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Abstract

Resource population, urban centers and rural centers play an important role in the
development of any region. Yavatmal is the rural district in Maharashtra. Out of the total 16 tahsils in
the district, only 8 tahsils are included in this urban area. The remaining 8 tahasils are included in
rural areas. Accordingly, industries in Yavatmal district have not developed much. Whatever
industries in the district are based on agricultural. Farmer suicide is highest in this district as it is an
agricultural district. The research paper attempts to study whether the rate of urbanization has
increased or decreased? How the rate of urbanization affects in the last 20 years in terms of
development of such district.

PIUCITE! TATAT FABTATT WHATE SIhEdT, T TS g™t e (Urban Ceatre)
g I fAUTT AEaret YfAdT SoTadd. JaaHTe g1 AT fAMFTTe AT fotegT . ar
Rregamdios Tgun ¢ dERie 3t daw ¢ dgelie a1 et frvmma wrfise smga. I ¢
qefieTar waraeT Iror YRTTE gd). dgad JaaHTes Riead e BRA Rfefia o Trél.
S PTEl SART TR o [eaT FHiaR MR simed. a9 dcitaoige foreg sriea™ Aad<t
g a1 Riegara waifde amg. s1ear Riegarar e gvarear gdF ergtaumT &)
AT 20 ETTT BT T IR, TEAPRUTEAT SR TG STAT B T ST AT & STATATITET
T IR SN fREETa et 31R.

e : - ergRiaRuT, ergNtaRuTTE <R, fAe @R, AT g, et g
TEATEAT -

PIVTATE! SIATTT, HSATT HIBHEAT ATHRIT TATIT BPAEAST SF-IATIRUT Hg<d
3R, Tgad T BhAEAd! [Uedl & Ageardt . B IoraedT SATIHT =gy, HH 1T,
fHTUIR, TSR, Faqr, s, AFIos, aifife gehidr Faced Mg, TaHHTo
SEIPRT, TENBRUITET R T ATaR [YERT NGB IR, JaaTes gl fadvaefies @ Acflags fregr
3. Sitefiegsear AR @ et icHgeral fiegT A N@@edl Sl Fgu[ AT
iAo TEAHRUTET §R T FRIRIUITET U TR YT BT 3118,

IS -

9) JGTHTS TS AENBRUTT S IRITHOL,

Q) FaaHTS fAEAT IS TERIPRUTT SR Ie T TaT TV 0.
3) JaaHTs fTeaaTdle Tt IR fAaRuITaT 31U Ul
e e S Ayne geedt ;-
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U eMgfREy fgiiae FawuTear FHaER da06] e, JaauTs Riegl ToeRR,
Rregr anffes a WIS FHTGIEA, SFRIVMT QR AT MHSART MST B FRATTEA T
ATET ATIR BT TR, T AHBT FHUieRvr e e Fad AgR ARviER 7 3aE
e R faaas HrvaTa e Bhos IR,
ST A ;-

gt foTegT 1 FgRTSerdis ufead fagy furma aar. Riegaran sergeia iR
98°-2%" T 20°-¥Q’ I STetieT TR YW fATAR we’-9¢” O 0-°-]’ e Yeier sr A
Tz Tg@ur athe 93498 91, oA I AERTegT=AT SAnETET 8.8 % I, Riegarean
IR AT  IFRTacH g foteg AT, afeem™y wRyvft, gdw STahia!, Saxw auf o Sear=ad
IgR Rregaren FEl ¥R IA). AU Aiqs T Infisrarg (srgwqer) Jiear WA aed.
RTeEaTd TR 9 TGS SR, TEITSd I, TR AT qeaTesy srRTad! 39 a1g.

) TAAHTS (AT - TSI AHIIN

TaaHTeS fTeaaTede TaRIeRuIaT &)
forwa o= -
099 T FTRVHAR JaTHIS Tegdiile THUT BIhi@id! Q.¢0% Baaed
TET UTTT IR 3. T &1 8N SIha&T SR STRd JadHTa, JiaNdhasT, graoil,
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gult, g¥Ig, SARWS, TIReET 9 U™ IT 3118 STERT 10T IS, TamgR, AR 0T SHRRART
T FGAHTES FSNHoIT YR FAGISS! TR, JaaHTes 2TeR, TSaRTS, 3o aramgR Aefies ergdt
DDA THT Regard Aaiferp M. TR Aafd HHl g8 SIhvvedT Trdsit T MERT TR,
FHTAT YT HpEEAT YR B
JaaTS eearde yredetumr &

Ricgara 9¢ TERiatdh ¢ aaRicar TR e} AFHERAT HST ST, TENBRUTT
R HIGUITS! WIS GATIT ITIRVIAT JATST AT

Urban Population of Tahasil-A x 100
Total Population of Tahasil-A

Rate of Urbanization =

Arviia geffaeammror ergiaumar g% 9339 I 2009 AT S7T INIT IGBST IRIST A
T BRI 50 FTSHST ATE). [T ATEIBRUTET &R JITHISET IRT 009 HEY YE.8C%
T 2099 T ¥R.93% T AT TS 31Tg. TaT qAKIS 8l IS JaTHIBT o-idl Juit 7T
1ferp TSt MR, 9%%9 WA quila QTEIHRUMET SR €.09 % T 2009 HEd 34.90% wfd
qre]. JaaaTs iegard quilt ggr aufdle sreiarumeaT <=l are Riegara waiferes g, ar
2RI JTTTTSIT ERIBRUMAT X 3% I TTSST YT quilelt & 916 % TR, qUi=aT WSS
JITITST THHID BRIAT. UTERBaST A ENBRUTAT &R 9% 9 LY 9¢.Q4 % EIaT. AT 2009 T
0.§% TTE TEUST STA®URT % o a16 HIG!. THd SHRES, WG 3T gRegm I ghH
2009 HEY TERIRUMAT &R 9¢.33, 4.48 T 90.04% IRIA A 2099 ALY A 9%.89, E.¢
T 9¢.R¢% T ATSAT. B) AERIPRUTT ST TS Hass 9% 3. TSI "1t 3rfor fRusy
T 9 TERIGTEN TgT auTe AEIDBRUTAT ST 9% UEITE! HHI aT6 ATSS! 3R, IIRT SRS,
fSIRT 9 OIcSH a1 ARG TEIeRUITeaT aIHaT g% HEAH WU 3T, WUl JaaIs
Rrcgamea it HraT RTcgaraT AR TERIARUITET SR 9% % 31¥T TTR.

2099 ALY TEABRUTEAT I ATE qTE ASS! MR, U IS BEUNI aTE Fgure
JUIR AATEY. YU foregaman gienvumTeT AR &R 9989 ALY 9¢.¢0% 009 e 20.¢9% TR
099 HEY 9.4€£% I ATE. NATTA AAT 0 IATAT HIHEsId JaadTs STegarean
TERIPRUMTAT SRT Hass 3.49% aATE ST ATL.
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Rate of Urganization 1991 to 2011

s Rate of Rate of Rate of
Nr' Tahsil Urbanization %26 Urbanization 26 Urbanization 26
© 1991 2001 2011
1) TITHTS 46.48 49.12 56.93
2) AT ST — — —
3) Hd — — —
4) TSI — — —
5) HIRATTT — — —
6) E 26.07 35.17 35.89
7) giehaST 18.95 20.96 22.46
8) Hresir 14.10 14.76 18.02
9) SEHREETS 18.32 19.41 20.46
10) HETTTT — — —
11) gAas 2554 26.28 26.24
12) IGEES] 18.96 18.49 31.88
13) =ReET 17.07 18.98 16.92
14) AR — — —
15) STETSATHON — _ _
16) 3TTofT — — —
NSrear a== 18.80 20.81 21.56
GROWTH RATE OF URBANIZATION (1991-2011)
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JaoiTe fTegaTics THUT 9§ ATGEdTdd! ¢ TERic A0 WM AISATd. I ¢

TeRictaT FuTaer reRt 9N gal. (Urban Ceatre) IT 9TeR) RAUTMMGI® 36 defieiddT
IGTHTSTT ITERIPRUTT IR AT FUTST Y€,.Q3 % TSI 3MTR. IR IR<@T dafidl 8/ <X Watd
HHY FEUISY 9€.33% ITHT 318, 2009 TIT oI JTHIS TERIGHT EIBRUTET & 9.9¢ %

52




Dr. Kalpana Deshmukh

AT 3Tg. Uil ALY T 950 B 0.39% IT IRIH Al VY 3Tg. Tiexdas! A AT ggl auta
STEIARUMST R qTE 9.84%, TIESH 3.43%, IARWS 0.8%, TS 0.8%, AU 92.]98%
319TT THTUIT ST 3Te. fQIRT ATEaT STeRIaRulT=aT &R 16 1o 3T YIS d qRegl a1 g
ATEFITE AT SET quIT TEIBRUTEAT SRIT TS ST 3R,

foreewst ;-

q) TaTHTS FTegATaT STERIBRUITEAT 1T & 933 9 o 2009 IT ST aufdie rfaery wt
0T AT IR,

Q) 2009 T 2099 IT T FIITT APV ST A} ATS ATS| S| TR} ATS BT 138
TEUTAT YUTR TSN

3)  JIaHIe 1 AR T I SIS fre 3ie. Riegaeiie TRur ¢ deficsidt
PaD ¢ TS AER) YN NSATd TR had JITHTS TRIGTAT IAERIBRUTAT IR
qIEAT ATE.

3) IS o TegaTd STNTTET BIRAT fAhRT SATST ATEL. ST SN e o ATHISTER
merIa gefisenT amga. aRumdt A<t @ f3re1or ar RO Sl e aRaed
IRAT MEIPRUITAT X1 BRef a1 TSt ATR).
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