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The communities of Pella, IOI~a, and Holland, ~lichigan, were both 
in 1847 by members of the same broader group of immigrants who left 

Netherlands in search of religious tolerance and economic opportunity. 
comparing the development of these two communities through 1880, a 

hora of variables, including perhaps the personalities and leadership 
Hies of the ministers who guided the migration and settlements might. be 

ned. However, while the answers to questions derived from an 
'nation of these kinds of variables m~y indeed be profitable and fun to 
, they do not lend themselves to direct measurement. Moreover, other 
rs like Lucas and especially Van Hinte have already offered some 
s to those Kinds of questions. Therefore, because of my interest in 
atistical (some of you might argue sadistical) approach to the study 

history, I shall limit my comparisons to economic development and wealth 
ility ~lithin the two communities. In doing this, I shall rely upon 

W. Kirk's work Promise of ilmerican Life for information concerning 
development of Holl and and my study of Pell a entitl ed "The Socio

nomic Mobil ity of the Dutch Immigrants to Pella, Iowa, 1847-1925." 

As noted, both Pella and Holland were settled by members of the same 
rOilcer group of immigrants. The major differences between those who 
, lowed Scholte to IO~Ja and those who settled in 11ichigan with Van Raalte 

to have been that Pella's founders included more individuals who. had 
farmers in the Netherlands in their number and controlled more initial 

ita 1 than did those of Holland. Another major difference between the two 
onies, however, lay not with the settlers but with the location of . 

lement. Pella was established on the Iowa prairie in what would become 
heart of the mid-western cornbelt. Holland, on the other hand, was 

ed in the Michigan forest which would eventuall y be transformed into 
industrial heartland of the midwest. Thus, even though both colonies 

ld be initially dependent on agriculture, Holland would develop industry 
. le Pella's settlers would continue in the pursuit of farming. 

During the early years, both communities had their "time of troubles" 
ting, in part, because both the Iowa and Michigan settlers tied up 

ir money in land. In Pella, this caused cash flow problems and led to a 
b'al"te'r economy which was relieved in 1849 when a second .group of wealthy, 

I igrants, ·led by Henry Hospers, arrived in Pella. These immigrants spent 
r gold guilders in purchasing land and homes thereby placing cash into 

la's economy. By 1850, American silver spent freely by "4gers" Ivho 
through Pella en route to the California gold fields allowed many of 

Dutch settlers to retire their debts. Pella's settlers had also endured 
extremely harsh winter in 1848-49 while many lived in sod houses. 

reover, serious flooding during the next two springs caused great damage, 
Ic';.qE!stroying the so-called port of Amsterdam which had been built on the Des 
~ii Mnines River and dashing the hopes of those who believed the river could be 

suitable for navigation. Even though river transportation proved to be 
ossible, Pella had been founded on the stage route between Keokuk and 

rt Des Moines. ,I/hile poorly maintained, this road did provide the 
:com~nunity with very 1 imited farm-to-market transportation from the 

beginning. Finally, the Dutch settlers of Pella were fortunate t6 have 
ilmerican neighbors from the time they founded their community. These 
ilmericans continued to live in the area after the Dutch bought their claims 
and offered the immigrants the benefit of their farming experience as well 
as the products of their saw mill and grist mill. 
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While serious enough, the problems faced by the founders of Pella did 
compare to those faced by the Holland settlers during their first 

1 years in r1ichigan. Here the earliest residents faced privation and 
~~llt"" which caused a relatively large number of deaths. Since they had 

ed their money in land, they did not have the capital to construct 
mills or saw mills needed to provide food and housing materials during 

nitial settlement, and this compounded the hardship. Moreover, the 
on in which Holland was established was forested and more isolated from 
. settlements. As a result, the Dutch colonists had to clear the forest 

they could plant crops and build roads to provide transportation. 
heless, although it took Holland somewhat longer, both colonies were 
y established within less than ten years. 

In examining the development of the two Dutch colonies through 1880, it 
d be noted that the Pella community includes the city of Pella and Lake 

rie TOImship while the Holland community includes the city of Holland, 
village of Zeeland and Zeeland and Holland Townships. These areas were 
heart of the two communities, but in both cases, Dutch immigrants 
ed beyond the boundaries of these several townships. This was 
ially true in Holland before 1880, and probably produces some 

SLIOrl:lons when comparisons are made between' the two communities. 

In presenting the population growth in the two Dutch colonies, Table I 
cates that almost 800 more people lived in Holland than lived in Pella 
850, and both settlements continued to grow through 1880. HO\~ever, 
a grew much more rapidly during the 1850s, displaying an average annual 

rate of 12.4 percent for the decade. This was double the average 6.2 
Ir~"nL per year growth rate in Holland's population for the same period. 

result, Pella's population was larger than that of Holland in 1860. At 
glance, this suggests that during this time Scholte was more 

essful than Van Raalte in the competition between the two ministers to 
new i~nigrants to their respective colonies. However, a comparison 

he ethnic concentration in the two populations places this in a 
light. In 1850, those born in the Netherlands represented 97 

ent. of Holl and' 5 work force· and 91 percent of the work force in Pella. 
years later in 1860, however, the proportion of Dutch workers in Holland 
dropped from 97 percent to 73 percent of the work force.' Holland 
inued to attract more settlers than did Pella, and after 1860, grew at a 
faster rate, although not solely because of immigration from the 
lands. Between 1860 and 1880, the Holland community experienced a 150 

,erl:enlt increase in its population, but the number of people living in Pella 
by only 50 percent during those twenty years. Significantly, after 

, Holland's population continued to increase, but Pella's declined. As 
result, by themid-1890s almost three times the number of people lived in 

Michigan ~olony as resided in Pella. 

a larger proportion of Pella's American rather than Dutch 
left the community and since Holland attracted American workers 

well as Dutch immigrants, the ethnic concentration ;n Pella, unlike tnat 
Holl and, . increased after '1870. By 1880, 82 percent of Holl and's work 

rce was of Dutch descent while the proportion of Dutch workers in Pella 
stood at 75 percent. By 1885, however, the Dutch concentration in Pella's 
work force had risen to 82 percent and continued to increase slightly after 
that. Thus, both communities continued to be strongly homogeneous i'n 
nature. 



.... "" ... " \w""IIIIUUII ..... t:':J Wt::lt:' QI:'U QUI~- I..U IlUIO a slgnlT1Cant propOrtlOn or 
lr work forces during the period between 1850 and 1880. Dutch workers 

less likely than Americans to leave the two communities, a factor which 
buted to their homogeneous character. However, a comparison of 

IODlrao,nic persi stence rates indicates that Pell a was somewhat more 
Icces!;ful than Holland in holding its workers. During the three respective 

es between 1850 and 1880, 61, 61 and 55 percent of Holland's work force 
ned in the community. For the corresponding decades in Pella, however, 
stence rates were 77, 66 and 62 percent. Viewed from a different 

r .. ",rtive, the number of people who had worked in Holland during the 
years between 1850 and 1880 was 89 percent greater than the number in 

abor force in 1880. In Pella, on the other hand, the number of people 
found employment during those three decades was only 22 percent greater 
the work force in 1880. After 1880, information on worker persistence 
lland is not readily available, but in Pella after that year, an 
sing proportion of workers remained in the community. 

The explanation for these divergent patterns of population growth, 
c concentration and geographic persistence between Holland and Pella 
in the way the economies of the two communities developed. This 

s cle~rer when the development ~f the agricultural and business 
nm,'nt< of the two economies are compared. 

Duri ng the earl y years, the economi es of both Dutch col oni es depended 
totally on agriculture. This was especially true before 

'an:sportation links to regional markets could be established. Although 
land did develop water transportation to outside markets and thus was 

isolated than Pella during the later 1850s, critical rail links to both 
ilmm"nities were estab1 ished at about the same time in the 1 ater 1860s. 

re this time, then, most non-farm jobs in each colony existed to provide 
ort services to farmers. Since farming dominated the economies, both 
quantity and quality of farm land was a critical factor. Yet, within 
defined bounparies of the two settlements, the amount of farm land was 

nite and could support only a limited number of farmers. Moreover, once 
land had been improved, as it wa·s in both colonies by about 1880, 
rers who had worked at that task would have to find other·employment or 

the community. This was especially true in Holland where farms had to 
created from forest land rather than from open prairie as in Pella. 

so, once the farms were improved, the productive capacity of the land set 
lmits on the number of farmers each settlement could support. 

Lucas points out that there was some excellent farmland in Holland and 
and Townships, but that the agricultural possibilities of the Holland 

~ornmulnity were limited and could not compare to those in Lake Prairie 
hip. Table 2 indicates the soundness of Lucas' impression. By the 

y 1850s, the farmers and rural laborers in Holland had improved almost 
ce as much 1 and as had thei r counterparts in Pella, and over the 'next 

irty years, the Michi·gan colony continued to have a gr.eater amount of . 
mproVed land. Moreover, during that period the difference in the number of 

rmers in the two communities (i .e. those who listed their· occupation as 
,farmer" in the Population Schedule of the Federal Censuses) fluctuated but 

s aproximate1y twice as great in Holland. Nonetheless, the land in the 
11 and settlement was not of the same hi gh qual i ty as that in Pell a as data 
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crop production indicate. Pella's farmers planted more of their improved 
in corn, but they produced significantly larger crops than did their 

and counterparts. The number of bushels of corn produced in Pella 
ed from two to twenty-one times greater than corn produced in Holland. 

1856 and 1880, the two years for which data on crop acreage are available 
Pella, the yield of corn from the farms in Lake Prairie Township was 52 
36 bushel s per acre respectively. This compares with 23 and 27 bushel s 
acre produced in Holland and Zeeland Townships in 1854 and 1874 

pectively. Corn was used· in part to feed 1 ivestock, and as Table 2 al so 
, Pella's farms supported many more head of livestock. Indeed, by the 

ly 1880s there were three times as many animals on Pella's farms than on 
in Holland with hogs making up most of the difference. 

The figures on grain production in Table 2 include barley, rye and 
:cKlwn"nt although oats and wheat were the major grain crops raised in the 

Dutch colonies. Holland's farmers always raised more wheat than their 
in Pella, and in 1850, they produced over twice as much grain 

all types. By the 1880s, however, because of increased oats production 
Pella's farms, combined grain production in the Iowa colony was greater 

in Holland. ' 

Not unexpectedly, then, the Iowa prairie proved to be much more 
uctive than the cleared forest land in Michigan. Ilorking only 70 
ent as much improved land, Pella's farmers produced nearly five times 
combined number of bushels of corn and grain in 1880 than Holland's 

rmers produced in 1884. Thus, it is not surprising that the settlers of 
lla would concentrate on farming and that agriculture continued to be the 
onomic base of the Pella colony. Yet, because of the finite quantity of 

land within Lake Prairie Township, Dutch farmers who wished to work 
ir own land were forced from the township. The resulting exodus, 

all y by members of the second generation, took t\~O forms. Even during 
1850s, some of Pella's farmers had moved to neighboring townships where 

healper land was available. This pattern of movement continued into the 
ieth century and led to the gradual expansion of the Dutch settlement. 

farmers, however, moved longer distances. In 1870, sixty-fou·r 
lies left Pella to found a new Dutch colony in Sioux County, Iowa. This 
colony cont"inued to attract settlers from Pella, and new immigrants froin 
Netherlands who might have settled in Pella. Thus, because of the 

!mpha!i;S on farming, the Pella community could support only a 1 imited 
ulation, and after 1880, it experienced only very moderate growth. 

Like Pella, the Holland community also depended heavily upon 
culture during its first two decades. By the 1870s, however, both lake 
rail transportation links to both regional and national markets had been 
oped, and the settlers of Holland turned increasingly to building an 

tn(jll~:trial base for their local economy. Because of the new jobs created 
th."nliloh industrial development, Holland, unlike Pella, could support a 

rger population and therefore continued to grow •. 

. Dl!ri ng the fi rst twenty years 1 n the development of both Du.tch 
lonies, manufacturing involved the ·processing of natural resources ·and 

cultural products primarily for local markets·. As Table 3 shows, Pella 
thirteen business establishments in 1850. These included two brick 

kilns, a pottery shop, a lime kiln and a stone quarry as well as blacksmith 
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s, shoemakers, slaughterhouses and a saw mill. TheSe businesses 
oyed forty-two workers and represented a capital investment of almost 

They produced a variety of goods ranging from plows and wagons to 
and crocks with a total annual valueof over $15,000 • 

•• Compared to Pella, Holland in 1850 had onl y three manufacturing 
s, including two saw mills and a pearl ash factory, which employed 

nineteen workers., However, the capital invested in these three 
nesses represented more than twice the capital investment in Pella's 

rteen businesses. Moreover, the val ue of product i on of Ho 11 and's three 
Inesses, which stood at $18,560 in 1850, was greater than the combined' 
ue of production from Pella's manufacturers. 

Over the next thirty years, Pella saw the establishment of several 
businesses like the Washington Mill, a flour mill built in 1856 by 

German reSidents, and Beurkens and Company which manufactured wagons 
other farm implements for a regional as well as a local market. Vet, 
of the fifty-seven businesses which had been established in Pella by 
were small shops run by skilled craftsmen working alone or with the 
of a single employee. Thus, in 1880, Pella's businesses employed 104 

, ,were capitalized at $92,000 and had an annual production valued at 
over $218,000. 

This represented rather meager business development when compared to 
which occurred in the Holland community between 1850 and 1880. Even 

, ng the 1850s, Holland experienced a slight diversification in its 
lturally based economy with the establishment of two tanneries, two 

shops, two fishing companies and a boot and shoe factory. This pattern 
inued during the decade of the 1860s when a number of small factories 

ing sashes and doors, wagons, harnesses, metal prOducts, clothing, 
es, furniture and pumps were built. Even though milling and other farm 

ated businesses remained in the local economy during the 18705, 
ustries producing goods for local non-farm residents and for export 

more important. Leather processing dominated Holland's business 
during this decade, but food processing firms including several meat

ing houses, a chee'se and butter factory and a bakery were also 
lished. By 1880, then, the fifty-nine businesses in Holland employed 

workers or almost five times the number of workers employed by firms in 
lao Moreover, in that year, the $616,000 capital investment in Holland's 

sinesses was almost seven times greater than that invested in businesses 
Pella, while the value of production in Holland was nearly five times 

in Pella as Table 3 indicates. 

Perhaps a somewhat clearer picture of the difference in the economic 
lopment of the two Dutch colonies can be obtained by comparing the 

~v,er,lae annual growth rates in population as well as in the business and 
cultural sectors of the two economies between the terminal years of 1850 
1880. Even though Holland had a somewhat larger population than did 

la in 1850, Table A Shows that Holland. experienced .an average annual 
Ornw1:n of 5.2 percent in its population, while Pella grew at the slightly 

gher rate of 5;4 percent per yea'r. This similar pattern of growth ends. 
ho .. ieVE!r, with the increase in the population of the two communities. Growth 
rates in the bUSiness sector of Holland's economy not only far exceeded 
growth in the colony's population, but also out-stripped the growth rates 
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layed by businesses in Pella. Comparisons of growth in the number of 
oyees and in the value of production in businesses in the two 

ties are especially significant. In Pella, the number of workers 
loyed by local businesses increased by only 3.1 percent per year, but in 
land's firms, the number of workers rose at the average annual rate of 
4 percent. Also, the value of production from Holland's business 

grew by 14.4 percent per year, while Pella's business production 
in value at the 'average annual rate of 9.3 p.ercent. ' 

On the other hand, the agricultural sector of Pella's economy grew more 
ly than did Holland's. The farmers of Pella not only improved their 
at a more rapid rate than did their counterparts in Holland, but they 
saw a 7.0 percent per year increase in the number of head of livestock 

r farms. In Holland, however, the number of head of livestock on 
rose only by 5.0 percent per year. Yet, the most significant 

arison lies in crop production. Total crop production, including corn 
cereal grains, from Pella's farms increased at the average annual rate 

7.4 percent, while crop production in the Holland community rose by only 
percent per year. 

The growth rates for the several indicators of economic development in 
two Dutch colonies displayed in Table 4 once again clearly indicate that 
Pella community emphasized the agricultural sector of its economy while 
Holland community stressed business development. Moreover, since the 
h rates in the business or the agricultural sectors of the two 

omies were, in most cases, higher than the rates of growth in the 
lations, Table 4 also indicates that both Dutch colonies prospered. 

Within limits and with several qualifications, the relative prosperity 
hieved by the workers in Pella and Holland can be dete~mined by comparing 
lth mobility rates in the two colonies. Because of the lack of data,' 
s can be done only for the period between 1850 and 1871. For this 

oml~ar'lson, data on the amount of wealth held by Pella's workers were coded 
fit the wealth code which Kirk used to examine wealth mobility among 
land's workers •. This code included four steps or wealth intervals: 0 to 

, $1001 to $2000, $2001 to $3000 arid $3001 and above. It shoul d be 
that for several reason's, this comparison is only an estimate arid not 

actlyaccurate. The data on individual wealth in Pella came from tax 
sts while the data from Holland came from the census. As a result, the 
me intervals between the years at which individual wealth \~as measured do 

exactly correspond. For Holland, measurements were made for 1850, 1860 
1870, but for Pella, measurements were made fo'r 1853, 1860, and 1871. 

~oreo\,er, wealth data for Holland in 1850 includes only the value of real 
roperty but in 1860 and 1870 includes the value of both real and personal 

erty while data for Pella includes the value of real and personal 
roperty in all three years. Finally, the data for Holland has not been 
ontrolled for the inflation of the 1860's, while the data for Pella has. 
1 of these qualifications would tend to inflate wealth mobility rates for 

Holland community. Yet,' while they should be not.ed, the distortions in, 
comparative mobility rates p.roduced by the lack of completely compatible .' 

data are very likely not of major proportion aAd result in only slightly 
erstated wealth mobility rates for Holland. 
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Thus, as Table 5 indicates, 42 percent of the geographically persistent 
Holland experienced Itealth mobility between 1850 and 1860, while 

percent were mobile between 1860 and 1870 and 77 percent were mobi 1 e 
i ng the twenty-year peri od from 1850 to 1870. Of those mobil e workers in 
land, 99, 96 and 99 percent experienced upward wealth mobility during the 

respective periods. For workers I~ho remained in the Pella community 
similar time interva·ls, the gross mobility rates were sOrilewhat lower as 

ected, standing at 35 percent between 1853 and 1860, 48 percent between 
and 1871 and 64 percent between 1853 and 1871. For each period, the 

ortion of mobile workers in Pella who moved up in economic status was 
, 79 and 95 percent respectively. Thus, workers in both Dutch colonies 

successful in acquiring wealth, and when the distortions in tne data 
ch tend to inflate mobility rates in Holland are considered, it is likely 
t Holland's workers did only slightly better than their counterparts in 
1 a • 

As noted, Pella and Holland were settled by immigrants from the 
cc''''Ln,prlands with similar social and religious backgro~'nds. Although the 

gi nal settl ers of Holl and were poorer and i ncl uded fewer farmers than 
of Pella, the founders of both Dutch colonies sought to build a 

ristian community where they could pursue their social and religious 
1 ues and where 'they could find economic opportunity. Thus, there were 
rhaps more similarities than differences between the two groups of 

lers. Scholte did claim that Pella's founders had "more prose than 
ry" in their make-up and were not interested in listening to the songs 

birds in uncleared forests but instead wanted land that could be easily 
under the plow. This desire to develop farms led to Pella's 

lishment on the fertile Iowa prairie. 

In selecting the site for the Holland colony, Van Raalte also 
zed that the new settlement I~ould be dependent upon farming. Yet, as 

as notes, he accepted the wisdom of American pioneers who, among other 
hings, argued that it was easier and especially cheaper to convert forest 

farmland than to convert prairie to farmland. As Van Raalte learned, 
ho'weller, American pioneer wisdom was wrong. Nonetheless, because Holland's 

rly settlers di'd deperid upon farming, the availability of farm land became 
he limiting factor in both Holland and Pella if the two colonies were to 
ntinue to grow. In part, because the quality of land in the Michigan 

olony was also limited, the residents of Holland, as early as 1850, began 
build factories to exploit forest products and to provide income to their 

ommunity. After this, Holland increasingly turned to developing industry 
provide jobs for its citizens. 

On the other hand, as the supply of available farm land was depleted, 
the people of Pella shunned industrial development and turned to migration 
or colonization, especially to northwest Iowa, in order to continue in the 
pursuit of farming. Thus, while Holland continued to grow in population, 
the Pella community became static, displaying a larger population in 1880 
than in 1925. . 

Given this different pattern of development', it 'is significant that 
rates of wealth mobility in the two Dutch colonies were so similar and that 
at least 60 percent of those who remained in each colony from 1850 to 1870 
advanced in economic status. Because Holland had not fully developed its 
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ustrial base by 1870, no definitive conclusions can be drawn. However, 
the general characteristics of the immigrants who settled in the two 

nities were so similar, the similarity in wealth mobility rates in 
la and Holland does suggest that the opportunity for economic advancement 
not very different in a smaller industrial community from what it was in 

agricultural community during the nineteenth century. One can, however, 
more conclusively that Frederick Jackson Turner was correct when- he 

that the American frontier provided opportunity for settlers. The 
rs of both Dutch colonies were able to satisfy the goals of their' 
ion. Both Holland and Pella remained homogeneous Christian communities 

e citizens could pursue their religious values and improve their 
ic condition. 



POPULATION GROWTH IN PELLA AND HC'LIA~lr 

City City Lake Holland Total Total 
of of Prairie and Zeeland Pella Holland 

Pella .Holland Township Townships Community Community 

1850: 
Population 1829 1057 1829 

1860: 
Population 1625 1766 3357 3391 3357 
Percentage Change 83.6 220.8 83.6 

1870: 
Population· 2346 2319 2629 4696 4975 7015 
Percentage Change 44.4 48.9 39.9 46.7 108.9 N 

w 

1880: 
Population 2430 2620 2646 5779 5076 8399 
Percentage Change 3.6 13.0 0.6 23.1 2.0 19.7 

1885: 
Population 2292 2267 4559 
Percentage Change -5.7 -14.3 -10.2 

1890: 
Population 3945 5920 9865 
Percentage Change 50.0 2.4 17.5 

1894: 
Population 12500 
Percentage Change 6.1 

1895: 
Population 2606 1946 4552 
Percentage Change 13.7 -14.2 -0.1 



TABLE 2 

AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT IN PELLA AND 
HOLLAND COMPARED, 1850 - 1884 

Improved Bu. of Corn Bu .. of Grain No. of Head of 
Year Acres produced Produced. Livestock 

pella. Holland Pella HOlland Pella Holland Pella Holland 
N A N A N A N A N A N A N A N " 

1850 2760 57515 10427 3294 

1926 
N 

1854 5381 30321 ~4560 . ." 

1856 3334 21% 151362 163\ 32641 213% 

1860 10331 no 233000 54 38745 r9 n03 ll60 

1864 12826 138\ 32966 9. 43810 780 4403 129\ 

1870 19683 91 330825 42 88532 129 8622 21 

1874 21130 65 105844 221 88805 103 5446 24 

1880 25541 30 458581 39 115063 30 25314 194 

1884 36139 n 21672 80 94593 7 8464 55 



Number 
of 

Year Businesses 
Pella Holland 

1850 13 3 

1860 ·9 11 

1870 15 74 

1880 57 59 

TABLE 3 

BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT IN PELLA AND 
HOLLAND COMPARED, 1850 - 1880 

Number 
of Capital 

Employees Investment 
Pella Holland Pella Holland 

42 19 $ 4,460 $ 9,600 

34 46 35,156 36,800 

44 194 56,475 218,300 

104 483 92,015 616,312 

Value 
of 

Production 
Pella Holland 

$ 15,213 $ 18,560 

59,318 79,870 
'" on 

74,856· 347,758 

218,204 1,063,942 
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TABLE 4 

AVERAGE ANNUAL RATES OF GROWTH IN BUSINESS 
AND AGRICULTURE IN PELLA AND HOLLAND., 1850 - 1884 

Category 

Population 

Business 
Number of Business Establishments 
Capital Invested in Business 
Number of Employees 
Value of Production 

Agriculture 
Improved Acres on Farms 
Total Number of Head of Livestock 
Total Crop Production 

Growth Rate 
Pella Holland 

5.4% 

5.1 
10.6 
3.1 
9.3 

7.7 
7.0 
7.4 

5.2% 

10.4 
14.9 
11. 4 
14.4 

. 6.6 
5.0 
2.5 



Gross 
Years Mobility 

1850-1860 

1853-1860 35% 

1860-1870 

1860-1871 48 

1850-1870 

1853-1871 64 

TABLE 5 

WEALTH MOBILITY IN PELLA AND HOLLAND 
-COMPARED, 1850 - 1871 

Pella 
Upward Downward Gross 

Mobility Mobility Mobility 

42% 

100%- 0% 

69 

79- 21 

77 

95 5 

Holland 
Upward Downward 

Mobility Mobility 

99% 1% 

96 4 N ...... 

99 1 


