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by- Chia-lin PazJ/ 

This study ~as been undertaken to provide some concrete examples illustrating 

the extent to which international migration attects the size and se."C-age-11tructure 

of the population and the numbers ~f births and deaths under the observed condi­

tions of movement :s in either direction. The study does not show what would 

happen as a result of change in movements in one direction, because the movements 

in the oppo:site direction would then be affected to 'an incalculable extent. 

The study covers four countries, two of which have been i.Jimi.gration countries 

and two, emigration countries. Argentina and Brazil are the immigration countries, 

and Italy and India, the anigration countries. 

Tho stuc\Y for the immigration countries covers (1) effects of actual migra­

tion which has taken place during a recent period, an::l (2) ettects or projected 

migration to 196o. 

For the two Emigration countries, the study i:s aimed ehiefiy to detennine 

how much emigration per annum would be needed to keep the t otal number of men in 

working ages con~tant for the 10 year period 195<>-60. F\lrthermors, on the 

assumption that s uch an emigration should occur, an effort i s made to estimate 

the effects on the sex-age-structure of the popul.e.tion of the country by 1960. 

A. Argent.ina 

l. The postwar period. 1946-52 
For the pwpose of this study, we have examined the available migrati on 

statistics of Argentina .from 19.'.34 onw~ and found that there are five types of 

series: y (1) Arrivals and departures of aliens and nationals b~, air, sea, 

!/ 
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river and land. (2) Overseas arrivals and departures of aliens and nationals 

travelling by all classes. (J) Overseas arrivals and departures of aliens travelling 

by all classes . (4) 0v'drseas arrivals and departures of aliens tra,,elling second 

and third class. (5) Oversea~ aITivals and departures of aliens, who are pennanent 

migrants, travelling by all cl asses. Of these five types , only series (4) gives 

infor~ation uy age and sex, and that only for the ~eri od be3inning with 1948. 

The basic data vn migra.'1ts by sex for Ar gentina ar~ the totals of recorded 

arrivals and departures in series (1). As can be seen in Appendi.'{ A, no other 

series givee a good appr o.riuation to n<;-t migration. That is the reason wey 

series ( 1 ) has been sel ected. Thase dat.:. were adJu~ted for tbs estimated nwr.bers 

of t.ransienb and further adj1.1cted for a yearl.y und~r-recor<ling of arrivals by 

20, 000 persons and of departures oy 10, 000 persons . '1/ Frooi data so adjusted., 

'JI In order t o est5111ate the yearly net immigr ation int.:., J;. r genti na we h;,.ve cal­

culated for each year from 19)5 through 1952 the difference beb,een the esti­

mated populat ion at the beginning and t he end of t he year. (Revised officitll 

estimates of the population made since the 19~7 cer.sus were used. ) From this 

difference we have deducted the recorded nwnber of births i n e..xcess of the 

r ecorded n un1ber of death::i . These annual differences should tend to corres­

pond to the actual net immigration during the years 1935 through 1952., thoogh 

they are influenced by the accuracy of the vital statistics . The differences 

were then compared with the recorded net immigration for each of the five 

series mentioned above. The r esult shows that the recorded net immigration 

accor ding to series (l) is the closest , t hough still short of the annual 

differences by a sizable aoount. This shortage in net imnigration for 

sories (1) is approximately 271000 persons per year from 1935 t o the census 

date (lO·May) of 1947., ~d about 171000 per soos per year after the census. 

date of 1947. These shortages reflect the corr ections made by the Argentina 

government statistical agE'llcy !or inadequate registration of births, deaths 

and migration combined. · After some closer study of the figures, we esti-­

mated that o! this 17.,000., a correction of 10.,000 might be ascribed to net 

migration not accounted f or by '!:,he migration statistics. This might ha.ve 

resulted from about 201 000 unr ecorded arrivals and 10,000 unrecorded de­

partures., per year. These are the basic assumptions for our study. 

Transients should be excluded from arrivals and departures :in order 

to obtain the numbers of migrants to or from the country. For esti.lllat.e:, 

of the number of transients, see Appendix B. 



we estimated that during the 7 years, 1946-52, there have been in Argentina al.to­

gether 1,915,000 arrivals and lt¼5,000 departures, that is, on an average, 

274,CXXJ arrivals and 164,000 departures per year. A total of 1,089,000 males 
and 827,000 females arrived, while 677,000 males and 467,000 females departed. 

Thus, on an annual basis, there have been 156,000 male and 118,000 female immi­

grants, and 97,000 male and 67,000 .female emigrants. We have assumed that that 

age-composition of these arrivals and departures has been the same as that, for 

each sex, of migrants in series (4). bf We have furthermore assumed that their 

.fertility. conformed to age-specific fertility rates of women in Portugal., 1946-51, 

and that their mortality was identical. with age-speci£ic death rates of the 

general population of Argentina during 1946-48. 
2. .Assumptions for the period from 1 January 1953 to mid-;year 196o 

In order to isolate the effects of migration, a projection of the population . 

of Ar gentina has bean made, first of all, on the assumption that there will ·.be 

no migration. 2/' : It has thEll been, assumed that there will be a yearly i.mnigra­

tion of 250,000 persons, 150,000 male and 100,000 female, and a yearly emigration 

of 1 50,000 persons, 100,000 male and 50,000 f~le. The fertility and mortality 

of these migrants have been assumed to remain at the same levels _as durihg the 

1946-52 period. 

3. Anal is of the effects of mi ration dur 
and 1953 

the two eriods 1 

During 1946-521 migration has had a considel"able effect on the composition of 

the Argentinian population. This effect has been greater for the male than for 

the femal.e population because male migrants, both into and out of the country, 

have been more numerous than female migrants. The detailed effects on particu­

lar age groups are shown in Figure l and Tables 1, 2 and 3. It will be noted 

that t he pe r cerrt2.e;•} increment, due to migration, has been greatest among young 

21 

A study of age composition of male migrants for 14 countries at various 
periods of time has shown that very little change in age composition is to 
be eY.pected. 
This o rojection has been made in accordance with the scheme described in 
United Nations, Future Po ul.ation Estimates b Sex and A e. Re rt I The 
Po ulation of Central. .America includin Mexico 1 -1 80. New York, 1954 

Population dtudie s, ST SOA Ser.A, No. 1 ~ The scheme pe:~ts estimates at 
decl,jning rates of mortality, each age-speci£ic rate d~cllJllllg, from the 
moment of ,observation, in accordance with an assymmetric l~gistic curve, the 
rapidity of the decline having been estimat~d on the experi~t! of ten 
countries. In the present instance, s:t,atistics of the Argentinian c ensus of 
1947 and death statistics for · the period 1946-'..S have been employed. It has 
al.so been assumed that fer tility will remain constant at the 1945-50 level. 
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Figure 1. Effect of Migration on Male Population, Argentina and Brazil 
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adults. reaching a maximum at age-groups 25-29 and 30-34. The percentage decrement, 

caused by migration, bas been greatest among persons of advanced ages, notably 

in age groups 65-69, 70-74 and 75-79. 

During· 195J-60, migration ~ll bring about simllar changes in the age compo-

• sit"ion of the Argentinian population. .Again, it ldll raise the number s of per.iom, 

_in childhood and young adult ages while reducing those at advanced 11ges, so 

that the population, as a whole, will be younger than it would be in the abse~ e 

0£ migrati on. It :we regard ages 15 to 64 as the working ages, we note that this 
' 

group will be increased more than the group aged under 15, while the group aged 

65 and over will _ actua.l.ly be d1■1D1 ehod.. As a result, the burden of youth and 

old-age dependency, especially the latter, decreases. 

The eftect ot migration bet.ween 1947 and 1960 on the number of births in 

Argentina is presented in Table 5. It should be noted that the effect intensifies 

with time. 

The effect of migration on the number of deaths in Argentina (see Table 6) is 

negli.gible. As a result of an annual inward balance of 1001000 migrant s , the 

population of the country will be increased. This increase will, however, be 

greatest in young adult a ges where risks of death are comparatively small, where­

as a reduction will occur in the more advanced age-groups where the risk of 

d;ying ie more considerable. Consequently --approximately the same number of 

deaths will occur within the country whether migration occurs or not. Since, 

ae a result of migration, the population of the country will be augmented, the 

almost unchanged absolute number of deaths implies t hat. the crude death rate for 

the population will be lover with migration than it would be in the absence o! 

migration. 

The age structures of imnigrants and Emigrants of both sexes, and their 

descendants, on l January 195.3, and those ot female imnigrants andemigrants with 

their female descendants in 1960, are sholCl in Table 7. If diagrams were dralm 

from these data, they would show spade-shaped age structures, with the base 

resulting from the naturai increase of the migrants . 



Effect of Migration on Men in Wo~ld.ng Ages 15-64 Years and 
on Burden or J?ependency !/ 

Age or burden 
of dependency 

15-64 

15-49 
50-64 

0-14/15-64 
65+/15-64 
Sum 

15-64 

15-49 
50-64 

0-14/15-64 
65•/15-64 
Sum 

1 January 1953 

Distribution per 100 men 
in world.ng age8 

% change in number of men in working 
ages, With migration since 1946 

Without migration 
since census date 
(10 May) 1947 

100 
81 
19, 

9.3.32 
1.3.98 

107.JO 

Without migration 
sine~ census date 

1947 

100 

79 
21 

95.28 
17.34 

112.62 

With 
migra­
tion 
since 
lQL.A 

100 

8.3 
17 

9.3.85 
12 • .32 

106.17 

~ 

l Ju~ 1960 
~ 

With mie-ration 
S:ince 

l Jan. 195.3 

100 

8J 
17 

. 91. 74 
13.72 

105.46 

Since 
l Jan. · 1911> 

100 

85 
15 

92.29 
u.93 

104.22 

With lllU'.ration 
Since Since 

1 Jan.1953 l Jan. 
1946 

.,.u.65 

•17.39 
-10.10 

.. 1s.55 
+.26.92 
-13.19 

The index of burden of youth dependency is the ratio (expressed in percentages) 
of boys and girls aged 0-14 to men aged 15-64 years; that of old-age 
dependency is the ratio of men and women aged 65 and over to men aged 1.5-64 
years. 



l Jul..y 1950 
'I't1e mig!"s,t ion r,tat i,;t ic:~ collected and pablished by Brazilian gov ernment agen­

cies covered pr·:L•M.rily tl"!<'.! ~rrivtls of aliens , by sex, enter ing the various ports 

-~-:-'.: c~0:Yn-\. 't' I.'.. ~-•,n·• th-?. p r.\i;h mr p,3r.i.od, 191.J>-50, approximately 32 per cent of 

• ;.,~ :'"e~~r-d::·d ~r:rl•:~ls of f.l.l.i.~::m; in 3.1:azil were considered permanent new immigrants 

:·, '.t~ :·;t,:N;: c:~ 1•.~:·:5.ij O'.i \.q n~;e,, ~!o rct<ttist.ics on departures of aliens were e.vai.lable 

: ... \ ;.-:. ··;.!.·1~ post,-.·c.r Y~ .... i•.:~ R~;.:cr: ~l1are i s no tiJ .. rect way of gauging the magnitude of 

r1e:. :-l":!!5.g~at:ion t~r t he pc~t.i~:-.r periods However, the census reports of Br azil 

_ :,.t· :.<;~:o 2.ad 1S:: .~ ccnta.ine~•- etnt isticB of aliens e.nd naturalized Brazilians by 

these s t atistics, and by using the mortality sched­

;;i;: .4.!-g::'Qt:1.:r:l_, ) 91.&-4S~ •, '<;! ho.:;~ ~cmputed t ho effect of net. migration of a.liens, 

,l 2.0 ;:·.: ·:.r ~ d od ';;:E~•i._i••cr:n 1 s ~ptcmber 191~0 and 1, July 1950
1 

on the population 

• ·t Br·.::'.":·.~. ,;13 of i:i:l.•• • :~t• 1.9 50,. For th.is period, the erfect of migra~ion on the 

i- ~::·~i: ::r. :.:· :::·~ -::·f E:..'E.i: .. : .. ,ias practic,(U .. v negl igible, See Figure 1 and Table 8. 

:: • 1 t: ?.-~.:~Ll950-c-9 
'.!'h~ ,:.;_g,ator~· b~li!., C-e f or J.940-50r aa already stated, was derived from ce.'1sus 

dnta" B.7 cubt.racting this bc>lance i'!'Om the number of inmdgrants according to 

Br..1zilian ::rt-t.:i,istics:> we h&ve estimated the number of emigrants . We then com­

p::.:-od., £ce B:t•.i.zil and Arg~~tina, the r atios of surviv-i.....ng' emigrants to immigrants , 

b~, !J'3X ;i.nd <1 f!.r. , for- spcci.i'i. c-: ... t periods or time. The result shows that the ratios 

.fc.:- the t••!o ccunt.:d'3~1 n:r·'3_, on the 11-·hole, comparable. 

E:-}.;:: .. : of Emig~-::.llts to Inmigran.ts 

1 f "'• 1.H Female 

---··-- --""'------·-"--~-· 
() .. 9 ,,~:; 

l't .f:...,.,,. 0 
~.0-19 ) ,,2:32 0257 ) 

?.0-.39 ) ,,1.,_.01 '\ 
I 

40 ... 59 l.131 13:i.J.8 
60.:. 2~1, ~5 1 .. 957 

'.:'oti:~J. ,.722 1t709 

For detail5, oeo Table 9. • 

Argentina, 1946-52 

Male 

. 130 

. J56 

1. 183 
2,677 
. 606 

Female 

. 199 
• 25) 
.)84 

1. 01) 
1. 688 

. 560 



Furthermore, we compared the age structures of recordl;)d male and female 

immigrants to Brazil with those of Argentina and observed that the pattern ot 

age distribution for the immigrants of both countries were similar 
. . 

Percentage Age Distribution by Sex of Recorded Permanent Alien Immigrants 

Brazil, 1 Sept11940 - 1 July 1950 Argentina. 1948-1952 

Age Male Female Male Female 

0-6 10.7 10.9 8.5 11. 0 
7-ll 6.0 6.1 5.4 6. 9 
12-17 7.2 7.2 9. 5 9.9 
18-59 72.2 71.8 73.6 67.0 
60+ J.9 4.0 3.0 5.2 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

For details, see Table 10. 

On the basis of these comparisons, it was decided that the same migration 

assumptions could legitimately be made for Brazil a.s t h,,se which we have made in 

the ca3e of Argentina. We have assumed, accordingly, that during the decade from 

1950 to 1960 Brazil will experience an annual imnigration of 250,000 persons 

(150,000 .male and 1001000 female) and an annual emigration of 1501000 persons 

(100.,000 male and 501000 female), and that migrants to and from Brazil would have 

the same fertility and mortality as migrants into and out of Argentina. A 

population projection for Brazil, on the assumption of no migration, has also been 

.made according to the same scheme as in the case of Argentina. §/ 

By the year 1960., the effect of migration on the population of Brazil will 

be ·con.siderable. The young adult population will be augmented., the maximum 

incr ement., 6 per cent, accruing to males aged .30-34. Aged persons will be di• 

minished, the decrease amounting to 6 per cent for males aged 65-69, 70-74 azx1 

The initial age-specific mortality rates of Brazil were the survivor rates 

established on the basis of the 1940 and 1950 native bom Brazilian popula­

tion by age and sex. Fertility was estimated on the basis of age group 5-9 

in the 1950 census, by es t.iuting the number of births from which these indi­

viduals have survived and the female population of reproductive ages at the 

time when the individuals were bom. The fertility has been assumed to 

remain constant till 1960. It should be noted that the fertllity and 

mortality rates used for roJecting the population of Brazil are not the 

same as ose us or pro ec gran s or _. coun ry. • 



and 75-79. The detailed ef'fects are shown in Figure l and Table n. 
Migration will slightly change the distribution of i:nen in working ages and 

the burden of dependency of' the popul.ation of Brazil between 1950 and 1960. 

Effect of Migration on Men in Working Ages of 15-64 Years and on Burden of 
Dependency!/, Brazil, 1 July 1960 

Age or depeooency 
burden 

15....f:.4 

15-49 
50-64 

0-l.4/15-64 
65•/l.5-64 
Sum 

• 

Distribution per 100 men 
in working ages 

Without migra­
tion since 1.950 

100 
86 
l4 

l.55.91 
10.01 

165.92 

With migra­
tion since 1.9.50 

100 

87 
l3 

% change in number 
o! mE11 1n working 
ages, with migration 

!/ The index of burden or youth depende11c1 is the ratio ( expressed in percentages) 
of boys and girls aged 0-14 to men aged 15-64 years; that of old-age 
dependency is the ratio of men and women aged 65 and over to men aged 15-64 
years. 

C. Ita;LY 

1. The period covered by projected migration, 1951-60 

Ital.y has contributed a large proportion of the migrants to Argentina and 

Brazil during recent decades. It is therefore of practical interest to examine 

the effect of the same migratory movement both on the •sending and too receiving 

countries. 
It has been calculated, on the basis of registered births snd deaths, tmt 

official population estims.tes for Italy during the period 1946-52 implied an 

annual net emigration of about 140,000 per.sons. Not all of this m18ration, 

however, could have been of the type of Italian migration to countries in South 

America since recorded net transoceanic mig;ation during 1946--51 averaged only 

a.bout 85,000 persons per year. Nevertheless, an annual transoceanic _emigration 

- .8 -



from Italy of the or der ot 100, 000 p e~son~ pe'r year during t he period .r~m 1950 

to 1960 is well within the. r ealm of .possib:ility0 _Thls is ~he ·same net migration 

as has been o.sSU.tned by _ us in our project~d figures fo r Argentina ~d Br azil. 

Hence, we shall r egard this ~ame migr atory volume as 11mig;ation assumpti on I" 

in the cas e of Italy, except that in this instance migration will take place in 

the opposite <tirection • . The age structur e, fertility and mortality rates used 

for migrants in the case of .Argentina and Bra_zil should reflect fairly well those 

of Ital y. Under these conditions, we can readily apply to Italy the results of 

our projection~ o! migration for Ar gentina and Br azil. 

Apart f~)m our estiJnate of emigration from I taly, the Organisation &lropeenee 

de Cooperation Economique has made population projections for Italy tor various · 

dates . Che series of its projections was made on the assun1ption of a yearly net 

emigrat ion of 75, 000 persons. For short, we call this "migration _asSW!lption II" . 

The r esults of assumptions I and II are similar in. that the effect of migration 

on the population ?f Italy for 1960 will not be inconsiderable. In t ~1e male 

popul.ati~n of Italy, decrements due to emigration on assumption 1 ·wou.ld be as 

great as 7 per cent of the population in the case of males aged 25-29 a.~d JO-J4; 

incr ements , owing to return migration, will r _each the maximum of 4 • per cent in the 
. . 

case of age- groups 60-64 and 65-69. c.r: assumptio~ II, the effect of net emi-
. . . 

gration reaches a maximum of nearly 5 per cent of the populati on aged 25- 29. In 

the female population, the effect of net emigration will be appreciably smaller 

than that in the male population. See Figur e 2 rU'.ld Table 12. 

Between · 1950 and 1960, Italy would have a decreasing proportion of young 

adult and early middle- ag~d men and an incr easing proportion of ol der men in the 

work ing ages . With migr ation, this trend will be' accentuated. The burden of 

youth dependency will decrease, that of ol d- age dependency increase •in the popul a­

tion of Italy between 1950 and 1960 with or without migration. However , the 
. is . 

total burden of dependency will decrease and thi o/ mainly due to the decrease in 

the youth dependency. 

2. Mi gration required to maintain a constant _riumber of men ~ working ages 

Owing to possible dif£iculties in finding employment for additi onal numbers 

of men in w,rking ages in Italy, it is of- some t heor etical int erest to det ermine 

what volU1!1e of mig~ation would be necessary in order_ to •maintain the nwnbers of 

males a.e ed between 15 and 64 consta~t. ·0n the basis of our assumption I, i t woulci 

appear that t hi.s effect will be reached With an annual net emigration of 170,<XXJ 

- 9 -



: .Figu~e 2. 
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Distribution per 100 Men in Working Ages 
• $ Italy 

Estimated popu- • Estimated populat i on, .31 Dec.1960 Estw popula-
lation, Jl Dec. 

1950 Without With mi-
tion Jl Dec. 

With mi- ·1960. With 
Age migra- fration tration emigr ation of 

tion since Assumption Assump- 170,000 men 
19.51 I) tion II) per year since 

1951 

15-64 100 100 100 100 100 

15- 49 81 78 76 77 73 
;;l)-64 19 2.2 24 23 27 

Dependency Buz-.'.!-m 

o- o/i15-64 82.74 75.10 73.93 75. 2l 70.84 
65• 15-64 25. 71 26.79 28. 08 27.99 Jl. 52 
Sum 1oa. ,~5 101.89 102. 01 10.3. 20 102 • .36 

For details, see Tables · 12 and 13. 

males for the years from 1951 to 1960. 'JI H the postwar immigration eJ(J)erience 

of Argentina ca.n be taken to r eflect emigration· from Italy, then a yearly net 

emigration of 170,0CX> males would be accompanied by a net emigration of an equal 

number of females. Migration of this magnitude is still within• the current and 

e.}(l)ected r eceiving capacity of Argentina and Brazil. 

While it i s possibl e that su~h an EDigration from Italy may lift the existing 

pressure on the employment market,· it remains to be considered that the concomit­

ant :,hifts in age-structure would bring about a considerable aging of the labor 

force, as well as a sharp increase in old-age dependenc~; youth dependency would, 

however, be deoreased. 

D. India 
Our stu.c:\Y of India i s purely hypothetical. In order to keep the number of 

men in working ages constant for a decade at the 1950 level o! 104 lllillion, India 

would need a net emigration of 2.56 million persons per year, 1. 72 million lll!lles 

'JI That is, according to the estimated ewe-age structure of "net migrants" in 

postwar Argentina. Resul ts of the premise for migration assumption II can 

not be worked out f or want · of details of sex-age st~ctures of migrants 

involved therein. 

-10 ... 



and O.84 m:iJJion !anal.es. §/ This magnitUde of net emigration would be more than 
forty times the estimated net emigration of 6o1000 persons per year from pre­

partition. India during 1921-.37 when restrictive measures in the major receiving 

countries of Indian migrants were either non-existent or much less severe than 

they are today. Evident,ly net emigration of this magnitude would have little 
chance or realization. 

However., ~th or without migration of this magnitUde, India will continue to 
have· a young population between 1950 and 1960, 9./ as Table 14 indicates. No 
great change will occur in the composition of the group of working ages, whether 

or not large-scale migration takes place. ln the absence of migration, there 

will be a tendency for both youth dependency ·and old-age dependency to ri~e 

slightly. A very great further increase in youth dependency would result if 
migration of the magnitude suggested were to occur. 

Age 

Distribution per 100 Men in Working Ages., India 

Estimated 
Population 

1950 

Est:imated population 1960 
Without With emigration 
migration of 1.72 million 

men per year 
since 1951 

15-li9 

15-29 
30-45 
45-49 

100 

46 
33 
21 

100 

47 
32 
21 

100 

49 
30 
21 

o.;.14/15-49 
60+/15-59 
Sum 

)JJ.9 
18,8 

152.7 

Dependency Burden 
141.5 
2l.0 

162.5 

See also Table 14. 

171,6 
23.4 

195.0 

Estimated on a sex-age stru~ture worked out on the basis of recorded sex ratio 
ot' Indian emigrants 192s:....39, and modified sex ratio by age, and percentage age 
distribution of Indian female population of Malaya 1921. 
The population projection for India has been made by using the same general umed 
scheme as in the case of Argentina and Brazil. The level of fertility, ass 
to remain constant has been estimated on the basis of numbers enumerated at 
ages 5-9 in 19511 following the same procedure as in the case of Brazi!;d 
Mortality has been assumed to decline. gradually, from the level 0s tima 
by Kingsley Davis for the 1931-41 period. 

-11 ... 



TABLE l. 

Age 

0-4 

5-9 
10-14 
15-19 
20-24 

25-29 
0-34 3 

3 

4 
4 

5-39 
0-44 

5-49 
5 0-54 
5 
60 
6 

5-59 
- 64 

5-69 
0-74 7 

7 5-79 
8 0-84 
8 5 + 

T otal: 

0-44 

45 and 
0 ver 

EFFF.CT OF MIGRATION ON. POPULATION OF ARGENTINA 
BY SEX AND AGE, 1 JANUARY 1953 • 

, 

' 1-r,,, 0 Ponulat.i nn Fem~ l e Pnnulation 

Without migration Net migration Without migration Ne~ mi,gration 
since census date (incl . natural in- since census date (incl. natural in-

(10 Hay) 1947 crease of mi- , (10 May) 1947 crease of mi-
grants)~ grants)!/ 

194&-1952 a 1946:-1952 a 

Number ct Number (3)/(lj Number <JI Number · CZJL{5l _e_ _e_ 
-in% ~ ... % 

(1) (2) (3) (4) ( 5) ( 6) ( 7) (8) 

1,002,058 11.27 + 61,155 + 6.10 965,882 11. 32 ... 59,906 .., 6. 20 

905 ,360 10.18 + 61 , 529 + 6. 80 880 ,830 10. 32 + 51,874 + 5~89 

818 ,924 9.21 + 53,738 + 6.56 801 ,532 9.40 + 46,807 .., 5.84 

779,508 8. 77 + 65,345 + 8. 38 764,198 8.96 + 42,585 + 5.57 

769 ,766 8. 66 + 86 ,916 +11.29 759,485 8.90 + 58,959 + 7,76 

732 ,298 8.24 + 101,490 +13.86 727,660 8.53 + 68,246 + 9. 38 

660 ,630 7.43 t 87,473 
I 

+13.24 659,328 • 7.73 + 62,128 + 9.42 

610,344 6.87 + 52,302 + 8.57 602,634 . 7.06 + 38,769 +· 6.43 

580 ,132 6. 53 t 18,433 .., 3.18 549,729 6.44 + 16,637 + 3.03 

528,701 5. 95 - . 9,528 - 1.80 474,986 5. 57 + 819 + . 02 

450,779 5.07 - 25,494 - 5.66 391,833 . 4.59 - 8,243 - 2.10 

365,278 4.11 - . 28,462 - 7.79 311,429 3. 65 - 11,580 - 3. 72 

281,646 3.17 - 23 ,630 - 8. 39 241,282 2. 83 - 11,927 - 4. 94 

194,231 2.18 - 17,936 - 9.23 175,632 2.06 - 9,071 - 5.17 

114,676 1.29 - 11,404. - 9.95 112,794 1.32 - 5,777 - 5.12 

58,086 . 65 - 5,221 - 8.99 63,091 . 74 - 2,838 - 4.50 

24,544 .28 - _1,662 - 6.77 30,104 . 35 - 1,119 ~ 3. 72 

12,310 .u - 342 - 2. 78 . ·19,592 . 23 - 327 - 1. 67 

8,889,271 100.00 + 464,702 + 5.23 8,532,021· 100. 00 + 395 ,848 + 4. 64 

6,859,020 - + 588,381 + 8.58 7,186,264 (aged + 446,730 ~ 6.22 
0-49) 

2,030,251 - - 123, 679 - 6.09 1,345,757' (aged 50 - 50,882 - ·3. 78 
- and over: 

y The recorded net imm:ieration into Argentipa. between 1 Jan. 1946 and 
10 Hay 1947 amounted to 18,000 men and women. 

- 12 -



TABLE 2. 

1s-19 l 

... _: 

EFFECT OF MIGRA TIOH ON POPULATION OF ARGENTI~~A, BY SEX i'..!ID AGE, 

l ,JULY l'.Z_~ • 

l,O15,688 

10.95 
10.27 ~ 

9 .. 61 ._... 

s.53 
7.83 1 

7. 67 ! 
7 ~ t3 ~-- i 

' 6< ~:;•L, l •c• 

., •. t:.. ')◊;!: 
. .. . . ✓ : /.f.1.,., 

: :~ ~! I j {5:~ 

58(,~ !, : : ~! ... 

I O l" /u' j .L . . . ~· . ! .. 

10~19 ! .,. 
o ' O I I • C'J f ,,. 

s .f ~; ..i-

7 •. ~i9 Ii -+ 

7.:7 + 

'/ ~ '?),~ ~ 
! 

• . • 09 I 

.5h, 294 
83 :.1+78 

_100, 735 

6. 94 

..i. 5. 55 
t- 9.06 

.,-13. ;D 

-115., 8(· 

I 
6 . c,~:} V 

! 
5,,?:,1 •:.-

+13.6G ' t·· 605 ,,:':.(;;: 6.311 ~ 
5.$5 , 

71 , 256 . u . 76 

55-59 

6C:-64 
65-69 

:~-:1: I , ')- ( / I 
: • •• J f 
.. t.-·::>4; 

85 ;t 

Tot al:! 

o-49 I 

;20,2?3 

444,528 
347,064 

255fO33 
J.66,1.49 

15• 4,y) 
' v,. 

9 ,889,502 

8 ,021 ,992 

50 anc l,867 , 510 
oYer 

5.26 

4~49 -
3."51 -

2. 58 -

L 6S f -
, 86 ! -

'l ' 1 ~ ~ ·~: i 

;~fJ ,2S4 5. 44 

51,707 - ll.63 

52, 513 - 15.13 
41,566 -16.3;) 

G7 ,1+51 -l€). 52 

.16 •' 

100. 00 

l 1 l;.12 - 9. j_? 

~ 881, 620 + 8 . 91 

~1,103,831 +13. 76 

222, 211 -- J L 90 

;t 

I 
1! 
li 
'· 

11 
i ' 

561 .. i ~55}·. 

l~90 ,.L.05 

400 , 204 

312,058 
·227,097 

156,972 

sa~u-9 
'.lt:. :414 

22,415 

9, 596, 630 

5.11 .., 

4.17 -
3. 25 -
2.37 -
1.64 -

• 92 r ••• 
I 

. hl l -

. 2: i -
ice.co .J. 

8,349,97l (1:-ged 
C-51:.} 

.J. 

l , :?J+6, 659(a:;e:i 55 
and. 0ver) 

- 13 -

27, 79:': 
2, 286 ~ . 47 

10,214 - 2. 55 

16, .:.30 - 5. 22 

16 ,107 - 7. 09 

11 , 203 - 7. 52 
/ 

b , f l? - '1 ' i r , , ,,,_, 
,,_ r t:: 
~I ; ~,) - 6. '70 

1,059 h. 72 

793 ,468 • 8. 27 

857: ;355 .i-10. 27 

bl,, 38'7 - 5. 16 



TABLE 3, 

Age 

0-4 
5-9 

10-14 
15-19 
20-24 

25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
45-49 
50-54 
55-59 
60-64 

65-69 
70-74 
75-79 
80-84 

85 • 

Total: 

0-49 

50 + 

EFFF,CT OF MIGRATION ON POPULATION OF ARGENTINA BY SEX AND AGE 

1 JULY 1960 

V:al.e Population Female Population 

:·iithout migration Net rr.igration Without migration Net migration 
since census date (incl. natural in- since census date 1l ncl. natural in-

(lC :,:ay) 1947 crease of migrants) (10 I•iay) 194 7 crease of mi grants) 
1 Jan. 1946-1 July 1 Jan. 1946-1 July 

1960 196o -
Number ...L Number (3)/(1) Number o' . Number (?)/(5) 2.. 

in~ in % 

(1) ( 2) (3) (4) ( 5) ( 6) ( 7) (8) 

1,083,026 10,95 .. 157,367 ... 14.53 1,040,500 10.84 .. 155,118 "-lli-.91 

1,015,688 10.27 ... 141,248 .. 13.91 977,686 10.19 + 131,881 .. 13.49 

950 ,385, 9,61 + 161,412 ... 16.98 921,100 9. 60 .. 140,506 .. 15.25 

844,000 8,53 + 169,454 · +20.08 826,980 8.62 .. 139,-979 .. 16.93 

744,099 7,83 + 198,239 ... 25.61 757,478 7.89 .. 147,529 +19.48 

758,481 7,67 ... 249,133 +32,85 745 ,285 7. 77 + 170,429 +22.87 

748,559 7. 57 + 277,886 ♦37,12 742,855 7. 74 ... 188,418 .. 25.36 

680,666 6.88 .. 243,549 +.35. 78 680,526 7. 09 + 175,987 +25.86 

600,915 6.Q8 .. 149,424 •24.87 6(J5,803 6.31 ... 120,663 +19.92 . ' 

566,173 5.73 50,937 .., 9.00 
. 

561,353 5.85 48,750 + 8. 68 + ... 

520,273 5.26 - 25,281 - 4.86 490,405 5.11 + 6,657 + 1.36 

l+M,528 4.49 - 70,281 -15.81 400,204 4,17 - 14,494 - J.62 

347,064 3.51 - 77,l+J.+(J -22.31 312,058 3.25 ·- 25,094 - 8.04 

255,033 2.58 - 62,441 -24.48 . V..7,097 2.37 - 26,ll5 -11.50 

166,149 1.68 - 41,732 -25.12 156,972 1.64 - 19,668 -12.53 
-

.86 -26.26 88,419 .92 10,708 -12.ll 
85,381 - 22,4~ -
33,600 .34 - 8,758 -26.0Cf 39,494 .u - 4,653 -ll.78 

' . 
15,402 .16 - 2,564 -16.65 22,415 .23 - l,911 - $.53 • 

.. .. 

9;889,502 100.00 ♦l,487, 732 ♦15.04 9,596,630 100.00 +l,.323,274 ..13.79 

8,021,992 - +1,798,6'+9 +22.42 . .8,.349, 971 (aged +l,425,917 ♦17.08 

·0-54) 

1,867,510 - - 310,917 -i6.65 l,246,659(aged 55 - 102,643 - s.23· 
and overl L . 



TABLE 4. 

EFFF.CT OF KCGRA.TION ON MEN IN WORKING AGES, 
ARGENTINA 1 1 JANUARY 1953 AND 1 JULY 1960 

De5cripti on Line Men in worki~ ages 
No. 15-64 15- 49 50- 64 

1 J anua ry 1953 

Wit hout migr at ion since census date 1947 
number (1) 5,759 ,082 4, 661 ,379 1 ,097,703 
Dist ribut i on par 100 men in 

working ages ( 2 ) 100 81 19 · 
With migrati on since 1946 

number (3) 6,083,927 5 ,O~J ,810 1 ,020 ,117 
Distribution per 100 men in 

working ages (4) 100 83 17 
Difference ( 5) + 324,845 ♦ 402,431 - 77, 586 
Difference as 'I, of (1 ) ( 6) + 5. 64 + 8. 63 - 7.07 

1 July J.96o 

Without migration sine~ census date 1947 

number ( 7) 6,284,758 4,972,893 ' 1,311,865 

Distribution _per 100 .men in 
( 8 ) worki ng ages 100 ·79 21 

Wit h migratio~ si nce l January 1953 
number ( 9) 7,017,082 5,837,721 1 ,179,361 

Distribution per 100 men in ·· 
working ages (10) 100 83 17 

Dif£erence (11) • 732,324 + 864,828 - 132,504 

Difference . as % of C-7) (12) + u.65 • 17/39 - 10.10 

With migration since J.946 , 
(1ji 6,311,51.5 1,138,863 number . 7,450,378 

Distribution per lQO men in 
(14). 100 85 15 working ages 

Difference (line 13 minus line 7) (15) +l,l.65,620 •l,.3.38,622 - 173,002 

Differenc~ as% of (7) (16} • + 18. 55 ♦ 26.92 - 13.19 
. 

• 

- lS. -



TABLE 5. Effect of Migration on nUillber of Births, Argentina, 1947-1960 

Estiuated number 01' births Difference Difference as% 
of estimated 

Year without with births without 
migration migration migration 

5i.nce l.'l!::,6 

1.947 399,591 401,829 2,238 .56 

1948 405,518 4ll,6ll 6,093 1,50 

1.949 4ll.,Ml+ 422., 851. ll,407 2,77 

1950 417,370 434,764 17.,394 4,1.7 
.... 

1951 422.,355 0, I.J..4,924 22.,569 5,34 
t 

1952 426,400 456,997 30,597 7,18 

195.3 430,444 466.,435 35.,991 8.36 
, 

1954 4.34,489 474.,642 40,153. 9,24 

1955 4.38,533 484,096 45,563 10,39 

1956 442,021 491,391 49,370 ll,17 

1957 444,952 499,994 55.,042 12,37 

1958 447,684 5o6,67J 56,769 13.13 

1959 450,815 515,012 64,1.97 1.4,24 

l.960 453,746 523,205 69,459 15.31. 



TABLE 6. 

1947 

1948 

1949 

1950 

1951 

1952 

1953 

1954 

1955 

1956 

1957 

1958 

1959 

EFFECT OF MIGRATION ON NUMBER OF DEATHS, 

ARGENI'INA1 1947-1959 

Estimated number of.deaths 

Without • With mi- DU!erence 
migration 

gration 
since 1946 

14l,833 140,858 975 

147,761. 147,592 169 

153,686 l.54,664 978 

153,~ l.54,406 1,165 

151,855 153,078 1,223 

155,900 157,203 1,303 

159,945 159,961. 16 

163,989 164,041 ·52 

164,424 164,538 ll4 

164,304 164,439 135 

167,234 167,431 197 

170,166 170,405 239 

173,098 173,386 288 

Difference as 
i of estimated 
deaths without 

migration 

.69 

.ll 

.64 

.76 

.81 

.84 

.01 

.03 

.07 

.08 

.12 

.l.4 

.17 



• 
f-o 
()) 

Age 

0-4 
5-9 

10-11+ 
l5-l9 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
45.../+9 
50-54 
55-59 
60-64 
65-69 
70-74 
75-79 
80-84 
85-89 
90-94 
95-9.9 

TABLE 7. Estimated Migrants living on 1 January 1953 and l Jul;,: 1960, by sex and age. for Argentina 

Estinated migrants 1946-1952 (incl. natM.r.al i.ncrea.se after migration) living on 1 January 1953 
Estim'3ted femal.e migrant~ 
1946-1960 (incl. natural 
increase after migration) 

Ma.le Male Female 
living on 1 Jul;z:: 1960 

Fens.le immigrants emigrants immigrants emigrants . Immigrants ~rants 

94,400 33,245 95,180 35,274 231,131 76,013 72,151 ll,022 69,528 17,654 190,486 63,138 63,622 9,884 60,430 13,623 137,422 36,977 79,356 14,0ll 59,264 16,679 llS,658 25,612 114,2a, 27,367 82,320 23,361 133,113 32,378 152,266 50,776 101,481 33,235 162,701 44,947 156,735 69,262 102,984 40,856 185,783 59,981 128,333 76,031 83,326 44,557 ~l,427 72,253 98,026 79,593 64,382 47,745 · 150,729 79,473 70,929 80,457 50,592 49,773 112,163 84,369 47,604 73,098 38,785 47,028 86,737 84,451 29,322 57,784 28,259 39,839 67,293 77,507 . 17,481 41,lll l.9,400 31,327 47,629 63,~ 10,051 27,987 12,759 21,830 31.,231. 47,338 5,362 16,766 7,731 13,508 18,805 J0,608 2,338 7#559 3,864 6,702 9,952 16,231 632 ' 2,294 1, 291 2,uo 3,911+ 6,559 22 351 98 m 95'6 l,81.0 13 2 16 130 Jl.O 
2 . 27 

!/ The corresponding series for male migrants are not available due to the fact that the number 0£ male mi.grants l.iving on l. July 1960 was worked out on the basis of net migration. 

~ 
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TABLE a. 

A. 

EFFECT OF MIGRATION OF ALIENS 1 1 SEPTEMBER 1940 TO 1 JULY 1950, ON THE POPULATION 

OF BRAZIL , 1 JULY 1950 , BY SEx: AND AGE . 

B. ---- ~- Popn1.~tion Effect by 1 July 1950 of alian rra~runts 
(incl. n~tural increase) whose migration Age of Br azil , 

(Bl as per centage of (A) 1 July 195-0 ~ took·plnce hetwean 1 Sept . 1940 and 
with migration 1 July 1950 E;' 

-
Nale Female Hale Female ~ Female 

All ages 25 ,$$5 ,001 26 ,059.,39!: +32,734 to +140,423 +24 ,218 to ~132, 963 +.13 .:to + . 54 +09 to ♦ . 51 
0-9 7,812,988 7,608 ,00 £/-1- 9,313 to -+117·,002.s/ .s/• 9,165 to +117, 910y +.12 to +l. 50 -tJ.2 to .. 1. 55 
10-19 5,821,352 6,016 ,131 + .(J ,?33 . + 7, 915 + .15 + .13 
20 .... 39 7,576,256 7,867 ,9Z .. 33 ,488 +16,791 ♦ .44 •• 21 

' 
40- 59 3,614,209 3,417 ,211 - 5,406 - 3, 361 - ~15 - .10 
60 and 1,060 ,196 1,150 ,12~ ·-13,394 - 6,292 • :-1.26 - .55 
over 

~ 

El 

I 
c .· 

These are census data adjusted by the number of persons whose age was reported unknown. 

fjeures are based on a com,arative study of the number of aliens and naturalized Brazilians returned in 
the 1950 census with the nwnoer of estimated survivors (including natural increase) of same for mid- year 
195() from the 1940 census d.e.ta . • 

Fiiur0s si:.:;nify tlie • 10\•-.re r and. u;:,pcr limits. $ince children of cl.ien pc:.rentci.ge born in Brazil are con­
sidered a:; r,ul,lvc:s rather thar. 1;lien::; , the enumerated number of children as aliens or naturalized Brazi­
l j_,.mu .i.n the 195·~ cen:;u:, Hould be t he lower limit of the actuc>l number of children of alien i.r..migrants 
who arrived in Brazil durinJ 1940-1950. The estimated number of children born in Brazil during 1940-1950 
to irarniGrant parents who CD.me to Brazil prior to mid-year 1950 was added to· the nwnber of alien children 
under 10 years old returned in the 1950 census, and the sum used as the higher limit. 
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TABLE 2• 

• 
I. Implied net 
migration (excl. 
natural in-
crease) 1940-

Age . 1.950 . y 

-M. F. 

0-9 • 9,3:l3 ♦ 9,165 

-1~r 9 + 8, 733 + 7, 915 

20-39 •33 ,~88 +16,791 

40-59 - 5,406 - 3, 361 

60 ♦ -1.3 ,394 - 6, 292 

Tota:L 

COMPARISON OF RATIO OF EMIGRANTS TO Il-:HIGRANTS , BY SEX AND AGE , 
FOR BRAZIL AND A.RGE11I'INA .a. SP~IFii:;D P£?..IODS . 

·BRAZIL ' ' ARGENTINA . 
II. Estimated III. Implied IV. Ratio Esti mated no of ~stimated emi-no. of immi.- effect of of ero.i.- immigrants livi ng gr ants l iving gr ants living emigr ation, gr ants to on 1 Jan, 1953, on l Jan. 1953 on l. Jul.y 1.940-1950. immigrants who arrived dur- who emigrated 
1950. El I I I/II ing 1946-1952 • during 1946-

(excl. nat . 1952 (excl. 
incr ease) nat.increase) 

M. F. M. p', M. F. M. .F. M. F. 
12, 503 9,083 3,190 0 . 255 0 89,521 86 ,611 ll , 646 17 ,197 sf 

142°, 978 119,694. 10.,656) 2,741) . 257 23,89~ 30 , 302) 54, 977 ·c 12,756 ( .232 ( 
28,023) ll,232) .401 551 , 617 370 ,lll 223 ,436 142,009) 

. 41, 234 28, 511 46,640 31,872 1.131 l.llE 245,881 182,018 290~932 184,385 
9, 203 6,573 22 ,597 12,865 2.455 l . 957 35,886 45 ,145 96,081 76, 204 

ll7,9l7 82,~6 85 ,183 58,710 . 722 . 705 1,065 ,883 803,579 645 ,99C 450,097 

Ratio of 
emigrants 
to imrni-
grants 
living on 
1 Jan. 
1953, 

i~i. F 

.130 .19 

. 25. 
-356 

,38. 

1.183 1 .01: 

2. 677 1.68: 

. &J6 . 56( 

i/ Figures were based on a compar ative st udy of 1940 aoo 1950 census returns of aliens and naturalized Brazilians , by sex and age. 
p/ Figures were estimat ed C?ut, of the recorded inm.igrants who arrived in Brazil between 1 Sept. 1940 and 

l July l.950. 
y This figure is eviden\ly too. l ow, due to wxiel'-recording of immigrant children. 



Age 

0-6 

ro 
I-' 

7-ll 
I 12-17 

18-59 

60+ 

TABLE 10. Comparison of sex-age structures of recorded J!rmanent alien immigrants 

for Brazil ~d Argentina.~ specified periods 

Recorded permanent alien immigrants 

Brazil, l September 1940-1 July 1950 Argentina, 1948-1952 

~ FeIJB.le !!!! Fenale 

Number~ i Number % Number _.1 Number -~~ 

l'.31003 10.7 9,228 10.9 29,84.3 8 .. 5 - 27,234 11.0 

7,319 6.o 5.,192 6.1 18,866 5.Li. 17,152 6.9 

8,750 7.2 6,129 7.2 33,418 9.5 24,434 9.9 

87,884 " 72.2 60,843 71.8 257,830 7_3.6 165,883 67.0 

4,750 3.9 3.,381 4.0 10,577 .3.0 12,740 5~2 

-
Total ••• l.21,706 100.0 84,773 100.0 350.,534 100.0 247,443 100.0 



N 
N 

' 

T~LE 11.. Effect of net migration (incl. natural increase of roi,grants 
on t he population of Brazil, l July 1960 1 by s ex and age 

Assumptions: Annual immigrants: 250,000 

Annual emigrants: 150,000 

Age Net 
migration 

ill 

~~ + 100,761 
5-9 + 90,900 

10-14 + 77,760 
15-19 + 84,525 
20-24 + 109,692 
25-29 + 135,164 
30-34 .f- 129,668 
35-39 + 87,530 
40-44 + 35,147 
45-49 - 7,978 
50-54 - 36,~56 
55-59 - 44,774 
6o-64 - 39,492 
65-69 - 29,856 
70-74 - 19,441 
75 et plus - 12,765 

Total: • 668,185 

M A L E 
Projected popu­
lation, Brazil,, 
1 July 196d1' 

illl 

6, 0.35, 7413 
4,S67,297 
.3,S.36, 500 
3,4.36,0U 
3,055,040 
2,520,4S5 
2,261,431 
1,914,086 
1,496;441 
1,378,982 
1,088,413 

872,977 . 
653,547 
400,255 
293,846 
201,756 

34,312,818 

Ef f ect on 
population 
of Brazil 
I/ II in% 

(III) 

• 1.80 
• 1.87 
• 2 . 03 
• 2.47 
• 3.59 
• S.36 
• 5.73 
• 4. 57 
• 2.35 
- .06 
- 3.37 • 
- 5.13 
- 6.04 
- 7.46 
- 6.62 
- 6.33 

f. 1..95 

Males: 150,000 

1-hle s: 100, 000 

Net 
migration 

(IV) 

t- 104,808 
t- 79,585 
+ 62,588 
+ 6J,W8 
+ 71,937 
+ 85,850 
+ 88,931 
+ 68,302 
+ 38,793 
t: 15,491 
+ 857 
- 6,735 

9,579 
8., 773 
5,918 
4,400 

+ 644,815 

Females: 100,000 

Femal es: 50,000 

F E M A L E 
Projected popu­
lation, Braiµ, 
1 July 196~ 

ill 

5,881,235 
4,755,545 
3,743,590 
3,325,090 
.3,042,135 
2,739,455 
2,483,437 
1.,986,578 
1.,506,214 
1,392,283 
1.,057,854 

854,422 
659,465 
404.,053 
315., 219 
254,399 

34,401,574 

Ef f ect on 
population 
of Brazil 
IV/Vin % 

!.ill 

+ 1.78 
+ 1.67 
+ 1.67 
+ 1.90 
+ 2.36 
+- .3.13 
+ .3.58 
+ 3.44 
+ 2.58 
+ l.ll 
... 08 
- .79 
- 1.45 · 
- 2.17 
- 1.88 
-1.73 

+ 1.87 

!f The populat ion 1s pro j ected on t he a5sumption of constant fertil ity and no migration between 1950 
and 1960. 
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T!,BLE :1-2. 

Bstimated po-
pula.ti.on , 31 . 
Dec . 1960. 
l.'ithout mi-

Age gratton since 
1951. ~ 

Nwr.ber _Ji_ 

(I) (II) 

0-4 2,078 8. 52 
5- Cf 1 , 983 8.14 

10- JJ+ 2,180 8. 94 
15-19 1,853 7. 60 
20-24 2,084 8. 55 
25- 29 2,000 8. 21 
30- 34 1,984 8.14 
35-39 1,839 7. 55 
40-44 1,247 5.12 
45-49 1,629 6. 67 
50-54 1,471 6.03 
55- 59 1,196 4. 91 
60-64 962 3. 95 
65- 69 727 2.98 
70-74 550 2 . 26 
75 ♦ 593 2.43 

0- 14 6, 241 25 .60 
15-64 16 ,265 66.73 
65 • 1 ,870 7.67 

• Total 24 ,376 lC0.00 

0- 14/15- 64 ~ 75 .10 
65 ... /15- 64 2/ 26:79 
Sum 101.89 

EFFECT CF HIGRATION ON POPULATION C·F ITALY, 1}6o 

l-lale (In thousa_nd2.l 

Estimated po- Effect of net H;stimated po- Estimated po-
pul,:tion, 31 migration 1~) pulation, 1 pulation , 1 
Dec . 1960 . Jan. 1961. Jan. 1961. 

·.•fit!-~ 1,ii,:::ration Without mi- With migration 
( ,\sirnT'.lption gration since ·-(Assumption 
I) El • .!!migration - 1951. El II) g/ 

Heturn V/I 
Humber -e.. Migration t, • c l Number % Number _L m.2-! 
(III) ( IV) (V) (VI) . (VII) (VIII (IX) (X) 

1,969 8. 31 - 109 - 5. 25 2,051 8. 37 ~,012 8. 39 
1,892 7. 98 - 91 - 4. 59 1,999 8.16 1 ,961 8.18 
2,102 8.87 - 78 - 3. 58 2,187 8. 93 2,149 8. 96 . 
1 ,768 7.46 - 85 - 4. 59 1,856 7.57 1 ,819 7. 58 
1;974 8. 33 - 110 - 5. 28 2,089 8. 52 2,026 8.45 
1,865 7. 87 - 135 - 6. 75 2,006 8.19 1 , 913 7. 98 
1,854 7. 82 - 130 - 6. 55 l,~91 8.13 1,905 7. 94 
1 ,751 7. 39 - 88 - 4. 79 1,845 7. 53 1 ,788 7.45 
1,212 · 5.11 - 35 - 2.81 1,252 5.11 1,222 5.09 
1,637 6. 90 + 8 + .49 1,638 6. 69 1,622 6. 76 
1, 508 6. 36 + 37 + 2. 52 1,482 6.05· 1 ,474 6.14 
1,m 5. 23 + 45 + 3. 76 1 ,206 4. 92 1,203 5.02 
1,001 4. 22. .. 39 t 4.05 970 3. 96 969 4.04 

757 3.19 + 30 ., 4.13 735 3 . 00 734 3.06 
569 2.40 + 19 • 3.45 564 2. 30 564 2,35 
c/J6 2. 56 + 13 + 2.19 629 2. 57 626 2.61 

5,963 25.16 - 278 - 4. 45 6s237 25.46 6,122 25. 53 
15,811 66. 69 - 45/i - 2. 79 16,335 66. 67 15 ,941 66,45 
1.932 8.15 + 62 + 3. 32 1 .928 7. 87 1.924 8.02 

23 ,706 100.00 - 670 - 2. 75 24,500 100.00 23 ,987 100.00 

73 . 93 74.75 75.21 
28. 08 27.42 27. 99 

102.01 102.17 103. 20 

Effect of net 
migration· *) 

E:migra- XI/VII 
tion - in% 

(XI) (XII) 

- 39 - 1.90 
- 38 - 1. 90 
- 38 - 1.74 
- 37 - 1. 99 
- 63 - 3.02 
- 93 - 4.64 
- . 86 - 4. 32 
- 57 - 3.09 
- 30 - 2.40 
- 16 - . 98 - 8 - . 54 
- 3 - . 25 
- • 1 - .10 
- 1 - .14 

0 0.00 
- 3 - .48 

- 115 - 1.84 
- 394 - 2.41 
- 4 - . 21 

- 513 - 2.09 

(Conti nued) 
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TABLE 12. 
"("Continued) 

Estimated po-
pulation, 31 
Dec . 19&J. 
·Without mi-

Age grat ion si nce 
1951. y 

Number ..!.. 
( I) (:r-r) 

0-4 1,987 7. 83 
5-9 1,897 7.47 

1~14 • 2 ,090 8.23 
15-19 1 ,781 7. 02 
20-2.L+ 2,023 7. 97 
2 5-29 1 ,958 7- 71 
30-34 1,986 7. 82 
35-39 1,971 7. 76 
40-44 1.343 5. 29 
45-49 1,747 6.88 
50-54 1, 599 6. 30 
55- 59 1, 334 5. 25 
(i.)..64 1,184 4. 66 
65-69 . 961 3. 79 
70-74 7.38 2. 91 
75 + 789 J.11 

0-:-14 5,974 23. 53 
15-64 16,926 66. 66 
65 • 2~488 9. 81 
Total 25 ,388 100.00 

EFFECT OF MIGRATION ON POPULATIO!J OF I TALY 196o 
Female (In thousands) 

• Estimated po- Effect of net Estimated po- Estimated po-
pulation, 31 migration *) pulation, 1 pulcition, 1 
Dec . 1960. Jan. 1961. Jan. 1961. 
With migration Without mi- i'lith migration 
(Assumpti on . gration since ( Assumption 
I) !?,.I Emigrati on - 1951. £/ II) El 

Return V/I 
Number 1- Migrati on• in% Nwnber ..!... Number ...L 
(III) (IV) (V) (VI) (VII) (VIII) (IX) (X) 

1 ,882 7. 61 - 105 - 5. 28 1, 961 7. 69 1 ,924 7. 66 1,817 7-34 - ao - 4.22 1, 916 7. 51 1,882 7.49 2,027 8.19 - 63 - 3.01 2,097 8. 22 2,062 • 8. 21 
1,718 6. 94 

. 
63 - 3. 54 -1,785 1.60 1,757 7.00 -

1 ,951 7. 89 - 72 - 3. 56 2,029 7. 95 1,996 7. 94 1 ,872 7. 57 - 86 - 4.39 1 ,965 7. 70 1, 920 7. 64 
1,897 7. 6? - 89 - 4.48 1,993 7.82 1 , 946 7. 75 
1. ,90.3 7. 69 - 68 - 3.45 1,978 7. 75 1,940 7-72 1 ,304 5. 27 . - 39 - 2. 90 1,348 5. 28 1 ,322 5. 26 
1,732 7.00 - 1.5 - .86 1,752 6. 8? 1, 734 6. 90 
1, 598 6.46 - l - .06 l ,6o4 6. 29 1 , 591 6. 33 
1 ,341- 5. 42 + 7 ♦ . 52 1,339 5. 25 1,330 • 5. 29 
1 ,194 4. 8~ + 10 ♦ .84 1,189 4. 66 1,183 4 . 7l 

.970 J . 92 ♦ 9 + . 94 968 3.80 965 3. 84 
744 3.01 ♦ 6 + .81 750 ?..94 748 2. 98 
793 J . 20 ♦ 4· ♦ . 51 833 3. 27 $25 • 3. 28 

5,726 .23.14 - 248 - 4.15 5,974 23 . 42 5,868 23. 36 
16,510 66. ?3 - . 416 - 2.46 16,982 66.57 16,719 66. 54 

2.50_7. 10.13 + 19 + . 76 2_._ 551 10.01 2. 538 10. 10 

24,743 100.00 - 645 - 2. 54 25,507 100~00 25 ,125 100.00 

~) Incl uding natural increase of migra nts . 

Bffect of net 
migration ~~ ) 

}:;mier a- XI/VII 
tion - in % 

(XI) (XII) 

- 37 - l.89 
- 34 - 1. 77 
- 35 - 1.67 
- 28 - 1. 57 
- 33 - l. 6.3 
- 45 - 2. 29 - 47 - 2.36 
- 38 - l. 92 - 26 - 1 .93 
- 18 - 1.03 - 13 - . 81 
- 9 - .67 
- 6 - . 50 
- 3 - . Jl 
- 2 - . 27 
- 8 - . 96 

- 106 - 1.77 
- 263 - 1.55 
- 13 - . 51 

- 3$.32 - 1.50 

( Contlnucd) 
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TABLE 12. 
(Continued) EFFECT OF MIGRATION ON POPULATION OF ITALY, 1960 

~ Figures are estimates by Stefano Somoggi on these assumptions: (1) Mortality remains constant at the 
1949-50 level. (2) Fertility remains constant at the 1950 level. Source: Previsioni demografiche a 
breve termine per 11 It;alia (1950-1960), published in Atti della commissione parlamentare d' inchiesta 
sulla disoccunazione, Vol'. II 'fomo 3. Roma,1953. 

!2/ Migration Assumption I postulates on net emigration of 100,000 persons per year, 50,000 men and 50,000 
women, 1951 through 1960. 

sJ Figures•are estimates by Orsanisation EuroP!;enne de Cooperhtion Econoniigue on these· assumptions: 
(1) Age specific mortality by sex declines gradually from the 1951 level. (2) Fertility of women 
in reproductive ages is held constant at the 1952-53 level until 1995; Source: Perspectives demo­
graphiques des pays membres. - Italie. Paris, 1954. 

s;' Migration Assumption II postulates on net emigration of 75,000 men and women per year, 1951 through 
1960. No sex and age specifications were given for the emigrants. However, Asswnption II implied a 
notic~bly- lower proportion or female emigrants than that or Assumption I. Furthernr::>re, Asawnption II 
postulates on a net loss or population by emigration for all ages, while Assumption I, a net gain by 
repatriation to Italy of older mi.grants. • 

2/ _The index of burden of youth dependency-•is the ratio (expressed in percentage) of boys and girls aged 
0-14 y-ears to men aged 15-64 years; that of old-age dependency is the ratio of men and women aged 65 
years and over to men aged 15-64 years. 



,TABLE 13. 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGES OF POPULATION OF 

ITALY IN THREE ¥JAJOR AGE-GROUPS 1 1950 AND 1960 

Estimated popu- Estimated popu- Effect by end of 1960 
lation, 31 Dec . latiori, 31 Dec. of emigrating 170,000 

1950. !/ -1960 . men arxi 170,000 women 
Without migra- per year to keep male 

Age tion since labour force constant 
1951. y at 1950 level. 

net emigration -
Number d Number -1... net return migration + _f!_ 

Male (In thousands} 

0- 14 6,2fl4 27.43 6,241 25. 60 954 
15- 64 14,707 65.00 16,265 66. 73 - 1,558 
65 + 1,712 7.57 1,870 7. 67 + 213 

Total 22,623 100.00 24,376 100.00 .- 2, 299 

0-14/15-64 p/ 82. 74 75.10 
65 +/15-64 ~ 25. 71 26. 79 

Sum 108.45 101. 89 

Female ~In thousands) 

0-14 5,965 25. 05 5,974 23. 53 843 
15-64 15,782 66. 26 16,926 66. 66 - 1 ,414 
65 + 2,069 8. 69 2,488 9.81 ... 65 . 

Total 23,816 100.00 25 ,388 100.00 

Bot h Sexes ! In thousands l 

0- 14 12,169 26.2) 12, 215 24.55 
15- 64 30 ,489 65.66 33,191 66.69 · 
65 + 3,781 8.14 4,358 8.76 

Total 46,439 100.00 49, 764 100.00 

!} See f ootnot e~ of TABLE 12. 

Jv' See footnote ~ of TABLE 12. 

- 26 -

Est imated population, 
31 Dec. 196o. 
With e~gration of 
170,000 men and 
170 ,000 women per 

year. 

Nwnber ..!.. 

5, 287 23.95 
l/+,707 66.61 
2,083 9.44 

'22,077 100.00 

70.84 
31.52 

102.36 

5,131 22.13 
15,512 66".86 

2, 553 11.01 

23,196 100.00 

10,418 23.01 
30 ,219' 66.75 
4,636 10. 24 

45,273 100.00 



TABLE l4. NUMBER AND. P3RCENTAGES OF POPULATION OF 

INDIA IN THREE MAJOR AGE-GROUPS, 1950 AND 1960 -- ~::::::::-:::==r:=· --~- ::;::;. --;;:q·-~ -- ---~- ·=-····==·-· -=-· · =-+·•·. =··-· ===.:.:.:::=.:..:.:.:..-==: : ·-·-·-·- ... 

Estimated popu- Estimated popu- Effect by 1960 of Estimated population 

I 

lation, 1950. lation 1960. §/ emigrating 1. 72 mil-

Age 

Number % 

0-14 71,005 38. 5 
15- 59 104,127 56.1 
60 f- 9,742 5.4 
Total 184, 874 100.0 . 

0- JJ+/15- 59 y 133. 9 
60 +/15- 59 "§/ 18. 8 

Sum 152. 7 

0-14 68,408 39. 5 
15- 59 94,861 54. 6 
60 + 9,857 5.8 
Total 173,126 100 . 0 

0-14 139,413 38. 9 
15-59 198,988 55.6 
6o ... 19,599 5. 5 

Total 358,000 100.0 

Without mi.gra- lion men and 0.84 
tion since 195Q million women per 

year to keep male 
labour force con­
stant at 1950 

level. ,!v" 

Number o ' 
...e... net emigration -

Mal e (In thousands} 

83,978 39.2 - 3,947 
.117 ,580 54. 7 - 13,451 

12,935 6.1 220 

214 ,493 100.0 - 17,618 

141.5 
2l. O 

162.5 

Female ~In thousands) 

82,430 40.2 - 3,755 
110 ,743 54. 0 - 5, 547 
11,717 5.8 112 

204,8$9 100. 0 - 9,1:lli. 

• Both Sexes ( In thousands) 

166,408 39. 7 - 7,702 
228,323 54. 4 - 18,998 
24,652 5.9 332 

419,383 100.0 - 27 ,032 

1960. ' 
With emigration of 
1.72 million men and 
0. 84 million women 

per year. 

Number 

80 ,031 
104,128 
12,715 

196, 874 

78,675 
105;197 
11 , 605 

195 ,1+77 

178,706 
209,325 
24,320 

412 ,351 

40.7 
52. 7 
6. 6 

100.0 

171. 6 
23.4 

195.0 

40.3 
5.3 . e 
5.9 

100.0 

43.3 
50. 8 
5.9 

100.0 

!/ Estimated on assumptions of constant fertility at the· 1941- 46 level and a gra­
dually declining mortality from the level set by Kingsley Davis' Life Table of 
India, 1931-1940 . . .2/ Including. natural increase of emigrants. Estimated on the basis of cons tant 
fertility at the 1941- 46 level, and constant mortality according t o S.P. Jain's 
All India Life Table, 1941- 1950, Census of India , Paper No. 2, 1954. 

£1 The index of burden of youth dependency is the ratio of boys and girls aged 
O- i4 to men aged 15- 59 years; that of old-age dependency is the ratio of men 
and women aged &J and over to men aged 15-59 year s. 
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APPENDL'{ A. . 

Year 

1934 
1935 
1936 
1937 
1938 
1939 

& 
0) 1940 
I 

19U 
1942 
19h3 I 

19/+4 
1%5 

1946 
19/i? 
1948 
1949 
1950 
1951 
1952 

1953 

COHP!,RI50N OF POPULATION i-iO'; i:J.~ IJTS IHPLL~D IN POPUL,'. TIOIJ ST,\ TIS TICS \-/ITH 
MOV~iEN'l'~~ ACC~QRDH:~ 'fC ~.IQ11ATION STATISTICS , ARGJ::tJTINA 1 1934-1953 

Estimated Births Deat hs Population 
Population, during during + Births 
1 Januo.ry the year the year - Deaths 

(A) (B) (C) (D) 

12,729 ,045 319 ,674 143,065 
12,939 ,573 322 ,020 162,768 • 1 

13 ,147,943 318,662 150,092 1 

13,371 ,734 

I 
320 ,875 155, lil+O 1 

13/i>8,4~8 325 ,869 I 161,715 1 
13 ,840,t>58 328 ,972 149,092 ) 

14,054 ,611 340 ,672 152,105 ] 

14,283,723 341 ,186 149,336 J 

14, 51 9, :'.22 340 ,634 150, 731 ] 

14,755 ,720 360 ,131 150,006 ] 

14, 999 ,050 382 ,084 154, 980 " . 
15,26o,Ol3 388,191 157,785 
15,519,960 386 , 599 149,635 

~ 

15,787,174 398,468 158,059 
16,099, 975 4J.3 ,132 152,648 
16, 519,COO 419 ,656 150, 604 
J.6 , 961,000 438 ,395 154 ,8~6 
17 ,421 ,000 437 ,985 155 ,043 
J.7 ,850 ,000 443, 636 156 , 593 

Difference 
(A- D) 

(E) 

33 ,919 
49,118 
55 ,221 
71 ,259 
68,076 
34,073 
40 , 545 
43,649 
46,595 
34 ,005 
33,859 
29 ,541. 
30 , 250 
72,392 

158, 541. 
172,948 
176,431 
146,058 

83 ,957 

18, 221 ,000 18,137 ,043 
( continued) 
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' APPENDIX._ A. (continued) 

N e t, Immigration 
Ar gentinians Argentinians an:l Aliens by sea 1Uiens by sea, Net permanent immigra-
and aliens by aliens by sea, travelling 1st, travelling 2nd tion of aliens by sea, 

Year · air, sea, travelling 1st , 2nd and 3rd class and 3rd class t ravelling 1st, 2nd 
river and land 2nd and 3rd class and 3rd class 

(Series J.) (Series 2) . (Ser ies 3) (Series 4) (Series 5) 
(F) (G) (H) (I) (J) 

1934 • 

1935 21. , 110 17,789 16,322 15,162 
1936 'Zl ' 2!J7 21,613 19,9.33 18,232 
l.937 43 ,900 29, 836 ?.8 , 6ol 27,166 
1938 ,. 40 ,3'Z'l 27 , 734 26,498 24 ,986 
1939 6,155 6.375 4,916 J,911 
l.940 14 ,402 4,127 3 , 200 J,017 
1941 16,977 2, 53& 2,172 2, 561 
1942 19,295 . 669 512 801 
l.943 6,705 - 6o6 - 661 21 
1944 7,406 · .- 6o2 - 924 2 
1945 3,041 - 1·,300 - l ·,033 - 352 
1946 • 3 ,750 - 785 - 154 - 205 
1947 46,113 30 ,774 31,812 30 ,172 32,663 
1948 .. 138,192 119, 319 118,717 107,252 21 103,464 
1949 157,195 144,431 143,627 133,689 y 1J4,557 
1950 159,863 114,005 113,753 111,42.9 ~ 105 ,:400 
l.951 128,322 82 , 516 90 , 320 y 70,762 
1952 67,25J6 43,094 58,043 21 18,580 

• 1953 

!/ Only this series is available by age and sex. 

Sources: Anuario Estad.istico de la Republica Argentina. Torno I, Compendia, 1948. Sintesis Estadistica 
Hensual de la Republica Argentina. Ano VII. Nos. 8-10, Agosto-Octubre, 1953; United Natior)S 
DemQgraphic Yearbook, 1948-1952. 



~IDIZ B. 
ESTH!ATES OF THE NUMBER OF TRANSIENTS FOR ARGENTINA 

Trnn~ients should be excluded from arrivals and departures in order to obtain 

t:ic nu::,ber:; of micrants to or from Argentina . To estimate the number of transients, 

1·:-:: hr,ve calculated t he difference bet ween the number of arrivals, for each sex, 

.'.!ccordin'._; t o seri es (1 ) 2.nd seri es (4) , a ssuming the latter to be an approximation 

of tha nUL7ber of perm.anent i rwigr ants .J/ (See Colll111:1 III of Table 1) . We have also 

Cc'.J.n:.1-'.' tcd the difference between the nwnbers. of departures of each_ sex shown by 

tr!·~ t·.r•.) ser ies . ( Col umn VI of Table 1). Of the two differences in Columns III and 

n: 0f Tt,bl.c 1 , i·,c have chosen the one which gave the lower values .as our maximum 

-:::sti::.?tc of the number of transients . 

·::car 

J. 91.6 
l ~:!, 7 
1%8 
19/..9 
1S50 
1951 
1 952 

1 (Jl,6 

19'1.7 
1948 
1949 
1950 
1951 
1952 

TABLE 1. Ea.xi.mum Estimate of Number of Transients based on 

Difference between Series (1) and (4) 

fl.ecorded Recorded Difference Recorded Recorded 
arrival s arrivals ( I rr.inus II) deoartures departures 

.Series ( 1) Series C4) Se~ies (1) Series (4.) 
(I ) (II) ( III) (IV) (V) 

Yiale 

?J.4 ,212 2,476 y 211 ,736 218 ,420 3,239 y 
2'/1 ,312 23 ,860 y '2J+7 ,452 254 ,140 6,259 "if 
365 ,825 75,208 290,617 281 ,446 9,272 
379 ,930 

i 97 ,787 282,14.3 282 ,196 12,018 
398 ,1 59 81 , 503 ' 316,656 308 ,150 18, 26o 
329 ,272 55 ,924 273,348 268, 510 . 18,498 
221+,366 li.0,112 184,254 195 , 916 23 ,094 

Female 

137, 230 1,946 y 135,284 129,272 1,388 y 
180 ,963 15, 254. y 165,709 152,022 2,683 ~ 
21+5 ,379 45 ,050 200 ,329 191,566 3,734 
261,980 53 ,200 208,780 202, 519 5,280 
294 ,339 55 ,2.74 239,065 223 ,885 7,088 
265 ,661 52,894 212,767 198,101 8,753 
180,736 41 ,025 139,711 141,980 14,845 

Difference 
(Ilf minus V) 

(VI) 

215 ,181 
247 ,881 
272 ,174 
270,178 
290 ,490 
250 ,012 
172,822 

127,884 
149, 339 
187, 832 
197,239 
Zl.6 , 797 
189,348 
127,135 

a-' Data wer e not given by sex. Their distribution by sex has -~en made ~n the 
'::/ basis of t he sex r atios of alien migrants to and from Argentina __ ~or six 

~uropean countries . 

J:,/ Series (5) gives the t otal of permanent migrants , but not by sex. Hence , we 
chose Series (4) . 
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APPENDIX B . . (cont inued) 

We then select ed the seri es of Argentinian arrivals as the minimum estimate 

of the number of t ransients . ( S T bl 2) • ee a e • Finally, the average of these two 

estiroates was taken. (Table 3) . 

Year 

1946 
1947 
1948 
1949 
1950 
1951 
1952 

Year 

1946 
1947 
1948 
1949 
1950 
1951 
1952 

TABLE 2. 
1·iinimum Estimate of Number of Transients based on 

Argentinian Arrivals according to Series (1) 

Recorded Argentinian Arrivals and Departures c.ccording to ~_; t:: r i e:; (1) 

A r rivals D e p a r t u r e s 

lr.a.J.e Female ~ Fe1iiale 

(I) (II) (III ) (IV) 
------

73 ,630 46,786 73 , O?.l 46 ,173 
91 ,433 58 ,790 88,866 56,995 

109,289 73 ,446 106,082 69,1C4 
96 ,372 62,046 94 ,098 61 ,375 

102,927 66,007 98,207 62,361 
92,568 57,757 89 ,139 53 , 662 
62,831 39 ,910 60 , 313 36 ,161 

TABLE 3. 
l~stimc.ted Numbers of Transients 

Estimated Estimated Estimated i;Uillber of Tr ansient s 

upper limit lower limit (average of upper a nd lower 
li.J:lit s ) 

Mal~ Female Male Female !:ale Fe: .. alc 

215 ,181· 127, 884 73 ,630 46 ,786 144,405 87,335 

?.47,381 149, 339 91 ,433 58,790 169,657 104,064 

272 ,174 187,332 109, 289 73,446 190,731 130,b'.39 

270 ,178 197, 239 96 ,372 62 ,046 183,275 129,642 

290 ,490 ?J.6 ,797 102,927 66,007 196,708 lU ,4.02 

250 ,012 189, 348 92, 568 57 ,757 171, 290 123,552 

172,822 127,135 62,831 39, 910 117,826 83,522 

- ·• 
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A~Pl::HDIX B. (continued) 

An evaluation of the ff t f th e ec o e number of transients on net migration was 

made, for males, for the 1rears 1949 and 1952. Th ~ e result is given in. Table 4. 

TABLE 4. 
Effects of Transients on Recorded Net 

Ytl.gration, Males , Argentina , 1949 and 1950 

Recorded net Estimated net rnibration 

' 
migration EJ ( i.Intr.igrant s minus emi-

Age (arrivals minus grants) based on recorded Diff ere nee as ,~ 
departures) arrivals and de~,artures , Difference of recorded net 

transients being taken migration 
into account. 

For the Year 1qi9 

0-9 .,- 37,990 .;. 20,910 I 17,0$0 45 
10-19 + 45,527 .;. 25,716 19,811 44 
20 ... 29 + 63,998 .;. 40,907 23,091 36 

• 30- 39 + 22, 5CO .;. 22 ,528 · 28 0 
40-49 - 20,782 .;. 809 21,591 104 
50-59 - 28,148 - 6,502 21 ,646 77 
60-69 - 17,632 - 4,949 12,683 72 
70-79 - 5,361 - 1,547 3,814 71 
80-89 - 338 l - 118 220 65 

Total 97,754 97,754 C 0 

For the Year 1952 

0-9 + 21,662 t 10,687 I 10,975 51 
10-19 + 25,551 + 12,821 I 12,730 50 
20-29 .. 32,964 t 18,125 I 14,8.39 45 
30-.39 ♦ 6,541 .. 6,553 12 0 
40-49 - 19,451 - 5,571 13,880 71 
50-59 - 21,630 - ?,TJ..1+ 13,916 64 
60-69 - 12,995 - 4,851 8,144 63 
70-79 - 3, 927 - 1,476 2,451 62 
80-89 - 235 - 94 141 60 

Total 28,480 28,480 0 0 

y Assuming no transients. 

The last column shows that transients affect greatly t.he age composition of 

"net migrants". Hence, it is important to t ake transients into account. 
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