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Census Year No. of Urban Urban Population % Urban population | Growth Rate of
Centres tothetotal Urban Population
population (%)

= * Growth rate during 1971-2011, asthere was no Censusin Assamin 1981.
. Source: Census of India, 2001, General Population Tables, Assam; and Census of India, 2011, Provisional Population Totals, Vol. 2,
Assam
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Trend of urbanization level in Assam,1901- 2011
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Per centage Of Class Wise Distribution Of Urban Population In Assam

Class wise distribution of urban centres During 1901- 2011
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M class VItown

1991 4 4 20 32 15 12 8

Census year M class V town

2001 7 7 22 31 35 8 11( M class IV town
W class Il town

2011 7 8 24 45 78 27 21« H class Il town

M class | town
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It is observed that the distribution of urban centres in all the regions aimrAs$971-2011 i
approaching towards clustered. Accept Hilly and middle region of Assam in havé slight
approaching towards random distribution due to the low urbanisation in hilly regiom
inaccessible terrain, less fertile land agriculture and low infragiratdevelopment. The urb
centres in all the regions of Assam in the last three decade are found to lereliust
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MEAN CENTRE OF URBAN CENTRES AND URBAN POPULATION,1991
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RANK-SIZE RELATIONSHIP OF URBAN CENTRES OF ASSAM
1971, 1991 AND 2011
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RANK OF THE URBAN CENTRES

- The regression coefficient of this line
reflects the degree of Primacy in the
entire urban system and the coefficient
of determination may be taken as a
measurement of its goodness of fit to
the system of rank size regularity
(Mahmood, 2008

 Here it shows that the pattern of
urban development has not been
balanced in the entire three decades .
Guwahati, the state primate city
witnessed very high growth of
population at the cost of other smaller
urban centres.



CONCLUSION

The striking feature Is the wide inequalities observed In
urbanization in terms of share of urban population In
the district of Assam Guwahati has maintained Iits
dominance and lead as the prominent town with both
high urbanizatiol anc high populatior growtr rate. The
Inequalities of urbanization among the districts of
Assam may be addressed by giving impetus for a
balanced infrastructural development in small and
medium towns of Assam Spatial distribution of
urban centres In the study region reveals uneven
pattern and high concentration around the primate
city and industrial town.
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