlements botween.
1951-] 973 by Five Yearly Mtervals - - ° .
Year . Cumulativo Annual Rate Rate of - Rato of Growth  Growth Percontage  Cumulative
: Fraquency of Growth . Growth due to expangion During Five yoaly Percentage
Distri- - at Five © dus to at five yoarly  Taterval - - Growth
bubion Yoarly ~ new addtion Interval R
- o Intorval . at five
' ) yoarly
interval .
1951 12749
1956 22414 11.94 6.97 465 | 15.8L 175481
1961 aB14  13.82 - 8.45  5.20 a0 - 235.80
1966 73693 ' 11,48 , 5,66 : 5.51 ‘ - 72,13 475,00
1971 | 115961 9,45 3.56 5.69 . 57,36 _ 820,00

|

1973 141755 14,33 8.3 5.73 22,24 1011.18

For over all 141755 1.8 6,48 5436 - 1011,18 1011.18
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The table 1B indicates the overall smnual rate of growth of Thoggis computod:

at teh yaurly mtc.rval basls and alsothe decunnlal parccntage increase of J‘huggls
dmr:.ng tha lash 22 years since 1951, This w111 facllitatu comparlson oi‘ ths rate -

.of growth of tha JhuggJ. households with that of the total ‘bouseholds of the Um.on
Terrltory of Delhi. The highsst decennlal percenta,ge mcreasa of 233 8 was. uvmenced
during ths decade 1951-61. However, tbe percentabt. varlc.’élon in ths nuzbor of
Jhuggls during 1961-71, was about half (1’10 6,,) of that evidenced in ths precesding

- decade”,';ithough the total nurber of .]'huggls in 1971 incréased by more than L,lghtp
timss over 1951 « The growbh of Jhuggls has, agam, bea;n accelerated since 1971

as :revaaled by an incrcass of 22.2% during the short period batween 1971—73.
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Zcblo 1B
RATE _OF GROWTH OF JHUGGI-JHONPRIS IN THE SQUATTER SiaTTIEMENT :
BE;:[ME,E,N 1951 --1 973 BY T YEARIY mNALS
Year ( in decadss)  Cumulative Annual rde 'Ra.’ca of Gi'owt_h _Rate of Growth  Growth Cumulative
Frequency of Growbth at  dus to New , due to Percentage Percentage
Distribubion ton Yearly = Addition ~ -~  Bxpansion . during ten Growth
Intsrval _ : - yearly
o o interval
1951 12749
1961 42814 12,89 7:59 a 4,96 . 235.82. 235480
1671 - 115961 . 10.48 © 4.63 -~ 560 - 170,58 820, 00
1973 141755 14.33 © 813 873 .. - 22,24 1011.18

For over all 11.85 6.48 5.36 - 1011 .18 1011.18
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The overall rate of growth of Jhuggi households has been 11. Bp as compar ed
to that of 4.5% for all the houssholds of the Union Territory of Delhi and 5,1%
for the urban households., During the period of 1951-—61, the annual fate of growth
of Jhuggis was aboubt three times hlghﬂr then that of total number of households
of thv Uhlon Terrltory and qllghtly more‘ohan two times of the urban households.
In 1961-71 although the annual rate of growth‘for both the Jhugsi houscholds md
totel houssholds of the Union Territory and Urban Delhi declinod , ‘the annual
gro.th rate of Jhuggis ﬁas higher by more than two times of the households of
the Union Territory end the urben areas, Tespsctively, h
. In 1951, the pfoportion of Jhuggis to the total number of hoaéeholds
in the Unioh Territory of Delhi end urban Delhi was 3.9 end 4.7 percent,
i resoeotively bub this incleasedvto 16,6% and'18;4% réspactively in 1973. " The
‘ratlo of Jhuggl households to non-Jhuggo houssholds for the Union Territory
-Delhl Wc...S 1 ¢ 25 and that far the urban area 1 20 in 1951, In 1973, the ratio
stood at 1:5 and 13 4 ,5 respectively, for these areas. It is evident thet the.
quality of ths housing accommodation in urban Delhi has deterisrated fast over |
the last 22 years since 1951, 1t also means that, during this period, an
increaging proportion‘of‘tha populat ion g}owth in Delhi has oeen accommodated

in the Jhuggi-Jhonpri settlements. At‘present, one out of every five households
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in urban Delbi lives in Jhuggis. It, not only reflocts the degrading quality
.;,Of Te sident-iai eovironment -fofa Vory la‘fge' number .of fatﬁilies but also the ‘
chan«*mg physical structure and physmcal form of he Urban Sa’otloment pat’oern.
bTha fast. growbh of .Thuggi-Jhonpri type of res:.dential sat’c]e ments accentua‘bes
the incongru\.nca batwesn. tha physical struc’c.ure of thes» settlomants and the
res’c of the urban area, This sltuatlon p)SuS carbum problams for the prov:leon
of urban ‘scrvieces and f:\c:Llltles to. thes» resn.den‘bial settlemenbs. The urbzm |
‘ serv1oos and fac111tles % the:.r present pattun and form are goared to ‘the |
neusds of the mdorn pdbtwm of urban dcvolol.m nt. It is very difficult to
oxbend the g6 gervices in the:.r existing pattern and form to the Jhuggi-dhonpri
settlements wl‘thou’o aither altering thair phys:.cal st-ructure or the po.ttqm of‘u
facilities and servicese o o . |
Table 2, Teveals the relative - vrowth of . Jhuggi and Non-JhuggJ. housaholds
in the ‘met ropolit: n city of Delhi. “The accompanying graph plottad on a semi-

logarrthmic scale also indicates the trend in the growth olg‘ J’huggis as compa ed ‘
to that of the total households in Delhi.
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Table : 2 » _
RELATIVE GROWIH OF SQUATTER SAND TOTAL HOUSRHOLDS DURING 1951~73
!
Year Squatter Total Total  Decadal ' Docadal Docaday Proportion Proportion - Ratio of Ratip of
Houga = ~ House- Houso Annual Annual  Annual”  Percentags  Fereintoge  gguatier  Squatter
Holde Holds Holds Rabe of Rate of Ratp of of Squatter of Squattcr Houscholds Households
of of Growth Growth Grovth  IMouscholds Houscholds to Non=- tg Non -
Union Urban of of of to total to totul Squatter Squatter
Terri~ Dslhi Squatter Total Total Houséholds  IHbussholds Ibussholds Houscholds
tory of House~  House~  House~  of Tnion for Urban  fortnion for Urben
Dolhi Holds =~ Holds Mblds Torpltory  Dolhi Territory Delhi
of of of Delhi of D:lhi
Union Urban
Territory Delhi
.of Delhi )
1951 12749 326053 271360 - - - 3,89 4.69 1:25 1:20
1961 42814 575526 466186 12,89 4,69 5456 8,30 9,13 © 1:11 1:10
1971 115961 790812 722454 10,48 4.37, 4.48 14,86 16,10 136 15
| ¥ 788780 * o o
1973 141755 861320 T 14033 aum 4,48 16 462 i8.4 15 1345
For 141755 861320 788780 11.85 4.53 5.11 - - - -
Overall : : ‘
NOTE i~ % The Total number of Housoholds both for the Union Territory of Delhi

end Urban Delhi has boen estimated at ths deesdal rate of Growth of

1961-1971 for 1973..
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The-re were 199 clusters which aécommdatec_l 12,749 Jhuggi households in 1951,

In 1973, tbere‘are 1'373 clustors, about six timefs'mra thanthat in 1951, accommodating
141,755 Jhuggis which ars wore than ten times thaR tImt existing 22 years befora, In
1951 thore was a cluster, on an average, for 2 group of 64 J'huggis while in 1973 it
ip 0 far 103 Jhuggls. Tho reason for tho increas: in the aver_age size of the cluster
is’that a part of tha 'i:ncreas.a'.in number of Jhuggié 1s absorbed .by the existing clu-sl_:er-
while the rest leeds tothe fﬁrm‘—tiqn of now clusters, Taking 1951 &g a base, we find
thet in the continuwus process of ths g'i;owth of Jh%gis‘during the period 1951—;973,
67,461 have boen added due to tho forﬁation of nev clustcré wasrens 61,545 havéa bsen
obsorbed by the expension of the clﬁﬁérs once:formsd at any point of tims during
the dI;T'}iI;B.lXBI'iOd mentioned. The tablcs 3A and 3B indicate 1;he number of new
clisters formed and tho number of Jhuggis addsd by ‘their formtion during fivo’'and
ten yearly intervals, respsctively, They also raveal five yecarly or ten ybarly
percx.nt..ge incrsase in the number of clusters as compared to thet of Jhuggls{ It
ig found from the Table 3B that during the dscads following 1951 (1952-61) tho
clastera .’mcreas::d by 173.4%, b but the rate of the forma{:ion of the new clusters
declined cons:dorbly during 1962-71 (105.6%). Howevér , 249 new clus_ters have
been fprmad during the 1-st two years_since 1971 adding 10,6 Jhuggis as comparad
to 308 clus‘ears with 19,198 Jhuggig' over a poriod of ive ye-arg prscseding 1971, |
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The taﬁla No.4 reveais.ﬁhat éffhe total number of 1174 new clusters that have
been addsd after 1951, 24,4%(557 ) have been formed during the lagt five yeafs'.- The se
- have also conﬁribﬁted 47,49 of tha'tgtal numbar of,Jhuggis éddad duz to thé fqrmation
of new clustérs. Tho Table No, 4 indicatzs the numbor of now clusters snd Thuggis
addsd on five yearly interval since 1951, :

The accompanying graﬁh reveals the comporztive growth of new clusters and

Jhuggis on a five yearly besis, on a semi-logarthsmic scale,
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GROWTH OF J _AND JHUGGI GIUSTER DURING 1951-1973 BY FIVE YEARIY INTERVAIS
Yoar N. 15 No.of Clusters  Porcentage “Percontage © Cumadative , Cumulative
2 of e s Do increase of Increasegqf Porcentage ©  Fercintage Growth
Jhuggisduring Clugbers Growbh of of Clusters
five yoarly during five Jhuggis
intervals Yoarly '
Infervals
1951 12749 199
1952-1956 . 22414 313 75,81 58,3 75,81 58.3 -
1957-1961 42814 544 9.0 75,00 - 235,80 173.4
1562-1966 73693 £16 72.13 533 475,0 310.1-
1867497, 115961 1124 57,36 - 46,67 7 8200 U T 44,8
1972-1973 141755 1373 22424 - . 28,3 1011.18 590, 8
For overall 1373 1011.18 590, 0 " 1011,18 © 590,0

—

141755




Table No : 3 B
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GIOWTH OF JHUGGTS 3ND JHUGGI CLUSTES DURING 195

N

=13 BY TEN Yi4RIY INTEIVALS

 Year

No.of Jhuggis  No.of Glusters

Percentage = = Porcentage
.+ ‘Ingreage of Increcse -of
- . Jhuggis . v+ Clusters
¢ Durimg v During
Ten -, -Ten-
o Yearly . <7~ Yearly
" Interval ; ' ¢ Interval

“ Cumulative
- Percentage -
Growth of

Jhuggis

Cumulative
Porcentage
Growth of
Clusters

‘1951
1952-1561

1962-1971

19721573

-

12749

4ze14

115961

141755

199

544 . 235,80 .« 173.4
LoM24 017088 10646

1373 CoUae v 28,3

235,82

’ 820| O’

1038

173,4
© 464,8

590, 0

oY
S

For over all 41755

\

1873 .. 1011,18. - 590,0

1011.18
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Table No : 4

DISFRIBUPION OF NEW SQUATTSR TTIENENTS ALONG 1.ITH THSIR JHUGGIS DURING"1951-73

Year - Jhuggls Aded Clusters Added " ' Percentage Proportion Porcentage Froportion
' ’ During five. . During Five .- of Jhuggis during . of Clusterg During
: Yearly - - Yeurly - " five Yearly Imtervel Five Yeerly Interval
. - Interval .. Interval P : ’

1962-1956 6410 e e e
1957-1961 7;1.38'.79“? - 23;;"'. B TX 2
1962-1966 1169 oz o s o _ vzys.g’
1967-1971 - 19198 . 308 T zfe.@ .‘ A o zs.éf

1971-1973 C 10606, 249 o160 . . 22

1 ) ‘ T - A“ . ! I_ .

TOTAL eT461 0 wmd . g0 - 100




The_Size of the Tho eize of the clusbezs vanes from tho - smallast ons C)DSlStlng of 10
Clugters end Thoir g .

Distribution Over - 'Jhuggis 1o uhe largest havmg 4,387 Jhubgls. The to‘oal numbwr of 13'73 clusters
the Various Arcas

(Zoneg ) of the - - ‘havg been d Vldud into” SaVGn. size groups viz, ) 50 or below, ii.) 51~100 ; iii)
Mst.ropoli s .

,v101—3oo ; 1v) 301»500, v) 501—1000 3 vi) 1001-1500 ; v11) bove 1504 -Tho
CluStuI'S in the Slzu group of 50 and below conslst of 'bl'.k, largust p;o;or’c.lon, ‘
5849 parcent of thu total numbu of elusturs.’ 79 4 p.rcent oI th* clusters
hava on¢ hundred Jhuggis or less. The clusters in “the sizo group of 101-500.
, .+ whereasg those -
- congtituto 17, 1 percent .f the totel, /ebove 500 Jhuggis aceoint
for oply 345 percunt. It is \uVldon't' thet tha predomlnzmt cnaracters‘ucs of <he. -

Jhuggl ve’c‘blomnts 1snha formutlon of small groups of 100 houssholds or lzsg.,
' Many of thess small clusters are’ located in closa/physlcal proxm:.ty to auch
othar but 'sach of them malntainsa separato and 1hdependent soclal id\.ntity of |
j},é' own, | - - o
The "clust<rs with 100 or less j};ﬁééiéﬂ_;qugh constltuhng 79.4% of the
- .totél nunber of clustors share only 58.«;3% of the total number x')f\.]'huggis whor?as
3.5% of the élust.e'rs . in the size groups -above 500 Jhugéis account'for 37% of
the total squu’cter households. The rest of ’ohe 34 7% Jhuggls are distributed among
the 17.1% of the clusters of ths various size groups rangmg from 101 to 500, The
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r‘avéfage*-siz'e:of‘*the élﬁ@‘éi&ﬁéﬁ.‘éé ~fr‘2‘>ﬁ""és §htho 'stize group | of 50 and .
-below to 2632 in the size group of over 15 OO. The follomng table (No 5 )shows
.the: distraabution of- Jhuggi -J‘honpris in"the various size groups along w1th the

v,average size of the clustcrs 1n each of ’ohe gize groups.



Table No. &

DISTRIUTIO N OF JHUGGI JHONPRI CLUSTERS IN THE VARIOUS SIZE GROUPS
AND THS AVERAGE SIZE OF CLUSTER IN EAGH OFTEE SIZE GROUES

Size Intervals No.of Percentages . Jhuggis Psrcentages ~ Average No, of

Clusters s at 1973 : Jhuggis in sach
Size Group

Below 50 807 58,8 20450 14,4 | 25

51-100 "281 20,5 19653 13,9 70

101-300 191 13,9 31599 22 43 165

301500 ‘- a5 . 3.3 17579 12.4 ‘ 391

501~1000 36 2.6 26599 18.7 739

10011500 ‘ 6 0.4 7449 543 1242

1501 & kbove 7 0.5 18426, 13.0 _ 2632

TOTAL - ‘ 1373 100.0 141755 100,0 103
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Tabls Nes 6 A and B reveal tha’c the distribution of the Jhuggi clusbers over
ths vari>us araas: of Unn.on Territo:-}: of Delh:.. ‘I‘he Union Territory cf Delhi. has
“Been divim.d inbo 9 zones, , eigh‘b of which comprisv urban Delhi and the n:mth is
“the rural zones We £ind thet the largest humbér of clusters (19 8%) ate, located
in the ruralzons whereas Zone A"of ‘Urban Delhi has the smallest nmnber of clusters
(5%) The F, D, end G zones among “them account for mors than 58% of the total number
of clusters in Urban Delhi and 46.7% of those of the Taion Territory. The share of
the zonss B, C, g and H vardes: between 5.5% for H and 8. 7% for C. The clusters
in the size group of 50 and below preponderate in all the zones except in rural
Zone. The size group of 51-100 accountafor tho largest number of clusters in:
the rural zone. Therc are no clusters ebove ‘the size group of 1000 in"A,E and
F zones. Zone R and H do not have any clust~r of more than 1500 Jhuggis.~ The
size composition of the v'arious Zone s indicates that ‘more than 80% of the clusters |
are confined to tlxe eize groups’ of 300 Jhuggis or less. The zones D, Fand R
share among them 49,3% and 73% of ths total clusters in the size groups of 50 or
loss and ‘51-'-100, ’re'spectively. 50.8% of the clusters in the size group 101~300 and
7212% in size group 501-1000, respec’oively are ehared by the zones b F and [
89,9 of- the clusters’ iu the aize group of 301-500 are located in the C,D, F and
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and G zones. All the clusters in the size group of 1001—1500 are 1oca1;ed in Zones
D, H and. R and those. above 1500 in. zones B, & D s Go ".;  or i
_1 It:ts ;'evealed from Table No.’.'? that the largest nurrﬁ)x—.r of J’huggls (23 3%)
are clustered 1n JZ‘Aoera LD“ whlie tha smalles’c. nuniléaer (2 4%) in Zone Ao Of ‘tho, to’c.al

v I e

: \.‘.:
AL.,‘ PRI .

"jnum‘ber of 141,'7)55 J‘hugg:.s, 66 2% are located in. D, F, G and R zones. The percentage
| dlstmbtrblon of the to’cal numbogeof Jhugols 1nto the vquous slze groups m a‘.ch

'of the planninfr zonas can - alsa/ soen £rom: this Tuble.
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‘Tgblo No - 6 |
DISTRIBUTION OF 7.3 CLUSTERS TN DBLAL ACGORDING 10 SIZE. GROUPS 4ND Z0ME | |
| o { IV PERCENTACE)
—OWES |

Size ~; 4 oy ¢ D R E F -G H Raral Total
5091- below B 84,1 69,5 je'z.z _ 5_4.6 ésa | 65,2 ' 595 '412.2 ,. | 42.3 58.9(807)
51400 4.4 N ong 12 ) 145 M35 184 t_é&a 20,5 (281 )
101-300° 10,1 12,6 16,0 116 12.9 11 135 U 5 13.9(191)
301500 - a1 e L0 2T BB 26 - 3.2(45)
501-1000 1.4 -  "1.7 46 1.0 3.5 '4..1 9.'6 0.4 2.6(36) . -
1001-2500 - - - - . 4 - - | : 26 - 04 0.4(6)
1500 + . S g 08 14 o~ . - 06 = o os@)
WML s s ue’  me a0 255 w0 ot 7 1373,
® 5.0 . 6.9 87 15,7 T4 186 124 55 19.8 1000
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Table NO; 6B
DISTRIBUTIGN ‘OF THS CLUSTERS IN THE DIFFERENT SIZi GHOURS AMONG THE VARIOUS ZONES

§ize K T BS ..C . D E F ¢ H R Total
Below 50 7.2 £.2 9.2 14,6 9,5 20,6 12,5 3.9 14.3. 58.8(807)
51-100 L. 11 . 45 5.0 125 .3.3  ..13.2 .81 .5.0 . 47.3 . 20,5 (281)
101-300  ° 3.7 6.3 © 9.9 . 200 6,8  .188  .12.0 11.0 . 1l .  13,9(191)
301-500 - © - | 4.4 2007 20,0 “'2;2  .15.6 - .33.4 44 . - . 3.3(45)
501-1000 - . 2.8 - 5.6  27.8 2.8  -.25.0  .19.4 - 13.8 . 2.8 2.6(36 )
1001-1500 - - - - 50,0 .- - -~ . 33,3 16.7 0,4(6)
1501 & sbove - - 28,5 14.3 42,9 - - - 143 - - 0.5(7)
TOTL 69 % 119 216 101 255 170 76 272 1313

# 5,00 6.9 - BT - 150 Td 7 186 124 ° 5.5 19,8 100,0
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Tehlo Mo ;7
D ISTR IBUL ION OF JHUGGIS AT 1973 IN THE J.J O IUSTERS OF DE IHI BY SIZE GROUPS AND ZOMES
| | | ('IN PERCENTAGE )

Sizm A B c D B F N i R Tobal
Bolow 50 . 402 1.5 126 . 96 30,9 185 B0 52 20,9 144
] o | | | @oss
51=100 64 . TS 0 TS Bl RS 116, T8 749 4941 1349
o v el | o T 1ws
101-300 ©80s1 . 15.1 26,0 186 393 2649 1849 28,3 . 184 22,3
‘ o ' ' ‘ f - (3159
301500 - 72 255  10.8 . 62 - R3S 6T - 244
5011000 23,0 - 10,0  21.0 11,0 306  25.8 318 . 55 égs'g
1001-1500 o _ - na - - 20e1 6.l 543
_ IPE ~ , A N (ra49
1501 & Mbove - 587 1840 202 - = 82 . = = 13,0
. ' : . (18421
Total 3445 12915 148 33054 . 5289 22033 20491 IRTL 1@ig 14175!

2 4 o . 9.9 233 37 185 1S5 8T 2o 4

’




Drigin_of the .

=34 -~

. The 1373 ,Jhuggi-Jhonpri settlements that existed at the t:.me of emmnratlon in

1973 orlg:mated at dlfferent timo :mtervals; 22 8 perccnt of the clusters are more

.than 17 years 0ld. while 40.6 percent‘ came into bemg batween 1967 and 19‘73. The

rorm.m:mg 36, 6 porc\.nt of the clustars wera er*babllshed butwvun 1957 cnd 1966, Thus
a very lfwga proportlon ('77 ~2’ )' of clust:rs have devolopod du.ring the course of
aot 15 ymrs. The clusters or1g1nat1nr~ in 1951 or bafore account for 24.4% of the
Jhuggis in 19'73 whoreas 335.% of the Jhuggl balong to the clust*xsestabllshod
betwoon 1952 and 1961, Tha clusters formed during the pt:I‘lOd 1962-‘71 constitute
34.8 percent of the Jhuggis whercas 7. B% of the Jhuggis have boeen added by the
clus’curs orlgi‘.na‘xtlng aft_er 1971, - .
Table No. BA indicetes the . ' size distribu‘bion of tha/clustors originating
at different time intervals. It 1s revealed by this table that the proport.lon of
the clusters above the size group of 300 falls with the ahort.er perlod of thoir

origin. It ig 14% among the clusters originating in 1951 or befors, 12, 3% in

. 195256, 9 9% in 1957-61, 7% in 196266, 2.3% in 1967-71 and 1.2% among thoge coming .

eftar 1971. Iooking at the nge dlstribution of tha various gize groups of tha JJ
clusters, w3 find from table 8 B that among 1688 clusters having 100 Jhuggis or less,
only 34% have come %.fore 1962, Only 26.2% of tho clusters in the siza group of
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101~300 have orignated after 1966 while it is so far 13.6% of the clusters in the
size éranp of 301-500, - OF the 45 clusters sbove the size group of 500 more~tha§
69 percent were formed before 1962e | |
The tebles 84, &8 and 8 mdicate the distribution of J.J Glusters and Jhuggis

according -to thsir time of origin-and sizes



Table Noz 84

T =36 -

DISIRIBUTTON OF JHWGI GLUSTEHS IN DRRIHI ACCORDING TO SIZE AND TIME OF ORIGIN
(TN PERCENTAGE )

| . TR RO
28 Groups, Befors © 7 1957-61 T T 1962-66  1967-T1 1972 Total
1951 o o P ,
. After
‘ T 807
'10“50 o 5'1.8 60.7 -56 .5 - 75.1 'Sg.g
B YR . . avl SR
. e ’ o 281
~100 15.6 20,2 28,2 . 1947 20,5
W e 191
1-300 18,6 12,1 13.0 4.0 13,9
. ) .- N B | ., 45 "
1-500 8.5 2.9 1.3 ¢ - 0,8 342 T
. . P - ' . | 3,6 .
1-1000 R¢5 3.3 0.3 0v4 ;;5
XL end Above 370 08 0.7 - o
m 199 . ' 2'72' 308 249 - 1373
reent 14,5 19.8 , 23.4 18,3 . 100,0 .

——————
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Teble No : 8B
DISPRIBUPION OF CLUSTERS IN TEIHI ACCORDING 7O SIZE GROUPS AND AGE GROUPS
I | | (-IN FERCENTACGE )
. . R YA )
Ao % Bolow 50 51 = 100 10L-300 301500  50L<1000 10011500 1501 &  Total
Abova )

1951 & Bfore  12.8 11,0 19.4 37,0 18:9 33.3 57,1 14.5 (1¢
1952-56" 6.9 6.0 1401 13.3 10.4 - 14.3 8,3 (11
195761 15.1 15,0 23,0 17.8 36,1 16,7 14.3 16,8 (g5
196266 20.4 19.6 17.3 17.8 25,0 16,7 1443 19.8(27
1967-71 21.6 -31-0 2049 9.1 2.8 33,3 - 22.4(30
1972 & After 23,2 17.4 52 4.5 2.8 - - 18.2(24
Total 807 281 191 45 36 6 7 1373
% 13.9 3.3 "2,f 0.5

58,9

20,5

0;4
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Teble No, 9A - .
DISTRIBUTION OF JHUGGIS AT 1973 IN THE CLUSFERS OF [BIAT AGCORDING 10 SIZR GROUFS AND TIME OF ORIGIN

[ PP . Time of Or!'gin. L. ”‘:‘. Ve e e

Beforo . 195266 ' .  1957-61 196266  1967-71  After = Total
1951 . S o

| A 20450

w50 -, - 76 843 . 10,1 . 146 - 21,9 44,0 14,4
_ o - L 19653

0o 6.1 . 649 . 10,2 . 146 - - 26,5 316 - 13.9
. . . - T 31509

3000 - 1tie . 2646 251 206 29,8 - 123 - 223
| T ' . S . 17579

50 . 195 120 . L2 1.8 . - 6.7 6.7 - 12.8
. SR : - o e 26599

1000 10,3 28,7 L0329 .. B2 3.8 - 5.4 187
| | - . ‘ ' L 25875

. and above 39.0 1744 10,5 . . 13,2 . . . A13 - 18.3
'L B 34627 18348 . 29158 . 26847 . 22545 - 10230 141755

. 1549 142 00,0

iENT 2444 12.9 2046 18.9




Table No. 98B

" DISTRIBULION OF JEUGGLS IN 1973 IN IELHI AGCORDING ‘IO SI/E GROUPS AND AGE GEOUPS

( IN PERCENTAGE .).

hgo % Below 50 .  51-100 101-300 301-500 . 501~1000 1001-1500 . 1501 & Total
. : . ! : Above

1951 & Beofe 12.8 11,8 18.7 38.4 13.3 32.8 60,0 24,4
- : (34627‘

1952-56 T4 * 6.4 15.4 1247 19.8 - 17¢4 12,9
: (18348

1957-61 1445 15.1 23.1 1845 36,0 19,1 9.1 20.6
' S ‘ | (29158

1962-66  19.2 19.8 17,6 18,0 25.4 13,9 13,5  18.9
- | (26847 )

196711 24.1 30,4 21.2 8.5 3.4 34,2 - 15.9
‘ (22545 )

1972 & Above  22.0 16,5 4.0 3,9 2.1 - - 7.2
(10230)
TOTAL 2050 19653 31899 17579 26599 7449 18426 141755

FERCENT | 14.4 13,9 . 22,3 - . 12.4 © 187 5.3 13,0 -
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Tha tablss 10 A and 10 B reveal the digtribution of 'J.J.clusters according
to the time of 'bhulI’ origin in the varlous zones. * Of the 272 clusters iri tha i'ura]
' z0ne, 68 1% hava come after 1966, Iooklng at the age composi tion of the varmus
oth: T zomes in the urbanisable ln.mlt.s of Delhi, we find that a large majority (mré
"than 59%) of tho clusters in sons A dnd B havé com before 1962, Tho Zomss-C, D,
anid H have vmorg or less Oquai’numbcr of clusters which orlginatﬁd ‘before 1962 and
i_thereafter while morez than 60% of: the cluetors in F and G zones were formd after
1961, If we see the ghare of the various zonos in the total nunber of clust~rs originating
at differ.nt time 1ntervals, we find t.hat ths zonsg D, F and R have among tham 51.9%
and 64,6% of the clusters formed during 1957-61 and 1967-71, respectlvely.. The zones
C and D account for ths major proportion clusters established in 1951 or before'.‘
48,69 of the clustei-s originating in 1952-56 ave loéated in D, F and G zones.' Tha
zones Fy G and R consist of 68.7% of the clusters formed after- 1971 while it-is trus
for 52,2% of the clusters of 1962-66,

The distribution of ths total number of Jhuggls in 1973 corrasponding to the

number of clusters in ths differsnt zones formec} at various time intervals can be

sscm from tsbles 11 and 12, .
The ’Gltibl'e.a 13 and 14 reveal the porcentage increass in the humbsr of Jhuggis
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, from 1951 to 1973 in the various zones and the growth in the number of clusters at
various time intervsls. All I‘bhe zones haye shown tremendoug increase in the Jhuggi
population during the course of ths lagh 2% years. The zonss A.D.E.F have experienced
an i.ncrsase, of over five to about 10 times inthe number of Jhuggis vhercas the increase

varies from 11 to over 31 times in the rest of the zones. The highest increase (31.8 tim:
in the number of Jhuggis has occured in the rurel-zone while the lowest (5.4 times ) in

the A zone of urban Delhi. The four zones in the rank order of variation of Jhuggis
are R, H, G and G.respec'tively. Of the total number of 829 clusters added since 1%2,
‘7:::.5.% have gone to the zonesD,F, G and R. The largest number of addition to the

clusters population in the varioug zones since 1%2, has also come in these zones,



Table No :'10 A
' " - DISIRIBUTION OF‘J.J.GLUSTERS IN DELHI ACCORDING TO ZONE & AGE GROUPS

( IN PERCENTAGE )

46 U N & 8

7

Age % A B e - O “p o B TF G H R Total
1951 & Befors  31.8 24,2 © 29,4 21,8 11,9 - . 5.8 135 22.3 1.8 14,5
_ o : o S , (199)
1952-1956 2.8 12,6 5.9 13.9 12,8 .00 I8 5.2 03,3 8.3
' ' | | a a ' , (114)
19571961 © 246 18.8 15,1 13.9 24,8-  24.1. 10.6 * . 19.8 9,9 16,7
- i a R _ S . o “ (231)
1962-1966 13.0 21.0 21.0 15.7 26,7 12545, '18.2°  19.8 16,9 19,8
o L . T . (272)
1967-1971 . 14.7 16,0 13.5 245 11,9 20,8 24,1 19.8 342 22,4
. . . : ' N\ (308)
1972 & After  13.0 744 15,1 v 10,2 1.9 16.2. 22,4 - 13.1 33,9 18.3
. ' . . o ‘ ' (249)
* N .
T . ' \','
TOTAL 69 . % . 119 216 101 255 170 76 212 1373
% 5.0 649 8.7 15,7 T ok 18.5 12,4 5.5 19.8




Tabls No ¢ 10 B

DISTRIBULION OF J.J.CLUSTERS IN DELHI ACCORDING TO ZONES AND AGE GROUPS

( IN PERCENTAGE')

Age %, A B. C D- B F G H R T
1951 & Before 11,4  11.6 17.6 23.6 6.0 7.5 11.6 8.5 2,5 1(4«
| L (a

. ‘»A j- X . . .
1952-1956 1.8 10.5- 66,1, 26,3 11.4 15.8 16,7 3.5 7.9 8.
’ | (1
1957-1961 T4 7.8 7.8 12,8 10,8 27,5 7.8 6.5  11.6 16 o
o , . (3
19621966 3,3 7.4 9,2 12,5 9.9 -~ 23.9 11,4 545 16,9 19,
: , : (27
1967-1971 3.2 449 542 17,2 349 17.2 13,3 4,9 30.2 22,
| - o
1972°& Aftar 3.6 2.8 T3 B8 4.8 16,5 1543 4,0 36.9 18,
(24
ToraL 69 % . 119 216 - 100 285 170 76 272 13T:

b . 5.0 649 8.7‘ 15,7 . T4 1845 124 04 1948
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Tablo No_:'11
DISTRIBUTION OF JHUGGTS AT 1673 IN GLUSTERS OF DEIHI ACCORDING TO AGE GROUPS & ZONES

ME . & B < D E P -G K R . TOMAL

1951 & Batore . 20,1  48.2 40,4 42.6 2040 602° 145 13,8 3.0 24,4
_ ’ C ' (34627)

19520956 ¢ O.86  20.,9- 10277 14 205 49 20,0, . 49 .33 12, 9
' e _ ' ' (18348)

1957-1961 21.1 5.8 18.1 120 31,5 34.8¢  19.1 38,6 - 18.0 21,0
_ ‘ . | - o (20158)

1962-1966 27.6 114 19.1 17:1 17,6 23,4 14,9 34,2 15.1 18,9
: : | . T (26847 )

1967-1971 15,8 3.3 9.7 1447 49 222 13,6 6.2 36,0 .. 15.9
: A u e | (22545.)

1971 & Aftor 5.6 23 25 2.5 55 8.5 8.9 23 206 " 6,9
: , ‘ : s - .. | (10230)
TOTAL - . J(3a45) (12915)  (14028) (33064)  (5289) (22033) . (20291)  (12271) (18219) (141755)

' 2.1 9.1 9.9 23,2 - 3.7 158 145 . . 870 132 -




Teble No s 12

DISTRIBUTION OF JHUGGIS AT 1973 TN CLUSTEAS OF DELHI AGGORDING TO AGE GROUPS & PLANNING DIVISIONS

P

: A SN B i

c

D

i

G

H~ -,

R

Tota

3
’

10521956

‘19571961

. -

v
LIRS

P

L]

'1951 & Befors

2.5 2.3

ot

1962-1967 -

1972 & After

340 Sed

2.0 249

2.9 11,9

.01 21,0 .

2.4 1.8

7.8
0.6

10,0

6.0

343 .

A e

16,4

o

20,1

13.6

21,0

215

8.1

3.1
5.9

5.7

3.4
1.6

¥ '

- 18

3.9

6.0"'

2,3

19.2

2147

18.2

8.5
32,5

13.4

11.3

12,3

18.3

2.9

3.3

1642
" 3.8

2,6

1.7

3.3

12.4
10.4
28,9

42,8 .

‘24,4
(346

12.9
(183

a1
(291
(268
" 15,9
" (225

6eC
a0z

*

| @2e15) .
2.1 9%

9.9

23,3

347

15.5

(14028)  (33054) (5289) (22083) . (20491 )

13,2

(12271) (18219) (142
8.7

10




Teble No 2 13

OF JHUGIS IN VARIOUS ZONES IN IELHT DURING 19511973

i

,Plehning'aivisions' ~ . Jhuggis ab 1951 - Jhuggis at 1973 " 'orossc botwoen Peraen{;aga Variation
‘ o ' o S © ' 1951 & 1973 - | -, botwsen 1951 & 1973

A - . 537 L 3 S 2 T T saLsg
. B 1009 12015 . . . 11816 . - . 1075.2%

¢ ’ . 1077 o 1a0e8 17951 . 1202.8%

o

4547 . s3ee T Caesit T eanag
. 760 ” . 5289 : o a9 L 595.5%
2099 C aapes . - 19934 o . LR |
1800 20491l T BT . 1476.2%
- C 758 - 12271 S 11496 R . 1485,9%

Wm0

. 555 - 18219 . amees 316268

V-

ToTAL e aamss w0 100
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Tebls No -2 14

ADDTITON OF J.J .CLUSIRS OF DEIAI ACCORDING TO THEIR TIM OF ORIGIN(AGE ) INTO VARIDUS 70NES

A B .+ ¢_- D" "B F @ H R TOIAL
Before 1951 © 22 23 B/ . 4T . 12 . 15 23 1 5 199
% - 3L.8 24.2 29,47 - 21,8 11,9 7 5.8 | 13.5 22.3 1.8 1445
2.8 12,6 5.9 13,9 12,8 T.0 11,2, 5.2 3.3 8.3
1957-1961 17 18 18 30 ., 63 18 15 21 231
2406 18.8 1501 ' 1309 ) 24.8 24.7 10.6' 19.8 939 16'7
19621966 9 20 2 34 21 65 31 15 6 272
13,0 - 21.0 21.0 15.17 26,7 25,5 18,2 19.8 16,9 19.8
1967-1971 10 15 6 ° 's3 12 . 53 . 4. 15 93 308
1972 & after . - 9 7 18 29 12 4 38 10 92 . 249
13.0 7.4 15.1 10,2 11,9 1642 224 13.1 33.9 183

TOTAL 69 g5 119 - 216 100’ 285 170 76 272 1373




The Occupabional

Composition of
7J Sttlemonts

—m-‘.

- A J Je ’clustarlhas been assigﬁec;llté a particular occupational category if

60 p:—rcent or mor: of the houssholds living therein have been found to be engagad in-
‘that occups tlon. The settlements were chara C‘berlsud by mixed occupatmnal group
"when. no s:mgle ‘oceupztion was found to be predom:mant The mlxed occup’-ttlonal category

-as well ag tho oth'r prudomlnan'bly s:l.ngle occupatlon clusters contaln vast vor:n.d:y

of wrban fqnctmns. ,How-:-var, for an overall view, all the. J J.clusters, have been =

1.
"2.

4.

5.'.;
6"

N P
Rallway, P, &T etea ) _

8.

‘clagsifiéd into 10 occupational groups as-follows =

 Building end construction workers

Stone quarry workers

: Brick Kiln' workers -
; Sweepers
‘Washermen

-Fact ory Inbour

Workers ‘in’ obherde¥ganised sectors ik corporation, N.D.M.C; D.E.S.U,

Unskllled manual workers

. .

%%

100 .

Other smgle occupat:wns (like doll maksrs end puppet showmen ,

. drum maksrs, carpst makers, potters etc. )

Mixed occupationa’l gToups.



The tables 15,16,17 and 18 indicate the occupational distribution of J.J.clusters,

“the size group Of each of the Occupational catogoriss and the digtribubion of Jhuggi -
" houscholds among the clusteifs with 'vax;ibus occupetional backgrounds. - |

. It is revealed from tabls 15, that the three most importamt occupzbionel groups
are mixed occupational gr‘oupé;‘ construction ‘a-n'd brick kiln workers -'which cqnstitu’cc :
. 33.5%, 23.3% and 17.5% of the total nutber of ¢lusters, respéctively. Thus thoy, taken
together, compriss 74,3% of the "t'.otalv. If wo combine those in tha‘c}onstruction s Quarry
~ end ‘brick kilns, it will be found that 42.2% of tho clustefs owe '{;mir existencs to the
- congtruction indtistr&. Worksrs in-the factory end othsr organised soctors contribita
40 643 porcent of the clusters, SQeizpers, 'waéherféeﬁ end other s;i.ngle dééuputions among
" them consbitute 11.5% of the clusters C;ihila unskiliad bccupatibﬁé cdn{pr'ising porters,
Jhallivallas, casual labour, domestic workers, peons','.‘wa’d"c'jhmn,et;c: consist of 6.5
percent of the clusters. A large mejority of clusters in the verious occupational
groups excaptl those of brick-kilns, quarry and mixed occupstions are in the size group
of 50 and below. The major proportion (54.3) of the clusters of the brick-kiln worksrs

of 51-100 whereas 37.4% of the olusters of mixsd occupational groups
belong to the size group:/ere in the size groups of evor 100 Jhuggis. Iooking ab the

oécupational composition of the various sizo groups, we find that all the clgsters
above 1000 Jhuggis belong to three occupational categ::_ries of quarry worksrs, workers

in the orgenised sectors and mixed occupational groups. Among the slze groups ranging



-, 7807

from,ggn-to‘1009\Jhuggis,:abgub-?O.percent;pfiths clusters congist of mixed occupational

gf;ﬁpse~'1t'is revealed from table 16 that the proportion of clusters with mixed
\ occupatlona goes on inc”eqsing w1th the increase in the size of tne clugters. The
‘occupatlonal homOganelty of the clusters. is generally sustained upto 100 Jhuggi
hoqsghqlds,ialphsugp thore gpe‘45.§,percent,q£ the glusters with predominantly
ﬁiﬂ;is oécﬁp&tibnﬁl background in the size:group o£ 101=300,
Jﬂ; ~ The tablbs 17 ana 18 reveal the proportion of -Jhuggis in the clusters with
}various occupzbional. bm&grppnds,, 57.9 ‘percent of tlio Jhuggls belong to the clugters
vin'bhc mixcd occupatlonal category while gnother 23.3‘peréent-to congtruction and

brick kiln worLers. 6Tho yast 18, 0 percent of Jhuggis are shared by the sther seven

oocupﬂtional groups. o



Table No : 15
PATTERN OF DISTRIBULTON OF THE J.J.CLUSTERG BY SIZE AND OCCUPATION
(-IN FERCENTAGE )
OCCUPATION = ‘
Size  Const= = Quatry’' Briok Swepers Washer- Factory Organissd Ungkilled Obher Mixed Total
““oruckion. - 07 T Kilm ' Tman Icbour Sector - _Sihgle e B
| LT e T | mcupm. i
" S0%Balov 75.1% 50,0 38,6 69,0 . 93.3  61.3. 61 75.4 83.1 183 58 é'?am)
*'%i':-:ido 116 15,0 54,3 18,3 ... = ’ 19.’41.:; 13.0 16.8‘:‘ 4,2'{ 1443 20.5 (281)
’"101-300 ‘10,2 15,0 74 118 . 6. 129 185 . 45 9;.9‘? 26 13 9!191)
1500 T 22 TS0 ¢ - TR 32, = » 3-‘?’" Led 8T - 22 ()
Csonei000 T 0.9 10,0 - - - 3.2 5.6 - | L4 5T 26(36)
‘:‘1001-1500 - 5.0 = - - - 1.8 - - 09 0.4(6)
Yisde - - - - . .. - = 15 -0-5(7)
Above - _ . . | e e
TOtL 3 20 e . M 150 a . 54 89 o %0 1973
“"2'3‘.3 14 1T 5.2 - 1.4 - 23. 40 - 6.5 5.2 335 100.0




TABIE NO & 16

. fanst _" P .

- 524

OCCUPATIONAL COMPOSITION (F THE VARIOUS SIZE GROUPS OF CLUSIERS

( IV PERCENTAGE )

8ize © TCénst-
‘ ... ruction

Quarry

S L1 e et mmmm, e e e e

. Kin . men

Brick- -&ee;e'rs Washer- Factay Organised Unskilled Other  Mixed

IB.bOUI Sactor Ochptn. Sll’lgle
! ' : Occuptn.

.Oc cuptn .

OVSEATION o e ————

- Total

Belov 50 29.9

55400 132 1

'1_0,1-300 LR RN

e 1097

S e T L7 23 4a 8.3 7.3 2146

6.6 46 - 2.1 2.5 5.3 14 235

8a9 | 402 . 005 , 2.1 5.2 o 2.1 3.6 54.4:

s
5011000

10011500

15.6

= 2.2

5,6

- 1647

T2.2

1501 & Above =~ .-

.
4« .

- - - - 646 242 712

- - - 5. 8.3 - 248 6944
- - - - .15‘,'7 - - 66..6,
- i, - . - - - 100,0

L4

Total‘ T -_‘32.1 B

¥ aa 14

...20 PR

58.'-9(807 )

20, 5(281 )
13, 9191)

3..2(s5)
219 (36)
046)

05(7)

241 M 15 s sa s M 460

7.5 5.2 14 2.3 74,00 6.5 5.2 335

13'73




TABIE NO :

17

( IV-PERCENTAGE )"

-53 -

glsrRIg_qr_'mN OF THE TOTAL NUMBER OF JHUGGLS AT 1973 BI SIZE AND OCCUPATION GROUES

occUPATioﬂ

Size Const- Qruarry; Brick- ‘S4espers Washer- Factory Organised Unskilled Obﬁer ‘MJ.X.Gd z Iot.a"l.l
: .runtion - o KHin ‘men “Iavour  Sector Occuptn . . Sigle Occuptn.
. Oecuptn, -~ .. ey LT
50 & Below 31.6% 4.8 23,3 31,3 745 14.6 1242 33,8 .35.5 6,5  14.2
o ) | ' - 20450
51-100 13.8 5e1 61.5 . 22,5 = 14,4 8.6 2244 4.8 6.0 13,8
Lo B : T 19653
101-300 28.8 10,3 15.2 36,1  25.5 25.5 22,5 16,0 30 218 227
L . 31599
301500  13.9 7.5 - 10,1 - . 146 - 27.8  13.8 146 12,4
Ea - : . o ‘ 1‘7579
501~1 000 9 .. 43,0 - P 270 30,9 36 7 - 15,8 22,9 137 .
gk, u ® Do A .- .. 26599
001-1500 - . - - - - 20.0 - - 6yl U543
1001-15 29,3 : - 2.0 . " ,,449
150{ & sbove ~ - - - - - - - - 22.1  12.9
shove 18426
TOTAL 18466 4362 14430 3976 545  .2915.  599% 4602 3546 82917 141755
# 13.0 7.7 10,2 248 Oed 2,0 442 343 23 7.9 100.0




Table No : 18

DISERIBUIION OF-TiR TOTAL NUMBLR OF JHUGGIS IN' 1973 ACCO"?.DING TO OCCUFATION
INEACH OF THE SIZk G GROUPS

( IN PZRCENTACGE )

-.gize % -Oongt=- ----Quarry :.Brick - Syeepers- ' Washer~ Factory oOrganiseq Unskilled ‘Other "Mixed™ Total
ruction - Kiln men Iabour Ssctor = Qecuptn. Single Occuptn.
: o ' . Occuptn-
Below 50 286 1.0 ’16.4 e 2.0 21 3.6 . 7.6 6.1 2644 14.2(20450)
”51-100 130 11 451 ” 45 - _‘ 21 2.6 | L5 0,9 25,3  13.8(19653)
101-300  16.8 | 1.8 6.9 446 0ud ,2‘."4 4.3 2.3 33 60,2  22,7(31599 )
301;500: "14?.7 g9 - 2.3 o - 7.2 2.8 68.7 12;4(17579)»
a01-1000 841 Tol - - - 35 842 | — 21 TL.0  18.T(R6599)
100-1500 -  15.8 - - - - 16.1 - - es 5.3 (7449)
1501 & Above - - - - - S - 160."0 12. 9(18426 )
TOTAL 154_66 | 4362 14430 3976 545 " 2915 5996 4602 3546 | 82917 = 141755
$ 1.0 37 102 28 04 2.0 42 5.3 25 519




The Period of

Origin of the
.Clusters in the

. Various Occupational

Categorieg

-'55-_

A large ma;;orlty of the ¢lugters in the occupatlonal categories of

constructlon workers (67, 2%) and brick kiln workers ( 72.2%) have been formed

after 1966 54.9% of the clusters of the wskilled mnaual 1abour and 60,6% of.

-, thOSe in other gingle’ occupatlonal category came into existence after 1961 .

IVbst of the clusters of the sweepers, (59. 2% ), Washermen, (86.7%), factory and
:mdustrial workers and of mixed occupations orlglnated before 1962. The 'formatio\n
of the clugters of the Quarry workers and workers of organlsed sectors have been
spread over the 1ast 22 years. Among the Quarry workers, the two 1argest group
of clusters were formed in 1957-61 (35.0%) and after 1972 (25,0%), respectitre'Iy ‘
while ‘50'.2% of the ciusters compriging workers in the organised sectérs came
into being during 1957-66.' - . -

If we see the occupational composition of cluster origlnatlng at dif‘ferent.

time intervals in table 20, we find that the maJor proportion of clusters

origmating in 1966 or before belong. to ‘the mixed occupational category. ,It |

is also borne out by this table that the proportion of occupationa‘.ly hetergeneous
clugters decline with the origin of the clusters in the later time intervals.

Among the homogeneous occupatlonal clusters, the canstructlon and brick ld.ln workers
predominate among the sattlements formed in 1967 or- after. ‘

The folloung tables J.ndn.cate the age of clusters havmg different
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- occupational characterigtics and thedlstrzbubm of occupational groups _arong.

- the clusters originating ab various time intervals,



TABIE NO : 19

- =57 -

OCCUPATION COMPOSITION OF.THE CLUSTERS ORIGINATING AT DIFFERENT

TIME INTERVALS

1.3

( IN FERCENTAGE )
- P D N . ) . ) . IO . - .. - - “ - ~ ‘. -. . . 1e - Mixed“‘"‘: TOt:al-
e % . Const- Quarry Brick-' Sueepers Washer-= Factory Other Ungkilled Sing - S
e B ruction - Kln, / mn  .& Organ~ ' Manual Occuptn. '
_ ' dustriel ised  Iabour. -

Before 1951 5.0 ~ 1.0 ~ L5 85 . 3,0 . 40 55 . .94 - . 45 - 573 --145(199)
1952-1956  12.2. 0.9 . 6. 7.0 . 64 - 7.0 27 45 T0 465 - 83(114)

1957-1961  14.0- 3.0. 8.2° 7.4 S 3.0 5.2 6.9 47 4.6 16.8(231)
(1962-1966  18.1 ° 1.0  144° 63 - 07 1.8 5.5 T3 6.6 38.6  19.8(272)

1967-1971 35.1 0.6 - 29,5 3.3 - 09 33 42 3.8 192 2.4(0)

1972 & Aiter43.5 2.0 .+ 33.3 0.8 - = o= 12 64 -5.27 0 T8 18.2(249)

TOTAL 321, .20 240 T 15 81 54 -89 - - T 450 - 1373

4 23,4 17.6 5.1 1.0 2.6 3.9 8.5 5. 335




TABIE NO- : 20

_ DISTRIBUTION OF NO

1

=58

. OF-CEUSTERS.IN DBIHI AGCORDING TO THE AGE GROUP & OCGETN. GFOUPS.

ey

LY .

" rustion

Const- Quarry Brick-
U Kn

&eepefs_ ~ }ashe r-

men

Factory  Vorker
e 4o

Unskilled Ofher* ® Mixed Total

. Manual

Single- Occuptn,

: . R .. Tdust-  Other Iabour - QcGiptne - ==
o o rial " Organs . o

1951 & Before 3il. ¢ 10,0 .
C1952-1956 4.4
19574961 10,0 35.0
1962-1966.

197971 ° 336 10,0

———

L3
L3
'

~ w
-

1972 % Mfter 33.6 . 25.0

5.0

15,3 15.0.°

1.2 .-
2.9 |
7.9

15.8.

24,0

1.2

-

24,0

24,0

2.8

f77?8ﬁ .~L14,0,; ,:-f“.'
34,4

[ P S T

40,0 |

46,7

13.3

..

L 225 . 224

Lo 25¢8 . 20-\4?

a8 . 5.6

PR
- -

16,2 . 2Nig.
e 188
M . 5.6

213 |
5.6 :t
18,2

.

14.6

18,2

12.7

~

11.2"

15,57
,25.2-"3.’-'
1649
18,5

24,8 :-

11

23.9

42

12.8°

145

€3

‘ﬂ%16’8

19.8
2244
18.2

, T0TAL

321 - 20

23.4 1.3,

3L . 54

89

645

=

71 .

5.1,

. 33.5

460

P

. -

1373




‘Regional Background

of the Verious -
Occupational Groups

~59. -
" Thé workers in the comstruction, brick-kilng and stone quarrying mainly come’
frdm" Rajagbhan, U.P, Haryana‘and' are clustersd e'iflﬁér as single regional groupé or.'

as mix 'of these three -sbate Se 67.7% of the cluster’s*'of the t:onstruction vorkers .

P

4are from RaJastnan only whereas ~among the br1ck kiln workers 66 8% are a mix of \

Ra;agbhan, Ha.cyana andU P. of ths totel numbar of 582 clugters in these occupational

categories, 48. 8% are mhablted by people . from’ Ragasthan alone, 7.9% from Utter

JPradesh and 2.9% from Haryana while the res'b__ 40.41% oﬁ the_ clusters are ,madepl‘xp ‘of' '

"a mix of inhabitents from these three regions. The clusters of sweepers and

washermen are pr/edomina'n’oly, inhabited by people from U.P; Rajasthan and Haryana - .
in separate homogensous clusters. 64.5% of the cluster 8 belongmg to the

occupauional category of factory workers ere from U.P, 29, 1% ave a mix of Rajasthan,

"U,P and Haryana"and the rest come from astern states. Although a major. proportion '

of clusters in the categories of the unskilled Iabou:c, mixed occupations), workers
of the organlsed sactors and other gingle occupations, 1s constituted by the
peop]s from U.Y or by the mixed group from U P, Rajasthan and Haryana, thers are

»

also substontidl numbsr of clugters of pe.op]e belonging to other regions in the

‘oountry, among these occupations.

Ir we gee the occupatlonal distribution of the various regional groups,
we find that a very hign proportion of th9ss from U.P, ‘Southern states,
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'Ge‘ntr 1 and wastern states, Paklsban(refugees) end Delh:L are no’o concentrated k

“in: partlcular occupatlons bu‘b ate spreﬂd over = vast varlety of functlons. The

clusters with hateregenous rcglonal compos:Ltlon are also composed of houscholds

‘éngnged’ in dlfferent klnds of occupatlons. As compc red t.o thls, preaominant

rproportlon of the households 1ocated in the GlllSueI‘S of Ba,]'!st.hm, ILryena ‘.nd a

mix "of Rajasthan, Haryana end U.P ove occup:ued in s:.ngle occupatlons likra thet of

constructlon, brlck klln, swespars etc.
. 0

Tha following tables (21 and 22)- reveal the reglonal comp0s1tion of .the

occupatmnal groups md the occup-atlone.l comp051tion of the clusters with

different“reglonal backgrounds- |
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TABIE NO: 21

 DISTRISUTION OF J.J.CLUSPERS ACCORDING TO REGION GROUES AND OCGUPATION GROUPS

( IN PEROENTACE )

M U U U ¥ A L. .L-VU N

Region : .. Const- (Qudirry Brick Swscpers Washer- Factory _ofganisea ‘Unskilled Oi_:lger"i‘ . Mixed _. Total
‘ Coruetdion - Kila - men Igbouwr Sector  Iebowr Single Occuptn.
T L PR - - .Gecupbn,.

vk

ey

155 5.2 25.7(358)

-

Rajasthen  67.6 . 40,0, 25,0 12,7 - - = 37 247

.

u.p 90 10,0 . 6.2 26.8 V66,7 645 37,0 ¢ 37.2. T 31,0 29,8  22.3(307)

Huyana - . 0.3 10,0 - 1.2 225 = = . 56 ¢ 6.7 8.4 26 3.6(49)

Mixed of . ‘ ‘ : SR
Mioining Siabes 17,1  35.0 ' 66.8 5.2 . 26,7 %1 R4l ' 202 453 409 36.3(498)

Southern X T ERPEEET A SN 2 ) 1.0(13)
Bagtern 1.3 = = = = 3. - - .02 048)
Centril & | 1.0 = = e e e a7, = .29 La 0.8(12)
Western o o ‘, | o
Mired States . 3.l . 5.0  Oud = - - 252 45 29 100 5.6(17)

\ROf'ugeeé © 03 - - - - P 1.9 ogea 7 T.0 T 446 _2'2(3.0)

Delni = .. = o, 04. 28 6.6 B2 - 34 T.0 33 2.1(8)

-
-

TOTAL: TR 20 241 . 11 15 31 .- 54 89 7;. : 3;16;) 1373
o ) 2401 : .‘ 1.4 .- 1609 5.1 101 .2;2 4.0 Lo 604’.. 5' ' . []

-
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- PABIE NO 3 82

- OGGUPATIONAL GTRUCTURE OF THE J.J .CIUGTERS WIPH DIFFERENT REGIONAL BACKGROUNDS

.. ( IN PERCENTAGE )

Occuptn./ = Consb- ~ Quorry Brick Sweepers Washer- Factory  Vorksr Unskilled . Other’ Mixed Total .-
, .- Tuction - Klm Lomen . & ~ Othsr Manual — Singls - . -
A S -+ Indusbrial Organ. Iebour Occuptn. '

D23 . 10 25 = = 06 6.2: 34 6.8 25,7353

ke

UE 95 07 49 5.9 1,33 . 65 6 10,80 T2 447 22,4(307

Haryzna ~. 2.0 40 6.1 327 - - e 123 0 12,30 245 0 3,6(49)
Mixed”of Adjoifi- - - L - . | _v . S , L |

ing Setas 11,0 1.4 323 5,0 ... 0.8 . 1.8 L 2.6 346 - 3.6 '37.8 36,3(498)
Southern | TS -7 . = = - - 77 TS T = 76,9 0,9(13)
States - - i o - S o

Eéstern w660 = = aa A 466 - - =T 160 0.4(8)
‘States e o e e < S

.>. .”4‘
Centrdl & R , | o | .
~Wegbern Stobes 25,0 .= - ime 0 = 0 = 1647 = 7 160 4.6 0.8(12)
Lo - ;‘L‘ ' . "I;'A ., |

Mixed 13,0 1.3 ,' 13 - - - 15.6 52 2.6 61.0 5.0(77)"

.
e

Yl O AR -';‘;: s . | 5 \.
Delhi . -: - ' ) 3;5 ) 7-1~ N 335 3.5 _’”‘A e A 1000 . 17‘9 53.7 —201(28)

WAL s 20 - pdl 71 . 15 3 54 . 89 . 7l 460 . 1373
241 1.4 16,9 5.1 1 2.2 . 4,0 6,4 . . 5.2- 335
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- The Caste Structure . _ The caste corhpoe‘ition of the clusters has been broadly classified into
- of the J.J.Clusterg ’

three main groups based on social and rltual distance SCc.leSo. The lower castes

include, all those groups Whlch come under tfue cetegory of scheduled cnd backward
cagses and. scheduled trlbes end are placed ~t bhe bottom of the caste hierarchy.

The upper cae'bes consist of those groups whlch are traditionally Inown og the

- "’c.wlce-born" 1ike Bro b,mln ,Kslhr:.yas ’ Vaishyas, R..,]puts, Kayf!qth g ebc. Ths -
_mtermedlary castes are pl:xced in the middle zone ond include .mostly functional

end cul’civ:xtmg cas‘bes llke the Ahirs, Yr_d avs, Indhs ete, - Muglims and other religious
groups like Budhis’os end Christians etc hwe been claesit‘ied sepa_ ately. - A cluster
has been claesi.fled as belonging to a specii‘lc caste or rel:.glous group 1i‘ more

than 60 percent of 1’05 mhabit...nte belong to thet caste or religious group. There |
is also a mix of cc.ste broupe or different rellg:r.ous groups. The mixecl/c or religiousi
clusters have been clegsfied according to the. predominant characterlstice of themlx-
The table, 23 indicates the classificutlon of t.he clusters accordmg to caste and
- religioug composition. " .' L

Of the total number ofv1‘373 cius’r.ei's, 59‘ 6 percent consist of lower GaStGS: 5.7

- percent” ‘of inte rmedlery c°stee, 4, 3 percent of WppEr, ces‘bes, 1.7 percent of

Muslims end 0.4 percent of other smvle religious groups (Budhiete end Slkha)

There are only 10.7 percent of the clusters uhich consist of a mix of upper ’
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'1bts} and lntetnediery castee cr of scverai reliéious'grOups.A In 844 porcent
‘of'the clusters, lower andtlnteruediery cnstés are mixed. Iower and uppet castes
aré found tcgetheh in 72 percent of the cluster whereqs it is g0 'far, the intermedlcry
end upper castes in 2 percent of'the clueters._ It is revealed from table 23 +that
"71.1\bercent/ of the clusters are habitats based on homogeneous caste groups or
'rellgicus communit1es. In unother 17, 6 percent cf the clusbors of the comp031te
-‘chnractev does not go beyond the comblnatlcn of two cagte groups. It will thus be .
lfound thet the rellance on primordlu] group 1dent1t1cs porsists in 3rde* to sesk
’eec1ol nd econcmlcaiécurlty and thnt the Jhuggl r651deht1al sottlements beeed ‘

" on Caste groupng sltuetloncl L.enptation to uhe hlghly stretifled urben
'tﬂmmMEe. | o  '{j R -k’;,f. -

| Ana1y51nv tht size of thc clustere.of1;he varlous caste grcups, we find

that more than 80 percent of the clusters thh homogeneous caste or communﬁty
comszltion do nOu conteln mors than 100 hou seholds. The;CIust?*s‘thh 100

or less Jhuggis aleo predominate (more than 60% ) amojg the two caste group |

‘ comblnatzcns, but the 1ntroduction of some element.of social heteiOgeneity loads
to'the fOfmetionh. of an incrersing number of clusters with large size. The .

proportlon Of l“rge size clustere further Ancreasss in the clusters vwhich hava

a mix of ull cagbe or -religious groups. waever, it may be mentioned ‘that even
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within the 1arge habitavion areas, there is a markad tendency among the Jhuggi
households to cluster aromd/czzzilagiouﬁs.- '

| I.oolung ab the caste composition of the clusbers in ea ch of the size groups
.,in Table 24, we fmd thet the lower ca ste clus‘bars prepomdarate in each of the s:.ze
groups consistmg of 500 Jhuggis or less. The next important caste group in these
size groups is that of intermediary castes. The high proportlon of lower caste
cluster in the size groups rénging ‘between 50 and. iS 00 is due to the fact these
- clusters are a combin-".tion of sev'eral low E:asl:e groups li;ring tOge’c.her. It may
2150 noticed that among the clusters ih the size grouyp of over 500 households,
the clusters with mixture of two or more caste il;'oizi;ral religious groups
- out number those with homogeneous czste composltlon. 85.6 percent of the clusters B
in the size group of above 1500, are a ‘mix of all caste groups pr religious °°mm‘mﬁ’193'

The tablss 25 and 25 reveal the distribution of Jhuggi households

'correspondinfr to tho distribution of clusters in tables 23 end 24, It is revea led
from thege tables that the proportion of total number of households in the mixed -
cluster of two or more caste groups end of mixsd religious groups is much higher
then their proportion of clusters both individu:lly ond as a whole.. This is due
to the fact that the larger ths size of the cluster the greater is be heterogeneity.

Of .the tobal of 141755 Jhuggis hohseholds, 25.8% belong to clusters with a mix of
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; all thruo*caste groups or religlous groups, 19.1% to ‘one of the two cﬂste
comblnations, 49.4% to 10wer castes and 4.7% to uhB homOgeneous uppar or

Intermediary caate group.
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TABIE NO s 23 ' '

DISI‘RIBUTION oF J’ of s GLUSI‘ERSIN DELHI AGCORDING TO OASPE GROUP§ AND STZE GROUPS

_ - ( IV FET .C&NTAGE)
cm*,,.n. GROUPS | |
©'S§ize  _ Upper Intermed- Iower . . Iowg Inter- Iower, Muslims Other = Mized T‘ot"al"
Castes iary . Castes Iower Upper  med- Intar-' * Reli-  Reli-
S Castes & Ge.shes 1ary med~ gious. g icue
- X : . Inter-— g iery - Groups Groups
50, g . 1.2 BB.5  58:4 48,7 " 41.4 821 . ‘47,4 70,8 60,0 51.9 .  58,8(807)
Belo;’ . . .o .- . . . . ) . o A. - .:"_L"
51100 . 10,2 5.1 24,0 217 21.2 143 U16.8 16,7 - R 20.4(261)
10-300. . 15,2 5.1 121 6.3 © 15,2 36 P2 83 . 40,0 B0 - 14, 3(191)
300500, . - 3.4 1.3 2.8 87 - 5,0 < .21 42 - L9 & 3(45)
501-1006. ~ = = 21 267 6d - 63 4 - oma 2 5(36)
1001-1500 = - 0¢ - 20 - 2l - T = 0as)
1500 & kbove = . = 0L = = et 3@ - e 5.8 0.4(1)
TOTAL . 59 78 gle 115 . 99 28 e 4§, 53, 1373 |
%, 4,3 5T _-‘ 59,6 - 8‘4 - ‘T.2 2.0 qu o _107‘ . 0.4 M3._',..8,; LRI M




| TABIE NO_: 24

DISIRIBUTION OF J.J CLUSTERS ACCORDING TO CASTE IN EACH OF THE SIZE - GROUPS

( P"RDLNTAGE )

Size . Upper i{i'r.lt‘ér-.- - Iower - Iower & Iower . Intér- Intsr- - Muslims Other  Mixed Total
o mediery Intsr= &  mediary mediary, . Reli=  Religi-
e © mediary- Upper @ & Upper.. . gicus ous -

o ; ) | : L Upper . & Ipwer o Groups Groups
"""" Bolow 50 752 TBST 592 6.9 5.8 2.8 55 24 0 3.3 58.8(e00
" c T “- A # T ot » " . ) o
51400 T a1 14 701 les [ 75 R A O 20,5 (281)
101306 7 4 JER s, 1.0 -  .“'9.9\ “os  .'11.0'* o010 e - 13.9(191)
301500 " e ez st 2202 11.1 | A TN 22 3,3(t5)
501_1‘0&); D _ ._ ~ . “‘47?‘.2 '18,3‘ 16.7 ;- o 16.‘7 , ;.' - ) 1 .‘ 2.6 (367) .
10014500 * '_- CO 500 - ftle;v S ma L - o oa)
15008 above oS 143 - e - 2.8 L - ams 05 (@)

. e s

TOKL - 's9  -78 g8 415 99 28 - 95 . 24 5 52 ‘. 1373 .

. . 43. 5.9 59,6 84 7.2 2.0. 59 . 1.7 04 . 3.8



( IN PERCENTAGE )

sizs . Uppsr. . Inber-
: -Cas,-tos wmedizry
,“_Gasbes

- Iowsr | -‘
Costes -Iowexr ' & |

' & . Upper .
Castes

Cr e o

Inter-
mudi Ty

Ibwsr

Inter- loyer
mdizry &
& " Inter-
Upper medicry
&'.

"gious
Groups

v—rmn . e

Musl:uns Other o M:Lxed Total
. Relis Relie :

“glous
Groups -

. so‘m‘a
Below. ...
51-100
101-300"

301500

501-1000° =7 oy 17,5 346 355 - 22,2 < e 18 18,7 (26599) -
10011500 - - “ 5.2 - 104 - 1.9 - - - 5.301449)
1500 & Above = = 35 - Y ST R X ] "12‘.9(18426)'_. .

1147

5T .1
10.2

20,0

1.6

- 1249

10,8

ié.S : vigil ~11;é ’
23.6 30,4 19,2

| 3.1 - 141

. u9¢§j'

16.1

5405 546
29,4 6.2

183,

) - 3.5

’

e 48
. ‘:' : ' 2.0

14,0

‘-.-» 2.'.3'

14.2(20450) .
13.8(19653) .
- 22,7(81599) -

12.4(17579),

TOTAL 3361
%

69983 13289 .-13307

494 9.2 93

" 1215
0,8

375 16007

0e2 1143

141755




TABIE NO 3 26

-0 =

DISTRIBUPTON OF JHUGCIS IN 1973 ACCORDING TO CACIE:GROUPSIN EACH OF THE SIZR-GROUPS
( IN FERGENTAGE )

.Siza. .

- ‘Uf)per Inté\r— -1ower -
Castes  wedisry

Tntor- “Upper

“Towor

Iover
& N

mciuay | .

RFTROSN

; Uppei'

In‘b(.)'"‘" e M]i?lims Othor .
modiary,
Upper &
Lowaer

Int oy -
modiary
& . gious -

Groups.

Roli~ = Reli-

ng

Mixed  Tobal

glous
Groups’

Lo

Bolow 50
51~ 100~
“101-300

. 301500

A3

e
. e
'

501-1000
10011500 =

1500 & Mpove w10

EXY
.8

22"

756
LEE

103"

7.7

WAL

=TT gt

C.- 76,1 - .-

257770 5 LS

23065 L3 -

- 0.9

2.8 -

1.9

- e s

- T ome . -

e . o

,;3.7

146

7.1

26

1.4

-

503

1444(20450), ..,
13.9(19653)

22.3(31599)

i2.4(11579)
is.s(zssge)' |
5.2(1449)

| 13.0(18426)

oo o

LT A N

e 185

852 "7 20690 i35 375

Qs - 0.3

vy

16087 142755

113




Casts aid Occupdion

In gsner~1 uhare 13 a marked tend ncy among the clusters which are

_homogeneous in c'xs‘oe to be so also m regard to their occupatlonal\composmlon

excupt ~mon«r th0sa of uho uppnr cashe md Muslims whare a ;no;]ority of them

hava mbrud cccupational s‘tatus. Amonr the 1ower and mtermedlary ce ste clusbers,

'only 2 2% md 37 1% raspectlvaly s h Ve heterogeneous occup tlonal compasitisn,

The pﬁ:»ooxtlon of m:l.xcd occup'\tions 1nc zed ses in the m:m:d c"ste ot religlous

. -\.“, o ”': u. R

group clustws s explumed by ths f.mt tth more than '50 paroent. m t.he ca tegory

of the mix of three c-ste groups or several rb110‘10us commxmltle.a havc heterogensous
occupational structurs. - More than 50 ;.:arcent of the clusbersin the tws caste group |
combinations helong to_the mixed occupational category, excapb thosé of “the mix

of int’ermediary and upper castes,

On viewifng‘the extent of the clustering of caste groups among.tlo various
occupﬁta.ona.l catugo ies, we find thet 75 to over 90 percent among ths clusters of
construet ion wo*rlears, quarrt, brick-idln wor kers,‘ swacpers and wabhermen belong
to lowor or intormadmry casts .groups. 77 8 percent of the c.lusters of the faotory
labowr are habitation arscg of lewcr castos or of mixed cagts groups Of lower a.nd

uppoi" castes mnd upper ond intermediary casta groups. Among the clusters formed
by unskilled. mannuo.l work.ars, 66.3% constiturbe of Jhuggl hQuSQhuldS belonging to

lower end intermedinry caste groupsé 'I'ho clusters of ‘mixed occup"tims md other
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‘fsingle Occupations art'spvead over all caste groups. A“markad featﬁre'obéarﬁed 55_
: that Lower caste clusters ard not only- spread owerin all’ occupatlonal categories
“ except thrt of washurmen, but account for the highast praportlon of: homoganeous |
‘ cesta group clusters among thb varlous ocﬂupetlunal cntugorlbs. .

‘The’ following tables: (27 and/28) show ihe distribution of J.J Clusters

:waccordlng $0 cashe and occupatlon.
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pry

OOGUPATIONAL GOMPOSITION OF T}B VA'{IOUS Cm,.

13 -

GROUP CLUﬂfJR

(m Pﬁfzc’:az»sTAGE‘) |

Caste-
Groups -

-

,; R '
- .Congt=
- rugtion

mln

Sl.ngla Mixsd Totd
Oced=  ‘goegy ~ -

: P:.'b iuns pa‘b ions

Susepers lwlaslierf-' F ctory Oﬂgmi- iUrmkil—lad
I ‘Iebour ssd . Iebour

- sctor

Hindu Upper

n
4
e .'!‘

Hindu Iower &

Intarmdiary

vH.’mdu Iower &.
~Upper

‘Hindu Inter.&
" Upper

Hindu Tntgr,
+ Upper &
Lover

Maslims .-

Hindu Iower .

136

2,

‘. i

393

19,0

.

10,1 -

LI
" n

""‘-j‘:" 804’ ’

) 12'5

Other Ruliaious *40. 0

Groups .

‘Mixed R liglous 40 0

\

Gl our3

7.1 :

5

2673

e

9.5 !

13

Csh ame 26

1.8 -

21 - a2

e s ma s
6.4 1043 547 (78)

L
-

14,0 37 -1

827 .. 1,2, 21 6.8 36 608 59 6(818)

;‘2.6 . “4..3) 2.6 oo '4.3 _ 54.8 . 8.4(115 )

2.4 1047 393" 2.0(28)
KT “53 00 1t 6,9(%)
l 62.1 !

14,3 143

167 42 624 1704)

- - - - it 20,0 4000 § 004(5)
- - Do 5.8 5.8:" IRTIITTM6  3.3(52)

k'U\. .

36k ‘

~ 5.2 33.5 1.
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 DISIRIBUTION OF J.J CLUSIERS OF DEIHT AGGORDING T0 GASTR GROBPS OCCURATIONAL GROUPS

( T Pa.CaNTGE)
Gasto | Gomgt-'  Quwry dricke- Swepors Washor- Fectory Orgenised Whskilled Single Mixed Tobal .
Groups . = - ruction .. KIm - . - . men  :lgbowr Sector , Occupbs Occupt.

- - ’ . . k -

BnduTpper . 25 - - - = 0T TTTERTT Tqe™ Tad Lzt 6T 4a3(9)
- Caste -- S LD o . L e o c o= o !

‘térisdiery - T 1.9 5.0 08 - - . 933 6ol - 79_.2 9.0 15,5 643 5.7(78)
owd. .t . 748 9.0  B%2 944 . -~ , 323 35 5.3 40,9 37.2 59.6(ci8)

Towsr & - 7,27 - 4.6 2,8 - 9,7 19,3 344 7.0 13.7  8,4(115)
Intermedizry. . . L A _ R o S

- Iower & Uppsr S 3. , - N 64T 22,6~ 5.5 67 8.5 12,0 7.2(99)
Gaste . R . c . A . : S

[

Upper & Tmber= = N o= Yo . Tgag 114 3.4 5.6 24 2.0(28)
modiary . S ' ,_ o

Uppsr & Tnter. Iower2,5 | _,-,5."01 . 0k v”_2'.8 o - 129 13.0 9.,0 7.0 12.8 . 6.9(%)
(Other'Religious 0,6 = = = - - .. - 1. 04 0.4(5)

Miwd Groups .65 - R - .55 33 > = 5.2 3.8 (2)

, %m“‘ - 321 20 241 T 31 5T 59 7L . 80 1373
A 23.;4. 144 CN17.6 . 5.2 1e1 22 .. 3,9 645 542 3345 100.0‘
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Regicnal Background A v=ry 1arge numbsr of the families living in the J.J, Sttlemnbs come from a .
of the J.J, FttTements - :

culburz .Llj homOgeneous hintorland of Dolhis 8343 percent of the. Jhuggi clushers
‘balong %o the sto.tes of Rajasth:n, U,P, Haryanc or to a. mix of thase regmns. The
~two most. numcrous groups of single region olusbcrs are thrxb of Ra,)asthm nd U.P ‘
which c.ccoun'o i'or 25 8% and 22 5% oi‘ the 'botal clusters, resxpectnralyq Thcre are
only 89 clusterx, including thoge o;‘ rafugoas and Delhi, compx ising 2.0% of the -
totul of 141 75L Jhugﬂgwi; which bclong to southmrn, eastern, centful md wasborn
‘rogions. Another 7‘7 clusters cons:.sting of slighbly ‘mors than 13 000(9. 208 )
Jhuggis dre such where pcoplc from 011 regions 1dve ‘together. It may bo montioned
hora’ thtt a clustar has bocn aseimed t9 2 reg:mn..l group when more than 60 percent.=
Lof its rcsidents come from tha same region, ‘ _ ' |

Tt is ~1so obsorved that moro than 80 pcrcent of ths clusters balunginigv.to

various regiong excopting thoss of the soubhorn states, mix of adjoining stabss

and mix of a1l sbates, are habibotion areas of households not excesding 100 n .
incresging prOporbion of J.cige siza cluéters is only found among‘ the clustcfs
which zre a mixt.ure of savarel rcgional groups Among‘ the clusters of southern,
msbem‘ central and wostern sta'oes, refugeea and Delhi, therscrd no scttlemen’as

nbove thi eiza group of 300 Jhuggds. The clusters in the sizd group of over 300"
Jhuggis conaist logs thon 5 parcant of tha sett.l;_amnts of R&jastbsn: U,P ond .
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Haryana. Ioold.ng at thy time of the origin of tha clus‘bers with Various regional -

_composition we f.’md th"t 2 great majority of those bslonging to Raaasthan and
\-Eastem st.ates have been formed after 1966, whila a major proportion of those ‘
.balonging to Ha.ryana, Refugees, Da]hi nd atx ¢ of all states originated véfore
"1962. A ajority of the clus‘bers of U.F md southern states cama tnt0 b fng during
195'7-66. The' clus'bers of ’c.he mix of adjoining sta.tas are sprand, more or lsss
r«‘ave;]y, ovef th various time mtervals. The tables 29, 39, 31 and.- 32 show the
‘distrlbubion of 1.3, Clus’cers c.nd Jhuggis accordingto reg:.onal compos:ﬂ:ion, size

groups md the time of origin,
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TABIE NOs 29

(m PARCENTSCE )

-~

Size/Region .© Rajosbhen - U.P - Haryone Mixed: --:Southern Eestern :Cenmtral Mixsd - Refugsss ~-Delhi - Total
PR T T - of .; Region Region & of ell (. iws - '
LT o - ddjoin- : - Western ' Sbates .
' © .. %+ ing B < = T UET ) T :
Lt ghates - Lo L m

[ .o

. e e e - PRS-

2

- -

Below50 - 69,8 707 720 4144 61,6  £3.3 . - 0330 45.4 63,3 L 5.7 58.6(c07)
514100 2145 124 140 2.2 . 746 = - 16 156 200 10,7 2046 (261)

101300 . . 5.4 124 6.0 198 - 30,6  16,7° &7 T 26,07 1677 3.6 13.90191)

381600 © 2.3 30 20 4B = = a2 e 2 3as)
5014000 06 L2 . 2D 5.0 = = T oTo 52 = - 2:4(36 )

- 10011500 03 - 03 - 0.6 - el a3 - - 0:4(6)-

1501 & hove = . o~ o= L 127 = = BT B - 05 (1)

TOTAL - 353 - 301 49 - 498 13 6 . ~~12 - 71 30 . 20 1313
% , 25,0 . 225 3.0 363 _.. 097 -04 08 __ 55 . .24 .20

o
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KEGIONAL COMPOSIFION OF THiCLUSIERS TN E+CH OF THE SIZE GROUES

( TN PaiCENTAGE )

REGIONAL GAOUPS -

‘Size Groups  Hajesthan  U.P  -Hirysna Mixed Southern Eastern Control Mixed of Zefugsss. Delhi Tobal
IR ' - of 7 Region = Region & - all '

. kdjoin=~ . Vestern statas
ing ‘ Shates ' _ .

_Shatos . _ i

R o X -

,5,9,&:,13@10}447 3046, .. 27,0 45, 25,5 . 1',..0,~ 06, 1.2 4.2 2. 3.0 2 (o0

51000 L M0 RS %6 MAL0 03 - 06 440 22n L4 0T

T Wt -

,,1"017-300 10,0, . 20,4 " 2.0 51,9 ‘2;.0‘ S 055, = 105 . 25 . 05 . :(191)

301'-500 17'8 -;-”' | 29?’0 ’ 2.2- : 5101 . - '“' - . bt} 809 '; 4 - . (45 )
¥l - 2. ‘ : ' 0 '-‘»s o ’ ) .
501000 .. 5u6 .. 112" 26. 69440 = . = = AT8 = e = (36
)

1201&Above‘, - L -;‘7 - 0540, - N - 14.2 - o= @)

I
-
1

10001500 . 16,7 . 167 = . 50,0: = - =, = 167

FORL TBBeE T T TRae B 36,3 - 0.0 0T O.0 T 55 el . 2.0 1313
ULt 383 30T 49 498 13 - 6 12 77 . 30 28 -
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: UISTnLBUTION OP~JHHGGIS IN 3973 Acconnmc Ty fmglomL GBDUP§ & §IZE GROUPS -
(m Pﬂ.uCENTAGE)

\ s . . e G " e e e e

- §lzs/Ragion -+ RAsjasthen  ULP Horyena.. iked Soubhurn Epstem “Gentral’ Mlxed BafuBe‘ s Delht Total
: ‘, : o of - ~ Region . N Rag’lon & Wost~. -
Adjoin- p .ern : o

ing Sbatus e L

e e Sbatage--r, o+, | mTmmemm T T

P T T

Below 50 ~é'o'.9 | ".éa'.b‘ 2d T 184 AT8 594 5.9 2031 563 ¢ 14.2(20850
100300 | 13.4", | ’29. ”~"18.4 \21“.1 "7‘5.3.9 5’2 Lo AT T e
‘ BT £2 | ‘ - 12,4 (AT5 T

301-500 158 9.0 14,2 M., e s E 1800 -
501-1000 C 60 129 220 242 = =i o= 168 = o Hlf 10.7(2650

_ 0 e - = 124901042

A}

'1501 ‘& AbOVO “ ‘-—VM: | _ - *A". - 19,7 - - - ..1_902

TOFAL © 79365~ 21356 2000  6OTGS 1099 322 325 - 13093 1392 1098 144755
* 13.1 T15.0 2.0 579 07 02 . 02, %2 . L0 " 0T
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TABIRE NO: 32
DISTR]BUTION OF J .J .CIHSTMS ]'N DEIHI BY AGE G%WS r.ND RBGION GROUPS

* ( IN PERCINTAGE)

Age Groups
LOCIENRER N

- s

sthm ; j'P

- He:r:ys;ne .

MJ.xed

Southern " Bagbern

*

Centra l

“'Region &

o Region

- Westomm

Sobas

Mlxed
Groups

Rsfugees Delhi

" Total

191 & Befbre' 2,0 .‘,.7.

1952-1966 2,5

195741961 9.de -

1962-1966°
1957-1971 - 3844
1972 & After

1503+

13643

. ‘54.‘1
925
1403

00

2204

23

) . b.‘ ‘h 38..4 -

L '_JT.T P .'"‘.;’.'.': ot

'15'.'4‘ "'50,

9l a3l

_\41‘.7 B

83.

16 .7

t

~oBTD Y
'}'1-1,'7
" 30.8

13.0

28,6

645

50,0

7.2

‘1'0;'8
2Bed

3.6

€590

843 (114

16 8 (231

19 8 (2'72

2294 (303

1842 (249

TOTsL - 353

Fercentoge 25 c

307

. . %S

P

497
37

49t~

36,3 |

e

’

13" 60’
0.9 04

12

0.8

i
545

30.

26

240,

1373
,..100.0




Iend: Occupied By

- Jhuggi=jh
Settlements

onpr 1

-"E\L -

A total of about 610 hoctares of land is ococupied by the 1373 clusterss .Of-*
Shis $ota) londy; 09,34 heotares or 14W% dsyiinhajrited BTN, 21% Sugg! households
in the 272 clusters in the rural 'zone. The rest of the land is occupied by:the clusters

-3 the -urbenisdbld limits of Delhi. The 1arges’a pr0portion of lend (161.28 hecteres)
‘.is occupisd by the clusters in the D zoner Tha planning d1v151ons D, G and H. among
"them comprise 55.6% o.t‘ the total lmd mhabitad by the Jhuggi hguseholdsg

The 1068 clusters with 100 or less Jhuggis are loccted on.27.9%: (170,28 hectares) |
of ‘the 1md whereas 2C5 clusters above the size of 100 jhuggls occupy-T2.1% of the
lmnd,,. 70,6 percent of the total Iand bolongs to public agenciss. Most of the privste

1lond occupied by J.J.clusters lies in tha rdral*zoﬁe'and is"ownad byvﬁhe brick=

kiln ownsrs who'have pub up the settlements for the 1abour vorking in uhe kilns,

The following tables *eveal the distribubion of lend occupisd by I -
clusters in the various ‘planning’ divisions, lond occupisd by the varicus sizg group

of clustsrs and the ownership of 1nd by the various sgencisse

-
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TBIE NO ¢ 33

e TN THE VARIONS PLANWING DIVISIONS

A

Ploming Divisions - Tgf_sa],.lgo.;‘ of | -Totel Jhnggls .. = Area ‘in . Percentogs to
o - Glusters o et Eectaris' o Tobal .

* T - o ee, e :
. .. H .—— «‘___ . - * - Al
s ) R R )

. . e - o .- AT . L -l "

L. o 3 .

69 - 3445 XTR 14

~ L ah g

119 © 14028, 12,48 11,9

F . '
v .

26 . . 33064 161+28. 26 o4

A
B .5 - 12915° 43,60 - R
c

101 5200 22.64 3.7

255 22033 6809 14,6

¢

D
E

F

& - 170 . 20491 5&&%’62_’-5 C 1446
E 76 1e0m1 ‘38004 546
R

292" 15219 0924 14,7

T0PAL. - 4313 .. . 141955 . 609,556 . 100.0




TABIE NO: 34

.. 1&ND OCCUPIED BY. VARIOUS SIZE GiOUPS OF J.J.CLUSISRS

§ize Code

Total No.of .

~ Clusters’

——tp

Total Jhuggis

* ' ives dn - Percemtage to ...

Hsctores” - Total - -

50&Below
51#00 .

101-300
301500
5011000
1001~4500"

W gt

car

21 .

2 ' 191

[P ‘ -t 35

L
— ™

AR

20450

.. 19653

31599
17579

. 26599

- -

65,36 10,9

6,52 0 . 1249

91.76 - - 15,0

140.64 2341

YR I L S

121,96 20,0

oML .

609456

o mtne ottt

"100,0
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TABIE NO 235
DISTRIBUTION OF J.J.CLUSIZAS BY OWNEACHIP TAND & ASES OCCURIED

3 N

Omership of the | . TotalWo, . Tobal Jhuggis © =7 krea dn Hec.tti.i!i?s * Porcentege to
Iend - © 0 C 0 Leof L ST S AL TR e

e T i

Privcte Imd ..o 474 .. 30889 - 14973 24,6
Pblic Lmd ;.0 w3 . o gomar 130,40 706

Privte & Public Imd™> 30 . -1 R | 18472 | 3.0

S

‘Ovmership Not Faown ¢ 16" ..o . 3o - 10,72 1.8

TO0AL it A3 .. 1a158 609,56 - 1000




The Socicl gtructure

of the J.J.Sttlerents

a8 a means of ,
Socialigation of the

;_Ux\'bgo Inmigrant s

.
The study of the social compositicn ofithe."JhiiggiJhonpri settlemehts reveals

cerbain basic featurespt their( 1iving in the .Urban ;yst;m. It is" olso unfolds

soms of ths elements of the social and cultura 1 context of a metropolltm city

in Indla. The cha1 acteristic Jhuggl Jhonprl settlement is comparqtlvely a small

group occupylng from half 'm acre to one acre of land and housmg 2about. one hundred
femilies in small huts of md or mud brlcks with roof:mg of sundry materlal made
of thatch, asbestos or wosden sheéts, tin sheets etc. Generally the huts are
occupiad by fmily units rather than by 70t loss mdiv1dua.ls. Although there

gre. substantlal number-. of - large clusteﬁs, the- basic nucleus of H;iving together

in them is flfty to hundrad fuma.l:.es forming a physmal identlty of thelr OWlle .

. The- residents of these settlements have brought to the urban centre their
village identity w1th them. Vlllage and territorial networks play a large pari‘- in
the recruitment of workers to the urbm labour force end p90ple from the same
village or from neighbouring v111ages show a prefe*ence for living together -in

their new places of work, Linguia'bio, casta and kznship ties are the other mportant

' factors which from the basis of settlement and commmlty i‘ormation of the Jhuggi

dwellers,
- A1k SOci&l_groups live in gpace in the city'but the mere fact of living -

together creates bonds of mutual dependence which vary generally from one
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soclal group to:another, .Tn thess; settleméﬁﬁS"w'e’fiﬁd that bonds of living
together fmd expression ‘:m hoth vertical sclider itY of the v1llage dlStﬂCt’“
or- reglon and the horizontnl solndarlty of e«ste end Ju.ndshlp. P*rsonal contact
plays a v:Ltal role An: ,artlculﬂtmg tradltlanJ structm‘es such a '._.s 11neuge » caste
pgglavylllags_, A very large. proportion, of the I Jiclusters cre small in-size s-.nd
thus' reinforce the ties of, lopality ond castes. kb ¢1use-lnit Hetuerk of social
relat ipn‘ship‘._f:}s_ mgde _possible,.j-,hr-_:ugg the basic sense 'qi"' idenﬂt}“%i%p‘lﬁeﬁ in
nvihg.tog'éther.in- pat;cmar arex, “The ‘Tesidents oxhibit o intense”
1den'b:1flcatlon vith ohe locgle.of thelr'habitet, T is i thé*settloments bhat
they hold tOgethez-' to prov:de mutual - ::1d‘1n" the f-é.ca" 'of"“dif;ffc;zlt;ies?that 4
are potentlany nluqs close at hand. “Thus ths area of- settlemmt prov:.des the
core of exbensnre sacle_l mtcgr'ttion that - char:xctarlses’cha Thuggi’ dwellerﬁp
. = \Jﬁll::—z 11: 1s true ‘that.there s Juxtaposﬂ'.lon of many social groups end a
glr‘ef.ter: m@e;;:gneyrgt_lpn between: these soc:lal groups -in the- urban context, it is -
equally true thot -the=new--netmrksd: ri‘élhtioﬁshiﬂé' "l'.hi':d:rT emerge’ o‘ut"bf thig ars . )
stlll bgsed on personal ties. - Vhat is- happen:.ng can perh_ps “be seen as m extensun
of the choicas open to indlvidmlsbub thoss are choices which even now hage to

be largely within the framevork of traditional obligations  and loyultias- In
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a h.sm contmulty wlth ﬁhat provt.ﬂ.s m a v1]_Lge. In both fhe obllg tions of kinship,
c‘.sts andlochty ars 1mpatrt~.nt though perh..ps in different: &grees. In both
the de.Vldu"l s sacul network inclndes numerous links based on these thres
: f'-cto*s nd :lndaad such netuorks ploy 2 most importent part in: '-'tlcul_tmg the
"'urhl soci~l structure w].th the urnan. .
However, uhe soc:..l composltx n of tne J J .settlements in the clty thm;j
_bascd on loeslity, coste, Ln gu:ge nd J;:mshlp is * “not, exﬂctly tho replica
of u‘xare tizs in the rur..l commlt.-.ef— m ore fmd.nx;nwlly du’erent =8 these
result fron 31tu:1t10n 1 adaptatlon to strucuu:-ﬂ. plcement of th-.z low income
group: imnigrants. . . - -
The continuity of the tr::dlta.onal 3001(_.1 groupmgs is ameens by which
haterogenecus _popu],ation c"tegorise ona enother snd reduce = plethora of individu=1l
| ditferences t0 o menzgs zble index of friends cnd str::cars of v-rying S"Fiﬂl
‘standing and socinl proximity, % : - | ‘ |
| The socirl grouping of the J.J clusters bassd on the nst work of sel=tionships
from the same villags, caste,or reglon , cTe thus the ms~ans by which the immigronts

- become sociclised in the wrban gnmm;gnt. They offer ‘thaf'imigrmts o secure
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base with which to: confront the large and highly diversif:.ad urban community and
%o exploru -the social terrain. With:m this contexb ’ the J J . dweller not only
rerl ies. on village fellows or castemen to help find ¥ousing cnd job. nd interpret
,the cultur"l cnd social idioms of the c:Lty, bub he can ‘also maintain some contmu.ity
,nnd,va;lue prefereneee. of his home orens Thus, the social groupmgs of the J.J
d'y:éliers ‘build i‘er_.’eh'em' a cultural bridge and in so vd'oing they convey them from
“ on'é kind of. socia.l ’uniye.rse to another, - But the involvement in the traditional
;'hiele algo i"ni)iiehs e cer’enin -conservntive eiement‘-'wh‘i’ch mey resnlt in the J.J
dwellers becoming encapsulated within too res’m 1c’oud netwmk of socinl
relntlonshz.ps wh:u.ch may mhibit the developmant of other tles useful in the
" trban contexb. - o R
i A dlstmctive fe ture of the sociql comp)sitlon of the JJ. settlements
’~1s thut it . consis‘bs of = 1nrge proportlon of lower castes (s::heduled and baclmard
cagtes ). These people come from the lowest strqtum of "gI"-’I‘lr‘.n hierarchy whose
‘social env:.ronments in the ‘villages is becoming :nvested with incre qsing =
certainity end insecurlty despite .cens;demb]e “gocial end econom:n.c development »
These people not only belong to the botton .of £l hen.p in the social
hierarchy of the irural commuittes but are olso economlcally and P°1it1°‘3113"
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deprived. The tion to the city 4o thoir case is not so mich a move of
desperatlon us 11‘. is m nltei‘n;tjive w~y of life.: I’o" Iieezfs a tn.nsi‘c.ion for them
fron; l)ackwc.rdneee te dﬁvlloemeﬁo :nd o entry from 2 system of cumu]etive |
inquﬂilities ’oo m open sys’oem where possibllities to move out of them through
soc:.ﬂl mobility exn.st. Although they reme.in "t the bcrbtom of the heap in the

A soc1~1 system of t.he ci'by _.leo ’ ’c.hey are 'v.ble to overcome, to a certam extent,
the nc’c of the:rr soci"l origins in Sucw ing rele‘oively fevou:ﬂble eocial and |
economlc pos:.tion in compa. 1sion l.o theiv: placement in the rur"l socio-economic ‘

| environm.nt. The resn,dentl l patt n of tho J J clusters prov1des tho sp* tiel R
frumeworlgfo: coherence of the soclﬂ.l units oi‘ the lower cwsbe groups o self-,

' ident:.ty v1s -2 vis the other soc:u.l groups in the urb'm struc'bure; , |
A very lﬂ.rge proportion of the Jhuggi dw&lers llw, on casual l bour s These
people h.ve thus no security of employment L.nd no "s:ured minimum m.ge. Smce
this clc,ss 1s unorgﬂnlsad n.n so ) far its sconionis mterests are concerned., itis
una.ble to derive economlc benefits from the urbcn system. Howwer, the cloge lmit
social org.nisation of the Jhuggi dwellers based ‘on primary gI‘OuP 1°YL'-’-11“°5 does
pruv:ude them c plazemnt in the Occupctionn 1 SGCtOJ.S whele pa I“blcul‘l.- social groups

g re well ont rnched. The prim..ry group communities of the Jhuggi-dwellers also



. parform tha funct.ion of ‘findmg resztdentml space whlch uhey con norh afford in
'the urben Lnd ond houéa;ng markej;. I is on]s "t the group 1evel th:t the settlement
cames :mta bemg. Although the 1nd1v1dml rlghts of occupmcy 1n tha settlements ore
wn-pected by the graup, it is the, group wh1ch secures such a r1ght by 1dent1fy1ng
Li;self ﬂs collec 1v1ty wlth/ the spnee of the settlemcnl‘. Se . o
The Soclo-physm"l env:.ronmvnt of tie Jhuggl-dwellcrs is essent:.; 1ly:theb -

of urben humm settlerments , Thay form na tu::-vl comr“umtles in the eh ropoliten |
city. The% settlements cen not e c,,nsm\, ad *br ns:Ltlona;l!‘w'-y stetions®
28 -8oms :unsgme thsm to be . soc:rlly, they clmrr togbﬂ:or smd form prim-ry: group.

S°u0"uiOﬂS to -squct on public propurhy to ..n-ble them tcr survive. The Jhuggi ..
Honpri settlercnts thus -epresent, o Tesponse of thurst’ uomrds o.new concept of
11v1ng. Tha SSCl"l structure of thesa hum*n qeutlcments by :mcorporn'blng traditicnal
pI""CthsS and ~tt1tudcs f".Clll‘b tus socinl md psychlug:;.ml ﬂdJustm.nt of ‘the.
J‘huggl dwalle;s to the rﬁpidly modsrnlsmg urbe.n communlty » ‘If‘ihBY Sm“‘?f“lly a
man.—,ge t° go through this tr: .nsn.tlon w:.uhout. grave dlsdoc tions to the urben: socio=: .
phys:.c L system, thelr “ccelarﬂted V_.d,]ustment mq contrlbube to v he.pace. of: economic

end 3001«.1 devalopm'ant However ’ if the system is’ not uble to. ﬂccomd'xte their

demend successfully, they may add to the dlsruptlve instebilities thrt charn.cterlse .
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the growbh of citiéé'in Indias R efforb tf plzmned soc:xal change and concrete
action ;n'ogrammes fcr the social development of the Jhuggi-Jhonpn se‘l'.tlements, it is
‘wimperptiVe tho.t the dynamics of the process that lea@s’oo the formntion of such

'settlements :Ls correctly undarstood. : .



APPENDIX T’

 ENUMERATION SHEET OF JHUGGI'CLUSTER:

PLANNING DIVISION NAME"OF INVESTIGATOR

NAME OF THE CLOSIER

| DATE SIARTED . DATE COMFLETZD

A,

IOCATION

L.

2.

3.

4.

B.

C. -

SIZE =
'NOMEER OF JHUGGIS
AE

—————

1.

2.
3.

4,

IENTIFICATION. 3%

OVNEASHIF OF LARD |
PREDOMTNANT USE R&SIDENTTALYCOME CTAL/MIXED -
ESTIMATED ARG COVERSD, TENGTH . DS BaiDTH DS

-

YEAR THE GLUSlTuR ORIGBWATED s
NUMIER OF JHUGGIS AT THE TIME OF ORIGIN
XEAR THE MAJOR EXPANSIDN HAS WIINE @D

* JHUGGIS ADIED msr nm

WAS TEE cmsﬁn ‘mcnmn ELw-wmzm | YE §/NO

IF 128 (I), WHERE
(11) unx SHIFLSD



D'c

A

\'.E.'

to be axc%.uded

. (D) mAgNs FOR CHOOSING' TH PRESNT SITE

SQQIAL GOMPOSITLQN

i. RELIGION

2. CASTE

3. REGIONAL BAGKGROUND SIATE/DISI‘T. -

" 4, OCCUPATTON
FEMARKS TR ANY™

* t«hm roa.d, gide road or 1ane ) neighbouring residen‘oial colony if any,

‘well ")mwn Building or Public Tnstitut ion. ( Mark on the Guide Map of
*Delhi )

© Jhuggi to be defined as-a. tempo;\:ary phys:.cal structure uged for l:.ving
or other purposes and made of st.raw, mud, loose brlcks s tin, wood,
corrugated sheets etas- R

’A single Jhuggli for enumération purpose 10 be identlfied as a physical
structure having a separate roof, and ‘independent enterence e
(Pacca re s’oructure usmg regular foundation end old village settlements

Ten or more .]‘huggis in close proximlt.y to each other t0 be identlfied as a
separate Ehuggl cluster,



