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The trend lines showing differences between the total, urban and rural population since 1904
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Population

The urban population by race, 1920-2000

National Census data for specified years, cited in Parnell, S. SOUTH AFRICA’S SPATIAL ECONOMY

Urban Population by Race, 1921-2001
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Atlanta

Houston

Portland (Oregon)
Chicago

San Franc. Bay
San Francisco
Washington

Los Angeles

Capetown |
Stockholm |

Berlin
Toulouse

New York
Ljubljana
Jabotabek (Jak.
Johannesburg
Marseille
Curitiba
Brasilia
Bangkok
London
Budapest

Riga

Cracow
Buenos Aires
Warsaw
Prague

Paris

Sofia

Mexico City
Rio de Janeiro
Tunis
Singapore

St Petersburg
Jakarta Municip.
Ahmedabad
Abidjan

Beijing

Tehran
Yerevan
Barcelona metro.
Addis Ababa
Moscow
Bangalore
Kabul
Hyderabad
Tianjin

Lahore

Seoul +new
Shanghai
Seoul
Guangzhou
Hong Kong
Mumbai (Bombay)

Comparative average population densities in built-up areas in 51 metropolitan areas
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Percentage distribution of household
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Formal dwelling Traditional dwelling Informal dwelling Other Unspecified
ECensus 1996 64.4 18.2 16.0 04 1.0
B Census 200 68.5 14.8 16.4 0.3 0.0
acs 2007 70.5 1.7 14.5 3.3 0.0




Percentage of households by tenure status

Commiinity Quirvav 2007 SQtatictical Ralaaca
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Owned and fully paid Owned but not yet paid Occupied rent-froe Other
off off

ECensus 2001 41,3 15,0 25,0 0,0
WmCS 2007 49.6 1.9 18.7 1.0




Rental stock as proportion of total
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why the theme
from land rights
to property markets?
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Access to space

economy
[wealth

\V4

Access
to urban land

More people

have access

to better land

with secure tenure

Functional land market
N — right to trade
[information, institutions, finance]

access to appropriate finance

efficient city form & settlement design

Functional land governance

[mapping, planning, management, administration, valuation] viable municipalities

building urban citizens

Property rights — right to hold & trade (tenure) effective justice & enforcement of

human & property rights
Human rights — right to access (land, shelter, city)

\\// Urban LandMark
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Functional land governance: example

Flowchart of the procedure for allocation of land plot for business use (Nizhny Novgorod)

Document

Application to the Department of Economy and
Planning

Issuing Authority

v

Construction Passport

A 4

Preliminary technical specifications for
preliminary approval of project design and
connection to engineering infrastructure

Approving authority

Committee for land resources and land use planning

A 4

Department of Economy and
Planning

T

Department of Economy and Planning

Head of Municipal Administration

v
Preliminary lease contact >

\ 2

Sketch of the location of the structure Heac_i Directorate f_or
v Architecture and City

Planning
Project cost estimate 1 'y

L 2

Draft of the Approval of the Local
Administration Head for the
construction/reconstruction permit

iV — i

Head Directorate for Architecture and City Planning

A

v

Lease agreement for the land plot for the period
of construction/reconstruction

A 4

Registration of the land lease contract in the
Book of Land Registry

) 4

Draft of the Approval of the Local Administration
Head for the Leasing contract on the Lease of
land plot

v

Obtaining of the proof of lease and the lease
contract (a.k.a. registration of the lease in the
Book of Land Registry)

Head of Municipal
Administration

A 4

Sanitary-Epidemiological Inspection

Committee for land
resources and land use
planning

I Total time: 273 days

\ 4

State Fire Inspection

A 4

State Judicial Committee

T

Source: FIAS, Xiaofang Shen
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| ocation relative to customers

i - ideal, street corner
= 2a | » diverse passing trade
 highly productive use of space

¥ | ° patronage
. * vulnerable

i' | « not easily transferable — a personal claim
« cannot sell goodwill
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Day 2 > 12h30-13h

Access to space Session 3: position
economy B

[wealth

V4

Access
to urban land

Day 1 > 13h30-16h30

More people .
peor Session 2: urban land

have access
to better land
with secure tenure

markets

Day 1 > 10h-12h45

Functional land market ; , Session 1: informal
N — right to trade

[information, institutions, finance]

markets & tenure

Functional land governance
[mapping, planning, management, administration, valuation]

Day 2 > 9h-12h10

Session 3: land

Property rights — right to hold & trade (tenure) governance

Human rights — right to access (land, shelter, city)

S/ @ bantandmank
7 MAKING URBAN LAND MARKETS WORK FOR THE POOR
/ 7 NN



