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1. Introduction

This paper presents a general discussion of the demographic aspects
of the problems relating to the formulation of housing policies and programs
for Latin America. Inasmuch as housing programs are intended to serve
people, and shelter represents a basic personal need, demographic
considerations are necessarily important in the formulation of housing
policies and programs, There is a close cornection between the population
characteristics and trends of each of the Latin American countries and its
housing problems. More specifically, demographic factors need to be
taken into account in the analysis of the housing market, the evaluation
of the current housing situation, and the determination of current and
prospective housing needs. The need for housing is, of course, affected
by population growth, marriage rates, rates of household formation and
dissolution, birth and death rates, and other demographic changes,
Knowledge about these changes represente only important background
information, however. Housing policies and programs must also take into
account various physical, economic, cultural, and technological factoré.
The conditions and age of housiag units, the organization and costs of
building construction, the level and distribution of personal ard family
income in relation to living costs; attitudes and desires of perscns
with regard to the type of housing needad and preferred, the state of the
building arts and the level of skill c¢f the labor force, etec., illustrate
some of the non-demographic factors. affecting the housing situation, 'In
view of the principal orientation of this paper, however, only brief
consideration will be given to such factors, and the focus will be on the
more strictly demographic aspects of housing analysis.

This study should be viewed as preliminary at this time and subjiect
to revision, since it takes acccunt oinly of the more readily available data
and depends in part on illustrative material. A more complete analysis of

the pertinent datz may be made at a later date,

/2« Demographic
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2. Pemographic data and snalysis

(a) Population growth
It seems at first to review in some detail those general population

characteristics and changes for national areas as a whole which may have an
important relation to, and effect on, hcusing requirements, '

The population of Latin America grew rapidly between 1955 and 1959 at
an estimated average annuzl rate of 2.4 per coent and about 5 million persons
are being added annually to the total, This rate may be compared with a world
average of 1.7 per cent and a rate of 0.7 per cent for Northwestern Burope
(see table A). The latier two figures illustrate moderate and low levels of
population growth. The rate for Latin America is, in fact, higher than for
any other coatinent. Althcugh a fow countries in Latin America have low or
moderate growth rates (i.e., less than 2.0 per cent), as Argentina with
1o per cent and Uruguay with Q.4 per cent, the great majority heve high rates
(i.€s, 2.5 per cent or more) and several have extremely high rates (i.e.,

3.0 per cent or more), as, for example, Costa Elca with 3.4 per cent, the
Dominican Republic with 3.0 per ceut, and Guatenala with 3.0 per cent,

This high growth has resulted firom a high level of fertility combined
with moderate mortalily. The average annual birth rate in Tatin ;America
during 1955-59 was about .3 per 1 00D pepulaticn. This figure may be compared
with a rate of 18 for Northwestern Ewrope in the same period. The lowest
estimates for any Latin Anerican ccuntry are 23 per 1 000 population for
Argentina and 13 per 1 000 for Uruzusy. Out of 21 areas, however, about
three-fourths had estimated rates of 45 or more. The latter figure is well
below the limits of female feprdductive capacity; nevertheless, it reprecents
a very high level of fertility. The crude death ratve in Latin America in
1955~59 was about 19, which is stiil moderately high. A few countries have
rates around 25 and Uruguay's and Argeuntina's rates are only about 8.

The rate of population growth in Latin America has been accelerating in
recent decades, as a result of the decline of the death rate combined with
the near stability of the birth rate:

Period Average annual rate growth
1900-25 1.8
1925-35 1.9
1935-45 2.0
194555 2.4

1T+ 2~
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It is a matter of speculation at this stage of knowledge, whether and when
the birth rate in Latin America will show -any substantial decline in the next
decade or so, In any case, in view of the current level of the death rate and
the likelihood for its further decline, it seems quite possible that in the
near future there will be a greater decline in the death rate than in the birth
iy

According to estimates and projections of the population of each country
of Latin America for 1960 and 1970 prepared by the Economic Commission for
latin America in cooperabtion with the United Nations Demographic Centre for
Latin America, it is expected that between 1960 and 1970 the population of the
twenty republics (excluding Puerto Rico) will increase by 58 million or 29 per

rate and, hence, that the rise in the growth rate may very well continue,

cent, from 199 million to 257 million (see-table 1). These figures imply a
somewhat higher rate of increase than in the past decade, or 2.6 per cent
annually. The expected increases will vary from 9 per cent for Uruguay to 37
per cent for the Dominican Republic; 2all areas except Uruguay and Argentina
are expected to increase by more than 20 per cent. Puerto Rico, with a popula-
tion of 2 350 0CO in 1960, is expected to have essentially the same population
in 1970 as in 1950, as a result of a continuing heavy out-migration to the
United Statgs.g/

It is important tc note, in considering any summary figures for Latin
America, that Brazil {66 million in 1960) now constitutes about one—third of
the total, and Mexico (35 million in 1930}, Argentiﬁa (21 nillion in 1960), and
Colombia (15 million in 1960) together constitute a2 little more than a second
third. The remaining 17 areas meke up less than ore-third of the total,
therefore.i/ |

i/ Christopher Tietze, "Human Fertility in Latin fmerdica", Annals of the
fmerican Academy of Political and Social Science, March 1958, pages 84-93;
and United Nations, latin American Seminar on Population, Rio de Janeiro,
Brazil, 5-16 December, 1955, New York 1958, Summry of Meeting 9,
pages HO-L2. . : : .

2/ Estado Libre Asociado de Puerto Rico, Junta de Planificacidn, Negoeiado
de Fconomia y Estadisticas, Proyecciones del Desarrcllo Feondmito de.
Puerto Rico, Diciembre, 1957, page 45.

3/ If the recently announced provisicnal figure from the 1960 census of
Brazil - 70.5 million -~ is accepted, the total for Latin America in 1960
and the increase between 1950 and 1960 would be about 5 millicn greater,
Furthermore, the average armual rate of increase bstween 1950 and 1660
would be 2.6 per cent rather than 2.4 per cent as stated above and the
expected rate of growth between 1960 and 1970 would be about 2.9 per cent.

™Y LU
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(b) Number and srowth of households

Inasmuch as the consummer units in the housing market are households or
families rather than individuals, we are more directly concerned with the growth
in the number of married couples, families, cor households than with the growth in
the number of irndividuals. In cother words, in the consideration of housing util-
ization and needs, households rather than individuals are the more important
demographic unit for study because, in general, cne housing umit is occupied, o
required for occupancy, by one household.

According to the definition which has been recommended as an international
standard, a houschold consiets of an individual or a group of individuals who share
their living quarters and their principal meals.é/ Cn this basis, in some cases
more than one household may cccupy a dwelling unit (especizliy where unrelated
perscns are living in the unit).é/ Generally, however, a houschold and a dwellirng
vnit are complementary concepts, Classification cof households vary between the
censuses and surveys of different countries, and comparability of the data can be
Viewed as approximate at bhest.

A (census) family is a different unit than the household. It consists of
a group of persoms living together related by marriage and blood. Definitions wury,
however. In some cases the definition refers tec a2 more restricted group, the
ruclear or biological family, consisting of the head of the household, his spouse,
and thelr ummarried children.é/ In thie joint or extended family, on the other
hand, two or more generztions c¢f a biological family live in the same dwelling
unit. A household may consist of more than one family, whether or two sets of
related persons or two sets of unrelated persons; in practice, however, a family
and a hcusehold are usually complementary concepts. These distinctions are
important in the measurement of housing needs becauée, as will be described more
frlly below, housing standards should (ideally) take irto account the structure of

the household in terms of families and nuclear Tamilies.

é/ United Nations, Principles anc recommendations for National Population
Censuses, Statistical Reporis Series M, N° 27, New Work, 1958.

5/ A household may consist of a single person who lives alone in a dwelling unit
or who, like a renter, occupies one or more rooms in a dwelling unit withoui
sharing his querters or mesls with others, Or, the houschold may consist of
two or more persons who occupy a dwelling unit in whole or part and who share
their quarters and meals, It may be robed that this definition followe the
housekeeping concept, according to which a household may occupy only part of a
dwelling unit, rather than the dwelling unit concept, where the two correspond,

6/ United Nations, Multilingcual Demographic Dictionary, Population Studies
N° 29, English Edition, New York, 1958.

/4 small
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A smzll proportion of the population of each country lives outside private
households in so-called institutional or non-family households. In additicn to
the population living in institutions (such as prisons, old age homes, hospitals
for chronic illness, etc.), some persons live in such types of grouvp quarters as
boarding houses, lodging houses, hotels, convents, military barracks, etc. Data
on the proportion of the population whichlives cutside private households are
available only for some of the countries of Latin America. These figures are chowm
in table C, along with figures for several countries of Northwestern Europe for
comparison. {These figures are, of course, affected by variations from ore ccuntiy
to another in the definitions of private and non-family households used in the
censuses.) The proportions for the latin American countries vary greatly but they
all fall well below 10 per cent and, with cne exception, below 5 per cent. The
proportions for the countries of Northwestern Europe also tend to fall below 5 per
cent. This similerity seems surprising. One would expect a somewhat lower average
for Latin America than for Northwestern Burope, as a result of the lesser avallability
of institutional fécilities arxl the more cohesive family structure, ete., in the
former region. In view of the small proportion of the population living in non-
family househeolds, and the fact that this part of the population does nct have
to be supplied with reguisr dwellings, we can largely omit the population 1iving
in non-family households from consideration in evaluating housing needs.

In spite of the considerable importance of infeormation on the number and
characteristics of households for varicus planning purposes, the data on families
and households available for the couniries of Latin smdrica are quite limited.
Data on households are not yet available from the few censuses taken around 1960.

We have to turn to the 1950 censuses for any substantial body of statistics of
this type. Anticipating the discussion below regarding the types of data on
households which are pertinent to the analysis of housing needs, we may summarize
the kinds of data available as follows. For 15 countries (excluding Bolivia,
Chile, Guatemala, Honduras, Peru, and Uruguay) data are available from the 1950
censuses on the total number of private households, and for 14 countries(excluding
these areas and Argentina) on the number of households by size and on the number
of persons in private housecholds by size. Eleven countries provided data on the
relationship to the head of the household for members of private households.
Beyond this, very few data on households are available from the censuses of 1950,
Cnly afew countries provided data on households distributed by theage of the head of

/the household,
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the household, and none provided date on households classified by structural
type following the general lines suggested by the United Nations (see below).Z/
Census data on the number of households and the population in private

households, for most countries of Latin America, around 1950, are presented

in table D, It is evident that the number of households in a population bears

a roughly consistent relationship to the number of persons. In general, pecple
live in family groups and the average size of these family groups does not {
vary widely from one date to another in a gliven country or even from country
to country. Although the ratio of households to population is fairly stable 4
from year to year, however, relative changes in population and in households
in a given period may show only a rough similarity and may, in fact, diverge
greatly., Households mey grow more c¢r less rzpidly than population, and the

direction of the difference may not be the sane from one peried to another,
Unfortunately, historical data on househclds are lacking for most countries
of ILatin America., Iilustrative figures are given below for four countries

of Latin America with comparative figures for Sweden and the United States:

Per cent increase

Period Households Populatjon
Brazil 1940 = 50 27.2 2L.1 i
Costa Rica 1927 - 50 50.4 69.6 E
Panama 1940 - 50 17.2 33.2
Puerto Hico 1940 = 50 2.1 18,3 1
' 1950 - 60 6.3 12.8
Sweden 1945 = 50 1.0 L.8 ;
United States 19L0 = 50 22.6 14.5 '
1950 ~ 60 25.1 8.5

The very crude simijarity of the rates or change results from the fact that
general population growth 1s likely to bs accompanied by roughly similar growth
of the adult pepulation, the population from which the heads of new households
coms,

7/ Panama represents an cutstanding exception with respe¢t to the type of
data published: data are given, for example, on households by ags, sex,
and marital status of head, on households by age of head and number of

_children under 15, and on presence of wife for male heads by number of
children and number of other relatives.,

/On the
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On the other hand, the specific factors involved in the growth of
population and households are different. General populaﬁion growth in a
given period is largely a function of the birth and death rates in that periods,
Growth of househclds is dependent on the rate of growth of the adult population
(or changes in birth and death rates in prior periods), its age distribution,
age-specific marriage, divorce, and widowhood rates, and tendencies of nuclear
families and individuals to live doubled up. Whether or not the number of
households will increase and the magnitude of the increase or decrease depends
on the configuration of these factors, High age-specific divorce rates support
high growth rates for househclds; widowheod contributes to a decrease in
households, The effect of marriage depends on the relative proportion of
younger marriage partners, who tenﬂ to create new households, and the propo:iion
of older ones, who terd to give up one or itwo previouvsly exdsting households,
(Further discussion of these factors is given below in relation to size of
households.)
{c) 8ize of households _

Households vary in size, age, structure, and other characteristics

pertinent to an evaluation of housing needs. Household size and stiructure
have an important impact on the needs for living space, and the age of the
household or of the head of the household tends to bear an important relation
to household size and structure. Other characteristics of households do not
bear so directly on the physical need for space as they do on the preference
or ability of the household to seck additvional housing space: family income,
occupation of the head, educational attainment of the memhers, etc. Let us
consider first the factor of household size,

Data on the average size of private households for the countries of
Latin America indicate the tendency for households to run relatively large,
as would be expected from the age distribution of the population and the level
of fertility., The regional totals indicate that household size was about
56 per cent greater in Latin America than in Northwestern Eurcpe around 1950
(see table D), Households in Latin lmerica averaged about 4.9l persons. No
country for which data are availahle (14 countries) had a figure below 4.25,
and several had figures over 5.25. Argentina, Mexico,and Panama, are on the
relatively low side, with figures between 4.25 and 4.50, and Coiémbia, Nicaragua,
and Costa Rica, are on the high side, with figures above 5.50. In contrast,

/average household
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average household size for the countries of Northwestern Europe stood at
3.14 persons per household around 1950, varying from 2.90 for Sweden to
L.16 for Ireland., These figures are well below the levels for Latin America.
Statistics on the distribution of priwate households by number of members
throw additional light on the matter of household size. Cae half of the
households in Latin America have more than 4.6 members, in contrast with
2.9 for Northwestern Europe. Although sbout half of the households fall in
the middle of the range (3 to & persons), as is true for the couniries of
Northwestern Europe, there is a notably greater percentage of large households
(7 persons or more) than of small households (1 or 2 persons), quite unlike
the situation in Northwestern Europe. Only about one~-fifth of the households
in Latin America have less than three members, but more than Bne-quarter have
seven or more—members; the corresponding percentages for Northwestern Europe
are 42 per cent and 5 per cent, respectively. Panams fell at one exireme of
the distribution for the couniries forr which data are availabley; with as much
as 29 per cent of the households having less than 3 persons and only 22 per
cent having seven or more persons (see table E). Even thes¢ figures do not
reach the average for Northwestern Earope., In every country of Latin America
at least 16 per cent of the households had seven or more members and at least
4 per cent had ten or more members, Bscause of the large proportion of large
households, the population is concentrated in large households; about 46
per cent of the population lives in households with seven or more members and
" 17 per cent of the pbpulatioﬁ lives in households with ten or more nembers.
A complex combination of demographic factors must be considered in
accounting for differences in average size of household: (1) fertility rates;
(2) marriage rates; (3) divorce rates; (4) widowhuod rates; (5) tendencies
of families to double up or to set up separate households; (6) tendency of
households to include uﬁréléted members such as lodgers, boarders, servants;
and (7) age distribution. The first of these factors — fertility -
simultaneously has a direct effect on the growth of the total population
and of the mumber of children per family, but its effect on family size is
more pronounced. In fact, of the several factors cited, the higher fertility
of Latin America is the principal factor abcounting for the larger size of
household. It is estimated that the gﬁneral fertility rate (births per

/1 000 female
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1 000 female population 15 to 44 years) for Latin America around 1950 was
about 125 per cent higher than for the countries of Northwestern Europe. We
may recall that the average size of households in Latin America exceeded
the figure for Northwestern Furope by a large percentage also.

Associated with the high average size of household in Latin America is
the very large proportion of children., This is a direct result of the high
fertility rate., In most Latin American countries between 35 and 45 per cent
of the population is under 15 years of age, whereas in Northwstern Europe
and in North America, the proportion varies generally between 20 and 30 per
cent (see table D), At the same time the proportions of persons in the age
groups 15 to 64 and 65 and over in Latin America are relatively low;g/ The
smaller proportion of older adults contributes further to raising averags
household size in Latin America in comparison with Northwestern Europe.

The available statistics con marriages are so defective that they do not
permit a definite statement on the general level of the marrliage rate in
Latin America, but the census data on the marital status of the population
may be employed instead to indicate variations in the recent tendency to marry.
Data on the per cent of the population aged 25 to 29 years which had ever
married, for the countries of Latin America and Northwestern Europe, suggest
a roughly similar level of the marriage rate during the late 1940's in both
regions (see table D), Although the extreme values were higher for Latin
America, there was a general tendency for marriage rates to be lower there
than in Europe. The variations from country to country in Latin America
showed no particular relationships to household size; other factors apparently
exerted more influence.

Because censuses in Latin America have not mace a careful distinction
between households, families, nuclear families, and married-couples, and have
not gensrally tabulated statisties of this kind, little is known about the
tendency of families, married couples, or individuals to share the same
dwelling unit. Valuable indications are given by data on the relationship
of persons to the head of the household in which they live, particularly in
combination with data on marital status, Some attention is given to these

data below under the discussion of household structure.

8/ Vasilios G, Valaoras, "Young and Aged Populations", Annals of the American
Academy of Political and Social Science, March 1958, pp. 69-83.

£ 3\ Tram = tema
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(d) Household composition: Merital status

Housing needs clearly vary with the size of the household, but the
relation between the number of rooms requived or occupied and size of household
is by no means constant. For evaluating housing needs more fully, it is
necessary to take into account the composition of the household as well as its
size. The principal basis of determining household composition is the marital
status of the numbers and their relationship to the head of the household,

Data on the marital status of individuals are not only. important in
describing the housshold arrangements under which they live, but they are also
useful in interpreting changes in the mumber and size of households, in the
measurement of the current need for dwellings, and in the preparation of
projections of households, families, and married couples. Data on marital
status by age are directly useful for estimating the potential rumber of
housing units required or desirable where various assumed levels of
Tyndoubling® were to occur currently or at various future dates.

Five marital classes are usually distinghished in the census data for
Latin America: (legally) married, consensually “married", widowed, divorced,
and single (never married)., The group "separated" is sometimes available
independently and is sometimes included with the "divorced®, (It is quite
possible, however, that many persons who had separated from de facto unions
reported themselves as single in the censuses rather than married, divorced,
or separated.) The combination of divorced and separated persons {whether
from legal or de facto unions) fits the needs for use of the data in relation
to housing studies, since, for this purpose, the de facto status of the marital
union is more significant than its legal status.

For Latin America, no analysis of households cr of housing needs is
adequate which fails to take into account de facto {consensual) unions because
of their effect on the level and interpretation of the relevant data.g/ The

incidence of de facto unions varies widely among Latin American nations. The

9/ United Nations, Latin America Seminar on Population,Rioc de Janeiro,

Bragil, 5-16 December 1955, ST/Ti4/SER,C/33, New York, 1958, Summary of
Meeting 10, pp. 60-62,

/proportion of
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proportion of persons reported in "stable" de facto unions in the censuses
taken around 1950 exceeded 20 per cent of the population 15 and over in

El Salvador, Guastemela, Haiti, Honduras, Nicaragua, and Panama, and fell
between 5 and 20 per cent in most other countries of the region (see table 7).
The propcrtion which this group made up of the total "married® population

15 and over rose to 68 per cent in Guatemala and 75 per cent in Haiti, but
was only about 7 per cent for Ghiie, The validity of the numbers reported
for consensual unions is subject to considerabls question as a result of the
tendeney on the part of wmany pirsons living in consensual unions to report
themselves as legally married or as single. The validity of the reports is
very probably related to the degree of social stigma attached to;such unions.,
The variability in reporting tendencies for consensual unions adds a
censiderable element of doubt regarding the accuracy and comparability of
data on marital status for various arcas and for a given area at different
dates, In view of these consideraticas, it is believed that data which

include de facto undions are much more fZccurate reflections of the Ymarriedh

population, and hence more comparzble, than data which omit them. The type
of marriage clearly has an effect on the stability of family units and hence,
on the rate of formation of households and the requirements for dwellings.
Differences in the nature or marital unions alio give rise to the poggibility
that the type of marriage (Legal or Ae fuc¢te) has an effect on fertility;

the most defensible hypothesis is thot legal marriage tends to be associated
with higher fertility and henece with larger families.

Data on the per cent distribution of the populaticen by merital status,
for age groups, for the 15 countties which tabulated such data (except Puerto
Rico), are shown in table 2. The combined figures tor this area are here
considered as approximeting the tetal for Latin America. About half of the
males 15 and over, and about half of the females in this age range, were
married. The proportions varied from 40 per cent (males and females) for
Colombia to 58 per cent.(males) for Belivia and 59 per cent (females for
Guatemala. The proportion single was much higher among males than among
females (46 per cent compared with 4O per cent for the entire area) and the
proportion widowed was much lower (3 per cent compared with 8 per cent). The
proportion of males who are married rises to a maximum of 79 per cent at ages

/40 to
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LO to 49, then drops gradually to 62 per cent for the group 70 and over; for
females the maximmm of T4 per cent is reached earlier { at, ages 30 to 39) and s
followed by a sharp decline to 21 per cent at ages 70 and over, The proportion

of widowed persons moves in a complementary fashion. The proportion ol

M e o ——— e —

widowers climbs slowly to 26 per cent for persons 70 and over, while the
proportion of widows rises sharply to 58 per cent in this age range. In
fact, by ages 60 ta 69 the proportion of widows is higher than the proﬁortion
of married women, The large proportion of widows clearly has a very important
bearing on housing needs for older persons, j

The pattern of differences in marital composition between males and

females results from differences between the sexes in death rates, harriage
rates, and remarriage raites, Variations in the pattern frowm country to
country results also from differsnces in these factors, In interpreting the
general confisuration of the distribution, the possibility of marked differences
in mortality by maritel status, indicated by data for some other areas, should
be considered,.

Az far as housing needs are concerned, there is considerable interest
in married couples, It would be desirzble to distinguish directdy the
"married, spouse present” population emong the total number of married
persons, therefore, Generaily, this camnot be done from the census data,
If the data on the married population exeluded all separated persons and were
not affected by reporting errors; they would represent the umber of married
couples, This is not the case, hgweveraégf A rather direct (minimal)
indication of the number of women Ymarrisd, husband absent”, is given by the
count of married females who are heads of households, available for a fev

countries,

10/ An immediate cue for most countriss that the published data on married
persons does not represent married couples, in spite of the often stated
exclusion of separated persons, is given by the large and consistent
discrepancies between the number of married males and the mumber of
married females, They reprzsent essentially reporting errors and would
tend to be negligible if all married persons lived as couples,

/(&) Household
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Data on relationship to the head of the household represent another type
of demographic information pertinent to the analysis of housing needs. The
head is the person regarded as such by other members of the household; most
often the head is the princiral earner. Data of this kind mey be employed to
indicate the number and proportions of persons who are not members of the
nuclear family of the heoad and ths number and proportions of persens who are
living in the household of personz o whom they are not related, Data on
relationship to head are shown for 9 countries in Latin America, by sex, in
table G. The proporticn of perscns cther than heads, wives, and children
should be taken as a minimal estimate of those not living as primary individwls
or as members of primary nuclear families. (Strietly, some of the children
would be married and should be counted azs part of the doubled-up population
- .80y -2. per cent of the children in Brazil and 11 per cent in Venezuela.)
The figure wvaried from 13 par cent fer Mexico and Brazil to 29 per cent for
Venezuela, The proportion of the population living as "other relatives" than
the wife and children of the houschcld head varied from 9 per cent for Mexico
to 17 per cent for Nicaragua. Lodgers and servants living in the households
of others constituted from 3 per cent cf the population in Brazil to 7 per cent
in Nicaragua, except in Venezuela where the reported figure was 14 per cent.
Venezyela illustrates the case of a relatively concentrated use of housing
space, with a large proportion of Yoibher relatives! and nonrelatives; Mexico
illustrates the opposite types

The data on relsticnship to head taken alone are of rather limited
usefulness for analyzing hcusing neads, Bzcause they relate to individuals
and not to households, they tell mnothing about the nmumber of households,
nuclear families, or married couples affected by the doubling-up of families
and individuals. One basis of increasing the value of data on relationship
for the present purpose 1s to combine tabulation on relationship with tabulatians
on marital status. From such data we may ascertain more directly, first, the
difference between the actuel number of household hsads and the potential
number, and, second, the rumber of married couples who are not maintaining
their own households, Such data are available from the 1950 census for Brazil,

Venezuela, and, in part, Panama,

/The gap
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The gap between the reported number of heads, representing the actual
number of households, and the potential mumber, may be considered first in
terms of the variations in the proportion of heads according to merital status,
The percentages of heads in each marital group for the three countries
mentioned indicate that a very large proporiion, but not 211, married men are
heads of separate households, (As expected, cnly a small proportion of married
women are heads of households; these are prezumably not living with their
husbands.) A substantial portion of widcwsd 2nd diverced persons, especially
females, live in the household of others. ruixnby to 70 per cent of widowers,
only about half of the widows, and somewhat lower percentages of diverced
perscns of each sex maintain their own househ»slds, Less than one~quarter of
the single persons 15 and cover are heads of households.

The difference between ths nuriber of marrisd couples and the number of
'married heads, spcuse present", represents the”number_of married couples not
living in their own household, Tllustrative data, comsisting of correlative
statistics for women, are clnn for thrze countrles of Latin Amsrica, with

cemparative figures for the United States {in thousands):

Country Married woman, Marrizd vives  Married couples without
spouse precenl pf of how cwn_household

Number Per cent
Brazil? 8 050 7 251 739 9
Venezuela _ 62 5190 111 18
Panams, 113 96 19 15
United States 35 005 32 T0L 2 302 7
2/ Married women excluding female married heads ¢f households,

b/ Not adjusted for 4£5 000 “siegle vives, who are in fact either members
of consensual unions or are ssparated.

The proportion of married couples doubling~up is twice as high in Venezuela
as in Brazil,
Two-thirds to thres-guarters of the married females living in the house-
holds of others (i.e., not heads cr wives of heads) were relatives of the
head, according to data for Brazil and Venezuela. About one-third of the total

Jwere daughters

-
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were daughters of the head, and about one-third to two-fifths were other
relatives. Of tl: categories of potential heads other than married persops,
the single lodgers and single "other relatives" make up a very large part,
along with widowed parents (mostly femals).

Changes in household composition and in size of household through the
life cycle (to be considered Lelow) are reflected in sets of age-sex specific
ratios of heads to population or "headship” rates, particularly rates given
separately for marital classes, General headship rates for Brazil and Panama
are shown in table H, These data show that the rates rise rapidly from the
youngest ages to a.peak of about 87 or 92 per cent, respectively, at ages
50 to 59 and then decline slowly at the older ages., The rates for females
reach a pezk at a somewhat later age with values of about 30 to 40 per cent,
In spite of substantial differsnces in the absolute level between the rates
for Pamana and Brazil, for males and females, the (percentage) patterns of
the rates by age are quite close. This suggests the possibility of ﬁsing the
pattern of age-Specific rates for one country in making estimates and
projections of households fcr another. The levels and patterns of the age-sex
specific rates for the various marital groups differ widely from one another
(see table 4 which presents data for Panama). This suggests the desirability
of incorporating the alternative patterns for marital groups into any
estimation procedure where data on marital status are available.

(f) Households by structural type

A more complete basis for studying the influence of demographic factors
upon housing needs, as well for preparing projections of households in the
detail required for planning housing needs, is afforded by data on households
by structural type. One classification of multipersonal households by
structural types is that suggested by the United Nations as part of its
recamnended tabulation (second priority) for national cénsuses relating to

households by structural type and size i/

11/ United Nations, Principles and Recorwendations for Natjonal Population
Censuses, Statistical Reports Series M, N® 27, New York, 1958.

/I. A



ST/ECLA/CONF,9/L.12
Fage 16

I. A married couple without children.
IT. Both parents, or either one, and umearried children.
ITI, Both parents, or either one; married children who do not have their
own children; and single children, if any.
IV. Both parents, or either of them, married children and their children,
and single, if any.

V. Other (e.g., hcuscholds with other relatives, or nonrelatives).

To our knowledge, no country in Latin America has actually employed this
classification. However, a consideralle body of data on houscholds was
publiched for Psnama on the basis of the 1950 Census, and we may illustrate
with these data.ig/ Most multipersonal households in Panama —.roughly 55 per
cent ~ are of type II, consisting cf a single nuclear family with no Yother
relatives"t, that is, a married couple and their ummarried children, or a
single parent and children. Only about 12 per tent consisted of simply a
married couple - type I. Many households include a second, related married
couple, such as the parents of the head or of his wife (part of type V), or a
married child and his or her spouse, whether without children (type III) or
with children (type IV). Houscholds of types III and IV - that is, the bulk
of the houscholds with a second married couple - cannot be determined
separately from the Panamanian data but, in combination, they make up possibly
one fifth of all Iuseholds, A small percentage of the type V households
and 211 of the type IV houssholds are “iwo~gensraticn® households, the latter
containing grandchildren of the hesd and the former containing either parents
and children of the head or grandchildien of the head. Scme households
consist -of two or more unrelated individuals or families, or of a family and
cne or more unrelated individuals or families (all type V). In Latin America
it is common in citics among middle and upper class families for household
servants to live in the same housiilg unit as the principal family. For this

reason a substantial proportion of city families may fall in type V.iz/

12/ Reptitlica de Panami, Censos Nacionales de 1950, Quinto Censo de Poblacién,
Voluren VI, "Caracteristicas de la Tamiiia", '

13/ These unrelated individuals or couples, who eat apart and manage their
own finances sepzrately, may be considered in some cencuses as
constituting separate households, following the housekseping concept of
a household. In the 1950 Census of Panama, however, the dwelling unit
concept of the household was followed,

/For the
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For the purpose of analyzing housing needs, it would seem desirable to
- extend the classification of households by subdividing type V to show one-
person households, households with "other relatives®, and households which
contain families or individuals which are not related to the primary family
or individual. Furthermore, as called for in the United Nations recommendations
the tabulation of private households by structural type armd the tabulation bty
size should be combined, since space reseds vary both on the basis of the
composition of the household and its size, i.e., they vary for composition
when size is constant and vice versa.gé/ In addition, it would be desirable
to have information regarding the numbers of persons in each relationship
category (e.g., the number of children) and the sex of the memvers (e.g., sex
of the single parent, sex of the children). Another factor in addition to the
number and sex of household members affecting space needs 1s the age of the
children; young children nesd less space than ¢lder children.

We may illustrate such tabulaticns with the simplest case ~ household
type II. Separate tabulations fer houssholds with both parents, father only,
and mother only, should be obtained as follows:

Number and seX Probabilities of combination shown for
of children irndicated total mmber of children .
1 child:
1 boy 1/2
1girl i/2
2 children:
1 boy and 1 girl 1/2
2 boys or 2 zirls . : 1/2
3 children:
1 boy ard 2 girls, or
2 boys and 1 girl 3/4
3 boys or 3 girls 1/4
4 children:
1 boy and 3 girls, or
3 boys and 1 girl 1/2
2 boys and 2 girls 3/8
‘ L boys or 4 girls 1/8
Ete.

14/ Louils Winnick, American Housing and its Use, John Wiley and Sons, Inc.,
New York, 1958, page &3.

/In the
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In the absence of stabistics by sex of children general probabilities can
be applied as indicated in the last column on the right. In types III, IV
and V, the mmber of married couples, the sex of single parents and the number
of children of each couple by sex would need to be distinguished. -

Additional insight into the influence of demographic factors on housing
needs is provided by cross-tabulations of households by structural type and
age of the household head. Size of the household is highly correlated with
the age of the head, and the age of the head and the sitructural type bear a
close relationship also. The size of the household is even more highly
correlated with the age of the head when the latter data are specific for
each marital class. A classification by structural type and sge of head,
made with reference to the marital status of the head, would serve not only to
allow in large part for size variations but would alsc make possible a
methodplogical link between projections of population by age and marital
status, on the one hand, and projections of housing needs, on the other.
For this purpose, the marital groups, married (spouse present) single, and
other (by sex), or even married (spouse present) and other (by sex) would
serve, . :
The theoretical desirable detail in tabulations of the characteristics
of households for studying the influence of demographic factors upon housing
needs and of measuring them, particularly for analyzing space requirements,
may easily exceed the resources of any Latin American country to carry them
out, if not those of more affluent oouniries elsewhere. Since the kinds and
volume of data considered desirable and uvseful for these purposes may be very
great, it will, in practice, be nscessary to redﬁce the demands for data and
carry out the appropriate analyses on a more limited basis.
(g) Life cycle of a family, a household, and housing unit

The individual family and household have a characteristic life history
of their own, and although there is considerable variation from one family or
household to another, a general pattern prevails. The life cycle of the
nuclear family has been subjected to detailed analysis, especially in the
United States,lé/ but a corresponding analysis of the life cycle of the "nuclear”
household has not been made, The general pattern differs somewhat for families

15/ See, for example, Paul C. Glick, "The Life Cycle of the Familyt,
Marriage and Femily I4ving, Vol. XVII, N° 1, February 1955, pages 3-9;
and Paul C, Gllck Amer: can Families, John Wiley and Sons, Inc., New
York, 1957, Chapters 3 and 4. .-
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and households, however, as well as for households from country to country.
The different stages in the family and household cycles correspond,
approximately, to different housing needs; as, for example, the need to
secure or give up a separate housing unit or te transler to a largsr or
smaller unit.

Let us consider first the typical 1life cycle of a nuclear family. It
originates with marriage, grows in size as children are born, ccairaclis as
children marry or leave heme, and terminatces when both parents have died, or
when one parent has died and all the children have left home or married, The
patterr is not static, however, and secular and cyclical changes in age of
marriage, spacing of children, sire cf completed family, and length of life
can affect the pattern of fanily formation, growih, end eventual dissolution.
These family changes, of course, affect the pattern of housing reeds., [Irom
the available statistical data, mostly from the 1950 censuses, only a few of
the dynamic aspects of the fanily in contemporary Latin America can be
described. More will be known with the accumulation of the results of special
research studieslé/ and with the tabulation and analysis of the 1960 censuses.

The estimated average (median) age of men at first marriage (including
de facto unions) in Latin America in 1950 was abcut 25,6 years; and the average
(median) age for women was 2bout 21.3 years (see table I), These figures can
be interpreted as applying to the group {ecohort) of males and females born
about 26 and 21 years before 1950, respectively. They are rough approximations
derived indirectly from "1950% census tabulations of the population classified
by marital status and age for 16 countries in Latin America (excluding

16/ For example: Ledén Tabah and Radl Samuel, "Encuesta de fecundidad y de
actitudes relativas a la formacidn de la familia: resultados preliminares’,
Cuadernos MAdico-Sociales, Vol, II, N° 2, Santiago, Chile; or Tabah and
Samuel, "Preliminary Findings of 2 Survey on Fertility and Attitudes
toward Family Formation in Santiago, Chile", paper presented at the
Conferznce on Family Planning, New York, October 14, 1960, and reproduced
by the Milbank Memorial Fund, New York.

/Dominican Republic,
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Dominican Republic, Honduras, Mexico, Feru and Uruguayﬁ.lZ/ These figures
imply a relatively low age at marriage for females and a "medium" age for
males, About 86 per cent of the males in Latin America, and 83 per cent of
the females eventually marry, and hence form nuclear families, according

to 1950 census data on marital status (see table J).;g/ Tn Northwestern
Earope, the-tendency is for persons, particularly women, to merry later but
for a substantially largsr proportion of the population eventually to marry.
Estimates of median age at first marriage and the proportions eventually

marrying for individual countries arc shown in tables I and J.

17/ The use of census data on maritzl status fi11s in part the gap created
by the general lack of adequate slatistics on marriages, Snecifically,
the figures on median age at first marriage are based on census data on
the proportions of the population that were ever-merried, i.e., including
the widowed and divorced in addition to those currently married.

Data on the ever-married population were obtained from the compilation
of 1950 census data given in: Jastituto Interamericanc de Estadistica,
La Estructura Demogrifica de las Nazicnes Americanas, Vol., I, Caracte-
risticas Generales ds la Poblacidn, Tomo 2, “"Estado Conyugal y Distri-
bucién de la Pobiacién por Hegaves", and United Nations, Demographic
Yearbook, 1955. The method of computing the median age at first
marriage involves deterrining ths age corresponding to one half the
proportion ever-married at about age 55 (or ages 50 to 59). Since a
number of different age or merriage cohorts (an age cohort and a marriage
cohort being groups of persons who had been born or married in the same
year, respectively) are represented in the census data at one date, the
median age so computed is a synthetic measure and the reference date

in terms of real cohorts is not clear. With similar data for a member
of consecutive censuses, it is pcssible to compute the median for a -
‘specific age cohort. In either case, the weak but not too important
assumption is nade that the portality rates or single and ever-married
persons between the ages of 14 and 50 are the same,

18/ The proportion ever-married at about age 55 (ages 50-59) is taken as an
estimate of the chance of eventual marriaze. At this age the proportion
ever-married hardly increases further with advancing age. The figure
could be interpreted as referring to a cohort born 55 years or so
prior to 1950, If it can be asgumed that the age-specific proportions
merried have not been chenging significantly over time, the figures
above can be assumed to refer to any recent date. This estimate also
implies similar mortality rates for single and ever-married persons
between age 14 and 50.

/The intervals
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The jntervals between marriage and succesive births {or the so-called
pattern of child spacing) is not known. It may be reasonably assumed that
the first child comes after an interval of about one year after marriage.ég/
The mean age of childbearing is about 28,5 for Latin American women. It is
estimated further, on the basis of thé annual growth rate and the theoretical
interrelationships of demographic characteristiecs in a "quasi-stable®
population, that they will kave had between 5 and 6 {about 5.6) children in
their lifetim§.gg/ The coreesponding data on "children per woman', for women
of completed fertility (45 and over), available from the 1950 censusss, arve
50 limited and subject to such underreporting that they can be used only to
suggest the general minimsl level of "lifetime" fertility., These statistics
are consistent with the eéstimate given above., Table K presents data on the
average nurber of children ever born per 1 COO women 45 years and over for
several countries of Latin America and Northwestern Europe, and for the
United Statss., The paftern of high fertility in Latin America appears to
result from a moderately low average age at marriage and continuation of
childbearing until a fairly late age in the reproductive period, as well
as from high age-specific birth rates.

Availability of death rates for marital classes would make possible the
direct computation of estimates of the 1life expeétancy of a hypothetical
cohort of men and women marrying zt ages 25 and 21 (median ages at marriage),
the average number of years of marrisd life, and the average number of years

19/ The sample survey of fertility in Greater Santiago, Chile, conducted
in 1559 by the United Nations Demographic Center for Latin America, showed
that, for women married once, 61 per cent had their first child within
the first year cf marriage. See op, c¢ilt., Tabah and Samuel, "“Preliminary
Findings .,..". With respect to higher order births, most births occured
between one and two ysars after the previous birth, without much variation
for the order of births. Results are not available from the survey
regarding the age of mothers at the biyth of their last child.

20/ This figure corresponds to the so-called cumulative fertility rate, or
2.06 times the gross reproduction rate. This rate was computed on the
basis of the assumption that the population of Latin America approximates
a quasi-stable population model with an annual average growth rate of
2.4 per cent (the actual growth rate for Latin America in 1950-59). Use
was made of unpublished sets o f tables prepared at the United Nations
Demographic Center for Latin America presenting various statistics for
stable and quasi-stable population models,

Jof widowhood,
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of widowhood. On-the basics of official life tables for various past dates
for the general population, it is estimated that life expectation in 1955-60
amounted to about 39 years for males at age 26 and 46 years for females at
age 21, and, hence, that at the time of marriage males could expect to live
to about age 65 and females to age 67. The 46 years of future lifetime for
womsn who had jusf married would consist of approximately 33 years of
married life and 13 years of widowhood; that is: more than one-fourth of the
future lifetime of a newly married womsn would be‘spent as a widow, if she
did not remarry after widowhood.g;/ Furthermore, in the commonest family
situation the father would tend to die before the youngest child had reached
his eighteenth birthday, and hence, in the course of its "natural history",
the nuclear family would consist of a surviving widow and one or more children
under 18,

For the most part, the probable latin American picture resembles that
of the United States prior to Werld War I. In recent years, a new pattern
has developed in the latter arsa. This pattern includes a law age at
marriage, a mcderate level of fertility, and early completion of childbearing.
A4s a result of these changes and the further extension of length of life,
Lypically the couple has a number of years of joint married life after the
youngest child has rcached age 18 ard has even married.

21/ These figures wape derived by constructing a special life table in which
the survivors of an original cohort of married women were divided into
those who remained married and those who became widows. The basic life
tables employed for this purpose which had a 1ife expectancy of about
39 years for males at age 26 and of about 46 years for females at age
21 were the tables for "Other races, male" and "Other races, female"
published in: United States Bureau of the Census, U,S, Life Tableg and
Actuarial Tables, 1939-41, by T. N. E. Greville, Washington, D.C., 1946,
From one point of view, the figures tend to overstate the years of widow-
hood since mortality rates for all males, rather than for married males,
were used and no allowance was mads for divorce or remarriage. On the
other handy if account 1s taken of the shifting expectation of future
life at each attained age for widows, the resulting mean period of
widowhood would be still higher than given above, amounting to possibly
18 to 20 years. On this basis, average years of widowhood of males
would be only a few years lower than for females., See Robert J, Myers,
"Statistical Measures in the Marital Life Cycles of Men and Women",

International Population Conference, Vienna, 1959, International Uhlon
Tor the SClentlflc Study of Population,

/The life
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The life cycle of a household differs from that of a family in its
date of inception and its date of demise, A typical household begins somewhat
later than the corresponding family and terminates somewhat later alsoc. Its
period of life extends from its establishment by a married couple in a
separate housing unit to either the death of the first (usually male) spouse
and the transfer of the survivor (usually widow) to the home of relatives, or
to the death of the surviving spouse (usually widow) in her own home.

The period of time between marriage and the establishment of a separate
houschold is not known. The change may coincide with the arrival of the
first child but more often it will come several years later, In addition to
custom and personal preferences, the availability of suitable housing and
the income level of the couple would have a strong influence on the decisiou
to set up a separate household. Were it not for these limiting factors, it is
hypethesized that the intervel between marriage and the establishment of a
household would be negligible, It should be possible to develop an estimate
of this kind on the basis of data on marital status (married couples) and
relationship (heads), by age, which would permit determination of the
proportion of married couples at each age which do not have their own homes,
Sample survey methods could throw direct light on this question. At the
other end of its "natural® life, the original household may last anocther
13 years after the correspording nuclear family has terminated if the
surviving widow contimuss to mairtaln her cun household after the departure
or marriage of her children and subsequent death of her husband, or the
household may last exactly as lonz as the nuclear family when an urmarried
child remains in the household until the death of his widowed mother.

It should be possible to develop a direct estimate of the average
length of life of a househiold by applying like table techniques to data on.
heads of households by age°22 On the basis of the above znalysis, however,

gg/ Specifically, the per cent "heads” of the total population in each age
group could be graduated to rates for single years and their differences
taken, The "central' rates (m' ) so derived would be converted to
tprobabilities" (q' )} by ary of several well known devices. Other
factors, such as de%th, mst be taken into account also, The avercge age
of becoming a head could be computed from the "df_" column and the “et_n
column would indicate average length of life of a*household, Data in
the table could be combined with independent information to estimate
the average interval between marriage and the establishment of a
household, '

[P T
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s typical household in Latin America lasts 20 to )0 years, depending

on the interval for establishing g home and whether the widow (or widower)
goes to live with relatives at the death of her husband (hiz wife) or
maintains her (his) household till her (his) death. On the other hand,

the average length of useful 1life of a (conventional)} dwelling, although

not known, exceeds 60 years and may even exceed 80 years, Thus, considéring
the longevity factor only, on the average g dwelling tends to outlive the
particular household which cccupies it by a considerable number of years,
perhaps frem 25 to 50 years, or, spart from "turn-over®", to be occupied by
at least two households in its lifetime, Hence, over any considersble
period of time, the total number of dwelling units needed will be
substantially less than the nuwbor of households which ever existed during
the period. One gap in our knowledge here relaﬁes to the longevity of
dwelling units. In principle, the average "length of life" of g dwelling
unit could be dstermined statistically by cenputing a “"life tablen for
dwelling units, that is, by adapting the techniques of life table construciion
used in demographic studies to housing data. Average length of life would
correspond to “expectation of 1life" in the conventional 1ife table.gé/

h) Urbanizstion and internal migration

The discussion has to this point been confined to a consideration of
the national situation as a whole, licusiug nceds have to be evaluated
locally,however, i.s., in terms of spzcific geographic areas, and housing
programs mnét be adapted to the needs of a specifie local population,
Housing needs vary from area to area on the basis of local differences in
the numbers and characteristics of households, rates of household formastion,
and prospects for growth in the nurber of households, as well as on the
basis of prevailing housing conditions,_family.incmne characteriétics, and

the nature of the local economy. These ccnsiderations are all the more

23/ Such a table could be developed on the basis of data on the total rumber
of housing units in a given year and data on the number of units demolished
or declared unfit for habitation in the year, each distributed by
"year built! or "age!, - From these data would be computed the V"age~
specific death rates" corresponding to the conventional life table, At
present, the kind of data required to prepare such 2 table is rarely
available, Eventually, it would be desirable to refine such studies
by preparing separate tables according to the type of dwelllng and the
basic material of construction,

/pertlnent in
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pertinent in view of the fact that housing is essentially an immobile
commodity and a housing supply of a particular kind no longer needed by
or ill-~adapted to, one community cannct simply be transferred to another
commnity which has need for it.

The most ocutstanding demographic facts concerning the internsl geographic
distribution of the population of Latin America are that Latin America is
still a predeminantly rural continent, although urbanization has been
proceeding rapidlyogéf With the exception of Argentina, Cuba, Chile, Uruguay,
and Venezuela, every other country of Latin America has a majority in rural
areas, although Colombia and Mexico are nesr the point of balance (see
tsble 1).

Hearly 30 per cent of the population of Lstin Americz lived in cities
of 20 000 or more in 1960 as compsred with sbout 25 per cent in 1950.

As expected, there zre wide variations from these regional averages, however.
For example, 1 out of every 2 Argentinians live in cities of 20 000 or more,
whereas only 1 in every 20 Haitlans live in cities of this size.

Within the general framework of urbsnization, growth has been greater
for the larger cities than for the smaller ones, The general pattern has
been for a single lerge city to doninate the urban pepulation of each
country and to contain an increasingly larger proportion of the total urbesn
population.gé/ Caracas Metropolitan District expanded from 5 per cent
of the total population in 1920 to 16 per cent in 1955, Santiage sbout

24/ The discussion regerding urbsnization which follows is based largely
on the report of the United Nations: MAspectos Demogrificos de la
Urbenizacidn en América Latina®, Seminario sobre problemas de urbani-
zacidn en Américs Latina. Santiago de Chile, 6 21 18 de julio de 1959,
E/CN.12/UKB/18, 30 d= septiembre de 1958, esp. pages 1~6.

25/ Harley L. Browning, "Recent Trends in Latin American Urbanizationh,
Anmals of the fmerican Academy of Political and Social Science,
March 1958, pages 111-120, esp. pages 114-115,

/doubled its
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doubled its proportion from 10 per cent to 22 per cent between 1907 and
1952 and is now nearly five times larger than the second metropolitan

area in Chile. The Montevideo Metropolitan area contained 33 per cent
of the national population in 1954 and was 17 times larger thzn the second
metropolitan area. The suburban population of large cities has been
growing rapidly too, so that for a nmumber of cities a substantiasl
proportion of the area's population lives outside the city limits

(e.g., 37 per cent of the population of Buenos Aires).

The main factor accounting for the more rapld growth of cities is
net migration from rural arees; the rates of nsztural increase in the
urbsn areas and the rural areas are spparently quite similar., - In several
countries net migration contributed more than half of the recent growth
of the urban population.

the rapid urban growth will undcubtedly continue in the foreseable
future in Latin America.gé/ Moreover, the rapid momentum of recent
decades may be maintained. In the current decade, the balance for Latin
America as a whole will shift, In 1960, about 48 per cent of the
population of Laztin Americs was living in urban areas. If the assumptions
in the projecctions showm in table 1 are realized, by 1970 the urban
population is expected te rise to about 5 per cent., But even at this
date the rural population will predominate in all countries {12) except
Peru and those mentioned above as having, or about to have, an excess of
urban population,

Cities differ significently from rursl areas in at least two basie
demographic characteristics important in evaluating housing needs. The
first is marital status; the second is age distribution., The urban
population has a greater percentage of single persons, and rural areas have
a greater proportion of married persons (including de facto unions).

The cities also have a grester proportion of widowed, divorced, and
separated persons, These differences can be atiributed, at least
partizlly, to the migration to the cities from the country of many single
youths and to the tendency for persons in the city to marry at a later age.

26/ United Nations, Report on the korld Socisl Situation, New York,
1957, p. 192'

/With respect
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With respect to de facto unions separately, the difference between the
urban and rural populations is even more pronounced.

48 a result of the relatively lower fertility of the cities and the
larger proportion unmarried, the urban population has a smaller proportion
of children and smaller families. At the szme time, principally because
of migration, cities have a larger proportion of young and older adults,
The migrants from the country are mostly young adults (betwsen the ages
of 15 and 39), especially women. ‘

Data on maritel status for gesgraphic subdivisions of countries were
not czlled for in the recommendations of the United Nationa or the
Intersmerican Statistical Institute; nevertheless, such data were
compiled by 12 countries. It is important 2lso to have informetion
regerding the numbers of houscholds, housshold chzracteristics, and
changes in these series for geographic areas at various levels, for
the principal administrative divisiorns as well as for the urban area
and principal cities, Data on the number of private households by size
are aveilable for years arcund 1950 for the principal geograrhic divisions
of 12 countries of Lztin Americz, Nine countries provided data on
relationship to head for membérs of private houssholds for geographic
divisions, Few provided data on households distributed by age of
head, and none provided geographic data on the number of private
households by struectural type following the general lines suggested by
the United Nations for countries as a whole.QZ/

27/ The many types of data on households which were published for
Panama are aveilable also for the provinces of Panama, by urban
and rural paris.

/3. Some
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3 Some demogravhie aspects of th® measurement of housing needs

(a) Estimation of the existing deficit

We come next to a consideration of the use of population data in
connection with the specifie methods of measuring the current deficit of
housing and of projecting housing needs, Let us firsit accept the definition
of a private household as an individual or group of individuals who occupy
a housing unit or who habitually live together T'under the same roof", Then
it is ewvident that the number of housing units required at any date is
equivalent to the number e«f private households, If 211 households did in
fact currently occupy housing units, on the surface there would seem to be
no existing quantitative housing defiecite In fact, however, a substantial
number of persona do not cccupy housing units, A small number of persons
are homeless, These persons are probably omitted both from the housiﬁg
and populatbtiecn censuses and it is impossible to arrive at even an approximate
estimate of their number,

In addition, a substantial part of the population of Latin America
lives neither in conventional dwellings nor in institutional households,
but in mekeshift (improvised, "rustic" non permanent) structures and
converted units not originally intended for habitation, The makeshift
structures are made of such materials as mud, old boards, straw, scrap
metal, etc., and are variously known as rucas, ranches, cités (shacks,
huts, ete.) Most of the population of rural Latin America lives in such

structures. These makeshift units and their occupants are supposed to be
enumerated both in the housing and population censuses, Beczuse of their
particular character, however, they are extremely difficult to enumerate
satisfactorily, and it is quite vossible that many kouseholds and structures
of this kind are omitted from the population census, the housing census,

or both, A discrepancy between the ccunt of private households and the
count of occupied dwellings, taken from separate population and housing
censuses, may result frcz the fact thet some persons and households
enumerated in the population census live in makeshift units which were

not counted, or some of the makeshift dwelling wnits which were enumerated

in the housing census are occupled by households which were not counted,

/This discrepancy
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This discrepancy may represent a part of the totzl current deficit in the
number of housing units., Data from the housing census on type of
structure (house, apartment, room, hut, etc.) and material of construction
nay provide a basis for a direct estimate of the number of makeshift units
and converted units not originally intended for habitation, but in view of
the probable underenumeration, this figure must be considered minimal,
Although information on the number of persons occupying these units may

be available from the housing census, information on their demographic
characteristics would not be available, and a cellation of the population
and housing censuses would be necessary,

In addition to the population living in improvised dwelling places, or
lacking shelter of any kind, account must also be taken of the population
living in conventional units which are in dilapidated condition (thet is,
needing major repairs) or which lack basic facilities {piped water,
sanitary service, electricity, etc.) The existence of dilapidated units
results from failure to maintain old buildings at satisfactory standards
or to condemn and to demolish old buildings which are no longer fit for
habitation, One mey speak of this as a dificiency in quality as opposed
to a deficiency in quantity, but it is virtually impossible to maintain
this distinction if a large segment of the dwelling wnits are improvised
or are in unfit condition, The housing census could provide information
on state of repair or dilapidation, year of construction, and facilities
avaiiable, but, once again, it camot provide information on the demographic
characteristics of the occupants,

Next, the demographic characteristics of some houscholds may, in
themselves, be the cogent factor in the need for diiferent housing, A
proportion of the households are living ﬁndér housing conditions which
do not provide sufficient space or a sufficient number of rooms for
health, safety, and privacy, etc., in relation to the number, age, sex, .
marital status, and household status of the members, although there is no
sericus question about the condition of the physical structure itself,

The need for housing depends also on the preference of individuals, affected

by custom and tradition, to share their quarters or to live separately,

/These preferences
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These preferences are subject to cyclical and secular variation, but a
strong tradition may prevail supporting the practice of a separate
dwelling for each nuclear family on the one hand, or of sharing of
quarters by the joint family on the other, Fewer dwellings are needed
in the latter case, of course, In latin America, the practice seems to
run closer to the former typs, Accordingly, under more favorable conditions
of housing supply and cost, and of family incomé, many families might be
disposed to seek separate housingz units rather than to live doubled up with
other families, or would not offer housing space in their units to lbﬁgers
or boarders, who might then seek separate units, Finally, mention should
be made of the need for additional units which would serve as a reserve of
vacant units and which would make possible adjustment to the housing
requirements just referred to. This element simply allows for the fact
that it is impossible to plan precisely the numbér and types of units
needed and that housing needs are in a state of continuous change,

As suggested, demograrhic data represent esseniial components of
some of the most important formel measures used for evaluating current
housing conditions;gﬁ/ These measures appiled at various past dates may
serve also as a basis for evaluating the fubure need to replace deteriorating
units, . The measures mentioned balow a2re not =zqually useful for international
comparisons, but they may be applicable in the cdse of particular countries,
Those measures which are dependent solely on the physical condition of
the structure are as follows:

1., Percent of the population or households living in "dwellings"
(that is conventional permanent dwellings); the percent of the population
or households living in housing units classified as "rustice', improviéed,
or not normally intended for habitation, or whlch is withoul regular shelter
of any kind,

28/ A more detailed discussion of this subject is given in: United Nations
Statistical Indicators of Housing Conditions, Statistical Papers,
Series M, No, 37, New York, 1962, . .

/24 Per cent
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2, Per cent of the population or households living in unconventional
and dilapidated dwellings, including conventional housing wnits which are
in need of major repairs, or no longer fit for occupancy, as well as
"rustic" and improvised units, and units not originally intended for
habitationggg/ The measures above are particularly appropriate for the
countries of Latin America where, because of the acute inadequacies in
the supply of housing, a2 substantial portion of the population does not
live in conventicnal dwellings,

Measurss which depend on the conditions of occupancy or the
characteristics of the cceupants are as follows:

1. Average number of persons per room (for occupied dwellings only);
percent of occupied dwellings with three .or more persons per room; or
percent of persons or houssholds living in units with three or more persons
per room. These are measures of crowding in dhellingso The use of “three?
is illustrative and more than one alternative may be uéed to indicate
degrees of crowding, Similar measures, based on meters of floor space
and cubic meters of Yiving space are also possible in principle, but
data are rarely available foy computing them and they are, in effect,
impracticable,

2s Ratio of families to dwelling uniis. This measures suggests
the relative extent to which familiss are living doubled up, Families
may be defined in terms of units of related persons, or in terms of
units of married persons and their ummarried children., The latter
definition gives a higher index of crowding, of course,

(b) Projections of households and household characteristics

If we employ the definition ¢f a household as an individual or group
of individuals which occupy a housing unit, projections of the number of

actual or potential households represent, in effect, the number of units

29/ The difficulty of defining dilapidation on a comparable basis suggests
the substitution of some specific indication of dilapidation or of some
specific indication of the absence of a basic facility (e.g., lack of
piped water or toilet). Persons living in institutional households
which are in substandard condition could alsc be included in this
measure, in principle, although information on the condition of such
structures is not likely to be available,

/needed to
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needed to house the expected population, The number of units to be built
to allow for future changes (necessary new construction), howsver, depends
not only on the increase in the number of households, but also on the
losses from the housing inventory resulting from demolition or deterioration
of present housing units, |

- Further elements in the number of units to be built are current
deficit in conventional (permanent) dwellings discussed earlier and the
number of units so dilapidated as to be unfit for habitation. We are,
however, concerned here with the relation of future population changes
to future housing needs rather than with the projection of the needs for
new construction per se. We shall largely confine curselves, therefore,
to the methodology of projection of actual and potential household
characteristiecs,

Alternative basic procedures of projectiné households vary in terms
of whether the results are intended to represent essentially extensions of
past trends which reproduce the basic features of past household composition
and the associated tendencies toward doubling-up of families, or whether
they incorporate the use of various norms relating to the size and
composition of househelds under more favorable conditions of housing
supply, housing cost, family income, and similar facters. When there
is considerable doubling-up of families resulting from a housing shortage
and the high cost of housing in relation to family income, the projected
number of households cobtained by extending past trends may be viewed as
a type of "minimal" estimate of the household to be accomodated. On the
other hand, an excessively high ("maximal") estimate is obtained by
applying the norm that every nucleay family and every individual not
liﬁing in a family group should have a separate dwelling wnit. A
practical and reasonable norm woulkd appear to lie somewhét between these
two approaches, Tﬁe additional households to be accommrdated under the
first approach would be ‘the excess of the projected number of households
cver the present'number; under the second approach it would be ﬁhe
hypothetiqal incfease in housecholds resulting from‘thé appli¢ation of
the norm stated, at both the current date andithe future date., Even lower

minimal estimates of future households to be accommudated would be obtained
/by positing
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by positing the norm that, of the future households added, as indicated
by the projection of past trends in the number of households, only'a
proportion equal to the proportion of current households occcupylng
conventional dwellings needs to be furnished with dwellingsfgg/ This
approach aims at maintaining at least the present level of the housing
surply in relation to population size,

Several procedures have been developed for projecting the number and
characteristics of households, The so-called crude methods are, of course,
¢asier to apply, but they do not take as fully into account the variocus
factors affecting the future growth of households, and do not provide any
of several desirable types of by-products relating to the characteristics
of households., Furthermore, the more refined procedures allow for the
alternative possibilities resulting from possible variations in the
crucial factors affecting changes in the number of households, and hence
permit some evaluation of the results in terms of the components which
make up the final totals,

The crude rate of future population growth would give a very rough
indication of the percent increase in the number of households over a
given future period, Although the average size of households, and the
proportion of the population outecide private households, change slowly
over short periods of time, a5 we have seen the numnber of housecholds tends
to grow at a somewhat different rate than the total population, The
similarity in the'growth cf popruletion and households may bs closer if
the adult population {say, 18 years of age and over) is used rather than
the total population, inesmuch as household heads fall almost wholly in
this age range,

Over the longer run, the average size of household {and the average
nuber of adults per household) is almost certain to change, and hence the
future rate of growth of population and of households will differ, sometimes

30/ United Nations, Proposed Methods of Estimeting Housing Needs, E/CN.3/274,
20 January 1960, See especially page 32, table 2, which illustrates
the differences in housing requirements when the percentage of the
population living in conventlonal dwellings varies from 70 to 100 per
cent,

/very sharply.
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very sharply. The number of households should be estimated more directly,

£herefore. The mere refined methods of projection take into account the
compositionlbf the population by age, sex, marital status, relationship:
to the head of the household, and other variables which have an important
effect on changes in the number of households, The choice of variables
used in meking projections of houscholds depends on two basic considerations:
first, the value of the variabls in improving the quality of the
projections and, second, the need to include the variable because
projections in the corresponding detail are sought, An jllustration
of each may be given: Statistics on age of head and computation of
projections by age—-of-head classes are desirable because thsy contribute
to the quality of the final projections even though projections of
households by age-of-head clasces as such may not be needed., If specifie
informationt is sought as to the number of nucléar families with children
who are living with other families., then variables such as relationship to
head, marital status, or family type must be incorporated into the
projection method.

A basic part of 211 the so-called refined procedures in the use of
projections of population by age and sex. Highly reliable projections

of adult population by age and sex are often alyready available or can

be computed_merely; in most cases, by use of census figures by age and

sex and projected age-specific death rates. One does not have to begin
projecting births for the present purpose until the projection period
extends for 15 or 20 years ahead, Moreover, marital status and
relationship status, and, hence, the number snd size of households vary
clogsely with age and sex; it is desirable in meking household projections
to take into account, at least, the effzct of changing age~sex composition
onlthe number and overall average size of households, The procedure for
making population projections are well known and they have been described
in a nuwber of placeSgél/ in brief, a cohort-survival component method

31/ The United Nations has issued a manual describing in detail how such
projections can be prepared even when some of the necessary vital

statistics are lacking: Methods for Population Projections by Sex
and Age, Manual III, ST/SOA/Series A, Population Studies, N° 25,

lis enployed.
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is employed. This method involves computation in terms of age-sex groups

and in terms of the components of births, deaths, and net migration, More
specifically, the base population, distributed in age-sex groups and possibly
adjusted for age misreporting and underenumeration in the census, is carried
forward by age cohorts, to various future dates by use of projected age-
specific survival rates and birth rates.

The method of projecting hcuseholds based on projections of population
by age and sex, may simultanecusly incorporate certain specific norms
regarding the need for housing units., For example, Morales prepared a set
of projections of "households" for Chile, for the period 1952 to 1982,
which were based on rough assumptions regarding the types of persons in
each marital status category which should have their own households;ég/
Specifically, each married couple and each widowed and divorced person
under age 60 were assumed to require a separate housing unit. The estimates
of married couples, and of widowed and divorced persons, were derived by
projecting current pfoportions of the population in each age-sex group which
fell in each marital class on the basis of data for the four censuses from
1920 to 1952, and applying the projected proportions to projections of the
male and female population by age (15 years and over) already available;zg/
The normative assumptions emplcyed here seem to set a rather demanding
standard for housing utilization and supply. Morales, in lact, coneluded
that the number of housing units buili between 1952 and 1957 in Chile was
well below the number required merely to take care of population growth

during the period,

32/ Julio Morales V., "Estimacién de las necesidades de Viviendas en Cuile,
entre 1952 y 1982", rrepared for the "Seminario_de las Naciones Unidas
sobre Evaluaciln y Utilizacién ds Resultados de Censos de Poblacién en
América Latina', 30 de noviembre -~ 18 de diciembre de 1959, Santiago,
Chile, limited distribution, E/CN.9/CONF.1/L.18, November 23, 1959,

33/ The proportion single at each age among women for 1957 and 1962 was
obtained by fitting a second-degree polynomial by the method of least
squares to the proportions for 1920, 1930, 1940, and 1952; after 1962
the proportions were held constant, The residual ever-married group
was subdivided principally by use of ratios of widows to married women
"Borrowed” from data for Belgium and Ireland. In general, for males,
current proportions in each marital group were kept constant,

fOther procedures
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Other procedures emrloy additional datae and other assumptions regarding
the relation between the number in each merital status category and the
number of households, One could proceed from projections of the population
by age and sex to projections of marital status by age and sex, which are
then combined by age and subdivided into relationship categories (p‘lnclunllv
the "head" category) on the basis of proportions prevailing at the last
census or two, If the marital category, married-cpouse present, is given

3/

separately in the census data,~~" projections can be readily made rof the
number and proportion of married couples who do have their own houscholds,
For this purpose, projections of the number in the married "head" category .
would be subtracted from projections of the total number of married couples,
Data by age of head of household ray also be used effectively with
population data by age in the form of so-called headship rates or ratios
of heads to population in eaen age grotp. These may be employed apart from
data on marital status: data on marital status by age and sex may be lacking,
or it may be necessary to reduce the volume of work where both types of data
are available, We have already noted that a general age-specific headship
rate(heads per person) varies in the same way as the mean size of household
(persons per head), by age of head, Use in houschold projections of the
proportions which heads constitule of the total population in an age group
permits allowing for (1) the effect of future changes in age composition cn
the general preportion of heads omong adults in the population (or on the
overall average slze of households) and (2) for fﬁture changes in the
proportion of heads in the population (or the average size of household)
at each age,
In the absence of data on heads by age, a model or assumed schedule
of age-sex-specific headship rates could be develcped and applied, A3 was

suggested earlier)'schedules of age-specific headship rates do not appear

34/ As we have seen, "marvied® (legally er de facto) refers only to
persons living with their spouses in the date for geveral countries
of Letin America,

fto vary
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to vary widely encugh from area to arss to prejudice seriously their
use in this way., The model schedule should first be tested on data
from the census for the arez under consideration and adjusted to yield
the reported total of heads (or households) at the census date.

Where data on marital status and heads; by age and sex, are available
in cross—tabulation, it would seem desirable to take account of all these
data, by making the projections in terms of age-sex specific headship
rates for each marital status categery., Illustrative basic data for
Panama ars given in table 4, In the absence of age detail for heads
in the specific marital classes, one could make use of sets of assumed
schedilles of age~sex specifiec headship rates, Again, each assumed schedule
should first be tested on census data for the given area rrd adjusted to
yield the reported total of heads in each marital status category for all
ages combined and, if apprepriate, the reported total of heads at each
age for all marital status groups combined, This procedure could be
applied in the case of Brazil and Venemuela, for which the relevant
data are shown in tables 2, 3 and 4.

Pressal has applied a variation of this method in mzking projections
of households for Fra.nce,,éé/ Having data on marital status by age and
sex for a series of dates and data on heads of households by age for two
marital categories (married, other) st a single census, he projeseted the
proportions married at each age for each sex by age cchorts, and to the
resulting projections of the number of married males, other males, and
married females by age he applied the appropriate age-specific headship
rates, For this purpese, the pattern ¢f change in the percent married
from one age group to the next, for a given cohort, was determined from the
changes between the same palr of ages, for the next two older cohorts,
Where data on age of heads are available for a series of dates, the
method employed by Pressat could be extended to include projecting the
percent heads cn a cohort basis also., This procedure is directly

applicable to series which by their nature are cumulative,

35/ Roland Fressat, "Un essai de perspectives de ménages", International

Lopulation Confercnce, Viemma 1959, Intermational Union for the
Scientific Study of Population, pages 112-121.

/In the
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In the most detailed methods, data on marital status by age and
sex, angd data on family and household structure, by age and sex of head,
may be used in combination to provide projections of maritzl status
groups by age and the number of households and families by typee. Depending
on the data available.and_the procedure employed, one could obtain the
number of households which are headed by (primary) families by ﬁypé of
family (husband-wife families, other male-head families, and female~head
families); the number of households which are headed by (primary)
individuals, by sex; and the mmber of (secondary) families and individuals
living with other (primery) families or individuals in the same households,
One could obtain also the total number of married couples, the number of
married couples which live in the households of others, the total number
of nuclear families and the number of nuclear families which live in the
households of others, The structural types for which estimater are
prepared may follow the classification given e¢arlier, which distinguishes
households according to whether they consist merely of a married couple
or include unmarried children, married children or married children with
their children, It would be desirable to secure estimates also of the
number of other types of households, partictlarly one-person households,
hbuseholds with "other relatives", and households which contain families
or individuals which are not related to the primary family or individual,

In the practical application of these methods, as before, projections
of the total populstion by age and sex, and then of the population in each
marital status category by age and sex, are prepared, The prbportion
single at each age may be projected on an age basis (e.g., by use of
the average annual change in the proportion at the same age between two
past dates) or on a cohort basis (e.g., by use of the relation of the
proportion in a given age group to the proportion in the preceding age
group at an earlier date), The ever-married group, obtained as a
difference between the total in an age group and the number single, may
then be subdivided into the "married-spuuse present” group and the
"other ever-married" group on the basis of proporﬂions from the previous
census or censuses, The categories of famiiies and hbuseholds are then
obtained by use of other relationship observed at the last census or

/censuses, held
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censuses, hald constant or projected, which are applied sequentially to
the estimates of the various marital categories and household or family
categories by age, ccmputed in prior steps, For example; the number of
households consisting of males who lived alone or who headed households

in which there were no relatives of the head could be esiimated as a
proportion of the total number of males not "married, wife present”,

All the computations are carried forward by age and sex groups, and the
process consists in.subdividing the projected population into successively
smaller groups until all the desired categories are obtained., This kind
of projection has been prepared for the United States and reference should
be made to the appropriate report for detailsoéé

It should be evident that the detailed type of projection just
described is hardly possible at this time for the.couniries of Latin
America because of the lack of the necessary data, A principle problem
is the failure to meke a distincticn between households, families,and
huclezr families and to compile data for these categories. Hence, onhe
of the simpler methods of making projections described earlier must be
used,

Because of the uncertainty of future developments, it is customary
and prudent to prepare several series of projections, rather than simply
one, to illustrate the levels and range of figures which may result from
alternative trends in populatiocn sizce, age and sex composition, and
marital and family status, Possible variations in future fertility,
in particular, may have a considerable effect on the population in the
early ages of adulthood by 1980, Similarly, the future proportion of
the population in various marital or family statuc categories,
particularly the proportion of single persens, may be subject to
conslderable doubt and it may. therefore, be desirable to employ more

than one assumption for prejecting these categories,

36/ United States Bureau of the Census, "Illustrative Projections of
the Number of Households and Families: 1960 to 1980%, Current
Population Reports, Series P~20, N® 90, Washington 25, D.C.,
December 29, 1953,

/In view
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In view of the importance of plamming for the size of housing in
any housing program, scmething should be said about the projection of
households according to size, The simplest procedure is to distribute
the projected totals by size, according to the size distribution observed
at the last census (specific by type of household, age of head, or marital
status of head, if possible), An alternative procedure is to project
the size disti‘ibution; in order to take account of past trences inside
and prospective changes in fertility, ‘ .

Having current estimates and projections of population, households,
and family in the detail described above, it is then possible to apply
appropriate norms relating to the need for dwellings to accomodate the
additicnal population, It would seem highly desirable, for use in the
development o£ a housing program, to apply 2 series of norms rather than
simply one, to assess the contribution of various components ir the norms
to total requirements.ﬂ/

{¢) Regional ewtimates and projectious

Mention has already becn made of the importance of assessing current
and future housing reciuirements reglonally and locally, As we have seen,
regional and local population growth is importantly affected Wy migratory
movements, especially the movement o cities, The redistribution of
populaticon and households is, of course, not accompaﬂiéd' by a correéponding
redistribution of dweliings since dwelliings are essentially immobile,
Moreover, in Latin America, the need for rural dwellings is often satisfied
by the construction of single dwellings by the rural peopls themselves;
but when the family moves to the city, it generally depsnds on the
availability of dwellings constructed industrially. Thus, in practics,
migration to cities and the resulting growth of city population adds

37/ A more detailed discussion of the use of norms to take account of
household structure and changes is given in: H,V, Mukieam, "Estimates
and projections of numbers and characteristics of families and
households in relation to housing requirements", prepared for United
Nations Seminar on Evaluation and Utilization of Population Census
Data in Latin America, Santiago, Chile, 30 Nov.-18 Dec, 1959,
E/CN,9/CONF,1/L.15, o
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sharply to housing requirementsgégf It is important, therefore, to evaluate
local housing requirements directly by use of current estimates and
projections of the number of households and their characteristics for the
principal administrative divisions of a country, its urban and rural
parts, and principal cities,

Projections of the population of provinces and cities may be made
by a number of methods, Mention mey be made of mathematical extrapolation;
correlation analysis, including use of economic series; projection of the
ratio of the regional to the national total, and compcnent methods,
particularly the cohort-survival variationaég/
analysis, the total population may be projected on the basis of the past

In the method of economic

relation between population and certain economic series, or net migration
may be projected separately on the basis of data on the relation between net
migration and various economic series, As may be recalled, in the cohorim
survival variation of the component method, computation of the components

of births, deaths, and migration is carried out in terms of age-sex groups
and the base population is carried forward by age and sex. Alternative
assumptions regarding fertility and net internal migration are necessary

in making projections of regions or cities by the component methiod in view
of the volatility or possible variability of these components,

" A quick procedure cf projecting the pepulation of geographical areas
is to use the component method, not by age, developing projected series of
birthsa deaths, and migration in terms of the past trends in birth, death,
and migration rates, The number of households may then be assumed to have
grown at the same rate as population between the base date and the
projection date; i.e., the average size of household is assumed to remain

38/ 1In the case of economically developed countries, housing requirements
may, from this point of view, be greater, bscause the same need for
industrial construction of houses exists for rural and urban areas and
a given family may require at one date a rural dwelling and at another
an urban dwelling, Furthermore, if the rural population is declining,
as is happening in some areas, many of the rural units may be abandoned
instead of transferred to another family,

39/ A general outline and description of these methods is given in: J.S,
Siegel, "Some aspects of the methodology of population forecasts for
geographic subdivisions of countries', Ircceedings of the United Nsticns
World Population Conference, Rome. September 1954, Vol,_, United
Natlons{ New York, 1958. Jconstant. Or
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constant. Or, the ratio of population to households for the province
or city may be projected on the basis of the observed ratios and epplied
to the ﬁbpulation total for future years,

The more complex methods involvé the use of the cohort-survival
procedure for projecting population and the application of observed or
projected headship rates at each age to the population by age and sex,
If such rates are available onily for the country as a whole, thej may
be "borrowed" for use in each province, after being adjusted to yield
the total numbér of households at the census date for each province,

If appropriaté data are available, projections of the distribution of
the population at each age by marital status may first be madey, and then
the marital groups may be subdivided into heads and non—headsakg/ In
short, once population projecticns by age and sex are prepared, the
possible procedures for projecting houscheolds for provinces or cities
parallel those described for the country as a whole,.

Projections for province, urban and rursl zones, and specific
cities are subject to considerable error, substantially greater error
than projections for national areas because of the greater uncertaintly
relating to future population changes for smell aress and the greater
number of highly variable factors involved, particularly internal
migration, Projections of this kind should be interpreied merely
as rough guides iilustrating the general megnitude of the changes
which would result under tiie specific assumptions selected,

L. Basic Sources of Popuiation Data for Housing Programs

The population data required for studying the influence of demographie
factors on housing needs, and for measuring current and future housing
requirements, can be obtained from censusess of population; censuses of
housing in combination with censuses of population, regular sample
surveys, and special‘sample'su:.rveyso In addition, population estimates
and projections may be alfeady available and can . be adopted and extended

for the present purpose,

40/ in illusiration of this procedure is given in: A,H, Walkden, "The
estimation of future numbers of private housenolds in England and
Wales", Population Studles, Vol. 15, No. 2, Nov. 1961, pages 174~185

/From the
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From the housing census would come information regarding the existing
stock of housing, the qualitative characteristics of this stock, and possibly
limited information regarding the occupants., From the pepulafion census
would come detailed information regarding the number and characteristics
of persons and households occupying these units, From the periodic sample
survey would come continuing, up~to~date information on the number and
characteristics of households; and from the specisl sample survey or surveys
‘would come information regarding attitudes and pfeferences of household
members relating to their housing conditions and needs,

Specifically, the housing census would provide data on the number of
housing units classified by type, size, number of rooms, number of |
occupants, condition (that is, dilapidated or not), year and material of
construction, facilities provided (water, electricity, etc.); and the
population census would provide data on the composition of the population
by sex, age, marital status, and family and household status, VThe '
population census would also provide data on internal migration or the
basis for making estimates of internal migration, ’

The United Naiidns and the Interamerican Statistieal Insoitgte.(IASI)
have developed and published recommendatidns régarding the éubjects on
which information should be obtained in national population censuses taken
axounq‘l960;#l/ The tabulations recommended which would be of particular

value in connection with studies of housing needs are as follows:

Tabulation United 1451
—_——— Nations _—
1., Population by marital status, sex, First priority, Minimunm,
and age - tab, No. 6 tab, Mo, 5
2. Population by size and class of First pr10r1ty; Minimom,
household tab, No, 13 tab, No, 16
3. Population in private households by Second prlorltY)

structural type and size tab. No. 14

L1/ United Natlons, Pr1nc1g]es and Recomm qua ions for National Censuses of
Population, Statistical Reports, Series M, No, 27, Wew York 19583 and

Interamerican Statistical Institute, Estadfstica, Report on the VI

Session of the Committee on Improvement of National Statistics, Buénos
Adres, hrpentina, November 17-28, 1958, Vol.XVI Supplement 2 to No, 61,

December 1958, peges 695-731, Washington, DeCe

/ Tabulation
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United
Tabulation Nations IAST

Le Population in private households by Expanded,
household relationship, marital tab, No. 13
status,and sex

5. Heads of private households by major Expanded,
accupational groups and by branches of tabs. No., 14
economic activity, by sex and age groups and N°15.

6o Families and numbers of family members Expanded,
by size of family tab, No, 16

e Women by number of live-born children, First priority, Expanded,

by age of wcmen tab, No, 13 tab, No. 17
Tabulations of the population by administrative divisions, principal places,
and population size classes, were included in the United Nations and IAST
recommendations, but specific proposals were not given regarding tabulations
of households or families for these areas, For urban and rural areas,
tabulations by marital status, sex, and age were recommended in the United
Nations list at the second priority level,

A very important source of information is the combination of the
housing census and population census so as to obtain information on the
characteristics of the household in relation to those of the housing unit
which it occupies, This is possible when the two censuses are taken
concurrently or jointly, By coordinating the processing and tabulating
of the two censuses, data on the type, size, and condition, ete,,of the
housing unit may be obtained in relation to the size and structural type
of the household, ‘

Inasmuch as the numbers and characteristics of persons and households
change with the passage of time, it is useful periodically to obtain up~to=
date information of this kind by means of a "continuing'" national sample
survey, Such a survey could also secure certain types of housing

42/

information,

42/ United Nations, Handbook of Household Surveys, Chapter 4, "Demographic

Characteristics (ACC/WPSSP/I1I/5/Add.4), prepared for the Administrative

Committee on Coordination, Working Party on Statistics for Social
Programmes, Third Session, Geneva, 16-20 October 1961,

/Sociological investigatien
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Sociclogieal investigation is needed %o supplement the results of
the censuses and the periodic demographic surveys, if answers are to
be obtained to many of the important questions regarding the relation
between demographic characteristics and housing requirements. A
Snecial sample survey could provide information on the preferences
of individuals regarding their housing on the basis of alternative
conditions of housing supply and characteristics, housing costs, family
income, family camposition, and other factors, Such a survey would
thus aid in distinguishing the cases of doubling up which result from
choice and these irposed by circumstances, and in evaluating the role
of custom and taste in living arrangements, the choice of location, and
the use of housing space, Ideally, the special sample survey should
itself be linked to the population and housing censuses or to the periodie
sample survey of housesholds,

The usefulness of the data from the population and housing censuses
and the sample surveys would be greatly enhanced for the purpcse of
housing studies; if in addition to national data, separate figures are
available for regions, provinces, large cities, and urban-rural areas,
Practical considerations, however, may dictate confiming the sample

surveys to selected areas, such as the larger cities,

/Selected Iist
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Table 1

LATIN AVERICA: ESTIMATES AND PROJECTIONS OF FHE TOTAL, URBAN, AND RURAL POPULATION
BY COUNTAY: MIDYEAR 1950, 1960, AND 1970

Number (in thousands) Decenniel poreent

ahange

Comtry Total Urban Rural Total |Urban | Rurad
1950 | 1560 | 1570 | 1950 |96 | 1570 | 1m0 | 1960 | 1970 JEYSCEAT OB

Total 155 570(199 235 257 clo | 65 469 |95 B70 (138 300 { 90 101 {103 365118 740128 {29 [4¢] 4| 15] 15
Argenting 17 190{ 21 000} 2% 990 111 oo il 205| 17 485 | 61501 6 795 7 505122 {19 (29l 23f 10l 10
Bolivia 2930 36000 4 540| 10105 (1380 1980 2 9151 2 220! 2 56023 126 | 98] 43| 16| 15
Brazil 51 975| 65 B60s/ B4 Lo {18 815 |27 3801 39 780 | 33 160| 38 LBo| Ly 66027 (28 [l U5) 16 16
' Dominlcan Repdlts | 2 130f 2 BY45| 3 895 505 8351 1480 1 625] 1 980 2 Lisish i3y |Mf 7| 22| 22
Colomble 125 1k 770| 19 520§ 4170 [ 7 cE5) 11 08B0 | € 9751 7 705( B 510(33 |33 |69} 57] 10| 10
Cpata Rica 8oo] 1145 1 560 265 L6o 685 535 685 B75 |43 196 | 4] Lu{ 28| 28
Cuba 5520{ 6820 B 34O 3065 [41l0| 5345 | 2455) 2 7i0) 2 9952k {22 (34| 30| 10} 11
Chils 6075] 763| 9660 3575 (5000 6900 2500] 2625 2 760|286 |27 [uo| B 5 5
Eguador 3195| 4 265) 5 630 910 11500 2235 22851 2 785] 3 39534 (31 [66] Le| 22} 22
F1 Selvador 187/ 21395 3115 685 j1020f 1685 | 121865( 1 375] 1 600|28 {30 [ho| U9 16} 16
Guatemala 3 ool 3980] 5 325 750 {1 205) 1940 2280 2 775| 3 3685 % sk [59] 61 22] 22
Baitd 3 110{ 3 725) 4 620 560 R0} 12501 2 730| 3 015} 3 33020 |24 (87| B2 10| 10
Honduras 1385) 1 755) 2 305 hso 590 885 955| 1165| 1 42027 |3 {37] 50 22| 22
Mexioo 26 4351 35 115 47 330 |11 265 Q7 510 26 900 15 170 | 17 605 20 430/33 |35 | 55| 54 16} 16
Nicaragua 1060f 1465| 1 95 370 625 930 690 840f 1 025(38 (33 |69] 49| 22! 22
Panama %531 1010 1 370 255 Us0 £70 k70 580 20034 {36 51| 56] 23l &
Yaragesy 140f 1625 1975{ 390 565 B6o | 1 030| 1 oéo| 1 115{16 |22 |us| s21 5| 5
Peru g 170l10610 20301 2975 {4430} 2030 | 5195| 6030 7 000(29 133 {51 57! 16] 16
Uruguay 2110} 27601 30201895 [2245] 256! S5 @AS;  SI515 1§ 9 118] 12{ «! =
Venezuela Lo75t 6935] 9350 2675 (L4 E5] 6805] 2 300! 2 lraol 2 545139 135 {69y 5L) 5 5

Eourget United Nations; "Situneidn demogrdfice, paondmica sooial y educativa de imdrica Latina"; Conferencia no=
bre_eduscasién y desarrclle escndmice y social en Américs Latina, Sentlago de Chile, 5 a 19 de Marzo de
1962, ST/ECLA/CONF.10/L.Y; 10 de enero, 1962, irble 1, p, B.

a/ An estimate of Erazilts midyear population bagsd on the previsional figure from the 1960 Census im 70.6

- nillion, or 47 million greater than projecteds

/Takle 2
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FERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF THE POPULATION 15 YEARS AHD OTER BY MARITAY, STATUS, BY AGE AND SEX,
FOR SEIECTED COUNTRIES CF LATIN AMERICA, AROUND 1950, g/

Percent of

Maloe ' Poemalae “otal mear-
Country and age ried 1n
- da_fato
Single unions
reed (ooth sexes)

Di~ D
Total Married Widowed Binzle Total Married Widowed
vorsed vo

Latin imerica b/

Totel 100,0 5045 3.0 0.3 46,2  100.0 50,7 B.8 0,7 39,8 12,5
15~19 ysars: 1000 1.8 - - 98.2  100.0 k2 0.1 0.l 8546 . 2105
20~2L 100,0 - 22,8 0.2 0,1 76.9 1000 L3448 0.6 0.4 504 16.1
2629 100,0 54,3 0eb 0.2 Iho9  100.0 6740 1.5 0.6 3049 4.3
30~39 100.0 3.6 14 0.4 2.5 10040 ey b1 0.9 21,3 1340
ko=l 100.0  79.3 3t 0.6 16,7  100.0 694 11,6 1.2 17.8 111
50=59 100.0 78,0 7.0 0.7 U3 100.0 575 24,2 1.1 17.2 9.0
60~-69 100,0 7.5 143 0.7 13.5  100.0 39.1  L2s3  0.9 17.7 8.5
%0 end over 100.0 &1.7 25.7 0.8 11,8 10040 21,2 58,4 0,8 19.6 2.1

Azgenting of

Total 10040 45,3 2.2 0.3 51,2  100.0 4747 8.9 0,6 42,8 sen
15-19 yearas 4/  100.0 0.9 01 =~ 93,0 100,0 6.1 0.1 - 9348 ana
2024 100.0 16,9 1 7% R £3.0  100.0 33.0 0a3 0.2 €5.7 ses
25=29 100.0 39,2 UG43 0.1 60,4 100.0 Shol TeF ) 42,3 .oe
30-39 100,0 62,2 1.0 Ok 364 100,40 68,8 2.9 0.0 2745 son
Lo-hg 100.0 0.2 2.9 0.6 26.3 10040 69.0 92 1.1 2067 ces
5059 100.0 70,0 6.8 0.7 22,5 30040 5948 21,5 1.0 17.7 was
€0 and over g/  100.0 62,2 17.8 0.6 19,4 10040 369 6.0 0.6 16.5 sve

Bolivia

Tetal 100,0 58,1 Le7 0.2 37,0 1000 52.2 11,3 0.t 3641 1702
15~19 yeoars 100,0  he2 - - 95,8  100,0 1440 0l = 8549 42,1
20a2L 100.0 3940 04 0.1 &0.5 100,0 53el 0.7 0.3 459 2701
2529 100.0 6943 1.1 0,2 2894 10040 7241 2.0 045 254 21,0
30-39 100,0  83.0 2,5 0.3 14,2 100.0 976 6.3 0.7 15,4 1644
Ho-l49 ‘ 100.0 85,9 G2 04 8.5 10040 7049 164 0.7 12,0 13,6
50-59 .100,0 83,2 9e3 045 7.0 100,0 6045 2843 0.5 1047 10.8
6069 100,0 %743 16,1 0.3 €3 100.0 h7.3 W7 043 10,7 9,8
70 end over 100,0 64,1 29,8 0e2 5.9 100,0 33e3 56e2 02 10,3 8.8

Brazil b/

Total 100.0 54,3 3.2 0,1 42,4 100.0 Bl 2 949 02 35,7 .
15~19 yesars 100.0 1.5 - - 98,5  100,0 1h.8 0l = 85.1 .o
20«24 100.0 25,4 0.2 - THli 100,00 © 5la9 0u7 0Ol 47.3 vev
26-29 106.0 59,8 7 - 39.5 10040 70 1.8 0. 27.7 “es
30~39 100.0 %8.3 1.7 Gl 19.9 100.0 7643 5.1 0.2 - 1844 wer
Lo-lt9 100,0 8.1 ka3 0.2 12,4 108.0 7e2  14adl 0.3 144 vee
50-59 100.0 82,2 8.0 0.3 9.5 100.0 . 5845 284 0.3 12,8 .te
60~69 100.0 7646  1hH 0.3 8.7  100.0 39,6 . L7.2 0,2 13.0 ave
70 and over 100,06 62,9  28.3 0,2 8.6 100.0 18,5 6743 o.l 4.1 aee

/Table 2 (continued)
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Teble 2 (somiirmed 1) ge >
' Parcent of
Country and sga Male _ | Femaloe - . régdfa%%o
Total Married Mdo*u_red vopoed Single Total  Married Widowed voroed Single (bomthm'gﬂu cos)

Ohile

Total 1000 5242 3.9 0o9 43.0 10040 50,2 1047 1,8 373 €a7
15~19 years 100,0 1.5 - - 98,5  100,0 847 . Dol 042 91,0 11,3
20-24 100,0 20,6 0.2 0.3 78,9  100.0 - L0.5 Bk 0.2 58,2 8.2
25-29 100.0 52,8 0s7 0.7 45.8  100,0 62,5 1.3 1.6 3leb 742
30-39 100.0 73.2 1.5 1.1 24,2 10040 72,8 9.9 245 20,8 750
Ro-lig 100,80 79.4 3¢9 1.3 15,4  100,0 69,6 1l.1 3.0 16.3 645
50«59 100.0 7749 8.3 1.4 12,4t 100,0 5609 24 3.0 16,0 543
£0-69 100,0 7l.2 15,3 1.4 12,1 100,0 19,3 U2 2,2 16.1 52
“0 and ower 100.0 5%.3 301 1,2 1.4 100,0 208 6243 1.0 15.9 Yng

Colombla

Total 100,0 L0, 2.4 0.9 56,6  100,0 40.3 747 - 1.9 50,1 15,0
15-19 years 100.0 2.1 - - 97,9 10040 15.6 0.2 0e5 83.7 30,2
2024 100,0 20,9 Vo2 04 78.5 10040 48,6 0.5 1.6 48,9 24,9
26m29 100,0 49,7 0s6 0.8 48,8 100,0  &3.4 1.9 2.3 324 2241
30-39 100,0 0.0 le5 12 27.3  100.0 6703 1.8 2.8 2541 20,0
4o.kg 100.0  77.3 3alt 1.8 . 17.5 100,0 1.3 123 3.4 22,0 16M
£0~59 - 100.0 7741 6.6 2.3 1b,0  100,0 -50.0 234 3.4 23.2 13,0
60-69 : 100,0 72,2 124 2.7 12,7  100,0 34.7 38.6 2.9 23.8 114
40 and over 100.0 60,4 24,3 2.6 12.7  103.0 1942  Fheb 242 24l 10,8

Costs Rioa £/

Total 100,0 53.1 2.9 0.2 43,8 10040 5340 8,0 0Ll 38.6 L.z
15-19 years 100,0 1.6 - - 984 10040 14,8 0,1 = 85.1 20,7
20244 100.0 254 0.1 - o5 100,0 500 04 0.2 lo b 17.Z
25-29 _ 100,0 584 ° o4 0.2 1,0 100.0 6840 1.0 0.4 3046 16,
30-39 100,0 = 77.2 1.l 0e3 21,4 100,0 7501 343 0.6 21,0 15.0
L0=k9 100,0 B34 2.8 043 13,5  100,0 70.8 10,0 0.6 18.6 1246
50-59 100.0 81,0 6.6  Cali 12,06 100,0 57«5 23,1 0.7 18,7 10,1
6o-69 10040 349 13,5 0.3 12,3 10040 40.2  39.7  O.b 19,7 9.2
70 and over 100.0 68,7 28,0 0.3 13,0  100,0 19,8 563 0.3 La g y

Ouba

Totel 100.0 52,7 2.4 0,6 443 100,054 7.0 15 3%l 345
15~1% years 10040 ' 2.1 0al = 97.8  100,0 20,2 0,1 0,2 7945 5749
20-24 100,0 21,5 Ol 02 78,2 100,0 5349 043 0,8 L5 .0 4o,9
2529 100,0 51.9 042 0.5 Wkt 1000 7150 0.6 1.6 26,8 42,0
30-39 100,0 734 0.5 0.8 25,3  100,0 794 1.8 2.4 16,4 372
Lio=lig 100,0 79,0 14 1,0 17,8  100,0 78,2 6.5 2.7 12,5 30,6
50-59 100,0 75,3 3,9 1.4 gt 100.0 67:0 18.6 2.5 11,9 2248
6069 ©100.0 2.0 10,2 1,0 - 16.1  100,0 610 36,2 1.7 11,1 1963
70 and over 1000 60,0  23.6 0.7 15.7  100.0 276 59,1 0.7 12,6 2040

Eouador

Tatal 100.0 Sh.l 343 043 42,0  100,0 50,4 8.6 04 40,6 - 2842
15~19 years 100,0 249 - - 97,3~ 100.,0 1745 0l = Bz.4 32.8
20=24 ) 100,0 30,6 0.3 0.1 69,0 100,0 5640 0.7 0.3 43,0 28,5
25-29 159,0 62.6 0.0 0.2 364 100,0 72.5 1.6 0.5 2544 2644
30-39 . 100.0  79.4 1,7 0.4 18,5  100,0 7640 L2 0% 19,1 24,7
Youlio 100,0 8.2 3.6 0.5 11.7  100,0 70,4 10,7 0,7 18,2 21,1
50«59 100.6 83.1 7.4 0.5 9,0 100,0 59.6 2240 045 17.8 16.5
60-69 100,0 78.1 13.7 04 7.8.  100,0 b 32,8 o4 174 ., 13,2
W end over 100,0 6656 2692 02 - ’ ?.0 100,0 27.1‘ 56,1 0.1 ls:u 10.6

/Table 2 (continued)
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Table 2 {aontinusd 2)

Percent of

total
Maloe Pemale rzed?:rﬂ

Tin de faote

Di~- SaTaons
Totel Married Widowed vorced Single Totel Marrled Widowed vorged Single (bgihosgxes)

Country and ege

-

El Selvador

Total 100,0 49al 249 0e2 78 100,0 L9670 04 B30 1499
15~19 years 100,0 345 - - 96,5 1000 19,4 0 = 8005 6543
20m2L 100,0 29-0 C.l o 70.9 3060,0 51.9 095 0.3 l*'-?aj 60.1"
26=29 100,0 54,0 0.4 0,1 45,5  100.0 66l 1,2 0.4 32,0 5544

© 30=39 100,0 7047  1s2 002 27,9 1000 704 33 C6 2567 51a6
Lo-l4g 100,0 76,3 3.3 0.3 20.1  100.,0 62,6 9.8 0,5 27,0 4547
50~59 100,80 5.1 6.7 0.3 17,9 1000 50,8 19.6 0.7 2849 3749
6069 W0.0 68.8 13,1 0.3 178 100.0 35.3 32,8 0.4 3145 342
40 and over 100.0 5546 2642 043 17.9  100.,0 21,4 46,0 0.4 3242 3243

Sugtomals

Total 1000 5649 2,5 0.l 4o,5  100.0 58,9 Teb 0.l 33.1 68.1
15-19 years 100,0 745 - - 92,5 100,40 31,5 0,2 0.1 68,2 7943
20-24% 100,0 42,2 0.2 0.1 57,5  100,0 66.% 0.5 003 3244 739
25-29 100.0 69.4 0e5 0,1 30,0 100,0 77 1,3 0.4 20,5 7243
30-39 100.0 81,5 1.3 0.2 17,0 100,40 7849 347 046 16,8 €849
ho-lig 100,0 B4.5 32 0.2 12.1 100,0 7045 11,7 0.6 172 633
5059 100,0 B2,7 6.3 0,2 10,8 100,0 57.5 224 0.6 18,5 68.2
60-69 100,0 763 12,1 0.2 11,4 10040 3945 371 0.4 23,0 5846
70 and over 100,.0 64.0 23 .7 0,2 12,1 100,90 2*‘{12 52 -5 0.3 23.0 5709

Hadti

Total 100.0 51,5 0.9 Ua7 hE.9 169,0 5249 343 1.8 42,0 748
15"'19 y‘earﬂ g/ 100-0 095 - - 99-5 100-0 5.1 - 0.1 9"‘.8 86.2
20=24 100.0 10,6 - 0.1 89.3 100.0 36.7 0.1 0.6 62,6 80.8
2629 100.0 41,8 0.1 0.4 57.9 10040 . Qs3 1.1 33,8 80,0
30~39 200.0  73.9 G4 0.7 25,0  100,0 777 1.1 1.7 1945 777
Lo-h9 100,0 84,8 0.9 1.0 13.3 160,0 71,0 3.5 2.7 15,8 7346
50-59 100.0 83.9 1.9 1.3 12,9 100,0 62 4 79 35 2642 6742
60“69 100-0 79.9 356 1-6 ll+.9 lOGoO "l'?go llhl haz 3""67 65.5
70 and over 100.0 6946 7.9 2,2 20,3 100.0 29,8 23.8 4.5 41,9 6347

Hlcaragua :

Total 100,60 18.5 2.5 0.3 48,7 10040 48,2 6e9 045 Lk 42,5
15-19 years 100,0  h,1 0,1 =~ 5.8  100.0 18.8 0ul 0.1 81.0 54,2
20~-24 100,0 28,9 0.1 0.l aﬁ.g 10040 lstﬁ.s' 06 043 Loge2 5245
25-29 100,0 54,7 0,6 0,2 5 100.0 3 1,2 0.k 3,1 50,0
30=39 10040 7142 1.3 043 27,2 100,0 6942 Il 0.6 2648 45,0
Lomlg 100.0  “78.3 343 Okt 18,0  100.0 6342 9.7 0.7 2644 37.1
50-59 100.0 7.8 6.2 DG 15.6 10040 50,4 19,0 0.8 29,8 29,8
€0-69 100,0 7,2 11,7 0.7 15,4 10040 34.0 3246 1.1 3243 2548
70 and over 1000 5847 222 0.7 184 10040 2,0 Uho2 1,2 336 21,3

Pansme, * l

Rotal 100,0 Lé,5 2,0 08 51,1 10040 5143 6.0 0,7 42,0 549
15~19 yoears 100,0 2,9 - - 97.1  180.0 2,2 0,1 0. 7546 7242
20=24 100,80 28,7 0,1 0.l 7.1 100,0 59,0 03 0.4 4043 6743
25-29 100,0 55,8 0.4 0.3 43,5 10040 7346 0.8 0.7 24.9 614
30-39 100,0 7,2 Oe8 0,5 27.5 10040 7509 2,0 14 2047 5549
Lo-lg 100,0 74,8 2,2 0.8 22,2 100,0 674 7.3 1.3 24,0 51.0
50-59 100,0 1.3 L7 0,8 23,2 10040 53,7 1885 1.0 26.8 Y2.9
60m69 100.0 84,2 9.5 0.7 25.6 10040 38.6 31,8 0e7 28,9 3549
?0 and over 100,.0 53.7 18.9 0.5 26.9 100.0 22,0 hs-s OQL} 32 .3 31.8

/Table 2 (concluded)
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Table 2 {comoluded)

Percent of
. Male ' ‘ Female total mar~
ried in

Country and age _ Di- - . Wdowed Diw Singl de faote

Total Married Widowed voroed Single Total Marrled oW vorced -] unions
' (both eoxes)

Total 100,0 50,0 19 ¢ 0.2' _ 7.4 100,0 L6,l 5.7 : 1.3 46,9 3006
15-19 years 1000 - 0.7 = - . 993 100,06 12,7 = 01 87,2 40,2
20-24 100.0 19.8 0.1 0,1 B0.0  100.0 Li,9 0.3 0.5 5743 K145
25-29 100.0 52.% 0.3 0,3 | LE7 1000 - 58.8 0.7 1.0 3945 385
30-39 100,0 742 Oub 0.7 245 -100.0 65,5 2.1 1.5 3049 33.5
Lo~y 100.0  8l.6 1.7 1. 15.6 1000 £0,3 65 241 31,1 2701
50-59 100,0 78,5 3.8 1.5 16,2 10040 52.5 112 243 4.0 213
€0-69 100,80 7301 7.5 2,1 17,3  100.0 37,1 22,1 2,0 38,8 19.0
70 and over 100,0 61,8 17,8 2.5 17.9 10040 18,5 40,0 1.6 39.9 13.3

Venazuela ‘

Tutal 100,0  U5.8 2.0 0.3 51.9  100,0 b1 646 005 48,8 kool
15-19 yeare . 100.0 2,3  ~ - 977 100,0 21,1 01 01 78,7 174
2024 100,06 22,0 0.1 0,1 77,8 100.0 52,2 G6 O UEB hg,2
2529 100.0 8.2 0.3 0,3 51.2 100,0 6lia8 1.2 0.8 3342 Yh,2
30~39 100.0 67,0 0.9 0.5 31,6  100,0 66,7 3.3 0.9 29.1 b2.3
ko-u9 010040 3.3 . 2.5 0.6 . 23,8 100,0 5746 9.9 - 0.8 31.7 3%7e2
50-59 1000 7865 3.8 15 16,2 10040 52,5 11,2 2.3 3h,40 2163
60-69 1000 66,7 11,1 0M 21,8  100.0 27.7 31,6 04 40,3 27:3

?o and owver 100.0 550"" 20,0 0.3 -21'}‘03- 10040 17.0 l{-O.? "0o2 ) h2.1 25.8

Sourps: Institito Interemericano de Estadfstica, la Estructure Demogrffice de las Naclones Irteremeriocanas,

Vol. I, Carecterfsticas Genoralss de la Poblesidn, Tome 2, "Estade Corjugel y Distribucién de la Pobla-
oifn por Hogaros”, Unlén Panamoricana, Washington, D.C., febrero 1960, Tables 5-10 to 5-29,

8/ "Marrled” includes persons in stabls de fasto unions. 'Divorced” ih{:ludea persons separeted logally and
da faoto,and pergons with annulled marriages, Persons whose age or marital stetus was mot reported are
sxoluded on the assumption that they are distributed in the same proportions as perzons for which reports
vore glven,

b/ Based on date for the 15 sountrics listed.

o/ Data on do facte unions are not available separatoly.

4/ Separate data for ages 15 to 19 not availeble, |

&/ Separate data for ages 60 %o 69 and 70 and ovar are not a.mla.bla.

../ Separated porsons are included with merried person.a, nct with the divorced.

g/ For m.ales, the minlmu. age 1s 18,

/Table 3



; ‘ Table 3
! BRAZL AND VTNEZULLA: MARITAL STATUS OF THE POPULATION IN PRIVATE HOUSEHOLDS BY RULATIONSHIP TO HEAD, BY SEX, 1950
Relatione | Bo‘th sexes Male Femaloe
ship to Married D1 No% Married | ADi & Hot Married By T
head and d o Xz ; X - () Tota biof ol 2 Wad 4 TR0 inel Q Total arria: Wid . voroaa o Ng
oo‘m‘tt‘y‘ Total E/ 3 WidOW&F Vogﬁad Singlﬂ F‘prl‘ted ? 1 g/ 3 ow‘e y S.mg e ;wepoz'ted ) e 2/ tdowed Ef Sinble. )pepc:n‘tad
_l_a_razil_
Nunber : - )
Total 51 564 665 [16 359 Y| 1 961 (926 39 278 {33 118 886 | 105 100 25 641 71918 096 187 { 465 387|16 973 {7 015 341 | 47 831 |25 gl gué | B 253 268 1 L96 53922 305 Fs 103 544 57 269
Head 10 ol 199 | 7 €66 5131 1 of1 bga 21 369 1 1 248 o200 29 214 18 827 218 {7 Y93 760 1 331 560111 537 965 9541 23 557 ﬂ}‘zls 981 172 7531 749 533} 9 352 282 G35 & 287
Wife {mate) 7 909 833 | 7 355 132 57 béd 3 585 468 031 | 26 025 7 025 Lt 534 235 b1 2 ol 113 | 7 702:808 | 7 350 538 56 825] 3 544 | 165 383 25 912
Child n/ 26 891 L83 423 952 65 993 4 868 |26 367 618 | 29 052 13 850 238 | 179666 | 16 350| 1 563 13 €37 55¢| 15 099 [13 chl 245 2 285) U9 6h3] 3 305 2 730 05§ i3 353
Grandehild 1 4o g9 7 776 77% W} 1031682 683 | 526 566 2 892 113 8 523 188 335 | 5 383] . k870 -634 33 | 508 Ugy 348
Parort 4/ 712 390 | 144 06B| 503 97 2 098 58 572 3681 113175 E1517| 53 %5[ 335 7392 653 | 593 235{ 52 75y Wk sed| 1763 | Biyy 3 022
Grand parent 24 332 2 319 19 385 26 2 h2g 182 3 ksh 836 2 1k 10 e 25 20 878 1b78 7 21 16" T2 016 157
Other relative 2 417 g4y k33 556 gl 2590 2 997 1 1 88065k & okl [1 1by 006 208 528 a1 1481 3 183 909 303 | 2 84z |1 295 225 028, 73 111} 1 Brz 971 591 9 199
Lodgar of 1625325 | 25155 100576 3350 | 1439 320 | 6922 | 027 965 sy ben| 268501555 | 757 op0| 3731 | B9y 3s6 | 257332 73 6B6] 1756 | 6BL3sy 3is
Servant 707 931 56 09 36 623 926 615 860 3 032 2532 676 6 370 7 23] 2h2 207 678 gl 475 255 33 719 30 789 &84 Loy wRl| 2 o8y
Not reported 8 67 922 793 17 6 673 268 o392 | - 5K “156 i 3 677 122 4 284 _ 527 £05 10 2 9% 1%
Parcant E I K . o 7
Tetal 100,0 100.9 1q0.0} 100.0 100.0 { 100.0 1¢0,0 100.0 100,02 | 1000 100.0| 100.0 100,0 100.0 106,0! 190,0 100.0f 2090
Head 19.5 hs.é 65.1]  GLb4 3.8 27.8 alh 9206_ 21,21 70,6 S5.7| 60.1 Ly 2.1 fe.i] b2l 1.8 9.2
Wife (mate) 15,3 %50 2.9] 9.1 1.% 24,8 174 0.1 0.1] 0,2 0.2 20,5 85,0 28] 15.9 229 U5a2
Child 52.1 2.6 3o  12.4 2.4 27.6 she0 B2 351 92 B0.1] al.6 5043 -3.0| 9.3] 4ot - 791 244
Grandehild 2.0 £/ £/ 0,1 3.1 0.6 2,0 £/ -4 2/ 3.1 0.7 240 0,1 21 el Bs2t - 06
Parent y 1:’4 OOP 25.7 Se3 042 305 005 0.6 1?08 200 f/ 1.’+ 2.3 1,1 2907 7@9: 003 ] 593
Grand parent £/ 1.0] 0.1 £/ 0.2 £/ £/ 0.5 0.1 /| el 0.1 £/ 1.2]  Cok i/ 0.3
Other relative bk 20 BBl 7.6 547 507 L5 2.6 keS| 740 543 5.9 ] 257 91 8.1 6.0 5.6
Lodgor 8/ 345 1.7 5ol| 845 ko3 6.6 3.6 1.7 5.8 9.l 4,5 7.8 .k 1.7 ol 7.9 b,2 5.6
Servant 1.4 God 1.9] 2.4 1.9 2.9 0.9 0?2 1.6 1.4 - 1.2 240 1.6 o 2,1 3.1 2.5 3.6
Not reported £/ £/ e/ it/ 74 0.3 £/ £/ ef | &/ £/ | 0.3 £/ £/ 7o £/ 0.3
P b ' ! f
I
1 - - P S - ki‘“—
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Table 3 (concluded)

Relatlion~ 1

ship to Both sexes _ _ Male Pemale -

head and Total Married  Widowed Divorged Single Not Total Merried  Widowed DPi~-  Single Kot Total Married Widowed  Di- Single Not

sountry s/ ®/ reported -4 vorced p/ reported of vorcedp/ reported

Venszuela
* Number _

Tatal 2643595 190790 127381 11 338 1176 1é2- 20 734 1 269 879 £30 268 27.522 3 811 598 626 9652 1373 716 677672 99859 7567 577 536 11 082
Head 875 203 596 575 64 657 L4 822 206 315 2 834 €59 489 539 697 17111 1854 99 k30 1 397 215 714 56 878 47 she 2 968 o6 B85 1 a7
¥ife 509 §ao 509 860 - - - . - - - - - - 509 800 509 800 - - - -
Child 487 277 52 875 5600 2142 421 675 U985 7 19 796 796 Wy3 226 908 2 536 236.766 33079 W B0o2 1669 sk 767 2 Lkg
Other relative 390 688 76 696 bp 650 2 419 265 134 5 795 156 191 31 636 4 7uo 584 117 011 2 220 234 497 b5 060 35 910 1329 1B 123 3 575
Lodger o/ 324 778 66 693 14517 1709 235 602 6 257. 195 796 38 l4o L /5 882 148 686 21333 128982 - 28553 9 762 827 B6 914 2 92l
Servent 53 762 4 827 1 874 281 L6 100 &80 - & 583 €68 99 15 g 721 86 W7 173 bis9 1975 266 Lo 379 . 5ol
Not reported 2 ofy gl 83 . 1l 1 336 183 1 303 331 19 3 870 8o 284 b0 &4 § Lsé 103

Porcent ' _ '

Total 10040 100,0 100.0  100.0 100,0  100.0 100.0 10040 100.0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0  100.0 . 100.0 100,0 100.0
Head 3341 5.6 50.7 Lok 1745 13.7 5240 85.6 62.2 h8.7 16,6 14,5 15,7 84 47,6 39.2 18,5 1340
Wife 19'3 39‘0 - - - C - - - - - - - - 37.1 75.2 . - - - -
Child 18.4 L0 LY 18.8 3549 24,0 1947 3.1 249 12,k 3749 26,3 1742 4,9 - 4,8 22,1 33.7 22,1
Other relativs .3 Ee® 31,9 21.2 22.5 27,9 12.%° 540 17.2  15.3 19,6 23,0 17.1 67 36,0 24,2 2546 32,3
Lodger 8/ 12,3 5e1 11.4 15.0 2040 3042 15.4 6.l 17:3 23,1 25,8 34,5 9.4 b2 98 10,9 15.0 2644
Servant 240 0ol 1.5 245 349 343 045 0.l 0.3 0.l 1,0 o.g bt 0.6 1.8 3¢5 740 Sab
Not reported c.1 £/ Ol 0.1 0.1 069 Oed el 0.1 0,1 0.1 O, 0.l £/ %1 0.1 0,1 0.9

Sourge: Instituto Interamericeno de Estadfstica, Ls estructura demogrdfica de las Naciones Americanas, Vol, I, Caracterfsticas gonsrales de la poblacifn, tomo 2, "Estado conjugal y distribucién de la

poblacién por hogares',

8/ Includes persems in stable 'de facto" unions for Venezuela but not for Brazil.

_/ Includes persons separated (legrlly and de fucto) and peraons .'m annulled marringes for Brazil; for Venszuela, ®eludes persons in "de fascto" separations,
¢/ Inoludes stepchildren.

4/ Includes parents-indaw.

8/ Includes boarders and trensients.
__/ Less than 0,05 percent,

Unién Paramericans, 1960, Vashington, D.C. tables '?-12 and 7-29.

¢ adeg
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Tabie i

PANNA: PERCENT HEADS OF TOTAL POPULATION BY ACE, BY MARTTAL STATUS AND SEX,
URBAN AND RURAL, 195C a/

Both sexes - - Male o Female
Age (years) Davor] Tosel. Bvor- ﬁiﬂa Divor-- Tergers
and eres Mar-| ced |SBLe Marw| oed |JBle _[Faretesd | Quars
Totel |SInglé ried | gnd Jﬁ;'}le | Total] Stnglo) | ¢ and | Total Single {rted | end | “'ged
: . : ; L] e " fwldo= h
‘_’/ ":-wg:"’ o%ibo- _ o/ | ed o%itn- T ved 031“%3331
heads heads ‘
Total o _ a ‘ ; : ,
Total, 15andover 37e6 [2147 [45.6 | 5602{ 1B |57.9 [ 2Ual |85.5| 7648] 1346 [16,3 | 18,4 | 7.7} U847 |29.3
15 to 19 268 | 18] 76| 27.9] 31,0 | U2 | 246 |54.81 16,9 a2 | 15| 0.8 | 2.2} 19,2 3046
20 1o 2k 1748 11145 | 24,9 | 9] 1646 [2967 | 2348 [68a9} 5202 1640 | 6a0] 745 | 348] 3041 | 1946
25 to 29 3366 | o3 | 3747 | 4700 12,1 15649 | 28,0 |79.2] .644| 1143 | 947 278 | 545{ 39.9 1740
30 to 34 43,9 | 3409 [ 45,9 | 5640} 10,6 {7146 | 3761 |8642] 75.4] 947 [14s0] 5245 | 6.8] U9s0] 15,2
35 to 39 5046 {461 | 50,01 68,8} 10,8 179.5 | 4.7 168.8} 85.2] 9.6 119,04 kiz,B | Ba7) €11 16,1
o to Wb 5640 [52alt 1 5540 | 6HeH{ 11,9 (8348 | 5647 [FLol] 7349] 10,8 | 237 | U7a6 | 241| 60,6 | 16,4
45 4o k9 5748 15644 | 5648 | 63,91 13,2 [8541 | 62,8 [91.2] 854 12,2 |2848 | 51a2 {1246 | 5549 | 1646
50 to S 6102 (594 | 5845 | 6246] 15.3 {87401 6809 |91.1] 87,67 1443 13340 49,8 {10.9] 55,1 ] 1841
55 to 59 6325 [55.7 | 61,4 | 63.0] 18,k (8745 | 6649 [90,8] 9043{ 1745 36,7 | 4540 [1545] SHad | 2040
60 to 64 S4e5 |5iY 16347 | 57071 2245 185.6 | 67,2 188,3] 82,2] 20,4 [39.3 | Ml 16431 UBa6 | 22,9
65 and over 60el [1302 | 6348 | B7.3] 25.4 18144 | 5848 |85,7] 66,6[ 2445 }38.6] 29.6 [16.8] 39.7 | 27.3
Urben
Total, 15 and overSf] 37,3 1208 [46.1 | 5141] 1849 56,5 | 2066 184,11 6549] 1742 119481 20,0 110,81} 46,7 | 2343
15 to 19 201 | 143 ] 6271 5a6] YT | 247 | 149 [H0,8] = | UBi5 | 146} 008 | 343 642 3946
20 to 24 1546 | 9.5 1237 { 375| 2003 {2561 [ 10,9 [6649] 5741| 20,0 | 7e6] 769 | 50| 3541 | 2449
25 to 29 3243 | 2145 | 3766 3941 ] 16,1 {5246 | 22,7 |77.7 | U6e7] 2440 {1343 1949 | 706 3647 | 2347
30 to 34 42,9 {393 | 4541 | 5043 1441 168,3 | 3206 [BlLy3 ) 6501] 22,3 18,2 SUe2 | 8.9 U642 | 2046
35 to 33 49,7 {4245 | 197§ 5745] 1540 [7569 | 40s9 {87461 66,51 12,8 {2843 | B2 [12.3| SHe5 | 2146
40 to W4 5541 {4945 | 54e3 | 63,51 1645 179.6 [ 48,7 |88.6] 6049] 14a5 | 2903 ] 5043 [12e9] SHelt | 2205
45 to 49 5643 15145 [5545 | 6542 18,4 [80,8 § 50,1 150,01 60,1 1646 [ 34,51 5241 [17.9 498 | 22,2
50 to 54 59e3 |54e2 | 5647.] 5847 | 2Uad [6301 | 5749 18860 | 8241] 1848 [37eH] 5145 (1641 | 5342 | 2249
55 4o 59 6243 15%.7 [61.3 ] 56.0] 23,1 [BUo5 | 5649 |89eL] 7641 23,3 1HO0,6] U7.1 120,31 50,5 | 23,7
60 to 64 6345 4944 | 62,5 | 55,41 25,8 [8349 [ 57,0 |8643] 7346] 2643 U415 | U1e9 (1943 | U945 | 24e7
65 and over E6,6 9643 16141 | 326 2743 17766 | 1433 (83,1 57.1] 27.8 | 98,91 30.8 |1846] 3945 | 2643
?o'lnl,15arﬂwa'5/ 9768 1225 145,3 ] 6146] 1048 [58.9 | 2529 18645 8502{ 1143 [1363] 1646 | 547 | 5069 | 1talt
15 t0 19 3¢3 | 201 | 768338 25.7 | 540 360 {57.7] 90,9 2641 | 14| 0,8 | 1071 22,8 23,1
20 to 24 19.3 11342 [ 25,5 3302 1440 [325 | 1548 {6948 ] 50e9] 14el |- Bo7]| 609 | Fol{ 2508 [ 12,9
25 to 29 3446 12649 1 37,7 | 67.3] 943 [5947 | 3240 {80,0] 80,2] 9,61 6.8} 14,9 | bl J 49| 645
30 to P 1,6 | 3646 [ 46,5 | 65.1| 747 [ 7402 | 11,0 {8746 ] B6a4| 749 | 1040 2746 | 5.0 Sl | 509
35 to 39 5143 5041 {5042 1 82,2 7.4 |8242 | 5506 |89,6] 9946 744 |1Me2] 4047 | 600 Re3| 7.5
4o to 44 5647 [ 5501 | 5545 ] 7342 8e3 8649 [ 6323 {93.4] 81.9] 843 [18.8} U1 | 6,81 67.4] 8.3
5 to U9 583 [ 61,0 | 5640 ] 73e3] 248 187,61 70.5 | 91,8 94.7| 9e7 | 24a1) 50,3 | 8491 6247 102
50 to 54 62,6 [ 634 6047 | 66.6] 12,0 {8946 7647 193.0] 9246{ 1145 | 2941| UB.0 | 947 | 5742 | 1348
55 to 59 64,6 159,8 | 6141 71.8] 1k.2 189,81 7547 [9240 13,3 | 32,7] U2e6 (11,2 5849 | 17.2
60 to 64 6503 | 58,1 | €445 | 60401 17,6 |B6.9] 75.3 189471 83,21 1643 | 5745{ 404 [1lel L7771 2Le2
65 and over €2.8 | UB,2 | 65,5] 50491 24a1 [8348] 69.0 {B743] 73¢3] 2245) 3843] 2846 {1545 ho.ogza.z

Sourge: Republica de Panama, Cehsos Nacleonales de 1550, Quinto Censo de Poblaoidn, Vels, I,V, and VI, See
particularly table 0 .and 32 in Vol. Ve ‘ : .

5_/ Bagic data have not generally been adjusted to inelude perszons whose age or marital status was not reported,
Rates for specific maritel status groups for the total end urban population may be slighily low and for the
rurel population elightly high because non-employed = individuals who 1ived alone are excluded from the num-
ber of heads {6 022 totals 1 734 urban males,. 2 024 urban females, 567 rurel males, and 1 697 rural females)

b/ Ineludes de fasto unionse ' ‘ : ‘ T

-not tod, -

a/ omputed flgure exoeeds 10040, o /Table A
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Pahla &

ESTIMATED AVERAGE ANNUAL RATES OF NATURAL INCREASE, BIRTH RATES AND DEATH RATES FCR
WORLD TOTAL, LATIN AMERICA, AND NORTHWESTERM. EUROPE, 1955-59

{Figures are per 1 000 population)

Arag Fate of increase Birth rete Death rate
World total 17 36 19
Latin America a/f 24 43 19

Mddls Amerloa . 27 U5 18

South America 23 42 19
Northwestern Europe 7 A8 1

Sourges Unlted Nations, Jemographio Yearbook, 1960, teble 2.

_g{ Figures are not consistont with estimater showm 4n table B propared independently.

/Table B
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Table B
LATIN AMERICA: ESTIMATED AVERAGE ANNUAL RATES OF NATURAL INCREASE,
BIRTE RATES AND DEATH RATES, 1950~55
Country Reto of Birth Death

:::::ia rate rate
Latin Amerloa a/ %5 b2 17 .
Argentins 16 25 9
Bolivia 25 ] 20 {
Brazil 25 L5 20
Chile 20 94 i
Colombia 25 g5 20
Gosta Rloa- 3l ks 11
Cuba ‘ 20 35 15
Dumi;xiuan He-puhliu an ko 20
Eanador 2€ he 20
El Salvadoep 25 50 25
Guetemals 30 51 21
Hailti s ase
Hondures 21 b 20
Mexico 30 s 15
Nicaragus 30 50 20
Panama 25 L5 20
Paraguay 30 b5 15
Peru 25 L5 20
Puerto Rico 28 36 8
Uruguay .es eon see
Venezuele 25 Lsg 20

Seurca: United Nations, Panort on the World Social Situstion, New York, 1957, pe 22, table 25

Rates for totel Latin Amsrios computed ar the welghted average of rates for individual
ocuntries,

8/ Flgures are not comsistent with estimates shown in 4able & prepared independently.

/Takle C
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Tahla &

PERCENT OF THE POPULATION LIVING IN INSTITUTIONAL (NON-FAMILY)
HOUSEHOLDS , AROIND 1950

Country Parcent Country Porcent
Lotin America Northwestern Europs

Argentina 3.1 Austrla 1.l
Colombia 3 Dormerk 241
Costa Rica 1.3 Germany, Western 1,9
Cuba 0.8 Prance Ue2
Dominican Republie 1.0 Hetherlands 2,1
Nicaragua 2.4 Norvey 2.0
Panama 1.7 Sweden 147
Paraguay 1.9 Englend Wales le Yy
Puerto Rico 1.5

Yenszuela 6ol United States 347

Sourcet Instituto Interamericans de Estadfstica, la Esiructura Demogrdfion de las Neciones Ame~
ricanns, Vol, I, Caracterfsticas Ganerales de la Poblacidn, Tomo 2, "Estado Comyugal y
Distribueién de la Poblaci¢n por Hogares", Febrere 1960, Unién Panamerlcana, Washington,
D.Ca, table 6~05, United MNations, Demograrhio Yearbook. 1955, table 9a

/Table D
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Teble D
MEAN SIZE OF HOUSEHOLD AWD RELATED DEMOGRAPHIC MEASURES, AROUND 1950
General  Porcent of Poroont

Courttey Census  Private z:pii::f;: ':;5‘:0:::2 fortility the popul=_ 25 to 29

Q S ag i : b
yoar lhouseh‘olds nouscholds pold rate &/ age 15 i‘{: d_?
() (2) (3) ) (5) (6)

Latin Americe - 26 4Lk 065 o/ 129 730 B29 o/ L.l &/ 184 4/ ho,2 6246 of
Argentina ighy 3 4oy 345 14 759 o2 433 104 3047 L8.8
Bolivia 1950 £ 2 704 165 z/ i/ 195 39,6 7248
Brazil 1950 10 oL6 193 51 534 655 Gel3 197 1.8 66,6
Chile 1952 see 5932 395 g/ ese 7 372 £€0.1
Colombia 195) 1 884 556 10 By €81 5.75 201 L2.6 597
Costa Rioa 1950 143 167 750 507 5452 201 ko8 o
Cuba 1953 1 190 580 5 784 753 L.B6 153 36.3 63.1
Dominican Repe 1950 433 118 2 115 013 4,88 227 Ll 5 "o
Eocuador 1950 621 645 3 EBO 93 Sel2 o 212 tz.s 29.15
El Salvador 1950 366 752 1 855 91y 5.07 g 21 1.1 la
Guatemale 1950 .as 2 790 868 % ves 228 L2,3 448
Hadtd 1950 693 697 30972208/ L6 g/ soe 3749 5545
Honduras 1950 sy w LAA ] saw 189 l"ous (XT]
Mexiso 1950 5 785 810 b 25 %91 017 g L7 g/ 200 b1,7 .ee
Nicaragus 1950 175 L6z 4 1 031 392 & 5.88 e 220 43,3 6140
Penama 1950 166 241 743 419 Laliy 209 .7 6542
Parsguey 1950 24y 789 1 303 017 532 207 43.8 571
Paru - ane 8 521 GOU ass eee 4.0 é—j’ see
Puerte Rico 1950 k29 300 2 177 921 5a07 170 h3.2 751
Uruguay - sep 2 ]-l-07 000 y ean “ee 3l.0 y osn
Venezuels 1950 875 704 b &7 332 534 205 1.9 58.0

Northwestei-n .

Europs - 55 b3 ol 3/ 173 963 897 Y/ 3.4 Y/ 80.6 2342 6543
Austria 1951 2 205 159 6 856 756 3,11 6745 22.9 59,1
Belgium 1947 2 B36 979 B/ 8512195 k/ 3.00k/ 8046 2046 6842
Dermark 1950 1 326 680 4 178 800 3.15 86.3 2643 a7
France 1946 1z é4Y 150 38 755 000 3.07 93.91/ 21,8 69,8
Germany,Wests 1950 15 341 200 L& 788 905 3.0k 6945 23.6 €043
Ireland 1944 662 654 2 755 490 4,16 1064 mf  28.9 34.5
Netherlands 1947 2 486 L8y 9 342 051 376 122.4 29.3 6043
Horway 1950 a66 ol 3 143 776 3025 8.4 b 55.9
Swaden 1950 2 365 138 6 921 015 2,50 767 23,4 62.4
Swltzerland 1950 1Y l+ 71]'" 912 5/ Y] 80.}‘“ 23.6 5"’.6
United Kingdom 1951 14 653 793 o/ b6 709 B6B n/ 3.2 p/ 7340 22.5 705

United States 1950 L2 826 281 145 030 £88 3439 103.9 26,9 81.6

Scurce: Coles (1), (2) and (3): Latin Americs, except Puer
"= tionof Peru and Uruguey taken from: United Natlons,
Socinl en América Latins

mlco
na
Pusrio

Instituto Imteramericano de f:st

adiztics, Ls

A

(¥}

de marzo, 1962, ST/EC

o Rloos Same me for table C, table G-G?i Popula~
o

rted percemn

y Leonomlca, Socl
LA/CONF.10/LM, Jamary 10

Conferencia sobre Educac:ld: ¥ Desarro Econés

"Sttu.elén Demegrdfioa

¥ Educativa de América

196
a%i 2

2, ‘table 11,

antiago e a
ﬁioo taken’fx-om: fl’nitad tates Cepmus of Population, 1960, Genersl Population Characteristiocs
TPuerto Rico", tsble 16, Europe: United Natlons, Eemogzagﬁ!o Yearbook, 1955, table Jde Cola :
Crude birth rates in teble 2, adjusted by rago 61 women in ages 15 to 44, Col. (5}

structura Demogrdfica ds las Naclones Amerloanas,

ol,e

Y

Caracter{sticns Generales de la Poblacidn, Tomo 1, "Poblzoisn Lensada y Estimada™; Igrupaciones Bdsi-

vas de Ja Poblacidn Consada’, Unmlon Pamamericanba, April 1960, Washington, D.C., table 1-05, Peru and
Urugusy taken from United Nations, "Situaciéh Demogrdfica, Econdmice, Social y Educetiva de Anérisa

Latina®, Santisgo
as sbove, table 1
Latin Ameries.

tion, 1950, Ge

a
Yearbook, 1

&

Chile, 5 a 19 de marze, 1962, ST/ECLA/CONF,10/L.4
o Europe: Unlted Nations i
except Puerto Riceo: Same as To
neral Populstion Charasteristies, "Puerto Rico",

, table 12,

Demographic Yearbook

r table E Tuerto Hico: UE&E

ed States Census of Popul-

Europe: Unlied Nations Eamogra@:lc

table 11 L]

Puer
table 10,

to Biooi Same

Col, 23

/Table D (concluded)



ST/ECLA/CONF ,9/L.12
Page 61

Table I {soneluded)

8/ Births per 1 000 females population 15 %o U4 years of ages Raies for Latin Amerlca based on
egtimated birth rates given in table B,

b/ Insludes consensuslly married, widowed and divoroced,

g/ Bolivie, Chile, Guatemala, Honduras, Poru end Uruguey are exeludeds

4/ Data for Halti, Honduras, Poru and Urugusy are excluded,

g/ Dominican Republio, Honduras, Mexlco, Peru and Uruguay are excluded.

£/ Reported figure epparently defective,

g/ Total popualation Ineluding population in institutionsl houssholds.

5/ Estimatod on basis of total population and households of two or more persons,
_1_/ Total population and percent under sge 15 are estipated for 1950,

jl/ Switzerland end Northern Ireland are excluded,

I_:/ Total households, total population and ecorrespending mean size of houschold.
1/ Pigure relates to 1954,

o/ Figure relates to 195,

1/ Exeludes Northern Ireland.

/Table &
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Table B

PERCENT DISTRIDUTION OF PRIVATE HCUSEEOLDS AND OF THE POPULATION IN PRIVATE HOUSEHOLDS
BY NIMBER (F MEMBERSs AROUND 1950

Houssholds : fopulation

Under 3 7 10 Ma- ] Undey 3 7 10
Country Total 3 to to - - or dlan  Total 3 to to or Median
mem= '3 9 mo—  nue mete 6 9 more nuter
bere M meme re ber bers M memw - .
bers bera bers bers
Letin America 8/ 100.0 17,4+ Bhe6  20.5 75 b.56 10040 6.5 L6330 166 6.1
Bolivia 100.0 31.1 52.3 11-9 h‘o? uoos (1T L X X ] LT Y ] [ 2 X ] [T X ] 200
Brazil 100.0 16,9 55.2 2046 73 k.72 100.0 5.8 W,2 31.2 16,0 .29
Colambie 100,0 15.4  38.2b/ 2B.9b/ 17.5b/ 5.23 100.0 be2 2678/ €918/ een 718
Costa Rica 100,0 15,4 51.6 29,0 10,0 5.11  100,0 b7 1.7 326 21,0 CJB6
Cuba 100.0 21.6 54,8 16,7 6.9 4,28 100.0 7.1 U85 26,7 17.7 608
Doeminican
Republio 100,70 234 50,5  18.9 72 4,38  100.U 75 U501 30,1 17.3  6.39
Ecuador 100,0 17.9  55.9  1%.7 6e5 L.69 100.0 te6  LB.S 3.8 W €22
El Salvador 100.0 18,5 56,1  19.6 5.0 L6 100,08/ 6.0 UBB  29.9 16,3 6.1
Haiti 1000 2347  57.1 1544 3.8 4,09 100,08/ B8 55.2 26,6 9¢7  5a04
Mexico 1000 261 6§31 16.8 b0 L1l 100.0 9.1 51.8 2B.9 0.2 5.73
Nicarague 100,0  Iz.4 51,7 249 1.0 B40 10040 3.6  LH0,0 32,9 23.5 7.0
Parama 100.0 29,2 48,8 16.7 5e3 k.0l 100,0 9,8 U7.3 29.0 13.5 5.95
Paraginy 100,0  15.4 53,9 22,4 8.3 5.28  100,0 L8 U5,1 32,9 17,2 6,50
Puarto Rico 100.0 18.7  Bl.a 20.2 6.8 4,68 100.0 6u.0 U746 31,1 15.3 624
Vonezuela 100.0 17.8 5l.0 21..8 9.4 4,93 100,0 Bd3 ha,5 31.9 20,3 6472
Northwestern .
Europe 100,0 1.6 535 3.8 1.1 2,86 100.0 2240  £6,7 3.1 2,2 377
Austria 100,0 M47  50.0 o li 0.9 2.74  100,0 23.1 62,8 10.9 3.2 3.8
Belgim o/ 100,0 HE.6  L49.3 LR 6.7 2,64 100.0 25,8  62.% 8.6 3.0 351
Denmark 100,0 L0B  55.k 3l 0.4 2,90 10040 2,5 68,8 B.2 1.5  3.78
England and
Wo.les 100.0 38.3  58.7 3e2 0.3 3.36  100.0 207 70.8 7.l 1.1 3.73
France 100,06 45.3 49,8 L2 0.7 2.72  100,0 2945  63.6 10.5 2.4 377
Germaly,
¥egtern 100,0 U3.3 52.8 39/ eee 2.79 100,0 22,4  67.3 10438/ ves 3472
Netherlands 100.0 31.8 58,1 840 2.1 3.35 100,0 14,5 63,0 16,3 €2 349U
Norway 100,0 37.1 5845 k.1 0.3 3405  100,0 18.2  71.2 9.4 1.2 3.93
Sweden 100,0 45,5 51,9 2.4 0.2 2457 100.0 24,2 68.6 6.3 0.9 3,38

United States 100.0 37.4 56.9 4,8 0.9 3.05 100.0 19.3 66.7 10,9 3.1 3.98

Sourge; Latin Amerdee: same as for table §., Europo and the Unlted States; United Nations, Demographie
Yoaurbook, 1955, table 9,

a/ Based on data for the countries showm, excluding Bolivia,

B/ Data are for follewing groups: 3 to 5, 6 to 8, and 9 and aver,

8/ Deta are for following groups: 3 to 5, and 6 and over,

d/ Tetal population inoluding population in institutional householdsa
o/ Includes institutional houssholds,

£/ Relates to group 7 and over. /Table F |
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Toble F

FERCINT OF PERSONS 15 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER RRPORTED
IN STABLE DE PACTO UNIONS; AROUND 19%0 2/

As peroert Az percent of
Country of total Mraprdcd"
‘ populaiion population b/

Latin America o/
Bolivia 100 172
Colonbia Cal 19:0
Coste Pfca 705 1,2 &/
Cuza 19,7 345
Chile 9.4 . 6.7
Dominican Republio 1i4,5 Lo.8
Ecuadop 12,9 22,8
El Selvador  25.2 co 4949
Guatomala . Lo.9- 68,1
Heitd aG,9 .8
Henduras 22.3 49.6
Mexico 11.9 20,0
Nisaragua : ' 214 2.5
Panipa 295 : | 59
Paraguay 4,7 30.6
Fuerto Rico 13.9 ' 93,9 &/
Venezuela : 1.2 Lo

Sourgs: Based on data co:ﬂpiled fn: Institute Interamericano de Estadfstics,
La Esipuntura Demogréfica de les Ma 19lanes imerdcenss.
Vol. I, Caracter{stioas Generales de 13 Fiblacidn, Tomo 2, “Estado
c«:nyuga.l ¥ Disgiribueidn de la Poblacidn por Hogares', Febrero 1960,
tnién Fanamericars, Vashingbon, D.C,, tables 5«10 o 5229, Puerto
Bico: United States Census of Populatden, 1960, Ganeral Popu’a.t.;on -
Characteristics, "Puerto Rieol', %able 15, :

__/ The few persons reportéd undsr 15 4n steble de_facto uniond, are included,
-b/ "arried" population includes both married and stable de facto unicns,
'c/ The number of de facto unions 1s noi available geparately for'.&bgenﬁsm
- and Brazil alihough data for marital classes ere available; no census data
are avallable for Peru and Urnguny.

d/ Married populatlon specifically reported as including sepa.ra'bed persons.

/Table G
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Takle G

PERCENY DISTRIBUTION OF PHE POPULATION IN PRIVATE HOUSEHOLDS BY RELATIONSHIP TO
HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD, BY SEX, AROUND 1350 &/

c Tot H wives Ol Grand= @ e rol-  Loa Servanis
ountey otal  Hesd (o top) dren children ones FORS cdgers exvan
Both sexes
Brazil 100,0 19,5 15,3  B2,1 2.0 1.4 £.6 1.7 Lk
Costa Rica 100,06 18,1 132 5342 enc 1.1 9alib/ 34 1.6
Cuba 100,0 20,6 15,0 k6.6 Me3 1.9 8.2 247 0.7 R
Devinieen Repubiie 1004,0 20,5 sos seo vee Y 75922/ 1}03
Fl selvador b/ 100,0 19,9 12,2 U6e9  see 049 1400/ 3.8 2.3
Guatemala 100,0 20,4 1,2 Ug.l 4,8 1.3 Ee7 1.7 1.9 ]
Honduras 100,0 164 121 547 see  ees 1308/ 247 1,1 v
Mexdico £/ 100,0 19,8 15,3  5Ll7  ees es 8.8/ 3.84/
Nicaregua 100.0 17,0 10,8 W75 e L1 16,20/ W) 3.0
Venezuola 100,0 33,1 193 184 Lee ase 1k.8s/ 1243 2.0
Mrle
Brazil 100,0 Sl g/ 5H,0 2. 0.5 6a3 1.8 _ 0g9
Costa Rlea 100,0 30,1 0.1 8503 pce .kt 9.t/ Lh 0s3
Cuba 100.0 k4.5 - b3,5 W3 0.8 8a2 3elt 0e5
Treminiean Ropullis 100.0 0.8 - o ece P €430/ ho?ii/
£l Selvador hf 100.0 30,2 - 43,6 eca 0.3 1,00/ L9 1.0
Gunbemals 100,0 338 - 52,6 .9 0.3 5.5 2,1 0,8
Mexico £/ 100,80 4.9 Dol  5H4e3  wae vos 7e0ef 3474/ |
Nisarage 100,0 2549 - 50s6  cee Ot 16,1¢/ Wb 246 I
Venezusla 100,0 52,0 - 197 sve P 12,3 15,4 0.5 i
Fomala ‘
Brazil 100,0 L7 3045 50,3 2.0 243 €49 1,5 18
Costa Rios 106,0 622 2663  Sla0  ewse 1.7 %4/ 2.5 249 !
cuba. 00,0 61 30,7 Lb,9 g2 2.9 8.2 2,0 1,0 '
Dominioen Republic  100,0 10.2 oo see  eus ore 86400/ 3484/
El Salvador 100.0 10,0 24,0 Wb e 1.5 it.0b/ 266 345
Guatemala 100,0 6.9 28,6 US55 M7 243 80 1.3 2,7
Mexiceo 1o0.0 Y 31,3 h‘9ol sae T ].D-uf_/ ”’voé/
Nio&mg\n 100.0 8.6 21:)0 1"}495 sdn 1-8 1603y uc"" 3""‘

Venezuela 100,0 15.7 37,1 17.2 aoe coe 17.18/ 9.4 34 1

Souroe: Instituto Interamericano de Estadfitica, La Estrusture Demogrdfica de las Naoiones Amerdcanss,
Vol, I, ‘Ga.moterfstioas Generales de la Poblasidh, Tomo 2, "Egtado Conyugal ¥ Distribucidn de la
Poblecidn por Hogares', Unidn Panamericana, Febrero de 1960, Washington, D.C., tables 7=05 ta 7=29,

%/ Similsr data are not aveilable for countries not listed, except Puerto Riza,
Instudes grandohildren,

o/ Insludes all relatives of head,

d/ Includes lodgers and servanis,

¢/ Inoludes grendchildren and parents.

£/ Refers to toiel population, ineluding persons in non=family householde,
_5/ Less than 0,05 per cent,

b/ Includes anly persens 10 yeers old and overa

i

/Table H
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Teble I

BRAZIL AND PANAMA: AGE~SPECIFIC RATES OF HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS, BY SEX, 1950
{Percentages)

Brazlil Pan 5 moa
e Botih Males Ponales Dot Males  Pemales
saxes seXed
Total, 15 and over &/ 2369 U2,.6 5.7 3706 5749 1643
15 « 19 b/ 1.7 3.1 O 2,8 Y2 1s5
20 = 29 2243 43,7 2.2 2R.3 42,8 i
30 - 39 4h.6 82.5 6.7 Lzad 751 16,4
Lo - Ly 5345 9049 13.9 56,0 2621 241
50 = 59 576 92,0 21.3 62,1 87.2 3l4e5
60 and over S4.7 8l.1 277 . 1.9 83.2 38.9
60 - 69 of 57.8 8681 2742 6445 85.6 39,3
70 and over gof 48,9 T5e3 28.4 60,1 Nl 3846

Sources VI Reconsesmerta do Ermzll, 195C, Vol. I, Table 3, pogs 4, and Table 4, page 282, Panama,

Consos Nacicnales de 1950,Guimto Canso de Poblasidn, Vels, I end ¥, partioularly tables §
and 32 in Vol. Vs

5/ Includas persons whosa aga was not reporteds
b/ Includes the few heads of houscholds under &ge 15.

2/ Pigures for Paname refer to ages 60 to &4 and 65 and over.

/Table I
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Table I
ESTTMATED MEDIAN AGE AT FIRST MARRIAGE, AROUND 1950
Courttry Male Female
Latin Amerios a/ 25.6 21,3
Argentina 273 24,0
Belivia 23 .5 21,3
Brazil 26.3 21.3
Chile 2543 22,5
Colombla 26,1 2007
Costa Rica 25.3 1.1
Cubsa 255 20,5
Eou.ador 2"‘-10 20.5
El Salvador 21"-8 1909
Gugtemala 22.9 18,7
Haltl 2767 22.4
Nisoregua 25,3 20.0
Panama 24,2 19.1
Parsgusy 25.8 2049
Pusrtn Rien 2Lk 205
Vonezuela 25,7 1%9.1
Northvestern Europe a/ 26.0 23,0
Austria 26.6 23.9
Belgium 25.6 22,6
Darmarl 25.5 21,7
Prance 25.8 22,8
Germary, Western 26.7 24 .2
Irelend 36.1 26.1
Netherlands 2646 2l 2
Norway 27,1 23.3
Sweden 2643 22,5
Switzerland 29742 245
United Kingdom 25,2 21,9
Unlted States 2248 20,3

Source: Fstimated,

See text for dasoription of method.

8/ Based on data for the countries showns

/Table J



