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p S B - CHAPTER I . & . .

. INTRODUCTION _e - .

C . A
iEgployment opportunltles for people born in rural areasegf most under-

develeped countries are severely limited By gross inequalities in economic.

and polltlcal institutiongs. In Colombia dgvelopment attempts have tended

-to ignore the burgeoning labor force, perpetuatlng instead the concentration

of production factors and favoring substitution of capital for labor. The )

resulting pattern in 1ndustry and agrlculture produces important shifts ,

in the occupational structure and conseQuently in human spatial and inters

sectoral moblllty .

This analy31s focuses .upon dlfferentlal educatlona%, mlgratlonal. and 1t ‘

occupational characteristics for the rural-born from various class orlglns :

. -"in a highland minifundia communlty ‘near Bogota’-Colombla. It has three

.- main objectiveg: 1) To describe the nature of growth-and adJustment in

‘the labor force under conditions of rapid population growth and highly skewed

.ownership *and control. of productlve means; 2) To 1nd1cate the present lim-

its on the quality and quantity of rural education along with.limits on ,

access to education and its role in opening new employment and income Op- -

portunities for rural people; and. 3) To document the level of occupational . \\

attainment of rural-borp people when controlllng for class of’origin, edu-

cational attalnment and migration. s ‘

— - The Problem : ‘ ,/<\

.

- . . 9 ¢

Despite stgnificant changes in agrarian reform legislation and increased
expendltures by the agrarian reform agency,\productlve agriciltural resourcesg--
land, credit, and technology--rem31n very unequally dlstrlbuted.l In the’ f’
industrial sector, there is a ‘strong emphasis upon capital-intensive invest-
ments by foreign capitalists and a few nationals with access to credlt.2
Under these conditions, productive p031t10ns 1n both agrlculture and 1ndustry

- (¥
. ' . . '
-’ . “ .- _ »

. v
l. In the case of’ Colombla, see the works. of - Lapd Tenure Center agsso~
-ciates in.the bibliography umder Adams, Dav1s, Felstehausen, Flinn, Grunig,
Haney, Havens, Soles, Thome, Tinnermeier; Departamento Administrativo Na-
cional de Estadistica (DANE), Boletin Mensual de Estagiatlca, no. 222 (en-
ero de 1970) and no. 234 (enero de 1971); Comité Interamericano de Desarro-
=1llo Agricola (CIDA), Ténencia de la tierra’y desarrollo socio-econdémicQ -

del sector agricola: Colombia (Washlngton. Panamericean Union, 1966); and
Oscar Delgado, "La reforma agraria: ineficas y regre31vas," Flash,-16-30
de septiembre de 1970, pp. 8-21. : , ,

2. DANE, Boletfn Iensual de ~stadistica, no. 224 (marzo de 1970), no.
236 (ma.rzo de 1971), and no. 239 (Junio de 1971); Alvaro Camacho, "Moderni-
zacidn y desarrollo: dialéctica fundamental," in Rodrigo Parra Sapdoval,
Dgpendenc1a externa y desarrollo politico de Colombla (Bogoth: [dont.]

IS
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increase dxsproportlonately to increments in the 1abor force. At -the same
. time, the spread of bureaucratic organizational forms creates new p051t10ns-
s “which capry a high degree of formal education as prerequisites for entry.
Concentratjon of educdtional facilities in urban aQeas effectlvely limits
~ the rural-born frqm obtalnlng such tralnlng. o . roe
‘ ¢ - ) ‘
Ingreased knowledge ana dlésemlnatlon of preventive and curative medi-g
. cine, coupled with limited _usage of population control techniques, has caused
* Population growth rates to soar in both rural and urban areas of underde- .

. _' veloped countries during the last féw decades. This rapid population growth .
o extends the gap_between prodiictive labor force positions and labor force .
N . age population.3 ‘Under these- conditions, the prospects for permanent, pro- ) -
" ductive employment in either rural or urban sreas are poor for tenant and. » .

»5mﬂll-owner families who comprlse much. of the rural populatlon.

, ] !
‘. s . @ . o ‘
Agricultural Sector e ’ . ’ .

Rapid POPulatlon growth within these structural constralnts has seri-
"'ously.exacerbated the Rrecarious man-land relationships, which have evolved
. through historical patterns of resource use and control. In the heavily
- populated rural’ areas, continuing. deforestatlon and intensive cultlvatlo
" of steep mountainsides by ‘generations of rural families has left the e~ )
sent inhabitants a very depleted resource base for agricultural activities. o
. . With relatively few serious attempts: at redistribution of large holdings
. in the fertile highlands and intermontana valleys, increases in the rural
» ~° population have féreed- further parcelization of subfamily units on marginal
‘agric al 1lands. The requltlng hlgh population concentration’of an ex- .
“haustel agricultural resource base has fostered outmigration during the past —
- few decades 5 Some denrsely settled areMs have become virtually depopulated

o ] ~ ‘ . . \ _. ,.. " ’ = .
7 ' ﬁ - . ) e '

Universidad Nacional, 1970); and Redrigo Parra-Sandova;,‘"EducPtion and /
Dependency; The Colombian iducational System as’'an Agent of Underdevelop-
ment"” (Ph,D. diss., Univ. of Wis., 1972).

3. Although populatioh growth rates-may be dec11n1ng, such decreases
* * have only 11m1ted consequence on tﬁe Job market in the immediate future
: . .since present increments in the labor force are the result of previoug popu_
. + lation expan91on. N

.o - ' Thése general categorles include landless who operate agricultural

\ production unlts under service tenancy, sharecropping and such arrangements, .
and day laborers as well as owners of subfamlly-31zed units-~-those who own T

' Iy fficient 1lgnd to allow employment of the family labor force throughout g
t e year. For data on the distributien of rural famllles in Colombia see : .
QJDA, Tenenc1a de la tierra. Data for this and six ‘other countries are
summarized and discussed in Solon Barraclough and Arthuyr Domike, "Agrarian
Structure in Seven Latin Amerlcan Countrles," Land\Economlcs 42 (Nov. 1966)

/ 91 h2h . e

.

. 5. T. Lynn Smlth,'?Land Tenure and Soil Erosion in Colombia," Proceed—
ings of the Inder-American Conference on the Conservatidn of” Renewable Re-
‘sources (Washington: u.s. Department of State, 19h8) 'y A

w!

g . .
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. as rapid soil depletion forced gerferations of* youth to see¥X employment in >
the cities and-rural fron%iers. ‘However, this migration of rural families '
R from, densely populated marginal'agricultural regions has been somewhat cur-
.~ tailed by the-limited expansion of productive employment spositions in:both .
-~ the frontier and thekgrban labor markets. = ~ B R "

- -

_ The widely heralded frontier areas (primarily the'tropicai rain forests 7 °
; and savanna plains of tﬁeQAmazoﬁ and Orinoco river basins) have hot greated .
. ‘- the employment once believed possible. , In?geperal,‘the highly leached tropi-
cal soils lack the naturalt?grtility needed to sustain small-scale, inten-- ° N
-§§Ze cultivation. Without adequate governmental assistance for initial : ;
. d improvement and”infrastructural development, ghifting cultivation prac-
tices-by celomists often lead to a rapid destruction of the fragile regource -
__base. Furthermore, many of the colonist-c¢leared lands are quickly consoli-
dated into large absentee holdings with only limited employment opportuni-
ties for the displaced families.©® o '

'
, |

-, Meanwhile, many owners of extensivelﬁgi::;;;~0ﬂ the coastal plains .
.and in the high mountain plateaus and intermontana valleys have begun to .
substitute capital-intensive technology for labor as many traditional ranch- '
ing and plantation operations,are converted into commercial crop and live-
stock enterprises. Even owners who meintain traditional ranching patterns,
continue to  absarb a'diminishing number of workers as mechanization and ‘
other labor-saving tékhniques become aveilable and relatively chq&p.7 Like-7
- wise, labor-saving technolegy has made heavy inroads into all btit the har-
. vestdmg stage of many large-scale field crops such as sugar cane and coty
ton.8 In addition\ the public sector has generally plowed money into in=
frastructural development and made cheap credit available for the benefit
of large-scale prod cers.? These same producers also have better access
+ to the new Yield-ig%,egging inputs of the "Green Revolution" and are its

- biggest beneficiaries

|

6. Food end Agric
,ShiftingﬁCultivatidn in

. T. Roger E.“Soles,
Univ. of Wis., 1972), esp
mission of Latin America
velopment III:
139-239; .T. Lynn

'th 'y

.

- .

tural Offganizatiom of the United Nations (FAO),
tin America, 1971.

alf Land Invaéf%ﬁs in Colombia" (Ph.D. diss.,
cially Chapter IV; United Nations Economic Com=-
"CLA), Analyses and Projections of Economic De~

The Economic.Development of Colombia (Geneva,

"1957), PP. .

The\ Process of Rural Development in latin ‘America,

Unjversity of Florida Monognaphs no. 33 (Gainesville:

Press, 1967), 'pp. 47-59. :

. . 8. Soles, "Rural Land Invasions."
ensual, no.+222, pp. 164-165; and U.S. Senate,

9. Ibid.; DANE, Boletin
Committee on Foreign Relations

"Golombia:

University of Florida

.

A Case Himtory of U.S. AID To-

gether With A Report of

the Co

troller General," in Survey of the Alliance

for Progress, Document

no. 91-1

,» 91st Congress, 1lst Se sioq,(l969).

, !
"The Green Revolution:

10. Clifton R. Wharton, Jr., ! Cornucopia or Pan-
dora's Box?," Foreign Affairs 47 \(APRil 1969): - L6L-T76. -t
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: : *"for smell-scale’producers on marglnal land. This increaséd use of capltdl-_
1 '« - -intensive technology on unequally distributed agricultural :land--together.

) I wlth cont;nued population’ ;ncreaSes and limited expansion of employment
opportunltles 1n urbhan areas--has substantially increased underemployment,
and unemployment of,the rural labor force, with family-operated’ enterprises

+no longer so able to absorb underemployed fa?\ly labor.1ll : “

1) . v
' - v N ° .

Industrlal Sectq; ¢ T . .
; . . i \ . s
‘ Increa91ng use of 1abor-sqy1ng technology‘(lmported from more devel—
’ - oped countries)12 in the industrial sector means insufficient jobs for tpe.
\ rapidly growing internal urban labor force, to say nothing of the labor*
increment contributed by.rural-urban migration. These 1nputs (lahor—sav1ng
R o teohnology) are largely associated with multinational conglomerates’, based |
i . . primarily in the United States but with subsidigries in foreign cpuntrles
with low interest public or, private credit funds ayailable for.investment.
N Controlling interests as well‘as profit repatriation .are, of course, largely
N - absgorbéd by the parent corporatlon. Most gub81d1ar1es are built on. the par-.
ent company model. Usuallx th;i’means the use of scarce foreign exchange

P earnings for the importation, ol eapital-intensive (and 1abor-exten51ve) '
. -technology. Inltlally, at 1east technlcal and managerlal staffs are al-
' most completely non-natlonals. , . . :
- < - . v A ] .
A relattively stable 1nvestment climate glong with high returns to in-
vestments have-attracted 1ncrea81ng numbers 6f these multinational corpora-
~ tions to underdeve}éped countrles. Many companies, formerly concentrated :
around the capltal and a few secondary cities, are now being forced tqgward
' o other metropelitan areas by certaln urban’ diseconomies or lurcd to indus<
- trial grovth poles by transport economies. The effect of this continued
economic concentratlon around major qetropolltan\areas is to augment and
reinforce regional as well as rural-urban dlsparltles. . . -

At the national_level, the short-run, economic consequences have beén
.an increased rate of industrializations a rising GNP, and mn increaseé in
+ the avallablllty of modérn consumer products. Such gains have been made, -
however, at the expense of employment opportunities for both skilled end
unskilled natfonals--and therefore, pérhaps, long-term' exparcigp of inter-
_ nal markets--pnot to mention a reduction in national finzncial sfehility
and control.l3 While so-called gxid and loan pregrams help €0 create markets

a
I3
»

. ‘ L

11. Hyn F. Owen, "The- Double Developmental Squeeze on Agrlculture,

. American Economic Revigw 56 (March 1966): k43-70. Y R s
12. Camacho, "Modernizacién y desarrollo"; Parra Sandoval, "Educatlon . .1
i : ¢ and Depemdency.. qi . o e g oL o

. ' ‘ 13. The increased debt burden .and service changes paid on loans from'
. « the industrial countries and their 1nternatlonal banking institutions (cont.) .
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« for 1 ustfiaiized countries, ‘they stifled the deielopment‘df nhtional en-
) RN , ggo.; At the same time, the general populace of the underdeveloped °*
. -n?Dunﬁrlﬁs;has been burdened gi@p expensive infrastructural development.and.
- _improvément when other forms of social overhead capital (for example, pub-
+ . - *1lic reather than'pziyate-tranqurtation-facilitiEs) could haye been used

8t reduced socia] cost with benefits Jineluding employment) more widely oy
T spread.’ T - - L o R

~ . . . . -

L  With such kcale of»&beration'and vertical integration of function,
‘f hg'multinational conglomerates have had a profound impact upon the aveil=
.~ . abiljty and nature of positions in the industrial as well as commercial -
seé¢tor of the economy. In effect, they have fostered a striking duality
IR . of scale, technology, .and markets within & largely commercialized economy.
~ - They competa with the numerous small artisan enterprises which co-exist
| .vith them at present. These small firms operate mostly- on a: nuclear or
extepded family basis and cater primarily to local rural or urban markets.
. *  Only a relatively small number of the rural-born are able to amass suffi-
- cient capital to own such firms; of course, some may enter them as crafts-

4

, - " gate system of smallw and intermediate-scale trading alongside contract.
+ < marketing by largesscale producers. Some division of large estates, par-
- celization of medium’ and small farms under equal inheritance rights, and
( érosion of ipdigenous cormunal forms have given rise to numerous smdll owners <.
a0 pvho producg fodd and fiber-for local andX ional markets. The marketing of
e _small quantities by these producers geographically isolated from major con-
. sumption centers hag established a hierarchy of ‘middlemen and peddlers be-
' tveen the producer and consumer. Such commerci intermediaries (who of-
. ten double as landlords and usurers) are not limi to the agricultural
sector. ' A similar hierarchy exists between artisans and regional consum-
. ers of traditional products, .or in some instances, internatienal cpnsumers. .

This intermediary hierarchy encompasses many forms- and 8iz from small
local operations through regional and wholesale ones. .
R ‘ Notwithstanding the' increase in centrelized and franchised retail'fa-"

A cilities in lerge cities, most retailing of pracessed consumer goods and

“ » - . ‘handicraft -items .in)both urban and rural areas is still carried out by the * &
many familyeopexat stares, ‘market stalls, :and street stands. This ‘

é;f . for‘complemehthrj'infrastructural developmeft and improvements--together

/ , with remitted profits--bave generally weakened thé economies’ of the under-

'developed countries. And until recently, most of these loans were "tied-
loans" specifically designated for thé purc¢hase and transportation:of cer-

of the so-called aid has consisted of -dumping surplus dgricultural products
+  .and war materigl from the industrial countries. - ' ) T

: -
' . .

LN ' . - R » A . i :
- : . - . R
* * . . -
- . o .
. . y
. » .

.. menor sémi-skilled laborers. It Seems‘inevitable, however, that mass prb: . o\
; o duction and mess marketing teéchniques will eventually engulf most of these
#- 7 U petty concerns. L. ' L =
3{ Wi :: . ] ., . ) . N . 3 R ’ - -’\ . P o -~ ‘ . .
~.'ﬁ.v ,Service Sector > : : , . ’
; e, Likewise, i the commercial sector one finds an extensive and 1ntr1r , ‘ ,\

tain goods and services from the lending countries ‘and their‘allies.. Much-- 7




. very likely diminish the number of petty merchants wit)

-the nonagricultural labor force 1n underdeve oped ‘countries. :

and technical posltlons over time.

S S 2 .

sma.ll-.aca.le commercml sectOr has trad:.tlonally been an mportant supple-
ment to or replacement of agricultural employment. But here, as in the '
agricultural sector, it is likely that occupational classification dlsgulses.
a high degree of underemployment. - And,‘ like technology , in the.producer
sector, modern merchundzslng methods and communi&ktions, fac;lltles wlll

HSut creatlng a nuf—
fi ient number .of new sales poslblons to naplace them. e e

The service sector is very occupatlonally dzverae, enpompa331ng such

ostltutes. Collectlvely, these occuypat ons havé absorbed muck Of

-
[ '

Most of these countrles were ushered 1nto the capitalist vorld utider v
a centralized form of government which appointed officialg to carxy out. 1

its dictates throughout its territories. Given tﬁq,tradltlon ofﬂburqpuera- el "

tic government--together with the fehctional speclallzatlon encouraged by,

developnent programs--there has been a continual honzontal and \vertlcal . .

-

expan31on of administrators and their c1er1cal 3331stants. )

- ' ¢

.The number of governmental professlonal and para-profe331onal p031tlons

R

" has been further augmented by the expansion of such serv1ces'as education,

medicine, and communications. While many of the top echelon p051tlons created,
by the multhntlonal corporations have ‘been filled by non-nationpls, lower “
level positions--mostly clerical and’ operatlve--have absorbed spme:of the
national labor force. Through educational programs and in-service trdin-

1ng, long-term forelgp investors tend to move natianals into mahagerlal

ik
- )_L ' .
. This expap31on ‘of profe931ona1 bureaucratlc, and technocratlc posi~ ~ '
tions--oftey referred to as the nascent or growing "middle claps"b-ln coun-
“tries with mechanlzlng'agrlcultur and industrializing economies -and. with
labor forceés swollén by population growth tends to hold wages of unskilled
vorkers dovn and thus ‘enlarge the personal service segrnt. Where tourism °
is not yet an important industry, household sérvants' form the bulk of this-
segmenﬁ Since much’' of the demand in the service sector is for females . b o]
(domestic servants, clerical workers, and prostitutes, for example) thig '
‘further aggravates the employment-pllght Qf males released from the ggrl-

‘cultural sector. 4 : : :
. o { . :
. . / / - . -
. ’ L X ) .
Occupatlonal Prerégu1smtea . . ’

’i . . —

A companylng the spread of capltal-lnten31ve technology has been the

““notion or long-term, farmal training as a prerequisite for virtually all’

occupatlonal activities. Thls implanted need for formal trainifig together

with fudétlonal specialization and greater use of bureaucratic organizational
techniques not only emphasizes formal educational prerequlsltes, but also: ~  =.
requires documented ‘evaluations of occupatlonal and related performance. .

- Goncomitant, then, with thé decngease in employment positions in traditlonal

¢

5.
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. - areas has been an increase in positions requiring certificates of training, -
‘letters of regommendation, and other credentials for admission.l B

- _R'e':sp'oxise by both private and public. educational systems to this increased

. " demand for more highly educated workers has lapgged. In many cases educa-
.~ = tional expamsion has_been-.scordely ‘sufficient tO muaintain existing ‘educa- -
. \tiofial levels for the increasing population, especially in rural arees.: ;

- ) "Most\g_ba.p areas -hdve, had superior fafc_:ili.‘ties and faculties which have been -
s . graduslly mpgraded and expanded.. By the“iate 1960s, most small and , . . "
L * intereqiatg-sized cities had complete primary-and basic secondary ,systems. -
ST - and@ 181‘8§‘Qit}ies had universities and professional and vocational train-

~

ing instiputions as well. On the other hand, rural areas often did not” * .
/-41"'*t-re»véq havé e complete se€condary system. _;[n'many'.outlying ereas, primary .
-7+ “educetion hed orly recentdy been initietéd or perhaps Just sgpanded to &
RN , complete ‘program. And in the scattered villdges seryicing most of thesg
Ny areas,. only A'pa.rtla.l secondary prografwas offered. & : o

. . . ‘ . . ‘ . s e s . LY N ,;\ .‘ . ) .
. Educe'.ts'_pnal facilities may not be.the only .obstacle to emplpyment “for\ *

riral youth. -Rurdl commypities with primary andﬂ_pf,_c‘st—pi'.iin_gai‘ir: egucational’ %

R facilities could- tre,;“n youth who ‘would be qualified for managerial, cieri-¢

L ' cal, apd skilled labor positions. ‘But the superior quality oft urban edu-
* .M pation ag well as knowledge of modern bureaucratic procedurés should give ' - °
. .native urban residents & distinct adventage over £heir rural migrent com~ . ¢
. -+’ petitors ip_-a‘s"aturats.:? ffban labor force. , . o .

B .

-: Impact on Minifundia Populace = ' S, e T [ )

© <. Within minifundia commmities, femilies may vary in their relgfionshig.- . - -
‘to ‘economic end educational spheres.15  Most people in minifundia cowmuni- 4 ...

' ‘ties prodice agricultyral goods YOr sale; the income-earning opportunitics s -

. of these producer-sel. ers vary according té the emount of land #wned and “7%7 .
operated. Under an.equél;inheritdnce system, such veriatién theoreticglly.
ought to be ‘a major factdo in determining occupatiopsl levels of offspring.

- However, the children's position will mot necessarily jbe “equivalent to or

~ better than their parents' given the ongoing ,delcre'asé in the number of own- ",
- ers.in all economic sectprs cited above. And, as small-scale production -

¢

.

- o S

. v

‘14, ‘Jorge Baljh,

h, "Migrant-Netive Socioecbnomic Difference in Latin
... American Cities: A Structural. Anglysis," Iatin_Americen Research Review.
~ 7 .4 (Spring 1969)% 3-2Y; and Ivan Illich, "Schooling: The Ritual of Pro- -
, -~ gress," New ,York‘R'e'vie'w‘of Books; 3 December 1970, pp. 20-26. P

... - 15. According to Weber, & £amily's ‘relationship to the economic sphere -
.07 igjits "class situatios.” He defines class gituation as: "A specific causal.
"( . component of ... lifehances ... represented exclusively by economic in-

' .’terests in the possessdpn of goods and opportunities for income ... under

" the conditions of the comodity or labor markets...," or, alternatively

. stated, "chance ... to dispose. of-goods. or skills for the sake of. income _
cees” Max Weber, ''Class, Status, Party,",in Hans Gerth and C. Wright Mills,
. " eds., From Max Weber: Essays in Soci‘.olcg&’v(llew York: Oxford University
© _ Press, 1946), p. 181, -~ _ h R S




owners in any sector.

' o : . '_8- . -
- ' ) LT K . -

- B

is engulfed, chlld;en of smaller landowners W111 be 1ess 11kely to become

» ‘ 4
Both prlvate and seml-publlc post-prlmery educablon--and to some ex-

tent, even pubilc educatlon--can generally be supporQed .only by seller-owner

“families. Accordingly, we mlght pect somes larger landowning families

., to enroll their children in the.pfimery and post-primary ediicational sys-

tem and encourage them to leave for urban centers. as local communities reach

" their meager capacities for trained pe;sonnel Considering the limited o

avallab‘ilty of scholarship funds and restricted ecpnomic opportunities,

" nonowner&families will be-less likely to have generated income $treams new-

esshry to mdve.their: offsprlng into productive nonagrlcultural p051tlons ¢
through-educatlon or: though provision of - eriough capital to enter ownerehlp
positions in either the agricultural or the nondgricultural sector. Hence,
we would expect to find children of nonowners—-and even those. of very small

. owners--engaged in unstable, poorly. paid urban Jobs or as tenant/laborer

or underemplo*gd rural residents.

-« CHAPTER IIL
i,'u‘ - . :‘ N ’ . >

" SHIFTS IN THE COLOMBIAN ObCUPATIONAL STRUGTURE

"

a
o

The .purpose of this chapter “is to show how development strategleg'..b
_duce shifts in the occupational structure. whlch lémit, rather than open,
emgloyment optlons for-the rural-born. ‘ .

Jd - ' : : .
The Agrlcultu&&l Sector .

Accordlng to census figures, Colombla s average annual population in-; ;7

“crease since 1951 has held around 3.2 g'rcent.l Assuming this rate of grovth
throughOuthhe 1960s, the natlonal population should have reached approxi-~-

‘mately 22.mifllion by 1970.2 In’the inter-censual period of 1951- -64, the . -
rural y populatlon g}-owth rate was 1.7 percent ana that of the urban ‘reas _
" was T.00p
- flgures obviously reflect substantlal 1ntersectora1 geographlcal movement
- during thls perlod

ercent.3 z:? the high natural growth rate of rural areas, ese

. -
e

© i T

.P.

1. Departamento Adm;nlstratlvo Nac1ona1 ‘de Estaedistica (DANE) XIII
censo nac1onel de poblacidn: resumen general (Bogoté: Imprenta Naclonal,_
1967). . The Colombian Association of Medical Schools estlmated that by 1967

" the grovth rite was 3.5 percen per angum.

2. 'Comisién Econdhica para Américe Latina (CEPAL), El camblo social
y la-politica de desarrollo spcial en Amerlca Latina {New York:  Naciones
Unidas, 1969), pPs 32. o .

3. Ibid. L - " :

o
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'Nearly 63 percent of the population liye in rurel a . (places of

fewer than 20,000 inhsbitants) and the rural sector i timated to be ab<
sorbing a weekly average. of* 1,000 new families.® At/he same time, inter- -
and intrasectoral geographicael and occupational movement contributed to a
decline in the proportion of the total economiéally active population em-

*«ployed in agriculture-from 53.9 percent in 1951 to L47.3 percent in ;96&.5/: .
. The bulk. of the rural population is crowded onto an unequally distri-

. bited and depleted resource base. - Official data for 1960 stww that L5 per-
cent of the cultivated and pasture land was ownéd by 1.2 percent of the
population (living primerily in urban centers), while 65 percent of the "
‘rural people lived on 5.5 percent of the land. These figures are-only a

crude measure of the critically insufficient land resource (with respeet*

© to thé population)-since they do not take into;achuF;‘cruéialgarability {

- factors. A CIDA study concluded that,S'hectares for’ the. Andean region an

10 hectares for the Caribbean region were the minimum amounts of land néc-" -
essary to provide productive-employment for 2.to 3.9 adult workers under:’ -,
prevailing technologicdal and agricultural serviceé-conditions. - Using this.
criterion, we find that 47 percent of Colombia's rural” families %58 percent ”
of the agricultural work foqu)-Qyn'farmé which cannot provide an adequate -
level of employment for their members. Another 23 percent of. the'rural
families are landless.” More-than one-third of the land is‘iﬁ“iubfamily

» units and nearly One-third of the famllies operating Such units correspodd

to sgarecrqppihg and tenancy arrangements.®. - R

* Although it has been shown that units of less than 5 hectares could
ab;brb more labor and increase agricultural -output through the application
of yieldfincreasing techpology,l such a possibility does not seem forthcom- -
ing in light of present development policies. And with each successive
generation, further division of these subfamily units without access t&
labor-intensive and resource conserving 4echnology only exdcerbates under-g.

. employment and unemploymént and the skewed resource distribution. '
. In response to these conditions, ‘there has been-a steady, though per-
haps.dwindling, stream of migrants to the.frontiers. An’ estimated 400,000
i L , . . [ . .

4, Speech to'a Senate Commission by Earique’ Pefialosa (at that time the
director of the Colombian Agrarian Reform Institute) quoted in El Tiempo, ‘
12 de abril de 1967, p.-23. By 1970, the percent of the Colombian popula-
tion living in the rural areas was expected to have dropped to 54,

5. DANE, XII¥ censo nacional de pbblacién;'and‘Cénso general de pobla-
cidén de 1951 (Bogotd: Imprenta Naciomal, 1954). N :

6. Comité Interamericano de Desarrollo Agricola (CIDA); Temencia de .
la tierra .y q§§g;;91;g_socjgggponﬁgiggmgg;hsécto:“agricdla: Colombia {(Wash-
ington: FPanamerican Uniody 1966). For a summary of the study--together
with studibs of six other La¥in American countries--see.Solon Barraclough *
and Arthur Domike, "Agrarian-Structure in Seven latin American Countrijes,"
Land Economics 42 (Nov. 1966): 391-h2k. - , : C

7. Emil-B. Haney, Jr.‘&"The Economic' Reorganization of Minifundia in

*a Higﬁland Community of ¢olombia" (Ph.D. afss., Univ. of Wis., 1969), Chap-
ter 14. ' ’ v -
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 ;$¢18b0rers on these large -units. This continuing land concentration and mech-

P

qa

... In‘recént years, some of these holdingg have been converted in¥p large-
' scale commercial production of food staples and fider crops, thereby gom-

=10-

~
.

people moved into areas of new land settlement between 1951 and 1964.8

In the same interscensual periody population inéreases in Llanos Orienta-
les were 122 percent, and in the frontier territory of Caqueta, 7.3 percent
annually.9 While Colombia's ungettled lands are extensive, a recent FAO
survey seriously questions the.degree to which they‘can absorb a continu-
ing onslaught of migrants engaged in traditional small-scale, intensiye »
agriculture. Of the 13 million hectards surveyed in the more fertile pied-
‘mont Fegion of the Llanos Orientales, less than 1 percent was found suit-
. able for intensive cultivation, relying only on natural fertility; an addi-—.
tional 12 percent could sustain jniensive cultivation ‘with intensive artifi-'

cial fertilization.lO . o ‘

.
[ 3

. Structural barriers to massiv agriculturél employment on the frontiers
are perhaps ‘even more significant; much of the colonist-cleared land suit-
able for inténsive cropping ‘there has already been consolidated into large
holdings used for speculation or ‘for—traditional ranching activities.1l

peting with the small holders who had for decades marketed surplus.-staplg
crops. - With. continuing egricultural mechanization on an uriequally- distri-
buted land base--coupled with differential access to othef inputs and mar-
ket outletsl2--many small-scale operators have been engulfed by absentee
and corporate.owned holangs, and to some extent, converted to landless

anization has not ornly resulted in the creation of producer monopolies which
]reduég employment but also in a gradual,lowering of the demand for permanent
‘anid seasondl agricultural laborers. .

s -t
¢ ;

.. A similar trend is occurring in the fertilé,ipté}mon%ane valleys (tra-
ditionally devoted .to extensive absentee-owned ranching) where a shift.to .
‘mechanized commercial production has ‘been underway for the past.few decades. i
~ . t y o ’ o . - w%@%_ ﬁa
xR - . | o - IR 2
83" Dale W. Adams, "Rural Migrants and Agricultural Development in Co-
lombia" (Paper preseq;id at thé 13th Conference of the International Asgo-
.ciation of Agricultural Economists, Sydney, Australia, August 1967). -

”: 9. .DANE, XIII censo nacional de bobiacisn.and-Censo general de pobla-
cidén de 1951. ’ . - 4

10. "Food and Ag;idﬁltural Organization 6f the-United Nations Reconbci—'
miento edafoldgico de los Llanos Orientales: Cplombia (Rome: United Na-
tions Special Fqu, 196%). LK . :

v

11. Joseph R. Thomeé, "Title Problems in Rural’Areas of Colombia: A
Colonization Example," Inter-American Economic Affairs 19 (Winter 1965):
. 81-97; and Cherles H. Mullenax, James S. Plaxico, and James M. Spain, Al-,
ternative Beef Production Systems for the Eastern Plains of Colombia (Ca-
“1i: Centro Internacional de Agricultura Tropical, 1969).

12. Karl Wierer, "Economics of Improving Marketing Organization and

' Facilities to Accelerate Agricultural Development.in Land Settlement Proj-

ects," Mimeo. (Bogotd: InstitutoLatinoamericano de Mercadeo .Agricola,

1967)- p 16 : _— ‘ . 1
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\\ side the city. Fifty-eight percent of these migrants originate

-11- . g
In 1960, fewer than 1 percent of the country's 1.2 million farms-had trac-
tors (two-thjrds of the farms pOSSeSSed only. human power and. another 30
percent had animel power) and most of these were concentrated on the: Ymlti-
family farms" (large enough to provide employment for four or more people)
~which operated nearly three-fourths ai the total agricultural -land. 13 More
than half of these tractors were found in the intermontane valleys of the
departments of.Valle and Tolina and in the .Sabana de Bogotd in the. depart-

jment of Cundlnamarca. Meanwhile, the 1mportat10n of ather agrlcultural \t'
s--

_ machinery--vhich cuts heaﬁ11{ into the country's foreign axchange reserve
continues at a steady pace. 1
. -

- . _ IS

The contlnulng mechanization of agrlculture in the fert11e valleYs "
and plains plus the high. natural population increases in rural areas have * -
left rural youth with few options but to join the redundant rural lapor
force on the already over-populated slopes. of the three principal mountaln
renges or to move to the smpll towns and urban “centers.” Not surpri ngly,
large numbers of rurdl people—-together.ﬂlth.those from small v1liages and,
towns--have opted tqQ move to the principal urban centers. By the mld“196q
off1c1al figures-show that 68 percent of Colombia' s urban populatipn werewl,
reported to have been born 1n the rural areas. Y- - '

Official flgures show - that Bogoté grew at the rate of 6. a'percent R <
annum during theh2p51-6h inter-censual period:1l5 the annual pegplatlon
increase for 196WE69 is estimated at ‘T percent. 16 Over thrggrf ths of
the total 1964 Bogotéd population in the 15 to 64 age range w orn out-
wlrdm high-.
larid departments adjacent to Bogotd-Boyacé and Cund1namarca;17"SEVeral '
towns in the surroun}ing Sabana de Bogoté also experienced substdﬁtlal growth

* .- .q-‘-,

- . §

™ — ! : : N &

9 .

re

13. L. Jay Atkinson, "Changes in Agrlcultural Productlon andgkechnology
in Colombia," Foreign Agricultural Economic Réport No. 52 (Uh1ted States
Department of Agriculture, Econom1c Research Service in cooperatioh with
the Ministry of Agriculture.and the Central Planning Agency of’ Coiombla,
.June 1969), p. 18; CIDA Tenencia de la tierra. L

&

-~ -

v 1k, .u.s. Senate, Committee on Forelgn'Relatlons,-"Colombla' K'Case
JHistory of U.S. AID _together with a Report on the Comptroller General,
in Survey of. the Alliance fot Progress, Document no. 91-1T (918t Cong. o
- 1lst sess., 1969), pp. 6“’965 . . ‘ o

- 4

. '.7',«

15. Statistics from DANE quoted in the Colomblam Informat1on Service.
(cxs), Colombia Today, k, 8 (Aug. 1969) . AR

B

16. Statistics. from DANE quoted by Humberto: Jiménez M., "Crec1m1ento 3
. de Bogot& en la préxima dééada," Sunday magaz1ne Sectlon of El Espectador,
9 de-nov1embre de.1967, pp. 8, 9.

. “

17. “Alan B. Slmmons and Ramiro Cardena G., "La selectividad de la mi~
gracién en una perspectiva h1stor1ca el caso de Bogotd (Colombia) 1929~
1968" (Paper presented at tlie Gonferenc1a Regional Latinoamericana de Po-
blaclon, México, D. F., 17-22 de agosto-de 1970)
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through mlgratlon from the seme areas.18 Medellin and Cel1, the second end
end third largest Colombian c1t1es with about a'million inhabitants each,
experienced annual population growth rates 'of 6.0 and 6.3 percent, respec-
‘tively, during the inter-censual period (1951-64). Barranquilla, with over
500,000 inhabitants, 1ncreased its population by L4.5 percent per year dur-
- ing the same period. In the past 20 years, the number of .Colombiah cities” s
' with over 100,000 inhibitants increased fram 10 to. 18,19 spurred by the
development of manufacturing nuclei in and “around tred1t10nal urban centers.
Nationel boundaries have not stopped migration; & 1966 survey of the oil
reflnlng city of/Maracalbe, Venezuela, indicated that 25 to 30 percent of
" its total population- at that time wvere Colomb1ans.2° Other western Vene-

» zuelan- reg1ons have, exper1enced a s1m11&r 1nf1ux.
Lt . o, .

[

v S Th; Nonegr1cu%;gral Sector

: . . While' nonqét1cultural empIOJment grew in the 1951-6h inter-censual

PeriOd there was\only a glight increase in industrial employment--~from -

)( - 18.4 to 19.6 perceént of the -economically active labor force. 1, However,
. inter-census f1gures show a sl1ght decline in the proport1on of the noh-

. egrlcﬁltur labor force employed in transforming industries.22 A 196L4-70
. - estimate.’shows an annual growth rate of employment in the. manufacturing
2 Y. . sector of only 2.5 pergent 3 The Colombian manufhctur1ng sector is char-
R acter;zed by many small latr-intensive firms among a few cep1tal-1ntens1ve
© “"giants.™ 1In 1966 - 3} percepnt of the manufacturing firms. enployed fewer’

" than five persong; 63 percent employed fewer than ten. ' Even in Bogoté nequy
One-half oﬁ'the ty 8 firms employed fewer then lotworkers.‘ Contrlbutlng
only 2.6 percent of the. nat1onal net 1ndustr1a1 1nvestment, small firms

. . i -

. y[i

— . 4

_ " 18. Miguei Urretia M., "Estudio econdmico-social de los centros secun-'
- darios de la CAR" (Bogota: Corporac1on Autpbomo ‘Regional de la Sabana de
Bogota [CAR], Julio de 1963). e - -

.. 19. Statistics frod. DANE quoted 1n CIS} Colombia Today, h; 12 (Dec.
1969). o T I : ’

20. A study c1teé by the governor ‘of the Venezuelan étate of Zulia in
an interview carried in lLa Republ1ce, 20 de agosto de 1966.

. 21. Statistics .from DANE quoted by If1genia M. de Naverrete, "Sobre
v . . poblacidn y desarrollo econdmico," Investigacién Econdmica 2$\fju110—
oo d;c1embre de 1967):. 238. - , o .

22. Stat1st1cs from DANE classified and reported by Ann R. M111er, "Al-
gunas cerecterist1cas de la estructura industrial del empleo en pe1ses la-
tinoamericanos," (Paper presented at the Conferencia Regidnael Latinoameri-
cana de Poblac16n, México, D F. 17-22 de agosto de 1970).

23. .This compared with an annual growth rate of 3.6 in construct1on,
hand1creft‘ commerce, and peraonal services, and 3 3 percent in financiel
and governmental services. - s .
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(under 10 workers) employed 6ne7eightﬁ'of the industrial labor force; while
_# 4.5 percent of the large firms (over 100 workers) cqntributed 83 percent.
‘'of the net investment and employed ohly 55. percent of 'the labor force.
' Nearly one-half of t ‘manufdétufiné'labqr force and 51 percent of
_ the industrial firms are in the food and fiber processing industries, but
Y between 1962 9nd.1966, these firms absorbed ai average of only 1,375 new
s employess per year.25 - In both food and fiber, particularly the latter,
' vomen workers predominate and family-operated firms employing unpaid family
* workers cqmpriae the bulk of the enumerated firms. ' .

— L]
Pl F

- Over one-fiftl of the manufacturing labor force works on assembly lines
producing metal products, machinery, and equipment.20 In these plants medium-
or large-scale male labor forces predominate. The trend in these industries

#]has been a sigwificant increase in capital investment with omly a slight
increase in employment. For example, in ﬁasic\petals an eleven-fold increase
in net fixed investment between 1962-66 was accompagied by a mere 21 per-

-cent employment increase.2l . / ' f?' o S o N

With g8 128 percent increase in‘'net investment in the inﬂaS%rial Séc-
tor between 1962-66, total employment increased only 8 percent:?e Muchy
recent industrial investhment in CoXombia has been’ undertaken by foreign - -
companies. "Between 196C' and 1966, foreign investment averaged $1.5 million

. ‘annually; in 1969, $2T.h milion were invested and in 1960 an estimated

'_$h0,million.29 While'this foréign investment will certai ly creatg new ° |
Jobs, dts capital-intensive nature will not make' much of | dent ip the nearly
3.0 percent annual increase in the labor force, ‘to say néthing of the un-

, ‘employed residual labor force. Besides bedng plowed into automated produc-
R tion equipment, a large portion of this investment:goes for capital-intensive

exploration and extraction, neither of which requir#s many workers.

-

. w o : ' .
e . Consider, for example, the case :of a principal foreign investment sec-
tor--the petroleum companies.30 Consistent with policies elsewhere in the

- .ot °,

. - . R . . Lo - .’ \
. : L. DANE, Anuario gene;al/gz\g%pgdistica 1966-67: trabajo, Tomo IV

(B8got&: Litografia Colombia, Sal., 1967), PP. 66-68. L , U

. 25. DANE, Anuario, p. 62.

26. Miller,s"AIgunas”caf&Cteristicas de la estructura industrial del *

empleo en paises latinoamericanodf" -
] . . - ‘ \ ' ‘ . ¢ " .
o 27. DANE, Anuario, pp. 6li4;-65. -

28. Ivid., pp. 62, 63.

29. Statistics from Deﬁértamento Nacional de Planeacidn s quoted in
CIS, Colombia Today 6, 1 (Jan. 1971).

30. In 1961, 28 oil companies operating in Colombia wére registered
as foreign; of the nine national companies, some were more than 50 (cont.)

. , .'« . ].E? . - .
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L ~0il producing world,3! most of tﬁé.production fY¥ows to industrial countries
for refining.32 With increasing eutomstion in oil extracting and with most .

refineries located outside Colembia, the employment index for the -petroleum
industry has decreased sharply from the 1962 bese period (= 100) while pro-
duction has increased.’ By the end of 1967 the index reéched 72.6.33 Pro-
duction of coal and petroleum derjvatives is also a capital-fhtensive op-
eration.. In 1966, these industries contributed 26 percent of. the total
. net investment in the industrial sector, but employed less than.l percent

. of the.industrial labor €orce. Foreign companieg are also invegting in
_other extractive industries, suck as ferronickel 0{? deposits. " .

Some of the more recent foreign investment is in tourism, and absorbs
workers into the service sector. Most of the remainder i8 in goods using .
righly automated processes.35 Even with low market volume and high produc-
tion costs, high produc¢t prices, low.interest rates, accelerated deprecia- 7
) tion allowances, and other tax breaks generally permit high profits, but
. create few jobs. L SRR - N

~

Together with rapidly.incfeésing private investme t, public investments

ad ] ‘have soared fr a. 1961-66 average of $84 million to a 1970 estimate of . ’
' C - $3L milliqn.3 A ligt of recent public investments reveals the extent -
"' /- .- to which the government has been willing to' invest in infrastructural de- -
. % .

velopment 'projects which coincide with the needs of ‘private corporations:
: ’ - a $4.3 million inveStmeng.(fiznged by international banking institutions) .
' " for a global satellite tele-combunications network; construction of a new <
) ~ hydroelectric plant near Bogoté; a $2.2 million investment in improved ship-
ping facilities at Buenaventura' and air transport facilities'ﬁear}Cali.37
Although supposedly creating thous%nds of. new Jobs,38'£hese infrastructural .
. < 4‘ v ‘0 . . /

»
A .-

‘percqz{/foreign cvmed. Data from Miguel Urrutia, The Development of the
~ Colombian Labor Movement (New ‘Haven: Yale University FPress, 1969), PP-
’ 152-53..' : : j h// ‘ T ,
- 31. t Michael Tanser, The Political Economy of International 0il and the .

N

Underdeveloped Countries (Boston: Beacon Press, 1969). .
|\

) 32% During the 1960s, while the petroleum prqduction in Colombia in-
creased, the relative proportion produced by ECOPETROL declined. Data sup- .
plied by the Banco,de la Repfiblica and published in CIS, Colombia Today .
5, 6 (June!1970). ‘

33. DANE, Anuario, p. u4T.

| 34. Dafa supplied by Asociacién Nacional de Industrialistas (ANDI) and .( .
' . published in CIS, Colombia.Today 6, 1 (Jan. 19T1), and amplified if 6, 4 S
g - (April 19T1). SN .
. 35. Ibid. ) )
36. Statistics from the Ministerio de Hacienda published in CIé,-Colom- T4
bia Today 6, 1 (Jan. 1971). . ' A .
A 37. Data supplied Qy ANDI and published in CIS, Colombia Today 6, 1 <
(Jan. 1971) o v : '

38. 1Ibid.
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roJecte mqy do 11ttle more than offset industrial employment layoffs as
automation-increases and transport facilities efe modernized. At best,
they can employ only a large temporary labor force during construction and
a small permanent one to operate the facilities. '

y

AY

The proportion of thé labor force,employed in the commercial sector

. increased in the 195164 inter-censual perlod, however, the servace sector

, continued to absorb the.bulk of thosé” employed in nonagr1cu1turel actiti- '

« ties. rlrty-three percent of the employees in the service sector provided
personal serv1ces, in Colombia, this means household servants. An -additional
22 ercent are engaged in governmental bureaucratic services and 25 percent
provide comminity, business,” and recreational serv1ces.39 <The nonfamily
female labor force is concentrated in the service sector; females comprise

<\ “syer 80 percent of the personal ser¥ice labor force and ovér 50 ﬁercent
Ind of those engaged in business, SOCl&l, and reéreetlonal services.%0* ..
The governmental campalgn ‘to prov1de unlversal pr1marylgaucetlon and
expanded secondary educetlon, basic med1cq1 care, etc., has created s nun-

oo _ber of community service positions. At the same t1me,1phe proliferation

“of governmental agencies to carry out varlqns developmenﬁ programs. has ex-
panded the pPublic and semi-public service sector. HoWever, these positions _
are effectively clased to most rural youth becaude of the;r lack’ of educe- )

_ tional qual1f1cations. Since only 'l3. percent of those over 15 have cgmpleted

some secondary education. and only 1, percent ‘some university training,
it is' not surprislng thet ‘the personal serv1ce sector contlnues to\expend.
Thué desplte anticipated 1ncreeses in volume of 1mvestment and pro-
. duction in both the agricultural and nonagricultural sectors, importation
’ of capltal-lnten51ve techniques -cannot create e sufficient number of pro- .
ductive Eo 1t10ns to abborb the estimated 5 million new labor force members
- of 1985.%¢" Colombia's GNP grew nearly 7T percent annually during-the 1960s,

but a substantial portion of the 1ebor force remalned unemployed or under-

employed. _ .,

%

!
4

’

Whlle unemployment statistics are not reed11y evalleble, there are
several ;ndlcators which suggest a high rate of unemployment: CIDA gstudies
*e"°°l dlsgulsedounemployment in perhaps one-third or more of the agrlcultural

’ 39. ' Milldr, "Algunas ceracterist1ces de la estructura industrial de 1e
" embleo en paises latinoamericanos.”

' 4o. ‘ibld. . . . * S v
~ . 41. Calculations taken from the 196l census data by Tomas Frejka, "A
S ' . Demographic Analysis of thé Educational Situation in Latin America," CELADE,
.1970. Summary of this work was presented in "lLa estructura de la poblacidn
. adulta de América lLatina segun su nivel de educacidn en base a los censos
' de 1960" (Paper presented at the Conferencia Regional Latlnoamerlcane de
Poblacién, México,; D.F., 17-22 de agosto de 1970). -

42. 1International Labour Offﬁce (1L0), Toward Full Employment (Geneve.:

IL0 Publicatidns, 1970).. ° . ) .




| " .labiop. force. To_ th;p. one can add thousands "employed" in menial service.

: and petty vending in cities. One study suggests that 20 percent of the
total labor fdrce i's unemployed, and still another projects that by 1971
unemployment will be as high as 36 percent.t3 A 1970 survey by DANE indi--

. cated that 14 percent of the employable inhabitants of Bogoté (later stated
. a8 11.6 Percent), 11 pgrcent in Cali, and 12.9°bercent in Medellin were :
: unemployed.t? THe ynemployed off Bogoti were young (66, percent between 20
N : - and 34 years) and with less than secondary education (42 percent some pri-
mary and 19 percent no formal education). According to the 1970 110 study,
one-fourth to one~-third of the urben.populatlon are unemployed. A conser-.
_vative estimate of the conventionally unemployed (looking for work) 1n the
urban labor force is one~half mllllon out of three Pllllon.hS

. ]
B . Industrial development and a shrlnklng of productive alternatlyes in
. agriculture have spurred rural-urban migration, but, as the above data sug-
gest, few migrants havée become industrial workers and even fqwer have en-
tered white wollar positions or the profess1ons. Twd recent studies 0of
rural’ in-mlgrants toBogota suggest that it is not “only the limited expan-:
sion of ‘employment opportunltles but qiso educational and oecupational skill
i " levels which limit -rural-urban migrants in obtaznlng'secdie and economically -
' remunerative, positions. In a study of male q;grants age 15 to 59, Simmons
~ found.two principal mlgratory streams to)Bogotd. Forty percent of these -
, - mlgrants to Bogot& come from nearby medium-size urban centers: They tend
. to have’ Eigher educetlonsl and skl%l levels ahd, therefore, enter Bogota
at ‘middle or upper status evels. The- larger "rural" migrant stream--
R ‘predominantly from highland v1llages and small towns--is coqprlsed mostly
: of. ﬁhe soas,of landowners, merchants, d white colldar employees. Their
mean years of education compléted w 4.6 compared with 6.9 for natives
_ot Bogot# and- 3.3 for a sample of nommigrant rural inhabjtants in eleven
s hlghland munlcrplos. Using @& six-point qccupational scele, Simmons found
BN that the meen occupational“statug of "rural" migrants was 2.6.  This com- °
' pared with a mean of 2.4 for, the nonmlgrant rural inhabitants and 3.2 for
urban natives. Regardless of age at tlme of arrival, migrants arr1v1ng
b

. . - . ane 1
- ¢

R 43, U‘S: Senhte, Committeer on Forelgn Rel&d;ons, "Oolombia L -

. 44, Statistics from Bogota and Cali reported in El Tiem empo, 25, de‘igla
de 1970, and for Medellfn in El Tiempo, 31 de Jul;o\deg;g7o. -
f L 45. ILO, Towerd Full Employment. A v

46." Alen B. Simmons, "The Emergence. of Planning Orientations :in a Mod-

ernizidg Community: Migration, Adaptation, and Family Plaaning in Highland

e Colombia" (Ph.D. diss., Cornell Univ., 1970), especially Chapter 4. These °

L, . data are also reported in Simmons and Cardona G.,_"La*select1v1dad " . fThe

' _study by Reyes Carmona which looks at characteristics of a reﬁresentatlve
sariple of in-migrdnts to Bogota does not discriminate between those orig-

inating in rural and pther uyrban areas, See Marco F. Reyes Carmona, "Es-

* tudio socio-econémico del fenSmenodfe la inmlgracion a Bogoti " Economfa ,

' Colombiana 22 (octubre de 1964):" 39-47, and "Estudio socio-econdmico del
fenémeno .de la 1nm13rac1on a Bogoté: segunda parte," Ibid. ‘(noviembre de

1964): 21-29
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in the 1959-68 period: scored lower (2.1 and 2.2
_index than those arriving in the three previo

cupa.t:l.on&l status’
Since the mean ‘

: ten—year intervals between 1929 and 1958 is lbwer tha% that at the time of
the atudy, there may be some reason to expect a limited -degree of occupa-
data presented in X
. Simmons' study indicate that the vast majJority of "rural mgranta, to Bo-
_gotd (and probably other Colombian urban centers) were &
"entire labor force career in positions the author la.bele;l” skilled-manual"
requiring less than a complete secondary education and rgc\ewmg a salary
of less than 2,000 pesos per month. (US$120). Lol '
i ~ f . .
‘Secondly, Flinn's 1965 study of a clandestme Bogota. qharftytown (va-

* . 7 rrio) vhere the household heads. -vwere primarily migrants: from scattered Tarn™

+ steads, villages,-and small towns of ‘Cundinamarca and Boyaca,iqdl‘cated that
, the immfdiate pre—:::iq;a.uon occupations required a few years of pri .
training at' the most. Moreover, the pre-mgra.t:l.on occupations of those
‘who moved directly to the shantytown were snpenor to-those of‘nﬁ' l—urban

. migrants.who l:wed a vhlle 1n the central city before mov:l.ng to the shan-v, .
tytown. .

r 2

. In sum, efforts to increa.se Colomb:n.an agn.cultural output through im-. v
ported capital-intensive technology on g.a.rge holdings bhas led not only to
the traditional release of labor to the: ;ndustrul sector but also, g:wen
the high population growth rate, to an absolute increase in ‘a reédundant
agricultural labor force. Furthermore, a sharp J.ncrea.se in papital-..
intensive industrial investment has limited en:ploymept to o 4 smal o-

‘portion of those being thrust into the urban 1&bor market. .Some are rbed _
into the service gector but many find only occa.s:l.ona.l emplorment or Joi P
the growing resefve labor pool. . \

¥

. 4 . P
7. willnm L. Fl:um, "The Process of M:Lgration toa Sha.ntytown 11:? Bo-
" gotk, Colomb:l.a.," Inter-American Ec Eco‘nomc Ai’furs 22 (A‘ut\mn 1968): T7-88.

~ L] “ /
o THE PRESENT STATUS OF RURAL EDUCATION IN -COLOMBIA A

. v ({;f"
Prerequzutes ror lower level proresuona.l, burea.uciva.uc, and techno+
ra.tic pdsitions in governmént and multinational corpora.tiona 1ncreasgn51y A
require completion of secondary education. But in ap:.te of peraxstenv’ er-
forts by individuals, political parties, and governmefits to enact an;t
Plement mass education J.egnlauon, many. rural areas have yet to ob ém
‘complete primary curriculae. Thé purpose of this chapter is to doq rent

_the educut:l.onal differences between rural and urban areas and soci classes
"of Colombia in an effort to depict the mgm.tude of the educatio barriers
for, the rural-born. ' , '[’

. * .
. 4 . : « ~
. . X o p s
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Historicdal Background.and Overview : -

&- . -18- .

The present Colombian educational system.reflects the traditional val- -

ues of catholicizing masses while reserving formal instruction for a select

. few. .Throughout Colombilin histoiry, howevery groups espousing counterval-

ues which stressed mass education and a broader=-based currlculum have been-'
heard. Since. 1n@ependenee liberals have attempted’%bkcarry out these coun-

tervalyes, partially aided by foreign "experts" in both edudhtional methods -
-and subJect matter.. Conservatlve partles have given 11p service to mass

education while effectively favorlng the_educatlonal status quo--a hlghly

L

.tralned urban upper class.l . . <

ce ™

I the late nlneteenth century, landowners' xeactlon, coupled w1th .

' that-of the church against cupriculum revisions, culmlnated in the repegal

of the liberal 1863 constitution and the enactmen® of the 1886_one which
halted the drive for mass education which the earlier comstitutYon had ini-
tiated. Later ldws set up an educational system which stlpulated very dlf—

Probably because of the 1mpact of ideas comlng out of Europe, that compul-'
sory education leglslatlon was enacted. e

In the 1950s and- 19663 many p1eces~of leglslatlon almed at guarantee—
ing access to primary education were passed. A 1960 decree made the fed-
eral govermnment financially responsible fior primary education. In 1963 .
dlscrlminatory legislation against rural ‘areas dating from 1904 was revoked
With agrarian reform legislation in the 1950s and 1960s came an intensifi-*

- cation of rural adult Ilteracy «programs. These educational reforms coin-

c1ded with an increased 1nterest in tht need for plapnned economic growth

‘and a concomitant interest in trained personnel.2 However; nearly 88 per-

cent of the one billion peso (US$64 million) educational budget in 1967
vas Stlll allocated for malntenance as opposed to expan31on 3

Desplte what is generally* con91dered to be forward-looklng leglslatlon,
.more than one-fourth of Colombia's populatlon over 9 and nearly a third
of those over 6 are illiserate. Although decllnlng proportionately, illit-

¥

t

" 1. For an historical discussion .of Colombian education j _'Eh‘glish, zes
Orlando Fals Borda, "Bases for a Sociological Interpretati of Education,

in Colombla," in A. Curtis Wilgus, ed., The 'Caribbean: (o temporery Coloni-

bia (Gainesville: - University of Florida Press, 1962), pp. 183-213; also

/‘published. as "La educecidn en Colombia" (Bogotd: Facultad de Sociologia,

1062)

“\2. ' The 1nformat10n in the precedlng paragraph was presented in a 1966
report prepared by the Mlnlst;y of Education for submission to Congress.
The repert was published ity part as "Sitpacién actual de la educacidn en

Colombia," Gaceta Tercer Mundo, nos. 31-32 (noviembre-diciembre de 1966), .

P2, 9.
3. R Tiempo, 4 de egero de 1967. In 1967, for the first time, the
Min#stry of Education's udget exceeded that of all other entities.

.
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‘ferent Progranms for the rural and ‘urban schools. It was not untll the 1930:¢

-‘eracy continues to rise in absolute terms. Perhaps the most strlklng figure.

-~
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Ais ;that néarly 60 percent of the 7 to 9 year olds are not even attending

3 School to overcome their 1111teracy.h An add1t1onel 55 percent Qf the popu-

“alatlon may be c13351f1ed as functlonally 1111terate, having attended only
a few years of prlma;y instruction of questmonaﬁle quallty,s leaving only

,,& to 12 percent of those above T years to be def1ned(as functlonally llter-'
. ate, v

+
3

For a &i'ven grouyp of 100 Colombian ildren born in a specified time
period, 90 would. reach one, year of age, 83 would yeach seven years of age,
79 would begin primary trajning, 7 would finish’ prlmary‘t?alnlngé 3 would
enter secondary training, and 1 would finish secondary tralning.® For ev-.
ery 2 Colombian- children who reach primary school age, 1 enters the first

. grade; and, for every 1, 000 children who epter prlmary school,, 100 finis
the rlyeféiades, 20 finish the secondary education, and 2 or 3 (1 in 4p0)
obtain a university degree .1 Of even greater consequence-for the rural popu-
lation is the extreme discrepancy between the quantlty and quallty of rural

. and urbgn educatlon at all leyels

-

N
- N
! , L ~

Prlmary Educatlon : - .- - { : .
. ’ - : ’ pp—

During .the 19608 about one—thlrd of the total prlmary schbol enroll-
ment was rural. Yet, ‘one-half of‘'the primdry school age group (7 to 12 or
T.to lh) “lived in the rural ‘areas. 8 More significant 1s‘the low retention
rate among rural primary school students. During the 19608, ‘over 90 per-
cent of the.children completing the five years of prlmary school attended
urban primary schools. The completion rate also varies con81derably from
public to private schools (primarily Catholic with a few:«Protestant ones)
In 1960, for evéry 100 boys and girls entering private rural schools, 29
and 19, respectively, completed five years of training, as opposed to 1. 9
end 1.4 in public rural schools. (Thls compared to urban private schoo%
rates of 46 and 61 and urban public school;completion rates of 28 for both
sexes.) Of course), private primary schools enroll relatlvely few students;
in 1960, for example, only 3,077 out of 405,959 rural prlmary students. had’
- matriculated in private schools 9 -

4. Based on calculations fiom DANE, XIII censo nacional de¢ poblacign:
resumen general, the Ministry of Educatlon, and UNESCO as complled by Her-
man Felstehausen and Jaime Mira, "Colombian Statistical. Tables “‘for General
Reference,” Mimeo. (Madison: Land Tenure Center, Jan. 1970), p. 10.

, v
- S. Estimates made by the School of Education of the University of An-
tioquia as cited in Oscar Uribe Londofio, "Cartg abierta al Sefior Ministro
de, Educacidn," El Espectedor, 25 de septiembre de 1966, p. D-1.

6. Asociaeidn Colombiana de Facultades de Me icina, "Acelerado creci-
miento' de la poblacién en Colombia,'" as repprted In Luis Lalinde Botero, .
"Ia educacién y algo en Pildoras,™ El Espectador, 31 de enero de 1967

T. This study was'jited in Uribe Londofio, "Carta abierta."
8. DANE, XIII cens

9. Consalo Catafio, "Escolaridad y movilidad social en Colombla," in
DANE, Boletfn Mensual de Estadistica, no. 243 (octubre d¢ 1971), p. 178.
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» Official statistic's shov that the percentage of rural prlmary ‘teachers
) . 1s about equal to the percentage of rural prlmary enrollment (about one-
' thlrd) The same ddta show that the overall student-teacher ratio is 27 oo
to 1.10 These data’do not reflect variation in level of teacher trelnlng,
however. Whlle star dards’ are in general rising,tl normal school training A
is needed for primary teacher\certlflcatlon. In the 19608 this usually ' iq;“'
‘meant that the ‘teadher had.completed four years of sécondary. tralning-and ,
e twor of normal gphool. While U1 percent of rural .primary teachers are at . @( /, 5j .
N }the lowest rexk- (sin escalafén), they eccounted for 73 percent - of the prl—
o mary teachers hﬁ\thls J.mrels.ﬂ-2 PN . -.f
] L ,\‘ h . ‘ o Yo ‘_' . h oo
Thls concentration of those leas} prepared in the rural educatgenal AR
system does qoé bolely menifest a lack of quellrled personnel. In’the 19608 - il
) for every normal’ school graduate,, only thrée were engaged in teachxng,13 o
el e partlally beeause of leck ®€ government funds. Hovever, twd principal rea-
"+ 'gong for the hlgh attrition rate seemed to be dlscrepanciés in ruxal and
w'ban saleriepl’ and vorking édnditions. Thus, many.of the r Qently, tralned
: normal(scho 1, graduates vwho come' from:rural commuhities. f;ee to
or Iarge urpan centers. " Th se ‘who”are ‘available to rural c
ticularly ﬁn outlying areas,“s#€ thus oftes either older teachers w1th mope
‘experience it ough less tralnaﬂgJLsometlmes nothlng more: than prlmery edu- T .
cation-—or. y ung - téachers who” stay because of no other alte natives. . This £ .
B ' .often leads 4o a lack ‘of enthusiasm and commitment as well~ %r enera.l '
ae disdain’ ror}the c11entele, with only limited motlvatlon for” ea xve teach—
1ng... '

.\'I‘»‘

l
o

yEven tar commltted teachers, other espects of rural edu atlon orten
dampen enthisiasm. Often isolated,’ school bullgi:fs are gysfely deflclent .
' ‘ .in rurnlture, lodging’ racilltles, and hyglede s ces. lc"eupplles A
are often 1ack1n3, as vell as sppplementary mnterlals llke‘i__b agte,- R "";;:

o

'elstehausen -and eraJ "Colomblan Statlstical Tables,' p.,7-9

. ' l'. R
DU Y

f 11,,.‘or a dlscusslon of the quality of rural educatlon, ste A.gEugene.;‘.v‘ .,
Havens, Education in Rurel Colombia: An Imvestment in Human Resources," .. . -
Reseﬁgchd aper no. 8 (Madison: Land Terure Centers University of Wiscbn-
sin, 1965); and A. Eugene Havens and William L. Flinn, "Stri

o ctural Rlocks .
¢ - bo H13h°rfﬁ¢ucatlonal Axtalnment " in A, Eugene Haveni'and Wi111am L. Plln%? >

. | Praeger, %970), pp. 165-85. . R i . ) -
' 12.. DANE, Boletin Mensual, p. 136. o o,
13. . DA a cited in. Uribe Londoﬁo, "%.rta ableFQB" "f ; L ' -

B e 1h, 1 '1971 for exadble, the salary of.a prlmery school teacher of A
o + lowest rank was 1,060 pesos per month (US$53) in Cundinararca fup from 620
o  pesos, -or US$3T, in 1966) and 1,900 pesos (Us$95) #in Bogotd, For those®* ~ -
of the highest rank, the comparable figures were 1,930 pesos (US$96) and™ . *
2,050 pesos’ (US$102) However, it is.important to note that-98 percent :
of the prir ry teachers of the highest rank work in urben areas, while 73
percent of ‘those without rank at the bottom of the- scale- vork in rural +
areas. DANE,.Boletin Mensual, PP- 138 ;hl.v \ _ -~
f
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o textbooks. To sollc1t funds from local government may only meet w1th de-

w - _ nial or imposition oflan additional tax on an already impoverished populace.ﬂ
And to ask that parents furnish some of these materlals Mlll probably re-
) duce attenda.nce. o _ . ) .

w. . : . > ' - -
~ « Some argue that 1nab111my to obta1n these mater1a1s represents no edu-
cational loss, since official textbooks are’ often geared to moral and’re—‘
11q1ous teachings," while non-ecclesiastical materials, designed for urban .
" usage, do not really help rural chlldrenvto undprstand their environment. ' ‘

. .

. Rural children's poor nutrition levels partlally account for frequent
.absences, high drop-out rétes, and low performance levelsQ Contr1but1ng SR
Yactors are helping during peak agricultural perlods, poor. study condltlons
at home, and irrelevant study materials.. - ; , P

. " o .
. e In a few areas there are sem1—pu)11c and prlvate SchOOlS‘whlch differ SR
' somewhat in' the general educational structure. Generally, these schools” - '
*have boarding fac111t1es, howéver, some provide only meals. -Mhny of these

'schools combine a besic ri adlng,.wrltlng, and, arlthmetlc program ‘with ap-" *
"’ plied science, especially?: ‘in’ agriculture and homemaklng. To date, hoWever,”
~:such programs are limited in number. . = . " o I ]
L} ) . . ‘_-,‘»,- " ¢ . ‘ - ‘ . . ‘ g? ) . L}
N *‘Post—Primary;Education ~ _,‘. Y ; S ‘ : ’

‘ .
st Most avallable secondary educat*on is still handled by private insti-
A " tutionms. * In 1963, there were facilitieg for 215,912 private secondary stu- =
\gects and for,only 143,967 public ones. 1In 1968, bachillerato students
ounted for: 70 percent of the total secondary enrollment.1
v - ’ ° .
Given the rather large d1fference in tuition: and other costs between
public and private schools, children of low &nd middle incomg fﬁmllles are
* seriously impeded in post-~primary training dnd attainment of white collar
and professional occupations. The cost of secondary education is a paatlcu—
larly impottant obstruction to those types of occupatlonal positions in a
country with a skewed income’ dist#ibution:and ‘a paucity of scholadshlps. o
“M8reover, seconda6y facilities are fodnd only in urban'areas but not in o
. all urban areas.l® In additlon, secondany education is ,often limited to .
~three or four years rather than the standdrd six Because of insufficient .= .
quallfled personnel vlaborator1es, and, paredoxlcally, students.. - " ©

"‘

o -

LT L - Only one-third of those*who matriculated in the years 1955, 1957, and

i 1959 gradiated six years 1ater, 35 percent boys and 29 percent girls. How--

ever, nearly two-thlrds of private secondery stidents graduated. Some of

- , ——these students had begun n pub11c schools and later transferred to vrivete
- schoois{17 , % L

’
! i

SR 15 DANE, Bolétin Mensual, pp. 1L5, 1L7. |
16. Cataflo, "Escolarldad y movxlldad," P 180. ;"'," ‘ o

» -~

IR | & ‘dbid., p. 181. . o L
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. " petty commercial familjes, gbou two-thlrds from

-22~

. > . - . ! ’ 4,' . Ad °
Two studies dating from the early 1960s of the-Social class of bachil-
lerato students indicate .that 24to 8 percent origjnated froh worker and
iddle class. famllles, :
and one-fourth from upper and uppey mlddle class families.l
Cla551fy1ng the self—employed persons, profe581onals mlddle and lower
level white collar workers,.and owners of enterprises employing up to h9
persons as middle class, and high publlc and private admlnlstrators/owners
of enterprises employing 50 or more persons.ahd renters as—upper class,
a study of 5th and 6th year secondqry students aspiring to enroIl in the 2
National University in Bogota. found that T8 percent were from middle class
origins, 8 percent were from upper class families, and 8 percent were in-
dustrlak vorker families. "‘Being Colombia's largest public university with
a prorated tuition based on parental 1ncome, this unlver51ty probably en-
rolls the highest number of economically disadvantaged children. Upper _
class enrollment is generally restricted to prlvate unlver51t1es 19 -
‘\ . <
Thus, rural familiesswho wish thelr children to benefit from shifts
in the occupational structure ‘face many obstacles in sending their offspring
to school: 1) the limited availability of primary end . especially second-
ary educatlonal facilities; 2) a curriculum content heav1ly weighted toward .
moral training rather than basic .subject matter; 3) inadequately prepared
teachers and a scarcity of instructional materials. fThe prevalehce of pri-
vate schools in the secondary system creates two addltlonal barriers--the
high' costs of tuition, books,. uniforms, and often room and board, and =
preference on the part..of employers for graduates of private schools. This
accumuletion of barriers results in the more remunerative p081t10ns belng
filled dlsproportlonately by chlldren of the urban mlddle and upper classes.

/

18. "Ipia., pp. 185-87.

y ¢ \ )
19. Ibid., p. 186. S | o '
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. | PART 11
‘ CHAPTER IV. INTRODUCTION

rd
-

Part II- analjses the impact of a shifting occupatlonal structure upon
-mlnlfundlstas (small rural owners and tenants) through .data collected from
a’ cross sectlon of rural families in ‘the hlghland communlty of.: -Fémeque.

. The analy51s is Based on & f1e1d study conductéé by thé author: and )
her husband during late 1966 uv..d early 1967 in the Colombian highland mu- .
; ,n1c1p10 of Fémeque, located aprroximatedy. three hours by bus east of Bogo-~

ta The study comm 1ty was selected according to three criteria: 1) Prox-
1m_uy of major rufal and urban migration poles--in this case, the Llanos
Orlentales and Bogot&; 2) Proportion of the agricultural labor force oper-
ating ' 1ndependent minifundia"l producing for the market economy; and 3} ,
Availability of general, as well as agrlcultural, services to the popula- |
_ tlon.2 Fémeque is quite similar to most hlghland municipios with respect

‘/JJ .to the first two criteria and somewhat above ave\age on the third. Hence,

‘ : generalizations from these data will be expected' to, if anything, overstate ' '

¥ the attainment: levels of mlnlfundlstas and thelr offspring.
- * The fleld study prlmarlly utlllzed an 1nten51ve interview schedule adm1n~
i . istered to a 10 percent sample—-?Ok rural household heads and spouses--se- -

lected by means. of dn area. sampling technlque. The sample was designed
. to include all household units found in randomly selected blocks of. a grld
~ superimposeéd upon an aerial photograph. 1In addltlon, a brief census of
the village and hdmlet in the, municipio was conducted by the informant meth-
‘od. Data’ on Private andeubllc services were obtained from the records
w of various .local unlts. In many .instances the records were supplemented-
" ' by interviews. . _ a ' '
. X "-l
In general this study documents the eduvatlonal and decupational at-
‘tainment of:. 1) The sample household heads afd spouses, 2) Their brothers
;o and. s1sters toth mlgrant and nonmlgrant, and 3) The1r mlgrant and

LN

r

4

.
L

1. Independent minifundia ds descrlbed by Adems and Schulman are. one
component of a typology based upon the structuf% and function of the pro-
duction unit. For 8, full description, see Dale W. Adams and Sam Schulman, .
"Minifundia in Agrarian Reform: A Colombian Example," Land Economics: L3
) (Aug. 1967): 274-83. ‘As the' analysis will show, minifundistas not attached
- _ directly to large estates (latlfundla) are most often 1n a formal or infor- -

zal deperident relationship to larger owners, middlemen,’ users, and otlers.
That is, the major difference between mlnlfundlstas 1s not dependency or
- ) 1ndegendency but the source of dependency.

* 2. This crlterlon was espec1a11y important for the topic studied by

my husband. For a more detailed discussion, see Emil B. Haney, Jr., "The .

Economlc Reorganlzatlon of Minifundia in a Highland Communlty of Colombia"
(Ph.D. diss , Univ. of Wis., 1969), Chaptér 3, available in condensed form
as Land Tenure Center Regearch Paper no. 43 (May 1972). -

c ' -23-
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nonmigrant children age 12 and older. In the ensulng ana1y51s we utilize
means and frequencies to show magnitude, kind, and direction of differences
in, educatlonal and occupational attainment for those populations whose: fami-
lies vary in type and degree of relation to the labor market--parental ¢lass
situation. The gu;dlng hypothesis is that the number obtaining h;gh edu-

cational (post-primary) and océupational (economically remunerative--incomes -

approachlng the- minimum salary of® lower level white collar employees, and
economically secure--reserve.generating and advance dismissal notification.
if an employee) levels will be meager, and that those from the families of

- larger landowners attain the higher levels. Our gssumption is that thase
~ who orlglnate in medium and large ovner, families will differ considerably

on thesé variables from those who come ‘from other parental class situations.
In general, then, we expett that parental ownership of less than- X amount
of land (the threshold level seems to be about 5 to 10 hectares) means low

" educational and occupational levels for offspring, and that dwnership above

that amount makes higher educatlonal and occupatlonal levels both possible

- dnd probable. _ C ' , -

\ .

-
© . CHAPTER ¥

THE COMMUNITY SETTING

- The municipio ‘of Fémeque is located in.the densely settled region of ’
the Edastern Range of the Andes Mountain chain. . The municipio extends from
about 4 BOQ feet abov€ sea level: along its eestern boundary formed by the

~ Rio Blenco and the Rio Negro to nearly 12,000 feet above sea level on its

eastern and southern boundarles with the department of Meta and’ the muni-
cipio of Quetame. 1 L . _

Like the nelghboring municipios in the.eastern part of the department
of Cundlnamarca, most of Fémeque's inhabitants are yrowded into.lower al-

- titudes which have a temperate ‘climate (tierra templada). While two-thirds.

of the total area of the munlclplo li‘es above timberline in the alpine cli-
mate zone (paramo) and an additionel 25 percent falls into the cold cllmate _

. Zone (tierra fria), 85 percent of the people live in the remaining 9 per- -

cent of the area situated in the temperate climate zone. About one-fourth
of the temperate climate populatlon reside in the village of Fémeque and )

. the hamlet of La Unién--the only other population nucleus. Most of the

remalnlng populatlon live on scattered small plots of land on the steep
mountain slopes and a few hlluv1al and colluvial fans. .The population of
the other two climatic zZones is widely dispersed on extensive (prlmarlly
absentee) holdings dedicated to traditional cattle ranching, and in a few
cases, the production of potatoes, peas, and other cold cllqate crops.

N
» ”~

1. DANE Mapa estadistico de Cundiﬁamarca (Bogota: Imprenta Nacionel,

1966); - local cadastral recgads and aerial photographs supplled by Agustlr

Cod3221.

.
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The viilage of Fbmeque--located‘near the western boundary of the mu-
nicipio~-is connected'to the neighboring municipios to the west, to Bogo- )
té, and to the paved road linking the Llanos Orientales to Bogota by a
~ crushed-stone road. Eight daily buses ¢eav; Fémeque bound for Bogotéd. .
- -~ This bus service provides connections to neighboring municipios and Villa-|~
" " vicencio--the capltal of the department of Meta. Except for a recently
-completed road to- Lake Chingaza by the Bogotd Water Commission and a-cur-
rent road proJect to link -Fémeque with Quetame, the transport network w1th1p
the munlclplo,ls restrlcted to a small extension of dirt penetration roads
- passable by heavy-duty vehicles during the dry season and a system of rug- V\ )
ged trails 11m1ted'to,human and animal traffic. Although most of:-the tem- —
perate cY¥imate residents live within two hours by foot from ‘the village, <
perhaps asigeny as one-fourth of the rural families live two to five hours
by horseback from their administrative and service ‘center. A limited num~- '
ber of this latter.group of families who live closer. to service centers
- ¢ in nelghborlng municipios oTten do not journey to the village of Fémeque
Smore,than once a month. In the mgjority of rural families, However, some-
_ one comes to the village at least twice a week. : :

. Notwithstanding some boom perlods, especlally as an 1ntermedlate trade .
center from the early 1900s until the Bogota‘Llanos Orientales road bypass-
= . ing the municipio was completed in 1932 and & brief period when the hamlet
Fflourished as a weekend retreat for some members of the upper class of Bo-
gotad, the egonomic base of the municipio has been agrlcultural production
and services. The introduction of horticultural crops--especially tomatoes--
- by the local priest in the late 1940s provided a few . rural families with
increased income streams for a period of perhaps a decade. But in recent :
years, the market for horticultural crops has been taken over by larger
- producers in the warmer, more fertile valleys of western Cundinamarca, To-
lima, and Valle. Local industrial enterprises have been limited to a few
family-operated brick factories. In sum, then, the municipio of Fdmeque - .
fits reasonably well the characteristics of a stagnant rural community.?2 : .

N ~ Local Services
o Scattered primdry schools are one of the few services located outside
.. °~ the village. FNotwithstanding federal efforts to improve rural primary edu-~
cational facilities, much of the increment in Fémeque can be attributed
. to the rural ‘school construction campaign waged by the local priest, of
< '32 years tenure.. Through the combination oft;ederal grants channeled through
= both the local government and-the local autonbméﬂs communlty development
"corporatlon, and participation of the rural families in" -the form of levied
o quotas, bazaars, labor, and donated materials, the priest was able to in-
- ‘ereage the number of rural primary schools to 28. before his ‘death 1n 1968.
' With. few exceptions, there was a primary school for every veredh two ve-

N . redas had tys} schools each. Stlll, in 1%6 only children | of the vered&s
. N .. . . . ~ . . R
- . 4 S
4 7" ~ ’ 1 . . . . - ) . )
, 2. This is one cell’ of a four-fold typology using the rate of economic
-~ development and place of origin. See'Jorge Balan, "Migrant-Native Sog¢io-.

‘economic Differences in Latin American Cities: A Structural Ana1y81s,"
Latin American Research: Rev1ev 4 8pring ,1969):

"‘.‘i.t. | ,: : . E;]; . - o
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‘bordering the hamlet or the village had complete primary education (5 years)

available within an hour's walk from their home. The majority of the rural
schools had three years available, while only a few offered four years. .
These schools were staffed almost exclusively with’ locally trained
teachers who _had for the most .part completed four years of Secondary train-
ing and two gyears of normal school. A few of the older teachers had received
only the foyr years of secondary scheol training. Before the death of the
aforenentioned priest, the currlculum was heavily loaded with rellglous '

_and moral content.

-As is true of the rural schools, the village educational system received
much of its dmpetus for construction and staffing from the campaign headed
by the priest:. At the time of his arrival in 1936, the village was with-
out any organized secondary educational system. - During his tenure in the
muinicipio, the priest was able to comblne federal funds (mostly grants se-
cured duang the Rojas Pinilla regime's emphasis on rural education) with

" local quotas of cash, supplies, and 1abor to construct’' a prlmary school,
& boys' secondary and normal school, and both a boys' and girls" vocational.

school. Consequently, by the end of the 1950s Fomeque had a fairly complete
secondary educational-pystem. And with the contlnulng, ‘though dwindling funds’
flpwing from the federal government, the secondary schools 1ncreased~the1r
course offerings from four to six Jears. o Students could choose six yeers

of college preperatory secondary training, or four years of secondary edu-
cation and two: years of normal school.

But while much of the labor, supplies, and funds were contributed by
local families, a large percentage of the limited enrollment is comprisc?
of non-Fomequenians. In 1966, nearly one-half of the students enrolled in }he
girls' secondary/normal end vocational schools were from outside the muni-
cipio. In the boys' secondary/normal school, over two<thirds of the stu-
dents were from outside the municipio. The majority of these non-Fbmequenlan
students came from neightering v1llages, the Llanos Or1entales, and the
wvorking class barrios of Bogota.

‘A meager portion of rural youth 'flrom'the municipio {re enrolled in
the village secondary and vocational system despite the availability of
boarding facilities in the willage schools. In 1966, less than éne-third

.0f the students of the two vocational schools were from the rural areas.

of Fémeque. Slightly over 8 percent of the girls' secondary/normal school
students and 10 percent of the boys' secondary/normal school students weke
rural Fomequenians. The 1966 graduating classes of 22 and 20 contained

one ‘girl and one boy each from the rural areas. The girl liVed only a 10
minute walk from the -village. Since these facilities gre only "semi-public,"

_ students must pak a $3-$6 monthly tuition fee, a'$3-$4 hatriculation fee,

and ap annusl coet f $17-$30 for uniforms and books, to say nothing of .
the #16-$18 per month for room and ‘board. Clearly, such costs. are prohibi-
tive for, many local families. B C

And in geheral, scholarship funds are limited. A student from this
comnunity is eligible for national and provincial scholarships_ which are.
based on competitive examinations %s well as two local' scholarships--one

- .sponsored by the municipal government and another, by the local autonomous

E 32 S
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community-development éorpgﬁdtioh. In the-mid-1960s, 5 to 10 percent of .
the secondary school studefits received some monies for educational. fees o
- through scholarships. Six of the 42 students enrolled in Fémequenian sec-
conary schools who received national scholarships in 1966 were Fémequenians.
A cause of much bitterness among rural and village families alike is the )
. donation to students from other communities 6f local funds .in addition to S
national scholarships. Many of these students cade'rrdm professional or .
large landowner families, as, for example, a 1966 recipient of the local

e development: corporation scholarship whose father.owned hundreds of hectarés
,;n the Llanos Orientales. , . ' ' '

[y

) v The staffing of the village school system has been done mostly with
’ local normal school graduZ%é&fFeWithout any known® exceptions, the village
primary system is composed of Fémequenian born and educated teachers.. The
' girls' secondary school is under the direction of the Dominican Sisters.

- Thé lay members of the faculty. are primarily Fomequesians, as are the fac-
ulty members of the girls' vocational school. In the boys' secondery and ‘
vocational facilities, about one-third of the 1966 faculty. were originally
from other areas. Approximately one-fourth of this faculty had received
some univgrsity training, but only three had received degrees.

. In addition to being an educational center, the village serves as a
governmental, health, and agriculturaffpservice center. Since the late 1950s,
the community hds been serveéd by a'moderatelyzéﬁgipped 120-bed hospital .
staffipd with two to three full-time ‘and at 1égst one part~time doctor.

Usually one of the full-time doctors has been'an intern fulfilling his (her)
legally required year of service to the rural areas. ’ ‘

T _

The departmentelly appointed mayor, local branches of the federal ju- .
"dicial system, the federal and municipal revenue offices, the local branch .
. of the fedéral statistics bureau, and'a locally appointed ombudsman of sorts
) (personero) are all housed in the locel municipal building together with
the chambers of the eclected Municipal Council. Most of these offices are .
open daily including Saturday and Sunday--the days when most rural families
v come to the village-for the market and mass. .

With few exceBtions\over the past two decades, all local officials
have been village residents and/or non-Fémequenians. It has not been un-
usual for the majority of the Municipal Council seats to be filled by for-
mer Fémequenians who, though usually landowners, are only weekend village
residents. For example, the 1967-68 council included six (of ten) members
whose permanent residence was Bogot&. All of these men owned land and/or
a home in the municipio. In addition to being hacendados, most wvere law-
yers, physicians, or politicians by profession:

- : Most of the agricultural inputs and other supplies ii‘ sold in six
: private stores and three other farm supply centers--the Agricultural Credit
Bank store, the National Agrarian Reform ;nstitute cooperative, and a com-
munity supply cooperative operated by the local community development cor-
poration. Most of the private agricultural supply store owners are also
important buyers in the product market. A fairly typical arrangement is
for the owner of the store to extend credit for inputs ‘with the agrepment
that he will purchase the entire crop--usually at somewhat below phe going

)
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market rate. The weekly market also attracts numerous buyers from neigh-
boring municipios, Bogoté, and Villavicencio. Many of these outside buy+-
ers are truck owners who specialize in the purchase and transportation of
certain types of livestock or fresh products to wholesale or retail urban
markets. ’ ’ ' )

I - N s .
o Besides their farm supply stores, the Agricpltural Credit Bank and . °
National Agrarian Reform Institute have agricultural credit programs Tn .
the community. Since 1946, ‘the Credit Bank has provided short-term loans--.
primarily to owners of three hectares or more--for both livestock and crop
enférprises. About, 40 percent of the-rural families hgMe received' credit .
from this source largely.to. purchase land and livestodk or to launch:'ru-
ral housing" or small agricultural service enterprises. Since 1964, the
supervised credit program of the.National Agrarian Reform Institute has
provided loans primarily for livestock purchases and related improvements
to approximately 10 percent of the rural families, many of whom live at
least part tiime in the village. ¢

-

. ¥ 7
-land Tenure and Occupational Shifts

. Pérhaps the majJor impact of Co;oﬁbia's economic development upon the
- inhabitants of trurel communities like Fomeque has been to make their popu-
lace more profoundly dependent upon the national producer and consumer mar-
. kets. larger urban centers had attracted earlier traditional elite and
- their heirs. Their large &states were generally divided into smaller units
and offered for sale on terms which virtually .gxcluded petty owners and
~ the landless as prospective buyers. Those who met collateral-requirements
< for government-financed short-term loans were primarily village merchants
) sand salaried government bureaucrats. .
. : >
A few traditional haciendas remained, but increased internal demand
‘accompanied by relatively cheap, publicly aided infrastructural development
made commercial production more lucrative. As an abundant labor supply
built up, the new landpwhers céonverted this available labor:into tenants
and wage laborers, utilizing vestiges of the old tied-labor institutions.
Meanwhile, demographic pressﬁre and equal inheritance patterns forced a
further division of the holdings of small owners. This compelled many to
enter tenancy arrangements in order to increase the size of their produc-
tion unit and finange' inputs netessary for the horticultural production.
/// . At the same time, the .scarcity of land coupled with its high commer-
cial use value forced rural tenant and small owner families to devote smaller
proportions of their land resources to staple crops for their own consump-
tion (and occasional sale). Thus, increasingly, these rural families were
relying on funds received from the sale of their commercial crops to pur-
chase the family's food and fiber. In many cases, natiral calamities and
large=scale competitors frtm the fertile intermontane valleys reduced the
profit margin of these small-scale producers to levels insufficient for
sustaining their families without indebting themselves to village merchants
and other- creditors. : :

¥ J

‘ As population.preséure built, some rural families left the mﬁhicipio.
Beginning in the early 1900s until the serious civil conflict erupted 11 ,

~
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i {_ that region in the mid-1940s,; many Fémequedians--especially \young males-=
moved permanently to@ghe coffee zone (to what is now Quindio) or Joined '
the seasonal migration to that area at harvest time. Likewvise, when crop
production began in the Llanos Orientales many--again, predominantly ales-- .
. _took buses and trucks or walked the trails over the mountain to join $Qe
)/ .migratory planting and harvesting crews. In this region, seasonal migra- 'Y
tion was more frequent than permanent movement Since the conditions of the . .
crowded highland area were often preferred for child-raising to the malaria-
infected, nearly. serviceless frontier. Those who. did migrate from the high-
. lands permanently seemedto settle in the trahsitional zone along the pied-: .
.mont where their intensive agricultural practices were more appropriate.
‘Others left for the urban centers. This stream included most of the female
migrants, many of whom left to work as domesti¢s. Males who learned some
basic skills in the military service often remained in the‘'cities after
their discharge. Commercial intermediaries also begap to settle with their
. families in the urban poles of their trade circuits. ’ :
- - Increasingly, manufactured products began to replace local and regional
‘craft and artisan gobds in the local market. As light manufactured goods
were disseminated to the populace, a few repairmen replaced the old master
craftsmen. The trend to commercial production increased the nced not. only
for physical inputs such as fertilizers and pesticidles, but for light manu-
factured goods and food products as well. Several large and many small
retailers provide these services. . Y

- . -~

In addition, public and semi-public service  programs gave rise to a’
' new salaried class whos€ educational requirements excluded many Fomequenians. :
. Most of this group have through inheritance and purchases become .part -of _ e
the new absentee landowning class, T > .

Along with the process of market integration (and consequenfly.depene,t
dency upon urban centers), widespread utilization of capital-intensive techr
nology and population growth have created communities with: 1) a very skewed
distribution of resources, and 2) a very young population who upon denial
of access to education are released at age 15 years or so into a saturated .
local ‘labor market. oo ~ _ .

Much of the land and capipal resources are held by merchants, profes~
cicnele, and bureaucrats from the/village together with a small group of
rural landlords, all of whom employ large numbers of tenants and some wage
Qaborers and salaried managers. . Vast stretches of the cold climate and '
paramo zones are owned by absentee holders and operated by a salaried man-
- ager and several wage laborers in traditional ranching operations. Govern-
mental agency input lending policies also favor the landowning elites.

And control of the local government by these elites or the combination of
0ld and nev landowning elites has led to infrabtructural development which
largely benefits the landowning elite. - ' :
ﬁ?fgctiv 1y, then, the small ‘producers are experienping'a double squeeze-~
an erosiop of their markets as a result of increasing mechanization of large-
scale agriculture and the aforementioned limits on obtaining land. They
and the youth entering the labor, force are being thrust}into an already
redundant rural labor pool. ' . ’

35 . X
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CHAPTER VI

- \EDUCATIONAL, OCCbPATIONAL, AND INCOME LEVELS OF THE $AMPLE FAMILIES

_{ - I ) . ‘ .

At this point, wg//;gln the analy51s of the educatlonal and occupatlonal .
attainment of three generations of rural Fémequenian families faced by the ) .
populatlon-mechanlzatlon-resource deterioration squeeze. First we examine '
the relationship . 7tween parental class situation (Generatlon I) and educa-
tional and occupational attainment of the sample household and their spouses
(Generation II), then their sibs (benerutlon II), and finally their child-
ren (Generation III). ‘

S

* : ] 'l')‘
BackgrOund Data . ‘ i -

Of the 204 households 1nterv1ewed, 169 were headed by males:and-the
other 35 by females, 27 of whom were widows. The majority of the household
heads were between the ages of 35 and 64; their average age ‘was 50.5 years.
The 157 spouses were younger, their average age being 4l years. Nearly
all of the household heads and their spouses were bornm, in Fémeque (about
95 percent) or neighboring municipios (the remainder excepting 3 individu-
als). Moreover, most had never lived outside the. mun1c1p10--78 percent

"~ . of the household heads and 84 percent of the spouses. .The majority of the

return migrant males had worked as farp laborers or tenants in the Llanos .
Orientales and the coffee zone and the majority: of return females as domes- )
tic servants in Bogotéd or nelghborlng municipios.

Educational Attainment T | - ’ ’

Three-fourths of the household heads and nearly ‘two-thirds of the spouses
were essentially functional illiterates. Thirty-seven percent of the house- -
hold -heads had received no formal education and another 38 percent had com- -
pleted only “6ne or two years of prlmary education. Comparable figures for
the spouses were 25 and 36 percent, respectively. One male.household head
and ‘eight spon8es had stqgled beyond the primary level with-only One excep-
tion (& normal school graduate) in agriculturel and home economics short
courses. Nevertheless, the median educational attalnment of household heads
and their spouses was 2 years and with 1n51gn1f1cant exceptlons inversely
related to age. In large measure this reflects an increase in the avail-
ability of rural primary schools throughout the veredas of the mun1c1p10. .

Our data do, indeed show as we had postulated that mean educational
attalnment is dﬁrECtly related to the amount of land owned by pareﬁi& (Gen- .
eration I)--our measure of, parental class situation. When controlling ad-
ditionally for famileyr size on the assumption that éducational costs would
make high levels of educational attainment more economicalily proh1b1t1ve
for larger families, we find the expected relationship. That is, the greater
the land resources and the smaller the family, the higher the éducational
level and the fewer the land resources.and. the greater the family size,
the lower the educational level. W1th1n each category of family size, those

4
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. coming’fromhmedium and large owner families have higher mean levels of edu-,
‘cational attainment than those from nonowner.and small owner families. .

(See Table 1.) ., .

- - - . \

?ablé 1. Mean Educational Attainment of Generation II by Amount
o of Land Owned by Generation I and Number of Siblings®

Amount of Lard Owned by Generation T (hectares)

: o - 0.01- 3.00- .
' Number oNSiblings _None = 2.99 _ 9.99 10+ Total
o * Male Household Heads
00-03 ' } 0.9 1.3 1.0 2.0 1.2 -
: (15)~- (28) (8) - (1)° (u8)
04k-06 o 1.1 1. - 1.7 = 2.2 (1.6
K . o (35)- . (26) - (17) (10) (68) -
£ 07-09 - 1.7 2.7 2.2 2.0 2.2
- (6) {11) 13y (1) (3
10+ 1.5 1.0 2.5 1.7 1.7
o (k) (1) " (2) . (3) - (20)
 Total _ : 1.2 1.6 1.8, = 2.1 . 1.6
, ’ .- (ko) ~ (66) (36) (15) - (15T)-
?emale Household Heads . '
" 00-03 0.0 . 0.0 1.3 3.0 1.2
‘ . (1) (1) () (1) (6)
- 04-06 0.8 - 0.0 . 1.6 : %gg 1.0.
. ~ - (5) (3) (5) 2) (15) .
07-09 : .o 0.8 0.0 3.0 1.0
ST (1) (L) (1) - (1) n
T 10+ . 0.0 - 0.0 - 0.0
’ .o (1) (0) (1) (0) (2)
Total . 0.8 0.k 1.2 2.2 "1.0
(8) (8) (10) . - (b)) (30)
.Spouses - _ : o _ < -
00~03 ‘ 1.9 . 1.9 3.7 2.5 °* 2.2
(2k) (9) . (1) (2) (42)
o4-06 o « 1.6 2.3 2.5 b5 ' 2.1
- ' (17) (16) (8) (2) (43)
X 07-09 - 1.5 - 2.4 2.0 3.0 2.2 .
) A (13) . (1) (8) (6) (3b4)
10+ " 1.8 1.5 3.0 - 2.3
3 o (4) ~(2) (6) (0) (12)
Total 1.7 2.2 2.6 3.2 2.2
(58). - (34) ¥ (29) (10) (131) L

8eneration II refers to the sample families and Generation I their
parents. All respondents for whom there was incomplete information on
the amount of land owned by parents were omitted from this taple.
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are less than L kllometers from Ahe village (eusy walking dlstance) had
attained higher mean edwcationgl levels than those who gre‘ up in "veredas
where farmsteads were located 10 kilometers or more from the village (a
minimum of two hours on horseback one way).
Table 2. Mean Educational Attainment of Generation II by Amount.
of Land Owned by Generation I and Distance Lived From

L4

A _ 7 . the V:Lllagea ' \ - ‘ ~
| K Agegaz_9z_Lggg_9zgsg_snL1azxzsszigg_z_igsszgg;aal'
N S . 0.0~  3.00- .
' Distance from Village® . Nome _ 2.99 9.99 10+ Total |
Male Household Hedds' - - ¢ . . )
.~  Near o 1.7 1.5 2.0 5.0 1.9
S (6) (15) (8) (2) - (31)
Intermediate ' 1.0 . 1.7 1.6 1.6 1.5
! : . (12) .(26) : (12) (5) (52) ‘
Far oot 1.2 1.2 - 1. 2.0 1.
. . " (16)  [(23) - (1) (6) (56) ¥ ‘
Non-Fémequenian 0.8 6.0 ¢ ‘2.6 - 1.5 2,1 - |
‘ - - (6) (2) (5) (2) (15)
* Total . 1.2 1.8 2.1 1.6
. , ’ (ko) (66) (36) (15) (157) -
Female Household Heads ﬂ | " -
Near | A 1.3 © 0.0 0.0  1l.h -
. i~ T (3) (1) (2) . (1) (1) -
. Intermediate . 1.0 F. 1.3 3.3, 1.7 “ \
N ., (@ - (2 (3) (2) (9) ,
. 3 4 0.0 . 0.0 0.6 . 1.0 0.3
: ' (3) (5) (5) : (1) (1)
0.8 0.k . 2.2 1.0 )
(8) (8) (10) : (4) (30).
"+ Rear Y\ 2.3 1.9 4.3 3.5 a0 . ]
: VoL (6)- (12) (5) -- (2) (25) '
' Intermediate " 1.6 3.0 2.6 L.5 2.3 ,
. B - (19) (1) (11) (2) (39) \ ]
. N, Far 1.5 1.8 . 2.1 3.5 2.0
< : - -(2h) (12) (13). . () (53)
‘ Non-Fomequenian . 2.h 2.7 - . 1.0 2.2 =+
: o (9) (3) -(0) (2) (14)
Total 1.7 2.2 2.6 3.2 2.2 .

T (8 (3 (290 - (0 (3) 7
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(Table 2 cbnt.)’/ SN
_ ®Generation II refers to the sample femilies and Generation I their par- .
ents. All respondents for whom there was incomplete information on the ' Ve

amount of land owned by perents were omitted from this table.

‘ ,’PDistance from the village is measured by categorizing the vereda where
the respondents, spent their childhood according to the approximate number

of kilometers from the village. Near equals less than 5 kilometers from -
the village; intermediate, 5 to 9.9; and far, 10 or more. ' ’

CThe total includes one'noﬁ-Fémequenian who had completed»hq formal edu-
cation. . . S ' .

Thus we find that both parental class situation and distance from the .
educational services have important impacts upon levels of educational at-.
tainment. Those living far from the village were particularly disagvantaged
_1n obtaining upper level primary and post-primary training, but originat-
ing from medium or large owner familes lessened this handicap. A basic guide-
line to the minimum economic level needed for those living far from the : ,
village to have funds sufficient to meet educational sts¥seems to be re- -~
sources sufficient to rent or purchase a village home. ‘Given the abundant &

‘labor resources of the nuclear family in highland -communities, this is of- ' .
ten the least expensiyé*manner in which to withstand one of the principal
components of the upper level primary and post-primary.educational costs.

. On the other hand, although parental elass situatign seefns to remain )
a key determinant-of higher educational attainment, close proximity to edu- .
cational facilities can somewhat compensate for the economic/resource handi- L

cap. It &ppeérs that once a certain minimum economic level is achieved

(jomxplace'slightly'abové physical subsistence),living close to the village
e

n replace increments (perhaps of as much as five to ten hectares) in land-
ownership. When resources and proximity are combined we greatly increase
the probability of higher levels of educational attainment. ' v
* Occupational Position - L . e -
_— . - - Ut T o

" Slightly over oné-half of the male Household heads were full-time ag-
ricultural producers.- Another b3 percent devoted part-time to their agri-
cultural production units and part-timeto various secondary occupations,
mostly as, agrieujtural day laborers, fresh produce peddlers, or livestock
traders. Over &0 percent of thesé part-time agricultural producers oper-

“ -

‘ated production unfts less than three hectares in size, The remaining 5 o .
percent were engaged full-time in nonagrigultural production activities .
although members of their family'prqguCeaQ&;ops and livestock for both home

consumption and marketing. \| )
ol ]
Five -of every %even female household heads devoted their time to house-
hold and Yarm duties. Of the other ten, one-half were employed part-time
in the village as ddmestic¢ servants--primarily laundresses—-and the other
one-half worked as fresh produce peddlers or handicraftsmen. Nearly 30
percent of the spouses were engaged part-time ,in the nonfamily labor force.

Most were fresh produce peddlers 'or handicraftsmen’. ,while a few were

v © 39
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"domestics or agricultural aé}x;aborers.; Ong,wes a primary school tegéhe
- and another a midwife and quack doctor.” :° - . . ’ -

~
r

1

. Among male household heads we found the expectéd relationship between
parental'qiass situation and occupational-position, namely, that those whose ,-
parents had been large landowners were most likely to be mgdiumjlapdowners '
in 1966. (See Table 3.) The mean occupational score of male household.
heads from-large owner families was 6.1 (cprresponding to: a.medium owner),
¥hilé those from medium owner famiIies'wath.G'(corresponding to a small .
'9vnsr).l But when,we inspect the mean occupational scores of male house-.

.hhgld heads whose parents are nonowners,.we rind that many have become land-
-owners, in contrast to our expectations. The mean occupational score for
both male househbld heads of nonowner. and small owner families vad 4.2 -
(corresponding to a small. owner, farm manager, or cash renter). -Judgiug
from the fact thet nearly 60 percent of the male household heads from non-
owner families married inpo,nonqwnér families, most dffthe male household
heads from nonowvner families who ere now owners would have acquired their

3

land by purchase.2 ' . - : o

* . bas little effect upon oveyfll occupational *dttaimment.. But there isa |, |
sharp difference in mean fccupational soores between those from lé¥ge owner
families and those from all other parental landownership categbries tor

. all educational groups. That is; perental class.situation was the overrid-
o, ing factor in occubational atteinment. In general termS, to become other
S e than a small owner one needs to have been born into a large’ owner family. .

t\ (See Table L.) ot * e o .

As is apparent from ahuinssection of Table'3, educational attainment

- Based upon the mean agount of 14nd owned by the nuclear family, like
- the male household heads the spoutes have either by inheritance, purchase, .
marriage, or a combination.of these_methqﬂa been able to improve or main-

- tain their ownership position vis-#-vis that of their parents. o
. N ) s .

! i . . . .
7 Ry . .-
. e ! . - .-

-

“

1. Occupations. were ranked on the basis BI three criteria. First, a .
distinction was made between no, partidl,.and full-time hgbor force partici~
pation. The first category (coded 0) ircluded: the mployed, students,
and full-timé family labor force members-~+housewives, family domestics, !
and family farm laborers. . The secord’ category (coded 1) included family
labor force members who were additionelly .employed as little as one dny
per weck ia the nonfamily labor force. .Tﬂbée'whp were members of the non-

' .family labor fdrce were vanked from two to eight on the basis of annual
income (determined hy‘gn';pspection of the range in annual income--income
’ in kind as well as cesh income--for the ‘informants in each. occupational
category together with income figures compiled by the census bureau for
various occupational categor ies) and economic security (amount of ownership
Tof‘productive means). For exact rankings, see Tables A-1l, 2, and 3 in
_“the Appendix. . . o . .

*..'@., One respendent, after serving 27 yedrs ms a service tenant for an
absentee_landowno;, had been given title to 0.6 of an hectare (one fanega-"
R g&). -_-_ ) . . ) . R : ,
. ! a

t -
. . i : -

. - ) ' 0 M : -
- . e e . : :
‘ ) C Y ) 4 - 4 N\v4 ) . .
. . . C . . . )
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: 'Tablg 3.. Mee.n Occupanonal Level of Generatlon II by Amount of
- o N Land Owned bj Generatlon I and Educatlonal Levela '

\ .

~ .0.01- 3.00-

Educationai.Lévei\ B Ndné 1 2.99 ._9.99 -, 10+ : ‘Téﬁal‘
*  ‘Male Household Heads - =~ L e e . |
None L k3 k2 o W3 bs.3 - .5 (SR
- 7 (16) . (a24) - (8), ~ (3) - (51) )
1r2 Primary . - ko - bo ' b6 6.3 L. ,
T o a8y (23y .-(amy . (8 - (66) . .
3-5 Primary . kT k.2 5.0 , 6.0 L5 o '
. e e g () - (3 (39) -
6+ . L - - S 6.0 -~ 6.0
. S {0) (o) . (o) (1) (X)) - o
- Total- -, - k2 k.2 k.6 6.1 b5 -
- ' (ko) -~ (66) " (36) ~ W5) (157) :
i Female Household Heads o ' I I
- None —_ '_ - __°' ’ 1-8 ‘ 040~ T 1.5 6.0 . . 1.1
' ' - () - W - (1) Qamn ‘
1-2 Primary C 1.0- _ -  .0.0 . 6.0 1.k .
. L (3) (o) (k) (1) (8) oy
3-5 Primary . - . ko . 0.0 1.3 1.3 '
I ‘ (o) (1)~ (@ " (2  (Fx
Total , : 1.5 - 0.5 ;0.6 3.2 1.2 ' ‘
R - (8).. - (8) (10). ) (59)
Spouses o - ' _ . : oL ‘
None . - 00 00 . 0.0 0.0 .0
- co 0 f2) (9) «(3) (1) %)
1-2 Primary 0.1 0.5 - 0.h 0.0 . ¢.2
. ' ' -~ (20) = (11) - . (16) (2) - (49)
" 3-5 Primary ~ . °~ ©  0.0.. 0.0 0.0 0.0 - 0.1 -
o oo (15)  (12) (6) (1) o (ko) AN
6+ \ , 0.0 0.0 S2.T . - . 1.0 o
S . ‘ (2) . (2) (k) (o) -~ (8)
Total - B - 0.0 0.1 ' ®»5 . 0.0 0.2 ~
" ' (58) (3b) (29) . (10) (131)
B : — . — o N Y
8Generation II refers to the sample. families and Generation I their
parents. All respondents for whom there was incomplete information on E -

the amount of land owned by parents were omitted from this table.
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Tablé 4. Mean Amount of Land Owned (Hectares) by Generation II®
: by the Amount of Land Owned by Generation I and Number

of Slbllngsb“

: Amourt of. Land Owned by Generation Ig(heﬂtares)

S , - 0.01- 3.00-
Number of Siblings None - 2.99. 9.99 10+ Total
e Male Household Heads e . -
. ' 00-03 , 1.5 - 1.5 4.8 1.3 2.2
- ' . v ‘ (15) - (28) () (1) . (u8)
. . Ou-06 2.2 1.k 2.k 15.8° 3.9 °
S, o - (15) (26) =~ (17) (10) (68)
07-09 . . 1.0 1.3 343 0.6 * 3.3
, - o S (6) ~ [(11) (13) (1) (31)
. 10+ , 0.3 0.6 1.8 8.8 3.2
, 3 SR ] - (k) (1) (2) (3) (10)
L Total ' . 1.6 . 1.4 3,0 12.1 3.2
ot A (ko) . (66) (36) (15).  (157)
- & ' Female Household Heads o, A |
N 4 00-03 0.0 . 0.5 3.3. - 1k.6 Lo .
S - E (1) - (1) o (3)¢ (1) - (6)
ok=06 ¥ A 1.2 1.3 1.9 * 5.5 ° ‘2.5
(5) (3) .(5) . (2) . (15)
. 07-09 . 1.0. 0.7 2.6 2.2 1.7
. ' o (1) () - - (1) (1) (1)
10+ v , - 3.2 - - 1.6
. . ] (1) (0) - (1) (0) (2)
e Total . : 0.9 . 2.5 6.7 2.5
LT - (8) o (8) (10) (4) (30)
Spouses o . ‘
- 00-03 1.8 1.5 10,7 16.0 © 2.8
o . - (24) (9) (7). (2) (u2)
O4-06 * 0:6 1.3 . 6.6 14.5 2.4
. . . : (17) (16)  (8). (2) (43)
- 07-09 : - 1.8 2.3" 2.1 15.2 5.0 ..
e C \\‘ (13) (1) (8) (6) (34).,
104 . . . 1.0 0.0 2.3 - 1.5
- (k) (2) - (6) (o) (12)
Total : : 1.0 1.5 ) 12.6 3.2
' ' T (58) (34) (29)_a - (10) (131)

a'In ell categorles the amount of land owned 1ncluded the entire hold-
ing of a nuclear family. :

PGeneratior II refers to the sample families and Generation I their
parents. All respondents for whom thene was 1ncomp1ete information on .

the amount of land owned by parents were omltted from thls table.
. 1
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Land Tenure : v ' ,‘e : '.‘ : .

About thmee—fourths of the rural families pvnedvscme land: (See Ta-

~ ble 5.) The median amount of land owned was 1.3 hectares. About one-third

Ve

, Amoﬁnt'of

‘of the owners had less than one hectares two-thirds owned less than three
‘hectares; and threé-fourths owned under five hectares--the CIDA mlﬁlmum

to qnallty as a farm capable of productlvely employing the family members

‘Table 5. Distribution of Generation 1T by Amount of Land Owned
and Tenure of Land 0perated

Tenure of Land Operated

-

Land Owned Non- f Part- O\mer- ' -
(hectares) Owners . Owners Operator Landlords - To¥el
None ' 55 N - o 55
Less than one - ' 33 oo1n T3 . b7
1.00 to 2.99 - .22 20 . L L6
3.00 to 9.99 - 7 -15 . . 19 k1
Ten or more - - ; 12 15

Total : 55 62 - k9 38 204

i

. (_ ¢ / v : .Y-

o

Accord;ngly, one~hal§>of the sampled owners and the one-fourth ofnthe
household heads who were nonowners operated land as tenants. In fact more
land was tenant-aperated than- was owner-operated. And compared to the amount
of land owned the median. amount of land operated per household was 2.6 hec-
tares, still below the CIDA standard of five hectares. Since the amgunt

- of land owned was positively related to age, a substantlal portlon of young

household heads were tenants.3

Given the historlcalfiand tedEre patterns and th:s;arge number of vil-

" lage families owning rurdl land, it is not surprising to find that nonown- -

ers secure land for production and part-time owners expand their- meager
holdings principally through sharecropping and service tenaﬂéy arrangements.

" (See Table 6.) These seemingly simple arrangements become quite complex

wvhen a famlly uses several tenancy forms to secure enough land to. sustain

‘themselves. The most frequent co 1nat10n of tenancy forms is service ten-~
- ancy and sharecrbpplng . : .

The 25 percent. of the household heads who owned all the 1and they op-

. erated in ‘general had small wnits. Slxtybthree percent of owner-operated

units were under three hectares and only three were ten hectares or . more;
the average size was four hectares. Ownér-operators included two distinct

.

3. The average amount of land owned by male household heads 25-34 years
was 0.77 hectares,compared with 3.83" hectares for the: 55-64 year old male
household heads.  Tenant-operated land increased the average size of the
production unit to 3.49 and 5.4l hectares, respectively.

43
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Table 6. Distribution of Generation II Tenants and Landlords * = ! |
¢ by Princ;pal Type of Tenancy Arrangement
s ‘ L - Tenure of Land Operated S
‘Principal ‘Type of , ~ Nom=- Part- ' ‘ ” |
Tenancy Arrang;_ent _Owners Owners ° Landlords Total
Family sharecropp1ng ' 21 1 £ 4 5 33
- Nonfamily sharecropplng* ' 6 3T 21 . 64 oo
. Cash rent , L 12 3 19 - o
Service tenancy 24 , 6 9 39 :
. ’ N 8 - . X hd
Total . 55 62 38 155 - .
S\ ' :

I — —7

#o

groups--older household heads who reduced their production units by ceas-
1ng -to enter sharecropp1ng arrangements and younger household heads who
operated larger commerc1a1 units.. . o
One-fifth of the household heads hublet" land primarily under servgce )
tenancy or sharecropp1ng agreements.- ost of these rural landlords were
not exceedingly large landowners-~the average amount of land owned was 12 ¥ -
hectares of which an Ayerage of 8 hectares were sublet-+but their holdlpgs
were generally fragmented into several parcels separated by considerable
o 'd1stance. A fairly typical arrangement was crop production in the temper-
" ate climate zone under sharecrogp1ng agreements end cattle productlon by
- service’ tenants in the cold cllmatejhone.

Farm and Fami;y Income

G1ven the high incidence of tenancy and the substandard size of the
B productlon units, it is not surprising to find that 83 percent of the ru-
ral sampie families had .some nonfarm income. In 17 percent of the cases,
the nonfarm incpmé exceeded the net cash and kind farm income. The mean
nonfarm casit income was US$133; the median was US$65. Excluding the large
production units, the mean did not vary much with the size of productlon
unit. Smaller producers tended to receive their nonfarm incomes in the
form of wages and salaries supplemented by earn1ngs from handicrafts and
peddling, while tHe principal sources of nonfarm 1ncome for 1arger produc- °
ers vere rents, 1nterest, and self-employment.
P
. Analysis of total ann farm and family income (i.e., net cash and- N
) kind farm income plus nonfarm 1ncome) shows that 18 out of every loqafaml-
lies sampled earned less than- the going agricultural wage "in the municipio
calculated on an annual basis (15 Colombian pesos per day, 5 days per week,. e
52 weeks per year, or US$230). Another.29 familiés earned more than the .
going agricultural wage,but below the minimum wage for semi-skilled and
" wmnskilled nonagriculturgl laborers in the area--15 to 24 pesos per day,
. or a maximum of US$383. Twenty-seven families earned within the semi-skilled .
- and 'unskilled nonagricultural laborer range (25 to 39 Colombian pesos per :
dey--US$383 to $613) and 18 within the skilled nonagricultural laborer range
~ {%0 to 79 pesos per day--US$61h to $1, 226) Only 8 of every 100 sampled

-
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fa.mlles had annua.l farm and fa.mly incomes’ above the mmmum wage of ur-~
ban white’ colla.r ‘employees--80 pesos per day or Us$1,227 and over. . .

There is a direct relatlonahlp between both amount of land owned -and
operated and annual ferm and family in Nearly a.ll of the, fa.m:l.lles
earning below the minimum nonagnculturﬁewage level wére. small owners or
nonowners, while 70 percent of those with incomé exceeding the urban whlte .y
collar minimum were landlords. 'J.‘wo-thlrds of the smnll operators ea.rned
less than the minimum nonagncultural woge while two-thirds of the large
operators earned above the minimum white collar vage. L:Lkew:.se, mean and
medium farm and family income varies dlrectlx with size of the production

~unit and the r ordered tenure categories. (Seé& Table 7.) The mean

. farm and family income for nonowners was.US$2T6 compared with Us$1,080 for
the landlords, and US$345 for small operators compa.red with US$1,186 for
large operators. The most striking difference, however, is the mean annual

farm and family 1nco e, of US$259 for nonowner, ma.ll operators compa.red
with US$1,538 for lan ord, large operators. . _ _ /

Table 7. Median and Mean Net Farm and Fanu.lj Income ($ U.S. )"-
for Male- and Female-Headed Households by Amount of
5 Land Operated and 'I'_enu_re of Land Operated ’

Tenure of Land Operated

Amount of land.’ -
Operated (hec- Non- Part-

“#tares) ‘ Oi.mer Owner___ Owner __- lendloxrd = ~Total  , |
M X M x M x M° x. M X
0.01-2.99 . . .
Male 278 282 325 375 372 396 500 691
Female, 127 159 304 39 olz 2k k20 k20 :
Total 268 259 317 318 331 35 500 302 345
3.00-9.99 S v ¥
Male 25T 289 sSib 593 580 615 731 - 939 .
Female 448 L4B koh Wk  S5T1  ST2 563 60
.\ Jotal 265 311 507 587 580 603 < 623 856 518 = 596
10+ : C.Te T
Male 355 -321 474 588 1,617 1,340 ‘1,367 1,570 ' ,
Female ° - e = =- - - 1,098 1,098 )
Total . 355 321 M7k 588 1,617 1,3b0 1,231 1,538 1 ,098 1,186
Totl 268 276 11T 87 MM kg2 926 1,080  L40B  5ML

‘Farm and family income refers to the net cash and \/k:iﬁd farin income plus
. nonfarm income earned by family members in 1966.

- . , |
4. The same direct relat:mnahlp between income, alze, and tenure exists
vhen one takes family slze into account and when one standardizes for fa.mly.
size and age of family members 3 ) :

Dy
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In sun, most rural Fomequenlan household heads enter into contractual
agreements with either rural or village landlords to secure land or expand
their operations. In the mdjority of cases, however, the surpluses vhich
remnln after pdyment of rents and tributes are not sufficient to suspain w <
their relatively large families. Accordingly, they snd/or their wives and
children pursue nonfarm employment to supplement their farm earnings. But
because of their limited education, employment possibilities are restrlcted
to petty commerce, personal service, and agricultural day, 1abor.- still,

" the combined farm and family 1ncomes are barely suff1c1enb to cover subs1s-
tence needs of the family. : .

-On the other hand, a small minority of the rural household hreads aré
children from ldrge landowning families who now own family-size farms whlch .
they operate entirely themselves or g1ve out partially to tenants. In ei- o
ther case, their farm 1ncomes are substantially greater than those of the

" majority group and often above ‘those of full-time nonagr1cultural laborers.

In addition, many also’ engage 1n such ndﬁfarm employment as weekend busi-
nesses and livestock tradlng.

. Ed » . ° L
\( | . v
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» ) | a . . /

CHAPTER VII

EDUCATIONAL- AND OCCUPATIONALATTAINMENT OF

Ly * GENERATION II SIBLING : : .
- | _ v : | .
So far we have only dealt with rurel-bory living in their place of #

‘birth. Given the poss1b111ty of selective mlgrat1on, it may be that the
underemploymént. reported in the previous analysis is very d13t1nct from

the occupational picture for the larger category. To address thé occupa-~
tional attaimment of the rural-born population, we examine date from the .
Fomeque-borﬂ s1bl1ngs of the household heads and their spouses (Generation -
. IT siblings)l and, in thé following chapter, the children of thg\fgp111es

_in the rural sample (Generax1on III) .

Educational Attainment o

Wh1le the median educational attalnment was also two years, the mcan
number of years of education completed by the male and female siblings was
slightly higher than that of the household heads and their spouses. Con—
sistent with the expansion of primary education in the veredas as wel ’ ;
the v111age, the proportion~tompleting three or more years ry tra!n- ",
ing is markedly greater among the younger age group. However, the meager

increment in younger males and fcmales studying in the secondary curriculum e
¢ o .

-

-
Lo :

1. In this chapter wé use deta from the 1 316 sixteen—year-and-older .
Fémeque-born siblings of‘the household heads and spouses who were still

alive at the end of 1967 ' . . ‘ "
¢ ! : ) '




. ndhboarding secondary school students in the village and if one considers

&received post-primary education primarily a few years "of yocational or sec-

. Number of Siblings _ _ Nome___ 2.99 9.99 N 10+ Total
Males - 35 years . ' '
00-03 . 1.0 ., 0.6 - - 1.4
T | (L) (5) (0) (o) - .(9)
\ok-06 \3 _ 1.6 2.1 2.9 7.3 2.k
: : - (10) (21) . (15) - . (L) (56)
~ 07-09" 1.8 3.3 2.1 6.4 2.8 o
' o - 4 (30) (36) . (25) (1) €98) SR
10+ . 3.3 3-8 " 3.0 3.? s 33
o - ' - (11) (8) (13) (3 (35) (
Total W - 2.0 2.7 2.5 - 5.9 2.7 - |
(s5) . (76) (53)  » (1b) (198)
Males - 35+ years - A ) ’ ’ ' .
00-03 1.4 2.3 Y 1.3 2.5 "1.8 | .
_ (19) (20)  (9) (5) - (53) '
0L-06 . 0.8 . 1.5 - 1.7 3.7 1.6
: (47) (58) (58) (2u) . (187).
07-09 ° 1.7 . 1.7 . 2.0 2.7 1.9 .
- (2s) ©  (20) (37) (9) (90) :
10+ : 1.6 }%.6 3.5 3.3. 2.7
//' (9) T) (15) (9) (k0)
Total / 1.2 1.7 2.0 3.h 1.8

B | S | v}

® L3

has not been'Eommensurate with the increase.in positions for boarding and

more than two years of primary training necessary for functional literacy
in a modernizing society, two-thirds of the male and female sibs would not
qualify. ’ Five and 6 percent of the male and female sibs, respectively had

ondary training in tde local schools. Twenty-three were secondary/mormal
graduates, two had completed some professiona® training, and two were uni-
.versity graduates with law degrees. : '
As we found among the household neads and spouses, the mean educatjonal - ¢
* level of Generation II siblings is directly related to the amount of land
owried by Generation I. Particularly among the younger sibs, the mean edu-
cational level of those from large owner familiés is markedly higher than
that of those from nonowner, small or medium owner families. . (See Table:
8.) While mean educational levels for children from nonowner, small,and,
'medium owner families are higher among the younger Bge group, the megnitude
of difference is quite pronounced for those from large owner families. ya
Thus, not only were children of large owner families more likely to receive/
higher levels of education than their peers from families with smaller land~
noldings, but it appears that in more recent years there is a greater ten-
dency to complete some post-primary schooling.
) ~ , v

»

o

3 ’

‘Table 8. Mean Educational Attainment of Generation I Siblings
: by Amount qf Land Owned by Generation I and Number of
o - - Siblings® : .

‘

-

Amount of Lond Owned by Generation f;ihéctaregl 1
‘ 0.01- ° 3.00- &

(99) + (105)° (119) (1)  (370)

47 oo




g_@bér . of Siblings ___ None 2.99 9.99 10+ Botal l
Females - 35 years 5 o ’ )
00-03 | 2.2 2.1 - 2.2
: ‘ (12).  .(T) (o) (0) (19)
0k4-06 2.5 2.7 2.1 7.0 2.9
: | (19) (21) ¥ (7). (6) . (53) |
© 07-09 . 1.9 2.9 2.5 8.8 2.8 :
. (35) (32) (26) (&) . (97)
10+ - 2.4 2.9 5.0 9.0 3.9
-(8) (10) (15) (1) (34)
Total : 2.2 2.8 3.2, 7.8 3.0
_ ' . (T4) (70) (x8)" - (11) (203)
. Females - 35+ years ‘ ’
00-03 T —2d. 1.0 2.8  .0.0 1.2 . ‘
' ot (26) '(17)”* 8y (1) (52) ‘
0L-06 1.5 1.7 1.5 4.3 - 1.8 B
' (37) (s) © (¥3)  (19) (153)
*07-09 2.2 2.2 V1.6 3.9 2.1
(30) (31) (43) ° (10) ,  (11k)
10+ - . 1.8 1.7 3.0 - 2.0 . 2.2
(13) (25) “(2a1) - (3) (62)

(Table 8 cont.) -3

Amount _of Land Owned by Generation I (hectares)

0.01-  3.00-

Total 1.6 1.7 1.9 3.8 1.9

8Generation II siblings refers to the Fdmequg-born siblings of the
sample household heads and their spouses. ~All respondents for whom there
was ¥ncomp1ete 1nf:6matlon on the emount of land owned by Generation I
vere omltted from is table. -

— ——— _— e e = e e m—

|

—

Slbllngs who.grew up in veredas located nearer the v1llage had, 11ke
the household heads and spouses, attained higher mean .educational levels
' than those who grew up in veredas ten kilometers or more from the village.
An inspection of the mean educational level when controlling for parental -~
class situation, location of farmstead, age, and sex suggests that distance
. from the village may be decreasing in importance among the younger age group.
As we discovered among the household heads and spouses, however, proximity
to the educatipgal services of the village can somewhat compensate for lim-
;ited land resourci

Migration

- One-fourth of both male and female sibs'wére living outside the muni-
cipio, principally in urban centers of 100,000 or more. However, the place
of settlement for male and female sibs differed in two important ways. The

-«
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" male migrants were more likely to have settled in other rural areas, vil-,
lages, and small towns and in a greater variety of large urban centers. °
Seventy-five percent of the femalie migrants,had‘gone/tﬂ\;arge urban centers,

> ”»
ohiaf®l> Bogota.

The Process. Employﬁent 6pportunity was the most frequently reported
reason for migreting, accounting fof nearly 85 percent of the migrants.
Among the remainder, most of the male rural-rural migrants left to seek
adventure on the frontier and most of the rural-urban migrants to pursue
secondary or theological studies. Most of the male migrants- left alone,
with their family of orientation or their family of procreation in that
order. The femsle migrants, on the other hand, more frequently left with
their family of procreatiorn, alone or yith their famlly of orientation.
- The one~fifth or so of both sexes who left with employers went ‘to work for
former Fémequehien families as domestics or service tenants.
L : 3
Nearly tEree-fourths of the migrants left before reaching 30 years

©f age. Most of the migrants had left Fomeque in the 1950s and 1960s.

The ea¥lier male migrants were more likely to have gone to rural areas than- ’
later male migrants. For males, the median period of residemcy in their °
present location was 12 years for the rural-rural migrants and 10 years
for the rural-urban migrants. '

“ThHe Selectivity. As can be seen from Tably 9, the percentage of Gen-
eration II males migrating to other areas is inversely related to parental
class situation. Nearly one-third of the sons from nonowner families had
migrated, but only one-fifth on the sons from large owner families had left
the municipio. Sons from landless and small owner families were more likely
to have gone to rurel areas, while those from medium and large landowning
femilies were overvhelmingly urban migrants. ST

-

Table 9. Percent of Gémeration II Living Outsidé the Municipio
in 1966 by Selected Characteristics® .

Number Living Percent

: . Total Outside Mpo. Leaving

Selected Characteristics . *Number . in 1966 Fémeque .
.. ..N=829 N = 222 i '

Male . ' .
Ahoj of Land Owmed by, . - —

Ceneration I (hectgres)b

None L 19k - - 61 7’ 31
©0.01-2.99 a7 58 . 24

3.00-9.99 © 208 51 25
=10 or more | 76 . 715 : 20
Number of Siblings - .

0 to 3 ' 119 '. 22 18

b to & 350 k 87 25

T to9 : 275 80 . 29

.10 or more 85 . © 33 ' 39
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jibble 9 ‘cont.) .
) : St Number Living Percent
' - Selected Characteristics Total Outside Mpo. = Leaving
. Humber in 1966 y Fémeque_
Males ‘ . -
Education in 1966 = ’
E None . 234 56 24
i . Primary 1-2 326 99 30
‘ §rimary‘ 3-5 235 52 22
ost-primary 34, 15 Ly
Vocational® . : (7 (2): (29)
Some secondary (12) (6) (50)
Secondary graduate (12) (L) (33)
Some university . (1) (1) (100)
University graduate .’ (2) v (2) " (100)
Females -7 . " =C¢LlB T W= At - =
Amount of Land Owned by '
Generation I (hectares)®
) None 246 10 28
0.01-2.99 239 _66;_ 28
3.00~9.99" 198 39 ¢ 20
10 or more 58 17 - - 29
Number of Siblings - '
“Dto3 T 134 30 22
4 to 6 . 301 76 - 25
T to 9 ‘ 303 80. . 26
10 or .more 110 3l 28
Education in 1966 ’
None 210 58 - 28
Primary 1-2 340 84 25
Primary 3-S5 Qil 58 23
Post-primary T . 17 . 36
- Vocational® o (21) (3) (14)
Some secondary - (13) (8) (62)
Secondary graduate ' . (12) (5) . ; (L2)
Some university .— ’ .
(religious) (1) (1) (100)

8Generation II siblings refers to the Fémeque-bdrn stblings of the

sample household heads and’their spouses.

Y

baA11 respondents for whom there was incomplete information on the

amount of land owned by p%zsfgg/w

ere omitted from this part of the table.

CIncludes persons who have completed the final year of primary-and/or
one or two additional years of training in the local vocational schools.

(v |
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Unlike their male 31b11ngs, there is no inverse relatlonshlp between '
thé%percent of Generation II females migrating and amount of land owned
by parents. Except for daughters of medium owners, the percent migrating

- varied slightly with the size of parents' landholding. Regardless of the

amount of land oyhed by parents, daughters-went mostly to large urban cen- .

- ters.

The proportion of Generation II meles’leaving the municipio was directly
related to family size. Nearly two-fifths of the males from very lerge
families were migrants, while less than one-fifth of the males from small
families were .residing outside the municipio. However, there was not much

variation: by ggml e in the percent of Generation II females mlgratlns-'\
ryu!ir

Daughters from ve ge families were only slightly more likely to have
migrated than daughters from small, medium, or large families. One<half
of the females were not responsible for the decision to migrate, a pattern
that could easily have produced this very distinctiye trend. We find essen-
tially the sare pattern among females who left alone or with frlends and *
employers, however. . L

Since females usually marry at an early age end are not encouraged to
seek nonfamily labor force positions, it may be that marriage or its pros-
pects substantlally alter family conditions which affect migration among .
males as well as any push to seek employment. Using the 129 matchable house-

hold heads and spouses as an indicator and comparing the amount of land
owned by parents of each, we find that, daughters of nonowners are more llkely

to marry into landowning families than are sons of nonowners. If the gsamé
pattern holds among Generation II female sibs, it would seem that conditions
in Generation I families are of lesser relative 1mportance to migration
decisions for females than for males. .

L]

Although they were few in absolute terms, & greateriproportion of males
with post-primary education had migrated thag those from any other educa-’
tional level. - Among -the primery-educated and thps® with no formal train-.
ing, there were no outstanding differences in thé propdrtions leaving the
area. Migrants with no education were essentially equally distributed be-,
tween the rural and urban areas, but those with education beyond the pri-
mary level were without exception residing in urban areas. In contrast *
to the males, the magnitude of,difference in the proportion of female pOotr
primary and unschooled who were migrants was much reduced. The primery
school educateéd femnles showed essentially no difference in their propen-
sity to migrate. Even though the greatest proportion of the unschooled
migrated to urban areas, all migrants with post-primary education had gone
to urban centers. '

There is & reversal in the relative mean educational level of male

‘migrants and nonmigrants vhen we control for . Older migrants had et-

tained a mean educational level of 2.2 years, c mpared to 1.7 for the 60
percent who had never resided outside the municipio and the 15 percent who
had returned.2 But while the mean educational level increases for both

2. About one-fifth of the return migrants had left the municipio to
fulrill military service obligations, while the remainder had been (cont.)

o1
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. groups of younger males, the nonmigrants had achieved a mean level 0;45.8 :

- years and the migrants, 2.4. The concurrence of an increased demand for
primary education in the rural areas and the inauguration of normal school
facilities in the village stimulated local youth, =2specially frém large _
" owner families, to fill the newly created primary school teaching positions
upon completion of their 'studies in the local normal school. And even though
they are a small proportion of this age group, there is the additional ef- .
fect of an increased proportion of the under-20-year-old age group attend-
ing village post-primary educational facilities.and migrating either before
or after completion. ' L . : 3 / '

» There is no difference in mean educational attainment among younger
female migrants qndqponmigrants,3 and the difference amon& those in_the-
older age_‘geup is less than that of their male siblings. Again, the brev=
ity of thehigh demand period in the municipio for Fémequenians who had
- received lower level professional training appears to account for the find-
ing. lmen the sparse number of teaching and governmental bureaucratic po-

sitions are filled, a greater preportion of the increasing number of. post-_

primary trained people will undoubtedly leave in search of positions com- ',:ﬁ
mensurate with their training. . , ' " s

-

* Oeccupational Position

Y

Generation II male¢Sibklings had attained higher mean occupational scores

- it they were more educated and if they had been born .to large owner rather
than nonowner families. (See Table 10.) The combination of post-primary

/education and medium %f large parental landownership resulted in the highest

S

employed as farm laborers, servife. ‘tenants, or sharecroppers in the.Liénosngy{f'T;{’

Orienteles or the coffee zone; percent had been-pursuing secondary or .

university studies. ' : SR e
3. This includes the two-thirds who had never lived outside/;he muni-

cipio and the 9 percent who returned after living in other places for &

few years. One-half had returned from Bogotd and the remainder from eest-

ern Cundinamarce and the Llanos Orientalés. Nearly all of thoSe who entered

the nonfamily.labor force had been employed as domestic servants. C-

4. Occupations were ranked on the basis of thrée criteria. First, a
distinction was made between no, partial, and full-time labor force partici~
pation. The first category (coded 0) included: the unemployed, students,
and full-time family labor force memberg~~housevives, family ‘domestics,
and family farm laborers. The second category (coded 1) included family :.
labor force members who were additionally employed as. little as one. day
per week ip the nonfamily labor force. Those who were members of the non-
family labor force were ranked from two to eight gn the basis of annual
income (determined by an inspection of the range in annual income--income '
in kind as well as cash incoge--for the informants in each occupetional
category together with income figures compiled by the census bureau for
. various occupational categories) and economic security (amount of ownership

"of productive means). For exact rankings, see Tables A-1, 2, and 3 in the

Appendix.
02
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Table 10. Mean Occupational Level of Generation II Slbllngs by
Amount of Lend Owned by Generation I, Migration

- | Status, and Educatlonal Levela o 5f'_,
. Amount of .Land Owned by Generation 1 (nectares)
. ~ -
* Educational Level : . - 0.01- - 3.00- ° : .
‘of Generatiom'II  ~ . None 2.99 ~9.99 10+ - Total
o j NQnmigrﬁnt Males -~ 35 years ‘ T _' ‘ :
- °.  Primary . B 3.2 3.1 8.3 L.5 3.3
' | . (o) (sm (33 (8) 7 (130)
Post-primary 0.0t \ - .7 5.0 . 8.0 4.3
(2) \(0) / () () (10)
Total 3.0 3.1 3.5 . 5.7 3. .
_ . (32) -~ (57) (39) (12) {1k0)
Migrént-Males - 35 yeéré ' A : 5
. AN _ ) -,
Primary - : 2.h . h.2- .- h.2 . 5.0 3.5
™ " (23) - (18) (a3) - (1) (55)
* Post-primary ° - 0.0 7.0 8.0 k.0
' (0) =~ (1) /< (1) Co(1) o (3)
~ Total _ 2.4 L, - b3 . 6.5 3.6 .
| en @ Cd @ e
Wonmigrant Males - 35+ years ‘ _ , . ‘
Primary - : 3.9 3.8 4.6 5.6 k.3
. (60) (66) - (80) (32)  (238)
Post-primary . 40 - 5.5 5.0 5.0
: (1) (o) (2) (2) (5)
Total 3.9 3.8 L.7 . 5.6 4.3
. _ (61) (66) (82) (34) (2u3) v
» ! . [ .
Migrant Males - 35+ years. ' _ . \\\\ " :
Primary ' : 2.8 s 3.2 k.0 k.9 " 3.5
: : (37) (37)  (3W) (11)  (119) oo .
Post-primary 8.0 7.5 T.T 7.5 7.6 K T
S, (@ (3 (2) - (8) '
Total 2.9 3.b 4.3 5.2 3.7
(38): (39)\ (31) . (13) (127)‘
Nonmigrant Females - 35 years y . ! p
Primary. - O 7% R 2N 2.5  ,0.b
(3) - (b8) (37) (2) o (130)
" Post-primary 0.0 ‘5.0 % 0.0P 2.7 28
L (1) (1) ' (3) (6) (11)
Total 0.4 - 0.2 - 0.7 2.6 0.6
. (k) (49) _ (bo) (8) . (1k1)
.0 ";‘ o ’ , -
. 23
N . (f
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. (Table 10 cont.) uff. ' ' o . oS
) i . o Aghthf of Land.ggﬁgd bi,Qeneragion I (ﬁectarggl ‘ B
" Educational Level ©QuOl-  D8.00- g f o
| OQ»Generation'II » _None 2.99 - 9.99 10+ yTot'al. .
Migrant Females - 35 years ‘ SR . ‘ i f '
Primary = . .19 . 1.0 33 . 50 1.8 N
o, (29) (20) r(TL- (x)y (N . -7
. Post-primary - 0.0 - 2.0 - g.0o - 8.0 k.2 . oL
- R . 1 (1) (1) (v @ )y f
‘Total , 1.8 . 1.0 . s - T.0 2.1 . <7
, , (30) #(21)‘ .(8) (3) (62) . :
Normigrant Females - 35+ years | . ' S
Primary ' 0.6 - . 0.3 \\”O;S 0.4  .0.5
o . (65) . (79) (82  (16) - (2u2) .
Post-primary 0.0 5483, 2.5 1.0 - 2.7 - : -
' (1) - (3) _(2) (3) (9 .
Total _ 0.6 0.5 .-0.5 0.5 0.5
’ o (66)  (82) (852, - (19)  (23) - .
Migrant Fgmales - 35+ yehnb ; L ‘ ‘ ) ,
T Primary . 1.6 0.7 2.0 3.8 ‘1.5
- , (38) . (45)  (29)  (9) . (121)
POBt-primr’y 8 . 0 .t - _' ' S . o . ! l*_0‘6 5 . h
L (2) “’(0) . (2) - (5) (9)
Total - 2.0 0.7 F 2.2 b.1 1.8 iy
. - | ' . (k0)  %(L5) . (31) - (1b) (130) -, °

' h ' . . I _
"EQeneration II siblings ééter to the Fémeque~born siblings'of the
sample household heads and their spoures. :

v bMost members of these cells are students. "
_ S . , ,ﬂNibhﬁx "
_mean occupational scores. Post-primary training can increase the mean

. . occupdtional score of children from any ownership group, however..:These
. .._hdles are overwhelmingly menbers of the small owner and manuhl ldbor oc-~
cupatijons who the more advanced their age are more .likely to have become
petty ownekg of either agricultural or commercial estdblishments. A com- o
parison of the mean qgcupational scores of male migrants and nonmigrants
indicates higher scores for migrahts among .the younger age group. lowever,
¥ the older nefiiffigrants had attained the highest mean occupational score . .-
of any age migration group. This reflects the tendeney for owners, to T

‘bé older. (See Table 10.) s~

. v : . @

" +A greater ‘proportion of the sons of nonowners, small, and medium own-

ers who had migtated to rura}’ areas (compared to norfigrants) had become ,

landowners. But,.most of the landowners vere 45 years and older who had
left prior to 1950 and were under 25 years when they migrated. The more ,
- . recent rural-rural migrants were employed primarily as tesants, managers, o

54 SR
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,f ' . ®r farm laborers. ‘Aﬁd 15 percent were members of the seasonal migrant ag-
ricuktural labor force and "work'in vhat they can find" ("trabaja en lo .
que puedan") the remainder of the time. g ' T

. " - Nearly 7 of every 10 rural-urban migrants held blue collar positions.

. % Two of these T were craftsmen in small-scale construction projects (masons

/’ and-painters, primaridy) -y semi-skilled workers employed in small indus-
trial eoncerns. In'many cakes-the contractors and industrial owners were

; former Fémequenians who established contaet with theirlworkérs'through'

S kinship or pseudo-kinship petworks. Another two &ere employed in protec-
L tive service (policemen and vatchmen) or personal service (butchers, bak-
. ers, barbers, cooks) positions. Again the establishments.in which-these .
migrants worked were with few exceptions owned by former Fomequenians. ‘
One each were employed as chauffeurs of public transport vehicles; petiy LT

merchants or’ peddlers; and freight loaders, street sweepers, and road - ' ,
repairmen. - = o - : ‘ ‘ g

-

L

" . lower level governmental, community, and businéss_sérvicg\ibsit ons

L . employed another 1 of every 10. Most were clerical workers in agenciges

a of the state and federal government or in banks and private compenigs.. |
The others Were primary school teachers, members of religious orders, or
smell-scale lawyers. Two had reportedly earned law degrees attending night
classes. ' : ' T -

. : The remaining 2 of ‘every 10 had no identifiablle stable emplgyment.
. . Oneé’ was occasionally employed in manual labor. Jobs (e.g., "alla anda tra-
© 7 bajando en lo que encuentre") or was seeking work (e.g., "tenia tal pues-’
‘to, pero ahora vive con-su tia,” o mi hermeno, etc.). : ‘ ' f
_ The nommigrant males were primarily agricultural producers. Sixty -
percent of those engaged in agricultural pursuits owned at least part of

" their production unit while another 30 percent were service tenants. But.

' nearly three-fourths of those reporting ownership held less than three hec-
tares. A greater proportion of the small and medium owners are older; sons
of large owners are likely to become at least medium owners. - There are,

. however, two occupational patterns for sons of large owﬂs;:. A smell num-
ber have attained post=-primary educations and entered pr2mary teaching or
the: priesthood. The primary educated sons are family service tenants manag-
-ing agricultural enterprises with their fathers, small owners, or petty
merchants. “- S e v :

Migrant females were more likely to have been.employed in the nonfamily
labor force than nonmigrant femdles. Slightly over one-half of the migrants
'+ 'weére employed in nonhousehold activities. Slightly over one-third of the »
‘e o female migrants in nonfamily labor force positions worked as domestics while
.+ an additional one-fourth performed other personal services . (wAitresses,
. " prostitutes, laundresses, cooks, etc.). One-fourth were Detty merchants
. ' or peddlers and one-sixth clerical workers, nuns, Or primary school teach-
ers. Among the nonmigrant females, two-thirds were full-time housewives - _ ‘
vhile another one-fifth wére employed in the family ldbor force as domes-. .
" tics. These igéldded unmarried, mentally and/or physically handicapped )
females who live primarily with siblings and help with houséhold and farm . |
chores in return .for room and board, and single females living with parents Co
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.. and therefore not in conplete charge .of household respdnsibilities.‘ Non-

L4

,migrant females employed?in the nonfamily labor force are primarily domes-
- tics; 10 are petty merchantéJand peddlers and 5 are primary school teach-
. ers. - . : : : ‘

In general, then, our data show occupational attainment of .the rural-
born as’ low--there is much Seasonal'unemploymcnt and underemployment. Only
4 .of every 100 males and'5 of every 100 Generation II sibling females have
campleted any post-primary education. Those who have attained post-primary
education are primarily sons and daughters of Generation I large owners ‘
or small owners and nonowners living in veredas’bordering the village.

In increasing proportions, the small number of post-primary educated Fome-
quenians join the rural-urban (especially, large urban) migration stream
and enter low level white collar and professional positions--ysually as /
clgrksvor primary teachers in either the public or private religious enti~
ties, A couple of these rural-urban migrants combined work with night study
to earn professional degrees and enter law practice. . '
3 _ - g o
N But two-thirds of the Generation II sibling males had not attained
functional literacy. And regardless of mowement to other rural or urban
arigs those males were engaged; at least most of the time, in petty commerce
or Mondomestic service or were entrepreneurs of petty agricultural or craft -
enterprises. : . - ' )

In numerical terms, certainly no more than S5 to 8 percent of the Gen-
eration II male siblings had attained a reasonably secure and remunerative

' occupational position. And while another 15 to 20 percent may be engaged

4n ‘occupations with incomes sufficient to most minimal family needs (with

or -wvithout a second.breadwinner in the family unit), the nature of the shifts '
in the labor market call into question the long-tgrm sécurity of such oc-
‘cupations. Accordingly, it is risky to maintain that in the long run thesd
positions‘are "better" than the position ot petty agricultural owner. Of -
“course, the 25 to 30 percent who are cash or kind laborers in any sector .

can claim neither an economic&ily1revarding.nor secure present or future
“occupational position. . : I s

s . . ' ﬂv

CHAPTER VIII
. EDUCATIONAL AND OCCUPATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF GENERATION III
* Data from the 12 year and older children (Generation III)™ of the sam-
ple household heads and spouses (Generation II) seem to support the S

-

. 1. Twelve years was selected as the cutting point because it corresponds
‘to the vhen Colombian children usually enter sécondary school. (Colom-

bian primary schools require five yeors of training which one usually enters -

at age seven.) In practice, most rural Fomequenian children enter at (cent.)

J
(o : =

/D’




- .v | ‘ o 51- d ‘

b -

prediction-bf: 1) limited entry into economically remunerative and segure .
positiohs, and 2) parental class situation as an important determinant of
offspring educational, migrational, and occupatiqnal”characteristics.

” -

Educational Atﬁainment

¢ .
Increased availability of primary education in the rural areas and !
secondary education in the villagé;had upgraded educational attainment so
that 60 of every 100 were functionally literate, This represents a doubl-~
ing of the functionally literate population from one generation to another. .
Moreover, most sons had attained more-educational training than their fa- , .
thers, and most daughters than their mothers--the.more highly gducated of NN
Generation II. Still most rural youth received two or three years of pri-
mary education. Only 9 of every 100 males and 16 of every 100 females had .
completed post>primary training. ‘ 5 ‘
In a system that has limited public sééondary educational facilities
and offers few scholarships, rural youth from families with greater income- .
earning opportunities were most likely to receive more education.2 Offspring
of large owner- families3 tended to have superior levels of education (see , _
Table 11) except for ‘three sons of a‘landless veredal leader who received ‘
‘tuition scholarships and other assistance. through the local priest and the +
daughter of a nonowner who entered a‘religious order. Likevise, offspring'
of large producer ‘families had received more education. (See Table 12.)
However, large producers were most frequently medium or large owners since
‘tenancy arrangements usually served only to give sufficient, land to place .
a family in the next closest lanfl category. Therefore, except among the SR
few nonowners and small owners who operated qegjﬁm end large pnits, tenancy -
arrangements did not sufficiently improve income earning opportunities so
as to alter educational opportunities for their children. In sum, the amount
of land owned is generally the best measure of income earning opportunities,
the few families who can obtain medium or large production units under, ten- . .
ancy arrangements seem to be able to compensate for ownership ‘to some ex-
tent. But, large ownership and medium and high incomes (see Table 13) were
the factors that distinguished primary educated from post-primary educated
children. . ' Co :
( | : » _ s o )

a later age. Of the 637 children 12 years and .older, 593 were included in' ° .

the analysis. Seven males and 8 females were omitted because of physical .

and mental abnormalities., In addition, 16 males and 13 females who were e
born outside the munieipio of Fdmeque were dropped from the analysis. Nine-. . YA
teen of these "non~Fémequenians" had been born in other Eastern Cundinemarca // :
- villages, whilé the other 12 had been born to Fémequenians living.elsewheri\ »

but who later returned. to the municipio. - ’ : 2

2. Our anlaysis of Generation II revealed differences between amount R ¥
of land owned and amount in the production unit. '

3. Amount of land owned and operated was categorized according to em-
Ployment criteria. The categories are: nonowner, small owner, less than
3 hectares; medium owner, 3 to 9.99 hectares; and large owner, 10 or more-
hectares. ' ' ’
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- é]@able 11. Medn Educational Attainment of GenerationVIII by
S T Amount of Land Owned by Generation II and Number ,
. of s:.bllngsa
i‘b Amount of Land Owned by Gqufation II (hectares)
‘ > ) T .0.0~1‘ . 3000" . - .
Number of Sipliqgg, None 2.99 . 9.99 10+ Total
Mdles -~ 25 year, - 5.,
00-03 ‘ b-'.i 2.8 "3.5 10.0 “ 4.0
5 (7) (11) (2) (2) (22)
: 0k-06 ; 2.8 3.2 . L6 - 3.4 3.6
. (10) (28) (20) (12) (T0)
07-09 3.5 5 3.5 4.0 3.0 3.6
. . (4). (26) (20) (3) (53)
710+ - 2.6 . 2.0 . 4.8 3.0
" (7y -~ (h) (5) (6) (22)
Total 3.1 3.2 N0 - h.3 3.6
' v '(28) (69) (&7) (23) (167)
R MAIES - 25+ yea‘s» -
- 00-03 %5 2.1 4.3 % 2.5 2.6
. 8) (8) (3) (L) - (23)
; AOh-OG 3.8 2.0 2.4 2.0 2.3
-7 - (6) (3D Gy () (62
’ - 07-09 5.b 3.1 2.9 3.h
- ! S (10), (16) (16) -(9) (51)
. 10+ . - 2.0 2.0 3.7 4.0 3.5
; (1)- (1) . (%) (4) (10)
Total . 3.9 2.3 2.9 , 2.8 3.0
- - . (25) (62) (37) (22) (146)
Females - 25 &ears ’ \
. T : |
. \ - .00-03 . - 3.0 4.0 3.5 11.0 h.Q
. . o (4) « (12) (4) (1) (21)
0L4-06 »\ 2.6 4.1 5.3 5.5 h.2 .
. _ -(11) (e1) - (12) (6) (56)
07-09 - 3.0 3.9 4.6 3.0 4.0
' ' (2) (17)- .(15) (16&)8 538)-
. 10+ 2.7 2.0 3.0 . k.o
- . () Q) (5) (W) (13 %
: . Total 3 2.7 4.0 4.5 5.5 b1
- SN T m (3 @15 ()
o -t
- o8 *?
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_ (Table 11 cont.)
= Amount of Land Owned.by Generation.II (heqtares)
N L 0.01-  3.00- .
Number of Siblings None =~ 2.99 9.99 10+ Total
, Females - 25+ years ,
. 00-03 . 35 29 s 3.5 3 3.2 *
- © (6) (22) 13) (2) (33) -
ok-06 . o 4.8 - 2.9 L 3.1 2.8
' ' (8) (24) (1k4) (7) (53)
07—09 . o 5-5 2-5 3-5 3-0 3-2
i (W) (23) (19) . (1) (47)
| 10+ S - - 3.9 2.5 3.7
v~ o @ an (@ a9
o Total b5 . 2.8 3.1 3.1 3.1
(18) (69) (53) (12) = - (152)
_ 8¢ neration II refers to the sample families and Generation III to
their Fémeque-born children 12 years ang older.
% ?nble'l2.. Meén Educational Atteinment of Generation III ' ( ’
e 12 to 24 Years by Amount 8f Land Owned and
. Amount of Land Operated by Generation 118
~ ’ Amount of Land Owned by Generation II (hpctares)
“Amount of Land Operated : '0.01~ 3.00~ - N
by Generation II None 2.99 9.99 _10+ Total
+ YMales - 25.years - . lQ .
None 3.5 - - . ' - 3.5
, | ' (4) (0) (0) (0) sy 4 .
- 0.01~-2.99 ‘ 2.8 . 3.0 - - 2.9
: _ (19)  (b5) (0) (o) (64)
3.00-9.99 b2 3.6 3.9 - 3.8
“ - . (5) (26) . (b)), (0) (73)
10+ - Co- 6.0 4.3 L5 : '
. ' (0) (0) (3) (23) (26) . S
- Total - . . 3.1 3.2 k.0 L3 3.6 2
) - (28) (69) (47) (23) (167)
29 )
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(Table 12 cont.) , } ’
Amount.:' of Land Owned by Generation II (hectares) -~
- *zount of Land Operated B 0.01~ 3.00- o . .
oy Generation II ’ None 2.99 \.__9.99 10+ Total
Fémales - 25 years '
o, _
None : ' 3.0 - : - - - 3.0
| c @ (o) (0) {0) * (1)
0.01-2.99 T2 3.9 - - 3.5 .
‘ - ‘ (15) (k1) (0) (0) (56)
3.00-9.99 3.0 -.7. L5 3.9 - 4.0
_ (4) "< (15)  ° (30) (0) (49)
10+ - 2.0 7.5 5.5 5.9
(o) - (1) (6) (15) (22)
Totel - : 2.8 4.0 4.5 5.5 4.1
. (200 - (57) (36) (15)  (128)
/. | ~ ' ‘
aGe‘ﬁp@’,lon II refers to the sample fam111es and Generation III to-
their. que—born chlldren ,
Table 13.. Mean, Eaucational Attainment of Generation III
. 12 to 24 Years by Amount of Land Owded and
Net Farm and Family Income of Generation II®
Amount of Land Owned by Generation IT (hectares)
Yet F;zn and -Family - 0.0l—. ‘ 3.0.0-7
- fncome (U.S. dollars)b None 2.99 - 9.99 10+ Total
Males - 25 years ) |
0-383 ' 3.k 2.7 - - 3.0
o (19) (25) (0) (0) 7 (uk)
384-613 2.7 3.3 M 3.1 2.5 3.1 _
. - (9) (32) (20) (2) (63)
614-1,226 | . - 3.8 4.8 C2.7 4.1
, (o) (11) . (19) (1) - (37) Lo
1,227+ ‘ R L.y 5.4 k.9 .
(0) (1) (8) (14) (23)
Tqtal . 3.1 3.2 4.0 4.3 3.6
1, : ' . (28) (69) (47) (23) (167) : -
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(Table 15 cont.)

D e , Amount of Land Owned by Generation II (hectares)
Net Farm and Family : ’ " 0.01~ 3.00~
" Income (U.S. dollars)P None 2.99 * 9.99 10+ Total

Fbmalgé\- 25 years

0-383 2.7 3.6 - - . 3.2
(16) (25) (0) (0) (b1)
384-613 3.0 4.0 3.0 2.0 3.6
. (L) (24) . (12) (2) . (L2)
614-1,226. . . - 4.3 5.4 T 3.7 5.0
. (o) -~ (6) (16) (3) - (25)
1,227+ - 8.0 4.8 6.8 6.1 -
. (0) (2) - . (8) (10) (20)
Total ' 2.8° . k.o 4.5 5.5 b.1 "
) (20) (57) (36) (15) = (128)

—

8Generation II refers to the sample‘;nmllles and Generation “III to
their Fomeque-born children.
bFarm and family income refers to the net cash and kind farm iucome
plus nonfarm income earned by family members in 1966. These income cate-
gories were established on the basis of the going nonagricultural wagec
the area in 1966. They are, respectively: under 25 pesos per day; 25 to
39 pesos per day; 40 to 79 pesos per day; and 80 pesos and over per day.
The conversions to U.S. dollars were made at the official exchange rate
for 1966 of 1 peso equals .059 U.S. dollars.

-

Opportunities to obtain services such as- education are also related
to the proximity to these services. Mean educational attainment is directly
related to proximity to the village--the focus of a complete primary and
secondary school system. Indeed, close proximity to the villege compensotes .
somewhat for meagey ownership and low net ferm and famfly 1ncome, usually
by insuring more primary education. For exauple, children of nonowners
£8 well as those from low and very low income families living near the vil-
lage had attained three to four years of primary training rather than only
one or two years. But regardless of proximity, children from large owner
and ﬁggh income faglllcs had ettained the highest mean educational level,
gener, ly some secondary education.

Parental educational level has an impact upon that of their children.
Offspring of parents with three to five years of primary training had at-
tained that level and often some secondary education; those whose parents
had attended one or two years of primary school, three to five years; and

'those whose parents had no educetion, one to two years.

In sum, children from large owner and mecdium owner-large producer fami-

lies, living in veredas borderlng the village and with at leest one parent

"61




. ) .
- . =56~
. \ . . .
who attalned three to five years of primary educatlon, were most likely to

have received post-primary education. "~

Migration

One-third- of the Generstion III males and femalcs 25 and over vere
'residing outside the municipio in 1966, and one-fourth of those 12 to 24
years bad aJready left. Unlike their parent-siblings, no females had gone
to rurel areas and only one-fifth of the males (compared to 35 percent of
the Generation II males) were 1e31‘}ng in rural areas outside the munici-
pio. eventy percent of the femnl€ and 60 percent of the male migrants
to . arcas vere living in Bogotd.

L4 -

The Process. Both married snd single males left primarily to seek em-
ploymenc. larried female migrants-usually accompanled their husbands to
9 perceived sowrce of caployment--althovgh es managers. one-hell were seek-
ing employmont opportunliles for themselves as well. Pursuit of educational

. opportunilies was the second most importasnt reason for migrating; one-third

of the 91ngle femals/mlgrants left to attend classes elsewhere becausc:

1) they had been refused admission to the. local secondary school, 2) they
had failed 'a year in the local, schools/ Zﬁ .could not repeat it, or 3) the
secondary schools-in neighboring commupities offered more acceptable curi-
cula, e.g., cormcrcial, bachlllerato.

RNy

Nearly 8 of every 10 migrants left before reaching 25 years. The méa‘K
dian age at the time of migration was 18 years for both males and females.
Rural-rural malé migrants had left at a slightly earlier age than rural—
urban male migrants. .

The Se’ecthltx_ The most meaningful group to discuss in this section @
is those 25 years and older for vhom migretion shouid be nearly complete.
Like their parent-siblings, the percent migratipg is 1nversely related to
parental class situation. (See Tables 14 and 15.) For example, one-half
of the children from nonowner families and nearly one-half of the children
from very low income families had migrated. This compared to one-fifth
of the femeles from large owner and high income families and 36 and 25 per-
cent, respectively for males. Sons of nonowner, low income families were
especially prone to migrate--two-thirds compared to one-fourth of the sons
of large owner, high income families. So again, we observe the importance
of nonownership of the productive resource land in "pushlng rural-born
people to other areas. The importance of nonownersHip is underscored by
the limited differences in the proportion migrating according to the amount

4, The income,categorigngere established on the ‘besis of the going
nonagricultural wages in the area in 1966. They are: very low, under 25
pesos per day; low, 25 to 39 pesos per day; medium, 40 to 79 pesos per doy;
and high, 80 pesos and over per day. Thec counversiong to U.5. dollers, wade
a* the official exchange rate of 1 pezo equals .059 U.S. uol¥§rs, are:
very low, under $383 per year; low, $383-613 per year; medium, $61h—3 226
per year; aud high, $1,227 or more. per yer- .
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‘Table 14. Percent of Generation III Males 25 Years and Over
N Living Outside the Municipio in 1966 by Selected
- Characteristics®
A o
2 : ' -+ Number Living Percent
. ' ] Total “~+ - Outside Mpo. Leaving
. . _  Selected Characteristics Number in 1966 Fémeque
- { . = 146 N = 5k
Amount of Land Owned by )
- Generation II (hectares) -
None ‘ . . 25 13 52
0.01-2.99 62 ' 18 29
3.00-9.99 : *37 15 b1
10 or more : w22 ‘8 36
X ' . »
Amount of Land Operated by
Generation II (hectares)
. . rm .
0.01-2.99 ' 53 ' 19, 36
3.00-9.99 _ 63 23 - 37
10 or more 30 . . 12 40
Tenure of Land Operated
by ‘Generation II
Nonowners N ' - 25 x 13 : 52
Part-owners 48 . 12 : 25 -
Owher operators 39 ' 17 Ly
Landlords 3 12 - 35
Net Farm and Family *r |
Income (U.S. dollars)P : . .
Less than $384 6 28 B A
$384-$613 N - 5 . 16 36
$614-$1,226, A ~ 29 7 2k
$1,227 or more, 12 3 _ 25
Number of Siblings ¥y : i
. blings = By, X
* 0to3 Th 5 10 L5
b to 6 62 " 19 31
7 to 9 o8l 22 | b3y
10 or more 10° 3 33
Distance from Village
(kilometers) _ N
. : ‘ ‘
0.1 to & .54 21 39
5 to 9 . 61 20 v 33"

10 or ‘more . 3 © 13 b2
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(Table 14 cont.) ' : ! : ' ) | |
A i . o Rumbér L3 ing = ° Percent ' ‘
o Selected Characteristics , Total OutsideAfpo. Leaving : -
- . Number _in Y966 Fémeque
Educatidn in 1966€ - .
None . ' 13 T 13 ' 23
Primary 1 to 2 67 29 43
Primary 3 to S ’ : 56 - 16 . 29
Post-primary ' . e
Secondary 6 to 10 - 8 5 63
Secondary graduate 1l 0 0
1 100

Post-secondary, . . 1

\

A)

8Generation II refers to the sample families and Generatlon IIT to
thelr Fémeque-born chlldren v

bFa.rm and fam:Lly income refers to the get cash and kind farm income
plus nénfarm income earned by family members in 1966. These income .
categorles were established on the basis of the going nonegricultural
wages in the area in 1966. They are, respectively: under 25 pesos per
day; 25 to 39 pesos per day; 40 to T9 pesos.per day; and 80 pesos and
over per\ddy. The comversions to U.S. dollars were made at the official
exchange rate for 1966 of 1 peso equals .059 U.S. dollars.

CThe category "secondary 6 to 10" includes any post-primary educa-

tion in vocational or secondary schoolss while the category "post-
secondary” refers to university or professional training.

Table 15. Percent of Generation III Females 25 Years and Over

. SR Living Outside the Municipio in 1966 by Selected
: . Characterlstlcsa ‘;Y'
’ 2 . Tumber. Living' Percert
Total Outside Mpo. " Leaving
Selected Characteristics Nunmber in 1966 ~ Fémeque ‘
_ N =152 N=5r - .

Amount of Land Owned
by Parents (hectares)

None o 18 9 50
b . 0.01-2.99 : 69 . 27 39
- 3.00-9.99 - 53 13 ' 24

10 or more 12 2 17
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(Table 15 .cont.) _Q .
; : . ;-
. . : “Number Living Percent
Celected Characteristics - Total , Outsid2 Mpo. Leaving
- : : *Number . in 2966 Fémeque
Amount of Lend Operated ’
’ by Parents (hectares)
’ : L . ) o 4 .
0.01-2.99 o 55 . 20 36
3.00-9.99 - ) . 17 25 . 32
10 or more 20 , . 6 30,
Tenure of Land Operated
by Parents
Nonoimers - ‘18 9 50
Part-owners Ly . 18 =41
Ownergoperators Lo ' 12 30,
Land1Wds ° - 50 | 12 24
Net Farm and Family
5ncome (U.s. dollars)P 4
Less than $384 , . .60 *,29 L8
$384-$613 Ry N 17 36
$614-$1,226 . Lo Bt 10
$1,227 or more 5. 1 20
Number of Siblings : ’
0 to 3 o , 33 ° / 1 33
4 to 6 : 53 15 28
. Tto9 L7 21 s
.10 or more , 19 . b 21
bistance from Village
. (kilometers)
- ¢ .
0.1 to b . ' L7 " 18 38
5to9 . 66 20 30
. 10 or more © 39 13 m’33
Education in 1966€ . !
None ‘ N AL ‘ 4 29
Primary 1 to 2 - 61 19 31
Primary 3 to 5 55 - 18 33
Post-primary ) v
Secondary 6 to 10 19 -8 b2
Secondary graduate 2 : 1l 50
Post-secondary A | 100
1 B,
‘ [
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" (Table 15 cont. ) K

- 8Generation II refers to the gample famllies and Generatlon ITI to thelr
Fémeque-born children. . , : - ™

[

nonfarm income earned by famllj members in 1966. These income categories
were established on the basis of the ‘going nonagricultural waé%s in the
erea in 1966. They are, respectively: under 25 pesos per da¥; 25 to 39 -

E pesos per day; 40 to 79‘pcoos per day; and 80 pesos and over per day. The

conversions to U.S. dollars were made ai the off1c1al exchange rate for

1966 of 1 peso equals .059 U.S. dollars.

CThe category "secondary 6 to 10" includes any post-primary educaticn
in vocational or secondary schools while the category "post- secondary re-
fers to university or professional training.

1]

YFarm end family income refers to the net cash and kind farm income plus

of land operated bx the parents. In other words, regardless of the amount
of land parents operate under various tenancy agrcements, knowledge that
there will be no land inheritance fosters migration.

While the mean educational attainment of male migrants is higher than

that of their nonmigrant counterparts, migration is selective of the extremes.

The functionally illiterate and the most highly educated were more likely
to have left the municipio than were those with intermediate levels of edu-
cational attainment. The 1966 data clearly reveal the attraction to urban
centers of young educated males,'but it does not capture another process,
that of temporary retention in the municipio. While 6 of 10 post-primary
trained males had left by 1966, all had ‘takdn positions outside the munici-
pio by 1970. ~ Positions within the municipio werele temporary source of em-
Ployment while awaiting more attractive openings in nearby Bogoti or other
urban centers. None of the rural-rural ‘migrants had received post-primary
training; indeed, most were functionally illiterate. On the other hand,
one-fifth of the rural-urban male migrants were post-primary educated, but

another one-fifth were functionally illiterate. .
. . .

The females do not show the same educational selectivity ‘as their male

/

peers. VWhile post-primary educated females are most likely to have migrated,

those with three to five years of primary tralnlng are slightly more likely
to have migrated than those with fewer years of primary studies. The dif-~
ference in the magnitude of migration rates among post-primary educated

females and males is primarily accounted for by the differential attendance'

P the vocational schools. More females then males attend the local voc
tional school. Those who attend are not so likely to migrate as those who
attend the normal school. The apparent reason for this pattern is the type
of positions for which thg respective schools provide training. The voca-
tional school offers training in homemaking skills and crafts which can

be uti y ized n a family or nonfamily enterprise within the municipio. The
normal school training is more specific and therefore offers few alterna-
tive outlets. Only a relatively small number of normal school graduates

can be absorbed 1ldcally despite the increment in classrooms.

66 : .




-61-

Occupational Attainment

The sqpewhat hlgher educatlonal level of Generatlon IITI males and fe-
males might suggest that occupat*onally they would be less concent{ated
than their parent siblings in manual labor and petty enterprises. However,
such reasoning would Tail to take into account shifts at all levels and
sectors of the Colombian occupatlonal tructure. Indeed, it is quéstion-
able whether additional education is suff1c1ent to maintain Generation III
in the same relative position as Generation II. The youthfulness of Gen- .
eration II mitigates against our being able to deal as precisely as ‘desired
with this tremendously important question. While we have caught most of
Generation II at -their maximum level of occupational attainment, our, data o
for Generation III are biased toward the first Job, which we know does not
necessarily correspond to the highest level of attainment in an 1nd1v1du-‘
al's $Ccupat10nal history. This difference notwlthstandlng, those_over
25 years will provide some general indication of any shifts in occupational
attainment from generathn to generatlon.

Those attaining some post-primary training were found in the higher
ranked occupations generally of a semi-skilled or petty entrepreneurial
nature. But the effect of nonfamily assistance reagered to the’ three sons
of a nonowner and the extensive family labor force part1c1pat10n by the °
sons of large owners reversed the expected direct relationship between par- ;
ental class situation and mean ‘occupational score. Of course, we might §
expect that future inheritance by sons of large owners may provide instan-
taneous movement to an Oﬂcupatlon with a con31derab1y greater score while
sons from amy other parental landownership category have no opportunltles
for movement to higher ranked occupations. ' _ _ N,

The agrlcultural sector was absorbing nearly two-thirds of the older
and younger sons from all parental landownership categories, but the type
of position differed considerably. Older sons of nonowners wdre primerily
laborers and tenants; older sons of small and medium owners were evenly
divided between tenancy and ovwnership; and older’sons of large owners were
operating the family sgricultural enterprise with their fathers. Most of
the younger so small owners contributed to the family labor force on
a part-time basis. Indeed, even though they supplemented their family la-.
bor with off-farin employment as agricultural laborers, many in this' group
‘remained underemployed during parts of the year. Younger sons of nonown-
ers were primarily farm laborers.and sharecroppers.. And younger sons of
medium and large owners assisted their fathers on a full—time basis.

Data from the younger males reflect the dlfferentlal educational at-
tainment and consequently earlier entry into the labor: force of sons of
small owners and monowners. Younger“sons of medium and large owmers retained
student status longer or vere employed in the family labor force. There
were no sons of nonowners who were students, and‘only 10 percent of the
sons of small owenrs were 1n school, nearly all in primary. However, 21
and 26 percent of the sons of medium and large owners were enrolled as post-
pPrimary students.

The pattern of relative -success .in oqggining title to land we observed
among the parent siblings is repeated:aqgggfthe very small number of
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rural-rural Generation III male migrants. One—third‘hadvachired land while

the remainder were agrleultural laborers. e E -

- .
Compared to their parent slbllngs, older male mlgrants to urban a{eas

had sllghtly hlgher mean occupational scores. The difference seems to stem
from & lower rate of periodic unemployment even though fewer have been ab-
sorbed into clerical, lower level professional, gnd small propr1etor p051-
‘tions. Seven of every 10 of these migrants were employed in the tertlary
.sector. Two of thege were ex-military conscrlpts or volunteers Efo’were
-presently members' o the national police force. Another 2 were sc

servic¥ employees as mesaenger boys, shert order oooks, bakery employees,
and power company employees. Two others were employed as nonmanufacturing
laborers, primarily in freight loadlng Jobs for bus companies and in mis=-
cellaneous day. labor p091t10ns. Except for a priest, a secretary, and two,
sales clerks, the other 1 in 10 were engaged in petty commerce\gs drivers
“for taxi or bus companles, peddlers, or petty proprletors. -
-

The \secondary sector employed 2 of every lO rural—urban Generatlon

_ IIT male migrants. One of these was engaged as cemi-skilled or unskilled

1ndustr1al labor in small firms and the. other one typlcally worked in the
‘construction trades as contractors on petty, jJobs or as employees of subcon-
tractors, many of whom were ex—Fomequenlans.u

] * .

" ‘The r renaining 1 'in 10 were almost evenly d:w1ded between: unompw
vi
Bchool

-,

and' studying. With the exception of a small owner's son who was rec
support from %he ecclesiastical order that administered the seconda
he attended, ‘all.of the secondary students were sons of medium and largé
owners. A dlfferent eccle91ast1cal order was prov1d1ng financial suppcert
in'exchange for some labor ‘for the studies.of one of the sons of 4 medium
owner. Three students had matrlculated in post- -secondary professlonal train-
ing curriculae. Two of them, had been awarded scholarships to attend the
Colombian Coffee Federation School which, along with other a;thltles, trains
agricultural technicians at the para-profe931onal level. The other post-
secondary student was: enrolled in a pre-veterlnary program at a university
in Bogotd.* His father was onc of the largest landowners in the sample and
had one of the -largest holdings of any full-time mun1c1plo resident. . .
Three 1mportant generallzatlons are qbvious from a careful examlnatlou
of the nonmigrants' oecupetions. First, nonmlgrants weire concentrated in
- the agricultural sector.- Nearly three-fourths were nonowners who operated
production units as tenants under either sharecropping or service tenant
agreements or provided lebor 1nput to the parental enterprise. Most cf the
.other nonowners worked as agricultural day laborers; they are primarily un-
der 25 years of age. Only 10 percent had become owners; 60 percent of the

~ owners had title to less than three hectares of land. The 10 percent not

engaged in agriculture were engaged in pétty co mercial ventures as merchants
or chauffeurs or yere miscellaneous service employees. Aside from two sec-
ondary school teachers and a local bureaucrat the serv1ce employees held low
paying positions. i v v

Secondly, two-thirds of the youngér nonmigrant males were members of
the family labor force as’'part-time -.or full-time famlly farm -laborers or
as famlly service-tenants,*i.e., they operated a separate productlon and
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1-\‘\\ consumpafon unlt The fully employed, fullrtlme famlly farm laborers worked

' - about 300 days per.year on the family enterprise in a nondecisicn-making

capaclty They ame'prlmarlly from .large owner families. Even with additional .

. land reccived under tenancy arrangements, many families still had operating

' units too small “to productlvely employ all of the famlly labor forece. ,Con-

. : ‘sequently, ohe-thlrd full-time fahily farm laborers were underemployed most"

\ ’ were from- families operatlng less than three hectares. | Some sons of small

.. ' owners who vere absorbed into the family labor force found part—tlme work

. - in the nonfemily labor force as agricyltural day laborers (two—thlrds) or’

' &s; sharecroppers on the1r own or with the1r fathers (one—fourth)

~
. / A )

There was an overwhelmlng tendency for females to be members of the
family 1abor force. Nonfamlly ‘labor force employment was greatest among
. two groups, daughters of nonowners and the- post-primary educated who inost
" often sare. daughters from medium-and large owner families., However, the type
* of occupations into which females f¥om these parental landownership groups L
- were absorbed d1ff§red markedly. . Daughters of nonowners most often became = .

AR ddmestlc servants Or unskilled laborers. The: exceptlons usually weye dress-~
o maKers or.nuns. Only 5 percent vere students. On the> other hand, all of
R ,_'/the1daughters of ldarge owners in the" nonfamrly labor force were lover level .
/rv/- professionals anf clerical workers. Sllghtly over one-fourth of the yOunger"

’daughters of large ownérs were pursulng post-pzlmary studies. , -
f
. Mlgrant females were also more"lkely to enter the nonfamlly '1dbor foreé
" than nenmigrants. Sixty-four percent of the m;grants, all rural-urban, had
S entered the nonfamlly labor force. Four of €very 10 nonfamily labor force
employed worked as domestic serﬁpnts and 1. as a prostitute. . An addltmehal
1 1n 10 were engaged in ‘each of  the. follow1ng in petty commerce -as peddlers,
1n nonfamlly retail shops as, sales clerks, and as seamstressés in "their home
. or small manufacturing flrms. "Two in 10 were 1ower ‘level profes31onals, .
‘ para—profe331onals, or off1ce workers» o

v v LN

The most impértant occupational data for female nonmlgrants are thelr
nonpartlclpatlon in the norfamily labor¢force. Only 20 percent were employed
in nonfamlly occupatlons, one=half of- whom worked as domestic servants ysu-.
ally for v111age famllles. The others were nearly evenly divided smong dress-<

_maklng? ‘primary school 1nstructlon; and petty commerc1a1 endeavorsab

One-half of the family labor force members were full—tlme housewives

N ..-and family farm laborers. Another 2 percent worked as laundresses in addi-
. .. tion to their housekeeping role.. Thirty-eight percent were family domestics;
Y that is, although not the declslon-maker on homekeeping matters, they con-//_

trlbuted labor to;household chores—-prlmnrlly laundry apd meal preparation--
. as well as farm chores such as tending farm animals. Finally, ‘10 percent
. " of the famlly Jabor force members worked in nonhousehold a/tletles in ad- ‘.
» - dition to belng part-time family domestics. Generally, the secondary’ occu-
patlons of these part—time family domestics were agrlcultural day laborer
~ and domestic servant. One was a dressmaker and another a weekend sales clerk
in"a 1oca1 shop. (See Table 16 ) :

. ‘

_ Overall then, the occupatlonal level of Geaératlon III is Qulte low.
Certalniy this is a young. population, the majority of whom cannot -be assumed
© o to. have redched their peak occupational achievement. Stlllg.PeSplte )

8 ‘, o
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Table 16.

-Gl

Mean Occupational Level of Generation III by Amount -

of Land Owned by Generation II, Mlgrymlon Status,
_and Educational Level2

Amount of Land  Owned by-Generatlon II€(hectare4)

‘Fducational Level.

, 0.01- 3.00- :
of Generation III None - . 2;99_ . 9.99 10+ . Total
Vonmigrant Males - 25 yeers | o ' N
Primery L 2.3 1.3 1.6 0.2 ° . 1.3
(16). (56) (32) (18) €122)
Post-primary - 2.3 0.0P 0.0P 1.0
L (o) . (3) (2) (2) (1)
Total : 2.3 1.3 1.4 0.2 1.3
_ | ' -+ (16) (59). (34) (20) (129)
‘Migrant Males - 25 years . - . - :
| Primary - 3.5 k.6 3.0 . - 4.0
’ - (2)~ - (9). (7) - (0) (28)
. Post-primary - 0.92\\ ~0.8P 0.0 0.5
. o0 (o) ‘(1) (6) (3) (10)
Total . 3.5 4.1 2.0 . 0.0 3.1
_ ; (12) (x0) (13)  (3) (38)
'Nonmlgrant Males - 25+ years ' .. :
Primary T 3 3.3 3.0 9P 3.3
- S -(9) ﬁha) (21) (1) - (87)
Post-primary | : 4,0 7.0 - . ‘o
. : ) (3) (1) _ (1) (Q) R
Totals . 3.8 N 3.2 2.97.
- (12) (hh)- (22) (14)
Migrant Males - 25+ years | : ‘
Primary S - S ' | 4.8 4.3
a ' (12). ~ (18) (12) (6)
Post-primary - 8.0 -r 5.3 5.0
: . _ (1) (0) (3) (2)
Total = 4.5 5.1 4.9 4.5
' - (A3)- ,(18) (15) (8)
Nonmigrant Females - 25 years | Y oy » .
Primary - L 0.9 0.2 0.5 0.0 0.4
(13) (34) (2h) (8) (79)
Post-primary ' 2.0 . 1.1b 1.6 1.5b
' " (O) (5) (1) (5) (17)
Total A 0.9 0.k " 0.6 0.6 0.6
Bﬁgranf’Females - 25 years (13) (39) (31) . _(13)  (96)
Primary 3.0 2.1 3.5 - . 2.5
(1) (16) - (4) - (0) (27)
Post-primary : - 0.0 0.0 T.5 . 3.0
' -~ . (0) - (2). (1) (2). (5)
Total ' - 3.0 1.9 .2.8 * T.5 2.6
(7) (18) (5) (2) (32)
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(Table 16 cont.) L _': N
) _ . | Amouﬁt of Lahd Owned by Generation TI (hecteresy
. Educational Level - © 0.01- 3.00- o '
. of Generation III None __2.99 9.99 10+ Total -
C .Nonm.grant Females - 25+ years o .
) Pr;unary 0.8 - 0.2 0.7 1.b o.g'
: (6) (39)° (35) (8) . (88)
- Post-prlmary _ 1.7 0.0 1.4 k.o 1.5 .
o > | (3 (3 N (5) (2) (13)
\ - Total _ < 1.1 - 0.2 ' .8 . 1.9 0.7 .
- - T 9y (k) 40) (10) (101}
‘Migrant Females - 25+ years ' ™
* Primsry ) 0.k 2.5 1.3 . 2.5 -
. . S (%) (23) ~ (11) (2) - (1)
Post-primary : . T.3 2.2 8.0 - 5.4
B - B W L@ (0 . (10
. ~ Total 3.4 -~ 2.57° 2.4 . 2.5 3.0
< (9) (27) (13) ., (2) : (51)

1

~

8Generation II refers to the sample families and Generatlon III t£
thelr Fomeque-born chlldren 12 years and older.

. PMost members of these cells are students. .

. . : ‘ ‘ ik
receiving more schooling than their parents and parent—siéég;gs, only 5
percent were engaged in an dscugition which might be‘considered reasonably
remunerative and securgl Presently, there are no large landowners (25 hec-
: ' tares or.more). Slightly more than 2 percent (about. 1 percent of the males\
~ ore ‘engaged in-lower level professions, and another 4 percent of the males
- are medlum—Slze landowners.' The former might be considered reasonably re-

. munerative and secure positions and the latter marginally remunerative and
secure.  But this accounts for less than 10 percent of the members of Gen-~
eration III. And even with the addition of those presently pursuing post-
primary studies, thé proportion of members of Generation.III obtaining eco-

~nomically remunerative and secure positions would not reach 15 pereent.
Inheritance of larger plots by the sons of large owners who presently are ~

- famlly farm 1aboﬂg;s would add ariother 2 or 3 percent. ~

. . A - 1y

_ For the other four—flfths of\ the members of Generation III‘presently
employed in low-pajlng, unstable p031t10ns—-such as ramily or nonfamily .
laborers and tenants' on small agricultural holdings--petty cormercial- ag nts ‘
and petty craftsmen, or freight loaders, Zonstruction workers, and semjdkilled
laborers in small industrial enterprlses-;p0351b111t1es for obtaining more
stable, higher paying occupations are bleak. The bulk of them possess nei-
ther the quantity of education, capltal,~or contacts to penetrate the .pre-
. requlsltes for the llmlted number of viable occupations. At best, they
. may enter reasgnably well paying temporary. jobs IIRE constructlon, or be-
come low 1ncg;§ but perhaps more secure small landowners. .

& » . ‘ : ) .
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CHAPTER IX | | .

-

Y o L et
SUMMARY AND_DISCUSSION

t Stress on the use of capital-intensive technmology in a society with
‘unequally distributed economic resources execerbates the capacity to create
-new employment positions gnd maintain existing ones. Concomitantly, unpre-~
cedented population, growth releaces thousands of youth each year-into a
redundant labor pool. These processes, counled with th€ accelerated deple-
tlon ofy rural phyulcal resources, cpell a high degree of disguided unemploy-~
ment for the bulk of. the rural population associated with small owner, ten-
ant, or wage labo: productlon. i
. . P . '

The Emﬁloymgng Dilemma -

-

" Tied-loan and assistanoe brpgrams by developed countries or their rep-'$3-

“rcsentatives® emphasize schemes which tend to replace labor with capital
while increasing output. Ostensibly to elleviate scarcities in domestic
food production, capital-intensive technology hds become part of the gov-
_ernment development programs. As has been the case with infrastructwral .
development, land reforms, credit and other policies, use and control of ’
technology is maintained primerily by the 5 to 15 percent who own nearly
" three-fourths of the land resources. Through their increased-volume of.

» productlon (though produc»1v1ty per unit of land mey be less than that of

siiall-seale producers) this type of lerge-scale agriculture ‘erodes the
markets of the small labor-intensive productlon units. As the small pro-
ducers attempt to compete, their expanded use of yield-increasing technology
‘without proper soil and vater management exhausts the physical resource .
base. And most must enter tenancy agreements in order to finance these
inputs. At the sume time, wage labor pos:tlons are not-expanding at e rate
equal to the numbers belng thrust into the labor market. '

The 1nc1p nt national industrial productlon and distribution enter-

+prises are bei®® converted to cap1tal—1nten81ve technology. Even more im-

portant, the subsidiaries of multinational corporations headquartered in
large urban centers of the United States, Western Europe, and Japen are
now the major investors in extractive, processing roduction and distriby-
tion industries. They employ capital-intensive technology managed and some-
times operated by non-nationals. Furthermore, infrastructural development
pProjects sponsored by the government with funds from foreign loon #nd as-

‘zistance programs have followed the same capital-intensive route. The use

f capital-intensive techhology in all of the above-mentioned areas elimi-~
nates many petty producefs and merchants while not creatlng many skllled

v

.

Accompanying the utilization of capital-intensive technology in the
p¥ivate economic sector has been a move to bureaucratic forms of organiza-
tion. Bureaucracies require literate incumbents. lMultinational corpora-
tions usually base their employability criteria on ethnocentric educatlonal
standards. Together with limiting. the number of employable nationals, this

. greates demends for an enlargement of the educational facilities and the

.
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. establistment of vocationally oriented curriculae. WithQncrements in the

demand for educational and related services, private and public service:
bureaucracies likewise expand. But despite increases in both public and
private bureaucratic and téchnocratic positions, two factors mitigate against
their béing filled to any marked degree by inhabitants of rural communities.
First, the historical and continued neglect by most political administra~-
tions. of’?hral education virtually predetermines that the rural populace

is less well schooled than their urban counterparts. Secondly, the rural- .
bokn population is-less knowledgeable about the availability qf ‘such posi-
tions, less familiar with the documentation, appllcatﬁon procedures and
other such prerequisites, and less likely:to have friends and acquaintances
within any incipient or established bureaucracy.

Summary of Findings

-

Overall educational am\occupational levels and residential mobility
as Well as differentials on these variables by the degree of parental land-
ownership were examined for two generatlons-from a minifundia communlty 1n
the Colombian hlghlands. : ) - ‘ ;’(

At the time pof the study, a complete f1ve-year primary school program

* existed in the village and hamlet while two- or three-year primary educas
_tional establishments were operating in nearly all veredas of the open coun-

tryside. In addition, six-year secondary education programs (whose first
four years were bachillerato training and whose last two years were normal
school tralnlng) and two—year séﬁi)publlc vocatlonal schools were located )
in the village. :

t

A decrease from Generatlon II to)III in illiteracy and functlonal il-

literacy notw1thstand1ng, the mean level of educational attainment was stlll _

less than four years of primary training. The following demonstrates the

differentials in educational attainment by geniiatlon, controlllng for sex:
For every 100 males 1n‘Generat10n II, _ . N

28 had received no formal education (illiterate)

40 had completed one to two years of pr¥mary training

‘ (functional illiterate)

28 had completed.three to five years of primary training
4 had completed some post-primary t aining.

For every 100 males in Generation III, o .
5 had received no formal educatio illiterate)
35 had completed one to two years of primary training
(functional illiterate)
51 had completed three to five years of primary tra1n1ng
~ 9 had completed some post-pr1mary‘tra1n1ng.

St For every 100 females in Generation II,
.29 had received no formal education (illiterate) \
40 had completed one to two years of primery tralnlng
- : (functional illiterate)
30 had completed three, to five years of prlmary tralnlng
v .5 had completed some post-primary training. R .

\‘ v o ’. 73 | - o
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For eJEry 100 females in Generation I1I, .
6 had received no formal education (illiterate) ,
31 had completed one to two -years of prlmary tralnlng
(functional illiterate)
47 had completed three to five years of prlmary tralnlng
16 had completed some post-prlmary tralnlng k4
:- 9

Dlstance from educatlonel facilities in the village of Fémeque and
"neighborifg municipios ruled out daily commuting to school for most rural
youth. Consequently, rural families who wanted to continue the education
of their children and who did not have homes, relatives, or close friends
in the village were faced with room and board expenses in addition to
monthly tultlon and the cost of school bogks, supplies, and uniforms.

those living in the veredas surroundin, village (usually distance
der five kilometers) could avoid the exp f operating a second
hold, paying a small fee to a relative, or paying a much lagger feeito a
villa landlord or the secondary sc¢hool for live-in pr1v1leges., Th
educational costs in relation to rural family incomes resulted in a low .

. enrol of rural youth and an even sparser number of graduates from lo-
cal secondary ;schools. Indeed? 50 to 60 percent of the enrollment in the
local secondary schools were non-Fémequenians coming pr1nc1pally from fami-
lies residing in neighboring villages, Meta, and Bogotad. The others were
children pf village residents. For both generations .there was a direct
-relationship between mean educational level ang prox1m1ty to the village.

A few offspring of nonowners had received‘financial assistance from
relatives and friends which enabled them to obtain a post-primary education.
Nevertheless, for both males and females there was a. direct relationship
between mean educational level of the offspring and degree of parental land-
ownership. On a standardized basis:: - .

. ) P T
For every 100 Generation II males from medium and large owner
- families, T had completed some post-primary training.

. — v

For every 100 Generation II meles from nonowner and small owner

families, 2 had completed sche post-primary training.

For every 100 Generation III males from medium and large owner
families, 15 had completed some post—primary trainipg.

For every 100 Generation III meles from nonowner and small owner
families, 5 had completed some post-primary training.

ng the females, we find a similar pattern:

For every 100 Generation II-femeles. from medium and-large owner
familigs, 11 had completed some post-prlmary training.

every 100 Generatlon II females from onowner and small owner
ilies, 3 had completed some post-primary training.

For every 100 Generation III femal®s from medium and large owner
families, 21 had completed some post-pnmary training. -

4
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For every 100 Generation III females from nonowner and small owner.
families, 13 had completed some post-primary tra1n1ng

Likewise, mean occupational level for Generation II males is directly I
)_ﬂrelated to degree of parental landownership. Analysis shows that among
the GCeneration- II nonmigrants nearly three-fourths were landowners. But
.utilizing either the traditional figure of three hectares or that of fiv

U hectares established by the CIDA studies for the Andean region of ColOmbla _
Coee as the standard for a viable income. and employment producing land unit, a ’-
'+ maximum of one-third or one-fourth would qualify. Over one-fourth of the
« - . landowners possess a title to less than a hectare. Less than 10 percent

owned ten hectares or more--what we have termed a large owner in this com-
munity. Whereas inheritance of marrlage partners, gifts, and purchases
enabled many sons of nonowners to receive title to very small plots of lan'
almost all the owners of five hectares or more were sons of large owners.

But desplte the ‘low incidence of significant ownership, at least two-,
thirds of the sample household heads produced commercial enterprises. Be-
. sides the absentee owners (the majority of whom live in Bogota) of hundreds

of hectares in the cold alpine climatic ‘zones, over one-half of the full-
time village household heads owned land in the municipio. Most of these
village landowners ‘were merchants, p:gfeiiiodals, bureaucrats, and public
officials who gave out all or part of the land for commercial cropping
. under informal sharecroppplng or service tenant agreements. Accordingly,
both owner and nonowner full-time rural household heads (nearly 60 percent
Wp total) supplemented their landholdings with cash or share rented land.
used for commercial production. Consequently, slightly over one-half of
them operated production units of up to three hectares; over one-third op-
erated from three to ten' hectares; and only 12 percent operated ten or more
hectares. Still, we found that, with rare exceptions, only the large land-
_owners had a-yearly farm and family income above the minimum of urban whlte
collar emplofees.

On the other hand, the better educated mlgrants to provincial towns
and large urban centers entered lower level professional, clergy, and cleri-
cal positions. But the vast majority of the mlgrants--prlmarlly the off-
spring of nonowners and small owners--were concentrated in petty &nterprises
as self-employed operators, tenants, or laborers. Emplqyment and underem-
ployment in these low-paying, unstable jobs is frequently accompanied by
periodic unemployment. A

Con51der1ng that owners of “three hectares or more (in thlq\/ase sel-
dom exceeding 25 hectares), lower lével professionals, clergy, and cleri-
cal workers are the most economically remunerative and secure occupations
into which the males entered, 22 out of 100 Generation II males had attained
such a level. At least 11 of these 22 were owners of three to ten hzctare .
of land (medlum owners). But, again, we flnd substantial differences be- '
tween high occupatlonal levels and more extensive parental landholdings.
- For every 100 Generation II males from medium and lgrge owner families,
.38 had attained high occupational levels by our definition. This compared
to 11 out of every 100 sons of nonowners.EhF small owners.

Among the females where the nonfamily labor force participation was
greatly reduced, 9 out of every 100 daughters of medium and large owners '

o . ws.
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compared with only 2 of the daughters  of nonowners and small owners were
employed in the lower level professions, religious orders, ‘or clerical po-
citions. : ' )

., The~youthfulness of Generation III indicates that we are not likely
to have recorded the highest occupational level some members of this gen- ..-
eration will attain. Only 5 out of every 100 were employed in an occupa-
tion we ,classified -as high. But five others were.post-primhry students.
Assistance from the ecclesiastical order of the local priest to three sons

. of a nonowner enabled more sons of nonowners and small owners to obtain

"high" occupational levels--6 of every 100 sons of nonowners and small own-
ers compared with 5 of every 100 sons of medium and large owners. Nonethe-
less; the vast majority of the children of nonowners and small owners are

‘concentrated as laborers in petty enterprises, while the offspring of me-

dium and large owners have remained family farm laborers. Like their parent-
siblings, a few have found employment in small industrial and building con-
tracting ventures launched by former Fomequenians. A few military veter-

ans joined the national police forge or private protection forces as watch-
men. Most, became service workers--the females as domestic servants, the
males as bakery, slaughterhouse, restaurant, garage, and transpoit workers--
or nonmanufacturing laborers loading. freight, swe&ping streets or floors,

or shoveliqg materials on road crews. T '

However, even these oftentimes unstable and/or, low-Paying -jobs are
less available to the younger males as attested to by their massive concen-
tration on meager production units incapable of absorbing their labor.

Some of these underemployed family farm laborers find periodic employment

as agricultural day laborers or launch weekend retail or middlemen ventures
for short periods. Most of these family farm laborers pool resources with
their families of orientation (parents and unmarried siblings). Increas-
ingly, these family units sustain themselves through a multiplicity of
income-earning relationships. Thqy enter service tenancy, and often share-
cropping arrangements as well, with village and sometimes rural landiords

to receive land or inputs necessary to produce commercial crops. Frequent-
ly, the landlord is a village merchant who also extends consumer and .pro-

‘ducer credit during.the interim between harvests. In addition, family mem-

bers pursue owme or more of the following off-farm activit%ga; agricultural
day laborer, petty merchant, peddler of fresh agricultural products, domes-
tic service, handicraftsmanship, and seasonal migration ta,doin harvesting
crews. . ’ - » '

The continual automation of production processes together with increased
attention to educational prerequisites further restricts not only the pos-
sibilities for those entering the labor force to obtain economically remun-
erative and secure jJobs, but even possibilities of extended families to
provide underemployment and unemployment compensation. Among other conse-
quences, these trends might force fmany rural femiles away from commerci

_agricultural production and consumption of light-manufactured goods toward

a subsistence type of living. However, u reversion to subsistence produc-.
tion may be hampered by recent changes in the physical resources. Drawn
increasingly into cash markets by profit-minded commercial end landovning
interests, smell producers have abandoned many of their traditional inter-
cultivated subsist&nce crops in favor of clean cultivated row crops which

- i e
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seriously threatén the fragile ecological balance. Without proper soil
aad water managemenht techniques, the fertile top soil quickly erodes from
the mountaisgus plots and chokes the valleys and waterways with sediments.
And the heavy application of chemical fertilizers and pesticides has con-
taminated local streams and destroyed many natural predators. Consequent-
ly, the small landowning family faces an increasingly hostile environment
in ?lhich to eke out a living. - : )
By 1970, there were some signs of a trend away from commercial agri-
cultural production. A particularly severe rainy season had accelerated
the erosion of the mountainside plots and many small.producers indicated
heavy losses in commercial crops. Declining yields as a result of fertility
losses,, disease, and insect damage, together with rising costs of fertilizer
and pesticides, had driven a number of producers back to gubsistence crops.

' These crops, they argued, might at least feed themselves and their families.
Even some medium and large owners were weighing alternative sources of em-
ployment. Some were shifting toward extensive livestock enterprises while
others with secondary educated children were deliberating the possibilities
of becoming economically dependent upon the incomeg of these offspring.

As one respondent expressed it, "Perhaps it is better to quit agriculture
while the debts are few and contribute my labor to my children's families.
They, in turn, can provide food and shelter for us older folks. Who knows, °
I might even find occasional employment in Bogotd.". To be sure, the number
of full-time rural household heads with this alternative is meager.

¢

Implications,' ' - ' }

Wha§ clues does the present analysis give us about employmént of fu-
ture generations of stagnating rural communities of underdeveloped countries?
Under the prevailing conditions, prospects for remunerative employment in -
the rural areas appear to be very dim. Within the densely populated rural
areas, continuing concentration of the productive means in the hands of
an eroding elite, and more importantly a newly emerging adminiétgative and
commercial elite, denies rural families and their children access to the.
kinds of opportunities that are essential to the alleviation of perpetual
poverty. Ip particular, there seems to besno evidence that the dominant
local groups are relinquishing control of physical inpufs, technology, and
informatiop which are clearly needed to incr?239 permanent, productive em-

ployment positions in thece rural areas.

.. oy _
Furthermore, there is every reason to believe that the national as

well as international economic elites are having an increasingly deleteri-
ous effect upon employment opportunities in lozal economies as they fortify
their control, over important capital and commodity markets. This control
extends into the political arena such that rural people have virtually no
~influence over the political decisions taken in their communities, to say
nothing of higher levels.

Prospects for employment in less densely populated rural areas are
not any brighter. As the less productive frontier areas become filled and
as large-scale mechanized agriculture takes over in the fertile intermon-

tane valleys and coastal plains, it appears that opportunities for migra-
tion out of congested rural areas to productive employment elsewhere in

a
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.rigultural operations. . ‘

‘cratic, technocratic, and commercial employees who will likely have a com-

"change in the number of such occupational positions.

" take place without pervasive changes in the ownership and control of economic

consuming class and a marginally consuming rural mass.
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rural areas will diminish. To be sure, these areas may absord significanE
streams of in-migrants as they are squeezed o elsewhere, but these mi- .
grants are not likely to fare well among the ranching and large—scale ag-

r‘ ]

For those who will be siphoned off to the urban areas, the ‘employment
picture appears to be mixed. On the one hand, the children of the petty
owners and, nonowners can expect intense competition for menial Jobs from
the children of the urban workers. On the other hand, those children from
the relatlvely few large and medium owner fqmllles mey expect to find viable
positions in the ever-growing private and public bureaucracies. However,
they too will be facing growing competition from children of urban bureau-

parative advantage over their rural counterparts because of their-established
contacts and knowledge of the prerequisites. And this disadvantage will
undoubtedly grow as the educational opportunities expand differentially
for urban youth compgred to rural youth.

N J

~ Contrary to popular view, education does not appear to be a panacea-
for future generations of rural youth. Structural constraints so limit the
Job market that educction alone does not assure productive employment. Even
g&present forms of education were made available to all rural children,
th}ls would not substantlallyvenhance their chances for remunerative employ-
ment because of the relative advantages of urban youth and limited, if any,

‘But expansion of educational facilities for the rural masses cannot

and political resources. As long as the terms of trade favor the urban areas
and metropolitan centers of the developed countries and' as long as the ru-
ral masses are denied political participation, neither local nor outside
resources will be channeled into rural education or ingo other programs for
the rural populace. -

Moreover, the persistence of urban-focused educational models coupled
with an emulation of 'models from developed countries does little to create
rural employment--and indeed may diminish it--while multiplying service and
administrative positions in the urban areas. Hence, the educational system
as it presently functions aids in the creation of a self-supplying urben

-
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APPENDIX

Occupatiohal Listings for All Groups

o ; . - v (}A - . {

Table A-1. Primary and Secondafy Occupations® of Generatiog_IIb o .

_ Occupations " Household Heads Spouses - .
‘-. . . . |
Agricultural Producer 88 -
L4 Part-Time Agrlcultural ' . ,
Producer \ ' 13
Agricultural laborer . (k1) .
- Unskllled-sonagrlcultural : > - '
. laborer —_— (2) _ .
Petty merchant (18) .
‘Livestock trader . (5) ' _ '
Craftsman o (L)
Handicraftsman . - : ' (3)
_ | , S _
- Housewife . 24 ~ _ 111
Pa®-Time Housewife and e .
. Family Farm Labarer ' 11 . 46 .
. ' ' : ' ' \
Agricultural laborer (6)
Unskilled nonagricultural . ‘ ' S
laborer . (3) N () a
: Petty merchant (16)
Livestock trader o (1)
Craftsman ' ) o (5)
Handicraftsman - ' (2) @ (8)
' Domestic ' (6)- ' : (8)
Lower-level salaried ' .
professional A (1)
" Unskilled Nonagrlcultural Y ‘ .
Laborer _ ' 2 .
Petty Merchant : -2 . A
Craftsman Y
’ / Total : , 20k 157

> . . . v

8The. eleven individuals with tertiary occupations were omitted from
this table since this employment accounted for only a small portion of
their total work commitment. ’
*»
’ .
PGeneration II refers to the sample families and Generation I their
parents. e

13- - -
7’5) . K’ . - : .
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- Table A-2. Priméry Occupations of Generation II Siblingg*l."

by Migration Statusé@

Owner

. . Males Females
Occupations Nonmigrent - Migrant Nonmigrant - Migrant.
' ‘ ?
0) Seasonal laborer/ v

unemployed 11 ° L6 1 20

Student ( 10 "3 R { -

' Full-time housewife - - . 286 110

Full-time femily - . .
domestic - - 79 -

~2) Domestic servant - 2 28 30
3) Farm laborer 22 11 - -

Service tenant . ‘ Ly 13 6 -

Family service tenant 76 8 5 N -

Sharecropper 5 5 - -
4) plonmanufacturing :

laborer I 9 - -
Farm manager 2 6 - -
Cash renter - 6 2 N 2

. Small owner 1 T -3 -
5) Service, other 2 . 25 1 18

Operative 2 8 - -

Crafts N T 19 3 3

Peddler and livestock

traders 17 19 6 9
Petty merchant 10 1 3 8
Unskilled: industrial

laborer , - 1l - 1

Semi-skilled ' -

" industrial laborer - . 8 - - -
6) Medium owner 52 11 5 1
7) Merchant \ 2 2 1 3

Clerical worker 3 6 - 2
8) Large owner . 18 2 - -

Lower-level salaried ,

professional L 3 6 5
Lower-level non-

salaried professionalb - 2 - 5
Self-employed

professional - 3 - -

I . .

Total™™ . v 438 222 439 217
Summary : '
Family Labor Force - - 365 110
Nonfamily Labor Force L17 ~ 173 67 871
Primarf'SeCtor . )
Nonowner 155 Ls 11 2
211 20 8 1l
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(Table A-2 cont.) ; ' ’ \

Males - : Females

Occupations - : Ionmigrant Migrant " Nonmigrant Migrant .

13

Secondary Sector o : - ; o
Industrial laborer , - 9 - 1

Craftsman . T 19 ' 3 3
éertiary Sector : L. ~
Laborer L L 9 .- - -
Service . 2 27 29 : N8
Domestic . - (2) . (e8) 7 o)
Cormefce : ‘31 4 30 10 . o]
Clerical 3 6 - ' 2
Lower-level professional b 8 6 10
Other ' ‘ . 21 - Lo , T 20
Student - . . (10) (3) (7)' ‘ (-)

Total . 438 222 439 ~ 217

Generatlon "'II 8iblings refers to the Fomeque~born 51b11ngs of the sam-
ple household heads di their spouses. .

bA11 members of this category are in the priesthood or 31sterhood.

- R S——
Table A-3. Primary Occupations of Generation III by Migration Status®

_ o Males Females
Occupations Nommigrant _ Migrant Nonmigrant Migrant
0) Unemployed - 2 6 1 2

Student e : l? : 9 15 T

Full-time housewife - - T7 22

Full-time family Q ‘ ) _

domestic - ‘ - - . 59 -

Full-time family :

farm laborer b1b - _ - -
1) Part-time housewife - - 4 -

Part-time family .

domestic - - 15 -

Part-tige family

farm laborer : . 54 - - -
2) Domestic.servant T2 1 13 _a
3) Farm laborer 12. T - ) -

‘Service tenant 11 1 ( - -

Family service tenant 18 " - - -

Sharecropper 18 2 - -
4) Sales clerks ' - 2 - 5

Nonmanufacturing

laborer Lo 12 - -

Farm manager. - 1 - - . -

Cash renter T 1l - -

Small owner 1k 4 - -
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(Table A-3 cont{) : .

' _ - » Males Females

Occupations o " Nonmigrant Migrant Nommigrant Migrant
5) Sefvice, other 2 18 : - 4
Operative 2 5q - ‘ -
. Crafts 1 -6 h Y
Peddler - y L - 1 6
Petty merchant 2 1 ) -
Unskilled industrial . ‘ ‘
laborer - T . 3 - 2
Semi-skilled industrial .
. ‘laborer - 5. - - .
6) Medium owner : , 9 3 - -
') Clerical , 1\.\ 1 1 2 '
8) Lover-level salaried R
< para-professional ] i
and professional® ) 2 1 3 8 _
Total . B -221 . 92, 197 83
‘ - . A = m _ o i
Summary : ‘
Family Labor Force ° . - « 95 - 155 22
Nonfamily Labor Force : 110 ‘ 7 26 .52
Primary Sector ‘ L : \
4 _ : Nonowner - : 67 - 11 - -
. Owner ‘ - 23 7 - o
\\\_ég\ . " Secondary Sector . - '
o . Industrial laborer B .8 - 2
Crartsman 1 j\\ . 6 Y . 4
Tertiary Sector o \ ' . _
- Laborer ‘ ' i 12 - -
Service . L 19 12 25
' Petty commerce o~ 8 10 3 6 p
- Sales/clerical _ 1 3 1 7
Lower-level professional 2 1 3 8 -
Other 16 . 15 16 T .
, Student ' o)y o (9) (15) (1)
Total , 221 92 197 83
* [ y - ” [ '
8Generation III refers to Fémeque-born childien lzirears and older of
the sample families. , ' -
. PThis includes 12 males, or 29 percent of the full-time family farm
.¢ laborers, who were underemployed. ] . e R
’ CThis category includes those remunerated in kind such as priests ahd
nuns. . ‘ . .
82 )
4 . " N




