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Rio de Janeiro,
19 de abril de 1963.

Sr. Diretor Executivo do CBPE

Ref.: Informacio sdbre o processo CBPE-8/13/63 ww—

Lido o artigo junto, integrante do Processo n® CBPE 8,3/63,
originado do Department of State Agency for International Development -
Washington 25 DC, enderecado ao Professor Anisio Teixeira, sugerimoéf
dirigir-se o CBPE a Mr, Everett Reimer, autor do artigo, pedindo au-
torizacdo para traduzi-lo e aplicd-lo em Educagio e Cigncias Sociais.

Mr. Everett Reimer é Advisor-Office of U.S., Social Development,
Coordinator Alliance for Progress. Sua diregdo é a acima mencionada, '
do Department of State .
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Rio de Janeiro, 23 de abril de 1963 .

My. Everett Reimerx
Agency for International Development
;guhington 2% IC

A

Dear Mr. Reimer,

Ae the Director of the Centro Brasilei-
ro de Pesquisas Bducacionais (Braziliam Center of
Educational Research) and companion of Prof.Anfsio Tei
Xeira my attention was drawn to your very interesting
article "People, Jobs, Housing and the Gozls of the
Allianece®.

Is seems to us that the article should
be published in Portuguese in the magazin "Bdueacio e
Ci&ncias Sociais"™ that is issued by our Center.

, We hereby wish to request your kind
permission to do so.

We take this opportunity to send you
our best regards,

and remain,

Yours very truly,
e

Péricl;;\;i&;:ikit/:giPinho

Diretor Executivo
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C. B-P.:E.

Rio de Janeiro,
22 de abril de 1963,

Mr, Everett Reimer:

Chegou-nos as maos, na qualidade de Diretor do Centro
Brasileiro de Pesquisas Educacionais, companheiro do Professor
An{sio Teixeira, o seu interessante artigo "People, Jobs, Housing
and the Goals of the Alliance",

Pareceu-nos interessante divulgd-lo em portugués na Re-
vista "Educagdo e Ciéncias Sociais™, do nosso Centro Brasileiro
de Pesquisas Educacionais.

E' a autorizag¢do para tanto que, com esta, estamos lhe
pedindo, '

Valemo-nos da oportunidade para saudd-lo cordialmente,

Pericles Madureirs de Pinho
Diretor do Centro Brasileiro
de Pesquisas FEducacionais

i . A . I d A
landar passar em ingles e enviar, aérea, ao enderego de:

MR. EVERETT REIMER

Agency for International Development
WASHINGTON 25 DC

USA v



PEOPLE, JOBS, HOUSING
AND THE GOALS OF THE ALLIANCE

Latin America has reached the great population divide. Her cities
will soon surpass the countryside in population as they have, long since,
in production and, while it has taken all of history for thg urban pogu}am
tion to equal the rural in‘size, it will be twice aé large in anotherhthirty
years, even at present rates of growth.

Like other great natursl forces, this enormous growth and movement of
population is fraught with danger as well as opportunity. It will roll over
any attempt to slow it but it contains, on the other hand, the unique power
to fulfill the promise of the Alliance within a reasonable time.

In 1962, slightly over half the people of Latin America were still
rural* and dependent upon employment in agriculture,** but 1963 will see the
shift from a rural to an urbsn majority. Since 1960, the cities, which were
then only eight million ‘behind,. have been adding almost four million inhab-
itants per year. The rural sectors, meanwhile, have grown by less than
a million and a half per year. One-half of the three million people added
to the rural population each year, by the excess of births over deaths, are
currently migrating to the cities. Nevertheless, in every country except
Uruguay the rurel population is gcntinuing to grow.

During the last decade, the yearly per capita output of the rural popu-
lation of‘Lafin Americe rose by twenty-four dollafs on the average, from
$95 in 1950 té $119 in 1960. The urban population, meanwhile, despite the

absorption of fifteen million rural people, increased its per capita annual

v

* Towns of over 1500 are considered urban.

*#%  Tn 1960 fifty percent of the economically active nopulation was employed
in agriculture.
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output, by fifty-four dollars, from $479 in 1950 to $533 in 1960.* Thus,
the urban population, five times as well off as the rural in 1950, still
‘made twice as large a gain, in dollars, during the decade. Equally signi-
ficant, however, is the fact that the rural population mede a twenty-five
percent gain in per capita output while the urban population gained only
eleven percent. . The rural population actually begen to catch up during
the 19508, despite falling agricultural prices and stagnant markets for
agricultural goods. If Latin American cities continue to absorb rural
population as well as rural products, at present rates, the rural popu-
lation will continue to catch up during the 1960s, despite further projected
declines in Latin America‘'s share of the world market for agricultural goods.
At present rates of improvement,vhowever, it would take & hundred years
for the rural standard of living to equal the urban. It would take fifty
years for the rural standard to reach one dollar per day per person;¥¥
barely enough to finance & minimum budget providing for adequate nutrition,
decent clothing and undilapidated shelter.
Reduction of the huge disparity between urban and rural income, which
is at the root of Latin America’s social and economic problems, can be speeded
up in only a limited number of ways. One is for more people'to move from the
country to the city. A second is for agricultural output to increase faster,
in relation to total output. A third is for prices to shift in favor of

agricultural products and a fourth is for the flow of capital, which

* These figures result from dividing the value of the total agricultural
product among the rural population and the value of the non~agricultural
product among the urban. Income figures are not available but would be
roughly comparable.

*%  Since this refers to the rural average, at least holf the nopulatlon
would still be below this figure.
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‘landowners now transfer from the rural to the urban sector, to be slowed or
reversed. |

Not much more than a listing of these alternatives, is necessary, to
show that, in the absence of the first, the others are merely theoretical.
Private capital will-flow to the countryside only when a rise in the price
of agricultural labor creates an igcentive for investment in machinery and
a market for urban goods and services. Democratic governments, despite
their desires to build rural facilities, will have to give priority to the
needs of the politically volatile age=-groups which are moving to the cities.
Barring war, relative prices for agricultural products will continue to fall
under increased competition from cheaper labor in Africa and Asia and from
mechanized production in the United States, Canada and Australia. These
same factors will continue to shrink Latin America’s share of the world
market for agricultural goods, so that increased agricultural output will
have to depend largely upon increased domestic consumption. Aside from
population increase, this could result only from a more rapid rise in per
capita income, wpichxonly a more rapid burgeoning of the cities could
bring about.

In essence, the poverty 6f the rural people of Latin America results
from too many people producing too narrow a speétrum of goods. This poverty

can be cured only by transferring workers from the production of agricultural

* Land distribution would not increase agricultural output unless
accompanied by large-scale withdrawals from the agricultural labor
force. A radical distribution of land, among the present labor force, -
would destroy commercial agriculture while a partial distribution would
leave the remaining workers at the mercy of a larger but no more benefi-
cent set of employers. The poorest and worst exploited people of Latin
America are the unpaid family workers and hired hands of small land-
holders.
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to other kinds of goods and by providing more land, better tools and more
horsepovwer per capita to those vho remain in agriculture. Everyone would
;gree that this must be the long run solution. Nevertheless, because the
economic coste, social consequences and political risks of large-scale
rural-urban movement are great, there is a school of thought which would
delay rather than accelerate population movement from the country to the
city.

Population movement from the country to the city is, of course,
limited by the capacity of urban places to provide emplcyment and facili-
ties. The greater productivity of the urban worker requires cOrfespondingly
more capital to but him to work. The higher standard of living of the city
requires more facilities per capita than the country. These facts are some-
times used as arguments for bringing urban fgcilities to rural areas rather
than moving people to the city, but such arguments ao not rest on economic
or on democratic political grounds. Cities, clearly,:cbntinue to grow
because non-agricultural goods and service, of a given quality, can be more
cheaply produced and consumed there than elsewhere. It is equally apparent’
that, on balance, most people prefer the goods and services éf the city to
those of the couﬁtrysidea The fact remains that, unless the advantages of
the city are to be diluted, people can move to the city only.as fast as
jobs and facilities which meet the urban standard can be created. The
growth potential of Latin American cities, thus, determines the rate at
which the arpirations of Latin America's poverty stricken masses can be
satisfied. Two estimates of the employment potential of the urban

sector are summarized in the following table,
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EMPLOYMENT AND POPULATION INCREASE

IATIN AMERICA 1950 - 1970 (1,000,0008)

1960-1970 1960-1970

: 1950-1960 (Conservative (Accelerated
New Employment Actual* Estimate)** _Growth)xex
Agri;:ulture 6.5 T.5 ° - 9
Manufaéturing 3.5 5 8
Construction ' .75 2 4
Trade and Services 5.5 8 15
Total Urban 9.75 15 27
Urban Population Increase 30 *HEK 43 80
Rural Population Increase 13 *RER 15 - 22

* Estimated from CEPAL data

o Made consistent with the'k economic growth pattera of 1950-1960 ard with the
urban-rural population forecasts of CEPAL, United Nations, etc.

*%%  Agsumptions outlined in the text

*%%% Note that the ratio of population to employment increase is higher.
for the urban than the rural sector. This is consistent with a:higher
labor force participation in the rural sector, reflecting the lower
productivity of agricultural employment.
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While doubling the output of manufactured goods over the last decade,
Latin American industry increased direct employment in manufacturing by
only forty percent. In 1950 eight and a half million workers produced
seven and a half billion dollars worth of manufactured goods. Ten years
later with only three and a half million more workers, fifteen billion
dollars worth of goods were produced.

Construction increased by only twenty-five percent during the 1950s,
in Latin America as a whole, to an annual total of two billion dollars,
but, because of falling productivity, this small increase in volume
accounted for three-=fourths of & million additional jobs.

The four and a quarter million new jobs in masnufacturing and construc-
tion generated five and a half million new jobs in trades and services,

a total of & million jobs per year. These jobs supported an annual urban
population increase of three million.

The best availeble estimates of the rate at which Latin America's
manufacturing sector might expand during the 1960's are, probably, to be
found in the development plans of individual countries. Of the countries
which have completed development plans, Colombia had a growth rate for
manufacturing, in the 1950s, almost the same as the average rate for all
of Latin America. Since Colombia is also near the Latin American average
in the proportion of the labor force employed in manufacturing, it may be
reasonable to take the Colombian projection as an estimate of the probable
future growth rate for Latin America.

The Colombian Plan projects an expansion of manufacturing by 130%
over ten years; this is one;third more than the growth of the past decade.

If manufacturing throughout Latin America expands at this rate, and if
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productivity increeses at the same rate as iﬁ‘did for Latin America as
a whole during the 1950s, salmost eight million new jobs will be created
in manufacturing during the 1960s.

The volume of construction in Latin America during the 1960s will
depend upon the total volume of investment and on the proportion of invest-
ment availsble for construction. While total investment in Iatin America
incressed from six and a half billion in 1950 to eleven billioﬁ in 1960,
the proportion going to construction dropped from twenty-five to less than
twenﬁy perceat. If the ILatin American economy, which grew at an average
ennual raté.of_four end a half percent during the fifties, grows at five
fercent annually during the sixties, and achieves by 1970 an average
investment rate of 20%, there will be twenty billion dollars awailable for
investment in 1970, The 1950 share for comstruction would imply construc-
tion at the rate of five billion dollars in 1970. At bragent productivity
levels this would add over four million construction Jdﬁﬁ td;the 1960 totals.

Eight million mew jobs in manufacturing and four millién in construction
mske a total of twelve. If the ratios which prevailed in the 1950s remain
valid, these jobe would generate fifteen million new jobs in trade and
services. The resulting total of twenty-seven million new urban jobs would
support an urban pépulation increase of eighty million, with a continqing
rise in average per capita urban income. This rate of growth would imply
a rural-urben migration rate of five million persons per year and a doubling

of the income of the rural populstion within the decade.*

* ,Assumihg the withdrawal of labor has only a temporary impact on
agricultural output.
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Providing urban housing end utilities for a million rural migrant
families per yeax* wpuld"be one of the major obstacles to such an accelerated
solution of Latin America's socio;economic problems. Providing the agricul-
tural machinery to replace a million asgricultural workers per year would be
another. The capitai now estimated to be avallable for investment in Latin
America during the‘l960s, including the resources pledged under the Alliance
for Progress, might be sufficient to finance the new industrial and construc-
tion jobs posited above, but would not suffice, in addition;’to house seven
million additional urban families¥*and to replace nine million agricultural
workers during the decade.

Tt must be remembered, however, that the urban growth and the revolu-
tion in agricultural production implied by a rural-urban movement of five
million persons per year would accelerate economic growth and would increase
the supply of capital by increasing both the rate Qf'investment and the size
of the economic base. During the past decade mining and manufacturing were
the only dynamic elements in Latin America's ecqnomic growth., An accelerated
rural-urban migration would maeke equally dynamic elements of the construc-
tion and asgricultural sectors. Markets for building materials, consumer
durables and agricultural machinery would expaﬁd enormously, and the result-
ing demand for additional minerals, foods and fibers might even raise local
prices for some of these primary products. A

If it cost five thousand dollars to provide urban housing and services
for each rural femily and five hundred dollars to replace each agricultural

worker with machinery, the additional investment implied by our accelerated

N

¥At least three million families will move, in any case, during the decade.
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_rural-urban migration would be forty billion dollars during  the decade.
A six percent annual growth rate rather than the five percent now assumed,
and a,n average investment rate of twenty-two rather than eighteen percent,
would provide this additional capital. There cam be little doubt that, if
the additional housing and machinery weré actually produced, the higher
growth and investment rates would be achieved. |

By and large, Latin America has the raw materials, the industrial base
ana the manpower to carry the accelerated development program sketched above.
Construction is not »on]‘.y the most profitsble occupation 1';he excess a.gricui-
tural labor force could engage in, it is also the most practicable large-
scale training ground for industrial employment, available to untrained
agricultural workers, young emgineers, would-be entrepreneurs, etc. The man-
“ufacture of construction materials, household goods and a.gricultura.i equip-
“ment would provide maximum opportunities for the use of locally available
materials and menpower. Relatively small demands for additional imports
would be generated, largely for specialized capital equipment. Almost sll
of the larger Latin American countries will soon be capable of supplying
evén a fairly rapidly increasing demand for manufactured consumer goods.

Temporary declines im agricultural output could result from a rapid
withdrawal of agricultural labor; which is, nevertheless, a necessary
stimulus for the rapid mechanization of agriculture; which in turn is
necessary if lLetin America is to hold her own in world markets for agri;

cultural goods. Such declines could be avoided, however, or be held to
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_relatively small scale and short duration, - appropriate imstitutional
grrangements; which ﬁight include the temporarily expanded use of oﬁ&
ovn agricultural surpluses. : .

Tastitutional arrangements, of course, are e@gier to preacribé than
to provide. Their absence is prdbﬁbly the most concrete obstacle'tbcan
asccelerstion of Latin America'’s economic devglopment. The mere fact that
the extra capital, needed to provide housing and agricultural méchinery,
could be generafed by the accelerated grcﬁﬁh resulting from the aﬁail-
ability of this capital, will not make the capital.available. if Iatin
Americs's farmers were faced tomorrow with a rapid loss of workers, they
would not have at hand, either agricultural machinery or the credit to buy
it. Even the urbén workers of Latin America, who are already well estab-
lished in productive jobs, and who could well afford to pay for adequate
housing, under the terms available in the United States, camnot dbuy or
rent decent housing in Latin America at terms they can afford. Theré
are public utilities in Latin America which cannot borrow money to |
supply waiting customers and govermments which cannot collect taxes to
build needed streeté and sewers. | I

But the circle does not stop here. As previously noted, agricultural
machinery and credit are lacking, because cheap labor makes investment in
agricultural machinery unprofitable. Modern long-term housing credit has
only recently begun to appear in Latin America, because a large-scale

market for middle-class housing is of relatively recent origin. Even the
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inefficiency of Latin Americé goveQ#meﬁt cen be laid to the dbs;née of &
sufficlent number of prosperous, educétéd, middle class voters. Looked
at in one way, this is a vicious circle. From another point of view it
is a circle which can be grasped at any point. |

One effective point of attack might be housing credit. No sharper
contrast can beﬂfound, between urban Latin America and the United States,
than the terms on which housing can be purchased by the average c¢itizen.

In Latin Americe a man with an adequate and secure income must still pay
half the price of a house in cash and the remainder im ten years or less.

As s result there is an evergrowing backlog of needed housing. Construc-
tion in recent years has not even kept up with the rate of mew family forma-
tion.

- In order to accommodate the accelerated wrban growth emvisaged above,
Latin Americe would have to build from ome to two milliom houses per year.
These are rates comparable to those of the Uhité@ States; they would be
possible only with comparsble credit terms, which would require similar
credit institutions. Long term housing credit im the United States depends
upon government guarantees and similsr guarantees WOMlﬁ be needed in Latin
America. The guarantees of Latin American governﬁents[migbt not, in all
cases, be sufficient and might reqpire international backing, either by or
including the United States government.

A msjor technical difficulty, created by currency inflationm, in the
government guarantee of long-term housing credit has recently found a

workable solution in Chile. Similar but not insoluble difficulties would
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‘be in ’lved in the provision of international support for national guar-
gntees of housing credit. Sclution of the housing cx;edit pgoblem would,
of course, be merely a first step; this would proﬁabiy bg :Qlléved by a
greatly expanded need for sgricultural L‘c:xfedi’c, ;paz‘ftiékulazf;y ’f.oxh' tﬁhes”pm;qhase
of machinery, and also by an intemsified need' for pubrlic‘ iu‘billities: It
might also, as indicated above, be followed by temporar& deelines ;m a;gfim
‘cultural production ard a consequent need for expanded use of our cwn food
surpluses. |

| Almost certainly, the expanded demands generated by an accelerated
economic dévelopment could not be met eiatirely within the present scope
. of the Allisnce, which would have to be expé.uded althougt} not ngcéssarily
| in terms of United States loams end grants. Additiomal credit guarantees
| and assistance in the development of fimancial ‘insti;butions s both ﬁublic
and private, would be the key new requireixenté. _

| On the other hand, the accelerated development outlined above would
solve many of Latin America's fundamental ecomomic, social and political
problems. Reducing the rural population a;nd increasing its prosperity
would begin to reduce birth rates and level off the rate of population
increase., Shifting millipns of henmds from unproductive to productive
'work would add more to the supply of goods tha.xa to the demand for them
and would thus 5 reduce the driving force of latin America's inflation.
Removing Latin American agriculture from its“ present dilemms, where
mechanization not only doesa’t pay but robs people of their miserable but

only means of livelihood, would also free it from the cost-price squeeze
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‘of cheap African labor and efficiemt‘Uhited States machinery. Providing
decent housing for city dwellers, urban jobs for agricultural youth,
rising incomes and lightened physical loads for those who remain on the
land, would satisfy some of the deepest aspirations of Latin America's
masses.  Speeding the growth of the cities would also speed the transfer
of political power to the urbaan middle class and, thus, would speed the
reforms to which the Alliance is dedicated; reforms which conform to the
interests of an expanding middle class but not to those of the traditional
holders of power. Finally, accelerating the growth of the ecomomy would
improve Latin America's capacity to fimance her own development.

It must also be remembered that an accelerated growth of urban employ-
ment and rursl-urban migration are real prospects im Latin America, whether
provided for or not. If they occur without provision for housing amnd other
urban fecilities, if they are frustrated by lack of provisiom, if they are
supported by inflation or by dictatorial governmeats, the results msy not
be to our liking. Latin America may have reached the point of take-off
or crash.

First steps towards an accelerated development program might be:

(1) Amalysis, on a coumtry-by-coumtry basis, paralleling
and extending the present analysis.
(2) Serious exploration of how to speed the introduction

of long term housing credit to Latin America.

(3) Discussion among the policy leaders of the hemisphere
of the general issues raised herein.

grerett Redimer
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1l
LATIN AMERICA: DISTRIBUTION OF GROSS PRODUCT AND OF THE EMPLOYED POPULATION
BY ACTIVITY
1960
Relative Index
of Productivity
Gross Product Employed Popula- Agr. Industry
Activity (%) tion (%) =100 =100
Total 100.0 100.0
Agriculture 19.7 50.0 100 26
Mining 6.1 1.0 1538 Lo8
Industry 23.5 16.0 377 100
Construction 3.2 k.o 205 54
Other Activities _h7.5 29.0 418 110

SOURCE: Viector Urquidi, Viabilidad Economice de America Latina
Based on preliminary data of CEPAL

2

IATIN AMERICA: INCREASE OF GROSS PRODUCT BY ACTIVITY

Activity Indices, 1950 = 100 Annual Rates of Increase
1955 1959 19 1951-  1956- 1951~
1955 1960 1960
Gross Product 125 149 155 L6 4.4 k.5
Agriculture 122 138 42 k.1 3.0 3.6
Industry 130 178 197 5.4 8.7 7.0
Minerals & Pet. 13T 193 203 6.5 8.2 8.5
Construction 11k 122 126 2.7 8.1 2.4
Commerce & Finance 128) 5.1)
Transport & Comm. 135) 6.2)
149 152 3.9 4.3
Govt.Services 120) 3.7)
Other Services 120) 3.7)
Population 113 125 128 2.5 2.6 2.5
Per Capita Prod. 111 119 121 2,1 1.7 1.95

SOURCE: CEPAL
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LATIN AMERICA: GROSS PRODUCT BY PRINCIPAL COUNTRIES 1950, 1955 & 1960

' Millioms of Dollars

: ‘ ', __ 1950 Prices Annusl Rates of Imcrease
Country - 1950 1955 1960 . 1951- 1956~ 1951~
B v ~ -‘ 1955 1960 1960
Tatin America ~ 39,700 59,800 63,000 L6 U3 R
Arpentiis. 9,889 10,936 11,290 2.0 0.6 1.3
Brazil 10,232 13,200 18,675 5.2 7.2 6.2
Colombia 2,910 3,768 h,u55 5.3 - 3.4 L.h
Chile 1,831 2,137 2,383 3.1 2.2 2.7
Mexico 5,19 7, 268 9, TOL 7.0 6.0 6.5
Peru 1,145 1,521 1,370 5.T 1.9 1.8
Venezuela, 3,379 5,131 6,982 8.7 6.3 7.5
Others 5,120 5,839 8,144 2.7 6.9 b7
h '
IATIN AMERICA: PROJECTION OF DEMAND FOR AGRICULTURAL EXPORTS-1975
| 1954-1956 . Projection to 1975 gﬁﬁzaif
Products (Millioms of Dollars) (Millioms of Dollars)  Increase
, 1954.-195 ices '

Wheat & Flour 241 »266' 0.5
Corn and Other Cereals 82 135 2.5
Sugar 578 | T29 1.2
Fruits & Vegetables 229 315 1.6
Coffee 1,900 2,797 ' 2.0
Cocoa. 160 " - 2hh 2.1
Cotton 511 525 0.1
Wool 263 437 2.6
0il Seeds 57 113 - 3.5
Hides 99 121 1.0

Other - 507 816 2. .
SOURCE 3 & h: CEPAL |



Argentina \
Bolivis
‘Brazil
Colombia
Chile
Ecuador

' Paraéﬁay

- Peru
Uruguay
Venezuela
Costa Rica
Cuba

El Salvador

Guatemala
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URBAN AND RURAL POPULATION OF LATIN AMERICA
1950-1960-1970

Thousands
1950 1960 1970
11,040 14,205 17,485
6,150 6,795 T,505
1,015 1,380 1,980
1,915 2,220 2,560
18,815 27,380 39,780
33,160 38,480 Lk,660
4,170 7,065 11,080
6,975 T,705 8,510
3,575 5,010 . 6,900
2,500 2,625 2,760
910 1,500 2,235
2,285 2,785 3,395
390 565 860
1,010 1,060 1,115
2,975 4,480 17,030
5,195 6,030 7,000
1,805 2,245 - 2,505
515 515 515
2, 675 )"': 515 - 6:5
2,300 2,420 2,545
265 460 685
535 685 875
3,065 k4,110 5,345
2,455 2,710 2,995
685 1,020 1,515
1,185 1,375 1,600
760 1,205 1,940
2,280 7 2715 3 385

Indices: :

1950 1960 1970
78 100 123
91 100 110
T 100 1h43
86 1100 115
69 100 145
86 100 116

59 100 15T
91 100 110
1 100 138
95 100 105
61 100 1h9
82 100 122
69 100 152
95 100 105
66 100 157
86 100 116

. 84 100 112

100 100 100
59 100 151

95 100 105
58 100 149
T8 100 128
5 100 130

.91 100 111
67 100 1k9
86 100 116
63 100 161
82 100 122



CONTINUED: 1

URBAN AND RURAL POPUI.ATION OF LATIN AMERICA
1950-1960«1970

Thousands : Tndices: Sim
1956~ 1960 1970 - 1950 1960 "1570
Haitd U 380 710 1,290 5k 100 182
R 2,730 3,015 . 3,330 o1 100 110
Honduras U 430 590 885 73 100 150
R 955 1,165 1,420 . 82 100 122
Mexico U 11,265 17,510 26,900 6l 100 154
"R 15,170 17,605 20,430 86 100 116
Nicaragua U 370 625 . 930 59 100 149
; R 690 80 1,025 82 100 122
Panams, U 285 430 670 . 66 100 156 -
R 4¥70 580 00 81 100 121
Dominicen . b 7 e
Republic U 505 865 1,480 58 100 . 171
| R 1,625 1,980 2,415 82 100 122
Gross Total 155,570 199,235 257,040 78 100 129
Total Urban 65,469 95,870 138,300 68 100 4L
Total Rural 90,101 103,365 118,740 . - 87 300 Y118

SOURCE: UNESCO Education Conferemce, Samtiago, Chile, February 1961

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT: Supplementery Tables l-l were adé,pted from Victor Urouidi's
' Viabilidad Economica de America ILatina, which clszo prowvided
most of the data for the ansalysis.



