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The purpose of thls prellmlnary paper 13 ég/prov1de a flrst  '
» approx1matlve SUMMary of .the evidence on novements of population across
state boundamles in Brazil and of the relative contribution of the
- migratery process to population growth in each of the«e stabes. On
the basis of this first broad gpergu, a later paper w1ll abtempt a more
systematic and thoroughgoing analysis of these same questionse “

To set the stage for this substantive overview, it may be profitable
to first review the nature and quality of existing data on internal migration
in Brazil. Exéept for local surveys and non-representative partial régisters,
the only sources of information which permit inferences on volume of
interstate migration flow are those taken from the censuses of populatlon»
Nation-wide surveys were carried out in the years 1872, 1890, 1900, 1920,
1940, 1950, 1960 and 1970 But,.it was only in 1940 that a question on
the state of birth of the resident pppulafion in each state was first
included in the census questionnairese .

To reconstruct migratory movements without benzfit of this basic
information in earlier periods is extremely hazardous. Moreover, the
census information for 1960 and 1970 is still unavailable on a natione
wide basis and hence thé only satisfactory information on migration at
“our disposal as of the moment is taken from the 1940 and 1950 censuses.
For the remaining periods, inferences &s tb migratory Iflow have to be.
regarded with considerable caution. Hithin the limits of available data
then; the following discussion will attempt’to portray -main trends in
migratory flow during various‘pé;iods. '
Internal Mirretion 189C--1940

As noted earlier, four compichensive. population censuses were carried

out between 1890 and 1940. Of these, however, the 1900 and 1920 surveys

are practically useless, the first because of demonstrable under-enumeration
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and the.second becauso of overménumeratione;/ Consequently; our only
relatively-sccure reference points for this early period are constituted
by the 18%0 and 1940 censuses, ACCOrdlng to adgusted flgures for these
dates, the total populaﬁlén of Brazil 1ncreased fron 14,333,900 o
41,252,900 or, by 26 919 000 during the fifty year span; this corresponds
to an. ihcreass of 188 per cent over the 1890 population. - ¢ -

' How was this growth dlstrlbuted throughout the various’ states?
Table 1 shows that durlng the 1890»19AO perlod two physxographlc reglons
had a rate of populatlon inérease much in excess of the nation as & whole
- the South and Centermwest ‘two others had a rate of increase con51derably
smaller than that of Brazil, namely, the East and Northeast, while the
Northern reglon gr ew “at a slightly qulcker pace than did the entire countrye
'(Cf. flgure 1 for 1ocatlon of regions and states.) _ ‘
‘ Such dlfferentlals ‘in rates’ of growth are attrlbutable to a comblnatlon
-of the following factors, differences in volume of in and out migration,
'in volume of immigration and emlgration, and in the dimensions of the birth
and ‘death rates. without adequate information relating to either natural
increase or mlgratory movement s, it is difficult to factor out.the relative
contributien of edch of these components to population growth ‘in any given
region or state.  Consequently, the size of migratory movements in the years
precedlng the 1940 census wlll never be known in anythlng resembllng exact
qpantltatlve terms. o J . S ' .

' Neverthéless, gross approxzmations can be nade, providlng that we are
w1lllng to make a few prellmlnary assumptlons. That 1s, if we assume that
natural increase and net forelgn 1mmlgratlon did” not vary szgnlflcantly
from reglon to region or, that such differences are less 1mportant in ‘the
overall’ confipguration than ‘are” “internal novements of populatlon, then it
can be affirmed that deviations from the average national increase are
attributable to net movements of populatlon. Obv1ously, ‘the aforementioned
assumption is quite crude since it is manifest that differences do exist
between regions and between states with. regards to both natural 1ncrease

and.immigrations . - .o o S T e

x/ For a Justlflcatlon of thls statement, Cfe IBGE - Conselho Nacional
de Estatistica — Contribuicocs Para o Estudo da Demografia do Brasil,
Rio de Janeire 1961, ppe 9~21.
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Table 1

POPULATION OF VARIOUS BRAZILIAN REGIONS IN 1850 AND 1940 AND RELATIVE INUREASE
OF POPULATION BETMEEN THESZ TWO DATES

Averagze annual

Regl Population 100 1940 Pop rate of growth
on
1890 1940 1896 Pop por 1 009
POPe
_ North g6 370 1 49 872 308,56 2255
Northeast 3971 319 9 973 6Lz 261,15 19,77
Fast 6 950 359 15 625 953 221,82 16,45
South 2 815 468 12 924 798 159, 06 31416
. Ceritern-Yest . 320 399 1 258 679 392485 2793
Brazil 14 333 915 41 252 944 287,80 21,51

Seuree: I2GE, Conselho Nacionmnl de Estatistica ~ CentribulcBes para o Estude dn Demografia de
Brosil, Rio de Janeiro, 1961, p. 18, Table 1.
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Figure 1
MAP OF BRAZIL SHOWING TERRITORIES, STATSS AND
RFGIONS PRIOR T0. 1960 AR
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Nevertheless, if we concentrate our attention on those states and
averages, some 1n51ght can be galned into internal mbvenents of populatlon.g/
Thus, it would appear from table 2 that, in terms of percentage increase,
the “states of ‘Espirito Santoy. S3o.Paulo,-Parandy Mato Grosso and Santa.
Catarini absorbed an inordinate anount of migrants in relation to their
base populatlon during the 1890-1940 periode. -

By the same token, the states of Sergipe, Alagoas, Bahia, Rio de
Janeiro and Minas Gerais would have been most affected by the loss of
native population during this half century. It should be remembered,
however, that the figures in table 2 refer to an increase which is
calculated with reference to the state's population base rather than to
absolute totalsaé/ Absolute figures therefore might very well indicate

regions whlch devzate 31gn1f1cantly in terms of total growth fram national

that the percentage increase in some of the fastest or slowest growing g
states are less significant than absolute changes in an intermediate state, {
More systematic information on the net resultant of internal movements
prior to 1940 can be obtained through examination of the state-of-birth,
state~of-residence information compiied in the 1940 census. For this purpose,
it should be made clear that a migrant is to be defined throughout the
subsequent presentation as a person born in one state but present in another

state at the time of the census emumeration. If we consider net balance
(i.ee - the difference between the number of migrants born in state X and
living in all other states and the number born in all other states but living
in state X) then it can be seen from table 3 that the Distrito Federal (now
Guanabara State) holds the most ‘favourable position., Indeed, it had absorbed
a net balance of 551,300 migrants prior to the 1940 census. In terms of
positiﬁe balance,'the Distrito Federal was followed closely by the state of
Sao Paulo and nore dlstantly by the 'frontierT ‘states of Parani, Goils and

hato Grosso.

2/ By formulating various assunptions as to the dimensions of each of the
population growth sectors, it might be possible to arrive at more precise
figures. Such a task, however, represents a major undertaking and one
which transcends the limits of the present paper.

3/ Thus, for instance, a state with only 25,0C0 inhabitants in 1950 would be
more affected by population increase of 25,000 than one experiencing an
increase of 75,000 over a population base of 100,0C0. This is
particularly exemplified in the case of Espirito Santo.

/Table 2



REIATIVE CROVUTH OF BRAZILIAN STATES DURING 1830-1940
" PERIOD, BY RANK IN RATE OF GROWTH
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Table 2
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" Averogd anmwnl

-

o e e o
Eépirito Santo 451456 3l 98
Sao Paulo l39:19 3372
Porand 395.52 3275
Mato Crosso 365467 N6
Santa Catorina . 315425 29,08
Rdo Grande do Sul 270.01 26.69
Gotas 263014 26,31
Distrito Federal . 237454 25,80
Parafbo, 211,06 2311
Piouf 205452 22,74
Anazonas . 201,36 22,45
Parf 118760 21,50
Mgranhao 186,68 2243
Rio Grande do Norte 168,28 21,40
Pornambugo 150,94 19,50
Coard 15953 1939
Minag Gerelg o o .67 T 15 %
Rio de Janeiro | 110.72 1502
B N " by
" Klagoas - .. B6e00 " 12457
Sergipe IR 74 b2 ' 113;26
Brosil 187.80. 2250

Sourags IBGE, Conselho Naclonal de Estatisticas Contribuigdes pera o Estude do Demogrofia do
Brosil, Rio de Janeirocy, 1561, pe 19 .
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Table 3

OF POPULATION MOVEMENTS BETWEEN

: STATES AS OF 1940 ..

i

Rank in

1

o 2 . ))*o\'tivcs of - Notives of . Nt terms of
Reglon f£leie pregont other stotes . Balance ;
T ‘ in cthor states pregent in state 7 U ’ g:ﬁ:z“
Aore 22783 - 9852 a2 1
. Amazomas 52 781y . ) 2‘% 289 ) +28v1#92 10
Forf 5 . ‘ 76 Y02 . ‘1+]i. 017 l +35 385 9
Moranhae 131 019 ' 77 194 +53 825 6
.. Ploud , 66 6U6. . 114 g ~47 770 il
Coard. ‘ ) 89 618 205 661 <116 043 19
Rlo Grande do Norte ) 63 512 73 521 ~10 009 12
Parafba 1ok 183 158 755 54 572 15
Pernanbuco 131 lno 244 665 -113 255 8
Aagoas 60 14 134 920 7 773 16
~ Sergipe 3737 75 8'8 ~42 111 13
_Bahfa 105 888 ‘ 339 851 -233 963 20
_ Minog Gorais‘ 195 792 829 sél -633 729 .21
Espirito Santo 106 070 67 Us9 +38 611 8
‘Rlo de Janeiro 202 989 | ligz pg -229 439
Distrito Fodoral 633686 82 386 +551 300 T
Sag Paulo 26 g2 ‘ 231 330 © +lig5 162 2
Porand 214 256 62 650 5158 3
~ StacCatarim 107850 :_6-1 B +§6' %0 ) Ty
_ Rio Grande do Sul %838 EURC S o2 17
| Iuto Grosso 70 509 16192 ) 95k 217 5
Gotas _ 155 480 281364 }«119 166 Ty
- Br;isﬂ# 3 450 64 3 450 s64 . - -

Sourca: IEGE,; Conselho Nacional de Estatistlon -'Contz-ibuig'ées_pam o Estude do Damoé:ra.fia. do

Brasil, Ric de Janeiro, 1561y pe 375, Table IV.

e : Ty .

. *® Total includes migrants to and from the Serra dog Almorés.

/At the



At theé other extreme, Minas Gerais lost the greatest number of
1nhabitants fhrough the migrant 1nterchange < 633,700. Although to a
lesser extent than Minas Gerais, the. states of, ‘Bahia, Cearé Pernambues
and Rlo Grande do Sul also had. lost sdbstantlal Segnents of their populatlon
through the mlgratlon process: prior to. J.%Oe e e e

So far, the discussion has centered on the size of populatlon movements
without reference to predominant directions of “migration streams. A.flrst
‘approx1matlon to thzs question is furnished by table 4 which shows the ‘net
. loss or gain of populatlon made through mlgratlon by Brazills various
physiogeographic reglons. According to these flgures, the Eastern region
experlenced the heav1est loss of population, most of this loss belng in the
form of mlgratlons to the Southern states. The East also sent a substantial
_number of mlbrants to Goids and Mato Grosso but this was more than compensated
~ by the posxtlve balance of movements to the East originating from the North
and Northeast. ' o

By contrast, the Northeast though giving off less net mlgrants than
the East, had a substantlal negative, balance with respect to all four other
regionse The North lost migrants in the exchange with the East, South and
Center-West but this was more than made up by a large positive inflow from
the Northeastern reéionq Amongst Brazilian regions, the South had experienced
the largest net gain in the migrant exchange which occurred prior to 1940;
the great majority of tﬁese came from the Eastern states. The Qenter—dest,
however, was the only region to absorb a positive influx from aii other
rééions, although this flow WES'relatively arall by comparison to Aét
novements to the South. i .. o R o

A second and nore detalled approach to the study of mlgratlon streams
and their preferred direction is presented in table 5. Therein, oll
m;gratory streams from one state.to another whlch involved more than
303000 llfetlme migrants are shown«.. These streams 1nclude almost three=
fifths of all migrants born in one "state and present in another state as
of the 1940 census. Of the twenty-one pr1n01pal streams clted in thls
table, six mention Minas Gerais as the origin of the stream. By contrast,
Sao Paulo is the recipient or destination of four principal streanms, while
the Distrito Federal, Parand and Pernambuco each receive two important

/migration streams.



migration streamse. It can be also noted that the three pr1nc1pal streams
(1iinas Gerais ‘to S3o Paulo, Rio de Janeiro to Dlstrlto Federal and Bahia to
$a6 Paulo) together inélude better than onenflfth of‘all fet migrants -
enumerated in 1940 -~ e T

In short although SatleaCbOFy data on mlgratlons prior to 1940 are
unavalldble, the census 1nfbrﬁation for that~date permits reconstruction of
meortant trendso It is of‘cons1derablé 1nterest"that as 'of 1940, 3<4 million
individuals or, 8.5 per cent of Brazil's population were migrants, that is,
they were enumerated in a state other than that of their birth. The Eastern
region, particularly the states of Minas Gerais and Rio de Janeiro were the
main sippliers of migrants while the states of Sao Paulo, Parand, Goias and
the Distrito Federal represented the favourite destination of migrants.

Migrations, 1940-1950

To the present, we have been concerned solely with information on
lifetime mlgrants, that 1s, on people who were bcrn in one state and who
mlgrated to another at some p01nt before a given census date. These data
thus provide no informatlon as to the timing of a-move and make it impossible
to relate migratory flow to specific periodse However, since state~of-birth,
state-offresideﬁce data, cross tabulated by age and sex are available in both
the 1940 and 1950 censuses, it becomes possible to estimate the number of
intercensal migrants to each state during this decades Here, we will first
present information on intercensal movements and then, to form some basis
of comparison with pfevious and succeeding periods, we will also examine
resultant lifetime migration as of 195¢.

a) Intercensal migration, 1940-1950

Materials shown in table 6 permit analysis of intercensal migration

by regions as well as by states. Concentrating first on movements by regions,
it can be seen that considerably better than two-fifths of all Brazilian
migrants between 1940-1950 went to the Southern states and another three-
tenths went to the Eastern regione. The Northeast and Central-vest regions
each absorbed approximately one-tenth of all migrants while the North had

the amallest inflow. As of 1950, intercensal migrants constituted 1l.4 per
cent of -the Central-ilest region'!s population, 5.7 per cent of the South's,
Lol of the Northt's, 3.7 per cent of the East's and 2,1 per cent of the
Northeast fs. /Table 4



s e . \
- 10 -
. . ] ] Table Y
s . NDT BALANCE OF POPVLATION MQVENENTS BEYEEN REGIONS AS OF 150 ‘
Coin or 10¢9 fop region speoificd below in exchanges of
population vwith each of the regions riamed on -the lef%s
Nerth = Noréheagt  Eost South *  Cenbor-Vost
North : . S e e w96 2By 26 588 2 95 <19
CNortheast T 36 28y - +129 51 87 43 +53 234
Eogb . H' - =16 584 ~129 51k ' a +516 057 #2114 251
South - ~2 975 =87 W73 -516 057 ‘ - +6 119
Gontor-Yost ~179 =53 234 ~114 251 -6'119 . -
Totald net gain or ) ) . L
Yoes ‘ . ¥76 549 ~366 508 <44 210 +600 386 +173 783

Sourco: IBGE, Conselho Nacional dé Estotfstica - Contribulgoes para o Estudo da Demoerafia do
- Bramsil, Rlo de Janeiro, 1551, pe 538, Table VI.
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_ _PRINCIPAL INTER~STATE MIGRATION STREAMS AS OF 1540

s v e e

Steof Bt Swleof Msdmes . mguig
Minog Gerais . Soo Paulo . 348 700
Rio de daneire T ‘Distrito Federal ' - - 286 600
Bahla . T Sao Paulo .. | " 7153 300
Sao Po.u:'Lo . Parana _ ' 115 300
Mirng Gorols | Distrito Federal ' ‘ © 1F 20
Minas é}emis Rio de Janeire ' " 99 hoo
Plauf - Maranhao -7 83 Yoo
Rio Grande do Sul . Santa Catarina : %6 koo
Minos Gerais ' Goias , o 69 600
Pornambuco . ~+  _Parafba ) .61 830
Behia - Minos Gorals 61800
Rio de Junelro . Sao Paulo | ] 56 300
Parafba Pernambuco o 54 600
Minas Gerais Espfrito Santo . 54 100
Distrito Federal Rio de Janeiro . . 51 600
Parafba ’ y Rio Grande do Norte - 50 500
Pernambuco Alngoas ‘ A P 48 600
Klagoas ' Pornambuco . ' - " U3 éoo
Minas Gorals | ‘ -Paranf - E : : 2170 4o s00
Ceard - Plou{ . . ’ . 37 %00
Pernnm?gco ' ) Sao Poule. . 31 5C0

Sourses: IBCE, Conselho Nacioml de Eéiaﬂs%b{éa: Contribulpoos para o Estude de Demosrafia do
. Brasil, Rio de Janeiro, 1561s pe 381e

.; i _/Tab{]_e 6
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Table 6

. ESTIMATED INTZRCENSAL MIGRATION BETVEEN BRAZILIAN STATES; 1940-1950

ik wcrida

o
ol Y- S

Colum B as %

Colunn B as %

Statos and ?eg_ioné - . :;B;i:i ;;g R gl’l migrants of region on
o in Brazi state population
() . . B} () ® .
| Nerth 2422 3 b
Aare 11673 - 0.5 10,2
Anmszonas 21 702 1,0 4,1
| Peré ho 717 1,9 3.5
Northoast 261 782 19 2.1
Meranhie 50 991 2,3 342
Piauf 29 584 14 2,9
Coard 33 323 1.5 1,2
Rfe Gr, do Norte 22 166 1.0 2,9
Parefba 12 30b 0.6 0.7
Pornanbuse 57 237 hh 2.9
Alagoas 15 907 . 047 1.5
Sergi.pe 8 125 0.4 1,3
Bahla 52 150 2.4 1,1
Minas Gerels W7 266 T 2,2 0.6
Espfi1to Santo 3 661 0.2 Okt
Rfo de Janeiro 191 785- o 8.3
Distrito Pederal 389 999 17,6 16,4
South | 966183 L Mo 547
Sgo Paulo 417 866 19,0 4,6
Parand L79 286 21,8 22,7
"~ Sta. Catarina TTUe9'4o5 T 2477 3,8
. Rfo Grande do Sul 9 626 - 0.5 0,2
West Central 201 501 o 8.2 C1.h
Mato Grosso - . 52 065 2.4 9,3
Golas 149 436 6.8 12,3
" Total 2 196 57l 100:0 b2 .

Sources; Cowputed frem - IB(E, Recenseamenio Cerel de 1940, Censo Demogréfico, Rfo de
~ Janeiro, 1949, Table €5, pp 169-172; IBCEL, Recsnsaamento Geral de 1950, Censo
Demogréfico, Rfo de Janeiro, 1956, Teble 11, pp 75-76

/Looking now
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. Looking now at major-directiohs of state to state movement, it can
be seen that in the ten year.period -1940-1950, the state of Parand received
~the:largest number of migrants.followed rather closely by-Sao Paulo,
Distrito Federal and ‘morée distantly by the states of Rio dé Janeiro,
Goias and Pernambuéée‘ The. relative increase:due to intercensal migration
was highest for Parand (22,7%), the Distrito Federal (16.4%), Goids (12.3%),
Acre (10.2%), Mato Grosso (903%) and Rio de Janeiro (8.3%)e In all other
states, the influx of migrants during the 1940-50 period represented less
" than five per cent of their enumerated 1950 population.

In short, the exemination of intercensal migration would suggest the
.ekis%ence of several main points of attraction for migrants ~ only some of
which are constituted by.urban~industria1 centers.. For instance, in northern
Brazil, we find substantial movement towards Parde In the northeastern
region, the states of Maranhao and Pernambuco have been the recipients of
large numbers of migrants. 1In the east, the Distrito Federal and its
‘contiguous state of Rio de Janeiro have received the largest number of
migrantss In the south, Parand .and Sao Paulo are the major recipients.”
Finally, in the west central region, Goids and Mato Grosso both received
large numbers of.migrants'during the 1940-50 period. Thus, within each
of the major regional subdivisions of Brazil, at least one state exer01sed
-an attractive influence over a sizeable nmumber -of migrants.

. b) Lifetime migrants as of 1950 -

' ‘It”was:previously asserted that 3.4 million people, representing
8, 5 per cent of the Brazilian population were migrants as of 1%40. * By
;1950 the number of sych migrarnts had risen to 5.2 millions and c¢onstituted
10.3 per cent of the total population. How was this increased population
of migrants distributed throughout the country? - : ’

In terms of physiogeographic regions, table 7 reveals that* the general
trends verified in movements prior to-1940 (cf. table 4) persisted until 1950
More specifically, it can be noted that the major recipients of migrants in
1940, the.Southern and Center-West region,. both ihcreased their positive
balance by some 70 per cente Meanhwhile, the number of migrants who had

left the Eastern region in 1950 had increased by some 80 per cent'over
the 1940 total, while the correspondlng increased net loss for the Northeast

/amounted to



..~ amounted to over 30 per cente The net posxtlve balance of the Northern
- reglon actually decreased sllghtly over 1940...

In terms of the net balance by states, table 8 demonstrates that the
Distrltg Federal maintained its posltlon as leadlng recxplent of lifetime
. mlgrantse Parand took over the second positlon from Sao Paulo which in
1950 held thlrd place in terms of net 1nflux of lifetime m;grantse Thess
three states comblned in 1950 to absorb almost forty per cent of all
fBraz1l's nmigrants. As had been the case in 1940, other states receiving
.a positive net balance of substantial proportions include Goids, Mato
Grosso, Maranhao and Santa Catarina. At the other extreme, the net outflow

of lifetime migrants irom Minas Gerais was heightened by some 80 per cenby
- on a much smaller scale, Bahia, Rio Grande do Sul, Cearé,.Paréibé and
Alagoas also saw tﬂeir net migravion deficit increased as éf 1950,

One observation which is suggested by the examination of table 8 is
that, even in those states showing a heavy pfedominance of.eiﬁher,net
in%migration or out-migration, large'movements in the oppoéite direction
can.be detected. For instance, Sao Paulo, which had the highest number of
net jin-migrants, also has a large number of ouﬁ~mi§rants. The state of
Rio de Janeiro, which has a number of out-migrants similar to that of Sao
Paulo and @@ich has, in relation to the base state population, an out-
migration rate-whidh is proportionately higher than in-any other state,
also has a significant inflow of migraﬂts. Such counter~movements would
. thus. 1ndicate a replacement process 1n the overall pattern of Brazilian
migratlons. 4»'h~..' oo, . "n Ce L ,

s Turnlng now to the examlnatlon of major. streams of lifetlme migrants
between pairs of states, table 9 shows that, as of 1950, 24 streams of

1nterstate movements ancluded at least 50,000 lifetime migrants. Altogether,
 these 2L currents made up three~fifths of all migratory moves up to 1950,

“Aé was the case in l9LO, the two most important streams were formed
by migrations from Minas Gerais to S3o Paulo and from Rio de Janeiro to the
Distrito Federals. But, the greatest proporiionate_increase in any stream
was that running from SEo éaulo to Parané, thereby testifying to the
attractive power of agrlcultural exploltdtlon in Parand for residents of
. adJjacent Sio Paulos Other major streams include Llnas Gerais to Distrito
Federal, Bahia to Sao Paulo and, Minas Gerais to Parané Rio de Janeiro and
Goids. Again the same state ig often cited both as a major recipicnt cof
incoming migrants and a major source of outgoing migrants.

Table 7



- 15~
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S NET BALANCE OF POPULATION MOVEMENTS BETWEEN REGICNS AS OF 1950
Gain z;r losg for region spscified bolow in e:géﬁangés of population
we -+ - wvith cagh of tho rogions named om the left . . .. ...
North Northeast East Seuth Cenbor-
. . Vest
North ' - =97 210 425 436 311 7 3%k
Northesst = ¢97 210 ' - 4219 511 +185 805 473 022
East 25136 -219 511 - 4844 301 +204 901
South . IRt -185 8¢5 ~84Y 301 - 415 548
Center-West #7334 . <3022 204 301 ~15 548 -
Total net o
gadn or loss 7l 997 ~575 548 -8cY 255 +1 018 669 +286 137

Souroce: IBGE, Conselho Nacionel de Estatfsticas Contribuicoes para o Estude da
Demografia do Brasil. Rfo de Jansire, 1961, p. 368, table VI,

-

S e r——— e e e e - =t pem e e e st G m————— e T e
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Table §
HED BALANC OF POPULATION MOVIIENTS DETW:I! STATES, AS OF 19500

Hatives of ' latives of Rank in

Stats Stato Present . gther states . . Net terns of

in other present in balencs positive

e Statos © - states oo ~ bulance

Dondénia 29 061 299 +28 762 9
Aora : 29 309 13 313 +15 996 10
Amegonas - . ko 605 53 378 . «3 773 12
Rio Brance 13 844 116 +13 728 11
Pard : 71 770 © 81 b3 -9 662 , 13
Amapd o 30 063 117 +29 946 8
Hararhio 161 117 100189 +60 928 .5
Pianf Co 8 330 Wk 9l6 -58 616 16
Ceard | _ 107 538 . 268 486 ~160 948 22
Rie Grenda do lorte ' 77 208 " 103 669 -26 381 14
Parafba 100 159 246 780 -146 621 21
Pornanbuco . 207 310 " 312 138 -103 828 16
Alagoas €6 675 207 250 «140 575 . 20
Serzipe ) 36 170 107 479 -71 309 17
Bahia 140 894 430 217 =239 323 24
Miros Gerais 210 368 . 1 367 239 , ~1 156 371 25
Espfrito Sento 92 757 . 17 854 -55 067 15
fil6 de Jeneire 365 756 504 130 =138 374 19
Distrito Poderel 929 &6 « - 1l2 053 +707 793 1
Sao Poulo : : 1 ok o009 507 248 . +556 761 3
Parand o 661 456 . | . 71310 +590 146
Sta, Catarina ‘ 151650 118 M8 32 903 7
Ro CGrands do Sul 4 4ss 205 576 =161 141 23
Kato Crosso - s - e 78070 - - - 36 o34 - +2 036 - - 6
Goias 281 364 ' 37 263 +24% 101 oy
Brasil* 5 206 319 5 206 319 , - .-

e >

Sour'éez 'IBGD Corﬁéllw Haéiéml de Istatistioe -'Contribuigﬁes bara A-Estudo da”Démo;.;mf‘ia. do Brasil,
Rio de Janeiro, 1961, p. 375, Teble IV,
& 'l‘ota.'l.a include migrents to and from Serra dos Aimorés as well as to Femando de Noranha,

/Table 9
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PRIKCIPAL INTER-STATE MIGRATION STREAM 4S OF 1950

State of Birth .. . State of Residonco ; | N“mb”tf
Mnas Gerais Sdo Paule o 512 700
Rio do Janeiro . : Distrito Podoral . 360 800
Sso Paulo . - Paranf . L 352 500 :
Minag Gerals . Distrito Federal ' A 1931 900
Bohfa = - " S&o Paulo S 189 700
Minas Gerais Porand 156 900
Hinas Gerals Rioc de Janeire 152 900
Minas Gerais Goids : 150 000 -
Rfo Grande do Sul Santa Catarina 120 700
Distrito Federal Rio de Janeire ' 102 100
Piauf Haranhao : 100 600
Parafba . . Pernambuco 89 800
Santa Catarina ) Parand 63 200
Pernambuco ' - ' SHo Paulo ' ' 62 700
Parafba - Rfo Grande do Norte 60 700
Alazoas Pernambuce 60 Loo
Bah{a ©  lMinas Gerals . 59 600
Alagsas . Sgo Paulo L 56 700
Rfo de Janeire S3o Paulo - 56 100
Espirito Santo " " Distrito Pederal - 55 700
Pernambuco _ .».." Parafba g4 400
Pernambuco . . Alagoas 52 500
Ceard ' T Piauf " 51 000
Minas Gerails . . Espirito Sante e 50 900

Sources: IBGE, Conselho Nacional de Estat{stioa. o
Contribuigaes para o Estudo da Demografia do Brasil, Rio de Jansiro, -
1961’ Pe 381, table 2.

. /Internal Movements
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Internal Movements of Population 1950-60 and 1960-70

Although it can be presumed from projections of past trends and frem
several impressionistic accounts that migratory movements are gaining in
volume and importance during the second half of the century, no direct
{nformation is as yeb available on the dimensions of such movements. That
is, 1960 census information on state of birth and state of residence is
availsble for only a few of the smaller states and territories and the
1970 cénsus data have not yet been processed. The only available approach
to estimating migration in Brazil since 1950 is thus through broad inferences
 based upon the counts of populatlon in each state which were made at each

census dats,
For this purpose, a basic simplifying assumption can be made. That

is, in order to obtain gross estimates of intercensal migration, it can be
assumed that the rate of populaiion'growth for the country in an intercensel
period will not diverge significantly from the rate of natural increase in
each of the constituent states. Since foreign immigration for the two
decades under consideration hes been negligible, the rate of increass of
Brazil's population, which reached 36.62 per cent in the l950m60 decade

and 29.97 per cent in the 196 On70 decade, is thus attributable to the
natural increase of the resident population.

If, as in our assumption, the rate of natural increase for each state
or region does not differ significantly from that of the nation as a whole,
then any deviation from the nationts growth rate can be att:ibuted to net
in or nst outamlgration Yo or from ‘such state or regions . o

- The valldlty of this basic assumptlon is obviously questionable since
it is improbable that rates of natural increase are equal for all states
and regions. Moreover, a high rate of in or out migration would tend to
increase the discrepancy between a given statel!s rate of natural increase
and that of the natidn as a whole.- However, any attempt at refining the
assumptions and estimates would involve intricate, time-consuming procedures

which would lead us fer afiecld from the preliminary objectives of this paper.

Consequencly, the precent estimatec can only be considered as crude
preliminary measures of migration, subject to tre basic discrepancies in
‘our dssumption. Moreover, it should be made clear that the estimates

/presented here
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presented here are of net migration ,'or of the ret reswltant of migratory
movenents tecurring in many different dlrectlonso o
According to our calculations, “thé results of which are reproduced
in table 10 the only region to incur a net loss of migrants in the 1950-60
decade was the Northeast. “This region experienced a net outflow of some
2.1 million migrants with all states of the region, except Maranhao, losing
a substantial number of inhabitants through net out--migration. By contrast,
Maranhao continued in its 1940~50 role as a substantial recipient of migrants.
Also continuing 1940-50 patterns, the Southern region cxperienced the
lar; est not gain of migrants, largely because of the great attractive power
exercised‘by the state of Parand, Rio Grande do Sul continued to lose a
substantial number of migrants while Santa Cetarina practically remained stationarys
The Center-ilest region also experienced an upsurge of net migration, partly
as a result of the transference of the nation's political capital to Brasilia.
The Southeastern region (formerly Eastern region n/) includes both
the Eiggest source of net out-migrants (liinas Gerais) as well as some of
the more important receiving states;é/ Consequently, the total for the
Eastern region shows a net influx of only one-quarter million migrants -~ 2
figurs much inferior %o that found in the Southern and Center-West regicns,
Finally, the Northern region had a small net inflow of migrants which was
shared fairly equally by its several constituent states.

L/ It should be noted that the organization and constitution of |
various rggions‘depicted in table 10 is altered considerably
from that in previous tables. . More specifically, the states
of Bahia and Sergipe were removed from the Eastern region and
1nclqded with the Northeastern region. The Eastern region
itself becgme knowvn as the foutheast and came to include the
State of fao Paulo which formerly belonged to the South. Moreover,
the Federzl Capital has been transferred to Brasilia and the former
Federal District became the State of Guanabara; also, subdivisions
produced new ierritories in the. Northern reglon.

5/ It is worth polntlng cut that our ba51c assumption is particularly
misleading in the case of Guanabara State (formerly known as
Distrito Federal). This is because urban-irdustrial Guanabara
has a rate of natural increase more akin to those of developad
countries than to that of the remainder of Drazil. The actual
effect of this difference is to greatly underestimate intercensal
net migration into the state in both 1950-60 and 1960~70.

/Table 10
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Tahie 10

CROSS ESTIMATIS (F NET MIGRATION TO BRAZILIAN
S STATES AND REGIONS. 1950-60 AND 1$410.70

State and regien Net migraiiion Net migration
) ) . . 1250-1930 19860~1370
North - o «87 600 ) : ~233 300
Rondonia _ +2§ 600 ' <4 900
 Aore ' +3 420 .. <4 300
Amazdnas ~ ‘ «18 5§20 . :~222 600
Roraims, ) +if 700 T 42 500
Pard . _ . +1630 . ~31 000
Amapé a 4 +17 4700 +26 900
Northoast ' -2 126 400 _ ~968 700
Marannia : - 329 100 =355 800
" Plauf . ~165 300 «93 600
Coard ' ~344 700 - +102 100
Rio Grende do Norte ‘ =165 100 +99 000
Parefbs - -322 600 ~239°300
Pernambuce ) ~501 €00 . . =168 700
Pernends de Neronha +600 -565
Alagoas ~222 400" . 45800
Sergipe ) ~122 000 , ~88 000.
Bahie , 614 Loo : <365 100
Scuthinast - - +250 849 <779 700
Minas Govais _ =Jk5 200 =1 455 400
Espfritn Santo ) +11 600 ) ) +52 500
Rfo de Janeire : . «264 300 - «2Z71 600
" Guanabara ' . 453 100 . ~1 500
SZo Paulo ~ +h95 200 . +852 900
Serra dos Aimorés . +165 690 : -
Seuth . % +1161 300 L 4873 60
- Parand - . se .. 1387500 - ~ «1181 700
Sta, Caterina - L wllt 900 .7 . 121100
'Rfo Grande do Sul .. §: . tlegizaeo - e 29 200,
Conter =~ West-* -~ | 4633 800 Y1101 200
Mato Grosso = T sagyoes0. T .- . o7 292 000
Gotas - - T 4295 000 o 418 765
Distrito Fodeval =~ LAk ke .- . 360 6o

Sourcet Compulad from data in: Redagde - "0 Censo Demogréfioco de 1970 ~ Resultados
Prelirinares®, Confurtuva Ecovdntea, 25(2): 153-159, Feversire 1971, Rfo de
Janoiro. : A : . : '

N
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In short; our estimates of intercehssl migration between 1950-60,
gross as theﬁ may be, would tend to confirm the perpetuatibn of patterns
initiated in the previous decade. -They would indizate; inter alia, that
several states whose predominant characteristics are agricultural réther
than -urban-industrial continue to attract a disproportionate number of
migrants. This is particularly the case in Paran4, Goiés,~Mato Grosso
and Maranhao. At the other extrems, the states of the Northeast as well
as Minas Gerals continue to provide a disproportionate number of_ali~
out-migrants in Brazil, Preliminafy information from the 1970 census was
gunLlarly utilized in the provision of a crude estlmate of net movements
during the 1960-70 period. According to the results of* these calculations,
shown in table 10, net out-—migration from the Northeast would appear to
have decreased significantly in the interime Surprisingly, Maranhao woﬁTd
have given up substantial numbers of its population between 1960-1970 while
previously high out-inigration states such as Piaui, Ceari and Rio Grande
-do Norte would aétually have gained migfants in the periode Without
external information relating to possible éauses of such a radical
changeover, it would aprear that the defects in our working assumption
plus the precarious preliminary nature of the 1970.cenéus infbrmafion
"would be responsible for the surprising findings.

The same considerations hold true of the Northern and Eastern region,
which according to tablé 10 lost a considefable number of.migrdnts‘in thé
decade.. Actually, in the North, most of thls loss is traceable to Amazonas
where available census figures are recognlzed to be 1ncomplete.~/ In the
~East most of the loss is due to out—mlgratlon from Minas Gerais; accordlng
to our figures, this state would have lost 13 mllllon net mlgrants s1nce
1960, By contrast, Sao Paulo wculd have acqnlred 850 thousand mlgrants

over the decadeos . -

6/ . Cf. footnote 1 in table 1 of - "0 Censo Demogrifico do Brasil —
Resultados Praliminares", Conjuntura Econdmica, 25 (2), Rio Je
Janeiro, February 1971. ' ; ' . .

/The information
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N The ingormetion relating to the Southern and Center-ilest regions
would-indieete & continuation of the patterns established during the two
.prev1ous decaaesﬁA That is, Parani would again be the major recipient of
net mlgrants among Brazilian states; meanwhile, the new Federal District
as well as Goids and Mato Grosso and, to a lesser extent, Santa Catarina,

would have made substantial gains in net migration.

Conclusions.

' . Unfortunately, the main observation to be drawn from our_preliminery
review of migration trends in Brazil relates to the deficiencies of basic
information on the subjecte The only reliable data at ouf disposal are
those from the 1940 and 1950 censuses since prior enumerations did not
dlscrlmlnabe the resident population by place of birth wnlle the 1960 and
1970 censuses have yet to be published, In thz absence of valid information
for these earlier and recent periods, we have attempted to draw gross
inferences from comparisous of growth rates in various regions and stateeo

Despite the shortcomings of the data, certain basic findings im_poée
themselves on our attention. Firstly,'with respect to the pra-1940 era,
the main centres of attraction were constituted by the Federal District
(later Guanabara State) and by the state of Sao Pauie. Begihniﬁg with the
1940ts, although these two areas continued to attract a diépfoportionate
pumber of migrants, !frontier! states such as Parand, Goiis and Mato Grosso
began to predominate as favourite destinations of migrents., Indeed, ene
of ﬁhe mere striking'obserVafione to be derived from this stﬁdy'is that,
in an era wherein’ preferentlal directlons of mlgratory moves in Latin .
Mmerica-are cotmmonly identified- w1th a rural to urban exodus. the present
information would underline the- 1mportance of large movements towards
predominantly rural-agricultural erease = - _ o ;

With respect to major suppliers of out-migrants, the state of Minas
Gerais has maintained, throughout the period under consideration, its position
as the- most 1mportant source of outwardpbound movement se Meanwhile. the
Northeastern region began assumlng 1mportance as a major zone of out-migration
during the 1940's and persisted in this rcle a’ least during the 1950's.

/As of



As of 1940, 8.5 per cent of Brazil's population were migrants; by

1950, this figure had reached 10.3 per cent, representing an increase of
1.8 million migrants over the previous census. Although comparable data
are unavailable for more recent dates, it is indubitable that migratory
movements have been 1ncrea51ng in both relative and absolute terms as a
" consequence of *mproved transport and communlcatlons and of w1despread
" social changeo

Flnally, it may be worth noting that, although deficiencies in the
data have been accentuated in this preliminary report, considerably
iﬁproved inferences could be carried out in a subsequent research effort.
This would involve procuring and adjusting information on rates of natural
increase for each state and region (as well as immigratioh figures if and
where the'proportion of recent immigrants is significant). Using these
figures; the expected population size of each state at the time of a
second census (é.,ge 1970) could be computed on the basis of natural increase
from a first census (e.go 1960) and the difference between actual and
a expected populatlon at the time of the second census could be attributed
tor migration. Theoretically simple, in the absence of valid vital information
“such computatlons'are complex and painstaking in practioe. NeVértheless,
the dlfflcultles and effort involved are well worthwhile since otherw1se
1nformat10n on migration in Brazil is unlikely to be obtained in the near

'-future.
One other alternatlve source of information on Braz1l's internal

o mlgratlon should also be explored, namely, the ONUECE sample data which

‘has been’ collected by CELADE. Although prospects for the publication of
1960 census data in the 1mmed1ate future look rather dim, much could be
gained by an analys1s of swnple data from the 1960 (and eventually 1970)

census whlch are to be found in ODUECE. Because of the potential importance

7 .of this source, an evaluatlon of its advantages and problems are presented

1n Annex Ie

" [Annex I



. - ‘Annex I
- THE OMUECE DATA ON BRAZIL

. To. assist in the analysis of the 1960 round of Latin American eensuses,
CELADE recently initiated'a-pféjégt called “Operacidn Muestras de Censos" or
OhUZCE.  These data, -culled from the various demographic censuses carried out
girea 1960, command considerable potential value in Several respects for any
given country. . But, in aadltlon, as concerns our spec1f1c qnestlon of
internal migrations in Brazil they can prov1de information from the 1960
cepsuq which are apparently doomed to inexistence elsewhere, as well as
provide otherwise unobtainable infofmatidn.

- The size of the sample selected by OMUECE véries with each country;
for Brazil, the data contains compiete information for a representative
sample of 900,000 individuals, representing some 1.3 per cent of the entire
population. By its very size, the amount of information to be derived
from this sample is virtually limitless. Moreover, since the tabulations
from sample material have not yet as been definitely structured, it is
- theoretically possible to ordain the materials in such a manner as to
investigate practically any question which might be deemed worthwhile.

It might be beneficial to hlghllght bréefly a few of these potentially
valuable facets,

A first advantage of the OMUECE mlgrat¢on relates to its ability

to provide a dirett measure of mlgration. That is, prior to 1960, the-
census information on migration referred solely to state—of-blrth, statew -
of-residence informations - Consequently the internal distribution of -
population had to be evaluated through indirect 1nferences from analyses
in the changes in the number of inhabitants. Such estimates, though of
ndubltable value, nevertheless remain 1n the form of indirect estimates..
By contrast, in 1960, a direct question on mlgratlon hlstory was inserted
into the census questionneaire in the form of "what was the date you moved
into this municipio?®™ Although the information to be derived from such
a question might appear to be ihitiated as a rather routine bit of data,
the possibilities it opens up are of great import to the migration field.

/By permitting



- 25=.

. By permitting a direct distinction between natives and migrants and

" between various classes of migrants accordlng to.their duration of residence
in the present communlty, it becomes p0551ble to undertake the 1nvestlgat10n
of -several prev1ously unattainable questions.

Firstly, the volume of migration flow between munlciplos can be
ascertained whereas previous information was limited to inter-state or
inter-regional migration. Moreover, each of these migration streams can
be broken down by period of arrival (i.e. — migrants with less than one
year of résidence, 1 to 4 years, 5 to 10 years, etc.).

Secondly, the characteristics of the migrants in each type of migration
current (inter-municipio and inter-state) can be compared with the
characteristics of the natives at each of their respective destinations.
Moreover, the characteristics of these various classes of migrants can .
also be compared according to the period of arrival. In this manner, it
becomes possible to reconstruct the composition of different types of
migration currents in different periods and relate the différential
composition to underlying socio—~economic changes,s Moreover, the relative
adjustment of various migrant groups to the economic and social structures
of their respective destinations can readily be evalﬁated.

The characteristics of various migrant classes at different periods
which- can be compared to those of natives or other migpént groups are
' manifold. Prior to the 1960 census, the only characteristics of migrants
which could be 1nvest1gated were those of age and sex, however, even these
. characteristics had to be indirectly estimated through the appllcatlon of
various mlgratlon-estlmatlng techniquess Now, with the direct migration
question inserted into the 1960 census, it becomes possible to cross~tabulate
various classes of migrants not only according to age and sex but also with
practically any other aspect on which the census has collected information.
In actuality, however, because of temporal and monetary considerations,
most census programmes do not include plans for tabulating migration in

conjunction with other demographic information.

/Thus, the
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...-Thus;- the advantage of the OMUECE tabulations lies precisely in the
fact that, -dealing with .a smaller sample; more numerous detailed tabulations
- can be exploited at minimum cost. For instance, the OMUECE programme ‘
provides tabulations on natives and migrants in various currents by duration
of residence on age, -sex, marital status, literacy, education, schoel
attendance, occupation, branch .of economic activity, occupational caﬁegory,
labour force participation, marginality, and could include such aspects as
income and housing. . < '

The value of this type of information within the context of a highly
mobile population cannot be overemphasized yet it is normally obtainable
only through local sample surveys. The very fact that direct comparisons
can be made between various classes of migrants and natives on several
variables, and on a nation-wide basis is highly pesitive since the deartl
of information on migration differentials is widely decried.

-In short, the exploitation of OMUECE tebulations in general, and for
the study of Brazilian internal migrations in particular; is to be highly
recommended.  Under such circunstances, ‘it might well be asked - why, if
these data are so valuable, ha&e they not yet been tabulated and analyzed?
The answer is simply that funds have not yet been uncovered which would
permit computef~tabulation of the sample datar. The estimated costs of -
such an enterprise run to approximately five thousand dollars, a paltry
sum in comparison to the richness of the data, but one which CELADE has
as yet been unable to:obtain. The provision of such funds would be well
compensated by the. quantity and.quality of.the recovered information.
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