A0GNCY POR MITEANATIONAL DEVELOPUEN T
VAN O TON, B. €. 0000 e

" POR A UIE OWLY pony

BIBLICORAPHIC WPUT SHEET Ui~
PRNIARY . - [ .
1. WE,8CY %vcfomnt and economics - DA00-0000-0000 -
L AN .
riCAYION "G“""."".‘:f"_ o " ! » | ‘ [T
Ethnic socio-economic redistribution; Sri.Lanka, Malaysia, Trinidad and;tobagq‘add;;
S AUTHOMS . G Ve
Grove,D.J.; West,Pat . .,'?"y& ;‘~-'
—GoCeRtNT OATE - Towoussnor pasts % Am — .. ,
1978 - o-. ‘ B ARMC '--‘. y . 'x,
. 12a7 NANE AND AODRE
Rice

2. WPPLENENTARY NOTES (Rpentering Ovganisstion, Pudlichere, A volleditire)

(In frogram of Development Studies. Paper)

. . assTmacT Examines the extent of ethnic redistribution in four LDCs - Malaysia,

Sri Landa, Trinidad and Tobago and Israe
policies designed to equalize ethnic distribution. T
development has tended to converge and diverge at the inter-
has important pelicy ramifications for
economic disparities between groups.

comprising over 90% of the population in each of the four countries,
or a combination therof.

groups

are divided by ethnicity, religion or language,

multi-ethnic societies
This study concentrates on the major ethnic

1 - which have all impleranted governmental
he degree to which ethnic

and intra-group levels

They
Socio-

economic variables included income, education, uccupation and quality of life

fndicators (1ife expectancy and infant mortality rate:
show only limited support for the the
Although there is no linear relations
distribution, as one moves up the development ladder,
ethnic equality increases.
focus was on the inter- or intra-ethnic level.

sis that ethnic 1

The results of the study

aequalities are widening.

hip between economic development and ethnic re-
the movement towards greater
The direction of redistribution often depended on whether
For example, in Sri Lanka the income

distribtution within each ethaic had become less skowed over a twenty year period,

although
trends di-cussed in th

on both inter- and intra-e¢thnic levels.

at the inter-ethnic level the oppocite trend emerged.
1s paper suggest that redistributional policies must focus
The time lag betieen creating greater educa-

The distributional

tional and occupational opportunities for certain minorities needs further

examination. Evidence

economic development that determins the size and
but that government policies determine the speed

suggests that

it is not really a question of the level of
pattern of: ethnic distribution,
and direction of redistribution.
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devg!opmedtu The cxtenl of rcdlstrlbutlon in mulli ethnic deve]oping countrley

‘‘‘‘‘

.-, _- ',

653 become a dcbatable ussue The ;rocess of modernilaliOn and Industrla{ zath
_and the introduction of the welfare stole systcm, are cxpcctcd to brlng about
'nol only grcater.sOCno-economlc equality but also, _nndurectly. grcater.

ethnic equality. Modernization, and more spccuflcally the wclfare state.

has as Its prime goal a more equitable distribution of resources. Hoaevcr;
while welfare state services may raise the standard of tiving of thc;éﬁf{}e
population, and thereby improve the conditions of minority groups o; the

poor, they do not necessarily reduce the socio-economic gaps belween é;hqicf
groups.

For example, there are a number of studies of third world.cogntrics
which reveal that the initial stages of economic growth exacerbate fncoﬁé
inequalftles(Adclman and Morris,1973;Chenery et 81,1972;Fishlow, 1972i
Arndt,1975; Paukert,1973; Swany,1967; He}skoff.l970;'Hells.l97b). These
studles show that the process of economic growth shifts the incomé distributio
from the richest § percent to the top 20 percent of lﬂc POP°|atiOn,.bul o
little or no income fllters down to the poorest 60 percent, Sumularly. tﬁé
dependency literature argues that the capitalist/industrial world systcm has
;pcnctralcd third world countics to such'an extent (hai‘lhcfr c;pnom-gs:arc
marked by severe s'ructural duslortnon and the.pcr5|slcnce. cvén'lnéfcb;e.

of economic ancqualmes(cirl-rng.lsn;_.c..nung.tgn Amin,1973;" Rub-nson..
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1976 Santos 1970) Progresslve poiucibs deslgned to redtstrlbute wealth from

‘. XA

lthe rlch to the poor or rrom one - ethnlc group to another will unevltably

\.- Y

fan] because of the bonds of dependency.

Thcre are.,unfortunetely. few systemetlc comparatlve studies ‘that,

~"“ e,
[

have been conducled on ethnlc Inequolity in developnng c0untries To flll

_ 1
DI RN

this gep. the Center on Internatlonal Race Relatuons.,Unuversnty of Dcnvcr.

l

nas been conductlng research on the questuon of ethntc redistrobutIOn &
cross-natlonally Alth0ugh the pro;ect s Only half c0mp|ete. the f:ndungsf
suggest ‘some dlsturblng trcnds in: developlng countries For - exomple. e|hn-c
educetlonal dlffcrentlals at all levels have changed slgniflcantly in the last
few years and there are now far greoter opportunltles for minority groups:
‘however, .this change has had little. impact on ethnic incomc>dlrrercnces.

In fact, :nter~ethnic income unequallties have steadily uncreased ina
number of developing countrles (Grove,1977a). In another study we found
contradictory trends in intra-ethnic lncone distribution which often pointed
in tne opposite direction to the inter-ethnic movements (Groue.|977b).
what Is needcd, therefore,  is an in-deptn analysis of inter- and intra-
_ethnlc trends in selected third world countries.
If wealth is belng unevenly dlstrtbuted in dcvclooing countries,

" then we obviously neced to know more about the patterns of ethnic distribution.
The degree to which ethnic development has tended to converge or duverge at
thc jnter- and inta-group levels has Important pol!cy ramiflications for

:nultl-ethnlc societies trying to‘rcducegsocio-economlc disparities betyeen
groups.

To test the ethnlc equalixatlon thesls we have chosen four countries,

whlch heve varylng commlttments or doctrlnes that envislon the eventual



'equallzathn of ethnuc development 'The seCOnr Halaysnon-plan-l97l 75

T

Zexpllc-t about cqualczung lhe ownershnp of the means or productlon,,

e "

kK .y,

The plan favors the Halay group with speclal rlghts and cuota systcms uu
educatlon and government jobs, The tar;et that has been set by the government
states-that within twenty years the Malays should manage and own at least
thurty percent of the lndustrnal and commercnal scctors, In Srl Lenka,
welfare state polncnes have bcen the prlmary means to accelerate egalltarlan-
trends. Roughly half of governmcnt expenditure has been duverted towardc
social welfare, prlmarlly free education, health services and subsndlzcd lood
and traasportatlon Similarly, in lsrael the welfare state system hasvbcen g
designed to abscrb different ethnic Immigrants Into the dominant A;chnaz{a
cultare and has focused primarily on educational opportunity and cCCubatipnal:
mobility 'In Trinidad and Tobago, on the other hand, the market system is.the
primary socio-economic redistributor. |

in each of the_four countries we have chosen the maiOr‘cthnic groups
comprising over ninety percent of the populatlon “In Malaysia, the ﬂalays.
Chlnese and Indians have separate languages and recligions. The same is lrue
of thJSlnhalese. Tamils and Muslims of Sri Lanks, In Ilsracl,the Oriental Jew
(from Afro Asia) and the Ashkenazi ch(fraffurope or. Amerlco) belong to thc
ISame religious and linguistic culture, but arc separated by cthnlcityf‘lt
shouid be noted that we are not including Arabs or the non-Jews in our?sample,
‘Secause of urreliable and Insufficient data. Finally; the Blacks and Eaatl
Indiars in Trinidad and Tobago aftiliate with differcnt rcllglons_aqt'spcakr
- the same language. In short, the groups sclccted rcarescht the @ajor;cthdlc"
cleavagcs_ln coch society; they are divided~b§ ethniclty;.rcllgloﬁ cr'laﬁguaée

‘or a combination thercof.



In this study we exomlne the extcnt of elhnic redlslrlbutnon in. lhese

~ s . -_ ,,

ﬁlour countrles ln Halaysio,”Sri Lanka and Isracl socuo ec0nom|c dnslrlbuluon

: .'.

;w|\| be‘analyzed uver ilme In Trunodad s:nce data over timerns not
-ipubllshcd we will s-mply present (ha avoulable published malerual ‘Socio-
Aeconomlc redislributlon will be deflned as the changcs in the elhnnc gap.
‘ between and wllhnn cach group. Soc:o econonic bchavnor will be operationalized
_to include lncome, educatuon oecupation and quality of life-indicators
*(llfe expectany and lnfant mortollty rates) These four variables encompass
broad enough tcrrutory for usAto be able to maﬁe conclusions about the
behavlor of ethnuc groups. It should be noted that in some of the countrnes
speclfuc variables had to be left out bccausn of lack of reliable and comparable
data. |
Our Baslc mcaﬁure of inter-ethnic redistribution is the cocfficient

of vorlaeion(v), a sensitive measure of dispergiOn. 1t is the standard
deviation over the mean(Sen,1973:27). We did not weighi the size of the
group(s) for fear of obscuring overall trends. As viell, there is no
theoretical reason why some.groups should weight higher than others,
particularly since the focus of the study is on ethnic socl-economic
differentials. Gini coefficients and delta indexes are fhe prima}y statistical
measures used to examine Intra-ethnic distribution patterns. The gini
eoefflclent is still the most yidely used indicator of income concentration.
it is defined as the arlthmetfc avcrage of'lhe absolute differcnces between
all poirs of incomes. The lndcx of dissimilarity - or dclta index - is

[ mcosurc of the unevenness of two perceulagc distributions, and can be

lnterpreted as the munimum percent of one population which would have to

be redlstrlbuted to achleve equol percentage dnstributlon across all

categorles(see Dun;an and Duncan, 1955: Taeuber and Taeuber,1965: 195 2&5)'



‘Malaysia
- Demograply’

. The ethnic distribution of.tbeﬂwest ﬁalnyainn population has not

Y LR e,

changed signlfiqantl&waéf*Fﬁé;iastlfiﬂii }eafélz The largcst group. thc )

'Malays;::remagnga around 50 pcfcp&f'ggtdééﬁji§21-1970. (Sce Table 1) and

18 éipec;e@rﬁfo remain vcryfnﬁch thc.séme".kfﬁiéd Malayuian'Plnn. ;9?6:145)
"The Chinbsgipqpulaéiqh?hds cxpc;iénccd'thc.videét flﬁdigaéi§ﬁs}"

" from 29.4 pEr;cptviﬁ-1921; to 38.4 percent in 1947, Lo.JS.&JpéEtht,gn 1926.
The Post Rpﬁmeinkion Survey of the 1970 Census sho;rd thnt.;ﬁc Chﬁﬁégc_: |
were the group mosat uudcr counted in that census. When rccqmputatibﬁ'wgs
‘éadc. the Chincse were shown to represent 35.8 pcrcent of the popuiatlon
R. Ch;ndcr. 1973:2).

The Indian group has a declining portion of the wcst‘Hal;ysinn
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 fhe Ceylonese is so small that {ts inclusion had only a slight cffcéi.

rTable 1 alsu shows the urban distribution by ethnic grcup 2nd the urb
zation of each_group. While the Malays comprise about 50 pcrcént of the -
l:populatlon; they madelup only 18.4 percent of:the urban populdfion iﬁ f9?i
and 27.6 percent in 1970, The Chincse domlnated the urban urcaghihrbuuhout

1921-1970; thcy vere 60.2 percent in 1921 andi60 pcrccnt in 1970. Thc‘indians

naintaincd an urban rcpreaentatlon only 811ghtly norc than their proportion :

of West Malaysia. In 1921 they comprised 17 8 percent of the utban populn-

tion nnd:l};i-perceqt 1n 1970.



Table 1

. Percentages of .Population and Urbanization qf Ethnic Groups:
o ok ' .on . it = 8

A Populatiéil

P

1921 1931 1947 1957 . 1910
':H.::lnyis. 1560 9.2 9.5 49.8 35'3';1~:'
Chinese 294 . 339 8.4 302 s
,~ina;nq;_ 15.1 . 15.1 10.8 113 _-;lio";s'
ﬂllybfbnn-ropuiatibﬁ‘1;600 and abo;é | ' |
-.r-'m;,;,'., 18.4 9.2 211 22,6 ._ _27'.6
ci{_ipese, 60.2  59.6 . .62','3 639 -- 60.0
Indtans. 17.8  17.8 %‘.3,.8. 10.7 11.3

C. Urbnn Concéntrnt1on for Each Ethnic Group 10,000 and above

1947 1957 1970 1975*
Malays 7.3 11.2 14.9 18.0
.Chlnese 31.1 44,7 47.4 50.7
Indians 25.8 30.6 34.7 37.7

* Estimates

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



The shx[t in the urban/rut11 distribution bctueen 1967 and 1970‘
for each. cthnic group is also ahovn ln Table 1. The Nalnya vcnt frow
7.3 percent in 1947 to 18.0 percent in 1970. The Chihcse'urbahizatian
rate rose from 31.1 pcrccpt to 50.7 percent in 1970; while the-Indians
increased their urbau 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 censu? defined as urbun towns of IQ.OOO and
over. Ooi Jin Bee concludes tth the latter cutoff is more rcalistlc,A
since this excludes most of the new villages and other places essentially
rural in character. It scvems, therefote, reasonable to conclude that a
substantial portion of the Chinese internal movement was due to the resettle-
ment policy of the 1948-1960 euwergency when 'nearly half a million Chinese
rural squatters were rescttled 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 pcrsfutcd.

The 1ife expectancy changes which have taken place between 1947
and 1970 are shown in Table 2. Differences between the ethnic groups have
been reduccé (1947, Vv = .132; 1970, V = .059). The Mala}s have had the
largest incrcase in life expectancy, that is, 22.1 years. The Chinese
have-had an 1ncrense of 14.4 years, and the Indian group only 11.1 yenrs.'
The lowered overall variance is duc to the big reduction in the gap bctvccn
Chincse snd Malay; in 1947 the differencc wos 12.2 years, and 1n 1970 nnly

4.5 ycars. The dlf(crcncc in 1ife expectancy between Indians and Malays



~Table 2.

Lffe'E§péétdqcy;ﬁhd'iqfént Hoktnl{f& Rates

Life-Expectancy: 1947-70""

. [

194?5 ';11957;' 1970
:n3i5y§ ] s sos 62.5
bhinése S 52.6 59.8 ' -67{0
indtans 48.5 55.0 - 59.6
| Ve 132 084 059

Infant Mortality Rates (per 1000 live births)
1957 1965 - 1967 1969 1970 1972 1974

Malays 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 44.0 40.1
V= .33 .303 .285 .258 .260 . 248 .217

Sourccs: Padmore ct al., 1975:62; Department of Statistics, 1971:1113 1976:125.

— em—



dropped from 8.1 in 1947, to 4.5 in 1957, to 2.9 years in 1970 whien fthié!
Malays surpassed the Indians. Contrary to the other trends, the?ﬂiftéigpqé
between Chinese and Indian increased. It vos 4.1 ycars 1n,1947;f5552;§5

{ncreascd to 7.4 years in 1970.

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

a rewvorking of the official statistics by Jomes A. Padmorec ct gl; (1975).
Hhcﬂ.contrastcd with other sources, the Padmore data appears to rteduce the
amount of change for 19&7-57, and increase it slightly for 1957-70.

| Table 2 shows an across the board reduction in infant mq;tplity
rates (1957, V = .337; 1974, V = ,217). From 1957 to 1970 the Malay rate
decreased 48 per thousand, and from 1970 to 1974 it dccrcnéed 8.1 per
thousand. The Chinese saw a less drastic reduction of 19.4 per thousand
for 1957-1970, and 2 per thousand for 1970-1974. It must, however, be
" pointed out that the Chinese began with a much lower infant mortality rate.
The Indian group sow from 1957-1970 a reduction of 29.7 per thousand and
from 1970-1974 a reduction of 5.9. The overall variance was reduced, and
in the cpsé of infant mortality it appears to be gcneral.rrcgardlcss of
which two races are compared. The diﬁfcrentiai between Malay and Chinesc'
waé reduced from 19.9 in 1957 to 13 in 1974. Tﬁe differential between
Malay and Indian decreased from 19.9 to 0.6 forrphc gsame perlod, with the
Malay having the lower infant mortality rate in ;976. This sultch.fn
positlon between Malay and Indian first appcared in 1968 and c0ptinucd.

through 1974 with the éxccption of 1970. The Indian-Chinesc_dlC(c(chtlai-

also decreased from 28.8 in 1957 to 13.6 in 1974.
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Aa“blth the life expeqtancy flgureo.‘the lnfant mortality rates

\'.".' ,‘-\ -

vary from year to ye
DAY 3 “..,

) «t ’,“... SRR R Ry
y Thua,,comparisons ftom one year to the next may not be

} Unfottunately, the officlal figurcs are the only

"available.

¢

'.ahd amall dlfferentlals may have no baals in fact what-can be
.atawn“.hovever, from thc data ls that there has been a reduction distribu-
‘ted more or less equally between ethnlc groups

Edutatlon a”

Table 3 shows educational data of tde typcs--enrollment'and attain-
ment, éor 1567/68,the educatlonal attainment of employed persons by
primary and secondary levels {s 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 flgures
of the ethnic groups show that the Chinese e«ceeded 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 maee
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, whila the Indians, low to begin with, increased the
least, with only 4.2 percentage points. The dispersion 1n enrollment figurcs
in 1975 is substantially more skewed than the achievement levels in 1967,
This was borne entirely by the lndian group._ The dlfference bctwccn ‘the
Malays and Indians and betueen the Chlnese and Indians rose, uhile -only the

difference between the Malays and the Chinese decreased.



Table 3
Educational Attainment and- Enrollment-

in P;lmary;‘Secondary and nghcf Edudhtion;

Educational Attainmcnt of Employed Persons Educational Lnrollmcnt
Primary Primnry 3
1967/68 1970 1ol
Malays $7.3 66.9. j]jgir\
Chincse 58.7 7.8 Iiigﬁ
Indians 54.7 62.2 . ;ggﬁi;
V= .036 .072 C los
Secondary Séqquéfj
1967/68 1970 1975
Malays 8.3 32.3 §5:0°
Chinese 20.7 36.7 '99;3
Indions 17.7 1N ,,ﬁlgi;
- 616 . 168 Y]

Educational Enrollment: Wigher Education*

1961/62 1965/ 66 1970 1975

Malays 0.1 0.3 C 1.7 5.4
Chinese 0.3 0.9 2.1 <;JE?
Indians 0.3 0.7 0.9 . ;L;l
Vo= 494 .83 . .390 603

5Unqursity flgurcs are glven ar a percentage. of the 20-2ﬁ_y¢nk old'pnpu!ﬁtlun

Sources: Fducational Attainment, 1967-68: Chiowndry, 1970 35,
Primary and- Qccnnd1ry Enrollmcntn Thlrd M1la)slnn Pl1n. 1976 600
University Enrollments: . Arlcs. 1971 534;- Thlrd Halaysinn Plan. 1976 hOl
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The educational attainment of the uorking population in -1967-68

.

~ showed considerable ethnic differences (v f-.él6) vhich are not reflected
An thc current enrolluent in secondary schools (V.-~ 168) At the secondnry
-.level. the Chinese ranked nunber one until surpassed by the Halays in l975
'{Thc Indions ranked‘number two in 1967/68 but dropped to third place (or
.‘1970 and 1975 Once ‘again, it vos the Holays vho nade the greatest strides
_-Their secondary enrollnent increascd 23 4 percentage points.'the Chinese
increased 13. l percentnge points, ond the lndinn group increased l& l percen-
.tase'pointa. The overoll variotion bctueen l970 and l975 indicates no
change. but there verc increasing differentinls betueen the ﬂnlay-Chinese
ond-the Mnlay-lndian.. Only the Chinesc-lndian differcntial shoued'a.
small‘decrease.

The difficulties in comparing educational attninment ol'enployed
persons oged 15 to 64 uith educational einrcllments are eVident iSince |
the -group covered in the first instance ranges from 15 to 66 years of oge.
the time span‘is o long~one. with:the bias’ slanting»touards thc past.
Educational enrollnent is a’ present activity of a'more limited age range
Furthcrmore. there are biases in the: direction of those groups lenst
affected by unenployment One check on the validity of thc educational
attainnent figures is a breakdovn of thc school popnlation by cthnic group
mode !or the l967/68 survey (Choudhry. l970 60) Hcro it is pointcd out
.that 23 6 pcrccnt o[ the Nalay population ucrc currently enrollcd .14,9
Iof thc Chlncsc. nnd 22 4. of thc lndinns - lt could bc nssumcd th1t lhcsc

. e .
gfigures substantiate at least the primary educationnl figures

The university enrollments shov\a greot deal of chnnge.z'Thc.'

relative position o[:all three groups improved from 1961 66..nnd conac-““


http:schoolpopil'ation.by
http:dropped.to
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qucntly the ovcrall dispcrsion did not change.: But (roa 1970-75 the
cnrollucnt plcture changcd drastically. - The Maloya ond Chlnese during chls
perlod nndc markcd inprovenent, whlle the Indlan tcprcscntntlon chnnged only
cimarginnlly. Thc Malnys entrancc‘lnto unlversitles was’ at nn-acceleratcd '
:pacc. 1ncrcaslng thelr pcrcentage from 1.7 to 5.4 pcrccnt in just: flvc

ycara. a. phenomenal 1ncrease._ The differences betuecn cach group over

' the [ourteen year pcriod chow a gcneral trcnd touard grcater dijfercnces
(l96l 62 Ve ,494; 1975 V- 603) Betveen l961/62 and 1975 the differences
’grew bccwecn thc Chlnese. Halaya and Indians, partly because of the substan-
._tlal lncrcose_of the'Malaya. but also because of the slow rate of progress

: of'thc.lcdlacsf E

| 'Though.thc incrcasé in Halay enrollment has been phenomenal, questions
about the valgc‘of'thc increase hcve been raised. Arles (1971:534) reports
that in 63/64 Malay university students were underrepresented in the
technical and tbc sclcntlfic fields, and in fact wcre inderrepresented

‘15 all fhcpltlcs except for.the arts. By 1975, hoccvcr. the picture had
chang ed. The lncrcasc in Malny cnrollments had affected all faculclcs.
lncludlng the technicnl and the sclcntific which suggests that thcrc hae

‘ bcen both a qunlltntive and quantitative change in cducational reprcsentatlon
(Thlrd Malayaian Plon, 1976: §02e3).

. ‘Occupntlons '

| Both lntra cthnic and- lnrcr cthnlc dlstrlbution Lrends for nccupatlons
'j,ccn be -scen ln Tnhlca G:nnd J. lhc lndcx o[ dlaslmllnrlty (1|blc 5) has

‘l bccn uacd to sumcarlze the occupational data ahoun 1n Table 4, Thc dclta
'iAlndex. a neosurc of the 1ncquallty or unevenccss'betueen two. percentagc

’ﬁfpolnts. hns a tangc fron 0 (co-plete almllnrlty) to 100 (completc dlsslmilnrity



Tablc ) .
0ccupat|onal Composition of Erployed 'alg;gbyﬁ&ihn?g[G}éppf1331-1967

| 1831 B S 1947

OCCupathn o © jotal _ 'alay CH-nesé'*if!hdlan' 'Ebfpl;ﬁ, nagtay  Chirese Indian
Profess.onal & -cchnccal . ' : : , .
Workers : 1'5% 1.5% 1.2% 1.1% 1.9% 1.7% . - VT 2%
Administrative, EchUt-ve ' - ) T
¢ “anagerial Workers . 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.3- 0.9 0.6 1.3 0.7
Clerical Workers 1.9 09 2.4 1.7 2.4 1.1 3.5 2.7
"sales Uorkers 8.0 2.1 14.1 7.7 9.3 2.8 16. 4 9.9 -
Service Workers 5.8 2.5 6.5 c.6 €.5 L. 7.3 10.9
Craftsmen o Productuon

‘Proces: Workers 6.7 2.6 10.9 L.6 8.9 L 13.9 9.4
inransport and

Communication Workers 4.8 L.3 4.2 7.2 L.5 L.0 4.0 7.6
‘niners 5.1 0.2 10.5 1.2 2.1 0.6 4.0 1.7
‘Laborers 7.4 2.8 - 8.1 4.3 3.9 2.8 2.8 10.2°
Agricultural Workers 57.8 82.4 40.8 50.9 59.5 78.2 us5.1 LL.7
not Reported 0.5 0.2 0.6 0.8 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Total Employed . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100. 0% 100.0% 100.0% "100.0% 100.0%
‘ : _ - S 1957 - . 1267

Occupation : Total talay Chinese Indian Total Malay Chinecze Indian
Professional G'Technical : :

Wworkers' . 2.9% 2.7% 2.8% 2.6% 5.1% 5.1% L. 6% 5. L%
Admnn-strattve,Sxecuttve. :
¢ Manageridl Workers . 1.5 0.2 2.6 1.3 2.2 1.0 L.o 1.6
Clerical Workers ..’ . 3.6 2.2 u.4 5.3 L.8 3.2 6.2 5.6
Sales Workers .- - 10.3 2.8 19.3 13.4 10.56 L.4 19 7 9.3
Service Workers 3.1 8.7 5.9 c.9 6.1 5.8 5.7 8.0
Craftsmen.{. Production _—

Process Workers: - : 11.6 4.9 20.2 13.4 12.6 6.9 20.3 13.4
Transport and A S S .
Connunncatnon Workers Ly 3.7 L.6 L.7 5.2 L.7 5.5 5.2
Miners oot . 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.1 1.1 oL 2.0 0.9
Laborers™ . 6.5. 4.3 7.3 12.8 9.1 8.7 8.5 13.5
Agricultural ‘Workers . 50.1° 69.8- 32.3 27.2 43.2 - 69.8 23.5 34.9
rot Reported . = o 0. 4 .- .0.3 oL 0.3 0.0 - 0.0 0.0 0.V
To:al Er-ployed ;, ‘.:; 100. 0% 100.0% " 100.0% 100.0% 105.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

_Spprqe Nsrsrnnan 1975:.22-23.



Table ' (cont )

Occupational Composition of tmployed Persons by Ethnic Group:1970-75

1970
- Occupation : " Halay Chinese - Indian " Total
‘Professional ¢ Technical '
Workers h:3 b.7 55 L.6
Administrative - ' :
Managerial Workers 03 1 h 06 0.8
Clerical Workers 3.2 6.9 6.8 50
Sales Workers 5.3 19.8 1.7 1.3
- Agricultural Workers 65.3 27.h Lt 2 u8.8
Production Warkers 7.8 . 208" - -10.3 12 9
Service - Other Workers 13.8 19.0 - 20.9. 16.6
Total gmpoyed . 100.07 100 07. . 100.0 100 S
1975
Occupatio ' Malay Chinese Iindian Total
Professional . ecchnical .
Workers - N 5.3 6.2 S 2
Administrative -
Managerial Workers 06 15 1.0 1.0
Clerical Workers 4.0 73 6.3 5 4
Ssales Workers 4.6 17 2 9.0 9 6
Agricultural Workers 52.3 2L.6 Ls .1 Ly
Production Workers 10 1 211 12.8 1h 3
service %~ other Workers 18.7 23 0 19.6 . 204
Total Employed 100.07 100.0™ 100.07 100.07

Source: Third Malaysian Plan, 1976:82-3



Table 5
Indexcs of Dissimilarity between Ethuic Occupational Distribut fons:
Peninsular Malaysia: 1931-75

Delta Indexes for Within-Ethnic Group Comparisons over Time

Halay thinese Indfan
1931 1947 1957 1970 | 1931 1947 1957 1970 | 1931 1947 1957 1970
1931 |
1947 4.6 12.6 , 1.1
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 v

Desta Indexes for Between-Ethnic Group Comparison at FLach Period

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  33.4 327 24.8  19.5  21.2
Chinese and Indian 22.5 13.2 14.5 20.7 21.0 13.5

Sources: Hirschman, 1975:22-3; Third italaysian Plan, 1976: 82-3 .
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Ii should be noted that the data used for the indexes between 1931 and
1967.vere official daca revorkéd by Charlcs‘Hitschuan to insure compara-
1b111ty over time. - The data for 1970 and 1975 are from offic*al government
sources. Thus, the comparability between 1931-1957 and 1970-1975 may be
questioned. v
* The overall picture from 1931 to 1967 (Table 4) shows occupationai

treﬁds for é&ch ethnic grqdp bécoming more similar or equal; but there are
'ﬁtlll'suﬁstnntial differences in certain occupations. The trends show
reductions in agricultural employment, and incrcases {n white collar and
craft occupations for all ethnic groups. The occupational differences
betwveen groups that have emerged over time can be found in sales, clerical,
administrative and craft positions. In professional occupations the ethnic
pacity hﬁs largely bheen maintained over time, and the unskilled positions
such as laborers in service, transport and communication have norrowed their
ethnic differentials. |

While the structure of occupational distrlbutionrbetwecn ethnic
-groups 18 becoming more similar for all but the Indian ﬁroup. poor distri-
_butibn in individual fields is still evident from 1970-75. The Third
'anqyaiﬁn quort sthed that in 1975, 68.3 percent of all agricultural
workefs were s;ill Malays, but Malays yefe only 52.6 percent of the labur forc
Thc_rcduftlon in this pr;pondcrancc qccurrﬁd at a slow rate. Within the
ftcmainlﬁg six'oécupational cafcgérlcs, the Malays showed a growing strength
. over the 1970-1975 perdod. Only in agriculture did the Chinese show less '
'thQ‘théif pfﬁéortlon.of-thé.la5§r;fbrce.- While thcf were fO.3 percent of
‘;agriculturaljuﬁtkers. thé; vere 36.33péfcent,of‘the léboy force. 1In every

other groub'théy_bgre'pve}fcpréaentéd.,:Yét-in~evqry case: except for sales
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workers, that preponderance was becing reduced. 'Thejlndiph group - .
presents a very different plcturc.- In four fields, lhe-iﬁdians were
slightly underrepresented. They represented 9.9-pcr;cnt of adﬁiuisgrntlon;
and management, 9.6 percenf of sales workers, 9.2 percent of production -
workers and §.9 percent of service and other workers; whereas théir-portion
of the total workf{orce was 10.3 percent. In administration and production
the portion had becn incrcased since 1970. In sales aad in scrvice, fﬁduc-
tions were evident. The slight edge in the professional and ciéflgél
fields were slightly reduced between 1970 and 1975.

To what extent these occupationél trends accumulate to azdcfldlte-
movement toward greater ethnic mobility is shown in Table 5. -At thé‘z
intra-group level, the trends in Malay occupational structure show that A
there was a total of 27 pojnts which had changed from 1931-67 (4.6 + 9.3 +
13.2); however, this resulted in a nct rvedistribution 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 Ch;ncac group show thatgq
total of 39.9 points changed with only 27.0 points of cumulative rcdfqtfibp{
cioa; Chinese also had a net change of 5.2 points from 1970—75. Thcvlﬁdtan
occupational structure shows a gross change of 32:6 points vhl;h.rcsultcd ‘
in only 21.0 points of cumulative redistribution points from 19}1j67 and
4.4 points from 1970-75. In terms of net cumulative chnngc{'ghéreféré. thc
trends in Chinese occupational structure changed ér rcdlstrlhﬁfcd thgiqqht;
from 1931-07, with Malays and Indians showlng slmllsf';réndk 1n;nct;¢ﬁoﬁgé;:
However, from 1970-75.'thc HQlaya' occubation51 étrhcfufe hqd 5 much'htghérﬁ

net redistribution figure than either thc-thﬁésc'or Ihdfqn déltoé:
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In thc tnter-ethaic comparisons, the indexcs betwecn Malays ond
_Lhincsc b;come more cqual (sinilar) between 1931-47, but thcn there was
.a diyerggncc from 1947-57 where the deltas become more dissimilar, and it
1g,p{1y after 1957 that ihc {ndexes moved towards greater cquality. The
delta indexes for Malays and Indians also show a slow trend toward greater
6iﬁlldrity.' Cénpnridﬁ the Chinese with the Indians we find that between
1931 S7. a general trend toward greater occupational simllarlty. but between
_1967 70 the dcltas begin to rise again, nnd it is only from 1970-75 that
thg dcltas dropped signiiicgntly. from 21.0 to 13.5.

Rcstruétpfidg has appentéd to have made some inroads in increasing
occupational similarity, particularly betwecen the Malays and the Chincsc.
However, thc.di([crchtinl,in unemployment rates has bccn growing, as shown
1n.Tnblc 6. Although the ratio betwoen, thc Chincse and Malays has remained
relatively cven, Indian uncmploymcnt shot upwfrom 6 percent in 1962 to
12.2 percent in 1975.

Income

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

-~

The mcan and the median show the d{ffcrcnccs between proups for West Malaysia
aqd for rural and urban arcas. The Gini ratios glve a mcasurc of the income
inequality vlthin each ethnic group.

The trends in income distrlbution from 1957-58 to 1970 betwcen the
© three gtoupa shov thc dlspersion lcvels bccomlng more skcwed at both the
ncdinn and mcan 1cvc18 In 1957 58 - thc Chlncsc carncd 2.16 timcs the mean
1ncomc of Halays, nnd by 1970 thls lsparity ratio’ had incrcased to 2.25.

Siailorly. the mean. dtsparity rntio for Indlans and Chinese 1n 1957-58 was



Table 6

Ethnic Unemployment Rates 1962-1975
1962 1967768 1970 1975

Malay 6.1 5.7 8.1 6.9
Chinesc 5.9 6.9 7.0 7.2
Indian 5.9 _10.3 11.0 12.2

Ve ;009 .360 .237 <339

Sources: Federatjon of Malaysfa, 1963: T. 2. 8 Choudry. 1970: T. 51 Third
Malaysian Plan, 1976: 78.



Table 7
Distribution of Income

between and within Ethnic Groups: '1957-70

1957/58 ' Tot51 ' Rural Urban
Mean Mcdian Gini Mean Median Gind Mcan Median Gini
Malays 139 112 <342 125 108 .305 232 192 .320
Chinese 100 223 374 260 216 .310 283 225 .345
Indians 237 188 .54i . 21) 192 ©  .201 222 163 374
Ve .363 .325 . 048 2366 330 - .092 .133 .160 .078
1967/08 Totai.

Mecan chinn Clni-

Malays 163 120 .400

Chincse 349 261 .391
Indians 260 191 .403

Ve 361 .369 .015

1970 Total Rural Urban
Mean Median Gini Mean Median Gini Mcan Median Gini
Malays 177 122 .466 152 111 419 333 229 L4465
Chinese 399 269 ~ .455  337.. 254  .399 469 289 .474
.Indians 310 195 463 21y 185 .363 442 239 .520
-V.- .378  .376 .013 .381 .390 .071 .17&7 127 .079

Sources:  Snodgrass, 1975:264; Lean, 1974:20,
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1.26, and by 1970 {t had increcased to 1.29. When in;omc'd}stributton
is broken down by urban/rural sectors, the results mapnify thc_unf&vorable
position of Malays. As is expected, rural dwcllers carn less than groups
who live in cities; however, we find that Malay urban inéoae {s less than
Chinese rural mean income. The urbtan Indians have extracted the largest
share of the income guains, but the Malays--both rural and urban--and ﬁhc
rural Indians are shouldering thg largest burden of the rising income inequality.

Increasing intergroup inequality is matched by inctcasing;inttng;pbp:
incquality. Over time the Gini scores for each group havcriscé: but most
particularly for the Malays. 1In 1957/58 the Malays had the 1edst:nmouht
of income inequality followed by Indians and Chlnese. By 1970, the tgdc
had reversed and the Malay Gini coefficient was the highest while the
Chinese was the lowest. Snodgrass (1975) observes that the Chinesc moved
into modern well-paid activities more rapidly and broadly based than cither
éf tbc Malays or Indians. In contrast, Malays moved into sclective high
income prolic service jobs, but the majority of Malays remained in pborly i
' paid-occupations. The Gini coef(gcients for each group are all larger in
urbpn areas than in rural districts. The most unequal sectors 1p both |
1957.und 1970 are the urban Indians, where 43 percent ol the Ind;nn population
“are in fhé top decile. This is one of the reasons for the dramatic fncrgasc:
in-mean fncémes of the urban Indians from 1957-70. It has algo:mcant.that a
hlghéf proportlon of Tudlans arc stuck at the hotlom declle. |

Thc {igures utillzed for West Malaysia o8 a whnlc have becn taken
.‘nrom the analysis of Donald Snodgrass and Lim lLean. Thcy us;d offlrl\l
Survcy (lgutcs 1d]untcd to recduce 1ntcrgrnup ad 1ntr1group distortlonq s

_much as posslblc. Still distortionr remaln. The 1970 risc in 1ncquallty

- may be cxatgcratcd by the e((ccts o[ the cconomic cycle. On the othcr hand
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“the use of household rather ghan'pef capita income mhy.unaerestimate the
ineéﬁilipy beceuae'of,intergnoup family size and compnsition differences,
| .na expected, the Malays have the largcot‘percentlge below the
noverty line. Snodgrass found -that 5%.7 percent of the Malays were in

'peveriy {n 1957/58 but the percentage declined to 49.3 by 1970. The
bhinese percentage below the poverty level remained relatively stable at
_the'thtfteen percen: mprk_for the two eime_nerions; Poverty within the
. Indian group stabil#ied at the twenty percent fevelnovcr the thirteen
yenf.perind These results led Snodgrass to conc'ude°

Thcre has been no real change in thc overall share of
households livlng in poverty since Independence. (1975:261)

, Some change has taken.place in the Malaysian holdings of equity
capltnl. Table 8 shows that Malays and Malay interests held 2.4 percent
in 1970. These holdings increased to 7.8 percent in 1975. The noidings
- of the Chinese and the Indians remained at more or less the same 1evel._ The
figures in Table 7 indicate that the advance of the‘Haiays and the.Halay ‘
{nterests was made- at the expense of foreign ownership.
Suﬁu@rz |
- This brief revieQ of the socloecononlc trendd'between and'uithfnvcaeh
group shows some curious findings. The resulto generally support the conten-
tlon thlt there has been conslderable progresa achieved in ethnic socio-
economic rediatribution (See Charts’z-a ) In health (life expectancy,_
1nfent mortelity), education, occupationnl mobility and ounership of capital
there has been a aubstantial movement touard creating a more equitable multi-
jethnlc aociety Chart S. shoua the extent oflethnlc convergence in Halaysia
}It 19 clear, hovever, that progreas has not” been made 1n ell ereas,jand that

Vthc.distribution of thet progress.haa.notrelvaya been'equitable.7_0ccupa-
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Table 8

Ownership of Chare Capifal in Limited Companics:

Peninsular Malaysia.»l970-7§

(Figures in Percentages)

1973

1970 1975+
Malays aﬁd Malay Intcrests 2.4 5.3 "7;8
Maloys 1.6 2.1 ,2.3
Malay Interest 0;8 5.2 5.5
Other Malaysians 34.3 36.6 37.3
Chinese 27.2 27.8 27.9
Indinns 1.1 1.2 1.2
All Others 6.0 7.6 8.2r
Foreigners 63.3 58.1 54.9 |
*Estimated
Sourcc: Third Malaysian Plan, 1976: 184.




- 30-

tionﬁ}}y @nd cducationnlly, Malays as a group have improved their position
vféfi-vis;thc other two ethnic grouﬁs. But as the results of the
éﬁnﬁges show, the Indians have often borne -the brunt of the Malay advance.
ih;s'is most évldgn;'ih the In@inn anmpiquent rates. It con be discerned
lﬁ.ofhéfjﬁrcas aS'v011; Inhincomc distributlbn, the Malays did not-advnhcc.
bugltﬁe urban Indians. did. He;;. {t was the rural Indians who lost ground..
Nqncthclcss. nmong_’the.three groups taken as a whole, it has been the
-Ndlayé'who have been falling behind in income and who have cxp;ricnccd the
highest rate of increase in income inequality vlth;n their group.

fn_this study, it 18 difficult to sce any rclationship between
education, cmployment and income distribution, a relationship often claimed
to exist. The greater acceas-o( the Malays to highcr cducation and civil
'sctviée jobs hns not materialized in incomec gains. Only time will tell
whether the training in higher education will eventually clfect Malay

income.



Sri lanka’

Demography

The ethnic distribution of .the population has qhanééajbvcf'
the last ninety ycbrs. The post-World Qar I pcriod'iﬁ pnfti;uldr ;hOUd
an 1ncrcase 1n the Sinhalese population with a corrcsponding dccrcasc in
the Tamils (scc Table 1). The Sinhalese, who were 66.9 percent of thc
. popu}qtion in 1881 comprise 71.9 percent in 1971. The Tamil population
declined from 24.9 percent to 19.8 percent during the same. period. Thc
Moor and Malay populations have remained relatively stable ovcr‘thc ;incéy
year span. | |

As shown in Table 1, the division into subgroups from 1911 on
gives o more specific picture of this change. The Kandyans occounted for
most of the incrcase in the Sinhalese population, and the Indlaqs accounted
for the Tamil decrecase. The decrease in the Indian Moor position is almost
exactly matched by the incrcase in the Ceylon Moors.

Official sources claim that migration is largely responsible for
the actual decrcase of the Indian Moors and for the relative decline of
the Indian Tomils (Department of Census and Statistics, 1974:46). llowever,
in the former case they admit that the reduction is also duec to a.number
of Indjans counting themselves as Ceylon Moors. Change in identity among
the Tam{ls is raiscd as a poasibility by Dr. Mukul K. Ley (1965 68)
Furthermore, Sarker (1957:194) claims that thc increase in the Slnh1lcqc
lracc may not be entirely due to natural population incfcnsc, but may bc

'sonversion” from other races. Thus, and figurcs using-

pnrtly duc to

census data as a raciol classification musc bc vlcvcd wlth some skcpticlsm



- Table 1.

Ethnic Dlstrlﬁution of the'?dpulntion of Sri Lanka:1881-1971

1881 . . 1911 1946 1953 11963 1971

Stahalese . 66.9 66.1 - 69.4 69,3 7.0 7.9
. ipp'couﬂtig f 41,8 - 436 42.8 42,2 62.8
-kdnayoh ) 2.3 25.8 26.5 28.8 29.1
Tamils 24,9, 25.8 22.7 22.9 22.6 19.8
Ceylon BRI 11.0 10.9 11.0 11.1
Indfan 12,9 11.7 12.0 11.6 8.7
Moors § Malays 7.0 6.8 6.4 6.6 6.7 7.0
Ceylon Moors | 5.7 5.0 _5;7 5.9 6.5

. Indian Moors - 0.8 0.5 0.6 0.5 0.2
Malays 0.3 0.3 0;3 0.3 0.3 0.3

Source: chartmcnt of Census and Statistics, 1974:44.
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The rate of urbanization of all groups except the Indfan Tam{l ﬁqs»
increascd significantly since 1963 (see Table 2). -Thc ﬂoorg and Malays dte;
§t111 the most urbanized group, while only 6.7’perceﬁt.o(-the kanayan'_ |
Sinhalese ore urbanized. The only group thatrhas not 1ncrens§d its utban-
fzation rate is the Indian Tamils, whc are less than 10 pcrccnt urbnnizcd.
The most significant migration to the urban centers has been by the- Ccylon'
Tamils; their urban population has increascd 180 prercent in less than.tcn‘
ycars.

The reclacsification of village councils to town councils h@s
obviously affected the urban trends, as shown in Table 2. Onec study shovﬁ
that the change in the reclassification of councils in the 1971 census
tends to distort the actual trend in urbenization and reflects spurts of
urban growth which in fact did not take place (Gunatilleke, 1973:44). When
conversions of the figurcs are made to include only towns of 2,000 and above
in the urban column, the urbanization rate changes little over time. What
effect such a conversion would have on the cthnic ufban rates in Table 2
is difficult to evaluate.

In spite of decrcasing infant mortality rates. diffcrentials
between the ethnic groups remain (sce Table 3). Between 1910/12 and
71966. the coefficient of variation declined from .J30 to .110. - 1f only
1945/67 and 1966 arc comparcd, then a slight increase in Infant mortatily
rate di([ctcntials cCnCrges.

4 when just Sinhalese and Tamils are compnred the gap bLetween them |
réduccs to the point where there is little diffcrcnre bctvcrn thcir 1nfant_
mortality rates. The most slgni(icant dccline in mortnlity rates has bcen
 exper1enccd by thc Malaya, who in 1910-12‘hnd thc highest rate.butﬁby 1966

~had the lqvcst.



Table 2

Urban Concentration of Ethnic Groups: 1881-1971

1881 1911 1946 1953 1963 1971
Slﬁhalgse _ | 5.9 9.6 12.9 12.9
Low éogncry 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
Moors & Malays 28.3 31.4 36.0 33.1 38.9 45.3
Ceylon Moor 25.1 28.8 28.6
Indian Moor 60.3 64.3 57.0
Malay 74.3 72.6 74.8 71.0

Sources: 1881-1946 urban; Department of Census and Statistics
1953 urban; Department bf Census and Statlistics, 1957:184-5.
1963 urban; Ccntral 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
Moors 237 143 55
Malays 262 113. 42
Vs .130 .098 .110
Sources: Sakar, 1957:200; Vital Statistics, 1966:182
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Education’ _

., ;;l:}he {ndex of educational attainment in Table 4 and Chart 6 shows
'thi; between 196s.and 1973 the level of education rose for ali,groups ex?ept
fheLCeylon Tanfi. Th§ latter experienced a slight reduction in achievement
iﬁvpl. The Malays made the greatest advance in educational attainment; the
ind{aﬁ Tamils made the least. The overall picture shows that the ethnic
dfopersion of educational achievemcnt has really not been redistributed.
when educational attainment is broken down 1ﬁto different levels of educa-
tion, we find there has been very little change in achievement levels. The
only exceptions to this are primary school afudcnts and those who have 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
{mprovement 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 {mprovement in eliminating ill{teracy, but this was more even-
ly spread over the twenty year period. The literacy rate of the Indian
Temils 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 oq}y are the Indian
Tamils last, but their rate of advance over the twenty year period is

significantly below the other four groups.



éindcx of Tducation Attained

Table 4

tducational Attcinment by Ethnic Group: 1953-73

.259

1963 1973
Kandvar sipbnlese 3.07 3.71
{Low CogntrylSinhalese %.00 4.57
Ceyior fa:iis 3.56 3.52
‘In¢ian Tamils 1.68 1.89
“oors 2.80 3.23
nﬁalays 4.62 5.66
V- .576 .583
JEdQcat?onal Attainment
| No thooling Prizary Secondary Passed GCE/SSC Bigher Education
1953 1963 1973 1953 1963 1973 1953 1963 1973 1953 1963 1973 1953 1963 1973
Kendyan Sinhalese  46.5 38.4 33.6  43.0 41.7 38.2 8.7 16.9 23.0 1.1 2.3 4.7 0.7 0.7 ols
Low Country Sinhalese 34.3 30.0 25.9  $0.8 39.3 35.8  12.8 24.5 29.9 1.2 4.3 7.4 0.8 1.3 1.0
;Egyion Tasfls . . 38.3 36.0 33.5  50.8 38.9 41.3 8.3 18.4 20.8 0.8 4.2 3.8 1.8 2.2 0.6
Indian Tesils ~ ©  60.5 '60.7 S5 35.9 31.8 42.1 3.6 6.6 5.6 _ 0% 0.8 - Ol | -
on;; an;VNaiéyQL; T‘,'49.8'”4252 36.9  43.1 36.1 39.6 5.5 15.3 .19.6 0.3.. 2.8 3.5 1.3 0.4 0.4
o '.1§5; f ~ .255 281 140 .098 064  .450 .395 .448 . 760 .537. .58  .735 ,885.-.722

Source: Ceﬁﬁrﬁiiﬁqﬁk-sf Ccyloé;ﬂ197h:3i-
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Tablelé'ﬁhovs the pgfccngagc of each g;oup which attended hlhher
cducation, sx;ép; for thc‘ﬁbo;s and Malays, all four groups -oderotél;r
1qctégbed thelr unlvctaitf'httélnuent level from 1953-63. For the period
1963-73, howcver, the tfenas-are in the opposite direction, with all
,grgupg expericncing a dcclgne in higher educational training. The most
cléa}{cxamplc of this decline is the Ceylon Tamils, whose training in
univeréitica dropped tpom;z.z percent to 0.6 percent in just ten years.
The other percentage tredqs were not ncarly so drastic. N

An'cntifcly dlffcfént story i8 found when enrollments and admis-
sions to universitics nrégcxnmincd (sce Table S). llere the Sinhalese,
taken as one group, nrc'st?ndlly incrcasing their dominance at the univer-
sity level. 1In the béglnning. however, they were undcrrepresented. In
1946 they comprisecd 69.4 percent of the population, but only 61.7 percent
of thc Un1ch;1L9 o(ACeylon enrollment. While their proportion in the
popu1at1§n remained much the same, they increased their proportion in
admissions to nli'u;iQErslties in Sri Lanka to 81.9 percent in 1973. The
Céylpn Tamils cxper{cnccd a reversc trend, f.e., moved f{rom overrepresenta-
tioﬁ'io dndcrrcﬁrcscgtation. Their percentage of the enrollment dropped
'Epom-29.6~pcrcent in 1946 to 14.1 percent in 1974, while their proportion
in fﬁé bopulotlonitluctuatcd from 22.9 percent to 19.8 percent over the
énmc'pc;lod o( time. The Moors and Malays, on the other hand, have always
bécen undcrrepréégutcd fn the university system.

i“Tnhlc'S ghows university enrollments from a different perspective.

Here, ;hc‘cnrbximcnt of cach ethnic group ns n percentage of the ethnic

fgroupie 20;24.ycar-old scctor for 1946 through 1963 is shown.. The results



Table S
University Enrollment by Ethnic ctoupil942;l97h_

University of Ceylon Entollment

Sinhalese Tomils ,'Nbotu{ﬂplqys
1942 57.4 32.0 fré;?Ql o
1946 61.7 29.4 2.8
1949 60.4 2.1 ffﬁiﬁii
1951 60.9 33.0 - D21
1953 60.2 33.7 ;=1;i‘
1955 59.8 36.5 T
1957 ° 60.0 36.7 2.0
1959 62.4 33;5’ 2.1
1961 7.4 25.5 1w
1963 75.2 22.2 LS
1965 78.1 191 2.0
Admissions to all Univcroitic.'inié;izLAﬁka : :.;;1 -

. Sinlialese _ -”foyii;;i _ ;;Z Hg;fé;ﬁalayd
1969/70 80:6 "g§§§i; }Iii. '
1970/71 81.1 31535;1 ERE
1971/72 8.2 RUER 2.2
1973 83.2 ~t§;§j 'é;xfg
1974 81.9 :jigfzft 3.6

Sources: Jayasuriya, 1965:147; bcfSlj¢5::1Q7£:172-3L



Tnblc 6

Univeraity of Ceylon Entollnent as o Percentoge'

i
o

of the 20- 26 Year Old Populatlon L9&6-63

1946 ,19,53 L1963
“Sinhalese: .2 3 - “.7‘7'
faails * 3 5 6
: }-‘l_;o'rh:il'_lglays 1 n | '.2_ '

. ' ..
covr e
e

'Sodiéﬁpi J1ywsnrlyn. 1965:147; Dcpartmcnt of Ccnsus and Statistlcs 1952 59 80,.
' ' 1959:644 and 1967:23..



Y SRS

~subotantﬁotc thc trends 1nd1catcd in Table S Thc Qinhnlcsc adc chc
.'1., SREE
'nooc-slgnificant ndvnnces 1n blgher educatlon. primarily bctueen 1953 63

L-Thc questlon o( thc conparabllity of enrollncnt to odnission £1gurcs

?nuot be raiscd.- Thc only year for vhich a dlrect ethnic comparison can be
:nadc 13 1950 (SLrauss,A1951 133) Furthcrmore. thc Sinhnlcsc and the
Tamila arc the only groups vhlch can be conparcd Nonctheless. it can be
ioccn that ad-lsqion flgurcs nay exas.ernte the proportion of Sinhalcse.
For cxauple. 59.8 percent of- the Untverslty of Ceylon student body wecc
-Sinhalesc. 66.6 pcrccnt of the admissions ucre Sinhalcac. and whtlc 32.9
ncrccnt of the atudcnt body vere Tamil '24.5 percent of admissions were
Tomll. |
| 'In 1976; a.brnnch_of thc'Unibersity of Sri Lanka was established
1n thc northcrn portion of the country, a Ccylon Tamil area (Pakeman,1975: 640).
This makcs At pnrtlcularly 1mpottant to obtain univcrslty [{gures aflter 1974,
Anothcr dlstributlon to consider 1is cnrollmcnt by faculties. Jayasu-
'rlyo (1965;915 rives such flguccs for 1964 only. They show that the only
-aren:nhctc'che Sinhalesec wcte ovérrcptescntcd was in arts, oricntal studies
and law. ~ They uccc undcrieprcsentcd in-scicnco. englincering, medicine, and
tngrlcultural and veterinary scicnccn. Thc'Ccylon'Tnnlis cexhibited exactly
the;rcvcrsc pnttcrn. The Moors and Halays maintaincd a proportlonal rep-
, rcocntntlon'in,nll‘(acultics.. | |
o cupnl on. .[{
Unfnrtunntcly.’tnorc arc no puhllnhcd [1nuroq-on the clhnic oc«up1-
i%bnn;_x;;octucc ““What ulll bc giocn hcrc arc.uncmnloyment rates hy cthnte

proups:.



- “3-

The Uncmploymcnt rates in Table 7 cover 3 pcrlod fron 1953 through
1973, " The rate of uncaploynent is shoun togethcr with Lhc percentage of;”
uncuployucnt in cach ethnic group's populntion.: The! cocfiicicnt o[ vari--
ntlon produces contrary'results for the groupings. ‘Hhile'it shous incrcasin34
ly incqual dispcrsion when unenploymcnt is considered as a pcrcentngc of the
work force, the coef{icient also shiows decrcasing skcuness uhcn considcrcd
as a pcrcentage of the ethnic population.

Looking at the ethnic proportions within thc'work_fofcé%frop 195}953}
there was a decline in unemployment for all.groups cxécpt'thcﬂccfxdn_jémll;.
and Moors and Malays. While the countrywide uncmployment rntc:déc;cﬁgéd'f
by 2.8 percentage pointg. the Ceylon Tamil unemployment incfegséd bxll;ég
In 1973 the countrywide unemployment rate shot up to 24 perccnﬁ. Here there
were uncqual distribution patterns. The Malays rate of uncmployment went
up more than four times. that of the rest. Although less drastic, thc'rﬁtc.'
for the Low Country and Kandyan Sinhalese increased more thanrfor tﬁc
Tamils. The entire period between 1963 and 1973 indicates nﬁ ﬁlarming'
tfcnd of rapid uncmpioyment for all groups.

Thc incrcase in the Malay unemployment rate is so drﬁstic &hnt fes
' validity must be questioncd. It mny‘also be,askcd-how valid'thc surbcy.
results are. A survey-by "the Central Bank of Ccylon in 1973 yicldcd thc'
:26 0 pcrcent ratc of uncmployment upon which we havc bnscd thc abovc dls-'

; cussion. Houchr. a svparatc aurvcy ‘ghows a 13. 7.pL(Lcnt rulc of untmplny—-

mcnt for the same year (Wijewardana, 1975 32)



lxgndyAnfSlﬁhalgse
: :EoﬁiCodntry'Sinhﬁlcsc
-fféyléﬁ_féniis
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: ﬂalays

Uhcnp}pymeqt"by Ethnit Group: 1953-73

_ "Table 7

_As 'a % of Population

in the Ethnic Group

- 'As a % of Work Force

in zhc‘Ethnlé Group

1953 1963 1973 1953 1963 1973
5.3 - 3.6 7.0 15.6  12.7  23.0
6.9 5.4  10.6 18.9  17.5%  30.0
3.2 "5.5 5.3 8.4 11.6 17.7
12.8 3.7 6.3 17.8 6.7 12.3
5.5 4.0 5.4 4.9  21.3
| o 15.9

- 0.7  11.2 2.8 4.5

762 .53 .57 252 490  .4bd

Source: Central Bank of Ceylon, 1974:

38; 1954:11.
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Income

A number of studies have concludcd that. incoac dlstrilutlon 1n n
~ Sri Lanka ;s beconing more equal. layavnrdlnl (1974 27&). for exnuplc;
| shous thnf the Gini coefficient dropped from .46 1in 1953 to .35-10_1973‘
However, when Income distribution between the ethnic groupshié_cdapg;éd;
the trend is the reverse. The cocfficient of variation for tcdiaﬁ'lncomcs'
shows a rising incquality (see Table 8). The coefficient forlnédihﬁ-inﬁdéés‘
was .216 in 1953 and .302 in 1973. Over this pcriod, thc‘rankLngs oé:;hé-
ethnic groups remained fairly stable, except that the Lov gountry Sinhalcsc
rose from third to sccond place, pushing the Ceylon Tamils down in 1963J.
For meon incomes, this switch between the low Country Sinhﬁlc;c and Ccyﬁoh
Tamils did not become evident until 1973. |

The rates of change in the median incomes vary from grgup 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 distfibutcd. al-
though the Muslims and the Low Country Sinhalese had a slightly higher rate
of improvement. llowever, in 1963-73, the rate of increase oflthe.tuo
Sinhalcse groups was substantially greater than the other groups. The
net c[tcct is that the Sinhalese are fast catchlng up with the ccénomically
ndvanceq position of the Moors and Malays.. It is also true that thc Tnmils
cconomic position {s slipping, espccially the Indian Tamlla.uhogc.incomc'
%ztm.mi s worsening. ‘ |

nblc-s shoua the intra- cLhnlc incomc dlatriﬁution and - 1ts }atcs

of changc in the Lwcnly ycar period, Thc rallo o[ m‘dl1n L; mvan lncomti
19 uscd as a subetltute for the. Clni coefficient since su((lcicnt dnta (or

,coaputing the coefflcicnt vere not available for the' threc tlme pcriodsn



-flntcr cthnlc lncone of lncomc Receivers (Rs per 2 months) .

“Table 8

E{hnlc.drbup Incdne

"«'.,'

Intra- -cthnic Incomc qutribution

Ratio of Median to Mcan Income ne of Incomc Reccivers*

.302

1953 1963 1973

Low Country Sinkalese 63.4 68.2 81.7

Kondyan Sinhalesc 74.0 67.0 89.1

beylon Tpnils 66.7 60.6 81.9

Indinn Tomils 18.7.  79.7 80.0
Moors.ana Haloys 42.0 62.6 70.2.
ve - .39 .an 084

Percentage Change:

29.0

20.4

22.9

1.7

€4.7

o ﬁggigg Mcan

1953 1963 1973 1953 1963 1973

iou Couhiry sxnhalééé w7 199 425 232 292 sl
Kandynn Stnhalese 132 - 146 376 181 218 422
Ceylon Tnmtla 166 198 | 385 249 327 470
Indtan Tasitls 9% 119 180 122 148 225
" Moors nnd Halays 175 259 470 411 L4 670
Ve 216 .296 452 366 412

1953-1973

. ————— > — —— ———

* Thls totio In uscd as a proxy for skcwncss ncasurcmcnt

'l-Sourbcs: Central Unnk of Ceylon, 1966(n).88

1976 83 4y Abeysckera, 1976:2

214,
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The median/mean ratio ‘hould be 1nterpteted'the reverae'of:the Cini i.e.}_
the higher the numeri{cal number in the ratio, the leas 1nequality 13 ahovn.
Here, a trend of increasing equality vlthin each group is tndicated hea'
| overall dispersion ratio decreascd from .139 in 1953 to..086;1n 1973.._v;€,
the rate at which each group is progressing towards 1ntra-grodp'equality"
differs. The Moors and Malays have shown the most change, with ehe Loé_
Country Sinhalese second and the Indian Tamils last.

Unfortunately, the aanguine picture of increasing equality within ‘-
the ethnic groups is not replicated when measures other than the co;
efficient of variation are used. Quartlle 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 compared, increaaing
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_,
Slnhaleae have advanced in educational and economic areas, especially in
the last ten years. The Ceylon Tamils, who had been ahead, ceded their
poaltion {n economics and education, and advanced only. in the hcalth areap
{.e., lower infant mortality rates. Both Tamil groupa appeared to. be |
protected -from the full effect of the high unemployment rates.. Houevcr,
the Indian Tamila loat ground 1in every other ares. The Hoora and Malaya
made some progreaa in the educational and econonlc areaa. except that thei
fHalaya appeared to be particularly hard- hit by uneaployment. (See Charta ’:

- ll for the educational and econonic progreaa of the different ethnic groups )
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In ahq;t,.the trends do point to a certaiu }evel pf socioeconomic

| fedlptrlbutlon: the ul;hin-gfoup dif(grencéhuare hecdming.more equal while
thé_inforgfoup gap is growing. (Chart 18 shows the extent of ethnic con-
vergence in Sri Lanka.). Thgs increase in th?-betveen;group differentials is
largely a function of the advancing position of the Sinhalese and the

stagnant situation of the Tamils.
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1SRAEL,

- bemography
C?fiA‘ndnhcr of obsérvcré:ﬁavé:clnI-Cd.that tﬁé Orlcntol'bbp010;15636(11§r&q[‘
fls rnpldly outpacing the nu-bcr of Hestcrn vas in latael yctfthc'ﬁcstcrn‘k'

qqgtu:q'rcuolns doq(nantﬂ Orlcntal Jeus arce’ ‘those" vho originate (ron Asla or

Akéiga;iand most a;éﬁgéﬁhnrdl. The Hcstcrn_vas ayc-thosc who oripinate (rom
1égréﬁ§f§r Anerica; most nréfﬂghkennzl. qu(ortunatély. gfflclally publlsﬁ#d.
'éqiaqﬁo; Jews in lsrael is given by conklncnf of birth rather thn; by ethnic
'g;ﬁaé. Threce groups arc listed: Asin;A[ilcs, Europc-America, nnd‘ls;ocl. The
'coﬁgiﬁcnt of birth of [athere of Isracli-born is not always shown. Therefore,
géﬁﬁiﬁ:proportlons for this group cannol always be given. llowever, cthnic
aiQI;ibns'correupond closély-to the continent of birth for the otler ‘two
groups. In this text, when breakdowms within ihc-léracll-horn have ndf'bccn
igivcn. Ocricntal will refer only to the Asia-African forcign- born. and Auhkcnnrln
‘v}}1 rc(cr only to the Eurbpcan-hncrican foreign-born.
1971 figures for the bl?éﬁblace of the fathers of Isracli-born

available. From thosc, it can- bc conputcd that 52.1 percent of all Jews living
-1n.laracl were Oricntal. nnd &3 9 percent were Ashkenozi. (Ccnlral Burcau of
;StAtistlcs. 1973b:23-4).

. Thc proportlons given for thc qulnh populntion in Tnblc 1 do not rcflcct
thc orlgln ol the fnthcr Frou thla dntn. lt can. bc sccn Lhat the propurtlon

ﬁof thc Isracli-vorn Jewish population Rrew hctwccn l9b8 712. The prnportion nr
NN K

_}uropcan-Ancr!ran born lcvs droppcd to . lcvcl slmllnr ‘to that- of vas burn‘
“ln Asia and Africa. The chnngc in, proportlons is duc not only to dlf(crcntlwlq

;in blrth and decath ratcu. but nlso to thv fact thnt “the pcrlods of |1rgc cculc _

.1mnlgrntlon dl[(ctcd Thc Ashkcnnrl comc tlrst. Lhc Orlcnlnls Tast.
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,Tnbin 1

"Populntlnn nnd Urbnn Conccntratlon n( Ftlnlc Croups

Urban: Lcntrnl Bureau o[ Stntistics. 1955: 16, nnd 1973:23-4.

valsh‘Populntlon:(Z) 1n Isracl 19&8 1972
3
Continent of Blrth -{948 _ H‘1951 | }9S&l 1960 1964 1972
-’f;.'/ma-Amca L 8.0 2.6 23.9 245 25.5 21.1
,::-Eutope-Ancrlcn 5.0 4.8 37.0 3.1 28.3 23.2
P'lsraclz' . 29.1° 22.7 27.9 33.3 0 349 40.8
_.Ethnic Urbun Conccntratlon (2): 1953-1971_. .
Contincnt of Birth - 1953* 1971
Asfn#Aftign 59.2 90.9
Europc-Amcrica 59.0 94.1
Isracl 75'.5 95.9
Fnthcr born in A;iafAtrica | 94.4
Fathcn-born.ln Europe-America 97.2
Father born {n Isracl 97.9
*. Urban definftlon changed in 1957.
Snurcch: Population; Statistical Abstrict. of Isracl, 1974
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The urban concentration for eacn gtoup 1s alao ahoun 1n Tablc l The
toncentration_iqr all gtoupa has risen. By 1971 -more than 90 percent of the
antira-Javiah popuiation livea 1nrurban ataaa;'fﬂonethaleas. slight dl(fer-ff
ancea.betueen-eChnic groups persist. |

This table does not_give data on the different typea'qf nrban aettlementa'
This could be an important pattern to analyze, since it 1a.cia1mad:thatttna f
type of_utban settlement strongly affects the aqctal and_ecannmic.cann{tfnns:
of tha inhabitants. In 1961, Saymour‘Sptlerman (1976:789) painted'npt'that'
more than 66.0 percent of the foreign-born living in deVelopmcnt_to;naTwara.
from the Oriental areas. Those born in Europe and America vcra.thc.majotityj
of the foreign-born in the main cities, the suburbs and the vatekan aettiements

During the period covered by Table 1, the definition of'"urban" changed.'
fn Israel (Davis, 1969:302). The first time the new definition.was used was
in 1957, Thus, the figures for 1953 are not necessarily cnmparablc_to th¢
remaining ones.

Table 2 shows the 1ife expectancy differentials over an aighteen-year
period. In view of the fact that battlefield deaths have been subtracted from
the computations, the adyancaa in life expectancy have been surnrisingly low

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

has made the greatest advance. Noncthelesa. the spread between the tua ethnic
groups has been reduced from .042 to .035.
Education

In their study of athnic 1nequa11t1ea in Iarael Smbona .and Peresf(l975-7
argue that the ethnlc educational.gap has been reduced 1n the last dccadc, but
~ the price has been a reduction in the quality of aducation Only: the 1ssue of
aducatlonal equality vill be examined in thia taxt Looklng at the within group

. diatributlon of educational attainment betwean 1961 and 1971 in Tablc 3 and Chal



Table 2
~ Life E;petfﬁd;y* 1950-1967
Continent ‘of Birth  1950/51 S oaesalss 1958/59 1962/6) 1966/67
‘Aslachfrica . - | | | |
“male | uia 48.7 9.0 49.1 48.2
fenale 49.1 49.7 49.6  49.3 49.8

Europe-America

male 47.4 47.6 48.6 48.9 48.7

female 49.5 9.7 50.5 50.5 51.3
Isracl

-malc 52.3 48.9 49.5 49.7

(emale . 53.5 51.6 52.2 52.9

V= .775 .042 .023 .027 .035

*Lifo Expcctdncy ad age 25.

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



Table 3
Percentage Distribution of Years 6f Schooling

'of Pcrsons Aged 14 and over: 1961 & 1971

1961 1971
Years of Asia-Africa  Europe-Amecrica Asin-Africa Europc-AmcrICar’
Schooling Ocigin Origin v Origin Orig}n V:
0 31.5 3.2 1,153 23.5 S 182
1-4 10.1 7.6 .200 8.6 8.3 .02
5-8 36.2 37.9 .032 36.4 52.# | - .08:
9-12 19.2 38.5 L4713 26.5 38.5 _ .26
13+ ‘ 3.0 12.8 .877 5.0 18.4 .13
Median 5.4 8.6 .302 6.5 9.3 .25

V= .789 .878 .126 .192

Source: Smooha and Peres, 1975:69.
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ft can be scen that the gap has been reduced. The cducﬁtloual mcdiAJ sLnus
thqt thougﬁ‘thc Orjentals are still behind, thefr rate of ndvhncé has bccn,;
greater tﬁan that of the Western group. The Oricentaol achicvbﬁcqt'ﬁdyahécé hnvé
occurred with students who had 9 years or more of formal chQat{on; The -
differences between the two groups with 8 years and less did not.chnnge between
1961-71., This means that for the Orientals, prog;css is only being made-at the
higher levels of education. |

Table 4 shows sccondary and university enrollments. At the se§o1do;y
level, the trend of incrcasing cquality shown in educational attniﬁéintl}é
supported by increaslng cquality in educational enrollment. The cocffﬁclcht q['
variation decrcases in magnitude, and a look at the actual percentages also
shows a recduction in the gap, 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, than It was for 1966/67 through 1969/70.

At the university level, the enrollment figures support the cducatfional
attainment results. The coefficient of variationrshows a reduction in
incquality, particularly beétween 1966/§5_thr093h 1969/170; q(t?r that, the
decrease is small. Nonectheless, the period betwcen 1964 and 1973 shows that
the Ashkenazi Jews had anywherc from between five to seven times the access
to higher cducation comparcd to the Oricntals, a efjpnificant difference.
'intcrcstlngly enough, the amount of chqnge for the Orientals {s approximately
_ﬁhc same, whether horn In Asfa or Africa or in Isracl of Orlental parcnlqge.

On the other band, the forelgn-born, regardless of ctimic uf[gln. xhuch

proportionately higher Increases than the Istacli-born.

Occupatlou

Contradictory findings appear when occupatlonal mobllity has bccn analyrcd .

by scholars. For cxamplc. Lissak (1969). in his study on social mublllty. polnts'_



Table &

Pérccntagc'of Stbdcnts Attending Secondary and University Fducation

Sccondary tducation: 1963-704

1963/64 1966/67 1969/70
Aoian/African Origin ' 27.3 37.9 44.5
Europcap/Amcrican Origin 60.0 68.6 16.0
| V. 536 408 375

lnigher Education: 1964-73#*%

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

Father Asian/Alrican Born 1.6 2.0 2.5 2.5 2.8

Father Europc/Amcflcan Born 10.7 12.5 12.6 13.4 13.8

Asian/African Born ij . 0.8 1.1 1.6 1.9 2.0

Europecan/Amcrican Born;" S.4 7.6 9.8 9.7 9.3

Fother Isracl Born™ 5.2 6.1 7.5 8.6 8.7
vV = .828 .785 .692 .681 671

% percontage of thejr peers, f.c., percentage of those of same age and origin.
The Tsracl born pupils are classifled according to the contincat of birth of
their fathers, :

a4 pPercentages are Lased on the 20-29 ycar old etlmic population.
Sudfccsﬁ Report of the Committee on Income Distribution and Social Inequality J971

28-29; Statistical Abstract of Isracl, 1973:646; Statistical Abstract of
Isracl, 1976:616. :
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out that Oriental Jews have been able Lo penetrate the hlghgr{décupn;tondl
categories. At the same time, a trend of downward delllty for thc';oungér
Oriental gencration has been shown. What impact thesc trends have had oﬁu
overall redistribution is a question to which we must now furn. Thc‘gpmnaty
measures for intra-cthulc and inter-ethnic distributions have been shown. on
Table 5. The results of the Delta Indexes for the 1ntrn-cthnlc dlst;lﬁution
show that the most significant occupational redistribution took place within
the Oriental group. Ncarly 34 points of redistribution occurred hctgccnr

1954 and 1974. The other two groups show considerably less cumulativc_mopillty
over the same pcriod. The inter-ethnic cemparisons show o decline in the
dclta magnitude between 1954 and 1974 for all but the Isracli-born/Westcrn
groups. This declinc can be interpreted as showing a movement towiards greater
cquality (or similarity) in the ethnic occupational structure. Hhcn.Orlcntnl'
and lsraeli-born Jews are compared, we find that there has been a decline of

11 points. A comparison between the distribution of Orfcentals and Western
Jews shows only a decline of two points over the twenty-year period. Occupational
differences betwecn Western and Israeli-born Jews have been increased by just
over onc pognt. In other words, these figures show that the progress of the
Oriental in the last twenty ycars has been one of catching up with the Isracll-
born. The Orientals have made only slight progress in ;loslng the pap bLetween
themselves and the Western Jews.

The lower portion of Table 5 shows occupational cgtcgorics by clhnlu:
gréup for 1954 ond 1974. We {ind that at all occubatlénal levels, ﬁhc Orign(n;
Jews have made precater progress in catchling up with thc.Sabrné than utth?lhc.

- Ashkcnazim. llowever, the gap between Oricntni and Westeen Jews hqs diminished

at aoll levels; cxcept for the service and skilled oéchpotxons.


http:occupatioi.at

Table 5

*irithin-Group Compcrisons:

Delza .Indeves for Jewish E=oloved Persons

Askenazim
Oriental:

Israeli Born

1954-74

23.1

33.9

18.5

1954-1974

Lé.za Indexes for Between Group Comparisons at Each Period: 1954 & 1974

.In@e*;%e:uepn:
Isfacli ﬁorn ahdHOriental
Israeli Born and Ashkenazim

‘O-iental and Ashkenazim

1954
37.3
11.8

29.2

1974

26.6

13.4

Table S continued on the next

page.



Table

Occudational Structure: Jewish Emploved Persons

Total (in thousands)

Scientists, Professionals, ,
Technicians, etc.

Ad-inistrators, Managers,
Officials.'Clerical, etc.

\izichants and .Salespeople
Service Workers

Farmers and Agricultural
Workers

Skilled~ubrkers in Industry,
Conszruction, Craits & Transport

Uasiilled. orkers

Total 1

Total

4754.4

10.4

16.3

10.4

8.5

13.5

Israel

56.6

14.6

23.1

6.0

6.2

- 11.3

33.4

5.4

100%

5 (continued)

1954

Oriental

119.5

3.4

7.3
9.1

12.0

23.1
22.5

100%

Ashkenazia

292.3

12.4

18.7

11.7

7.5

10.2

29.3
10.2

1007

Total

989.1

19.6

21.8

11.9

5.3

1¢c0%

1974
Israel Oricntal
L6.4 398.6
22.4 9.6
30.1 17.3

8.4% 6.7
9.2 17.3
5.0 5.8
22.7 35.5
2.2 7.8
1007 1007

Asnkenaz.

544.1
26.8

24.4

Sogr;eﬁ'itz}oni}-1977:149. (for all of Table 5)



Hhcn A norc llnltod time pcriod is cxa-lned (1961 70). nnd vhcn Lhc'
-qul;h qalc population s btokcn doun by 1mnigrotion pcriod a dl((crcnt
-plcturc bcgins to cncrgc Tnble 6 shovs “the bctucen and uithin Rroup dcltas
for. Jeulsh malcs' from 1961 70 by pcriod of inmlgrotion The vlthln~group
dolln scores show a much higher ratc of occupntional rcdléLfibutldn féthhusé -
who 1mmlgratcd during 1948- -60, - than thosc who 1mmlgratcd before 1948 for both
European and Afro-Asian qus (thcir delta scores are relntively sinilar)

Thc bctvcen group &corcs reveal that the diffcrences arc highcst for thosc

who hch'ituigrntcd since 1961, and lowcst for the before 19&8 immlg;;nts.

The figurcs also reveal that the gap betwcen Oricntal and’ Ashkcnazlm males

for all periods of 1mmlgratlon-havc incrcascd substantlally, while the gap
hetween Orlcntni and lsraoeli born Jews has declined. Once again this supports
the contention that the occupational gains thcAOricntal Jows -have made arc {in
catching up with the Sabras, not with the Ashﬁpnnzi Jows.

Uncmployment tates by ethnic group bctvcén l968'pnd 1972. are displayed
{n Table 7. The overall figurcs indicate that uncmployment differsn sipgnificantly
bctvccn ethnic groups, but that the gap between Oricental and Western froups has
unrroucd. The reduction ol the Oticntnl uncnhloymont ratc was 8o gpreat that it
went - bclov that of the lIsracli- boxn in 19068, nnd the rate remajoed lower
thré@hh 1972.

1his ralses the question of whether there wérc ethnlc Iucqnnlitlcs within
thc-Isracll-born group. Figures from the 1971 ccnsus Quuld'lhd(catc that there
VLfC (LtnLrll Burean of Statlstics, 1973e: 12) While the uncmplnymvnt rate
Tur all Lscacl l=born wax 6.1 in 1971, thc uncmplnymcnt rate ol LhﬂNL with fathers
bqrn_lﬁ Europe or America uasfb,o;.(or thosc wlth,(hthcrs_»born'iv lsrael, 3.0;
.butlfor those with (athers botn 1an§1§ and-A(riés! thé.ratc.of uncmp loyment

L 10.9 percent of that group's labor force.’



Table 6

béltn:lhdcxés”fof.vithin Croup Comparisons by Immigrant Period:1961-70

Jewish Employcd Haies

Immigration Period: 1961-70

Or(éntnlr ]
up .to¥1947 -_ﬂ'f,\ 14.5
Be;uecn.1968-6b 15: 20.8
Ashkenazim L
wp to 1967 13.9
bctueen'i9hsj60 - 23.6
Isracl Born -:d— 9.1

Delta Indexes (orv between group Comparisons by lnmggiption'Pcrlod: 1961, 1970

Immigration Pcflods: Up to 1947 Between 1948-60 Since 1961
C Y 161 1970 1961 1970 1970
Otlental & Ashkenizim 3.4 S2.4 21.7 36.3 41.4
Ortental & Lacac]- Rorn 29.2  28.9 46.6 19.7 58.0
Ashkcngzin & Isracl Borﬁ 25.2 34.4 29.9 14.9 26.9

214

Sources: Labor Foréé”quveys. 1972:162.
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Income

The literature shows considerable dlsngrccncnt on the dtrcctlon o[ thc-

yf-l

cthnic income gap. For example, Remba (1973) clnins thot tho lnco-c |

diffe entinl between Oricntal and Western groups vldencJ,;Qb;tsnttn;ly bctuecn |
1950 and 1965, stabilizcd between 1965 and 1970, nnd ;;;r;wéd lu thc firat

fevw years of the 1970s. f;fr.“ét(“."

.l‘

Table 8 shows the inter-ethnic dtltributlonnl chnngc (rou 1965 through

IR SRR

1974. Examination of the cocfficient of votintioﬁ'rcvcals n-trcnd towardrgtcatcf

l . 4
|'~.'~l S

cquality, and that that trend picked up -oacntun 1n thc 1970 74 period.
‘l -
Specifically, the gap between Oricuntal amd Hcstcrn lnconcq decrcascd.  In 1965.

.4"

the Oricntals earned 72 percent of the Western iqqouc;,by 1970, 73 percent;
and by 1973, 79 percent. |

llowever, Smooha and Peres (1975:68) havc polntcd out that. cthn(c gnpu in

a .
carnings ore lcss when {omily income is -cnsurcd (ns ls Lhc cnuc for the

{nter-cthnic figures in Table 8) than when indlvldu1l lnconc is acasurcd

The reason for this is that the size of the Orlcntal famlly in larger than

-

that of the Western group. .
UL SN )
Income dats on within group patterns vnq'ap{lt:lnto two perliods--

1963-69 and 1971-74--bacause of the different criterla uned to collect the.
data: the urban population is used in the (orhéirpértod.nnd pnld cmployccs

used in the latter. llowever, since both .urvcy. uscd fnmlly lnconcn as thc .

wnit of annlynis, sume uscful comparisons can hu -ndg ’ Prun 1963-h9 the lntnlo

~ .
- . - ,.. . \

patterns of both Isracli bote ond Oriental vas bccanu nlnnl(tcantly lcun
unequal, but for the Axhkenazim, the tacome dlapvralnn rc-lln&d rcllllvt|v
Ll‘- . . .

stable. Within the sccond period, the Otlcntal and lstacll born qu lnuomc

distribution pattcrn hecome more uncqual, but thcn blnl rntion (or 1974 .


http:divngreoent-.on

‘Table:7.

Uncyployﬁcnt.satei'Sy EﬁhniC'GrQOb;l965-7f

1965 1968 1970 ."_,tsn' 1972

Oriental 6.6 8.3 50 _ V3.9 . 3.-5 .
Ashkchazim 1.8 3.0 ) 15 R

Isracl Born 5.3 . 9:1- 6:6. _ f§;l' _ 5.0 -
V= .519 329 394 .384 L.

“ Percenlages arc bascd on the émbioygd ethnic pobﬁlaliOn

Sources: Céntral Bureau of Stat1$llcs.l92}(§):8ﬁ:l|97&51l5.



Table 8

Bclwc'n Group Income Diffcrcnces:

' \965 -74

Averdgc Gross Annual Money lIncome pcf Urban

1965 1968 1970 1974
Ashkenazim 8600 10900 13200 26200
Oriental 6200 7700 9700 20600
Israeli Born 9400 11400 13600 27800

ve 206 © 1200 176 152

Within Group Income Differences:
963/& -1974

Urban Jewish Families

1963/4 1968/9
Ashkenazim . 204 212
O}Ieplol . 281 230
Isracli Born . 267 152

1971
213
.293
143

Employee's Family

Ginl Coefflcient,

Empoyees Famillies

1972
. 266
.328
161

Coefficient of Variance,

1973
. 261
.330
.176

1974
. 229
. 304

143

sources: siatistical. Ycarbook of jsrac),1975:7.263;
Familics 1976: T 38: Empoyce Families Incom

Commitltec on Income Distribution and Social Incquality, 1971:25

e.1972: 1.1,

Inccmc-or tmployce

Report of the


http:income,1972:T.41
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show a sharp incline toward greater equality. - Ashkenazluntngdmg,,oﬁ Fhé'étﬁer'
hand, shows a gradual decline in skewness of income dlstpib@tion.] Iﬁ fncg}‘
all three groups show a substantial shifé toward {ncome ng‘i{ff dg;inthhe
 period 1973-74. |

In a separate analysis of the Istseli data, we found that the 1ncoﬁq
distribution becomes more equal the longer the length of stay {n lsrael. 'Ue.
also found that the income distribution of those with 5-12 years of edu@ation
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 shéua 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
dtffef, howéver, depending on the variable. Educational and occupational
pbbility has been felatively steady over the years, but {ncome q1ffergntialé
have ley.made progress since 1970, See Charts 15-17. The Oriental Jews
have made great prqgreos {n catching up with the occupational siqtua of the

Israeldi bpfn Jews: however, they have not made gains on thé:Aphkenazl'Jevagf
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TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO

Demography
| 7 In Trinidad and Tobago there is 3 prevailing belief that demogaphic
classification by race only helps to_acccntUalc racial divislons. Before 1946,
scparate dala was colleccled only for thé fast Indians; all other elhnic groups
were lumped togcther as lhé gcﬁcral population. The censuses of 1946,1960 and
1970 collected data by race, but very little of it has bcen published. The
flgurgﬁ presented hare are not only from oflicia publicalions.~bul also
from data published by indIQidual rescarchers who have had access to
unpublished census and survey material.

The ethnic proportions of the population of Trinidad and Tobago
are presented al the top of Table 1. The East Indian population has been
increasing steadily. By 1970 they comprised 40 percent of Lhe total, only
slightly less than the Black percentage of 43. Questions of the rcliabilliy
of census figures have been raised, Jack Harewood (1975:98) reports that one
survey found fewer Indians than recorded in the 1970 census, and a sccond
survey found mote.

“Urbanization rates by cthnic group are also shown in Table 1.

There Is insufficient “aformation io asscss the comparability of the two
sets of ligures. Monetheless, they do indicate that the differential belween
the two gréups is significant There is no evidence of large-scale movement
of East Indions lo the .uthan arca, where there cxists 2 gencrally higher level

of employment (llarcwood, 1971:271).



Table 1

Zthnic Population of Trinidad and Tobago:1946-70

1946 1960 1970
Black 6.9 43.3 L2.b
tast Indian 356.1 36.5 4O,

Ethnic Urban Concentration(in percentages):1960-64

1960 1964
- Black L43.6 Lg.0
tast Indian 19.9 17.0

Sources: Malik,1971:12; Harewood,1975:104



Educatlén and Occupation:

.Hllcolﬁ‘Crosa (1973) claimed that there is a greater degree of
fe§uclglona§ quoftudlty 1n'Trtniddd and Tobago than ther; is in most other
fcﬁr}bﬁeaq';octetles. This canndt_be verified since educational enrollment
figures by e;ﬁnic groups are not reported. Furthermore, the educational
questions asked in the censuses have been different each time. What has been
.publiuhed is presented 16 iable 2. The 1946 figures give literacy differen-

tials,rand tne 1960 ftgures glve the educational attainment of the working
population, The illiteracy rates of 1946 and the "no education' percentages
of 1960 are not necessarily synonymous. To the extent that they are, however,
{mprovement fof both ethnic groups is shown between 1946 and 1960. The East
Indians and Blacks show a considerable reduction in {lliteracy 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 dispar{ty between Indian and Black at the secondary
level {s less. By the University stage, the East Indian has a slight edge.

D{fferences 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 {n the "other category."

This group covers both skilled and unskilled industrial workers as well as
agricultursl workers. The coverage is so broad that any conclusions based

on thlﬁ category are bound to be meaningless. The professional and technical
;?6?kefs are the next occupational group to exhibit high ethnic disparity.
'.Hetg. fheAEAet‘Indians are gseen to have a higher gdu?a;ional attainment,

“but a smaller portion of their group reacheﬁ:thc status level this categoty



Jeble 2

Literacy Rates In Trinidad: 1946

Literacy Rate (1literacy Rate

10 Years & Qver 10 Years { Over
Bleck 90.1 9.h -
East Indian 49.2 50.5

Educational Attainment of the Working Population of Trinidad:1960

No Education Primary Secondary University Totaf
Block 2.5 87.2 9.8 0.3 100.0
tast Indian 26.1 66.4 6.8 0.4

Sources: Horcwood,1971:288; Central Statistical Office, 1954:12
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Tablec 3
Educational Attainment of Occupational Groups
Inter-ethnic Education Differences

Delta Indexes: 1960

.'.

Profcssnonal Workers 8.3
Admnnu;tralors 3.9
‘Clerical Morkers 3.8
Commecrcial Workers 6.4
Others 18.0

Pold Employees by Ethnic Group, Occupation and

Educational Attainment:1960

Occupa(iéé,r : No Education Primary Secondary University Tota!

Profcsslonal’.

1cchnlcal workcrs

Black. ':q 0.h 2.8 33.9 72.6 7.0

East lndlan obh 4.3 37.1 78.2 6.7

Admnnislralors Excculives & Managerial Workers

Black. R - 0.2 AL 13.0 0.4

East Indion ';. - 0.5 3.0 10.4 0.6

Clcrical Horkcrs

Black A 0.6 3.1 32.2 8.6 7.2
. East Indion’ ff; 0.2 5.6 33.1 8.3 7.0

cOnmmrciol.'?{nbhélal ¢ Insurance Workers

tlack SR 0.6 2.0 5.7 - 3.h

Eost |ndlon‘a 5 0.6 5.0 8.4 0.9 L.6

Other Occupalnons

'nlock U q8.h 91.h 271 5.8 82.0

Eost lndlon Ce 98.8 84.6 18.4 2.2 81.1

At Occupaliom lor e .
cach Elnnic Group 100.07. 100: 01 100;07. 100.07. 100.0/

. .
: \J -
°, 3

source: ﬂqfcw§oﬂ.l971:289.
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provides. In the commercial level, the cducollonol disparity is olso hlgh
Again, the East Indlans possess 3 higher cducollonll lcvcl thon do lholr '
8lack counterparis. Butl unlike the profcs;‘onoi group, . hlgher portlon of
€ast Indians fall in the commercial scclors ln the administrative ond
clerical arcas, the dissimilarities lrc”ii;S'scvcre

A 1967/8 survey, conducted by the Ccntral Statisticol Ofllcc and
published in an anslysis by J. & Harcwood(lé?l). examined thc &mouul of
specialized training cach group rccclvcd 1oblc 4 shows the rcihlls of this
cxomination. Regardless of occupollon. East lndlons receive co«sldcrahly less
training than Blocks. With less trolnlng. future mobility for Indions Is
llkcly to be much slower than for slocks |

The 1960 distribution of oc;upolion by cthn-c group docs not show

il

any greal occupational disperity. Howcycr. given Lhe reults of the educal ional
AL
atlainment and speciolized training figures, the possibility of increasing

ethnic difforentials exists.

Incoms

R.M. chry(l975)_§égﬁgi}hal the distribution of houschold.income
bccouc‘sllgh!ly morc.uncqqufbclwccn 1957 and 1972. He rcporled (hat the gini
cocfrlcicnt ‘rosc from . u651£7 h6. whether lhls.lncrnosed incqualllyso(fccted
the dutlcrenl clhnlc q}oups to the samc extent is difficult to asccr(ain A
we arc able 10 cxdwine are the inter-cthnlic incomes for 1960 ond Lhc intra-
cthnic gini coelficients (or 1971/2

Teble 5 shows the lnlcr elhnlc group lncono by sex and occupolior
The disnoritics in lncomc bclwcon lhc clhnlc g' oups vary’ 0vcroll lhc Indian

wale corned T4 pcrcen;'o(-lho*nqdlan lncoac of the Balack mslic, whercas the



V_Tablcr,lo _

Spocialized Training:1967/8:

Black - I_nd-lalm__f_ '

H F | H F

érb.téss!ohél;lé.clmlcol ' C N
¢ Administrative 15.6 10.0 129  12.§
Clerical - 12.0 3.2 -
Other 15.6 16.0 6.5 -
No Training .68.8 62.0 77.4  87.5

= Proportion of cech ethnic group receiving specialized training

Source: Harcwood,1971:293.



V'lnter-Ethﬁlc Groqp Inaodc:19603

Male- All Pald [mployccs
_Pro(esslonol [ chhnlcal
iAdmlnistfatlvc & Exccullve
Clerlcal

Commcrclo‘

Olhér

chale- AVY Paild £mployecs]

Professlonol [ 1cchnlcal
)'tdrﬂlnlstrallvc’:.E)u:cutlyc'-'-’z‘x
C‘crlé;l . -
Commerclal

Other

Table S

?

Black

.Medlan Income

oo
s
©250.0

'152.1
.95.4
%.9
8.4
1444
121.3
63.5
31.5

'Easl’}ﬁdinn,

Hcdlén Income
'i?ﬁo f
162.2
237.5
1“2.5.

82.9
70.3
42.0
116.7
99.1
67.3 .
36.0

g Hcdlon fonthly lncomcs ‘of pold cmployccs

= Numbers 100 snoll,to ju

source: Harewod, 1971:290.

stify compulatlon of mcdian incomes.



indian femalc earncd 109 percent of the lncbﬁc or ther Block (emalc
Nonelhcless. the median income of the Indlan mole wos consldcrobly hlghc?
than elthcr female's income. Within each occupollonal.calcgory._only the
€ast indian In thg_(emole ""commercial'' sector and the female “olher;-
occupational colcgot} carncd more thon did the Dlock. Olh§rwisc. ihclslqck
was olways ahcad of the Eost lndian The disparity betwicen m#lcé wos not .
as ‘greal in the Profcssional administrative and clerical categorles
as It was for the'other' category. As was stated earlier, lhé “chcr“:'
calegory Is so broad that its descriptive power is poor. Still, the dota
lndlcotes that the income disparity was fairly substantial In 1960. What
change and the dircction of change that may have taken place after 1960
Is Impossiblc to ascertain,
Table 6 shows the distributions within ethnic groups, but nol

over time The 1971/2 survey Indlcoted that the Iinta-eathnic disparitly was
small. However, Henry(1975:10) warns that the incquality within the East Indian
group may be undcrstated. The survey uscd geographical divisions, rather

| lhah‘clhnlc. as Lhe base of the somple frame. Henry's warning appears -lo bé.;,

well-Tounded when the distribution of poverly |s -cxarninc'(l_'(scc Table 6).
A Iargcr proportion of the indian group is below thc poverly linc. However,
uwny Eost indians-are farmers-and ''thiec morc frequent p:cscncc of home produccd

..

foods might hovc hod a mltlgattng cffect among this group“(ncnry 1975: 2\)

‘,COnclusl0ns

“,'?1*“ Slncc nn<l of lhc dola prcscnlcd on Trlnldad and lobogo ore nol

0vcr tlmc. no trend:analysls is posslble. Howcver.,the rlgures suggcsl lhob
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Table 6

Inlro-Elhnic'Gfouﬁ'[ncomc:‘97l/2

Gini Cocfficient

1971/2
Black 0.49
East Indien 0: 48

Ethnic Poverty:1971/2
7 of Houséholds below poverty line

Black 321

Eost Indian L3.6

Source: Henry,1975:25.



ethnic differentials do exist. In aimost all argqh, ;ncludidg primary:
education, specialized training, and medldﬁ”lhconeo. th? E;of ihaiin'i;;

in a8 less favorable position. See Charts 19 and 20. Théi% Q;éljhgﬁé;éf;
some disturbing trends within the Indian gfodp. The E?dﬁdo hﬁgggif:fﬁit"
there is a growing gap between the rich and the poor within thé Indian.
community, A proportion of Indians are moving to the urban lkgga&and '
entering the upper echelons of the occupational structure. x;'ggéilamc'timc,
s majority remain concentrated in rursl sectors and are pre&bnlﬁh&tiy;poar?
There is no evidence that similar patterns are . :urring in the éiack

community.
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SUMMARY

'lt'hbsboftcdgbccn orgued cspccfally in the cconomic Iiterature. that
,soclo~economlc incquallties ln thlrd world countrlcs are stcadnly widening.
Thns contcntlon was the starting point of thns study wh!ch examnned the
'exlent of ethnic: redlstrnbutlon in four developlng countrles The results’
qf_the study show only |Imltgd support for the thesis that ethnic inequalities
.f; w{déning The four countries- Sri Lanka, Malaysio, Trinidad and Israel -
ghow no similarities In distribution patterns; each country differs rn the
extent and direction of redistribution. Although there is no lineor
relationship between economic development and ethnic redistribution,

wa did find that as one moves up the development |adder, the movement

towards greater ethnic equality Increases . fFor example. In Israel,

there are clear trends towards narrowing the ethnic gap, while In Sri

Lanka the ethnic differences are widening. In betwceg'these polar extremes
we have malaysia and Trinidad which rcprg;ent s mixture of both rrends.

The direction of redistribution often depended on whether tha focus

was on the Inte-- or intra-ethnic léyel, In Sri Lanka thé'!ncoée distribution
within each ethiic had become less skewed over a twcnty'géor period,

although at the Inter-ethnic level the. opposlte trend emerged The two
Sinhalese groups have asdvanced at a more rapid rate then the Tamlls or
Muslims, and consequently, the soclo-econonlic gap between}lhe Slnhalese

ond all other ethnic groups widened. In Hgljysla.igherehﬁas been 8
substentlol movement towsrd cresting s more equitable multl-ethnic

soclety This is malnly due to the progress oflthe Malays: vis-a vis

the other two groups Tho lmproved educatlonal snd occupatIOnol pOsltlon

of the Malays has not. howevor. nffected their econOmlc status Holay
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lnceme distribution, both between and within, has s;eed[lyuchéhé morci:..
unequal where they have increasingly fallen beﬁ}nd_the other t&o'éroepsgrﬁ
and have also experienced the highest rate of lnceme ieeqqel[;i withfef
the group. | |

In Trinidad and Tobago, the soclio-economic dlfferencee.between B8lacks
and East Indians Is relatively small and shows no siyns of wideelng.
However, there are signs that the distribution within the Indleh‘gfoup
1s becoming more skewed over time. A small proportion of lndlehs are
.advancing raplidly, both economically and socislly, but the bulk of the
Indian population remaln rural and poor. The trends in Israel, on the
other hand, are very encouraging. The progress of the Oriental Jews has
been significant, especially since 1970 , but the gains they have made
are In catching up with the Israelli born Jews or Sabras, The ethnic gap
between the.Ashkenaz! and Oriental Jew Is still substentlel.‘epd there
are no signs that this gap wl[l disappear in the lmmedlege future.

The distributional trends df§cussed in this paper suygest some
Important policy questlons for multl-erhnlc developing countrles
fFIrstly. redistributionsl policies must focus on both inter-. end Intre-
ethnlc levels, ‘otherwise .the gelns at . -one Ievel may well be et the expense
of enotherv level. Sri Lanka Is a good exemple where the government s.
soclel welfere services have. been reletlvely successful in redlstrlbutlng‘

the weelth between the rlch and poor. but thls hes creeted 2 wldcnlng o

ethnic gap. This: widening gap Is obvlously one. of the delermlnents of the'

emlls ‘separatist movemont. r - .; S

-

- Secondly, the time leg between creetlng greeter educetlonel end v
'occupetlonel opportunltles for certaln minorlty groups end ethnlc‘ ﬂ
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lncom@igg(ns is a complex question which needs further exsmination. The
.igreof?}'opﬁ@rtuﬁjt]qu;o; the Malays, both éducatlonal!y'and occupationally,
‘ﬁgs.ﬁof.los *?i; ﬁ;tériollzed Into income gains. Similarly, it was
u;tl| i97d,that'qu.éddﬁagiona) and occupational progress of the Oriental
Jéwi made durlng'tﬁe21950'§~066360's began to effect the ethnic income
disparities. Most mul;l-&thnl? societies rely heavily on equal opportunity
policies which are often assumed to benefit minorities economically.
However, the trlckle‘effcct may take considerably longer in developing
countries than policy makers would lead us to belleve.

And lastly, Is it more difficult for governments to redistribute
ethnic wealth in developing countries, given the level of economic
and political depcndency on the Iinternational system? The evidence
In this paper suggests that it is not rcally 8 question of the level
of economic development that determines the slize and pattern of ethnic
distribution. Rather, it Is the policies themselves that determine the
speed and direction of redistribution. The governmental policles in
Melaysia , Sri Lanka and Israel have largely been responsibility in
determining the progress of the Malays, Sinhalese and Oriental Jews
Wi thout such policies, ethnic inequalities are unlikely to change

In conclusion therefore, | would argue that in all multi-ethnic
societies where therc are significant inequaliites, it is essential that
policies arc implemented to close the ethnic gap. This may well mcan
quota systems which have been relat{vely_successfui'ln Malaysia. IFf
the ethnic gaps are not reduced in tﬁe foreseoble.futhre. then the

inequalities will lnevl(oBly'exocorbate sepdfatlit tendencies.
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