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This book has been brought out under the series of New Perspectives in South
Asian History. It is a study of the urban history of Delhi. It begins with the regret
of Ghalib regarding the change in the city after the mutiny. Its restructuring has
been discussed in detail. There was a change in the ownership of property. The
loyalists were rewarded and refractory elements taken to task. Their properties
were confiscated and sold. To resolve the shortage of house properties, the
compensation plan relied on giving credit to the owners of demolished houses to
procure the confiscated houses. The overall result was the creation of a market in
urban property. Both demolition and erection of property took place. It was
measured, valued and sold for the highest price.

Kishore then passes on to Delhi Municipality and the challenges of urban
governance. With colonial attitude hardening, the need for policing the city
became necessary. Agencies like the municipality were created. It took upon itself
to keep a record of births and deaths, clear drains and sewers, ensure that streets
were lit at night, and that octroi duties were collected to fund works of public
utility. As the city was perceived as inherently dirty and disease-ridden, native
habits came under its surveillance. One of the first objects of attention was the
Sabzi Mandi which was a picture of chaos and confusion. In the name of public
nuisance, the municipality sought to refashion urban spaces. The chabutras were
ubiquitous and projected on to the streets. At times the doors of the shops were
portable and could be folded to double the chabutras. They were demolished in
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Delhi, the municipality was lavished with praise for 1ts tree—plantmg c'lrwes_ along
the roadsides of the city. Colonial visitors admired the SpeCl-al attention given to
irees, and also the fact that they were enclosed within bnck—wqucd Wa}lls to
prevent cattle from trespassing them” (p. 111). But outside the city, conditions
were bad. As he writes, « .. unruly and waterlogged ‘jungles’ were not only
reminders of diseases lurking at the city’s doorsteps, but also an affront to the
‘civilising mission” of colonial authorities and their plans for ‘improvement’ ” (p.
114). There is also a discussion of the riverine tracts. Sanitary conditions were bad
and there was an infestation of rats which killed the plants. They were finally
cleared for the Royal Durbar as the king and queen addressed their audience from
the Fort. Usage of streets was also changed. Instead of their use selectively, arterial
streets were thrown open for all. In this context Kishore makes a special reference
to thf: .processions of Saraogi Jains who invoked the Queen’s proclamation
promising §quality. But it also evoked opposition. The unclad deity evoked
resentment in some quarters. He writes, “At one level, streets were accessible to
all _th(_)se who wished to with ‘religious’ activities.... On the other hand, the
r(}b‘elhon also left a deep-seated fear of ‘public disturbances’ and colonial parf;nk)ia
gitt ;irlszrder’ on the streetg” (p. 175). Thus, access to the streets was a source of
ompetition and rivalry among social groups during times of ritual
Processions and displays.
Lastly, there is a discussion of the railways and commercial growth. Over-
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In conclusion Kishore points out, inter alia, that in 1911 it was announced by
the government that New Delhi would be built. Attention was shifted to it to the
systematic neglect of ‘Old Delhi.’ _

This is a well-documented book. Kishore has used varied sources to collect
information. In the field of urban history he has covered a new ground. The
glossary adds to its usefulness. It is interspersed with rare pictures and figures
which add to the enlightenment of the readers. Overall, all those wishing to know
about Delhi in historical perspective will find this book useful.
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