Poverty S 3 T A AR
and Place EIJEI’J%EI&%IEI
In Urbanizing X

Asia

Edward Leman
President, Chreod Ltd.
Canada

This presentation is an input to the international policy workshop on rural-urban linkages in Zhejiang, PRC on 2-4 September
2014. The views expressed in this presentation are those of the author, and do not necessarily reflect the views and policies of
the organizers (the Asian Development Bank [ADB] and the International Poverty Reduction Center in China [IPRCC]), or
ADB’s Board of Governors, or the governments they represent. ADB and IPRCC do not guarantee the accuracy of the data and
information in this paper.



Poverty

and Place

In Urbanizing
Asia

Edward Leman
President, Chreod Ltd.
Canada

Paper presented at the KT 2 ST XIS R [ B R AT 2 b AT T R

International Policy Workshop on Rural-Urban Poverty Linkages

organized by International Poverty Reduction Center in China, e FEEREE RS, TINARBHREIT, XIBEBAZF O
Asian Development Bank,
Regional Knowledge Sharing Initiative

2-4 September 2014 20144F 2-4 5
Hangzhou, People’s Republic of China o [ ] BT




e Spatial
dimensions of
urban and peri-
urban poverty

* places of
poverty

e rural-urban
linkages

Purpose of Presentation




What is Urban? A AT AT T AR
taxonomy of rural and K€ JE R
urban settlement
Recent urbanization 2. WTAESRAE PN T Ak 2
trends In Asia
What is “urban poverty” 3. 142 dmiriA, i
and who are the “urban IO T B PR A AR
poor”?
Enclaves of the poor 4. RIS HAFEAE b
and vulnerable
Strategic options for 5. NN T 08 BT R S
reducing urban poverty GEs
In Asia
Need for better
understanding of . BN EET IR
spatial dimensions of T PR 7S (| 4
urban poverty

Outline of Presentation




1. What i1s Urban” ?



Blurring of rural and
urban in Asian cities.

Need to understand
scales of human
settlement to better
target poverty
alleviation.

Three scales:

. Individual
Settlements

Il. Settlement Regions

lll. Regional Urban
Systems
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1. What is “Urban”?
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Metropolitan Regions
are mostly not
‘megacities’
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. Metropalitan Core (high density)

. Dutar Core

Major Inter-city Road, Commuber Rail

foeay G0 kmoradies

Principal Metropolitan Sub-Center

Secondary Metropolitan Sub-Center
High Density Suburban

Medium Density Suburban

Low Density Suburban

very Low Density Suburban

core city of 1 million;

. : population within
inner city slums + squatter settlements 50 k di
villages in cities; squatter settlements m radalus

poverty in suburban and peri-urban towns of central city
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Source: Nelson Institute’s Center for Sustainability and the Global Environment at the University of Wisconsin-Madison (2013) World Bank
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Source: Nelson Institute’s Center for Sustainability and the Global Environment at the University of Wisconsin-Madison (2013) World Bank
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2. Recent
Urbanization
Trends
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population loss during
past decade
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Manila Metropolitan
Region is principal
magnet for migrants
and firms
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3. What Is
“Urban
Poverty”?



Measuring
poverty using
poverty lines:
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Poverty lines do R ERIEIR 2 =

not yet RRENAFRPTEH
differentiate IR E o

between urban
and rural
poverty.

Multiple HERHEE A
deprivations Kt & A 5] 7 R A
another way to /&

measure

poverty.
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MAJOR
VULNERABILITIES
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causes of “urban
poverty” differ
by type of
resident and
engagement in
formal or
Informal
economies
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4. Enclaves
of the
Urban
Poor and
Vulnerable



What are the places
of the urban poor?

e Sub-standard but
legal housing

e Squatter
settlements

 villages in cities

e suburban and peri
urban villages and
towns

e small cities and
towns

4. Enclaves of the Urban Poor and Vulnerable
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central area, substandard rental housing 3% [X & 18 %55 X 5%




squatter settlements #iF X




-‘ 'l .
Binondo, Manila &%, 5

Source: http://myphilippineIife.com/wp-content/uploads/maniI_binondo_slum.jpg
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20 km radius

Manila Bay

Laguna Lake
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villages in cities 3% A+
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Distribution of urban villages in Shenzhen, 2005

SEZ; Special Economic Zone

M i) B X

(data snﬂ:e_: n Pl. Bureau)

Source: Huang , Zhengdong;,and Zhan , Qingming (n.d.). Mapping Urban Villages in China. Schoolf Urban Design, Wuhan University
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Source: Huang , Zhengdong;,and Zhan , Qingming (n.d.). Mapping Urban Villages in China. Schoolf Urban Design, Wuhan University
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Suburban and peri urban villages and towns 2 5 &%




Suburban and peri
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.~ small cities and
e
[\ gy v snonaic towns:
s population
change (%) in
Pingxiang City,
2000-2010
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small cities and townS'

papulation change, 2000-2010
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Chengdu Extended
Metropolitan-Region
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5. Strategic
Options



1 hour travel time
from city center

— /N

1. rural-urban migration

W2 EaBi
Rural-Urban Integration Options 1% 2 —/&{k#




1 hour travel tima
from city center

— /N B

2. daily commuting from town i1 2845 H A\ RFKD
to city

- live in rural; work in city
- needs:
- skilled rural workforce
- physical accessibility
- mobility

Rural-Urban Integration Options 1% 2 —/&{k#




2 hour travel time
from city center

3. rural and urban supply 1 2 it R — &4k
chain integration

- produce goods and services needed in city within
2-hour, one-way travel time
- needs:
- acceptable guality of goods and services
- physical accessibility
- mobility

Rural-Urban Integration Options 1% 2 —/&{k#




4. town-based urbanization  EF 4Tk

- villagers move to towns or
strengthen village-town supply chains
- needs:
- fown-based livelihoods for migrants
- villages producing what is needed in towns
- accessibility of willages

Rural-Urban Integration Options %2 —{k{LiEa




BB — AL
5. hybrid supply chain integration

- villages to towns

- townig to cities

- neads:
= villages producing what is needed in towns
- towns producing what is needed in cities
= accassibility and mability

Rural-Urban Integration Options 1% 2 —/&{k#




2 hour traval time for indusiry
1 hour travel time for residential

PAZN Tl P
—/NiJE R

6. industrial and residential LYW XHERXEH €M
relocation

= from high cost to low cost locations
- needs:
- for industry, skilled local workforce
- serviced land
- infrastructure services comparable to city
- environmental quality comparable or better than city
- physical accessibility
- mobility

Rural-Urban Integration Options 1% 2 —/&{k#




Strengthen 18 58 B K #ER T 22 5F

Metropolitan Regions:

* grow
e densify
diversify
connect
converge
manage
e metropolitan region Bt [X 15
e strengthening of
local governments o i 2 ELER N /NI AR
of suburban and Hh 5 BUR B BE /7 1 o

peri urban towns
and small cities

5. Strategic options for reducing urban poverty in Asia
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6. Need for
more
knowledge



IN Most countries,
more is known about
rural poverty than
urban poverty

comparatively little FAXTEL = Stk 2 %%
known about ru_ral- %ngﬁﬁnﬁﬁ;’%

urban poverty linkages
need for a multi-nation

research program on ﬁﬁ?jﬁﬁz’ﬁ 9%%}\

urban poverty and [ 3 [F) A 5T 11 )
rural linkages

could begin with a

common survey of_ ﬁplgj(mj;ﬁfﬁ DL K% NI 4R

vulnerable groups in ) S5 28 BE A 2 25 V6 9B O\
large cities, 15

Intermediate cities,
small cities, and towns

6. Need for far focused research =2 42 P W4T




rapid urbanization across
Asia is changing the rural-
urban relationship
boundaries becoming
fuzzy

fast-growing metropolitan
regions contain both, and
are becoming the new loci
of Asian poverty

multiple depravations in
urban poverty
vulnerabilities are age and
gender dependent
rural-urban integration
needs to address these
vulnerabilities

not an issue of towns vs.
cities, but rather which
towns and which cities

. Conclusions
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