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The Cuban revolution has been presented as a challenge to the
rest of the Americas. It is anmn alternative approach to social and
economic development based on a marxist-leninist model. The 1loss
of freedom it entails 1is justified in terus of what can be
accomplished in meeting basic needs. After 25 years in power, it
is worth asking: How does Cuba compare? what has Dbeen

accomplished?

In this paper, an effort is. made to provide a-basis for such
comparison. Some restrictions on the availability of comparative
jnformation from independent sources limited the selection of
indicators. In essence, four groups of i{ndicators were chosen
related to: a) econoﬁic growth; b) changes in the economnic
structure; c) meeting basic needs in health; and, d) meeting basic
needs in education. There 1is also a brief introduction omn Cuba's

claims and what the basic needs approach meamns.

The format and scope have been selected to provide a quick
basis for comparison. The data has been drawn basically from the

World Bank's World Development Report for 1983. Perhaps a broader

coverage of indicators would be desirable, but lack of objective
series for comparison jimited the scope of indicators that could

be used.

The balanée shows that, contrary to the general impression
created by Castro's propaganda, the record is not favorable to the
Cuban revolution. For almost every indicator, other countries
have made more progress than Cuba. Whét makes this record more
tragic is that these are the areas of success usually mentioned to
justify the 1loss of freedom imposed by the Castro regime on the

Cuban people.
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CUBA'S CEALLENGE

At the Extraordinag;yéession of the interanerican Economic
and Social Council of theé Organization of American States, held in
Punta del Este, Uruguay in August, 1961; Ernesto Guevara, the head
of the Cuban delegation, said the fplloyiné: "The rate of growth
that is ,given [by the Alliance ?o: ﬁrogress] as a beautiful thing
for all the Americas is 2.5 percent of net growth. Bolivia
announced 5 percent for ten years; we congratulate the Bolivian
representative while telling him that with a little effort and the
mobilization of popular forces, he could say 10 percent. We speak
of 10 percent of development without any fear, 10 percent of
development is the rate that Cuba foresees for the coming years.
[eeel What does Cuba expect to have by 19807 A net per capita
income of three thousand doliars; more than the United States

currently has.” (Reunidn  Extraordinaria del Consejo

Iateramericano Econdmico y Social a Nivel Ministerial, Punta del

Este, Uruguay, el 5-17 Agosto 1961l. Actas y Documentos. Uaidn

Panamericana, Secretar{a General, Organizacidén de los Estados

Americanos, Washington, D.C., 1962, p. 213)

In 1966, Fidel Castro made the following statement: “"In our
system no one works to make profits for any individual; we work to
satisfy the needs of the people, to enrich the country, to raise
the productivity of labor; [...] because our resources will
jncrease and it will be possible to take care of the most pressing
needs of the people in the same measure as labor productivity

increases.

These are the things that make our case different from that
of the other Latin American nations. We are ahead of them. And
ijn a world where the population increases more rapidly than the
output of foodstuffs, how will the underdeveloped nations be able
to face this tremendous problem without Revolution, without doing
precisely what we are doing?” (Fidel Castro Speaks. ed. Martin
Kenner and James Petras. Grove Press, New York, 1969, p. 195)
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These statements were based on several underlying assumptions

and had a number of implications:

a. Economic freedom and individual {incentives are oot
compatible with the satisfaction of popular needs.

b. Socialist planning is able to identify the needs of the

-

people more accurately than free expression of

preferences through warket mechanisms. _

ce. Sécialiét planning - can allocate resources more
efficiently than other economic systems and ,
consequently, will be capable of raising labor
productivity and promoting economic development.

d. Without a Cuban-style revolution, Latin American nations

cannot fight underdevelopment as effectively as Cuba.

As a corollary of these postulates, in terms of human rights,
the Cuban revolution claims to give priority to economic, social
and cultural rights as opposed to civil and political rights.
Nutrition, health, education, social justice and employment are
deemed to be "the true human rights”. (cidh, p.5) Claiming
significant advances in meeting "basic human needs”, statistics on
Cuban life expectancy, infant mortality, literacy and school
enrolments are presented as positive accomplishments of greater
import than the accompanying stagnating GNP per capita during the

Castro period, not to mention lost freedoms.

THE BASIC NEEDS APPROACH

The basic-needs theory assumes that a direct, public—-sector
supported approach to alleviating poverty is required to offset
ipsufficient consumer knowledge, unequal income distribution and
non-uniform dissemination of productivity~enhancing innovations.
Emphasis is placed on improving health, nutrition and basic
education, especially in rural areas - jtems intended to build up
a critical minimum level of Dbasic human capital. These

improvements in the stock of human capital are theorized to

-3 -
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contribute over time to increased productivity and growth.

-

The central questio{‘ﬁﬁich has been investigated relative to
the theory is whether“chfrent'grovth is sacrificed for future
growth while minimum basic needs levels are being attained and, if

so, whether the increased growth in the future is sufficient to

. offset egrlier growth foregone.™ One prominent group states that

"the trade-off is likely to take the form of a longer gestation
period for investment in assets, held by the poof rather thanmn a
permanent reduction in GNP."” (Redistribution with Growth, p. =xix).
Thus, the payoff for 1nvestiﬁg in basic needs is seen to be

overall economic growth as measured by a GNP—~equivalent in a later
stage.

a

Twe very broad conclusions have emerged from numerous related
investigations. First, 1t appears that countries wmaking
substantial progress 1Iin meeting basic needs do not  have
substantially lower GNP growth rates. Second, the attainment of a
higher level of basic needs satisfaction appears to lead to a
higher growth rate in the future. (Hicks, p. 992)

The intent of this analysis is to examine and compare Cuba's
performance under the Castro Government to that of other Latin
American and Caribbean countries inm light of the basic needs
theory. Such an effort 1is handicapped by limitations 1in
availability of data. One of the consequences of the highly
centralized organization of the Cuban society under the
revolution, is that the availability of sfatistical information is
entirely controlled by the government. The government has nunot
facilitated the availability of daﬁa necessary to appraise Cuba's
economic performance. For example, one glaring deficiency is the
lack of reliable data on national accounts to observe the
evolution of such indispensable indicators as Gross National
Product = or the equivalent GSP indicator used by centrally

planned economies - at constant prices.
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The hypothesis in this paper is that Cuba, at the time of the
revolution, had already attained a relatively high level of
meeting basic needs and could have advanced at that time into the
subsequent stage of economic expansion and growth foreseen by the
theory. Instead, limited attainments in improving satisfaction of
basic needs have been accompanied by lack of growth in GNP. The
resources used for generating greater basic needs fulfillment (in
the form'of public-sector supported consumption, especially in
health care and gducation) and for military expenditures have
diverted resources away froam prohuctive investment. In addition,
by breaking away from its traditional markets and alliances, Cuba
deprived itself of the opportunity of sharing in industrial

development resulting from the various integration schemes in the

Americas.

Although in this paper no discussion in depth is made of the
role of the military, it should be noted that in 1980 Cuba spent
6.1 percent of its GNP on military expenditures. This was the
highest percentage in Latin America for that year and a not
unconmon expenditure for Cuba during the last 25 years. Higher
average expenditures were recorded only for Warsaw Pact countries
and the Middle East. (Sivard, p. 33-35) Another indicator of the
militarization of Cuba and its economic impact is that annual
income per capita has been higher for military positions than for
state-supported civilian positions or private farmers. "By 1977
the average military wage was 17 percent sbove the civilian one.”
(Mesa-Lago, p. 155) Further,>for the period 1970 through 1982,
military employment fluctuated between 6 and 9 percent of the
total labor force. (Wharton, p. 10) These rates are several times
higher than those of any other country in Latin America and the
Caribbean. For example, the percentage of overall population in
the military in 1981-82 in Cuba was 2.32, while in Brazil it was
.22, in Argentina .66 and even in Chile only .82. (Cuban Armed
Forces and the Soviet Military Presence, p. 2)

The tables selected illustrate Cuba's advanced position in
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the region before the revolution, as well as its position
approximately twenty years. later. In comparing Cuba's performance
to that of other countries in Latin America and the Caribbean, a
key measurenment, oitgnm-convenientiy‘onerlooked, is that of
percentage improvement relative to the 1960 base. 1In most cases,
we have utilized this relative percentage improvement to ramnk the
performance of all countriesﬁsufveyéh. Under this approach,
countries starting at high levels in 1960 and making small
increases would  not have high rankings in percentage change in
meeting basic needs. However, under basic needs theory such
countries should demonstrate strong growth in GNP per capita.
That is, they have moved to the stage when minimum basic needs can
be met along with increased investment.

Cudba has performed well in some indicators but neit;er
percentage improvement mnor absolute 1levels of ©basic needs
gttainment have been accompanied by acceptable GNP growth given
Cudba's advanced beginning position. On the other Thand,
significant progress has been made by countries following western
development models both in terms of GNP growth and basic needs
attainment, without the loss of individual freedom experienced in
tuba. Lack of adequate informatiom has prevented a compafison on
employment. It should be recoguized that this is anmn 1indicator
where Cuba's progress is acknowledged to be substantially better

than in the other countries in the americas.

COMPARISON OF SELECTED INDICATORS OF ECONOMIC GROWTH

The first group, Tables 1-4, deals with GNP performance,‘
energy consumpﬁion per capita and an average index of food
production per capita. Table 1 ranks the twenty-one countries
included according to average annual percentage growth in GNP per
capita between 1960 and 1981. These range from Brazil with an
average 5.5 percent per year, to Cuba with a -0.6 to +0.5 percent
yearly average over the period. Thus, Cuba's GNP per capita has
basically been stagnant since the revolution while countries with
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both lower and higher absolute initial levels of GNP per capita
(and lower levels of basic human needs attainment) have grown at
faster rates. From this table it 1s evident that the stock of
wealth available for attending to basic needs has not grown in the

case of Cuba.

Table 2 provides an interesting coumparison of changes in
relative rankings in GNP per capita over time. Cuba went from
third place inm 1952 to fifteenth place in 1981, a decrease of
twelve, Paraguay.Went from eighteenth place to eighth over the
same time period, the largest positive increase among the
countries surveyed. Cuba's relative position has clearly not been
maintained by the economic policies followed during the Castro
period. Other countries reflect more moderate variations in their

rankings.

Concrete evidence of Cuba's stagnating GNP is provided by the
fact that there are shortages of all sorts of consumer goods
including durables such as automobiles and television sets.
According to Luxenburg, the nﬁmber of passenger cars went from
159,000 in 1958 to 80,000 in 1976. Television receivers increased
in number from 500,000 in 1960 to 650,000 in 1977, but Cuba's rate
of increase (30 percent) was much less than that experienced by
other Caribbean countries during the same period. For example,
Puerto Rico went from 173,000 receivers in 1960 to 631,000 in
1977, an increase of 265 percent.

Table 3 covers the percentage increése in enérgy consumption
per capita since 1960, a measure of growth in production and
industrial expansion. Cuba ranks fourth from the bottom with a 48
percent 1increase. Over half the countries have at least a 100
percent increase during the period. As an indicator of growth,
energy consumption may have been affected by the conservation
policiés resulting from the oil crisis. However, {t is known that
Cuba has had limited access to more energy efficient technology

for its industrial plant. Therefore, even allowing for

-7 -
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conservation measures this growth performance is poor.

-

Table 4 presents an i;dex of increase in food production per
capita based on comparing the ﬁériéd'l969-71 with 1979-81. Cuba
shows a growth of six points, a little a§ove the mean for these
countries during this ten-year pe;?odn It should be noted that
these base years were catastr&}hic for non-sugar agriculture in
the country due to the immense effort necessary to produce the
sugar harvest of 1970. Presumably, production was higher in
earlier years and Cuba would show even less improvement 1f the
base period were set before the ten million ton sugar harvest

effort began.

-8 -
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TABLE 1
GNP Per Capita

(ranked according to percentage increase)

Average Annual

$ Growth (%)
) 1981 : 1960-81
Brazil 4 2,220 ’ 5.1
Ecuador . 1,180 4.3
Mexico 2,250 3.8
Paraguay 1,630 3.5
Dominican Republic 1,260 3.3
Colombia 1,380 3.2
Panama 1,910 3.1
Costa Rica 1,430 3.0
Guatemala 1,146 2.6
Venezuela 4,220 2.4
Argentina ° 2,560 1.9
Bolivia 600 1.9
Uruguay 2,820 1.6
El Salvador 650 1.5
Honduras 600 1.1
Peru 1,170 1.0
Jamaica 1,180 0.8
Chile 2,560 0.7
Nicaragua 860 0.6
Haiti 300 ' : 0.5
Cuba 880-1,110° 0.6 - +0.5%

e e e e e s e e e o e e P — e e en - — — w— —— — —

a Although in 1982 the World Bank stopped providing specific

estimates for Cuban GNP per capita, it locates Cuba within this
range.

Source: World Bank, World Development Report 1983, Oxford
University Press, 1983,
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TABLE 2

Relative Position - GNP Per Capita and Change

‘Rank ~

Rank

1952 1981

Venezuela 1 Vengzuel; 1
Argentina 2 hr?gﬁay 2
Cuba ' 3 Argentina 3
Chile 4 Chile 4
Panama 5 Mexico 5
Uruguay 6 Brazil 6
Brazil 7 Panama 7
Mexico 8 Paraguay 8
Colombia 9 Costa Rica 9.
Costa Rica Colombia 10
Dominican Republic Dominican Republic 11
Guatemala Ecuador 12
El Salvador Peru 13
Nicaragua Guatemala 14
Honduras 15 Cuba 15
Ecuador 16 Nicaragua 16
Peru 17 El Salvador 17
Paraguay 18 Honduras 18
Bolivia 19 Bolivia 19
Haiti 20 Haiti 20

Sources: For 1952, "Tipologfa Socioecondémica de los Pa{ses

Latinoamericanos™, published as a special issuve of the Revista

Interamericana de Ciencias Sociales, Vol. 2, OAS, Washington, DC,

1963. For 1981, ranking results from World Development Report

1983 estimates,
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TABLE 3

Energy Consumption Per Capita

(Kilograms of coal equivalent)

(ranked based on percentage increase from 1960)

Haiti
Paraguay
Panama
Dominican
Republic
Ecuador
Brazil
Costa Rica
Bolivia
El Salvador
Jamaica
Mexico
Nicaragua
Honduras
Colombia
Peru
Argentina

Guatemala

Uruguay

Venezuela

Source:

1,020
3,014

World Bank, World Development

Absolute Percentage Increase

Increase from 1960
72 | 450

220 275
1,155 247
359 227
476 220
717 186
518 167
283 167
212 146
786 120
898 114
181 100
143 96
451 87
374 86
984 84
128 71
361 __ _ 48} _ __ _ ____ 48
304 36
140 14

25 1

Report 1983, Oxford

University Press, 1983.

- 11 -
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TABLE &

- Average Index of Food

. .Production Per Capigi
- e~ -(1969=71=100).

1979-81
S

Brazil h 125
Colombia’ T 122
Guatemala 116
Argentina ) | 116 .
Paraguay 111
Costa Rica 110
Cwba_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ ____108
Mexico 106
Uruguay . 104
Venezuela 104
El Salvador 104
Panama 102
Bolivia . 102 -
Dominican Republic ~ 99 .
Chile 97
Ecuador 97
Jamaica 90
Haiti 89
Nicaragua 87
Peru , 84
Honduras ' 80

Source: World Bank, World Development Report 1983, Oxford
University Press, 1983.

- 12 -
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COMPARISON OF SELECTED INDICATORS OF ECONOMIC STRUCTURE

The second group, Tables 5-7, covers a variety of indicators
selected to illustrate the evolution of the economic structure
over time in terms of an increasing proportion of industrial
production and manufactured exports and a decreasing proportion of
agricultural production and primary commodity exports. In very
broad terms, this is generally associated with the progress toward
development. However, oil exporting countries distort the accepted

“normal” progression toward greater development.

Key indicators of change 1in production structure available
for cross-country comparison are the percentages of labour in the
main sectors of the economy. It is recognized that the validity

of these indicators may be: affected by changes in 1labour
productivity.

Table 5 presents the percentage of the labor force in
agriculture relative to the 1960 base. Large percentage decreases
would reflect a change in production structure, allowing for no
major change in labour productivity. Cuba 1s ranked number seven
with a decrease of 16 percent. The largest decrease was Colomdbia,
with 25 percent. The smallest was Ecuador with 5 percent. As to
the starting base, it must be noted that in 1960, only Argentina,
Uruguay, Chile and Venezuela had a lower proportion of

agricultural labour force.

Table 6 contains the inverse of Table 5, the percentage of
the labor force in industry and services relative to the 1960 .
base. Here, Cuba ranks seventh with a 16 percent increase. The
greatest increase was experienced in Colombia, with a 25 percent
increase. Omnly five countries had an equal or greater percentage
of their labor forces employed in the industrial and service

sectors in 1960 - Jamaica, Venezuela, Chile, Uruguay and
Argentina.

- 13 -
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These two Tables together indicate that Cuba started with a
relatively high pefcentage of its labor force in the industrial
and service sectors and ;'Eﬁaller percentage in agriculture. With
this sort of breakdown, Cuba started the period in a good position
to make further progress in changing its economic structure. On
the basis of these indicators, Cuﬁ?-shqwshless progress than many

other countries in the regilon.

Table 7 presents the comparison among countries for share of
manufactured exports ranked on absolute percentage increase
relative to 1960. Cuba shows no change in the twenty-year period,
although decreased dependence on sugar was a major goal of the
revolution. Cuba is ranmked the lowest of all countries for which
data was available. This comparison reflects the price Cuba-has
paid for isolating itself from its neighbours. The progress of
other countries in the region in 1increasing the share of
manufactures is due in most cases to the verious regional
integration schemes. Cuba decided to integrate its economy within
the COMECON and was assigned the role of a basic commodity
producer. Had this not been the case, Cuba would most likely have
experienced increases similar to those of Jamaica (48 percent) or
bosta Rica (29 percent). It is significant that in 1960 these two
countries had exactly the same shére of manufactured exports (5

percent) that Cuba had.

- 14 -
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TABLE S

Percentage of Labor Force im Agriculture

(ranked on basis of absolute percentage decrease

relative to 1960 base)

. : Absolute
' y 4 Percentage
1960 1980 Change
Colombia 51 26 (25)
Panama 51 27 (24)
Costa Rica 51 29 (22)
Brazil 52 30 (22)
Mexico 55 36 (19)
Nicaragua 62 43 (19)
Dominican Republic 67 49 - (18)
Jamaica 39 21 (18)
Venezuela 35 18 (17)
Cuba_ _ _ - 39 _ ___23__ ___Qe_
Peru 52 39 (13)
Chile 31 19 (12)
Paraguay 56 44 (12)
El Salvador 62 50 (12)
Guatemala 67 55 (12)
Bolivia 61 50 (11)
Uruguay 21 11 (10)
Argentina 20 13 (7)
Honduras 70 63 (7)
Haiti 80 74 (6)
Ecuador 57 52 (5)

Source: World Bank, World Development Report 1983, Oxford

University Press, 1983.

- 15 -
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TABLE 6

Percentage Oof Labor Force in Industry and Services

(ranked on basis of absolute percentage increase
- -rélative to 1960 base)

. L Absolute
4 4 Percentage
1960 . 1980 Change
Colombia 49 74 . 25
Panama 49 73 24
Brazil 48 70 22
Costa Rica &9 71 22
Nicaragua 38 57 _ 19
Mexico 45 ’ 64 19
Dominican Republic 33 51 18
Jamaica 61 79 18
Venezuela 65 82 17
Cuba_ _ _ _ _ _ ___ ___ 61 - _ _ _17_ _ __ _16_
Peru 48 61 13
Paraguay 44 56 12
éuatemala 33 45 12
El Salvador 38 50 12
Chile 69 81 12
Bolivia . 39 50 11
Uruguay 79 89 10
Argentina 80 87 7
Bonduras 30 37 7
Haiti 20 26 6
Ecuador 43 48 5

Source: World Bank, World Development Report 1983, Oxford
University Press, 1983.

- 16 -
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Jamaica
Brazil

E1l Salvador
Costa Rica

Mexico

Dominican Republic

Guatemala
Argentina
Colombia
Chile
Peru

Paraguay

Nicaragua’

Honduras
Uruguay
Ecuador

Venezuela

Panama

Source:

Univérsity Press, 1983.

TABLE 7

Percentage Share of Merchandise Exports

Manufactures

z.
1960 19

N N O = & N & WD un o W oWn
N
S

(ranked on basis of absolute percentage increase
relative to 1960 base)

Absolute

fercentage

Change
48
36
33
29
27
22
21
19
18
16
15
12
12
10

World Bank, World Development Report 1983, Oxford

- 17 -
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COMPARISON OF SELECTED INDICATORS OF
° HEALTH PROGRESS

This subject fa11§'§quarély iﬁto the boundaries of basic
buman needs theory, reflecting the results of public health
policies and improvements in levéys of nutrition. Tables 8-11
deal with some selected healtﬁ‘indicators for which comparative
data 1is avgilable. Table 8 covers population per physician ranked
on the basis of percentage decreases relative to 1960. 1In actual
proportion, Cuba still ranks below Uruguay and Argentina. 1In
terms of progress, Cuba ranks number eleven in this category,
going from 1,060 to 700, a decline of 34 percent. Bonduras
experienced the largest percentage decrease, 75 percent, although
1t still has a high absolute number of people per physicizn,
3,120. In additionm, it should.be pointed out that the figures do
not reflect the net availability of doctors since many Cudban

doctors are sent overseas by the Goveranment.

Table 9 presents perceniige increases in life expectancy at
birth. Here Cuba ranks in the bottom one~-third in progress during
the period of comparison with a 16 percent increase. Again,
Honduras had the highest increase, 28 percent. As for the
preceding indicator, Cuba started the period under investigation
with a very Eavorab1e abso1ute number; onlv two or three countries
surpassed it in either indicator in 1960. This suggests that
human needs fulfillment had already reached much more than a

"basic™ level before the revolution.

Table 10 covers percentage decreases in infant mor:ality\
relative to 1960. In this category, if we utilized World Bank
figures Cuba would rank number one, with a decrease from 66 per
1000 to 19 per 1000, or 71 percent. Other sources have indicated
(cidh p. 194, Statistical Abstract of Latia America, 1977, p. 107)
that the actual number (for 1955-59) was 32 or 33 per 1000 rather
than 66. 1f this is so, Cuba's improvenent is much less dramatic,

a 41 percent decrease. This places Cuba at number twelve in the

- 18 -
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ranking, with an improvement falling belov the mean decrease of 44
percent. Jamaica occuples the number one spot, with a 69 percent

decline, from 52/1000 to 16/1000, the lowest absolute number in
1981 for all countries.

Table 11 presents percentage decreases in the child death
rate. Here, Cuba ranks number four, with an 80 percent decrease,
from 5 per 1000 to 1 per 1000, pehind Chile, Costa Rica, and
Panama. Again, in the base period Cuba enjoyed é very low child

death rate; only Jamaica, Uruguay and Argentina had a lower rate.

It 4s interesting to note that although Cuba began and ended
the period with a relatively favorable rating for each of the four
indicators discussed, there was a good deal of fluctuation in the
incidence of contagious disease during the period. The table
presented below illustrates a variety of situations, from measles,
syphilis aund acute diarrhea which steadily worsened over the
period, to hepatitis and tuberculosis which both worsened before
beginning a decline.

Rate of Contagious Diseases in Cuba
(per 100,000 Znhabitants)

Acute
Measles Syphilis Diarrhea ‘ Hepatitis Tuberculosis

1959 10.3 0.7 5,707 ° 5.0 2 27.6
1967 165.9 13.1 6,165 _ 139.6 37.2
1977 263.3 39.2 7,358 123.2 13.1

2 1961

b 1965

(Mesé—Lago, p. 167)
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Therefore, contrary to the widespread impression that Cuba's
favorable health co;ditigﬁf"are a result 6f the priority given by
the present regime to this basic need, the fact is that Cuba's
progress has -been léEE.thanbthaﬁ\of other countries in the

Anericas. In absolute terms, Cuba's position is not too much
better than the high base 1t_st;§ted-from. It is perhaps in
making health services availagle to the rural population that
Cuba's claims are more justifiedf' Since no data for comparison

amoung countries-is available, all that can be done is to note the
point.
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(ranked on basis of percentage decrease relative to 1960 base)

Honduras
Panama
Bolivia
Dominican
Republic
Costa Rica
Uruguay

E1l Salvador

Ecuador
Venezuela

. Brazil

— - - - a— - ——

Nicaragua
Mexico
Argentina
Colombia
Peru
Haiti
Paraguay
Chile
Jamaica

Guatemala

Source:

University Press,

TABLE 8
Population per Physician

World Bank, World Development

1983.

Percentage
Absolute Change Relative

1960 1980 - Change . to 1960 Base
12,620 3,120 (9,500) (75)
2,730 980 (1,750) (64)
3,830 1,850 (1,980) (52)
8,220 4,020 (4,200) (51)
2,700 1,470 (1,230) (46)
960 540 (420) (44)
5,260 3,040 (2,220) (42)
2,670 1,620 (1,050) (39)
1,510 950 (560) (37)
2,670 1,700 (970) (36)
1,060 _ _ _ _700 _ _ _ __ (360)_ _ _ _ _ _ (34)
2,690 1,800 (890) (33)
1,830 1,260 (570) (31)
740 530 (210) (28)
2,540 1,920 (720) (27)
1,910 1,390 (520) (27)
9,230 8,200 (1,030) (11)
1,810 1,710 (100) (6)
1,780 1,920 140 8
2,590 2,830 240 9
4,420 8,600 4,180 95

Report 1983, Oxford
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TABLE 9
Life Expectancy at Birth (years)

(ranked on basis of percentage increase)

Honduras.
Guatemala

El Salvador-
Haiti

Peru
Ecuador
Dominican Republic
Nicaragua
Bolivia
Chile
Colombia
Venezuela
Costa Rica
Paraguay
Mexico
irazil

— w— o— o - - e e e en  Gwm  amn s e D e @m e G wwes e e mme e e e e

Panana
Jamaica
Argentina
Uruguay

Percentage

Increase

28
26
24
23
23
22
22
21
19
19
19
19
18
16
16
16
16
15
11
9
4

Source: World Bank, World Development Report 1983, Oxford

University Press, 1983.
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Jamaica
Panama
Costa Rica
Chile
Venezuela
Peru -
Paraguay
Colombia
Dominican

Republic

E1l Salvador

Ecuador

Mexico
Honduras
Nicaragua
Haiti
Brazil
Argentina
Guatemaia
Bolivia

Uruguay

Source:

114
85
163
86
103

167
50

TABLE 10
Infant Mortality Rate

(aged 0-1)
per 1000 Births

112
75
b4
66

129
39
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(ranked on basis of perceuntage decrease)

Absolute Percentage
Decrease Decrease
36 (69)
47 (69)
56 (67)
72 (63)
45 (53)
78 (48)
40 (47)
48 (47)
53 (45)
61 (45)
60 (43)
W (41)

37 (41

59 (41)
56 (39)
70 (38)
43 (36)
17 (28)
26 (28)
38 (23)
11 (22)

University Press, 1983.

* Statistical Abstract of Latin America, 1977, p. 107.
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TABLE 11
© Child Death Rate
" ‘(aged 1-4)
. Eer'lOOO“'
(ranked on basis of percentage'decrease)

o4

. : ) - Absolute

) Percentage

1960 1981 Decrease Decrease
Chile | . 18 D2 16 (89)
Costa Rica 8 1 7 (88)
Panama 5 1 4 (80)
Cuba_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 5 _ _ 1 4 (80)
Paraguay 9 2 7 (78)
Venezuela 9 2 7 (78) .
Peru 38 9 29 (76)
Dominican _

Republic 20 5 15 (75)
El Salvador 26 7 19 (73)
Colombia 14 - 4 10 (71)
Ecuador 28 8 20 (71)
Honduras 30 9 21 (70)
Nkcaragua 30 10 20 (67)
Haiti 47 17 30 (64)
Brazil 19 7 12 (63)
Mexico 10 4 (60)
Argentina 4 2 (50)
Guatemala 10 5 (50)
Bolivia 40 23 17 (43)
Uruguay 3 2 1 (33)
Jamaica 3 - - -

Source: World Bank, World Development Report 1983, Oxford

University Press, 1983.
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COMPARISON OF SELECTED INDICATORS OF
EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS

Education is one of the basic needs that are emphasized by
Cuba to justify the regime's success. The final group, Tables
12-15, gives information on a variety of educational indicators
over the, twenty-year period. For the tables on school enrollment
a number over 100 percent indicates over-age students in relation
to the specified- age group. Ihié is due to grade repeaters OT
late entrants. The comparison can be misleading in the absence of
detailed explanations because a decrease may result from a better

rate of grade promotion. Keeping this waraing in mind, the

following comments are made.

Table 12 covers the increase in the number of people enrolled
in primary school as a percentage of a specified age group. Cuba
had a small increase of 3 percent, number fourteen in the ranking.
Cuba began the period with a relatively .,high percentage, exceeded

only by Uruguay. Colombia made the most impressive improvement
with a 51 percent increase.

Table 13 deals with the increase in the number of people
enrolled in secondary school as a percentage of a specified,
standard age group. In this area, Cuba made more progress,
ranking number one with a 57 percent increase. This reflects

Cuba's comparatively low percentage in 1960, 14 percent of the age

group enrolled in secondary school.

Table 14 presents the increase in the number of people
enrolled in institutions of higher learning as a percentage of a
standard age group. Cuba made some progress in this area also,
ranking number five with a 17 percent increase. It should be
pointed out here that academic freedom is strictly curtailed imn
Cuba. Universities are not independent and research conducted
must be approved of by the state and the communist party. This

faciiitates state control of research content and results. (cidh,
p. 91-92)

- 25 -
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In addition, relevant for all jevels of education, 1is the
politicized nature of the ‘course work. Primary school students
are taught basic marxist coacepts and “polytechnic”™ courses which
attempt to ready thew fot manual work with tools and machines.
(cidh, p. 223) From that point, through the university, no
independent schools exist and no ilterpaie points of view are
tolerated., (cidh, p. 229-230) ’ )

Table 15 presents percentage Ehanges in the adult literacy
rate based on 1960 status. In absolute terms., Cuba ranks number
one, with 95 percent. Cuba ranks number six in this category in
terms of progress from a relatively high starting point.
Countries making real progress in this area started with much
lower literacy rates than Cuba. This indicates, once again, that

Cuba had already fulfilled a high level of basic human needs
before the revolution.

- 26 -
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TABLE 12
Educational Indicators - Primary

Number enrolled in school as percent of age group

(ranked on basis of absolute percentage increase

relative to 1960 base)

Absolute
4 % Percentage
1960 1980 "Change

Colombia 77 128 51 -
Mexico 80 120 ° 40
Nicaragua 66 100 34
Peru | - 83 112 29
Guatemala 45 69 24
Ecuador 83 107 24
Honduras 67 89 ' 22
Bolivia 64 84 20
Argentina - 98 - 116 18
Haiti : _ 46 64 18
Panama 96 - 113 .17
Costa Rica 96 108 12
Dominican Republic 98 106 8
Chile 109 117 8
Jamaica 92 99 7
Paraguay 98 102 4
Venezuela _ 100 104 4
Cuba  _ _ _ _ _ . - 109 _ __u12 __ _ _ _ _ 3_
Brazil 95 93 (2)
Uruguay 111 105 (6)
El Salvador 80 74 (6)

Sourcé: World Bank, World Development Report 1983, Oxford

University Press, 1983.
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TABLE 13

Educational Iadicators - Secondary

Number enrolled in school as percent of age group

(ranked on basis 6f“£bsolu£e»percentage increase

relative to 1960 base)

Absolute
y 4 4 Perﬁentage
1960 1980 - change
Cuba _ _ _ _ e e m - 14 1 _ _ 57
Peru 15 56 41
Nicaragua 7 43 36
Panama 29 65 36
Colombia 12 46 34
Argentina ' 23 56 a3
Chile : 24 55 31
Ecuador 12 40 28
Costa Rica 21 - 48 27
Mexico 11 37 26
Dominican Republic 7 32 25
Bolivia 12 36 24
Uruguay 37 60 23
Brazil 11 32 21
Venezuela 21 39 18
Paraguay ' 11 26 15
Honduras 8 21 ‘ 13
Jamaica 45 57 12
E1 Salvador 13 23 10
Guatemala 7 16 9
Haiti 4 12 8

Source: World Bank, World Development Report 1983, Oxford
University Press, 1983.
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TABLE 14
Educational Indicators - Higher

Number enrolled in school as percent of age group

(ranked on basis of absolute percentage increase

Ecuador
Costa Rica

Panama

Venezuela
Peru
Argentina
Mexico
Brazil
Dominican Republic
Colombia
Nicaragua
Chile
Uruguay
Honduras

E1l Salvador
Guatemala
Paraguay
Bolivia
Baiti

Jamaica

relative to 1960 base)

Absolute
4 . y4 Percentage
1960 1980 Change
3 35 ) 32
5 26 21
5 23 18
3 ___z_____ 1

4 21 17
4 16 12
11 23 12
3 15 12
2 12 10
13 10 9
2 11 9
3 9 8
4 12 8
8 16 8
1 8 7
1 8 7
2 9 7
2 7 5
4 - -
- 1 -
2 - -

Source: World Bank, World Development Report 1983, Oxford

University Press,
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TABLE 15
“Adult-Literacy Rate

(ranked on basis of absolute percentage increase
relative to 1960 base)

e " Absolute
, Z % Percentage
1960 1980 Change

Nicaragua ) . 38 @ . 90 52
Bolivia 39 63 24
Peru 61 80 19 n
Venezuela 63 82 19
Colombia 63 81 18
Mexico 65 83 18
Cuba_ _ _ _ _ o 78 & 95 _ _ _ _ _11_
Honduras 45 60 15
Brazil 61 76 15
El Salvador 49 62 13
Ecuvador 68 - 81 13
Panana 73 85 12
Costa Rica | 79 @ 90 11
Paréguay 75 84 9
Uruguay 85 b 94 9
Baiti 15 23 8
Jamaica 82 90 8
Dominican Republic - 63 : 67 2
Argentina 91 93 2
Chile 84 - -
Guatemala 32 - -

Organization of American States, Tipologia Socioeconomica de los

Paises Latinoamericanos, Revista Interamericana de Ciencias

Sociales, Segunda Epoca - Volumen 2, Numero Especial, 1963.
Ibid, percent for year 1957.

‘Source: World Bank, World Development Report 1983, Oxford
University, Press 1983.
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