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9.AtTRAC Examines the extent of ethnic redistribution infourLDCs - Malaysia, 
Israel - which have all implerinted goverinmentalSri Landa, Trinidad and Tobago and 

policies designed to equalize ethnic distribution. The degree to which ethnic
 

development has tended to converge and diverge at the inter- and intra-group levels
 
has important policy ramifications for multi-ethnic societies trying to reduce socio

economic disparities between groups. This study concentrates on the major ethnic 
groups comprising over 90% of the population ineach of the four countries. They
 
are divided by ethnicity, religion or language, or a combination therof. Socio
economic variables included income, education, uccupation and quality of life
 

The results of the study
indicators (life expectancy and infant mortality rates). 

show only limited support for th. thesis that ethnic iaequalities are widening.
 
Although there is no linear relationship between economic development and ethnic re

distribution, as one moves up the development ladder, the movement towards greater
 

ethnic equality incre'ses. The direction of redistribution often depended on whether
 

focus was on the inter- or intra-ethnic level. For example, inSri Lanka the income
 
twenty year period,
distribtution within each ethnic had become less skewed over a 


although at the inter-ethnic level the opposite trend merged. The distributional
 
trends di-cussed in this paper suggest that redistributional policies must focus
 
on both inter- and intra-ethnic levels. The time lag betueen creating greater educa

tional and occupational opportunities for certain minorities needs further
 
isnot really a question of the level of
examination. Evidence suggests that it 

development that determins the size and pattern of. ethnic distribution,economic 
the speed and direction of redistribution.but that government policies determine 
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ihis study will examine tI'eex tento(.ethn Ic:i eISt',i bJ torl. i 


developing countries.- Malaysia, Sri* Lonka Tr.ni'dad-an'd "T'obago-,and.'Iraeel,-t
 

which have all implemented governmental policies designed to equaizeethnc 

development. The extent of redistribution in multi-ethnic develpirg.coun r esa' n du's tr.,a ., 

debatable issue. The process of modernization and industr.lalhas become a 


the welfare state system, are expected to bring aboUt"
and the Introduction of 


not only greater socio-economic equality but also, indirectly, greater
 

ethnic equality. Modernization, and more specifically the welfare'state,
 

has as its prime goal a more equitable distribution of resources. However,
 

living of the entirt

while welfare state services may raise the standard of 


population, and thereby Improve the conditions of minority groups or the
 

necessarily reduce the soclo-economic gaps between ethnic
 poor, they do not 


groups.
 

studies of third world countries
For example, there are a number of 


the initial stages of economic growth exacerbate Income

which reveal that 


al,1972;Fishlow, 1972;
inequalities(Adelman and Morris,1973;Chenery et 


Arndt,1975; Paukert,1973; Swany,19
6 7; Welskoff,1970; Wells,197

4 ). These
 

income distributio
the process of economic growth shifts the

studies show that 


the top 20 percent of the population, but
 
from the richest 5 percent to 


to the poorest 60 percent, Similarly,. the
 little or no Income filters down 


dependency literature argues that the capitalist/industrial world system has
 

that their cconomies are
to such'an extent
penetrated third world counties 


severe structural distortion and the persistence'. 
even increase.
 

marked by 


of economic inequalities(Girl'lng.19
7 3; Galtung,1971;.Amiff0,1973;'-Rubinson.
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976.Santos. 97). Pro' ressIve'pol i'es. desi.gned toJidistribute"wealth from 

iI'.rIch,to the .poor, or from one 'ethnic group .to another, wil I, evi tably'• 
,+. * ..

* ra " . " *+• 

fai~Jbecause ,of the bonds of dependency. " 
s: t e. t I c c 6 in' ss . • 

-+ ,; There ar e,,unfortunately, few systettc"comparatlve studies that.
 

developi'g countries-. To.fil.l
have been conducted'on ethnic Inequality in 

thihs g, the 'Center o Inte'natiorI'nRace Relations'. Univeirsity..of Denver,..
 

'las been conducting research on the-question'of ethni c redistribution
 

. the findings
cross-nationally. Although the project Is only half complete,


suggest some disturbing trends ii developirg countries. For example, e;hnic
 

levels have changed si.gntficartly in the last

educational differentials at all 


few years and there'are now far greater opportunities for minority groups;
 

on ethnic income-differences.
however, this change has had little. impact 


In fact, inter-ethnlc.income inequalities have steadily increased In a
 

number of developing coutries (Grove,1977a). In another study we found
 

In intra-ethnic Income distribution which.often pointed
contradictory trends 


In the opposite direction to the itter-ethnic movements (Grove,197b).
 

Inter- aitd intra-
What is needed, therefore, is an in-depth analysis of 


in selected third world countries.
ethnic trends 


If wealth is being unevenly distributed In developing couhtries,
 

to know more about the patterns of ethnic distribution.
then we obviously need 


diverge at

The degree to which ethnic development has tended to converge or 


inta-grcup levels has Important policy ramificati.ons for

the inter- and 


milti-ethnic societies trying to reduce socio-economic 
disparities between
 

groups. 

To test. the ethnic equal i'zatIon thesis we have chosen four countries. 

which have varying committments or doctrines that envision the eventual
 



q' S I I .•a 'of. e h . ' "
 
qndevelopment .'.The. secon'.-Malays i6n. "plan"197i1-75'. i
 

.explicit.about equal iz'ing the onership of the ineans.of.Vproduct:I-oni
 

The plan favors the Malay group with special rIgh ts, an'd. quota: syst'ems -I".
 

education and government jobs. The target that has been set by the'government.
 

•
 
.
states that within twenty years the Malays should manage and own at-least 


thirty percent of the industrial and commnercial sectors, In Sri Leiika,
 

welfare state policies have been the primary means to accelerate egalijteian"-

trends. Roughly half of government expenditure has been diverted towards.
 

social welfare, primarily free education, health services and subsidized food.
 

and transportation Similarly, in Israel tht welfare state system has, been
 

designed to absorb different ethnic Immigrants Into the dominant Ashkenazim
 

culture and has focused primarily on educational opportunity and occupational
 

mobility In Trinidad and Tobago, on the other han'd, the market system is.the
 

primary socio-economic redistrlbutor.
 

In each of the four countries we have chosen the major ethnic groups
 

comprising over ninety-percent of thc population In Malaysia, the Ilalays,
 

Chinese and Indians have separate languages and religions. The same is true
 

of thaSinhalese. Tamils and Muslims of Sri Laiia. 
In Isrdclthe Oriental Jew
 

(from Afro-Asia) and the Ashkena-!i )ew(frofEurope or America) belong to the
 

same religious and linguistic culture, but are separated by ethnicity.- It
 

should be noted that we are not in.luding Arabs or the non-Jews In our sample
 

because OF urreliable and Insufficient data. Finally. the Blacks and East
 

Indians in Trinidad and Tobago af'illate with different religions but spcak,
 

the same language. In short, the groups selected represent the major ethnic.
 

cleavages In each society; they are divided by ethnicity, religion or language
 

,or a combination thereof.
 



Ine. the extent.o f...ethnIc fredIst'rIbutiOn;. in, these 
n:;,thIj-jtuiy.'we.,e 

and'Israel 'socio-econO ,ic distribution
 four- countrie5'..ln..MaIsvis',,,Sri" Lank 


over ti'ni is not 
wlI be anslyzedover time.: In. Trinidad,- Since data 

simply present thsa vailable pubiished material. Socio
blished. we will 


the changes in the ethnic gap
 
economic redistrlbution will be defined as 


be operationalized
Socio-economlc behavior will 
between and within each 9roup; 


life-indicators
 
to'include 'Income, education,occupation and quality 

of 


These four variables encompass

:(life expectany andInfant mortality rates). 


to be able to make conclusions about the
 
broad enough territory for us 


in some of the countries
 
behavior of ethnic groups. It should be noted that 


lack of reliable and comparable

specific variables.had to be left out becausn of 


data.
 

Our basic measure of inter-ethnic redi.,tribution is 
the coefficier,t
 

It is the standard
 
of variation(V), a sensitive measure of dispersion. 


the size of the
 
deviation over the mean(Sen,1973:27). We did not weigh 


there is no
 
group(s) for fear of obscuring overall trends. As vell, 


reason why some-groups should weight higher than others,
 

on ethnic soci-economic
 

theoretical 


focus of the study is
particularly since the 


the pri.,.ary statistical
coefficients and delta Indexes are
differentials. Gini 


measures used to examine Intra-ethnic distribution 
patterns. The gini
 

the most widely used indicator of income concentration.
is still 


the arithmetic average of the absolute differcnces between
 

coefficient 


It Is defined as 


incomes. The Index of dissimilarity - or delta index - is
 
al pairs of 


a measure of the unevenness of two percentage distributions, and can be
 

the minimum percent of one population which 
would have to
 

interpreted as 


be redistributed to achieve equal percentage distribution across all
 

cate)ories(see Duncan and Duncan.1955; Taeuber.and Taeuber,19 65:195-245)
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Halaysia
 

-Dcmograply'
 

The ethnic distribution of the'.Vest Aalaysian population has not
 

changed significantly over"the'last fifty yeais. The largest group, the
 

Halays ..remained around 50 perecent between 1921-1970, (See Table 1) and
 

is expected "to remain very"much the same". (Third Halaytaian Plan, 1976:14.5) 

The Chinese population has experienced the widest flucltuations', 

from 29.4 percentrin 1921, to 38.4 percent in 1947, to 35.4. perce.t in 1970. 

The Post Enumeration Survey of the 1970 Census showrd that the Chinese
 

ver. the group most under counted in that census. When recomputatiotl was 

made, the Chinese were shown to represent 35.8 percent of the population
 

R. Chander, 1973:2).
 

The Indian group has a declining portion of the West Malaysian
 

population. In 1921, they represented 15.1 percent, but by 1970 the
 

proportion had dropped to 10.5 percent; the adjusted post enumeration
 

figure for the Indians in 1970 was 10.7 percent. In 1970, the Ceylonese
 

were included in the Indian group for the first time. However, the number 

of the Ceylonese is so small that its inclusion had only a slight effect. 

Table I also shows the urban distribution by ethnic grcup nod the urb. 

zation of each group. W1tile the Malays comprise about 50 percent of the 

population, they made up only 18.4 perccnt of-the urban population in 1921 

1970. The Chlcse dominatcd lhc urbau areas thru6ghoIltand 27.6 percent ill 

1921-1970; they were 60.2 percent in 1921 and .60 percent in 1970. The Indians
 

maintained an urban representation only slightly more than their, proportion
 

of West Malaysia. In 1921 they comprised 17.8 percent of the urban popula

tion and.1,1..3 percent in 1970.
 



Table 1
 

,Pecentag ouf.Population and Urbiniz.ation'qf Ethnic Groups.
 

A., ropuiation.
 

1921. 1931 1947. 1957 19 0 

Malays 54.0 49.2 49.5 49.8 ' o 1 

Chinese .29.4 33.9 38.4 -37.2 " 
'46 

35.4' 

Indians 15.1 15.1 10.8 11.'3 10".5 

B.. Urban .Poptilation.1;000and above
 

22.6 27.6
.alays18.4 19.2 21.1 


63.9 60..0
59.6 62'.3
Chinese 60.2 


10.7 11.3
Ind umns 17.0 17.8 13.8 


for. Each Ethnic Group 10,000 antd above
C. Urban,Concentration 


1970 1975*
1947 1957 


18.0
7.3 11.2 14.9
Malays 


50.7
31.1 44.7 47.4
Chinese 


34.7 37.7
25.8 30.6
Indians 


* Estimates 

1975: 43; Third Malaysian Plan, 1976:150.
 Sources: Sidhu, 1976:22; Ooi Jin Bee, 




The shift in the urban/rural distribuition between.1947.and;1970
 

for each ethnic group is also shown in Table 1. The halays went from
 

7.3 percent in 1947 to 18.0 percent in'1970. The Chinese urbanifzation
 

rate rose from 31.1 percent to 50.7 percent in 1970; while the Indians
 

increased their urbaa population from 25.8 percent to 37.7 percent.
 

While 1,000 population has been the cutoff for urban towns in
 

previous censuses, the 1970 censu7 defined as urbin towns of 10,000 and
 

over. Ooi Jin Bee concludes thaL the latter cutoff is more realistic,
 

since this excludes most of the new villages and other places essentially
 

rural in character. It Reems, therefore, reasonable to conclude that a
 

substantial portion of the Chinese internal movement was due to the resettle

ment policy of the 1948-1960 emergency when "nearly half a million Chinese
 

rural squatters were reseLtled in new villages" (Ooi Jin Bee, 1975:46).
 

Nonetheless, the influx of Chinese has been so large that the differential
 

in urbanization rates between ethnic groups has persinted.
 

The life expectancy changes which have taken place between 1947 

and 1970 are shown in Table 2. Differences between the ethnic groups have 

been reduced (1947, V - .132; 1970, V - .059). The Malays have had the 

largest increase in life expectancy, that is, 22.1 years. The Chinese 

have had an increase of 14.4 years, and the Indian group only 11.1 years. 

The lowered overall variance is due to the big reduction in the gap between 

Chinese and Halay; in 1947 the difference was 12.2 years, and in 1970 only 

4.5years. The difference in life expectancy between Indians and Halays 



Table 2
 

Life Expectancy and Infant mortality Rates
 

1947-70
•Li'fe..Expectancy: 


1947 1957. 1970
 

.Halays 40.4 50.5 62.5
 

67.0
52.6 59.8
Chinese 


48.5 55.0 59.6

Indians 

V * .132 .084 .059 

Infant Mortality Rates (per 1000 live births) 

1957 1965 1967 1969 1970 1972 1974 

tlays 95.6 61.1 53.3 48.8 47.6 43.0 39.5 

Chinese 46.9 32.4 30.2 31.1 28.5 27.4 26.5 

Indian 75.7 53.1 51.5 52.4 46.0 44.6 40.1 

V  .337 .303 .285 .258 .260 .248 .217 

1975:62; Department of Statistics, 
1971:111; 1976:125.
 

Sources: Padmore et al., 
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to 4.5 in 1957, to 2.9 years in 1970 ,.whtenthe
dropped from 8.1 in 1947, 


Contrary to the other trends, the diftetence
Halays surpassed the Indians. 


was 4.1 years in 1947i,and itbetween Chinese and Indian increased. It 


increased to 7.4 years in 1970.
 

It should be noted that these life expectancy figures 
are based on
 

(1975).

a reworking of the official statistics by James A. Padmore 

CL al. 


When contrasted with other sources, the Padmore data 
appears to reduce the
 

amount of change for 1947-57, and increase it slightly for 1957-70.
 

Table 2 shows an across the board reduction in infant 
mortality
 

to 1970 the Halay rate
.217). From 1957 
rates (1957, V - .337; 1974, V 

decreased 48 per thousand, and from 1970 to 1974 
it decreased 8.1 per
 

The Chinese saw a less drastic reduction of 19.4 per thousand
 
thousand. 


It must, however, be
 
for 1957-1970, and 2 per thousand for 1970-1974. 


pointed out that the Chinese began with a much lower infant mortality rate.
 

The Indian group saw from 1957-1970 a reduction 
of 29.7 per thousand and
 

The overall variance was reduced, and
 from 1970-1974 a reduction of 5.9. 


infant mortality it appears to be general, 
regardless of
 

in the case of 


which two races are compared. The differential between Halay and Chinese
 

13 in 1974. The differential between
 
was reduced from 19.9 in 1957 to 

Halay and Indian decreased fron 19.9 
to 0.6 for the same period, with the 

This switch In 
Halay having the lower infant moriality 

rate in 1974. 


continued.and Indian first appeared iW 1968 and 
position between Malay 

The Indian-Chinese diCferentiai
 with the exception of 1970.
through 1974 


to 13.6 in 1974.

also decreased from 28.8 in 1957 
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As...tth..if'-exp etarncy.'*figures, the .infantmortality rates 

......f 'o.yea. figuries the onlyUnfortunately, the official are 


.o~,avail'abe. Ths,,.comparisons from one year to the nExt may not be 

- , s differentials may -have no basis in fact. What can be 

drawn, fowever, from the data is that there has been a reduction distribu

ted more or,less equally between ethnic groups. 

Education 

Table 3 shows educational data of two types--enrollmentand attain

ment. For 1967/68. the educational attainment of employed persons by
 

primary and secondary levels is recorded; the 1970 and 1975 figures for
 

primary and secondary education are enrollments; and the 1961/62 to 1975
 

university figures are all enrollments.
 

The educational rankings according to percentage enrollment figures
 

of the ethnic groups show that the Chinese exceeded the Malaysians at the
 

primary level until 1975 when Malaysian proportional representation overtook
 

the Chinese. The Indian enrollment in 1975 still lagged behind the other
 

two groups. Comparing 1970 to 1975, it can be seen that the Malays made
 

the greatest strides. (See Chart 1.) They increased their primary enroll

ment 10.3 percentage points. The Chinese, already at a high level, increased
 

5.3 percentage points, while the Indians, low to begin with, increased the
 

least, with only 4.2 percentage points. The dispersion in enrollment figures
 

in 1975 is substantially more skewed than the achievement levels in 1967.
 

This was borne entirely by the Indian group. The difference between the
 

Malaya and Indians and between the Chinese and Indians rose, whileonly the
 

difference between the Malays and the Chinese decreased.
 



Table 3 

Educational Attainment and-Enrollment

in Primary, Secondary and Higher Fduchition,
 

Employed Persons Educational EnroI onit.-

Educational Attainmcnt of 


Primary
Pr imary 


1970 
 1975
1967/68 


66.9. ".
Malays 57.3 


71.8
Chinese 58.7 


.66-.4
62.2
Indians 54.7 


.072 .084V- .036 

SecondaiySecondary 


1975
1970
1967168 


32".3 55;7

Malays 8.3 


498
36.7
Chinese 20.7 

..
27.2
Indions 17.7 °..
....
........................ 


.148.
.148V .416 

Educational EnrollmcnL: Higher Educatiou* 

1975
1970
1965/66
1961/62 


5'..4
1.70.3Malays 0.1 

3.'52;.10.9
0.3tChtnese 

1.30.90.7
0.3
Indians 


.603
.390
.1183
V - .,94 

the 20-24. yer old populntlI0given ns a1 perccntL-ge, ofSUntvcrs-ty figurer are 

.
Choitdrv, 1970:.35
Educ.'t ionnt. Attaiiment, 1967-6R:Sources: 1976:,6 ,"at.lKiys in . ;. 
rlr .iry '.nid Second.iry Fnrolimentt: Third 

1971:534; -Third Malaysiaon'. lan. 1976:491oi 
University Enrollments:. Arl..es, 

http:1970:.35


____ 

fART2Jt&A~Si.~u&i~riILU I-IPnL1.MFNT CH. 

71 

I'1A~t~Y5jI ALAY 5 

1. __ . 
_~~~ 

M3177 
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The educational attainment of- the working popuIAtion in 19b7-b 

Rhowed considerable ethnic differences (V .416) which are "not reflected 

-' in the current 'enroliment in secondary schools: (V',-.'48). At the secondary
 

le '.the 'Chinese,ranked number one until.surpassed by tile Malays in 1975..
 

The-Indians ranked number two in 1967/68;,buL dropped.to third place for 

1970"'and -1975. Oiice again, it yas the Halays'who made. tlhe greatest strides. 

Their secondary.enrollment.increased 23.4 percentage..qpoints; the Chinese 

increased 13.1 percentage points;* and the Indian group increased 14.1 percen

tage- points. The overall variation between 1970 and -1.975 itdicates no' 

clange, but there were increasing differentials between the Mialay-Chinese 

and, the Halay-Indian. Only the Chinese-Indian differential showed a. 

small decrease.
 

The difficulties in comparing educational aLtninment of employed 

peroons aged 15 to 64 with educational enr6llments are evident. Since. 

the group covered in the-first instance ranges from 15 to 64 years of age,
 

the time span. is a long- one, with the bias'slanting towards the past. 

Educational enrollment is a present activity of a'more limited 	age range.
 

Furthermore, there' are biases-in the.direction:of t'se groups 	least 

affected..by unemployment. One check on the-valildity of the educational 

attailment figures is a breakdown of the schoolpopil'ation.by 	ethnic group 

made for the 1967/68 survey (Choudhry",1970:60). .ere it. i0 pointed out 

that 23.6.perceiit of the Malay, populat'ion were currently elrolled; 24,9
 

aldIn'. Jt.'oudbe nsatmcd that.tIese
 , te CIi'n*csc; and 22.4-of the 


figures subtantLate at leastthe primary,-duc'ti6nal figures.
 

S :The university-enrollments sho, agreat deal of change... 	 The 

conse-.relative'oosition of' all three gr6u6improv"m 1961-66,' and 


http:schoolpopil'ation.by
http:dropped.to
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qu6tly.the'ovefall dispersion did not change... 4ut from 1970-75 the
 

en'sro.llment -picture changed drastically. The Malays ond Chinese during this 

period -made marked improvement, while the Indian representation changed only
 

marginally.; The Halays'-entrance.into universities was at an. accelerated 

pace,..increasing their percentage from 1.7 to 5.4 percent in ju't .five 

years, a phenomenal increase.:.The differences between each group over
 

.the fourteen. year period show-a general trend toward greater differences
 

(1961 62,-V-.494;.1975, V- .603).. Between 1961/62 and 1975 the differences
 

grew'between.the Chinese, Malays and Indians, partly'because of the substan

tiai increase, of thellalays, but also because of the slow rate of progress
 

of the.Indians.
 

Though the increase in Malay enrollment has been phenomenal, questions 

about the value of the increase have been raised. Arles (1971:534) reports 

that in 63/64 Malay university students were underrepresented in the
 

technical and the scientific fields, and in fact wcre inderrepresented
 

in all faculties except for-the arts. By 1975, however, the picture had
 

changed. The increase in Malay enrollments had affoctcd all facultics,
 

including the technical and the scientific which suggests that there has 

been both a qualitative and quantitative change in educational representation
 

(third Malaysian Plan, 1976: 402-3).
 

Occupatlons 

inter-ethnic distribution trends for occupationsBoth intra-ethnic and 


cnibe seen in Tnhle"4 and.5,.. The index o dissimliarity (Tablc 5) has
 

been used to summarize the.occupational data shown in Table 4. The delta
 

Index, a measure ofthe ineqality or unevenness ,between two.percentage 

a ralge, from: 0.(complete similarity)- to 10.0 (complete.dissimilarity'-"pointpj.:has 



Table 4
Occupational Composition of Ermployed !ales.-by .thnic Group1931-196 7
 

1931 'G ':3 1
 

Occ:upation' .. 
Total 

ala 
,alay Chinese . idi.an ozal. "alay Chinese Indian 

Professional .& Technical• 

Workers - 1.5% 1.5% 1.2% 1.IY 1.9 1.7%1 6- 2. -

Adrnmnistrative.Executiveanagerial Workers. 
Clerical Workers 

0.6 
1.9 

0.6 
0 9 

0.7 
2.4 

0.3-
1.7 

0.9 
2.4 

0.06 
1.3 

1.3 
3.5 

0.7 
2.7 

Sales Workers 8.0 2.1 14.1 7.7 9.3 2.8 16.4 9.9 

Service Workers 5.8 2.5 6.5 9.6 6.5 4.1 7.3 10.9 

Craftsmen :,Production 
Process workewrs 6.7 2.6 10.9 4.6 8.9 

4.1 13.9 9.4 

"Transport and 
Cofnunication Workers 

•linerS 

Laborers 
Agricultural Workers 
:Not Reported 

Total Employed 

4.8 

5.1 

7.4 
57.8 
0.5 

100.0% 

4.3 
0.2 

2.8 
82.4 
0.2 

100. 0T1 

4.2 

10.5 

8.1 
40.8 
0.6 

100.0% 

7.2 
1.9 

14.3 
50.9 
0.8 

100.00.4 

4.5 
2. 
2.1 

3.9 
59.5 
0.1 

100.07 

4.o 
.0 

0.6 
2.8 

78.2 
0.1 

100.0% 

4.o 
4.0 
4.0 

2.8 
45.1 
0.1 

100.0 

7.6 
7 
1.7 

10.2 
4..7 
00. 
i00.0% 

1957 1967 

Occupat;on Total :alay Chinese Indian Total Malay Chinese Indian 

Professional 
Workers* 

'Technical 
2.9% 2.7% 2.8% 2.6, 5.1% 5.1% 

4.6% 5.4% 

Administrative.Execut.ive, 
r tanagerial WorkersClerical Workers.. 

1.53.6 
0.2
2.2 

2.6 
4.4 

1.3 
5.3 

2.2 
4.8 

1.0 
3.2 

4.o 

6.2 

1.6 

Sales Workers 10.3 2.8 19.3 13.4 10.5 4.4 19 7 9.3 

Service-Wo'rkers 
Craftsme.&.P.roduction 

9.1 
i.6 

8.7 
4.9 

5.9 
20.2 

E.9 
13.4 

6.1 
12.6 

5.8 
6.9 

5.7 
20.3 

8.0 
13.4 

Process 'Workers 

Transport- and, 
cofr.. 'n.i.ca t:i.o n: 
Laborer. 

orkers 4.V 
0.16.5. .4.3 

3.7 
0.0 

4.6 
0.27-3 

4.7 
0.1
12.8 

5.2 
1.1 
9.1 

4.7 

0.4 
8.7 

5.5 

2.0 
8.5. 

0.2 

0.9 
13.5 

Agril tural Workers 
t:ot Reported 

. 50.1
0.4 

69.8.
.0.3 

32.3 
0 4 

37.2 
0.3, 

43.2 
0.0 

59.8 
0.0 

23.5 
0.0 

34.9 
0.1 

Total Employed . . 100..0%0.O0% 100.', 100.01/ 10.0% I00, iOI0 100.0% 

Source: HirSChran,1975 22-2 
3 . 



Table 4;(cant)
 

Occupational Composition of Employed Pewsons by Ethnic Group: 1970-75
 

1970
 

Total
talay ChIn.se Indian

Occupation 


Professional ',Technical
 
5 5 4.6


Workers 1,:3 4.7 

Admiinistrative
 

vnagerial 0 3 1 If 0 6) tWorkers 0.8 

5 0
Clerical Workers 3:2 6.9 6.8 

19.8 11.7 11.3
Sales Workers 5.3 


.Agricultural Workers '65.3 27.14 11.2 48.8
 

7.8 20 8' .10.3 12 9
Production Wnrker-

20.9. 16.6
13.8 19.0
service ".Other Workers 

100.0" 100 01'
 

Total Empoyed 100.07 100 07. 


1975
 

Total
Indian
Malay Chinese
Occupat io 


echnical 

Workers 4.7 5.3 6.2 5 2
Professional r. 

Administrative 

1.0 1.0
Monacjerial Workers 0.6 1 5 

5 44.0 7 3 6 3
Clerical Workers 

9 6
Sales Workers 4.6 17 2 9.0 


145.1 4i 1
51.3 24.6
AgricultJral Workers 

10 1 21.1 12.8 1143
Production Workers 


20-14Service r.other Workers 18.7 23 0 19.6 

100.0? 100.0-' 100.07 100.0'
 

Total Employed 


Source: Third tlalaysian Plan, 1976:82-3
 



Table 5 

Indexes of Dissimilarity between.Ethtic Occupational Distributions: 

Peninsular Malaysia: 1931-75 

Delta Indcxes for Within-Ethnic Group Comparisons ovcr Time 

Chincse Indian 

1931 1947 1957 1970 1931 1947 1957 1970 1931 1947 1957 1970 

1931 

1947 4.6 12.6 11.1 

1957 13.4 9.3 20.4 18.0 20.6 14.0 

1967 22.8 18.7 13.2 27.0 25.5 9.3 21.0 15.4 7.! 

1975 8.6 5.2 4.4 

DeLta Idcxc for Between-Ethnic Group Comparison at rach Pcriod 

Index between 1931 1947 1957 1967 1970 1975 

Malay and Chinese 42.0 33.2 40.4 37.0 37.4 32.6 

Malay and Indian 32.2 33.4 32.7 24.8, 19.5 21.2 

Chinese and Indian 22.5 13.2 14.5 20.7 21.0 13.5 

Sources: IHirsciman, 1975:22-3; Third Italaysian Plan, 1976: 82-3 



It should be noted tha the data used for the indexen between 1931 and
 

1967 were official data reworked by Charles Hirschman to insure compara

bility over time. The data for 1970 and 1975 are from official government
 

sources. Thus, the comparability between 1931-1967 and 1970-1975 may be
 

questioned.
 

The overall picture from 1931 to 1967 (Table 4) shows occupational
 

trends for each ethnic group becoming more similar or equal, but there are
 

still substantial differences in certain occupations. The trends show
 

reductions in agricultural employment, and increases An white collar and
 

craft occupations for all ethnic groups. The occupational differences
 

between groups that have emerged over time can be found in sales, clerical,
 

administrative and craft positions. In professional occupations the ethnic
 

parity has largely been maintained over time, and the unskilled positions
 

such as laborers in service, transport and communication have narrowed their
 

ethnic differentials.
 

While the structure of occupational distribution between ethnic
 

.groups is becoming more similar for all but the Indian group, poor distri

bution in individual fields is still evident from 1970-75. The Third
 

Malaysian Report showed that in 1975, 68.3 percent of all agricultural 

workers were still Malays, but Malays were only 52.6 percecit of the labur forc 

The reduction in this preponderance occurred at a slow rate. Within the 

remaining six'occupational categories, the Nalays showed a growing strength 

over the 1970-1.975"period. Only in agriculture did the Chinese show less 

than their proportion of the labor. force.• While they were 20.3 percent of 

agricultural'workers, they were 36.3 percent of the labor force. In every 

other group they were overrepresentcd. .Yet -in every case except for sales 



workers, that preponderance was being reduced. The Indian group.
 

presents a very different picture. In four fields, the-Indans were
 

slightly underrepresented. They represented 9.9 percent of admi,.isLration
 

and management, 9.6 percent of ales workers, 9.2 percent of production
 

workers and 9.9 percent of service and other workers; whereas their portion
 

of the total workforce was 10.3 percent. In administration and production
 

the portion had been increased since 1970. In sales aad in service, reduc

tions wera evident. The slight edge in the professional and clerical
 

fields were slightly reduced between 1970 and 1975.
 

To what extent these occupational trends accumulate to a definite
 

movement toward greater ethnic mobility is shown in Table 5. -At the
 

intra-group level, the trends in nlay occupational structure show that
 

there was a total of 27 points which had changed from 1931-67 (4.6 + 9.3 + 

13.2); however, this resulted in a net redisLribution of only 

22.8. From 1970-75 this cumulative trend continued with a total of 8.6
 

points of change. The occupational trends in the Chinese group show that a 

total of 39.9 points changed with only 27.0 points of cumulative redistribu

tion; Chinese also had a net change of 5.2 points from 1970-75. The Indian
 

occupational structure shows a gross change of 32.6 points which resulted
 

in only 21.0 points of cumulative redistribution points from 1931-67 and
 

4.4 points from 1970-75. In terms of net cumulative change, therefore, the
 

trends in Chitiese occupational str,,cture chnngcd or vedistrhited the. aost ' 

from 1931-67, wilh Hlnys and lndlat sltowing similar treidH i. n 't c.hange. 

occupational structure ha.d 6 muchithigherHowever, from 1970-75, the Malays' 


net redistribution figure than either the Chinese or Indian deltas.
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In the inter-ethnic comparisous, the Indexes between Malays 
and 

Chinese be'come more equal (simil'ar) between 1931-47, but then there was 

.a divergence from i947-57 where the deltas become 
more dissimilar, and it 

1957 that the indexes moved towards greater equality. The is only after 


delta indexes for Mlalays and Indians also show a slow 
trend toward greater
 

similarity. Comparing the Chinese with the Indians we find that between
 

a general trend toward greater occupational similarity, but between
 1931-57, 


begin to rise again, and it is only from 1970-75 that

1967-70 the deltas 

the deltas dropped significantly, from 21.0 to 13.5.
 

inroads in increasing

Restructuring has appeared to have made some 


occupational similarity, particularly between the 
Malays and the Chinese.
 

hlowever, the.differential in unemployment rates has becn 
growing, as shtown
 

and Halays has rcmained 
in Table 6. AlIhough tte ratio bedtwocn the Chinese 

relatively even, Indian unemployment shot up from 
6 percent in 1962 to
 

12.2 percent in 1975.
 

Income
 

are shown in Table 7.
 
Inter-ethnic and intra-ethnic iticome figures 


The mean and the mcdian show the differences between groups 
for West Halaysia
 

The Gini ratios give a measure af the income
 and for rural and urban areas. 


inequality within each ethnic group..
 

1970 between the
 
The trends in income distribution from 1957-58 

to 


at both tile 
three groups show'the dispersion levels becoming more skewed 

meaniearned 2.16 times the 
median and mean levels. In 1957-58 the Chinese 

to 2.25.
 
Kalays, and.by 1970.this 'disparity ratio' had 

increased 

income of 

1957-58 was 
Similarly, the mean.disparity ratio .for.Indians and Chinese 

in 




Table 6 

Malay 

Chinese 

Indian 

V -

1962 

6.1 

5'.9 

5.9. 

.009 

Ethnic Unemployment Rates 1962-1975 

1967/68 1970 1975 

5.7 R.1 6.9 

6.9 7.0 7.2 

10.3 11.0 12.2 

.360 .237 .339 

Sources: FedorntJot o M.laysia, 1963: T. 2.8; Choudry, 1970: T.51; Third
 
HaJaysian Plan, 1976: 78.
 



Table 7 

DLstriboition of Income
 

between and within Ethnic Groups:'1957-70
 

Urban
115 Total Rural 

He'n Heuinn Gini Mean Median Gni Mean Median Gni 

192 .320
Malaya 139 112 .342 	 125 108 .305 232 


260 216 .310 283 225 .345
Chinese 300 223 .374 


222 163 .374
Indians 237 188 .347 213 192 .261 


V - .363 .325 .048 .344 .330 .092 .133 .160 .078
 

1967/68 Total"
 

Mean tied inn Gni 

Malays 163 120 .400 

Chinese 349 261 .391 

Indians 260 191 .403 

V - .361 .369 .015 

Urban1970 Total Rural 

Hean Nedian Gni Mean Median Gni Mean ledian Gni 

152 111 .419 333 229 .445Malays 177 122 .466 


.399 469 289 .474
Chinese 399 269 .455 337. 254 


Indians 310 195 .463 239 .185 .363 442 239 .520
 

.013 .381 .390 .071 .174 .127 .079
V - .378 .376 


Sources: Snodgrass, 1975:264; 	Lean, 1974:20.
 



1.26, and by 1970 it had increased to 1.29. When income distribution
 

is broken down by urban/rural sectors, the results magnify the unfavorable
 

po3ition of Malays. As is expected, rural dwellers earn less than groups
 

who live in cities; however, we find that Halay urban income is less than
 

Chinese riral meati income. The urhan Indians have extracted the largest 

share of the income gains, but the talays--both rural and urban--and the 

rural Indians are shouldering the largest burden of the rising income inequality. 

Increasing intergroup inequality is matched by increasing.intragroup 

inequality. Over time the Gini scores for each group have riscn, but most 

particularly for the Malays. In 1957/58 the Malays had the ledst amount 

of income inequality followed by Indians and Chinese. By 1970, the tide 

had reversed and the Halay Cini coefficient was the highest while the 

Chinese was the lowest. Snodgrass (1975) observes that the Chinese moved 

into modern well-paid activities more rapidly and broadly based than either 

of the Malays or Indians. In contrast, Halays moved into selective high 

income ptblic service jobs, but the majority of Malays remained in poorly 

paid occupations. The Cini coefficients for each group are all larger in 

urban areas than in rural districts. The most unequal sectors in both 

1957 and 1970 are the urban Indians, where 43 percent of the Indi.'n population 

for the dramatic increaseare in tIe top decile. This is one of the reasons 


a
in-mean incomes of the urban Indians from 1957-70. It has Also meant that 


arc stuck at the bottom dccile.higher proportlon of Tiidinns 

The figures utilized for West Malaysia as n whole have- been taken 

Prom the nalysis or Donald Snndgrnss nnd Lim Lean. They usecd orrir*.,i 

;Issarvey figures .,djuRted to re ad i1itragr'oup distorLotiqosduce intergroup 

much as possibl*o. Still, distortionr remain.' The. 1970 rise in. inequality. 

the effects of the econQmic cycle. On.tlhe other hand,may *be cxar.geraLed by 
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the use of household rather than per cppita income may underestimate the
 

inequality because of. intergroup family size and compqsition differences.
 

As expected, the Malays have the largest percentage below the
 

poverty line. Snodgrass found that 5!.7 percent of the Malays were in
 

povercy in 1957/58 but the percentage declined to 49.3 by 1970. The
 

Chinese percentage below the poverty level remained relatively stable at
 

the thirteen percent mark for the two time periods. Poverty within the
 

Indian group stabilized at the twenty percent level over the thirteen
 

year period. These results led Snodgrass to conclude:
 

There.has been no real change in the over.all share of
 
households living.in poverty since Independence. (1975:261)
 

Some change has taken place in the Malaysian holdings of equity
 

capital. Table 8 shows that Malays and Malay interests held 2.4 percent
 

in 1970. These holdings increased to 7.8 percent in 1975. The holdings
 

of the Chinese and the Indians remained at more or less the same level.. The
 

figures in Table 7 indicate that the advance of the Malaya and the Malay
 

interests was made-at the expense of foreign ownership.
 

Summ~ary
 

This brief review of the socioeconomic trends between and*within.each
 

group shows some curious findings. The results generally-support the conten

tion that there has been considerable progress achieved in ethnic socio

economic redistribution. (See Charts 2-4.) In health (life expectancy,
 

infant mortality), education, occupational mobility-and ownership of capital
 

there has been a'substantial movement toward creating'a more equitable multi

ethnic society. Chart 5.shows the extent of ethnic convergence in. Malaysia.
 

It is clear,.however, that progresshas not been made in.all areas,' and that
 

the distribution of that progress,has not always been equitable. Occupa

http:living.in


iALAYIA ./\.W AR"T''
 

Ill //
 

'loo 

OPe rr.€ 
Ca".rA.l4 t,>, 

L' ==- -.. ... - .' 

T r ILA -PAntw' lio .... 

________ t. .. 

* C.14e. I ~r.H.gn 

"-€, ',;o. 

r.. 3 £ .~.... 

IJ l,,l e 

owor'kA.1 -' 

• . 

* 

. .~ 

.. +. 



MALLLYSLA CHItg'r SECHR
 

544 '"o~ 

Slo".1s I'e r.V.~',f . -1 

Nal. 



M1ALYSIA INDIANS ;CHART 4 

•Sot 

• - ". 

". ~r 110ir 

. --

.-. 

'.-.,;.. .. i 

LICC'?,vW) __--_-------

-6- 7

q. 

ilt -

.% q t 

r, Va 1116/ ms 

TDeijr; 6.A;e6' 

t'l*IDo..l|.. * 

tot..,.*.. 

I/,e, gprlo 

- .*-,M. , ' 

¥.k r 1 ~ o 



The Extent of Etbni= Convergenc:: 

ifc Expecta2ncy 

Ed. 3t~cnr2 Er:'1-'Icant 

Seco-day

-ce:-. G.-oup 

Ircr-ee 
Bhctccr. Group 
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Table 8 

Ownership of Share Capital in Limited Companies:
 

Peninsular Halaysia, 1970-75
 

(Figures in Percentages)
 

Malays and Hnlay Interests 

Ba lays 

Malay Interest 

Other Halnysinns 


Chinese 


Indinns 


All Others 


Foreigners 


*Estimated
 

1970 i973 1975*
 

2.4 5.3 7.8
 

1.6 2.1 2.3
 

0.8 3.2 .5.5
 

34.3 36.6 37.3.
 

27.2 27.8 27.9
 

1.1 1.2 1.2
 

6.0 7.6 8.2
 

63.3 58.1 54.9
 

Sourcc: third Halaysinn Plan, 1976: 184.
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tionally and educaLionally, 1.lays as a group havc improved their position
 

But as the results of the
vis-a-vit..the other two ethnic groups. 


changes show, the Indians have often borne the brunt of the Malay advance.
 

This is most evident in the Indian unemployment rates. It can be discerned
 

In othcrareas as-well. In income distribution, the Malays did not advance,
 

but 'the urban Indians.did. 11.re, it was the rural Indians who lost ground.
 

Nonetheless, among -the three groups takenas a whole, it has been the
 

?Halays who have been falling behind in income and who have experienced the
 

highest rate of increase in income inequality within their grotup.
 

In this study, it iv difficult to see any relationship between
 

education, employment-and income distribution, a relationship often claimed
 

to exist. The grenter access of the Halays to higher education and civil
 

service jobs ins not materialized in income gains. Only time will tell
 

whether the traiining in higher education will eventually effect Malay
 

income.
 



Sri Lanka 

Demographyl 

The ethnic distribution of the population has changed over 

the last ninety years. The post-World War II period in particular shows 

an increase in the Sinhalese population with a corresponding decrease in 

the Tamils (see Table 1). The Sinhalese, who were 66.9 percent of the 

population in 1881 comprise 71.9 percent in 1971. The Tamil population 

declined from 24.9 percent to 19.8 percent during the same-period. The
 

Hoor and Malny populations have remained relatively stable over the ninety
 

year span.
 

As shown in Table 1, the division into subgroups from 1911 on 

gives a more specific picture of this change. The Kandyans accounted for 

most of the increase in the Sinhalese population, and the Indians accounted 

for the Tamil decrease. The decrease in the Indian loor positJon is almost
 

exactly matched by the increase in the Ceylon Moors.
 

Official sources claim that migration is largely responsible for
 

the actual decrease of the Indian Moors and for the relntive decline of 

the Indian Tomils (Department of Census and Statistics, 1974:46). However,
 

in the former case they admit that the reduction is also due to a.number 

of Indians counting themselves as Ceylon Moors. Change in identity among 

the Tamils is raised as a possibility by Dr. Mukul K. Ucy (1965:48).
 

Furthermore. Sarkcr (1957:i94) claims that the increase in the Sinhalene 

race may not be etLirely due to natural population incrense, 3ut may be 

partly due to ",.onversion" from other races. Tius. aid (fgures usigr 

census data as a racial classification must be viewed with some skepticism. 



.Table 1
 

Ethnic Distribution of the Population of Sri Lnnka:1881-1971
 

1881 1911 1946 1953 

Sinhalese 66.9 66.1 69.4 69.3 

.ow Country 41.8 43.6 42.8 

Kaindyan 24.3 25.8 26.5 

Tam ils .24.9 25.8 22.7 22.9 

Ceylon 12.9 11.0 10.9 


*Jtidian 12.9 11.7 12.0 

Hoors 6 Htalays 7.0 6.8 6.4 6.6 

Ceylon floors 5.7 5.6 5.7 

Indian floors 0.8 0.5 0.6 

* alays 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 

Source: Dcpartment of Census and Statistics, 1974:44.
 

1963 

71.0 

42.2 

28.8 

1971 

71.9 

42.8 

29.1 

22.k 

11.0 

11.6 

19.8 

ll.i 

8.7 

6.7 

5.9 

0.5 

0.3 

7.0 

6.5 

0.2 

0.3 
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The rate of urbanization of all groups except the Indian Tamil has
 

The Moors and Halays are
increased significantly since 1963 (see Table 2). 


still the most urbanized group, while only 6.7 percent of lhe Kandyan
 

urban-
Sinhalese are urbanized. The only group that has not increased its 


10 percent urbanized.
ization rate is the Indian Tamils, whc are less thati 


The most significant migration to the urban centers has been by the Ceylon
 

Tamils; their urban population has increased 180 percent in less than ten
 

years.
 

The reclacsification of village councils to town councils has
 

in Table 2. One study shows
obviously affected the urban trends, as showi 


that the change in the reclassification of councils in the 1971 census
 

tends to distort the actual trend in urbtnization and reflects spurts of
 

urban growth which in fact did not take place (Gunitilleke, 1973:44). 

When
 

2,000 and above
conversions of the figures are made to include only towns of 


in the urban column, the urbanization rate changes little over time. Whit
 

the ethnic urban rates in Table 2
effect such a conversion would have on 


is difficult to evaluate.
 

In spite of decreasing infant mortality rates. differentials
 

Between 1910/12 and
 between the ethnic groups remain (see Table 3). 


.110. If only

1966, the coefficient of variationi declined from .]30 to 

J945/47 and 1966 arc compared, then a s.light increase In Infant mortality 

rate differentials emerges. 

When Just Sinhalese and Tamils are compared, the gap between them 

reduces to the point where there is little differenc.e 
betwecn their infant. 

mortality rates. The most significant decline in mortality rates has 
been
 

experienced by the Malayi, who in 1910-12 had the highest rate but.by 1966
 

hod the lowest.
 



Table 2
 

Urban Concentration of. Ethnic Groups: 1881-1971
 

1881 1911 1946 1953 1963 1971
 

Sfflialose 5.9 9.6 12.9 12.9
 

Low Country 13.8 18.3 18.5 22.1 28.3
 

Kandyan 2.4 3.8 3.8 3.7 6.6
 

Tamil 13.8 12.6 14.3 15.2
 

Ceylon 15.3 19.3 21.4 12.8 35.1
 

Indian 9.9 9.5 9.7 10.1 9.3
 

floors & KilclyR 28.3 31.4 34.0 33.1 38.9 
 45.3
 

Ceylon Moor 25.1 28.8 28.6
 

Indian Hoor 60.3 64.3 57.0
 

Halay 74.3 72.6 74.8 71.0
 

Sources: 1881-1946 urban; Department of Census .nd Statistics
 
1953 urban; Department of Census and Statistics, 1957:184-5. 
1963 urban; Ccitrnt Bank of Ceylon, 1963:89.
 

1971 urban; Department of Census and Statistics. 1972:1.
 

1881-1871 population figures; Department of Census and Statistics, 1975:3
 



Table 3
 

Ethnic Infant Mortality Rates:- 1910-66
 

1910/12 1945/47 
 1966
 

Sinhalese 190 124 48
 

Tamils 229 130 50
 

Hoors 237 143 55
 

Malays 262 113. 42
 

V = .130 .098 .110
 

Sources: Sakar, 1957:200; Vital Statistics, 1966:182
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Education
 

The index of educational attainment in TAble 4 and Chart 6 shows
 

that between 1963 and 1973 the level of education. rose for all groups except
 

the Ceylon Tamil. The latter experienced a slight reduction in achievement
 

The Malays made the greatest advance in educational attainment; the
level. 


Indian Tamils madethe least. The overall picture shows that the ethnic
 

dispersion of educational achievement has really not been redistributed.
 

When educational attainment is broken down into different levels of educa

tion, we find there has been very little change in achievement levels. The
 

only exceptions to this are primary school students and those who hove passed
 

GCE examinations; these people have made significant movements toward greater
 

educational equality.
 

The Kandyan Sinhalese made the most significant improvement in
 

literacy rates during the years 1953-63. (The census survey defines an
 

improvement in literacy by a decline in the percent of population who
 

have not attended school--see Table 4.) The Moors and Malays also made
 

substantial improvement in eliminating illiteracy, but this was more 
even

ly spread over the twenty year period. The literacy rate of the Indian
 

Tamils increased from 1963-73, but not enough to bring them within range
 

of the other groups.
 

When the secondary education and the secondary diploma levels are
 

examined, the Low Country Sinhalese are shown to have made the
 

greatest advance. Next come the Kandyan Sinhalese, the Moors and Malays,
 

the Ceylon Tamils, and last, the Indian'Tamils. Not only are the Indian
 

Tamils last, but their rate of advance over the twenty year period is
 

significantly below the other four groups.
 



Table 4 

1953-73
Educational Attzinm-ent by Ethnic Group: 


Index of Education Attained
 

1963 1973
 

Kanyvan Sinhalese 3.07 3.71
 

Low Country Sinhalese 4.00 4.57
 

3.56 3.52
Ceylor Ta=ils 


1.68 1.89
Indian Tazils 


::oors 
 2.80 3.23
 

:aleys 4.62 5.66
 

V - .576 .583 

Edlucational Attainment
 

Passed GCE/SSC Vigher Education
Primary Secondary
No Schooling 


1953 1963 1973 1953 1963 1973 2953 1963 1973
 
1953 1963 1973 1953 1963 1973 


2.3 4.7 0.7 0.7 0.5
16.9 23.0 1.1 

Kandvan Sinhalese 46.5 38.4 33.6 43.0 41.7 38.2 8.7 


4.3 7.4 0.8 1.3 1.0

39.3 35.8 12.8 24.5 29.9 1.2 


Lo.w Country Sinhalese 34.3 30.0 25.9 50.8 


4.2 3.8 1.8 2.2 0.6
 
41.3 8.3 18.4 20.8 0.8 


Ceylon Tz=ils 38.3 36.0 33.5 50.8 38.9 


0.1 0.6 0.86.6 5.6 
60.5 :60.7 51.5 35.9 31.8 42.1 3.6 


-Indian Tamils 

0.4
3.5 1.3 0.4 -. 722.0.3. .52.87•-"""535888
5.5 15.3 .19.6 760 


Moors and Malays 49.8 42.2 36.9 43.1 39.1 39.6 

760 .537 .588 .. 885 . 
V - .224 .281 .259 .140 .098 .064 .450 .395 .448 

Source: Cehtrai Bank-of Ceylon, -1974:32
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Table 4 shows the percentage of each group which attended higher 

education, Except for the Moors and alays, all four groups moderately 

increased their university attainment level from 1953-63. For the period
 

1963-73, however, the trends-are in the opposite direction, with all
 

•groups.expericncing a decline in higher educational training. The most
 

clear example of this decline is the Ceylon Tamils, whose training in
 

universities dropped from 2.2 percent to 0.6 percent in just ten years.
 

The other percentage trends were not nearly so drastic.
 

An entirely different story is found when enrollments and admis

sions to universities are examined (see Table 5). Here the Sinhalese, 

taken as one group, are steadily increasing their dominance at the univer

sity level. In the beginning, however, they were underrepresented. In
 

1946 they comprised 69.4 percent of the population, but only 61.7 percent
 

of the UniversiLy of Ceylon enrollment. While their proportion in the 

population remained much the same, they increased their proportion in 

admisdions to all universities in Sri Lanka to 81.9 percent in 1973. The
 

Ceylon Tamils experienced a reverse trend, i.e., moved from overrepresenta

tion to inderrepresenLation. Their percentage of the enrollment dropped
 

from 29.4 percent in 1946 to 14.1 percent in 1974, while their proportion
 

in the population fluctuated from 22.9 percent to 19.8 percent over the 

samc period of Lime. The oors nd Malny, on the other hand, have nlw;iy4 

becn underreprcScnteld in the university system. 

Table 6 shows university enrollments from n different perspective. 

Here, the enrollment of each ethnic group ns n percentage of the ethnic 

group's 20-24. year-old sector for 1946 through 1963 is shown. The results 



Table 5
 

University Enrollment by Ethnic Group 1942:-1974
 

University of Ceylon Enrollment 

Sinhalese 

1942 57.4 

1946 61.7 

1949 60.4 

1951 60.9 

1953 60.2 

1955 59.8 

1957 60.0 

1959 62.4 

1961 71.4 

1963 75.2 

1965 78.1 

Admissions to all Universities 

Sinlilose 

1969/70 806 

1970/71 81.1 

1971/72 83.2 

1973 83.2 

1974 81.9 

Tnuils 


32.0 


29.4 


32.1 


33.0 


33,7 


34.5 


34.7 


33-5 


25.5 


22.2 


19.1 


in"Sri Lnka
 

Tomlis 

0.7' 


15.2. 


14.1 


. 

14.2 

Sources: Jnyasuriya, 1965:147; DL.$Siva, .1974:172-3.

.. .. . ........
 

Hoors/llolays 

2.7

2.8
 

; 2.2 

2.1 

1.7
 

2.2.
 

.'2.0 

2.1
 

I.
 

1.5,
 

2.0
 

Hoors/IaloyR 

3.4 

3.1
 

2.2
 

2.1'. 

3.6
 



"Thbl. 6
 

University o Ceylon. nrollment as'a"Percentage
 

of tile 20-24 Year'r' Old Popultitio: 1946-63
 

1946 1953 1963
 

Sitnhalese' .2 .3 .7
 

Tamils .3 .5 .6'
 

iHooru/Hatays .1 . .2
 

Sources: j.y.isrlyn, 1965:147; Department'of Census and Statistics,1952:59-80,",
 
1959:644 and 1967:23'
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,stibs.tant.ate the trends indicated in Table.5; The Sinhalese made. the 

"ost-sigilificlnt.:andvinces: in hAigher :education, primari ly between 1953-63. 

The.,kquestion of tle comparability of enrollment to admission. figures
 

,must'be..raised.-The only year for which a direct ethnic comparison can be
 

made is 1950 (Strauss,'1951:133). Furthermore. tie: Sinhalese .imd the
 

Tamil's are.the only groups whic h can be compared. Nonetheless, it. can be
 

seen that admiss4ion figures may exaggerate-the proportion of Sinhalese.
 

For example, 59.8 percent of the University of Ceylon student body were
 

Sinhalese, 66.6 percent of the.admissions were Sinhalese; and while 32.9
 

percent of the student body were Tamil, 24.5 percent of admissions were
 

Tamil.
 

In 1974, a-brnnch of the University of Sri Lanka was established
 

ii the northcrn portion of the country, a Ceylon Tamil area (Pakemnn,1975:6 40).
 

1974.
This makes it particularly important to obtain university figures after 


Jayasu-
Another distribution to consider is enrollment by faculties. 


They show that the only
riya (1965:91) gives such figures for 1964 only. 


area where the Sinhalese were overrepresented was in arts, oriental studies
 

and law. They were underrepresented in science, engineering, medicine, and
 

The Ceylon Tamils exhibited exactly
.agricultural and veterinary sciences. 


The Moors atd Halays maintained a proportional repthe reverse pattern. 


reseptation in all'faculties.•
 

Occupation,.
 

therie are no pul inhcd figures on the eLthnic occtpa-
Unfnrtuntc ly, 

tinbal structure. What will'-bd given here are unemployment rates by ethnic
 

groups.
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a period from1953 tjirougi"The Unemployment rates in-Table 7 cover 

1973. lihe rate of unemployment is shown together with"Lhe percentage oft.. 

unemployment in cach ethnic group's population. The coef ficient. of "vari

ation produces contrary results for the groupings. -While 
it s1ows increasing

ly inequal dispersion when unemployment is considered as a percentage of the
 

work force, the coefficient also shows decreasing skewness when considered"
 

as a percenitage of the ethnic population.
 

Looking at the ethnic proportions within the work force .from 1953-63,
 

there was a decline in unemployment for all .groups except the Ceylon Tamils
 

and Hoors and MAlays. While the countrywide unemployment rate decreascd
 

by 2.8 percentage points, the Ceylon Tamil unemployment increased by 3.2.
 

Here there
In 1973 the countrywide unemployment 	rate shot up to 24 percent. 


The Halays rate of unemployment went
 were unequal distribution patterns. 


up more than four times that of the rest. Although less drastic, the rate.
 

titan for the

for the Low Country and Kandyan Sinhalese increased more 


The entire period between 1963 and 1973 indicates an nlarming
Tamils. 


trend of rapid unemployment for all groups.
 

The increase in the Malay unemployment rate is so drastic that its
 

It may also be asked how valid the survey.

validity must be questioned. 


results'are. A survey-by'the Central Dank of Ceylon in 1973.yielded the.
 

24.0 percent rate of unemployment upon which we have based 
the abo.ve dis

rate of fiicmploy-w

However, a.separate survey shows a 13.7 perceitt
cussion. 


ment-for the same year (Wijewardana, 1975:32).
 



Table 7
 

1953-73
UneMployment by Ethnic Group: 


As a % of Work Force
As 'a of Population 


it the Ethnlc Groupin the Uthnic Group 

1973
1953 1963
1953' 1963 1973 


15.6 12.7 23.0
7.0
Kandyan Sinhalese 5.3 3.6 


5.4 10.6 18.9 17.5 30.0
 
Low Cou'ntry Sinhalcse 6.9 


Ceylon Taxils 5.3 8.4 11.6 17.7

3.2 3.5 


12.3
17.8 6.7
12.8 3.7 6.3
Indian Tamils 


14.9 21.3
5.4
5.5 4.0
Hoors 
 15.9
 
2.8 43.5
0.7 11.2
-Halays 


.252 .490

V n .762 .534 .571 .444 

Central Dank of Ceylon, 1974:38; 1954:11.
Source: 
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Income
 

A number of studies have concluded that incoose distitution,,in
 

Sri Lanka is becoming more equal. ",ayavardins (1974:274), for example, 

shows that the Gini coefficient dropped from .46 in 1953 to .35 in 1973. 

Ulowever, when Income distribution between the ethnic groups is compared,. 

the trend is the reverse. The coefficient of variation for redian incomes 

shows a rising inequality (see Table 8). The coefficient for median tncomes 

was .216 in 1953 and .302 in 1973. Over this period, the" ankings of:the* 

ethnic groups remained fairly stable, except that the Lcm? Country Sinhalese 

rose from third to second place, pushing the Ceylon Tamils down in 1963. 

For mean incomes, this switch between the Low Country Sinhalese and Ceylon 

Tamils did not become evident until 1973. 

The rates of change in the median incomes vary from group to
 

group and from one time period to the next. During the first period.,
 

1953-63, the rates of increase were more or less evenly distributed, al

though the Muslims and the Low Country Sinhalese had a slightly higher-rate 

of improvement. However, in 1963-73, the rate of increase of the, two 

Sinhalese groups was substantially greater than the other groups. The 

Sinhalese are fast catching up with the economicallynet effect is that the 

and Halays. It is also true tlhat tle Tamtils'advanced position of the Hoors 


economic, position is slipping, espcclilly the Indian Tanmils whose income
 

sta't11fl J.s wur~ttI11tg. 

"Table 8 shows the intra-etilnic titcome distribution and its rates. 

The ratio of .'lled Ian to Pn(-. hicomc.of change liv the Lwety-yenr pcrind. 

or
is used as a substitute for the.Gini coefficient since sufficient dat'a 


foi" th" three time periods.computifng the coefficient were not ava.ilable 



Table 8 

Ethnic Group Income
 

lctcr-ethnic Income of income Receivers 	(Re per 2 mo,,ths) 

HcanMed ian 

1953 1963 1973
1953 1963 1973 


232 292 521

Low Country Sinhalese "147 199 	 425 


376 181 218 422
Kandyan.Sinhalee 132 146 


Ceylon Tamils 166 198 385 249 327 470
 

122 148 225
96 119 180
Indian Tamils 


470 411 414 670

Moors and Halays 175 259 

V - .216 .296 .302 .452 .364 .412 

Tntrn-ethnic Iticn* c Dstribtton: 

Income of Income Receivers*
Ratio of-lcdian to Mcan 

Percentage Chnnge: 1953-19731953 1963 1973 


Low Country Sint.alesc 63.4 68.2 	 81.7 29.0
 

20.4
 
Kandyan Sinhnleee 74.0 67.0 	 89.1 


22.9
 
Ceylon Tamils 66.7 60.6 	 81.9 


1.7
78.7 79.7 80.0
Indinn Tamils 


Moors and Maloys 42.6 62.6 70.2 64.7
 

V 	 .139 .111 .084
 

This ratio Jn used as n proxy for skewness measuremcnt.
" 


central Bank of Ceylon, 1964(it):88; 1974:83-4; Abtey.ekcra.. 1976:214.
-our.ces: 
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The median/mean ratio hould be interpreted the reverse of the Gini, i. e.,
 

the higher the numerical number in the ratio, the less inequality is'shown.
 

Here, a trend of increasing equality within each group is indicated. The
 

overall dispersion ratio decreased from .139 in 1953 to .084.in 1973. Yet,
 

the rate at which each group is progressing towards intra-group equality
 

differs. The Moors and Malays have shown the most change, with the Low
 

Couatry Sinhalese second and the Indian Tamils last.
 

Unfortunately, the sanguine picture of increasing equality within
 

the ethnic groups is not replicated when measures other than the co

efficient of variation are used. Quartile deviations for 1963 and 1973
 

produced different results, especially for 1973 (Central Bank of Ceylon,
 

1964(a):87; 1974:83). These deviations show a closer correlation between
 

the increase in income and the increase in within-group inequality. When
 

the quartile deviation average between 1963 and 1973 is compsred, increasing
 

inequality is demonstrated. Therefore, the results of the ratio and the
 

conclusions of increasing within-group equity drawn from the rAtio results
 

are suspect.
 

Conclusions
 

The data for Sri Lanka shows that both Low Country and Kandyan
 

Sinhalese have advanced in educational and economic areas, especially in
 

the last ten years. The Ceylon Tamils, who had been ahead, ceded their
 

position in economics and education, and advanced only in the health area,
 

i.e., lower infant mortality rates. Both Tamil groups appeared-to-be
 

protected from the full effect of the high unemployment rates. However,
 

the Indian Tamils lost ground in every other are&. The-Moors and Malays
 

made some progress in the educational and economic areas, except that the'
 

Malays appeared to be particularly hard-hit by uneploymnt. (See Charts
 

7-11 for theeducational and economic progress of the different *ethnic groups.)
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In short, the trends do point to a certait: level of socioeconomic
 

redistribution: the within-group differences are hecoming more equal while
 

the intergroup gap is growing. (Chart 18 shows the extent of ethnic con-


This increase in the between-group differentials is
vergence in Sri Lanka.) 


largely a function of the advancing position of the Sinhalese and the
 

stagnant situation of the Tamils.
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ISRAFI..
 

blicaography 

A'numherA of observers-have claimed that tie Oriental popultion.of'-raiel 

is.rapidly outpacing the number of Western Jews in Israel, yct the' West.ern.. 

culture"remains dominant. Oriental Jews arcthose who originate from Asin or 

Africa, and most are Scphardi. The Western Jews are those who originate from 

Europe.or America; most are Ashkenazi.. 'Unfortunately, officially published 

dats.for Jews in Israel is given by continent of birth rather than by ethnic
 

group. Three groups are listed: Asia-Africa, Europe-America. and Israel. The
 

continent of birth of [nthern of Israeli-born is not always shown. Therefore,
 

ethnic proportions for this group cannot. always be given. However, ethnic
 

divisions correHpond closely to the continent Of birth for the otI.er two
 

groups. In this tcxt, when breakdowns within the .Israeli-born have not bectn
 

given, Oriental will refer only to the Asia-African foreign-horn, and Ashkenazim
 

will refer enly to the European-American foreign-born.
 

1971 figures for the birthplace of the fathers of Israeli-born 

available. From those, it can be.computed that 52.1 percent of nil Jews living 

-i Israel were Oriental, and 43.9 percent were Ashkenazi. (Central h1ureau of 

Statistics, 1973b:23-4). 

_-,The proportions,givei for the Jewish.population in Th1ble I do not ref lect 

From t'his dat'a, it-can. be seen that 0he proportionithe.origin of the fath er. 


of the Israel i-iorn .lewlsh population grew hetween 194R-72. Thc prolPort ioni.c'f
 

born
European-Amercean-buros ,Jews dropped to a,l.u'vel: lmill r..to thIL (if.Ivwt4 

In'Asia and Africa. The chnngc in proportions. is. due. not Only to d f (erent Ia Is 

in birth and death rates, but also to the.'fact.tiit the periods of largc-.ca Ilc 

immigration differed. The Ashkennzicome'first, the Orleinl lIasL,
 

http:largc-.ca
http:Europe.or
http:popultion.of


""Popu.1i inn:.andUrban Conc'crat ion nf 'Ettic Crtop 

.At4e111st'Poi'ui!ation',(Z)in Israe': 1948-1972 

of Brth . 1948 1951 1954 1960 1964 1972
Contifnent 


25.5 	 21.1
:As ia-Atrica 	 '8;0 24.6 23.9 24.5 


28.3 	 23.2
.Eurdpe-Aierica 45.0 41.8 37.0 31.1 

27.9 	 34.9 40.8
'Isracl 29.1' 22.7 33.3 


Ethnic Urban Concentration (2): 1953-1971
 

Contincnt of Birth 
 1953* 	 1971
 

Asia-Africa 59.2 90.9
 

Europe-Amcrica 79.0 94.1
 

Israel 79.5 95.9
 

94.4Father born in Asia-Africa 


97.2
.ather-born in Europe-America 

97.9Father born in Isrnel 

* Urban definition changed in 1957. 

Source's: 	 orptilntirn: Stutistical AbstroIct of Isra'l. 1974:22.
 
Urban: Central Bureau of Stntistics, 1955:16, and 1973:23-4.
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I".
The urban concentration for each-group is also'sh6i"ni Tale.T The.
 

.
concentration for all groups has risen.. By 1971, more than:90 percent *of.the

entire Jewish population lived in urban areas. Nonetheless. sliRht differ-i
 

ences between echnic groups persist.
 

This table does not give data on the different types of urban settlements,
 

This could be an important pattern to analyze, since it is claimed that the
 

type of urban settlement strongly affects the social and economic conditions
 

of the inhabitants. In 1961, Seymour Spilerman (1976:789) pointed out that'
 

more than 66.0 percent of the foreign-born living in development towns were
 

from the Oriental areas. Those born in Europe and America were the majority
 

of the foreign-born in the main cities, the suburbs and the veteran settlements
 

During the period covered by Table 1, the definition of"urban" changed
 

in Israel (Davis, 1969:302). The first time the new definition.was used was
 

in 1957. Thus, the figures for 1953 are not necessarily comparable to the
 

remaining ones.
 

Table 2 shows the life expectancy differentials over an eighteen-year
 

period. In view of the fact that battlefield deaths have been subtracted from
 

the computations, the advances in life expectancy have been surprisingly low
 

for all groups. From the data shown, it would seem that the Western group
 

has made the greatest advance. Nonetheless, the spread between the two ethnic
 

groups has been reduced from .042 to .035.
 

Education
 

In their study of ethnic inequalities in Israel, Smooha.and Peres (1975:7
 

argue that the ethnic educational-gap has been reduced in the last decade, but
 

the price has been a reduction in the quality of education. Only. Lhe issue of
 

educational equality will be examinid in this text. Looking.at the within group
 

distribution of educational attainment -between 1961 and 1971in Table'3,and Chai
 



Table 2
 

Life Expectancy* 1950-1967
 

Contihent'of Birth. 1950/51 1954/55 1958/59 


Asi. h-rtca
 

m.le 47.1 
 48.7 49.0 


female 49.1 49.7 49.6 


Lurope-America
 

47.6 48.6
male 47.4 


female 49.5 
 49.7 50.5 


Israel 

male 52.3 48.9 

female 53.5 51.6 

V - .775 .042 .023 

*Life Expectancy ad age 25.
 

Central Burcau of Statistics, 1973(b):124.
Source: 


1962/63 1966/67 

49.1 

49.3 

48.2 

49.8 

48.9 

50.5 

48.7 

51.3 

49.5 

52.2 

.027 

49.7 

52.9 

.035 



Table 3
 

Percentage Distribution of Yearo of Schooling
 

of Persons Aged 14 and over: 1961 & 1971
 

1971
1961 


Asi-Arrica Europc-Ancrica

Abin-Arrica Europe-America
Ye.rs of 


V Origin Oririn V

Schooling Origin Origin 


2.4 1.152

3.2 1.153 23.5
31.5
0 


8.3 .02!
 
7.6 .200 8.6
10.1
1-4 


32.4 .08;

.032 36.4
37.9
36.2
5-8 


.26:
38.5
38.5 .473 26.5
19.2
9-12 


12.8 .877 5.0 18.4 .73
 
3.0
13+ 


9.3 .25 
5.4 8.6 .302 6.5 


Median 

.792
.726
.878
V - .789 


Smooha and Peres, 1975:69.
Source: 
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it can be seen tlat tie rap has been reduccd. The eductiutial mediaii Ilnws 

that though the OrJuntals are still behitd, their rate of advance has been 

greater than th.t of the Western group. The Oriental achievement advances have 

occurred with students who had 9 years or more of formal education. The 

differences between the two groups with 8 years and less did not chringe hetween 

1961-71. This means that for the Orientals, prugress is only being made-at the
 

higher levels of eductLion.
 

Table 4 shows secondary and university enrollments. At the secoidary
 

level, the trend of increasing equality shown in educational atLailimet is
 

supported by increasing equality in educational enrollment. The coefficient of
 

variation decreases in magnitude, and a look at the actual percentages also
 

shows a reduction in the gnp, from .536 to .375. However, it should be noted
 

that the rate of advance for the Oriental group was higher between 1963/64
 

through 1966/67, thnu it was for 1966/67 through 1969/70.
 

At the university level, the enrollment figures support the educational
 

attainment results. The coefficient of variation shows a reduction in
 

inequality, particularly b~tween 1964/65 through .1969/70; atcr that, the
 

decrease is small. Nonetheless, the period between 1964 and 1973 shows that
 

accessthe Ashkenazi Jews had anywhere from between five to seven times the 

to higher education compared to the Orientals, a -igntficcnit difrereuce.
 

Interestingly enough, the amount of change for the Orientals is approximately
 

!the same, whethcr horn in Asia or Africa or in Israel of Orieutnal parentr.e. 

On tit. otlher Ivtd, 1l1w forelrgi-burn, rc.ird less or etiltlic orIgIn showed 

proportionately higher Licreases thnn the Israeli-born. 

Occupltion.
 

Contradictory findings appear when occupational mobility has been analyzed
 

in his study on social mobility,.poilts
by scholars. For example, Lissak (1969), 




Table 4
 

Students Attending Secondary and University 
ducation
 

Percentage of 

Secondary E.ducation: 1963-70*
 

1969/70
1963/64 1966/67 


44.5
37.9 

Aoian/Arican Origin 27.3 


76.6
68.6 

European/American Origin 60.6 


.375
V - .536 .408 


Higher Education: 1964-73h*
 

1964/65 1966/67 1969/70 1971/72 1972/73
 

2.5 2.8

1.6 2.0


Father Asian/Afrlcan Born 
2.5 


13.8
12.6 13.4
10.7 12.5

Fattier Europe/American Born 


1.9 2.0
1.1 1.6 

Asian/African Born 0.8 


9.7 9.3
7.6 9.8 

European/American Born 5.4 


8.7 
5.2 6.1 7.5 8.6 

Father Israel Born 


.'671

V ' .828 .785 .692 .681 

s.m .ime' ;iiid origin.
peers, i.e., percelt.agc of those of 

r ercetiaie of their of birth ofithe coItincnti 
Iorn pupils nrc classified according 

to 

ThLe Tsr lcl 
their fnthers.
 

oin Lhe 20-29 year old ettilc polUdLiuLO.
p arc based*elceilLagcs 

Report, ol the ConmitLec on In~come I)istrihijt l.ild,i Soci1l lneq".I Lty. 3 9 7 1 

Sources: 

Israel, 1973:6"6; Statistical Abstract of 

28-29; St:atlsttcal Abstract of 


Israel, 1976:616.
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to petietrate the higher. occupationaIout that Oriental Jews have been able 

a trend of downward mobility for the younger
categories. At the same time, 


What impact these trends have had on
Oriental generation has been shown. 


The summary

overall redistribution is a question to which we must now turn. 


on
inter-ethnic distributions hive been shown. measures for intra-CLhitic and 

intra-ethnic distribution
Table 5. The results of the Delta Indexes for the 


show that the host significant occupational redistribution took place within
 

Nearly 34 points of redistribution occurred between
 the Oriental group. 


1954 and 1974. The other two groups show considerably less cumulative mobility
 

in the 
over the same pcrtndl. The inter-ethnic cemparisons show aidecline 

delta magnitude between 1954 and 1974 for all but the Israeli-born/Westeri
 

groups. This decline can be interpreted as showing a movement 
towardR greater
 

Wtien Oricntal
in the ethnic occupational strtjcture.
equality (or similarity) 


that there has been a decline of
find
and Israeli-born Jews are compared, we 


A comparison between the distribution of OrienLls 
and Western
 

11 points. 


two points over the twenty-year period. Occupational

Jews shows only a decline of 

differences betwecn Western and Israeli-born JewR have been increased by Just
 

In other words, these figures show that the progress of the
 
over one point. 


the lant twenty years has been one of caLchi"S up with the Israeli-

Oriental in 


between
only slight progress in closing the gap
born. The Ortentals have made 

the Western Jews.
themselves and 


Ctholir5 shows occupatioi.at categories. by
The lower portion or Table 

We find that at all occupational levels, the Oriental 
1954 and 1974.
group for 


the Sabras thaii with, thC.
 
greater progress in catching up with

Jews have made 

Jews has diminished
the gap between Oriental and Weutern

Ashkeiazim. iowever, 

levels, except for the service and nkilled occupations.
at all 


http:occupatioi.at


Table 5
 

1954-1974
'Eithin-Group Compzrisons: 


Jewish E-loved ?ersons
De'ta .Idexes for 


1954-74
 

23.1
Askenazim 


33.9
Orien'tal 


18.5
Israeli Born 


Each Period: 1954 &1974
 
:1eia Indexes for Between Group Comparisons at 


*Index-:Between: 
1954 1974 

Israeli Born and Oriental 
37.3 26.6 

Israeli Born and Ashkenazim 
11.8 13.4 

Oriental and Ashkenazim 
29.2 27.3 

Table 5 continued on the next page.
 



Table 5 (continued) 

Occubational Structure: Jewish Emoloved Persons 

1954 1974 

Total Israel Oriental Ashkenazi= Total Israel Oriental Ashkenaz. 

Total (in thousands) 474.4 56.6 119.5 292.3 989.1 46.4 398.6 544.1 

Scientists,. Professionals,. 
Technicians, etc. 10.4 14.6 3.4 12.4 19.6 22.4 9.6 26.8 

Adinistrators, Managers, 
Officials, Clerical, etc. 16.3 23.1 7.3 18.7 21.8 30.1 17.3 24.4 

':z.-hants and ..Slespeople 

Service Workers 

10.4 

8.5 

6.0 

6.2 

9.1 

12.0 

11.7 

7.5 

8.0 

11.9 

8.4 

9.2 

6.7 

17.3 

9.0 

8.2 

armers and Agricultural 
Workers 13.5 1.1.3 22.6 10.2 5.5 5.0 5.8 5.3 

Skilled Workers in Industry, 
Cons==uction, Crafts &.Transport 

Uts'Ailled. *orkers 

28.2 

12.7 

33.4 

5.4 

23.1 

22.5 

29.3 

10.2 

27.9 

5.3 

22.7 

2.2 

35..5 

7.8 

22.8 

3.5 

Total' 1007 100% 100% 1002 1CO 100". 100 100:" 

Source::Etzioni,. 1977:149. (for all of Table 5) 
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limtILd time period is eCamined (1961-70),a'd When the
:..Wllen..A..morc 

.a dIfferent

Jwjshlale population is.broken down by immigration pcriod, 


Table 6 shows the between and within group deltas 
picture"begins to emerge. 

from 1961-70 by period of immigration. The withingroup
[or.Jewish malcs 

rate of occupational redisLributton for thusc della scores show a much higher 

those who immigrated before 1948 for both 
who immigrated during 1948-60, than 

scores are relatively similar).European andAfro-Asian Jews (their delta 


for those
 
The between group scores rcveal that the differences are hlighest 

lowest for the before 1948 immigrants.

who have iwaigrated since 1961, and 


gap betwcen Oriental atid Aslikenazim males
 
The fig~ires also reveal that the 

immigration have increased substantially, while 
the gap

for all periods of 


Once again this supports

Oriental and Israeli born Jews has declined.
hetween 

in
 
the contention tlut the occupational gains the Oriental Jews have 

made are 

the Sabras, not with the Ashkenazi Jews.
catching up with 


ethnic group between 1968 and 1972.are displayed

Unemployment rates by 

overall figures indicate that unemployment differ, significnntly
in Table 7. The 

between ethnic groups, but Lhat the gap between Oriental and Western groups ias
 

waR so great that it
of the Oriental unemployment rate

narrowcd. The reduction 


in 1968, and the rate remalnued lower
 
went below thbet of Lte lsrali-burt 

tlhrO'ugh 1972. 

there were ethmic ioequalitics within 
1his raises the quction of whether 

the 1971 ccnsus would tndicate that there 
the. Israell-born group. t'itures from 


1973r.:12). While the itlempiloywalt rate

Stnt 1st ics,were (CetiLral hitreau- of 

I-rdcl i-bori't waM .1 in 1971, the unemploymeo.t rate of Lh,18C wilh1 fathers r all 

for those with fathcrs born in Israel, 3.6; 
born in Europe or America was 4.0; 


of unemploymentand Africa, the ratewith faLhers born in-Asiabut.fror those 


force.
was 10.9 percent of that group's labor 



Table 6
 

belta Indexs-l(or within Group Comparisons by Imigrant Period:1961-70
 

Jewislh EmpjEy,' raLcs
 

immigration Period: 1961-70
 

Oriintal:
 

up toL,1947 14.5
 

between 1948-60 20.8
 

Ashkenaz im
 

up to 1947 T 13.9
 

between 1948-60 23.6
 

9.1
Israel Born. 


Delta Inldexes (or bcLween group Comparisons by Immlgration'Period: 1961. 1970
 

Immligratioi Periods: Up to 1947 Between 1948-60 Sitice 1961 

1961 1970 1961 1970 1970 

Oriental & Ashkcnazim 37.4 52.4 27.7 36.3 41.4 

Oriental 6 Irael tlri 29.2 28.9 46.6 39.7 58.0 

Ashkenazim & Israel Born 25.2 34.4 29.9 14.9 26.9 

Sources: Labor Force"Surveys, 1972:162.
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Income 

literature shows considerable divngreoent-.on t'hcdirection of the •The 


For example, Remba (1973) claims.'that the income
ethnic income gap. 

diffe"ential between Oriental and Western groups vj'dned'substantihl.y 
between" 

the first1950 and 1965, stabilized between 1965 and 1970, ndW narrowed Ito 


few years of the 1970s.
 

chnnge from 1965 throughTable 8 shove the inter-ethnic distributiona, 

1974. Examination of the coefficient of variation' reveals a trend 'toward greater
 

picked up momentum in'the.1970-
74 period.


equality, and that that trend 


drcreasel. In 1965,
Specifically. the gap between 	Orieutal and Western incumes 

the Orientals earned 72 percent of the Western income; by 1970, 73 percent; 

and by 1973, 79 percent. 

Peres (1975:68) have pointed;otit that ethnic gaps in However, Smoohn and 

earnings are less when family 	income is measured (as is the c.se for the 

8) than when indivldunlincome is measured.inter-ethnic figures in Table 


the Orieotal family it larger thal1

The reason (or this li that the size of 

that of the Western grixp. 

Income data on within group patterns was split, Into two periods-

1963-69 and 1971-74--because of the differentcriteria tsed to collect the. 

used in the formier period and 	 paid employees
data: the urban population is 


both' surveya',sedf'Illy incomen as t.he

used in the latter. However, since 

,nit or nnalypis, mime woneful comparisons can'le..,de..,rim. 196J- 9. tht- l.newe 

patterns of both Israeli botiv 	and Oriental JL-ws.bccn'.5i.ni(lconLiy ltifn 

for the A-lkeonzlm, the tnc~m" di spertl,.i: rt,:uluad relit lve Iy11nequ11s1|, Not 	
.. ,." 

the Oriental.and Israeli born 	Jew Incomestable. Within the second period. 


unequal, but. then.tinl rtios (ur 1974distribution pattern became more 

http:divngreoent-.on


Table 7.
 

Uncvploymc .Rates by EtI'nic Group: 1965-72 

1965 1968 1970 1971" 1972 

Oriental 6.6 8.3 5.0. 3.9 3.5 

3.0 1.7.1.5 1.1Ashkenazim 1.8 

Israel Born 5 ._, 9.'7- 6.6. '6.1, " 

v- .519 .329 394 .384 .372 

the employed ethnic population
• Percentages are based on 


Sources: Central Bureau of Statistlics.1973():84 ; .1974:115.
 



Table 8
 

Be'twe-n Group Income Differences: Coefficient of Variance.
 

1965-74 

Average Gross Annual Money income per Urban Employee's Family
 

1974
1970
1968
1965 


26200
8600 10900 13200

Ashkenazim 


9700 20600
7700
6200
Oriental 


13600 27800
 
Israeli Born 91100 11400 


.176 .152
V- .206 .201 


Within Group Income Differences: Gini Coefficient,
 

1963/4-1974 

Urban Jewish Families Empoyees Families 

1963/4 1968/9 1971 1972 1973 1974 

Ashkenazim .204 .212 .273 .266 .261 .229 

Oriental .281 .231 .293 .328 .330 .304 

Israeli Born .267 .152 .143 .161 .176 .143 

63 ; Incorne or EmployeeIsrael,1975:T.2
Sources: Statistical Yearbook or 


8; Empoyce Families income,1972:T.
41; Report of the
 

Families.1976T.3
 

inequality,19 
71:2S
 

Income Distribution-and Social
Committee on 


http:income,1972:T.41
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show a sharp incline toward greater equality. Ashkenazim income, on theother

hand, shows a gradual decline in skewness of income distribution. In fact,
 

all three groups show a substantial shift toward income equality during the
 

period 1973-74.
 

In a separate analysis of the Israeli data, we found that the income
 

distribution becomes more equal the longer the length of stay in Israel. We
 

also found that the income distribution of those with 5-12 years of education
 

was'more equal than that of those who had either little schooling or those
 

with university training.
 

Conclusions
 

In short, there are some encouraging signs in Israel which point to a
 

trend toward a more egalitarian multi-ethnic society. Chart 14 shows the
 

extent of ethnic convergence. The socioeconomic progress of the Oriental
 

Jews has been substantial, especially with length of stay. Although the
 

Israeli government only gives out data by continent of birth, these trends
 

do reflect the extent of ethnic redistribution. The rate of change does
 

differ, however, depending on the variable. Educational 3nd occupational
 

mobility has been relatively steady over the years, but income differentials
 

have only made progress since 1970. See Charts 15-17. The Oriental Jews
 

have made great progress in catching up with the occupational status of the
 

Israeli born Jews: however, they have not made gains on the.Ashkenazi Jews..
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TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO 

DcnKograplhy 

In Trinidad and Tobago there is a pievailing 
belief that demogaphic
 

classification by race only helps to accentuate racial divisions. Before 1946,
 

other ethnic groups
for the East Indians; all 

separate data was collected only 


1946,1960 and
 
were lumped together as the general population. The censuses of 


it has been published. The
 
race, but very little of 
1970 collected data by 


only from officlai publications, but also
 
figures presented hare are not 


to
 
from data published by individual researchers who have had access 


unpublished census and survey material.
 

The ethnic proportions of the population of Trinidad and Tobago
 

Indian population has been
 the top of Table I. The East 
are presented at 

total, only

1970 they comprised 140 percent of the 


increasing steadily. By 


the Black percentage of 43. Questions 
of the reliability
 

slightly less than 


that one
 
figures have been raised, Jack Harewood(1975:98) 

reports

of census 


survey found fewer Indians than recorded in the 1970 census, and a second
 

survey found moie.
 

Urbanization rates by ethnic group are also shown in Table 
I.
 

assess the comparability or the two
 
There is insufficient *.,rormation io 

the differential between
indicate that 

sets of firjures. Nonetheless, they do 


There is no evidence of large-scale movemlent
 
the two groups Is significant 


tlhere exists a gencrally highrc level 
of East Indians to tle.u,han area. where 

of employnient(larcwood,1971:271). 



Table I
 

Ethnic Population of Trinidad and Tobago:1946-70
 

1946 1960 1970
 

Black 116.9 43.3 42.8
 

East Indian 35.1 36.5 40.1
 

60-6 4
 Ethnic Urban Concentration(in percentagcs):19


1960 19614
 

Black 43.6 49.0
 

East Indian 19.9 17.0
 

Sources: Malik,1971:12; Harewood,1975:10 4
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Education and Occupation
 

Malcolm Cross (1973) claimed that there is a greater degree of
 

educational opportunity in Trinidad and Tobago than there is in most other
 

This cannot be verified since educational enrollment
Carlbbean-societies. 


figures by ethnic groups are not reported. Furthermore, the educational
 

questions asked in the censuses have been different each time. What has been
 

published is presented in Table 2. The 1946 figures give literacy differen

tials, and tne 1960 figures give the educational attainment of the working
 

The illiteracy rates of 1946 and the "no education" percentages
population. 


To the extent that they are, however,
of 1960 are not necessarily synonymous. 


for both ethnic groups is shown between 1946 and 1960. The East
improvement 


Indians and Blacks show a considerable reduction in illiteracy rates. The
 

1960 educational attainment figures and Chart 18 indicate that the greatest
 

disparity exists between the number of Blacks and East Indians enrolled in
 

primary schools. The disparity between Indian and Black at the secondary
 

level 	is less. By the University stage, the East Indian has a slight edge.
 

Differences in educational attainment are broken down by occupational
 

categories in Table 3. The delta indexes indicate that the greatest
 

disparity exists between the two ethnic groups in the "other category."
 

This group covers both skilled and unskilled industrial workers as well 

as
 

The coverage is so broad that any conclusions based
agricultural workers. 


on this category are bound to be meaningless. The professional and technical
 

workers are the next occupational group to exhibit high ethnic disparity.
 

Indians are.seen to have ahigher educational attainment,
Here, the Ear. 


but a smaller portion of their group reaches the status level this category
 



Black 

East Indian 

Table 2 

Literacy Rates In Trinidad:1946 

Lilteracy Rate 

10 Years G Over 

90.1 

49.2 

illiteracy Rate 

10 Years G Over 

9.1 

50.5 

Educational Attainment of the Working Population of Trinidad.1.960 

Black 

East Indian 

Ho Education 

2.5 

26.1 

Primary 

87.2 

66.4 

Secondary 

9.8 

6.8 

University 

0.3 

0.4 

Total 

100.0 

Sources: liorewood,1971:2 88 ; Central Statistical Ofrice.195'4:12 
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Table 3 

Educational Attalnment of Occupational Gioups
 

Inter-ethnic Education Differences
 

Delta Indexes:960
 

8.3
Profes-sbOla.. Workers 
AdmiIti 4 ralor% 3.5 
C i ercai.ork~r~r 3.8 

6.1;Coimarcla'l" Wbrkers
Others 
 O8.0
 

Paid Employees by Ethnic Group, Occupation and
 

Educational Attainment:19
60
 

University Total

Occupat ionf, No Education Primary Secondary 

Prorcs'si o'o;. r. 

I nlilea."Workers 
Black .1, 2z.8 33.9 72.6 7.0 

4.3 37.1 78.2 6.7 
East Indian.'.: 0 4 


Administrators', Executives MManagerial Workers
 
.1.1 13.0 0.4
lack "0.2 

10.14 0.60.5 3.0East Indian 


Clerical Workers
 
32.2 8.6 7.2
0.6 3.1
Black 
 7.0
5.6 33.1 8.3
East Indian " 0.2 

Cowiurcial, Financial , Insurance Workers 

Iliock 0.6 -2.11 5.7 - 3.Ii 
0.9 4.60.6 5.0 8.4East IndIan 


Other.Occupatiois'..8
 5..8 82.091.11 77.1
Illack . .. 98.0 

2.2 81.1
 

- 98.8 814.6 i8.4East" Indian. 


.'for
Al I Occtlpal o' o . 

c It Grop. 100.07. 100.Z 100;04, 100.07. 100.0/ 

Source: Ilorcwood.1971:289. 
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is also high.

provides. In the comerclal level, the educatilonal disparity 

Again, the East Indians possess a higher educat'lonal..level 
than do their 

Black counterparts. But unlike the professional'geoup. a higher portion of 

sectors'. 	In the administrative and
in the commercial
East Indians fall 


clerical 	areas, the dissimilarities are less'-severe.
 

A 1967/8 survey, conducted by the Central Statistical 
Office and
 

u6Ilished In an analysis by J. kIarewood(1971). examined the amount 
of
 

this
 
specialized training each group received. table 4 shows 

the results or 


receive considerably less

examination. Regardless or occupation. East Indians 

trsining than Blacks. With less trainlng.'.future mobility ror Indians Is 

likoily to be much slower than for Blacks.-. 

The 1960 distribution of occupation by ethnic group does 
not show
 

the educational
 
any great occupational disparlty, However, given the 

reults or 

attalMent and specialized trainings'figures. the possibility of Incrcasing 

ethnic differentials exists.
 

Incomu
 

the distribution of houseloIJ. income

llenry(1975) foulidtltatR.M. 	 °.. ... .- I 

1957 and 	 1972. He reported that the gini
became sliglitly.more, uscqual betwecn 

.46. Whether this Incrrased inequalityaffected
"h0 to 


Is difficult to ascertain. All
 

coerficient 'rose from 


the same extent
the different ethnic qroups to 


the intra
we are able to cxasise are the Inter-ethnic incomes for 1960 asd 

ethnic gini cootficients for 1971/2. 

Table 5 shows the inter-ethnic group Income by sex and occupatior. 

Overall the Indian 
1he dlnoar'tles In In;jco*e bot e'cn. te ethnic g', tips ivry 


the Balack maie. whereas the
 
u181 earned 74.percent "of kih edin Income of 




Table -4 

Speclallied TralnIng:1967/8,s 

Black Indiana. 

ii F I. 'I 
F , •F 

PressIono'l ;Tccm icaI 
5 Ami~strative 15.6 10.0 12.9 12.5
 

Clerical - 12.0 3.2 

06ir 15.6 16.0 6.5 -


No Training .68.8 62.0 77.4 87.5
 

z Proiortlon of each ethnic group receiving Specialized training. 

Source: Harewood.1971:293.
 



Table 5
 

Inter-Ethnic Group Income: 1960"
 

male. AlIV Paid EmPloYces 


Professional , Technical 


Administrative E Executive 


Clerical' 


Commercial 


Other 


Female- All Paid Employees. 


Professional 
. Technical 


Admi ni strat ive.Execut ivc
,-oT


Clerical 


Cocmerclal 


Other 


,Olack ' 


Median Income 


1014.0 


175.4 


250.0 


152.1 


.95.4 


96.9 


38...4 


144.4 


121.3 


63.5 


31.5 


East Indian
 
Median Income
 

77.0
 

162.2
 

237'5
 

102.5
 

82.9
 

70.3
 

42.0
 

116.7
 

99.1
 

67.3
 

36.O
 

incomes o1" paid employees.
• Medlan ilonthly 


:- NWumbers too srakill. to justify computatiol of median Incomes.
 

Source: Htor6m. 1971:290.
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Indian female earned 109 percent of the Income of the Black fe1ale.
 

Indian male was cooisiderably higher
Nonetheless, the median income of the 


than either female's Income. Within each occupational category,'only the
 

East indian in the female "commercial" sector and the female "other"
 

occupational category earned more than did the Olock. Otherwise, the Black
 

was always ahead or the East Indian. The disparity between males was not
 

as great in the professional, administrative and clerical categories
 

the "other"
as It was for the"other" category. As was stated earlier, 


category is so broad that its descriptive power is poor. Still, the data
 

the Income disparity was fairly substantial In 1960. What
Indicates that 


change and the direction or change that may have taken place after 1960
 

is Impossible to ascertain.
 

but not
Table 6 shovws the distributions within ethnic groups, 


The 1971/2 survey Indicated that the Inta-ethnlc disparity was
 over tJme 


small. However. lienry(1975:10) warns that the inequality within the East Indian
 

rather
 
group may be understated. The survey used geographical divisions, 


the base of the sample frane. Henry's warning appears-to be
than ethnic, as 


well-founded whCn the distribution of poverty Is examinccl(sec Table 6).
 

Indian group is below the poverty line. Iiowever.
A larger proportion of the 


,.any East Indians are farmers.and "tlie more frequent presence of hope produced
 

foods 6Ight have had a mitigating effect among this group"(llcnry.1975:21).
 

Conc lus	ioils
 
"I cnc,w-t of the..daia prcsentid On 1,rinidad,aid loago.are not'.,'
 

over time, no itreni;anals.ys is pdssile. However, the figures. suggest ,tIt,
 

http:itreni;anals.ys


Table 6 

Intra-Ethnic Group Income:1971/2 

Gini coerricient 

19711/2 

Black O.19 

East Indian O:48 

Ethnic Poverty:1971/2
 

7.of Households below poverty Iine
 

32 1
Black 


43.6
East Indian 


Source: Hcnry,1975:25.
 



ethnic differentials do exist. In almost all areas, including primary

education, specialized training, and median incomes, the East Indian is

in a less favorable position. See Charts 19 and 20. Thera are, however,
 

some disturbing trends within the Indian group. The trends suggest that
 

there is a growing gap between the rich and the poor within the Indian
 

community. A proportion of Indians are moving to the urban areas and
 

entering the upper echelons of the occupational structure. At the same time,
 

a majority remain concentrated in rural sectors and are predominantly'poor.
 

There is no evidence that similar patterns are , :urring in the Black
 

community.
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SUMMARY
 

the economic literature, that
It has often been argued,,especially in 


ioclo-economic inequalities in third world countries are 
steadily widening.
 

the starting point of this study which examined the

This contention was 


in four developing countries. The results
 extent of ethnic-redistribution 


of the study show only limited support for the thesis that ethnic inequalities
 

are widening The four countries- Sri Lanka, Malaysia. Trinidad and Israel
 

show no similarities in distribution patterns; each country differs in the
 

linear

and direction of redistribution. Although there is no 
extent 


relationship between economic development and ethnic redistribution,
 

we did find that as one moves up the development ladder, the movement
 

towards greater ethnic equality Increases. For example, in Israel,
 

in Sri
 
there are clear trends towards narrowing the ethnic gap, while 


In between these polar extremes
 Lanka the ethnic differences are widening. 


trends.
 
we have malaysia and Trinidad which represent a mixture 

of both 


The direction of redistribution often depended on whether 
the focus
 

Lanka the lncome distribution
 was on the Inte.- or Intra-ethnic level In Sri 


within each ethiiic had become less skewed over a twenty-year 
period,
 

although at the Inter-ethnic level the.opposite trend emerged. The two
 

a more rapid rate then the Tamils or
 Slnhmlese groups have advanced at 


Muslims, and consequently, the socio-econonlc gap betweenthe Sinhalese
 

and all other ethnic groups widened. In Malaysla, .there 
has been a
 

substantial movement toward creating a more equitable 
multi-ethnic
 

This Is maInly due to the progress of the Malays-vis-a vis
 society 


the other two groups. The Improvedaeducntorill ad occupational 
position
 

of the Malays has not, 'howeveraffected their, economic 
status. Malay
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Income distribution, both between and within. has steadily become more
 

unequal where they have Increasingly fallen behind the other two groups.
 

and have also experienced the highest rate of Income inequality Within
 

the group.
 

In Trinidad and Tobago, the soclo-economic differences between Blacks
 

and East Indians Is relatively small and shows no si.jns of widening.
 

However, there are signs that the distribution within the Indian group
 

is becoming more skewed over time. A small proportion of Indilns are
 

.advancin'g rapidly, both economically and socially, but the bulk of the
 

Indian population remain rural and poor. The trends In Israel, the
on 

other hand, are very encouraging. The progress of the Oriental Jews has 

been significant, especially s'nco 1970 , but the gains they have made 

are in catching up with the Israeli born Jews or Sabras. The ethnic gap 

between the.Ashkenazi and Oriental Jew Is still suibstantial, and there
 

are no signs that this gap will disappear in the immediate future.
 

The distributional trends discussed In this paper suygest some
 

Important policy questions for multi-ethnic developing countries:
 

both Inter- and-Intra-
Firstly, redistributional policies must focus on 


may well be.at the xpense
ethnic levels,-otherwise.the gains athone level 


Lanka Is a go6d example where the government's
of another level. Sri 


have.been relatively successful In.redistributing'
social welfare services 


the wealth between the rich and poor, but this'hascreated a widening
 

ofthe"
ethnic gap. Thls,Widening gap Is obviously one.of the determinants 


Tamils separatist movement. . - ..
 

-
Secondly, the time lag between creating.greater educational and 


nd ethnicl "1

occupational opportunities for certain minority groups 
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income gains is a complex question which needs rurther examination. The
 

greater opportunities gor the Malays. both educationally and occupationally.
 

has.not, as yet, materialized Into Income gains. Similarly, itwas
 

until1970 that the educational and occupational progress of the Oriental
 

Jews made during thel1950's and.60's began to effect the ethnic Income
 

disparities. Host multi-ethnic societies rely heavily on equal opportunity
 

policies which are often assumed to benefit minorities economically.
 

However, the trickle effect may take considerably longer in developing
 

countries than policy makers would lead us to believe.
 

And lastly, Is It more difficult for governments to redistribute 

ethnic wealth in developing countries, given the level or economic 

and political dependency on the International system? The evidence 

In this paper suggests that It Is not really a question of the level 

of economic development that determines the size and pattern of ethnic 

distribution. Rather, it is the policies themselves that determine the 

speed and direction of redistribution. The governmental policies in 

Malaysia , Sri Lanka and Israel have largely been responsibility In 

determining the progress of the Maleys, Sinhalese and Oriental Jews
 

Without such policies, ethnic Inequalities are unlikely to change
 

In conclusion therefore, I would argue that In all multi-ethnic
 

societies where there are significant inequallites, it Is essential that
 

policies are Implemented to close the ethnic gap. This may well mean
 

quota systems which have been relatively sliccessful *inMalaysia. If 

the ethnic gaps are not reduced In the foreseable future, then the
 

Inequalities will inevitably exacerbate sepiratist tendencies;
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