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ABSTRACT 

Rayalaseema is economically backward region of Andhra Pradesh when compared to 

the other two regions; Coastal Andhra and Telangana. This paper examines the process of 

urbanisation and the Spatio-Temporal Pattern of Urbanization across the class size of 

Cities/Towns in Rayalaseema region based on census data. The present study can be useful 

for planning and policy issues of urbanisation in economically backward region like 

Rayalaseema. The study reveals that Rayalaseema recorded the low process of urbanisation 

as compared to Coastal Andhra and Telangana regions and also Rayalaseema has been the 

region of mainly small towns along with two medium towns. Hence, these towns should 

developed with basic necessities along with extend secondary sector and tertiary activities, 

which stimulate commutation of population rather than migration.   
 

KEYWORDS: Urbanization, Spatio-Temporal Pattern, Small And Medium Towns, Urban 

Amenities, Rayalaseema, Coastal Andhra And Telangana Regions, Andhra Pradesh. 
 

INTRODUCTION 

The state of Andhra Pradesh can be divided into three distinct geographical regions 

based on distinct physical, socio-economic and agro-climatological parameters. They are 

Rayalaseema, Telangana and Coastal Andhra. Rayalaseema region is situated in the southern 

and south-western part of Andhra Pradesh with an area of about 67.4 thousand sq.kms. It 

comprises of four districts namely Anantapur, Chittoor, Kadapa and Kurnool. Due to its 

peculiar geographical position in the peninsula, the region suffers from several handicaps. It 

forms the dry tract of Andhra Pradesh and is declared as backward region of Andhra Pradesh. 

It is also one of the driest regions of the country ranking next only to Rajasthan. 

Rayalaseema is economically backward region of Andhra Pradesh when compared to 

the other two regions; Coastal Andhra and Telangana. This is a typically dry tract of A.P. 

situated in an unfavourable zone and has been declared as famine zone of south India. The 
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process of urbanisation is low as compared to other two regions. In this paper an attempt is 

made to discuss the process of urbanisation and to examine the Spatio-Temporal Pattern of 

Urbanization across the class size of Cities/Towns in Rayalaseema region. The present study 

can be useful for planning and policy issues of urbanisation in economically backward region 

of Rayalaseema. 

Methods and Materials 

The present study is based on secondary data; the most being census data of eleven 

decades (1901-2011) of India and Andhra Pradesh, apart from various sources. Being the 

secondary data, it has problems regarding concepts used in census years and availability of 

data on regional as well as on small unit’s level. In the present study, for analyzing the trends 

and pattern of urbanisation in Rayalaseema Region, the six class sizes of cities/towns were 

grouped into three categories as Cites with having population 50,000 and above, Medium 

Towns consisting a population of 49,999-20,000 and Small Towns holding a population of 

19,999- less than 5,000.This has been done, because the number of towns and concentration 

of population across the size class of cities/towns have been drastically changing over a 

period of time. In particularly major cities/ towns have been flourishing, while medium towns 

were gradually declining and small towns had been drastically reducing. The present study 

covers the available data of 2011census on many urban aspects 

As per the 2011 census the total population of Rayalaseema region was 1, 15,84,908 

whereas in 2001 it was 1, 35, 17,644 accounting for 14.3 percent increase of the total 

population of the region (Census of India,2011). Moreover, Rayalaseema forms 18.0 percent 

and 24.5 percent of total population and area of Andhra Pradesh respectively. The 

corresponding percentages for India were 1.3 and 2.1 respectively in 2001. Among the 

Rayalaseema region, in terms of total population as well as density of population per square 

kilometre, Chittoor has the highest value, whereas the lowest value of population as well as 

density of persons per sq km is found in Kadapa. Further, Rayalaseema constitutes a sex ratio 

of 987, which is higher than national average (914), but less than the state average (992). 

Process of Urbanisation 

The analysis of process of urbanisation among the places gives information on levels 

as well as pattern of urbanisation among the study areas over a period of time. Tisdele (1942) 

stated that “urbanisation is a process whereby increasing proportions of a region’s urban 

population to the total population of the region” may be reiterated here. Similarly, Smailes 

(1975,P.3) explained Urbanisation is a Process in which involved: i) the idea of 
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concentration, ii) Industrialization and iii) modernisation. In this study an attempt is made to 

trace the process of urbanisation by comparing urban population of India, Andhra Pradesh 

and Regions of Andhra Pradesh.Table-1.1 furnishes data on process of urbanisation for 

eleven decades (1901-2011).                               

Table-1.1 discloses that in 1901, 10.9 percent of Indian population inhabited in urban 

areas, increased to 17.3 percent in 1951 and rose to 31.2 percent in 2011. However, in 

Andhra Pradesh, the percentage of urbanization was lower than the national average during 

1901-1931, thereafter; it was similar to Indian average during 1941-20101. However, the 

percentage of urbanisation in Rayalaseema Region was 8.7 in 1901, increased to 12.8 in 1951 

and reached to 29.7 percent in 2011, which was always lower than the Coastal Andhra, And 

Telangana as well as Andhra Pradesh and Indian Average. Therefore, the trend of 

urbanization was lower during ten decades (1901-2011) in Rayalaseema. 
Table-1.1: Percentage of Urban Population in India, Andhra Pradesh and Regions of Andhra Pradesh, 

1991-2011 

Census 
Year India Andhra 

Pradesh 

Regions of Andhra Pradesh 

Rayalaseema Coastal 
Andhra Telangana 

1901 10.9 9.7 8.7 8.8 11.3 
1911 10.3 10.1 8.2 9.7 11.6 
1921 11.2 10.2 7.7 11.3 10.3 
1931 12.0 11.1 8.8 11.4 12.0 
1941 13.9 13.4 10.4 13.6 15.0 
1951 17.3 17.4 12.8 16.9 20.6 
1961 18.0 17.4 14.7 17.4 19.0 
1971 19.9 19.3 16.4 19.1 21.0 
1981 23.3 23.3 20.3 23.2 25.3 
1991 25.7 26.8 23.2 25.4 30.2 
2001 27.8 27.3 23.2 24.6 34.0 
2011 31.2 33.5 29.65 29.61 58.17 

Source: 1. Final Population Totals, 2001, Directorate of Census Operations, Andhra Pradesh.  

2. Provosional Population Totals, 2011, Directorate of Census Operations, Andhra Pradesh. 

It can be noticed that the growth of urban population during 1901-1931 was slow, 

thereafter Rayalaseema, Coastal Andhra and Telangana regions started growing at faster rate 

than ever before. However, the decline in growth of urban population during 1951-1961 in 

Telangana was due to the change in definition in census. Therefore, in 1961 census period, 44 

Towns of Telangana period, declined in percentage of urban population from 20.6 percent to 

19.0 percent. Rayalaseema region recorded lower rate of urbanisation during eleven decades 

(1901-2011). Moreover, percentage of urban population declined in 1901-1921, i.e. 8.7 
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percent to 7.7 percent. The causes for this were spread of communicable diseases like 

influenza, cholera, and plague as well as not having development in tertiary sector functions 

in the region. But, during the period 1931-2011, an increasing in urban population was 

noticed. Regarding Telangana region, the urban population was influenced by Hyderabad city 

and had ranked as million plus city in 1951. As a result, the percent urban population of 

Telangana region tremendously increased. This may be the cause for having higher 

proportion of urban population in Telangana Region than the Coastal Andhra, Andhra 

Pradesh state and Indian average. This was confirmed in a study by Peach (2005) in his work 

on “Urbanisation in India. 

In studying the process of urbanisation it is worthwhile to note the Kingsley Davis 

(1962) three different stages of urbanisation and urban growth. He noticed a logistic curve or 

an attenuated “S”. According to him, in beginning stage, there is a slow growth of urban 

population, while in the second stage, a very steep rise almost showing a vertical line. In third 

stage, the growth approaches a plateau to indicate very slowly or no growth of urbanisation. 

This was experienced in industrially developed countries like United States of America, 

United Kingdom and Japan. While, in case of India, the impact of industrialisation on urban 

growth would be limited to some areas. In studying the process of urbanisation in India by 

applying the approach of Kingsley Davis, weather the process of urbanisation at India, 

Andhra Pradesh and Rayalaseema or Coastal Andhra and Telangana, that these were in initial 

stage as the urban population was gradually increasing. Hence, it can be concluded that it is 

passing through first stage of urbanisation. The possible causes may be due to the sluggish in 

industrial development thereby slow economic development. However, the second stage or 

take off stage of urbanisation in India or in Andhra Pradesh and also any other region in 

Andhra Pradesh has yet been reached. 

Decade wise Urban Population Growth 

Analysis of urban population growth by decade wise furnishes information on data 

decades in which the population increase or decrease over a period of time, and can be found 

the possible causes for the situation.  

   Table 1.2 shows that in 1901, Rayalaseema has had  total population of 33,98,503 

lakhs, increased to 53,30,851 lakhs in 1941, 79,60,214 lakhs  in 1971 and  1,51,84,908in  

2011.  While, as per 1901 census,  Rayalaseema had only  3,82,010 lakhs Urban population, 

increased to 5,39,440 lakhs  in 1941,  13,09,336 lakhs in 1971  and rose to 45,03,303 lakhs in 

2011. Thus, the growth of Urban Population was eight times during the ten decades (1901-
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2001) indicates the magnitude of problem of Urbanization in the region.  From 1941 onwards, 

the difference of urban growth rate was nearly 3 percent except in1961. The cumulative 

growth index reveals that urban population in Rayalaseema region had increased to nearly 

twelve fold in eleven decades ((1901-2011). It shows that the Rayalaseema region has to 

provide urban amenities not only to the already existing Urban Population but, also to the 

large additions of Urban Population.     

Table-1.2: Urban Population Growth in Rayalaseema Region-Decade wise, 1901-2011 

Census 
Year 

Total 
population 

Urban 
population 

Percentage of 
urban 

population 

Difference of 
urban growth 

rate 

Growth 
Of urban 

population 
(Index) 

1901 33,98,503 3,82,010 11.24 - - 
1911 43,85,706 4,27,146 9.74 -1.50 111.8 
1921 43,52,731 3,78,044 -8.69 -1.05 99.0 
1931 47,81,774 4,17,536 8.73 0.04 109.3 
1941 53,30,851 5,39,440 10.12 1.39 141.2 
1951 59,30,209 7,76,193 13.09 2.97 203.2 
1961 69,32,858 9,30,910 13.43 0.34 243.7 
1971 79,60,214 13,09,336 16.45 3.02 342.7 
1981 96,25,931 19,571,68 20.33 3.88 512.3 
1991 1,16,85,725 27,06,958 23.17 2.84 708.6 
2001 1,35,17,644 31,35,810 23.20 0.03 820.9 
2011 1,51,84,908 45,03,303 29.70 6.50 1178.8 

 

Source: Final Population Totals, 2001, Directorate of Census Operations, Andhra Pradesh.  

2. Provosional Population Totals, 2011, Directorate of Census Operations, Andhra Pradesh. 

The highest absolute increase of Urban Population of 6.50 percent has been recorded 

in the decade 2001-2011.While the lowest absolute increase of Urban Population of 0.03 

percent during 1991-2011.It can be attributed to low natural growth and also low volume of  

inflow of population. During the period, 1901-1931, the minus growth was recorded. This 

might be due to the spread of diseases like influenza, cholera, and plague during the period 

the entire India which includes the Rayalaseema Region as well. In general, during 1901-

1931 fluctuations were found in growth of urban population of Rayalaseema region and there 

after continuous increase of urban population was observed during the period of seven 

decades (1941-2011). 

Growth of Total, Rural and Urban Population 

In general, the growth of population depends mainly on two aspects viz migration and 

natural growth, apart from components like concepts change as well as changes in boundaries 

of urban areas. The component of migration can affect the urban population through net 
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inflow of people. On the other hand, the Natural increase of population i.e. higher birth rate 

and lower death rate account for the increase of population at a point of time in an area. In 

general, if   the growth rate of rural/urban area is less/more than the total overall population 

growth, it donates migration from one area to another, but it has to assumed that natural 

growth has to be same in two areas. 

From table-1.3 it can be noticed that the growth rate of rural population of 

Rayalaseema region was less than total population growth rate except in the decade 1911-

21.This trend reveals that the rural population migrated to urban areas. In 1911-21, while the 

pattern movement of population had been opposite with population moved from urban areas 

to rural areas. This could be the one exception. The reverse migration i.e. urban–rural areas 

were mainly due to the outbreak of epidemic diseases in urban areas, causing to movement of 

population from urban to rural areas. While, 1931 census years onwards, the rate of rural 

growth was less than total growth as a result the rate of migration might be increased. It was 

9.8 percent in 1931, declined to 9.8 in 1941 and came down to 7.6 percent in 1951.While in 

1961, it recoded 16.45 percent. On the other hand, from 1981 onwards, the rate of rural 

population growth was lower than the total population. The high rate of migration from rural 

to urban areas from 1931to 1951 and the meagre in 1961 are explained.  

Table-1.3: Decennial Growth Rate for Total, Rural and Urban Population in Rayalaseema,  1901-2001 

Census 
Year 

Decennial Growth Rate (percent) 
Total 

Population 
Rural Population Urban Population Differences in 

Rural and Urban 
growth 

1901 - - - - 
1911 29.05 31.23 11.82 17.32 
1921 -0.75 - 40.74 -11.49 -10.74 
1931 9.86 9.80 10.45 0.59 
1941 11.48 9.79 29.20 17.72 
1951 11.24 7.57 43.89 32.65 
1961 16.91 16.45 19.93 3.02 
1971 14.82 10.81 40.65 25.83 
1981 20.93 15.30 49.48 28.55 
1991 21.40 17.08 38.31 16.91 
2001 15.68 15.63 15.84 0.16 
2011 12.33 27.97 43.61 15.64 
 

Source: 1.Final Population Totals, 2001, Directorate of Census Operations, Andhra Pradesh.  

2.Provosional Population Totals, 2011, Directorate of Census Operations, Andhra Pradesh. 
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The reasons are as follows: 

During the period 1931-51, The Rayalaseema had a phase of industrial development, 

while in between 1951-71, there was comparatively less industrial advancement in the region. 

Moreover, reorganisation of the state, most of the non-Telugu speaking population of towns 

had out-migrated to their respective states, thereby causing to low growth rate to be recorded. 

Share of Urban Population in Cities 

Urbanization in modern times is essentially an economic process. Today, the city is a 

focal point of productive activities. It exists and grows on the strength of the economic 

activities existing within the city. It is the level and nature of economic activity in the city 

that generates growth and, therefore, further urbanization. Moreover, urbanization is a 

worldwide phenomenon; it is exceptionally dynamic in India, where unprecedented urban 

growth rates have occurred over the last 30 years. This explosive urbanization has been 

resulting in unplanned and uncontrolled growth of large cities in India. Here an attempt is 

made to study the trends of urbanisation in cities of Rayalaseema region comparing with 

India, Andhra Pradesh and other two regions of Andhra Pradesh.Table-1.4 gives data on 

percentage share of urban population during ten decades (1901-2001). 

Table-1.4: Percentage Share of Urban Population in Cities, 1901-2001 

Census 
Year India Andhra 

Pradesh 
Regions of Andhra Pradesh 

Rayalaseema Coastal Andhra Telangana 
1901 37.3 24.4 - - 66.8 
1911 38.0 28.4 - 6.1 60.0 
1921 40.1 26.3 - 5.3 56.3 
1931 42.9 36.2 - 34.9 54.1 
1941 49.6 40.4 - 41.4 59.3 
1951 54.6 47.1 14.7 47.8 59.0 
1961 62.6 53.5 24.2 48.1 65.8 
1971 68.1 63.2 53.3 58.4 69.4 
1981 72.0 72.2 71.01 66.3 69.2 
1991 76.2 79.5 76.0 76.5 84.6 
2001 78.4 89.2 79.0 80.6 88.2 
 

Source: 1.Final Population Totals, 2001, Directorate of Census Operations, Andhra Pradesh.  

Table-1.4 furnishes data on the percentage share of population living in cities with 

population of 50,000 plus in this study. It can be noticed that the percentage share of urban 

population inhabited in cities India, Andhra Pradesh, and regions of Andhra Pradesh, 

Telangana stands out uniquely and separately. In Telangana region, the percentage share of 

cities population in 1901 was 66.8, which occupies first place. Its share was nearly the double 
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of India’s and nearly three times of Andhra Pradesh. However, the other two regions had no 

city inhabitants in 1901.This was a unique situation. On the other hand, the percentage share 

of urban population in cities of India, Andhra Pradesh had increased with almost a continuous 

growth, Telangana had 88.2 percent by 2001. In Telangana, share of cities population 

obviously stagnates or slowly declining decade by decade and finally rose to 88.2 percent in 

2001, which was almost one and half times to 1901.Further, in 1971 and 1981, the percentage 

share of urban population in Telangana was almost the same i.e. 69.4 percent and 69.2 

percent. The highest share of city inhabitants was due to mostly two reasons. The region was 

predominating by one big city of Hyderabad and secondly large towns could not develop in 

the region due to the shadowing effect of Hyderabad city.   

It is interesting to note that nearly more than half of urban population of Coastal Andhra 

inhabited in 24 cities; while in Rayalaseema, it lives in 16 cities and in Telangana in one city. 

Based on the findings, it can be concluded that only Coastal Andhra region was experienced 

rapid growth in the share of the city inhabiting population. 

Share of Urban Population in Medium Towns 

The medium towns are second hierarchal ones in the study of urbanisation and play an 

important role in the process of urbanisation. In the present study, the medium towns are 

considered as towns with a population of 49,999-20,000. Table-1.5 provides data on 

Percentage Share of Urban Population in Medium Towns of India, Andhra Pradesh and three 

Regions of Andhra Pradesh during ten decades (1901-2001).  

It can be observed from table-1.5 that India, Andhra Pradesh and three regions of 

Andhra Pradesh in all the period and their share in 1901 was 15.6 percent for India, 23.0 

percent for Andhra Pradesh and 42.7 percent for Coastal Andhra and 14.7 percent for 

Rayalaseema region. It was noticed that the percentage share of urban inhabitants was 

declining in Coastal Andhra region and Andhra Pradesh as whole, while it is increasing for 

Rayalaseema as well as Telangana region and for India. 
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Table-1.5: Percentage Share of Urban Population in Medium Towns, 1901-2001. 

Census 
Year India Andhra 

Pradesh 

Regions of Andhra Pradesh 

Rayalaseema Coastal 
Andhra Telangana 

1901 15.6 23.0 14.7 42.7 - 
1911 16.4 20.0 15.3 37.9 5.2 
1921 15.9 20.8 15.8 39.5 6.1 
1931 16.8 13.3 38.2 13.8 - 
1941 16.5 15.4 42.1 18.0 2.3 
1951 15.7 16.0 35.9 21.9 7.2 
1961 16.9 22.7 37.1 29.8 11.5 
1971 16.0 21.0 27.0 24.1 14.3 
1981 14.3 19.4 16.8 24.3 20.4 
1991 13.1 16.5 15.3 17.4 10.9 
2001 12.2 8.4 13.6 13.1 7.3 

 

Source: Final Population Totals, 2001, Directorate of Census Operations, Andhra Pradesh. 

In Rayalaseema region, urban population had inhabited in medium towns since 1901. 

During 1901-21, the percentage share of urban inhabitants in medium towns in the region 

was more or less same i.e. 14.7 percent, 15.3 percent and 15.8 percent. It reveals that there 

was no change in number of medium towns. However, in 1931 and 1941, the percentage 

share of urban population residing in medium towns had increased significantly i.e. 38.2 

percent and 42.1 percent respectively. It can be attributed that some small towns might be 

upgraded as medium towns. Finally, from 1951 to 1971, the percentage share of urban 

population inhabited in medium towns had gradually declined; further, in recent decades 

(1981-2001), their share had rapidly declined. It might be due to upgradiation of some 

medium towns as cities. 

Share of Urban Population in Small Towns 

In general, the small towns are neighbor to rural areas, which stimulate commutations 

from surrounding areas especially rural areas. Moreover, migrate from small to major towns/ 

cities in search of better opportunities. Thus, small towns are losing their importance in recent 

decades. Moreover, developmental as well as industrials are heavily concentrated in big 

towns or cites, which cause attraction of population, leading to declining the growth of small 

towns. In this study, small towns were considered with having a population of less than 

20,000. Table-1.6 gives information on percentage share of urban population in small towns 

in India, Andhra Pradesh and Regions of Andhra Pradesh. 
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Table-1.6: Percentage Share of Urban Population in Small Towns, 1901-2001. 

 

Source: Final Population Totals, 2001, Directorate of Census Operations, Andhra Pradesh.  

It is clear from table-1.6 that the significant feature of small towns was that the 

percentage share of population residing in Rayalaseema region had recorded as the highest as 

compared to other regions as well as Andhra Pradesh and India as whole. Moreover the 

percentage share had been gradually declining during 1901 to 1941 and thereafter, started 

declining rapidly and recorded as least as 7.4 percent in 2001. The similar trend was observed 

in India, Andhra Pradesh as whole and Coastal Andhra and Telangana Regions. 

Based on the findings, it can be concluded that Rayalaseema region is considered as a region 

of medium a well as small towns and same as in case of Coastal Andhra. On the other hand, 

Telangana is a region determined by one big city of Hyderabad and small towns. 

Furthermore, it can be concluded that by analysing several parameters of urbanisation like 

Absolute urban population, percent of urban population, density, Growth of urban population, 

differences in percentage share of urban population in cities, medium as well as small towns, 

that in aspects urbanisation in Rayalaseema region has been lagging behind India and Andhra 

Pradesh as whole. 

 

Growth of Urban Settlements 

High growth rate of urban settlements would be found where manufacturing, mining, 

transport, bi-functional and multifunctional towns. On the hand, low growth rate is noticed in 

agricultural, household. Industrial and commercial based towns.Table-1.7 consists data on 

Growth of Urban Settlements by Size Class in districts of Rayalaseema, 1901-2001.  

 

Census 
Year 

India Andhra 
Pradesh 

Regions of Andhra Pradesh 
Rayalaseema Coastal Andhra Telangana 

1901 47.1 52.6 85.3 57.3 33.2 
1911 45.6 51.6 84.7 56.0 34.3 
1921 44.0 52.9 84.2 55.2 37.5 
1931 40.3 50.2 61.8 51.3 45.9 
1941 34.0 44.2 55.9 40.6 38.4 
1951 29.7 36.9 49.4 30.3 34.2 
1961 20.5 23.8 38.4 22.1 22.8 
1971 15.9 15.8 19.8 17.5 16.5 
1981 13.7 8.4 21.2 9.4 10.4 
1991 10.7 4.0 8.7 6.1 4.5 
2001 9.4 2.4 7.4 6.3 4.5 
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Table-1.7: Growth of Urban Settlements by Size Class in districts of Rayalaseema, 1901-2001 

Census  
year 

Districts of Rayalaseema region 
Chittoor Kadapa Anantapur Kurnool 

Cities Medium 
Towns 

Small 
Towns Cities Medium 

Towns 
Small 
Towns Cities Medium 

Towns 
Small 
Towns Cities Medium 

Towns 
Small 
Towns 

1901 - - 11 - - 7 - - 11 - 2 5 
1911 - - 11 - - 7 - - 11 - 2 6 
1921 - - 11 - - 7 - - 11 - 2 6 
1931 - 1 10 - 2 5 - - 11 - 3 5 
1941 - 2 9 - 2 5 - 2 9 - 3 5 
1951 - 2 9 - 2 5 - 4 7 2 1 5 
1961 - 4 8 1 1 5 1 6 4 2 2 5 
1971 2 2 9 2 2 4 2 6 3 3 2 5 
1981 4 3 6 2 3 8 6 3 2 4 4 3 
1991 4 3 11 3 3 11 6 4 3 4 3 3 
2001 4 6 12 4 3 10 7 3 4 5 2 6 

 

Source: Final Population Totals, 2001, Directorate of Census Operations, Andhra Pradesh.  

It can be found from table-1.7 that from 1901-1931, Chittoor and Anantapur had 11 

towns, while, Kurnool and Kadapa had 8 towns and 7 towns respectively. It is significant to 

note that during 1901-1921, Kurnool only had two medium towns. In the growth of urban 

settlements, Chittoor district stands first followed by   Kadapa, Kurnool and Anantapur. In 

case of small towns, chittoor district is predominant, while, Anantapur dominated with small 

towns up to 1951. On the other hand Kurnool dominates with medium towns since 1901 and 

cities since 1951. Thus, the analysis reveals that the pattern of Urban Settlements growth by 

Size Class in districts of Rayalaseema during 1901-2001 had been significantly varied. This 

can be attributed to variations in the levels of socio-economic, infrastructure and industrial 

developments. 

Based on the Growth of Urban Settlements by Size Class in districts of Rayalaseema 

during 1901-2001, the findings that noticed were:  

The decade 1921-31 was turning point in urbanisation. In the previous decades, the urban 

population was flaunting by either stagnating or declining. Since 1901 to 1921, the 

Rayalaseema had only two medium towns (Kurnool and Adoni) and the rest were small 

towns. Thus, Rayalaseema was the region of mainly small towns along with two medium 

towns. However, since 1951, medium towns and cities had started growing much faster than 

the small towns. Further, there is chance for medium towns and cities for taking a lead as far 

as growth is concerned as compared to small towns. Moreover, the regularity in size, class 

and growth was also noticed. Many of the medium towns and cities had recorded high growth 
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rate, while, most of the small towns have low growth rate. Further, it had been observed that 

there are many towns growing as stagnant towns. 

CONCLUSION 

The analyses reveals that process of urbanisation in Rayalaseema had been lower than 

other two regions namely the coastal Andhra, Telangana, Andhra Pradesh and India as whole. 

It might be because of meager or nil development of industrialization and low. Rayalaseema 

region was recorded as the region of medium and small towns; while after independence, it 

recorded as region of medium towns and cities. Further, population density is lower in 

Rayalaseema than other two regions, Andhra Pradesh as whole and Indian Average. This can 

be attributed to meager or nil development of industrialization and low pace of socio-

economic development. 

 

SUGGESTIONS  

Based on the findings, the suggestive measures that are to be taken into consideration 

by the policy makers are: Urban amenities should be created in rural areas especially in 

backward as well as in remote areas, which curtail rural-urban migration. Moreover, Small 

towns should developed with basic necessities along with extend secondary sector activities, 

which stimulate commutation of population rather than migration. Finally, industrialization 

has to be decentralized for regional development, which acts to concentration of population at 

optimal   level. Such measures not only cause to regional development, but also useful for 

healthy pattern of urbanisation, especially backward regions like Rayalaseema.   
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