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ABSTRACT

Lick of ,>ociallie, among the peopk of re"dcnllai areas i, identified ilSan overwhelming

drawb~ck or contemporary urbaniz~lion_ In Dhaka Clly it is observed that new

nClghbolll'hoods are being created, older areas are being redeveloped and housing [donn

rroccs~cs Ims brought abo",! major changes in patterns of uwner:shlp and mobility.

Therefore, hoth new arrivals ,md more e~lahlishcd residents of Dhaka Clly have been

e~pencncmg significant disruption and transfonnallon in their daily live~. In the context

of phy~ical and social trJnsilion 10 rCSldcnlml areas in contemporary Dhaka, the

lradltional neighbourhood tie~ lha! existed in the old Ohaku 8e~m to be dcchnmg d~y by

<lay.

To undcrsmnd the staled problem, (hree neIghbourhood, of Dhaka CIty, Rasulbag, a

molwlla of Old Dhaka, a block of Dhanmondi residential area and Eastern Poinl, U

housmg complex of Shanlmagar thm represent different and contrasllnl" physicHI Hnd

social characteri8lk8 are selected 10 evaluate the status of ~()eial mteruellon among Ihe

reSidents of the neighbourhoods. This research focused on mental as~oeiation of the

resldenls wIth their neighbourhood, patlcrn of primar)' SOciHIinteractions (face-to-face

rc1atlOns) and secondary social interactions (organized SOCIalaClivities). Accordmg to the

opinion (percentage amI score) of the 25 per.;ent head, of the households of each

neighhourhood, it is found Ihat the 8tatu~ or 8<1ciulintcraetlOn is higher m bOlh Ra,ulbag,

and Easlern Point than a hlock of Dhanmondi, part of a planned residential area.

Aecordmg to Ihe fllldlllgs of questionnaire ,urvey and PGD, it is obser\'ed thallhe pauern

of SOCialmteraction is innuenced by both soclo-economic charaeteri:>tks of the re~ident~

sueh as income, family Slructure, housing characteristics etc. and physical charactenstlcs

of the neighbourhoods such a" buildmg paucrn, street layout, 10~iltion of puhlic places

ctc. Some factors work a, p()~lllvc foree and some are as negalive force. The intluenee of

Ihese factors also varie> from one nClghbourhood to another becau,e of Lhedi,tinct SOClO-

physi~ahulturill ~ritena of thc ~llld,ed nClghbOUl.hoods,

••



Soci~l inler~cl",n fncndly physical environment are need to be created in lhe

neighbourhoods of Dhuka City by lncorporating pllbli~ "'puce, und pedestrian friendly

environment. throllgh ,Ir<:hiteetural dcslgn of buildings thill promote eye contact and

en~lluruge people to talk and e:l.~hange greetings. SOClalmitiatives i>lIchu~, fonnallon of

neighbOllrhood based 3ssoeiation ~nd anangmg social and eultllf~l evenls for re~idents

especially for children ,s necessary to enhance "xial interactlOn. As soci31 connectednes,>

at the neighborhood level plays a vllal role in promotmg wellbeing and strengthening

eommunitie" u nelghhourhood should constilule a mhesive unit both 111terms of lhe

phy"kal layout and the resIdents. social "ell heing. Both professIOnals and civil sociely

can play ,ignilicant role III buiJdlllg strong communities where indlVlduals. families. and

children arc valued and supported in the neighhollrllOOds of Dhaka City.
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CH..\I'T~:R1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Statemt'nt of the Problem

The intimate relmion of the people observed in medieval cities is more or less absent in

the post industrial towns and cities. It has been suggested that the 'we feeling' of the city-

dwellers IS weakened by the very complexlty of urhan ,ociety and urhamtcs hccomc

night-dwellcrs. not neighbours (lan, I(80). Absence of social mtcraction among people is

observed especially in the cities of thlrd world countne, where urhanintion takes place

mostly due to I11ral-urban migration and where neighbourhoods compnse of unstable

residents moving from one place to another (Keller. 1(68). Besides. transillon of

residential areas through housmg reform, dcvclopmcnt of ncw areas and contmuous

redevelopment process rapIdly changing the tradillonal sOClal and physIcal fcature of

these CillCS(Mann. 1(65). Dhaka City. capital of a thIrd world country. lS gOlng through

the same process of transformation where nClghbours remam strangers wlth theIr

neighhours without knowmg each other for year, "hile they seek their friends no m<ltter

what dlflerences may separate them (Sampson. (988). Neighhourhood tie,>>;eern to be

declinmg in hoth Old <lndNew Dhaka day hy day and the residenls of neighbourhoods do

not view thern~elves a.~a group anymore (Nubi, 1971).

Tt is widely accepted that 'LIving enVIl"l)nmentnot only consists of one's own famlly and

homcstead hut mcl",1cs neigh hour, and neighbourhood, und ~n arr~y of physical and

soci~l relationships' (Ahsan, 1998). A process of day-To-day ~ocial ami physical

inter~dion create' ~ suitable living environment and satlsfactory understand1l1g of urban

space cannot bc t1evelopcd 1I1dependenily "ilhoat <:onsidering the ;oci~l relation of the

people. But hte tor the 1'CSldentsor Dh~ka City living in blocks of flat, offers them little

chancc to know theIr next-door nClghboufS. Saeh ~ liv1l1gh~~ ~l~" heing pa,hing their

children to bc self-centnc due to lack or soc",l tommutllcation (Rahman. (994). The

present study was an attempt to I'evcal the pattem of ,oclal mteraCl1on~ within thc

phYSical boundary of the nC'lghbourhood\ of Dhaka City to have an understanding

I'egardlng the CXlstence of thc problem in real hfe.



1.2 Background of the Problem

The Iran,ition of ,ocial context of residential neighbourhoods of Dhaka City is closely

associated with llS histoncaltransformatlOn proccss from a small Hindu tradmg center 10

a Mega City, The cily has ansen more or le.1Sspontaneollsly over four hllndred year~, In

hl~tory. the emllliion of Dhaku a, a town goe, back to the 16,hcentury. However. Dhab

rose to prominence aner it became Ihe cap'lal of Bengal dllring the Mughul rule under the

Muslims in 1610 A. D. For a long period of its growth, Dhaka was confined with in the

medieval Mughal core. An early impetlls of growth of a 'new town' outside the historic

city started in around 1764 (Akramllzzaman, 1966), After the mdependence of

Bungbde,h, New Dhaka ha, eAperienced phenomenal growth, Within the successive

,>Iugesof growth, Iwo dominant urban patterns are consplcoous in Dhaka: these arc the

h"tmicul wee "I' 'Old Dhuka' and the later development known us 'i'Jew Dhaka',

The re~identiul neighbollrhood, of Old Dhaka, locally known as !IIohallas were the

endaves of craft or caste groups and are consldcred by many to bc a morphological

an;hetype of this historic city (NJlllfar. 1(97), These vernacular mol1allw' were elthcr

craft settlements or single caste gnmp<;, Molw.lla.\' of Old Dhaka were ~ocial a~ well as

geographical Ulllts (Khan, 1966). Grouping ot homogenou,> populatlon of ~imilur

occupallon and caste hkc m"halla" wa~ nOl dcveloped in 'New Dhuka', Nonethele'>8

neighbourhoods or para (10 Bengal,) un: found here as a spontaneous and natural

phenomenon as an OUleomc of lhe ,>ociological concept of eohubitation. Usually in these

pam" comparatiyely less stable people, migrated Dhaka from dlffcrcnt comer~ of the

eOllntry. ~larted to live logether with the local people. A killd of social bonding scemcd to

grow among lhem hllt lOm05t of the eases ,ueh ;ocial relation was developed because of

the proxi mity of dwcllmgs and for ~ocial protectiun ,lOcisupport (Nilufar. 1997).

The moblle residents of Dhak3 City did not have the opportunity to feel iJonding 10 Lhe

neighbourhood or pam, 'In an unstable neighbourhood marked by frequent rcsidenllal

chunge. life lend, 10 decline because indi\'iduals and families havc Insuf!icient llme to

become soei,l!l}' ~,tubli,heJ anu thereby dC\'elop an intcrest in per:<:on,living ncar them'

2
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(Drake and Drake, 19(9). Thus. pam become a loeahty rather than mol",lIa that wa,>

e~lablished on the ba~i.,>of ~ocml IlOndmg.

With the eh~nging ch~mcteristics of the residents. the physical features of

neIghbourhoods of Dhak~ also changed as the roads and street, spread om like tentacles

from the central urban core and ,hapeles, and undistingm,hed ,uburbs ,pTawl in all

directlOns. The boundatie,> of thc nelghbourhood,> have broken down (Nahi, 1971).

Apartments became vogue In Dhaka Clty toward~ thc middle of tbe Inos, more or le,>~

bcrau,e of the pre~~llrc of hllge populalJon. Apartment hou,ing: became ~n in,t~nt

solution for ~olvlng the prohlem of hOllSlng of the ever-increasing poplliation and the

trend gained momentum "ith large-.lcale acceptahihty of the con<:ept or living: in multi

~toned apartment hOllses llnder aellte ~horlage of land and in a ,itllution of Hlpid incTtOase

In land priee~ and the cost of eonstTlletlOn (Islam. 1996). As the apartment huilding>;

began to come up all over the city without proper planning, the appearunce and ~lructure

of the city changed remarkably. Even the physical featllTtO,of pl~nned residential blocks

ot DhanmondL Uttara, Banani, Gul,han, B~ridhara hu~e changed dram~tic~jjy with the

influence of high-rise apartment buildings. In this conte>.t, thc physical ldcnllty of

neighbourhoods and differentiation of one neighbourhood from the othcr becomes

difficult in contemporary Dhaka. Replacemcnt of low rise single famlly hOllses wilh

apartment houses of more than 20 f~milie, living in [he ,ame plot creates cohabitatlOn of

mobile people of vaflOUS backgrounds that IS not favorahle for making ,tahle sodal

relation ror the TtO,ictents(Niluf,lr, 1997).

Moreovcr, in Dhaka City new neighbourhoods ure heing created, older areas ~re being

redeyeloped and hOUSingreform proces,>e~have hmught about mujur ch~nges in patterns

of ownership and mobility (Slddlque, 1991). Therefore, hoth new arrivah and mOre

eslahli,heci residents of Dhaka Oty havc becn cxpcriellnllg SlgmflCant dlSl'lLption and

transformation m thcir dally li,e,. In the context of phYSical and social transiuon in

rcsidentlal areas in contemporary Dhaka, the traditional neighbourhood tie; that existed

ln Old Dhaka seem to be declining day by day (Nabi, 1971).
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1.3 Objectives of the Study

Th~ main aim or tho; ~tlldy \Va, to understand the preso;nt status and uiffo;rences in the

paltem of sOClal interaetlOn among people in the neighboLlrhoods of three dIfferent areas

()f Dhnka City and to identify the reason.q behind these diffcrences. The specific

ohjcctlVcs were:

I , To evaluate the Statll, or so<:mlinteractlOn among re~ident' of the neighbourhoods

of Dhaka City in relatwn to selected critena.

2. To ldentify the f~ctors, associated wlth social interaction pattern In the

nelghboul'hoods.

3, To fonnulate l'eCOmmCndalions for initiatives need~d to be taken fol' enhancing

soc131interaction among residents in the nelghbourhood~

1.4 Rationlilc of th~ Stody

Neighbourhood tie" play an important role in people's life by providmg mlltu<ll help and

mornl "llppun, by sharing cornman goals and e,\pectations, by solving lucal problems and

initiating fulfillment of local needq etc. (Mllltagh, 200D) Il i" considered thal social

relation and mtcractlOn, sense nr 10c,JIbelonging and pattern,>of mutual assistance among.

people shanng common re~luential area and neighhomhood C,1I1ensure clTeClive peuple's

participation in framing not only in the area development polley but ~lso the nal10nal

po!lcles (Forrest and Ngai-ming., 2004). ThlLl, it is necessary to evalualo; Ihe status of

socl~1 interaction In the l1elghboLl1'ho{)d.~or Dhaka City to umler,l~nd the aspects 01'soclal

relallon ~nd ~s'o~iated f"ctors lIlvolved wlth it. Findings of the stuuy ~an be considcred

to facihtate social interaction for developlllg friendly neighbourhood as well as for

encouraging people's participatlOn at the lucal level. As few "tudies 01 Dhaka Cily have

e~amined social chilnge ,lIld social mteraction ~t the Icvel of urban nelghbomhood, this

exploratory rC.\earch was intended as a contnbu:ion to filling tillS knowledge g.lp thlOugh

an exploration of tile aspects of soclal int~r~clion ill thc nClghhourhoods of contemporary

Dh"-k~.
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1.5 Selection of Study Arell

In the present study. neighbourhoods of three dlffcrcnt area..lof Dhaka Clty CorporatlOn

(DCC) wcre trcated as study arca. Onc is 1n Lalhag Thana, ~ituated m the old part of the

ellY. ""heh ha~ histone haekgmuml and i~ lenned a, 'organic city' developed in a nmur~l

way and ha~ undergone limlled recent phY'>lealchange and hOU8ingrefonn. Anolher is in

Lhe Shantinagar area of Ramna Thana Ihat has undergone massive physIcal change 1n

tcrms of hou.~mg in the pa,t few years ami the third sile is in the Dhanmondi Thana, thm

was developed a, a plunned residenti,11 area in 1955 and which has also gone through

hOlL~ingredevelopmenL in Lhepast few years. Thus, neighbourhoods from organic Old

Dhaka, infonnally developed New Dh~ka and planned New Dhaka wilh different

baekground~ and phy~ical fealure~ ""ere seleded 10 repre"ent different and conlrasting

phy~ical envlronment~ and area~, which were likely 10 have differenl social profiles. This

ig 10note here Ihat thlS ~Illdy focll,ed On three different types but typic~l residential are~s

of Dhuka Cily. Re"idential areas resided by exlremely afflllcnt pcoplc and POVCltypronc

residential areas are excluded from the study. 1hus, Ihls rcscarch attcmplcd to rcprcscnl

the typical residential neighbourhoods of Dhaka City.
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1.6 Empirical Research Findings

,,10'>1literalllre and pohcy decision draw on studies of neighbourhoods and local ~ocial

interaction in western cilie,>, particularly the USA and Western Europe (Sllttle:" 1972.

Sampson, J988. '-row and Allen. 1994). Only a few studIes m Asia have examined social

change and social interaction ilt the le~el of the urban neighbourhood (Forrc~t and Ngat-

mmg, 2004). In Bangladesh whilst there is a nlpidly e~p~nding hlerature on hou'>1I1g

faeililles. ehang1l1g nature of housing markets, impact of housing reforms and mor~

macro analysIs of urbanIzation pattern, there is little rese~rch on the ch~ngmg mIcro

sociology of thc cIties. In this section, objectives and findings of reviewed empirical

research conducted on social relations ~nd interactions of neighbourhoods in <.!lfferent

cilles of the world ~re outlined which provide the methodological ~nd th~oretieal ha~is of

the present study:

Nilufar (1997) attempted to reveal th~ paltell1 of prim~ry and secondary '>OClalrelatlOm;

in both naturally formed organic Old Dhaka and informally developed New Dhaka. From

the qllanlltative caJclllallon of nelghbourltness pattern. It is found that neighbourliness is

more promment in the older part of Dhaka than the new areas. Same pIcture IS found m

case of kinship. fnendshlp and pattern of soctal network. From her research It is also

ldentdied lhat homogeneity in 1I1come, occupatlOnal or religious groupmg, reSldenllal

,tabihty 111local area, ilnd home owner,hip have posilive mfluen<:e on the ,()<;i~1

inlem<;lion pallem, De'pite this, people of Old Dh~ka ,h"w~d gr~aler cohe~ion among

rich and poor. educated and uneducated while In New Dhaka lhere IS found a sharp

dIstance among people of different class status, Spatial extenl of nelghbourhness is also

found wider in Old Dhaka than neighbourhoods of I\ew Dhaka.

Nahi (1971) implies lhat proper neighhourhood planning i~ lhe only practIcal proecs~ to

recover the SOCialbond, whICh has lost from the modem IndlL~lnal city life. He described

theoretical SUppOI1and eVIdence about how self-oriented attrludc, class dlstinctlon and

segl'cgalion, communal life nnd Jack of local facihncs 1'01'SOCiallI11crcourse of the cIty

affected th~ soclnlorgallizatlOn eS[lCcially al the ncighbourhoodlcveL '10 overcome thiS

"luulion h~ gav~ imp{)rlanc~ on the de,ign of re~jdential iaYOlll,crealion 01' residenlial
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em ironment. grouping of housc.l. arrangcment 01' the mad ')"tem and posilioning of

buildings. According to hi~ hnding" lhree ha.~ICelemenlS Ihill ~re, p~tlelll; of street

layout, land divislOn and plunned open I>pJce deternline the housmg envimnment.

Aeslhetie elements should ~Iso be induded in the overall planmng process,

Forresl and Ng,li-ming (2004) conducted a sonal Sll1'vcy in three conlrasling

neighboll1'boods in Guangzhou 111the Pearl River Delta. one of the m(l't ee"nomi~ally

dyrwmic and rapidly urbanizing arcas In the world, Three neighbourhoods - an area of

older inner city houslllg: an area of predOimnantly work unit housing: and a ne"er area of

mo,lly ~ommodified ap~nments were studicd. This study explores the meamng of

neighbollrhood, sense of local belonglllg and community and pallem, and incidence of

mutu~l a"si~tunce in theses neighbours and also reflecls on the cxtent to whlCh market

reform ~re tr~nsformillg patterns of local social Intcractlon. It is found thaI the level of

social inlerJclion, lo~ul intim~ey, trust and mutual assistance lend, to dimllllsh a, we

from Ihe older more established ncighboll1'hood to the work unit and commodified are~.

The implication, thcrefore. IS that weaker. more IlUld tie, of uSSlld~tion will become

more prevalcnl as Chinese ellies hecome more commodified, Besides, changes in hOUSing

tenure, residential mohihly. cXlensive urhan redevelopmenl ,md more general changes in

social behavior are all impacling On ,,"ang/,hou', urban morphology and ltS micro

sociology.

Fonest et ai, (2002) conducted In-depth inlervlew.' wilh individuals in three eontrasling

IllC<llionsin Hong Kong In terms of phy",eal environmenl, occupation<ll profde <lnd

hOllsmg lenures-~ pllbli<:housing I>tate,<Inew town and an older clly area. The inlerviews

explored neIghbourhood pen:eption;, ideas of eommunily. sense of helonging and

attachment to ncighbourhood~. The study reveilled Ibm people arc aware of

neIghbourhood dlffcrence~ and lhey ah" have po,itive feelings <lbout whcre they live.

However, sense of local community in Hong Kong seems III be less impoltanl to some

groups (busy working people) than olhcr, (h()u~ewive" elderly people). Besides, other

fJctor, like the presence of children in a householJ. genJer differences and age critleally

Influences the pallem and nalure of local social interaction, Sense or belonglllg IS more

8



eVIdent m elderly people IIl,m young -;mg1c people. 111household with child",n lhan

childless fanu]y and in women Ihan man. A slronger sense of community hJS be~n J1s0

,1ssoeialed ",ith hlgher rales of home ownership h€eause of the longer period h()m~

owners remain m the same dwelling and the highn ,ense of belongll1g they feel for Ihut

community.

Harl el ai, (2002) attempted 1<)identify the reimlOnship between Ihe phy",eal li,lng

envlronment, social cohesion ,md safety hoth m terms of vklimintion risk and

perceptIOn of safety emerge in n~ighhourhoods ot Netherlands, wher~by the effects of

neighbourhood eharaclerislic~ and of mdividual characteristi~s Weft' compared Wllh one

another by mlllti-level analY~l", II lllmed out that strong ,ocial c"he~lOn between local

residents signi fkanlly reduces tile risk of falling viclim 10 varying rnrm~ of crime. Strong

socIal cohesion in the neighbourhood IS also directly reluted 10 1e.~spronounced feelings

of unsafdy alllOng the re~idents. Tilus. a living environmenl ehuraeten7Cd by weak social

cohesion or by soci~1 disorg~m/,ahon provides a favorable seedbed for criminality. The

study also found th~1 there hal; been no ero~ion of social cohesion in Ih~ society hut there

docs appeared to have been ~ changing of Ihe guard under which old fmm, of cohesion

are increasIngly beJllg repl~ced by ne" on~~ WllhngneS'> of people to keep relation wilh

one another IS now replaced by neces,ily of relation~hlps for developmenl of loc<ll

eommunlly.

Coullhard, el at. (2002) measured civic eng~g~ment, neighhourhness, sOCIal net"orb,

social supp0l1 and pereeplion of the loc<ll area In evaluate the stalllS social eapilal of

England, W~Jes and Scotland. They rcvealed that \'ano\ls socio-cuiturJI .."pects such us,

~ge. ~eK, ethnieity, educatIOn, socJO-eeonomie group, employment, household type,

tenure, length of resIdence etc. influences the indk~lon; of ~oeial capital. 11was foul1d

from thlS <;tudy that while and bl,lck native people feel more civic engagement to lhe

I"eal area than Indian, Pakistani ~nd B~nglad~.~hl lmmqvant Ilvmg In the same ~rea.

people of Wales found h~ving more neighh()urlines~ than the people of Engl,llld and

Scolland, Women are more likely 10 ha'~ good relatiol1 wltil relatives and friends Ihan

9
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men and men more Iikel}' 10 engaged in providing soci~1 i>Upportto neighbours and

fnends than women.

Murlagh (200D) conducted a stlldy on sll~ial activity and mteraction in .t\orthem {",land

under the Lire and Time Sur\'ey, a joint project belween Queen"s Umversity llelfast ami

the University or Ulster, This wa, an attempt to measure socwl capital activity in the

roullncs of daily ~ctivily m KorthClll Ireland. "the survey meawred ISOOrespondents'

Involvement in 46 aclivllle~, which have been grouped into the fOLlTcategories of soci~l

activity: sponing, chun:h, club and society membership. Tt W~"found that the slock of

socia! capital in Northern Ireland IS widely distribuled and 10 some sectors like, soci~l

engagement ,mel social activity. mtensely developed. Pmle<;tants are more hkcly to join

clubs anu S<Xletle~and chureh bm;ed ~ctiyitie> than Calhohc~. Residenual segreg~tion h<ls

an important effed on the way In whIch soci~l c~pital is constructed and reproduced.

However, a high proportlOn of activity is condllO::ted 10 mlxed religion settings.

Integration tends to t~ke place in .Ieleetive areas, activities, social ch,ses and age groups.

Most of the InterJction tends to takc plaee m cIty centers. riverside reslallrants and bars

and most of the people like to visit a friend, go out for me~l ~nd for weekly ,hopping.

People in the higher socio--economk eategone~ are more likely to go to a play. eoneert or

10 the cinema compared to both lower <;oeio-eeonomie groups and the population u, a

whole. ACl1v1\le~in cluh, <1m!,oeiClies tend to be hIghest among people aged helween 35

and 65 and it tend~ 10he lower among the younger and "Ider aged ~ategory.

Ellen and Turner (1997) ,ynlhe,i/,ed findmgs from a wide range of empirical re~eareh

into how neighhourhoods affect faml1ies and children. The sludy ldenllfied SIXdIstinct

mechani,m~ lhrough Whleh neighbourhood condition, inllllenee lamihes and mdivlduals.

These arc quality of local services, sociali~ali<ln hy adults. peer mfluences, sodul

net,,'orh. exposure to enme and violence, and physi~al dislanee and isoiulion, It also lays

Oul a tonceptual framework for understanding h,,,, neighhourhood may affect people of

different IiIe <;lages.ThIS study POInt out thilt neighhourhood ha~ only a small int1uence

on ehlidren', Intellectual or emolion~l developmenl hefore they hcgin school. As ~hiluren

gee" up however the mfillence gr:ldually wane, and the importance of peers ~nd adlilis

10
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outside the f~mily grows The Impact of neighbourhood on aUlllt~ op~rates somewhat

differently, innllen~ing people', ability to gain ac~e,s 10 servi~cs, informatwn and

opportumtic" rather than directly shap,ng their behavior. The re,eurchers opine that

despite a growing body of eviden~e that neighhourhood conditions playa role In the

dIfferent life st~ges no consensus emerged about which neighhourhood charaeteri:>lics

affcct which outcomes, or aholl! what types of fam.ilies may be mo~t influenced by

neighhourhood conditiolls.

1.7Organization of the Study

The prescnt dlssenation is orgamzed In ~even chapters.

Chapter I states the ba~kground of the problem. objectives, stlldy area and ratIOnale of

the ,>tudy.f'indings of ernpiri~<I1re~earch condUCledon various <Ispecl, or rc1atlOnand

Interaction of neighbourhood people of cilles 111both B~ngladesh and ahmad lS also

di,>cus,>cdhcr~ to indicate the theorelical and methodologIcal suppon of the present ~tudy.

Chapter 2 pre~ents theoretical wn~epts or social interaction, themati~ idea ot

neighhourhood lInit. characteristics and changing paltcm of neighbourhoods of Dh<lka

Cily.

Chapter 3 "lale, lhc mcthodology of the study_ Thi, chaptcr includcs the cntena for

selccting nClghbourhoods, ~rileria [or dc,>cribingneighbourhood char<l~terisli~" process

of selecting indicutor, of social Intcracllon, process of d;ilu culle~li"n, mcthods of

measllnng and cvaluating status of sucial inlem~lion in lhe ,e1cctcd neighbourhoods ~nd

process of ldcntifying factors that inl1uen~e" ~ocial InlcraCtlon.

Chapter 4 lllu,lratcs the physical, socill-economic and housing charactcnstlc, of the

StudlCd neIghbourhoods.

] ]
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Chapter 5 mainly intend, 10 e\.uluule Ihe ~latu~ of social interadioll in tenns of ,elccwd

md,ealOTS of mental association ",ilh neighholl1'hoods. primary soej~1 interuelion and

se~ondary ~oelal intemehon for studied neighhuurhoods.

Chapter 6 describes the factor, mtluencing soci~1 illter~diun among l"CSldents in the

~ll1died neighbourhood>.

Chapter 7 smmnarizes finding> of the study and recommends me~>ure, that need to be

taken for enhancing :,ocial inter<l(;lionamong resIdents of nelghbourhllous orDhaka Dty.
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CHAl'TER2

LITERATURE STUDY

2.1 Sociallnleraction: Definition lind Conulpt

The tenn 'Soclety' IS deflved from lhe Latin ••.•.ord 'Sociu~', which means friendship or

~ompanionshlp, 'It has been contended that wherever there lS life, there is society,

because life means heredity and so far as we know, can ari,e only 0l1l of and in the

presence of other Me" (Dickens, 1990). The people in II society share a common way of

life as a resllil of interacting on II regular, continuous ba:,is and hecau~e they have

acquired pallem~ of behavior on which alL more or les', agree Thu~, socml interactIOn is

Lhefundamental concept of sonety formation. 'So~ial interactIOn IS the process by which

we act toward or rcspond to other people' (fan, 1980). When onc person's acts influen~e

or are mflueneed by the acts of another pen;on, social mtcraction takes place. This

contmuous mtcract\On between people provides the bas!s for all social life, and thus for

sociely itself Thus, It can be saId that, social interaction is the'proee~s by whIch we act

and readt" those around us.

2.2 Forms of Social Interaction

Social interaction re'-]llire~ numerous forms of verbal and non-verhal eommuDication,

Language is fuml"mcn!alto social life ond is the only way of verbal interaction. Much ot

our lIlteracllon is done through infonn,d conl'CTsatlOn wlth others. Non-~erbal

communication is the e~change of information and meaning through facial eKpre"ions,

gestllTe and movements of the body. Every day interaction depend~ on subtle

relat\Onshlps between what we convey with our faces and hodles and what we express 1Il

words. 'In many social inler,1Ctions. we engaged In unfocused Interaction with othen;.

Unfocused intera<:ti()n takes plaee whenevcr indIvIduals exhibit mutual awarene~s or ooe

another's pre,enee. On the other hand. focused interaction ocmrs when mdivlduals

directly allend to what others say or do' (Giddens. 1984).

Social inleraclion al neIghbourhood level i~ cla,~ified as plimary and secondary

Interaction, Primary 'ocial uctivilles are hke mutual help and \'isiting which re,-]uire a
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facc-to-face contact and local cohabitation, By secondary ~oelal cont~ct a transpallal

groupmg Iq indIcated where pcople are m~mbe[s (}f a larger organizations beyond th~

spallal boundary of thc ncighbourhood, Glass (1948) tnes to e;t~blish anothcr issuc that

require!' organiied and spontaneous cOnladi> which might be generated hy co-pre,enl in

common funcllonal mstllutlon" It might be con<;ldered a" u v~rsion exceeding pnmary

le\'el bill not simI Iar to the ~econdary contact.

It IS ,"cry Impol1am 10 idcntify the aspects, whIch lnspire people 10 punicipate in social

networh and '>ociety and whIch hold such participation back. 'At individual Icvel socIal

relallOn primanly COnCernSthrce aspects. Tn the first pl~ee. it conccrns thc gcncral

in,ulvement of citiZEns wilh their fellow human beings. their idcntlficatlOn Wllh other

people and thclr endor:semcnt of solidanty v<llues, In the second placc, 11conccrn, the

contads the people ~nt~r into and muintuin with one anothel' and thclr Integration in the

social ~nVlr(mm~nt. This includ~~ for eHmple contacts wtth othcrs in th~ neighbourhood,

inclusion in social networks and the provlslon of informal help. In the third place, thc

affinity with central soctal institUlions forms part of lh~ oper~tion~lisatlOn. as docs thc

level at and way in wll1ch pcople organize lh~m ~odally 'Ind pJrtlcipate polillcnlly' (Han,

PI "I. 2002).

2.3 Origin ~nd Development of (\eighbourhood Idea

A neighbourhood IS a coliectlOn of phy,i"<ll object>: of houses and streets, of park, and

stores. But the real Import,lIlce of ,I nelghboll1hood i, lhat it ;, m~de of ne1i;hbours,

Neighbour.< urI' people, who are acquainted With each othc1 at I~asl hy sight and who

havc some sense of responslbiluy !O cach other and neighbours arc nOl anonymou,

(Sucher, T996), 'A group of people who occupw,; <l di'crele territory constitutc, a

nei~hbourhood' (Blowe" 1973). The word neighbourhood ongmates from the word

'neighbour', ,,'blch '>Imply mcans 'people united pnm~rtly not by COmmon origins m

common purpo"e but by [he pro)'lmlty of thclr t1welling' ill sp",ce' (Mumford, 19(8)

This fucl of local coh"bilmion 'Irooses a feeling, thm people help each othcr In

netghbourhootl hy whJ[ i, c<lll~d 'neighbolll'lllg'. Thus, lhc concept of neighbourhood



-
implic\ sIres, on three co-onginall'd lenns: Neighbours (the actor), Keighhouring (un

aC!lVlly),and :-klghhourhnotl (a gcographlc space) (Porleou~_ 1977).

The concept of neighbouring h~s been very ~ptJy formubted by (he following words

spoken by a Chinese sage 2000 years 3g0: 'Mcnnus says in hIs dialogue wIth Dunn Wan

Kung that If 3 neighbourhood 01 eight families IS formed, the mhabitants will work

togelher, will keep each other company while restmg In the evening, will guard theIr

property aguin"llre'pas,en; from outside, willioo\.: aller the ~ick and help the weak, and

allend [0 Iheir p,i"aLe maller" afler [he commlmal work is done' (Nabl. 1971). The above

concept has narrated [he mo~t important charactcriMjc features of social interaction.

It has been sugges(ed by the soclOlogists that from (he hIstory of early clVlliza(ion social

H1entity and, .~ocial relation and bond1Og played the major role in eohabitallon of the

people 10 a partleular placc. It lS ,aid that the pre-historic man formed towns where they

fOllnd'land th~t wuuld support'them in relalIVe safely and comparative pcrm3nence, Then

shortly lhey di,~overed thai lhelr .~he1ter if ncar that of othcrs, would also serve us

prote<:tion from enemie,. Mulual aid 10 lImes of danger and eo-opemllon toward 3

gener~1 improvement in (heir living conditlOns cncouraged the development of the city.

Gener~lly desiring Ihe uS,>ociullonof others man hecomc a ~oelal entity 3nd peoplc with

common interests assembled 10 groups 10 secure tor themselves proteclion and ma~imum

amenilles of IJfe. Thus. It can be assumed th~t the b~~i<;ideu "I' neighbourhood formation

c~me from Ihe nece~sity of social hond1Og of the rcsldenl, (Nab!. 1971),

2.4 Functions of Nei!:hhourhood

The function of a neighbuurhood is to suppnrt the need~ of re.~ldenl~ in a way that also

fuT1hers such cnmmunity goal~ a~ environmenlal quality and cfhncncy in governmental

serVIces, Generully neighbourhoods ~erve the fullowing funclion (Richman and Chapm.

1977):

1, Sllciler, encompus"e,> Ihe traditionul ~nnCern of housing, and baslC services (such •

as wilter, ,e"'er and eleclnClly, garbage dl~po~al etc l.
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2. Securily, provIding a ,ak stable, and ordered selling free of danger from lmille.

vIOlence. enminal actions, and other physical ,md pi>ychologi~al hOl/.anI>

3. Child-rearing.fad IHatmg transmissIOn of values through family, neighbour>, peer

group~, ehurehe~. community organizations, schools, and play space.

4. Symbolic idemifica/ioll. providing a sense of placc, helonging, pnde. and

satisfaction to the residents.

5. Soci"l illieraciion, providing personal associati,m~ throlIgh gOClal oetworks,

organIzations, and physical facilitie,>.

6. Leisure, provIding recreation. entertainment, cultlIraL and educational facllilles.

and programs .md open '>pu<:~.

7. Accessihilit)', providing a<:<:essto employment, shopping. and personal services

required to maintain ~ household. as well a~ to reglOnal-~cale entertainment ~nd

leIsure opportunities ~nd job opportlImtie~.

I'i. Financial III\'es/ment. protecting the large fmanelal ~take m the residence. which

often serves as ~n investment for future financial ~eelInty for the homeowner.

9. Public el/iciellcy, minimizing public ur i>ocietaleo~t~ of water and sewcr, g~rbage

and trash cnl1ectlOn, fire and police services, educ~tion, recreation, transportation,

and the co~t~ of maintmnmg public c~pit~l improvements >;lIch as ~trecl~ and

sidew~lks.

2.5 The Concept of Neighbourhood Unit

The mncept o[ nelghhourhood lImt included 1f1 planning thought during the perioli or

pn~t mdustnal revolullon In the nineteenth century. The fir,t flIl1statement of the Idea of

'ncighbomhood unit' ~ppeared in Cl~rence Perry',~ monograph in vol. 7 of the 'Regional

Survey of Ncw York' published in 1929. The neighhourhood lJnit theory that he put

forward was aimed at elimin~ting the shortcommg~ of resldcntial communities th~t he

obserwd such as lack of physiC'll identity, lack of community ccnter. enough shops ~nd

open sp.lce, lack of re,iuenlml ~trects to can')' through traffic ~nd Ihe lad of

environment"l mnultlOn. The lInderlymg pnnciplc of his ;cheme 1~ that thc

neighbolIrhood should he regarded hoth as a lInl! of ~ I~rger whole ~nd a, ~ d,Sllnct
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identity in it:,elf, He laid down the lundlOnal elements and other aspects on whIch the

neighbourhood unit :,huuld be based: ",~. houndane,. open spaccs, mstilllllonal sites,

local shops ami internal road system (Fig-l.!).

PelT}.', unit wa, ha,cd on the population ordmarlly requires for one primary s~hool

pl,l~ed ilt the ~enkr The area or the unit would depend on population density but the

factor of di:,t~nce was wn8i<.kred. The nelghhourhood wa, to I}Chounded on all sides by

alterial roads wide enollgh to ,erve all lhrough lraffic. A sy,tem of small p:lrks and

recreation grounds was lO he provided amountmg to about 10 percent of the IOtnl area of

the llnil. Shops were to be proVided on the cdge of the Untt, preferably at trJffic junclion~.

Another ohjeclive wa~ to make the local circulatlOn easy by a spenal street sy'tem to

elimmate through trattIC and to segregate pedestrians from moving 'vehicles. Closely

followed hy Perry's Idea, Clarenec Stem and Henry Wright prepared the pilln for

nelghhourhood urnt at Radhurn In New Jersey between 1924 and 1928 (Fig-2.2). The

developmenl or Radhllrn could nOl he eompletcd hceausc of economic dcpresslOn in the

Uniled Slaled in 1930. But the e~gcntlal principles wcre aehlcved 111the small segment

th~t was bllilt (Fig-2.3). Il wa~ a great ~ueces.' in ~ervmg It, ohjectlves of making home

and community life more repusdllL plea,anl and safe (Gallion, 1950).

Source G~lIio", 1950

FiI-.'1lre2.1: The Neighhourhood Unit as Propo~edb~Clarence Pcrr~'in 1929.
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Source: G-.llion, 1950.

Fill""' 2.2: Nrighbonrbood llnit of Ibdbu •.••,

New Jc,"""y, Plann~d by Cla",IIC~Stein &

Henry Wright in 1929

Mnrn::e: hllp://www.gmll.edulLtbrarylspecialcollec
tion'llplancomm,hlml

Figure 2.3: N~ighbourbood Unit of Radburn,

New JCTlICY,Afkr Construction.

Another outstanding landmark of neighbourhood planning concept was introduced by Le

C-<lrbusierin 1922. Neighbourhoods of his Radiant City were designed in relation to the

vertical metropolis emerged in the twentieth century He believed that the automobile in

combination with express elevator makes possible a rational solution of the modern

metropolis, His 'Radiant City' with its skyscrapers in the centre, elevator apartment

bouses in an inner belt and the lower houses in the periphery is essentially a

rationalization of the existing concentric pattern of the typical metropolis (Fig-2.4). Le

Corbusier's 'Unite d' Habitation' in Marseilles (started in 1945) was virtually a

neighbourhood in one building. It was an eighteen -story block of 337 flats-'a box: of

homes' as he described it But in filet it was more than that. It was provided with a church

and a kindergarten on the roof with a swimmingpool and playgrounds for children and a

gymnasium, running track and solarium for adults. Within the 8.5 acre site, there was a

garage, swimmingpool and sports ground. The 'Unite d' was not a complete success and

it suggested that it did not provide the best opportunity for efficient socialization and

communitylife (Nabi, 1971).

I
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Source:Nabi, (1971)

tlgure 2.4: Diagrammatic Plan of Le Corbusier's Radiant City

The neighbourhood idea has been interpreted and practiced in many ways in many

layouts and designs Only two of the remarkable designs arc discussed in this section to

illustrate how neighbourhood layout is designed to incorporate social relation in different

socio-physical contexts of the city.

2.6 Typology of Neighbourhoods

Generally three aspects are considered as important factors lor detcmrining

neighbourhood boundary of a city such as area, population size and accessibility of

service fucilitics. There are many controversial arguments on the specific requirements of

forming a neighbourhood unit. Usually every family knows his iJIUllediate surrounding

and is most conscious about that. The modern social planner Dennis Chapman observes

that the basic and most important social intercourse is that between immediate neighbours

two or three finnilies on both sides of the dwelling, mutual visiting, mutual aid in every

aspect of domestic life, in sickness and in the care of the children but such groups are too

small or too intangible to enter into the planners' calculation He mentions 40 to 100

families as the next level, which is characterized by face-ta-face contact (Nabi, 1971).

Knox advocates that each neighbourhood is what its inhabitants think it is (Knox, 1996).

The planners of the early 19'" century tried to identify the group size with economic out



come 3nd therefore. suggested that 5000-j().OOOpeople who lorm u ~lliluhl~ grollP 10run

an elemenlary school was an oplimllm si7C 01"a neighbourhood (POrl~ll8, 1977). On the

Olher hand. s()<:iologi,t Kevin Lynch sugge"t' Ihat 30 01' 40 families in an al'eil of fi've

S<.jllaremiles muy be pol~rized 10 m~ke ~ re~1 neighbourhood. He suggests thai true

nelghbourhness' is concentrated 111or Ihe home area extends up to a few ~lrccts (Lynch,

1981). In Ladd's study ln 1970 for secondary ~oeial contael the ,lie 01' the

nelghhollrhood varied hel "een 5.'i lO 51S licre~ (Niluf lir, 1997). In Teren~e Lee' s s~hem~

all neighbourhoods are found to be less than hall" a mile in radills with the maJorily

between 75 to 100 acres (Lee, 1968). The main intenlion or the neighbourhood unil

concept was to dcsll:~nareas where the populalion was nOI too large to de,tmy personal

and sonal contact and too snmll to f3il to afford vanCly anddlversity.

for solving Ihe contradiction between Ihe phYSIcal exlension 01"nelghhourhood~ ~nd

extenslOn of SOCi31mteracllon pmtern Andrew Blowers (Blowers, 1973) introduced a new

form'of neighbourhood ldea. which has two-main eoneepl~' phy'>lcal and s{)~iaL He

classified neighbourhood under the following term:

• Arhitrary neighbourhood: loculilies with definite n~me but imprecise limits.

• Physi~ul neighbourhood: distinctive physical unit WJthclear boundill1es.

• HumogenotL~ ncighhourhood: spedfic phy"i<;~1ch<lr~cteristics of the ~rea and

specific sona! characteristJcs ot the InhabItants.

• Function~1 Neighbourhood: areas united by particular activity paltem like

shoppmg, ~ducalion, lei,ul'e and recreation.

• CommllnJly Neighbourhood: cont<lins close-knit groups eng3ged 10 primary social

conlaCl und commonly c~lled 'Social Neighbourhood'.

'Arbitrary' and 'Physical' neighbollrhood' ~I'e spmial type: where as the 'Homogcnous'

neIghbourhood type lS a tcmlOl'j-' haVing di~lincl phy,ical und ~ociul chilrilcleristic;.

'Function,iI' and 'Community' types focus on tunctlOnal and social inleractlOn.

20



Types Arbitrary

T~rrilOry

Homog~nous FunClLonal Community

EnvlfOIlmcIIt
Common
Characteristics

Source: Blower<, 1971.

Social Groll.p _
Functional Interaction

Social Int~raction

Figure 2.5: Blower's Neighhourhood Typolollv

Through time, neighbourhood planners tried to dcvelop of a living environment ~uited to

the nalure and dcsircs of the people who ~rc a part, of lL Neighhourhood planning i, an

attempt to plan residential areas so that each neighhourhood "ill he a distinct physical

LIni!.Within the neighbourhood, mtemal planmng provides for the provi."on and orderly

~rrallgernellt of all those facllities. which arc shared in common hy re,idents. The

fadlities are grouped so far as possible, thereby adding to the convenience of the

residents. while providing a nucleus for the development of the local social life of the

neighbourhood (Brown. 1959). Neighbourhood is thLIsconsidered as the nurturing ground

of social hfc and social Interaction.

2.7 :'llcighhourhood Characteristics of Dhaka City

Concept and layout of neighbourhood vary from country to cOLIntryand <:LIltureto cLIItLIre

keeping with the evcr-changing nccds and rcqLIlrcments of the residents, The

neighbourhood concept of our cities has also theIr own indlgcnous morphology. To have

a better understanding of the growth of ncighbourhoods of Dhaka City, itlS ncce~sary tn

take a look in 10Ihe hi'lOry.
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2.7.1 Emergence of},'t'ighbourhood Conc,,"pt in Dhaka

The ~oncepl of nelghhourhood in urhan areaq came from (he traditional rural socIety of

Bangladesh. In the \.jllages one homestead (Bnri) usually cumpme~ of three or more

houses where members of loml families and/or kin Jive together. The hou,>"" are localeu

around an open ~pacc called Ifth"" where residents espeCIally women spend leisure lime

by talkrng and gos~iping_ Every homestead also has a small house at the from side of

homeslead called K(lchmi GhaT where men from other homestead gather and talk and

di8CU~8ahoul varioll' mallers of theiT mtcrcst. Thus, each indIvidual homestead becomes

the ground fOT social intercom,e. Besides. people of a particular vIllage is connected with

each other hy auemhng common market place (Hal) and by rural sociHI legHI sy,tem

called G,'ameen Shali,l"h Sy~tem. In this system, the crimes and disputes made by Ihe

villagers arc solved by a group of respectable persons under the leadership of an aged anu

re~pcctablc person (Moml) (Ahmed, 2001).

The relleetlOn of ~llch typc of rural sOClal system WHSfOllnu' in Ihe urban area~ or

medleval Dhaka Dliring thiS pcnod. the elly contained numerous channels within it anu

OOHtSwere Ihe main mOue or communication. The soclo-eultural sphere of these Hreas

were dominated by rural trJ.d,tion~ and as a result, the rural and urban people hud

similarilies in their lire "tyle and pauem. The early urban houses were rather a dense

version of the rural houses as the urban centers resembles more of a village (Shabin,

1997), Most of the neighbourhoods were built lip again81 a major ~treet with their own set

of rlmdi<)n8 supporting the re~iuent~. These nelghbollrhoods were mdigenously known as

mohall"". Mohal/",,, were the natural neighbourhoods, developed In medieval DhHka

pnmarily on the basis ot oeeupallonal homogeneity of the people. 'Mohallas are (he

settlements of homogeneous group of people of municipal area8' (Urban Area Report,

2005), It has been suggested Ihm the 'nmural neighbourho()u~' an= the essentml

component of Ol'gameally developed city' (Rapoport, 1977) People were very famlliar

Wllh the lIlohalia or In/as' ,mali neighhourhoods WIth lIsually small populatIOns

(Hollander :lIldAlam, 1990).

22

.'.
C .. '



The 'ociul hves of the reSldenl~ were regulated by Pallchmel system, Thc Panc!wyers

were a local social nrguninllOn al neighhourhood level (in iJlolwlla) among every

Muslim community (Kawm) or class of Dhaku through whIch commumly leadcrs

regulatcd the social and religious life of their member:. (Hollander and A/Um, 1990). Thc

Pam'hay! sy~tem is qlllie slnlilar with the rural Shahs system. The hisloric kernel of

Dhub, commonly called 'Old Dhaka', still retains thc traditional fealures it has inherited

from Ihe past.

2.7.2 Charaderistics of Pre Colonial (1601.1764) Neighbourhoods

Dhuka became the capital of Bengal lfl 1610 whcn Islam Khan. Mughal Viceroy of

Bengal, ,hifted hlS eap,tal rrom Rajmahal to Dhaka. Howevcr. the grcatest development

of the city look placc under Shaiata Khan (1661-1679) whcn the city stretched for 12

miles in length and 8 miles in brcadth and IS said to have nearly a miJlion people (lslam,

1991), In its primary slagc, the city was consisted of a few market places and loca1ilie~

01 cran~mcn and tradcrs. According to hlstonans. It was termed as a city of Ba!lallna

Bazar Tepl'amlO Gali (tiliy two bazaars and filiy Ihree streets) (Mamoon, 1991),

AcconJi~g 10 this, lhe whole lown mighl be pereclved on thc perspective of two terms,

one i, hu<aar and the olher 1S m"hall". All streets were bazaars since thcy sold

,omelhing, good~ or services imliealing lhelr commercial character. On the othcr hand,

JJwhalla represented a residential entity having a homogenous populatloll, related through

occupatlOll, re11glOll and geographical origin or casle membership and repre~enled a

cl",ed social enclave (Khan, 1982). The type and occupation of lhc people inhabillng In

lhese m"h"ll"s arc rctlected in their names. for example, Ka.I"i-!ola (place of the

butchers). Shankari Patli (the place for ornament makers), KumaHuli (place of the

poltcrs), rami LJazar (weaver's market), Bania Nay;ar (treader.s area, Jalua N'ay;ar

(fishemJan.s locality), Cimri llmra (bangle market), and Sanrhi /'allder (hete! lear

mHrket) etc. (Shabi~, J997).

Hi~tmicully a moh"lla wa~ ercatetl out 01 a few hOll~es.. A ",,,!l,,lla is sharply bounded:

Ihis hou~e i~.purl or 11,lhc next is nor, Everyone knows the boundary (Hollander and

Azam. 1990). 1he morphology of Ihe mohalla was formed by a singular Hl'W of houses on
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a central street kno\' n as the bazaar. E\'er)' mo/wlla had a common public :,pace and this

:,pace became the popular bazaar Slreets in molwllas with commercial or commodity

trade (Khan. 19S2). In terms of land ugc, these ncighbourhoods wcre not purely

resldcnlial. Normally hou>chold, uscd ground t1oot's and thc front of the housc for

busin~~s PUrpll~~"(ucconJing 10 occupation) and upper stain; and hachide of the hou,e

for residential purposes.

Source: Imammudin.1993.

Fil,'Ilre2.6: Shakhari Patti, Linear Neighbonrhood of Medieval Dhaka along Qne

Main Bazaar Road

The moh"ll".' were In the form of cluster of houses around ch"wk (squares). These

,hawks represented the community space that used to be the most happening place at

cerlain hour:<;of th~ day_ It WtiS lh~ plac~ where hOlh formal and informal social

interactIOn used to take place. People from various profession and age group would

gather In the ,hawk and would spend hme either In Idle gossiping or more meaningful

business endeavors. During the Mughal period. Dhaka e>.perienced extensIve

development and growth. The growth pattern was orgame In nature arislIlg mainly out of

necessity (Shabin, ]997).
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2.7.3 Charact~ristics of Colonial (1764-1947) N~i!:hbourhoods

E~er since Ihe Mughal peliod. Lh" riverhank was a pn~e localJon for hlgh-elas,>

rcsldenees. At the tail end of the Mugh~l rule and th" inception of Brilish power ~round

1765, Dhaka began to deehne in import~nce ,md eontr~ct in size, Dh~ka, by th" end or

19th eentury, wa.~hemmed in hetween the Burhlganga River and the railway line, The

Europeans gradually moved Irom the riverside to the new rcsidenllal area 'Ramna'. This

movem"nt wus initial"d not only hy the development of the Civil Lmes hm al~o hy the

growing: ,li;mund of ~race lor commercial purpo,>e~. By 1930, the nverfront lost liS

re,id"ntiul charader and wa.~ changed into eommerclul area. Thc local populatIOn

developed three upper elas~ relldenllal areas at Gandana. Wari and Purana Paltan. These

area.~hou.led the local government employees, professlOnal,>,husinessmen and landlords.

The grid pattern of road~ wa.~mtroduced in Dhaka City for the tirst time in Wan and

Gunderia (Islam. 1991). The houle types of thIS period had a di~tincllve character unhke

the pre-colonial period". Ther" w"re nO intenmnglmg of commercial activitIes and

re,idential function" in th" n"ighhourhood dwelhng.l. The relldential areas were divided

into a number of plots of regular shape and of a few varied dimensions. In the~e plots,

hOll;es were built with the sole purpose of living only. No bu,ine", activitle,~ or

commerClal functions were accommodated within the premises. This sep~rJtion of work

pl~ee from living "pace "a" due to the change of occupation of significant strata of the

,ociel y from sclf-cmplo) ed craftsman to serVlCeholders of vanous whIte color Jobs under

the colonial government. TlllS developed the middle class society in our ,",ullure.

With the change ot occupation, the design of the Ilouses also went through dIstinctive

changes, A set of well-defined function of spaces (living room, dining spaces, study.

bedrooms, varanda etc.) was mtrodueed In the deSIgn of tile residences, Service are~s

such as toilets and kltchens were no longer bullt separately from the main house. Each

hOllse was se]Jar~ted from ench other by mean; of Jaw bOllnd~ry "'<Ills Ihut were m<linly

provided for demarC<lting the properly line and noL for 'ecurily purpo,es The low helght

walls aho did not creale any vlsual humer hetween houses, whleh in tum strengthened

the communily feeling:~
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Source: PWD

Figure 2.7: Wari Lmd Use Map, 1912 Figure 2.8: Wari Laud Use Map. 1960

Be~ides these planned residential neighboLirhoods that were developed for the Lipperelite

<:Ias~ people. org~nic morphological pattems were also prevalent which have

'p')ntaneou,ly developed wilhout any rigid planning propo,al. Thi, new generation

orgamc areas arc generally developed according to the aspmlllon of inhabnants who

came from various comer of the country for the aUnu;lion of new job opponunities

created by the enlarging adminislrallve seelor of Brit",h government (Siddiljue, 1991).

The organic neighbourhoods of I\ew Dhaka called para tS considered as the descendent

of lIlohalla but it gained dJStmet feature as it became predominantly residential area WIth

scattered locatiou of service facilities, Sharing these service facihttes was the mam

strength of community feehngs wtthin these paras, Like the rna/wI/a.\'. para.\' also found

to develop along the line~r ,treel', and usuilily a para was ~omprised of two or three

,lreel~ There wa~ no di~linCl phy~ical hOLlmJary of a para. Para was the ment,,1

COnS!111ctlOTlot rC.llden( S sOClalspace (Nl1utar, 1997).
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2.7.4 Characteristics of Post Colonial (1947-1971) Neighbourhoods

In 1947, Dhaka became the eap,tal of East Pak,stan and this provided a boost to iLStrade

and commerce. D,tferenL government and private off,ces relating to trade and commerce

were estahhqhed tu cater to the lncrensed population. A number of new ,hopping centers

and food markets were ~on,Lructed to promote retml actlvllles (Hossain, 1995). The city

was expandmg nonhward and thc hlgh-dass residential areas arc constantly endeavonng

to keep themselves at the nonhern periphery of the city (Islam, 1991), All these happened

without any formal planning.

Then the government entered into the scene wnh peace meal planning of the city: an

industnal d,striC[ in Tejgaon, a shopping center In Ajlmpur, a stadium at Jinnah A,'enue,

a commercial area ne~t to the stadlum. houses for government employee~ at MotlJheel

and i\Jimpur and high class re.\ldential area for the public In Dhanmondi with greed

patlemed street layout. Rest ot the Uevelopmcnt was infoilllal and para, consist of two Or

three ~treets were the dominant features in the morphology of residential neighbourhood,.

Meanwhile. Dhaka was beeornmg more and mOrt: unmanageable So a Master Plan was

eventually prepared by a foreign finn in 1959. It is douh!able how mueh of the

reeommendaLions have been put to u,e.

2.7.5 Charactcri~tics of Neighbourhoods in nangladc~h P~riod (Since 1971)

In 1971, following the war of liberatIOn, Dhaka became the cupital of a new nution,

Bangladesh. The city emerged as the most impo,tant und mfluemial center of all natlOnal

activities Including indmtry, tn,de and commerce, After independence, !he population

,howcd an exorbitant nse. from a small elly in 1947. Dhaka grew into a crowded

metropolis OVer4 million people by 1987, By the year 2001, the population reached the

figure about G nulhon. The city's urbanization r~te was one of the htghest of the world

and it is projected that hy the yeaI' 2010, Dhaka will be the sl~th largest clly of the world

with 18 milli?n populations (Islam, 1991),





By th~ middl~ of 1980's multi ;toried apartment buildings mtl1lde in the re'adentml area~

of Dh,lka City in Ihe context of populatIOn pressll1'e, shortage of land and ever mereasmg

land price. Picture of residential areas of Dhaka City started to change by the innuen<:e of

compact high-me apartment house,. Aceordmg to lhe urban so~iologi>ts, from this

period of !lme social inleraction ~mong r~sidents st~rted to decline (Nilufar, 1997).

Repla~~ment of high-lise buildings residing by eight to twelve families m the place of

single-family low-risc houses increased the eoneentrallon of unstable mobile households

having no bonding with the ncighbourhood. Compact dcvelopment of residenlial areas

also decreased open space from thc resIdential neighbourhoods that provided limited

opportunity for !he re;idents to gather and spend time with nClghbours.

The original look of the planned residential neighbourhoods such as Dhanmondi, Banam.

et~. beg~n to ch~nge from the e~r1y 1980's beeausc of the construction 01 hIgh-me

~parlmenl building; by demolishing old houses and also because of estabhshment of

commercial acthities in the residential area for providing easy access to the ,upporl

facilities of the residents in an unplanned way.

When DMDP (Dhaka Metropolitan Development Plan 1995) Structural plan was made,

land for residential purposes wa, selected withom any eon.,ideration 10 lhe e~$entl~l

,ervice.< ~nd amenilie, for the running of ~ neighbourhood. Moreover, no Det~il Are~

Planmng was ever made or executed in defining lhe sites and olher servic~s for these

residential neighbollrhoods. So grJdu~lly out of necessity commercial activities

cstabh,hed m a ~callered m~nn~r wilhin Ihe residenti~1 ~reas !h~t destroyed the h~rmony

of residential environmcnt as well the social hond of the resi<1enl, with their neighbours.

in ~1I,the J~ck of proper planlllng not only destroyed the phy.'>lcalenvironment blll ~ho

the :;ocial environment of the rcsidenllal nClghhourhoods of Dhaka Clly lhat <)nc~

obscrved 1nmedlCval Dhaka.
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2.7.6,\1e" Com'ept of High Rise Housing Complex

Tn the early J990's ap,lrlment housing wilh b:1Sic service facililies wilhin the lugh-rise

buildings inlroduced vertical neighbourhood 111the fabric of Dhaka City. Private

dcvelopers bcgan 10 build planned residenlial areas with necessary support center.; ~uch

as mo~que. ,ndoor playing ~pace for children; meeling hall for residenls and even "ilh

edlleatlOnul m~lilllli(ln~ und health ~are enter:. in:.ide an apartmenl housing complex. It

somehow resembles the vertical self-conlained neIghbourhood deSIgned by Lc Corbusier

(Korinke. 2005). The idea behind building self-conla1l1ed vertical neighboll1'hoods wa, to

provide housing for a numbcr of people in a small plot of land in the context of hll;h price

<lnd shortage of land in Dhaka Cily and as well as to enhance social intcrcourse among

resident> b}. providing public places and support centers within the neighbourhood.

Pre,enlly. high-ri,e hOll,ing ~omrlexes are the predominant aspect of newly developed

re~idenlial areas of Dhaka City. Whether 01' not these high-rise neighbourhoods could

increU8e social interaction among neighbours is a mmler of question but it is an effort to

prese1'"\'etraditional social bonding in the context of contemporary Dhaka.

2.8 Conclusion

Tn Dhaka City, naturally grown neighbourhoods of Old and New Dhaka. planned

residential areas. modem apartment housing exists side by SIde. In this context, the

phy,ical identity of neighhourhood. and differentiation of one neighbourhood from the

others becomes dd-tieult ll1 Dhaka e,l). Here, territorial hOlmdary of neighbOllrhood,

pattem of US1l1gsupport facJ1il1es by the reSIdents and pattem of sOClal relatwn Wllh

nelghhour.; OCCll,",in different ,>patial extents. Thus. Andrew Blower's concept of

territonal. functional and community neIghbourhoods IS SOme how observed in Dhuka

City (Blowers, 1973). Except for Old Dhaka. where the houndary 01-nelghhourhood, Or

lJIohallas is defined by Dhilb City Corporation, neIghbourhoods of other areas are not

derined by any city authorily. Therefore, neighbo\l1'hoods of New Dhaka arc considered

us ment~lly constructed areus milinly defined by groupmg of streets. houses and service

fa(;ililie,>.
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METHODOLOGY OF THE STUDY

3.1 Introduction

Methodology of the study describes the pro~edure> to be followed to operationalize the

research, rdentirjc~tion of problem and formulation of the objectives is the first step of

~ny type of research, which is discussed. in the first chapter. To fulfdl thc objectives of

the study and to have an understand1l1g regarding the existence of the problem regarding

suci~l interaction at the neighbourhood level 1Il real life. a preliminary study or pilot

survey was conducted In three different areas of Dhaka City Corporation: Lalbag.

Sh~nlin~g~r and Dhanmondi, having different historical background. physical feature and

soci~l composition, prior to structuring the pnncipal survey. Pliot 1Iltervlews suggest that

the p'l'sihle boundaries of the neighbourhoods 111the studied are~s and indicators of

social inter~~tion need to be delineated first before starting the pnnelpal survey.

Following .~re the "leps of the re;ear~h method followed in the study (Fig-3, I).

3.2 Defining Neighbourhoods in the Stud)' Area

It was menlloned earher that Lalbag, Dhanmondl and Shanlin~g~r, these three are~~ ~re

selected as study area for the present study. It was also mentioned that in Dhaka City

neighbourhood IS not a planned area wlth dcfmed boundary and di~tinet phy.~lcal

charactenstles and is not used a~ a unit of planning or providing basic services by the city

,lulhorities, As a result. in Dhaka e,ty. neighhourhoodl~ mainly considered as a grouping

of houses eompri"ed of one or two streets or as residing place of a group of people who

share common service facilities (Nilufar, 1997). Thu:;, me~ning and characteristics of

neighbourhood vanes from locality 10 locality in Dh~ka Cily based on street paUem,

h()u~ing type, physical features and provision of service facihtlcs. In the present study.

the boundary "I' the neighbourhood:> of the three StudlCd areas were defined differently

eon~idering the ~bove-mentioned characteristics.
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Figure: 3.1 Re~elln'h Methodolo~ies
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Rasulbag of Lalbag Th~na is on~ of [he ~clcctcd neighbourhoods for the present study.

Lalbag IS located in Old Dhaka and "'U~Uevclopcd in the Mughal period (15'1><:~nlury) In

~ nillurul ",uy where the same occupmionJl group" u,ed to hvc Tn-group and in most

cases the s~me hOLl,>e••..as u~cd for the factor}' as well as re"idence (Karim. 1964).

Usuallv the first floor ~~d the front area of the dwellings were used for commercial

pllrpo~es and the upstairs and back of the hou~cs was used for residential purposes

(Ahs~ll, 1966). Moh"lhr, the tradnional residential nelghhourhood. wluch was the

enclaves of craft or Caqle groups. is suU found in Lalbag. Blll the charactcnslics of

traditional mohall",,, have changed through time by ~hange of re.\ldcnrs chamcteristicl>,

land use p~llern, and phYSIcal fealUres (Rahman, 1994) People of different occupations

are no"," living in the~e mohallos. Commerei~1 ~ctivities have ~eparatcd from the

residemi~1 d"'ellings and construcuon of multi-storied buildings now havc changed the

previous p~llem of housing hut suU the mohal/as er.isl8 with lhen traditIOnal meaning

thilt is ~ distinct geographlCal and social unit of ,1 group of people. In 1991 Dhaka CIty

Corporation recogni/,ed lhe,e m{)/wlla,1 as ncighbourhood, 'and drew nelghhourhood

boundaries based on ,treel~ and hou,e numbers. Rasulbag. one of the rna/wI/as 01' Lalbag

areas is thus selected as neighbOlIrhood for thIS study. which is comprised of house

number 158 to 199.localed on the bOlh side of the Lalbag Road (M~p-3.1).

Dh~nmondi wa, developed as a planned residenti~1 ~rea in 1958 wllh rectangular housing

blocb on grid p~llerned strect layout (Nancy. 2004). From reconn~is,>~nce ,urvey 11is

f"lInd lh~l re,idenls of Dhanmondi conSIder each rectanglIlar block ~, a ncighbourbood.

Though urban planners and geogr.lphers h~ve different opmlOn about the sIze of the

nClghbourhood block. most of them ~re ~greed On the lact that opportunity of 'oci~1

rdatlOn ~nd acce,sibilily 10 the service faCIlitIes willun walking distance is the most
impl1l1ant ~'pecl of any nClghbourhood block (Forre,t er al. 2002). Accordmg to Pcter

Katz. 'Neighbourhood is dcfined as a distinctive are~ con"i8t8 of a cenler and an edge.

uptimal "in of a quarter mile from center to edge (equivalent 10 a 5 minlIle walk). has a

bal~nce mix of udivilie~ such as dwelhng. shopping, working. schooling. worshipping

and recreating, fine network of Intcrconnecting streets. and the appropriate l<lc~tion of

ci\ic building' ~nd plIhlic spaces' (Katz. 1994), In the westem cilie,>, grid patterned

reSidential neighb"llrho"d~ i" de~igncd m a way that the people can get neceS'>~ryservice

f~cilit;e' '>lIch ~,elementary ~ehool. grocery. market. religiuus ~enter etc. m walking

distance (Lyn~h, 1981). In the pre~ent slUdy. a Icetanglilar blo~k of Dhanmondi
~ump,ising of Road numbcr 7A and SA ISconsidered JS il neighbolIrhood that has dlsllncl
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phy~ical identity and has nece;sary :,upporl facihllc~ w,tiJm a five minllte~ walkmg

dist,lI1~es (Map-3 2).

Shan(inagar, sn infOlm~lly developed area located In the middle p~rt of New Dhaka

where drawlng neighbourhood lxlundary is dd'licul( ag reccnt construction or high-me

apartments and apartmeJlt complexes transformed its pre,iOlls appearance ~nd physic~1

features. Shan(inag~r ~rea trunsfonned trom a resIdential ure~ of low ri~e buildings to nn

ur~a of high-me spartment hou~ing Hlgh-me housing complexes "tarled to dcvelop

since mIddle of 1990s, This type of houSlng tor large number of faml1Jes provldcs

infra.~tructural facJ1ities within a boundary and is a new addition to (he fabric of

re"iden(ial area of Slmntmag~r. To reveal (he nature ot social interHction in these newly

developed housmg complexes, 'Ea"tern PmnC, a high-flsc apaltment complex locatcd in

the mlddlc of ShantJllHg~r. was considered as a neIghbourhood in this study (Map-3.3).

The selected neighbourhood fulfils (he idea ot Demus Chapmun \\'ho idenlltied that

'neighbOLirhood Limt consists of 40 to 100 famihes can entcr into the planner,'

calculation, "h,eh lS charactcnzcd by fHce-to-face contad. Just as the neighbourhood. a

building comprising 6 to 40 families, according to the lype of hou~lI1g such as detached,

semI-detached or upartment houses seems to be the most busic unit for successful social

intercourse' (N~bi. 1971). On the other hand. Kevin Lynch sugge,ts (hat 30 or 40 families

in an area of flvc square miles may be polaflzed to make a real neighbourhood (Lynch.

1981). Bmh 01 them gave importance (0 (he concentmllon of population in a particular
area for formation of neighbourhood. A, there arc four twelve - ~toried bllilding, inside

thc boundary of 'Eastern Point" compnsmg of 160 flats (40 families livmg in cach

budding) with car parking, recreation and other support cen(re~ inside (he boundary, lt

can he mnsidered as a neighbourhood on the basi" of concenlratlOn of populatlon within

the housing complex.

Thus. the basIs of drawing boundary of RasLilbag lS s(reet and house numbers. or block of

Dhanmondi, ISthe pattern of street and access,b,li(y to thc support centers and "f Ea~lem

Point, lS the groupmg and number of familie~ wlthin a defmed boundary with nece~sary

,~rviee facllilles.
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M11f3.1: Location of Rasulbag Neighbourhood
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Map 3.3 :Location of Eastern Point Housing Complex

• Eastern Point

Source: Field Survey, 2005



3.3 Contrasting ;\"aturc or Se1ccted Neighhourhoods

In the present ;tudy. selecled neighhourhoods possess different characleri,tics m lerms ot

hackground of eslablishm~nt, ho<.!smgtyp" and phystcallayoul (Figure-3.2).

L Rasulhag tS a formerly develop~d moh"ll", a naturally grown residential

neighhourhood of Old Dhaka. The neighbourhood expenenecd limtted physical

Iransr"nnatlOn and lhere are no apartm~nl bulidmgs here. Physical layoul of

Rasulbag is linear compnsmg of houses on Ihe Mlh side~ of the curvilinear

Lalbag Street.

2. The hloek of Dhanmondi is a part of a planned residenttal area. whtch has gone

through redevelopmenl in the last decade, by eonstmetion ot 3partmenl building

in p13ce of old one or two sturi~s building~. Thu~. most of Ihe buildings in the

seleeled block of Dhanmonm are apartm~nt hlllldmg.~ and thts neighbourhood has

a reelilmear gnd pattern comprising of house~ on the hoth ~ides of the grid-

pattern~d ,treel~.

3. "Elistern Puint' or Shanlln3gar tS an apartmenl complex comprising of four

apartm~nl huildmg~ withm a boundary. It is a new Iype of hou,ing re~ulting from

rapid housing redevelopment process in Shantinagar area. This neighbourhood

,hows cluster patlern "ith grnliping of high-rise buildings on the one side of

ShlllllinJgar Road.

ThlIS, the s!ltdy attempted to reveal the comparative ~lalu~ of ,~oeial mlcraetton of three

neighbourhood, having di rrerenl hOlIgmg environment, physical form and likely 10 have

different social profiles.

3.4 Criteria for Describing Neighbourhood Characteristics

]t i" '1Igg~,led lhal both >octo-cconomte criteria of the re,idents hvmg in a

neighbourhood and physical characteristic~ of that neighbourhood ha, direcl and mdl1'eet

influences in shaping lhe pattern of soe131 relation and illter;JClion among the
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neighbourhoods (Harl et ai, :!D(2). Thus, it is importanl to understand the physIcal and

social environment of Ihe sludled ncq;hbourhoods to undersland what type of social

mteraction occurs in different 8oeio-envlronmental settings,

Lin""r Paltcrn of Ra,;ulhag
Neighborhood of Lalbag

Rectilinear G,id Patlem of
Neighborhood Block ofDhamJlondi

Cluster Paltern of Ea<lel'l1Point
Nelghhorhood of Shanlinagar ",jlhin a

Boundary

II

Source, Fjeld ~urvcy_ ZOO)_

I<'igure3.2: Physical LaJout of Studied Neighhorhoods

.. ,,,-,.,
" ".



Vanou~ cnteria wcre uscd by different researehcrs for describing neighbourhood

charilderistk, tu ",late nelghhourhood enVln)nmcnt wlth thc pattcrn of soc13ll1lteranion

of the residents. Murtagh (2000) found relation of age and occupation of rcsldcnts wllh

the pallcrn ofthclr in\'olvement in social activities in Northern Ireland. Forre~t and Ngai-

ming (2()()4) used agc. lIlcome, education, occupation and pre8ence uf children in a

family a.~,ocio-cconorme aspects of the residents and type of hou8ing tenure. length of

re"dmg, re",denllal mobJiity and extcnsivc housing redevelopment as hou,ing

chanlderi,tic, of the re",dent~ 1Ocvaluatc factors mfluenclIlg social interaction at the

neighbourhoods of Guangzhou City of China, Similar indicators were used to relate level

"f ~ocial mteraetlOn with soclO-physlcal aspects of neighbourhoods of contemporary

Hong Kong (Forrcst <'Iai, 2()()2).

In Bangladcsh. Nabi (1971) g~ve empha8is on the physical characteri~tic, of thc

ncighbourhoods such as groupillg of houses, hOU8illgenvironment. street layout, lise of

veluclcs lIlside the neighbourhood, locmion of :,ef\'ke faciJitie, ~nd ""pPOTteenler:<;hke

school, bazaar, shopping centcrs, park and open space etc. and ae:,thetic qualities as the

pre eond,tions tor having socialllltcractions among the residents of the neighbuurhoods

of Dhaka City. Nl1utal' (1997) idcntifled that dIfferences in socio-economic aspecl8

(incomc. occupallon, cducation. possession of car, religious and ethnic 8tatll" fumily

structure, family Size, numher of children, women in work), dlffcrences In housmg

characterislic, (hou.,mg size and lypc, rcsldentml stability tenure type) and differences in

phYSIcal characterislics (localJon of school, mosque. dally bazaar, shopping, community

center) results difference in the pattern of 8llcial behavior and 8llcial interaclion in

different neighbourhoods of Dhaka City. Similar ~riteriu were u8ed in the neighbourhood

perceplion und community involvement study of United Kingdom (Coulthard el al.

2000). Following the ideas of the ahove menlioned studic, and con~ldenng lhc contcxt of

the prcscnt ~ludy. charactcrlstics of selected ncighbourhoods of Dha~a City arc described

here undcr lnrcc major criteria: a) socio-economic status of household, b) physical

characteri.\tics of thc nClghbourhoods and c) charactcnstics of residence. The SOC10-

ph y",cal aspects of these cntcn a arc diu ,tl'atcd In thc following table (Tahlc- 3, I):
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1.01'.'0' mlddk du"
Middle dass

~ middle da;;s
U r dass

Table 3.1: Aspects ofi'leighboorhood Characteristics

/l."cigbbollTb",>d Cbarae!e."tks Aspects of Neigbbourhood

Char.clcri'li«

• Age of the respondents

• Ed",',!",u "f the ,e.'r>',ndenls, S"cio-economic ,lalUs of households • Monthly m,'ome

• Employment ponern

• Prc.,cn~e "f children

• Women m w"r~

• Land ,,,e pallem

• Strec! de"gu, Phy,icol characteristics of • Type "r h"U"llg

neIghbourhoods • 1oc",,,m "r .,upporl conte",

• Park and "pen 'p",'e

• Type or rc"dcnce

• Type or lenure

; (:haraclL-n,tic' "f ""idence • Length of residJllg

• SmisfactiM lowards reside"ce

• P",hlem, "fr""Jen"'

The cl~ss status of Ihe hou~ehold~ lS an important factor for evaluating the st~tus of social

inlera<:tion at neighhourhood leveL Class stalUs of people of a society is difficult to

determine. The '~ommon indicator.~ of the social class ot a population, which ~re

inv~riahly used In sociologl<;al research. arc the11' occupation. income and edUC~lion

(Nilufar. 1997), In 2002. Center for Urban Stlldies defined ,>(>cialclas, of the people of

contemporary Dhaka based on monlhly income of the heal! of household, which IS

folluwed in this sludy Thu>, in this study class SlatlIs of household is deternuned in the

following manner:

Table 3.2: Class Statu. ofHouschuld. 8a,cd on Monthl)' Inrome

,-,,"'"'"'m'"'"',c,',,'"'"'"'""~"', ',"'"--"C"',,,','"','"'"'"',,'"'"',,',~l
households
(Mouth I,')
Bohm 7000
7000-<15,000
15.000-<)0.000
Ab",e 20,000

SOUTce, (. US. 2002,
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3.5 Uetermining Indicators of Social Interlldion

The IIldlcator:s used in the present study for des<:rihing the ~taLll' 01'~oeial inleraetlOns arc

selecled on the basis of the previous re:search conducted for evuluating statu, ot ~oeial

interaclions in d, ffcrent eltles of the world lIlelUdlllg Dhaka City. Forrest and Ngai-ming

(2004) described mental pereept,on~ and helongingne<;s of the residents towards their

neighbourhood. nmure of neighborly contact and pattern or mutual help to analyze

aspects of local social relation in the Gu~ngzholl Cily or contemporary China, For

describing the nature of social relations of the people in the neighhourhoods of hoth old

and New Dhaka, Farid~ NilLlf~r (1997) ev~ILlaled lhe pattern of pnmary (face-to-face)

social lIlteraetlOn and se<:ondary or org~ni7,ed ~oci~l mleTaetlOns, In her sllIdy

neighbourliness p~ltern ~nd puUt'rn of soelal network were evalliated nnder pnmary

social interactions and p~ttern of using service fa<:ihlie, like school, mosque. grocery,

daily b~z~ar etc. was evaluated Linder secondmy soei~l interaclions. In the study of

people's perceptions of neighboLlrhllod and <:ommunily involvement in Umted Kingdom,

pattern ofneigbbourlines", 'ocial net"ork and ~ocial Sllpport was deserihed (Coulthard el

al.2000).

In the light of the above mentioned studies and considering lhe so<:in--Cllll11ralconte~t of

the selected neighbourhood, of Dhaka City, the indk~IOr$ of social inleraetlOns arc

discu,"ed in the present ,tudy under lhree bro~d <:ritena: a) mental associallon ot the

residents w,th the neighbol11'hoods, b) pattern of primary SOCialmter~ction or face-to-r a~e

relationships and c) pattem of secondary ,oci~1 inter<l~tions or organi~ed ,,><:ialbehaVlOL

Status of these mdICators for studlCd neighbourhoods IS de:scribed on the baSIS of

comparallve condilloll of the three neighbourhoods.

a) Mental Association of the Residents with the Neighbourhoods

Menl~1 association or Ihe re"idenL, "ith lheir neighhollrhoo<1~ IS di~cu<,~edhere in (erms

or re,idenl'>' perception, loward" Lhe neighhourhood boundar}, c1as~ eompositlOn

according to monthly income. prelerred ~igmlieant features and level of SOCialinteraction

m the neighbourhood 10 understand residents' mental eon~rlucrion of the ~oeio-phY~lcal

en\'ironment or the ne'ghb'lllrhoods, RewJents' mental rclatlOTlto the nelghbourhood 1S
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also described by their sen,e of bekmgmg to the nClghhourhood that is. their willingne,>s

to hve m thc nClghbolll'hood and by their communily leelmgs thai lS Iheir companionship

wlth fellow neIghbours.

b) Pattern of Primary Social Interaction

Characteristics of primary sodal interaclions among ncighbours are discussed i~ terrm of

nature and spallal exte~t of ~eighbourly cOntacl wlth each olhcr In thc ncighbourhood and

11is descnbcd hy knowledge of ~eighbours and vi"iling paltern 10 nClghbours house.

Socwl intcraclion of wome~ and children, ml1tuul a~,i~tance In doing favors, lending and

borrowlng and mutual visit in sicknes,> and pallern of pnmary and secondary sodal

network are also discussed under pnmary ~ocwl interaction. friendship and kinship

patterns wIth neighbours ~re de"cribed a.~pnmary ~ocml nclwork and participation and

lnvolvement with the neighbourhood ()rgam7alion~ is described as secondary sodal

network of the neighbourhood.

c) Paliern "JSecondary Social Interactions

Thc paltern of using service facilities and support cenlres ~ueh as rc1lglO11sccnters,

kutcha bazaar. grocery. educational institution:., shopping center:«. cullural ccntcrs. open

spaccs and parks exists in the neighbourhoods is discussed a~ organized social behavior

or secondary social tnteractLon,.

The primary or facc-to-face social contact with the ne;ghbourn help, to dcflne thc

exi~tence of 'community neighhourhoods'. 00 thc othcr hand, organizcd social cont<lcl

gcncratcd by thc usc of differcnt day-to-day funcllons helps to defi~e the 'funclional

neighbourhoods'. 'Communily neighbourhood i~ a ~el of people havmg regular social

interactions (primary or face-to-face) on the ha~i~ of CO-TCsldeneem a phYSIcal area.

Functional neighbourhood " an area In which a group of pcople are united by particular

activity patlems such as using common ~erv,ce, like shopping. edlleallon. worship.

leisure and recreJtion' (Blowers, 1973). The ,elected ;nd,ca1ors and ~llb ind,calors in thc

present stody for de:,cribing the :,tatus of ,oclill mlerilctlOns among re~ident~ of Rasulhag.

BlOCKof Dh~nmomli iind Eilslem Pmnt are illustrated in lhe Table-3.3.
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Tahle 3.3: Indieatnr. nfS""iallnteractinn in Ihe Neighlmurh""d.

Selected Indicators and Suh Indicators for E\'aluating the Swtus of Social

Interaction

Perception of rleighbOllrhr>odboundary.

Perception toward, own and neighbour,

social class status.

PCITcptiun of Preferred significant feature, of the

Mcntal residents to,,'ards neighbourhood ,

a.••"""lalinn neighhnurh""d Perception wward, ,lalU' of social

"ith th,' interaction in the neighbourhood.

neighhourhood Sem~ of belonging to the n~ighb()urhood.

Sense of belonging Bondage with the neighbours,

Neighoourliness pallem (knowledge of

neighbour, and visiting pallcrn) and Spatial

Keighbourly contllct extent of immediate neighbourhood.

among re~ident~ Pattern of n~ighbourIy iniemclion of 'WuffiCn

and children

Prirnury"""ial Doing and laking favors,

interactions Mlltual a&si&wnce BOlTo'Wingand tending money and other

(facc.tn.rllfc llrnnng n.ighhollrs things.

rcinfioru.j Mutual visit In sickness.

Primary social nCl\\'OI'k,Kin,hip and

Pattern of """illl Friendship network in the neighbuurhood

n.lwnrk Secondary ;o~ial network: Involv~tl)cllt

with neighbourhood organizations,

Scenndar~' Pallern of u,ing religious centers, kuleha

sodal hazaar, grocery, eduear",nal illltitution"

intcradinn. lis. of ncighl>om'hood ,hopping centers. cultllral centers, open

(Organized support centers 'pace, and parks of rhe neighh()urh()od, hj'

sodal lh~ re,idents.

arfi)'ities)
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.~.6Collection of Inl"ormation

Both primary and ~ec()ndury SOliITesare used in the study ror ~olleding informalion to

e\'aluate Ihe sl~IUSor social inlera~till~S ~ndlo identify the inl1uencing f"~tors of soci<ll

inleraction in the selected neighbourhoods.

3.6.1 Primary Data Collection

Primary data for lhe pre~ent "ludy i~ collcetcd through Phy"ical Survcy. Questionnaire

Survey and FOCLlSGroLLpOi~eu,~ion.

3.6.1.1 Physical Suney

Physical survey IS conducted to understand the land usc pattern and over all physical

"cenario of lhe selected neighbourhood~.

3.6.1.2 Questionnaire Survey

A ~emi-struclUred que~tionnaire i~ designed for collecting information about eXlStmg

,ocio--cconomic characten<;tics or lhe Te'>ldenl" u,e or ~ervice faclhlies and ,llpporl

center, "I' the nelghbollrhood, and chura<:lerislk" or "ocial intera<:tion in tenns of selecled

crileria from the residents of the seJe~ted three neighbourhoods. He~d of the hou>eholds

of 25% of the tol<ll households "f each neighbourhood is "elected randomly for

questwnnalre survey. The head of lhe household here mean" lhe main male earning

memher "I' a household, ~" male earning members are genewlly holds the SWtllSof a

fumily m our social contexl (Ni lufar. 1997). The lotal numr.er of households of R<lwlbag,

block of Dhanmondr and Eastern POlnt IS 210, 172 and 160 rcspcctably. Thus, data are

<:ol1ectedIhwllgh qllestionnaire survey from 51, 43 and 40 households of Rasulbag. block

of Dhanmondi and Easlem Point of Shanlinag~r respectably.

3.6.1.3 Focu~ Group Oisf,Oussion

To collect quahlalive lOformallon regardlOg hlStory and charaeten,lic, 01

neighbourhoods. nuture of social intcraction pattern of people of dlffcrent age, profcssion,

class und gender, Focus Group Discussion (FGD) W:L~conductcd. FGO aCISa<;a parallcl

source of speCIfic infonnalioll. The FGO arc ll~llaJly held with people of ldentlCal age,
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sex and ,ocio-eeonomie background depending on the objective of the study and in an

Ideal f'(jD the number of pmiieipants should be hnuted to between six and twelve

(Gupta, 1989),

In the present sludy. total three FOD was held, one in e~ch neighh<Jurhood. Ea<:h focus

group was compnsed of eight persons. To understand the social interaction pattern of

both men and women, equal representative of men and women were included in the FOD.

That IS, each group was compriscd of four mcn and four women, The age range of the

members of focus group wus 35-45 that represents the middle-aged re,idenls of a

neighbourhood. The members were identkal -inprofes,ion Ihat is in each fO~L1sgrOLlp.all

the male memhen< were Im,ine'smen and all the female memhen< were hOLlsewi\'e~,

Busine"men "ere selected us the representative of dommant occupalJon of the

neIghbourhoods. Housewlve<; were selected a~ they a<;sumed to have more idea ahout the

nature of "ocial interaction among: neig:hboun< than the profe%ional women who remain

husy with theIr own work. In all. focus groups of the three nelghhourhoods were lormed

in ~ manner lhat the finding, "<Juld ~()me from re8idents h~ving hOlllogen(lLIs 8o~i()-

e~onomic characteristics and therefore, findings w(mld he ~omp~rJ.ble for three

neighbourhoods. The charucteri:,tic; of f<Jcu; groups are summanled in the following

I~ble (Table-3.4)

Table 3.4: Composition of FOCU8 Group in the Three Ncighhourboods

Chnr~cteri,1k, of 1'''''11.' G ••••up R"-,ulhag RI<:><korDhnnOlondi En.teen Point

Tnt,l No. "f m.mhe" In, focu, group " " "
No, of rnaIt mtmbL'" , , ,
Pml."i,," of mole members Business Business Business

No. ol't'cmalo mcmher< , , ,
ProftO>lOnof male membLTh Hou,ewivc, Hou,eWLve, H"u,ewiv",

Age rangt "fthe male anJ female memoc". .15.4'; ,';.45 35_4.'

Source: Fieid Survey, 2005,

3.6.2 SecondalJ' Data Colleetion

Exten,ive literature review was conducted from both national and international empirical

research. books, journals. repOlis, and th~sis to budd up the theoretical and
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meLhodologlcal hackground of the prc~cnt ~ludy Maps of Dhaka Mctropohtan and Dhaka

City COl"]JorJlion"'ere colleded rrom Ma,ter Plan 01 Dhaka e,ly (DMDP). Besidcs thcse

relevant repons of news paper, and mag~~jnes were ~I,o llsed a.~~econdary sourccs to

understand lhe prescnt scenario of social interaclion in Dhaka City.

3.7 Data AnalJsis and Interpretation

Data and inrormatlOn collected from literature revlcw and other secondary sources were

used to develop theoretical support and methodological framework of the present study.

B~8ed on phy~ieal ~urvey, phY~lcal eharactensllcs and land usc pattern of the

neighh()llrh()od~ "erC de~cribed and mapped. Information on SOCIO-economlc and

housmg charactensucs of the residents collected through questionnilire survey WU8

analyzed by perccntile distnbution and calculiltlon of centrdl tendency and di8per8ion

(mean and stilndard devlallon) of the variables and the results then compared rm the three

neighholJ1'hoods to idcnllfy differences of the resident's sodo-economic and housing

characteri~l1Cs. lnformallon on mdicatol's of sociill intemction is anillyzed in the following

manner:

3.7.1 Evaluating lhe Stalus of :\eighhourhood Pereeplion, Sense of Belonging and

Paltern of Mutual Assistance

For evalualLng the statu, of ,oc'at Interact'oll8 in the Ileighb'lllrhood,. vari(),,~ meth()d~,

which are al,o ll,ed in other relevant re~earch. are followed m Ihi~ ~l"dy for dcscribing

dIfferent indicators of social Intcractlons. Percenllic distribution of the opinion of the

respondents regarding their mental association with the neighbourhood (perception of

resident'> toward~ lheir neighbOllrhood <lnd ~ense of belonging) and pattern or mUlllal

as~i~tance jg discusscd and comparcd for three slUdled nelghbourhood~. Con~idcl'lng the

nalure of opinion of the rcgpOndcnlg, certam type of opinion j.~consIdered as the posillve

attributes of ~ocial interaction such as rc~idcnt's pcrccplllal boundary IS similar to the

aLtual t"lllndary or nelghbourhood, re~idcnt's prderrcd reall1Te~arc locatcd m~idc thclr

nelghhourhoods, rcsidcnt~ VlSlt the1T neighbours in tbelr Slcknc~s, TCSldents posscss

~ommunity Icelings 10 the neighbourhood ete To evaluate the ~talUs ot the

nelghh()urh"od perception. sen~c of helongmg amI mllimll aSIJ>tance pauem ot thc
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residents, the percentage of posithe opinions of the respondent, i, given weight by the

following method:

Table 3.5: Distribution ofWei!:ht for Indicators of Social Interactions
Positive opinion to,",ard, Weight given Status of ;ucial interaction

the ;uci,,1inleraction for each
(%) r~IlCc

')()and above '" Extremelv Hi h
80 - <90 , HIgh
70 - <SO 8
60 - <70 ,
50 - <60 6 M~dium
40 - <SO ,
30 - <40 4 Lew
20 - dO ;
10 - <?O ,
0-<10 , E.~lrernel low

Soun:e: Forrest and Ngai-rning, 2004.

After glvmg weight>. the lotal s~ore of ru,itive opmlOn regarding neighhourhood

perceplion, sense of belonging and mutual assi,tance was evaluated. The neighbourhood

that got the highest score is considered as lhe neighbourhood having better perception.

more ,em,e of belonging and mutual assistance with the neighbour:;. Then, ba:;ed on the

average score of the above-mentioned indicators the status of social interaction is

detcrmmed by the following manner:

Table ~t6:Awrage Sl'Oreand Status of Social Interaction
Ran e of avera c ,core Sllltu, of ,ocial mleraClion

9.1 -10 Extremelv high
6.1 9 Hi~h
4.1 (, Medium
1.I-4 Low
0- I EKtremeiv low

'ub.indical"Th or that lOdical<lT! Number "r Sub'lOdlcalo'S 01
that lOd,"a!or (Fm,",t and Ngai_ming, 2()()4)

Soure", Forre,l and Ng-ai-mil1g,201M.
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3.7.2 Measuring the Status of Neighborly Contact

To examine the pattern of neighbollrly contact among residents of the studied

neighbourhoods, the number of household, involved In ,aeiai in(cracl1on in the

neighbOllrhonds and (he extent to whIch nelghbourl}' relmion exi,ts is evallIaled. In her

siudy. Fanda Nl1l1far (1997) used schematic map of twenty wntiguoLl" house, to

detcnnme each re,ponctent's immediate nelghhourhood but as both vertical and

honzontal neighbourhood is studied in the present Sllldy, (he respondents arc given the

schematic map of the whole neighbourhood to identify those houses where they know the

name of family head (1\'), oCl:upation of lhe family head (0). visit occaslOnally by

mvitation (I) and infOlmal visit (V). Simple additlOn of number of hOllses involved in

knowing and vi;iling neighbuur" ur each nelghhourhood pves 3 generalJzed pictlll"e uf

neighbourly contact (X) in e~~h neighbourhood: X " N + 0+ I + V (Wallin, 1953).

Percent of number of hOllse, In relatlOn to lhe toml number of houses of the

neighbourhoods Ihen evuJuuted umllhe neighbl1llrhood that get~ the lughest percentage is

considered ~s having the highe"t ,tatus of nelghbourly contact 3mong reSIdents of the

nClghbourhood.

The morphology of immewute neighbourhood is evaillated hy the extenl of regular visit

to neighbours' houses. the most significant sign of neighbl1llrline~s, by hOl1sehold heads.

The locallon of hOll;e, regulurly vi,ilcU by the respondents eolleclcd through schemat1c

map and qucst10nnaire survey IS presented here through percenlile di,lrihuli"n amI

graphic liJustration of spatiul exlenl of regular ,i~it to neighbours' hom,es m c3eh

neighbourhood.

3.7.3 Describinl:" Interaction Pllttern or Women lind Children

The characterislies of soci,II inleraction of women and ~hildren are descrihed in tenn~ of

common view of Ihe women of selected focus group abolll the nature of thclr mtcraetion

with the other women unu the nulure or interacllOn of their children wlth Ihc other

children of the nClghhourhood.
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3.7.4 Evaluating the Pattern of Social Network

I'or describing prim~ry "odal network. kmship and fncndshlp pattern of the re>id~nh in

their neighborhoods are dis~llssed both m lenns of number of families having their kin

and liiends IlVlngin the same neighbourhood. Secondary social network or 111volvement

with the neighbollrhood organization is des~ribed in lenn~ of mcmbership in the

org~nil~tions ~nd level of participation (in percent) of the r~sidenl'> of .~ludied

neighbourhoods in the acli\'ltie~ of the orgamzatlon and types of ~o~tribution they made

to enha~ce the activities of th~ organizations (Murtagh, 2000),

3.7.5 Ikscribing Secondary Sodal Interaction

Second~ry ,>ocial inleractlOn md,catcs spalla! bondage of the residenl8 lO thelr

neighbourhood. For de.~enhmg orgamzcd social actlVlties of the people. the pallem of

u~ing d~ily banar, groccry. school, religlOus centres, shopping ~enlres, cullural ccntres,

health clinics, open space~ and park~ arc discusscd 111terms of per~entile distribulion. The

number of respondents (percen!) who Ilse thc abovc mcntioned ~eighbourhood >upport

ccnter, are give~ weight ~nd lhus. ~lalU~of secondary socIal 111tcracllonsof the three

nClghbourhoods is evaluated by ~v~r~ge ~core (Tablc 3.5 and Table 3.6) of the use of the

support ccntres by the residents.

3.7.6 Identifying Factor, Inlluencing Social Interaetion

Aftcr evaluallng thc status of social jnteractio~s of the n~ig:hhourhoOlI~,the faclors lhat

mflucnce the status of social inlenletion are descriheu '" lcrms of thc respondcnt's

opinion, FGD ~nd the relatlOn of cXlsllng socio-economlC and residing charucteristics and

phY~lcal fcatllrcs of thc nClghbourhoods to thc status of soci~l j~teraction. For lhi,

purpose, general principles and p~rticular s<Jdo-phy~ieal charactenstlcs arc dIscussed 111

the context of ,tudied neighhuumoods (Nanl, 1971, Korinkc. 20(5).
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3.n Pre~entation of Data Anal~'sis

In lhc prcscnt study, dcscriplive Jiteraillre, mathemalkal calculatIOn, figures, diagrams,

lahle<;,chalq. maps and photographs are used 10pre,ent analysis and mtcrprelation of dala

and inrOlTnation, For mappmg GIS (Arc View) and Adobe IIluslrator and for <;tatlstical

analy,is, Excel ,!TIdSPSS program 1~used,

3.9 Providing Recommendations

The mmn purpose of this study wa, to investigate the <;lalU<;of social relation and

interact10n among resident, in the neighh(>urhood<; of Dhaka City so that appropriale
,

actions can be suggesled for increasing ><.lcialinteraction where needed. Thus, based on

the findmgs of the stlldy and e~amp1es of olher tollnlnes relevant recommendations are

provided In tim; study for enhancing Ihe slalu, of social interaclion al the neIghbourhood

level of Dhaka City.
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CHAPTER 4

PROFILE OF THE SELECTED NEIGHBOURHOODS



CHAPTER 4

PROFILE OF THE SELEcn:n NEiGHBOLiRHoons

4.1 Introduction

Present study explores socio-e~onomk, physkal and reslden\lal eharaeterislie, in the three .,tudy

neighbourhoods through physical survey and qllestionnaire survey to the head of the households

residing in the selected neIghbourhoods of Lalbag. Dhanmondi and Shantinagar area. In lhi"

sectlOn, a comparative p!Cture of the three neIghbourhoods is dIscussed in tetms of land use

pattern, physical eharaetensllcs, SOClO-eeonomlcstatus and nature of residents.

4.2 Physical Characteristics of the Neighbourhoods

4.2.1 Ra,ulbag Neighbourhood of Lalhag

4.2.1.1 Background of Rasulhag

Rasulbag neighhourhood i, situated in Lalhag area of Old Dhaka and located on the hoth side of

the Lalbag Road whi~h is a narrOw streel wllh nine feel widlh and resemhles Wllh the lraditlonal

nanow and curved street pattern or Old Dhaka. R~sulbag wa, developed a" a residenllal area Of

rna/lalla in the 16'h cenlury in the premise or Lalbag Fort. Muslim, predominantly inh~b'led this

place and community leaders regulated religious and social life of the people under panchayel

system (Aknlmuzz~man. 1966). This panchayet system is still exists in thi, neighbourhood in

different form. Presently, respectoble persons of the neighbourhood gather for resolving

problems like shortage of sen'iee fanlilies, household chaos, robbery etc. The trad1ll0nal look of

this mohal/a OJ'neighbourhood is transformed by the redevelopment process and housing reforms

through pas"ing of time but still, compact land use pattern along the narrow streets ,eern.'; as a

reminder of the lradili()n~l nei ghhourhood of Old Dhaka (["lam, 1996).

4.2.1.2 Present Neighbourhood Boundalj' and Physkal Features

Pre~enlly Rawlbag i, a linear pallerned neighhourh()ou with compact settlemenl where 8936

percent area (floor space of bllildings) i, used for re"idential purposes (f~ble-4.1). Most of Ihe

houses are non.~partment multistmied bllildings iind average building height i" equal to 2.5

storied buildings (Ahsan, 1966). There i" no greenery in the neighbourhood l'leciluse of the

absence of park and garden, There is a playground in the North-West end of Rasulbug. Loc~l

people called 1\ 'Rasulbug Park', There are no tree; and no infrastructure of any kind of "port'>
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and amu~em~nt m this park. There are 1\\'0 l11"s'lue~ and a gov~Ttlment primary school in

Rasulhag Comm~relal acti\iilleS mclude klllclw b<ll<l<lLgrocery shop~. tea stalls, patty industries.

drug ,tore~ elC (Map-4.1 l. People residing here can get their dujly nece~S1lic<;like food. medicme

ete, within walking disl<ln~e~.

Table 4.1: ]}istribution of Use of Floor Spaces in Rasulbag, ('it)

1'(0 of n"OT'pace "",d for residentiat purposes 210 8~36

No. of floor space used for coml~erei"l and other purr"'"' '" 10,64"'
Tomt No. or il"m Sra"" m wo

Source: P1dd :;'ur\'~y>2005.

The streets of neighbourhood <Irebroken down in many places and household garbage is found

scattered here and there on the slreet. Though, City Corporation is responsible for collecling

garbage from this neighbourhood. mO~l of the garbage always remains on the street. Besides,

open drains along Ihe sueets make the neighhourhood environment unhealthy for inh<lbitants.

The situation becomes worse m the Tainy ~ea.~onhecause of water logging especi<llly during

flood. People of R<lsulbag <10not t<lkeuny iniliallve~ tor ~olving waterlogging problems and for

waste management yet bllt for i>e<:llrilyof the neighhourhood, lhey lmtiated for night watch/foot

patrol by themselves. There is <Iwmmunily c1uh named Ra,m1ha15Sam,,) l!nnay"n Samha

e~lah1J,hed by the local people of Rasulbllg,
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A !'onion ofRasnlbag
Neighbourhood

Old Two Storied Bl1ikJ,ngs of Rasulbllg New Mu1Ii Storied
Buildings ofRaSlJtbag

Small Gmccry ShopofRasulhag Rood Side Stationary Shop ofRa,,,lbag Rasulb«g PrilllilIY School

----..-"._----

NaITow Stn;ct "ill> no SUIlHghl Open Sewerage .Line and
Open Manholes

Photo Gallery t: Features of Rasulbag Neighbourhood



4.2.2 Neighbourhood of Dhanmondi

4.2.2.1 Background of IJhanmondi Residential Area

Dhanmondi rcsidcntial area was planned in the i>t}'leof ~l[e and scrvlcc schcme WJth a regular

system of roads to provldc rcsldcnllal accommodation for the high and hIgher-middle income

group <luring the early 1950's. ThIS arca has gridiron pattern of street network. The project area

was i>ubdivided into 1083 plOK The ~17.C of thc plot was originally ranging frum 15 to 33

decimal (Ha;em, 2001). According to the original plan'the building hcight was restricted LIptu

three storied. Serviced pluts uf Dhunmondi were allocatcd to the Governmcnt officials for their

accommodation, By 1970's the area became the most prestlglOus rcsldcntial area of Dhab City

mhabited by highly educ~ted government offici~k The area 15 locmed within five kilometers

from MotijheeL CBD of Dhaka Metropolitan Clly. Total amount of the site including water

bodies, roads etc. is ~bout 485.9 acre~. Tt i~ the f,TStdeSlgned residential arca in Dhaka city,

designed by Publi~ Worh Department Government of thc thcn East Pakistan.

4.2.2.2 Transformation of Dhanmondi Area

Subdivisioll of Plots and COllstructWn of High-Rise Apartmellts;

Most of the pre:.ent plut o"ner, of Dhanmondi ar~ the second or third generation of original

owner,. About one fifth of the original plots are now physically suhdlvided. These sLlbdivislOns

are due to transfer by selling of l~nd or due to multiple numbers uf sueee~sor, The nLlmber of

plots now lIlccea.'es from 1083 to 1328 (Has~m, 2001). Increase in the numocr of sLIbdivjslOns

increases the inlensity of bLlillstnlelUre.

Be~ide, sLIbdivi~ion of plots, inlruslOn of high-n se apartments lllcreascd denSlly of built structure

as wcll as density of populallon in Dhanmondl. I'rom I'ocus Group DISCUSSIOn,It is revealed that,

with the pas:;illg of time a significant nLImber of families lived in Dh~nmondi residential area

sent their children to the foreign countries for higher education and they settled [here, Many of

them took their parents .ibroad to live with them. So these huuseholds :,old lheir land 10 lhe

developers for building ap~rtment in exchange of subslantial amount of ca,h money and two or

lhre~ nat, of the ~parlmenL By the mid 80'~ con,truclion of hlgh-rise aparlment bUildings began

appeared a, il popular trend In Dhaka and a SlgmlieaTit portion ot onc or two storied single

hOl"ei>0 f Dh,mmondi w~s replaced hy si" stoned apartment blLlldmgs.
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Subdivision n:egulal",n apphed to Dhanmondi also act as an lmp0l1ant factor. Leg~Uy it is not

~llowed tll sllhdivHle a r,,'e Kul!>" parcel of land to small parcels as a result, construction of :,ix-

story apartment is a viable option for the hell' 01-original owners of Dhanmondi. Obviously

Involvement of the developers in the proce,s made it easier. Iri the course of lime, Dhanmondi

attracted apartment buyers from different localities of Dh~ka ~nd outside. Thus, people other

[han government officials started to live In Dhanmondi and the essence of prestigiou> residenti~l

area ~larled to get changed.

illtrilsiOIl QjCQmmercuu Activities:

Ongmally Dhanmondi rcsidcnual areas was developed without the provision of ~ny supporting

facihtics necessary for runmng a neIghbourhood, So gradually Ollt of necessity, :.malJ-"eale

commercial endeavors such as, grocery shops. laundries. stationary ,hop:., ph~nn~cies etc, were

eomlng up in a haphazard manner wltlnn the ncighbourhood. The lack of no hard or f~st rules

from the concerned authorities evcn mcreascd this scattered devclopment of commercial centers.

Some inlluenlial persons also look advantage ot the "lUation by establishmg larger scale

shoppmg malls. Eventually, real state developers came forward in this profit making business

IhroClghconversion of reSldenlial plots into commercial ~tmeture~. From the convernion of the

land U.~epallern, hoth the ah~entee land owner~ and the real estate developer~ became the

beneficiaries. Bul. socwl. physical and envlTonmental problems resulted from commerclahzatlOn

gradually deteriorated the serene environment and liv~bility of the j)hanmondi re~idenlial are~

(Kaney, 2004).

4.2.2.3 Physical Characteristic of Studied Block ofDhanmoodi

The ~tudled neighbourhood hloek of Dhanmondi eonslst~ of street 7A and 8A, locatedJCl~t heside

the Dhallmond, Lake and Park. So thlS nelghhourhood enjoys the most bealiliful natural

envIronment in Dhanmondi but there IS no open space and playground mside the neIghbourhood,

Prcsently apartment housing IS the predominant tcatClre of this neIghbourhood. The grid-

patterned slreets are ~ppro>:'lInately twenty feet wide and except few places. there fOClndno

garbage on the streets of the neighbourhood.
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In this neighbourhood block, there is a mosque, four private schools for children, two private

colleges and two pnvate umversities. The dominance of educational JIlstitullons is an imponant

characteristic of tlus neighbourhood. The Iraman Cultural Center is silllated JIl this block. There

lS also a community center, a pnvate hmp,tal and two dlagno~he center.; m lhe nelghhourhood.

Two heallly parlor.; are also located here (Map-4.2). MO~l of the apartment bllJidings have no

indoor playing space for children. There is no kutcha bazaar here, Residents need to go to lhe

modem grocery shops located outside the neighbourhood even for fish and meet. Members of

focus group told lhat mosl of the l"Csldentsdo not feel the need of kUlcha bazaar, as there arc

many modern grocery shops located In the sunuundmg area wlthm short dislances, .Every

apanment and non- apartment budding has its own day-mght security system. None is allowed 10

enter in the bllilding withollt informing the households. There is no neighbourhood based

association or organization in !his neighbourhood block of Dhanmondi. In total. there are 172

hOllseholds residing in the neighbourhood. Of the lolal floor :;pace of the neighbourhood, 83.09

percent is used for residential purpm;e:; (l"able-4.2), The average building heIght of the

neighbourhood is 6.5.

Table 4.2: IJislribulion of Use of Floor Spaces in Rlock or Dhunmondi, (%)

No, of floor space u,"J for re<idtnllal purF'''"'"' m nO'!

1\'0, of floor space used for commercial and olher purpose, " 16m

l"mal No. of ~oor Spa,"e 207 '00
S(}lL[ee: Fi~ldSurvey. 2005.



Map 4.2: Land Use Pattern of Block of Dbanmondi .
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4.2.~~j<;ustcrn I'oinl of Shantinagar

4.2.3.1 Bat:kground of Eastern Poinl Housin~ Complex

In lhe booming penod 01 ennstruCllOn of apal1ment building" in Dhaka Diy in thc mid of 1980s,

scveral real estate companies planned 10 build massIve housing complexe:, compriseli or threc to

tcn apartmcnt buildings with neces"ary service faclhties withm the housing complex. The

ultimate plan was to bUIld a self-contained residential area extended vcrtically 10 ensure the

optimum use of land. In confrontation with increa,ing land value and sh01tage of land this

attempt was considered as an appropriatc solutIOn for supplying hou'lng slock to the city people

(hlam. 1996). These apartment complexes cre~te a new kind of neighbourhoods 10Dhaka City,

residing by Ihe upper class pcople, 'Eastern Point' was one ~ueh aparlment complexes. whIch

lVaSeonslructed by the 'Eastern Group' in Shanlinugar area at the beginning of 1990s.

4.2.3,2 PhJsieal Characteristic of Eastern Point

There arc four Iwelve . storied apartmenl buildings mSlde the bOlmdary of Eastern Point. Total

160 famihes (40 tamihcs llVlng in each building) reside 10 Ihe apartmcnt complex, The ground

and Iirst Iloor of this apmtmcnt IS used for parking besides, lhere is space in the ground 11001'for

parking lor the vi~ltors, There arc a mosque, a community center numed 'Eastern Point Housing

Sociely Association'. mdoor playing spacc and park for children, ,ecurily management centcr.

,eparale meetmg place for women and men, a library. open ~pace for walking and exercising in

Ihis apmtmcm complex. l111emal staff i, enguged for repairing cleclrical or technical faults,

colleding garhage and fi,~ing other problems complllllled by the re,idents.

Of the total floor space, 83.33 percent i, used ror resldenlial purposes and 16.67 percent is used

for service centres (Tahle-43). Because of the absencc of commercwl activities inside the

housmg complex, residents of castern Pomt are dependent on the neurby klw'h(1 bazaar. grocery,

,hopping cenlers, heallh chlllc and othcr places for meeting their daily necessities. MoS! of lhese

tacl111icsarc avmlable within walking dist<lnce." Eustern Point'" located on the eastem sldc of

Shanllnagar roud, which hus :,everul Jociltionul ud\'unlages because number of reputed schools,

colleges, lIniversitie:" clinic" hospitals and shoppmg centcrs arc close to this place. Shantinugar

kulcha hazaur is located jllst he,ide the hOll:,ingcomple\.
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Table 4.3: Distribution of Oseof Floor Spaces in Eastern Point, r';; )

No. of floor 'pace used for re"don!"l PUTp("~' '00 83,33

,,, or flu'" 'p.ce ",ed for sen ice taclli1Le, "nd "'P[l<'r1 ccnlc" " 16,67

rowl No. of floor Space 192 '00
S(}UITe:Field Surv~y. 2005.

Absence of open space and park is one or the hack draws of this vertically compact

neighhourhood, During the monsoon, residenl~ have to face water logging problem as whole

Shantinagar area goes under water even ~rter lillIe amount of ramfall. As a whole, Eastern Point

i~ the pIOneer of a new t)-pe of neighbOllrhood, which is now a predominant feature of the

reSldential area, of Dhaka City.
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4.3 Socio-C!:ollomic Characteristics of the Neighbourhoods

There are 210, 172 and 160 households in Rasulbag. Block of Dhanmondi and Easlern Point

respectably. Of the lolal households, 52. 43 and 40 hcad of the households of Rasulbag. Block of

Dhanmondi and Eastern Point respectably i, inlervieweu lhrough qllestlOnnaire survey for

eolleetmg information on their 'socio-economic anu hou:.ing chara<:len,tics, whieh represents

25% of the total head~ of the households of the studied neighbourhood:..

4.3.1 Age Strudure of the Respondents

Form the flgure of age strueture, it is found that the heads of the household, of Rasulbag are

much younger than Dhanmondi and Eastern POInt. Age of 63.46 percenl respondents of

Rasulhag is hdow 45, on the other hand, this figllre is 23.26 percent and 22.5 pen;~nt for hloek

of Dhanmondl and Eastem Point respectably. In facl, :ige of more than hllif of (he r~spondenl~

(63.46'10) of Rasulbag is fonnd below 45. It is also nOIi<;~dthaI the proportion of aged people,

age more than 65, ISfound lower in all the three neighbourhood,. Th~ Siamlard Devlution of age

of the lhree nClghbourhoods suggests that block of Dhanmondi and Ea81ern Point represenls a

greater dispersIOn of the dIstribution of age in comparison to Rasulbag and lhu', ~uggesting a

c<ln.~lderahlcdegree of heterogeneity 111the age of the respondents. On the other hand. Slundard

D~viuti<ln of age of respondents of Rasulbag suggests less diversity in terms of age ~mong the

respondenl' (Tahle-4.4 and Fig-4.I). All these eVIdence leads tow~rds the conclusion thul

relatively younger and homogenous people reSIdes in Rasulhag than the blo~k or Dhanmondi and

Ea,tem Point.

Table 4.4: Age Structure of the Respondents

Ndghoourhood, ;\I""n and St. Dev. Fnquency Distribution of Age in % IInder Fh'e
Catel!orie.<

Mean St. Dc\' <35 35 -<45 45 -<5.'1 .'15-«,5 (,5 and
above

Ra,ulb" ' 41.7<> 753 II ';4 5192 30.77 1.92 H5
Block of 5lJ.(]<) S.J~ 4.05 tg,Gt 4G.51 25 58 I 4 ~.'i

Dhanmondi
Eastern Point 52.63 ~,76 " " '0 52.5 ,

Sour~e;Field SunT)', 2005



"".{ 40. I," '
:'201,,'o I ~

6ebw35 35-«5 45-<55 55-<85 8Sll!ld-• aro.c> ol'thit Rli..-_oto

Ie R:nuIbeg 13Bb'*: ofDtoi!o:In'ondi C Emtem Poi'1I I
S<.1Jrce:Field Su~. 2005.

"11l:1l~4.1: Agr StnJclu~ urlhe Rl'$JIOodtnts

4.3.2Eduulional SI.tus oftht Respondrnl!
Education level of the r~ndenls of Ra.'lI,dbagis found lIJIlch lower than the respondems of

other m"O neighbourhoods. All the respondent of Eastern Point and significant number of

r~ndents (93.02"~) of block: of Dhanmondi h3Ye graduation find MIl~er'8 degree level

eduCIIlion while the figure is only 30.78Y. in Rasulbag. In Rasulbag, education level of 72.22

pen:ent R:Spondent~ i~below graduation level and most of the respondents (40.38%) have higher

secondary level edUC3tion. II is also found (hat most ortlle respondents ofDhanmondi (55.81%)

arc gnduates and most of the respondents of Eastern Point (82.S%) ~ Master's degree holden

(Fig-4.2). However. Il soeio-eoonomic study of household heads showed that only 10,3 percent

of the hou~ld helIds were literate in Dhaka City in 1984.91 wherem, 2J pcroent had pass.ed

their SSClHSC and 30.7 pen:ent were graduates, Master's degree and professional/diploma

holden (Siddique, 1991). This figure shows greater agreement with the rnpondems ofRBsulbllg.

In condusion. it can be said tlmt the people of Eastern Point are highly educated followed by

Dhanmondi and people ofRa'llllbag are less educated.
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Source: Field Survey, 2005.

I<'igure4.2: Educational Status of the Respondents

4.3.3 Occupation Pattern
In uman areas, people are normally engaged in non-agricultural jobs. A comparison of the

national data with that of Dhaka City shows that the majority in Dhaka are either engaged in

business or employed in services (Rahman, 1994). The census data (BBS, 1997) on occupation

illustrate that in a major section of Old Dhaka, population are engaged in business activities,

where as in the newer area, a large groups are service holders. From the occupation pattern of the

respondents, it is found that business is dominant in the occupation profile of the studied

neighbourhoods Most of the businessmen of Rasulbag are owner of shops and most of the

businessmen of Eastern Point and block ofDhanmondi are either owner of industries or owner of

shops Though business is the prime occupation of the respondents of the three neighboumoods,

it is found comparatively lower in Eastern Point, where 70 percent is occupied in profession;;

other than business and this figure is 55.77 percent and 53.49 percent in Rasulbag and

Dhaomondi respectably. It is also noticed that most of the service holders (32.69 percent) of

Rasulbag are engaged in managerial and admioistrative activities whilst most of the service

holders of block of Dhanmondi and Eastern Point are engineers, doctors, lawyers, bankers,

teachers etc. (Table-4.S).

Thus, it can be inferred from the occupation pattern that the majority of the people of Rasulbag

and block of Dhanmondi are engaged in business on the other hand, majority of the people of

Eastern Point are service holders Of the service holders, most people ofRasulbag are engaged in
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low category activities whilst service holders of Eastern Point and block of Dbanmondi are

engaged in high category activities in terms of pay scale and work skil1s

Sector wise distribution of employment pllttem of the respondents reveals that most of the

respondents of block of Dhanmondi and Rasulbag are self-employed whilst most of the

respondents of Eastern Point work in the non-government organizations. Over all, proportion of

employment in the government instihitions found comparatively lower in the three

neighbourhoods (Fig-4,3).

Table 4.5: Occupation of the Respondentol

Occupation of the Rasulba DhaDlI'Iondi Eastern Point
R~DoDlknts F % F % F %

Business " 44,13 " 46,51 " '"Banker , m , 2.33 , ,
D_, , 3.8S , 13.95 , n,
Teacher , 9.62 0 0 , "•• • , L91 , ,n , "En ineer , 1.92 " IR.60 • '"Managerial and " 32.69 , 11.63 , 17,5

adrninistrntive work
T",,' " UK) " '"' '" ,,>0

Source: Field Survey, 2005.

Bnployment lJo,dor althe Respondents

Ras~lbag Bbckal Ea.te<n- -11:1Government 1:1J'lon-Govermenll:l 5e~ ~ I

Source: Field Survey, 2005.

Figure 4.3: Employment Sector of the Rapondents
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4.3.4 Income Status

According to naHonal statistics. the average populJtion of lh~ llrhan area~ 01 Bangladesh belongs

\0 low and lowcr-mlddlc mcome !!roups. where as the m~jorily of th~ populatlOn of Dhaka City

belongs to the middle.income group (RRS. 1997). Thc results of thc prcsent stlldy indicate th~t

people withm the middle income category ar~ th~ dominanl group m the Raslllbag of Old Dh~k~

~s mo,l of the re~pondents belong to mIddle cl~ss in terms of monthly income whilst m Eastern

Point ~nd block of Dhanmondl most of the people belong to upper cl~si>.Thus. income level is

found qllil~ conlrastmg between Rasulbag and the other two neighbollrhoods. Although

respond~nlS of Ra~ulhag are predominantly middle class. the St~nd~rd Devi~lion of income dala

represents ~ greuter dispersion 01 the di~lnbul1on of Income In comp~rii>on 10 lhe other

neighbourhoods and thll~. ~ugge~ling a conSIderable degrcc of heterogeneity wilhin the

poplilation. This me~ns a mlxlllre of bolh neh and poor reSIdes in Rasulbag, However. frequency

distriblilion und Slumlard DeVlalion 01 meome dala Illustrates that 111block of Dhanmondi ~nd

Eastern Poinl, most of the people are rich and ha~ les~ disperslOn in terms of monthly income ~nd

it indicates homogen~ily in mcome pallem that i~ presence of only wcll.off people in the

neIghbourhood (Table.4.6). Thus, it c~n be infen'ed th~t r~lulively richer peoplc hvc>m Eastern

Pomt and block of Dhanmondi of New Dh~ka whilsl Ra'lllhug 01 Old Dhaka IS inhabited

predominantly by mIddle elass people,

Table 4.6: Inc"mc of the Re~pondcnts

Neighbourhoods Mean and SI. De,'. Fre'luenc~' Di.tribution ofMnuthly Income in %
of Income umler Four Cate Dries

M~an :'>l. Dc," Rclow 7000 7000. I5.lH)- Abu.e
(I "mer <15.()()() <20_000 20.()()()

mlddlc cia,,) (~1Jddlc iUpp""- (Upper
cia,,) middlt do,,)

cia,,)
Ro'ulhag 10,441.31 11,507.51 30,77 5]. 85 5,77 9,62

Dhanmondi 27,151.16 6,781,71 0 4.(,5 20.93 7442

F.."stcrn Point 22.237.5 (,,1(,', 99 0 22.5 " 525

S"urcc' FIeld SllI'vey. 2(KI5.,
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~rce: field Survey.2005.

tigu",4.4: InC{lmr Stnlcture (Ifthe Rnpondrntl

4.3.5 Family StatuI:

Aceording 10 national 5talistic~ (1IUS, 1997), nudear families nnd joint families are tlMl lwo

dominant groups in the urban areas of Bangladesh. In the sociCKU1tura1situation of Bangladesh,

the nuclear families are formed with unmarried children. The extended families are formed with

members from three generations and the joint families are f~ with the brothers/sisters

(nwried or unll1llnied) of the hou~hold head or othtt reI31ives (Rahman, 1994).

Findings of the present study indicated thllt nuclear families are predominant in the mJdied

neighbourhoods, Only 21.15, 6,98 and 5 percent fllmilie.~are either extended or joint fllmilies in

the Rasulbag, block of Dhllnmondi and Eastern Poinl respectably. It is ooticed that

compamtively higher number of joint and extended familles are found in RaSlllbag of Old DhakJI

(fig-4.S).

In Dhaka, the average size of family is close to 5.6 in 1991 (Bes, 1991). The present

investigation shows that. including the extended, jolm and nuclear fllmilies. the IlverJ1gefamily

size VIIlies bet ••••.een 4 to 7 members_ In Rll5ulbll8 fllIllilles IIl'e rather bigger tlmn block of

Dhanmondlllnd ElIl>Iempoint (Table-4.7). On IlverJ1ge.the family size of Ra.o;ulbllgis 6.1, whilst

it is 4.4 lind 4.8 in Ell5lem point IIJ'Idblock of Dhanmondi respcclably. The mean number of

children is more or less SlIme in the 51udied three neighbourhoods. that is 2-3 and it is very

5imilllT10 the wcio-eoonomic l>Iudy,which shows that there an! on lI~e 2.87 children per
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married household ~ in Dhaka (Siddique, 1991). In the Jlfesent study, households have young

children aged below 15 is found comparatively lower in block ofDhanmondi.

Table 4,7: Family Slnll:tu",

r •••,ily n •..••nll'"" of I Ra:!111 DllIllmoodi Eastern Point

,""'. F "
F " F ••

H~olds hlIw:~~ldren 31 S9.62 " 41.86 " "A below IS
Joint and ~ended famil 11 21.15 , 6.98 • S

Women in worl< S S.77 6 13.95 • 10

A housdlold size 6.1 ••• •••
Source: FJeldSIlrw:y.2005.

_.--~.-...,---•...-'.lD~D _ofDl.''' ••••Or-..._I

Fomly_"'lhoRw"ll _do

~-~-~.~
~ .

"o

Soorcc: Field Survey, 200S.
F".gu", 4.5: Family Structure of the Rtspondents

The proportion of the femll1emembers engaged in work or earning outside the home is very low

in the society of Dhaka. In 1991 the Ct\lde emnomie pamcipatioo by the female population of

tnta1 DIutka district and il5 urban amu were rapeetably 13.Wh and 15.04% (BBS. 1997) 11is

foond from ~ Jlfescnt study thaI a'mlparatively lower number, only 5.77 percent women (wives

of the respondents) in Rasulbag engaged in won-: whereas this figure is 13.9S and 15 percent in

block:of Dhanmondi and Eastern Point respectably,

4.4 Housing CharacteristiCI'

4.4.1 Type of Housing

Except EaSlem Point apartment oomplex, where all of the respondents live in apartment

buildings, oontBSting nature is found in terms of housing type in block of Dhanmondi and

Rasulbag. MoS! oflhe people live in apartment houses in block ofDhanmondi on the other hand,



most of the respondents live in non apartment buildings in Rasulbag. In both of these

neighbourhoods presence nf1e....,;number of$ingle family hou!;CSis found. A few respondents of

Rasulbag found living in one-storied shared houses. where three to five families including tlM:

owner of the house live together and iILare kitchen, toilet, living and dining room (Fig-4.6) The

findings of socio-«onomic survey of Dhaka in 1985.90 showed that ITUIjorityof hou5eS in

Dhaka belonged to medium sizes (250 - 1,500 sq. ft.) (Siddique. 1991) In tlM: present study, it is

found that house size of Rasulbag ,'lries from 100 to 2,000 sq. fl. that is quite similpr to the

previous socio-«;Onomic survey. On the other hand. W;e of eacll apartment hou!le of Eastern

Point and block Dhanmondi varies from 2000 - 3500 sq. ft. Thu$, it can be infern:d that

JW;ulbag he mixed type of housing BIlging from lowel" income ClI1egOl)'(IOO to 500 sq. fl.) to

higher income eategOI)' (2000 sq, fl.) and houses of bloc I;:of Dhanmondi and Eastern Point arc

quite homogenous.nd are mostly belong to higher income ClItegory.

-•••
••••lgh__ •

Sourre; field Survey. 2m.
Figure 4.6: 1'ypt or Housing

1(1•••••• biOi

IIp,a,.~b,&l

••••
II srp lllTily-II 0... &!I>riI<I--

4.4.2 Typr or Tenure

The findings of the wcio-«;Onomic survey in 1985-90 revealed tMt S5 percent of the households

of Dllaka City were living in their OWIIbouse!! and other 44.1 pelcent wen: living in rented

hou~ (Siddique. 1991). Howl:Vef, acamling to the 1991 CC1ISUSonly 24.53 pm:ent live in their

OWIIhouses in Dhabl Municipality. Unlike the city averages, the findings of the present survey

reveal that rented-otOJpiers are dominating in the three neighbourttoods (Fig-4.7).
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.•••••• TH ••••••••••••• TrPOof TonureIn _ of Dhmmondi

IOOwnetoeeupiod ORenlillhou •• 1

Tl'l'" "I Tenure In _I •••n I'I>lnl

II'IONnerocc~ 101_1 houseI

Source: Field Survey, 2005
FJgun4.7: Type of Tenure

4.4.3 Lengtb of residing in tbe bouse

Length of residing in the present house of the respondents of studied neighbourhoods reveals that

most of the residents of both Eastern Point (72.5%) and block of Dhanrnondi (72.09"10) are living

in their pre~nt house fur less than ten years and this figure is 51.93 percent in Rasulbag. Higher

number of respondents are fuund living in their present house fur more than 20 years in Rasulbag

than block of Dhanmondi and as Eastern Point was contracted in the mid of 90s, no one here

found living tor more than 14 years (Table-4,8 and Fig-4 8).

Average length of stay in the same house and percentile figure shows that residents of Rasulhag

are staying in their houses for longer years than the other two neighbourhoods but, Standard

Deviation of1ength of residing shows that Rasulbag represents a greater dispersion of the length

of staying in the present houses in comparison to the block of Dhanmondi and Eastern Point,

This suggests a considerable degree of heterogeneity within the staying period. Thus, mixture of

residents with different length of staying in their present houses are found in Rasulbag whilst
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frequency distribution and Standard Deviation illustrates that in genenJ, length of residing is

found homogenous in block of Dhanmondi and Eastern Point where most of the people found

staying in their present hou~ for 2 to 9 yean.

Source: FIeld SUl"\'\ly. 2ooS.

Ncir;bbrlnrbOlKh Ml"Sn.ad SI. Dew f'~nenry Distriblrtwn ofLenglb of Residinz io
ofLtvg1h or % ••n~ Yrw Categories

R~in
M= 51, DeY '-<5 S-<IO 10-<IS IS -<20 20 Y='''',... ,... ,... ,... '"'••••

""''"'' 11.62 8.68 2J." 2US 23 5.77 17.30

_or n, 6.23 3023 41.S6 13,9S 233 11.63
Dbanmondi

"""" """ 7.0S 3.6) 32.5 " m 0 0

.

~r-'"5-<:10,... IG-<\5 15.<20 20,...".,..... ...-. _-.
IO;;R;;;;.t;,~,,,_;;;;,;;,"";;,,;,;, ••;~",O"_;;;;;';';;' Fl•• ;;1.1

Source; Field Survey, 2aos.
Figure ".8: TYIKofTrnurl' of the Residenls

4..•..•Reasons for Living in the Present Iiouse

From the survey results, it is noticed that home ownership and llelImCSSto the educational

institutions and working places from the house are the main rea50ll of residing in the pre=lI

house of the residents of studied neighbourltoocb. B~ides, in Rasulbag, eompamivcly less

house rent, in block of Dhanmondi, good natural environment and in Eastern Point, well service

facilities and security system aft c.onsidered'" the reason for residing in the present house by the
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Icspondents. Respondent, of three neighbourhoodo me al", indicaled good ~ocial envIronment as

lhe posil1ve aspect of lheir housing environment ,lIld by ,0ci,11 environment they meant lhe

fnendly allltude of the neighbours (Table-4.9). Less number of respondents of block of

Dhanmondi opined lhal ~oeial environment of neighhourhood was the reason for hVlIlg III theIr

pre8ent hou~e lh~n lhe re~p()ndents of Rasulhag and Easlern Poim. This means social

envirollmem or neighbours' attitude is less important for re,ident, of block of DhanmondL

Table 4.9: Reason~ for U\'ing in the Present House

Reasons for living in the present house Rasulba Dhanmondi l(astern Point
F % F % F %

Owner of lhe hOlLse " 20,29 18 40 25 28,74
i\""carnc<sof childrcn' s school/colk c " 21.74 0 21l " I("()9
Nearness of lhe officeJ'Workin' lace 17 24M 4 8,89 10 11.49
Lc'S rent than othcr area< " t5,,)4 " " " "Good social environment 8 11,59 2 444 12 13 79
Oood nalural environment " " 10 22.23 " 0
No articular reason 4 5,8 2 4.44 " "Welt service facilities and securit, S ',lem " " " 0 22 25,29
Nearness of katcha ba~aar anu ~hopping 0 0 0 0 4 4W
ccn(er~

Towl 69 100 45 we 87 100
Source. Field Survey_2005.
Nole: Mulliple an,wer; counleu.

4.5 Problems of the Neighbourhood
Aecordmg to Ihe result of the survey it IS fOUlld thar respondents 01 Rasulbag idennfled more

prof>lem, of their neighf>ourho<ld lhun lhe re8pondent8 of olher lwo neighhourho()u, Conge,ted

hou~ing, narrOw and hroken streel, ahsenee of park and open ~paces, traffic Jam. shortage of

water and elcclliclly supply and lack of securily are idenl1f,ed by the respondents as the major

problems of Rasulbag. The major problems of block of Dhanmondi are commercial aCl1vities In

the residentiul ~rea, traffic j~m, und lack of security and gathering of people in Dhanmondi L~ke

To lhe resident, of Ea~lern Point. waler logging, tr~ffic j~m in the Shantin~g~r areu and ab~enee

01 open space and park In the housmg complex are the major problems of their neighbourhood

(Table-4.1O). IllS observed that 1l00sepol1l1llOn,trattle j3ln and lack of seeunty are common

problems in all the three neighbourhoods and 1t 1Salso observed that respondents of Dhanmondi

feel more lnSeeUre)n their nelghbourhood than the re,pondents of other two nelghhourhoods and
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more respondents of Eu;tem Point sllffer from tralT,t Jum and nmse pollution than the other two

neighborhoods.

Table 4.10: Problems of;\"eighbourhood

Problems of the Rasulhag Ilhanmondi Eastern
;\"eighbourhood Point

F % F % F ';C
Congested hOllSingilaekof air " tR,71 0 0 0 0
and ,unti hi
Narruw and broken :;treel, OJ 122R " " " "Flood waler/waler 10' in' 16 9.35 " " " 2fJ32
Ahsence of 0 en s oce<and ,,' '" t1.11 0 0 20 21.05
Shumge uf waler ondd~clrieity 18 1053 " " " "sunnlv -
Commercial acli,ilie, " 0 '0 21.49 " "Traffic 'am 18 ]0,53 25 20.66 25 2632
Noise lIulion " 8.19 " 'B2 " 11,57
Lack of securil 18 10,53 25 20.66 10 1053
Galherin of o 1cIIIlhe ark " " " 11.35 " "Oln~rs 15 8.17 12 9.92 , ""Toral m ItH) '" ](H) 95 /OU

Source: Held Survey. 2005.
Note' Mulr'ple ansv.-e" counled.

4.6 Conclusion

From the discussion of physlcal, >octo-economic and housing characteristics of the re>pundents

of Rasulbag, block of lJnanmondi and Ea,tern Point, il i, found lhal head of households in

Rasulhag are mueh younger, less educated, have lower Income and have less home ownership

than the respondents of block of Dhanmondi and .tastem Point. Re,ides, higher numher of

extended f~milie> and les, number of working women are found in Ras111hag,BUI lhc residents

of Ra.~lllbag arc more stable (length of reSIding) in thelr neighbourhood than the other two

neighbourhoods, Though people of .Eastern Point and Dhanmondi enjoy better service facilitie>

than people of Rasulbag, local people of Rasulbag f01med an organization to di:,cus, and take

lnttiatives for solving the e'>'lsting problems of the neighborhood, which is a po,ilive

phenomenon in terms of socializ:ltion,
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CHAPTERS

STATUS OF SOCIAL I~'IERACTION IN THE i\EIGHBOURHOOIlS

5.1 Introduction

The pre:;ent condition of social inleraction in the ~tud,ed neighboll1'hood:; of Dhaka City

is described in thl:; :;eCHonin rel~tion to the selected indicator, of ~oclal intcraction which

are dl'>clls,ed llnder three broad criteria: a) mental as:;ociation of tbe re"ident~ with the

nelghhourhood" b) pattern of pnmary sOcwJ lllteraction or f~ce-to-f~ce rel~tion:;hip~ and

e) pattern of secondary sOCIal interaetion or organized soci~1 behavior. The urimon of

25% of total heads of the households of three neighbourhood, regarding variou~ aspcet~

of these indlcmors is dlscu:;sed lind compared by percentile distribution and by ~coring

method that ~re adjusted to the COnle)(tof measurement of soclal interaction.

5.2 J\.IentalAssociation of the Residents with thc Neighbourboods

Residents' mental ~ssociation with their neighbourhood ,:; d,~eu~~ed undcr two eategol1cs

weh as a) perceptiun of the residenl' toward, their neighhourhood and b) sen,e of

belonging of residents to their neighbourhood.

5.2.1 Perception of the Residents towards their Neigh.bourhood~
Based On mental perccption, neighbourhood is c)(pcricnced and constructed by the

people. Resldcnts usc the faciJilles of the neighbourhoods according to their mental

understanding to the structlIre of service facilities or [he neighbourhood (Nilufar, 1997).

Tt is nece,~ary to understand the notion of the residcnt" how thcy undcrstand

nelghbomhood's structure and how they arl'ange themselves in the neighbourhood.

i'Jeighbourhood perception of the residents is disclIssed lImier four sub-ind;C~lOn;, the,e

are (a) perception of neighbourhood boundary, (b) percepliun or own and nelghhour.~'

class status. (c) perception of ,>ignifkant fe~tures or neighbOlIrhood and (d) perceptlOn

about status of ,oeial interu~tion in the neighhourhood,_
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5.2.1.1 Perception of"ei~hbourhood Boundary

In the present study_ an initial question conceilled ""helher the physical houmlane~ 01"lhc

nelghbourhood were pcrccived in different ""~ys reflecting differen<:e,>in lhe selecleli

neighbourh(}Oli~. It 1, tound that the strongest contrast eXists between the Eastelll Point

,md block 01"Dhanmondi. In Ea,tem POlnt, higher numbcr of rcspondents has strong

sense of their neighbollrhood bOllndury and perceive, lheir nelghbourhood as the whole

apartment complex. On the other h~nd, in th~ block 01 Dhanmondi. les~ number of

respondents has identified the selected block as Iheir neighbourhood and here, mMt of the

(69.76 percent) respondents think that the bllilliinglapartment they live lll, lS their

neighbourhood. R~sulb~g is in 1he middle position where hall" of Ihe respondents have

~ccur~le kno""ledge of th~ir n~ighbOllrhood houndary that is marked by Dee according

to the house number (Fig-5.1).

A portion of re:,pondent:, in the three neighbourhoods think thaltheir neighhourhood i<;

limited to the ne~r by two or three buildings I"rom lhe1r own hOll,e and it is a1-,o found

thm a number of respondents in the three neighhourhoods do nOl hav~ any idea ahoul the

boundary of the neighbourhood and they ilre compar~liyely n~w r~sid~nl> lIVing in the

rental houses. Over all. il can be inferred lh~t the residents of Ea:,tem Point have the

highest sense of physical boundary of their neighbourhood and then comes Rawlbag but

the residellls of Dhanmondi have the I,mesl sense al"'lll lheir physical bollmlary of

neighbourhood moreover here most of the resldents percepllon of neIghbourhood is the

sm<llle~t~rea Iimired to their own apartment hlli Iding.
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l'1gurt' 5.1: Per«ption towards Nelghboul1Jood Boundary

5.2.1.2 Perttption tOWllrd~Own 01155 lind Oa55 St.tu~ of Neighboun

Clan distinction is a very important aspect in IIny ilOCiety for people (0 get IIlong

together. Nonnally people li\.;eto miogle wilh the people of SlIme ilOCialcllln IIlId stlltus

(Coulthard tl al. 2000). Thus, perception neighbouB' social status is very important as it

helps IIptBOtIto detmnine whether or not he belongs to the SlIme clus of his neigh~

and ClIn have relationship with them. perception again vari~ aceording 10 how people

defioe ilOCialstIItus and class, II is found that respondents of the studied neighbourhoods

perceive weia! clan on the basis of combination of income, eduClllion and possession of

rt:SIlUrte:Sof household members. When asked about the stIItus of own cl.u~ lIIld class

Mru~ of the neighbouB, quite oontnlSling opinion found from the respondents,

Though most of lhe respondents of Eastern Point and block of Dhanmondi perceive their

nelghbotm. as upper c1as~people, most of them perceive themselves as middle clus. In

bolh llCighbourhoods, no one perceive their neighbouB Of themselves as lower class,

which is quile similar 10 lhe clus stIItus ofrespondents, based on monthly income (Table-

4,6), In RJtsuIbag. where most of the rcsiderns belong to lower middle and middle cb,s,

according 10 monthly income. most of the respondenl~ pcrttivt: both their neighboun;

and themselves lIS middle class people. No one here perceives them!IClves (lI" their

neighbours lIS high class people. Thus, it can be inferred thai residents of.1l the three

nelghbourhood~ have a tendency to perceive them lISmiddle clllS~people (Table-5.1). Of
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the three neighbourhoods, respondents of Ra,ulbag ,Ire more consislent about ~la,s

perceplion where nearly equal number of respondents perceives both them and Iheir

neighholl1's.havmg same social stmus thm IS mIddle class people, It is also found lhal ~

portion of re'pondent~ m the three neighhourhoods d,d nO! glve ~ny defmite opmion

about Iheir o"n and ne'ghhour.~' elm.s Slalus.

Table 5.1: Perception towards Own Class and Class Composition of
Neighbourhood

High Middle Low No
Cia" Cia,., Cia.>, Answer

Nei 'hbourhootl PeITeolionof r",ounden!> (,,,) '" ( 'ii') (~l)
Cia" ,tatus ofmo't oflhe

n~i~hbollrs 0 86.54 5.77 7,69
Rasullxl Pcrce ti"n of own class 0 8ry.(,9 H5 13 4(,

CIa" ,Iatu, of m",1 of lhe
neighbollTh 51.16 25.58 0 2J 2(,

Dhanmondi Percelltion of own class 25.SS 5S.14 0 ](),2H
Cia" statu, of m"sl of lhe

neIghbours 67,5 27.5 0 5
Eastern Point erce lion of own class 475 52.5 0 0

Source: Field :'>urv,,~.2005.

5.2.1.3 Significllnt Felltures of Neighbourhood

The Jealllres of oeighhollrhood which are liked and preferred by its reSldenls lS anolher

imp011ant point of nelghooll1'hood perceptIOn whlCh differs from person to person based

on their difference:, in choosing signific~nt features. The preferred features ~ctually

~ymbo1Jl.c the neighhourhoou to the re~ident~ (Forrest anu Ngai-ming, 2004) When

asked about lhe favonte features of their neighbourhood, more typICally, people referred

to the phy,ical attributes rather than non-physical. Respondents of each neighbourhood

rden-eu tu physical feature" th;lt are distinct for that neighbourhood. Tn Ra<ulhag,

rcspondenls mentioned playground and neighbourhood mosque as their favorite features

and In block of Dhanmondl, respondents choose Dhanmondl Lake and Park (32.83

percenl). planned street design, "unlight and air and security from unwunted visitors and

in EI!>tem Point, the dislincl f~vorite feature!> preferred by the respondents are good

service facilities ~nd security from unwanled visilors, O\'er all, 50,68 percent, 80.91

pereenl and 70,93 percelll respondents ot Rasulhaf!. block of Dhanmond, and Eastem

Point respectably choose physical altribllies of Ihe neighbourhood as theIr fa\'orite
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femmes. Of the non-physical featllre" good relationship with neighb(lllr, l"ok an

llnporlant place bm 11is found lower in block of Dhanillondi than Easlem Point und

Rasulbag. In Rasulbag, essence of old town and in neighbourhood of DhanmondL

residential ;jreu wilh 8lalu, una preslige are [he other non-physical favorite features

(Table-5.2), Thul>, it c~n he underi>lood lhat most of the people of neighbourhoods of

Dhaka City perceive their neIghbourhood according to the physil:al characteriSlics of the

neighbourhoods.

Another interesting point IS that a number of people chom;e educational inslitutions <Ind

shopping centers as significant features of neighbourhood, whi<:h are nol locut~d in,it1e

their neighbourhood. It is found that 16.44 percent. 20.93 pen:ent and 21.37 percent

respondcnts of Rasulbag, Eastem Point and Dhanmondi respeclably <:hu'e prefeTTed

features of neighbourhood, which are not located in:,ide their neighbourhoud,

Table 5.2: Significant Features ofXeighbourhood

~ignifi"ant fealure, of Neighbourhood Ra,ulba ' Dhamllondi Ea,lern POilll, , ,
Percent Percent Percenl

Essence of old town 10 13.7
Good relati(}nshi '" ith nei 'hOOLL'" 10 21.92 5 3.82 20 23,26
Educ"liuJial inHitutio"s " 1(,,44 " 9.92 " 13,')5
\.to, u~ Oflh~ ""i hh"urh"od " 10,')5
PI" 'round " 23,29
Planned street desi 'n 10 Il.21
ResidenlLal area with status and reslige 20 15.27

~'d lark " 32.83
Sh" in center, " 11.45 j, 6,')g
Seeurcd ~"d pmtccted fl'OlIlunwan(ed 9 6.87 " 19.77
visitors
Enou h I1mil hI and air W 7.(,3
Guod inlernal service su 1 'facililies 26 30.23
No si mticant teatures W 13.7 5 5.81
Total 73 100 131 100 86 100
Source: f'ield ~LLrvey.ZOOS,
Mulliple "11'" er; <:ounled.
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5.2.1.4 Perception tnwllnl~ SlIItu5 of Soda I Interaction
How residents Jll'f'C'civeabout the existing status of social relation and inttnlclion among

neighbours is very importanl as it inspires them to act in tht same way. When residtnts

think that their ntighbours have good relation with one another they also feel responsible

to make good relation with ntighbours and the opposite happms if they think negatively

about the relationship oflhe neighbours (Hart tr aJ. 2(02). In the studied areas 65 percent

respondents of Eastern Point and 32.69 percent respondents ofRasulblig opined that they

had SlItisfadory level ofsocial inlenlclion among neighbours. On the other Iland, no one

is sali~fied about the status of soci.IIlintc:m::tionin the block of Dhanmondi and most of

the respondtnts think that there is less or no interaction in this neighbourhood. Of the

respondents, 28.85 percent, 25.58 percent and 20 peroatt of Rasulbag, Dhanmondi and

Eastern point respectably opined that social inttfllclion WIL!I medium in the

ntighbourhood (Fig-5.2).

ro
m.,
!mro,< .,
'"0

" • G SxkcrfClRbii"'odI -.._

• _-r 0 -.niith" ••lUi II •..•.••""-.-~-.-i 0Noi l!Liaclion0~

Source:FieldSu~, 2005.
F".gUN' 5.2: Perceplwn lowanll StIItlll of So!:illlinieraciion

5.2.2 Status of Neighbourhood PelTeption of Respoodtnb

In Clllitof neighbourhood perception, four Iypes of opinions are considered as positive

II.lUtudewhich in tern IIClas positive II.ttitudefor social intc:m::tionat the neighbourbood

level such ll$ (a) perception of neighbourhood boundary that is similar 10 the IlduaI

boundary, (b) favorite features located inside the ntighbourhood, (e) perception of own

class similar 10 thdr pcroeived class status of the neighbours and (d) perception of

82

•



medium to smi;fa~lory s,,~illl ml~ractlOn 10 the nClghbourhood, After givcn weight to the

pcrccnllic figure of the positive ans"'ers ;1 is noliced Ihat indlvldual scnrc 3nd status of

lub-Indlcators varies for three neighbourhood" (Tahle-'d). Eastern POml gmns higher

Icnre lO perccptlOn of neighbourhood boundary than the respondents <if the olhcr two

ne'ghbolirhoOlk Rasull13g gets highest score in choosing signifkanl f~alureS located

inside th~ neighhourhood and in simllanty of own and neighbours' class per~epli<in.,
Easlem P"inl gets highcst score 10 satisfaction towards the level of social interadion in

the n~ighhourhood. By ~lImmmg up thc score of sub-indicators of perception of residents

lOwaTd~ lhclT nClghhollrhood, it IS found that Rasulbag gains the highest score (31) lhen

~ome~ Easlem Point (30), and block of Dhanmondi gets the lowest score (Hi). By

evaluatmg avcragc SCOTC,it is found that over aU respondents of Ra"lIlbag ,md Ea~tem

POlOl have Hlgh Status and rcspondents of neighbourhood of Dhanmondi have Low

Status rcg3rd1ng percepllon towards neighbourhood.

Tahle 5.3: Status of Posith'e Aspects of Nei!:hbourhood Perception

Sub-indielllur:<,of Positive opinion ROIulhag moek of Easlem Point
perception IowaI'd, toward, neighhoUl'hood LJhanmondi
neighhoUl'hood pel"eeplion

W"gil' W,igtt Weigh'
r"e,n, ~ I'<,,,"t , I'<rcCllt ,

'''''lOS ~t""' ,,,",,
( Peloeptinn 'o\\ard, RC'p","dent',' percei,'ed " " t t 63 , " , ,

neighbourh(wwt h"undaTY" ,imltar I" 'he (M) "( I'D
hound"r)' TO.tnci~hhourhood

hound"r ', Perceptio" of OWil Respondeols' perceplion 82,69 , 2558 ; 475 ,
cl",,, "nd cia" slalus of own class similar 10lhe I'D rei (M)
oflhe neighboul"s perceived etass slalltsof

the ne; hboul"s
) Sig"ifieant fean" es Re'r@dents'chosen 8.,511 , nil, , 79.07 ,

of neighbourhood feawres tocmed inside the l"J (H) ('I
Cc

nel~hbo",hood
Percep''''" toward, Re'pondon', who think 11t 54 , 25.5H ) " ,
e,i'ting ""Ius or ex"ring "atus or "'OlOt l") (I.) l")
'OCl"lint.raellon Lll ill1CTaCllOTI"medium In
the ne;~hh"uTh{w>d ,ali,' ad""

Total Seore 3 I " 30
Avcmgc Sc'orc 7.75 , 7 'j

Sialus of Ne; hhourhooo Perte tio]] Hi'h 1.0, H, 0,'mbo]: II lit h, hI Medium. t Low
SOUl'ce:Field Suney, 2005,
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5.2.3 Sense of B~longing

It has often been suggested that people attached to an area fom1 a type of community "ith

a t~nitorial extent based on either ,ocial or functlonal relahon~. which is generally known

as 'neighbourhood' or 'local community'. People share a common sense of identity in

thilt neighbourhood (Niluf~r, 1997). In the present study, ~en,;e of belonging IS desclibcd

by two sub-Indicators and lhc.lc arc (a) sens~ of belonging to the nClghhomhoml, (b)

bond~ge wilh the neighbour;. Residents' sense of hclonging to their neighbourhood can

gi\'e a good impression of their mental and physlcal Involvement with the place they livc

in. In the present study, scnse of helonging to the neighbourhood i~ analy/ed by

respondents' wilhngnes> to stay in the neighbourhood even If they get chance to change

their n'",dence. Bondage with Ihe neighboUl's is desenhed in temlS of sense of

companionship with the fellow people living In the ~ame locality that is feeling personal

bond "ith the neighbours.

5.2.3.1 Sense of Belonging to the Neighbourhood

To assess the sense of belongingness to the neighbourhood, respondent~ are asked

whether they would leave their nelghbourhuud if they gel chance. It i, found that 77.5

pereenl respondents of Easlern Pmnl und 67.31 percent respondents of Rasulbag said that

lhey would not l~ave their nelghhomhood, Which indicates thutlhey have strong sense of

helongingne,~ to the neighbOl.lrhood. In comparison, 55.4') percent l'espondcnts of

Dhanmondi said lhat lhey would nol leave Ihelr nelghbomhood for a beller opponunity

(Table-SA) In all. It is observed that respondenb of F",lem Point and Ra,ulhag have

more sense of helonging to their neighbourhood Ihan lhe respondents of Dhanmondl.

Thus. HIS intercstmg to nOle lhat rcSldenl~ of u more, planned nnd well ofrre,idential area

showed Ie;s attachment with their neighbourhood

5.2.3.2 Bontlage with tbe j\"eighbours

In tim ;tudy. ~n Inquiry IS performed to rt~veal whethet the respondents po~,e"

cummunity feeling" wilh their fellov. neIghbours IT\ lhe neIghbourhood, It IS found from

lhe mquiry that the hlgher number of respondents of both Rasulbag and Eastern Point

possess feelings of bomlagc with their fellow neighbours Ihan the respondenl, of
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Dhamnondi (Tahle-5.4). It 1<;notable that residents of a planned neighbourhood possess

less bondage with their neighbours,

TallIe 5.4: Sense of Bdonl..'in!?:of the Residents

S~_nsrof Bdunglllg Neighhourhood () ininn(',(-)
,"grc.od DlS"~reed Do not

Kn""
Respondents ted Ihm they belong " the R".,ulh"; 67,31 26.97 507
oeighboul hood Dh"nmond, 53.49 27 ,91 t8,(,O

b,!o," Point 77.5 0 22.5
Re'J'OnJcnh recl ,en,e of h,mdage ",ilh ,", Rasutb'g 78.85 5.77 15.38
ne'ghhou" Dhanmondl 34.R8 48.84 16,28

EaSler[l Pomt 775 CO 12,5
Source: Field survey. 201)5

5.2.4 St:ltus of Sense of Belon!?:ing of the Resident~

In term, of sense of belonging. two typcs of opinions are considered as positlve attitude

toward, social lIlteracllon such as respondent;' (a) wIllingness to reSIde in the

neighbourhood and (b) feehngs ot hondage wilh the neighbours, Arter given \\'eighl 10

the perccnlllc f'gll1'Cot Ihe posllive an~wers it is noticed that ,ndlV,dual s~ore and status

of sub-mdicators vanes for three nelghbourhoods (Table-5.5). Eastern Point gains higher

score in scn,e of hel()ngingne" th~n the respondents of Ihe other two neighbourhoods. In

case ot feeliogs of bondage WIth Ihe neighb[)Uls, both Eastern POiOland Rasulhag gain

higher "core, Al last. summing up the SCOreSof ,ub-indicators. It is found thai Ea,lern

Point gams the hlghest score (16) then is R"Sldb,lg (15) and block of Dhanmondl gets the

I()we~t ~core (10). By ev,lluating avemgc score, it i" found Ihat rcspondenl~ of hoth

Rasulbag and Easlcm Poinl have High St~tIIS and respondents of block of Dhanmondi

h~\'e Medi 11mSI<ltllstowards sense of belongings In Ihe neighbourhood
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Table 5.5: Status of Positive Aspects of Sense of Belonging

Block of
Sub-indicator" of Po,itivc opinion Rasulbag DhanmomJi Eastern Point
oeme of belonging towards sense of

belonging PeTeenl "",~hl Percent ;;CLgh[ Percent W,,~h1

" , ,
~'."u' St,,", ~""1S, S."s. of Re<pc)nde<l['feel,en'e 6701 , 53,49 , 77.5 ,

belongingtn ofbdongmg to Ihe '" (M) 'H),"0 netghbourhuod
net hbourhood, Rond'ge ;;il1> Respondel\l'feel 7S.oj C 3488 " 77.5 ,
theneighbour.' bonJa~ewiththe ,H) (C) (Hj

ne<"hbours
Total Score " lO 16
Avera e Score '.5 5 6

Statu, of 'cole ofbelot\ m" High Medium 1.1i6
Sour~e, Field SUl'\'ey,2005.
Symbol H",High. M= Medium, L= Low.

5.3 Primary Socialloteractioo in the Neighbourhood

Pnmal)' or facc-to-face 'OCla] mter~clion is the ba~i.~or forming social neighbourhood or

community neighbourhood Jnd it is considered a<;the re~l form of relationship with each

other m a neighbourhood (Niluf~L 1997). In the pre~ent study, pnmary SOCIalinteraction

i~ discussed under three criteria such as: a) neighbourly contact among residents, b)

mutual assistance among neighbours and c) pattern of soeialnetwot'k.

5.3.1 Ncighbourly Cont.'l.et among Rc~idcnt,

I\elghbourly contact among residenls i, me,lsurcd by the e"tent of Ihelt' knowledge ahout

neighhours and VISiting pmlern to the ne'ghh()ur< housc. Knowledge of neighbours IS

deSCribed by knowing name and knowing occupatIOn of the heads of household~ and

visiling p~ttell1 is descnbed by vi~it by lnvit~tion and 11l10rmal vi~it to the neighbours'

house, Respondenl~ are ,upplied " schematic map of the neighbourhood and asked 10

idcl1llfy the houses they know the nJme and occupatIOn or (he heads 01 household, Jnd

those hou"es they visit by inVitation mill visit infomlally, The number of houses l1lvolved

in knowing and vi,iting i,; ~ssllmed to have neighborly COlllact withm a neighbourhood,

NClghbourly eonwct thus, measured hy ,inlple additIOn of average number of houses

lnvolved in knowmg and visiting by the respondenls of each nelghhourhood, from thc.
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pelc:entile figure of number- of houses engaged in neighbourly contact in retation to the

total number of houses in the neighbourhoods. it is found that neighbourly contact is

comparatively much higher in Eastern Point and RAsulbag than in block of Dhanm()lldi.

The highest ncighbourly contad is o~erved in Eastern Point (Table.S.6 and Fig-S.3).

TlIIblt 5.6: Stalu'! of N••ighbourfy Contact among Knid ••nll

A,~No.ofNci~n A~ NoofNcigtom
KnoIm~' the RcSfIOIO::IU ~ CJI!eJ:my or VISit T"" ••. ""'"' ...

1mtoIJo..-i A,Ull&l' N<J No'"
Nd&bbJulbwd> ••••••• Oxnpnlon VISit ~.

""""'"
,r_ -..

"" ..."" "',..... VISit
_.

~In,......., H ••••••• ('l (V) - Nci~'
H"'" ""'" ""'""

c_
o

"'." 30,10 1$.17 ,,,. "., "'''B\od: of S.12 Ufo 5.14 3.l0 24.n 14.37
Olcu", •••"'i
Ea<rcmPolIll 30,33 H.I 1£>.93 6,13 1lll..•9 55.)l
N«e: Tall.! No af house; ill R"'ltta, is 210. BJod;. or Dh I I Inoli i'l172 and Sastcm Poi•• is 160.
Number of " ••", •• Ld. in Rziulm& is 52. BJod;. of Dh l1ii1••• 1i i'l4J and Easttm Point is 40,
In=dlnei~(X}. (N+Otl+V}.
Pert:tnt 11 No. ofHamr:s Eng;I#<l in Ncigbbcxrrly ColItaa •• XlrUlIO. oft.......haId in CldlIO&l*"",,~-_~<,
'00

$aIrce: Field SUTWY. 200S.

-.. •• 9'l88Q*dklllolQll_rtyConltd

00

"
j : I
",,

R ' g _'" &stemD.".... ~
1Io1a~__ •

Source: Field SUTWY. 2OOS.

.t1gUn' 5.3: lIou'It'l [ngagt'd in Neighbourfy Conlact

It i.'Ifound that most ncighbourly visiting and rnutUliIhelp takes place within I section of

adjacent houses facing each other on the street (GallS, 1962), To di5COvef the ~ti41

extent of acquaintance and socialization within the studied neighbourhood!., the spatial
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JNItternof infonnal \isit. the most significant sign of neighbourliness is evaluated which

is tClTT1edhere as the 'immediate neighbourhood', Distance of the houses involved in

informal visit from the houses of the respondents' shows similarity with Drake and

Drake's statement that is, the likelihood of intcnction between neighbours is inversely

proportional to the distance between them (Drake 8:.DrUe, 1969). However, the spread

of neighbourly contact varies in studied neighbourhoods Rasulbag shows the maximum

horizontal spread and Eastern Point shows the maximum vertical and minimum

horizomal spread of informal visits in the neighbourf1ood(Hg-SA). It is importllDl10

mention that Eastern Poim shows highest neighbourly oonUtet but. as it is a vertically

t:'ctcnded neighbourttood, ~idenu have limited opportunity to spread informal visit

horizontally. And here, most of the informal \isit.s take place vertically in the Slme

apartment building and within 1 to 3 IlJNIrtmentbuildings in the both sides of the

respondents' house. Respondents of block of Dlmnmondi also show conoenm.lion of

informal visit in the same building where limitation of horizontal JPfeftdis not applicable.

_.~-
IllV<lIat YId 10 lI>o_ -. <IIPI' ••

ICtllho•••••ldfi"Qs1:I_1-3:::;;;v. C_..e~
1:I_1-C1~ 1:1_11)-12

Source:FieldSurvey,2005,

trigun' 5.4: Spalial E~lfnl of Regular Visit to Nerghhoun' HnUH
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5.3.2 Neighbourl)' Interaction of Women and Children

The n~\ure of sodal interaclion of women and children is described here on the basi, of

infonnJ\ion collected from Focus Group Discussion. rocus group of each neighbourhood

is compnsed of eight members, four male and four tcmalc (Table-3~. Prom the

dlScussions, It is revealed that the nature of nelghbourly interaction of women IS quite

d,tterent from tbat of men. Women expre~s thelr relationsbip b) exchanging food and

other domestic materials, by spending leIsure time in neighbour>" hou,>e, by l;llklng

through phone etc. It is found that in Rasulbag, women do have neighbourly relation with

each other but tbH. rclahon IS pmmment among local women, who permanently live in

the neIghbourhood. The women of the rental bou,>e~u,>uallydo not inlerae( wilh (he olher

women and same scenano IS observed m the mteraetion of the ehddren. Locally stable

fanlllies scnd (hc1r chlldren to 'Rasulbag Playground' to play with the other chddren but

children of families living in rental houses usually do not play w1(h (he other children of

the neighbourhood.

In Eastern POll1t,mos( of the women do meet with each olher regularly in (he wmmuni(y

center as they partIcIpate in the aCllvities ot nelghhourhood orgam7.atlOn. They also visi(

neighbours m the11' houses. Exchanging food and olher household maleliab is also

praetlCed here but ehlldrcn are found comparallve1y le~., communicative. Mo,t of the

ch,ldren spend !line mside their house, play video games though (hcre i, an indoor

playmg 'pace for children in the hou,ing complex.

The women of block of Dhanmondi also havc neighhourly contact with the other women

hu( their relution i" limited within the same buildmg. They usually prcfer to talk and

spend timc together m Dhanmondl Lake ralher in the hOllses of neighbours'. Children of

block of Dhanmondi pos,,>cs,le~, nelghlll1l1r1y relali all with the other children.

Member, of focu~ group ot all (he three neighDllllThoods opined that workmg women

malntmn less relation with neighbours and compar.1livel) educilled women do not want to

mingle with the Ie,s educated one. From the dioclI,sions. it can be concluded that womcn

ot Rasuillag and Ea\tcm POInt p",~e~, mOre intimale relation with thc neighbours than



the women of Dhanmondl and ehildren of Rasulbag are found having more nelghbourly

rclatlOn with the other ehlitlrcn of the neigh hourhood.

5.3.3 Mutual Assistance amon!: Neighbours

Primary interactions with neighbours depend on mUlual inlerest of the residents. Soeial

interactions continue when there is two-way relationships eXist between neighbours

(Forresl and Ming. 2(04). In the present study. three types of mmual mteraellon IS

analyzed such as a) domg and taking favnr. h) mutual visit in ~Ieknes.~,e) OOrrowmg and

lending money and other things,

5.3.3.1 Doin!: and Takin!: Fayor

Doing and taking fa\'or enh,mce relationship among neighbours, In the present study,

doing fa\'or~ means watching the house when neighbour; go away for II while, looking

alier the ehlidren if needed, providing advice and as:,istance in time of crisis etc. It IS

rOlmd lhat higher numher of respondenls 11\ Rasulbag agreed that they

regularly/sometimes do favor to Iheir neighbours and their nelghbol1l's also do the same

for them lhan lhe olher two neighbourhoods. SIgnificant pomon of respondents m

Ea,tem Poinl also expressed positively aOOmmutual favor and asslstance. In Dhanmondl,

majority of the re,pondents opined negatively about mlllual favor. 1\ portion of

respondents (shown in "thers calegory) in all the three neighbourhoods opmed that lhey

do favor to their neighbours but neighbours do not do the ~ame ror them (Table-5.7).

5.3.3.2 Mutual Vbit in Sickness

People need assistance and sympathy in sickness. It is somehow a moral and social duty

10 visit neighbours in lheir sickness and lhl~ Vi~lt ~hould be mutual (Forresl ~nd Ngai-

ming, 2004), Mutual VISitm sickness can he termed as latenl neighbourliness, which is

eharuderil.ed by fa~or;lble attributes to neighbours resultmg m pOSlthe aellon in ca,e "f

need e:,pecially in limes of criSIS or emergency (Mann, 19'i4). In the pre~enl ,tudy, an

i~quiry is conducted on lhls matter to understand \\'hcther or not [hi.1is praclieed in the

studied nelghhourhood~ In Rasulhag. hIgher number 01 respondenb opined lhat lhey

\'IS11their neighbours in sIckness and th" vi~ll 1~mutuaL Thi, i" opposite for block of
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Dhanmondl where less number of respondents opined positivdy "bOld mlduul vl,,[ing ln

lime of ~icknc.%(Table-5.7). A sIgnificant number of respondents i~Eai>tem Point agreed

lhal lhey praelice mUlual vl~it 10 time of sickness. A number of respondents of three

neighbourhoods '-'ould nol say anything definite about mutual vlsiling 10 period of

sickness. According 10them. Ihey did not face such ~lluatlOn yet.

5.3.3.3 Lending and Borrowin!: Money and Other Things

Bon"Owing and Icndmg money a~d household materiai'> is a traditional hehavior among

neighbours in our society. BUI, this cullure i, now di~appearing from the lives of

neighbourhood people (Forrest and Ng~i-ming. 2004). In thi~ study, il is oh,erved lbat

higher mutuHl ai>sist~~cein tefT'" of bOfTo••••.ing and lending money and olher thmgs exi~IS

in Rasulbag th~n Eastern point and bl<J~kof DhanmondL Higher number of respondenls

of Eastern Poinl und bl()~k of Dhanmondl opined lhat they do not lend household th10gs

10 the neighbour~. as neighbour~ do nol come lor anylhing to lhem. Similarly they do not

borrow anything fwm their neighhoun, (Tahle-5 7).

Table 5.7: Pattern of Mutual A~sistance among Neighbours

I'ot!crn or Mutu"l Ass;s1nncc l'ieighbourllood 0 inion %
A.<:rccd Disngrccd No

AIIS"'.r
RJsulbag 4H,Og 26,91 "RCl'ularly/wlTIclirnc,un f~,,"r ~"d I~kc Dhanmondi 23,26 58.14 /8,60

lavor trom neighbours F,,;rem Point 375 47.5 "MullJ~ll)'"i,il ncighh"urs in ~iekncss Ra,ulbag 6731 '" 25
Dh"mnondi 255H 48.H4 2',.5H

E.slernPomt 57.5 7.5 35
MlLlllallylend and borr(}wthmgs R","lbag 38.46 34.62 26.92

Dhanmondi IUd 53.49 34.H8

EoslernPoinl " '" "Source: FIeld ,une\', ZOOS.

5.3.4 Slatus 01"Mulual A~sistancc in the Neigllbourhoods

The answer:<:.which arc con~idcred a~ the POSlIlVCopillion towards mutual assIstance, arc

regularlyl.,ometlmes a) do favor., 10 and lake favors from nelghhours, III "]<;11 nClghhour,

and, lSiletl by neighbour, l~ llme "f ~ickne.%,c) hon"," money and other things from and



lend money and other thing, to neighbour" After glVlng welght, it 1, found thal Ra~llihag

gcts higher seorc in mutual favor (jointly with Easlem Poinl), mutual vi"t In sickness and

mutuallcnd1l1g and borrowing (Table-5,S), It is also ~oliced Ihut R<l"Cllbag und block of

Dhanmondi show~ contra~llng naturc In terms of mutual assistance 111 the

neighb\mrhoods, At la~t summmg up the scorc~ of suh-indicators, It IS found that

Rasulbag gains the highest score (16) then is Easlem Point (13) and block of Dhanmondi

gcts thc lowest score (8), By evaluating uveruge score, it is fOClnd lhal respondents of

Rasulbag and Eastern Point have Medillm SlatliS ~nd respondent:, ur bluek or Dhanmondl

have Low St~tus tow~rds mlltll~l assistunce umong neighbOClrs.

Table 5.8: Score of Positive Aspects of Mutual Assistance among Neighbours

Ra,ulb<Lg BlOck "f Ea,lcm Poinl
Posili.'c opinion Dhanmondt

S"b.indicators of toward, social
Mutual A,si,mnce interaclion WeLghl WClghl Weight

Percent & Percen' & Pen:cnl &
~ta1Us Slam, Slalu,

I Doing and lakmg Rc;pondcnl' 48.08 5 23.26 3 47.') 3
f.woc< reg"tariyhometLm., d" (M) (C) (M)

to and take favors from
"ei~hool"s, MullLal"i,il io Respoodellls 67,J I , 25.58 3 57,5 0

,ickne" reg"IorlyIsomelimes (HI IL) (11-1)
vi"l nClghlouUT>"nd

visited loyneighbours in
times of sickness

3 l.ondmg and Re'pundent< 3846 4 j 1.63 2 15 ,
humlWmg money and TCgular!yl" ,mellme, IL) (L) (L)

uthL"l'lhing' bum". and lend muncy
and olher thm ,

T"tH! Score 10 8 13
Av~ra e Seor~ ) 31 2 (,(, 4.11

Slams of M Illual Assistance Medium Low Medium
Svmbul. H HI"h.M "k,lIum. L Lmv
Source: Field Survey. 2no)

5.4 Pattern of Social i'i'etwork

Social network indic,ltes a srecifi~ set of JinK,lge, mTIong a defined set of peri>O~s>these

linkage' interprel Ihe sod~1 beha~iour of the persons i~~olved (Mitchell. J969). 1L j~

believed Ihilt ~ family doe' nol live dire~lly in il lotill sodety or in a IO~<l1<:ommClnily.
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The effective soc1ul environment of a family is it; network or rnend~, neighbour"

rclallvcs and pmticular ,ocial inslitull()n~ ~ueh a~ clubs, shop" place of work dc The~e

arc external relationship of a family in it, lmmediate enVll'onment (?'>Jilufar,1997). The

term 'network' lS ll~ed to dcscribe a set ofsoci~l rel~lionsh;ps that delmcs the social field

where one per~on lS hnked to some others (l3ott, 1971).

In the present study, primary ~oc1al nctwork IS described by kinshlp and fncodship

network withm the neighborhood that1~ (he pre~cnce of respondent's kin and fnend~ in

thclr nClghbourhood, And secondary soeJal network m the neighbourhood i~ Ue~cnhed hy

thc Icvel of p~rticipution of the respondents in thc aCllvlties of the neighbourhood-ha~ed

organizations. According to Rapopor(, social networks develop by the partJClpation in

\'OIUllllif)'organizution, generatc both "intcn,ive' (space bound) and 'exlen'ave' (non-

space bound) social aetlOn<;(Rapoport, 1977),

5,4.1 Kinship lind Friendship ?'>Jctwork

The socJO-econornic 8(udy of Dhaka City shows that GO to 70 percent of fam;lie<; of

Dhaka h~ve their clo>e relalive~ hvmg in (he ,arne area (Slddique. 1991). However, the~e

area, are more extended thun the hm;t of neighbourhoods under the present 8tudy. The

higher number of joint and e"lended lamihes In Rasulbag indicates having higher kin<;hip

than the "ther twu neighbourhood8, But, two or more si8ters and olher kin~ arc found

higher in Dhanrnondi and E~8tem Point than Rasulbag. In all. 26,92 percent. 25 percent,

18,60 percent re8pondenl8 of Ra.~ulbag, Eastcrn Point and block of Dhanmondi have kin8

(joint and extendcd lamlhcs and othcr kins) w I(hin the neighbourhood.

Priendship develop; among relali,ely homogenou~ type of people, bm functional

proximity also played an important role in making friendshIp (Brown, 1973). The

,tatement i8 quite appropriale for Ra~ulbag. Here. people hVlllg in close proximily

pos,ess friendly relation with each other bc~idc~, there IS 1i1cndship bond withi~ the local

rcs;dents of Rasulb~g. People of hlock 01 Dhanmondl and Eastern POlnt pos;e,8 fewer

friends Inside the neighbourhood and homogeneity 1n Income and social status play~ an

imp01tant role 111,electing friend, in Ea'tem Poinl and block ot Dhanmondi,

'-)3
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5.4.2 Involvement with the Neighbourhood Urgllni,ations

The ul\lmute nature of bonding with lhe neighbourhood can be undcrstood by lhe

con~e[m of the rcsidenls lowards problem:, of neighbourhood and mitlatives taken by

them for solving these problems und for upgrading the O\'er all :,ocio-envln)nmenlal

condition of the neighbourhood, Re,idents of a nClghbourhood usually do lhese acli vilJes

by fonning a nClghbourhood based dub or organi,alion (Coullhard el al. 2000). In the

sludied nelghbourhoods, this type of organizalion" found m Rasulbag and Eastern Poinl

but. in the hloek of Dhanmondi, lhere is no ~uch club or organizatlon. In Rasulbag,

Ra,wlhag Sam,,; lJmwyall Sall/lm and in E,,-~LernPoin!, 'Easlcrn Pomt Housing Sociely

A.,soemtlOn' IScstabhshed by the re,idenl» of the people of the neighbourhood.

Il i.~found that only 25 percent respondent, have memben;hip wIth the neighbourhood

organization In Rasulbag on the olher hand 70 percent respondents of Eastern Poinl have

mcmbcrnhlp with the neighbourhood orgaml.atlOn (Table-5.9). In Rasulbag families live

in rental houses do not h~ve pnwi.,ion for memherslup In the clnb and as 73,08 percent

respondents arc h\'ing here o~ re~lal ba,is, lhe number of member 111neighbourhood

organizatlOn is lower in Rasulbag !han Ea~lem Point where all residents have provision in

lhe neighbourhood organization. In Rasulbag, women also do not have proVISIOn of

memhcnhip in the club but it in Ea,tem Poinl "omen hold nearly 30 percent of the

membership in the dub.

In Rasulbag, member:; of the club meet once or tWIce m a month and discuss ~boul the

problem., lhey are facing 10 the neighbourhood. Settlement of variou, problems, quarrc1

among neIghbours, prevenllng local robbery etc, initiated by this dub. Member, of thc

'Ra,I'ulbag Sam,,; (Jllnayan Samlw' discuss about the existing problem~ of neighhourhood

and lhey lohby in various dcpartments of the Government and loc~l aulhoritie, 10

improve thc condillon of thc neighbourhood. Withi~ the pa~l six months from the

mlcrVlew period. they l"omplamed WAS A about ,hol1age of water ,upply and they

repaired broken man whole of th~ slreel~ ThIS a.%oeiaholl also arranges social events

such a~, 1"JdJamar, .fana;a of dead ~nd olher cullUral evcnt~ like sport~, mllsical concert,

mma bazaar etl". One month before the Eid, local young hoy~ coiled money from the



household, und m the Eid day one person is 5eled~d hy lonery and hc gets <Illihe money.

It IS Hn intereSling: event lor thc ncighbourhood reopl~. Only 25 pcrccnt respondenl~

rcgularly participate in these activltlcs by thcir phy:,icul pr~s~nce and by donating money

and 53.85 pcrccnt sometimes particlpatc. But. 21.15 percent do not participmc 111these

cuhLlral and sOCIal activities (Fig-55). As, famihcs of rental hou~e~_ do not have

provision of memhcrship, thcy feel alienated in the neighbourhood and rarely partlclpate

in the acthitie~ in the ncighhourhood club.

In Eastelll Point, membcrs of 'Housing Society A:,socialion' mcct once in a monlh and

tulk abollt the rr<)hlem~ they arc facing in the neighbourhood. Evcry problem is nol~d to

take proper inillatives. This aswciation also arranges cullUral programs in various

occasion:.. If ~ome onc dlCS111a family, neighbollrhood association sends letters 10allthc

famili~:. and arter burial, sessions of prayers and condolencc mectings are orgam~ed. The

as;ocialion tuke, inillativcs to visit the family of Ihe di~ea,ed. Thc housing ;ociely also

alTJnges family day when students of the families are awardcd for their academic

perfOlmanee,>.Good food, are cookcd with money collected from donations and reside11ls

organize cultllral functions whcre they sing songs and dancc. Of the respondents, 62.5

percent regularly allend 111the acllVltlcs of the associ<ltion and 32.5 pcrccnt sometimes.

when they are not hu~y attcnd m thc programs and 5 percent do not attend in these

programs (Fig-5.5).

The resideni8 uf block of Dhanmondi are also concerned about thc physical and social

cnvlronmcntal dcgradauon of Dhanmundi Lake area, hIjacking on the streels especially

aftcr dark, increasing eommerci al acli \'llies in the area and resulting I,Jffic jam and noisc

pollution etc. There are fcw organizations in Dhanmundi ,,'blch arc formed by the

residents of Dhanmondi 10address and discuss :lbove menlioned I,Slle~. Thc rCSldents are

Hlso concerned uhoutthe lrend of dccrcasmg social relation among the ncighbours, But us

they do not ha~e any n~ighhnllrhood-bascd association (as~ociation of pcople living in

proximily), the}' cunnot take lillllati\'cs for enhancing social relallon with neighbours, 11is

ob,erved in Ihe nelghbOllrhood that almost every aparlment bllildlng has own committee

comprising of onc mcmher of cvery household to lllseu~s ahout thc problems and is>l1e~
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ur Ihut hlLliding ~ueh as problem; of ,,",ller s•.•ppl y, garhage elcani ng, security "y,tem ete,

But. real fUITllor ,>oeiaiinteraction IS abscnt because uf lh~ ahsence of associatio~ ~llhe

ncighbourhood I~vel.

Table 5.9: Involnment with tbe Neighbourhood Organizations

Involvement with the Neighlxmrhooo " minn( L..c'entl
neighbourhood ~ssocialLon Yo, ,,, Others

Y,," havcmcmber,bipin the Ra,utba~ 25 61.54 13.46
neIghbourhoodmgani,alinn btslern Poim 70 15 "Dhanmnnui No a,,,ociHtionin the

sc1ectedblock
RcgutaTI)'I",melimesparticipateLllthe Ra,ulba~ 7H,~5 2Ll5 0
acti,,]t,","f theneighoourhood EaslernPmn' ,,' " 5
ell gan"alinn DbanmonJi No a"OCi~liotiin the

,elected block
Source' Field Survey. 2005,

Pa"lclp"'tlon In \ho Activiti•• ot
N.lghbourhood AsSOCiationInR.Sylb'g

Parllelp.tlon In tho Activit.,. "I
Neighbourhood A.sociation In Eastern

P"int

" D Reg"larly80~_Paroclpate
I!lSorret"res,~"",,',', ,- Paroclpat<>

""', D CkJ"" i'artocipa'e

Source: held Surve)'_2005.

Figure 5.5: Pattern of Participation in the Activities of Neighbourhood Association

5.5 Secondar)" Socialluternction
For dcsenbillg ,eeondary social inleraclion in the studied netghbourhoods. orgamwd

socml actIvities that is the paltem of u,mg .,erviee faciltties a~d oupport centers e),.ists m

thc neighbourhoods i, discus,,~d The daily hazaar. grocery. primary/secondary ~ehool.

mosque, shopping center. play ground, cultural cenlCr. park and upen ~pace ctc. are

considered as service cenler, in Ihe ,lud,~d nClghboll1'hoods. The u,e of the~e ~upporl

centers hy thc peoplc of a neighbourhuod indicate~ the spattal bondmg of the p""pie to

th~ir nel ghhOll1'hoodand thcrcby can suggest the pre,,~ncc of neighbourhood ha,ed soci al



system 111reality (Nilufar, 1997). III the presenl ,tudy, support ~enl~r>; Ihat located m~lde

the ncighhourhood are considered for detelmining pall~rn of i>e~ondary >o<:i~l interaCI ion.

Regulur Cl,e of lhe,e ~upport center>; lS conSidered as the posllive aspect of organized

social activities, T1 ii> found lhut hoth RasCllbag and Dhanmondl po~sess SIX types and

Eastern Point possesses only Ihree types of n~ighhourhood ~ClPPOTlcenten;o From the

average ~eore of llS1l1gneighbourhood support cenlres, it is found !hat bulh RasCllbag and

Ea>lem Poinl gets Hgh Slalus and block of Dhanmondi gels Medium Status in secondary

social interaction or organiY.ed so~ilil ncti Vllies (Tahlc- 5.10), The interesting pomt is that

though Eastern Poinl pOSSei>8eSle8i>number or ~upport centers, it gams Hlgh Status in

u:;ing :;upport centers and Ihal me~ns most or the re~ldent~ of Ea~tern POlnt usc these

support cenlers, t'inally, it CHn be concluded Ihal p~"ple or En~lem Poinl nnd Ra.~ulbag

po~se~s more bondmg with the neighbourhood than !he people of block of Dhanmondl.

Tuble 5.10; Score of Posilh'e Aspects of U~ing Neighbourhood Support Centers

Ra,ulhag Block of Eustem Poinl
Positive opinion towards Dhunmondi
using neighbnurhood

~upport centers Weight ,t I ,we,ohl It I ,wel~hl
Percent & Stotus Percent & Statu, Percent & Slams

RC'pondcnts regutarly use 8O,77 9 A A
neighbourhood bloha bat.""r
Re.'pondent, rcgularly u,c 76.92 8 4(,51 5

g"'ccry,hop, A

Rc'pondcnl, ,cnd thcu chllJren 34.(>2 , 37,20 ,
10neighbourhood school A

Re'ponJcnt> regularly g'"" to %.1-" '" 9302 '" UK) I '"nci hbourhooJ rehewu' cenkr
Respondents regularly goos to 23.08 3 23,26 3 A
neighbourhood shoppi"g ce"ler
Childrel1"I' rc'pol1dcl1t,pla)-m 28.85 3 37,21 , 45 5

the ",do"r al1d"urdo(\TR~v"'"od ofl1CL"hhnurh,w){!
R~p()odcnh rcgularly goc, u, A " 3 75 8
n.,ghbourh""d cultural cco"'r
Re'p"ndent, rcgularly g"c, u, A A A
ocighhouTh"ndpark and "POD, ace

Tolal Score " 38 33
;"vcm c Score 37/(,=(L n 281(, 4 (,7 nil 767

:'>laillsof Mulual Assi;la[]cc H, h Medium Hll~h
:'>vmbol;II lliell. M MedlUm.L uw,'. A Absem ," tileDe' 'hbollrh",>d

Sour",,; Fldd ~lIncy. 2005.



5.6 Conclusion

Fmm comparalJve analysis of ,t~tu~ or mernal a.%oclalion with the neighbourhood and.

"lulu~ 01 primary and sccondary soci~1 inl~raclion, II " lmdcrstood that people of buth

Rasllibag and Eastern Point, two diffcrent types of neighbourhood in lcrms of location,

physical fe~lllre, and SOClo-econornic charactcristics, possess high~r level of social

mtcractwn than the neighbollrhood of Dhanmondl, a planncd residenti~l are~ of Dhaka

Clly.
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CHAPTER 6

FACTORS INFLUENCING SOCIAL I;\TERACTION

6.1 Introduction

Social interaction in nClghbourhood IS based on residential stabilily. idenllficatlOn with

the neighboorhood. the eonlaets bclween the local residents and the ql.lality of ~oeial

relation, the willingness of the local re,~ldent~to help one another, Ihe social participatIon

of the residents and their polilical ~elf eonlidence. Apart from sonal characteristics. the

environment in which people live aho alway~ dH.plays physIcal characteristics such as

fom], pattern, services. hou~ing type, street design, trees and open space, park ,md

garden, markets and commercial COmer~(Hart el u/, 2002). Thus, in achieving a model

sustainable neighhourhood, fOCliS.~hould be given on both physical fOlTns und on the

relations and interaction helween people, People's relation and mleraction is cwcial a, it

directly relates to the very purpo~e ot any created physIcal fOlm: what does il serve~ or

whom is It intended to ,erve. In Ihe pre~ent study, an attcmpl IS inillated to reveal the

mflucncc of physical, SO~JO-economH; and hOllsing charactcristlcs of the studied

neighbourhoods on the status of soci~l interaction to Identity the factors that have

significant influcnce on the aspecls of ,oci~l inleraction The ldentiticallon of factors of

soclalmteraCllon IS based on the finding; of the ljl.leSlionnalre .~urvey, FGD and gencral

princIples that are usually con.,idereu as fadors of social interactIOn at thc neighbourhood

level.

6.2 Influence of Socio-economic and Housing Characll'ristics

A" the studiell nelghhourhoods possess eonlrasllng nature in terms of socio.economic and

housmg characteristIcs and also show variation~ in the ~lalI.lSof soeial mtcraetion, the

influence of socio-economk charJcterislks >uch a~ uge, income, hou,>chold size, fanuly

type, presence of children und numher of womcn 10 work, and housing charactenstics

such as housing type, type of tenuno, lenglh of residing etc, on thc status of social

interaction ~re discus,,~d in <kl~ll in lhl'>sectlOn.



6.2.1 Age and Educational Status

Social InteractIOn normally seems higher in mlddle-aged population and among less

educated pcople (FolTesl and Ngai-ming, 2002). Present study ~holVStl1at, of the three

neighbourhood~, high soclalmteraction is found both in RaSlllb~g that has higher number

of young people and in Ea~tem Point tllat has higher number of aged peuple (Figure-4. I).

Thus, in the s1udied neighbourhoods, ~talUs of social mteraction h~s no COJTe~pondence

with ~ge group of the people.

But, from FOD. il i" revealed that, aged people of all the three neighbourhoud~ are mOTe

mterested in m~king ~ocial contact with theIr neighbours and always come forward to

help 1he neighbour~ In contrasl, younger people arc self-concentric ~nd rem~in bllSYWIth

their o"'n life. E~en in the ~tlld,ed hlock of Dhanmondi, where comp~r~tively low Slalu,

of ~oci<llinteraction found, older people possess mlerest in making rel<ltionship with theIr

neighboun;. Tn Raslllbag, aged people especially those who ~re re1ired frum their work

~nd spend <Illthe llme in thclr houses arc vel)' friendly wilh their neighbuurs and pass

most of the lime by wulching nelghhoul'S and talking wllh the other aged people <lnd",ith

the children of the neighbollrhoo<l. In Ea.~tern POInt. aged people seem to particip~te more

m the aCllvllies of the neighbollfhoo<l org~nil~tion than the younger people. Therefore,

older people mteraCl with neighbour" muinly in order to pas~ their spare time,

In ease of educatIOnal status. high soci~l contact i8 found in both highly educated

(Eastem Point) ~nd le:,s edllc~ted ~ociely (Ra"ulhag). But. according 10 [<"GO, soclal

relution like vl~llmg neighhours' housc, lending and borrowmg things ~re norm~lly seen

among comparallvely less cducated people of the neighbomhoods ~nd this i" similar to

[he tlndings of Foncst and Ngai-ming (2002), II is ~l;o re~ea1ed thaI (through FGD)

cdllcatcd women rarely Interact with the neighbours ~nd lhey are very selecllVe ahout

ehoosmg friends m lhe neighbourhood.

Therefore, it C~n he concluded that SOCial lnteraCllon exists in lhe neighbourhood

comprising of people h~vmg dl1Terenl age structure and educational slatus ~s bolh

younger. less edllcmed people 01 Ra-;lllbng and older. highly educated people of E~slem
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Point shows higher status of social interaction, liut, according to FGD, within ea~h

neighbourhood. aged people and less educated people are found more interacthe with

thelr neIghbours.

6.2.2 Income Status

lncome status is an important element ~s it determines sociul c1<lsSof the people. It lS

believed thut people with a fairly similar culture and economic "tatus lend to live together

more happily thull the very diverse one (Keeble, 1964). This ~t~tement is applieahle to

R~sulb~g ~nd Eastern Point, Both R~sulbag> where most of the respondents hc10ng to

middle income c1~s' ~nd Eastern Point, where mo,>t of lhe people belong to hlgher

Income c1as~ .~hows comparatlvely higher social In(erac(ion (Tab1c-4.6). In these two

neighhourbood>;, resident,>' perception of own and neighhollr~' clas, status shows

~imi1arity. Tn RUSlllhug. mo,t of thc rCSldcnts perceive them and their neIghbours a,

middk clus,>p~ople and in E~~l~m POint. most of the residents pereelve thcm and theIr

neighhoun; as hlgh class people (Tahle-5.1). Thus. though these (\\'0 neighbourhoods are

contrasting in l~rm~ of income ~lalll'>of the re~idents. homogeneity In income ~(alllSand

p~rceptual homllg~neity regarding economic <;1us~of th~ residenl~' rewlt~ hlgh level of

social interaction. But- good relation among people having :,imi!<lrincome stutus is not

observed in the studied block of Dhanmondi and here most of the residenls perceive

Ihem~e1v~, as middle c1a.%people lind th~ir n~ighh()llr:s liS high cia" p~oplc. Thu"

perceptual dJtferenees create social distance among neighbours of block of Dhanmondi,

Besides the general seenano. memocrs of focus group of all (he (hree nelghhourhoods

menlloned that the neher people especially hIgh officmls maintain les, contact with their

neighbours. Richer people rarely visit neighbours house and participate in the activities

neIghbourhood association. They arc also selective in making fnends In the

neIghbourhood,

Thus. In con<;1usion, it Clin be said thul hllmogeneit} in incume status of Lhe residenLs

(both actual and p~rCep\lIlil) increase:; sucial interactiun and within each neIghborhood

ri<;herpeople fOLlndIe" inleracti ve wi th thei r neighhollrs.
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6.2.3 Family Structure

Family Size and Type

Family structure ,uch 'l; family size, filmily Iype, number or chl1drcn and workmg

women (mother) etc, has significant influence on the indicators of >ociai inten\<:tlon.

Generally bIgger famihcs have higher movement within the neighbourhood for different

types of activilies thal in~rea,e_~their idea ahout the phy~ical and social phenomena of the

neighbourhood and also increlise~ socml re1allOn Wllh the neighbours (Hart el ai, 2002).

This statement is applicahle to Ra~ulhag. where comparallvc1y bigger family size and

high suda! inLeraCllOni~[mind. In Rasulbag, bigger family size somehow results from

the pre<;ence or higher number of jomt and extended famihcs (Tablc-4.7). Members of ~

Joml and eXlcndcd family learn to co-operatc with each other- to take care of kith and

kms and cvcntually they proctlee these altitudc, with their neighbours. According to

FGD, jomt and extcndcd famllies of all the three neighbollrhoods are found more

conncctcd with thcll' nClghbours.

Presence a/Children

Presence of children shows signlflCant con"Cspondencc with the status of ,oci~l

interac;tion and the more the number or children the higher the socIal interactlOns CXIStS1n

the neighbOllrhood (FOrreSI and Ngai-mmg, 20(2). Social relation among residents of a

nClghbourhood is stimulated especially by the children as they seem connected, mentally

and physic~Jjy> v.ith the neighbourhood >un'oundings and en~ouruge their parents 10

mingle ".ith lhe neighhoun;. In case or hlock of Dhanmondi, low so<:aalmtcractwn can

easily he relate 10 the presenec of less number of children (aged below 15) in the

neighbourhood. On the other hand, higher number of children in the neighbourhood plays

a positive role in enhandng >ocial intereourne among neighbours in Rawlhag and Eastern

Point.

Bm from FGD, It is reve~led that many p~rents are concerned about their children's

security ~nd safety ,lOd they do nol permit their children to go oul,ide and play with lhe

other children of the neighbourhood. TIllS attitude IS ob,ened especlully in thc non-local

fmnilies of RI>lllb~g, highly educaled and "eallh}' ralOliie, of Ea,tern Pomt and most of
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the famLlies of block of Dhanmondi, Thus, satety i~sues 01 children in the neighhourhood

arc ldentllied as an important elemenL of snciul interudion,

Presence of Working Mother

It is found that presence of working mothers has negallve influence on the status of sOClal

mteractlOn and nelghhourhood with higher number of working mother have less social

Interaction. This can be analyzed hy the fact that presence of working women in a famIly

reduces the use of dally neces~itles from the nelghhourhood support center, and have less

leIsure to mingle with the nelghbour~ and they also innuence~ famdy memhen to become

sclf-ccntric and thll~. deercasc~ the 0pp0rlumty of having heller social relatIOn wlth the

nelghhours (Coulthard el ai, 2002). Of the three nelghhourhoods, block of Dhanmondl

has comparatively higher number of workmg mothcr and cventually It shows low status

of soci~1 imerdction and ~ccording to .t'GD, workmg mothers of Dhanmondl remam so

occupied with their work that they can not spend llme evcn with then' children, And this

matter is also tmc for workmg mothers of Rasulbag and Eastern Point. Thus,

neIghbourhoods haVIng comparatil'cly le~s numocr of workmg mothers (Ra<;ulh~g ~nd

Eastern Pomt respectably) cvcntually shows hIgh SOCialinteraction.

In conclusIOn, It can be said that biggcr famdy SIze, prescncc of children and les~ numher

or working mother increase:; soci~llIlteracllon 1Jlthe neighbourhoods.

6.2.4 HOllsing Charactcri~tics

Type of Tenure

Generally. owner.;hlp of hou~es and re,idenlial sL~bility in a pl~ce incre~ses neighhourly

relation in the neighhourhoOlh (Fonest ~nd Ming, 2002). As the home owners ~re

permanent local re~ldents m a neighhourhood, they are more interesled in maint~ining:

nelghbourly relation with the other re~ldent<; amI their commitment ~nd ~en,e of

belongmg encourages them to thmk ahout enhancing thc qu~hty of living envlrtmment of

the nelghbourhood Home owners leel more ~ssocJated with the well being of their

neighhourhool! But. ~11 the three nelghhnurho"d, of the pre'enl study ~re pre-
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Ullillinuntly O<::Cll]llCdby rental people (1'Ig-4.7). Thus, re,iuenl;ai m,lnhillly i~a common

occurrence in these neighbourhoodl. StIlL type of tenure of the residents has innuen<:e on

<;ocialmteraction pattern of the ,tu •.hed nelghhourhoods.

In case uf Ra~ulhag, home owners are mainly Ill~al people who inhallll here for

generations. According 10 FGD, these local people are very conscious abOlil the well

being of their neighbuurhood. Strong sense of belonging to the neighbourhood and social

bonding exists among th~,es hougeholds. To regulate social life, local people (mamly

home owner:,) of Ra,"lhag forrned a neIghbourhood based association lhal plays an

lmpol1ant role in solving neighhollrhood problems and enhancing social intercoun,e. Bul,

1'ent:11households of Ra,ulhag do not have provision in the a"sodalion and thus,

ownen;hip of home can he considered as a strong factor for enhandng social interaetlOn

in Rasulbag.

In Eastern Poinl, there IS no prescrvat10n for households in participatmg nelghhourhood

as"odation. Here, home owners arc not necessarily the local people who have been llv10g

here for generanons. Both home owners and rental people have come from d,fferenl

places and cohabiling side by fade m apartment houses of Eastern Point. Thus, residenls

of Eastern Poinl mmgle with nClghhoul'S not consldcl'lng the type of tenure but as lhe

renlal people are mobile and instable in the neighbourhood, ,trong ,en,e of bclongl,ng and

close relation,hips e~i"ts among the home owners of the neighbourhood (according 10

FGD).

In S1lldied block of Dh,mmondi, there found lwo lypes ot home owners. One type of

home owners are Ihose who reside on the government allocated plot and the other type is

those who are the owner of one or lwo nats of apartment houses. According to I'GO,

there is a ",cial distance belween theses two groups as the faml1Jes of govemmenl

omcials who lil'e on the allocated plot do nol mmgle with the apartmenl owner:<;who

came later in the area. On the other hand. rent~l people that nmStllute lhe most part of the

resIdents do not poss~ss honding with the neighbourhood and wnh the neIghbours. Thus,

in block "f Dhanmontli. <;nelal interactIOn stich as visiting neighbours' hou'e. mulual

104

>

•



a,sistance, friendship de. fOllnd hIgher among famllic, of go\'ernment officials (home

owner,) than among apartment owners ,md r~ntul oC~llp,ers_

In all, hom~ owner:shlp acts as a posltivc factor for socinl inter~etion but. it 1S more

applicable for Rusulbag and Ea,tcm Point as a portion of home owners (apartment

owner,) in block of Dhanmondi does not p<ls,e,s neighhourly contact with the other

houschold"

1.Rllgth of ResidillK

It is generally argued that length of resid~nce und localized kin,hip docs something to

create a network of locul uUachmenL Residing 10 a particular place for a long llme creates

sense of belonging to thut pbce und develop, commllmty fcchng, to the neighbour" It

IS mentlOlled em-lieI' that residential in,lahility i, a common sccnario 111the studied

nClghbourhoods us rnOi>tof the households of these nelghhollrhoods are residing in the

rental houses, I1 Ii> found thul u signifleant number of households of the three

nClghbourhoods have been residing in th~ neighhnllrhoods l'or !CS,than five years (Table-

4.8). These household, are fOllnd les~ interesled in nClghhourhond and less mtel"aCllVe

wllh the neighbours w; lhey do not know whether or not they are going 10hve here m thc

commg years,

It 1S revealed from rGD that besides home owner,. non horne owners or rental

household, who Jive in the same neighbourhood for more than fi,e1~ix ycar:s have good

relationship with lhe nelghhours. These types of hou,chold, are more prominent in

Ea,tem Point wherc hou,eholds who have been living here for more than five yean, are

found very intim~le with the neighbours_ TnRasulhag and hlock of Dhanmondi thcrc are

a number of rental household, who h~ve heen re,,,lmg m the ,arne house tor more than

ten ye,lrs and these households m~int~in social relalion with their nClghhours. Thus. for

all the three neighbourhoods, residential ~tahlhly aets a, a p'lSllive faclor for enhancmg

sod~1 inler~<:lion
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6.3 Inllucncc of Physical Characteristics of the Neighhourhood

Phy,ic~l ~haraclcrisliCS of nClghbourhood pl~y ~n imporl,ml role m regulntmg socml life

wilhin Lhe neighhourhood. PhysIcal aspects such as. street lay ouL. budding densitlcs,

nature of housing stll~k, Iype~ and locatlOn of public places. ~esthetic qualilies dC. are

consldered as the m~jor consideratlOn m neighbourhood planning and designing (Hart er

ill. 20(2). It IS said that a good neighbourhood should he desIgned to address a set of

functions: Offer security, Offer privJcy, Enhance residential feehngs of idcntlly, Satisfy

reSIdent', needs for dIversity and a sense of communily (Konnke, 20(5). 1\., physIcal

residentml envIronment of the neIghbourhoods of Dhaka Cily i~ lhe oul come of both

nalur~l or mfonnal dcvclopment and of creation of the profe"8ion~1 designers, it IS

neees~ary 10 Jusufy whether or not these different lype, of physical environmcnt 1ll

planned, unplanncd and naturally gro\"n neighbourhoods of Dhaka CIty rcflccts thc

resldcnt's dcsires, and pl~y; significant ro1e8 in mlll1cncmg ~oclal relation among

reSldcnts in a nClghbourhood. Findings of such inve~ligalions can he incorporaled to thc

future attcmpt of nClghbourhood planning ~nd de~elopmenl proj~cl'>

1l i~ menlioned earher that prcsent sludy 1, conducted on three neighbourhood, of Dhaka

city with CllnLrustmg phy~ical charactcnstics. Block of Dharullondi is selecled <18a

plunned re"dential ncighbourhood with grid pattemed street layout a~d with heller

servICc faclillics, Ea,tern Point's taken J' an ~xample of recent hlgh-risc compact

hou,ing development and Rasulhag is selected as a pan of naturally grown unplanned

neighbourhood m the Old Dhaka. These three neighbourhoods ~lso pos;e;8 co~trw>ting:

nature in term, of socio-economic and reside~~e ~haracleri,lics and lhe ~lalUSof socml

interaction. In this section, the gen~ml principles of phY~lcal planning that cncouragc,

~ocial relatlOn and fricndly cnVllunment 111 the neighbourhood and physical

characterislics of studlcd neighbourhood, of Dhnka city und Iheir inlluence on lhe ,lalus

of social1l11eraction is discu,sed.

106



6.3.1 Building Characleristics

G~n~rally low-nse buildings spacing face-to-face along lineilr or reclungular slrect is

con,id~red as an effectivc aspect for I'cgulatlng social intercour,e among re~ident~ 10 a

neighbourhood ~ause il has been oh<;erl'ed that typically 10 a nClghborhood every family

knows his immediate surrounding and is most eonseiou.<;aboUlthe fael that he is a part of

that smaller group of people who live along the same slr~eL The famihcs, face one

another aero,s the street, arc neighbours in the dosest sen,e (Korinke, 2005). U is also

suggested to place buildings entrie:;, balconies. porches etc. rac~ to Ihe street to encourage

ohservation hy nearhy residents. Eyes on the street promot~ ,afety and a feehng of

ownership of and idcnllfication with the surrounding street spac~ (Sucher, 1996),

In the present study. Rasulbag of Old Dhaka shows both low.rise building.<;and faee-to-

face spacing of buildlOgS along a linear :;treet. Here entries, halconies are fOlmd 11lfront

of the huild11lgs facing to the street. Thus, according to general principle, Rasulbag

possess bUllding charactensllcs that is encouraging for soci al interco",rse.

Tn the pre~ent study. Eastern Point a hlgh-nse (12 storied buildings) apartment complex

shows significant sociul relation and mteraction among residcnts where there is little

opportunity of Ihe re<;ldents to have eye contact with the fellow nClghbours. Presently

vntieal neighbourhood is bceom11lg popular as a form of compacl dev~lopment in the

cIties of the de~eloped co",ntries 10 create wulkahle distance, to Increase pedestrian

activit}, to promote less automohlle ""e and to make nClghbourhood more economic with

less intrastructural cost and to Increase park area and open 'pace. But. the height of the

buildings :;uggested to be kept under human >cuk (four to five storied) to regulate social

activilies (Korinke, 2005). Tho"'gh the height of Eastcrn Point IS beyond human scale,

grouping or h",ilding' wlthin a defined houndary, pcdestrian friendly cnvironment within

the apartment complex hnng, residents closer to each other.

Thc qualJties of idcal vel1lcal neighbolll'hood is observed in the ,tud,ed hloek ot

Dhanmondl cspeclally In tClms of huilding height (average building heIght 6.5) hUI

re"dent<; of block of Dhanmomll showed less social intenlction "ilh the f~l1()w
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neighbours than Eastern Point and Rasulbag. A block of Dhanmondi that i,considered a,

a neighbourhood l~ actually a pal1 of a big residential "rt'u where one hlock is not a

distinct residential unil and ISconnected to the other bjo~ks in fo•.•r direcllOll'>.Sometimes

rc"dcnts are confused 10 rt'alize m whleh block they belong. Thus, this neighbourhood

docs not show particular grouping or huddings and distinct identity whkh is a major

con,trainl in regularl ng social intercourse <lmnngre"idenl~,

6.3.2 Characteristics or Neighbourhood Streets

Street pattern of a neighbourhood critically shapes the hou_,>mghlocks and places,

pro~ide" ac~es~ and views of special locations and over]"ys the whole site with a network

thaI i, crucial to how people will perceive their environment. It lS always suggested to

design layout 01 the street network within a neighhourhood that encourage non-

aUlomobde modes to travel and provide a peUestnan-onented environment, PenetrJtion

of movmg vehicles within the residential areas bring~ its own pm1ieular penalties of

anxlety. nOlse, fumes, VIbration and dirt and visl.lal intmsinn on a vast scale, On the other

hand, fewer al.ltomoblles 1"111lessen the traffic noise and increases the ql.lahty of sonal

mlerael;On as people free from traffic spend more lime hy walkmg and looking around.

Such type of street layout is not found in any of the studled nClghholirhoods. Street

condItion is found worsl in Rasl.llbag where narro", slreels, motorized and non-motorized

vehicle" open ~ewerage system makes the streets unSlll1able for pedeslrian movement

and there is no way that people can spend time by walking and talking on the streets of

Rasulbag. People of Rasulbag aL~()idenllflCd narrow and broken'street as one of the

major problem, in their nelghhourhood (Table-4.1O) and they think that if the ,treet

eondllion Improves lhe people wlll feel more connected to the neighbourhood.

Same opinIOn IS found from the respondents of Ea,tem Point. 111<1I.lghthere lS no slreet

network Inside the neighborhood, respondents opine thalthey w"uld feel more connected

[0 the nel ghhourhood If the traffic congestion and waler logging prohlem ~lLrrolLnd;ngthe

hOl.lsingcomple~ become ~olved. Though the block of Dhanmondi possess planned greed

paLlerned ,treel layout. lraffk congestion on the streets milke" Lhe streel lLn~ullahle for
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walkmg. EstablJshment of education in,litutions and increasing commercial ~ctivilies ~nd

Dhanmondi Lake and Park that located be,ide the ~tlld1Cd hlock increase traffic

congestion. Accordmg to the residents of the studied block. the strcets arc not safe ~nd

SC~lll"efor them ~nd especially lor their children, Thus. planned and ••.•.ide ~lreet pattcn! of

thIs neighbourhood failed 10enCl1llrage~ocialmtcreollfse among residents,

In all, .~lrcet condiuons of all the three neighbOllrhood~ are not encouraging for social

interaction. Moreover. strect characteristics of the studied neighhourhoods are acting as a

negati ve factor for social mteraction,

6.3.3Public Space~

"The ovemdmg cntcnon by which ritie> and tllwn~ should he Judged ISthe nature of their

puhhc realm! The public re~lm can simply be defined as all the places to which the pllblic

has phYSIcal and visual access: streets and "'lllares, footpaths, parks and open spaces,

civic hUildings.,. etc, (Tjbb~lds, 1992). Puhhe places ean increase importance and

contrihutc to social c1imatc of our neighbollrholld. Tn the pre,ent study, mceting places of

the re~ldent~ such as religious center. park. open space, cultural ccnter, community

centers, play ground etc, are considered as public spaces.

In R~sulbag, there found nO park, community center and cultural center. Rasulbag play

grollnd, the only open space of Raslllbag, found having no infra~lruclllral facihties for

playmg or llsmg it as a meeting place of the re"idenl~ and it i~ not located at the central

pmt of the neighbourhood. Tn ~pile of all these problems, thiS open place ii>used a"

pl~ying ground for nelghhourhood children, mcctlllg place for the neighbourhood

a.%OClatlOnand place of SOCial and cultllrJI events. Member~ of the focus group of

Rasulbag Identified lack of pub1Jc spaces ~s one of negative factor of enhancing social

contact among nelghbollrs.

Lack of public ,p~ces fm re~ldenl<; iq al~o oh~erved in the block of Dhanmondl. A<;

Dhanmondi Lake and Park located beside the nelghhourhood. people of thi,

nClghholl1'hood somC1Jmes spend lei.,<ure lime in Lhe park hut It does not enco\lr~ge
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ncighbourhood based rdalilln~hip. The cuhural ccntcr and eommumty center of the

neighhourhood IS a common pla~e ;md mmnl}, u,ed hy the people of different areus.

Thus. lhi, neighbourhood also does not have ~ny p~rtlcular meetmg placc for the

residenl, of the neighhourhood.

The scenario is quite differenl in Easlern Point Here residents have their own Masjid,

community center, libr~ry, meeting plaee and mdoor playmg space. The presence of

public spaces IS one of the main ra<:\on; that creates socaal interacllon friendly

cnvironmcnt within thi, vertical neighbourhood. Thus, ,lIS rcvcaled lhat normal soci~l

hfc can be restored even in the multi,toried ap~rtmenl hOLlsesby incOlporating enough

public spaces for men, women ~nd children.

Therefore, providing a variety of public spaces in proper 10catlOns is necessary for

enhancing social interaclion in lhe sludied nelghhourhoods.

6.3.4 Quality of Local Services

An ind1V1dual's well being may be signifi\;~nlly ~ffeeted by the avmlahl1ity and quahty of

~en'ices lhat arc delivercd at the neighbourhood level (Ellen ~nd Turner, 1997) A good

neighbourhood should salisfy our b~sic soci~1 need, ~nd learn to betler relate to olher

people (Korinke. 200'i). In the present study, local services mcans millly services weh as

walcr, clectricity and gas supply, sanitmlon and sewer~ge ,yslem and w~le m~nagemcnt.

and support centers such ~s edu~alion~1 centres, re1igjolL~ centres, bazaar, groccry.

~hopping cenler, ctc. It i~ found lhm resldcnls of Eastern Point are satisfied with uti lily

~erv,ecs provldcd and managed by the housing authority and they also feel relieved 10

havc good quality SUppol1centers within a short disl~n~e from lheir hOlise ThlS sense of

salisfacllon encourages the residents to become st~ble in the neighhourhood.

Though residents of R~,ulhag c(Jmplmned about m-egular supply of clectricity and water,

they ted happy to have school, kUlcha bazaar, and ,hopping centers within walkmg

dislances. People 01 hlock of Dhanmondl al~n plcascd to have bctter uti lily services and
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support facilitie; and resident'> or lhi.1 neighhourhood arc highly sallsfled to\\'ard; lhe

physical en'vironmenl of Ihe neighbOllrh""d (Appendix I: Tahlc-2).

From the ahove dIscussion, it can be ;aid Ihal beller qllality of sen'iee facihlies

increa"es residential stahi Ilty of the people, sense of satisfaction and belongingness 10 lhe

neighbourhood and it is importanl to have local facihties accessible to all and within a

walkable distances,

6.4 Other Factors of Social IntHaction

6.4.1 Neighbourhood Based Association

Neighbourhood organizalion is the mOSl elTeellvc aspect in enhancing and encouraging

social intercourse. It \\'a" fOllnd lhat the residents of lWOneighbourhoods, Rasulbag and

Eastern Point, has an as"oeialion of lhelr own and respondenls of these neighbourhood;

showed higher social inleraclivn than lhe block of Dhanmondi where no association

comprising of neighboll<S exi"t,. Thus, absence of neighbourhood based associalion is

one of the major factor in regllialing "(,,,ial inleraelion and relallon in the

neighbourhoods, Through the aclivitie" of lhe assocmtlOn residents of bOlh Rasulbag and

Eastern Point meet wllh each other, discus> neighbourhood problems, and arrange

various social, religious and culturJI programs, These events proVIde oppOIllmity of the

residents to mingle with each olher ami share common goals especmlly in terms of

neighbourhood development

Between Ra'ulbag ~nd EMlero Poinl, aClivitles of nCighbourhood association found

slronger m EaSlern POInt. In Rasulbag, all the members of the neighbourhood association

are local people and lhat is \\'hy !he rJte of particip~tion vr the people living in rented

houses is lower in the activities of the association is lo"er than Ea,lern Point On the

other hand, all residents of E~,tell1 Point h~ve provi,ion m neighhollrhood association

moreover. women comprise 30 percent of the memhen;. Thu" incorporalion of women

members and taking varivus initiative, to regulal~ s<x'wl relatIOn through neighbourhood

as;ociation is Ihe m~in factor in cre~ting ,,,clul hond 01 lhe TCSldents of thiS high-me

ap,lltment complex, Tn ~Onlrust. acmrding 10 FGD, absence of loc31 association WilS
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identlflCd as thc main reason of not having sodal ~onlad <Imong nClghhours hy thc

resident'> uf lhe hlock of Dhanrnondi.

6.4.2 numan Ps)"chology and Attitude

Rcsidents of all the Ihree neighbuurhood~ opmcd lhat people's negallve attitude towards

social relallon IS one of the important reasons of decrea~ing social mteraellon f[lendly

environment In thc ncighbourhood (Appendi.\-T, Table-5). People arc more sclf-

conscious. husy to improvc their own personal Jive:., Effort of vertical mohllity that is

mc1inatlOn trom onc (Iowcr) class to another (upper) become" lhe main focus of the

people Ihat makes them self-oriented and isolated from Iheir "ClITOundmgs. Class

d,ffcrenllallon and class consciousness is anolher reason of loosen social tics among

people. Thcre ISa strong tendency for the better off 10 separate Ihem from Ihc poorer. The

neh pcople have lillie 10 do with the pom even if they hve m elosc proximity (Nabi,

1971). Present study also revealed Ihat within each neighhuurhood, comparatlVcly re3ch

and cducated people are Jcss interactive with Ihe neighbour:. and Seleellve in choosing

friends m the nelghhourhood.

ThoClgh the people of the nelghhourhoods of Dlmka Ctty want to live pe3cefully, want

~afety and secClnly, friendly cnvironmcnt in then' neighbol1l'hood but they don't value the

necd for soci31 ties among neighbours to make the neighbourhood friendl\' and safe for

them,el ves and for Iheir chi ldren.

6.4.3 Interrelationships of Indicators of Social Interactions

The indicalor:<;of ~ocial interaclion shows sigmflc3nt relationship with each other and

thus, higher ncighbourhood pcrccption, higher sense of I:>elonging. higher neighbourly

contact and higher organized social aClivities co-e~ists in the ,ICldied neighhoClrhoods.

Therefore, it call I:>einferred Ihat re,ident" who pos"e,s helter neighbourhood pcrccption

also possess higher sen~e of belongmg 10 lhe nClghhourhond 3nd nelghbourl)' contact

scems higher and more spatially e~tended among lh"~e residenl~ and tho~e residenls are

more spatially bounded to the nelghboClrhood for Cl,ing ,>uppon facilities. Becau<;e of the

IntcrrclalJonshlp of the InulcalOr" 1{;I'ulh"g and I-:a,tem Point gel comparatively h'gher
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status in all the indicator" of ,{>cialmtcractlOn than hlock of Dhanmondl. rhus, it can be

assumed that one a;pe~t of sodal inlerUClJonmllllcncc, other aspects and having social

Iclanon with the neighbollfS is the most ~ffectlvc way to increase social relatIOn and

interaetlOn at the neighbourhood level.

6.5 Conclusion

It is found from lhe ahove discus'>lons that combination of physical, economical, wci<ll,

p;ychological faclors are innuencmg the stams of socIal interaction In the

neighhourh{~)d, of Dhaka City. Some factors are working as positive force and ~ome are

a' neg:aliv~ force and the intluence of these factors also varies from one neighbourhood to

another. For example, it is observed that though smdied block of Dhanmondi pos<;es~

"'ell designed Slreet lay oU!, good service facilines. planned building location and acee,s

lO Dhanmondi Lake and Park, resIdents of these area has le:;s social interaction than

Raslllhag where eXlsts several problems like narrow and broken :;treets, shorl<lge of w<lter

amI electneity ~upply, water logging etc.

fl can be llnderstood hy the over all analysIs and discussion that residents of Rasulb~g

pl"llctice social inter~ction because of lheir (""n interest WhlCh they inherited from the

past as this neighbollrhood is ~ previous mohalla that was estahhshed hased on sOClal

honding in medieval Dhaka. Resldents of Eastern POint possess social cont~ct with their

neighbours because of the influence of housing environment thal offen; them various

pllblic pl~ces ~nd event8 to promote ~ocial relationshlp wIth each other, And lastly

resident, of hlock of Dhanmondi possess less socml mteractlon WIth fellow neighbours

hecause of the absence of interest of the residents and absence of encouraging facton; Iike

neighbourhood meeting pl<lces~nd neighbollrhood b<lsedorgani,utions etc.

Therefore, it can be concluded that a~ the Sllldied neighhourhoods of Dhaka City have

di;tinct idenlilie>, po%es~ di8lincl 'oci()-phY~leal-cultlLrul entena, the factors of social

int"raction vaneS from one nelghbourhood to another and these f~ctor:; need to be

illlalYLed;epafillel} for each neighbourhood of Dhaka City.
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CHAPTER 7

SUMMARY OF FIJ'\:iHNGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS



CHAPTJ:R 7

SUMMARY m' FINI)INGS AND RECOl\iMENDATIONS

7.1 Summary of Findings

A. Socio-economic CharactHistics of the Rcspondent~

Form the figure of age ,tmelure, il IS found that the head of the hou>eholds of

Rasulbag are much younger than Dhanmondi and Eastem Pom!. The Standard Deviation

of age data suggests a considerable degree of heterogenclty in the age of the residents of

block of Dhanmondi and Eastem Point. On lhe olher hand, less variance of age of Ihe

respondents of Ra,ulb<lg suggests Ie" dlverSlty in terms of age among the respondents_

F",m lhe dlSlrib,llion of educallon SlalUS,it IS found Ihut people of Ea~tern Poinl are

highly educated followed hy Dhanmondi and people of Rasulb~g are le,~ edueated_

~ From the oecupalion pallern of lhe respondents. It IS found that bu~iness i> dominant

in the occupallOn pmfl1e 01 three nelghhourhoods. Sector wl,e distlibulion of

employment p<lt1emof the respondents reveal, lhal the majority of the respondents of

block of Dh<lnmondi and Ra,ulhag are ,elf-employed whdst majority of the respondents

of E<I;tem Poinl work in the non-governmenl organizations.

~ frequen~y di~tribution of monlhly income dala illuslrale~ lhat in block of Dhanmondl

<lndEaSlern Pmnl. most of the people belong to upper class and Standard De\'iution of

meome data 111ustraleshomogeneily in terms of monthly income in block of Dhanmondi

and Eastern Point. On the other hand. it is found th<ll m",t of lhe people of Rasulhag

belong to middle class andlhere ~xi5t>;di ver,il y (heterogeneity) in disln buuon of income

of the people.

~ Comparatively higher numher of Joint and eXlended famIlies ISfound in Rasulbag and

lower number i~ found in Easlern Point. FamJly "'~.e lS found bIgger m Rasulbag than

Eastern Pomt and block of Dhanmondi. Number of hou,ehold, hn~ young thildrcn aged
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below 15. is found higher in Rasulbag and lower in block of Dh~nmondi. Numher of

working women found hIgher in Eastern POlnt and block of Dhunmondi than in R~sulbug.

B. Housing Characteristics of the Respodent5

••. Rasulbag has mixed type of housing ranging from lower income cmegory (100 to 500

8q. ft) 10 hlgher mcome catcgory (2000 sq. ft.) and houses of block of Dhanmondi ~nd

Eastern POlnl are qllite homogenolls and mostly belong to higher income cmegory .

••. Renled-oecupiers are dominating m the Rasulbag, block of Dhanmondi ~nd E<l"tern

Point.

According to average length of resIding, it is found that residents of Ra,>ulhag are

living in their houses for longer years th~n the other two neighbourho-od". But, vanance

of length of residing shows that mIxture of residents with various length of residing 15

found in thc Rasulbag whdst general length of residing is fo-und homogeno-us in block of

Dhanmondl and Eastcrn Point wherc most of thc pcople found staying in their present

houscs for 2 to <) ycars .

••. Ho-me ()wne,-"hip and neame", lo the edu~ali()nal instillllions and work plaecs from lhe

re.~idenee are the main rea~ons of re~lding in the present house of the rCSldcnts of studied

nCIghbolU'hoods. Besldcs, m Rasulbag. comparallvely less house rent, in block of

Dhanmondi, good natural environment and in Eastern Point. well ,ervice facilities and

se~urity system are indk<lled a" the reuson for re,iding in the present hou~e by the

respondents .

••. Re~pondent8 of Ra.~ulhag ldenllfied more prohlems of thelr nClghhourhood than the

responden(~ of othcr (WOncighbourhoods. Conges(cd housmg, na1TOWand brokcn ,treets,

abscncc ot parks and opcn spaces. tratflc jam, sho113gc of watcr and eIeCIrlClty supply

and lack of ~ecllrity arc idcntiflcd hy the re~pondems as thc major prohlcms of Rasulb~g.

The major prohlem.' of hlo~k of Dhanmondl ar~ eommerclal act,\,l[WS ln the residenual
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.Irea, tr~ffic j~m, and lack of seeul'lty and gathenng of people in the premise of the

Dhanmondi Lake. To the l"Csldcntsof Eastern POlnt, waler logging, tmllie j~m in the

Shantmagar area and ah~enee of open 'pu<:e~ und parks within the housing complex ~re

the major prohlem~ of their neighbOL1rhood.Tt is observed th~t noise pollulion, truffic jam

~nd lack of se~urity are common problems in all the three nClghbourhoods

C. Status of Social Interaction in the Neighbourhoods

I. Perception of Neighhourhood

•. Residents of Eastern POInt and Rasulbag have more sen.~e of phy~ieal houndary of

Iheir neighbourhood than block of Dhanmondl.

•. Residents of ~1Jthe three neighbourhoods havc a Icndency to perceive them as middle

cl~,s people. Of the three neighbourhoods. respondents of Rasulbag are more eon~lStent

ahOL1t<:las>perception where nearly equal number of respondents perceives holh lbem

~nd their neighbours having same social slalus that IS middle c1a.%people.

Most of the residents of the three ncighbourhood~ ehoMe phy~ieal auribL1leS<IStheir

f<lvorite features in the neighbourhood. Of the non-physIcal fealL1re~,gOOlIrelationship

with neighbours took an impOitant place but It is found lower in neighbourhood of

Dhanmoodi thao Eastern Point and Ra.,ulh~g .

•. II is round that respondents of l:,astern Poml al"Cmore satisfied ahout [he ~[a[u~ "I'

social mteractlOll lhan [he other two neighbourhoods

By evaluating average weight, It is found thal, responden[~ of Rasulbag ~nd Eastern Point

h~ve High Status and respondents of hlock of Dhanmondi b~ve Low Sl<ltus regarding

per~eption lowards nClghbourhood.



2. Seme of I~elonging to the Neighbourhoods

Respondents of Eastern Point and Ra.,ulhag have more sen,e of belonging to their

neighhourhood and possess more community feeling" wllh fellow neighhours than the

respondents of Dhanmondi. Eventually, respondenl; of Rasulbag and Eastern Pomt have

IIigh Status and respondents of NClghbourhood of Dhanmondi have Medium Statu.s

towards sense of belongings to their nelghhourhood.

J. Neighhourly Contact among Residents

~ Percentage of houses engaged in neighbourly contacl is comparallvcly moch higher in

nastem Point and Rasulbag than in hlock of Dhanmondi. The highest nelghbourly contact

ISobserved in Eastern Point.

~ ReSidents of Rawlbag are more socially involvcd and hcre, spatial extent of

relationship is wmpurulively hIgher than other nClghbourhoods. The people of Eastern

Point also show ,ignifk<lnt neigh hourly contact and here, vertical extent of neighbomly

wntuct is observed, a, it is a vcrtieal nelghhourhood. Pinally. the people of Dhanmondi

possess least neighbourly contacl with the reSIdents and least spallal eAtent of

neighbourly relution wi th the residenl, of the ncighbourhood.

It is found that local womcn of Rasllibag have neighbourly relation "ith e<l<:holher

bm they do not have nelghbourly relation "ilh women of rented households. Children of

rented families also keep ul"of them from local chddren. Women of Dhanmondi and

Ea.~lern Poinl havc good rclationships with ncrghbours but their relationships are limited

to the households of s~me buildings or neurby one or two buildings. Childrcn of thcse

lWOneighbourhoods are found Ie" inlerdClive lOthe other children of thc ncighbourhood.

4. Mutual Assistance among Neighbours

Respondenl~ of hoth Ra.~ultJagand Easlcrn Poinl shows hlghcr mutual assistance in !elms

of doing mutual favor, mutual VISItingIn slckncos and mutual borrowlIlg and lending than

r~spondents of Dhanmondl.
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By evallmtmg average welghl. illS found thm respondents of Rasulbag ~nd Eastell1 Point

h~ve Medlllm Slalus and respondents of block of Dhanmondi have Low Statu> tow~rds

mutu~l a8sistan~e ~mung neigh hours

5. Social Network

Ncarly equal number of kinshIp network is found in the three neighbourhuods. But,

people of hloek 01 Dhanmondi and Eastern Point have less numbcr of fricnds inside the

neighbollrhood lhan Ra.~ulbag. Homogencity m ineome and sonal status plays an

import.<mtrole in seleding friends in Ea~lern Point and block of Dhanmondi.

Both Ra~ulbag and Eastcrn POInt has nCIghbourhood based association and resident>

are vcry much cngagcd with the aetivltles of the org~nizations and social network uf

lhesc nClghbourhoods are stronger than block of Dhanmondi where there is no

ncighbourhood based association to address the problems and Issues of the

neighbollrhood.

6. Use of Support Centers of the Neighbourhoods

BOlh Ra~ulbag and block of Dhanmondi has six types and Eastern Point has only three

type~ of nelghhourhood Sllpport centers m~ide the nClghbourhood. In terms 01 avcrage

score, both Rasulbag and Eastern Pomt gets high status ~nd block of Dhanmondi gel,

Medillm stat liSin using neighbourhood support centers, Thus, it eun be ,>aidthat people of

Eastern Pmnt ami Ra,"lhag pos.~e~s more bOllnding with the nelghbourhood than thc

people of block of Dhanmondl.

D. Faclor8 Influellcing Social Interaction

Faclors Related to Socio-emnomic and Housing Characleristics

I. Gcnerally, soci31 imeraetlon docs not have correspondence to age structure and

cducational status of thc resldents as both younger. less educated people uf

Ra~llibag and older, hlghly educated people of Eastern POlllt shows Inghcr status

of ~oclal mteraellOn. Bllt, ",]thin eaeh neighbourhood. aged people and les~

ed"':aled people me fotlnd morc inkraeli vc wllh their nelghbolLT~.
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2. In general. homogenelty in income status of the rc<;ldent~ (hoth actu<ll <lnd

perceptual) increases social mteractiotl and wlthin each ,tudied neighborhood.

richer people found less intcract! vc with their neighbours.

3. Bigger famllie~ and Joint and extended families of all the three nelghbOLlrhood,

are found morc connected ",ith their neighbours.

4. H1!;hcr number of children in Rasulbag and Eastcrn Pomt pla}S a positive role in

cnhancing social inlercour,e among neighbours. On the other hand, 10"'" social

intcractlOn m block of Dhanmondi can easJ1y bc rcl3tcd to the pre,ence of less

numbcr of children.

5. Ncighbourhood~ ha,ing comparativcly lcs.~ numher of working mothers

(Rasulhag and Eilstem Pomt) cvcntually sho",~ high social interaction.

6. Home ownership acts as a positive taelOr for social interaction but, it is more

apphcahle for Rasulbag and Eastern Point because a portion of home owners

(apartmeot owners) m block of Dhanmondi possesses Jess nClghbourly conlact

With thc othcr hou~eholds.

7. In the studied nejghbollrhood~. re~identi<ll smbility acts as a positive factor for

cnhancmg ~"cial interaction.

Faclors Related 10 Physical Characteristics:

1. LOW-fiSC buJ1dmg~, spacing face-to-face along Imear Or rectungulur street IS

considered as an crlcctlve uBpect for regulaung soclul inlercour'e iIlnong

residents.
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2. Buddings entrie.,. bakonies. and porehe,> eiC. need to be faced to the streel to

encourage ohscnalion by nearby re.qldenl~. Visual ban-iers in fron! oj lhe

buddings diwour"ge social mteraetlOn.

3. High-me apartment complexes having open space. play ground, park, meeting

hall etc. wlthin Ihe premise of housmg inerea~e, ,ociul imeraellon among

residents.

4. Grouping of buildmg~ of a neighbourhood need 10 have di,tinct identity so that

residents can know thai they are a part of a partIcular re~idential environment

5. Nan-ow and broken streets, Iraffic congestion on the ,[reel, lack of foot path for

pedestnans, open ~ewerage drain, water logging elC. discourages people to walk

and talk on the streeL

6. Lack of publk places like parh, gardens, open spaces, play grounds, cultural

center';' community centers and mappropriale locatIOn of puhhc pluees decrease

'OCla[ lnteracllon of the Tt"idents.

7. Lower quahty of service facilities sneh as, irregular supply of water, c1eelneily

and gas, ahsence of appropriate wU81emanagement and sewerage system, lack of

safety and security in the neighbourhood makes reSIdents dissatisfied and

frustraled lind lhu8, less Inlerested in maintaining sOCIalrelalion "ith neighbours.

8. Absence of ~eh(H)I, kUlcha bazaar, meeling hall, rehglOlls cenler.~ in Ihe

neighbourhood. whi~h are Ihe pnme mecling pla~e of residents, dccrea~e~ chlince

of sOCIalmtcracllon.
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Oth~r Factors of Social lnteraclion

1. Ab~en~e of n~ighbourhood based organiltllJon prey~nt; residents from meeting

regular basis, disclls~ing neighbourhood problems, ,haring common goal~ for

neighbourhood development, initialing social and cullUral programs which are lhe

most cffeetive expression of ;ocial interacllon at the neighbollrhood le~eL

2. Peop1c'~ isolation from the fellow neighbours, ~elf-<Jriented attitude, class

consciousne~~ lind 1e~sinterest in participating in the neighbOllrhood development

process i~ one of Ihe main factors of decreasIng intlm~cy and soci~J relation

among nelghhours.

3. There eXIsts an mterrelalJon ~mong the aspects of socllll interaclion. For this

re~son, Rasulhag and Eastelll Point get comparallvcly higher SlalliS in ~JJ the

indic~tors of social mteraction lhan block of Dhanmondl. Therefore, one aspect of

social interaction innllen~es other aspects and having ~ocial reMion with the

neighbours is the mO~l ~ffecli~e w~y to increase social relation and interaction at

the nClghhourhood leveL

E. From overall observation it is found that:

l. R~sident" of Rasulbag interact Wilh neighbours because of Ihe influence of old

tradItion lh~t "'as observed in moh"lla" of M~dieval Dhaka. PhYSICalchara<:l~ristks

of the neighbourhood such as lo",-nse buildmg, On the holh sides of a narrow IIncar

,Ireel, presence of common publk sp~ces (kutcha bazaar, mO~'l"e_ grocery shops,

schools, play ground etc,) Within the neighbollrhood create grounds for re~idenls to

mect and talk with e~ch other.

2. Residcnt, of Ea~lem Point possess social contact wilh their neighbollfs because of the

influence of dislincl housing environmcnt that ~eparale" them from surroundmgs and

brings them closer Wllh ea~h other witlun the nClghhourhood by offering vanous

public places (mo<;que. lihrary, community ccntre, Indoor playground de,) and

various social events orgamz~d b" neighbourhood assocllltlOn
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3. ResIdents of block of Dhanmondi possess less socia! IntcractlOn with fellow

neIghbours bccau,c of the absence of interest of the l"Csldcnts and ah,ence of

cncollraging factors like neighbourhood public places and neighbuurhood ba>cd

organif,ations ek.

7.2 Recommendations for Enhancing Sociallnlcruction in the Neighbourhoods

7.2.1 CreatiJlg Fri~ndl)'Ph)'sicalEm"ironment in a Neighbourhood

A good nClghbourhood should plan in a way that can ca~ily ~atl,ry people's b~sic social

needs and can relale to other people. It :;hould be a pl3CC where a greal deal of inleraction

among hOl1sehold~.groups and indivIduals takes place. Additionally. it reqllires a concept

of ll1'ban fonn and <le"ign lh~t addresses people's ba~ic ~ocial n~eds. It should allow

people to get in ~ont~~l with one another, offer hoth a ~en.~eof community as well as an

ind1V1dualhorne ~fl{1priv~cy, and enhance resldclllS' fceling of identily ~nd mu~h more.

To develop ~u~h ~ friendly neighbourhood m Dhaka City, ihe following aspects need to

given impOr1am;e in designing nelghbourhnod~ ofDhak~ City:

7.2.1.1 Human Need Oriented Planning

In plannlllg neighbourhond~. it i~ ne~essaf) 10 gIve Jmp011anec on need and demand of

the resident., to make sure that thc human heing" are the basis of all planning approache~

and 1t values local ~ulture. This is how any ncighhollrhood ~an achieve a guiding physical

fonn that foslers eommunlty de\'eillpment through public meeting grounds. Before

rene"'al ~nd redevelopment of existing neighbourhonds and development of new

Te,idenlial neighbourhnods of Dhaka City, housing develnpment authorilJe~ ~hould a.,8es,

Ihe needs and demands of thc re~idenls.

So~ial interaction fnelldly phYSical cnvironmenl need to be lIlcorpnratcd both 1ftlow-rise

and contempor~ry vertical ncighhollrhnods. Urban planners of weslern and even ea~tem

countries are now experimenllng vari0u~ layout., and designs of contemporary
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neighbourhoods that symbolize both modern technology and traditional heritage and

culture of a society. Urban planners of USA, Canada, AlL~traliaetc. that has vast amount

of land, still prefer low-rise residential neighbourhoods in the SlIburb area where residents

enjoys natLJTaibeauty as well as modern facilities, In these neighbourhoods, pedestrian

friendly environment, presence of parks, playgrounds, shops, restaurants, comnrunity

centers, religious centers etc. eventually increases mental bonding with the

neighbourhood and social bonding with the neighbours, But in places like Dhaka City,

high-rise residential neighbourhoods are the most logical way to supply housing for the

people under shortage ofland, ever-increasing land price and huge population pressure.

Human need oriented neighbourhood planning is thus, urgent for developing new

residential areas because nearly all of the new residential neighbourhoods of Dhaka City

are developed as high-rise apartment complexes. If proper ground for social intercourse

were not provided, these residential neighbourhoods would become only a block oft1ats

not home for residents

Photographs of low-rise neighbourhoods of USA: -

A ""ighbonrbood of New Orleans.
UM

A ".ighbonrbood ofHouslO".Neighbonrbood ofRadbnm.

NewJersey,USA USA

Source: http://,,,"V<w.gIllu.cdullibraryIspecialcollectionslplancomm,html

Layout of residential neighbourhoods of Singapore can be followed in developing new

vertical neighbourhood of Dhaka City. Singapore is probably the most land-scares

country in the world. To ensure optimum utilization of land, Housing and Development

Board (HBD) of Singapore developed 'Planned .Estates' that are self-contained vertical

neighbourhoods, each served by essential amenities such as, super markets, fuod centers, ••
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clinics, schools, libraries, shopping malls, parks and play grounds. All such estates are
wen connected by public transport. The amenities are provided in such a way that
residents can meet face-to-fuce with each other and possess community spirit (Nancy,
2004),

Photographs of high-rise neighbourhoods of Singapore: -

-r?'

""-,,
Source'http'/lwv.w.gmu,eduflibrary/specialcoUcctions/plancommhtml

From the present study, it is observed that social aspects of living in a residential area

were not incorporated in the planning process of Dhanmondi residential area Thus,

absence of meeting place, play ground, community centre, open space and garden within

the neighbourhood re5ll1ts low social interaction among residents in the planned

residential neighbourhood of Dhanmondi, On the other hand, Eastern Point, a high-rise

apartment complex, showed high social interactinn because of the planned arrangement

of social meeting grounds for residents. Thus, the new trend of vertical neighbourhoods

of Dhaka City can overcome its backdrops such as isolation of people from neighbours,
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from nature and from ,ocial events etc. by ineorporaung sonal "paces within tile prcmlSe

of the housing complex,

7.2.1.2 Proyiding Pffiestrian Oriented Enyironment in the i\eighbourhood

It i, ne~essary to make streets more intimate in scale and encourage greater pedestrian

activities by combined with wider Sidewalks and a design that favor, the pede~lnan. A

pedestrian oriented street when designed properly e.g. fa,or:s all groups <Jf residents.

Thus. elderly people. the disabled and children have Ihe freedom 10 get around wilh ease

in a community without banier:s. There is 10 rememher that the street pattern critically

shapes the housmg blocks and places, provides access and vie"" 10 <'pecialloeali()n~ and

<Jverlays the whole site with a network that IS crucial to how people will perceIVe Iheir

environment.

To fulfill thc need" of all the re~ldent~ in a neighbourhood, facilities and poblic places

must he heuer acce~,ih1e and within a walkable distance. That mcans to ereate a

pedestrian-fnendly environmenl where it i, a j<JYto walk and cycle, and where everybody

feel~ safe and stimulated 10d<JS<J.

CO" must obse,."e the pede<lrion Tlgill of way

SourcG:Konnke, 2005,

S,dc"alh ,h"uld range belween 3 ,nd Sm to
rrOVlde convenience of movement

Fil.'l1re 7.1: Outline of Pedestrian-friendly Street Design
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Photographs of pedestrian friendlyneighbourhood streets: -

A neighbourhood street of &rcelOl1~ Spain

Source:http://picturcstravc1adventur<:S,orgi

Wnmen ~hal1;ngon neighbourhood street,
Barcclon~ Spain

The street design of neighbourhood of Dhaka should follow the above roles shown in the

figures (Fig-7,1). Improving street condition is very important for neighbourhoods of

Dhaka City as pedestrian friendly environment is observed absent in the studied

neighborhoods of Rasulbag, Block of Dhanmondi and Eastern Point because of traffic

congestion, open sewerage system and absence offoot path.

7.2.1.3Incorponltion ofP1Jblie Spaces in the Neighbourhoods

It is necessary to maximize the amount of the public realm, provide a variety of public

spaces and give public spaces prominent locations for increasing resident's identification

with a neighbourhood centre. Public places and buildings placed in the heart or center of

a neighbourhood helps residents feel ronted and increases their sense of place and

belonging. 'Public places and buildings placed in the "heart" or centre of a

neighbourhood helps residents feel rooted and increases their sense of place and

belonging' (Konnke, 2005). Public spaces should design by incorporating works of

public art to enrich the public environment.

To establish the social increment of a place, village greens and open spaces should be

used as fonnative elements instead of occupying residual space, Additionally, we nrust
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return meaning to streets and plazas as a part of our public life, Public places are sources

of inspiration and recreation. These interact with each individual in the way he/she

perceives his/her environment and over lime develops a relation to it.

A few examples ofneighboumood public spaces: -

Public places in between mixed-use
buildiugs oflhc old city of Cologne

(Gennany)

~~ .•
NeighbollIhood shops of Alberta,

"'"',

Neighbourhood Public Hall in
Venice. Italy

A nClgbbouThood picuic spoI of
ATbcna, Can.1d:l

Residential area "ith a street
marke1 in BerHn. Germany.

Ncighbourhood S1llICksbar of
A!hc~ Canada

Source: http://pictures ,travcladventures, org!

Incorpornting a small square in the middle of the neighbourhoods of Dhaka City can

provide a setting for public events that can draw people regularly together like a market,

cultural and community llCtivities or celebrations. It is necessary to establish

neighbourhood meeting halls especially in Rasulbag and Block of Dhanrnondi 10 enhance

social interaction, It is found that interaction of children is one of the major fuctors of

social interaction, Interaction of children increases interaction among plITents.
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Thus, providing both 0111door and ,ndoor playground for children in the nelghholl1'hood

of Dhaka City c~n en,>ure elTectivc social interaction among households. Estabhsh

elementary schools in the neighboorhood~ and maklng it mandatory for the chIldren to

~ttend in the nClghbourhood elementary i>chool wlil help to bnng both children and

parents together that i~ pracllced In many western countries.

7.2.1.4 Planninl: Sociallnlcraction Friendl)' Buildin~Frontage

High fenccs and walls, garages in front of the bUIldings and other obstructions are

uninviting and refleet social barriers to get into ~ont~~t wllh the neIghbours. They should

be a replaced by a more pelmeable "treel fronl. Incorporatmg penetrable architedural

features like arcades and walk-through passage~ inlO buildmgs IS particularly important

where the streetscape is compoi>eu of an enc1o~ed ~paec (Sucher, 1996).

Buildings :;hould be open to thc sidewalk and allow for "eyes on the strcet".

Buildmg entne:;, windows. b~lconie~, porche~ etc. should faee to the street to encourage

pubhc aetlVlty and ob,ervauon by nearhy resident,>. Eycs on the street promote safely and

a tcchng of ownershIp of ~nd identifkation with the surroundmg street space. These

a~pccts need to Incorporate ei>pecially in the planning of new neighbourhoods of Dh~ka

CIty.

Dive«e and inviting blli Iding frontages

Source: Korinke, 21)(15.

B"ild, ng frontage hBvi ng no vi,ual harrier ,

Figure 7.2: Social Interaction Friendly Building Fronlag~
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It is newssary to provide a variety of building facades. The architectural design should

incorporate porches, balconies and bays and these should vary from one building to

another to provide a high level of visual interest to pedestrians. Avoid monotonous and

monumental looking building frontages that follow the mollo "less is more" (Coulthard et

ai, 2002).

A few examples of inviting building frontages:

, ~,'.. I '. I ,
~ • I ,

~. !,• - c.

A small courtyard in the middic of

four bouses Bnrano, Italy

NeJgltbourhood building

frontages having diverse colors,

Buenos Aires, Argentina

Source: http://pictures.traveladventures.org!

Colorful building frontages of a

neighbourhood, Golhenburg, Sweden

7,2.2 Creating Friendly Social Environment in IINeighbourhood

There are many ways to creale, improve, and maintain a healthy and supportive

neighbourhood by taking effective social initiatives such as:

Effort to Know tbe Neighhoun

Initiatives to know about neighbours develop friendly relationships with neighbors. It is

important to think neighbours as a member of extended family People feel better and

safer, and problems seem less overwhelming, when support is nearby. It is easier to share

joys and worries if people know their neighbors. Ifa family in a neighbourhood seems to

be in crisis or under slress, neighbours need to offer help and support. A smile or word of

encouragement can mean 11 lot if it comes from 11 neighbours.
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Forming Keighbourhood Association

FOrn1mg neighbourhood based Organ17,atloni" very effective to bring ncighhour<; together

hy ol'gamzmg vanOllS social and cultural cvcnts. Through neighbourhood organization,

residents can discuss about their local problems and can act a, a pre<;sure group to solve

these problems. Even they can take 101tlatlves to solve their own problem. Residents ean

form NClghhourhood \Vateh to keep neighhorhood safe, Events for children such as,

various games and cultural competitions will bnng c111ldrcnand parents doser as well as

create a <;lrcngthen environment for chIldren arter school adi vitie;.

Willingness of the Residents for Creating Friendly Social Environment

It is ne~e"sary to take inili~tives by e~ery indiViduals living l1lthc neighbourhood in order

to increase social interact!on in the neighbourhoods. People', 'elf- ~oncentralcd attl1udc

and intcntion to livc igolated from the neighbours th<ll is observed 10 Ihe altitude or' the

residents of studied neighbourhood;, simply decreases their safety and se~urity within

the neIghbourhood. The wllhngnes~ of lhe reqldenls is the m~in key for creating good and

friendly ~o~ial environmenl in the neighbourhood,

7.3 Conclusion
'Throughout history, man has grouped thc1Osel~es together for s~fety, for the cxehange of

scrvices, food and goods, for WOr:shlpand soei al in!ercour~;e' (Nabl, 197 Il. Ne;ghhorhood

i, considered as th~ primary base for expreSSlIlg common nced~ and .,hared goals of Ihe

people. 'NeIghborhood IICSCan lransfonn human social bond to socia! '-'''pila!thal refers

to thc ,ucml n£l,.orks and lbe non", of reciprocity and trustworthines, th~1 arise from

(hclr maitllcnanec and d£vclupmenl' (Pulnam, 2000), Rclallonship gIVes people Sllppon.

happiness, commltmcnt and a SenS£ they belong and have a role to play in the society.

Sonal connectedness at the neighborhood le,el pla}'s il vililllOle 111promo(mg wellheing

~nd slrengthen;ng communitieS. A neighbourhood should constitute a coheslvc lIni( hoth

in (ellllS of the physicililayout and the lesldcl\t's social well-hei~g.l he prescn( sllldy was

un effort to compare the status of soc;(li 1I1teractlOnIn the three dlffercnt types of

neighbourhoods of Dhaka Cily in terms of location, physi~al features ~~d SOClO-econonuc

char~ctel'lst!cs and ;l is revealed that Rasulbag ~nd Ea,tem Poi~t. a low rise naturally

grown neighbourhood and a lugh-rise hOllsmg complex re;pectilbly possess higher levcl

of sO~lal interaction than the neighbourhood of Dhamnondi, a planned re,idenlial area of
Dhaka Clly.
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Table 1: Perception towards Neigbbourhood Boundar)'

Perception towards Neighbourhood boundary Rasulba Dhanmondi Easlern I'oillt
F % F % F %

This b"ildlll la artmcnt unit " 21.15 30 69.76 ; 7.5
The llearb ' two or three hui ldill sla artmellts 12 23.08 4 9,30 7 17.5
Buildin sla aJ1ments of this slreel 21, 50 1 2,33
Huildingslapmtments o[lhi, apartment 0 0 0 0 29 72.5
eomnle.~
Buildin ,Ia al1ments oflhis block " 0 5 11.63 0 0
Olhel"l' (do llot have an iMa) 7 5.77 ; (,,~H 1 2,5

Tolal "' 100 H 100 40 1007.
Source' Field 'IIrvey. 2()()5.

Table 2: Satisfaction towards Ph)'sical Environment of the Neighbourhood

Sense of Belonging Neighbourhood O,inlon ("t)
Agreed p,,"gree<! IX, not

Know
Yo" are satisfLedwith the phYSlcolenviron",e'" Ril,ulb,£ 51.92 19.23 28.85
of the neighbourhood DhanmonJl 5581 25.59 IlU)(l

Eastern Polm 55 35 10
Sourc~: F,eld survey. 2005.

Table 3; Perception toward~ Statu~ of Sodal Intcnu:tioJl

P~rc~ptlon ()f ,ocLal Ra'lIlha Dhanmond, EaSlern POint
interac.tion F % F % F %

Sali,faelo 17 32.69 0 0 20 05
Medium inlemelion 12 2KS5 11 25.5S " '"Le" interacti()n " 2Ll'j '" 46.5 I 1, 12
No interaction 5 9.62 10 23.26 0 0
Others 4 7.69 2 4.65 " 0
Total " 100 47 100 40 100
SOllTC": FIeld 'lIT""Y, 2005.
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Table 4: Spatial Extent of Re!:ular Visit

Residing place of lhe neighbours Raslilbag Dhanmondi Ea,lem P"int
r , r I , F "In the ,ame aparlmenllbuilding, '8 34.62 22 51.16 25 62,5

Wilhln l-J apartmentlbuildings on the both " 2(,-9J '0 23.2(, " 30
,ide, of re,pondem, hou.,e
WJthin 4.6 aparlment/buildings on the bOlh B 25 7 16,28 3 7.5
,iM, of ""nonden!s hOIl~~
Wilhin 7-9 apartmentlbuilding, "n the both 5 9.62 , 9,30 0 0
,id~s of respondents house
Within 10-12 apartmentlbuildings on the 2 3.85 0 " " 0
bOlh sides of respondent> h"us~
Tolal 52 lOll 43 11K) ") UK)
So"rc~' Field su",'cy, 2005,

Table 5: Causl'S of Less or No Inleraction

Causes of Ie" and no inleraclion RaSlLlba Dhanmondi Ea'tem Poinl
F % F % F %

Old re"dont, do nol "ell come new Te,ide"t' JO 9,09 " IlIA5 5 7.14
New residents do not wanlto mingle "ilh lb~ local Tt,iJ~nl, )2 10.91 6 583 3 4.29
N~w rc"dont, do nol ""J longer In tbe ne1ghborhood 16 14.55 8 7,77 6 8.57
reople J1'enowbu,ier than pa" 25 22.73 " 14.56 n 24.29
People aTOnnw ""II o"enled 22 20 " 14.56 JO 22.g6
Class distinction prevents social interaclio<l 7 (1.36 U P.62 ",\h'en,'e of "pen 'races ,nd lor meeting places ln the " 10.91 U 12.62 < 8.57
nelrrhbOThood
Ah,enco of neighborhood hosed organi"tion " " , l!.74 " "otho" " 5.45 , 4.85 , 12.86
Tolol I II) UK) IOJ 11K) 0<) 1(10

Multiple answers counled
Source: Field lurvey, 2005.

Table 6: Necessity of Social Interaction

Necessily of social inleraction Ra,ulha Dhallnlondi E~\lem Poinl
F % F % , %

To increase "()Odrelntj"nshi wilb lhe nei hhors " 2'B3 '" J LOI 3S 32.2(1
For de'elo men! of the nei hlmrhood 38 27.74 " 9.30 " 13.56
To 'olve the hei hborhuoJ roblem, U 8,1l3 D 25,511 " n.lI
To increa,e helring nalur~ of the neighbors '" 11.14 " 9.30 U I UP
To fe'en! crime m the nel hbmhood '8 13.14 21 16,28 " 12.71
To raetice ,oclal eu,ton" 9 6.57 8 6.20 .0 8.47
Olher, 2 1.45 3 2..1.'1 , 4.24
T"t~l 137 100 129 .00 H8 100

Ml1111plcanswers couJlleJ
Source: held slll\'ey. 2In,.
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Table 7: Initiatives Necessary for Enhancing Social Interllction

Ra,olha~ Dhann10ndi Ea,km Point
F % F % F %

I.ocal resident, should he fri~ndl 'with the new, esidents " 13,5<) 9 6,72 4 5.47
Taffie congesti(}n and water logging problem; need to be U 5,98 0 0 0 0
whed
J\'ew rc~,dcnt.s should mLn I~ with the local re,idems 22 11.96 " 14,18 3 4.11
Peo Ie need to OverCOmeclass coconsciousness 14 7 (,1 10 H6 , 10.96
Peo Ie should ractiee traditional culture of wcial relation 16 8., 12 8,90 16 21.92
N~w ~o Ie should have rovi,ion in the local dUh 1" eo n n 0 0
Infrastructure of local lay 'round need to be develo 16 8., 0 0 11 0
An indoOl' ,neetin lace" needed in the nel hhorhood I' 7,06 11 11 11 0
People need to attend In the IOCLaland cultural events " H 15 11 11 "1 27.4
initiated h' neiahhOl'hood duh
A nei hborhood hased or~ani7.ation " need to be formed 11 11 ".'i IH,66 11 11
Children and teen a ed can fonn a association 20 10,86 21 15,66 8 10,96
Women can form a dLfferent associat,on for them 8 4,35 " Ill,66 8 10,90
There i, no way to enhance ,ocial interaction in thi, 1 0,54 , 6,71 0 0
nci ~hborhood
Others , 3,SO 4 2,99 6 8,22

Total 184 100 1'4 lOO 73 Ino
Multiple answers counted
Source, Field Survey. 2005.
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Aspeds of Sociallnteraetion in the Neighhourhoods of Dhaka Cit)'

Survey of residenls' opinion as a par! of research fur lhe degrce ofMasiers in Urban ~ndRegional
PI~nning

Depart"",nt of Urb~n ~nd R~gion~ I PI~nning.
Banglade,h liniven,ity of Engineering and Technology

Dhaka- ](Klil

Stud)' Area,

Kame oftbe Respondent ,... ,.... ,... " ....

A. Socio-economic Characteristics

I. Household information ..

nate.

Relallon with thc Ago S" EdlicatlOn Occllpation Tncome Type of
re,nondenl (Monthly) house

2. Type of HOllsehold..

a) Kuclear family
h) Joinl family
c) Extendedfamjly
d) Others

3. Employmenl ,ector of the respondent

c) Government
I) Non-Government
g:) Self-employed
h) Othcr:; .... " ....
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H. Housing Characteristics

4. HousIng Type ... ,...

a) Apal1ment housing
h) Non-apartmenl housing
c) Single house
dl Olhers ...

5. Year or eonslruelion ...

6. Number of bUlldlOg in the premise.

7, Number of flat in the building,.

8 Type Orlemlre.

a) Owner occupied
b) Rental house
c) Governmenl house
d) Other>;..

9. How long have you heen living in thL~hou~e'!

al 2-<5 ycars. b)5-<1O years, cllO-d5 years, dl 15-<20 years, el 20 ycars and abovc

10. Why are you living in this house'!

11. Do you face any problem 10 Jiving 10 the neIghbourhood?

Yes 0 No 0 Othcrs 0

II' yes, whal are the pn)hlem~ you face in your neighbourhood?
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B. Information un Sodallnleradion

• Perception of and attitudes towards the neighborhood

12. According to you what i~ thc area of your neighhorhood'!

a) ThlS block
b) This small comml.lnity
c) The strcctg nearby
d) This ~partment estate
c) Othcrs. ,.... ,.... ,..

13. List significant feature of your neighbarhaod (limit to 10 items)

14. In your opinion whal class of peaple (ba,ed an income) Jiving in this neighbarhood?

a) High daIS
11) Middle ciao,
e) Lowcrclass
d) Mixed
e) Olhers

15. How you define your c1~s' in Ihis neighborhoad?

16, According to your "pinion. ",h~t is the status of social relation among neighbaurs in
yaur nCIghbourhood'l

~) Sali,faclol)'
b) Medil.lm imerJctian
c) l.es, interaction
d) No interaction
e) Others, ...

• Commitment and Sense of Belonging

17. Your ooinian 011...,., .. .......
A reed Disa reed Others

Jf havc a chancc to movc OLll, vou ",ill leave
thi~ neighhorhood .
You reel sense of cummunily ".,.ithyour
neighbours
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• Neighbourly contact

IS. YouropmlOnon .

Number of houses
You know the name of the name of head of
tile household
You know occupation of head of the
household
You Visit nel hbour's house b 'invllation
You visit nel hbour's house re ularl

19. You regularly visit to the neighhouru,.

o mion
Livin in the :,ame buildin£\a artment
Living within Ito 3 building\apartment on the
both side of your house
Living withm 410 6 buiJdmg\apartment on the
both side of your house
L1V1ngWIthin 7 to 9 huildmg\aparlment on the
both ,ide uf vuur house
Li\'ing within 10 to 12 building\apartment on
the both side of your house

• Mutual assistance

20. What Types or mutual <w"i"tanee you practice within the neighborhood?

Regularly/sometimes done a favor for nei hh"Ufs
Neighbor re ularly/sometimes done a tavor for ou
Vi"it nei"hbors when they become sick
Nei hhor VlSlI ou when ou become sick
You bonmv mone and! other thin s rTl)mIhe nei hbours
NeIghbors borrow mone and lother Ihm S from vou

• Social Network

21. Do you h~ve any kin living in this neIghbourhood?

Yes 0 No0 Others 0

If yes, what type of k,n do you have in Ihis neighhourhood?
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22. Do you have any friend IlVlng In this neighbourhood?

Yes 0 No 0 Others 0

It ye" where doe, your liiend live 10 the neighbourh(H,d~

23, Is there any community association in the neighborhood?
,

Yes 0 No 0 OtlJers0

If yes, whallypes of eOmmllnlly a%oe;ation are 10 the neighborhood?

a) Well fare societies
b) Clubs
c) Women'" group"
d) Non-profit groups
e) Othern .

24. Do you h~ye membership of the as,ociatioll in your neighborhood?

Yes 0 No 0 Olhers 0

If yes. do you have to pay for membership" and how much do you have to pay~

Yes 0 No 0 Otbers 0

25. What lypeS of aclivilies iniliated hy this neighborhood ~,sociation?

26. Do you altend in the acti viues iniuatcd by these neIghborhood as'Oeialions?

Yes 0

If not, why?

No 0 Olhers 0
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• SecondarJ social interaction

27. Does yuur neighborhood po~ses~ the following SUPPOltcenters?

Type, of support y" No De,cription of the Use uf lhe '>llpport centers by
Centers Support Center, the neighborhood people

(Lu~alilln, TvPe. Si~,e) (Users, Frequencv)
Reh lOUSCenters
Education Centers
Park-,IO en ~ ace,
Cultural center,>
Health care center,>
Gru~er '
Market~!Sho ,
Kaelha bazaar
PIa mnd (Ollldoor)
Indoor b " s ace
ReercatlOnal S ot
Neighborhood watch
or fuotuatrol
Communit ' <:enters
Others

D. Problems of and Concerns for Neighborhood

28. Tnyour opinion what are the major problems of your neighborhood?

29. How does neighborhood people discus, abolllthe,e pr(>hlem~?

30. Are there any local organintion~ devoted 10upgrade the neighborhood condition?

31. Have your neighborhood people taken any inillalive to solve any problem in the past
6 month~"

Yes 0 1\0 0 Others 0

If yes. what types of ,leps lhey havc lakcn?
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32 Do you think that sod,!] interactIOn among the neighborhoud people is necessary?

-

Yes 0 No 0 Others 0

I If yes, why ,0<:;(11Interaction IS necessary?

33. According to you, what are reasons for having le~s social interaction in the
nClghbourhood?

34. According to you what type8 or iniliallVCS need to be taken to enhan~e social
intenl<;lion In the neIghborhood?

35. What kind of help you want to offer for enhuncmg ~ocial mtcractioll among people of
your neighborhood~

Thanks for your co-opermion

147


	00000001
	00000002
	00000003
	00000004
	00000005
	00000006
	00000007
	00000008
	00000009
	00000010
	00000011
	00000012
	00000013
	00000014
	00000015
	00000016
	00000017
	00000018
	00000019
	00000020
	00000021
	00000022
	00000023
	00000024
	00000025
	00000026
	00000027
	00000028
	00000029
	00000030
	00000031
	00000032
	00000033
	00000034
	00000035
	00000036
	00000037
	00000038
	00000039
	00000040
	00000041
	00000042
	00000043
	00000044
	00000045
	00000046
	00000047
	00000048
	00000049
	00000050
	00000051
	00000052
	00000053
	00000054
	00000055
	00000056
	00000057
	00000058
	00000059
	00000060
	00000061
	00000062
	00000063
	00000064
	00000065
	00000066
	00000067
	00000068
	00000069
	00000070
	00000071
	00000072
	00000073
	00000074
	00000075
	00000076
	00000077
	00000078
	00000079
	00000080
	00000081
	00000082
	00000083
	00000084
	00000085
	00000086
	00000087
	00000088
	00000089
	00000090
	00000091
	00000092
	00000093
	00000094
	00000095
	00000096
	00000097
	00000098
	00000099
	00000100
	00000101
	00000102
	00000103
	00000104
	00000105
	00000106
	00000107
	00000108
	00000109
	00000110
	00000111
	00000112
	00000113
	00000114
	00000115
	00000116
	00000117
	00000118
	00000119
	00000120
	00000121
	00000122
	00000123
	00000124
	00000125
	00000126
	00000127
	00000128
	00000129
	00000130
	00000131
	00000132
	00000133
	00000134
	00000135
	00000136
	00000137
	00000138
	00000139
	00000140
	00000141
	00000142
	00000143
	00000144
	00000145
	00000146
	00000147
	00000148
	00000149
	00000150
	00000151
	00000152
	00000153
	00000154
	00000155
	00000156
	00000157
	00000158
	00000159
	00000160
	00000161
	00000162
	00000163
	00000164
	00000165
	00000166
	00000167
	00000168
	00000169
	00000170
	00000171

