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1. The depree of urbenigzation

Latin facerics has undergone ropid urbanization during the last three decades,
This »srocess, es &lsewhere in the world, hes involved important sociologieal changes
caused princinally by the movenent of considerable masses of the population from

the country znd ths smeller towns into the big cities,

Although up-to-deie census figures are only cveilable in the case of twelve
countries, it can be said thet in 1960 the urban population of Latin imerica
constituted less then 50 per cent of the tetzl (in accordance with the definition
for vensus vpurpcses of urban population), In view of the tendencies espparent in
this process of urbanizetion, one mcy expect 1n the next few decadss a continuation
cf this geogridhical redistribution of the popudetion znd, in consecuence, the
emergence of new citles and the developrent of the suburban crecs of the greet

centres of pomalation,

The degree of urbanization differs sigudficently from one country to another
within the region. In addition, it bexrs no relction to the density or to the
volume of the ponulation, It is probzble thet the differences expressed by the
census-figures do not alweys reflect the recl situction. Such figures may under-
state the case or, on the other hand, give sn excgrereted picture, owing to the
diffsrent definitions of urben peoviation thit heve been enployed or tc diffecrent
meanings attrched to the sems theoreticrl criterion (e.g. the size of the popul-
ation centre), depsnding on the differing conditions of economic end socizl
development within the are, Beering in mind these inevitoble 1limitations we will
consider, for the purncses of comprrison, the degree of urtynization in accordance

with the definitions cof urban popul~tion used for census purposes, and, in addition,
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the porul~tion-figures of centres with over 20 000 inhsbitents. Definitions, for
census nurposcs, of urban nopulation generrlly include small towns with adminis—
trotive jurisdiction over minor peliticsl arecs, or simply towns of over 1 000,
2 000 or 2 500 inh:bit.nts, &s the ecese m:y be. By including only centres of
over 20 000 inhabitents in the figures given for urban populction, one is able to
elinincte from the survey fgglomer-tions thet ere reclly semi-rursl in cherseler
=from the point of view of economic activity- and, in gener-l, to facilitate
comprrison between one countrv and snother, Toble 1 denotes the degree of urban-
izrtion rs of 16950, eccording to the criterion descried above, and the figures

corresponding to the yerr 1960 in those countries where a census hed ®een held,

Three out of the four countrics with the largest populations, 1,e, Brezil,
exico snd Colombis (with = combined‘population, in 1960, of sbout 120 000 000),
heve »n urbrn population of ﬁpproximrtely L5-50 per cent of the totsl, Ten years
previously, the urbﬁn*population of these countrics wrs between 36 and 43 per cent.

The fourth of thise four most highly:populsied countries, Argentine, was the most
urbrnized of o1l -with the probable exception of Uruguey, for which there are no

census-figures— and it wes probobly still the.ost urbonized country in 1960,

,Couniries thit have ¢ relatively snsll poouletion, but ~re nevertheless the
nost ﬁrb;nized except for Argentine, fre: Chile, Cubs and Venezuela, with urban
no ul~tions constituting, in 1950, 6z2.5, 5€.3, ind 53,8 per cent respectively, of
the totrl ponulation of c:ch‘country. By 1960 the proportion hid risen, in Chile,

to 66.5 per cent, #nd in Venezuele to 62.5 ner cent.

The romrining countries show & lower degree or urbsnizetion, prob:bly below
40 per cont in 1960, with the exception of Pan”ma =nd, sspecially, Peru {where the

pronortion was close to 50 per cent).

If we now‘consider the degree of urbenizntion in relstion to the rcletive
importnee of the population of nuelei of over 20 000 inhabit nts, it cen be seid
that in 1950 enly four countries (irgentine, Cnlle, Cubz end Venezuele), gave
evidence of conditions COJp«T<tl€ to those abls 1n:|.nb in the countries of Western
"Europe or in the Lﬁlted Stites, thet is to sey w1th percentagos ‘of urben. population

in rels tlon to tot:l PO“ul stion of hlghcr then 30 Der cent, «nd even, in the ceses

[t
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Table 1

URBLN-DUR. L 00 PCSITICN GF THE PCTULATION OF 18 LaAVIN (MERICAN

COUNT I%S IH 1950 . ND 1960 (AFPROXTILATE Datis)

Totel

Populrtion

Urbsn nopulation

(Census definition)

Poruletion living in
neclei of cver 20 000

{thcusends) (per cent} inh-bit:nts (per cent)
Country

1950 1960 1950 1960 1950 196G
Bre zil ston 70 967 362 1Y 1 29aY
Mexico 25 791 34 923 L2.6 50,7 26,4 33.6
hrgentine 15 €94 20 009 62.5 e/ £7.9 Y4
Colembia 1l 548 a/- 38,0 a/ 22,5 a/
Peru 6 208 10 364 35.h£/ h?.lb/ 14,2 28.&2/
Chile 5 933 7 340 60.2 66. 53/ 42,9 ef
Cuba 5 §29 a4/ 56,3 4/ 36.3 4/
Verczueln 5 035 7 B2l 53.8 62.5E/ 31,6 h?.zb/
Ecvador 3 203 4 581 8.5 35.33/ 18,4 27. 5
Gurtenela 2 79 d/ 25.0 4a/ 11,2 da/
Bolivie 2 704 4/ 33.6 4/ 21.9 da/
Dorinicen Republic 2 136 3 01k 23.8 30.52/ 12,1 20, 5
1 Selvedor 1 £56 2 511 36.5 39-02/ 12.9 1?.32/
Hordurs.s 1369 1883  29.0 o/ - 11,52
Pereguay 1 328 1 817 34.6 35.&2/ 15.6 16.82/
Nicrregue 1 057 ef 34.9 ef ef e/
Penemn 805 1 076 36.0 41,5 30,4 35.0
Cost Hica 01 1 1325 33.5 34.5E/ 22.6 22.29/

&/ This figure includes thrt port of the populetion meminently resident in the
princip. 1 nucleus, sccording to the prrticuler definition of this nucleus in

coch country (See annendix 1),

b/ Drsed on rrovisionel end interim dete,

¢/ Figures bised on sruples (2 1 per cont s~mple in the case of Chile, and a
5 ner cont sauaple in thet of EL Selvodor),

d/ ¥No eensus.

No dots
£/ 1940,

i

aveileble,
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of Argentina and Chile, of 2bove 40 per cent. ‘By 1960 the ratio of urban to total
nopuletion must have risen conéiderably, tlthough there are no figures available to
support this assortion; as is demonstreted by the cese of Venezuela, which shown a
rise from 31 per cunt to AO ner cent over ten years On the other hand, Mexico,

Brz2il, Peru, Ecuedor and 3rotftly Colombiza show, in 1960 a ratio of urban to total

populatlonrof cbout 30 per cent,

This resns thet, exceépt for four countries. (Argentina, Chile, Venezuela and
Cubr), the relatively smell proportion of the nopuletion thet lives in towns of
over 20 CGO 1nhab1tunts, conbined with the tendencies towards acceler:ted urbanlzatlon
hitherte observed, give grounds for predicting an increasing concentration of the
populetion in urban centres of this nature, This process will plsinly be highly
significent in countries that, like Brazil, ilexico and Colombie, hcve relatively
lerge population,  In the smeller countries, such as the Centresl imericen Republlcs
Beuzdor, Bolivia and Paregury, urbrnizetion will not, in the nesr future, cause the
amergence of irmort:nt urben cenmtres, In thesc conditions, ~s has happened up to
now, the c¢ity which rircedy enjoys & precominent nositicn in tﬁe country will in-

ercise this nrcdon1n,nce still further,

2. The big cities

In 1960, Letin Anerice contoined 10 éities of over one riillion inhebitants,
The combined nopulction of these cities is over 25 niillions, which constitutes

epnroxinctely 11 per cent of the totel ponulrtion of the ereea,

L further ten cities with populations of between 500 and 800 thouscnd cdntéin,'
in their turn, & ponulnticn of ne:srly 6 nillions. liine of these cities are to be
found in the countries with the bigrest poaulctlons- Brazil, mexico, Argentine
and Coloubis, |

Finrlly, mention must be nade of & further 20 cities of between 250 and 500
thousand inheltit nts, including eight cities th~t cre capitn;s of their respective

countries,
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These figures indicate thrt there rre, ¢t prescont, no less thot thirty cities
thrz, becruse of the dimensions they heve :lrerdy ctteined, (the 20 cities which
hed ~lrerdy resched the helf 1xillion inhobitents in 1960 end few rprroximating that
figure) or because of their inmportence as politicel centres, (the elght cepitel
cities to referrcd to in rer-greph above) nust be considered 2s urbzn nuelei with

growth probleaas now #nd in the immediste future,

Twenty yerrs o, cround 1940, there were only four cities of over one millien
inhrbit nts, four of fron 500 to 950 thoussnd, ¢nd cight of from 250 to 499 thous: nd;
this 1rst cztegory included three espit: 1 cities,

If the tendencics towrrds urben cencentrestion cbserved in the last two decades
ere mrdntsined, it is prob e thet, by 1970, there will be 26 cities of over helf
a miilion inhnbitonts, 2s compared with 20 todey, Lore Liportrnt, hewever, thrn the
mere nutber of new big cities in the growth of the populstion within cities of this
size. Trble 2 gives ~n ldez of the evolution of 108 nuclei of pooulation thrt,
sround 1950, had over 20 000 inhebitrnts, situ ted in four ccuntries: Brozil,
Mexico, Celombin rnd Venezuela, These nuclel sre clessified sccording to the number
»f inhebitints they contrined in, roproximeotely, the following yecrs: 1940, 1950
cnd 1960, The fisures for 1970 arc estin tes rnd cre bised on the essumption thet

rast rotes of growth will be nsint-ined, or, in sonc cascs, dininish,

Of the 108 nuclei under consider:tion there were, in 1950, 16 »f over 100 COO
inhebitrnts,  In 196C, there were 63, cnd by 1970 one mey expect there to be S0,
When we consider the cities of over helf e willion inhebitents, a totel of 3, in

1940, increrses to 13 in 1960 end will prob:bly rise to 18 by 1970,
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Table 2

DISTRISUTION ACCORDING TO SIZE, IN 1940, 1950, 1960 /D 1970

(+PPPOVIMATT 5:77S), OF 108 NUCLEL OF OVER 20 THOUS.ND IN-

EnBIT:NTS (IN 1950), STLECTED FROM BR:#ZIL, HEXTICO, COLOMBIA
. ;. 5D, VENEZUSLA

Size ) i
(Nunbsr cf inhebit-nts) 1940 1950 1960 1970 &/
Over 1 0G0 COO 3 3 5 9
500 000 - 999 000 - 2 8 9
250 000 -~ 499 000 5 8 13
100 Q00 - 249 €00 12 19 L2 59
50 060G~ 9% 000 22 Al 39 18
20 000 - 49 0CO 49 34 6 -
Under 20 Q00 17
Potel 108 108 108 108

a/ Estincte
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The four ccuntries to which these figures refer cre cspecially inportent
28 being regions whorce in the lrst two decrdes there heve cmerged nuierous inportsnt
nuelal svineing rrid growth tendencies snd where new centres cf population are
expecivel to cuerge in the re:y future., This was ceused not only by the volune of
the popul-tizn {in the crscs of Brrzil end Mexico) but by the iuportint regional
develsmient thot tock nloce in thess rrers, L/ In the ne jority of the renvdning
countries the growth hos beon concentroted in the prineipsl nucleus, &s in the ceses

»f Chile, Peru, Cube, Bolivie end, in generel, the countries of Centrsl 4nerica,

7, Digprrate growth of the urben nuclei

In wight =f the fourtcen ccuntries listed in Toble 3, the evercge cnnual rrte
ﬂf ineresse of the porulati-n wes over 2.9 per cont in the decode 1950-19€0, in
e, further four countries it vw's betwcen 2.5 'nd 2.8 rer cent, Only in Argentina
w s there r rcl. tively smell incrensc =1,7 per cent, Fron the renvining Latin

Arariern countries thore rre ne figures rvrileolble yot,

with such high rrtes of Incressc, it is h.rily surprising thet the population
of the urbrn contres should - 1so have shown én oxtriordineryy lerge growth,  Teoble
3 shows the rrtes of jrowth of the cities ond of the minor nuclei, classified for
this purpose aceording to the nunber ~f inhebitints they contrined cround the yeer
1950, This meihnd of clissific ti~n ensures th:t the date are sirietly compar-ble

mver ©ogiven pericd of tine,

Repid urbin grewth is not confines to the prineiprl centres of populeation,
78 uight be theught, In seversl countries, snd esnecislly Jduring the lost two
Gecodes, the cities »f over 100 thousqnd inhe bitinis end the srller nuclei of
between 20 rnd 99 thoussnd inhrbitints (excluding, in both e:zses, the prineipel
nucleus in ecch ecountry) prew, on sn sver: e, :L the same rete ns the principel
nucleus, This wrs so in the crses of Brozil, Mexieco, Colombis (1938-1951) and
Venezuele, In these countries the r:ite of growth of the principsl nucleus wes
cver L oper cent during the two decrdes after 1940, #nd frecuently over 5 per cent.
Befrre 1940 the rete of growth hed been slightly sncller, gener:lly sperking, but
still close to, or cven exceeGing, L nercent. Siudler figures could be guoted for

i

1/ In Argentincg, where there <ccurred o similor process &s regs rds regicnal
develomment, the growth of the urbsn nuelei anperrs to have besn slower (with
the import nt excpetion of the Grrn Buenos iires district) thrn in the other
four countries nentioned zbove,  This rssessment is, however, provisionel
in chrrreter, sinece the figures subdivideld by "loc: lltles“, wr nuclei, fronm
the 1960 census, -re not yet aveiloble.,
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the growth of the ran;ining nuelei of _ver 20 thousend inhebit: nts,

In iargentine ¢nd Chile the growth ~f the principal nucleus wis #lso extraely
r-vid, This contrnsts with the rul tively slow growth’ of the rens ining nuclel of
over 20 thousind inhebit-nts, rlth ugh there were excentions to this rule, In both
countries, however, the flgures avedile ble fron the lest census do not yet perniit an

aceurate evelucticn of the changes thrt have occurred in the last decade,

In five of the countries listed in Table 3 (Costr Rica, El Sélvador, Hondursas,
Praema rnd the Dominicsn Republic) the rite of growth of the principel nucleus is
clso high, elose to or excesding 4 per cent, and particulariy high in the Dominican
Republic (6.7 per cent), Here we sre sperking, however, of small nuclei, of ap~
nrexinctely 100 to 300 thousqand inhabitﬂnts. In these countries, it would not be
worth while tc consider the growth cf the other nuclei of over 20 thousend inhobitents,

in view of their smell nusber (see Trble 3).

Peru and Ecurdor monifest simdiler ch: rrctoristies. The rote of inereese of
the »rincirs]l nucleus is sonewh: t cbove 5 per cent, snd the ccrresponding figure
for cther nucledi cf over 20 thoussnd inhobitents is cbout 4 per cent, In the case
af Peru such figurcs represent an eversge over 21 yeor (1940-1961), from which it
might be surimised th-t the r te of crowth during the deceade 1950-1960 wrs even
higher,

In cenclusion, it cen be seid th:t, of the nine Latin American countries with
the lergest ponulations, with the exceptions (-lready noted) of argéntina and Chilé,
and of Cube (for lack of informn~ticn) -thot is to say, in Brozil, Mexico; Colombia,
Peru, Vinezuela, and Ecurdor, the porulssion cf the cities of over 20 th>usend in-
hebitents, both in the crse -f tho principsl nucleus and of the other cities of
cver 100 thoussnd inhabit nts and rf the nUClEI of fron 20 to 99 thousand 1nh<b1thnts,
registered during the last decade en 1ncrqn36 -f er-und 4 per cent or higher. This
generslizeticn con 2lso be extehded to include the previous decéﬂe, at least in

seversr]l ceses for which dete are svedilable.
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Trble 3

INAUAL RIES OF INCREASE OF THE TOT:L POPULATION, OF THE POPULATION OF

THE PPInCIP/L NUCLEUS ifiD OF THE POPULATION OF CITIES AND LINOR NUCLEI

CL. SSIFIED BY NN b:R OF INHABIT:NTS IN 1950 (APPROXIMLTALY), IN FOURTEEN
L!TLN ~TRIC/N COUNTRIES IN THE LAST FEW DECADES

fnnual rotes of 1ncraese, Tn nercentrges &f

Intercensel | e . Surmary
Period Other Muclel  Nueclei Rest

. cities of 20~ of over of

g it

Prin= e cver 99 000 20 000 s
Country Drtes - Duf P Country cinel igovggg ighag. inhab., czi;
ration nucleus T,
(n} lnhr.b.
. & , @z)  (36) - (50)
Br- il 1940-50  9.83 2.3 3.9 k.0 b3 4.0 2.0
1950~60 10.17 3.0 L3 L6 5.3 4.6 2.6
(9) - (52) (62)
Mexice 1930-40 9.75 1.8 3.6 4/ 4/ -4/ 4/
1940~50 10.25 2.6 5.2 5.1 o/ da/ 4/
1.950~60 10.0¢ 3.0 L.6 L7 L6 4.7 2.3
. (8) (9)
irgontina  19L4-A7 32.92 2.0 2.3 & y & 4/
1947-60  13.50 1.7 3.0 0.8 2.3 12
(5) {22) (28)
Colonbin 1938-51 12,83 2.2 5.1 5.6, 4.9 5.2 1.5
- ) . .
 Peru L9061 - 2Y.00 T 2.4 5,1 </ 3.6 46 o 1.8
(2) () (2w
Chile 1930-40  10.00 1.6 2,9 0.9 1.5 20 1.3
194C-52 11,42 1.4 3.0 1.3 2L 2.6 0.7
195260 8.58 2,5 4.1 4/ a/ a4
(2) (17) (20)
Venczuels  1936-41 La92 2.7 6.5 3.6 3. L8 2,2
1941-50 9.00 3.0 6.9 7.1 7.0 7.0 L.k
195C-61 10.25 3.9 Sk 5.7 6.2 5.8 2.8

(1) (4) (6)
Boundor — 1950-62 12,00 2.9 5.4 4.4 3.8 4e8 2.4
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Trble 3 (cont.)

/nnuzl rotes of incresse, in percenteges &7

Intercensel Sumary
Period _ Other Nuelei Nucled Rest
' eities of 20~ of over of
Count Dure-~ Prin- of sver §9 000 20 000 coun-
uRLry Detes sion . Country cipal 100 000 inheb., inhab, try
(n) nucleus inheb,
(1) (2
Douiinicen Rep. 1950-60  10.00 3,4 6.7 a/ 3.8 6.1 3.0
(2) (3)
Fl Selvador  1930-50 20.08 1.3 2.9 ¢ 1.5 2.4 1.1
1950~61 10,92 2.7 3.8 </ 3.4 3.7 2,6
1) (2)
Honduras 1950-61 10.83 2.9 5.6 </ 8,6 6.4 2,6
)
Parcguey 1950~62 12,00 2.6 3.2 c/ </ 3.2 2,5
(1) (2)
Panene 1930-40 10.67 2.7 4.3 </ 3.5 4.1 2,2
1940-50 10,25 2,5 3.6 </ 1.6 3.1 2,2
1950~60 10.00 2.9 4.1 cf 1.2 3.6 2.5
' (L
Costa Rica 1527~50 - 23,00 2,2 2, ¢/ </ 2.9 2.1
1950-63 12,83 3.8 3.7 o/ </ 3.7 3.9

2(N-N°)} , where N° and N? 2re the ropuletion et the beginning end end of the
n (i + %) census-period, 2nd n is the nuuber of yecrs in the census-period,

€

Population of intermedicte edninistrotive divisions ('nertidos! or Tdepartsmentos?t)
with cities of over 100 thousend inhebitents as assessed in the 1947 census,

q

In 1950 therc wes no nucleus in this ertegory. '

No sdequite detr aveilcble,

&

2

in 1950. In all periods the growth of these nuclel were tiken into
account, irresvective of their size ot provious or leter census,

NOTE: Figures in porentheses indicrte the number of nuclei in thet size-cotegory
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L, - Conestitrrtion of the ponulation in urbon sress

It is frecuontly stoted, 28 & cormonplace, thrt the countries of Latin imeriee
possess fow import.nt cities (in neny cescs only one), and elso that the principel
nucleus is of @srproportionstely lerge size in rcletion to the other nuclei of second
or third ronk. The first assertion still holds true for the nojority of these
countries, ice, thesc with smrll nompul:rtions, but it is no longer ~ppliceble to Brezil,
which hrs 31 cities of over 100 thousond inhebitrnts, while Mexieo hes 17, #nd Colombia
hrs 10, Neither, in 211 probrbility, has it been e-pliceble to argentinz for severcl

caec-les,

Nevert eless, the nrincinsl nucleus is still disproportionately lerge, 1In 1950,
the wrinecipel nucleus of Mexico (i.e, the Federsl District) contrined cbout twice the
conibinel nopul-tion of the nine othor cities of over 100 thouscnd inhabit nts, end in
irpentine (in 1947) the population of the Gren Buencs aires district wes three times
thet of the renrining 8 nuclei of over 100 thousrnd inhsbitcnts,  In 1960, compering
the populstions of the scme nuclei, the proportions in coch country were roughly the
srme,  The situcticn in Venezuele is similar to that in Hexico, and thst in Chile to
th7t in srgentine, but it nust be born in :nind thri, in the crses of Venezuela and

Chile, thcre were only 2 centres of over 100 thousend inhebit:nts in 1950,

Brrzil end Colonbir pres:nt o somewhot «ifferent plcture., The population of
the principel nucleus is only helf the combined populetion of the remaining nucled
of cver 100 thousand irhebitonts, In erch country, the combined populations of the
first rnd seeond lorgest nucleus is approximately edual to the population of the re-

neining cities of over 100 thousend inhebitrnts,

In the onther cuntries, oxcept for Urugusy snd Cubs (for which there are no
recent census-figures), the fect thot besides the princi#al nucleus there are only one
~r two citics of rny iwertince, or in some cnses none ot all,'confers an ovérwhelming
inmerbinee on the rrincipel nucleus, =5 in the ceses of Prnama end Coste Rica and, to

a lesser extent, Peru ~nd Porcgusy.
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The import nce of the principel nucleus in reletion te the tot:il populetion
of the country is #n exret ncisure of the coneentr-ticn of ponulation, and this
freilits tes cormarison in terms of spece ¢nd time, For this purpose, we define the
srincipal nucleus in e specicl way, including in this termm, in addition to the centreal
city, the contiguous urben ares f:1ling within its imnedinte sphere of influsnce,
In ;enersl, we have used here the nmetheds of delimitrtion enployed for the census end
for cther nationel strbisticel compiletions, such s the Metropoliten Area of San
José (C~sta Rice), Gren Santingo, Gren B enos kires, ete., delimited as shown in the

Appeniix,

Fron the noint of view of this survey, the countries with the highesﬁ nroportion
of their pomulation concentrsted in the princinal nucleus were, round about 1960:
4ryentine (33,8 per cent), Chile (26.3 per cent), Paneme (27.3 per cent), Costa Rica
{22,.2 per cent), Cubs (2023 per cent) end, neturally, Uruguey, Except for Argentina
(20 milli-ns), Chile (7.3 milii-ns) end Cuba (epprox. 7 millions), each of the other

cruntries nentioned heve populstion of between 1 and 1.5 nillion,

Following these eountries, as fegrrﬁs the proportion of the population wncen—
troted in the orincipsl nucleus, sre: Peru {17 rer cent), Venezuele (15 per cent),
Mexico {14 per cent), Prrsgucy (18 per cent). In the rensining countries, the nro-
porticn of the popudetion concentreted in the prineipszl nucleus is less then 12 per
eent, Brrzil and Colonbiea fre re.srkeble for the siell troportion of the populeticn

renregontel by the principsal nuclceus.

The reletive 1mpirtence of the nopuletion of the prinecinal nucleus has, generel-
1y snpesking, incromsel eontinously, In ¥exieo, Venezuele and Chile this proportion
h:s ¢lnnst doubles in the 1lest 30 yerrs, In the other countries the tenlgncy to-
w'rds concentrsticn in the principal nucleus hos been less pronsuncel, as, for
ex#rnle, dn some eountries thet 20, 30 or nere yeirs ~ge clready showed & high degree

1

»f esncentration (Cﬁst;,Rica, Prnoe end Lrgentina),

A more recurite assessient of this rrocess of concentration mey be made by
nessuring the nert of the totsl »opuleation incresse eccounted for by the principal
nucleus. ks & genertl rule, the pert of the incresasse acccunted for by the prineipal
nucleus is rel: tively grecter then the nroportisn of the populetien living in the

wrineinil nuecleus would lced one to expect, In the last decade, the f31lcwing
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nereent ges »f the noduletion increrse acecunted f-r by the nrinecipal nucleus have
been rencrkablce for their negnitude: Argentina; 55,5 rer cent; Chile, 41,0 per cent;
Penery, 37.2 per centy Peru, 28,7 per cent; kexico, 19.9 per cent; and Venezuela,
19.3 per cent, (See Trble 4).

In the ronrining countries listedl in Teble 4 the proportion is smeller, but in
seneral it besrs #n en.logous relationship te the totel increase fipure, depending on
the rel-tive inmortsnee of the 3r1nc1hal nucleus s shown by retios in column 4 of
sbrve mentioned tcble., Such rrtios constitute o meesurc of the change in the de;ree
of concentfation of the porulrtion in the prineiprl nucleus Juring a specified veriod
~of tine, If the r;ti5 is ecuel to 1 there is no chenge in the level of ccncentrationg
if it is higher thrn 1 the positive excess is in‘icative of inecresse in concentration;
if it is sn'ller then 1'it shows a dcercrse. i? thése velues iﬁcrease (cecrease)
throurh time its sequence indicotes the trend in the level of ccncentration.l
During the last Jecedle these nroportions were: Peru 2.1 Ddﬁinican Republie, 2.0;
Hon urss, 1.9; Argentiﬁa, 1,8; OChile 1,7; Mexico, 1.5; El Salvoador, Brazil and
Pencnma, 1.4, The proporiion wes low in Persguay (1.2) end in Coste Rien (1.0).

Cripparing, these tenlencles in successive pericds, it may be strted that this
tyre »f conecentr-tion is esneciclly pronsunced ofter 1930, The ~roportionel rele-
ticnship noted ebeve fnpeirs o have been especirlly high between 1930 and 1940 in
cert-in countries, ~nc botween 1940 end 1950 in cthers; e.g., Moxico, 2.1; Venezuela,
2,43 Chile, 2.1 The port of the populatisn incresse ccerunted for by the prineipal
nucleus also.ﬁppears te hove becn gréﬁtest, in certain countries, between 1940 and
195C:  e.g. Mexdeo, 21,1 per cent; Venezuela, 25.0 per centy; Chile, 43.8 per cent;
Brrzil, 13,9 per ccnt; OC:ostr Rice, 27.4 per cent., In Pencme end srpentine the highe
est wroportis n wrg reiched in tho 4ECPLu 19SO~1960 It nay be éoncluded frow the
frregoing thct the velocity of the concentrrtion of the populetion in the nrincipel
nuclei hos rorched, cr is renching, its mexinua point in seversl countries, ‘and thot

A lindnution of this velucity is to be expected,

-

&/ The rrtio in effect romresents the relation between the rote of growth of the
nopuletion of the principal nucleus and thet of the country,
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Table 4

EEN THE POPULLTIONS OF THE PRIHCIPAL NUCLEUS

AND OF THE COUNTEY A3 4 WHOLE #ND THEIR RE' PECTIVE INTER-CENSAL
INCRELSE IN THIRTELN LATIN sfFRICAN QOUNTRIES, IN THE LAST

FEW DECADES

L Percentage
- Inter— Prineipal nucleus of increase Ratio of:
2/  censal Porulation Percentage of country Col ¢
Country neriod (thousands) of absorbed by 001 ' % ©
‘ ¢/ sovntry principal Ot
b nucleus
| W @) (3) (1)
" Brazil 1940-1.950 L 576P/ 8,2 13.9 1.7
1950~1960 7 1354/ 9.5 13.4 1.4
Hexico 1530~1940 1 758 8.2 17.0 2.1
1940-1550 3 050 10.6 21,1 2.0
Arcentina 1941947 L 479 274 30.5 .1
1947-1960 | 6 763 31.3 55.5 1.8
Colonbia 1938-1951 648 4.8 11.2 2.3
Peru 1950-1 961 1 716 13.5 28.7 2.1
Chile 1920-1930 7i3 15,2 36,0 2.4
1930-1940 952 17.9 32.4 1.8
1540-1952 1 350 21,0 3.8 2.1
- 1952-~1960 1 927 24,7 1.0 1.7
Venezuela 1936-1941 325 - 7.8 18,5 2.4
19,31-1950 621 14,6 25,0 2.4
1950-1961 1101 13.7 19,3 1.4
Dominican ‘
Rerublic 1850~1960 36’? 10,7 21.1 .0
K1 Salvador 1930-1950 " 162 7.6 17.3 2.3
1950-1961 248 9.4 13.3 1.4
Honduras 1950-1961 134 6.3 12,1 1,9
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'Z‘_Mh,i,;d-Tabl;?h {cont.) R

Principal nucleus ‘Percentage
Inter- - : ' ' ' of increase Ratio ofs
a/ ' censal Porulation Percentage of country _
Country period (thousands} of absorbed by gzi‘ g to
- country prineinal *
a/. b/ , nucleus
(1) (2) 3) ()
Panana 153C~-1940 133 19.8 32.3 1.6
- 1940-1950 193 22,8 33.0 1.4
195C-1960 294 25,9 37.3 1.4
Costa Rica 1927-1950 181 2.3 274 1.3
1950-1963 2% . 22, 2.6 1.0

T

In decreasing order by nopulation {as of 1950)

o @

Estinated percentege in the middle of the period in question, caleulated
by taking the aversge of the populations of the country and of the principal
nucleus at the beginning and end of the period,

—

For definition, see anmendix 1, The momulation is assessed as at the end
of the period,

e

4/ Population of the State of Guanabara and of the Municipality of Sao Paulo,
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5, Distribution of urban population in nuclei of over 20 000 in
relation to the size of such nuclei

Tarious points of interest nay te noted with reaérd to fhe distfibution of
the urban porulaticn of a @untry in relatiocn to the size of the urban nuclei. The
demographic and sociclogical characteristics of the porulation of the big cities
ciffer from those of the inhabitants of the mediun-sized cities (those of from 50 to
200 thousand inhabitents), Sinilarly, these cities display different characteristics
from those of the smaller towns and villages, The econonic and social climate,
institutions and cther aspects of sccial organization, determine these differences,
although other factors contribute to then, In short, the urban population is not
an homogeneous entity, although in difening this urban population we have considered
only the inhebitants of those arcas whose urban cheracter is unquestioned (e.g., nuclei

of over 20 thousand inhabitants}),

Annther aspect of this mrobtlem is the following: the local developnent of modern
econcriie activities generally runs parallel to the rmultinlication and growth of urban
nuclei, The small nuber of ecbnmnically indenendent cities of medium size (SQ to
200 OCO inhabitants), would seen tc indicate a lack of eguilibrium between one region
and another in a couniry where the urban poulaticn nunbers several rmillions, espe-
cially if this situation coincides with the existence of cne principal nucleus which

by itsclf constitutes an appreciable rroporti-on of the total national population,

In order to analyse the distributiosn -f the urbzn population in relation to the
size of the nueclei, it might suffice to consider the number of nuclei, dividing then
into categories according to size, »rovicded the nunber of nuclei were large enough
and the nunber of different cabciories large encugh also, If, however, the number
of nuclel is smell, then 1t is neccssary to comrlerent these date with date regarding
the respective porulaticn of each nucleus. Sindlarly, if one classifies the nucledi
by size into enly twe or three categvries, as in Table 5, it is necessary, to faeili-
tete ermparison, to include dati reparding the respective populaticns, even though

the number of the nuclei teken into consideration is large,
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Table 9 shows tiw purcentils distribution of the p0pulatlon that, in

1960 lived in puclei of over 20 $housand inhabitants, including the principal
‘nucleus, thu remalnln% nuclei of over 100 thousand inhabitants, and those of
fram 20 to 99 thousund inhabitents. Only countries with over 25 muclei of

20 thousand inhzbitants have been 1nc1uded—/ Tho twelve countries excluded
from this survey have only a small mumber of nuclei of this size, and in

many casess there is no nrucleus of over 100 thousand inhabitants'except for the
principal nucleus,  In these couhtries, with one or two excephicns, the
principal contains approximately 60 per cént of the urban ponulatlon, and in
two cases it contains 100 psr cent. It should be mentloned that thls is the

case in the least-populated countries, with from one to five million inhabitants.

It will be roadily understood that a éurvey of the distribution of the
populantion is of greater interest end significance in the case of tﬁe larger
countries. In Brasil (70 millions) and Mexico (35 millions), about one third
in acceunted for by the nuclei of over 100 thousand inhabitants, excluding the
principal mucleus {(and, in the case of Brazil, excluding alsc Rio de Janeiro
and Sao Paulo). The situation in Colombia (15 millions) appears to be similar,
to judge by the 1991 census figures. In short, in the three countries mentioned

thz distribution between the throee sizes of nueleus is fairly coven.

In irgentina (20 millions}, Chile {7 millions) and Peru (10 millions),
the situation is different from that of the ofhcr countries, bwing to the
radominance of the central nueclous. although ticre are no figures available
fur 1960 in the cascs of Argonting and Chile, it may be assumed on the basis
of the previous census, that this central nucleus contains arcund, or in
excess of, 60 pér cent of the total populetion of muclel of over 20 thousand
inhobitants. In Peru, as can be scen from the Table, the proportion is 58.2
per cents 3Both in Chile ahdrin_Peru one nobtes a deficiency in the proportion

contributed by the "over 100 thousand" category, which is o¢nly 13-14 per cent.

1/ The complete figures, as far as they are available, are given in the
Appendix.
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The situation in Venezuela (7 millions)} is scmewhat peculiar. The nmuclei
of from 20 to 99 thousmnd inhabitants constitute the most important part (43.1
per cent), and those of over 100 thousand the lesnst important part (25.9 per

cent, contributed by only 4 nuclei);/.

The analysis of the composition of population in relaticn to the siza
of tha nuclei may be improved by the use of a more detailed classification.
Thiz is possible provided that the number of nuclel is sufficiently large.
Theée conditions are found in Brazil (190 nuclei of over 20 thousand
inhabitants, including 31 of over 10U thousand) and bexicc {91 nuclei of over
20 thousand inhabitonts, including 16 of over 100 thousand). They are also
found in Argentina and Colombia (sec Table 5), but unfortunately there are no
sufficiéntly detailed recent figures from these countries. In Chile, Venezuela,
Peru and Cuba, the small number of nuclei of over 100 thousand inhabitants
presents seriocus disadvantages., In the remaining countries, as has bheen

stated before, there are few nuclei of over 20 thousand inhabitants.

1/ The data given in Table 5 are subject to important limitations which
showld be born in mind: The division of the nuclei into 2 categories
(20 to 99 thousand, and over 100 thousand inhnbitants), although it
represents & nuantitative criturion, necessarily possesses also a
qualitative significance in so far as the attempt has been made to
group populations with common demographic and scciological character-
istics, quite azpart from the mere number of inhzbitants., By resscn of
the points of delimitetion between one chtegory and another, which have
beun selected guite arbitrarily, it is hazardous to draw conclusions
for the purposcs of comperison botween successive census figures (see
Appendix 2), in view of the distorting effect of several muclei being
transferred from one category to another during the intcr-censal”
period. These drawbacks ars attenunted or eliminated in the ecase of

2 large number of nuclei, for in this cose the transfor of nuclei from
ona category to anothor has less impourtance statistically and tends to
be self-compensating. On the other hand, it is reasonable to expect
that in these conditions the nuclei will be better distributed between
size-categories. The principal asdvantages, however, in working with
data from & large number of nuclei is that it permits us teo employ a
more detailled classification,
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Groph N° 1 shows the distribution of population living in nuclei of
over 50 thousand inhabitants, approximntely, in Brazil and Mexico in 1960,
exprossed as a functior of the number of-nucie_i1 . The values of both
variables (population and number of nuclei) are accumilated percentages

based on. an Prranpunent of the nuc‘el in descendlng order of size. The

concave nature of the curve in relhtlon to the axis X ¢ndlc“tps the extent
uf concentraticn of the population. HExpressing this concentration by means
of an index figure, which varies on a sc=le from O 'to 1, cne finds similar

values for both countries: 0.63 fur Brazil and 0.65 forAMexicog/.

The same calculati.n for the.year 1950,. boased.on the. same nucleid,
gives virtually the same results: 0,65 for Brazil, and 0.66 for Mexico.
Both the similarity of the situations in these two countries and the lack
of veriation in the figures uver such a period of time, are¢ worthy of note.
In the afher countries where a similar evaluation could be made, it is most
probable that the "index of concentration" is even higher, except in the

cage uf Culombia,

L/ The muclel eonsidered represented in 1950 thusge of over 20 thousand
inhabitants in Fexico and 2f over 35 thusand in Brazil. The latter
figure wes ‘chosen to facilitete the identifiesztion of identical nuclei
in 1950 and 1960, in view of the restricted nature of the data available.

P

{/ This graphical reprzsentation is knawn as t.e "curve of concentraticn"

X represents tho (t:tal) accumilated pupulstion of & certain number of
nuclei represented by Y. For this purpose the nuclei have been arranged
in descending order of size. If the povulation were evenly distributed
{i.es if all nuclei were of the same size), the graph would be drewn ~
diagcnally from the bottom left-hand ccrner t2 the top right-hand-corner.
The further it is displaced [rom this disgonal towards the axis of X,

the grenter is the cuncentration. - Thus the area contained boetween the
diagonal and this curve measures the cuncentrativn, and is usually
expressed as an index figurc verying from O {nil concentration) to 1.
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Table 5

RELATIVE DISTRISBUTION OF THE POPULATION OF NUCLEL OF OVER 20 THOUS&ND
INH.BIT-NTS IN E7L-TICH TO THE SIZE OF THE RUCLEUS, IN THE EIGHT L:TIN
AMERICAN COUNTRIES .ITH THE LARGTST FOPULATIONS, IN 195C AND 1960 &

Populeation of Percentage distribution according
nuclei of over to size of nucleusk
v 20 000 inhab, Other Nuclei of
Country ear Inhab. Per~ principa]_ nuclei. from 20 to
) cen-— nucleus of over 99 thou-
{thousands) tage of 100 thou~ sand inhab,
countries sand inhab,
Brezil 1950 9 545 18, () 17.9¢  (2)30.6  (36) 2.5
1960 20 667 29.1  (2) 34,59 (29)33.5 (159) 32,0
Mexico 1950 6 819 26,4 (1) LhT7 (10)2L.4 (52} 30.9
1960 11 743 33.6 (1) 41.5 (15)30.5  (75) 28,0
hrgentina (¢} 1947 7 607 k7.9 @) 58.9 (8)2r.1  (36) 17.0
Colombi.a 1951 2 589 22,4 (1) »5.0 (6)41.,0  (22) 34,0
Peru 1961 2 948 28,4 (1) 58.2 +  (3)1hk.2  (28) 27.6
thile (c) 1952 2 5bh k2.9 1) 531 ()34 (&) 33.5
Cuba 1953 2 115 36.3. (1) 57.6 ) 7.7 (18) 347
Venezuela 1950 1593 3.6 (1) 39.0 (221.4  (19) 39.6
1961 3 549 47.2 (1) 31.0 (4}25.9 (35) 43.1
a/ Letest aveileble date,  Of the :inor countries excluded from the survey,

- Ecutdor possesses 13 nuclei of over 20 thousend inhabitents in 1962, the
Doirvinican Republice hed € in 1960, and the rencining countries had & smaller
mutber,

b/ Figures in parentheses indicote the nwiber of nuclei in the respective category.

¢/ In the ccse of Brezil, two independent centres are considered as 'principal
nucleus', Rio de Janeiro (State of Guinsbir.) ond Sao Peulo (funicipality area),

d/ In these countries census were held in 1560, but figures subdivided by nuclel

are not yet asveileable,
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Graph 1

CONCENTR:TICR OF THE POrULATION LIVING IN NUCLET
OF OVeR 50 THOUCAND INHABTT/NTS (IN 1960) IN RE-
LATICN TO THE SIZE OF THESE NUCLwI, BRASIL AND
' MILXICC ' -
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6. Causes and conseguences of urbanization

It would be exceeding the intended scope of this study to describe and
discuss the sociclogical causes and conseguences supposedly related to the
process of urbanization; these have been the subject of numercus surveys!/.
Nor will we =attemp  to describe the demcgraphic effects of the process,
beyound an assessment of the tendsencies of growth and of composition by sex
“and age. A more profound analysis would involve theorgtical problems and
problems in connection with the compilation of adequate data, which for the
moment mast be shelved for lack of time. We will simply puint out certain
signifiecant facts in comnecti n with the demographic mechanism of the
ur¥anization process, and cortzin differential éharacteristics that manifest

themselves in the oase cf the big cities.

The high rate of urbanization that, generally speaking, has been
maintained during the last few decades in the countries of Latin aAmerica,
and in particular the rapid growth of the biggest cities, must be attributed
principally to movenents of internal migration. Although it is true that
differences from area to area in the natural rate of increase play their
part, the exact megsureunacnt of these and even the evaluation of their
gignificance are rendercd extremely difficult by the absence or unreliability
of available deta regarding the rural arezs and arcas cof greater or lesser
degree of urbanization. One should expect to find an inverse ratic bedween
the wirth rate and the degrec of urbanization, and this appears to be
confirmed in some countriss of the region by the larger number of children

- s . . 2
born to women living in the rurel areas (accurding to census-flgures)-/,

1/ Among the most interesting internatiunal studies, the following may be

mentioned: '

1, Naticn Unies, Rapport sur la situation soeiale dans le monde,
3T/50A/%, Wew York, 1957.

2, UNESCO, Urbanization in 4dsia and the Far Fast: Procesdings of the Joint
UN/Unesco Senminar, Bangkck 8-18 august 1956. Calcuta, 1957,

3, UNESCO, Urbanization in Latin smerica  Doecuments of the Seminer on

™ urbanization pr.blemns in latin smerica sponsored jointly by OWU, ECLA,

and UNESCO; Santiago, Chile, from 6 to 18 July, 1959. Unesco, 1962

2/ Carmen ¥ird, The Puvulstion of latin America. United Hations. -
Demographic Centre (CELADE), 1963,




- 2% -

and also an inverse retio between the death rate and the degrec of
arbanization. If one considers that the death rate has been reduced to

a relatively low level and that in-consequence the regional differences within
gach country have tended to grow smaller, one may conclude that this latter
frctor has had little effoct un the regional differences in natural population
inerease during the last fe. years, at least in certain countries, Consequent-
ly, if the_natural rate of inerecase diminishes with increased urbanization, by
re2gon of the drop in the birth-rate, then the <ffect of the migratory
novenents is even greater than what . onld be éuggested by a simple comparison
botwesn inceruease ratios in the rural areas and in urban nuclei of various
siges. -

The cities of over one million inhabitents -with the exception of Gran
Buenos aircs (3 ver cent)- grew at a rate of over 4 per cent during the last
decade. ‘Mhis indicates an incrumwent due to migration of between 1.5 per cent
znd 2.5 per cent annually, verying from one city to another., The capitals of
countries with a populatiun of less than one willion -most of which in fact
tave between 200 and 500 thousand inhabitants- showed a similar rate of
inercase, In general, the eities of over 100 thousand inhabitants, and also
those of from 20 to 99 thousand inhabitants (excluding in both cases the
rrincipal nucleus), showed an zverage rate of incrcase as large as those of
the big cities, with the iuportant exceptions of argentina and Chile. These
twe countrics hdve throa distinguishing characteristics, namely a rate of
incr:ase below that of the Latin sumerican average, thd highest degrec of
urbanization, and the groatest concentratiun of the population in the

prineipal nucleus. This is probably true of Uruguay as well.

The tendencies noted 2boeve are not Deculiar tu recent times. As far
as can be ¢stablished, t.ey manifosted‘fhemsélves with at least as great
intensity during the decade 1940-1950. 1In general terms, one may sajmfiat-‘
this tendency is characteristic of urban nuclei of over 20 thousand inhabitants,
withut attributing 4o this figure any more significance than that of a mere

srder oF mognitude.
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The sources c.ntributing to this remarkable increase by means of

migrat.ory movements prubably vary from country to country depending on

the existing demueraphic conditions (e.g., .the vuluue of the national
population, the degree i urbanization and the size of the principal
nucleus). The results of the 1962 enquiry into immigration in the Gran
Santiago aistrict-l-/ isdicated that 2/3 of the immigrants who had arrived
during the nrevious decade came from muclel of over & thousand inhabitants
(1952 size), and the same picture emerges if une cunsiders the last two
éecaﬁesz o  The immigrents coming from nuclei of over 20 thousand. inhebit-
ants c¢.ngtituted 42 per cent in the decade 1952-1962 and 37 per cent in

the decads 1942-1951. This cumparatively laorge nrucerticn of immigrants
coming frum urban nuwelei is hordly surprising if one reflects that in Chile,
n 1952, 60 per cent ~f the populaticn alresdy lived in urban areas (as
tefined for census purposes). We may expect to find a similsr situation as
regards inmigraticon inte the most importent citics of irgentina, Brazil, .

Fexic: and Colorbia.

In the small and mediun-sized towns the immigrants will cobviously
include a higher prop.rtion of people comding from yrural areas. The moderate
rate of growth zf the popwintion of the smaller nuclei i an indiecation that
these nuclel serve ss tenpurary stopping places for migrants on their wey to
the big citicvs, a2lthough this process often tekes twe generations. In
Colombia, fur exauple, the nuclei of from 1 500 to 4 999 inhabitants grew at
an anmual rate of 1.8 per cent in the period 1938-1951 {the natural rate of
increase should heve been 2.5 per cent). This growth is not, however, a
universal phencmentn, for in Venezuela the nuclei of from 1 000 to 4 999
inhabitants grew at a rate £ 4.3 ver cent during the period 1941-1950

(the rate of inercasg of the nuelei of 20 thousand inhabitants was wmuch

Enquiry carried wut by the Latin American Deﬂoﬂraphlc Centre in the
City of Santiagu, Chile, in 1962,

2

Virtually the ssame proporticns were observed in the case of immigrants
who arrived ofter the age of 15,

N
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higher: 6.8 per cent)l/n

The principal conclusion, on the basis of the data availsble, is that
the rnigratory movenents that swell the population of the big citiés, though
the lmmigrants come from all over the country, are chiefly cumposed not of
country-dwellers but of citizens of other citics and smaller ﬁrbaﬁ centres,
ineluding in the latter case 2 fair proportion of persons born in the country
bat with the QXperiéﬁce of living in urban surroundings} This generalization
applies, to an even grester extent, to countries where tie degree of urban-
ization has led to the formation of a fair number of cifies and of smaller
urban nuclei. In countries where the rural element predominates in the
population, and the urban eiement consists almost exclusively of the
inhabitants of the principal nucleus or of a few relatively important urban
centres, the:immigrants arriving in tnese centres, if they are numerous,

necessarily include a much higher proportion of country-dwellers.,

Consequently, the problem of the development of the large nuclei of
population cannot be considered in terms of immigration from rurel areas-
playing anrimyortant'parf. The low socio-economic level of an appreciable
section of {the immigrant population points rather to similar conditions

obtaining in other nuclei that are less developed in every sensa,

The factors that cause these migratory movenents are varied; and
little is known about them, althiough there are grounds for affirming that,

in very general terms, they are chiefly of an economic mature. In present

1/ Figures for rates of immigration in five Latin American cities,
corresponding to the decade 1940-19%0, indicate rates of % per cent
annually, or in excess of this figure, with one exception. The follow-
ing anmual rates {in percentapes; refer to the wale population that was
over ten years o0ld at the end of the survey period: Sao Paulo (Brazil)
3.93 Bogotéd {Colombia}, 3.4; Caracas {Venezuela), 3.0; Faracaibo
(Venezuelaj, 5.3; Lic de Janeiro {Brazil), 1.4. The low rate of growth
of Rio de Janeiro could probably be explained due to the inclusion of
the suburban areas which extends beyond the limits of the State of
fuanabara as shown in Avpendix 1. The figures for female immigration
are about the same, sometimes a little higher or lower, These results
provide ample confirmation of the important role of the migratory movements
in the remarkable growth of the population of the big cities.



cirgumstances, when there is sharp contrast between the conditions of
economic and socisl development in one or in a few cities, as the case hay
be, and the conditions in the rest of the national territory of a Latin
American country, a determining factor {in migration) must be the poor
econoric opportunities offered by the areas outside thege priviledged zones,
For the rural worker the be&t opporiunities -depending on his capacity

and experience- are to be found in the villages and small towns of his
region. Workers in manufacturing industries and, in general, manual
workers engaged in nosn-agricultural occupations will usually find or hops
o find more stable employment in the big cities. Finally, technicians,
office~workers and other "white-collar" groups also see in the big cities

wstter opportunities of finding employment andfor higher remuncrations.

1% could be estimated that the population living, in 1960, in cities
of over half a million inhabitents, is increasing by over = million per
year, and not less than half of this figure is made up of immigrantsl/.
If one adds to this the citics of from 250 to 500 thousand inhabitants,
this increase wold be as high as 1.% million per yearg/, of which
600-700 thousand would be accounted for by immigrants. This population
increase has meant in the last few years, and will continue to do so in
the near future, a demand for thousand of new houses, public works of an
urban natvre {streets, water-mmins, electrical installations, etc.), schools,
urban transport services, addittional sanitary anpd wmedical services, and
an increase in every kind of public uwtility. One may ask how far these
reguirements have been adequately furfilled, or whether, on the contrary,
the rapid increase has been responsible for the growth of shanty-towns
entirely lacking in uvrban services and, generally speaking, containipg

large social groups living in depressed ecomomic and social conditions.

l/ 20 eities with a2 total of approximately 30 millions inhahitants.

g/ 21 cities with a total of approximately 7 millions inhabitants.
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Of the various problems arising out of the growth of the big cities,
the most urgent, or at le-st the most immediately striking, is the lack of
dwellings and of adequate urban services. To satisfy these needs, large-scale
investments ore necessary, which most of these new city-dwellers are not in

a position tco make either directly or through taxation,

4 detailed study of the characteristics and conditions of urban life
is dimwossiblz in view of the lack of adequate information regarding almost
all couniries of the¢ region, Freguently the data from the census of popul-
aticn and dwellings refer to the entire country and to its principal
administrative divisions, and if they refsr to the urban nuclei, for example,
the information supplied is in fact very limited. The following data give
some idea of the type of information available about accomodation in the

¢itieg in several countries in the area.

In the aree formed by the lederal District of Mexico, which includes
Mexico uity, other urban nuclei and a rural zone (which contains only 5 per
cent of the total nopulation of the Federal District), 29 per cent of the
houses listed in the 1950 census were built of inferior materials (adobe,
wood, etc.). 55 per cent had no piped water in the dwelling itself, 21 per
cent had piped water in the building though not in the dwolling, énd the
remaining 24 per cent had no access to piped water at all. Finally, dwellings

with drainage or sewerage constituted 73 per cent of the total.

In the city of Caraers (Vénezuela)l/, the housing situation was as
follows in 1950:

4

20 per cent of the dwellings were classified as "shacks" {built of
flizsy amterial, generslly straw and mud); of this total 5/4 were in the

zonaos genurally considered urban, i.e. Carzcas vroper. Unly 2/5 of the

1/ For the purposes of the last census {1961), the city or urban nucleus
was extended to include bLiberitador department, except Maracao parish.



dwellings.possessed -2 WiC., while the rest had carih latrines or no sanitery

 facilities at.all, .

In-Panama District (90 per cent urban, 1nclud1ng Panama City) in 1950,
*:1/3 of ‘the houges were built of brick, concrete or 81n1lar material, while
almost 2/3% were of wood. 87 per cent pos&essed a W.C., and the rest earth

latrines or nothing.

The laclk dfiﬁp;fo;date'st&tistiés, evident ih nearly all countries of
the srea, may be remedied when recent census-— ;1gures are made avazlable, as

wiil probably hzappen in the course of the next year 1n sevcral countrles.

Another 1nterest1ng aspeet of)thls:questlon'ls-the demographic and
sooial‘&iffefences between the populations of the big cities, the smaller
'urban nuclei and the rural zone. The people who emigrate to the bilg citics
{and thié is true of emigranis in general) have a different composition by
sex and age from that of tﬁe population as a whole. Generally, more women
than men arrive as immigrants in the big cities. This fact, combined with
the grester longevity of Women, reéults in some big cities having a
masculinity ratic of 90, or even lower {as in the cases of Santiago and
MexiQO'City). In cther cases, foreign 1qm1grants (in ﬁhich.group men
predominate) have a compensating-effect; as occurred in Caracas (Venezuela),

where the numbers of men and women werz approximately equal in 1950.

Proporticnately 2 higher number of immigrants are in the 15-35 age~
group than in the lower or higﬁer age~groups. In Colombia, in the period
1938-1951, the {(net} rate of immigration into nuclei of over 20 thousand

irhabitants, between the mesn ages of 5 and 25, was 4.5 per cent and 4 9 per
:oont in the ease of men and women respectively, while in the 25-45 age-group
it was 2.3 per cent-and 2.5 per cent, and the rote diminishes even more
noticeably in the case uf the more advanced age-groups. -Bven more pronocunced
differences are found in ‘the: {net) rates of imnigration into nuclei of the -

same size in Venezuelh, in the poriod 1941-1950, Although the effect of a
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constait streas of imuigrants un the age-structure is difficult to assess,
because, among other rensuas, t.e c¢iildren of the imndgrants mist be taken
inty account, wavertheless the result is gederelly a bulge in the yéunger
adult mge-~groupss but if this stream were interrumpted or serivusly diminished,

the ginsequence wuuld be. a.relative ageing .of the urban population.

The census-figures permit cne to guess at some sceiclogicnl differences,
of which we will mention only a few, though they are significant. The
cducatiocnzl level of the big cities is markedly higher than tiat uf the other
aress, This foet is s reflectiun of the greator educational facili%ies, and
the soeivlogical conditicns of the respeciive populations. A better compariscn
could be made by examining the situation in various cities and minor urban
centres, sinece we know that the rural pomlsticn has a lower educational level

tharn the urban populs tiom,

& characteristic footure of the big cities is the widespread participation
of women in wage-carning cccupations. It is wore comuworn in the urban areas
then in the rural, but it is wmost developed in the big cities. Another
feature is the high proportion of wage earners and the relative importance
of the l-bour foree in certain wodern econcmic activities which ncquire
laportaince in the great urben centres, and reguire skilled and gualified

erluyces and/or werkmen of o relatively high educational standard.

Table 6 shuws, merely fur the purposes of illustration {in view of the
lidted nature of this survey), a cumparisun of certzin deuogravhic and
suciclopieal charnctoristics of the populations of the princinal nucleus and

o2f the country as o whole, in hexicoc and Venezuela.
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Teble 6

A COUPARISON OF CERTAIN D7ROGE. THIC .MD SOCI L CH.L-CTURISTICS OF THE
POPULATIONS OF THT PRIFNCIPAL NUCLEUS «ND OF THE COUN'FY A4S A WHOLE IN
: PEZICO (1960) AND VENBZUELA (1950)

S5

Te

Occupation of females in paid
mployients

Principel nucleus
Remcining populetion of country

Percentigze of wice~eirners (both
sexes) engiged in non~opricultur:l
cetivities: ¢f &

Prineipal nucleus
Remeining population of country

Percentage of professional, technicel
and office workers, ond other white-
collar groups {both sexes) engciged in
non-+gricultural cctivities:

Frincipel nucleus
Remeining populaotion of country

Mexdco Venezuela
Charccteristie (1960) {2950)
1, Hasculinity ratio;
Principal nucleus 92 100
Country 99 103
.2, Percentoge of persons under
15 years of sge:
Principal nucleus 11 34
Countiry h# L2
3. Mesceulinity rotio of population
ered 10 to 49 yeers:
Principzl nucleus 59 65
Country 57 60
L, Percentage of illiterrtes in
population 7, ed over 15 yeorss
Principel nucleus 14 16
Remeining populstion of country 38 54

1 b
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Teble 6 (notes)

*]
-

&

.

e

&

Cver 12 yeirs of rie,
Over 10 yeurs of rge,

In the cose of Venezuels, the fijures for wige-etrners include those persons
gcononierlly cctive in unswecified occupations, the grent najority of whonm
are secking eaploynent for the first tine.

The proportion of wope—eirners eng:ped in sgricultursl occupations varies
consider- bly from one country to the other, In Venezuela ii wis 24 per cent,
while in Mexico it wis 53 per cent,
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APFENDIX 1

CE_GRAPHICAL DEFINITION OF ThE PRINCIPAT NUCLEUS
IN THIRTEEN COUNTRIES

(ren Buenos Aires {Argentina). Comprises the following districts:

Almirante Brown, svellaneda, Estcban Echeverria, Florencia Varela,

Gensral San sertin, Genernl Sarmientc, La watanza, Lanis, Lomas de

Zamora, Merlo, iturens, iworim, @ ilmes, San Fernando, ban Isidro, Tigre,

Tres de Febrero, Vicente Lipez.

Federal District {Mexicc). Includes exico City.

Rio_de Janeiro - Say Paulo (Brazil). Comprises the State of Guanabara,

and the iunicinal District of Sau Paulo., In the case of Ric de Janeiro,

the State of Guensbhars does not contain all the population of the city. A
suburban secticn extends beyound its limits. There is some probability

that the rate of growth of the posulation of this external fringe was
particularly high, This would cause an underestimation of the rate of growth
of the nucleus Hic de Janeiry - 8as Paulo gstimated on the basis of the

definition adoptad.

Cren Santiage (Chile), Comprises the fullouwing communes:

oantiago, Barrancas, Cunchall, la Cisterns, Les Condes, L= Granja, ﬁuﬁoa,
Provideneiz, Quinta Normel, udenca and San Higuel.

Limg (Pern), Coumprises the districts ofs Lima, Brefia, Chorrillos,

Fray dartin de Porras, La Vieturia, Lince, Mapgdalena del ifar, dagdalena
Vieja, Miraflores, ilimee, San Isidro, Jan José de Surco, San iliguel,

Barrancu, Surguillo,

ficonomic district of Havana (Cuba). Urbanized zune comprising the

following sunicipal sub-districts: La Habana, llarianaoc, Guanabacea,

Santiagy de las Vezrs, Regla, Bauta and Santa Maris del Rosario.

aracas (Venezuela). Comprises Libertador Department {Federal District),

except for tae parish of Maracac.



9,
10.
11.
12,

13,
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Bogotd (Cslowbia). runicipal distriet of Bugotd

City of Sante Dominge (Dominican Republic).

Asunciin (Paraguay). City of Asuncién and Peturé,

City of San Salysdur (El Salvador).
Panama (Penama), District of Panama.

letropolitan srea of San José {Costa Rica). Comprises the following

cantunel districts: Central, Escazi, Desauparados, Goicuchea, Alajus-
lita, Tibis, Horavia, ¥ontes de Oca and Curridsbat. Certain sub-districts

4P these are excluded,
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APRENDIX 2

o

sl

10N OF NUCLEL OF OVER 20 THOUSAND

INHABIT.ANTS IN PTLATION TO THE SIZE OF THE NUCLEUS, IN THE SIXTEEN LATIN
AMTEICL COUNTRIES, IN 1950 AND 1960 14

Population of
nuclei of over
20 000 inhab,

Percentege distribution according
to size of nucleus

Country Year Inhabi- Percentage Prineipal Other nuclsi Nuclel of
tent of 1 eus of aover _fron 20 to
(thousands) ecountry e 10G 000 99 thousand
dnhabitants  inhabitents

Bregil, Mexico

irgentine, Co-

lombia, Peru, -

Chile, Cuba and

Venczuela

{See Table 5)

Ecuador 1950 589 18,4 140 (1} 35.6  (4) 20.4
1962 1 259 27.5 40,6 (1) 28,7 (11) 30.7

BOllVia 1950 593 2-1-09 SIP-l - 1!-5.9

Donminican Rep, 1950 258 12,1 70.4 - (2) 29.6

' 1960 6C3 20.0 60,8 - (8) 39,2

El S:lvaedor 1950 240 12,9 67.5 - (2) 32.5
1961 434 17.3 7.2 - (5) L2.8

Hondur:s 1961 217 11.5 61.7 - {2) 38.3

Paroguay 1950 207 15.6 100.0 - -
1962 305 16.8 100.0 - -

Ponams 1950 245 30.4 78,8 - (1) 21.2
1960 377 35.0 78.1 - (2) 21,9

Coste Rica 1950 181 22,6 160,0 - -
1963 294, 22,2 100,0 - -

é/ Latest availoble data,

b/ Figures in pitrentheses indicate the number of nuclei in the respective category3\






