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The Transition of Urbanization Model in Latin America
since 1980s and Its Reasons

HAN Qi

Abstract;: Since the 1980s, the urbanization pattern in Latin America has begun to change. The former migration from rural
to urban areas has gradually given way to the integration and balanced development within the urban system. Specific manifesta-
tions include (1) urban—rural population flow has shifted to inter—urban flow and international migration has increased; (2) the
development of different types of cities shows a trend of diversification, the urban system tends to be balanced; (3) the urban in-
terior space has changed from polarization to fragmentation; (4) the urban informal economy has become normal, social and en-
vironmental problems are prominent; and (5) urban governance is facing new challenges. The main cause for this transformation
is that the overall population situation in Latin America has undergone an important change. The rapid growth of the population
has slowed down, and the proportion of urban and rural population has also changed. In 1990, the urban population has reached
70% and the rural population has entered a negative growth stage. The migration from rural to urban areas has stagnated, leading
to a “solidification period” of urbanization. The “de—industrialization” and the long—term downturn in economic growth have lim-
ited the solution of urban chronic problems. The impact of neoliberal reform and globalization has brought new problems to urban
development in Latin America. Urbanization in Latin America has been “completed” , but modernization still has a long way
to go.

Key words: Latin American, urbanization model, transformation, gated community, migration, urban governance
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