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INTRODUCTION

The fieldwork for the National Population and Housing Census 2000 was carried out during the
months of May to August 2000. May 12, 2000 was designated "Census Day", hence all the data
collected in the Census relate to the situation as at May 12, 2000. In the previous two censuses of 1991
and 1980, May 12 was also designated as Census Day. Hence, the enumerated population for all three
censuses is very comparable.

In any population census, it is often impossible to enumerate everyone, even though most
countries make valiant attempts to do so. In many countries, the laws are very strict and are enforced, in
order to get 100% cooperation, but in some countries like Belize, even though there are laws, which
oblige all members of the population to fully cooperate with the census takers, a small percentage of the
population is often not enumerated for various reasons, including outright refusal on the part of the
respondent. It is therefore often necessary to conduct post enumeration checks to obtain an indication of
the extent of under-coverage. In 1991, a full-fledged post-enumeration survey (PES) was conducted, but
because of the high cost of this exercise vis-a-vis the resultant benefits, a PES was not done for census
2000. Nevertheless, the post census checks, referred to earlier, revealed that under-enumeration or
under-coverage in the census 2000 was approximately 3.5%'. Most of this undercount occurred in
Belize City. Following the conventions adopted for the 1991 Population Census therefore, the total
enumerated population in 2000 was adjusted by this factor for under-coverage. This adjustment yielded
a total of 248,916. The table below shows comparative results for the two censuses.

CENSUS YEARS 1991 AND 2000

Year Enuner at ed Adjusted Mid-Year Growth p.a.
1991 189,392 192,877 194,300 2.6%
2000 240,204 248,916 249,800 2.7%

1 Very soon, with the assistance of CELADE of the UNECLAC in Santiago, Chile, a nore
i n-depth qualitative and quantitative evaluation of the census will be carried out.
Final adjusted figures will then be reported.



The present compendium of Statistical tables represents some of the major results from the
Census. Numerous members of the public have recently been requesting various statistics from this
exercise, since prior to the fieldwork during our publicity campaign, they were promised results within a
year after the data collection exercise. In censuses prior to that of 1991, results were never available
until between two to five years after the field enumeration was completed. This delay was often due
mainly to the lack of data processing capability within the department. Often, the data processing had to
be done outside of Belize at high cost and over prolonged periods. However, the CENTRAL
STATISTICAL OFFICE's (CSO) data processing capability has been significantly improved over the
past few years as a result of prudent and timely investment in the development of our human resources
at this department. The present document is only one example of the fruits of these efforts. It should also
be noted that the entire census exercise for Census 2000 as was the case with the census of 1991, was
planned and conducted with minimal outside assistance. The National Population and Housing Census
2000 of Belize was conducted, this time, even before the Regional Census Coordinator, supported by
CARICOM, established its office. This achievement surely manifests the tremendous progress, which
has been made in capacity building at the CSO.

Some descriptive commentaries on the tables are made in this document. These commentaries
are very cursory however, and highlight only some of the major findings. As was the case with the 1991
Census, it is the intention of the CSO to release census bulletins shortly afterwards, focusing on specific
issues as addressed by the Census Questionnaire. In these bulletins, more detailed and in depth
commentaries and analyses will be offered. It should also be noted, that further to these publications, it
is the intention of the CSO to do even more in depth demographic and socio-economic analyses, and

present these in special papers.



SECTION 1
POPULATION SIZE & GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS

Size and Growth

Tables 1 to 4 are based on what is usually termed the ENUMERATED POPULATION. The
Enumerated Population includes both the non-institutional and institutional (i.e. persons in prisons,
hospitals, old folks' home etc.) populations, together with the members of the population who could not
be contacted for various reasons e.g. these persons may not have been at home during the fieldwork after
several call backs were made; or they may have been unable to answer the questions in the census due to
illness, old age, or serious language problems (e.g. some Chinese); or, they may have refused out-
rightly. In such cases, census interviewers were instructed to at least do a headcount where possible. The
other tables from section A onwards are based on the TABULABLE POPULATION i.e. the population
for which most or all answers were obtained.

Table 1 shows the population count in 2000 compared with that in the censuses of 1991,1980
and 1970. This is further broken down by URBAN/RURAL and by DISTRICTS. Some of the main
features here are as follows. In absolute terms, the inter-censal population change between 1970 and
1980 was 25,708. Between 1980 and 1991 however, this change was 44,139, which is almost double the
previous inter-censal change. Between the most recent censuses of 2000 and 1991, this absolute change
is 50,712. Without going into details, it can be stated with much certainty that a major cause of this
larger increase during the latter periods is due to Migration - particularly Immigration. These numbers
are indicating that immigration has been even more pronounced in the last nine (9) years than in the
eleven (11) years between 1980 and 1991. This conclusion can be substantiated by the fact that many
other sources of data, such as the recently completed report on the Family Health Survey of females,
indicate that overall fertility, which could be the only other demographic variable affecting positive
population change, has been declining between 1980 and 1991, and even more so, between 1991 and

2000. If this trend continues, our population will take only twenty-six (26) years more for it to
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DOUBLE. This is certainly a short doubling time compared with many other countries in the Latin
American and Caribbean region.

In terms of the Urban/Rural dichotomy, another interesting result has surfaced from this table.
For both censuses of 1970 and 1980, Belize’s urban population was larger than the rural population.
This situation was reversed in 1991, however. The respective ratios for these three (3) censuses were
54% to 46%, 51% to 49%, and 48% to 52%. In the census of 2000, the situation existing in 1991 is
replicated with 48% of the population being urban and 52% rural. This pattern is different from the
scenario in most developing countries today where urbanization has become a phenomenal problem. The
pattern may also be indicative of the need to shift resources to the rural areas for genuine Economic
Development.

If Table 1 is analyzed district wise, it becomes clear that the Cayo district continues to be the
fastest growing district, over the past four (4) censuses, with growth in absolute terms of 6,814 between
1970-1980, 14,856 between 1980-1991 and 14,871 between 1991 and 2000. In percentage terms, this
growth was 26.5%, 33.7% and 29.3% for the respective periods. Obviously, this district had an
acceleration of growth during the latter periods. This finding is true for all districts, reflecting the point
made earlier that overall growth has been faster during 1980-1991 and 1991-2000, than in previous
decades. A surprising feature in line with the same trend occurs with respect to the Belize and Stann
Creek districts. Growth between 1970-1980 was 1,186 and 1,169 respectively for the Belize and Stann
Creek districts, but increased to 6,329 and 3,904 respectively during 1980-1991, and to 11,067 and
6,463 during the last inter-censal period. Traditionally, these two districts have been the highest
'emigrant' districts. However, these figures are showing that either the trend of high emigration in these
districts is reversing and/or that these districts have experienced unprecedented high levels of
immigration during this period, which have offset emigration. It should also be noted here that the
observation made earlier about the 'rural drift' is true at the overall country level, but the growth figures
for the Belize district which has the largest urban centre, may be indicative of the potential for

urbanization and its attendant problems in Belize City. Indeed, Table 2, which displays growth rates
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between 1980-1991, does show that of the increase of 6,329 in the Belize district during this period,
4,296 or almost 70% of it occurred in Belize City. For the period 1991-2000, growth in Belize City
accounted for 45% of this overall increase. On the other hand, Dangriga, the capital of the Stann Creek
district experienced negative population growth (-3.39%) during the period 1980-1991. During the last
inter-censal period, however, the population of Dangriga grew by 36.7% as Table 2 shows. Hence, even
though in 1980-1991 the population of the Stann Creek district increased solely because of the growth in
the rural areas, between the last decade, the urban area, Dangriga, was also growing positively.

Table 3 compares the non-institutional and institutional populations at census day, May 12, 1991
and 2000. The respective ratio is approximately 179:1 or 188,341 persons living in conventional
households as compared with 1,051 living in institutions.

As is usual, there are many more males living in institutions than there are females. Even though
these figures are not shown here, but will be in one of the bulletins, it is interesting to note that in 1991,
of the 1,051 in institutions, 735 are males and 316 females, or a sex ratio of 2.33 i.e. 233 males for every
100 females. Census 2000 reveals that the corresponding sex ratios were very similar.

Table A1 presents data by Age, Sex and by District for the entire population. A notable feature
here is the continuing 'youngness' of our population, with about 44% below the age of 15 years in 1991,
and 41% in 2000. In 1980, the corresponding figure was 46% below this age. Associated problems of a
young population are many, since dependency ratios are very high under these circumstances. This
means, among other things, that considerable investment has to be made in the social sectors, such as
Health and Education, and the returns from this investment can be prolonged. In the urban areas, in
2000, the population below age fifteen (15) years is 37.3%, which is smaller than it is in the rural parts
(44%) of the country. In the year 2000, in all the districts except the Belize District, this proportion is
above 40% of the district’s population, reflecting the fact that at the district level, the population remains
young. In the Toledo District, it is as high as 48% of this District’s population. In the Belize District,

however, 36.5% of its population is below age fifteen (15) years.



Ethnicity

Table B1 shows the ethnic makeup of Belize's population at the country and district levels, with
respect to Census 2000. The data as presented here, are for the entire country, and by urban/rural and
district levels. The largest ethnic group in the country is the Mestizo (48.7%) followed by the Creole
(24.9%). In 1991, Mestizos accounted for 43.6% of the population, whereas Creoles accounted for
29.8%. The relevant figures for Mestizo and Creole as obtained from the 1980 census of population and
housing were 33.4% and 40.0%, respectively. The 1991 results thus showed an 'Ethnic Shift' in the
composition of Belize's population with the Mestizos representing the largest percentage share. From the
Census 2000 results, it is clear that the percentage share accounted for by the Mestizos, has increased by
over five percentage points over 1991.

As mentioned above, Table B1 also shows percentage distribution by the various ethnic groups,
at the urban and rural levels, as well as at the district level. It is interesting to note that in 1991, Creoles
(44%) were the dominant ethnic group in the urban areas, and Mestizos (50.2%) in the rural parts. In the
year 2000, however, both urban (43%) and rural (53.4%) areas are predominantly Mestizo. At the
district level, in 2000, Mestizos were the largest ethnic group in the districts of Corozal (76%), Orange
Walk (77%), Cayo (63.7%) and, were only slightly less (30.2% vs. 31%) than the Garifuna group in
Stann Creek. In the Belize District, Creoles (59%) are the largest group, and in Toledo, the Mayas
(65.4%) outnumber all other ethnic groups. In 1991, the Mestizos also dominated the Corozal (74.1%),
Orange Walk (71.7%) and Cayo (58%) Districts, but the Garifuna ethnic group was the largest (36.2%)
in the Stann Creek District. Just as in the year 2000, in 1991, Creoles (67.9%) outnumbered all other
ethnic groups in the Belize District, and the Mayas (62.6%) also dominated the Toledo District.

Religion

Similar data to that for Ethnicity are presented in Table B2 for Religion. In the year 2000, the

Roman Catholic denomination continued to attract the largest number of followers in the country with a

share of 49.6%, of the total population. The corresponding figure for 1991 was 57.7%, indicating a



decline in percentage share, but as is obvious from the table, the number of Roman Catholic followers
increased in absolute terms during the period, from 106,596 in 1991 to 115,035 in 2000. Another
interesting observation here is that even though the Anglican denomination was the second largest in
1991 with a share of 6.9% of the total population, this figure declined to 5.3% in 2000, and the
corresponding numbers in absolute terms also declined from 12,836 to 12,386. It is further interesting to
note that the percentage share of the Pentecostal followers increased from 6.3% in 1991 to 7.4% in 2000.
Lastly, it may be worth noting the growing number of non-believers - from 11,025 in 1991 to 21,795 in

2000 or a share of 6.0% and 9.4% respectively.

Language

The census questionnaire asked of all respondents four years old and over, whether they spoke
English and/or Spanish "Very Well", "Not So Well", or "Not At All". Table B3 presents major
frequencies corresponding to these options, again at the Country level, by Urban/Rural and by District.
With respect to fluency in English, our official language, census 2000 reveals that 53.6% of the
population of the country reported that they speak this language very well. Another 26.0% speak English
not so well, whereas 19.9% do not speak it at all. The comparative figures for the previous census in
1991 are 54.3%, 22.5% and 23.2% respectively. The fact that just over a half of our population speak the
official language very well, points to the need for some serious corrective measures, especially in view
of the fact that fluency in an established language is an indispensable tool for the acquisition of any
other form of knowledge.

With respect to fluency in Spanish, in 1991, 43.8% of the country's population spoke this
language very well. Another 11.1% spoke it not so well, and a further 45.1% did not speak Spanish at
all. Census 2000 shows that the corresponding percentages were 52.1%, 10.7% and 35.8%. This is an
interesting finding since the percentage of the population which, in 1991 and 2000, regarded themselves
as Mestizos (43.6% and 48.7% respectively) is almost identical to the percentage who report that they

are fluent in Spanish. Further tabulation and analysis are needed however, to determine whether all



Mestizos reported that they speak Spanish very well. This will certainly be taken up in much more detail
in one of the proposed CSQO's bulletins.

Looking at the district-wise analyses, it is not surprising that in the year 2000, the Belize district
has one of the largest percentage shares of the English speaking population (73.0%). Nor is it surprising
that the two (2) northern districts have the largest shares of the Spanish speaking population i.e. Corozal
— 80.7%, and Orange Walk — 81.2%. It is interesting to note however, that in the Western district of
Cayo, which is often regarded as a Spanish-speaking district, only 55.3% of this district's population
reported that they speak Spanish very well. This district-wise pattern was the same in 1991.

Disabilities

An innovation in the region's census questionnaires both in 1991 and in the census of 2000 was
the inclusion of a few questions on disabilities. Never before have such questions been included, but
because of growing concerns of several governments of the region, non-government organizations, as
well as some international agencies, most CARICOM states agreed to include similar questions on
disabilities, during the 1990 and 2000 rounds of population censuses. It was decided from the beginning
that such questions have to be few and rather general, since so many other variables were included in the
questionnaire. It was therefore suggested that the results from the census could serve mainly as broad
indicators, which are crucial however, in guiding more in depth studies of the disabled population.

Some statistics on our disabled population are presented in table B4 for the country as a whole,
by Urban/Rural and by district, for both the 1991 and 2000 censuses. Of the total population in 2000,
13,774 persons or approximately 6% reported that they are suffering from some kind of disability. This
figure is similar to that in 1991, when 6.7% reported suffering from a disability. A cautionary note
should be taken here, however, since, because of the very subjective nature of the term ‘disability’,
research findings on this topic are often vague and could therefore be misleading. Indeed, several
persons suffering from ailments like Hypertension, Diabetes, old age etc. classified themselves as being

disabled. It may be argued, that such persons do not fit into the conventional definition of disability.



Of the conventional set of disabilities, in the year 2000 just as in 1991, 'Sight' problems seemed
to be the most common, since, as Table B4 shows, 3% reported suffering from this disability. This is
true for both urban (3.2%) and rural areas (2.8%), and for all the individual districts. The second most
prevalent disability is that related to the movement of the body or limbs. Again, this is the second most
prevalent disability in both urban and rural areas of the country. Less than 2% of the population are
affected by Hearing or Learning disabilities. This is also true at the urban/rural levels and at the district
level.

It is obvious that many more interesting analyses can be done on this topic as well as on others
e.g. disability by age, ethnicity etc. However, such analyses will have to be addressed in one of the

bulletins.

Birthplace

The census question on birthplace determines whether the person was born in Belize or
‘Abroad’. The figures for 2000 show that 85% of the total population were born in Belize and the
remaining 15% were born abroad. This distribution is slightly different from 1991 when 86% were born
in Belize and 14% abroad. A comparison by sex shows little difference at the country level. A higher
proportion of the rural population (16%) compared to the urban population (13%) were born abroad.
However, during the 1990s the urban areas experienced higher growth in the absolute number and
proportion of foreign-born persons, while the proportion in rural areas decreased. This indicates that the
foreign-born persons who came to live in Belize during the 1990s settled mainly in urban areas and that
there was internal migration from rural to urban areas among foreign-born persons.

A closer look at the district level shows that Cayo has the highest number and proportion of
foreign-born persons compared to any other districts. For every 5 persons in Cayo, at least one of them
is a foreign-born person. Stann Creek district also has a similarly high proportion of foreign-born
persons (20%). These districts attract immigrants mainly for the economic activities in the citrus and

banana industries and access to arable land for subsistence farming. Comparisons with the 1991



distribution at the district level show that the proportion of foreign-born persons decreased in Corozal,
Orange Walk and Cayo while the proportion increased in the Belize, Stann Creek and Toledo. Belize
district experienced the highest increase in absolute number and proportion, which indicates
immigration and internal migration of foreign-born persons mainly to this district during the 1990s. A

more detailed description of the foreign-born population is presented in Section II of this report.
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SECTION II
INTERNATIONAL MIGRATION

Foreign-born Population

In 2000, the foreign-born population was 34,276. This figure is higher compared to 1991 when
the foreign-born population was 25,548. It should be noted that the number of foreign-born persons
excludes those who did not provide information for the census for various reasons and, is therefore an
underestimation of the actual number of foreign-born persons living in Belize. Even though there was
an amnesty in 1999, it is suspected that the foreign-born persons who have not legalized their status did
not provide census information for fear of the law. Furthermore, language barriers might have
prevented some foreign-born persons, especially the Chinese, from providing census information. This

was despite the efforts made to recruit Chinese interviewers and interpreter for the census.

Selected characteristics of the foreign-born population are presented in Tables C1 to C4. The
majority of the foreign-born population is from Central American countries. Their proportion of the
total foreign-born population has increased from 74% in 1991 to 76% in 2000. The foreign-born
persons from Guatemala have remained the single biggest group accounting for 42.5% of the foreign
born population. The second biggest group is from El Salvador (17.6%). However, their proportion is
lower compared to 1991 (22%). The proportion of foreign-born persons from Honduras has increased
from 9% in 1991 to 14% in 2000.

The United States of America (USA) and Mexico together accounted for 12% of the foreign-
born population. Compared to 1991, the proportions for both countries have decreased. Even though
the proportion of foreign-born persons from China and Taiwan is small the figures represent an increase
compared to 1991.

The majority (60%) of foreign-born persons have settled in the rural areas and they represent

16% of the total rural population. Those who came from Guatemala, El. Salvador and Mexico have
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settled mainly in the rural areas. However, those from the USA, China and Taiwan have settled mainly
in urban areas. The foreign-born persons from Honduras are evenly divided between the rural and
urban areas.

Table C2 presents data on the foreign-born population by year of migration. The figures show
that the majority of them came during the 1990s. The flow of foreign-born persons during the nineties
was even higher than in the eighties, but probably not as noticeable. Figures from the 1991 Census
show that 12,726 foreign-born persons came to Belize during the 1980s while, the figures from the 2000
Census show that 16,366 came in the 1990s. Even though there was no major civil strife in the region
during the 1990s, immigrants from the main sending countries in Central America have continued to
come to Belize, mainly for economic reasons. The 1990s also brought an increased number of
immigrants from China and Taiwan. Many of these Asians came as economic citizens.

A comparison of the number of those who reported in 1991 and 2000 that they came to Belize
before 1980 shows a difference of approximately 3,500. One of the main contributing factors to this
difference is migration to a third country. Belize is seen as a stepping-stone to move on to the USA or
Canada.  Other factors such as repatriation and death also contributed to some extent.  Central
American refugees were given assistance for voluntary repatriation in the 1990s. However, it is
suspected that the majority of those who accepted the assistance and repatriated, returned to Belize soon
after.

The structure of the foreign born population is presented in Table C3. Approximately 15% are
14 years and younger. This proportion is lower compared with the same age group in the total
population (41%), and also lower than the corresponding figure in 1991 (23%). The majority of the

immigrants are in the productive age group.
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Emigrants

Selected characteristics of the emigrant population are presented in Tables C4 to C7. The data
were obtained from households that reported that one or more of its members had migrated in the past
10 years. This method of capturing information on emigrants has its limitations. Some of the
households might not have reported this information, especially in cases where a household member
does not have legal resident status in the country of migration. Furthermore, entire households that
have migrated are missed. The number of emigrants reported in the census is therefore an
underestimation. Nevertheless, the information obtained is useful for comparative analysis.

The age distribution of the emigration population presented in Table C4 shows that 51% of the
emigrants are in the 15-24 years age group and 20% are in the 25-34 years age group. These figures are
similar to the corresponding rates in 1991 and indicate that the trend of youths leaving Belize continues.
These figures also indicate that Belize is losing more people in the productive age group than in any
other age group.

The majority of the emigrants are females (55%). This rate is even higher in urban areas (58%)
and in Belize (56%) and Stann Creek (62%) districts. Belize district reported the highest number of
emigrants. However, Stann Creek district has the highest rate of emigrant per person. The majority of
emigrants are from urban areas.

The flow of emigrants in the early 1990s was lower than in the latter part of the decade. There
was a gradual increase over the 10-year period. This trend was experienced in the urban and rural areas
and as well as at the district level. The figures in Table C5 show that 1999 had the highest number of
emigrants leaving the country when compared to any other year in the 1990s. The number of emigrants
in that year represents a 45% increase compared to 1998. The urge to migrate in 1999 might have been
a result of the ‘millennium bug’.

The USA continues to be the number one receiving country for emigrants from Belize. A

reported 84% of the emigrants went to the USA. This rate was similar in 1991. A noticeable 5% went
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to Central American countries, which is higher than the 1991 rate. These emigrants to Central America
are mainly from the rural areas and Stann Creek district. Thirteen percent (13%) from Stann Creek and
9% from rural areas migrated to Central American countries.

Data on the educational level of the emigrants at the time of departure show that most of them
(47%) have secondary or higher education. Table C7 shows that there is not much difference between
the males and females. However, the corresponding rates are higher in the urban areas and in Belize and
Corozal districts. The percentage of emigrants with tertiary level education has increased by 64%
compared to 1991. This signifies a continuation of the ‘brain drain” phenomenon.

During the 1990s, an increased number of Belizeans went abroad, mainly to the USA, to pursue
tertiary level education. Data are not available on the exact numbers. Many of them returned to Belize
after completing their studies. However, it is suspected that a significant proportion later returned to the
USA to work.

The general profile of the emigrant is a person that is young, in the productive age group and has
at least a high school education. Therefore, Belize is exporting one of its most valuable resources, the

young, educated, and productive people.
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SECTION III
EDUCATION

Tables D1 to D4 present data on the level of education reached by the population five (5) years
old and over, in the case of the 1991 census, and two (2) years old and over in the case of census 2000.
In 2000, approximately 20% or almost 20,000 persons of age 2 years and over reported that they had no
formal level of education at all. From the results of Census 2000, it becomes clear that when those who
reported reaching Primary, Secondary, Post-Secondary and University levels of education are combined,
this combined number represents 68.8% of the population 2 years old or over. According to a
convention adopted by several countries, only persons completing standard 5 or above (or equivalent)
can be considered literate, and although appropriate figures are not shown here, a considerable number
of people reported reaching below this level of primary education. If this convention is adopted for
Belize, it means that our literacy rate is more likely somewhere in the lower 70's, rather than 92% as we
continue to claim. The CSO intends to do more in depth of analyses of EDUCATION using the data
from the 2000 census.

A further notable feature with respect to Education is the Urban/Rural as well as district-wise
differences. For example, in the year 2000, whereas 17.4% of the urban population have reached
secondary level of education, only 7.4% of the rural population have done so. Similar differences exist
at higher levels of education. At the district level, inter-district differences are also prevalent with
respect to educational levels reached. For example, 18.7% of the Belize district's population reached the
secondary level, whereas only 6.4% in Toledo did so. For the other four (4) districts, between 8-11% of
their populations reached this level. Of course, these figures reflect the de facto situation and may well
conceal the fact that the more highly educated have migrated to the urban areas. In other words, it may
not necessarily be that educational opportunities between districts are unequal, but more likely that job

opportunities are more accessible in the Belize district, attracting the more educated.
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Table D4 presents some comparison of levels of education reached for the local and foreign-born
populations. In 1991, the levels of education reached by each sub-group as a percentage of the total in
each sub-group were quite similar, which was contrary to popular belief. For example, 52.5% of the
local born population reported that they reached Primary level, whereas 56% of the foreign-born also
reached this level. With respect to the Secondary level, the corresponding figures were 14% and 10%,
but at the Post-Secondary level, the respective percentages were 3.2% and 5.8%. These figures of course
reflected the sizeable percentage of foreign-born from the U.S.A.

Census 2000, however, shows some differences from the 1991 trends. The proportion of the Local-
Born population in 2000 who reached primary level was 53.5%, and the corresponding figure for the
foreign born population was 34.2%. The respective proportions for secondary school level were 12.4%
and 9.5%. Obviously, differences in the percentages of subgroups reaching primary level between the
two censuses are quite large. This points to the need for further analyses to test whether their differences

are real.
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SECTION 1V
UNION STATUS AND FERTILITY

Union Status

The question on union status was asked only of the population 14 years and older. A list of
options was read to each respondent who then selected the union status that best describes him/her. The
options clearly define a person’s union status but do not give a clear indication of the marital status.
This is especially so for those who are in a visiting relationship and common-law union. There is no
way to tell if these persons have been married before or, if they are still married and currently with
someone other than their spouse. The data for 1991 are based on the marital status rather than the union
status. Therefore, no comparisons could be made.

Tables E1 to E4 present the union status by selected characteristics. Approximately 56% of the
population are in union i.e. either legally married or in common-law union. Forty-one percent (41%) are
not in union. This includes those that are still married, but not in union, those legally separated,
divorced and widowed. Only 2.5% reported that they are in visiting relationship.

A higher proportion of persons in the rural (60%) compared to the urban (52%) areas is in a
union Toledo district, compared to the other districts, reported the highest proportion (62%) of its
population in a union while Belize district reported the lowest (51%). Corozal district stands out as
having the highest proportion of legally married and lowest proportion of common-law union.

Common-law union is most common in the Stann Creek district.
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Fertility

Figures on some selected characteristics of women in the reproductive age group (14-64 years)
by the number of children ever born are presented in Tables E5 to E7. The figures indicate that women
have an average of 3 children. The average number of children per woman is higher in rural areas (3.4
children) and lower in urban areas (2.5 children).

Further analysis by ethnicity and education show that Creole women, on average, have fewer
children and Maya women more children than women in the other major ethnic groups (see Table E6).
As the level of education increases the average number of children ever born per woman decreases. The
figures in Table E7 indicate that women with no education have an average of 4 children, while women
who have completed high school have an average of 1.2 children.

These figures on the average number of children ever born are based on women’s historical
fertility and do not give an indication of the prevailing fertility patterns. Total Fertility Rate (TFR) is
used to indicate the prevailing fertility levels. Figures produced elsewhere indicate that the TFR has

declined over the past 10 years.
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SECTION V
ECONOMIC ACTIVITY

While a census provides some broad measures of economic activity, statistical theory, now
evidenced by country experiences, underscores the need to be very cautious in the use and interpretation
of labour force indicators from a census. As a consequence, census and survey experts in the field have
now concluded that labour force indicators from specialized labour force surveys (LFS) are more robust
and reliable than those obtained from a census.

The Belize experience with labour force indicators from censuses in both the 1991 and 2000
suggests that such indicators are different from the labour force trends intimated by surveys and other
economic indicators. Such experience is by no means unique to Belize since a number of institutions
including the Barbados Statistical Service and the United States Bureau of Labor Statistics have reported
similar experiences.

The publication, 1991 Population Census - Major Findings (p. 22-23), indicated that

unemployment and participation rates from the 1991 census were understated and went on to provide
alternative estimates based on other data available. This participation rate refers to the total number of
persons either with jobs or available to work as a proportion of the total number of persons older than
thirteen years. LFS trends from 1993 to 1999 indicate that the unemployment and participation rates
from the 2000 census were overstated. As there was no LFS conducted in 2000, the trends provide the

basis for the estimation of alternative unemployment and participation rates for the year 2000.
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Labour Force

Table F1 shows that 50% of the working age population were employed in 2000. This includes
persons 14 years and older who worked or had a job but were not at work. The corresponding rate for
1991 is slightly lower (49%).

Further analysis of the economically active population shows that 70% of males are employed
compared to 30% of females. These figures compared to 1991 indicate that the parentage of females
who are working has increased by 32% while, there has been a 4% decrease in the percentage of
working males. Comparisons at the urban/rural level show that urban areas have a higher percentage of
employed persons (52%) compared to rural areas (49%). However, a higher percentage of rural males
are employed compared to urban males, while the reverse situation occurred among the females.

The distribution by age group presented in Table F2 shows that the highest proportion of
employed persons is among the 35-39 age group (65%). The 14-19 age group has the lowest proportion
that is employed. However, most of them in this age group are attending school (44%). At the
urban/rural level, 18% of urban teenagers are employed compared to 29% of rural teenagers.

No attempt is made to present in-depth analysis on the intercensal change in labour force
participation and unemployment rates. However, data from Census 2000 and the 1999 LFS have been
used as a basis for estimating these rates for 2000. The estimates show labour force participation rate at
59.3% and unemployment rate at 11%, which are in line with the trend that has been established by the
1993 to 1999 LFS.

Persons out of the labour force are those that are not employed and are not available to work or
do not want to work. These include the retired, students, the disabled or those engaged in home duties.
Even though there have been on going debates on whether home duties should be considered as

economic activities, those engaged in such activities are still classified as being out of the labour force.
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Table 1 shows that approximately 17% of the working age population are engaged in ‘Home
duties’. A comparison by sex shows that 33% of females, where as only 1% of males is so engaged.
Even though the rate is so much higher for females it represents a drastic decline compared to 1991
when 63% of females were engaged in home duties. These figures signify that females are no longer
primarily engaged in home duties. So, then, what are they doing instead? The proportion of females in
school has increased from 10% in 1991 to 11% in 2000 and the proportion of employed females has
increased by 32%. Furthermore, 15% are available to work. In 1991 less than 1% of women wanted or

looked for work.

Industry and Occupation

One quarter of the employed population is engaged in agriculture and forestry activity (see Table
F3). This represents a decrease in agriculture and forestry activities compared to 1991 when 30% of the
employed population were so engaged. Wholesale and retail trade is the second biggest industry
accounting for 16% of the employed population, followed by general government services (13%),
construction (9%) and tourism (9%). The construction industry increased by 44% compared to 1991,
which reflects government’s initiative to provide low-income housing and consequently generating
labour in this sector. Tourism was not coded as an industry in 1991. However, hotels and restaurants,
which were coded, accounted for 4% of the employed population. These and some of the activities that
used to be in the transportation industry are now coded as tourism. In 1991, transportation was 5%.
Even though there is no direct comparison with 1991, these figures suggest that the tourism industry has
increased.
Further analysis by sex shows that males are mainly engaged in the agriculture (33%),
wholesale and retail sales (14%), and construction industry (13%). Meanwhile, females are mainly
engaged in Community, social and personal service (21%), General government service (21%) and

wholesale and retail trade (20%).
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The main industry in the urban areas is wholesale and retail sales while, agriculture is the main
industry in the rural areas. The agriculture industry was strongest in Toledo, Corozal and Stann Creek
districts. Sugar is strongest in Corozal (28%) even though the factory is located in Orange Walk.
Fishing and fish processing is strongest in Stann Creek accounting for 5% of their employed population.
This district is home to most of the shrimp farms in the country. Tourism is strongest in Belize (12%),
Stann Creek (11%) and Cayo (10%) districts.

The employed population by occupation is presented in Table F4. Most of the employed
population (33%) is employed in elementary occupations. The rate is almost the same for males and
females. Apart from elementary occupation, the males are mainly occupied as craft and related
workers (19%) and agriculture, forestry and fishery workers (14%). The females are mainly technicians
and associate professionals (16%), service workers and shop sales workers (15%) and clerks (14%).

A comparison by sex of the senior officials and professionals shows that 12% of females and 7%
of males hold these occupations.  The difference increases when the technicians and associate

professionals are considered.
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SECTION VI
INCOME

Many people are reluctant to disclose information on their income. Even though respondents
were ask to identify their income range rather than to state their exact income there were still high levels
of non-response. Eleven percent (11%) of the employed population did not provide the information on
income. The rate was even higher in urban areas and in Belize district where 24% did not give the
information on income.

The mean income is $835.00 per month. This represents an increase compared to 1991 when the
mean monthly income was $628.00. The mean income is higher for males than for females.

A closer look at the lowest and highest range of the income groups shows that the difference by
sex are minimal. Three percent (3%) of males and females earn less than
$1, 440 while, approximately 2% males and females earn $34,600 or more per year. There is a
noticeable difference at the urban/rural level. Only 1% in the urban areas earned less than $1,440
compared to 6% in the rural areas. At the highest end of the income range, the percentage that earn
$34,560 and over per annum is three time as high in the urban areas compared to the rural.

Toledo district reported the highest percentage (23%) that earned less than $1,400 per annum
while Belize district reported the lowest, less than 1%. Belize district also reported the highest
percentage that earned more than $34,560.

Employed persons who earn less than $20,000 per year are exempted from paying income tax.
Further analysis of the income data indicates that 8% of the employed population are above this

threshold and therefore, are taxed on their income. There is little difference between males and
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females. However, 12% in urban areas compared to 4% in rural areas are above the threshold. Belize
district has the highest percentage (12%) that is above the tax exemption threshold and Toledo district
has the lowest (5%). These figures indicate the low percentage of employed persons that are required to
pay income tax.

The data on income level by education are in the expected direction where, income increases
with education level. The percentage earning less than $1,400 per annum is 7% for those with no
education and less than 1% for those with tertiary level education. At the highest end of the income
levels, less than one percent of those with no education earn $34,560 or higher, while 15% of those with
a university degree earn within this range.

A comparison at the district level of persons with university degree who earn $34,559 or higher
shows that in Cayo district 18% of those with university degree are in this income bracket. This is the
highest rate compared to other districts. The rate was lowest in Corozal (8%). There are several factors
that might have contributed to this difference. Some of these income earners might be working in jobs
that do not require a degree and therefore are not paid for their qualifications. The age and years of
employment with this educational level could also influence the income. Further analysis of income by

these factors would add more explanation.
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SECTION VII
HOUSING AND HOUSEHOLD

Tables H1 and H2 provi