rﬁw olo of city regions or spheres of influence
W anin the ‘Growth Pole’ strategy ndoptod by the
;?‘;’;":‘fm:,gg Cominission ol Indin in the Sixth Five.
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: RU“R"L}. l‘ban Fri“gc

Thore used o he A \'"(tm‘r demarention, markod by
o fort wall and moat, hv.l-\\'(‘-gn the administrative
srhan centre and the rural hinterland in medieval
{ndia. Even where walls were absent, the boundary
petween the traditional Indian city and the rural
aurroundings was clearly defined. This demarcation
;;ci.\wwn urban and rural areas continues to thig
day.

But, in case of larger towns and metropolitan
cities, this demarcation becomes ambiguous.
Physical expansion of urban centres into the rural
ninterland is symbolised by new residential
colonies, vast stretches of vacant land, partially
developed residential plots, a few factories,
commercial squatters, warchouses and cold storage
plants, timber yards, brick kilns etc. outside the
municipal limits. The term rural-urban fringe
has been used to designate such areas where we
have a mixture of rural and urban land use.

Compared to the western cities, occurrence of

the rural-urban fringe is a recent phenomenon in
India. This is because of a slow growth of Indian
cities in the period before independence. It was
only with accelerated rural-urban migrations after
independence that the rural-urban fringe became
a common feature of big cities in India. This
indicated the saturation of living space within
these cities. The urban growth in India has been
characteristically haphazard. The post-
independence physical expansion has been brought
about mainly by the private developers, industrial
entrepreneurs and businessmen whose prime
motive was quick profits. Apart from close
‘proximity to these cities, the surrounding rural
areas were passive witnesses to emergence of
such urban-rural fringe zones. Such a
transformation has its social angle too. The
villagers find better employment opportunities
u}lder conditions of urban expansion. In course of
time, the villages acquire a semi-urban way of
life. This is a transitional phase between urban
and rural societies.

Defining a Rural-Urban Fringe
Rural-urban fringe concept is applicable to other
parts of the world also. It is regarded as the area

~

~

of Lransition between wall-recognised urban land

usos and the sren devoted to agriculture. But it
iy nol nlways be ensy to define a rural-urban
!”"K" on the basis of these two factors only. For
nstance, agricultural land may ezist within the
m‘mtiuipnl limits and a universally acceptable set
of urban land uses may not be easy to identify.
Also, it may not be practical to consider certain
parts of a village within the rural zone, certain
parts within the urban sphere and certain parts
within the rutal-urban fringe as this will
unnecessarily lead to fragmentation of an
integrated rural unit.

The inner boundary of the rural-urban fringe
should not be confused with the legal limits of the
city. Commonly, the inner boundary of the rural-
urban fringe will lie outside the city limits, but
within the boundary of the urban agglomeration.
The village areas which lie within the rural-urban
fringe exhibit the following features.

1. The cropping pattern shows a bias for

commercial crops, like fruits and vegetables.

2. The employment pattern is such that at
least a section of the adult population
regularly commutes to the city for work.

3. Generally, strong linkages with the city are
reflected in consistent dependence of
villagers on the city for various services.

4. There is a juxtaposition of both rural and
urban populations. This happens because of
city-dwellers who come to occupy peripheral
residential plots, who live in close proximity
with the original rural inhabitants, some of

whom may be commuting to the city for
work.

Structure of the Rural-Urban Fringe

The rural-urban fringe has a complex structure.
The city and surrounding areas consist essentially
of two types of administrative areas—the
municipal towns or gram panchayats and the
revenue villages or gram panchayats. The smaller
municipal towns close to the main city tend to
lose their identity and are, in reality, a part of the
geographical city. The quality of services in these
towns is comparable to those of the main city. The
towns away from the main city maintain their
distinct identity and have a distinct set of problems
relating to urban amenities and transportation. .
The quality of these services is generally inferior.
The areas in the rural hinterland also exhibit a
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certain leye] of diversity—-agriéﬁltﬂtél land may
ave been converted tq residentia] or industrial

Satellite Town ‘Satellite’ or ‘dorinitory’ towns
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Hajipur, Varanasi ang Mughalsaraj, The

effectiveness of the sdtellite towns ig Proved by 7
their tremendous capacity to absorb the excess
, population of the main city, thus ,reducingvthe..
- urban problems of the main city associau;d with
overpopulation. Examples are ‘LakeiVi_ew’ of
- Lucknow, Deviok’ of Meerut, South City ang 4
: ‘Hei-itage Clty’ of Delhi. Other Weu-anWn GXamp]es g
-are Delhi-Noida and Hyderabad-Secgndgrabad in.
India. il . L e 0
. Satellite towns are prolific particularly in the - are y
~ US. The study of satellite settlemepﬁszvIb_iljag,‘begn:; s
_ considered part and parcel of urban hlerarchy for' OB

A1 o “M€apap.
~ cost of living. In the USA, aboy; 24 m.t“l‘n

- which is a complex phenomenop, o

ole area may b entirely rural, the.
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into account the city’s origin, jtg growth,
function, physical site and the humap j,
‘that have created it. -
Urban geographers have developeg vari,
models in order to understand urhgy, Strugy,
and growth. These ‘models serve the Purpog,
generalising or simplifying the reality By
this reason alone, these models cannot explaip ,
 the variations, . .. = - g
 Various theories, explaining the intern;
structure of cities; have been discussed beloy,
The Concentric Zone Theory
This theory was given by Fo

A. The city BTOWS outwards in the form of fiv.
oncentric zoneg OT rings as long as there an
i DO PhYSiCal-barrieyrs', such as rivers or hill:
- 1o distort the pattern
-+ B. The city has a single centre,
- C. Growth s accomplished by a simple
- €xtension of each zone outwards into the
st next Z0ne . -, e ]
o :The,.‘Ch:al"ac'ﬁéﬁstic;features of each of the fiv
7OmeS can he degeriheg as follows (Fig. 8.13).
i .Zdh:e.'l" The Central Business Distric!
(C~‘->'f'D')~ 'The C.B. . is the heart of the urbar




