
From extractive enclaves to livable cities. The impact of extractivism on the urban quality of 
life in the main cities of the Peruvian Amazon in the 21st century.


The Amazon, as the epicenter of South American globalization, is inserted into the global market through an 
extractivism model that accumulates socio-environmental tensions (Fontaine, 2006; Gudynas, 2007; Porto 
Goncalves, 2017; Svampa, 2019; Gómez, 2021) and in turn drives the urban growth of its cities (Wilson, 
Bayón y Diez, 2015: Erazo, 2017; Gonzáles Comín, 2021; Durán and Bayón, 2021). We cannot deny that 
"this territory is involved in a dynamic of great magnitude, devised to integrate the subcontinent into the 
global market through a geographical redesign” (Porto-Goncalves, 2017; Gonzáles Comín, 2018).


In the last 30 years, the main cities of the Peruvian Amazon have maintained a population growth higher than 
the national average (INEI, 2017). Sixty-one percent of the population of the Peruvian Amazon region lives 
in cities and is considered urban (Periferia, 2020). This represents 2.72 million people. In addition, as of 
2017, there were 22 cities with more than 20,000 inhabitants and 3 with populations greater than 100, 000 
inhabitants, being considered intermediate cities in the system of cities and towns at the national level. These 
data reflect the importance of addressing the urban question in the cities of the Amazon.


In this context, what impact has the extractivism growth model had on urban growth and the livability of 
Amazonian cities? The hypothesis proposes a causal relationship between extractivism, urban growth and 
quality of life, with an interdisciplinary approach between urban economics and critical geography. It uses a 
mixed methodology, based on the comparative analysis of cities under a system of quantitative and spatial 
indicators, contrasting the results qualitatively with key actors in the territorial management of the region, 
thus generating useful knowledge for decision making and the design of more comprehensive public policies.


The main findings are as follows.The quality of urban life in the Amazon region is linked to its urban 
conformation process within the framework of its economic growth as a structural model of development. 
Through the review of the theories of urbanization and economic growth, we can observe that extractivism 
drives the growth of cities but does not ensure an integral and sustainable urban development with adequate 
quality of life in the long term, since it generates a type of accelerated urbanization that gives rise to "cities 
of consumption" with a predominance of non-tradable services and little structural change. (Gollin, 2015; 
Jedwab et al., 2022)


Economic growth based on extractivism in the Amazon is based on the theory of comparative advantages.
(Svampa, 2019; Purwono, 2022) This has led to specialization in enclave extractive activities with little local 
linkage and risks of reprimarization and dependency. (Quintanar, 2019). While extractivism drives urban 
growth through the income effect, it also generates cities of consumption without structural change that face 
limitations in their long-term growth due to their low diversification and innovation.(Gollin et al, 2016)


Amazonian urbanization as part of a planetary process of diffuse urban expansion requires rethinking urban-
rural dichotomies. The concept of planetary urbanization accounts for urbanized conditions beyond their 
agglomeration zones. (Kanai, 2014; Arboleda, 2016; Monte Mor, 2021) In the Amazon, extended 



urbanization articulates peripheries to global urban nodes. Here, urbanization is functional to the extended 
reproduction of natural capital. Therefore, a multi scale approach is required to understand the spatial 
production of the territory.


On the other hand, urban sprawl over the countryside connects urban and rural areas. Thus, a gradient of 
hybrid spaces emerges that dilute strict dichotomies. Interdependencies between city and countryside are 
intensifying, with increasing multidirectional flows of people, goods and information. (Alexiades, 2016) The 
rural world is becoming multifunctional, combining agricultural and non-agricultural activities linked to 
urban markets. Cities depend on the peri-urban countryside for resources and food. This integration requires 
a territorial planning approach to management.


In order to define the quality of life in the Amazon, we must disassociate the concept of development based 
only on economic progress and focus on sustainability with emphasis on social equity and respect for 
ecological limits. (Nour, 2018) Good living includes the concepts of habitability, satisfying needs in balance 
with nature, and is articulated with the principles of sustainable development (Olmos, 2008; Mittal et al., 
2020). Whats more, we cannot approach a full quality of life in the Amazon without the recognition and 
revaluation of indigenous identity and nature.This represents the greatest challenge in the face of the impacts 
of the development model in the context of globalization, planetary urbanization and its consequent model of 
urban growth.


In summary, extractivism drives urban growth in the Amazon, but conditions its sustainability by generating 
cities functionally articulated to the export of natural resources for the global market, without productive 
chains at the local scale and impacting the quality of life of its population.Quality of life acquires relevance 
in the midst of the phenomenon of extended and accelerated growth of Amazonian cities. 
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