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1, INTRODUCTION
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ad N%Léﬁiﬁiﬁméfiéafhasvm§ﬁ§*%aééé¥ “The20 républicswhich
togetherbare%calléafLatiﬁ-aofyiﬁéié-zAmericavaiffé:KWidé1§ in
leveié‘ofﬂagriéﬁlturéliénd economic“development;isocial .struc-
uturey eﬁhndlégy;ﬁéﬁdﬁpéliticsf QHiStorygilanguage;uaﬂd%religion
speak?for:the:long and’ ifitensive contacts:with Spaih, Portugal,
and'France (Haiti).l .In éllﬁéhiS'variation;?there is at least

. -one’ characteristic theseﬁcouﬁtrieSﬂhavéminfbbmmdng a high-

-*incidence-of>migration-and:urbanization: -

”i“%EVEthhé?mbSt?ﬁnbbservant*vieWGrﬁOfﬁthe‘larger Latin

American citi%sfcéﬁnbtﬂhélp*but~n0tice the ‘evidence pointing
to the mass miéréfiéhiof—cémgeéinbs‘(peasants)‘to the city
and” thé” resulting“inability. of the urban:areas to absorb mi-
grants’ into’ productive industrial jobs:- ' This exchange' of

7 pral undéremploymént- for-urban‘ uhdéremployment i manifésted
in“the* large shahtytcwns WHiéh ring most” of the capitalsiand
other: South”Americancities. Ih’Rio’de*Janeiro; foi:example,
nearly one=third bfithe?éity‘sﬁtWontllibnVihhabfténtﬁvlived
insuch 06naiti0na?in%1957;?w@Ten¢perbent:bfmthéjpbﬁﬁlation~

'bfﬁﬁima?%PerﬁygmbstfofﬁwhomiOriginatédsinirurarnareas;xriﬁgﬁ’:.*;

inipoor areas:of:itheleityscalled>barriadasiin:1956.7 ~The: -

T
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rthe decade 1940 to 1950, and 72. 5 percent of the growth came
%ﬁrom\migratlon. xIn .the same decade,,lnternal,migration in-
‘ecreasedwthefpopulatxonwof Mexico Citywzampercent.4g¢qgg5mg
'xsrfanecause;ofrtherspectacular 1nf1ux;of mmgrante, they
iBogotéxc:.ty planning .office has: .called: that;clty the Cludad
Asilo {City of:Asylum) :or Ciudad-Refugio :(City: of :Refuge) -
aInflgso,atheypopulationuofvBogoté was.SO0,000;}.gymlasenit
ha@;riseb.tQJQOO;OOOQand;is;expectedmto.increaseéto«2,3343000
by 1970.5 as a resultJonenstudygshows>thatﬁEZ;percentzof the
inhab..itang:s;éoff-e Bogotd.and the,special, .district surround ing
nBogotd wexe born.in other parts.of:Colombia,®:.

ng‘ The inablllty of~the . system to. absorb the migrants is
apparent ro the, eye., . Thevlnvadores:(squatters) exercise.
19319#;@::‘:;;@:;%9999&5%n but in.vacant;lots.in:the.most fashion~
-f,,ab,l.e,a.éeg.t:.ions: of;, thé:,..giicy:o;; Whol« shantytowns such:as.Las.
iGolinas,: Los ;zr.Lsi.shes;,s:sEl:; Quindo,:Las; “Merse,de.s;,s:;and :Segundo,,
Puente}haversprqnggupﬂonwthe outsklrta ‘of Bogota 7. T
”wL,HJThe present study attempts$to shedasomesllght on;the;
wractorsmmnvolvedflpxtheam;grationhofLruralwpeaeantgmtoxrhe

urban ‘setting:of; Bogotd;  Colombial: : Thei first: part ofithe:
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siifvestigation-briefly'describes the’ receivingareatwhich was
wigtidieds. The ‘second> deals’ with ithe ‘reasons® why people!leave
~Tthe?ruraliareamtofgb~toﬁ36g6ta.«ﬁThe“third?parEEOf?the?&ﬁVes-

.andwcharacteriStfcsﬁofﬂthéVmigrantska’“ Lo T e
A T B Lo ! GULTT LT T e e
S lmotaiaco s oI, - SOCIAL- SETTING

R T Y £ T S 3 N SRR S

The present research progect 1nvest10ated Barrxo El
3_2“' ‘{ ',~'r:."- W : . i
Carmen whlch is a shantytown on the southwest edge of Bogota

1n the state of Cundlnamarca. The nelghborhood is not a

wf; R '.;r'_-J,-'

typical shantytown because lt has become permanent as a re-

sult of exproprlatlon, 1mprovement of land and the addltlon

of publlc servxces. The barrlo is a flat, poorly drained
;,;‘, B "j = ; FE )‘ v

area whlch occas;onally floods durlng the ralny season. The

[ S I S A 4

streets are unpaved and often 11ttered w1th garbage.
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Approxlmately three—fourths of the houses are one or

RN ARG DR

two story red brick with sheet metal roofs. The remalndur

g Seowr W i . AT BT o NP

<

are one-room shacks whmch are constructed of flatten@d tin

,
it RS T ot * i
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cans, bamboo poles, mud cardboard and other scrap materials.

et - L rw&.., ”:‘f. S \-.

Twenty percent of the houses are used for small business and

B 6.,A~' £l : : . T 2 ,-"u,r,.“ ’..,n_

resldence. The remalnder are ustd exclusively as reszdence.

S N S AN SRR FoOrNET L e BV o AN ‘:*x mEEE Y Tea

Nearly one-third nf the houses have dirt floors.
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;;.‘ qruntiluthe_recent installation of an,undergroqndusewaéef

{1?&

¢,qsystem,ﬁallfwastehrrom the,dwellings,drained intn opennditches g

H.‘,xw'hich;ran\alcmgﬂ:he,stx:'eet.,t Today;,approximately,one-fourth
yQﬁnthe,houses%stillglackmconnections;withstheyelectricahﬁ
’water, and sewage system.m;Othernseryices suchhhu,garbage \

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

and fire protection:rare:inadeguate or non-existent.

Approximately 46 percent of the families own the dwell-

JH oiuned Loroppsrnung B R L R ISR S RERY -3 TR SIS
ing in which they live. Forty-seven percent are 1nggilinos
% Hvee T ‘”*"‘r"’ RO LIS ) O O R I AT S S T SRS S
(tenants) and 7 percent are squatters. Of the families who
£t ne eenefe e T T e ey b
are tenants, 40 percent rent only one room and share the
Bomy timere v o 5 i RV Y

tOllet, kitchen and 1aundry facilities with other families

h T R R LR e T EE AT O 1 AN O h i

..,,.0

”in the houses.

. . 11 S i~ v - e . e N .
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The city planning office describes the neighborhood as

e . Pb e vt
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a workers barrio. The main occupations of the men are

e R, )/ PARE N i ,-\,J;.n ‘

brick masons, carpenters, construction workers, mechanics,

T a7 T . P PERRERETRS g -
f( L.) ;.’ 1, K l”‘.m>". R (,.”-))

taxi and bus drivers, along w1th a few buSinessmen. Most

AGUN L AU, s
women do not work outside the house- however, a few work in
Hud vamg ont o Do bnden anen R Deatel ol
milk plants, as street vendors, and in other marginal occu-
DRI RO IRy W S RIS o Jonmenfiven L R O A
pations. The place of employment of 95 percent of the
firsey oo u..‘f ' LT e Dl SRRV B PR SR SIS IS
workers is out51de the barrio. Salaries range from nothing
S e TP RS ERCIIE T R < “J Velald e o e R IRE

for the unemployed to $75 a month for some workers w1th the

[EURUPVEPI L < T S - £ 1 . } PP R 0 L
T E % . H .5 ' » L ot i IS g AR
o FETLOHA S ST ARG 1."‘\‘2» JARS 9] LI A DAY AT PO R 4 '.:;‘, R R 34

.
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modal incom b 1ngw§%§m€y hﬂlpgﬂd?» 5Xg?emp oyed constitute

about 5 percent of the population.

w1 I\»Cai’ IE IS - L B

rs:

e

The 1964” Colomblan precénsis® ‘counted* 14‘130 'Pedple in
éﬁé‘gohacre“area;“ The data are Gomparibls’ wikh tﬁ%‘fiaaaggs

of study conducted by "the" Centro Interamericano de Viviends,

Y Planeamiento whichk pladed the" population at 14,120:% he

-~
v

"\

é er also 1ndicated that “the" average age of the’ adults was

36 and” that pre-adolescent children and single families Wwere

' over-represented'in‘thé’paﬁulatibni The preiihinary‘ceﬁSus

------

imately 14;ooo-peop1e and” 2,230" families: Tived ‘in the neigh-

Cborhood. T ieieoL oo .

For the purpose of the study, a'random' sample of the.

hous;ng units’ was' drawn’ ‘and“families: within each unit were

’fahdShIY“EéfédtéB% A“Edfal-of‘lzo;families«werefinterviewed--

about ! 6’percent ‘O0f' the total number of ‘the' families: living
in' the'‘neighborhood. - A1l - ‘non~migrant famrlles ‘were ‘excluded
from “Fhe sample, which ‘left 106 migrant - famliies.»fThéwiﬁter-

viewers were students from the Facﬁftylbf'Sdbiblﬁﬁyvatithé

“National ‘Ufiversity ‘of Coléibia. < The intérviewse preferably

""%’ﬁaé:?‘éﬁ’é“’fa&i‘i‘ﬁrf‘ﬁé‘é‘“&;‘i GF SGTAANDLT 0T v i aesn o fei

- ﬁi"j§ﬁl“* !‘ A R S T S PP S E SN
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‘ ’ III. MIGRATION MOTIVES & ,
- I Leakgnfuonce wis o r“'faﬁ §sueds
o
4;_ l«Numerous factorg, sxngly and 1n combinatiqn, xnfluence

s

igration It 1s 1mportant to know the basis, of mlgratlon

12‘;‘5} e

201 B0 account for,thelr dlfferentlal effects on the adaptatlon

,of thefmigrants to the urban.society.'ah:,j

e Usually, wrlters have attempted to. c13851fy the faEtors

«,dn migration under itwo headings:  those that tend to push
»and those, that. pull.. This; cié:ﬂﬁif—ipatiav is usefyl, but one
ahoulﬂaffultly;iJunéerﬁtasnd:ﬁbe_t, seldom.is either set of factors
-workiung. independently: Of tiie other, Moreover, difficulty
arises when the researcher tries to classify some factors as
eitheruonepgrathexother-:;en:r N NI ST
ver The; pmblemss;,witmAnthe.‘;-p:u.é&pul.issré's:.l’é'i.i;ée#Y.»i,i,slmt all of
f;aarglassificatoty nature;;glh_aédition, thekpola;;ty fails to
distinguish .rbet,w_.e._e.r.x. the motives of the ‘emigrants ;,an.d fthe,
~a-Objective. social --:fatctQ‘Jzé,.s»a For -instance, Gexmani. .found no
% necessary.correlation between the degiee of rural poverty
sand :~t.end.e.nqxrstq migr‘ateﬁ,;.g,\ { f, v At VG e
)ﬂ,;u,:The -following, dlBCBBSlon«Wlll review a .few, of the. com=

‘monly given motives for migration to QQSQE#@QQQMSQQRir%nEPem

witﬁ}the:pbjeetivegfeetexs in Cblbﬁbia;

i
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~$;;;;Agrieultureeprovidesaapprqximatelgshalfjdfdalbathewe
enplqpmentwlnmthenebuntry:WMThousands of rural.people:have
low fapilyﬁincomesmalthdﬁghatheremarewa;smalm number. ‘of ..
familiesjwhoupossessfadequateﬁoruhigh”income.lo
o1 The ;average farm.laborer was probably:earning 13 or 14
‘pesos per day :in:1263, .and there were many farm operators
who earned no more than farm laborers.ll
;uAs.latemas~l965;%hOWever,fin‘somevareas~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
‘pPesos “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

‘r4-\“

and 7 70 for tran81tory workers w1thout meals and 4.50 with
eoat ~ N . [ TS . v . - e
13

meals
. ,. R '(’ RS - i - s . o . R RPEE

In a study of the Dlstrlct of Romeral in Antloqula, the

’
A

famllies of nearly ten persons whq lived on a parcel of land

e
[EREITH

less than 3 7 acres had an 1ncome; on the average, of 2 320

* " 4 E SR } Y "‘" R s 8 T Ay St Sen :‘ .
pesos a year or 232 dollars per year when based on an- ex—
Ay An ,i',,’“f it sty T n R Sl u o Yol K16 B

change rate of 16 to l.14

. o DR RO Sy S I R ST L L
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‘Jfallfwlthin the“rangewof 3 600&tOK95

600'peeos per

”""1nw1963 and 15 supplemented‘by arllmltedivariety’andi:f~

e

qua“tﬁtiﬂ‘@f home‘ Produced xfOOdS‘ ;" Regardless, xthese f:.-f o

LXNS

1eu12 972 pesos for Lnduetrlal‘employees»ln theWDeEartamento
(atate)uofﬂCundlnamarcaaon the national‘average»for 1ndus-

trlal employees.]f6 moanodel wyen n:€¥ i gméwxé ol
“;aInwthefmigrantfstudles completedaln‘Colombia, economlc'
creasons and. deslre foraemployment ‘are listed:-between- ~32/:pexr-
cent’and 72 percent*of the time as .motives:for. mlgratlon‘17
caodn the ‘present studyﬁeconomxcz}reasons'were ‘the (prime-moti-

.vatora;na42;percent‘df theccasesin v Lnet L o,

b hmaan aderi SRS L e Lnoun el b At et
Vlolence
VIS RO oo Ul BBl LAY e rnmy s g o
The two major polit1ca1 partles in Colombla today are=-
ﬁegx DLE LS T Eaum Gl s fwaiaie CEDLLEARYT T unT OFL T

as they ave been for a hundred years--the llberale and the
. '.",“‘ﬂh

conservatlves. They formed a’ unxque common front government

ﬁﬁtlurwuﬁgﬁuf g %fJ'Tﬁ% O oduidne St by e s Y
1n 1957 which glvea equal representation to both partlea.
sl PN TG S W TS R LRt KRN TE S 5 SR B R T
Thls common front government was deeigned to end a bloody
:.:"5;'1@ RGN h g A e R STy T R B L L R S T 7
feud between ‘the partles and prOV1de polltlcal stablllty to
v fud fay Sonad gt ERR I T RN F VR 7S TR S T P TN

lhowever, still occur in
PhF "'i*;‘f’.:"»‘;“: J’3 $7 1) 1“7* .

the country. Vmolent incidents,
S r“‘ (‘ ;\

the mountainous reglons.d'
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che number«of*persons{kllled

1n the v1olencia'ranges between 100 000 and‘300 000.r4Most‘f

lvestimates”ﬂhowever

Eplacerthe number at approxlmately 200 000 18

&JJuatihOW'many‘people moved to thEJCltleS sorileft: thelr
vfhomesrbecause ofathe v1olence is notrknown. thereware;very
vjifew?documentsronfwhls,aspectfof themvmolence.*JSomeysources,
howevery*malntalned thatrby=1961'emigrantsnto ‘Venezuelai«:
numbered~150 Ooo,andwthat approximately :800,:000; persons: have

changed:residences 1nside,Colomb1a~because ofvthevg{’.olemc,e.l-9
s in gl Thlis',“:i' one! sees;;that."La: Violencia™ .::'im,Colombiaa was;fa:
la:gewimﬁelling%fOroe}tharriOHBtudieeacompleteduinuBOgoté
m%indigeﬁeﬁthetﬂbetWeeh#1~percentwgndwlZﬁperoentrmoved'becauee
ifof“the v1olence.gQ. Inﬂthe%neighbbrhOOdbatudieswiﬁxthe;pxesent
~?‘nveétigetiontl3mperoentﬁofwtheﬁpeopIemlistEthhexviolenQe

¥ifa8 'l motivating:forcé for migrationst .l -4l EER L X

a.?)f{:;";:sf?:}‘z, Iavga aoi g sk oo B A S N P C T I:\ 0rev sl i B
21 e
Educatlon

ceBedd al gt clarie odt CRRRT ey bl D maefy e Clanny

The structure of rural educatxon in Colombla 13 a y

LA as R A “u{ SR S IR TS ¥ ST IRTERR Tae CEBEN G

reason whmch Lnduces people to leave the rural areas and
S U Lasnisgs mlinvino Se one SV 0RL) cu iy ritaser Lo

Vlllages to move to the cities. In all of Colombla !:he::'e”"“i

are only 1 084 coleglos or hlgh schools.

m“fvd" l{% : , -
'offthése BChools”are 1ooatedvf ] )

o m‘m“ gl SR LG, 4i'~"_~~;’f=fv “ w; E A TR G

BOL R i e b mod Lhrst

R ,'-, ES S
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s theremere, 52 518A ‘prn.mary,_, teachers~ m l962 <] VApproXiniat-elyi‘

65‘*spercent’ of. these werekteaching in urban: centers.,erhese ,

urbanncenter teachers h:ere"muchl«better prepared for,t theu:
Hclassroom than, ithe ruraluteachers.u” Only 27‘fpercent of! Jthe
: ~~_:~urbanz-}pr:.ma__ry§ ! tea.ch.er_eéyhaa:.::lees“;- tha'n'z.za?. secondary: "schoo‘;l.a;fi:.,
edﬁcationfscn;':‘c&bmparis'ofxslwitﬁé 44 ‘percent: of: the: rural’ teachers.
L x,w.s:‘l:ai‘éim ,v’addit:i.'on'f‘:to.ethe':'; teacher: fp“'robiem',::e ‘the:xuralrareas:!

xhave:?j, '.’,alternate!"g ‘school:/systems -« they-:fare*xt'attended% by. ‘boys

»itonj ona’ day -and wgirlsi;on:the; ‘next.day. In ,1958,: the :Colombian
egovjefrnment%:authoriszedapn:aa :;temporary.-za}:iasis,s,thveu_creat-ionrzpf
aiternate Sch_'oois. : 'I'hese 'schoolse'offer:rtwo syears, of; pr:unary

K

_ edﬁdation". As of 1962 53 percent of all the rural schoola

&. !‘“"
-were of these alternate types. Thus 3 the students in
L E g m.tdmﬁf'*“f Tk P FEIE TN S R SRS TP Fot SNSRI 1T
‘,schools rece:.ved a half-t:.me educatz.on, had poor teachers ,
; \:’) uL} »5.'\\»9“?,’ "..":’f":' . 'l“ i )1 'L».} g z...“:4 "" Sl ‘: b ““H:I A
and rece:.ved only two years of education 1nstead of the
R R S R . PL IR S o L PN sebd oo wvan e e T k3Y
”'normal five. e ‘
sy 2O v Lafonring 1’, Lol 1;‘1;:'# it oy R ey o
'I'he percentage of. families who go the city for educa-q_-«-,
“(éﬂ“?'"\x IR St o :z“f‘cfj“ ad )[.,_;\ G K e 8 D ,,c‘ .-;e‘;: STl

tional reasons alone is small when compared with the : number‘!_‘" .



http:addition;:.to

who go for othertreasons.?z Thls variable usualwyxconstitutes

Amrgratlon to

tfbetween,l_and 9‘ ercent*of‘all‘reasons 1lste’ for;

oo ?o‘?‘ L

‘f,Bogoté In“the present communlty study fapproxlmately 4”Per-'N

A

R
IO
oy
VI ¢ "
" N B S <yt Yo g 4 e N
Ry .5»-. r,-..‘». T RN e B ¢ O i N S S SR R A & F I SO R R S )

There is a very great dlsproportlon between the extent -

SRR f.'- A ","u‘ ESUEE ol

Y EREATEAL T AN L R T
of medrcal care obtalnable 1n *he v111age and that avallable

"“-"; g rp

t,ln Bogoté and other large cltles._ Most of the hospltals,

-doctors, and dentists are concentrated ln the large urban

!“\ald ' ' "1 1‘ W ﬁ,? l» A K .“f‘.i;'él'_. "‘ ,.. (” 4:"\-'" RN Y A CRY ]
areas. Statlstlcs 1nd1cate that for Bogoté re51dents 97 per
: e eeeR e Y x',,l“x..; . - x

FREA " _»“?;'.“2 S PinEr R ',"x .

PRIECIIEE RS N P

thousand recelved an . 1nnocu1atlon for typhold or paratyph01d

ARES T

‘1n 1960 compared to only 36 per thousand 1n the heavy rural

departments of cdrdoba and Nar1ﬁ0.23

¥Health~is?seldom Llsted as the»prlmary innOVatlngfreaso’Ff

for mlgration and}isylrstedtonly 4 percent of the time 1n th’
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;;;;grx Servxoe

jm -.Colombia-has: a compulsory mllltary servxce -in- whlonrall

;ﬁablefbodiedxmen~mugt;serve,forﬂtwo years. Thls-serv;ce,often -
‘ects as a compulsive motivating-forcee,,A‘coﬁsiderable:numbet-‘
: of rural servicemen gain: ‘Bome experlenre of urban ways of

11fe and often learn to read and write durlng their term of

' compuleory mllltary servxce. Many stay in urban areas or

“'return after m111tary service.

’\

LT 4 "‘:.‘t'

time.zs

'f.,_..;-';f‘:'i'.', R - P e \i»,t
. the motlvatxng reasons. s
e e el e et e SR ine on
. . . ‘ - _’ . . . ’ “ c.: : R
Better Living Condlglons S IR ES I T L a

'nin the rural areas. According to the. 1951 census, 68 0*

A centrof tbe rural houses had dlrt floors; 92.6: percent had ’

{?;no.water in the house, 88.7 percent were without sanxtatlongf

{; aervioeyfor.sewage,'and 95.8 percent were without' lights.

~In comparison the urban living conditions were as fol- '}t

g}fiowé: 25.2 percent of the houses had dirt floors, 33 percent
“had no sewer connections, 50.6 percent were without bathroomé,,

" and 35.7 percent had no lights.
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Varlous studies of barrlos 1n Bogota 1nd1cated that

desxre for better living condltlons lS a motlvatlng force

%126,

between 12 and 18 percent of the tu{ In the present

investigation this factor constltutes 5 percent of the

motives listed.

Dependents

families. For them, they have no choxce--they mov'“w

to eia881fy. The reasons ranged from belng‘bored wzth,ru al

,»rxk IR

1ife to wantxng to see the city.

;The data 1ndlcate that;the fllght;from the countrys;de
has been largely the result of'lmpoverlshment of the farmer
and/oz vxolence. (See Table 1. ) Povertx,not»progress,marks

the flight of the peasant.,ngf_} h'
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IV." MIGRATION™ STREAMS
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An‘economlst once asserted that the be ti efinlti”n he?i

&“| underdeveloped country wa jone thﬂ

,.h

»"fstatlstlcs.Z? In emerging Latln Amerlca,was in \.her parts

;jggggthe morld,, he frégmentary hatgr

X

SRS & Yy

fkthe data has. deter-ig

V“mihedrto a largedextent the categorles in whlch 1nterna1

LR

,,..

‘;'mlgratlon may be classlfled.y The avallable sources:whxch

e - : : ;
e Py Do, P NP T Wt e d , am v o
Vs tpdad orft M wammnse s 0 DS nt ey

-. . > Ui P B N S IR S AT S A 4
e to State B : R

,iCOIOmbia does not exist.‘”However, one can;gaugerr”

[y 011

,,}the magnmtude by the dlrect method of countlng people'whoh

X 1 h ‘ A Loame . u-,;‘, P ‘;'t‘ ;
:_populatlon were llving 1n a-state other than therr nativel

%
ST,
<4 )l' & O Rt 4,-\‘ K

These »ata refer to the net%internal migration,
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<theﬂ56ﬁndaries‘of each department.

At any rate,:

i 'For department to department mlgratlon the main areas»

‘éf”destlnatlon were departments with’ large cities- Cal&“’r

;V%ile Bogoté Cundinamarca- Barranquilla,fAtlénticd. JN

‘Vt l terrltorles have also experlenced high‘in-migrati

‘:,Aéecording

‘fto tﬁe Prelxmlnary results oxmthe 1964 Colombxan census,

"5«“‘% "'utl \A(_:’.’?»"HJD- RN st n/'

}fthese;e;x departments contained 46 percent of the rural

A ;rtpwz..}

- -.’u»

‘Most{of these departments are areas of hlg

,_x,:’w LAY i Tk rh;\ : RE '.f"»‘ YA

...r.‘

“s: it J! ,;; e (\J? ;."_T;,;_,

YA 1arge area of origln for‘xn—mlgrants of BarrlolElfaf‘
SR VR WL L D v

e rmen seems tc be‘the states of Boyaea and Cund1 amarca‘

24 AN - *7.:, ! RN S i B
h;(See Table 2 ) Also the table\shows that approxi-'*-
¢ i AT » ,;'1 tr; 1 ) -

populat;on are. natxve,Bogotanos.f
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'imatelywlz pergent ofﬁthe
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e ot

ls_difflcult to assess.- The separatlon of rural“from urban ”

c“v-*'/““y R 'y o

”mdbers depends upon Ehe crlterlon adopted.i

oﬁ dsually consists of’

F it 2.

:ac’ definedﬂ

o aife ‘Z*' A

pe ulatie n sizejt
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‘nThe Colombian”censuﬂ dﬁ ‘n

ed urban as an aggregate ofﬂ

R

ﬁ{imore than 1 500 people. According to this definition nearly

o bt babacine i s-.tw-ncm R T - < e,

et

nhalf of the country would be urban. On the other hand some
Brusn s D ; ;

y
RRatE NS

e B »mqun 5

authorities state that Colombia cities or. Villages With fewer
kELne S -

'r_than 10 000 inhabitants generally have little non-farmﬂeconomi
CoeEd L Cod Lo Bdopod o egEs o
';actiVLty except for the trade and serv;ces related to serving

PRRPERN

.“

. “;”.‘, 3\ : ’ ‘ "i L‘ )u X3 i lrx L
';local agriculture.?? By this criterion, at least 65 percent
BT Lo “'! C : = s e

‘ﬂ‘of the Colombian population 1s‘heav11y dependent on‘agricul-

it Dot

};.‘J 'u,} i

One Colombianns udy defined the'town, village, or the

city which was thefseat of the municipio;(county) as the

;

rest

i_ urbanyzone and the‘ ofuthe municipality as rural‘regard-,.

‘ 1ess of the size.39

On the basis of thlB definition, the

'm.c..»«« ~—¢.: ««wm

percentlof’the migrants were from

/‘_A‘AM“

'; researcher found that 87

"f; he household heads migrated from areas with a population

ok che i Ay L; oA N"

fﬁfgg“lesswthan 2 OOO.F Thirty-one percent of the in—migrants i

”*werg,bornpin medium sxzedwtowns of .2, 000 2 ,(9 Jivhabitanté

»m 5J N

~=‘and}10 percent in larger cities.
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ndlcete that mlgratlonlmay not be

_j ol ,!- s:'wx*

simply a moEﬂment'ofgthe peasant from a completely rural

O amnsGY g s A v ““?:u4HWW?.¢n s i
S envmronmeht‘to the,bxg czty.‘ Migrants ‘also” 1nc1ude ‘a’ large.;

. b “g, o #ime ) . o
ﬂﬁnumber of representatlves from‘t

e
‘h(

small v;llages3and townst5

"Uéas well as from the countryside.
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f*mlgratlon in COIOmbla.s; In the present lnvestigatlon
CoRLogE CRE e ot

Egiapproxlmately one-third of the mlgrants had moved directly

”,.'i

;”Lto the neighborhood studled. The po;nt of entry for the
q\,.j |

(o : - o e {f'"
:”Qother m;grants was elther the transxtional zone around the.
- ' T : A )\¢ ’%.

ntral business dlsﬁrlct or the shantytown frlnge. Both

el
/“.'»'. X

2 vy ‘é_r;
"”“I\' b R

- ‘:“ s ‘)

:fslsts of a serles of moves. (See Table 3 )
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The process‘of migratlon “to Latln Amer;can urtan

‘ . - )
P d Tyl I' LI

eréa”“is still £

.....

ar. froﬁ be;ng clearly understood. Census'

TS & LF oy EYVRe

'"“and*other déﬁ are“scarde and: prov;de only a rough, T{ndi-

. - , ; .
r ren B Y Spvhia s

?*rect ‘measure’ of £ne “movement " The“few“émﬁiridal studles
{L CUT, Fis e 0000 rag e et 0 St PN ey *
arelvaluable but’llmzted“in*thelr‘generality;“ In ‘essence,
'aﬁitﬁxesfnfdrﬁaEioﬁfeﬁfﬁhésééqueﬁ&éJafimdééénfrém the vil-

v i

lage orvruralidrea“toithe cify’iB available: < w1 in-ai
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o A NER LR B P oy g, ey e ot oo RERY ERINCIN .y . <.,
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Beglnnlng with the classlc work of Ravenstein three-

qu°rters of a century ago, numerous research studies have

demonstrated a close relatlonshxp between mobility and
]distance.. Mpst(people.move a.Short distance; few people

?move a 1ongidxstan¢e.

Existing data 1end cross cultural support to the short

fdistanoewproposltlon. _Tbeﬁdate‘indioated that 58 percent .

fof"theﬁin-migrantsrto;Bogotéfwere from cundinamarca, the

‘Edepertment of Boyacé and municipalities near Bogoté; and,ikz

j?An°ther.:8tud¥fshowed that 403percent of the in-migrants to.
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http:Srect'measure".of

-Bogoté were born in Cundinamarea,,whiie etill another found
. U:Cu.\w’,u‘&‘ AL ,,&i""% Aty

that 20 percent were born in Boyacé.

(R % S I NN R R M e Ep M PRSI 34'3 “‘:l'.A)J,” ,’i"f\’ B ,
;w ”%msix barrios studied An Bogoté by the Qity Planning

Office further;emphaeized that most moveg gqgeruehort die-

tanees. In the bar:ios ;gtudied migrants fromVQundinamarca

: comprised between 20 .and ;45 percent -of the in migration. 34

“percent were born 200 milee or more from Bogoté. (See

Table 4 )
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“I‘)IS'I‘ANCE 'I'RAVELED BY IN-MIGRA_NTS TO BARRIO
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f-the 65 percent]

Zin"his study moved darectly’to"aqgoté.fn

 that migrated directl” to‘Bogoté Urrutla n‘ted‘that the:
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One must; ember, however,

;f“ffﬁit ”"6f urbﬁﬁwis qhite*broad“ﬂ“ “”eIEE ifled“§30pr“‘7~;,]
'Zr,;,r.m,w e ~ H.Y *'; f"l L m\”:;

from the central village or pueblo of a county as urban

BT LT w'v-t-wn»-u\ PRV g R LD I o ,.,, .‘.*.w qu“ ety e i b}

) regardless of the size of the v;llage. f?_" ,ﬁ'v i,"g

:t‘HJReyes also usedfa eimilar sample of Ln-mlgrants.to ,

”;;Bogoté. He noted?that 70 percent of the mmgration wasw

‘t_dlrectg35 Other ;tudzes of small towns observed thatﬂg

H_ib”pween'46 and 62 percent of the in-migratlon was“of a:

Afdirect nature.37 =

[
& ’fa?f P Lny
W~A w

;pLIn the present investigatzon, 78¢percent of the in-

memigrants moved directlywtoMBogoté. «gp,mf;‘Géa,,‘.,mwnw;

to town, town to city.uﬁThe*step-mlgrationftheory whereby

people move fromwsmall population centers to”theanéxt
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y met by the same generation and 1ndeed,
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‘jSmall towns around Bogoté have experienced large in-.
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60 percent of the population of
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Chia was oomposed of 1n-migrants, while the population or_

.
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Facatativa Zipaquiré and Chiquinquiré contained 48 42,

i « Y e

RO IR

i

and 30 percent in-migrants respectively.se; The data fromg“

,E‘Jr.‘sL'

1)15

e inemigrants

these towns indicated that the maJority of th

’ The growth rates for these

¢ , e Y NI YN A
municipalities were approximately the same as the national
"."u 14, -l “-;; ' ’ “h \ ‘,, . v;v‘; '“‘ 35 ‘ : 4“"”" R d ';

indicating that out?migration

is also taking place.
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Reyes, Duran,

*.,,».w

‘:"‘ ':(r ," lykf

he emigrants from the Suérez River Vail
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2 i”fAfstudy!of the ‘Subachoque: River Valley, anothergareaffﬁf

i . .

*?near« gota inditated ‘that 10: percent’of theeneads of

?uhouseholds were not natives °f’s“bachoque“but‘werewfrom{f‘r

3
f\
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Kig anH Friegdshig Linkage
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S number of investigators have noted that the majority
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S s RS Eat
- of . the in-migrants, both rural to rural and rural to urban,
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have moved 'as a link: in a kin chain.4 They were preceeded

v-.
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and4followed by kin and friends in their movements to the
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city. Often the .Jband comes to the city without the
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rest of the family who Join him later. These findings
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-are also consistent w1th a number of North American studies.
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"Frxendshrp t1es seemed tombe important~1n the migration

,‘.-’v

ffuprocesstg Fifty-sixﬂpercent of;the migrantswhad:friends or .

en U B L T Yo'k
nghe~kineh1p group provedntomhave .even -a-..stronger:dink-
ff age.~ Only 26 percent ofmthewin-mlgrantSed;dmnotnhaveuaﬁ
srelat;veﬁlivinglin Bogoté. The mcst‘prevalent type of
’ ass;stance was payxngwfonxﬂhewtransportatlon of the migrant.
Another 1mportant form of assistance was securrng employ-'

odg 2o Dandiel vl o pha ARl

ment for the 1n-migrants.
EOSETLLN o el o aodlnonacn o S0 Ceannds s wel smaahand

Few mlgrated to Bogoté wmthout friends and/or relatives.
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relatlves 1n Bogoté whlle only approxlmately 8 percent had
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neither. ‘Nearly one-third of the 1n—mlgrants received
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some form of aid from either kln or friends. .
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-Aa @ Mostrof the pe°P1e arrived”with little'or{nofmoneyfor

ypossesbions.‘ Half oF the: inﬁmigrante hadfno moneyfwhile

mﬂ4xpercentnarrived w1th lese1thanﬂ500upesoe;or'50 U'S.Qw
& dollars.

Eight percent nhowever’ brought ‘more: thanﬁﬁ 500
:7pesos or3250 U.S.Jdollars.”$“

b 115 AV B R u»f. hiw ‘i');‘:'.‘:/‘ LR

ﬁa'wua*The overwhelming majoritylbrought no! more than tools
tof~their~professionﬂsuch aswbarber equipment, carpenter’
tools, etc., andJsome kitchen'utensils;I'Nofone brought?

animals»other than'a»dog or cat“*'Lesthhan oné~fifth

possessed“anzextra:change ofclothesi:nu
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Differentigl migratgon is ueually defined as the

it
s RIS Py 2ovE b
tendency for a segment of a population to be "ore migratory
sEdn ey wedbos mBAeLEl Auoaid fu food S B MR
th n other segments. Little knowledge exists on the selec~
‘“i'\' it d ol Dot bl mobe gupint af T G *\‘f Ry A e
tive process by which some people leave and others remain
rgnf dmeviss byl ooraas v ing el Q;WD§ vl osmd prviss e
in a community. .
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Aside from sex and age, the eVidence of the selectiv-
cabwnndu® we wiyd wensly wowd Mg

}, TS
‘_clear”f In 1920,

ity of rural-urban migrat on in the United States is not

.A. Ross posed the question._ “Is it ,
milk or cream that the cities with their conetant suction
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vpopuration?"43 wThe%’question is

*“still relevant in”thé Uﬁ'ted”Staﬁes'today and’even more 80
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DOrothy Swaine Thomas pointed ‘olitithe existencé”in -

*“the“llteratureiofbfour conflict;ng hypotheses ofthe’ selec—

‘*tivity of ruralmurban mxgration as’ followss” (l)“cityward

-

mmgrants are~sé1ected from the: superior ‘elements of’the

parent populatlon- (2) cityward mxgrants are selected from'’
» "‘yb,[

the 1nferior elements- (3) c1tyward migrants are aelected
‘-«3' CFE 33 % Ky ;Jt"z tr }f({;o Tt )"L\““"'”

; e w1
from the extremes, both the superlor and the lnferlor

'rﬁy ,"‘»,”u:w#“}:: poiedd Lesint mnul aemlann ey Vit EAm SRS
elements- and (4) cityward mlgrants repr sent a random
B Bulaeloy SERBEEATY B RAN v 1
selectlon of the parent populatn.on.44 Studles have sup-
e T TEE A T ' SR
ported all four of the hypotheses, but obvxously the con-
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dltlons under whlch these results were obtalned varied
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greatly. .
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enteredaﬁogota--57 percentvwomenicompared to 43 percent

men 45 viwhﬂhﬁ ﬁr* 7.
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By .Au

nrural communitres inlthg“gentralﬁh;gh-spf}

lands“of“Colomblaﬁshowedrthat,the ma:orj:tyr fqthe migrantsiﬂ“

A

who went to. the cities, in part;cular to Bogoté were women, 1

many of whom sought employment as; domestlc servants.- The 7‘

f'majority~of migrants to rural ‘areas. outsxde Of thefcommunity

‘

m;of;origin&wereumale. The census in; the;present 1nvest1-

gation shows moreﬁin-migrant females thantmales.
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The scant research avaxlable in Colombia seem to
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f{ﬁ'l'.?: R A T i ~,::«'";*" SRR T g SENH O R F 2
ates studies that
IV r 8]

support the generallzation from United St
RERG s Ihonntieet adnsunds Laenietne e} aae

persons in thexr teens, twentles, and early thlrtles are
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much more mobile than younger or older people.
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the ln-mlgrants to the Suérez
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Sixty-three percent of

i e 1* % ‘.’: Xy ;?}u;’

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

( e e

of the

age.47 Another study ealculated that 66 percent

in-migrants ranged between 15 and 49 yeurs of age.4§mrz

:gﬂ:tudleshberrlando FalsyBordaaanq”T.~Lynn§Smith11ndlcated

;«that malnlyiyounghadults,migrated frombthe .centxral.-high-"--

L5

1 land‘communities whichntheyflnvestlgated.f? Ty

In the present study, 68 percent oﬁ heads;of;the,

mhous »1d were betweenxzo{andf40uyears¢ofﬁage4when :they
‘&?‘eem;»f»

arrived in Bogoté.,
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The limited Colombian data 1nd1cate that migrants
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_matlon on the educational 1eve1 of in-mlgrants to secondary

. urban centers -near. Bogoté showed“that magrants were.more

F1it fate’than non—mlgrants.so

|_5.

taxned'SLmilar results.among.. 1nemigrants to the.Sulrez
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River Valley. Eighty-seven percentwof'the'migrants*Were

literate in comparison with 64:8'percent for the ‘total
populatmon int erv;ewed.
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The reverse was found in the present lnvestigatlon.
The in-migrants had less formal educatzon than the popu-

latmon of Bogotd. ’;n relation to the population of Colombia,

PR

however, the in-migrant may be above or.well above the

average, but data on thls 901nt are not avallable. Also,
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the area of. the city in which the investigatlon was con-
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ducted cts as a;selective factor. -Betperwedgcatedfhiéj

grants probably secure higher paying jobs and live in

better ne:.ghborhoodsu
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,Estudlo Econémico-Social de la Poblacién de Bo oté (F.A;R.,
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One may safely assume that the extent to which migrants

fcome tT the clties in complete families (legal unions or

fconsensual unione) probably variee 4n§ider§blYfa°°°?diﬁ9f



’,to'the source’of migration““ Also g number of“studies indi-
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wca,ef h t'the majority~of migrants‘appear’to~be Young" ine
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M“".l‘he’dattaroffCOxwerse -and’ ‘Ramos' on’ tuggrigs ‘suggest:

that at least 60 perceént of ‘the.heads: .0f: the "households:
1

in”Barrio Las COlinas ‘migrated ' to ‘Bogot4'as’ singlé indivie
fduals;ﬁzﬁéMarco“Réyes‘fstﬁdy5df‘thefpopula€ion*of»Bogdté'
also ~'§’ﬁ§§és€é“ﬁéhat ‘the majority 'of the migrants were:.young
éi‘i'x‘i’gié"*fpéabie',: ‘Both men ‘and womén.53 - Alse, a ‘study of .
Sopdf‘aﬁ“areafnear‘Bogota; indicated -that most youth -left
{tﬂefrrcommunity‘of*dfigin”asﬁsinglefindivfduals;séfstudies
by.Orlando Fals Borda and T,,Lynn Smith indicated that it

was mainly unmarried adults who migrated from the central

.L...J‘{& LSS

highland communities ‘which they:- investigated.ss
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h problem of assessing'the importance of family or
o pmiet ‘s. ~ ’ ' f R

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

i, NS : o

study skews the results because most people who live in

B oI

these areas live in family units. Single migrants may:

live in a pensién (rooming“hoiise) in* another area of the

.w» A AN
city.} Too, a high percentage of the single women migrants

o AT A

are domestic servants "and xeside in the houses of their

employers in middle or: upper class neighborhoods.
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no family member is: 1eft to report the mlgratrgn.} If, only
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M¢Vnw,tmhe data,obtalned in El Carmen lndlcates that about
‘ r51 percent of the household head3>migrated as; singlqnun—
ru,mqrried adults”whlle approxlmately 41 peroent mxgratedﬂ
‘wrth:thelrJfamilles%ortbroughtqthem,later.,»The,othermg
!,percent of,thefhousehold heads«migrated to. Bogoté as, .

‘,4childrenuin thelrﬂfamily of , orlentatlon.\j(§ggﬁg@p¥aﬁ§$)
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~ The forms which migration assumes are important to

i

%geioteccnomlc changes and development. Social planners
Rk 0 e . 2OCAE

ed to know if mlgratlon is of an uneelectlve nature or

UL

"indeed 2. selective process w1th regard to educatlon, age,

r}gen e;c. To_date,.data.are too scant to draw conclusions
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fron}yh%ch to, develop sqund}governmental policies.

et ybre studles need to be conducted ln the major areas
Tornueal ooy DRSS o RPN ;

oﬁ out- gratlon to determlne who 1s 1eav1ngvand WhYt..

”h l'iu ) IRFERREL B¢ PG Saegn
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Social planners need to be able to appralse the effect of

‘»4;1 R

such soc1a1 reforms as land parcellzatlon on mlgratlon

;,.‘l X . Fobie .' VN R )

flowsﬂ In rural areas where educatlon programs have been'
[SF=3 81 SN 8! \;;tq ',f;:g_;“yr Y

S P

. introduced research should be conducted to determlne if
5 o lvf..f A

*,“-f‘u,& G ."; e AR ) f
these programs act as a migration catalyst.. Such datgﬂ
could be obta:.ned by a re-study of a commun:.ty sur-h as
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B

andelarla, Colombla, Whlch‘was‘preyiouslg studiedwbgn_

ey f LEIUY RoYS!

the Land Tenure£Center and where at a laten date an .edu-
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. caticnal program was 1ntroduced. Thus, social planners

LR

need to know if the Lntroduntion of educatlon, landxreform,
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and other social changes in rural areas will permit a more

‘balancedlmigrationvglow to the urban areas or speedrup»theﬁf
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needed in agrioultural production. wAlso social planners
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.’fﬁf ’: !ﬁ Sy PR LS T ;l R 23 Y"r ’t .v“ R L) 1:.. r‘ ‘f' ".h u\u' ) iri

.vity of migration.
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The characteristics of the migrant populations are
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“also important for Arban planners who wish maximum'effiu
ciency and minimum ‘coat in the application of funds t
development in the urban sectors; Data on the educational

Level ‘dind ‘thé ‘océipational skiils of ‘the migrants Wiid

“Be helpful in determining whether a dollar would be better

ceehng Do

spent in industrial development to inorease employment or

Dy e e oy geicires >

in providing public housing and services to relieve'the

4~.e+l' ~

preosure on the existing overtaxed system.‘ Also, such'

A &

information’mould‘he%valuable in determining which indus—
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tries would be best suited to the skills and capabilities
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of the migrants.

H in'short, rural to urban migration creates’ prdblems

2 B TRRTE)

......

ﬁseotors;} The alleViation of these problems can be better
gey s O

carried”out with knowledge conoerning the selectivxty, the
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flow and the motives for migration.
I GRS R BN L nuT oy f,’..,‘,’,’!» A dnloar acilde o


http:needed.in

e
R

The present study was only'a small step 1n thxs dlrec-f»

unless socxal reforms are 1nstituted
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The overwhelmlng majorlty of these
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snumdwellers stated that thelr hous;ng, sanltatlon facll-

1ncome, med1ca1 serv1ce, and educatlonal opportunltles
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previous countryslde resldence. Few: erpressed any desire 4

to*return to thelr areaﬁof origln.-
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