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Ievine, Margaret K. Cooper, Robert W. Mangold, and
Lawrence E. Braziel of the Demographic Surveys Division,
Bureau of the Census, cooperated in planning the survey ’
and supervised field operations and the tabulation of
data. Manuel L. Goldberg and Clara E. McIlwain, Economic
Development Division, Economic Research Service, assisted
in the preparation of the statistical tebles. The agsiste
ance of Gladys K. Bowles, former author of the Hired Famm
Working Force, during the transitional phases of the
series aided materially in assuring the timeliness of this

L report.
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THE HIRED FARM WORKING FORCE OF 1966

-=A Statistical Report--

by

Robert C. McElroy, Human Resources Branch
Economic Development Division
Economic Research Service

INTRODUCTION

This report presents information on the size and composition of the 1966
hired farm working force (HFWF) and on the employment and cash earnings from
farm and nonfarm wage work obtained during the year. Brief highlights point
up some of the most pertinent facts from the detailed data in the statistical
tables. The data were obtained from the ennhual survey conducted for the
Economic Research Service by the Bureau of the Census as a supplementary part
of the regular Current Population Survey made in December 1966.

Estimates in this report are based on sample data; thus, they are subject
to sampling variability. They may differ somewhat from the results that would
have been obtained from another sample, or from a complete census using the
same schedules, instructions, and intervievwers. The survey coverage and
reliability of the estimates are discussed in appendix A. Definitions or
explanations of terms used in this report are given in appendix B.

SIZE OF THE 1966 HIRED FARM WORKING FORCE (table 1)

Almost 2.8 million different persons did some work on farms for cash wages
or salary in 1966. (Excluded are persons not in the civilian noninstitutional
population 14 years old and over at the time of the survey.) This represents
g decline of 11.T percent from the estimated 3.1l million hired farm workers
in 1965 and is significantly greater than the 1964-65 decline of T.2 percent.

Casual workers (those who did less than 25 days of farm wage work) num-
bered about 1.1 million, down from about 1.3 million in 1965. Noncasual

workers (those who did 25 days or more of farm wage work) numbered around 1.6
million, about 230,000 less than in 1965.

RECENT TRENDS IN NUMBERS OF HIRED FARMWORKERS (tables 1-3)

Because of sampling variability, averages based on data for several years
probably reflect better than yearly estimates the recent trends in the total
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number of hired farmworkers and in important segments within the group. Also,
since the procedural changes incorporated in the surveys since 1964 seem to
have affected the numbers of workers reporting less than 25 days and 25-T4 days
of farm wage work, it is advisable to combine data for these two groups in
examining recent trends. 1/

Using averages for the 3-year periods 1961-63 and 196L4-66, it can be
seen that:

-~The total number of different persons doing hired farmwork in the course of
a year declined about 14 percent.

--The number of workers doing between T5 and 249 days of hired farmwork de-
¢lined about 3 percent.

--Workers doing less than 75 days of work declined about 1T percent, and
workers who did 250 or more days of work declined about 12 percent.
COMPOSITION AND RESIDENCE OF THE 1966 HIRED
FARM WORKING FORCE (table U)

The 1066 HFWF was very similar in composition to that of the previous
year. Among these workers in 1966:

-=Th percent were men and boys.
-=T3 percent were white.
--Only 21 percent were engaged chiefly in farm wage work.

-=56 percent (primarily housewives and students) were not in the labor force
most of the year.

--The median age was 24 years.

-=32 percent were young people 1lL-1T7 years of age; nearly three-fourths of
these youths were boys, and about three-fourths lived in nonfarm places at
the time of the survey.

-=About 13 percent did some farm wage work outside thelr home counties. These,
considered domestic migratory workers, were a slightly lower proportion of
the total than in 1965.

-=About half (4T percent) lived in the South and 8 percent in the North-
eastern States. Nineteen percent were in the North Central States, and 26

1/ Since 196%, information on number of days of farm wage work has been
obtained for each month rather than for the entire year, as was done in 1963
and most prior years. Under the new procedure, it appears that some persons
are placed in the 25-Th day category who would have been placed in the group
doing less than 25 days of work under the 0ld procedure.
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percent were in the West.

years reflect the changing distribution of agricultural activities in the
country and the increased use of domestic workers in the West after the
termination of the Bracero program.

-=T2 percent lived in nonfarm places at the time of the survey, although some
of them lived on farms at some time during the year. Figure 1 shows the
contrast between the current situation and that in the late forties with

respect to residence.

Changes in distribution among regions in recent
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1948-49
AVERAGE

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

RESIDENCE OF HIRED FARM WORKERS*

All farm wage workers

2,946,000

NONFARM
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®RESIDENCE OF FARM WAGE WORKERS IN DECEMBER OF THE REFERENCE YEARS.
DATA RELATE TO PERSONS 14 YEARS OLD AND OVER IN THE CIVILIAN NONINSTITUTIONAL
POPULATION WHO HAD DONE SOME FARM WAGE WORK DURING THE SPECIFIED YEARS.

1965-66
AVERAGE

T

NEG. ERS 3781~ 67(5) ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE

MAN-DAYS OF FARM WAGE WORK DONE BY SELECTED GROUPS

t

(table 5) E

Workers included in the survey did about 235 million man-days of work on ;

farms in 1966, about one-fourth of the total number of days of labor on farms. £
--The percentage of total man-days of work done by white and nonwhite workers

was about equal to the proportion each group represented of the HFWF. The
percentage done by migratory workers was slightly higher than the proportion
they represented of the work force.
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~=The regular and year-round workers, who comprised about one-fifth (21 percent)
of the 1966 HFWF, did about two-thirds (67 percent) of the total men-days
of farm wage work (fig. 2). This was about the same as in 1965f

--Averages for the 3-year periods 1961-63 and 1964-66 indicate that the number
of full-time workers, and the total number of man-days of hired farm work
they did, declined about 12 percent. During these same periods, workers
doing T5-249 days of work declined only about 3 percent, and their man-days
of work declined even less.

--Workers who did less than 75 days of farm wage work comprised about 68 ;
percent of the total HFWF in both 3-ycar periods but did a little less than :
one-fifth of the man-days of work.

NUMBER OF HIRED FARM WORKERS
AND MAN-DAYS WORKED -

MIL. WORKERS o7 ouian ane MIL. DAYS WORKED
- YEAR ROUND® | 1 - S . :

¢ —A—4 400 |
i ik g | D - :

3

300

200 % {YEAR RouNDS :

100k

1 Y o ’ ' 2
1945 '50 '55 '60 '65
*NOT AVAILABLE, o WORKED 150 OR MORE DAYS.
A WORKED 25-149 DAYS. t workED LESS THAN 25 DAYS.
Ue S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE NEG. ERS 3120-67(S) ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE
Figure 2

AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS OF FARM WAGE WORK AND RELATED EARNINGS
(tabvles 6-10)

As a group, hired farmworkers earned about $8.55 a day in cash wages from
their farm wage work in 1966. For an average of 85 days of such work, they
earned $731. Throughout this report, daily and yearly earnings refer only to
the cush wages received by workers and 4o not include the value of perquisites
or fringe benefits furnished without charge by the employer.

Tt R
a -h -
3




With a few exceptions, daily and yearly earnings of groups of workers in
the HFWF from farm wage work were higher in 166 than in 1965. Those groups
whose earnings declined were ncncasual workers 65 years old and over who
earned less both daily and annually. Nonwhite workers in the West and all.

lﬁﬂﬂ year-round workers who were nonfarm residents earned less annually, as they
N worked fewer days.

i;gf Care should be exercised in interpreting year-to-year changes in these
E averages because of sampling variability. Appendix A contains estimates of
the standard errors of various types of averages.

Great variation among major groups in the average number of days of
employment and related daily and yearly earnings from farm wage work continues
to be a major feature of the HFWF. In 1966, 1.1 million casuals averaged ©

days of work and earned $70. On the average, casual workers earned $7.45
a day from farmwork.

--Male casual workers averaged $7.70 a day anid females $6.95.
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--Nonmigratory casuals averaged $T.15 a day; migratory casuals $11.50 a day.

In 1966, 1.6 million noncasual workers averaged 138 days and earned
$1,188. Many of the noncasual workers are nct in the labor force, or they
do work other than farm wage work most of the year. Figure 3 shows that
since 194T-49 the proportion of noncasuals whose chief activity is farm |
wage work has been declining and the proportion not in the labor force a i
major part of the year has been increasing. Among the noncasuals:

I

--1.1 million seasonals averaged 63 days of work and earned $521 from farm :
wage work. ‘ !

--0.2 million regulars averaged 195 days and earned $1,751.

--0.4 million year-round workers averaged 319 days and earned $2,788.
--Whites averaged 139 days at $9.45 a day, earning $1,322 in cash wages.

--Nonwhites averaged 134 days at $6.25 a day, earning $838.

--Nonmigratory workers averaged 141 days at $8.25 a day, earning $1,16k.

--Domestic migratory workers averaged 121 days at $10.80 a day, earning $1,30T.

--Workers in the Northeast received the highest daily wage, $11.80; those in
the South received the lowest, $6.65.
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CHIEF ACTIVITY OF FARM
WAGE WORKERS *

% OF— —— A
TOTAL ’ Unemployed
80 — y —WV AN — VN ——VIA...... Not in
S5 I labor force
60 — :—\\. e S R Nonfarm
N - ceaes work -
A _ ...Other farm
40 = ~ work ©

20__. —_— —— P — . ... .

wor

1947 &'49 '528'54 '56 &'57 '598&'60 '65& '66

% WORKERS WHO DID 25 DAYS OR MORE OF FARM WAGE WORK DURING THE YEAR, AVERAGE OF SELECTED YEARS. ..

ANOT AVAILABLE FOR 1947 & 49, O INCLUDES OPERATING A FARM AND UNPAID FAMILY LABOR,
U. S, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL TURE ) NEG, ERS 2055+67(S) ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE
Figure 3

AVERAGE EMPLOYMENT AND EARNINGS OF WORKERS WHO DID FARM
WAGE WORK ONLY AND THOSE WHO DID FARM AND NONFARM WAGE WORK
(tables 11 and 12)

In 1966, about 1.7 million persons did farm wage work only (FWO workers),
and about 1.1 million were employed at both farm and nonfarm wage work.(FNF
workers). These estimates are not significantly different from those for

FWO and FNF workers in 1965. ' : . S : .

--FWO workers were employed an aversge of about 104 days at faxrm wage work
and earned $89k.

--FNF workers did an average of 109 days of nonfarm wage work' and | 5‘5' 'dayé‘ of
farm wage work, from which, on the average, they earned a total of $1,880.

--FWO workers earned about $8.50 a day from farm wage work; FNF workers -
averaged about $8.65 a day. ‘ T |

--FNF workers earned about $12.85 a day from nonfarm wage work.
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Table 2.-=-Distribution of persons who did any farm wage work during the year, by

duration of farm wage work, averages 1961-63 and 196466

Duration of farm wage work

; Total ; Less than : : :
Year . workers @ 5 . T5 - 149 , 150 - 249 . 250 days and
: : days : days days o over
¢  Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou.
Average: ;
1961-63 : 3,569 2,481 385 291 412
1964-66 : 3,087 2,070 383 273 361
Percentage ;
change : «13.5 -16.6 -0.1 -6.2 -12.4
Average: ;
1961-63 : 100 69 11 8 12
196466 : 100 67 12 9 12

Numbers of workers are rounded to the nearest thousand without being adjusted to

group totals.

Table 3.--Distribution

of men-days of farm wage work, for workers, by duration of
farm wage work, averages 1961-63 and 1964-66

“Total man-
days of

“Duration of farm wage work

Less than

Year : farm wage : 5 : 75 - 149 . 150 - 249 : 250 days and
: __work : days : days ;  days : over
Average: ;
1961-63 ; 279 52 39 56 131
1964-66 i 257 L7 40 54 116
Percentage ;
change : «T.9 -9.6 2.6 -3.6 «11.5
Average: ;
1961-63 ; 100 19 14 20 iy g
1964-66 : 100 18 16 21 LS

" Numbers of days are rounded to the nearest million without being adjusted to group

totals.
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Teble 4.--Distribution of farm wage workers, by selected characteristics, 1966

Number of workers

Percentage distribution

Selected
characteristics . Tatal Male Female Total Male Femele
: Thou. — Thou. Thou. Pct. Pct., Pct.
ALL WORKERS, 1966 . 2,763 2,051 T2 100 100 100
COLOR :
white P 2,031 1,617 41l 73 79 58
Nonwhite T 733 434 298 Y 21 k2
CHIEF ACTIVITY :

Farm work S ) 679 78 27 33 11

Farm wage work : 599 543 56 21 26 8
Without nonfarm work : 460 428 32 17 21 5
With nonfarm work . 139 115 24 5 5 3

Other farm work 1/ T 158 136 23 6 7 3

Nonfarm work : 403 349 5k 15 17 8

Unemployed : L6 36 10 2 2 1

Not in labor force T 1,557 987 570 56 48 80
Keeping house : 320 9 310 12 2/ Ll
Attending school . 1,034 781 252 37 38 35
Other .  20h 196 7 7 10 1

RESIDENCE AND AGE :

A1l workers . 2,763 2,051 T12 100 100 100
14-17 years . 88 647 235 32 31 33
18-24 : 584 461 123 21 23 17
25-34 T 327 231 96 12 11 13
35-h}4 - (- 186 84 10 9 2
45.5Y : 319 220 99 12 11 14
55=64 T 226 178 48 8 9 7
65 and over T 153 128 25 5 6 b

Tarm residence R (] 590 176 100 100 100
14-17 years : 234 178 55 31 30 31
18-24 : 149 127 22 19 21 12
25-34 : 871 60 27 11 10 15
35-hk : 84 61 23 11 10 13
4554 : 88 57 31 12 10 18
55-64 : 78 68 10 10 12 6
65 and over : U6 39 8 6 7 5

Nonfarm residence + 1,998 1,461 536 100 100 100
14-17 years : 649 468 180 33 32 3k
18-2% : 436 335 101 22 23 19
25-3} « 240 171 69 12 12 13
35-L44 : 188 125 62 9 9 S1l
45-54 s 231 163 68 12 11 13
55-64 : 148 110 38 7 7
65 and over . 107 89 18 5 6 3

MIGRATORY STATUS AND AGE : :

Migratory . 351 p-UITe) 104 100 100 100
14-17 years : 91 66 25 26 27 24
18-24 : 97 66 31 28 - 30
25-34 . i 29 15 12 11 1k
35-44 . 38 27 12 11 11 12
45-54 : 38 25 13 11 10 12
5564 . 28 23 6 8 9 6
65 and over : 15 13 2 Y 5 2

See footnotes at end of table.
- 10 -
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Table 4.--Distribution of farm wage workers, by selected characteristics, 1966--Continued
Selected 3 Num?er of work?rs : Percentage distribu?ion
characteristics . Total ‘ Male ® Female ® Total . Male . TFemale
: Thou. Thou.  Thou. Fct. Pet. Pet.
MIGRATORY STATUS AND :
AGE=<Continued : _
Nonmigratoxy Pog,l2 1,802 608 100 100 100
; 14-17 years : 9L 581 210 33 32 35
| 18-2k P M8 395 92 20 22 15
' 25-34 i 283 202 81 12 11 13
35-44 P 23k 159 ™ 10 9 12
j 15-54 : 281 195 86 11 11 1k
3 5564 o198 155 b2 8 9 7
65 and over : 138 115 23 6 6 L
REGION P 2,763 2,051 T2 100 100 100
Northeast P 216 170 hé 8 8 7
North Central : 519 482 38 19 24 5
: South ‘1,292 865 ka7 L7 h2 60
] West P 736 53k 201 26 26 28 “
: WORKERS WHO DID 25 DAYS OR . ]
MORE OF FARM WAGE WORK . :
MIGRATORY STATUS AND AGE :
All workers P 1,634 1,295 339 100 100 100
14-17 years : 403 317 86 25 2l 25
18-24 : 359 292 67 22 23 20
25-3h : 207 166 41 13 13 12
35.44 : 177 133 45 11 10 13
45-54 C 3 ols5 187 58 15 14 18
55=-6l : 156 125 30 9 10 9
65 and over f 86 ¥ b] 11 5 6 3
Migratory : 275 199 79 100 100 100
14-17 years : 60 hh 16 22 22 20
18-2L : 79 52 27 29 26 34
25-34 : 31 I 8 11 12 10
35-bk : 32 25 8 12 13 10
45-54 : 3k 23 12 12 12 15
55=6U4 : 26 21 6 10 10 8
65 and over : 1n 10 2 L 5 3
Nonmigratory . 1,359 1,097 262 100 100 100 “'j
14-17 years . 343 273 70 25 25 27
18-24 : 281 2ko 4o 21 22 15
25-34 . 176 142 34 13 13 13
35-hk . 15 108 37 11 10 14
45-54 . 210 164 L7 15 15 18
55=-64 : 129 10k4 25 9 9 10
65 and over . ] 66 9 6 6 3
TOTAL FARM WAGES EARNED : 1,634 1,295 339 100 100 100
Under $100 . 55 37 17 3 3 5
100-199 . 216 127 89 13 10 26
200-399 . 296 216 80 18 16 2l
400-599 : 195 142 53 12 11 16
600-999 -1 § 195 61 16 15 18
1,000-1,999 . 286 256 30 18 20 9
2,000 end over i 330 322 8 20 25 2

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table k4.--Distribution of farm wage workers, by selected characteristics » 1966--Continued

—Percentage distribution

Selected Nu_n;‘?er of workt.ers
characteristics . Total . Male . Female Total . Male Female
: Thou. “Thou.  Thou. " Pet. ~ Fct, Pct.
WORKERS WHO DID 25 DAYS OR :
MORE OF FARM WAGE WORK-- :
Continued
TOTAL FARM AND NONFARM WAGES
EARNED . 1,634 1,295 339 100 100 100

Under $100 : 5 2 3 2 2/ 1

100-199 : 59 39 21 3 6

200-399 : 148 : 85 62 9 6 18

400-599 : 116 79 37 T 6 11

600-999 : 204 126 7 13 10 23

1,000-1,399 : 178 142 36 11 1 - 11

1,400-1,999 : 137 102 35 8 8 10

2,000 and over : 787 720 67 48 56 20

WORKERS WHO DID LESS THAN 25 :
DAYS OF FARM WAGE WORK, 1966
MIGRATORY STATUS AND AGE :

All workers : 1,130 756 374 100 100 100
14-17 years : 479 330 149 b2 43 40
18-24 : 227 171 56 20 23 15
25-34 : 120 65 55 11 9 15
35-hk : 9l 53 N 8 11
45.54 g Th 33 1y T 4 11
55-64 : T0 53 17 6 7 4
65 and over . 67 53 15 6 T b

Migratory : 76 50 25 100 100 3/
1!‘"'17 years : 31 22 9 ll»O ll)"- L2 T )
18-24 : 18 14 L 23 28 ame
25-34 : 13 5 T 17 10 _e-
35-4h : 6 2 4 8 4 ——=
1554 : L 2 1 5 4 -
55-64 : 2 2 0 2 b P
65 and over : h 3 o 5 6 ame

Nonmigratory : 1,053 705 346 100 100 100
1417 years : 448 308 140 43 4y 41
18-24 : 206 155 52 20 22 15
25-34 : 107 60 b7 10 9 1L
35-l4 : 89 51 37 8 T 10
45-54 : T 3l 39 T b 11
55-64 : 69 51 17 6 T 5
65 and over s 63 ho 14 6 T 4

Numbers of workers are rounded to the nearest thousand without being adjusted to group totals.
1/ Inclwes operating a farm and unpaid family labor.

2/ Less than 0.5 percent.

Percentages not shown where base is less than 50,000 persons.
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- Z Table 5.--Distribution of farm wage workers and man-days
of farm wege work, by selected characteristics, 1966
: : Man-days of farm
E Selected : Tumber of workers : wage work
: characteristics Total . Male Female . Total Male , Female »
: Thou. Thou.  Thou. Mil, Mil, Mil,
ALL WORKERS, 1966 : 2,763 2,051 T2 235 205 28
COLOR :
14 :
3 White : 2,031 1,617 by 173 157 15
3 Nonwhite : 733 43k 293 63 k9 1k
1l MIGRATORY SPATUS :
- Migratory : 351 249 10k 3 28 6
Sl Nonmigratory s 2,h2 1,802 608 201 179 22
DURATION OF FARM WAGE WOEK -
Less than 25 days ;1,130 756 374 10 T "
25-Th : 7 484 234 32 22 10
T5=149 : 339 273 66 35 . o8 T
‘ 150-249 : 211 182 29 s 36 5
3 250 and over : 367 356 10 117 14 3
) : - 4
ALL WORKERS, 1966 : 100 100 100 100 100 100 :
COLOR : |
White : T3 79 58 73 76 52 .
: Nonwhite s o7 21 ho o7 24 18 R
MIGRATORY STATUS : |
Migratory : 13 12 15 15 13 21 L
Nonmigratory s 87 88 85 85 87 79 L
DURATION OF FARM WAGE WORK : o
Less than 25 days s W 37 53 4 3 1k
25-Th : 26 24 33 13 1 35
F 75-149 R I 13 9 15 1 2k
150-249 : 8 9 b 17 17 17
250 and over : 13 17 1 50 55 10
Numbers of workers are rounded tc; the nearest thousand, and numbers of man-days worked are rounded
to the nearest million without being adjusted to group totals. ,
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Table 6.--Distribution of farm wage workers s by selected characteristics
and duration of farm wage work, 1966

-

Number of farm wage workers

Percentage distribution

Total Less
sworkers : than :
: 25 : Th

Percentage working

250

: days
249 : and
S

35-  7T5- ! 150- |
: 149 ;

PG

100

100
100

100
100
100
100
100
100
100

100
100

100
100
100
100
100

100
100
100
100
100
100

100
100

100
100

100
100

100
100
100
100

Selected : . Number working
characteristics ' * e
: Total : Less : o o : 250
' sworkers : than : 29- ; & : 150'-:d.ays
: : 25 7% 2 149 249 :and
: : days : H s: days:aver :
: Thou.  Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou.
ALL WORKERS, 1966 2,763 1,130 T1T 339 211 367
COLOR : :
White f 2,031 849 505 266 141 270
Nonwhite . T33 281 213 T3 T0 96
SEX AND AGE
Both sexes
1417 years 882 k79 296 .73 1T 17
1824 584 227 154 122 32 52
25-34 327 120 60 36 36 T5
35-kk 272 9l 61 20 24 T2
45-54 319 Th 65 kg 55 7
55-64 226 T0 46 23 29 59
65 and over , 153 6T 36 17 18 15
Males ‘2,051 756 484 273 182 356
1417 years , 647 330 217 66 17 17
18.24 . ke 171 117 103 22 50
25-34 231 65 39 22 3l 75
35-44 186 53 32 13 21 67
45-54 220 33 29 37 46 75
55-64 178 53 23 19 27 57
65 and over 128 53 28 14 18 15
Females T12 3T 23 66 29 10
1417 years 235 149 T9 T === ee-
18-24 123 56 37 19 10 2
25-34 96 55 21 14 5 a-a
35-L44 86 ] 29 T 3 5
4554 . 99 41 36 12 9 2
| 55-6l4 1/ . L8 17 23 N 2 2
65 and overl, 25 15 8 3 e eaa
RESIDENCE
Farn . 766 291 191 77 5k 153
Nonfarm . 1,998 838 5271 262 156 21k
MIGRATORY STATUS @
Migratory . 351 6 14 T3 57 30
Nonmigratory . 2,412 1,053 60k 266 154 336
REGION :
Northeast . 216 123 k3 17 b 30
North Central 519 214 134 72 39 61
South . 1,202 546 333 126 98 190
West s T36 ekt 207 125 70 87

Pct.

Pet.

k1 26 12 8 13

42 25 13 T 13
38 29 10 10 13

38 25 10 7 20
4o 26 13 8 11
22 32 21 16 9
4y 25 11 6 14
56 20 8 2 14
] 26 14 T 12
42 26 10 T 15
3k 28 17 9 12

Numbers of workers are rounded to the nearest th
1/ Percentages not shown where base 1s less than
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Teble T.--Average number of days worked.and wages earned at farm and nonferm wage work, for all farm -  }
~ wage vorkers, by selected characteristics, 1966 ~ "
:  _:__ Ferm and nonfamm _: _Farm : Nonfarm
Selected =Num:er foayg —oges earmed Days : Wages earned : Day : Wages earned
characteristics B OF D8YS i pop ! pep : P Per ! per :DAYS : pey i pep .
» Eworkers;worked; year day y :uorked; vyear day y:workedf year : day 1-/ :
~ ; Thou. No. Dol. Dol. Mo. Dol.  Dol. No. Dol. Dol. -
ALL WORKERS, 1966 : 2,763 128 1,279 10.00 85 L 8,55 43 sk8 12,85 k
COLOR ARD SEX 8 o -
White . 2,031 133 1,473 11.000 8 802 40 148 én 13,
Nonwhite . ’733 113 ‘o "6.60 82 536 g.ao 26 20k g
Male : 2,050 149 1,565 10.50 100 801 8.80 49 674  13.95
White : 1,617 152 1,716 11.30 97 927 9.50 55 789  1k.bo |
Nonwhite : U3 139 1,003 T.20 114 757 6.60 25 246 9.95
Female P T2 67 Wk 680 k212 6.65 182 6.
White 1 63 se4  8.30 37 3L 8.45 2} - 210 ,a.g‘s’ :
Nonwhite . 298 T2 357 L9 k6 215 h.65 26 142 5.35 S
CHIEF ACTIVITY : D . . B o  1J
Farm work oTST 225 2,102 930 212 1,9% 9.5 1 156 - 11.60 s
Farm vage work : % 261 2,359 g.os 2k 2,221 8.95 1 138 10.15
Without nonfarm work : 269 2, 013; <90 262 a,lgog 8.50 === ——e oo
With nonfarm work. : 13 233 2,21 9.50 17 1,61 . 9 © 20,15 ;
Other farm work 2/ P15 %2 1,127 1220 19 *907 1?_%? 23 ggg 17.85% 4
Nonfarm work . 403 236 3,272 13-80. ll»l | 345 8.35 195 2,927 - 1k.95 o
Unemployed ' Pk e .= cee wwe ee —— wm- aee ewe E
Not in lebor force : 1,557 53 369 6.90 36 250 6.00 1T 119 6.85 B
ey 3 B (3 3 M 1D B S -1
ending schoo 1,0 » _ . - 6 :
“Other | : *20k ;5 543 9.30‘ Ez 382 3_3‘; 13 161 - 12.65 3
RESIDENCE, SEX, AND DURATION : | | -
OF FARM WAGE WORK. : L
All vorkers ' : ' : I N ' : o !
Less then 25 days 1,130 66 80T 12.20 9 T0 745 ST 737 13.00 E
25.Th Py 83 810 9.70 kb 39 755 39 ¥ oj2.a5
T5-1k P 339 15T 1,633 10.35 103 905 8.5 54 T8 1335 =
150-2h9 P oenn 219 2,050 9.35 195 1,751 8.95 24 299 - 12.55 i
250 end over P 361 327 2,818 8.8 319 2,78 8.7 8 90 11.95#
Farm residence : 766 125 1,003 8.5 105 795 T.55 20 208 11.10 |
Less than 25 days : 291 33 367 10.80 9 67 T.15 2§ 300 . .12.20
25-Th - | : 190 67 kTh  T.00 Lk 215 6.5 23 199  8.70
T5=-149. - : T7T 138 1,365 985 99 901 9.10 39 464 11,80
150-249 : Sk 210 1,671 T.95 192 1,ih9 7.55 18 202  12.55%
250 and over : 153 33 2,557 T7.60 335 2,551 T.60 1 6 6.55#
Nonfarm residence Pa 129 1, 10.65 | TOT 9.05 52 670 13.10
Less than 25 days : ’3933 T? ’gg 12.45 7; T T.55 28 839 . 13.10
25-Th . : ‘P 527 89 932 10.u0 Lg 1363 8.05 Uk 569 12.80
=149 P 26 163 1,m12 10.45. 10k 8.65 59 806 13.65
150-249 | T 156 222 2,182 9.80 196 1,856 9.5 26 326 12.55
250 and over . 2% 320 3,07 9.T0 307 2,957 9.60 13 150 12,25+
Males s ,
Less than 25 day : 756 76 1,036 13.60 9 T0 T.T0 67 9%6  14.40
25-7h | : B 95 1022 10.65 45 360  T.90 50  éhe  13.19
T5-149 : 273 165 1,822 11.00 103 951 9.15 872 14.15
© 150-249 : 182 223 2,172 9.70 197 1,834 9,25 26 338 13.30
250 and over : 356 327 2,918 8.90 319 2,825 8.85 8 93 . 11.95
Females - e o | | |
Less than 25 days ‘3T b5 3k 7.55 10 T0 6.95 35 - 272 7.70
25-Th .23 58 I 6.3 U3 297 6. 15 T 5405
75 and over . 105 163 1,032 . 6.35 143 936 6,55 20 - 96 - Lh,95%

“See footnotes at end of table.




Table T. ==Aversge n

umber of days worked and wages earned at farm and nonfarm wage work, for all farm
wage workers, by selected characteristics, 1966--Continued

: :___Farm and nonfarm : _Famn : Nonfarm
Selected : Number : :_Wages earned : :_Wages earned : :_Wages earned
characteristics Of :D8YS : pop i pep :DAYB I pop i pop 1DAYS i pep I per
zimrkers:worked: year day y :uorked: year day y:worked; year day ,1_-/
¢ Ihou. No. Dol. Dol. Ro. Dol. Dol. No. Dol.  Dol.
MIGRATORY STATUS AND DURA-
TION OF FARM WAGE WORK
Migratory 351 1% 1,580 11.25 96 1,046 10.80 Uk 5 12.2
- Less than 25 days 76 66 '863 12.95 9 '107 11.50 57 7?2 13.12
25-Th 114 92 1,033 1l.15 45 b2 8.95 T 621  13.35
75-149 M £ 16T 1,784 10.65 102 1,096 10.75 65 688  10.50
150 and over : 87 24 2,739 11.25 235 2,643 11.25 9 96  10.60%
No:eﬂsr:::?es tays 2,2 126 1,235 9.75 83 685 8.20 43 550 12.90
88 : 1,053 5 803 12.15 9 é8 T.15 56 13.00
. 25«Th : 6oL 82 768 9.35 4 326 7.30 38 Rg 12.90
T5-149 * 266 155 1,592 10.25 103 853 8.25 52  T39 1435
150-249 P 15k 22k 2,055 9-15 19T 1,700 8.60 27 355 12,95
- 250 and over P 336 327 2,770 8.5 39 2,612 8.3 8 98  11.95#
REGION AND COLOR : -
Northeast $ 216 121 1,592 13.10 T2 83 11.60 M9 758 - 15.30
White : 204 12F 1,635 13.15 T5 875 11,70 k9 760  15.40
Nonwhite 3/ H 13 sss moe sas Lt oo cen eae LTy ons
Rorth Central : 519 137 1,502 10.95 82 646 T7.85 55 856 15.60
White : 498 139 1,531 11.05 84 660 7.90 55 8. 15.80
Nonvwhite 3/ P 2R ee- cea cse e oee Y -e- ——-
South :1,202 124 %2 T7.75 86 576 6.65 38 386 10.35
White : 681 137 1,281 9.k0 88 T02 8.00 L9 579 11.90
Nonwhite ¢ 611 109 606 5.5 8 436 5.15 24 170 7.05
West : 73 130 1,58% 312.10 89 1,03+ 11.60 550 13.25
White : 68 129 1,579 12.25 85 993 11.65 Uk 586  13.45
Nonwhite : 8 138 1,68 11.70 112 1,332 11i.85 26 286  11.20%
REGION, MIGRATORY STATUS,
AND COLOR
All workers
Miﬁatory
ite 271 15 1,687 11.60 99 1,106 11.15 U6 581 12.60
Nonwhite 80 123 1,215 9.85 88 8 9.50 35 - 374  10.80%
Nonmigratory :
White $1,759 132 1,40 10.90 8 755 9.10 50 685 13.90
Nonwhite : 653 110 682 6.15 86 ) 5.75 24 183  T.50
South . |
ms:::ory . 1%2 il;g i,ggg 8.93 182 822 8.35 &7 WTh  10.25
e ) e . 1 0 .
Nonwhite 3/ P - RN WL ! om o BB
Nonmigratory . 1,17 120 928 7.65 85 552 6.50 36 376  10.k0
White ‘608 13 1,254 9.35 86 ér T80 B8 5;r 1
Nonwhite . 566 108 578 5.30 84 b7 h.9o 24 161 6.70
West : '
mﬁ:::ry : iil ih'r ;,920 13.05 1og 1,158 13.80 W k62  11.15
Romatte 3 j 2 el oo asm Lk b e 05
Nonmigratory 586 125 1,k 11.95 84 L 11.00 K 13.8
Wnite 531 123 111&( _11.95 79 & lo.85 4 & 1%.93
Nonwhite 55 149 1,663 11.10 13% 1,507 1115 15 156  10.35%

Numbers of workers are rounded to the nearest thousand without be usted t t .
1/ Rounded to the nearest 5 cents. fne e © group totals
2/ Inclwdes operating a farm and unpaid family labor.
3/ Aversges not shown where base is less than 50,000 persons.
# Number of workers who did nonfarm wage work is less than 50,000.
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Table 8.--Distribution of farm wage workers, by selected characteristics and average daily earnings
' at farm wage work, 1966
3 ' ; Number : Average daily earnings from farm wage work . s Median
-Selected : of : t Less : :$13.00 : daily
characteristics : workers : Total : than : $3. oo- $5 oo- $7.00-: $9 00-: $11 00-: and :earnings
. / | : . : $3.00 : 4.99 : 6.99 : 8.99 :10.99 : 12.99 : over : 1/
: ¢ Thou. Pet. Pet. Pet. Pet. Pect., Pect. Pet. Pet. Dol.
ALL WORKERS, 1966 * 2,763 100 10 20 - 20 6 1 8 12 6.95
COLOR AND SEX : )
.f White P 2,031 100 8 L 20 17 17 9 15  7.95
Nonwhite 733 100 14 39 22 11 7 2 5  u4.85
Male : 2,051 100 9 17 19 17 16 8 % T.60
White : 1,617 100 - 8 12 18 . 19 17 10 16 - 8.20
Nonwhite : h3h 100 11 33 23 14 10 2 7 5.55
Female : T2 100 12 3 2k 10 9 6 8 5.50
White : hik 100 9 18 26 13 1k 8 12 6.75
Nonwhite s 298 100 18 kg 21 6 2 2 2 k.30
AGE, MIGRATORY |
STATUS, AND SEX
14-19 years : 1,151 100 15 ok 22 18 10 b T 5.9
Migratory : 130 100 10 7 18 2k 19 10 12 8.25
- Nonmigratory : 1,021 100 16 26 22 17 9 b 6 5.65
20 years and over & 1,611 100 6 18 19 I 17 10 16  8.00
Migratory - | 100 N 2 17 1 17 18 28 0.4s _
Male . 156 100 b 2 12 13 18 1? 3% 11.20
Female . 65 100 3 5 30 17 14 19 12 8.4s5 .
Nonmigratory . 1,389 100 6 20 20 1k 17 8 15  7.55 i
Male . 1,031 100 5 15 18 16 20 9 17 8.5 :
Female : 360 100 10 36 2l 8 9 5 8 5.3
DURATION OF FARM
WACE WORX _
Less than 25 days 1,130 100 11 25 21 15 13 5 10 6.35
: 25-Th . TT 100 10 21 23 17 11 8 10 6.65
75-149 . 339 100 12 b 19 16 17 9 16 8.05
] 150-249 -3 5 ] 100 b 18 18 13 19 10 18  8.50
250-299 . 107 100 6 18 17 1k 19 13 13 = 8.15
300 and over . 260 100 8 15 15 18 15 9 20 8.30
REGION AND SEX : |
Northeast P26 100 17 12 12 13 21 5 20 8.4
Male ‘170 100 18 12 13 17T 19 3 18 7.9
Female 2/ : 46 100 e mee --- S - - e
North Central ‘519 100 9 12 23 22 14 9 11 7.60
Male * b8e 100 9 1 23 22 14 10 11 7.6
Female 2/ .38 100 ——— o - -~ = - -—- --
g South P 1,000 100 10 33 28 12 10 3 4  5.50
Male > 865 100 8 27 25 16 1k L 6 6.15
Female oot 100 - 1 Ly 32 5 L 3/ 1 L4.65
i West : 736 100 8 7 9 17 18 15 26 10.00
: Male : 534 100 6 7 8 17 20 1 28 10.30
Female P e v n 9 12 19 14 17 18 8.9

Numbers of workers are roun@ed to the necarest thousand without being adjusted to group totals.
1/ Rounded to the nearest 5 cents.
2/ Percentages not shown where base is less than 50, ,000 persons.

Less than 0.5 percent.
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Table 9.--Average number of days worked and wages earned at farm and nonfarm wage work, for persons who
did 25 days or more of farm wage work, by selected characteristics, 1966

: Ferm and nonfarm  : “Farm : Nonfarm
Selected 3Numbeof > o Deys Wages .eamed Days Wges.eamgi_ Days Wages .eamed
characteristics * . Per @ Per  Per ' Per . Per  Per
:vorkers:worked; year = day y fworked. year : dey y;wrked; year . day y
: Thou. No., Dol. Dol. No. Dol. Dol. HNo. Dol. Dol.
WORKERS WHO DID 25 DAYS OR - - T
MORE OF FARM WAGE WORK, 1966 : 1,634 17. 1,605 9.h0 138 1,188 8.60 33 LT 12.60
COLOR AND SEX : : :
White _ :1,182 177 1,834 10.35 139 1,322 9.5 38 512 13,
Nonwhite : 52 5% 1,005 6.50 13+ BB  6.25 20 167 800
Male $1,295 192 1,8Th 9.75 154 1,369 8.85 38 505 13.45
White . 999 194 2,0lk 10.55 152 1,b5k 9.55 k2 500 1h.05
Nonwhite . 296 185 1,30 7.00 163 1,085 6.65 22 216 9.8
Female : 339 A STT  6.35 Th ks  6.60 1T 82 .00
White . 183 85 691 8,05 TL 603 8.45 14 88 g.ao
Nonwhite . 156 97 k2 4.55 78 369 k.70 19 T3 3.95
SEX AWD AGE : '
Both sexes , ’
14-17 years . 403 8 1 5.00 T 360 5.05 10 51 L.85
18-24 : 358 167 1,676 10.00 115 1,041 9.00 52 635 12.25
2534 : 20T 240 2,808 11.65 181 1,800 9.95 59 1,008 16.85
35=ll : 17T 215 2,113 9.80 183 1,683 9.20 32 430 13.15
b5-5h . 2u5s 212 2, 9.80 17T 1,672 9.0 35 415 11.90
55=60 ¢ 15 21b 1,993 9.5 188 1,723 9.10 26 280 10.h5%
65 and over . 86 s 889 6.10 12 82 6.0 3 1T 6.15%
Males : '
14=1T years : 317 88 437 u4.95 (4 381 490 1 56 5.15
18-24 : 292 182 1,878 10.30 122 1,121 9.10 60 5T 12.65
25-2}: : 166 271 3,336 12.25 20% 2,096 10.20 67 1,240 18.55
4554 : 187 2aW6 2,549 10.35 206 2,038 9.85 ko 511 12,75
55=64 : 125 2uh 2,349 9.60 214 2,004 9.0 30 335 10.85
65 and over : 75 157 96k 6.10 155 945  6.10 2 18 8.15
ACTIVITY : |
Farm work : 678 249 2,299 9.25 236 2,162 9.15 13 137 10.50
Farm wage work : 59T 261 2,366 9.05 2u8 2,227 8.95 13 139 10.15
Without nonfarm work : 460 269 2,403 8.90 269 2,403 8.90 === -e e
With nonfarm work ¢ 137 235 2,240 9.50 176 1,637 9.30 59 603 10.15
Other farm work 2/ : 81 155 1,803 11.60 146 ,680 11.hs5 9 123 14.85*
Nonfarm work : 195 251 3,147 12.50 76 626 8.20 175 2,521 14.ho
‘Inemployed 3/ : 27 wae . eee ™ Y T -mw - L T "= . o=
Not in labor force : T3 80  STT T.20 66 k59 6.95 14 118 8.4
Keeping house : 158 69 514 . T.ho 58 4o 7.55 11 ™ 6.60%
Attending school : L84y 81 534 6.60 65 43 6.20 16 131 8.15
Other : 92 92 905 9.75 85 87 9.25 T 118 15.95%
REGION AND COLOR : : _
Northeast : 93 118 2,249 12.60 156 1,845 11.80 22 Lok 18.05*%
White : 91 178 2,264 12.65 156 1,858 11.85 22 406 18.25%
Nonwhite 3/ : 2  eee wee  eem  =ee -ee cee  eee eee  awm=
Forth Central : 306 177 1,731 9.75 132 1,03 T7.80 45 697 15.70
White : 29%% 179 1,765 9.80 135 1,055 T. by 710 15.95
Nonvhite 3/ s 12 ... cee  ema . ame ‘=== cce  see  mea .-

" See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 9.--Average number of days worked and veges earned at farm and nonfarm wage work, for persons who
did 25 days or more of farm wage work, by selected characteristiecs 5 1966==Continued
" : :__Faru and nonfarm : __Farm : Nonfarm
Selected :Number : Wages earned : :_Wages earned : : Wages earned |
c.aracteristics : of : Days P Per ¢ Days P Per ' Per Days  Per ! Per |
~ Eworkers Eworked: year | day 1/ :worked; year | day aj;wrked; year | day 1/ i
‘ ) R : Thmln NO. 9_01._. M. EO_. DO].. DO].. NO- Doln DO].. ‘
REGION AND COLOR--Continued @ |
South . Ts6 ATh 1,276 7.30 i3 956 6.65 31 320 10.15 i
White . 382 190 1,676 8.80 149 1,200 8.00 41 476 11.65 ;
Nonwhite . 364 158 856 5.50 136 T00 5.15 22 156  7T.20 |
West . 160 1,906 11.90 129 1,51k 11.65 3 392 12.85 |
White : b5 162 1,934 11.90 129 1,506 11.65 33. L28 12.80 !
Nonwhite : Th 245 1,786 12.00 132 1,563 11.80 13 183 13.8
REGION, MIGRATORY STATUS, AND @ " : _ - A
COLOR o ‘ ~ \
All workers . _
Migratory . 275 160 1,779 11.05 121 1,307 10.80 39 472 11.90
White : 216 165 1,812 11.30 122 1,363 11.10 k3 503 11.90
-Nonwhite : 59 143 1,438 10.00 115 1,105 9.55 28 333 12.00%
Nonmigratory . 1,359 173 1,570 9.05 W 1,164 8.25 32 kot 12.75
White - - . 966 179 1,826 10.15 143 1,313 9.15 36 513 14,00
Nonwhite : 393 156 940 6.00 136 798 5.85 20 142 - 7.15
South H
Migratory 100 161 1,472 9.0 1k 956 8.35 4T 516 10.85
White : 68 165 1,607 9.70 108 97T 9.05 57 €30 10.90
Nonvwhite 3/ P30 aaa c=e mme  ee= ——- cem mme we- Fo.
Nonmigratory P 646 176 1,246 T.05 14T 956 6.b5 29 290 9,95
White ‘ 3% 196 1,600 8.60 158 1,248 7.85 38 443 11.90
Nonwhite P 332 158 84 s5.20 137 680 bos 210 ik 6.75
West e ‘ ’
Migratory ¢ 115 173 2,303 13.25 136 1,801 13.8¢ 37 L1 ©11.20
Ronmigratory : 3T+ 156 1,784 11.45 127 1,309  10.95 29 385 13.55
NONMIGRATORY WORKERS, SEX, : ‘
AND COILOR - . :
Nonmigratory :
Male : 1,098 193 1,823 9.45 157 1,339 8.5 36 484 13.70
White : 835 19% 2,009 10.30 155 1,438 9.25 k1 58 k.40
Nonwhite s+ 263 183 1,199 6.55 16k 1,025 6.25 19 1Th  8.95
Female : 260 89 505 5.65 73 432 5.90 16 73  L.50
. White - : 131 76 593 T.T0 64 521 8.05 12 72 5.95%
Nonwhite : 130 102 T 4,05 8 342 4,15 20 75  3.65%
HOUSEHOLD STATUS AND .
MIGRATORY STATUS : d -
Household heads : 787 237 2,487 1045 189 1,79 9.45 48  69L 1k.50
Migratory : 123 230 2,808 12.20 1 2,022 1.8 59 786 13.30
Nonmigratory : 664 238 2,128 1015 193 1,754 9.05 b5 674 14,75
Other household members . 847 109 786 T.20 89 624 6.93 20 162 8.3
Migratory ' . 152 10k ok  9.05 80 730 9.05 24 219 9,10
Nonmigratory . 695 110 750 6.80 91 601 6.55 15 149 8.05
Numbers of workers are rounded to the nearest thousand without being adjusted to group totals.
1/ Rounded to the nearest 5 cents.
- 2/ Includes operating a farm and wnpaid family labor.
Averages not shown where base is less than 50,000 persons.
* Number of workers who did nonfarm wage work i1s less than 50,000.
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Table io.--Awrago number of deays worked and wages earned at farm and nonfarm wage work, for persons who
414 iess than 25 days of farm wage work, by selected chardcteristics, 1966

: : Farm and nonfarm Farn : Nonfarm
Selected ¢ Number : :_Wages earned : ¢_Wages earned : :_Wages earned
characteristics | Of iD8Y8 i por i per DWW P per ! per PSSP Per ! Per
“ : . year [ day 1/ ; ! year | day 1/}  year | aay 1/

Tow. Ne.  Dol. Del.  Fo.  Dol. Dol. No. Dol. Dol
WORKERS WHO DID LESS THAN 25

DAYS OF FARM WAGE WORK, 1966 1,130 66 8071 12.20 9 TO T.45 57 737 13.00
SEX AWD ACE .
Both sexes H
14.17 years : 479 27 117 L4.30 9 56 5.90 18 61 3.5
18-24 : 227 108 1,W47 13.30 9 T4 770 99 1,373 13.80
25-34 : 120 113 1,973 17.40 9 88 9.70 104k 1,885 18.05
35-4k : 94 10T 1,572 14.60 8 83 9.75 99 1,488 15.00
455k t T 76 1,086 14.20 9 9 8.70 67 1,007 1b.95%
55-64 : T0 89 790 8.80 11 79 675 T8 TI1  9.10%
65 and over : 67 23 158 6.75 8 93 11.15 15 65 L4.30%
Males . T56 76 1,036 13.60 9 7  T.T0 67 966 1u.40
14-17 years . 330 29 127 L4.30 9 54 5.95 20 73 3.50
18-24 . 1m 120 1,659 13.75 9 75 7.95 111 1,584 1k4.25
25-34 : 65 165 3,295 19.90 8 116 13.50 157 3,179 20.25
35-lk : 53 12 2,464 1T7.30 8 106 11.95 134 2,358 17.65%
k5 and over . 139 66 838 12.80 9 66 7.70 57 TT2 13.60
Female " 3 45 32 T.S55 10 70 695 35 er2  T7.70 %
1u-1'.r years 19 20 2 L5 10 59 5.0 10 33 3.20 g
18-2L : 56 T2 794 10.90 10 T0 6.95 62 T2k 11.55 ;
25-34 : 55 52 422 8.10 9 56 5.75 43 366 8,60 %
E 35""" g/ : ul - - -- haddad -m- -me —-— - - -
! i5 and over t 43 59 ko8 6.90 11 116 10.85 48 2% 6.05% _1
¥ | CHIEF ACTIVITY : ‘
Farm wage work and other . |
: o7 420 15.55 10 103 9.80 17 317 19.25% |
nmﬁrx . 23% 222 3,389 15.20 8 8o 9.65 214 3,309 15.40 j
Unempl : 19 — PR - - - one  we= cen  eee :
Not mO{:%ogr/ force T Beh 29 184 6.20 9 64 6.75 20 120 5.90 )
Keeping house o162 N 188 6.2(5) 1(9) gg 22(; g} 1912 l;gg ;
Attendi chool ‘550 30 170 5. ' . . )
i Other "8 e R b 1 2l 245 9.85 T 48 6.30 17 197 11.45*
MIGRATORY STATUS :
Migrato P16 66 863 12.95 9 107 11.50 5T 756 13.15%
llon-:lgrg;ory ; 1,053 65 803 12.15 9 é8 T.15 56 735 13.00
HOUSLHOLD STATUS AND : .
MIGRATORY STATUS : :
Household heads . 325 139 2,170 15.60 8 95 10.80 131 2,075 15.90
mtm g : 26 - - e - &n g - e o - _— - - ) -y e ) ,---
‘ Nommigratory * 299 W1 2,198 15.55 8 92 10.b0 133 2,106 15.90
j Other household members , 802 35 251 7.00 9 60 6.25 26 191  7.25
: : Migratory . 50 k2 359 8.55 9 94 9.60 33 265 8.20%
Nommigratory . T52 35 243 6.85 9 58 6.00 26 185 7.20

~—Fabers of workers are rounded to the nearest thousand without being sdjusted to group totals.
1/ Rounded to the nearest 5 cents. \
2/ Averages not shown where base is less than 50,000 persons.
3/ Includes operating a farm and unpaid family labor.
#* Fumber of workers wvho 'did nonfarm wage work is less than 50,000.
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Table 1l.--Percentage of workers who did farm and nonfarm wage work, and average number of days worked
and wages earned, for workers who did farm wage work only, by selected characteristics » 1966

Farm wage workers Workers who did farm wage work only

5 Selected : :
“ ¢ Number : Percentage Number . Farn
g characteristics . of : who also did. of : T Wages earned
. . . . Da —-oise camed .
! workers s;:esgn::gila‘m; workers vorked . Per year ,Per day 1/
:  Thou. Pet. : Thou.  Ko. "Dol.  Dol.
: 1 ALL WORKERS, 1966 : 2,763 39 : 1,685 104 89l 8.50
COLOR AND SEX
i White : 2,031 42 : 1,176 106 1,007 9.0
Nonwhite : 733 31 : 509 100 632 6.30
; Male Po2,05 4o Po1,en 127 1,19 8.80
1 White T 1,617 4y : 908 126 1,207 9.55
y Nonwhite X 434 26 : 323 130 8Tk 6.70
i Female : T12 36 : sk 4y 281 6.35
White : ik 35 : 268 ') 330 8.00
-k Nonwhite : 298 38 : 186 48 212 4.ho
3 CHIEF ACTIVITY . .
i Farm work : 757 23 : 581 230 2,077 9.05
Farm wage work : 599 23 : 460 269 2,403 8.90
i Without nonfarm work : 460 ——- : 460 269 2,403 8.90
" With nonfam work H 139 100 H -o- "o -es -ee
3 Other farm work 2/ : 158 22 : 12h 83 871 10.k0
o Nonfarm work : 403 99 : - -—- ——- ——-
Unemployed 3/ : 46 59 H y 19 L LD L] LT
c Not in labor force : 1,557 31 : 1,078 37 262 6.90
) Keeping house : 320 31 : 36 284 7.70
i Attending school : 1,034 32 : T05 35 219 6.10
% Other : 204 25 : 154 48 428 8.75
ik DURATION OF FARM WAGE WORK . .
i Less than 25 days : 1,130 L5 : 618 9 64 6.55
I 25 days and over : 1,634 35 : 1,067 159 1,374 8.60
8 RESIDENCE : X
1 Farm : 766 26 : 567 119 923 7.70
1 Nonfarm : 1,998 NN ¢ 1,118 97 879 9.00
a MIGRATORY STATUS : .
. Migratory : 351 48 : 184 123 1,322 10.70
» Nonmigratory : 2,2 38 : 1,502 102 811  8.20
K REGTON : :
1@ Northeast : 216 45 : 117 ol 1,191 12.55
’ North Central : 519 ¢ : 278 - 104 784 7.50
: South : 1,292 34 : 854 103 687 6.65
- West : 736 . ] : 436 11 1,280  11.60

1S : .
} Numbers of workers are rounded to the nearest thousand without being adjusted to group totals,

8 1/ Rounded to the nearest 5 cents.

B 2/ Includes operating a farm and unpaid family labor.

i Averages not shown where base is less than 50 »000 persons.
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Table 12.--Average number.of days worked and wages earned at farm and nonfarm wage work, for farm wage

workers who also did some nonfarm wage work, by selected characteristics, 1966

T : Farm and nonfarm Farm : Nonfarm
Selected : Number : :_Wages earned : Wages earned : :_Wages earned
characteristics L Of :D8YS : pop i pep :DBYS i po i pop :DaYs i pep f pey
:.vorkers:wrked: year day 1-/ :worked: year - day y:vorked: year - day l/ .
. : Thou. No.  Dol. Dol. No. Dol. Dol. No. Dol. Dol.
WORKERS WHO ALSO DID SOME
NONFARM WAGE WORK, 1966 : 1,078 164 1,880 11.45 55 W78 8.65 109 1,402 12.85
COLOR AND SEX : |
White : 855 171 2,114 12.35 54 519 9.45 117 1,595 13.75
Nonwhite : 224 139 985 T.05 55 318 5.70 84 66T 8.00
Mele P 820 182 2,234 12.25 61 54T 8.90 121 1,687 13.95
White o709 185 2,39 12.80 60 568  9.45 125 1,801 1k.ho
Nonwhite ‘111 165 1,317 8. 69 b7 6.00 96 960  9.95
Female : 258 107 756 7.05 34 256 7.35 73 500 6.90
White : 16 102 8718 8.55 29 284 9.75 73 59, 8.05
Nonwhite : 112 113 508 5.30 b2 220 5.20 T 318 5.35
CHIEF ACTIVITY |
| Farm work 173 211 2,184 10.35 152 1,50k 9.85 59 680 11.60
| Farm wege work 139 233 2,214 9.50 17+ 1,618 9.30 59 596 10.15
Other farm work 2/ 3/ 3% ... cee  eem  eesa  es- cee  amm . eee  ea-
‘Nonfarm work ' 399 238 3,300 13.80 n 347 8.35 197 2,953 14.95
Unemployed 3/ 27  e==  ee= e eee ae- mem  cmm  eme  aee ;
Not in lahor force 479 88 609 6.90 32 223 6.90 56 386 6.85 ;
Keeping house 100 9 493 6.25 27 219 7.95 52 274 5.30 ]
Attending school 329 93 600 6.45 35 222 6.35 58 3718 6.5 ‘
Other : 50 75 897 11.90 23 24  10.25 %2 656 12.65 :
DURATION OF FARM WAGE WORK ° - :
Less thean 25 days ¢ 511 133 1,704 12.75 8 ([ § 8.70 125 1,627 13.00
25 days and over : 567 192 2,039 10.60 9 839 8.65 9 1,200 12.60 :
RESIDENCE | fi
Farm : 199 143 1,307 9.10 64 L33 6.70 79 &/ 11.10 1
Nonfarm : 879 169 2,010 11.85 52 488 9.20 117 1,522 13.10 5
MIGRATORY STATUS o
Migrato : 168 159 1,862 11.70 67 T4k 10.95 92 1,118 12.25
Nonmigratory : 911 165 1,884 11.40 52 k29 8.10 113 1,U55 112.90
: REGION X ) |
N Northeast 99 153 2,064 13.45 s 41k 9.15 108 1,650 15.30
R North Central : 2k 1Tk 2,328 13.35 56 487 8.65 118 1,85 15.60
South ¢ W37 165 1,500 9.10 55 360 6.55 110 1,140 10.35
‘ West 300 159 2,013 12.65 5T 662 11.55 102 1,351 13.25
““Wumbers of workers are rounded to the nearest Thousand without being sdjusted to group totals.
1/ Rounded to the nearest 5 cents.
2/ Includes operating a farm and unpaid family labor.
Averages not shown where base is less than 50,000 persons.
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APPENDIX A

SOURCES AND RELIABILITY OF ESTIMATES

The Survey

The estimates in this report are based on information obtained for the
Economic Research Service by the Bureau of the Census through supplementary
questions on the regular Current Population Survey (CPS) of December 1966.
If a question on the regular survey concerning farm wage work was answered
affirmatively, additional questions were asked on days of farm wage work and
farm wages, migratory or nonmigratory status, nonfarm wage work done and
associated wages, the chief activity in 1966, and other matters.

The CPS sample includes about 35,000 households which are interviewed
each month. 1/ Since 1960, the estimates have included Alaska and Hawaii.
Although changes have been made in the sample design from time to time, the
data are sufficiently comparable to form a continuous series. The 1966
sample covered 357 areas, including each of the 50 states and the District
of Columbia. These@greas comprised TOl counties and independent cities. Of
the 35,000 households, about 1,500, on the average, were visited, but inter-
views were not obtained because the occupants were not found at home after
repeated calls, or were unavailable for some other reason. In addition to
the 35,000, 5,000 sampie units were visited in an average month, but were
found to be vacant or otherwise not to be enumerated.

The data in this report relate to all persons 14 years of age and over
who did farm wage work in 1966 and who were in the civilian noninstitutional
population at the time of the survey. Not included are persons who did farm
wage work in 1966 who died, entered the Armed Forces, or were otherwise re-
moved from the civilian noninstitutional population before the survey. Not
included also are foreign nationals who did farm wage work in this country .

and who had returned to their homes before the survey. Since the termination

of Public Law T8 in December 1964, the number of foreign nationals admitted

for temporary farmwork has become very small and in 1966 totaled only 23,52L.

The total number of persons who may have been excluded probably does not
exceed 400,000.

Reliability of Estimates

The estimating procedure used in these surveys involved inflating weighted

sample results to independent estimates of the ecivilian noninstitutional
population of the United States by age, color, and sex. These independent

estimates were based on statistics from the 1960 Census of Population; statis.

tics of births, deaths, immigration, and emigration; and statistics on the
strength of the Armed Forces.

1/ For a thorough explanation of the CPS sample, see "The Current Population

Survey: A Report on Methodology." U.S. Dept. of Com., Bur. of the Census
Tech. Paper T, 1963.
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Since the estimates are based on sample data, they are subject to sampling
variability. They may differ somewhat from the results that would have been
obtained from another sample, or from a complete census using the same sched-
ules, instructions, and interviewers. The results are also subject to errors
of response and reporting.

The standard error of an estimate is primarily a measure of sampling
varigbility, that is, of the variations that occur by chance because a sample
rather than a whole population is surveyed. The standard error, as calculated
for this report, also partially measures the effect of response and enumera-
tion errors, but does not measure any systematic biases in the data. The
chances are 68 out of 100 that an estimate from the sample would differ from
that from a complete census by less than the standard error. The chances
are about 95 out of 100 that the difference would be less than twice the
standard error.

The estimates of standard errors shown in this report are approximations
for the 35T areas sampled. To derive standard errors which would be appli-
cable to a wide variety of items and which could be prepared at moderate cost,
a number of approximations were required. As a result, the tables of standard
errors provide an indication of the order of magnitude of the standard errors
rather than the precise standard error for eny specific item.

Tables 13 and 14 show the standard errors of the estimated number and
percentages of persons who did farm wage work. The reliability of an esti-
mated percentage  computed by using sample data for both numerator and de-
nominator, depends on the size of the percentage and the size of the total
on which the percentage is based. Generally, estimated percentages are
relatively more reliable than the corresponding absolute estimates of the
numerator of the percentage, particularly if the percentage is high.

Tables 15 and 16 show the standard errors of average number of days of
farm wage work and of the average annual earnings from this work. Standard
errors of average number of days and average annual earnings from nonfarm
wage work would probably be somewhat higher than the standard errors of
number of days and annuasl earnings from farm wage work.

Illustration of the use of tables of standard errors.--Table U4 shows that
there were 647,000 males age 14-1T7 who were farm wage workers at the time of
this survey. Table 13 shows the standard error of 647,000 to be about 60,000.
The chances are about 68 out of 100 that a complete census would have shown
a figure different from the sample result by less than 60,000. Chances are
95 out of 100 that the difference would have been less than 120,000. Of
these 6h7,000 males age 14-1T, 217,000, or 33 percent, had done 25-Th days
of farm wage work (table 6). Table 14k shows the standard error of 33 percent
with a base of 647,000 to be approximately 4.l percent. Consequently, the
chances are 68 out of 100 that a complete census would have disclosed the
figures to be between 28.9 and 37.1 percent, and 99 out of 100 that the figur
would have been between 24.8 and 41.2 percent. -




Table 13.-~Standard errors of estimated numbers of persons who did farm wage work,
CPS Supplement

- (68 chances out of 100)

Size of estimate Standard error

P A Sk IS e

25,000 : 11,000
50,000 : 15,000
100,000 : 22,000
250,000 : 35,000
500,000 : 52,000
1,000,000 : 80,000
2,500,000 : 150,000

Table 14.--Standard errors of percentages of persons who did farm wage work,CPS
Supplement

°

(68 chances out of 100)

Base of percentage in thousands

Percentage

. 50 ; 100 250 , 500 ; 1,000 @ 2,500 . 5,000
: Pet.  Pet. Pct. Bct, Pct. Pet, Pct.
2 or 98 T4,2 3.0 1.9 1.3 0.9 0.6 0.4
5 or 95 . 6.6 4.7 2.9 2.1 1.5 .9 .7
10 or 90 c 9.1 6.4 4.1 2.9 2.0 1.3 .9
15 or 85 . 10.8 7.6 4.8 3.4 2.4 1.5 1.1
20 or 80 T 12,1 8.5 5.4 3.8 2.7 1.7 1.2
25 or 75 T 13.1 9.3 5.9 4.1 2.9 1.9 1.3
35 or 65 T 14,4 10.2 6.4 4.6 3,2 2.0 1.4
50 . 15.1 10.7 6.8 4.8 3.4 2.1 1.5
Table 15.-~-Standard errors of estimated Table 16.--Standard errors of estimated
average number of days of farm wage average annual earnings from farm wage
work, CPS Supplement work, CPS Supplement
(68 chances out of 100) ) (68 chances out of 100)
Average number of days worked :Standard Average annual earnings : Standard
per year per person ¢ error per person ¢ error
50 s 3 $ 250 : 20
100 : 4 500 : 31
200 : 5 750 : 40
: 1,000 : 49
: 1,500 S 66
: 2,000 : 82
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Sampling variability of estimated mean earnings.--A rough approximation
to the stendard error of an estimated mean can be computed from the distri-
bution which gave rise to that mean. The stendard error of average (mean)
daily earnings at farm wage work, for example, may be computed by using the
following formula: o

e N

| : c
ﬁ = 80 E nix
| =1 2

-X_

o - \ ) n2 n :
wvhere (% = the standard error of the estimated mean

h
n, = the weighted number of cases in the 1t

earnings class

n = the weighted total number of cases in all ¢
earnings class

= the midpoint of the 1th earnings class

xi |
<= Y_ ™* = the mean of the distribution
n

In comparing the earnings of two classes of the population, the difference
between the two means will frequently be subject to greater sampling varia-

. bility than that in other types of comparisons,because the sample estimate

of a mean of an earnings distribution is affected significantly by even a
few extremely high average earnings. If sensitive indicators of differences
between two groups are needed, it may be useful to consider other types of
statistics, such as median earnings. Generally, the median of a distribution
is more stable than the mean, since it is not affected as much by a few
extreme observations. '

Illustration: Table 8 shows the percentage distribution of farm wage
workers by average daily earnings from farm wage work. Table T shows the
average daily earnings of all farm wage workers to be $8.55. Converting
the percentage distribution to absolutes by multiplying the given percentage
by the total number of farm wage workers (2,763,000) gives the number of farm
wage workers in each earnings interval class. These are the values of the
n; in the formula JX%X. The total number of farm wage workers, 2,763,000, is
the value of n. The values of the xj are the midpoints of the earnings
intervals shown. For the interval "less than $3.00" the midpoint is- $1.50;
for the interval "$3.00 - $L.99" it is $4.00; for "$5.00 - $6.99" it is $6.00,
ete. Assume the midpoint of the interval "$13.00 and over" to be $28.00."
The estimated standard error on the average daily earnings at farm wage work
of all farm wage workers is about $0.40. Consequently, the chances are about
68 out of 100 that the difference between the mean earnings estimated from
this sample and the earnings that would have been shown by a complete census
would differ by less than $0.40. Chances are 95 out of 100 that the difference
would be less than $0.80.
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Sampling variability of estimated median earnings.--The variability of a
median depends on the size of the base of the distribution and on the distri-
bution on which the median is based. A method for getting an approximate
measurement of the reliability of an estimated median is to determine an
interval about the estimated median such that there is a stated degree of
confidence that the true median lies within the interval.

As the first step in estimating the upper and lower limits of the inter-
val about the median (that is, the confidence limits), compute one-half the
number reporting the characteristic on which the median is based; designate
this as N/2. Determine the standard error of N/2 (table 13). Subtract this
standard error from N/2. Cumulate the frequencies (in the table on which
the median is based) up to the interval containing the difference between
N/2 and its standard error and, by linear interpolation, obtain a value
corresponding to this number. Multiply this value by the size of the interval
in which N/2 minus its standard error falls, and add this value to the
beginning of the interval. This is the lower limit of the confidence interval.

In a similar manner, add the standard error to N/2, and follow the same
procedure, outlined in the preceding paragraph, to find the upper limit of
the confidence interval. The chances are about 68 out of 100 that the median
computed from & complete census would lie between these two values. The range
for 95 chances out of 100 can be computed in a similar manner by multiplying
the standard error by 2 before subtracting and adding to N/2. Interpolation
to obtain the values corresponding to these numbers gives the confidence limits
for the median.

Illustration: Table 8 shows the median daily earnings at farm wage work
of all farm wage workers to be $6.95. The confidence interval of this median
is $6.95 - $7.4l at the 68 percent confidence level. Thus, median earnings
estimated by this sample differ little from what a complete census would have
shown. '




E S AR S Rl LT S R s

APPENDIX B
DEFINITIONS AND EXPLANATIONS

Farm wage workers.--Persons 14 years old and over in the civilian noninstitutional
population of the United States at the time of the survey who did any farmwork for
cash wages or salary at any time in the year, even if only for 1 day. '

Farmvork for cash wages or salary consists of the following: (1) Work done on
any farm for cash wages in connection with the production, harvesting, threshing,
preparation for market, or delivery to market of agricultural products; (2) work done
off the farm for a farmer by his hired farmworker, such as trips to town to buy feed,
seeds, or fertilizer, or to handle other matters involved in running the farm business;
(3) repairs of farm buildings, machinery, etc., performed by a farm wage worker when
done along with the type of work specified in (1) and (2) above; and (4) managing a
farm enterprise for cash salary. Not included as farmwork for cash wages or salary
are (1) work performed by farm operators on their own farms, or "exchange" work
between farmers; (2) work done exclusively for "pay in kind"; (3) work done without
pay on a family farm by a member of the farm operator's family, (a small regular cash
allowance is not considered as farm wages); and (4) nonfarm work performed on a farm,
such as the building of a farm structure, the drilling of a well, the hauling of
agricultural products to market, or domestic service in the home of a farmer; and
(5) custom work such as spraying, threshing, combining, etc., when a person is paid a
combined rate for the use of his equipment and labor.

Casual workers.--Persons who did less than 25 days of farm wage work.

Noncasual workers.--Persons whe did 25 days or more of farm wage work.
Noncasual workers include:

.Seasonal workers.--Persons who did 25-149 days of farm wage work.
Regular workers.--Persons who did 150-249 days of farm wage work.

Year-round workers.-- Persons who did 250 days or more of farm wage work,

(The use here of the terms ''seasonal" and 'regular" differs from that in the
Census of Agriculture, where ''seasonal workers" refers to persons employed on one farm
for less than 150 days during the year, and 'regular workers' to those employed on
one farm for 150 days or more during the year.)

Age.--The age classification is based on the age of the person at his last
birthday.

Color.--The term "color" refers to the division of the population into two groups--
white and nonwhite. Nonwhites include such groups as Negroes, Indians, .Japanese, and
Chinese.

Chief activity.--Information on the chief activity of farm wage workers during
the year was derived from the question, "What was . . . doing most of l966--working,
keeping house, going to school, or something else?" If "working'was reported as the
chief activity, the kind of work the person was doing most of the year was determined.
Farm wage work was reported if the person spent most of his working time doing farm
wage work. Operating a farm was reported if a person spent most of his working time
operating his own farm (as a tenant, owner, or sharecropper). Nonfarm work was report-
ed if a person spent most of his working time in his own business or profession,
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worked without pay in a family business, or worked for pay (or pay in kind)
in any nonfarm activity, such as manufacturing, trade, construction, domestic
service, etc. If the person did not report "working" as his chief activity,
information was obtained on what he was doing most of the year. Looking for
work (unemployed) was reported for a person who spent most cf his Time —
without employment, but was actively looking for a Job. Keeping house was
reported for persons who spent most of their time doing their own housework.
Going to school was reported for persons who spent most of their time during
the year going to school. The category "other" was reported for persons who
spent most of their time at some activity other than those named sbove.

Residence.--Residence is determined on the basis of the classification
of the place in which the worker lived at the time of the survey. In the
Current Population Survey, farm wage workers were classified as living on
farms (farm residents) if they lived in rural territory on places of 10 or
more acres of land, and if as much as $50 worth of agricultural products were
sold from the place in the reporting year. Also included are those who lived
on places of less than 10 acres if as much as $250 worth of agricultural prod-
uets were sold from the Place in the reporting year. Nonfarm-resident
workers lived in urban pPlaces, rural towns or villages, or in the open country
on places that did not meet the criteria for farm classification.

Migratory status.--Migratory farm wage workers are those from whom a
"yes" answer was obtained to one of two questions: "Some farm workers leave
home to harvest crops or do other seasonal farmwork in a different State.
Did . . . do this in 1966?" If the answer to that question was "No," the
question was asked: "During 1966, did . . . leave home to do this work in a
different county in this State?" Enumerators were instructed %o consider as
migratory workers (a) persons who were reported to have left their homes
Eemporarily overnight to do farm wage work in another county within the same
State or in a different State with expectation of eventually returning home,
end (b) persons who had no usual place of residence, if they did farm wage
work in two or more counties during the year. They were instructed to
consider as nonmigratory workers (a) persons who were reported as farm wage
workers in the couwnty for part of the year and who made g more or less per-
manent move to another county during the year and also did farm wage work in
the seconrd county, and (b) persons who commited daily across the county or
State line to do farm wage work and returned home each night.

Region.--The States inreluded in each of the four regions are as follows:
Northeast--Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connect-
icut, New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey; North Central--Ohio » Indiana,
Illinois, Wisconsin, Michigan, Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, North Dakota, South
Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas; South--Maryland, Delaware, District of Columbia,
Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida,
Kentucky, Tennessee » Alabama, Mississippi » Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma,
Texas; and West--Montana, Wyoming, Idaho, Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, Arizona,
Nevada, Wasﬁington, Oregon, California, Haweii, Alaska. '
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Days of farm or nonfarm wage work.--Days on which any farm or nonfarm
wage work was reported. The work may have been for all or only part of a
day.

Earnings from farm or nonfarm work.--Total cash wages or salary received
for Tarmwork or for nonfarm work. BEstimates of earnings do not include the
value of perquisites received in conmection with farmwork or the value of
fringe benefits received in connection with nonfarm work.
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Table 9.--Average number of days worked and weges earned at farmm and nonfarm wage work, for persons who
did 25 days or more of farm wage work, by selected characteristics » 1966--Continued

: T Farm and nonfarm Farm : Nonfarm
sNumber : : Wages earned : ¢ Wages earned ¢ Wages earned
N seleCted of . Days . N . Days . . . D ays . . P
 E characteristics : : . Per ! Per ° . Per : Per ° . Per ° Per
: § :workers:worked: year | day 1/ fworked: year ® day y:wrked; year | day 1/ |
¢ Thou. No. Dol. Dol. No. Dol. Dol. No. Dol. Dol. i
REGION AND COLOR--Continued @

South . 6 1Th 1,276 T7.30 143 956 6.65 31 320 10.15
White . 382 190 1,676 8.80 149 1,200 8.00 41 476 11.65
Nonwhite . 364 158 856 5.40 136 700 5.15 22 156. T.20
West . 489 160 1,906 11.90 129 1,514 11.65 31 392 12.85
White . M5 162  1,93% 11.90 129 1,506 11.65 33 128 12.80
Nonwhita . Th 245 1,746 12.00 132 1,563 11.80 13 183 13.80
REGION, MIGRATORY STATUS, AND ¢
COLOR :
A1l vorkers .
Migratory . 275 160 1,779 11.05 122 1,307 10.80 39 472 11.90
White . 216 165 1,872 11.30 122 1,363 11.10 43 503 11.90 3
Kouwhite . 59 143 1,438 10.00 115 1,105 9.55 28 333 12.00%
Nonmigratory : 1,359 173 1,570 9.05 141 1,164 8.25 32 406 12.75
White - . 966 119 1,826 10.15 143 1,313 9.15 36 512 1iL4.00
Nonvhite . 393 156 9% 6.00 136 798 5.85 20 142 T7.15
South H
Migratory P100 160 1,472 9.0 11k 956 8.35 47 516 10.85
White ¢ 68 165 1,607 9.70 108 977 9.05 57 630 10.90
Nonwhite 3/ P30 . T — - L -—-
Nonmigratory P66 176 1,246 T7.05 147 956 6.5 29 200 9.95
White P31k 196 1,691 8.60 158 1,2i8 7.85 38 K3 11.90
Nonwhite 332 158 84 5.20 137 680 bos 22 sk 6.75
4 West ]
) Migratory : 115 173 2,303 13.25 136 1,801 13.80 37 U412 11.20
E* Nonmigratory : 37h 156 1,784 1145 127 1,39  10.95 29 385 13.55
1 NONMIGRATORY WORKERS, SEX, '
’" b AND COLOR.-
7 Normigratory :
3 Male : 1,08 193 1,823 9.5 157 1,339  8.50 36 A8k 13.70
3 White : 835 196 2,009 10.30 155 1,438 9.25 41 581 1k.ho
e Nonwhite : 263 183 1,199 6.55 16k 1,025 6.25 19 14 8.95
Female : 261 89 505 5.65 73 432 5.90 16 73  4%.50
White s 131 76 593 T.T0 64 521 8.05 12 T2 5.95%
5 Nonwhite : 130 102 7T 4.05 8 342 415 20 75  3.65%
HOUSEHOLD STATUS AND
Al MIGRATORY STATUS . - _
Household hesds : T8 237 2,u87 ioks 189 1,796 9.5 48 69L 1h.50
Migratory : 123 230 2,608 12.20 171 2,022 11.80 59 786 13.30
Nommigratory : 664 238 2,428 1015 193 1,754 9.05 45 674 .75
Other household members . 847 109 786 T.20 89 624 6.93 20 162 8.30
Migratory . 152 104 949 9.05 8o 730 9.05 24 219 9.10
Nonmigratory . 695 110 750 6.80 91 601 6.55 19 149  8.05
Numbers of workers are rounded to the nearest thousand without being adjusted to group totals.
1/ Rounded to the nearest 5 cents.
2/ Includes operatins; a farm and unpaid family labor.

Averages not show. where base is iess tran 50,000 persons.
* Number of workers who did nonfarm wage work is less than 50,000.
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