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. .areas., ' It is not a metter of this. document to develop such ideas, elthough

Internal Miqratioﬁs and Development in Latin America: o,
. Demographic Aspects —_— . = -

.

*
Juan C, Elizaga

Introduction ‘ ‘
The purpose of this document is to give a view of the present state of the

urbanization and its tendencies in a significant group of six Latin American

countries, its relzationship with the demograp wic growth and particularly, with

the migratory movements which are immediately responsible for the spatial dis-

tribution of the population.

The transferring process of‘important éhares of population“lfrogbruralA
arezs and small towns to medium size and big cities, is a.phenomenon that has
been observed for the last three decades. The urban migration towards the
co&ntries'-primary metropclitan areas is a fact as or even more significant

than the previously mentioned one. . .~ - T

' The Latin Ameficén thought‘ in the 1ast flVG years, has elaborated the

bases of a satlsfactory enough e planatory theory of the rapld urbanization,

end especially of the population centralization in. the primary metropolitan

V4

it can be said that they are based in the inherent characteristics of these , -

" countries' economic development that lead ' necessarily to the centralization

of the activities. The 1mport1ng of advanced technology, the external and
scale economies, the regional relatlonshlpsofyuuces and wages, the transport-

ation network disposition, the information impact - originated in the big cities,

. the accurmulative effect of the migratory movement begun once at a groat ratio

through relationships of kindred and friendship, the existence of basic service

infra-structures,; among others, are impobtant elemauts noted.

% Latin American Demographic Centre (CELADE).
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The six countries considered had in 1970 a population of 210 million people, )

apprbximately the 77 percent of Latin fmerica's population. They represent the /
countries with the lafger populafions,q?eru excepted and not.considered here

for lack of adequate information, detailed 2s follows:

Brazil - 94 509 thousands

exice | - 48 313 ¢ -
trgentina 23 364 o ‘ AR
' Colombia (estimated)  ~ 22160 o
" Venezuela (estzmated) 10755 §
'VAwChlle R S T ;fx~é 834-;” jj
Total | 207 935 thousands '

Urbanization level.and pattern ‘ T

All of the six countries under esnalysis - present towards 1970 an urban-

) iiation‘level comparable to that ‘tbat several of the most industrially developed
l'cquntries»in the;worldA'had.in 1960.- Argentina and Chile .  would have reached

the level of 55-60 percent of population living in nuclei over 20‘fhousand’in—
habltants. Jcnezubla, Hex1co, Colombla, and Braz11, in thls same\order, would

~be placed at varlable levels betvcen 55 and 40 percent.

'i.Thg urbanization process in Argentina was anticipated in‘30 or 5C years,
in relgtion to the.remaining countries considered.<,in 1914, the 38 percent of
its population was urban; ratio reached by Chile after 1940, by Venezuela after
;{1950;magd by the three remaining countries, after 1960. This specialiposition
of Argentina is‘expla§ned by the location;of foreign in-migraﬁts,in the major
_ cities: so that‘half of the inhabitents of Euenos Aires in 1914 were foreigners,
 ci£& thaf_already fepresented, in its turn, a fourth of the country's populaticn.
; This kind-of in-migration had afconsiderably,smaller,efféct ig Brazil due to
it§ lérger population.size compared to Argeﬁtina's. Certainly, ‘it also‘plaYed
en important role in a more recent peridd in Venezuela's rapid urbanization,

-

particularly in the relative position of its main mucleus (Caracas). -

T S I T WG v R e n Egs. o e e e et .



Besides that, due to their general level of urbanization, Argentina end

Chile ere c]early differentiated from the group of the other four countrise

. ‘because of the relatlve ‘importance of the populatlon 11v1ng in netropolltan :
areas~/ vhich was approy1mately 44 and 36 percent respectively, in 1970,
whereas at the same period it only reached 22-23 percent in Brazil and Hexico,
and 1t could be estimated between 25 and 27 percent for Colombia and,Venezuela.

Really, Argentina's and Chile's facts show basically theé relative importanc

- of Greater Buenos Aires and Greafer Santiago: 38 and 31 percent of each one of

those two countries' pOpulatioh.

The predomlnance of these two metropolltan areas 1s“accompan1ed by demog-
raphlc characterlstlcs, prec1se1y dlfferentlatlng Argentlna's and Chxle‘ pop-
ulatlons fron the correspondlng ones, of the other four countrnes cor51dered
to W1t, a lower natural 1ncrcase rate -due to the lower fertlllty— and to the

weak growth of small and medlum c1t1es. In such condltlons, only a h;gh.

" absorption rate of the internal migratior, by the central metropoliten areas

of these two countries would explain the existehce'of such a high degree of
centrallzatlon, which is verlfled further in this documcnt 1n the mlgratory

movements as in the growth rate of d;fferent size nuclel.

: The already shown data take as reference the country's total popula 1on.
For a better comparison of the relatlve 1mportance of the metropolltan areas,
of the cities over 100 thousand people end, in general, of the urban population
structure, according to population size of localities, it corresponds to take
as a reference base only the population living in nﬁclei over 20 thousand in-

habitants.

Between 1940 and 1960 br6$11 Chlle and Venezuela had two thlrd; of their
urban p0pu1at10ne in 1oc 11t1es over 100 thous«nd pe0p1e, thls ratio not show-
ing a definite tendency during the perlod On the contrary, the ratio went in
continuous <increase in Colombia and Mexico, countries in which it went from 56

percent (approx.) in 1940, to 70 percent (approx.) in 1960. Now, the analogy

1/ Localities over 500 thousand inhabitants in 1960,



.within both groups of countries has a different meaning, for while in Chile thart
segment of urban populatien is headed by Creater Santiaéo, in Drezil and
_Veneiuela the medium size cities gain relative importance in relation to their

_2/ |

. &s .in Hexico, but w1th even greater strength, Thet is to say, in the four

regpective metropolitan areaSA the same phenomensn is so seen-in'Coldmbia
“lastly mentioned countries, there was a high gain in the segment of medium
cities, greater than the one in the metropolitan areasdé/’ This feet has its
confirmation in. the increase rates of medium cities,. similar and even bigger
than the,average increase rates of the metropclitan ereas (see further ahead).
VIn the two countrles from wvhich there is 1nxormat10n for 1970,vera511 end
- Kenlco, tae relgtlve 1mportence of the vrban segm\_nto of the thles over 100
thousand 1nheb1tants 1ncreaseu con31derably, whereas the part that 11ved in the
metrOpolltan areas descended also 1n both cases, whlch corrobcrates what has
”been prev1ously Sald In these two courtrles, the vrbﬂn populatlon in c1t1ea
over 100 thousand pcople would reach the 79 percent gettlng near Prgentlna's
v82 percent in 1960 Colomb1a (75 perccnt in 1964) would probably reach a
slmllar 1eve1 towards 1970. Chile w111 certalnly stay behlnd (64 percent in

1960, due to the 1acr of dynamlcs of the medium C1t1es.

In the follow1ng teble,’the countrles are presented under enamlnatlon .
1nd1cqt1ng the ran“ in whlch they vere 1ocetcd 1n 19 10 (cxrca) and in 1970

accordlng to several urbanlzutlon 1ndexes.

- - . . B . N e . o . et
- . - BN

2/ Llocalities that in 1960 had over 500 thousand inhabitents.

3/ It must be taken into account that, also contributing to the growth of
cities over 100 ‘thousand inhebitants’ (apart from the metropolitan areas),
are those nuclei reaching and surpassing that figure in the interval of
two consecutive censuses. On the contrary, the metropolitan areas consid-
erad are the same in all the censuses. (Sce 2/).



Percentage in relation . .. Percentage in relation tc

| , to the population in: - . the urban population in:
Country and‘ygarS/ Nﬁclei over HétrOpoi- Buciei over 1?Metropol—ﬁ
20 thousend itan 100 thousand itan
~inhabitants areas : inhabitants““f' af%ﬁs B
prgentina * 1947 . 1. . 1 1
Chile  : 1940 2 2 U
e — B ——
Venezqela,z 1941 ) _ ,3 .3 ‘ »3 -
“Mexico - : 1340 3-4 4 s -
Colombia = 1938 . .4 , 5 J >:5 -
Brazil : 1940 5 4-5° s -
Argentina : 1970 1 1 LA :1;.
‘Chile . :.-1970 2 2 4 A
Venezuela : 1970 ‘3 i 3 / L3 | 3
fexico : 1370 4 4 2 2
Colombia : 1'979\‘ | 5 4 2 2
Brazil . : 1970 5 5 2 2

af The diffefénceéin the census dates were taken into.account -through esti-
i mation. o L T

. b/ Estimeted rank. There was only information from Brazil and Meirico. The

' ranks ih 1960 were: 1 Argenmtina, 2 Drazil and Chile, $ Colombia,:4 Mexico
and Venezuela, ' '

The previous table confirms the already commented position of the urban
population and of the metr0p§1itan areas ip relation to the country's population,
" kept almost Qithout change in the 1940-1970 period: the similarity of Brazil,
Colombia and MNexico is also confirmated. The relative position of each couin-
fiy'igidifferent’when'coﬁgaring the urban -population §tructu;é;v‘fn:féét;:in
1970, and if the localitics over 100 thousand inhabitants arévédmpared as well
as the mectropolitan areas, Argentina excepted keeping the renk 1, the rank 2

is now equally ‘'shared by Brazil, Colombia and Mexico, whereas Chile occupies



.

the last place. It must be bbserved that around 1940 the rank of these cnuntr‘oa
vas the same cs in 1970 w1th the important dlfference that the two countries oC~

cupying the last renk (Colombla and Mex1co) went up to share rank 2 wlth Brazil.

Démographic crowth rates

The pbpulatioﬁ of Latin America has evolved, the same as that of other
developing regions, with growth rates continuously increasing‘'since 1930;
The rate of the 1930-1940 decade has been estimated in 1.9 peréént'per year,
whéieas the one of the 1950-1960 period ~the last one from #hich therérare
complete available data- was 2.7 percent. The méin cause is wéll known:( the

decrezse in mortality.

The urban populationﬁ/ exclusively has benefited by this growth. For in
the thrce decedes from 1930 to 1960 its rate was: 3.4, 4.8 and 5.4 percent
successively. On the other hand, the rural population kept a rate near to the

level of 1.6-1.7 percent. : 3 e

The average grewth of Latin’America reflects well~cnoughvthe beha§iouf
of the countries with larger population as Brazil, Mexico and Colombia. Thesé
threce countries had in the last deéades 51m11ar growth rates, both in their
total population as well as in their urban and rural ones., Argent1na, Chlle
‘ and Venezuela deviate from thls common denomlnator, although not in the same
. dlrectlon. In the following table. those dlfferences are shown, w1th the most

recent available data in each case:

_/ Population that in each census lived in localltles over 20 thousand in-
habitants. .




 Anmual growth rate (%)

~ Total~ .,Urbaxré/.j' R Rm.‘aﬁ/

_: Country and Period

VfAr'éen‘Fi‘r}'a‘ ‘ .(1947;{966-) N A B A 0.4 .
\:Cﬁiie ::' - '(f952L5960):'-‘: - .VWE#E;_'*‘ - l'\.3.6;'2,12 1}A_;1;2»‘
(v'Verlleizuel‘a ".(1_95'05119&14)' T g T Te T 0. -
Mexico . (1950-1960) A NP AR %
Colombia  (1951-1964) 34 s9 g
Brazil - (1950-1960) | 2,9  Usa T oy
“(1960-1970) - Tt L s

a/ Population of localities that in the 1960 (circa) census had over 20 thou-
sand inhabitants, being rural the countrj's remalnlng one.

._// Approx1mately estlmated o

The almost null rural growth in Argentina obeys to the combination

of the low natural increase of pOpulat1on and the per51stent mlgratory movements

' towards the most important urban centres, Whose increass has been reinforced by

" the international migration as well. The small rural growth of Venezuela (0.8

percent), in spite of the country‘s natural increase rate of 3, 3—3 4, could be
explalned by a comblnatlon of c1rcumstances' I- the mlgrants absorptlon capacity

of the middling 1mportance nuclel, comparable to the larger nuclei's’ one, as show

.by the fact that out of 9 nucle1 hav1ng from 50 to 100 thousand inhabitants in

1960 1ncreased w1th rates hlgher than 5 percent and the same thlng happened in
the four cities hav1ng from 100 to 500 thousand inhabitantss I1I- the relatlvely
small size of the country's population (7 S mllllons in 1961) compared to the
population of Brazil, Mexico or even Colombla (17.5 millions in 1964), whlch

makes the impact of a certaln volume o; ngratlon greater in the urban distribu-

.tlon, and IIl- the economic prosperlty derlved £rom the oil 1ndustry.

".':‘\ PN



In the fbur’countries with high growth rates (Brazil, Colombia, Mexico
and Veneuuela), of a total of 149 cities over 50 thousand 1nhab1tangs in n966,
92 of them 1ncreased with rates higher than 5 percent per year; 27 vith rates
from 4 to 5 percent and only 10 (7 in Mex1co) with rates lower than 3 percent,
i.e., inferior to what could be taken as natural 1ncrecse. None of the c1t;es
over 500 thousand inhabitants in these countries increased with rates lower than
4 percent; theAgengfal rule was an increase over 5 percent‘in most of the cities.
In Colombia and Venezuela all the cities'ovei 50 thousand inhabitants increased

with rates higher than 5 percent- moreover, in 33 out of 39 c1t1es of this size,

the rate exceeded the 5 percent, o

- Of the mentioned cities over 50 thousand inhabitants, 68 of them had

increased really with rates over 6'pefceht,'as éhowng'below:'

Increase rate: 1950—1960

S8ize

. . _Cities with rates | Total of
over 6 percent " cities a/
100G 000 and over X
500 to 999 thousand S ‘52/ ~ o » | 8
100 to 499 thousand = Y I
50 to 99 thousand S 429/ 7: i :4 :Vll 84
Totals E o N Y R I 149

‘Brazil, Colombia, Mexico and Venezuela.

Caracas and Bogota. o ‘ s Lo
Belo Horizonte, Cali, Medellin, Guadalugaraand Monterrey.
Brazil 11, ColomBia 2, Mexico 3, Venezuela 3. '

- Brazil 23, Colombia 6, ng;co 6, Venezuela 7.

QQQRQ'

The above facts give occasionto state that at least half of the cities
over 50 thousand inhabitants (1960) of the.four countries considered received
migrants at a rate of about 3 percent per year or even higher in many cases.

In the remeining cities of this category it could be estimated that a great‘



' ma*orlty o6f them received 1n—mlgrants at varying rates between 1. 5 to 2.5 per—
'cent per year. Of course, - these are rates that exceptlonally arose in the United
- States and European countries’ (at least in recent tlmes), even in 01t1es locateo

* in regions of strong expansion. S R L e P

, The average growth of the cities in Chile and Aréentina is clearly lower tha

.-that of the four countries’ dbove: conszdered In splte of: that since tne country's
natural 1ncrease 1s low and espec1ally that of the 1mportant cities, there iz'an

‘1mportant margin of mlgratory growth left. In fact,v1n Argentlna's second c1ty /

y (Rosarlo) vith a growth rate of only 1.8 percent (1947 1960), probably half of it

is due to migratory movement; flve other c1t1es over 100 thousand 1nhab1tants

(out of a total of 1) recorded rates of about 4 percent and 1n such cases the

v migretions' contribution could not be lower. than 2 percent, or tnan 3

\
\

percent in the case of Greater Buenos Alres.. T

In Chile, of the 3 cities over 100. thousand 1nheb1tants (1960), only one v
(Greater Santlago) increased with a rate ‘around 4 percent, whereas the other
two (Concepcion and Valparaiso-Vifia del Mar) had rates from 2.5 to 3.3 percent,
Since the natural inerease_rates were higher.than 2 percent, only Greater
Santiago had a substantial net migratory gaie_(apprcx. 1.7 peroent);"Other
six minor cities (o?er,sosthousand dnhabitants) out of a total o£v9,‘experienced

a more important increese,(over 3.5 percent), R ad - i R S A

Mic";r'-atio‘ns -

At the same tlme that a country is urbanlzed the 1nter;urban migratory
,‘movements grow in 1mportance. Research studles 1n several metrOpolltan areas'
of Latin Amerlca around 1965 reveal that 2/5 or more of the in-migrants come ”
from muclei over 20 thousand inhabitants. However the dominent (net) stream
has been the rural-urban one in the majority of the countries of the region, at
least until reoentktiﬁes,'ineluding Brezil ﬁekioo Colomoie and Veﬁezuela.

In the two first mentloned countrles, thelr urban populatlon almost doubled its

number between 1940 and 1960; in Colombla and Venezuela it over duplicated.
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In the 1960;1970 decade the_inérease of the urban ratio,was,greater-than in the
previous decade in Brazil (40.0 and 28,4 percent) and in Mexico(44.0 and 34.7
pcrcent). This last fact shows that even at a relatively high level of urban~
ization, the volume ?f4rﬁra1—urban displacement,is,impqrt;np ipzrglat;ye'
| term;,?( O S ‘;,‘; P . |
Moredver,ifhe rural populatidn increéséyféte, below the presumed natural
increase rate of that population (frequently between 2/3 and 1/2 of the latter)
can only be ekplained by a p0pu1ation exodus. In its turn, the high increase
,fates of the pOpulation of the big and medium cities; observed in the majority
of the countrles of the region (see prevzous SEC»lon), are a clear indication
of the ex 1stence of migratory movements oriented towards those cities, Finally,
it is reasonatle to suppose, lacking direct evidence and on the basis of the
existence of important rural-urbah and urban-urban movements that the losses
suffered by thé medium or.regiénally important cities are restored frequently

in excess by the movements from the country and small villages.,

/Based on census data and according fo<the tjpe of information usually \J
availabie, net movéments of in-migration and out-migration can be established,
\“at leasf net baiaﬁces of migration -of major administrative  divisions, The
éxamiﬁation of these data shows that only a few areas.have iﬁportant positive
balances, while the majority of them show negative balances and positive ones
of little significance ih relation to the national volume. The benefitedAdivi-
sions hold in,.invariably, the_primary metropolitan areas toWardé which a nation-
'al migfatory stream flowé. 'Mahy ofhthé administfative areas having a relatively
sméllAposiﬁive balahceHof migration, or even that are losing population, can

hold in cities -sometimes second rate metropolitan arcas- whose populations

'
. e

_J/ It must not be forgotten that some part of the urban populatlon 1ncrease
obeys to the cities! changing of category (cities over 20 thousand in-
. habitants) during the period considered. The contribution of the chang 1G
of category can ea511y be of 20 percent and even more,
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'”!inérease at great speed. Intra—recionalrmigrations not revealed by sﬁétistical :

figures should explain this apparent contradlctlon.> SRRTE TR A

. The 1ntroductlon of spec1f1c 1nstances 1llustrates the prev1ous comments

beglnnlng by Argentlna. In thls country the 1nter~DrOV1nC1al net mlgratlon

' during the 1945-1960 pcrlod WaS estlmated in 770 thousand people of Wthh 750
'correspond to the balance of ‘the Buenos Aires Prov1nce - Buenos Alres Clty

. Region. - As in its turn the districts of the PrOV1nce of-Buenos Alres 1ose

population_going to the area formed by'Gréatér Buenoé‘Aifes;‘thé result is
that the net balance of this latter metropolitan area is about 1 200 thousand

people, . As a contrast it must be pointed out that the Province of Cordoba had

. a negative balance while its capital city (Cordoba),which is the most important

,‘industriai centre behind Greater Buenos Aires, increased with a rate higher than

4 percent. Finally, it is interesting to mention that the population of Greater

 Buenos Aires had an increase of 2,7 percent including 2.0 percent of net migra-
tiqn,(1.2,percent of natives and 0.8 percent of £oreigners) and consequently

.only 0.7 percent of natural increase,:. : P X N

- The'ihferkprovihéial'net migration of Chile Wés-EStiﬁéted in éboﬁt>350 \%
thousand people for the 1952-1960 perlod. If this total is taken.as in—migrants

towards various provinces, 192 thousand pe0p1e corresponded to the Santlago

.Prqvince. From the point of view of the out-migration, only 34 thousand go out

. of this~p;ovince. It is not difficult to deduce that the balance of the’Santiago

Province shows the situation.of Greater Santiago.. Two other provinces having

‘the higher urban concentrations after Santiago, had migratory balatices in each

lgase of around 6 thousand.people. These two provinces benefit by discreet streams

from neighboring provinces, -but thay are tributary, .in their turn, mainly of ,/\

Santiago. B .o ) o B . L - o " . . o
The Metropolitan Area of Caracas stretches out over the Federal District

and the State of Miranda. To give an idea of the attraction of that area, the

‘migration of both administrative divisions can be compared to the inter-state
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migration of the whole country, once the mutual_movement befween the Federal
District and Miranda State has been eliminated. In the 1950-1961 period, ihe
so defined inter~state movement could be estimated in 625’thousand people, &
‘thifq of'whicﬁ wentyfo tﬁe reéion held by the Mefropoliten Area of Caracas.

- The relative magnitude of the'interustate (inter—regional) migratioh, oriented
toﬁards Veﬁezuela‘s primary metropolitan area, . although important, is so in a
1ower degree than the one observed in Argentlna and Chile in relation to thEII'

'*espectlve prlmary metropolltan areas,

. BEight of the 32 Mexican states absorbed the 97 percent of the inter-state
net migration for the 1950-1960 period (people over 10 years old in 1960). iow- ‘
-ever, the Federal District-Mexico region represented 60 perceant whlle thg remain-
ing six states gathered 37 percent. Another direct estlmatlon on the hetropol—
- itan Area of Mexico shows that the latter exceeded that. ratio of 60 percent,
. VWhatever may be the attraction of the Metropolitan Area of Mexico in relation
‘to the inter-regional migretion. it is even higher than the one exercised by
Greatef Santiago in Chile, It is worth while mentioning that the three states.
£ollowing the Metropolitan Area of Mexico concerning migratory attraction, are
seat of secondary metr0p011tan areas (Guadalaaara and Monterrey) and of border-

ing C1t1es of rapld 1ncrease (Tlauana and M1x1ca11)

Unfortunately the census data of .Brazil for 1960‘and 1970 that would be

. needed to make estimations'of the internal migration movements is not:avail~
...able. For this reason, information of the 1940-1950 period had to be taken
,'in order to preseht a vievw of the main streams of fhat period, movements that
" probably kept prevailing greatly; particularly those oriented towards the.
regions where the main metropolltan areas are:Sao Paulo and Rio de Janeiro,
‘During the said period, between 1.5 and 2.0 mmll:on people changed their state
»of résidenée. The State of Parana received almost 500 thousand people, Sao
.‘Paulo around 400 thousand and the State of Guanabara 370 thousand, gathering
the three fegions together 2/3 er more of-the tota} volume of migration, The

population exchange between states has been intense as it happened in the State

v
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of Sao Paulo that, at the same time of 1ncorporat1ng to its populatlon 400

, thousand 1n~m1grants it lost, through out-migration, 300 thousand natives who

summed up mainly to the population of Parana; Pernambuco, with an almost null

- balance, since the 90 thousand in—migrants were compensated by a2 similar numbzar™

of out-migrants; or the State of RlO de Janelro w1th 180 thousand 1n~mlgrants and

115 thasand out-mlgrent5¢' Since the Metropollfan Area of RlO comprlses the

‘State of Guanabara and some 1mportant nuclel of tne nelghboring State of RlO

s

de Janeiro, a smgnlflcant part of said movement occurred between both statesa

The out~mlgrat10n suffered by many of the regions dld not hindered -as

seen in other countrles- the movements towards the 1mportan reglonal urban

. centres. Thus, the city of Belo Horlzcnte had probably and 1ncrease by

mlgratlon of about 3 5 percent between 1940 and 1960 (the intercensal rate was
approximately 6.6 percent), at the samc time the State to which- it belongs

(Minas Gerais) has been, during that period, the reéion of higher out~migration

“in absolute figures. That-much can be said of the North-Eastern Area composed

of seven states, trad1t10na1 source of out-migrants to the more prosperous

regzons of the East, Center-West and South of the country where, nevertheless

~ the inter~reglonal mlgratlon towards the major cities (Reczfe, Fortaleza, Joao

Pessoa, Natal) had a great 1mportance as proved by the increase rates of thelr

populatlovx af‘ter 1950.

,Metrqgolitan Areas

et e s Tew et e P NI R I T T RIS

During the last decades the urbanization has been the principal aim of the

. studies of the spatial re~distribution of the population of Latin America, Now

that the main countbies, due to the magnitude of their populations and economic-
al powers, have surpassed the level of 40 percent living in nuclei over ZO
thousand inhabitants and 1n several cases surpassmng the mark of 50 percent, it
can be thought that there 1s a great advanc1ng towards a new state of rural-

urban equlllbrlum in which the most 1mportant transformatlons occur w1th1n the

: }urban system. This nevw 91tuat10n has already a real expre551on w1th the '

. e s
i AT P .
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emerging of huge metropolitan areas. exceeding 8 miliion inhabitants (Buenos
Aires, Mexico and Sao Paulo) which are easily located among the first dozen

. largest metropolis in the world,

In the follow1vg table some outstundlng characterlstlcs of the pr;maxy
met opolltun areas in the six countrles examlned in thls document are preseni-
eds ( ) magnltude in absolute flgures, (11) rate of increase in the last decade,
- (iii) ratio of their population in the country's total, and (iv) ﬁﬁiifizfﬂgigf

they abéorb from the country's population increase,

e
. Primary ; i Pcpulatioh, #ate of Countryfs Ratio
s, - f : L : increase - . . absorbed bty
Countries metropolitan : (1970) (1960-1970) ratio " - country
. .. areas = - - (thousands) " (1970) (1960-1970)
- Argentina  Buenos Aires 1 :A 8 774.5 b.li 2.6 ‘l '37.6 - 61,)
(Chile Santiage . 2715 5 46 3.4 60
Venezuela ‘Caracas 1 336 4‘/ ) 6,62/ 17, &“/ ‘J/
o | ‘(estimated 1970) 23000, - - -
‘Mexico  Mexico  8589.6 5.5  17.8 27
Colombia ,,Bogota ' , ‘,1 697, 3‘/ 6.8g/ - §.75/l ‘ 179/
| W (estimated 1970) 2 400.0 - - -
Brazil Rio de Janeiro 6 934.7 4.8 7.3 )"” o
. . v -
“ Sao Paulo 7 904.3 5.7 8.4) T
© g/ 1961, P N TIPS U L FER ‘ﬂ, -
B/ Asso-rser.
S/ 1964. ' \4 - ‘ B ,_“ PR ‘_: e 7 i'\ . v . . .
4/ 1951-1964, * B

With the excepfion of Buenos Aires, in the:éther sik‘metrépolitan areas,
the rates bf inérease afé around 5 pércent or higher, ’Twenty years'agd;»féw
mlght have dared to think that the 1940-1950 1ncrease rate would remaln the
same and th; reallty says that thgy have excelled notw1thstand1ng the absolute

. size of these nuclei., It would be daring to thlnk that cities of 7 and 8 million
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inhabitants will &ohtimé to grow for a long time with rates of 5-6 percent,
among other things before the'expectation of a descent in the natural ircrease
of the country's population (Brazil, Mexico). ‘But it is not vnlikely for it to

occur, for one or two decades yet, in the case of cities from 2 to 3 million

people (Caracas, Bogota). .

Perhaps the position of the primary metropolitan areas can be more signif- N

icant if we consider the share of population growth that is captured by them,

‘In the extreme cases of Argentina and Chile that portion was around the 60 per-

cent and there would be no reason to think that it can not increase, though at a

“less raﬁid pace. The cities of Méxi¢o, Caracas and Rio - Sao Paulo, already /\

absorb 1/4 part of the country's increase.

Although the two examined indexes are significant, the absolute magnitude

of these cities! population is even more. Even if their future growth were

~only moderate, it would imply the addition of several hundreds of thousands

and even millions of people, a'QOSd share of them in-migrants. Only this fact

~would be enough to expect that the human streams towerds these cities would

- keep on having a predominant role in the national concert.

!
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