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RESUMEN

En este informe se presentan los resultados méds
significativos de un estudio del Dr. John J, Macisco,
Jr. sobre la migracién al Area Metropolitana de Lima,
a base de datos de una encuesta en una muestra repre-~
sentativa de aproximadamente 2 000 hogares,; realizada
en 1965~66 por la Direccidén Nacional de Estadilstica y
Censos del Perd con la asistencia técnica de CELADE.

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

Del proceso migratorio se analizon sus patrones
més significativos: categorias de lugares de emigra -~
cibn, movilidad previa y nivel de educacién.

Las variables explicativas de las motivaciones
para migrar son aquéllas relacionadas con el ciclo vi
tal del individuo y con la jerarquia de los lugares
de origen, esta Yltima en términos de urbanizacidén y
de sus corrclativos econémicos y sociales,

Ciertamente; el interés dominante en los estu-
dios socioldgicos sobre esta materia ha recaido sobre
los aspectos de la asimilacidén de la poblacién nigran
te, PBn el capitulo tercero se analiza la asinilaecién
respecto de tres dimensiones: ocupacidn, vivienda y
seguridad social., Variables explicativas intervinien
tes en el andlisis: "duraciédn de la residencia" en el
Area Metropolitana y "tamafio del lugar de la residen-
cia previa",

Por Gltinmo, el inforne dedica un capitulo a 1las
caracteristicas ~demogrdficas, econdénicas y sociales-
diferenciales entre nativos e innigrantes,; utilizando
diversas variables de control.

A través de ésta y de otras contribuciones, re=-
presentativas de una acunulacién de conocimientos sis
tendticos sobre la materia, CELADE dcsea poner al al-
cance de los lectores interesados los resultados nés
significativos de una cuidada labor de investigacién,






PRESENTATION

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

served as a researcher in CELADE.

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

plus the districts of Comas, Independencia and E1l Agustino

Ix

(established after the 1961 Census was taken) and the urban area
0f the Constitutional Province of Callac. An estimaoted popu-
lation (1965) of 2 250 000 inhaobitants made up the universe thus
defined,

& Dr. Macisco was attached to CELADE during the years 1969
and 1970, working on o programmc of studics on internal
migration in Latin America. His participation was made
possible through a grant from the Ford Foundation, which
2lso rendered financial support in other aspects of the
abovenentioned programnec, '

% The survey was undertaken by the "Direccidén Nacional de
Estadistica y Censos" of Peru, with CELADE's technical
assistance, in 1965-1966, Sinilar rcsearch was promnoted
and carried out in Santiago, Chile (1962), Caraecas (1967)
and Asuncion, Paraguay (1973-1974). The "Direccidn Nacio~
nal de Estadi{stica y Censos" of Peru made the main results
of the Metropolitan Lina survey available in three reports
published in the years 1966 and 1968 §Encuesta de Innigra~
cién., ILina Metropolitana, Inforne I 1966), Informe II
(1968) and Informe III (1968). Dircccién Nacional de Es-
tadistica y Censos, Lina, Perd).

%% Barranco, Brefiay, Chorrillos, La Victoria, Lima, Lince,
Magdalena del Mar, Miraflores, Pucblo Libre, Rimac, San
Isidro, San Martin de Porres, San Migucl, Santiago de
Surco and Surquillo,
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Research was carried out through o houschold probabilistic
sanple, representotive of the population of Metropolitan Lina,
In the sanple desgign five strata conposcd of.districts with
.ginilar socilo-—cconomic characteristics weire considered; within
~each of then "blocks" were selected with probabilities propor-
tionate to the nunber of housing units and, finally, eix housing
units, with systenétic spaciﬁg, were selected from each "block".
0f a total of 2 208 housing units which comnposed the eemple, it
was possible to interview.2 093 households, that is, a'response

rate of 94.8 per cent was attained.

In carrying out interviews fwe tyﬁes of questioﬁhaires
were used, one of a collective character and.the dthef:ef an
' individual’nature, Thrcugh the-first of theny inforﬁafion on
the main denographic anq'social charactefistics of all house-
hold nenbers was collected and the nigratory status of each one
of then was ldentified. The individﬁal‘questionn aire was used
o nake dlrect 1nterv1ews to those persocns w1th nigrant status,
prov1ded that they had arrived in -Metropolitan Lina at the age
of l4loerver,and durlng the decade previoﬁs to'the:surVey date |
(1956~ 1966) This questionnaire contained a "nigratory history",
informnation on the ulgrant's living conditions befare moving to
»Metropolltan Lima (economic activity, reasons for,leav;ng, etcr)
and finally, several aspects on "adjustment":fqlthe*cify way of
life.,.

it In four chuvters thls report deals with whut could be said
~to be 2ll the basic toplcs through which the mlgratlon phenonenon
in the big cities has been 1nvest1gnted at the mlcro soecieal level.

They refer sge01flcally to'

;Chapter-lti  The nigration preoess
"Chapferlli : Reasons for leaving
Chepter III

Chapter IV . : .Differentiais.

Adgustment

The nigration process is anelyzed»through.?ettefns; referred
to categories'(size) of places of emigration, number of previous
novements and educational level, controlling in each case sex and

age variables.
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In principle there was interest only in investigating the
reasons for leaving of persons who, because of thelr character~
istics of sex, age and positicn within the family group, were
assumned to have voluntarily decided to nigrate. Since notiva-
tions are assuned to be releted 1o the individual vital cycle,
as well as to the hierarchy of the places of origin in terms of
Urbanization and its social and econonic correlates, the'analysis
1s centered upon the variables sex, age, civil status, education,

occupation and size of places of previous residence of migrant.

No other topic has probably deserved ncre attention,; con-
cerning sociological studies, than the subject of inmigrants
adjustment to the receiving sociéty. The Metropolitan Lina
~survey was not designed to investigate this matter in depth, but
rather to provide parginal information which was expected to be
0of use -combined with other data-~ in order to tesf a few general
hypotheses which are frequently used in specialized literature,
although they are not generally supported by results from enm-
vpirical research. In the present study the authur resorts to
two explanatory independent variebles, "size of place of previous
residence” and "duraticn of residence" in Metropolitan Lima,
through which degrees of adjustmént in three aspects are attempt-—-
ed to be fouhd: occupation, housing, and social security. An
inportant limitation in this study arises fron the lack of in-
forﬁation”on the population born in Metropolitan Lima concerning
the aspects being analyzed. Consequently, comparisdns are limit-
ed tb those groups of inmigrants defined according to the afore-
rdenticned variables and others (i.e., sex and age) which are

control variables.

The final chapter, dealing with "differentials", has been
approached from two interesting viewpocints. PFirst, that of the_
inpact Of the differences observed between inmigrénts and natives
regarding sex and age conposition, eivil status,'education, oc—-
'cupatibn and fertility on'population structure and dynanics,
Second, the study of differentials compléménts sone aspects of
"gdjustment’ which have been already considered in Chapter III.

A relétively complete explanation of the cbserved differentials,
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as far as. possible with data from a Hultiple purpose survey,
implies introducing in the analysis a nininum of control
variables in order to separate generational factors cr influen-
ces fron those of expcsure tiue to the risk of "socialization",
at different ages, in the different environments in which '

persons have lived, including Metropolitan Lina.

Mlgratlon and metropollzatlon are 1nseparable aspects

" of the same ‘and uhiversal demographic process of contemporary
5001et1es. To deflne, to descrlbe and to explain this popu—'
lation phenomenon have been the aims of innumerable theoretic-
al works and of a great number of empirical studies-in countries
and regions with wvery different levels of economic and social -
. development. .It can be said that in Latin America scientific
work in: this field began during the 60's, particularly through.
. surveys done in large-cities, -CELADE has played an important
part in this activity and this monograph is a partial result
of its efforts. . Through it and other contributions which are:
representative of:the systematic knowledge being accumulated . -
on the subjcet, the most significant findings of careful re-

search work are made available %o interested re'ade»rs,ﬁ

» ~Juan Carlos Elizaga
Latln Amerlcan Demographlc Centre (CELADE)

% Anong the CELADE publications.of greatest - interest on the
subject are the follow1ng.

Elizaga, J. C,, Migraciones a las Areas Metropolltanas de |
Anérica Latina, Series E, N° 6, 1970, Santiago, Chile.

Alberts, J., Migracidn en Aréas Metropolitanas de América

“Tiatina: .Un Estudio Comnparativo. Work Progress Heports,
~Parts I (1974) and II (1975).




I. THE LIGRATION PROCESS

Iﬁ this chapter dn the demographic sfructure of the migration
flow to Lima, the following questions are considered: \(l) What
is the age and sex compbsition of the migrant po»ulation living
~'ih Lima in 1965%? Vhen did they como to the city? (2).How old ‘
were the migrants when they came? Were there differences in age
~at the time of arrival:by period of arrival? (3) Where did the
migfants come from? - Yhat were the sizes of place characteristics
of_the'last place of residence? Did the pattern vary by period
of arrival, by age, sex, and age at time of arrival? (4) What
is the place of birth of the migrants in térms of proportion;
rural or urban? (5) Uhéf is the degree of Similarity of place
of birth and the last place of previous residence? (6) How
many moves were made prior’to.arriving in Lima? (7) That was the
ledﬁcational attainment of the migrants at the time of arrival in

Lima?

In a primate city like Lima, it is genexrally found that .
migrants form a relétively iarge-proportion of the'popﬁlation of
the metropolitan area, This conclusion is valid for Lima as _
about 40 percent df its residents are nigrants to the area., That
:is, they were not born there. Such an influx necessarily has a
strbng influence on the socio~demographic characferistics.of the .
" receiving -city. VThat Would be.the'age distribution or the sex
rétio-if no migrants were present? Uoﬁld indexes such as educa-
tional attainment differ? In other words, de-ﬁigrants bring
characteristics that vary.from those of the'natives.to such. an
extent that the overall pattern is substantiaily altered by their

presence?

Generally it has been found that migrahts do have different
'socio—demographie.characteristics than‘the native~born urban
dwellers. If one is concerned with the social implications for
the urban social system, it is differentials between migrant and
ﬁrban_natives which may.be crucial. What.happens to the migfants
after they arrive? ‘hat does the influx mean to the urban social
system? How is the urban area different as a result of the

migration? Jhile these questions are important, this first
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chapter will be limited to the mlgratlon nroces’ itself and com-

parisons with urban natives will be discussed in tne chanter

dealln*~w1th differentiglsy

Jith reﬂard to the numoers of mlﬂrants and time of arrival

it can be seen that there were 4 290 migrants 1ncluded in tne'"'"

1965 survey. 1t is especially imnortant to loo at these migrants‘

by their tlme of ar 1va1. 'hile all persons not born 1n Lima are

“defined as mlgrants, there is & vast dlfference between a "migrant"

. aged. 30 who aust ax rlved from a rural place and a‘“migrant" aged
30 who moved to Lima w1th his parents 28 years ago. The effect
of such a difference will be considered 1ater. For the present,A
it is sufflcient to note” that no less than 37 3 oercent of all
migrants in Tima in 1965 arrived w1thin the previous decade (See
Table 1), As mlgrants constltute 40 ‘percent of the to tal’ pog» '
ulation, about. 1l in 6 Lima residents have been 1n the city less
than 10 years. A word of caution is in order. I+ should not bo
concluded that the degree of migratibn is increasing in recent
years. Mortality exerts a toll, and the number of persons moving
to the city, before 1550 for example, was undoubtedly greater than
~indicated in this stud&. It is not possible. to determine  the ef-
- fect of mortality on‘the-numbér.of‘migrants in Lima at the time

of survey,

| l; Sex anc Age of uigrants- Sex Aatlos'

There were sll~ht1y more female mlgrants than male migrants
residing in Lins at the tlme of the 1965 survey, the sex ratio

being 93 2-4/ Thls index varies significantly by age of migrants. .

~l/ The sex ratio was calculated in the follow1ng‘manner:
- Number of males . ‘
— ‘ x 100
Humnber of females o

The ‘results of this calculation give the number of males per 100
females. This type of index has been more appropriately called a
mascullnity index by many demographers.
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however, Among those under 15, as seen in Table 2, there were
more males than females. This is at least nartially due to the
sex ratio at birth and of course, many migrants came with their
families and therefore were in a sense involuntary migrants. In-~
‘asmuch as this under 15 age group does contain a large proportion
of involuntary migrants one would expect a more normal sex ratio.
Between ages 15 and 29, females predominate among the migrants
there being 79 males for every 100 females.g/ Ilales are more

prevalent in the migrant population 40 years and over,

Looking at the sex ratio f£or those migrants who came in the
past 10 years, there is evidence that young females are more like-
ly than males to be migrants to the metropolitan area —a phenome-
non that has been noted elsewhere., PFrom Table 3 it can be seen
that among migrants thirty and over coming in the last 10 years,
females also tend to be in the majority, but not to the extent
noted for the younger women aged 15-29. Turning to those who
arrived prior to 1955 among older migrants there are approximately
equal numbers of males and femaies. This is all the more striking
in lighf of the fact that mortality has undoubtedly affected older
males more than older females. However, when all migrants are
considered irrespective of their age at time of survey, females
predominate regardless of the time of arrival with the exception
of the very earliest migrants (i.e. 1945 or earlier). Indeed, the
sex ratio exhibits a secular increase with earlier time of arrival,
from 84 among those coming between 1556 and 1965, to 109 among the

earliest migrants,

It can perhans be speculated that males were more likely to
move ""to the city” in earlier periods as "push® factors may have
been more‘imporfbant° This would tend to resemble a "pioneer"
type of migration, As the years progressed and communication and
transportation improved, such a move was no longer "dangerous

and pioneering", The primate city began fpulling' peonle from

3/ The index would be even lower if only those who arrived at 15
years and over were considered, since part of the inmigrants
aged 15 to 29 came before being 15 years old,



)8 (
the rural areas:.and, as has been noted for large cities in .develop-
ed nations, this usually resulted in the attraction of more fe~
males -especially ‘young single women. A% any.”ate, it .is clear
- that proportionately, more female migrants have moved to Lima in
recent years than was the case in the past. A continuation of
this pattern inte the future may well have important effects oh
the population structure of the city and hinterland,

Age differentials among migrants are not especially substan-
tial, as seen in Table 4. For all migrants, 56.6”perceﬂﬁ'were
between 15 and 39. As would be expected, these proportions in-
crease among females (59.3 percent) and decrease among males
. (53.6 percent). It should be stressed that these data. are based
on age at .the time of the survey and not on age at date of arriv-

a2l in Lima, and that it is a description of only the migrant.

population of the city.

- In conclusion, it has been ‘bbserved that of all people 11v1ng
in Lima in 1965 who were not born there, slightly more were fem
male. There were however, variations ‘sccording to current age
with males dominating in the under fifteen and over thirﬁy cate-
gories, The age distribution of the migrant'pOPulatioﬁVindiéated
few children under age 15 and slightly more than half between the
ages of 15 and 39, - e | | SR

2, Age at Time of’ Arrival

There is a s1gn1ficant age variatlon among mlﬁrants by. age

at time of arrival. Such a differential was masked when limited
‘to present age. Tor all mlgrants, ‘male and female, and for all
periods from 1941 to 1965, about 20 nercent were between the age

of 15 and 24 when they moved to Lima (See Table 5) Por examule,
among those who migrated between 1961 and 1565, 44 5 percent
(males) and 41.3 percent (females) were 15-24; émong"theee.wﬁo
migrated between 1956 and~ 1960, 39.2 percent (males) and 35.1 per-
cent (females) were 15-24 and 40.8 percent (males) and 37.9 percent
(females) were 15-24 among those who came between 1946 and 1950
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Although this generalization is true for both sexes,; the
evidence shows that females were likely to move at a slightly
younger age and this was especially true of the decade 1956-1965.
Within the 15-24 age group, the proportion of females 15-19 is
generally greater, while among the males the reverse is true.
Indeed, about 30 percent of all female migrants in the 1961-1965
period were between 15 and 19. PFurthermore, the age category
10-14 (at time of migration) has a larger proportion of females
than males regardless of date of arrival, This finding suggests
that the traditional pattern of sending girls to work as domestics

in the city is still operative.

Pigures 1 and 2 show the very distinct trend reflecting the
tendency of the migrantsy both males and females, to be young
adults., The females are likely to be & little younger than the
males, ThHis is true regardless of period of arrival back to 1941,
Before that time, the conclusion remainscorrect; but not to such
an extent., Again it is possible that mortality may be a factor

in this latter group.

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

tion is generally to be found in advanced countries and it is
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. Figure 1 -
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Figure 2
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apparent that this pattern is emerging in Peru as of 1955, This
changing nature of the migrant characteristics is bound to have
a strong. effect on the demographic structure of Lina as increasing-

ly more females and younger_ﬁéople mpvé:into the city.

3., Size of Place of Previous Residence

SomeQinsights on the characteristics of migrants can be
géthéfed‘by looking et their place of origin, Certainly migrants
from rural areas differ in many attributes from those who come
fromrlargerlcities. These possible differences will be compared
and discussed in a subsequent chapter. For now, the emphasis is
on type of place of previous residence és defined by its size,

It is, of course; possible for place of origin to differ ffom
place of previous residence, However, in Peru, about 82 percent
of all the adult migrants to Lima the last decade 1956-1965 came
difectly from their place of birth (See Table 15)., Iew made

intervening stops on their way to the primate city of the country.

In interpreting these data it should be realized that the
proportion of citywards migrants coming from any particular size
of place is considerably affectedvby the proportion of such
cities and towns in the nation. The population coming from
villages under 1 000 in population, for example, cannot be very
large if there are very few of these units in the hinterland.

Thus in the United States, migration from rural-farm areas to
~urban areas has been decreasing over recent decades, This should’
not beainterpreted as & change in attitudes vis~a-vis urban living.
Rather it is due to the fact that there are very few "available®

rural-farm dwellers remaining to move to the cities.

O0f all the migrants living in Lima at the time of the survey,
29.2 pgrcent came from cities with populations of 20 000 or more,
 with another 15.3 percent héving”béén;residentsldf"towns with
‘populations between 5 000 .and 20 000, The greatest proportion of
migrants came from towns that were even smaller ~between 1 000 and
5 000 (38.2), TPew came from the smallest villages (under 1 000)
or from foreign countries. These proportions do not change when

sex of the migrant is considered. That is to say, sex differentials
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among migrants with regard to size of place of jrevious residence
are not significant. liore came from towns between 1 000 and 5 000

and this was true of both males and females (See Pable 6).

When comparing size of place of »revious residence with
period of arrival in Lima, differences are again not noteworthy.
In the 1956-1960 vneriod close to half the nmigrants (45.3 percent)
came from towns of 1 000-5 000, while less than one-quarter came
from the largest cities. On the other hand, in the 1941-1945
- period, slightly more were from these latter centres than from
those communities of 1 000~5 000 population. Male and female
migrants exhibited similar patterns with the peak years for the
small towns being between 1956 and 1960 and those for the largest
cities belng 1941-1945,

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

at time of survgz,fails to uncover any important variations,

Among all age groups, the proportion coming from various size
communities does not differ very much, although there is a ten~
dency for_oider pe0p1e to be in a greater propbrtion among mi~
gran%s from large cities, and the same tendency is observed among
young adults who came from small localities (under 1 000 inhabit-
ants). It is also interesting to note that close to 10 percent

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

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

tion of migrants coming from various size communities.

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

largest cities inm the country. Whether it be sex, age, time of



) 14 (

arrival, or combinations of these, deviations from these propor-
tions were minimal. ~(These,results lead to the speculation that
the warning alluded %o earliér maj have been warranited. To &
.considerable extent, the prdportion of migrants coming from any
particular éizé ares is'dépendent on the number of peonle in
Peru who live in such communities), '

Another analyéis céﬁsiﬁers'fhé“followihﬁ nossible'Quéé%igié.t
Are migrents from lar"e cities more likely to be female than
those comlng from smaller towns? Are they younger or older?

Did they move more recently than did rural migrants°

It can be readily seen from Table 8 that there is selectiv~
"ity of females from the large cities, with the sex ratio being
91.4, and from those towns between 1 000 and 5 OOO'béing £9.9.
These comprise the two largest groups of migrants., On the other
hand, the sex ratio for those coming from the smallest villages
is $8.:3; Also, males are much more likely to beipredominant

among the foreign born.

Little difference is to be notedzbetween‘size of communities
and peried of arrival in Lima. There is, nevertheless; some
evidence thai among migrants from communities undexr 5 000 pop-
ulation, a larger proportién have migrated in the latest decade
(1956-1965) ‘~about 41 percent being in that category., Among-

" .those .coming from larger cities and town (5 000 and over) about
35 percent came in that period. Also worth comment is the fact
that 47,6 percent of the foreign-born came prior to 1940 while

only 29,5 percent moved to Lima since,l956."

The relation between size of place of pfevious residence aﬁd
recency of migration is especially marked among:females. No |
less than 45 percent of all such‘migrants>from,places‘under
5 000 came since 1955, Only one-~third of those coming from the'
largest cities are such.recent movers, - No such clear-cut rela-
tionship is noted Lor ﬁaie migrants, Aooarently the enticeménts
of the large c1ty are increas1ngly more anpeallnv to females
comlng,from small v1llages. One can perhaps soeculate that im-
provements in communlcatlon and easenof transportatlon may have

contributed t0 such a chanve. It is also n0531b1e that the
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oooortunity structure in small villages offexrs little fox the
female, This nay also neln explain the overall Finding thatl
the 9rosortion of recent migrants is greater the smallexr the
srevious 3lace of residence., Earlier movers came from tae
larger cities where vresumably communications were suverior,
lHore recently the "migration s»irit" has spread to the smaller

villages of the nation.

-~ Purther evidence for this suggestion can be noted when the
age (in 1965) of migrants is compared for the various size
places of previous residence. For all migrants, male and female,
the median age decreases with smaller community of origin, as
seen previously in Tables 7 and 8, For example, almost two-
thirds of all migrants from villages under 1 000 were under age
35. But just over one-half of such migrants from the large
cities were in that age group. At the other extreme, 16.5 per-
cent of those from small villages were 50 and over, while one
in five of the migrants from the cities were of that age. The
pattern is similar for males and females and suggests that
recent migrants are increasingly coming from the smaller areas
‘nf the country. TFurthermore, these migrants from small villages

are predominantly female and tend to be younger than average.

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

sheds additional light on some of the suggestions made above,

regarding possible differences in the characteristics of migrants.

The question to be considered is: Are there any differences
in the age of migrants at the time of arrival in Lima by the
size of the locality from which they moved? The answer is clear-
ly affirmative, ITor all migrants irrespective of sex or date of
arrival, substantially more coming from commnunities with popu-
lations under 5 000 were between 10 and 24 than was the case
among those coming from larger towns and cities, Over 650 per—
cent of all Lima newcomers who moved from the smaller areas
were in that age greup, as compared te only about one-half of

those coming from the larger areas. However, the young (0-9)
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and the adults (25 and over) were substantially more represented
in the groups who previously resided in the larger cities and
towns, . .About one~quarter of all such migrants were "young",
while only about 20 percent of those coming from smaller vil-
lages were . under age 10,  'The difference among the adult mi-

grants is especially marked for. those 25=34,

This overall general finding suggests.tﬁét not only*éré.the
smaller areas the point of origin of more females and younger
people, as well as being the point of origin gaining in emphasis
- within the recent-decade, but they are also the starting point
for more "individual movers", whereas the larger communities
are perhaps more likely to send more families to .the central
city. - ‘

This same generalization éppéréhtly is true for both, the
"recéhtfmigféntS'(1951~1965) and the earlier migrants. ,Thét.ié
to say, the 10-24 groups aere overrep réSented among those coming
from smaller aredé, while the young and the adults are over-
reoresented among’ thOSe comlng from the lgrver areas._

A Both males and females are llkely to exhibit smmilar 3at~
terns reg arding age at arrival and sigze of place of previous
resldence.-.Hoﬁever, the differential émong méles ié gfeater
than'among'femaies. About'64'nercentfof all male migrants from
small areas were 10-24 at their tlme of arrival; only about 50
percent of all such mlnrants from’ larger areas were of the -game
age wheh they arrived in Lina. Agaln the proportlonsof younv

and adults are greater fo¢‘ma1es comlnv from large cities than

~.-for males coming from the more rural villages. The difference

in‘age at arrival by size of previous residence is not as sig-
nificant for femalés.  —-although: the difference nevertheless
persists., ' Female migrants from small areas are still more apt
-t0o be between 10 and 24 than female migrants from the larger
cities and towns. An interesting difference can‘be Been in the
10-14 age group wheére a secular increase in proportion migrant
is" noted with decreasing size of the place of »revious residence.
Only 15,2 peréent of the femalés from the cities of at least

20-000 population are between-10 and 14, but about one-quarter
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of those from the small areas were that age at time of arrival
in Lima (See Table 11). As suggested earlier, it is possible
that most of these females night be individual =movers, most
likely working as domestics. Among males, as in Table 10, the
predominant age at time of arrival was 15-1S with a secular in-
crease noted here as well ~from 22.9 percent to 31.6 percent

among those coming from the small areas.

Comparisons of migrants according to period of arrival
yield similar results (Tables 10 and 11). 1In general, persons
coming from the smaller areas are more likely to be in the
10-24 age category and those from larger towns in the young and

adult categories.

Some tentative conclusions emerge from these data based on
size of »lace of previous reSidence. Females and slightly less
males are overrepresented in the very largest and the 1 000-5 000
size places of origin, Generally, the migrants from the small
areas are younger than those from the larger cities. Also, the
evidence indicates that those coming from such communities are
more likely to have moved within the past decade than those
coming from the larger centres, Finally, there is some evidence
that migrants from small areas, regardless of when they moved,
are proportionately more in the 10-24 age groun while those
from the larger cities are proportionately more in the younger
(0-9) and the adult age (25 and over) groups. Thus it is spec-
ulated that earlier migrants were more apt to be from the larger
centres of population and consist of families., liore recently,
the emphasis has shifted to the smaller areas and these migrants

are likely to be young individuals.

4. Yhere VYere They Born?

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

were between 35 and 50 percent urbanized; "semi-rural’ between
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20 and 35 percent urbanized; and "rural areas™ less than 20 per-
cent urbanized.g/ '

T4 should be made clear that a migrant could have been born
in a rural setting and yet be characterized as coming from an
 Myrban type" province. These data merely classify migrants by
types of provinces of birth on a four-way urban-rural scale’ "

rather than actual placé of birth (See Table 12),

- About two-thirds of all migrants to Lima were borm in either
' semi~urban or urban provinces ~40 percent in’ the latter tyve.

A slightly greater percent of the early migrants (before 1956)

‘" came from such areas than of -the more recent movers to Lima.
This is to be expected in light of the earlier noted phenomenon
that the mofe,recent,migr@hts are more- likely to come from small-
er places of previous residence and in view of the fact that

most migrgnts come. from the region o6f their piade~ofAbirtha_
“lales and females exhibif similar patterns régarding province of
‘birth -65,7 percent of the males and 65,6 percent of the females

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

Pemales who migrated earlier are somewhat more7likely”to
have been born in the more-urban provinces than the males who
-migrated in the sane period. That is to say, the proportion of

early female migrants ¢oming from such provinces was 68.7 per-
-cent -males 67.2 percent. Among more-recent migrants the res-
pective percent were Gl.4 and 63.3, It is also interesting to
note that almost 20 vercent of the female recent migrants éame

- from rural provinces, as compared to only-12.2 percéht>of“the\
females who came to Lima prior to 1956, Again this merely re~
inforces earlier Ffindings on the:changing nature of migration to
Lina,

Another way of interpreting the data is to ask: ©"0f all
persons born in urban proviiees (L 727), how many came since 1956

3/ In tke 1961 Census of Peru it was considered as urban the
population living in "populated centres" which were district
capitals, regardless of the number of inhabitants., The pop-—
ulation living in other populated centres with "urban char-
acteristics’, whose population was equal or higher than that
of the administrative head of the same district, was also
considered urban,
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and how many came nrior to that date?" 1 156 or 61.3 percent

of all migrants living in Lima in 1965 came Hrior to 1956. This
proportion increases to 55.8 percent for those born in urban pro-
vinces, Among mnales, 64.0 percent were early migrants; but two-
thirds of those from urban areas were early migrants, as compared
to only 56.1 nercent of those who came from rural Hrovinces,
Similarly, the proportion for females was 58.7 percent overall,
but 66.3 percent from urban provinces and only 45.9 percent from

rural provinces (See Table 13).

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

only place where the more recent migrants comprise the majority.

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

apply to province of birth as well,

5, PSimilarity of Region of Birth with Last Place of
Previous Residence

In order to get'a crude avproximation of the extent to which
migration to Lima has occurred by stages; a tébulation indicating
the proportion of migrants whosé last region of residence prior
to Lima‘was the same as their region of birth, has been prepared.
Table 14 demonstrates that 93.8 percent of all migrants to Lima
had migrated from the same region as that of their birth, This
pattern is approximately the same for males and females, It is

slightly higher for those migrants who came to Lima before 1956,
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Vhen size of. place of last nlace of nrevious residence 1s
considered, it anpears that migrants coming. from places of less.
than 1 000 and rural.arcas exhibit the lowest »ronortion. This
finding 1s seen for men. as well as women and does not seem to
vary by neriod of arrival, It indicates that as expected,
peovle comring from rural areas havé-most likely been born in
another region., On the other hand, migrants whose last place of
residence was 20 000 or over, have the next lowest similarity -

vproportion,

The proportion presented is & crude index -of stage migration
for the following reasons: - (1) The index refers only to regiocn
of birth and- region of. last place of prior residences It there-
fore can miss whatever 1ntermedlary moves have been made.f
(2) lioves w1fh1n & region of whatever ty es are nissed, Ssince.
_the region is the unit of. analysis. .

Despife‘these'Shdftcomings,'which?are to be exvected in
this type of migration research, ‘it is striking that this similar-
ity index ‘is generally the same (i.e., about 90 percent).for both
males and females in both periods of arrival.

As pointed out earlier, £2 percent of the migrants came
direcﬁly'to Limagjtﬁﬁ%”is, havé”gottéﬁ”thefé “in one move',

How is this flndlnf‘moﬁlfled if size of place of Ofev1ous es—
idence is considered? Do people from larﬁer places come in many

steons to lea, and do mlgrants from smaller nlaces come directly?

<

In neneral, persons comlnv from larger 51ze places, that
\13, 5 OOO or over, seem to, have sllohtly lower proportions who
mlgrated olrectlv to lea than persons whose prev1ous re51dence
bbefore lea was 1ess than 5 OOO.“ Thls flndan is ap*“Qleately

vs1milar for males ané females (See Iable 15).

" In sunm, -around. 82 percent of. all adult migrants came to
Lima in one move, that is directly.- ‘“hen. size of place of last
residence 'is controlled, persons coming from larger places have
lower proportions of direct migrants, but. it is still over three-
quarters of them, These findings suzgest that for most of the

migrants who came to Lima in the last ten years and vwho were 14
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years old and over when they arrived, stage migration has not
taken vlace. These migrants are conmig directly to Lima, It is
nossible that in countries of higher primacy, stage nigration
will not be found since the primate city serves as the magnet

for migrants from all other places,

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

1l4 year old and over is appropriate,

6., Number of Moves Prior to Arriving in Metropolitan
Lima

In order to assess the stage migration hypotheses it is
useful to have data on the number of moves that a migrant has
madé, For a subpopulation of Lima migrants, it is possible to
study the number of moves that a migrant has made prior to
arriving in Lima, This subpopulatioﬁ'is composed of 865 migrants
who arrived in Lima in the last ten years, that is; between 1955
and 1965, and who were 14 years old and over at the time of

arrival.

Of this group, 710 or £2.1 percént noved but once since
reaching age 14 ~that move obviously being to Lima. 71 or 8.2
percent made two moves, with 38 o?.4°4 percent making three of

more moves (See Table 15).

By sex; the vroportions are fairiy similar in that 80.9
percent of the males as compnared to 83.1 percent of the females
came to Lima in one move, This suggests that migration.by stages
at least for adult migrants who came in the last ten years, does
not seem to have taken place. This finding parallels that of
Elizaga for Santiago., He showed that half of the migrants to
Santiago came directly, that is, without stopping along the way.
(Elizaga, 1970: 67). '
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llargulis found: that 87 percent of those migrants from
Chiiecito;'OOﬂulation 13 000 in the northwestern TLa lloja section
of Argentlna nlgrated ‘directly to Buenos Alees (Iargulls, 1908
147) | |

Te - Lducational Attalnment

One of the .more important characterlstlcs of mlvrants theat
muét be considered in determining the effects that such people
have”on:their receiving city is .educational attainﬁent. That is
the "educatlon input" of these.newcomers to leaV This'seefion
is concerned ‘with this topic. and differentials that may or may
not exist ‘among mlgrantsiby.age,vsex,_date,of~arr1val‘and type
of place of previous residence. o S

About 37 percent of.all persons living in Lina, but not born
there, have less than five years of schooling, .About 20 percent
have had at least some college. Over one in four (27 4 percent)
are llmlted to hav1ng between five and eight years of school and
another 15 4 percent have had some secondary school training
(see Taole 16) ‘ ' '

. Male migrants are s1gnlf1cantly better educated than their
female counterparts presently re51ding in Lima, Indeed, ‘ne less
than 71.4 percent of all such females have less than a high school
education as compared to 56.5‘pereeht(of}the nales, On the other
hand, 42. 7 percent of the males have had at least some- high school,
with about one~quarter hav1ng had some college training. Slightly
more. than one-quarter of” all female migrants have had at least

some hlgh school, ‘with 15. 4 percent Zoing: beyond. that level.

. Recent mlwrants (that is, since 1900); be they male or fe-

. male have less educatlon ‘than the earlier migrants. For example,
. .about 80 percent of the females coming to Lima since. 1900 have
.zless than a high school éducation. About 70. vexrcent of,those
comlng nrlor to 1060 have had such - little education. .Similar gen-

erallzations can be made for the male migrants..

On- the surface, thls last flndlng is not as should be expect-

ed., Certainly recent mlvrants,'ceterls parlbus, ‘should have had

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

have presumably completed their education, the results include
the "educational attainment” of people under age ten, Thus the
chances of such a persons's being included in the category
"recent migrants" is much greater than if they had migreted prior

to that date.

Controlling for age at time of arrival overcomes some of
these difficulties. However, this added information does not
tell anything about '"present age", Controlling for time of move
adds still another dimension and this too allows for more refined
analysis. Nevertheless, some questions remain due to lack of
information on age at time of survey, (Por exampley; of the 335
females who moved to Lima prior to 1960 and were between 10 and
14 at time of arrival, how many were 14 years old in 1965 or 24
years old, or 34 years old at the time of the survey?) Of course,
among those migrating between 1960 and 1965, some assumptions can
-be made about their age at the time of survey. But any comvarison
of the educational attainment of females 15-19 at time of arrival
who moved since 1960, with their counterparts who moved prior to
1960, is fraught with all sorts of difficulties., Indeed, in that
particular example, the educational attainment of the earlier
migrants is greater than that of those who recently moved. Pre-
sumably this is because the earlier migrants, arriving at ages
15-19, have had time to attend college., Some were probably 40-50
years of age by the time of survey. Consequently, the subsequent
analysis of the educational attainment of the migrants to Lima is
necessarily limited by the data and the concept "educational at-
tainment"., Nevertheless, it does describe how much education has

been completed by these people; regardless of age,

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

portion having had some college or having had less than a high
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school education, for example, tends to cluster about the percent
.Afor.the total nigrant population. This is true of males and fe-
_ﬁeles alike., A few minor exceptions are nonetheless to be no'ted,
eﬁor example, about one-quarter of the female migrants who were
30-34 at time of arrival had some college training. - Among males
age 50 and over at time of arrival, the proportion with little,

. if any, education was substantially higher than average -about

35 pereentAhaving had less than five grades of school.

The data for peTSons*moving_since>1960 afe mere ﬁeehingful
as present age is indirectly controlled., However, the small size
or the sample makes these results somewhat tenuous. Generally,
younger adults. (25-34) are slightly better educated than the old-
er migrants, but no general éoncliusion is possible for either
males or females, Close to. half of the males who moved %o Lima
between the ages of 30 and 39 had some college ‘training —but
there are only 28 in the sample., Half of all the females 30-34

at the time of arrival had a similar type of education,

Among “the ‘earlier migrants there appears to be Iiitle‘pe-
lation between agé at time of arrival end'eéucational‘afteinment.
This is especially true if it is limited to adults to elimlnate
persons who may not as yet have completed their’ educatlon.A Agaln
-~this generalization applies to both, males and females. Nonethe—

less, the above results as described in Table 16 0':i.ve some 1nd1~

-~ .cation of how much education these “newcomers".to lea have. A

later chapteér will make’ comparlsons between mlgrants and nat1ve~

born on such characterlstlcs. o

Looklng at the edueational attalnment of leals migrant pop—
ulation by size of place of prev1ous residence ylelds more. mean1ng~
ful flndln s if 1t is assumed that the age. dlstrlbutions of the
'igroups coming fx rom the varlous size areas are fairly similar
“(See Table 17) It has been noted earller that there are indeed
age dlfferentlals by size of place. However, these are not so

great as to greatly affect the present study of educational attain-

--ment.
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There is a significant relationship between size of place
of previous residence and educational attainment., Overall,
326.9 nvercent of +the migrants have had less than five years of
school and 1S.6 percent have had some college. Among those
coming from the largest cities, 32.6 percent had little schooling
and about one-quarter had some college, Those coming from the
smallest villages had the highest proportion with little education
(one half had less than five years), and the ‘lowest proportion
with some education beyond high school (less than one in ten).
It should also be noted that no less than 53.8 percent of the
foreing-born had some college. (This particular comparison may
be slightly biased., It has been previously noted that this group
is much dolder" than other migrants and thus the chance of having
completed more years of school is greatly increased. Neverthe-~

less, this high proportion with some college is significant),

The inverse correlation between size of place and education-
al attainment is to be observed for males and females in . similar
fashion; although males have had more education than females re-
gardless of the size of place of previous residence, Consequent-
1y, the best .educated migrants are males coming from cities of
20 000 or more population, and the least educated are females
who formerly resided‘in small rural communities., The contrast
is extreme., Among the former,; 25 percent have had little school-
ing (under five grades) and 30 percent have gone beyond high
school. Among the latter, about 60 percent had little schooling
and but 4.4 percent had continued to college. Knowing that
recent migrants have tended to be increasingly female and from
smalier places, it may perhaps be speculated that such a change
is not improving the educational attainment of the migrant group
in Lima,

Time of arrivél, that 1s, since 1960 or prior to that date,
does not significantly change the effect of size of nlace of last

residence on the educational attainment of the migrants to Lima.

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

larly true of the two largest town categories. That is to say,
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differences in the educational attainment of the early migrants
coming from (1) cities of 20 000 or more and (2) cities of be-
tween 5 000 and 20 000 are slight. The most significant differ-
ence is among those coming from the smallest villages, It is of
~course not really »nossible to compare recent migrants coming
from cities -0of 20 000 or more, for example, to early migrants.
“from_Similar;size places for the reasons cited earlier,. The
general conclusion is that the larger the place of previous. res-
idence, the greater the likelihood that the migrant:is .better
educéted, regardless of sex or'time-of’arrival; In general,
males are better educated than femaleé;;regardless of place .of

_earlier residence. -

8, Conclusions of "The Migration Process" -
The migration érocéss,'Which encompasses both the composition
" of the migrants by number, age, sex, and education as well as
the processes or "steps" by which they have arrived at various
times; has been analyzed in the atteéempt to-understand more about
“the possible impaét of the migrants on Lima, and to discover’
possible trends of migration to Limai Age is certainly one of
the most crucial characteristics with over half of ‘the migrants
between 15 and 39 at the time 'of the survey. Females were more
“likely to move at a“younger age and consistently it was found
that the 10-14 year age group always had:a larger éfoportidn‘of
~femalés. ~The impTlication of this finding:may be especially sig-
nificant because it may reflect the continuing practice of send~
ing yourg girls to the city to work as domestics. The discovery
that’ the females are the léast educated migrants and are now even
less educated’ than ‘before may have ifportant implications for the
adjustment of these young girls in the city. o

With regard to place of previous residénce it has been found
that mostly one~step ‘migration is occurring and the largest pér—
¢entages o0f migrants are from towns between 1 000 and 5000 (40
percent). and cities 20 000.(30 percent).. The sex ratios show
_that females,predqminate anong. . migrants from both of these places

and more recently a large proportion of females have been coming
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from the towns of under 5 000, It could be reiterated that not
only are the smaller areas the point of origin of more females
and younger people, as well as gaining in emphasis within the
recent decade, but they are also the starting point for more =
"individual movers', whereas the larpger communities are perhans

more likeiy to send some more families to the central city.

It was discovered that earlier migration was more-from the
largest cities while more recent migration has a greater percent—
age from the smallexr pléces of origin. This could reflect the
possible self developmént of the larger cities which now can
provide more opportunities to their residents and cause them %o
remain, liales do have a greater proportibn of young adults coming
from the large cities than the rural villages and this may reflect
8 positive selective process where Lima still has opportunities
(such as education) that the other cities don't have as yet.
Perhaps as these cities develop, the number of male migrants

from them could be expected to drop.

It does seem that most of the migrants have had some type
of urban living experiences before coming to Lima with the find-
ing that almost two-thirds of the migrants were born in an urban
or semi-urban type of place., With about 80 percent of the mi-
grants coming to Lima in one move, little evidence for stage mi-

gration exists.

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

likely closely connected with the motives for migrating.
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‘Table 1

LIWA: PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF INHIGRANTS
“7BY PERIOD OF ARRIVAL AND BY SEX

Period of.arrival

Sex Total Percenti/

number 1961- 1956~ 1951 %6~ 1941 1%0or
1965 1960 1955 1950 1945 earlier - .
Male 2 069 1000 17,2 17:5 Thel 1440 104 2505 13
Fenale 2 10,0  20.2  19.4 3 138 9.7 2140 1.8
Total 4200 100.0  18.8  18.5 Tk 138 WO 230 1.5

a/ in some cases the percentages do not add up to 100.0 die to rouqﬂing.

Table 2
L‘HA;vSEX RATIOS OF INMIGRANTS BY AGE

Male - Female ' Sex
Age : number number ratio
Less than 15 0 1% 102,5
5-19 672 ) e 78.8
0-4 . BN ;ST | N 103.8
50 and over . o 6 9.8
Total 2,069 2,22 93.2
Table 3 o
LiMA: SEX RATIOS OF INMIGRANTS BY AGE AND PERI0D OF ARRIVAL
| 1956- 1955~ - 1045 or "
Age 1965 1946 earlier A1 periods
less than 15 = 9.5 15,6 - s
15-29 6.1 - - 8542 . 803 188
30 - 49 S 853 - 1000 N34 103.8

50 and over  © 80.9° - . 827 nos ®.8 -
Total =~ 840 - . 932 10,0 3.2
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Table 4

LIMA:  IHMIGRANTS BY AGE AND BY PERIOD OF ARRIVAL

60 and over

Total all 1961- 1956~ 1951- 1946~ 1941- 1940 and.

Aqe periods 1965 1960 1955 1950 1945 earlier LMo
Total ﬁélg
Number 2 069 357 362 292 289 215 527 27
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Q-4 1.4 7.3 - - - - - 11.1
5-9 343 7.6 9.7 0.3 - - - 1846
10 - 14 5.2 10.6 1141 8.9 0.3 - - 7ok
15 - 19 8.4 19.6 11.3 8.9 104 0.9 0.2 14.8
20 - 24 113 21.8 18.8 12.7 10.7 7.9 0.2 Toh
25 - 29 12.7 13.2 21.5 21.2 132 11.6 2.1 n.]
30 - 34 106 Ba2 7.7 17.4 21.8 14.0 hab 3.7
35 -39 10.6 3.3 Bol 8.6 19.0 23.3 9.7 7.4
40 ~ 44 8.5 2.8 3.0 5.8 7.3 20.9 13.9 -
45 ~ 49 841 1.1 1.6 bl 6e2 10.7 19.0 14.8
50 - 54 6.0 1.7 2.8 3.1 3.5 b6 15.0 -
55 ~ 59 he5 1.7 2.5 2.8 2b 1.9 1140 3.7
60 and over gcll 3-1 3-6 ) 602 5-2 [}-2 21*-3 -

1
Iﬂiﬂl Female
Number 2 221 448 430 317 306 215 466 39
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
0-4 1.0 he? - - - - - 10.3
5 had 9 2-7 702 6-] - - - - 5-]
10 - 14 " 5e2 a4 10.2 5.7 - - - 7.7
]5 - 19 ]2.9 29'7 ]7-4 ]2-9 962 Ong 0‘2 ]709
20 - 24 134 19.2 221 13.9 12,1 10.7 - 15.4
25 « 29 124 8.7 17.2 20.8 1544 Thok 3.0 10.2
30 - 34 10.9 45 Bok 1641 2.9 17.7 5.6 7e7
35 - 39 10-0 - 2'2 5.6 9.5 ]7.06 2203 1106 50]
40 - b 7.0 - 1.8 3.7 2.8 742 Thel 14.6 2.6
45 - 49 6l 22 248 boT 442 3.3 1647 -
50 - 54 " 5.3 2.0 2.3 345 346 Sel 1347 2.6
55 - 59 be 3.3 0.9 bt 2.6 3.3 11.6 2.6
8.8 346 343 5.7 6e2 749 23.0 12.8
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Table §
LiMA:  (NMIGRANTS BY AGE AT THE TIME OF ARRIVAL,
- BY PERIOD OF ARRIVAL '
- MAge at the Inmigrants L Periad of arrival
- tive of all 1961-  195- 1951~ 1946- - 1941= ~ 1940 or
_arrival periods 955 . -1960. . 1955 1950 1945 before  LTKAOKN
Total Male o
Nusber 2069 © 357 362 2927 289 25 521 21
Percent 1000 1000 1000 1000  100.0  100.0 00,0 100.0
0-4 1222 123 138 127 121 124 10.3 22.2
5 -9 M5 67 M8 103 %7 10.2° 156 29.6
10 - T4 15.3 ¢ 121 8 168 163 163 18.8 3.7
15 « 19 2.4 280 2.0 2.9 23 32 50 -
20 - 2 15.0 16.5 15.2 Thob 145 12.6 1641 37
25 - 29 6e7 Be4 649 6.8 hai 1.9 Bett -
30 - 3 328 3 50 3 13 31 26 3.7
35-33 . 2.8 4.8 1.6 3.7 3.1, 1.9 149 Lo
40 - 44 < 2.9 2.2 hel 5.5° 35 2.3 1.3 -
45 - 49 ’ N " -

50 and over ~ 3.5 .- 5.9 . 5.3 48 2.8 1.9 1.2 -
Unknown 0.8 - 0.3 - 0.3 0.5 0.8 37a
Female

Total .
Nuber 221 448 430- - 317 306 25 466 39
Percent 1000 100.0  100:0 - 100.0 1000 100.0  100.0  100.0
0-4 10.4 7.8 8.1 9.6 121 1k 127 1.7
“ 5.9 12.5 8.5  13.5 129 10.8 158 15.0 10.2
10 - 1% 18.8 17.8 19.3  18.0 1.7 200 - 2.0 o
15- 19 2.0 295 2.2 205 268 19.5_  19.3 2.6
20 - 2 1220 M8 109 123 - 130 - 10.7 13.7 2.6
25 - 29 §a2 (AT ¥ 69 5.2 he? 62 .
30 - 3% bb 36 Sh 3.5 36 k2 ek 51
35 - 39 26 - 22 WY kT 2,9 149 2.2 -
:::: 46 36 56 7.3 82 3.7 2.6 -
50 and over %0 7.6 3.0 b 3.3 hed 1.5 5.1
Unknown 15 05 0.7 - 03 1 04 590
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Table 6

INIHIGRANTS BY PERIOD OF ARRIVAL

AHD S1ZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDEMCE

Size of Place

- Period of arrival

?;e:§§:iizs 12:51 1961-  195-  1951- 196~ 1941~ 1%0and o
195 190 1955 3950 1945  before
Hala
Total |
Humber 2069 357 362 292 289 215 52 27
Percent 100.0 1000  100.0 1000 1000  100.0 1000 100.0
20,000 and over 28.9 283 25.7  26.7 30k 353 306 7o
5,000 - 19,999 15.6  17.] 1.7 137 143 135 1ha6 29.6
1,000 - 4,999 37.5 398 428 30.7. 34 3hh 3346 1448
Less than 1,000 5.5 4.5 6-6 bal 7.3 7.0 4.9 -
From abroad 4.7 3.9 2.5 6a2 1.7 0.5 9.3 3.7
Unknoun 7.8 Bols kol 9.6 8.3 9.3 7.0 4h .5
Fenale
Total
Number 221 448 430 N7 306 25 466 39
Percent 100.0 1000  §00.0  100.0 1000  100.0 1000 1000
20,000 and over 2905 27.0  23.0 © 36.0 317 3k 320 103
5,000 - 19,998 15.1 17,0 156 14 .1 200  lhak 12.8
1,000 - 4,999 38,9  39.5 47k 3642 38.2 349  35.0 15.4
less, than 1,000 5.2 5.0 6u3 3.7 66 3.3 5.1 -
Frod abroad  3s1  3e6 2.3 2.8 1.3 - Bl -
Unknown 8.2 649 5ol 2.2 1 7ob 7] 61.5
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Table 7.

CLINA:  MALE INMIGRANTS BY AGE AWD PER10D OF ARRIVAL

_fd{al

BY SIZE OF PLACE OF- PREVIOUS RES!DENGE

v -Size of place of previous residence .

<0 000

Age '5000- 1 000- Less than '
and over - 19999 <~ 4 999 1 000" . Abroad .. Unknown .
(A11 periods)
Total . . .
Number 2 069 599 322 776 114 87 161
Percent 10040 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
0.4 " Tek X 2.2 - 13 - 2.6 - 2.5
5-9 3.3 3.3 3.4 345 1.8 - Te0 b3
S [/ R 5.2 6al 6.8 hat 0.9 1.0 5.5
F.15 - 19 Bt 8.2 8.7 8.9 200 003 62
20 - 2. 1143 12,0 87 12.5 14.9 4o 9.9
T 25-29° 1247 "Gk 137 1442 18.4 gl - 186
.30 - 34 1066 .79 -2 - a2 158 8.2 841
S .35.-39 10.6 10.7 10.2 11.7 61 9.3 . 9.3
R Y TR 8.5 107 7 9.3 7.3 ° 7.0 9.3 ' 5.6
45 - 49 8.1 9.5 745 7.6 7.0 602 841
50 - 54 640 7.0 6+2 4.9 b 1.3 5.0
55 - 59 #-5 #-3 3-"‘ 3-2 5‘3 13'4 o ' 7'5
60 and over 9.4 9.5 1.5 8.3 8.8 25.8 8.7
o ' : " {1961-1965)
. Total C L o . :
Number 357 101 61 W2 . 18 14 23
" Percent 100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 " 100.0 100.0
f0 -4 742 1.2 9.8 - 7.0 - 18.8° Lm0 BaT
5-9 . 746 746 88 1.7 - . 11 87
10 - 14 10.6 10.6 1664 R - . b3
15 - 19 19.6 - 19.6 18.8. 7 25.4 - 16.8 14,3 - bl
20 - 2 21.8 A8 98 225 375 143, . 304
25 -29 134 13.1 19.7 1441 - 7. A7
- -30 - 34 . 6-2 . 602 Ce 606 P li-g-" ' 642 2]04 . 8-7
.35 -39 3ok 3 - 20 e 4.3 . be3
40 - b4 2.8 2.8 3.3 0.7 12.5 7.1 -
45 - 49 1.1 . 1ol 1.6 Tk - - k.3
50 - 5" ]07 ].7 - 104 - 7.] -
55 - 59 Te7 1.7 146 To4 62 701 -
60 and over 3.1 3a 3.3 2.8 - - 4.3

{Continued)
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Table 7 (Conclusion)

LIMA: HALE INMIGRANTS BY AGE AND PERIOD OF ARRIVAL
BY S1ZE CF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDEMCE

Size of place of previous residence

Age - Total 20 000 5000- 1000~ less than L
and over 19 999 4 999 _1 000
(1960 or earlier)

Total

Number 1 685 496 293 . 630 98 82 126
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 . 100.0 1000

0-4& - - - - - - -

5-9 2.1 24 le6 2.2 240 - 3.2
10 - 14 40 48 o el 3.5 140 142 6«3
15 - 19 5.9 Belt 6e9 5.2 5e1 9.8 4.0
20 - 2% 9.1 9.5 7.9 . 10.3 11.2 26k 7ol
25~ 29 1249 9.5 12.6 14.1 2.4 204 1842
30 - 3’1’ ]]CS 855 .{308 M.O ]703 204 905
35 - 39 12.2 1.7 13.0 14,0 o1 7.3 10.3
40 - 44 9.9 12.1 1141 8.9 6a1 9.8 Tol
45 - 49 9.4 15 87 8.9 8.2 743 7.9
50 - 54 1.0 749 1.9 Be1 el 1242 603
55 - 59 5a1 5.0 3.6 3.6 561 1446 9,5
60 and ovep ]009 107 8.7 9.5 102 30.5 ]003

Table 8
LIMA: FEMALE INMIGRANTS BY AGE AND PER!OD OF ARRIVAL
BY SI1ZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE
Size of place of previous residence
hoe Total 20 000 5 000- 1000- ° Less than
and over 19 939 4999  1opp . Horoad  Unknoun
"~ (AN periods)

Total

Nunmber 220 655 335 - 863 116 89 183
Percent 100.0 1000 . 100.0 100.0 100.0 - 10040 100.0

0-4& . . 1.0 1.1 - 0.6- - 0a7 049 - 1ok = 3e3

5«9 2.7 244 b2 244 3.4 Tk 2.2
10 - 14 542 4.7 54 6.3 6.0 Tek 2.7
15 - 19 12.9 10.8 13.4 T4l 1545 2.9 15.8
20 - 24 1341 1.6 14.0 14.8 147 2.9 1165
25 - 29 1244 124 1047 1241 17.2 11.6 1he2
30 - 3% 10.9 1.3 1.8 10.5 9.5 116 9.3
35 - 39 10.0 1044 9.9 1048 5.2 13.1 I
40 - b4 7.0 745 a3 65 1+8 1.3 842
45 - 49 6ol 7e5 6e3’ 4.9 6.0 13.0 3.8
50 - 5% 5e3 6ol 42 4.3 246 14.5 7.1
55 - 59 4.6 4.1 3.6 b4 3.4 102 8.2
60 and over 8.8 10.1 9.6 8.2 7.8 8.7 beb
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© Table 8 (Continued)

LifA: FEMALE IAKIGRANTS BY AGE AND PERIOD OF ARRIVAL
BY snze OF+ PLACE 'OF PREV4DUS Rssmsucsz

© Yotal

SIZG of place of previous res1dence

7-9‘.:' .

o Agen 20000 5000-. 1000~  Less than . i
and over - 19999 4 999 Goop  Abroad  Unknoun
o (1951 1965)
Total . ,
Number 448 121 7 171 2 16 =3
Percent - 100.0 1000 71000 10040 100.0 1000 1000
S0-4 ka2 58 SR P IR 1Y 37 63 1949
- 549 741 9.1 6.6 56 L 6e3 Bek
C10 4 14 Mok 124 10.5 - 113 - 1845 643 Bk
15419 . 29.7 - 2341 35.5 32,8 - 25.9 Ged 38.7
CW0A 2% - 1%2 1744 1844 237 - 2549 “ Belt
25+ 29 8.7 1 8.3 13.2 - 62 - 3.7 2540 9.7
30-36 ¢ . kS b 53 - 2.3 - . 31.2 ‘Bab
'35 < 39 2.2 3.3 - e 2.8 - - 6:3 -
2 40 - 44 1.8 343 1e3 1d 307 - - -
C45 - 49 242 2.5 W3 n3 - 12:5 -
50 - Sk 2.0 2.5 2.6 1a7 - e - -
55 -53 3.3 "l 1.3 Jih - . -
60 and over - 3:6 bl "~ 2.6 3 Tob - 342
Total . {1960 or earlier) -
Wunber 1 13 530 254 680 89 53 128
Percent 100.0 100:0 100.0 100.0 16040 10040 100.0
0-4 - - - - - - -
§-9 1.5 0.9, " 35 157 led - 0.8
10 - 14 3.6 3.0 3.5 v b 2.2 - 1.6
T 15919 ‘845 7.7 T 793 T124 7 TTRY T 10.2
20 - 24 AN T M0 1242 1246 1.2 3.8 1.7
C25- 29 TN I 0.2 T3 T T ek 1.5 160k
© 30~ 3% 126 7 130 . 142 28 124 5e7 9.4
035439 0 L2012, L 1246 L 1249 6e7. . .. .154) 8.4,
b0 - 44 8ok 8e5 SR X T 8.0 9.4 10.9
45 - 49 702 8e7 7.9 5.6 749 13.2 5.5
50 - 54 6e2 7.0 b7 5.0 34 1849 - Beb
.."B0 and over 10.1 : ]1-3 1].8 T Y 1]-3 602




) 35

Table 9

(

LiMA: SEX RATIO BY PERIOD OF ARRIVAL AND SIZE OF
PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDEACE

Size of place

. 1961- 1956~ 1951- 1946- 1941~ 1950 and
of previous Total . Unknown
residence 1965 1960 1955 1950 1945 earlier
20 000 and over 914 8345 93.9 70.3 90.7 10247 108.0 50.0
5 000 - 19 999 9601 80.3 95.5 93.0 12645 YR 11449 16040
1 000 - 4 999 89.9 80.2 76,0 95.9 92.3 - 98.7 1086 80.0
Less than 1.000 98.3 53.3 88.9 109.7 - 105.0 2143 108.3 -
From abroad 14046 87.5 90.0 2000  125.0 - 163.3 -
’ UﬂkﬂOHn 8801} 7[}-2 73-9 ]27-3 10.6 ]2500 ]]2'] -
.Total 93.2 79.7 8442 92.1 9.4 J;,100-4 113.1 69.2
Table 10 _
LIMA:  MALE INWIGRANTS BY AGE AT TIME OF ARRIVAL,
PERIOD OF ARRIVAL AND SYZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE
Size of place of previous residence
Age at tine Total 50 000 5000-  1000- Less th
of jval - - ess than
ef arriva and over 19 999 4 999 1 000 Abrgad . Unknoun
Total {A1 periods)
Number 2 069 599 322 176 114 97 . 161
Percent 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
0-4 12.2 1344 13.7 10.2 9.6 9% I 211
5 - g ]]-l} ]]-8 ]602 9-? ]1-4 6:2 ) ]2-4
10 - 14 153 1642 10.2 17.5 1647 1063 13.2
15 - 19 25.4 2249 22.3 29.9 3.6 1645 18.6
25 - 29 6e7 5e3 8.1 6.3 5.3 1244 ko3
30 - 34 3.9 he8 T L0 3.0 2.6 842 3.1
35 -39 2.8 3.7 1.9 2.1 0.9 5e2 4.3
40 - 49 2.7 2.8 2.2 2.k 3.5 T2 4.3
50 and over 3.5 403 34 248 2.6 5-2 3t]
Unknoun 0.8 0.3 1.9 0.2 - 1.0 3.7

{Continued)



Table 10 {Continued)

LItA: HALE INHIGRANTS BY AGE AT TIWE OF ARRIVAL,
PER1OD OF ARRIVAL AMD SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE

Size of place of previous residence:” -

ﬁﬁgme'Md"mmogsw& 1.000- Lless than

and over 19999 4999, ooy broad - - Unknown

-

" Total : (1961-1965) | |
- Nugber . .357 - 101 S I 'V 2 16 14 - 23
Percent 10040 100.0 100.0 100,0. 100.0 1000 . . 100.0
0.k 123 9.9 14.7 12.7 18.8 - 1704
5-9 e Bel T 543 -7 16ek- 49 - 113 B
10 - 14 12.0 13.9 8.2 - 14,8 6e2 7.1 o 43
15-19 28.0 8.7 O 19.7 31.0 4348 7.1 30i4
20 - 24 S 16e5 T 1548 21.3 - 1642 b2 A2 T 1340
.. 25-129 . Beb 53 . BB .. Bub 6.2 143 2017
C30-3 T30 k0T 33 A 3L
35.39 4e7 649 3.3 2.8 642 1443 4.3
§0 - 49 2.2 3.0 1e6 Tek 6:2 . 4.3
50 and over 5-9 509 lhg 505 602 ]403 11'03
nknoun - e - e L - -
, o960 or earlier). . .. . e
Total _ i o )
Number - 685 © 0 496 - 753 630 . 98 82 1%
Percent 1000 . 1000 . 100.0-  100.0 1000 -~ 1000 . 10040
0 -4 1248 14T 13.0. 9.7. . 82 L9 20:6
5-9 o 1220 0128 - 158 -10.3 0 133 o -kl v 143
10 - 14 1642 16.5 1.3 - 18.2 18i4 1.0 - 1647
15-19 25.3 8., 249 .. 298 296 - 183 1842
20- 2% . 14.9 1249 a2 7 159 . 173 . 2k 14
' 25-29 6ol Gk 8.7 59 . 81 1Z2 - . 1.6
30 - 34 b1 5.0 b3 . 3.2 3. w3 - .32
35-397 24 3.0 L 1 I RTAN: 'Y BRI
40 - 497 3. 2.8 . 2477 2] 0 31 - 85 48
" 50 and over 3.0, hoQ . 327 2T 20 . 37 - 382
Unknown O 0k = 0.8, 02 - . R P
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Table 11

FEMALE {NMIGRANTS BY AGE AT TIME OF ARRIVAL,
PERIOD OF ARRIVAL AMD SIZE OF - PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE

Size of place of previous residence

Age at time Total
of arrival ota 20 000 5000- 1 000- Less than

and over 19 999 4 999 1 000 Abroad Unknown
Total (A11 periods)
Hunber 2 221 655 335 863 116 69 183
Percent 10040 1000 100.0 100.0 10040 100.0 100.0
0- 4 903 ]0-4 1440 8'3 8.6 104} ]408
5-9 12.5 1440 9.6 13.7 1545 be3 842
10 - 14 18.8 1602 19,1 20.5 2441 1445 18.0
15-19 230 22.8 2343 2542 2343 8.7 1745
20 -2 12.0 12.2 11.9 1244 12.1 1549 8.2
25 - 29 W) 7.3 7.2 4.8 6.0 15,9 hoby
30 - 34 hok 4e3 3.6 4ol 1.7 174 heh
35 - 39 2.6 3.2 2.7 1.7 2.6 2.9 8.8
50 - 49 beb b7 82 hal 3.4 8.7 4.9
50 and over 4.0 4 3.6 4.2 2.6 1ok 4.9
Unknoun 1.5 0.8 0s3 0.7 - - 10.9

(1961-1965) :
Number 448 121 76 177 27 16 31
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 -~ 100.0 100.0 100.0 1100.0
0-4 7.8 1047 5.3 5.1° Teb 12.5 1641
5-9 8.5 10.7 503 9.0 1.1 0.0 Bob
18 - 14 17.8 1342 19.7- 20.3* 22,2 12.5° 161
15 - 19 29.5 240 3.6 35.0 ° 33.3 0.0 25.8
20 - 24 1.8 12.4 1844 1647 1.1 040 Bk
25-29 1146 8.3 9.2 .. &0 3.7 3.2 Bob
30 - 34 3.6 16 2.6 - 2.8 0.0 31.2 _beb
35239 2.2 50 . 1.3 . 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.0
40 - 49 3.6 0 kDTN b0 3.7 - 12.5 0.0
50 and over 7. 7.6 907 53700 6.8 Tob 0.0 16.1
Unknown 0k 0.8 007" 0.6 0.0 0a0 - 0.0
. . (1960 or eartier) :
Number L1 T34 530 . 2% ... 60 . 89 53 128
Percent 1000 7 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 100.0
0-4 R 1044 1641 9.3 9.0 9.4 1604
5-9 13.6 1449 1046 1446 1649 5.7 10,2
10 - 14 19.3 17.0 1849 2046 2.7 15.1 21.1
15 =19 2147 2246 N2 22.8 20.2 1.3 18.7
20 - 24 1243 12.3 10.2 12.9 12.4 20.8 9.4
25 "' ‘29 602 702 607 5-0 B 607 1]03 "l'07
30 - 34 " heb b9 3.9 b 2.2 1342 - 3.1
35 - 39 © 24 2.8 3.1 1.8 3k 3.8 5.5
40 - 49 5.0 ko9 5. ° . 46 3ok 7.5 7.0
50 and over 3.0 2.8 3T 3.5 1] 1.9 2.3
0.2 0.8 0.6 - - 1.6

Unknoun 0.5
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Table 12

INMIGRANTS BY SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE, PERIOD OF ARRIVAL
AND RURAL-URBAN CHARACTERISTICS OF PLACE OF CIRTH

Ry

Size of pléce

Characteristics of place of birth

and period Zﬂ;élr  Percent - Ur?éq.-; i::;; o iﬁ::;,;h:ﬁRSf37;. - Unknown
Total - 2 069 100.0 RTEY 25.3 142 142 5.9
20 000 + 595 100.0 5844 19.4 11.8 8.3 20
5 000 - 19.999 322 100.0 39.8 32.8 14.0 3.0 © 0.3
1 000 - 4 939 776 - 100.0 32.4 294 1744 2042 06
Less than 1 000 114 100.0 254 32.4 22.8 1844 0.9
From abroad 97-° 100.0 30 - 1.0 - - 95.9
Unknown 161 . 10040 ¢ 4645 © 23,0 93 1449 6.2
1956~1960 9., 100.0 . 36.9. 26.4 13.8 115 Selh
20-000 194 100.0j‘: 557 20.1 124 842 3.6
5000 - 19 999 125 100.0 - 4.4 39.2 13.6 12.8 -
1000~ %999 - 297 - - 1000 - 30.6 - 2746 . 145 26.3 1.0
Less than 1 000 40 100.0 - 22,5 ° 30.0 2508  20.0 2.5
From abroad 23 100.0- - - - - 100.0
Unknown 40 100.0 35.0 20.0 12.5 20.0 12.5
Before 1956 1 323 100.0 42,7 2445 14.3 125 6.0
20 000 » 403 100.0 59.8 - 19.1 . Nt 8.4 142
5 000 - 19 999 189 100.0 - 439 225 W48 - 132 045
1000-4999 475 100.0 33.5 30,5 1849 1646 04
Less than 1 000 7% 100.0 2.6 - 33.8 . 2ib 17i6 s
From abroad 13 100.0 L% D i e o < 9445
Unknoun 109 1000 541 2249 13 128 2.8
S .. Female o ) » , ,
Tota! -2 100.0 4047 Z5i5 1652 - 15 3.9
20 000 + 655 10040 5843 2066 18 - BaY 0i6
5000-19998 335 1000 §2i1 3041 1282 1347 1.8
10004999 863 100.0 306 . 278 188 22 0i6
Less than 1.000 116 100.0 190 © . 276 - 336 18i1 a7
From abroad 69 1000 S0, - lid & 884
Unknoun 183 100.0 4.0 3147 9.3 1341 §9
20 000 + _ 220 - 100.0 §6.8 N4 10.0 10.9 0.8
5 000 - 19 999 143 - 100.0 - KITL I 39.9 10.4 1842 -
1.000 - 4999 - 381 - 100.0 - - 2849 - 2542 19.7 25«7 0.5
From -abroad 26 - 7 1000 - - 1.7 - - - - 92.3
Unknoun 5 - 1000 - 29.6 38.9 T4 1845 5¢6
Before 1956 1 304 "” 100.0 . 45.3 23.4 15.1 12.2 k0
5 000 - 19 999 187 100,80 T . 4847 - 2245 1349 10.7 3.2
1 000 - & 999 476 © 1000 © . 319 .-20.0 18.5 1849 0.6
From abread 43 . 100.0 -11e6 - . - 23 ... 86
Unknown 305 . 3000 - Bled 0 2905 7 9.5 6e7 2.8
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Jable 13

LikA: IHMIGRANTS BY PERIOD OF ARRIVAL AND
. RURAL-URBAN CHARACTERISTICS OF PLACE OF BIRTH

Period of ) ) - Place of birth
arrival Total

Urban  Semi-urban Semi~rural Rupal Unknown
Total
Percent 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number 4 290 1 727 1 090 631 633 209
1956~1960 37.2 32.0 40.6 37:4 45.8 34.0
Before 1956 ' 61.2 6649 57.7 612 51.2 63.2
Hale
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number 2 069 836 524 293 294 122
1956-1960 34.8 31T 36.2 33.8 42.8 32.0
Before ]956 : 63-9 6706 61.8 6405 55-] 65-6
Female
Percent 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number 222 891 566 338 339 87
1956-1960 39.5 32.2 44,5 4045 5061 36.8
Before 1956 58.7 - 66.3 53.9 58.3 46.9 60.0

Table 14

LiMA: PERCENT OF INMIGRANTS WHOSE LAST REGION OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE
/AS THE SAME AS THEIR REGION OF BIRTH

Period and o Total Hale Female
size of place " Number Percent Number Percent Number " Percent
ALl periods b 290 93.8 2 069 0.0 2221 - 939
20 000 + 1 254 92.0 599 92.1 655 . - 92.1
5 000 -19 999 657 95.0 322 95.6 335 9%.6
1000 - & 999 1639 95.6 776 95.1 863 95.6
Less than 1 000 230 90.1 14 89.0 116 91.1
1956-1960 1597 93.3 ns 93.8 858 92.8
20 000 + Wy 90.8 194 - 93.9 220 90.0
5 000 - 19 999 268 95.8 125 . . 96.8 143 94.9
1000 - & 999 678 95.8 297 95.8 381 93.8
Less than 1 000 94 87.9 40 7842 34 90.6
Before 1956 2 €27 4ok 1323 9441 1 304 9%.7
20 000 + _ 634 92.7 403 92.5 431 92,9
5 000 - 19 999 376 94,6 189 "94.6 187 9%.5
1 000 - 4 999 951 9640 475 95.8 476 962

Less than 1 000 136 - 91.6 14 91.6 b2 91.7
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Table 15

LIMA:  1HMIGRANTS WHO WERE 14 -YEARS OLD AWD OVER :AHD -HO.CANE BETWEEN 1955-1965,
BY SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE AND BY HUMBER OF .MOVES

.‘Size of pfaﬁéh' " Number of moves (percent)

d Ndmbef o
" Total C B8 100.0° 82y 8.2 53 heb
Size of place . v o
20000+ 241 100.0 B0 87 Bed §+6
© 5000 - 19 999 167 100.0 7544 126 .0 1.8 b2
1°000 - 4 999 3% 100:0 8649 53 .. hed 3.5
Less than 1 000 63 100.0 8547 12.7 - 1.6 .
Hale 408 100,0 80.9 81 5.9 50 -
20000 114 100.0 76.3 7.0 7.9 8.8 -
"5 000 - 19 999 ""80 10040 7540 LE LY 8 63
1000 - 4 999 182 100-0 868 55 49 2.8
Less than 1.000 32 100.0 8.1 18.8 - 3¢
. female .. 457 100.0 83+ 8:3 4.8 347
20000 127 100.0 19.5 102 5.6 be?
5.000 - 19 999 . 87 100.0 75.9 13.8 - 8.0 2.3
17000 = 4 999 212 100.0 86.8 5.2 7 3.8 %)
Less than 1-000. 31 00,0 7 935 TBS T - e
_ . Table 16 ST
LIMA: INWIGRANTS TO METROPOLITAN LINA BY AGE AT THE TIME OF ARRIVAL, BY LEVEL OF SCHOOLING ATTAINED
Age at the "fb Tobal. : Level of schooling attainedé/(percent)wuf
tine of arrtﬁa?‘ nuyh§rtﬁ{‘Lr w4 - o 7 s
Total 2 029 G 1000283 28.3 - 185 . 242
0-4- Ak 1000 W2 13:0. 6.8 250
59" Ll 100.0 2k 2.2 226 2648
10 - 14 a7 ~ 1000 %49 28.1 2. 3.
15 <19 526 -~ 100.0 21.2 8.7 - N8 T
20 « 2 3m 1000 % 30 W . 23.8
35 - 39 57 100.0 . N6 29.8 - 0.5 28
40 - 49 61 - 100.0 3.0 4246 8.2 2642
50 and over 12 1000 ¢ 3% 29,2 9.7 - 264

Unknown 17 1000 5.9 294 176 W2

PERI

(Coﬁtfnﬁe&)
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Table 16 {Continued)

LIMA: INMIGRAHTS TO METROPOLITAN LIMA BY AGE AT THE TIME OF ARRIVAL, BY LEVEL OF SCHOOLING ATTAINED

Age at the : soodd] (ne
tine of lggglr | Level of schooling attained? (percent)
arrival Total 1 ' 3 &
- 1961-1985 323 10040 39.3 2249 18-6 1846
0-4 N 100.0 8148 0.0 0.0 %1
5-9 23 100.0 87.0 8.7 ho3 0.0
10 - 14 43 100.0 5142 2343 23,2 243
15 - 19 100 100.0 32.0 18.0 3440 150
- 20 - 24 59 100.0 2240 39.0 10.2 2848
25 - 29 30 1000 40.0 23.3 1647 20.0
30 - 34 11 100.0 9.1 273 1802 454
35 -39 17 100.0 7944 11.8 11.8 £7.0
40 - 49 8 1000 2540 5040 0.0 250
50 and over 21 100.0 5244 2348 0.0 23.8
Unknown 0 100.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0 0.0
1960 or before 1 683 100.0 26.0 29.4 18.7 2562
0-& 201 100.0 51.8 13.4 17.9 26.4
5-9 204 100.0 19.1 2445 2545 29.9
0 - 14 273 100.0 20.5 29.0 22,7 2141
15 -19 426 100.0 2641 3.2 19.0 2342
20 - 24 251 100.0 -~ 2h47 3643 15.1 22.7
25 - 29 108 100.0 2549 34.3 17.6 21.3
30 - 34 69 100.0 2641 3343 13.1 27.5
35 - 39 50 10C.0 3245 375 10.0 20.0
40 - 49 53 100.0 22.7 41.5 %4 2644
50 ﬂﬂd over 51 ]00-0 215 314 13.7 274
Unknoun 7 100.0 0.0 28+6 2845 2846
- Female
Total 2 192b/ 100.0 S VX 2645 12.6 - 154
0-4 206 100.0 £} 47 22.3 18.0 17.5
5-9 217 100.0 .5 25.3 1562 17.3
10 - 14 418 100.0 46.9 2449 15.8 12.2
15 - 19 510 100.0 4843 29.4 8e6 13.3
20 - 24 267 100.0 4442 2548 12.4 16.1
25 - 29 139 100.0 38.8 30.9 13.0 17.3
30 - 34 97 100.0 §.2 25.8 9.3 2347
35 - 39 57 100.0 43.9 29.8 10.5 15.8
40 - 49 102 10040 4042 29.4 1.8 17.6
50 and over 88 100.0 5648 23.9 5¢7 10.2
Unknoun K] 100.0 41.9 19.4 9.7 29.0

(Continued)
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Table 16 (Conclusion)
LIMA: |HN{GRANTS TO METROPOLITAN LIHA BY AGE AT THE TIHE OF ARRTVAL, BY LEVEL OF SCHOOLIHG ATFAIHED

A%e at the . yota) .. .. .. .. " lLevel of schooling attained—]—ipercent) _
ing of : ‘ ; — —
arrival . number o Total, . 1 o2 3 C b
1961-1965 < 100,00 T 593 - 1944 0.7 80
0-4 o 100.0 90.9 9.1 . 0.0 0.0
5-9 ¥ ~100,0 946 . Beb 0.0 - 0.0
10- 14 .80 10060 - BlE o 11a2 18.8 245
15 - 19 S V4 1000 7 560 2540 94 N
20.- 24 L8 . 10040 B0k 170 B | % = 1143
25 - 29 L% 10000 0 3.2 2. 21.9 " 2540
30 ~-34 . 16 . - 100.0 . ., . 18.8 3.2 : 0.0 - 50,0
35. 39 3 10 1000 . 300 400 -0 20,0 ~10.0
50 < 49 16 71000 O 43.8 S 6.2 o312
50 and over - 34 TUON008 0 ekT e 2645 23 0.0
Yrknown 2 1000 5040 © 00 0 5040 . 0.0
1960 or before 173 100:0 N2 B4 P32 1646
0-4 B I 100s0 7 394 228 19.2 ~ 181
5.9 26 L W0 32.2 T 28.8 1.8 20.3
10 - 14 S35 100.0 B Y25 ;S B | X . 1heb
15 - 19 C3m T 1000 B5.4 3100 8e5 16.8
20 ~ 24 , a3 . 100.0 3.9 284 ©o2a 174
25 - 29 107 - | - 100.0 :‘ ' 41.1 o 33.6 b 1043 15.0
30 - 34 : 9 1000 456 - 2%0 B 19.0
35~ 39 - 4 . 100.0 C kB8 - o 217 : 8.5 17.0
40 - 40 - 86 . 1000  39.5 - 3l 2.8 . 15.1
50 and over . 52 . 1 100.0 51.9 230 5.8 - 17.3
Unknown S [ < na L 22.2

af - Te Hithout schooling and with 1 to § years of primariae

2. Primaria: 5 to 8 years. :

3. Secundaria: 1 to 4 years. .

4 §ecugdar1a' 5 years or more, and u:th some or comp]eted unlversltaria.
b/ “Includes cases with level of schooling attained not specifieds
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Table 17

LIMA: INMIGRANTS BY LEVEL OF EDUCATION ATTAINED BY PERIOD OF
ARRIVAL AND S1ZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDERCE

Level of lnstruction (percent)

109

Size of Place Total
and period number Total 1 2 3 4 5
fale
Total 2 029 100.0 28.2 2843 18.5 24e2 0.7
20 000 + 589 100.0 25.0 24.6 2002 30.0 Dt
5 000 - 19 999 32 100.0 . 29.5 30.4 17.9 22.1 -
1 000 - 4 999 164 100.0 31.8 30.6 19.2 17.8 0.5
Less than 1 000 m 100.0 39.6 27.0 1662 153 1.8
From abroad 97 100.0 9.3 17.5 175 5546 -
Unknoun 156 100.0 2helt 3446 12.2 25.0 3.8
1956-1960 683 100.0 37.3 2440 18.7 19,2 0.7
~ 20 000 + 184 100.0 31.0 2344 2046 2h ok 0.5
5 000 ~19 999 116 - 100.0 Lo 25.9 146 18.1 -
1000 - 4 999 286 100.0 40.2 25.5 1.0 12.6 0.7
Less than 1 000 37 100.0 43.2 253 13.5 13.5 5¢4
From abroad 23 100.0 4e3 - 13.0 82.6 -
Unk nown 37 100.0 4B.6 24e3 13.5 13.5 -
Before 1956 1323 100.0 23.4 30.6 18.7 26.7 07
20 000 + 403 100.0 21.8 253 20.1 32.5 0.2
5 000 - 19 999 189 100.0 217 33.9 206 23.8 -
1 000 - 4 999 475 100,0 2607 3347 18.3 2048 Dokt
Less than 1 000 74 100.0 37.8 2844 17.6 1642 -
From abroad 13 ~100.0 110 23.3 19.2 4646 -
100.0 1546 37.6 11.9 29.4 Deb

Te HWithout schooling and with 1 to 5 years of primaria.

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

5. Unknowne

(Continued)
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Table 17 (Conc]usuon)

. IM{IGRAUTS BY LEVEL OF EDUCATION. ATTA!NED BY PERIOD OF
ARRIVAL AND SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDEiCE

-Size of place -

"~ Leve) of instruction (ﬁerqent)

" 143

Tntal . — —
and period number ~ Tetal .. 1. 2. - 3 & 5
N " Female

Total 2192 10060 449 2645 125 1504 06
. 20 000 + 645 100.0 305  29.9 12.7 78.8 1.1
5 000 - 19 999 331 - 100.0 bheb.. - 2643 112 7.8 . 03
~1 000 - & 999 - 856 - 100.0 51,27 - 285 . 131 103 . . -
_ Less than 1 000 ~ WS 10060 591 U 28.7 - 7.8 b3 -
* fron abroad - 68 100.0 16:2 - - 132 19.1 514 -
Unknown SV 000 T 36.7 - 355 . 124 1.0 3
1956-1960 © 853 1000 540 217 1.6 121 0.6
20 000 + ©210 100.0 4547 248 1140 1662 ;. 2ok
5 000 - 19 999 140 1000 57.1 17.1 10,7 1540, i
T 000 - & 999 374 1000 59.6 206 123 5 . -
Less than 1 000 53 100.0 623 2.8 . 1,5 38 -
From abroad_ . 25 " ]0‘0-0 ]200 o 8.0 2010 60-0 ) L-
Unknown < LB 100.0 50 34T 58 -
Befors. 1956 13010007 ,38.7 299 133 7ok~ 06
204000 % AT 1000 36E. . 295 13 200 . . 045
5 :000- - 19 999 T 187 100.0 353 .33 1148 19,2 . P
1°000 - & 999. - ~476 100,00 B 294 T 139 26,
Less. than 1 800 © B2 000 . 564k L0306 8l N
From abroad’ . X 1000 1846 163 1846 i85 -
Unknown 105 1000 267 . 32 21.0 57

1. 'Hwthout schoo]ing and wlth 1lt5 years 0f primarta- R
2. - Primaria: "5 to 8 yearse R

3. Sacundaria: 1 to 4 years. R

. 26 3ecun3ar1a 5 years or more, and Hlth some or completed unlversltaria. RN
« Unknoune : -



II. REASONS POR LEAVING

0f the 4 290 respondents who were migrants to ILima in the
1965 survey, 1 133 were re-interviewed and asked a series of
questions dealing with "reasons for leaving". This group was
limited to all those migrants who came to Lima within ten years
of the survey data (i.,e. 1956-1965) and who were at least 14
years of age at time of arrival in Lima. By limiting analysis
to such 2 voluntary group, secondary migrants are excluded as
well as persons who came prior to 1956 when the socio-economic
milieu may well have been quite different from that emerging in
the late 1950's and early 1960's,

1. Descrintion of the Voluntary Higrants

Age and Sex Distribution. PFemales predominate émong this

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

be present., DBoth males and females tended to be young when they
arrived in Lima. Indeed, no less than two-thirds (66.0 percent)
of the males and G4 percent of the femaies were between 15 and

24 at that time., This; of course, is very similar to the pattern
generally found in most societies. The popular age period for
migration is "young adult", Such a pattern is clearly evident

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

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

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

come from? In both the larger sample and this sub-sample,; areas
of 1 000 to 5 000 were the flace from which a larger number of
migrants came from, with the largest size cities (20 000 and over)
being second in source of move., Over 60 percént of both males

and femalesy; came from these two fypes of'points of departure.

On the other hand, 6 percent came from the smallest villages of
the nation., Of perhaps more interest is the age distribution

of these various migrant groups. The smaller the place of
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residence where they previously lived, the greater the proportion
of migrants under age 25. Among males, this proportion increases
from 60.2 percent for those coming from the largest cities, to
735 percent for those coming from the small villages- for fe-~
males, it increases from 59 2 percent to 73. O percent This
generalization also tends to hold for those coming t0 Lima prior

to attaining the ‘age of 20.'

When aid they come? Slightly,more migrants came to Lima in
the earlier five year period than in‘tne 1960-1965 period; and
this is more so for males .than for females. In total, 48.4 per-
cent are mosi recent newcomers and 51.6 percent arrived before
1961. These figures do not.represent exactly the relation be-
tween the recent newcomers and those .arrived before 1961, since

mortality has not been taken into account.

Differences_in time. pf. &rrival according to.place of previous
residence are somewhat more meaningful.p Among men; those coming
from larger places are more likely to be recent arrivers and the
proportion decreases in a secular manner t6 only 38,1 percent of
those from small villages hav1ng arrived since 1961. ‘For women,
a somewhat similar pattern exists, but is much less distinct
The general trend ‘seems to be that 1n recent years,'more people{
are migrating to Lima from $he 1arger places. However, a word
of caution is in order. First, the difference (especially among
females) is not that great.

Second, the large number of respondents who failed to 1ndicate
size of place of previous r°51dence (over 10 percent of the res-
pondents) may well account for the observed differences. .Among .
males, 58.8 percent of those particular respondents came Within
the past Tive years.' It seems plau31ble to susgect that they
would more liLely be coming from smaller villages than from the -
larger cities of the nation.i If this suggestion is valid, this
would at 1east partially explain the difference 1n time of arriv—

al by place of prev1ous residence.'

Number of People Accompanying Migrant. Almost 60 oercent of

all these adult migrants to Lima arrived as "single" persons

~that is, they were not accompanied by either spouse of by children.
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The proportion is slightly higher for males than fgr females.
Another 10 percent came with spouse, but with no children. This
is to be expected if it is recalled that about two~thirds of all
these newcomers 1o Lima were under age 25 at time of arrival.

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

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

gration is undoubtedly of significance for Lima.

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

the parents.

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

to the inquiries on ""reasons for moving",.
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General Socio-liconomic Characteristics. Prior to analyzing

the actual:reasons.given for moving, it might be useful to dis-
cues very briefly.the‘educational,and_occupational status of
fhese migrants to Lima, About two~thirds had attained no more
than‘e priﬁary education with about 20 percent having some train-
ing beyond high school. The difference by .sex was significant.
Aboufhhalf'of all females were. functionally illiterate (i.e. they
had completed less then iiye‘grades,of'sphool)-compared.to'27
percent of the meless 'Almost one-quarter of the males had had
some.type of.sphooling-beyond_high school compared - to 15.3 per-
cent of the females. -Here it should be added that these data
are based on the educat10na1 attalnment of persons 14 and over

at the time of arrival. A number of these are still of course .
attendlng school and thus these data are blased in a downward oo
dlrection. -

As would be expeoted ‘because of the . age of. the migrants,
over half were "non-active” economically, but agaln this was
4much truer of females than of males (72.3 percent-to 40.1 percent)
‘-Among.those”whovwere.aotlve, manual.workers. made up a mMajority ’
of all.employed.migrants for both males and females, . n

This brief dé¢seription "6f this selected gfoup of mi”rants to
Lime who: were asked “why they left" is 1ntended to "1ve the read;
er & better understanding of the types of persons belna studied,‘
and. «thereby.:to bvetter graSp' the - meanlng of the "reasons for
moving™. ' - '

. 2... Reasons for. lLeaving -

In thls seotlon an. analys1s of the reasons migrants gave for: -
mov1nn to Lima will be made.. First, the distribution of these
reasons will be given together with a description and rationale
for the categories to. be used. This will be followed with an =
ana}y51s<of_how‘these_“regsons for;leaving“:vary'with~a) age at-
time of arriva};_b),e;ze of :place of previous residence; c) mar—
ital status of migrants at- the time of arrival; d) educational

attainment; e) previous occupational status of migrants.
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The reasons given are of course subject to much individual
variation and it may well be relevantvéf-this time to recall
lortarals warning on such data: "The decision to leave the coun-
try for the city, like so many other decisions men make, is in
most cases the product of a number of convergent motives whose
relative weight the individual himself could not determine, even
if he could identify them."i—/

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

derived from these "reasons"'.

A majority (52.6 percent) of all male migrants cite economic
reasons as their main factor in leaving a previous residence and
coming to Lima. One in six male migrants selected a family
reason . and arother one in six selected education as their mailn
reason for moving., Females present a different picture. Almost
half (47 percent) gave family reasons, with 30.2 percent saying
"economic" and less than one in ten feeling that education is

their principal reason for moving.

These differences by sex are not particularly surprising in
view of the knowledge of the characteristics of these migrants,
and the development level of the nation., 1In education for exam-
ple, it has been noted that males have had much more schooling
than females and apparently a number plan to continue their edu-~
cation in the city. With one half of all females having had less
than five years of schooly; it is hardly conceivable that many would

cite education as a reason for their move,

4/ Giorgio lortara, "Factors affecting rural-urban migration
in Latin America: Influence of economic and social condi-
tions in these areas". Proceedings of The Vorld Population
Conference, Belgrade, Yugoslavia, 30 August - 10 September
1965,
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‘a) Reasons by:Age and Sex: ~Among male migrants 'economic

reasons always rank first regardless of age. However, the neprs -
cent increases greatly from ageé 15-19 when it is only 36.5 to
ege 30-34, when it attains a proportion of 86.2 of all such mi-"~
grants.. The largest number of mdles giving family reaséns is to’
be found in the youngest group (22.5) and the oldest (28.6), sug-
gesting that these may be part of the "dependert” population at
those ages.& As WOuld ‘be expected,,the percent citingvedgogtion
reasons 1s esoeclally high among males under age 20, and even . .
among those 20J24, one in_elx glVlng“suoh a .reason for moying..

Beyond that age, the number becomes small (See. Tables 1 and 2).

. .FPamily reéasons become inoréasingiy important among females
with advancing age. While only one-third of the youngest give -
family reasdnS'for,moving,,the proportion grows .to well over
one~-half among those 25 and over, reaching 85.4 percent among
the oldest migrants; Bconomic -reasons, -on the other hand, tend
to decline in importance the older the female is at time of arriv-
el in Lima. Among the youngest however,.it ishoited‘more fre-
quently then’family_reesops,5suggesting that a number of'youngf
women move ﬁo Lima in eea;oh of jobs, Education is also fairly
importehf_for thevyoung women migrants -~16.3 percent giving such
a feasoh. It 1s not meaningful among older women except for.
thosé 35~39. However, this is bgsed on .19 replies. As of the
reason educatlon 1t should be mentioned that the given answer . .
can refer to both mlgrant and ohlldren, that is to say, that the,
migrant can glve the educatlon of hls chlldren as a reason for
leaving. 1' ' A ' D

In 1ook1ng at reasons»-iven by age at. arrival, it must be
stressed that about two-thﬁrds of all migrants came to Lima prior
to reachlng 25. These young age; categorles .are consequently of.
much more 1mportance than the older age groups. In these young
grqups,'economioaxeasone‘clear}yidominate;among males with edu~.
cational factors given a reiatively strong emphasis and family
‘reasons only strong among the. youngest, perhaps for “denendent"'
reasons.’ Femele migrants under 25 glve economic and famlly

reasons about equally and together these account for about -
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three~gquarters of all reasons. Lducation is only relatively
important for those under age 20, In general, young men cone

to Lima (1) to get a better job and (2) to improve their educa-
tion. Young women come %o Lima overwhelmingly for either econon-

ic or family reasons,

b) Size of Place of Previous Residence and Reasons for

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

in undoubtedly reflected in the present finding. liales giving
family reasons more prevalent among those coming from places of
1 000 - 5 000 than from other areas; but differences were not

especially meaningful (See Table 3).

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

coming either "married or with a companion' amounts to 34.2
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percent-~ the highest -such pronortion.in these combined categories.,
These data at least hint &% an ex»nlanaticn for. the prodortion
coning from the smallest villages giving family reasons, Perhaps
these peovle marry at.a .younger .age than those living in the
larger cities and this too, is reflected in the findings. The
small nunber of fenale v1lla~e migrants select1n~ education as
reasons as com)axea to_the relatively larde pfopormlon anong
those com1nm from more'no>ulated areas poss1bly reflects the
fact that a 'great number of those who have had at least a second-
ary educatlon miﬁrate Tor educatlon reasons and most ;emales from
the smaller areas Would not have had the ongortunlty for advance-
ment that far'ln school. Perhaos this is not so for males coming
from such areas. .”he role of the female may differ from that of
the male in these rural sectlons of the natlon.:.Abouﬁ half of
all female migrants had less than five grades of school Presum-
ably thls percent inC¢eases among those coming from the smallest

areas.,

Clearly, reasons for mlgratlnv differ for males and females
by ‘size of place of previous residence. ﬁowever, age tends to
blur the relationship, especially among males., The greatest dif-
ference exiéts aﬁong_females where those from small areas are
apparently concerned With fémily and ecohomic,reasons,_whereas
‘those from the larger areas tend to cite education faetors, there-

' by sugggSting diffe:énces in the female vole by size of place.

C), Marital Status:  Unmarried, presumably younger persons

were much more likely to select:educational reasons than were
married migrants, and this was especially noticeadle. for males
where one-~-gquarter stated that education was their main-reason
for moving 1o Iima, This of course is t6.be expected, The dif-
‘ference between males and females selecting education is caused
by the greater number of single females.sgtating family reasons.
But it is among married migrants .that differences by reason and
by sex become especially meaningfulJ.-Almost three-quarters of
all married male migrants selected economic reasons, but 11.6
percent gave family reasons. However, among married female mi~

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

in that society.

‘ d) BEducational Attainment: An interesting pattern is noted

when analyzing reasons for moving by educational attainment of
the respondents. TFor both, males and females, the proportion
citing economic factors declines with increasing educational at-
tainment and the »rovortion citing educational factors increases.
FPamily factors do not appear to be significantly affected by the
degree of education completed.‘“lt can perhaps be assumed that a
significant number of young migrants with at least some high
school training have migrated to Lima 1o .advance their education.
Thus 35.8 percent of such males and 24.2 percent of such females
indicated that education was their vrime -reason for moving (See
Table 5)., On the other hand, the very large proportion of males
indicating that economic reasons brought them to Lima suggests
-that {there may be a large number of poorly educated migrants
coming to the city to find jobs. This is also true of poorly
educated females of whom about one~third come to Lima for econom-

ic reasons,

e) Previous Occupational Status: The data based on occupation-
al status in place of previous residence yield additional infor- |
mation which tends to strengthen the above suggestions. For
example, of the total male non-active population, 35,1 percent
came to Lima for educational purposes. These are probably young,
high school educated men pursuing advanced schooling in Lima. But
of the three occupational categories, manual and agricultural
workers cite economic factors more often than do non-~manual work-
ers, again hinting at the possibility of poorly educated male
migrants coming to Lima in search of better sources of employment.
Purthermore, one in four of the males who were non-active came
to Lima for economic reasons, undoubtedly searching for a job,
Another one-quarter came for family reasons ~these presumably

older migrants joining their relatives,
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""The proportion of non~active migrants. is much greater for
females than for males -about three-gquarters being in that cate-
gory. .7ell over half indicated ~family reasons and many of these
are perhaps migrating with their spouse or meeting them in .the -
city. It is also noteworthy that 71.9 percent of those women
prévioﬁsly empidyed in manual occupations came?fo Liié‘for'économ~
ic reasona,‘again suggesiing that many péorly educated;Ablue
9oliar ﬁorking ﬁigrants, male and female, come %o Lima in séaféh
oftwqu (Seg Tables‘6 and 7), | -

3, Summary

Migrants to Lima are relatively young and this affects all
fhe other findings regarding reasons.for moving. Generally, there
seem to be two principal types of male migrants., One is relative-
ly well-educated and comes to Lima to continue his schooling as
well as to find better employment, A second is less educated and
- is being pushed:froﬁ the rureal area to the.city in search of work.
This is not as true of the female migrants; but. it is nevertheless
still’present. "0f course, many females cite family feasOns for
their moving ~indicating the inferior position of females in Peru.

Generally then, these findings are in agreement with studies
completed in other areas of Latin. America, Both economic and
educatigon factors predominate in the "reasons" why peéple move to
the primate .city of the nation.
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Table 1

LIMA:  ADULT WALE INWIGRANTS®/ 4HO CAHE BETWEEN 1956-1965,
BY REASOHS FOR LEAVIIG THEIR PRIOR PLACE OF RESIDEHCE, BY AGE AT THE TIHE OF ARRIVAL

Reasons for Age at the time of arrival
feaving Total 1519 2024 25-23  30-3%  35-39 40-49 50 and over

Total numberb/ (513) (13)  (128) (51)  (29) (28) (23) (45)
Total percent 00,0 1000 100.0 1000  100.0  100.0 100.6 1000
Econonic 52.6 36.6 5849 66.7  86.2 70.8 73.9 53.3
Family 1648 22.5 849 11.8 3k 20.8 ka3 289
Education 16.6 2842 16.1 3.9 - - 8.7 2.2
Other 12.8 11.8 15.3 15.7 6.9 8.4 13.0 1343
No information 1.2 0.9 0.8 2.0 3.4 - - 2.2

a/ Inmigrants 15 years old or over at the time of arrival.
b/ Totals include non applicable cases.

Table 2

LitiA:  ADULT FEMALE INMIGRANTSE/ ¥HO CAME BETUEEN 1956-13965,
BY REASONS FOR LEAVING THEIR PRIOR PLACE OF RESIDENCE BY AGE AT THE TIME OF ARRIVAL

Reasons for Age at the time of arrival
leaving Total 15-18 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-49 50 and over

Total number? (622) (289)  (109y - (88)  (w)  (19) (43) (48)
Total percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 10040
Economic 30.2 41.2 31.2 23.5 29.3 5.3 7.0 4.2
Fanily 4746 33.9 4341 55.9 61.0 6844 72.1 850k
Education 9.6 1643 . 4.6 2.9 2ok 15.8 he7 -
Other 7.9 5.8 1.0 10.3 24 105 116 10.4
No information b7 2.8 10.1 Tk 49 - be7 -

a/ Inmigrants 15 years old and over at the time of arrival.
b/ Totals include non applicable cases.



Table 3

LUMA:  ADULT INMIGRANTS2 o/ HHO CAME BETUEEN ]956—1965 BY REASONS FOR LEAYING THEIR FRIOR PLACE OF RESIDENCE
: BY SEX AND SIZE OF PLACE OF PRIOR RESIDENCE

— — ——— —— —— ——

- Size of place of prior residence:

J— f—

Reasons for : Wales . A AFema]eg. D
leaving ot ot 2000 0r 500t 000 to  less than: fotgd/ 20 000r 590t 100t Toss Than
nore - 19999 4999 1000 __ ra. 1999 499 1 1o
Total number  (511)  (133) (86) (20 (W) (622) (157) (106) () . ¢ (35)
Total percent 100,0 100.0 1000 1000 1000  100,0 100,0 100.0 1000 . §100,0
Economic 52,6 53.4 CoseT . 507. - 50,0 30,2 8.6 - 98 . 3%/5 o, 57
Family 168 173 12.8 203 . 116 47,6 54,1 46,2 B5 R
Education 6.6 150 181 . 169 0 B’5 . 96 108 bk 80 ' 29
Other 128 136 14 96 .88 - 19 6 58 G 84T . 57
No information 1,2 0.8 . R 0 | 3.8 3.8 e T 8.6

- - — R
a/ Inmigrants 15 years o]d and over at the time of arrival. '
57 Totals include migrants coming from abroad and place of prior residence unknown.

) 95 (
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Table &

LIMA:  ADULY INMIGRANTSQI WHO CAME BETWEEM 1956-1965, BY
REASONS FOR LEAVING THEIR PRIOR PLACE OF RESIDENCE,
BY HARITAL STATUS AT THE TIME OF ARRIVAL

Marital status at time of arrival

Reasons for Males Females
Teaving

b/ X . ¢/ ‘lidowed, divorced : b/ . . ¢/ ‘idoved,divorced
‘ Total Single Married™ and/or separated Total Single Married and/or separated

Total number (511) (305)  (155) (12) (622)  (389)  (202) (41)
Total percent 100.0 1000 10040 100.0 100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0
Econonmic 52.6  46.2 123 8.7 30,2 43.0  12.4 9.8
Family 168 177 1.6 50,0 47,6 30,9 . T3.7 7007
Education  16.6  23.0 2.6 - 9.6 140 . 2.5 2.4
Other 1.8 12,2 134 823 7.9 66 . 8.9 1445
Mo information 1.2 1.0 - 08 - - kT Sb 3.0 20h

a/ Inmigrants 15 years old and over at the time of arrivale
E/ Totals include non applicable cases, and cases vhere marital status was not specified.
¢/ Includes convivientes.

Table §

LIMA:  ADULT INMIGRANTSZ! YHO CAME BETUEEN 1956-1965,
BY REASONS FOR LEAVING THEIR PRIOR PLACE OF RESIDENCE, BY SEX AND LEVEL OF SCHOOLING ATTAINED

Level of schooling attainedﬁ/

Reasons for }
?:aving |  Males ' Females

" Total i 2 3 % Total 1. 2 o W
Total number (s1)e/ (138)  (152) (81)  (123) (622)¢/  (308). - (154) (48)  (95)
Total percent 1000 100.0  100.0 1000  100.0 100.0 1000 . 100.0 1000 1000

Economic 52.6 62.3 60.5 43.2 39.8 30.2 383 - 31.8 167 11.6
Family ' 168 15.2 19;7. 14.8 16.3 47.6 46,1 4841 5201 5206
Education 1606 3.6 9.2 22.2 35.8 9.6 b5 8ol 1004 2he2
Other 12.8 14e5 10.5 19.7 8.1 7.9 Tok 7.8 10.4 6e3

No information 1.2 4.3 - - - bl 36 349 - 104k 5.3

a/ Inmigrants 15 years old and over at the time of arrival.
b/ 1. Without schooling and for with 1 to 5 years of primariae
~ 2. Primaria: 5 to 8 yearse
3. Secundaria: 1 to & years.
Le Secundaria: 5 years or more; and with some or completed universitaria.
¢/ Includes cases with level of schooling attained not specified.



- e R Occupational status . T L
- Reasons ‘for leaving ) :Total Non manual Manual..  Agricultural - Total riod - 'T°ta]§!
f T : ) active . workers - ‘*Horkers T -workers, L ‘active T ’f'i'_‘
“Total nusber - (304) - (68) (133) - (6% - (28 - (5N)
© Total percent . 1000 0 100.0 1000 1000 - 1000 1000
CEeonomic < 0.3 67 122 739 263 g
© Family - L0 16.2 N3 1.2 6.3 168
Education  * .- 3.6 2.9 23 - 2.9 - 360 16,6
Other N 1ha1 1427 W3 1k BRI R 5
Mo information 1.6 R - s T s T e
" af - Inmigrants 15 years old and over at the t1me of arrxva]. o S = S
b/ Includes. other cases.A; :
Table 7
©LIMA: ADILT FEWALE INMIGRANTS./ NHO' CAME BETHEEN 1956-1965,.
MRH%MFWLHWMT%WPNWPM%UFMMMMEBY%WMHMM =
| STATUS L PLACE OF PRIOR RESIDENCE.
o . I . Occupatlonal status o
‘7'»Ré?sfﬁ§4f°f Teaving zgtilé . Ton wanval M“nudi Agricultural  Total non ... .T?t?]%{
- ey _workers ,.f., uorkers - .vorkers i active | o
t' ‘fi0téT'numbe6:. o >IT(172):‘* u(éﬁ)} (89) ,xf CAB) . fas0) iZ(QQZ) .
© fotalpercent ¢ 10007 1000 oo 0 . 1000 7000 1000
T Economie o Sk 350 71.3 LS e 209 302
Fastly .. - B8 SICTR % SO 9 SN T B X
Education. . 5.2 [ S % B | K X
Other .. . 9.3 2.5 %0 8.6 X R

it

)_58(

Table 6

ADHLT HALE lNMIGRANTSa/ HHO CAME BETUEEN 1956- 1965

By REASONS FOR-LEAVING THEIR PRIOR PLACE OF RESIDENCE, By OCCUPATIdNAL

STATUS IN PLACE OF PRIOR RESIDENCE.--

No.information -;'_ 63

s;o.my w, ~'

2.3 N 4.3 .

R X

b/ Includes other cases.

* al- “Inmigrants 15. years. o]d and over at the time of arrival. ‘,ff



ITI. ADJUSTLIOSTT OF IIIGRANTS

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

ed in the one primate city, Lima.

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

United Nations publication (1958) considers adjustment as:

"The process by which immigrants adjust themselves to
conditions in the area of destination falls into sev-
eral categories: ..., assimilation, integration into

" the social structure ..., acculturation, the adoption
of the customs and values of the population in‘the

place of destination.™

.Althodgh this approéch has led to many useful studies,
adjustment can be viewed as a two-way procéss and af both the
individual and societal level (Borrie, 1959; and Beijer, 1963).
Furthermore it alsc may be worthwhile to study the adjustment
consequences for the social system in the area of origin as well
as destination. PFor example, adjustment is not hecessarily a
one-way acceptance of the norms and values of the urban social
system, UMigrants bring different values to their new environ-
ment and we should not overlook the guestion of mutual adjust-
ment or feedback., VWhy should migrants be expected to resemble
the native city dweller? This is a particularly moot point when
we look at the: a) selectivity of the migration, b) proportion
of persons who were born in the urban area, c¢) pattern of resi-
dential segregation that they obtain in the urbanm area, and d) mi-~

grants participation in non-service work activities,
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As has been stated earlier, migrants do not generally
represent a cross section of the sending and recelving popu-
lation, but are selected on many demographic, social and social
psychological characteristics. Although the kinds of selecti-
vities that are found have implications for the adjugtment of
the”migraﬁts’to the ‘urban and social structure, it is clear
that they also have ‘implications for the adjustment of the
urban social structure to the inmigrants. This i§ & particular-
ly relevant po1nt When we consider the volume of the immigra-
tion. °CELADE data, ‘as reported by Myers (1969), indicate that’
in six’ ma;or cities in Latih Americe more.than half of the ever=
married women between the ages of 20~25 were not born in the
city. . This suggests that for. this select group of women deter-
mining urban norms. of bahaviour mlght be problematlc. A more
pertinent question mlght be who is adjustlng to what?

Anothér,consideratipn is that the recent inmigrant may not
enter iato.the urban social structure in such a way. as ﬁo be
exposed to-urban.fprces,; To.a large extent recent migrants may
be residentially segregated. To the extent that this is true,
the recent migrant may have little social contact with urban
natives. Furthermore, quasi-urban communities may develop their
own ruralpbgsed subcultures w1thin the confines of the clty.
Finally, even if the mlgrant is exposed to an urban env1ronment,
he may 1n1tially adjust in a typlcally rural manner,' Very much.f

depends upon What the mlgrant brlngs to the new env1ronment as f

well as how he 1nteracts w1th 1t.'

- Many rural-urban migranis change jobs.A An importantuqdestiﬁn
is whéther a greater proportion of these changes are to !"'produc-
tive" occupations: or to service work, Do migrants move into the
industgializedqsector-of,thg economy or do they find jobs wash~
ing the -shirts of other migrants? On the social structural
level, is the rural migrant to thé city merely another statistics
indicating increased urbanization, or rather is he affected by .
urbanism as a way of 1ife? Many migrants may be in. the city while
- not of the city, -Attention should 5e_paidgto the guestion of
whether the urban social structure .itself will,expérignce_change
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in the face of a rapid influx of rural urban migrants. The nor-
mative system of any grou) may be threatened by an excessively

ranid increase in new members,

Does the social and personal disorganization view of the
migrants need modifiation? The culture shock hypothesis which
explains migrants "problems" in terms of their entrance into a
new social system could usefully be compared with the view of
the migrantion process which has been emerging over the years.
This view suggests that personal and social disorganization of
the migrants may be minimal. As a result of positive selection,
the migrant may be in a better adjustment position than the
urban native., The presence of large numbers of inmigrants may
cause serious strains and imbalances in the social structure of
the urban area of destination, but this is a problem of adjust-
ment on the part of the urban social system. Squatter settle-~
ments from the point of view of the urban aaminiétrator represent
disorganization. But these areas represent a high degree of nor-
mative integration and for the individual are mosf likeiy impro-
vements over »nrevious conditions., It is perhaps fo: this reason
that many migrants define their situation as better than their

previous one, and tend to solve the housing problem,

Two basic independent (or causal) variables form the basis
of this chapter: the size of place of previous residence and the
duration of residence in ILima, Comparisons are limited to possi-
ble differences between those coming from larger towns and from
the smaller communities, and those coming betweeﬁ 1955 and 1960
with those coming since that date. Additionally, the analysis

is l1imited deliberately to those who arrived as adults,

A sizeable literature has emerged dealing with the implica-
tions of the size of place of origin (or of previous residence)
for migrant adjustment. Genefally, it has been found that,

ceteris paribus, migrants coming from larger size places tend to

adjust more favorably to the exigences of the city than do those
coming from the more rural areas. Conversely, the receiving city
should be more able to cope with incoming migrants if the propor-

tion coming from larger areas is greater. The influx of rural
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peoole into the large cities has proven to be a serious problem

for the urban ‘social system in both the develcginn and developed

nations,

‘ Length:of residence in the host city is also a useful meas-
ure of adjustment., The longer.a migrant resides 1n a given area
themorellkely heinill resemble the people born 1n that clty.'
This general proposition has. been tested in a number of studies,
While it is not possible to compare these people with the Lima-
born,éf'lt is néevertheless important to note if indeed, a longer
duratlon of residence actualiy affects ‘these migrants on a number

of soc1a1 1nd1cators.

The focus of thls chapter 'is oh the effects of these varig-
bles on.a number of such ‘social-indicators of possible adaustment
to the clty.L However a number  of- dther gnalyses should be 1n~
.cluded as well, Some 1nformation of both, a- demographlc and
. economlc nature on the background oL the migrants w111 also be
1ncluded Thus large and small town mlgrants will be, ccmpared
on such economic 1ndices as occupation (iz any) An prev1ousv
.place of residence and the reasons ‘for movihg. Also.. cOnsidered
will be the age—sex structure, marital status,. -number of persons
accompanying the mlgrant, of thesevarlousclasses .of m;grants at

the time of their 'move to Lima.. *

. The toplcs for 1nvest1gat10n (iie. the dependent varlables)
fall 1nto three basic categorles- ~economic,. housing and social.
Under economlc such questlons as type of job: (if any) dld the
-migrants flnd in Lima.' How long -did it tbake -to find that flrst
job? Hou31ng querles iriclude the- ‘type of housing that ~the m1~
grant found and in which sections 6f the eity did he settle upon

arrival., PFinally some social questions. are included on such
.subaects as having a social security, card, attendance at movies
and ‘soccer games, listening and watching telev151on and/or radio,
and ‘the reading of newspapers., These are all indlcators of pos=-

s1b1e adjustment or a lack thereof among the minrants tc ‘Linma.

;y 'Notwithstandlng, ‘from ehapter \V., in which dlfferential
characteristics between migrants and natives are analyzed,
some conclusions can be drawn-about civil status,: educatlon,
fertlllty and other variables.
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They all give insights intc the problems for the receiving city
as it incrcosingly becunies the haven of increasing nunbers of

Peruvians,

1. Denographic Background

The conparison of adult nigrants to Lina on basic denog-
raphic variables by size of place of previous residence is
covered nore extensively in Chapter IV, Nevertheless, a brief
sunnary is warranted at this point. XKnowledge about such
characteristics is vital to better understand the additional
conparisons which will be made., This is especially inportant
in view of the fact that conplex nultivariate analysis is not

possible due to the size of the sanple,

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

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

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

than is the case with those coming since 1960.

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

from the larger cities. This is especially significant among
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males, About 63 percent of those coming from under 5,000 were
single at the time of arrival in Lima, as compared to 57 percent
of those from the larger towns. This pattern 13 not as clear
for females, Indeed if those-coming~ﬁidowe&»or divorced are
added to the singles, differences become insignificant (see
Table 3)..

An imporfanf dimension in migrafion that should be studied
deals with the number of'persons who accompanied the migrant
when he moved to Lima, The striking difference lies between
those coming from cities of 20,000 or more population and those .
coming fromfggl*the sméiler‘pleces (i.e. under 20 000) (See
Table 4), Tor males and females alike, about 60 percent of all
migrantsifrom’the lattei places (regerdless of their respective
sizes) were single at the time of arrival in Lima and between
70 and 75 percent were either single or came with . their spouse
but with no accompanying children. The pattern for those coming
from the nations largest cities is quite different. Less than
60 percent came either as singlee or-qouples only, However ‘no
less than 15 percent weie.accompanied by at leasf 3~gh;ldreg.vt,
Again this is true of both sexes, The proportieg>ef‘"famiiy j
movers" coming from the other areas is‘mueh‘smaller; .Sueh;a”a
finding is not uﬁexaected in light of the.previoﬁs analysis »
which- 1ndlcates that those mlgratlng from the larger cities are
less likely to be single and have a hlgher medlan age at the
time of arrival. It is also 1nterest1ng to point out that over.
half of such migrants (i.e, from larger 01t1es) came to Lima
since 1960 thus suggesting that many of these recent mlgrante"‘

are more likely to be "famlly novers",

Introducing present age as a control variable does not
significantly-alter the findings. Nevertheless sone interesting
results emerge. (The number of cases. is often qulte small and
precautions whould be tehen before maklng broad generallzatlons)
Among males 20-24, the proportien single coming from the larger
cities 1s somewhat smalier, but not significant pattern ie'ob_
served, Males 25-34, coming from cifieslzo 000 andvover, beginl

exhibiting the generalized pattern noted above, That is to éay,
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the provortion single is less than among those coming from the
cities under 20 000. However they are underrepresented in the
"couples" category, On the other hand, over 15 Dercent came

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

other group,

Male migrants presently 35 years of age or over were at
least 25 when they came to Lima, It is in this group +that
differences are especially substantial. No less than 51.4
percent came to Lima with a wife and at least three children
and another 16.2 percent came with two children., Males coming
from the smaller areas do not exhibit such large proportions
of "family migrants"., Indeed about 42 percent of those from
villages under 5 000 came either as single men or with only
their spouse. This is somewhat surprising for a group who

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

- Females presently 20-24 do not offer any additional in-
sights into this phenomenon, although, interestingly, it is
those from the smaller towns who are more likely to come with
spouse and children, Those 25-34 start exhibiting the expected
differential by size of place of previous residence, Over 35.
percent of those coming from the largest cities came with their
husbands and at least one or two children, but only half came
as single women. The data on the older female migrants yields
more meaningful results. As expected, the proportion single
or '"coupled" is smaller from those coming from the larger
cities while half came with spouse and at least three children.
No other group of women migrants comes close to this proportion.
It is also interesting that close to one-quarter of all such
women presently 35 or over came to Lima without husbands but
with one or more children ~~the proportion being about the
same regardless of the size of place of previous residence,
This compares to only 5.8 percent among males of the same age

who migrated under such circumstances,

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

is also the destination point for a fairly large number of women
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who cauc with children but without husbands, . It can also be
concluded'that those who cane as "fanildes' are nore likely to
‘be fron the largest cities of the nation than fron the sualler

conmunitles.

2, Econonic Background Variables

- The émpioyﬁenf situafidh of migrants to Lina in their forner
nlace of res1dence yields ueanlngful infornation about these
people. It vlves certaln 1n51ghts as t0 their econonic stability
- and 1nd1rectly ~=as to thelr nctives for naking a nove. (It nhas
been noted in an earller chaptcr ‘that econonic ‘reasons. predoninat-
ed. espec1ally anong the male mlgrants to Lima)., Threec questions
are inecluded in thls sectlon whiéh contribute.to a-better under-
sfanding of thé_écoﬁoﬁic bdckgrbund'bf thesec nigrants according
to size of place of previdﬁs reésidence., Pirst, weré they en-
ployed priof 0 conihg $o Lina? Second, if yes, what kind of oc=-
cupation was it and in what type of industry? Third, were they

_1ook1ng for Work9'

Anong male nlgrants, 40 1 percent werc "nut weorking" prior
,to mov1ng to lea, 72 3 percent of the females were not working
-nany of course belng housew1ves (sece Table 5). -The proportion
of rales not Worklng varies accordlng to the age ©of the respond-
-ants,. The overall tendency is that it dcclines- drastieally ‘
»wifh incrcaslng agg. ’Over 80 percent of all'niale nigrants
?resentiy~15-19 did not work before’ coning to-Lima. This is to
be expectéd, dlthough ih a lower ?foportion."Probably nany of
them neither stated that they ldoked Ffor work for-the first
_ tlme, because they ‘did not eXQcct to find work. —/ On -the other
Ahand,‘of those now 25 34 one third was not working .prior -to
coning to lea, and the proportlun ‘anong .the older nales.was

a nere, 10 7 percent.

The in01dence of not workln»'inhfhe'ﬁreviéus*pldce'Of
resldence tends to be gre ter in the snall connuuaities. While
39 percent of those coming fron towns of 5 000 and over were

.not Worklng, about 46 percent of those -fron towns under 5 000

Q/V,Notlce should be taken of the ‘Fact” that ‘those who -stated
that they werc looking for work for the -first tine are
included in the working group.
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were so categorized, Generally this pattern is to be noted in
the various age groups, especially among males 25-34. Humbers
of cases become quite small however and generalizations would

best be limited to the overall distribution.

While 72.3 percent of all females were not working prior to
coming to Lima, this statistics can be misleading including, as
it does, many not actually looking for work, This is evidenced
by the fact that the proportion not working does not vary signif-
icantly by present age and what difference that does exist is in
an opposite direction from that noted for males. That is to say,
while 70.4 percent of these women 14~19 were not working, over
three~quarters of the oldest women belonged to this category, it
can be assumed that the proportion of housewives also increases
with age. VWomen were also more apt to be employed if they had
been residing in the larger cities and this was equally true at

all ages.

About 60 percent of all males were employed before coming
to Lima, Of these 306 men, 22.2 percent were in non-manual oc-
cupations; 43.5 percent in manual jobs, enother 22.5 percent
were in agriculture, and 11.8 percent fell into the residual
categories, PFor men 20 and over it can be seen that the propor-
tion previously employed in white collar positions increased
with advancing age at time of interviews. This increase, from
10.9 percent among those 20-24 to 37 percent for the oldest, is
at the expense of both, the manual and agricultural occupations.
There were actually more men, presently 35 and over,; in non-
manual occupations than there were in blue collar jobs. But in
the under 25 group about half had been manual workers and another

quarter had been rural workers (See Table 6).

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

with smaller community of previous residence, and this is
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soe01ally 51vn1flcant in the agricultural ocecupations, Close
to one-quarter of all those coming from cities 20 000 ox more
who had been employed were in ‘non-manual positions and only 11,1
nercent were working in agriculture. Due to. ever Smaller sizes
of ¢ells when controlllng for present age of the previously em-
ployed_male migrants, such an. analy31s is made w1th caution.
NeVertheless, fhe.same general pattern appears in all the relevant

'age groups.

Only about one~guarter of all female migranis were prev1ousa
ly.employed and thus analyslsbecomesproblematical.' About one~
quarter (2342 percent) of those working were in non-manual oc-
._cupatlons, 51.7 percent in manual 13.4 percent 1n agriculture,
and 11,6 percent in the residual category: Thet is especially
noteworthy is that about 37 percent of all previousvemployed
female migrants were working as domestics. Although analysis
by present age is not feasible, this pattern of large numbers of

lpreviously employed domestics is only noted among women present-
1y under 25. Of all these ycung previouslyemployedmmmen,.46
out of 78 (59 percent) were domestics. Otherwise the proportion
who were in non-manual jobs appears to increase with age (see
Table 6).:

As with males,'size of place of previous residence is sig-
nlflcantly related to type of employment with 37 2 percent of
,those comlng from cities 20 000 and over hav1ng been in non-
manual work compared to- only 12.2 percent of those comlng ‘from
_ communltles under 5 000, ‘Similarly the proportion w1th agrlcul—
tural backgrounds increases with smaller places. The large
-punber of prev1ous persons who worked. as domestics noted’above
came predominantly from towns between -1 000 and 20 OOO While
25.2 percent. of all female migrants (1rresnective of prev1ous
occupatlon)<came,from the largest citles,_only 19.0 percent of
'the7domestics came from such places. 'But, ‘whereas 58.8 percent
of all females came from towns 1 OOO to 20 000, no less than 73
percent of the -former domestics canme from such smaller communities.
It hes been stated that many young females came to Lima . to become

servants, . Apparently many have had prevzous experience in that
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occupation and this was learned in the relatively small towns
of the nation, Those coming from the largest cities were more

likely to have been employed in non-manual occupations.

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

1/

themselves housewives and do not plan to do outside work,—

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

for both, males and females,

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

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

7 The guestion "Are you looking for work?" was asked to all
] y
persons, "working" and "not working".



) 70 (

percent who had been in such jobs increases. Anong fenales, the
hizh nunber of previous servants is to be noted, especially

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

‘This type of demographic and econonic background is nirror-
ed in the reasons given for noving. A separate chapter is de-
- voted to this tapic, At this point it is worth noting that the
“eécononic reasons, cited nmost freguently by nen, and the fanily
‘Teasons, given by a najority of the wonen are‘to'beAexpected in

view of the-infornation analyzed-above.. .

3. Adlpstment of errants

Threc najor toplcs are cons1dered under “adjustment in
;Lima"xu econonic, housing and 3001a1. The conparison is prinari-
. 1y between those coning fron large and‘small places of previous
residence,. In:additién, the soeial indicators cdﬁpﬁre'early
and reccnt_miérants. Ehesé‘cpnparisons allow for tentative
working hypqthesés to be set ﬁp which can then forn a ffame of

reference for the analysis.

. Based on prgvious studies_it is hypothesized that in general
people coning fron the bigger places will adjust nore easily to
the Lina environnent as they w111 be rore cosmopolltan in char-
.-acter, Thus they should take less tine ~ett1ng a JOb than those
fron smaller towns° They should have a better home and live in
o nore prestlglous sectlon of the c1ty.: More should have a
social security. card they should be less 11kely to ?o to "es-
pectédculos" but would llsten to the radlo and watch television
nore and be nore llkely to read the newspapers.. A 'second hypoth-
esis would assuné that in general the longer the length of resi-
dence 1n lea the more likely nigrants would-adjust in a "city
way".- Tnus early mlgrants would De rnore apit to have a social
sccurity card, IGSS‘llkely to go to "espectdculos', be nore
likely to use the radio and television and be nore likely to

read the newspapersi-

a) Econonic Adjustnent, All adult respondents who came to Lina

- since 1956 were asked: "How lonn did it take before you got your
first job?" A nunber of course still do not have a first job.
Indeed, 17.5 percent of the nales fell into that category (See
Table 9). Presumably this neans that not only were they not
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working at the time of interview but also that they had not work—
ed since arriving in Lima, Unforfunately these data do not tell
when those 'mever having had a first job in Lima" arrived in the
city. It is of course known that they were at least 15 years old
at the time of the move and this was sometime between 1956 and
1965. Prom these two facts, certain iﬁferences can be made on

length of %ime spent in Liima without any form of employment.é/

About half of the male migrants presently under 20 had not
had a first job. These are newcomers to Lima and presumably a
number still attend school. The number presently out of work
declines precipitously with the other age groups; 13.8 percent
of those 20-243 11.0 percent of the 25=34; 16.5 percent of those
35 and over. The latter relatively high proportion may well
include a certain number of elderly migrants who are “retired"
(See Table 10).-9-/

Indeed the proportion without a first job is greater among
males coming from the large cities., The proportion among those
from the smallest (less than 5 000) communities is 14.9 percent
--those from the largest (20 000 and over) cities is 22.6 percent,
Controlling for present age leads to a possible explanation of
this differential, It is only among men under age 25 that "not
having a first jodb" is significantly higher for those coming from
éities of 20 000 or nmore. No definite paettern is observed among
older migrants. It is conceivable that young males from the
largest cities would be more likely to continue their education
in Lima and this-is reflected in these finaiﬁgs. Besides, single
migrants are more likely %o come from smaller towns and their
level of education is also lower, both factors (single and less
educated) leading them to work at a young age in whatever job

available; without considering status and earnings,

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

9/ See 8/above.
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About half of the females have not had a first job. The:
'proportibn tends to increase with advancing age and among the
oldest women, over three-quarters have not had -a first job {See
Tables 9-and 10). This is, of course, a function of increased
proportions of married women (at the time of arrival) included
. in the survey, with inereasing age. Agein the "not having a .
£irst joB"~percentage i& greater among those coming from the
~largest cities of the nation although differences are not very
substantial, It will be recalled that spgh'migrants_wefe more
likely to.come as families and these women are,less iikély to be
_in.thevlabpur‘ﬁorce. - .

Those respondents who did find a first job were asked how
long it took to locate that position. Over two-thirds (68.3) of
‘the male migrants were at work within three months of moving to
Lima, However, about one in eight took over‘pngwxear.to find
that first job. The proportion'who were succeséful in locating

~.that first'job quickly increases with age among those 20 and

. over --from 61.6 percent of the youngest to 75.8 percent of the
oldest.» This may partially reflect educational factors and may.
explain the high proportion (21 4) of the 20~24 group who did not
get a job until after one year's resldence in Limar~/ The very

.. youngest migrants who did get a job (51f7 percent).at_all found

it in & hurry --77.4 percent in the first three moﬁths (See
Tables 9 and 10). | ‘ R

- Any conclusion- that men coming from the larger cities dre

" ‘more adapted to the urban’ environment ~-~&nd thus more liXely -to
£ind a job soon aftér moving %o Lima-- is not substantially by
‘“Yhe q4te. “There are no significent differencés in the pércent

of job holders getting their first job within three months by
size of place of ‘previous residence. The ovetrall pattern of about
two-thirds finding a job quickly is noted for all the areas of
origin. It is only among those 35 and over that the- migrants
coming from the 1argest cities exhlblt a clear superlority in

10/ Includes the people who could not specify the tire to get the
first job., In general this percentage is rather 1ow.
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finding a position quickly., At all other ages; no clear vatterns
are discernible, but these conclusions are necessarily tentative,

bases as they are on very small numbers of cases,

About sixty nine percent of all "working females” found that
first job within three months of moving to Lima —-~about the same
proportion as for males workers, However, the pattern by age of
female is inverse to that noted for males, The younger the
woman the more likely she was successful in finding a job within
the first three months in Lima., Thus 14.5 percent of the 20-24
working wives did not find that first job until after at least
one year in Lima and 17.2 percent of those 25-34 also took that

long.l;/

Size of place of previous residence is definitely related
to time taken to find the first job for female migrants. How-~
ever this is not in the expected direction. Differences among
the towns under 20 000 population are about nil; and this gener-
ally is true at all ages. But women coming from the largest
cities are much more likely to wait longer before getting that
first job. Vhereas three—quartérs'of all the other female
migrants find a job in three months, only 57.0 percent of those
from the largest cities were thatfbrtunate. It is necesgsary
once again to speculate on the effects of other variables. First,
the proportion of married women migrants (often with familieé)
coming’from the largest cities is greater. Second, over one-
third of all employed women were domestics in their place'of
previoﬁs_residence. These were overwhelmingly from towns5 000
to 20 000; It is quite possible that they could locate jobs
more easily (possibly working as domestics) than those Npetter

educated" coming from the largest cities of the nation,

It may well be that migrants (males and females alike) coming
from the largest cities are better eﬁugated and better trained
and indeed more "adaptable" to the metropolitan way of life.

However,.in a developing country with one primate city, it may

11/ Includes the people who could not specify the time to get a
first job,

L3
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also be true that such a receiving city is still more suitable
for rural and less educated migrants --~at least in the econonic

sector,

b) Housing,., Two interview gquestions related to housing as a
nossible measure of adjustment. One asks about the type house
‘the migrant first inhabited when he moved to Lima, ' The other-:
inguires into- the section of the.city where the migrant first

resided,

There are flve categorles of housinn' "casa independlente"
"departamento" Ncasa de veclndad" "choza"»and all other types.
With the exception of the 1ast, these form a rough contlnuum

from best housing to poorest quarters.

'AbOut.55 percent of all males lived in solid constrnction
single famlly dwellings Cbasa 1ndepend1ente" and "departamento")
upon arriv1ng in Lima (See Table 8).  Another 28,6 percent found
" homes in rooming houses ("casa de veclndad") and 4.5 percent _
were forced to settle for shantles ("chozas") Thisuadds"sﬁp;:
port to the flndlng that mlgrants do not settle at first in the
barrladas. Unfortunately over 10 percent Tell into the "other"
category ——a larger proportlon than adv1seable for such a "catch—
all" re31dual group (See Table ll) o T

A

_ The oldest mlvrants were the most successful An securlng
decent hous1nv upon moving to lea. Close to three—quarters =
11ved 1n better hou51no?~~a proportlon s1gn1flcantly -higher to
that noted for the younger male mlgrants.” Those presently.25-34
were apparently the  least Successful, as less than half were
able to find prlvate houses or apartments while 7 pereent 1iyed
in shantles -~tw1ee as great a proportion ae.that;in;any other,

age groups, The oldest migrants also had.the-loweet number
iliringnin the poorest hou81ng. Tt can be assumed that a larger
percent of the oldest mlgrants came before 1960 than was the
case for the younger males, Perhaps houslng conditions were
better at that time, It is ¢onceivable that ‘the ever increasing
number of newcomers to-. the city has resulted in ever more dif—_'
ficult housing problems thus necessitating more shanty inhabi{-
ations (See Table 12).
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Nigrants coming from the larger areas were sonmewhat more
successful in setting decent housing than their counterparts
from the smaller places. This is especially to be noted in the
small number of migrants from cities living in the shanties
compared to the proportion among those coming from towns under
5 000. The proportion living in single houses is also somewhat
higher for those from the larger cities but the difference is
not substantial. Thus some difference between type of housing
and size of place of previous residence is generally to be noted
among all age groups. It appears that males coming from the
largest citiesy, while not any more successful in getting.jobs,
have been more fortunate in their housing search, They may in-
deed be better suited for metropolitan living and this is indi-

cated in this manner.

Female migrants have been more fortunate thén male migrants
as far as type housing is concerned. About 70 percent lived in
either single dwellings or apartments upon arriving in Lima (see
Table 11). Only 3,4 percent lived in shanties and 20.4 percent
were in rooming houses. In contrast to the males, young women
were more likely to be living in "casa independiente" than the
older females. Generally such a pattern existed with reference
fo shanty living as well., That is, the older the woman the
higher the proportion of shanty dwellers. However these dif-
ferences are not great and some could be masked if single houses
and apartments were combined, There was nevertheless a slight
tendency for younger women to be more éuccessful in securing
good housing. Again a funciion of the high proéortion in the

domestic service role,

Similarly to males, women from the larger areas found better
housing and fewer ended in the poorer sections of the city, With
the exception of those 25-34, this was generally true’ at all ages,
Again however it must be emphasize that differences were not

especially meaningful (See Table 12).

Summarizing briefly, housing tends to be slightly related
to size of place of previous residence --the larger the place

the better the housing in Lima, PFor males, older migrants were
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more likely to have foundmoetter housing when they arrived, but
the opnosite is true of females, In no instances however are
these relatlonshlgs significant, They merely suggest that pos-
sibly‘those eoming from the large cities may be somewhat more
likely'to_findvbetter housing if that is defined as single houses
and epartnent.: It is of course possible that the‘large numbers
of "fapily nigrants” coming from cities of over 20 000 partially
aocounts for the difference; Also, as will be discussed in the
next seotion,'fne roles of‘female‘migranté~as domestics may well

be important, - ’ - ' : ' L

- It is possible to discern va}ious_distritos of metropolitan
‘Lima. - Attention in this section is concentrated solely on two
distritos which comprise a‘nigh.sooioeconOmio sﬁafus'(HSES) area
.and seven distritos which can be considered the poorer sections
(LSBES) of Lima (See Table 13 for the names of the distritos).

It is reallzed that these are ecologlcal areas ‘and there.is most
- likely heterogenelty of socloeeonomlc 1evels w1th1n thevgiven
distritos., T :

- About the. same proportion,’ronghly il peroent; of male
migrants found homes in. the more affluent distritos as were found
in the -poorer; areas, The proportlon 11v1ng in (HSES) areas in-
creases gignificantly Wlth the age of the respondent and among
those presently 35 and over, 15 7 percent 11ved there when they
first came to the city.. The. percent 11v1ng 1n the poorer sections

varies by age but no definite pattern is observed as other class
areas are also involved. '

The (HSES) areas did not receive moreAnigrants from the
larger cities of Peru as might have'been expected, Indeed, there
are not any major differences by size ofiplece'of origin with
respect to that section of Lima. However, nales from the larger
cities are less llkely than others to have lived in the poorest
parts of the city when they did arrive in Lima.' This apparently
is true among most age groups. '

Females are more apt to have lived in (HSDS) areas than

males --16.6 percent locating tne:e upon arrlval. But 8.2 percent
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of all female migrants began their experience in Lima in the poor-
er distritos, The Drojortion living in (HSES) declines With ad-
vancihg age —-8 nattern diametrically opposite to that of the
males, A large majority of the 21.7 percent of femdles 14-19
living in (HSES) are probably domestics living in the household
of their employers. The.proportion declines With'ege and with
the increasing proportion of women that are housewivee rather

than domesties.,. -

Anei&sis'by size of place of previous residence shows guite
conclusirely that women who previously reside in the larger cities
WWere more likely to £ind homes in the better sections of Linma.

On the other hand, 12.2 percent of those from towns of 1 000-5 000
populétion'Were'living'iﬁ the (LSES) amreas when they first arriv-
ed in Lime. This pattern is clearly exhibited at all ages.

Again caution is urged in interpreting these data, It igs quite
possible that many of the mjgrants from the large cities found

- -employment as domestics in Lima, .Their seminurban background
‘may -have made them.more adaptable to_such positions While those
from the rural. areas were perhaps more 1ikely to do purelz manual
labour ~~but net as domestics. At any rate, and regardless of
“size of place of previous residence, the larger prooortion of
females than male migrants who llved in the (HSES) areas 1s no
doubt partially attributable to the female domestlc serv1ce

-phenomenon stlll prevalent in a city like leae

The data on housing do not yleld any conclu51ve results that
suggest ;accepting the .working hypothes1s made earlier in the
- chapter, .There is; to be sure, a slight tendency for males from

the ‘larger cities to be a _ little more. successful in both securlng

"-a "better" house and in a "better" neighbourhood, but the rela-

tionship is not significant enough to warrant makln generallza-
"tions, However it is interesting to note that there is no evi-
dence 'of .any massive movement of populatlon from the hlnterland
40 the barriadas of Lima,- Again confirming the flnch.n'r that
‘migrants 4o not settle initially in the bar riadas. Phis may well
be the most significant finding that is concerned with housing

patterns, It would of course be necessary to gather:data on the



) 18 (

actual populations of all the sections of Lima to note if the
migrants are overrenresented anywhere. The general conclusions
based on this survey is that they are not overrenresented in the

poorer sections of the city.

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

can serve the purpose of "social indicators" of migrant adjust-
ment. Four such inquiries are considered here. They deal with
various aspects of the migrants! lives in Lima but all are con-
cerned with present (i.e. 1965) behaviour. Thus they yield in-
formation on how these people have adjusted to metropolitan
living. Unfortunately it is not possible to compare the migrants
‘'to those born in Lima. However, two independent variables are
‘utilized: size of place of previous residencé_éﬁd duration of
residence in Lime, Migrants are dompared to each other on these
dimensions.,

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

increased adaptation.

a) Place of Previous Residence: Halfhof éll the'ﬁale migrants
either do not have a social security card or did not reply to the
question (See Table 14). Another quarter have a card but do not
use it and 24,2 percent have used it at some time, Presumably,
having and using one's social security card is an indicator of
beconming accustomed to city living. The proportion nct having
social security cards does not vary by age. (Males under 20 are
not included in the analysis). However age is clearly related

to the use of such cards by those who possess them. Older persons
are more 1iké1y to use and conversely young men are more likely
to be ndt users of such cards. This is to be expected in light
of possibly increasing medical problems with advancing age and

this does not really imply anything about adjustment as such.
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Yore relevant for adjustment analysis is difference by size
of place of previous residence., However variation in nercent
having a social security card is to be observed. Both, those
from towns of 20 000 and over and from villages undexr 5 000,
exhibit similaxr patterns of usage, However, those from the
medium size towns (5 000 — 20 000) are less likely to use their
cards., This U~shaped pattern is noted at all ages as well and
among those under age 25, males from the largest cities are very
likely not to possess a social security card. This may perhaps
be attributable to a larger proportion of such persons being out

of the labour force,

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

but this is based on small numbers of cases.

WVatching television, listening to the radio and reading the
daily newspapers are patterns of behaviour that are expected of
urban residents., Television and radio, especially the former,
typify the city milieu, and of courée daily newspapers are part
of the everyday life of the typical urbanite. Some information
on the watching, listening and reading habits of migrants to
Lima should give insights on their adjustment to such a new "way
of life',

About one in eight male migrants never watches television
or listens to the radio (See. Table 15), The remaining are
about equally divided between those Who do both (42.3 percent)
and those who just listen to the radio (45.2 percent). The
proportion who enjoyAboth, tele&igion and radio, tends to increase
with advancing age., Vhereas oniy about 40 percent of those under
35 watch and listen, 54.5 percént of those 35 and over utiligze
these technological improvements, IFurthermore the percent who
neither wateh television nor listen: to the radio decreases signi--

ficantly with age, The number who read the daily newspapers is
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:aoout'the'saﬁe ae'the number who uses the television and radio
~-84.8 percent'being readers and only 7.6 percent not reading
'anywpapers.- Hoﬁever, differences by age are opposite to those
ﬁofed'fegarding radio and television. Younger persons are less
llkely to read newspaners and much less likely to be non-readers
than persons 55 and over, Perhaps the hlgh inoidence of illiter-
acy among thls latter group contrlbutes to thls pattern. Also it
“1s JOSSlble that older men have more leisure tlme:ln'wh;oh:ﬁo |

"watoh telev131on.

Lale mlvrants from the largest cities are demonstrably more
likely to watch telev1s1on and llsten to the radio than others
vfrom smaller places. It follows that they are less likely to be
"never users of televis1on and radlo. Thls relatlonshlo is seen
:at all age vrouos in varylng degrees and clearly indicates more
ease in adpatation amonn those from tﬁe blgger centres of the
nation —-if watching telev151on and listening to the radio is
Such an index. The fact thet fhere'afe no si~nifioant differ~
ences in reading habits by size of »nlace of orlvin suggests that
radio -and television usage.may well be a good 1nd1oato; of urban
adaptation, -Iven rural residents read the papers, and these'are
nerhaPS'Lima newsnaners,: But the develooment of televi31on is
‘almost exclusively an urban phenomen in a developing natlon.

" This is.reflected in these flndlngs at least with male migrants.

' Half of all female mlgrants watch telev1s1on ana less than
10 percent never watch or listen to the radlo. lelerences by
age are dissimilar from those among males, Youn~ women watch
television more than do older women and are much less llhely
_to never -fturn on eithér a radio or a telev1s1on set, " The drastlc
' ‘difference in education.of males and females is reflected in the
findings ‘'on newspaper readershin. While 7.6 percent of all males
never read, almost one~third (31 4 percent) of the women 1ndlcate’
they. mnever look at\newspapers {(See Table 16). The proportlon'
_of~non—readers»isogreatesﬁ among the youngest'and'the oldest,
Similarly the proportionfof women who read twobpepers is least
among those two age groups. ~Tlliteracy possibly exblaihs these

proportions among those 35 and over, It is difficult however to
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explain why those under 20 are also less lilkely to read papers

‘than those 20-35,

As with males, women coming from the larger towns are more
likely to watch television than those coming from villages under
5 000. They are also slightly more apf to read newspanders than
their more rural-counterparfs. Thus there seens to be a definite
relationship betweeh size of place of previous residence and the
use of the modern media, for both, males and females, who have
migrated to Lima since 19556, Newspaper reading however does not
differ among males and only slightly among females, The intro-
duction of television and radio to migrants (and most certainly
their purchase) is associated with becoming an accultured resi=-
dent of the city. It is part of the "urban world", Furthermbre
once a television set 1s purchased it literally becomes an urban
culture trait{. The reading of newspaners is perhaps noit associ-
ated in such a manner in the thinking of thése migrants. It does

not necessarily represent the "urban world',

A fourth dimension of soqial adjustment deals with attendance
at maotion picture or athletic‘events such as football matches,
races ana bullfights ("spectaculars™). The large city is tradi-
tionally the home of the newest moevies and of the outstanding
_éthletio events., However 1t is gquite possible that other fairly.
large towns also offer this type of entertainment, while the
small villages rarely offer a metion picture or a professional
football mateh. It is quite possible therefore that adjustment'
dees not necessarily mean a greater attendance at such spectac~

ulars. The opposite may well be true,

' | About two-thirds (65.2 percent) of all male migrants attend
‘spectaculars at least once a month, but about 20 percent never
go to movies or athletic events (See Table 17). This type of
entertainment is overwhelmingly ahabit of the young, The
relationshin between age and atténdaneefis quite significant.
Over 78 percent of the males under age 20 go :at ledst once a 
menth compared to less than half of those 35 years of age.and

over. One third of the latter group never attend. .
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Turning to size of place of previous residence as a possible
causal factor, variations from the aforementioned 55.2 percent
who attend et least once & month are practically nil, regardless
of place of origin, Those from the sma;lerzplapes tend to be
Pnever;attenders" a bit mofe than thesacoming from places of

5 000 or'more, but dlfferences are far from being meaningiul.

Women are 1ess likely to go to the theatre or the stadium‘
than males., Half indicate at least monthly attendance and al-
‘most 40 percent never ge. As with the men, attendance is closely
related to age., Over half of all the women 35 and over never
attend these spectaculars. These data indicating such a dif-
ference by sex perhéps typify the role of women in a developing
'”country'such as Peru., They are much less educated; ‘most 11ke1y
" subservient to the men in many respects, and may not like spec-
" taculars. The felationship of previous residence to attendance
" for women cloeeiy reseﬁbles that for men. There is & slight
" hint of a relationship in that those from the largest cities are
more likely to attend and less apt to never go to the movies or

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

These data derived from the social indicators of the Sﬁrﬁey
do not warrant generalizing that migrants from the 1arger towns
are much more édjgsted fo metropolitan living than those from '
.the rural places. Only With reference'to watching: telev131on
and llstenlng to the radio is there a meaningful dlfference"
between groups a.cccrd.:u.n'y to place of previous residénce, It is
quite possible that in = country having a primate city, the effect
of coming from a town of 20 000 or 1 000 is not that relevant
to the adjustment problems of all the eitynbound mnigrants, All
appear to be similarly affected by the prlmate city and all.

appear to react to it 81milar1y as well

b) - Duration of Residence: All nigrants to Lima who came since
1956 have beeh_diVided into recent migrants (1961-1965) and
early migrants (1956-1960). This makes possible a comparison

on the sociallindicators of adjustment by length of residence

in Lima, It seems 1ogicél to assume that adjustment improves'
with duration of residence ané this should apply for males and
females and at all ages as well.,
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Recent male nigrants are much less likely to possess social
security cards than those who came prior to 1961 (See Table 18).
The latter also use their cards more frequently. This relation-
ship is noted at all ages but statistical significance is pro-
bably noted solely for total males. FPewer female migrants possess
security cardsA-81.6 percent being without them as compared to
73.5 percent of the earlier migrants., This differential exists
through age 25 but no differences are to be found among women

25 and over.

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

being viewers or listeners.,

Recent female migrants are more likely to watch television
and listen to the radio tharn the earlier migrants; they are also
less likely to .only listen to the radio. There are also more
non-viewers or listeners among those coming since 1961. Thus a
different pattern emerges among women with television being ac-
cepted by the recent migrants, but radio still being utilized
more by earlier migrants. This generalization is applicable to
women under 25 as well, but less so for those 25-34, A cross=-
over takes piace et about age 35 end_it is only among women over
that age that the relationship resembles that noted for males.
In fact, 21 percent of the recent migrants 35 and over never
listen or Watch the television set. These unexpected results
may be better comprehended 1f,ﬁonce again, the question of
domestics is introduced. Perﬁaps &oung women watech television
more because they are working 1n homes where they are avallable.
This is not the case among recent male migrants and among older
women., Certain caution must be taken therefore when looking at
these findings. Furthermore it must be eqﬁally stressed that

when combining the categories of watching and listening only,
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the pattern is clarified andieariy migrants are more likely to
be enjoying television and radio than the recent newcomers to
Lima.. o ' o

- -Recent male mlgrants are both, more llkely to read at least
two newspapexrs and to not read at a11 than thelr earller counter-
parts (See : Table 20) leferences however are qulte “gmall.  Pos-
sibly reading more. than one newspaper is 1ndicative of a lack of
adjustment, A more settled person will have decided upon a '
.favourlte newspaper after reading in the city a few years. The
. newcomer : 1s stlll searchlng for his favourite type of publication
.and may also need two sourcee to look for employment. . Except .
among males 35 and over, dlfferences on percent not reading are
minimal, and for those 20—24, the early’ migrants tend to- read .
more than one paper to a greater extent than the recent migrants,

Agein, dlfferences ‘are minimal.,

Over one«thlrd of all recent female migrants never read the
newspapers ¢ompared to 27.1 peréent of the earlier arrivers:
There is a simliar dlfference at all ages but 1t ‘becomes exten~
 sive, among those 35 and over where about half 0f the:recent
mlgrants never read.the papers. There are no differenceg in, .
multlple readlng by”tlme of arrival. Thusy duratien of resi~ -
dence does not have the strong effect~onfnewepaper>readerehipa;
hablts among female'fhaf'if"hae aﬁoﬁg male migrants.

- Recent male migrants tend to go to spectaculars more thah
those .coming before 1961 (See Table 21) However, when controll-
ing for age, it can be seen that thls relatlonshlp is only valiad
through age 25. Beyond that .age, dlfferenCes become ‘practically
non—existent., There 1s apoarently a comblnation of youth and
recency of arrival that contrlbutes to encouraglng these migrants
to atiend movies and athletlc events.: Conversely, with increéas-
ing age and duration of res1dence 1n lea, the novelty of these
urban attractions wears out and the newcomer is’ gradually ad-
justed. into a.more typical urban way of 11fe.

The effect of. length . of stay in lea on the entertalnment
habits of female’ migrants is-at least. as strong as has been

noted for males ~=53. 7T -percent ofwtpe.reeent mlgrants‘attend ”
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at least once a month compared to 47.4 percent of those coming
earlier. Fewer recent migrants never attend these spectaculars,
Differences by age are present to age 35 but the oldest wonen

exhibit little difference by time of move.

Conclusions: It is so very unfortunate that questions on
"social” adjustment” were not asked of the Lima-born residents.
Because of this comparisons are nécessarily limited to sub-~groups
with the migrant category of Lima residents, There can be little
doubt that duration of residence in Lima contributes to increas-
ing acculturation on the part of the migrants. More of the
early migrants have social security cards, more watch television.
Newspapers are read about equally by the two groups and recent
newcomers are more apt to be lured by the entertainment attrac-
tions of the "big ecity"., From the point of view of the receiving
city, it is vital to learn if rural newcomers'are having more
difficulty in adjusting to the metropolis than those coming from
the larger towns of the nation. There is little evidence of any
great deviation by size of place of previous residence. It is
quite possible that those from the larger cities of Peru are
better "prepared" for 1life in Lima. Their employment and edu-
cational backgrounds attest to that. But it is equally possible
that Lima, as the receiving city, is not prepared for migrants
that are better educated, have had better jobs and ocome as
families. Perhaps Lima, by virtue of being the primate city,
is still more receptive to the typical rural-urban migrant found
in developint societies than to the urban-urban migrant pre-

valent in advanced societies.
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Table 1
LIHA: AGE AT TIHE OF ARRIVAL BY SIZE OF FLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE AD SEX

-('lnmivgranfs .tp He tropolitan Liai,a_'.-rhb.: ffer_é 14 years old and
over by the time of arrival and vho came betusen 1956-1965)

) e - .”,_.Si;e,of...place..
‘Ao A . moe 5000 7000 . Less than  fot
- : places - ..and .over $019999.. 104999 .. 1.000 . .applicable
_ . Male o
15419 W ae 3T 83 50.0 333
20-24 %3 26 w2 /1 235 15.7
2529 BT S ne 58 88 235
3% . s1 7 s3 . s2 58 - 59
35-39 R 8,3 35 29 30 5,9
1049 w5 60 23 3.9 59 5.9
50 and over- - - B8 -- -« 9.0 -« 03 ... B2 . - B8 9.8
Not applicable 0.4 0.7 R 1Y - - -
Total percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Nunber B0 A3 T | AR 51
15-19 16,5 - R0 452 50.8  60.0 3.4
026" T UUNLET U TIUWLTT T 0. IR R X IR X )
/29 I U0 TR0 T Tk 16 5T AT}
23 66 32 58 80 . W
3539 R 5 1.9 1.9 - 51
40-49 6.9 6k 4.8 8.0 5.7 7.8
50 and over BN 10.8 2.1 5.1 51, 8.3
Not applicable  “-- 0.8 0.7 - 0.8 - 3
Total percent  100.0 100,0 100.0 000 . 1000 .-, 100.0

Number 622 1571 104 : 262 - 35 64
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Table 2
LiMA: PERJOD OF ARRIVAL BY SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE AND SEX

(Inmigrants to Metropolitan Lima who were 14 years old and over
by the time of arrival and who came between 1956~1965)

Period of grriva1

Size of place - Both o1 1065 19561960 Both — jog1.1065  1956-1950
periods periods
~ Nales ' fenales
20 000 and over 26,0 29.2 23.1 25.2 25.9 24.6
5 000 to 19 999 16.8 15.6 17.9 16,7 18,7 14.8
1 000 to 4 999 50,5 37.4 43.3 52,1 39.3 4.8
Less than 1 000 6.7 5. 1.8 5.6 5.6 5.7
Hot applicable 10.0 12,3 1.8 10.3 10.5 10,1
Total percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number 51 23 268 622 05 317
Table 3

LIMA: CIVIL STATUS AT TIME OF ARRIVAL AND SEX BY SIZE OF PLACE
OF PREVIOUS RESIOENCE AND PERCENTAGE

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

Civil status

. Number : ;

Size of place . ' 0 e Widoved, divorced, ot
(total) Single Harried separated applicable
M (Percent) ,

20 000 and over = 133 51.1 31.6 1.5 9.8
5 000 to 19 999 86 58.1 ’ 30.2 4,7 7,0
1 000 to 4 999 207 62.3 28.5 1.5 1.1
Less than 1 000 34 64,7 23.5 3.0 8.8
Mot applicable 51 54.9 3%.2 3.9 2.0
Total 51 59.1 30.3 2.4 1.6

. - : . . Female N
20.000 and over 157 50,3 33.8 9.5 6,4
5 000 to 19 999 104 62.5 21.9 3.8 5,8
1000 to 4 999 262 58.0 32.1. 5.7 £.2
Less than 1 000 35 £0.0 34,3 2.9 2.8
Not applicable bk 50,0 31.5 9.4 3.1
Total 622 56.1 32.5 6.6 4.8
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Table &

NUMBER OF PERSONS ACCOMPANYIilG WIGRANT BY S1ZE OF PLACE

OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE AND SEX

(Inmigrants to Hetropolitan Lima who were 14“ years old

and over at the time of arrival and vho came

betueen 1956-1965)

\'ife/spouse !life/spouse Uife or

sl () Sty de2 S s 94 i
(Percent)
| Hale

20 000 and over 133 56.4 4.5 8.3 15.8 . 15,0
5000 to 19999 86 59.3 11.6 7.0 7.0 5.6 10.5
1000 to 4999 207 0.9 10.6 1.7 9,2 1.5 10.1
Loss than 1000 34 61.8. 8.8 2.9 8.8 5.9 1.8
Not applicable 51 66.7 15.7 9.8 3.9 - 3.9
Total 511 60.1 9.6 1.6 10.0 1.8 10,9
20 000 and over 157 51,0 1.0 127 1.0 1.0 8.3
5000 t0 19999 104 6.5 10.6 8.6 5.8 1.7 5.8
1000 to 4999 262 0.7 8.8 9.1 8.4 8.8 b2
Less than 1000 35 0.0 17.2 5.7 5,7 5.7 5.7
Not applicable 6k 53.1 2.3 1.0 1 9 31

622 57.6 10.3 10.0 8,7 8.0 5.4

Total

X lncludeé:SB'cases of men who were less than 16 when they arrived to Lima and who were not
askqd this question.
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Table 5
Lifh: LABOUR FORCE STATUS AND TYPE OF GCCUPATION OF MIGRAMTS BEFORE MiGRATION
BY SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE AND SEX

'(Inmigrv'ant;s‘ _tbﬂetrpbol:i‘tan Lina who were 14 years old and over
at the time of arrival and who came between 1956=1965)

: . Labour-forcs = - : Yorking by type -of occupation
o . Number. . status : 4 (Percent)

_ Size of place:  (Total) Not working Yorking - T t] T None Hanual Age and ~ Other
YL (Pepcent) (Percent) %71 Manual il time.. . o
Hale 51 401 59,9 100.0 22,2 £3.5 22.5 11,8
_ 20 000 and over 133 39:1 ‘60,9 - -100.0 23,5 46,9 n.a 18.5
5000 to 19939 . 86 38:4 61.6.- 100,0 .- 17.0 by . 22,6 1.3
-1 000 to 4 999 207 §5.4 54;6 100.0 . 15.9 k6.0 ‘?9_;“2 8,9
Less than 1 000 34 511 52.9° 100,00 1647  55.5 ~ - 27.8- -
Not applicable 51 19.6 80.4. 1000 . 4.3 - 173 .4 . 122
Female 622 123 2.1 1000 233 5L - 134 1.6
-~ 20 000 and over 157 12,6 221.% 100.0 31.2 44,2 7.0 -
5000 to 19 999 - 104 69,2 0.8 100.0 25.0 65.6 ' 9.4 - -
"1 000 to & 999 262 7.8 28.2. 100,0 - - 12.2 56.7 17.6.. 135
Less than 1 000 3 88,6 1.4 100,0 - 50.0 - 50.0
Not applicable o4 10.3 - 29,1 100,0 36.8 26.3 213 15.8

3/ Unpaid fanily workers, persons looking for uoik for the first time. and cases without .
information. - S

. Table 6

LitA: LABOUR FORCE STATUS ANd TYPE OF OCCUPA‘TION OF MIGRANTS BEFORE MIGRATION BY AGE AND SEX

(!nmigrants‘to M.étropolitan'Lima who uere; 14 years >oid andvover -at the time of arrival
and who came between 1956-1965)

G Lﬁabour. .for.c'evi‘ - ... .. Morking by typs of occupation

o Nusber status (Percent) ~ =

(Total) Not working Horking Hon~ Age and  Other

(Percent) ({Percent) Total Manual Hanual time a/

Hale 511 03 599 1000 222 43,5 225 118
14-19 60 83.3 16.7 100,0 - 50.0 0.0 10.0
20-24k 130 51.7 42.3 100,0 10.9 9.1 21,3 12.7
25-34 200 33,5 66.5 100.,0 16.5 41.4 24,1 12.0
35 and over 121 10.7 89.3 100.0 31.0 35,2 16.7 111
Female 622 12,3 21,7 100.0 23.3 51.1 13.4 11.6
14-19 - 115 70.4 29,6 100.0 - 9.5 11.8 8.8
20-24 155 .6 28.4 100,0 15.9 54,5 18,2 11.4
25-34 203 .4 20.6 100,0 34,5 k6.5 6,9 121
35 and over 149 75.8 25,2 100.0 36.1 30.6 19.4 13.9

2/ Unpaid family workers, persons Tooking for work for the first time and cases without
informa tion.



Li¥A: PROPORTION "LOOKilG FOR 'ORK™ PRIOR TO COMIHG TO THE HETROPOLIS BY SIZE OF PLACE

OF PREVIOUS RES[DENCE AMD SEX

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

Size of place

Number
(Total)

Looking for work
(Percent)

o

Hot
applicable

20 000 and over
5 000 to 19 999
1000 to 4 999
Less than 1 000

Not applicable
Total

20 000 and over
5 000 to 19 999
1 000 to 4 999

Less than 1.000
Not applicable

Jotal

133
86
201
3
51
51

157
104
262

35

622

=
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"LIMA: PROPORTION "LOOKIMG FOR YORK™ PRIOR TO CONING TO THE METROPOLIS BY AGE AND SEX

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

Looking for work

Number (Percent)
Present age (Total) Tot
Yes Mo .
applicable

14-19 60 1.1 15,0 13.3
20--24 130 21.5 13.1 5.4
25-34 200 30.0 66.0 £.0
35 and over 121 19.0 18.5 2.5
Fenale 622 124 191 1.9
1419 115 20,9 13.9 5.2
2024 155 18.1 4.8 1.1
2534 - 203 9.4 80.8 9.8
35 and over 149 4,0 87.9 8.1
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~ Table 9

~LL#A:  LABOUR FORCE STATUS OF MIGRANTS AWD TIME IT TOOK TO GET THE FIRST J0B, BY S{ZE AHD SEX

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

Having a first job

' ‘Percent : e v
Size of place n:tf?321ﬂg Time to get the first job
SR Nunber 3 31 1 " Not
Jo : nonths nonths year applicable
(Percent}

2 000 and over 22,6 . 103 68.0 18.4 10.7 2.9

5 000 to 19 999 18.6 - -0 64.3 25.1 8.6 1.4

1 000 to 4999 15.5 115 1.4 19.4 12.0 1.2

Less than1000 718 - 30 73.4 13.3 6.7 6.6

Not applicable SR E Y R B [ FEE St 15 SR 3 SR

Total _ o - k22 00 - 68,3 - - 0 10E 10.7 1.6

‘: ' Fenale

20 000 and over 54,1 12 57.0 2.8 16.7 " 5,5

5 000 to 19 999 YN 585 14,6 12.1 9.1 3.6

1 000 to 4 999 44,7 145 na 15.9 - 10,3 2,1

Less than-1 000 511 15 73.3 6.7 - - 0.0

Not applicable ©53. i} 10,0 10.0 6.7 13.3
© Total - - 49,8 N1 i 68.8 15.4 ~10.8 5.0

Table 10

" LINA: LABOUR FORCE STATUS OF M]GRANTS AND TIME 1T TOOK 70 GET THE FIRST JOB, BY AGE AND SEX

'((hmigfantg‘ta Metroﬁblitan Lima who were 1% years old and over at the time of arrival
’ o and vho came between 1956-1965)

Percent Having a first job
Age . . .nof. having = - [' Time tO get ﬂ]e first job

a first . : : y

job Nunber 3 3-11 1

LAY .. .months . nonths year
Nale 1.4 422 , 68,3 19.4 12,3
1419 48.3 T . Tk 19.4 3.2
2024 '13.8 112 S 17.0 2.4
25-34 11.0 178 67.4 21.9 10.7
35 and over 16.5 101 4.3 1.8 1.9
Female 49,0 kil 68.8 15.k 15.8
14-19 35,7 h - 86,5 9.5 ho
20-24 29.0 110 - T0.9 10.9 18.2
25-34 51.2 .99 51.6 18.2 2.2
-35 and over 7.2 34 55,9 35.3 8.8




LINA: TYPE OF HOUSING SECURED BY MIGRANTS BY SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE AHD SEX
{Inmigrants to Metropolitan Lima who were 14 years old and over
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Table 11

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

Type of housing

Size of place ??222;) -Caéa' Departa- Casa de Not
1n§epen— nento vecindad Choza Others applicable
diente
(Percent)
tale
20 000 and over 133 35.3 29.3 27.8 0.8 6.0 0.8
5 000 to 19 999 86 2546 30.2 3.4 3.5 9.3 -
1 000 to 4 999 207 2745 22.2 314 58 1246 05
Less than ] 000 34 35-3 20-6 20-6 ]4-7 8-8 o
Not applicable 51 43.1 17.7 19.6 3.9 15.7 -
Total 511 31.3 24.8 28+6 4.5 10.4 0.4
. Female
20 000 and over 157 4247 29,3 19.1 246 5.7 0.6
5 000 to 19 999 104 5040 29.8 12.5 - 147 -
1 000 to 4 999 262 42.7 23.3 25.2 3.8 L6 0.4
Less than 1 000 35 37.2 1144 20.0 174 114 8.6
Net applicable b4 5447 17.2 1742 b1 6e2 -
Total 622 44,9 246 204 34 569 0.8
Table 12
Li¥A: TYPE OF HOUStNG SECURED BY MIGRANTS BY AGE AND SEX
(inmigrants to Metropolitan Lima who were 14 years old and over
at the time of arrival and who came between 1956-1965)
Type of housing
Age Number Cas .
g (Total) ind:s:n- Departa- - Casa de th Othe ot ,
: diézte mento .  vecindad oza . rs: applicable
- ~ (Percent) .

fale 511 A3 2.8 8.5 hS 10.4 0ub
14-19 60 35.0 20.0 23.3 3.3 1844 -
20-24 130 30.0 2341 26.2 3.8 16.9 -
25-34 200 26.5 22.0 35.0 7.0 8.5 1.0
35 and over 121 38.8 33.9 23.1 1.7 2.5 -
Female 622 4449 2heb 20.6 3.4 5.9 0.8
T4-19 115 47.8 261 21.7 0.9 3.5 -
20-24 155 b5 20.0 22.0 4.5 1e7 1e3
25-34 203 4643 23.6 22.2 2.0 4.9 1.0
35 and over 149 41.0 29.5 154 6.0 1.4 Oe?
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Table 13
LIMA: SECTION WHERE WIGRANTS HAD THEIR FIRST HOKE.BY SIZE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE AND SEX

(tnmigrants to Metropolitan Lima who were 14 years old and over at the time
of arrival and who. came betveen 1956=1968). ... . .. ... ...

: N,',,,,be, Section of Metropolitan Lima

Size of place  (fotal) ~H-fgh- T ot ot
L SES s applicable
- — "l — ,
Hale
20 000 and over 133 1.5 68 B2 15
5000 to 19998 . 8 10:5 1 0.5 6.7 . 2.3
1000 to %999 207 Ce8 135 M3 2
less than 1000 3% .. I8 7.6 0.6 - -
Not applicable 5 34 - 66,6 2.0
Total BRI ) 104 10.2 7.5 1.9
20 000 and over 157 o sa e .19
5000 to 19999 - 104 0.6 S 81,7 - 2.9
i AT e e T T Cms T e
Less than 1 000 B 12 b 65.7 5.7
Not applicable . . . 64 AT "W U W TSR .

Total T e 16,6 L8.2 13.3 1.9

High SES Section are: Magdalena del Mar, Hiraflores and San |sidro.
- Low SES Section are: Ate, Comas, E1 Agustin, lndependencia, San Juan de Wiraflores, San Nartfn de
Porres, Villa Marfa del Triunfo. -

~Other Sections are: - Brefia, Chorrillos, Jesfs Marfa, La Victona, mee, Magdalena Vieja, Rimac,
San.José de Surco, San Miguel, Santiago de Surco, -Surquillo; Callao, Bellavista,
Carmén de 1a Legua Reynoso, La Perla, La Punta and Lima.
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Table 14

LIMA: PROPORTION OF MIGRANTS NOT HAVING A CARNET DE SEGURIDAD AND PROPORTION USING CARNET

BY SIZE OF PLACE OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE AND SEX

(Innigrants to Hetropolitan Lina who were 14 years old and over at the time
of arrival and vho came between 1956-1965)

Possession and use of Carnet

Size of place Nuaber Does
(Total) . No Uses not use ot
arnet Carnet Carnet applicable
(Percent)
Hale
20 000 and over 133 42,9 26,3 22,5 8.3
5 000 to 19 999 86 40,17 22.1 32,6 k.6
1000 to & 999 207 43.0 23.2 22,1 1.1
Less than 1 000 3k 20,6 41,0 2.6 11.8
Not applicable 51 43,1 11.8 35.3 9.8
Total 511 1.1 24,3 25.4 9.2
Female
20 000 and over 157 12,6 1.0 10.8 9.6
5 000 to 19 999 104 13.1 10.6 8.6 1.7
1 000 to & 999 262 80.5 5.1 6.5 1.3
Less than 1 000 35 82,9 2.8 8,6 5.7
Not applicable b4 81.3 6.2 6.2 6.2
Total 11.5 6.8 Y

622

8.0




. LiMA: PRO?ORTION OF MIGRANTS “ATCHI;G TELEVISION OR LISTELIHG TO RADIO :
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Table 15

BY SIZE OF PLACE OF, PREVIGUS RES[UE.CE AHO SEX o

(Inm\grants 1o Metropolitan Lima who were 14 years old.and over at.the time

" of arpival and uho cane between 1956—1965)

- $ize of place

'“-‘N““”bef o '-{‘iotﬁ'Radio"-A T

Listening and eru1ng

(Total) and Radio .N;ne Mot
= Television _'?n1y‘ appllcabie
" [Percent)

© 20 000 and over 133 Y S T Y 1.5 0.7 .
5000 019999 85 WL X 19.8 R
1000t 4999 . .. 27 3.3 52,6 126 0.5
Less than 1 000 % 8.2 50,0 11.8 . .
Not applicable - 51 54,9 3.3 1.8 Y
Total o 2,3 4522 1.9 0.6
20000 and over - 157 61 a4 0.5 13
5000401999 104 615 3 2.8 10
1000, g 4 999 % 4.5 a3 .8 Lo
Less than 1 000 35 48,6 3. 8,6 5T
Not applicable e 50.0° Y RTRIS 5
Total . Y 4.4 X 9.8 R




Table 16

LItAs. PROPORTHOI OF #MIGRANTS WHO.READ HEWSPAPERS BY SIZE.OF PLACE

OF PREVIOUS RES|DHICE AND SEX.

(1nmigrants to Hetropolitan Lina who- vere 14 years old and over
at ‘the ‘time of arrival and who came betueen 1956-1965)

”;';umg:e, N " Readings of newspapers

Size of place~ - - (Yotal) . Reads 27777777 Reads  © Doss not Mot o

o or more one . read applicable

e T .. (Percent)
Hlale
20 000 and over SR TR TR B 58,1 6.0 3.8
5 000 to 19 999 86 SR T 8.0 5.8 10.5
1000 fo'4 999 Y /2 T 9.7 .1
Less than 1 000 R Y. 0.2 8.8 8.8 -
Hot applicable 51 VX 2.4 5.9 11.8
Total 511 R I T 834 7.6 7.6
20 000 and over 157 383 - 3.4 23.6 5.7
5 000 to 19 999 104 9 0.8 321 8.6
1000 to % 999 262 28.2 2.4 31.0 5.4 -
Less than 1 000 3% AL #.3 25.1 8.6
Not applicable 6 - 328 - 234 28.1 15.6
1.2

Total

622 ‘ 0.9 -~ 305" 3.4
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Table 17

LitA: PROPORTION OF MIGRANTS WHO GO TO ESPECTACULOS BY SIZE OF PLACE
OF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE AND SEX

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

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

Number

Attending per month

Size of_place (Total) 3or ter? Less than Never in Not
. '?g;zs times. alerZ:e last year applicable
Hale
20 000 and over 133 35,3 29.3 8.3 20.3 6.8
5 000 to 19 999 86 Nk 3.2 9.3 7.4 4,7
1000 to & 999 207 3.2 28.0 6.8 23.2 5.8
Less than 1 000 3 47,1 26,5 2,9 17.6 5.9
Not applicable 51 LY 11.8 13,1 9.8 11.6
Total 511 31,0 28,2 8.0 19.8 1.0
Fenale
20 000 and over 157 19.8 33.1 6.k 3.0 5.7
5 000 to 19 999 104 23,1 26.9 5.8 §1.3 2.9
1000 to & 999 262 1.9 -30.9 5.4 43.9 1.9
Less than 1 000 35 14.3‘ 3.3 8.6 34.3 8.6
Not applicable 64 28,0 2.0 3.1 29.7 141
622 2. 0.4 5.6 3.2 5.1

Total
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Table 18

LIMA: POSSESSION AND USE OF CARNET DE SEGURIDAD AMONG vINMIGRANTS, BY DURATICN
CF RESIDENCE "IN LIMA, PRESENT AGE AND SEX

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

Possession and use of Carnet

Period of arrival Number Toos
and present age (Total) No Uses .
Carnet Carnet not use Applicable
Carnet
(Percent)
tale
1961-1965
15-19 57 6341 7.0 246 53
20-24 76 4241 21.0 30.3 beb
25-34 . 65 1.5 2341 23.1 12.3
35 over 45 4242 35.6 13.3 8.9
Total 243 46.9 21.0 23.9 8.2
1356-1960 :
1419 3 . B6eY .- 3343 -
20-24 54 3343 2549 217.8 1340
25-34 . 135 34.8 289 27k 8.9
35 and over 76 . 3802 2803 25-0 1045
Total 268 35.8 21.2 2649 10.1
Female
1961-1965
14-19 107 87.9 049 5.6 5.6
20-24 . 79 19.7 8.3 8.9 5.1
25-34 ' . 57 66.7 1440 8.8 < 1045
35 and over 62 87-] 3.2 6.5 3-2
Total 305 81.6 5.3 7.2 5.9
1956-1960
1419 . 8 100.0 - - -
20-24 . 76 69.7 3.9 13.2 13.2-
25-34 146 67.1 13.0 8.2 11.6
35 and over 87 . B5e1 beb 6.9 3.4
Total 3] 7 7305 8¢2 8-8 9-5
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Table 19

.....

'LIMA: PROPORTION OF MIGRANTS ATCHING TELEVISION OR LISTENING TO .

RADIO, BY DURATION OF RESIDENCE, PRESENT AGE AND SEX

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

Period of

e - " Listening and Viewing

Total

317 . 46.7 L k42

o Number ' ‘
..arrival and . R (To{aT) . Both Radio - - - Radio | Mot ™
~present age o - and onl None anbl4cable
o o Television Y o PP
- (Percent) -
19611965
14-19 57 45.6 40.4 14.0 -
20-24 76 _ 31.6 . 50.0 184k -

- 25-34 65 30.8 Do 47.7 184 3.1
35 and over 45 48.9 : 40.0 1.1 -
1956-1960 : ' '

14-19 3 33.3 66e7 -
2024 oL S 48.2 O E0T 1.1 o
253 cr 7T 138 . 39.3 . 504 9.6 0.7
38 and over g 76 . 5748 38.2 _ 3.9 -
Total . 268 - 46e3 : 4541 ‘ 8.2 0.4
o ' Female N '
1961-1965
14-19 107 60.8 33.6 5.6 P
- 20-2% 79 . 5342 . 31.6 g 13.8 1.3.
0 25-34 57 - 49,1 . 38.6 . 8.8 3.5
35 and over 62 o 38.7 o 3867 21.0 146
Total 305 o 52.1 ; 35.] - 115 Je3:
1956-1960 ' 8 -
14-19 8 15.0 1245 1245 -
20-24 76 4847 B ¥ 6e6 2.6
2534 146 - 41.8 : 4845 8.9 0.7 .
35 and over 87 L 5C.6 ) 414 L 8.0 -
8.2 0.9
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Table 20

LiMA:  PRGPORTION CF MIGRANTS \HO READ NEWSPAPERS, BY- DURATION .
OF RESIDENCE, PRESENT AGE AND SEX -

(Inoigrants  at Hetropolitan Lima vhe vere 14 ysars old and
over at the time of arrival and whe came bejween- 1956-1965)

Reading of newspapers

Period of 0 ‘6‘ ’ ‘
arpival and - v o TUMRRE . ae : '
present age . [Total} - Reads 2 Reads -Does not ~ Hot.-
: 39 B " or more . . one read applicable
s - B ' : {Percent)
1961-1965 e
14-19 57 4241 38.6 10.5 8.8 -
20-24 76 426] 43.4 - beb 7.9
25-34 . 65 43,1 40.0 7.7 9.2
35 and. over S 1 . 53.3 . 33.3 111 2.2
Total .- ‘ 243 T bhah 395 8.7 Tk
1956~1960° ‘ '
1419 3 - 100.0 - e
20-24 . L 5% . 50.0 370 5¢6 Tk
25-34 .. 138 T 1.5 L §3.0 * Bl 8.9
35 and oyer 16 263 . 99.2 7.9 6eb -
Total . - 268 . 38.5 47,0, Be7 <. 7.8
' ' Female -
1961-1965
14-19 107 24.3 31.8 35.5 84
20-2% . 79 . 36.7 - . 22.8 3.6 849
25-34 . 57 33.3 . 28.1 . 28.1 1045
35 and over . B2 ‘ 25.8 - 21.0" - 48.4 4.8 .-
Total 305 2945 2646 35.7 ;B2 .
1956-1960 - S “ee ' = ' ’
14-19 8 37.5 - 37.5 25.0
20-24 16 . 34.2 : 35.5 - 224 7.8
25-3 . .- 146 . 349 32.9°. 274 4.8
35 and over - 87 25.3 - 39.1 29,9 5¢7 -

Total . -3 . 32.2 . kLM 27.] 643




LIMA: PROPORTION OF MIGRANTS WHO GO TG ESPECTAGULOS, BY DURATION

(Inmigrants to Metropolitan Lima who were 14 years old and over
at the time of arrival and who came between 1956-1965)
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Table 21

OF RESICENCE, PRESENT AGE AND SEX

Period of

Attending per month

. : Number i '
arrival and (Total) ioor 1or 2 Lesi than Never in Not
prasent age - ore times o last year applicable
times averags
(Percent)
19611965 _ .
1419 57 43.9 3501 7.0 1045 3.5
20-24 76 553 21.0 = 1548 7.9
25-34 65 36.9 27.7 Te1 - 21.5 6e2
35 and over 45 20.0 2849 13.3 33.3 445
Total 243 £1.1 21.6 a2 19.3 5.8
1956-1960
14~19 3 333 33.3 - 33.3 -
20-24 54 40.7 29.6 9.3 Te4 130
25-34 135 37.0 28.2 Be9 1845 Tl
35 and over 76 2] OT 2809 -”-8 3]-6 6-6
Tota] 268 33.2 28.7 9.7 2042 8.2
1961-1965 )
14-19 107 28.0" 35.5 5eb 2949 0.9
20-24 9 20.2 36e7 5el 32.9 5a1
25-34 571 28.1 22.8 148 36.8 105
35 and over 62 af af af af a/
Total 305 22.6 31.1 kb 37.1 heb
1956-1960
14-19 8 2540 - 2540 12.5 37.5 -
20-24 16 224 29.0 1045 28.9 9.2
25"34 ]46 ]8-5 * 2607 609 l§3-8 4.1
35 and over 47 .4 30.9 3ok 510 343

a/ Mo informatien available.



IV, DIIPFULRENTIALS

The tendency of persons with partlcular traits to be more
mlgratory than the neneral nopulatlon has given the study of
selective and dlflerentlal mi ration an imvortant placn in le
gration researéh k(Bonué; 1969 : 756-758), Ideally, one would
like to eomoafe mlgrants to both origin and destlnatlon propor-

tlons however, destlnation differentlals are 1nvestlvated 1n the

ma;ority of studles.

Selectlve mibration refers to comparisons at the nlace of
origin and the lack of orlgln comparlsons in many studles has
been criticized. However, if one is 1nterested in the determin-
nants and adaustment consequences of the outmlgratlon for the
social system of the sending area, ‘then orlgln comaarlsons can
be more useful., On the otﬁé?ihand if one is concerned with the
social implications for'fhe urban sociéi éystem,ﬂit is differen-“
tials between migrants and urban qqtives which may be ¢rucial,
Some critical questions for the arban area are: What happens
to the migrants after they arrive? What does the influx mean to
the urban social system?® How is the urban area different as a
result of the migration? How does the migrant adjust to the
urban milieu? Does he -erter-into -the urban social structure in
a manner compatible with adjustment? Studies of migrstion selece:
tivity at place .of origin tells us little about the differences
between the migrants snd the city dweller, It is with the city
dweller that fhe'migrant.muét~compete.. Therefore the migraqt-
urban native comparison will be one measure of adJustment In
addltion, the present and future role of the migrant in the 01ty_

can best be assessed by focu51ng on destlnation dif;erentlals.

‘What are the socio-demographic characteristics of rural to
urban type migrants? .- While there is variation between countries
and within countries, it is ¢clear that young adults .between . the
ages of 15 and 30 tend to be highly mobile, Females, especially
in short distance moves and in the younger ages, .tend to be more
migratory than males., :Differentials,‘in'terms of civil status,

education, labour force status, fertility and other socic econonic
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variables seem to be less clear., Part of the lack of‘clarity
regarding differentials along this dimension is reclated to the
fact that many studies especially in Latin America have had to
rely upon indirect methods of analysis. (Blizaga, 1965 : 76-106;
and Ducoff, 1965 : 197~210). These studies, While_providing use-
ful data on overall patterns and net ﬁigration, are of little
help in the analysis of socio-economic migration differentials.
The results of several migration survejs'are beginning to appear
in the literature, and hopefully‘the reservolr of knowledge will
be augmented. (Ducoff, 1962 : 131-139; Balédn, Baldn and Browning,
1967; and Elizaga, 1970). ‘

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

than a matched group of persons born in Asuncion,

It is possible that searching for universal migration 4if-
ferentials may be productive, especially if in the delineation
of social system one can see different forces at work. If the
forces underlying migration from various types of rural social
gsystems are different, why then should we expect the aggregate
of migrants encountered in a given urban area to have homogeneous

characteristics?

The "push-pull® dichdtomy, while an oversimplification, may
be a useful starting point in attempfing to sort out the wvarious
effects., It may be helpful to treat the migrants as a non;homo—
geneous group; a continuum of.migrants should be considered. A%
one end there is the poorly educated group being pushed off the
land as a result of populatidn'pressures and the décomposition
(or modernization) of the rural social system. At the other end
there are those better educated migrants who,'pérceiving thelr
opportunities in the rural area to be limited, are pulled to the
urban areas in search of a "better life”. At any given time a
migration‘stream>could be welghted toward either end of the con-
tinuum with different consequences for the summary type measures

employed. It is suggested that future analyses of ‘rural-~urban
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migration streamns could usefully concentrate on the heterogeneity
of the migrants, (ilacisco, et. al., 1$70:51-70). Ia addition
the age at time of arrival is of importance since migrants coming
with their parents will most likely have different experiences

from migrants arriving as adults.

Immigrants who are nulled into the city may be more inno;
vative and moré achievement~oriented than the urban natives. Tor
those migfanﬁs pulled from rural areas to cities, migration it-
selfAmay be an index of the readiness to change. The very act
of moving out of a rural social system demonstrates a level of
social mobility aspiration which is different from that of conm-
parable nonmovers (Veller and Macisco, 1971 : 56-76). The city
extends its influence to rural areas in many ways and it may be
this influence which can pull to the c¢ity the more socially
mobile innovative ‘type migrant. 'Thus, rural-urban pull migration
may be selective of Highly aspiring peréons. This factor should
beiconsidered when dealiﬁé with the adjustment consequences of

the migrants for the urban social structurk.

The distinction between pioneer and mass migrations developed
by Petersen (1958) ana subsegquently utiligzed by Brbwning and
Feindt (19569 : 347-358) can serve to explain differences in mi-
gration differentials over time. This may be especially relevant
for Latin America as a result of the vast differences that exist

in the level and - pace of urbanization in the respective countries.

There are a number of different ways to analyze differential
nigration., The most traditional focus is the conparison of mi-
grants with stayers (i.eo non—migrants) at the place of origin.,
This latter type of comparison is not poussible with these data
from Lima., Thus, in this chapter contrasts between migrants to
Lima and Lima-born residents will be studied. In addition,; mi-
grants who arrived as minors (that is, under age 15) will be
ccmpared to adult migrants (that is, those who migrated to Lima
at age 15 or over). iVhile the general native vs., migrants com-
parison is important, the latter internal analysis of minor and
adult migrants is also well worth investigating. There are two

major reasons for such an analysis., In the firstplace, those who
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came to Lima as adults most likely made their own decision to
move, whereas minor migrants in lafge part moved Wiﬁh their fam-
ilies. These minor migrants are deoendent or secondary migrants,
The second reason ig related to the mix of norms and values that
the two groups might possess, While there may be exceptions,
most migrants who came to Lima after’attaining adulthood were
socialigzed in .areas other than the metropolltan areéa, On"tﬁe
'other hand,‘most mlgrants who moved at an éarly ade were social~

1zed in Lima —the devree depending on exact age af arrival

The dlstlnctlon between primary (1ndeoendent) and secondary
-(dependent) migrants is imoortaht sinde the very. act of moving

can offer clues to deeper norms and values that the primary mi-
grants-may possess, Lgpeclally when mlgratlon is not the result
of "push® factdré, the_faét of migratidn may:be indiéative 6f
social mbbility asniratiohs‘whidh could be refiectéd in education-

'al; occunatlonal, and other’ 5001o~demograﬁhlc variables.

‘ The second reason (i.e. the isolatlon of the early sociale
ization perlod in the mlvrant's llfe) is crltlcal. The horms

and values that are 1earned in Iiima should be dlfferent from those'
learned in places other than lea. These norms and values could
then help explain the varlous adgustment patterns of the migrants
"ntogether with their position along educational,:ocbupatidnal, and

'other socio—economlc dlmen51ons.

In this chapter adult and minor migrants to Linma, will be
compared to the Lima born with regard to age and sex, civil '

status, education, occupation and,férti;ity.

1. Age- and Sex

. This nortlon of the Lima study is concerned with all resoond~
ents age 15 and over at the time . of the surveyu(See Table 1). A
"total of 6 704 -resnondents met this age requirement of whom 2 817
were native-born and 3 £87 were migrants to the city. Ofvthis
latter group, 1 337 ceme before atitaining their fifteenth birth—
day and 2 550 were adult migrants. Among both the native and
migrant populations, females predominate, However the sex ratio

is lower for the native-born than for those who migrated to Lina.
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Eepecially notevorthy is the 1low sex r8tio of the minor migrants
(c2) when compared to the adult migréﬁts (98). The relatively
low sex. “atlo lor the Lima-born JO)ulatlon (8S) is somewhat sur-
prising, Indeed, the result of'immlvratlon to Lifa is an increase
in the sex ratio ~a pattern not usually found in large metropol-
- . itan cent es.(Generally the sex ratio is”lowér'iﬁ”the younger
. age groups° It can be seen 1n Table 1 that amonﬂ m1hor~m1 Tants
aged l5~29, the sez ratlo is 61)

4 - {

R . oL

-Iima born and migrant re31dents of Lima eYhiblted s1gn1f1~
cantly different age-distributions,; and thls was true of males
and females. Natives of Lima are. -much younger than those born
elsewhere, - This may. be partially attflbutable to the 1arue
nunbér of adult migranis in the lea“population. At any rate,
the.-median age of the native-born group-is about 27} fof the mi-
grants it is sbout 34, Only about one~quarter Ol the lea-born
in the sample werge, 40 or over. Over 37 percent of all mlgrants
. fall into thls catecory. The ev1dence argues stronnly for ana-

lyzing. all future differentlals between lea—born ‘and: mlgrant

b1

by age, thereby av01d1n the welghtlng effect of such radlcally
different dlstrlbutlons (See Table 2) '

Adult migrants are -also sionlf;cantly‘older than m1nor mi-
grants; but this ¥s to. be expected Ihe epproximate medlan ages
are 38 and 28 respectively.  .Less than 30 percent of the adult
nigrants iwere-under age 30, while ~well Qver half of the mlnor
migrants (57.7) fall .into th;s‘oategoryﬁ' It follows that there
-were many more aged adults.as well, .Again, such Wlde age dlf—

" ferentials among the two .migrant groups . dlctates the utlllzatlon

of controls for age distribution in all subsequent analyses.

2."Civil Status

An important characteristic that goes 2. long way towards
detemmining the cultural effects of the city on the, newcomers
is civil status. The proportion who marry, as well as the aver-
age age at marriage, is to a considerable extent oetermlned by
the norms of the society and generally the more developed areas

exhibit older median ages at marriage. In the present situation
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it would be expected that migrants would have higher proportions
married than the Lima~born, PFurthermore, if the socialization
power of the city if operative, minor migrants should resemble
the Lima-born more than they would resemble adult migrants with
-reference to proportion married. Thus the gquestion being inves-
tigated is as follows: "Is there a relation between migration
status and marital status with reference to the adults, male and
female, living in Lima?" With the exception of the youngest age
category (15~19), the proportion of married (including consensual
unions) males was higher at all age categories for migrants to
Lima than it was for the Lima-born population., Among males.25—29,
for exahple, 41.3 percent of the Lima-born were married; 50 per—
cent of the migrants of the same age were wed. In the 50 and
over age group, the difference was especially marked: 71.6 per=-
cent for the Lima-born and 84.4 percent“for the migrant males
(See Table 3).

The +two categories of migrants also differed substantially
in proportion married, Nevertheless, even after controlling for
type of migrant, a similer pattern to that noted above emerged.
That is to say, male adult migrants exhibited much higher mari-
tal rates than did their Lima-born or minor counterparts. The
later group, héWever, closely resembled the Lima~born males in
their marital rates. Indeed, among those 30-34, a slightly
highér proportion of the Lima-born were married than of the minor
migrants, All this suggests that longer residence in Lima is
conductive to remaining singlé fbf longer periods, and indicates
fhat the effect of the urbanvsécialization process is significant
on the‘maritél behaviour of thpséicoming to Lima at an éarly age.

It is also possible that Lima is selective of family type migrants.

The effect of "separation" (i.e. being either widowed, sepa—
rated, or divorced) is not Significant. However, migrants are
somewhat more likely to be Separated than are Lima-born males, and
this is iﬁcreasiﬁgly so‘among the adult migrants ~a not unexpected

finding. Por those 50 and over, however, there is no real dif-

ference,
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Turning?to the females, migrants again exhibited higher mari-
tal rates then did Lima-born women (See Table 4), This differ-
ence was especially noticed among the younger women, The pro-
portion married (including both legal and consensual) among the
Lima-born between 25-29 years was less than 49.0 percent. Among
migrants it was 70,2 percent. For those aged 20~24, the differ-
ence amounted to 14,2 pointé: 38.5 to 24.3., It should be noted,
however, that with increasing age, the differences in percent '
married becqme guite small., In fact, among women 40 and over,

there was no difference,

'Généraily, when controlling for typé migrants, there was no
increase in the difference between Lima-born and adult migrants
as was noted for the males, Indeed, a comparison of the adult
end minor migrants does not yield the same result observed for
the males., Overall, female minor migrants were less likely to
be married (48.6 percent) than the adult migrants (59.2), bdut
no significant pattern was noted according to age. Among those
below age 30, adult migrants had higher proportions married.

- Beyond that age, the pattern reverses and minor migrants exhibit-
ed higher rates of married among those 30-~39. This "crossover"
phenomenoﬁ‘indicates that perhaps the'effect.of-living>in.Lima,
Whilevhbﬁ~as‘strong as for tﬁé'males,*is.nevertheless still a
"contribufing factor with reféreﬁce to female marital réteéQi
Among males the continuum pattern is clear: the longexr time
spent in Lima, the less likelihood of marriage at all ages.

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

a hint of a relationship between length of time spént in Lima and
marital status for females, while the relationship is clear for
males., Figures 1 and 2 indicate such a phenomenon. Figure 2-
also suggests that part of the reason for the crossover pattern
is explained by the number of "separated" which is much greater
among adult female migrants than among the minor migrants. hen

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

of that group.

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

to marry at earlier ages -on the average.

3., Educational Attainment

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

that an overwhelming majority have completed their education.
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As with civil status, Liméd-born residents (male and Ffemale)
are compared'to nigrants -both adult and minor. Again it is
hypothesized-thaﬁ the' metropolitan milieu will affect the school-
ing of the respondents. Iiima-born should have had more . eduegtiion
than the newcomers to the .city.  In turn, minor migrants should
exhibit higher_eduqational,ajtainmgnt.leyglsvﬁhan_thosé:who came
to Lima after reaching the age of 15, This working hypothesis
is in line with the findings.of nume rous other'studies noting
that in the less advanced,societiés, migrapts,‘generally coming
from nonmetropolitan.areaq.into;thé urban centre, have less edu-
dation than those .born in the place of destination, Such an
hypothesis would not be applicablejin develqped,nations'where,
it has been found, migrants Have mdre éQucation than those born
at the place of destination and-where in large part urban to
urban migration is taking place. '

About one-third of the Lima-born males have completed- no
more than sevenlz/'gradeslof schooling, On the other hand, oveéer
“one-half (53%.7) of the migrant males have had-but that degree of
education (See Table 5), For both, Lima-born-and migrant males,
there is & rough direci relation between age at time of survey
and proportion having no more than seven grades. This, of course,
is to be expected in light of the improving educational facilities
in an area like metropolitan Lima over:.recent decades. The young
have consistently completed morelyears of schooling and this ap-
plies %o developed as well as developing nations. Although this
pattern is .noted for béth groups, it in no way affects the origin-
.. al non—migrant’differgntial.: At all ages, Lima-born males have
significantly lower proportions having had a relativély small
degree of education. .Among the Lima~born under 25, 1ess.thaﬁ._
one-quarter fell in this category. At the other extreme, over
60 percent of all migrents 45 and over had had this amount of
primary school,

12/ Equivalent to the eight'years of primary education of other
countries of Latin America.
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It necessarily follows that the Lima-born have also had a
higher proportion of their members attend high school and college.
Indeed, about two-~thirds (64.8 éercent)of the Lima-born had at
least some high school education as compared to less than half
(45.7 percent) of the migrants., Furthermore, this difference
holds at all ages with about 75 percent of the Lima-born males
under age 25 having at least some high school compared to less
than 60 percent of the migrants of the same age., Even among
the Lima-born, 50 and over, close to half have attained that
degree of schooling compared to about 37 percent.of the older

migrants,

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

cent of the minor migrants.

The declining degree of education by age noted for the Lima—i
born and migrants is also observed for both types ofvmigrants..‘
Minor migrants have had more education'than adult migrants at
nost ages. There are a few exceptions however, especially among
the oldest migrants (50 and over). The proportion with eight
grades or less of school is greater for minor migrants than for
adult migrants. However, when looking only at the figures fo}
functionally illiterate, the reverse is noted. Adult migrants,
aged 50 and over, are more likely to fall into that category than
minor migrants of the same age. DlMedian grades of school completed
would most likely show that both groupg(SO and over) exhibit

similar degrees of educational attainmént. This suggests that
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when the older minor migrants came to Lima perhaps 40-50 years
agoy the school facilities were probably gquite poor and education-
al-advancement’was-not'particularly encouraved. These migrants .
then did not have an. advantage over the adult migrants. of the

© game age who came ‘to Lima® perhaps 35 40 years ago. Similarly,
male minor migrants under age 35 are much more ‘likely t6 have at-
. tended college than -théir adult’ migrant counterparts, In fact,
--in~the”20;2§ aée group, owver 40 percent of the minor migrants
~.£it into this category. "Beyond age 35, dirferencesthough still
_in the same direction, -are- slight, again_evidence of the changing

educational milieu of the city.

In generalysmale migrants have had less schooling‘than the
Lima-born, However those who came to Lima as children resemble
the natives more than -they resemble the adult nigrants, espec1ally
in the younger age categories. Among those 40 and over, differ-
ences become blurred and eventuallJ the minor migrants resemble
-~ the. adult- migrants in educational attainment, in fact surpassing
them in the.proportion_with eigth grades or lesgs. 'As -can be seen
" . in Pigure 3;;differences betWeen'the'three'grouPS'shrink with.
increasing age; but the Lima-born generally exhibit patterns of

more education than the migrants.

Irrespective of- place of birth, time of arrival in Lima for
migrants, or age at time of survey, males have had - more education
than females, and there is no evidence of any decline in this .
diécrepancy. ‘More relevant to this chapter is the éducational
attainment contrasts between female migrants and»those’born‘in
Lima (See Table 6). As. with the males; the Lima-born exhibit
much- higher educational attainment figures.; While 41. 7“percenth
of those: females born in Lima had had no more, than seven' grades
of schoollng, ‘almost 70 percent (69. 8) of the females born else—'
where fared ‘that poorly. Interestingly, the difference in edu~
cational. attainment tends to be greater in the. younger ages than
in the older ages. This is partially attributable to the fact
that younger migrant women have as high 'and even higher propor-
tlons, with only a seventh grade or less education than . their

older counterparts born outside Lima. On the other hand, the
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Figure 3

LIMA: MIGRANTS AND NATIVES BY EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
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Lima-born Lfemales exhibit a oattern of decreased education (i. o€ oy
higher 3roportlons with seven grades or less of school) with
advancing age. - Simllarly, the number of females having attended
secondary school and college‘ié affected by this pattern, Young
ILima-born females are more likely t6 have completed additional
years of school than the older Limasborn females: Bub ho suth
difference by age exists for the migrént féméiés, For example,
3i.7 percent 6f the 50-54 year old migratits had at least some
high schooli 30.9 percent of those 20-24 did 1ikewibe. 'Again,
differences between Lima-born and nigrants are likely to be
greater among the young thsan bmong the oldeér age categoriés.

With but two minor eiceptibhs, females who migrate prior to reach-
iﬁg'age 15 have had more educition than those who migrated as
adults. Indeed; theiz pattérn of change W1th age clcsely re—
éembles thédt of the Limd~born women -though Wlth greater propor-
tions having seven grades or less of schooling. Only the adult
nigrants clearly exhibit a pattern of greater proportions of less
educated among the young than among the old. Almost 60 percent
(58.9) of the women 15-19 who migrated to Lima since reaching age
15 were functionally illiterate ~the highest proportion of any
age group. By,contraét, but 39.4 percent of the adult migrants
aged 50-54 had had less than five years of schooling. Such a
phengmenon is not to be found émong the minor migrants. Similsar-
ly, the proportion having some college is smaller among those
15-19 and 20-24 (10.5 and 13.5 percent respectively) than for the
overall average of 15.8., Among adult migrants, aged 45—54, it is
about 20 percent., Again, such a pattern is not observed among
the minor migrants, if the small number of persons 15-19 with

some college is assumed to increase in the near Puture.

Lima-born females are likely to have had more education than

. those who moved to Lima and the difference is generally greater
than among males. Furthermore, minor Ffemale migrants are likely
to have had more education than the adult migrants to Lima, and
this is especially significant in the younger age groups. This
indingg that young female migrants (sPeéificélly, adult migrants)
had less education than those at older ages, perhaps reflects two
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aspects of Peruvian society. Pirst, the role of the wonen; es-
pecially in nonmetropolitan areas, but also in Lima, is subser-
vient to that of the male and this results in a substantially
lower degree of education in the "1960s" as well as in the "1930s",
Second, the reason for migration to Lima for young females is
oriented away from education. Perhaps a relatively large number
came to Lima as maids having had little education in their rural

place of origin. This to0 is reflected in these findings.

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

system on the young people of the area.

The above generalization is equally applicable to males and
to females, However, the latter are significantly less educated
than are the men -regardless of category. Finally, the older
persons are generally less likely to be as educated as the young
-an exception being the young adult female nigrants who perhaps
are disproportionately entéring domestic occﬁpations. As a
resultd, differgnces between native-born and migrénts tend to be
less marked with increasing age ~for both maleé and‘females.
This is also partially attributable to the tendéncy to de~emphasize
education in an earlier era both for men and women -but especially'

for women.

One can speculate by comparing this study with other studies
that have sought to analyze the educational attainment of migrants
and that of the natives at place of destination. It is evident
that these present findings suggest that Peru (ana its primate
city Lima) is still in the developing stage of "technological
progress". The more "advanced" a society, the.more likely the
typical pattern of ﬁigration will be urban—urban_rather than
rural-urban, In such a setting, migrants tend %o improve the
quality of the overall educatidn milieu of the receiving city as

they are more likely to have completed more years of schooling
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than the Lima~born urbanites.  However, in Lima, as tlhe primate
city of a developing country and at this stage of development,

the repidninflux,oﬁumigrants_from rural areas. .tends to depress

. somewhat the educational level of .the city. It is also quite

pfobable that such a move also depresses the educational quality
of the_rufél points of origin since it is likely that those who

leave the_area are the better educated and innovative in spirit.

4, Occupetion

'The differeoces_in educational attainment between migrants .
and-those born in Lima are reflected in the: limited: data avail-
able on present occupation (See Table 7).

The.data clearly ‘indidate’ that the Lima—born males are more
likely to beé in the ‘non-manual occupations (50.0) than those -
born elsewhere, Minor male’ mlgrants, however, tend to be more
represefited in the nongmanual,oocupétionSy(44;5) than those coming
as adults (38 4y. The differential is higher for inmigrants
aged 20~ 24 who arrived after reaching the age.of. 15, that is to-

say, recent mlgrants.

The proportion of females presently'emPIOYed'is ﬁuoh Smaller
than it is for the males., Nevertheless, ‘here too it can be seen
that the Lima-born are much llkely 'to be in the non—manual jobs‘
than are theé migrants ‘to the city. However, women comlng as
adults are slightly more llkely to be in the nonnmanual p031tions
_bu¥ the differences are not 51gn1flcant. The older the natlves'

and migrants are, the more likely they are to work in non-manual
occupations, 4

5. Fertility
The "“relation between migration’ status and feftiiity'behavioﬁr
has_long been of interest to demoéraphere aﬁd dther soelal scien-
tists., Are. ‘urban<bound migrants likely +o have larger families
than the native-~born -city’ dwellers? This might be expected 1n a
developing country assuming that rural values encourage larger )

families and that the city ervironment is conductive to smaller
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families, However, other studies have shown that this is not
always ftrue. In Puerto Rico, for example, migrants to San Juan
had smaller families, especially in the younger ages, than their
city-~-born counterparts, Such a patfern would be expected in a
more developed area where the migrants tend to be highly selective
in that their social status positions are higher than most non-

migrants at both place of origin and of destination.

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

families.,

AThe data of the Lima survey show a clear pattern and prove
the hypothesis described before, At all ages from 20 on, both
married and consensual female migrants'have had more children
than those women born in Lima, however those coming as adults
have had less children'than those arriving in Lima at any earliér
age. These are several reasons which may explain this last dif-
ference, Most of the adult migrants who arrived in Lima at 20-29
years of age,; came during the last 5 years and then, probably,
with their children, They probably had less children than the
native born women of the same age group at their previous resi-

dence,; because as it is known, migration can be selective according
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$o the number of children. In othér words;'women with few child-
ren are more likely %o nizrate than those with many children,
Taking into account that differences in fertility between Lima
and other areas of Peru:are'not so big as they are between the
maln c1ty and other reglons in’ countrles with a relatively lower
fertlllty, thls may explaln why the adult migrants have had less
children than those women who arrived’ at a2 very young age and
married and got their children.in iima.~ If differences in fer-
tility between Lima and the rest of Peru would haveubeen of-a
high order, minor migrants always would have had a.lower fertility
than adult migrants. Consensual natives and. female nigrants, .
Which should be expected to have less educatlon than the legally

married, show to have higher levels of fertlllty._

6. Conclusion

Differences between those born in Lima and those born else-~
where are very clear., For both males and females, migrants are
younger, are more likely to be married, have had less education,
are to be found more in the manual oeeupations and have larger -
families, on the”average, then their Lima-born counterparts;

Generally, thls is true at most ages.

: Mlnor mlgrants resemble the lea-born on most of these char—
acteristlcs, while those coming as adults are the furthest removed
That is, they have the least education and are more apt to be in

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

Such an overall pattern of dlvergence is to be expected in
a developlng nation and coin01des with many of the earller studles
on Latin Amerlca.” Unfortunately the data do not allow 8 compar
llson w1th _the rural dwellers who aid not leave thelr place of
-orlgln._ Presumably the mlgrants fare better than those non-
legrants on the many soclo-economie 1ndices dlscussed in thls
chapter. ' o

If-such an assumption is correct, this then is but another
example of the classical pattern of rural-urban migration. As

long as +the migration pattern is overwhelmingly "rural~urban?,



y 121 (

it can be expected that the newcomers td the metronolitan area
will depress its overall educational attainment proportions and
increase its proportion married and having relatively large fam-
ilies. It can be expected that these people will £ill the lower
occupational pqsitions in the economic system, It is only when
a country becomes more urbanized that the typical migration pat-
tern becomes "urban-urban', Only then can it be expected that
migrants will in fact improve the educational and occupational

milieu of the receiving metropolis,

The influence of the metropolitan area is probably gaining
in strength alongside the improvements being made in transportation
and communication, All this may well contribute to an eventual
convergence in the characteristicé of migrants and city-~born res-
idents. Nevertheless, as of 1965, major differences remained
which all indicatéd that the migrants are on a lower socio-

economic level than the Lims-born residents.
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Table 1

LiflA: AGE, SEX AND SEX RATIO OF NATIVES AND’MIGRANTSE[

Higrants
Age Natives Al?:s:r:;!::] Al‘?zr:r::x:? Total migrants
15 years 15 years
il F SR. H F S.R. H F S.R. i F S.R.
15-19 310 507 9.9 118 192 6.5 56 95  58.9 174 287 €0.6
20-24 218 244 . 89,3 106 136  77.9 128 155  82.3 234 291 80.4
25-29 157 202 71,1 100 119 840 164 156 105.1 264 215 96,0
30434 13 131 86,3 65 80  81.3 154 161 95.7 219 261 90.9
35-39 144 122 1180 61 71 85.9 158 151  104.6 219 222 98.6
40-49 159 189 8431 8 87 97.7 259 203 12,6 3k 290 118.6
50 and over 158 196 80,6 67 50 130 24k 366  66.7 m 6  98.7
Total 1325 1492 88.8 602 135 81.9 1263 1287 98,1 1865 2022 92.2
4 LS 100

Total (both sexes) by migratory status

Persons over 15 years

i a”ti.ves

Higrants

Migrants under 15 years at arrival

Migrants over 15 years at arrival

6 704
2817
3 887
1331
2 550



) 124 (

Table 2

LIWA: DISTRIBUTION OF NATIVES. AND WIGRANTS BY SEX AND AGE

Higrants under 15  Higrants over 15

Aga_ S e ..Naﬁ.vés . f”rg'f?"t-? : Age arrival Age arrival
15-19 L 7.9 . 9.3 196 . bk
-2 [ [N 2L 1.6 . .. 10,
25-29 . 1.8 : W2 ¢ 1646 13.0
0-3 L Bk n.7 0.8 12.2
35-39 T 0.8 S a0 ' 12.5
40-49 : 135 , 18.5 R T . 0.5
50 and over . B VX - 2.0 : RN | 19.3
Total . . 100.0 100.0 T 10040 100.0
(vas)y (1 865) - (602) (1 263)
. P “Female
15-19 7 1% %2 26,1 .
2024 16,4 [ 18.5 o
25-29 13.5 13.6 16.2 121
30-34 8.8 .. ¢ .o IS 1049 12.5
35-39 8.2 noe . a1 1.7
4049 12,7 14.3 .8 15.8
50 and over 12 2.6 5.8.. 2.4
Total 100.0 . 100.0 L 00.0 1000
(1 492) c o (202) O (13) (1 263)
o Both éexes‘ ‘ ‘ "
15-19 21.6 1.9 23.1 6.2
2024 16.4 13.5 18.2 1.7
25-29 12.7 13.9 16,4 13.2
30-34 _ 8.7 1.8 10.8 13.0
35-39 9.6 1.3 9.9 12,1
4049 12,4 16.3 12.8 19.0
50 and over 12.6 2.3 8.8 25.2
Total ©100.0 1000 100,0 100.0
(2 817) (3 887) (1 337) (2 425)

Hedium age 21 34 28 38
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Table 3

Harried and - Hidoued,
Age Unnarried separated, Total
consensual A
divorced
Natives
15-19 99,2 0.8 - 100.0 {360)
2024 88.5 10.6 0.9 100.0 (217)
25-29 58,1 41.3 0.6 100.0 (155)
30-34 31.0 69.0 - 100.0 (Mm3)
35-39 25.9 72,1 1.4 100.0 (143)
40-49 12.0 83.0 5.0 100.0 (159)
50 and over 16.1 n.6 12.3 100.0 (155)
Total 58.0 39.6 2.4 100.0 (1 302)
Higrants
15-19 97.1 1.7 1.2 100.0 (178)
20-24 82.5 16.2 1.3 100.0 (234)
25-29 48,1 50.0 1.9 100.0 (264)
30-34 22,4 74.8 2.8 100.0 (219)
35-39 16.0 80.3 3.7 100.0 (219)
40-49 1.5 84.8 L1 100.0 (344)
50 and over 4.4 84 .4 1,2 100.0 - (&11)
Total 33.1 62.3 4.7 100.0 (1.865)
Higrants less than 15 years at arraival
15-19 97.5 0.8 1.7 100.0 (118)
20-24 85.8 12.3 1.9 100.0 (106)
25-29 54.0 k4.0 2.0 100.0 (100)
30-34 32.3 67.6 0.1 100.0 (65)
35-39 23.0 15.4 1.6 100.0 (61)
40-49 8.2 88.3 3.5 100.0 (85)
50 and over 1.5 85.1 134 100.0 (67)
Total 50.3 46.5 N 100,0 (602)
Migrants older than 15 years at arrival

15-19 96.4 3.6 0.0 100.0 (56)
20-25 19.7 19.5 0.8 100.0 (128)
25-29 kL5 53.6 1.9 100.0 (164)
30-34 18.2 11.9 3.8 100.0 (154)
35-39 13.3 82.3 LX) 160.0 (158)
k0-49 1.3 87.6 . 5.1 100.0 (259)
50 and over 4.9 84,3 10.8 100.0 (344)
Total 24,9 69.8 5.3 100.0 (1 263)
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Table &

LItA: - FEMALE NATIVES. AND. #1IGRAHTS BY .CIVIL STATUS, .

see . ,M"afi‘r"i ed and - . »Hi;dgu‘id(,i
Age Unmarried " consensual | - Sererated, Total
Y divorced
Natives
15419 95,8 4.2 - .- 1000 (405)
20424 s 2.3 1.2 100.0 (243)
25-29 S 88,0 49.0 3.0 100.0 (202)
30434 C 1949 12.5 1.6 ~100.0 (131)
35<39 132 81.8 5.0 .. 100.0 (1)
0349 138 13.5 12.7 100,0 (189)
50 and over - 13.6 48,4 38.0 . 100.0 - 19y
Total "~ 51.2 50.5 8.3 100.0 (1 483)
fiigrants
15-19 - 90,9 1.7 1.3 100.0 (287)
2024 ‘ 56.7 38.5 4.8 -~ 100.0 (291)
25-29 . 26,9 0.2 2.9 100.0 (215)
3034 145 8041 5.4 - 100.0 (211)
35-39 L1340 . 83.8 3.2 o 100.0 (222}
40-49 : 9.3 73.8 - 16, 100.0 (230)
50. and over 64  h8.3 2.8 . 100.0 ~ {#16)
Total R | 8 S 55,4 S 135 ©100.0 (2 022)
Midrants less- than 15 years at arrival
15-19 92.2 6.3 1.5 100.0 (192)
20-24 61.1 33.8 5,1 100.0 (136)
25-29 30.3 67.2 2.5 100.0 (19)
30-34 15.0 81.3 3.8 100.0 (80)
- 35-39 9.9 88.7 1.4 100.0 (m)
40-49 10.3 13.6 16,1 100.0 187)
50" and over 15.0 54.0 34.0 100.0 - {50}
Total 44,9 48,6 : 6.5 100.0 o (1m)
‘Migrants older than 15 years-at arrival .
15-19 88.4 © 10,5 1.1 . 100.0 . (95)
20-24 52,9 42,6 4.5 . 100.0 (155)
25-29 2.4 12,4 3.2 100.0 {156)
30-34 14.3 79.5 . 6.2 S 10040 (161)
:35-39 14,6 81.4 T RD ¢ 100.0 (151)
40-59 8.9 139 0 12 - 1000 {203)
50 and over 8.7 413 kD 100.0 ~(366)
Total" 3.2 59.3 11.5 100,0 (1 287)

n
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Jable 5
LIMA:  HALE WATIVES AMD HIGRANTS BY AGE AND EDUCATIBNAL LEVEL
Educational 1eve]3/
Age : : Total/
1. 2 3 4
Natives
15-19 6.8 1846 41.2 32.2 100.0 (370
20-24 3.7 2042 1442 60.1 100.0 (218)
25-29 4.5 2641 15.9 52.9 100.0 (157)
30-34 2.7 274 22.1 4640 100.0 (113)
35-39 3.5 38.2 9.7 479 100.0 (144)
40-44 11.2 371 7.9 1.6 100.0 (89)
45-49 Nk 38.5 2.9 k3 10040 (70)
50- 54 5.4 39.3 12.5 429 100.0 (56)
55 and over 8.8 - 43.1 4.9 41.2 100.0 (102)
Total 5.2 27.6 20,3 4445 100.0 (v 325)
Migrants

15-19 . 21.8 Thab 43.7 1940 100.0 (174)
20-24 23.9 21.8 24.8 29.5 100.0 (234)
25-29 21.6° 28.8 18.6 30.3 100.0 (264)
30-34 21.5 3502 18.7 23.3 100.0 (219)
35-39 17.8 35.6 174 279 100.0 (219)
40-44 29.9 26.0° 15.8 28.2 100.0 (mry
45-49 29.3 N 1642 23.4 100.0 (167)
50-54 22.6 37.9 8.9 30.6 100.0 (124)
55 and over 2544 38.0 1.8 2440 100.0 (287)
Total 23.6 30.1 19.4 2643 100.0 (1 865)

(Continued)
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Table 5 (oncTusion)
. LIMA: HALE AATIVES AND IGRANTS: BY. AGE AND EDUCATIORAL LEVEL

Edugational leveli/

b/
Age - < s - e . Total=
s v . 2 3 b

Migrants Tess than 15 years at arrival

15-19 2162 B | X T 4he9 220 1000 - {118)
20-24 12.3 18.9 T 2B .3 1000 (106)
25-29 © 170 2.0 © 2.0 39.0 "~ 10040 ~ (100)

- 30-34 © 169 - 33.8 _ 13.8 33.8 © 1000 ~(65)
- 35-39 18.0 31.7 1% 23 10040 {61)
40-44 23.9 . . 2.7 326 = 10040 (46)
§5-49 - 15.46 T 308 256 2.2 1000 (39)
50-54 192 - ke2 - 3ke6 - 100.0 7 {26)

55 and over = 146 . 53.17 . 9.8 T 22.0 ) 100.0 . v (l}])
Total 17 T 257 © - 2bek R By 100.0  (602)

Migrants over than 15 yoars age at arrival

1519 B2 . 2.4 K 125 ~ 100.0 (56)
222 . . 336 22 B0 12 . 1000 . - (128)
25-29 T 33.5 159 - 250 .. 100.0 (164)
303 - 234 - 357 20.8 - 18.8 . 100.0 - (154)
35-39 17 B8 165 - 304 .. 1000 . (1%8)
B-6 324 LS 13T o267 . 1000 . (131)
4549 . 336 . 33 . 133 - 2149 S 10,0 . (128)
50-56 . 23.5 357 M2 .. 286 . 1000 . (38)
55 and over  2%s2 354 - 122 .. %4 . 1000 . (26)
Total 2645 32.1 1.0 23.7 100.0 (1 263)

2/ 1 = without instruction and 1-4 years primary.
2 = 47 years primary.
3 = 1-4 years secondary.
b = 5 years or more secondary, and university,
b/ Includes persons vhose educational level was unknoun.
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Table 6
LiKAs FEMALE NATIVES AND MIGRANTS BY AGE AND EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

Educational leveld/

Age Total b
1 2 3 4
) Natives .
15-19 8.1 25.8 346 30.7 100.0 (407)
20-24 8.6 2749 1341 50.0 100.0 (288)
25-29 2.0 - 28.7. 18.3 49.5 100.0 (202)
30-34 6e9 - 374 13.0 40.5 100.0 (131)
35-39 14.8 3747 13.1. 31.1 100.0 (122)
§0-44 1042 1.7 1.1 3740 100.0 (108)
45-49 ek 4.0 1. 42.0 100.0 (81)
50- 54 16-9 407 3ok 37.3 100.0 (59)
55 and over 10.2 4849 7.3 2942 100.0 (137)
Total 8.5 3342 18.6 3843 100.0 (1 492)
Migrants

15-19 4546 19.5 22.3 11.5 100.0 (287)
20-24 440 2541 12.0 18.9 100.0 (291)
25-29 3842 N 13.1 23.6 100.0 (275)
30-34 43.2 29.0. 1244 1544 100.0 (261)
35-39 40,1 32.0 10.8 1642 100.0 (222)
40-44 §1.3 3345 1.6 1249 100.0 (155)
45-49 3ke1 34.8 1044, 20.0 100.0 (135)
50- 54 3845 29.9 10.3 ek 100.0 mn
55 and over k6.8 29.4 8.7 134 100.0 (299)
Total 42.1 2741 12.8 1647 100.0 (2 022)

{Continued]
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Table 6 {Conclusion)
LIMA: FEMALE NATIVES AND MIGRANTS BY AGE AND EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

Educational leveld! . »

e | ot
: 1 2 3 4

Higrants less than 15 years age at arrival
15-19.- 39,7 - 18.2. 2.7 120 100.0 (192) -
20-24 . 33.8 2547 - 15e4. 25.0 - 100.0. (136)
25-29° 2.4 - 294 15.1. - 2601 100.0 (119):
30-34 538 21.5 1765 Ne3-. . 100.0 (80} -
35-39 0.8 - 324 5e6 - 19.7 - 100.0 - (my -
40-44 © 381 31,0 143 16.7 100.0 - (42}
4§5-49 33.3- §0.0°- 13.3 - 13e3:- - 1000 (45)"
50-54 333 33.3. Bebiv 218 100.0 (18)
55 and over  37.5 %5 . 63 16i8 100.0 . {(32)-
Total 3646 21 - 1746 - 18ek- = 100.0 - (735) -

Migrants over than 15 years age at arrival
15-19 56.9 - 22.¥ Teh - 10,5 100.0 (95)
20-24 52,9 12625 9.0 - 13.5 100.0 - (155) -
25-29 4e9 A.2° 1157 2.8 10040 (156)
30-3% - §.9 29.8 - 9.9 - 174 100.0 (161}
35-39: 39.7 kI8 13.2 - Theb " 100.0 ~ (51)
40-44 42.5 34e5 10.6 - 1.5 10050 (113)
4549 3ok 32.2- 8.9 23.3 100.0 {90}
50-54 3%.4 293 ne - 20.2 -~ 10040 (99) -
55 and over  47.9 28.5 3.0 - 12.7 - 100.0 T (267) -
Total~ 45:3 28.0 15.8 - - 10040 (1 287)

}00] R

3] 1 = without instruction and 1-4 years primary.

2 s 47 years primary.

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

b/ Includes persons whose educational level was unknowne
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Table 7

LIMA:  NATIVES AND INWIGRANTS BY SEX, AGE AND

OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS

Ma]e‘ female
Age
Non- Manual Total Hon- Manual Total
manual manual
Nativas
15-19 2644 7326 1000 (53) 50.0 50.0 100.0 (46)
2024 47.7 523 100.0 (130) 722 218 100.0 {90)
25-54 52.7 £7.3 100.0 (575) 69-8 3002 10040 (235)
55-64 51.2 48.8 100.0 {41) 6902 3048 100.0 (13)
65 and over 47.4 5246 100.0 (19) - 100.0 100.0 (1)
Total 50.0 - 50.0 100.0 (818) 578 32.2 10060 (385)
Higrants
15-19 17.2 82.8 100-0 (64) 0.1 99.9 100.0 (140)
20-2% 303 69,7 100.0 . (175) 32.9 67s1 100.0 (140)
25-54 §1.8 58.2 100.0 (1 088) 51.0 49.0 100.0 (339)
55-64 48.5 51.5 100.0 (136) bl ok 5546 1000 (27)
65 and over 47,2 528 100.0 (53) Nok 28.6 100.0 (7
Total 4042 59.8 100.0 (1 516) 37.2 62.8 100.0 (653)
Migrants less than 15 years age at arrival
14-19 15.8 " 84.2 100.0 (38) 5.2 94.8 100.0 (7
20-24 37.9 62,1 100-0 (66) £2.1 57.9 1000 (57)
25-54 479 52,1 100.0 . (317) 5004 49.6 100.0 (ms)
55- 64 5204 47.6 100.0 (21) 20.0 800 100.0 (5)
65 and over 70.0 30.0 1600 . (10) - - - -
Total bho5 55.5 100-0 (452) 343 6547 100.0 {25¢4)
Migrants older than 15 years age at arrival

14-19 19.2 80.8 100-0 (26) 4.8 95.2 100.0 (63)
20-24 25.7 74.3 100.0 {109) 2645 73.5 100.0 (83)
25-54 39.3 60.7. - 100.0 - - (m) - 51.3 ° 486 100.0 (224)
55- 64 47.8 5242 1000 (115) 50.0 50-0 100.0 (22)
65 and over 41.9 58.1 1006-0 (43) Tk 2846 100.0 (7
Total 3844 61.6 100.0 (1 064) 39.1 60.9 100.0 (399)
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Table 8 '

- LlMA FEMALE NATIVES AND MlGRANTS BY AGE C!VIL STATUS AND AVERAGE ‘
- NUMBER OF CHILDREN EVER BURM ALIVE - . -

Migratory ) o - - Civil status
status and ' -
T Hidowed
308 OrotPS -, nmarried- Married - Consensual  separated - Total?/

- and divorced

o , c Tota1 nusber of womenb/ _ . » o
15-19 002 0.92 . .23 .0 1400 . - 0407

20-24 .oi 0.05. R P B 2.09 - 167 0.72
25-29 0-20 2.68 3.24 2.25 1.81
30-34 0:29 351 .o - heS53 3.04 3.04
35-39 0.57 403 T 5.22 het3 374
50-49 < 088 S 5,19 31 .01
50 and over - 0.32: b2 T 4.38 T 418 3.99

o o L " MNatives of Lima : Co . S
15-19 : 0.02- - 147 . 160 - S K1)
20-24 : 0:03- - 187 2.00 - 1.00 0.50
25-29 0.08 - . 2.50 . 4ikd 217 1.40
30-34 015 - 3ek2 - -5.43 3430 2.87
35-39 0.13- - 382 5433 4450 3452
40-49 : 054 -~ k07 400 2.33 3.36
50 and over 0.36 SIS 5.25 3452 3.42

. lnmigranii .

15-19 0402 - - 069 1.00 .00 - 0408
20-24 0.08 197 - 210 1.83 0.91
25-29 0.35 79 3.03 2.3 2.13
30-34 T 0439 3.56 £.30 2.85 '3.13
35-39 ©0.83 hel5 5.18 C 438 3.88
40-49 1.5 582 5¢56 . 3.98 bok3

50 and over ~ 0.30 487 o 4.20 S 7YY R ha24

(Continued)



Table 8 {Conclusion)

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

Civil status

Higratory
status and ilidoved,
age groups Unoarried Married Consensual separated Total
' and divorced
Minor inmigrantsE/
15-19 0.02 0.75 1.00 1.00 0.08
20-24 0.08 2.08 2.18 1.38 0.92
25-29 0.28 2:83 312 2467 2.11
30-34 0.68 3.80 4,22 3.43 _ 3.45
35-39 1.33 4020 5.35 5.00 402
40-49 0.93 4.89 5431 347 4e32
50 and over 0.29 425 4,00 3459 3.713
Adult inmigrantsﬂ/
20-24 0.09 1.00 1.67 2.75 0.78
25-29 0535 2463 2.85 2.00 2,03
30-34 0.06 3.15 hobh 2.117 2463
35-39 0.29 4421 5400 4429 3.76
40-49 1.45 4481 5481 4.28 4e56
50 and over 0631 5.17 4,29 4458 439

a/ lncludes women with civil status unknoune

b/ lncludes women with migratory status unknoune
¢/ Less than 20 years at arrival.

d/ Older than 20 years at arrivals



NUTE OM GROUPIHGS USEU FOR REG!ON UF PREVIOUS RESIDENCE

From the ortglnal questionnaire the quest1on regard1ng place of res1dence 1mmedlate]y before com1ng

to Hetropolitan Lima was codeg;lnto the fo11ou1ng ten categor1es. " (See Ortuzar's Encuesta Lima “Tiveva) ;-

. N NN . . . e amemen e e P I [ O e te
P PR R b - o

1. Provs Constutuce del Callao
Lipa Metropo]itan Area

2: Piura
Lanbayeque - .
Tumbes N ) _ L _ .

3. Anazonas Lo E - e

- Ancash ‘ - :
Ca)amarca )
ta Libertad EE TR B
San_hartin

be Lopeto . s
Pasco e s

5« Huanuco

Junin

Lina department
6‘ Ayacuc‘ho. e e P R P L e e Lab e e
Huancavelica
lca CoalT s

T« Apurimac
Cuzco
Madre de Dios

8. Arequipa
Moquegua
Puno
Tacna
9. Foreign countries
10. No information

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

1

the departments would have bsen divided as follows:—

1/ See Larson, M.8. and Bergman, A«E., Social Stratification in Peru, Politics of Modernization,
Series 8° 5, Institute of International Studies: U. of Calif., Berke]ey, pe 304.
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Costa Sierra Selva
Apurimac
Callae Arequipa Amazonas 4
lca Ayacucho Hadre de Dios®h
Lambayeque Lajamarca San Martin
Lima Cuzco Loreto
Piura Huancavelica
Tacna Huanuco
Tumbes Junin
Ancash? Moquegua
La Libertad® Pasco
Puno

4 Transitional Costa/Sierra
48 Transitijonal Sierra/Selva

It vas impossible to even approximate these groups with the coded groups from the questionnaire, and

as a result a second set of regions was considereds The Census of 1961 has regional analysis according

to North, Central, South, and East areas:g/

Herth Central South East
Tumbes Huanuco Cuzco Lorete
Piura Junin Apurimac Amazonas
Cajamarca Pasco Arequipa San Martin
Lambayeque Lima/Callao Puno Madre de Dibs
Ancash lca Hoquequa
La Libertad Huancavelica Tacna

Ayacucho

1t vas possible to most closely approximate these regional groupings from the coded categories fn

the following vay:

Horth Central South
(groups2,3) (groups T,%,5,6) (grotps 7,8)
Piura Lima/Cﬁllao Apurimac
Lambayeque Loreto Cuzco
Tumbes Pasco Madre de Diosh
Amazonash Huanuco Areguipa
Ancash Junin Hoquegua
Cajamarca Lima Puno
La Libertag Ayacucho Tacna
San Hartin Huancavelica

lca

The starred departments vere originally in the Census groupings for the east, but these vere unable
to be separated out from the category groupings. Perhaps the largest probiem is the Loreto was unable to
be separated out from the central regione

The analysis then has used the above mentioned categories.

2/ See Boletin de Estadfstica Peruana lInstituto Nacional de Planificacién, Direccion Nacional de Estadfs-
tica y Censos, 1862, Ano V., N°b, p. 52.
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