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/ SOME NOTES ON INCOME DISTRIBUTION IN THE
PHILIPPINES

by

Dr. Clarence L. Barber

Senior Adviser on National Income Statistics

Statistical Center, University of the Philippines

The recent completion of a survey of family in come and ex
penditures in the Philippines has made it feasible to undertake
some analysis of the country's income distribution.t In this note
I shall compare the income distribution .in the Philippines
with that of other countries, assess the degree of income
inequality in different sectors of the economy, analyze the
sources of income at different income levels,' evaluate
the change that has occurred. in the income distribution over
the past decade and consider a few factors that contribute
to the inequality of income distribution in the Philippines.

The data in Table 1 compare the distribution of family
income in the Philippines with the distribution in the United
States and India. In comparison with the United States we
find that incomes in the Philippines are much more unequally
distributed. Thus, the top 5 percent of all income earners
received 27.6 percent of total family income here in 1956
compared with only 20.4 percent for the Unitted States in
1950. Similarly, the top quintile received 55.1 percent of
family income in the Philippines but only 45.7 percent in the
United States. On the other hand, the shares received by the
lowest quintile are similar in both countries, 4.4 percent in

1 The Philippine Statistical Survey ofHouseholds Bulletin, Series No.4,

Family Income and Expenditure. The author is grateful to the director

of the survey, Mr. Perfecto Franche, for making available additional un
published dataobtained'in this survey,
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INCOME DISTRIBU'I.'ION IN THE PHILIPPINES

the Philippines and 4·8 percent the United States. However, the
share of total income received by .the second, third and fourth
quintiles, families at intermediate income levels, is in each case
higher in the United States than it is in Philippines.

Compared with India income distribution in the Philip
pines shows about the same degree of concentration at the
top, end of the income scale but a slightly larger share goes
to the middle income groups. rhus,. In both countries [he
top quintile receive about 55 percent of total family income but
in the third and fourth quintile the shares received in the
philippines, 12 and 10 percent, are appreciably larger than the
corresponding shares for India, 11 and 16 percent (see Table 1).
On the other hand the lowest quintile in India receive a larger
share, 8 percent, than they do in the Philippines where their
share is only 4.4 percent.

Thus far comparisons have been based on income before
payment of personal income tax. The use of after-tax data
would give an even more unequal income distribution for the
philippines as compared with the United States. Thus, on
an after-tax baSIS the top quintile received 54.1 percent of
total family income in the Philippines compared with 43.S
percent in the United States.s No data is available on the
distribution of family income after taxes for India.

Further analysis of data for the Philippines indicates that
family income is more equally distributed' in rural areas than
it is in urban areas or in Metropolitan Manila (see Table 2).
The top ten percent of all families received some 30 percent
of total family income for the rural areas compared with 35.6
percent for the top decile in urban. areas outside Manila and

2 A comparison of the income tax rates in effect in Canada and the

Philippines in given in Tahle 5. Personal income tax rates in the United

States are roughly comparable to those in effect in Canada.
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TABLE 1
DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILY INCOME

THE PHILIPPINES, THE UNITED STATES AND INDIA

Philippines
United States India

Quintile Total Percent
Percent Percent(Million Pesos)

First 259 4.4 4.8

Second 477 8.2 11.0

Third 722 12.4 16.2 11

Fourth 1,156 19.9 22.3 16

Fifth 3,209 55.1 45.7 55

Total 5,824 100.0 100.0 100

Top 5% 1,610 27.6 20.4

Data for the Philippines are for 1956..57. Data for the United States
are for 1950. Data for India are for 1949·50

SOurce: ,Data for the Philippines were estimated from income data

given in the Philippine Statistical Survey of Households Bulletin
Series No.4, Family Income and Expenditure.

Data for the United States are taken from Income Distrjbution ,in
the United States U.S. Department of Commerce, 1953.

Data for Indi~ areas given by S. Kuznet in "Eeonomlc Growth and
Income Inequality," American Eeonomie Review, March, 1955.
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Percent
Decile

Philippines

Total I
Income

(millions)

TABLE 2
DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILY INCOME BY DECILES

IN THE PHILIPPINES, 1956-57

I

'Metro~~it,_an Manila 1_ Urban e~~, Man,Ua -~ I' R",ural_,PhiliPPines
Total i Total i . Total I

Income I Percent Income I ,percent, Income I Percent
(millions) (millions) (millions)

First p 99 1.7 f' 20 1.6 P 33 1.7' P 61 2.3
Second 160 2.7 37 2.9 57 2.9 9~ 3.7
Third 214 3.7 47 3.7 78 4.0 124 4.7
Fourth 263 4.5 57 4.6 98 5.0 148 5.7
Fifth 323 5.6 70 5.6 121 6.2 In- 6.8
Sixth 399 6.9 85 6.8 147 7.5 2H- 8.1
Seventh 503 8.1i 105 'U 178 9.1 254 9.8
Eigth 653 11.2 225 11.4 318 12.2
Ninth 917 15.7 838 665 327 16.7 429 16.5
Tenth 2,292 39.4 698 35.6 785 30.2
Total 5,824 100.0 1,261 100.0 1,961 100.0 2,602 100.0
Top 50/0 1.610 27.6 n.a. n.a, 495 19.0

So~reel Calculated from data supplierlby the Philippine Statistical Survey of Households.



INCOME DISTRIBUTION iN THE PHILIPPINES

39.4 percent in the country as a whole. For all deciles below
the top two, the share received in rural areas was larger than
that received in either Metropolitan Manila or in urban
areas outside of Manila.

Because of the greater degree of equality in income distribu
tion in agriculture, Simon Kuznets has argued that the shift to
wards industry and urbanization that normally accompanies
economic growth is likely to lead to a more unequal income
distribution.3 Available data for the Philippines, though not
conclusive, tend to confirm this view. The distribution of
family income for 1956-57 is more unequal than the distribution
of personal income for 1948 as published by Abraham in his
report on national incorne.s The top 10 percent of all income
earners received only 30.9 percent of total income in 1948
compared with the 39.4 percent of all family income recipients
in 1956-57. Since personal income is normally more unequally
distributed than family income the difference would pre
sumably be even larger if data on family income were available
for 1948.5

However, for a number of reasons this result should be
treated with considerable caution. Copies of the Census schedule
used in 1948 and the instructions to enumerators indicate
that people were asked to report income from their usual oc
cupation only. This was supplemented by a separate question
asking for information on income from any additional oc-

3 "Economic Growth and Income Inequality," American Economic

Review, March, 1955.

4 The National Income of the Philippines and its Distribution,

United Nations, New York, 1952, Table X.

5 Some evidence on this point given in D. Cole and J.E.G Utting,

"The Distribution of Households and Individual Income," Income and

W.,alth Series VI, Bowes, London, 1957.
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Size Class

TABLE 3
DISTRIBUTION OFFAMILY INCOME BY SIZE OF AND

SOURCE OF INCOME THE PHILIPPINES, 1956-57

'I Source of Income

i" TqW"I - ...s-: ~__r~~~tl ~ ..,_,_, __ .,..._. " _
IAll Types I ' Wages.and Salarie$_'~~.. _I· __~~~p-=e~e~~~~.c0~':" _

_ ~ "_ i Total. I Ag~~__ 1Non-Agric 1Total I Agric I Npn-Agric : Own Use

Less-than 1'250 100.0 .: 11.0 7.3 3.7 9.7 ;4.3
p 250:- 499 100.0 .,,(j 15.0 10.0 5.0 13.1 5.1

500'- 624 roao 20.2 12.2 7.9 13.9 3.0
625- 749 100.0 21.2 11.6· 9.7 12.9 3.1
750- 874 100.0 24.6 12.4 12.2 12.5 3.4

875- 999 100.0 25.5 11.6 13.9 61.6 45.3 13.1 3.2'
1,000- 1,249 100.0 31.7 14.8 17.0 55.6 40.6 11.0 4.0:
1,250?- 1,499 100.0 37.4 15.8 21.6 48.9 36.0 10.0 2.9
1,500- 1,749 100.0 40.4 12.7 27.6 46.9 33.9 7.7 5.4
1,750- 1,999 100.0 51.5 16.6 34.9 35.5 24.2 7.0 4.3

2,000- 2,499 100.0 52.7 15.1)· 37.8 33.5 23.5 6.6 3.3':
2,500- 2,999 100.0 53.8 15.f 38.7 32.4' 20.3 6.9 "S:2:
3,000''-- 3,999 100.0 '57.3 18.5 38.8 26.1 13.6 4.6 '7.9'
4,000';';" 4,999 100.0 65.8 18.0'· 47.8 16.3 8.9 1.7, 5.8:'
5,000 and 100.0 63.8 23.0 40.8 14.0 6.2 .6 7.2



TABLE 3 (CONTINUED)

_."-_._--.'._.-_.__.
Income from Sources other than Work

(Percent)
Size Class

I~=d IN~:~;~ I0W;::~\,~~:es / ~~~~~:S:s & ',/o~er
r····_·,. ___ ·_······__··____

Less than 1'250 24.2 2.7 .3 8.3 0.0 12.8
p 250- 499 18.1 2.5 .3 7.1 .1 8.1

500- 624 14.4 2.3 .3 6.0 .1 5.7
625- 749 15.0 2.3 .3 5.3 .2 6.9
750- 874 13.6 1.9 ..4 4.9 .1 6.3

875- 999 12.9 1.8 .3 4.9 .4 5.4
~

1.000- 1,249 12.7 1.5 .6 4.5 .5 5.6
1,250- 1,500 13.8 1.2 .7 4.5 .6 6.8
1,500- 1.749 12.7 1.1 .4 4.6 .4 6.2
1,750- 1,999 13.0 1.1 .9 3.7 4. 6.9

2,000- 2,499 13.8 .7 4.4 .2 7.7
2,500- 2,999 13.8 .6 3.9 .2 8.4
3,000- 3,999 16.6 1.9 4.1 .2 9.7
4,000- 4,999 17.8 1.5 5.6 .7 9.5
5,000 & 22.2 2.9 7.3 1.4 10.5

Sourc~: Calculated from data supplied by tJ:e Philippine Statistical Sun'cy of Households, Bureau of Census and Statistics.



INCOME DISTRIBUTION IN THE PHILIPPINES

cupation. Individuals were not asked to report their total in
come including from investments. Since investment income
is usually more important at higher income levels it is likely
that Mr. Abraham's understate the degree of inequality that
existed in 1948. Further, on a somewhat arbitrary basis in
comes were apparently assigned to unpaid family workers.
However, it is difficult to determine what effect this latter
addition may have had on the overall distribution.

Data for 1956-57also make possible analysis of the relative
unportance of different sources of income at various income
'levels (see Table 3). These data indicate that for all incomes
below 5,000 pesos, salaries and wages become an increasingly
important source of income as the income level rises, increas
ing from 11 percent of total income in the lowest income class,
less than 250 pesos, up to 65.8 percent in the income class 4,000
to 4,999 pesos. Salaries and wages are slightly less important
in the highest income class, 5,000 pesos and over, but still
account for 63.8 percent of total family income in this class.

These data also show that the share of entrepreneurial
income in total family income declines in. importance as the
income level rises. This is true over most income range for
both agricultural and non-agricultural income. Thus the
share of agricultural entrepereneurial income declines from
48.4 percent of total income in the class 500 to 624 pesos to
6.2 percent for the income class of 5,000 pesos and over. For
non-agricultural' entrepreneurial income the corresponding
decline is from 13.9 percent to .6 percent, This latter result
is surprising for data in the United States indicate that en~

trepreneurial income is largest relative to total family income
at fairly high income levels.

Another surprising result is the steady decline in farm
landlord income as a percent of total family income as the
income size class increases. Farm landlord income, which
amounts to 2.7 percent of family income in the lowest income
size, falls to .2 percent of the total for income in excess of
5,000 pesos.
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A more expected result is shown by income from the
rental of other properties and from interest and dividends on
investments. For these two groups combined the share of
total income accounted for rises from about .4 percent at the
lowest income levels to 4.3 percent for those families with
incomes in excess of 5,000 pesos

A commonly expressed view about the Philippines is that
the income distribution is very unequal and that much of this
inequality is due to the large proportion of agricultural land
in the hands of old families, the possessors of landed estates.
Because of this common view and in the light of our finding
above that farm landlord income declined as a proportion of
total family income as the income level rose, it will be useful
to examine available data on the concentration of ownership
of agricultural land.

The 1948 Census of Population and Agriculture collected
data on the land owned by households and published data on
the ownership of agricultural land by size of holding. Analysis
of this data yielded the results presented in Table 4. These
data show that the 5 percent of all family holders of agricult
ural land with the largest holdings owned some 46 percent of
the agricultural land in the Philippines. In contrast, the bot
tom 40 percent, the group with the smallest landholding, held
only 6.0 percent of the total agricultural land area. Further
analysis shows that even among the top 5 percent many of
the landholdings are comparatively small. Thus, the top 1
percent of all landholders includes all landholdings above 47
hectares in size. The second, third, fourth and fifth percent
iles all held land in the size range from 20.5 to 47 hectares.

On the following basis a rough estimate can. be made of
the income that might be derived from the ownership of this
land if it were rented out to tenants. Assume that the land
is planted to palay, that it yields an average of 28 cavans per
hectare, that the landlord receives a third of the crop net of
all operating costs and that the price of palay is 10 pesos per
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INCOME DISTRIBUTION IN THE PHILIPPINES

cavan. The . landlord would· then receive as his share 8.4
cavans per hectare, less say .4 cavans for land taxes, or a net
return of 80 pesos per hectare. For the top 1 percent of all
landholders this would give a return of 144.6 million pesos.
If we assume that all this goes to families with an annual
income of 5,000 pesos or more per year (47 hectares would
give an annual income of 3,760 pesos on this basis) then
we can say that income from land amounts to just a little over
10 percent of total income for this group. In fact, of course;
a substantial portion of this land will be owner-operated and
the return to land will appear as part of farm entrepreneurial
income.f Nonetheless,this analysis does suggest that the
popular impression overestimates the importance of agricult
ural land as a source of income in the Philippines. It may well
be that agricultural land is now much less important as a
source of income for families in the highest income groups than
urban real estate and commercial and industrial properties
although it undoubtedly is still an important factor for those
in the middle income groups. The above analysis must be
qualified by recognition of the fact that some landowners may
obtain a much higher net return than 80 pesos per hectare
through higher productivity and the production of specialized
crops. However, it seems unlikely that this group would be
of sufficient importance to affect fundamentally the conclu
sions reached here.

Although it is easy to suggest other factors which help to
explain the inequality of income distribution in the Philippines
there are as yet little statistical data to evaluate their exact
importance. An exception here is family size. Data from
the P.S.S.H survey show that almost half of all families in the
Philippines have 6 or more members and at least 60 percent of

The total of agricultural entrepreneurial income plus farm landlord

income reported for families with incomes in excess of 5,000 pesos

was only about 90 million pesos..This suggests that there may been

some under..reporting in'these categories.
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the families in this group have two or more income earners.
Median family income rises steadily with size of family and
families with 10 or more members earned a median income
of 1,706 pesos in 1956-S7 more than three times the median
income of families with just 2 persons. The very marked
importance of salaries and wages in non-agricultural activities
as a source of income for families in the income class of 5,000
pesos' 'and uver suggests that education, may be an important
factor in explaining income differences, especially higher edu
cation including graduate study abroad, Because of the
heavy concentration of the Philippines population in the
younger age groups it could undoubtedly be shown that age and
experience are other important factors contributing to the
present pattern of income distribution. Again there can be
little doubt that the large number of people who work for only
a few months of the year are a major factor in accounting for
the large number of families at relatively low income levels.
When additional data becomes available it may be useful to
make some analysis of the contribution each of these factors
makes to the pattern of income distribution in the Philippines.

In concluding this discussion it may be useful to make
some evaluation of the accuracy of the income distribution
obtained in the P.S.S.H. survey of Family Income and Expen
diture. Even if total income were understated in this survey
the measure of the degree of inequality of distribution would
not be affected provided all income levels were understated to
an equal extent. However, there are some reasons for be
Heving the amount of understatement may be larger for the
higher income levels. The income class of 5,000 pesos annual
income or higher which accounts for about 24 percent of total
family income is based on a sample of only some 320 families
so the sampling error for this class may be larger than at
other income levels. We have already referred to some evi
dence which suggests· that farm landlord .income is. under
stated. The amount reported as paid in direct. taxes in the
P.S.S.H survey, 33 million pesos, provides further. evidence
of understatement. The National Income· Branch's estimate
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of personal direct taxes for 1956 is .141 million pesos. Since
the largest of these tax sources, personal income tax, is
paid to a very large extent by families with in excess of 5,000
pesos, this also suggests a serious undestatement in income
and taxes at the higher income levels. In addition, according
to the P·S.S.H. survey, families with incomes of 5,000 pesos or
higher, received only 9 million pesos in the form of non-agricul
tural entrepreneurial incomes.

This estimate is difficult to reconcile with the results of a
Central Bank survey of professional incomes for 1956. On the
oasis of the latter survey it was estimated that some 37,000
professionals in private practice earned some 217 million
pesos in 1956, and average of just under 6,000 pesos each.
Again the estimate that total income received. in the form of
mterest and dividends amounted to only 33 million pesos is
difficult to reconcile with the estimate of the National Income
Hranch that 98 million pesos was paid in the form of dividends
alone in 1956. Since dividends usually are received to a very
large extent by people in the higher income groups this provides
another reason for. believing that incomes in the top income
levels may be underestimated to an appreciable degree. To the
extent that this is true the estimate contained in this paper
understate the degree of inequality in income distribution in
the Philippines.
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TABLE 4
DISTRIBUTION OF THE OWNERSHIP OF AGRICULTURAL

LAND IN THE PHILIPPINES. 1948

Class
Size

I
,Size of Holding 1

(hectare)

Top .07% 300 and over 792 11.6

Top .3% 100 and over 1,249 18.3

Top 1% 47 and over 1,807 26.5

Top 5 % 20.5 and over 3,138 46.0

2nd 50/0 10.8 to 20.5 873 12.8

2nd Decile 5.8 to 10.8 929 13.6

2nd Quintile 2.7 to 5.8 956 14.0

3rd Ouintile 2.7 512 7.5

4th Ouintile .8 to 1.6 288 4.2

5th Ouintile 0 to 1.8
123

No data were available in the census on the size of holdings in

excess .of 400 hectares. However. a recent study of landed

estates based on data from municipal officials indicated that
1.000 hectares was a reasonable estimate for this group so this

figure was used. See A.P Sorongon, A Special Study of Landed .
Estates in the Philippines, I.C.A, Manila, 1955.

Source: 1948 Census of PopuJatioru and Agriculture, Vol. III, Table Z7.

PP.2285..2297.
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TABLE 5
A COMPARISON OF PERSONAL INCOME TAX RATES

IN CANADA AND THE PHILIPPINES

CANADA \ PHILIPPINES

Income
Tax [Tax as Percent

Income ipa~:l~IT~ ;:~:~Payable I of Income

Dollars Dollars Percent Pesos Pesos Percent

1,000 0 2,000

3,000 0 0 6,000 12 1.2

5,000 284 5.7 10,000 180 1.8

7,000 657 9.4 14,000 680 4.9

10,000 1,320 13.2 20,000 2.040 10.2

20,000 4,861 24.3 40,000 7,920 19.8

50,000 19,501 39.0 100,000 34,080 34.1

250,000 151,881 60.7 500,OOP 260,840 52.2

1,000,000 736,736 73.7 2,000,000 1,160,780 58.0

NOTE: Data are for a married man with two 1ependent children. Data
for both countries are based-on rates-in effect for 1959.
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JURBAN.RURAL DIFFERENTIALS IN THE FERTILITY
OF MARRIED WOMEN IN THE PHILIPPINES IN 1956"

by

KATHLEEN M. JUPP

In the countries which are experiencing .high and rising
rates of population increase, the course of the demographic
transition in the West has appeared to hold out the hope of an
eventual slackening of the rates of population growth. But
the recent experience of a number of underdeveloped
countries suggests the· need for extreme caution in predicting
future trends in population increase; for it now appears that,
whereas declines in mortality may precede economic develop
ment, there is some minimum standard of economic develop
ment which must be reached before any substantial decline in
fertility is likely to occur as a result of economic change. It
also appears that the rapid growth rates consequent upon the
reduction in mortality may make it difficult to accomplish the
economic and social changes that led to the reduction of fert
ility in the West.l

Leaving aside the question of changes in the level of
mortality and considering only the trend of fertility, the usual
explanation of events in the West has been that economic
change involves concentrations of population in urban areas,
where the traditional social and cultural values which favour
large famiJes are subject to modification, beginning amongst

1 Coale, A.J. and Hoover, E.M.: Population Growth and Economic

Development in Low-Income Countries, Princeton, 1958, Chapter II.

* Paper read before the Eighth Annual Conference of the Philippine

Statistical Association, July 1960.
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DIFFERENTIALS ON lo'ERTILITY OF MARRIED WOMEN

higher income groups and gradually spreading to lower income
groups.

In view of the high estimated rate of population growth
in the Philippines, and despite the warnings that the theory of
the demographic transition has yet to be established as of
general application, it may be of interest to consider whether
there is any evidence of relatively low fertility in urban areas
which might in time spread to other areas, eventually bringing
about a substantial reduction in the rate of population growth.

For the first time in this country, in the May, 1956round of
the Philippine Statistical Survey of Households, demographic
data were collected on a specifically urban-rural basis, and
urban-rural differentials in marital fertility may be examined
by the use of the data relating to the number of children borne
by "ever married" women (that is, married, widowed and
divorced or separated women) by the present age of the women
and by their age at first marriage.s

There are two preliminary difficulties:

1. The Survey having been taken on a sample basis, the
sampling errors associated with the estimates derived from the
sample should be taken into account, but it was not possible
with the information available at the time of writing to obtain
the values.

2. Urban areas were distinguished from rural areas in
the Survey on the following basis: the former included
Metropolitan Manila (as a separate region), chartered cities,

2 I wish to thank the lltaff of the Philippine Statistical Survey of

Households for making the data available, and also to; acknowledge the

very considerable amount of work done by Miss Erlinda Tiaoqui, a former

student of the Statistical Center, on the tabulations of the data.
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provincial capitals and poblaciones of municipalities, while the
barrios not included in that definition constituted the rural
areas. Non-household population was excluded from both
categories. Considering the fact that in some municipalities
the poblacion does not differ greatly from the barrio with
respect to the degree of urbanization, there is probably some
overlap between the urban and the rural categories which may
affect the conclusions drawn.

To minimize the effects of both factors, I have dealt as
far as possible only with differences between Metropolitan
Manila and the rural areas because it was between those two
areas that the differences were greatest and therefore
the more likely to be statistically significant, and because the
undoubtedly urban character of Metropolitan Manila will res
trict the effects of the overlaps between urban and rural areas
to the rural sector. In the tables in the Appendix, however,
the data for all three areas are shown.

The reports given by women of the numbers of children
borne to them were compiled from the statements regarding the
number of children who were still living at the time of the
Survey and the number who had been born alive but had since
died. When the average numbers of children born alive to
women in each five-year age group were examined, there
were irregularities which suggested mis-statement of age, and
from age 30 years I have combined the data into broader age
groups. I have also omitted the very small number of women
aged under 15 years in 1956 who were married.

In Metropolitan Manila, "ever married" women aged 15 years
and over had borne an average of 4.50 children while in the
rural areas, the average number of children was 5.32. As can be
seen in Table 1, the relatively high fertility of married women
in the rural areas is reflected not only in the figures for all
married women but in each age group of married women, and
was especially marked amongst women aged 45-59 years. As
it is unlikely that these women would bear more children, the
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DIFFERENTIALS ON FERTILITY OF MARRIED WOMEN

average of 6.14 children per married woman in Metropolitan
Manila as compared with the average of 7.64 in the rural areas
may be regarded as an indication of the difference in the size
of the completed family in the two areas.

Table 1 - Average Numbers of Live-Born Children per
"Ever Married" Woman by Present Age of Women

Present Age Metropolitan Rural
Manila Areas

-----.-.._----

15 and over 4.50 5.32

15-19 0.66 0.84
20-24 1.78 1.96
25-29 2.87 3.59
30-44 5.10 5.94
45-59 6.14 7.64

60 and over 6.32 7.34

The existence of the fertility differential in each age group
indicates that such differences are not the product of recent
influences and, unless serious errors of statement have affected
the average family size reported by some age groups of women,
married women in Metropolitan Manila have been less fertile
than rural women since the early years of this century.

Clearly, such differences could be the effect of differences
in the pattern of age at marriage in the two areas, or of a
modification in Metropolitan Manila of the social and cultural
attitudes which favour large families, or of a combination of
both influences. In fact, in the Philippines as in many other
countries, age of women at marriage has been lower in the
rural areas, as appears from the following table of the propor
tions of women marrying at specified ages.

63



Table 2 - Proportions Per Cent of Women in each Age Group
Marrying at Specified Ages

Present I Age at First Marriage

~_~:.. __~~~=__=? :~~~1~-=~9 _I_~~._~~~~:i __.N!~.
Metropolitan Manila

20-·24
25-29

.3Q-44
45-59

60 and over

22.6 I
30.9 I 28.9

38.01 29.3
40.6 30.2
34.1 27.8

17.1
13.2
16.5

7~ 11.1
11.4 I

Rural Areas

20-24

I
42.3

I
I 1.9

25-29 446 30.3 -

I

1.2
30--44 481 25.0 10.6 - 2.2
45-59

I
48.7

I
27.0 7.6 6.1 1.6

tiO and over 45.2 24.9 8.8 4.4 2.0

The principal points of interest are, first, the relatively very
low proportion of women in Metropolitan Manila who married
before 20 years of age, and the relatively high proportions who
married at later ages, particularly at ages 25-29 years; and,
secondly, the decline in both areas, but especially in the,metro
polis. in the proportion' of women who in recent years ril'rried
before 20 years of age. The difference in the pattern of age at
marriage may be conveniently summarized in the difference
between median age at marriage in the two areas: whereas in
the rural areas, the median age at marriage was 19.11 years,
in Metropolitan Manila the median was 20.47 years. Postpone-
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ment of marriage is one of the most obvious of the factors
which may account for relatively low fertility, and its effect in
both Metropolitan Manila and the rural areas may be seen in
the lower fertility of women who married at later ages in each
area.

Table 3 - Average Numbers of Live-Born Children per "Ever
Married" Woman, by Age of Women at First
Marriage

Age at Marriage Metropolitan Manila I Rural Areas

All ages 4.50 5.32

Under 15 6.55 7.05
15-19 4.96 5.62
20-24 4.47 5.01
25-29 3.30 4.32

30 and over 2.45 3.04

It is perhaps not so obvious that. there should appear a
consistent pattern of lower fertility in Metropolitan Manila
than in the rural areas amongst women who were married at
comparable ages: and, in order to allow for possible effects of
differences in the distribution by present age of the women
married at each specified age, it is necessary to consider pre
sent age in conjunction with age at marriage. This is, in effect,
an attempt to compare the fertility of groups of women of the
same present age and the same duration of marriage. The
data for this comparison are shown in Table B of the Appendix
for the rural areas, for both urban areas, and for the Philippines
as a whole. In Table 4, they are shown in a slightly different .
form to facilitate comparison between Manila and the rural
areas.
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Table 4 - Average Numbers of Live-Born Children per "Ever
Married" Woman by Present Age of Women and
Age at First Marriage

i -A;e~-I P-:;:esent - --- Age at FIrst Marriage

I ,Age I Under 15 I 15-19 \ 20-24 I25-291~
'~----- I I :-
I et. Manila 15-19 - 065 - - I -
I lural areas 1.82 0.76 I

I~et. Manila 20-24 4.00 2.24 0.95
tural areas 2.64 2.23 1.13

~et. Manila 25-29 6.00 3.76 2.60 0.67
ural areas 5.24 4.25 2.70 2.00

30-44 7.42

I

6.36 4.87 3.37 1.27
6.93 6.84 5.56 3.78 3.09

I et. Manila 45-59 7.22 6.38 7.25 4.25 3.07
ural areas 9.77 8.52 7.49 5.19 2.77

et, Manila 60 and I 5.50

I

7.36 6.95 5.38 3.44
ural areas over 7.79 8.28 6.81 6.73 3.56

!

----------------'------
The results do not present a consistent pattern of differences

in fertility in the two areas over all age groups of married
women; but amongst women aged 25 years or more in 1956
who married at or above 15 years of age, marital fertility was
generally lower in Metropolitan Manila than in the rural'.eas.
The consistency of the fertility differences in these age groups'
suggests that differences in age at marriage are not a sufficient·
explanation of the relatively low fertility of married women in
Manila. In addition to the higher age at marriage already
remarked on, it appears that in Manila influences have beep
operating which favour a family size which (though by no
means small in comparison with other countries) is smaller
than that observed in the rural areas.
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It should be noted, however, that the direction of the
,Qltterences was not uniform in all age groups of marriage
taken in conjunction with present age. In some .mstances,
rerunty was nrgner in MetropOlitan Manila than In either the
rural areas or me urban areas other than Manila (snown in
Table H of the Appendix), and, in some instances, ternuty was
nighest in the uroan areas exclusive of Mall1la. If the errors
in the data could be assessed with accuracy, the exceptions to
the pattern of higher fertility in the rural areas might be re
garded as of minor importance: for example, the relatively
nigh fertility of some women in the urban areas outside Manila
may reflect the inclusion of areas which are rural rather than
urban in character. Again, the high fertility in Metropolitan
Manila of women who married before 15 years of age might
reasonably. be disregarded because of the small numbers or
women involved and because, whatever differences in attitudes
to child-bearing might possibly be thought to exist, they would
be least effective, one would think, amongst girls married at
the very earliest ages, whether in urban or in rural areas.
Moreover, errors of statement are fairly common in the col
lection of fertility data, and might distort the values obtained
in some age groups. Of course, the correct assessment of
errors, if it were possible to make such an assessment,
might reduce rather than intensify the pattern of higher rur al
Ierulity observed in the Survey.

The following consideration may give some point to the
importance of urban-rural fertility differentials, irrespective of
whether these differences are accounted for by differences in
age at marriage or differences in attitudes towards size of
family: if the estimated 4.1 million married women in the
Philippines in 1956 had borne the same average number of
children as did married women in Metropolitan Manila (4.50).
total births reported by married women would have been 18.5
millions instead of 21.3 millions. This difference of 2.8 mil
lions can scarcely be regarded as negligible in relation to the
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size of the total population, and is an indication of the effect
which might be exerted on the rate of growth of the popula
tion if fertility levels were uniform over the country at the level
observed in Metropolitan Manila. If, as the May 1956 round
of the Survey suggests, there has already occurred in Manila
some lessening of the traditional adherence to the large family
pattern, the Philippines may be in the early stages of a transi
tion which in the long run may reduce the general level of
tertility. Even though the evidence cannot be regarded as
conclusive, it is at least an indication of the need for careful
consideration of other relevant material as it becomes avail
able. Studies of the relationship between family size and in
come in each area would be especially useful in supporting or
refuting the urban-rural fertility differential observed in 1956.

Table A - Females Aged 15 Years and Over by Present Age;
. "Ever Married" Women by Present Age and Age at

First Marriage, May 1956 (In Thousands)

Present ITOtal N0'l Age at First Marriage

Ag~ of Women All Ages \ Under 15115-:19 I 20-24/ 25-29 i 30 lit over I NS

phi lip pin es~*

15 &; over 6,187 I 4,132 190 /2,098 1,213 381 164
1

96

I
16-19 1,2036

I

171 12 I 153 - - - 11~2{}--24 1,022 661 18 864 .162 - -
25-:29 772 696 ..22

j""
222 44 -

I"30-44 1,706

I
1,616 63 721 450 1.98 60 82

45-59 925 842 64 :375 246 117 68 18

60 &; over 628 447 3'2 188 .,138 62 81 11

Metropolitan Manila

15 & over 566

I

343 12 I 148 116 60

I
15 1

15-19 120 12 - I 12 - -

I

- -
20-24 104 40 2

I

22 16 - - -
26-29 80 66 I 24 es 8 - -
l()-44 157 138 6 55 46 27 6 - _..

15-:59 78

I
68 4 26 22 10 6 -

10 &; over 32 28 1 10 9 6 4 1
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Table A - Females Aged 15 Years and Over by Present Age;
"Ever Married" Women by Present Age and Age at
First Marriage. May 1956 (In Thousands)-Continued

Present /Total No, I Age at First Marriage
Age of Women AT1Ageyfijn.ieri5fi5--19j2O=24j25-=-~~

at her U rb a n

18

21

12

1,709 11,0791 41 I 5051333 1
120

363' 32 2 I 29 - I -
~~~ j ~~ I ~ I : I :~ I ~6
:: : I 1: I 1~~ ! 1:~ II ;
148 I 122 _6_~_4_5-'-1_37 -'-----11

16 & over I
16-19

20--£4

:=:146-59
60 & over

37

37

15

20

116

46

31

95
146

274

162

87

! 1,445

9 112
12 257

~: I :~~
:~ I ~_3:--C.-_~_--,-- .,.

128

376

387

976

547
297

16-19 753
20-24 635
25--29 482
50-44 1,09ll
4fi-..09 602
60 &: over 348

15 & over 3,913

NOTE. This table and the following table exclude married women for whom the
number of children was not reported; there were 76.950 of these womer
(4,800 in Metropolitan Manila, 21,150 in other urban areas and 51,000 in rural areas) ,
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Table B - Average Numbers of Live-born Children per "Ever
Married" Woman by Present Age of Women and
Age at First Marriage, May 1956

Present IAll AgesI Age at First Marriage

~-=--~ Under 16/15-19/ 20-241 25-~91~0 &.over I NS

15 & Over

15-19
20-'24
25-29

30-44

46-69

60 &. over

Metropolitan Manila

16 & over I
16-19 0.66

20-24 1.78

25-29 2.87

:~~ I ~:~~
60 &. over 6.82

I
~o I' :::
6,00 3.76

7.42

16.86

7.22 6.88

5.60 7.36
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Table B - Average Number of Live-born Children per "Ever
Married" Woman by Present Age of Women and Age
at First Marriage, May 1956-(Continued)

j
Ail Ages I Age at First Marriage

Age Under 16116-19/ 20-24 t2s:-:.29-i80~

. -c' 0 th e r U r b an

16 &:over 4.9'1 7.09 6.67 4.67 4.01 ll.43' 4.66

16-19 0.80 1.60 0.76 - - - -
20-24 1.91 3.75 2.37 0.98 - - 2.30
26-29 3,28 6.27 4.15 2.49 1.018 - 8.80
30--44 5.63 8.11 6.63 5.29 8.75 2.18 6.00
46-59 6.74 9.29 8.10 6.58 5.38 2.35 5.22
60 &:over 6.33 7.5'1 7.46 6.58 6.16 2.93 4.66

15 &:over 5.32 7.05 5~62 5.01 4.32 3.04 4.94

16-19 0.84 1.82 0.76 - - - 0.88

20-24 1.96 2.84 2.23 1.13 - - e.21
26-29 3.69 6.24 4.25 2.70 2.00 - 4.00

3ll-44 5.94 6.98 6.84 6.56 3.78 3.D9 6.14

46-59 7.84 9.7'1 8.52 7.49 5.19 2.77 8.00

60 &: over 7.34 '1.79 8.28 6.81 6.78 3.66 6.13
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1953 ROBERTSON, Dr. Lynn 5.; College of Agriculture,
Purdue University; Lafayette, Indiana, U.S.A.

1958 ROSETE, Timoteo; Division of Surveys, Bureau of the
Census and Statistics, Aviles Street, Manila.

ROSS. J. P. B.; c/o Technical Assistance Board; Office
of the Resident Representative in Indonesia; 76 Kubon
Sirih, Djakarta, Indonesia.

1960 RUCKER, Alvin; Manpower Advisor USOM/ICA, Manila

1958 RYAN, Dr. Walter F.; UN Principal Statistical Advisor.
The Statistical Center, University of the Philippines.
Rizal Hall, Padre Faura, Manila. .

• Founding Member
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1952 SACAY, Dr. Francisco M.; Assistant Administrator,
ACCFA; 2544 Taft Avenue, Manila.

11157 SAMSON, Antonio - c/o Bureau of the Census and
Statistics, Aviles Sreet, Manila.

1958 SAMSON, Pablo; A~sistant Chief Statistical Coordinator,
Planning & Coordination Branch, Office of Statistical
Ccerdination: & Sta~q;lrds,·.National' Economic Coun
cil, Padre Faura, Manila.

1951 "SANTIAGO, Ceferino; College of Commerce, Univer
sity of the East, Manila.

1958 SARMIENTO, Serafin T.; Senior National Planning As
sistant, Trade & Commerce Branch, Office of National
Planning, National Economic Council, Padre" Faura,
Manila.

1957 SARREAL, Roberto - Pfizer Laboratories (Phil.) Inc.,
141 Ayala Avenue, Makati, Rizal.

1960 SAKS, John; Labor Economist USOM/ICA, Manila.

*SEVILLA, Exequtel S.; President, National Life Insur
ance Co. of the Philippines, Regina Building, Escolta,
Manila, Tel. No. 3-27-88; P. O. Box 2056, Manila,

1953 SIMBULAN, Ccsarc;.; Assistant Secretary and Manager
of the Actuarial Department, Philippine American
Life Insurance Company, Wilson Building. Juan Luna.
Manila, Tel. No. 2:79-81.

1957 SMITH, H.Fairfield; Agricultural Statistician. The Sta
tistical Center, University of the Philippines, Rizal
Hall, Padre Faura, Manila.

1953 SORONGON,Arturo P.; .Piscal Economist, Filipinas
Consultants & Management Corporation Suite 211
Ayala Bldg. Manila Tel. 22,.{)1-85, 3-88-65,

1960 ·ST(). DOMINGO,R,!m1on;, .fM~,Trade,Cent~f.Bldg., In
tramuros, Manila. .... .

--.Founding Member
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1959 SUD~~~Yo~l~\~~~~~\~~b~~~:~~da~t~t~:t~~~~l~:~~~~s

1952 SUMAGUI,Juan 0.; Chief Statistical Coordinator, Plan
ing &. Coordination Branch, Office of Statistical Coor
dination & Standards, National Economic Council,
Padre Faura Street. Manila.

1952 SYCIP, Washington; Partner, SyCip, Gorres, Velayo &
Co., CPAs, 490 San Luis, Manila, Tel. No. 2-69·16;
3 Bauhinia, Forbes Park, Makati, Tel. No. 5-02..Q5.P. O.
Box 589.

-T-

1954 TALAG. Lt. Col. Mariano R.; c/o OEC, Camp Murphy,
Quezon City.

1958 TAYCO, Gregorio V.; Budget & Fiscal Division. Bureau
of Lands. Manila.

1957 TAYCO, Mrs. Herminia J.; Supervising Statistician
Statistics Division. Tariff Commission. Manila.

1953 TEODORO, Pedro E.; President, Philippine Promotion
Bureau, Inc.. 438, 440, 442, 448 Regina Building,
Escolta, Manila, Tel. Nos. 3-32-44 and 3-49-61 - 66;
1922 Ipil Street, Manila, P. O. Box 1395.

1960 TIAOGUI, Miss Erlinda V.; FMF, Trade Center Bldg.,
Intramuros, Manila; 2021 Carolina, Malate, Manila.

1957 TIENZO, Benjamin; Division of Surveys, Bureau of the
Census and Statistics, Aviles St., Manila.

1960 TING, Miss Anna L.; 943 Magdalena, Binondo, Manila.

1952 TIOJANCO, Mrs. Rosita; College of Commerce, Univer
sity of the East, Manila.

1958 TRINIDAD, Ruben F.; Senior Statistical Coordinator,
National Income Branch, Office of Statistical Coordi
nation & Standards, National Economic Council, Pad
reFaura,Manila.
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1953 UlCHANCO, Miss. Epigenia B.; Chief, Evaluation and
Research Section. City Schools. City Hall, Manila.

1957 UY, Alfredo S.; Assistant Manager, Manuel Uy Enter
prises, 365 Plaza Sta. Cruz. Manila.

"':-V-

1952 VALENZUELA, Dr. Victor C.;, Professor and Head, De
partment of Biostatistics, Institute of Hygiene. Univer
sity of the Philippines. Manila; Tel. No. 5-38-59; 155
12th Street, New Manila, Quezon City.

VENTURA. Simeon: c/o The Statistical Center. Univer
sity of the Philippines, Rizal Hall, Padre Faura, Manila.

1952 VIBAL, Hilarion P.: Business Writers Association of the
Philippines; 323 Samanillo Building, Escolta, Manila.

*VIRATA. Dr. Enrique T.; Executive Vice-President.
University of the Philippines. Tel. 60-555-J; U. P.
Campus, Diliman, Quezon City.

1960 VALBUENA. Justo B.; Forecasting Center, ..Weather
Bureau Manila.

-Y-

1951 *YOINGCO, Angel; Technical Assistant (Economics).
Committee on Appropriations, House of. Representa
tives. Manila.

1957 YOUNG" Donald E.; - Formerly. USOM/ICA. Manila;
Bureau of the Census. Washington 25. D,C., U.S.A.

~~
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New Members

~
1960 ASLAM, Muhamad; Statistical Officer, Government of

Pakistan, :SnAfU Scholar, Statistical Center, U. P.
Padre Faura, Manila.

1960 BELARMINO, Isaganl C.; Statistician II, AED, DANR,
Agricultural Economics Division, DANR, Quezon City.

1960 BELTRAN, Diosdado C; Armed Forces of the Philippines,
Philippine Army.

1960 CALABIO, Wilfredo T.; Finance Officer, Philippine
Rural Reconstruction Movement, 1870 Taft Avenue,
Manila.

1960 CHENG, John William; Philippine Bank of Communica
tions, 122 J. Luna, Manila.

1960 CUSTODIO, Vicente F.; General Headquarters, Armed
Forces of the Philippines, ISAFP, Camp Murphy,
Quezon City.

1960 ESPINA, Luz R.; Economist II, Labor Statistics Divisior.,
Department of Labor, 1003 Arlegui, Quiapo, Manila.

1960 JOWERS, Walter N.; Public Administration Advisor,
(Census) USOM/ICA Manila.

1960 LOPEZ, Mariano B.; Agronomist II, Philsugin, Hill Pro
perty, Insurefco, Mandaluyong, Rizal.

1960 MENDOZA, Delfin S.; Instructor, Philippine Army
School Command, Philippine Army, AFP, Ft. William
Mckinley, Rizal.

1960 VOLANTE-TIENZO, Irenea; Senior Economist, Depart
ment of Labor, 1003 Arlegui, Quiapo, Manila.
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LIFE MEMBERS

J933 CLEMENTE, Dr. Tilo; U.P. Social Hall, U.P.. Diliman
Quezon C!ty .

1951 *GIVENS, Dr. Meredith B.; Harvard Advisory Group.
Room 261, Hotel Metropole. Karachi. Pakistan.

1951 *GONZALES, Dr. Leon Ma.; 1417 Perez. Paco, Tel.
5-31-15, P. O. Box 1949. Manila.

1957 LACROIX, Max; Statistical Office of the United Na
tions, New York, Tel. No. Plaza 4.1234; P. O. Box
No. 20, (Room 3054), Grand Central Post Office, New
York 17, N.Y.. U.S.A.

1951 *LEGARDA, Jr .. Dr. Benito; Asst. Director, Dept. of
Economic Research, Central Bank of the Philippines,
Manila, Tel. No. 3-23-31; 1 Calabash Road. Manila.
Tel. No. 6-77-43.

1951 *LORENZO. Cesar M.; Executive Vice-President and
General Manager, Philippine Phoenix Surety and In
surance. Inc., 172 Phoenix Bldg. Intramuros, Manila,
Tel. No. 3-49-46 or 3-49-47: 394 Guevara Avenue. San
Juan. Rizal. Tel. No. 6-60-80.

1952 SALVOSA, Dr. Luis R.; Executive Vice-President and
Actuary, Philinnine International Life Insurance Co..
San Vicente, Manila; Tel. 3-05-96.

• Founding Member
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PHILIPPINE STATISTICAL ASSOCIATION
Incorporated

P. O. Box 3223. Manila

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
For the Year 1960

OFFICERS
President

First Yice-Presideni.. .......
Second Vice-President.

Secretary-Treasurer

.......... Bernardino G. Bantegui
..... Bernardino A. Perez

. .. Perfecto R. Franche

...... Angeles R. Buenaventura

DIRECTORS

Paz B. Culabutan
Manuel O. Hizon
'Cristina P. Parel
Exequiel S. Sevilla
Enrique T. VirataCesar M. Lorenzo (ex-officio)

PAST PRESIDENTS
1. Cesar M. Lorenzo 1951-1955
2. 'Enrique T. Virata 1956

Exequiel S. Sevilla. 1957
. 4. Manuel O. Rizon 1958-1959

The Association was organized on December 22, 1951 andincorporated on September 24,1952.
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