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This paper provides data on the comparative socioceconomic
gtatus of nonmigrantg and migrants in and to Brazil's main regions
and rural and urban locations. BSpecial atiention is directed to
those who have moved from rural to urban areas, because these
people have been the center of considerable concern to scholars
and planners.

As in most other naticns the rural and urban shares of Brazil's
population have changed markedly over the last decades. Between
1950 and 1970, for example, the urban population grew from 36 to
56 percent of the total, during a pericd in which the total popu-
lation itself increased from 52 million to 92 million. Obvicusly
a large porticn of the urban growth wes due to the influx of rural
migrants. Growth in industrial employment, averaging 4,12 percent
per year over this period, made a considerable contribution tc the
urban population increase. 8o alsc did the growth in employment
in other non~farming sectors of the economy, which averaged 4.L9
percent per year (Merrick and Graham, 1979). During those years,
too, Brazil's urban poor came more and more into public view. The
nation's great citles, such as Rio de Janeiro and S8c Paulo,
respectively 7.1 million and 8.1 million residents in 1970, are
fringed by working class suburbs and dotted with shanty towns,
usually called favelas. For the most part, it has been the
favelados, people of the favelas, who have caught the world's
attenticn. Part of their visibility is due to serious sccial re-
search reports, such as that of Perlman {1976), and part may be
due to other mass media representations, autobiographies, mévies,
and novels—numbers of which have appeared in other Western. lan-
guages, Not surprisingly, it is widely believed that the rural-
to~urban migrants are carriers of poverty Lo the cities: as
Merrick and Graham put.it, "One function of the migration process
ig that it has brought poverty from the remote countryside to the
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cities, where it is much more visible." Indeed, it seems to be
widely believed that those who compose the farm-to-city migration
streams are the pcor, the uneducated and the unemployable. '

It would appear that most of the research bearing on the Brazil-
ian poor has been conducted amcng urban populations, as has been
the case in other Latin American countries (Balan, 1969) Some~
times sociceconomic status (SES) comparisons of rural-to-urban mi-
grants and urban immigrants are made. Curiously, in view of the
foregoing, the most adequate of these studies appear to shov a
picture in which the migrants are only a little, if at all, lower
on most indicators of seccioeconcmic status than the nonmigrants
are, and that a great many of the poorest, least prepared, are not
migrants at all.

The importance of secure data on the socioeconomic status of
migrants is attested by the large number of studies devoted to the
question, not only in Brazil but in many other countries as well.
The reasons for this are fairly cbvious. National employment, wel-
fare, housing and cther policies, and similar policies of the re-
ceiving cities, are conditioned by the presumed capacities of those
entering the cities. But while most research attention has been
directed to selected cities, it is obvious that data collected
conly in such cities is not enough to provide a very complete grasp
of the rural-urban socioeconomic flow patterns even of the cities,
much less those of the whole nation. And transactions among un-
equal regions form an important part of the pattern. ’

Until very recently quantitative research on this and like
topics has been severely handicapped by the unavailability either
of appropriate data or the concepts by which to exploit them. To
map even the main lines of the sccioeconcomic cityward-countryward
and interregional SES patterns of a nation requires: 1) concepts
by which to think systematically about sccioeconomic status varia—
tions within & population and operations by which to measure these
variations reliably and validly; 2, concepts and methods to iden—
tify and measure socioeconomic and demographic variations among
regions; 3) operations by which to determine rural or urban ori-
gins and destinations of individuals; and 4) large-scale probabil-
ity samples permitting generalizations to nmaticnal, regicnal, and
rural-urban parameters. TFor all practical purpcoses the required
concepts and methods have emerged during the past generation, some
only very recently. In particular, the last of the above require-
ments has been an immense barrier. Only within the last two
decades or so have even the richest of nations mounted the massive
sampling, interviewing and archiving apparatuses necessary to col-
lect and analyze such data. Similarly, only recently has the
equipment needed to process it come into being. It would appear
that, to date, these new possibilities have not been used to pro-
vide the simultaneously interregional and rural-urban analyses
which a secure interpretation of the sccioeconomic differentials
among such migrants and nonmigrants requires. Brazil is one of
the nations for which data of this magnitude and quality have be-
come available.

The purpose of this paper is to determine the comparative
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soeciceconomic attainments of adults of farm and nonfarm origins
who resided in Brazil's urban and rursl areas in 1973, and to de-
termine how the attainments of those of rural origins varied ac-
cording tec the farming class of their fathers and to their own
farm-nonfarm occupations. .

METHOD. This is tc be accomplished by a rather detailed cross
classification of Brazilian adults on whom data were collected in
1973 by the Instituto Brasileiro de Geografia e Estatistica (IBGE)
in the Pesquisa Nacional de Amositragem de Domicilics (PBAD:
National Household Sample Survey). This four-stage national
probability sample includes detailed social mobility data on each
member ten years of age or older from every sampled houschold.

The number of households was set by IBGE at 90,500 and the numbers
of individuals falling into the sample is ¥ = 279,212, Of these,
the 95,565 who were fifteen years or over and for whom data are
complete form the fundamental units of analysis of this stuédy. For
men and women taken separately, the basic cross classifications
are of size 3x3x2x2: regional origin—bovirthplace in one of three
national socioeconomic and demographic ("sociclegical) regions—
the South, the Northeast, and the Frontier: wregional destimation--
1973 location in one of the above; presidential origin, defined as
farm (father was & farmer) or nonfarm (father was not a farmer)
restdential destination—rural (living in one of the nation's

360 micro- ~-regions having thirty percent or more of its 1970 popu-
lation employed in agriculture) or urban (the obverse of rural).
This breakdown permits a systematic comparison of persons of farm
origing with those of nonfarm origins and with rural residents of
farm anpd nonferm origins, all by regional origins and destina-
tions. Those of farm origins are then further broken down intoc
their class origins and into farm and nonfarm 1973 occupations.
These class origins were selected: Fazendeiros (landowner-
employers), and trabalhadores rurais (small farmers without em-
ployees, and farm laborers), most of whom were classed in the
original -data as trabalhadores de enzada, or "hoe workers"-—share—
croppers, day laborers, regular employees, etc., whose main tool
was the hoe). These further breakdcwns allow a determination.of
the extent to which the poverty stricken and presumably inept
rural masses contribute to the levels of poverty in the cities.

Altogether, the study provides a rather definitive statement of
the direct socioeconomic status effects of rural migration into
the cities, taking into account the effects of sex and a series of
population origins and exchanges resulting in educational selec-
tivity and in differential occupational end income status attain-
ments. Obviously, the empirical generalizations proferred in ths
paper pertain only to Brazil's 1973 adult populaticn. This appears
to be the most detailed and comprehensive such study yet undértaken
in Brazil and perhaps in any other developing nation. The results
and the methods may therefore be of much wider interest.

Age ceut-off. The youngest people analyzed herein were Ffifteen
years old when the survey was taken. The Brazilian government as-
sumes that ten years is the lowest age at which a person would
reasonably be included in the labor force. As we shall see from
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the averages to be presented later on, most people 46 not spend
many years in school. The normal age of entrance is seven years.
Most people do not go beyond elementary schocl, which for these
sample members was either four or five years, depending on where
they grew up. (In 1971, the system was changed. But this does
not affect theose fifteen or over who were studied in 1973.) By
the age of thirteen or fourteen, most have dropped out of school.
As of 1973 most fifteen-year-olds were in the labor force.

Deperdent variables. Education is one of the dependent varia-
bles measuring socioeconomic status. We presume that most mi-
grants finished whatever education they had before they left home.
In effect, education is taken to be a measure of the earning and
work capability the person brought with him to his 1973 home. It
is measured in year-equivalents. The guestion on the PNAD sched-
ule and the coding scheme classed each person as to whether he
merely sttended or actuslly completed the highest educational cy-
¢le in which he had ever enrolled. There are four such cycles,
plus "no schooling." 8ince each cycle normelly consists of a
specific number of years {elementary, up to 5; lst middle, 6 to 9;
2nd middle, 10 to 12; and university, 13 to 15 or more) & fairly
accurate year—equivalent educational score may be easily con-
structed, counting completion as equal to the specified number of
years, and in-cycle dropouts as if each completed one-half of the
cyele. This procedure was fdllowed.

Occupational status scores were calculsted for each of 92
groups of occupationsz, from a cancnical weighting of each, based
upon the education and the income of those in the cccupations in-
cluded in the group. Fach cccupation was thus assigned a score
equal to the average for its group. Arbitrarily, the absclute
minimum possible was set at zero, and the maximum at 100 (Bills
and Godfrey, 1980). The scale was constructed following princi~
ples which have become more or less.routine since Duncan (1961)
published his "Socioceconomic Index for All Occupations” (SEI}, al-
though this one was designed specifically for use in Brazil. Oc-
cupational status scores were calculated for the subject's current
occupation, his Ffirst job, and his father's occupation when the
subject tcok his firsgt job.

One caveat should be noted. In modern Brazil, it is widely be-
lieved that the pinnacle of the occupational hierarchy is populat-
ed by rich farmers (grandes fazendeiros), industrialists, =nd
high-ranking military officers. The PNAD data code industrialists
and fazendeiros together. Likewise they group all military per-
sonnel together. It has been demonstrated that the Brazilian
elite stratum (the top two percent or so) does include quite a few
industrialists, fazendeiros, and military officers (Haller and
Godfrey, 1980). However, among the set called "industrialists™
there are many more who own small plants than who own large
ones. Similarly, there are many more owners of medium-sized
than of immense farms, and many more lower-ranked military per—
sonnel than general officers. Consequently, the average scores
for these three occcupations are not especially high. The high-
est scores go to occupations—doctor, etc.—whose education and
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earnings are uniformly high, even though few of these pecple
actually rise to the apex of the system. 8Still, indexes of occu-
pational status are intended to reflect the averages, nct the ex-
tremes, of the occupations they represent. The present scale is
highly valid end relisble for the purposes for which it is em-
rloyed. ’

The socioeconomic status variable we refer to as "income" is
more accurately called "annualized income, estimated in U.8. dol-
lars of 1973." The PNAD sthedule includes two sets of questions
designed to elicit the subject's normal earnings, one for those
paid by the week or less and the other for those paid by the month.
These figures were prorated to a full year and the so-called "13th
month salary™ (the normal bonus) was added to each. These figures
were converted to their average 1973 U.S. dollar eguivalents. It
is this figure which is used to indicate income. Again, this must
be used with caution. Annualizing shori-term reports of income as-
sumes that there is no correlation between the pay the subjects
report anéd the time they worked over the year. In actuality,
these assumptions probably can only be approximated, not met. Con-
sequently, the annual income of the poor may have been overesti-
mated. Furthermore, it is our impression that a high proportion
of Brazilians obtain money from scurces other than wages, and that
the amount may increase at an accelerating rate. If so, the use
of annualized reported sarnings will underestimate the income of
the hetter paid. A1l in all, we speculate that the income of the
poor probably has been slightly overestimated and that that of the
well-to-do probably has been underestimated. HNevertheless, em-
ployed with caution, this variable is probably guite useful. In
the tables presented herein, the reader may wish to deflate the
lower meanhs slightly and inflate the higher means more or less
correspondingly.

BRAZIL'S REGIONS. 1In a lcose way, Brazil's ecclogical, demo-
graphic and socioeconomic regional differences are obvious to the
most casual observer. Mostly in the tropics, its land surface is
made up of hills with high, rolling plains whose climate is be-
nign, together with hot, humid lowlands, most of which are heavily
forested. It is quite densely populated near the coast and
sparsely populated in the vast reaches west and north of a line
paralleling the coast about 60C kms. inland. The South has a
strong commercial, manufacturing, and agricultural system and is
especially populous. The Northeast is poor and rather densely
populated, and the western Frontier remains almost unoccupied. It
is not surprising., then, that the Brazilian government and quite a

" few research workers have attempted to develop precise regionali-

zations of the country. Our own research tesam (Haller and Olson,
1980) has employed micro-region socioeconomic data provided by
TEGE and demographic data collected by G. V. Fuguitt (Yoder and
Fuguitt, 1979) feo develop several regionalizations of the nation.
The most parsimonious is a two-dimensional system which divides
the country into three regions: 1)} the moderately affluent and
populous South (parts of Minas Cerais, and Mato Grosso do Sul,
south to the nationel bvorders); 2) the densely populated and poor
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Northeast (Espirito Sanbo and Bahia, northeast along the coast up
to and including the northern halves of Piauf and MaranhZc); and
3) the undeveloped, sparsely populated Frontier. These regions
are roughly indicated in Map 1 and are described in Table 1.

As used for the data analysis in this paper, the regicns are
defined by stete boundaries, which is slightly liess precise than
the above. The South includes Rio de Janeiro and Minas Gerais and
the southern states. The Northeast includes Espirito Santo, Bahia
and the states north of this to and including Piaui and Maranhdo.
The eastern borders of Mate Grosso do Sul, Goifs, and Pard mark
the eastern end of the Frontier. The latter extends out to the
Western and Northern national borders. The Frontier deserves a
few additional comments. Its population is concentrated in three
places. The first two are cities. Manaus is a commercial and
light manufacturing center in the heart of the Amazon forest, 1200
kms. inland from the mouth of the Amazon River. The second is the
western city of Rio Brancec, about 1200 kms. WSW of Manaus. The
last is in Mato Grosso do Sul. On the western border of SEo Paulo,
its economy ig clearly an extension of the latter.

ECONOMIC AND DEMOGRAPHIC CHANGE. Several facts should he kept
in mind while interpreting the data we are about to present.
First, Brazil's population has been growing at a very fast pace,
nearly doubling in the 23 years from 1950 to 1973, the year these
data were collected. This means that the settled areas have become
miuch more densely populated. The Frontier has also experienced
growth, especially near the State of Sdo Paulo. Second, this
growth has been drametic in the large cities. Between 1960 and
1970 each of the eight largest metropolitan centers—ranging from
1 to 8 million in 1970—increased by over 50 percent. But, thirg,
this does not imply that the rural population has fallen. Indeed
from 1940 to 1970, the rural population increased by over 60 per-
cent. Fourth, the growth in the econcmy has been generally high
over the generation preceding 1973, and in the prior decade was
one of the highest apywhers, hitting about nine percent in 1969
and 1970. Fifth, demographic and economic growth have proceeded
in ways which have had enormous effects on the nation's urban and
rural populations, although these are still not fully understood.
The growth of manufacturing snd agriculture have been well docu~
mented {(Baer, 1978; de Mello, 1978). S#o Paulo's industrial plant
is the most productive in Latin America and one of the largest '
anywhere. Tcday Brazil exports automobiles and airplanss, among
other things. Regarding agriculture, coffee production in par-
ticular has grown more or less continuously for about a century.
This, too, has been centered in the Bouth. There, export crop
farming has modernized rapidly. Today, for example, S3o Paulo's
great fazendas rival the most productive farms in the world.
Modern export agriculture is strong over much of the South. It
is growing in nearly all settled regions of the Frontier and is
‘fairly strong in the humid coastal areas of the Northeast. Near
some of the large cities, urban market-basket farming is also be-
coming more like that of the richer Western countries. As time
passes, all the above are drawing more upon advanced technolegy
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MAP1

FRONTIER

BRAZIL: sociological Regions

SOUTH ~ populous, developed
NORTHEAST - populous, poor

FRONTIER - sparsely populated,
undeveloped

Brazilian Stratification Project
Dept, of Rural Sociclogy
UW-~Madison, June 11,1980
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3
BASIC SOCIOLOGICAL REGIONS OF BRAZIL (1970 DATA)

TABLE 1.
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Demographic data were

The regionalization was conducted as a part of the larger project which includes the present paper.

Original data were taken from the Brazilian national statistical service (IRGE).

1

Parts of this have been published {Yoder and Fuguitt,

compiled apd were provided by G. V. Fuguitt.

1979).

Speridific Faissol from the archives of IBGE in Rio

Fuguitt and Faissol for their generosity.

The sociceconomic data were provided by Dr.

We thank both Drs.

de Janeiro.

The statistical data in the table were calculated from Langoni (1973:81) and IBGE (1975:22, 26, 38)

Hence the income

The exact boundaries of the three regions vary slightly from data set to data set.

calculations must be taken as rough, though not unreasonable, estimates.

.

1o}

f Minas Gerais, Bzhia, and

all of Ric de Janeiro, S
Paraiba, Pernambuco, Sergipe,

» Piaui, and Maranhfo; and all of Mato Grosso

Northeast—Most o
» Amapé, Roraima, Amazonas, Acre, and Rondénia.

Rio Grande do Norte,

South—Parts of Minas Gerais;

Grande do Sul.

&,
Frontier—Parts of Bahia

-

Alagoas, and Espirito Santo,
do Sul, Mato Grosso do Norte, Goids, Pard

Maranhzic; part of Piaui, and all of Cear

2The states comprising these regions are:
Paulo, Parani, Santa Catarina, sné Rio
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and less upon human labor.

Yet the whole modern sector of farming, export and domestic, is
growing in the midst of a prior system, which we shall call
fazenda-roga, It employs a little capital, & "hee-technology ,"
and large numbers of hand workers. This requires a bit of elabora-
tion. It is poorly understood even by some Brazilian scholars,
and it ls essential to our comprehension of the socioeconomic var-
iations linked to interrsgicnal and rural-urban migration. The
fazenda-roga system exists all over Brazil, though it is more
prevalent today in the Northeast than elsewhere. Tt seems as
natural to Brazilians as the family-farm system does to pecple of
the United States. It is a Brazilian union of two even earlier
systems: subsistence slash-and-burn horticulture (the roga), and
extensive export plantation farming and ranching {(the fazenda).

The typical fazenda-roga unit consists of a tract of privately
owned land, usually held by a family whose head is the fdzendetro
(landowner employer). Most such families usually live on the
fazZenda, but many have a second or even a primary home in a nearby
c¢ity or town. The wealthiest often pursue nonfarm occupations on
a full-time basis and leave the management of the fazenda to an ad-
ministrator. It is not unusual for a wealthy fazendeiro family to
own several fazendas. Yet truly wealthy families are proportion—
ately rdare among the full range of fazendeiros. Scattered over
the property are the garden plots {rogas) and shacks of from two
or three to several dozen common laborers (here, rural laborers
and their families). The fazendeiro owns the buildings and the
land. The rural laborers have the right to use the shacks and to
plant rogas for themselves. 1In return, they work the fields of the
fazendeiro and tend his animals. The rural laborers may be share-
eroppers, wage workers, or seasonal workers; they may be hoe work-
ers, cowboys, unpaid family farm workers (agregados), or migrant
farm workers. The cwmers may alsc hire workers from off the fazen-
da. Often, tiny private holdings or sguatter plots lie in the in-
terstices beivween fazendas. These "miniifindia" are often too

small to provide money income, so their holders sesk work in the
neighboring fazendas. (For an enlightening description of g large
but otherwise quite ordinary fazenda, sse Johnson, 1971.)

The fazends side of the faZzenda-roca system has often been ex-
ceriated, cccasionally described. Tt is easy to see why: it lends
itself to rather extreme forms of human exploitation. But so far’
as we know the system has not been analyzed. It is more than.odd
that a system so widely disliked is so resistant to change. Tt is
our belief that despite its cbvious costs, both fazendeiros and
rural laborers. have found it indispensible for economic reasons.
Even today many fazendeiros, especially in the Wortheast, face
serious uncertainties from unpredictable variations in rainfall
and from market changes which they can neither foresee nor control.
In years when crops are good and markets are favorable, fazendeiros
can do well. Because labor is cheap and technolegy prlmltlve
they live through the bad years without suffering much. In the
Years when rain is plentiful and markets are good, the rural
laborers and their families obtain plenty of food from their rogas
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and earn a little money from the fazendeiro. When the rain is good
but markets are bad, money will be short but the roga will provide
enovgh food for the rural laborers' families to survive. It is.
only when the Northeast's vicious droughts come—perhaps cnce in
seven to ten years-—that the fazenda roga system completely fallE
to support the rural laborers. In such times large numbers of
poor Hordestinos flee to cities and to the South.

Cbvidusly this system is declining most rapidly in the areas
where weather and markets are more stable. And it is by-passed in

the new agricultural settlements of the Frontier. It is most dur-

‘able where it provides the best hedge against adversity. Tt dis
characteristic in the Northeast sertido (back country) where' the
weather is unpredictable and export cash crops confront severe and
unstable competition. Yet it exists almost everywhere, and proba-
bly even today involves most of the farm people of Brazil. .

Because of the receney of these changes, for the fathers' genera—
tion a farm cccupation was probably s valid index of rural resi-
dence, and a nonfarm eccupation was probably an equelly good index
of urban residence. On the other hand, by 1973, living in an
agricultural microregion was probably a good index of rural resi-
dence, while living in a nonagricultural microregion seems to have
been a good index of urban residence. This lies behind the opera-
tional definitions of rural-urban origins and destinations used
herein.

UNEMPLOYMENT. 1In Brazil today, it is unusual for a worker to
be considered as unemployed. Those who are of working age and who
are neither in school nor working as full-time housewives are al-
most always engaged in some sort of remunerative work. Some will
have two or three different jobs; others only a single part-time
activity. These receive a more or less.regular income, but some
workers are unpaid, as in the case of those who work at unremuner-
ated jobs in family businesses. Underemployment is much more
commen; in these data its effects are seen in the low average
earnings reported by respondents., Actually, only 1.3 percent of
the men and 0.4 percent of the women were reported tc be hunting
for a jeb at the time the interviews were taken.

RESULTS

The analysis is divided into twe parts. The first, based upon
Tables 2-4, presents the means of education, occupational status
and incomé for the various combinations of residential and region-
al origins and destinations. Each of these tables presents pre-
cisely the same set of cross classifications for each -sex by each
of the three dependent sociceconomic status variables, education
(estimated grades completed}, occupational status scores, and in-
come (annualized and expressed in 1973 U.S. dollars). Actuslly, a
discussion of the whole set of comparisons would be informative.
Here, however, we shall attend only to the pattern of mean socio-
economic status of rural-to-urbair (RU)}, urban only (UU), urban-tc-
rural {UR}, and rural only (RR) origins and destinations.

Haller, Toiurinho, Bills & Pastore o N 122

In the discussion of these comparischs, thotigh
tables, we ignore cells with less than 10 case
stable to take sericusly. i

In the second part, based on Tables 5-T7, we present the corre—:,
sponding means for people originating in two classes of farm
people. These are landowner-employers (fazendelros) and rural
laborers (trabalhadores rurais). TFor this analysis, a person was
defined as originating in a family of fazendeiros if at the time
he took his first job his father was reported to have been a
farmer, to be self-employed, and to be an employer. (Some, who
came from the very largest farms, might not appear here because
their fathers may have had other occupations which were more sali-
ent.)' Those doing unskilled work or who were small holders with--

cut employees were classed as Rural Laborers {trabalhadores rurais).
{(In 1973, as todsy, farm jobs requiring skilled workers were rare. )
More exactly, in the 1973 PNAD data, these two classes of farmers
who were the fathers of the subjects had the following average oc-
cupational status (08) scores: Fazendeiros or landowner—employers
—10.92; and Trabalhadores rurais or rurel laborérs—1. 26. In the
analyses to come it should alsc be recalled that few, if any, of
the very wealthiest fazendeiros—those who are from the Brazilian
elite stratum—appear here, for they live in or near the cities and
they have nonfarm occupatlons

RURAL-URBAN AND TNTERREGIONAL ORIGINS AND DESTINATIONS. Here
we present only the pertinent inferences from Tables 2- k. Rough
ifndications of magnitude will be given by presenting the approxi-
mate ranges, using whole numbers qualified by pluses (+) or
minuses (-)

Educational attainment. Table 2 presents the educationai data.
The main inferences are that, with 5 to 8 years of schooling, those
of urban origins who 1ive in urban areas (UU) are generally better sdu-
cated than those of the other categories (UR, RU, BRR), and-that rural
residents of rural origing (RR) tend to be the most poorly educated (L+
to 3+ years). Rural migrants tc the urban areas (RU) and urban-to-
rural migrants {UR) are inthe middie (with 2 to 5years). HNorth-
easterners who are in any sense rural, whether by origin or by destina-
tion, are strikingly unschooled (1+1to0 3-), except for those who mi-
grated to the South. These patterns hold for bothmen and women. The
general pleture is that while urbanites fromurban areas are better edu-
cated, the rural people who come te the cities tend to be at least
literate and they are better schooled than those they left, behind.

Occupational status. Again those of urban origins who reside
in urban areas (UU) rfare best (20+ to 4l-). (See Table, 3, b. 13%.)
Except for the low scores of rural Southerners of farm or:gln
(5+) and some farm categories of Northeasterners (U+ to 10),
categories involving rural people (UR, RU, RR) seem rather like
each other. Again, it is the urbanites of urban origins who fare
best. Rural people of farm origins (especially Northeasterners
and rural Southerners) tend to have taken over the menial jobs.
City dwellers of farm origins and rural people of nonfarm origins
occupy a middle position.

Anmualized income. The main inferences to be drawn from Table b
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Table 2. Education by Sex, Residential and Reglonal Origin and Destination,
Origin
) MEN WOMEN  *
Destination FARM T NONFARN FTARM FONEFARM
% his X N X N N

- " Frontien

Pl

" Frontier 2,87 634 4,32 678 3,06 496 z.92 1,041
‘Northeast 1.67 15 2,77 14 1.68 12 1.98 13
South 1.2z 5 16.30 1 —— i} 3,73 11

LI Dt . -

Frontier 3,87 1,968 6.01 3,412 3.82 1,306 £.?71 5,116

Northeast 1.25 3 8.33 33 1.75 6 7.08 53

South 5.40 68 §.30 220 4,34 68 6.60 302
Nontheast

Runal N
Fronlkier Z7.57 219 3,086 137 2,28 127
Northeast 1.35 10,490 Z2.39 2,970 1.23 8,748 g_g; 6 i-gz
South 1.73 593 1.93 124 1.06 364 1.65 "195

1 ban : . '

[ Frountier 2.94 644 5,27 584 .87 251 3.92 822
Northeast 1.81 9,750 4,73 - 7,944 1.70 7,024 3.91 12,638
South 7,85 3,090 5.20 2,663 7,79 1,581 3,91 3,814

South

Rurzal
Frontisr 3.2% 66 4,45 42 3.21 49 4.51 68
Northeast 1.67 70 4.98 36 1.5 66 4.37 62
South 3,12 7,360 4,62 1,761 2,75 - 5,560 3.93 3,193

Linban
Frontier 3.97 727 6.85 686
Northeast 2.0¢ 244 7.20 206 ?g; i;i ;Zg l’g;g
South 5.20 22,059 6.37 28,602 2.83 13,893 5.90 40,354

Table 3. Occupational Status by Residential and Regienal Origin and Destimation.

Origin

5 . MEN ) (YOMEN

estination — FARM RONFARN FARM NONFARHM

X _ N X N - X N X - 5
Frontieh

Ruial ) -

—?ﬁnt_j_er 11,37 604 18.13 543 - 16.99 348 24.15 300
Northeast 4,36 14 14,00 11 9,18 9 2,571 5
South 7.72 5 94 .49 e o] £.94 3

lnban ’ '

Frontier 16.43 1,828 2465 2,615 1%5.0% 912 27.93 1,570

Northeast 10.03 3 36.57 23 9,62 4 “41.,57 17

South 21.44 63 35,08 173 21.89 47 30.25 134

Nontheasit

Rusal . :

Frontier 13,36 205 16,72 119 13.42 83 25.31 45

Northeast 4.74 10,191 10,13 2,465 6.01 6,656 19.9% 1,788

South 4.88 586 8,18 116 3,62 145 13,65 35

Unban .

“Frontier 16.83 597 24,34 4990 14,861 16§ 27.84 233
Northeast £.41 9,277 70,43 6,024 g. 87 4,888 29,26 3,566
South 15.43 2,733 34,85 2,273 12.40 996 20,71 1,421

i e
South

Punot . - o

~ Frontier 14.41 60 26.91 34 18,84 36 25,27 24
Northeast 4.33 65 16.16 51 7.28 48 19.412 13
South 5.39 7,197 15.47 1,588 5.7é 3,978 20.60 882 -

Unban : T
Frontier 17.23 679 30.26 572 17.13 262 29,23 301
Wortheast 9,13 233 26 .69 157 3.04 98 30,80 68
South 11.00 20,311 26.06 22,846 11.89 8,650 75,80 ¢ 13,785
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o
are presaged by those we have already seen. Urbanites of nonfarm 3 T HO ey 0oy ¢ M oo
crigins tend to report somevhat higher incomes. Rural residents of ‘é - Y BTG Mo et o g o«
farm origins and Horitheasterners in or from rural areas, as well as ‘ o = iy - o =
outsiders going to rural Northeastern arees, tend to be quite low. : a ﬁ -
This pattern helds for both men and women, despite the fact that ‘ = % -
the women report earnings which ers only a half or less of those | ks = sl TR BUE sme eRR Sk=
of men. For present purposes, the most important observation is ‘ = ] sa by | g e A oGt se o
that farm-reared w'ban residents are generally poorer than those -?a I OREN R mwn IRT T8H
of urban origins. ) o = ——
General comments. On the whole women fare worse' than men, and : 4 =
Northeasterners of rural origins and rural destinations tend to | nt =
have strikingly low statuses. So alsc do farm-reared residents of i g Fve {~Q XY vox N oo
rural areas. With certain exceptions, urban residents of farm ; T = o ~ e o I
origins are not especially low on these three status variables. i & « - o
While they tend to be noticeably less well schooled, have lower ] %
status jobs and earn less than urbanites of nonfarm origins, they i o [ © 0 1 o “ S T ou s e e
fare sbout as well as rural residents of nonfarm origins and gquite i iy M o Rl R o e
a bit better than those they left behind on the fazendas. | ™ ¢ eyl IS ey Ten oww wow
CURRENT STATUSES OF FARM-REARED PEOPLE BY FARM CLASS OF ORIGIN : 5 el e R Mg M
AND BY REGIONAL AND ERESIDENTIAL DESTINATIONS. It is obvious that i 3 )
the fazenda-roga system is tied te a dichotomous rural stratifica- ; éwa 5 = 3 -
tion system. And it is the migratory rural lower stratum which is | o | g o B
believed to swell the ranks of the urban poor. In this section we ! 4|7 = 3 B
compare status data at the point of destination for persons whose o © bl =
fathers were fazendeiros (landowner-employers) or were trabal- i 7 37 3d$8 nes O RE2 83 88Z
hadores rurais (rural laborers). These comparisons are made for : - = 0 oo el e oo e
each of the three status variables and for (currently) nonfarm g % o o e s kN
men, farm men, nonfarm women, ‘and farm women. When taken together ) %
with the foregoing, the results of these comparisons should indi- “ a8 o o e o D D et D 50
cate whether and to what extent the status characteristics of the = = IR B o PN MY
rural masses tend to lower those of people living in Brazil's ur- 1 < Joe ATx Tes 2?__““\3( TITZT O[LE
ban areas. They also show what in fact happens to such people— a R i e ey e s oo
whether they move to the cities or stay in the country. g - W o - i oS SR
Eduecation. Comparative dats on the educational attainment ~ b
levels of those originating in fazendeiro families versus those of g o DO S~ Oin Hevca o
rural laborers' families are presented in Table 5. The first in- b n L @ SRe 330 niny Box
ference is that nonfarm sons of rural laborers of all categeries & =) - o0 oo - o
tend to have but little schooling {2 _to 4 years). Nonfarm sons of o —
fazendeiros, especially in the urban areas, are rather better edu- g E
cated. Except in the Souvh, nonfarm sons of fazend_eir‘os who are 2 P TER 2%z men fon =eS TEw
living in rural areas tend to have educational atteinment levels & ¢ — o P Ty e o el
about like those of rural laborer origins. Sons of Northeastern o e duX e s IHE 25
rural laborers have especially low educational levels. - _?:::' - e _ - o o
It appears that the educational levels of all categorles of o
sons of farmers who are themselves farmers are low. This is espe- 2
cially true cf those originating in or going to the Northeast, 5 a o o o o ° "
whether they farm in rural or urban microregicns. Sons of rural 8 e W boa Hoa g Ha
laborers have slightly but rather uniformly less schocling than < o YL 'Q'.ac’ P 02, E‘ e 08 T2,
those of fazendeiros. o i Bhnosshs ERE LD EHE 80
. . . — o E’)Hoodp.op H o g ghH o o QéH_DOQjHOQ
The educational pattern of non-farm women is much like that of a o Sk & gl 5 g Fo B OO F A él.cx. = @ QlE 2o
similar men. Daughters of fagendeiros living in urban areas tend [ 2] oY 3| £ = 154 ]
to have the most schooling. Nonfarm daughters of rural laborers
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and those from the Northeast are quite low. With education levels
ranging only from 1- to 3+, daughters of fazendeiros and rural
laborers who were currently in farming tend to have received

hardly any education at all. Southern women fared best; but at
Tabke 5. Education of the Faro-Raared Curzently Enga‘sed or ot Engaged In Ferming, by Sex, Olass and feglon of such a Llow level’ this cannot mean much. D.ID'EZ surprlslngly, Horth-~
Origin and by Regidential and Regional Destimatiom. . easterners were the lowest of all. Regarding the educaticn of
i Drigin the urbanites among these people of farm origins, the main obser-
Dutmﬂim* Fazendelne T Thabakhadon AaL nnﬁumaMEuﬂLﬁmwumnnnmu- | vation is that educational levels are highest among those of non-
(Laudoaex-eaployer) (gural. Laborer) (Landownor-caplayer) (Rural Laboror) i farm origins currently residing in urban microregions. The
pa— ‘ i averages are lower among farmers and amcng those in more remote
ranat . Fagntien | microregions, whether farmers or not.
Francter 3.46 1 .97 245 4.79 2 3.23 347 Oceupational status. Table 6 presents these data. The means
Northeaat m_——- 0 7.9 13 G.o0 1 0.0¢ 1 B ;
South - 0 0.7¢ 4 .50 1 - 0 of nonfarm men tend to be uniformly rather high. They are, indeed,
< - I 2.48 93 1.43 147 3,90 1,380 not much lower than those of the nonfarm-reared urbanites we ob-
Fortheane b 5 : BT g e o served in Table 3. Nonetheless, a few points may be made. On the
oot whole, nonfarm urben resident sons of fazendeirecs tend to have the
&gﬁuu .6 2 187 s n 7,15 122 i - higher status Jjobs. Sons of rural laborers are a bit lower. The
oxtheast A (1 3 nee S a9 s +.307 : scores of men of Tarm origins whe are engaged in farming are
mgma 138 5 148 " 5.26 a5 253 o0 practically all extremely low, ranging {for cells of size 10+)
it 2,22 79 1.12 5,366 6.4 314 241 3,690 from 2- to 9-. This means that most of the sons of farmers who
South e ' 42 249 o 5 2 £ e are themselves farming tend to be in the lower status farm jobs—
Rual == " that relatively few have become fazendeiros. This holds in all
T Trmnter 267 1 o i i 2 Y it "regions, although in the urban microregions of the South and the
g L B8 359 L 5.48 % a8 L ; Frontier, sons of fazendeircs seem slightly more likely to rise a
—Eﬁg:: ?ﬂ E fjg ﬁi &ﬂ % gji %g } noteh or two above the others on the agricultural ladder.
South 3,14 204 .33 9,606 5.37 958 3.4 10,591 i For the most part, nonfarm daughters of farm families have mean
T1. WONEN- . ' : occupational status scores rather like those of comparable men.
— , Engnéien ; Women who are nonfarm daughters of fazendeircs and who live in
" Header 2.42 H 1.1 " ey » HeH =1 : urban microregionsz appear to have rather impressive occupabional
Soush s 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 status scores. AL a bit lower level, so do similar women living
E%ad" 9,00 1 2.5 34 5,59 29 3.63 1,172 _ in rural microregions. Rural laborers'.nonfarm daughters are
Horcheast i ° PP : Py : ng - generally a bit lower, of course, but even these range from 12+ to
N ITETETRS 23+, scores which are not far out of line with those observed ear-
E;aﬁ“ e o 017 2 292 1 1.38 102 lier for urban-dwelling women of nonfarm origins. The occupation-~
Borthesor hue n g.pe w3 4 e R al status picture of farm women from fazendeiro and rural laborers'
wnban e.50 0 073 iy 7.2 1s r.6d - families is quite different. There the sccres are nearly uniform-
e 1,49 7 0.99 2,187 514 127 1,40 4,422 1y low. The best conclusion is that regardless of class of origin
Bouth i v e e . * L 1,359 (as measursd here), farm-reared women who are engaged in farmin
R 3 gag &
Ruhal E— tend to be employed in the most menial occupations.
T Francder PR 3 i 2 T 12 ?ﬁ % The main conclusion to be drawn here is that those nonfarm men
e 512 1as 268 3,060 1.8 Lad .7 h2T . and women who now live in urban areas, but who were raised on
—Eﬁﬁx: 6.3 L 1.4 o 1 4 e o farms, tend to have jobs which are only a little lower in occupa-
South .32 122 1.9¢ 2,753 §.42 818 .78 10,202 tional status than those of long-term urbanites. It is those who

gtay in farming, whether in urban microregions or those more re-
mote, who are employed in the lowest status jobs.

Annualized itncome. Table T presents this variable. HNonfarm
sons of fazendeiros who reside in urban microregions make rather
) more money than others do. There appears to be no clear pattern
of differentiation between the rural nonfarm sons of fazendeiros
and all the categories of sons of rural laborers. Regarding farm
gons, those from fazendeiros' families appear to do better fhan
. the others, especially the Southerners and Irontiersmen ferming in
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Tabie 7. Anowalized Reported Tncome (Current U.§. Dollars) of the Farm—Rearsd Curxrently Engaged and Not Engagad
- . in Parming by Sex, Cless and Reglen of Origin and by Residential and Reglonal Destination.
teble . Occupational Status of the Farm-Reared Curcently Fngaged or Mot Engaged in Farming by Sex, Clazs and | . .

Reglon of Origin and by Redidential and Regdonal Destination. ; — - Trizin
. | FARK HONFARIC
— Origin ; TR : Destivatfon Fazendelno Taobathadon Roral Fazendelno Thabatiadon Runzi]
; ; . c "
Pestination Farendelio Tidbathadon Pural Fazendeins —Viabatladsk Rarak {Lindouner-enpliyer) (Rural taboree) (Landowner-cnployer) (ure) Labortr)
(Landowner-employar} {Rural Laborer} {Landevnar-employer) (Rural Labarer) |
X o 3 [ X o 2 K I. MEW ]
: Frontier
1. MEM . Runal -
Frontien . i “Frontier 1,589.83 12 550.19 195 850,26 73 - 839,74 308
Runal : Mortheast rrmm———— [i] 355,35 10 194,94 | SLI—— — [i]
~Froutier 1 2.30 246 17.98 4 18,15 3z0 i south 0 282,34 3 18774 R o
Tortheast a 4,68 13 .24 1 e a tizban .
E:ul:h ' 0 4.37 & 17,48 L 0 “TFroncier 44 f,m.ag" 145 2,305,39 134 T,195.29 1,282
: 2°3 1 ARSI 19594
%ﬂtter a7 2.94 393 31,84 139 19,67 1,249 ‘;Z:EE““ g ﬁz;ss ? 7,156,20 g 1,441.49 z.i
Worcheapc 0 1o.91 I - [ g.14 1 . 4 !
South 0 1.7¢ 8 47.88 8 19.99 47 Nontheast
i Runal =
Nantieast ““Frontier =~ ---=--- - 0 709.15 71 1,137.02 2 r,199.38 108
Runal ' T Horcheast' 59647 584 19449 6,167 1,280 .44 171 616.40 1,614
“Frentier .1 2 1.7 75 19.%7 2L 19.50 1o8 ; South 579,34 34 731,73 385 4,971,489 L 247,58 71

Northonsk 176 756 1.50 7,620 22,69 184 14.4¢8 1,631 ; nben '

South 2.0 38 t45 467 51,84 1 19.62 80 “Frontler 407,81 4 891,54 59 1,247, 80 &2 1,185,581 474
itrban Hortheast 1,184.05 297 324,61 4,415 2,130, %14 272 722,99 3,197
— 222 5 .54 59 25,74 43 18,17 479 i 259740 1077 ‘o5 IRIRE)

i 5,09 a7y 1.88 5,366 13,78 280 17,46 3,251 ‘ South ! L ¢ k80 115295 168 PJER35 208l

South 3.5 18 1.7¢ 549 25.50 167 18.20 1,99% st South

W ) _
South “ontler 1,608,534 4 1,349.79 17 1,885.52 5 3,347.7¢ 25
Rurat. — worchenst 1, 108,67 9 372,63 6 929,24 1 1,057.43 3
—TFontler 1.98 10 371 20 23,98 5 25,52 25 South: 1,473.04 232 95487 3,555 1,502.13 79 1,234,79 1,186

Northeast 4.45 10 1.42 48 44,11 1 15.42 7 Wakan ; ;

Seuth 1.00 359 1.88 5,517 .27.90 83 20,25 1,237 } “Frtacier 8,895.19 14 1,448.17 13% 2,779.90 39 1,457, 60 a6l
Unban : Fortheass £78.12 10 471,75 120 7,483, 45 8 1,141.77 66
~Frontier 9.45 16 4,58 155 346,24 38 20.12 470 i South 1,829.28 718 692,31 1,764 2,506.35 781 1,215.49 8,921

Morchaass +.92 15 1,35 141 3441 [} 71_47 ] : »

Sauth 6.3 304 1,58 9,506 29.37 816 18.43 2,995 i II.  WOHEN

Frantien

IL.  WOMEN - Ruazl —
Faontien ' T Fromtier 1 453,45 27 1,274.85 10 191
Rund, Eorthaast 0 158 3 13r.29 1 b
—FEencier 5 2.54 73 79,44 15 21,04 250 Souch 0 [, I J—— o 2

Mortheast 0 0.95 4 14,60 1 15.69 tinban

ua?;i“h - L 9 e o ~Frontlez T87.75 1 493.13 12 592,99 1] £24,81 651
n Northedgt  =~=-===-- 0  =sswe-e- 9 aemeeaas
~Frontder L u 7 ir.él a0l : South ¢ 464.54 1 4,242,170 2 §0.8 2
Hortheast o o T Q 9.63 4 f . i
South 0 6 30,13 b 24,47 38 Fontheast
, Rutaf -
tontheast ¥rontier e 4 295,41 2 339.21 4 445,58
—Pf eter  mem 0 1.63 12 15.89 10 15.32 a1 Bozcheast 257.45 91 193,85 1,547 269,12 168 zos.:t: 1,223

Hortheast 1,3 m 1.1z 4,507 7.1 22 1514 1,556 gouch 0 334,18 24 1,300.63 1 216,05 2

mﬁi““‘ 0.94 7 0.95 108 37.25 3 11.98 %5 e e e 0 s . 1,095 51 © 126,44 "

" Hortheast .2 28 181.45 816 504,12 185 17,24 1,397
—_ 1¢.92 o 1.24 12 37,04 14 [Ny 143 . .

rrontler 2,72 77 1,23 2,197 33.42 220 15,74 2,394 South 484,54 t 377.M 38 881,32 47 555,55 652

South 095 10 i.1o 116 19,63 55 15,87 sis| . . ; ; Souh
Rural -

South Frontier 0 4,453,95 1 522,96 7 294,41 17

Fwral D Northeast 0 160,45 F 0 .70 10

““Frontler 0.95 1 1.46 4 49.35 B 14,78 3 South 6 358,69 113 936.1% 47 445,77 521

Morthesst 0.95 3 0.95 32 i4.40 1 23,07 13 Uaban

South 1.00 135 1.7t 3,064 58,53 63 20.30 716 —Frantier 1 £54.85 1 204.39 2 450,11 182
tinkan Northeast 0 224,89 11 ' .

Trentier 0.95 1 5.48 5 3148 29 15.44 226 South 30 379,81 a4 3:5"53 423 5;:;; 4 032

Herkheast 5.95 5 1.7 4h 41.56 5 13,38 43 : '

South 1,24 122 1.58 2,751 33,34 S04 15.41 5,316
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urban microregions. Sons of rural laborers do less well, espe-
cially those in the Northeast and even, to an extent, in the South.
The reported incomes of these men are much lower than that of com-
parable nonfarm men.

The annualized income of farm-reared women currently in nonfarm
jobs is guite low. Best off are daughters of fazendeiros who are
farming in the urban microregions of the Frontier and the South.
Worst off #re daughters of rural laborers of all. categories and
daughters of Northeastern fazendeiros who themselves are farming in
the Northeast. The income data are presented in Table 5 (p. 134).
The only one thing that really needs to be said about farm-reared
wemen who are farming is that their earnings are uniformly quite
low. As with education and occupaticnal status the main conelu-
sion to be drawn is that the farm-reared nonfarm people living in
urban areas, especially those who are sons and daughters of fazen-
deiros, are better off than those in the more remote rural micro-
regions; and that those who farm in urban areas are better off
than those farming in more remote areas.

CONCLUSION

This paper presents an attempt to determine whether the
migrants from Brazil's rural areas are educationally ill-prepared
to work in the cities and whether their occupational status and
incomes are particularly low. Such questions are extremely diffi-
cult to answer with secure evidence. The present analysis at-
tempte to do so. Tt suggests a view more or less as follows., In
general, the educational, occupaticnal and income attainments of
Brazilians are low by comparison with those of richer countries.
Those who were born and remain in the urban areas are indeed bet-
ter off in these respects than are those who come from, go to, or
remain in the rural areas. Regarding region, those gocing to,
coming from, or remaining in the Northeast—especially the rural
Northeast—have particularly low mean levels on these variables.

Yet when region is taken into account, rural people who migrate
to the urban areas do not have especially low means. More pre-
cisely, they are a little, lower than the means of life-time city
people, about the same as those of nonfarm people who move to the
rural areas, and they are guite a bit higher than those of farm
origins who remain in the rural arsas. This is especially true of
the vast numbers of landless rural workers whom we have called
trabalhadores rurais. The main conclusions are, first, that rela-
tively few of the rural people who come to the cities are, by
Brazilian standards, pcoorly educated people, and second, that the
socioeconcomic statuses of rural nonmigrants—particularly
Hordestinos—are noticeably lower than these of other categories.
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This paper is a revision of an earlier one which was presented
at the Symposium on Social Mobility, Employmént, and the Income
Distribution in Brazil (Madison, Wisconsin), July, 1980, and at
the Fifth World Congress of Rural Socioleogy (Mexico City), August,
1580. It is a preduct of a larger research project on regional
variations in the Brazilian stratification system. The project is
supported by the National Science Foundation (Grant T8-0Thlb); by
the College of Agricultural and Life Sciences, the Graduate School
and the Office of Internaticnal Programs of the University of Wis—
consin; and by the University of 88c Paule. The following have
made significant contributions to the preoject: Jonathan Kelley
(Australian Nationsl University), Speridi&o Faissol (Brazilian
Institute of Geography and Statisties), and Daramea . Godfrey, Mary
B. Olson, Barbara Forrest, and Rochelle Reimer (University of

Wisconsin).

IO

References

Baer, Werner ,
1978 "Evaluating the Impact of Brazil's Industrializa—
tion." [luso-Brazilian Review 15 {[Winter}:178-100.

Balan, Jorge
1969 "Migrant-Native Sociceconomic Differences in Latin
American Cities: A Structural Analysis." FLgtin
American Research Review k:3-29.

Bills, David B., and Darames Codfrey

1580 "An Occupational Status Scale for Brazil." Unpub-
lished manuscript and data. University of Wisconsin-
Madison.

de Mellec, Fernando Homem

1978 "Beonomic Policy and the Agricultural Sector in
Brazil." Luso-Brazilian Review 15 (Winter):195-222.

Duncan, 0ftis Dudley

1961 "A Socioeconomic Index for All Oceupations." Pp.
109-139 in Albert J. Reiss, Oceupations and Soeial
Status. New York: ¥ree Press. ke

Baller, Archibald 0., and Daramea Godfrey
1980 "Elite Stratum Analysis: Brezilian Data: A Statisti-
cal Description." Revision of a paper presented at
the annual meetings of the Midwest Sociological So-
ciety {(Milwaukee).

Haller, Archibald C., and Mary B. Olson
1980 "Regionalizing Brazil." Unpublished manuscript and
data. University of Wisconsin~Madison.



	cover2
	OCRHaller81b.pdf

