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Construction of Sample 

At this point the contractor has constructed the sample and file to- be utilized 

in the analysis of workers and families potentially affected by the Land Reform, Phase 

taken from the Survey of Rural Poor in El Salvador, 1978IlI program. The data are 

and the various subfiles of this survey: farm file, personal data file, work activity file 

and household file. 

The following is a description of the sample as constructed. The sample is comprised 

of only those households who indicated on the survey that they had some type of access 

to land (either they owned, rented, had free use, had colcno status or some other 

tenure status). This includes 665 households. Although this criterian was utilized 

initially it was necessary to eliminate nine (9) households from tale sample since these 

access and/orfamilies did not indicate either the amount of land to which they had 

the type of land tenancy pattern In which the land was held. All landless households 

are excluded from the sample (N = 601). 

The following is a description of the categories that have been constructed to be 

In order to provide USAID with a meansutilized as comparison groups in the analysis. 

of accessing the impact of Phase III Land Reform four categories have been constructed. 

these groups mutually exclusive and meaningfulAn attempt has been made to make 

within the limits of the sample. It should be pointed out that the classification of 

households is not always a straightforward matter since some fifty-six families hold 

own land and also rent other land at the sameland in multiple forms (i.e., They may 


time). The four categories are as follows.
 



1. OWNERS - Contains 314 households. Includes families who indicated that 

they own land and hold land under no other tenure arrangement. This is a pure category 

developed to provide a base for comparison of those that potentially are affected by 

Land Reform, ,:iase Ill. 

2. RENTERS - Contains 215 households. Includes families who either indicated 

that they rent land Or rent with the option to buy and hold no other land in other 

-tenure arrangement. This is a pure category and constitutes households that potentially 

may be affected by Phase Ill. These households are also included in the Land-to-the­

category may include households who in
Tiller category but the Land-to-the-Tiller 

hold other land in some other tenure arrangement.addition to beirng renters may also 

as a pure category as well asUSAID requested that renters be included in this analysis 

In the Phase 1 category, Land-to-the-Tiller. 

who eitherContains 259 households. Includes families3. "LAND-TO-TILLER" ­

rent and/or rent with option to buy. In addition to households who are only renters 

this category contains those that rent land and simultaneously hold land under other 

seven hectare. 
tenure arrangements (colono, free use, other form and own if less than 

the major focus of the analysis and is comprised of those who would
This category it, 

households who hold less than seven 

potentially benefit from the Land Reform, Phase MI. Although those 'households 

potentially affected. by Phase III must be renters the legislation does not exclude 

hectares of land in other forms - hence the "Land­

to-the-Tiller" category, 

FORMS - Contains 83 households or families. This sub­4. OTHER OR MIXED 

land tenure arrangements and represents a fairly
category includes a variety of 



households
heterogeneous group. The households included on this category are as follows: 

use of land or have land in some other form
who hold land in colono status, have free 

(Ie.#eooperatlve). Also included are families who hold land in multiple forms except 

for those which rent or rent with option to buy (These families have been included in 

This cagegory is mutually exclusive of all other categories, but
Land-to-Tiller Group). 

for Phase I of the Agrarian Reform.
includes some households who wrould be eligible 

•(See Table. 1) 



Table t: Distribution of Owners, Renters Land-to-Tiller and Mixed Forms by Land Size 
Categocies, El Salvador, 1978* 

Land Size Categories 

STenJre 
Category 0-.9 1-7 7+ Total*** 

Owner 128 153 33 314 

Land-to-Tiller 139 116 4 259 

Renter 
Rent with 

Option to Buy 
Rent-Colono 
Own-Rent/ 

Own-Rent Buy 
Own-Rent-

Free Use 

128 

3 
-1 

8 

70 

to 

33-

2 

4 

-
-

-

-

202 

13 
1 

41 

2 

Mixed Forms 53 24 6 83 

Colono 
Free Use 
Other** 
Owner-Colono 
Owner-Free Use 
Owner Rent/ 

Rent with 
Option to Buy 

Owner-Other** 

16 
33 
4 
-
-

-

to 
5 
4• 
I 
4 

-

-

-
1 
-
-

3 
2 

26 
38 
9 
1 
4 

3 
2 

Total 320 293 43 656 

- * Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

**Includes cooperative lands, trusts, and land in litigation 

***Nine households did not give either land size and/or tenure pattern 



Table 2: Family Characteristics by Owners, Renters, Land-to-Tiller and Mixed Forms 
and Land Size Categories, El Salvador, 1978* 

Tenure Median 
Category Family Fertility** Median 

N Size Ratio Income*** 

Owner 

5.0 	 .70 20090-.9 	 128 
6.0 	 .53 34451-7 	 153 


7+ 33 6.0 .40 13696 

Renter 

.80 16120-;.9 	 131 6.0 
7.0 	 2075.1-7 80 	 .48 

4 	 8.0 .20 329487+ 


Land-to-Tiller 

139 	 6.0 .82 1540O-.9 
7.0 	 .52 23081-7 	 116 

7+ 4 8.0 .20 32948 

Mixed Forms 

.90 16340-,9 	 54 5.0 
2538
1-7 	 24 6.0 .75 

7+ 	 5 9.0 .33 14486 

* 	 Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

of childbearing age**Number of children four years of age or under per woman 

(15-49). The fertility ratio measures what might be termed effective fertility 
per se, but the figure reduced(child/woiman ratio) - not the number of births 


by the substantial mortality during infancy.
 

***In colones (2.5 colones = $1.00 U.S.) 



Table 3: Distribution of Owners, Renters, Land-to-Tiller and Mixed Forms by Urban 
and Rural Location, El Salvador, 1978* 

Tenure Urban** Rural Total 
Category 

N % N % 	 N % 

Owners 54 1.6.7 260 83.3 314 1.00.0 

259 	 100.0Land-to-Tiller 37 14.3 222 85.7 

Renters 37 18.0 178 82.0 215 100.0 

Mixed 	Forms 17 20.5 66 79.5 83 100.0
 
Total 10-8 16.5 54-8 83.5 656 100.0
 

* 	Excludes the metrcpolitan area of San Salvador 

* 	Since 1950, El Salvador has adopted an edministrative criteria for 
defining urban areas. The area where the municipal authorities are 
located (the county seat) is defined as urban and the cantones (townships) 
of municipios (county) are rural 



Table 4-. Tenure Status of Home by Owners, Renters, Lend-To-Tilier and Mixed Forms and by Land Size 
Categories, El Salvador, 1978* 

Type of Home Tenure 

Owner 
Mortlgued 

Owner Renter Colono 
Free 

Oecp~ y Other s * * 

Tenure N -%** N % N % N % N N % 
Category 

Owners 287 91.4 4 1.3. 6 1.9 13 4.1. 4 1.3 -

0-- .9 116 90.6 1 .8 2 1.6 7 5.6 2 1.6 .­
1 
7 
- 7 
+ 

139
*32 

90.8 
97.0 

3 
-

2.0 
-

3 
1 

2.0 
3.0 

6 
-

3.9 
-

2 
-

1.3 
-

-

Renters 154 71.6 6 2.8 15 7.0 28 13.0 10 4.6 2 .9 

0 - .9 88 67.2 3 2.3 10 7.6 23 17.6 5 3.8 2 1.5 
1 -7 62 77.5 3 3.8 5 6.2 5 6.2 5 6.2 - -
7 + 4 100.0 - - - - - - - - -

Land-To-Tiller 194 74.9 6 2.3 15 5.8 30 11.6 11 4.2 3 1.2 

0 - .9 96 69.1 3 2.2 10 7.2 23 16.5 5 3.6 2 1.4 
1 -7 94 81.0 3 2.6 5 4.3 7 6.0 6 5.2 1 .9 
7 + 4 100.0 - - - - - - - - -

Mixed Forms 34 41.0 1 1.2 3 3.6 34 41.0 6 7.2 5 6.0 

0 - .9 17 31.5 1 1.8 3 5.6 25 46.3 4 7.4 4 7.4 
1 - 7 13 54.2 - - - - 9 37.5 .2 8.3 - -
7 + 4 80.0 - - - - 1 20.0 

*Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

**This table is pereentaged across 

• nclud. ,.coperatve lands, trusts and land in litigation. 



Table 5: Level of Living Index by Owners, Renters, Land-To-Tiller and Mixed Forms 
and by Land Size Categories, El Salvador, 1978* 

Level of Living Index** 

4 5 6 7 8Tenure 	 0 1 2 3 
N % N % N- % N- % N- % N %

Category 	 N % N**N% N % 

Owners 3 1.0 17 5.8 58 19.9 88 30.1 40 13.7 29 9.9 28 9.6 10 3.4 29 9.9 

0- .9 
1 - 7 
7 + 

1 
2 
-

*.8 
1.3 
-

7 
9 
1 

5.8 
6.0 
3.0 

28 
29 
1 

23.3 
19.5 

3.0 

35 
48 
5 

29.2 
32.2 
15.2 

20 
16 
4 

16.7 
10.7 
12.1 

12 
14 
3 

10.0 
9.4 
9.1 

7 
17 
4 

5.8 
11.4 
12.1 

3 
4 
3 

2.5 
2.7 
9.1 

7 
10 
12 

5.8 
6.7 

36.4 

Renters 6 2.8 21 9.9 31 14.6 72 34.0 44 20.8 16 7.5 12 5.7 5 2.4 5 2.4 

0-
1-
7 + 

.9 
7 

4 
2 
-

3.1 
2.6 
-

12 
9 
-

9.2 
11.5 

-

18 
13 
-

13.7 
16.7 

-

43 
29 
-

32.8 
37.2 

-

30 
13 
1 

22.9 
16.7 
33.3 

13 
3 
-

9.9 
3.8 
-

8 
4 
-

6.1 
5.1 
-

2 
3 
-

1.5 
3.8 
-

1 
2 
2 

.8 
2.6 

66.7 

Land-To-Tiller 6 2.3 25 9.8 40 15.6 86 33.6 50 19.5 21 8.2 14 5.6 8 3.1 6 2.3 

0-
1-
7 + 

.9 
7 

4 
2 
-

2.9 
1.8 
-

12 
13 
-

8.6 
11.4 

-

20 
20 
-

14.4 
17.5. 

-

46 
40 
-

33.1 
35.1 

-

30 
19 
1 

21.6 
16.7 
33.3 

14 
7 
-

10.1 
6.1 
-

9 
5 
-

6.5 
4.4. 
-

3 
5 
-

2.2 
4.4 
-

1 
3 
2 

.7 
.2.6 

66.7 

Mixed Forms 3 3.8 12 15.0 20 25.0 25 31.2 8 10.0 4 5.0 3 3.8 3 3.8 2 2.5 

0- .9 
1 ­ 7 
7'+ 

2 
1 
-

3.8 
4.5 
-

8 
4 
-

15.1 
18.2 

-

16 
2 
2 

30.2 
9.1 

40.0 

13 
12 
-

24.5 
54.5 

-

7 
1 
-

13.2 
4.5 
-

3 
-

1 

5.7 
-

20.0 

2 
-

1 

3.8 
-

20.0 

1 
2 
-

1.9 
9.1 
-

1 
-
1 

1.9 
-

20.0 

* 	Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

**Eighteen 	 households did not indicate the type of facilities or utilities available in their home. See Appendix III 

for explanation of values; a value of 8 represents the highest level of living value; 0 represents the lowest level of 

living value. 

***This table is percentaged across 



Table 6: Access to Type of Water Supply by Owners, Renters, Land-To-Tiller 
and Mixed Forms and by Land Size Categories, El Salvador, 1978* 

Access to Water Supply** 

Tenure Potable Water Other Sources*** 
Category N %**** N % 

95 30.4
Owners 21R 69.6 

0 - .9 94 74.0 33 26.0 
1 - 7 109 71.2 44 28.8 
+ 15 45.4 18 54.6
 

62 28.8
Renters 153 71.2 

0 - .9 95 72.5 36 27.5 
1 - 7 56 70.0 24 30.0 

7 + 2 50.0 2 50.0 

Land-To-Tiller 187 72.2 72 27.8 

0 - .9 100 71.9 39 2tA 

1 - 7 85 73.3 31 26.7 
2 50.0 1 50.07 + 


Mixed Forms 60 72.3 23 27.7 

0 - .9 38 70.4 16 29.6 

1 - 7 19 79.2 5 20.8 
7 + 3 60.0 2 40.0 

* Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

access to water**One household did not indicate whether they had 

***Rainwater and river water 

****This table is ,percentaged across 



Table 7: Access to Sanitary Facilities by Owners, Renters, Land-To-Tiller 
and Mixed Forms and by Land Size Categories, El Salvador, 1978* 

Access to Sanitary Facilities** 

Tenure Indoor Facilities Outdoor Latrine No Facilities 
Category N N % N*** 

Owners 47 15.0 61 19.4 206 65.6 

0 - .9 14 10.9 27 21.1 87 68.0 
1 - 7 19 12.4 25 16.3 109 71.2 
7 .+ 14 42.4 9 27.3 10 30.3 

Renters 20 9.3 51 23.7 144 67.0 

0 - .9 11 8.4 37 28.2 83 63.4 
1 - 7 7 8.8 13 16.2 60 75.0 
7 + 2 50.0 1 25.0 1 25.0 

Land-To-Tiller 23 8.9 60 23.2 176 68.0 

0 - .9 11 7.9 40 28.8 88 63.3 
1 - 7 10 8.6 19 .16.4 87 75.0 
7 + 2 50.0 1 25.0 1 25.0 

Mixed Forms 9 10.8 19 22.9 55 66.3 

0 - .9 5 9.3 11 20.4 38 70.4 
1 - 7 2 8.3 7 29.2 15 62.5 
7 + . 2 40.0 1 20.0 2 40.0 

* Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

**One person did not indicate whether he/she had access to sanitary facilities. Indoor 

facilities include both private and communal bathrooms with sewer or septic tank 
hook-up. Outdoor facilities consist of either private or communal latrines. 

***This table is percentaged across 



Table 8: Access to Electricity by Owners, Renters, Land-To-Tiller and Mixed Forms 
and by Land Size Categories, El Salvador, 1979" 

Access to Electricity** 

Tenure Service No Service 

Capacity N N % 

Owners 70 22.7 238 77.3 

0- .9 24 19.0 102 '81.0 
1- 7 29 19.3 121 80.7 
7 + 17 53.1 15 46.9 

Renters 33 15.3 182 84.7 

0- .9 20 15.3 111 84.7 
1 - 7 11 13.8 69 86.2 
7 + 2 50.0 2 50.0 

Land-To-Tiller 39 15.1 220 84.9 

0 - .9 22 15.8 117 84.2 
1 - 7 15 12.9 101 87.1 
7 + 2 50.0 2 50.0 

Mixed Forms 12 14.5 71. 85.S 

0 - .9 9 16.7 45 83.3 
1 - 7 2 8.3 22 91.7 
7 + 1 25.0 4 75.0 

* Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

**Six households did not indicate, whether they had access to electricity 

***This table is.pereentaged across 



.Table 9: Size of Land Holdings by Owners, Renters, Land-To-Tiller and Mixed Forms, El Salvador, 19780 

Land Size Categories** 

0-.49 .5-.99 1.0-1.49 1.5-1.99 2-7.00 7 +
Tenure NN %
Category *N %*** N % N N 

10 3.? 86 27.4 33 10.559 18.8 57 18.2Owner 69 22.0 

22.8 82 38.1 61 28.4 3 1.4 16 7.4 4 1.9
Renter 49 

27.3 12 4.6 33 12.7 4 1.9
Land-To-Tiller 52 20.0 87 33.5 71 

Mixed Forms 33 39.8 21 25.3 11 13.2 3 3.6 10 12.0 5 6.0 

* Excludes metropolitan area of San Salvador
 

**In Hectares
 

***This table is percentaged across
 

http:1.5-1.99
http:1.0-1.49


- -

Land Size Categories, V Salvador, 97 
Location by Owners, Renters, LandTo-Tiller and Mixed Forms and by 

Regional and DepartmentTable 10: 

Tenure Category 

Mixed FormsLand-To-TillerRentersOwners 
7+ 0-1 1-7 N 7+q7+ 0-1 1-7 N % N % N % 

0-1 1-7 '+ 0-1 1-7 
Region andDepatment N % N

N % N % %N 6
N % N 9 N %

D m % N % N % 

11.1 312.5Region I .- 10 7.2 7 6.0 ­

4 3.1 10 6.5 - - 10 7.6 6 7.5 
- - 8 14.8 1 4.2 1 20.01) Ahuaehapan 15 9.8 7 6.05 6.2 ­15 11.7 6 3.9 5 15.2 14 10.7 3 2.6 - 3 5.6 1 4.2

2) Santa Ann - 6 3.9 
7 5.5 13 8.5 5 15.2 5 3.8 2 2.5 

3) Sonsonate 

1 1.8 1 4.2 -
Region I2 - - 2115.1 21 18.1 

5.5 13 8.5 4 12.1 20 15.3 7 21.2 
- 4 7.4 312.5 - ­

4) Chalatenango 7 11 7.9. 4 3.48.4 4 5.0 - - ­4 2.6 2 6.1 11 5 9.3 - ­51 La Libertad 4 3.1 1 .7 1 .9 --
- 1 .8 1 1.2 - - - ­2 1.3 - 2 3.7 ­6) San Salvador 5 3.9 

7 8.8 - - 17 12.2 9 7.8 - ­
6.5 - - 1713.011 8.6 10 

Region Ill 2 2.5 1 25.0 1410.1 3 2.6 1 25.0 6 11.1 3 12.5 1 20.0 

7) Cuscatlan 

3.9 1 3.0 13 9.9 - ­8) La Paz 5 3.9 6 5.8 8 6.9 - - 2 3.7 1 4.2 - - 88 6.1 5 6.2
9) Cabanas 6 4.7 9 5.9 1 3.0 

.7 5 4.3 1 25.0 1 1.8 - ­
.8 4 5.0 1 25.0 1 

10) San Vicente 8 6.2 2 1.3 - - 1 

1 20.0Region IV 11 7.9 26 22.4 - 3.7 3 12.5 
14 10.9 21 11.7 3 9.1 11 8.4 21 26.2 

.1 25.0 4 7.4 5 20.8 1 20.011) Usulutan 1 25.0 3 2.2 7 6.0 ­5 15.2 2 1.5 1 1.2 5 9.3 2 8.3 ­
12) San Miguel 19 14.8 23 15.0 

4. 5.0 - - 11 7.9 12 10.3 ­
20 13.1 5 15.2 8 6.1 1 20.013) Morazan 15 11.7 3 2.6 1 25.0 5 9.3 1 4.225.0 10 7.210 7.6 1 1.2 1 

14) La Union 8 6.2 14 9.2 2 6.1 


of San Salvador
Excludes the metropolitan area 


*This table is percentaged down
 

* 



- -

Table 11: Land Size Categories for Potential "Land-to-Tiller" Group by Tenure Pattern, El Salvador, 1978* 

Land-To-Tiller 

7+0-1 1-7 
Tenure Category Ha- N Ha N Ha N 

Owner** 1.8 8 35.0 33 

136 148.2 106 2-3.2: 4Renter*** 72.0 

:ent with Option to Buy 1.1 3 21.5 10 - ­

-Colono**** 	 - - .7 1 ­

--Free Use***** 	 - - 1.2 2 

* 	 Exclades the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

amount of land owned by the following tenure forms: 1) own-rent,**This category reflects only the 
own-rent buy, and own-rent-free use. 

land rent by various tenure groups: renters, rent-colono, rent-own, etc.***This category reflects only the amount of 

reflects the amount of land used by colono-renters in colono form only.****This category 

reflects the amount of land used free gratis by own-rent-free use category.*****This category 



Table 12: Access to Credit by Owners, Renters, Land-To-Tiller and Mixed Forms 
and by Land Si.,e Categories, El Salvador, 1978* 

Credit** 

Tenure Credit No Credit 
Category N %***% 

Owners 53 16.9 26i 83.1 

0 - .9 17 13.3 111 86.7 
1 - 7 27 17.6 126 82.4 
7+ 9 '25.0 24 75.0 

Renters .40 18.6 175 81.4 

- .9 19 14.5 t12 85.5 
1 - 7 18 22.5 62 77.5 
7+ 3 75.0 1 25.0 

Land-To-Tiller 54 20.8 205 79.2 

0 - .9 19 13.7 120 86.3 
1- 7 32 27.6 84 72.4 
7+ 3 75.0 1 25.0 

Mixed Forms 9 10.8 74 89.2. 

0 - .9 2 3.7 52 96.3 
1 - 7 7 29.2 17 70.8 
7+ 5 100.0 

* Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

**Credit is from any source both institutional and non-institutional 
(money lender, family, etc.) 

***This table is percentaged across 

.7 



of Loans by Owners, Renters, Land-to-Tiller and Mixed Forms,
Table 13: Number 

El Salvador, 1978P 

Number of Lons** 

Tenure No Loans One Loan Two or More Loans 

Category 
N %*** N % N % 

6 1.9261 83.4 46 14.7Owners 
2 1.686.7 15 11.70-1 	 ill 
3 2.024 1.5.7126 89.41-7 2 6.124 72.7 7 21.27+ 
2 .9177 82.3 36 16.7Renters 
1 .8

0-1 	 113 86.3 17 13.0 
- ­17 21.263 78.81-7 

7+ 	 1 25.0 2 50.0 1 25.0 

5 1.979.9 47 18.1Land-to-Tiller 207 

1 .717 12.2121 87.10- 3 2.628 24.185 73.3 25.01-7 	
1 25.0 2 50.0 1

7+ 
2.474 89.2 7 8.4 	 2

Mixed Forms 

1 1.852 96.3 1 1.8 
4.20-1 	

70.8 6 25.0 1
1-7 17 	 - ­5 100.07+ 


area of San Salvador* 	Excludes the metropolitan 

both institutonal and non-institu~donal sources
**Loans from any source 

***This table is pereentaged across 



Table 14: Source of Credit by Owners, Renters, Land-To-Tiller and dixed Forms, 

El Salvador, 1978* 

Source of Credit** 

Non-Institutional Sources
Tenure 	 Institutional Sources 

MdN*** Md**** 	 NCategory 

12 	 t 15039 eMOO0Owners 

8 t 15022 4 735Renters 

t 200600 	 13Land-To-Tiller 29 i 

3 t 505 . 800Mixed Forms 

* 	 Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

of credit and nine households that**Three households did not Indicate source 

received credit did not indicate the amount
 

***N refers to the number of families receiving loans 

****Md refers to the median amount of loan 



Use of. Loan by Owners, Renters, Land-To-Tiller and Mixed Forms,
Table 15: 

El Salvador, 1978* 

Loan Use 

Non-Agricultural UsesAgricultural Uses 

Capital Input Labor Land
Tenure Homes Other***Costs Cost Costs CostsCategory 

N9 % N % N--N %**N%NW% 

1 1.9 38 73.1 1 1.9 2 2.4 4 7.7 6 11.5 
Owners 

2 5.3 - - 33 86.8 2 5.3 1 2.6 - -
Renters 

- - 4 7.8 
- - 43 84.3 2 3.9 2 3.9Land-To-Tiller 

1 11.1 
- - 8 88.9 -. .Mixed Forms 

of San Salvador* Excludes the metropolitan area 

**This table is percentaged across
 

***Educational, family reasons, etc.
 



Mixed Forms, 11 Salvador, 197' 
and Lv0e0k by Owner, Renter, Lan-To-Tur mid

Grown in HctaoreMTable 16: TIPe of Crop 

Type of Crops and Livestock 

Other"' 

Other-***
 

Tenure Basie**c"-; N.. -va'tock
 
__H _W nS Coffee Cotton 	 3 f- T o*"*

Category 	 '- a""Ia N-ia- "* 

275 60146 8.9 18 27.9 24 27.1 
52 172.7 - -Owners 167 276.0 	 6 6.6 7 12.9 190 2609 

4.9 3 38.51118 176.9 3 1.7 	 234 3274Renter$.. 	 7 6.7 11 13.55 39.2 
Land-To-Tiller 145 215.2 6 2.3 1 4.9 	

2 4.3 2.9 6 910 ---Mixed Forms 53 50.0 7 7.5 ­

* 	EZcludas the metropolitan area of San Slvador
 

eBaei crop Include 1) hrd corn, open pollinated corn, beans, riee, millet 2) Interplanted crops such as corn and becns, corn and millet
 

corn, 	and other crops
 

peanuts, henequen, kenat, tobaeeo yuca. watermelons, melons and tomatoes
 
***Other ash crops include peppers, 

marnon, cocomt palm, belsamero, mango and avocado
include oranges, bananas, pineapple, papaya,*"Other op 


sheep, goats, and hogs
of livestock including helfers, milkeows, bulls, beefeows,00"'*Refes to the numba 



and Mixed Forms, El Saadr., ....
by Owner, Ranter, Land-to-Tulrin Crops Grown and LivestockMedian Number of HectarusTable Is. 

Tye of Crop 

Other"* 
c r Othee 

Llietock"'OBasic" 	 " -u-sTenure 	 Cotton"M-h CoffeeCategory 

.5 12
.A-.7LOSOwners 

1.05 111.054.2 
Renters 

4.9.7 .2 

A 1I.71.44.9.7 .2Land-to-Tiller 
2.2 .2 

-.7 .7Mixed Forms 

* 	 Excludes the metropolitan aeea of San Salvador
 
cs and beam, earn and millet
corn 

corn, beam, rice, millet 2) Interplanted crops such 
11 hybrid corn, open pollinated**Bsle crops Include 


corn, and other mops
 

yucca, watermelons, melons and 
tomatoes 
include peppers, peanuts, henequen, kenat, tobacco,

***Other cash crops 


coconut palm, b5iitmero, mango and avocado
 
include oranges, bananas, pineapple, papays, Trarinon,

****Other 

of heifers, inllkeows, bulls, bcl.,owi6, sheep, goats, and hop
0****MSdean number 



Table 18. Source of Income by Owners, Renters, Land-To-Tiller and Mixed Forms, 
El Salvador, 1978* 

Sources and Percentage Tenure Category 
of Total Family 
Income** Owners Renters Land-To-Tiller Mixed Forms 

N %**N % N % N % 

Agricultural 
22.9 56 26.0 70 27.0 48 57.8Wages 72 

Non-Affriculture
W 70 22.3 42 19.5 49 18.9 16 19.3 

Farming Business 308 98.1 215 1.00.0 259 100.0 83 100.0 

Family Business 70 22.3 43 20.0 48 18.5 1 19.3 

Other Sources
 
Stock 18 5.7 6 2.8 11 4.2 4 4.8 

2 .6 3 1.4 3 1.2 - -
Pension 
Rent 26 8.3 1 .5 2 .8 3 3.6 
Other 8 2.5 4 1.9 4 1.6 3 3.6 

* Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

**Sources of income are not mutually exclusive; for example, families can receive
 

income from several sources.
 

total number of families within a***Percentages calculated by utilizing the 
of renter households receiveparticular tenure category as base. For example, 20% 


some income from family business.
 



by Owners, Renters, Land-to-Tiller and Mixed Forms, El Salvador, 19W90 
ae,9:l .Major Source of Income 

Major Source of Income 

Tenure Agricultural 
Category Income 

(Farmijngor Non-
OtherAgricultural Agricultural Family 

Wage Business Sources**Employmentf 

N % N % N % N % 

39 12.4 24 7.6 7 2.2
Owners 244 77.8 

21 9.8 25 11.6 1 .5
Renters 168 78.1 

26 10.0 27 10.4 2 .8
Land-to-Tiller 204 78.8 

8 9.6 3 3.6
Mixed Forms 64 77.1 8 9.6 

* Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

**Other sources of income include pensions, stocks, rents, etc. 

$**hi tahl. ic nrtontArd nerm 



Table 20: Relative Importance of Agricultural Income* from Crops and Livestock, 
El Salvador, 1978** 

Tenure Category 

Types of Crops 
and % of Total 
Farm Income Owners Renter Land-To-Tiller Mixed Forms 

% %N--*** N N 

Basic Grains 
0-25% 49 15.6 15 7.0 16 6.2 11 13.2 

35 13.5 10 12.025-50 62 19.7 33 15.3 
50-75 67 21.3 57 26.5 75 29.0 17 20.5 

1 .4 2 2.475-100 .3 1.0 1 .5 
Cash Crops
CoTfee
 

.4 1.20-25% 8 2.5 - - 1 1 
- - 2 .8 - ­6 1.925-50 

50-75 5 1.6 1 .5 1 .4 1 1.2 
2 .8 5 6.075-100 33 10.5 2, .9 

Cotton 
- -.
0-25% 


25-50 - .- ..
 
.. ...­50-75 - - ­

.4 ­75-100 - - 1 .5 1 -

Sugar Cane
 
1.5 ­0-25% 4 1.3 2 .9 4 ­
--1 .3 ­25-50 

.4 ­50-75 - - 1 .5 1 ­
-_
75-100 1 .3 - _ -

Other -6 2.3 ­8 2.5 4 1.9 
1 .5 - - 1 1.225-50 - ­

.8 1 1.250-75 2 .6 1 .5 2 
-

- 3 1.2 ­
--75-100
Other Crops 

1.0 11 5.1 7 2.7 7 8.40-25% 3 
- 1 1.225-50 - - 1 .5 ­

.8 - ­2 .6 - - 250-75 
2 .8 - ­2 .6 - ­75-100 


Livestock 
93 120 31 37.4.0-25% 109 34.7 43.3 46.3 

25-50 74 23.6 57 26.5 71 27.4 15 18.1 

50-75 54 17.2 30 14.0 31 12.0 9 10.8 
3.5 12 14.575-100 33 10.5 8 3.7 9 

*Estimate Income from Farming 
**Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 
***This table is percentaged down by tenure pattern and type of crop grown or livestock 

T??
 



Table 21: Per Capita-Income, Net Farm Income per Capita and Net Farm Income per 
Hectar by Owners, Renters, Land-To-Tiller and Mixed Forms and by Land 
Size Categories, El Salvador, 1978* 

Tenure Per Capita Income** Net Farm Income Net Farm Income 
Category Per Capita** Per Hectare** 

Owners 

0 - .9 565 148 1690 
1 - 7 916 600 1511
 
7+ 5995. 5619 943 

Renters 

0 - .9 363 123 1428 
1 - 7 508 330 1326 
7+ 4550 3703 901
 

Land-To-Tiller 

0 - .9 361 122 1396 

1 --7 514 323 1199
 
7+ 4550 3703 901
 

Mixed Forms
 

0 - .9 .426 84 1251 
1 - 7 726 507 1397
 
7+ 4863 4296 498.
 

* Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

**In colones 2.5 colones = $1.00 U.S. 



(June 1978-May 1979) for Owners, Renters, Land-To-Tiller and Mixed Forms,
Table 22: Unemployment Measures 

El Salvador, 1978* 

Tenure -Category 

Mixed FormsRenter Land-To-TillerOwners 
%unem %subem 

Month %unem** %subem*** %unem %subem %unem %subem 

2.5 2.8 2.3 
June 1.7 1.9 2.1 2.4 2.1 

2.1 2.5 2.8 2.3 
July 1.7 1.9 2.1 2.4 

2.4 2.1 2.5 3.4 2.3 
August 1.7. 1.9 2.1 

3.4 2.32.1 2.2 2.1 2.5
September 1.8 2.0 

4.1 2.3
 
October 1.6 2.2 2.1 2.4 2.1 2.6 

2.3
3.3 2.8 4.0 
November 1.8 2.2 3.5 2.5 

4.1 2.9 2.6 2.3 
December 2.5 2.0 4.4 2.5 

2.3 
January 3.0 2.0 4.9 2.4 4.2 2.8 3.4 

4.2 1.94.9 3.0 4.3 3.3
February 3.2 2.0 

5.6 2.3 
March 3.8 2.7 6.4 3.7 5.6 4.1 

6.4 3.3 .5.5 3.7 4.8 2.3 
April 3.6 2.7 

1.6 2.2 2.7 2.3 
May 2.6 1.6 3.0 2.1 

•Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

and older who were members of the active population and who were 
**Employed: All household members 14 years of age 

- May 1978).
working ?or the specified month. The figure is calculated for each of the twelve months of the survey (June 1977 

were members of the active population and who are 
Unemployed: All household members 14 years of age and older who 

work. It­
not working because of a labor conflict, end of employment, or unavailability of employment although looking for 

in the employed category on the 
is common practice to include persons who are not at work because of a labor dispute 

assumption that they have some job attachment. Our reason for their categorization as unemployed in this survey rests on 

or conflict has occurred, the reaction of many businessmenWhen a strikethe specific historical conditions in El Salvador. 
workers or close the business altogether. It is quite questionable If 

has been to either fire all those on strike and bring in new 
is argued here that these workers are better thought of as unemployed.

such striking workers have a "job attachment" and it 
as out of work because of a labor conflict is not large and is not likely

Moreover, the number of those identifying themselves 

to affect the results significantly.
 

members of the active population and who were notwere***Subemployed: Household members 14 years of age and older who 
find employment and were 

in the labor force (i.e., not economically active) because they had no desire to work or could not 
or

In the survey this included persons responding that they were not-working because of family
not looking for employment. 

were looking for work. The rationale here 
some other reasons, or were engaged in household duties, or were students, but still 

drawn into the labor force were employment and/or
is that a person engaged in household duties, for example, might be 

adequate wages available. 



Tabe. 23: Type of Grains Grown in Hectares by Owners, Renters, Land-to-Tiller 
and Mixed Forms, El Salvador, 1978* 

Tenure Category 

Owners Renters Land-To-Tiller Mixed Forms 
Crops** N Ha N Ha N Ha N Ha 

Beans 41 34.68 26 18.09 36 25.5 7 4.16 

Millet 22 25.29 29 26.69 36 33.61 7 1.1.80 

Rice 15 26.92 3 1.22 4 1.58 3 1.05 

Corn 134 189.09 88 130.85 106 154.50 47 33.02 

93.90 13 106.79Corn-Beans 96 108.93 52 66.99 72 

Corn-Millet 86 180.66 88 102.33 109 148.30 22 54.96 

Corn-Other Crop 5 9.62 - - 1 .35 1 .18 

*Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

** This. represents the sum total of the number of farms and hectares of a crop 

produced during the entire year - all seasons. 



Table 24: Mean and Median Number of Hectares in Type of Grains by Owner, 
Renter, Land-to-Tiller and Mixed Forms, El Salvador, 

Tenure Category 

Owners Renters Land-To-Tiller 

Crops** Mean Md.. Mean Md. Mean Md. 


Ha. Ha. Ha. Ha. Ha. Ha. 


Beans .85 .70 .70 .49 .71 .56 


Millet 1.14 ,86 .92 .70 .93 .70 


Rice 1.79 .35 .41 .35 .22 .35 


Corn 1.41 .70 1.49 .70 1.46 .70 


Corn-Beans 1.65 1.05 1.29 .70 1.30 .70 


Corn-Millet 2.10 1.4 1.16 .70 1.36 1.05 


Corn-Other
 
Crop 	 1.Q, 1.4 

*Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

* This represents the sum total of the number of farms and 
produced during the entire year - all seasons. 

1978* 

Mixed Forms.
 
Mean Md.
 
Ha. Ha.
 

.59 .35. 

1.69 	 .70
 

.35 .35
 

.70 .44
 

8.2 .70
 

2.50 1.05 

hectares of a crop 



Table 25: Mean and Median Edueational Level of Household Head for Owners, Renters, 

and Mixed Forms by Land Size Categories, E1l Salvador, 1978*
Land-to-Tiller 

Mean Median N** 

Owners 1.83 0 306 

0 - .99 
1-6.99 
7 and Over 

1.63 
1.64 
3.47 

0 
0 
2 

125 
149 
32 

Renters 1.36 0 214 

0-.99 
1-6.99 
7 and Over 

1.30 
1.28 
4.75 

0 
0 

2.5 

130 
80 
4 

Land-to-Tiller 1.36 0 247 

0-.99 
1-6.99 
7 and Over 

1.30 
1.30 
4.75 

0 
0 

2.5 

130 
113 

4 

Mixed Forms 1.17 83 

0-.99 
1-6.99 
7 and Over 

1.21 
1.3 

1.2 

0 
0 
0 

53 
24 
6 

*Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

**Twenty-two perf ons did not give the number of years of education 



Table 26:. Poverty Stat,,s by Owners, Renters, Landto-Tiller and Mixed Forms 

and Land Size Categories, El Salvador, 1978* 

Poverty** Non-Poverty 

N N 	 % 

Owners 175 55.7 139 44.3 

0-.99 88 68.8 40 31.2 
1.00 	 - 6.99 84 54.9 69 45.1
 

30 90.9
7 and Over 	 3 9.A 

Renters 177 82.3 	 38 17.7 

0- 99 	 11.5 87.8 16 12.2
 
62 77.5 18 22.5
1.00-6.99 

- 4 100.07 and Over ­

211 81.4 48 18.5
Land-to-Tiller 


122 87.8 17 12.2
0-.99 

89 76.7 27 23.3
1.00-6.99 

7 and Over 	 - - 4 100.0 

61 73.5 22 26.5Mixed Forms 

87.0 	 13.00-.99 	 47 7 

14 58.3 10 41.7
1-6.99 

100.07 and Over 	 - - 5 

*Excludes the metropolitan area of San Salvador 

**Poverty is defined as a per capita income of $150 U.S. or 668 colones in 1978 

($267 U.S.) 

http:1.00-6.99
http:1.00-6.99

