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1 IHEREASIC 5T 3 EMONSEL (19914 8 B-1998% 3 )
Fig.1 Relative share of states in industrial investment proposals (Aug. 1991-March 1998)

L TELERFEGSX, [EMS (Industrial Entrepreneuer Memorandum application field for items under
delicenced sector) & LOIs (Letters of Intent issued in respect of items under licenced sector) D&t
¥l : Ministry of Industry : Annual Report 1997-98 :

> T, Sundaram (1978) IZ & N IX19514E 2 519654 D iz T IX8,1604 519,038
~, TEEREHEHT70,000A7 5160,000 AL 2MR BT EAET, TV —MNDOBE,

IO L TEORRRINIGL TR »SMMBIBZ Shi, 1957@0)‘7’") —FAFE, 1962
FEOTY) —FEEAHDT V-SRI —F 7NN TH 5, BROIXT Y —MOEE
HIBA D TES BT T 5—A, ﬁﬁﬁbf'f ) —BA%E\tt (Delhi Development Authority)
& 5 LHEEMBAFR b0, 7TV —MNREOTEEROEA TV o2, 19705FER
PR 72 > THO THESBBORSEL S h 3 v, Tz NCRADOT Y —M 2D H
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Fig. 2 District-wise number of industrial licences (1980-84) in NCR
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VITVEREE — 212 LT, Z0OHIPLPEPIOERSDH S, %212, NCR OHFLTE
7V — M TIF19504E4 & v 5 B & BRMBHEA DS, 1960~1970FMRicid € — 2 2l Z,
19804EMRIC I3 AW, 1990FERICIE Z o e S FRMMTOI R B> Twd, B 31, TXH
HIBASEIX T Y — N D & F NI T 2 HEEAN EAEMTIERL T oz, 19595 % T,
HOTN—REBVDEEDOREREERTHD, ZHULRERSDOFELTY—MNTHY, %
ODIRIZ T U A /INRIE R BIF DL K 8T 2R H o7z, & 2 B01960FRITIZA Y
FoN—RFEBS—BHUZ L LI, F77 )5 — = FEBS—221,000-— 2 —iE
OBERERE TEE L, JORHICE, 7V —MUATIE, 02 BEARCERFESE
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Table1 Period-wise developed area of industrial estates in districts of NCR (acre)

State District ~1959  1960-1969  1970-1979 1980-1989  1990-1994 Total
Delhi 305.84 569.99 1428.22 181.24 0 2485.29
Haryana Faridabad 0 1057.35 284 .41 406.39 758.10 2506.25
Gurgaon 0 50.60 408.00 880.83 6.75 1346.18
Panipat 231.90 0 0 269.81 0 501.71
Rewari 0 0 438.20 26.15 0 464 .35
Rohtak 107.30 0 313.45 0 0 420.75
Sonepat 140.40 3.50 45.00 119.46 6 314.36
Rajasthan Alwar 271.88 0 3580.20 424 .80 1142.80 5419.68
Uttar Pradesh  Bulandshahr 0 16.2 1528.96 2.50 0 1547.66
Ghaziabad 1482.00 3211.58 3102.95 2241.00 142.00 10179.53
Meerut 200.00 47.00 25.07 20.00 0 292.07
Total 2739.32 4956.22 11154.46 4572.18 2055.65 25477.83

# : Rohtak, Panipat ®O#f# i3 “embarked and developed area” %7R73,
1990 Alwar O¥f#iX “embarked area” %717,
i} 1 National Capital Region Planning Board (1997) @7 —# 2 & b #5&t,
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ERVRIFLREFERMEEME TRET 2, £iZ, ZOHKIETY) —TELABSS b Y
L7 —IDFHEIC & > TRTSWEHLINEN - BEHIR TH o1, FNOZIICIZEE
%7 ) —AEHEORE « R & D RIS HRISELBNSK S b0 DTH S, &
FTEREPSZ L, ZRELEDIE, BSRERRLHEEMETAECE 22 L 2ED
LU C LA FEEAMEHERNCHERE T 22, Z2LTEAC LY 7Y —KEBHEO—
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R2 /A%oA0 (1981, 1991, 1995%F)
Table2 Populatlon of NOIDA, 1981, 1991 and 1995

) Urban J.J
Year Total Urban Village Population  (Slum Population)
1981 36,972 36,972 - N.A
1991 1,46,514? 71,0013 44,9409 30,5739
(100.0%)  (48.53%)  (30.67%)  (20.80%)
1595 2,11,5349  1,00,0007 67,740° 43,7949
(100.0%) (47.28%) (32.02%) (20.70%)

EI7F—FYV—ARTEOED.

1) Census, 1981

2) Census, 1991

3) Computed by Shovan K. Saha & P.S.N. Rao, 1995

4) Computed from Lal, Vinay D (1992). Informal Sector Housing and Economic Activities in NOIDA, p. 68
No. of allotted plots 10,700X 4.2=44,940

5) Lal, Vinay. D (1992), op. cit.

6) Total of Urban Village, Urban Pop. and J J Pop.

7) Computed by Shovan K. Saha & P.S.N. Rao, 1995

8)& 9) Shovan K Saha and P.S.N. Rao, Primary Survey, 1995
B¥} : Saha & Rao (1995)
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Hb, bIRHICINNTEBREDOANDR /AT « A=V V) F 4 BRIZINIF37T.5FACELT
WBHEINTWE, K2»561F, 1981FE X > R L19914E+X 4 X DRI O 10ER I A M
3.THANDS 4 fHEL DISTHTATTHT, & 5IC1995FDHE 7 — & TIX2IHFABICEL
TWBZEehBbdrd, Ihpbd5E, 1997FED3T.5AATORPICHEBAZEETH 3 &
Wb HZ B, 2B, HHEDOBEEADZ2001E~YR Y —7F > TIES55HA, 2011EvRA Y —
77 TRISAANER S Tw b,

Y, 73

it
BHE?2 /4%7x4X20EPZ (HHMIEX)

R3 /M5BT 3 L HFB-2011F0 BE IR
Table3 Land use in NOIDA —Goal in 2011 and present status

2011 area 2011 1in Present status  Present status As % of
Land use in ha percentage in ha (1997) in percentage (1997) planned area
Residential 3672 47.2 1654 41.4 45.0
Industrial 985 12.7 838 21.0 85.1
Commercial 431 5.5 68 1.7 15.8
Institutional 1076 13.8 525 13.2 48.8
Transportation 941 12.1 658 16.5 70.0
Open spaces 536 6.9 175 4.4 32.6
Facilities 148 1.9 74 1.9 50.0
Total 7789 100.0 3992 100.0 51.3

&%} : New Okhla Indusrial Development Authority
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Table 4 Land use plan of Greater Noida in 2001

Land use Surajpur complex Kasna complex
Area (ha) Percentage Area (ha) Percentage

Residential 513.90 18.39 796.41 34.89
Commercial 52.62 1.88 47.12 2.06
Industrial 920.12 32.95 675.84 29.61
Public and semi-Public 308.63 11.05 262.00 11.48
Recreational 928.04 33.23 433.86 19.01
Transportation related 69.92 2.50 67.40 2.95
Total 2792.92 100.00 2282.63 100.00

&#} : Outline Development Plan 2001: Surajpur Complex and Kasna Complex
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Fig.8 Outline development plan—2001 of Greater NOIDA
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Development of Industrial Estates in National Capital Region, Delhi:
with Special Emphasis on the Case of NOIDA and
Greater NOIDA as Integrated Industrial Parks

Hidenori OKAHASHI

The purpose of this paper is to make a geographic appraisal on the development
of industrial estates in National Capital Region, Delhi. India has experienced
remarkable progress in industrialization since her opening of the economy to the global
market in 1991. In the recent industrial development, industrial estates have played an
important role, because most of developing countries like India lackfundamental
infrastructures such as electricity, water supply, road and so on. The study area is
National Capital Region, Delhi, because Delhi has been emerging as one of the
’ou.tstanding industrial centers mainly leaded by foreign capitals.

Firstly we examined the locational patterns of industrial estates in NCR based
* on the data of the developed area and the established year. We found out a tendency of
the spatial expantion in thev estates development beyond the state boarder of Union
Territory of Delhi, because Delhi overcrowded by industries has restricted the newly
location of factories. Therefore major concentrations in manufacturing industries
have shifted to the eastern and south eastern boader of Delhi, such as Ghaziabad and
Faridabad district in U.P. and Gurgaon district in Haryana. However the industrial

development in the “priority towns” located in outer skirt of NCR is not successful in
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the total developed area of industrial estates.

We focused in turn on the development process and management system of
NOIDA and Greater NOIDA which are large integrated industrial estates. Both
estates have grown as major industrial growth centers in the western part of UP state
which possesses the large amount of poor population and the serious economic
problem. NOIDA and Greater NOIDA is quite close to Delhi, though the traffic
interaction has been disturbed by Yamna river. Those areas were critical to suffer
from land speculation. Therefore UP government dicided to establish a new law
called “UP State Industrial Area Development Act” in 1976 to organize planned
development.

In 1976, New Okhla industrial Development Authority was established as an
united body which is responsible for the total regional plannning and management. As
a result, successful control of urbanization and smooth promotion of industrialization
was realized based on the integrated development conducted by a single body of the
NOIDA Authority.

The speriorty of NOIDA in the management system is very clear, being compared with
the disordered urbanization in Gurgaon town.

Greater NOIDA which started in 1989 is located in 10-15km distant from NOIDA
and posseses 5 times development area of NOIDA. This area is chracterized by large
scale industrialization leaded by foreign capitals such as Daewoo, Honda-Siel and
Escort Yamaha.

Policy of industrial estates should pay more attention to the industrial develop-
ment under the liberalized market, because industrial estates give a chance to overcome

the serious lack in infrastructure in India.



