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RURAL TO URBAN MIGRATION:
 

A COLOMBIAN CASE
 

by 

William L. Flinn
 

All views, interpretations, recommwpdations and
 
conclusions expressed in this paper are those of
 
the author and not necessarily those of the sup­
porting or cooperating organizations,..­



"'Ltihn Americha-h smanykaces, The0 republcs whii' 

together are.cal'led,Latii- -or Ibero--America differ widely in
 

levels ofl agricultural!Vnd economic, development ,;social .struc­

,!tUre.,. ethnology.j and' politics.i" ,History; language; and religion 

speaks'for*the: long and.'1,it.enive contacts.with Spaii, Prorugal, 

andFrance (Haiti). ,In c11i'this variation,,'there is at.least 

-Ione characteristic these"countries,.have,.in. common,j a.high 

'ncidence.--of- nigrat on:and-,urbanization. 

S,n:"vehi Ithe':mbst unobservant; viewer',of,."the larger Latin. 

American cities- cainot"-help but notice the evidence pointing
 

to the "m-astd migratin-of-caresinos (peasants) to the city
 

an' •the resul.ng"inability 6'of 'the rban"area 'to absorb mi­

giint-s',io p'6dictive industrial- jb's.-'This-'e*change-of
 

rural underemployment' for"urbah uideremployen t is'marnifested 

iii'l he the sh1ififea ytos Wh'ich ring, most' 6'. the capital".1, and 

other SouthL'Americancti es. -In'.Rio, de2 Janero,.. for-exauile,
 
nearly ohethird bf the city' s, tWO' mill-on' inhabit"nts.rived 

in'such c6nditions in ,1957 . Ten, percent :Of:,the' popilation 

'of.n~ima.,"" Peri;h most, ofawhomL- uralb".areas iedOriginated in 'iv, 

i'n~po'or areas. of the'city. called:'barriadas, n:'1956.3 .!The: -

I' . 
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population of the city of SSo Paulo increased 62 percent in
 

thedecade 1940 to 1950, and 72.5 percent of the growth,.came
 

oromigron~I,:Ikthe same .decade,
,.internalmigr tion in­

creasedxthe .populat.on-,of ,Mexico_City,28,'percent 4" .
 
2:,.!: 5-Because: of the'spectacular influx, of ,'migrants thev,. 

SBogot4 ,city?planning,office hasjicalled,:thatvcity,-the Ciudad
 

.AsL1o or Ciudad-i:Refuio .(City.-of:Refuge).
0(City of Asylum),,, 


,,In:1950,:,
the population of Bogota was.5Q0,000',. ByI19.58 it
 

had, risen: .to :900,000 ,.andis.expected,to, increase,-to,!2,334,j 000
 

by 1970. 5 As a result..one:-stdy,shows-that.52,percent;of the
 

inha1litants .,
of,Bogpta.,and the,-,special, district •surrounding
 

r.Bogotd were.born in other ;parts-of.Colombia. .
 

The inability of. the system to-,abkorb,the migrants is
 

appa;ent ,to the,eye,.. The invadores, (squatters) exercise.
 

their s qatters':: rights not,.only in the shantytown; fringes
 

t!at.encircleBogot. but.in vacant lots,,in,the,most fashion­

,ablectionsofthecty. Whpl shantytowns suchzas.Las, 
4 O,!:ina s , Los.: Laches.-Eli:Quindo ,,:as, Mercedes, and. Segundo, 

*Puentekl;hav.e .,,sprqngt up ,,on the.!outskirts *ofmogot -7 

S.The, present study.attempts, to, shed some ivight on :thej. 

factors., ,%involv.ed, tin kthe ;migration iofi .rural:.,peaeants torthe 

urban setticgY ojBgot?q Colombia_,.,The.first part -of',the, 

http:involv.ed
http:ByI19.58
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"Vl ' receiVinglsrt wich was
 

dhreasons why.-peo]re4 1eave
 

herrI area;,,to' go .to, Bdg6t6. .: The' 'thiird part"of:...the,'-.rnves-" 

tzigaton-.i's. concerned 'with the "migration.procesbses, flo.s, 
-n hs of-. thmigrants'. " 

5 C, 
 C pr**dem-'s'. f i'. 

II :SOCIAL ..SETTING 

The present research project investigated Barrio El
 

Carmen which is a shantytown on the southwest edge of Bogotd
 

in the state of Cundinamarca. The neighborhood is not a
 

typical shantytown because it has become permanent as a re­
- - ,.. 'I. , . - ; , 

sult of expropriation, improvement of land, and the addition
 

of public services. The barrio is a flat, poorly drained
 

area which occasionally floods during the rainy season. The
 

streets are unpaved and often littered with garbage.
 

Approximately three-fourths of the houses are one or
 

two story red brick with sheet metal roofs. The remaind.ar
 

are one-room shacks which are constructed of flattened tin
 

cans, bamboo poles, mud, cardboard, and other scrap materials.
 

Twenty percent of the houses are used for small business and
 

residence. The remainder are used exclusively as residence.
 
Nearly one-thir o house f .;te s have dir 'o5s..>,C.,, ,"Nearly oetidof the houses have dirt floors. ' 

.' 

http:remaind.ar
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_vstem, altwaste..? t dellings ;ak;ned .%intn op nAditches 

,{whichranlaong :kthe,-street.. .Today,,,approxinately onerfourth 
o ,,thehouses.fstill '!ack, connections with: h electrica1, 

water, and sewage syste .:qt r4,seryicescsuh)°.s. garbage 

collection, police protection, street lights, bus service, ...
 

and fire protectiony: ar.e,.,inadequate or,. non-existent. 

Approximately 46 percent of the families own the dwell­

ing in which they live. Forty-seven percent are inguilinos
 

(tenants) and 7 percent are squatters. Of the families who
 

are tenants, 40 percent rent only one room and share the
 

toilet, kitchen and laundry facilities with other families
 

in the houses.
 

The city planning office describes the neighborhood as
 

a workers' ba.rrio. The main occupations of the men are
 

brick masons, carpenters, construction workers, mechanics,
 

taxi and bus drivers, along with a few businessmen. Most
 

women do not work outside the house; however, a few work in
 

milk plants, as street vendors, and in other marginal occu­

pations. The place of employment of 95 percent of the
 

workers is outside the barrio. Salaries range from nothing
 

for the unemployed to $75 a month for some workers with the
 



modal income being,.25 per month. 
The unemployed constitute
 

about 5 percent of the population.
 

'T71 
upr chs- counted 14',I30 people in
 

9oad 


e9i 

rea.
th& The data are compa ablewith thf.iiid.....
 

of a' udy con dcted"by the Centro Interameriano de- ViVienda 
y Planeamiento which placed the population at 14,.1400 8 : The 

e lso inica that the average ageof the adults was
 

36 "and'that"re-adolescent children and single''fhilies
i ere
 

o6ver-represented in the population
. 
 The preliminary'census
 
1 conducted.' in -the preserit investigation ihdidcated.that approx­

imely' 1-4,000 peopib afnd 2,230'-famili'es.l.'iVed in the neigh­

borhood4, 

For the purpose of the study, 'a random! sample of the 
housing unI'ts was-drawn.ahd--famil.es: within each unit were 

Srand iy .selected". At,, al of '120 -families .were 'interviewed-­

abI .6 'percent 6 'the total number of -the: families living
 
f the,~neighrh6od. 
 All, non-migrant famlies were excluded
 

from "the isamile,' whii 
 left 106- migrant familie. The"iter­

viewers were students from the Faculty.:f S6ciolog6y at the 
,National inv'.ersityof Colombia. -The interviewee preferably 

s a h f*-'a y h' - , " 

- .i(I :r oif , 3 , * . ... ' ' ­

http:drawn.ahd--famil.es
http:being,.25
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'III. MIGRATION 7MOTIVES' 

*. ,, E , *-f ­

,N.Nerous factor, singly, and in combinatin, influence 

to the basis ofmigrationO.,,migration. It is- important wnp 

.?to ,account for,, their differential effects on the.adaptation 
.,of the.,migrants to the urban society. , , 

,.-Usually, writers have attempted to classify.the factors 

,,i,.in migration.under two headings:, those ,thattend rto push
 

and.those,that..pull.,:, This classification is useful,,,but.one
 

shoul~d,,fully,,understand that seldom is either set of factors
 
worki'g: in~epenidenty- of the other.:. Moreover,, difficulty 

arises when the researcher tries to classify some factors as
 

either-)onellor,the;.othe . -; , 

*.- The,problemswit. -the,push-pull,poqi*;y; is not all of
 

-a,,classificatorynatureis- -In addition, th polarity fails to
 

dls.d.-nguish.-be.tween,the.motiyes of the emigrants and te
 

:,'Oobjectiye.,social ,factors. Forinstan, Germani .found no
 

qnecessarycorrelation between the,degee of -rural.poverty
 

*4a.-nd-tendencqy~trirt.. 9 

•. l review,a.fewof.the ;com­,.The -following dicussioni 


monly given motives for migration to Bgot .and,compre .them
 

with the objective factors in Colombia.
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C,Economc ,Readon,-andctSearchf:for., Emplovnehtj ' i' -i7 

I(Agriculture,:provides *approximatelyihalf 

employment -in.,thekicountry:.: .Thousands of rural. people -have 

low family ,incomes alth6ugh there are,a small number 'of
 

families _who,.possess adequate for,;high ,income.10  
 -

q,:>Th aerage farm .,laborer.was probably:earning 13 or._'14
 

pesos per day .in 1963,..and there were many farm operators
 

who earned no more than farm laborers.11
 

As .late'.as.1965i however, in some areas of Antioquia
 

laborers received ,4 to 6 pesos per day with meals and,6 to
 

10-.pesos without meals.12 The rate of exchange for the
 

pesos in,January.,-1965 was -13 pesos to the dollar or in other
 

words the farm worker was-earning 31 to 77 cents per day.
 

Another study in an area of Antioquia indicated that the
 

average for permanent farm workers was 8.40 pesos per day
 

and 7.70 for transitory workers without meals and 4.50 with
 

13
 
meals.


In a study of the District of Romeral in Antioquia, the
 
,


."• ,
I ' - ," . • : ' • , it'," . :
 

families of nearly ten persons whQ lived on a parcel of land
 

less than 3.7 acres had an income, on the average, of 2,320
 

pesos a year or 232 dollars per year when based on an ex­

change rate of 10 to 1.14
 

http:meals.12
http:late'.as
http:laborers.11
http:income.10


A ty __f' "l.... csh n'ua' "mX4ftpia nc , Clombian,LI 2]!.W Ou 1 
,,:: ,fa~l! A;oper
0eo 


howevr xfallOithin ;the;rangev,of: ._3,600.,to9,600.Pesos per.,
 
r~yea ' ih'1963 ,and isi supplemehted 'by .-a limited.;varietyand
' 15 Regrdiaes,: :Jaf
 
qua,.t.Y"O h6mepr duced fobds. 
 eseg.ar.esthese
 
gures,are substantialIy glower 
 ':l962:1than coaveragencomo.
 

-\Il2.'972 pesos,,for indUstrial, employees ,.in the:Deipartamento7''' 

(state),cof ;Cundinamarca"or",.the national,average.for indus­

trial employees. 16 , a° '1:*, I " 

.ia'...-ln the migrant ,studies completed in .,Colombia,;:ecoPomic
 

treasons anr:desire'for,employment .are listed between 32,per­
cent .and 72,percent,,,of-,the
time as motives rfor migration.17 

,,In the 'present4.study-economicC.reasons were lthe primeimoti­

,vator-in ;42.-petcent of the t..cases 
 • ,;
 

Violence
 

The two major political parties in Colombia today are-­

as they have been for a hundred years--the liberals and the
 

.conservatives, 
They formed a unique common front government
 

in 1957 which gives equal representation to both parties.
 

T.his.common front government was designed to 
 end a bloody
 
feud between the parties and provide political stability to
 
the country. Violent incidents, however, still occur in
 

the mountainous regions.
 

http:migration.17
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-To a theY estimates on 'the: number of:!p so's kil l ed 
intheiolenciranges between 
 00,000 and30Oo0o.:,Most,


violencia.
: 
 at 
estimates'' ,h ver. p"lace the number. at approximately 200000.18 

d!.:Just how,many people"moved ,thecities-eto or-16left their
 

'hbmesmecause:
of,,ithe. violenceiis .notf!.know-nh.-' VTherew.are;very 

-fewfdocumentson .this aspect'.of ,,the-,violence .. '-Some-source s, 

howeiier; mintained thatby 19 6 'i'emigrants. to 'Venezuela ,
"numbered'lS00 and ,that approxixrately <8O0, 0001 persons.have 

changed:zresidencesoinside,,Colombia!because.ofrthe,violence.19
 

:, zThus s*ees ,,tthat,('LaViolencia!', inone Colombia .wasifa, 

large -impelling,;'force.,1. Barrio., studie's .completed -in,.,Bogota 
ind icate that ;between rI percentorand, 2 tpercent-moved because
 

,,i:bf. rt~e ,violen~e. 29_ In.therneighborhood ',studies\ini the present
 

invesititionol3,percent :of;.the lpeople: listed.;the-violence
 

~a~mtivating ,forc6'' forii igationc 
. . 

,
Education21  ...
 

The structure of rural education in Colombia is a
 

reason which induces people to leave the rural areas and
 

villages to move to the cities. 
In all of Colombia there
 

are only 1,084 colegios or high schools. 
Over 24 percent.
 

.of these schools are located in the urbanized area of Bogot 
 "
 

http:violence.19
http:200000.18


an!.,a,.veyj.highkper entage of"the reot,; arel ot ated d:n depar­

:1< If one*wishes to obtain, aigoodpimary:.educationhe ­

mayk betforced to,, igrate:o:3anurban,setting . n Colombia
 
* 1theret-were-55, 518-,primary teachers-,in'l9.62 .: Approxiately 

,,,7 65 percengt of, :these iwere .teaching in .rbanicenters ..- -These 

•urbanhcenter teachers::.wereiudhbetter -prepared 'forr:thev:o':Li 

1*ffclassroom' th"anth-e 'rurail.teachers..KOnly 27 (porcent of'jthe 

:urban:.primary.,teachers . had ,2lerssthan: a secondary-schol-.z', 

education. inccomparison, with. 44 -lpercent: of., the: rura-l' teachers. 

. ,.,Int addition;:.to .thed.-teacher,iproblem,-:,the rural ,areas; f
 

havei "alternate',. school:: systems - they: are '-attende&by, ,bdys
 

oni one' day :andgirls~onthe next.day.f In .1958,-the fColombian 
'government!:authorized on a ,-.temporary !basis.the, ncreationof 

alternate schools. These ,schools .offer, two-Iyears ., ofI primary 

edlucation. As of 1962,,53 percent:'of all-the rural schools
 

were of these :alternate types. Thus, the students in these
 

schools received a half-time education, had poor teachers,
 

and received only two years of education instead of the
 

normal five.
 

The percentage of.families who go the city for educa­

.tionalreasons alone is small when compared with the number 

http:addition;:.to


who g for other reasons* This variable iu1YLa6zjs-tutes'var able,', sii Lqdfisli
 

between 1 and.!-Perc 
 reasons istgdfor:mgration to.
 
: B6gotd ..- In,the present commuity study "approxmaey-4 per­

centitd eductonsreason.'. 

Health Reasons
 

There is a very great disproportion between the extent.
 

of medical care obtainable in the village and that available
 

in'Bogot 'and other large cities. 
Most of the hospitals,
 

doctors, and dentists .are concentrated in the large urban
 

areas. Statistics indicate that for Bogotd residents 97 per
 

thousand received'an innoculation for typhoid or paratyphoid
 

in.1960 compared to only 36 per thousand in the heavy rural
 
~ 23
 

departments of C6rdoba and NarinfoA...,I,, 

., ' Recently steps: have- beenr, taken-,to., adjust thisi imbalance. 
-Al young- doctors: are.'requiredi to devote a yearA to practice 

in'.rural,areas. : However,; progress -iniiprovngfaclities 

aan&buildings is. .slow.A .::' .'J * - A .. ,. 

-'Helthocseldom*l~isted as the, )pr maryinnovating, reason:, 

for migrationiandl, ,i.s-'listedi bnlyl.74: percent- of:,:the: time in the. 

~t~~eitstudy4' 'A"v-A 
 A
 

http:bnlyl.74
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..-
Militarv Service 

, Colombia hasIa conmpulsory military service in which,;all 

..... This service oftenable-bodied men must,serve for two years. 


acts as a compulsive motivating force. A considerable number
 

of rural servicemen gain some expeiience of urban ways of
 

life and often learn to' read and write during their term of
 

compulsory military service. Many stay in urban areas or
 

return after military service.
 

Studies have shown that the military is listed as the
 

reason for migration between 1 percent and 6 percent of the
 

time.25 In the present study, it constitutes 4 percent of
 

the motivating reasons.
 

'Better Livinci Condition's 


Living conditions are:generallybetter in):,the-: city than 

-inthe;rural!areas. According to the.1951: census;,68op~r­

cent'of-the rural houses had dirt floorsi. 92.6ipercent had
 

no .waterin the bouse, 88.7 percent were without sanitation
 

tservice.for.sewage, and 95.8 percent were without lights.
 

.Incomparison the urban living conditions were as fol­

lows: 25.2 percent of the houses had dirt floors, 33 percent
 

had no sewer connections, 50.6 percent were without bathrooms,
 

and 35.7 percent had no lights.
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Various studies of barrios in Bogotd indicated that
 

desire for better living conditions is a motivating force
 

between 12 and 18 percent of the ti. 2 6  In.the present 

investigation this factor consti'tes 5 percent of -the 

motives listed. 

Depena1cnts
 

Many individuals migrated;)'t a . rly ..age ih e 

families. For them, they:have no choice--they move 'with­

their family. Barrio. studies 'in Bogotd found that his-is 

a Lreason for. migration, in 12 to 37 percent of 1e , .- kases . 

In ,'t1he present study ,it accounts for 12"'ercent -ofthemo­

tives. listed bythe head of the h o" 

ther Reasons 
Other reasons given by thie respondents were too vaed 

T& felsfybns ranged from-bei bored with rural
 

life to wanting to see the city.. 

..SummarY
 

The data indicate, that the flight from the countryside 

aas been largely the result f impoverishment of the farmer 

ind/or ",iolence. (See Table 1.). Poverty not progress marks 

the flight of the peasant.
 



.. TIVES FOR MIGRATION OF HOUSEHOLD HEADS OF... 

BARRIO EL CARMEN,, "94 

,Motive, - Number P.ercentage 

,Eco6nomic rbasons . r":' .'- " '.-462.45 

V1'6leh& '14*~"~'C~ i 

AV .. - Z3'Deperif nts-. 3 .. 12.27". 

Othe-f iea S,38 

No.3xspi&-o~n e 5 66k 

,Better living, d6nd:c1"'ti'dnd 5 "41 

,Health reasons. 4 307 

n oEducation.. . ........ 4 : i . 7 

compulsory military.service 4. 3.77 

-, .. . , * :; 1~6~; r.-f{x 



IV. tMIG~.ATION STREAMS 

An c Ist once asserted that the best. definitin he 

.kn0o &f an underdeeloped countr was One,.wth underdevelopec 
. ' ..	 2 8 ,1
 

28In.mergig Latinierica, as in Cter
 
o.the:.world, the_ frag.entar nature of the data has deter­

mined.to'.alargeextent the categories in which-internal
 

migration may be classified.. The.available sources which.
 
• r 	 sually. drawn: upon have made possible, the f.!lowing 

,,dso .stateto state and rural to urban. 

State to State 

Data for a direct appraisal of nernal m aion more­

ment Colombia6a does not exist, However, one: can ug'
 
-the magnitude -y tne azrect mthodfole who 

are,.now.living .in other deartmentos other trh th e one 

in which they were bdrn.. 

In 1951, 1.,,6i7,O0 6lom ianis' or 14 percent'"of-the'7t'otal 

population .were living in aa'state othe' than" fr native
 

. r o i. .one,.'These data refer to the,net "internal migration 'btween 

the states, they overlook'the seasonal i n n migrat ors 

and-othe.cases~of return-!of. migrants. stat.... of.to...e.ir... 

and~ot er ..... .	 ..... ' .. . ""... 	 . '.......................... '... ... ....
 

http:to...e.ir


the boundaries of each department., At ,any ri t,i"s', sex­

tremely significant that 14 percent of Colombian people were
 

lving ina depzrtmert other than the 'one of'eheir irth. 

For department to department migration'the main-a a
 

'
 Sf estination were'departments with large cities:..Cal
 

Valle; Bogota, Cubdinamarca; Barranqu.il1a:Atlghico.' Na­

" l s O e x p e r f e n ced1;-,tional terr'toris have a A'n' gradtii 
" ' ... " Vk",eaused:Wc;:fagr lturai coloniz otio.' '":-" - . ­

"or,the m gran s-ere-l.The mhain 'departments of Origin 

M, CaldasY& Huila' Caca, and Anioquia.-. TheseTolima, 

*departments contributed 59 percent,of the migrants-registered 
.inrdepartments other than their place of"birth. According 

to.,the ,preliminary results of, the: 1964 Colombian: census, 

th ix departments contained 46.percent of-the'rural 

population. Most.'of these departments, are areas .>.of high 

concentration of minifundio and also the oneswith the
 

-"hghest,incidence of political violence. 

A large area of origin for in-migrants of Barrio El, 

'armen seems to be the.states of-Boyacd:and Cundinamarca
 

itself (See2Tabl ),2.-Also .the table shows that approxi­

matel ,12,percent of the population are BnativeBOgOotanos.
 

Thus, one.must not assume. that this 'shantytown contains*.
 

nothing but migrants. 



"17 

TABLE 2 

3TATE OF ORIGIN OF HOUSEHOLD A S-, 

'OF BARRIO. EL,AMEN, 1964. 

State 
 Frequency Percentage 

Boyacd 46 38.33i-, 'a;- ­ ", t. 7 I ]-

City of Bogot. 
 14 11.67 

Cund inamarca 
 29 24.17
 

Santander 5 4.16
 

Tolima 
 11 9.17
 
Other stares 15 12.50
 

''TOTAL 106 100.•00 

Riira1I to"Urban ::v . 2 

if 3mmportanc6"and "magnitude of rural-to urban mdgratior 

is difficult to assess. The *separation off rurafio brian: 

..movers •epnds •upon - the criterion-adopted.. .Rura t6 urban. 
"mi'grati0n Usual "<? t , . 

.. 

i t :":e ,+ :' ,,,rofcn . ..n icnsist's --. F',',,-."oachange of residence'f rom:.'a .i" 

as ruralbecauseof "an arbitrarily 'sdeec:a : 
-pop'u ation si -' f d:. ,:f , ,to'"an,°area n :,.,,..-... 6sd .~ zt~n~ara dfind Iff~~i&'Thsize,, . .. • , ...• .: . s ~ r ~ n ",' e "sl e ._o . 



the population used by researchers to drawthe boundary has
 

for the most part depended on the available data,and ,-the ease
 

o fcompa r ab v.. ' • •,. 	 ,: 

The', Colombian' cen s efi:ed ran as an aggrega 

more than 1,500 people. According to this definition nearly:
 

half :of the country .wouldbe urban. On the.other hand, some
 

*authorities stat ttat CoLombia cities or village wIth fewer 

1than 10,000 inhabitants generally have little non-farm economi
 

activity except for the trade and servic~s.related to serving
 

local agriculture.29 :By this criterion, at least 65 percent
 

of:the Colombian population is heavily dependent 0n agricul­

turally related employment.
 

S 	 -OneColombian
study defined,the town, village, or the.
 

cit which was,the seatof!the municiio(county) as the
 
o 	e n ''f"the!uni ipalt as -rural--re ard­

less of the size.30  On.the basis of this: definition,. the 

,,.. 1fun 1 .migrantswereresearche4 that.87percent of the'	 from 

urban 'areas. .. 	 ' 

In the present ,barrio pst u.dy approxy59 percet
 

:	-of,,the,household headsmigtated,from areas witk,a.population
 

of,'less i.than ,2,O00. Thirty-one percent ,of thein-migrnts
 

w%r$orp,in med sized. ,to ns.of 2 000 .to, 20 0O00 inhaitants
 

and .,0percent 'in,larger cities.
 

http:agriculture.29
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Thus, the data indicate that migration may notbe
 

simply a mo. .Went-ofthe peasant :from a completely rural
 
environment toithe big city.",'M(rts also include-'a large
 

number obf represeniatives from 'the'small v lages and towns 

as well as from the countryside. 

Little information is available concerning intra-city
 

migration in Colombia. In the present investigation
 

approximately one-third, of the migrants had moved directly
 

to the -neighborhood studied. The point of entry for the
 

other migrants,was either the transitional zone around the
 
central business district or the shantytown fringe. Both
 

areas were equally important.
 
For most of the in-migrant families urban living con­

of moves. (See Table 3.)Sists of a series ,I. ., e'3r!ies,'-,o. . 
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MOVES, B.T.THE' MIGRANT, RESIDENTS:SNUMBERi. OF. INTR-CITY 

L,Rfl EL. CARMN,~ BGTp COWOlBAs, 19,64 

;,..1 

of Moves Frequency .,PercentageNumber 

29.3El Carmen only 31 

32 30.2
One move 


24 22.7Two moves 

Three roves 14 13.2 

3 2.8Four mwvcs 

1 .9
Five moves 


Six moves 1 .9
 

106 100.0
TOTAL 


The migrants consistently listed,"cheaper rent- and­

closer o place of work, order, as reasons for 

changes in their urban residence. 
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. - .... • .... Vo .' I AT ON PROCESS 

The process of m gration atLtii Ameraican urban" 

areas sstill'far from being clearly understood's.. Census
 

a ,gh.. ind-""adothr a sdascarce and- pr6vide only r 

Srect'measure".of th nMovement. 
The few empirical studies
 

a aluabe.bu ed- "thergenerality.' In "essence, 

leittl'e*infOrmaioklon the ,ecuenc 'df.'movis.Ifrom the vil­

age or.ruraliiieaeto "the city ii -available. ' -. 

Distance
 
( . .., i . 

Beginning with the classic work of Ravenstein three­

quarters of a century ago, numerous research studies have
 

dmonstrated a close relationship between mobility and
 

distance. Most .peoplemove a short distance; few people
 

move a.long distance.
 

'Existing data, lend cross cultural support to the short
 

distance proposition. The data indicated that 58 percent 

of the in-migrants to Bogt4 were from Cundinamarca, the
 

idepartment of BoyacS, and municipalities near BogotA; and.
 

a much smaller percentage of in-migrants were from depar­
tamentos,much further-away, such asAtl3ntico ad HUila. 3 2 

Another study showed that 40 percent of the in migrants t 

http:aluabe.bu
http:Srect'measure".of


Bogots were born Cundinam arcs, .he still another found 

Srcenborn in BoyacL ;were " 

Six barrios studied in Bog~tA by he ity Planning 

Office ,further emphasi edthat most moes cover~short,,dis­
tances. In;,thebarrios studied migrants from Cundinamarca 

.Opised betweien 20- and...4 ppcn .fte ~qa ) j3 

-n the1pr~sen approximately : 67q,, ,otudy- ,,percent-of.:the
 

in-migrants travqeed OOjmiles org:less -while,,-only,,4 .. 

percent ,wereborn 200 miles or more from Bog6td. (See 

Table 4.) 
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S . TABLE 4. ,, 

.DISTANCE TRAVELED BY.IN--MIGRANTS TO BARRIO. 

EL .. MEE BOGOTA, 

.Miles
Mil. s Frequency Percentage
 

-0-50 ,-,.'4 . 31 * I ­

5l4~0~ ~' ~ I~f~41 . , ;:'-38.7 

'20l.5O ii ':2 l9 

250 or more 3 -

TOTAL ..../ - . 106 -. 114j- 0 

. C. . 

Direct and Indirect Miaration
 

k; a:large.number,of the.migrants move,,a short
'Since,, 

,distance,.one -would%'expect :that most,, of. ,the on-migration 

[ tor Bogot4~4ld .be ,of a direct, nature_.and this is ,hat 
.av
ailable:j".
 

: y3. ,gueli"Urrutia .:found.,that 65,,percent~of.the migrants 

in his,V study movedvdirectly,,toBgot&. ,,Of the 65 percent 

that migrated directly to Bogot4, Urrutia noted '.that-the.
 



proportion of rural and urban-miOrAhts w.ere nearly equal.'5
 
This-would indicate that the cpesino is not necessarily
 

looking.. f"a initeriediate place in s process of mi­

gration. One must.remenberm" i6deVe,"that'Urrutia's de­

- 6f ur bo d et eaprd­
•.:.2from the central village or Pueblo of a county as urban
 

reg.ardless of the size of the village.
 

R rReyesalso used- a,,similar sampleof In-m in
 

Bogota. He:notedp that"70percent of the migrationwas.,i, 

... ud-- o( sall .. ow hat"-*odiect. -Other studies of towns observed thate
 

between 46 and 62 percent of the in'migration was of.aia%
 

dir.dct nature 3 7
 •
 
l,',$cn the present investigation,78.percent of the in­

q-smigransmoveddirectly
oBogot o ,2 c ..... 

Step orStage 'MigCration ~A
 
'A prevalent :theor-y'i.s that niigration.Oocurs.:y a
 

eiso -.stages or step :rurakt.'areafto village-; illage. 
o .to.it.. 


people move from small population.,centers .to.!theI*nxt:.1,.
 
.lager one, '*carzVbe traced to'Raavenstein,.s.119th;celtury ­

* t~' ~6w, ~ The:,step-migratin ,theory,:whereby 

~e~ oservd~a~nist~1d of nglad. 'shifti4foi 



displacement,,of% thej population whiah'prOducecV migration­

seams,, in,,th~e-dirietion.oftheget iie.~ h
;thusleft .aresfilied by,.,migants:1from? more: remo.te 
 istricts
 

.The present,,investigation noted i,..that th!e,!majority.0f 

the.,migrants ,moved di'rectly ,toJ. got Witho-. intermeiat
 

stops. ' These.:re~uts seemitodispute. thestep. theory. ,
 

Colombian studies' howeveroSeveral indicatedi that-'the, 

. migration.steps take place but that the steps are not 
necessarily met by.the same generation and, ndeed,pro­

bably are not.,
 

Smalltowns around 
Bogotd have experienced large in­
migration. For example, 60 percent of the population of 

.4, . 4 " 
 . .. . 4 [ F ' -,Chf'awascomposed of in-migrants, while the population of
 

Facatativd, Zipaquird, and Chiquinquirg'contained 48, 42,
an,0 ece' 
 ' r 
 ' 38: '.'4"and 30percent in-migrants respectively. The data from
 

these towns indicated that the majority of the in-migrants
 

came from surrounding areas. 
The growth rates for these
 

municipalities ,were approx:imately the same as the national 
average,'indicating that out-migration is also taking place. 

Reyes, Durdn, andHanneson stated that 68 percent of 

the emigrants from thle, Sudrez River Valley., 
a municipio' 
36 miles from Bogotdi moved directly. to Bogot. The . 

- .4*"--'J8 . 444* d r c* l ..".44 ,.2. otd-"-h. *. 44 .4* .,~.7 

http:th!e,!majority.0f


1-1,26 
-

researcheis:a so: noted .that - theLlargesit amountof, in ,T 

miqg ant-to, the area' were from thessurrounditng.- areas. 

A ertudYi of. the Subachoque' River Valley, another, area 

earzBogbtd-lindic ted 'that.,10. percent: of ,the -heads,of 

households were! not natives', of,:Subachoque-,butt erer-from'T 

area ,.near Subachoque . The imajor focalb po int-xifor the:, 

emi/i- ii vao-B Ot. 4 J",r 

Kin an Friedshi p Linkage 

A 'number of investigators have noted that theLiajority 

of the in-migrants, b,th rural to rural and rural to urban,
 

have moved as a link in a kin chain. They were preceeded
 

and ,followedby kin and friends in their movements to the
 

city. Often the :.zband comes to the city without the
 

rest of the family who join him later. These findings
 

are also consistent with a number of North American studies.
 

Pearce observed that the most important types of
 

assistance given by members of kin groups to the in-migrant
 

farilies were. () financial assistance,for the trip and
 

transition period, (2)temporary housing, (3)assistance
 

in finding employment.42
 

In the present investigation 43 percent of the house
 

hold heads of in-migrant families arrived alone.
 

http:employment.42
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Approximately one-fifthof tese _e and 

left,their families. behinr: unti0 they >hadl a jobid economic 

secudritylj MAnother .45 per.cent. arrived, with. their,,families 

whi-le 4,percent :came.w, thffriends;&t:The :remainder,-arrived 

as ,children.,wthl'their father and/or.,mother,.' .. -011 C)1ck-

Friendship ties seemed to, be.: important iin. the migration 

prpoce. Fifty-six peizr.cent., of-the migrants :.had f riends or 

godpgrents in.Bogot4. ...Ofthese-godparents.and' friendsyo 33 

p~ercent:-provided ,ome,-form .,ofaasistance. ,. , 

The j inship. grop proyed'., to._-have ;.ven .a.,stronger 4lrink­

age. .Only 26 percent•.- of;, the ,in.nmigrants,.did-inot ,have.,aI 

relative living in BogotA. 
The mcst prevalent type of
 

assistance wasV4ayingoforhet' transportation of the migrant. 

Another important form of assistance was securing employ­

ment for the in-migrants. 

Few migrated to Bogotd without friends and/or relatives. 

Thirty-four percent of the migrants had both friends and 

.relatives in Bogot4 while only approximately 8 percent had 
. tv,..* . , -"..' 

neither. Nearly one-third of the in-migrants received
 

some form :of:aid from either kin or friends.
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•5 Materia',rPoss essions ',of the ' In-Migrants ,0 yI x0i 

o ostof the: people 

possesaionsn :; Half ofthe in.migrants had.Y.o moneyi while 

i-4'pecn'iar v'ith'1Iessi than'.500t:s,1' Or'0 0US; 

dollars. Eight perceite. hoverl brought:;kore;,thha,2, 500 

'peosor 5 USdllars./':. 

•. Ho~o 	 arrived-With little bor,- no money or 

, .r 

s-Th~e 	 overwhelming majorityibrought .no!m ore thahn')tdbls 

of : theirY professioh such as ba r e pmentcarpentek2 

tools, etc., andisomekitchen ;utensils. ,iNobr one brOught-4 

... ima's other than 'a' dog:,or cat1w, ,LessW thaii one-fifth 

possested~ianrxrcag~f lte.~ 

::;WoL~ VI DIFFERENTIAL MIGRATION-,j 

Differential migratlon is usually defined as the 

tendency for a segment of a population to be nore migratory 

than other segments. Littleknowledge exists on the selec­

tive process by which some people leave and others remain 

in a 	community. 

Aside from sex and age, the evidence of the 
V", 

selectiv­

ity of rural-urban migration in the United States is not 

clear, In 1920, EoA. Ross posed the question: "Is it 

'milk:or cream that the cities'ith their constant suction 
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cibstradt k)rom-7the- rurial:population? .416Tqed.tl~n is 

if relevant',in'-the Uhitd,-Stdtes .today and even-more so 

Mdro6thy S'..... ii 'd"" 
wDrohy'aiin&4'Th6m"as Pointed 'oi t',the exkistence in 

the-literature of'7 four :conflicting theih potheses-:' of:. selec­

orban, migration as folws:', ( l.,'cit rd 

.
'ar .:sdlected


parent population; (2)cityward migrants are selected from':
 

the inferior elements; (3)cityward migrants are selected
 

-from the extremes, both the superior and the inferior
 

elements; and (4)cityward migrants represent a random
 

selection of the parent population.44 Studies have sup­

ported all four of the hypotheses, but obviously the con­

ditions under which these results were obtained varied*
 

migrants2 as .from the*; -superior;.elements of/i"the 

,: ' , , 
 ,, r, 


greatly.
 

Sex
 

SArlf 'the available ev:denepoints.to the :seletivity
 

of: ura urban'migration on.the basIs Tof." sexasI is :true of
 

the United statesm grati~n Urruta s study of in-migrants
 

to .Bogot ,showed- that,.,atlarger I'percentage :,.of,,women than :.:men
 
\entered compared ito.43-percent
',,Bogotd--57".percentwomen 


..
'Men, 5 . .... ..
 

http:ev:denepoints.to
http:population.44


O)studies orural,,commqnities In4thcentral 

nd f .,C"Co; majorCtyr migrants­

;. T. .h­

.ia.showe.,that.,the frte 

who went to the cities, in particular-t.Bogot4- were-women, 
many.Aof ,Whom sought employment£as ;domestic servants. The 

,,imajrity.of migrants to rural-areas outside 9of lthe1counity 

j0£xof Qrigip"were-male.46 The census in.the resent investi­

gation shows-more.e.in-migrant .malestiannales, 

Age
 

The scant research"available in .Colombiaseem to
 

support the generalization from United-States studies that
 

persons in their teens, twenties, and early thirties are
 

much more mobile than younger or older people.
 
.9 . ', 9*.. 9*... , e: ', : .,. '-2.:. 

Sixty-three percent of the in-migrants to the Sufrez
 

River Valley were betwen the ages of 15 and 29 years of
 

age.47 Another study valculated that 66 percent of the
 

in-migrants ranged between 15 and 49 years of age..48
 

r"Stdies, Y rlan 0ioFals rikBda Ln
,,LThPT.Smith,indicated
 

that marl gadutsmigrated _frojthe centri-h i-'­

...land :communities ,which, ythe u49,
nvestigated ,
 
In-. present .,study. 68 percent of head
Pthe 


- .....
. .... .. .. st , ,' ;..8..P rc .. .. '' ... * jqOf3,the.; 

:houE 1ld were between .. 40;:years of.
20,and f .age 'when they
 

arrived in Bogotd.
 

http:Qrigip"were-male.46


Educaton'
 

The liited Colombian data indicate that migrants
 
have' a higher educationial~level than non-migat;' Infor
 .-

U6 iv. r4 ­*fIts 

.!t0,,i. theeducational eve, of in-migrants to secondary 

1xrbpn centers; near,Bogotd. showed that migrants were more .......... on-m.ga 50
e.than... .....
 r nt e e m r
 

,xterate than non-migrants.50 Reyes, Durdn, and Hanneson
 

.jobtained-.-similar.. results,., among., in-migrants ..to the .Sudrez 

River Valley. Eighty-seven percent;, of the •migrants were 

literate in comparison with 64.8 percent-for the 'total
 

population interviewed.
 

The reverse was found in the present investigation.
 

The in-migrants had less formal education than the popu­

lation of Bogota. -In relation to the.population of Colombia,
 

howqver, the in-migrant may be above or well above the
 

average, but data on this point are not available. Also,
 
the area o h ity.inwhich the investigation was con­

duceds as a se...ivi fac Better,educated mii­

grants probably secure higher paying jobs and live in
 
better neighborhoods.
e :': ... =..' ":,":", ' :.:.:." " [:' " , 3 .,'! , .... : . .. - .. , i. 

http:non-migrants.50


TABLE 5 

SI COMPARISON OF THE EDUCATION LEVEL, OF THE INiG " HOUSEHOLD HEADS OF BARRIO EL CARMEN WITH 
THE TOTAL POPULATION OF BOGOTA 

'Euicaeional Leve l' ::'":" In"i .. T..... ..... ... ... :•: , ., .... ,-... .Total, 
:duciiofi LItm rants % Population 

.... a). Bogota % 

-Witho-Utformalj education, 24.5 - 16, 

With., some primary.eduation 

With some secondary
 
education 
 5.7 
 22
 

With some university
 
education 39 

,;Without ifo rmation 0 

TOTAL. 100.0 100 

"(a) ;Miguel Urrutia M. an: Luis Ca:stellanobs ci.i­,Estudio Econ6mico-Sociai de la Poblaci6n de Bocfot (C.A.R.,

Bot, Colombia.'-1962), P.3.' ..
 

Marital Status
 

One may.safely assume 
that the extent to which migrants 

come to the cities in'complete families (legal unions or 

consensual unions) probably,varies Onsiderably according
 



tothe iource of m3graton.. ATso.a ns indi­

t the majontigrant oappear td'! .yung...,m 

- mar ed 'pe so s"' .... " . ..... ... . ,,-- .. 

, The .data of Converse and Ramos o . . sugges 

-that at least 60 percent, bf the.headsof. the househdIds" 

I'Barri° Las Colinas migrated to 'Bogot.,as. single indivi-
Seyes
study of the,population of Bogot4 

aiso suggests ,that themajority of the migrantsd were:.'young 

sngle *people, both men and ~~men. 5 3  Also, a .study; Of 

Sopd an area near'Bogota, indicated that most youth left 

'their community of"6rigin as single individuals.;54 .Studies
 

by Orlando Pals Borda and T. Lynn Smith indicated that it
 

was,.mainly unmarried adults who migrated from the central
 

highland communitie6swhich they,,investigated.55
 

The problem of assessing the importance of family or 

single person migration is not an easy one. A barrio".. 

study skews the results because most people who live in
 
these areas live in family units. Single migrants may,
 

pensidn (roomingt house) in another area ofl the
 

city, Too, a high percentage of the single women migrants 

are domestic servants-and r6sid -inthe houses.of their 

epor 
 upper class neighborhoods.*
 

http:houses.of
http:investigated.55


r ~.thea UO d:!Zs rohrhnsuain e lo 

.,csk,,ecaus e .4feqal whole. amily, movPlepifrom hecomm ity 

no family member is left to report the mi rntion. 0Ifr only 

09 n migrate, ,this,changeis more,easily 

deete yawn ex.Do-st facto study. 

L The data 1 Pbtained in El Carmen.indicates,: that.,about 

5percntof ,.the, household heads migrated as,,snglean­

r.njmqrried, adqu .ts,kwhile approximately ;41 Percent migrated -* 

fas,lies dr brought,-them later. ,. 

.ercent.of .he household heads migrated.,to Bogot as,. ,, 

children-intheir-family iof orientation., (See,,Table 6 .) 

with iheir, The,other ;8
 

TABLE 6 

MARTAL STATUS OF'HOUSEHOLD HASOF BARRIO 'EL CARMEk 
.;UPON-.ARRIVAL TO -BOGOTA. ..r, ., 

Karital Status (a) Frequency Percentage
 

Married and arrived with family 35 33.02
 
rive wi 
 6. 

Married and arrived without family 8 7.55
 

r~ingle 50MJ4
161~ 

,Child and.,arrived ,.witharfily,..,,,
 
of orientation ___ 8.49
 

.(a ,ariage.!, definedyas- oth legally- recognized,
 
and consensual unions.
 



The forms which migration assumes are important to
 

socio-economic changes and,development. 
Social planners
 

need to know if migration is ,of an unselective nature or
 

indeed a.selective process with regard to education, age,
 

sex, etc. To date, .data
are too scant ;to draw conclusions
 

from which to develop sound governmental policies.
 

More studies need to be conducted in the.major areas
 

of out-migration to determine .who is leaving and why.
 

Social planners need to be able to appraise the effect of
 

such social reforms as land parcelization on migration
 

flows. In rural areas where education programs have been
 

introducedl research should be conducted to determine if
 

these programs act as a 
migration catalyst. Such data
 

could be obtained by a re-study of a community such as
 

_Candelaria, Colombia., which was previously studied by
 

the Land Tenure Center and where at a later date an edu­

cation~l programwas,introduced. 
Thus, social planners
 

need to know if the introduction of education, land reform,
 

and other social changes in rural areas will permit a 
more
 

balanced migration flow to the urban areas or speed up the,
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procesa:snd drain the countryside of human resources badly 

needed.in agr4citur roduotion.,i.ls0 social planners 

need to ,know'-how these changes may influence the selecti­

1 L. ,ration.. 

The characteristics of the migrat populations are 

"ilso important for u'rb-an planneri whoiz maximum offi £­

:-ieicy and mimun cost in 'th applic.tion "of'fun to 

development 'in the urban sect'ors. Data on he *educatio'nal 

level and the oaskills of the migrants'woild' 

be helpful in determining whether A 1 would be better
 

spent in industrial development to increase employment or
 

in providing public housing and services to relieve the 

preosure on the existing overtaxed system. Also, such' 

information would be valuable in determining which indus­

tries would be best suited to the skills and capabilities 

of the migrants. 

In short, rural to urban migration creates problems 

for socio-economic development in 10th the rural and'urban 

sectors. The alleviationof these problems can be better 

carried out with knowledge concerning the selectivity, the
 

flow, and the motives for migration,.
 

http:needed.in


.The present study was only a small step in this direc­
-tion
The data obtained in Barrio El Carmen indicate that
 

the&iagnitude iof.migration will' probaly increase, as ;iends
 

and relatives: of,.the.migrantsLbecome awareiof-. the opportu­

:*ities ;in-the c ,-.unless: social reforms are instituteid 

',in' the counryside. The overwhelming majority of these 

slum-dwellers stated that their housing, sanitation facil­
.ties,incomee,al opportunities
 

,for the children were better in the barrio than in their
 

previous countryside residence. Fewexpressed any desire
 

tb.-returni to their.'areaof,origin.
 
.TL:?: . ,'
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