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SPATIAL ANALYSIS OF SMALT TOWNS AND ITS IMPLICATIONS IN
DECENTRALISED PLANNING

F.R. SIIAX.MA and MAIIANIH MALrI{YA, V;ranasi

ABSTRACT : The spatial anal,vsis is basically related with articulated and
integrated system of settlements *'hich need to promote regional growth, social
transformation and spatial integration. Decentralised pianning is an approach to
develop the microregions through spatial planning of settlement systerns for the
developarent of the pepole. Most of tlhe small towns are collectiag, processing,
diskibuting and senice ceiltres for t}:.e agricultural areas around them. Small towns
ir Eastem lIttar Pradesh have been analysed to understand their spatial distribution,
ra:rk-size relationship and functional classification" The character oftowns is the
boon ior decentralised planniag in the growth foci approach as formated in market
centres, servicc centres anri gro*th points in micro-regional/local-level planning.

INTRODTJCTION

The spatial analysis is basically related
with articulated and integrated system
of settlements which need to promote
r€gionai gro\4th, social transformation
and spatial integratiou. An articulated and
il:tegrated hierachy ot' settlement-s provides

;*tentiai access for the people living through-
iiut a country and to the markets of different
r:?-e:i as well as to a wide varict), r:f urban
er:-rinities (Rr:ndinelli. 1983, P.381).
'ii:e tow-ns, situated r.vithin the spatial
ni.'irriork of a region, \\'ork as growth
irc#,rervice centres (Sharma, 1984A, 19848,
ii,9 i) anci by propelling the dcvelopment
'impulses usher in an era of socio-economic

";iar:rsforrnation n'ithin the region. Decen-
:.;:ilisr:d planning is an approach to dcveiop the
:,:;;r',.:-r€gions titrlxigh spatial planning of
-,.'fii.",ne;rt 

"rystems for the development of the

:;:ci);i:i:.

SPATIAL ANALYSIS OF SMALL
TOWNS

Towns are essurtially settlements whichprovide
services for the population oftheir hinterlands
alongwith their own population. They provide
important economic, social and physical
firnctions to the surrounding area. such as,

administratile, educational, professional
services, banking, market facility, employment
opporrunities and so on. The higher order
urbancentres perform awider range of services/
functions and provide increasingly more
speciaiized services in the urban system.

SPATIAL PATTERN:CENTRALITY
AI{D FUNCTIONALITY
The hierarohical class-systen implication,
originall5, de..';:lc,ped I-:y Waltcr Chris'taller" is

an integrai part oi'tho spatial model ti: explain
the size, ri),rcfi:.q aud functio*s of lher urban
Centres. &{ irs r 1 I biir: j:",:;oqr: 

i_r 
I :{rr5 i,n":ii*V* Wit}r
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Christaller that towns may be grouped into
hierarchical classes according to their size and
functions they perform. Others believe that
there are no distinct grades, but only a
continuum. Brush (1953) found that the
Christaller's ratio of population, rank and
service area seem to be derived from a priori
assumptions rather than from empirical
widences'. Losch proposed a scheme for markst
areas again using hexagonal service areas ,N
the basic units in his theoretical landscape and
allowod various hexagonal systems to co-exist.
The resulting arrangement does not produce
the "tiered" system ofurban centres suggested

of Christaller, but leads, more or less, to a
continuum of various-sized towns and cities.
The functional complexity is not always
accompanied by an increase in the size of
market area-s. Many other geographers have
also followed Christaller's 'central place tleory'
at least in part including a few work in Indian
context.

Many geographers have used several types of
criteria or methods to determine the centrality
of centres depending upon the availability of
data. In the present study, a method has been

taken for calculating the centralities of small
towns after making a slight modification in the
method.used by Singh (1981). The present

method is based on the non-agricultural working
population which includes workers engaged in
construction, household industry, manu-
factruing, trade and commerce, transport,
storage and communication and other services.

The centrality (C) ofeach small town of Eastem

U.P. has been calculated with the help of the

follwing formula:

NAW
Q= x 100

TNW

Where, NAW = Non-agricultural workers of
the centie ,
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TNW = Total non-agricultural workers
of small towns.

Applyrng the above formula, the centrality
indices of all the 95 small towns ofthe region
have been computed. It ranges from the
highest (3 .42) for Kopaganj town to the lowest
(0.289) for Bilariaganj town in Azamgarh
district.

The relative importance of any centre, not only
depends on the centrality of the centre but
services and amenities performed by the centre
have their great importance also. Towns are the
ce,ntral places which perform important central
functions as economic, social, administration
and physical to their own residents as well as

to the people living in the surrounding areas.

Central functions are typically those which
cause movement of people to avail them. To
measure the relative importance of small towns
in Eastern U.P., a number of central firnctions
have been selected on the basis of availabilrty
ofdata andwhich are generally foundor which
can be expected in a small town. Functions,
such as, post office, primary school, junior
school, bus routes, markst etc. are not taken
into considreation, because they are found in
all small towrx. Those ftnctions rvhich generally
require a highthreshold population (more than
20,000 persons) have been excluded. The
occurrenc,e ofsuch firnctions which are usually
found in large/medium towns, may be found in
small towns due to accident. For example,
there is a university in Kashi Vish'wavidyalaya
which is a suburb town (This happens due to
misleading census definition) of Varanasi city.
One cannot expect this function in small towns

because it requires certain amount of optimum
population. ln most cases the higher order

services, which aregenerally found inthe large

towns, may be found in the sub-urban areas.

Therefore, these services cannot be taken as a

parameter, common to all the small towns and
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classify them into different hierarchical order,
viz., district headquarters, polytechnic/
engineering college, medical college, university,
police headquarters, civil court, stadiunL etc.

For the purpose of qualitative indices, only
fifteen functions have been selected for the
present study. Functions differ in terms of
the size of population necessary to sustain

that function in a c,entre. Population thre
shold is the minimum population required
for existence of flre function. To determine
the population threshold values for the
fifteen selected functions Reed-Muench
method (Hagget et al., 1964) has been
adopted. The threshold values range from
the highest 15, 750 for shorthand type
school to tlre lowest 2,600 for bank. To compute
the weight for each function the following
formula has been applied.

Tni
Wi = '" x15-15

{Tp
T-tJ-l

Where Wj : weight for J*function population.

The following table 1 indicates the central
functions (selected), threshold population and
weights assigned to each function. The
functionalityindes (Fi) foreach ofthe 95 small
towns has been calculated by adding the number
of functions existing in town, where each
firnction has been given the assigned weiglrt.
The values range between 19.09 in Saidpur
town to zero in Amilo. It has been obsen,ed
that, the higher order of central functions, the
lower the number oftowns providing thern and
they have a wider range than lower order

Table 1 : Threshold Population and Weights of Selected Functions

SI

No.
Functions
Population

Threshold Weights

L
2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

t4.
15.

Short-hand type School

Cinema

Tahsil Headquarter

Degree/P.G. College

Family Planning & Nurshing Home

Veterinary Hospital

Drinking Water Suppiy (O.H.T.)

Railway Station

Block Headquarter

Agricultural Credit Society

Police Station

Telegraph Office

Hospital

High School/Inter College

Bank

15,750

15,400

15,150

14,850

13,750

12,250

10,300

9,950

8,650

8,250

7,i50
5,630

4,800

4,000

2,600

1,591

1.555

1.530

1,500

L389

t.237

1.040

1.005

0.873

0.833

0.722

0.570

0.484

0.404

0.262

Total 148,500 15,ooo
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functions. It also has been found that large
centres performmore functins than small urban
centres and they also have more establishments
and functionai units. To dct€rmine the hierarchy
of small towns in Eastern U.P. a multiple
criteria, composite index (Coi) has been
calculated for all the 95 small to*ns taking
average of the centrality indea and functionalrty
index Coi : l/2 (Ci + Fi ) In the present study,
all the 95 small torms have been plotted on a
simple graph with population size and composite
index (Fig. 1.B). Taking almost equal intervals
of composite index, tlree-tier hierachy of small
towns have been indentified. The first order
centres are not evenly distributed throughout
the region (Fig. 1A). Five towns, namely,
Muhammadabad and Saidpur in Ghazipur,
Khalilabad in Basti, Ghosi in Azamgarh and
Rasra in Ballia district have been identified as

first order centres. All these centres are tahsil
headquarters and relatively big small towns of
the region. In these towns, all the first order
functions are available. The population of
these towns varies from 19,63-5 (Ghosi) to
12,937 (Saidpur). There are sugar factories in
Ghosi, Khaiilabad and Rasra tolrns. The second

order centres termed as local sen'ice centrrs
arc42innumber. Outofthese 4,2.1& to,'r,ns ars
tahsil headquarters as weli as btrosek
headquarters too and 17 to*,ns are oni;'biock
headquarters. The Coi index ranges betrvee*

7.113 in Shahganj to 4.103 in Pipraicir tur.,t"
Some towns are the centres of househokl

industries, e.g., Kopaganj, Surilax"atl r)tc .

while some towns have sugar f'actory such as

Shahganj, Pipraich, Siswa Bazar, Gauri Bazar
and Ramkola. Small touns to third order arc

market tovi,rs. Out of 4tl, l5 torins :rre bio;k
headquarters, and 27 towns arc nervll adde'j.

Some towns are the csntres of hand1,.;i:i;:s allil
carpet weaving i.e", Adari, funilo- Kh:rirabad.

Lohta, Kotwa, Ghosia Bazar, Iiirturirirgani.
Ledwa Mahua eto" There are sugar iirctcrr. i:;

T 
RANSACIIONS OF TI{E II\ISITIUIT. Oir INDLrrl{ GLOGRAPI{FIRS

Anandnagar, Siwarthi" Bhatni Bazar,
Kaptanganj etc. The Coi ranges fiom 3.899
(Nichlaul) to 0.449 (Khairabad). Generally, all
thEse towns have no first order functions and
they differ in number and level of central
function. These touns are overgrown villages
which owe rural charactreristics. Reoti, Majhauli
Raj, Azamatgarth and Hariharpur are
agricultural towns.

The small touns varv in the economic and
adrninistrative structure of the region because
oftheir direct linktothe vast surrounding rural
areas. The small towns serye as centres for
providing socio-economic institutions and
facilities, viz., marketing, service, education,
health, power, banking, credit and co-
operatives, transportation and communication
as infrastructures to develop the economic
activities for harnessing tJre resources of, rural
areas. ll'hey work as like t+ facilitate the social
and technological innovatiorrs from cities to
their hintedands as well as integragc social
interactions and the urban and rural economy.

SPATIAI, PATTERN : RANK.SIZE
Rf,i.,A?IONSHIP

The idea r:f relationship with rcgard to size ald
spacing rvas introduced by Cfuistaller's K-l
irierach,r . Later on, Losh, Bnish, Stenart. brow
r'.iug and Crbbs, etc. cxplored the possibility of
relati*nstu brh,r'een size and spacing on the

regional anrl national levels. The'central place
theory' considers the size of urban cerrtres as

rvsll as thcir spacing, but therc is another
gcneralization rvhich has boen made about city
size. trt is the so-called 'r;urk-size rule'. This
concept *'as ttrnnalized in the w,riting of Z,ipf
( 1949i r,r,hr: altempted to show this distribution
as f'oll'"vcirrg an cmpirical rule, the rank-size
i"r^ri* :

P
:'r

r



SPATIAI. ANALYSIS OF SMALL TOWNS AND ITS IMPLICATIONS IN DECENTRALISED PI-ANNING 69

EASIEP.N U. P

HIERA,RC}.]Y OF S MALL TO'W N S
6)

/o -'
o

o

K iJAL IL S^d

" llf
o7

)
ooI

)
(

s ,/'
I

> aria'rorlrGAe

oo lo

)!
L

\

)
-(

?

{.

aA

o

r'\ J ^\. -i u

o o
XUSqIIAGAP J 1.

.''-. -'J

eb.

o
c

rLJ

ll r,ro !L

o,'
CJ

OL
,o

o'\ 
-',\. -

r^..-l -l
r"L )'-
lo \ (

- I ^,l\ I a
r\t^
\ 1Jr\.o
loo

I

o
OTATiHAp / -/

tO
r.c "\\\r-s \ur

. FIRsT OROER

O SECOND OROER

l'.-

r^' oo
o

o!
ot

1

o\

O IHIRDOROEROaMtL  I \

Cr3 o\
(-

-A q^tt^ ^ 
'\.

--'i"L a "no*1
\, cxrrs^pocoort- \.-.. o .l, i"\. .j !-"

^ 
uUxr tr^O^t^,t'" a \ ./

.V

q

/oo
.l"* ^tu o -
J
Jo-/o

/,\ 1

?

G AiT6A"
TUP 4

i s^,ooua{a
U

o-o

o

\ -zlvttrilOa
o./

o
ou @

I xop^G^lJ
I'ut HoawaL

l, cxosr

I

lLan I,RUoR^pua 
I

NAU T^riwr I.Jau{tia
, nodr nr sce/r
lalst 

I
SHAH6 !J

rineun^ I

\_\

t

c--- -^lo a-.

t

o .tv'

Q or'" 20\/
i\

orr o i
li
r/

r8

r6

t.;
''5 '',)

Arz
-'6(9'': 

5,0
.ts

(<
) LB

c
oc6

uuxAuuA0A.
'D^O

SAIOPUA

('
,- 

;^,
/'? !L'-.nh.J

t0 0 r020
K |,{

o A'OTI

o
o

AHil.O
o

I

.i
'l

I
I

CHANDAULI

I

t

(

l.

OUOHI
o

(r-
o

..r).)
)

6Y^nPUA
9AOAT

{ III ORDER I
.6^Unr

I ORDER I It^r^a 
i

ORDiR

0r 145
cor,,rPoslTE tllDE):

Fig. No. 1: Hierarchy of small towns

9 t0 l

)
)

l,

(-
i
I

'1



7A

Where Pr is the population of rank r, P, is the
population ofthe larges crty (the primate crty)
and r is the rank of a given citfown.
Christaller's urban hierachy produces a stepped

arrangement ofurban sizes while the rank-size

rule implies a smooth progression ofpopulation
size from rankto rank. Zipfs scheme of rank-
size rule has been applied by arranging in tle
decending order according to population of
198 1 and 199 1 census. The o<pected population
forallthetowns (116 in 1981 and I 12 in 1991)

have been computed. The population of first
rank town (primate city) has been calculated by
dividing the total actual population by sum of
ttre reciprocal population. For the rest of the

urban centres, expected population has been

computed by dividing the population of first
city bytwo to getthe figure of second, bytlreee
for third and so on. To find out rank-size
relationship irmong towns, the ranls of all the

towns have been plotted against their
population (actual and expected) for the year

1981 and 1991 (Fig. 2 A&B).

The graph clearly reveals that the actual
population oftowns is not equal tottre expected

population. Varanasi is the primate clty in
t98l as well as in 1991 while Ghorawal in
l98l and Amila in 1991 are tlre last ranked

town. In 1981, Varanasi and Gorakhpur have

positive variation from expecied population

while other large towns have negative variation.

In case of small towns, the variation is low in

comparison to largetowns (Fig. 2A). According

to rule, 6 smalltowns (having actuatpopulation

bstween 18,000 - 20,000 persons) should be

the large towns (expected population above

20,000 persons).

In 1991, there are 30 large towns and 82 small

towns. The deviation between actual and

expected population in small towns is low in
comparison to large towns (Fig. 2B). According

to the rule, 7 small towns, namely, Shahganj,

TRANSACTIONS OF TTIE INSTITUTE OF INDIAN GEOGRAPHERS

Ahraura, Reoti, Saidpur, Khamari4 TetriBa^ar
and Machhlishahar which have actual
population between 17,000 and 20,000 persons,

should be the large towns. The applicability of
the rank-size rule some certaintypes of regions
as Zipfs explanation needs a homogeneous and
sizeable realm. Eastern U.P. is almost a
composite large region and a distinguished
cultural realm with its distinct socio-economic
and histogenetic pattern.

SPATIAL PATTERN:
FT]NCTIONAL CLASSIHCATION

Functions are essence oftowns without which
they cannot suriwe. Dickinson (1950, p.267)
observes, "Functions are the driving force of
city life and influence to avery large extent its
growth and morphology". Functions deals with
the external relationship of the town as an

organic part ofa social group. The nature and

character of functions develop in response to
socio+conomic and resource-base ofthe region
in which the towns are located. Urban flrnctions
may broadly be classified into basic and non-

basic. The basic ftnctions refer to those city
foming ones, and the non-basic to those city
serving ones.

lnthe present study, Nelson's methodhas besn
used for the functional classification of small
towns. Agriculture is the most dominant
economic activity ofthe regionunder study and

many snall towns are overgrownvilages having

rural characteristics. Therefore, agricultural
function (non-urban character) has been

considred for functional group.The lndian
census has fumished ilre data of employment

under four categories, i.e., cultivators,
agricultural labourers, household industries

and other workers. Cultivators and agricultural
labourers have been treated together as

agricultural workers. The percentage of total
workers engaged in each functional group for
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each of the 95 small towns of they study
region, has been calculated separately. The
arithmetic mean and standard deviation
( 6 = 6 - x/N) have been computed for each

activity group for all the small towns of the
region as a whole. By adding the standard

deviationto the meaq three degrees ofvariations
from the mean have been distinguished (Table
2). Using the S. D. and mean, the small towns

Table 2 : Mean and Standard Deviation
for Various Functional Groups

Agricultue Household Other

Indusuy* services

(Ae) (ID (o)

Mean

S. D,

Ntsar + I S.D

Mean * 2 S.D

Mean + 3 S.f)

TRANSACTIONS OF TI{E IIISTITUTI] OF INDIAN GEOGR.AP}IERS

have been grouped according to their
appropriate functional categories, e.g, towns
with percentage more than one degree of
variation from the mean * I S.D. in agriculture
classed as agricultural towns, above mena * 2

S.D. as Ag, and above mean * 3 S.D. classed

as Agr. The same procedure has been followed
for all the other functional groups (Table 3).

Table 3 : Functional Group of Towns

Degree of Agriculture Household Other Diversified

Speciali- Indusfy Services

zation
15

service centres, oecuring inthe vast agriculturai
tracts. The percentage of workers engaged in
agricultural activity ranges frorn 74. fiYa in
Gahmartowu to 44.41a/. in Sikanderpurtovrn.
The towns of Hariharpur, Majhauliraj,
Azamatgarh, Reoti, S ahatw-ar a,rd Gah urar are
characterised as Agrtow:rs. The remaining 10

towns namely Nichlaul, Rampur Karkha;ra,
Lar, Ramkola, Kaptanganj, Bilariaganj.
Mehnagar, Maniyar, Sikandrpur and bansdih
are categorised as Ag I towns. These towns are
located in the fertile tracts of Saryupar plain
and Cranga-Ghaghara Doab and, are overgrcwn
villages (Fie. 3).

ii. Household Industrial Towns

Out oftotal 95 small towns, 12 towns have the
specialization ofthe household industry. These

towns are not envenly distributed (Fig. 3) and

are evolved as local resource and r,raft-b.,rs,,;

centres. For exarnple the concentratii..n of such
towns in Azangarh and Varnasai di.:-trir:?.

indicate the socio-cultural attribuies rr.n'1 tir*i.
histo-genetic existence in the region. Ii ir; ,lue

to the location of a nu mber: of cottagi. tn r h; :r 
i, ii,-::..

like weaving, handloom, bli+"nh*i -!r'qa1;;flg.

carpet u,eaving, brass\r:.i.1its. Sue'l fl1aji-*lq-

hosiery etc. in these disi1.,'i,:'.1, . ltu)t$ia in ! zu:--,:,.,

and Kopaganj in Aea,ir;arh disrier ht-ve lli:i,:-,

found as H3 tow;i:; *r'ttr 82.15% rrnS 75.7j":";
of total worker-c 3i:ga :r i,.rl, t:' I .,' I : .q ;: l r.> 

j C i n ii *,', ir*';"

respectivel,v. $-qlli.1vi;:r :s i; i.:ei;iis i-'f Ii,i:r:r,
sarees, while Kopagar{ i,r 

'arnlrus 
fi-.';i,:r:qIiarr;:

cloths. In Il2 tr'nns, Lolri:. is a .',v*ac,-1:g (:sr:rl:",..

of Banarasi Sarees tnel cotton tii::: ': Gl:*ri:
Raz:rr i s f,a::rous for bialke'i ;urr3 i ::.r p;, i c: : :i: i : l;'.

"{mii* i'rr E:rsarasi Sarecs. }i,'iai;ai:ar, iirlC

Ariari for 1.i"r:ielloom s;lrcss iind i,tiirc; I ir;huri

for ha:ldl c*nr tl otl:s " The rettr,ri:l iry ftru tr lr-r'.\ :l s.

Bahadurgar,.l illarrrllool:i ckrih i, il!',,i',:"tti, -:;l'

dabad (iuuirllccl'li ail.'i iit':r..l':; ' 
-!-) r"1 al":ir ), t.ihiti l

(silken sarees) and \lai Ba:,a: i'' ; ';1.;;-1 :-1'1..11.::'s.

are recogniz*d as H, tow'lts.

Statistical

Dei,rces

25.88

t7 .57

43.55

6t.22

78.89

i7.35

19.10

36.45

55.55

74.6s

56.64

21.53

78.17

99.7A

I
2
3

1a 4
6

2

0

:
Total i6 t2 15 52

i. Agricultural Towns

Sixteen small towns have been identified as

agricultural to$ns. These settlements are rural
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iii. Towns of Other Services

There are 15 towns which are classed as towns
of other services. It includes factory and
plantation workers, Government servants,
Municipal employees, teachers, priest,
entertainment artists, workers engaged in
business, transport, mining, constructiorq etc.

There are 2 torvns Mundera Bazar ard
Gorakhpur Fertilizer located in the Sarnrpar
plain, while l0 towns in the Ganga{haghara
Doab and 3 towns (Churk Ghurma, Chopan
and Pipri) are located inthe Southern Uplands
(Fig.3). Churk Ghurma. Gorakhpur Fertilizer,
Kha:naria and Gopiganj are indushial towns.
A hydel power plant is established at Pipri on
Rihand dam. Chopan is a transport centre and

service town. Kashi Vishwavidayalaya and
Varanasi Cantt. are educational and military
centre, re,spectivd having 99.26Y' md 99 .43Yo

of total workers engaged in other services.
Phulpur, Shahganj and Gyanpur are the
administrative ceirtres as tahsil headquarters.

Dohrighat and Mungra Badshapur are market
towns.

iv. Diversified Towns

As many as 52tourns are identifiedas diversified
as diversified toums. A diversified town is one

where the percentage ofworkers does not reach

above the mean + 1 S.D. in any of the

occupational groups. It is a characteristic feah:re

of Indian towns to have workers engaged in
various activities with non-attaining the degree

of specialization. Out ofthese, 19 small toums

are new (198 1) and are diversified in the sense

ofthatbeing in their early stage of development,

they are performing rnany finctions'and services

and service without any degree of specialization.

Out of 52 tovrms, 42 towns perform other

s ervice s -cum-agriculture-cum-hou sehold
industries while remaining l0 towns show

other services-cum-household-sum-agriculture.
Deoria district has maximum-number (8) of

diversifi towns followed by Basti
(7), Goral<hp vr (7), Azamprh (7) and Ghazipur
(6) The minimum number (3) of zuch torruns are
located in Ballia followed by Jaunpur
(a) Gie.3).

3. DECENTRAI,ISED PLAITi\ING AND
SMALL TOWNS

Small towns act as a link to facilitate social and
technological imrovations from cities to their
hinterlands as well as integrating social
interaction and space economy. Most of the
small towns are collecting processing
distributing and service centres for the
agricultural areas around them. Every region
exhibits a certain system of areal ftnctional
organisation and centres ranging from small
hamlets or village markets to large towrs and
cities are inter-connectedly dispersed over the
whole area, creating an economic balance by
perfonning various functions : primary and
secondary, small and large, and specialized
and diversified for the area (Philbriclq 1957).
The decentralised planning has been attempted
in many parts oflndia, but appropriate planning
formulations and methodologies may be adopted
with cr without modification as given by the
situations (Mukherjee, 1990 & 1992). The
spatial analysis of settlement systems has been
considered a core concept in decentralised
planning conceived by Mishra (growth foci
approach) (Mishra, 1990,pp. 181-218). Small
towns in Eastern Uttar Pradesh have been

analysed to understand their spatial distributiorl
rank-size relationship and functional
classification. The frrnctional character ofto',vns
indicates their nature of emergence in the space

ecouomy, i.e., agricultural towns, household
industrial to'wns, towns of other services and

diversifiedtowns. The character oftowns is the
boon for decentralised planning in the growth
foci approach as formated in market centres,

service centres and growth points in micro-
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regional/local-level planning. The diversified
towns are the arnalgam of urban character in
initiating the different functions which will
formulate the furture shape of urban space
economy

Thus, small toums should be articulated and
integated to form systsns of settlernents in
deceifralised planning to promote regional
denelopment.
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Fig. 3: Functicnal cla-ssification of smarll towns


