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RESUKEN

En este informe ge presentan los resultados méds
significativos de un estudio del Dr, John J, Macisco,
Jr. sobre la migracién al Area Metropolitana de Linma,
e base de datos de una encuesta en una muestrsa repre-
sentativa de aproximadamente 2 000 hogares, realizada
en 1965-66 por la Direccidén Naciohal de Estadistica y
Censos del Pert con la dsistencia téenica de CELADE,

Sendos capitulos estdn dedicados & cuatro tépicos
bdsicos de 1la investigacidn miero social del fendmeno
migratorio a las grandes ciudades: i) el proceso,
ii) 1los motivos, iii) 1a asimilacién y iv) los di-
fercneiales,

Del proceso migrptorio se gnalizan sus poatrones
mds significotivos: categorios de lugoares de emigra -
cidn, movilidad previa y nivel de educacidn.

Las variables explicotivas de las motivociones
pora migrar son aquéllas relacionadas con el ciclo vi
tal del individuo y con la jerarguis de los lugares
de origen, esta tdltima en términos de urbanigacidén 3y
de sus corrclativos econdmicos y socicles,

Ciertamente, el interds dominante en los estu-~
dios socioldgicos sobre esta materia ha recafdo sobre
los nspectos de lao asimilacidn de lz poblacidédn nigran
te. En el capitulo tercero se anslize la cgimilacidn
respccto de tres dimensiones: ocupacibdn, vivienda ¥y
seguridad social. Variables cxplicativas intervinien
tes en el andlisis: "duracidn de la residencia” en el
Arca Metropolitana y "tanafio del lugar de la residene-
clia previal,

Por Ultimo, el informe dedica un capitulo a 1las
carncteristicas ~demograficas, econdnicas y sociales—
diferenciales entre hativos ¢ innigrantes, utilizando
diversas variables de control,

A través de ésta y de otras contribuciones; rew
presentativas de una acunulacidén de conocimientos sis
tendticos sobre lo noteria, CELADE deseo poner al al-~
cance de los lectores interesados los resultodos nés
gsignificativos de una cuidads labor de investigocidn,






PRESENTATION

Thig report gathers in its final form the most significant
contribution of the studies on migration to Metropolitan Lima
carried out by Dr, John J, Macisco, Jr., during the period he

served as 2 researcher in CELADE.

The statistical information used was derived from a survey
specially designed to investigate the main demographic and
sociological aspects of the migrotion process to Metropclitan
Lima and of inmigrants!? assimilation.Im For purposes of the.
survey Metropolitan Lima was defined as the arcao covered by
the fifteen districts which formed Greater Lima (1961 Census)

plus the districts of Comas, Independencia and E1 Agustino

bidid o
7

{established after the 1961 Census was taken) and the urban areo
of the Constitutional Province of Callco. An estimated popu-

lation (1965) of 2 250 000 inhabitants made up the universe thus
defincd.

x Dr. Macisco was attached to CELADE during the years 1969
ond 1970, working on o progremmc¢ of studics on internal
migration in Latin America. His porticipotion was made
possible through a grant from the PFord Foundation, which
also rendered financial support in other aspecis of the
abovenentioned programme.

&% The survey was undertoken by the "Direceciédn Nacional de
Estadistica y Censos" of Peru, with CELADE!s tecchnical
assistonce, in 1965-1966. Sinilar research wos promoted
and carried out in Santiago, Chile (1962), Caracas (1967)
and Asuncion, Paraguay (1973-1974). The "Direccidn Necio-
nal de Estadistica y Censos" of Peru made the main results
of the Metropolitan Lima survey available in three reports
published in the years 1966 ond 1568 EEncuesta de Innigro-
ecién., ILina Metropolitana, Informe I (1966), Informe II
(1968) and Informe III (1968). Dircccién Nacional de Es-~
tadlstica y Censos, Lina, Perd).

%% Barranco, Brefia, Chorrillos, La Vicitoria, Lima, Lince,
Magdalena del Mar, Miraflores, Pucblo Libre, Rimac, San
Isidro, San Martin de Porres, San Migucl, Santicgo de
Surco and Surguillo,
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Research wag carried out through 2 housohold probabilistic
sanple, reprosentative of the population of Metropoliten Lina,
In the scuple design five strata composed of districis with
siuilar socio-econcmic cheracteristics were considered:; within
~each of then “blocks" were selected with probabilities PropCr—
tionate to the nunber of housing units and, finally; six housing
units, with systenatic spacing, were selected from each "dblock".
Of o total of 2 208 housing units which conposed the samplé, it
was.possible to interview . 2 093 households, tHat is, a response

rate of 94 8 per cent was attalned

In carrying out interviews two'types of quéstionnaires
were used, one of a collecitive character‘anﬂrthe other of an
individual nature. Thrcugh the first of theng 1nformation on
the nain deuographlc and Sucial charhcterlstlcs of all house—
hold nembers was collected snd the mlgratory status of eadh one
of then was identified., fThe individusl questlonnalre wns used
to neke. girect interviews to those persons with’ nigrant status,
provided that they hgd arrived in Metropolitan Lina at fhe'age
of 14 or over and during the decade previocus to the survey date
(1956~1966). . This guestionnaire conteined a "migrqtory hlstory“;
information -on the migrant's living conditions before noving to
Metropolitan Lima (economic activity, rezsons for 1eav1ng, etc.)
and flnally, several aspects on "edjustrment' to the city way of-

life..

- In four chapters thig"rapbrt deals with whot could be .szid
"t0 be 2ll the basic topics through which the ﬁigrafion phenonenon
in the big citles has been 1nvest1gated at the microwsociml level.

They fefer 89901flcﬁ11y to:

Chapter I The nigretion pracess
Ghapter.li . Reasons for leaving
Chepter III

Chaptér v leferentlals

3]

Adaustment

.mhe Plgratlun process is analyzed through patterns, réferred
to ca tegorles (31ze) of places of emigraticn, number of previous
novenents and educatiocnal level, controlling in each case sex and

age veariables.
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In princlple there was interest only in investigating the
reasgsons for leaving of peracns who, becaunse ¢f thelir charocter—
istics of sex, age and position within the fanily group, were
asgumed to have voluniariiy decided %o nigrate. Since notiva--
ticns are assuned toc be releted to the individual vital cycle,
as well as to the hierarchj of the places of origin in teruas of
urbanization and its social and economic correlates, the analysis
1s centered upon the veriables sex, age; civil status,; education,

cccupation and size of places ovf previous residence of mlgrant.

Ko other tepic has probably deserved ncre attention, con-
cerning sociclogical studies, than the subject of innigrants
adjustmnent to %the receiving sociéty, The Metropolitan Lina
survey was not designed to investigate this motter in depth, but
rather to provide parginal information which was expected to be
.Of use -—combined with other data- in order tc test a few general
hypotheses which are fregquently used in specialized literature,
although they are not generally supported by resuwlts from en-
nirical research. In the present study the author resorts to
two explanatory independent variables, “size of place of previous
residence”" and "duraticn of residence" in Hetropolitan Lima,
through which degrees of adjustmént in three aspects are attenpb-
ed to be fouﬁd: occupation, housing, and social security. An
inportant limitatiocn in this study arises from the lack of in-
fornation-oﬁ the populaticn born in Metronolitan Lima concerning
the aspects being analyzed. Consequently, conpariscns are limit-
ed %o those groups of inmigrents defined according 1o the afore-
rienticned variables and otﬁers (ioe,,‘sex and age) which are

control variables.

The final chapter; dealing with "differentials", has been
approached from two Ilnteresting viewpoints. First, that of the
inpact of the differences observed between inmigranfs and natives
regarding sex and ege conposition, eivil status, edu;étion? pe-
cupation and fertility on populaticn structure and dynanics,
Second, the study. of differentials conplements sone aspects of
"adjustnent” which hove been already considered in Chapter III.

A relétively conplete explenation of the cbserved differentials,
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as far as possible with data from a multiple purpose survey,
implies intrecducing in the anclysis a ninimum of control
variables in c¢rder t¢ separate generational factors cr influen-
ces fron those of expcsure tine fto the risk of "socialization",
at different ages; in the different environnents. in which

persuons have lived, including Metropolitan Lina,.

Migration and metropolization  are inseparable aspects
of the same and universal demogrephic process of contemporary
societies. To define, to describe and to explain this popu-
lation phenomenon have been the aims of innumerable theoretic-
al works and of a great number of empirical studies in countries
and regions with very different levels of economic and social
development. It can be said that in Latin America scientific
work in this field began during the 60's, particulerly through
surveys done in large c¢ities, CELADE has played-an important
part in this =zctivity snd this monograph is a partial result
of its efforts, Through it énd other contributions which are
representative of the systematic knowledge being accumulated
on the subject, the most significant findings of careful re-

search work are made available o interested :eaders.k

Juan Carlos Elizaga
Latin Amerlcan Demographlc Centre (CELADE)

¥ Anong the CELADE publications of greotest infterest on the
subgect are the following:

BEliznga, J.C., M1grac10nes o las Areas Metropolitanas de
Anérica Latina, Series E, N° 6, 1970, Santiago, Chile.

Alberts, J., Migracidn en Arecs Metropolitanas de Andérica
Latina: Un Estudio Comparativo. Work Progress Reports,
Parts I (1974) and II (1975)




I. THE FIGRATION PROCESS

In this chapter dn the demographic structure of the migration
flow to Lima, the following questions are considered: “Cl) ihat
is the age and sex compbsition of the migrant population living
in Lima in 1665% Ghen did they como to the city? (2).How 0ld
- were the migrants when they came? Were there differences in age
-at the time of arprival by‘period of arrival? (3) There did:the
migrants come from? Vhat were the sizes of place characteristics
of the last place of residence? Did the pattern vary by period
of arrival, by age, sex, and age at time of arrival? (4) What
is the place of birth of the migrants in terms of proportion,
rural or urban? (5) Yhat is the degree of siwmilarity of place
of birth and the last place of previous residence? (6) How
many moves were made prior to-arriving in,Limé? (7) That was the
‘edﬁqational attainment of the migrants at the time of arrival in
Lima? ‘

7 In a primate city like ILima, it is generally found that
' nigrants form a relétively 1argé pronortion of the-yogﬁlation ol
the metropolitan area. This conclusion is valid for Lima as
about 40 percent df its residents are migrants to the area.- That
‘is, they were not born there. Such an influx necessarily has a
étrong influence on the socio-demographic characfefistics af the
receiving city. What would be the age distribution or the sex
rétio-if no migrants were present? iould indexes such as educa-
$ional attainment differ? In other words, de migrants bring _
- characteristics that vary from those of the natives to such an
extent that the overall pattern is substantially sltered by their

presence?

Generally it has Dbeen found that migrants do have different
_socio—demograﬁhie characteristics than the native-born urban
dwellers, If one is concerned with the social implications fer
the urban socilal system, 1t 1s differentials between migrant and
urban natives which mdy be crucial. What-happens to the migrents
after they arrive? Vhat does the influx mean to the urban social
system? How is the urban area different as a result of the

mligration? vhile these guestions are important, this first
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chapter will be limited to the migrétion'process itself and com-

parisons with urban natives will be discussed in the chapter

dealing with differentialsy’

With revard to the numbers of mlwrants and tlme of arrival
it can be geen that there were 4 290 mlgrants 1ncluded in tne ‘
1965 survey.' It is especially 1mnortant to look at these mlgrants
by their tlme ‘of arrival. fhile all persons not born 1n Iiima are _
- defined as mlgfants, there is a vast dlfference between a "migrant“L
aged. 30 who just a;rived from a rural place and a ”mlnrant" aged
20 who moved to lea w1th hls parents 28 years ago. The effect
of such & dlfference Will be con31dered later, ?or the present,'i
it is sufficient tc riocte that no less than 37 3 nercent of all -
migrants in Lima 1n 1065 arrived within the previous deoade (See“j
Table l) As mlvrants constitute 40 percent of the total ponn‘ -
ulation, about. 1 in 6 Lima re31dents ‘have been in the cmty 1ess
than 10 yéars. A word of cautlon ig in order, It should no% ‘be
coencluded that the degree of migration is increasing in recent
years, Lortality exerts a toll, and.the nunber of persons moving
to the clty, before. 1050 for example, was undoubtedly greater than
Alndicated in this study. It is-not possible to determine the ef-
- fect of mortality .on the number of migrants in’ Lima at the time

of survey.

1. Sex and Age of Iigrants: Sex Ratios  _

There were slightly more female migrants than mele migrants.
residing in Lima at the time of the 1965 survey, the .sex. ratio

being_93}2.;/ :This“ingex varies significantly by age. of nigrante:

1/ The sex ratio was calculated in the following mannex:

~Uumber of males o
- x 100
- Hunber of females

The results of this calculation give -the number of msales per 100
females, This type of index has been more appropriately called a
masculinlty index by many demographers.
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however. Among those under 15, as seen in Table 2, there were
more males than Ffemales. This is at least partially due to the
sex ratio at birth and of course, many migrants came with their
famjilies and therefore were in a sense involuntary nigrants. In-
asmuch as this under 15 age group does contain a large »roportion
of inveluntary migrants one would expect a more normal sex ratio.
Between ages 15 and 26, females predominate among the migrants
there being 7S5 males for every 100 females.g/ liales are more

prevalent in the mizrant population 40 years and over.

Looking at the sex ratiec for those migrants who came in the
past 10 years, there i1s evidence that young females are more like-
1y than males to be migrants to the metropolitan area & phenome-
non that has been ncted elsewhere, I'rom Table 3 it can be seen
that among migrants thirty and over coming in the last 10 years,
females also tend to be in the majority, but not to the extent
noted for the younger women aged 15-2¢. Turning to those who
arrived »rior to 1955 among older migrants there are apnroximately
equal numbers of nales and females. This is 8ll the more striking
in light of the fact that mortality hes undoubtedly affected older -
males more than older females. However, when all migrants are
consldered irressective of their age at time of survey, females
predominate regardless of the time of arrival with the excention
of the very earliest migrants (i.e. 1945 or earlier). Indeed, the
sex ratio exhibits a secular increase with earlier time of arrival,

from 84 among those coming between 1956 and 1965, to 109 among the
earliest migrants, '

It can perhaps be speculated that males were more likely to
move "to the city" in earlier periods as "push" factors may have
been more important. This would tend to resemble 2 "pilioneer”
type of migration, As the years progressed and communication and
transportation imnproved, such a move was no longer "dangerous

and pioneering", The primate city began "pulling” peonle from

2/ The index would be even lower if only those who arrived at 15
Years and cover were considered, since »nart of the inmigrants
aged 15 to 29 came before being 15 years old,
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the rural'areas-énd, as has been noied for large -cities in develop-
ed nations, this usually resulted in the attraction of more: fe-
meles -especially young single women., At any rate, 1t is clear
"that proportionately, more female migrants have moved tec Lima in
recent years. than was the case in the past. A continuation of

this pattern into the future may well have important -effects on

the population structure of the eity and hlnterland.

Age dlffefentials amcng migrants are not esaeclally substan—
tial, as seen in Table 4. Tor all mlgrants, 56.6 percent were
between 15 and 39. As would be expected, these-ﬁropoitions ine
-drease ﬁmong females (59.3 percent) and decrease among males’
(53.6 percent): It should be stressed that these data are based
on age at the time of the survey and not on age at date of arriv-

al in Lina, -and that it is e descriptlnn of only. the migrant
populatlon of the city. )

In concluslon, it has been observed that of all people living
in Lima in 1965 WhO were not horn there, sllghtly more were fe-
'male. There were however, varlatlons accordlng to current age
with males dominatlng in the under flfteen and over thlrty catew
gorles. The age diatributlon of the migrant populatlon indicated
few children under age 15 and slichtly more than half between the
ages of 15 and 39. '

- Age at Time of Arrival

There is & 31gn1flcant age variatlon enong migrants by age
at tlme of arrival Such a dlfferentlal was mas&ed when llmlted
Vto present age. Tor all mlgranta, male and female, and for all
'periods from 1941 to 1965, about 40 3ercent were between the age
of 15 and 24 when they moved to Lima (See Table 5) For example,
"among those who minrated between 1961 and 1S 65, 44 5 Dgrceﬁt'_
(males) and 41.3 percent (females) were 15~ 24 among "$hose who
migrated between 1956 and 1960, 39.2 percent (nrales) and 35. 1 per-
cent (females) were 15-24 and 40.8 percent (males) and 37.9 percent
(females) were 15-24. among those who came between 1946 and 1950
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Although this generaligation is true for both sexes, the
evidence shows that females were likely to move at a slightly
youngexr age and this was especiglly true of the decade 1956~1L9065.
Within the 15-24 age group, the proportion of females 15-19 is
generally greater, while among the males the reverse is true.
Indeed, about 30 percent of all female migrants in the 19611965
period were between 15 and 19. PFurthermore, the age category
10-14 (at time of migration) has a& larger proportion of females
than males regardless of date of arrival, This finding suggests
that the traditional pattern of sending girls to work as domestics
in the c¢ity is s1till operative,

Figures 1 and 2 show the very distinct trend reflecting the
tendency of the migrants, both males and females, to be young
adults. The females are likely to be a little younger than the
males., This is true regardless of period of arrival back to 1941.
Before that time, the cdonclusion remainscorrect; but not to such
an extent, Again it 18 possible that mortality may be a factor
in this latter group.

Conclusions: This briéf analysis of the basic demographic
characteristics of migrants to Lima indicates that, as of 1965,
there were both age and sex differentials with the former perhaps
more important., This was not evident from a static examination
of the migrant group. However, after utilizing data on time of
arrival, it was obvious that, regardless of period and sex,
migrants were likely to be young adults., Sex differences increased
with recency of urban move., That is to say, recent migrants were '
more likely to be females than earlier migrants, Generally, it
appears that those who arrived prior %o 1940 were apt to be a
Little older and males predominated., By the late 1950!'s and
early 1960%s, the characteristics of the migrants had changed
- fhey were younger and more likely to be female., It is specu-
lated that this may be an indicator of development in the sense
that Lima is no longer "psychologically removed" from rursl areas.
The urban areas through mass media, and earlier migrants have nmost
likely interpenetrated the hinterland. Such a pattern of migra-

tion is generally to be found in advanced countries and it is
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Pigure 2
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apperent that this pattern is emerging in Peru as of 19565. This
changing nature of the migrant characteristics 1s bound to have
e strong effect on the demographic structure of Lima as increasing-

'1y more females'énd‘younger peonle move into the city.

3. Size of Place of Previous Residence

~ Some insights on the charaeteristics of migrants can be
gathered by looking at their place of origin, Certainly migrants
from rural areas differ in many attributes from those who come
from larger cities. These possible differences will be conmpared
and discussed in a subseguent chaptef, For now; the emphasis is
on type of place of previous residence as defined by its size.
T4 is, of course, possible for place of origin to differ fronm
place of previoué residencde. However, in Teri, about 82 percent
of all the adult migrants to Lima the last decade -1956-1965 cane
directly from their place of birth (Ssee Table 15);, Pew made
intervening stops on their way to the primate city Qf the couniry.

In interpreting these data it should be realized that the
proportion of citywards migrants coming from any particular siaze
of place is considerably affected by the nroportion of such
cities and towns in the nation. The population coming from
villages under 1 000 in population, for example, cannot'be ?ery
large if there are very few of these units in the hinterland.
Thus in the United States, migration from rural-farm areas to
urban areas has been decreasing over recenit decades., This should
not be interpreted as a change in attitudes vis-a-vis urban living.
Rather it is due to the fact that there are very few "available!

rural-farm dwellers remaining to move to the cities.

0f all the migrants‘livihg in Lima at the time of the survey,
29.2 percent came from cities with populations of 20 000 or more,
with another 15.3 percent having been residents of towns with
populations between 5 000 .and 20 000, The greatest proportion of
migrants came from towns that were even smaller —between 1 000 and
5 000 (38.2), Pew came from the smallest villages {under 1 000)
or from foreign countries, These proportions do not change when

sex of the migzrant is conslidered. That is to say, sex differentials
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among nigrants with regard tc size of place of previous residence
are not significant., 1liore came from Towns between 1 000 and %5 000

and this was true of hoth males and females (See Pahle 6).

When ccmnparing size of nlace of drevious residence with
nericd of arrival in Lima, differences are agzain not notewocrthy.
In the 1556~1960 neriod close to half the migrants (45.3 percent)
came from towns of 1 0G00-5 000, while less than ohe-gquarter came
from the largest cities., On the other hand, in the 1941-1945
- period, slightly more were from these latter centres than from
thoge communities of 1 000-~-5 Q00 population. Male and Temale
migrants exhibited similar patterns with the peak years for the
small towns being between 1956 -and 1960 and those for the largest
cities being 1941-1945,

It has been noted that 29.2 percent of all migrants came
from ecities of at least 20 000 population., Controlling for age

at time of survey fails to uncover any important variations.

Among all age groups, the proportion coming from various size
communities does not differ very much, although there is a ten-
dency for older people to be in a greater proportion among mi-
grants from large cities, and the same fendency is observed among
young adults who came from small localities (under 1 000 inhabit-
ants). It is also interesting to note that c¢lose to 10 percent

of all migrants 50 years of age and over are from Loreign countries
(See Tables 7 and 8).

Whether it be for males or females, these same generalizations
tend to be valid, Any differentials, based as they are on relative-
ly small numbers of cases, are perhaps due %o sampling erwror rather
than %o basic social differentials. An additional control on
time of arrival (i.e., since. 1960 or prior to that date) fails to
yield any more information on possible variations in the propor-

Tilon of migrants coming from various size communities,

It can be concluded that generally about 40 percent of all
Lima in-migrents came from communities with populations between
1 000 and 5 000, Another 30 percent or thereabouts came from the

largest cities in the country. Whether it be'sex, age, time of
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arrival, or combinations of these, deviations from these propor-
ﬁiohs were mihimal. (Thgse‘results lead o the speculation that
the warning aliuded fo earlier may have been warvranted, To a
~considerable extent the ﬁrOdortion ¢f migrants coming from any
narticular size area is dedendenh or the number of oeoale in

Peru who live in such communitles)

Another analysis eon51ders the follow1ng possible guestions.
Are mlgrants fron lar"e cities more llkely 4o be female than
those comlng from smaller towns? Are they younger oxr older?

Did they move more recently than did rural migrants?

It can be readily seen from Table & that there is selectiv-
ity of females FHom the large cities, with thé sex ratio being
91.4, and from those towns between 1 000 and 5 000 being 89.9,"
These comprise the two 1argest groups of migrants, On the other
hand, the sex ratio for those coming from the sméllest villages
isg 98 3, Also,rmalesugre much more likely to be predominant

among the foreign born.

Little difference is to be noted between size of communities
and period of arrival in Lima, "There ié, nevertheless, some o
evidence that . among migrants from communities under 5 000 poOn~
ulation, a larger proporiion have migrated in the latest decade
(1956~1965) -~about 41 percent being in that category. Among
those coming from larger cities and town (5 000 and over) about
35 percent came in that period., Also worth comment is the fact
that 47, 6 pvercent of the foreign-born came prior to 1940 while

nly 29,5 oercent moved to Lima since 1955,

" The relation between size of place of previous residence and
recency of migration 1z especially marked among females. No
lese than 45 vercent of all such migrants from places under
5 000 came since 1855, Only omneée-~third of those coming from ihe‘
largest cities are such recent movers, No such ¢lear-cut rela-
tionship is noted for male migrants.. Apparently the enticements
of the large clty are increasingly more appealing to females.,
coming from small viilages. éne can perhaps speculate that im-
provements 1n communicatlon and ease of transportation may have

contributed to such & chanve. It is also possible that the
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o ortunity structure in small villazes offers little Tfoxr the
female, Yhis may aISO'ﬁelp exoslain the overall finding thait
the »roortion of recent‘migréhts is greater the snaller the
srevious slace of résidence. Earlier movers caime from the
larrer citles where oresumably communications were suyerior,
liore recently the "migration s»Hiri{" has svread to the smallexr -

villages of the nation.

Further evidence for this suggestion can be noted when the
age (in 1965) of migrants is compared for the various size
places of previous residence, For all migrants, male and female,
the medlan aze decreases with smaller community of oxrigin, as
seen previously in Tables 7 and 8, Por example, almost two-
thirds of all migrants from villages under 1 000 were under age
35, But just over one-half of such migrants from the large
cities were in that age group. At the other extreme, 15.5 per-
cent of thobe from emall villages were 50 and dver, while one
in five of the migrants from the cities were of that age, The
pattern is similar for males and females and suggesis that
recent migrants are increasingly coming from the smaller areas
of the country, Purthermore, these migrants from small villages

are predominantly female and tend to be younger than average.

A further refinement of the analysis of Lima migrants by
size of place of wreviocus residence can be made by studying
their age at time of arrival {See Tables 10 and 11). This also

sheds additional light on some of the suggestions made above, .

regarding possible differences in the characteristics of migrants.

The gquesiion to be considered is: Are there any differences
in the age of migrants at the time of arrival in ILima by the
size of the locality from which they moved? The answer is clear—
ly affirmative. TFor all migrants irrespective of sex or date of
arrival, substantially more‘coming from comnunities with popu-
lations under 5 000 were between 10 and 24 than was the case
emong those coming from larger towns and cities. Over 60 per-
cent ¢f all Lima newcomers who neved from the smaller areas
were in that age greup, as compared te only about one~half of

those coming from the largexr areas. However, the young (0-9)
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and the adults (25 and over) were substantially more represented
in the groups who previously resided in the larger clties and
towns, About one—~guarter of all sueh migrants were "young",
while only about 20 nercent of those coming from smaller vil-
lages were under age 10. The difference among the adult ni-

grants is especially marked for those 25-34.

This overall general finding suggests that no% only are the
smaller areas the point of origin of more females and younger
people, as well as being the point of origin gaining in emphasis
within the recent.decade, but they are also the starting point
for more:"individual movers";.whereas the larger communities -
areg ﬁerhaps“mo;g likely to send more families to’ the central-

. cityc L

‘Dhis same generalization’ apparently 1s true’ for both, the
~yecent migrants {1961-1965) and the earlier minrants. That is
to say, the 1024 groups are overrepresentéd'amonrr those coming
from smaller areas, while the young and the adults are Overs

represented among those comlng from the larger areas,’

Both'males and females are llkely to exhiblt 51mllér'pat-'
terns re arding age at arrlval and 51ze _of place of previous
residénce. However the differential among males is greater
than smong females, About 64 percent of all male migrants from
small areas were 10-24 at their time of arrival; only about 50
percent .of all such migrants from larger areas were of the same
age when they sarrived in Lima. Again the pfOpoftionSdf'ybung
and adults are zreater for males coming from large cities than

.Tor males coming from the more rural villages. The difference

in age at arrival by size of previous residence is not as sig-~
nificant for females -although the difference nevertheless
-persists, Female migrants from small areas are still more apt

to be beiween 10 and 24 than female migrants from- the larger
cities and towns. An interesting difference can be seen -in the
10-~14 age group where a secular increase in »roportion migrant

is noted with decreasing size of the nlace of »reévious residence,
Only 16,2 percent of the Ffemales from the cities of at least

20 000 population are between 10 and 14, but gbout cne~quarter
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of those fron the spall areas were that aze at time of arrival
in Lima (See Table 11). As suggested earlier, it is vossible
that most of these females might be individual movers, nosi
likely working as domestics. Among males,; as in Table 10, the
predominant age at time of arrival was 15-~18 with a secular in-
crease noted here as well ~from 22.9 nerceant to 31L.6 percent

among those coming from the small areas.

Comparisons of migrants according to period of arrival
yield similar results (Tables 10 and 11). In general, persons
coming from the smaller areas are more likely %to be in the
10-24 age category and those from larger towns in the young and
adult categories.

Some tentative conelusions emerge from these data based on
gsize of »lace of previous residence, TFemales and slightly less
males are overrepresented in the very largest ard the 1 0005 000
size places of origin, Generally, the migrants from the small
areas are younger than those from the larger cities, Also, the
evidence indicates that those coming from such communities are
more likely to have moved within the past decade than those
coming from the larger centres, Finally, there is some evidence
that migrants from small areas, regardless of when they moved,
are proportionately more in the 10-24 age group while those
from the larger ecities are proporitionately more in the younger
(0-9) and the adult age (25 and over) groups. Thus it is spec-
ulated that earlier migrants were more apt to be from the larger
centres of population and consist of families. Iore recently,
the emphasis has shifted to the smaller areas and these migrants

are likely %o be young individuals,

4, Where VWere They Born?

A four-way typology of rural-urban provinces has been derived
to determine the kind of areas that were the bdirthplaces of the
migrant to Lima. "Urban areas" consist of those provinces which

were between 35 and 50 percent urbanized; "semi-rural’ between
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. 20 and 35 percent urbanized; and "rural areas" less than 20 per-
centaurbanizeﬂ.é/

It should be made clear that a migrant could have been born
in & rural setting and yet be characterized as coming from an
"yrban type” province., These data merely classify migrants by
types of'pro#inces of birth on a four-way urban-rural scale

rather than actual place of birth (See Table 12).

About two-thirds of all migrents to Lima were. born in either
sémi;urban or urban provinces =40 pereent'in the latter type.
A slightly greater percent of the early migrants {before 1956)
came from such areas than of the more recent movers to Lima,
This is to be expected in light of the earlier noted phenomenon
that the more recent migranis are more likely to come from small-
er places of previous residence and in view ol the fact that
most migrants come from the region of their place of birth,
llales and females exhibit similar paetterns regarding province of
birth -65,7 percent:of the males and 65,6 nercent of the females

being born in either urban or semi-urban type provinces.

“Females who migrated earlier are somewhat mbrellikely to
have been born in the more urban provinces then the males who
migrated in the same period. That is to say, the proportion of
early female migrants coming from such'provinces was 68.7 per~
.cent ~males 67.2 percent, Among more recent migrants the res;
pective nercent were 51.4 and 63.3, It is also interésting‘fo
note that almost 20 percent of the female recent migrants came
from rural provincés, as compared to only 12.2 percent of the
females who came to Lima prior ito 1956. Again this merely re-
infoxrces earlier findings on the changing nature of migration to

Lina,

Another way of interpreting the data is to ask: "Of all

- persons born in urban provinces 0.727); how many came since 1955

3/ In tke 1961 Cemsus of Pery it was considered as urban the
population living in "populated centres' which were district
capitals, regardless of the number of inhabitants, The pop-
ulation living in other nopulated centres with urban char-
acteristics’, whose povulation was equal or higher than that
0of the administrative head of the same district, was also
gconsidered urban.
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and how many came »nrior to that date?" 1 156 or §1.3 vercent

of all migranis 1living in Lima in 1965 came prior to 1956. This
proportion increases to 556,95 percent for those bqrn in urban pro-
vineces, Anong males; 64.0 percent were early migranis, but two-
thirds of those £rom urban areas were early migrants, as compared
to only 56.1 wercent of those who came from rural provinces, .
Similarly, the sroportion for females was 58.7 percent overall,
tut 66.3 percent from urban nrovinces and only 46.9 percent from

rural nrovinces (See Table 13).

Thése data indicate that a substantial majority (two-thirds)
of all migrénts'Were born in urban or semi-urban type provinces.
It does not say anything about place of birth. Nore important,
the data show that recent migration tends to de-emphasize urban
place of birth and this is more so among females than males.,
Females have a larger percent from rural areas coming in the more
recent 1956-1965 period than in the earlier period. This is the

only place where the more recent migrants comprise the majority.

This conclusion together with the finding that 82 percent
of all migrants came from the region of birth, reinforces the
earlier suggestion that recent migrants are more likely to be
female and to come from small places of vprevious regidence., Now
it can be added tentatively that this generalization may well

apply to nrovince of birth as well.

5. Similarity of Region of Birth with Last Place of
Previousg Residence

In order to get a crude avproximation of the extent to which
migraticn to Lima has occurvead by stages, a tébulation indicating
the »roportion of nigrants whose last region of residence prior
to Lima_was the same as thelr region of birth, hes been prepared.
Table 14 demonstrates that 93.8 percent of all mizsrants to Lima
had migrated from the same region as that of %their birth. This
‘pattern is aporoximately the same for males and females., It is

slightly higher for those migrants who came to Lima before 1956,
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Vhen sige of place of last nlace of previous vesicence is
considered, it appears that migrants coming Ifrom »laces of less
than 1 000 and rural arcas exhibit the lowest Droportion, This
finding is. seen For men as well as women and does not seem $0
- vary by period of arrival. . It indicates that as. expectedy
people coming from rural areas have most likely been born in
. another region, On the other hand, migrants whose last place of
residence was 20 000 or over, have the next lowest similarity

proportion,

‘The proportion presented is a crude index of stage mlgration
._for the following reasons; (1) The index refers only to region
of birth and region: of last place of prior residence, It theve-
. fore can miss whatever inféfmediary moves have been made,
(g).ﬂpvesﬂwithin & reglon of whatever types are-misseﬁ, since
the region is the unit of analysis, |

Despite these shortcomings, which are to be expected ih’
this tyoe’ of migration reseawrch, 1% is striking that this sinilar-
ity iﬁ&éx is generally the same (i.e,,‘aboptigo.parcent) for both

males. and females in both periods of arrival.-‘uq‘;5;; oo

"AsiPOinted ou%-éarliér, 82 perbent of the mlﬂrants Eame
directly to Lima, that is), have gotten ‘there "in one nove®,
wafisﬂthis'findiﬁg modified it 31ze of‘pl&be bf'prev1ous res—
idence 1s considered? Do Qeople'from”lérgef places come in many
steps {to Lima, and do mivrants from smaller wlaces gome directly?

-in;ééﬁer31 'pe sons comlnﬂ from larger size glaces, thai
is, 5 000 or over, seem to have sllghtly lower proporiions who
migrated Lirectly t6 Lima thén 7ersohs whose previous reasidence
before lea was 1ess than 5 000 This finding is avaroximately
" gimilar for males and females (See Table 15). |

) In sun, around &2 oercent of gll adult nigrants came To.

Lima in‘ope move, thatﬁ}s_dlxeetly.f When size of place of last
residence is ceontrolled, persons comlng from larger places have
lower.proportions of direct migrants, but it is still over three-
quarters of then. These findings suzgest that for most of the

migrants who came to Lima in the laszt ten years and who were 14
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years old and over when they arrived, stage nigration has not
talken place, These migrants are comig directly to Lima, It 1s
neogsible that in countries of higher primacy, stage migration
will not be found since the primate city serves as the magnet

for migrants from all other places,

It should be pointed out that these data, while adequate,
do not present a definitive test of the stage migration hypotheses.
8ince it is possible that some of these people had moves before
they reached 14, these figures miss these moves and therefore
understate the total number of previous moves, But on the other
hand, if we are interested in the voluntary migrants and there-
fore a refined statement of the stage hypotheses, using migrants

14 year old and over is appropriate.

6. Number of Moves Prior to Arriving in MHetrovolitan
Lima

In order to assess the stage migration hypotheses it is
useful to have data on the number of moves that a migrant has
made. For 8 subpopulation of Lime migrants, it-is possible %o
study the number of moves that a migrant has made prior to
arriving in Lima., - This subpopulation is composed of 865 migrants
who arrived in Lima in the last %en years, that is, between 1955
and 1965, and who were 14 years old and over at the time of
arrival.

0f this group, 710 or £2.1 percent moved but once since
reaching age 14 ~that move obviously being to Lima., 71 or 8.2
percenf made two moves, with 38 or 4.4 percent making three of

more moves (See Table 15).

By sex, the proportions are fairly similar in that &0.9
percent of the males as compared to 83.1 percent of the females
came to ILima in one move, This suggests thatl migration by stages
at least for adult migrants who came in the last ten years, does
not seem to have taken place. This finding parallels that of
Elizaga for Santiago. He showed that half of the migrants to
Santiago came directly, that is, without stopping along the way.
(Blizaga, 1970: &7).
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‘Margulis found: that 87 percent of those migrants from
Chilecito, population 13 000 in the northwestern La lioja section
of Argentlna nigrated directly to Buenos Aires (llarg gulis, 1968:
147), -

7. DLducational Attainment

" - One of the more important characteristics of migrants that
nust be consgidered in determining the effects that. such people
have on their receiving city is educetional attainment, hat 1s
the -"education input™ of these newcomers.to Lima? This section
is concerned with this topic and diffeérentials that may or may
‘not exist among migrants. by age, sex, date of arrival and.type

of nlace of previous residence.

About 37 percent of all persons living in Lima, but not born
there, have 1ess than fiVe years of scheollng.' About 20 percent
have had at 1east some college: Over orne in four (27 4 percent)
are limited to havmng between five and eight years of school and
another 15 4 percent have had some secondary echool trainln
(See Table 16) ‘ C

lale mlvrante are signifleantly better educated than their
female counteroarts presently residing in Lima. Indeed, no less
than T71.4 peroent of all such. femalee have less than a hlgh school
education as conmpared to 55.5 percent of the males. On the other
hend, 42. ? percent of the males have had at least sone hlgh school,
with about one»quarter hav1ng had some’ college tralning. "31lightly
more than onemquarter of all female migrants have had at least
some high eehool with 15.4 percent going beyond that level,

necent migrants (that is, since 1906), be they male or fe-
male have less education than the earlietr migrants.: TFor example,
aboﬁtxso percent of the females coming to Lima since 1950 have
less thaﬁ a ﬁigh'SEhool education, About 70 percent of those
comlng prlor to 1860 have had’ such little education. Similar gen-

erallzatlons can be made for the male migrants._

On the eurfaoe, this last flndlng ie not es should be exnect—

ed. Certalnly recent migrants, ceteris paribus, should have had

more educatlion than those coming in earlier decades. This should
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be esnheclally true in a developing country like Peru. However,
these results merely reflect a basic problem in utilizing educa-
tional attainment dsta without taking age (at time of arrival or
at time of survey) into consideration. Unless the analysis is
limited to people who are at least 25 years of age, and thus

have presumably ecombpleted their education, the resulits include
the "educational attainment” of people under age ten. Thus the
chances of such a persons'!s being included in the category
"regent migrants" is much greater than if they had nigrated prior
to that date,

Controlling for age &t time of arrival overcomes some of
these difficulties. However, this added information does not
‘tell anything about "present age". Controlling for time of move
adds still anocther dimension and this too allows for more refined
analysis. Nevertheless, some questions remain due to lack of
information on age at time of survey. (For exanmple, of the 335
females who moved to Lima prior to 1960 and were between 10 and -
14 at time of arrival, how many were 14 years old in 1965 or 24
years old, or 34 years old at the time of the'survey?)‘ Gf course,
among those migrating between 1960 and 1965, some assumptiohs can
be made about their age at the time of survey. But any coﬁparisbn
of the educational attainment of females 15-19 at time of arrivael
who moved since 1260, with their counterparis who noved prior to
1960, is f:aﬁght with all sorts of difficulties, Indeed, in that
particular example, the educational attainment of the earlier
migrants is greater then that of those who recently moved., Pre-
sumably this is because the earlier migrants, arriving at ages
15-19, have had time to attend college., Some were probébly 40-50
years of age by the time of survey. Consequently, the subsequent
analysis of the educational attainment of the migrants to Linma is
necessarily limited by the data and the concent "educational at-
tainment”, Wevertheless, it does describe how much education has

been completed by these people, regardless of age.

Little difference is to be observed in educational attainment
by age at time of arrival in Lima, Regardless of age, the pro-

portion having had some college or having had less than a high
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school -education, .for example, tends %o cluster about the percent
for the total uizgrant podulation., This is true. of males and fe-

sinles alike, A few minor exceptions are nonetheless to be noted.
For example, about one-quarter . of the female migrants who were

30~3%4 at time of arrival- had some college training, . Among males
age 50 and over .at time of arrival, the proportion with little,. -
if any, education was substantially higher than average ~about

35 perceni having ‘had less than five grades of scheoel,

THe data for ﬁefeoﬁe meeing'siﬁce 1960 are more meaningful
as present age is indirectly controlled, However, the small size
or the . sample.makes. these results_somewhat-tenuoue. " Generally,
younger: adults (25-34) . are slightly bBetter educated than the old-
er migrants, but no general.conclusion is possible for either
.males or femaleés, Close to half of the males who moved to Lima
between the ages.of 30 and. 39 had some college treining -but
there '‘are .only. 28 in thé sample. Half of all {the females 30-34
at the time of arrival had a similaxr type of education, - .

Among the earlier mlgrants there appears '$o" be little re-
lation between age at time of arrlval and ediicational attainment.
-Thls is especially true iz it is limited to-adults to eliminate
Ipersons who may not as yet have completed ‘their educatidn. “Again
this generallzation appllee t6 both,’ malee and females. Nonethe—
less, the above results as described in Table 16 give soile indi-
‘cation of how much education these "néwcoﬁere*“to Limarheve.“ A
later chapter will make comparieone between migrants and natlveu

born on such characterlstles.'“

Looking at the educatlonal attalnment of lea's mlgrant pop~

ulation by size of place of prev1oue residence ylelds more mean1ng~

ful flndlngs if it is aseume& that the age dlstrlbutione of the
groups coming f;om the various size areas are falrly slmilar‘
(See Table 17) it has been noted earller that there are 1ndeed
'age differentials by size of place.. However, thesa are not so
great as to greatly affeot the preeent study of educatlenal attain-
ment. ' ’ ' IR =
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There is a significant relationship between size of place
of previous residence and educatiocnal attainment. Overall,
36.9 nercent of the migrants have had less than five years of
school and 15.06 percent have had some c¢ollege. Anong those
coming from the largest cities, 32.6 vercent had little schooling
and about one-quarier had some college. Those coning from the
smallest villazes had the highest proportion with little education
(one half had less than five years), and the lowest proportion
with some education beyond high school (less than one in ten).
It should alsc be noted that no less than 53.8 percent of the
foreing-born had some college. (This particular comparison may
be slightly biased. It has been previously noted that thisgroup
is much "older" than other migrants and thus the chance of having
conpleted more yeares of school is greatly inecreased., Neverthe-

less, this high proportion with some collegs is signifiéant),

The invérse correlation between size of place and education-
al attainment is to be observed for males and females in similar
fashion, although males have had more education than females re-
gardless of the glze of place of previous residence, Consequent-
ly, the best educated migrants are males coning from cities of
20 000 or more population, and the least educated are females
who formerly resided in small rural communities, The contrast
is extreme. Among the former, 25 percent have had little school-~
ing (under five grades) and 30 percent have gone beyond high
school. Among the latter, about 50 percent had little gchooling
and but 4.4 percent had continued to college. Knowing that
recent migrants have tended to be inereasingly female and from
smaller places, it may perhans be speculated that such a change
is not improving the educational attainment of the migrant group

in Lima,

Time of arrival, that is, since 1960 or prior to that date,
does not significantly change the effect of size of nlace of last

regsidence on the educational attainment of the migrants to Lima.

The strong inverse relation previously noted is generally
not gquite as significant among early migrants. This is particu~

larly true of the two largest town categories. That is to say,
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differences in the.educational attainment of the eaxrly migrants
coming from (1) cities of 20.000 or.more and (2) cities of be-
tween 5 000 and 20 000 are slight. The most significant differ-
ence is among those coming from the smallest villages., It is of
course. not reélly possible to compare recent migrants coming
from cities of 20 000 or more, for example, %o early migrants
from similar size places for the reasons cited earlier. The
general conclusion is that the larger the place of previous res-
idence, the greater the likelihocod that the migrant is better
edueﬁted,rregardless of sex or time of arriyal. In general,
nales are better'edycated than females, regardless of place of

earliier residence.

8, Conclusions of "The Migration Process"

The migration process, which encompasses both the composition
of  the migrents by number, age, sex, and education as well as
the processes or "steps" by which they have arrived at various
times, has been anslyzed in the atteimpt to understand more about
‘the. possible impact of the migrants on Lima, and to. discover
possible trends of migration 1o Lima, Age iS'certainljione of
the most crucial characteristics with over half of the migrants
between 15 and 39 at the time of the survey. - Females wére more
likely to move at & younger age and consistently it was found
that the 10-14 year age group -always had a larger propdrticon of
females., *The implication of this finding:may-be especlally sig--
nificant  because it may reflect the continuing practice of send-
ing young girls fo.the city to work as domesties. The discovery
that the females are the least educated migrants and are now eveh
less educated. than before may have dimportant implications for the

adjustment of these young girls in the city.

:With regard to place of previous resideénce it has been found
that mostly one~step migration is ocecurring and the largest per—
centages of migrants are from towns between 1-000 and 5 000 {40
percent) and cities 20 000 (30 percent), The sex ratios show
thgt‘femaleg'preﬁpminatg.among migrants from both of these places

and more recently a large proportion of females have been coming
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from thé towns 5¥ ‘under 5 000, It could’ "beFeiterated that not
nly are tne sH&X¥er areas the point of o%:gﬁn of more fenales
and younger oeoﬂ?%d as well as gaining id @ﬁbhasis within the
ecent decaae,sbg§0 hev are also uhe stag%;gg 001nt for more
Windividual moversU,'waereas the larger comnunities are nerhaos

more llkely to send - some ‘more familles to the dentral 01ty.

R IO

I+t was -discoveved that earliier mlgratlon was more from the
largest cities whlle more recent. mlgratlon nas a gZreater percent-
age from the smallae; places of origin. This could reflect the
possible self dévelopment of the larger c¢ities which now can
provide more oppuPitunities to their residents and cause them %o
remain, IIzles 4¢ have a greater proportion of young adults coming
from the large eities than the rural villages and this may reflect
a positive selective process where Lima still has opportunities
{such as education) that the other cities don't have as yet.
Perhaps as these cities develop, the number of male migrants

from them could Be expnected to drop.

It doets seem that most of the migrants have had some type
of urban living experiences bvefore coming to Lima with the find-
ing that elmost two~thirds of the migrants were born in an urban
or semi-urban type of vlace. With about 80 percént of the mi-
grants cuming to Iiima in one move, little evidence for stage mi-

-gration existe,.

It has been shown that recent migrants have had less edu-
cation than the earlier ones, but perhaps the earlier ones have
had time to get more education since migrating. One relationship
that dogs.appear indisnutable 1s that those coming from the small-
est piaces do have the highest proportion of migrants with the
least education, regardless of time of arrival. Also, males
always have more education than females, a finding that is most

likely closely connected with the motives for migrating
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fable 1.

~; LIMA: PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF {NRIGRANTS
' BY PERICD OF ARRIVAL AND BY SEX

Perdcd oiiarrfvéi -

i

Sex  Totdl  percent? Jggl.  toses . J0KI- 196 19415 1340 of

95 T960 1955 1950 1%4b  earfter, WP

dale  2ose 1000 im2 w5 W kb dbe . 28 14
Fesalé 2220 100.0 . 202 %k lwd %8 wd oo 18

Tota) 20 1000 Im8  des kI3 B0 230 145

2/ [4 some cases the percentages do not add up to 100.0 due to rounding. .-

Table 2
L&z SEX RATIOS OF INMIGRANTS BY' AGE

Age - Male : " Female _ Se;

nunber number ratio
Less than 15~ o Ce 10,5
15-19" 672 B ¢ B8
30 - 49 R 2 - S [ X
50 and over S m R %8¢
Total - Y I Y o

- Table 3

~ LIMA: SEX RATIOS OF INMIGRANTS BY AGE AND PERIOD OF ARRIVAL . -

o 1956 - 1955 O 1@Sor .. .. .
e 195 %6 - earlier Al periads
Less than 15 965 . 156.6 L 02,5
15-29 _ 7601 S 852 - 803 ¢ 8.8
0.4 . 85%3 - --100.0 N3eb © 10348
50 and over : - 80.9 821 110.8 . 98.8

Total . BhD 93.2 108.0 93.2
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Table &
ElA:  1HNIGRANTS BY AGE AMD BY PERIQD OF ARRIVAL

Total &l 1961~ 1956~ 1951- . 1946~ 1941~ 1940 and.

hae perfods 1965 1960 1955 1950 1945 earlier  LTKAOWM
Total - fale .
Number 7 065 357 362 292 289 215 5217 27
PErCEHt ]00-0 ]GG-O .‘0000 IOO-G ]GOCU -[Uenﬂ TGO.H ]00-0
-4 1.4 1.3 S - - - - - 111

5-9 3.3 1.6 9.7 0.3 - - - 1846
10 - 14 B2 10.6 1141 8.9 0.3 - - Tok
15 - 19 8.4 15.6 1.3 B.% o 10.4 0.9 0.2 14.8
20 - 2% 11.3 21.8 _ 18.8 12.7 10.7 7.8 0.2 Teh
2529 ' 1247 13.2 2145 N.2 13.2 11.6 2.1 1.
30 - 3% - 106 . Be2 . TeT 1.4 21.8 14.0 7 befy 3.7
35 - 39 ]D‘BB T 3.3 6-"} 8'6 X ]910 ' 2303 9-? 7-’!
L0 - 44 8.5 . 2.8 3«0 548 13 20.9 13.9 -
45 - 49 Bal 1] 1.0 4.1 Y 10.7 1940 14.8
50 - 54 60 1.7 2.8 3.1 3:5 heb 15.0 -
55 - 59 heh 1.7 245 248 244 1.9 110 37
50 and over g‘I! 3-] 3-6 . 02 5-2 4-2 . 211'.3 -
Tota) Famale
Humber - 2 221 448 430 ni 306 215 406 39
Percen"c_ 190040 160.0 100.0 - 100.0 1008 100.0 1000 10640
0~k 140 be? - : - - - - 10.3
5 - g 20? 7-2 501 - R - - - 5-1
10 ~ 14 5a? 1.4 1042 5.7 - - - 7.1
15 - 19 17.9 8.7 174 12,9 8.2 0.9 0.2 7.9
20 - 24 13.1 19.2 2.1 - 13.9 - 12 16.7 - 154
25 - 28 124 8.7 17.2 20.8 15.4 144 3.0 10.2
30 - 34 1049 b5 8.4 1641 . 1.9 117 56 17
35- 39 10.0 242 5.6 9.5 17.6 2243 1146 5al
&) - &4 Tl 1.8 © 3.7 2.8 T2 '“i'ofi 1446 2.6
‘!5 - ’1‘9 6-] 2-2 208 l\"? ‘1'12 3-3 15-7 -
50 - 54 53 2.0 223 3,5 J+6 el 13.7 2eb
55 - 59 haf 33 0.9 b 246 33 116 2.6

§0 and over 8.8 346 343 57 Be2 749 2340 128
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Table

LiMA:  INHIGRANTS BY AGE AT THE TIZE OF ARRIVAL,
BY PERIOD OF ARRIVAL

" Age at the Inmigrants Period of arrival: -

tiaa of Al 9. 195 1951- 196 19%1- 190 or
arrival-  perfods  1gg5 1960 1955 1950 1945 before UK"ON
_ Nuaber 2060 37 %2 92 o, 25 527 21
“Percent . 100.0 © 100.0 1000  100.0  106.0  100.6  100.0  100.0
0- 4 iz 123 0 38 12T 1200 120 103 222
5.9 1.5 67 T 103 %7 0.2 15.6 29.6 -
10 - 14 153 121 MO 168 163 163 18.8 3.7
5.9 B 2800 20 U2 263 32 25.0 -
20« 2% 150 165 152 Thk  1h5 1246 1641 3.7
25 - 2 6a7. Bk - 69 6.8 hat X 6ol .
30 -3 2.9 317 5.0 3 13 1) 246 .7 .
35 - 39 2.8 58 - 1.6 3.7 3.1 1.9 1.9 .
80 - 4 20 22, &l 85 3.5 2.3 143 -
85 - 49 o : | .
50 and over 3.5 - 5.9 - 5.3 h.8 - 2.8 2%} 1.2 -
" Unknown 0.8 - 03 . - 0.3 0.5 0.8 na
Total _ _ .
Huaber 221 w8 &0 317 306 ns 466 39
CPercent . 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 1000 100.0
0-4 1046 - 7.8 81 .08 120 Tk 127, T3
5 -9 12.5 8.5 135 129 10.8 5.8 15.0 10.2
10 - 14 188 I8 193 180 7 200 21.0 27
15-18 230 295 . 2.2 20.5 %8 19.5 193 26
0-2 . 120 N8 0.8 123 130 101 131 2.6
25 - 29 £e2 W 12 6.9 8.2 - ha Be2 .
0-3% b4 36 5.4 3.5 3.6 ka2 Sub 51
J-W 26 22 21 kT 28 19 22 -
:2::: kb 26 56 1.3 A 2.6 -
50 and over 4.0 W6 30 kY 33 k2 15 5l

Unk nown ] 05 045 0.7 - 0-3 ]l‘l i 5900
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Table &

{HRIGRANTS BY PERIOD OF ARRIVAL

AND SIZE OF PLACE OF PREYIQUS RESIDENCE

Size of Place

Period of arrival

ol rrevious T T T N [TV S T g nknow
1965  19:0 1955 7950 1945 before
Male
Yotal
Nuaber 2069 357 362 292 289 N5 52 27
Percent 100.0  100,0 1000 1000 1000  100.0  100.0  100.0
20,000 and over 28,9 28,3 257 26,7 304 353  30.6 7ok
5,000 - 19,999 15.6 171 177 137 148 135 Tk 29.6
1,000 - 4,999 375 39.8 428 3%.7  3%h - 3k 336 14.8
Less than 1,000 5.5 45 6.5 kel 143 7.0 £.9 -
From abroad b 39 2.5 62 1.7 85 03 3.7
Unknoun 7.8 feb 4.7 9.6 8.3 9.3 7.0 4k
Female
Total .
Number 2221 8 36 N7 306 25 466 39
Percent 00,0 100.0  100.0 1000 10006 100.0 100,66  100.0
20,000 and over 20.5 200 2.0 360 37 ka4 320 10.3
5,000 - 19,999 150  17.0 156  F&d 114 200 bk 1248
15000 - 4,999 38.9 395 AT 362 38.2 - 349 35.0 1544
Less than 1,000 5.2 fe0 6e3 37 beb 3.3 Se1 -
From abroad 3.1 3.6 2.3 2.8 1.3 - Bab -
Urknown 8.2 9 Bk 22 1 Tob 7] Bla5
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Table 7

LIMA: WALE. INIIGRANTS BY AGE AND PERIOD OF ARRIVAL
BY SIZE OF PLACE GF PREV{OUS RES!DENCE

Size of place of previous residence

Age Total 5400 5000- . 1 000- |Lless than . .
., ) and over 1999 4999 .00  foread  Unknown
A7 periods
Total (417 periods) |
Number 2089 599 322 TN BRI 7 8
- Percent -’ 100.0 100.0 100:41 - 100.0 10040 100.0 - 100:0
: 0 - ‘f . ]ci} ) 0-8 2-2 103 . 2'5 - . '. 2-5
5-9° 3.3 33 34& 35 1.8 1.0 43
10 - 14 542 Bl 5.8 hat 09 N0 5eB
15 - 19 804 8.2 - 8ol e 8.9 7-9 . .10.3 B 62
20 - 24 113 12.0 8.7 12.5 14.9 k1 0.8
25-29 12.7 - N 1317 T The2 18:4 31 - 18.6
~30-3 10.6 749 12:4 12.2 15.8 . 5e2 8.7
S B-39 0.6 0.7 102 117 6e1 %3 9.3
< 4D &4 8.5 107 - %3 - 13 740 9.3 - 5.5
45 2 48 8.1 %5 755 Teb 7.0 6.2 8.1
50 - 54 6.0 7o 62 4.9 boh 1.3 5.0
55 - 59 4.5 43 © 3ub 3.2 5.3 13.4 . Te5
60 and over 9.4 9.5 7¢5 8.3 8.8 25.8 8.7
T - ~ (1961-1965) '
Kumber 357 101 6 142 16 B
‘Percent 100.08 100.0 - 300.0 - 100.0 - 10000 1000 -100.0 -
0-% 12 T2 . %8 . 1.0 8.8 . - . Bl
§5-9 746 1.6 9.8 I - AN 8.7
0-1% 10.5 * 10.6 T6a6  ~ Bub R Can 4.3
15-19 1946 19.6 18.0 254, 18,8 143 0 k3
20 - 24 1.8 2.8 98 22.5 375 14.3 3044
2529 T3, 131 197 - Tk . 0 5 R Y
3 30 - 3‘!- . : 5-2 _,.502 . 505 .- 4.9 . 5-2 2]-4 J 8-7
L.35-39 0 . 34 3 - 20 - a3 43
5 - 44 2.8 2.8 3.3 0.7 1245 .1 -
45 - ‘Ig ]o} - ]0] 106 ]c‘l' - - 4-3
50 - 5# ]l-’ ]o? - ]otl - ?-] -
55 - 59 1.7 147 1.6 1eh Be2 7.1 -
60 and over 3a 3.1 3.3 2.8 - - 4

{Continued)
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Table 7 (Conclusion)

LiMA:  MALE INMIGRANTS BY AGE AMO PERIOD GF ARRIVAL
BY SIZE (F PLACE OF PREVIOUS RES{DERCE

Size of place of previous residence

Age Total

- 20 000 5 000- 1 000~ Less than
and over 19993 4939 1000  Abread  Unknown
(1960 or earlier)
Total
Numbsr 1 685 496 293 630 93 82 126
Percent - 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
0-4 - - - - - - -
5-9 2.1 2.4 1eb 242 2.0 - 3.2
18 - 14 40 4.8 4.3 3.5 1.0 1.2 Ba3
]5 - ]g 569 604 6‘9 . 502 5.1 908 t[--n
20 - 2k - 9.] 4,5 7.5 103 1.2 2ok 71
25 - 2% 1249 9.5 1246 14.1 2.4 2eht 18.2
30 - 3!} '”06 8-5 13‘8 M-O 1713 2.4 905
35 - 39 12.2 - 1.1 13.0 14,0 1.1 Te3 10.3
40 - 4% 9.9 1241 1141 8.9 Bl 9.8 Tl
45 - 49 94 1.5 - Be1 8.9 8.2 Ta3 7.9
50 - 5% 7.0 1.9 1.9 Y Bel 12.2 8e3
55 - 59 Sal 5.0 3-8 3.6 5.1 1446 9.5
50 Hnd over ]Ulg ]0.7 8.7 9-5 ]002 30.5 10-3
Table B
L{MA: FEMALE INMIGRANTS BY AGE AND PERIOD OF ARRIVAL
BY S1ZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE
Size of place of previous residence
Age Total i
20 000 5 000- 1 000- Less than
andover 19999 493 1ggp  foroad  Unknoun
{A1} periods)
Tote]
Number 22N 655 335 863 1186 ] 183
Percent - 100.0 108.0 100.0 100.6 100.0 100.0 100.0
g -5 1.0 . 1.] N1 TR 0.7 . 0.9 INE PR
5 - g 2-? 2.1" 402 2"“ 3.!} .Ioli' 262
10 - 14 5.2 b7 A 6.3 [ 1ok 2.1
15-14 129 10.8 134 14.1 15.5 2.9 15.8
20 - 24 13,1 1.6 14.0 14.8 14.7 2.9 115
25 - 24 1244 124 107 1241 17.2 11.6 14.2
30 - 3% 10.9 11.3 1.8 10.5 9.5 116 9.3
35 - 39 10-0 10-4 g-g ]GCB 502 13-1 701
40 - 44 7.0 7.5 B3 be5 TeB 7.3 Ba2
1!5 - Ilg Bi] 7.5 6-3 tfcg Boﬂ ‘!3-0 3OB
50 - 5&' 5-3 5-} 4.2 4-3 2-6 ]lJ-B 701
55 - 59 4!5 ’4-] 3-6 l’-‘} 3-‘! 1002 832
£0 and over 8.8 18,1 9.6 3.2 1.8 8.7 Beb
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Table 8 (Continued)

LiMA:  FEMALE RIRIGRANTS BY AGE -AMD PERIOD OF ARRIVAL
BY SIZE OF PLACE -OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE -

.. Size of place of previous residancé

Age T OTetdl U 20000 5 000- - ) 000 Less tham .

B andover 197099 4999 - -] - Aeroed v Unknown

{1951-1968) - '
Total . : o
umber 448 121 76 1 21 16 31
Percent - 1000 100.0 100.0 :100.0 - 1009 1000 ... 100.0
5 - g 7.] g-] 506 5-5 - . 653 o Gk
10 = 1% Nk 12.4 10.5 11.3 - 1845 6e3 Buk
15 - 19 29.7 S 230 358 328 - 25.9 63 8.7
20 - 2% 19:2 1d 1844 Ba . B8 - Bot
30 - 34 65 . kel 5.3 2.3 - 3.2 7 Y
35 - 39 232 3.3 - - ., 2.8 - - 6e3 -
40 - b 1.8 . 33 .. 143 R 1) - Y - -
45 . 49 22 . 5 143 . 23 . - 125 -
50 - 54 2i0 2.5 . 246 .7 - - -
5 - 58 - 3.3 L 1e3 . kN - - -
60 and ovér 34 B 7 2 T & S Tob - 3.2
A § £ [ or"eariier] o _

Husber 1 M4 530 254 680 89 LX) 128
Percent 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0. 10040 100.0 100:0
0-4 - - - - - - -
5 - 9 ]oﬁ 0-9 st 3"5 . ]-5 B ]‘] : T 0.8
15 -19 1 S e s 3 RS . TOR I S It 2102
20-26 15 U040 U T22 L .- 128 1742 3.8 1.7
25-29 77 13 T 1A 1062 1 Beh - . o 2ab. 1.5 1644
0.3 126 130 W2 12800 1240 5.7 9.4
38 -39 121 0 XD 126 0 129 &I 16 Sk
40 - 44 Bek 8.5 7.9 1.9 790 7 94
45 - 49 1.2 Be7 7.9 5.6 7.9 13.2 5.5
50 - 54 Bol 7.0 b7 5.0 34 18.9 B+6
55 - 59 ’ 500 ) ‘10 o 1!--3 S ‘h? o ‘hs e ]3-2 L. 9.#
60 and dver' Bel

10.1 . ]]-3 - H-B : go‘f: C o 7.9 ’ ]]I3 )

10,8 - - -
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Table 9

LIMA: SEX RATIO BY PERIOD OF ARRIVAL AHD S1ZE OF
PLAEL OF PREVIOUS RESIDEHCE

Size of place 1961- 1956~  1951- 1946~ 1941~ 1940 and

of previous Total . Unknoun

residence - 1965 1960 1955 1950 1945 earlier

20 000 and over 914 B35 939 703 90,7 1027 108.0  50.0

5 000 - 19 993 96.7 80.3 05.5 93.0 12645 YN Nig 16040

1 000 - 4 999 8949 80.2 76.0 95.9 92.3 9847 108.6 8040
Less than 1,000 98.3 59.3 88.9  109.1 105.0 214.3 108.3 -
Fram abroad 140.6 87.5 © 90.0  200.0  125.0 . 163.3 -
nknawn ' 8ok The2 T 1273 0.6 125.0 1124 -
Total 93,2 19.7 84.7 92.1 044 100.4 1134 69.2

Table 10
LIMA:  NMALE INWIGRANTS BY AGE AT TIME OF ARRIVAL,
PERIOD OF ARRIVAL AND SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE
Size of place of previeus residence

Age at tine Total 5000 5000- ) 000- Less than '

f arrival - - ess than
of arriva . and over 19 999 4 999 1 000 Abroad Unknown
Total (an perwd;}

Humber 2 069 599 322 176 114 ‘ 97 161
Percent 100.8 100,60 100.0 100.8 100.0 ° 100.0 100.0

0-4 12.2 13.4 ° 13.7 10.2 9.6 ka1 1.1

5-9 I ) 11.8 T 1he? 9.7 o4 6.2 124
10 - 14 15.3 16.2 10.2 17.5 16.7 103 . 132
1518 25.4 2.9 23 299 36 165 . 1846
20 - 2% 15.0 B4 152 158 15.8 8.7 7 2
g (2 T i 5. B Ge8 'y 3.0 2.6 7 T HZ 3.1
-3 2.8 361 1.9 2.1 0.9 542 4.3
40 - 49 2.7 2.8 262 24 3.5 1a2 4.3
50 and avar 305 fh3 3'4 2-8 2.5 502 30]
Unknown 0.8 0-3 .‘-g 002 - 1-0 3'7

{Continued)
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Table 10 (Cﬂnfinﬁed)

LINA: MALE INMIGRANTS BY AGE AT TIHE GF ARRIVAL,
PERIOD OF ARRIVAL AHD SHZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIOENCE ... .

. .- Size.0f place of previous :residence-

Ao at 1102yt ORS00 7 000 Less than

of arrivl and over 19999 4939 . _jqop . - Abroad . hknown.
Total - (1951-1955} . | | .
Musber - - 357 00 - 61 162 16 % )
Percent 1000 . 1080 1060 .100.0 .- 100.0- 100:0 100.0
0-4 12.3 9.9 4,7 127 .. 18.8 - 17:4
5.9 : Bel 5-9 ]6‘4 4.9 - 7e1 ’ -
]0 - 14 12.0 : 13&9 812 “ 1418 ' 602 E Tl 403
15 - 19 2640 28.7 19.7 3.0 . 438 - 1 30.4
20 - 2% 1625 1548 .3 1642 - B2 N 13.0
30-3 7 A L kDL 33 2] e R3O 10T
35 - 39 bl 629 343 2.8 W 14.3 43
T a2 3:0 146 Tod 7 . 62 - k.3
50 and over 5:9 5i8 b9 56 . 62 k3 §e3
Uriknoun . < - R S -
s e i = = oo (1960 or-earlier)
Total . i e
Wumber . 685. 7695 7. 253 .. .-630- - 98 - -8 126
Percant 100.0 1000 1000 - 100.0 ~ 100.0 ~ -7'100.0 100.0
0-4 12.0 14 130 % 1842 v kG 20.6
5.9 o 122 - -8 R T S 11 5 SR | e 5 T T 9
10 - 14 16:2 16:5 B! 182 18ikh NS 167
15 =19 C 253 . N8 8 - 208 P06 © 183 18.2
/-9 Bod . b Be? .. 5.9 . 5 © 122 1.6
30-3% . bl 8.0 7 &3, 32 T3 R3S 3.
35 - 39 - 2ok o 30 . Y6 oy T8 L - 1Y - kB
K0-49 . 30T 2B, bl 20 a3 B 0  AlB
50 and Ovef“ . 3.0 . "ho e 3-2 - 2-2 .0 2.0 4 3.7 o 302
Usknown 0ok~ 0k o 0B ;0 02 7 - Tl -+ L4
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Table 1

Me at tine . N Size of place of previous resfdsnce
of arrival ot 20 000 5000- 1000~ Less than
and over . 19090 _ & 999 1000 fbroad  Unknoun
Total {A11 perfods)
Number 222 . 655 335 863 116 69 183
Percent 10040 10040 100.0 10040 100.0 100.0 160.0
D-4 9.3 10.4 14.0 8a3 806 1061 1448
5-9 12.5 14,0 3.6 13.7 15.5 543 842
10 - 14 18.9 1642 19.1 20,5 2.1 1445 18.0
15 - 19 23.0 22.8 23.3 2542 23.3 8.7 1745
20 - 2 12.0 12.2 11.9 12.4 12.1 15.9 8.2
25 - 29 642 7.3 7.2 4B £a0 159 bl
30 - 34 bah 43 3.6 4.1 1.7 17.4 bol
35 - 30 2.5 32 2.7 1.7 2.6 2.9 8.8
40 - 49 heb b7 ba? kb 3.4 8.7 4.9
50 and over b0 b1 3.6 4,2 Y 1.4 4.9
Unknown 1.5 0.8 08 0.7 - - 10.9
{1961-1965) o
Number 448 121 7% . 77 27 16 k1
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 10040
0-4 7.8 10.7 T53 5.1 o4 1245 16.1
5.9 8.5 107 53 . 9.0 174 00 . Bk
19 - 14 1.8 13.2 19.7 20.3 22,2 12.5 1641
15 -19 29,5 © 240 3.6 35.0 33.3 0.0 25.8
20 - 2% N8 12 184 16.7 1. 0.0 Bols
25 - 29 N6 ... 83 9.2 b0 3.7 31.2 6ol
30 - 3% CO3%E 1e6 2.6 2.8 .0 31.2 Bed
35 - 39 2.2 5.0 1.3 1.7 . 0.0 00 0.0
40 - 49 3.6 bl 1.3 40 3.7 12.5 040
50 and over 1.6 9.1 5.3 6.8 Teb . 0.0 1601
Unknown Ok 0.8 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.0 " 0.0
(1960 or earlier) .

Number A 530 254 © E8O 89 53 128
Percent " 100.0 100.0 1000 - 1000 - 160.0- " 100.0 100.0
0-4 1.1 1044 161 . 9.3 0.0 . 9.4 16.4
5 g 13.6 14.9 10.6 1IN 16.9 5.7 1042
10 - 1% 19.3 17.0 1849 20.6 2.7 1541 2.1
15 =19 21.7 2246 21.2 22.8 20.2 1.3 18.7
20 - 24 12.3 123 10.2 . 12.9 124 20.8 94
25 -+29 B2 7.2 b7 5.0 Bol. 11.3 hal
30 - 34 hef 4.9 3.9 bk 2 1342 3.
35 --39 2.7 2.8 30 1.8 3ok 3.8 5.5
40 - 49 5.0 4a8 5el iheb 3ok 1.5 1.0
50 and over 3-0 2-8 30] : 305 }-] ]-9 2'3

0.5 0.2 0.8 0.6 - - 1.6

Unknown
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Table 12
[HMIGRANTS BY SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE, PERICD OF ARRIVAL

AHD RURAL-URBAN CHARACTERISTICS OF PLACE OF BIRTH

e

Size of place

Characteristics of place of birth

Total

105

51.4

8.5 6.7

R afg ?Frifd  nusber - ,Pf“cf"f:: I,_lurbgq_s .-'3:::; . iz:;; _.RuraT Unknown
- Total. . 2069 .- 1000 . 0K 253 - 12 Tk 5.9
200004 .. - 539 100,00 oo--88eh .. 394 1.8 8.3 2.0
" 5000. . 19 999 322 100,0 39.8 32.9 150 3.0 0e3
1000 - 40999 ° T 76 - 1000 32,4 2944 17.4 20.2 0.6
Less than 1 000 M4 100.0 L2547 3Zb - 228 1844 0.9
""From abroad . 97 . 100.0 31 - 1.0 - 95.9
" Unknown 61 100:0. 4.5~ 23.0 9.3 1449 ;. Ba2
1956-1960 - ‘N9 100.0 36.9- 2687 138 - 175 Se4
20000 .. - 194 100.0- 557 2001 126 8.2 3.6
5 000 - 19 999 125 100.0 - heh 382 13.6  12.8 -
1000 - 4 999 297 100.0 3046 215 1405 26.3 1a0
Less than 1 000 40 100:0 225 30.0 25.0 20,0 . 2.5
fros abroad 23 100.0 - - - - 100:0
Unknown . 40 1000 350 20.0 12.5 20.0 1245
Bsfore 1356 17323 10040 42,7 2.5 14.3 12.5 6iD
20 000 « 403 1000 -.69.8 19.1 44 N FUSRR FY
5 000 - 19 999 188 160.0 CX R & X SN 'Y 13i2 0.5
1000 - 4 999 475 100.0 . 3.5 30.5 18.9 1646 -, 0k
Less than 1 000 = T4 100.0 " 270 33.8 2.8 - 176 -
From abroad. 13 100-0 "h] T T4 - © Gied
“trknown 109 100.0 B4 1% TR 128 .- 2.8
- = . " Famale ' SEHCI
Total 20 1000 0 A0 ¢ 2557 1542 - 153 0 o0 3.9
20 000 » ;. 655 00,0 - --58.3 T2.6 N8 8.7 . 0eb
5000~-19999 . 336 100.0 -, .s2 0 T304 12,2 131 1.8
1000=499 863 - 1000 - 306 278 18,9 22.1 - 006
Less.than 1.000. . 116 ~ -1000 .- 190 2746 336 181 . 147
Frosm.abroad ' 69 21000 :., 100 T - T 1ok - BBe4
Unkoown 183 100.0 §le0 . 37 93 13 . 49
1956-1950 878 100.0 327 - 287 1546 1.4 .. 3.6
20 006 + 220 1000 =« 6.8 3ok 10,0 -10.8 . - 0.8
5000-19939 143 1000 - 315 398 104 18:2. ... -
10004939 .~ 381 - J00.0 . 8.8 25.2 19.7 25+7 0.5
less than 1 000"~ 54 - "100.0 . . 204 167  38.9 2.2 1.8
From abroad 26 - 100.8 - T1 - - e - 923
. Unknown S BE 70040 o 2946 - 389 T Teh 18.5 7 5.6
Before 1956 ‘.- 130 100.0 453 T Bk 151 122, 4.0
20 000 + L BT 100.0 7 640 . 15.3 12.5 6. - 0.5
5 000 - 19 839 1877 1000 - - 497 225 1348 10.7 3.2
1000 - 4 999, . 47677 - 100,00 - 3.9 . 200 7 1845 189 - Db
Less than 1 000 62 7. 100.0 - 177 310 . 29.0 The5 106
Froe abroad : - §3)7  100.0-- . 1.6 - 23 . 8641
{Unkriown 100.0 29.5 2.8
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Table 13

HIRIGRANTS BY PERIOD OF ARRIVAL AND

RURAL-URBAN CHARACTERISTICS OF PLACE OF BIRTH

Period of Place of birth
arrival Total

. Urban Semi-urban  Semi-rural Rural Un¥:noun
Total
Parcent 1068.0 10G.0 106.0 100.0 100.0 1000
Nunber 4 290 P B ) 1 090 631 633 209
1956-1360 - 37.2 32.0 4046 374 46.8 34.0
Before 1956 1.2 6649 5717 5.2 51,2 63.2
Male
Percent 100.0 10040 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber 2 (68 B35 . 52% 293 294 122
1956-1960 34.8 3.7 36.2 33.8 42.8 32.0
Before 1956 63.9 67.5 _ hl.8 ] 561 65.6
Female
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 108.0 108.0 100.0
Number 221 891 566 338 339 87
1956-1960 39.5 32.2 hh.5 0.5 50.1 35.8
Before 1956 58.7 6be3 533.9 58.3 45.9 £0.0

Table 1%
LiMA: PERCENT OF INRKICRANTS WHOSE LAST REGION OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE
YAS THE SAME AS THEIR REGICN OF BIRTH
Period and " Total Hale Female "

size of place Humber Percent Kumber Percent Numbep Percent
A1 periods 4 290 938 2 069 0.0 222 93.9
20 000 + ‘ 1 254 92.0 509 92.1 655 92.1
5000 -19 999 B57 95.0 322 95.6 335 94.6
7060 - 4 999 1 639 95.6 776 - 8541 863 35.6
Las_s than 1 000- 230 90.3 114 8%.0 116 91.1
1956-1960 1597 93.3 79 93.8 858 92.8
207000 « 4k 90.8 194 43.9 220 40,0
5000 - 19 999. . 258 95.8 125 96.8 143 94.9
1000 - 4 999 \ 678 5.8 297 05.8 K]} 93.8
Less than ¥ 000 9% 87.9 40 8.2 34 90.6
Before 1956 2 €27 Ghols 1373 941 1 304 947
20 000 + 634 92.7 403 92.5 N 92.9
5000 - 19 999 376 S4.6 189 9% .6 187 9.5
1000 - 4 999 951 36.0 475 95.8 476 96.7
Less than 7 GCO 136 - 91.6 14 9.6 62 9.7
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Table 15

LINA: IHMIGRANTS WHC WERE T4 YEARS. OLD AWD OVER ARD iHO.CANE BETHEEN 1355-1965,
BY SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE. AND BY iUKBER. OF HOVES

Size of place

Humber = -

" Nusber of noves (percent)

d ——

one sex Total .« <o 0 oo 1 2 3
Total ..o .. 865 10040 820 82 83 T Ta
Size of place | ) o _
20 000 + CUA 1000 780 8.7 67 ° 66
5000 -19998 167 1000 . 75k 12.6 78 §o2
1000 -% 998 3% . 100.0 86.9 . 5.3 830 3.5
Less than 1000 63 100.0 8547 12.1 - 1.6
Male 408 . 100.0 80.9 . Bel 59 5
20 000 +. N4 100,0 76.3 140 9. 8.8
5000 = 19 999 80 160.0 S M2 TS 63
1 000 - 4 999 182 - 100.0 868 5.5 k9 2.8
Less than 1 000 32 100.0 8.1 18.8 - 31
Fomale L 100.0 83.1 8:3 S X
20 000 + 127 1000 795 10.2 546 ho
5 000 - 19 939 81 100.0 5.8 13.8 8.0. 23 .
1060-499 - 22 U100 - 868 52 3.8 k2. .
Less than 1000 .- - 3t - - 100:0 "~ 935 ~ G5 . -

Table 16

LIKA: INMIGRANTS TO METROPOLITAN LKA BY AGE AT THE TINE OF ARRIVAL, BY LEVEL OF SCHOGLING ATTAINED.

) Age afc the Total tevel of schooling a_ttéinediﬁpercent)
time of arrival nuaber Total S 7 3 v
Total 2 029 100.0. 8.3 +28.3 1845 2.2
0«4 5% 100.0 bhe2 - - 13.0 16.8 2541 -
5-9 234 100.0" 27.4 22.2 22.6 - 26.9 -
10 - 14 K1 100,06 ° 2449 2841 22.7 3.7 -
15-19 526 100.0 . 27.2 287 21.8 .7
20 - 2% m 100-0 244) 31.0 14.] 23.8+
25 - 29 138 100.0 29.0 319 17.4 2140 -
30 - 3% Bl 100.0 23.5 33.3 13.6 2%.6 -
3B -39 57 100.0 31.6 29.8 10.5 8.
ho - 49 51 100.0 23.0 42.6 . B2 26.2.
50 aﬂd over 72 b 100-0 . 34-? ‘ '2992 g-? ) 25»“ V
Unknown 17 100.0 -29:4 17.6 41.2°

59

(Continued)
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Tabla 16 {Continued)

LENA: INNIGRAKTS TO METROPOLITAN LIMA BY AGE AT THE TIME OF ARRIVAL, BY.LEVEL.OF SCHODLING ATTAINED

Agg at the Total Level of schooling attaineda/ (percent)
time of number :
arrival Total 1 2 3 4
-1961-1965 ~ 323 100.0 39.3 22.8 1846 1846
-4 ki 100.0 81.8 0.0 0.0 9.1
5-9 23 100.0 870 Be? o3 0.0
]0 - ]l} 1&3 ]GO-G 5] ‘2 2303 2302 2.3
15 - 19 100 100.0 3240 18.0 340 15.0
20 - 24 59 100.0 2240 3%.0 1002 28.8
25 - 29 30 1000 40.0 23.3 1647 20D
30 - 34 H 100.0 9.1 27.3 182 4544
35 -39 17 10040 29,4 1.8 1.8 47.0
LD - 49 8 1000 2540 500 0.0 25.0
50 and over 21 100.0 52.4 2348 0.0 23.8
Unknovn 0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1960 or befere 1 683 1000 2640 29.4 18.7 25.2
0-4% 201 100.0 5.8 13.4 1749 26:4
5.9 204 100.0 191 245 25.5 29.9
10 - 14 213 100.0 2045 29.0 22.7 27.]1
15 -19 426 100.0 261 3.2 19.0 23,2
0 - 2% 251 100.0 2o 3643 15,1 22.7
25 - 28 108 100.0 25.9 343 17.6 21.3
30 - 3% 63 100.0 26.1 33.3 1341 27.5
35 -39 40 100.0 3245 3745 10.0 20.0
40 - 49 53 100.0 22.7 §1.5 9.4 2644
50 and over- - 51 100.0 2745 N4 13.7 274
Unknoun 7 100.0 0.0 2846 2845 28.6
, Femal e
Total 2 192b/ 100.0 449 265 12.5 1544
0-4 206 100.0 4.7 22.3 18.0 115
5-9 21 100.0 - §.5 25.3 15.2 17.3
10 - 1% 418 100.0 46.9 24.9 15.8 12.2
15 - 1% 510 100.90 4853 29.4 B.6 13.3
20 - 24 261 100.0 bho2 258 12.4 16.1
25 - 29 139 100.0 38.8 30.4 13.0 17.3
30 - 34 9 1000 .2 25.8 9.3 23.7
35 -39 57 100.G 43.9 29.8 10.5 15.8
40 - 49 102 100.0 40.2 294 1.8 17.6
50 and over 88 100.0 56.8 23¢9 5.7 10.2
Unknoun K]l 1000 419 1944 947 29.0

{Continued)
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TaB?e 16 {Bonc'luswn)
LI#A: IFHIGRANTS TO METRU?OLITAI LIHA BY AGE AT THE Tle UF m RihAL, BY LEV;L Uf SCHOULIEG ATTAFﬂED

A%e at‘);hg ) .Io’caT o h Lev_el of scheoling atiai nadi[ (percant)

a:'??v,a? . Mmber o oqotal Y 2. .3 . Lok
1961-1955 W23 100.0 59.3 19.4 10.7 8.9
0:4 ' n 100.0 o 90.9 BB 0.0 0D
5-9 37 100.0 94.6 S . 0.0 0.0
10 - 14 | 80  100.0 6745 1.2 18.8 . 25
15- 19 ' 132 100.0 5640 25.0 9.1 - %]
0 - 2% ' 53 - 100.0 6044 C1T0 11.3 na
25-29 kY] 1000 0 3.2 219 21.9 25.0
30 - 34 16 o 100.0 18.8 N2 0.0 5040
35~ 39 _ 10 100.0 30.0 40,0 20,0 10.0
40 - 49 16 L 100.0 43.8 1848 - | I
50 and over 34 ©100.00 Bhe? - 265 2.9 0.0
Ynknoun 2 100.0 50.0 0.0 50.0 0.0
1960 or before 1 734 T 10040 .2 0 B S 1646
0.4 193 10040 39.4 7.8 19.2 - 184)
5-9 L 236 o000 32.2 . .8 17.8 20,3
10°- 14 35 T 100,00 42,1 28.) T 152 14.6
15 -.19 Com 100.0 454 B | X R 8.5 148
20 - 2% ' 23 . 100:0 C3%.8 L 2.4 27 I
25 .29 107 1000 .0 336 0.3 150
30 - 3 19 000 856 24D 1.4 ©19.0
35 - 39 B &7 10040 W68 201 _ 8.5 17.0
40 - 49 .86 T, 100.0 3.5 0 W4 . 2.8 .18
5C and over . 52 ~ 10040 5.9 2341 5.8 .13
tinknown ' 9 " 100.0 £ PR 33.3 1.1 C22.2

a/ 1 Uithout scheoling and with 1 to 5 ysars of primaria. .
T 2. Primaria: § to 8 years. '
3. Secundaria: 1 to 4 years. o
. Secundaria: 5 years or mere, and mth some or compieted universitaria.
_13_1 lncludas cases with level. of schooling attained not specified. :
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Table 17

LIMA: INMIGRANTS BY LEVEL OF EDUCATION ATTAINEG BY PEREGD OF
FRRIVAL ARD S1ZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDEMCE

Level of Instruction (percent)

Size of Place Total
and period nunber Total 1 9 3 4 5
FHale
Total 2 029 100.0 28.2 2843 18.5 242 0a7
20 000 + 589 ]UUOD 25-0 2&06 2092 3000 Oo‘i
5 000 - 19 999 3?2 100.0 2925 304 17.9 22.1 -
1 000 - 4 9%9 764 100.0 .8 30.5 19.2 17.8 0.5
Less than 1 000 S m 100.0 39.6 21.0 162 1543 148
From abroad 97 161040 9.3 1745 1745 556 -
Unk noun 156 10040 2bek 34.6 1242 25.0 3.8
1956-1960 £33 100.0 37.3 2440 18.7 19.2 0.7
20 000 + 18 100.0 31.0 23eb 2046 2ol 045
5 000 -19 999 116 100.0 4l.4 2548 146 1841 -
1 006 - 4 999 286 100.0 40.2 2545 21.0 12.8 Oa7
Less than 1 000 37 100.0 43,2 243 13.5 13.5 Beb
From abread 23 100.0 k.3 - 13.0 5246 -
lUnk nown 37 100.0 48.6 2543 13.5 135 -
Before 1956 1 323 10060 234 30.5 1847 2647 0.7
20 000 + 403 130.0 21.8 2543 20.1 32.5 02
5 000 - 19 999 " 189 1003.0 217 33.5 20.6 73.8 -
1 000 - 4 999 §75 100,0 2607 3347 18.3 20.8 0.4
Less than 1 000 I 100.0 - 37.8 28.4 17.6 1642 -
From abroad 73 1000 1.0 23.3 1%.2 kbe6 -
109 100.0 156 376 11.9 2944 55

1o MWithout schooling and with 1 to 5 years of primaria.

2. Primaria: 5 to 8 years.
3. Secundaria: 1 1o 4 years.
4. Secundaria: 5 years or more, and with some or completed universitaria.

5. Unknowne

(Continued)
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Table 17 {Conclusion)

LiFA:  |NELGR AHTS BY LEVEL OF EDUCATIOH ATTAINED BY PERIOL OF
KRRIVAL AND SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIDUS RES | DEICE

Level of instruction (psrcent)

Size of place =~ TYotal

and peried 7' nunbep Total T2 3k 5
fenale

Total - 2102 1000 W8 265 125 15.4 0.6
20 000« COE5 T 10007 38,5 29:9 127 - 188 141
5000-19999 - . 33] . 1000 M 263 12 17.8 0.3
1000 = 4399 856 - 1000 - 512 255 13, 10.3 -
Less than 1000 - 115 .- 1000 - - 53] 28.7 8 43 -
From abroad : 68 100.0 1642 13.2 19.1 51.4 -
Unknown. -om 1000 367 35.5 12.4 “ 170 3.4
1956-1960 - 853 100:0 R N6 124 0.6
20000+ 210 000 657 24.8 M0 - - 1642 2.4
500019998 140 00,0 - 571 T 0.7 . 150 -
T 000 ~ 4 999 ITh - 10007 5846 - 20.6 123 ¢ 75 -
Less than 1 000 8 . 1000 . 623 - 264 75 3.8 -
Fron abroad 25 1000 . 120 8.0 - 20,0 - .. 60.0 -
Unknowti S8 100:0 51.0 3ot Ng . 59 -
Before 1956 DR 10000 387 209 133 174 0.6
20 008 + At 000 3646 29.5 1367 20,0 0.5
500015999 - 187 -0 1000 - 7 353 & 3%7 W8 - 1922 .
1000-4998 - 476 -0 100.0 kkd T 204 <139 1246 .
“Less than't 000 62 - 100.0 564~ 3046 T8 - T kB -
‘Frow abroad BB T 100407 -0 1846 - 163 U 1Bu6 - ¢ 465 -

Unknown - - © - 105 - - 100.0 267 3244 The3 - 2140 5.7

e MWithout schooling and with 1 tq 5 years of prmarla.

2. Primaria: § to 8 yearss ..

3. Secundaria: 1 to & years.” -
4o Secundaria: § years or more, and uith some or compl eted universitaria. :
Be Bnknown. e C e -



II. ZDEASOUS POR LIEAVIHNG

0f the 4 290 respondents who were migrants to Lima in the
196% survey, 1 133 were re-interviewed and asked a series of
questions dealing with "reasons for leaving". This group was
limited to all those migrants whe came to Lima within fen years
of the survey date (i.e. 1956-1965) and who were at least 14
years of age at time of arrival in Lima., By limiting analysis
to such & voluntary groups secondary migrants are excluded as
-well as persons who came prior to 1956 when the soc¢io-economic
milieu may well have been quite different from that emerging in
the late 1950's and early 1960's,

1. Description of the Voluntary Higrants

Age and Sex Distribution. Females predominate among this

voluntary group of adult migrants to Lima ~the sex ratio being
82, Only among those 20-24 and 35-3C are males more likely to

be present, Both males and females tended to be young when they
arrived in Lima, Ihdeed, no less than two-thirds (66.0 percent)
of the‘males and G4 perceht of the females were between 15 and

24 at that time., fThis, of course, is vefy similayr to the pattern
generallj found in most societies., The popular age pericd for
migration is "young adult", Such a pattern is clearly evident

S among migrants to Lima and it can be seen in Tables 1 and 2 that

less than 25 percent came to the city after attaining their
thirtieth birthday.

Place of Origin and Time of Arrival. Where did the migrants

come from? In both the larger sample and this subnsamplek areas
of 1 000 %o 5 000 were the place from which a larger numﬁer of
migrants'éamg fromy, with the largest éize'cities (20 000 and over)
being second in source of nove. Over 60 percent of both males

and females, came from these two types of points of depérture.

On the other hand, 6 percent came from the smallest villages of
the nation, O©OFf perhaps more interest is the age distribution

of these various migrant groups. The smaller the place of
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residence where they previously lived, the greater the uroportion
of migrants under age 25, Among males, this proportion increases
from 60.2 nercent for those eoming froﬁ the largest cities, to

73.5 percent for thoee coming from the small villages- for fe~
males, it increaeee from 59. 2 pereent to 73.0 percent "~ This
generallzation also tends tc hold for those camlng to Lima prlor -

to attainlng the age of 20,

When did. they come? Sllghtly more: migrante came to Linma in
the earlier five year period than in the 1960-1965 period, and
thie is more so for males than for females. In total, 49.4 per-
cent are most recent newcomers and 51.6 percent arrived before
1961. These figures do not represent exactly the relation be-
tween the recent newcomers and those mrrived before 1961, since

mortality hae not been taken into account.

Differences in %ime of arrival acecording %o place of previous
residence are somewhat more meaningful, Among men, those coming
from larger piacee are.mofe likelyﬁto be'reeenf arri#ers and the
proportion decresses in a secular manner %6 bnl& 38.1 pe}eeﬁf'of
those from small villagee having arrived since 1961, TFor women,
& somewhat similar pattern exlsts, but 13 much less dlstlnct
The general trend seems to be that‘in recent years, more people “
are mlgratinﬂ to Lima from the larger places. However, a word
of cautlon is in order. First, the difference (especially among

females) 1s not that great.

. ;Seeond, the 1arge number of respondents who failed to 1nd1cate
size of ﬁiece ofzp;evlgus_r951ﬁence.(ever 10$pereeg$ of the res-
pondents) may ﬁell account for the observed differencee.- Among
males, 58 & percent of those particular respondente came w1thin
© the past five years, It seeme plau91ble “to susgect that they
would more llLely be comlng from smaller villages than from the‘ o
larger cities of the nation. If this eugﬂestion is valid this
would at least partially expialn the difference in tlme of arriv—

al by plaee of prev1ous re31dence.

Number‘ef People Accomganying Migrant. Almost 60 percent of

all these adult migrants to Lima arrived as "single" persons .
~that is, fhey were not accompanied by either spouse of by children.
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The proportion is siightiy higher for males than for females.
Another 10 percent came with spouse, but with no children., This
is to be expected if it is recalled that about two-~thirds of all
these newcomers tc Lima were under age 25 at time of arrival.

(In line with the finding, it may be useful to add that 59.8 per—
cent of the male migrants and 56.6 percent of the female migrants
were single at time of arrival)., However, these statements in-
dicating a large number of single and couple migration should

not be exaggerated. About 10 percent of all these migrants to
Lima came at least with three children. The effect of such mi-

gration is undoubtedly of significance for Lima,.

Comparisons by size of place of previous residence yield
significant results and follow from the earlier findings indi-
cating that the smaller the place the greater the proportion of
young migrants. ©So %too, the percent of migrants coming to Lima
without either spouse or children increases with smaller place
of previous residence. Amnong females, there is no difference
by towns under 20 000 but for those coming from the largest cities,
the variation is quite substantial., The data strongly suggest
that a fairly large number of migrants coming from the largest
cities are families. Indeed, 15 percent of all such movers
arrived with at least three Eﬁildren and another 1C percent with
one or two children. ‘Thisris in marked contrast to fhose coming
from the smallest commyﬁities. Here slightly more than 10 per-
cent were "family.movéfs"‘in that at least one child came with
the parents, '

The general pattern is guite clear. Although a majority of
all adult migrants are felatiVely young {under 25) and come to
Lima alone, there are noteworthy differences according to size
of place of previous residence. Those coming from smaller towns
are more likely to be young, "single", and the number of families
is minimal. Those coming from the larger cities are somewhat
older and a significant minority represent the movement of fam-
ilies., These major differentials should affect those responses

to the ingquiries on "reasons for moving".
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General Socio-~iconomic Characteristics. - Prior to analyzing

the actual reasons given for moving, it might be useful to dis-
cuss very briefly the educational and occupational status of
these migrants to Lima, About two-{thirds had attalned no more .
than a primary educdtion with about 20 percent having some train-
ing beyond high schoodl,  The difference by sex was significant. .
About half of all females were functionally illiterate {(i.e. they
had completed less than five grades of school) compared to 27
percent of the males., - Almost one-guarter of the males - had had
some type of schooling beyond high school compared o 15.3 pef—
cent of the femmles. Here it should be added that these data.
are based on the educational attainment of persons 14 and over

at the time of arrival. A number of these are stlll of gourse
attending school and thus these data are biased in a downward .

direction. -

As would be expected -bedause o0f the age of the migrants,
over half Wwere “nomi-active" ecornomically, but again this ‘was.
much truer of females than of ‘males(72.3 .percent toi40.1 perdent),
Among thésé who were &active, manudl wérkers made -up‘a maJOrity

of all employed mlarants for both males gnd- fem&les.

Thls brief descrlptlon of thla seIeeted group of miﬂrants to
Lima who were asked’ "why they left“ is 1ntended to give the resd-
er a better undexstandlng of the types of persons belng studled,
and thereby to better grasp the meaning of the "reasons for

mov1ng"

2, Reasons for“Léaving'“

‘In this section an analysis of the reasons nigrénts gave for
moving to Lima will be made. DPirst, the distribution of these-
-reasons will ‘be given together with a deséription and rationale
for the .categories to be used. This will be Ffollowed with. sn
analysis of how these "reasons for leaving' wvary with a) age at -
time of arrival; b) &ize of place of previous residence; c¢) mar-
ital stetus of migrants at -the time of arrival; d) educational

attainment; e) previous occupational status of migrants.
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The reasons given are of course subject to much individual
variation and i% may well be relevant at this time to recall
liortara's warning on such data: '""The decision to leave the coun-
try for the city, like so many other decisions men make, is in
most cases the nroduct of s number of convergent motives whose

relative weight the individual himself could not determine, even
if he could identify them."4—/

Three basic categories of reasons have been tabulated, these
being developed from the many types of answers given by the res-
pondents. The three categories are: economic, family, &nd
education, A fourth category is residual (i.e., "other"), Very
few respondents failed to give at least some indication of their
reasons for leaving and coming to Lima. The three categories are
somewhat arbitrary and represent a compromise in determiniang the
"meaning" of the reasons given., Despite these various weaknesses
inherent in minimal categorization, certain conclusions can be

derived from these "reasons".

A majority (52.6 percent) of all male migrants cite econonmic
reasons as their main factor in leaving a previous residence and
coming to Lima, One in six male migrants selected a family
reason and anrother one in six selected education as their méin
reason for moving. TFemales presenf a different picture. Almost
hal?f (47 percent) gave family reasons, with 30.2 percent saying
"economice" and less than one in ten feeling'that.education is

their principal reason for moving.

These differences by sex are not particularly surprising in
view of the knowledge of the characteristics of these migrants,
and the development level of the nation, In education for exam-
ple, it has been noted that males have had much more schooling
than females and apparently a nunber plan to continue their edu-
cation in the city., With one half of all females having hed less

than five years of schoéol, it is hardly conceivable that many would

¢ite education as a reason Tor their move.

4/ Giorgio liortara, "Factors affecting rural-urban migfation
in Latin America: Influence of economic and social condi-~
tions in these areas"., Proceedings of The World Population

. Conference, Belgrade, Yugeslavia, 30 August - 10 September
1955,



) .50 (

a) " Reasons by Are and Sex: Among male migrants economic

reasons always rank first regardless of age. However, thé ner-
cent inereases greatly from age 15-~19 when 1% 'is only 36.6 to

age 30-34, when it attains a proportion of 86.2 of all ‘such mi-
 grants, fThe largest number of ﬁgles‘givihg family reasons is to
be found in the youngest group (22;5) and the oldest (26.6), sug-
.gesting that these may. be part qf_thequependentﬁ_popu;ation at
.those ages., . As would be expected, .the percent citing education
reasons is gspecially high amqng‘males under age 20, and.even

~ among those 20~24, -one in . six giving such a reason for moving.

| Beyond that age, the numbe;‘becoméa small (See Tables 1 and 2).

Pamily reasons become lncreasingly important ‘among females
with ‘advanding age. While only one~third of the youngest give
- family reasons for moving, the proportion grdws to well over
one~helf among those 25 anhd over, reaching 85.4 pércent "among
the oldest migrants., Economie reasons, on the bthéi'haﬁd, tend
to deeline in importance‘¢hq_older thegfemale_is at time of arriv-
: al in Lima, Among the youngest however, it is cited more fre-
quent;x than family reasons, suggesting -that a number.of young
women move to Lima in search of jobs., Education:is also fairly
.T;mportgnt.for-the.young women migrants =~16.3 percent giving .such
.a reason, . It is not meaningful.. among. older women -exeest fopr .
fhoée ?5139} However, this is hased on 19 replies.. A@,ofpthe
reason educatlion it should be mentioned-thatwthe.given-answenu
can refer to both mlgrant and chlldren, that is to Bay,. that the
'migrant can giVe the educatlon of his chlldren as a reason for
leaving. | i ' ' '

In looking at reasons. iven by age:at arrival, it must be

. stressed that about iwo-thirds of all migrants came. to Lima prior
to reaching 25, These young age categories are consequently of

- much more.importance than the older age groups, -In these.young
groups, economic reasons clearly donminate among males with edu-
cational: factors. given a relatively strong emphasis and family :
reasons only stron~ among the youngest, perhaps for "denendent"
:easons, Female mlgrants under 25 give econonie. and famdly

reasons about equally and together these account for about
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three~quarters of all reasons. Dducation is only relatively
inportant Toxr these under age 20, In general, young men cone

to Lima (1) to get & better job and (2) to improve their educe-
rtion. Young women come to Lima overwhelmingly for either econon-

i¢ or family reasons,

b) Sige of Place of Previous Residence and Ressons for

Leaving., Regardless of size of place of previous residence,
slightly more than half of all male migrants came to Lima for
economic reasons. The proportion coming for educational reasons
increase gradually with decreasing size of place, AL first
glance this may appear surprising. But it must be wecalled that
males coming from such areas are younger, on the average, than
their counterparts moving from larger cities and towns., This

in undoubtedly reflected in the present finding. Iliales giving
family reasons more bprevalent among those coming from places of
1 000 - 5 000 than from other areas, but differences were not
especially meaningful (See Table 3).

Women coming from the largest and smallest communities were
more likely to give Family reasons than those coning from inter-
mediate size areas, On the other hand, women from the two largest
places of previous residence were much more apt to give educa-
tional reasonsg than those from smaller places -only 2.9 percent
of those coming from the smallest villages giving such a reason.
Yet the smaller the nlace, the younger the migrants and this has
already been given as a possible reascon for the high number of
rural males who express a desire for more education in the eity.
How can this apparent contradiction be reconciled? It will be
recalled that 26.7 percent of a2ll females from cities of 20 000
or more came to Lima with at lemst a spouse and one child, This
undoubtedly influenced the high pronortion (54.1) giving family
reasons for moving, Those coming from small rural areas are
younger on the average., However, a review of the earlier tables
algo indicates that 23.0 percent were between 20 and 24 and that
17.2 percent came to Lima with their spouse ~by far the largest
proportion on that particular category. In addition, this group

coming either "married or with a companion' amounts to 34.2
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percent~ the highest sueh provortion in these combined cetegcries,
These data at least hint a2t an ex»nlanation Lor the zxojortion
goning from the smallest villages giving family reascns., Perhaps
~these peonle marry at a youngeir age than ‘those living in the
larger cities and this too, is reflected in the findings. The
small number of fenmale village m{grants selegting education as
reasons és_cémpared,to the rélafiveiy iargé progdfﬁion anong
thosze coﬁing_from rnore populated areas possibly reflects the
fact thét é great nunber of those who hayé héd at }EEStuﬂ second~
ary education migrate for education reasons and most females from
~the smaller areas would not have had the opportunity for advance~
ment that far in school.  Perhaps this is not so for males poming
from such areas. The role_of the female may diffe; from that of
the male in.these,rurél sections of the nation. About half of
all female-migrﬁnts had less than five grades of school,  Presum-
ably this percent increases among those pom%pg fron the smallest

areés.

Clearly, reasons for migrating differ for males and females
by sizé of place of previous residence.:.quQter, agze. tends 1o
biﬁr the relationship, especially among males;_,The greatest dif~
ference‘exists anong females where those frog_gmall areas are
apparently concerned with family and ecpnomig.reasoﬁg, whereas
those from the lgrger areas tend to cite education factors, there-

bf suggesting differences in the fema}e:role by size of place.

¢) Hearital Status: Unmarried, presumably younger persons

were much more -likely to select educational reasons than were
married migrants, and this was especially noticeable for males
where one~quarter stated that education was their mein reason

- for moving to Lima. This of course 15 to be expected, The dif-
ference between males and females selecting education is caused
by the greater number of single females stating family reasons,
But it 1is among married migrants that differences by reason and
by sex become especlially meaningful. Almost three-guarters of
all married male migrants selected economic reasons, but 11.5
nercent gave family reasons. However, among married female ‘mi-

grants, these proportions are almost exactly reversed ~12.4
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percent giving economic reascns and 73.7 percent giving family
reasons (See Table 4), This suggests the lack of independence
among Peruvian females ard the subsidiary role nlayed by women

in that society.

d) Bducational Attainment: An interesting pattern is noted

when analyzing reasons for moving by educational attalnment of
the respondents, Tor both, males and females,; the droportion
citing econoﬁic factors declines with increasing educational at-
tainment and the vroportion citing educaticnal factors increases,
Pamily factors do not appear to be significantly affected by the
degree of education completed., It can perhaps be assumed that a
gignificant number of young migrants with at least some high
school training have migrated %o Lima to advence their education,
Thus 35.8 percent of such males and 24.2 percent of such females
indicated that education was their prime  resson for moving (see
Table 5). On- the other hand, the very large proportion of males
indicating that economic reasons brought them %o Lima suggests
that there may be a large number of poorly educated migrants
coming ¥o the city to f£ind jobs. This is also true of vpoorly
educated females of whom about one-third come to Lima for econom-

ie reasons.,.

e) Previous Occupational Status: The data based on occupation-

al status in place of previous residence yield additional infor-
mation which tends to strengthen the above suggestions, For

- example, of the total male non-active population, 35.1 percent
came to Lima for educational purposes. These are nrobadbly young,
high school educated men »ursuing advanced schooling in Lima. 3But
of the three occupational categories, manual and agricultural
workers cite economic factors more often than do non-manual work-
ers,; again hinting at the possibility of poorly educated male
migrants coming to Lima in search of tetter sources of employment,
Furthermore, one in four of the males who were non-active came

to Liima for economic reasons, undoubtedly searching for a job,
Another ore~guarter came for family reasons —these presumably

older migrants Jjoining their relatives,
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The snroporition of non-~active migrants is much greater Lorx
females than for males —aboutl three-quarters being in that cate-
gory. Vell over helf indicated <family reasons and many of these
are perhaps migrating with their spouse or meeting them in the
elty. It is also noteworthy that 71.9 percent of those women
previously employed in manual occupatlons cane to Lima fcr econon~
iec reasons, agein suggestlng that many poorly educated, blue _
collar working mlgrants, nale and female, come to Lima in search
of work (See Tables 6 and 7). '

3 Summafx

Migrants to Lima are relatively young and this affects all
the other findings- regarding reasons for moving. Generally, there
seem to be two principal types of male migrants. One is relative-
ly well.educated and comes to Lima %o ceontinue his schooling as
well as to £find better employment, 4 second is less educated and
- 1s being pushed from the rural area %o the city in search of work.
This is not as true of the female migrants, but it is nevertheless
still present. Of course, many females cite family reasons for

their moving ~indicating the inferior position of femaleg in Peru.

Generally then, these findings are in agreement with studies
- completed in other areas of Latin America. Both economlc and
education factors predominate in the r‘:a:'e:sl.so:t'ls”'_wh;sr people move to

the primate city of the mnation.
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Tahle 1

LIiA:  ADULT HALE IHH1GRANTS®/ WHO CAME BETHEEW 1956-1965,
BY REASOHS FOR LEAVH!IG THEIR PRIOR PLACE OF RESIGEHCE, BY AGE AT THE TIVE OF ARRIVAL

Reasons for

Age at the time of arrival

teaving Totl 1519 20-2%  25-29  30-3h  35-39 50-49 50 and over
Total nunberd/ (513) {213) (124) (51) (29) {24} {23) (45)
Total percent 100.0 1000  160.0  100.6  00.0  100.0 1000 100.0
Econonic 52.6 36.6 58.9 667  86.2 70.8 73.9 5343
Fanily 16.8 22.5 8.9 11.8 3ok 2048 .3 28.9
Education 16.6 28.2 1641 3.9 - . 8.7 22
Other 12.8 11.8 1543 15.7 649 8ok 1340 1343
flo information 1.2 1s9 0.8 2.0 3.4 - - 2.2

a/ Inmigranis 15 years old or over al the time of arpivale

b/ Totals jnclude non applicable cases.

LIBA:  ADULT FEMALE INMIGRANTSQI WHD CAME BETUEEN 1956-1965,

Table 2

BY REASONS FOR LEAVING THEIR PRIOR PLACE OF RESIDEMNCE BY AGE AT THE TIME OF ARRIVAL

Reasons for

Age at the time of arrival

leaving

Total 15-19 2026 25-20  30-3 35-39  40-49 50’ and over
Total nunbert/ (622) (289) (109) (68) (41) (19) (43) (48)
Total percent 3000  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 1000 100.0  100.0
Economic 30.2 4.2 3.2 23.5 20.3 5.3 7.0 k.2
Family 47.6 13.9 53] 5549 61.0 634 72.] 8544
Education 9.6 16.3 4o 2.9 2eh 1548 4.7 -
Other 7.9 5.8 M0 10.3 2.4 10.5 1.6 104
Ho infornation b 2.8 10.] Tk 59 ] bl ;

a/ Inmigrants 15 years old and over at the time of arrival.

E] Totals include non applicable casese



Table 3

LiMA:  ADULT INMlGRANTSaf WHO CAME BET”EEM ]955~1955 BY REASONS FOR. LEAYING THEIR FRIOR PLACE OF RES[BEMCE
‘ BY SEX AND SHIE UF PLACE OF PRIOR RESIDENCE

—— —

dize of place of prior residence

—— —— — e — e

feasons for - Hales T . , B Fenales . .T-T_:—“.m-_l-r‘-n
Teaving 7R T or 5000t 1000 o Tess than ot D00 er 5000 to 1000t s than
wre . 19999 . 499 roe TR e 7900 b 1o
Total nusber  (511)  (133) 86) (201 () (1) (15) Gow) . (282) (35)
Total percent 100.0  100.0 1000 100.0: W0 1000 100,0 100.0 1000 ;10,0
Econonfc 526 8.4 . 8.7 . 507 5.0 302 B 2.8 35 257
Family 68 1.3 128 036 41 54,1 86,2 W35 57,1
Education 16,6 5.0 15.] 169 . B5 96 10,8 e 80 28
Other 28 138 W 8688 1. 7.6 5.8 B4 57 _
o {nfornation 1.2 - 0.8 . S % A X R % S X o
;[ {naigrants 15 years old and over at the time of arrival. | o . —~

E] Totals include migrants-coning from abrosd and p?aqe*offpriob residence unknovn,
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Table &

LiMA:  ADULY JNMEGRANTSQI WHO CAME BETWEEN 1956-1955, BY
REASONS FOR LEAVING THEAR PRIDR PLACE OF RESIDENCE,
BY HARITAL STATUS AT THE TIME OF ARRIVAL

Marital status at time of arrival

Reasons for 3 - Hales

Females
leaving

_ e - _
Tota?h/ Single Marriedﬁj Widowed, divorced Tota]hj

c¢f ‘idoved,divorcad
andfor separated

Single  Narried andfor separated

Total number (511) . {305)  {155) (12) (622}  (349)  (202) {81)
Total percent 100.0 1000  100.0 100.0 100.6  100.0  109.D 100.0
Economic 52.6 h5.2 1243 .7 302 43.0 1244 9.8
Fanily 1648 177 116 5040 §7.6  30.9  T3.7 0.7
Education 166 23.0 24 - 946 Tk 2.5 24
Other 12.8 122 134 8.3 7.9 66 8.9 1445
No information 1.2 1.0 0.8 - b7 Bukt 3.0 2.4

a/ Inaigrants 15 years old and over at the time of arrival.

E/ Totals include non applicable cases, and cases where marital status was not specified.
Ej Includes convivientes.

Table 5

LI#A:  ADULT INMIGRANTS2/ VKO CAME BETHEEN 1956-19685,
BY REASONS FOR LEAVING THEIR PRIOR PLACE OF RESIDENCE, BY SEX AND LEVEL OF SCHOOLMNG ATTAINED

Level of schooling attainedh/

Reasons fo )
Teaving ' : - Hales L ) Females

Tot31 1- ) 2- 3- ll-r Tota] 1- 2- 35 ) '4"
Total number {5]])2! {138) ~ (152} (81) (123} (522)2/ (308) {154 {48) (95)
Total percent 100.0, 100.0  ,100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0 .. 100.0

Economic 52.6. 623 6045 £3.2 3%8 - 30.2 3843 N.8 167 - 1.6
Family 16+8. 152 19.7 1448 1643 47.6 bba1 481 5201 5246
Education 16e6. - 3.6 | 9.2 22.2 5.8 9.6 ke 8e4 1064 2442
Other . 12.8 14.5 1G5 19.7 8.] 79 Tk T»8 10.4 6e3
Mo information 12 5.3 - - - C kel T 346 3.9 104 5.3

a/ lnmigrants 15 years old and over at the time of arrival.
b/ 1. Without schooling and for with 1 to 5 years of primaria.
T 2. Primaria: 5 to B yearse
3. Secundaria: 1 to & years.
L. Secundaria: 5 years or more; and with some or completed universitaria.
E/ includes cases with tevel of scho¢ling attained not specified.
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Table 6
LiMA: ADULT WALE TRMIGRANTS2/“WHD CAME-BETYEEN 1956-1965,

BY REASOMS FOR LEAVING THEIR PRICR PLACE OF RESIDENCE, BY DCCUPATIONAL
STATUS IN PLACE GF PRIOR RfSiBENCE

'Occugational-status

Rossons for Teaving  Total daricultural - Total non ot
B R activg _workers - vorkers worker's ,ft active
Total number - . (306) . (e8) . . .(133) .. . (e} (208}  {s0).
Total percent 000 © 1000 1000 . 100:0 100.0 100.0
Economic - W3 BT T2 138 L26i3 52.6°
Fanily 104 162 1.3 2.2 2643 16.8
Education ' 3.6 R R -~ 243 2.9 © 3640 16.5
Other ‘ 144 R W 143 - The5 T10.8 12.8
Ho 'informatian - 16 1.8 R ¥ S K 1.2
a/ Inmigrants 15 years old’ and over at the tlme of arrlvala ' 7
‘ E] Inclides other casese -
Table 7
LiMAz  ADULT FEMALE INMIGRANTSZ/ MHO CAME BETHEEN 1956-1965,
BY REASONS FOR LEAVING THEIR PRIOR PLACE OF RESIDERCE, BY OCCUPAT IGHAL
STATUS I PLACE OF PRIOR RESIDENCE
_ Dccupational status. Lo
‘Reasens for leaving -‘zii?le.” . N&n_manﬁa? ‘, . Hanual ~ Agricultural  Total non T?tf12! _
_ _ workers workers uorkers active '
CTotal mamber. . (72} - (0). {89} (@) - (s0)  (622)
fotal'percent 1000 1000 - 1006 10000 . 1000 1086
Ckcomoste ST 380 TR RS- 208 30,2
_ :'Fani_ly'“ B X 35 157 0 38 . 56T Y X S
CCBdueation 82 0 100 © T s osa M3 96
Other © 83 128 %0 - - 86 T3 5 R
' Ho {nforsation SR % I 5u0 23 ke 38 b

- gj inmlgrants 15 years uld and over at the time of arrlval.
b/ Includes other cases.



IIT. ADJUSTIZINT OF MNIGRAETS

The study of migration to metropelitan areas should include
an attempt to understand the problems of "adjustment", The
ghifting of large numbers of people from one or more areas to
another invariably results in numerous osroblems for both, the
migrants and the urban born residents of the host city. In
Peru, this is especially marked as such migration is concentrat-

ed in the one primate city, Lima,

Usually adjustment is defined in terms of conseguences
for individual migrants at the place of destination. Thus a

United Nations publication (1958) considers adjustment as:

"The process by which immigrants adjust themselves to
conditions in the area of destination falls into sev-
eral categories: ... assinmilation, integration into
the social strueture ..., scculiuration, the adoption
of the ¢ustoms and values of the population in the

place of destination.”

"Although this approach has led to many useful'studies,
adjustment can be viewed as a two-way process and‘aﬁ‘both the
individual and societal level (Borrie, 195%; snd Beijer, 1963).
Purthermore it alsoc may be worthwhile to study the adjustment
consequences for the social gystem in the area of origin as well
as destination, For example, adjustment is not necesggarily a
one-way acceptance of the norms and values of the urban social
system, Migrants bring different values to their new environ-
ment and we should not overlook the question.of mutual adjust-
ment or feedback., Why should migrants be expected to resemble
the native city dweller? This is a particularly moot point when
we look at the: &) selectivity of the migration, b) proportion
of persons who were born in the urban area, ¢) pattern of resi-
dential segregation that they obtain in the urban area, and d) mi-

grants participation in non-service work activities.
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As has been stVated earlier, migrants de¢ net generally
represgent a cross sectlon of the sending and recelving podu-
lation, bpt are selected on many demogravhic, social and secial
psychological gharascteristies. Although the kinds of selecti-
vities that are found have implications for the adjugtment of
the migrants toc the urban and social structure, it is clear
that they also have jmplications for the adjusiment of the
urban social structure to the inmigrants. This is a particular~
1y relevant point when we consider the volume of . the immigra.-
tion., CELADE data, as reported by Myeérs (1969), indicate -that
‘in six major cities 4n ILatir America more than half of the ever-
married women between the ages'df'20a25‘wére mnot born in the
city. This suggests that for this select group of women deter-
mining urban norms . of bahaviour might bdbe prqblematid..A more
pertinent question might be who is adjusting to what?

Another considerstion is that the recent inmigrant may not
enter -into thg}urban social structure in subh a way. -as to be
exposed to urban forces... -To a large -extent recent migrants may
be resiﬁentialiy éeg?egated._ To the extent that this is true,
the recegt.mig;aﬁt may have litﬁle social -contaoct- with urban
natives, Furthermore,.quasi-urbanWQQmmunitiea'may develop theixr
own rural based subcultures w1th1n the conflnea of the city.
Flnally, even it the migrant is exposed to an urban env1ronment,
he may 1n1tia11y ad;ust in a typically rural manner. Very much
' depends upon what the migrant brlngs to the new environment as
_lwell as how he interacts w;th it. ' ' ‘

Many rural-urban mlgrants change Jjobs. . An impéxtant,qgestion
is whether a greater proportion of these changes are .to "prqduc—
tive" occupations or to service work., Do migrantis move into the
industrialized sector of the economy or do they find jobs wash-
.ing the shirts of other migrants? On the social structural
level, is the rural migrant {to the city ﬁe;ely another statistics
indicating.increased.urbanization, or rather is he affected by
-urbanism.aé a way of life? .Many migranis may be in the city while
not of the city. Attentlon should be paid to the question of

whether the urban social structure itself will experience change
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in the face of a rasid influx of rurai urban migrants. The nor-

mative system of any grouy may be threatened by an excessively

rasid increase in new members,

Does the social and personal disorganization view of the
migrants need modifiation? The culture shock hypothesis which
explains migrants "problems” in terms of their entrance into a
new soclial system could usefully be compared with the view of
the migrantion process which has been emerging over the years.
This view suggests that personal and social disorganization of
the migrants may be minimal, As a result of positive selection,
the migrant may be in a better adjustment position than the
urban native. The presence of large numbers of inmigrants may
cause sgerious strains and imbalances in the social structure of
the urban area of destination, but this is a problem of adjust-
ment on the part of the urban soclal system, Squatter setile-
ments from the point of view of the urban administrator represent
disorganization. But these areas represent a high degree of nore
mative integration and for the individual are most likely impro-
vements over previous conditions, It ig perhaps for this reason
that many migrants define their situation as beiter than their

previous one, and tend to solve the housing problem.

Two basic independent {or causal) vériabiés.form the basis
of this chapter: the size of place of previous residence and the
duration of residence -in Lima., -Comparisons are limited to possi-
ble differences between those coming from larger towns and from
the smaller communities, and those coming between 1955 and 1960
with those coming since that date, Additionally, the .analysis
is limited deliberately to those who arrived as adults,

‘A sizeable literature has emerged dealing with the implica-
tions of the size of place of origin (or of previoﬁs residende)
for migrant adjusiment. Generally, it has been found that,

ceteris paribﬁs; migrants coming from larger size places tend %o

adjust more favorably to the exigénces of the city than do those
coming from the more rural amreas. Conversely, the receiving city
should be more able to cope with incowing migrants if the provor-

tion coming from larger areas is greater. The influx of rural
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people into the large cltles has proven to be ‘& serious problem
for the urban social system in both the developing and developed

nations,

.Length of residence in the host city.is also a useful meas-
urewgfﬂadjustment. The. longer & migrant resides in a given ‘dred&
theﬁerelikely né will resemble the people born in that city.
This general proposition has been . tested in a number of gtudies.
While it is not possible to compare these. people with the Lima-
born,2/ it is nevertheless important - -to note if indeed, @ longer
dpraﬁloerof_reeidence-aetually affects these migrants on a number

of social indicators.

Phe focus of this chdpter i on the effects of these varig-
bles on a number of such socisl’ 1ndicators of 90831b1e adjustment
to the city. However @& number of other analyses Bhould be in~ .
cluded as well, Some information of both, = demographlc and
economic nature on’ the background of the mlgrants will also be .
ineluded, ' Thus large and small town migrants w111 be compared‘
or' Buth economic indicea a5 occupation (if any) in prev1ous o
,placeof.re31dence and the reasons for mov1ng. Also considered
accompanylng the migrant -Fd thesevarlousclaeses of" mlgrants at

the.tlme of their move to Lima,.

- Phe topiles for idnvestigation- (1 e. the dependent varlables)'
fall into three basic¢ c&tegorles. economlc, hou31ng and soclal
Under économic such questions as type of job (1f any) aid the
migrante find in Tima., How long did it take to find that flrst
job? ‘Housing queries -inelude the- type of hou51ng that the'm;n '
grant found and in which Seetiona‘of‘theﬁcifj did He settle upon
arrival, Finally some .social questions are included ‘on such-
subjecfe as having a social security card,-atténdéhbe'at movies
and soccer games, listening and watching television and/or radio,
and the reading of newspapers, These are all indicators of POS~

sible adjustment or a lack thereof amonz the migrants to: Lima,

5 JNotwithstanding, from chapter |V, in which differential
characteristics between migrants and natives are: analyzed,
some conclusions can be drawn about clvil status, education,
fertility and other variables.: S
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They all give insights into the problens for the receiving city
s it dinecrcesingly becunes the haven of increasing nunbers of

Peruvians,

1. Denographic Background

The conporison of adult nigrants tc Lima on basic denog-
rophic variables by size of place of previous residence is
covered nore extensively in Chapter IV, DNevertheless; a brief
sunnary is warranted at this polnt. XKnowledge about such
characteristics is vital to better understand the additional
conparisons which will be nade, This is especiclly inmportant
in view of the fact that conplex nultivariate analysis 1is nct

possible due to the size of the sanple.

Three demcgraphic variables are briefly considered here:
age at the time of arrival, time of arrival, and marital status
et time of arrival., In addition, the number of persons accompany-

ing the migrant in his move to Lima will also be investigated.

Generally, the proportion of young migrants (under 25) ine
creases with decreasing size of place of previous residence, and
over 70 percent of those coming from communities under 5 GO0
came to Lima when they were between 15 and 24 {See Table 1),
Males and females exhibit similar patterns. People coming from
the larger cities (especially those with at least 20 000 popu-
lation) are more likely to be recent migrants (i.e, since 1961)
than are those from the smaller towns of Peru (See Table 2).
This is especially true of males but is generally valid for
females as well, Or; to analyze it differently,; of all migrants
coming %o Lima since 1956, a slightly greater proportion of
those moving between 1956 and 1960 came from towns under 5 000
than is the cage with those coming since 1960,

The relation between amge at arrival and marital status is
clearly noted when looking at the latter variable and comparing
the migrant groups by size of place of previous residence, Ob-
viously the larger the proportion of young persons, the greater
the proportion of single persons. Thus, those coming from the
smaller communities are more likely %o be single than those coming

from the larger cities, This is especially significant among
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malés. About 63 perceat of - those coming from under 5,000 were

gingle at the time of arrival in ILima, as compared to 57 percent

of those from the larger towns. This pattern is not as clear
for females, Indeed if thosé couming widowed or divorced are

" added to the singles, differences become insignificant (See

Table 3).

An 1mportant dimension in mlﬂratlon that should be studied
deals with the number of nersons who accompanled the mlgrant
when he moved to lea. The Strlklng difference lies between
those coming from cities of 20, 000 or more populatlon and those
coming from sll the smaller places (i e. under 20 000) {See
Table 4), Por males and females allke, ‘about 60 percent of all
migrants from ‘the 1atter places (regardless of their respective
sizes) Were single at the timeé of arrival in Lima and between
' 70 and 75 percent were elther single or came with their spouse
but with no accompanying chllaren. The pattern for those coming
Prom the nations largest cities is quite different. Less than
60 percent came. either as singles or couples only, IHowever no
less than 15 percent were accompanied by at least 3 children,
Again this is true of both sexes, The proportion of "family _
movers" coming from the other areas is much smaller. Such a
finding is not unexpected in light of the previous analysis
which dindicates that those migrating from the larger cities are
less likely to be single and have. a higher median age at the
time of arrival. . ‘It is also interesting to point out that over
half. of such migrants (i.e, from larger cities) came to Lima. .
since 1960 thus: suggesting that many of these recent migrants
are more likely to be "family movers". .

Introduecing present ege as & control ‘variable does mot . °
significantly alter the findings. Nevertheless sowme interesting
results emerge. (The number of cases is often guite small and
precauntions Whould_be,taken.before.making‘broad.genqxgligations).
Among males .20-24, the-prpportion-singleﬁcbming"from the lergerx
cities is somewhat smaller, but not significant pattern is ob-

- served, Males 25~34, conming from cities. 20 000 and over, begin

exhibiting ‘the generalized pattern noted above, .That is to say,
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the projortion single is less than among those coming from the
cities under 20 000, However they are underrepresented in the
"eounles”" category., On the other hand, over 15 percent came

with two or more children --~a greater proportion than from any

other group,

llale migrahts presently 35 years of age or over were at
least-25 when they came to Lima, It is in this group that
differences are especially substantial. DNo less than 51.4
percent came to Dima with a wife and af least three children
and another 16.2 percent came with two children, Males coming
from the smaller areas do not exhibit such large proportions
of "family migrants”. Indeed about 42 percent of those from
villages under 5 000 came either as single men or with only
their spouse. This is somewhat surprising for a group who

had to be at least 25 years of age at the time of move,

Pemales presently 20-24 d¢ not offer any additional ine
sights into this phenomenon, although, interestingly, it is
those from the smaller towns who are more likely to come with
spouse and children., Those 25-34 stari exhibiting the expected
differential by size of place of previous regidence, Over 35
percent of those coming from the largest cities came with their
husbands and at least one or two children, but only half came
es single wonen. The data on the older female migrants yields
more meaningful results. As expected, the proportion single
or "coupled™ is smaller from those coming from the larger
cities while half came with Spouse and a2t least three children,
No other group qf wonren migrants comes close to this proportion.
It is also interesting that close £o one-guarter of all such
women presently 35 or over came fo Iima without husbands but
with one or more children --the proportion being about the
same regardless of the size of place of previous residence.
This compares to only 5.8 percent among males of the same age

who migrated under such circumstances,

It appears that Lima is the haven, not only for young
migrants ~-generally single or married with no children. - It

is also the destination point for a fairly large number of women
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~ who cone with children but without husbands.. I% can also. be
concluded that those who cane as "faumilies" are nore likely to
be fron the largest cities of the nation than fron the snaller

camnunities. 1

2. Beononic Background Variables

The enployment sttuntion of nigrants to Lina in their forner
place of residence yields'uednihgfui infornation about ‘these
geoglo. It glves certaln insights as to their eccnonic stablllty
‘and 1ndirectly ~e2s to their nctives for naking ‘o nove. (It has
‘:been noted in an earlicr chapter 'that econonic reacsons ‘predoninat-
'éd‘éspeéially ambng the nale nigraﬁts tc Lina), Threc questions
‘are included in this sectlion which contribute o a bebtor under-
éfdﬁding‘of the econonic background of these nigrants decording
to size of placé of previcus residence. PFirst, were they ene
ployed prior to coning to Lina? Seccnd, if yé&s, what kind of oc=
ceupation was it and in what type of industry? Third, were they
looking for work?

" Anlong nale migrants, 40,1 pereént wore "not working” prior
ftd*uoéing“td riﬁs; 72, 3“pé£6ént'of'the feﬁdleé*were’nOt'working
'—many of course belng housewives (sce Table 5). The proportion

8f nales Hot working varles according to ‘the age of the respond-
" ants, The overall tendency is that it decelinés drastically
With increosing oge. Over BO percent of all unle nigrafits -
Cprosently 15-19 did rmot work before coming to ‘Linn.. This is to
be éxpécted; although in & lower proportion, ' Probably nany of
‘then neither stated that they looked for work for the first
'finé}-bécause'they'did*hot expect to find'wérk'é/ On ‘the vther
nandy OFf those now 265- 34 one third was not working prior to
c¢oning to ILina, and the groportiun anong the older males was

a nere- lO 7 percent

The incldence Of not working in the )rev1ous glaceigf:
rosidence tends to be gre ter in the snall conmunlties. While
39 percent of thosec eomlng fron towns of 5 000 and over were

not WOrking, ‘about 46 percent of those fron towns under 5 900

6/ Hotice should be taken of the fact thot those who stated
‘ that they Word looking Ffor work for the first tine are
included in the working group.
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were s0 categorized, Generally this pattern is to be noted in
the various age groups, especially among males 25-34, IJumbers
0f cases become quite small however and generalizations would

best be limited to the overall distribution.

While 72,3 percent of all females were not working prior to
coming to Lima, this statistics can be misleading including, as
it does, many not actually .looking for work. This is evidenced
by the fae¢t that the propoertion not working does not vary signif-
icantly by present age and what difference that does exist is in
an opposifte direction from that noted for males., That is to say,
while 70.4 percent of these women 14-19 were not working, over
three-quarters of the oldest women belonged to this category, it
can be assumed that tlie proportion of hotusewives also increases
with age, Vomen were also more apt to be emplbyed if they had
been residing in the larger cities and this was equally true at
all ages.

About 60 percent of all males were employed before coming
to Lima, Of these 306 men, 22.2 percent were in non~manual oc-
cupations; 43.5 percent in manual jobs, another 22.5 percent
were in agriculture, and 11.8 percent fell into the residual
categories. For men 20 and over it can be seen that the propor-
tion previously employed in white collar positlons increased
with advancing age at time of interviews. This incfease, from,
10.9 percent among those 20-24 to 37 percent for the oldest, is
at the expense of both, the manual and agriculiural occupations.
Phere were actually more men, presently 35 and overy in.hoh-
manual occupations than there were in blue collar jobs. But in
the under 25 group about half had been manual workers and ancother
guarter had been rural workers (See Table 6). |

The influence of the larger city is especially noteworthy
on these economic indices. Not only are meles coming from the
larger cities less likely to have been not working, those work-
ing were also more likely to be in the non-manual cccupations
than migrants coming from the smaller places of Peru, The pro-
portion of those previously farmers or manual workers ircreases

with smaller community of previous residence, and this is. .
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gespecially significant in the agricultural oceccupations, - Close.
to onew-guarter of all those coming from cities 20 000 oxr more
who had been employed were in. hon-manual vositions and only 11,1
percent were working in agriculture,  Due %o ever smaller sizes
- of cells when controlling for present .age of. the previously em-
ployed mele migrants, such an analysis is made with caution.
Nevertheless, the same general pattern appears .in all the relevant
- age groups. -

Only about oneé-guarter of all female migrants were previdus-
1y employed and thus analysis becomes problematidal. About one-
quarter (23.2 percent) of -those workinz were in non-manual ocw-
cupations; 51.7 percent in manual; 13.4 percent in agriculture;
and 11,6 percert in the residual category. That is espetially
noteworthy is that about 37 percent of all previbdus employed
female migrants were working as domestics., Althoiugh anelysis
by present age is not feasible, this pattern of large numbers of
previously employed domestics is only noted among women- present-
ly under 25. . 0f all these young previously employed women, 46
out of 78 {59 percent) were domestics. Otherwise the proportion
who were in pqn¥ménual_jobs appears to increase with age  (See
Pable. 6).. .

. ““As with malés, size of place of previous residence is sig-
Eificanﬁly'relatea to type' of employment with 37.2 perceant of
‘those coming from cities 20 000 and over having been in non-
-manual work -compared to only 12.2 percent of those coming from’
commimmities under 5 000. Similarly the proportion with'égricui-
tural backgiround®s inereases with smaller places, The large -
‘number of previotts pérsons who worked as domestics noted above
came predominantly from towns between 1 00O and 20 000, While
25,2- percent of all female migranta:(irrespec;ive‘of previous
occupation) égme from the largest cities, only 19.0 percent of
the,domestics camg from. such places. 3But; whereas 58:8 percent
of al}.femaleé,came from towns 1_000-t§ 20 -000, yo less than 73
percent éf the former domestics. came from such smaller communities,
It hes been stated that many young females came to Lima to. beconme
serfants; Apparently. meny have had previous experience in that .
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peceupation and this was learned in the relatively small towns
off the nation, Those coning from the largest cities were more

likely to have beeh emploved in non-~manual cccunations,

Respondents were asked if they had been looking for a job
nrior to coming to Lima. It is of course possible for a person
to be "looking Tor a job" while being employed., Realistically
however, it is »erhaps more likely ithat such a perscn will be
unemployed or underemployed., Table 7 shows the proportion of
those "looking for work", males and females, by size of »nlace
of previous residence, The male "looking for work" proportion
approximates 23 percent, The proportion increases according to
age, reaching a maximum (30.0) in the group with present age
between 25-29 years, which corresponds to migrants who arrived
(on the average) between 20-29 years of age. Presumably most
of the latter were included in the “not working" category. For
females, however,.only 12.4 percent were in the "looking for
work" category, suggesting that a majority of wémen consider

themselves housewives and do not plan to do outside work.Z/

This summary of the demcographic and economic background of
recent adult Lima migrants indicates that certain differentials
exist between those coming from the large and small areas of the
country. Those from the largest cities are more apt to be fami~
ly movers and tend to be a 1little older than other migrants.
Single migrants predominate among those who previously resided
in the rural communities. These findings are generslly similar
for both; males and females,

Over half of 8l the adult migrants did not work prior to
coming to Lima, However, this may be partially attributable to
age (young men) and sex {a majority of the females did not work
or look for work because of their wifely duties). Both, in-
creasing age and size of place are related to the type of previous
occupation. Those coming from the largest cities are more likely

to have been non-manual workers and with advancing age the

7/ The question "Are you looking for work?" was asked to all
persons, “working" and "not working".
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percent who had been in such jobs increases, Anong fenales, the
high nunber of previous servants ies-to be noted, especlally

anong the young wonen coning fron snall towns (See Table 8).

This type of denographic and econonic background is nirror-
ed ‘in the reasons jiven for uoving, A separate'phaptgr is de-
.voted %o this fopic., At this point it is worth noting thot. the
econonic reasons, cited most frequently by men, and the fanily
reasons, given by a uajority of the women are to be expected in

view of the. infornation analyzed above. .

%, Adiustnent of Migronts

Thréq najér topics ﬁfe considered ﬁnder "adju5tnent in
Lima"° 'econonic,rhousing and sobial The conparison is prinari-
1y between those coning frou large and snall plates of prevlous
r061dence. In additlon, the social indicators coupare early
and recent migrants. Thése conporisons allow for tentatlve
worklnﬂ hypotheses to be set up whlch can then form a frane of

reference for the ana1y31s.

Eased on prev1ous studies it is hygoth951zed that in general
pebble oomin" from the blg er nlaces will adjust nore easily to
_ 'the Lina environnent as they w1ll be nore cosmopolltan 1n char-
| :apter. Thus they should take less tlne ﬂettlng a job than those
f}ou smaller towns. They should have a bettor hone and llve in
a nore prestlglous sectlon of the city0 More shoulu have a
social securlty card; they should be less llkely to zo to "es—
“pectéculos" but would listen to the radlo and watch telev151on
nore and be nore likely to read the newsgnaers. A seconad hypoth-
esis would assune that ‘in gencral the longer. the length of resi-
dence in Lina the' nore likely nigrants would adjust in a "eity
"way". Thus early nigrants would be more apt to Have o social
sccurity cord, less Iikely to go to "espectdculos", be nore
likely to use the radio and television and be more likely to

read the newspoperses

a) Becononle Adjustnent. All adult respondents who caneé to Dina

since 1956 were asked: "How lonr did¢ 1t take before you got your
first Job?" A nunber of course still do not ‘have a first job.,
Indeed, 17.5 percent of the nales fell into that category (sec
Table )., Presunably this neans that not only were they not
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working at the time of interview but alsc that they had not work-
ed since arriving in Lina, Unfortﬁnately these data do not tell
when thogse "mever having had a first job in Lima" arrived in the
city. It is of course known that they were at least 15 years old
at the time of the move and this was sometime between 19506 and
1965. PFrom these two facts, certain inferences can be made on

length of time spent in Lima without any form of employment.g/

About half of the male migrants presently under 20 had not
had a first job. These are newcomers %o Lima and presumadbly a
number still attend school. The number presently out of work
declines precipitously with the other age groups; 13.8 percent
of those 20-24; 11.0 percent of the 25-34; 16.5 percent of those
35 and over. The latter relatively high proportion may well
include a certain number of elderly nmigrants who are "retired"
(See Table 10),2/

Indeed the preoportion without a first job is greater among
males coming from the large cities. The proportion among those
from the smallest (less than 5 000) communities is 14.9 percent
~—those from the largest (20 000 and over) cities is 22.6 percent.
Controlling for present age leads to & possible explanation of
this differential, It is only among men under age 25 that "not
having & first job" is significantly higher for those coming from
cities of 20 000 or more., HNo definite pattern is observed among
older migrants, It is conceivable ithat young males from the
largest cities would be more likely to continue their education
in Lima and this is reflected in these findings. Besides, single
nigrants are more likely to come from smaller towns and their
level of education is also lower, both factors (single and less
educated) léading-them to work at a young age in whatever Jjob

available, without considering status and earnings,

8/ The percentage of males (present age over 15 years) "not
having a first job" (17.4) is probably an overestimation.
It may be that 1in & certain number of cases, the guestion:
"How long did it take to get your first job?" has been
interpreted as referring only to the first year of living
in Lima. VWhatever the percentage, it should be over 10.0
percent, :

9/ See 8/above.
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About half of the females have not had a first job., The
”proporfion tends to increase with advancing age and among the
¢ldest women, over'three—éuartéfs“have not had a first job (See
‘Mables 9 and 10). This is, of course, a funchtion of increased
proportions of marfied'WOmen'(af'the time of errival) inecluded”
in the survey, with increasing age. Again “the "npot hav1ng 8
first job" percentage is greater anong ‘those coming from the
largest cities of the nation although differences are not very
substantial, It will be recalled that such migrants. were more
likely to come ag-families and these women are -less likely to be
in the labour forece.

Those respondents who did find & Pirst job were asked how
long it took to locate that position. Ovér two-thirds (68.3) of
the male migrants were at work within three months of moving ta
Lima. However, about one iy eight took over pné'yéar to find
that first job. The proportien:who weretsuceeséful in-locating
that first-job quickly increases with sge among those 20 -and
over =-from 61.6 percent of the youngest t0:75.8 percent of the
-0ldesat. - This may:-partially reflect educational factors and may
explain the high proportion (21.4) of the 20-24 group who.did not
get-a job until after one year's residence in Limagﬁy- The very
youngest migrants who. did get & job (51.7 percent) at all found

it in a hurry =«77.4 percent in:.the first three months (See
Pables 9 and 10}, - - S e SR

Any conclusion that men comlng “from the larger cltles are
more adapted %o the urban env1ronment --and thus nore liLely to
find a° 3ob soon after moving to Lima-- is not substantlally by
the data, THere aré no significant differences in the nercent
of Job holders gettlnrr their first job w1thin three months by
gize of place of 9rev1ous residence.’ The overall pattern of ‘about
two~thirds finding a Job guickly is noted for all the areas of.
origin. It is only among thOse 35 and over that the mlgrants“
commng from the 1argest cities exhibit 2R clear superiorlty in

19/' Inc1udes the peoplajwho could nof-specif&-the time-fo get the
first job. In general this percentage is rather low. .
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finding a »osition quickly. At all other ages, no clear vatterns

are discernible, but these conclusions are necessarily tentative,

bases as they are on very small numbers ol cases,

About sixty nine percent of all "working females™ found that
first job within three months of moving to Lima —-~about the same
proportion as for males workers, However, the pattern by age of
female 1s inverse to that noted for males. The younger the
woman the more likely she was successful in finding a job within
the first three nponths in Lima. Thus 14,5 percent of the 20-24
working wives did not find that first jeb until after at least
one year in Lima and 17.2 percent of those 25~3%4 also took that

long.él/

Size of place of previous residence is definitely related
to time %aken to find the first job for female migrants. How-~
ever this is not in the expected direction. Differences among
the towns under 20 000 population are about nil, and this gener-
ally is true at all ages. But women coming from the largest
cities are much more likely to wait longer before getting that
first job., Whereas three-quarters of all the other female
migrants find a job in three months, only 57.0 percent of those
from the largest cities were that fortunate, I% is necessary
once again to speculate on the effects of other variables. Pirst,
the propértion of married women migrants (often with families)
coning from the largest cities is greater. Secdnd, OvVer one-
third of a2ll employed women were domestics in their place of
previous residence. These were overwhelmiﬁgly from towns5 000
to 207000. It is quite possible that they could locate jobs
more easily (possibly_working as domestics) than those "better
educated" coming from the largest cities of the nation,’

It may well be that migrants (males and females‘alike) coning
from the largest cities are better educated énd better trained
- and indeed more "adaptable' to the metropolitan way of life.

However, in a developing country with ocne primate city, it may

11/ Tnoludes the people who could not specify the time to get a
Tirst job.
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also be true that such a receiving city is still more suitadle
for rural and less educated migrants —-at least in the econonmic

sector.

b) Housing., - Two interview questions related to housing as a
sossible measure of adjustment. One asks about the type house
the migrant first inhabited when he moved to Lima, The other
inquires into the section of the city where the migrant first
regided, )

There are five categories of housing: "casa 1ndependiente"
“departamento", "casa de veclndad" “choza and all other types.
With the exceptlon of the last, these form a rough contlnuum

from best housing to poorest guarters.

About 55 percent of all males 1ived in solid constructlon
31ngle famlly dwellings (casa independlente" and "departamento")
upon arriving in Lina (See Table 8) Another 28.6 percent found
homes 3in roomlng houses ("casa de vecindad") and 4,5 percent
were forced to settle for shanties ("chozas"). This adds sup~-
port to the findiﬁé tﬁat'migrants do not settle at firsf'in fhe.
barriadas. ;Unfbrtuna%ély'over 10 perceﬁt”féil into‘fhe "6ther“
category ~-a larger proportion than adviseable for such a "catch—
all® resldual group (See Table ll) '

.< The oldest migrants were the most euceessful in securing
decent housing upon moving to Lima. Close t¢ three-quarters.
lived in better housing --a proportion .significantly higher to
that noted for the younger male migrants. Those presently 25-34
were apparently the least successful, as less than half were
able to find private houses or apartmenta while 7 percent lived
in ahanties -=twice as. great a .proportion as that in any other
age groups. The oldest mlgrants also had the lowest number
'liv1ng in the poorest houslng. It can be assumed that a larger
percent’ of the oldest migrants came before 1960 than was the
case for the younﬁer males. Perhaps houslng conditions were
better at that time. It is conceivable that the ever increasing
number of newcomers to the city has resulted in ever ﬁore dif-
ficult housing problems thus necessitating more shanty inhabit-
ations (See Table 12),
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lilgrants coming from the 1a;ger areas were somewhat more
successful_ln ’ettin” decent hou31n~ tnan theixr oounteldarts
from‘tﬁe:smaller places.: Phis 1s esneclally to be noted in the
small number of mlgrants xrom cltles 11v1ng in the shanties
compared to the pronortion among those eomlng from towns under
'5 000;_ The nroportion livin@ in single houses is also somewhat
hlgher for those from the 1arger cities but the dlfference is
not substantlal. Thus aome difference between tyre of hou51ng
and 51ze of place of prevmous re31dence 1s generally to be noted
'among all age groupe. It appears that nales coming from the
largest cities, while not any more successful in getting JObB;
have been more Tortunate in their housing search. They may in-
deed be better suited for metropolltan liv1ng end this is indi-
"cated ‘in this manner.

Female mlgrants have ‘been more fortunate than male mlgrants
ag far as type houslng is concerned About 70 percent 1ived in
elther 51ng1e dwellings or apartments upon arr1v1ng in Lima (See
Table 11) Only 3,4 percent lived in shanties and 20.4 percent
were in rooming houses. In contrast to the males, young women
were more likely to be-living in "casa independiente" than the
older females. Generally such a pattern existed with reference
to-shenty living ag well, That is, the oldex thé woman the
higher the proportion of shanty dwellers. “However thése dif-
ferences are not great and some could be maskéd if singleé houses
‘and apartments Weré combined.  There was nevertheless & slight
tendency for younger woinen to bé more successful in securing
good housing., Again a function of the high"propoition in the
domestic service role.

.8imilarly to males, women:from the larger areas found betier
housging and fewer ended in the poorer sections of the eity., With
.the -exception of those 25-%4, this was generally true at all ages,
Agein however-it must- be emphasize that differences were Hot:
especially meaningful (See Table 12).

Summerizing briefly, housing tends to be slightly related
to size of place of previous residence —-the larger‘the'place

the betier. the housing in Lima. -Fofr males, older migrants were
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more liltely %o have found better housing when they arrived, but
the opoosite is true of females, In no instances however are
these relationshins significant, They merely suggest that pos-
sibly those coming from the large cities may be soméwhat more
likely to find better housing if that is defined as single houses
and apartment. It is of couise possible that the large numbers
of "family migrants" coming from cities of over 20 000 partially
accounts for the difference. Also, as will be discussed in the
next section, the roles of female migrants as domestics may well

be important.

It igs possible to discern various distritos of metropolitan
‘ Lima. Attention in this section is concentrated solel& on two
distritos which comprise a high socioecconomic status (HSES) area
and seven distritos which can be considered the poorer sections
'(LSES) of DLinma (See Table 13“for the names of the distritos).

.-It is reallzed that these are ecological areas and there 1s most
,llkely heterogenelty of soc1oeconom1c levels w1th1n the glven

LY

distritos,.

- About the same proportion, roughly 11 percent, of male

. migrants found. bomes in the more affluent distritos as were found
in the poorer areas, The proporticn living in (HSES) areas in-
creases significantly with the age of -the respondent and among
those presently 35 and over, 15.7 percent lived there when they
first came to the city. The percent living in the poorer sections
varies by age but no definite pattern is observed as other class

areas are also involved,

The (HSES) areas did not receive more migrants from the
larger cities of Peru as might have been expected, Indeed, there
are not any major differences by size of place of origin with
respect to that section of Lima., However, males from the larger
cities are less likely than others to have lived in the poorest
parts of the c¢ity when they 4id arrive in ILima. This apparently

is true among most age groups.

Females are more apt tc have lived in (HSES) areas than

males --16.6 pevcent locating there upon arrival, But &.2 percent
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of all femaele migrants began their experience in Lima in the poor-
er distrites., Phe »roportion living in (HSHS) declines with ad-
vancing age -~z pattern diametrically cphrosite to that of the
malee. A large majority of the 21.7 percent of fémales 14-19
living in (HSES) are probably domestics living in the household

of their émployera; The proportion declines with éﬁe“anﬁ with

the 1ncreasing pPTOD ortlon of women that are housew1ves rather

than domestics.,

Analyeig by sizme of place of previous residence shows guite
conclupively that women who previously reside in the larger cities
were more likely to £ind homes in the better sections of Lima.

On the .0ther hand, 12,2 percent of those from towns ¢f 1.000-5 000
population were living in the {LSES) areas when they first arriv-
ed in Lima, .This pattern is clearly exhibited at all agews.

Agbin caution is urged in interpreting these data. It is quite
possible that many of the migranis from the large clties Ffound
employment as domestics in Lima. Their éeminurban background

may have made them more adaptable to such p051t10ns while those
from the rural areas were perhaps more likely to:do Eurelx manual
'labour -—but not as domesties. 4t any rate, and regardless of
‘size of place of previous resldence, the largex .proporiion of
females than male mlgrants who lived in the (HSES) areas is no.
doubt partlally attributable to the female domestic service
phenomenon stlll prevalent in & city like lea.

The data on hou51ng do not yield any conclu51ve results “that
,suggest accepting the working hypothesis made earlier in. the
chapter. There is, to .be sure, a glight tendency for males from
the larger cities to be a little more successful in both, securing
a “better" house and in a "better“ neighbourhecod, but the rela-
_tlonshlp is not significant enough to warrant making generaliza-
'tlons. However it is interesting to note that there is no evi-
dence of any masslve movement of population from the hinterland
to the barrladas of Lima, Again confirming the flnding that
migrants do not‘settle_inltially in the barriadas, This may well
be the.mpsf significant finaing that is concerned with housing

patterns, It would of course be necessary o gather data on the
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actual vovulations of all +the sections of Lima to note if the
migrants mre overrepnresented anywhere. The general conclusions
based on this survey is that fthey are not overrensresented in the

neorer sectiong of +the city.

¢) Soeial Indicators, A number of queriés in the 1965 survey

can serve the purpose of "social indicators"' of migrant adjust-
ment, Four such inquiries are considered here, They deal with
varigus aspects of the migrants' lives in Lima dut all are con-
cerned with present (i.e. 1965) behaviour., Thus they yileld in-
formation on how these people have adjusted to metropolitan
living. Unfortunately it is not possible to compare the migrants
to those born in Lima. However, two independent vafiableé are
utilized: size of place of previous regsidence and dﬁration of
residence in Lina, Migrants are compared to each other on these

dimensions.

The four questions whose replies will be analyzed include:
(1) the possession (and use) of social security cards; (2) the
watching and listening to radio/television; (3) the reading of
newspapers; (4) the attendance at so~called "spectaculars". The
intent of this investigation is to note if {a) those from larger
towns have adpated more easily than those from the smaller places
and (b) if a longer period of living in the city is indicative of

increased adaptation.

a)r Place of Previous Residence: Half of all the male migrants
‘either do not have a social security card or did not reply to the
‘question (See Pable 14). Another quarter have a card but do not
use it and 24.2 percent have used it at some time, Presumadbly,
having and using one'!s social security card is an indicator of
beoomihg accustomed %o city living. The proportion not having
social security cards does not vary by age. {Males under 20 are
not included in the analysis). However age is clearly related
to.the use of such cards by those who possess them. 0Qlder persons
are more likely to use and conversely young men are more likely
to be not users of such cards. This is %o be expected iIn light
of possibly increasing medical problems with advancing age and

this does not really imply anything about adjustment as such.
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fore relevant for adjustment analysis 1s difference by size
of nlace of previous residence. HHowever variation in nercent
having a social security canrd is to be observed, 3Both, those
from towns of 20 00C and over and from villages under 5 000,
exhibit similar patterns of usage., However, those Lrom the
‘medium size towns (5 000 — 20 000) are less likely %o use their
cardé. This U-~shaped pattern is noted at all ages as well and
among those under age 25, males from the largest citles are very
likely not to possess a social security card. This may perhaps
be attributable to a larger proportion of such persons being out
of the labour force,

Among females over 85 percent either have no card or failed
to answer the question, The proportions remain exceedingly high
at all ages, With so few women having social security cards it
is difficult to marrive at any conclusions regarding the esffect
of size of place of previous residence: It does dppedr as if
those coming from the larger cities are more apt to use them,

but this is based on small numbers of casges.

Watching television, listening to the radio and reading the
daily newspapers are patterns of behaviour that are expected of
urban residents, Television and radio, especlally the former,
typify the city milieu, and of course daily newspapers are part
of the everyday life of the typical urbanite. Somelinformation
on the watching, listening and reading habits of migrants to

Lima should give insights on their adjustment %to such & new "way
of life", ' ' '

About one in eight male migrants never watches television
or listens to the radic (See. Table 15), The remaining are
about equally divided between those who do both (42.3 percent)
and those who just listen to the radio (45,2 percent). The
proportion who enjoy both, television and radio, tends to increase
with advancing age. Vhereas only about 40 percent of those under
35 watch and listen, 54.5 percent of those 35 and over utilisge
these techinological improvements. Purthermore the percent who
neither wateh television nor listéntto the radio decreases signi-

ficantly with age, The number who read the daily newspapers is
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about the éamé as the number who uses the television and radio
-~54,8 pereent being veaders and only 7.6 percent not reading

any papers.: However, differences by age are opposite to those
noted regarding'rédio and television., Younger persons are less
likely to read.newspapers and‘much legs likely $to he ﬁcn—regders
then persons 35 and ovér.._Perhaps the high incidence of';liitqra
acy~among‘this 1atte; group contributes to this nattern. Aléo.it
is poSsiblé thétuoldér men have more leisure time in which 19 ‘
wateh television, | o o

‘ﬁale migranis from the largest cities are demonstrab;y nors
likely to watchk television and listen to the radio than othets
from smaller places, It follows that they are less likely to be.
" never users of telev1sion and radio. This relationshio is seen
at all age ”rouns in varying degrees and clearly indicates more
ease ‘in adpatatlon among thpge from the bigger centres of the
nation mﬂif‘watching television and listening to the radio 1is
such aﬁ indeﬁ. The.fabt that‘there are no significant differ-
ences in reading habité.by gize of place of origin suggests that
redlo and television Usage may well be a good indicator of urban
adéptation. Iveu rural resi&énts read the papers, and these are
nerhaps Iima newspavers, But the‘qeiglopmentMof”telefisibﬁ'is
almosf exclusively an urban phenomen in a developing'nafibn;'
This is reflected in these findings at least w1th male - mlgrants.

Half of all female mlgrants watch television ana less than
10 percent never Watch or listen to the radio. Differences by
age are dissimilar from those among males, Young women watch
telev151on more than do older women and are much less likely"
- to never turn on either a raalo or & television set. The drasiic
‘ dlfference,ln education of males andrfemalesrls ref;ected in ﬁhe
findings on newspaper readership., .While 7.6 percent of all males
never read, almost one—thlrd (31 4 percent) of %he women 1ndlcatel
they never look atl newspaoers (See Table 16) The proportion
~of non—readers is greatest among the younﬂest and the oldest.
Similarly the proportion of women who read two Japers is least
emong those two_age Zroups. Illiteracy”p0331bly exnlainsg “these

proportions among those 35 end over. It is difficult however %o



explain why those under 20 are also less lilkely to rTead paners
thah those 20-~35.

As with males, women coming from the largei tdwhs are more
likely to watch television than those coming from villages under
5 000, They are also slightly more épt to read newspaners than
thelr more rural counterparts, Thus there seems toc be a definite
relationship betweeﬁ size‘of place of nrevious residence and the
use of the modern media, for both, males and females, who have
migrated to Lima since 1955, Newspaper reading however does not
differ among males and only slightly among femaleé. The intro-
duction of television and radio to migrants (and mos% certainly
their purchase) is associated with becoming an acculiured resi-
dent of the city. It ig part of the "urban world", TFurthermore
once a television set 1s purchased it literally becomes an urban
culture trait, The reading of newspajers is perhaps not associ-
ated in such a manner in the thinking of these migrants., It does

not necessarily renresent the "urban worla®,

A fourth dimension of social adjustment deals with attendance
at motion picture or athletic eventis such as football matches,
races and bullfights ("spectaculars"). The large city is tradi-
ticnally the home of the newest mevies and of the outstanding
athletic events. However it is guite possible that other fairly,
large towns also offer this type of entertainment, while the -
small villages rarely offer a metion picture or a professional
football mateh. It:.is guite possible therefore that adjustment'
dees not necessarily mean a greater attendance at such spectac-

ulars., The opposite may well be itrue,.

About two~thirds (G65.2 pereent) of 'all male migrants'attend‘
spectaculars at least once a month, but about 20 percent never
go fo movies or athletic events (See Table 17). This type of
entertainment is overwhelmingly a hablt of the young. The |
relationship between age and attendance is guite significant,.
Over 78 psrcent of the males under age 20 go at least once a
hbnth compared to less than half of those 35 years of age and

over. .One third -of the latter group never attend.
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Turning to size of place of previous residence as a possidble
causal factor, variations from the aforementioned $5.2 percent
who attend a2t least once & month are practically nil, regardless
of place of origin, Those from the smaller places tend to be
Unever attenders“ a bit more than those coming from places of

5 000 or more, but differences are far from being meaningful,

Women are less likely to go to the theatre or the stadium
then males, Half indicete at least monthly attendance and al-
most 40‘peréent never go., As with the men, attendance 1s closely
A related to-ége; Over half of all the women 35 &and over.never
attend these spectaculars. These data indiehting guch & dif-

- ference by sex perhaps typify the role.of women in a developing
country such as Peru. They are much less educdted, nost likely

'subserv1ent to ﬁhe men in many resaects, .and may nof like spec-
taculars. The relatlonshlp ¢f previous residerice to attendance
for women closely rekembles that for men. There is a slight
hint of & relationship in that those from the largest clties are
more likely to attend and less apt to never go to thgﬂmqviea or

.other events, 3But the relation is very tenuous at best.

These-data derivéﬁ from_the soclal indicators ' of the survey
‘do not Warranf-generaliéing:that migrants from the larger towns
are much more adjusted to. metropolitan living than those from
the raral places; Only w1th reference to watching television
and llstenlng to the radio ism there a meaningful difference
between grouos accordlng to .place of previous residence, It is
quje nosslble that 1n a country ‘having & primate city, the effect
of coming from a town of 20 000 or .1 000 is not that relevant
to the adjusitment problems of all the c1ty—bound migrants, All
. appear to be simllarly affected by ‘the primate city and all
‘appear to react to it simllarly as well,

b) Duration of Re31dence: All migrants to Lima who came since
1956 have been dividead into recent migranis (1951—1965) end
early migrants (1956-1960). _ This makes possible a comparison

on the social indiéatqrs.bfladjustmen{-by length of residence

in Lima, It seesms 1ogiqa¥_to assume that adjustment improves
with duration of residencé "&rd this should apply for nales and

females and at all ages as well.
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Recent male nigrants are wmuch less likely to possess social
security cards than those who came prior to 1501 (See Table 18).
The latter also use thelr cards more frequently, ©This relation-
ship is noted at all ages but statistical significance is pro-
Bably noted solely for total males, Fewer female migrants posseés
security cards -81l.6 percent bheing without them as compared to
73,5 percent of the earlier migrants., This differential exists
through age 25 but no differences are to be found among women

25 and over.

Early male migrants watch television and listen to the radio
guite a bit more than do the recent male migrants. Indeed 16 per-
cent of the latter never watch or listen --a percent twice as
great s that among those coming before 1961 (See Table 19). A
similar pattern 1s observed at all ages. Recent migrants watch
less and a relatively large nunmber never watch or even listen to
the radio, On the other hand, earlier migrants have apparently
become avid television and radio fans, with about 90 percent

being viewers ox listeners.

Recent female migrants are more likely to watch television
and listen to the radio than the earlier migrants; they are also
less likely to only listen to the radio. There are also more
non-viewers or listeners among those coming since 1961, Thus a
different pattern emerges among women with television being ac-
cepted by the recent migrants, but radio still being utilized
more by ear}iér migrante. This generalization is applicable to
women under 25 as well, but less so for those 25-34, A cross-
over takes piécé at about age 35 and i1t is only among women over
that age that the relationship resembles that noted for males.
In fact, 21 percent of the recent migrants 35 and over never
listen or watoh the television set. These unexpected results
may be beftter comprehended if, once again, the quesfion of
domesticsris introduced. Perhaps young women watch television
more because they are working in homes where they are availsble.
This is not the case among recent male migrants and among older
women, Certain caution must be taken therefore when looking at
these findings., ZPurthermore it must be equally stressed that

when combining the categories of watching and listening only,
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the pattern is clarified and early migrants are more likely to
be enjoying television and fadip than the recent newcomers to

Lina,

Recent male ﬁigrants are both, more likely to read at least: :
two newspapers and to not read at. all than their earller counter—a
parts’ (See Table 20) Differences’ however are qulte small Pos-
sibly readlng more than one newspaper is’ indicative of a lack of
adaustment55 A more settled person will have decided upon =
favourite newspaper after reading in the city a few years. The
newcomer is s8till searching for his favourite type of bublieation
and. may alsc need itwo sources to look for employment. Excépt
among males 35 'and over, dlfferences on percent not reading are
minimal and for those 20-24, the early migrants tend to read
nore yhan'one.paper to & greater extent than the recent migrants.
Again, differences are minimal. ' '

. Over pne=third of all recent female migrafits never read the-
newgpapérs conpared to 27. 1 percent of -the earller ‘arrivers,
There is .a gimilar difference at all ages but £E becomes exten-
sive among those 35 and over where about half of the recent
migrants never read’ the papers; - There are no differénces in 13
multiple reading by time of’ arrlval. _Thus, duration of re31-f'
dence does not have the strong effect on newspaper- readership

habits among female that it has among male migrants.

Recent male migrants tend to.go-to spectaculars moie fhan N
those comlng before 1961 (See Table 21)% However, when controll—:
ing for:age, it ‘¢an be seen that this relationahlp is only valid
through age-25, Beyond that age, differences become practically.
non-existent. There is apparentlyja-cOmbinétion of youth and. .
recency of arrival that eontributes to encouragiﬁg'thesé migrants~-
to attend movies and athletlc ~events, ' Conversely, with increas-
ing age and duration of residenoa in Lima, the novelty of these
urben attractlions wears out and the newcomer is gradually ad-
justed into a more typiéél ﬂrban way of life.'

The’ effect of length of stay in’ lea on the entertalnment

habits of female migrants is at least &as strong as has been
noted for males ——53,7 percent of the receni migrants attend.
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at legst once a monith compared to 47.4 percent of those coming
earlier, PFewer recent migrants never attend these spectaculars.
Differences by age are present to age 35 but the oldest women

exhibit little difference by time of move.

Conclusions: It is so very unforitunate that questions on
"social® adjustment" were not asked of the Lima-born residents.
Because of this comparisons are necessarily limited to sub-groups
with the migrant category of Lima residents, There can be little
doubt that duration of residence in Lima contributes to increas-
ing acculturation on the part of the nigrants, 1More of the
early migrants have social security cards, more waich television.
Newspapers are read about equally by the two groups and recent
newcomers are more apt t6 be lured by the entertainment attrac-
tions of the “big city"., From the point of view of the receiving
city, it is vital to learn if rural newcomers arve having more
difficulty in adjusting %o the metropolis than those coming from
the larger towns of the nation. -There is 1little evidence of any
great deviation by size of place of‘previous residence. It is
gquite possible that those from the larger cities of Peru are
better "prepared" for l1ife in Lima, Their employment and edu=
cational backgrounds attest to that., 3But it is equally possible
that Lima, as the receiving ¢ity, is not prepared for migrants
that are better educated, have had better jobs and ocome as
families. Perhaps Lima, by virtue of being the primate city,
is 8%ill more receptive to the typical rural-urban migrant found
in developint societies than to the urban-urban migrant pre-
valent in advanced societies.
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R , Table 1
Liths AGE AT TIHE OF ARRIVAL 6Y SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVICUS RESIDENCE AUD SEX

{Inpigrants to Hetropolitan Lisa vho vere 14 years old and
over by the time of arrival and who came betucen 1956-1965)

. . T Si.ze of -place , L
A M1 2000 5000 1000 . Less than  Hot
. places . ~and over . to 19999 . to 5992 . .71 000 applicable
15219 11 B+ Y T 1 B 4.3 50.0 33.3
20-24 %3 w6 N2 81 235 15.7
26-29 0.0 W5 M6 58 88 235
0-3 5.1 5.3 8.2 58 N X
35-39 KT 83 35 29 300 5.9
4049 w5 8023 38 59 59
- S0-and over- - - 88 o oo 80 - - 9,3 B2 o BB - 9.8
Hot applicable 0.4 0.7 1.2 - - -
Tota) parcent 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0
Husber ST T3 %6 o AT 51
. Female . . .
1519 46,5 0 RS B2 T - 508 600 3k
p T | X e 13 B 2R I S 7% 25
252977709 M 144 .6 - 5.1 TN}
B TN R S X S ISR (N
3539 R 5 SN S I B wa
4049 6.9 Bk 58 8,0 5.7 7.8
50 and over Lo 0.8 11 81 5.1 9.3
Mot applicable 0.8 0.7 - 0.8 - R
Total percent 100.0 10,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 . 100.0
Nusber 622 157 104 262 3 B
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Tabie 2
LIMA: PERIOD OF ARRIVAL BY SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIQUS RESIDEMCE AMD SEX

{inmigrants to Metropolitan Lima whe were 14 years old and over
by the time of arrival and who tame between 1956-1965)

_ Period of g‘rg‘ivall

Stze of place  Both - qogigees  agsersto P jgei06 19561960
periods periods S .
2 000 and over 26,0 29.2 23.1 25,2 25.9 2.6
5000 1019999 16,8 15.6 179 167 18.7 14.8
1000 to 4 999 10,5 3.4 53.3 52,1 2.3 4.8
Lass than 1 000 6.7 5.4 .8 5.6 5.6 5.7
Hot applicable 10.0 12,3 7.8 0.3 10.5 0.1
Total percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 ][}0.‘0‘
Nunber 511 %3 268 622 05 317
Table 3

LIMAz CIVIL STATUS AT TIME OF ARRIVAL AND SEX BY SIZE OF PLACE
OF PREVIOUS RES|DENCE AND PERCENTAGE

(lomfgrants to Metropolitan Lima who were 1% years old and aver
at the time of arrival and vho came between 1956-1965)

Civil status -

Husber "
Size of place . : Widoved, divorced, Not

{total) Single I“'Iar'rifsd separated applicable

N (Percent)
Nale
20 000 and over 133 57.1 Nn.6 1.5 9.8
5 000 1o 19 999 86 58.1 30.2 5.1 7.0
1 000 to 4 999 207 62.3 28.5 1.5 1.1
Less than 1 000 34 64.7 73.5 3.0 8.8
Mot applicable 51 54.9 ’ 39,2 3.9 2.0
Total N 59.1 30.3 2.4 1.6
. Female . :

20.000 and over 157 50.3 33.4 9.5 0,4
5 000 to 19 999 104 2.5 21.9 3.8 5,8
1 000 to & 999 262 58.0 321 5.7 b2
Less than 1 000 35 8.0 34,3 2.9 2.8
ot applicahle 64 5.0 37.5 9.4 3.1
Total 622 56.1 32.5 6.6 4.8
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Table &

HUMBER OF PERSONS ACCOMPANYI!G WIGRANT BY S1ZE OF PLACE

OF PREVIOUS RES{DTICE AMO SEX

(1nmigrants fo Hetropolitan Lina who vere 14" years old

and over at the time of arrival and who came

between 1956~1965)

1§ fef spouse 'ifefspouse

HHife or

oot ) S g mt o s o
(Percent)
Male
20 000 and over 133 56.4 4.5 8.3 15.8 . 15.0
5000 to 19999 86 59.3 .6 7.0 7.0 46 10.5
1000 to 4999 207 60.9 10.6 1.7 9.2 1.5 10,1
Loss than 1000 34 61.8 8.8 2.9 8.8 5.9 1.8
Wot applicable 51 §6.7 15.7 9.8 3.9 - 3.9
Total 511 6.1 9.6 1.6 10.0 1.8 10,9
2 000 and over 157 51,0 .0 - 120 WMo . 7.0 8.3
5000 to 19 999 104 61.5 10.6 8.6 5.8 1.1 5.8
1000 to 4998 262 60.7 8.8 9.1 8.4 .8 .2
Less than 1000 35 60.0 me s 5.7 5.7 5.7
Hot applicable o 53.1 - 2.3 11.0 30 8.4 3.1
Total 622 57.6 0.3 10.0 8.7 8.0 5.4

1 ncludes 56 cases of men'who were Tess than 16 when they arrived to Lima and who were not
asked this question,
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Table 5

Lith: LABOUR FORCE STATUS MD TYPE OF OCCUPATION OF HIGRANTS BEFORE i GRATION
BY SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVICUS RESIDENCE AND SEX

(lnmigraﬁts to Hetropolitan Lina who were 14 years old and over
at the tine of arrival and who came betwesn 1956-1965)

- . labour-forca - .~ .. Morking by type of occupation
- - Nusber . . stabus | - {Percent) -
Size of place "+ (Total} —

‘Hot Horking' Hork§ng ' Non-  Age and Othér
Total

{Percent} (Percent): -2~ Manual ﬁanﬁal tine 3f
Hale 1R i0.1 59,9 100.0 22,2 43,3 22,5 1.8
20 000 and over 133 © 33 8.9 100.0 23:5 49,9 11.1 18.5
5000 to 19 999 86 8.5 Bl.6 0.0 170 89,1 22;5 1.3
1 000 to & 998 07 45.4 5h.b 100.0 15:9 46,0 -29,2 4.3
Less than 1 00D k1 3 na 52.9 . 100.0 181 55,8 27.8 ) -
Hot applicable 51 - 19.6 . 80.4 ‘ 160.0 46,3 11 245 12.2
Fepale 622 2.3 2.1 000 2%3 57 13k ILe
20 000 and over 151 12,6 221.4 180,80 31.2 44,2 10 -
5000 to 19 999 104 69,2 08 00,0 - 25,0 b5,6 9.4 -
1 000 to & 999 262 .8 28,2 00,0 . 122 56.7 1.6 13.5
Less than 1 000 35 88.6 N, 100,0 - 50.0 - - - 50.0
ot applicable b4 70.3 72,7 108,0 3b.8 26.3 21.1 15.8

3/ Unpaid family workers, persons 1ookin§ for work for the Tirst time and cases withoyt
information. ‘ ~ S e

Table &

LI1NA: I.AQDUR FORCE STATUS AND TYPE OF QCCUPATION OF HIGRANTS BEFORE. MIGRATION BY AGE})NB SEX

{neigrants to Métropolitan Lima who were 14 years old and over at the time of arrival
‘ ~and who came between 1956-1965)

. Labour for&e. ‘ " Horking by typa~oonccubati§n

" ot Ses 0 e
{Total) Hot working Yorking Mone ~ , . Agsand Other
(Percent) (Percent) Total Hanual Hanual time al
Hale 51 01 598 100,0 2.2 43,5 25 IL8
14-19 4] 83.3 16.7 1000 - 50.0 #0.0 10.0
2024 130 57.17 42.3 100,80 0.9 §9.1 21.3 12.7
25-3% 200 31.5 66.5 100,0 16.5 k1.4 25,1 12.0
35 and over 121 10.7 89.3 100.0 31.0 35,2 16.7 .
Feale 622 12,3 2,1 1.0 233 5.7 13k ILE
1418 115 0.4 29.6 100.0 - 759.4 1.8 8.8
0-24 155 .6 28.4 100,0 15.9 54,5 18,2 1.4
25-34 03 .4 20.6 100,0 3.5 46,5 6,9 121
35 and over 149 75.8 24,2 100.0 3% 0.6 19.4 13.9

3[ Unpaid family workers, persons looking for work for the first time and cases without
information.
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Table 7

LIMA:  PROPORTICH ®LOOK[HG FOR YORK® PRIOR 70 COHIUG 70 THE METROPOL|S BY SIZE OF PLACE

OF PREVIOUS RES{DENCE AHD SEX

(Innigrants to Metropolitan Lima uho were 14 years old and over at the tine

of arrival and who came Detueen 19561965}

Looking for work

Size of place | Huaber (Percent)
{Total) Y o Mot
es applicable
Hale
20 000 and over 133 18.8 15.2 6.0
5 00D to 19 999 86 23.3 IR 2.3
1000 to & 599 . W 25.6 69,1 5.3
Less than 1 000 ' _ 34 20.6 10,6 8.8
Not applicable 51 25.5 T0.6 3.9
Total 51 tER 11.8 5.1
Fepale
20 000 and over 1517 9.6 81.5 8.9
5 000 to 19 999 B[4 6.1 9.4 2.9
1000 to & 999 262 141 A 8.8
Less than 1.000 3 M.k 4.3 14.3
Mot applicable . bk 71.9 7.8 5.2
Total 62?2 12.4 18, 1.9
Table 8
LiMA: PROPORTION "LOOK[HG FOR UORK™ PRIOR TO CONING TO THE METROPOL|S BY AGE AND SEX -

{tnaigrants to Metropolitan Lima who were 14 years old and over
at the time of arrival and vho- came between 1955-1965)

Looking for work

“Mugber (Perqen’c)
Present age (Total) v Hot
es o .

: applicable
1419 60 1.7 15,0 13.3
20-24 130 21.5 731 5.k
25-34 p, i 30.0 bt 0 5.0
35 and over i 19.0 18.5 2.5
Female 622 12,k 197 1.9
1419 115 20.9 73.9 5.2
2024 155 18.1 4.8 1.1
2534 203 9.4 80.8 9.8 .
35 and over 149 4.0 87.9 8.1
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Table 9
_LWA MWWFMWSNNSMNNMMSMDHWITWMTOETmEHMTNBBVHEAMSH

(1nmxgrants to Hetropolitan Lima wha were 1% yaars old and over at the time of arrival
_and who cane betveen 1956-1965]

Having a first job

. Percent s
. = . having Tine 1o get the first job

Size of place ot .

: e ﬁ‘;s‘n_~ Hunber 3 T Vel
¥ months = wonths year * applicable
. - {Percent).
| 20000 and over' | 22,6 2103 68.0 18.4 10.7. 2.9
. 5000 to 19 999 18.6 0 64.3 5B 8.6. 1.5
1000 404999 15.5 175 67.4 194 2.0 . 1.2
Less than 1000 11,8 S n 13.4 13.3 6.7. " 6.6
. Hot applicable 13.7 b4 15.0 15,9 9.1 -
Total 1.4 522 68.3 19.4 10.7 1.6
. © Fenale
20 000 and over 54.1 .12 51.0 20,8 16,7 5.5
5000 to 19 999 §7.1 . 55 T4.6 12.1 9.1 3.6
1000 to 4 999 4.7 145 .7 . 15.9 - 10,3 s
~Lless than 1 000 57.1 15 13.3 6.1 - . L
. Not applicable 53,1 B | 70,6 . 18.0 6.7 13,3
© Total | o488 317 688 15.4 10.8 5.0
Table 10

L1BA:  LABOUR FORCE 'STATUS OF MIGRANTS AND TIME [T TOOK TO.GET-TRE FIRST JOB, BY AGL AND SEX

{insigrants to Metropo]itan lLima who -vere T4 years old-and over at the time of arrfval
. and who came bétween 1956-1965)

Having a first job

:  .Age

" Pergent
not having . < Time to get the first job
a first - Number C3 3-11 1
job
S - . months. .. ... months year
- Bale 118 ka2 .. 8,3 19.4 - 12,3
* 1419 8.3 T 1.4 19.4 EN
20-24 “13.8 R 1.6 17.0 71.%
25-34 11.0 118 6.4 21.9 10.7
35 and over 16,5 101 4.3 17.8 7.9
" Femalg 49.0 37 - 58,8 15.4 15.8
14-19 15,7 h 86,5 9.5 40
202 28.0 10 . 16.9 10.9 18.2
2534 5.2 99 51.6 18.2 .2
35 and over .2 % ... . 559 353 8.8




: LINA: TYPE OF HOUSING SECURED BY MIGRANTS BY S1ZE OF PLACE OF PREVICQUS RESIDENCE AHD SEX
{lnmigrants to Metropolitan Lima who were 14 years old and over

Y ogz (

Table 11

at the time of arrival and who came betwesn 1956-1965)

Type of housing

Size of place Husber Casa

(Total Leparta- Casa de Hot

m(.iepen gento vecindad thoza Others applicable
dients
(Percent)
tale
20 080 and over 133 35.3 2943 21.8 0.8 60 ¢.8
5 000 to 19 998 86 2546 302 3.4 3.5 9.3 -
1 000 to & 999 207 2745 22.2 34 548 1246 0.5
Less than 1 000 34 353 2046 20.6 147 8.8 -
Not applicable 3l §3.1 17.7 19.6 3.5 15.7 -
Total M 31.3 24.8 28.6 b5 10.4 (.4
Female
20 000 and over 157 4247 79,3 1941 2<b 5.7 0.8
5 000 to 19 999 104 500 29.8 12+5 - 1.7 -
1 000 to & 999 262 472.7 23.3 25.2 3.8 k.G 0.4
Less than 1 000 35 37.2 11k 200 174 11.4 B6
Hot applicable B 54.7 17.2 112 4.7 b.? -
Total £22 hh.9 2ha6 20ek 3.4 25.9 0.8
Table 12
LiMA: TYPE OF HOUSING SECURED BY MIGRANTS BY AGE ANG SEX
{Inmigrants to Metropolitan Lima who were 14 years old and over
at the time of arrival and who came between 1956-1965)
Type of housing

Age Humbar toon : _

(Total) . * Departa- Casa do itot

1g§epen- mentfo vecindad Choza Others - applicable
iente
: _ {Percent)

ale 2 D3 b B bS04 0t
14-19 50 35.0 20.0 233 3.3 184 -
20-24 130 30.0 2341 262 3.8 16.9 -
25-34 200 2645 22.0 35.0 7.0 B5 1.0
35 and over 12 38.8 33.8 23-1 1.7 245 -
Fenale 62 49 Zhs 206 34 5.8 0.8
14-19 115 47.8 2641 217 0.9 3.5 -
20-24 155 k4.5 20.0 22.0 4.5 Vel 1e3
25'3"‘ 203 45.3 23-6 22!2 2-0 4-9 T-O
35 and ovar ]ll'g ""'l -0 29'5 150‘? 600 ?-# Gv?
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Tab?e 13

LIMA: SECTION HHERE MIGRANTS HAD" THEIR FlRS? HGHI BY SiZE oF PREVIGUS RESIDENCE AHD SEX

(lnmigrants o Hetropo?itan Lina who ware 14 years old-and over at the time

. of aFrival and who caue between 1956-1965) _

L Sectlon of ﬁetropo11fan Lzma
Number

-Siza of place Ceta) W me  Wet
SES .St appl fcable
- (Percenf) .

- : bl

20000 and over SR EI I 1.5 . N I % 1.5
5000 to 19 999 TS Y s %1 .23
1000 to & 999 21 68 LS my 2
Less than 7 000 # 18 e e .
Mot appifcable 51 . . Na - 56,6 2.0
Total I 10.4 S0 ms. L3
20 000 and over 157 A0 . 5T nE

TEO0D t 1S o Wh . .. 06 b8 .7 29
1.000 to & 999 262 SRS 22 7 TS s
Less than 1000 R | 1 ST | R 65.7 5.7
Mot applicable .. . B Y A o L5 - Bk .

- Total 2 we sz 73.3 1.9

"' High SES Section ares. ﬂagda?ena de] Mar, Hiraflores and San Isidro.
Low SES Section ara: Ate, Comas, E1 Agustin, Independercta, San Juan de Wirafiores, San Rartin de

- Gther Sections are:.

. ‘Porres, Villa Maria de} Triunfo,
Brefia, Chorrillos, Jesfs Narfa, La Victoria, L1nce Magdalena Vieja, Rimac,

San José de, Surco, San"Miguel, Santiago de-Surce, Surqut]lo, Callae, Bellav1sta,

. Carmen de 1a Lequa Reynoso, La Per?a, La Punta and Lima.
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Table 14

L1l PROPORTION OF MIGRANTS NOT HAVING A CARNET DE SEGURIDAD AKD PROPORTION USING CARNET

BY SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE AND SEX

{{nmigrants to Hetropolitan Lima who were 14 years old and over at the time
of arrival and who came between 1956-1965)

Number

Possession and use of Carnet

Size of place (Total) o Uses s Hot
Carnet Carnet Carnet applicable
(Percent)

Nale
20 000 and over 133 42.9 26,3 22,5 8.3
5 000 to 19 999 86 50.7 221 32.6 b6
1 000 to 4 999 a7 430 23,2 22,1 nJa
Less than 1 000 kLS 2.6 41,0 20,6 n.s
Hot applicable 5 §3.% 1.8 35.3 9.8
Total 511 4.1 24,3 5.4 9.2

. Fenale
20 008 and aver 151 12.6 1,0 10.8 9,6
5 000 to 19 999 104 1341 10.6 B.b 1.7
1000 to 4 999 262 80,5 5.1 6.5 1.3
Less than 1 000 35 82,9 2.8 8.6 5.7
ot applicable b 81.3 6.2 6.2 6,2
Total £22 7.5 6.8 8.0 1.1
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| - Li%hs - PROPORTYON .OF - HIGRANTS "ATCHI 16 TELEVISION OR LISTER{RG T0 RADEU
BY SIZE OF PLACB OF. PREV!OBS RES{DEJEE A.EJ SEX oo

~(Inmigrants to Netropolitan Lima vho were 14 years o]d ané aver, at the Hme
of arrival and who cama betueen 1956—1965)

LT L T Listening and’ Vigm_n_g. ) T
b af 3 e Humbep L e — e
$t28 of place lrotar) | BethBadio o pag ‘ Not . .
R o o on! Hore, applicable -,
g R Television - Y o PP
(Pefgent) .
: Hale
- 20 0007and over . .. . 133 - AT Wk 15 S X A
5000 019999 - 86 LT RS ~19.8 e
1000t 4999 . . 27 33 52,6 e 0 o
Lessthan 1 000 .- 34 L 382 . 50.b . 118 e
Not agplicable . 5 9 B 18 o200
Totad S 1 B & k5.2 N 0:6
7_ | Female _
0000 and over - 157 RN R < 9.5 1.3
5000 019999 . 104 - BLS 36,6 2.8 SR L PR
1000t 6988 . 262 S k0L .43 R ¥ R X
Less than 1 000 I X . 8,6 BT
Not'appifcable -~ 64 500 A RR T T K P
 Total S Y. Y ST 98 o
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Table 16

. OF PREV{GUS RESIDEMCE AND SEX

- {1nmigrants to Hetropolitan Lina who vere T4 years old and over

~ LIWAs. PROPORTIGN-OF NIGRANTS UHO READ REWSPAPERS 8Y SIZE .OF PLACE

<.at:the time of arrival and who came between 1956-1965)

Humber

Readings of newspapers

622 ' 0.8

0.5

-Stzeofplace oy Reads 2 Roads Boes ot ot
o : o more one read applicable
— - -{Percent) -~ -
2 000 and over 133 AR 5.} 6.0 3.8
5 000 to 19 999 8 0.1 53,0 5.8 10.5
1000 to 4 999 07 B.2 Wik 9.7 1A
Less than 1 000 3% §.2 0.2 8.8 8.8
Mot applicable 51 52,9 - 2.4 5.9 1.8
Total. 5N 0,3 834 1.6 1.6
20 000 and over 15 3.3 Wi 236 ST
5000 10 19 999 104 79" 0.8 3.1 8.6
1 000 to & 999 %2 8.2 2.4 3.0 sk
Less ‘than 1 000 I 3.3 EX Cas
Hot appl feable % 328 2.4 2.1 5.6
Total: 9.4

2
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Table 17

LitA: PROPORTION OF WIGRANTS WHO 60 TO ESPECTACULOS BY SIZE OF PLACE
OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE AWD SEX

{Innigrants to Metropolitan Lina vho vers 14 years old and over
at the time of arrival and who cama botween 1956~1965)

Attending per month

Size of place (ﬁ:?:ﬁ 3or ] or 2 Te:s than Bever in Hot
A : n‘:glr;:s tines averzl;e last year applicable
Hale
20 600 and over 133 3,3 29.3 8.3 20.3 6.8
5 000 fo 19 999 86 3.4 31,2 9.3 1.4 4,7
1000 to & 999 201 36.2 28,0 6.8 23.2 5.8
Less than 1 000 34 51 26,5 2.9 11:6 5.9
flot applicable 51 1.1 11.8 13,7 9.8 1.6
Total M 1.0 28.2 8,0 19.8 1.0
Fenale
20 000 and over 157 19.8 3. 6.4 - B0 5.7
5 000 to 79 099 104 23.1 26.9 5.8 C 1.3 2.9
10600 to & 999 262 17.9 30.9 5.4 43.9 1.9
Less than 1 000 3 14.3 3.3 . 8.6 34.3 8.6
Not applicable 64 28.1 25.0 3.1 29.7 14,1
622 2.1 0.4 5.6 39.2 4.7

Total




L1MA: POSSESSTON AND USE OF CARNET DE SEGURIDAD AMONG INMIGRANTS, BY DURATION
CF RESIDENCE ¥ LIMA, PRESENT AGE AND SEX

(inmigrants to Metropolitan Lima who were 14 years old and over at the time
of arrival and who came between 1956-1965)

Y 99 ¢

Table 18

Possession and use of {arnet

Period of arrival Humber Toos
and present age {Total} Ca?-::at Cgizzt not use Jopl icable
Carnet
tale

1961-1965
1619 57 63.1 Tu0 2heb 543
20-24 6 42.1 210 30.3 Beb
25-34 65 41.5 23.1 73.1 12.3
35 ovar i5 42.2 35.6 13.3 8.9
Total 43 469 21.0 23.9 B2

1956-1960
1419 3 6.9 - 33.3 -
20-24 54 3343 2549 21.8 13.0
25-34 135 34.8 28.9 214 8.9
35 and over 16 38.2 76e3 25.0 10.5
Total 268 35.8 27.2 2649 10.1

Female

1951-1965
14-19 107 B7.9 049 5.6 5e6
20-24 19 19.7 8.3 8.9 5.1
25-34 57 66.7 14.0 8.8 1.5
35 and over 62 87.1 3.2 £e5 3.2
Total 305 Bl6 5e3 7e2 5.9

1956-1960
14-19 8 100.0 - - -
20-2% 16 69.7 3.9 13.2 13.2
25-34 146 6741 13.0 8.2 11.6
35 and over 87 851 L6 68 - 3.4
Total 317 13.5 8.2 8.8 3.5
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Table 19-

L{#A: PROPCRTION CF. MIGRANTS _l#.Ai‘l_'CHING-IEl_EVISIBN OR LISTEMING TO
) RADIO, 8Y DURATION OF RESIDENCE, PRESENT AGE AND SEX

(!nmigrants;ib'Métkupo]itan Lima whe were 14 years old and over
at the time of arrival and who came botween 1956-1965)

Period of

""Listening and Viewing

Total

bhe2 :

| Nunbes B ' ‘
- arrivai-and - - Tt ey Bath Radio '
presant age (Total) " and fadio -~ None e
R © Talevision Y applic
(Percent)
19611965 |
1419 57 a5ib 40ik 1440 -
20-2% S A 500 1B -
25434 L 65 Lo 30.8 h1a7 C 1844 3.1
35 Vand over - 11'5 : 3}8.9 40-0 ]] -] -
Total 3 3 53 16.0 0.8 -
19561960 o ' |
14-19 3 3.3 Bbe? - -
20‘-24 5" ‘|8¢2 ; } 40-? ) .n -} -
2534 135 --.f 39%.3 " S0k - 0.6 0a7 -
35 and over 76 oo B9 o 38.2 38 -
“Total 268 463 S B2 Ok
’ o Female '
1961-1965 "
1418 107 §0.8 - X 5.5 -
20.24 ] - 532 SR Y 1 " 13.8 1.3
25-34 57 SRR 38 8.8 305
35 and over 62 S 3867 Lo 3Bed 2140 146
Total 305 sl o34 R Te3
195%-1960 ' ' h | -
1419 ; 75.0 125 12.5 -
20-24 76 . 4847 < b2 : B+ 246
35 and over 87 . 0.6 ) §leb 8.0 -
n7 B " hBed e 8.2 0_-9
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Tablé 28:-

L{MA: PROPGRTIGH CF MIGRANTS WA READ NEVUSPAPERS, BY DURATICH

(Inmigrants at Hetropolitan Lima who were 14 years old and

OF RESIDENCE, PRESENT AGE AND SEX .

over at the.time of arrival and who came betuepn 1356-1965) .

Reading of newspapers

Perind_ of _ Nunber - o .
arrival and (otal) * e Rl oot Mot
P "o or more one read applicable

{Percent)
tals
1961-1955
14-19 51 §2.1 8.6 10.5 8.8
25-34 . 65 §3.1 40,0 Ta1 9.2
35 and bver &5 §3.3 3.3 11.1 2.2
Tota.! . 243 bhek - 3905 B.7 Teb
1956-1960 o
1419 3 - 100:0 . -
20.24 54 50.0 310 56 1.4
2534 135 415 §3.0 Bl 8.9
35 and over 7 26:3 - 59.2 7.9 6.6
Total . - 268 385 4740 ba7 7.8
Femala
1961-1965
14-19 107 2.3 3.8 35.5 8.4
20-24 19 3607 2.8 31.6 " 849
2534 57 33.3 . 28.1. 28.1 16.5
35 and over £2 25.8 . .. 21,0 L 8.4 48
Total . 305 28.5 2645 35.7 Y
1956-1960 ‘ -
1419 8 375 - 37.5 25.0.
20-24 16 3442 3545 22.4 T 148
25-34 146 34,9 32.9 - 274 5.8
35 and over 87 253 39.1 . 29.9 Se7
K% 211 63

Total *.

322 .

3t




LIMA:  PROPORTION CF MIGRANTS WHO 60 TG ESPECTACULOS, BY DURATION
OF RES{CGENCE, PRESENT AGE ARD SEX
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Table 71

{Inmigrants to Metropolitan Lima who vere 14 years old and over

at the time of arrival and who came betuween 1956-1965)

Attending per month

Period of ' b '
. Number '
arrival a.nd (Total) 3or 1er ? less than Rever ¥n Not
present age . Bore tines 1 on Yast year applicable
‘times ‘ average
(Percent)
tale

1961-1965
1419 57 43.9 3541 740 145 3.5
2024 76 55.3 2.b - 15.8 749
25-34 65 36.9 277 1.1 215 62
35 and over 45 20,0 28.9 1343 33.3 4.5
Total 243 §1.1 27.6 a2 1943 5.8

1956-1960
14-19 K] 33.3 33.3 - 333 -
20-24 54 0.7 29.6 9.3 Tokt 130
25«34 135 3.0 2842 Ba9 184 1eb
35 3nd over- 75 21 o.l Z8.9 ' ]]oB 3] - 6-6
Total 268 3302 28.7 9.7 20a 8.2

Female

1961-1965 .
14-19 107 2840 3545 5.6 29.9 0.9
20-2% b 20.2 36.7 5e1 32.9 el
2534 57 28.1 22.8 148 36.8 10.5
35 and over 82 af af af a/ a/
Total 35 22.b 314 4eb 311 beb

1956-1960 .
1619 8 2540 2540 12.5 37.5 -
2074 76 22-h 29.0 105 289 4.7
25-34 146 18.5 26e7 £.9 43.8 bl
35 and over a7 Tleh 30.9 34 51.0 3.3
Total N7 17,7 29.7 66 4143 bt

a/ Mo informatien available.



IV, DIZPHRENTIALS

The tendency of pérsdns with pafficulér traits to be more
migratory than the general nopulation has given the study of'v
selective and differentiel migration an 1maortant place in miu
gration research. (Bogue, 1969 : 756m758). Ideally, one Would'
like to compare migrants to both origin end destinafion PTODPOT~
tions; however, destinaticn differentials are 1nvest1?ated in the

majority of studles.

SBelective mlgration refers to eomparisons at the »lace of
origin and the lack of origin comparisons in many studies has
been eriticized. HdWe%er, if one is interested in the determi—
nants and adaustment consequences of the outmlgratlon for the
‘social system of {hHeé sending area, then origin comparisons can
be more useful. On the other hand if one is concerned with the
social implications for the urbén'secial'éystem,'it is differen=
tials between migrahts and-urbah‘nbtiVESwwhich nay be erucial,
Some criticai_questiohs for the urban area are: What happens
to the migrants after they arrive? What does the influx mean to
the urban sccial system? How is the urban -area different as a
result of the migration? How does the migrant adjust to the
urban milieu? Does he enter into the urban social siructure in
a manmer compatible with adjustment? Studies of migration seiece
tivity at place of origin fells us little about the differences
between the mlgrants and the clty dweller.‘ It is with the city . -
dweller that the mlgrant nust compete, Therefore the migrantw,
urban natlve comparlson will be one measure. of adjustment. In
addition, the present and future role of the migrant in the city

can best be assessed by focuging on destination differentiels, .

What are the socio-demographic characteristies of rural to
urban type migrants? While there 1s variation between couniries
and within countries, it is clear that young adults.Yetween the
ages of 15 and 30 tend %o be highly mobile, PFemales, especially
in short distance moves and in the younger ages, tend to be moxe
migratory thean malgs.-_Differentials, in terms of civil status, -

education, labour force status, fertility and cther socia economic



") 104 (

variables seem to be less clear. Part of the lack of eclariity
regarding differentials along this dimension is related to the
fact that many studies essecially in Latin America have had to
rely upon indirect methods of analysls. (Ulizaga, 1965 : 76~106;
and Ducoff, 1965 1 197~210). These studies, while providing use-
ful data on overall patterns and net migration, are of Llittle’
help in the analysis of socio-economic migration differentials.
The results of several migration surveys are beginning to appear
in the literature, and hopefully the reservoir of knowledge will
be augmented., (Ducoff, 1962 ; 131-13%9; Baldn, Baldn and Browning,
1967; and Bliszaga, 1970).

There have been few published studies that deal with the
social-psychological differentials (Roger and Hollingshead, 1965:
131-132). One unpublished report by Ramallo (1969) indicates
that migrants to Asuncidn exhibit & higher need for achievement

than & matched group of persons born in Asuncion,

It is possible that searching for universal migration dif--
ferentials may be productive, especislly if in the delineation
of social system one can see different forces at work, If the
Torces underlying migraftion from various types of rural social
systems are different, why then should we expect the aggregate
of migrants encountered in & given urban area to have homogeneous

characteristics?

The "push~-pull" dichotomy, while an oversimplification, may
be a useful starting point in attempting to sort out the various
effects., It may be helpful to treat the migrants as a non-homo-
geneous groun; a contianuum of migrants should be considered, At
one end there is the poorly educated group being pushed off the
land aé a result of povulation pressures end the decomposition
{(or modernization) of the rural social system. At the other end
‘there are those better educated migrents who, perceiving their
opportunities in the rural area to be limited, are pulled to the
urban areas in search of & "better 1life". At any given time a
migration stream could be weighted toward either end of the con-
tinuum with different consequences for the summary type neasures

employed. It is suggested that future analyses of rural-urban
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nigration sireans could usefully concentrate on the hefterogeneity
" of the migrants,.(lacisco, et. al,., 1¢70:51~70). In addition
the age at time of arrival is of importance since migranis coming
with their parents will most likely have different experiences

from migrants arriving as adults.

Imﬁigrahts whoe zre »ulled inte the c¢ity may be more inno-
vative and nmore achievement-oriented than the urban natives, Tor
those migrants pulled from rurai areas to cities, migration it-
self may be an index of the readiness to change. The very act
of moving out of a rural social system demonstrates a level of
gocial mobility aspiration which 1s different from that of conm-
parable nonmovers (Veller and Macisco, 1971 : 56-75), The city

"extends its influence to rural areas in many ways and it may be
this influence which can pull to the city the more socially
mobile innovative type migrant. Thus, rursl-urban pull nmigration
nay be selective of highly daspiring persons, This Taector should
be considered when dealing with the adjustment conseguences of

the migrants foi the urban social structure,

The distinction between pilioneer and mass migrations develoned
by Petersen (1958} and subseqdently utillzed by'Brbwning and
Feindt (1959 : 347-358) can serve to explain differences in mi-
gration differeniigls over time, This may be especially relevant
for Latir America as a result of fhe vast differences that exist

in the level and pace of urbanization in the regnective countries,

There are & number of different ways'to‘analyze differential
migration, The most traditional focus is the comparison of mi-
grants with stayers {i.e. non-migrants) at the place of origin,
Thig ilatter type of comparison is not possible with these data
from Liima. Thus, in this chapter contrasts between migranits to
Lima and Lima-born residents will be studied, In addition, mi-
grants who arrived as minors {that is, under age 15) will be
compared to adult migrants (that is, those who migrated to Lima
at age 15 or over). Vhile the general native ve, nigranis com-
parison is important, the latter internzl analysis of minor and
adult migrants is also well worth investigating., There are two

major reasong for such an analysis. In the firstplace, those who
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came -to Lima as adults most likely made thelr own declsion .to
move, whereas minor migrants in large part moved with their fam-
ilies, These minor migranfs are depeudent or secondaxry migrants;
The second reason is relatéd to the mix of norms and values that
the two groups might possess.r While there may be eiceptionsr.
most migrants who came to Lima after attaining adulthood were
sociallzed in areas other than the metropolltan area, On the
-other hand,‘most migrants who moved at an sarly age were social-
.1zed in Lima ~the degree depending on exact age at arrival.

The distlnctlen between prlmary (inde:enﬁent) and secondary
A(dependent) mlgrants is important since the very act of meving

can offer clues to deeper norms and values that the primary mi-
grants. may possess. ILEspecially when migration is not the result
of "push" factors, the. fact of migration may be indicative of
'aocial mbbiiity aspirations which dould be reflected in-education-

al, occupational, and other socio~demographic variables,

‘ The second reason.{i.e., the igolation of the early sociale
ization period in the migrant's 1life) is critical. The norms
and values that are learned in ILima should be different from'fhose
learned in places other than Lima, These norms and values could
:then-help explain the various adjustment patterns of theumigrénts
‘tonether with their position along,educational,:occupational, gnd

-other socio-economic dimenszons.

In this chapter adult and minor migrants to Lima, will be
gompared to the Lima born with regard 1o age and sex, civil

status, educatlion, occupation and Teritility.

1. Age and Sex

 This por£ion'bf the Lims study is bonaérned with all Tespond-
ents age 15 and over at the time of the survey (See Table 1). A
total of 6 704 resaondents met this age requirement of whom 2 817
were native-born and 3 £87 were migrants to the city. Of this
latter group, 1 %37 canme before attaining their Fifteenth birth-
- day end 2 550 were adult migrants. Among both the native and
migrant populations,-females predominate, However the sex ratio
ig lower for the native-born than for those who mizrated to Lima,
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Egpecially noteworthy is the low sex ratio of the minor migrants
{62) when compared to the adult migrants {(98). The relatively
low sex wvatio for the Lima-born n»conulation (89) is sonewhat sur-
prising, Indeed; the result“of.imﬁigration to Lima 1s an increase
in the sex ratio —é nattern not usually found in large metrovol—
itan centr es.(Gene“ally the -sex ratio is lowex in the vounger

age groups. It cen be seen in Table l that among minor migrants
aged 15-29,. the sev'ratio is 61) '

- liime born and migrant residents of Lima exhlbited signifi-
.cantly different age distrlbutlons, -and thls was true of males
and.females. Natlves of Lima are much younger than those born
'éiéewhere; Thls may be; partlally attrlbutable to the large
"number of adult migrants id the Lima population.\ At any rate,
the median age of the nativenborn group is about 27; for the mi-
fgrants it is about 34,3 Only about one—quarter of the Lima-born
in the Lsanplé were 40 or over.i Over 37.percent of all ‘migrants
fail 1nto this category. The ev1dence argues strongly for ana~
lyz1ng all: future differentlals between Lima-boran and migraent
r'by age, thereby av01din7 the wéighting effect of such radlcally
" different dlstrlbutions (See Table 2). T '

Adult mlgrants are also signlflcantly older than . minor mi~
'grants, but this is to be: expected The - approxxmate:medlan ages
are 358 and 28 re spectively. Less than 30 percent of the edult

: mlgrants were: under age 30, ‘while Well over: half of the minor
migrants (57.7) £all into this category. It~ follows. that there

were many more aﬂed adults ay Well Again, such;_lae age dif-

ferentlals among the two. mlgrant grouvs dlctates the utilization

‘:of controls for age distribution 1n all subsequent analySes.

2. .Givil StétusmA

An.imnortant characteristlc that goes’ a long way towards
detenmlnlng the cultural effects of the city on the neweomers
is eiwvil. status. The proportion who marry, ag well as the aver—
-age age at marrlage, is to a considerable extent determlned by
~the nofmé of the society and generally the more develoned areas

exhibit older median ages at marriage. In the present situation
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it would be expected that migrants would have higher proportions
maerried than the Lima-born. Furthermore, if the socialization
power of the c¢ity if opérktive, minor migrants should resemble
the Lima-born more than they would resemble adult migrants with
reference %o propdriion married., fThus the question being inves-
tigatéd is as follows: "Is there & relation beiween migration
status and marital status with reference to the adults, male and
female, livihng in Ir:i.ma.?*t With the exception of the youngest age
category (15-19), the proportion of merried (including consensual
unions) males was highér at all age categories for migranis to
Liﬁa than if was for the Lima-born population. Among males 25-29,
for exampley 41.% percent of the Lima-born were married; 50 per—
cent of the migfants of the same age were wed. In the 50 and
over age group, the difference was especially marked: 71.6 per~
cent for the Lima-bern and 84,4 percent for the migrant males
(See Table 3),

The two categories of migrants also differed substantially
in proportion married. Nevertheless,4even after controlling for
type of migrant, a similer pattern to that noted above emerged,
That is to say, male adult migrants exhibited much higher mari-
tal rates than did their Lima-~born or minor counterparts. The
later group, however, closely resembled the Lima-born males in
their marifal rates, Indeed, among those 30-34, a slightly
higher proportion of the Lima-born were married than of the minor
migrants. All this suggests that longer residence in Lima is
conductive to remaining single for longer periods, and indicates
that the effect of the urban socialigation process is significant
on the marital behaviour of those coning %o Lima at an early age.
It is also possible that Lima is selective of family type migrants.

The effect of "separation” (i.e. being either widowed, sepa-
rated, or divorced) is not significant, However, migrants are
somewhat morellikely to be separcted than are Lima-born males, snd
this is inc¢reasingly so among the aduli migrants —a not unexpected
finding, For those 50 and over, however, there is no real dif-

ference,
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Turningfto the females, migrants again exhibited higher mari-
tal rates than did Lima-born women (See Table 4), This differ-
ence was especially noticed among the younger women. The pro~
porfion married {(including both legal and consensual) among the
Lima-born between 25~29 years was less than 49,0 percent. Among
nigrants it was 70,2 percent. For those aged 20-24, the diffexr-
ence amounted to 14.2 points: 38.5 to 24.3. It should be noted,
however, that with increasing age, the differences in percént
married became gqulte small., In fact, among women 40 and over,

there was no difference.

Genereally, when controlling for type migrants, there was no
increase in the difference between Lima-born and adult migfants
as was noted for the males, Indeed, & comparison of the adult
and minor nmigrants does not yleld the szme result observed for
the males., Overall, female minor migrants were less likely to
be married (48,6 percent) thag'ﬁhe adilt migrants'(59.2), but
no significant pattern was noted according to age. Amohg-thbse
below age 30, adult migrants had higher proportions married.
Beyond that-ﬁge, the pattern reverses and minor migrants exhibit-
ed_higﬁer rates of mar;ied among those 30-39, This "crossovexr!
phénomencn indicates that perhaps the effeet of living in Lima,
while not as strong as for the males, is neveriheless étill a
contributing factor with reference to female marital rates.

Amang males the continuum pattern is clear: +the longer time
spent in Lima, the less likelihood of marriage at s8ll ages.

For females, the fact that younger adult migrants exhibit higher
marital rates suggests a similar continuum though on & less in-
tensive level, Furthermore, this continuum does not hold through~
out all age categories, One can perhaps conclude that there is

a hint of a relationship between lengih of time spent in Lima and
marital status for females, while the relationship is clear for
males., PFigures 1 and 2 indicate such a phenomenon, Figure 2.
also suggests that part of the reason for -the crbssovér pattern
is explained by the numbef'of "separated" which is much greater
among adult female migrants than among the minor migrants. ‘hen

comparing for proportion single rather than the proportion married,
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Pipgure 1
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adult migrants exhibited lower unmarried rates (i.e. single) at
all ages except 35-~39. The number of widows among the oldest
female adult migrants was substantial -¥epresenting 3.7 percent

of that group.

Summarizing, both male and female migrants had significantly
higher proportions married and this was true at most ages,
Furthermore, this tendency was magnified (especially for males)
when controlling for age of migrants at the time that they moved
for Lima, Minor migrants resemble closely the Lima-born in mar—
riage rates, Adult migrants exhibit significantly higher rates
of marriage than either the Lima-born or the early migrants to
the city. This pattern is not as strong among females, although
it persists at most sges. In general theny, it would appear thaf
the urban cultural milieu has a definite effect on the marital
behaviour of in-~migrants. Those coming at an earlybage are ace-
cultured to behave similarly to the Lima-born population. Those
coming as adults are more affected by the values of the rural
sectors of the nation and this too is reflected in their tendency

Yo marry at earlier asges -~on the average,

3, Educational Attainment

Cne of thé most important socio-economic characteristics to
be studied when desling with migrant and ILima-born populations
is "educational attainment", This yields direct information on
the number of grades completed by the respondents; but additionélly
it gives inaights into other aspects of the class milieu of the
people being studied. As is well known, there is a close relation-
ship between education and income, and education and occupation.
Thus data on educational attainment gives valid clues as to the
overall position of the people bheing considere&. It should be
added, at this point, that some of the people, especially in the
15~19 and 20-24 agge groups may s3ill be attending school at the
time of the survey. Hence their level of school attainment may
not be completed. Tor those age 25 and over, it can be assumed

that an overwhelming majority have completed their education.
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AS with civil status, Liima-born residents (male and female)
ere comgared to migrants -both adult andé minor. -Again it is
hypothesized‘that the metropolitan milieu will affect the school-
ing of the respondents. lima-born should heve had more education
thaﬁ the newcomers to the clty, _In'tufn, mipor_migrants should
exhibit higher educational attainment lgveis_than_thosé who came
to Lima after reaching thé age of 15.% This Working hypothesis |
is in'line with. the findings of numerous other studies ‘noting
that in the less advanced. societles, migrants, generally comlng
from nonmetropolitan areas into the urban eeﬁtre, have less edu-
cation than those born in the place of destination. Such an
hypothesis would not be applicable in developed natione where,
it has been found, migrants have more education than those born
at the place of destination and where in large part urban to

urban migration is taking place.

About one-third of the Lima-born nales have"COmpleted'no
more than sevéngg/ grades of Schooling. On the other hand, over
one~half (53}7) of the migrant males have had but that degree of
education (See Table 5). For both, Lima-born and migrant males,
there is a rough direct relation between age at time ol survey
and proportion heving :ne more than;seveﬂ'grades. This, of course,
is to be expected in light of the lmproving educational facilities
in an area like metropolitan Lima over :ecenthﬁecades, The young
have consistently completed more yesrs of sdhooling #nd_this a§_
‘plies %o developed as well as developing nations. Althdugh this
rattern is noted for both groups, it in no way affecté the ofiginn
al non-migrant differential. At all ages, Lima-born males have
significantly lowexr proportions having had a relatively small
degree of education, Among the Lime-born under 252‘less than
one-quarter fell in this category. At the other extreme, over
60 percent of all migrents 45 and over had had this amount of
primary school,

13/ TEquivalent to the eight years of primary education of other
countries of Latin Americsa.



It necessarily follows that the Lima-born have also had a
higher proportion of their members attend high school and college.
Indeed, about twowthirds (64.8 percent) of the Lima-born had at
least some high school education es compared to less than half
(45.7 percent) of the migrénts. PFurthermore, this difference
holds at all ages with about 75 percent of the Lima-born males
under age 25 having at least some high school compared to less
than 60 percent of the migrants of the same age., DIven among
the Lima-born, 50 and over, close to half have attained that
degree of schooling c¢ompared to about 37 percent of the oclder

migrants,

On the whole, those males who came to Lima as children have
had more education than those who came as adults. VWhile 58.6
percent of the latter had completed no more than eight years of
school, only 43.1 percent of the minor migrants fell into this
category. This is of course as hypothesized. Young migrants have
had at least some of %their education in the metropoliten areas,
where additional schooling tends to be encouraged more than in
the rural areas of the nation. For the two migrant groups it is
also ﬁossible to determine the proportion that is functionally
illiterate (i.e. who completed less than five years of school).
Again the difference is significant as over one-quarter of all
adult migrants ére functionally illiterate compared to 17.5 per-

cent of the minor migrants,

The declining degree of education by age noted for the Lima-
born and migrants is alsoc observed foxr both types of migranits,
Minor migrants have had more education than adult migrants at
nost ages. There are a few excepitions however, especially among
the oldest migrants (50 and over). The proportion with eight
grades or less of school is greater for minor migrants than for
adult migrants, However, when looking only at the figures for
functionally illiterate, the reverse is noted. Adult migrants,
aged 50 and over, are more likely to fall into that category than
minor migrants of the same age. Median grades of school completed
would most likely show thet both groups {50 and over) exhibit

similar degrees of educational attainment. This suggests that
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when the older minor migrants came to Lima perhaps 40-50 years:
ago, the school facilities were probably guite poor and education-
al advancement was mot particularly encouraged; -Thesge migrants
then did not have an. advantage over the adult migrants.of the
same age who came to Lima perhaps 35-40.years ago. Similarly,
male minor migrants under age- 35 are much more likely to have at-
tended bbllege”than their adult migrantrcounterparts. In fact,
in the 20-29 age group, over 40 percent of the minor migrants.

£it into this category. Beyond age'35; differences though still
in the same direction, are slight, again evideénce of the changing
educationsdl milieun of the city. :

"In generdal, male migrants have had less sdhooliﬁg‘théh the
Lima-~born: However those who. éame tc Lima as children resemble
the natives more than they resemble the adult migrants, especially
in the younger age categories. - Among'those 40 and over, differ-
gnces become blurred and eveéntually the. minor migrants resemble.
the adult migrants in educational ettainment, in fact surpassing-:
them in the proportion with eigth grades or less, As can . be seen
in Pigure 3%; differences between the three groups shrink with
increasing age, but the Lima-born generally exhibit. patterns of

more. education than the migrants,

I:resﬁectifé'of place of birih,'tiﬁg of errival in Lima for
migrants, or age at time of éurvéy,'maiés‘have had more education
than females, and there is no evidence of hﬁy'decline in this
discrepancy, More relevant to this chapter is the educational
attainment contrasts between female migrants and those born in
Lima (See Table 6).,  As with the males, the Lima-born exhibit
much higher educational attainment figures., While 41.7 percent
of those females born in Lima had had no more than seven grades
of schooling, almost 70 percent (69.8) of the femsles born else-
where fared that poorly. . Interestingly, the difference in edu-
cational attainment tends to be greater in the younger ages than
in the older ages. Thig is partially attributable to the fact
that younger migrant women have as high, and even higher propor-
tions, with oniy & seventh grade or less education than . their
older counterparts born outside Lima, :On the other hand, the
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Figure 3
LIMA: MIGRANTS AND NATIVES BY BEDUCATIONAL LEVEL
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Iima-born Temales exhiblt a pattern of decreased education (i.e“
higher »roportions with seven grades or less of school) with
advancing aze, Similarly, the number of females having attended
secondary school and college is affected by this pattern. Young
Lima-born females are more likely to have completed additional
years ¢6f school than the older Lima-born females. But no such
differeRCe by age exists for theée migrant females, TFor example,
31.7 percent of the 50-54 year old migrants hed at least some
high school} 30.9 pgfcént of those 20-24 did likewise. Again,
differences between Lima-born and migrants are likely to be
greater among the young than among the older age categories.

With but twd piinor excepiioﬁs, females who migrete prior %o reach-
ing age 15 have had more education thaii thosé who migrated as
adults. Indeed; their ?afterh'df change with age closely re~
sembles that of the Lima-born women “though with greater propor-
tions having seven grades or less of schooling. Only the adult
nigrants clearly exhibit & pattern of greater proportions of less
educated among the young than among the old. Almost 60 percent
(5€.9) of the women 15-19 who migrated to Lima since reaching age
15 were functionelly illiterate -the highest proportion of any
age group. By contraét, but 39.4 percent of the adult migrants
aged 50-54 had had less than five years of schooling. 8Such a
phenomencn is not to be found among thé minor migrants, Similar~
ly, the proportion having some college is smaller among those
15-19 and 20-24 (10.5 and 13.5 percent respectively) than for the
overall average of 15.8. Among adult ﬁigrants, aged 45-54, it is
about 20 percent., Again, such a pattern is not observed among
the minor migrants, if the small number of persons 15-19 with

some college is assumed to increase in the near future.

‘Lima-born females are likely to have had more education than
those who moved to Lima and the difference is generally greater
than among males. Furthermore, minor female migrants are likely
to have had more education than the adult migrants to Lima, and
this is especially ‘significant in the younger age groups. This
finding, that young female migrants {specifically, adult migrants)
had less education than those at older ages, perhaps reflects two
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aspects of Peruvian society. PFirst, the role of the women, es-
pecially in nonmetropolitan areas, but also in lea,'ls subsef—
vient to that of the mele and this results in a substantially
lower degree of education in the "1960s" as well as in the "1530s",
Second, the reamson for migration to Lima for young females is
oriented away from educetion, Perhaps a relatively large number
came to Lima as maids having had 1little education in their rural

place of origin, This too is reflected in these findings.

In summary, it is clear that the urban setiing is conductive
to increased education on the part of its citizens. Not only
are Lima-born residents better educated than the migrants to'the
city, but those moving at an earlier age more closely resemble
the Lima-born than those who came after reaching their 15th bifth—
day. This too indicates the effect of the urban educationél

system on the young people 6f the aresza,

The above generalization is equally applicable to males and
to females, However, the latter are significantly less educated
than are the men ~regardless of category. TPFinally, the older
persons are generally less likely to be as educated as the young
-an exception being the young adult female migrants who perhaps
are éisproportidnately entering domestic occupations, As a
result, differences between native-born and migrants tend to be
less marked with 1ncrea31ng age ~for both males and females.
This is also partially attributable to the tendency to dewemphasize
education in an earlier era both for men and women -but especially'

for women.

One can speculate by comparing this study with other sfudies
that have sought to analyze the educational attainment of migrants
and that of the natives at place of destination, It is evident
that these present findings suggest that Peru (and its primate
city Dima) is still in the developing stage of "technological
- progress"”, The more "advanced" a society; the more likely the
typical pattern of migration will be urban~urban rather than
rural-~urban, In such a setting, ﬁigranfé tend to improve the
quality of the overall education milieu of the receiving city as

they are more likely %to have completed more years of schooling
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than the'LiﬁeABorn urbaniteeZ However, in Lima, as the primate
city of a developing oountry and at this stage of development,
the rapid influx of migrants from rural areas tends to depress
somewhat the educational level of the oity. ‘It is mlso quite
probeble that Buch & move aleo depresses the edutational quality
of the rural points of origin 31noe it is likely that those who
leave the area are the bebtter educated and inhovative in spiri%,

4. Ocougetiqn',

The aiffereneee ih’educationel"aftainment oetween‘ﬁigrents
aﬂd”fhoeehﬁorn'in Lima are reflected in the 1imited date avail-<
able on present oocupation (See Table 7).

The data clearly indioate that the Lima-born melee are more_
likely t6 be in the nonumanual occupations (50. 0) than those
born elsewhere, MNinor male migrants, howeVer, tend to be more
repreeenﬁed in the non-manual occupations (44.5) than those coming
as edulfs (38.4). | The differential is higher for inmigrants
aged 20-24 who ‘arrived after reaching the age of 15, that is to

eay, recent migrants,

The proportion of feﬁelee presently employed ie huch smailer
than it is for the males.. Nevertheless, ‘here too it can be seen
that the Lima-born are much likely to be in the non—manual jobs
than are the migrants to tne city. However, women coming as
adulte are elightly nore 1ike1y to be in the non—manual poeitione
but the differencea are not signifieant. The older the natives
and migrante are, the more likely they are to work in non-menual-
occupetions. ' ' '

5. Fertilitx
The relation between migration etetus and fertllity behaviour
has long been of 1nterest to demographers and other soeial ecien—
tists, Are urban-bound migrants 1ike1y to have 1arger families
than the native~born eity dwellere° Thie might be expected in a
developing country assuming that rurel valuee encourage 1arger

families and that the city env1ronment 1e oonduotive to emaller
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families, However, other studies have shown that this is not
always true., In Puerto Rico; for example, migrants %o Jan Juan
had smaller familles, especially in the younger ages, than their
city-born counterparts, Such a pattern would be expected in a
more developed areg where the migrants tend to be highly selective
in that their social status positions are higher than most non-

migrants at both place of origin and of destination.

In the present study there is no informaticn available on
the characteristics of the non-moving rural citizens. It can
perhaps be .speculated that these sdults moving to the city are
the betier educated and the more "sophisticated"., They indicate
this by their very willingness to make the trek to the city.
Hevertheless, they still carry with them %the norms of the rural
area, They have been socialized in the villages of the couniry.
On the other hand, the involuntary migrants, going to the city
with their parents, should take on the norms of the city as they
reach adulthood. Thus i% should be expected that (1) migrants
should have larger families than the native-born females of Lima
and (2) adult migrants should have larger families than the minor
nigrants —-always controlling for age of wife. ©Such a hypothesis
is similar %o that developed for education and marital status,
Both of these variables are independently related to fertility.
Ceteris paribﬁs, the more education, the smaller the family; the
greater the proportion married, the greater likelihood of large

families,

The data of the Lima survey show a clear pattern and prove
the hypothesis described before. A% all ages from 20 on, both
'ﬁarried and consensual female migrants have had more children
than those women born in Lima, however those coming as adﬁlts
have had less children than those arriving in Lima at any earlier
age. These aré several reasons which may explsin this last dif-
ference, MNost of the adult migrants who arrived.in Lima at 20-~-29
years of age, came during the last 5 years and then, probably,
with their children, fThey probably had less children than the
native born women of the same age group at their previous resi-

dence; because as 1t is known, migration can be selective according
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to the number of children, In other words, women with few child-
ren are more likely to'ﬂicrate'thaﬁ those”ﬁith”many:children.-
Tahlng into account that differences’ jn fertility betwéén Lima
and other areas of Peru are not so big as they are between the
main city and other regions 'in countries with & relatively lower
fertility, this may eiplein why tle adult migrants have had less
children than those women who arrived at a verﬁ young age and
married and gat“their”children in Lima,  If diffeérences in fer-
+ility between Lima and the rest of Peru would have been of &
high order, mirnor migrants always would have had a lower fertility
then adult migrants. Consensusl natives and female migrants,
which should be expected to have less educdtion- than. the legally
married, show %o have higher levéls of ferfilitya

6. Conclusion -

:Differences between those born in Lima and those born else-
where are very clear, For both males and females, migrants are
yeunger, are more likely'toﬂbe married, have had less education,
are to be found more in the manual oceupatione‘aﬁd have larger
families, on the average, than their Lima-born c¢ounterpartsy’

Generally, this is true at most ages.

. Minor mlgrants resemble the Lima—born on most cf these char-
acterlstlcs, while thoee coming as adults are the furthest removed.
That is, they have the least education and are more apt to be 1n

the manual occupatlons. They are also most likely to be marrled.

' Such an overall pattern of divergence 1s to Be expected in
a developing nation and coincides w1th ‘many of the earlier studies
on Latin America, Unfortunately the data do not allow a compar—
ison with the rural dwellers who dld not 1eave thelr place of
orlgin. Presumably the migrants fare better than those non-
migrants on the meny soclio~economic indices discussed in this

chagter.

If such an assumption is correct, this then is but another
example of the classical pattern of rural-urban migration. As
long as the migration pattern is overwhelmingly "rural-urban’,
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it can be expected that the newcomers to the metronolitan area
will depress its overall educational attainment proporilons and
increase its proportion married and having relatively large fam-
ilies. It can be expecied that these people will Fill the lower
occupational positions in the economic system, It is only when
a country becomes more urbanized that the typica} migration pat-
tern becomes "urban-urban". Only then can it bé expected that
nigrants will in fact improve the educational and occupational

milieu of the receiving metropolis.

The influence of the metropolitan area is probably gaining
in strength alongside the improvements being made in transportation
and communication. All this may well coniribute to an eventual
convergence in the characteristics of migrants and cify-born res—
idents, Nevertheless, as of 1965, major differences remained
which all indicated that the migrants are on a lower socio~
economic level than the Lima-born residents.



BIBLIOGRAPHY

“Bogue, D,, "Internal ligration”, in The Study 0f Population.
Ed. Hauser,.?., and ¢. Duncan: . L .

Elizaga, J.C., "Assessment of Migration Data in Latin America¥,
Milbank liemorial Fund Quarterly, January 1965 - ' -

Ducoff, L., A Demographic and Socio-economic Review of the
‘Metropolitan Area of San Salvador, El1 Salvador, United
Nations, 1962

Balén,dJ. and Browning, H., Movilidad Soecial, Migracién y_Fecun-.
" 'dgidad en el Area Metropolitana de Monterrey. Universidad

- de Nueve Ledn, 1967

'Elizaga, JiCuy higraclones a las Areas Metrggplitanas de América
. Latina, CELADE, 1970 - . .

fetersen, W., "A General Typology of Mlgration“ Anerican
Sociological Revmew. Vol. 23, 1958

Browning, H, and ¥, Pelndt, "Selectividad de Migrantes a una
Metrbépoli en un Pais en Desarrollo: Estudio de un Caso
Mexicano", Demografia y Economia, Vol. III., Il Colegio
de México, 1969,




y 123 (

Table 1

L1ftA: AGE, SEX AMD SEX RATIO OF NATIVES AND HIGRANTS-aj

Migrants

hge Hatives Al?:s:r:;\::] Aﬁzrzrg::l Total migrants
15 vyears 15 years

il F SR M F S.R. M F S.R. H F S.R.
15-19 310 7 9.9 N8 192 6.5 56 95 58.9 174 281 6{};6
20~2% 218 24k 89,3 106 136  71.9 128 155 82.3 234 291 80.%
25-29 157 02 M, W00 119 84g 164 156 105.1 264 215 96,0
30-34 13 131 8.3 6 &  B81.3 154 161 95.7 219 241 90.9
35-39 144 122 1180 61 71 85.9 158 151 104.6 AL} 222 98.6
40-49 159 189 84,0 85 87 9.7 AT A3 1276 k290 N8.6
50 and over 158 1%  80.6 67 56 1340 24 366 66.7 m 46 98,7
Total 1325 1492 88.8 6502 1735 81,9 1263 1287 98,7 1865 2022 92,2

af _Males . 100

Females

Total {both sexes) by migratory status )

Persons over 15 yaars

Natives

Nigrants

Migrants under 15 years at arrival

Migrants over 15 years at arrival

6 704
2 817
3 887
1337
2 550
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Table 2

LItAZ* DISTRIBUTION. OF NATIVES AND HIGRANTS.BY SEX AND AGE

Higrants under 15 - Migrants over 15 .

Age .. o N Nativ?s o Higrants Age dreival Age arrival
WA e WA 83 16 b4
B S [ SR VX S | A 3 o hoa
. 1.8 W2 o 166 13.0. .
0-3 S X! w0 ws 12.2
-39 w0 oma T wmr 12.5
40-49 s 188 PRI 05
50 and over B VR I Cno g 19.3.
Total T 100.0 ~1000 100.0 1000
(1 325) : (1885) .. ~ (802) . (1 263)
15-19 R/ % B W2 o %0 .4
20-24 16.4 164 18.5 R TA
25-29 13.5 13.6 16.2 12,1
0-3% B8 . cILg e 104 12.5
35-39 8.2 noe. .. a3 M1
40-49 .12 14.3 .8 15.8
50 and over - 13 06 6.8 28.4
Total *100.0 L0010, 100.0
{1 492) - {202y (735) (1 263)
léofb seﬁé; - o
15-19 21.6 ng 23.) 6.2
20-2% 16.4 13.5 18.2 n.7
2529 12,1 13.9 16.4 13.2
3034 | 8,1 ne 10.8 13.0
35-39 9.6 .3 9,9 12.7
40-49 12.4 16.3 12.8 19.0
50 and over 12.6 2.3 8.9 25.2
Total 1006 00,0 100,0 100.0
(z 17} (3 887) (1 337) (2 &25)

Hedium age i 3 28 38
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Table 3

LidA: MALE MATIVES AND MIGRAHTS 8Y CIVIL STATUS .

Harried and Hidoved,
Age Unmarried , separated, Total

consensual "

: divorced

Natives
15-19 99,2 0.8 - 100.0  360)
20-24 88.5 10.6 0.9 100.0 (211)
75429 58,1 8,3 0.6 1000 (155}
30-34 31.0 69.0 - 100.0 {113)
35439 25,9 12,7 1.4 100,0 (143)
40-49 12,0 " B3.0 5.0 100.0 (159)
50 and over 16.1 1.6 12.3 100.0 (155)
Tatal 58,0 39,6 2.4 100.0 (1 202)
Bigrants
15-19 97.1 1.7 1.2 100,0 {17%)
20-24 82,5 16.2 1.3 100.0 (234}
25-29 8.3 50.0 1.9 100,0 (264)
30-34 22,4 74.8 2.8 100.0 (219)
36-39 16.0 80.3 3.7 100.0 (7119)
40-49 1.5 84.8 4,7 100.0 (344)
50 and over b4 Bh. 4 n.2 100,0 {tn)
Total 33,1 62.3 N 100.0 {1 865)
Higrants less than 15 years at arraival
15-19 97.5 . 0.8 1.1 100.0 (118}
2024 85.8 12.3 1.9 100.0 (1086)
25-29 54.0 44,0 2.0 100.0 {100)
30-34 32.3 67.6 0.1 100,0 {65}
35-39 23.0 75.% 1.6 100.0 (81)
4049 : 8.2 88.3 3.5 100,0 ©{85)
50 and over 1.5 - 85,1 13.4 100.0 ~ {67)
Total 50,3 46,5 2.2 100.0 (602)
Higrants older than 15 years at arrival

15-19 96,4 3.6 0.0 100.0 (56)
20~ 2% 19.7 19.5 0.8 100.0 (129)
25-29 4.5 53,6 1.9 100.0 {164)
30-34 18,2 71.9 3.9 100.0 (154)
35-39 13.3 82,3 4.4 100.0 (158)
50-49 7.3 87.6 5.1 100,0 (259)
50 and over k.9 84.3 0.8 100.0 (344)
Total 74,9 £9.8 5.3 100.0 {1 263)
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Table &

S Total

S o . Hidoved,
Age Unmarried . Harried and 7 ‘separated, Total
- comsensual = - |
‘ divorced
Hatives

* 15419 95.8 5,2 - 100.0 - {405)
" 20424 7%.5 24.3 1.2 100.0 {243)
. 25.79 48,0 49,0 3.0 100.0 - {202)
© 3034 19.9 12.5 1.6 100:0 - {131)
© 35439 13.2 81.8 5.0 100.0 (1)

4048 13.8 73.5 12,1 100,0 (189)
.50 and over 13.6 R 8.0 100.0 1192)

Total 51,2 k05 8.3 100.0 (1 483)

figrants .
© 15-19 90.9 1.1 1.3 100.0 - (287)
L 20a24 56,1 38,5 4.8 1000 (201)

L 25+29 26,9 10.2 2.9 100.0 (275)
. 3034 145 80.1 5.k 100.0 (2u1)
. 135-39 13.0 83.8 3.2 100.0 (222)
" 40-49 9.3 73.8 16,9 100.0 (290)

50 and over 6.9 8.3 42,8 100.0 . {®8)

* Total g 55.4 135 - 100.0 (2 022)

Hjorants Jess than 15 years af arrival

T 15-19 92. 6.3 1.5 100,0 - (392)

0-2% 61.1 33.8 5.1 100.0 . {138)

© 2529 3.3 67.2 2.5 100.0 (m9)

t.30-34 15.0 81.3 3.8 100,0 " (80)
- 35-39 9.9 88,7 1.4 100.0 - (n}

| 10e49 10.3 13.6 16.1 100.0 . (81)
" 50 and over 15.0 54,0 4.0 100.0 0 (50)
Total 44,9 48,6 6.5 100.0 . (13)

* Higrants elder than 15 years at arrival .

15-19 88.4 10,5 11 100.0 - .{95)
©20-24 52,9 42,6 4.5 100.0 . (155)
F25.29 5.4 72,4 3.2 1000 - {156)

1 30-34 14.3 79.5 6.2 100.0 (161)

| 35-39 4.6 81.4 L0 - 100.0 - (151)
4049 8.9 - 73.9 17,2 100.0 {13)
50 and over 8,1 - W13 5,0 100.0 (366)

23.2 §9.3 .. 1.5 100.0 {1 287)
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Fable 5

WALE WATIVES AtD MIGRANTS BY AGE ANO EGUCATIGNAL LEVEL

Educational Jevela/

Age - Total®/
1 2 3 4
Matives
15-18 648 1846 4§1.2 32.2 100.0 {370}
20-24 3.7 202 1422 60.1 100.0 (218)
25-29 4.5 2641 15.9 52.9 100.0 (157
30-34 2.7 214 22.1 5.0 100.0 N3
35-39 3.5 38.2 9.7 47.9 100.0 (144)
4044 11.2 371 7.9 41.6 100.0 (89)
45-49 1.4 185 2.9 44,3 1900.0 (70)
50-54 Bel 3943 12.5 42.9 1000 {56}
55 and over 8.8 43.1 4.9 4142 160.0 (102)
Total 542 215 20.3 ka5 100.0 (1 325)
Migrants

15-19 21.8 144 §3.7 19.0 100.0 (174)
20-24 23.9 - 7148 2448 29.5 100.0 (234)
25-29 21.6 2848 1846 30.3 100.0 {264}
30-34 2.5 35.2 18.7 2343 100.0 (219)
35-39 17.8 35.6 174 27.9 100.0° (219)
40-44 29.9 260 15.8 28,2 100.0 (177
§5-49 29.3 3141 16:2 23.4 100.0 (167)
50-54 2246 37.9 8.9 30.5 100.0 (124)
55 and over 254 38.0 1.8 2440 100.0 {287
Total 23.6 3041 100.0 (1 865)

19.4

2643

{Continued)
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Table 5 (Conctision] |

Total

LIMA:  MALE HATIVES AHD RIGRAWTS BY AGE AND EDUCATIOMAL LEVEL
Edugational 1evel§j.
Age : : Totalhj
1 2 3 4
Higrants less than 15 years at arrival
15-19- 2.2 1.0 5.9 22.0° 100.0 (18)
2024 12.3° 18.8 245 bhel 1000 (108)
25-29 170 2.0 23.0 39.0 100.0 {100)
30-34 1669 33.8° 13.8 33.8 100.0° (65)
35-33 18.0 37.7 19.7° 1.3 1000 (61}
4054 23.9 2.7 2.7 326 100.5 {46)
4549 V5eb° 30,6 25.6° 28.2 100.0 (39)
50-54 1942 4642 . 3446 100.0° (25)
55 and over 14«6 53.7 9.8 22,0 100.0 (&)
Total 174 25.7 hal 3.7 100.0° (602)
Higrants over than 15 years age at arrival 7
15-1¢9 23.2 b AN 12.5. 100:0 {56) .
20-24 3346 24l 25.0 17.2 100.0.: . {128)
25-29 Zhak - 3345 1549. . 25.0. 100.0. (16)
30-34 23-4. - 5.7 - 20.8., 18.8 100.0.: - (154)
35.39 17.7 3h.8 165 . 30,4 - 100.0 -- (158) .
50-44 32,0, - 27.5. 13.7. 26.7. 100.0 - - (3). .
4549 33.6. - 3.3, 13.3 . 21.9, 100.06 (128}
50-54 23.5. 38.7. . 1Te2.. 296 - 100.0. . {98} -
55 and over  27.2. - 35.6 12.2. ek, - 100.0 (246)
%5 32,1 1740 - B 1000 {1 263)

af 1 = without instruction and 1-4 years primary
2 = 47 years primary.
3 = 1-4 years secondary.
4 « 5 years or more secondary, and university.

b/ lacludes persons whose sducational level was unknown.
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Table 6
LINA: FEMALE NATIVES AHD MIGRANTS BY AGE AHD ECUCATIONAL LEVEL

Educational level E/

hge Totaiy
1 2 3 A
Natives
15-19 8.1 25.8 3446 30.7 1000 (407)
20-24 8.6 279 1341 5040 10040 - (244)
25-29 2.0 28.7 18.3 9.5 100.0 (202}
30-34 60 37.4 13.0 40.5 100.0 (13)
35-39 14.8 37.7 1341 3.1 100.0 {122)
40-44 1042 §1.7 1141 37.0 100.0 (108)
£5-49 Tk 40 1141 42.0 100.0 (81)
50~ 54 16.9 4047 3ih 37.3 100.0 (59)
55 and over 10.2 4849 1.3 29,2 100.0 (137)
Total 845 3342 1846 38.3 100.0 (1 492)
Nigrants

15-19 b5.6 19,5 22.3 11.5 100.0 (287)
20-24 bh( 2541 12.0 18.9 100.0 (291)
25-29 38.2 2.7 1341 2346 100.0 {275}
30-34 43.2 29.0 124 154 100.0 (281}
35-39 40.1 32.0 10.8 1642 100.0 (222)
40-44 41.3 3345 1.6 12.9 100.0 (155)
45-49 3441 348 104 2040 100.0 (135)
50- 54 38.5 29.9 10.3 ek 100.0 (17)
55 and over 46.8 28.5 8.7 1344 100.0 (299}

Total 42.1 27.7 12.8 167 1000 {2 022)
’ (Continued)
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Table 6 (Conclusien)
LKAz FEMALE NATIVES ‘AND MIGRARTS BY AGE AND EDUCATIOWAL “LEVEL

Educa_tjoqﬂ "le_vg}_if_ S

1 .23 A

Migrants lass than 15 years age at arrival
1519 9.1 18.2 - 28.7 120 1000 (192)
20-24 3.8 257 1504 .. 25.0 1000 ° {136},
25-29 294 24 - 1501 6.1 100.0 e
30-34 43.8 - 275 17.5 N3 100.0 )
35-38" 40,8 - 324 5.6 18,7 10000 (ny
4044 38.1 31.0 143 16.7 100.0 (52)
45-49 33037 40.0 - 133 1343 100.0
50-54 3.3 3.3 5.6 7 27.8 100.0 18y
55 and over  37.5 375 63 188 100.0°" (32}
Total 3646 - 2.1 176 184 10040 - (735)

M grants over than 15 years age at arrival
15-19 58.9 220 Th 105 100.0 . (95}
20-24. . 52.9 12445 9.0 . - - 3.5 . 100.0 (155) -
25-29. T 2.2 "5 2.8 . 100.0 {156}
30-3& K24 29.8 © 9.9 1.4 . 100.0, . (1e1} -
35-39 9.7 ... 3.8 7 13.2 . Theb 100.0- - (i) .
40-44 . 42.5.° 345 0.6 IS 100.0 - m3)_
4§5-49. 3.4 32.2 8.9 23.3 100.0. (s0)
50-54 394 29.3 .y 0.2 100.0. - (99)
55 and over 479 28.5 . 8.0 12,7 100,07 - R
Total " 453 7 X I [ N 15.8 0000 L (1 .287)

(80)

(a5)°

2/ 1 = without instruction and 1-4 years primary.

2 = -7 years primary.

3 = 1-4 years secondary.
& = 5 years or more secondary, and university,

y_] lncludes persons whose educational level was unknown.
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Table 7
L1#A:  HATIVES AND IHMIGRANTS BY SEX, AGE AND
OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS
Male Female
Age
Hon- . Hanual Total Nop- Manual Total
manual manual

:ﬂgtives
15-19 264 6 100 (8) 50,0 50,0 1000 (46)
20-24 47.7 5243 100.0 {130} 122 27.8 100.0 (90)
25-54 52.7 413 100.0 (575) 63.8 30.2 100-0 (235)
55-64 51a2 48.8 100.0 (41) 6952 30.8 © 1000 (13)
55 and over 47.4 52.6 100.0 (19) - 100.0 100.0 (1)
Total 50.0 50.0 100.0 (818) 7.8 32.2 1000 {385)

Wigrants
15-19 17.2 82.8 100.0 (64) Qo1 99,9 100-0 (140)
20-24 30.3 697 1000 (175) 32.9 67,1  100.0 {140)
25-54 41.8 58.2 100.0 (1 088) 51.0 49.0 100.0 (339)
55- 64 48-5 5145 100.0 {13%) 4ol 5546 100.0 {27)
65 and over 4.2 " 52.8 100.0 {53) Mok 28.6  100.0 (0
Total §0.2 7.8 1000 (1 516) 372 £2.8 100.0 (653)

Higrants less than 15 years age at arrival
14-19 15.8 84a2 100.0 (39) 5.2 94.8 100.0 (717}
20-24 37.9 621 106.0 {66) 421 57.9 100.0 (57)
25-54 4.9 52,1 006 ° (317) 5044 49.6 10040 (115)
55-64 52.4 47.6 100.0 (21) 20.0 80.0 100.0 {5)
65 and over  70.0 -30.0 100.0 (10} - - - N
Total b4 o5 ‘55,5 106.6 - (£52) 3443 6547 {00.0 (254)
Wigrants older than 15 years age at arrival ‘

14-19 192 80,8 1000 (26) 4.8 95.2 1000 (83)
20-24 26.7 4.3 100.0 (169) . 2645 738 100.0 {83)
25-54 39,3 60.7 100.0 {171) 51.3 4848 100.0 (224
55- 64 47.8 52,2 100.0 (115) 50.0 500 180.0 (22}
65 and over 41.9 58.1 100.0 (43) Mok 2846 190.0 (7
Total IBek 616 100.0 (1 o84) 391 6049 180.0 (399)
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Table 8

L¥MA: FEMALE NATIVES AND MIGRANTS BY AGE, CIVIL STATUS AHD AVERAGE
HUNBER CF CHILDREN EVER BORN ALIVE -~

.. Migratory- - - e e e = T statues
status and ,
age groups Hidowed, /

Unmarriad Harried Consensual separated Total2
o ' _ and divorced

ToiaT number of uomenb!

15-19 0.02 -0.92 1.23 - 1.00 0.07
20-24 - 0.05 B T < B 2.09 1.67 0.72
. 25-29 : 0.20 - 2.88 . . 3.24 . 2.25 1:81
"30-34 - 829 © 351 4.53 T 304 3.04
35-39 - 05T T b3 5,22 , 443 - YTk
40-49 © 085 b8 5.19; 341 4.0
50° and over 0.32 - ha62 ° 438 4.18 3.99
_ Hatives of Lima
15-19 0.02 17 1:60 = U007
2024 0.03 1.87 . 2.00 1.00 - - 0,50
25-29 o 0.08 2,50 . 4ih3 . 217 - Fa40
30-34 o 0a1% 342 543 3430 2:87
35-39 h 0.13 . 3.2 . 533 .o kB0 T 3.52
h0-49 ' Qeb4 7 L5V B 400 < 2433 3.36
50 and over 0.36 k1 - 525 , 3.52 342
. ~ lomigrapts 0 . -
15-19 T 002 088 1,00 L 100 .08
25-29 o 0.35 -2.19 3.03 - T 233 - 2.13
30-34 ' 0.39 . 386 4307 - 285 T 313
35-39 0.83 S 1 B 5.18 © - 438 3.88
40-49 ' 1.15 4.82 _ Se86 3.98 beb3

50 and over 0.30 : #037 .. ..4.20 - 'h#? 4024

(Continued)
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Table 8 (Conclusion)

LIMA: FEMALE NATIVES AND MIGRANTS BY AGE, CIVIL STATUS AND AVERAGE
HUMBER OF CHILDREN EVER BORW ALIVE

Civil status

Migratory
status and ' Wi dowed,
age groups Unwarried MHarried Consensual separated . Total
. and divorced
Hinor 1nm1grants§/
15.19 0.02 .75 1400 1.00 0.08
20-24 0.08 2.08 2418 1.38 o 0,92
25-29 0.28 2083 342 2467 2.11
30-34 0.68 3.80 4,22 3.43 3.45
35-39 1.33 4420 5435 5.00 402
40-49 0.93 £.89 5.3} Jab7 4e32
50 and over 0.29 k25 4,00 3.59 3.1
Adult inmigrantsﬂf
20-24 0.09 1.00 1.67 2.7 078
25-29 D.55 2063 2+85 2.00 2,03
30-34 0.06 3.15 bobiky 2.17 2483
35-39 0.29 §,21 5.00 4429 3.76
5049 1.45 4481 5.81 .28 £.5%
50 and over 0.31 517 k29 458 4439

3/ Includes women with civil status unknoun.

b/ Includes women with migratery status unknown.
¢/ Less than 20 years zt arrivale

¢/ Older than 20 years at arrival.

BIRLIOTECA “BI0RED) MORTARL” ﬁ
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NOTE il GROUPIHGS JISEO, FOR REGIOH OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE

From ths or:grna? guest1onna1ra the quest1un regarding p]ace of ras:dence 1mmed1ate]y hefore coming

to. Hatropolitan Lima vas ceded into the following ten categoraes. {See Ortuzar's Encuesta ima Hueva}.

1o Prove Constutuc. del Callao
Lima Metropolitan Area

2. Piura
"~ Lanmbayeque -
Tumbes -

- 3. Amazonas
Ancash
Cajamarca
La Libertad

N San Rartin
4o loreto

“.1 Pasco

. 5. Huanuco
Junin

- lima departmant_,.k_

B. Ayacucho
Huancavelica
{ca

7. Apurimac
Luzco
Madre de Dics

8. Arequipa
Moquagua
Puno
Tacna

9. Foreign countries
10. Ho information

it might have been useful to divide Peru into costa, sierra, and selva regions of Peru. To do this

the departrents voeuld have been divided as follows:~

lj See Larsen, MeS. and Bergman, A-C., So¢ial Stratification in Peru, Politics of Hodernlzatlon,
' Series ¥° 5 Institute of lnternational Studies: U. of (alif., Berkeiey, p. 304.
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Costa Sierra Selva
Apurimac
Callao Arequipa Amazonas b
tca Ayacucho Hadre de Dioshd
L ambayeque Cajamarca San Martin
Lima Cuzco Loreto
Piura Huancavelica
Tatna Huanuco
Tumbes dunin
Ancash® Koguequa
La Libertad? Pasco
Puro

% Transifional CostafSierra
80 Transitional Sierra/Selva

It was impossible to even gpproximate these groups with the coded groups from the guestionmairs, and
as a result a second sat of regions was corsidereds The Census of 1961 has regfonal analysis according
to Horth, Central, South, and East areas:gl

Horth Central South East
Tumbss Huanuco Cuzco Loreto
Piura Junin Apurimac Amazonas
(ajamarca Pasco Arequipa San Martin
Lanbayeque Lima/Callao Puno Hadre de Dios
Ancash lca _ Mequegua
La Libertad Huancavelica Tacna

Ayacucho

bt was possible to most closely approximate these regional graupings from the coded categories in
the following way:

Horth Central South
{aroups 2,3) (groips 174,5,6) (graupsTT,8)
Piura LimalCa]lao Apurimac
Lambayequs Loreto Cuzco
Tumbes Pasco Hadre de Diosi
Anazonash Huanuco Arequipa
Ancash Junin jioquegua
Lajamarca Lima Puno
La Liberta Ayacucho Tacna
San Martin Huancavelica

lca

The starred departments vere originally in the Census groupings for the east, but these vera unable
to be separated out from the category grousingse Perhaps the largest problem is the Loreto was unable to

be separated out from the central region.

The analysis then has used the above mentioned categories.

2/ 3See Boletin de Estadistica Peruana Institute Nacional ds Planificacién, Direccion Macional de Estadfs-
{ica y Censos, 1362, Afio Ve, N°6, pe 52«









