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PREFACE

FOLLOWING THE 1961 tradition, a uniform Houselist was canvassed during the housenumbering
and houselisting operations, which preceded the 1971 Census count, when data on housing, such as material
of wall and roof, number of rooms, whether household lives in a rented or owned house, and the purpose to
which the house is put, was collected. This information, when subjected to tabulation based on twenty per cent
sample of Census houses, yielded a set of four tables presenting the distribution of Census houses and the uses
to which they are put; distribution of Census houses by predominant material of wall and predominant
material of roof, classification of households by number of members arnd by number of rooms occupied, and
classification of households by'size-and tenure status. These four tables and a write-up to explain the contents
of these tables is the subject matter of the present volume. The text has been prepared with the assistance of
a few subsidiary tables, also presented in this volume, and a few tables inset in the text itself, wherein
proportions have been worked out to bring home the chief characteristics and the salient features which are
not otherwise possible to comprehend from the bulk of the absolute figures contained in the main tables.

All the main tables have been prepared mostly on the lines of 1961 tables except that the table giving
information regarding the structural condition of the houses according to the type of material used for
wall and roof has been prepared for Census houses and not for Census households as in 1961. In the table
presenting information on the composition of households and their tenure status, households by various sizes
have been cross classified by tenure status whereas in 1961, only total number of households were classified by
tenure status.

As in 1961, this time also this publication attempts to fill up to some extent gaps in the existing
knowledge on housing. With all its limitations and drawbacks, it provides basic information on the various
aspects of housing and furnishes material for further study and research.

This report is entitled ‘Housing Report and Tables’ whereas in 1961 the corresponding volume was
called ‘Report on Housing and Establishments’. A volume Establishment Report and Tables, is being issued
separately this time.

Shri H. K. L. Khattar, Deputy Director, has laboured hard in preparing the present volume. The
subsidiary tables were prepared under the supervision of Shri N. K. Purohit, Tabulation Officer who was
assisted in this work by Shri Tej Karan Rathore and Shri Bhupendra Goyal, Computers and Shri Hafizullah
Khan, Assistant Compiler., Press copies of the main tables, the subsidiary tables and the various chapters
of this report were typed by Shri P. C. Tambi, Statistical Assistant. Shri M. M. Goyal, Tabulation Officer, has
spared no pains in seeing the publication through the press. The maps included in the volume were prepared
under the supervision of Dr. R. K. Tyagi, Geographer.

Rambagh Palace Annexe, V.S. VERMA
Jaipur Director,
Dated the 2nd October, 1972. Census Operations, Rajasthan



FIGURES AT A GLANCE

NUMBER OF CENSUS HOUSES
NUMBER OF OCCUPIED CENSUS
HOUSES

NUMBER OF PURELY RESIDENTIAL
CENSUS HOUSES

NUMBER OF PARTLY RESIDENTIAL
CENSUS HOUSES

NUMBER OF VACANT CENSUS
HOUSES
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

TENURE STATUS OF HOUSEHOLDS :

(i) OWNED
(iiy RENTED
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS CLASSIFIED
BY NUMBER OF ROOMS OCCUPIED :
(i) ONE ROOM
(ii) TWO ROOMS
(i) THREE ROOMS
(ivy FOUR ROOMS
(v) FIVE ROOMS

(vi) UNSPECIFIED NUMBER OF ROOMS

/vii) NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS WITH
DETAILS UNSPECIFIED,

Figures in brackets show percentages.

TOTAL

6,223,870
(100.00)

5,435,200
(100.00)

4,293,425
(100.00)

119,810
(100.00)

788,670
(100.00)

4,509,820
(100.00)

4,007,475
(88.86)

502,345
(11.14)

1,888,605
(41.88)

1,268,235
(28.12)

636,675
(14.12)

334,185
(1.41)

368,915
(8.18)

5,640
(0.12)

7,565
(0.16)

RURAL

5,084,850
(81.70)

4,397,590
(80.91)

3,507,920
(81.70)

98,560
(82.26)

687,260
(87.14)

3,682,065
(81.65)

3,519,870
(78.05)

162,195
(3.60)

1,569,160
(34.80)

1,044,250
(23.15)

521,395
(11.56)

264,880
(5.87)

281,415
(6.24)

900
0.02)

65
(0.00)

URBAN

1,139,020
(18.30)

1,037,610
(19.09)

785,505
(18.30)

21,250
(17.74)

101,410
(12.86)

827,755
(18.35)

487,605
(10.81)

340,150
(7.54)

319,445
(7.08)

223,985
4.97)

115,280
(2.56)

69,305
(1.54)

87,500
(1.94)

4,740
(0.10)

7,500
(0.16)
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INTRODUCTION

Background

Housenumbering and Houselisting operations
play an important rolé in the task of planning for a
population count. These operations provide an
essential framework in the light of which balanced
Census blocks can be carved, manpower requirements
assessed and an advance knowledge obtained regard-
ing the places where people are likely to be found
residing. '

2. Naturally, therefore, Housenumbering
and Houselisting has been an indispensable prepara-
tory feature in all censuses since 1881—but despite
its having been almost as thorough and systematic an

undertaking as the population count itself, no use.

was made of it in the past to turn it into an adhoc
housing census even though individual Superinten-
dents of Census took some steps in this direction from
time to time. It was at the 1961 Census that a
uniform Houselist was canvassed on an all-India
basis for the first time.

3. In 1971, two querics, the one relating
to cultivation, if any, by the household and the other
to the fact of the head of the household belonging to
a SC/ST*, were added to the Houselist while a
separate Establishment schedule was evolved to
collect .exhaustive information about the establish-
ments of various types. It may be mentioned that in
1961 information was collected about establishments
through four questions incorporated in the Houselist
itself. Consequently, the data based on such infor-
mation is also being published separately this time.

4. The 1971 Houselist schedule as also the
Instructions to enumerators for filling it up have
been given by way of Appendix-I Some Supple-
mentary Instructions in Hindi were aiso issued by
the Directorate mainly with a view to help the
field-workers to have a better understanding
of the various concepts and procedures. These

supplementary instructions have been reproduced in
Appendix-11.

5. 1In 1961, as far as'this State is concerned,
the Houselisting Operations preceded the Census
proper by four months. This time, however, a longer
interval separated the two events. The Houselisting
Operations were conducted from 15th February to
14th March. Preparations for these operations,
however, started much in advance,

Census divisions

6. The State was divided into two broad
divisions viz., rural and urban. Urban areas were
determined according to the following definition of a
urban unit evolved at the 1961 Census :

(a) All places with Mu}zicipality, Corpora-
tion or Cantonment or a Notified Town
Area.

(b) All other places which
following criteria

satisfied the

(i) A minimum population of 5,000 ;

(i)  Atleast 759/ of the male working
population was non-agricultural;
and :

(iii) A density of population of atleast
1,000 per sq. mile (390 per sq.km.)

7. An up-to-date list of Districts, Sub-
Divisions, Tehsils and Municipal towns was obtained
from the concerned departments of the State Govern-
ment. In accordance with the information so recei-
ved and the above criteria, the entire State was divi-
ded into 196 rural charges comprising of all tehsils
and 156 urban charges comprising of 143 Municipal
towns, 11 Census towns, 1 Cantonment Board and 1
Notified Area.

* In 1961, this information was collected by means of entries in the remarks column.



Preparation of maps

8. In order to ensure that the entire area of
the State was covered without any omission or over-
lapping, action was initiated to obtain maps of dis-
tricts and tehsils indicating the boundaries of all
administrative units down to the village. We could
obtain ferro prints of all districts and tehsils maps
in duplicate from the State Settlement Department.
Simultaneously, we also obtained the tehsil maps
from the Tehsils. Both these maps were got compa-
red in this office and discrepancies, if any, were
reconciled in consultation with the Tehsildar.

Listing of villages

9. The Tehsildars were also requested to
send the list of villages along with these maps. These
lists of villages were thoroughly scrutinised by this
office with particular reference to the list of villages,
as per the 1961 Census. Discrepancies, if any, were
reconciled mostly by correspondence and a few by
sending representatives from this office.

Assigning of code numbers

10. In order to locate the smallest adminis-
trative unit accurately, a convenient system of Loca-
tion Code Numbers was worked out, according to
which, each District, Tehsil, Town and Village was
allotted a definite Code Number. Starting from
Ganganagar district in the north and ending with
Jhalawar in the south, all districts were numbered
serially. Tehsils and Towns were numbered district-
wise, the former getting Arabic and the latter,
Roman numerals. Then, in each tehsil and town, all
the villages/wards were numbered serially.

Freezing of territorial limits

11. Simultaneously, steps were taken to
ensure the maintenance of a status-quo in the terri-
torial jurisdictions of the above administrative units.
As early as April 1968, the Ministry of Home
Affairs in its letter ( No. 28/66/68/Pub. I dated the
15th April 1968 ) had requested the State Govern-
ment not to disturb the territorial boundary of any
district, tehsil, town or village during the census
operations and, if any such changes were contem-
plated, to get them through before 1st July 1969.
Accordingly, the State Government issued a circular
( No. F. 23 (3) GA/A/67 dated the 4th August 1969)
ordering the freezing of territorial changes till the
census operations were over.,

(ii)

Formation of blocks

12.  The next important step was to carve
out Enumerator’s Blocks of standard sizes. The
standard size of a block was kept as 750 individuals
or 150 Households in rural areas and 600 individuals
or 120 households in urban areas. From the very
beginning, the Charge Officers were cautioned to be
very careful in carving out. Blocks so as to ensure
that no area or locality was left out from inclusion
in some Block or the other. It was emphasised that
Blocks should be compact in geographic area and
well balanced in terms of population.

13. The following general instructions were
given to the Charge Officers in regard to the forma-
tion of Blocks :

() In urban areas, ward boundaries must
be respected while carving out blocks.
In no case the boundaries of a
Block should stretch to more than one
ward.

In rural areas, each village was to form
at least one separate Block, irrespective
of its population. However, to provide
balanced work-load to each enumera-
tor two or more blocks could be assig-
ned to an enumerator.

(ii)

(iii) A large-sized village could be divided
into two or more Blocks depending

upon its population.

In all, 52,900 blocks were thus carved out.

Appointment of enumeRators/supervisors

14. The Census Enumerators and Supervi-
sors form, the bulwork of the Census field organisa-
tion. The success of the Census Operations largely
depends on the quality, capacity and motivation of
this field agency. On account of the vast size of the
State, a large number of Enumerators were needed.
They were mainly drawn from among the Patwaris,
Primary School Teachers, Lower Division Clerks
etc. Supervisors, at the scale of one Supervisor for
every four or five Enumeratars, were appointed from
among the Revenue Inspectors, Headmasters of Pri-
mary Schools, Senior Teachers, Upper Division
Clerks etc. Inall 36,931 Enumerators and 7,659 _
Supervisors were appointed.



Training

15. The importance of training the Census
field agency thoroughly and at all levels cannot be over
emphasised. The entire programme of training was
divided into two stages. In the first place, all the
Census Officers \}iz., the District Census Officers,
S. D. Os., Tehsil Census Officers, Municipal Census
Officers etc. weré given Census training by the
Director at the District Headquarters. In the beginn-
ing, the training was imparted in the conventional
style, with blackboard, chalk and duster. Gradually,
a system of training with the aid of audio-visual
devices was also evolved.

16. 1In the second phase, the Charge Officers
imparted training to the field staff. A programme
of training was chalked out. Instructions Books and
cyclostyled copies of 'the Lecture Notes of the
Director containing charts, diagrams etc., were
supplied to them. They were asked to hold at least
three training classes for each Enumerator/Supervisor
and to devote maximum possible time to practical
work in the last two training classes.

Work in the field

17. The first job which the field workers
did was to prepare rough notional maps of the
Blocks showing important features and landmarks
such as the village site, roads, streams, nallahs, tem-
ples, panchayat-ghars, office buildings, post offices,
hospitals, schools etc., as also all other buildings
whether ‘pucca’ or ‘kutcha’~*pucca’ ones by a square,
and ‘kutcha’ with a triangle. When all the buildings
of the block were indicated on the map by means
of these signs, the same were numbered in a con-
venient and easily intelligible order. At the bottom
of the map, the description of the boundaries of the
Block, the total pumber of buildings and Census
houses therein were recorded.

18. The next step was to physically number
all the buildings and Census Houses in a Block.
Since nowhere in the State we found a satisfactory
system of permanent housenumbering, every building
was given a Census number at this time. Within a
building all census houses and households were
numbered. The number of a Census House, was
derived from the Building Number while the
numbers of Households in it were derived, inturn,
from the Census House number. The Enumerator
was instructed to write the Census House number
on the right hand top corner of the door in arabic

(iii)

numerals, Outside the building, he painted the
building number with ‘geru paint’ giving details of
the block number in which the building was situated,
as also the total number of Census Houses and
Households within that building, in the following
form :—

Block 11
Building 3
Census Houses 1—4
Households 1—6

19. After the preparation of notional maps
and the numbering of houses, the listing of houses
and establishments in the prescribed forms was
taken up in the remaining period of the Operations
and as per the instructions.

Receipt of record

20. With the end of these operations, steps
were taken to get this record to the Directorate for
processing. Briefly, the method of receiving the
record was as under :—

(i) Each Enumerator handed over the
record in Blockwise bundles to the
Supervisor along "with a forwarding
letter and obtained a receipt from him.
The sequence in which the record was
to be tagged blockwise was as under:-

1. Forwarding letter
2. Daily diary

3. Notional Map

4. Houselist Abstract

5. First copy of the Houselist

6. First copy of the Establishment
Schedule

7. Duplicate copy of the Houselist
Abstract

8. Duplicate copy of the Houselist

9. Duplicate copy of the Establish-
ment Schedule

10. Blank forms, if any.



In case an Enumerator had more
than one block in his beat, he was
required to tag each block’s record
separately and then the record of all

the blocks was bound into one single

bundle.
(ii) The Supervisor collected the record as
above from each Enumerator of his
circle and after complete scrutiny, he
put all the record of all the Enumera-
tors of his circle in one bundle and
handed over the same to the Charge
Officer with his forwarding letter.
(iii) The Charge Officers were instructed to
receive the record of a supervisor
circle in one lot and not piccemeal.
The Supervisor handed over the record
of his circle blockwise to the Charge
Officer who ensured that the same was
complete and in order.

(iv) After receipt of record in the above
manner, the Charge Officer prepared a
Houselist Abstract of the Charge, in
the prescribed proforma, in triplicate,
one copy of which was sent to this
office, the second copy to the District
Census Officer and third copy was
retained in his office.

(v) The Charge Officer then sent the above

record, duly arranged, to this office.

21. Before going over to an analysis (Cha-
pters I to 1IV) based on the various, Housing Tables
and Subsidiary Tables, certain basic procedures
dealing with the processing of the houselist data may
be described. These relate, in the main, to editing,
sampling, coding nnd punching.

Editing

22. After the receipt of the record per-
taining to the Houselisting Operations from the
field in the month of April 197C and its preliminary
checking in the Coding and Punching Cell, the stage
was set for starting the processing of the filled-in
houselist schedules. Editing of houselist schedule
was done at two stages viz., pre-sampling editing
and post-sampling editing.
was done as per the instructions circulated by the
Registrar General, India, which called for checking
the consistency of the returns.

(iv)

23, Pre—sambling editing for all the lines
in the houselist was done in the case of columns
1,2,3,6,7, 8and 9. The headings of each of the
above columns may be refF:rred' to in the houselist
form that has been reproduced in Apperdix I. While
the overall quality of the work was found to be
quite good, some mistakes were also detected.
Mistakes made by the enumerator were, by and large,
of two types. In the first instance, the enumerator
made mistakes in correctly identifying a building. At
times, the various Census houses in a building were
mistaken for independent buildings whereas in some
other cases independent buildings were treated as if
they formed just ome building. However, as the
concept of a building was of a limited use only, this
type of mistakes did not count for much.

24. The second and more important type
of mistakes concerned cases in which the enumerator
could not correctly identify and number a Census
house and, as a result of this, also erred in evolving
the numbers of the households. Some of the more
important instances of this type are described
below :—

(i) Multiple Census houses shown as only
single Census house :

Editing of the data

Column 3 Column 8 Col]ulmu
' Wrong  Corrected  Wrong  Corrected
entry entry entry entry
7(a) 71y a) 7(1) 5
7(b) 7(2) 7(b) 72) 3
7c) (3 7(c) 7(3) 3
7(d) 4 7(d) 7(4) 3
25. In such cases, the number of rooms

entered in column 11 against each household and the
occurrence of a b ¢ etc., with the house number in
Col. 3 raised the presumption that this was a case
of as many census houses as there were households
and the house and household numbers were corrected
accordingly.

(ii) Mistake in assigning household numbers:

Column 8
Column 2 Column3 —~ o —_
Wrong Corrected
entry entry
9 9 1 9
10 10¢1) 2(a) 10(1)
10(2) 2(b) 10(2)




26. In such cases the enumerator had used
the total number of households in a Census house
for evolving the Census household number which
should have actually been evolved from the building
and Census house numbers as shown above.

(iii) Another example of a faulty way of evolving
household numbers :

. Column 8
«Column 3 Column6 . A ~
Wrong Corrected
entry entry
12 Temple — -
12(2) Residence 12(1)a) 12(2)
12(3) Residence 12(2)(b) 12(3)
12(4) Vacant —
12(5) Residence 12(3)(c) 12(5)

i
(iv) Then, there were some cases in which single
Census houses were depicted in the manner
of multiple Census houses :

Column 3

- A —_— Col 8 1
Wrong Corrected olma Co 1u lmn
entry entry

4(1)2) 41) 4(1)(a) 1
4(1xb) — 4(1%b) 1
4(1)c) — 4(1)c) 1
4(1)d) —_ 4(1)(d) 1

27. In this case the recurrence of the figure

1 after4in column 3 is a clear indication of there
being only one Census house, hence the correction.
In example (i) above, however, the absence of such
a rupning figure and the corresponding entries in
column 11 had raised a presumption to the contrary,

(v)

(v) Another type oferror illustrating a faulty
numbering of Census houses is quoted

below :
Column 3 Column 8
r A ~ Column 6 A —
Wrong Corrected Wrong Corrected
entry entry entry entry
1(1)a) 1(1) Shop — —
1(1)(b) 1(2) Shop — —
1(1)(c) 1(3) Shop-cum-
residence 1(1)c) 1(3)

1(1)(d) 1(4) Residence 1(1)(d) 1(4)
1(1)e) 5 Residence 1(1¥e) 1(5)

28. In this case the enumerator had obviou-

sly failed to grasp the principle for identifying and
numbering Census houses because he had shown the
existence of two shops, one shop-cum-dwelling and
two dwellings in the same Census house i.e. if we
neglect the redundent a b ¢ etc., added to the first
five entries in column 3. As such, corrections were
made presuming that there were as many Census
houses as there were establishments, dwellings etc.,
in this building.

29. In one block, the enumerator had
numbered all households in a building, irrespective
of the number of such households per Census house.

30. In some cases the existence of separate
Census houses in a building was erroneously indica-
ted by adding a b c etc., whereas the right procedure
demanded the addition of 1,2,3 etc., within brackets,
to the building number.

(vi) Another interesting example is this :

Column 4

Column 5 Column 6 Column 8 Column 9 Column 11 Column 12
4 41 Residence A1) Name 6 o
4(2) Vacant — — —_ _
4(3)a) Residence 4(3)a) Name 1 R
4(3)(b) Residence 4(3)(b) Name 1 R
4(3Xc) Vacant — —_ — —
4(3)(d) Residence 4(3)(d) Name 1 R
4(3)e) Residence 43)e) Name 2 R
4(3)f) Residence 43)() Name 1 R
4(3)e) Residence 43 @) Name 1 R
4(3)(h) Vacant — — — —
4(3)(i) Residence 4(3)(i) Name 1 R




31. It may be presumed that in all such
cases the enumerator was on the one hand treating
the whole complex of rooms as a single Census house
whereas the carving out of multiple Census houses by
virtue of the varied uses of the various rooms, singly
or in batches, as separate units, was impelling him to
show, somehow, the existence of separate units.

(vii) Sometimes the enumerator could not
decide as to whether a complex of
Census houses represented a building
or just one Census house. In such cases
he used some device of his own to
indicate the existence of more than one
Census house within a Census house as
in the following case :

Column 3 Column 6
4(5)1 Temple
4(5)2 Shop |
4171 Residznce
4(17)2 Cinema House
4(17)3 Shop
4(17)4 Shop
4(17)s Shop
4(18)1 Office
4(18)2 Office
4(18)3 Office

32. Obviously, the right thing here would
have been to write 4(17), 4(18), 4(19) etc., in place of
4171, 4(17)2, 4(17)3 etc. In yet another case
where a residential portion was adjoining a shop the
enumerator had put the numbers 27(1)(a) and
27(1)(b) in column 3 whereas the right thing would
have been to number the two portidns as separate
Census houses as 27(1) and 27(2).

33. The fact that inspite of best possible
training and the detailed and clearcut instruction given
in the main and supplementary instruction books,
such errors were made by the field agency points to
the fact that the latter still finds it difficult to fully
comprehend the meaning of a Census house and
the method of numbering Census houses and
households and means that we need some alternate
concepts and definitions that may be easier to
follow and less open to multiple interpretations.

34. The post-sampling editing of the houselist
consisted of checking the remaining columns in
respect of the lines pertaining to the 20% sampled

(vi)

census houses. Although mistakes were not too
many, multiple materials of wall and roof had been
mentioned by the enumerators. Since the ,predo-
minant material alone was to be retained, the other
ones were deleted. Again, in many cases entries
in either column 11 or column 13 to 15 had been
missed by the enumerator. In such cases entries
were made up on the principle of person-room-
ratio based on the presumption that normally three
persons occupied one room. In some other cases
entry in column 12 regarding the tenure status of
the household had been missed by the enumerator.
For such omissions, the edit instructions envisaged
that, in urban areas, the household may be
treated as living in a rented house while in such
cases in the rural areas the household may be
treated as living in own house,

35. It might be of interest to mention here
that a total of 8,779,150 houselist lines were edited
at the pre-sampling editing stage on which 3,326
mandays were spent. Post-sampling editing took
953 mandays.

Sampling

36. A 20% systematic sample of census
houses was selected from the houselist with a
random start. This sample size was adopted on
considerations of required precision, available
resources and operational convenience. ‘

37. Though the lowest levels (tabulation-
areas) for which estimates are presented in these
tables are rural district, urban district ( including
cities, if any ) and city, the sample was actually
drawn, from what are called, ‘Operational Units’.
These Operational Units comprised (a) Tehsil of
a district in the rural area, (b) Non-city urban part
of district and (c) City. If any of these Operational
Units was unduly large, it was divided into sub-
operational units of at least 20,000 houses. Similarly,
small sized Operational Units were either combined
together or tagged on to a contiguous larger unit size
mention¢d above. Adoption of these Operational
Units ensured accuracy in sample selection main-
taining at the same time stability in the sampling
fraction within the tabulation areas. For house-
listing purposes the Tehsils ( Rural ), Towns and
Cities had been divided into compact smaller area
units called ‘houselisting blocks’. Within each
Operational Unit, the houselisting blocks had been
so arranged that it was possible to" select the sample
from the entire Operational Unit in a continuous



fashion. The procedure adopted had ensured
-effective control over sample selection within each
block as also in the entire operational unit.

38. Un-biased estimates have been worked
.out by inflating the sample frequencies in each
«ell uniformly by 5.

39. The percentage relative standard error
.on the basis of a simple Random Sample is esti-

mated as

lOOx/ 0.8 (l—P)‘
np

40. Where ‘P’ is the estimated proportion
in any cell, <N’, the tokal of the table, n<=1\—;) the

4(1-P) x 100
NP

sample size and 0.8 the finite population correction.
Analysis of Table E-1 of 1961 Census for all the
districts of India revealed that 82% of the estimated
proportions of the various cells had a relative
standard error of less than or equal to 20% with
a sampling intensity of 20%. Considering the detailed
nature of the census tables, a minimum acceptable
level of precision lower than 20% may be too difficult
to attain for every cell at the district level.

41. If the relative standard error in a cell
is more than 209 it may, therefore, be necessary
to combine such cells suitably with others so as to
achieve this minimum precision. Further if the size of
a district is so small that the relative standard error
is greater than 20% for most of the characteristics,
the estimates for that district may have to be
.combined with those of an adjoining district in order
to achieve the required precision in most of the cells.
The size of the universe (i. e. district/state) for the

(vii )

various values of the proportion from 0.0001 to 0.9~
by percentage relative standard error shown in the

statement given below will help in deriving quickly the

level of precision of any cell. Procedure for using the

statement is indicated as a footnote to it in the form

of an example. A compact statement indicating

the size of cell estimate with 20% relative standard

error for various district/state size is given in the

general Fly-leaf to the Tables for ready reference.

42. Since houses with similar characteristics
tend to cluster in space, some stratification with
regard to almost all the housing characteristics is
built into the Census Houselist. This suggests
intuitively that the systematic sample should have
achieved a more balanced representation of the
universe than a Simple Random Sample. Consequently,
the standard error of any estimate of moderate size
from the systematic sample of census houses will, in
all probability, be less than the one provided by the
formula given in para 39 above.

43. Further, since the sample of households,
on which Tables H-IIT and H-IV are based, consists
of all the households residing in ths sample of
census houses (equivalent to cluster sample ) and
since the characteristics of households residing in a
census house are likely to be similar, the sampling
error should normally be expected to be greater
than that of a systematic sample of households. In
practice, however, there is nearly one to one
correspondence between a household and a house
in most of the areas, particularly in rural, so that
the selected systematic sample is almost equivalent
to a systematic sample of household. The formula
of para 39, therefore, apply to the Household Tables
also along with Housing Tables.

STATEMENT

Proportion, Percentage Relative Standard Error and the Expected size of Umverse
for a 209/ Simple Random Sample

Percentage Relative Standard Error

2

]

Proport‘ion 1.0 2.5 5.0 10.0 20.0 30.0 50.0

.0001 399960000 63993600 15998400 3999600 999900 444400 159984
.0002 199960000 31993600 7998400 1999600 499900 222178 79984
.0003 133293333 21326933 5331733 1332933 333233 148104 53317
.0004 99960000 15993600 3998400 999600 249900 111067 39984
.0005 79960000 12793600 3198400 799600 199900 88844 31984
0006 66626666 10660266 2665066 666266 166566 74029 26651
.0007 57102857 9136957 2284114 571028 142757 63448 22841




( viii )

Percentage, Relative Standard Error

A,
Proportion 1.0 2.5 5.0 10.0 20.0 ‘ 30.0 50.0
.0008 49960000 7993600 1998400 499600 124900 55511 19984
0009 44404444 7104711 1776178 444044 111011 49338 17761
.001 39960000 6393600 1598400 399600 99900 44400 15984
.002 19960000 3193600 798400 199600 49900 22178 7984
.003 13293333 2126938 531733 132933 33233 14770 5317
.004 9960000 1593600 398400 99600 24900 11067 3984
005 7960000 1273600 318400 79600 19900 8844 3184
.006 6626666 1060266 265067 66267 16567 7363 2651
.007 5674285 907886 226971 56743 14186 6305 2270
.008 4960000 793600 198400 49600 12400 5511 1984
.009 4404444 704711 176178 44045 11011 4894 1762
.01 3960000 633600 158400 39600 9900 4400 1584
02 1960000 ’ 313600 78400 19600 4900 2178 784
03 1293333 206933 51733 12933 3233 1437 517
.04 960000 153600 38400 9600 2400 1067 384
.05 760000 121600 30400 7600 1960 844 304
.06 626667 100267 25067 6267 1567 696 251
07 531429 85029 21257 5314 1327 591 213
.08 460000 73600 18400 1600 1150 511 184
.09 404444 64711 16178 4044 1010 449 162
.1 360000 57600 14400 3600 900 400 144
2 160000 25600 6400 1600 400 188 64
3 93333 14933 3733 933 238 104 37
4 60000 9600 2400 600 150 67 24
.5 40000 6400 1600 400 100 45 15
.6 26667 4267 1067 267 67 30 11
7 17143 2743 686 171 43 19 7
.8 10000 1600 400 100 25 11 4
9 4444 711 178 44 11 5 2

Note 1 Given district size ‘N’ ( i. e. total of table ) and the percentage relative standard error (p.r.s.e.) to
determine the size of a cell ‘NP’ where ‘P’ is the associated proportion.

(i) p.rs. e =20%
(ii) N 16567, NP = 100

(iii)
(iv)

v)

4900 N 16567, NP = 99

900 N 4900, NP corresponds to that
of the nearest tabulated district size
e. g, if N = 2897, NP = 2400
% .04 = 96

For N 900, let N1 Pl and N2 P2 be
the cell size for the immediately large

' (N1) and immediately smaller (N2)
. tabulated district sizes. Then

Np — NL PL(N-N2) 4 N2 P2 (NI-N)
= (NI-N2)

e. g. let N=527, then N1=900, N2=400,

N1 P1=90 and N2 P2=80. By substitution
NP = 82.54 i.c., 83 approximately.

(vi) Similar rules may be formulated for
any other p. r. s. e. desired.



Coding and code-checking

44. Sampled entries were then coded as per
the code structure designed in the R.G’s office.
Coding comprised of assigning a numeral to a
descriptive entry in the houselist. Columns 4,5, 6,

'

(ix)

10 and 17 of the houselist schedule required coding
particularly, while in the case of others, only recod-

- ing was required to be done by way of prefixing

<0 or <00’ as per requirements of the code structure.
The code-structure adopted for this purpose is as
‘under :—

CODE STRUCTURE—HOUSELIST

Description Col. No. in schedule Code No. allotted
1 2 3
Item
 State — 14
District 1st top line left Recode districts 1to 9 as 0l to 09 rest i.e. 10
onward will remain as it is.
Tehsil/Town Second top line In case of towns renumber the Roman numbers

left for tehsil
and Ist top right
for town

Village/Ward 1st top line right
for village and

1st No. on 2nd top
line right for ward.

Block No. 2nd top line right

in case of village

and 2nd No. in
2nd top line right
in case of ward.

Rural/Urban

Non-City/

Urban City.

House No. Col. 3
Material of wall Col. 4

into 60 onwards ( 60-89 Town and 90-99 City )
after arranging them in ascending order.

Tehsil Codes 01-59
Town Codes 60-89
City Codes 90-99

For tehsils 1 to 9 recode as 01 to 09.

Recode village 1 to 9 as 001 to 009 and
No. 10 to 99 as 010 to 099.

Recode Block No. 1 to 9 as 001 to 009 and
No. 10 to 99 as 010 to 099.

Rural 1
Urban Non-City 2
Urban City 3

Recode House No. 1 to 9 as 001 to 009 and 10 to
99 as 010 to 099.

Code
Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo
Mud
Unburnt Bricks
Timber
Burnt Bricks
G. 1. Sheets or other metal sheets.
Stone
Cement Concrete
Other materials
Unspecified

VOIS LA WN=O

Note : The first entry relating to Columns 4,5 and 6 pertaining to a Census house having more than

one household need only be coded.



CODE STRUCTURE—HOUSELIST—contd.

Description Col. No. in schedule Code No. allotted
1 2 3

Material of roof Col. 5 Grass leaves,reeds,
thatch, bamboo, mud, g 0
unburnt bricks, wood
Concrete i.e. R.B.C./RC.C. 2
Tiles, Slate, Shingle 3
Burnt Bricks & Lime 4
G.1., Zinc or other metal sheets 5
Stone 6
Cement Sheets (Asbestos) 7
Other materials 8
Unspecified 9

Purpose of Census House Col. 6 Vacant-Dilapidated o1
Vacant-Repair 02
Vacant-Incomplete Construction 03
Vacant-Want of tenant/occupant 04
Vacant-other ' l 05
Vacant-unspecified J
Residence only 11
Residence—cum-shop 12
Residence-cum-workshop 13
Residence-cum-other use
(other than shop, workshop ) 14
Hotel, Sarai, Dharamshala, Tourist
home, Inspection house. 21
Business houses and offices 22
Shops excluding eating houses 23
Factories, Workshops, Worksheds 24
Restaur}ants, Sweetmeat shops, eating
places | 25
Places of entertainment and
commqnity gathering 26
Places 'of worship 27

Other non-residential census house
not elsewhere specified e.g., school
and other educational institutions,

public health institutions etc.
Unspecified

28
29




CODE STRUCTURE—HOUSELIST—concld.

Description Col. No. in schedule Code No. allotted
1 2 3

S.C/S.T/Others Col. 10 S.C. 1
S.T. 2
Others 3

No. of living rooms Col. 11 No regular room 00 .
Number of rooms No Coding
Unspecified Blank

Tenure Status Col. 12 Owned 1
Rented 2
In case of institutions make cross
in Cols. 10-16 of schedule.

Population Col. 13-15 No coding.
In case the household is on pilgrimage
and the columns for P/M/F are blank
code 00 fer males and females both

Household cultivating )

land either owned/rented Col. 16 Yes 1
No 2

45. In order to ascertain the authenticity of
the coded entries, they were put to 1009 checking.

Punching and verification

46. Like coding, punching was an essential
pre-requisite of the computerization of data and
punched card was the raw material for this purpose.
After the entries in the houselist had been coded, the
data was transferred to a specially designed card
known as the punch card with the help of a machine
called puncher. The punch card consisted of 80
horizontal columns and 10 vertical columns. As per
the card layout, rectangular hole were pierced in the
relevant card columns with the help of the punching
machine. Punched cards were put to 1009 verifica-
tion to look for any mistakes that might have been
committed at the punching stage. As this type of

work was entirely new for this organisation, some
difficulties were bound to be experienced. To begin
with, the staff had to learn this work largely by
actual practice even though the best possible training
had been imparted. Secondly, the whole procedure
had its own special requirements. For example,
the cards had to be stored and processed under
regulated climatic conditions for which we were not
fully equipped. Inspite of these difficulties and
handicaps, however, the work was coxPpleted as
per schedule.

47. As regards the statistics of the punching
operations, a total of 469,164 cards were punched
and verified on which a total of 1,854 and 1,206
mandays were spent giving an average of 253 cards
and 389 cards per manday respectively,






CHAPTER 1

USES TO WHICH CENSUS HOUSES ARE PUT

The aim of this chapter is to highlight the pattern
of distribution of census houses, by different uses to
which they are put in various regions and districts of
the State,with rural and urban differentials. Similar dis-
cussion in respéct of 4dll the cities has been separately
attempted. Position obtaining in 1971 has also been
compared with that oﬁ' 1961, in this chapter. On the
point of comparison of data of the two Censuses, the
reader has to bear in mind the fact that -twelve
towns have been added in 1971 to the list obtaining
in 1961. At the time of the 1961 Census there were
145 towns in all, including *‘census towns”, whereas
in 1971 the number of towns and census towns has
gone up to 157. A ‘‘census town”, it may be explai-
ned, is an area administered by a Panchayat but
treated as urban for Census purposes in accordance
with a prescribed set of criteria.

1.2 Vacant houses with reasons for vacancy have
also been dealt with at length in this chapter along
with a discussion as to whether larger vacancy indi-
cates larger availability of houses.

Use of inset tables has been made at various
places to explain itemwise percentages.

1.3 The concept of a census house as also the
different uses to which census houses are putare
briefly explained below :

1.3.1  Census house : A census house, is a build-
ing or part of a building, having a separate main
entrance from the road, or common courtyard or
stair-case etc., used or recognised as a separate unit.
It may be inhabited or vacant. It may be used for
residential or non-residential purposes or both.

1.3.2  Vacant census house : If no person is living
in a census house and it is not being used for any of
the purposes in the following para, it would be
deemed to be a vacant census house. A house may
also be vacant on account of (i) dilapidated condi-
tion. (11) under repairs, (iii) on account of incomplete

construction or (iv) for want of temants. But, if the
census house is locked because the occupants have
gone on journey or pilgrimage, it is not a vacant
census house.

1.3.3 Occupied census house : A census house
may be occupied for the following purposes :—

(a) Residence : A census house used purely
for residential purposes would fall in this category.

(b) Shop-cum-residence : A census house
which is a dwelling place along with a shop would
qualify to be categorised as.a shop-cum-residence.
A shop, for Census purposes, is a place, where arti-
cles are bought and/or sold on cash or for credit.

(¢) Workshop-cum-residence, including house-
hold industry : A census house used partly as a living
place and partly for carrying on activities connected
with household industry or workshop is grouped in
this category. A Workshop is a place where any kind
of production, repair, or servicing activity takes
place or where goods and articles are made and sold
but is not large enough to be a factory. It is not
necessary that some machinery should exist. A
Household Industry is defined as an industry con-
ducted by the head of the household himselff/herself’
and/or mainly by the members of the household at
home or within the village in rural areas, and
only within the premises of the house where the
household lives in urban areas. The industry should
not be run on the scale of a registered factory.

d) Hotéls, Sarais etc. : As the title sug-
gests, census houses used as such are clubbed in this
category.

(e) Shops, excluding eating houses : In this
category, all census houses which are used purely as
shops excluding eating houses, are grouped. A shop
hss already been defined in 3(b) above. ’

() Business houses and offices : Census
houses in which organizations, dealing in business,



or any kind of office is housed, are taken m this
category.

A Business House is that where transactions
in money or other articles take place.

An Office may be a government or private,

(g) Factory, workshop, workshed : Census
houses in which establishments of this nature are
located are taken in this category. A Factory is one
which is registered under the Indian Factories Act. A
‘Workshop, which is synonymous with a workshop,
has been defined under item 3(c) above.

(h) Restaurants, sweetmeat shops and eating-
places : Census houses housing establishments of this
kind are taken in this category. The definitions of a
restaurant and sweetmeat shop hardly need any
elaboration. An eating-house, however, may be

described as a place where eatables are available on
payment.

(i) Places of entertainment and community
gathering (Panchayatghar etc.) excluding places of
worship : Places of entertainment, such as cinema
houses, theatres, community gathering (Panchayat-
ghars, Clubs etc.) are grouped under this heading.

(J) Places of worship (Temple, Church,
Mosque, Gurudwara etc.) : Census houses used for
the above purposcs, are included in this class of
occupied census houses.

(k) Others : Census houses' used for purpo-
ses other than those described above are grouped in
this class. Instances of census houses included in this
Category may be the following :—

(1) Cattle-shed, (i1)*“Gaushala™, (i1, Pinjra-
pole” ( kinchouse ), (iv) Bull-breeding
Centre, (v) Garage, (vi) Laundry, (vii)
Passenger waiting/Shelter hall, (viii) Poul-
try-breeding Centre, (ix) Power Sub-sta-
tion, (x) Pump house, (xi) Godown, (xii)
Residence-cum-Temple/Mosque,  (xiii)
Residence—cum-Dispensary, (xiv) Resi-
dence-cum-School, (xv) Residence-cum-
Patwarkhana and (xvi) Schools and
educational institutions etc.

1.4 Table and Subsidiary Tables : Table H-I
showing the total number of census houses, the uses
to which they are put and the number of vacant

census houses, has been compiled from the data avai-
lable in the Houselist Schedule. This table also
provides information for each district for both rural
and urban arcas. This information in respect of all
the six cities in the State at the time of Houselisting is
also separately available. (A seventh city, namely
Alwar, was added to the list later on as a result of
the Enumeration Operations.)

1.5 Two subsidiary tables namely H-1.1, dealing
with distribution of 1,000 cecnsus houses by vacant and
different types of occupied census houses at the State/
District/City level and H-1.2, dealing with distribution
of 1,000 census houses for selected types of use among
rural and urban areas upto the State/District level
have been prepared.

1.6 Distribution of census houses in rural and
urban areas : There were a little over 6 million census
houses in the whole State when Houselisting was con-
ducted in  February-March, 1970. 5,084,850 were in
the rural areas and 1,139,020 in the urban areas
representing 81.7% and 18.3% of the total, respecti-
vely. The following table shows the percentage distri-
bution of census houses in the rural and urban areas
for the State as a whole and its various districts along
with similar data derived from the 1961 Census :(—

1971 1961

— ~ - N
State/District Total Rural Urban Total Rural Urban

RAJASTHAN 100 817 183 100 825 175

Ganganagar 4.5 3.7 0.8 4.1 34 0.7
Bikaner 2.0 1.1 0.9 2.3 1.3 1.0
Churu 2.6 1.7 0.9 2.5 1.6 0.9
Jhunjhunun 29 23 0.6 3.0 2.4 0.6
Alwar 5.4 4.9 0.5 5.8 5.4 04
Bharatpur 5.7 4.9 0.8 6.3 5.4 0.9
Sawai Madhopur 5.1 4.4 0,7 5.4 4.9 0.5
Jaipur 96 69 27 103 7.3 3.0
Sikar 3.6 2.9 0.7 3.7 29 0.8
Ajmer 47 30 1.7 S50 31 19
Tonk 2.7 2.1 0.6 2.7 2.3 0.4
Jaisalmer 0.7 0.6 0.1 0.7 0.6 0.1
Jodhpur 4.1 2.7 1.4 3.9 2.7 1.2
Nagaur 4.4 3.8 0.6 4.3 3.7 0.6
Pali 4.7 4.1 0.6 4.4 3.9 0.5
Barmer 2.8 2.6 0.2 2.7 2.5 0.2
Jalor 2.5 2.4 0.1 2.5 2.4 0.1
Serohi 2.0 1.6 0.4 2.0 1.6 0.4
Bhtlwara 4.7 42 05 4.6 42 04
Udaipur 7.9 6.9 1.0 7.6 6.7 0.9
Chittaurgarh 4.2 3.7 0.5 3.9 3.5 0.4
Dungarpur 2.1 2.0 0.1 1.7 1.6 0.1
Banswara 2.1 2.0 0.1 2.0 1.9 0.1
Bundi 1.8 1.5 0.3 1.7 1.4 0.3
Kota 4.8 3.6 1.2 4.5 3.6 0.9
Jhalawar 2.4 241 0.3 2.4 2.2 0.2

—— e ———— e —————————————————




1.7 The above table reveals that there has been
an increase in the percentage of census houses in the
urban areas at the State level from 1961 to 1971.
This may be ascribed to the general trend towards
increasing urbanization in addition to the fact of
twelve more towns having been added to the list
during the mter-censal period.

1.8 The total number of towns, including census
towns during 1971 was 157 as against 1435 during
1961.

1.9 As during the 1961 Census, Jaipur district
again occupied the top position as regards the
number of census houses amongst the various
districts of the State. Its share working out to 9.6%
of the total census hous¢s in the State. Udaipur
district also maintained its position at the second
place with 7.9% of the census houses. Jaisalmer-
district with 0.7% had the lowest number of census
houses. During the 1961 Census also, it occupied
the bottom place.

1.10 For rural areas of the various districts,
Jaipur and Udaipur had 6.9% of the census houses
each. Compared to the 1960 position, Jaipur
district which had the individual honour of topping
the list, has now been joined by Udaipur which
occupied the second place during 1961. The second
place during 1971, has, however, gone to Alwar and
Bharatpur with 4.9% each. It was Jaisalmer, once
again, that occupied the bottom place with 0.06%.

1.11 For the urban areas of the various districts,
Jaipur once again had the distinction’ of occupying
the top position with 2.7%. Ajmer with 1.7% came
next. Banswara, Jaisalmer, Jalor and Dungarpur
districts with 0.1% each had the lowest number of
urban census houses.

1.12  Out of the total census houses in the urban
areas. which constituted 18.3% of the total in the
State, a little over one-third of them (6.4%) were
found in the six cities alone. The following table
gives the percentage for each city along with the
1961 percentage :—

1971 1961

—— e e

City Per cent Rank Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.7 4 0.8 4
2. Jaipur 2.1 1 24 1
3. Ajmer 0.9 3 1.2 2
4, Jodhpur 1.1 .2 1.0 3
5. Udaipur 0.7 4 0.6 5
6. Kota 0.9 3 0.6 5

1.13 The picture that emerges from the above

. table is that Jaipur City continues to stand at the
" top though with a somewhat reduced percentage of
*2.1. During 1961, Jajpur was followed by Ajmer

whereas during the 1971 Census, Ajmer has been
replaced by Jodhpur. This means that there has
been. comparatively speaking, greater construction
activity in Jodhpur than in Ajmer during the
decade. As regards the other cities, while Kota has
improved its position, Bikaner has dropped to join
Udaipur in the last place.

Occupied census houses

1.14 There were 5,435,200 census houses in the
State that were under one type of use or the other.
This figure represented 87.3% of all the census
houses in the State. Out of this, 4,397,590 represent-
ting 80.9%, were located in the rural areas and
1,037,610 representing 19.1% in the urban areas.

1.15  The district-wise position as revealed by the
table which follows, shows that Jaipur had the
highest percentage (9.64) followed by Udaipur which
had a percentage of 8.04. The lowest percentage of_
0.62 was found in Jaisalmer district.

1.16 For the rural areas of the various districts,
Udaipur was at the top with a percentage of 6.95.
Jaipur, however, occupied the second place with a
percentage of 6.74. The lowest percentage of 0.49
was, once again, recorded in Jaisalmer district.

1.17 In the urban areas of the various districts,
Jaipur with a percentage of 2.90 was again at the
top while Ajmer with 1.82 occupied the second
place Jaisalmer once again had the lowest percen-
tage which was 0.13.

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100 80.90 19.10 .

1. Ganganagar 4.60 . 3.70 0.90
2. Bikaner 2.00 1.08 0.92
3. Churu 2.74 1.81 0.93
4 Jhunjhunun 2.95 2.35 . 0.60
5. Alwar 5.45 4.89 0.56
6. Bharatpur 5.71 4.85 0.86
7. Sawai Madhopur 4.87 4.21 0.66
8. Jaipur 9.64 6.74 2.90
9. Sikar 3.63 2.92 0.71
10. Ajmer 477 2.95 1.82
1. Tonk 2.71 2.25 0.46
12. Jaisalmer 0.62 0.49 0.13
13. Jodhpur 4.07 2.62 1.45
14. Nagaur 4.37 3.73 0.64
15. Pali 4.29 2.72 0.7
16. Barmer 2.54 2.27 0.27
17. Jalor 2.37 2.23 0.14




S.No.  State/District Total Rural Urban

18. Sirohi 1.87 1.50 0.37
19, Bhilwara 4.81 - 4.29 0.52
20. Udaipur 8.04 6.95 1.0Y
21. Chittaurgarh 4.39 3.89 0.50
22. Dungarpur 1.95 1.80 015
23. PRanswara 2.27 2.12 0.15
24. Bundi 1.80 1.49 0.31
25. Kota 5.02 3.79 1.23
26. Jhalawar 2.52 2.26 0.26

1.18 Out of 19.1% houses that were located in
the urban areas of the State, almost one-third i.e.,
6.96% were accounted for by the cities alone. Jaipur
city with a percentage of 2.29 occupied the top place
while Bikaner with 0.70 occupied the bottom place.

The following table shows percentage and rank for
each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.70 6
2. Jaiput 2.29 1
3. Ajmer 1.04 3
4. Jodhpur 1.21 2
5. Udaipur 0.76 5
6. Kota 0.96 4

S.No.  State/District 1971 1961
17. Jalor 819 890
18. Sirohi 809 801
19. Bhilwara 900 921
20. Udaipur 882 879
21. Chittaurgarh - 903 893
22, Dungarpur 932 926
23, Banswara 938 934
24. Bundi 885 872
25, Kota 911 890
26. Jhalawar 915 902

1.21 This distribution for the cities revealed that
occupancy rate in all the cities was over 90%. How-
ever, Jaipur with as many ds 956 out of 1,000 houses
in the occupied category was at the top very closely
followed by Ajmer with 954 out of 1,000. Kota with
only 925 houses occupied the bottom place. The
following table shows distribution along with rank
for each city:—

1.19 The distribution of 1,000 census houses by
different types of use and vacant for the State as a
whole revealed that there were as many as 873 houses
that were occupied.

1.20 This distribation for the districts revealed
that Banswara had the highest incidence of occupied
census houses (938 out of 1,000). Duangarpur district
<came next with 932 out of 1,000. The lowest number
which was 720 was found in Jaisalmer district. The
following table shows this distribution for the State

and the various districts in comparison to the 1961
position:—

Incidence per 1,000

F_“'——‘—'——L‘—’__'ﬁ
S.No. State/District 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 873 887

1. Ganganagar 890 932
2. Bikaner 856 890
3. Churu 908 918
4. Jhunjhunun 883 912
5. Alwar 873 911
6. Bharatpur 877 902
7. Sawai Madhopur 843 847
8. Jaipur 877 888
9. Sikar 878 880
10. Ajmer 888 876
11. Tonk 874 869
12. Jaisalmer 720 714
13. Jodhpur 862 884
14. Nagaur 863 878
15. pali 810 829
16. Barmer 782 919

City Incidence per 1,000 Rank
1. Bikaner 932 5
2. Jaijpur 956 1
3. Ajmer 954 2
4. Jodhpur 934 4
S. Udaipur 950 3
6. Kota 925 6

Wholly or partly residential census houses

1.22 There were 4,413,235 census houses in the
State which were either wholly or partly residential.
This represented 70.9% of all census houses. OQut of
this, 3,606,480 houses, representing 81.7% were
located in the rural areas and 806,755 representing
18.3% in the urban areas.

1.23 The districtwise position revealed that
Jaipur with a percentage of 9.1 occupied the top place
followed by Udaipur which had 8.2% of such houses.
The lowest percentage amongst the various districts
was 0.7 for Jaisalmer.

1.24 In the rural areas of the various districts,
Udaipur with.a percentage of 7.2 occupied the top_
place, with Jalpur with 6.3% coming next. Jaisalmer,”
again occupied the bottom place with a percentage
of 0 6. :

.25 The picture for the urban areas again
showed Taipur at the top with a percentage of 2.8.
Ajmer occupied the second position with 1.8%
of such houses. Jaisalmer was joined at the bottom
by Jalor, Dungarpur and ‘Banswara districts, all
of which had a percentage of 0.1. The following
table shows the percentages for the State and the
various districts separately for rural and urban
areas along with the comparable 1961 data :—
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1971 ‘ 1961

r =t — e
State/District Total Rural Urban Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100 817 183 100 83.1 169
Ganganagar 50 4.1 0.9 4.8 4.1 0.7
Bikaner 2.4 1.2 0.9 2.1 12 0.9
Churu 3.0 2.1 0.9 2.8 1.9 0.9
Jhunjhunun 3.0 2.4 0.6 3.0 2.5 0.5
Alwar 4.9 4.4 0.5 5.1 4.7 0.4
Bharatpur 5.4 4.6 0.8 5.6 4.8 0.8

Sawai Madhopur 4.7 41 06 49 43 06

Jaipur 91 63 28 96 66 30
Sikar 3.5 2.8 0.7 3.6 3.0 0.6
Ajmer 47 29 18 50 31 19
“Tonk 23 19 04 24 20 04
Jaisalmer 07 06 01 07 06 01
Jodhpur 43 29 14 41 29 02
‘Nagaur 45 39 06 45 39 06
Pali 43 37 06 43 38 05
Barmer 29 26 03 31 29 02
Jalor 2.6 2.5 0.1 2.8 2.7 0.1
Sirohi 19 15 04 20 17 03
Bhilwara 48 43 05 48 44 04
Udaipur 82 72 1.0 80 7.1 09
Chittanrgarh 4.3 3.9 0.4 3.9 3.5 0.4
Dungarpur 21 20 01 20 19 0.1
Banswara 24 2.3 0.1 2.3 2.2 0.1
Bundi 19 1.6 03 1.7 14 03
Kota 48 36 12 44 36 0.8
Jhalawar 2.6 2.3 0.3 2.5 2.3 0.2

followed by Banswara with 826. The lowest number
(609 out of 1,000) was found in Tonk district. The
following table shows the distribution of such
houses for the State and the various districts in
comparison to 1961 position :—

Incidence per 1,000

1.26  Out of the 18.28% houses that were located
in the urban areas of the State, almost one third
(6.93%) were accounted for by the cities alone.
Jaipur with a percentage of 2.26 occupied the top
place while Bikaner with 0.69 was at the bottom.
The following table shows the 1961 and 197I
percentages of such houses, along with rank, for
-€ach city :—

—— e ——
S.No. State/District 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 709 728
1. Ganganagar 781 856
2. Bikaner 728 682
3. Churu 796 822
4. Jhunjhunun 717 732
S. Alwar 641 637
6. Bharatpur 673 640
7. Sawai Madhopur 668 659
8. Jaipur 668 685
9. Sikar 679 704
10, Ajmer 710 729
11. Tonk 609 655
12. Jaisalmer 640 656
13. Jodhpur 736 766
14. Nagaur 728 749
15. Pali 656 712
15. Barmer 716 833
17. Jalor 739 822
18. Sirohi 668 736
19, Bhilwara 732 749
20. Udaipur 732 768
21. Chittaurgarh 726 740
22, Dungarpur 830 831
23. Banswara 826 828
24. Byndi 754 750
25, Kota 712 726
26. Jhajawar 745 751

1971 1961
City Per cent RarI l;er cent  Rank
1. Bikaner 0.69 6 0.70 4
2. Jaipur 2.26 1 2.50 1
3. Ajmer 1.05 3 1.20 2
4. , Jodhpur 120 2 1.00 3
S. Udaipur  0°75 5 0.60 5
6. Kota 0.98 4 060 5

1.29 A similar distribution pattern for the cities
revealed that Ajmer city topped the list with 782
houses out of 1,000 being used wholly or partly for
residential purposes. The lowest number of 736
houses was found in Bikaner. The following table
shows the distribution for each city in comparison to
1961 position along with rank :—

1.27 Distribution pattern of 1,000 census houses
under different uses and vacant in the State revealed
that as many as 709 of them were used either wholly
or partly for residential purposes.

1.28 This distribution for various districts
revealed that the highest incidence of such census
houses, namely 830, was found in Dungarpur, closely

1971 1961
A ).
Incidence Rank Incidence Rank
City per 1,000 per 1,000
1. Bikaner 736 5 656 4
2. Jaipur 764 3 771 1
3. Ajmer 782 1 770 2
4. Jodhpur 758 4 743 5
5. Udaipur 758 4 764 3
6. Kota 768 2 719 6

Residential census houses

1.30 There were 4,293,425 census houses in the
State which were used purely for residential purposes.



This represented 69% of the total. Out of this,
3,507,920 houses representing 81.7% were located in
the rural areas and 785,505 houses representing
18.39% in the urban areas.

1.31 The districtwise position revealed that Jaipur
had the highest percentage of 9.1 followed by
Udaipur which had 8.2% residential houses. The
lowest percentage of 0.7 was recorded in Jaisalmer
district.

1.32  For the rural areas, Udaipur with a percen-
tage of 7.1 was at the top. Jaipur occupied the
second place with a percentage of 6.2. Jaisalmer
again recorded the lowest percentage which was 0.6.

1.33  For the urban areas, Jaipur with a percen
tage of 2.9 was again at the top while Ajmer with
1.8 occupied the next place. Jaisalmer, along with
Jalor, Dungarpur and Banswara districts with a
percentage of 0.1 ecach, occupied the bottom place.
The following table shows the percentage for the
State and the various districts separately for rural
and urban areas in comparison with 1961 figures :—

1971 1961

—r —_—

cl'otal Rural Urban Total Rural Urban

StateDistrict

-

RAJASTHAN 100.00 81.70 18.30 100 832 16.8
Ganganagar S.0 4.1 09 4.8 4.1 0.7
Bikaner 2.1 1.2 0.9 2.1 1.2 0.9
Churu 3.0 2.1 0.9 2.9 2.0 0.9
Jhunjhunun 3.0 2.4 0.6 3.0 2.5 0.5
Alwar 5.0 4.5 0.5 51 4.7 0.4
Bharatpur 5.5 4.7 0.8 5.6 4.8 0.8
Sawai Madhopur 4.7 4.1 3.6 4.9 4.4 0.5
Jaipur 9.1 6.2 2.9 9.6 6.6 3.0
Sikar 3.5 2.8 0.7 3.6 3.0 0.6
Ajmer 4.7 2.9 1.8 5.0 31 1.9
Tonk 2.3 1.9 0.4 2.4 2.0 0.4
Jaisalmer 0.7 0.6 0.1 0.7 0.6 0.1
Jodhpur 4.3 2.9 1.4 4.1 2.9 1.2
Nagaur 4.6 4.0 0.6 4.5 39 0.6
Pati 4.1 3.6 0.5 4.3 3.8 0.5
Barmer 2.9 2.6 0.3 3.0 2.8 0.2
Jalor 2.6 2.5 0.1 2.8 2.7 0.1
Sirohi 1.9 1.5 0.4 2.0 1.7 0.3
Bhilwara 4.8 4.3 0.5 4.7 4.3 04
Udaipur 8.2 7.1 1.1 8.0 7.1 0.9
Chittaurgarh 4.3 3.9 0.4 4.0 3.6 0.4
Dungarpur 2.1 2.0 0.1 2.0 1.9 0.1
"Banswara 2.4 2.3 0.1 2.3 2.2 0.1
Bund: 1.9 1.6 0.3 1.7 1.4 0.3
Kota 4.8 3.6 1.2 4.4 3.6 0.8

Jhalawar 2.5 2.3 0.2 2.5 2.3 0.2

1.34  Out of 18.30% residential houses that were
located in the urban areas of the State, more than
one third were 'accounted for by the cities. The
percentage worked out to 6.99. The highest per-
centage of 2.29 was recorded in Jaipur while the
lowest percentage of 0.70 in Bikaner. The following
table shows percentage and rank for each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.70 6
2. Jaipur 2.29 1
3. Ajmer 1.06 3
4. Jodhpur 121 2
5. Udaipur 0.75 5
-~ 6. Kota 0.98 4

1.35 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses under different uses and vacant in the State
revealed that 690 of them were used purely for
residential purposes.

1.36  This distribution pattern for various districts
revealed that Dungarpur district had the highest
number ( 807 out of 1,000 ) of such houses. The
lowest number ( 588 cut of 1,000 ) was recorded in
Tonk. The following table shows the distribution
for the State and various districts in comparison with
similar picture from the 1961 Census :—

igcidence per 1,000

f—_“"’—-‘k—“——"-\

S.No. State; District 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 690 721

1. Ganganagar 767 848
2. Bikaner 716 676
3. Churu 785 819
4. Jhunjhunun 707 729
3. Alwar 631 632
6. Bharatpur 665 638
7. Sawai Madhopur 652 654
8. Jaipur 651 676
9. Sikar 662 700
10. Ajmer 690 720
11. Tonk 588 651
12. Jaisalmer 615 : 641
13. Jodhpur 720 758
4. Nagaur T 737
15. Pali 620 698
16. Barmer 698 813
17. Jalor 715 810
18. Sirohi 639 729
19. Bhilwara 705 . 740
20. Udaipur 711 761
29. Chittaurgarh 701 733
22. Dungarpur 807 825
23, Banswara : 792 8i6
24. Bundi 734 746
25. Kota 690 720
26. Jhalawar nt 739

RN - -




1.37 The pattern of distribution for the cities
revcaled that Ajmer had the highest incidence of
residential houses. This was 770 out of 1,000. The :
lowest number (723 out of 1,000) was found in
Bikaner. The following table shows distribution for
“each city in comparison to the 1961 position along
with rank :—

1971 1961
—_——— e e
Incidence Rank Incidence Rank
City per 1,000 per 1,000

1. Bikaner 723 6 643 6
2. Jaipur 752 3 761 2
3. Ajmer 770 i 765 1
4. Jodhpur 742 4 733 4
5. Udaipur 737 5 751 3
6. Kota 757 2 713 5

1.38 The distribution pattern of 1,000 residential
census houses for the rural and urban areas of the
State revealed that 817 of them were located in the
rural arcas and 183 in the urban areas.

1.39 When we discuss the break-up of every 1,000
residential census houses under the rural and urban
components we find that Jalor district had the
highest rural incidence (949) with only 51 residential
houses in the urban areas, Conversely, the highest
number of residential houses for the urban areas was
found in Bikaner. This was 421 out of 1,000 leaving
it with the lowest rural component among the
various districts. The following table shows the
distribution for the State and its various districts
separately for the rural and urban areas in compa-
rison with 1961 position ;:—

Incidence per 1,000
A,

Rural Uiban
———te ———

S.No. State/District 1971 1961 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 817 832 183 168

1. Ganganagar 829 861 171 139
2. Bikaner 579 583 421 417
3. Churu 698 687 302 313
4. Jhunjhuoun - 814 823 186 177
5. Alwar 900 915 100 85
6. Bharatpur 851 861 149 139
7. Sawai Madhopur 866 894 134 106
8. Jaipur 688 683 312 317
9. Sikar 811 827 189 173

Incidence per 1,000

— '

Rural Urban
— A r x 2
S.No. State'District © 1978 1961 L1971 1961
10. Ajmer 619 616 331 384
11. Tonk 830 849 170 151
12. Jaisalmer 828 885 172 115
13. Jodhpur 666 713 334 287
i4. Nagaur 869 881 131 119
15. Pali 871 895 129 105
16. Barmer 9i2 935 33 65
17. Jalor 949 952 51 48
18. Sirohi 811 831 189 169
19. Bhilwara 895 923 105 77
20. Udaipur 873 890 127 110
21. Chittaurgarh 398 905 102 95
22. Dupgarpur 935 941 65 59
23. Banswara 947 945 53 55
24. Bundi 844 828 156 172
25. Kota 740 806 260 194
26. Jhalawar 9200 928 100 72

Shop-cum-residence

1.40 There were 39,330 census houses in the State
that were used as shop-cum-residence. This repre-

‘sented 0.60% of the total. Out of this 30,360,

representing 77.2% were located in the rural areas
and 8,970 representing 22.8° in the urban areas.

1.4t The districtwise position in respect of per-
centage of shop-cum-residence revealed that Udaipur
was far ahead of all districts with a percentage of
10.5. The next highest percentage that was in Kota
was 6.6. The lowest percentage which was 1.2 was
located in Jaisalmer.

1.42 For the rural arcas, Udaipur with a
percentage of 8.9 was again at the top while
Chittaurgarh which had a percentage of 5.3 came
next. Bikaner occupied the lowest place with a
percentage of 0.8.

1.43 In the urban areas, Jaipur and Jodhpur .
jointly emerged at the top with a percentage of 2.3
each. The lowest percentage which was 0.1 was
found in Jaisalmer. The following table shows
percentage for the State and various districts for the
rural and the urban areas separately in comparison
with the 1961 figures :—



folloWing table shows distribution for State and
districts in comparison to 1961 figures :—

1971 1961
r e _ — A
State/District Total Rural Urban Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100 772 228 100 664 33.6 -
Ganganagar 6.6 5.3 1.3 7.0 49 2.1
Bikaner 1.6 0.8. 0.8 1.8 0.4 1.4
Churu 1.9 1.0 0.9 1.0 0.4 0.6
Jhunjhunun 1.4 0.8 0.6 1.3 0.4 0.9
Alwar 2.5 2.0 0.5 3.9 2.5 1.4
Bharatpur 3.6 3.0 0.6 2.2 1.5 0.7
Sawai Madhopur 5.2 4.2 1.0 4.3 3.3 1.0
Jaipur 6.3 4.0 2.3 8.1 3.1 5.0
Sikar 1.7 1.1 0.6 1.9 0.7 1.2
Ajmer 3.1 1.9 1.2 3.9 2.1 1.8
Tonk 2.5 1.8 0.7 1.3 0.9 0.4
Jaisalmer 1.3 1.2 0.1 1.5 1.4 0.1
Jodhpur 4.7 2.4 2.3 4.1 2.2 1.9
Nagaur 3.5 3.0 0.5 9.2 1.8 74
Pali 5.2 4.1 1.1 4.2 3.7 0.5
Barmer 2.8 2.5 0.3 7.4 7.1 0.3
Jalor 3.5 3.3 0.2 4.5 4.4 0.1
Sirohi 2.3 1.7 0.6 2.2 1.4 0.8
Bhilwara 3.7 3.2 0.5 2.8 2.2 0.6
Udaipur 10.5 8.9 1.6 8.8 7.5 1.3
Chittaurgarh 6.4 5.3 1.1 3.4 2.6 0.8
Dungarpur 2.7 2.3 04 2.2 1.7 0.5
Banswara 4.1 3.5 0.6 3.9 3.5 04
Bundi 1.9 1.3 0.6 1.2 0.8 0.4
Kota 6.6 4.9 1.7 4.8 3.5 1.3
Jhalawar 4.4 3.7 0.7 3.1 2.4 0.7

~ L44 Out of 22.80% houses that were located in
the urban areas of the State, almost one third
(7.539%) were located in the cities. Jodhpur with
1.93 stood at the top while Ajmer with 0.74 occupied
the bottom place. The following table shows
percentage along with rank for each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.76 5
2. Jaipur 1.83 2
3. Ajmer 0.74 6
4.  Jodhpur 1.93 1
5. Udaipur 1.07 4
6. Kota 120 3

Incidence per 1,000

S.No. State/District 1971 1961

RAJASTHAN 6 4

Ganganagar
Bikaner
Churu
Jhunjhunun
Alwar
Bharatpur
Sawai Madhopur
Jaipur
Sikar

10. Ajmer

11. Took

12. Jaisalmer
13. Jodhpur
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14. Nagaur

15. Pali

16. Barmer 1
17. Jalor

18. Sirohi

19. Bhilwara

20. Udaipur

—

21. Chittaurgarh
22. Dungarpur
23. Banswara
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24. Bundi
25. Kota 9
26 Jhalawar 12

1.47 This distribution for the cities revealed that
Jodhpur had the highest number which was 11 out
of 1,000. Udaipur came next with 10 out of 1,000
census houses under this category. Ajmer had the
lowest number which was only 5. The following
table shows distribution along with rank for each
city in comparison to 1961 position :—

1.45 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses under different uses and vacant revealed that
6 houses were used as shop-cum-residence at the
State level.

1.46  This distribution for the districts revealed
that Banswara had the highest number (12 out of
1,000) of such census houses. The second highest
number which was 11 was found in Jaisalmer.
Jhunjhunun, Alwar and Sikar districts had the lowest
number of such houses (3 out of 1,000). The

1971 1961
- -t ~ — A
Incidcnce Rank Incidence Rank
City per 1,000 « per 1,000
1. Bikaner 7 4 7 2
2. Jaigur 6 5 8 1
3. Ajmer 5 6 3 4
4. Jodhpur 11 1 7 2
S. Udaipur 10 2 7 2
6. Kota 8 3 5 3

1.48 It will be observed from the above table
that while the position of Bikaner has remained
mote or less static over the two Censuses, the number
of such houses in Jaipur registered a decline and for
the remaining four cities the number during the
current Census has risen.



1.49 The distribution of 1,000 census houses used
as shop-cum-residence among the rural and urban
areas of the State revealed that 772 were located in
the rural areas and 228 in the urban areas.

1.50 This distribution for the districts revealed
that the highest incidence of rural shop-cum-
dwellings was in Jalor (935) followed by Jaisalmer
(931). The lowest number (469) was located in
Bikaner. These very districts recorded the lowest
and the highest incidence for the urban areas as well.
The following table shows distribution for the State
and various districts in comparison to the 1961
figures :— '

Incidence per 1,000

1.52 The districtwise position revealed that the
highest percentage of such census houses which was
10.5 was located in Pali. Jaipur with a percentage
of 9.9 came next, Jaisalmer had a very meagre
percentage of 0.8.

1.53 For the rural areas of the various districts,
Pali with a percentage of 9.8 maintained its lead
while Jaipur occupied the second place with 8.1.
The lowest percentage of 0.6 occurred in Bikaner.

1.54 For the urban areas, Jaipur topped the list
with a percentage of 1.8. Ajmer came next with
1.2, The lowest percentage of 0.1 was recorded in
Jaisalmer district. The following table shows
percentage for State and districts for rural and urban
areas separately in comparison with 1961 Census

) 1971 1961 results:—
————— e —— e e —
S.No. State/District Rural Urban Rural Urban -
RAJASTHAN 772 228 664 336 '971 1961

1. Ganganagar 797 203 695 305 State/District Total R ban T -
> Bikanor 469 531 2313 767 e/ ic otal Rural Urban Total Rural Urban
3. Churu 34l 459 439 561 RAJASTHAN 100 847 153 100 816 18.4
4. Jhupnjhunun 589 411 296 704 Ganganagar 1.8 13 0.5 1.0 0.5 0.5
3. Alwar 811 189 646 354 Bikaner 11 06 05 23 05 1.8

6. Bharatpur 846 154 701 299 Churu s 07 0.8 0.6 0.0 0
7. Sawai Madhopur 805 195 762 238 Thunjhunun 17 11 06 1o o6 0-2
8. Jaipur 637 363 389 611 Al 29 21 08 29 19 10
1?{ i’!‘a' gg‘l’ 33973 :ZZ 22; Bharatpur 1.6 12 04 10 05 05
o\ TJ“‘E‘ 715 285 707 293 Sawai Madhopur 3.5 3.1 04 2.8 24 0.4
1. Ton Jaipur 99 81 1.8 184 158 26
12. Jaisalmer 931 69 954 46 Sikar 4.0 31 0.9 1.8 0.7 1'1
13. Jodhpur - 500 500 524 476 Ajmer 59 47 12 83 70 13
14. Nagaur 880 120 191 809 Tonk 3.1 2'4 0'7 1'6 0'9 0'7
iZ' Ea" ;35 zgg ;23 1§§ Jaisalmer 0.8 07 01 14 08 06
. al”““ 935 a5 ot ot Jodhpur 28 22 0.6 41 25 1.6
17. Jalor Nagaur 40 32 08 44 35 09
18. Sirohi 740 260 636 344 Pali 10.5 98 07 132 125 07
19. Bhilwara 868 132 788 212 Barmer 2’7 2'2 0‘5 6'2 6'2 0‘0
20. Udaipur 851 149 850 150 Jalor 29 27 02 31 30 o1

21. Chittaurgarh 822 178 78] 219 oy : : \ : : \
Sirohi i 34 31 03 1.0 1.0 00

22. Dungarpur 855 145 768 232 Bhilwara 7.9 73 0.6 8.3 8.2 0.1

23. Banswara 846 154 894 106 . : : : ) ' y
5 Bundi 675 325 644 356 Udaipur 8.0 7.0 1.0 3.6 2.5 1.1
4. Buodi g 554 72 2 Chittaurgarh 49 44 0.5 33 26 0.7
25. Ifl“la 836 o Teo ; 48 Dungarpur 20 18 02 03 02 01
26. Jhalawar Banswara 3.5 33 02 25 22 03
Bundi 1.7 14 03 06 0.1 0.5
Sh m—l’esi nce incl“din Kota 4.9 4.4 0.5 2.0 1.8 0.2
Workshop-cu dence ( g household Jhalawar 30 28 02 43 37 06

industry )

1.51 There were 80,480 census houses in the
whole State which were used as wokshop-cum-
residence including houschold industry.  This
represented 1.3% of the total. Out of this, 68,200
houses, representing 84.7%, were located in the
rural areas and 12,280, representing 15.3%, in the
urban areas.

1.55 Out of 15.30% workshop-cum-residential
h-uses that were located in the urban areas of the
State, 3.03% were accounted for by the cities. The
highest percentage of 1.03 was recorded in Jaipur
while the lowest, 0.18 in Kota. The following table
shows percentage with rank for each city :—



Per cent

City Rank
1. Bikaner 0.29 5
2. Jaipur 1.03 1
3. Ajmer 0.49 3
4. Jodhpur 0.40 4
5. Udaipur 0.64 2
6. Kota 018 6

1.56 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses under different uses and vacant houses in the
State revealed that there were 13 houses that were

used as workshop-cum-residence including household
industry.

1.57 The distribution pattern in districts revealed
that Pali had the highest number which was 29 out
of 1,000. Sirohi, Bhilwara and Banswara followed
next with 22 houses each. The lowest number which
was 4 was located in Bharatpur. The following table
shows distribution for State and districts in compa-
rison with 1961 position :—

Incidence per 1,000
A

S.No. State/District 1971 1961

RAJASTHAN 13 3

1. Ganganagar 5 1
2. Bikaner 7 3
3. Churu 7 1
4. Jhunjhunun 7 1
5. Alwar 7 2
6. Bharatpur 4 1
7. Sawai Madhopur 9 2
8. Jaipur 13 6
9. Sikar 14 2
10. Ajmer 16 6
11, Tonk 15 2
12. Jaisalmer 14 6
13 Jodhpur 9 4
14. Nagaur 12 3
15. Pali 29 10
16. Barmer 12 8
17. Jalor 15 4
18. Siroh 22 2
19. Bhilwara 22 6
20. Udaipur 13 2
21. Chittaurgarh 15 3
22. Dungarpur 14 1
23. Panswara 22 4
24. Bundi 13 I
25. Kota 13 2
26. Jhalawar 16 6

1.58 It will be observed from the above table
that all the districts have registered a rise in the use
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of census houses on this account, in 1971 in relation
to 1961.

1.59 A similar distribution for the cities revealed
that the highest number which was 12, was located
in Udaipur. Kota City had the lowest number which
was only 3. The following table shows the distri-
bution for each city along with rank for the 1961
and 1971 Censuses :—

1971 1961
— . = S,
Incidence Rank Incidence Rank
City per 1,000 per 1,000

1 Bikaner 6 3 6 1
2 Jaipur ' 6 3 2 3 -
3. Ajmer 7 2 2 3
4. Jodhpur 5 4 3 2
5 Udaipur 12 1 6 1
6 Kota 3 5 1 4

1.60 It will be observed that while Bikaner City
has remained more or less static, the largest increase
took place in respect of Kota in which the number
rose to 3 in 1971 from 1 in 196]. However, in
respect of absolute numbers the greatest increase took
place in respect of Udaipur in which the number
rose from 6 in 1961 to 12 in 1971.

1.61 The distribution of 1,000 census houses used
as workshop-cum-residence includiug household
industry in the rural and urban areas of the State
revealed that 847 houses were located in the rural
areas and 153 in the urban areas. As household
industry combined with residence is the normal
feature of the economy of people living in the
rural areas, its greater proportion in the rural areas is
quite nataral.

1.62 This distribution for various districts revea-
led that Jhalawar had as many as 939 such houses in
the rural areas thereby revealing that the lowest
number (61) of such houses existed in its urban areas.
Jalor had 934 such houses in the rural areas and
66 in urban. As these districts are characterized by
the rural'nature of their economy, the preponderant
numbers in the rural areas appear quite natural. Tt
was in Churu district that a greater number of such
censvs houses was located in the urban areas as
compared to those rural. The number for urban
and rural areas there was 527 and 473 respectively.
The following table shows distribution for the State
and various districts in comparison to 1961 Census
position :—



Incidence per 1,000

- —
1971 1961
! —_—t——— - ——r———
S.No. State/District Rural Urban Rural Urban
- RAJASTHAN 847 153 816 184
1. Ganganagar 735 265 467 533
2. Bikaner 551 449 221 779
3. Churu 473 527 37 963
4. Jhunjhunun 642 358 549 451
5. Alwar 738 252 669 331
6. Bharatpur 746 25% 503 497
7. Sawai Madhopur 875 125 868 132
8. Jaipur 819 181 858 142
9. Sikar 783 217 362 638
10. Ajmer 797 203 842 158
11, Tonk 785 215 540 460
12. Jaisalimer 902 98 559 441
13. Jodhpur 780 220 615 385
14, Nagauc 807 193 797 203
- 15. Pali ‘928 72 947 53
16. Barmer 825 175 994 6
17. lalor 934 66 980 20
18. Sirohi 899 101 971 29
19. Bhilwara 922 78 989 1n
20. Udaipur 877 123 701 299
21. Chittaurgarh 902 9% 798 202
22. Dungarpur 891 109 732 268
23, Banswara 924 76 875 125
24. Bundi 812 188 213 787
25. Kota 901 99 915 85
26. Jhalawar 939 6l 848 152

Occupied census houses other than residential

1.63 The census houses other than residential
may be occupied for being used for any of the

following purposes :—

(1) Hotels,
(ii)
(iif)
(iv)
(v)

sarais,

eating places.

(vi)

sweetmeat

dharamshalas, tourist-
homes and inspection houses.

Shops excluding eating-houses.
Business houses and offices.

Factories, workshops and worksheds.
Restaurants,

shops

cluding places of worship.

(vii)

mosques, gurutdwaras etc.)

(viii) Others.

and

Places of entertainment and community
gathering ( panchayatghars etc. )

€X-

Places of worship (e.g. temples, churches,

1.64 The incidence of all houses used for the
above purposes worked out to 16.4% of all census
houses in the State.

houses

The actual number of census
under this category was 1,021,965.

The

different uses listed above will now be taken up one
by one.
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Hostels, sarais, dh'aramshalas, tourist homes and
inspection houses

1.65 There were in all 18,330 census houses under
this category. This represented 0.39 of all census
houses in the State. Out of this 14,010 representing
76.4% were located in the rural areas and 4,320
representing 23.6% in the urban areas.

1.66 The districtwise position revealed that
Bharatpur with a percentage of 12.3 occupied the
top place followed by Jaipur which had 10.19% of
such houses. The lowest percentage of 0.8 was
found in Banswara district.

1.67 Among the rural areas of the various
districts too, Bharatpur was at the top with 10.7%.
Jaipur with 7.9% was in the second place here also.
For the bottom place, Bikaner and Dungarpur were
tied up with a percentage of 0.5 each. For the urban
areas, Jaipur with a percentage of 2.2 replaced
Bharatpur at the top. Ajmer came next with a
percentage of 2.0. The lowest percentage of 0.1 was
recorded in ‘Jaisalmer district. The following table
shows percentange for the State and the various
districts in comparison to the 1961 Census position:—

Total Rural Urban
———t s - ~ -t -~

State/Distict 1971 1961 1971 1961 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 100 100 764 69.1 236 309
Ganganagar 1.9 3.0 1.1 1.4 0.8 1.6
Bikaner 1.1 23 0.5 1.3 0.6 1.0
Churu 2.5 2.8 1.4 1.1 1.1 1.7
Jhunjhunun 3.4 4.9 2.3 3.5 1.1 1.4
Alwar 7.9 7.6 7.1 6,2 0.8 1.4
Bharatpur 12.3 7.2 107 5.4 1.6 1.8
Sawai Madhopur 4.5 33 4.1 2.6 0.4 0.7
Jaipur 10.1 8.3 7.9 $.7 2.2 2.6
Sikar 7.6 5.0 6.6 3.5 1.0 1.5
Ajmer 4.7 6.5 2.7 2.9 2.0 3.6
Tonk 1.6 2.0 1.2 1.3 0.4 0.7
Jaisalmer 2.0 2.0 1.9 1.8 0.1 0.2
Jodhpur 4.1 5.3 2.2 3.2 1.9 2.1

Nagaur 4.8 4.8 3.6 4.1 1.2 0.7

Pali 5.2 6.8 4.5 5.8 0.7 1.0
Barmer 2.8 2.8 2.3 2.3 0.5 0.5

Jalor 2.3 3.7 1.9 3.0 0.4 0.7
Sirohi 2.7 4.2 2.1 2.5 0.6 1.7
Bhilwara 3.2 33 2.3 2.3 0.9 1.0
Udaipur 5.5 4.3 4.0 2.9 1.5 1.4

Chittaurgarh 3.1 2.8 1.9 1.8 1.2 1.0
Dungarpur 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.6 0.5 0.1

Banswara 0.8 0.8 0.6 0.6 0.2 0.2
Bundi 11 0.9 0.7 0.5 04 0.4
Kota 2.8 3.2 1.6 1.6 1.2 1.6
Jhalawar 1.0 1.5 0.7 1.2 0.3 0.3




1.68 Of the total percentage of such houses in
the urban areas of the State which was 23.6, a little
more than one fourth (6.579/) were located in the
six cities alone. Jaipur City with 1.56% occupied
the top place while Bikaner with 0.48%; came last,

The following table shows percentage and rank for
each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.48 6
2. Jaipur 1.56 1
3. Ajmer 1.12 3
4. Jodhpur 1.47 2
5. Udaipur 0.90 5
6. Kota 1.04 4

1.71 The general trend that is observable from
the above table reveals that there has been a general
increase in the number of such census houses over
the last decade. With alround expansion of econo-
my, increase in the number of such census houses,
which are generally meant for providing faci.ities to
the people, appears quite natural and normal.

1.72 This distribution for the cities showed that
the highest number which happened to be 4 was
found in Jodhpur and Udaipur. The following
table shows distribution for each city in comparison
with 1961 figures along with rank :—

1.69 The distribution pattern of census houses by
vacant and different uses. revealed that only 3 per
1,000 houses were put to such use in the State.

1.70 This distribution for various districts revealed
that Jaisalmer had the highest number which was
8 followed by Bharatpur and Sikar which had 6
such houses each. The lowest number which was
1 was recorded in Ganganagar, Banswara and
Jhalawar districts. The following table shows the
distribution for the State and the various districts
for 1961 and 1971 Censuses:—

1971 1961
p A — - A -
Incidence Rank Incidence Rank
City per 1,000 per 1,000
1. Bikaner 2 3 2 3
2. Jaipur P 3 1 4
3. Ajmer 3 2 3 2
4. Jodhpur 4 1 4 1
5. Udaipur 4 1 3 2
6. Kota 3 2 3 2

Incidence per 1,000
A

S.No.  State/District 1971 1961

RAJASTHAN 3 2

1. Ganganagar 1 1
2. Bikaner 2 2
3. Churu 3 2
4. Jhunjhunun 3 3
5. Alwar 4 2
6. Bharatpur 6 2
7. Sawai Madhopur 3 1
8. Jaipur - 3 2
9. Sikar 6 2
10. Ajmer 3 2
11, Tonk 2 1
12. Jaisalmer 8 5
13. Jodhpur 3 3
14, Nagaur 3 2
15. Pali 3 3
16. Barmer 3 2
17. Jalor 3 3
18. Sirohi 4 4
19. Bhilwara 2 1
20. Udaipur 2 1
21. Chittaurgarh 2 1
22. Dungarpur 2 1
23. Banswara 1 i
24. Bundi 2 1
25. Kota 2 1
26. Jhalawar 1 1

1.73 Tt will be seen from the above table that
while the position of four cities has remained
unchanged over the decade, the number of such
census houses has registered an increase in Jaipur
and Udaipur cities.

Shops excluding eating houses

1.74 A total of 174,450 census houses representing
2 89 of all census houses in the State were used for
this purpose. Out of this 87,195 were located in the
rural arcas and 87,255 in the urban areas. This
represented a percentage break-up of almost 50-50.
During 1961 Census percentage in rural areas was
greater than in the urban areas. It was 54.99 and
45.19; respectively. Thus there has been an increase
in the number of such census houses in the urban
areas over the decade and quite naturally so.

1.75 The districtwise position revealed that Jaipur
w..h a percentage of 12.2 occupied the top place
followed by Udaipur which had 7.5 houses put to

this use. The lowest parcentage of 0.4 was recorded
in Jaisalmer district.

1.76 In the rural areas Jaipur and Udaipur
continued to maintain their places at No. 1 & 2 with
percentages of 5.0 and 4.7 respectively. The lowest
percentage which was 0.2 was again recorded in
Jaisalmer district,



1.77 In the urban areas of various districts,
Jaipuf maintained its lead at the top with a percen-
-tage of 7.2. Ajmer with a percentage of 4.9 replaced
Udaipur at the second place. Jaisalmer again came
last with 0.29;. The following table shows the
percentage for the State and the various districts
separately for rural and urban areas for 1961 and
1971 Censuses :—

Total Rural Urban
I — ——A ~  —— ~
State/District 1971F 1961 1971 1961 -1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 100 100 500 549 500 451
Ganganagar 53 4.1 2.1 1.7 32 2.4
Bikaner 2.3 1.9 0.3 0.3 20 1.6
Churu 2.5 2.1 0.5 0.2 2.0 1.9
Jhunjhunun 3.0 3.4 1.3 1.9 1.7 1.5
Alwar 5.5 6.3 3.8 5.1 1.7 1.2
Bharatpur 6.0 5.9 3.3 3.1 2.7 2.8

Sawai Madhopur 5.7 5.4 3.8 4.0 1.9 1.4

Jaipur 122 124 5.0 6.4 7.2 6.0
Sikar 3.8 4.8 1.7 2.8 2.1 2.0
Ajmer 7.1 7.9 2.2 2.9 4.9 5.0
Tonk 3.2 33 1.9 2.2 1.3 1.1
Jaisalmer 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2
Jodhpur 4.7 4.3 1.0 0.9 3.7 34
Nagaur 4.1 4.6 2.3 2.7 1.8 1.9
Pali 3.1 3.5 1.9 2.3 1.2 1.2
Barmer 1.6 1.5 0.8 0.7 0.8 0.8
Jalor 1.2 0.9 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.3
Sirohi 1.2 1.1 0.5 0.4 0.7 0.7
Bhilwara 4.8 5.9 3.6 4.6 1.2 1.3
Udaipur 7.5 7.1 4.7 4.6 2.8 2.5
Chittaurgarh 3.9 3.5 2.4 2.2 1.5 1.3
Dungarpur 1.1 1.0 0.7 0.6 D.4 0.4
Banswara 1.1 0.7 0.7 0.4 0.4 0.3
Bundi 1.7 18 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.9
Kota 5.1 4.6 2.3 21 2.8 2.5
Jhalawar 1.9 1.7 1.3 1.2 0.6 0.5

1.78 Out of a total of almost 502, houses that
were located in the urban areas of the State, the
cities accounted for a little more than one third of
them. The percentage worked out to 16.85. The
highest percentage which was 5.57 was recorded in
Jaipur while the lowest percentage of 1.71 was in
Bikaner. The following table shows percentage and
rank for each city :(—
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City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 1.71 6
2. Jaipur 5.57 1
3. Ajmer 2.52 3
4, Jodhpur 3.12 2
5. Udaipur 1.96 5
6. Kota 1.97 4

1.79 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses by vacant and different uses revealed that
there were 28 such houses in the State.

1.80 Thijs distribution for various districts revea-
led that the highest number which was 42 was
found in Ajmer district. The lowest number (14)
was found in Jalor district. The following table
shows distribution for the State and various districts
along with the 1961 Census results :—

Incidence per 1,000
A

S.No. State/District 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 28 34
1. Gangapagar 33 35
2. Bikaner 32 29
3. Churu 26 29
4, Jhunjhunun 29 39
5. Alwar 28 37
6. Bharatpur 29 32
7. Sawai Madhopur 31 34
8. Jaipur 36 41
9. Sikar 30 45
10. Ajmer 42 53
11. Tonk 33 42
12. Jaisalmer 16 15
13. Jodhpur 32 37
14. Nagaur 26 36
15. Pali 19 27
i6. Barmer 16 19
17. Jalor 14 13
18. Sirohi 17 19
19. Bhilwara 29 43
20. Udaipur 26 32
21. Chittaurgarh 25 31
22. Dungarpur 17 19
23, Banswara : 15 12
24, Bundi 27 36
25. Kota 30 35
26. Jhalawar 22 24
1.81 This distribution for the cities revealed that

Udaipur and Jodhpur jointly occupied the top place



with 78 census houses each on this account. The
lowest number which was 62 was found in Kota.
The following table shows distribution for each
city along with rank in comparison to the 1961
position :—

1971 1961

City Irncidence Rank ?t_lcidence RarE(
per 1,000 per 1,000
1. Bikaner 72 3 59 6
2. Jaipur 74 2 68 5
3. Ajmer 74 2 78 4
4. Jodhpur 78 1 99 1
5. Udaipur 78 1 87 2
6. Kota 62 4 86 3

Business houses and offices

1.82 There were 21,500 census houses in the State
that were put to this use. In relation to the total
census houses in the State, the percentage for this
class worked out to 0.3. Out of this 10,530, repre-
senting 49.0%,, were located in the rural areas and
10,970, representing 51.09/, in the urban areas. As
the rural population in Rajasthan is almost five
times that of urban, the above percentages indicate
that the incidence of such houses in the urban areas
is almost five times that of the rural areas.

1.83 The position in respect of the various
districts revealed that Jaipur had the highest per-
centage (11.8) of such census houses followed by
Udaipur which had a percentage of 8.6. The lowest
percentage which was 1.1 was found in Jaisalmer.

1.84 For the rural arcas of various districts
Udaipur with a percentage of 5.4 occupied the top
place followed by Jaipur in the second place with a
percentage of 3.8. Churu and Jaisalmer districts
occupied the bottom place jointly with a percentage
of 0.4 cach.

1.85 In the urban areas, the highest percentage
(8.0) was located in Jaipur followed by Jodhpur
which had a percentage of 4.3. The lowest percen-
tage for the urban areas which was 0.4 was recorded
in Dungarpur district. The following table shows
distribution for the State and various districts separa-
tely for the rural and the urban areas in comparison
to the 1961 figures :—

. Total Rural Urban

—_—F—— ——_—Fe—— P
State/District 1971 1961 1971 1961 971 1961
RAJASTHAN 100 100 49.0 47.2 510 528
Ganganagar , 4.9 4.6 2.5 1.7 2.4 2.9
Bikaner 3.0 2.8 1.0 0.5 2.0 23
Churu 1.9 24 04 04 1.5 20
Jhunjhunun 2.5 1.6 1.3 0.8 1.2 0.8
Alwar 4.0 4.3 2.4 2.7 1.6 1.6
Bharatpur 4.4 4.7 1.9 2.0 2.5 2.3
Sawai Madhopur 3.5 3.1 1.7 2.2 1.8 0.9
Jaipur 11.8  14.1 3.8 4.3 8.0 9.8
Sikar 2.8 2.5 1.8 1.0 1.0 1.5
Ajimer 7.3 8.5 3.3 3.0 40 5.5
Tonk 2.4 2.2 1.0 1.3 1.4 0.9
Jaisalmer 1.1 0.9 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.4
Jodhpur 5.5 4.0 1.2 1.4 4.3 2.6
Nagaur 3.0 3.0 1.9 1.4 1.1 1.6
Pali 3.8 3.4 26 2.4 1.2 1.0
Barmer 2.4 2.3 14 1.5 1.0 0.8
Jalor 2.0 1.7 1.2 1.1 0.8 0.6
Sirohi 2.2 3.1 10 1.4 1.2 1.7
Bhilwara 4.6 4.2 3.1 2.6 1.5 1.6
Udaipur 8.6 8.5 5.4 5.2 3.2 3.3
Chittaurgarh 5.2 3.8 3.3 2.2 1.9 1.6
Dungarpur 1.3 1.9 0.9 1.4 0.4 0.5
Banswara 1.5 1.8 0.8 1.8 0.7 0.5
Bundi 19 2.0 0.9 0.8 1.0 1.2
Kota 6.4 6.3 2.8 2.6 3.6 3.7
Jhalawar 2.0 2.3 1.0 1.5 1.0 0.8

1.86 Out of the 51.09; of such houses that were
located in the urban areas of the State, 18.3%, were
accounted for by the cities alone. The highest
percentange of 591 was located in Jaipur and the
lowest 1.79 in Ajmer The following table shows
percentage and rank for each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 1.80 5
2. Jaipur o 591 1
3. Ajmer 1.79 6
4 Jodhpur 3.79 2
S. Uda.pur 2,00 4
6. Kota 2.84 3

1.87 The distribution pattern of census houses by
vacant and different uses revealed that there were
only 3 houses per 1.000 in the State under this use.



1.88 Similar distribution for the districts revealed
that Ajmer had the highest incidence which was 6.
The lowest number, which was 2, was found in
Churu, Alwar, Sawai Madhopur, Nagaur and
Banswara districts.  The following table shows
.distribution for the State and various districts for
1971 in comparison to the 1961 position :—

Incidence per 1,000

— A
S.No. State/District’ 1971 1961
A

RAJASTHAN 3 2

1. Ganganagar 4 3
2. Bikaner 5 3
3. Churu 2 2
4, Jhunjhunun 3 1
5. Alwar 2 2
6. Bharatpur 3 2
1. Sawai Madhopur 2 1
8. Jaipur 4 3
9. Sikar 3 2
10. Ajmer 6 4
11. Tonk 3 2
12. Jaisalmer 5 3
13. Jodhpur 5 2
14, Nagaur 2 1
15. Pali 3 2
16. Barmar 3 2
17. Jalor 3 2
18. Sirohi 4 3
19, Bhilwara k} 2
20. Udaipur 4 2
21, Chittaurgarh 4 2
22. Dungarpur 3 2
23 Banswara 2 2
24. Bundi 4 3
25. Kota 4 3
26. Jhalawar 3 2

1.89 It will be seen from the above table that
almost all the districts have recorded a rise in this
category over the decade. Due to an alround
¢xpansion in trade, commerce and the functions of
the State, more and more new business houses and
offices have come into existence and old ones have
undergone expansion. The increase on this account,
therefore, appears quite normal.

1.90 The pattern of distribution of such houses
for the cities revealed that Jodhpur and Kota had
the highest number which was 11 in each case. The
lowest number (6) was found in Ajmer. The follow-
ing table shows distribution and rank for each city
in comparison to the 1961 Census :—
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1971 1961

— sl A -

Incidence Rank Incidence Rank

City per 1,000 per 1,000
1. Bikaner 9 3 5 4
2. Jaipur 10 2 7 2
3. Ajmer 6 4 6 3
4, Jodhpur 11 1 - 5 4
5. Udaipur 10 2 9 1
6. Kota 11 1 9 1

‘percentage of 5.1 was at the second place.

Factories, workshops and work-sheds

1.91 There were 80,055 census houses in the State
that were put to this use. This represented 1.3% of
all census houses in the State. Out of this, 40,365
census houses representing 50.4% were located in the
rural arcas and 39,690, reprcsenting 49.6% in the
urban areas.

1.92 The districtwise position revealed that Jaipur
was far too ahead of other districts with a per-
centage of 16.3. The next highest percentage on
this account was recorded in Ajmer district which
was 7.8. The lowest percentage of 0.4 was found in
Jaisalmer district.

1.93 Regarding rural areas of the various districts,
Jaipur maintained its lead with a percentage of 6.9
followed this time by Alwar with a percentage of
4.7. The lowest percentage, which was 0.2, was
again recorded in Jaisalmer district.

1.94 In respect of urban areas, Jaipur was again
at the top with a percentage of 9.4. Ajmer with a
For the
bottom place, Jaisalmer was this time joined by
Jalor and Banswara districts where the percentage,
in each case, worked out to 0.2.

1.95 A look at the comparable picture of 1961
reveals almost the same picture as that of 1971, in
general, and for Jaipur, Ajmer and Alwar districts in
particular. This goes to show that the concentration
of such census houses has continued to remain intact
in these districts over the decade. The following
table shows percentage for the State aad various
districts in comparison with the 1961 position :(—



Rural

Total Urban
[P SRSV SIS SO DI
State/District 1971 1961 1971 1961 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 100 100 504 43.7 49.6 56.3
Ganganagar 3.7 3.5 1.5 1.3 2.2 2.2
Bikaner 2.4 5.0 0.6 0.9 1.8 4.1
Churu 2.5 2.1 0.5 0.2 20 1.9
Jhunjbunun 23 17 13 09 10 08
Alwar 6.4 6.3 4.7 4.6 1.7 1.7
Bharatpur S.1 4.7 2.6 2.1 2.5 2.6
Sawai Madhopur 4.2 4,6 2.5 3.4 1.7 1.2
Jaipur 16.3 198 6.9 7.8 94 12.0
Sikar 4.2 3.2 2.3 1.1 19 2.1
Ajmer 7.8 8.7 2.7 2.0 5.1 6.7
Tonk 29 25 1.5 1.1 1.4 1.4
Jaisalmer 0.4 0.7 0.2 0.5 0.2 0.2
Jodhpur 4.5 5.7 1.2 1.1 3.3 4.6
Nagaur 3.5 2.7 1.6 15 1.9 1.2
Pali 4.0 2.7 2.8 1.7 1.2 1.0
Barmer 1.4 1.8 08 1.0 0.6 0.8
Jalor 1.0 11 0.8 0.7 0.2 0.4
Sirohi 1.5 0.8 0.8 0.5 0.7 03
Bhilwara 5.3 4.5 3.8 3.3 1.5 1.2
Udaipur 6.2 5.5 2.8 2.1 34 3.4
Chittaurgarh 3.7 4.0 2.3 2.4 1.4 1.6
Dungarpur 0.7 0.4 0.4 0.2 03 0.2
Banswara 0.6 0.5 0.4 03 0.2 0.2
Bundi 1.5 1.1 0.8 0.5 0.7 0.6
Kota 5.6 4.5 2.9 1.4 2,7 3.1
Jhalawar 2.3 1.9 1.7 1.1 06 0.8

1.96 Out of 49.6%, houses that were located in

the urban areas of the State, 19.05% were located in
the cities. Jaipur had the highest percentage which
was 7.73 followed by Jodhpur which had 2.84. The
lowest percentage of 1.47 was recorded in Bikaner.
The following table shows percentage and rank for
each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 1.47 6
2. Jaipur 7.73 1
3. Ajmer 2.75 3
4. Jodhpur 2.34 2
S. Udaipur 2.30 4
6. Kota 1.96 5
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1.97 A look at the above table along with the
similar table for the districts, would show that
although Jodhpur City occupies a place next to
Jaipur Cily, Jodhpur district as a whole does not
show a high percentage of houses under this use.

1.98 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses put to different uses and vacant revealed that
there were 13 such houses in the whole State. During
1961, this figure worked out to only 5. This
reflects a trend towards growing industrialization.

1.99 1In the various districts of the State, the
highest number, which was 22, was found in Jaipur
district. The second highest number of 21 was
found in Ajmer. The lowest number which was 4
was located in Dungarpur and Banswara. The
following table shows distribution for the State and
various districts in comparison to the 1961 Census:—

Incidence per 1,000

’

————te
S.No, State/District 1971 1961

RAJASTHAN 13 5

1. Ganganagar 11 4
2. Bikaner 15 11
3. Churu 12 4
4. Jhunjbunun 10 3
5. Alwar 15 5
6. Bharatpur ' 12 4
7. Sawai Madhopur 11 4
8. Jaipur 22 10
9. Sikar 15 4
10. Ajmer 21 9
11. Tonk 14 5
12. Jaisalmer 6 5
13. Jodhpur 14 8
14. Nagaur 10 3
15. Pali 11 3
16. Barmer 6 3
17. Jalor 5 2
18. Sirohi 9 2
19. Bhil\yara 15 5
20. Udaipur 10 4
21. Chittaurgarh 11 5
22. Dungarpur 4 1
23. Banswara 4 1
24. Bundi 11 3
25. Kota 15 5
26. Jhalawar 12 4




1.100 It will be observed from the above table
that, during 1961 Bikaner occupied the top place,
followed by Jaipur and Ajmer. But in 1971 Bikaner
occupied third place along with Alwar, Sikar,
Bhilwara and Kota districts. This is on account of
a faster increase in the number of houses put to such
use in the other districts.

1.101 This distribution for the cities revealed that
Jaipur and Udaipur, with 47 and 42 houses respec-
tively, occupied the first and the second place. The
lowest number which was 28, was found in Bikaner
and Kota. The following table shows distribution and
rank for each city along with the 1961 position:—

1971 1961
« - « A Y
City Incidence Rank Incidence Rank
per 1,000 per 1,000
1. Bikaner 28 5 21 3
2. Jaipur 47 1 22 2
3. Ajmer 37 3 22 2
4. Jodhpur 32 4 22 2
5. Udaipur 42 2 26 1
6. Kota 28 5 21 3

1.102 It will be observed from the above table
that Jaipur, Ajmer and Udaipur cities have recorded
a sharp rise in the number of such census houses
over the decade. In the case of Kota, perhaps, the
small increase in terms of numbers is largely offset
by the larger proportion of the factories etc. which
have come up there.

Restaurants, sweetmeat shops and eating-places

1.103 There were 13,020 census houses in the
State that were used for housing such establishments.
This represented 0.2%, of all census houses in the
State. Out of this, 5,740 census houses, representing
44.1%, were located in the rural areas and 7,280,
representing 55.9%, in the urban. As this category
of houses is generally found in the urban areas,
proportionately higher percentage in such areas is
therefore quite natural.

1.104 The districtwise position revealed that Jaipur
with a percentage of 13.0 occupied the top place.
Sikar'came next with a percentage of 6.7, By and
large, this type of use of census houses in the State
has not recorded any appreciable increase during
the 1961-71 decade.
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1.105 1In the rural areas of wvarious districts,
Jaipur, followed by Sikar, with percentages of 4.7
and 3.3 respectively, occupied the first and second
place. The lowest percentage which worked out to
0.4 was located in Bundi.

1.106 For the urban areas, Jaipur with a per~
centage cf 8.3 continued to occupy the top place
followed in the second place by Ajmer with a per-
centage of 4.1. The lowest percentage of 0.2 each
was recorded in Jaisalmer, Jalor, and Dungarpur
districts. The following table shows percentage for
the State and various districts in comparison to
1961 Census :—

Total Rural Urban

p e . . —_ A .
State/District 1971 1961 1971 1961 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 100 100 4.1 24.7 559 753
Ganganagar 5.5 6.0 1.8 14 3.7 4.6
Bikaner 3.3 6.4 0.8 0.4 2.5 6.00
Churu 4.5 24 0.9 0.3 3.6 2.1
Jhunjhunun 3.6 2.8 1.5 1.1 2.1 1.7
Alwar 4.5 5.7 2.2 2.6 2.3 3.1
Bharatpur 23 1.9 1.2 0.4 1.1 1.5
Sawai Madhopur 4.2 4.3 1.4 2.0 2.8 23
Jaipur 13.0 220 4.7 4.3 8.3 17.7
Sikar 6.7 4.6 33 0.5 34 4.1
Ajmer 60 11.1 1.9 0.4 4.1 10.7
Tonk 2.3 1.3 1.1 0.3 1.2 1.0
Jaisalmer 0.7 0.8 0.5 N 0.2 0.8
Jodhpur 3.1 5.4 1.3 0.6 1.8 4.8
Nagaur 5.2 1.7 2.8 0.5 2.4 1.2
Pali 5.1 14 31 1.1 2.0 0.3
Barmer 1.2 1.6 0.5 0.5 0.7 1.1
Jalor 1.4 0.8 1.2 0.6 0.2 0.2
Sirohi 2.7 1.1 1.2 0.6 1.5 0.5
Bhilwara 4.0 1.3 2.2 0.5 1.8 0.8
Udaipur 53 6.3 3.2 1.8 2.1 4.5
Chittaurgarh 3.9 2.3 23 0.8 1.6 1.5
Dungarpur 0.7 1.1 0.5 05 0.2 0.6
Banswara 1.5 0.9 0.8 0.2 0.7 0.7
Bundi 1.0 1.5 0.4 04 0.6 1.1
Kota 6.2 3.2 2.2 1.8 4.0 1.4
Jhalawar 2.1 2.1 1.1 1.1 1.0 1.0

1.107 1t will be particularly seen from the above
table while comparing the figures of the two censuses,
that the percentage for the State and districts in respect
of the urban areas was much higher in 1961 than
in 1971. During 1971, the percentage of such census.
houses in the rural areas has registered a fairly sharp
increase both in respect of the State and the districts.
This may be attribuled to increasing urbanization on



account of improved means of transport and commu-
nication, and other facilities in the rural areas. For
example, tea stalls have come up even in the remote
areas which are not otherwise easily accessible.

1.108  Of the 55.99%; houses that were located in
the urban areas of the State, 16.13%/ were located in
the cities. Jaipur with a percentage of 6.14 occupied
the top place followed by Kota, with a percentage of
3.07. The lowest percentage of 1.08 was found in

Udaipur. The following table shows percentage and
rank for each city :—

City

Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 2.15 4
2. Jaipur 6.14 1
3. Ajmer 2.19 3
4. Jodhpur 1.50 5
5. Udaipur 1.08 6
6. Kota 3.07 2

1.109 The distribution pattern of census houses
by different uses and vacant revealed that there were
only 2 such census houses for every 1,000 in the
whole State. During 1961, this number was only 1.

1.110 The distribution pattern for the districts
revealed that the highest number, which happened to

be 4, was jointly recorded in Churu and Sikar districts.

The lowest number which was 1 was jointly recorded
in Bharatpur, Barmer, Jalor, Udaipur, Dungarpur,
Banswara and Bundi districts. The following table
shows distribution for the State and various districts
in comparison with the 1961 Census :—

Incidence per 1,000
.

1971 B

State/District 1961

RAJASTHAN

Ganganagar
Bikaner
Churu
Jhunjhunun
Alwar
Bharatpur
Sawai Madhopur
Jaipur
Sikar
Ajmer
Tonk

NWhUWN=NWRLL N
HuNwHZ;—ﬁ-t—-JBN"
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Incidence per 1,000

A —— -
State/District 1971 1961
Jaisalmer 2 2
Jodhpur 2 2
Nagaur 3 1
Pali 2 N
Barmer 1 1
Jalor 1 N
Sirohi 3 1
Bhilwara 2 N
Udaipur 1 1
Chittaurgarh 2 1
Dungarpur 1 1
Banswara i 1
Bundi 1 1
Kota 3 1
Jhalawar 2 1

1.111 Tt can be visualized from the above table

that except in Bikaner district in which the number
of such census houses has gone down in comparison
to 1961, the number in other district has either
remained unchanged or has increased during the
last decade. In terms of percentages, however, this
type of use of census houses has not caught on much
as compared to the other uses. The following table
shows such distribution for each city along with the
196] position and rank :—

1961

197
- . \ — “—
City Incidence Rank Incidence Rank
per 1,000 per 1,000
1. Bikaner 8 1 10 1
2. Jaipur 6 3 9 2
3. Ajmer 5 4 10 1
4. Jodhpur 3 5 6 3
5. Udaipur 3 5 9 2
6. Kota 7 2 2 4

Places of ehtertainment and community gathering

1.112 There were 4,170 census houses in the
whole State that were used for this type of estab-
lishments. This represented 0.1% of all census houses
in the State. Out of this, 3,275 representing 78.59,
were located in the rural areas and 895, representing
21.5%, in the urban areas. During 1961, 819 such
census houses were located in the rural areas and
19% in the urban areas. It thus reveals that there
has been a rise of 2.59 in the urban areas and a
proportionate decrease to this extent in the rural
areas. '



1.113 Districtwise position on this account revea-
led that Jaipur and Udaipur with a percentage of
8.8 each jointly occupied the first place. The lowest
percentage of 0.2 was found in Jaisalmer. For the
rural areas, the highest percentage which was 6.3
was recorded in Udaipur. Jaipur with a percentag~
of 5.8 occupied the next place. Jaisalmer once again
.recorded the lowest percentage of 0.2 which corres-
pohded to the percentage of the district as a whole.

1.114 For the urban areas, Jaipur returned to
the top place with a percentage of 3.0 followed by
Udaipur which had 2.59;. While no such house
existed in the urban areas of Jaisalmer and Dungar-
pur districts, the lowest percentage which was 0.1
each was recorded in Pali and Bundi districts. No
figures having been netted in thc sample for the
urban areas of Jaisalmér and Dungarpur districts
may be on account of various reasoms. It may,
however, be mentioned that even otherwise, the
incidence of such houses in these districts is very
small. The following table shows percentage for
the State and the various districts in comparison
with the 1961 Census figures :—

Total Rural Urban
———Fee e A
State/District 1971 1961 1971 1961 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 100 100 785 81.0 215 190
Ganganagar 3.8 6.3 3.6 5.4 0.2 0.9
Bikaner 3.0 4.7 1.2 2.5 1.8 2.2
Churu 2.8 2.4 1.6 1.1 1.2 1.3
Jhunjhunun 2.9 2.1 2.0 1.7 0.9 0.4
Alwar 4.2 4.0 3.2 3.8 1.0 0.2
Bharatpur 4.7 3.9 4.1 3.3 0.6 0.6
Sawai Madhopur 4.7 5.1 4.0 4.7 0.7 0.4
Jaipur 8.8 7.1 5.8 5.8 3.0 1.3
Sikar 2.6 2.9 2.2 2.4 2.4 0.5
Ajmer 6.1 7.7 4.6 5.9 1.5 1.8
Tonk 4.2 2.4 3.6 1.9 0.6 0.5
Jaisalmer 0.2 0.5 0.2 0.5
Jodhpur 3.1 2.6 1.8 1.7 1.3 0.9
Nagaur 5.0 5.7 4.1 4.1 0.9 1.6
Pali 4.4 7.1 4.3 6.3 0.1 0.8
Barmer 2.4 2.1 2.2 2.0 0.2 0.1
Jalor 1.4 1.7 1.2 1.4 0.2 0.3
Sicohi 3.4 2.5 2.7 2.3 0.7 0.2
Bhilwara 6.4 4.7 5.7 4.1 0.7 0.6
Udaipur 8.8 7.5 6.3 5.8 2.5 1.7
Chittaurgarh 4.3 4.4 3.6 4.1 0.7 0.3
Dungarpur 1.9 2.2 1.9 1.8 0.4
Banswara 2.3 1.9 1.9 1.9 0.4 N
Bundi 1.3 1.6 1.2 1.3 0.1 0.3
Kota 5.4 4.0 4.1 3.2 1.3 0.8
Jhalawar 1.9 29 1.4 2.0 G.5 0.9
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1.115 Existence of larger number of such census
houses in the rural areas may be attributed to the
fact that places of community gathering, particularly
panchayatghars, are most located in the rural areas.
Had it been a question purely of places of enter-
tainment, the urban areas, no doubt, would have
stood out prominently as such places are, perhaps,
in much larger proportion in the urban areas.

1.116 Out of the 21.5% of such census houses
that existed in the urban areas of the State, 8.89%
were accounted for by the cities. Jaipur with a
percentage of 2.28 occupied the top place while
Ajmer with 0.72 came last. The following table
shows percentage for each city along with rank :—

City Pcr cent Rank
1. Bikaner 1.80 3
2. Jaipur 2.28 1
3. Ajmer 0.72 6
4. Jodhpur 1.08 4
5. Udaipur 2.04 2
6. Kota 0.97 5
1.117 The distribution of 1,000 census houses by

different uses and vacant revealed that there was
only 1 such house in the whole State. During the
1961 Census also the number of such census houses
was the same. Similar pattern obtained in respect
of the districts also. The highest number which
happened to be 2 was recorded in the Bikaner
district. Other districts either only one such house
or the number was negligible. The following table
shows distribution for the State and the various
districts in comparison with 1961 Census results ;:—

Incidence per 1,000

- ~
1971 1961

S.No. State/District

RAJASTHAN
Ganganagar
Bikaner
Churu
Jhunjhunun
Alwar
Bharatpur
Sawai Madhopur
Jaipur

Sikar

10. Ajmer

11. Tonk

12. Jaisalmer

13. Jodhpur

YoNan R wN -




Incidence per 1,000

Ay

S.No. State/District 1971 1961
14. Nagaur 1 1
15. Pali 1 1
16. Barmer 1 N
17. Jalor N N
18. Sirohi 1 1
19. Bhilwara 1 1
20. Udaipur 1 N
21. Chittaurgarh 1 1
22. Dungarpur 1 1
23. Banswara 1 N
24. Bundi 1 1
25. Kota 1 1
26. Jhalawar 1 1

1.118 The distribution pattern for the cities also
followed the same course as it did in the case of the
State and districts. The highest number of 2 such
houses each was found in Bikaner and Udaipur.
While Jodhpur had negligible number, the other
three cities had one such house each. The following
table shows distribution and rank for each city in
comparison to the 1961 position :—

1971 1961
——— A — —_ ~ A
Incidence Rank Incidence Rank
City per 1,000 per 1,000

1. Bikaner 2 1 1 1
2. Jaipur 1 2 N
3 Ajmer 1 2 1 1
4. Jodhpur N N
5. Udaipur 2 1 1 1
6. Kota 1 2 N

This picture raflects the continuing need for a larger
number of places of entertainment and community
gathering even though there has been some improve-
ment in the position over the last decade.

Places of worship ( e.g. temple, church, mosque,
gurudwara etc.)

1.119 There were 82,660 census houses in the
State which were used as such. This represented
1.3% of all census houses in the State. Out of this,
68,665 such houses, representing 83.1%, were located
in the rural areas and 13,995, representing 16.9%, in
the urban areas.

1.120 The districtwise position regarding existence
of such census houses revealed that Jaipur with a
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percentage as high as 13.3 occupied the top place
followed by Udaipur which had a percentage of 8 4.
The lowest percentage which was 0.4, was found in
Jaisalmer.

1.121 For the rural areas, Jaipur and Udaipur
again occupied the first and second place with
percentages of 10.8 and 7.3 respectively. Jaisalmer,
along with Dungarpur, recorded the lowest percen-
tage which was 0.3 in each case.

1.122 For the urban areas, Jaipur with a percen-
tage of 2.4 was again at the top. Second place was
occupied by Ajmer where percentage was 1.4. The
lowest percentage of 0.1 each was found in Jaisalmer
and Jalor districts. The following table shows
percentage for the State and the various districts.
Comparison with similar data of 1961 has not been
possible because separate information on this
account was not collected in that Census but was
combined under the category of “Others” : —

State/District Percentage

RAJASTHAN 100 83.1 16.9
Ganganagar 2.5 2.2 0.3
‘Bikaner 2.0 1.3 0.7
Churu 2.1 1.5 0.6
Jhunjhunun 2.4 1.7 0.7
Alwar 5.3 4.7 0.6
Bharatpur 4.4 3.5 0.9
Sawai Madhopur 5.8 5.2 0.6
Jaipur 13.2 10.8 2.4
Sikar 4.2 33 0.9
Ajmer 6.1 4.7 1.4
Tonk 4.9 4.3 0.6
Jaisalmer 0.4 0.3 0.1
Jodhpur 3.4 2.5 0.9
Nagaur 3.7 2.9 0.8
Pali 6.3 5.8 0.5
Barmer 1.5 1.3 0.2
Jalor 1.5 1.4 0.1
Sirohi . 2.2 1.9 0.3
Bhilwara 6.1 57 0.4
Udaipur 8.4 7.3 1.1
Chittaurgarh 4.0 3.5 0.5
Dungarpur 0.5 0.3 0.2
Banswara 0.8 0.6 0.2
Bundi 1.9 1.5 0.4
Kota 4.4 3.3 1.1
Jhalawar 2.0 1.6 0.4




1.123  Out of the 16.9% houses that were located
in the urban areas of the State, 4.65/ were accounted
for by the cities. The highest percentage of 1.55
was found in Jaipur while the lowest percentage
which was 0.52 was in Bikaner. The following table
shows percentage and rank for each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.52 6
2. Jaipur 1.55 1
3. Ajmer 0.54 5
4. Jodhpur 0.68 4
5. Udaipur 0.69 3
6. Kota 0.70 2

1.124 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses by different uses and vacant in the State
revealed that there were 13 houses that were put
to such use.

1.125 In the districts, this distribution pattern
revealed that Tonk had the highest number (24 out
of 1,000), followed jointly by Jaipur and Pali
districts which had 18 such houses each. The lowest
number (4 out of 1,000) was recorded in Dungarpur.
The following table shows distribution for each
district :—

State/District

Incidence per 1,000

RAJASTHAN 13
Ganganagar 7
Bikaner 13
Churu 11
Jhunjhunun 11
Alwar 13
Bharatpur 10
Sawai Madhopur 15
Jaipur 18
Sikar 16
Ajmer 17
“Tonk 24
Jaisalmer 8
Jodhpur 11
‘Nagaur 11
Pali 18
Barmer 7
Jalor 8
Sirohi 14
Bhilwara 17
Udaipur 14
LChittaurgarh 13
Dungarpur 4
Banswara ’ 5
Bundi 14
Kota 12
Jhalawar 11
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1,126 This distribution in the case of cities revea-
led that the highest number which was 13 was found
in Udaipur, while the lowest number which was 8,
was found in Ajmer and Jodhpur. The following
table shows distribution and rank for each city :—

City Incidence per 1,000 Rank

1. Bikaner 10 2
2. Jaipur 10 2
3. Ajmer 8 3
4. Jodhpur 8 3
5. Udaipur 13 1
6. Kota 10 2
Others

1.127 Census houses included in this category
have been described in the beginning of this Chapter
while dealing with the definitions of the various
concepts.

1.128 There were 627,780 census houses in the
State which were used as such. This represented
10.1% of all census houses in the State. Out of this
561,330, representing 89.42/, were located in the rural
areas and 66,450, representing 10.6%, in the urban
areas.

1.129 Amongst the various districts of the State,
Jaipur and Alwar occupied the first and second place
with percentages of 11.6 and 9.0 respectively. The
lowest percentage, which was as low as 0.3 was
recorded in Jaisalmer district.

1.130  For the rural areas it was again Jaipur and
Alwar which held the first two positions with
percentages of 10.2 and 8.7 respectively. laisalmer
also did not improve its position and remained at
the bottom with 0.2.

1.131 For the urban areas, Jaipur held on to the
first place with a percentage of 1.4 but Alwar was
replaced at the second place by Ajmer where the
percentage worked out to 0.8. The following table
shows percentage for the State and various districts.
As places of worship were not a separate item in 1961
but were merged along with certain other items
under the category of ““Others” and Public Health
and Medical Institutions etc. which formed a
separate item in 1961 have now been merged with
items covered by the category “Others’’, no compari-
son is possible between the data for <Others” as it



was available in 1961 with the one now being
presented.

State/District Percentage
RAJASTHAN 100 89.4 10.6
Ganganagar 2.2 1.8 0.4
Bikaner 1.1 0.5 0.6
Churu 1.4 0.7 0.7
Jhunjhunun 3.1 2.7 0.4
Alwar 9.0 8.7 0.3
Bharatpur 8.0 7.6 0.4
Sawai Madhopur 55 5.1 0.4
Jaipur 11.6 10.2 1.4
Sikar 4.5 4.0 0.5
Ajmer 39 3.1 0.8
Tonk 50 4.6 0.4
Jaisalmer 0.3 0.2 0.1
Jodhpur 2.4 1.7 0.7
Nagaur 3.4 3.0 0.4
Pali 4.4 4.0 04
Barmer 0.8 0.7 0.1
Jalor 1.2 1.1 0.1
Sirohi 1.8 1.5 0.3
Bhilwara 4.6 4.3 0.3
Udaipur . 7.3 6.8 0.5
Chittaurgarh 5.0 4.7 0.3
Dungarpur 1.3 1.2 0.1
Banswara 1.8 Wi 0.1
Bundi 1.3 1.1 0.2
Kota 6.3 5.8 0.5
Jhalawar 2.8 2.6 0.2

1.132 Out of the 10.6%; houses that existed in the
urban areas of the State, 2.70% were accounted for
by the cities. The highest percentage of 0.87 was
found in Jaipur, while the lowest, 0.28 in Udaipur.
The following table shows percentage and rank for
each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.44 2
2. Jaipur 0.87 i
3. Ajmer 0.36 3
4, Jodhpur 0.44 2
5. Udaipur 0.28 5
6. Kota 0.31 4
1.133 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census

houses by different uses and vacant revealed that
there were 101 such houses in the State. After
purely residential and vacant census houses, this was
the third single largest categoty of census houses.
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1.134 The distribution pattern for districts
revealed that Tonk had the highest number (186 out
of 1,000) followed by Alwar which had 167 out of
1,000 houses. The lowest number, which was 29,
was recorded in Barmer district. The following
table shows distribution for the State and various
districts :—

State/District Incidence per 1,000

RAJASTHAN 101
Ganganagar 49
Bikaner 57
Churu 53
Jhunjhunun 106
Alwar 167
Bharatpur 143
Sawai Madhopur 111
Jaipur 122
Sikar 125
Ajmer 85
Tonk 186
Jaisalmer 35
Jodhpur 59
Nagaur 79
Pali 97
Barmer 29
Jalor 46
Sirohi 89
Bhilwara 99
Udaipur 92
Chitltaurgarh 119
Dungarpur 70
Banswara 83
Bundi 71
Kota 132
Jhalawar 118
1.135 This distribution pattern for the cities

revealed that Bikaner occupied the top place with 66
out of 1,000 houses used on this account. Kota
with 35 out pf 1,000 houses occupied the bottom
place. The following table shows distribution and
rank for each city:—

City Incidence per 1,000 Rank
1. Bikaner 66 1
2. Jaipur 42 2
3. Ajmer 38 4
4. Jodhpur 40 3
5. Udaipur 40 3
6. Kota 35 5




Vacant

1.136 There were 788,670 census houses in the
State that were found vacant on one account or the
other. This represented 12.77; of all census houses in
the State. Out of this, 687,260 houses, representing
87.1%, were located in the rural areas and 101,410,
representing 12.9%, in the urban areas. During 1961
Census, the percentage of vacancy in the rural and
urban areas was 81.2 and 18.8 respectively. A com-
parison of percentages of the two censuses reveals
that in the urban areas, lesser number of houses
were vacant during: 1971 as against 1961. The
position for rural areas was reverse. This, perhaps,
reflects the growing trend towards urbanization.

1.137 The position regarding different districts
revealed that Jaipur haq the highest percentage of
9.3 followed by Udaipur where this percentage
worked out to 7.4. The lowest percentage which
was 1.0, was recorded in Dungarpur and Banswara
districts.

1.138 For the rural areas of the various districts,
Jaipur and Udaipur with percentages of 8.1 and 6.8
respectively again occupied the first and second
place. Dungarpur and Banswara also continued to
remain at the bottom with a percentage of 0.9 each.

1.139  For the urban areas, Jaipur with a per-
centage of 1.2 remained at the top but Udaipur was
displaced from the second position by Jodhpur which
had a percentage of 1.0. The lowest percentage
which was 0.1 was again returned by Dungarpur
and Banswara districts along with Barmer. The
following table shows percentage for the State and

various districts in comparison with the 1961
. figures:—
Total Rural Urban

X p 3 S U,
State/District 1971 1961 1971 1961 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 100 100 87.1 812 129 188
Ganganagar 3.9 24 3.5 20 0.4 0.4
Bikaner 23 2.2 1.8 10 05 1.2
Churu 1.9 1.8 1.0 07 09 1.1
Jhunjhunun 2.7 2.3 1.9 1.4 0.8 0.9
Alwar 5.4 4.6 5.1 4.3 0.3 0.3
Bharatpur 5.5 5.5 5.0 4.1 0.5 1.4
Sawai Madhopur 6.3 7.3 5.7 6.6 0.6 0.7
Jaipur 9.3 102 8.1 8.3 1.2 1.9
Sikar 34 40 26 24 0.8 1.6
Ajmer 4.2 5.6 33 4.1 0.9 1.5
Tonk 27 3.1 2.2 2.5 0.5 0.6

Total Rural Urban
’ - e - ————te—
State; District 1971 1961 1971 1961 1971 1961
Jaisalmer 1.7 19 1.4 1.2 0.3 0.7
Jodhpur 4.5 4.0 3.5 3.0 1.0 1.0
Nagaur 4.8 4.7 4.3 4.0 0.5 0.7
Pali 6.9 6.7 65 6.0 0.4 0.7
Barmer 48 19 47 17 01 02
Jalor 3.6 2.5 34 2.3 0.2 0.2
Sirohi 3.1 3.5 2.8 3.0 0.3 0.5
Bhilwara 3.7 3.2 34 2.8 0.3 0.4
Udaipur 7.4 8.1 6.8 7.4 0.6 0.7
Chittaurgarh 33 3.7 2.9 3.3 0.4 0.4
Dungarpur 1.0 1.2 09 1.0 0.1 0.2
Banswara 1.0 1.2 09 1.1 0.1 0.1
Bundi 1.6 1.9 1.3 1.6 0.3 0.3
Kota 3.4 4.4 2.7 3.6 0.7 0.8
Jhalawar 1.6 2.1 14 1.8 0.2 0.3

1.140 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses by occupied and vacant for the State as a
whole revealed that 127 houses were vacant. During
1961 this figure worked out 113. It can therefore,
be seen that overall vacancy rate has increased over
the decade. We will revert to this subject later.

1.141 This distribution in respect of various
districts revealed that Jaisalmer stood at the top in
which 280 out of 1,000 houses were vacant. Barmer
with 218 vacant houses followed in the second place.
The lowest number of vacant houses which was 62
was found in Banswara. The following table shows
distribution for the State and various districts with
a comparative picture of 1961 results :—

Incidence per 1,000

A

S.No. State/District 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 127 113

1. Ganganagar 116 - 68
2. Bikaner 144 110
3. Churu 92 82
4. Jhunjhunun 117 88
£, Alwar 127 89
6. Bbharatpur 123 98
7. Sawai Madhopur 157 153
8. Jaipur 123 112
9. Sikar 122 120
10. Ajmer 112 124
11. Tonk 126 131
12. Jaisalmer 280 286
13. Jodhpur 138 116
14. Nagaur 137 122




Incidence per 1,000
Ao

S.No. State/District ,1971 1961
15. Pali 190 171
16. Barmer 218 81
17. Jalor 181 110
18. Sirohi 191 199
19. Bhilwara 100 79
20. Udaipur 118 121
21. Chittaurgarh 97 107
22. Dungarpur 68 74
23. Banswara 62 66
24, Bundi 115 128
25. Kota 89 110
26. Jhalawar 85 98

1.142 A look at the above table would reveal
that the districts that occupied the first and bottom
places during 1971, had the same rating during 1961
Census also.

1.143 The vacancy rate in respect of cities revea-
led that Kota had the highest number of vacant cen-
sus houses, which was 75 out of 1,000, followed by
Bikaner which had 68 such houses out of 1,000. The
lowest number of vacant census houses (44) were
found in Jaipur. The following table shows distri-
bution for each city along with rank in comparison
to 1961 Census :—

1971 1961
A . — A —
Incidence Rank Incidence Rank
City per 1,000 per 1,C00
1. Bikaner 68 2 133 1
2. Jaipur 44 6 52 6
3. Ajmer 46 5 54 5
4. Jodhpur 66 3 70 3
5. Udaipur 50 4 55 4
6. Kota 75 1 91 2
1.144 It can be seen from the above table that

the vacancy rate in respect of all cities during 1971
Census has shown a decrease over the 1961 Census
which reflects growing urbanization.

1.145 The distribution pattern of 1,000 vacant
census houses in the rural and urban areas of the
State revealed that the rural areas had as many as
871 as against 129 in the urban areas which reflects
a greater incidence of vacant houses in the rural
areas even after making allowance for the fact that
the rural population is almost five times as large as
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the urban. This, too, is, perhaps, indicative of the
growing urbanization.

1.146 Similar distribution for the districts revea-
led that the highest number (970) of vacant census
houses, was found in the rural areas of Barmer,
thereby revealing that the number of vacant census
houses in its urban areas was the lowest (30). The
lowest number of vacant census houses in the rural
areas was located in Churu which was 544, [is.
urban areas, therefore, had the highest number (456)
of vacant census houses. The following table shows
distribution for the State and various districts in
comparison with the 1961 data :—

Incidence per 1,000 -

A

1961

1971
X Al
S.No. State/District Rural Urban Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 871 129 812 188
1. Ganganagar 884 116 822 178
2. Bikaner 768 232 461 539
3. Churu 544 456 379 621
4. Jhunjhunun 726 274 630 370
5. Alwar 946 54 934 66
6. Bharatpur 915 85 747 253
7. Sawai Madhopur 908 92 910 90
8. Jaipur 873 127 812 188
9. Sikar 752 248 593 407
10  Ajmer 792 208 741 259
11. Tonk 821 179 822 178
12. Jaisalmer 851 149 645 355
13. Jodhpur 782 218 747 253
14. Nagaur 890 110 844 156
15. Pali 935 65 893 107
16. Barmer 970 30 903 97
17. Jalor 953 47 924 76
18. Sirohi 896 104 845 155
19. Bhilwara 908 92 868 132
20. Udaipur, 916 84 919 81
21. Chittaurgarh 881 119 881 119
22. Dungarpur 918 82 368 132
23. Banswara 928 72 911 89
24. Bundi 833 167 829 171
25. Kota ! 785 215 832 168
26. Jhalawar 873 127 859 141

1.147 It will be observed from the above table
that except in the case of Kota, Tonk and Udaipur
districts, the number of vacant census houses in the
urban areas of other districts has decreased during
1971 in comparison to 1961. The reverse has happ-
ened in the case of rural areas of these districts-



during the decade in question. While the increase
in urban vacancy in the cases of Tonk and Udaipur
is only marginal, that in Kota is substantial. How-
ever, a look at the table under para 1.6 will show
that the increase in urban housing over the last
decade has also been the highest in the case of the
urban areas of the Kota district. ‘

¢

1.148 From the very term ‘“Vacant House™ one
is apt to believe that the house is vacant because a
tenant is wanting and would hasten to conclude that
greater vacancy indicates greater availability of
houses. But it may actually not be so because the
houses that have been categorised as vacant for the
purposes of census are vacant not only for want of
tenants -but on certain other accounts also. For
Census purposes a housé would be treated as “Vacant”
if it is dilapidated, is yacant on account of incomplete
construction or is vacant on certain other accounts,
As such one would be hardly justified to conclude
that greater vacancy is necessarily indicative of grea-
ter availability of census houses.

1.149 Tt should not therefore be construed to

mean that 12.7% houses that were reported to be
vacant in the whole State were actually available for
occupation and that there was no housing shortage
in the State. The following figures for each type of
vacancy would explain that only a very small per-
centage (0.93) of the houses reported to be vacant
were actually available and could rightly be classified
as such:—

(i) Vacant : dilapidated 0.40%;
(i) Vacant : under repairs 0.02%
(iii) Vacant : incomplete construction 0.09%
(iv) Vacant : want of tenant 0.93%
(v) Vacant : others 11.03%

(vi) Vacant : unspecified Negligible
1.150 It would thus be seen that the major per-
centage of vacant houses had been reported under
““Vacant Others”. This category included all such
houses which were returned as “Baithaks™, *Locked
houses” about which no information was available
“Temples”, <“Godowns™, <“Animal sheds”, <“Dharam-
shalas” etc., etc.. The qualifying clause, however,
was that no person resided in such census houses.

1.151 To sum up, varying patterns of distribution
of census houses may be better appreciated in
light of distribution of census houses in the di

of various regions. The State may be broadly divided
into the following regions, comprising of districts"
shown under each region :—

1.  Desert Region-Comprising of Ganga-

*  nagar, Bikaner, Churu, Jaisalmer, Jodh- -
pur, Nagaur, Pali, Barmer and Jalor
districts,

2. Hilly Region-Comprising of Sirohi,
Udaipur, Dungarpur and Banswara
districts,

3. Plateau Region—-Comprising of Chit-
taurgarh, Bundi, Kota and Jhalawar-
districts,

4. Plain Region-Comprising of Jhunjhunun,
Alwar, Bharatpur, Sawai Madhopur,
Jaipur, Sikar, Ajmer, Tonk and Bhil-
wara districts.

1.152 1In the districts of the desert region, the
percentage of occupied - census houses varied from
72.0% in Jaisalmer to 90.8% in Churu. Similarly the
percentage of wholly or partly residential census
houses varied from 64.09/ in Jaisalmer to 79.6%{ in
Churu. In Ganganagar, Churu, Bikaner and Jodh-
pur which are comparatively more urbanised in this
region, the percentage of factories and workshops is
greater than in other districts. Conversely, percen-
tage of residences-cum-workshop is greater in the
other districts of this region. Even here, household
industries, rather than workshops, dominate on acco-
unt of the semi-urbanised nature of these districts.

1.153 1In the districts of the hilly region, percen-
tage of occupied census houses was greater than that
in the desert region. While the lowest percentage
of 80.9% was found in Sirohi, Banswara had as
many as 93.8%/ houses that were occupied. Similarly,
the percentage of wholly or partly-residential houses
was also larger in as much as Dungarpur had 83
houses on this account and Banswara 82.69/. Resi-
dence-cum-workshop also accounted for a fair per-
centage in these districts which was comparatively
greater than that found in the districts of the desert
region. The percentage of factories and workshops
was comparatively smaller both in relation to most
of the districts of the desert region as well as the

State.

ercentage of occupied census houses
jon was also quite high and ranged



between 88.5% and 91.5%. Similarly, wholly or partly-
residential census houses also figured prominently.

he percentage on this account ranged between
72.6% and 76.8%. The percentage of factories and
workshops and residences-cum-workshop had close
relationship to each other in the sense that while the
former ranged between 1.1%/ and 1.5%, the latter
ranged between 1.3% and 1.6% inthe districts of
this region.

1.155 The position about occupied census houses
in the districts of the plain region bore close resem-
blance to the districts of the desert region as the
percentage ranged between 84.3% and 90.0%. The
percentage of wholly or partly residential houses was
however the smallest in most of the districts. While
the lowest percentage was recorded at 60.9%, the
highest percentage was 73.2%. However, this per-
centage in six out of nine districts in this region was
less than 70%. The percentage of factories and work-
shops was greater in all the districts except Bhilwara
in comparison to residence-cum-workshop. While
the percentage of the former varied between 1.0%
and 2.29%, in the case of latter i.e. residence-cum-
workshop, it ranged between 0.4% and 2.2¢%.

1.156 1In the cities, percentage of occupied census
houses was well over 90% in all the cases. The per-
centage range, however, was 93.2to 95.6. Similarly
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the percentage of wholly or partly-residential houses
ranged between 73.6% and 78.29. As was expected
the percentage of factories and workshops was much
higher in the cities in comparison to the districts. It
ranged between 2.8% and 4.7%. The incidence of
residences-cum-workshop was, however, very small
as the percentage in all, except Udaipur City, was
less than 1. In Udaipur, however, 1.2% houses were
utilised as residences-cum-workshop.

Comparison with Other States

1.157 We have seen about the distribution of
census houses put to different uses in Rajasthan in the
discussion that has just now been concluded. From
this, broad conclusions about the pattern of distri-
bution of census houses can be derived. We have
seen that 87.3%/ census houses in the State were
occupied and 12.7%, were vacant. Qut of 87.3%
occupied census houses, 70.99 houses were wholly
or partly residential. While 6997 out of it were fully
residential, the percentage for shop-cum-residence
and workshop-cum-residence worked out to 0.6 and
1.3 respectively. Other categories which made major
contribution were shops excluding eating houses,
factories, workshops and worksheds, places of wor-
ship and houses clubbed under ‘others’. The per-
centages for each of the categories mentioned above
worked out to 2.8, 1.3, and 10.1 respectively.

DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 CENSUS HOUSES BY VACANT AND

OCCUPIED
Residence, shop—cum-residence,
workshop-cum-residence including
Housebold Industry
Census ’ -
Houses Workshop-
vacant Total cum-
at the Total wholly or residence
time of occupied partly {including
. o House- Census residential Shop-cum-  Household
States/Union Territories listing Houscs houses Residence residence Industry)
1 2 3 4 ‘ 5 6 7
STATES :
1. Andhra Pradesh 60 940 773 744 11 18
2. Assam Not Available
3. Bihar 34 966 802 780 12 10
4. Gujarat 103 897 683 665 6 12
5. Haryana 59 941 671 659 6 6
6. Himachal Pradesh 86 914 7435 721 8 16




1.158 A look at the comparable data of the other
states and union territories (except Assam for which
figures are not available) revealed that Rajasthan had
the lowest percentage of occupied census houses. In
no other State or union territory (except Gujarat)
the percentage ‘of occupied census houses worked
out to less than 90. In Rajasthan, as stated above,
the percentage worked out to 87.3, while this per-
centage for Gujarat was 89.7. In other words, Rajas-
than returned the highest percentage of houses that
were vacant. The causes and the factors responsible
for the larger percentage of vacancy have been dealt
with at some length in the concluding portion of the
discussions confined to this State. The lowest per-
centage of vacant census houses which was 2.5 was

recorded in Tripura.

1.159 The position of this Statc with regard to
wholly or partly residential houses was much better in
comparison to some other states. The states which
had lower percentage than Rajasthan, which had
70.9% houses on this account, were Gujarat, Haryana,
Jammu and Kashmir, Punjab, Uttar Pradesh, Goa,
Daman and Diu and Laccadive, Minicoy and Amini-
divi Islands. However, the highest percentage of
wholly or partly residential houses which was 90 was
recorded in Arunachal Pradesh and the lowest, which
was 46, in Jammu and Kashmir.
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1.160 The highest incidence of purely residential
census houses was again recorded in the case of
Arunachal Pradesh which was 88.89%. The other states
which recorded over 80% of the houses in the purely
residential catagory were Tamil Nadu, West Bengal,
Chandigarh, Dadra and Nagar Haveli, Pondicherry,
Tripura and Maghalaya. The lowest incidence of
purely residential census houses which was 30,1
was found in Laccadive, Minicoy and Aminidivi
Islands.

I.161 Another category which accounted for a
major percentage was the one called ‘others’. The
highest percentage of houses clubbed under this
category, which was 37.6, was recorded in Jammu
and Kashmir. Laccadive, Minicoy and Aminidivi
Islands followed close behind with a percentage of
34.7. The lowest percentage of 0.1 was recorded in
Arunachal Pradesh. As stated earlier, the per-
centage for Rajasthan on this account had worked
outto 10.1.

1.162 The following table shows distribution of
1,000 census houses by vacant and different types of
occupied census houses for the various states and
union territories:—

DIFFERENT TYPES OF OCCUPIED CENSUS HOUSES

CENSUS HOUSES

Places of
Hotels, entertain-
Sarais, ments and
Dharam- community Places of
shalas, Restaurants, gathering worship
Tourist i sweetmeat (Panchayat- * (e.g Temple,
Homes Shops Business ' Factories, shops ghar etc.) Church,
and excluding houses workshops and excluding Mosque,
Inspection eating and and eating places of Gurudwara
houses houses offices worksheds places worship etc.) Others
8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
2 14 3 10 4 1 10 123
Not Available
1 20 2 9 2 N 11 119
1 27 6 17 2 N 12 149
2 31 2 17 2 2 3 211
3 14 5 37 3 1 8 98
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DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 CENSUS HOUSES BY VACANT AND

OCCUPIED

VResidenc'e, shop-cum-residence,
workshop—cum-residence inctuding -

Householg JIndustry
Census ° .
Houses Workshop-
vacant Total cum-
at the Total ‘wholly or residence
time of occupied partly : Lo (including
House- Census residential Shop-cum-  Household
States/Union Territories listing Houses houses Residence residence Industry)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
STATES :
7. Jammu & Kashmir 86 914 460 449 9
Kcrala 71 929 738 731
9. Madhya Pradesh 54 946 763 720 10 33
10. Mabharashtra 81 919 729 717 8 14
11. Manipur 32 968 821 789 11 21
12. Meghalaya 40 960 885 868 10 7
13. Mysore 80 920 754 728 9 17
14. Nagaland 40 960 793 781 11 1
15. Orissa 47 953 774 746 9 19
16. Punjab 67 933 699 680 8 11
17. RAJASTHAN 127 873 709 690 6 13
18. Tamil Nadu 70 930 833 808 8 17
19. Tripura 25 975 892 882 7 3
20. Uttar Pradesh 50 950 672 655 8 9
21. West Bengal 36 964 889 866 10 13
UNION TERRITORIES :
1 Andman & Nicobar Islands 69 931 811 769 22 20
2. Arunachal Pradesh 51 949 900 888 9
3. Cbandigarh 65 935 824 815 4
4. Dadra & Nagar Haveli 36 964 846 828 10
5. Dethi 49 951 777 759 9
6. Goa, Daman & Diu 98 902 664 648 5 11
7. Laccadive, Minicoy &
Aminidivi Islands 68 932 488 301 184
8. Pondicherry 45 955 835 819 g 8

{ N=Negligible )
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DIFFERENT TYPES OF OCCUPIED CENSUS HOUSES-—concld.

CENSUS HOUSES

—_—
Places of
Hotels, entertain-
Sarais., ments and
Dharam- . _ community., ..  Places of

shalas, Restaurants,  gathering worship

Tourist . sweetmeat (Panchayat- (c.g Temple,

Homes Shops Business Factories, shops ghar etc.) Church,
and excluding houses workshops and excluding Mosque.

Inspection eating and and eating places of Gurudwara

houses houses offices worksheds places worship etc.) Others
8 9 . 10 11 12 13 14 .15
1 29 4 28 1 1 14 376
1 45 8 20 18 2 13 . . 84
1 13 2 9 2 1 12 1431
1 21 7 14 3 2 11 121
1 11 3 9 1 2 16 104
3 8 4 2 2 12 4
2 23 6 13 4 2 23 93
6 6 6 1 1 ‘8 137
2 16 5 2 3 15 128
2 32 5 23 4 N 6 162
3 28 3 13 2 1 13 101
1 21 4 12 5 1 11 42
1 37 6 8 4 2 5 20
1 20 2 14 1 N 9 231
1 26 4 12 3 1 11 17
4 13 13 9 3 3 7 68
3 3 24 1 1 8 8 1
3 32 11 17 3 N 1 4
1 4 5 1 N 3 102
2 57 9 34 8 1 2 61
1 33 8 22 6 1 18 149
5 29 10 12 5 3 33 347
1 41 7 16 2 11 35

( N=Negligible )



CHAPTER I}

PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF WALL AND ROOF OF HOUSES

This chapter deals at length with the pattern of
construction of census houses with particular empha-
sis on the material used in the walls and the roofs.
From the data available in the houselist, Table H-II
showing distribution of census houses by predomi-
nant material of wall and roof separately for rural
and urban arcas had been compiled. Information
contained in this Table is based on 209 sample of
census houses and the estimates have been obtained
by multiplying the sample figures by 5. Four Subsi-
diary Tables viz., H-11.1 and H-11.1{(A) and H-IL.2
and, H-11.2(A) had been compiled for the material
of wall and roof respectively. While Subsidiary
Table H-II.1 deals with 1,000 census houses by
predominant material of wall in rural and urban
areas separately, Subsidiary Table H-IL.1(A) deals
with 1,000 residential census houses by predominant
material of wall in rural and urban areas. The scope
of Table H-II.2 and H-II.2(A) similarly extends to
the material of roof.

2.2 An appendix to Table H-II is a new table
that has been presented during this Census. This
presents a picture that emerges on the basis of mate-
rial of wall cross classified by the material of roof in
respect of residential houses only to reflect more
realistically the types of house construction. While
comparing figures in columus 5,6 and 7 of Table H-I
with the figures of column 3 of appendix to Table
H-II, it would be secen that the figures as contained
in appendix to Table H-II exceed the figures in
columns 5,6 and 7 of Table H-I. This is on account
of the fact that residences with other use have been
included in appendix to Table H-II while they figure
independently in Table H-I in column 15. Compari-
son with other states has also been attempted on the
basis of information available in this appendix.

2.3 During the 1961 Census, data regarding
predominant material of wall and roof was presented
per 1,000 households that were living in census houses
used wholly or partly as dwellings. For comparing
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the data thrown up on this point by the two Cen-~
suses, therefore, it has to be presumed that 1,000¢

in the relevant 1961 data.

2.4 Apart from a census house being the unit in’
1971 against a household in 1961, another departure-
that had been made in presenting the data in this
table has been that while the sample figures of
1971 had been multiplied by 5 to obtain the esti-
mates, the figures obtained during sample in 1961
had been presented without applying the multiplier.
Thus, almost absolute figures are available for 1971
Census as against sample figures for the earlier one.

2.5 As already stated earlier, distribution of 1,000
census houses by predominant material of wall and
roof was strictly confined to a household during 1961..
As such comparison of similar data for 1971 would.be
possible only through Table H-IL.1 (A) and H-IL.2(A)
and not through Table H-11.1 and H-1I.2 which deal
with all census houses in respect of material of wall
and roof, on the assumption that one residential
house has one household. Again, information in
respect of certain materials of wall and roof which
was separately available during 1961 has now been
clubbed with other materials of wall and roof for
purposes of tabulation during 1971. . Therefore, for
the purposes of comparison in this chapter, materials
of wall and roof, for which information for 1961 is
separately iavailable have been grouped to conform
to the pattern of 1971. The grouping that has been
done during the 1971 Census has been aimed at
depicting the picture for ‘“Kuccha’ and <Pucca’ aspects-
of house construction.

Predominant material of Wall

2.6 There were in all 6,223,870 census houses in the
State. Out of this 5,084,850, representing 81.7%;, were
located in the rural areas and 1,139,020, representing
18.3%, in the urban areas.



2.7. Census houses located in the various parts
-of the State had diversified construction. They are
being discussed, in the succeeding pages, with parti-
.cular emphasis on walls made of different materials.
Each material of'wall has been separately discussed
along with percentage contribution of each of such
materials to the total census houses.

Grass, leaves, reeds, or bamboo

2.8 There were in all 87,710 census houses in
the State which had grass, leaves, reeds, or bamboo
as predominant material of wall. This represented
1.419; of the total census houses in the State. Out of
this 82,615 houses representing a percentage of 94.19
were located in the rural areas and 5,095 houses
representing 5.81%/ in the urban areas. The following
table shows this percentage for the State and various
districts separately for rural and urban areas :—

S.No.

State/Distict Total Rural Urban

RAJASTHAN 100.00 94.19 5.81

1. Ganganagar 1.35 131 0.04
2. Bikaner 1.96 1.86 0.10
3. Churu 6.11 5.11 1.00
4. Jhunjhunun 0.59 0.47 0.12
5. Alwar 0.45 043 0.02
6. Bharatpur 0.93 0.90 0.03
7. Sawai Madhopur 0.70 0.54 016
8. Jaipur 1.49 1.01 0.48
9, Sikar 2.59 2.38 0.21
10. Ajmer 0.73 0.70 0.03
11. Tonk 0.09 0.07 0.02
12. Jaisalmer 0.70 0.66 0.04
13. Jodhpur 2.48 2.04 0.44
14. Nagaur 12.00 11,77 0.23
15. Pali 1.47 1.35 0.12
16. Barmer 3.25 3.08 0.17
17. Jalor 1.06 1.00 0.06
18. Sirohi 3.48 3.32 0.16
19. Bhilwara 0.17 T 017 N
20. Udaipur 7.29 7.20 0.09
21. Chittaurgarh 3.06 2.91 0.15
22. Dungarpur 2.25 2,25 N
23. Banswara 40.55 39.24 1.31
24. Buudi 0.94 0.91 0.03
25. Kota 2.61 1.85 0.76
26. Jhalawar 1.70 1.66 0.04

(N=Negligible)

29 It will be seen from the above table that
a little more than 409, (40.55) of houses with this
material of wall were located in Banswara district
_alone. The preponderance of this wall material is due

31

to its easier and abundant availability in and around
Banswara district. But it is hardly suggestive of the
prosperity of the people of this district, as this mate-
rial is generally used in ‘Kuccha’ constructions which
are built by economically backward and less affluent
people in predominantly rural areas. The lowest

percentage of 0.09 was recorded in the case of Tonk
district.

2.10. As has been said in the foregoing para-
graph, Banswara district had the highest percentage
of census houses using grass, leaves, reeds, or bamboo
as material of wall. OQut of the total percentage of
40.55, 39.24% of such houses were located in the
rural areas and remaining 1.319/ in the urban areas
of this district which also happened to be the highest
percentage among the urban areas of the State. This
further reflected the rural character of this district.

2.11 The position with regard to cities revealed
that out of 5.819; houses that had their walls made of
grass, leaves, reeds, or bamboo etc., 1.46%, were loca-
ted in the six cities. The highest percentage of 0.65
was recorded in the case of Kota and lowest of 0.02
in the case of Ajmer. Since this material of wall is
not commonly used in constructing houses in urban
areas in general and cities in particular, existence of
such houses to some extent indicated the presence of
slum areas or areas as approximating to rural condi-
tions particularly on the fringes. The following table
shows the percentage and rank for each city :—

Rank

City Per cent
1 Bikaner 0.03 5
2 Jaipur 045 2
3. Ajmer 0.02 6
4. Jodhpur 0.25 3
5. Udaipur 0.06 4
6 Kota 0.65 1

2.12 Out of 1,000 census houses with different
materials of wallin the rural and urban areas of the
State, rural areas had 16 houses with grass, leaves,
reeds or bamboo as material of wall. As against
this there were only 4 houses with this material of
wall in the urban areas of the State, This ratio of a
little more than 4 : 1 between the rural and urban
arcas established that use of this wall material was
generally made in places which were rural in
character.



2.13 The position regarding different districts of
the State revealed that the highest number (280) of
such houses were located in the rural areas of
Banswara- district. The rural areas of Nagaur
district had the second highest number of houses
with this material of wall. It was 44 out 1,000.

2.14 This material of wall also figured promi-
nently in the urban areas of Banswara district which
had 137 houses out of 1,000 made of this wall mate-
rial. Tt will thus appear that apart from the rural
background of the areas in which this wall material
figured prominently, easier availability of material
also, to a very great extent, decided the construction
pattern in urban areas as well. Additionally, the
use of this material in the walls of the houses is
made on--account of climatic considerations also.
The desert areas which have very scanty rainfall are
prone to getting hot quickly and in order to mitigate
the heat this wall material is found quite helpful.
The following table shows the number of houses in
the State and wvarious districts separately for rural
and urban areas :—

Incidence per 1,000
b

S.No. State/District Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 16 4
1 Ganganagar 5 1
2. Bikaner 2 2
3. Churu 42 15
4. Jhunjhunun 3 3
5. Alwar 1 N
6. Bharatpur 3 N
7. Sawai Madhopur 2 4
8. Jaipur 2 3
9. Sikar 12 4
10. Ajmer 3 N
11. Tonk 1 1
12. Jaisalmer 15 3
13 Jodhpur : 11 5
14. Nagaur 44 5
15. Pali’ 5 3
16. Barmer 17 10
17. Jalor 6 6
18. Sirols 28 6
19. Bhilwara N N
20 Udaipur 15 1
21. Chittaurgarh 11 4
22. Dingarpur , 19 N
23. Banswara 280 137
24. Buhd¥. - 9 1
25. 'Kota . 7 9
26. Jhalawar - - 11, 2

( N=Negligible )

'i
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2.15 The position with regard to cities showed
that, Kota had as many as 10 houses with this
material of wall. This figure appears fairly high
specially when considered along with those for
Bikaner and Ajmer cities in particular and other
cities in general. The following table shows the
number of houses out of 1,000 census houses using
this material of wall for each city and rank :—

City Incidence per 1,000 Rank
1. Bikaner 1 4
2. Jaipur 3 2
3. Ajmer N —
4. Jodhpur 3 2
5. Udaipur 2 3
6. Kota 10 1

(N=Negligible) -

2.16 The reasons for larger proportion in Kota
City in comparison to other cities can be attributed
to the industrial growth of this city. The labour
force that is engaged in various industries comes-
from nearby rural areas. But most of them prefer
to stay on around the factory premises and for
dwelling purposes, put up ‘Kuchha’ constructions.

Mud

2.17 A total of 1,840,650 census houses in the
State had walls made of ‘mud’. This represented
29,579, of all census houses in the State, Qut of this
1,761,675, representing 95.719%, were located in the
rural areas and 78,975, representing 4.29%, in the
urban areas. The reasons for preponderance in rural
areas are primarily the same as for the material of
wall discussed in the preceding paragraphs.

2.18 The highest percentange of 12.07 was found
in Jaipur district. Qut of this 11.18% were located
in the .rural areas and 0.89 in the urban areas.
Udaipur with a percentage 8.77 (8.66 in the -rural
areas and 0.11 in the urban areas) occupied the
second place very closely followed by Bharatpur with
a percentage of 8.72 (8.19 in the rural areas and 0.53
in the urban areas). The lowest percentage was
recorded in the case of Ganganagar district where it
was only 0.48.” The following table shows percentage
for the State dnd the various districts separately for
the rutal and the trban areas :—
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S.No. State/District  Total Rural Urban

RAJASTHAN 100 9571 4.29

1. Ganganagar 0.48 0.40 0.08
2. Bikaner 1.12 1.08 0.04
3. Churu 1.14 1.00 0.14
4. Jhunjhunun 0.97 0.92 0.05
5. Alwar 5.36 5.23 0.13
6. Bbaratpur 8.72 8.19 0.53
7. Sawai Madhopur 5.79 5.52 0.27
8. lJairur 12.07 11.18 0.89
9. Sikar 1.80 1.72 0.08
10. Ajmer 3.23 3.02 0.21
11. Tonk 5.45 5.01 0.44
12. Jaisalmer 1.0t 1.01 N
13. Jodbpur 3.18 3063 0.15
14, Nagaur 291 . 2.86 0.05
15. Pali 1.50 1.49 0.01
16. Barmer- 4.87 4.81 0.06
17. Jalor 2.35 2.32 0.03
18. Sirohi 0.58 0.57 0.01
19. Bhilwara 6.55 6.41 0.14
20. Udaipur 8.77 8.66 0.11
21. Chittaurgarh 7.02 6.81 0.21
22. Dungarpur 3.45 3.42 0.03
23. Banswara 3.06 3.02 0.04
24, Bundi 1.09 1.02 0.07
25. Kota 3.34 3.00 0.34
26. Jhalawar 4.09 3.95 0.14

walls made of mud in the rural areas while urbéﬁ)
areas had only-69 out. of 1,000,

2.22 In the various districts. Tonk had 657 such
houses in rural areas and 284 in the urban areas.
This happened to be the highest number both for
the rural and urban areas for any district. The
lowest number of houses with this material of wall
in the rural areas was found in Ganganagar district
(33) while Pali district accounted for the lowest
number (8) among the urban areas. The following
table shows this distribution for the State and various
districts separately for rural and urban areas :—

Incidence per 1,000

2.19 Out of 4.29% houses in the urban areas
having walls made of mud, 0.97 were accounted for
by the six cities. The highest percentage of 0.57
was found in the case of Jaipur while the lowest
percentage of 0.02 in the case of Bikaner. The
following table shows percentage and rank for each
city 1—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.02 6
2. Jaipur 0.57 1
3. Ajmer 0.08 3
4. Jodhpur 0.07 4
5. Udaipur 0.06 5
6. Kota 0.17 2

S.No. - State/District Rural Urb;;n

RAJASTHAN 347 69

1. Ganganagar : 33 28
2. Bikaner 273 13
3. Churu 174 45
4, Jhupjhunun 118 23
5. Alwar 314 75
6. Bharatpur 496 193
7. Sawai Madhopur 371 123
8. Jaipur 478 99
9. Sikar 177 33
10. Ajmer 298 37
11. Tomnk 657 284
12. Jaisalmer ' 490 10
13. Jodhpur 329 33
14. Nagaur 223 26
15. Pali 108 8
16. Barmer 553 73
17. Jalor 289 54
18. Sirohi 102 10
19. Bhilwara 455 87
2¢. Udaipur 370 33
21, Chittaurgarh 535 131
22. Dungarpur 600 63
23}. Banswara 451 84
24, Bund: 206 64
25. Kota : 244 86
26. 'Jhalawar 547 156

2.20 Larger proportion in Jaipur and Kota cities
may be an evidence of the existence of slum areas
and the presence of labour force.

2.21 The position of the State and various districts
in relation to distribution of 1,000 census houses with
different wall materials revealed that 347 houses had

2.23 In the six cities of the State, Jaipur City had
the highest number (80 out of 1,000) of such census
houses. The lowest number of 11 was recorded in
Bikaner City. The following table shows the number
of such houses in each city along with rank :—

City Incidence per 1,000 Rank
1. Bikaner 11 5
2. Jaipur : 80 1
3. Ajmer 26 3
4. Jodhpur . 17 4
5. Uldaipur ' 26 3
6. Kota 56 2




‘Unburnt bricks

2.24 A total of 1,056,795 houses, representing
16.98% of all census houses in the State, had walls
made of unburnt bricks. Out of this 992,020,
representing 93.879, were located in the rural areas
and 64,775, representing 6.13%, it the urban areas.

2.25 Among the various districts of the State,
Ganganagar bhad tbe bighest percentage of 18.5
houses. Out of this 17.24%, were located in the
rural areas and the remaining 1.26%; in the urban
areas. This incidentally, happened to be the highest
percentage for rural and urban areas amongst all the
districts of the State. The lowest percentage of 0.26
was recorded in the case of Jaisalmer district. For
the rural arcas of the various districts, the lowest
percentage of 0.17 was recorded in the case of
Chittaurgarh district, while for the urban areas, it
was 0.1 in the case of Dungarpur district. The
following table shows percentage for the State and

various districts separately for rural and wurban
areas —
S.No. Statc/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100 93.87 6.13
1. Ganganagar 18.51 17.25 1.26
2. Bikaner 3.60 3.05 0.55
3. Churu 2.76 2.20 0.56
4. Jhunjhunun 3.33 3.12 0.21
5. Alwar 2.72 2.68 0.04
6. Bbaratpur 2.76 2.63 0.13
7. Sawai Madhopur  4.05 3.95 0.10
8. Jaipur 5.51 5.36 0.15
9. Sikar 2.98 2.78 0.20
10. Ajmer 1.90 1.69 0.21
11. Tonk 1.78 1.66 0.12
12. Jaisalmer 0.26 0.24 0.02
13. Jodhpur 3.97 3.59 0.38
14, Nagaur 4.33 4.18 0.15
15. Pali 11.98 11.44 0.54
16. Barmer 4.28 4.11 0.17
17. Jalor 7.70 7.46 0.24
18. Sirohi 5.16 4.82 0.34
19. Bhilwara 2.61 2.40 0.21
20. Udaipur 1.27 1.21 0.06
21. Chittaurgarh 0.29 0.17 0.12
22. Dungarpur 0.62 0.61 0.01
23, Banswara 0.40 0.28 0.12
24. Bundi 2.01 1.96 0.05
25. Kota 4.95 4.78 0.17
26. Jhalawar 0.27 0.25 002

2.26 Out of 6.13% houses with unburnt bricks as
material of wall in the urban areas of the State,
0.739 were located in the cities. The highest per-
centage of 0.379/, which happened to be almost half
of the total percentage of cities, and the lowest, 0.02,
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was found in Bikaner and Jaipur respectively. The
following table shows percentage for each city as
well as rank :— T

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.37 i
2. Jaipur 0.02 5
3. Ajmer 0.19 2
4. Jodhpur 0.06 3
5. Udaipur 0.03 4
6. Kota 0-06 3

2.27 Out of 1,000 census houses with different
wall materials in the State, there were 195 houses
with unburnt bricks as predominant material of wall
in rural areas and 57 in the urban areas. Similar
analysis in the case of individual districts revealed
that while Ganganagar district had the highest
number (797) in the rural areas, Jalor had the highest
number (285) in the urban areas. The lowest
number for the rural and urban areas n the districts
was recorded for Chittaurgarh (8) and Dungarpur
(7) respectively. The following table shows distri-
bution of such houses for the State and various
districts separately for the rural and the urban
areas :—

Incidence per 1,000

S.No. State/District Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 195 57
1. Ganganagar 797 253
2. Bikaner 440 108
3. Churu 218 102
4, Jhunjhunun 229 59
5. Alwar 92 11
6. Bharatpur 92 26
7. Sawai Madhopur 153 25
8. Jaipur 131 10
9. Sikar 164 46
10, Ajmer 96 22
11. Tonk 125 44
12. {Jaisalmer 67 24
13. { Jodhpur 223 46
14. ' Nagaur 187 a1
15. Pali 477 167
164. Barmer 271 111
17. Jalor 532 285
18. Sirohi 492 159
19. Bhilwara 98 70
20. Udaipur 30 9
21. Chittaurgarh ] 44
22. Dungarpur 63 7
23. Banswara 24 156
24. Bundi 228 28
25. Kota 223 25
26. Jhalawar 20 13




2.28 This picture in the case of cities revealed
that Bikaner had the highest number (95) and Jaipur
the lowest (2). The following table shows this
number for each city along with rank :—

City Incidenee rer 1,000 Rank
1. Bikaper 95 1
2. Jaipur 2 6
3. Ajmer 33 2
4. Jodhpur 9 4
5. Udaipur 6 5
6. Kota 12 3
Wood

229 There were 'in all 80,015 census houses
representing 1.28% of all census houses in the State
which had walls made of wood. Out of this 71,270
representing 89.079, were located in the rural areas
and remaining 8,745 representing 10.939, in the
urban areas.

2.30 The highest percentage of 16.75 of such
houses was located in Banswara district and 16.469;
out of it were found in its rural areas which also
happened to be the highest percentage for rural
areas for any district. The second highest percentage
of 11.52 was found in Barmer district. Here also
11.299/ houses were located in the rural areas of this
district. The lowest percentage of 0.32 “was found
in Tonk district.

2.31 While Banswara'and Barmer districts had
the highest and the second highest percentage of such
houses in the rural areas, Jaipur district had the
highest percentage of 1.95 in the urban areas. The
lowest percentage of 0.13 in the rural areas and 0.02
in the urban areas was found in Tonk and Jalor
districts respectively. The following table shows
this percentage for the State and the various districts
separately for the rural and the urban areas :—

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100 89.07 10.93

1. Ganganagar 1.29 0.73 0.56
2. Bikaner 5.19 5.00 0.19
3. Chuiu 7.50 6.59 0.91
4. Jhunjhunun 0.72 0.52 0.20
5. Alwar 0.54 0.36 0.18
6. Bharatpur 0.61 0.34 0.27
7. Sawai Madhopur (.68 0.47 0.2t
8. Jaipur 2.71 0.76 1.95

s

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban

9, Sikar 3.01 2.52 0.49
10. Ajmer 1.50 0.44 1.06
11. Tonk 0.32 0.13 0.19
12. Jaisalmer 4.05 4.02 0.03
13. Jodhpur 8.14 7.92 0.22
14. Nagaur 6.96 6.54 0.42
15. Pali 1.08 0.89 0.19
16. Barmer 11.52 11.29 0.23
17. Jalor 1.22 1.20 0.02
18. Sirohi 1.39 1.20 0.19
19. Bhilwara 0.92 0.55 0.37
20. Udaipur 5.26 4.73 0.53
21, Chittaurgarh 3.24 3.01 0.23
22, Dungarpur 5.79 5.66 0.13
23. Banswara 16.75 16.46 0.29
24. Bundi 0.87 0.46 0.41
25. Kota 7.48 6.12 1.36
26. Jhalawar 1.22 1.13 0.90

2.32 Out of 10.939 census houses with wooden
walls that were located in the urban areas of the
State, 4.129% were accounted for by the cities alone.
The highest percentage of 1.58 was recorded in
Jaipur City while the lowest of 0149 in Bikaner.
The following table shows percentage and rank for
each city :—

City Per cent Rank

1. Bikanper 0.14 6

2. Jaipur 1.58 1

3. Ajmer 0.65 3

4. Jodhpur 0.21 5

5. Udaipur 0.45 4

6. Kota 1.09 2
2.33  Out of 1,000 census houses with different

wall materials in the State, there were only 14 houses
in the rural areas and 8 in the urban areas which
had walls made of wood. Similar picture for
different districts revealed that Banswara had the
highest number (107) in the rur.l areas, as well as the
highest (28) in the urban areas. The lowest number
of such houses for the rural areas (1 each) was found
in Alwar, Bharatpur, Sawai Madhopur and Tonk
districts, while for the urban areas of different
districts, the lowest number (2) was found in Jodhpur
and Jalor districts. The following table shows the
number of such houses for the rural and urban areas
of the State and various districts ;—



o o " Incidence per 1_,000)

A

S.No.  State/District Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 14 8
1. Ganganagar 3 8
2, Bikaner 55 3
3. Churu 50 13
4, Jbunjhunun 3 4
5. Alwar 1 4
6. Bharatpur 1 4
1. Sawai Madhopur 1 4
8. Jaipur 2 9
9, Sikar 11 9
10. Ajmer 2 8
11, Tonk 1 5
12. Jaisalmer 85 3
13, Jodhpur 37 2
14. Nagaur 22 9
15. ¢ Pali 3 4
16. Barmer 56 12
17. Jalor 6 2
18, _Sirohi 9 7
19. Bhilwara 2 9
20. Udaipur 9 7
21. Chittaurgarh 10 6
22, Dungarpur 43 12
23. Banswara 107 28
24. Bundi 4 17
25. Kota 22 ' 15
26., Jhalawar 7 5

2.34 In the case of different cities of the State,
Kota had the highest number (16) of such houses
while Bikaner and Jodhpur cities had the lowest
(2 each). The following table shows number of such
census houses for each city along with rank :—

such houses very closely followed by Sikar where
this percentage worked out to 10.12. The lowest
percentage of 0.14% was recorded in the case of
Jaisalmer district.

2.36 Regarding the rural parts of the various
districts, Pali maintained its place at the top with a
percentage 8.58, while Sikar was replaced at the
second place by Jhunjhunun with a percentage of
6.45. Jaisalmer district continued to occupy the
lowest place with a percentage of 0.08.

2.37 Among the urban areas, top place was
occupied by Bikaner district where this percentage
worked out to 5.97, closely followed by Ganganagar
with a percentage of 5.12. There was, however, no
change in the status of Jaisalmer on this account also
and it occupied bottom place with a percentage of
0.06. The following table shows percentage for the
State and the various districts for the rural and the
urban areas separately :—

City Incidence per 1,000 Rank
1. Bikaner 2 5
2. Jaipur 10. 2
3. Ajmer 3
4, Jodhpur 2 5
5. Udaipur 8 4
6. Kota 16 1

Burnt bricks

2.35 A total of 721,215 census houses representing
11.599% of all census houses in the State had walls
made of burnt bricks. Out of this 438,090, represen-
ting 60.74%, were located in the rural areas and
283,125, representing 39.26%, in the urban areas.
Pali district had the highest percentage af 10.49 of

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100 60.74 39.26

1. Ganganagar 9.74 4.62 5.12

2. Bikaner 7.35 1.38 5.97

3. Churu 6.98 3.85 3.13

4. Jhunjhunun 9.31 6.45 2.86

5. Alwar 2.16 1.52 0.64

" 6. Bharatpur 8.72 5.89 2.83
7. Sawai Madhopur 2.46 1.68 0.78

8. Jaipur 2.92 1.67 1.25

9. Sikar 10.12 6.00 4.12

10. Ajmer 2.37 0.39 1.98
11. Tonk 0.48 0.36 0.12
12, Jaisalmer 0.14 0.08 0.06
13. Jodhpur 094 - 0.69 0.25
14. Nagaur 2.32 2.10 0.22
15. Pali 10.49 8.58 1.91
16. Barmer 1.06 0.73 0.33
17. Jalor © 3,18 2.67 0.51
18. Sirohi 5.75 4.14 1.61
19. Bhilwara 2.45 1.15 1.30
20. Udaipur 2.25 1.11 1.14
2. Chittaurgarh 0.99 0.48 0.51
22, Dungarpur 2.33 2.08 0.25
23, Banswara 2.44 1.77 0.67
24. Bundi 0.44 0.12 0.32
25. Kota 0.90 0.27 0.63
26. Jhalawar 1.62 0.86 0.76

2.38 Out 0of 39.26%, houses with walls made of
burnt bricks that were located in the urban areas
of the State, almost 1/5th (7.85%) were located in
the cities. Bikaner City had the preponderant per-
centage of 4.64 out of it, while Jodhpur had the



lowest percentage of 0.23. The following table shows
percentage and rank for each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 4.64 1
2. Jaipur 0.87 3
3. Ajmer 1.01 2
4, Jodhpur 0.23 6
5. Udaipur ) 0.79 4
6. Kota 0.31 5

2.39 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses made of different. wall materials in the State
revealed that 86 out of 1,000 census houses in the
irural areas of the State had walls made of burnt
bricks. As against this, there were 249 such houses
in the urban areas of the State. This disparity between
the rural and urban areas was an evidence of the
relative prosperity of the urban population. These
figures, moreaver, have to be studied in the context
of the size of the rural area which is almost five

. times that of the urban.

2.40 The position of various districts revealed
that Jhunjhunun djstrict had the highest number
(324 out of 1,000) of such census houses in the rural
areas while Bikaner had the highest number (799 out
of 1,000) in the urban areas. The lowest number for
rural and urban areas was recorded in the case of
Bundi and Kota (9 each out of 1,000) and Jodhpur
(21 out of 1,000) respectively. The following table
shows the distribution for the State and the various

districts separately for rhe rural and the urban
areas :—

Incidence per 1,000

S.No. State/District rRu ral Urban
BA JASTHAN 86 249
1. Ganganagar 146 701
2. Bikaner 137 799
3. Churu 260 394
4. Jhunjhunun 324 542
5. Alwar 36 144
6. Bharatpur 140 405
7. Sawai Madhopur 44 137
8. Jaipur 28 54
9. Sikar 243 650
10. Ajmer 15 135
11. Tonk 18 31
12, Jaisalmer 16 46
13. Jodhpur 30 21
14.

Nagaur 65 40
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Incidence per 1,000
-

-~ ~
S.No. State/District Rural Urban
15. Pali 245 402
16. Barmer 33 154
17. Jalor 130 407
18. Sirohi 290 511
19. Bhilwara 32 301
20. Udaipur 18 128
21. Chittaurgarh 15 122
- 22. Dungarpur 143 205
23. Banswara 104 576
24. Bundi 9 123
25. Kota 9 62
26. Jhalawar 47 338
2.41 This position in the case of cities revealed

that Bikaner City had the highest number (799) of
such census houses out of 1,000 census houses with
different wall materials. Jodhpur City had the lowest
number of 24 houses out of 1,000 on this account.
This meagre incidence is on account of the fact that
good-quality stone is available around Jodhpur City
and as such is commonly used for construction pur-
poses. The following table shows this distribution
and rank for each city :—

City Iocidence per 1,000 Rank
1. Bikaner 799 1
2. Jaipur 48 4
3. Ajmer 122 3
4. Jodhpur 24 6
5. Udaipur 130 2
6. Kota 40 5

G. 1. sheets or other metal sheets

2.42 A total of 5,170 census houses representing
0.08% of all census houses in the State had walls
made of G. I. sheets or other metal sheets. Out of
this, 2,660 representing 51.45%, were located in the
rural areas and 2,510, representing 48.55%, in the
urban areas.

2.43  Among the various districts of the State
Bundi had the highest percentage of 14,99, while
Chittaurgarh had the second highest percentage of
14.50. Third place was occupied by Jaipur with a
percentage of 12.09. It would thus be scen that a
little more than 409 of such houses were accounted
for by the above three districts alone. The lowest
percentage of 0.10 was recorded in the case of Jalor
district.




2.44 The rural pattern of various districts revealed
that Bundi and ’ Chittaurgarh continued to occupy
first and second place with a percentage of 14.31 and
14.02 respectively. In the urban areas, however,
Jaipur jumped to the top place with a percentage of
10.64. The following table shows percentage for the
State and the various districts for the rural and the
urban areas separately :—

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100 51.45 48.55
1. Ganganagar 0.77 0.48 0.29 .
2. Bikaner 0.58 0.39 0.19
3. Churu 2.51 0.48 2.03
4. Jhunjhunun 1.93 106 0.87
5. Alwar 5.42 1.16 426
6. Bharatpur 1.93 0.29 1.64
7. Sawai Madhopur 3.38 1.35 2,03
8. Jaipur 12 09 1.45 10.64
9: Sikar 1.84 0.68 1.16
10 Ajmer 6.48 1.45 5.0}
11. Tonk 0.39 0.29 0.10
12. Jaisalmer 0.87 0.77 0.10
13. Jodhpur 2.32 0.19 2.13
14. Nagaur 2.80 1.64 1.16
15. Pali 1.16 0.77 0.39
16. Barmer 4.65 4.26 0.39
17. Jalor 0.10 N 0.10
18. Sirohi 2.22 0.29 1.93
19. Bhilwara 1.74 0.58 1.16
20. Udaipur 6.00 1.35 4.65
21. Chittaurgarh 14.50 14.02 0.48
22, Dungarpur 1.35 0.68 0.67
23. Banswara 0.58 0.39 0.19
24. Bundt 14.99 14.31 0.68
“25. Kota 7.15 2.22 4.93
26. Jhalawar 2.22 0.87 1.35

2.45 Out of the total of 48.55% census houses
with this wall-material in the urban areas of the
State, almost 50% of them were accounted for by the
cities. Jaipur City with a percentage 7.74 topped the
list whilz Bikaner with a meagre percentage of 0.19
stood at the bottom. The following table shows this
position for all the citics along with rank :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikdner 0.19 6
2. Jaipur 7.74 1
3. Ajmer 4.06 3
4. Jodhpur 1.93 5
5. Udaipur . 4.45 2
6. Kota 3.77 4
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2.46 Greater use of this wall material in the cities
may be attributed to the presence of immigrant
households which go there in search of work. Since
metal sheets are light, durable and transportable,
they are generally preferred as wall material by such
population.

2.47 Outof 1,000 census houses having walls
made of different materials in the rural and urban
areas of the State, there was only one house of this
type in the rural areas and 2 in the uPban arcas.
Since the use of this wall material is not common in
the State, most of the districts had negligible number
of such houses. However, Bundi district had 8 out
of 1,000 census houses in this category in its ruratl
areas which, incidentally, was the highest number for
the rural and urban areas combined for any district
and Alwar had 7 in urban areas, which was indivi-
dually highest for the urban areas, The following
table shows the number for the State and the
various districts for the rural and the urban areas
separately :—

Incidence per 1,000
I

S.No. State/District Rural Urba';
RAJASTHAN 1 2
1. Ganganagar N N
2. Bikaner N N
. 3. Churu N 2
4. Jhunjhunun N 1
5. Alwar N 7
6. Bharatpur N 2
7. Sawai Madhopur N 3
8. Jaipur N 3
9. Sikar N 1
10. Ajmer 1 3
11, Tonk N N
12. Jaisalmer 1 1
13. Jodhpur N 1
14. Nagaur N 2
15. Pali N 1
16, Barmer 1 1
17. Jalor — 1
18. Sirohi N 4
19. Bhilwara N 2
20. Udaipur N 4
21. Chittaurgarh T3 1
22. Dungarpur N ¢
23. Banswara N 1
24. Bundi 8 2
25. Kota 1 4
26. Jhalawar N 4

( N=Negligible )

2.48 The distribution pattern in the cities revealed
that Udaipur had the highest number (5 out of 1,000
of such census houses while Bikaner City had a



negligible number.- The following table shows the
number of such census houses in each city along with
rank :—

City Incidence per 1,000 Rank

Bikaner
Jaipur
Ajmer
Jodhpur
Udaipur
Kota,

SR
.bu.-—-.;;wz
N»—-,{;NUI

Stone

2.49 There were 2,427,350 houses, representing
39.009 of alf census houses in the entire State, which
had stone as the predomihant wall material. Out of
this 1,733,633, representing - 71.42%, were located
in the rural areas and 693,715, representing 28.58%,
in the urban areas. As the State is rich as far as the
availability of stone is concerned, most of the houses
in almost all parts of the State are made of stone.

2.50 The highest percentage of such houses was
found in Udaipur district which had 12.04%, very
closely followed by Jaipur which had 12.019,. The
lowest percentage of 0.17 was found in the case of
Banswara district.

2.51 1In the rural areas of the various districts,
Udaipur with a percentage of 9.90 maintained its
position at the top while Alwar with a percentage of
7.01 replaced Jaipur at the second place. Ganganagar
with a percentage of 0.15 also replaced Banswara at
the bottom place.

2.52 In the urban areas of the various districts,
it was found that Jaipur had the highest percentage
.of 5.64 while Banswara had a negligible number of
houses on this account. The following table shows
percentage for the State and the various districts for
the rural and the urban areas separately :—

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban

RAJASTHAN 100 71.42 28.58
1. Ganganagar 0.16 0.15 0.01
2. Bikaner 0.38 0.21 0.17
3. Churu 2.12 1.12 1.00
4. Jhunjhunun 2.47 1.90 0.57
5. Alwar 8.01 7.01 1.00
6. Bharatpur 4.11 3.35 0.76
7. Sawai Madhopur  6.00 4.82 1.18
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S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
8. Jaipur 12.01 6.37 5.64
9. Sikar 3.37 2.89 0.48

10. Ajmer 7.96 4.50 3.46

11. Tonk 1.85 1.10 0.75

12. Jaisalmer 0.83 0,51 0.32

13. Jodhpur 5.77 2.59 3.18

14, Nagaur 5.87 4.46 1.41

15. Pali 2.27 1.69 0.58

16. Barmer 0.86 0.45 0.41

17. Jalor 0.31 0.22 0.09

18. Sirohi 0.61 0.33 0.28

19. Bhilwara 5.09 4.41 0.68

20. Udaipur 12.04 9.90 2.14

21. Chittaurgarh 4.87 4.03 0.84

22. Dungarpur 0.82 0.57 0.25

23. Banswara 0.17 0.17 N

24. Bundi 2.59 2.00 0.59

25. Kota 7.00 4,60 2.40

26. Jhalawar 2.33 2.01 0.32

( N=Negligible )

2.53 Out of a total of 28.58%, census houses with
stone walls that were located in the urban areas of
the Staie, 12.879 were located in the cities alone.
Jaipur had the highest percentage of 4.58 while
Bikaner had the lowest, 0.16. The following table
shows percentage and rank for each city :(—

Per cent

City Rank
1. Bikaner 0.16 6
2, Jaipur 4.58 1
3. Ajmer 1.97 4
4. Jodhpur 2.72 2
5. Udaipur 1.46 5
6. Kota 1.98 3

2.54 The distribution of 1,000 census houses made
of different wall materials in the rural and urban
areas of the State revealed that 341 and 609, respec-
tively, had walls made of stone.

2.55 The distribution pattern for the rural and
urban areas of the districts revealed that Ajmer had
the highest number (585 out of 1,000) in the rural
areas while Jaisalmer had the highest number (913
out of 1,000) in the urban areas. The lowest number
both for the rural and urban areas was recorded in
the case of Ganganagar district where it happened to
be 16 and 6 respectively. The following table shows
distribution for the State and the districts for the
rural and the urban areas separately :—



Incidence per 1,000

B

~—

S.No. State/District Rural Urban

RAJASTHAN 341 609
1. Ganganagar 16 6
2. Bikaner 72 75
3. Churu 256 425
4. Jhunjhunun 322 367
S. Alwar 555 758
6. Bharatpur 268 369
7. Sawai Madhopur 428 702
8. Jaipur 359 821
9. Sikar 393 257
10. Ajmer 5¢5 795
11. Tonk 1914 635
12. Jaisalmer 325 913
13. Jodhpur 370 892
14. Nagaur 459 877
15, Pali 162 414
le. Barmer 69 639
7. Jalor 37 245
18, Sirohi 79 300
19. Bhilwara 413 531
20. Udaipur 558 811
21. Chittaurgarh 418 636
22. Dungarpur 132 702
23. Banswara 34 14

24. Bundi 534 753 .
25. Kota 494 798
26, Jhalawar 367 481

2.56 In the case of cities, Jodhpur had the highest
number (944 out of 1,000) of census houses with
stone as the wall material while Bikaner had the
lowest number (92 out of 1,000). On account of
easier and abundant availability of good quality
stone in Jodhpur, this city naturally occupies the
place of pride in this respect. Kota and Jaipur cities
too, had formidable number of such census houses.
The following table shows distribution and rank for
each city :—

City Incidence per 1,000 Rank
1. Bikaner 92 6
2. Jaipur 852 3
3. Ajmer 806 S
4. Jodhpur 944 1
5. Udaipur 813 4
6. Kota 860 2

Cement concrete

2.57 There were 3,050 census houses in the State,
the walls of which were made of cement concrete,
This represented 0.05% of'all census houses in the
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State. Out of this, 1,370, representing 44.92%, were
located in the rural areas and 1,680, representing
55.082, in the urban areas. It would, therefore, be
seen that higher percentage of such census houses
existed in the urban areas.

2.58 Among the various districts of the State,.
Udaipur alone accounted for alittle more than 1/5th
of such houses. The percentage worked out to 20.49.
The predominance of this wall material in this district
could, perhaps, be attributed to its local manufacture.
Bundi district with a percentage of 9.51-had the
second highest number of such houses. This higher
percentage in Bundi is also on account of easier
availability of cement there from Sawai Madhopur
and Lakheri towns. The lowest percentage (0.16) of
such census houses was recorded in the case of Jalor
district.

2.59 Among the rural areas of the various. dxs-
htncts Udaipur, occupied the top place with a per-
“centage of 6.56 closely followed by Kota with 6.07 in
the second place. The lowest percentage of 0.1¢
each was jointly recorded in the Tural areas of
Bikaner, Jhunjhunun, Nagaur, Jalor and Banswara
districts.

2.60 .In respect of urban areas of the various
districts, Udaipur with a percentage of 13.93 led the
field. Second place was occupied by Jaipur with a
percentage of 8.19." While nil figures had been recor-
ded in the case of Bharatpur, Tonk, Jaisalmer,
Nagaur, Barmer, Jalor and Dungarpur districts, the
lowest percentage of 0.16 each was recorded in the
case of Bikaner and Sikar districts. The following
table shows percentage for the State and the various
districts for the rural and the urban areas separately :—

S.No. State/District Total  Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100 4492 55.08

1. Ganganagar 2.78 0.16 2.62
2. Bikaner 2.78 2.62 0.16
3. Churu 5.41 0.98 4.43
4. Jhunjhuaun 0.65 0.16 0.49
5. Alwar 573 5.24 0.49
6. Bharatpur 213 2.13 —
7. Sawai Madhopur 8.36 5.90 2.46
8. Jaipur 9.34 1.15 8.19
9. Sikar 0.65 0.49 0.16
10. Ajmer - 131 0.33 .0.98
11. . Tonk — — —
12. Jaisalmer 0.98 0.98 —




S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
13. Jodhpur 0.98 0.65 0.33
14. Nagaur 0.16 0.16 -
15. Pali 1.97 1.31 0.66
16. Barmer 1.15 1.15 —
17. Jalor 0.16 0.16 , -
18. Sirohi 2.62 0.33 2.29
19. Bhilwara 0.98 0.65 0.33
20. Udaipur 20.49 6.56 13.93
21. Chittaurgarh 7.38 2.46 1.92
22. Dungarpur 0.98 0.98 —_
23. Banswara 1.31 0.16 1.15
24, Bundi 9.51 213 7.38
25. Kota 5.41 1.97 3.44
26. Jhalawar 6.72 6.07 0.65

2.61 Qut of 55.08% census bouses of this type in
the urban areas of the State, almost 1,2 of them were
located in the cities alone. While the highest per-
centage of 13.93, which, incidentally, worked out to
more than 50% of the total percentage for all the
cities. was recorded in Udaipur alone, the lowest per-
centage of 0.16 each was recorded in Bikaner and
Jodhpur cities. This extremely poor percentage in
relation to other cities was because of the fact that
while in Bikaner City, burnt bricks constitute the
predominant wall material, stone serves the same
purpose in the case of Jodhpur City. Apart from
this, weather conditions also do not permit cement
concrete to be used as wall material in these two

cities because of the extremely hot climate. The
following table shows percentage and rank for
each city:—
City Per cent Rank

1. Bikaner 0.16 5

2. Jaipur 7.87 2

3. Ajmer 0.33 4

4. Jodhpur 0.16 5

5. Udaipur 13.93 1

6. Kota 3.28 3

2.62 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses with different wall materials in the rural and
the urban areas of the State revealed that negligible
number of census houses with cement concrete as
wall material existed in the rural areas while only 2
such houses were located in the urban areas.
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2.63 This distribution pattern for various districts
revealed that except in the case of Udaipur, Chitt-
aurgarh and Bundi districts, which had 7,5 and 12
census houses respectively in urban areas, the num-

" ber in other districts for rural and urban areas, was

either very small or negligible. The following table
shows distribution for the State and the various
districts for the rural and the urban areas separately:—

Incidence per 1,000

S.No. State/District Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN N 2
1. Ganganagar N 2
2. Bikaner | N
3. Churu N 2
4. Jhunjhunun N N
5. Alwar 1 N
6. Bharatpur N —_—
7. Sawai Madhopur 1 2
8. Jaipur N 1
9. Sikar N N
10. Ajmer N N
11. Tonk — —
12, Jaisalmer 1 —
13. Jodhpur N N
14. Nagaur N —
15. Pali N 1
16. Barmer N —
17. Jalor N —
18. Sirohi N 3
19. Bhilwara N N
20. Udaipur N 7
21. Chittaurgarh N 5
22, Dungarpur N -
23. Banswara N 4
24, Bundi 1 12
25. Kota N 1
26, Jhalawar 1 1

( N=Negligible )

2.64 Similar distribution pattern in respect of
cities revealed that Udaipur had an outstandingly
larger number of such census houses in comparison
to other cities. While it was 10 out of 1,000 in Udai-
pur, the next highest was 2, each in Jaipur and Kota
cities. The following table shows distribution and
rank for each city :—

City Incidence per 1,000 Rank

Bikaner
Jaipur
Ajmer
Jodhpur
Udaipur
Kota

N

NDZZ w2
|

Ps LN
-

. ( N=Negligible )



All other materials and materials not stated

2.65 In all, there were 1,915 census houses, the
wall material of which was either not stated or it was
other than that discussed in the preceding pages. Out
of this 1,515 census houses, representing 79.11%/,were
located in the rural areas and 400, representing
20.89%. in the urban areas.

2,66 The districtwise position revealed that
almost 509, (49.08) of such houses existed in Tonk
district alone and this entire percentage was accoun-
ted for by its rural areas. Churu district made an
outstandingly higher percentage contribution (5.49%)
in respect of urban areas. The following table shows
percentage for the State and the various districts for
the rural and the urban areas separately : —

Percentage
S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 79.11 20.89
1. Ganganagar 3.92 2.09 1.83
2. Bikaner 0.78 0.52 0.26
3. Churu 5.75 0.26 5.49
4. Jhunjhunun 4.44 3.66 0.78
5. Alwar 1.83 1.05 0.78
6. Bharatpur 4.70 1.57 3.13
7. Sawai Madhopur 1.04 —_ 1.04
8. Jaipur 2.61 1.57 1.04
9. Sikar 1.04 0.78 0.26
10. Ajmer 1.57 0.52 1.05
11. Tonk 49.08 49.08 —
12. Jaisalmer 0.52 0.52 —
13. Jodhpur 1.57 0.52 1.05
14. Nagaur 1.83 1.31 0.52
15. Pali 0.78 0.78 —_
16. Barmer 0.78 0.78 —
17. Jalor 0.52 0.26 0.26
18. Sirohi 1.31 1.31 —
19. Bhilwara 1.83 1.57 0.26
20. Udaipur 3.39 2.35 1.04
21. Chittaurgarh 1.57 0.78 0.79
22. Dungarpur 1.57 0.52 1.05
23. Banswara 0.52 0.52 —_
24. Bundi 4.18 4.18 —
25. Kota 2.87 2.61 0.26
26. Jhalawar — — _
- -
2.67 Out of 20.899, such houses that were loca-

ted in the urban areas of the State, the cities accoun-
ted for 3.129/. While Ajmer had the highest percen-
tage of 1.04, Udaipur and Kota cities had the lowest
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percentage of 0.26 each and Bikaner had no such
houses at all. The following table shows percentage
and rank for each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner — —
2. Jaipur 0.78 2
3. Ajmer 1.04 1
4. Jodhpur 0.78 2
5. Udaipur 0.26 3
6. Kota 0.26 3

2.68 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses with different wall materials for the rural
and the urban areas of the State revealed that negligi-
ble number existed both in the rural as well as the
urban areas. This position in the case of districts
revealed that except in the rural areas of Tonk district
which had 7 such houses, the number in others was
either meagre or negligible. The following table
shows distribution for the State and the various dis-
tricts separately for the rural and the urban areas:—

Incidence per 1,000
A

S.No. State/District Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN N N
1. Ganganagar N 1
2. Bikaner N N
3. Churu N 2
4. Jhunjhunun 1 1
5. Alwar N 1
6. Bharatpur N 1
7. Sawai Madhopur — N
8. Jaipur N N
9, Sikar N N
10. Ajmer N N
11. Tonk 7 —_—
12. Jaisalmer N —
13, Jodhpur N N
14. Nagaur N N
15. Pali N —
16, Barmer N —
17. Jalor N N
18. Sirohi N —
19. Bhilwara N N
20. Udaipur N N
21. Chittaurgarh N 1
22. Dungarpur N 2
23. Banswara N —
24. Bundi 1 —_
25. Kota N N

26. Jhalawar

( N=Negligible )



2.69 This distribution for the cities revealed that
Bikaner had no such house. The other cities had
negligible number of such census houses.

Predominant miterial of Wall in ‘“Residential Census
Houses”

2.70 It had been stated in the beginning of this
chapter that discussion regarding predominant mate-
rial of wall and roof would be available in two parts
in respect of 1971 data. Firstly, discussion would be
confined to al/ census houses in the State. Secondly,
similar discussion woi;ld be confined to only residen-
tial census houses. In the preceding pages, predo-
minant material of wall in respect of all census
houses in the State had been discussed. Inthe succee-
ding pages, residential census houses only are being
taken up for similar discussion. The reader is once
again reminded that comparison with 1961 data
would also be taken up during the discussion of this
aspect on the assumption that one residential census
house had one household during 1961 Census to fit
into the frame-work of 1971 Census in which residen-
tial census house, and not the household as in 1961,
happened to be the unit. Further, grass, leaves, reeds
or bamboo; timber ;mud and unburnt bricks had been
separately accounted for during 1961 for the purpo-
ses of presentation of data. This material of wall
generally reflected <Kutcha’ aspect of house construc-
tion. During 1971 Census, however, grass, leaves,
reeds or bamboo, mud, unburat bricks or wood,
again representing the ‘Kutcha, aspect, have been
grouped at one place. Again, burnt bricks; G.I.
sheets or other metal sheets; stone and cement
concrete had becn separately represented during 1961
Census. This wall material generally reflected ‘Pucca’
characteristics of house construction. During 1971
Census, burnt bricks, G.I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone and cement stand included in one group.
The category of “All Other Materials” during 1961,
more or less, remained the same during 1971 Census
also except that <-Materials not Stated” have also
been included in this category during 197[. Thus,
for comparing the data of 1971 Census with that of
the 1961 Census, information regarding different
wall materials for 1961, which is separately available,
would be clubbed to fit into the frame-work of 1971
Census.

Grass, leaves, reeds or
bricks, wood

271 There were 2,267,950 residential census
houses in the State which had walls made of this

bamboo, mud, unburnt
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material. This represented 51.22% of all residential
houses in the State. Of this 2,142,845 representing
94.48% were located in the rural areas and 125,105
representing 5.529; in the urban areas. Since this
wall material characterisesKutcha’ construction, the
preponderance of such houses in the rural areas is
not surprising.

2.72 Among the various districts of the State,
Jaipur district with a percentage of 8.51 occupied the
top place followed by Ganganagar where this percen-
tage was 7.46. The lowest percentage 0.75 was
recorded in the case of Jaisalmer district.

2.73 In the rural areas of the various districts,
Jaipur and Ganganagar with a percentage of 7.77
and 6.88 respectively continued to occupy the first
and the second place. The lowest percentage of 0.74
in the rural areas was recorded in Jaisalmer district.

2.74 In the urban areas, Jaipur and Ganga-
nagar continued to occupy the first two places with
percentages of 0.74 and 0.58 respectively. The
lowest percentage of 0.01 was once again recorded
in Jaisalmer.

2.75 The following table shows percentage distri-
bution for the State and the various districts separa-
tely for the rural and the urban areas :—

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 94.48 5.52
1. Ganganagar 7.46 6.88 0.58
2. Bikaner 2.18 1.93 0.25
3. Churu 2.32 1.96 0.36
4. Jhunjhunun 1.86 1.73 0.13
5. Alwar 3.65 3.54 0.11
6. Bharatpur 5.73 5.31 0.42
7. Sawai Madhopur 4.57 4,35 0.22
8. Jaipur 8.51 7.77 0.74
9. Sikar 2.21 2.06 0.15
10. Ajmer 2.44 2.28 0.16
it. Tonk 3.36 3.04 0.32
12. Jaisalmer 0.75 0.74 0.01
13. Jodhpur 3.73 3.51 0.22
14. Nagaur 3.90 3.79 0.11
15. Pali 4.80 4.56 0.24
16. Barmer 4.75 4.63 0.12
17. Jalor 4.30 4.19 0.11
18. Sicohi 2.23 2.08 0.15
19. Bhilwara 5.01 4.85 0.16
20. Udaipur 6.45 6.35 0.10
21. Chittaurgarh 4.63 4.45 0.18
22. Dungarpur 3.00 297 0.03
23. Banswara 4.13 4.00 0.13
24. Bundi 1.46 1.40 0.06
25. Kota 3.85 3.49 0.36
26. Jhalawar 2.72 2.62 0.10




2.76 Out of 5.52% houses that were located in
the urba areas of the State, 1.079, were accounted
for by the cities. While the highest percentage of 0.48
was recorded in Jaipur City, the lowest percentage of
0.06 was recorded in Udaipur. The following table
shows percentage and rank for each city:—

City Per cent Rank

1. Bikaner 0.18 3

2. Jaipur 0.48 1

3. Ajmer 0.07 5

4. Jodhpur 0.09 4

5. Udaipur 0.06 6

6. Kota 0.19 2
277 Tt will be observed from the above table

that Jaipur and Kota cities alone account for the
bulk of the percentage. The presence of labour force
that comes from nearby rural areas in search of emp-
loyment due to the greater industrial growth in these
cities accounts for such type of dwellings with
inferior materials.

2.78 The distribution pattern of 1,000 residential
census houses with different wall materials in the
rural and urban areas of the State revealed that there
were 592 houses with this material of wall in the
rural areas and 155 in the urban areas. The distri-
bution during 1961 showed that in the rural areas of
the State there were 603 houses, out of every 1,000,
with this wall material. In the urban areas this figure
worked out to 204. It would, thus, be observed that
the trend is fast undergoing a change towards more
and more durable material of wall.

2,79 The distribution pattern for the districts
revealed that Barmer district had the highest number
(910) in its rural areas while Banswara district had
the highest number (481) in its urban areas. The lowest
number for the rural and urban areas was recorded
in the case of Jhunjhunun (370) and Ajmer and
Udaipur (47 each) districts respectively. The follow-
ing table shows distribution for the State and the
various districts separately for the rural and the
urban areas along with the comparable figures
for 1961 :—
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Incidence per 1,000

o S
1971 1961
S.No. State;District Rural Urbal; Tlural Urban

RAJASTHAN 592 155 603 204

1. Ganpganagar 853 347 925 444
2. Bikaner 815 145 875 178
3. Churu 488 200 634 277
4. Jhunjhunun 370 114 503 347
5. Alwar 410 114 405 234
6. Bharatpur 593 269 708 369
7. Sawai Madhopur 540 179 538 286
8. Jaipur 636 136 696 187
9. Sikar 379 112 529 302
10. Ajmer 398 47 374 85
11. Tonk 807 411 781 472
12, Jaisalmer 671 56 747 63
13. Jodbpur 631 80 027 74
14, Nagaur 494 97 620 180
15+ Pali 626 223 690 242
16. Barmer 910 247 945 206
17. Jalor 860 425 892 506
18. Sirohi 689 212 719 268
19. Bhilwara 576 166 428 156
20. Udaipur 454 47 315 43
21. Chittaurgarh 585 201 500 230
22. Dungarpur 763 102 804 186
23. Banswara 883 481 902 508
24, Bundi 452 110 431 99
25. Kota 499 148 414 95
26. Jhalawar 592 192 478 179

2.80 In the case of cities, the highest number
(131) of such census houses was found in Bikaner
and the lowest (33) in the case of Ajmer. The follow-
ing table shows distribution and rank for each city
with the comparable 1961 data :—

1971 1961
Incidence Rank Incidence Rank
City per 1,000 per 1,000
1. Bikaner 131 1 146 1
2. Jaipur 108 2 144 2
3. Ajmer 33 6 81 3
4, Jodhpur 37 5 34 6
5. Udaipur 38 4 56 4
6. Kota 100 3 49 5
2.81 It would be observed from the above table

that except in the case of Jodhpur and Kota cities
where the number of such census houses has increa-
sed between the previous and the present Census, this



number has decreased in the case of all other cities.
The greatest decrease from 81 in 1961 to 33 in 1971,
took place in the case of Ajmer City. The existence of
fairly larger proportion of such houses during 1971
in the case of Jaipur and Kota cities may be attribu-
ted to the growing industrialization of these cities.
The labour force working in various industries put
up such constructions for dwelling purposes.

Burnt bricks,
stone, cement

G. 1. sheets or other metal sheets,

2.82 The above wall material typifies ‘Pucca’
constructions. The trend that was observable regar-
ding this wall material revealed that proportion of
houses with this wall material was comparatively
greater in urban than, in rural areas.

2.83 There were in all 2,158,280 residential census
houses in the State with the above material of wall.
This represented 48.74% of all residential census
houses in the State. Out of this, 1,473,590 houses,
representing 68.28%, were located in the rural areas
and 684,890, representing 31.72%, in the urban
areas.

2.84 The districtwise position revealed that
Udaipur district had the highest percentage (10.07),
closely followed in the second and third places by
Jaipur and Ajmer districts with a percentage of 9.65
and 7.09 respectively. The lowest percentage of 0.60
was recorded in the case of Jaisalmer district.

2.85 1In the case of rural and urban areas of the
various districts, while Udaipur topped for the rural
arcas with a percentage of 8.03, Jaipur with a percen-
tage of 4.97 topped in respect of the urban areas.
The following table shows percentage for the State
and the various districts for the rural and the urban
areas separately :—

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100 68.28 31.72

1. Ganganagar 2.39 1.25 1.14
2. Bikaner 2.02 0.46 1.56
3. Churu 3.64 2.16 1.48
4. Jhunjhunun 4.11 3.09 1.02
5. Alwar 6.25 5.34 0.91
6. Bharatpur 5.05 3.84 1.21
7. Sawai Madhopur 4.97 3.89 1.08
8. Jaipur 9.65 4.68 4.97
9. Sikar 4.77 3.57 1.20
10. Ajmer 7.09 3.62 3.47
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S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
11. Tonk 1.21 0.72 0.49
12. Jaisalmer 0.60 0.38 0.22
13. Jodhpur - 4.85 2.15 2.70
14. Nagaur 5.20 4.09 1.11
15. Pali 3.73 2.86 0.87
16. Barmer 0.87 0.48 0.39
17. Jalor 0.88 0.72 0.16
18. Sirohi 1.57 0.99 0.58
19. Bhilwara 4,61 3.75 0.86
20. Udaipur 10.07 8.03 2.04
21. Chittaurgarh 4,05 3.32 0.73
22. Dungarpur 1.23 0.97 0.28
23. Banswara 0.70 0.56 0.14
24. Bundi 2.32 1.78 0.54
25. Kota 5.85 3.68 2,17
26. Jhalawar 2.32 1.90 0.42

2.86 Out of the total percentage of 31.72 houses
in the urban areas of the State, 13.12 were accounted
for by the cities alone. The highest percentage of
4.14 was found in Jaipur while the lowest percentage

of 1.25 in Bikaner. The following table shows
percentage and rank for each city :(—
City Per cent Rank

1. Bikaner 1.25 6

2. Jaipur 4.14 1

3. Ajmer 2.08 3

4. Jodhpur 2.38 2

5. Udaipur 1.48 5

6. Kota 1.79 4

2.87 The distribution pattern of 1,000 residential
census houses with different materials of wall in the
rural and urban areas of the State revealed that there
were only 407 such houses in the rural areas while
urban areas had 845 such houses. During 1961, this
number in the case of rural and urban areas was 397
and 796 houses respectively. This increasing trend
towards the use of this material of wall reflects the
general improvement in the economic conditions
of the people as also a liking for more and more
durable material.

2.88 This pattern in the case of various districts
revealed that Jhunjhunun district had the highest
number (629) in the rural areas and Ajmer and
Udaipur, the highest number (953 each) in the urban
areas. The lowest number for rural and urban areas
was recorded in the case of Barmer and Jalor districts
which was 90 and 575 respectively. The following



table shows distribution for the State and various
districts for the rural and the urban areas separately
in comparison with 1961 Census data:--

Incidence per 1,000
A

——
19M 1?61
S.No. State/District "Rural Urban "Rural  Urban

RAJASTHAN 407 845 397 796

1. Ganganagar 147 652 74 556
2. Bikaner 185 855 125 822
3, Churu 512 799 366 722
4. Jhunjhunun 629 886 497 653
5. Alwar 590 885 595 763
6. Bharatpur 407 730 292 631
7. Sawai Madhopur 460 820 461 714
8. Jaipur 364 864 304 £13
9. Sikar 621 888 470 698
10. Ajmer 602 953 623 914
11. Tonk 182 589 219 528
12, Jaisalmer 329 944 253 937
13. Jodhpur 369 920 373 926
14. Nagaur 506 903 380 820
15. Pali 374 771 310 758
16. Barmer 90 753 55 794
17. Jalor 140 575 108 - 494
18. Sirohi 311 788 281 732
19. Bhilwara 424 834 572 844
20. Udaipur 546 953 685 957
21. Chittaurgarh 415 198 500 770
22. Dungarpur 257 898 196 814
23. Banswara 117 519 98 492
24. Bundi 547 -890 569 901
25. Kota 501 852 586 905
26. Jhalawar 408 808 522 821

2.89 This pattern for the cities showed that
Bikaner had the lowest number (869) while Ajmer
had the highest (967). The following table shows

distribution for all cities along with rank for 1971 and
the 1961 Census:—

1971 1961
City Incidence Rank incidence Rank
per 1,000 per 1,000
1. Bikaner 869 6 854 6
2. Jaipur 892 5 856 5
3. Ajmer 967 1 917 4
4. Jodhpur 963 2 966 1
5. Udaipur 962 3 944 3
6. Kota 900 4 951 2

2.90 Tt can be observed from the above table
that except in the case of Jodhpur and Kota cities
where the number of such census houses has gone
down in comparison to 1961 Census, there is an
increasing trend in respect of all other cities. The
decrease in the case of these cities may indirectly be
attributed to the presence of larger labour force which
have their dwellings made of inferior materials. This,
therefore, brings down the proportion of houses
made with durable material of wall.

All other materials and materials not stated

291 There were in all 1,605 houses in the State
under this category. This represented 0.04% of all
residential census houses in the State. Out of this
1,385, representing 86.29%;, were located in the rural
areas and 220, representing 13.71%/, in the urban
areas. Although all conceivable materials of wall
have been separately dealt with for the purposes of
analysis, a smaller chunk with either unidentifiable
wall materials ( due to use of local terminology ) or
materials not stated at all by the field agency, still
remained. The proportion of such houses, however,
remained negligible as would be evident from the
discussion that follows.

2.92 The percentage of such houses for the
various districts revealed that Tonk district alone
accounted for 58.57% and that too in its rural areas.
While Dungarpur and Jhalawar districts had no such
houses, the lowest percentage of 0.31 each was recor-
ded in the case of Jaisalmer, Jalor and Banswara
districts,

293 For the rural areas of the various districts,
Tonk, as stated earlier, had the highest percentage.
The second highest place was occupled by Bundi
with a percentage of 4.36.

2.94 For the urban areas, Churu had the highest
percentage (2.81) very closely followed by Bharatpur
with a percentage of (2.79). The following table
shows percentage for the State and the various dis-
tricts sepafately for the rural and the urban areas:—

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 86.29 13.71
1. Ganganagar 2.80 1.24 1.56
2. Bikaner 0.62 0.31 0.31
3. Churu 3.12 0.31 2.81
4. Jhunjhunun 4.36 3.74 0.62
5. Alwar 1.87 0.94 0.93




" 8.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
Bharatpur 4.66 1.87 2.79

. Sawai Madhopur 1.25 — 1.25
8. Jaipur o218 1.25 0.93
. Sikar 1.25 0.93 0.32
10. Ajmer 0.62 0.31 0.31
11. Tonk 58.57 58.57 —
12. Jaisalmer 0.31 0.31 —_
13, Jodhpur 1.25 0.63 0.32
14. Nagaur 1.86 1.55 0.31
15. Pali 0.62 0.62 —
16. Barmer 0.62 0.62 —
17. Jalor 0.3!1 0.31 —
18. Sirohi 0.94 0.94 —_
19. Bhilwara 2.18 1.87 0.31
20. Udaipur 1.87 1.87 —_
21. Chittaurgarh 0.94 0.31 0.63
22. Dungarpur — — —
23. Banswara 0.31 0.31 —
24. Bundi 4.36 4.36 —_—
25. Kota 3.43 3.12 0.31

26. Jhalawar — - —
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T " Incidence per 1,000
A

2.95 Out of the total percentage of 13.71 for the
urban areas of the State, 3.11%, of such houses were
located in the cities. While Bikaner and Udaipur
cities had no such houses, Jaipur had as many as
2.18%. The following table shows percentage for
each city along with rank:—

City Per cent . Rank
1. Bikaner — -
2. Jaipur 2.18 1
3. Ajmer 0.31 )
4. Jodhpur 0.31 2
5. Udaipur —_ —
5. Kota 0.31 2

2.96 The distribution pattern of 1,000 residential
census houses with different materials of wall in the
rural and urban areas of the State revealed that there
was negligible number of such houses. Similarly, for
the districts also, the number in most of them was
negligible and in some cases nil, except in the case
of Tonk district which had 11 such houses in the
rural areas.

2.97 The following table shows distribution for
the State and the various districts, with 1961 data
for the rural and the urban areas separately:—

1971 l9lél
S.No. State/District Rural Urban Rural Urban

RAJASTHAN N N N N

1. Ganganagar N N 1 —_
2. Bikaner N N — —
3. Churu N N - N 1
4. Jhunjhunun N N — —
5. Alwar N N N 3
6. Bharatpur N N N —_
7. Sawai Madhopur — N 1 —_
8. Jaipur N N N N
9. Sikar N N 1 N
10. Ajmer N N 3 1
11. Tonk 11 — —_ —
12. Jaisalmer N — N —
12. Jodhpur N N — N
14. Nagaur N N N —_
15. Pali N — —_ —
16. Barmer N — — —
17. Jalor N — —_ —
18. Sirohi N — —_ —
19. Bhilwara N N N —
20. Udaipur N — N —
21. Chittaurgarh N N N N
22. Dungarpur — — — —
23. Banswara N — N —
24. Bundi N — N —
25. Kota N N N —_—
26. Jhalawar — —_ N —

{ N=Negligible )

2.98 This distribution in the case of cities revea-
led that there was a negligible number in Jaipur and
only 2 houses in Ajmer. The other four cities had
no such house.

Predominant material of Roof

2.99 Asin the case of predominant material of
wall which has been discussed in the preceding pages,
predominant material of roof is being discussed in
the succeeding pages on the same lines. Material of
roof is as indicative of the climate of a region and
the condition of the people thereof as the material
of wall.

Grass, leaves, reeds, thatch, wood, mud, un-burnt
bricks or bamboo.

2.100 Out of a total of 6,223,870 census houses in
the State, there were 1,813,275 census houses with the



above material of roof. This represented 29.13% of
all census houses.

2,101 Out of these 1,813,275 census houses,
1,693,485 representing, 93.39%; were located in the
rural and 119,790, representing 6.61%, in the urban
areas.

2,102 The highest percentage of 15.45 followed
by 12.38 was recorded in the case of Jaipur and
Ganganagar districts respectively. The lowest per-
centage of 0.06 was recorded in the case of Dungar-
pur district.

2.103 For the rural areas of the various districts,
Jaipur and Ganganagar districts, again, occupied the
first and the second place respectively with percen-
tages of 14.41 and 10.93. The lowest place again
went to Dungarpur with a percentage of 0.06.

2.104 For the urban areas of the various districts,
Jaipur was replaced at the top by Ganganagar with
a percentage of 1.45. Jaipur, however, occupied the
second place with a percentage of 1.04. Dungarpur
once again remained at the bottom with negligible
percentage in the urban areas. The following table
shows percentage for the State and the various dis-
tricts for the rural and the urban areas separately :—

Percentage
r e _
S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 93,39 6.61
1. Ganganagar 12.38 10.93 1.45
2. Bikaner 3.81 .16 0.65
3. Churu 3.85 343 0.42
4, Jbunjhunun 4,25 3.96 0.29
5 Alwar 9.88 9.68 0.20
6. Bharatpur 10.54 9.95 0.59
7. Sawai Madhopur 2.19 2.10 0.09
8. Jaipur 15.45 14.41 1.04
9. Sikar 4.70 4.48 0.22
10. Ajmer 3.18 3.06 0.12
11. Tonk 1.97 1.79 0.18
12. Jaisalmer 2.09 1.86 0.23
13. Jodhpur 5.50 5.25 0.25
14. Nagaur 6.07 5.89 0.18
15. Pali 1.57 1.54 0.03
16, Barmer 6.89 673 0.16
17. Jalor 2.64 2.57 0.07
18. Sirohi 0.30 0.26 0.04
19. Bhilwara 0.48 0.47 0.01
20. Udaipur 0.45 0.37 0.08
21. Chittaurgarh 0.30 0.29 0.01
22. Dungarpur 0.06 0.06 N
23. Banswara 0.15 0.12 0.03
24, Bundi 0.15 0.13 0.02
25. Kota 0.79 0.55 0.24
0.36 0.35 0.01

. Jhalawar

N )
=
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2.105 Out of the 6.619; houses that were located’
in the urban areas of the State, 1.65% were accounted
for by the cities. Jaipur with a percentage of 0.61
occupied the top place while Udaipur with a percen-
tage of 0.03 the bottom. The following table shows
percentage and rank for each city:—

City Incidence per 1,000 Rank
1. Bikaner 0.54 2
2. Jaipur 0.61 1
3. Ajmer 0.05 5
4. Jodhpur 0.19 4
5. Udaipur 0.03 6
6. _Kota 0.23 3

2.106 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses for the rural and urban areas for the State as
a whole with different materials of roof revealed that
there were 333 such houses in the rural areas and
105 in the urban areas.

2,107 This pattern for the various districts for
rural and urban areas revealed that Jaisalmer district
had the highest number (887 out of 1,000) in its rural
areas. Ganganagar had the highest number (498
out of 1,000) in its urban areas. The lowest number
both for the rural and urban areas was recorded in
the case of Dungarpur district which had 11 and 5
such houses respectively. The following table shows
distribution for the State and the various districts for
the rural and the urban areas separately:—

Incidence per 1,000

S.No. State/District Rural Urban

RAJASTHAN 333 105

1. Ganganagar 867 498
2. Bikaner 780 220
3. Churu 583 133
4. Jhunjhununi 500 140
5. Alwar 572 112
6. Bharatpur 594 210
7. Sawai Madhopur 140 39
8. Jaipur 606 113
9, Sikar 456 87
10. Ajmer 297 21
11. Tonk 232 117
12, Jaisalmer 887 476
13. Jodhpur 560 54
14. Nagaur 453 82
‘15. Pali 110 14
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Incidence per 1,000

A,

8.No. State/District Rural o ,,(Lrbai

16. Barmer 761 187
17. Jalor 314 147
18. Sirohi 46 29
19. Bhilwara 33 9
20, Udaipur 16 21
21. Chittaurgarh 22

22. Dungarpur 11 5
23. Banswara 18 54
24. Bundi 26 18
‘25. Kota 44 59
26. Jhalawar 48 8

2.108 It will be observed from the above table
that the incidence of this roof material is proportio-
nately larger in the desert districts. This is due to the
fact that this roof material meets the local needs for
reducing the intensity of heat as also to with-stand
the strong winds that blow in these districts during
summer. As we proceed to the hilly region, the
prominence of this roof material decreases consi-
derably.

2.109 This distribution pattern in the case of
cities revealed that Bikaner had the highest number
(235 out of 1,000) while Udaipur had the lowest (13
out of 1,000). The following table shows distribution
and rank for each city:—

City

Incidence per 1,000 Rank
1. Bikaner 235 1
2. Jaipur 85 2
3. Ajmer 15 5
4. Jodhpur 50 4
5. Udaipur 13 6
~ 6. Kota 75 3

2.110 While availability of greater number of
such houses in Bikaner City may be attributed to
climatic factors, presence of fairly good number in
Jaipur and Kota cities may be attributed, in addition
to climatic conditions, to the presence of labour force
and the slum areas due to growing industrialization
in these two cities.

49

Tiles, slate, shingle

2.111 A total of 2,013,860 houses representing
32.36% of all census houses in the State had roofs
made of above material. QOut of this, 1,908,935,
representing 94.79%, were located in the rural areas
and 104,925, representing 5.2194, in the urban.

2.112 The highest percentage of 18.97 was found
in the case of Udaipur district. Bhilwara with a
percentage of 10.28 occupied the next highest place.
While Bikaner had negligible number of such census
houses, the lowest percentage was recorded in the
case of Jaisalmer district which was 0.029%.

2.113 In the rural areas of the various districts,
the highest percentage of 18.36 was, again, found in
Udaipur district. Bhilwara also maintained its posi-
tion at the second place with a percentage of 9.80.
Leaving aside Bikaner, which had a negligible num-
ber of such census houses, it was Jaisalmer once
again which had the lowest percentage. This was 0.02.

2.114 For the urban areas of the various districts,
Udaipur and Kota were at the top with a percentage
of 0.6! each. Bhilwara was replaced at the second
place by Pali which had a percentage of 0.54. While
Bikaner, Sikar and Jaisalmer districts had negligible
percentage in its urban areas, the lowest percentage
of 0.01 was recorded in the case of Jaipur district.
The following table shows percentage for the State
and the various districts for rural and urban areas
separately:—

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 94.79 5.21

1. Ganganagar 0.37 0.31 0.06
2. Bikaner N N N
3. Churu 0.10 0.04 0.06
4. Jhunjhunun 0.07 0.04 0.03
5. Atlwar 0.08 0.06 0.02
6. Bharatpur 0.17 0.06 0.11
7. Sawai Madhopur 3.87 3.73 0.14
8. Jaipur 0.70 0.69 0.01
9. Sikar 0.07 0.07 N
10. Ajmer 2.13 1.99 0.14
11. Tonk 4.41 4.01 0.40
12. Jaisalmer 0.02 0.02 N
13, Jodhpur 0.99 0.74 0.25
14. Nagaur 0.10 0.07 0.03
15. Pali 8.53 7.99 0.54
16. Barmer 1.10 1.08 0.02
17. Jalor 4.35 4.22 0.13




S.No. State/District Rural Urban

S.No. State/District - Total Rural Urban
—
18. Sirohi 4.33 4.00 0.33
19. Bhilwara 1028 9.80 0.48
20. Udaipur 18.97 18.36 0 61
21. Chittaurgarh 10.20 9.73 0.47
" 22. Dungarpur 5.14 4.95 0.19
' 23. Banswara 5.96 5.78 0.18
24. Bundi 3.80 3.58 0.22
25. Kota 8.99 8.38 0.61
' 26. Jhalawar 5.27 5.09 0.18

2.115 Out of the total percentage of 5.21 houses
that existed in the urban areas of the State, 0.67%
were accounted for by the cities. Kota with a per-
centage of 0.32 occupied the top place. While Bikaner
and Jaipur cities had negligible percentage of such
houses. Jodhpur had a percentage of 0.02 which was
the lowest.  The following table shows percentage
and rank for each city:—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner N —
2. Jaipur N —
3. Ajmer 0.03 3
4. Jodhpur 0.02 4
5. Udaipur 0.30 2
6. Kota 0.32 1

2116 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses with different roof materials in the rural and
urban areas of the State revealed that there were 375
houses with this material of roof in the rural areas
and 93 in the urban areas.

2.117 This distribution pattern for the various
districts in the State, revealed that Dungarpur had
the highest number (951) in the rural areas and
Banswara (440) in the urban areas. Bikaner district
had the lowest number in respect of rural areas
which was only 1. As regards the urban areas Bikaner
and Jaipur were at the bottom with 1 house each.
The following table shows distribution for the State
and the various districts separately for the rural and
the urban areas:—

RAJASTHAN 375 93

1. Ganganagar 28 22
2. Bikaner 1 1
3. Churu 7 22
4. Jhunjhunun 6 14
‘5. Alwar 4 14
6. Bharatpur 4 43
7. Sawai Madhopur 275 69
8. Jaipur 32 1
9. Sikar 7 2
10. Ajmer 215 27
11. Tonk 576 281
12, Jaisalmer 9 2
13. Jodhpur 88 58
14. Nagaur 6 14
15. Pali 636 316
16. Barmer 135 23
17. Jalor 573 286
18. Sirohi 780 205
19. Bhilwara 760 313
20. Udaipur 857 192
21, Chittaurgarh 836 317
22. Dungarpur 951 438
23. Banswara 946 440
24. Bundi 792 232
25. Kota 746 169
26. Jhalawar 771 220

2.118 It would be noticed that the districts of the
hilly region have a preponderance of such houses.
This is so because of the climatic facters particularly
the greater rain-fall that takes place in these districts.

2.119 This distribution pattern for the Ccities
revealed that Udaipur, which, incidentally, belongs to
the hilly region had the highest number (139 out of
1,000) of such houses to maintain the tradition for
this region. Kota City which too has some charac-_
teristics of a hilly region and is, at least, situated on
a higher plain, had the next highest number (115 out
of 1,000) of such census houses. The lowest number
of one house each was found in the cases of Bikaner
and Jaipur cities. The following table shows number
of such houses along with rank in each city:—

City ’.' Incidence per 1,000 Rank
1. Bikaner 1 5
2. Jaipur 1 5
3. Ajmer 9 3
4. Jodhpur 5 4
5. Udaipur 139 1
6. Kota 115 2




Coﬁugated iron, zinc, or other metal sheets

2.120 There were 183,755 census houses in the
whole State which had roofs made of the above
material. This represented 2.95%, of the total census
houses in the State. Out of this, 110,635 houses,
representing 60.21%, were located in the rural areas
and, 73,120 houses, representing 39.799, in the urban
areas.

2.121 The districtwise position revealed that
Jaipur had the highest percentage (16.71) of such
census houses. The second highest percentage of
; 9.67 was found in Nagaur district. Jaisalmer with
a percentage of 0.45 occupied the bottom place.

2.122 For the rural areas of the various districts,
the highest percentage of 9.15 was found in Nagaur,
With this it replaced Jdipur at the top place while
the latter came next with a percentage of 7.71. The
lowest percentage of 0.44 was found in Jaisalmer
district.

2.123 This picture for the urban areas of the
various districts was rather striking in the scnse that
there was a wide difference in the range of percentage
in various districts. While Jaipur had as many as
9% of such houses in the urban areas the next highest
percentage which was found in the urban areas of
Ajmer district was only 4.66. The lowest percentage
of 0.01 was found in the case of Jaisalmer district.
The following table shows percentage tor the State
and various districts separately for the rural and
the urban areas:—

—

Percentage
e e A

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 60.21 39.79

1. Ganganagar 1.48 1.00 0.48
2. Bikaner 2.47 1.88 0.59
3. Churu 4.95 1.92 3.03
4. Jhunjhunun 4.37 2.08 2.29
5. Alwar 2.49 1.63 0.86
6. Bharatpur 1.77 1.10 0.67
7. Sawai Madhopur 2.18 1.35 0.83
8. Jaipur 16.71 7.7 9.00
9. Sikar 4.81 2,53 2.28
10. Ajmer 6.00 .34 4.66
11. Tonk 3.64 3.08 0.56
12. Jaisalmer 0.45 0.44 0.01
13. Jodhpur 3.51 2.59 0.92

s

PerceEtage
S.No. State/District ’ Total Rural Urban"
14, Nagaur 9.67 9.15 0.52
15. Pali 2.79 221 0.58
16. Barmer 4.26 3.92 0.34
17. Jalor 4.03 3.28 0.75
18. Sirohi 3.89 2.16 1.73
19. Bhilwara 1.31 0.72 0.59
20. Udaipur 3.67 1.50 2.17
21. Chittaurgarh 7.13 4.03 3.10
22. Dungarpur 0.90 0.55 0.35
23. Banswara 1.88 0.82 1.06
24. Bundi 1.28 0.86 0.42
25. Kota 2.09 0.80 1.29
26. Jhalawar = 2.27 1.56 0.71

2.124 Out of the total 39.79% of such houses that
existed in the urban areas of the State, 15.68% were
accounted for by the cities alone. The highest per-
centage of 7.71 was found in Jaipur City and lowest
of 0.30 in Bikaner City. The following table shows
percentage and rank for each city:—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.30 6
2. Jaipur 7.71 1
3, Ajmer 4.20 2
4. JYodhpur 0.80 5
5. Udaipur 1.82 3
6. Kota 0.85 4

2.125 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses with different roof materials in the rural and
urban areas of the State revealed that there were 22
houses with the material under review in the rural
areas and 64 in the urban areas.

2.126 The distribution for various districts of the
State revealed that Nagaur district had the highest
number (71 out of 1,000) in the rural areas and
Banswara district had the highest number (232 out
of 1,000) in the urban areas. The lowest number for
the rural and urban areas was recorded in the case
of Udaipur and Jaisalmer districts which was 6 and 3
respectively. The following table shows distribution
for the State and various districts separately for the
rural and the urban arcas:—



Incidence per 1,000

S.No. State District 'Rura] Urban
RAJASTHAN 22 64
1. Ganganagar 8 17
2. Bikaner 47 20
3. Churu 33 97
4. Jhunjhunun 27 m
5. Alwar 10 49
6. Bharatpur 7 24
7. Sawai Madhopur 9 37
8. Jaipur 33 99
9. Sikar 26 92
10. Ajmer 13 81
11. Tonk 40 36
12, Jaisalmer 21 3
13. Jodhpur 28 19
14. WNagaur i 24
15. Pali 16 31
16. Barmer 45 40
17. Jalor 41 155
18. Sirohi 39 140
19. Bhilwara 5 35
20. Udaipur 6 62
21. Chittaurgarh 32 191
22. Dungarpur 10 74
23. Banswara 12 232
24, Bundi 17 40
25. Kota 7 32
26. Jhalawar 21 81

2.127 The distribution in the case of cities revea-
led that Ajmer had as many as 130 such houses out
of every 1,000 while Jaipur had 109 out of 1,000.
The lowest number (13) was found in Bikaner City.
The following table shows distribution and rank for
each city:—

City Incidence per 1,000 Rank
1. Bikaner 13 6
2. Jaipur 109 2
3. Ajmer 130 1
4. Jodhpur 21 5
5. Udaipur 77 3
6. Kota 28 4

Asbestos, cement sheets

2.128 There were in all 11,645 census houses with
this material of roof in the whole State. This repre-
sented 0.19% of all census houses. Out of this 6,550
houses, representing 56.25%,, were lacated in the
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rural areas and 5,095, representing 43.75%, in the
urban areas.

2.129 The position of .the individual districts
revealed that Sawai Madhopur district had the high-
est percentage of 10.48, very closely followed by
Udaipur in which this percentage worked out to
10.05. The lowest percentage of 0.42 was recorded
in the case of Sikar district.

2.130 For the rural areas of the various districts,
Pali had the highest percentage of 6.87, closely follo-
wed by Udaipur with 6.70. The lowest percentage
of 0.22 was found in Ajmer district.

2.131 For the urban areas, it was Ajmer which
occupied the top place with a percentage of 6.48.
The lowest percentage of 0.13 was recorded in the
urban areas of Banswara district. The following
table shows percentage for the State and various
districts:—

Percentage
S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban

RAJASTHAN 100.00 56 25 43.78

1. Ganganagar 3.73 1.88 1.85
2. Bikaner 3.56 1.88 1.68
3. Churu 1.16 0.43 0.73
4. Jhunjhunun 1.03 0.30 0.73
5. Alwar 1.33 0.73 0.60
6. Bharatpur 3.00 0.55 245
7. Sawai Madhopur 10.48 5.33 5.15
8 Jaipur 6.69 1.41 5.28
9. Sikar 0.42 0.25 1.17
10. Ajmer 6.70 0.22 6.48
11. Tounk 1.37 0.25 1.12
12. Jaisalmer 0.77 0.77 —
13. Jodhpur 2.62 2.23 039
14. Nagaur 4.94 4,52 0.42
15. Pali 8.29 6.87 1.42
16, Barmer 5.41 4.93 0.48
17. Jalor 3.61 3.19 0.42
18, Siroht 2.32 0.69 ' 1.63
19. Bhilwara 3.95 3.18 0.77
20. Udaipur 10.05 6.70 3.35
21. Chittaurgarh 3.01 2.63 0.38
22. Dungarpur 1.25 0.52. 0.73
23. Banswara 0.52 0.39 0.13
24. Bundi 6.96 3.31 3.65
25. Kota 6.57 2.83 3.74
Jhalawar 0.26 0.26 =

2.132 Out of the total of 43.759 houses that
existed in the urban areas of the State, 19!41% were
accounted for by the cities alone. The highest per-
centage of 6.23 was located in Ajmer City and the



Towest 0.34, in Jodhpur City. The following table
shows percentage and rank for each city:—

]

Incidence per 1,000
-

City ‘ Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 1.67 5
2. Jaipur ‘ 4.64 2
3. Ajmer ' 6.23 1
4, Jodhpur 0.34 6
5. Udaipur 3.01 4
6. Kota : 3.52 3

2.133 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses with different roof materials revealed that the
number of houses with such roofs was very meagre.
There was only 1 suqh house in the rural areas and
5 in the urban areas 6f the State.

‘

2.134 Similarly the pattern in various districts
also reflected either a very meagre or negligible inci-
dence. However, the highest number (3) of such
houses among the rural areas of the various districts
was found in Bikaner, Pali and Barmer, while for the
urban areas the highest number of 22 was located in
Bundi. No such house was found in the urban areas
of Jaisalmer and Jhalawar districts. The following
table shows distribution for the State and the various
districts separately for the rural and the urban
areas :— -

S.No. State/Distric{ ‘ Rural Urban
17. Jalor 2 5
18. Sirohi 1 9
19. Bhilwara 2 3
20. Udaipur 2 6
21. Chittaurgarh 1 2
22. Dungarpur N 10
23. Banswara . 1 2
24, Bundi 4 22
25. Kota 2 6
26. Jhalawar N —

Incndence per 1 ,000

S.No. State/District Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 1 5
1. Gangaonagar 1 4
2. Bikaner 3 4
3. Churu N 1
4. Jhunjhunun N 2
5. Alwar N 2
6. Bharatpur N 6
7. Sawai Madhopur 2 15
8. Jaipur N 4
9. Sikar N N
10. Ajmer N 7
11. Tonk N 4
12. Jaisalmer 2 —

13. Jodhpur 2 1.
14, Nagaur 2 1
15. Pali 3 5
16. 3 4

Barmer

( N=Negligible )

2135 It will be observed from the above table
that the number of such houses in the urban areas
of Bharatpur, Sawai Madhopur and Bundi is propor-
tionately greater than other districts. This is so
because of the presence of big industrial units, the
working force of which generally puts up dwellings
with this roof material. Bharatpur has a coach and
wagon factory; Sawai Madhopur has a cement factory
and so has Bundi. Apart from this, the roofs of
almost all the industrial units are also made of this
material.

2.136 This pattern in the case of cities revealed
that the highest number (12) was found in Ajmer City
while Jodhpur had the lowest number (1). The
following table. shows distribution and [rank for
each city;:— - ..

City Co Incidence per 1,000  Rank

Bikaner
Jaipur
Ajmer
Jodhpur
Udaipur
Kota

SubhwN -
o

~1 00 = N bW

WA O = &

¢

2 137 The greater numbers in some of the cities
are ascribable to the presence of various industrial
units. Ajmer Crty, in addition, has a big railway loco
workshop. Apart from conventional reasons about
yse of this roof material by industrial units as well
as by the labour force working there, the cost factor
also to a very great extent, determines the use of
materlal in construction of structures. For 1nstance,



it will be seen {rom the above table that Jodhpur has
only one such house out of 1,000. This is so because
stone ‘“‘patties” are Jocally and cheaply available
there.

Brick and lime

2.138 There were in all 99,110 census houses with
this roof material in the whole State. This represen-
ted 1.59% of all census houses. QOut of this 58,900,
representing 59.43y, were located in the rural areas
and 40,210, representing 40.57%, in the urban
areas,

2.139 The districtwise position revealed that this
roof material was greately in use in Ganganagar,
Jhunjhunun and Sikar districts. 22.86%, 15.78% and
16.38% such houses, respectively, were found in them.
Greater use of this roof material in these districts
may be attributed to the fact that stone slabs which
generally predominate as roof material in most parts
of the State, are not easily available in or around
these districts. As such, the cost factor does not
permit their use. Secondly, due to the abundant
availability of good quality clay, bricks are locally
prepared and used as roof material there. The lowest
percentage of 0.02 was, however, found in Jaisalmer
district.

2.140 For the rural areas of the various districts,
it was again the same story with Ganganagar, Jhun-
jhunurn and Sikar districts occupying first, second
and third place with a percentage of 12.18, 11.04 and
8.52 respectively. It was Jaisalmer, once again,
which had the lowest percentage (0.02) but had a
partner in Banswara district which too had 0.02%
houses in rural areas.

2.141 For the urban areas, Ganganagar, Jhun-
jhunun and Sikar districts again figured prominently
except that there was a shift in the placing of Jhun-
jhunun and Sikar. While Ganganpagar continued to
remain at the top with a percentage of 10.68, Sikar
took the second place with a percentage 7.86.
Jhunjhunun dropped to the third place with a
percentage of 4.74. Jaisalmer had no such house
in the urban areas whereas Banswara had the lowest
percentage of 0.01. The following - table: shows
percentage for the State and various districts on this
account i—
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Percelxtage

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urba;
RAJASTHAN 100.00 59.43 40.57
1. Ganganagar 22 .86 12.18 10.68
2. Bikaner 1.06 0.30 0.76
3. Churu 4,15 2.96 1.19
4. Jhunjhunun 15.78 1104 4.74
5. Alwar 3.72 3.34 0.38
6, Bharatpur 6.05 4.93 1.12
7. Sawai Madhopur 3.60 2.40 1.20
8. Jaipur 2.69 1.75 0.94
9, Sikar 16.38 8.52 7.86
10. Ajmer 4,08 1.64 2.44
11. Tonk 0.69 0.36 0.33
12, Jaisalmer 0.02 0.02 -
13. Jodhpur 3.08 0.41 2.67
14, Nagaur 2,82 1.86 0.96-
15. Pali 0.53 0.42 0.11
16. Barmer 0.18 0.10 0.08
17. Jalor 0.21 0.18 0.03
18. Sirohi 0.33 0.25 0.08
19. Bhilwara 5.60 3.12 2.48
20. Udaipur 1.20 0.73 0.47
21. Chittaurgarh 0.79 0.49 0.30
22. Dungarpur 0.08 0.06 0.02
23. Banswara 0.03 0.02 0.01
24. Bundi 0.51 0.43 0.08
25. Kota 2.84 1.47 1.37
26. Jhalawar 0.72 0.45 0.27

2.142 Out of 40.57% such houses that existed in
the urban areas of the State, 5.989 were accounted
for by the cities. The highest percentage of 2.51
was found in Jodhpur while the lowest, 0.07 in

Jaipur. The following table shows percentage and
rank for each city:—
City Per cent Rank

1. Bikaner 0.76 4

2. Jaipur 0.07 6

3. Ajmer 1.08 3

4. Jodhpur 2.51 1

5. Udaipur 0.44 S

6. Kota 1.12 2

2.143 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses with different roof materials in the rural and
urban areas of the State revealed that there were 12
such houses in the rural areas and 35 in the urban
areas thereby revealing the preponderance in the
urban areas as compared to those rural.

2.144 This distribution pattern for various distri-
cts also established that in most of them there was



' greater proportion of such houses in the urban areas
than the rural areas. However, the highest number
(76) in the rural areas of the various districts was
found in Jhunjhunun. Negligible number of such
houses for the rural areas was noticed in the case of
Jaisalmer, Dungarpur and Banswara districts.

2.145 Similar pattern for the urban areas revealed
that Ganganagar had the highest number (201) foll-
owed by Sikar which had 170 such houses. While
Jaisalmer had no such house in the urban areas, the
lowest number (1) was recorded in Banswara district.
The following table .shows distribution for the State

and various districts separately for the rural and the

urban areas :—

t

S.No. State/District Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 12 35
1. Ganganagar 53 201
2. Bikaner 4 14
3. Churu 28 21
4. Jhunjhunun 76 124
5. Alwar 11 12
6. Bharatpur 16 22
7. Sawai Madhopur 9 29
8. Jaipur 4 6
9. Sikar 47 170
10, Ajmer 9 23
11. Tonk 3 11
12, Jaisalmer N —
13. Jodhpur 2 30
14, Nagaur 8 25
15, Pali 2 3
15, Barmer 1 5
17, Jalor 1 3
18. Sirohi 2 4
19, Bhitwara 12 78
20. Udaipur 2 7
21. Chittaurgarh 2 10
22, Dungarpur N 3
23. Banswara N 1
24, Bundi 5 5
25, Kota 6 19
26. Jhalawar 3 16

( N=Negligible )

2.146 This pattern for the cities revealed that
Jodhpur had the highest number (35 out of 1,000)
followed by Kota which had 20 out of 1,000. The
following table shows distribution and rank for each
-City:—
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City Incidence per 1,000 Rank
1.  Bikaner 18 3
2. Jaipur N -
3. Ajmer e 18 3
4. Jodhpur o 35 1
5. Udaipur , 10 4
6. Kota i 20 2

—_—

2.147 With abundant availability of stone in
Jodhpur City itself, the highest number of houses
with this roof material in it, amongst cities, may
appear rather queer. However. brick and lime, being
lighter, appear to have been used as roof material in

many of the old and multistoreyed houses there.

Stone

2.148 There was 1,932,475 census houses in all
with this roof material in the whole State. This
represented 31.05% of all census houses. Out of this,
1,200,735 houses, representing 62.13% were located
in the rural areas and 731,740 houses, representing
37.87%, in the urban areas.

2.149 The districtwise position on this account
revealed that Jaipur had the highest percentage of
13.46. The second highest percentage of 8.63 was
recorded in the case of Ajmer district. The lowest
percentage of 0.24 was found in Banswara district.

2.150 For the rural areas of various districts,
Jaipur was replaced at the top by Sawai Madhopur
which had 7.81% such houses. Jaipur had the next
highest percentage of 7.06. Similarly, for the lowest
percentage also, Banswara was replaced jointly by
Ganganagar and Dungarpur districts which had a
percentage of 0.13 each.

2.151 For the urban areas, Jaipur was back at
the top with a percentage of 6.40. Ajmer also retur-
ned to the second place with a percentage of 4.46.
Banswara was again at the bottom with a percentage
of 0 10. The following table shows percentage for
the State and the various districts separately for the
rural and the urban areas:—

Percentage
S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 62.13 37.87
1. Ganpganagar 0.30 0.13 0.17
. Bikaner 2.56 0.55 2.01
3. Churu 3.89 1.82 2.07




Percintage
S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban

4. Jhupjhunun_- 3.83 2.73 1.10

5. Alwar 6.75 5.48 1.27

6. Bharatpur 6.87 3.29 1.58

7. Sawai Madhopur 9.34 7.81 1.53

8. Jaipur 13.46 7.06 6.40

9. Sikar 5.71 4.21 1.50
10. Ajmer 8.63 4.17 4.46
11. Tonk 1.79 0.99 0.80
12, Jaisalmer 0.37 0.15 0.22
13. Jodhpur 6.20 2.54 3.66
14. Nagaur 7.05 5.36 1.69
15. Pali 3.75. 2.67 1.08
16. Barmer 098 0.40 0.58
17. Jalor 0.65 047 0.18
18. Sirohi 0.76 0.40 0.36
19. Bhilwara 3.14 2.30 0.84
20. Udaipur 4.16 2.29 -1.87
21. Chittaurgarh 1.86 1.18 0.68
22. Dungarpur 0.34 0.13 0.21
23. Banswara 0.24 0.14 0.10
24. Bundi 1.27 0.70 0.57
25. Kota 4,58 2.17 2.41
26. Jhalawar 1.52 0.99 0.53

areas, proportionately larger number of houses of
this type in the urban areas is quite natural.

2.154 This distribution in the case of various
districts also revealed that the urban areas had an
edge over the rural areas. The highest number (552)
of such houses was found in the rural areas of Sawai
Madhopur district while the highest number (837)
was located in the urban areas of Nagaur district.
The lowest number for the rural and the urban areas,
which was 11 and 60 respectively, was found in
Ganganagar district. The following table shows
distribution for the State. and the various districts
separately for the rural and the urban areas :—

Incidence per 1,000

.

2.152 Out of 37.87% houses in the urban areas
of the State, as many as 15.64% were accounted for
by the citics. The highest percentage of 5.13 was
found in Jaipur City followed by Jodhpur which had
3.13%, houses with this roof material. The lowest
percentage of 1.48 was recorded in Udaipur City. The
following table shows percentage and rank for each
city -—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 1.52 5
2. Jaipur 5.13 1
3. Ajmer 2.42 3
4. Jodhpur 3.13 2
5. Udaipur 1.48 6
6. Kota 1.96 4

2.153 The distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses with different roof materials in the rural and
urban areas of the State revealed that proportionately,
a large number of houses with this material existed
in the urban areas as compared to those rural. There
were 236 such houses in the rural arcas of the State
whereas urban areas had as many as 642. Since
stone is generally used in ‘Pucca’ constructions, of
which a larger percentage is available in the urban

S.No. State/District r_Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 236 642
1. Ganganagar i1 60
2. Bikaner 147 720
3. Churu 328 700
4. Jhunjhunun 368 554
5. Alwar 345 763
6. Bharatpur 337 605
7. Sawai Madbopur 552 721
8. Jaipur 317 741
9. Sikar 456 635
10. Ajmer 431 816
11. Tonk 137 538
12, Jaisalmer 76 507
13. Jodhpur 289 817
14. Nagaur 440 837
15. Pali 204 609
16. Barmer 49 : 712
17. Jalor 61 388
18. Sirohi 75 309
19. Bhilwara 171 519
20. Udaipur 102 564
21, Chittaurgarh 97 443
22, Dungarpur 25 460
23, Banswara 22 235
24, Bundi ‘ 149 570
25. Kota 185 638
26. Jhalawar 143 631

2.155 This pattern for the cities showed that
Jodhpur had the highest number (863 out of 1,000) of
such houses while Udaipur had the lowest number
(653 out of 1,000). The following table shows distri-
bution and rank for each city :—



City Incidence per 1,000 Rank
1. . Bikaner 702 4
2. Jaipur 760 3
3. Ajmer 789 2
4. Jodbpur 863 1
5. Udaipur 653 6
6. Kota 670 5

Concrete, R.B.C./R.C.C.

2.156 There were 163,525 census houses with this
_roof material in the whole State. This represented
2.63% of all census houses in the State. Out of this
100,750, representing 61.61%,, were located in the
rural areas and 62,775 houses, representing 38.39%,

in the urban areas..
i

2.157 The highest percentage ( 11.18 ) of such
houses was found in Alwar district while Ganganagar
had as many as 10.609/ closely followed by Bharatpur
with a percentage of 10.47 The lowest percentage
of 0.12 was found in Jaisalmer district.

2.158 In the rural areas of the various districts,
Alwar continued to occupy the highest place with a
percentage of 10.26. Bharatpur had the second
highest percentage (7.69) in its rural areas. Jaisalmer
continued to occupy the bottom place with a percen-
tage of 0.06.

 2.159 In the urban areas, it was Ganganagar
which had the pride of place with the highest percen-
tage (6.19) of such houses. The second highest per-
centage (5.74) was found in Udaipur. The lowest
percentage of 0.03 was found in Dungarpur district.
The following table shows percentage for the State
and the various districts for the rural and the urban
arcas separately : —

" Percentage
. A ~
S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 61.61 38.39
1. Ganganagar 10.60 4.41 6.19
2. Bikaner 1.48 0.7% 0.69
3. Churu 2.20 1.31 0.89
4. Jhunjhunun 3.20 1.94 1.26
5. Alwar. 11.18 10.26 0.92
6. Bharatpur 10.47 7.69 2.78
7. Sawai Madhopur  4.41 2.19 2.22
8. Jaipur 5.45 1.82 3.63
9. Sikar 1.30 0.90 0.40
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Percentage
S.No. State/District ”Irjotal Rural Urban
10. Ajmer 5.49 3.89 1.60
11. Tonk 0.66 0.45 0.21
12. Jaisalmer 0.12 0.06 0.06
13. Jodhpur 4,20 3.12 1.08
14. Nagaur 3.31 2.94 0.37
15. Pali 4.94 4.49 0.45
16. Barmer 0.77 0.52 0.25
17. Jalor 0.75 0.68 0.07
18. Sirohi 6.52 3.57 2.95
19. Bhilwara 3.48 2.67 0.81 - -
20. Udaipur 9.49 3.75 5.74
21. Chittaurgarh 1.73 1.30 043
22. Duengarpur 0.23 0.20 0.03
23. Banswara 0-28 0.10 . 0.18
24, Bundi 1.55 0.25 1.30
25. Kota 4.74 1.29 3.45
26. Jhalawar 1.45 1.02

0.43

2.160 Out of the 38.399% houses that were located
in the urban areas of the State, nearly 1/3rd (11.08%)
were accounted for by the cities. Jaipur with a per-
centage of 3.22 occupied the top place while Bikaner
with a percentage of 0.65 occupied the bottom place.
The following table shows percentage and rank for
each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.65 C 6
2. Jaipur B 3.22 1
3. Ajmer 0.94 5 .
4. Jodhpur 1.02 4
5. Udaipur 2.66 2
6. Kota 2.59 3

2.161 The ‘distribution pattern of 1,000 census
houses with different roof materials in the raral and
the urban areas of the State revealed that there were
20 houses with this roof material in the rural areas
and 55 in the urban areas. Due to increasing pre-
ference for this roof material because of its durability
and status value, new constructions generally have

" this roof miaterial. “Since this roof material is compa-

ratively costlier and is made use of by well-to-do
people, its proportion in the urban areas is quite
naturally greater than in the rural areas.

2.162 Distribution of such houses in the various
districts of the State also showed that comparatively



larger proportion existed in the urban areas of most
districts. The highest number (57 out of 1,000) of
such houses was located in the rural areas of Sirohi
district while for the urban areas the highest number
(213) was also recorded in Sirohi district. The lowest
number for the rural and urban areas was found in
the case of Banswara district which had 1 such house
in the rural areas and Dungarpur which had 6 such
houses in the urban areas. The following table
shows distribution for the State and the various dis-
tricts for the rural and the urban areas separately :—

Incidence per 1,000

A

S.No. State/District ! Rural Urba—r;

RAJASTHAN 20 55

1. Ganganagar 31 192
2. Bikaner 17 2]
3. Churu 20 25
4. Jhunjhunun 22 54
5. Alwar 55 47
6. Bharatpur 41 90
7. Sawai Madhopur i3 89
8. Jaipur 7 35
9. Sikar 8 14
10. Ajmer 34 25
11. Tonk 5 12
12. Jaisalmer 3 12
13, Jodhpur 30 20
14. Nagaur 20 16
15. Pali 29 22
16. Barmer 5 26
17. Jalor 8 12
18. Sirohi 57 213
19. Bhilwara 17 42
20. Udaipur 15 147
21. Chittaurgarh 9 23
22. Dungarpur 3 6
23. Banswara 1 36
24. Bundi 5 111
25. Kota 9 71
26, Jhalawar 13 43

2.163 This position for the cities showed that
Udaipur was the biggest votery of this roof material
as it had 100 out of 1,000 houses. Kota had the next
highest number which was 76. The following table
shows distribution and rank with regard to each
city :—
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City Incidence per 1,000 Rank
1. Bikaner 26 4
2. Jaipur 40 3
3. Ajmer 26 4
4. Jodhpur 24 5
5. Udaipur 100 1
6. Kota 76 2

Al other materials and materials not stated

2.164 There were in all 6,225 houses in the State
for which the material of roof was either not stated
or was not clearly distinguishable. This represented
0.10% of all census houses in the State. Out of this
4,860 houses, representing 78.079, were located in
the rural areas and 1,365, representing 21.93%, in the
urban areas.

2.165 The highest percentage of 17.27 of such
houses was found in Tonk district while Sikar had
the lowest percentage of 0.24.

2.166 For the rural areas of the different districts,
it was Tonk again, which had the highest percentage
of 16.79. Sikar continued to have the lowest percen-
tage which was 0.16 in its rural areas.

2.167 The picture for the urban areas was alto-
gether different. It was Ganganagar here which had
the highest percentage of 5.06. While no such house
was recorded in the urban areas of Jaisalmer and
Banswara districts, the lowest percentage which was
0.08 was found in Sikar district. The following table
shows percentage for the State and the various dis-
tricts for the rural and the urban areas respectively:—

=T

S No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 78.07 21.93

1. Ganganagar 9.64 4.58 5.06
2. Bikaner 1.04 0.80 0.24
3.: Churu 3.29 2.40 0.89
4.. Jhumhunun 2.17 1.69 0.48
5. Alwar 16.14 15.82 0.32
6. Bharatpur 450 4.34 0.16
7. Sawai Madhopur 3.14 2.09 1.05
8. Jaipur 7.79 4.74 3.05
9, Sikar 0.24 0.16 0.08




S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
10. Ajmer 257 1.37 120"
11. Tonk 17.27 16.79 0.48 °
12. Jaisalmer 112 112 —
13. Jodhpur: 3.85 2,65 1.20
14. Nagaur 1.29 0.72 0.57
IS, Pali 1.53 1.37 0.16
16. Barmer 2.89 2.25 0.64
17. Jalor 1.12 - 0.48 0.64
18. Sirohi 1.12 0.64 0.48
19. Bhilwara 1.61 1.37 0.24
20. Udaipur 3.45 297 0.48
2i. Chittaurgarh 4.66 1.85 2.81
22, Dungarpur 0.89 0.32 0.57
23. Banswara 0.32 0.32 —
24. Bundi 3.78 3.20 0.57
25. Kota 2.49 2.17 0.32
26. Jhalawar 2.09 1.85 0.24

cities.

2.168 Out of the 21.93% such houses located in
the urban areas, 2.88%, were accounted for by the

Jaipur had the highest percentage of 1.36.

While Udaipur City had no such house, Bikaner had

the lowest percentage of 0.08.
shows percentage and rank for each city :—

The following table

City

nagar district,

Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.08 5
2. Jaipur 1.36 1
3. Ajmer 0.48 3
4. Jodhpur 0.72 2
5. Udaipur — _
6. Kota 0.24 4

2.169 About the distribution pattern of 1,000
census houses having different roof materials in the
rural and urban areas of the State, there is not much
to say about the houses belonging to this category.
However, 1 such house each was located in the rural
and urban arcas of the State. While negligible num-
ber was recorded in respect of some of the districts,
the highest rural incidence (7) was, found in Tonk
district and the highest urban incidence (6) in Ganga-

The following table shows distribu-

tion for the State and the various districts for the
rural and the urban areas separately :—
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Incidence per 1,000

S.No. State/District Rural Urban

RAJASTHAN 1 1

1. Ganganagar 1 6
2. Bikaner 1 N
3. Churu 1 1
4. Jhupjhunun 1 1
5. Alwar 3 2
6. Bharatpur 1 N
7. Sawai Madhopur N i
8. Jaipur 1 1
9. Sikar N N
10. Ajmer 1 N
11. Tonk 7 1
12. Jaisalmer 2 —
13. Jodhpur 1 1
14. Nagaur N 1
15. Pali N N
16. Barmer 1 3
17. Jalor N 4
18. Sirohi N 1
19. Bhilwara N 1
20. Udaipur N 1
21. Chittaurgarh 1 6
22. Dungarpur N 4
23. Banswara N —
24. Bundi 2 2
25. Kota 1 N
26. Jhalawar 1 1

(N=Negligible)

2.170 This position for the cities revealed that
no city had more than one such house. The follow-
ing table shows existence of these houses in each

city :—
City Incidence per 1,000 Rank

1. Bikaner N —
2. Jaipur 1 1

3. Ajmer 1 o1
4. Jodhpur 1 1
5. Udaipur — —
6. Kota N —

( N=Negligible )

Predominant material of Roof in respect of residen-
tial census houses.
2.171 Following the lines adopted for discussing

wall material, the predominant material of roof in
terms of residential census houses only will now be



discussed in the succeeding pages. The roof material
in respect of residential census houses has been
broadly. divided info three groups viz., (i) Roof
material like grass, leaves, reeds, bamboo, thatch,
mud, un-burnt bricks or wood, which may be
categorised as representing ‘Kutcha’ constructions,
(ii) Material like tiles, slate, shingle, corrugated iron,
zinc br other metal sheets, asbestos, cement sheets,
bricks, lime, stone and R.B.C./R.C.C. representing
‘Pucca’ construction:s and (iii) All other materials
and materials not stated. i

2.172 This information as obtained in the 1971
Censuys has also been compared with similar infor-
mation from the 1961 Census. However, during the
1961 Census, information regarding roof material
that has been stated to represent ‘Pucca’ construc-
tions, was available séparately for each item. For
the purposes of convenience as also to maintain
uniformity in the presentation of data in this volume,
figures for this category of roof materials of 1961
Census have been added up to present a realistic
comparable picture of the two censuses. There is,
however, no difference about the presentation of the
data regarding ‘Kutcha’ roof material and ‘“all other
materials and materials not stated” for the two
Censuses.

" Grass, leaves, reeds, bamboo, thatch mud, un-burnt
bricks or wood

2173 There were 1,305,820 residential census
houses in the State with this roof material. This
represented 29.49% of all residential census houses.
Out of this, 1,209,480, representing 92.62%,, were
located in the rural areas and, 96,340, representing
7.38%, in the urban areas. As this roof material is
generally made use of in ‘Kutcha’ constructions, its
preponderance in the rural areas was therefore quite
natural.

2.174 The districtwise position regarding such
type of census houses revealed that Juipur had the
highest percentage (14.72) followed by Ganganagar
which had 13.90% such houses. The lowest percen-
tage of 0.08 was located in Dungarpur district.

2.175 Among the rural areas of the various
districts, it was again Jaipur and Ganganagar dis-
tricts which occupied the first and the second place
with a percentage of 13.46% and 12.32 respectively.
‘The lowest percentage of 0.08 was ' again found in
Dungarpur district.
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2.176 For the urban areas of the various districts,
Ganganagar _with a percentage of > 1.58 replaced
Jaipur, which had a percentage of 1.26, at the top.
While neglrgrble percentage was located in Dungar-
pur and Jhalawar districts, the lowest percentage of
0.01 was found in Bhilwara district. The  following
table shows percentage for the State and the various
districts for the rural and the urban arcas separately:—

. Percentage
\ A -
S.No. State/District rTotaI ) Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 92.62 7.38
1. Ganganagar 13.90 12.32 1.58
2. Bikaner 4.04 3.30 0.74
3. .Churu 4.59 4,12 0.47
4, Jhunjhunun 4.50 415 , 035
5. Alwar 8.73 8.48 0.25
6. Bharatpur 9.80 911~ 0.69
7. Sawai Madhopur 1.88 1.78 0.10
8. Jaipur 14.72 13.46 1.26
9, Sikar 4.67 4.43 0.24
10, Ajmer 3.08 2.94 0.14
11. Tonk 1.60 1.43 0.17
12. Jaisalmer 1.92 1.73 0.19
13, Jodhpur 6.01 5.70 0.31
14. Nagaur 6.39 6.19 0.20
15. Pali 1.43 1.41 0.02
16. Barmer 6.98 6.79 0.19
17. Jalor 2.77 2.68 0.09
18. Sirohi 0.28 024 0.04
19. Bhilwara 0.44 0.43 0.01
20. lldaipur 0.46 0.37 0.09
21. Chittaurgarh 0.33 0.31 0.02
22. Dungarpur 0.08 0.08 N
23, Banswara 0.17 0.14 0.03
24. Bundi 0.17 0.15 0.02
25. Kota 0.85 0.57 0.28
26. Jhalawar 0.31 0.31 . N

(N=Negligible)

2.177 Of the 7.38% houses that were located in
the urban areas of the State, as many as 2.01% were
found in the cities alone, while Jaipur topped the list
with 0.79%, Udaipur had the lowest 'percentage of

0.03. Tthe followmg table shows percentage and
rank for ea,ch city
City Per cent -~ Rank

1. Bikaner 0.63 ‘ 2

2. Jaipur 0.79 1

3. Ajmer 0.06 5

4. Jodhpur 0.24 4

5. Udaipur 0.03 -6

6. Kota 0.26 3.




2.178 The distribution pattern of 1,000 residential
.census houses with different roof materials in the
rural and the urban areas of the State revealed that
there were 334 houses in the rural areas and 119 . in
-the urban areas with this roof material. During the
1961 Census, figures for rural and urban areas were
400 and 137 respectively. Tt thus shows that there is
gradual decline in the number of census houses with
this roof material both in the rural and urban areas.
In other_words, this roof material is being discarded
in favour of more durable materials.

2.179 This distribution for the districts revealed
that Jaisalmer had the highest number (902 out of
1,000) in the rural areas and Ganganagar, the highest
number (543 out of 1,000) in the urban areas. The
lowest figure for the rural and the urban areas was
recorded in the case of Dungarpur (11) and Dungar-
pur and Jhalawar districts (4 each) respectively. The
following table shows distribution for the State and
the various districts separately for the rural and the
urban areas in comparison with 1961 figures :—

Incidence per 1,000

A

1971 1961
S. No. State/District Rural Urban ﬁural UII;:I

RAJASTHAN 334 119 400 137

1. Ganganagar 880 543 963 556
2. Bikaner 802 247 839 144
3. Churu 590 152 706 176
4. Jhunjhunun - 51 182 639 283
5. Alwar 567 143 685 294
6. Bharatpu 586 247 729 325
T', Sawai Madhopur 127 41 210 ( 99
8. Jaipur 634 1327 739 146
9f Sikas 467 110 623 203
10.. Ajmer 296 23 266 27
11. Tonk 217 128 286, 167
12. Jaisalmer 902 464 928 339
13. Jodhpur 590 64 651 52
14. Nagaur 463 99 608 184
15. " Pali 111 13 111 44
16. Barmer 769 222 845 272
17. - Jalor. .. _ 2318 . 155 351 208
18. Sirohi 46 27 35 27
19. Bhilwara 29 7 24 12
29;‘ Udaipur 16 22 12 53

61,

Incidence per 1,000 ;
A ~—
1971 " 1961
R ' ———— — - e .
S.No. State/District Rural Urban  Rural Urban
21. Chittayrgarh 24 6 3
ZZ-,ZDmga;rpun . 11 4 25
23. Banswara 18 56 15 3
24. Bundi 23 16 25 17
25. Kota 438 . 65 65 15

26. Jhalawar )| 4 53 3

ot

" 2.180 It will be observed from the above table
that except in a few cases where the number of such
houses has registered an increase during 1971 Census,
there i isa general decline in their number in most
of other distriets.

' 2,181 The position with regard to the cities revea-
led that Bikaner had the highest number (265 out of
1,000) and Udaipur, the lowest number (13 out of
1,000). The following table shows distribution and
rank for each city in comparison to 1961 Census :—

1971 1961
— A SN S
Incidence Rank Incidence Rank
City per 1,000 per 1,000

1. Bikaner 265 1 133 1
2. Jaipur v 103 2 95 2
3. Ajmer ™ 16 s 16 5
4, ’ Jodhpur - 60 4 45 4
5.' Udaipur - 13 6 59 3
6 3 13 6

Kota ‘ 80

©'2.182 It will be seeri from the above table that
except in the case of Udalpur where this number has
gone down i in 1971 Census and Ajmer where the
posltlon remamed siatic, there is an increase in the
remaining four cities. As. stated elsewhere, increase in
the number of such houses in some of the urban
argas may be attrlbuted to the in-migration of people
in.quest of work.

¢ P Do
Tiles, slate, shingle, corrugated iron, zinc or other
metal sheets,: asbestos, cement sheets, brick, lime,
stone and R. B.C /R.C.C.

: \2 183 Thsro were in all 3,117,330 rcSldentlal
census houses'in the wholé State with this roof mate-
rx:l‘LUrhls represented 70 40% of all resxdentlal census



houses in the State, Out of this, 2,404,510, represen-
ting 77.13%, were located in the rural areas and
712,820, representing 22.87%;, in the urban areas.

'2.184 The districtwise position revealed that
Udaipur district with a percentage of 11.46 occupied
the top place followed by Jaipur with a percentage
of 6.70. The lowest percentage of 0.17 was recorded
in Jaisalmer district.

2.185 For the rural areas of the various districts,
Udaipur with a percentage of 10.00 again occupied
the top place followed by Bhilwara with a percentage
of 5.94. The lowest percentage which was 0.08 was
again recorded in Jaisalmer district.

2.186 For the urban areas, Jaipur district with a
percentage of 3.45 occupied the top place followed
by Ajmer with a percentage of 2.46. The lowest per-
centage which was 0.09 was once agam recorded in
Jaisalmer. The following table shows percentage for
the State and the various districts for the rural and
the urban areas separately :—

Percentage

S8.No. State/District 'ﬁl“'dta;]” "~ Rural Utrban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 77.13 22.87
1. Ganganagar 1.24 0.70 0.54
2. Bikaner 1.29 0.34 0.95
3. Churu 2.29 1.20 1.09
4, Jhunjhunun 2.31 1.66 0.65
5. Alwar 3.31 2.69 0.62
6. Bharatpur 3.56. 2.70 0.86
7. Sawai Madhopur 5.98 5.11 0.87
8. Jaipur 670 3.25 3.45
9. Sikar 2.95 2.12 0.83
10. Ajmer 5.39 2.93 2.46
11. Tonk 2.61 2.11 0.50
12. Jaisalmer 0.17 0.08 0.09
13. Jodhpur 3.56 1.66 1.90
14, Nagaur 3.76 3.00 0.76
15. Pali 5.47 4.7t 0.76
16. Barmer 1.14 0.85 0.29
17. Jalor 2.58 242 0.16
18. Sirohi 2.59 2.10 0.49
19. Bhilwara 6.65 5.94 0.71
20. Udaipur 11.46 10.00 1.46
21. Chittaurgarh 6.03 5.40 0.63
22. Dungarpur 3.01 2.8t 0.20
23. Banswara 3.42 3.24 0.18
24. Bundi 2.59 2,18 0.41

25. Kota 6.49 4.85 164
26. Jhalawar 3.45 3.08 0.27
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2.187 Out of the 22.87% residential houses that
were located in the urban areas of the State, as many
as 97, were accounted for by the cities. Jaipur City
with a percentage of 2.88 occupied the top place and
Bikaner with a percentage of 0.73, the bottom place.
The following table shows percentage and rank for
each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.73 6
2. Jaipur 2.88 1
3. Ajmer 1.47 3
4. Jodhpur 1.61 2
5. Udaipur 1.05 5
6. Kota 1.26 4

2.188 The distribution pattern of 1,000 residential
census houses with differen: roof materials in the
rural and urban areas of the State revealed that this
material accounted for the bulk quantity of houses
both in the rural as well as the urban areas. The
number for the rural and urban areas, was 665 and
880 respectively. As has been stated elsewhere, this
material of roof which represents ‘pucca’ construction,
predominated in the urban areas in relation to the
rural areas which appeared quite natural as the
proportion of pucca houses is much larger in the
urban areas than in the rural areas.

2.189 Similar pattern of preponderance of such
houses in the urban areas was also quite perceptible
in various districts of the State. The highest number
(989 out of 1,000) for the rural areas was found in
Dungarpur district while the highest number (996 out
1,000) for the urban areas was located in Jhalawar
district. The lowest number for the rural and urban
areas which was 97 and’'452 respectively was found
in Jaisalmer and Ganganagar districts. The following
table shows distribution for the State and the various
districts separately for the rural and the urban areas
in comparison to similar position of 1961 :—

T
! Incidence per 1,000

1971 1961
S.No. State/District Rural Urban Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 665 880 598 858
1. Ganganagar 119 452 37 444
2. Bikaner 198 753 160 856
3. Churu 409 . 847 286 811




Incidence per 1,000
—_——t

1971 1961
S.No. State/District Rural Urba: rl—lural Urban
4. Jhunjhuoun 488 818 361 716
5. Alwar 429 857 315 703
6. Bharatpur 413 753 27t 669
7. Sawai Madhopur 872 957 790 895
8. Jaipur 365 867 261 853
9. Sikar 533 890 359 719
10. Ajmer 704 977 732 972
11. Tonk 771 871 714 833
12. Jaisalmer 97 536 60 661
13. Jodhpur 409 935 341 948
14. Nagaur 537 900 392 816
15. Pali 889 987 889 956
16. Barmer 230 777 155 728
17. Jalor 682 842 648 779
18. Sirohi 954 971 965 973
19. Bhilwara 971 993 975 988
20. Udaipur 983 978 988 947
21. Chittaurgarh 975 989 967 992
22. Dungarpur 989 991 975 994
23. Banswara 982 944 985 997
24. Bundi 969 982 975 983
25. Kota 951 935 935 985
26. Jhalawar 958 996 947 997

2.190 The general trend that is observable from
the above table is that baring a few pockets in which
the number of such census houses in 1971 has regis-
tereg a decline, there has been an increase in most
of the districts. This reflected a trend towards more
and more urbanization.

2.191 The distribution pattren of 1,000 residential
census houses for the cities revealed that Udaipur
had as many as 987 houses out of 1000 which had roofs
made of this material. Ajmer with 984 out of 1,000
houses followed closely. The lowest number of 735
was found in Bikaner. The following table shows

distribution and rank for each city in comparison to
1961 Census :—

1971 1961
~ A N r A ~
Incidence Rank Incidence Rank

City per 1,000 per 1,000
1. Bikaner 735 6 867 6
2. Jaipur 896 5 905 S
3. Ajmer 984 2 982 2
4. Jodhpur 940 3 955 3
5. Udaipur 987 1 941 4
6. Kota 920 4 987 1
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All other materials and materials not stated

2.192 There is hardly much to say about the
number of census houses in this category as their
incidence for the whole State was very meagre.
However, there were in all 4,685 residential census
houses representing 0.11% of all residential houses in
the State. Out of this 3,830, representing 81.75%(,
were Jocated in the rural areas and 855, representing
18.25%, in the urban areas. The districtwise position
revealed that while Tonk topped the list with a per-
centage of 21.34%, the lowest percentage of 0.32
each was found in Sikar and Banswara districts.

2.193 For the rural areas, Tonk continued to
occupy the top place with a percentage of 20.92.
Sikar was at the bottom with a percentage of 0.21.

2.194 In the urban areas, Ganganagar with a
percentage of 3.63 occupied the top place. While
no such house was found in the urban areas of
Jhunjhunun, Bharatpur, Jaisalmer, Banswara, and
Jhalawar districts, the lowest percentage of 0.11 each
was recorded in Sikar and Bhilwara districts. The
following table shows percentage for the State and
the various districts for the rural and the urban
areas separately :—

Percentage

S.No. State/District “Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 81.75 18.25
1. Ganganagar 7.69 4.06 3.63
2. Bikaner 0.85 0.53 0.32
3. Churu 3.74 2.88 0.86
4. Jhuojhunun 1.71 1.71 —
5. Alwar 16.11 15.90 0.21
6. Bharatpur 3.95 3.95 —
7. Sawai Madhopur 2.89 1.82 1.07
8. Jaipur 7.48 4.16 3.32
9. Sikar 0.32 0.21 0.11
10. Ajmer 2.03 1.28 0.75
11. Tonk 21.34 20.92 0.42
12. Jaisalmer 0.53 0.53 —
13. Jodhpur 3.95 2.88 1.07
14, Nagaur 1.71 0.96 0.75
15. Pali 1.38 1.17 0.21
16. Barmer 2.24 1.92 0.32
17. Jalor 0.95 0.53 0.42
18. Sirohi 1.07 0.43 0.64
19. Bhilwara 1.82 1.71 0.11
20. Udaipur 3.84 342 0.42
21, Chittaurgarh 4,27 2.14 2.13
22. Dungarpur 0.96 0.32 0.64
23, Banswara 0.32 0.32 —_
24. Bundi 448 3.48 0.64
25. Kota 2.56 2.35 0.21
26. Jhalawar 1.81 1.81 —_




2.195 Of the 18.25% houses that were located in
the urhan areas of the State, the cities accounted for
2.46%. Jaipur with a percentage of 1.39 occupied
the top place. While Udaipur bad no such house,

the lowest percentage of 0.11 each was located in
Bikaner and Kota cities. The following table shows
percentage and rank for each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.11 4
2. Jaipur 1.39 1
3. Ajmer 0.32 3
4. Jodhpur 0.53 2
5. Udaipur — -
6. Kota 0.11 4

2.196 The distribution pattern of 1,000 residential
census houses with different roof materials in the
rural and the urban areas of the State revealed that
this category accounted for either very meagre or
neglisible number of houses. However, there was
only one house out of 1,000 both in the rural as
well as the urban areas of the State.

2.197 In the various districts, the highest number
(12 out of 1,000) was found in the rural areas of Tonk
while the highest number for the urban areas which
was 5, was found in Ganganagar, Chittaurgarh . and
Dungarpur districts.  The following table shows
distribution for the State and the various districts
separately for the rural and the urban arcas in
comparison to 1961 Census —

Incidence per 1,000
-

T oom 1961

e A . - A
S.No. Siate/District Rural Urban Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 1 1 2 5
1. Ganganagar 1 5 N "N
2. Bikaper N N 1 ‘N
3, Churu 1 1 8 13
4, Jhunjhunun "l —_ —_ 1
5. Alwar 4 N N .3
6. Bharatpur 1 —_ N 6
7. Sawai Madhopur 1 2 N 6
8. Jaipur 1 t N 1
9, Sikar N N . 18 78
10, Ajmer N N 2 1
11, Topk 12 1 N —
12. Jaisalmer 1 —_ 12 -
131, Jodhpur - 1 1 1 N

{
|

64

Incidence per 1,000
A

Rt 1961

— —_————

S.MNo. State/District Rurai Urba? Rural Urban
14. Nagaur N 1 N —
15, Pali N N — N
16, Barmer 1 1 — —_—
17. Jalor N 3 1 13
18. Sirohi N 2 — —_
19, Bhilwara N N 1 —
20, Udaipur 1 N N —_
21, Chittaurgarh 1 5 N —
22. Dungarpur N 5 — 1
23, Banswara N — -— —
24. Bundi 3 2 N —
'25. Kota 1 N N —
1 —_ N —

26. Jhalawar

{(N=Negligible)

2.198 The incidence of such census houses in the
cities was also not very appreciable. However, the

following table shows distribution for each city in
:comparison to 1961 position:—

Incidence per 1,000

City 1971 1961
" 1. Bikaner N —
2. Jaipur 1 N
3. Ajmer N 2
4. Jodhpur N N
5. Udaipur —_ —_—
6. Kota N —
{ N=Negligible }
Conclusion

2.199 It may be said in conclusion that apai't
from the local availability of building material, par-
ticularly for wall and roof, climatic conditions play

- an-importtant role in the type of house construction

and the use of the material. In order to keep down
the cost of construction, use of material. locally avai-
1able, is generally resorted to. But more affuent
people also transport material from other parts of
the State in keeping with their resources. This-is
generaily seen in the case of cities and big towns.
In rural areas, people, by and large, bank upon local
material and generally remain content with their

humble dwelings. i



2.200 Asstated above, climatic and soil condi-
tions obtaining in a particular region also determine,
to a great extent, the material that goes into the
construction of houses. For the purposes of compa-
rison and convenience, the State may be broadly
divided into the following region:—

1. Desert region : comprising of Ganganagar,
Churu, Bikaner, Jaisalmer, Jodhpur, Nagaur,
Pali, Barmer and Jalor districts.

2. Hilly region ! comprising of Sirohi, Udaipur,
Dungarpur and Banswara districts.

3. Plateau region : comprising of Chittaurgarh,
Bundi, Kota and Jhalawar districts.

4.  Plain region : 'comprising of Jhunjhunun,
Alwar, Bharatpur, Sawai Madhopur, Jaipur,
Sikar, Ajmer, Tonk and Bhilwara districts.

2.201 In the desert region, where mercury some-
times reaches as high as 48°C, rainfall is absolutely
meagre and winds blow at high speeds, roofs are
usually made of reeds, locally called ‘Sirki’ whereas
mud or unburnt bricks plastered with cowdung serve
as the predominant material of wall. These materials
apart from their easy availability, also mitigate the
effects of heat to some extent.

2.202 In the hilly region, which is typified by
rainfall ranging from 54 cms. to 93 cms. and mer-
cury almost in the neighbourhood of desert region
Ievel, the roofs are generally made of tiles, grass,
leaves, wood or thatch and walls of mud, stone,
unburnt bricks, grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo.
This material is locally available in abundance and
is suited to the needs of this region.

2.203 In the platcau region, the story of hilly
region repeats itself so far as climate and rainfall are
concerned except that the minimum rainfall is around
73 cms. This area is abundantly rich in stone with
Kota stone enjoying all-India fame. The houses in
this area, therefore, have walls made of stone and
mud and roofs of stone slabs or rough hewn stone
sheets locally called ‘Kantla™.

2.204 While temperature in plain region is almost
the same as in plateau region, rainfall has a different
pattern. It ranges from 40 cms. to 82 cms. Regarding
the wall and roof material in this region, there is no
uniformity among the districts. While walls are
generally made of unburnt bricks and stone in Jhun-
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jhunun and Sikar districts, they are made of stone and
mud in other districts. Similarly, roofs in Bhilwara,
Tonk and Sawai Madhopur districts are generally
made of concrete, stone and tiles. In the remaining
districts, grass, leaves, reeds, thatch, wood or
bamboo, concrete, and stone serve as predominant
materials of roof.

2.205 Structural designing of houses in the various
regions is also governed, to a very large extent, by
climate, soil geology and cropping pattern. For ins-
tance, the desert region where strong and dusty
winds blow, especially in summer, and mercury rises
very high, houses have a circular design to withstand
the velocity of winds. The walls of such houses are
generally made of mud and roofs of grass, lecaves,
reeds, thatch, wood or bamboo to mitigate the inten-
sity of heat. In the hilly region, where rainfall is
quite high, roofs are generally steeply inclined so as
to drain off the rain water quickly. As stone, timber,
grass, leaves, reeds, thatch, wood or bamboo are in
abundant supply, they serve as predominant material
of roof and wall. Good quality stone is available in
abundance in plateau region and as such houses
generally have walls and roofs made of stone. In
pucca constructions, roofs are flat. Due to the loamy
nature of the soil in the plain region, it is tiles, burnt
and unburnt bricks rather than stone, which serve as
predominant material of roof and wall. Where stone
is available, it is made use of in walls and roofs.
The structural pattern almost conforms to that in the
plateau region. It may be mentioned here that a
detailed note on house types in this State is available
by way of Appendix-3in Part IV-A (Report on
Housing and Establishments) of the series of publica--
tions dealing with 1961 Census.

Comparison with other States

2.206 1In appendix to table H-II, data regarding
materials of wall cross classified by the materials of
roof in respect of residential census houses only had
been presented with a view to provide an insight into
the types of houses whbich were available to the people
of a particular State. Through the types of house
construction, an idea about the prosperity or other--
wise of an area could be gathered as also about the
nature of its economy. With this aim in view, posi-
tion obtaining in various states and union territories
is being analysed here. Position of this State has
been compared with other states to sce if there is any
resemblance between the conditions of this State and
those of others.
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2.207 The predominant materials of wall and roof
have been broadly grouped into three categories,
namely “kutcha”, ‘‘pucca” and “‘others.” The third
category consists, by and large, of cases in which
the material has not been specified and is naturally

" enough insignificant as compared to the first two

categories. The following table shows the distribu-
tion of 1,000 residential census houses by predominant
wall and roof materijals in the rural and the urban
areas of the various states and the union territories:—

Predominant material of

P ~
Wall Roof
A W, S ~
Pucca
Pucca (Tiles, slate,
(Barnt Kutcha shingle,
Kutcha bricks (Grass, corrugated
(Grass, G. 1. leaves, iron, zinc or
leaves, sheets reeds, other metal
reeds or or All other bamboo, sheets, asbestos,  All other
bamboo, other materials thatch, cement sheets, materials
mud, metal and mud, brick, lime, and
Total unburnt sheets, materials unburnt stone and materials
. L Rural bricks, stone, not bricks R.B.C./ not
S.No. StatesfUnion te'ritories Urban wood) cement) stated or wood) R.C.C.) stated
STATES :
1. Andhra Pradesh T 639 361 N 672 328 N
R 688 312 N 728 272 N
U 408 592 N 409 590 1
2. Assam* T 902 98 N 811 189 N
R 924 76 N 850 150 N
U 686 314 N 416 583 1
3. Bibhar T 800 200 N 386 614 N
R 859 141 N 421 579 N
u 330 670 N 108 891 1
4. Gujarat T 489 509 2 69 929 2
R 618 381 1 74 925 1
U 170 827 3 58 938 4
5. Haryana T 366 634 N 697 302 1
R 432 568 N 761 237 2
u 99 901 N 440 559 1
6. Himachal Pradesh T 455 545 N 288 711 1
R 482 518 N 301 698
U 171 828 1 145 851 4
7. Jammu & Kashmir T 475 522 3 843 153 4
R 517 479 4 920 76 4
U 246 753 1 431 566 3
8. Kerala T 601 398 1 621 379 N
R 631 368 1 653 347 N
U 422 577 1 434 566 N
9. Madhya Pradesh T 756 243 1 89 910 1
R 832 167 1 100 899 1
U 346 653 1 29 967 4

*Includes Mizo district now constituted as Union territory of Mizroram.
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S.No. States/Union territories

STATES:

10.

11,

12.

13.

14,

15.

16.

17.

18.

19,

20.

Maharashtra

Manipur

_Meghalaya

Mysore

Nagaland

Orissa

Punjab

RAJASTHAN

Tamil Nadu

Tripura

Uttar Pradesh

Total
Rural
Utban

CAH Cr=" CxmH

C R

H @A CRAHA RN CFS CWwH Cxa

c =

Predominant material of
A

Wall Roof
| Pucca X
Pucca (Tiles, slate, -
(Burnt Kutcha shingle,
Kutcha bricks (Grass, corrugated
(Grass, G. 1L leaves, iron zinc or
ieaves, sheets reeds, other metal
reeds or or All other bamboo, sheets, asbestos, All other
bamboo, other materials thatch, cement sheets, materials
mud, metal and mud, brick, lime, and
unburnt sheets, materials unburnt stone and materials
bricks, stone, not bricks R.B.C./ not
wood) cement) stated or woad) R.C.C.) stated
440 558 2 281 716 3
526 473 1 356 643 1
252 744 4 117 877 6
979 20 1 871 127 1
990 10 909 90 1
898 100 2 593 403 4
920 77 3 670 330 N
929 67 4 768 232 N
861 139 N 92 908 N
500 499 1 507 492 1
550 450 N 581 418 1
342 657 1 268 736 2
927 73 N 787 213 N
963 31 N 846 154 N
542 458 N 249 751 N
871 128 1 742 257 1
910 89 1 777 223 N
479 519 2 391 608 1
411 588 1 605 394 1
516 484 N 698 302 N
94 904 2 324 673 3
512 488 N 293 704 1
592 407 1 334 " 665 1
155 845 N 119 - 880 1
652 348 N 537 463 N
751 249 N 625 375 N
392 608 N 302 698 N
974 26 N 914 85 1
984 16 N 936 64 N
825 173 2 599 401 N
699 301 N 500 499 ]
780 220 N 540 459 1
190 810 N 246 753 1
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Predominant material of

A

Wall Roof
- . Pucca K
Pucca (Tiles, slate,
{Burnt Kutcha shingle,
Kutcha bricks (Grass, *  corrugated
(Grass, G. 1. leaves, iron zinc or
leaves, sheets . reeds, other metal
reeds or or All other bamboo, sheets, asbestos, Al other
bamboo, other materials thatch, cement sheets, materials
mud, metal and mud, brick, lime, and
Total unburnt sheets, materials unburnt stone and materials
. 3 Rural  bricks, stone, not bricks R.BC./ not
S.No. States/Union territories Urban wood) cement) stated or wood) R.C.C.) stated
STATES :
21. West Bengal T 727 273 N 480 519 1
R 888 112 N 620 379 1
U 254 746 N 215 785 N
UNION TERRITORIES :
1. Andaman & Nicobar Isiands T 958 40 2 571 427 2
R 958 40 2 676 32 2
U 961 39 N 215 785 N
2. Arunachal Pradesh T 900 100 — 881 119 -—
R 918 82 —_ 904 96 —_
U 547 453 — 411 589 —
3. Chandigarh T 63 936 1 194 804 2
R 273 727 — 744 256 N
U 40 959 1 132 866 2
4. Dadra & Nagar Haveli T 942 58 N 512 488 N
R 942 58 N 512 488 N
U — — — — —_ —_
5. Delhi T 92 907 1 170 820 10
R 99 900 1 437 555 8
u 92 907 1 144 846 1
6. Goa, Daman and Diu T 694 305 1 130 870 N
R 744 256 N 142 858 N
U 507 492 1 83 917 N
7. Laccadive, Minicoy &
Amindivi Islands T 47 952 1 610 390 —
R 47 952 1 610 390 —
U — —_— — — — —
8. Pondicherry T 634 366 N 693 307 N
R 722 278 N 782 218 N
uU 488 512 N 545 455 N




2.208 It would be seen from the above table that
-the highest number of houses viz., 979 out of 1,000
with grass, leaves etc. depicting ‘Kutcha’ aspect as
-wall material was found in Manipur, Tripura with 974,
Andaman and Nicobar Islands with 958, Dadra &
Nagar Haveli with 942, Nagaland with 927, Megha-
laya with 920, Assam with 902 and Arunachal Pradesh
" with 900 were the other states/union territories in
which more than 909 houses had walls made of this
‘Kutcha’ material. It, thus pointed to the predomi-
nantly rural nature of the economy of these areas.

2.209 The roof material in the ‘Kutcha’ category
in respect of the above states and union territories as
revealed by the figures inthe above table also lent
support to the conclusion about the predominantly
rural character of these areas. The figures out of
1,000 in each of the areas mentioned in the preceding
para worked out to 871, 914, 571, 512, 787, 670, 811
and 881 respectively.

2.210 Regarding the wall material classified in
the ‘Pucca’ category, the figures for the various states
and the union territories revealed that Laccadive,
Minicoy and Amindivi Islands had preponderantly
higher number (952 out of 1,000) of houses with this
wall material. Chandigarh with 936 and Delhi with
907 followed in the next two places in which
incidence worked out to over 90%.
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2.211 In respect of roof material classified in the
‘Pucca’ category the figures for the above three units
worked out to 390, 804 and 820 respectively.

2.212 1t would be seen from the preceding analysis
that except in the case of Laccadive, Minicoy and
Amindivi Islands where the number of houses with
‘Pucca’ roof material in relation to the Pucca wall
material was proportionately smaller than the other
areas in question, the highest number of houses with
pucca roof materials (929 out of 1,000) and (910 out
of 1,000) was found in Gujarat and Madhya Pradesh
respectively.

2.213 The position of Rajasthan both with regard
to the ‘Kutcha’ and ‘Pucca’ categories of wall and
roof materials can best be compared with Gujarat,
Jammu & Kashmir and Mysore in respect of houses
with <“Kutcha” wall materials and with Maharashtra
and Himachal Pradesh in respect of houses with
“Kutcha’ roof materials. Again, the position of this
State was in the neighbourhood of Gujarat, Jammu
& Kashmir, Mysore and Himachal Pradesh in
respect of houses with <“Pucca” wall material. In
respect of houses with ‘Pucca’ roof material the
position of this State was almost similar to that of
Maharashtra and Himachal Pradesh.



CHAPTER 111

HOUSEHOLDS AND THE NUMBER OF ROOMS OCCUPIED

The aim of this chapter is to describe housing
conditions obtaining in the State and various districts
with particular emphasis on the number of rooms
available to a household. In addition to this, this
chapter will provide an insight into the size of a
household in each category of houses classified by
the number of rooms. For the purposes of classi-
fication, households have been grouped into (i)
households living in single room, (ii) households
having two rooms, (iii) households having three
rooms, (iv) households having four rooms, (v) house-
holds having five rooms and above, (vi) households
in whose case the number of rooms could not be
ascertained, and (vii) households for which no details
were available. The above classification was made
to project a picture whether housing conditions in
the State and various districts were satisfactory or
otherwise as also to find out about the types of
houses classified by the number of rooms in which
the households largely lived.

3.2 As a room has been considered as the yard-
stick for measuring housing conditions in the State,
it may be defined here at some length. “A room
should have four walls with a door-way with a roof
over head and should be wide and long enough for
a person to sleep in i.e., it should have a length of
not less than 2 metres and a breadth of at least 1}
metres, and 2 metres in height”. An enclosed room,
however, which is used in common for sleeping,
sitting, dining, storing and cooking etc., should be
regarded as a room. An unenclosed verandah,
kitchen, store, garage, cattle-shed and latrine and
rooms in which a household industry such as a hand-
loom is located which are not normally usable for
living or sleeping etc., are excluded from the defini-
tion of a room for the purpose of this column. It
would thus be observed that although rough
measurements for considering a structure as a room
have been laid down, the concept is actually incapa-
ble of measurement in terms of sq. metres of space
occupied by each person. The rooms could be of
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different sizes and as such the discussion about person-
room ratio will have to be considered within the
limitations attached to the definition of a room.

3.3 The information contained in this chapter has
been obtained from Table H-III dealing with ‘house-
holds classified by number of members and by
number of rooms occupied’. Two subsidiary tables
viz. H-IIL.1, dealing with distribution of 1,000
census households by number of rooms occupied,
and, H-1I1.2 dealing with number of persons, males
and females, per room and persons per household,
were prepared out of this table.

3.4 Comparison with similar data yielded during
1961 Census at the State, district and city level has
also been attempted to see if any improvements, as
regards the housing conditions, took place during
the decade. In Table H-III and its subsidiary viz.,
H-1II.1, details about housecholds with unspecified
number of rooms and households with details un-
specified, have been presented.

3.5 Again, in subsidiary table H-111.2 details about
number of households with unspecified number of
rooms, are available. This information, however, is
lacking in the 1961 data and as such no comparison
would be possible on this point.

Households, persons and rooms

3.6 There were in all 4,509,820 houscholds in the
State with a population of 25,698,870 which had
10,076,025 rooms to live in. This gave an average
of 5.70 persons per household and 2.55 persons per
room. Comparing with the similar data of 1961
Census, we find that average number of persons per
household had worked out to 5.30 and the average
number of persons per room to 2.65. 1t would, thus,
be seen that while the household has increased in
size in 1971, the density per room has decreased at
the same time. in other words, pressure of persons
per room has become lighter, meaning thereby that



the households have now come to occupy a larger
number of rooms in comparison to what they wer
occupying at the time of the last Census. i

3.7 Out of the .total number of households,
persons and rooms indicated above, there were
3,682,065 households with 21,101,415 persons having
8,088,210 rooms at their disposal in the' rural areas.
This gave an average of 5.73 persons per household
and 2.61 persons per room. During the 1961 Census,
the comparable figures for average number of persons
per household and per room worked out to 5.32 and
2.74 persons respectively. The trend in the rural
areas, therefore, - has conformed to the pattern
discernible for the State as a whole.

3.8 In the urban areas of the State, there were
827.755 households with 4,597,455 persons having
1,987,815 rooms to live in, giving an average of 5.55
persons per household and 2.31 persons per room.
The comparable 1961 figures worked out to 5.21
and 2.28 respectively. It would be seen that while a
general trend of increase in the number of persons per
household has been observed for the State as a whole
as well as for the rural and urban areas separately,
the'average number of persons per room recorded
a decline only for the State and the rural areas. In
the urban areas, the average number of persons per
room has slightly increased. This points to the
increasing congestion in the urban areas which may
be on account of the fact that increase in housing
facilities in these areas has not kept pace with the
growth of population there due to in-migration from
rural areas on account of various factors. Industrial
growth and a concentration of opportunities for
employment in cities and towns have perhaps,
played a role in this respect. However, in absolute
terms, person-room ratio continues to be higher in
the rural areas as compared to those in urban.

3.9 Regarding the size of the households and
average number of persons per room in the rural
areas of the various districts of the State, it was found
that Jhunjhunun district had the largest-sized house-
holds in which the average number of persons per
household worked out to 6.71. Chittaurgarh recorded
the lowest average of persons per household which
was 4.76. Against this the highest average number
of persons per room, which was 4.05, worked out in
the case of Banswara district. Barmer recorded the
lowest average which was 1.92 persons per room.
Generally an average of two persons per room i
considered to depict satisfactory housing conditions.
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In the table that follows, it will be seen that except
in the case of Sikar and Barmer where average num-
ber of persons per room worked out to less than 2,
this average was exceeded in the rest of the districts
meaning thereby that the housing conditions were
far from satisfactory in the majority of the districts.
A look at the similar data of 1961 revealed that there
was only one district, Churu, in which this average
worked out to less than two persons per room. On
the whole it may be said that housing conditions in
the rural areas have shown some improvement over
the last decade. The following table shows average
number of persons per household and per room for
the rural areas of the State and the various districts
in comparison with 1961 Census :—

RURAL

Average No. of
persons per

Average No. of
persons per

household room

e e
S.No. State/District 1971 1961 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 573 532 2.61 2.74
1. Ganganagar 6.30 5.44 2,28 2,52
2. Bikaner 6.25 5.74 2.09 2.23
3, Churu 6.59 5.94 2.05 1.98
4. Jhunjhuoun 6.71 6.27 2.14 2.07
5. Alwar 6.35 5.70 2.7 2.85
6. Bharatpur 6.15 5.42 3.40 3.34
7. Sawai Madhopur  5.65 5.09 2.76 2.71
8. Jaipur 6.14 5.60 2.38 2.49
9. Sikar 6.34 5.85 1.99 2.15
10. Ajmer 5.45 5.21 2.68 2.96
11. Tonk 5.84 5.46 2,52 2717
12. Jaisalmer 5.68 5.15 2.02 2.19
13. Jodhpur 6.18 5.67 2.27 2.34
14. Nagaur 6.17 5.71 2.26 2.56
15. Pali 5.23 . 5.16 2.82 3.05
16. Barmer 5.81 5.60 1.92 2.07
17. Jalor 5.42 5.15 2.92 3.03
i8. Sirohi 4.96 4,69 3,27 3.48
19. Bhilwara 4.87 4.76 2.75 2.81
20. Udaipur 5.04 4.82 3.23 3.52
21. Chittaurgarh 4.76 4.65 3.05 3.20
22. Dungarpur 5.67 5.35 3.76 417

23. Banswara 591 5.35 4.05 4.32,
24. Bundi 5.33 5.07 2.82 2.90
25. Kota 5.31 4.86 2.59 2.75
26. Jhalawar 5.43 5.04 3.31 3.45

——t
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3.10 This position for the urban areas of the
various districts revealed that the highest average of
persons per household was 6.59 which was recorded
in Churu. The lowest average which happened to
be 4.79 persons per household was recorded in Pali.
Regarding the number of persons per room, Jhala-
war was found to have the highest average which
worked out to 2.75 persons. The lowest average of
1.94 was recorded in Bikaner. Homusing conditions
are reflected by the average number of persons per
room and we find that during the 1961 Census this
average was less than 2 persons per room in the case
of five districts but during the 1971 Census, with the
sole exception of Bikaner, the average in other dis-
tricts had exceeded 2. The following table shows
average number of persons per household and per
room for the urban areas of the State and the
various districts in comparison to 1961 Census:—

URBAN
— - -
Average No. of Average No. of
persons per persons per

household room

S.No. State/District 1971 1961 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 5.55 5.21 2.31 2.28

1. Ganganagar 5.81 5.43 2.62 2.44
2. Bikaner 6.15 5.54 1.94 1.82
3. Churu 6.59 6.27 2.02 1.95
4. Jhunjhunun 6.38 6.20 2.00 1.86
5. Alwar 5.54 5.36 2.22 2.40
6. Bharatpur 5.79 5.33 2,74 2.78
7. Sawai Madhopur 5.09 - 4.88 2.50 2.78
8. Jaipur 5.68 5.24 2.37 2.36
9. Sikar 6.20 5.79 2.19 2.54
10. Ajmer 5.41 5.02 2,45 2.10
11. Tonk 5.82 5.31 2,43 2.62
12. Jaisalmes 5.42 4.79 2.17 2.06
13. Jodhpur 5.81 5.25 2.47 2.35
14. Nagaur 5.85 5.71 2.06 1.87
15. Pali 4,79 4,55 2.22 1.95
16. Barmer 5.26 5.19 2.24 2.11
17. Jalor 5.06 4,84 2.35 2.34
18. Sirohi 5.00 4.68 2.13 2.25
15. Bhilwara 4,92 4.49 2.22 2.04
20. Udaipur 4.94 473 2.24 2.61
21. Chittaurgarh 4.99 4,74 2.27 2.34
22. Dungarpur 4.89 4.51 2.13 2.02
23. Banswara 5.49 5.45 2.59 2.99
24. Bundi 4.99 4.56 2.28 2.23
25. Kota 4.80 4,50 2.68 2.47
26. Jhalawar 5.20 4.81 2.75 2.09

3.11 A look at the above tables for the rural and
urban arecas would reveal that there has been, more
or less, consistency as regards the size of the house-
hold both in the rural and the urban areas. But
when we compare the average number of persons
per room for the rural and the urban areas we find
that this average has fluctuated from district to
district in the rural areas, mainly on account of the
districts of the hilly region, while in the case of urban
areas it has remained more or less consistence i. e.
range of fluctuation was small. The higher person-
room ratios in the rural areas of the hilly region may
be ascribed to the economic, geographical and social
factors. On the whole the pattern of housing condi-
tions presented a more balanced picture for the urban
areas than for the rural areas.

3.12 In the case of citics, the highest average of
persons per household, which was 6.11, was recorded
in Bikaner. The lowest average of 4.75 persons per
household was found in Kota. During 1961 Census
also, Bikaner and Kota occupied the top and the
bottom places but with smaller averages i. e. 5.48 and
4.49 respectively.

3.13 Regarding the average number of persons
per room, the highest average, which was 2.75 per-
sons, was recorded in the case of Kota. The lowest
average of 2.04 persons was recorded in Bikaner.
Dﬁring 1961 the highest average was recorded in the
case of Udaipur (2.87 persons) while Bikaner had
the lowest average (1.90 persons) meaning thereby
that Bikaner has all along been enjoying better
housing conditions. The following table shows
average number of persons per household and per
room for all the cities in comparison to 1961
Census :—

Average No. of
persons per

Average No. of
persons per

household room

e [

City 1971 1961 1971 1961
Bikaner 611  5.48 2.04 1.90

2. Jaipur 5.72 5.25 2.43 2.61
. Ajmer 5.58 5.14 2.52 2.77
4. Jodhpur 5.81 5.27 2,62 2.42
Udaipur 4,93 4,79 2.39 2.87
Kota 4.75 4.49 2,75 2.46

3.14 Summing up, it may be stated that, taking
the norm of 2 persons per room as a measure of.
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satisfactory housing conditions, housing conditions
in almost all the districts are not satisfactory. In the
rural areas of 24 out of 26 districts, the average

number of persons per room has exceeded the stan-.

dard norm of two and there is also a lot of fluctua-
tion mainly on account of the high person-room ratio
in the hilly 'region. As regards urban areas, the
person-room ratio exceeds the norm in 25 out of 26
districts though fluctuation are insignificant.

3.15 As regards the inter-censal comparability,
although the size -of the household in both the rural
and urban areas has registered a slight increase, the
average number of persons per room has registered a
decline in the case of rural areas of 22 out of 26
districts while it has increased in the case of urban
areas of 17 out of 26 districts. In other words, it
may be stated that housing conditions have become
comparatively better in the rural areas than in the
urban areas even though the overall rural person-
room ratio has continued to be higher than the urban
person-room ratio.

Qne room households

3.16 There were 1,888,605 households (41.9% of
the State total) in the whole State that were living
in one room houses. Out of this, 1,569,160,
representing 83.09%, were located in the rural
areas and 319,445, representing 16.919/, in the
urban areas.

3.17 In the various districts of the State, the
highest percentage of one room houscholds was
found in Udaipur. This was 12.31. Jaipur with a
percentage of 7.09 came next. The lowest percentage
(0.39) of such households was found in Jaisalmer.

3.18 In the rural areas, Udaipur with a percen-
tage of 11.14 was far ahead of other districts. The
next highest percentage of 5.88 was found in
Chittaurgarh. The lowest percentage which was
0.30 was found in Jaisalmer.

3.19 For the urban areas, Jaipur with a percen-
tage of 2.66 was at the top followed in thc second
place by Ajmer which had a percentage of 1.78.
Jaisalmer, once again, recorded the lowest percentage
of 0.09. The following table shows percentage for
the State and the various districts separately for the
rural and the urban areas:—
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Percentage
s . ~
S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban

RAJASTHAN  100.00 83.09 16.91

1. Ganganagar 3.7 2.84 0.87
2. Bikaner 0.97 0.53 0.44
3. Churu 1.23 0.80 0.43
4. Jhunjhunun 1.29 1.02 0.27
5. Alwar 4.25 3.85 0.40
6. Bharatpur 6.65 5.79 0.86
7. Sawai Madhopur 4.89 4.21 0.68
8. Jaipur 7.09 4.43 2.66
9, Sikar 1.65 1.28 0.37
10. Ajmer 495 3.17 1.78
11. Tonk 1.86 1.55 0.31
12. Jaisalmer 0.39 0.30 0.09
13. Jodhpur 2.90 1.50 1.40
14, Nagaur 2.89 2.52 0.37
15. Pali 5.04 4.52 0.52
16. Barmer 1.29 1.05 0.24
17. Jalor 3.06 2.93 0.13
18. Siroh 2.81 2.49 0.32
19. Bhilwara 6.10 5.54 0.56
20. Udaipur 12.31 11.14 1.17
21, Chittaurgarh 6.37 5.88 0.49
22, Dungarpur 3.16 3.04 0.12
23. Banswara 3.87 3.71 0.16
24, Bundi 2.20 1.91 0.29
25. Kota 5.55 3.83 1.72
26. Jhalawar 3.52 3.26 0.26

3.20 Out of the 16.919% such housecholds that
were located in the urbau areas, as many as 6.89%
were accounted for by the cities alone. While Jaipur
had the highest percentage (2.25) of such households,
Bikaner recorded the lowest percentage which was
0.04. The following table shows percentage and
rank for each city :—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.04 6
2. Jaipur 2.25 1
3. Ajmer 1.02 4
4, Jodhpur 1.26 3
5. Udaipur 0.90 5
6. Kota 1.42 2
3.21 The distribution of 1,000 Census houscholds

by number of rooms occupied in the whole State
revealed that 419 households had only one room at
their disposal, meaning thereby that about42y, of



the households were living in the bare minimum
accommodation. Daring the 1961 Census, the num-
ber of households having only one room worked out
to 512 out of 1,000. Thus, during the decade there
has been some improvement in the housing condi-
tions of the people in general as there has been a
decline in the number of such households approxi-
mately to the extent of 99.

3.22 This distribution pattern for the various
districts of the State revealed that Banswara district
had as many as 667 bouseholds per 1,000 households
that had only one room. Udaipur with 636 such
households, closely followed by Sirohi and Dungar-
pur districts which had 626 and 625 houscholds
belonging to this category respectively, followed in
the next places. As these districts belong to the hilly
region and are inhabited by Bhils and other tribes,
one room tenements appear to be a social as well as
geographical compulsion. The lowest number of
such households which was 170 was found in Jhun-
jhunun district. The following table represents this
distribution for the State and the various districts
along with the 1961 data :—

Incidence per 1,000

—_ N —
S.No. State/District 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 419 512
1. Ganganagar 314 472
2. Bikaner 195 255
3. Churu 171 204
4  Jhunjbunun 170 201
5. Alwar 365 487
6. Bharatpur 519 609
7. Sawai Madhopur 434 528
8. Jaipur 327 443
9. Sikar 182 272
10. Ajmer 444 555
11. Tonk 332 469
12. Jaisalmer 242 333
13. Jodhpur 286 345
14. Nagaur 267 389
15. Pali 500 585
16. Barmer 190 220
17. Jalor 491 560
18. Sirohi 626 737
19. Bhilwara 531 577
20. Udaipur 636 747
21. Chittaurgarh 619 683
22. Dungarpur 625 N
23, Banswara 667 813
24. Bundi 495 565
25. Kota 486 580
26. Jhalawar 591 683
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3.23 1t will be observed from the above table
that there is a general decline in the number of
households with one room in all the districts of the
State. It will alsc be seen from the above table that
all those districts which had the highest number of
such households during the current Census stood out
prominently during the 1961 Census also thereby
maintaining the general pattern intact.

324 This distribution pattern for the cities
revcaled that Kota with 614 households, out of every
1,000, living in one room houses occupied the top
place. Udaipur with 507 households came next. The
lowest number which was 223 was found in Bikaner.
The following table shows distribution and rank for
each city in comparison to 1961 Census:—

1971 1961
——— — -
Incidence Rank Incidence Rank
City per 1,000 per 1,000
1. Bikaner 223 6 289 6
2, Jaipur 416 4 541 3
3. Ajmer 411 5 539 4
4. Jodhpur 435 3 484 S
5. Udaiput 507 2 649 1
6., Kota 614 i 572 2
3.25 It will be seen from the above table that

except in the case of Kota City, where the number
of such households has increased during the 1971
Census, there has been a decrease in other cities.
The increase in Kota City may be attributed to the
rapid pace-of industrialization there.

3.26 As we have already seen, the person-room
ratio for the State as a whole came to 2.61 for the

“rural and 2.31 for the urban areas. In terms of single-

room households, however, these figures worked ount
to 4.73 and 4.19 respecrively thereby highlighting
the extreme pressure on living accommodation as far
as this category of houscholds is concerned. As rhe
average number of persons per household in one
room houseHolds will always be equal to the average
number of persons per room, Special mention of this
is not being made in respect of such households.
In the case of other households however, the average
number of persons per household would be worked
out keeping in view the number of persons per room
and the number of rooms available to such households.
During the 1961 Census, the average number of per-
sons per room and per household for such omne room-



households in the rural and urban areas worked
out to 4.61 and 4.04, respectively, thereby indicating
that housing conditions available to these households
have become more unsatisfactory due to increase in
congestion. This may be primarily due to rise in
population.

3.27 In the rural areas of the various districts,
Banswara recorded the highest average of persons
per household and per room, which worked out to
5.53. Dungarpur with an average of 5.40 persons
followed in the next place. The lowest average of
4.11 was recorded in the case of Bhilwara district.
The following table shows average number of persons
per household and per room for rural arcas of the
State and the various districts in comparison with
1961 Census :— '

RURAL
—— e A e
1971 1961
r ot A SR

Average Average Average Average

No.of No.of No.of No.of

persons persons persons persons

per per per per

S.No. State/District room housechold room household
RAJASTHAN 473 4,73 4.61 4.61

1. Ganganagar 4.92 4,92 4.67 4.67
2. Bikaner 4.37 4,37 4,22 4,22
3. Churu 4.64 4.64 4.21 4.21
4. Jhunjhunun 4.76 4.76 4.71 4.71
5. Alwar 5.15 5.15 4.97 4.97
6. Bharatpur 5.31 5.31 4.92 4.92
7. Sawai Madhopur 4.79 4.79 4.48 4.48
8. Jaipur 4.65 4.65 4.60 4.60
9, Sikar 4.45 4.45 4.52 4.52
10. Ajmer 4.48 4.48 4.50 4.50
11. Tonk 4.51 4.51 4.60 4.60
12. Jaisalmer 4.67 4.67 4.34 4.34
13. Jodhpur 4.74 4.74 4.55 4.55
14. Nagaur 4.78 4.78 4.76 4.76
15. Pali 4.69 4.69 4.76 4.76
16. Barmer 4.25 4.25 4.17 4,17
17. Jalor 4,78 4.78 4.66 4.66
18, Sirohi 4.79 4.79 4.60 4.60
19. Bhilwara 4.11 4.11 4,14 4.14
20. Udaipur 4.65 4.65 4.57 4.57
21. Chittaurgarh 4,25 4.25 4.27 4.27
22. Dungarpur 5.40 5.40 5.30 5.30
23. Banswara 5.53 5.53 5.17 5.17
24. Bundi 4.46 4.46 4.41 4.41
25. Kota 4.39 4.39 4.24 4.24
26. Jhalawar 4.77 4,77 4.54 4.54
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3.28 It will be seen from the above table that
while the averages for the individual districts had
either increased or decreased during the decade, the
average for the State asa whole has registered an
increase.

3.29 For the urban areas of the various districts,
the highest average of persons per household and
persons per room worked out to 5.01 in the case of
Sikar. Jaisalmer with 4.77 persons per household
and per room came next, Bhilwara with an average
of 3.67 occupied the bottom place. The following
table shows this average for the urban areas of the
State and the various districts in comparison with the
1961 Census :— ‘

URBAN

1971 1961

2 £
r ~— ~

Average Average Average Average
No.of No. of No. of No. of
persons Ppersons peErsons persons

per per per er

S.No. State/District room household room household
RAJASTHAN 4.19 4.19 4.04 4.04

1. Ganganagar 4.32 4.32 4.20 4.20
2. Bikaner 4.45 4.45 3.99 3.99
3. Churu 4.80 4.80 4.57 4.57
4, Jhunjhunun 4.51 4.51 4.58 4.58
5. Alwar 4.06 4.06 4.15 4.15
6. Bharatpur 4.59 4.59 4.51 4.51
7. Sawai Madhopur 4.08 4.08 4.12 4,12
8. Jaipur 4.15 4.15 4.03 4.03
9. Sikar 5.01 5.01 4.38 4.38
10. Ajmer 4.08 4.08 3.94 394
11. Tonk 4.22 4.22 4.16 4.16
12. Jaisalmer 4.77 4.77 4,01 4.01
13. Jodhpur 4.67 4.67 4.18 4.18
14. Nagaur 4.42 4.42 4.45 445
15. Pali 4,22 4.22 3.88 3.88
16. Barmer 4.09 4.09 391 3.91
17. Jalor 4.54 4,54 4.41 4.41
18. Sirohi 428 4.28 4.17 417
19. Bhilwara 3.67 3.67 3.32 3.32
20. Udaipur 3.69 3.69 3.78 3.78
21. Chittaurgarh 3.83 3.83 3.74 3.74
22. Dungarpur 4.10 4.10 3.96 396
23, Bapswara 4.68 4.68 4.73 4.73
24. Bundi 3.98 3.98 3.84 3.84
25. Kota 3.84 3.84 3.55 3.55
26. Jhalawar 4.01 4.01 3.69 3.69




3.30 It will be observed from the above table
that as in the case of rural areas, while the district
averages have either increased or decreased. the
State as a whole has registered a rise during the
inter-censal period showing that this category of
households has suffered a set-back as regards housing
conditions.

3.31 In the case of cities, Jodhpur had the
highest average of persons per household and per
room which worked out to 4.62. The lowest average
of 3.83 persons per household and per room was
recorded in Kota. The following table shows this
average for each city in comparison with 1961
Census :—

1971 1§6l
i A N A N
Average Average Average Average
No.of No.of No.of No.of
persons Ppersons  persons  persons
per per per per
City room household room househoid
1. Bikaner 4.58 4.58 3.94 3.94
2. Jaipur 4.18 4,18 4.00 4.00
3. Ajmer 4.33 4,33 4.09 4,09
4. Jodhpur 4.62 4.62 4.10 4.10
5. Udaipur 3.66 3.66 3.79 3.79
6. Kota 3.83 3.83 3.49 3.49
3.32 It will be seen that all the cities during the

1971 Census have followed almost the same pattern
as the urban areas of the various districts. While 5
out of 6 cities have registered an increase, with
Bikaner leading the field, in the case of the sixth i.e.
Udaipur, the average has come down.

Two room houscholds

3.33 There were 1,268,235 households (28.1% of
the State total) in the entire State that were living in
two room houses. Out of this 1,044,250, represen-
ting 82.34%, were located in the rural areas and
223,985, representing 17.66%, in the urban areas.

3.34 The position of two room households in
various districts revealed that Jaipur with a percen-
tage of 9.68 occupied the top place followed by Udai-
pur which had a percentage of 6.70 of such house-
holds. The lowest percentage of 0.66 was recorded
in Jaisalmer.

3.35 1In the rural areas of the various districts,
Jaipur and Udaipur continued to dominate at the
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first and second place with a percentage of 7.04 and
5.80 respectively. Jaisalmer recorded the lowest per-
centage in its rural areas also, which was 0.54.

3.36 In the urban areas Jaipur maintained its
position at the top with a percentage of 2.64. Udai-
pur was replaced at the second place by Ajmer where
the percentage worked out to 1.81. Jaisalmer did
not rise from the bottom place and continued to be
there with a percentage of 0.12. The following table
shows percentage distribution for the State and
the various districts separately for the rural and the
urban areas :

Percentage
S.No. State/District  Total Rural Urban
7

RAJASTHAN 100.00 82.34 17.66
1. Ganganagar 4.65 3.79 0.86
2. RBikaner 1.95 1.14 0.81
3. Churu 3.03 2.08 095
4. Jhunjhunun 3.39 2.82 0.57
5. Alwar 5.40 4.91 Q.49
6. Bharatpur 5.38 4.56 0.82
7. Sawai Madhopur 5.21 4.58 0.63
8. Jaipur 9.68 7.04 2.64
9. Sikar 3.96 3.27 0.69
10. Ajmer 4.97 3.16 1.81
11. Tonk 2.79 2.32 0.47
12. Jaisalmer 0.66 0.54 0.12
13. Jodhpur 4.34 3.00 1.34
14. Nagaur 4.86 4.28 0.58
15. Pali 4.39 3.90 0.49
16. Barmer 2.68 2.43 0.25
17. Jalor 2.88 2.74 0.14
18. Sirohi 1.47 1.14 0.33
19. Bhilwara 4.97 4.50 0.47
20. Udaipur 6.70 5.80 .90
21. Chittaurgarh 3.84 3.42 0.42
22. Dungarpur 1.94 1.78 0.16
23. Banswara 2.03 1.90 0.13
24. Bundi 1.85 1.53 0.32
25. Kota 4.67 3.66 1.01
26. Jhalawar 2.31 2.05 0.26
3.3y The position in respect of cities revealed

that out of 17.66% houscholds in the urban areas of
the State, 6.45% houscholds were accounted for by
the cities. Jaipur was far ahead of other cities with
a percentage of 2.12. The next highest percentage
which was 1.14 was recorded in Ajmer and Jodhpur
cities. Udaipur with 0.63% houscholds in this cate-
gory occupied the bottom place. The following table
shows percentage and rank for each city :—



City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 0.67 4
2. Jaipur 2.12 1
3. Ajmer 1.14 2
4. Jodhpur 1.14 2
5. Udaipur ‘ 0.63 ‘ 5
6. Kota 0.75 3

3.38 The distribution pattern of 1,000 house-
holds by number of rooms occupied revealed that
there were 281 households in the entire State that
were living in two room houses. The corresponding
figure during the 1961 Census worked out to 249
revealing thereby that housing conditions had shown
slight improvement during the decade.

3.39 The distribution pattern per 1,000 house-
holds for the various districts revealed that Tonk had
the honour of having the highest number of house-
holds with two rooms. This was 335. Sirohi had
the lowest number of such households which was
220. The following table shows distribution of such
households in the State and the various districts in
comparison to 1961 Census :—

Incidence per 1,000

S.No. State/District "1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 281 249

1. Ganganagar 264 239
2. Bikaner 264 290
3. Churu 282 291
4. Jhunjhunun 301 303
5. Alwar 311 267
6. Bharatpur 282 232
7. Sawai Madhopur 311 254
8. Jaipur 300 269
9. Sikar 292 311
10. Ajmer 299 260
11, Tonk 335 283
12, Jaisalmer 276 278
13. Jodhpur 287 291
14. Nagaur 301 279
15. Pali 293 239
16. Barmer 266 300
17. Jalor 311 272
18. Sirohi 220 159
19. Bhilwara 291 265
20. Udaipur 233 173
21. Chittaurgarh 250 215
22, Dungarpur B 258 163
23. Banswara 235 136
24. Bundi 280 247
25. Kota 275 241
26, Jhalawar 260 207
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3.40 1n about 1th of the districts, the number of
such households has declined since 1961. In the
remaining districts this number has shown an upward
trend.

341 This distribution pattern for the cities
revealed that Ajmer had the highest number which
was 308. The lowest number of 218 was recorded in
the case of Kota City. The following table shows
distribution for each city in comparison to 1961
Census :—

1971 1961
City Incidence Rank Incidence Rank
per 1,000 per 1,000
1. Bikaner 269 2 250 3
2. Jaipur 264 4 231 S
3. Ajmer 308 1 270 1
4. Jodhpur 265 2 240 4
5. Udaipur 238 5 206 6
6. Kota 218 6 251 2

3.42 Tt will be seen from the above table that
except in the case of Kota City, the number of such
households in the other cities has increased over the
decade.

3.43 Coming to the average number of persons
per room and per household, it worked out to 2.83
and 5.66 persons respectively in the rural areas of
the State. During the 1961 Census, this average had
worked out to 2.71 and 5.43 persons respectively.
It would thus be realized that the size of the house-
hold as also the average number of persons per room
has increased during the current Census.

3.44 1n the rural areas of the various districts,
the highest average of persons per room which was
3.22, was recorded in Banswara followed closely by
Bharatpur where this average worked outto 3.18.
This revealed that the housing conditions were far
more unsatisfactory in these districts in comparison
to other districts. The lowest average of 2.61 persons
each was recorded in Sirohi and Bhilwara districts.
The following table shows average number of persons
per room and per houschold for the rural areas of
the State and the various districts in comparison with
1961 Census :—



RURAL

1971 1961

~ ~ -

Average Average Average Average

No,of No.of
persons persons

No, of
persons

No, of
persons

per per per per

S.No. State/District room household room houschold
RAJASTHAN 283 5.66 2.71 543

1. Ganganagar 2.96 592 2.72 5.44
2. Bikaner 2,77 5.55 2.67 5.34
3. Chuwu 2.88 5717 2.62 5.25
4. Jhupjhunun 294 5.89 2.77 5.54
5. Alwar 3.08 6.16 2,85 5.69
6, Bharatpur 3.18 6.37 2.86 5.71
7. Sawai Madhopur 2.81 5.62 2.61 5.22
8, Jaipur 2.81 5.63 2.71 5.43
9. Sikar 2,75 5.50 2.73 5.45
10. Ajmer 2.75 5.51 2.81 5.61
11. Tonk 2.80 5.60 2.81 5.62
12. Jaisalmer 2.65 5.31 2.44 4.89
13. Jodbpur 2.82 5.65 2.67 5.34
14. Nagaur 2.86 5.712 2.80 5.60
15. Pali 2,71 543 2,73 5.47
16. Barmer 2.57 5.14 2.52 5.05
17. Jalor 2.83 5.66 2.75 5.49
18. Sirohi 2.61 5.22 2.50 4.99
19. Bhilwara 2.61 5.22 2.60 5.20
20. Udaipur 2.72 5.44 2.66 5.33
21. Chittaurgarh 2.63 5.26 2.60 5.20
22. Dupgarpur 2.99 5.98 2.73 5.45
23. Banswara 3.22 6.44 3.01 6.03
24, Bundi 2.79 5.59 271 542
25. Kota 2.72 5.45 2.64 5.28
26, Jhalawar 297 5.94 2.89 5.78

3.45 In the urban areas of the State, it had been
found that average number of persons per room and
per household in this category of households worked
out to 2.82 and 5.64 persons respectively. During
1961 Census this average was 2.66 and 5.33 persons
respectively. As in the case of rural areas, average in
the case of urban areas both for persons per room
and persons per household has registered an increase
during the last decade, indicating worsening housing
conditions for households belonging to this class.

3.46 In the case of the urban areas of the dis-
tricts, highest average of persons per room which
was 3.02 was recorded in Churu followed by Bharat-
pur and Sikar where this average worked out to 3.00
persons each. This showed that housing conditions
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were rather tight in these districts in comparison to
other districts. The lowest average of 2.52 persons
per room was recorded in Dungarpur district.
Although this average reflected a better picture in
comparison to other districts, it could hardly be said
to represent satisfactory housing conditions for which
the norm is 2 persons per room. The following table
shows average number of persons per room and per
household in comparison to 1961 Census :—

URBAN
1971 1961
A R
"Ave rage Averagé Avera ge Averag;
No.of No.of No.of No.of
persons persons persons  persons
per per per per
S.No. State/District room household room household

RAJASTHAN 2.82 5.64 2.66 5.33

1. Ganganagar 2.97 5.94 2.89 5.79
2. Bikaner 2.91 5.83 252 5.04
3. Churu 3.02 6.04 2.93 5.85
4, Jhunjhunun 2.96 5.93 2.74 5.48
5. Alwar 2.70 5.40 2.68 5.37
6. Bharatpur 3.00 6.00 2.1 5.55
7. Sawai Madhopur 2.71 5.42 2.55 5.11
8. Jaipur 2.8t 5.63 2.75 5.49
9. Sikar 3.00 6.00 2.72 5.44
10. Ajmer 2.83 5.66 2.72 5.44
11. Tonk 2.85 571 2.62 5.24
12. Jaisalmer 2,53 5.06 2.16 433
13. Jodhpur 2.96 5.92 2.73 5.46
14. Nagaur 2.85 5.70 2,61 5.22
15. Pali 2.63 5.27 2.34 4.69
16. Barmer 2.66 5.33 2.55 5.10
17. Jalor 2.58 5.16 2.50 5.01
18, Sirohi 2.62 524 2.28 4,55
19. Bhilwara 2.57 5.15 2.48 4.96
20. Udaipur 2.63 5.26 2 60 5.21
21. Chittaurgarh 2.62 5.24 2.49 4.98
22, Dungarpur 2.52 5.05 2,32 4.64
23. Banswara 2.94 5.88 3.04 6.9
24. Bundi 2.59 5.19 2.39 4.78
25. Kota 2,71 5.43 2.55 5.09
26. Jhalawar 2.67 5.34 2.48 4.96

3.47 The position in the case of cities revealed
that the highest average of 2.93 persons per room
was recorded in Bikaner, and the lowest average of
2.66 persons in Udaipur. The following table shows
this average for all cities in comparison to 1961
Census:—



1971 1961

A A
~— N ~

Average Average Average Average

No.of No.of No.of No.of

persons  persons  persons  persons
per per per per

City room houschold room household
-

1. Bikaner 2,93 5.86 2.51 5.02

2. Jaipur 2.84 5.68 2,79 5.58

3. Ajmer 2.85 5.70 2.79 5.58

4. Jodhpur ' 297 5.94 2.76 5.51
Udaipur 2.66 5.33 2.76 5.53

6. Kota 2.73 5.46 2.55 5.09

Percentage
-

3.48 It willbe seen from the above table that
except in the case of Udaipur, the general trend in
other cities has been one of increase in the number
of persons per room in 1971 Census as compared to
the 1961 Census. The average in the case of Udaipur
has decreased during 1971 revealing that housing
conditions have improved for this class of houscholds
during the current Census.

Three room households

3.49 There were 636,675 households (14.1% of
the State total) in the whole State that were living in
three room houses. Out of this, 521,395 households,
representing 81.89%, were located in the rural areas
and 115,280 representing 18.11% in the urban areas.

3.50 The districtwise position revealed that Jaipur
had the highest percentage of such households which
was 11.18. The second highest percentage of 6.09
was found in Nagaur. The lowest percentage of 0-99
was found in Sirohi.

3.51 For the rural areas, Jaipur and Nagaur
continued to lead with percentages of 8.34 and 5.29
respectively. Sirohi also continued to be at the
bottom with a percentage of 0.64.

3.52 In the urban areas, Jaipur held on the top
with a percentage of 2.84, The second place was
occupied by Ajmer where the percentage worked out
to 1.59. The lowest percentage of 0.11 was recorded
in Jalor. The following table shows percentage for
the State and the various districts for the rural and
tne urban areas separately:—

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban

, RAJASTHAN 100.00 81.89 18.11
1. Ganganagar 5.97 5.19 0.78
2, Bikaner 3.19 2.06 1.13
3. Churu 4.63 3.38 1.25
4, Jhunjhuoun 4.90 4.05 0.85
5. Alwar 5.56 5.01 0.55
6. Bharatpur 4.15 3.46 0.69
7. Sawai Madhopur 4.65 4.12 0.53
8. Jaipur 11.18 8.34 2.34
9. Sikar 5.61 4.83 0.78
10. Ajmer 4.21 2.62 1.59
11. Tonk 2.84 2.38 0.46
12. Jaisalmer 1.05 0.93 0.12
13. Jodhpur 591 4,56 1.35
14. Nagaur 6.09 529 0.80
15. Pali 3.15 2.69 0.46
16. Barmer 4.73 4.46 0.27
17. Jalor 2.06 1.95 0.11
18. Sirohi 0.99 0.64 0.35
19. Bhilwara 3.33 2.92 0.41
20. Udaipur 3.85 3,00 0.85
21. Chittaurgarh 2.29 192 0.37
22. Dungarpur 1.17 1.03 0.14
23, Banswara 1.15 1.03 0.12
24. Bundi 1.57 1.30 0.27
25. Kota 4.36 3.54 0.82
26. Jhalawar 1.41 1.19 0.22

3.53 Out of 18.11% housecholds that were found
in the urban areas of the State, 6.42% were located
in the cities alone. The highest percentage of 2.24
households was found in Jaipur and the lowest,
0.589% in Kota. The following table shows percentage
and rank for each city:—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaper 0.92 4
2. Jaipur 2.24 1
3. Ajmer 0.96 3
4. - Jodhpur 110 2
S. Udaipur 0.62 5
6. Kota 0.58 6

3.54 The distribution pattern of 1,000 households
by the number of rooms occupied revealed that there
were 141 houscholds that had three rooms at their
disposal in the entire State. The corresponding figure



for the 1961 Census was 119, showing a net increase
in the number of households having three living

rooms at their disposal.

3.55 The districtwise position revealed that
Barmer had the highest number of such households
which was 236. It thus showed that Barmer was
comparatively better off than other districts regarding
this category of households. The lowest number of
67 households each was found in Banswara and
Udaipur. The following table shows distribution for
the State and the various districts in comparison to

the 1961 Census:—

Incidence per 1,000

S.No. State/District ‘1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 141 119

1. Ganganagar 170 132
2. Bikaner 216 214
3. Churu 216 212
4. Jhunjhunun 218 210
5. Alwar 161 126
6, Bharatpur 109 86
Sawai Madhopur 139 114

. Jaipur 174 140
9. Sikar 208 189
10. Ajmer 127 96
11. Tonk 171 132
12, Jaisalmer 222 | 221
13. Jodhpur 197 186
14, Nagaur 189 152
15. Pali 105 89
16. Barmer 236 242
17. Jalor 111 95
18. Sirohi 75 52
19. Bhilwara 97 89
20. Udaipur 67 44
21. Chittaurgarh 75 60
22. Dungarpur 78 42
23. Banswara 67 33
24. Bundi 120 101
25. Kota 129 96
26. Jhalawar 20 63

3.56 1t will be observed from the above table
that except in the case of Barmer, where the number
of such households has gone down during the last
decade, other districts have registered an increase.
Barmer, inspite of this decrease, still leads the other
districts, in this class of households, as it did during
the 1961 Census.
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3.57 The distribution pattern in the case of
cities revealed that Bikaner was far ahead of others
with 186 houscholds in this category. The lowest
number of 84 was found in Kota. The following
table shows distribution and rank for each city in
comparison to 1961 Census:—

1971 1961
— A N ~ - ~
Incidence Rank Incidence Rank
City per 1,000 per 1,000

1. Bikaner 186 1 109 1
2. Jaipur 140 2 101 3
3, Ajmer 131 3 96 4
4. Jodhpur 128 4 117 2
5. Udaipur 118 5 78 6
6. Kota 84 6 87 5

3.58 The above table reveals a slight drop in
the number of such households in Bikaner and Kota,
while other cities have registered a rise.

3,59 The average number of persons per room
and per houschold in this category of households
worked out to 2.17 and 6.53 persons respectively for
the State as a whole.

3.60 In the rural areas of the State, the average
number of persons per room and per household
worked out to 2.17 and 6.53 respectively. Thus the
rural pattern more or less followed the lines of State
average. During 1961 the State average for these
areas per room and per household had worked out
to 2.06 and 6.19 respectively. The trend thus
revealed pointed to the tendency towards over-
crowding with passage of time attributable, of course,
to the rising population. In the rural areas of the
various districts, average number of persons per room
varied from 2 to 2.50 persons in most of the districts.
The highest average however, was clocked in Bharat-
pur district which was 2.53. The lowest average of
1.81 was found in Sirohi district. A look at the
comparable data of 1961 Census would reveal that
the average 'number of persons per room was less
than 2 in the case of quite a few districts. Thus, the
average number of persons per room in this category
of houscholds has tended to rise over the decade.
But still this category of households is fairly better
off than the preceding ones. The following table
shows average number of persons per room and per
household for the rural areas of the State and the
various districts in comparison with 1961 Census:—



RURAL
- e -
1971 1961

Average Average Average Average
No.of No.of No.of No.of

petsons persons persons persons

per per per per

S.No. State/Disttict room household room houschold
RAJASTHAN 217 6.53 2.06 6.19
1, Ganganagar 2.24 6.72 2,02 6.07
2. Bikaner 2.11 6.35 2.09 6.27
3. Churu . 224 6.72 2.08 6.23
4, Jhunjhunun 224 6.72 2.12 6.37
5. Alwar 2.37 7.11 2,20 6.59
6. Bharatpur 2.53 7.60 1.97 6.69
7. SawaiMadhopur 2.20 6.60 1.97 5.90
8. Jaipur 2.24 6.71 210 631
9. Sikar 2.12 6.36 2.10 6.29
10. Ajmer 2.16 6.47 2.08 6.25
11. Tonk 2.21 6.64 2.10 6.30
12, Jajsalmer 1.94 5.83 1.89 5.66
13, Jodhpur 2.14 6.41 2.02 6.07
14. Nagaur 2.17 6.51 2.10 6.30
15, Pali 2.06 6.18 1.98 5.95
16, Barmer 1.93 5.79 1.97 591
17. Jalor 2.13 6.40 2.05 6.15
18. Sirohi 1.81 5.45 1.73 5.20
19. Bhilwara 2,08 6.26 2.00 6.01
20, Udaipur 2,02 6.07 2.02 6.07
21. Chittaurgarh” 2.04 6.13 200 601
22. Duaungarpur 2,13 6.41 - 1.90 5.71
23. Banswara 2.38 7.14 2.16 6.48
24. Bundi 2.19 6.56 2.09 6.27
25. Kota 2.08 6.25 1.95 534
26, Jhalawar 2.3t 6.94 2.25 6.75

3.61 This average for the urban areas ie. 2.16
and 2.06 for thetwo Censuses respectively was almost
in conformity with that for rural areas. The number
of districts in which the average number of persons
per room worked out to less than 2 persons was
comparatively larger in the urban areas than in the
rural areas. This revealed that larger sections of
the urban population enjoyed better housing condi-
tions. The highest average, per room, however, was
clocked in the case of Ganganagar which was 2.38
persons and the lowest average of 1.81 persons each
in the case of Jalor and Dungarpur districts, The
following table shows average number of persons
per room and per household for this category of
households for the urban areas of the State and
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the various districts in comparison with 1961
Census:—
URBAN
1971 1961
’ A ~ — e, —
Average Average Average Average
No.of No.of No.of No.of
pPersons persons persons  persons
per per per per
S.No. State/District room household room houschold
RAJASTHAN 2,16 6.50 2.06 6.17
1. Ganganagar 2.38 7.14 2.22 6.65
2. Bikaner 2.18 6.54 198 5.97
3. Churu 2,30 6.90 2.20 6.60
4. -Jhunjhunun 2.16 6.50 2.04 6.13
5. Alwar 2.19 6.57 2.15 6.44
6. Bharatpur 2.37 7.12 2.24 6.71
7. Sawai Madhopur 2.12 6.36 1.95 5.84
8. Jaipur 2.23 6.69 2.21 6.63
9. Sikar 2.28 6.85 2,15 6.45
10. Ajmer 2.16 6.49 2.13 6.40
11. Tonk 2.24 6.74 2.12 6.37
12, Jaisalmer 2.02 6.06 1.60 4.81
13. Jodhpur 2.20 6.59 2.02 6.07
14, Nagaur 2.07 6.22 1.99 5.98
15. Pali 1.96 5.90 1.67 5.00
16. Barmer 2.03 6.09 1.92 5.77
17. Jalor 1.81 5.44 1.72 5.16
18. Sirohi 1.38 5.66 1.75 5.24
19. Bhilwara 2.02 6.06 1.79 5.38
20. Udaipur 2.02 6.08 2,08 6.24
21. -Chittaurgarh 1.94 5.82 1.93 5.80
22. Dungarpur 1.81 543 1.57 471
23. Banswara 2.01 6.05 2.16 6.47
24. Bundi 1.88 5.64 1.79 5.38.
25. Kota 2.12 6.35 1,97 5.90
26. Jhalawar 2.14 191 5.74°

6.43

3.62 1In the case of cities, however, the average
number of persons per room worked out to more
than 2 in all cases. The highest average of 2.25°
persons per room was recorded in-the case of Jaipur
while the lowest, 2.09 in the case of Udaipur. During
1961 Census the highest average of 2.28 was recorded
in the case of Jaipur and lowest, 1.97,in that of
Kota. The comparative table for the two Censuses,
that follows, hardly calls for any comments as there
has not been any fundamental change in the pattern
except minor additions and substractions in the
average of the cities. _



1971 1961
- —A —_  — ]
Average Average Average Average
No. of No.of No.of No. of

persons persons persons  persons

r
City rgf)m hot?szlimld rggl;n hous%ehrold

1. Bikaner 2.20 6.60 2.20 6.01
2. Jajpur 2.25 6.76 2.28 6.84
3. Ajmer 2.20 6.59 2,19 6.58
4. Jodhpur 2.24 6.71 2.07 6.21
5. Udaipur 2.09 6.29 2.25 6.75
6. Kota 2.14 6.41 1.97 5.90

Four room houscholds

3.63 There were 334,185 households (7.4% of
the State total ) in this category in the entire State,
Out this 264,880 households, representing 79.26%,
were located in the rural areas and 69,305, represen-
ting 20.749/, in the urban areas.

3.64 In the various districts of the State, the
highest percentage of 10.87 of such households was
found in Jaipur which was followed by Ganganagar
which had a percentage of 7.35. The lowest per-
centage which was 0.60 was found in the Dungarpur
district.

3.65 In the rural areas of the various districts,
Jaipur and Ganganagar, again, occupied the first
and second place with a percentage of 7.78 and 6.44
respectively. Dungarpur also continued to occupy
the bottom place with a percentage of 0.42.

3.66 In the urban areas, while Jaipur maintained
its position at the top with a percentage of 3.09,
Ganganagar lost its place to Ajmer which had a
percentage of 1.76. Dungarpur also tose from the
bottom place which was now occupied by Banswara
with a percentage of 0.11. The following table shows
percentage for the State and the various districts
separately for the rural and the urban areas:—

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 79.26 20.74

1. Ganganagar 7.35 6.44 0.91
2. Bikaner 3.90 2.41 1.49
3. Churu 5.70 4.06 1.64
4. Jhunjhunun 5.60 4.59 1.01
5. Alwar 5.18 4.58 060

6. Bharatpur 3.37 2.70 0.67
7. Sawai Madhopur 3.70 324 0.46

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
8. Jaipur 10.87 7.78 3.09
9. Sikar 16.54 5.48 1.06

10. Ajmer 4.02 2.26 1.76
11. Tonk 2.67 2.21 0.46
12. Jaisalmer 1.21 1.06 0.15
13 Jodhpur 6.80 5.13 1.67
14. Nagaur 6.78 5.75 1.03
15. Pali 2.56 2.04 0.52
16. Barmer 5.87 5.59 0.28
17. Jalor 1.67 1.55 0.12
18. Sirohi 0.89 0.49 0.40
19. Bhilwara 2.59 2.11 0.48
20. Udaipur 3.39 2.46 0.93
21. Chittaurgarh 1.75 1.28 0.47
22. Dungarpur 0.60 0.42 018
23. Banswara 0.63 0.52 0.11
24. Bundi 1.41 1.14 0.27
25. Kota 3.73 2.97 0.76
26. Jhalawar 1.22 1.00 0.22

3.67 Out of the 20.74% households that were
located in the urban areas of the State, 7.219 were
accounted for by the cities. While Jaipur topped
the list with a percentage of 2.43, Kota witha
percentage of 0.56 occupied the bottom place. The
following table shows percentage and rank for each
city :(—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 1.20 3
2. Jaipur 2.43 1
3. Ajmer 1.07 4
4, Jodhpur 1.35 2
5. Udaipur 0.60 5
6. Kota 0.56 6

3.68 The distribution pattern of 1,000 house-
holds classified in terms of number of rooms revealed
that there were 74 households in this class. As
against this, there were only 58 such households in
the 1961/ Census.

3.69 The distribution pattern in the districts
revealed that Barmer had as many as 154 houscholds
out of every 1,000 that were living in four room
houses. The next highest figure of 139 ecach
was recorded in Bikaner and Churu districts. Bans-
wara had the lowest number of such households
which was only 19 out of 1,000. The following table



shows distribution for the State and the various
districts in comparison to the 1961 Census
position:—

Incidence per 1,000 )

S.No. State/District 1971 } 1961

RAJASTHAN 74 58

1. Ganganagar 110 73
2. Bikaner 139 115
3. Churu . 139 127
4. Jhunjhupnun ' 131 123
5. Alwar V] 60
6. Bharatpur 47 35
7. Sawai Madhopur 58 51
8. Jaipur 89 67
9. Sikar 127 101
10. Ajmer 64 44
11. Tonk 85 60
12. Jaisalmer 134 93
13. Jodhpur 119 102
14. Nagaur 111 81
15. Pali 45 39
16. Barmer 154 136
17. Jalor 48 39
18. Sirohi 35 26
19. Bhilwara 40 35
20. Udaipur 31 18
21. Chittaurgarh 30 23
22. Dungarpur 21 14
23. Banswara 19 10
24. Bundi 56 46
25. Kota 58 43
26. Jhalawar 36 24

3.70 The above table represented a risc in the
number of such househoids in all the districts during
the last decade.

3.71 In the case of cities, the highest number
of such households was found in Bikaner. It worked
out to 128 out of 1,000. The lowest number of
such households. which was 43, was found in Kota.
The following table shows distribution and rank
for each city in comparison to 1961 Census:—

1971 1961
A ~ - A ~=
Incidence Rank  Incidence Rank

City per 1,000 per 1,000

_ 1. Bikaner 128 1 114 1
2. Jaipur 79 3 54 3
3. Ajmer 76 4 50 4
4. Jodhpur 83 2 73 2
5. Udaipur 61 5 34 6
6. Kota 43 6 45 5

3.72 Except in the case of Kota, the number of
such households has registered arise in all other
cities during the current Census. Comparatively
greater number of such households in Bikaner, and
to some extent in Jodhpur in comparison to other
cities may be attributed to better housing conditions
and lower rents prevailing in these cities. Jaipur,
for instance, and Kota too, are perhaps the costliest
places on this account and as such it is not within
the reach of every household to enjoy the luxury of
big houses.

3.73 The average pumber of persons per room
and per household in the case of the four room
households worked out to 1.82 and 7.28 respectively
as compared to the 196! figures of 1.72 and 6.88
persons respectively for the State as a whole, Although
pressure on each room has risen by 1971, the condi-
tions for the households in this category still
remained far more satisfactory than they were for
other categories of households.

3.74 1In the rural areas of the State, the highest
average of persons per room, which was 2.10, was
recorded in Bharatpur. In no other district it
exceeded the norm of 2 persons per room even
though this average has tended to rise over the
decade. The lowest average of 1.36 was recorded in
the case of Sirohi. During 1961 no district recorded
an average of more than 2 persons per room. The
following table shows average number of persons
per room and per household for the rural areas of
the State and the various districts in comparison to
1961 Census:—

RURAL
1971 1961

Average Average Average Average
No.of No.of No.of No.of
pETSONS  pErsons persons persons
per per per per
S.No. State/District room household room household

RAJASTHAN 1.82 7.29 1.72 6.88

1. Ganganagar 1.82 7.28 1.68 6.71
2. Bikaner 1.84 7.37 1,75 7.01
3. Churu 1.85 7.40 1.72 6.89
4. Jhunjhunun 191 7.67 1.78 7.10
5. Alwar 2.00 8.00 1,81 7.25
6. Bharatpur 2.10 8.42 1.86 7.45
7. Sawai Madhopur 1.84 7.37 [.62 6.47
8. Jaipur 1.89 7.58 1.78 7.10
9. Sikar 1.78 7.12 1.69 6.77
10. Ajmer 1.85 7.42 1.79 7.17
11. Tonk 1.85 7.39 1.79 7.17
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RURAL
1971 1961
r - ——— A ~
Average Average Average Average
No.of No.of No.of No.of
persons persons persons persons
e
S.No. State/District rgo{'n hous:lrlo!d rgzin houslz:;xrold
12, Jaisalmer 1.61 6.42 1.57 6.28
13. Jodhpur 1.84 7.36 1.76 7.06
14. Nagaur 1.80 7.21 1.78 7.12
15. Pali 1.65 6.60 1.60 6.40
16. Barmer 1.65 6.61 1.67 6.67
17. Jalor 1.71 6.86 1.62 6.48
18. Sirohi 1.36 5.45 1.28 5.12
19. Bhilwara 1.75 6.97 1.67 6.67
20. Udaipur 1.63 6.55 1.60 6.40
21. Chittaurgarh 1.69 6.76 1.68 6.70
22. Dungarpur 1.75 7.03 1.47 5.86
123. Banswara 2.00 8.01 1.73 6.91
24. Bundi 1.77 709 1.71 6.83
25. Kota 1.74 6.95 1.62 6.49
26. Jhalawar 1.95 7.80 1.91 7.64

3.75 1In the urban areas of the State, the average
number of persons per room and per household
worked out to 1.81 and 7.23 respectively thus
approximating to the conditions in the rural areas.
This revealed that housing conditions for this class
of households was satisfactory in the urban areas
also. During the 1961 Census, this average had
worked out to 1.71 and 6.85 persons per room and
per household respectively.

3.76 1In the urban areas of the various districts,
the average number of persons per room remained
below 2 in all cases except Bharatpur, where it

worked out to 2.02. During 1961 this average had -

remained below 2 in all cases. The following table
shows average number of persons per room and per
household for the urban areas of the State and the
various districts in comparison to 1961 Census:—

URBAN
" .
1971 1961

————t e — U S
Average Average Average Average

No.of No.of No.of No.of

pErsons persons persons  persons

) per per per per
S.No. State/District room household room household
RAJASTHAN 1.81 7.23 1.71 6.85
1. Ganganagar 1.99 7.97 1.77 7.07
2. Bikaner 1.78 713 1.67 6.69
3. Churu 1.88 7.51 1.79 7.14
4. Jhunjhunun 1.91 7.64 1.69 6.75
5. Alwar 1.73 6.94 1.84 7.37

URBAN
A

—

1971 1561

~— S ~
Average Average Average Average
No.of No.of No.of No.of
persons  persons persons persons
per per per per
S.No. State/District room household room household

6. Bharatpur 2.02 8.10 1.84 7.37
7. Sawai Madhopur 1.87 7.48 1.63 6.52
8. Jaipur 1.92 7.68 1.86 7.42
9. Sikar 1.90 7.59 1.73 6.92
10. Ajmer 1.81 7.25 1.89 7.56
11. Tonk 1.92 7.70 1.70 6.79
12, Jaisalmer 1.45 5.81 1.48 5.94
13. Jodhpur 1.80 7.19 1.67 6.68
14, Nagaur 1.72 6.88 1.57 6.27
15. Pali 1.40 5.63 1.35 5.39
16. Barmer 1.63 6.52 1.63 6.53
17. Jalor 1.58 6.32 1.39 5.56
18, Sirohi 1.51 6.06 1.51 6.06
19. Bhilwara 1.72 6.88 1.44 5.74
20. Udaipur 1.63 6.55 1.80 7.19
21, Chittaurgarh 172 6.90 1.70 6.78
22. Dungarpur 1.43 5.5 1.26 5.04
23. Banswara 1.66 6.64 1.74 6.96
24, Bundi '1.58 6.32 1.51 6.03
25. Kota 1.79 7.16 1.73 6.91
26, Jhalawar 1.73 6.90 1.52 6.09

3.77 In the cities also, the average had remained
below 2 persons per room in all the six cases. The
highest average was clocked in the case of Jaipur
where it worked out to 1.93. During the 1961 Census,
all cities except Udaipur registered an average below
2 persons per room. It was 2.01in the case of °
Udaipur. The following table shows average number
of persons per room and per household for all cities
in comparison with 1961 figures :—

1971 1961
r A ~ A N
Average Average Average Average
No.of No.of No.of No.of
persons persons persons persons
‘ " per per per per
City room household room household
1. Bikaner 1.78 7.12 1.68 6.71
2. Jaipur 1.93 7.72 1.91 7.66
3. Ajmer 1.82 7.28 1.92 7.67
4. ~Jodhpur 1.85 7.40 1.74 6.94
5. Udaipur, ' 1.70 6.83 2.01 8.04
—6. 1.84 1.77 707 -

Kota 7.35

Households with five or more rooms

3.78 There were 368,915 (8.2% of the State total)
households that were having five rooms or. more
to live in the entire State. Out of this 281,415,



fepresenting 76.28%, were located in the rural areas
and 87,500, representing 23.72%, in the urban areas.:

3.79 The districtwise position revealed that the
highest plreentage of such households which was
11.94 was located in Jaipur followed by Ganga-
nagar which had a percentage of, 8.52. The
owest percehtagc was 0.37 and was located in
Banswara.

3.80 In the rural areas of the various districts,
Jaipur with a percentage of 8.34 occupied the top
place and was again followed by Ganganagar in the
second place with a percentage of 7.65. The lowest
percentage which happened to be 0.26 again went to
the share of Banswara.

3.81 Inthe urban areas, Jaipur held on to the
top place with a percentage of 3.60 and so did
Banswara to the bottom place with a percentage 0.11.
Ganganagar was, however, replaced at the second
place by Churu which had a percentage of 2.17. The
following table shows percentage for the State and
the various districts separately -for the rural and
the urban areas:—

Percentage

S.No. State/District Total Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 100.00 76.28 23.72
1. Ganganagar 8.52 7.65 0.87
2. Bikaner 4,38 2.22 2.16
3. Churu 6.99 4.82 2.17
4. Jhunjhunun 6.81 5.48 1.33
5. Alwar 4.82 4.11 0.71
6. Bharatpur 2.64 1.93 0.71
7.. Sawai Madhopur 3.06 2.53 053
8. Jaipur 11.94 8.34 3.60
9. Sikar 8.50 7.17 1.33
10. Ajmer 3.60 1.96 1.64
i1. Tonk 2.19 1.76 0.43
12. Jaisalmer 1.02 0.86 0.16
13. Jodhpur 5.63 3.85 1.78
14. Nagaur 7.17 6.11 1.06
15. Pali 2.56 1.92 0.64
16. Barmer 5.29 4.96 0.33
17. Jalor 1.20 1.07 0.13
18. Sirohi 0.87 0.41 0.46
19. Bhilwara 2.27 1.70 0.57
20. Udaipur 3.20 2.03 1.17
21. Chittaurgarh 1.38 0.91 0.47
22, Dungarpur 0.44 0.28 0.16
23. Banswara 0.37 0.26 0.11
24. Bundi 1.12 0.84 0.28
25. Kota 3.07 2.42 0.65
26. Jhalawar 0.96 0.69 0.27

85

3.82 Out of the 23.72% households that were "
located in the urban areas of the State, as many as
7.48% were accounted for by the cities. While Jaipur
topped with a percentage of 2.79, Kota had the
lowest percentage of 0.45. The following table shows
percentage and rank for each city:—

City Per cent Rank
1. Bikaner 1.45 2
2. Jaipur 2.79 1
3. Ajmer 0.90 4
4. Jodhpur 1.23 3
5. Udaipur 0.66 5
6. Kota 0.45 6

3.83 The distribution pattern of 1,000 house-
holds by the number of rooms occupied, revealed
that there were 82 such households in the entire
State. Incidentally, this number was greater than
the number of four room households. This may be
ascribed to the fact that this category of households
is not restricted to omly five room households but
also takes into account households having more than
five rooms. During 1961, figures for this category
of households had worked out to 60. Comparing
the figures of the two Censuses, we find that there
is a trend indicating more and more rooms per
household.

3.84 This distribution pattern for the districts
revealed that Churu had the highest number of such
households which was 189. Sikar followed with 182
households in this class. This suggested the larger
availability of big houses in these districts. Moreover,
these districts are characterised by very big buildings
in occupation of rich families which belong to this
area and who would not part with or let out any
portions of their houses. The lowest number of
such households, which was only 12, was recorded
in Banswara. Reasons for this meagre number are
the same as given for the three room and four room
households.. The following table shows distribution
for the State and the various districts in comparison
to 1961 Census.—

Incidence per 1,000

S.No. State/District 1971 1961
RAJASTHAN 82 ‘ 60

1. Ganganagar 140 82 .
. Bikaner - 17 126
'3, Churu 189 165




~ Incidence per 1,000

S.No. State/District 1971 1961
4. Jhunjhunun 176 163
5. Alwar 81 59
6. Bharatpur 40 29
7. Sawai Madhopur 53 47
8. Jaipur 108 80
9. Sikar 182 126

10. Ajmer 63 42
11. Tonk 76 53
12. Jaisalmer 125 72
13. Jodhpur 108 76
14. Nagaur 129 90
15. Pali 50 41
16. Barmer 153 102
17. Jalor 38 27
18. Sirohi 38 25
19. Bhilwara 39 33
20. Udaipur 32 18
21. Chittaurgarh 26 19
22. Dungarpur 17 10
23. Banswara 12 7
24. Bundi 49 40
25. Kota 52 40
26. Jhalawar 32 22

3.85 It will be seen from the above table that,
as in the case of other classes of households, a rising
trend is observable.

3.86 In case of cities, the highest number of
such households was found in Bikaner which had
171 out of every 1,000 households in that city. Kota
City had the lowest number which was 38. The
following table shows distribution and rank for each
city in comparison to 1961 Census:—

1971 1961
. Incidence  Rank Incidence  Rank
City per 1,000 per 1,000
1. Bikaner 171 1 158 1
2. Jaipur 101 2 71 3
3. Ajmer 71 5 44 5
4. Jodhpur 83 k} 86 2
5. Udaipur 73 4 33 6
6. Kota 38 6 45 4

3.87 It will be seen from the above table that
there has been a samll drop in the number of such
households in Jodhpur and Kota since the last Census.
Although, this number has greatly increased in the
case of Jaipur and Ajmer, there is more than 100%
increase in the case of Udaipur in which the number
rose from 33 in 1961 to 73 in 1971.
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3.88 The average number of persons per roorm .
and per household in this class of houscholds worked
outto 1.32 and 8.60 persons respectively for the
Statc as a whole. During 1961 Census this average
per room and per household had worked out to 1.24
and 8.15 respectively.

3.89 In the rural areas of the State the average
per room and per houschold was 1.35 and 8.65 persons
respectively. During 1961 Census this average had
worked out to 1.28 and 8.16 respectively.

3.90 Asregards the rural areas of the various
districts, the highest average per room worked out
to 1.60 persons in Bharatpur and the lowest average
of 0.89 persons in the case of Sirohi. Similar trend
is also observable in the data for 1961 Census. The
following table shows average number of persons
per room and per household for the rural areas of
the State and the various districts in comparison to
1961 Census :—

RURAL
1971 1961
Average Average Average Average
No. of No. of No. of No. of
pErsons persons  PErsons  persons
per per per per
S.No. State/District room household room household
RAJASTHAN 1.35 8.65 1.28 8.16
1. Ganganagar 1.34 8.38 1.23 1.62
2. Bikaner 1.38 8.54 1.37 8.40
3. Churu 1.33 8.71 1.26 8.12
4. Jhunjhunun 1.38 9.28 1.29 8.86
5. Alwar 1.49 9.74 1.34 8.62
6. Bharatpur 1.60 10.02 1.35 8.11
7. Sawai Madhopur 1.37 8.68 1.24 7.86
8. Jaipur 1.42 9.45 1.32 8.58
9, Sikar 1.31 8.81 1.23 8.29
10. Ajmer 135 8.66 1.35 8.68
11, . Tonk 1.49 9,25 1.44 8.75
12. Jaisalmer 1,18 7.16 1.20 6.82
13. Jodhpur 1.42 8.55 1.43 8.37
14, Nagaur 1.33 8.80 1.34 8.64
15, Pali 1.08 6.84 1.11 7.06
16. Barmer 1.32 7.89 1.38 8.04
17, Jalor 1.19 7.32 1.12 6.74
18. Sirohi 0.89 5.47 0.82 498
19. Bhilwara 1.22 7.91 1.17 7.59
20. Udaipur 1.16 7.59 1.10 7.21
21. Chittaurgarh 1.26 7.81 1.11 7.32
22, Dungarpur 1.15 7.11 1.09 6.68
23. Banswara 1.23 7.64 1.22 7.39
24. Bundi 1.39 8.39 1.30 8.01
25. Kota 1.24 7.82 1.17 7.31
26. Jhalawar 1.39 8.70 1.33 8.49




3.91 For the urban areas of the State, the average
per room was less than that for the rural areas
revealing still better conditiops for this category of
households. It worked out to 1.23 persons per room
and 8.40 persons per household. During 1961
«Census this average had worked out to 1.15 and 8.11
persons respectively. In the urban areas of the
various districts, the highest average of 1.43 persons
per room was recorded in Ganganagar while the
lowest percentage of 1.01 each was recorded in Jalor
and Sirohi. The following table shows average
number of persons. per room and per household for
the urban areas in comparison to 1961 Census:—

URBAN
1971 1961

~ He S oo A —-

Average Average Average Average

No. of No.of No,of No. of

persons persons persons  persons
per per per per

S.No. State/District room household room household
RAJASTHAN 1.23 8.40 1.15 8.1
1. Ganganagar 1.43 9.29 1.20 8.64
2. Bikaner 1.15 813 1.06 7.43
3. Churu 1.17 8.58 1.07 8.27
4. Jhunjhunun 1.20 8,58 1.11 8.88
5. Alwar 1.34 9.07 1.23 8.30
6. Bharatpur 1.36 9.16 1.18 817
7. Sawai Madhopur 1,27 8.63 1.00 7.10
8. Jaipur 1.34 9.10 1.35 9.27
9. Sikar 1.25 8.63 1.12 7.86
10. . Ajmer 1,28 8.78 1.31 8.79
11, Tonk 1.38 9.16 1.28 8.68
12. Jaisalmer 1.20 7.31 1.36 8.40
13. Jodhpur 1.22 8.13 1.17 7.87
14. Nagaur 1.18 8.C6 1.08 7.62
15. Pali 1.04 6.52 0.92 5.86
16. Barmer 1.24 7.60 1,25 7.52
17. Jalor 1.01 6.63 0.96 5.95
18. Sirohi 1.01 6.56 0.99 6.41
19. Bhilwara 1.21 8.37 1.07 7.74
20. Udaipur 1.20 8.13 1.35 9.54
21, Chittaurgarh 1,18 7.90 1.16 7.7
22. Dungarpur 1.13 6.76 0.96 6.19
23. Banswara 1.04 8.14 1.27 8.29
24. Bundi 1.16 7.55 0.98 6.62
25. Kota 1.41 9.24 1.20 8.36
26. Jhalawar 1.30 8.41 1.C0 7.46

3.92 This average for the cities was also in
accordance with the average found in the rural and
urban areas and was not high enough to suggest any
.overcrowding. The highest average per room which
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was 1.38 persons was recorded in Jaipur and the
lowest 1.18 persons in Bikaner. The following table
shows person-room average and person-household
average for each city in comparison to 1961 Census
data:—

1971 1961

’——"_—'&'—’gﬁ f_"___-"——_ﬁ

Averzge Average Average Average

No.of No.of No.of No.of

persons persons persons  persons
per per per per

City room household room household

1, Bikaner 1.18 7.96 1.10 7.46
2. Jaipur 1.38 9.28 1.40 9.62
3. Ajmer 1.29 8.82 1.44 9,34
4, Jodhpur 1.36 8.79 1.27 8.47
5. Udaipur 1.31 8.65 1.64 12,06
6. Kota 1.37 8.88 1,24 8.65

3.93 1t would be scen from the above table that
person-room average has increased in three cities
during the last decade while it has decreased in the
case of the other three.

3.94 It will be observed that the category under
consideration is omnibus in character i.e. it covers
households having five rooms as well as any number
of rooms exceeding five. As such, a straight formula
cannot be evolved for arriving at the household
room ratio. In the other cases discussed so far, every
household was having a set number of rooms and
as such it was possible to divide the number of all
persons belonging to that category of households by
the total number of rooms in the possession of that
category to arrive at the person room ratio. Further,
it was possible to multiply this person room ratio
by the number of rooms depending upon the category
of housecholds we were dealing with ie. 2 room, 3
room or 4 room households to arrive at the person
household average for the houschold category in
_question.

3.95 But in the present category, scparate data
being not available for the stages representing succe-
ssive accretions in the number of rooms per house-
hold, we had to subtract the total number of rooms
for the first 4 categories from the total representing
all rooms and then the residue of rooms was divided
by the number of houscholds in this category to
arrive at the average number of rooms that were
available to such households in the case of State and
various districts separately. At the same time, the



person-room average was obtained by dividing total
persons for this category by the number of rooms
for this category. Thereafter, the household person
average was arrived at by multiplying the household-
room average by the persoji-room average.

3.96 The household-room average by this
method worked out to 6.52 for the State. During
the 1961 Census this average had worked out to 6.60
rooms per household. The following table shows
the average number of rooms available to this class

- of households in the rural and the urban areas of the

State and the various districts in comparison with
1961 Census:—

1971 1961
P - — e -~
S.No. State/District Rural Urban Rural Urban
RAJASTHAN 6.42 6.83 6.40 7.00
1. Ganganagar 6.26 6.51 6.20 7.20
2. Bikaner 6.19 7.06 6.10 7.00
3. Churu 6.55 7.37 6.40 7.70
4. Jhunjhunun 6.73 7.18 6.90 8.00
5. Alwar 6.53 6.76 6.40 6.70
6. Bharatpur 6.26 6.75 6.00 6.90
7. Sawai Madhopur 6.32 6.79 6.40 7.10
8. Jaipur 6.64 6.79 6.50 6.80
9. Sikar 6.72 6.88 6.70 7.00
10. Ajmer 6.43 6.87 6.40 6.70
11. Tonk 6.21 6.64 6.90 6.10
12. Jaisalmer 6.06 6.15 5.70 6.20
13. Jodhpur 6.02 6.67 5.90 6.70
14. Nagaur 6.62 6.82 6.40 7.00
15. Pali 6.36 6.30 6.30 6.40
16. Barmer 5.99 6.12 5.80 6.00
17. Jalor 6.14 6.38 6.00 6.20
18. Sirohi 6.14 6.48 6.10 6.50
19. Bhilwara 6.48 6.93 6.50 7.20
20. Udaipur 6.57 6.77 6.50 7.10
21. Chittadrgarh 6.22 6.72 6.60 6.70
22. Dungarpur 6.19 5.96 6.10 6.40
23. Banswara 6.24 7.80 6.10 6.50
24. Bundi 6.03 6.49 6.20 6.70
25. Kota 6.28 6.53 ~ 6.20 7.00
26. Jhalawar 6.26 6.47 6.40 7.50

3.97 It will be seen from the above table that
except in the rural areas of Barmer and urban aseas
of Dungarpur, the average number of rooms remai-
ned above 6 per housechold in other districts. In
the two cases mentioned above this average worked
out to 5.99 and 5.96 rooms respectively. The highest
average number of rooms in the rural areas, which
was 6.73, was recorded in Jhunjhunun, while for the
urban areas the highest average of 7.80 was recorded
in Banswara.

g8

3,98 In the case of cities, the highest average
number of rooms available to the households having
Srooms and more worked out to 6.87 and was
recorded in Ajmer while the lowest average of 6.47
was recorded in Jodhpur. The following table shows
average number of rooms available to this category
of houscholds along with rank for each city in
comparison to 1961 Census:—

1971 1961

= - A
r N N

No. of rooms No. of rooms

City per household Rank per housechold Rank
1. Bikaner 6.75 2 6.80 4
2. Jaipur 6.72 3 6.90 3
3. Ajmer 6.87 1 6.50 6
4. Jodhpur 6.47 6 6.70 5
5. Udaipur 6.60 4 7.40 1
6. Kota 6.48 5 7.00 2

3.99 It will be seen from the above table that
except in the case of Ajmer where this average has
recorded an increase during the decade, it has
dropped in all other cases. This revealed growing
pressure of population on the existing housing
resources.

Houscholds with unspecified number of rooms

3,100 There were 5,640 households in the entire-
State about which the number of rooms that they
occupied could not be ascertained. This category
included those households which were away om
pilgrimage etc. at the time of houselisting and the
enumerator could not contact such households nor
could gather information from the neighbours. Out
of this total of 5,640 households, 900, representing
15.96%, were located in the rural areas and 4,740,
representing 84.04%, in the urban areas.:

3.101 The incidence of such households in all
the districts in the rural and urban areas was quite
meagre and hence no detailed mention of the same
is being made in the case of each individual district..
However, it may be mentioned that no such house-
~holds had been discovered in the rural areas of the ~
Sikar district, the whole of Jaisalmer district, urban
areas of Nagaur district, the whole of Dungarpur
and Bundi districts and the rural areas of Kota,
district. ,



3.102 The distribution pattern of 1,000 house-
holds by number of rooms occupied and householdg
with unspecified number of rooms or details unspeci-

fied revealed that there was only one such household

(with number of rooms unspecified) in the entire
State.

3.103 The districtwise pattern revealed that the
highest number of such households, which was 7,
was recorded in Bikaner followed by Pali which had
6 such households. The other districts had either
meagre number of such households or the number
was negligible. Jaisalmer, Dungarpur and Bundi,
however, did not record any such households.

3.104 In the case of cities, the highest number
of such househol?ls, which was 6, was found in
Jodhpur, followed™ by 'Bikaner which had 4 such
households. While negligible number was recorded
in the case of Jaipur and Ajmer cities, Udaipur and
Kota had 3 and 1 households respectively.

3.105 The average number of persons per
household in this class of households worked out
to 1.46. 1In the rural areas this average was 3.75
persons per household while in the urban areas it
was 1.03. Since the number of rooms occupied by
such households was not available, person room
average could not be worked out. This being so,
the districtwise average is not being discussed in
details because in the absence of person room ratio,
such discussion would have been meaningless and
specially so because of insignificant number of such
households.

Households with details unspecified

3.106 In addition to the cases in which the
number of rooms had remained unspecified, there
were some cases in which details regarding the
number of ‘persons etc. had also remained unreported
due to the inability of the enumerator to either
contact the households or to elicit information from
any outside agency regarding such absentee house-
holds. The number of such households, however,
worked out to 7,565 only in the entire State with 65
households in the rural areas and 7,500 in the urban
areas.

3.107 While there were no such houses in Jalor
and Banswara districts, the incidence of such
households even in the other districts was far too
meagre to warrant any detailed discussion.
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3.108 The distribution pattern of 1,000 house-
holds in this category revealed that thers were only
2 households in this category in the entire State.

3.109 The districtwise pattern revealed that the
highest number of 8 such households was located
in Sikar followed by Bikaner with 7. Sirohi, too,
had 5 such households. The number in others was
either meagre or negligible. Jalor and Banswara,
however, did not report any such households.

3.110 In the case of cities, while Bikaner had
19 such houscholds Ajmer and Kota had 3 and 2
howvseholds. The other 3 cities recorded negligible
number of such households.

3.111 It will be observed from the discussion
pertaining to the preceding two categories of house-
holds, that the data has not been compared with
1961 Census data. In fact these two categories were
evolved only during the curreut Census and did not
exist during the 1961 Census. During the current
Census their combined incidence has worked out to
0.3%. It. may be mentioned here that in 1961,
information was made available under the heading
‘no regular room’ and the incidence of such struc-
tures had worked out to 0.29/ for the State as a
whole.

3.112 To summarise, the bulk of the house-
holds, i.e. 41.9% lived in one rzom houses, 28.1%
in two room houses, 14.19/ in three room houses,
7.4% in four room houses, 8.2% in houses having
five or more rooms and the remaining, i.e. 0.3%;
belonged to the category about which no details
could be mustered. The fact that as many as 70%
of the households, were living in just one or two
rooms cannot be considered to be indicative of a
satisfactory state of housing by any standard. Such a
state of affairs could be considered satisfactory had the
average number of persons per room worked out to
reasonable limits. However, we find that this average
for the one room and two room houses marked out
to 4.64 and 2.83 persons respectively which is far
in excess of the norm of two persons per room.
Even in the case of threce room households, the
person room ratio worked out to more than 2.
Thus we have roughly 84% of houscholds living in
housing conditions which leave much to be desired.
It may also be mentioned that many of the rooms
should be just barely satisfying the definition of a
room,



Comparison with other States

3.113 We have just now seen the distribution of
households by the number of rooms occupied in
Rajasthan. To recapitulate, the distribution of 1,000
households revealed that 419 households lived in
one room houses, 281 in two room houses, 141 in
three room houses, 74 in four room houses and 82
in houses having five rooms and more. For the
remaining 3 households no details were available.

3.114 Similar distribution of households in respect
of other states and union territories revealed that the
highest number (789 out of 1,000) of households that
lived in one room houses was found in the union
territory of Dadra & Nagar Haveli. This was closely
followed by Tripura which had 743 out of 1,000
households that lived in one room houses. Laccadive,
Minicoy & Amindivi Islands had the lowest number
of such households which was 134.

3.115 In this category of households the position
of Rajasthan which had 419 such households out of
1,000 can best be compared with Madhya Pradesh,
Nagaland and Meghalaya where the number of such
households worked out to 476, 469 and 439 respec-
tively.

3.116 Regarding the distribution of households that
were living in two room houses, it was seen that the
highest number (367 out of 1,000) was found in
Orissa. Meghalaya came next with 345 such house-
holds. The lowest number (163 out of 1,000) of such
households was found in the union territory of Dadra

Nagar Haveli.

3.117 The position of Rajasthan which had 281 such
households out of 1,000 was in the neighbourhood
of Andhra Pradesh, Gujarat, Jammu & Kashmir,
Tamil Nadu, Uttar Pradesh, Andman & Nicobar
Islands, Delhi, and Goa, Daman and Diu, where the
number of such households worked out to 246, 283,
284, 243, 297, 274, 255 and 291 respectively.

3.118 As regards the households living in three room
houses, the highest number ( 226 out of 1,000 ) was
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found in Laccadive, Minicoy and Amindivi Islands.
This was followed in the second place by Manipur,
where this number worked out to 199. The lowest
number of such households was 35 which was found
in Dadra & Nagar Haveli.

3.119 The position of Rajasthan which had 141
such households out of 1,000 was almost similar to
the one obtaining in Bihar, Haryana, Jammu &
Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh, Nagaland, Orissa,
Punjab, Uttar Pradesh, Chandigarh, Goa, Daman &
Diu and Meghalaya where the number of such
households worked out to 154, 170, 137, 1235, 131,
155, 151, 169, 141, 159 and 125 respectively.

3.120 The highest number of housezholds living in
four room houses was found in Laccadive, Minicoy
& Amindivi Islands. This worked out to 133 out of
1,000. Kerala with 115 sach households came next.
Dadra & Nagar Haveli had the lowest number
of such households which was only 8 out of 1,000.

3.121 The position of Rajasthan which had 74 such
households out of 1,000 was almost akin to Bihar,
Haryapa, Jammu & Kashmir, Orissa, Punjab,
Chandigarh, Goa, Daman & Diu, Himachal Pradesh
and Manipur, where the number of such households
worked out to 82, 93,97, 85,76,63, 95, 89 and
96 respectively.

3.122 The position regarding households having
five rooms and more at their disposal in various
states and union territories, revealed that Laccadive,
Minicoy & Amindivi Islands had the highest number
( 166 out of 1,000 ) of such households. Kerala came
next with 139. Dadra & Nagar Haveli recorded the
lowest number of such houscholds which was only 5.

3.123 The position of Rajasthan which had 82

- such households out of 1,000 may be favourably

compared with Bihar (98), Jammu & Kashmir (88),
Orissa (69), Punjab (66), Himachal Pradesh (70) and
Manipus (63).

3,124 The following table shows distribution of .
1,000 households by the number of rooms occupied
in the various states and the union territories :—
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DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 CENSUS HOUSEHOLDS BY NUMBER OF ROOMS OCCUPIED

Five Unspecified Households

One Two ‘Three Four rooms number of with details
States/Union Territories ~ room rooms rooms rooms and more rooms unspecified
1 ‘ 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
STATES : \ |
1. Andbra Pradesh 616 246 77 34 27 N N
2. Assam ‘ Not Available
3. Bihar ' 364 302 154 82 98 N N
4, Gujarat 590 283 75 30 21 N 1
5. Haryana 323 306 170 93 107 N 1
6. Himachal Pradesh . 396 335 108 89 70 1 1
7. Jammu & Kashmir 393 284 137 97 88 1 N
8. Kerala 214 308 221 115 139 N 3
9. Madhya Pradesh 476 308 © 125 51 46 N N
10. Maharashtra 664 227 71 22 15 1 N
11. Manipur 299 343 199 %6 63 N -
12. Meghalaya 439 345 125 49 41 N 1
13. Mysore 490 315 112 46 37 N N
14. Nagaland 469 348 131 31 21 N N
15. Orissa 324 367 155 85 69 N N
16. Punjab 388 219 151 76 66 N N
17. RAJASTHAN 419 281 141 74 82 1 2
18. Tamil Nadu 624 243 77 31 23 N 2
19. Tripura 743 185 50 15 7 N N
20. Uttar Pradesh 314 297 169 100 119 N 1
21. West Bengal 652 231 64 34 19 N N
UNION TERRITORIES :
1. Andman & Nicobar Islands 606 274 68 26 21 1 4
2. Arunachal Pradesh 696 194 75 24 11
3. Chandigarh 409 325 141 63 61 1 N
4. Dadra & Nagar Haveli 789 163 35 8 5 '
5. Delhi 557 255 99 47 37 3 2
6. Goa, Daman & Diu 352 291 159 95 103 N
7. Laccadive, Minicoy &
Amindivi Islands 134 336 226 133 166 5
8. Pondicherry 682 186 62 35 31 N 4

( N=Negligible )



3.125 An idea about the housing conditions
available to the people of a particular area can best
be gathered from the person-room ratio.

3.126 As we have already seen, in the case of
Rajasthan, the average number of persons per room
had worked out to 2.55 whereas an average of2
persons per room has been considered as a satis-
factory state of hovsing.

3.127 A similar analysis in the case of other states
and union territories has revealed that the housing
conditions were perhaps worst in Dadra & Nagar
Haveli where person-room ratio had worked out to
4.31. Tripura, too, had a lot of over-crowding as
the person-room ratio there worked out to 4.18. With
the sole exception of Laccadive, Minicoy and
Amindivi Islands, where the person-room ratio was
1.96, no other State or union territory enjoyed
satisfactory housing conditions in the sense that the
person~room ratio in all of them was more than 2.

3.128 The position of Rajasthan in which the per-
son room ratio worked out to 2.55 was almost the
same as in Bihar, Haryana, Himachal Pradesh,
Jammu & Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh, Manipur,
Meghalaya, Nagaland and Punjab where the person-
room ratio worked out to 2.50, 2.58, 2.37, 2.56, 2.79,
2.51, 2.60, 2.70 and 2.72 respectively.

3.129 Regarding the person-room ratio in respect
of one room houscholds, it was the highest in Guja-
rat where it was 5.37. Dadra & Nagar Haveli came
closely behind with 5.29. This ratio was the lowest in
the case of Laccadive, Minicoy and Amindivi Islands
where it happened to be 3.43.

3.130 The position of Rajasthan in which the ratio
for this class of households worked out 4.64, was
similar to the one obtaining in Andhra Pradesh (4.50),
Bihar (4.41), Meghalaya (4.32), Nagaland (4.54),
Punjab (4.87), Arunachal Pradesh (4.59), Delhi (4.46)
Goa, Daman & Diu (4.42) and Pondicherry (4.70).

3.131 It can generally be said in respect of this class
of households that they were perhaps the worst off
in the entire country.

3,132 Regarding the two room households, the
highest person-room ratio which was 3.47 was found
in Tripura, West Bengal came next with 3.29. The
lowest person-room ratio in this category of house-
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holds worked out to 2.36, which was found in
Chandigarh,

3.133 The position of Rajasthan where this ratio
worked out to 2.83 was akin to most of the states
and union territories with the exception of Gujarat,
Haryana, Tripura, West Bengal, and Dadra and Nagar
Haveli where the margin of difference in the ratio
was fairly big.

3.134 Althoughthis class of households was com-
paratively better off than its predecessor, the position
in none of the states or union territories can be said
as satisfactory because the person room ratio in all
of them is more than 2.

3.135 Asregards the three room households, the
highest person-room ratio which was 2.84 was found
in Tripura. West Bengal with a ratio of 2.72 persons
per room came closely behind. The lowest average
of persons per room which was 1.21 was recorded in
Kerala.

3.136 The position almost similar to the one obtain-
ing in Rajasthan where the person-room ratio in
this class of households worked out to 2.17, also
obtained in Bihar (2.26), Gujarat (2.16), Jammu &
Kashmir (2.17), Madhya Pradesh (2.15), Manipur
(2.09), Andman & Nicobar Islands (2.13), Delhi
(2.17), and Pondicherry (2.23).

3.137 It would be seen in respect of this class of
households that the households in Kerala, Mysore,
Orissa, Arunachal Pradesh, Chandigarh and Goa,
Daman & Diu enjoyed satisfactory housing condi-
tions.

3.138 The condition of households living in four
oom houses was quite satisfactory in most of the
states and union territories. Except for Tripura, and
West Bengal where the person-room ratio worked out
to 2.49 and 2.28 respectively, it was below 2 in the
other areas. This average for Rajasthan was 1.81.

3.139 The condition of the households having five
rooms of more to live in was even better as the per-
son-room ratio was still lower as compared to four
room households. The sole exception being Tripura
where the person-room ratio worked outto 2.1 -
This average for Rajasthan was 1.32.

3.140 The following table shows average number of
persons per room and per household in various states
and union territories: —
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CHAPTER 1V

HOUSEHOLDS CLASSIFIED BY SIZE AND TENURE STATUS

Through this chapter, an analysis as to the
households living either in their own houses or
rented ones, has been attempted. This analysis,
apart from showing rural/urban differentials, deals
with the tepure status according to the size of the
household. The incidence of owned versus rented
status in each class of household would thus be
clearly manifest in tHe discussion that follows. Table
H-1V, which happens to be the last in H-Series
_tables has made this discussion possible. One
subsidiary table; H-IV.1 dealing with distribution
of 1,000 Census households by their size and tenure
status in the rural and the urban areas separately has
been compiled for depicting proportionate distribution
by the size of the houscholds.

4.2 Comparison with 1961 Census data has all
along been attempted while discussing the first three
tables in this series in the foregoing pages. Similar
comparison would, however, not be possible for this
table because the method of presentation of similar
data during 1961 Census was altogether different.
While, during the 1971 Census, attention is focussed
on the tenure status according to the size of the
household, during the 1961 Census, tenure status
was high-lighted with reference to the households
by types of Census houses i.c. dwellings, shop-cum-
dwellings, workshop-cum-dwellings and dwellings
with other uses. Since the data of the two Censuses
do not bear any similarity to each other, discussion
in this chapter would be confined purely to the 1971
Census data.

Households and the tenure status

4.3 There were 4,509,820 households in the entire
State. Out of this 3,682,065, representing 81.65%
were located in the rural areas and 827,755 represen-
ting the remaining 18.35% in the urban areas. Of
the total households in the entire State, 88.86%, were
living in owned houses while the remaining 11.149%
households in the rented ones.
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4.4 The districtwise position revealed that out
of the 88.86% households living in owned houses,
the highest percentage (7.62) of such households was
found in Jaipur followed by Udaipur which had a
percentage 7.26. The lowest percentage of such
households which was 0.59 was found in Jaisalmer
district.

4.5 In the rented category, the highest percentage
of 1.46 was again recorded in Jaipur, followed this
time by Ajmer with a percentage of 1.15. Jaisalmer,
however, claimed bottom place in this category also
with a percentage of 0.07.

4.6 1In the rural areas of the various districts,
the highest percentage in the owned category which
was 6.74, was found in Udaipur followed by Jaipur
with a percentage of 6.10. The lowest percentage of
0.53 was recorded in Jaisalmer.

4.7 Percentage of households living in rented
houses in the rural areas was so small that the
highest percentage, located in Ganganagar, worked
out to only 0.49. The lowest percentage of 0.02 was
recorded in Jaisalmer.

4.8 Position in the case of urban areas showed
that Jaipur recorded the highest percentage of 1.52
in the owned category. This was followed in the
second place by Churu with a percentage of 0.78.
Jaisalmer, again, recorded the lowest percentage
of 0.06,

49 Inthe rented category, Jaipur followed by
Ajmer occupied the first two places with percentages
of 1.29 and 1.00 respectively. The lowest percentage
of 0.04 this time was recorded in the case of Jalor.
The following table shows percentage according to
tenure status of the households in the rural and
the urban areas of the State and various districts: —
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Total Rﬁral UrPan
S.No. State/District ’Owned - Rented Owned Rented waned Rented
RAJASTHAN 88.86 11.14 78.05 3.60 10.81 7.54
1. Ganganagar 4.09 0.87 3.61 0.49 0.48 0.38
2, Bikaner 1.72 0.37 1.14 0.06 0.58 0.31
3. Churu 2.84 0.19 2.06 0.04 0.78 0.15
4. Jhunjhunun 3.03 0.14 2.55 0.04 0.48 0.10
5. Alwar 4.60 0.28 4.28 0.10 0.32 0.18
6. Bharatpur 5.05 0.31 4.47 0.08 0.58 0.23
7. Sawai Madhopur 4.34 0.38 3.95 0.13 0.39 0.25
8, Jaipur 7.62 1.46 6.10 0.17 1.52 1.29
9. Sikar 3.63 0.18 3.07 0.06 0.56 0.12
10, Ajmer 3.53 1.15 2.77 0.15 0.76 1.00
11. Tonk 2.16 0.19 1.86 0.09 0.30 0.10
12, Jaisalmer 0.59 0.07 0.53 0.02 0.06 0.05
13. Jodhpur 3.48 0.76 2,72 0.09 0.76 0.67
14, Nagaur 4.26 0.28 3.81 0.12 0.45 0.16
15. Pali 3.74 0.48 3.43 0.25 0.31 0.23
16, DBarmer 2.63 0.20 2.47 0.10 0.16 0.10
17. Jalor 2.49 0.12 2.39 0.08 0.10 0.04
18, Sirohi 1.63 0.25 1.45 0.08 0.18 0.17
19. Bhilwara 4.37 0.43 4.11 0.18 0.26 0.25
20. Udaipur 7.26 0.84 6.74 0.33 0.52 0.51
21, Chittaurgarh 3.87 0.44 3.60 0.26 0.27 0.18
22. Dungarpur 2.01 0.10 1.92 0.05 0.09 0.05
23. Banswara 2.31 0.12 2.22 0.07 0.09 0.05
24. Bundi 1.60 0.26 1.43 0.14 0.17 0.12
25, Kota 3.76 1.03 3.26 0.30 0.50 0.73
26, Jhalawar 2.25 0.24 2.11 0.12 0.14 0.12
4.10 Out of the 18.35% households that were place. The following table shows percentage and

located in the urban areas of the State, as many as
6.929 were accounted for by the cities. Jaipur with
a percentage of 2.26 occupied the top place while
Bikaner had lowest percentage of 0.70.

4.11 Regarding the tenure status, all the cities
together presented a rather balanced picture in respect
of owned and rented houses. This worked out to
3.24% for owned houses and 3.68% for rented ones.
Individually, however, Jaipur had the highest
percentage of 1.15 households in the owned category.
Udaipur with a percentage of 0.3! occupied the
bottom place. In the rented category, Jaipur, once
again, topped with a percentage of 1.11, while
Bikaner with a percentage of 0.27 occupied the bottom

rank regarding tenure status of households in
each city :—

Households
City Total Rank Owned Rank Rented Rank
1. Bikaner 0.70 6 0.43 3 0.27 6
2, Jaipur 2.26 1 1.15 1 1.11 1
3. Ajmer 1.04 3 0.40 4 0.64 2
4, Jodhpur 1.21 2 0.59 2 0.62 3
5. Udaipur 0.74 5 0.31 6 0.43 5
6. Kota 0.97 4 0.36 5 0.61 4




4.70 In the owned category, the highest percen-
tage in the urban areas of the various districts
worked out to 1.32 in Jaipur. The next highest
percentage of 0.63 was recorded in Jodhpur. Jaisal-
mer had the lowest percentage of 0.05.

4.71 Proportionately larger percentage of house-
holds in the urban areas lived in rented houses.
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While the highest percentage of 1.37 was recorded
in Jaipur, Ajmer recorded the next highest percentage
which was 1.02. Jalor and Dungarpur recorded the
lowest percentage which was 0.03 in cach case. The
following table shows percentage distribution of
houscholds in the State and the various districts
according to tenure status in the rural and the urban
areas separately:—

Total Rural UrPan

S.No. State/District 'Owned Rented Owned Rented Owned Rented
RAJASTHAN 88.89 11.11 79.77 3.57 9.12 7.54
1. Ganganagar 3.22 0.84 2.85 0.50 0.37 0.34
2. Bikaner 1.27 0.32 0.90 0.06 0.37 0.26
3. Churn 2.12 0.16 1.56 0.03 0.56 0.13
4. Jhunjhunun 2.35 0.12 1.98 0.03 0.37 0.09
5. Alwar 3.93 0.25 3.66 0.08 0.27 0.17
6. Bharatpur 4.56 0.31 4.07 0.08 0.49 0.23
7. Sawaj Madhopur 4.48 0.34 4.14 0.11 0.34 0.23
8. Jaipur 7.05 1.52 5.73 0.15 1.32 1.37
9. Sikar 3.06 0.12 2.64 0.05 .42 0.07
10, Ajmer 3.61 1.15 2.99 0.13 0.62 1.02
11. Tonk 2.15 0.20 1.88 0.11 0.27 0.09
12, Jaisalmer 0.61 0.07 0.56 0.02 0.05 0.05
13. Jodhpur 3.00 0.79 2.37 0.09 0.63 0.70
14. Nagaur 3.97 0.29 3.59 0.12 0.38 0.17
15. Pali 4.20 0.51 3.91 0.29 0.29 0.22
16. Barmer 2.56 0.20 2.40 0.10 0.16 0.10
17. Jalor 2.66 0.13 2.55 0.10 0.11 0.03
18. Sirohi 2.02 0.29 1.86 0.09 0.16 0.20
19, Bhilwara 5.54 0.41 5.26 0.16 0.28 0.25
20. Udaipur 8.67 0.82 8.20 0.3t 0.47 0.51
21. Chittaurgarh 5.05 0.43 4,79 0.25 0.26 0.18
22. Dungarpur 2.15 0.08 2.05 .05 0.10 0.03
23. Banswara 2.27 0.12 2.18 0.06 0.09 0.06
24. Bundi 1.80 0.27 1.64 0.15 0.16 0.12
25. Kota 4.12 1.13 3.66 0.33 0.46 0.80
26. Jhalawar 2.47 0.24 2.35 0.12 0.12 0.12

4.72  Out of the 16.66%, households in the urban ; :
areas of the State, 6.519/ were accounted for by the City Owned  Rank  Rented  Raok
citiez. ) Out of this 2.689/ lived in owned houses and 1. Bikaner 0.28 4 0.22 6
3.839 in the rented ones. 2. Jaipur 1.00 1 1.22 1

3. Ajmer 0.34 3 0.64 4

4.73 In the owned category, the highest percen- 4. Jodhpur 0.47 2 0.65 3

tage of 1.00 was found in Jaipur while the lowest 3. Udaipur 0.25 5 0.43 >

6. Kota 0.34 3 0.67 2

percentage of 0.25 in Udaipur. 1In the rented
category, the highest percentage was once again
recorded in Jaipur and was 1.22. Bikaner recorded
the lowest percentage of 0.22. The following table
shows percentage distribution and rank for each
city:—

4.74 The distribution pattern of 1,000 households
by different sizes separately in the rural and urban
areas of the State revealed that there were 130 such
households which lived in owned houses and 6 in



rented ones in the rural areas of the State. Similarly
66 such households lived in owned houses and 55 in
the rented ones in the urban areas of the State.

4.75 The districtwise position revealed that
Chittaurgarh had the highest pumber of households
in the owned category in the rural areas. This was
165. Sirohi and Bhilwara followed closely with
163 households each. Ganganagar had the lowest
number which was 92. In the rented category for

“the rural areas of the various districts, Ganganagar

recorded the highest number of 16 households follo-
wed by Bundi which had 13 such households. Churu,
Jhunjhunun, Alwar and Sikar jointly recorded the
lowest number which was 2 in each case.

476 In the urban areas of the various districts,
the highest number of households in the owned
category was recorded in Jalor which was 108. It
was followed in the second place by Dungarpur
which had 90 such households. The lowest number
of 47 households was recorded in Ajmer. In the
rented category the highest number of households
was recorded in Kota which was 87. Ajmer with 77
such households came next. The lowest number
was recorded in Sikar which was only 14. The
following table shows distribution for the rural and

the urban areas of the State and the districts according
to tenure status:—

Rulra] Urban

S.No. State/District 'Owned Rented‘ rOwned Rented
RAJASTHAN 130 6 66 55
1. Ganganagar 92 16 57 53
2. Bikaner 100 7 55 40
" 3. Churu 100 2 79 19
4. Jhunjhunun 102 2 84 21
5. Alwar 111 2 72 45
6. Bharatpur 119 3 81 37
7. Sawai Madhopur 135 4 72 47
8. Jaipur 122 3, 63 65
9. Sikar 112 2 82 14
10. Ajmer 136 6 47 77
11. Tonk 129 7 88 30
12, Jaisalmer 133 -4 61 62
13. Jodhpur 112 4 59 65
14. ‘Nagaur 122 4 83 38
15+ Pali 141 10 72 54
16. Barmer 124 5 83 52
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Rural Urban
o, A
S.No. State/District bwned Rented bwned Rented
17. Jalor 137 6 108 32
18, Sirohi 163 8 59 76
19. Bhilwara. 163 5 73 64
20. Udaipur 154 6 61 65
21. Chittaurgarh 165 8 76 53
22. Dungarpur 138 3 90 32
23, Banswara 127 4 85 54
24, Bundi 139 13 73 52
25. Kota 137 12 49 87
26. Jhalawar 140 7 60 60

4.77 This distribution for the cities revealed that
Jaipur recorded the highest number of households
in the owned category which was 59. Bikaner with
53 such households came next. The lowest number
of households in the owned category was recorded
in Ajmer which was 43. In the rented category,
Kota with 92 households topped, followed by Ajmer
which had 83 such households. Bikaner recorded
the lowest number which was 42. The following table
shows distribution and rank for cach city:—

City Owned Rank  Rented Rank
1. Bikaner 53 2 42 5
2. Jaipur 59 1 71 4
3. Ajmer 43 6 33 2
4. Jodhpur 52 3 71 4
5. Udaipur 45 5 77 3
6. Kota 47 4 92 1

Five person households
4.78 There were 650,715 households in this

category in the entire State. This represented 14.4377
of all Census households in the State. Out of this
589,420 houscholds, representing 90.58%; lived in
owned houses and 61,295, re‘presenting 9.429% in the
rented ‘ones.

4.79 In the owned category, the highest percen-
tage of 8.21 followed by 7.21 was recorded in Udai-
pur and Jaipur districts respectively. The lowest
percentage of 0.59 was found in Jaisalmer. ) :

4.80 In the rented category the highest percen-
tage was 1.36 and was found in Jaipur.  Ajmer



with a percentage of 0.99 came next. Jaisalmer
once again recorded the lowest percentage which
was 0.06.

481 Of the 90.58% households that lived in
owned houses in the State, as many as 81.16% were
located in the rural areas. Similarly out of the 9.42%
households that lived in rented houses in the entire
State, rural areas accounted for 2.85%.

4.82 1In the rural areas of the various districts,
the highest percentage of households that lived in
owned houses was 7.72 and was recorded in Udaipur.

. Jaipur, again, occupied the second place witha
percentage of 5.84. So did Jaisalmer in respect of
lowest percentage which was 0.52.

4.33 In the rented jcategory the percentage in
most of the districts was very small; the highest being
0.46 in Ganganagar and the lowest 0.02 each in Jhun-
jhunun and Jaisalmer.
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4.84 The urban areas accounted for 9.429
households in the owned category out of the total
percentage of 90.58 in the State and 6.57 in the rented
category out of 9.42.

4.85 In the owned categroy in the urban areas
of the various districts, the highest percentage was
found in Jaipur which was 1.37. The next highest
percentage being 0.65 each in Ajmer and Jodhpur.
Jaisalmer had the lowest percentage of 0.07,

4.86 In the rented category the highest percen-
tage was again recorded in Jaipur which was 1.25.
Second place was occupied by Ajmer with a percen-
tage of 0.87. Jalor recorded the lowest percentage
of 0.03. The following table shows percentage
distribution of five person households in the rural and
the urban areas of the State and the various districts
according to tenure status:—

Total Rural Urban
A A — ~ I A -~

S.No. State/District ‘Owned Rented "Owned Rented Owned Rented
RAJASTHAN 90.58 9.42 81.16 2.85 9.42 6.57
1. Ganganagar 3.49 0.70 3.10 0.46 0.39 0.34
2. Bikaner 1.45 0.33 1.00 0.01 0.45 0.29
3. Churu 2.41 0.15 1.80 0.03 0.61 0.12
4. Jhunjhunun 2.77 0.10 2.36 0.02 0.41 0.08
5. Alwar 4.49 0.21 4.21 0.07 0.28 0.14
6. Bharatpur 5.05 0.26 4.55 0.07 0.50 0.19
7. Sawai Madhopur 4.53 0.29 4.19 0.10 0.34 0.19
8. Jaipur 7.21 1.36 5.84 0.11 1.37 1.25
9. Sikar 3.37 0.12 2.91 0.04 0.46 0.08
10. Ajmer 3.52 0.99 2.87 0.12 0.65 0.87
11. Tonk 2.19 0.14 1.92 0.07 0.27 0.07
12. Jaisalmer 0.59 0.06 0.52 0.02 0.07 0.04
13. Jodhpur 3.25 0.73 2.60 0.09 0.65 0.64
14. Nagaur 4.09 0.22 3.70 0.10 0.39 0.12
15. Pali 4.15 0.38 3.84 0.21 0.31 0.17
16. Barmer 2.74 0.16 2.59 0.08 0.15 0.08
17. Jalor 2.82 0.10 2.70 0.07 0.12 0.03
18. Sirohi 1.87 0.22 1.70 0.07 0.17 0.15
19. Bhilwara 4.87 0.34 4.64 0.14 0.23 0.20
20. Udaipur 8.21 0.65 7.72 0.21 0.49 0.44
21. Chittaurgarh 4.33 0.36 4.08 0.20 0.25 0.16
22. Dungarpur 2.29 0.07 2.19 0.03 0.10 0.04
23. Banswara 2.57 0.08 2.51 0.04 0.06 0.04
24, Bundi 1.69 0.21 1.53 0.11 0.16 0.10
25. Kota 4.05 0.89 3.63 0.25 0.42 0.64
26, Jhalawar 2.58 0.20 2.46 0.10 0.12 0.10




487 Out of the 15.99% households in the
urban areas of the State, 6.25% were accounted for
by the cities. Out of this 2.78% households lived
in owned houses and 3.47% in the rented ones.

4.88 In the various cities of the State, the
highest percentage for the owned category was
recorded in Jaipur which was 1.02. The lowest
percentage of 0.29 each was recorded in Udaipur
and Kota.

4.89 In the rented category, highest percentage
was again recorded in Jaipur which was 1.12.
Bikaner had the lowest percentage of 0.25. The
following table shows percentage distribution of
households according to tenure status in each city
along with rank :—

City Owned Rank Rented Rank
1. Bikaner 0.34 3 0.25 6
2. Jaipur 1.02 1 (1,12 1
3. Ajmer 0.34 3 0.60 2
4, Jodhpur 0.50 2 0.58 3
5. Udaipur 0.29 4 0.38 5
6. Kota 0.29 4 0.54 4

4.90 The distribution pattern of 1,000 house-
holds by different sizes in the rural and urban areas
separately revealed that there were 143 five member
households in the owned and only 5 in the rented
categories in the rural areas of the State. This
number for the urban areas of the State worked
out to 74 and 52 respectively.

491 The distribution pattern for the rural areas of
the various districts revealed that the highest number
in the owned category was 160 which was found in
Sirohi and Dungarpur. Jhalawar was close behind
with 159 such households. The lowest number
was 109 and was found in Ganganagar. In the
rented category in the rural areas, the highest
number of 16 households was found in Ganganagar
while the next highest number of 10 each was in
Bundi and Kota. The lowest number of 2 households
each was found in Churu, Jhunjhunun, Alwar,
Bharatpur, Sikar and Dungarpur.

4.92 In the urban areas of the various districts,
the highest number in the owned category was found
in Jalor, which was 125. Jhunjhunun and Dungarpur
with 100 households each jointly occupied the second
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place. The lowest number of 50 households was
found in Kota.

4.93 In the rented category in the urban areas
the highest number of households was 75 which was
found in Kota. Ajmer came next with 71 house-
holds. The lowest number of households which
was 18 each, was found in Churu and Sikar. The
following table shows distribution of households
according to tenure status for the State and wvarious
districts separately for the rural and the urban

areas t——
Rural Urlzan
S.No. State/District ’ Owned RenteE Owned Rented‘

RAJASTHAN 143 5 74 52

1. Ganganagar 109 16 68 57
2. Bikaner 121 5 73 47
3. Churo 124 2 94 18
4. Jhunjhunun 132 2 100 19
5. Alwar 139 2 80 42
6. Bharatpur 144 2 91 34
7. Sawai Madhopur 148 4 78 44
8. Jaipur 135 3 70 64
9. Sikar 135 2 97 18
10, Ajmer 142 6 53 71
11. Tonk 142 5 95 25
12, Jaisalmer 136 5 81 56
13. Jodhpur 133 5 66 64
14. Nagaur 136 3 93 29
15. Pali 151 8 82 46
16. Barmer 145 4 83 44
17. Jalor 157 4 125 34
18. Sirohi 160 7 69 63
19. Bhilwara 156 5 65 56
20. Udaipur 158 4 68 61
21. Chittaurgarh 152 7 80 51
22. Dungarpur 160 2 100 38
23. Banswara 158 3 71 38
24. Bundi 141 10 78 50
25. Kota 147 10 50 75
26. Jhalawar 159 7 68 56

4.94 The distribution pattern for the cities for
this class of households revealed that in the ow ed
category, Bikaner stood at the top with 70 house-
holds followed by Jaipur which had 65 such house-
holds. Kota with 43 households occupied the bottom
place.

495 In the rented category, Ajmer with 83
households occupied the top place and Bikaner,
with 52 households, the bottom place. The following



“table shows distribution and rank according to
tenure status for each city :—

City Owned Rank Rented Rank
1. Bikaner - 70 1 52 6
2. Jaipur 65 2 72 4
3. Ajmer 47 5 83 1
4. Jodhpur 59 3 69 5
5. Udaipur 56 4 74 3
6. Kota 43 6 81 2

Households with six persons and more

496 There were 2,148,885 such households
representing 47.65% of .all households in the State.
Out of this, 2,006,720, irepresenting 93.38%, lived in
owned houses, and 142,165, representing 6.629, in
the rented ones.

497 In the owned category, the highest per-
centage in various districts of the State was found in
Jaipur which was 8.55. Udaipur with 6.21%/ house-
holds came next. The lowest percentage was 0.62
and was found in Jaisalmer.

498 The percentage in the rented category was
below 1 in all the districts; the highest being 0.97
in Jaipur. Dungarpur recorded the lowest percentage
which was 0.04,

499 Out of the 93.389% of such households
living in owned houses in the State, 80.729% were in
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the rural areas.  Similarly out of the total of 6.627;
households in the rented category, 1.65%, were in
the rural areas.

4.100 The highest percentage of households
in the owned category in rural areas of the various
districts of the State was 6.76 followed by 5.67 and
was found in Jaipur and Udaipur respectively.
Jaisalmer had the lowest percentage which was 0.55.

4.101 In the rented category, the percentage in
most of the districts was very meagre, the highest
being 0.39 in Ganganagar and the lowest 0.01 in
Jaisalmer.

4.102 The wurban areas accounted for 12.66%
householdsout of 93.38% in the owned category
and 4.979% out of 6.62% in the rented category.

4,103 The districtwise position about the owned
category revealed that Jaipur with 1.79% households
occupied the top place, followed by Churu with
1.03%. The lowest percentage of 0.07 was recorded
in Jaisalmer. .

4.104 In the rented category, Jaipur, again,
occupied the top place with a percentage of 0.90
and Jalor and Dungarpur jointly, the bottom place
with a percentage of 0.02 each.

4.105 The following table shows percentage
distribution about households living in owned and
rented houses in the rural and urban areas of the
State and the various districts for this class of
households:—

Total Rural Urban

S.No. State/District Owned Rented Owned Rented Owned Rented
RAJASTHAN 93.38 6.62 80.72 1.65 12.66 497

1. Ganganagar 5.19 0.66 4.56 0.39 . 0.63 0.26

2. Bikaner 2.11 0.28 1.36 0.03 0.75 0.25

3. Churu 3.67 0.15 2.64 0.02 1.03 0.13

4. Jhunjhunun 3.86 0.09 3.25 0.02 0.61 0.07

5. Alwar 5.50 0.16 5.12 0.05 0.38 0.11

6. Bharatpur - 5.78 0.19 5.09 0.04 0.69 0.15

7. Sawai Madhopur 4.46 0.20 4.05 0.06 0.41 0.14

8. Jaipur 8.55 0.97 6.76 0.07 1.79 0.90

9. Sikar 4.34 0.10 3.63 0.03 0.71 0.07

10. Ajmer 3.48 0.81 2.60 0.06 0.88 0.75
11. Tonk 2.30 0.08 1.94 0.02 0.36 0.06
12, Jaisalmer 0.62 0.05 0.55 0.01 0.07 0.04
13, Jodhpur 4.13 0.59 3.20 0.05 0.93 0.54
14. Nagaur 4.85 0.15 4.31 0.05 0.54 0.09
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Total Rural Urban
S.No. State/District rOwned Rena Owned Rented Owned Rented
15. Pali 3.38 0.24 3.09 0.11 0.29 0.13
16. Barmer 2.78 0.12 2.61 0.06 0.17 0.07
17. Jalor 2.39 0.06 2.30 0.04 0.09 0.02
18. Sirohi 1.36 0.14 1.17 0.04 0.19 0.10
19. Bhilwara 3.39 0.18 3.1 0.05 0.28 0.13
20. Udaipur 6.21 0.36 5.67 0.10 0.54 0.27
21. Chittaurgarh 2.95 0.16 2.68 0.07 0.27 0.09
22. Dungarpur 2.14 0.04 2.05 0.02 0.09 0.02
23. Banswara 2.63 0.06 2.53 0.03 0.10 0.03
24. Bundi 1.53 0.12 1.35 0.05 0.18 0.07
25. Kota 3.60 0.53 3.08 0.12 0.52 0.41
26, Jhalawar 2.18 0.13 2.02 0.06 0.16 0.07

4.106 Out of the 17.63% households in the
urban areas of the State 6.49%, were located in
the cities. In the owned category, the highest
percentage of 1.37 households was recorded in
Jaipur while Udaipur had the lowest percentage
of 0.34. In the rented category the highest percentage
of 0.80 was once again recorded in Jaipur but the
lowest percentage which was 0.22 was found in
Bikaner. The following table shows percentage
distribution in each city according to tenure siatus
along with rank :—

City Owned Rarnk Rented Rank
1. Bikaner 0.56 3 0.22 6
2. Jaipur 1.37 1 0.80 1
3. Ajmer 0.48 4 0.53 2
4. Jodhpur 0.73 2 0.51 3
5. Udaipur 0.34 6 0.24 5
6. Kota 0.37 5 0.34 4

4.107 The distribution pattern of 1,000 house-
holds by different sizes separately in the rural and
the urban areas revealed that in the rural areas of
the State, 471 households lived in owned houses
while only 9 lived in the rented ones. Similarly the
figures for the urban areas worked outto 329 and
129 households respectively.

4.108 This distribution pattern for the rural
and urban areas of the various districts revealed that
the highest number of households that lived in dwned
houses in the rural areas was found in Churu and
Jhunjhunun.

Alrn these districts the number of

households worked out to 601 each. Alwar came
next with 557 households. The lowest number of
such households, was found in Chittaurgarh which
was 331.

4,109 1In the rented category the highest number
of households in the rural areas was 46, which was
found in Ganganagar. Bundi and Kota with 16
households each came next. The lowest number
was only 3 which was found in Jhunjhunun.

4,110 Regarding the urban areas of the various
districts, the highest number of households living in
owned houses was 525 and was found in Churu,
followed by Jhunjhunun which had 494 households.
The lowest number was 203 and was found in

Kota.

4.111 In the rented category the highest number

f 203 households was found in Ajmer followed by

Jodhpur which had 180 households. The lowest
number which was 53 was found in Sikar.

4.112 The following table shows distribution
for the State and the various districts according to

tenure status of households belonging to this
category :—
Rural Urban
S.No. State/District 'Owned Rented 'Owned Rented‘
RAJASTHAN 471 9 329 129
1. 'Ganganagar 531 46 348 147
2. Bikaner 544 12 402 132
3. Churu 601 4 525 66
4. Jhunjhunun 601 3 494 55




Rural Urban

A A

—

'S.No. State/District Owned Rented Owned Rented

5. Alwar 557 6 357 101

6. Bharatpur 532 4 409 88

7. Sawai Madhopur 472 7 312 108

8. Jaipur 513 5 305 152

9. Sikar 553 4 492 ' - 53
10. Ajmer 426 9 239 203
11. Tonk 476 7 421 66
12, Jaisalmer 471 10 288 ' 158
13. Jodhpur © 542 8 309 ‘180
14. Nagaur L 522 7 425 74
15. Pali 400 15 262 114
16. Barmer 483 11 310 125
17. Jalor 442 7 321 75
18. Sirohi 366 12 260 135
19. Bhilwara 345 5 257 121
20. Udaipur 382 6 249 125
21. Chittaurgarh 331 9 280 99
22. Dungarpur 494 4 315 82
23. Banswara 525 5 362 104
24. Bundi 411 16 293 116
25. Kota 413 16 203 157
26. Jhalawar 430 13 295 123

4.113 This distribution pattern for the cities
revealed that the highest number of households in
the owned category was recorded in Bikaner which
was 381. Kota recorded the lowest number which
was 182. In the rented category, Ajmer topped
with 243 households while Bikaner dropped to the
bottom place with 148 households. The following
table shows distributjon and rank for each city :—

Rented Rank

City Owned Rank
" 1. Bikaner 381 1 148 6
2. Jaipur 288 3 169 3
‘3. Ajmer 221 4 243 1
" 4. Jodhpur 289 2 200 2
" 5. Udaipur 216 5 153 5
6 Kota 182 6 167 4

Households with number of persons unspecified

. 4.114 There were 14,695 households in the
entire State regarding which the number of persons
living in each could not be ascertained. OQut of this
4,565 representing 31.06 lived in owned houses, and
10,130 representing 68.94% in the rented ones.
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4.115 The percentage distribution of such house-
holds in various districts of the State revealed that
the highest percentage in owned category was found
in Sikar which was 5.27. Sawai Madhopur with a
percentage of 3.54 came next. The lowest percentage
which was 0.07 was recorded in Jaisalmer.

4.116 In the rented category the highest percen-
age of such households was again recorded in Sikar
which was 7.66. Bikaner was close behind with a
percentage of 7.28. The lowest percentage of 0.20
was recorded in Bundi.

4.117 Out of the 31.06%/ households in the owned
category and 68.94% in the rented category, the
rural areas accounted for 5.17% and 0.449 respec-
tively.

4.118 1In the owned category in the rural areas
of the various districts, the highest percentage of
1.22 was found in Ganganagar. While no such
households were discovered in Jaisalmer, Sirohi,
Bhilwara, Dungarpur, Banswara, and Kota, the
lowest percentage of 0.03 each was recorded in
Bundi and Jhalawar.

4.119 In the rented category the percentage was
extremely negligible.  Still, out of 0.44% households
in the rural areas of the State, 0.14% were accounted
for in Alwar alone. In most of the districts no such
households were discovered.

4.120 The bulk percentage of such households
both in the owned as well as rented category had
been found in the urban arcas of the State. As
many as 25.899 out of 31.06% in the owned category
and 68.50% out of 68.94% in the rented categories
‘were found in the urban areas.

4.121 1In the urban areas of the various districts,
the highest percentage of such households in the
owned category was 5.07 and was recorded in Sikar,
Sawai Madhopur with 3.33% households came next,
‘While no such household was recorded in Banswara,
the lowest percentage of 0.07 households each was’
found in Jaisalmer and Jhalawar.

4.122 In the rented category, Pali had the high-
est percentage of such households which was 8.27.
Sikar and Bikaner came next with 7.66% and 7.21%
households respectively. The lowest percentage of
0.20 was recorded in Bundi.

4.123 The following table shows percentage
distribution of such households in the rural and the
urban areas of the State and the various districts
according to tenure status :—
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chla] Rural Urban
S.No. State/District Owned Rented aned Rented 6wned Rented"

RAJASTHAN 31.06 68.94 517 0.44 25.89 68.50

1. Ganganagar 1.53 1.77 1.22 0.03 0.3t 1.74
2., Bikaner 2.69 7.28 0.68 0.07 2,01 7.21
3. Churu 1.33 2.45 0.3t 1.02 2.45
4. Jhunjhunun 1.90 2.48 0.27 1.63 2.48
5. Alwar 1.26 4.70 0.44 0.14 0.82 4.56
6. Bharatpur 1.33 3.20 0.14 0.03 1.19 3.17
7. Sawai Madhopur 3.54 5.31 0.21 3.33 5.31
8. Jaipur 2.45 4.83 0.41 0.06 2.04 4.77
9. Sikar 5.27 7.66 0.20 5.07 7.66
10. Ajmer 1.56 4.25 0.27 1.29 4.25
11, Tonk 0.72 C.61 0.14 0.58 0.61
12, Jaisalmer - 0.07 0.24 0.07 0.24
13. Jodhpur 0.48 1.29 0.10 0.38 1.29
14. Nagaur 1.43 3.44 0.17 0.04 1.26 3.40
15, Pali 1.26 827 0.17 1.09 8.27
16. Barmer 0.47 0.61 0.17 0.30 0.61
17. Jalor 0.20 0.61 0.10 0.03 0.10 0.58
18. Sirohi 0.31 3.10 0.31 3.10
19, Bhilwara 0.41 2.01 0.41 2.01

20. Udaipur 0.82 0.82 0.04 0.78 0.82,
21, Chittaurgarh 0.61 0.65 0.07 0.04 0.54 0.61
22, Dungarpur 0.44 0.78 0.44 0.78
23, Banswara .
24, Bundi 0.54 0.20 0.03 0.51 0.20
25. XKota 0.34 1.33 0.34 1.33
26. Jhalawar 0.10 1.05 0.03 0.07 1.05

4.124 Out of the 94.399% households in the urban
areas of the State, the share of the cities was very
small. The percentage worked out to omly 9.76.
In the owned category, Bikaner recorded the
highest percentage which was 1.12. The highest
percentage in the rented category which was 4.93
was also recorded in Bikaner. The following table
shows percentage distribution for each city according
to tenure status along with rank :—

City Owned Rank Rented Rank
1. Bikaner 1.12 1 4.93 1
2. Jaipur 0.17 4 0.48 4
3. Ajmer 0.24 2 1.09 2
4. Jodhpur 0.20 3 0.24 5
5. Udaipur 0.20 3 0.24 5
6. Kota 0.10 5 0.75 3

4.125 The distribution pattern of 1,000 house-

holds by different sizes separately in the rural and

the urban areas revealed that while negligible number
of such households was found both in the owned
and rented categories in the rural areas of the State,
5 households were found in the owned category and
12 in the rented ones in the urban areas of the
State. ‘

4.126 The position regarding the rural areas of
the various districts revealed that the number of
such households was negligible in most of the
districts both in the owned and rented category.
The highest number of 2 households in the owned
category was however, found in Bikaner, while the
highest number, if it could be so called in the rented
category ‘which was negligible was recorded in
Ganganagar, Bikaner, Alwar, Bharatpur, Jaipur,
Nagaur, Jalor and Chittaurgarh.

4.127 This distribution pattern for the urban
areas was altogether different in comparison to rural
areas. The highest number of 24 houscholds in the
owned category was recorded in Sikar. Sawai
Madhopur with 17 such households followed next.



rented category, the highest
Sikar

4,128 In the
number of 50 households was found in Pali.
also had as many as 36 such households.

4.129 The following table shows distribution of
households in the rural and the urban areas of the
State according to tenure status :—

Rural Urban

X -

- . - S
S.No. State/District Owned Rented Owned Rented

RAJASTHAN N, N 5 12

1. Ganganagar I N 1 7
' 2. Bikaner 2 N 7 26
3. Churu 1 4 9
4. Jhunjhunun N | 9 14
5. Alwar 1 N 5 29
6. Bharatpur N l N 5 13
7. Sawai Madhopur N 17 27
8. Jaipur N N 2 5
9. Sikar N 24 36
10. Ajmer N 2 8
11. Tonk N 5 5
12. Jaisalmer 2 7
13. Jodhpur N 1 3
14. Nagaur N N 7 18
15. Pali N . 7 50
16. Barmer N 4 8
17. Jalor N N 3 14
18. Sirohi vee . 3 28
19. Bhilwara 3 13
20. Udaipur N 2 3
21. Chittaurgarh N N 4 5
22. Dungarpur 10 18
23. Banswara
24. Bundi N 6 2
25. Kota 1 4
26. Jhalawar N 1 14

(N=Negligible)

4.130 This distribution for the cities revealed
that the highest number of such households in the
owned category i. e. 5 was found in Bikaner. In
the rented category, the highest number was 23
yvhich was again recorded in Bikaner. The follow-
ing table shows distribution and rank according to
tenure status for each city :—

City

Owned Rank Rented Rank
1. Bikaner 5 1 23 1
2. Jaipur 1 2 1 3
3. Ajmer 1 2 3 2
4. Jodhpur 1 2 1 3
5. Udaipur 1 2 1 3
6. Kota N - 3 2
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'than that in

4.131 To wind up, the percentage of owned
houses in the rural areas has been much greater
the wurban areas. Conversely the
\percentage in the rented category in the urban
areas has been over-whelmingly higher than that
in the rural areas.

4.132 Secondly we see that the percentage of
households, particularly in the owned category,
both in the rural and urban areas, has tended to
increase with increase in the size of the household.
As many as 47.1% households in the rural areas
belonged to the category of households with six
persons and more which lived in owned houses.
This figure for the urban areas worked out to 32.9%.

4.133 In the rented category, the figures for
the rural and the urban areas worked out to 0.9%
and 12.99% respectively.

4.134 The following table gives percentage of
households classified by size, in the rural and the
urban areas of the State :—

Size Rural Urban

One person households 5.1 8.7
Two person households 8.0 9.3
Three person houscholds 10.5 9.8
Four person households 13.6 12.1
Five person households 14.8 12.6
Households with six

and more persons 48.0 45.8
Houscholds with number of

persons unspecified N 1.7

Comparison with other States

4.135 We have just now analysed the position
of households in Rajasthan according to their tenure
status. A similar analysis is now being attempted
in respect of other states and union territories.

4.136 We have seen that in Rajasthan, 889
households out of 1,000 lived in owned houses and
the remaining 111 in rented ones. In other words,
roughly 90% of the households in the State lived in
owned houses while a mere 10% lived in rented ones.

4.137 This position in respect of other states
and union territories revealed that the highest
number (957 out of 1,000) of households that lived
in owned houses was found in Manipur. In other



words, the incidence of households that lived in
rented houses was the smallest in this State,
Bihar with 933 households living in owned houses
followed closely behind. The Ilowest number of
households that lived in owned houses was 260 and
was found in Chandigarh. In other words, the
incidence of households living in rented houses
was the highest here.

4.138 The position of Rajasthan which had
889 households living in owned houses and 111 in
rented ones may be compared to Andhra Pradesh,
Haryana, Himachal Pradesh, Kerala, Madhya
Pradesh, Nagaland, Punjab, Tripura and Arunachal
Pradesh, where the incidence of owned and rented
households worked out to 870: 130, 890 : 110,
863 : 137, 893 : 107, 868 : 132, 864 : 136, 865 : 135,
880 : 120 and 870 : 130 respectively.

4.139 The tenure status of one person households
revealed that the highest number of such households
that lived in owned houses was 67 and was found
in Himachal Pradesh. Goa, Daman & Diu with 61
such households in the owned category came next.

4.140 In the rented category, the highest
number of 93 such households was found in
Andaman & Nicobar Islands. Chandigarh with 89
such households was closely behind.

4.141 The position of Rajasthan which had 37
such houscholds in the owned category may be
compared to Andhra Pradesh (42), Bihar (32),Gujarat
(35), Haryana (38), Jammu & Kashmir (32), Mauni-
pur, (32), Orissa (39), West Bengal (33), Arunachal
Pradesh (42) and Laccadiv, Minicoy and Amindivi
Islands (38). In the rented category, the position of
Rajasthan which had 21 such households was
similar to the one obtaining in Gujarat (21), Haryana
(17), Madhya Pradesh (22), Maharashtra (23),
Meghalaya (24), Mysore (18), Nagaland (20), Punjab
(20), Tripura (18), West Bengal (23), Dadra and
Nagar Haveli (19) and Goa Daman & Diu (24).

4.142 In the case of two person households
the highest number (91) of households that lived in
owned houses was found in Andhra Pradesh. Orissa
with 89 such households came next. The lowest
number of such households which was 25 was found
in Chandigarh and Pondicherry.

4,143 In the rented -category, the highest
number (104) was found in Chandigarh. The lowest
number which was 8 was found in Manipur.
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4.144 The position of Rajasthan which had 68
such households in the owned category may best be
compared with Bihar (66). Manipur (66), Meghalaya
{73) and Pondicherry (65).

4.145 In the rented category the position of
Rajasthan which had 15 such households can be
compared with Andhra Pradesh (19), Haryana (15),
Jammu & Kashmir (10), Madhya Pradesh (18),
Orissa (12), Punjab (17), Tripura (18), Uttar Pradesh
(11) and Arunachal Pradesh (19).

4.146 In the case of three person houscholds,
Andhra Pradesh, Orissa and Arunachal Pradesh had
the highest number (121 each) of households that
lived in owned houses. Nagaland with 116 such
households came next. The lowest number of such
households which was 25 was found in Chandigarh.

4.147 In the rented category, the highest
pumber (111) of such households was found in
Chandigarh. Manipur returned the lowest number
which was only 6 in this category.

4,148 The position of Rajasthan in which 89
such households lived in owned houses and 14 in
the rented ones, may be compared to Bihar (95:9), .
Himachal Pradesh (88:16), Jammu & Kashmir
(86:10), Madhya Pradesh (96:18) and Tripura (91:19).

4.149 In the four person households, the highest
number was 145 in the owned category which was
found in Andhra Pradesh, Orissa and Arunachal
Pradesh. The lowest number of such households
in the owned category was only 36 which was found
in Chandigarh.

4.150 The highest number of such households
in the rented category was 132 and was found in
Chandigarh. The lowest number of such households
was only 6 in the rented category and was found in
Manipur. ‘

4.151 The position of Rajasthan which had 118
such households in the owned category and 15 in the
rented pne out of 1,000 houscholds, according
to size and tenure status, was similar to the one
obtaining in Jammu & Kashmir (117:10), Madhya
Pradesh (121:19), Manipur (119:6). Tripura (121:19)
and Uttar Pradesh (126:11).

4.152 1Inthe case of five person households,
the distribution of 1,000 such households by size
and tenure status rcvealed that Dadra and Nagar



Haveli had the highest number (159) households
in the owned category. The lowest (36) was found
in Chandigarh. In the rented category the
- highest number of such households which was 113,
was found in Chandigarh. Manipur recorded the
lowest number of such houscholds, which was
only 5.

4.153 In Rajasthan, the number of such house-
holds worked out to 131 in the owned category and 13
in the rented one. Almost similar position obtained in
Jammu & Kashmir (137:9), Kerala (132:16) Madhya
Pradesh (132:18) and Tripura (136:16).

4.154 1In the case of houscholds having six
persons and more, the distribution of 1,000 house-
holds by size and tenure status revealed that Haryana
had the highest number (546) of such households in

the owned category. The other States which recorded
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more than 500 households in this category were
Kerala (523) and Manipur (509).

4.155 In the rented category, the highest

-number of such households was 195 and was found .

in Delhi. Chandigarh with 191 such households
came a close second. The lowest number of house-
holds belonging to this category was 11 and was
found in Manipur.

4.156 The position of Rajasthan which had 445
such households living in owned houses and 31 in

the rented ones, may be compared to Bihar
(446:20), Tripura (450:30) and Uttar Pradesh

(434:26).

4.157 The following table shows distribution of
1,000 households by size and tenure status in the
various states and union territories:—-

Households having number of persons

A

Total No. Six and No. of‘
. L Tenure of Census  One Two Three Four Five more persons
States/union territories Status households person persons persons persons  persons persons unspecified
STATES :
1. Andhra Pradesh Owned 870 42 91 121 145 142 329 N
Rented 130 9 19 21 22 20 39 N
Assam Not Available

3. ' Bihar Owned 933" 32 66 95 130 144 466 N
‘ Rented 67 12 9 9 9 8 20 N
4. Gujarat Owned 766 35 54 66 91 109 411 N
Rented 234 21 25 29 35 35 88 N
5. Haryana Owned 890 38 47 62 86 110 546 1
Rented 110 17 15 14 16 14 34 N
6. Himachal Pradesh Owned 863 67 82 88 107 117 402 N
Rented 137 51 24 16 14 12 19 1
7. Jammu & Kashmir  Owned 925 32 59 86 117 137 494 N
Rented 75 13 10 10 10 9 23 N
8. Kerala Owned 893 19 43 69 105 132 523 2
Rented 107 8 9 12 15 16 46 1
9. Madhya Pradesh Owned 868 45 81 96 121 132 393 N
Rented 132 22 18 18 19 18 37 N
10. Mabharashtra Owned 715 31 57 77 99 111 340 N
Rented 285 23 33 39 4 43 103 N
11. Manipur Owned 957 32 66 96 119 135 509 N
Rented 43 7 8 6 6 5 11 N
12. Meghalaya Owned 835 43 73 106 130 135 348 N
Rented 165 24 26 25 25 21 44 N
13. Mysore Owned 767 31 56 77 102 113 388 N
Rented 233 18 26 31 36 34 88 N

( N=Negligible )



116,

Households having number of persons

Total No. Six and No. of
Tenure of Census One Two Three Four Five more persons
States/union territories Status households person persons persons persons . persons persons unspecified’
14. Nagaland Owned 864 60 87 116 i30 133 338 N
Rented 136 20 26 24 19 15 Ko N
15. Orissa Owned 925 39 89 121 145 149 382 N
Rented 75 13 12 12 12 9 17 N
16. Punjab Owned 865 46 59 70 94 113 483 N
Rented 135 20 17 17 20 18 43 N
17. RAJASTHAN Owned 889 37 68 89 118 131 445 1
Rented 111 21 15 14 15 13 31 2
18. Tamilnadu Owned 784 44 86 108 131 130 284 1
Rented 216 i3 28 34 37 33 70 1
19. Tripura Owned 880 23 59 91 121 136 450 N
Rented 120 18 18 19 19 16 30 N
20. Uttar Pradesh Owned 919 48 75 97 126 138 434 1
Rented 81 © 13 11 10 11 10 26 N
21. West Bengal Owned 798 33 55 78 102 114 416 N
Rented 202 23 28 29 30 27 65 N
UNION TERRITORIES :
1. Andman & Nicobar
Islands Owned 541 30 48 57 71 79 253 3
Rented 459 93 93 79 64 49 79 2
2. Arunachal Pradesh Owned 870 42 91 121 145 142 329 N
Rented 130 9 19 2t 22 20 39 N
3. Chandigarh Owned 260 24 25 28 36 . 36 111 N
Rented 740 89 104 111 132 113 191 N
4., Dadra and Nagar
Haveli Owned 930 20 59 91 140 159 461 .
Rented 70 19 9 10 11 i 14
5. Delhi Owrned 455 24 38 44 58 64 227 N
Rented 545 52 61 69 85 81 195 2
6. Goa, Daman & Diu Owned 790 61 77 90 106 110 346
Rented 210 24 29 30 32 27 63
7. Laccadive, Minicoy ’
and Amindivi Islands Owned 855 38 53 76 104 115 465 4
Rented 145 49 26 22 21 12 13 2
8. Pondicherry Owned 681 25 65 87 102 106 294 2
Rented 319 15 37 45 54 51 115 2

( N=Negligible ) !

4.158 It will be observed from the above table houses in Chandigarh and Delhi. This phenomenon
that the incidence of houscholds living in rented may be attributed to the almost complete
houses is greater than of those having their own urbanisation of these areas.



HOUSING TABLES

From out of the data collected during houselisting, four tables
and one appendix viz., tables H-I to H-IV and an appendix to table H-II
were compiled on electronic computor on the basis of 20% sample of
census houses. The estimates in the tables were however, obtained by
multiplying the sample figures by 5.

The figures given in the tables of the ‘H’ series are unbiased
estimates of the various characteristics based on 20% sample of census
houses.

The following statement indicates the broad level of precision
of the estimated frequency of any cell directly from the size of the

Universe (i.e., District/State).

STATEMENT

District/State size (N), value of proportion (P) and the related size of
cell estimate (NP} at 20% relative standard error (p.r.s.e.)

N >16567 | 4900 N < 16567| 4900 | 3233 | 2400 1900 1567 1327 1150 1010 900

P <20.006 | 0.006 <P <0.02 0.02] 003 0.04 005 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.10

NP 100 99 98 97 96 95 94 93 92 91 90
Note :
1. The above statement has been derived from the detailed state-

ment already shown in Chapter 1 of this volume seiting the acceptable
level of precision at 20%. For any ‘N’ falling between 900 and 4900
read off the value of ‘NP’ corresponding to the nearest value of ‘N’
tabulated above. For example if N=1352, NP=93 corresponding to
N=1327 in the statement. For N <900 and other levels of precision the
detailed statement may be consulted.



2. . Whatever the universe size there is a maximum value of the
estimated cell frequency associated with a specific level of precision as
shown below :

p.I. 5. €. 1 2.5 ] 5 ‘ 10 20 l 30 50

NP 40,000 6,400 ’ 1,6C0 ‘ 400 100 ’ 45 16

These values read alongwith those in the statement will provide
a better appreciation of the level of precision of the estimate in any cell
of the table. For example for a district size¢ N=1352 (vide note
1 above) cell frequencies between 93 and 400 will have a relative
standard error of 10209, while those equal to or greater than 400, will
have a relative standard error of 10% or less, etc.



TABLE H-I

CENSUS HOUSES AND THE USES
TO WHICH THEY ARE PUT

This table gives an account of the uses to which the census
houses are put. The uses of census houses have been broadly divided
into three categories viz., (i) purely residential, (ii) partly residential and
(iii) non-residential.

This table corresponds to table E-I of 1961 Census with the
difference that in 1961 the data was presented down to tehsil level.
The educational institutions, public health and medical institutions etc.,
are, however, not shown separately as in 1961 but have been included
under ‘others’. This information will however, be available in the
Establishment Table E-I which has been prepared on full count basis
and published in Part 1II-B— Establishment Tables.



TABLE H-1
H-I CENSUS HOUSES AND THE USES
‘Occupied
Census
houses Workshop-
Total vacant cum-
number at the residence
Total of time of including
Rural Census house- Shop-cum- household
State/District/City Urban houses listing Residence residence industry
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
RAJASTHAN Total 6,223,870 788,670 4,293,425 39,330 80,480
Rural 5,084,850 687,260 3,507,920 30,360 68,200
Urban 1,139,020 101,410 785,505 8,970 12,280
Ganganagar Total 281,330 31,075 215,885 2,590 1,470
Rural 228,610 27,460 179,050 2,065 1,080
Urban 52,720 3,615 36,835 525 390
Bikaner Total 127,180 18,365 91,070 640 880
Rural 73,335 14,100 52,690 300 485
Urban 53,845 4,265 38,380 340 395
Bikaner City City 41,845 2,865 30,255 300 235
Churu Total 164,005 15,025 128,735 730 1,205
Rural 106,675 8,180 89,890 395 570
Urban 57,330 6,845 38,845 335 635
Jhunjhunun Total 181,680 21.290 128,420 560 1,370
Rural 143,705 15,450 104,595 330 880
Urban 37,975 5,840 23,825 230 490
Alwar Total 338,890 42,885 213,890 980 2,325
Rural 306,655 40,590 192,415 795 1,715
Urban 32,235 2,295 21,475 185 610
Bharatpur Total 354,100 43,475 235,600 1,425 1,260
Rural 303,695 39,785 200,505 1,205 940
Urban 50,405 3,690 35,095 220 320
Sawai Madhopur Total 314,480 49,340 205,130 2,055 2,835
Rural 273,525 44,790 177,680 1,655 2,480
Urban 40,955 4,550 27,450 400 355
Jaipur Total 597,815 73,355 . 389,400 2,480 7,965
Rural 430,840 64,035 268,000 1,580 6,525
Urban 166,975 9,320 121,400 900 1,440
Jaipur City City 130,595 5,785 98,160 720 830
Sikar Total 224,260 27,315 148,560 675 3,205
Rural 178,510 20,535 120,445 425 2,510

Urban 45,750 6,780 28,115 250 695




TABLE H-1
TO WHICH THEY ARE PUT
Census houses used as
Hotels, Places of Places of
sarais, entertainments worship
dharam- and community (e. g.
shalas, \ Restaurants, gathering Temple,
- tourist Shops Business Factories, sweatmeat (Panchayatghar) Church,
homes and excluding houses workshops shops and excluding Mosque,
inspection cating and and eating places of Gurudwara
houses houses Offices worksheds places worship etc.) Others
8 9 . 10 11 12 13 14 15
18,330 174,450 21,500 80,055 13,020 4,170 82,660 627,780
14,010 87,195 10,530 40,365 5,740 3,275 68,665 561,330
4,320 87,255 10,970 39,690 7,280 895 13,995 66,450
345 9,275 ‘ 1,055 2,955 705 160 2,030 13,785
190 3,705 530 1,245 230 150 1,810 11,095
155 5,570 525 1,710 475 10 220 2,690
21 5 4,065 645 1,945 425 125 1,635 7,170
100 515 210 450 100 50 1,065 3,270
115 3,550 435 1,495 325 75 570 3,900
90 2,990 390 1,180 280 75 430 2,755
460 4,300 405 1,965 590 115 1,725 8,750
255 885 85 380 120 65 1,195 4,655
205 3,415 320 1,585 470 50 T 530 4,095
625 5,260 535 1,865 470 120 1,965 19,200
420 2,195 285 1,015 195 85 1,400 16,855
205 3,065 250 850 275 35 565 2,345
1,435 9,525 850 5,155 . 585 175 4,410 56,675
1,295 6,545 505 3,790 280 135 3,905 54,685
140 2,980 345 1,365 305 40 505 1,990
2,260 10,430 950 4,100 300 195 3,615 50,450
1,965 5,760 405 2,125 150 170 2,875 47,810
295 4,670 545 1,975 150 25 740 2,680
815 9,855 750 3,350 550 195 4,850 ’ 34,755
740 6,635 365 2,020 185 165 4,315 32,495
75 3,220 385 1,330 365 30 535 2,260
1,855 21,315 2,540 13,075 1,690 365 10,915 72,860
1,450 8,690 815 5,585 615 240 8,955 64,350
405 12,625 1,725 7,490 1,075 125 1,960 8,510
285 9,725 1,270 6,190 800 95 1,280 5,455
1,400 6,680 605 3,355 875 110 3,505 27,975
1,220 2,990 385 1,820 435 95 2,755 24,895

180 ' 3,690 220 1,535 440 15 750 3,080




TABLE H-1

H-I CENSUS HOUSES AND THE USES

Occupied
Census
houses Workshop-
Total vacant cum-
number at the _residepce
Total of time of including
Rural Census house- Shop-cum- household
State/District/City Urban houses listing Residence residence industry
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Ajmer Total 292,275 32,610 201,755 1,215 4,705
Rural 186,435 25,840 124,900 730 3,750
Urban 105,840 6,770 76,855 485 955
Ajmer City City 59,245 2,730 45,645 290 400
Tonk Total 168,925 21,280 99,415 1,000 2,465
Rural 140,270 17,470 82,525 715 1,935
Urban 28,655 3,810 16,890 285 530
Jaisalmer Total 46,670 13,075 28,690 505 665
Rural 38,065 11,130 23,765 470 600
Urban 8,605 1,945 4,925 35 65
Jodhpur Total 256,340 35,280 184,665 1,840 2,255
Rural 169,840 27,585 123,055 920 1,760
Uiban 86,500 7,695 61,610 920 495
Jodhpur City City 70,105 4,605 52,030 760 325
Nagaur Total 274,850 37,720 195,470 1,380 3,220
Rural 235,920 33,585 169,915 1,215 2,600
Urban 38,930 4.135 25,555 165 620
Pali Total 287,580 54,620 178,265 2,020 8,420
Rural 253,330 51,050 155,315 1,600 7,815
Urban 34,250 3,570 22,950 420 605
Barmer Total 176,070 38,335 122,950 1,090 2,170
Rural 160,430 37,185 112,155 990 1,790
Urban 15,640 1,150 10,795 100 380
Jalor Total 157,275 28,530 112,410 1,380 2,335
Rural 148,320 27,175 106,655 1,290 2,180
Urban 8,955 1,355 5,755 90 155
Sirohi Total 126,020 24,130 80,520 905 2,730
Rural 103,355 21,630 65,280 670 2,455
Urban 27,665 2,500 15,240 235 275
Bhilwara Total 290,825 29,080 205,055 1,435 6,315
Rural 259,480 26,410 183,525 1,245 5,825
Urban 31,345 2,670 21,530 190 490




TO WHICH THEY ARE PUT—contd.

Census houses used as

TABLE H-I

Hotels, Places of Places of )
sarais, entertainments  worship
dharam- and community (e. g
shalas, ' Restaurants, gathering Temple,
tourist Shops Business Factories sweatmeat (Panchayatghar) Church,
homes and excluding houses workshops shops and excluding Mosque,
inspection eating and and eating places of Gurudwara
houses houses Offices worksheds places worship etc.) Others
8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
865 12,365 1,570 6,225 785 255 5,055 24,870
490 3,865 710 2,145 255 195 3,930 19,625
375 8,500 860 4,080 530 60 1,125 5,245
205 4,380 385 2,200 285 30 445 2,250
290 5,500 530 2,355 305 175 4,115 31,495
220 3,320 225 1,240 150 150 3,595 28,725
70 2,180 305 1,115 155 25 520 2,770
370 760 225 300 90 10 360 1,620
360 290 75 145 25 10 270 925
10 470 150 155 65 90 695
745 8,180 1,185 3,590 410 130 2,790 15,270
400 1,770 255 985 175 75 2,030 10,830
345 6,410 930 2,605 235 55 760 4,440
270 5,445 815 2,275 195 45 560 2,780
875 7,170 650 2,640 680 210 3,025 21,610
655 4,080 410 1,305 365 175 2,400 19,215
220 3,090 240 1,535 315 35 625 2,395
950 5,345 825 3,195 660 185 5,225 27,870
820 3,275 570 2,215 410 180 4,770 25,310
130 2,070 255 980 250 5 455 2,560
505 2,825 505 1,090 155 100 1,260 5,085
415 1,490 295 615 70 90 1,080 4,255
90 1.335 210 475 85 10 180 830
430 2,175 435 810 185 60 1,260 7,265
365 1,420 255 660 165 50 1,135 6,970
65 755 180 150 20 10 125 295
495 2,150 465 1,190 355 140 1,790 11,150
390 875 215 660 160 110 1,525 9,385
105 1,275 250 530 195 30 265 1,765
580 8,380 985 4,235 520 265 5,050 28,925
415 6,320 660 3,025 285 235 4,720 _ 26,815
165 2,060 325 1,210 235 30 330 2,110




TABLE H-I

H-I CENSUS HOUSES AND THE USES

Occupied
Census
houses Workshop-
Total vacant cum-
number at the residence
Total of time of including
L Rural Census house- Shop-cum-  household
State/District/City Urban houses listing Residence residlence industry
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Udaipur Total 495,260 58,295 351,850 4,120 6,170
Rural 431,170 53,410 307,175 3,505 5,675
Urban 64,090 4,885 44,675 615 795
Udaipur City City 43,665 2,170 32,165 420 sis
Chittaurgarh Total 264,170 25.700 185,260 2,530 3,945
Rural 234,370 22,635 166,420 2,080 3,560
Urban 29,800 3,065 18,840 450 385
Dungarpur Total 113,660 7,785 91,705 1,070 1,605
Rural 104,890 7,150 85,750 915 1,430
Urban 8,770 635 5,955 155 175
Banswara Total 131,425 8,160 104,075 1,620 2,835
Rural 123,060 7,570 98,585 1,370 2,620
Urban 8.365 590 5.490 250 215
Bundi Total 110,145 12,615 80,880 755 1,410
Rural 91,035 10,510 68,255 510 1,145
Urban 19,110 2,105 12,625 245 265
Kota Total 299,165 26,560 206,545 2,595 3,980
Rural 226,100 20,855 152,825 1,935 3,585
Urban 73,065 5,705 53,720 660 395
Kota City City 55,760 4,175 42,215 470 145
Jhalawar Total 149,475 12,770 107,225 1,735 2,440
Rural 133,230 11,145 96,550 1,450 2,290
Urban 16,245 1,625 10,675 285 150




TABLE H-1
TO WHICH THEY ARE PUT—concld.
Census houses used as
Hotels, Places of Places of
sarais, entertainments  worship
dharam- . and community (e. g
shalas, . Restaurants, gathering Temple,
- tourist Shops Business Factories sweatmeat  (Panchayatghar) Church,
homes and excluding houses workshops shops and excluding Mosque,
inspection ealing and and eating places of Gurudwara
houses houses Offices worksheds places worship etc.) Others
8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
1,010 13,090 1,855 4,945 685 365 6,925 45,650
730 8,170 1,175 2,235 410 260 6,000 42,425
280 4,920 680 2,710 275 105 925 3,225
165 3,425 430 1,840 140 85 570 1,740
560 6,730 1,115 2,945 505 180 3,320 31,380
345 4,145 705 1,810 295 150 2,935 29,290
215 2,585 410 1,135 210 30 385 2,090
190 1,965 285 510 85 80 - 410 7,970
100 1,250 200 290 70 80 225 7,430
90 715 85 220 15 185 540
150 1,910 315 475 195 95 630 10,965
120 1,170 165 305 110 30 500 10,465
30 740 150 170 85 15 130 500
205 3,015 415 1,230 135 55 1,580 7,850
130 1,645 205 630 55 50 1,260 6,640
75 1,370 210 600 80 5 320 1,210
515 8,915 : 1,380 4,515 810 225 3,590 39,535
285 4,005 615 2,340 290 170 2,715 36,480
230 4,910 765 2,175 520 55 875 3,055
190 3,430 610 1,570 400 40 538G 1,935
185 3,270 425 1,840 270 80 1,625 17,610
135 2,185 210 1,330 140 60 1,300 16,435

50 1,085 215 510 130 20 325 1,175







TABLE H-1I

DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY
PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF WALL &
PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF

This table presents structural conditions of houses according to
the type of material used for wall and roof.

Wall material may be broadly divided into two groups viz.,
pucca and kutcha. The wall materials included in the pucca category
are (i) Burnt bricks, (ii) G. I. sheets or other metal sheets, (iii) Stone,
and (iv) Cement concrete, while kutcha category includes (i) Grass,
leaves, reeds or bamboo, (ii) Mud, (iii) Unburnt bricks, and (iv) Wood.
Separate information is also available for “all other materials and
materials not stated.”

Similarly roof material may be divided into pucca and kutcha
categories. The pucca category includes (i) Tiles, slate, shingle,
(i) Corrugated iron, zinc or other metal sheets, (iii) Asbestos cement
sheets, (iv) Brick and lime, (v) Stone, and (vi) Concrete, R. B. C./R. C. C.
while kutcha category consists of Grass, leaves, reeds, thatch, wood,
mud, unburnt bricks or bamboo. Information for <‘all other materials
and materials not stated’’ is also separately available in this table.

This table corresponds to table E-1V of the 1961 Census which
was prepared on 20% of the sample households living in census houses.

Appendix

An appendix to this table namely “Distribution of Residential
Census Houses by material of Wall cross-classified by material of
Roof” has been prepared for the first time in the 1971 Census. The
predominant materials of wall viz., (i) Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo,
mud, unburnt bricks, wood, (ii) Burnt-bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement, and (iii) All other materials and materials not
stated, have been cross classified by the predominant materials of roof
viz., (i) Grass, leaves, reeds, bamboo, thatch, mud, unburnt bricks or
wood, (ii) Tiles, slate, shingle, corrugated iron, zinc or other metal
sheets, brick, lime, stone and R. B. C./R. C. C,, and (iii) All other
materials and materials not stated.
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12

H-II DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT

Predominant-material

Total Grass, G. L
number leaves, Sheets or
Total of reeds other
Rural Census or Unburnt Burnt metal
State/District/City Urban houses bamboo Mud bricks Wood bricks sheets
1 2 3 4 5 T 6 7 8 9
RAJASTHAN Total 6,223,870 87,710 1,840,650 1.056,795 80,015 721,215 5,170
Rural 5,084,850 82,615 1,761,675 992,020 71,270 438,090 2,660
Urban 1,139,020 5,095 78,975 64,775 8,745 283,125 2,510
Ganganagar Total 281,330 1,185 8,950 195,600 1,035 70,280 40
Rural 228,610 1,150 7,475 182,235 585 33,340 25
Urban 52,720 35 1,475 13,365 450 36,940 15
Bikaner Total 127,180 1,720 20,755 38,095 4,155 53,035 30
Rural 73,335 1,630 20,045 32,285 4,005 10,000 20
Urban 53,845 90 710 5,810 150 43,035 10
Bikaner City City 41,845 30 445 3,960 110 33,435 10
Chury Total 164,005 5,355 21,115 29120 6,005 50,350 130
Rural 106,675 4,485 18,545 23,260 5,275 27,780 25
Urban 57,330 870 2,570 5,860 730 22,570 105
Jhunjhunun Total 181,680 520 17,870 35,170 575 67,165 100
Rural 143,705 410 17,010 32,935 415 46,570 55
Urban 37,975 110 860 2,235 160 20,595 45
Alwar Total 338,890 390 98,680 28,725 435 15,585 280
Rural 306,655 380 96,270 28,355 290 10.955 60
Urban 32,235 10 2,410 370 145 4,630 220
Bharatpur Total 354,100 815 160,515 29,165 490 62,915 100
Rural 303,695 795 150,775 27,840 275 42,525 15
Urban 50,405 20 9,740 1,325 215 20,390 85
Sawai Madhopur Total 314,480 615 106,600 42,755 550 17,790 175
Rural 273,525 470 101,570 41,720 380 12,160 70
Urban 40,955 145 5,030 1,035 170 5,630 105
Jaipur Total 597,815 1,305 222,340 58,260 2,165 21,085 625
Rural 430,840 885 205,810 56,610 605 12,105 75
Urban 166,975 420 16,530 1,650 1,560 8,980 550
Jaipur City City 130,595 395 10,445 235 1,265 . 6,295 400
..
Sikar Total 224,260 2,275 33,140 31,470 2,410 73,005 95
Rural 178,510 2,090 31,620 29,355 2,015 43,295 35
Urban 45,750 185 1,520 2,115 395 29,710 60
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TABLE H-1I
MATERIAL OF WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF
of wall Predominant material of roof
[ - N
Grass,
leaves,
reeds,
All other thatch, All other
materials wood, Corrugated materials
and mud, iron, zinc and
materials  unburnt Tiles, or other Asbestos  Brick Concrete, materials
Cement not bricks or slate, metal cement and R.B.C.y not
Stone concrete stated bamboo shingle sheets sheets lime Stone R.C.C stated
10 11 ) 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
2,427,350 3,050 1,915 1,813,275 2,013,860 183,755 11,645 99,110 1,932,475 163,525 6,225
1,733 635 1,370 1,515 1,693,485 1,908,935 110.635 6,550 58,900 1,200,735 100,750 4,860
693,715 1.680 400 119,790 104,925 73,120 5,095 40,210 731,740 62,775 1,365
4,080 85 75 224,390 7,465 2,710 435 22,660 5,745 17,325 600
3,755 5 40 198,130 6,315 1,835 220 12,070 2,555 7,200 285
325 80 35 26,260 1,150 875 215 10,590 3,190 10,125 315
9,290 85 15 69,085 90 4,545 415 1,055 49,505 2,420 65
5,260 80 10 57,220 45 3,450 220 300 10,755 1,295 50
4,030 5 5 11,865 45 1,095 195 755 38,750 1,125 15
3,850 5 9,830 45 560 195 750 29,390 1,070 5
51,655 165 110 69,745 2,015 9,095 135 4,115 75,095 3,600 205
27,270 30 5 62,135 765 3,525 50 2,935 34,975 2,140 150
24,385 135 105 7,610 1,250 5,570 85 1,180 40,120 1,460 55
60,175 20 85 77,135 1,435 8,020 120 15,635 73,975 5,225 135
46,235 5 70 71,810 900 3,820 35 10,940 52,925 3,170 105
13,940 15 15 5,325 535 4,200 85 4,695 21,050 2,055 30
194,585 175 35 179,155 1,585 4,580 155 3,685 130,450 18,275 1,005
170,165 160 20 175,530 1,135 2,990 85 3,315 105,840 16,775 985
24,420 15 15 3,625 450 1,590 70 370 24,610 1,500 20
99,945 65 920 191,010 3,335 3,245 350 5,995 132,790 17,095 280
81,375 65 30 180,395 1,185 2,020 65 4,890 102,300 12,570 270
18,570 60 10,615 2,150 1,225 285 1,105 30,490 4,525 10
145,720 255 20 39,755 78,025 4,010 1,220 3,570 180,495 7,210 195
116,975 180 38,170 75,200 2,485 620 2,380 150,960 3,580 130
28,745 75 20 1,585 2,825 1,525 600 1,190 29,535 3,630 65
291,700 285 50 280,000 14,110 30,720 780 2,665 260,140 8,915 485
154,685 35 30 261,145 13,930 14,175 165 1,735 136,415 2,980 295
137,015 250 20 18,855 180 16,545 615 930 123,725 5,935 190
111,305 240 15 11,160 100 14,175 540 65 99,200 5,270 85
81,825 20 20 85,275 1,320 8,835 50 16,235 110,395 2,135 15
70,070 15 15 81,305 1,250 4,650 30 8,440 81,350 1,475 10
11,755 5 5 3,970 70 4,185 20 29,045 660 5

7,795
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TABLE H-IT
H-II DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT
Predominant material
-
Total Grass, G. L
number leaves, i’ Sheets or
Total of reeds ‘ other
Rural Census or Unburnt Burnt metal
State/District/City Urban houses bamboo Mud bricks Wood bricks sheets
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Ajmer Total 292,275 640 59,510 20,120 1,200 17,115 335
Rural 186,435 610 55,570 17,845 350 2,840 75
Urban 105,840 30 3,940 2,275 850 14,275 260
Ajmer City City 59,245 15 1,525 1,965 520 7,250 210
Tonk Total 168,925 85 100,355 18,785 260 3,465 20
Rural 140,270 65 - 92,220 17,515 110 2,590 15
Urban 28,655 20 8,135 1,270 150 875 5.
Jaisalmer Total 46,670 610 18,745 2,760 3,240 1,020 45
Rural 38,0065 580 18,660 2,555 3,215 620 40
Urban 8,605 30 85 205 25 400 5
Jodhpur Total 256,340 2,175 58,595 41,945 6,515 6,840 120
Rural 169,840 1,785 55,790 37,945 6,340 5,025 10
Urban 86,500 390 2,805 4,000 175 1,815 110
Jodhpur City City 70,105 220 1,200 610 165 1,645 100
Nagaur Total 274,850 10,525 53,695 45,750 5,570 16,750 145
Rural 235,920 10,325 52,700 44,140 5,230 15,195 85
Urban 38,930 200 995 1,610 340 1,555 60
Pali Total 287,580 1,285 27,745 126,645 865 75,705 60
Rural 253,330 - 1,180 27,455 120,930 715 61,925 40
Urban 34,250 105 290 5,715 150 13,780 20
Barmer Total 176,070 2,855 89,790 45,200 9,220 7,670 240
Rural 160,430 2,705 83,645 43,460 9,030 5,265 220
Urban 15,640 150 1,145 1,740 190 2,405 20
Jalor Total 157,275 930 43,340 81,430 980 22,940 5
Rural 148,320 875 42,860 78,875 965 19,295
Urban 8,955 55 480 2,555 15 3,645 5
Sirohi Total 126,020 3,050 10,745 54,490 1,115 41,500 115
Rural 103,355 2,915 10,520 50,880 965 29,920 15
Urban 22,665 135 225 3,610 150 11,580 100
Bhilwara Total 290,825 150 120,710 27,560 735 17,730 90
Rural 259,480 145 117,995 25,355 440 8,310 30
31,345 5 2,715 2,205 295 9,420 60

Urban
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- TABLE H-II
MATERIAL OF WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF—contd.
of wall Predominant material of roof
—t
Grass,
leaves,
reeds,
All other thatch, All other
materials wood, Corrugated materials
‘and mud, iron, zinc and
) materials uqburnt Tiles, or other Asbestos Brick Concrete, materials
Cement not bricks or slate, metal cement and R.B.C./ not
Stone concrete  stated bamboo shingle sheets sheets lime Stone R.C.C. stated
10 11 : 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
193,285 40 30 57,630 42,925 11,015 780 4,045 166,735 8,985 160
109,125 10 10 55,405 40,105 2,455 25 1,630 80,365 6,365 85
84,160 30 20 2,225 2,820 8,560 755 2,415 86,370 2,620 75
47,730 10 20 880 560 7,720 725 1,070 46,720 1,540 30
45,015 940 35,855 88,825 6,685 160 685 34,555 1,085 1,075
26,815 940 32,510 80,780 5,665 30 360 19,150 730 1,045
18,200 3,345 8,045 1,020 130 325 15,405 355 30
20,210 30 10 37,855 360 825 90 15 7{255 200 70
12,355 30 10 33,755 345 800 90 15 2,895 95 70
7,855 - 4,100 15 25 4,360 105
140,090 30 30 99,810 19,830 6.450 305 3,055 119,780 6,870 240
62,915 20 10 95,170 14,845 4,765 260 405 49,125 5,105 165
77,175 10 20 4,640 4,985 1,685 45 2,650 70,655 1,765 75
66,145 5 15 3,510 360 1,470 40 2,485 60,525 1,670 45
142,375 5 35 110,025 1,910 17,770 575 2,795 136,275 5,420 80
108,215 5 25 106,815 1,385 16,820 525 1,840 103,680 4,810 45
34,160 v 10 3,210 525 950 50 955 32,595 610 35
55,200 60 15 28,480 171,810 5,130 965 525 72,495 8,080 95
41,030 40 15 28,000 161,005 4,055 800 420 51,625 7,340 85
14,170 20 . 480 10,805 1,075 165 105 20,870 740 10
21,045 35 15 125,030 22,020 7,840 630 175 18,935 1,260 180
11,055 35 15 122,105 21,655 7,210 575 95 7,800 850 140
9,990 . . 2,925 365 630 55 80 11,135 410 40
7,635 5 10 47,895 87.520 7,415 420 210 12,520 1,225 70
5,440 5 5 46,580 84,960 6,030 370 185 9,045 1,120 30
2,195 5 1,315 2,560 1,385 50 25 3.475 105 40
14,900 80 25 5,455 87,320 7,150 270 330 14,750 10,675 70
8,105 10 25 4,790 80,630 3,970 80 245 7,755 5,845 40
6,795 70 665 6,690 3,180 190 85 6,995 4,830 30
123,785 30 35 8,750 207,110 2,400 460 5,550 60,760 5.695 100
107,155 20 30 8,475 197,285 1,315 370 3,095 44 485 4,370 85
16,630 10 5 275 9,825 1,085 90 2,455 16,275 1,325 15
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TABLE H-II
H-1I DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT
Predominant material
Total Grass, G.1
number ieaves, Sheets or
Total of 1eeds other
Rural Census or Unburnt Burnt metal
State/District/City Urban houses bamboo Mud bricks Wood bricks sheets
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Udaipur Total 495,260 6,395 161,490 13,430 4,210 16,240 310
: Rural 431,170 6,315 159,405 12,825 3,785 8,010 70
Urban 64,090 80 2,085 605 425 8,230 240
Udaipur City City 43,665 60 1,130 260 365 5,680 230
Chittaurgarh Total 264,170 2,680 129,225 3,100 2,595 7,145 750
Rural 234,370 2,550 125,335 1,795 2,410 3,495 725
Urban 29,800 130 3,890 1,305 185 3,650 25
Dungarpur Total 113,660 1,975 63,560 6,600 '4,630 16,815 70
Rural 104,890 1,970 62,965 6,540 4,525 15,020 35
Urban 8,770 5 595~ 60 105 1,795 35
Banswara Total 131,425 35,570 56,270 4,210 13,400 17,600 30
Rural 123,060 34,420 55,570 2,905 13,170 12,780 20
Urban 8,365 1,150 700 1,305 230 4,820 10
Bundi Total 110,145 825 20,010 21,270 695 3,215 775
Rural 91,035 800 18,790 20,725 370 870 740
Urban 19,110 25 1,220 545 325 2,345 35
Kota Total 299,165 2,285 61,525 52,315 5,985 6,505 370
Rural 226,100 1,620 55.230 50,525 4,900 1,945 115
Urban 73,065 665 6,295 1,790 1,085 4,560 255
Kota City City 55,760 570 3.145 670 870 2,235 195
Jhalawar Total 149,475 1,495 75.375 2,825 980 11,750 115
Rural 133,230 1,460 72,845 2,610 905 6,255 45
Urban 16,245 35 2.530 215 75 5,495 70
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TABLE H-I1
MATERIAL OF WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF—concld.
of wall Predominant material of roof
A
Grass.
leaves,
reeds,
All other thatch, All other
materials wood, ‘ Corrugated materials
N and mud, iron, zinc and
materials unburnt Tiles, or other Asbestos  Brick Concrete, materjals
Cement * not bricks or slate, metal cement and R.B.C./ not
Stone concrete  stated bamboo shingle sheets sheets lime Stone R.C.C. stated
10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
292,495 625 65 8,095 382,025 6,745 1,170 1,185 80,305 15,520 215
240,515 200 45 6,740 369,690 2,760 780 720 44,165 6,130 185
51,980 -425 20 1,355 12,335 3,985 390 465 36,140 9,390 30
35,510 425 i' 5 565 6,080 3,350 350 435 28,530 4,355 e
118,420 225 30 5,475 205,320 13,095 350 785 36,020 2,835 290
97,970 75 15 5,240 195,875 7,400 305 485 22,815 2,135 115
20,450 150 15 235 9,445 5,695 45 300’ 13,205 700 175
19,950 30 30 1,150 103,575 1,660 145 85 6,620 370 55
13,795 30 10 1,105 99,730 1,010 60 60 2,590 315 20
6,155 20 45 3,845 650 85 25 4,030 55 35
4,295 40 10 2,690 120,110 3,450 60 25 4,610 460 20
4,180 5 10 2,235 116,430 1,510 45 15 2,645 160 20
115 35 455 3,680 1,940 15 10 1,965 300 e
62,985 290 80 2,705 76.545 2,345 810 510 24,465 2,530 235
48,595 65 80 2,355 72,105 1,585 385 425 13,565 415 200
14,390 225 350 4,440 760 425 85 10,900 2,115 35
169,960 165 55 14,325 181,050 3,840 765 2,810 88,480 7,740 155
111,655 60 50 10,000 168,725 1,470 330 1,455 41,880 2,105 135
58,305 105 5 4,325 12,325 2,370 435 1,355 46,600 5,635 20
47,970 100 5 4,185 6,400 1,555 410 1,110 37,855 4,230 15
56,730 205 6,500 106,225 4,180 30 710 29,325 2,325 130
48,925 185 6,365 102,660 2,865 30 445 19,075 1,675 115
7,805 20 135 3,565 1,315 265 10,250 700 15
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H-11 DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF

APPENDIX

Distribution of Residential Census Houses by material of Wall cross-classified by material of Roof

Predominant material of roof

- Tiles, slate,
shingle,
QGrass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc or
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets,
thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
number unburnt brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and materials
Rural Census or R.B.C./ not
State/District/City Urban Houses Predominant material of wall wood R.C C stated
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
RAJASTHAN ~Total 4,427,835 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 1,100,300 1,166,700 950
IT Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 2C5,400 1,950,495 2,385
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated 120 135 1,350
Rural 3,617,820 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 1,038,635 1,103,365 825
Il Burnt bricks, G. [. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 170,720 1,301,135 1,735
I All other materials and materials
not stated 105 10 1,270
Urban 810,015 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 61,645 63,335 125
II Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 34,680 649,360 650
IIT  All other materials and materials
not stated 15 125 30
Ganganagar Total 220,815 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 163,165 5,960 40
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 18,280 33,025 300
III All other materials and materials '
not stated ' 25 20
Rural 182,895 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 150,605 5,380 20
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or aother metal
sheets, stone, cement 10,240 16,460 170
I All other materials and materials
not stated 20
Urban 37,920 T Grass. leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 12,560 580 20
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal.
sheets, stone, cement 8,040 16,565 130

Im

All other materials and materials
not stated

20




19

APPENDIX-—contd.

APPENDIX : TABLE H-1I
H-1 DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF

WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF

Distribution of Residential Census Houses by material of Wall cross-classified by material of Roof

Predominant material of roof
-

Tiles, slate,

shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc of
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets.
thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
. number unburnt brick, lime, and
Totai of bricks stone and materials
L , Rural Census or R.B C./ not
State/District/City  Urban Houses Predominant material of wall wood R.C.C. stated
1 b3 3 4 5 6 7
T
Bikaner Total ° 92,965 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 45,980 3,445 15
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 6,760 36,740 15
Il All other materials and materials )
not stated 10
Rural 53,685 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud, -
unburnt bricks, wood 40,985 2,735 10
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 2,065 7,875 10
III All other materials and materials
not stated we . 5
Urban 39,280 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud.
unburnt bricks, wood 4,995 710 5
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metai
sheets, stone, cement - 4.695 28,865 5
I All other materials and materials
not stated 5
Bikaner City City 30,925 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 3,615 420 5
IT Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 4,575 22.310
Ifl All other materials and materials
not stated
Churu Total 131,240 I Gerass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 47,425 5,045 75
1I Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other me1al
sheets, stone, cement 12,445 66,110 90
11T All other materials and materials
not stated 5 35 - 10
Rural 91,220 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 42,215 2,270 50
IT Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 11,580 35,015 85
1II  All other materials and materials
not stated o .
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APPENDIX—contd,

Distribution of Residential Census Houses by material of Wall cross-classified by material of Roof .

Predominant material of roof
A

a Tiles, slate, B
shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, ztnc or
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets,
thatch, asbestos Al other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
number unburnt brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and  materials
Rural Census or R.B.C./ not
State/District/City Urban Houses Predominant material of wal} wood R.C.C ) s}ated
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Churu—contd. Urban 40,020 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburat bricks, wood 5.210 2,775 25
I Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 865 34,095 5
11T All other materials and materials
not stated 35 10
Jhunjhunun Total 130,820 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 40,820 1,310 10
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 17,925 70,670 15
1IT All other materials and materials
not stated 5 10 55
Rural 106,135 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 38,610 710 10
IT Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 15,650 51,080 15
ITT  All other materials and materials
not stated 5 55
Urban 24,685 I Grass, leaves, reeds or hamboo., mud,
unburnt bricks, wood ’ 2,210 600
I Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 2,275 19,590
H1 Al other materials and materials
not stated 10
Alwar Total 217,725 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
’ vnburnt bricks, wood : 80,435 2.245 30
Il Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement , 33 470 100,805 710
1II Al other materials and materials
not stated 15 15
Rural 195,335 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 78,340 1,785 30
1T Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other-metal
sheets, stone, cement 32,370 82,085 710
IIT  All other materials and materials
not stated 10 5
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APPENDIX—contd.

APPENDIX : TABLE H-I

H-II DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF

Distribution of Residential Census Houses by material of Wall cross-classified by material of Roof

Predominant material of roof

Tiles, slate,

shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc of
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets.
thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
number unburnt brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and materials
Rural Census or R.B C./ not
State;District/City  Urban Houses Predominant material of wall wood R.C.C. stated
1 2 "3 4 5 6 7
|
Alwar—contd. Urban 22,390 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 2,095 460
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 1,100 18,720 .
III All other materials and materials
not stated 5 10
Bharatpur Total 239,020 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud, .
unburnt bricks, wood 115,375 14,550 115
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 12,445 96,400 60
I1I All other materials and materials
not stated 25 40 10
Rural 203,250 1 Grass, leaves. reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 107,895 12,430 115
1 Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 11,095 71,625 60
11T Al other materials and materials
not stated .20 10
Urban 35,770 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 7,480 2,120
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 1,350 24,775
IIT Al other materials and materials
not stated 5 40
Sawai Madhopur Total 210,880 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 17,175 86,360 50
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 7,225 99,965 85
III Al other materials and materials
not stated 20
Rural 182,520 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 16,625 81,840 50
I Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
shects, stone, cement 6,620 71,350 35
IIT All other materials and materials

not stated
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APPENDIX—contd.

Distribution of Residential Census Houses bv material of Wall cross—classified by material of Roof

Predominant material of roof
A

—

Tiles, slate,

-~

shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc or
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets,
thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
number unburnt brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and materials
. Rural Census or R.8.C./ not’
State/District/City Urban Houses Predominant material of wall wood R.C.C. stated
I 2 3 4 5 6 7
S. Madhopur—centd. Urban 28,360 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 550 4,520 -
I Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 605 22,615 50
1IT  All other materials and materials
not stated 20
Jaipur Total 401,290 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 169,880 22,970 135
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 22,160 185,925 185
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated 5 30
Rural 277,100 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud, .
unburnt bricks, wood 158,240 17,750 125
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 17,410 83,505 50
III All other materials and materials
not stated 20
Urban 124,190 1 Gerass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 11,640 5,220 10
1T Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 4,750 102,420 135
IIT All other materials and'materials
not stated ' 5 10
Jaipur City City 100,055 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 6,700 4,090 10
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement ! 3,620 85,575 45
ITI  All other materials and materials
not stated 5 10
Sikar Total 153,100 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 47,990 2,175
Il  Burnt bricks, G. T. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 13,020 89,890 5
III  All other materials and materials
not stated 10 . 10
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APPENDIX : TABLE H-I1

H-11 DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL AND PREDOMINA!ST MATERIAL OF ROOF

APPENDIX—contd.
Distribution of Residential Census Houses by material of Wall cross-classified by material of Roof

Predominant material of roof
-

Tiles, slate,

shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc of
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets.
thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
‘ number unburnt brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and materials
Rural Census or R.B C/y not
State/District/City  Urban Houses Predominant material of wall wood R.C. C. stated
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Sikar—contd. Rural 123,890 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 45,730 1,165
I1 Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 12,070 64,905 5
IIT1  All other materials and materials
not stated 10 5
Urban 29,210 I Gerass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 2,260 1.010
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metai
sheets, stone, cement 950 24,985
III All other materials and materials
not stated 5
Ajmer Total 208,295 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt biicks, wood 27,850 27,405 20
II Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets. stone, cement . 12,270 140,675 65
III All other materials and materials
not stated 10
Rural 129,765 I Grass, leaves, reeds-or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 27,035 24,545 15
IT Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 11,315 66,810 40
III  All other materials and materials
not stated 5
Urban 78,530 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bambob, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 815 2,860 5
II Burnt bricks, G. I sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 955 73,865 25
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated 5
Ajmer City City 46,525 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 325 1,220
IT Burnt bricks, G. I sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 405 44,560 10

HI All other materials and materials
not stated 5
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H-H DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF

APPENDIX~—contd.

Distribution of Residential Census Houses bv material of Wall cross—classified by material of Roof

Predominant material of roof

.

Tiles, slate,

shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc or
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets,
thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
number unburnt brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and materials
Rural Census or R.B.C./ not
State/District/City  Urban Houses Predominant material of wall wqod R. C C i stated
1 ' 2 3 4 5 6 7
Tonk Total 103,210 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 19,940 56,245 55
IT Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 890 25,135 5
IH All other materials and materials
not stated 940
Rural 85,445 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 17,820 51,075 35
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 740 14,830 5
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated 940
Urbaa 17,765 1 Grass, leaves reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 2,120 5,170 20
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 150 10,305 .
HI All other materials and materials
not stated
Jaisalmer Total 30,015 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
- unburnt bricks, wood 16,530 510 .
IT Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 8,345 4,605 20
IIT A1l other materials and matcrials
not stated : 5
Rural 24,965 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 16,270 485
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement , 6,260 1,925 20
TIT  All other materials and materials
not stated . 5
Urban 5,050 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 260 25
1T Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 2,085 2,680
IIT A1l other materials and materials

not stated
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APPENDIX—contd.

APPENDIX : TABLE H-II

H-II DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF

Predominant material of roof
A

Tiles, slate,

shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc or
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets,
thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
) number unburnt brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and materials
Rural Census . or R.B.C./ not
State/District/City Urban Houses Predominant material of wall wood R.C.C. stated
1 2. 3 4 5 6 7
Jodhpur Total’I 189,385 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 67,745 16,770 85
II Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 10,640 94,040 90
111 All other materials and materials
not stated 5 10
Rural 126,020 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 65,555 13,930 80
II Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 8,795 37,670 50
IIT Al other materials and materials
not stated 5 5
Urban 63,295 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 2,190 2,840 5
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 1,845 56,370 40
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated . 5
Jodhpur City City 53,340 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 1,620 335 5
IT Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 1,565 49,795 15
IIT  All other materials and materials
not stated 5
Nagaur Total 200,740 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 75,245 13,290 25
IT Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 8,055 104,060 35
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated 10 . 20
Rural 174,260 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 73,195 12,795 10
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets, or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 7,495 80,720 20
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated 10 . 15
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APPENDIX : TABLE H-II '
H-I1 DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF

APPENDIX—contd.
Distribution of Residential Census Houses by material of Wall cross-classified by material of Roof

Predominant material of roof
-

Tiles, slate,

shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc of
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets.
thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
number unburnt brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and materials
Rural Census . or R.B C./ not
State/District/City  Urban Houses Predominant material of wall wood R.C. C. stated
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Nagaur—contd. Urban 26,480 T Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 2,050 495 15
IT Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 560 23,340 15
TIT  All other materials and materials
not stated 5
Pali Total 189,310 T Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 15,980 92,770 40
IT Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 2,720 77,770 20
ITT  All other materials and materials
not stated 5 5
Rural 165,250 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 15,745 87,640 40
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 2,640 59,165 10
1II  All other materials and materials
not stated 5 5
Urban 24,060 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 235 5,130
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement . 80 18,605 10
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated
Barmer Total 126,645 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mﬁd,
unburnt bricks, wood 87,420 20,300 65
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement ’ 3,760 15,060 30
11T All other materials and materials
not stated 10
Rural 115,310 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud, 7
unburnt bricks, wood 85,300 19,625 55
IT Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 3,370 6,925 25

ITI  All other materials and materials
not stated 10
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APPENDIX : TABLE H-II

H-II DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF

APPENDIX—contd.
Distribution of Residential Census Houses by material of Wall cross-classified by material of Roof

Predominant material of roof
-

Tiles, slate,

shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc of
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets.
‘ thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
\ * number unburnt brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and materials
Rural Census . or R.B C./ not
State/District/City  Urban Houses Predominant material of wali wood R.C.C. stated
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Barmer—contd. Urbani 11,335 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 2,120 675 10
I Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 390 8,135 5
ITT All other materials and materials
not stated
Jalor Total 116,505 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
- unburnt bricks, wood 35,085 62,420 10
II Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 930 18,025 30
IIT All other materials and materials
. not stated 5
Rural ) 110,465 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 34,445 60,490 10
II Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 635 14,870 10
III All other materials and materials
not stated 5
Urban 6,040 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks. wood 640 1,930
If Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 295 3,155 20
ITT  All other materials and materials
not stated
Sirohi Total 84,425 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 2,890 47,725
I1 Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 710 33,050 35
IIT  All other materials and materials
not stated 15
Rural 68,555 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 2,795 44,460
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 380 20,900 5

III All other materials and materials
not stated 15
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APPENDIX : TABLE H-II
H-1I DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF

APPENDIX—contd.
Distribution of Residential Census Houses by material of Wall cross-classified by material of Roof

Predominant material of roof
A,

-~ -
sTiles, slate,
" shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc of
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets.
thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
number unburnt * brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and materials
Rural Census or R.B C./ not
State/District/City  Urban Houses Predominant material of wall wood R.C.C. stated
I 2 3 4 5 6 . 7
Sirohi—contd. Urban 15,870 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamﬁoo, mud,
. unburnt bricks, wood 95 3,265
IT1 Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 330 12,150 30
IIT  All other materials arid materials
not stated
Bhilwara Total 213,340 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 4,065 108,625 35
IT Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 1,665 97,895 20
III All other materials and materials
not stated 5 30
Rural 191,050 I Grass, lcaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 4,005 105,985 35
I1 Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal .
sheets, stone, cement 1,570 79,410 15
IIT All other marerials and materials .
not stated s 30
Urban 22,290 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
upburnt bricks, wood 60 3,640
II Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 95 18,485 5
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated 5
Udaipur Total 363,510 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 2,485 143,690 40
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement ) 3,505 213,645 115
111 All other materials and materials
not stated 5 25
Rural 317,290 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bambeo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 2,365 141,640 40
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement ' 2,600 170,520 95

III Al other materials and materials
not stated S 25
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APPENDIX : TABLE H-II

H-II DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF

APPENDIX~contd.

Distribution of Residential Census Houses by material of Wall cross—classified by material of Roof

Predominant material of roof
A

Tiles, slate,

shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc or
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets,
thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
number | unburnt brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and materials
Rural Census or R.B.C./ not
State/District/City Urban ' Houses Predominant material of wall wood R.C.C. stated
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Udaipur—contd. Urban 46,220 . 1 Grass,leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
’ unburnt bricks, wood 120 2,050
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 905 43,125 20
III All other materials and materials
not stated
Udaipur City City 33,185 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud, =
- unburnt, bricks, wood 90 1,160
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 335 31,600
III All other materials and materials
not stated
Chittaurgarh Total 192,435 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 2,080 102,830 30
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other meta]
sheets, stone, cement 2,230 85,085 165
IIT  All other materials and materials
not stated 10 5
Rural 172,720 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 2,035 98,920 20
IT Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 2,160 69,505 75
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated . 5
Urban 19,715 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 45 3910 10
II Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 7¢ 15,580 90
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated 10
Dungarpur Total 94,720 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 910 67,195 10
II Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 85 26,485 35
IIT All other materials and materials ’

not stated
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H-II DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF -
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APPENDIX—contd.

Distribution of Residential Census Houses by material of Wall cross-classified by material of Roof

Predominant material of roof
A

~

Tiles, slate,

shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc or
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets, .
thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
number unburnt brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and materials
Rural Census or R.B.C./ not
State/District/City Urban Houses Predominant material of wall wood R. €. C. stated
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Dungarpur—contd. Rural 88,415 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 910 66,550 10
I1 Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 60 20,880 5
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated . .
Urban 6,305 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 645
II Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 25 5,605 30
III All other materials and materials
not stated ..
Banswara Total 108,930 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 1,945 91,815 5
I1 Burat bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal .
sheets, stone, cement 275 14,880 s
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated ] 5
Rural 102,910 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 1,670 89,195 5
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
- sheets, stone, cement 215 11,815 5
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated . . 5
Urban 6,020 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 275 2,620 .-
II Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement ‘ 60 3,065
IIT Al other materials aad materials !
not stated ( . .
Bundi Total 83,260 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 1,310 31,785 25
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 885 49,050 135
III All other materials and materials
not stated 15 5 50
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APPENDIX : TABLE H-II

H-II DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF

APPENDIX—contd.

Distribution of Residential Census Houses by material of Wall cross—classified by material of Roof

Predominant material of roof
A

Tiles, slate,

shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc or
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets, -
thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
number unburnt brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and materials
L Rural Census or R.B.C./ not
State/District/City Urb;m Houses Predominant material of wall wood R.C.C stated
) 1 2: 3 4 5 6 7
= 1
Bundi- contd. Rural 70,105 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 1,260 30,390 25
IT Burat bricks, G. L sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 720 37,535 105
11T All other materials and materials
not stated 15 5 50
Urban 13,155 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 50 1,395
IT Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 165 11,515 30
IIT All other materials and materials
not stated
Kota Total 213,665 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 6,960 80,285 10
IT Burnt bricks, G. 1. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement . 4,170 122,130 55
III All other materials and materials
not stated . .. 55
Rural 158,735 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 5,420 73,705 20
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 2,150 77,350 40
III All other materials and materials
not stated 50
Urban 54,930 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 1,540 6,580
II Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 2,020 44,780 5
II1 All other materials and materials
not stated 5
Kota City City 42,960 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud, :
unburnt bricks, wood 1,430 2,880
11 Burnt bricks, G. I. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 2,020 36,625
IIT  All other materials and materials
not stated . 5




APPENDIX : TABLE H-II

H-11 DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL AND PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF ROOF

APPENDIX—concld.
Distribution of Residential Census Houses by material of Wall cross-classified by material of Roof

Predominant material of roof

r A ~
Tiles, slate,
shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc of
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets.
thatch, asbestos All other
Total mud, cement sheets, materials
number uhburnt brick, lime, and
Total of bricks stone and materials
Rural Census or R.B C.J not
State/District/City  Urban Houses Predominant material of wall wood R.C.C. stated
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Jhalawar Total 111,590 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 3,615 57,980 15
II Burnt bricks, G. L sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 535 49,375 70
III Al other materials and materials
not stated
Rural 100,460 1 Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
' unburnt bricks, wood 3,585 55,870 15
II Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 515 40,405 70
IIL  All other materials and materials
not stated
Urban 11,130 I Grass, leaves, reeds or bamboo, mud,
unburnt bricks, wood 30 2,110
II Burnt bricks, G. L. sheets or other metal
sheets, stone, cement 20 8,970

TTI All other materials and materials
pot stated '




TABLE H-111

HOUSEHOLDS CLASSIFIED BY
NUMBER OF MEMBERS AND BY
NUMBER OF ROOMS OCCUPIED

This table will help the reader in appreciating the extent of
congestion and overcrowding in the households as the households
have been classified by number of members and by number of rooms
occupied.

It will be observed that the number of members has come out
to be less than the number of households in some cases under the
category of ‘Households within un-specified number of rooms’. This
was primarily on account of the fact that the housecholds were away on
pilgrimage, tour etc. at the time of houselisting and the number of
members could not be ascertained.

This table corresponds to table E-V of 1961 Census excepting
that additional information for ¢“households having unspecified number
of rooms” and ‘*households with details unspecified”” have been shown.
Institutional households have not been reckoned for purposes of this
table.
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TABLE H-1V

HOUSEHOLDS CLASSIFIED BY SIZE
AND TENURE STATUS

This table reflects the composition of households ¢. g., house-
holds having 1 person, 2 persons etc. and by their tenure status i. e.
whether living in owned or rented houses. The institutional households,
however, have been excluded from this table.

This table somewhat corresponds to table E-II of 1961 Census.
Tn 1961 Census, households living in census houses used wholly or partly
as dwellings, were classified by tenure status whereas in 1971 Census
households with number of members have been classified by tenure

status.
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TABLE H-1V
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H-IV HOUSEHOLDS CLASSIFIED BY SIZE AND TENURE STATUS

Total Households having number of persons
No. of A

Total Census Six and No of

.. . Rural Tenure House- One Two Three Four Five more Persoas
State/District/City Urban Status holds Person Persons Persons Persons Persons Persons unspecified

J 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
RASASTHAN Total Total 4,509,820 258,855 372,085 465220 599,365 650,715  2,148.885 14,695
Owned 4,007 475 165,175 306,140 402,665 532,790 589,420 2,006,720 4,565

Rented 502,345 93,680 65,945 62,555 66,575 61,295 142,165 10,130

Rural Total 3,682 065 186,445 295,270 383,415 499,475 546.665 1,769,970 825

Owned 3,519,870 143,440 272,200 362,670 478,100 528,120 1,734 580 760

Rented 162,195 43,005 23,070 20,745 21,375 18,545 35390 65

Urban Total 827,755 72410 76815 81,805 99,890 104,050 378,915 13,870

Owned 487,605 21,735 33,940 39,995 54,690 61,300 272,140 3,805

Rented 340,150 50,675 42,875 41,810 45,200 42,750 106,775 10,065

Ganganagar Total Total 223,690 11,445 15,165 18,565 24,340 27,875 125,815 485
Owned 184,535 6,040 10,680 14,005 19,235 22,705 111,595 225

Rented 39,155 5,405 4,485 4,560 5,055 5,170 14.22C 2¢0

Rural Total 184,875 8,180 11,685 15,130 20,055 23,045 106.595 185

Owned 162,970 5,340 9,520 12,685 17,075 20,080 93,090 180

Rented 21,905 2,840 2,165 2,445 2,980 2,965 8,505 5

Urban Total 38,815 3,265 3,480 3,435 4,285 4,830 19,220 300

Owned 21,565 700 1,160 1,320 2,210 2,625 13,505 45

Rented 17,250 2,565 2,320 2,115 2,075 2,205 5,715 255

Bikaner Total Total 93,905 5,620 6,725 7,635 9.545 11,590 51,325 1,465
Owned 77,370 3,435 5,110 5,985 7,605 9,450 45,390 395

Rented 16,535 2,185 1,615 1,650 1.940 2,140 5,935 1,070

Rural Total 53,940 2,920 3,845 4,520 5,770 6,795 29,980 110

Owned 51,255 2,215 3,530 4,150 5,415 6,530 29,315 160

Rented 2,685 705 315 370 355 265 665 10

Urban Total 39,965 2,700 2,880 3,115 3,775 4,795 21,345 1,355

Owned 26,115 1,220 1,580 1,835 2,190 2,920 16,075 295

Rented 13,850 1,480 1,300 1,280 1,585 1,875 5,270 1,060

Bikaner City City Total 31,375 2,185 2,360 2,515 2,985 3,840 16,600 890
Owned 19,450 910 1,200 1,360 1,655 2,200 11,960 165

Rented 11,925 1,275 1,160 1,155 1,330 1,640 4,640 725

Churu Total Total 136,565 5,695 7,795 10,115 13,685 16,645 82,075 555
Owned 127,915 4,205 6,890 9,285 12,730 15,705 78,905 195

Rented 8,650 1,490 905 830 955 940 3,170 360
Rural Total 94,455 3,500 5,195 7,070 9,550 11,903 57,190 45
Owned 92,835 2,970 4,950 6,930 9,395 11,725 56,810 45
Rented 1,620 530 235 140 155 180 380

Urban Total 42,110 2,195 2,600 3,045 4,135 4,740 24,885 510
Owned 35,080 1,235 1,930 2,355 3,335 3,980 22,095 150
Rented 7,030 960 670 690 800 760 2,790 360
Jhunjhunun Total Total 142,795 5,250 8,135 10,495 14,835 18,665 84,770 645
Owned 136,400 3,845 7,340 9,890 14,00 18,015 82,940 280
Rented 6,395 1,405 795 605 745 650 1,830 365
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. TABLE H-IV
H-1IV HOUSEHOLDS BY SIZE AND TENURE STATUS—contd.
|
Total Households having number of persons
No. of . A

Total Census Six and No. of

L Rurai Tenure  House- One Two Three Four Five more Persons
State/District/City Urban Status holds Person  Persons Persons Persons Persons Persons unspecified
1 2 3 4 "5 6 7 8 9 10 1
Jhunjhunun-contd. Rural Total 116,400 3,530 6,455 8,515 12,055 15,535 70,270 40
Owned 114,690 2,960 6,190 8,365 11,860 15,380 69,895 40

Rented 1,710 570 265 150 195 155 375

Urban Total 26,395 1,720 1,680 1,980 2,780 3,130 14,500 605

Owned - 21,710 885 1,150 1,525 2,230 2,635 13,045 240

' Rented 4,685 835 530 455 550 495 1,455 365

Alwar Total 'Total 220,150 10,360 13,690 18,040 25,035 30,595 121,555 875
"Owned 207,435 7,720 12,155 16,525 23,540 29,210 118,100 185

Rented 12,715 2,640 1,535 1,515 1,495 1,385 3,455 690

Rural Total 197,490 8,260 11,840 15,910 22,385 27,835 111,175 85

Owned 193,065 6,960 11,305 15,430 21,910 27,395 110,000 65

Rented 4,425 1,300 535 480 475 440 1,175 20

Urban Total 22,660 2,100 1,850 2,130 2,650 2,760 10,380 790

Owned 14,370 760 850 1,095 1,630 1,815 8,100 120

Rented 3,290 1,340 1,000 1,035 1,020 945 2,280 670

Bharatpur Total Total 241,710 12,570 15,475 20,955 29,200 34,560 128,285 665
Owned 227,565 9,795 13,820 19,330 27,320 32,880 124,225 195

Rented 14,145 2,775 1,655 1,625 1,880 1,680 4,060 470

Rural Total 205,335 9,735 12,785 17,690 24,875 30,005 110.220 25

Owned 201,500 8,585 12,350 17,260 24,360 29,580 109,345 20

Rented 3,835 1,150 435 430 515 425 875 5

Urban Total 36,375 2,835 2,690 3,265 4,325 4,555 18,065 640

Owned 26,065 1,210 1,470 2,070 2,960 3,300 14,880 175

Renied 10,310 1,625 1,220 1,195 1,365 1,255 3,185 465

Sawai Madhopur Total Total 212,720 12,900 16,465 21,550 28,900 31,415 100,190 1,30
Owned 195,675 8,830 14,380 19,735 26,880 29,505 95,825 520

Rented 17,045 4,070 2,085 1,815 2,020 1,910 4,365 780

Rural Total 184,155 9,780 13,720 19,000 25,510 27,920 88,195 30

Owned 178,180 7,900 12,935 18,285 24,835 27,275 86,920 30

Rented 5,975 1,880 785 715 675 645 1,275

Urban Tot;l 28,565 3,120 2,745 2,550 3,390 3,495 11,995 1,270

Owned 17,495 930 1,445 1,450 2,045 2,230 8,905 490

Rented 11,070 2,190 1 300 1,100 1.345 1,265 3,090 780

Jaipur Total Total 409,290 24,550 32,695 39,440 51,340 55,720 204,475 1,070
Owned 343,605 14,130 24,675 31,555 42,260 46,900 183,725 360

Rented 65,685 10,420 8,020 7,885 9,080 8,820 20,750 710

Rural Total 282,800 14,430 21,155 26,495 35,230 38,755 146,665 70

Owned 275,035 11,600 20,190 25,675 34,335 38,020 145,155 60

7,765 2,830 965 820 895 735 1,510 10

Rented
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H-1V HOUSEHOLDS CLASSIFIED BY SIZE AND TENURE STATUS—contd.

Total Households having number of persons
No. of ‘ A ~
Total Census Sixand  No. of
Rural Tenure House- One Two Three Four Five more Persons
State/District/City Urban Status holds Person  Persons Persons Persons Persons Persons unspecified
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
-

Jaipur—contd. Urbaa Total 126,490 10,120 11,540 12,945 16,110 16,965 57,810 1,000
Owned 68,570 2,530 4,485 5,880 7,925 8,880 38,570 300
Rented 57,920 7,590 7,055 7,065 8,185 8,085 19,240 700
Jaipur City City  Total 102,030 7,550 9,620 10,810 13,315 13.960 46,680 95
Owned 51,690 1,760 3,355 4,490 6,015 6,650 29,395 25
Rented 50,340 - 5,790 6,265 6,320 7,300 7,310 17,285 70
Sikar Total Total 171,950 6,995 11,065 14,775 19,065 22,710 95,440 1,900
Owned 163,690 5,150 10,185 14,050 18,350 21,935 93,245 775
Rented 8,260 1,845 880 725 715 775 2,195 1,125
Rural Total 141,040 5,305 9,180 12,660 16,095 19,185 78,585 o
Owned 138,440 4,395 8,8§0 12,370 15,805 18,955 78,025 30

Rented 2,600 910 320 290 290 230 560
Urban Total 30,910 1,690 1,885 2,115 2,970 3,525 16,855 1,870
Owned 25,250 755 1,325 1,680 2,545 2,980 15,220 745
Rented 5,660 935 560 435 425 545 1,635 1,125
Ajmer Total  Total 210,705 16,350 19,985 23,475 28,500 29,355 92,185 855
Owned 158,900 8,010 13,610 17,370 21,625 22,895 74,860 230
Rented 51,805 8,340 6,075 6,105 6,875 6,460 17,325 625
Rural Total 131,410 8,365 12,255 15,440 18,645 19,485 57,180 40
Owned 124,780 6,250 11,360 14,635 17,890 18,675 55,930 40
Rented 6,630 2,115 895 805 755 810 1,250
Urban Total 79,295 7,985 7,730 8,035 9,855 9,870 35,005 815
Owned 34,120 1,760 2,550 2,735 3,735 4,220 18,930 190
Rented 45,175 6,225 5,180 5,300 6,120 5,650 16,075 625
Ajmer City City Total 46,850 4,165 4,155 4,600 5,880 6,090 21,765 195
Owned 18,095 865 1,235 1,375 2,015 2,205 10,365 a5
Rented 28,755 3,300 2,920 3,225 3,865 3,885 11,400 160
Tonk Total Total 105,870 6,120 8,465 10,680 14,065 15,140 51,205 195
Owned 97,515 4,130 7,210 9,550 12,870 14,225 49,425 105
Rented 8,355 1,990 1,255 1,130 1,195 915 1,780 90
Rural Total 87,640 4,585 6,900 8,950 11,920 12,945 42,320 20
Owned 83,760 3,590 6,265 8,380 11,270 12,485 41,750 20

Rented 3,880 995 635 570 650 460 570
Urban Total 18,230 1,535 1,565 1,730 2,145 2,195 8,885 175
Owned 13,755 540 945 1,170 1,600 1,740 7,675 85
Rented 4,475 995 620 560 545 455 1,210 90
Jaisalmer Total Total 30,190 1,710 2,515 3,285 4,060 4,220 14,355 45
Owned 26,765 1,095 2,085 2,840 3,640 3,815 13,280 10
Rented 3,425 615 430 445 420 405 1,075 35




41

. TABLE H-1V
H-IV HOUSEHOLDS CLASSIFIED BY SIZE AND TENURE STATUS—contd.

Total Households having number of persons
No.of -~ - *
Total ‘ Census Sixand No. of
* Rural Tenure House- One Two Three Four Five more  Persons
State/District/City  Urban Status holds Person  Persons  Persons  Persons  Persons  Persons upspecified
1 L2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1
Jaisalmer—contd. Rural Total 25,025 1,280 2,045 2,710 3,425 3,510 12,055
Owned 23,905 960 1,850 2,580 3,325 3,395 11,795
Rented 1,120 320 195 130 100 115 260
Urban Total . 5,165 430 470 575 635 710 2,300 45
+ Owned 2,860 135 235 260 315 420 1,485 10
Rented 2,305 295 235 315 320 290 815 35
Jodhpur Total . Total 191,470 9,450 14,260 17,535 22,695 25,905 101,365 260
1 Owned 157,080 5,505 10,365 13,320 17,980 21,180 88,660 70
" Rented - 34,390 3,945 3,895 4,215 4,715 4,725 12,705 190
Rural Total 126,890 5,105 8,445 11,310 14,710 17,535 69,770 15
Owned 122,625 4,070 7,955 10,720 14,185 16,945 68,735 15
Rented 4,265 1,035 490 590 525 590 1,035 o
Urban Total 64,580 4,345 5,815 6,225 7,985 8,370 31,595 245
Owned 34,455 1,435 2,410 2,600 3,795 4,235 19,925 55
Rented 30,125 2,910 3,405 3,625 4,190 4,135 1,670 190
Jodhpur City City  Total 54,545 3,680 5,055 5,330 6,740 7,010 26,665 65
Owned 26,760 1,075 1,870 1,970 2,840 3,240 15,735 30
Rented 27.785 2,605 3,185 3,360 3,900 3,770 10,930 35
Nagaur Total Total 204,580 9,490 14,815 18,495 25,575 28,045 107,445 715
Owned 192,140 6,920 13,315 17,025 23,830 26,610 104,230 210
Rented 12,440 2,570 1,500 1,470 1,745 1,435 3,215 505
Rural Total 177,260 7,510 12,620 16,315 22,270 24,715 93,800 30
Owned 171,880 6,115 11,905 15,590 21,550 24,080 92,615 25
Rented 5,380 1,395 715 725 720 635 1,185 5
Urban Total 27,320 1,980 2,195 2,130 3,305 3,330 13,645 685
Owned 20,260 805 1,410 1,435 2,280 2,530 11,615 185
Rented 7,060 1,175 785 745 1,025 . 820 2,030 500
Pali Total Total 190,250 12,110 18,205 22,985 28,175 29,475 77,900 1,400
Owned 168,715 8,275 15,305 20,150 25,150 26,980 72,670 185
Rented 21,535 3.835 2,900 2,835 3,025 2,495 5,230 1,215
Rural Total 165,925 9,895 15,700 20,095 25,100 26,355 68,755 25
Owned 154915 7,540 14,190 18,495 23,395 24,975 66,295 25
Rented 11,010 2,355 1,510 1,600 1,705 1,380 2,460
Urban Total 24,325 2,215 2,505 2,890 3,075 3,120 9,145 1,375
Owned 13,800 735 1,115 1,655 1,755 2,005 6,375 160
Rented 10,525 1,480 1,390 1,235 1,320 Lil5 2,770 1,215
Barmer Total Total 127,650 6,955 9,515 13,240 16,530 18,860 62,390 160
Owned 118,655 5,180 8,410 12,120 15,330 17,840 59,705 70

Rented 8,995 1,775 1,105 1,120 1,200 1,020 2,685 90
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H-1IV HOUSEHOLDS CLASSIFIED BY SIZE AND TENURE STATUS—contd.

Total Households having number of persons
No. of ——— —_ A - :
Total Census ) Six and No. of
Rural Tenure House- One Two Three Four Five more Persons
State/District/City Urban Status hoids Person Persons  Persons Persons  Persons Persons unspecified
b 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Barmer—contd. Rural Total 116,095 5,910 8,440 12,005 14,965 17,390 57,360 25
Owned 111,615 4,880 7,895 11,450 14,365 16,880 56,120 25
Rented 4,480 1,030 345 555 600 510 1,240
Urban Total 11,555 1,045 1,075 1,235 1,565 1,470 5,030 135
Owned 7,040 300 515 670 965 960 3,585 45
Rented 4,515 745 560 565 600 510 1,445 920
Jalor Total Total 117,700 6,000 9,945 13,325 16,765 19,015 52,530 120
Owned 112,395 4,880 9,270 12,625 15,960 18,335 51,295 30
Rented 5,305 1,120 675 700 805 680 1,235 920
Rural Total 111,580 5,520 9,355 12,630 15,910 18,040 50,105 20
Owned 107,915 4,645 8,870 12,185 15,300 17,570 49,330 15
Rented 3,665 875 485 445 6i0 470 775 5
Urban Total 6,120 480 590 695 855 975 2,425 100
Owned 4,480 235 400 440 660 - 765 1,965 15
Rented 1,640 245 190 255 195 210 460 85
Sirohi Total Total 84,820 5,465 8,195 10,840 13,900 13,610 32,310 500"
Owned 73,420 3,590 6,795 9,395 12,140 12,135 29,320 45
Rented 11,400 1,875 1,400 1,445 1,760 1,475 2,990 455
Rural Total 68,790 3,840 6,655 9,090 11,730 11,505 25,970
Owned 65,205 3,095 6,150 8,585 11,190 11,035 25,150
Rented 3,585 745 505 505 540 470 820
Urban Total 16,030 1,625 1,540 1,750 2,170 2,105 6,340 500
Owned 8,215 495 645 810 950 1,100 4,170 45
Rented 7,815 1,130 895 940 1,220 1,005 2,170 455
Bhilwara Total Total 216,695 15,015 25,730 29,405 35,690 33,905 76,595 355
Owned 197,230 10,280 22,405 26,830 33,210 31,680 72,765 60
Rented 19,465 4,735 3,325 2,575 2,480 2,225 3,830 295
Rural Total 193,685 12,520 22,965 26,650 32,540 31,115 67,895
Owned " 185,390 9,735 21,435 25,645 31,535 30,185 66,855
Rented 8,295 2,785 1,530 1,005 1,005 930 1,040
Urban Total 23,010 2,495 2,765 2,755 3,150 2,790 8,700 355
Owned 11,840 545 970 1,185 1,675 1,495 5,910 60
Rented 11,170 1,950 1,795 1,570 1,475 1,295 2,790 295
Udaipur Total Total 365,390 24,175 ' 37,820 47,325 56,870 57,650 141,310 240
Owned 327,460 14,690 31,705 42,080 51,985 53,420 133,460 120
Rented 37,930 9,485 6,115 5,245 4,885 4,230 7,850 120
Rural Total 318,710 18,425 32,130 41,660 51,010 51,610 123,870 5
Owned 303,985 13,370 29,620 39,750 49,150 50,250 121,840 5
Rented 14,725 5,055 2,510 1,910 1,860 1,360 2,030 .
Urban Total 46,680 5,750 5,690 5,665 5,860 6,040 17,440 235
Owned 23,475 1,320 2,085 2,330 2,835 3,170 11,620 115
Rented 23,205 4,430 3,605 3,335 3,025 2,870 5,820 120
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TABLE H-IV
H-IV HOUSEHOLDS CLASSIFIED BY SIZE AND TENURE STATUS—contd. -

Total Households having number of persons

No. of — s -

Total Census Sixand _No. of

State/District /Ci Rural Tenure House- One Two Three Four Five more  Persons
{District/City Urban Status holds Person Persons Persons  Persons  Persons Persons unspecified

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Udaipur City City  Total 33,395 4,205 4,315 4,055 4,095 4,365 12,295 65

 Owned 13,805 710 1,245 1,225 1,515 1,880 7,200 30

‘ Rented 19,590 3,495 3,070 2,830 2,580 2,485 5,095 35

Chittaurgarh Total Total 194,625 14,190 23,280 26,805 32,785 30,525 66,855 185

Owned 174,705 9,090 19,910 23,845 30,235 28,180 63,355 90

Rented 19,920 5,100 3,370 2,960 2,550 2,345 3,500 95

Rural fotal 174,245 11,830 20,935 24,340 30,155 27,845 59,125 15

Owned 162,650 8,430 18,735 22,590 28,690 26,545 57,650 10

Rented 11,595 3,400 2,200 1,750 1,465 1,300 1,475 5

Urban Total 20,380 2,360 2,345 2,465 2,630 2,680 7,730 170

- Owned 12,055 660 1,175 1,255 1,545 1,635 5,705 80

Rented 8,325 1,700 1,170 1,210 1,085 1,045 2,025 90

Dungarpur Total  Total 95,460 4,170 6,410 9,125 13,375 15,380 46,820 180

Owned 90,855 2,755 5,765 8,495 12,885 14,920 45,970 65

Rented 4,605 1,415 645 630 490 460 850 115

Rural Total 89,025 3,520 5,785 8,380 12,590 14,490 44,260 e

Owned 86,535 2,500 5,420 8,095 12,305 14,275 43,940

Rented 2,490 1,020 365 285 T 285 215 320 vor

Urban Total 6,435 650 625 745 785 890 2,560 180

Owned 4,320 255 345 400 580 645 2,030 65

Rented 2,115 395 280 345 205 245 530 115

Banswara Total Total 109,585 3,905 6,425 9,875 14,355 17,270 57,755 e

Owned 104,225 2,335 5,690 9,265 13,625 16,745 56,565 o

Rented 5,360 1,570 735 610 730 525 1,190 oo

Rural Total 103,500 3,305 5,865 9,305 13,505 16,605 54,915

Owned 100,255 2,125 5,395 8,960 13,105 16,310 54,360 .

Rented 3,245 1,180 470 345 400 295 555 wr

Urban Total 6,085 600 560 570 850 665 2,840 -

Owned 3,970 210 295 305 520 435 2,205

Rented 2,115 390 265 265 330 230 635 v

Bundi Total Total 83,300 5,750 8,035 9,605 12,380 12,350 35,570 110
Owned 72,255 3,375 6,145 7,985 10,785 10,990 32,895 80 -

Rented 11,545 2,375 1,890 1,620 1,595 1,360 2,675 30

Rural Total 70,570 4,305 6,510 8,200 10,725 10,660 30,165 5

Owned 64,375 2,940 5,400 7,230 9,815 9,960 29,025 5

Rented 6,195 1,365 1,110 970 910 700 1,140

Urban Total 13,230 1,445 1,525 1,405 1,655 1,690 5,405 105

Owned 7,880 435 745 755 970 1,030 3,870 75

Rented 5,350 1,010 780 650 685 660 1,535 30
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H-1V HOUSEHOLDS CLASSIFIED BY SIZE AND TENURE STATUS-—concld.

Total Households having number of persons
No.of e N ,
Total Census Six and No. of
R Rural Tenure House- One Two Three Four Five more Persons
State/District/City Urban Status holds Person Persons Persons Persons  Persons Persons unspecified
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Kota Total Total 215,805 15,865 21.825 25,470 31,460 32,125 88,815 245
Owned 169,455 7,725 11,640 18,510 24,685 26,370 77,475 50
Rented 46,350 8.140 7,185 A.960 6,775 5,755 14,340 195
Rural Total 160,215 9,533 14,325 18,298 23,880 25,195 68,785
Owned 146,765 6,395 12,420 16,250 21.920 23,600 66,170
Rented 13,450 3,140 2,105 2.045 1,550 1,595 2,615
Urban Total 55,590 6,330 7,300 7,175 7,580 6,930 20,030 245
Owned 22,690 1,330 2,220 2.260 2,755 2,770 11,305 50
Rented 32,900 5,000 5,080 4.915 4,825 4,160 £.725 195
Kota City City Total 43,540 4,960 5,930 5,865 6,080 5,400 15,180 125
Owned 16,105 940 1,640 1,660 2,060 1,865 7,925 15
Rented 27,435 4.020 4,290 4,205 4,020 3,535 7,255 110
Jhalawar Total Total 112,450 6,750 9,450 12,180 16,240 18,110 49,550 170
Owned 101,515 4,190 7,980 10,900 14,795 16,795 46,840 15
Rented 10,935 2,560 1,470 1,280 1,445 1,315 2,710 155
Rural Total 101,010 5,355 8,280 11,050 14,870 16,685 44,765 5
Owned 95,345 3,875 7,495 10,380 14,110 16,015 43,465 5
Rented 5,665 1,480 785 670 760 670 1,300
Urban Total 11,440 1,395 1,170 1,130 1,370 1,425 4,785 165
Owned 6,170 315 485 520 685 780 3,375 10
Rented 5,270 1,080 685 610 685 645 1,410 155




SUBSIDIARY TABLES

It is the Census tradition to discuss the data in the reports with
the help of so called ‘Subsidiary Tables’. As the title suggests, these
tables are subsidiary to the main tables, from which the data is converted
for easier comparability. The figures for a fixed universe are rounded
off to a convenient size to make the task of comparing the figures under
different items covered by that universe easier as also to project a picture
about the proportions of various items of that universe. Itis again a
Census tradition to sum up the figures of a universe into 1,000 and then
draw out proportions of different items under it.

From out of the four housing tables, 9 subsidiary tables in all
were compiled and were used in the drafting of the housing report. The
details of all the subsidiary tables are available in the following pages.

“In Subsidiary Table H-III. 2, Columns 25, 26 and 27 have been
included by inadvertence and may be over-looked and Column 28 may
be taken to be Column 25”.
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SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-L1

81T I I 4 4} € w I 91 4! LIL ShL ST6 8 Iemeled[
113 oI I L 8T 11 (44 € € 8 LSL 89L §¢6 SL A1) v10q
[43! 4! I € SI L4 0¢ [4 €1 6 069 (47 116 68 goH
IL 14! I I I v Lz [/ €l L pEL vSL 588 SIt tpung
£8 4 I I 14 4 ST I (44 [4! 6L 9¢8 8¢6 9 elemsueq
0L 12 1 1 14 € LT 4 Pl 6 L08 0£8 €6 29 indresung
611 el [ 4 17 14 1Y4 [4 ST or 0L 9TL £06 L6 gledmeniyd
oy £l T € (47 01 8L 1/ 4! 6 LEL 8SL 056 0§ A1) 1ndrep(y
6 i I I o1 4 9 z €1 8 1L (42 88 811 Indiep1
66 L I 4 s1 € 6T [4 [44 S SoL TEL 006 001 eIem[Igg
68 4! T £ 6 14 LT L4 [44 L 6£9 899 608 161 tqoals
o 8 N I s € 4! € SI 6 SIL 6EL 618 181 Jore(
6C L I I 9 € 91 € 4} 9 869 91L 8L 81¢ Jowiey
L6 81 I 4 II € 61 £ 6¢ L 029 989 018 061 ired
6L 11 I € oI 4 9¢ € 4} s ITL 8¢CL €98 LET Ine3eN
oy 8 N £ 43 I 8L 14 S I1 (47 8SL vE6 99 Ay Indypof
6¢ 1 N 4 14} s [43 € 6 L 0CL 9¢L 798 8el indypofr
s¢ 8 N 4 9 S 91l 8 b1 I SI9 (12°] 0ZL 08¢ Iawrestef
981 ¥ [ 4 4] € €€ 4 St 9 88¢ 609 bi8 9l Jquol
8¢ 8 I S LE 9 vL £ L S OLL 8L 56 9 &np 1owly
$8 LT I € | 14 9 44 ¢ 91 L4 069 0IL 888 Tt 1ouly
4! 91 N L4 St € 0¢ 9 14} € 99 6.9 8L8 ol Teqrs
[44 01 I 9 Ly ol vL (4 9 9 sL oL 956 24 AND andyef
L 81 I € (44 L4 9¢ ¢ el L4 169 899 LL8 X4 indief
Inr - ST N (4 I 4 1€ £ 6 L [43'] 899 (323 LST IndoypeN lemeg
134! (1]} N I (45 € 6C 9 14 14 €99 €L9 LL8 1 Y41 indyereqy
L91 €l 1 z S1 (4 8z 14 L € 1€9 179 €L8 L2l Temly
901 I I € ol € 6C £ L € LOL LIL £88 LI ununyfonyf
€5 44 1 v 4 r4 9T 3 L 14 37 96L 806 6 niagd
99 (1] 4 L 8¢ 6 [43 4 9 L £lL 9¢EL t6 89 £)1D Ieuedig
Ls €l I 3 <1 S (43 4 L S 91L 8TL 9¢8 a4 ouedy
6V L I ¢ Il 14 €€ I S 6 L9L I8L 068 OIT IejeuedueD
101 €1 I (4 €1 € 8T £ €1 9 069 60L £L8 La NVHISVIVY
ST bl €1 u I ol 6 8 L 9 S 14 13 [4 I
) (012 digsiom  saoejd spags  saoQ sesnoy  sesnoy  (Ansnpur  9da9p Joudp (sasnoy sasnoH  3uns(| £)p/10Is1a/A8I8
23 BIEMD Jo sdoejd  Zuned  JIom pue sunes uon pioy -1831 -1S0Y en snsud)  -asnoy
> -Imnp guipnoxa  pue pue  sasnoy  Suip -5odsuf -asnoy  -wno -popIsal  powdndoo o dwny

‘onbsoN (‘012 Jeyd sdoys sdoys ssoujsng ~-nJoxd pue guip -doyg &ted e101 2y 1e

‘qoiny) -1 eyoued) Jedwr . -JIom sdoys  sswoH -njoun 10 JURIBA

‘oldwiay,  Sulldyed -109Ms  ‘sall JISLINOY, Q0UDPISAI Ajjoym) SOsnoH

)] Ayjunuwuod  ‘syuel -0 ‘sefeys  -wno-doys 12101 SNSU)
diysiom pue sjuour  -nejsdy -wereqq JIoM
Jo sooe[d  -ulelIdud ‘stelegy - Y g
Jo saoeld ‘simoH Ansnpuy bloyassnoH Suip

-N[oul 22UdpIsa-mwnd-doysyiom
‘aduspIsaI-wnd-doys ‘edouapIsoy

1
sesnoy Snsugx) pordnaoQ

SASNOH SNSNAD AIINDD0 A0 SAJAL INTHAIAIA ANV INVOVA A4 SASNOH SASNAD 000°T 10 NOILNFIILSIA

TTH



54

SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-1.2

H-1.2 DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 CENSUS HOUSES FOR SELECTED TYPES OF
USE AMONG RURAL AND URBAN AREAS

Census Houses used as

Is A~ -

Workshop-cum-

Vacant at the residence inclu-
time of Wholly Shop-cum- ding Household
Houselisting Residential® Residence Industry
—— P ——— - - — - - —————
State/District Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

RAJASTHAN 871 129 817 183 772 228 847 153
Ganganagar 884 116 829 171 797 203 735 265
Bikaner 768 232 579 421 469 531 551 449
Churu 544 456 693 302 541 459 473 527
Jhunjhunun 726 274 814 186 589 411 642 358
Alwar 946 54 900 100 811 189 738 262
Bharatpur 915 85 851 149 846 154 746 254
Sawai Madhopur 908 92 866 134 805 195 875 125
Jaipur 873 127 688 312 637 363 819 181
Sikar 752 248 811 189 . 630 370 783 217
Ajmer 792 208 619 381 601 399 797 203
Tonk 821 179 830 170 715 285 785 215
Jaisalmer 851 149 828 172 931 69 ‘ 902 98
Jodhpur 782 218 666 334 500 500 780 220
Nagaur 890 110 869 131 880 120 807 193
Pali 935 65 871 129 792 208 928 72
Barmer 970 30 912 88 908 92 825 175
Jalor 953 47 919 51 935 65 934 ) 66
Sirohi 896 104 811 189 740 260 899 101
Bhilwara 908 92 895 105 868 132 922 78
Udaipur 916 84 873 127 851 149 877 123
Chittaurgarh 881 119 898 102 ‘ 822 178 902 98
Dungarpur 918 82 935 65 855 145 891 109
Banswara 928 72 947 53 846 154 924 76
Bundi 833 167 844 156 675 325 812 188
Kota 785 215 740 260 746 254 901 99

Jhalawar 873 127 900 100 836 164 939 61
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SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-IL1

H-II.i DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL IN RURAL AND URBAN AREAS SEPARATELY

Predominant matenal of wall

A

—_—

-

G. L All other
Grass, Sheets materials
Jeaves, or other and mate-
Rural/  reeds or Unburnt Burnt metal Cement rials not
State/District/City Urban  bamboo Mud biicks Wood bricks sheets Stone concrete  stated
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
RAJASTHAN ‘Rural 16 347 195 14 86 1 341 N N
Urban 4 69 57 5 249 2 609 2 N
Ganganagar Rural 5 33 797 3 146 N 16 N N
Urban 1 28 253 8 701 N 6 2 1
Bikaner Rural 22 273 440 S5 137 N 72 1 N
Urban 2 13 . 108 3 799 N 75 N N
Bikaner City Urban 1 11 95 2 799 N 92 N
Churu Rural 42 174 218 50 260 N 256 N N
Urban 15 45 102 13 394 2 425 2 2
Jhunjhunun Rural 3 118 229 K} 324 N 322 N 1
Urban 3 23 59 4 542 1 367 N 1
Alwar Rural 1 314 92 1 36 N 555 1 N
Urban N 75 11 4 144 7 758 N 1
Bharatpur Rural 3 496 92 1 140 N 268 N N
Urban N 193 26 4 405 2 369 . 1
Sawai Madhopur Rural 2 371 153 1 44 N 428 1
Urban 4 123 25 4 137 3 702 2 N
Jaipur Rural 2 478 131 2 28 N 359 N N
Urban 3 99 10 9 54 3 821 1 N
Jaipur City Urban 3 80 2 10 48 3 852 2 N
Sikar Rural 12 177 164 11 243 N 393 N N
Urban 4 33 46 9 450 1 257 N N
Ajmer Rural 3 298 96 2 15 1 585 N’ N
Urban N 37 22 8 135 3 795 N N
Ajmer City Urban N 26 33 9 122 4 806 N N
“Tonk Rural 1 657 ' 125 1 18 N 191 7
Urban 1 284 44 5 31 N 635 .
Jaisalmer Rurai 15 490 67 85 16 1 325 1 N
’ Urban 3 10 24 3 46 i 9i3
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H-IL.1 DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
WALL IN RURAL AND URBAN AREAS SEPARATELY—concld.
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A

Predominant material of wall

’ G.1. All other |
Grass, sheets materials
leaves, or other and mate-
Rural/ reeds or Unburnt Burnt metal Cement rials not
State/District/City Urban bamboo  Mud bricks wood bricks sheets Stone concrete  stated
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1t
Jodhpur Rural 11 329 223 37 30 N 370 N N
Urban 5 33 46 2 21 1 892 N N
Jodhpur City Urban 3 17 9 2 24 1 944 N N
Nagaur Rural 44 223 187 22 65 N 459 N N
Urban 5 26 41 9 40 2 877 N
Pali Rural 108 477 3 245 N 162 N N
Urban 8 167 4 402 1 414 1
Barmer Rural 17 553 271 56 33 1 69 N N
Urban 10 73 111 12 154 1 639 oo .
Jalor Rural 6 289 532 6 130 37 N N
Urban 6 54 285 2 407 1 245 . N
Sirohi Rural 28 102 492 9 290 N 79 N N
Urban 6 10 159 7 511 4 300 3 .
Bhilwara Rural N 455 98 2 32 N 413 N N
Urban N 87 70 9 301 2 531 N N
Udaipur Rural 15 370 30 9 18 N 558 N N
Urban 1 33 9 7 128 4 811 7 N
Udaipur City Urban 2 26 6 8 130 5 813 10 N
Chittaurgarh Rural 11 535 8 10 15 3 418 N N
Urban 4 131 44 6 122 1 686 5 1
Dungarpur Rural 19 600 63 43 143 N 132 N N
Urban N 68 7 12 205 4 702 . 2
Banswara Rural 280 451 24 107 104 N 34 N N
Urban 137 84 156 28 576 1 14 4 -
Bundi Rural 9 206 228 4 .9 8 534 1 1
Urban 1 64 28 17 123 2 753 12 .
Kota Rural 7 244 223 22 9 1 494 N N
Urban 9 86 25 15 62 4 798 1 N
Kota City Utrban 10 56 12 16 40 4 860 2
Jhalawar Rural 11 547 20 7 47 N 367 1
Urban 2 156 13 5 338 4 481 1
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SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-IIL1 (A)

H-1L.1 (A) DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 RESIDENTIAL CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT
MATERIAL OF WALL IN RURAL AND URBAN AREAS SEPARATELY

Predominant material of wall
A

Grass, leaves, Burnt-bricks, All oth:r
reeds or G. L. sheets, materials
bambco, or cther and

. Rural/ mud, unburnt metal sheets, materials
State/District/City Urban bricks, wood stone, cement not stated
1 2 3 4 5
RAJASTHAN Rural 592 407 1
Urban 155 845 N
Ganganagar Rural 853 147 N
Urban 347 652 1
Bikaner Rural 815 185 N
Urban 145 855 N
Bikaner City Urban 131 869
Churu Rural 488 512 N -
Urban 200 799 1
Jhunjhunun Rural 370 629 1
Urban 114 886 N
Alwar Rural 410 590 N
Urban 114 885 1
Bharatpur Rural 593 407 N
Urban 269 730 1
Sawai Madhopur - Rural 540 460 .
Urban 179 820 1
Jaipur Rural 636 364 N
Urban 136 864 N
Jaipur City Urban 108 892 N
Sikar Rural 379 621 N
Urban 112 888 N
Ajmer Rural 398 602 N
Urban 47 953 N
Ajmer City Urban 33 967 N
Tonk Rural 807 182 11
Urban 411 589
Jaisalmer Rural 671 329 N

Urban 56 944
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SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-IL1 (A)

H-IL1 (A) DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 RESIDENTIAL CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT
MATERIAL OF WALL IN RURAL AND URBAN AREAS SEPARATELY—concld.

Predominant matcrial of wall
A

Erass, leaves, Burnt-bricks, All other
1eeds or G. 1. sheets, materials
bamboo, or cther and

o Rural/ mud, unburnt metal sheets, materials
State/District/City Urban bricks, wood stcne, cement not stated
1 2 3 4 5

Jodhpur Rural 631 369 N
Urban 80 920 N

Yodhpur City Urban 37 963 N

Nagaur Ruraj 494 506 N
Urban 97 903 N

Pali Rural 626 374 N
Urban 223 777

Barmer Rural 910 90 N
Urban 247 753

Jalor Rural 860 140 N
Urban 425 575

Sirohi Rural 689 311 N
Urban 212 788

Bhilwara Rural 576 424 N
Urban 166 834 N

Udaipur B Rural 454 545
Urban 47 953

Udaipur City 7 Urban 38 962

Chittaurgarh Rural 585 415 N
Uiban 201 798 1

Dungarpur Rural 763 237
Urban 102 8§98

Banswara Rural 883 117 N
Urban 481 519

Bundi Rural 452 547 1
Urban 110 ’ 890

Kota Rural 499- 501 N
Urban 148 852 N

Kota City Urban 100 900

Jhalawar Rural 592 408 .

Urban 192 808
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SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-IL.2

H-11.2 DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
ROOF IN RURAL AND URBAN AREAS SEPARATELY

Predominant material of roof
e

Grass, leaves,

—_—

reeds, thatch, All otber
wood, mud, Corrugated . materials
unburnt Tiles, 1ron, zinc Asbestos  Brick Concrete and mate-

Rural/} bricks or slate, or other cement and R.B.C./ rials not

State/District/City Urban bamboo shingle metal sheets  sheets lime Stone RCC. stated
1 2 3 +4 5 6 7 8 9 10

RAJASTHAN Rural 333 375 22 1 12 236 20

Urban 105 93 64 5 35 642 55 1
Ganganagar Rural 867 28 8 1 53 11 31 1
Utban 498 22 17 4 201 60 192 6

Bikaner Rural 780 1 47 3 4 147 17 1
Urban 220 1 20 4 14 720 21 N

Bikaner City Urban 235 i 13 5 18 702 26 N
Churu Rural 583 7 33 N 28 328 20 1
Urban 133 22 97 1 21 700 25 1

Jhunjhunun Rural 500 6 27 N 76 368 22 1
Urban 140 14 111 2 124 554 54 1

Alwar Rural 572 4 10 N 11 345 55 3
Urban 112 14 49 2 12 763 47 1

Bbaratpur Rural 594 4 7 N 16 337 41 }
Urban 210 43 24 6 22 605 9 N

Sawai Madhopur Rural 140 275 9 2 9 552 13 N
Urban 39 69 37 15 29 721 89 1
Jaipur Rural 606 32 33 N 4 317 7 1
Urban 113 1 99 4 6 741 35 1

Jaipur City Urban 85 1 109 4 N 760 40 ¥
Sikar Rural 456 26 N 47 456 8 N
Urban 87 92 N 170 635 14 N
Ajmer Rural 297 215 13 N 9 431 34 1
Urban 2] 27 81 7 23 816 25 N
Ajmer City Urban 15 9 130 12 18 789 26 1
Tonk Rural 232 576 40 N 3 137 5 7
Urban 117 281 36 4 1 538 12 1
Jaisalmer Rural 887 9 21 2 N 76 3 2
Urban 476 2 3 507 12
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SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-11.2

H-I11.2 DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT MATERIAL OF
ROOF IN RURAL AND URBAN AREAS SEPARATEL Y—concld.

Predominant material of roof
A

~

Grass, leaves,

reeds, thatch, All other
wood, mud, Corrugated ) materials
unburnt Tiles, iron, zinc Asbestos  Brick Concrete and mate-

.. i Rural/ bricks or slate, or other cement and R.B.C./ rials not
State/District/City Urban bamboo shipgle  metal sheets  sheets lime Stone RC.C. stated
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Jodhpur Rural 560 88 28 2 2 289 30 1
Urban 54 58 19 1 30 817 20 1

Jodhpur City Urban 50 5 21 1 35 863 24 1
Nagaur Rural 453 6 71 2 8 440 20 N
Urban 82 14 24 1 25 837 16 1

Pali - Rural 110 636 16 3 2 204 29 N
Urban 14 316 31 5 3 609 22 N

Barmer Rural 761 135 45 3 1 49 5 1
Urban 187 23 40 4 5 712 26 3

Jalor Rural 314 573 41 2 1 61 8 N
Urban 147 286 155 5 3 388 12 4

Sirohi Rural 46 780 39 1 2 75 57 N
Urban 29 295 140 9 4 309 213 1

Bhilwara Rural 33 760 5 2 12 171 17 N
Urban 9 313 35 3 78 519 42 1

Udaipur Rural 16 857 6 2 2 102 15 N
Urban 21 192 62 6 7 564 147 1

Udaipur City Urban 13 139 77 8 10 653 100

Chittaurgarh Rural 22 836 32 1 2 97 9 1
Urban 8 317 191 2 10 443 23 6

Dungarpur Rural 11 951 10 N N 25 3 N
Urban 5 438 74 10 3 460 4

Banswara Rural 18 946 12 1 N 22 1 N

Urban 54 440 232 2 1 235 36

Bundi Rural 26 792 17 4 5 149 5 2
Urban 18 232 40 22 5 570 11t 2

Kota Rural 44 746 7 2 6 185 9 1
Urban 59 169 32 6 19 638 77 N

Kota City Urban 75 115 28 7 20 679 76 N
Jhalawar Rural 48 771 21 N 3 143 13 1

Urban 8 220 81 16 631 43

-
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SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-L.2 (A)

H-11.2 (A) DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 RESIDENTIAL CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT
MATERIAL OF ROOF IN RURAL AND URBAN AREAS SEPARATELY

Predominant material of roof
A

Tiles, slate,
shingle,
Grass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zin¢ or
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets,
thatch, asbestos, All other
mud, cement sheets, materials
unburnt brick, lime, and
bricks stone and materials
Rural/ or R.B.C./ not
State/District/City Urban wood R. C.C. stated
1 2 3 4 5
RAJASTHAN Rural 334 665 1
Urban 119 880 1
(Gapganagar Rural 880 119 1
Urban 543 452 5
Bikaner Rural 802 198 N
Urban 247 753 N
Bikaner City Urban 265 735 N
Churu Rural 590 409 1
Urban 152 847 1
Jhunjhunun Rural 511 488 1
Urban 182 818
Alwar Rural 567 429 4
Urban 143 857 N
Bharatpur Rural 586 413 1
Urban 247 753
Sawai Madhopur Rural 127 872 1
Urban 4] 957 2
Jaipur Rural 634 365 i
Urban 132 867 1
Jaipur City Urban 103 896 I
Sikar Rural 467 533 N
Urban 110 890 N
Ajmer Rural 296 704 N
Urban 23 977 N
Ajmer City Urban 16 984 N
Tonk Rural 217 771 - 12
Urban 128 871 1
Jaisalmer Rural 902 97 1

Urban 464 536




SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-11.2 (A)
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H-IL2 (A) DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 RESIDENTIAL CENSUS HOUSES BY PREDOMINANT
MATERIAL OF ROOF IN RURAL AND URBAN AREAS SEPARATELY—concld.

Predominant material of roof

e

—
Tiles, slate,
shingle,
QGrass, corrugated
leaves, iron, zinc or
reeds, other metal
bamboo, sheets,
thatch, asbestos, All other
mud, cement sheets, materials
unburnt brick, lime, and
bricks stone and materials
Rural/ or R.B.C.y not
State/District/City Urban wood R. C.C. stated
1 2 3 4 5
Jodhpur Rural 590 409 1
Urban 64 935 1
Jodhpur City Urban 60 940 N
Nagaur Rural 463 537 N
Urban 99 900 1
Pali Rural 111 389 N
Urban 13 987 N
Barmer Rural 769 230 I
Urban 222 777 1
Jalor Rural 318 682 N
Urban 155 842 3
Sirohi Rural 46 954 N
Urban 27 971 2
Bhilwara Rural 29 971 N
Urban 7 993 N
Udaipur Rural 16 983 1
Urban 22 978 N
Udaipur City Urban 13 987
Chittaurgarh Rural 24 975 1
Urban 6 989 5
Dungarpur Rural 11 989 N
Urban 4 991 5
Banswara Rural 18 982 N
Urban 56 944
Bundi Rural 28 969 3
Urban 16 582 2
Kota Rural 48 a5t 1
Urban 65 935 N
Kota City Urban 80 920 N
Jhalawar Rural 4] 958 1
Urban 4 996 .
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SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-IIL1
ER OF ROOMS OCCUPIED

Five Unspecified Households

One Two Three Four Rooms and number-of  with details

State,/District/City Room - Rooms Rooms Rooms above Rooms unspecified
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

RAJASTHAN 419 281 141 74 82 ’ 1 2
Ganganagar 314 264 170 110 140 2 N
Bikaner 1935 264 216 139 172 7 7
Bikaner City 223 269 186 128 171 4 19
Churu | 171 282 216 139 189 2 1
Jhunjhunun 170 301 218 131 176 1 3
Alwar 365 311 161 73 81 N 3
Bharatpur I519 282 109 47 40 1 2
Sawai Madhopur 434 311 139 58 53 2 3
Jaipur 327 300 174 89 108 1 1
Jaipur City 416 264 140 79 101 N N
Sikar 182 292 208 127 182 1 8
Ajmer 444 299 127 7 64 63 1 2
Ajmer City 411 308 131 76 71 N 3
Tonk 332 335 171 85 76 1 N
Jaisalmer 242 276 222 134 125 1
Jodhpur 286 287 197 119 108 2 1
Jodhpur City 435 265 128 83 83 6 N
Nagaur 267 301 189 111 129 N 3
Pali 500 293 105 45 50 6 1
Barmer 190 266 236 154 153 N 1
Jalor 491 311 111 48 38 1
Sirohi 626 220 75 35 38 1 5
Bhilwara 531 291 97 40 39 1 1
Udaipur 636 233 67 31 32 1 N
Udaipur City 507 238 118 61 73 3 N
Chittaurgarh 619 250 75 30 26 N N
Dungarpur 625 258 78 21 17 1
Banswara 667 235 67 19 12 N
Bundi 495 280 120 56 49 N
Kota 486 275 129 58 52 N N
Kota City 614 218 84 43 38 1 2
Jhalawar 591 260 80 36 32 N 1
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SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-1V.1
H-1v.1 DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 CENSUS HOUSEHOLDS LIVING IN CENSUS HOUSES

Households having

Total One Two
Persons Person Persons
Rural e Fo e e - * e A —_—
State/District/City Urban Owned Rented Owned Rented Owned Rented

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
RAJASTHAN R 956 44 39 12 74 6
U 589 411 26 61 41 52

Ganganagar R 882 118 29 15 51 12
U 556 444 18 66 30 60

Bikaner R 950 50 41 13 65 6
18] 653 347 30 37 40 33

Bikaner City u 620 380 29 4 38 37
Churu R 983 17 31 6 53 2
U 833 167 29 23 46 i6

Jhunjhunun R 985 15 25 5 53 2
U 823 177 34 31 44 20

Alwar R 978 22 35 7 57 3
u 634 366 34 59 38 44

Bharatpur R 981 19 42 6 60 2
18] 717 283 33 45 41 o33

Sawai Madhopur R 9. 32 43 10 70 4
U 612 388 32 77 50 46-

Jaipur R 973 27 41 10 71 3
U 542 458 20 60 35 56

Jaipur City U 507 493 17 57 33 3!
Sikar R 982 18 31 6 63 2
18] 817 183 25 30 43 18

Ajmer R 950 50 48 16 87 7
U 430 570 22 79 32 65

Ajmer City U 386 614 19 71 26 62
Tonk R 956 44 41 11 72 7
U 755 245 30 54 52 34

Jaisalmer R 955 45 38 13 74 8
U 554 446 26 57 46 45
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SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-IV.1
ACCORDING TO SIZE OF THE HOUSEHOLD IN RURAL AND URBAN AREAS SEPARATELY

number of persons

Three Four Five Six Persons No. of Persons—‘
Persons Persons Persons Or more unspecified
et ——— - A ~ ~ - ~ - - s A -
Owned Rented Owned Rented Owned Rented Owned Rented Owned Rented
9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
99 6 . 130 6 143 5 471 9 N N
48 50 66 55 74 52 329 129 5 12
69 13 92 16 109 16 531 46 1 N
34 54 57 53 68 57 348 147 1 7
77 7 100 7 121 5 544 12 2 N
46 32 55 40 73 47 402 132 7 26
44 37 53 4?2 70 52 381 148 5 23
73 1 100 2 124 2 . 601 4 1
56 16 79 19 94 18 525 66 4 9
7 1 102 2 132 2 601 3 N
58 17 84 21 100 19 494 55 9 14
78 2 111 2 139 2 557 6 1 N
48 46 72 45 80 42 357 101 5 29
84 2 119 3 144 2 532 4 N N
57 33 81 37 91 34 409 88 5 13
100 4 135 4 148 4 472 7 N
51 39 72 47 78 44 312 108 17 27
91 3 122 3 135 3 513 5 N N
47 56 63 65 70 64 305 152 2 5
44 62 59 71 65 72 288 169 1 1
88 2 112 2 135 2 553 4 N
54 - 14 82 14 97 18 492 53 24 36
111 6 136 6 142 6 426 9 N .
35 67 47 77 53 71 239 203 2 8
29 69 43 83 47 83 221 243 1 3
96 7 129 7 142 5 476 7 N
64 31 88 30 95 25 421 66 5 5.
103 5 133 4 136 5 471 10

50 6! 61 62 81 56 288 158 2 7
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SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-1V.1
’ H-1v.1 DISTRIBUTION OF 1,000 CENSUS HOUSEHOLDS LIVING IN CENSUS HOUSES

Households having

Tota? One Two
Persons Person Persons
Rural ————h — A e ——
State/District/City Urban Owned Rented Owned Rented Owned Rented
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Jodhpur R 966 34 32 8 63 4
U 534 466 22 45 37 33
Jodhpur City U 491 509 20 48 34 58
Nagaur R 970 30 35 8 67 4
U 742 258 29 43 52 29
Pali R 934 66 45 14 36 9
U 567 433 30 61 46 57
Barmer R 961 39 42 9 68 5
U 609 391 26 65 45 48
Jalor R 967 33 42 8 80 4
U 732 268 38 40 65 31
Sirohi R 948 52 45 11 39 7
u 512 488 30 71 40 56
Bhilwara R 957 43 50 15 111 8
U 515 485 24 85 42 78
Udaipur R 954 46 42 16 93 8
u 503 497 28 95 45 77
Udaipur City U 413 587 21 105 37 92
Chittaurgarh R 933 67 48 20 107 13
u 592 408 32 84 58 57
Dungarpur R 972 28 28 12 61 4
U 671 329 40 61 54 44
Banswara R 969 31 20 11 52 5
u 652 348 35 64 49 44
Bundi R 912 88 . 42 19 77 16
U 596 404 33 76 56 59
Kota R 916 84 40 20 78 13
U 408 592 24 90 40 91
Kota City 18) 370 630 22 92 38 98
Jhalawar R 944 56 38 15 74 8
U

539 461 28 95 42 60
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‘ SUBSIDIARY TABLE H-IV.1
ACCORDING TO SIZE OF THE HOUSEHOLD IN RURAL AND URBAN AREAS SEPARATELY-—concld.

number of persons

— .

Three Four Five Six Persons No. of Persons
Persons Persons Persons or more uaspecified
r - ~ A A I A — - —
Owned Rented Owned Rented - Owned Rented Owned Rented Owned Rented
9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
84 5 112 4 133 5 542 8 N
40 56 ‘ 59 65 66 64 309 180 1 3
, 36 62 52 71 59 69 289 200 1 1
88 4 © 122 4 136 3 522 7 N N
53 27 83 . 38 93 25 425 74 7 18
111 10 " 141 10 151 8 400 15 N
68 51 72 54 82 46 262 114 7 50
99 5 124 5 145 4 483 11 N
58 49 83 52 83 44 310 125 4 8
109 4 137 6 157 4 442 7 N N
72 42 108 32 125 34 321 75 3 14
125 ’ 7 163 8 160 7 366 12
51 59 59 76 69 63 260 135 3 28
132 5 163 5 156 5 345 5
51 68 73 64 65 56 257 121 3 13
125 6 154 6 158 4 382 6 N
50 71 61 65 68 61 249 125 2 3
37 85 45 77 56 74 216 153 1 1
130 10 165 8 152 7 331 9 N
62 59 76 53 80 51 280 99 4 5
91 3 138 3 160 2 494 4
62 54 20 32 100 38 315 82 T 10 18
87 3 127 4 158 3 525 5
50 44 85 54 71 38 362 104 e
102 14 139 13 141 10 411 16 N
57 49 73 52 78 50 293 116 6 2
101 13 137 12 147 10 413 16 . .
41 88 49 87 50 75 203 157 1 4
38 97 N 47 92 43 81 182 167 N 3-
103 6 140 7 159 7 430 13 N

45 53 60 60 68 56 295 123 1 14
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APPENDIX-1

INSTRUCTIONS TO ENUMEi{ATORS FOR FILLING UP THE HOUSELIST

General

Census is a national undertaking of great impor-
tance, indispensable to intelligent and efficient public
administration apart from the other multifarious
ways it serves the scholar, the businessman, industria-
list, the country’s planners, the electoral authorities
etc. Census has become a regular feature in every
progressive country, whatever be its size and political
set-up and they ary conducted at regular intervals to
fulfit well-defined objectives.

2. The job entrusted to you, viz., the house-
numbering and houselisting is an essential prelimi-
nary step to the population census. Apart from mere
listing of houses, you will be collecting some essential
data on housing, as also separately on manufacturing,
trading and service establishments which will be
useful to the country’s planners. You have, therefore,
an important role to play. The quality and quantity
of your contribution depends on how well you apply
yourself to this task, understand the instructions
thoroughly and carry out your responsibilities with
the care that it demands.

3. You will be required to prepare lay-out
sketches showing the location of houses within the
area allotted to you and number all the houses,
residential or otherwise and list them and fill up
some essential particulars in the schedules given to
you. The house-numbering sketches prepared by
you may form the basis for a permanent system of
house-numbering that may be introduced and main-
tained by the local bodiessconcerned in future.

House-numbering and preparation of notional maps

4. Rural areas : The first operation will be allot-
ment of distinguishing numbers to each building,
house and houschold.

5. Before the actual affixing of house numbers
on doors an essential step to be taken is to prepare a
tough notional map of the entire village and decide

99

on whether the village should be sub-divided into
blocks and if so, how? Normally a small village of
less than 125 houses need not be sub-divided into
blocks. But if a village has one or more hamlets,
irrespective of the size, it is desirable to divide the
area of the village into blocks so that each hamlet
with the adjoining area is recognised as a separate
house-numbering block of the village. It is important
that the dividing lines between one block and ano-
ther should be clearly demarcated. Such dividing
lines, besides following some natural boundaries
wherever possible should also be indicated by the
Survey number that fall on either side of the divid-
ing line in cadastrally surveyed villages. In villages
which are not cadastrally surveyed, the line can be
indicated by the name of the owners of the fields on
cither side of the line or by the name of the field, if
any. A notional map showing the general topogra-
phical details of a whole revenue village particularly
if a survey map is already available with the village
revenue officials, will greatly help. This notional map
should indicate the prominent features and land
marks such as the village site, roads, cart tracks,
hills, rivers, nallahs, etc. Clear demarcation lines of
blocks are important so that any to define at the
foot of the map the boundaries of a particular block
is covered by a specific block without giving scope
for any doubt. It may be desirable to define at the
foot of the map the boundaries of each block clearly.

6. Having thus prepared the village map, each
block of the village as demarcated on the village map
should be taken up for a detailed sketching of the
layout. In this detailed sketch the emphasis is mainly
on the lay-out of the houses on the viilage site.
The sketch should show all the roads, streets and
cart tracks. The names of the streets, if any, should
be shown on these sketches. All topographical
details, important features and public buildings
should be prominently shown. Then every single
building or house should be located on this sketch.
It will be of advantage if the Pucca and Kachha
houses are shown by some conventional signs like a



square [ fora Pucca house and a triangle A\ for
a Kachha house, further depicting them as residential
or non-residential as follows :

[[1 Pucca residential house; for Pucca non-
residential house shade the square.

/\ Kachha residential house; for Kachha non-
residential house shade the triangle.

It is difficult to evolve a comprehensive definition
of the terms ‘Pucca’ and ‘Kachha’ houses to cover
different patterns of structures all over the country.
The categorisation of the houses as Pucca or Kachha
for the purpose of depicting them on the lay-out
sketches is purely to facilitate identification. Also, as
Kachha houses are not likely to be long-lasting, any
one referring to the lay-out sketches a few years later
can easily distinguish settlement areas which are
likely to have undergone a change. For the purpose
of the preparation of lay-out sketches, a Pucca
house may be treated as one which has its walls and
roof made of the following materials :

Wall Material : Burnt bricks, stone (duly
packed with lime or cement), cement
concrete or timber, etc.

Roof Material: Tiles, GCI* sheets, asbestos
cement sheets, RBC*, RCC* and timber,
etc.

Houses, the walls and or roof of which are made
of materials other than those mentioned above
such as unburnt bricks, bamboo, mud, grass, reeds,
thatch etc., or loosely packed stone, burnt bricks etc.,
may be treated as Kachha houses.

7. When once the location of every building/house
is fixed on the plan, it will bea simple matter to
decide on a convenient method of numbering the
buildings/houses in one series following certain prin-
ciples. No hard and fast rule can be laid as to the
direction in which the house numbers should run
i.e. left to right or in a clockwise order or north-east
to south-west and so on. Much depends on the lay-
out. Solong as some convenient and intelligible
order is followed it should be all right. The numbers
allotted to cach house should be marked on the
sketch and with the help of arrow marks at conve-
nient intervals, the direction in which the house
numbers run should be indicated. This is particularly
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important when streets cut across one another and
house-numbering series along a street get interrupted.
It will be of advantage if the numbers are roughly
marked in pencil on this sketch and later verified
with the actual state of things on ground to see if
the order of numbering indicated on the sketch
would be convenient or if any slight changes are
needed, for, after all the sketch is only a rough one
and the actual state of buildings on ground may
suggest a more intelligible order of numbering at
some places. )

8. Where villages are not cadastrally surveyed
and the village boundaries not fixed by survey, it is
essential that the limits of each village are defined
by some permanent features so that it may be known
that any house falling in any such areas may be
reckoned along with a particular village.

9. In the forest areas, all habitations arc not on
settled pattern. There are forest villages which may
be just like other revenue villages or mauzas. For
such villages procedure for preparing normal lay-out
plan sketches may be followed. But apart from such
villages, there would be clusters of habitations spread
out in the forest. It will be facilitating, if for the
purpose of netting such clusters a lay-out plan is
prepared of the forest area comprising the lowest
administrative unit (such as, beat of a Forest Guard
in some States). Then the clusters should be drawn
on the lay-out sketch. Name of the cluster should
also be written, if there be one. If there be no name,
then it would be necessary to identify it with
reference to any known permanent feature such as a
hill stream, a range of hills, road and so on. After
drawing the boundaries of such clusters on the
lay-out, the location of each of the houses should be
indicated on it and number assigned to each house.
Habitations (clusters) falling within the area of the
smallest forest administrative unit should be taken
as one village for the purpose of house-numbering.
and houselisting.

Since it is likely that som® of the tribal habita-
tions may cl}ange their locations now and then, it is
necessary to define the location of a habitation area
with reference to any known permanent feature as
indicated above in regard to the clusters in forest
areas.

10. Urban areas : The preparation of notional
maps and the house-numbering sketches in urban

*Note : GCI—Galvanized Corrugated Iron, RBC—Reinforced Brick Concrete and RCC—Reinforced Cement Concrete.



areas should essentially follow the same procedure as
in the rural areas excepting that in- most urban units
the draughtsman of the Municipal Administration
might have already prepared town maps perhaps
even to scale and these may. come extremely useful.
It has been found from experience that the boun-
darie\s of towns are often times loosely defined and
not properly demarcated giving rise to several doubts
regarding the areas lying on the out-skirts of towns.
It is important that the map should very clearly
indicate the boundaries by means of definite survey
numbers and also. other permanent features.

. Sometimes one side of a road falls within the town

limits and the other side excluded as it may be
outside the defined boundary of the town. All these
should be carefully verified on ground before the
maps are certified to be correct by the supervising
authorities. Cases of sub-urban growth adjoining the
limits of a town and such cases as one side of a street
failing outside the limits of a town should be brought
to the notice of the superior officers who will have to
ensure that such built up areas are properly accoun-
ted for within the administrative units in which
they fall.

11. But what is essential is that very detailed plans
showing the location of every building and census
house along every road and street in zach ward, loca.
lity or mohalla of a town should be clearly prepared.
In view of the very large number and close location
of houses in urban areas it may be necessary to have
a large number of sketches each covering a limited
area. Each town would probably have already been
divided into some permanent mohallas or localities of
wards. A large map of the entire town indicating
the boundaries of each of the sub-units into which
the town has been dividad should bz prepared. On
this map, the main roads and other topographical
details and important public buildings etc., may be
shown for clear identification of the boundaries of
each mohallajlocality/ward etc. Next, a skeleton map
of each locality/ward or block should be prepared in
which all the roads and streets should be clearly
indicated and their names also written. Then each
building and house should be located on this skeleton
map. May be that even a locality/ward may be too
large an area to indicate all houses on a single map.
In such a case a ward map showing the segments
and separate lay-out map for each one of the
segments may be prepared and on these segments
the buildings and houses should be clearly located
and the house-numbers shown. It may be an
advantage if the non-residential houses are
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distinguished from the residential houses as indicated
in para 6 of these instructions. Here again the
important permanent buildings may be indicated such
as say, town-hall, large office building, court build-
ing, post office, hospital, school, church, market
building etc.

12. As stated earlier most towns may already be
having a satisfactory house-numbering system.
This need not be disturbed and may be adopted for
thc purpose of preparation of the house-numbering
maps referred to above. The house-numbering can
be brought up-to-date with the help of these lay-out
maps. If there be no proper system of house-num-
bering in the town, then you will have to assign
numbers to the houses in the lay-out sketch(es) of
your jurisdiction in the manner indicated hereafter.

Numbering of Buildings and Census Houses in rural
as well as urban areas :

13. You have to give numbers to “‘Buildings” and
«Census houses” in all areas. The instructions below
will guide you to determine what a bnilding and a
census house are for the purpose of houselisting. The
building is a readily distinguishable structure or
group of structures which is taken as the unit for
house-numbering. The entire building may be deemed
one census house or sometimes parts of it, as will be
explained. The objective is to ultimately number
and list out all physical units of constructions which
are used for different purposes, residential or
otherwise.

14. Building : A <building” is generally a single
structure but sometimes made up of more than one
component unit, which are used or likely to be used
as dwellings (residences) or establishments such as
shops, workshops, factories, etc., or as godowns,
stores, cattle-sheds etc. or in combination with any
of these, such as, shop-cum-residence, or workshop-
cum residence, etc.

15. Sometimes a series of different buildings may
be found along a street which are joined with one
another by common walls on either side looking like
a continuous structure. These different units are
practically independent of one ancther and likely to
have been built at different times and owned by
different persons. In such cases though the whole
structure with all the adjoining units apparently
appears to be one building, each portion should be
treated as scparate building and given separate
number.



16. If there are more than one structure within
an enclosed or open compound (premises) belonging
to the same person e.g., the main house, the
servant’s quarters, the garage etc., only onz building
number should be given for this group and each of
the constituent separate structures assigned a sub-
number like 1(1), 1(2), 1(3) and so on provided these

structures satisfy the definition of a ‘Census Hous2’
given hereafter.

17. The buildings should be numbered as follows:

(i) If the locality consists of a number of
streets in a village, the buildings in the
various streets in a village, should be
numbered continuously. Streets should
be taken in uniform order from North-
east to South-west. Tt has been observed
that the best way of numbering the build-
ings is to continue with one consecutive
serial on ons side of the street and com-
plete the numbering on that side before
crossing over to the end of the other side
of the street and continuing with the

serial, stopping finally opposite to where
the first number began.

(i) In a town/city, enumeration block, the
numbering will have to respect the axis of
the street and not any preconceived
geographical direction like Noth-east etc.

(iii) Arabic numerals e.g. (1,2,3,........ )
should be used for building numbers.

(iv) A building under construction, the roof of
which has been completed should be
given a number in the serial.

(v) If a new building either Pucca or Kachha
is found after the house-numbering has
been completed or in the midst of build-
ings already numbered, it should be given a
new number which may bear a sub-number

of the adjacent building number, eg.
10/1....

NOTE : These should not be numbered as 10(1) or

10(2) etc. as such numbering would apply
to census houses within the same building.
On the other hand, 10/1 would mean a
separate building that has come up after
building No. 10.
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18. Census House : A “Census house” is building
or part of a building having a separate main entrance
from the road or common court-yard ot stair-case
etc., used or recognised as a szparate unit. It may be
inhabited or vacant. It may be used for a residential
or non-residential purpose or both.

19. If a building has a number of flats or blocks
which are independent of one another having separate
entrances of their own from the road ora common
stair-case or a common court-yard leading to a main
gate, they will be considered as separate census
houses. If within a large enclosed area there are
separate buildings, then each such building will be one
or more separate census houses. If all the structures
within an enclosed compound are together treated
as one building then each structure with a separate
entrance should be treated as a separate census
house.

20. Each census house should be numbered. If a
building by itself is a single census house, then the
number of the census house is the same as the
building number. But if ditferent parts or constituent
units of a building qualify to be treated as separate
census houses, each census house should be given a
sub-number within brackets to the building number
as 10(1), 10(2) etc., or 11(1), 11(2), 11(3), etc.

21, The order in which census houses within a
building are to be numbered, should be continuous,
preferably clockwise or in any convenient manner if
it is difficult to do it clockwise.

22. The definition of census house may sometimes
be difficult of application in its literal semse in the
context of varying patterns of structures and their
usage. For example, in cities and towns, one does
come across a situation when a flat in the occupation
of one household as residence may be made up of
four rooms or so and all the rooms may have direct
entrance from a common court-yard, or a stair-case.
In terms of the definition of a census house each of
these rooms having entrances from the common stair-
case etc., may qualify to be treated as census houses.
But it does not realistically reflect the situation of the
number of houses. In such case, ‘singleness’ of use of
these rooms alongwith the main house by the house-
hold should be taken into account and the entire flat
comprising four rooms should be treated as one
census house only and assigned one number. If on
the other hand each one of these rooms had been
separately occupied by independent households and if
each portion had separate main entrance then each



will be justified to be treated as a separate census
house. In a hostel building even if the door of each
room in which an inmate lives opens on to a common
verandah or stair-case as it happens almost invariably,
the entire hostel building may have to be treated as
one census house only. In some parts of the country
in the rural areas, the pattern of habitations is such
that a single household occupies a group of  huts
within an enclosed fence which has one main
entrance. Each of the apparently separate structures
is an integral part of the housing unit as such. In
such cases it may be more realistic to treat the group
as one census house. Care should be taken to ascer-
tain if only one household occupies such a unit or
;’shared by more than one household. Thus the defini-
"tion of a census house will have to be applied having
due regard to the actual situation in such exceptional

cases. !

23. It is usual to find in municipal towns/cfties
that every site whether built upon or not is numbered
by the municipal authorities on property basis. Such
open sites even if they are enclosed by a compound
wall should not be listed for census purposes. Only
where a structure with four walls and a roof has
come up, should it be treated as a census house and
listed. But in some areas the very nature of construc-
tion of houses is such that, for example, a conical
roof almost touches the ground and an entrance is
also provided, and there may not be any wall as such.
Such structures should of course be treated as buil-
dings and houses and numbered and listed.

24. Household : A household is a group of per-
sons who commonly live together and would take
their meals from a common kitchen unless the exigen-
cies of work prevented any of them from doing so.
There may be ‘one-member household, two-member
household or multi-member household’. For census
purposes each one of these types is regarded asa
“Household”. Again, there may be a household of
persons related by blood or houschold of unrelated
persons; the latter are Boarding Houses, Hostels,
Residential Hotels, Orphanages, Rescue Homes,
Ashrams etc. These are called ‘Institutional House-
holds™.

Each household will be listed according to the
instructions that follow (see paras 44 & 45) and a
distinguishing number allotted to each household.
As each household will be related to the physical
structure of a census house, the household number
as such need not be painted on the door of each
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census house. Only the building and census house
number will be painted.

HOUSELISTING

25. After the preparation of the notional house-
numbering maps and the numbering of the houses,
the next step is to list them in the prescribed form
(Houselist).

26. At the 1971 Census, a houselist schedule and
an establishment schedule will be canvassed on uni-
versal basis. Specimen form of the houselist schedule
to be so canvassed is given at the end of this book.

The following instructions will guide you in filling
the houselist :

27. On the top of the houselist form, provision is
made to note the name of District with Code No.,
name of  Taluk/Tehsil/Thana/Anchal/Island/Code
No., name of Village/Town/Code No., name or No.
of Ward, Mohalla, Enumerator’s Block Code No.
The entries here are to be filled in by you very care-
fully. The Location Code is the method by which
every village or town in any tehsil or police station in
every district of a State is identified by a combination
of numbers. For this purpose every district, tehsil or
police station, village or town/ward/mohalla/enume-
rator’s block in your State would have been allotted
code numbers. Your Charge Superintendent or the
Supervisor would have indicated to you the district,
tehsil or police station and the village or town/ward/
mohalla/enumerator’s block code numbers pertain-
ing to you. You shall have to enter them in the
relevant spaces against the names of the various
jurisdictional units. Please note that the town number
is to be given in Roman figures to distinguish it from
the village number which will be indicated by Arabic
numerals.

NOTE :.Please do not write anything in spaces enclosed

by dotted lines in column Nos. 4, 5, 6, 10 and 12. These are
meant for writing code numbers in the tabulation offices.

28. Every line in the Houselist
is to be numbered serially. The
line numbers should be conti-
nuous for your block. Arabic numerals should be
used for this purpose, e g., 1, 2, 3, 4 etc. ... ..........

CoL. 1 :
LINE NUMBER

29. Before you start houselisting,
every building will bear a num-
ber. Some Municipal towns may
have satisfactory system of num-
bering the buildings and after
preparation of the lay-out sketch of your area, you

CoL. 2 : BUILDING
NO. (MUNICIPAL OR
LOCAL AUTHORITY

OR CENSUS NO.)



would have given the same number to the building
located on the sketch.

30. There would be cases where the Municipal
pumbers or local authority numbers are not found
satisfactory and therefore you would have given
numbers to various buildings by way of updating th:
numbering or revising it. In any case you would have
assigned a number to every building in the lay-out
sketch. The third contingency is that numbering did
not exist earlier and you have numbered the buildings
and assigned them the number on the lay-out sketch
and marked them on the building itself.

31. The number which has been assigned in the
lay-out sketch in any of the three modes described
above and marked or put on the building should be
written in this column.

32. If the building has a well-known name then
the name of the building should also be recorded in
this column in addition to the number of the
building.

The purpose of this column is to readily identify

every building by the number found on it and by
local name if any the building may bear.

CoL. 3 : CENSUS
HOUSE NUMBER

33. The attributes of a census
house have been described ear-
lier and in accordance with
those instructions you would have allotted census
house number to a building or toa part of a
building.

34. If there is only one census house in the build-
ing, then the number of the census house will be the
same as the building number, which will be repeated
in this column.

35. If there be more than one census hous: in a
building (as mentioned in paras 19 and 20) e.g, in
building No. 10, there are three census houses—then
against the first census house, you will record
“10(1)”, for the second “10(2)” and for the third
*10(3)”’ in this column. Column 2, Building number,
will be entered in the first line only against which
<census house No. 10(1) would have been mentioned
in Col. 3. Column 2 will remain blank against census
house No. 10(2) and 10(3).

NotE : You should not indicate thesz as 10/1 or
10/2 etc. as that would be followed in the allotment
of a number to a new building not previously num-
bered that has come up after building No. 19.
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CoLUMNS 4-5 : Predominant construction material
of census house

3€. In these columns you will have to note the
materials of wall and roof

CoL. 4 : MATERIAL
OF WALL

37. Under this column, the
material out of which the major
portion of the walls of the house
are made, as for example, grass, leaves, reeds, bam-
boo, unburnt bricks, mud, burnt bricks stone, cement
concrete, timber etc , should be written. Where a
house consists of separate structures each having
walls made out of different materials, the material
out of which the walls of the main portion of the
house mostly used for living or sleeping are made,
are to be recorded.

CoL. 5 : MATERIAL  38. The material out of which
OF ROOF most of the outer roofs, exposed

to the weather and not the
ceiling 1s made i.e.. thatch, corrugated iron, zinc
or asbestos cement sheets or concrete, slate, tiles, efc.,
should be written. In the case of a multi-storeyed
building the intermediate {loors will be the roof of
the lower floor. 1f the roof is mainly made of bricks,
stone etc., and has a mud plaster, cement plaster or
lime plaster exposed to the sky, the material of roof
in such cases will #or be ““mud™, “‘cement”, or *“lime”
respectively but it will be ¢ bricks”, “‘stone” etc.,
which constitute the fabric of the roof.

39. The actual use to which
a census house is putisto be
HOUSE 1S USED, e.g. recorded here keeping in mind
RESIDENCE, SHOP, the broad categorisation such as:
SHOP-cum-RESIDENCE, (these are purely illustrative):
BUSINESS, FACTORY,
WORKSHOP, WORK-
SHOP-CUmM-RESIDENCE,
SCHOOL, BANK, COM-
MERCIAL HOUSE,
OFFICE, HOSPITAL,
HOTEL, ETC., OR
VACANT.

CoL. 6 : PURPOSE
FOR WHICH CENSUS

(1) Residence, shop-cum-
residence, workshop-
cum-residence.

(2) Factery/workshop and
workshed etc. Fac-
tory should be written

! if it is registered under
lndian Factories Act. A ‘workshop’ is a place where
any kind of production, repair or servicing goes on
or where goods and articles are made and sold,
but is not large enough to be a factory. It is not
necessary that some machinery should exist. Even

a place where some household industry (as defined

in Para 78) such as say, handloom weaving, biri

rolling, papad making, toy making etc., is carried



on, it should be noted as a workshop here.
If it is also used as a residence it should be
noted as workshop-cum-residence. = Make
searching enquiry if a house is used for the
purpose of production of any goods or cngaged
in some processing or repairing even on a
Household Industry basis as these are not
likely to be apparent to a casual observer.

-

Shop : '

{3) Shop: A shop is a place where articles are
bought and/or sold on cash or for credit,

Office, business house, bank, etc. Business
house is that where transactions in money or
other articles take place.

|

(C))

(5) Hospital, dispensary, health centre, doctor’s
cling, etc.

(6) School and other educational institution.

(7) Hotel, sarai, dharamshala, tourist house,
inspection house, etc. \

{8) Restaurant, sweetmeat shop and eating place.

( A sweetmeat shop where sweetmeat is being
made and sold should be recorded as a Work-

shop).

{9) Place of entertainment such as cinema house,
theatre, community-gathering (Panchayatghar)
etc.

(10) Place of worship e.g., temple, church, mosque,
gurudwara, etc.

(11) Ipstitution such as orphanage, rescue home,.
jail, reformatory, children home, etc.

{12) Others e.g., cattle-shed, garage, godown, laun-
dry, petrol bunk, passenger shelter, etc., the
exact use to be fully described.

{13) TIf the census hous¢ is found vacant, i.e. if no

person is living in it at the time of enumeration
and it is not being used for any of the
purposes listed above, write ‘vacant’ ir this
Col. If the census house is locked because
the occupants have gone on journey or
pilgrimage, then it may nor be treated as
‘“vacant”, but the use to which it is put
recorded here and the fact that the occupants
" have gone on a journey/pilgrimage noted in
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the Remarks column “*House locked, occupants
on journey/pilgrimage etc.”

Norte : The reason for vacancy such as ‘dilapida-
ted’, ‘under repair’, ‘incomplete construction’, ‘want
of tenant’, etc., may be recorded in the “Remarks”

column.

CoL. 7 : 1S IT USED
WHOLLY OR PARTLY
AS AN ESTABLISH-
MENT ?

YEs or No.

IF YES, ENTER FUR-
THER  DETAILS IN
THE ESTABLISHMENT
SCHEDULE AND IN-
DICATE THE SERIAL

Definition of an Establishment

40. An “Establishment™ is a
place where goods are pro-
duced or manufactured not
solely for domestic consump-
tion or where servicing and/or
repairing is done such as fac-
tory, workshop or household
industry or servicing andjor

NO. OF THAT ENTRY
HERE.

repair workshop or a place
where retail or wholesale bus-
iness is carried on or commer-
cial services are rendered or an office, public or
private or a place of entertainment or where educa-
tional, religious, social or enteriainment services are
rendered. It is necessary that in all these places
one or more persons should be actually working.
Thus an establishment will cover manufacturing,
trade and other establishments where people work.

Examples :

A factory or a workshop or workshop-cum-
residence or a trading or other establishment i.e.
where some kind of production, processing, repair
or servicing is undertaken or where goods or articles
are made and sold, or some business is being carried
on such as a grocery shop, pan shop, restaurant,
bank, hotel, or an office is functioning such as
government office, commercial office, or an institu-
tion is being run such as school, college, hospital,
dispensary, etc., and where one or more persons are
working.

An Establishment may occupy a census house or
a group of census houses or a part of a census
house.

41. This column applies only in cases where the
census house is used as an Establishment as defined
above. Sometimes the act of production, processing
or servicing may not be apparent especially if carried
on as a household industry e.g., when a handloom is
located inside a house and is not in operation at the



time of enumerator’s visit or if some other type of
household industey such as papad making or toy
manufacturing or bidi rolling etc., is done, say in
some interior portion of the house. You should
make searching enquiries to see if any production,
processing or setvicing is done or any business is
carried on or any institution is being run in any part
of the house not readily seen from outside.

If <Yes’ is recorded here, go to the Establishment
Schedule, and fill up further particulars in that Sche-
dule. Please fill in the Serial No. of the entry as
given in the Establishment Schedule in this column

after ‘Yes’.

42. It is possible that some kind of production
or processing is undertaken in the house by the
members of the household for purely domestic con-
sumption, For example hand pounding of rice,
preparation of spices like, haldi (turmeric), chillies,
etc., or say, knitting of woollen garments, embroi-
dery work, loinloom weaving and so0 on, meant for
household use only and not for sale. In such cases
the house should not be treated as an ‘establishment’.

COLUMNS 8 to 16

. 43. These columns will relate to census houses
which are used wholly or partly as a residence. If
therefore, a particular census house is not being
used for residential purposes at all even partly, as
will be evident from entry in Col. 6, put ‘X’ in each
of the columns 8 to 16.

Cor. 8 : HOUSEHOLD 44. A ‘household’ is a group
NO. of persons who commonly live

together and would take their
meals from a common kitchen unless the exigencies

of work prevented any of them from doing so. It.

may be made up of related or un-related persons.
A cook or a servant living in the house of his
employer and taking his food there is part of that
household. A hostel where a number of un-related
persons live together is an institutional household. So
also a Jail.

45. There may be more than one household in a
census house. Each household should be given a
separate number. This can be done by using the
alpbabets as (a), (b), (c), etc., as affixes to the
census house No. For example, if building No. 2 is
also a census house and has three households, the
household numbers will be 2(a), 2(b), and 2 (c). If
building number 4 has two census houses, the houses
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will be numbered as 4(1) and 4(2). If within these
houses there are respectively 3 und 2 households then
they will be numbered as 4(1) (a), 4(1) (b), 4(1) (c)
and 4(2) (a) and 4(2) (b) respectively. If, however,
building No. 3 is also a census house and has only
one household, the household No. to be entered in
this column will be No. 3 only.

46. In the above cases of households Nos. 2(b),
2(c), 4(1) (b), 4(1) (c) and 4(2) (b), there will be
no entries against them in Cols. 3to 7. Cols. 3to 7
will be filled for the entire census houses, 2, 4(1) or
4(2) as the case may be, once. There is no need to
repeat Cols. 3 to 7 in each line for which entries
are made for more then one household against that
census house in Cols. 8 to 16,

47. The name of the Head of
each household should be written.
The Head of the household for
census purposes is a person who
is recognised as such in the household. He is
generally the person who bears the chief responsi-
bility for the maintenance of the household and
takes decisions on behalf of the household. The
Head of the household need not necessarily be the
eldest male member, but may even be a female or
a younger member of either sex. You need not
enter into any long argument about it but record the
name of the person who is recognised by the House-
hold as its Head. In the case of institution like
boarding houses, messes, chummeries which should be
regarded, as houscholds of un-related persons living
together and which may be called Institutional House-
holds, the manager or superintendent or the person
who has administrative responsibility or who by com-
mon consent is regarded as the Head should be re-
corded as the Head of the houschold. In the case
of an absentee dejure ‘Head’, the person on whom
the responsibility of managing the affairs of the
household falls at the time of enumeration, should
be regarded as the Head.

CoL. 9 : NAME OF
THE HEAD OF
HOUSEHOLD

48. You will have been
furnished with a list of Sche-
duled Castes and Scheduled
Tribes notified for your area.
Ascertain If the head of the
household belongs to a Scheduled Caste or a Sche-
duled Tribe and check whether the Caste/Tribe is
scheduled as per your list. If so, \

Cor. 10 : 1r S. C.
orR S. T., WRITE
NAME OF GASTE/
TRIBE -

for Scheduled Caste write “S.C.” and record

name of caste,



for Scheduled Tribe write “S.T.” ane record
name of tribe,
for others write “X”

For a household belonging to Scheduled Caste,
<check religion of the head of the household. He or
she should be either a Hindu or a Sikh. There cannot
be a S.C. in any other religion. Scheduled Tribes
may belong to any religion,

49. In a case where the head of the household
belongs to Scheduled Caste/Scheduled Tribe even if
any other member of the household (except institu-
tional households) does not belong to SC/ST then
write SC/ST as the ¢asc may be and mention the
Caste/Tribe to which he belongs. On the other hand
if the head does not belong to SC/ST but any other
member of the household does belong to SC/ST;
write ‘X’ in this column,

50. In the case of all ‘Institutional Houscholds’
‘write ‘X’ in the column irrespective of whether the
head belongs to a S.C./S.T. or not.

CoL. 11 : NO. oF
LIVING ROOMS IN
THE OCCUPATION OF
CENSUS HOUSE-
HOLD

51. A room should have
four walls with a door way
with a roof over head and
should be wide and long
enough for a person to sleep in
i. e, it should have a length of

not less than 2 metres and a breadth of at least 1}

metres, and 2 metres in height. An enclosed room,
however, which is used in common for sleeping,
sitting, dining, storing and cooking etc., shouid be
regarded 'as a room. An unenclosed verandah,
kitchen, store, garage, cattle-shed and latrine and
rooms in which a household industry such as a
handloom is located which are not normally usable
for living or sleeping etc., are excluded from the
-definition of a room for the purpose of this column.

52. If there is only one household in a census
house the counting of rooms will not be difficult.
But if a census house consists of a number of house-
holds, the number of rooms occupied by each
household has to be entered against the name of
.each Head of household. In cases where a room
is occupied by more then one household or they
share more than one room, the number of rooms
should be given together against a bracket as
.common to such households.

53. One is likely to come across conical shaped
thut or tent in which human-beings reside. In such
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improvised accommodation, there will be no fc?ur
walls to a room and, therefore, the above definition
would not strictly apply to such types of accommoda-
tion. 1In such cases, the tent or conical hut etc.,
may in itself be construed to be a room.

Cor. 12 : poes 54. If the household is
THE HOUSEHOLD LIVE occupying a census ’house
IN OWNED OR REN- owned by itself and is not

paying anything to anybody
in the form of rent then the
household may be considered
as living in own house. This
should be recorded by ‘O’. A household living in a
flat or a house taken on ‘ownership’ basis on pay-
ment of instalments, should be regarded as living in
its own house, notwithstanding that all instalments
have not been paid.

TED HOUSE : (i)
OwNED (0), (ii)
ReNTED (R)

55, If the household lives in rented house write
‘R’. A housing unit is rented if rent is paid or con-
tracted for, by the occupants in cash or in kind.
Where an owner permits a household to live in a
house, rent free even then the household should be
treated as living in a rented house. For example,
rent free accommodation provided to employees by
Government, Institutions, Companies etc. In such
cases, you should treat the house as rented and
write ‘R’.

56. Enter the number of
males normally residing in the
household in column 13; fema-
les in column 14 and total num-
ber of persons in column 15
(Col. 13+Col. 14).

CoLs.

NO. OF
NORMALLY  RESI-
DING IN CENSUS
HOUSEHOLD ON DAY
OF TBE VISIT OF
THE ENUMERATOR

13 To 15 :
PERSONS

57. In these columns nor-
mal residents are to be recorded even though some
of them may be absent on the day of enumerator’s
visit. Casual visitors should be excluded as they
will be considered at their respective places of normal
residence. But a person who has stayed with the
household for a period of 3 months or more should,
however, be included. Correspondingly, normal
residents absent for over 3 months or more should
be excluded from the household in which they nor-
mally reside.

Total of these columns should be struck at the
end of each page and after completion of houselisting
grand total of the block should be struck at the
bottom of the last form.



58. If the household is cul-

CorL. 16 : DOES

THE HOUSEHOLD tivating any land then you have
CULTIVATE LAND? to record the answer ‘Yes’
(Yes or No) otherwise ‘No’. For determin-

‘ ing whether a household is cul-
tivating or not, it should be necessary to ascertain if
one or more persons in the household are engaged
in cultivation of land or supervision or direction of
cultivation of land owned or held from government
or from private persons or institutions for payment
in money, kind or share. Encroachers who culti-
vate land encroached upon will be regarded as culti-
vating households for the purposes of this column.
If the household has a visitor who cultivates land
elsewhere, it can not be deemed that the household
as such is a cultivating household, unless the Head/
or other members of the household are engaged in
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cultivation of their own, the household should not
be reckoned as a cultivating household. A household
whose members merely work on somebody else’s
land for wages should not be treated as a cultivating

household.

59. If [there is an entry in
Col. 6 as *“*Vacant”, you have
to record the reason such as
“dilapidated™, “under repair”, ‘“‘incomplete construc-
tion”, “‘want of tenant’’ etc. in this column.

CoL. 17
REMARKS

60. After you have completed filling up of the
houselist for your block, you will prepare a duplicate
copy of the houselist, for which you would be giv/en
adequate number of blank forms.



NOTE

For the purposes of housclisting in this State, following minor modifications were made in the
‘instructions given on the previous pages :

1. As no satisfactory system of housenumbering was prevalent in this State, our instructions
prescribed universal and fresh house numbering. As a result paras 12 and 30 were deleted, para
31 was modified and in modification of para 32 the enumerator was asked to mention the existing
house nymber or the name of the building, if any, in addition to the Census number.

2. In modiﬁ{:ati{m of the last two sentences of para 24, instructions were given to mark the house-
hold number also on the main entrance of each Census house for the sake of convenience.

3. The enumerator was asked to mention some additional details in column 17. Thus, if a Census
house was found locked on account of the occupants having gone in connection with some
journey or pilgrimage, this fact was to be entered here. Similarly, the ownership of Census
houses which wére being used neither as residences nor as establishments was to be entered
here.
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Name of District... .................

Name of Taluk/Tehsil/Thana/Anchal/Island...................ccocooevevvnenn.

FORMAT OF HOUSELIST
(See para 26 )

FORM

Code NO....cevciv e civereveeens

Code NO....c.oovvevvennen

Predominanpt construction material of
Census House

Purpose for which

census house is used

Is it used wholly or

Building " partly as an estab-
Number oA zcs:d??::i,dset‘\:ég, lishment ? Yes or
] (Municipal| Census b ipne L m factory. No. If yes, enter
Lioe | "or Local House wosrk slﬁ)’p worksh og: fﬁrther details in
No. Qrugle(:‘rsllt]z No. Material of Wall Material of Roof cum-residence, school, tscf‘e%flt;b;gg?;ﬁt_
bank commercial :
Number) i house, office, h ospital cate the serial No.
hotel, etc. or vacant’ of that entry here
| 2 3 4 5 6 7
Name of Village or Town..................... Code No............... eeeene
Name or number of Ward/Mohalla/Enumerator’s Block........... Code NO....ovv e venveanns e
If used wholly or partly as a residence
No. of No. of
O . persons normally
living hDoesl:hfd residing in Census House-
rooms | nouseho hold on day of visit of Does the
House Name of the If S.C. or S.T. | inthe | live in owned the enumerator household
hold Head of write Name of | occu- or rented cultivate Remarks
No. Household Caste/Tribe |pation of house 7 . . land ?
Census | (i) Owned (O) i . N
House- | (/) Rented (R) Males | Females ‘ Total (Yes or No)
hold
I
8 10 | u | 12 13 14 15 17
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APPENDIX-1I

EXCERPTS FROM SUIPPLEMENTARY INSTRUCTION BOOK

3. wTEfam sEaE

(1) aftwmmg

(5) TIY T W FG Ag@YW AT (FHAE)
g oftfgg @ o ggd “wITC AT C|AUTAT
TAFA & 1 |

WA WX AATQAT AT

HIT T T (6) guFl zwad, F1W w1 fafas
QAT AFTA fantar (Structures) @ w1 faad
7 fratw st g afrT gu saTgAr & 514 F fa¢
ATIH T & g7 I fawtal § =fa @y &
fag sEa forad w9 fwat 7 Gl gw1T 1

ga g, faad g1 aga wifag g sk a1 @A ar
FH 7 a1 fmdy weq gualr § 4 g1 ar fqas ga#
Y fordt F10 § @ ST & FUTJ IATAT AT EL 1
SIFI §H G gU Atel, g¥ IEa<l § a13, A g AN
a1 gt & &9, AMfad sy (SF qage &1 gfaq
Faifcad) snfs & <f= @ w@d )

arg | fIar (7) =&Y g&w1T MSfEAr ggra F1
g e Agt mifedl, ga arr 34, Ardl genfy
FY gw a8t AN FAifE gad eaifacs adf g afz %
guy & fag £1F qrg AMHT F1E IaH @@ AT Fg
F19 9 TET &1 a1 g7 Q¥ qFq I =17 AG0 & | AlFT
afg Q@1 ITAWT FwY gHT § G LG &1 AT FIH 977
q% I99 HT AHIFAT &Y a1 97 J&g F1 g0 AIA F1H FT
frata @7 §% 1 g8¥ ag W wose g fw Q@ fqaia O
AR 1T F g1 gFad § foaqsy =T ¥ w7 a1 g ar
DAL Z A&l

WAl WY AA- '(8) wg Sy N famiw 9T Farg
TWAT HFHTAT BT g wyifzal 9T @R IqW § SAH
qTEAT qEA Y g g wAT ¥ qFAAH

o1 A9 JIAT OF a1 oF § Afas fgeal § 929 g2 9%
(@Fraifaz) g gl § IFT @1 gH WIT Fga & ;MY
QHT TATLEY & Y AT FAT F19 T A TT AT GFA
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aiw fged ar gwizai (gfaza) @9 € ST stAawAr
HHIT Fgd § | T 999 § UF T TF § SFET AATAT
FFIT 1T § | FTTQAT TFTT 7 CF 9gT g3 § %
SUFT FH § FH TH TJT 997 I iar § graAifs gaa<c
ag 9AW FIT qTF & =VF, FEII9L, AL, qfaar a1
S H ZIHT AT QAT & | TATTAT AR § F T o
afea1z 1gd g faad § #x god wix afgssra faaa
g1 UF JATTAT AFAH TF g7 qfeqr o @
gFd 8, TF ¥ sarar gfaesta a1 wfassia-ga-faag @
gFg & AT uw g1 aftae a1 gfaszia g arg fegg &
41 39Y STYMET FAANWAT FFET d #wIfegg q@r v
TFHAT 2 |

waq (9) SIET gH AT § waT WA ¥
9 gSHI 41 §a gT FHIAE F  fFAR fFTY ar T
My, o wfaar a1 5 wfad camal & &0 § faag &)
HFGL TG F F2 WaT (A6 oF g7 TG Ja137 gw
gdtg g1 § Afwa R § 9 swrw fafuw waai &
F4r g€ g1 & MR waw aw fgeql & gaw gaT qrfas
WY g1 € 1 Se1gw F faw, S9gT & Sgdr IR F oF
TeY § gEN AT F OF g AT dr@dr g afET qreaq
#ag 7% WA § 1 gE g1 wadi Hv gaF  feora,
fafemaa M faatag & qual § s@T FIT IGTAT o7
gHar & gFifE wagr uF Afaw F O FL AT Gy §
M F% AfAT e wqa) &7 Agwr-van  Gfad faf
A &) faferaa @dr &1 o9T UF A T &
ez F5 waq 9 faaq g

HAATTAT {EH (10) <iqr gw 3@ 3F § gT waq
¥ uF a1 OF ¥ SHET FITTAT AFE A & | FAqmAr
AR F8 IPE & A ATT § IgAET 91 awdr g AT
faad #1§ AT § a1 | aFI1 a1 FE F1A Iwamr §
a1 I AT g ar S fRET WT ITAT { Ay § [§Y
e @S F3 7 fau (@), A9 qigT & fAe (S
FIEAT ATAFA &1 qreN), AR @T F fag (d=rm),
aifyal & fasg & fag (F&T o) ar qud Hfew
MNT 7o A Teaife (Y waRT § @d f&q &1 wiasw



7 g &1 IuEfEn)] X Ged o
afus gaf @7 I § )

(11) @5 F§ J=1gT@ (@if=T 1) FHT 79T AL
FATWAT AR F qformEt &Y e fEar ar
JHhar % f—

JTELW 1 :—ug uF FFAT FAA § 1 AV, TZ 9IT
g f5ad oF & FAqWAr AFH & )

QT 2 :—3IGH F% FiFAl q1aT wF 9Eq g
faa® g @es 93 91T I1C e 99 gu § 9w 53w
EINUF g% F T F § A< 21 ag qu fAntw oF
Waq aiar § #X 38Y {999 wew § Sad € JAAn
qFA TIF FIEN

SRIEXW 3 :—agt 9T & FAX AAT &4 gu § | NY
I FHL FT 93T GIHA I FHLY F AT 1 3 O
faa®T TF WqT IR OF & FATIAT AFT IS 2 |

I 4 :—3IqH TF FEITIE & HIL TF aFU
FT FA1EY, TF IS, U6 919 F1 (@91, TF FA
JIFAY FT ATT AT qF ATHIETT FY HISFT T4T g5 g |
a7 g9 fanial &Y fadmm s waq g AT 3 g9
T AT FF1AT (I 919 &) TIT AT FATGAT FFH
Y 1E 1 2T 3@F A gET M FA QA 91 I
FATWAT HFIA AFIL 6 AT 7 9197 |

JIGIW 5 :—3gH FIT &F IIFWY &1 IZA1 HT
feear qra-ra fead € 97, 19 w7, WK, 48174,
55 AT GF &Y I8 § uFfegq 3 il Y a9 &
Saferg 1 T grad H O YIF ¥ @ F8T MT wie
faa®T @A™ I OF IFHE A1 § IF: ITH T F9-
TWAT AFA AW ST | 997, 9§ q&7 qgi & 5
fead & ar w9y gf Iq7 & FATAT FFA FY Afew
EHF! AGT-TAT F1A § AT J&AT 4T AT FHT J1A7T 39
THISAT 1 fTF41 & o1 3 F4% g1 WaQ 79713 2

femgm AR (12) 3fFT gaaz gasy waai &
g ® FI9 FE 79 99 gu fawy g A
waYfeai fafrw gw & Seawm § =9 &

T festgT ar sk d ag war agl =« war F 3@
waq § fFa) TF1AT, THEq AT ATIWAT FHA § | YAy
graal § gUAY 37 F47 1 FrE@fas IqAT WAL
T1fgd AT Ia4 @ FITWAT FFA AFRA F0fzH foady
f& fafws swal awafas sogwr & g ¥F waal
Faar o a § 1 I AT FH Y IR ¥ wweT frar
T gFar g |
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IIMEWW 6 +—3qH ¢F =15 & A AN ¢ F9R
7 gy § T ag ¢ w@fadr gwg g1 amwd v AL
Fg gF1F 41 g€ § A1 ary FA AdF-wIA a1 QN
da-a1a fras fafax of@d & waw & sww @
g1 97 afz zo fatg & 22 #8938 fqq4§ ¥ 14 § gig
ofTqIr @A € M IFT 8 H 8 gHA § A1 3@ waq
5+ 8==13 zFTal g1 FATYAT GHIT A7 AFY |

I 7 :—3qH UG IUAI H gA4 A HIG
Fu¥ 7 g & fwan § 19 70 § uF afcay, QHF
gauafegir a@lr A9 A HQ gHA § a1 IEAT H
gy guad Fod f@ 3@ owaad l+1+1+1=4
EHEAT AT FATTAT 7517 § |

Tg Wa  afc (13) =9 9% w7 1 fasqrza
feafaai: @FT AT q&8T g av arEafas
weart  afeare FEAATT F IAF T WIAF TG
UE AR ag &3 f& fwer waq § feaa
qFA W Al FAAT q517 § | afz e wg@
g qrat & gL OF Fag Aafeag @
Sioui Sy FARIE A qO FARE B

UF AT TITHY SH SV FAT-TAT 39T 5eq1{g § IAHT
AAT-HAT ATTWAT FHFA A q0 | 387 991 gfg o
R ¥ 79T 0§ A T IW & WO g Aq
Teqife a7 & at 5@ QX WA TV OF  9GT HIGT M
IqF WAL 1 TAT-TAT THIZAT & FARI HAT-TSAT
FFWAT AH1T A9 | afg 3@ ggiF § Y aFq@EC A 99
gl @Y J Al FAAT-HAT JATWAT AT FAEN | afg
frdt sy & fafwm sl )Y wa7 §  qrg-arg fega
£ 1S g1 a1 ¥ gL 591 F1 TF HFT T 3T FF1ET
F1 AAT AATQAT AH1T A14% | Ffewa afg wgf a7 gy
§ waafag &7 oF deammg afkae & w9 § @d g
fadr (¥ g, Id, WAy, FAAT gAfE) ar
FAFI TF 1 AT AFIT § T@A g ATAT SOIAT |

qf@r

(14) gak Sgz@ & fag =gy ofw@we § 3
freagre a1 frd & @@ a1 oF qig WA g AR
FIRAIAT TF & WE T @Ar g & afFT gax
gatal afs F1§ 4T fedae W agl gar A @ @
(&, TEIAT, 99 NG, 3w qez zearfz) @1 W
safes F1 Wt 37 afTare F1 gaeq w0 Sdar 1 afy g
safes 9wwa ggdfaa g a1 9% aygg F1 geawg afwax
qar A foad  IAFIW  gREw,  J9@, AIEY,

HEqATA, gUAET, TIF qwAT, §iwE  FSH, HINH
aifg g



yfaes@

(15) sfassia 9g @17 § 98i ©F a1 O § SART
AT F1E F1T T I a1 fFE gHTF Q0 9Qq09
CAGEEAR

(i) TN T FTAAT

s & qfeaa ' (16) W% 49T FW FE FIF &Y
FAWEF FT AT HIH HIA A% 0 5F1 g qfefqga 213
aar @YATRT F1 R FT G0 ) 59 F1d F [9Q mEarE
& sEl & gawsl § @Y 3g fosar @ifF g F ar

- g TaawgHt A @ L afg z@ R ¥ #E gag @ ar
gafaa guarEaT A adig F 1 56 a7 ag T sANE
¥ faq g €& (sEan) WIEA B ST 9T CF AU
gt gArQr foad ggd ot g, wfaai 3 ggg e
fem@ FEN | @F 1@ | NF F G WA FT (95
9T F1AGEF g1 AT FIY AGq FY AP F1)
A AF & fa@rar AIANT ) GA gy cArdl A TA7 A8
|11 AT W fag famta gv o g7 g 9 @ ar
fag frgar st w@r Y A fowa) g7 fro & af @ sy
W AT WIAT AT (FFT FfE fFdt FRman [ 9a9
ar 3g fas@ Y FE g asl sz fread ey
fagst a<eag I W@y & ar e 999 FrEy g, v,
oy fanta & wag wEh

SECECICE Ch (17) afg g =A% &Y U & 499
¥ fea@ # sfza1d €1 aY 9gd a1 uF wrs-argg dq
FAF IqHT 75 @I (929) § FiEHT T @E &1
AT AFAT FAYT AT GFIAT | Y AHIT WSl H
9ET R SANH FT OF  FIL-ATZA A4AT TATHT IgH oY
gAT-AaT A F fgeq, arfwai zarfk @ sad gaa-
qAT AT AT A7 IFF & \ afe @ oqdF w1 00 9@y
¥ gA1 ATV IU@sT g AV IWH  WI(AJT A A0
e

sl § wad ® (18) w19 savw & iy 93T 39
qEAT AT IFHIT 797 (31§ fgag a1 g
g ax frdY Wt gfaarqas g oaw § guw w3 a@
gOF F g amam F T 93T FT F J AF AMER
aF T & fau 9Ed o 37 A @) wefya Svai
ar s | fag fear st ) aflk o was & ged §
uF § AfEF swF g at UF g sHAF & fAg wyaa qra<i
g1 @A AT FHY 1 iz fwgY wig Y @y F) waq
sl A FATAT TAT AT I& 7 &1 & (Fear qEr s
37 9T FFaY f99 faar & 9 99 foar £ A & a0
q far a3
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T F Ay Ay (19) agar/as aaa & I1§ 93
CiE] amw Y sAVF FY 1T FT IWA qGqT
AT 39 sdtw H fqgd wad g sast

deq7 fom &Y s | S § 97 ag a7 &t o3 fw g
waql ¥ fega-fead qammar awE § @ s6iF & g
FATTAT TRTAT FT geqr WM A7) F7 qdeqr § N 397
FI T JIFAN

e gu av Ay (20) afs arg ¥ sF F gad Az
& WW A ag qar a3 fF F1E WaT 795 9T
WAR A I femm T3 § gzwarg ar s
qFIT I w AT g1 qF IS AGT WAT
aqs FAFT AT & F1A & AW T gu

a1 AT g5 g waq 1 WY g9rea19 943 92 fe@rgy ST
T IGY 98 F AFT F A § F27 AW AMFH 39
N FT AFIT FTIAT SF0 | 3qF G099 A 977 22-24
Y 2F

TN FT Ay (21) 7g F3aT FATAT F& § AT
1T afraEdan IWIE F T IGF WY WTUF FY
T GIWITAT FY QAT Q1 1 F 5 Fgqr aqd Qir
2, ¢ & & Ad, afag was ¥ A gaw Famr
97 gar 91fgy | SeraTw ¥ fae uF A9 Asar agd
SHIF T A1 QF A9 agdar 7ig1s sA¥Ew H1 wrafay
la2F ®TH IRy g &)

(iil) wFa a7t W o' feq waar

(22) WAl & FA &, wF A A g guar
A &7 77 ¥FAI F AFGT AT @A AR IT WAl H
fead fafirsr stsrar wTal AT 9 FATEAT AFTAT A
@T FI 9@ & awaT [ FT JOF1 CF FE &
w7 # W@ifay 2 ¥ fagr qq1 & :—

(23) 39 9FIX qF WY UH WAT § UF & SAMET
FATQAT 7FE AN F AqT AW H Ig FP2H1, 2,3
#ifg frgs< A1 qray TR FET AR A9 0 F
JATQAT HE4T A OF § sq@Er of@re g ar Awr
TILHF FT UF THE ITEH (F), (@), (1) saATf
faasT 37 afzard & arax 1% wEd 1 ofe waq ¥
TF &Y TAIWAT B9 g1 01 a9 &1 ATHI I FATQAT
THTT FT LT N AT afe FATQAT 7F7T H F &
qf @ Y 1 I AFKTA FT AT U@ aR@CHT
qET Y I

(24) A W@ 3/1 @1 waqd AFWI I A4 F
A= A gar gar At agr waq feamar § @& 3 (1)
AT AT F WAT FT TZAT FATQAT AFA @A 1



(25) =g it =719 W@ fF wfgssEl & gaw ¥ a1
agf ama § afer I faw agy asav F19 § wFd
FTTAT FFIAT & i 4 :

HHF qT TR
CRET TG |

(26) araT #wiFa s F fag
999 9gy WTOF Hefgg wad §
Sraarr o fesiza o &g
(BT 9U 12 @) *7 saifedl
F g BN FIATY FIF 35 a9 sun &
N AT Ig¥ fRId saTmar adA Fo
TEF T T FTTQWAT AF1T F Tg&@ 997 I I 915
AIAE Y 9 S GEA FT ATET W IH @ I
afegre (afg g @) & asT 39T 970 22 723 § Fa
A a0F F 7T g5 frarg ar Svaz a1 g3 21T
& i€ M FIT DI QT foam 271

AAMTAT  AFHA

WA & IEIEW (27) 99 OF Haq F g FATREAr
AN TFFTA wFIl & I1gT 93 Grafgs gere
feg o1 3% gf g9 waw F wgw 93w FR &)
Y M FIT T T A% § ¢F GAT FJAFRC
9% 1T [geq FTH 51F AFqL, WA AT, FATQAT
HFAL FY Hegr AT I qEAE & @T i qfe@d &
FEaT TS HT A FAEFAT |

IFZAT [ Afqu alF I 11 & 9aq
AFT 3 § ;I qargAr A5 § faad g 6 af@x
T@Ed § dY 927 T FANWAT WFAL 9T FA@ Y &Y
YT 7T FATHT A [wa fHg Irqa :—

ag (A faT a) AT & aE

7.3 1)
. 3 1) (®
3 (@
ZaR (i afar ay) A & q1ge
. 3 (2
T, 3 (2) (&)
3 (2 @
3 (2) @M
A\ (TF qfa I 7w F g7
7.3 (3
9. 3 (3)
| (TEIA & GFTA & 7 A ITN) AFT B qO0@W
7. 3 (4)
9. x
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E AT AT F age e ¥ faww Tw fag
SE—

g 11
q 3
7 1-4
q 1-6

&l fgaad (28) wa4T & FEL MY SH
FI AraT) F) FEIg gAAHT QOF AT 418 (6T 939 3q-
fag s wifas a1 fFod<d #1 ag aar faar aF &
g ava<i &1 framn agt & 1 g7 F59Y @) QA9 H ama
TIFAT A7 ZAF fAESIAT FIZAT AIUT

(29) = awadi & qfa & FIET FI FWOAT I
arfe sy ga ga ¥ a7 fara 2 afz ey waa &
AT ggar fFag a g1 a1 ag ¥ A3 g1 98 I
fHeT aedl 9 faasT 3T & ST J1 FT FT AT
T SE & a1 w1 afg 3 9T 1951 AT 1961 &Y
SATQAT & YT @ 7q ¢4 fagara fad ar sas1
A (X) FTI ) ‘ ‘

(30) ¥fFa wN-FN ozt g91 F FIw ar fFEr
ey q9g § TOF P AT WIT F AT qqT FAT §9F
agl gyar | 0y gwdl  www wifas a1 fEacmd &
AR FHT 9q9 & FZI AT J g AT FRIATT
FTAT T FIBT 1T |

(31) AT & 7 =MEwl F gata W gEfwE
wgAqy 16l %R Frdafgat w1 o fRar wr 3w
g IgF 1T AFI gAY WA FTHW grg 7 faar an
qFAv |

i

4. aFTF gE ATET

IR B

AP HrT T (31) gL wid & FqT & g§ wwrd}
AE W IaAR AT FiT F oA0A AW A
ard fgewi qZHI FT AIG-JIH HIT GEI-TE
T FER W THET FAT IgT I &\ T
adan sl & fag agdla &1 @l F9@

d IFT ATE A1 Aiger F1 aFaT f2gr s AafE aiard
sqiE & faq qIg/Aigear eI 4 IFT AgHIT AFIL



fear a1 afz gafes s Ava Fifafaes ofaar #v
g1 aY 3aR &A1 9T Fafaq a3 FT1 HIg FAE A
ZWT AT JIS/Fgear ArIT F 19 9T ga.qa.q fa@r
JBAT 1 afg }E FrEgz1IT @1 A g ATEaT & og
<GT1aa qreEf ar rﬁgf»«'ﬁ (fra® =11z 9¢ s Fq1T g
gl) & awaT &1 s fpar a1 afg saYs ge are
F1 G A eAlE FEF Y gad. frEw IgF wm
e =1 1 A fow fear a@m g wE w1 AT
ghAT ¥ 32 § frgr s o @gd & A1 Ara QA
73l ¥ feo qrah | wgE A wifge fFam g QA
983 €Y AIA ZeF F @Y sAE F ARTA FIT AR FA

AT T W FIE BIH FwF qrar o1y a1 9g I§F
FIX MFPT FI1S F 91U {261 &1 g7g19 F& | I Al
Tqsz @Y 2 fF 9% &Y sellw AT 43 €Y aq & 1
ATT FIFY | ‘

[IFA FT ITIT

faan  afassm=
a1 qf@r g

(33) g WF  SAeqdTAT H
UF WaT & g A1 a3 waT F
AR gt AEA AFEI AT QR QAUAT AR
farait LT AT gEY AATWAT AFTT F
v faa 33 &1 a5 oF swrmAr g § 55 afe
FIT Pfasst® @) 70 § 1 wa: qgw 9z d@Ar A1fee
% oF SargAr awa § go T af@r sy
RARITATH IR T WA DI F ar@ Y FAAT WA~

AT@Ar 917 fgar A 9ifge

S 3—6 B

(34) THY SFHTT G XATYAT AH1T

SRS oF Ffag ok AET ¥ FWA 3
w. w0 & fag AFL FEAX 6 aF B Fearona g
T AR a1y 1+ AfFT afs 9ad oF @
FHIEAT qafq sarar gfassty g 7t afeqre w@d
g gAYl yIET sanEm qGw 93

T aF Y AT F F197 3 ¥ F197 6 aF P F=lo7q
adf U AEY AT FF OF wagT F @ qETEAr

&% g st 3% & @ gaar wam faar w13

FT 1

ATET T

(35) @tz FY AW FAGIT NgT ¥ § A
QBT F garfas aray [y 17 )

FTAH 2

—

W W AFEI R

HIT HT TFIL

(36) z& FEW HIgA A% F AT

HATET  FEW AT WA F1 FAQar qwa< fag
g @ WM I8 12 T § AT 3T waT
am W, =7 F1 eqr1g wrad g frar @
gray AT a1 g, afs IgHT AR

fafesz a1m &Y a1 38 0 fad 1 sTgTw & fd—
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3 (V/120, fa3 waw)

T 3 WA FT ATOOAT 7R §, V/120 #3fafaae
AT 2 T ‘fyg w3t A g 1 afs FF2 F < q17 Ay
1Al =S A uF Y Iudey g Y FIT 39 fug
T afg 91 € T &7 A FIT AT AT FATWAT AT
&Y fod | 3@ FrdarEl 1 ST 3z & % ar ¥+ g%
WIT F1 WATHT § TZATAT FT aF |

FAH 3 ¢ AIIOAT HHA F1 TG

(37) SATIAT AFTAT F AT TATT &7 aQFT FIL
22 931 ¥ Farar o1 gF1§ MR T Al F) STus
% a1 2 ¥ wfEg Y FTFHT &1 T AT w9
T T 3§ fag qad )

FEA 6 : FAANWAT AFA fFq F A A@I E AN
frama, geta aur fRamm, gEE, AT

aifz wfg
i fasm (39) za F1an ¥ gefaa saqmar
affeataai qF1d 1 areafgs Igqwr  faar

ST | 3 gaw § fawa @ ofdfeafant fadw weea
FEi—

T AR

(1) asfzasE @« a1 33

qret fqas<FEH 7 16 aF HE@ aMF H FEAH
17 § Ia% adt g1 &1 F1 faw )

aen T afwa

(i) afFa afe Y A7 T aF

fat gu Aww. 9T AR F 1T A} THIT_ AR
e aaa & fag afgafau gar qam s 91 AW
AMATHG;  EATE a51F & A Faw 6 A oY IgwT
Tq & ATATEGR greafas IqaT § ag faar s,

‘@Y’ A8t 1 afz Uy graa Aferw AR ge wwE A
FE afgssta q@ar a1 a1 w18 9fqIT Tgar g #} qwT
T g ¥ fry avz far war g aid afqssrT 1 aifas
a1 gi A arar afaresame, e avar, AR ar g
F g N gug F A3 & LT R A AGWN F
AW ¥ Qg FT F@H 7 /AT 8 F 16 qF BT ATHIA
¥ M wwe 17 § quar a1 g &1 Hy fag 1)
afpy afz aga gua § 191 9% 93T @ SR IFH F1A
FTT AMF AT @F AT I FFL 79 7C g A F1eOw 7
aqU/at 8 § 16 aF H1T AT FL KW AFF 17 H
AF1T gata fag 3 | afE 7318 DR 997 F1 &1 AfEwa
q1g g<ta & SEFd 7 faw ag a¥ S w1ew 7 qan/ar
8 ¥ 16 aF AYg (X) FIAATIH |



¥ wEw S A A (iii) TS FITWAT AFT TH H
afassm & A A g a @ sfass & Fw
fram o Eaea &Y faaw & 1 373

% fay arw, a4, dAad & a1y, gud af=e, afs@s
&7, e fasr gz semife . Q@ F@9 @ AT 6
¥ areafas saw famsy F1@q 7 & 16 aF &9 &
& o Fraw 17 ¥ ag faw 3 v ag SAs@ar /519
faa® Tixr Sadw § faar o7 <@r & ar w7 S o feafa
g
FAA 7 : AU ATW@AT WEW  FT ITGET QA A
wrifos wq & faet wfassm & fo gar
gty mfz
(40) F9T g1 39 (i) < (Gii) ¥ afwa saTwar
AF1T fAF19 33 & a1g o9 o FATQAT AT 97§
fara @1 & § ey oF 97T H QN 1 —
(i) qU &7 § sfasstq F 14 g7 A1,
(ii ) 9@ &7 § fAar@ & w19 § A7 I, MY,
(iii) mifas =7 ¥ sfassia M w@ifaw € § fqaw
FEH H T T 1

AT TR
qEE QW ar
gifns &7 &

(41) [=@r (i) T (iii) U 40)
afz gafaa SaT@ar a%19 @ ar
#ifasw &7 § gfassra & wma 71at
afass & TW g1 @ @ Fraw § g fawst 99
# mmav g afgssv & atgq FEw gfassE
QA FY OF drz9 & fwmar I M g FU AT
THIT ‘i’ F TIT F e A g fagr Jrawm

3] farw (42) afg uF sfassa ara qrg feaq
affeafant Y g1 €Y A SFIET  FAGQAT FFIA

§ mafega g 41 Q¥ g qa@Ar

qw1at & qraq gl fa@r sdar
TF ¥ §ar afer gfF uw & sfassa § =T
AFFl ¥ O g% I § FE SfqssE agg=
& wfass™ FY OF g1 AT § T Ha:

T STATTAT FHEE F A F1A9 T H U F 917
&Y |1e FraT Ngvat sEn | JfwT afz oF & afa-
5519 g3 gX feaq saqar aFEl § wafeaa g (g
& {93 g@aIT F1 T FATWAT  AFT 77 3/1 § g)
A FMEAT FATQAT TFTT A¥ILC 5/2 #)  q1 ga
3T 3T & a3 gasy g waw sfassra & wrar FFT )

TF A% ® 0% (43) TF G ATITAT AFIT § 0F
s wfass ¥ st gfgsst w19 1T 9T g
g | fw afz g Y 4 gT afassra & a3 oF gan
AET # ‘g’ @FT Whe § I7 @IGT T7IU  FI Haa:
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fag fegr g faast oy gefug afassat & fay
sfasst wagsr # fear m@r 30

@A TN (44) m3qT qIgT T WA 9398

_ qar agl 39 qiar f& aE & Had ¥ gfass g9

g1 & a1 781 zufad 3@ 999 H {399 @qaT e § v

FAMWAT  HFHTA (45) [ =@y (i) 97 40| FfFa
wifiw w7 § @ afz dfaa Famar g wifas
wfassw & F™ ®7 g3 sfassta & FgH T 7
§ F wan gt rayal s JwEe 7 d Ay

(X ) |ATIAT FATF

FEAH 8 ¥ 16 d% ¢

FAAAWAT AR (46) {s QY (ii) T (iii) 9T 40}

qu @t wifew  Sar 5T FEAl F g% didw ¥
& ¥ faamw e & ag @d aly WL qiFy
& HTH ATAT & ST gafaq JATWAT AFT 9@ ar

gifas =1 § faa@ ¥ FW § war @ 1 afs gq avT §
Faw sfassia g1 ar g7 oWt Fradt & wva (x ) aar
faar strar |

Fe® 8 : gfeary w1 TwaT

(47) SATQWAT AFIA F GFET Y IgA @A
afeaTT/afxar<d F1/F AFqT FAF FT AOFT FITIA 22
q é fear mat 21 2 ag@y arat § AN wwws 9HF a1 Aw
& 93« &1 gT SEIUAT 9FT & a1 fow gHEr )

g fadm  afe- (48) =gz &1 g gx feaq om-
feafaat \ TYUAT AFTAT § TGH I1H @97 5197
uw afta g FY & & af T Fr geeq qqg §
gx feam Al AR QAT & (93 g srTarar
# <gar gwv w0 { & I €1 QT graal 7

gTR 32 ag & 92 9% ¥ afeqr & wrar avdaw

ww  af@ar & (49) wfsq afs o axE § @A
Fo A gawt @ ofwEme F FE¥ § F1% gau
AF avT gE FITWAT AFTT AT IqF TG FAX
AT & FAR Y g gt Ig af @ F us qraw

¥ A geeg AR AR gA7 F fAd o 93 @y g @
F QY afearT #gY 717 F1a7

(50) &4t &Y (graifs Tar aga

ow gfEe @F

qw o|w feaad F gWaT &) aF & qftar g
R AW & qrg fegq 21 a1 & & sarar R R®
wETAEt W <gar WAE F QAT qFET F @gar
AT go1 faaar § ) Y feafq § agd

al 89 9% ageal FS (% ST AR § AT TFT G-



41T Al gt 1g @ § a1 ¥ wY aFA fnas oF g 99-
TWAT §FIF a1 A2F 33 ) afg feg o 4 arar 9 5
FEdg ¥ uw qfcaiw ur § sarm 1 F @@ fega asmi
# fAa@ £7 gr @y 9gy Uy JAUTAT AFIA i)
@irea & gq afkarT &1 qrac g oen faavaw faamn s
Safs 3gF fAae F ST AT T T JATCAT
FFAF A H wrew 8 7 16 F AY Fad ‘FaaAr
ATGA———2F fAgat gafeq g | 938 STTAT TR
F grad sy 11§ Q@ @Y qaquan a5ql & 59 @
anT FAA w1 g0 2 fegr {0

T afeae w3t (51) 3% (M AR
gl w wEl afTarT 3y qua oy a8 # wEd §
At A X FIET 7T F4F A 9T I

WaSt ¥ | AT graq § ga41 39 A% ¥ I@gar gur
HIAT s fqad F oy ST 9x 7 eqrET &9 F @A §
1T IqF FA F gAY AHEA F 199 Faw 17 € 78

fogar gafa 2w f& 7z asm waf of@ & &
F g

FEH 9 : qfET F wuf w1 1™

(52) q& geas #7140 48 3G |

FT8 10 :—zav ufearz nygfaa sfa ar sa-sofa
w1 § 1 afz gt v wfa a1 sta-sfa @@
aw fas

sife @ ww- (53) = q3w gfeasr § afzfez

wtfe 1 9w 2 # 37 wggfag sifaai o F94-
f v g § Fifaay &t g=t & 7€ § o wras
T AT & zed & fa¥ g Farg 1€ g

99 aF et ifg a1 sa-stfa &1 aw gg g ¥ fro
T AW ¥ A Ay g9 aF Adfag aftaT B gggfa
wife ar sq-anfa w1 g wrar q@3w ) gfe fray 29
& 1 Qa1 garet afware s aq a7 g A A9 qa
19 9T qY 73giAq aifq a1 sw-anfg &1 @geq AT
F1aT & 9%q 98t 98 Wa w@ar & dgi gaw1 oify, u3-
gfua sfy a1 stv-anfa & gme g &1 v a1
afear i #1 myqfas wifs ar sm-wifa &1 98 wian
ST |

weamm  gfea (54) afg grnea afqre st waf
& fag gam TEY et anfa ar sa-anfa &1 8t

X ay 39 qfwie & fao . @ gt
. . q1. fa@F ggr A1 wifq a1 FT-arfa fadw 1
A1 2 faar w67 91} 99 af @ & oF aroF
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afas azex 2@ wifg a1 w-nfy & 7 &1 freg afe
F1E geqTa gL a1 @ af @ &1 Fal el
aif a1 ga-wfa Fragi @ (wr @ of@ER F A
uF g ufys gzeq aEr aifq ar wa-anfa & &) a1 ==
F1Ad ¥ WG G AIAT TEAAT | FF B W GV AR
grrtaTa, sgafaa aifa a1 9391 F IeRl w1 g AT
IGEHT arEq W g il a1 sq-afa F1 g Ay g
graa & #Yg (X)) & AT a3 N

AW 11 : Q@ ® a@ T GA F FAUA F

qear
Fg FAY fwet (55) afg F1E afware Tgar &
gar qf@mE & uF wFT H g afm feer gal
Faw | JATWAT AFEA F TCH AT CF

SATET FAT Y IGF T F g (FITIU 49 W) A
3A JATQAT AFE F @A Fww 17§ qg G
FIBY ERTT———FAL FAT G &F Fox A |

FTAH 12 : afeaqre AR 7w | g A fwTd &

w1 faEy (56) afz wF fHdr & 9@
@ gAT g A fireat <at g afeq wifas sad
Tg <@l &) At QGT AF1T  IAFT FqAT &Y HAT 13971
afc &y qwra &, faad arg frd) @t &), ag afe @
TET &) &Y UaT AF19 FFTUd FT qTAT 1397 )

FEH 13 8 15 : goms &t 9e & faq afm &

g aw sufwal wt gEan
@i =g #t (57) =gt a% araw  afkad
FarEt FT T & 3T FIAA] A AR

39 gt fexsl (welwal afga) v gedi (sl afzg)
FY gear FFAT § S FAAIT I, @A KT FAEr drd
Atg g adl wTF 1 g1 fpeg deama qfkard 9T ag
FOIEY g A M FAFE I, GHIEA, FATAET,
fauar wrw, gied, S AT Ty & FIT FUTT AT
w1a € 1 gafqd T dewma ofqd & 339 ¥ faad
AT AT HTAAIR 9T IZT § IAF) d€qT & FT FEAY |

(58) afz #x¢ fga2T (cunuch) &' Y IF gedl F
faT S|

AT A (59) =7 @AY FTAEl F AT AA-
T TR AN T w@n SfEw
Wi FY CED wAS” At fwaT w0 17 H uFE
T F mifed w17 F DY @ JFFIT W0 S FI
@ A fasra fzar swdam



FWM® 16 : FAv afenT ¥ wTAT R ?

(60) fwaY afvaix v &y Far gar Ay @uar
st wafs 3aF uF ar o § wfus 9IEw FFE9 °
fEf M IFR G d g A QI A FUF AT UFH §
afas gaeq 39 FHIT 9T AT ) A A FW@ gl AT
AT F F9 A7 IJ@NT FQ@ g 1 Ffagy wegd & qafc-
i 1 &Y T A 9T a8l wiAr SEa ) afg
e geqmr afgr ST My N F Fd g D
gfazz afeare adl gEn agar oix Ia§ fag gt x
AT 1T | .
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wTaw 17 : fadm fagzm

(61) 39 w199 ¥ {H3 W19 17 FeHIG@ & qiEq
FIT G 39, 51 M3 55 3G 1 3fe Q01 waw wwA gy
g9 &1 O FidarEr & SR g% 57 ar afe g oy
¥ A faw 83 A1 39T FaW M @I I WY,
AT FAT 3 A 16 AF HF (X ) ANH 29 F19A9 &
“aq a9zt ]’ ag fam 0 g AR 1 fadw g
afg gv &Y ag W g Fn ° fag §
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LIST OF AGENTS FOR THE SALE OF GOVT. OF INDIA PUBLICATIONS AS ON 31-3-1970

Station Name of the Party Cat. of Agents
AGRA—
1 National Book House, Jeoni Mandi. (Reg.)
2 Wadhwa & Co., 45 Civil Lines. (Reg.)

3 Banwari Lal Jain, Publishers, Moti Katra. (Rest.)
4 Asa Ram Baldeo Dass & Sons, ) '
Bagh Muzaffarpur. (Rest.)
AHMADABAD—
1 Balgovind Bookseliers, Gandhi Road. (Rest.)
2 Chandra Kant Chiman Lal Vora,

Gandhi Road. (Reg.)
3 New Order Book Co,, Gandhi Road,

Ellis Bridge. (Reg.)
4 Sastu Kitab Ghar, Near Relief Talkies,

Patthar Kuva, Relief' Road. (Reg.)
5 Gujarat Law House, Near Municipal

Swimming Bath. (Rest.)

6 Mahajan Bros., Opp. Khadia Police Gate. (Rest.)
7 Himanshu Book Co., 10 Mission Market,

Nr. Gujarat College. (Rest.)
AHMADNAGAR—
1 V.T. Jorkar, Prop. Rama General Stores,
Navi Path. (Rest.)
AJMER—
1 Book Land, Madar Gate, (Reg.)

2 Rajputana Book House, Station Road. (Reg.)
ALIGARH—
Friend’s Book House, Muslim University

Market. (Reg.)
2 New Kitab Ghar, Mill Market. (Rest.)
ALLAHABAD—

1 Kitabistan, 17-A, Kamla Nehru Road. (Reg.)
2 Law Book Co., Sardar Patel Marg,

Post Box 4. (Reg.)
3 Ram Narain Lal Beni Madho, 2-A
Katra Road. (Reg.)

4 Universal Book Co., 20 M. G. Road. (Reg.)
5 University Book Agency (of Lahore)

Elgin Road. (Reg.)
6 Bharat Law House, 15 Mahatma Gandhi

Marg. (Rest.)
7 Chandralok Prakashan, 73, Darbhenga

Colony. (Rest.)
8 Ram Narain Lal Beni Prasad, 2-A

Katra Road. (Rest.)

AMBALA CANTT—

1 English Book Depot, Ambala Cantt. (Reg.)

Station Name of the Party Cat. of Agents
AMBALA CITY— oo
1 Sethi Law House, 8719, Rly. Road (Reg.)
AMRITSAR—
1 Amar Nath & Sons, Near Post Office,
Majith Mandi. (Reg.)
2 Law Book Agency, G. T. Road, Putlighar. (Reg.)
3 The Booksellers Retreat, Hall Bazar. (Reg.)
ANAND— ’
1 Vijaya Stores, Station Road. (Rest.)
BANGALORE—
1 Bangalore Press, Lake View, Mysore
Road, P. O. Box 507. (Reg.)
2 International Book House (P) Ltd.,
4-F. M. G. Road. (Reg.)
3 Makkala Pustak Press, Balamandir,
Gandhinagar. (Reg.)
4 S. S. Book Emporium, 118, Mount
Joy Road, Hanumant Nagar. ‘ (Reg.)
5 Standard Book Depot, Avenue Road. (Reg.)
6 Vichara Sahitya (P) Ltd., Balepet, (Reg.)

7 Atma Stores, 5th Cross Malleswaram. (Rest.)
BAREILLY—

1 Agarwal Bros., Bara Bazar. (Reg.)
BARODA—
1 New Medical Book House, 540,
Maden Zampa Road. (Rest.)

2 Sh. Chandrakant Mohan Lal Shah Gaini
Shankar Bldg. Diwanji’s Wada
Dandia Bazar. (Rest.)
BHAGALPUR—
1 Paper Stationery Stores, D.N. Singh Road.(Reg.)
BHOPAL—
1 Lyall Book Depot, Mohd. Din Bldg.,
Sultania Road. (Reg.)
2 Bhopal Sahitya Sadan, Publishers,
Booksellers & Stationers, 37,
Lalwani Press Road. (Rest.)
BHUBANESHWAR—
1 Prabhat K. Mahapatra, Bhubaneshwar
Marg. (Reg.)
BHAVANAGAR—
1 Shah Parsotam Dass Gigabhai,
M. G. Road. (Rest.)
BOLAPURA—
1 Bolapur Pustakalaya, Rabindra Sarai,
P. O. Bolpur, Birbhum (W. B.) (Rest,)



I

LIST OF AGENTS FOR THE SALE OF GOVT. OF INDIA PUBLICATIONS AS ON 31-3-1970—contd.

Station Name of the Party Cat. of Agents

BIJAPUR—

1 Sh. D. V. Deshpande, Recognised Law
Booksellers Prop. Vinod Book Depot,
Near Shiralshetti Chowk.

BELGHARIA—
1 Granthloka, 5/1, Ambica Mukherji Road,
24 Parganas, West Bengal
BIKANER—
Bhandari Bros., Goga Gate.
BOMBAY—
1 Charles Lambert & Co., 101, M. G. Road. (Reg.)
2 Co-operator’s Book Depot, 5/32, Ahmed

(Rest.)

(Rest.)

(Rest.)

Sailor Bldg. Dadar. (Reg.)
3 Current Book House, Maruti Lane,
Raghunath Dadaji Street. (Reg.)

4 Current Technical Literature Co., (P) Ltd.,

India House, 1st Floor. (Reg.)
5 C. Jamnadas & Co. Booksellers, 146-C,

Princess St. (Reg.)
6 Indo Nath & Co. Office No. 8, 1st Floor,

257 Frase Road. (Reg.)
7 International Book House Ltd.,

9, Ash Lane, M. G. Road. (Reg.)

8 Kothari Book Depot., King Edward Road. (Reg.)

9 Lakhani Book Depot, Girgaum. (Reg.)
10 Minerva Book Shop, 10 Kail#sh Darsha,

3rd Floor, Nava Chowk. (Reg.)
11 N. M. Tripathi (P) Ltd., Princess Street. (Reg.)
12 New Book Co., 188-190 Dr. Dadabhai

Naoroji Road. (Reg.)
13 P. P. H. Book Stall, 190/B Khetwadi

Main Road. (Reg.)

14 World Literature, Pyare Singh Chug House,

Agra Road. (Rest.)
15 M. & J. Services 2-A, Bahri Building,

P. B. 6007. (Rest.)
16 Swastik Sales Co , Scientific & Technical

Booksellers. (Rest.)
17 Popular Book Depot, Lamington Road. (Reg.)
18 Sunder Das Gian Chand 601, Girgaum

Road, Near Princess Street. (Reg.)
19 Thacker & Co,, 342, Kalbedevi Road. (Rest.)
20 All India Supply Co.,

342, Kalbedevi Road. (Rest.)
21 Amalgamated Press, 41 Hamam Street.  (Rest.)
22 Asian Trading Co., 310, the Miraballe

P. B. 1505. (Rest.)

Station Name of the Party Cat. of Agents

23 Secretary, Salestax Practitioner Association

Room No. 8, Palton Road. (Rest.)
24 Usha Book Depot, 585 Chira Bazar. (Reg)
CALCUTTA— '
1 Chatterjee & Co., 3/1 Becharam
Chatterjee Lane. (Reg.)

2 Current Literature Co., 208, M. G. Road. (Rest.)
3 Dass Gupta & Co. Ltd.,

54/3, College Street.. (Reg.)
4 Firma K. L. Mukhopadhaya,
6/1A, Banchharam Akrur Lane. (Reg.)

5 Hindu Library, 69-A, Bolaram De Street. (Reg.)
6 M. C. Sarkar & Sons (P) Ltd., 14, Bankim
Chatterji Lane. (Reg.)
7 Oxford Book & Stationery Co., 17 Park St.(Reg.)
8 R. Chambrary & Co, Ltd., Kent House,
P. 33 Mission Road Extension. (Reg.)
9 S. C. Sarkar & Sons (P) Ltd., I. C. College

Square. (Reg.)
10 S. K. Lahiri & Co. Ltd., College Street.  (Reg.)
11 Thacker Spink & Co., (1933) (P) Ltd.,

3, Esplande East. (Reg.)
12 W. Newman & Co., Lid., 3 Old Court

House Street. (Reg.)

13 Indian Book Dist. Co., C-52 M. G. Road. (Rest.)
14 K. K. Roy, 55 Gariahat Road,

P. Box No. 10210. (Rest.)
15 Manimala, 123, Bow Bazar Street. (Reg.)
16 Modern Book Depot, 8 Chowringhee

Centre. (Rest.)
17 New Script, 172/3 Ras Behari Avenue. (Reg.)
18 Gyan Bharti, 171-A, M. G. Road (Reg.)
19 Mukherjee Library, I, Gopi Mohan

Datta Lane. (Rest.)
20 S. Bhattacharjee & Co. 49, Dharamatalla
" Street. ; (Rest.)
21 Scientific Book Agency, 103, Netaji

Subhas Road. (Rest.)
22 Smt. P. D. Upadhyaya, 16 Munshi

Sardatuddin Lane. (Rest.)

23 Universal Book Dist. 8/2, Haslings Street. (Rest.)
24 Manisha Granthalya (P) Ltd.,

4/3-B, Bankim Chatterji Street. (Rest.)
25 N. M. Roy Chowdhury Co. (P) Ltd.,
72, M. G. Road. (Rest.)

CHANDIGARH—

1 Jain Law Agency, Shop No. 5, Sector 22D. (Reg.)
2 Mehta Bros., 1933, Sector 22 B. (Reg.)
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Station Name of the Party

Cat. of Agents

3 Rama News Agency, Booksellers, Sector 32 (Reg.)

4 Universal Bogk Store, Booth No. 25
Sector No. 22 D.

5 English Book Shop, 34, Sector 22 D.
CALICUT—

1 Touring Book Stéll, Court Road
CUTTACK—

1 Cuttak Law Times, Cuttack.

2 D. P. Soor & Sons, Manglabag.

3 New Students Store.

DEHRADUN—

1 Bishan Singh and Mahendra Pal Singh,
318, Chukhuwala. |

2 Jugal Kishore & Co., Rajpura Road.

3 National News Agency, Paltan Bazar.

4 Sant Singh & Sons, 28 Rama Market.

5 Universal Book House,

39-A, Rajpur Road.
6 Natraj Publishers, 52, Rajpur Road.
DELHI—

1 Atma Ram & Sons, Kashmere Gate

2 Bahri Bros, 243, Lajpat Rai Market.

3 Bawa Harkishan Das Bedi (Vijaya
General Agencies Delhi) Ahata Kedara,
Chamalian Road.

4 Book Well, 4 Sant Narankari Colony,
P. B. 1565, Delhi-9.

5 Federal Law Depot, Kashmere Gate.

6 Dhanwant Medical & Law Book House,
1522, Lajpat Rai Market. -

7 Imperial Publishing Co., 3 Faiz Bazar,
Daryaganj.

8 Indian Army Book Depot, 3, Ansari
Road, Daryaganj.

9 J. M. Jaina & Bros., Mori Gate.

(Reg)
(Rest.)

(Rest.)

(Reg.)
(Rest.)
(Rest.)

(Reg.)
(Reg.)
(Reg.)
(Rest.)

(Rest.)
(Reg.)

(Reg.)
(Reg.)
(Reg.)

(Reg.)
(Reg.)

(Reg.)
(Reg.)

(Reg.)
(Reg.)

10 Kitab Mahal (Wholesale Division) (P) Ltd.

28, Faiz Bazar.

11 K. L. Seth, Suppliers of Law, Commercial

(Reg.)

& Tech. Books, Shantinagar, Ganeshpura. (Reg.)

12 Metropolitian Book Co., 1, Faiz Bazar.
13 Publicaton Centre, Subzi Mandi,
Opp. Birla Mills.
14 Sat Narain & Sons, 3141, Mohd. Ali
Bazar, Mori Gate.
15 Universal Book & Stationery Co,,
16, Netaji Subhas Marg.

(Reg.)
(Reg.)
(Reg.)

(Reg.)

. Station

v

Name of the Party

16 Universal Book Traders,
80, Gokhle Market.

17 Youngman & Co., Nai Sarak.

18 Adarsh Publicity Service, SA/10 Ansari
Road, Daryaganj.

19 Amar Hind Book House, Nai Sarak.

20 All India Educational Supply Co.,
Sri Ram Buildings, Jawahar Nagar.

21 B. Nath & Bros. 3808, Charkhawalan,
(Chowri Bazar).

22 General Book Depot, 1691, Nai Sarak.

23 Hindi Sahitya Sansar, 1547, Nai Sarak.

24 Law Literature House, 2646, Balimaran

25 Munshi Ram Manohar Lal, Oriental

Booksellers & Publishers, P. B, No. 1165,
Nai Sarak.

26 Premier Book Co., Printers, Publishers
and Booksellers, Nai Sarak.

27 Overseas Book Agency, 3810 David Street,

Daryaganj.
28 Amir Book Depot, Nai Sarak.
29 Rajpal & Sons, Kashmeri Gate.
30 Saini Law Publishing Co.,
1899, Chandni Chowk.
31 Moti Lal Banarsi Dass, Bangalow Road,
Jawahar Nagar.
32 Sangam Book Depot, Main Market,
Gupta Colony.
33 Summer Bros,. PO Birla Lines
34 University Book House 15, U. B.
Bangalow Road, Jawahar Nagar.
35 Om Book Stall, Civil Court Compound.
DHANBAD—
1 New Sketch Press Post Box 26.
DHARWAR—
1 Bharat Book Depot & Prakashan,
Subhas Road.
2 Akalwadi Book Depot, Vijay Road.
ERNAKULAM—
1 South India Traders, C/o Constitutional
Law Journal.
2 Pai & Co., Broadway.
FEROZEPORE CANTT—
1 English Book Depot, 78, Jhoke Road.
GAYA—
1 Sahitya Sadan, Gautam Budha Marg.

Cat. of Agents

(Reg.)
(Reg.)

(Rest.)
(Rest.)

(Rest.)_

(Rest.)
(Rest.)
(Rest.)
(Rest.)

(Rest.)
(Reg.)
(Reg.)
(Rest.)
(Rest.)
{Rest.)

(Reg.)

(Reg.)
(Rest.)

(Rest.)
(Reg.)

(Rest.)

(Rest.)
(Rest.)

(Reg.)
(Rest.)

(Rest.)
(Reg.)

(Reg.)
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Station Name of the Party Cat. of Agents
GOA—
1 Snghals Book House P. O. B. 7
Near the Church, (Rest.)
GURGAON—

1 Prabhu Book Service, Nai Subzi Mandi  (Rest.)
GUNTUR—
1 Book Lovers (P) Ltd., Arnudelpet,

Chowrasta. (Reg.)
GWALIOR—
1 Loyal Book Depot, Patankar Bazar,
Lashkar. (Rest.)
2 Tater Bros., Sarafa (Rest.)

3 Anand Pustak Bhandar, M. L. B, Marg  (Rest.)
4 M. C. Daftari, Prop. M. B. Jain & Bros.,

Booksellers, Sarafa, Lashkar. (Rest.)
5 Grover Law House, Nr. High Court Gali (Rest.)
6 Kitab Ghar, High Court Road (Reg.)
GHAZIABAT—
1 Jayana Book Agency, Outside S. D. Inter
College, G. T. Road (Rest.)
2 S. Gupta, 342 Ram Nagar (Reg.)
HYDERABAD—

1 The Swaraj Book, Depot, Lakdikapul (Reg.)
2 Bhasha Prakashan 22-5-69 Gharkaman (Rest.)
3 Book Lovers P. Ltd. Kachiguda Chowrasta (Rest.)
4 Book Syndicate, Devka Mahal, Opp. Central

Bank. (Reg.)
5 Labour Law Publications, 873, Sultan
Bazar. (Reg.)

6 Book Links Corporation, Narayanagoda (Reg.)
HARDWAR—

1 Sewa Kunj, Kanshal Bhawan Brashampuri(Rest.)
HUBLI—

1 Pervaje’s Book House, Station Road (Reg)
INDORE—

1 Wadhwa & Co., 27 Mahatma Gandhi Road(Reg.)
2 Madhya Pradesh Book Centre,

41, Ahilyapura (Rest.)
3 Modern Book House, Shiv Vilas Palace  (Rest.)
4 Swarup Bros. Khajuri Bazar (Reg.)

5 Vinay Pustak Bhandar (Rest.)

Station Name of the Party Cat, of Agents

JAIPUR CITY—
1 Bharat Law House, Booksellers & Publishers
Opp. Prem Prakash Cinema (Reg.y
2 Popular Book Depot, Chaura Rasta (Reg.)
3 Vani Manddir, Sawai Mansingh Highway (Reg.)
4 Raj Books & Subs. Agency.

16 Nehru Bazar (Rest.)
JAMSHEDPUR—
1 Amar Kitab Ghar, Diagonal Road,
P. B. No. 78 (Reg.)
2 Gupta Stores, Dhatkidih (Reg.)
3 Sanyal Bros., Booksellers & News Agents
26, Main Road (Rest.)
JAMNAGAR—
1 Swadeshi Vastu Bhandar, Ratnabai Masid
Road (Reg.)
JODHPUR—
1 Chopra Bros, Tripolia Bazar (Reg.)
3 Dwarka Das Rathi, Wholesale Books and
News Agents (Reg.)
3 Kitab Ghar, Sojati Gate. (Reg.)
4 Rajasthan Law House, High Court Road (Rest.)
JUBALPUR—

1 Modern Book House, 286, Jawaharganj  (Reg.)
2 Popular Book House, Nr. Omti P. O. (Rest)

JULLUNDER CITY—
1 Jain General House, Bazar Basanwala (Reg.)
2 Hazooria Bros., Mai Hiran Gate (Rest.)
3 University Publishers, Railway Road (Rest.)

JHUNJHUNUN (RAJ)—

1 Shashi Kumar, Sharat Chandra (Rest.)
KANPUR—
1 Adwani & Co., P. Box 100, The Mall (Reg.)
2 Sahitya Niketan, Shradhanand Park (Reg.)
3 Universal Book Stall, The Mall (Reg.)
KAPSAN—
1 Parkashan Prasaran, 1/90 Namdhar Niwas
Azad Marg. (Reg.)
KOLHAPUR—
1 Maharashtra Granth Bhandar, Mahadwar™
Road (Rest.y
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‘Station Name of the Party Cat. of Agents
KUMTA— ‘
1 S. V. Kamat, Booksellers & Stationers
" (' S. Kanara) (Reg.)
LUCKNOW— ‘
1 Balkrishna Book Co. Ltd. Hazratganj (Reg.)
2 British Book Depot. 84, Hazratganj (Reg.)
3 Eastern Book Co., 34 Lalbagh Road (Reg.)
4 Ram Advani, Hazratganj, P. B. 154 (Reg.)

5 Universal Publishers (P) Ltd., Hazratganj (Reg.)
6 Acquarium Supply Co., 213, Faizabad

Road (Rest.)
7 Civil & Military Education Stores,
106/B, Sadar Bazar (Rest)
1 UDHIANA—
1 Lyall Book Depot, Chura Bazar (Reg.)
2 Mohindra Bros., Kaicheri Road (Rest.)
3 Nanda Stationery Bhandar, Pustak Bazar (Rest.)
4 The Pharmacy News, Pindi Street. (Rest.)
MADURAI—

1 Oriental Book House, 258 West Masi St. (Reg.)
2 Vivekanand Press, 48, West Masi Street  (Reg.)

MATHURA—
1 Rath & Co., Tilohi Bldg., Bangali Ghat (Rest.)
MADRAS—
1 Account Test Institute, P. O. 760, Emgora (Reg.)
2 C. Subbiah Chetty & Co., 62 Big Street,
Triplicance (Reg.)
3 K. Krishnamurty, Post Box 384 (Reg.)
4 P. Vardhachary & Co., 8 Linghi Chetty St. (Reg.)
5 C. Sitaraman & Co., 33, Royapettach High

Road (Reg.)
6 M. Sachechalam & Co,, 14 Bankuram
Chetty St. (Rest.)
7 Madras Book Agency (Rest.)
‘8 Nav Bharat Agencies, 18, Andiappa St.,
Sadhana Sadan (Rest.)
9 The Rex Trading Co., P. B. 5049, 31 & 32
James St. (Rest.)
10 Mohan Pathippagam & Book Depot, 3,
Pycrofts, Triplicance (Rest.)
11 Naresh Co., 3, Dr. Rangachari Road,
Mylapore (Rest.)

12 Reliance Trading Co., 79/10 Shambu Das
Street. (Reg.)

Station Name of the Party Cat. of Agents
MANGALORE
‘1 U. R. Shenoye Sons, Car Street. P. B. 128 (Reg.)
2 K. Bhoga Rao & Co., Kodial Bail (Rest.)
MEERUT-—
1 Loyal Book Depot, Chhipi Tank (Reg.)
2 Prakash Educational Stores, Subhash
Bazar (Reg.)
MUZAFFARNAGAR—
1 B. S. Jain & Co., 71 Abupura (Reg.)
2 Gargya & Co., 139 G, New Market (Rest.)
MUZAFFARPUR~-

1 Scientific & Educational Supply Syndicate (Rest.)

MYSORE—
1 H. Venkataramiah & Sons, Krishnarajendra

Circle (Reg.)
2 People Book House, Opp, Jagan Mohan
Palace (Reg.)
3 Geeta Book House, New State Circle (Reg.)
4 Indian Mercantile Corpn., Ramvilas (Rest).
MANDSAUR—

1 Nahta Bros., Booksellers & Stationers (Rest.)
MUSSOURI—

1 Hind Traders, N.A.A. Centre, Dick Road (Rest.)
NAGPUR—

1 The Executive Secretary, Mineral Industry
Association Mineral House, Near All India
Radio Square (Rest.)

2 Western Book Depot, Residency Road (Reg.)

NILGIRIS—
1 Mary Martin Booksellers, Kogagiris Madras

States (Rest.)

NAINITAL—

1 Consal Book Depot, Bara Bazar (Reg.)
NADIAD—

1 R. S. Desai, Station Road (Rest.)
NEW DELHI—

1 Amrit Book Co., Connaught Circus (Reg.)

2 Apki Dukan 5/5777, Dev Nagar (Reg.)

3 Bhawani & Scns, 8 F, Connaught Place  (Reg.)
4 Central News Agency, 23/90 Connaught

Circus (Reg.)
5 English Book Stores 7-L, Connaught

Circus. P. O. B. No. 328 (Reg.)
6 Jain Book Agency, C/9 Prem House,

Connaught Place. (Reg ¥
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Station Name of the Party Cat. of Agents
7 Jayana Book Depot. P. B. 2505, Karol

Bagh (Reg.)
8 Luxmi Book Stores, 72 Janpath, P. B. 553 (Reg.)
9 Mehra Bros. 50-G, Kalkaji, New Delhi-19 (Reg.)
10 Navyug Traders, Desh Bandhu Gupta

Road, Dev Nagar (Reg)
11 New Book Depot, Latest Books, Periodicals,

Sty. P. B. 96, Connaught Place (Reg.)
12 Oxford Book & Stationery Co., Scindia

House (Reg.)
13 Peoples Publihsing House (P) Ltd., Rani

Jhansi Road (Reg.)
14 Ram Krishna & Sons (Of Lahore)

16/B, Connaught Place (Reg.)
15 R. K. Publishers 23, Beadonpura, Karol

Bagh (Reg.)

16 Sharma Bros., 17, New Market, Moti Nagar(Reg.)
17 The Secretary, Indian Met. Society, Lodhi

Road (Reg.)
18 Suneja Book Centre, 24/90, Connauvght

Circus (Reg.)
19 United Book Agency, 31, Municipal Market

Connaught Circus (Reg.)
20 Hindi Book House, 82, Janpath (Reg)
21 Lakshmi Book Depot, 57, Regarpura,

Karol Bagh (Rest.)
22 N. C. Kauncal & Co., 40 Model Basti, P.Q.

Karol Bagh, New Delhi-5 (Rest.)
23 Ravindra Book Agency, 4D/50,Double

Storey, Lajpat Nagar (Reg.)
24 Sant Ram Booksellers, 16 New Municipal

Market, Lodi Colony (Rest.)
25 Subhas Book Depot, Shop No 111, Central

Market, Sriniwaspuri (Rest.)

26 The Secy. Federation of Association of Small
Industry of India, 23~B/2, Rohtak Road (Rest.)
27 Globe Publications, C-33, Nizamuddin

East (Reg.)
28 Standard Booksellers & Stationers, Palam
Enclave (Rest.)
29 Scientific Instruments Stores, A-355, New
Rajender Nagar (Rest.)
30 Shyam Pustak Bhandar, 2819, Arya Samaj
Road (Rest.)
PATIALA—
1 Jain & Co., 17, Shah Nashin Bazar (Reg.)
PATNA—
1 Luxmi Trading Co,, Padri ki Haveli (Reg,)

2 X N. P. Agarwal & Co., Padri ki Haveli (Reg.)

Station Name of the Party Cat. of Agents

3 Moti Lal Banarsi Dass & Co., Padri ki
Haveli. (Reg.)
4 Today & Tomorrow, Ashok Rajpath (Rest.)
POONA—
1 Deccan Book Stall, Deccan Gymkhana (Reg.)
2 Imperial Book Depot, 286, M. G. Road (Reg.)
3 Sarswat, 67 Patel Flates, 2 Bombay Poona

Road (Rest.)
4 International Book Service, Deccan
Gymkhana (Reg.)
5 Raka Book Agency, Opp. Natu’s Chawl,
Near Appa Balwant Chowk {Reg.)
6 Secy. Bharati Itihasa Samshodhalia Mandir,
1321, Sadashiv Peth (Rest.)
PONDICHERRY—
1 Honesty Book House, 9 Rue Duplix (Rest.y
PUPUKKOTTAI—
1 Meenakshi Pattippagam, 4142 East Main
Street. (Rest.)
3 Sh. P. Swaminathan Shivam & Co., Bast
Main Road : (Rest.)
RAJKOT—
1 Mohan Lal Dossbhai Shah, Booksellers &
Subs. & Advt. Agent (Reg.)
RAJPUR—
1 Pustak Pratisthan, Sati Bazar (Rest.)
RANCHI—
1 Crown Book Depot., Upper Bazar (Rest.)
REWARI—
1 Tika Ram Sing Lal (Rest.)
SAUGAR—
1 Yadav Book Stall, Publishers & Booksellers (Rest. }
SECUNDERABAD—

1 Hindustan:Diary Publishers, Market St. (Rest.)
SIVAKASI—

1 Ganesh Stores, South Car Street (Rest.)
SIMLA—

1 Minerva Book Shop, The Mall | (Reg.)
SURAT—

1 Sh. Gajanan Pustakalaya, Tower Road (Reg.y
2 Gujrat Subs. Agency, Jawahar Lal Nehru

Marg, Athwa Lines (Rest.)
TUTICORIN—
1 Shri K. Thiagarajan, 51, French Chapal
Road (Rest.)
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“TRICHINOPOLLY—
1 S. Krishnaswami & Co., 35, Subhash Chandra

Bose Road ~ (Reg,)
TRIPURA—
1 G. R. Dutta & Co., Scientific Equipment
Suppliers (Rest.)
TRIVANDRUM-—
1 International Book Depot, Main Road (Reg.)

2 Reddiar Press & Book Depot, P. B. No. 4 (Rest.)
TEZPUR— “

1 Jyoti Prakashan Biawan, Tezpur, Assam (Rest.)
UDAIPUR— '
1 Book Centre, Maharana Bhopal College
) Consumer, Co., Op. Society Ltd.. (Rest.)
2 Ashutosh & Co., Station Road, Opp.
University of Udaipur (Rest.)
UJJAIN— (Rest.)
1 Rami Bros. 41, Mallipura (Rest.)
VARANASI—
1 The Manager, Banaras Hindu University
Book Depot (Reg.)

2 Chowkhamba Sanskrit Series Office, Gopal
Mandir Lane P. B. No. 8 (Reg.)

3 Kohinoor Stores, University Road, Lanka (Reg.)

4 Viswavidhyalaya Prakashan, K 40/18, Bhairo
Nath Marg (Reg.)

5 Globe Book Centre, PO Hindu University (Rest.)
VZEGAPATAM—

1 Gupta Bros,, Vizia Building
2 The Secretary, Andhra University General

(Reg.)

Co. Op. Stores (Rest.)
"WARDHA-—

1 Swarajaya Bhandar, Rathi Market (Reg))
VELLORE—

1 A. Venkatasubban Law Booksellers (Reg.)

FOR LOCAL SALE

Govt. of India Kitab Mahal, Janpath, Opp. India
-Coffee House, New Delhi, Phone No. 44561

Govt. of India Book Depot, 8, Hastings Street,
Calcutta, Phone No. 23-3813

High Commissioner for India in London, India
House, London W. C. 2

10

11

12

13

14

Name of the Party

RAILWAY BOOKSTALL HOLDERS

S/s A. H. Wheeler & Co., 15, Elgine Road,
Allahabad.

S/s Higginbothams & Co. Ltd., Mount Road,
Madras.

Gabhlot Bros., K. E. M. Road, Bikaner.

FOREIGN

S/s Education Enterprise Private Ltd., Kath-
mandu (Nepal).

S/s Aktiebologat, C. E. Fritzes Kungl Hovbo-
khandel, Fredsgation-2 Box 1656, Stockholm-16
(Sweden).

Reise—und;Ver Kehrsverlage Stuttgart., Post 730
Gutenbergstrelee 21, Stuttgart Nr. 11245
Stattgart, den (Germany West).

S/s Book Centre, Lakshmi Mansion, 46, The
Mall Lahore (Pakistan)

S/s Drghi Ranchi International Booksellers, via
Cavour T-9-11, 35000 Padova. (Italy).

S/s Wepf & Co. Booksellers, English D.eptt.,
Elsengasse 5 Basel, (Switzerland).

Otto Harrassowitz, Buchhandiung und Anti-
quarial, 6200 Wisesbaden, Taunustra, (Germany).

S/s A. Asher & Co. 386 Herengracht,
Amsterdam. (C Holland).
S/s Swets & Zeitlinger N. V., 471 & 487

Keizersgracht Amsterdam (Holland).

M. G. Von Piere, Rechitract 62, Eindhoven
(Holland.) '

H. K. Lowis & Co, Ltd., 136 Gower Street,
London W. C-1.

Herbert Wilson Ltd., Booksellers & Sub Agents,
161 Borough High Street, London S.E. 1
(England).

Buch Und Zeitachrifren, M. B. H. I-Ind Export
Grosso Und, Knnissionbuch Handling Inter-
nation  Verlagsa-Uslieferundenm Hambarg
(Germany).

S/s Store Nordiske Videnskaboghandel, Remer-
sgade 27 D K 1362 (Compenhagen K)
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15 The Ex-Libris, Buchhandeisgellschaff, Harinnon
Oswold & Co K. G, Frankfurt/Main
(Germany)
16 Dr. Ludwing Hantaschel Universitats-
Buchhandlung, 34, Cottingen (Germany)
Otto Koeltz Antiquaiat, 624 Koenisgting/Taunus
Rernnwaldstr-6 (W. Germany ).
18 Asia Library Service, 1841,
California (U. S. A.)
Publishing and Distributing Co. Ltd., Mitre
House, 177 Regent Street, London W. I.
Reise-U-Verkehrsverlag, 7 Stuttgart-Vaihingen,
Postfaih-80-0830, Hosigwiesenstr-25(Germany)

S & R AGENTS
Extension Centre, Bhuli

17

69th Avenues,

19

20

1. The Asstt. Director,
Road, Dhanbad.

2. The Asstt. Director, Extension Centre,
Santnagar Hyderabad-18,

3. The Asstt. Director, Govt. of India, S.1. S. 1.
Ministry of C & I Extension Centre, Kapile-
shwar Road, Belgaum.

4. The Asstt. Director, Extension Centre,
Distt. (A. L)

5. The Asstt. Director, Footwear Extension Centre,
Polo Ground No. 1. Jodhpur.

6. The Asstt. Director, Industrial Extension Centre,
Nadiad (Gujarat).

7. The Development Commissioner,
Udyog Bhawan, New Delhi.

8. The Dy. Director, Incharge, S. I. S. 1. Clo
Chief Civil Admn. Goa, Panjim.

9. The Director, Govt. Press, Hyderabad.

Krishna

Industries .

10. The Director, Indian Bureau of Mines, Govt,
of India, Ministry of Steel, Mines & Fuel,
Nagpur.

The Director, S. I. S. I. Industrial Extension
Centre, Udhna-Surat.
The Employment Officer, Employment Exchange,

Dhar, M. P.

1L

2.

13. —Do-—- Gopal Bhawan, Morena

14, —Do— Jhabue

15. The Head Clerk, Govt. Book Depot,
Ahmedabad.

16. The Head Clerk, Photozincographic Press,

5 Finance Road Poona.

" 33. The Registrar of Companies,

Name of the Party

17. The Officer-in-charge, Assam, Govt. B. D.
Shillong.

18. The O. I/C., Extension Centre, Clud Road,
Muzafferpur.

19. The O. I/C., Extension
Estate, Kokar.

20. The O. I/C., State Information Cent1

Hyderabad

Centre, Industriak

21. The O. I/C., S. I. S. 1. Extensi .entre,
Malda.

22. The O. I/C., S. 1. S. 1. Habra, Tabaluria, 24
Parganas. ‘

23. 0. I/C., University Employment Bureau,
Lucknow.

24. The O. I/C,, S. L. S. I. Chromtanning Extension

Centre, Tangra 33/1, North Topsia Road,

Calcutta-46.

The O. I/C., S. L S.

(Footwear), Calcutta—-2.

The O. I/C., S.I.S.1. Model Carpentry Workshop

Puyali Nagar, P. O. Burnipur, 24 Parganas.

27. Publication Division, Sales Depot North Block,

New Delhi.

The Press Officer, Orissa Sectt. Cuttack.

The Registrar of Companies, Andhra Bank

Bldg., 6, Linghi Chetty Street P. B. 1530

Madras. ‘

30. The Registrar of Companies, Assam, Manipur,
and Tripura, Shillong.

31. The Registrar of Companies, Bihar Journak
Road, Patna-1.

32. The Registrar of Companies, 162 Brigade Road,
Bangalore.

25. I. Extension Centre,

26.

28.
29.

Everest, 108
Maring Drive, Bombay.

34. The Registrar of Companies, Gujarat State,
Samachar Building, Ahmedabad.

35. The Registrar of Companies, Gwalior (M. P.)

36. The Registrar of Companies, H. N. 3-5-837,
Hyder Guda, Hyderabad.

37. The Registrar of Companies, Kerala, 70 Feet
Road, Ernakulam.

38. The Registrar of Companies, M. G, Road,
West Cott. Bldg. P. B. 334, Kanpur.

39. The Registrar of Companies, Narayani Bldg.
Brabourne Road, Calcutta-1.
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40. The Registrar of Companies, Orissa, Cuttack

41.
42,

43.°

44,

45.
46,

47.

48,
49,
50.

Sl.

52.
53.

54.
35.

56.
57.
58.

59,
60.

6l.
62.

63.

64.

65.

Chandi, Cuttack.
The Registrar of Companies, Pondicherry.

The Registrar of Companies, Punjab and
:al Pradesh, Link Road, Jullundur City.

zistrar of Companies, Raj. & Ajmer,
Sh . Prasad House, 1st Floor ‘C
Sci-, -~ . #Ashok Marg, Jaipur.
The neg istrar of Companies, Sunlight Insurance

Bldg., Ajmeri Gate: Extension, New Delhi.
The Registrar of Trade Unions, Kanpur.
Soochna Sahitya;“ Depot, (State Book Depot)
Lucknow.

Supdt. Bhupendra State Press, Patiala.

Supdt. Govt. Press & Book Depot, Nagpur
Supdt. Govt. Press, Mount Road, Madras.

Supdt. Govt. State Stores and Pubs. P. O.
Gulzenbagh, Patna.

Supdt. Govt. Printing & Stationery
Rajasthan, Jaipur City.
Supdt. Govt. Printing and Stationery, Rajkot

Supdt. Printing and Stationery, Punjab,
Chandigarh.

Supdt. Govt. State Emporium V. P. Rewa.

Dy. Controller Prg. & Sty., Office Himachal
Pradesh, Simla.

Supdt. Printing and Stationery, Allahabad, U. P.
Supdt. Printing & Stationery M. P., Gwalior.

Supdt. Printing & Stationery, Charni Road
Bombay.

Supdt. State Govt. Press, Bhopal.

Asstt. Director, Publicity & Information, Vidhan
Sabha, Bangalore, 1.

Supdt. Govt. Press Trivandrum.

Asstt. Informations Officer, Press Information
Bureau, Information Centre, Srinagar.

Chief Controller of Imports and Exports,
Punjim, Goa.

Employment Officer, Employment Exchange
(Near Bus Stop) Sidhi (M. P.)

The Director, Regional Meteorological Centre,
Alipur, Calcutta,

Depot.,

6 6. The Asstt. Director, State Information Centre,

Hubli.

6.

68.

69.
70.

71.

72,

73.

74.

75.

76.

71.

78.

79.

80.

81.
82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

Name of the Party

The Director of Supplies and Disposal,
of Supply, 10 Mount Road, Madras-2.

Director General of Supplies and Disposal,
L. I. C. Bldg., New Delhi,

The Controller of Imports & Exports, Rajkot.

The Inspector, Dock Safety, M/L & E Madras
Harbour, Madras-1.

Deptt,

The Inspecting Asstt. Commissioner of Income
Tax, Kerala, Ernakulam.

The Under Secretary, Rajya
Parliament House, New Delhi.

Sabha Sectt.

Controller of Imports & Exports, 7, Portland
Park, Visakhapatnam.

The Senior Inspector, Dock Safety, Botwwalla
Champbers, Sir P. M. Road, Bombay.

Controller of Imports & Exports. 1. B. 14-P.
Pondicherry.

Dy. Director Incharge, S. I. S. I., Sahakar
Bhavan, Trikon Bagicha, Rajkot.

The Publicity and Liaison Officer,
Research Institute & Colleges, Near
P. O. Dehradun.

The Asstt. Controller of Imports and Exports,
Govt. of India, Ministry of Commerce, New
Kandla.

The Dy. Director General (S. D.) 6, Esplanade
Eest, Calcutta.

The Director Govt. of India, S. I. S. I. Ministry
of 1&S, Industrial Area~Ludhiana.

The Govt. Epigwaphist for India.

The Asstt. Director, Incharge S. I. S. I. Exten-
sion Centre, Varanasi.

The Director of Supplies, Swarup Nagar,
Kanpur.

Asstt. Director (Admn.) Office of the Dte. of
Supplies & Disposal, Bombay.

The Chief Controller of Imports and Exports,
Ministry of International Trade, Madras.

The Dy. Collector of Customs, Custom House,
Visakhapatnam.

The Principal Officer,
Department, Calcutta.
Director S. I. S. L
Kanpur.

Forest
Forest,

Mercantile Marine

107, Industrial Estate



89.

90.

91. The Dy. Chief Controller of Import & Exports,
T. D. Road, Ernakulam.
92. The Asstt. Director, Govt. Stationery & Book
Depot, Aurangabad.
93. The Asstt. Director I/C., S. I. S. I. Club Road,
Hubli.
94. The Empolyment Officer, Talcher.
95. The Director of Inspection, Dte. G S & Disposal
1, Ganesh Chandra Avenue, Calcutta.
96. The Collector of Customs, New Custom House,
Bombay.
97. The Controller of Imports and Exports,
Bangalore.
98. The Admn. Officer, Tariff Commissioner, 101,
Queen’s Road, Bombay.
99. The Commissioner of Income Tax, Patiala.
100. The Director, Ministry of I & Supply, (Deptt.
of Industry) Cuttack.
101. The Dy. Director of Public Relations, State
Information Centre, Patna.
102. The Registrar General, India, New Delhi.
103. The Officer-in-Charge, State Information Centre,
Madras. -
104. The Asstt. Director, S.I. S.I., M. L. Road, Jaipur.
105. The Collector of Customs, Madras.
106. National Building Orgn., Nirman Bhavan, New
Delhi.
107. The Controller of Communication, Bombay
Region, Bombay.
108. The Karnatak University, Dharwar.
109. The Sardar Patel University, Vallabh Vidyanagar.
110. The Principal Publications Officer sending
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Name of the Party

The Director,
Srinagar.

I/C, S. 1. S. 1. Karan Nagar,

The Director of Inspection, New Marine Lines,
Bombay-1.

Commission for Scientific & Tech., Terminology
UGC., Building, New Delhi.

111.

112,

113.
114.
115.
116.
117.

118.

119.

120.

121.

122.
123.

124.
125.

126.

127.
128.

129.
130.

131.
132.
133.
134.

135.

Name of the Party

The Officer-in-Charge, Information Centre,
Sawai Ram Singh Road, Jaipur.

The Director General of Civil Aviation, New
Delhi.
Controller of Aerodromes, Delhi.

Controller of Aerodromes, Calcutta.
Controller of Aerodromes, Bombay.
Controller of Aerodromes,, Madras. ’

The Registrar, Punjab  Agrl. University,
Ludhiana. :
The Land & Developement Officer M. of Health,

Family Planning W. H. & U. D. Nirman
Bhavan, New Delhi.
Director of Census
Imphal.

Director of Census Operations, 29 British,
Indian St. Calcutta.

Director of Census Operations, Hyderabad.
Director of Census Operations, Port Blair.
Director of Census Operations, Patna, Bihar.
Director of Census Operations, M. P., Bhopal.
Director of Census Operations, Tripura,
Agartala.

Director of Census Operations, Nagaland,
Kohima.

Director of Census Operations, Bangalore.

Operations, Manipur,

Director of Census Operations, Himachal
Pradesh, Simla.

Director of Census Qperations, Goa, Daman &
Diu, Panaji.

Director of Census Operations, Nagar Haveli,
Panaji.

Director of Census Operations, Chandigarh.
Diréctor of Census Operations, Madras.
Director of Census Operations, Karanwala
Building, Ellis Bridge, Ahmadabad.

Director of Census Operations, Grand Hotel,
Under Hill Road, Delhi.

Director of Census Operations, NEFA, Shillong.





