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Writing in the late 19702, comparative historian George
Fredrickson observed that the sgtudy of slavery and black/white
race relations forms "the most highly developed subject of
comparative historical study in the United States."l During the
19805, such comparisons were most likely to focus on the United
States and South Africa.2 Over the ftwentieth century as a wheole,
however, the ccuntry with which United States race relations have
been most frequently compared is Brazill.3

The Brazil/Unlted States comparison has a compelling logic.
The two countries are the lakgest multiraclal societies in the
Amer icas. They share a hlstory of plantation slavery which
extends inte the second half of the 1800s.4 And over the course
cf the 1900s both societies have confronted the legacy of slavery
in the form of deeply entrenched racial lnequality.

Early compatative treatments of that ineguality ceontrasted
Brazillan "raclal democracy" with Amerlcan segregaticon, arguing
that Brazilian society offered much greater opportunitles than
the United States for black upward mobility and advancement.S
Following World War II, however, Such comparisons began to be
revised. A series of UNESCO-sponsored research projects carried
out in the early 1950s, and more recent rasearch copnducted
during the 19705 and 1%80s, documented high levels of raclal
inequality in Brazil and the existence of subtle, flexible forms
of racial discrimination which effectively hinder black and brown
people's access to soctal and economic advancement.é Moting the

changes that have taken place ln both countrles since 1950, some
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observers have argued that American and Brazllian race relations
may actvally ke converging and becoming more similar in
character.7 While raclal tensions have Intensified and emerged
into the open in Brazil, the overturning of state-lmposed
segregation and the implementation of equal opportunity and
affirmative actlion programs in the Unlted States have broken the
back of formal, Instltutional racism in this country. Such
programs have not eliminated discrimination from Amertcan life,
however, Rather, they have driven if underground and forced it
to become more subtle, unpredictable, and ¥%EBrazilian" 1in
character.8

The comparative discussion of race relations 4in Brazil and
the United States 1z thus by now reasonably well develeoped and
has undergone substantial evclutlon over time. A crucial element
of that discusslion, however, remains mlssing, Any comparative
examlnation of race relations hingss on the gquestion of racial
inequallty: in what ways are blacks disadvantaged in relation to
whites in each soclety, and 1in which soclety are those
disadvantages more severe? This is In large part a statistical
gquestion, answered by data on racial dlfferentials in employment,
educaticn, earnings, health, and 8o on; and indeed, evaluatlons
and criticisms of race relations in both Brazil and the United
States are often based on material of this kind, furnished by the
national census or other sources. The resulting statistical
indicators are readily comparable between the two countries; yet

no one, to my knowledge, has ever attempted such a comparison.
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This article undertakes that comparlison, using statistical
data to measure varlous forms of racial Inequality in Brazil and
the United States and how that inequality has thanged over time.
Doubtless one reason for the lack of such research until pow has
been the 7relative scarcity of racial data for Brazil. No
national census was taken In that country in 1910 or 1830; the
censuses of 1%00, 1920, and 1370 contain no information on race;
and most of the raclal data from the census of 1960 were never
published. Racial data are available, however, in the censuses
of 187Z, 1890, 1940, 1950, and 1980, and in the national
household surveys of 1976, 1984, and 1987. My strategy will be
to match whatever indicators are available for Brazil with
similar indicators from the same year for the United States.
Given the limitations of the Brazilian sources, thls means that
most of the comparisons presented will be drawn from the 1%40-
1887 period, with occasional additiconal data from 1877 and 18%0.9

This comparison ls based on publlshed aggregate data. It is
lmportant to specify at the ogutset what these data permit us taoa
measure, and what they do not. For the purposes of this essay,
racial inequality is defined as dlfferences between the
statistical distributions of the black (or in the case of Brazil,
the black and brown -- see pp. 7-9) and white populations. 10
What {2 the difference in each country in the Percentage of black
and white students completing elementary school, high school, ang
college? What ls the difference in the peércentage of black and

white workers holdlng manual, service, and white-collar jobs?
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What 1s the dlfference in black and white medlan incomes?
Aggregate census data show these differences; but they do not
permit us *to measure, jin any =tatistical sense, the causes of
those differences, which consist of a complex mix of social,
economic, demographic, political, and cultural factors, some
documented in the census, and some not.

The tables and figures presented below therefore should not
be read &s comparative indicateors of racial prejudice or
discrimination in the two countries; they measure ineguality of
achievement, net Inequality of cpportunity. Nevertheless, the
exercise of comparing how the published data have changed over
time dJdoes suggest some general conclusions, presanted in the
essay's final section, concerning the causes of racial inequaljty
in Brazll and the Unlted States, and the role of discrimination

in maintaining, increasing, or reducing such inaguality.

Brazil apnd the United States: Foonomy_aind Populsation

our analysis must take into account some sallent structural
differences between the two sccieties, The first 1s their
regspective levels of economic development, Throughout the 1900s
the United &tates has been the world's largest industrial
producer, and desplite some signs of weakness in recent decades it
remains a technologically advanced, highly developed economy.
Brazil, by contrast, 1s a relative latecomer to industrialization

and modernization. Not until the 1850s did its industrtal output
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surpass 1ts agricultural output, a point which the United States
reached 1In the 1880s.11 Since World War TII Brazll has
experienced 1Impressive economic gqrowth, which averaged 7.4
percent per year from 1950 through 1980, and which by the 1980s
had made it the seventh-largest industrial economy in the
caplitallist world.12 But by 1980 PBrazilian per capita GNP was
still only one-sixth (1¢.9 percent) of American per capita GHNP.
By 1968, after seven years of economic turmell set off by the
international debt crisis of 1%81, Brazilian per capita GNP was
slightly lower In real terms than 1t had been in 1980, and was
only one-eighth (12.4 percent) of its American counterpart.l3

Mot only 1s Brazil a much poorer country than the United
States; 1t 1s also one in which such wealth as there is is badly
maldistributed.l4 The zroots of that maidistribution can be
traced back to Brazll's colonlal-period and nineteenth-century
reliance on slave-based plantatien agriculture, But in recent
decades wealth and income have become even more concentrated as
prazil has experlenced the effects of the Kuznets curve,l5
Economists and economic historians have noted a tendency for
growth in less developed economies, and particularly those in the
early-to—intermediate stages of Industrialization, to increase
income ineguality; lncome data from 1960-1980 show this process
taklng place in Brazil (Figure 1). The United States, meanwhile,
has experienced the benign effects of the other side of the
curve: as societles attain higher levels of economic development,

continuwued growth tends to reduce the concentration of income, as
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happened in the United States between 1930 and 1850.
Distribution of income waz relatively stable between 1850 and
1975 and then started to become more unegual.lé But even by
1988, income was distributed much more evenly In the United

2tates than in Brazil.

Figure 1 aboul here

The greater overall inequality of Brazilian soclety, and the
worsenlng of that inequality since i960, have struck particularly
hard at the Afro-Brazilian population. Before examining the data
on raclal lneguallty in the two countries, however, it 1s
important to note ftwo important differences between the Afro-
american and Afro-Brazilian racial groups. First, people of
african ancestry have historically formed a much smaller
propocrtion of the total populatlen in the United S8States than in
Brazil (Table 1}. Whites were the overwhelming majority 1ln the
nineteenth-century Unlted States, but were & minorlty in Brazil.
Strong European migration between 1880 and 1930 resulted in the
white population of beth countries peaking, as a proportion of
the total, in 1340, at which point whites comprised 90 percent of
the U8 populaticon, and &4 percent of Brazil's. The white
representation in Dboth countries then declined markedly between
1960 and 1980; but the rate of decline has been more rapid in

Brazll, where whites now form a bare majority of the naticnal

population.l7




Table 1 about here

A second dlfference between the two countries? nonwhite
populations 1s that, while the North American model of race
relations places the entire Afro-American population into a
single "black® category, Brazilian soclety recognizes a division
within the Afro-Brazililan propulation between "blacks" (pretos:
people of predominantly African ancestry) and "browns"® (pardos,
or mulattoes; people of mixed racial ancestry), Ever since the
first national census, in 1872, pardos have formed the rajority
0f Afro-Brazilians. Their representation Iin the Afro-Brazilian
population has undergone considerable varlation aver time,
however, declining from 1872 to 1240 and then rebounding fram
1940 to 1980, by which point pardos composed 39 percent of the
natlonal population, and 87 percent of the Afro-Brazillan
population (Table 1, Figure 2). The distribution of blacks and
browns among the Afro-American population has beepn precisely the
opposite, Between 1§50 and 1920 United States censuses
distinguished between "Negroes" and "mulattoes.n® During that
period people of pure African ancestry formed the overwhelming
mazjority of the nponwhite population; and unlike Brazil, the
mulatte population almost doubled its Lépresentation within the

Afro-american population during the second half of the 18008

before declining sharply between 1910 and 1920,
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Figure 2 about here

In both countries, the accuracy of population dats on
mulattoes is open to question, In Brazil censustakers are
Instructed to accept individuals' OWn assessments of their raclal
status, which has opened the door for many pretos to reclassify
themselves as pardos. According to the censuses of 1940 and
1350, for example, the cohort of pardos born between 1910 and
1939 grew from 6.3 million in 1940 to 7.2 million in 1950, In
the absence of significant non-white immigraticn intg Brazil
during that decade, or indeed at &0Y polnt during the twentieth
century, such an Ilncrease |is thecretically Impossible, and can
only be explained by transfers from the Brete to pards racial
category.l19 And recent research by demographer Charles Wood
indicates that more than a third {38 percent) of the individuals
born between 1920 and 1939 and classified as bretos in the census
of 1950 reclassified themselves as 2rcos In  the census of
1380.20

In the United States, by contrast, the @dirsction of
inaccuracy has been the reverse: while Brazilian censuses have
tended to inflate the size of the mulatto bpopulation, US censuses
tended to undercount them, In the United States mulatts racial
Status was determined, not by the individuals being canvassed,
but by the censustakers, who for the most part falled to
recognize or acknowledge color gradations within the "black"

racial group. The Census Bureau itself guestiloned the accuracy
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of the flgures yielded by this procedure, noting 1in 1918 that
mulattoes might actually constitute as much as seventy-five
percent of the Afro-American population, a proportion almost five
times greater than that indicated in the census of 1320,21
Apparently many, and perhaps most, American melattoes were being
counted as "Negro"; and after 1920 all American rmulattoes were
counted as black, following the elimination of the mulatto racial
category from the census.

These divergences in the statistical treatment of the brown
and black populations in Brazil and the United States anderline
the central Importance for comparative analysis of the mulatto
racial group in the two countries. Carl Deqler states tha Case
most forcefully. "The key that unlocks the puzzle of the
differences in race relations in Brazil and the United States is
the mulatto escape hatch": the ability of Brazilian nonwhites to
achieve upward mobility by leaving the "black" racial category
and acqguiring an intermediate '“brown" racial status which was
"neither black nor white."22 However, recent research usling
Brazilian income data from the 1960s, 70s, and@ 80s has questioned
this formulation, showing that brown racial status is not
"neither black nor white," but is ln fact quite similar to that
of blacks. PBarde earnings are only slightly higher than those of
pretos, while both groups rank far below the white ang "yellow"
(Asian} racial groups. As one such study concludes, "the ‘color

linet {in Brazil] seems to be located between whites and

nonwhites, and nct between mulattoes ang blacks, as it is
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sometimes belleved to be."23

The earnings and education data presented in this articile
tend to confirm those findings. Other indicators show
significant differences between the parde and preto populations,
but not always Iin the anticipated direction. On some the preto
peopulation approximates the whlte population more closely than do
the pardos; and on yet others the relattive relationship among
pardos, pretos, and whites undergygoes substantial variation aver
time.

In order to deal with these complexitles, the remainder of
this essay compares measures of black/white ineguality in the
United States to similar measures of brown/white and black/white
inequality in Brazil. The topics examined 1include spatial

distribution, demographic indicators, education, and employment

and earnings.

i Distribut?

one of the majoxr factors obstructing black upward mopbility
in both Brazil and the United States has been the black
population's concentration in less economically dynamic
geographic lecales: in the former plantation zones of the
American South and the Brazilian Nertheast; in rural areas as
opposed to citles; and within cities, 1In racially segregated
neighborhoods. This section compares 1indices of black/white

inequality for reglonal distribution, urban/rural distribution,
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and residential segregation within major Brazilian and American

cltles.
Table 2 about here

Table 2 provides information on white and nonwhite regional
distribution in Brazil and the United States and uses that
information to calculate 1ndices of dlssimilarity among the
various ractal groups.24 Theose data indicate that at the end of
the nineteenth century the black and whlite populations of the
United States were far more dissimilar in +theilr regional
distribution than the white and nonwhite populations of Brazil.
The American black population was overwhelmingly concentrated in
the South, and the white population in the North. 1In Brazil, by
contrast, the pardo population was concentrated in the Northeast,
degree as American blacks in the

but not nearly to the same

Scuth; and the regional distributien of pretos actwally

approximated that of whites fairly closely.

By 1950 racial dlisparities in reglonal distribution had
increased substantially in Brazll while declining 1in the Unlted
States. pardg/white difference 1In Brazll was now slightly
greater than black/white difference in the United sStates. And by

1980 racizl dissimilarity in the United 8tates had fallen to less

than half the level of parde/white dissimllarlty in Brazil, and

was at essentially the same levels as those separating pretos and

Brazilian whites.
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These data reflect very different patterns of internail
migration in the Two countries. Between 1890 and 1970 the United
States experienced massive black migration out af the S5cuth, with
most of those mlgrants heading north, and substantial white
migration out of the North, with most of that migration heading
west, The result of those migratory flows was to reduce racial
imbalances in reglional distribution, particularly in the North.
In Brazil, by contrast, the dominant tendency has been migratlion
out of the Northeast and into other regions, but migratlion in
which whites apparentiy participated at a higher rate than browns
and blacks. By 1980 the center of pardo zettlement was still in
the Northeast, while the center of white settlement had moved
southward.

Because of the encrmous regional disparities in levels of
economic development in Brazil, those pardeos who remained in the
Mortheast pald dearly for their decision te do so. As of 1987
they had on average less than & third of the education acquired
by pardgs in the more econcmically developed Southeastern states:
1.0 year of schooling versus 3.2 1in the Southeast. (Whites
obtalned on average 2.7 years of schooling in the Northeast, and
4.0 in the Southeast.) The median earnings of pardo wage-earners
in the Northeast were only half those of pardo workers 4in the
Southeast: US$ 33 per month, versus USS$ 67 per month in the
Southeast. (White workers ln the Northeast earned on average $47

per month, versus $107 for white workers in the Southeast.)25 1In

the United States, by contrast, strong economic growth in the
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South since World War 1II has come close to eliminating regional
disparities in lncome, education, and other indicators.26 By
1988 black ¢residents of the South received almost the same level
of educatlon as Afro-Americans 1n the North and West {11.3 years
of sechoeling, versus 11.6; whites received 11.5 vyears of
schooling in the Seouth, 11.7 in the North and West) and earrned

medlan incomes that were B4 percent of thelr Northern and Western

counterparts.27 Thus pardos suffer much graver consequences from

their continuing concentration in the Northeastern states than do

Afro-Aamericans from thelr concentration in the American South.
Another ohstacle to Afro-Brazilians' upward mobility is

their concentration in rural areas, where incomes, educatlonal

oppoertunities, and material 1lving conditions are much poorer
than in the «cities.28 Historical data on urban and rural

residence by race are unavailable for Brazil, but figures from

1980 show that pagdos lag well behlnd whites in their tendency to

live in urban areas. As in regional distribution, pretes eccupy

an intermediate posltion between pardos and whitesg (Table 3).
Table 3 about here

Like Afro-Brazilians, Afro-Americans have historically been

more likely than American whites Lo live in the countryside,.
Over the course of the 1%00s, however, black Americans have moved

to urban areas at rates higher than the white population. By

1950 blacks and whites had achieved relative parity in

I
N U
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urban/rural distribution, and by 1980, in a reversal of Brazilian
patterns, the black population was considerably more urban than
the white. This 1s all the more noteworthy given that the
percentages of white pecople 1living in urban areas in 1980 were
virtually the same in the two countries (74 percent in Brazil, 71
percent In the Unlted States).

When Afro-Americans moved to the citles, they encountexed a
much more exciuding and segregated urban environment than was the
case in Bragzil. Historical data on residential seqregation in
Brazilian cities are not available; but research using the census
of 1980 has generated indices of dissimilarity for a namber of
Brazilian cities. Table 4 compares measures of segregation (as
in Table 2, 1Indices of dissimilarity} for the ten largest
American metreopollitan areas with the ten 1largest Braziliag
metropelitan areas. Those data indicate that residential
separation of the races does exlst in Brazilian cities, but is
much less pronounced than in the United States. Pretps are
scmewhat more segregated from whltes than @re pardes,
particularly in the North and Northeast iFartalezé, Belem,
Recife)}; and the Northeastern city of Salvador, often referred to
as the capital of Afro-Brazll, emerges as the most residentially
segregated of Brazilian cities. But overall residential
segregation is only about half as high for Brazilian pardos as

for Afro-Americans, and 60 per cent as high for pretos. 2%

Table 4 about here
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Demo i icators

Black life expectancy has consistently lagged behind white
in both Brazil and the United States. As in regional
distribution, however, the United States began from a position of
greater ineguality in the first bhalf of the 1900s and moved to a
position of lesser inequality by 1980. In 1950 the dlfference
between white and black life expectancy In the Unlted States was
§.3 years, while in Brazil 1t was 7.5 years, By 1980 life
expectancy in both countries had increased, and black/white
differentials had decllined. However, the decline had been more
rapid ln the United States, where the difference between white

and black life expectancy was now 6.3 years, than in Brazil,

where it was 6.7.

Table 5 about here

A similar trend appearls in fertility rates, where racial
differentials wWere greater in the United States up until 1960,
after which they were greater -—- much greater, 1in fact -- in
Brazil. 1In the United GStates, total fertility rates (total
number of children born per woman) rose rapldly for both races
during the baby boom years of the late 1240s and 1950s, anrd then
declined sharply during the 1960s and 1970s. In Brazil, rates

rose somewhat between 1940 and 1960 (remalning lower for pretos
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than for whites), and then began to decline aifter 19608. That

decline was much more proncunced for the white population than

for the pardos and pretos -- reflecting, demographic theorists
would argue, afro-Brazillans' iower levels of education and

urbanization. The result was that, by 1984, the differential
between white and nonwhite fertility rates in Brazil ({1.4 child

per woman for pardog, 1.3 for pretos) was over three times

greater than the black/white dlfferential in the United States

{.4 child per womanj .

Table & about here

Higher fertility rates and lower life expectancies have

meant that, in both countries, the Dblack and brown populations

tend to be younder than the white populatlion. From 1940 to the

present, racial differences in median age have been greater in

the United states than in BPBrazil, but since 1960 those

differences have declined in the former country while increasing

in the latter. The difference between white and preto median

ages remains qmall, but has changed in direction since 1960, from

negative to0 positive; and by the late 1980s the pardo/white
differential was palling close +to the American black/white

differential. In percentade terms those differentials are

already approximately equal: In 1987-1988 the pardo median age

was 82 percent that of Brazilian whites, while the Afro-Americail

median age was 83 percent that of American whites.
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Table 7 about here

Fertllity and medlan age are indicators 1in which raclal
hisparities in the United States have declined in recent years
%hile raclal disparitles in Brazil have tended to 1ncrease. The
:5tury is dlfferent with marriage, the only demographic indicator
in which racial differentials have increased in the United States
:while narrowing in Brazil {Table 7). In 1890 the proportion of
:the Us black populatlon never married was larger than lts white
:caunterpart, pbut only by four percentage points among males, and
less than that amond females. By 19506 +the dlfferentlal had
dropped to 2.7 percentage peints, and less than one percentage
point among females. Black marriage rates began +to drop sharply
after 1970, however, and by 1980 the proportion of black males
and females never married was 13 percentage points greater than
among thelr white cuunterparts.Eﬂ In Brazil, by contrast, racial

differentlals in marrlage had increased between 1880 and 1%50 but

then declined hetween 1950 and 1980 as pardep and pzeto rates of

marriage rose. By 198C the racial differential between the

proportioen nf females never married was only 3 percentage points

for pardgs and whites, and 6 points for pretos and whites.

mable 8 about here
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The decline in black marriage rates In the Unlted States 1s
visible in the differences In family structure 1In the two
countries. Pabulating theose living units which gqualify as
familiez under the US Census Bureau's definition,3l we find that,
as of the late 19803, nonwhite families in Brazil were much more
likely to be headed by couples than were nonwhite families in the
United States (Flgure 3). Female-headed households were slightly
more humerous amond the paxde population than among the whites,
and almost twlce as numerous ameng preto families. But in the
United States female-headed households were almost three-and-a-

half times more numerous in the black population +than in the

white.

Figure 3 about here

The demographic indicators examined in this section yield a

striking longitudinal comparison. In 1950 the United &tates was
the more raclally unequal of the two socletles in every area

except Eor marriage. BY 1980, this comparative relationship had

heen reversed on every indicator except for medlan age. Raclal

differentials in life expectancy and fertillty were now greater

in Brazil than in the ynited States, and racial differentials in

marriage were now greater in the United States than in Brazil.

In the area of median age as well, the relative relationship

which had existed inm 13850 appeared close to reversal by the end
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of the 1980s, as American racial differentials fell from the peak

recorded in 1960 and Brazillan dlfferentlials continued to rise.

Edncation

Brazil and the Unilted states share very different historical
traditions of publlc education. In the Unlted States the
provision of education has been one of the primary cbilgations of
state and local governments. only since World War II, however,
have Brazllian governments assumed extensive responslibility for
educating the natlon's citizenry. The result, when combined with
Brazil's lower levels of economic development, has been that

Brazillans have had much more restricted access to classroom

instruction than has been the case in the United sStates.3Z2 While

most adult Americans, black or white, are high school graduates,

the average white adult Brazilian has completed less than four

years of schooling, and the average nonwhite less than two

{(Figure 4). gince the absclute levels of educatlon 1n the two

countries are thus qulte different, raclal disparities in

education will be measupred not by subtractlng black rates from

white, as in previous sections, but by looking at black rates as

a proportion of whlite rates. {(This same procedure will be used

in the next sectlon when we examine raclal differentials in

earnings.)
Indicative of the differences in educational attalnment in

the twe countries 13 the fact that the achievement of basic
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literacy remalns a seriocus problem in PBrazil. As recently as
1950 almost half of the white population, and the great majority

of nonwhites (71 percent of pardes and 79 percent of pretos),

were ilijterate. By 1587 1iteracy rates had improved
substantially for both groups, but brown and black 1lliteracy was

still about 30 percent, more than double the rate for whites.

-

Taiple 9 about here

Brazil's 1987 literacy figures were roughly comparable to
those for the United States in 1910, when 95 percent of whites
were literate, and 70 percent of blacks. By 1947, the last year
in which the Census Bureau gathered racial data on liferacy, the

hlack literacy rate was 90 percent of the white rate. In Brazil

at that time, as we have s=een, the parde Iliteracy rate was

slightly over half the white rate, and the preto rate was 40

percent of the white rate,.

Brazil lacks hlstorical data by race on schoocl enroliment

and number of years of schooling completed. The 1350 census d4id,
however, include information on the numbers of blacks and whites

completing high school and college. These data confirm that

secondary and baccalaureate degrees had been obtained by only a

small minority of whites, and a minute number of blacks. The

rate of high school completion was almost ten times higher for

whites than for pardes, and the number of parde and preto college

graduates (3,568 and 87, respectively, in all of Brazil) was too
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small to generate even a one-decimal-point percentage rate {Table

14).
In the United States at the same time, tThe proportlion of

whites completing high school was 2.6 times greater than the

proportien of blacks; the proportion of whites completing callege

was almost three times greater than the proportion of blacks. By

1987, however, black/white differentials in rates of high schoel

graduation had been almost eliminated. Whites were still almost

twice as likely as blacks to graduate from college; but blacks

had almost gqulntupled their rate of college completlon since

1950, and weIre nowv graduating at rates higher than those of

Brazillan whites (as had also been the case in 1950).

Table 10 about here

Absolute rates of increase in the number of pardes and

pretos graduating grom high school and college were even more

rapid Ln Brazil than 1in the United States. Nevertheless, the

proportion of white high school graduates in 1987 was still

almost 75 percent greater than the proporticn cf pardo graduates,

and over two-and-a-half times greater than the proportion of

disparities were even moIe extreme at the university

pretos. The
level, which whites were

¢ than pardes, and over nlne times hlgher than pretes.

completing at a rate four-and-a-half

times highe

Most Brazllians, however, regardless of race, never get as

Education for most stops In the fourth grade

far as high school.
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or before, though even at thls level whites recelve on average
twice as many years of schooling as nonwhites (Figure 4). In the
United States that dlsparity, as of 1%87, was three-tenths of a
year. Thils iow U5 dlfferentlial 1n years of schocling completed
reflects the absence of racial disparxities in schocl enzcllment:
by 1987 essentlally the same proportion of blacks and whites were

receiving classroom Instruction (Figure 53). 1In Brazll, rates of

enrollment were much lower, especlally at the high school and

college levels. and a discouraglng forecast of the future was

the fact that racial disparitlies Dbetween the white and pardo

groups were even greater among students currently enrolled

{(Figure 5) than among past graduates ({Table 10}. While whites

aged 25 or over Wwere 74 percent more likely than pardos to have

graduated from high school, and 4.6 times more 1llkely to have

graduated from college, whites under the age of 25 were 88

percent more likely than pagdog to be enrolled in high schoeel,

and 4.8 times more likely to be enrolled in college. The preko

population had achieved relatively hlgher rates of representation

among students currently enrolled than among past graduates. But

their rates of matriculatlon still lagged behind those of the

pardes, which were already guite low.

Figures & and 5 about here

The United States has a considerable distance yet to go

before it can claim full racial equality in the education of its
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citizens. Racial disparities in test scores, drop-out rates, and
college enrollment c¢ontinue to pose serious obstacles to black
upward mobllity, as dec harder-to-measure differences in the

guality of primary and secondary schooling received by blacks and

whites.33 Despite these shortcomings, there is no guestion that
the United States not only provldes hlgher levels of education to
its black and white citizens than does Brazil, but has also

achieved greater racial equallty in the provision of that

education. 34

J Earnings:

Pable 11 tabulates changes In rates of economic activity

{i.e., participation in the civilian 1labor market) from 1940

through 1987. The major trend evidenced by those rates, in both

countries and among all racial 4groups, is one of gradually

declining participation by males 1n the labor forece, and sharply

increasing participatlon by females. In both countries declines

in male participation Wwere greater among nonwhites than among

whites and were especlally pronounced among Afro-American men,

who by 1987 were elither employed or seeking work at rates

significantly below thelr white counterparts.35 In Brazil in the

same year, by contrast, rates of iaber force participaticon amcng

white, parde, and prete males wWere more or less equal, with

pretos only slightly lower than pardes and whites,
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Table 11 about heres

Increases in female labor force participation 1In both
countries have more than compensated for male withdrawal from the

labor market, resulting In Increased total rates of participation

for all f£ilve raclal greoups. Since 1950, preta women in Brazil

have taken part 1in the 1labor market at rates roughly six

percentage points higher than white or parda women. In the
United states, the gap between black and white female employment,
which was almost 10 percentage points in 1950, had been reduced
te two percent by the late 198038, the result of white women

entering the labor force in large numbers, By 1987 more than

half of black and white women in the United States were either

employed orx seeking employment, a proportion considerably higher

than among Bra=zilian women.

rhis higher zrate of female labor feorce participation in the

United States, and the greater ability of Afro-American women (as
compared to Afro-Brazilians) to ebtain Jjobs and earnings

comparable to those of white women, prove to Dbe key factors in

explaining how racial inequality 1in employment and earnings has

changed over time in the two counirles, Tables 12 and 13

tabulate vocational data from the Brazilian and American censuses
of 1950 and 1980 and then use that data to calculate indices aof

dissimilarity between each racial and gender group (e.g., for

Brazil, dissimilarity between whites and pardeg, whites and

bretog, white males and pardg males, white males and preto males,
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white females and parda females, and white females and preta

females ). 36

In 1950 the overall index of dissimilarity between black and
white workers in the United States was 30.1, almost two-and-a-
half times the indices yielded by Brazilian data from that year.
When one divides the labor force intec gender groups, however, one
finds ineguality to be twlce as high among women as among men.
Most of the disparity between white and black women is accounted

for by two areas of the labor market: the service sector, where

black women were overwhelmingly concentrated; and the white-

collar administrative sector, where white women were most heavily

represented. Not coincidentally, these two sectors accounted for

two-thirds of the overall difference between the black and white

racial groups.37

By 1980 the index of dissimilarity for the American labor

force as a whole had fallen by almost half, and was now lower

than the Brazilian indices for that year. This was the result

in part of a significant reduction 1in inequality between black

and white males. But even greater progress had been made in the

female sector of the labor market, where racial inequality was

and clerical Jobs remained the areas of greatest disparity. But

by 1980 a larger proportion of the black female labor force

worked In white-collar pesttlons than in service jobs, and the

percentage of black men and women working in office Jobs had

Quadrypled since 1950.38

:
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Tables 12 and 13 about here

Brazll, by contrast, moved 1in a gqulte different directlon

between 195G and 1980, The country's vocational structuzre was

wnmlstakeably "modernized” during those years: professlonal and

adrninistrative employment expanded exponentially, while

aqriculture declined sharply in importance. Both those changes,

however, redounded disprnportionately to the benefit of the white

population, which exited agriculture at a much more rapid rate
than nonwhites, and selzed the new cpportunities in white-cocllar

office work in much greater numbers than nonwhites. Indeed, in

every area of the lapbor market except for sales and non-

agricultural manual labor, racial disparities in employment were

greater in 1980 than they had been in 1950.39

disparities had grown for both pardos and

greater among the pretos. Gender

While those

pretos, the increase Wwas
differences within the preto racial group were less pronounced

when indices of dissim
men than for preto men. But racial

jlarity had b
than In 1950, ¥ een almost three

times higher for pretd wo

«till twlce
4 states in 1950, was cavused mainly by

high for preta women a
1nequality was as 9 5 for prets

men, and, as in the unite

in domestlc service and under-

their uver-repre5entation

representation in office work. Statistical rates of vocational
lnequality in 1380 were actually falrly slimilar among Afro-
and among Afro-american women

] men
American and Afro-Braziliall ’
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and parga women. But preta women clearly suffered extreme

disadvantage 1n the prazilian labor market, and it is their much

higher rates of inequality vis-a~vis white women which put the

preto racial group as a whole at such disadvantage as compared to

whites and pardgs.

published data on salary lnequality by race have only been

available for Brazil since 1976; our dizcussion of this topic is
character and more focused on

thaerefore less historical in

current condltlons. we begln by contrasting salary data from the

American and Brazillan censuses of 1980 {Table 14).40 As might

be expected from the preceding discussion of vocaticnal

the 1levels of
razll than in the United States. Again

distrilpution, salary inegquality revealed in those

documents were higher in B

degree of parity which Afro-American women

one is struck bY the

ed with respect to white Amerlcan women, ln contrast to

en white and nonwhite Brazilian women.41 It

had achiev

the disparities betwWe
is true that within Vgcaticnal groups, Afro-Brazllian women
tended to earn Salaries closer to those of thelr white

4id AfrD-Brazilian males. But this reflects

counterparts than
guntries gender ineguality in earnings was

the fact that in both C
al ineguallty.
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Table 14 about here

Salary inequality among males was somewhat similar in the

two ropntries. in the United gtates In 1%80, Afro-American men

earned on average 69 percent of the =malaries earned by white

males; tn Brazil, prete males
and parde males earned 60 percent. For

aarned &3 percent of the salaries

received by whlte males,

both gardo and preto men, inegqality was most pronounced in
white-collar employment: the professions, administrative
A similar pattern obtained in the United

positions, and sales.

for agriculture, salary inequallity was

Btates, where, except

nen in technicalfprofessional jobs, managerial

gqreatest for biack

sales. But Afro-Americans in these positions

positions, and
still earned, on averagér @ higher preportion of white median
earnings than did nonwhite males in Brazil.

Table 15 about hexre

gs the salary comparison into the late 1980s,

exten
med ian earnings as a fraction of white

Table 15

Presenting total nonwhite
for the racial group as 4 whele and by gender.

median earninds:
g 1980-1987,
Y amond

the data show quite similar increases

For the perio
nonwhite males 1n both Brazil and

1nequalit

in eaxnin
gs
women also lost

and Afro-American
the United states: parda

q this P€

yiod, while preta women lmproved their

9round durin
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relative position vis-a-vis white womedn. In terms of the

nonwhite racltal gtroups as a whole, salary ineguality remalned

r the pardos and pretos of Brazil, while

more or less conatant fo

increasing slightly for Afro-americans.

A final economic indicater on which comparative data are

available is the proportion of families living in poverty (Flgure

). in the United states this indicator 1is determined by a

forpmula whilch takes into account the size and composlition of

families. The prazillian government does not make such

t it does deslgnate a "minimum salary" whlch iIn

calculations, bu
me sufflcient to support a working-class

theory represents an 1nco
in Brazil, however, that the minimum

family. It is well known
r that purpose . I have therefore doubled

salary is inadeguate fo

an approxlmate indicater c¢f what, by

g still constitute acute poverty.42

that figure to produce

Amer ican 5tandard5; woul

pigure 6 about here
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adopt the proportional method used above to compare earnings, w
’ [~

find that black families in the United States are 3.6 times mor
. a

likely than white families to suffer poverty status This i
. S5

double the figure for Brazil, where pardo famllies are 1.8 time
. 3

more likely than whites to live in destitution, and preto

families 1.9 times more likely. Thus while racial lnequality in

labor force earnings 1S greater in Brazll, racial inequality in

greater in the United States. However
r

rates of poverty 1S
r equality in this
reflecting the much higher 1likelihood that

Brazil's greate area is in some senses a purely

negative achievement,

in comparison to American whites, will spend

Brazilian whites,

of their lives in poverty.

some part, oOr all,

Conclusions
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which had shown Brazil to be more unequal than the United States
in 1950, showed the Ssame relationship in the 1980s. More
strikingly, almost all of the lndicatoers on which in 1950 the
United States had ranked as a moxre unegual scoclety than Brazil--
regional distribution, life expectancy, fertility, and vocaticnal
distribution -- had reversed direction, now showing greafter
inequality in Brazil. Only in marriage patterns did the reversal
of indicators between 1950 and 1980 work to Brazll's advantage,
indicating greater ipequality in the United States.

Several newvw Indicators {i.e., indicators for which
comparative data WwWere unavailable in 1350} also showed lower
inequality in praz!l than in the United States. These included
urban residential zegregation, family structure, and paverty.
They were balanced, however, by other new lndicators -- school
enrollment, median Years nf schooling, and earnings —-- which
showed greater equality in the Unlted States.

clearly a major transition had taken place between 1350 and
1880. while most measures of raclal imequality had declined
markedly in the United States, the same measures Iln Brazil had
tended either to remain stable, or ln some cases -- most notably
vocational distribution =~ actually to increase. &s a result, by
1980 +the two countrles had reversed position, with the Unlited
States now ranking as the more racially equal of the two
Sccietlies. several Oof the comparatlve observers of the 19405,

50s, and 60s had predicted a gradual convergence of Braziltan and

American race relations in the second half of the century.43



32
None had foreseen, however, that the two countries might pass the
point of convergence and then continue on their separate ways,
the United States toward less inequallty and Brazll toward more.

What caused this transition? gseveral factors appear to have been

operating, some revealed by the comparative analysis in this

essay, S0me suggested DY athar research on the two countrles,

Migration, or the lack thereof, from economically backward

regions to regions offering greater opportunities for education,

employment, health care, etc., Pplayed a central role 1in either

reducing oY malntaining racial dlsparities in the two

countries. 44 rfro-Americans' long-term movement out of the

underdeveloped, segregationist South into the industrial cities

of the North contributed directly to the improvements in black

earnings and educational and vogational achlevement registered

since the 1930s. In Prazil, by contrast, the racial

characteristics of interregional migration were quite different.

Pardos did meove out of the Noztheast te the South and West, but

at lower rates than whites, with the result that by 1980 Afro-

Brazilians were far moré likely than Euroc-Brazilians to suffer

the 111 affects of the Northeast's continuing poverty.
& second factor contributing to the transition has been the

character of economlc growth in the two countries, and the
income-concentrating effects of such growth in Brazil. As we
have seen, Brazll experienced remarkable economic expansion
between 1950 and 1860, from which all sectors of Brazllian

Society benefitted to some deqree.45 But those henefits tended

i
[
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to flow disproporticnately to the top 20 percent of Brazilian
society: the upper and middle classes, which were overwhelmingly
white in composition. The absence of published raclal data on
earnings from 1950 or 1960 makes 1t Impossible to say whether
racial differentials in income increased during this period.46
But vocational inequality clearly worsened, and racial
disparities 1In education remained wvery high. These formed
unlikely conditions for closing the raclal gaps documented in
1950; and indeed, by 1980 those gaps had tended either to remain
stable or to widen.

In the United States, by contrast, Iincome Iineguality
remained at significantly lower levels than 1in Brazil, and
actually declined somewhat between 1250 and 1975.47 This more
equitable distribution of the wealth generated by the United
States' postwar expansion formed an environment much more
conducive to black social and economic advancement, which was
already underway in the 1940s and 1950s.48

Further prometing that advancemenht was a third and final
factor distinguishing the Brazilian and American experiences:
state actlion at the Federal level to combat racial
discrimination. In 1950 most Afro-americans still lived 1n the
segregationist South; and even those 1lving in the North and West
faced systematic and pervasive discrimination. A series of court
decisions 1n the 1950s and 19603 mandatlng desegregation in
education and public facilitiea, and the passage of the Civil

Rights and Ecconomic Opportunlty Acts of 1964, struck directly at
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these raclst practices In American life, enabling blacks to take
part in postwar economic growth to a degree unprecedented in
american history. Not only did raclal differentials in income
and earnings, education, and vocational achlevement decline
substantially during this period; analysis by economists and
demographers suggests that the role of discrimination In causing
the remalning differentlals declined as well. Discrimination by
no means disappeared during those years {see the studies cited in
note 8), but by 1980 1its importance as an obstacle to black
advancement had been greatly reduced as compared to 1950.49

As with migration and income cencentration, Brazil's
experience with discrimination, and its officlal respons=e to
discrimination, diverges sharply from +trends in the United
States. While statistical analyses of black/white income
inequality 1in the United States £from 1960 to 198D show
discrimination dectlining in importance a8 a determinant of such
tnequality, simllar work on Brazil shows just the opposite. In
beth countries, research of this sort measures the proportion of
the income gap which can be explained by "composltleonal®
differences in the black and white populations -- differences in
dge, education, family background, region of residence, etc.--
and attributes the unexplalned residual to racial discrimination.
In 1960 17 percent of the disparity between white and nonwhite
Incomes in Brazil was left unexplained by Pcompositicnal®
differences; by 1980, that proportion had risen to 32 percent,

Suqgesting that the role of discriminatien in creating racial
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differentials in earnings had almost doubled during those twenty
years.50

These data support predictions made by several observers in
the 1850s and 1960s that Brazil's apparently harmonious race
relations were likely to deteriorate as growth and modernization
generated more opportunities for upward mebility and thus for
more intense social and econcomic competition ameng Brazilians
seeking to seize those opportunities, The intensity of the
competition created strong incentives for some whites,
particularly within the middle class, to attempt to use racial
barriers as a means of barring Afro-Brazilians from the contest,
thus reserving opportunities for upward mobility for themselves
and their children.51

Afro-Brazilians responded to the rising discrimination of
the 1%60s a&and 1970s by demanding equal access to education,
employment, and the other goodz created by meodern industriail
society -- by demanding, in short, that Brazilian society live up
to the natlenal ideology of racial democracy. Ry 1980 middle-
Class Afro-Brazillans angered by the racial exclusion which they
were confronting in their efforts to move upward 1in Brazilian
society had Jolned together to create a political movement
inspired in part by the American civil rights and black power
movements, 52 Noting the impacts of anti-discrimination
legislation in the United States, black activists focused their
efforts on enacting zimilar laws and Programs in Brazil. They

peintedly criticized the anti-discrimination statute of 1951, the
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Afonsce Arlnos Law, which, wmainly because of 1its lack of
enforcement provistons, has been notorlously ineffective ip
combatting even well-publicized cages of bias ip employment:,
education, and public services.53 Some black peliticians also
iobbled for equal opportunity and affirmative action legislation
0f the sort enacted in the United 3tates during the 1%60s.

The black movement's proposals generated some scattered
Lesponse &t the state level, particularly in Rioc de Janeirao,
where Governor Leonel Brizpla was elected to office in 1982 on a

proqram of socjalismo morens (literally, "“brown sociatism"). But

Ehey have been redected at the Federal level, and denounced both

as "reversa racism® and as an lmported, alien concept
inappropriate for Brazll.54 The offlcial ideology of racial
democracy, and Brazilian elites' deepseated resistance to

redlistributive pelicies of any sort, explain much of the
resistance to the movement's demands. But it is also instructive
te note how differences 1in the twe countries' structural
situvations in the 1960s and 1980s helped determine their
respective responses %o calls for edgual cpportunity and
affirmative action.

Those programs were enacted in the United states after
twenty years of robust economic growth, with the promise of more
to come. The resulting mood of prosperity and eXpansion made it
PC3sible for white Americans to acquiesce in the broadening of
°Pportunity to the nation's racial minorities, who at that time

Constituted less than ocne-eighth of the national popuiation.
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Nonwhites 1n Brazil, by contrast, compose almest half of the
national population. And the Brazll of the 1980s, unlike the
United States of the 1960s, was 1n the grip of a profound
economic crisis which has continued unabated into the 1990s.55
In such a setting of scarcity and widespread anxziety, whites have
little incentive +to accept proposals f£or them to share the
limited opportunities available with that near-madjority of the
poplatlien which 1s nonwhite. The Brazilian pie is seen as
simply tco small to be shared out among a greatly expanded number
of would-be consumers.

Cf course such feelings are by no means 1limited to Brazil.
By 138D American voters and politicians were also gquestioning the
concept of afflrmative actlen, as well as soclally redistributive
policies more generally. The result, following the presidential
elections of that year, was a =sharp redefinition of Federa)
policy which reversed previcus governmental effort=s to reduce
racial inequality.5s

Recent structural changes in the American economy have also
worked against the further reduction of black/white disparities,
The movement of Afro-Americans out of the South and inte Northern
cities, which in any case had come to an end by 1970, lost its
Previocus positive effects as urban economic condltions
deteriorated in the 1970s and 1980s. Reductions In manufacturing
employment atruck hard at black male workexrs, and especially
young black males, whose levels of employment and earnings

dropped far below those of thelr white counterparts.s?
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Declining lndustrial employment, and declining real wages at
lower-skill levels of the economy, were part of a larger trend
obstructing further reduction in racial gisparlities: the
concentration of wealth and income which took place In American
society during the 198QCs. After dropping slightly from 1950
through 1975, income concenttatlon In the United States began to
increase in the late 1970 and then Jumped sharply 1n the
198CGs.58 as in Brazil, such Increases had & particularly
negative effect on the black population. in empleoyment,
earnings, and even higher education, the rate of reduction in
racial inequality had siowed appreciably during the second half
of the 1970s; it came to a halt, and on some indicators -- most
notably earnings and life expectancy -- was actually reversed
during the 19380s.59

Factors which had made major contributicnz to the reduction
of American racial inequallty between 1950 and 1980 -—- migraticn
and urbanization of the black population, noen-income-
concentrating economic growth, Federal pellcy in the area of race
~-=- were either no longer in place by the 1%980s, or had exhausted
their positive effects. Further reductions in such lnequality
therefore seem wunlikely in the 1930s, and the possibility of
widening racial disparities is very real.

Forces tendlng to reduce racial inequality are even 1less in
evidence in Brazll than in the United States. A contrarian view,
however, would note that Brazil has vyet tao experience the

positive effects of reductions in regional, c¢lass, and
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urban/rural inequality. Should future governments succeed in
reducing some o0f the severe disparities between Northeast and
Southeast, belween city and ceountryside, between rich and poor,
the indirect 1impacts on racial lneguality would be substantial.
And showld future goavernments undertake as well to confront
racial discrimination tin employment and education, Brazll would
almest certainly resume Iits pre-1950 position as the more
racially equal -- or perhaps better put, the less unequal - aof
the two soclietles. But wuntil such changes occur, the United
States will provide more convincing evidence of racial democracy

than will Brazil.
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Unidos do Prasil (Rie de Janeiro, 19%56), table 5, p., 5. Between

1940 and 1950 the analogous preto cohort declined from 4.2
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31. "A group of two persons or more, related by birth, marriage,
0r adoption and residing tegethexr.” Black Populatjon, 19883, P-
34; Javnes and Williams, Common Destiny, p. 519,

32. On education In Brazil, see Robert J. Havighurst and J.

Roberto Moreira, Seclety and Education in Braziil (Pittsburgh,

1965); and claudic de Moura Castre, "What 1Is Happening in
Brazilian Education?” In Edmar Lisboa Bacha and Herbert 5. Klein,

eds., gocial Chapge__ 1n Brazil, 1945-1985: The Incomplete

Transition (Albuquerque, 1989).




49
33. Jaynes and Williams, Gomwmon Destiny, pp. 329-389; Farley and

Allen, colox Line, pp. 188-208,

34. on the guestion of race In the Brazilian educatlional system,

see Ragca negra e educag8io, Cadernos de Pesquisa (Fundag8io Carxlos
Chagas) 63 (1987); and carlos A. Hasenbalg and Nelson do Valle

Silva, "Raga e oportunidades educacionais no Brasil," in Lovell,

Desiqualdgde zacial, pp. 243-262.

15. conservative analysts (e.g., Charles Murray, i Gro

American Social Policy, 1950-1980 (iNew York, 1984]1) have argued

that decllnes in black male econcmlc activity were caused by the
expanded soclal programs and transfer payments of the 1960s and

1970s; their critics (e.g., Wiliiam Wilson, The Truly

Disadvantpged: The Ipnner City, the Underclass, aznd Poblic Policy

[Chicago, 1987)) stress structural changes in the American

economy and declining employment opportunities for less educated,

lower-skill laborers. Oon this debate see Jaynes and Williams,
Common Destipy, pp. 301-312; Farley and Allen, Color Line, pp.

241-250; James P. Smith and Finis R. Welch, "Black Economic

Progress after Myrdal," Journal _of Economic FLiterature 27, 2

(June 1989), pp. 548-551.

36. As indicated In note 24, this index indicates @ifferences in
distributisn among the various wvocational categories.

37. The index of dissimilarity between whites and blacks in 1950
was  30.1; 20.1 of those peints are accounted for by the
differences in black and white representation in administrative

and service occupations,




50
38. On changes in vocatlonal distribution in recent decades, see

Jaynes and Williams, Common Destipny, pp. 272-277; Farley and

Allen, Colox Line, pp. 256-282; sSmith and Welch, "Hlack Econcmic
Progress™; and Bart Landry, The New Black Middle Class {Berkeley,
1987). Racial differentials In vocational distribution remained
more or less stable during the 1980s; the index of dilasimilarity
For 1987 was 1l6.1 "Household Data Annual Averages,™ Emplovyment
and Earnipgs 35, 1 (1988), table 2%, p. 180.

39. The Brazillan national household survey of 1987 provides
additional, more recent data on vecatlonal distributicon.
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"Development and Raclal Inequality: Wage Discrimination in Urban
Labor Markets, 1960-1930Q" {unpubl ished paper presented at The
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1860-1980

Dther® Total (in 000's)

oo oW
(R R e

9,930
14,334
41,236
51,944
70,191
119,011

1940-1980: amarelos

United
White Black Other Total (in 000's)
1860 85.6 14.1 0.3 31,443
1890 87.5 11.9 0.6 62,948
1940 89.6 9.7 0.% 132,165
1950 B9.3 3.9 0.8 151,326
1960 88.6 i0.5 0.9 179,323
1980 83.1 11.7 5.2 226,546
gources.. Brazil: 1872, pirectorlia Gezal de Estatlstica,
acenseamant lagdo do I io do Brasil 3 gug Ee procedey
no_dia 1 de agosto de 1872, Quadrgs_qeraes (Rio de Janeiro,
1873}, table 1; 1890, Directorla Geral de Estatlstica, Synopse do
Cens to d (Rlo de Janeiro, 1898),
Fp-. 2-3; 1940, Instituto Brasileliro de Geografia e Estatlstica
theraafter IBGE), Recenseamento geral de 1940, genso
de fipo: ta unid d 11 (Rio de Janeiro, 1350Q),
table 4, pp. 6-7; 1950, IBGE, eral de 1950, <Censo
rafico: Estados d d Aragil (Rio de Janeiro, 1956),
table 1, p. 1; 1960, IBGE, to 60 Ce
demografico: Brasil (Ric de Janeiro, n.d.), table 5, p. 10; 1980,
1BGE, Recenseamento gexal do Rxasll — 1980, Censo demoqrafico—-
gados gerals, migragdo, instrugdo, fecundidade, mortaiidade--—
Brasil (Rio de Janeiro, 1983), tabie 1.4, pp. 10-11. United
States: 1850-1890, USBC, ] i he te ta
1790-1915 (Washington, 19218), table 2, p. 25; 1940-1980, USBC,

1380 cepsus

of Poppniation

|

B, Part 1,

table 4%, ppP-.

(Wwashington, 1983), Volume 1, Chapter
1-42-43.



Figure 1

Percentage of Aggregate Income
Received by Each Fifth of the Population,
Brazil and the United States, 1960-1988
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Sources. Brazil: Charles H. Wood and José Alberto Magno de
Carvalho, The Demography of Tnequality in Brazil (Cambridge
and New York, 1988), table 3.5, p. 76. United States: 1960,
1980, United States Bureau of the Census (hereafter USBC),
Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 137, Money In-
come of Households, Families and Persuna in the United States

1981 (Washington, 1983), table 17, p. 47; 1988, USBC, Current
Population Reports, F—EO 166, Money Income and Poverty Status
in the United States: 1988 (Washington, 1989), table 5, p. 31.




Figure 2

Mulaitoes as Percentage of Total Black Papuiation,
Brazil, 1872~1980, and the United States, 1850-1920
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Sourceg. Brazil: see Table 1. United States: 1850-1910,
Negro Population, | 7890=-1515, p. 208; 1920, Joel Wiliiamson,
New People: Miscegenation and Mulattoes in the United States
(New York, 1980%, p. 1117.




fable 2

Percentage Distribution, Regional Distribution by Race,
Brazil and the United Gtates, 1890, 1350, 19840

Brazil United States
Hhitae Pardo Preto Bhite Plack
1850
Hartheast 3z2.0 52.1 4. 2 Gouth 2.9 90,2
Southpast 4h.5 7.4 5§1.7 Hortheast 3.1 3.6
Bauth 16.4 4.5 3.0 North Central 1%.8 50
Pest of PBrazil 4.3 5.9 1.1 West 5.2 0.4
[adex of Khite/Hon-
White Dissisilarity - 0.9 12,4 - 6.3
i
195
Hortheast i34 58.3 42,0 South 7.3 65,7
Southeast 49,8 2.1 45,9 Northeast 27.7 13.2
South 1.9 2.9 b.4 North Leatral 3.2 14,9
EE‘E'; ﬂf Eraz[l 4-3 I.E-E ‘.EI HEEt 131:3 E‘-E
Index of Dissimilarily - 42,7 18.7 - 34, 4
1988
Martheast 14.5 49,6 33.2 South 31 2.2
Goutheast i3.2 28,3 al.3 Northeast 22.4 18,5
South 4.8 .0 B.0 North Cenfral 27.1 20,5
Rest of Brazil L5 17.1 .7 Hest 13.4 B.E
Ingex of Dissisilarify - 44,7 18.8 - 20.4

Sources, Brazil: 1890, GSypopse, 1890, pp. 2-3; 950, Recenseasento, 1950, table 33, p. £9; 1980,

Recenseazento, 1380, table L.11, pp. 34-35, Umited States: 1090, MNaaro Population, tabie 13y @, 44; 1930,

USBC, Census of Popmlation; J950 (Mashington, 1933), Valyme 2, Part 1, table 60, p. 1-107; 1986, USBC, Current

:—GME_*M___@_D@ P-20, 442, The Black Pepwlation in the United Sfates: March {988 Mashington, 1989, table
P PR




Table 3

Pergentage Distribution, Urban and Rural Residence by Race,
Brazil and the United States, 1B93¢, 1950, 1980

Brazjl United states
White Pardo Pretp White Black
1850
Urban N.A_ HN.&. N.A. it 20
Rural H.A N.A. N.A 62 B0
1950
Urban N.A. N.&. N.&, 64 62
Rural N.A, M.A, N.A. 36 38
1984
Urban 73.7 58.9 6T.7 ¥1.3 B5.3
Rural 26,4 41.1 32.32 28.1 14.7
:
E Sources. Brazil: c 2a 80, table 1.4, pp. 10-11,
i United States: 1850, 1950, USBC, Current Population Reports,
| Series P-23, No. g0, The Socla) and Econgmic Status of the Biack

Population in_ the United States: An _Historical Overview, 1790-

1378, {Washington, 1980), table 6, p. 14; 1980, 1980 Cepsus, 1,
B, 1, table 38, p. 20.




Table 4

Indlces of Racial Dissimllarity in Urban Residential Patterns,
Ten Largest Metropolitan Areas,
Brazil and the United States, 1980

Brazil

City Populatlon (1987) Pardo/ Preto/

{in 000,0040's) White Whit
5380 Paulo 16.2 39 41
Rio de Janeiro 10.8 38 43
Belp Horizonte 3.3 42 43
Recife 2.8 39 )
Porto Alegre 2.8 41 42
Salvador 2.3 4% 53
Curitiba 2.0 42 48
Fortaleza 2.0 41 5§
Brasllia 1.7 41 43
Belem 1.0 38 50
Mean 41 47

United States

City population {1980} Black/

{in 000,000's) White
New York 9.3 T8
Los Angeles 7.5 749
Chicago T.1 88
Philadelphia 4.7 78
Detroit 4.4 8a
San Francisco 3.3 71
Waﬂhingtqn 3.1 71
Dallas 3.0 78
Houston 2.9 T4
Boston 2.8 17
Mean 18

SQurces, Brazil: Edward E. Telles, P"Contato racial no Brasil

urbanoc: Anglise da sSegregagdo residencial nas quarenta maiores

AI€as urbanas do Brasil em 1980," in Peggy A. Lovell, ed
“r

Lk & a 1 a c {Belo Hoxri
159}1, table 2, p. 353. United states: Gerald Daviﬂn J:;;::nzﬁé
Robin M. williams, Jr., eds., A n__Destiny: Hlacks an

American society (Washington, 198%), table 2-5, pp. 78-79,



Table 5

Average Llfe Expectancy, by Race,
Brazll and the Unlted States, 1950, 1980

Bragil nit States
White Black™ W-B White Black V-8
1950 47.5 40.0 7.5 69.1 60.8 8.3
1980 66.1 59. 4 6.7 74,4 68.1 6.3

2 pardos and pretos combined.

Sources. Brazlil: Wood and Carvalho, Demography of Ineguality, p.
145. United States: USBC, Statistiral Abstractt _of the United
States, 1989 (Washington, 1989), table 106, p. 71.




Table 6

Total Fertility Rates, by Race,
Brazil and the United States, 1940-1984

Brazll
White Pardo Breto Pa-w Pr-W
1940 6.0 6.3 5,5 .3 -.5
1950 6.1 6.9 5.8 .8 ~.3
1960 6.2 £.9 5.8 .7 —.4
1980 3.6 5.6 5.2 2.0 1.6
1984 3.0 4.4 4.3 1.4 1.3

United State

White Black B—W
1940 2.2 2.9 .7
1550 2.9 3.8 .9
1960 3.5 4.5 1.0
1980 1.8 2.3 .5
1984 1.7 2.1 -4

gources. Brazil: Alicia M. Bercovich, "Considerages sobre a
Fecundidade ds Populagsio negra no Brasil," in Peggy A. Lovell,
ed., Desigyaldade racjal ng Brasil contempordanec (Belo Horizante,
13913, p. 312z, United States: Reynoids Fariey and Walter R.
Allen, Thg Color Line _and the Quality of Life in_ America {(New
York, 1987), pp. 58-62; Cerald David Jaynes and Robin M.
Williams, eds., A Common_ Destiny: Blacks and ican Soriet

(Washington, 1989}, pp. 513-514.




Table 7

Median Age, by Race, Brazll and the United States, 1940-1988

R A

Ll |

= Brazil

é% white Pardo Breto W-Pa W-Pr

g 1940 18.7 18.0 19.2 7 -.5
1950 19.3 17.7 19.7 1.6 — 4
1960 19.2 17.1 19.7 2.1 ~.%
1980 21.7 18.1 21.6 3.6 1
1987 23.7 19.4 23.3 4.3 4

Unlted States

White Black W-B
1940 29.5 25.3 4.2
1550 30.7 26.1 4.6
1860 30.3 23.5 6.8
1580 31.3 24.8 6.4
1588 33.1 27.3 5.8

Sources.  Brazil: 1940, Recenseamento, 1940, table 4, pp. 6-7;
1950, Recenseamento. 19%0, table 5, p. 5; 1960, Recenseamenta,

1960, table 5, p. 10; 1980, Regenseamegnto, 1980, table 1.4, pages
10-11; 1987, IBGE, Pesguisa_ paclonal per amostra de domjclliios-

1987 {(Rio de Janeird, 1990}, Voleme 1, table 1, pp. 2-~3. Unlited
States: 1946-1980, 198D ang s, 1, B, 1, table 45, pp. 1-42-43;

1588, Black Population, 1988 table C, . 5,
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Table B

Percentage Distribution, Marlital status by Race and SeX,

Brazil and the United States, 1824,
Bragil
White Bardo
Male Famale Hale Female
18902
Sinqgle 69.3 64.7 T2.9 70.2
Married 28.1 29.2 245 24.1
Widowed or
Divorced 2.7 6.1 2.5 E.b
b
1350
Single 40,1 32.3 46,0 39.5%
HMarried 56.9 58.0 BO.6 St.2
Widowed or
Diveorced 3.1 9.7 3.5 10.3
1gaub
Single H.A. 30.3 N.A. 33.4
Married M.A. 58.0 H,A, 5.1
Widowed or
Divorced M.A. il.e H.A. 11.5
United States
Whilte
Male Female Male
18902
Slnglg 61.7 55.8 65,7
Married 35.4 37.1 31.6
Widowed or
Divorced 2.8 7.0 2.6
1950°
2ingle 26.0 20.0 28.7
Married GR.0 66 .2 64.1
Widowed or
Diveorceag 6.0 13.8 7.2

1950, 1980
Ereta
Male Female
73.1 73.0
24,2 22.0
2.7 5.0
47 .4 45. 7
48.2 42.4
4.2 11.5
N.A. 26,65
N.A. 48.1
N.A. 15.3
Black
Female
59.3
al.7
8.5
20.8
62.0
17.2



Table 8 {cont.]

United States (cont.}

White Black
Male Female Male Female
I

1980

gingie 28.72 21.2 41.1 34,4
Married 4.0 b9, 2 413.8 43. 8
widowed orx

pivorced 7.8 19.6 10.2 21.8

a Percentage of total popuiaticen
vercentage of populatloeon aged 15 or over
Percentage of populaticn aged 14 or over

Sources. Brazil: 1890, Synopse, 1890, pp. 2-3; 1950,
Recenseamento, 185¢, table 7, pp. 6-7; 1980, Elza Bergud,
"hDemografia da desigualdade,” HNovos Estudos CEBRAP 21 (July
t1ag88), table 4, p. 78. United States: 1890, Nearo Population,
1794-1915, table 4, p. 238; 1950, Census, 1950, 2, 1, table 46,

p. 1-97; 1%80, 1289 Census, 1, B, 1, table 46, pp. 1-45-46,




Figure 3

Percentage Distribution of Family Heads, by Race,
Brazil, 1987, and the United States, 1988

80
B rale
s Female
[] Couple
40

Whita Pardo Preta White Black
Brazil?® United States

@ Brazilian percentages calculated excluding 2.2 million
families (6.9 percent of total) for whom family head was
not specified.

sources. Brazil: Pesquisa nacional, 1987, 1, table

20, p. 26. United States: Black Population, 1988,

table E, p. 8.



Tahle 9

Percentage Literate, by Race,
Brazil and the United sStates, 1910-1987

Brazjl® Uni -atesP

White Eardo Ereto White Black

1910 N.&. N.A. N.A. 95.0 69.6
1930 N.A. N.A. N.A. 97.3 83.7
1940 47.32 25.7 18.6 N.A, N.A.
1950° 52.8 29.3 20.9 98.0 89.0
1987 87.7 71.0 70.5 N.A. N.A.

a rercentage of population aged 5 or over

b 1910, 1930: percentage of population aged 10 or over; 1950
{1947): percentage of population aged 14 ar aver.

¢ United States data from 1947

Sources. Brazil: 1940, Recenseamento, 1940, table 17, pp. 28-29%;
19250, Recenseamepnto, 19%0, table 17, pp. 20-21; 1987, Pesquisa
ngcional, 1987, 1, table 2, p. A4, United States: 1910, Negrg
Population, 1750-1%15, tabhle 1, p. 404; 1930, Fifteepth Census of

the United States, 31930 (Washington, 1933), Volume 2, table 4, p.

1223; 1950 (1947), Black Population, 17908-]978, table 68, p. %1.




Figure 4

Median Years of Schooling, Population Aged 25 or Over,
United States, 1950-1987, and Brazil, 1987
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Sources. wnited States: 1950, Census, 1950, 2, 1, table
L%, p. 1-96; 1980, 1980 Census, 1, C, 1, table 83, pp.

21-23; 1987, Statistical Abstract, 1989, table 212, p.

131. Brazil: see Table 10.



Figure 5

tage of Population Aged 5-24 Enrolled in School,
Peggelgacg, Brazil, 1987, and the United States, 1980
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Table 10

percentage of Populaticen Aged 25 cor Over, hy Race,
Which Had Completed High School or College,
Brazil and the United States, 135G, 1887

Exgzlla United States

White Barxdo Ereto White Black
LBEQ
High school 4.9 0.5 0.2 29,0 11.0
College 1.2 0.0 0.0 6.4 2.2
ja87
High school 13.9 8.0 5.3 56.4 52.8
college 9.2 2.0 1.0 20.5 10.7

a por 1950, percentage of populatlion aged 15 or over.

Sources - Brazil: Rec to 95§, table 20, p. 24; 1947,
pesguiss nacional, 1987, 1, tables 4-5, pp. 7-10. United States:
1950, Census, 1950, 2, 1, table 44, p. 1-96; 1987, Statistical

abstract, 1983, table 212, p. 131.




Table 1

percentage of Civilian Population Econosically artive, by Race aad Sex,
Brazil and the Hnited States, 1940-1287

Brazij*®
Hhite Fardo Preto
Tatal fale Fesale Tatal Hale  Fepale Tatal Nala Feale
L 940 47.6  00.B 14.6 4B.6 B2.4 1&.4 48.9  BZY 1.6
: [ 350 46.1  BD.1 13.1 45,6 a0.a 11.8 oz B3 19.7
|
1 1500 4.8 T2.0 .2 48,2 7.9 M5 53,4 79 g 7.1
. 1987 56,9 Th.G 38.6 56. 8 JE.7 3.3 &0.2 TR 44.5
Uniked Stafes®
Khite lack
Total Kalg Feeale Total Halg  Female
. 9. 7.2
1340 51,4 78,8 e | 58,1 9.0
. 78.2 8.5
1956 54,7  Bl.4 #8.9 57.9
| £3.6 3.1
1980 TR 5
| .4 58,0
1347 g 1.8 BT 5
. l" )
* Percentage of population aget 10 or ¥ gver; for 1450-1987, percentage af populaticn aged 16 or over

i g 14 ar
" For 1940, percentage ¥l pepulation 388

36-37; 1930, pecenseanento, 1350, tahle 23, pp. 30-

ble 30, PP ' jonal, 1987
. apenkn 1940, 13 : thar hy IBGE; 1987, Pesguisa nacianal, .
g?%Liigﬁ Brazli: 134?’t$§;EE?Ethe 1900 censys Pruv1deditﬂ thf a:ahie B, pp.rl-EE'EEi 1387, Black _Population,
o special tabula g0, 1380 Censusy 1r °r
bablg g ' crod Gtates: 1940-1980s
y B 11, United 3k2

9, table F, p. O




percentade Diatribution, ilian ahor vorce BY pace and SexX,
United apatesSs 550, 1980
white plack
Total Male pemal® potal Male Female
1950
professt ns 3.3 7.8 13.3 3.4 2.1 5.6
administ ation 22.9 18.3 35.2 5.1 5.0 5.3
Sale 7.6 6.9 9.4 1.2 1.1 1.3
Hon-a i ultur?
manud 19 .8 A6 .3 22.2 40.0 52.4 16.8
Se:qic g.0 5.2 15-3 30.3 14.3 EU.2
AgT i€ re 11.1 14.3 2.8 18.5 23.3 9.1
Dtherfu Eno¥ 1.3 1.1 1.8 1.5 1.5 1.1
index © Diﬁslmilar1Ly - - 30.1 25.3 51.2
1989
profes & 15.9 14.1 17.6 11.% 7.6 15.9
dmini ation 97.2 19.6 9.9 22.3 14.6 30.4
gales 10.5 9.5 11.9 5.0 3.9 6.2
Non~ icultural
pual 31.7 44.3 13.7 37.1 53.9 19.5
agrl 1tur 2.8 4.2 0.9 2.0 3.3 0.6
gth fUnkncwn p.0 p.l 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0
ipdex © Disﬁimilarity - - 16.3 18.0 18.1
a ynclude’ cechnical persnnnel
p. 1 216-2787 1980,



Table i3

Percentage pictribution, Civilian Laber Farce by Race and Fe¥%,
grazil, 1930 1980

Hnite Pardo preto
Total Hale Femalé Total Hale Fezale Total  Male Fezale

195
:’d”f‘*ﬁiiﬂns o7 07 DB oy 0 O oy 00 02
; Rimistration® ? 1.9 2.4 0.9 0.9 0.3 0.7 04 0.1
Gager e . 9.8 5.7 3.4 3.6 2.1 7.p LI 0.9
Non—agricultural
nanual a3 2.4 2 .5 g3 187 15,9 0.5 2.8 L]
Seryice 5.3 5.9 29,1 B.9 ag 43 5.2 a9 B
hgricultere 4.8 %4 7.7 g8 TLE 35,1 0.5 64 29
Bther Ainknown 3.6 1.3 13.7 1.6 1,2 4.5 1.6 L4 2.4
g 05 3

Indet of pissimilarity

1989
Prnfeﬁgiun!j“ 4.0 5.5 17.3 3.B 1.8 9.5 .4 1.3 al
Hdminiﬁtratiun 6.7 15.3 20.1 b7 £.1 8.5 4,2 4.1 4.0
EﬁIlEfEE a'ﬂ g-ﬂ ﬂ.ﬂ E.5 5-3 ?1 4 0 4:2 3 b
Hun-agficultural

nanual EE.D 30-5 !.‘1'-5 25!5 29-5 131-3 2?1‘? 35-1 1{].3
Saryice 10.7 5.0 74.1 1.0 4.8 7.0 2.6 6.3 57.9
hgriculture 22-? E?IB Q,E 3“-5 44-8 20!‘3 31;5 3&-5 l!j-?
pther fUnkaoud [ 6.7 4.2 5.8 6.3 5.8 1.2 9.9 3.4
Index of pissimilarity - 9.4 110 22,3 73,4 103 38, %

{ incindes public cehonl teachers

« State adpinistratiod anly
o jncludes technical persunnel

Gour L85 1958, Eecengﬂaaentu 1550, tanle 23 B a0-31 19RO, gperial yahulation of the 1960 censis: provided
__..-—-"'..

to the auther BY [RAE.



1able 14

Hedian garnings® Y Rac€, HeXr and ypcakional {ategary
Rrazils 1980, and the pnited sates, 197

prazil
White pardo preto
Nale Tesal® Hale fenal® Hale FeadlP
i;“f_e‘éiiﬂna" § 509 L PR 41 &7
tm““t’“i““ 312 76 g o P
Hﬂmm 198 101 59 i 49 i
oi-agricul tural
nanual® T3l g B2 b 2 N}
Service 109 51 i1 78 87 .30
horiculiure b4 o .19 2 .55 o
Total § 140 § 97 &0 a3 ik ]
unised States
HniktE piack.
Hale Fraal® Hale Female
P iegaiunEITELHHi:al
meeaainnﬁ s 10,181 5 11,03 W13 1,08
Tec nical lﬁlﬂlT 7,415 T 1,10
hdai nist? atiom
ﬂanageria‘l 21,594 11,113 T 1,00
glericel 14,132 A, 107 18 1,07
nales 15,454 4,133 B3 1,02
Hnnragricultutal ganusl
gyilled 15,523 g,213 il A7
] 1 and unikilled 12,508 £,3i2 A2 §.00
EEI"“EE 31393 E,E?E 8 1.20
AgritultuTE E,.'EIT?F 3,499 62 3
Toteh gy 15,130 y 7,20 b 100
_ . : ; : i d 3%
pe @pdlan garnings expreaﬁed in current U5 dollars ponvhite aed graings X 558
s for bot® countr 1B um : : 0 & , jigar? annud
, {ractiﬂﬂ of hite gpdidn garpings . ‘Jﬂtatlﬂ-ﬂﬂ categery ang  9eR gr QrouR 4
. (yiam are acnthly garninga
parningsi zill
wpital Ersunnﬂl
R gonkhi pretass {5 ¥28 pET gonthls

n jpclndes e rartion 1y
€ i d I:CI“E' t \ . ‘
industr 2 og’ gedlat earninqﬁ ih a§r1tulture. garﬂaa.

a ponuhite e
' ggd censUEe
Ak 1 yiation of the
Coul (85 prazil? pectd tion
sourcess ") yasle B o 275,

LIRS




Table 13

a Fraction of White Hedian Earnings, by S8s

Honwhite Medisn Earnings &5
4 the United oistes, 1986 1987

Economically hctive populations frazil an
{pifed GEates

Brazil
Pardg Preto Biack
Total Hale Fagale Tatal Hale Fesale Tetal Hale Fepale
i98% .57 .60 .53 .57 &3 .55 T8 L9 1,00
1987 .47 .56 52 .58 .58 .58 JT6 53 .38

1987, Pes uisd aacienal 1987, L tahle B B 14, United niates: 1980

sources, Brazil: 1980 cpp previous jahles
1968, table H, 4.

sep previovs yanle; 1987 Black pepuiatiofs '
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Figure 6

Percentage of Families Living in Poverty, by Race
Brazil and the United States, 1987 ’

Parde

Freto

white §

Black |
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