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ABSTRACT

 The	present	 study	on	“Effect	 of	 urbanization	on	agriculture	 in	peri-urban	area	of	Kolhapur”	was	 conducted	 in	
Kolhapur	 district	 of	Maharashtra	 state.	 The	 descriptive	 and	 diagnostic	 design	 of	 social	 research	 was	 used.	 In	 all,	 150	
respondents	 were	 selected	 by	 simple	 random	 sampling	 method.	 The	 data	 were	 collected	 by	 personally	 interviewing	 the	
respondents	with	the	help	of	structured	interview	schedule.	The	data	collected	were	carefully	examined,	classified,	quantified	
and	tabulated.	Frequencies,	Mean,	Standard	of	deviation	and	were	employed	for	interpreting	the	results.	The	results	reflected	
that,	more	 than	 half	 (50.67	 per	 cent)	 of	 the	 respondent	 stated	 overall	 negative	 effect	with	 38.60	 per	 cent	medium	 effect	
intensity	with	respect	to	crop	cultivation	aspect.	Regarding	livestock	aspects,	majority	of	the	respondents	(69.20	per	cent)	
stated	overall	negative	type	effect	of	urbanization	and	its	intensity	was	medium	(38.38	per	cent).	About	agricultural	market,	
all	the	respondents	(100.00	per	cent)	stated	overall	positive	effect	on	availability	of	transport	facilities	and	availability	of	
nearby	market	for	agricultural	produce	and	its	intensity	was	58.00	per	cent	high	and	41.00	per	cent	medium.	It	was	also	
observed	 that,	majority	 of	 the	 respondents	 (64.67	per	 cent)	 stated	overall	 negative	 effect	 of	 urbanization	with	 low	effect	
intensity	of	58.60	per	cent	on	personal	aspects	of	 the	 farmers.	Large	majority	 (80.00	per	cent)	of	 the	respondents	 stated	
overall	negative	effect	on	economic	aspects	with	55.50	per	cent	low	effect	intensity.	In	case	of	the	land	locked	by	the	business	
man	and	transformation	of	the	agricultural	land	into	nonagricultural	land	all	(100.00	per	cent)	the	respondents	stated	overall	
negative	effect	with	68.67	per	cent	medium	effect	intensity.	All	the	respondents	(100.00	per	cent)	perceived	the	opportunities	
viz.	cost	of	land	will	be	increased,	availability	of	job	opportunities,	parks	and	garden	facilities	entertainment	facilities	will	
be	available	and	availability	of	higher	education	in	villages	while,	threats	viz.	agricultural	land	will	be	decreased,	traffic,	
vehicles	and	pollution	will	be	increased,	farmers	have	to	find	other	source	of	income,	things	will	cost	more,	taxes	will	increase,	
lifestyle	of	the	youth	will	become	luxurious	and	64.00	per	cent	respondents	stated	that	youth	will	not	work	in	farm.

Keywords : urbanization,	peri-urban	area,	opportunities,	threats.

INTRODUCTION

When urbanization is treated as a demographic 
phenomenon, it is often misleadingly described as an 
equivalent to urban population growth. Urbanization refers 
to the increasing number of people that live in urban areas. 
Urbanization is a primarily the outcome of migration from 
rural to urban areas. The expansion of urban boundaries 
and the formation of new urban centers also contribute to 
urbanization, but it should be kept in mind that migration 
is also an important driver behind the formation of new 
urban centers and the spatial expansion of old ones. 
Urbanization involves changes in demographic, economic 
and environmental flows between rural and urban areas, 
though not always in predictable ways. Urbanization not only 
spurred by changing urban conditions, but also by changing 
rural conditions. 

 Growth of an industries especially service sector 
had contributed to the growth of cities. Urbanization is 
closely linked to modernization, industrialization, and the 
sociological process of rationalization. Urbanization is 
not merely a modern phenomenon, but a rapid and historic 
transformation of human social roots on a global scale, 
whereby predominantly rural culture is being rapidly replaced 
by predominantly urban culture. Urbanization occurs as 
individual, commercial, and governmental efforts reduce 
time and expense in commuting and improve opportunities 
for jobs, education, housing, and transportation. Many rural 
inhabitants come to the city for reasons of seeking fortunes 
and social mobility. But the picture of urbanization is not so 
much glorious as it apparently seems. Modern cities have 
grown in a haphazard and unplanned manner due to fast 
industrialization. Cities in developing countries become 
over-populated and over-crowded partly as a result of the 
increase in population over the decades and partly as a result 
of migration.
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OBJECTIVE

To know the effect of urbanization on agriculture in 
peri-urban area of kolhapur

METHODOLOGY

The present investigation was conducted to ascertain 
the effect of urbanization on agriculture in peri-urban area of 
Kolhapur. Therefore, a descriptive and diagnostic design of 
social research was used for present investigation. The villages 
near the boundary of Kolhapur Municipal Corporation which 
belonged to Karveer and Hatkanangale tahsils were selected 
as these are adjacent to Kolhapur, a district headquarter.  
The 10 villages i.e. five from each tahsil (Karveer and 
Hatkanangale) were selected for this study which are located 
at the boundary of Kolhapur Municipal Corporation (KMC). 
Out of that 6 villages proposed under the expansion of KMC. 
A list of farmer who owned and cultivating at least 20 R 
land from selected villages of peri urban area was obtained 
from Extension Personnel of Department of Agriculture and 
Agricultural University. From the list 15 respondents were 
selected randomly. The sample size of the study is 150.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Overall effect of urbanization on agriculture and related 
aspects in peri-urban area

 The information pertaining to the overall effect of 
urbanization on agriculture in peri urban area is calculated in 
two quanta, first is type of effect i.e. positive or negative effect 
and second is the intensity of the effect i.e. high, medium and 
low effect and presented in Table 1.

 It was observed form the Table 1 that, the majority 
of the respondents reported overall negative effect of 
urbanization in peri urban area of Kolhapur on crop 
cultivation aspects (50.67 per cent) with (38.60 per cent) 
medium intensity , livestock aspects (69.20 per cent) effect 
and (38.38 per cent) medium intensity, subsidiary occupation 
aspects (76.83 per cent) effect and (34.70 per cent) low 
intensity, personal aspects (64.67 per cent) effect and (58.60 
per cent) low intensity, social aspects (78.58 per cent) effect 
and (66.20 per cent) low intensity, economical aspects 
(80.00 per cent) effect and (55.50 per cent) low intensity, 
psychological aspects (80.00 per cent) effect and ( 86.50) low 
intensity and other aspects (100.00 per cent) effect and 68.67 
per cent medium intensity.

 Whereas,  all (100.00 per cent) the respondents 
reported overall positive effect of urbanization on agriculture 
in peri urban area of Kolhapur on agricultural market aspect 
with 58.00 per cent low intensity.  Similar results were 
obtained by Yadav (2016)

Table 1: Classification of respondents according to their overall effect of urbanization on agriculture and related 
aspects                         (n=150)

Sr. 
No. Effect aspect

Positive 
effect

Effect intensity Negative 
effect

Effect intensity

High Medium Low High Medium Low

1 Crop cultivation 
aspect

444
(49.33)

26
(5.85)

77
(17.35)

341
(76.80)

456
(50.67)

130
(28.50)

176
(38.60)

150
(32.90)

2 Livestock aspects 231
(30.80)

00
(00.00)

73
(31.60)

158
(68.39)

519
(69.20)

142
(27.37)

202
(38.38)

175
(33.25)

3 Agriculture market 
aspects

300
(100.00)

174
(58.00)

123
(41.00)

03
(01.00)

00
(00.00)

00
(00.00)

00
(00.00)

00
(00.00)

4 Subsidiary 
occupation aspects

139
(23.17)

05
(03.60)

94
(67.62)

40
(28.78)

461
(76.83)

151
(32.76)

150
(32.54)

160
(34.70)

5 Personal aspects 318
(35.33)

38
(11.95)

73
(22.95)

207
(65.10)

582
(64.67)

77
(13.23)

164
(28.17)

341
(58.60)

6 Social aspects 225
(21.42)

43
(19.11)

72
(32.00)

110
(48.89)

825
(78.58)

131
(15.87)

148
(17.93)

546
(66.20)

7 Economic aspects 150
(20.00)

00
(00.00)

49
(32.67)

101
(67.33)

600
(80.00)

14
(2.33)

253
(42.17)

333
(55.50)

8 Psychological aspects 150
(20.00)

00
(00.00)

23
(15.33)

127
(84.67)

600
(80.00)

00
(00.00)

81
(13.50)

519
(86.50)

9 Other aspects 00
(00.00)

00
(00.00)

00
(00.00)

00
(00.00)

300
(100.00)

18
(06.00)

206
(68.67)

76
(25.33)

(Figures in parentheses indicates percentage)
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Perceived opportunities by the respondents in peri-urban area

Table 2 : Classification of the respondents according to perceived opportunities by the respondents in peri-urban area

(n=150)

Sr. 
No. Aspects Yes No

1 Cost of land will be increased 150 (100.00) -
2 Availability of job opportunities 150 (100.00) -
3 Employment generation 81 (54.00) 69(46.00)
4 Parks and garden facilities will be available 150 (100.00) -
5 Entertainment facilities will be available 150 (100.00) -
6 Availability of higher education in village 150 (100.00) -
7 Availability of pure water in village 114 (76.00) 36 (24.00)
8 Availability of health facilities 145 (96.67) 5(3.33)

(Figures in parentheses indicates percentage)

 It is observed from Table 2 that all the Respondents 
(100.00 per cent) perceived the opportunities namely, cost of 
land will be increased, availability of job opportunities, parks 
and garden, facilities entertainment facilities will be available 
and availability of higher education in villages. Followed by 
96.67 per cent respondents perceived availability of health 

facilities, 76.00 per cent respondents perceived availability 
of pure water in villages and 54.00 per cent respondents 
perceived employment generation as opportunities due to 
urbanization.

 These findings are in line with the Rode (2011).

Perceived threats by the respondents in peri-urban area

Table 3 : Classification of the respondents according to perceived threats in peri-urban area             (n=150)

Sr.
No. Aspects Yes No

(A) Social threats
1 Agricultural land will be decreased 150 (100.00) -
2 Farmers have to migration 41 (27.33) 109 (72.67)
3 Traffic will be increased 150 (100.00) -
4 Vehicles will be increased 150 (100.00) -
5 Pollution will be increased 150 (100.00) -

(B) Economical threats
1 Farmers have to find other source of income 36 (24.00) 114 (76.00)
2 Things will cost more 150 (100.00) -
3 Taxes will  increase 150 (100.00) -
4 Housing tax 150 (100.00) -
5 Water tax 150 (100.00) -

(C) Environmental threats
1 Water pollution will increase 150 (100.00) -
2 Air pollution will increase 150 (100.00) -
3 Soil pollution will increase 150 (100.00) -
4 Noise pollution will increase 150 (100.00) -
5 Greenhouse gases will increase 150 (100.00) -
6 Increase in temperature 150 (100.00) -
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Sr.
No. Aspects Yes No

7 Lack of pure air 150 (100.00) -
(D) Psychological threats
1 Youth will not interested in agriculture 84 (56.00) 66 (44.00)
2 Lifestyle of youth will become luxurious 150 (100.00) -

(Figures in parentheses indicates percentage)

 It is observed from Table 2 that due to urbanization 
all the respondents (100.00 per cent) faced the social threats 
viz. agricultural land will be decrease, traffic, vehicles and 
pollution will be increase. Respondents have to migrate due 
to urbanization was not perceived as a social threat by the 
72.67 per cent respondents. 

 All the respondents (100.00 per cent) perceived the 
economical threats viz. respondents have to find other source 
of income, things will cost more, taxes will increase, housing 
tax, water tax.     

 Similarly, 100.00 per cent respondents stated that 
the environmental threats due to urbanization are water, air, 
soil, and noise pollution will increase, greenhouse gasses and 
atmospheric temperature will increase and lack of pure air.

 All the respondents (100.00 per cent) perceived that 
lifestyle of the youth will become luxurious as a psychological 
threat and 64.00 per cent respondents stated that youth will 
not work in agriculture is the psychological threat.

 These findings are similar with the findings of the 
Goel, (2011) and Kavitha, Gayatri (2017) and Vinaya et	al. 
(2019).

CONCLUSION

 Effect of urbanization on crop cultivation aspects 
more than half of the respondent stated overall negative effect 
with medium effect intensity. Regarding livestock aspects 
effect of urbanization, majority of the respondents stated 
overall negative type effect of urbanization and its intensity 
was medium. About agricultural market all the respondents 
stated overall positive effect on availability of transport 
facilities and availability of nearby market for agricultural 
produce and its intensity was high. It was observed that 
majority of the respondents told overall negative effect on 
subsidiary effect with low effect intensity. It was observed 
that, majority of the respondents stated overall negative 
effect of urbanization with low effect intensity of on personal 
aspects of the farmer. In case of effect of urbanization on 
social aspects of peri urban area it was found that large 
majority of the respondents reported overall negative effect 

with low intensity. Large majority of the respondents stated 
overall negative effect on economic aspects with low effect 
intensity. Similarly, respondents reported overall negative 
effect on the psychological aspects with. In case of the 
land locked by the business man and transformation of the 
agricultural land into nonagricultural land all the respondents 
stated overall negative effect with medium effect intensity.

 All the respondents perceived the opportunities 
namely cost of land will be increased, availability of job 
opportunities, parks and garden facilities entertainment 
facilities will be available and availability of higher 
education in villages while threats viz. agricultural land will 
be decrease, traffic, vehicles, and pollution will be increase, 
farmers have to find other source of income, things will cost 
more, taxes will increase, housing tax, water tax, also water, 
air, soil, and noise pollution will increase, greenhouse gasses 
and atmospheric temperature will increase, lack of pure air, 
lifestyle of the youth will become luxurious and more than 
three fifth respondents stated that youth will not work in 
farm.
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