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RURAL INCOME AND EMPLOYMENT

I A NATIONAL MACROVIEW O THE FACTS. TOWARDS THE DEFINITION OF

MAJOR GLOBAL PROBLEMS

Rﬁral Population and the High Density Problem

By 1971, El Salvador had a population of 3.6 million people. 1In 1950
its population numbered only 1.9 million, which means that over a period of

20 years the population has almost doubled.

©

This growth is spectacular even by Latin American stancards. 1/

Despite the relative constancy of the urban-rural population ratio
over the last 20 years, there are social and economic forces that will
accelerate the present rate of migration from rural to urben centers in the

future ahead.

Presently, the rﬁral population, according to the Diretcidn Jde Esta-
distica y Censos (197)) is about 60% of the total population, or about 2.1

million people. It is not evenly distributed in the nationul territory.

The greatest concentration is on the central region, defined in this

study as the spatial unit dominated by the cities of Sana Ana, Metropolitan

i/ The rate of growth has been accelerating at a margiral rate of 0.2%
every five years. In fact, the accumulated annual growth rate for '
1956-1961 is 3.0%, for 1961-1966 is 3.2%, while for the period 1966-1971 =
is 3.4Z. . . R



San Salvador and San Miguel (see graphs 1 and 2, part Il of this study).
" Here lives 60%Z of the total rural population. Average density in 1971 was

230 persons per square kilometer.

The second greatest concentration is on the southern region, defined
in this study as the sbatial unit dominated by the belt of towns extending
from Sonsonate to Zacatecoluca, Usulutdn, and La Unidn. Here lives about
19%Z of the total rural population. Average density per square kilometer

is 135.

The rest of the rural population, 21% is sparcely settled in the
(4
northern region, which encompasses the north and northeastern parts of the

territory. Average density is only 88 persons per square kilometer.

Overall rural population density averaged 153 person; per square kilo-
meter in 1971. Considefing the scarcity of natural resources and the
relatively low degree of develonment in the economy of El Salvador, there
is noc question that this country faces an overpopulation problen, which
might put a severe constraint on its capacity to continue‘t; grow and

develop.

The issue does not center, however, in the relative big size of its
population with respect to its small territory but rather on the problem of
how well its population is distributed in the available space (efficient
use of space), how well the resources are used (economic efficiency), and

how‘well the access to the use of resources is made possible for all the



population (efficient distribution of land and capital, i.e., better distribu—
" tion of wealth, be‘ter access to technology, higher income and educatzon

opportunities).

The high density issue is undoubtedly a national policy issue. It
appears, however, that operationally its implications must be analyzed on a
regional level. That is to say, that the national problem of “over popula-
tion” becomes largely a problem of regional development, i.e., the better
distribution of population in space so as to max;vize social and econonmic

i

welfare.

The Income Problem

1/

In 1971 there were approx1mate1y 357,000 rural famxllea in the coun*ry.

Their relative access to land was as follovs:

Socioeconomic Category Number of Rural Z of Total
Families Rural Families
Family without access to land 85,000 - 24%
Family cultivates less 1 ha. ” 133,000 37%
Family cultivates 1-5 ha. 104,000 292
Family cultivates more than S ha. 35,000 10X .

1/ Source: Agricultural Census (1971) Direccidn Nacxonal Je'EstadistiCafy'
Censos. and estimates of this mission, 1974. S Col



Insofar as this mission is fundamentally concerned about the small
furmer, who constitutes 89% of the total rual population, the field survey

did not obtain information on the income and employment of the family

’

operating a farm larger than 5 ha. A rough macfaeconomic estimate, however,

is made further on, in order to round up national rural income figures,

The average income for a family without access to land varied from the
lowest 500 colones per year in the northern region to 800 colones per year

in the central region.

The average income for a family who cultivates less than 1 ha, varied

from 600 colones per yez: in the northern region to 1,100 colones per year

in the central region.

The average income for a family who cultivates between 1-5 ha. varied
from 1,000 colones per year in the northern region to 2,400 colones per year

in the central region. ]

Average family incomes for each socioeconomic category+at the national

level were as follows: 1/

Socioeconomic Category Rural Family
Incomé per Year
(colones, 1973)

Famiiy without access to land ’ 680
Family cultivates less 1 ha. _ | o, 840
Panily cultivates 1-5 ba. 1,650

,gygfagéxfa-jjy_‘ : _— | 1,060

f!j;:SQutégtufPio-Ificid'iurvey of thi."-iilioh.
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In 1965 rhe Ministry of Labor of the Government of El Salvador eltab-
lished 800 colones per year as the minimum income requi: :d for a rural favily.
This estimate prevides fcr minimum levels of food, lodging and clothing for
a family of six members. A small amount for extra expenses was included in

this budget, but no provision ‘~r savings was made.

Considering price increases in the last 8 years,it is likely that the
level of the minimum required income for a rural family should have reached

at least 1,000 colones per year, in 1973,

Taking this latter income as a basis for comparing the relative economic
welfare of the rural family for each socioeconomic category, we have the
[~

following comparison:

Relative Economic Wellbelng
Socioeconomic Category Expressed as Percentage Above
| ' or Below Minirum Income 1/

Family without acces to land 322 below
Family cultivates less 1 ha. 16X below
Family cultivates 1-5 ha. .652 above
Average family 6zbabove

1/ Personal income (including cash and non-cash income) is taken as the
indicator of fuonily wellbeing.

The twu lowest income groups are considerably below the- mlnlnnl requlred";
“income. It is obv1ous that these two socxoeconom1c categories are not able to.

save at all.,
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As an average, 40% of the total income earned by a rural family in 1973
. was paid in the form of food, lodging, rent and medicalcare. The quality
of the service or staple provided is usually worse than what the money

equivalent could buy in the market,

A comparison of real incomes for families in the first two socibeconomic
categories between 1953 and 1973 shows that family income in 1973 is
almost the same than in 1953. 1/ This means a 'rate of gi.owth of near zero
per year. The average annual rate of growth in 1eal family income for the
nation as a whole (deflated also by consumer price index) is about 0.8% per

year.

The average money wage for a male worker in 1953 was about 1.32 coclones
per day, in 1973 the average money wage was 2.10 per day. If payment irn kind
and services is included, average daily remuneration in 1953 was about 1.94

colones per day. 2/ In 1973 it was about 3.0 colones per day.

s

In 1974, mininum wage for a male worker was set by the government to a
minimum of 3.10 colones per day; including food and services it would come

to about 4.30 per day.

The Employment Problem

In the previous secticn we have seen that the level of income is related

to land accessibility. In the following table we see that the levels of

employment and unemployment are also related to this factor.

1/ Income for 1953 has been computated on the basis of wage data found in the
" study of Anhr031n1, Informe al Gobierno de El Salvador sobre los Aszlariados
- Agricolas. 0.1.T., 1954, p. 34. This figure comes to about 530 colones per
. year, Using the consumer. price index deflator for El Salvador given by the
. 'IMF's International Financial Statistics, Oct. 1974, 580 colones of 1955 at’
.;“1963 prices is [ann colones and 760 colones (averlge arnual income of the
two loweat locioecononic groups in 1973) at 1963 prices 1a 649 .olonos.

1#[&#_[ See Anbtooini op. cxt. P. 36.



Employment in Man/Days Percentage

Socioeconomic Category Per Year, Per l’auai%"r ) ofPUneﬁbloynent
. er Year

Family without access to land 190 ‘652

Family cultivates less 1l ha. K | 279 : SOX

Family cultivates 1-5 ha. | 410 s

Average family - | 290 47%

* It is considered that the family has 550 man/days available per yeat (275
days x 2 working units per family). Source of data: From field survey of =
this mission. ‘

The average figures shown are relatively high levels of unemployment

considering the fact that there are favorable cliﬁatological factors that

make employment possible in agriculture all year round.

The highest level of employment in the country as a whole is re&chedv
during the months of November, December and January '(? montﬂé); This season v
coincides with the harvest of coffee, cotton and some food crops. Probably

90% of the labor force is employed at this time.

From May throngh August (4 months) the levels of employment reach an
‘average of about 60%, while the rest of the year (5 months) employmert may

avérage as low as 30X,


http:about.60
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By far agricultural activities constitute the méjor component of rur@l
empioyment. As a rule, the average rural laborer does not or cannot find
work outside agricultural activities for more than 20 man/days per year per
family. An exception is in the zones around Kettopolitan San Salvador where
employﬁent in these types of activities could reach 40 man/days per year,
per family. The type of non-agricultural work is usually some sort of
temporary activity such as domestic service, commerce, or some menial work -

at low pay in i.)an centers.

Contribution of small fevmers to national income and a comparison with the

contribution of other sociveconomic grouyps:

The following table shows the contribution to national personal
incoméléf the threce socioeconomic groups considered in this study, namely
those rural families who do noﬁ have access to land and those who cultivate
less than 5 ha. Additional estimates are made for upper rural socioeconomic

groups, not includedvin this study, and for the average urbap family:

l] Includes cash and non-cash income.



Socioeconomic Annual Family " Number of | Miliions éf,»-

Category Incomé (Current Families  Current Colones

Colones. 1973)° ‘ - (1973)

Rural Sector

Families without ,
access to land 680 + 85,000 58

Families cultivate ' -
less 1 ha. 840 133,000 97

Families cultivate o
1-5 ha. 1,650 104,000 176

Families cultivate more ” _
than 5 less than 50 ha. - 16,000 1/ 31,000 310

Families cultivate more :
50 ha. 70,000 1/ 4,000 280

Urban Sector

Average urban family 8,000 1/ 250,000 2,00

Totals for El Salvador : . 607,000 + 2,921

1/ These are the mission's rough estimates based on verbal information from
various sources. ‘ ' : o T



II. THE MAJOR GLOBAL PROBLEMS WITHIN THE CONTEXT OT REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT

In this chapter an attempt is made to place the problems outlinzs in the

previous chapter within the context of regional developzent.

This approach is useful both conceptually and operationally. By placing
the macroproblems on a particular spatial setting, it becomes possible to
differentiate¢ particular characteristics of each problem, a fact that may

prove crucial for the success of nationally determined sets of policies or

remedies intended in general for thac area.

Our task here is two fold.
(a) Three major regions are defined in terms of their land, labor and
income characteristics and then we outline the elements of a spatial strategy

on the basis of which to formulate long term recommendations for the problems

of rural poverty, unemployment and population growth.

(b) Nine areas are delimited. These areas are differentiated in terms
of population, income and employment characteristics, as spatial units on
which to formulate alternative combination of policies and %nvestment projects
as short and medium term instruments to attack the problems of rural poverty

and unemployment.

In other words, (a) aims at changing the structural conditions :rough
a‘qpatial development strategy aad (b) improving the situation within the
© present socioeconomic structure with the help of short and medium run

 instruments.



-11 -

A Conceptualization of Development Snace in E1 Saivador

Graph 1 presents a conceptualization scheme of how we visualize present
space relationships among the various population centers in the territory of -

El Salvador.

The salient characteristic is the strong dominance that Metrupolitan
San Salvador exercises towards the rest of the towns indicated by the solid.
arrows, and the weak relationships that appear to exist among lower order

centers.

[ .
The pattern is clearly the lack of development of second and third

order towns.

The rural popula;ion is more densely concentrated

-'along the axis Santa Ana-San Salvador-San Miguel; which have beecn in the
past the traditional develobment centers of El1 Salvador. These centeis con~
centrate infrastructure so as to support activities which are not directly

-

dependent on agriculture.

From an income and employmant point of view, this means that a sig-
nificant number of people, who live in these main centers, derive their

income and find employment in activities other than agriculture.

‘These centers, namely the’ metropolitan area of San Salvador, Santa
Ana and San Miguel, possess essentially urban characteristics with - combined_

population of 700,000 in 1971 and approaching 900,000 in 1974.‘
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These three cities because they perform economic and administrative

functions of the highest order and because most of public and ptivate{\

decision making is done here, constitute centers of first (Metropolitan
San Salvador) and second order (Santa Ana and San Miguel) vhich exercise }
and economic and political dominance over the rest of the population

centers of the country.

This axis, which concentrates a rural population of approximately 1.2
million, that is over 60% of the total rural population of E1 Salvador,

defines what we would like to call the Central Region.
(24

There is a secondary development axis of a more recent histoty. It
is composed cssentially of centers that may be classified as of third order.

These are: Sonsonate, Zacatecoluca, Usulutan and La Unidn.

Although these latter towns have some industrial base and provide
some services, they have a heavy denendﬂnce on agricultural production,
particularly of the commercial crop variety, namely cetton, ecoffee and
Sugarcane. In this sense these centers could be considered as essentially
of rural character. They provide a number of serviees to the rural areas

ard are economically and politically dependent from the main axis.

This secondary axis forms the backbone of wvhat mav be called the

Southern Region.

by

There is a number of fourth order centers of rural charactet ﬁhirh

clustet in the north and northeastern patt of the country vhich do not t.r.,f;

-
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a system (an axis) among themselves but rather depend on an unsystematic
way irom the main axis. This collection of towns conforms what may be
calied the Northern Region. Among the main centers in this region are

Métapan, Chalatenango, Sesuntepeque, Jocoro, Santa Rosa, and San Francisco

Gotera.

The essential characteristic of these centers is that they are
dominated by agricultural activities and the number of people who derive

their incomes and find employment outside agriculture is significantly

small.

A Regional View of the Problems of Income and Employment

The northern region, particularly the northeastern part of it, is

the poorest in terms of income per family and in the number of employment
opportunities either in agricultural or non-agricultural activities. There
are about 93,500 familics in this region, that is about 26% of the total
number of rural families of thé nation. Their relative accdss to land is

as shown in Table 1 below.

This region has become a labor supply pool for the seasonal manpowar

needs of the commercially oriented farms of the central and southern

regions,
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Table 1: Northern Region: . Relative Access to Land. 1/

Number of Without Cultivate Cultivate Cultivate

Families Access Less 1 ha. 1 - 5 ha. More 5 ha.
to Land

93,500 10,320 32,015 36,885 14,280

(100%) (112) (342) (40%) - (15%)

1/ Source: Agricultural Census, 1971, Direccidn de Estadistica y Censo; and -
this mission's estimate, 1974.

One fundamental characteristic of land accessibility in this region is the
low percentage of landless families in relation to the central and southern

regions.

Family income varies from 600 colones per year for families that have |
no access to land to 1,200 for families that cultivate less than 5 ha. Table
2 below shows these incomes for 3 socioecoinomic categories. Théir average |
income, which is about 830 colones, is the lowest of the three regions.
About half of this income is earned outside the region and about 70% is earned

in money.

Table 2: Northern Region: Rural Income per Family/Year (1973, current colones) 2/

Socioeconomic : Rural Incoﬁe

Category . ' : ‘ '
Family without land ' 1600
Family cultivaies less ; ha. ~‘*70§;
’v':Fanily cultivates 1-5 ha. . ‘1;2pof
"k;giahél gﬁcrage for thése 3 groups -  ¥fS§§:

2/ Source: Estimutes from the field survey of the ui@;ién;“!??‘,;}f‘:fl*f“
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In general the average income for the family in the region is 25% below
the level of income ronsidered by the Government of El1 Salvador and this mission

as the minimum to susfain an adequate lcvel of welfare for the rural family. 1/

Families without access to land are uncmployed about 70X of the working
year (275 days), families who cultivate less than one hectare are unemployed
about 55% of the working year, and families who cultivate more than 1 but

less than 5 ha. are unemployed about 30% of the working yeas.

Although this study was not able to determine quantitatively the
number of man/days employed in non agricultural activities, it is estimated
that only about 57 of total rural employment is spent in activities not

directly related to farming.

However, approximately 9 out of 10 people who are employed in the urban
scctor of this region work in activities that are directly related to agri-
cultural activities. This dependence is greater in the eastern part and

lower in the western part.

The central region is the most densely populated of all the three

regions. There are about 194,000 rural families, that is about more than
half of the total rural population of El Salvador lives here. Their relative

access to land is shown in Table 3 below.

.

;l/ ;1.000 colones ber,year at 1973 prices,
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Table 3: Central Region: Relative Access to Land 1/

p — ,
Number of Without Cultivate Cultivate . Cultivate

Families Access Less 1 ha, 1 -5 ha. More 5 ha.
to Land ,

194,000 60,740 64,280 54,260 14,720

(100%) (31%) (332) (28%) (82)

1/ Source: See table 1.

Most rural families make an annual income that varies from 700 colones .
for the families without access to land to 2,200 colones for the families

who cultivate between 1 and 5 ha. of land.

Table 4 shows the income levels for these socioeconomic categories.

Table 4: Central Region: Rural Family Income per Year (1973, current ¢910n§i)_;;

-Socioeconomic ‘.'lnrzliincone_
Category o :
Family without access land 760
Family cultivates less 1 ha. ”gsof "‘.
| Family cultivates 1-5 ha. - 2;2901-'>
Regional average for the 3 gro&ps . | ) :.vjjgbyf‘ :.u]

2/ Sour a: Sée table 2.
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Rural incomes in all levels are the highestof all 3 regions. This is
due particularly to the existence of more fertile soils, greater opportunity
for tempsrary and permanent hired labor for agricultural tasks and also

because of greater opportunities for temporary non-agricultural work.
In general 70% of total family income is cash income,

in general the average family income for the three socioeconomic groups
shown in Table 4, is about 30X above the level of income considered by the

Government of El Salvador and this mission as the minimum to sustain a rural

family. 1/

A family without access to land is unemployed about 60X of the working
year (275 days) which is the lowest unemployment rate in the country for a
family of this category. This is so even despite the fact that this
region has more than one third of its population without access to land.
Unémployment for a family who cultivates less than one hectare of land is
about 48%Z, while unemployment for a family who cultivates between 1-5 ha.

is about 20%.

This study estimates that about 127 of total man/days employed in the
ruralvareas of this region is employed in activities not related directly

to agricultural production (farming).

. However, approximately 5 out of 10 people who are employed in the urban
:,lcétor of this region work in‘activﬁties related to agriculturc. These are
fwig;qindus;ries; marketing, agrobusiness, government services, commerce and

'flj;_1§009 6¢1¢u¢y,§c§ ye;i at l973‘pt1¢g|. -
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The southern region conrains about 19% of the total rutal populntion 3

of the country, or approx1mately 69,000 rural families. Their relative

access to land is as shown in Table 5 below.

Table 5: Southern Region: Relative Access to Land 1/

Number of Without Cultivate Cultivate Cultivate

Families Access Less 1 ha. 1 - 5 ha. More 5 ha.
to Land
69,200 23,746 22,386 17,296 5,772

(100%) (342) (332) (25%) - (8%)

1/ Source: See table 1,

In relation to the other regions, the access to land here is more
severely limited. More than one third of rural familiea have no access to
land and another third cultivates less than one ha. of land. This factor -
weighs heavily on dampening the levels of income and employment which otherf”
wise would be higher for these latter groups considering theffgct that
8oils here are much more fertile than on the northern:regibn énd that_épploy-v

ment opportunities are potentially greater.

Consequently, incoime for the family in the category which has no .

access to land 660 cclones per year, is only 10X above that of slnilar

category in the northern regxon. Family income for th( group wlth leal than v

 one ha. is about 860 coloncs a year and for the gtoup cultivatxng betveen 75;3

. 1=8 ha. is about 1,500 colones a year. .
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The average income for these 3 categories, which compose as seen on
Table 5, 92% of the rural population, is about 1,000 colones per year, which

is 25% above that of the northern region, and 30% below that of the central

region.

In general, about 70% of this income is paid in money. The average
family income in this region is at the level of income considered as minimum
by the Government of El Salvador for sustaining a minimum level of economic

wellbeing for a rural family. 1/

Table 6 illustrates the income differences for three socioeconomic

- groups.

Table 6: Southern Region: Rural Family Income per Year (1973, current colones)

Socioecononmic Rural Income

" Category
Family without access to land 660
Family in farm less 1 ha. : 860
Family in farm 1 - 5 ha. ‘ : 1,530
 Regiona1 average for the 3 groups 1,020

- A fanxly thhout access to land ‘s unemployed about 67% of the worklng

"ycnr (275 days). while a famlly in the category of farmc less than 1 ha. 13

:1'?1;@06ié§1§§és‘péguygar'gt;l97§,pti¢e8;f”'



- 2] -

unemployed 50% of the working year. Families in fams of more than one ha, .

but less than 5 ha. have a yearly rate of unemployment of about 26%.

Non-agricultural employment is estimated to be less than 7% of totsl
rural employment in the region. It is estimated also that - »ut 7 out of 10
urban jobs in the region are related to agricultural activities in the rurel

areas.

Elements for a Long Term Spatial Strategy for Increasing Rural Income

Y

and Employment

Although there seems to exist still significant ways of increesing
employment and incomes in the rural areas by way of agricultural actinities,'
it is clear that because of the rapid growth of labor force, in the long run
employment opportunities, as well as higher incomes will have to be obtalned'
outside the agricultural sector. In other words, the problem of expandxng.
rural employment and incomes in the long run is tied up to the problen ofo
creating employment and income opportunities in the industrial and servicev :
sectors of the economy. This is a complex matter involving\thanges in the

socioeconomic structure of the country. An importent part of this cnange
could be achieved by: |

(a) 1nduc1ng some rural centers of significant urban characterlstlcs

and whlch have a potential to become developuent centeta, to act »
as agents of structural changes. This would involve the develop-{7
meut of industries and hlgher order servxces whxch would cteate t;
more jobs for the rural people in and around theae centers. e |

. (b) ‘revitalization of urban centers whxch were forler or tradit:onal;;

Srowth centers. Thxs meanq that these centers vnuld nc“ al:zf

vrecipiente of act;vities and funetions decenttalized ftu- tho |

letropolie.
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This implies a multisectoral approach and a representation of the
needs of the particular region as a better foundation on which to base a

successful developnent effort.

In this regard, it would appear, that the best way to expand and diQersify
the agricultural and industrial base would be by concentrating the development
efforts in strengthening interdependence, that is, functional linkages alc:og
the secondary axis and building a hierarchy of functions between the main axis

and the secondary axis.

This effort would mean to induce the development of Sonsonate, Zacateco-
luca, Usulutan, and La Unidn, and possibly Ahuachapan, by increasing their
interdependency along the secondary development axis shown in Graph 1I, and
diminishing their dependency on Metropolitan San Salvador. These rural centers
should act as main innovating centers for promoting socioeconomic changes in
the rural population and would be the seat of light manufacture industry

directed towards the internal market.

A second effort should be directed to revitalizing the urban centers of
Santa Ana and San Miguel. This could be done by decentralizing the heavier
export industries from Metropolitan San Salvador and some higher order service

functions.

.',Because the north-easterr subregion is the poorest in the country and
also whgre'unémployment‘is.the highest, the first and prioritary effort should
bexditeéted there. This should entail the revitalization of San Miguel, and

: iﬁe_devglbpmeﬁt”bf a new growth pole around the La Unidn-Usulutdn-San Miguel
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‘triangle. This development triangle should pull Osicala, Jctoro, San Fran-
cisco Gotera, Santa Rosa de Lima, in the north; the rural areas west of

El Carmen, and Olomeyga, as well as the areas around Usulutédn and San Miguel

and those within the triangle itself.

This strategy would, in the shor’ run, increase employnent in agri-
culture, but more significantly it would bz lirected to the long run problem

of finding job opportunities in non-agricultural activities, i.e. industrial

and service jobs.

The elemcuts of spatial strategy that we have outlined above are only}
Iyért of an overall development strategy which needs to be.ﬁut forward for
El Salvador. Here no such attemﬁt has been made. Wec have only tried to
point out the fact that the ﬁroblem of rural income and employment requires
for its solution fundamental changes in the sociocconomic structure of the
country. Part of this solution cousists of rearranging the present use of

space 80 as to promote development.

Change of the socioeconomic structure, however, is a long run proposi-
tion. . In so far as short and medium run solutions are also required, it is

necessary to work within the present socioeconomic structure as it exists

today.

‘Elements for-a short and medium term strategy for rural incomes and employment
We have pointed out earlier that there still scems to be a number of

”foprrtunicies.available for increasing employment and incomes in agriculture
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without fﬁn&émen£a1 changes in struétuiéi conditions." However. che problem
is not simple. It is conditioned to o host of. 1nterrelated technical and
institutional problems, namely: |

(a) access to land

(b) credit for small farmers

(é) techriical assistance and education éf thé rural'faﬁily

‘\.") ~changing the composition and innovétiﬁg the traditional food

crop mix |
(e) changing the composition and innovating the commerciai crop mix:

(f) participation of lower income strate of the rural populaticn in

higher profit commercial crop activities.

We cannot know of these opportunities a pr1or1 unless we know quite
.well a number of technical and socioeconomic characferlst1cs of the areas
where such increments are possible. |

We d» not have such detailed information. ‘waever, it is possjblg.to
outline roughly some socioeconomic characteristigsioﬁja limited-nUmberﬁéf:
areas which should serve as a basic reference to development offiéiais as

criteria for selecting investment projects.

We take advantage of our earlier regionalization of the‘cbuntry’and
add additional ecological criteria to' come up with 9 areas as shoﬁh in’the :
accompanying map. We claim here that for each:atea‘a différént set of
policies and projects is required on accoﬁnt'of sgmewﬁét differéntiaﬁed
socioeconomic charactetistics. In the Appendlk/Oi th1s report maJor -

. [
aocloeconomxc chnractcr1st1cs for each area are 11sted and in addltxonin Appendix f
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a detailed composition of these zreas by provinces, area and population is

shown., Table I in the text summarizes basic denographic rata and extension

by area and region.

On the basis of the socioeconomic infoi iation gathered for the nine
areas, it appears that development efforts in the short run should be placed
¢

. by stages in the following order and on the following areas:

Time Prioritary areas
©(1975-1977) first stage Areas 7, 4 and 9
(1977-1979) second stage i Areas 1, 5, 6

(1979-1981) third stage ' Areas 2 and 8
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TABLE 1

EL SALVADOR:  REGIONAL AREAS - EXTENSION AND POPULATION

AREA 1 AREA 4 AREA 7 = REGION I

Extension Km? 1,102 2,439 | 4;046 o 7;557’
Total population 76,000 242,000 388,000 706,000
Rural population 61,000 183,000 - 320,000 564,000
 Density per kn’ 69 39 9% 88
AREA 2 AREA 5 AREA 8 REGION II -

Extension KmZ 1,969 5,186 - 1,93 | 9,089°
Total population 469,600 1,454,000 339,000 2,262,000
Rural population 276,000 673,000 217,000 1,166,000
Density per K 244 ‘ 280 : ;75‘ S ‘.:j233fi
. AREA 3 AREA 6 AREA 9 REGTON IIT
Extension Kn> 1,210 2,370 599 a0
Total population 185,000 328,000 14,000 | ,587;0(5}'
‘Rural population 124,000 242,000 2,000 415,000
Density per Km? 153 - 138 124 13

Scurce: Censos Nacxontles de 1971, Direccidn General de. Estad*qt~¢a y: Cenaos,
El Salvadv:, and IDB-IBRD-AID Tr1part1te M1831on - Anau t 1974..-r~:a
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| III. THE IMPACT OF THE PROJECTS RECOMMENDED BY THE MISSION ON_THE LEVELS
OF RURAL INCOME AND EMPLOYMENT

1. Ptéjects at Regional Level

In the following tables an estimate is made of the additional employment

and income generated by each of the projecte recommended by the mission,

by area.
Area 1
Man/Days Income per year #*/
Name of (1,000) (1,000 colones)
Project 1st 3rd 5th 10th st 3rd 5th 10th
Rural Roads 82 82 82 82 656 656 656 656
Reforestation 104 189 76 53 448 813 328 229
Totals 186 271 158 135 1,104 1,469 984 885

*/ Income from wages, at 4.30 colones per man/day for reforestation and
~ at 8.00 colones per man/day (average of 10 colones for construction
and 6 for maintenance) for rural roads. Values are not discounted.

Area 2
' Man/Days ' Income per year */
Name of (1,000) (1,000 colones)
‘Project st 3rd 5th  10th 1st 3rd 5th 10th
| Rural Roads 107.0 107.0 107.0 :57.0 856 856 856 856
Fertilizers 110.0 110.0 110.0 110.0 } 1,546 1,546 1,546 1,546
- Glucose 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 20 20 20 20
Yeast 4.1 4.5 4.1 4.1 57 57 57 57
. Tableros 33.0 33.0° 33.0 33.0 462 462 662 . 462
Chalchuapa- ‘ ‘ ‘ ; ,
. Atiquizava 14.8 43.4 72.0 44.8 | 64 187 310 193
(Irtxgatxon) : & ‘ ~ -
a:"Nahu17a1co | . ' - - o S
{ (Irxigation) 29.7 86.9 144.0 89.3 128 374 619 384
| Totals | 300.0 385.8 471.5 389.6 |3,133 3,502 3,870 3,518

*/ Hagel for 1rrigatxon projv.ts are 4.30 colones per -anlday. Industtial
vages are- ;iven a value of 14 colones per man/day..¢  L o
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" Area 3
o Man/Days _ 5_ Income per year -

Name of _ (1,000) - (1,000 colones) S
Project st  3rd S5th 10th lst ' 3rd Sth 10th
Rural Roads |43 43 43 43 |. 346 . 344 344 344
Mentg (Agro- |45 48 48 48 193 235 235 235

ind.3 : . ‘. . .
Sonsonate
Milk 33 173 173 173 628 1,230 1,230 2,043
La Barranca
(Irrigation) 6 18 30 19 26 78 130 80
Bola de Marte o
(Irrigation) 3 9 15 9 13 39 65 40
La Barranca
2nd Stage 9 26 43 27 38 112 186 115
Totals 139 317 352 319 1,242 2,038 2,190 2,857
e ‘ SR P
Area 4.
Man/Days Income per year
- Name of (1,000) (1,000 colones)
Pruject st 3rd 5th 10th lst 3rd 5th 10th
Rural Roads | 81 81 81 81 648 648" 648 648
Reforestation|104 189 76 53 448 813 328 229
Aguacaliente- R
La Reina(milk! 36 96 96 96 638 836 896 1,713 .
and beef) ' , e
Support for : S SRR o
small produc-|155 465 - - 1,050 3,150 - - e
ers' coops. » ‘ . AP EEEE i
| Carmen o o RN R
| (Xrrigacion) 1 2 4 3 4 9 18 18 |
Totals (377 83y 257 233 2,788 5,516 1,390 2,608 |




Area 5

————————

wmn .

i‘H%n]Days income per year
Name of {1,000) (1,000 colones)
Project 1st 3rd 5th 10th 1st 3rd 5th 10th
’ Rurél Roads 293 293 293 293' 2,344 2,344 2,344 2,344
Sesame
(Agroind.) 672 692 692 692 2,890 3,198 3,198 3,198
Terebinto : -
(Agroind.) 700 714 14 714 3,010 3,200 3,200 3,200
Hortalizas
(Agroind.) 1,800 1,816 1,816 1,816 7,740 7,960 7,960 7,960
C3rcuma
(Agvoind.) 17 20 20 20 73 115 115 115
Achiove
(Agroind.) 23 26 26 26 99 141 141 141
Lemon Grass
(Agroind.) 42 44 44 44 181 209 209 209
Sugar Jiboa
(Agroind.) 304 387 387 387 1,307 2,462 2,462‘ 2,462
Support for
Small Produc-
ers' coops. 155 465 - - 1,050 3,150 - -
Opico
- (Irrigation) 2 6 10 6 8 26 43 27
" Totals 4,008 4,463 4,002 3,998 {18,702 22,805 19,672 19,656
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Area 6

: Man/Days T ,Inca-¢ §¢tﬂy§§:L§
Name of 4 (1,000) . (1,000 colones)
Project fist 3rd Sth 10th lst 3tg’;:'5th'>,510thf

Rural Roads 47 47 47 47 |36 36 a6 we |
Las Pampas } I S f  f‘Fi,Q
(Irrigation) 6 17 28 17 | 25 74 123 R £ A &
- Hacienda Nuev ' L .‘ - &f'fﬁﬁf
(Irrigation) | 8 24 40 24 35 102 170 106 |
El Jocote _ T . 'ﬂil’« .
(reigation) | 6 18 30 18 [ 2 18 136 & |

- San Antonio
Potrerillos v : , A T e ;
(Irrigation) 3 10 17 11 15 4 74 46

Total 0 16 162 117 | 478 615 873 686
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Area 7
Man/Days Income per year
Name of (1,000) (1,000 colones)
Project 1st 3rd 5th 10th l1st Ird 5th 10th

Rural Roads |[158 158 158 158 | 1,264 1,264 1,264 1,264

Oregano
(Agroind.) 504 540 540 540 | 2,167 2,671 2,671 2,671

Reforestation| 104 189 76 53 448 813 328 229

Chapeltique

~Sesori
(Beef & Milk)] 99 144 144 144 667 861 861 2,362

Chapeltique
(Irrigation) 2 6 10 6 9 - 26 43 26
Chapeltique
(2nd Stage) 12 36 60 37 53 156 260 161

‘Totals 879 1,073 988 938 | 4,608 5,791 5,427 7,213
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Name of
Project

1st

Man/Days

(1,000)
3crd  5th

10th .

Incon‘;?@tuliif;f-WN“
(1,000 colones)

Rural Roads

107

107 107

107

856 856 856 856

Total

107

107 107

107

Area 9

peer

856  856. 856

Name of
Project

1st

Man/Days
(1,000)
3rd 5th

10th

Income}pef year ‘ i
(1,000 colones) - < ']

Rural Roads

12

12 12

12

9% 9% 9% 9

1st 3rd 5th VIOtﬁyf

Total

12

12 12

12

% 9% 9% 96
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Projects at National Level

Income per year

Man/Days */
Name of (1,020) (1,000 colones)
Project lst 3rd 5th 10th lst  3rd 5th 10th
Irrigation
(National :
Watersheds) 44 130 216 134 192 560 929 576
Extension,
Research &
Production of
Seeds 65 69 73 73| 1,350 1,380 1,460 1,460
Totals 109 199 289 207 | 1,542 1,940 2,389 2,036
X/ Wages of extension workers and researchers estimated at
20 colones per day.
Total Employment and Income Generated by Projects
Recommended by the Mission ‘
Man/Days Income per year
(1,000) (1,000 colones)
Year: 1st 3rd 5th ~ 10th lst 3rd 5th 10th
6,187 6,541 30,002
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CONCEUSIONS

| In general the projects recommended by thelminaioﬁncomp;ylﬁithithe
objectives put forward by the national deieiopm@ntlpm, 1973-1977 /.
They differ from the latter in the fact that they are biased in the direc-
tion of the lowest socioeconomic groupg of the country. This fact il’not'
in itself a contradiction to the general aims of the Plan insofar as the
.plan itself recommends better income distribution development schemes.

This mission attempts to comply with this latter objective Yy giving
emphasis to increase of employment in the lowest income families, namely
those families that do not have access to land and those who cultivate leés '
than 1 ha. , |

The employment targets established by the #bove'mentioned plan providéul:
_an increase of employment of about 3.5 million man-day per year between 1971 ;
and 1977. |

As can be seen from the preVious tébles, if all project? reéomhehded J':
by the mission could be ordered in a time-horizon similar to tﬁgt.bf dur
tables, then the projects would give a tofal increase in empldyment of about
6.1 million man-days in the first year of the realization of these pro:jects.

This is equivalent to saying that about 11 »000 families would find. full time -

employment (275 deys per year).

J _/, Objectlves of the rural sector. are 1nd1cateu in the Plan de Desarrollo

Agropecuurmo 1973-1977, CONAPLAN 1973 p. 32
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. Average family income as a result of the projects, i.e. for the pro-

Jjects families, would be around 2,600 colones per year, the first year of

the projects.

.Comparing with the average family income for the 3 socioeconomic

groups considered in this study, the families benefiting from the projects -

would have an improvement of over 160%.
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APPENDIX # 1

ARFA 1
Extension: 1,102 Km 2
Population: 76,000
rural 61,000
urban 15,000
Density: 69 per Km”, lowest of all nine areas

Principal urban center: Metapan, 8,000 persons.

Access to land:

total number without access cultivate cultivate cultivate
.of rural families to land less 1 ha. 1-5 has. more 5 has.}'
10,000 2,500 4,300 2,200 1,000
100% 254, L43% 22% 10%

Rural family inccme per year:

Y

2/

socioeconomic rural income % income earned % income carned
category (colones, 1973) outside the area in cash

family without
access to land 700 - -
family cultivates
less 1 ha. 800 - -
‘family cultivates
1-5 has. 1,400 - -
AVERAGE family 960 Loy, 684,

Relative economic welfare of the rural family with respect to minimum
required income (1000 colones per year, per family, 1973 ): +

,socioeconémié category ¢ above/below

ffamlly without access to lavd : ~ 30% below
| family ‘cultivates less 1 ha., .- - . . 20% below
family ‘cultivates l b has. S . - ho% above

, L 4% below

;AVEEAGE famlly

5+"This baS1c income is for a famlly of 6 persons and covers food lodglngf

‘%drgss., There is no. Drovlsion for anJ °avings.. It was recalculated from
he: original figure of 800 colones obtained. by the Btudy on minimum ru- ,Q.
~ral wages,. 1965," Estudios ‘Estadlsticos y Econémicos ‘del Salario bﬂnlmo
?Agrqpenuario en Fl.balvador, &ovcrnmcnt of hl balvador; Pe 9.‘ ‘ -

‘- e8| come’from agriculcural as' vell aB. non-agricultural activ*uﬁcq. ,
51_/,Ret%r to.that part of 1ncome earned by temporary migration.f;_, '
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" Rural employment and unemployment:

v o - percérzagé of
socioeconomic man/days employed uner ployment
category per year per family : jer~year +
family without access to land 190
family cultivates less 1 ha. 270 ' - 514
family cultivates 1-5 has. 390 . - 2%
AVERAGE family 283 - - Lo

+ With respect to 550 man/days available per family and per year (275 daysfi,-
2 working units per family.,). ' L

Calendar of employment per month:

See attached table.

Migration:

Permanent migration is strong particularly of young men .who leave for Cha-

latenango and San Salvador. About 3,000 families migrate temporarly to L

- work in the harvest of coffee in areag 2 and 3 during the months of RNovember,
December and January, S ,

Level of wages:

Average wage for a male worker is about 2.40 colones per day.

List of main problems us perceived by the Ministry of Agriculture:

A survey carried out by Extensién Agricola of the Ministry of Agriculture
~was able to determine a list of prioritary prcblems for specific extension
zones in the country. : - o '

In general there are two types  of problems;’one'related’to,naﬁurél-_
resources and technology and the other related to socioeconomic problems’ .
Among the problems listed for this area are: S

‘natural resources .

 'sociocconomic ‘ cand technologx" .
~Ppopulation growth ,iéiosion 57" ,;‘_,
health : N production of corn

‘nutrition - cattle production
© education . ' S T
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AREA 2

Extension: 6 1,969 Km

Population: o -t 9,000 -
rural 276,000
urban - 193,000 2‘

Density: PIAng per Km"™

Principal urban center:

Acess to laud:

Santa Ana, 98,000 "péi-.sohsvf:

cultivate

total number without access cultivate cultivate
of rural families to land less 1 ha, 1-5 has,  more 5 has.}
16,000 10,580 ik, 720 - 17,020 3,686 |
(100%) (23%) (32%) (37%) (8$)

Rural family income DPer year:

focioeconomic rural income % income earmed . % 1ncome earned
category (colones, 1973)  off the area in money B
family without
access to land 800 - -
family cultivates
less 1 ha, 1,100 - -
family cultivates
1—5 haS. 2,l+00 - -
AVERAGE family 1,430 insignificant 6684

Relative economic welfare of the rmiral family w:.th respect to. mihlnnm
required income (I, 000 colones per year, 19735

AVERAGE family

socioeconomic category j,abb"ve/beloﬁ S
family without access to land 20% belW L
| family cultivates lesg 1 ha. 10% above RSN KO
family cultivates 1-5 has, °* 1100% above B
e )

+ This basic income is calculate
food, lodging, dres 35S, and &
provision for any s

ot 800 colones obtained by the study on minimm rural, wages. in 1965,
See: Estudios Bstadisbicos

Econdmicos del Salario: Minino ‘Agrope
en E1 Salvndor, document Mmmtry of I-abor,
P 9 N |

small amount for recreo.tion’
savings. It was

d for a family of 6 persons and covers
. .. ‘There 18 no-
recalculated from th original: ﬁ.gure
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Rural emmloyment and unemployment:

percentage of

socioeconomic man/days employed unemployment

category per year per family per yecar +
family without access to land 200 ' 6h,
family cultivates less 1 ha. 280 499
family cultivates 1-5 has. Lho 20%
AVERAGE family 310 Lhd,

+ With respe.’ to 550 man/days available per family and per year (275
days x 2 working units per family).

Calendar of enployment per month:

See attached table.

Migration:
Temporary migration is strong within as well as towards this arca. It

occurs for the harvest season mainly during the months of November, December
and January.

In the harvest period 1970-71 there were in this area approximately 16,000
temporary migrant families, of which 50% came from within the area. The
other 50% come principally from areas 4 and 7. (Data obtained from Mr., ILuis
Gonzdles, Department of Statistics, Ministry of Labor; El Salvador,

August, 1974).

Level of wages:

Average wage for male worker is about 2.00 colones per day. o

List of main problems as perceived by the Ministry of Agriculturec:

A survey carried out by Extensuén Agricola of the Ministry of Agriculture
was able to determine a list of prioritary problems for specific extension
zones in the country. In general there are two wroad cetegories of
problems; cne related to natural rescurces and technolopy and the other
related to socioeconcmic problems., Among the problems listed for this
this area are:

natural resources

socioeronomic and _technology
population growth production of cattle
nutrition preduction of corn

- home education -production of -beans.
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AREA 3

Fx.ension: 1,210 KnP

Population: 185,000
rural 124,000
urban 61,000 o

Density: 153 per Km

Principal urban center: Sonsonate, 33,000 persons

Access to land:

total number without access cultivate cultivate cultivate
of rural families to land . less. 1 ha, 1-5 has. more 5 has,
21,000 5,880 10,080 3,780 1,260
(100%) - (28%) (L8%) (18%) (6%)
Rural family income per year:
sociloeconomic rural income % income carned % income earned
category (colones, 1973) off the area in money
family wiithout
access to land 700 - -
| family cuivivates
less 1 ha... 900 ‘ ' - -
family cultivates
1-5 has. 1,800 ~ - -
| AVERAGE family 1,300 . insignificant . 62%

Relative economic welfare of the rural family with respect to minimum

required income (800 colones per year, per family, 1965)+

socioeconomic category

% above/below

family without access to land 30% below
family cultivates less 1 ha. 10% below
family cultlvabn 1-5 has. ° 80% above

. | AVERAGE family

30% above

+ Tm.s basic income is calculated for a family of & persons and covers
Dt food, lodging, dress, and a small amount for recreation. There is no-
.’,"'provismn for any savings. It was calculated for the study on mininmm .

B ‘rural wages in-1965. Sce: Es tudios Estad{sticos y ‘Econdmicos del Sa-

"Jlario Minimo Agropecuario en El Salvador, document Ministry of Labor, B

Government of El ‘Salvador; p.9. -
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Rural employment and unemployment:

- ‘ ,;percentage or;,jgwk
socioeconomic - man/days employed ' unemployment ]
category Aper year per fhmi]lgr per year + oo
family without access to land 190 SR ii 66% :
family cultivates less 1 ha, : 290 , o e
family cultivates 1-5 has. - k20 -
AVERAGE family : 0 . '*6‘%

+° With rcspect to 550 man/days available per family and per year (275 :
days x 2 working units per family)

Calendar of employment pgr month:

See attached table.

. Migration:

Temporary migration of rural fnmilies is mostly limited to internal movements
of families to the coffee and cotton harvests during the months of Noveﬁber,
‘December and. January. ~ o wr B .}w_ :

In the harvest period 1970-71 there were about 3,500 temporary migrant famili
about 60% were from the area; the rest were mostly from areas L and 2. (For _
_ source of data, see area 2).

Level of wages:

Average wage for maie workers is about 2.20 colones per day..‘

List of main problems as perceived by the Ministry of Agriculture

A survey carried out by Extensién Agricola of the Ministry of‘Agriculture A
was able to determine a list of prioritary problems for specific exten31on
zones in the country. In general there are two broad categories. of problems;;
one related to natural resources and technology and the other related: to e
socioeconomic problems. Among the problems listed for this a.rea ares.

'natural resources

spcioeconomic and technologx
farm management v'production of cattle ;}

nutrition - production. of ccrn »
. o 'gproduction uf aoya bean,;x
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Extension: ,x‘g,h39 Knf
Population:. 242,000 .
rural ’183,000
~_ urban 99,000
Density 99 per I

Principal urban center:

Access to land: .

Chalatena.ngo, \3 000 persons _

c\ﬂ.tivate

total number Without access cultivate cultiva.te
of rural families to land less 1 ha. _1-5 ‘has._ more 5 hea.

30,500 3,500 1,285 1,895 hep |

(100%) (10%) (37%) (39%) (M_) i B

Rural family income:

e

LAY

AN

rural income % income -ezrned

fincome ea.rned

socioeconomic
category (colones, 1973) off the area in mongl
| family without , )
access to land 600 - -

1 family cultivates
less 1 ha, 700 , - -
family cultivates R
AVERAGE family 86c 506 3%

Relative economic welfare of the rural. famil: w1th re
required income (1,000 colones per year, T

1<% has.

socioeconomic category $ a,bove/belcw
family without access to land 1&0% below. v.’:i'_]_,”j t
family cultivates less 1 ha. "-30% below
Tamily cultivates

Avmmcm family

o

+ This basic income is calculated for
. food, lodging,
_'provision for mw .,avmgs.
“Tural wages in 1965, -
“lario Minimo . Ag
-Governnent of -El: Salvador, P.9.

dress, . and & small amount for- recrea
"It was- calculated for- th
‘Sce:. Estudios’ ‘Estadfsticos y ~Econda
gropecuuio en EL - Salvador ’. docuumt

a family of 6 pe'scn an
tudy of 1‘“‘“
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| Rural employment gnd unenploynent:

rercentage of

socioeconomic man/days employed unemployment

category per year per family per year +
family without access to land 170 Tk,
family cultivates less 1 ha. 250 | 55%
family cultivates 1-5 has. 380 31%
AVERAGE family . 267 _ 52%

+ With respect to 550 man/days available per family and per year (275 days
x 2 working units per family).

Calendar of employment per month:

See attached sheect.

~Migration:

There is a strong permanent outmigration to San Salvador and San Miguel:
Temporary migration is also quite strong particularly during November and
‘December,

During the harvest periods (Nov. and Dec.) in 1970-71 about 2,300 families

were reported to have left this area for work mainly in areas 2 and 3 and 5
(for source of informahion, see similar item, area 2).

Level of wages:

Average wage for a male worker is 1.90 colones per day.

Lis of main problems as perceived by the Ministry of Agriculture

A survey carried out by Extensién Agricola of the Ministry of Agriculture
was able to determine a list of prioritary problems for specific extension

- zones in the country. In general there are two troad categories of problems;
one related to natural resources and technology and the other related to
socioeconomic problems. Among the problems listed for this area are:

.

- natural resources

‘gocioeconomic " and technology
health . “erosion
- matrition S S

.populatiph’grdwth Hﬁiff
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AREA §

Extension: 5,186 K
Population: 1. 454,000
© rural ‘ 673,000
urban . 781, 0002
Density: 280 Knm'

Principal urban center: Metropolitar San Salvador 500,000 persons.

Access to land:

totaul number without access cultivate cultivate
of rural families to land less 1 ha, 1-5 has. more 5 has,
12,000 43,680 36,960 24,640 6,720
(100%) (39%) (33%) (22%) (6%)

Rural family income per year:

calegory (colones, 1973) off %he area in money

socioeconomic rural income % income earned % income earned

family without
access to land 700 - , ‘ -

family cultivates

less 1 ha, 800 - -
fumily cultivates

1-5 has. 2,200 - - -
AVERACE family 1,230 20% 63%

" Relative economic welfare of the rural family with respect to minimum

~ required income (1, 000 colones per year, per family, 1973 ): +

socioeconomic category ‘ % above/below
family without ..ccess to land ‘ 30% below
family cultivates less 1 ha. o - _20% below
family cultivates 1-5 has. = ' | 120% above
|avERAGE family , S 23% avove

o + Thls bds1c income it C41culated for a 1am41y of 6 persons and covers
‘fbod, lodging dress, and 4 small amount for recrcation. There is no
provision for any savings. It was Ffalculated from the study on minimum
rural wages in 1965, See: Estudios Estadfsticos y Econémicos del Sa~ .
lario Minimo Agropecuario en EL- Salvador, document Ministry of Labor,

;Government of. El - Salvador;. Pe9.



Rural employment and unemployment :

— T percentage 5% ]
socioeconomic man/days employed - unemployment- | -
category per year per family -~ per year | -
fomily without access to land 210 e . R
family cultivales less 1 ha. 290 W o
family cultivates 1-5 has. ' k10 SR - S i
AVERAGE family " 33 . - h5g

+ With respect to 550 man/days available per family and per yeai‘(275?" E
days x 2 working units per family). ' ' '

Calendar of employment per month:

See attached table.

Migration:

There is a substancial internal migration within the’area, which occurs~ - =
from October through January. : - A : _

In the 1970-71 harvest scason, it was reporte&vthaﬁ about 15,000'famiiiééf>
migrated towards the coffec plantation zones in the Libertad provinceg of
these only 11% came from cutside the region maimdy from areas h, 6, 7, and

9.

There were also about 1,400 families who migrated out of the area to work
in area 2, and 800 families to work in area 6, .

Level of wages:

Average wage for a male rural worker was about 2.00 colones per dqy{

List of main problems as perceived-by the Ministry of Agriculture:

A survey carried out by Extensién Agrfcola of the Ministry of Agriculture ' ..
was able to determine a list of prioritary problems for specific extension
zones in the country. 1In gencral there are two broad categories of S
problems; onc related to natural resources and . technology and the other -
related to sociceconomic problems. Among the problems listed for this ares -
‘are: , N . . ; o .
natural resources
socioeconomic ‘and  technolowy

ntrition.
- housing

access to land - " erosion
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ARFA 6
" Extension: 2,370 Kn®
Population: 328,000

- rural 242,000 - -
o urban . 86,000 2
- Density: 138 per Km

~ Principal urban center: Zacdtecolhca,:53;Oooxpersons;'Usulutan;'EO;OOOEbersonbi

Aaess to land:

total number without access cultivate ”"éultivaté_“f-

of rural families  toland  less 1 ha. . 1-5 has.  more 5 has.|
40,000 16,800 S 9,600 : 10,400 - '3',200 N
{200¢) (k2%) (2ug)  (26%) (&%) -

Rural family income per year:

socioecononic rural income % income earncd % income errned
category (colenes, 1973) off the area - in money

family without o o
access to land 700 - o v -

| family cultivates

less 1 ha, 800 : - : ,.". -
Al X ’
family cultivates ‘ S
l"‘s haS. 1,600 . - -
AVERAGE family 1,300 insignificant o 76%

Relative economic welfare of the rural famil&ﬁﬁith respeét to minimum‘
required income(1,000 colones per year, per family, 1973):+

socioeconomic category % above/below
family without access to land , v . 30% below .
family cultivate less 1 ha. ' ' 1 20% bélow
family cultivates 1-5 has. ° o 60% above .
| AVERAGE family - | . 30%abave |

+ This basic income is calculated for a family of 6 persons and covers -

~ food, lodging, dress, and a small amourt for recreatiocn. - There is no ;
provision for any savigns. It was calculated for, the stady on minimum

©rural wages in 1965.. See: Estudiod Estadisticos y EBconémicos del ' Sala-

 rio Minimo Agropecusrio en E1l' Salvador, document Ministry of Labor, -
“Government. of El Salvador; p.9. o o e
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Rural employment and unemplovment:

percentage of
socioecconomic man/days employed unemployment
catepory per year per family per year -+
family without nccess to land 180 67%
family cultivates less 1 ha. 280 Lot
family cultivates 1-5 has. L2o : 249,
AVERAGE fTamily 293 L7

> —

+ With respect to 550 man/days available per family and per year (275
days % 2 working units per Tamily).

Calendsr of employmant per month:

See attached table,
Migration
Permanent migration awvay from the area scems tc be small.

Temporary migration into the area takes place during the months of December
through January for the cotton harvest season.

There is considerable internal migration from the department of La Paz to-
ward Usulutdn cotton zones during this same period.

In the harvest scason of 1970-71 ther~ were about 9,600 migrant families
in the cotton harvest in Usulutan; of these approximatly 60% came from
ares, 6 ilself, about 23% came from aiva 8 and 17% came principally from
areas 7 and 9. (lor source of data, see areca 2 same item).

Level of wages:

Average wage for a rural male worker is about 2.50 cclenes per day.

List of main problems as perceived by “he Ministry of Agriculture

A survey carricd oat by Extensidn Agricola of the Ministry of Agriculturc
was able to determine = list ol prioritary problems for specific extension
zones in the cowitr;., In gencral there ore two browd categoricc of problems;
one related to maitural rescarces snd teonnology snd Lhe other reluted to
sociceconomic prot.lems, Among the problems listed for this area are:

natural resources

socicerononic and technology
population growth cattle production
healty

nutrition .
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AREA T

Extension: 4,06 Km®
Population: 388,000
rural 320,000
urban 68,000
Density: 9& per Kn®
Principal urban center: San Francisco Gotera, 5,000 persons; Santa Rosa
de Lima, 6,000 persons.
Access to land:
total number without access cultivate cultivate cultivate
of rural families to land less 1 ha. 1-5 has. more 5 has.
53,000 b, 770 16,430 22,790 9,010
(100%) (9%) (314) (43%) (17%)

Rural family income per year:

socioecconomic rural income 9 income earned 9 income earned
category (colones, 1973) off the arsa in money
family without
access to land 500 - -
family cultivates
less 1 ha. 600 - -
family cultivates
1-5 has. 1,000 - -
AVERAGE family 700 50% T1%

Realtive economic welfare of the rural family with respect to minimum

required income (1,000 colones per year, per family, ~7(3):+

sociceconomic category

% above/below

femily without access to land 50% below
family cultivates less 1 ha. ho% below
family cultivates 1-5 has, at the same level
-AVERAGE family 30% below

C 4
- food, lodging, dress, and a small

provision Tor any savings.
~rural wages In 1905,

See: Estudios

This basic income is calculated for a fawnily of 6 persons and covers

amount for recrewtion, There 1s no

Tt was calculated for the study on minimunm

Estadf{sticos y Econémicos del Sa-

‘_  lario- Minlmo Agropecuario en El Salvador, document Ministry of Labor,
Governmcnt of El Salvador P. 9. :



:Rural employment and unemployment:

‘ R percentage of
socioeconomic man/days employed unemployment .-
category per;year;per fam_}y - /pergyear+”
family without sccess to land 160 | B ST 28
family cultivates less 1 ha. 220 - 60%
family cultivates 1-5 has. 0 31%
AVERAGE family 253 5k,

+ With respect to 550 man/days avallable per family and per year (2
days x 2 working units per family).

Calendar of employment per month:

See attached table,

Migration

There is considerable of permanent migration out of the area, generally'to
the urban centers of San Miguel and Sra  Salvador.

This areas is onc of the significant supplies of temporary workers for the
harvests of coffec and cotton in areas 2, 6, and 8, S

In the 1970-71 season about h 000 families werc reported to have left their
homes for temporary work in th@ areas mentioned above (for source of
information see same item, area 2).

Level of wages

Averagc wage for a male rural worker in 1.50 colones per day.

List of nain vroblems as perceived by the Ministry of Agriculture

A survey carried out by Extensién Agricola of the Ministry of Agriculture

was able to determinc a list of prioritary problems for specific extension

zones in the country. In general there are two broad categories of

problems; one related to natural resources and technology and the other

related to socioeconomic problems.  Among the problems listed for this area are-

natural resources
sociocconomic i and technology

nutrition - : —  ¢&tt1e production
‘population growth ~ ~corn production
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ARFA 8

Extension: S 1,934 Knf
Population: --339,000
. rural 217,000

urban : 122, 000
Densltx

Principal urban center: S_an Miguel 62 ,000 persévnsy”

Access to land:

total number without access cultivate “cultivate

of rural families to land less ) ha. 1-5 has, ’fmnré‘élhéﬁ;ji
36,000 6,480 12,600 . 12 ,600 - ,320 |
(100%, (187) (359) (%) (12%)

Rural family income per year:

socioeconomic rural income  § income earned % income earned
category (colones, 1973)  off the area in mone, x

i‘a.mily without : e
access to land 800 - Coe

family cultivates

less 1 ha. 1,000 - S
Tamily cultivates L R
1-5 has, . 2,000 - ) ",
AVERAGE family 1,270 insignificant . ST
Relative economic welfare of the rural family with res ect to ulinimum :
requlred income ZBOO colenes per year, per Lamily, l%BS S
socioeconomic category . 9 above/bf*_tow

family with>ut access to land | _ ‘ 20‘ below

family cultivates less 1 ha. ) o ~  at the same 1evel
family cultivates 1-5 has. - o g , 10(‘% above o
AVERAGE family

+ This basic inceme is culculat"d for a ramﬂy of 6 persons a.nd covers
food, lodging, dreu.., and 2 small amount for. recreation.: Tl}ere ‘s,,
'provision for zay savings. It was calculated for ‘the. study on ‘minin
rural wages in 1985, - See: Estudms Psta.di.;nicos ‘¥. Econéaic

- lario Minimo Agropecuario en EL - Salvador, document M.i.niatry oi‘ Labo
Government of  El Salvador; p.9_ e
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Rural employment and unemployment:

percentage of

socioeconomic man/days employed unemployment

category per year per family per year +
family without access to land 220 ' 60%
family cultivates less 1 ha. 320 4og
family cultivates 1-5 has. 460 17%
AVERAGE family 333 0%

+ With respect 1 550 man/days available per family and per year (275 days
x 2 working units per family).

Calendar of emplbymcnt per month:

See attached table.

Migration:

Permanent migration away from the area is small but steady, either abroad
or to the city of San Jalvador. Temporary internal migration is not as
significant as in areas 2 and 6. The influence of migrant workers from
other areas is quite greater.,

Tu the 1970-71 harvest season, November through January, there were about
1,600 migrant familics in the coffee zones. Of these only 25% were migrants
from inside the area, the rest came particularly from areas 6, 7 and 9,

Level of wapes:

The average wage for a male rural worker is about 2.25 colones per day.

List of main problems as perceived by the Ministry of Agriculture

A survey carried out by Extensidn Agricola of the Ministry of Agriculture

was able to determine a list of prioritary problems for specific extension
zones in the country. 1In general there are two broad categories of problems;
one related to natural resources and technology -nd the other related to
socioeconomic problems. Among the problems listed for this area are:

.

natural rescources

sociceconomic and technology
~ farm management | - corn production
‘nutrition , . beans production
. ‘ erosion

pastures and animal feed
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AREA g.

Pxbonsion: . 599 Km®

Zomlaticn: . Th.000
raras 49.000
urban . 25.000

Density: , 124 per Km?

Princival arban centor: ' La Unién, 17.000 persons.

Access to 1ﬁnd

total number | without access culvivate cultivate cul ulV te

of rural Tamilies to land’ less 1 ha. 1-5 has. - nere 5 hasg.
8.200 - 1,066 2.706 3,116 ©1.312
(100%) (13%) (33%) (38%) - (16%)

Rural family income per yvear:

socicecononic rural income % income carncd % incom? earncd.
category (colones, 1973) off the arean in money

Temily without
access toc land 600

family cultivates

less 1 ha, 900

family cultivates ‘
1"') b.’lS. 1,230 - M -
AVERAGE family 930 b - W%

Realtive economic welfare of the rural family with res nect to minimun
recuired income (1,000 colencs per year, per Tamily, 1973) i+

soc1oeconon1c category % sbove/below
family without access to land ' ' 4ot below
Tamily cultivates less 1 ha. - 10 below
fnmily:uultivates 1-5 hus. ‘ S 20% above
'AVL.Auu xumlly o S ' o o 10% below

Thls baulc‘incom? is calﬁul’f ad forr a‘ nn;Jy o* £ n-rsons anl covers
iood lodging, dress, and a emall amcwnt for. recreation.  There is no -
provisica Tor uny "aVJng,. I wenst Guleulated Tromihe suudy onmindmun -
rural wages: in ‘9>) 'uve' Estudios Estadisticos ¥ Bcondmicos del  Sa-
lariu Mnimo- Agropecuarlo ¢n El SalVador, documcnt Ministry of Lobor,
Governuent of El Salvador: v.9. : B o
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Rural cumoloyment and unemployment ;

. _ . o ; percentﬁgevdf'4”;
sociocconomic ; man/days employcd_v, ) unemp;oymentj;,
category o_Pper year mer family per yeert
famiiy without access to land 170 - - B :“;’».59¢=‘5 S
family cultivatoes less 1 ha, . 250 o554
family cultivates 1-5 has. . " 380 - S : ,3r%;1_
| AVERAGY fomily o 266 . L S R |

4 With respect to 550 man/days available per famiiyiand-pervyeafﬂ(zTSv '
- days x 2 working units per family), o '

Calendar ‘of employment ver month:
Sce attached tablc.
‘Migration

There is a éfeady vermanent migration towafdé El Salﬁédorfdf y6uhg S
families in serch f domestic Jjobs., B ) ST e T

There is some temporary migraﬁion to the harvests of cbtton in,érea‘6'
and coffee in area 2. ) , . , ‘

In the 1970-71 harvest season, between Novémber ahd January, there were
about 1.000 migrant families from the area distributed about 50% in
area 6 and 504 in area 2. :

level of wages

The' average wage for a rural male worker is 2.0 colones per dqy.'k

List of main problems as perceived by the Ministry of Agriculture

A survey carried out by Extensién Agricola of the MiniStry.oflAgriculture'fk
was able to determine a list of prioritary problems for specific extension
zones in the country. In general there are tuo broad categories of . o
problems; one related to natural resources and technology and the other .
related to sociveconomic problems.  Among the prbblems'1istedrfpr;thisfapegj;ﬂ
©are: ‘ T R

s natural resoruces’
socioeconomic  _and technology

.unemployment . ééttleiprddu¢ti8h“
“nutrition. O R R Y
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~ APPENDIX # 2
"BL. SALVADOR-RURAL DEVELOPMENT -

STUDY

‘COMPOSITION OF THE NINE SOCIOECONOMIC AﬁEAS‘BY
' - PROVINCES, EXTENSION AND POPULATION

AREA 1
. : R - . kxtension - . - - Population - . .. .
Province " Department Co(kmc) Urben Rural . Total: .
- Texistepeque - Santa Ana © 178 1,758 lh 185“ 195,943
Santiago de la Frontera Santa Ana , W 1,202 0 2 801".*[ 4,003
Masahuat Santa Ana , 80 397 2, 699T'i 3,096f.
Santa Rosa Guackipilin Santa Ana .33 581 3,81&2 Coohyhe3
San Antonio Pajonal Santa Ana k2 1,825 . 1,340 . - 3,165; g
Metapan Santa Ana ésy 8,047 33,051_] k1,098
Citala - Chalatenango 81 ,m7:a 1,0761 3,416 4 h92u*

TOTAL - | LWl m ess 61,331;"5-,.1_;*76 220 ‘ji,:




EL SALVADOR-RURAL DEVELOPMENT
STUDY

- COMPOSITION OF THE NINE SOCIOECONOMIC‘AREAS BY
-PROVINCES, EXTENSION AND POPULATION

N 1’959.7

ARFA 2.
' Extension Population

Province Department (Km=) ‘Urban Rural Total
Ahuachapdn Ahuachapan 25,3 16,334 36,845 53,179
Santa Ana Santa Ana 408.0 98,433 61,949 160,282
Concepciédn de Ataco Ahuachapan 62.5 4,201 6,008 10,229
Tacuba Ahuachapan 2.9 2,929 1h,b7, 17,406
Apaneca Ahuachapan 39.6 2,484 4,814 7,298
San Pedro Puxtla Ahus shapan 36.0 1,218 3,764 5,012
Coatepeque Santa Ana 1344 4,128 23,526 27,654
San Lorenzo Ahuachapdn 40.5 711 4,428 5,139
El Refugio Ahuachapdn 13.2 839 1,057 1,89
Nahuizalco Sonsonate 54.0 5,932 19,119 25,051
Nahulingo Sorisonate 35.1 1,732 3,093 4,825
Armenca ‘Sonsonate 66.0 8,793 12,035 20,828
Juayiia Sonsonate 95.6 4,927 12,208 17,155
Santa Catarina Masahuat Sonsonate 30.4 1,680 3,769 5,449
Salcoatitén Sonsonate 13.3 1,339 1,533 2,872
Turin Ahuachapén 9.4 2,346 1,603 3,949
Atiquizaya Ahuachapén 126.0 7,276 17,463 24,739
El Conyo Santa Ana 78.0 4,431 9,359 13,790
Chalchuapa  Santa Ana 160.1. 18,859 2h,059 k2,918
Candelaria de la Fronters Santa Ana 97.9 2,756 8,278 11,034
San Sebastian Salitrillo ‘Santa Ana 30.4 T70 2,903 3,673
El Porvenir Santa Ana 50.7 678 3,996 4,674

TOTAL 192,856 276,306 469,152
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,COMPOSITION OoF THE,NINE SOCIOECGNOMIC AREAS:BY
i PROVINCES, EXTENSION AND  POPULATION

AREA '3

: : : L : Extengion : . Population .. . .

- Province ' Department - (Kkm2)  “Urban . Rural Total
Sonsonate Sonsonate 214.8 33,302 16,790 - 50,092
Santo Domingo de Guzmin  Sonsonate 35.8 - 943 3,k25 - 4,368
Sonzacate Sonsonate 6.8 1,670 2,735  4,hos
San Antonio del Monte Sonsonate 25.6 2,032 k21 6,153
Acajutla Sonsonate 123.8 10,255 - 18,hok 28,659
Izalco ; Sonsonate - 180.7 8,897 27,776 36,673
Caluco Sonsonate 50.9 | 564 4,335 k4,899
San Francisco Menéndez Ahuachapdn , 219.2 . 805 21,315 22 2,120
Guaymango Ahuachapén 52.9 - 957 10,058 11,015
Jujutla Ahuachapén 297.7 859 15,631 . 16,490

TOTAL | | 1,210.0 60,284 124,500 184.87h
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COMPQSITION OF THE NINE SOCTOECONOMIC AREAS BY

AREA L
Province

Scensuntepeque

Vicltoria

Dolores

Guacotecti

Jutiapn

Chalatienango

Arcatoo

San Isidro Labrador
Nueve ‘frinidad

San José, Las Flores
Concepcidn Quezaliep
Nombre d= Jesds

San Antonio los Ranchos
El Carrizal

San Antonio de la
Las Vucltas
Potlonico

San Luis del Carmen
Azacualpa

San José Cancasque
San Migu=l de Mercedos
San Francisco Leapa
Ojos de Apgua

Tejutla

Nueva Concepcién

La Palma

I.a Reina

San Ignacio

Agua Caliente

Dulce Nombre de Maria
San Iernando

El Paraiso

San Fraecisco Morazdn
San Rafael

Santa Rita

Comalapa

La Laguna

Cruz

TOTAL

PROVINCES, EXTENSION AWD POPULATION

Department

Cabatnias

Cabaiins

Cabaiias

Cabatias

Cabaiias

Chalatlenangoe
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenscrro
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Qhalatenango
Chalatenengo
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenanso
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Malatenaneo
Chalatenango
Chalatenango
Chalalenungro
Chalatenango

Fxtension Population
(Km?) Urban Rural Total
334.9 7,401 30,677 38,078
178.8 2,11k 12,765 14,879
.3 815 6,158 6,983
6.1 337 2,942 3,279
73.1 1,165 8,965 10,160
145.1 7,796 13,837 21,633
53,0 2,097 h,7ho0 6,837
27.h 501 2,197 2,608
60.4 273 5,702 5,975
28.4 687 3,715 4, Lo2
L8.8 2,547 2,554 5,101
41.3 855 3,948 4,803
4.9 1,482 525 2,207
14,3 803 1,647 2,450
60.0 228 2,945 3,173
35.0 545 3,701 h,2h&
29.8 1, 25 2,604 ;629
25.8 783 1,876  ,659
7.6 1,016 566 1 582
29.0 1,335 2,258 3,793
22.9 1,118 1,h20 2.,38
9.6 762 39 1,201
61,6 1,350 2,285 3,635
115.5 1,051 8,268 9,319
253.9 h,7hL 15,791 20,53z
131.8 1,991 5,36k 7,355
57.7 1,589 5,9k 7,553
57.7 1,032 4,050 5,082
eh.1 1,339 5,613 6,952
72.7 1,78L 3,498 5,279
81.5 517 1,295 1,812
60.09 1,377 2,226 3,603
87.95 724 3,55k I, pets
30.2 1,734 1,828 3,500
49.9 836 2,731 3,567.
19.5 766 2,668 3,050
16, 06 1,239 2,104 3,343
2,439.0 58,302 183,430 2h41,732
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- COMPOSITION OF THE NINE SOCIOECONOMIC AREAS BY
FROVINCES, EXTENSION AND POPULATION

AREA 5
Extension Population

Province Department (Kme ) Urban  Rural Total
San Julfan Sonsonate T7.3 - 2,201 10,053 12,254
Santa Isabel Ishuatédn Sonsonate 88.5 " 580 6,183 6,763
Cuisnushunt Sonsonate 8a.5 1,718 4,906 6,624
San Salvador San Salvador 62.4 335 930  2,22L 338,164
Mejicanos San Salvador 23.5 55,737 13,792 69,359
Soyapango San Salvador 27.0 21,797 21,361 43,158
Delgado San Salvador 26.8 43,469 20,579 G6h,0k8
Cuscatancingo San Salvador 1.4 18. 797 2,877 21,674
Ayutuxtepeque San Salvador 9.4 5,843 2,536 8,379
Tonncatepeque San Salvador 69.3 3,887 8,970 12,857
Guazapa San Salvador 68.7 2,932 7,168 10,100
Sun Martin San Salvador 52.7 4,872 9,348  1h4,220
Apcpa San Salvador 53.3 4,963 14,017 18,980
Nepapa San Salvador 91.1 3,170 12,198 15,368
Ilopango San Salvador 25.6 19,073 4,684 23,757
El Paisnal San Salvador 115.4 1,k92 10,382 11,87h
Apuilanes San Salvador 34k.9 6,210 3,999 10,209
Santo Tomds San Salvador 24,0 3,595 6,849  10,4Lk
Panchimalco San Salvador 103.6 2,79 17,171 19,967
Santiapgo Texacuangos San Salvador 22.6 2,506 6,479 8,985
Rosario de Mora San Salvador 35.6 1,580 1,881 3,471
San Marces San Salvador 17.6 23,042 5,409 28,451
Cojutepeque Cuscatldn 29.0 20,010 5,411 25,521
San Pedro Ierulapdn Cuscatldn 68.5 1,149 22,786 23,935
Tenancingo Cuscatldn 52.9 1,615 8,415 10,030
San Rafacl Cedros Cuscatlén 34,3 1,801 5,492 75293
Candelaria Cuscatlén 21.0 1,136 5,425 6,561
Monte San Juan Cuscatldn 26.3 ko3 6,001  6,40L
El Curmen Cuscatldn 7.1 243 6,017 6,260
San Cristobal Cuscatldn 10,2 510 3,942 k52
Santa Cruz Michapa Cuscallin 20.1 L32 3,937 4,369
San Bartolomé Perulupic Cuscatllsi 8.6 2,61k 1,504 4,118
San Ramén Cuscatldn 17.6 832 - 2,737 3,559
EL Rosario Cuscatlin 15.8 653 1,71k 2,367
Santa Cruz Analquito Cascalldn 12.0 1,148 535 . 1,683
Suchitoto Cuacatlldn 282.2 5,358 28,743 34,101
San José Cuayasal Cuceatlin 105.4 1,963 T7.F76 9,639
Oratorio de Concepeidn Cuscatlin ‘19.2 1,018 1,505 2,523 -
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San Isidro Cakarias : 80.5 1,249 7,110 8,359
Ilobasco ' Cabafias 234.0 6,736 32,511 39,247
Te jutepeque Cabafias 54.9 1,838 4,157 5,995
Cinquena : - Cabafias 57.5. 624 3,477 4,101
San Vicente San Vicente 268.1 18,458 28,)h8 k7,006
Apastepeque San Vicente 131.3 3,529 11,966 15,495
Guadalupe San Vicente 21.4 2,028 2,&82 4,510
Verapaz San Vicente 18.9 1,67 - 3,568 5,246
Pepetitan San Vicente 13.6 823 1,738 - 2,501
fun Cayetano Iztepeque San Vicente 5.9 - 1,280 2,043 3,323
San Sebastian San Vicente 70.5 5,457 10,256 15,713
San Esteban Catarina San Vicente 67.6 1,835 6,550 8,385
San Lorenzo San Vicente 17.h 1,539 3,475 5,014
Santo Domingo San Vicente 30.2 1,684 2,433 4,117
Sapta Clara San Vicente 126.1 1,336 6,266 7,602
San Ildefonso San Vicente 123.0 1,285 7,728 9,013
San Pedro Nerualco La Paz 47.8 2,97C 5,555 8,525
Santa Maria Ostuma la Paz 4.0 »2h8 L,0h9 5,317
San Emigdio La Paz 5.3 gl 819 1,760
Paraiso de Osorio La Paz 6.9 1,434 hoe 1,840
Jerusalen La Paz 11.9 539 1,205 1,7hl
Mercedes La Ceibag, I:a Paz 8.8 327 252 579
Olocuilts Ja Paz 82.1 3,289 7,780 11,069
San Juan Talpa La Paz 36.0 2,381 3,581 5,962
Cuyultitdn La Paz 7.4 873 1,571 2,u4h4
San Francisco C.nameca La Paz 28.7 1,634 3,718 5,352
Tapalhuazca La Paz 13.1 7h0  2,h99 3,239
San Pedro Nasahuat La Paz 51.0 2,237 10,365 12,602
San Miguel Tepezontes La Paz 38.0 2,346 852 3,198
San Antonio Nasashuat La Paz 26.4 1,139 2,570 3,709
San Juan Tepezontes Ia Paz 16.7 1,057 2, 008 3,065
Nueva San Salvador La Libertad 111.7 36,440 16 627 53,067
Jayaque La Libertad 35.9 3,717 3,753 7,470
La Libertad La Libertad 146.8 8,056 10,008 18,064
Comasagua La Libertad 73.1 1,526 7,904 9,&30
Teotepeque Ia Libertad 118.1 1,542 7,069 8,611
Huizucar : La Libertad 6.9 1 h29 6,368 7,797
Tepecoyo s La Libertad 60.8 2,&26 6,515 8,9L41
Colén . S 1a Libertad 83.2 1,883 18,233 20,116
San José Vlllanuﬂva B ’ Ta Libertad . 35,0 1,213 2,638 3,851
Tamanigque : La Libertad 63.2 972 5,521 6,493
Chiltiupdn - - In Libertad 103.8 1,h11 5,59 7,005
Antiguo Cugcatlén - La Libertad - 2h.5 5,009 3,948 8,957
. HNuevo Cuscatldn - . La Libertad 10.8 2,357 - 2,337
 Talnigue La Libertad C 32,4 1,057 3,381 . 4,438
_'Zaragoza ‘ La Libertad 2.7 1,690 2,522 4,212
~Jicalapa - " ILa Libertad Y ,Qf k17 2,057 2,47
kxsacacoyo " 'La Libertad 25,2 1,307 3,218 b,525
: EEIT . la Libertad | 128.8 12 62&','17,705 30,329

Ls Liberiad ,130,8,,_-'» 1,250 11,839 13,089



San Juan Opico
San Matfas
Ciudad Arce

TOTAL

EL SALVAI DR - RURAL DEVEIDPMBT'

 STUDY -
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" La Libertad 2198 h"héo, 29,&.«7 31;,327
~ Ia Libertad ~ 2949 1,06k 3,846 4010
La Libertad 83,1 6 2692 - 18, b,hc 25,1&

5,186.0° - 779,981‘ 673,317 1#53.598
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COMPOSITICN OF THE NINE SOCIOECONOMIC ARFAS BY
PROVINCES, EXTENSION AND POPULATION

AREA 6
: : Extension Population

Province Department . (km=) Urban  Rural  Total
Zacatecoluca La Paz Lo7.8 16,756  hi,327 58,023
Santiago Nonunalco La Paz 125.9 4,089 20,304 24,393
San Juan Noruulco La Paz 69.1 3,125 9,819 12,944
San Rafael Obrajuelo La Paz 10.9 1,815 3,774 5,589
San Luis Talpa La Paz 64.0 1,367 3,520 4,887
ELl Rosarico de la Paz La Paz 6.4 2,714 2,914 5,628
Tecoluca San Vicente 312.1 2,864 22,549 25,413
Usulutén Usulutdn 158.8 19,783 26,638 h6,hon
Santu Elena Usulutdn 50.9 h,275 10,858 15,133
Jiguilisco Usulutdn 480.0 5,585 35,019 Lo,504
San Dionisio Usulutédn 70.5 384 2,709 3,093
Jucuahan Usulutdn 210.3 1,446 17,651 19,097
Ereguayquin Usulutdn 18.3 1,202 L ,6E6 5,888
Ozatldn Usulutén 6.1 3,312 7,812 131,124
Concepcion Bétres Usulutén 99.4 1,624 10,380 12,004
Santa, Maria Usulutdn 12.8 928 3,455 4,383
Puertc E1 Triunfo Usulutén ‘ 90,2 4, k70 2,798 7,268
San Rafael Oriente San Miguel 47.6 L,579 6,746 11,325
El fancito San Miguel k9.9 5,815 9,417 15,232

TOTAL 2,370.0 86,073 2k2,376 328,likg
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Province

.San Francisco Gotera
Jocotio

San Carlos

Guataziagua

Chilanga.

Sociedad

Yamabal

Senscmbra

Lolotiquillo

E1l Divisadero

Osicala

San Isidro

Cacaopera

Yoloaiquia

Delicias de Concepcidn
Gualococti

Sen Simdn

Corinto

Jocoaitlgu?

El Rosario

Joatexa

Meanyueha

Arambala

Perquin

San Fernando

Totrola

Ciudad Barrios
Uluazapsa

Chapeltique

Cormacarédn

Sesori -

San Luis de la Reina
Carolina

Nuevo Eden Sar
San  Cerardo
San Antonio del Mosco
San Alejo

- Jaan

Department

Morazén
Morazédn
Morazén
Morazén
Morazdn
Morazdn
Morazdn
Morazdn
Morazdn
Morazdn
Morazdn
Morazdn
Morazdn
Morazin
Morazdn
Morazén
Morazin
Morazén
Morazédn
Morazin
Morazén
Morazin
Mornzén
Morazdn
Morazén
Morazén

San Miguel

Morazdn
rorazdn
San Miguel

. Ban HMigucl

San Mifuel
San Migruel
San Mipuel

San Miguel

San. Miguel

La Unidn ,

PROVINCES, EXTENSION AND POPULATION

Population

Coass2

Extension :
(Km=) Urban Rural Total
109.6 h,772 5,161 9,533
125.8 2,749 7,518 10,267

36.0 560 “L,5T7 2,137
h.2 3,368 6,012 9,380
LR 1,198 6,351 7,549
117.4 1,11;9 12,029 13,178
89.0 L55 3,303 3,758 -
10.8 697 2,343  3,0h0
19.4 8k 3,110 3,950
60.0 1,235 6,0h0 7,275
Yo,2 1,115  h,945 6,060
12.6 k27 1,525 1,952
100.8 1,137 13,206 14,343 .
10.5 483 2,779 = 3,262
18.3 939 3,188 k4,127
1n.z 692 2,101 - 2,793:.
37.1 829  L4,6k0 5,469
Wl 1,721 10,975 12,696
55.9 1,12 4,731 5,833 !
19.2 783 2,227 3,010
218.5 481 4,071 L,552
47.8 k8 - 7,h01 7,899
5807 164 3, ' 3:570‘
129.1 W89 2,034 2,523
1£.5 341 1,383 1,72l
o7 787 h:985' 5,772
83.9 2,k86 12,385 14,871
1.4 1,260 2,513 3,773,
104.8 1,605 . 8,431 10,036

36,0 652 3,1;11 4,063
253.9 1,285  1k4,54%4 15,809

~ 88.0 1,000 6,011 7,011,

- 107.3 1,636 5,829 - 7,463

- 63.6 932 6,663 - 7,55
65.6 1 385 7,869 . 9,25Y -
22,0 - o b,a26 0 Y Mol

3,908_~.17,759 .

21 667f?ﬂ



Yucuaiquin
Yayantique

Bolivar

San José

Meanguecra del Golfo
Santa Rosa de Lima
Pasaquina

Anamorns

. EL Sauce

Nueva Esparta
Concepcién de Oriente
Poloros

Lislique

TOTAL

La Unién
La Unién
La Unién
La Unién
La Unién
La Unidén

La Unién

La Unidn
La Unién
La Unién
La Unién
La Unién
La Unién

w _
BEERBELINR
-3 O3 0\0\!\) L~ \VANs R Vo]

B
c\\n
w

116.3

I
oo

4,094.0
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2,895 4,296 7,191
1,195 3,793 4,988
1,080 4,133 5,213
996 1,218 3,326
823 1,137 1,950
5,716 16,090 21,806
2,087 16,892 18,979
1,04i 13,801 14,845
1,155 8,763 9,918
1,428 8,718 10,146
697 7,507 8,204
899 8,606 9,505
h59 8,965 9,k
67,110 320,501 387,611
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Province

San Mignel
Moncagua
Chirilagua
Quelena,
Chinameca

Nueva Guadalupe
Lolotigue

San Jorge
Jucuapa,
Estanznrelas

EL Triunfo

San DBuenavcitura
" Nueva Granada

. Santiago de Maria
Alegria

Tecapin
California
Berlin

San Agustin
Mercedes Umafia

San Francisco Xavier

TOTAL

ELL_SALVADOR-

STUDY .~

COMPOSITION OF THE NINE SOCIOECONOMIC ARFAS BY :
PROVINCES, FXTENSION AND POPULATTION . .

Department

San Migucl
San Miguel
San Miguel
San Miguel
San Miguel
San Miguel
San Miguel
San Miguel
Usulutdn
Usulutdn
Usulutén
Usulutdn
Usulutdn
Usulutdn
Usulutdn
Usulutdn .
Usulutdn
Usulutdn
Usulutdn
Usulutédn
Usulutdn

Population |

Extension
(Km=) Urban ~ Rural Total
620.0 61,940 58,700 120,640
112.8 1,210 13,004 1h,214
211.2 5,897 15,235 21,132
21.6 678 2,974 3,652
75.4 6,313 17,238 23,551 -
18.0 3,320 1,808 5,128
10k.0 2,643 9,799 12,442
39.7 3,75% 5,145 8,899
45.6 6,208 7,804 14,012
115.7 2,h55 6,525 8,980
26.8 1,716 2,689 h,hos
21.6 1,281 L,oM6 5,327
52,7 1,394 4,206 5,620 -
43.0 8,540 6,000 14,540
35.2 S 1,535 7,652 9,187
k9.9 1,520 5,530 7,050
20.3 1,39 765 2,161
9.9 2,538 18,076 23,614
109.4 1,761 15,027 16,788 .
88.9 2,171 7,613 9,784
29,k 1,162 6,852 8,01k
1.934.0 122,432 216,708 339,240
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COMPOSTTION OF Tl NINE SCCIOKCONOMIC AREAS BY
PROVINCES, FXFHSION AND POPUTATTON

ARES 9
Extvension Topulation
Province Department (=) Urban Rural Total
Iia Unién La Unidn 110.3 17,193 16,460 33,053
F1 Carmen Ia Unién 123.7 1,580 10,946 12,53
Conchagua, La Unidn col. b 2,k38 18,325 20,753
Intipucd La Unidn 158.0 3,460 3,031 6,807

TOTAL 599.0 2h,601  h9,152 73,843




