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FOREWORD

THE NUMBER of working mothers has more than
doubled since 1950. As of March 1967, there were 4.1 million
working mothers with children under 6 years old and 6.4
million with children 6-17. Licensed day care facilities were
available for only about 475,000 children. As the following
report of a national survey shows, all too many of the remaining
children receive inadecuate care while their mothers work.

The survey clearly indicates how urgent is the need for
large-scale expansion of day care services in licensed day care
facilities, in licensed day care homes, and in after-school pro-
graras, Public and private groups are challenged not only to
expand existing types of care but also to seek new ways to
meet the spiraling needs.

This study was a joint project of the Women’s Bureau,
which carried responsibility for the section on working mothers,
and the Children’s Bureau, which corried responsibility for the
section on children and child care arrangements, The survey
wag conducted in February 1965, and a brief summary of pre-
limninary findings was issued in May 19656, This report provides
the full details and brings up to date an earlier survey made in
1958,

Financial support from the Manpower Administration,
U.S. Department of Liabor, helped to make the study possible.
We also wish to express appreciation to the Bureau of the
Census, which conducted the hausehold interviews, Earl J,
Grerson and George . Gray oi the Census staff were unfailingly
helpful at every step of the way.

The authors were greatly assisted by Clay Brittain, for-
merly with the Children’s Bureau, and Beatrice Rosenberg of
the Women’s Bureau,

P. FREDERICK DELLIQUADRI
Chief, Children’s Bureau

TdumBrubli ’“"‘““3

MARY DUBLIN KEYSERLING
Director, Women’'s Bureau
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INTRODUCTION

ALTHOUGH the majority of Americsn
mothers of young children are not in the labor
force, the number of working mothers has risen
with astonishing rapidity in the last generation.
The influx of married women has contributed a
major share of the recent growth of the labor
force and marks a contemporary trend of deep,
and probably lasting, importance. About one-
fourth of the Nation’s mothers who live with. their
husbands and have children of preschool age are
in the labor force. Even among mothers nf very
young children (under 3 years of age) the propor-
tion is as large as one-fifth. Among mothers with
older children (6 to 17 years) the percentage who
work (now 44 percent) promises to become as
large as the percentage who do not work. Since
1948, the labor force participation rate of mothers
of children of preschool age has doubled and is
approaching the level that obtained, a generation
ago, orly among mothers of older children.* These
trex:ds refer to women who live with their hus-
bands. Among widowed, divorced and separated
mothers of young children, the labor force partici-
pation rate is, and always has been, much higher.

A social change of this pace and magnitude
inevitably has a far-reaching impact upon the con-
temporary family and its methods of rearing chil-
dren. Unlike an agricultural society, work today
usually takes the mother away from home, re-
quiring some arrangement for care of her youny
children during her absence. Research into the
effects on children of their mothers’ employment
has pointed to the decisive role of the quality of
care provided children while mothers are at work.
More should be known, therefore, about the ar-
rangements that working mothers make for child
care if we are to assess how well the contemporary
family, and the social institutions that supple-
ment and assist the family in its child rearing

responsibilities, have responded to the remarkable
growth in employment of mothers.

In order to obtain basic data on types of ¢hild
care arrangements and frequency of utilizatica
by working mothers belonging to different seg-
meats of American society, the Children’s Bureau
of the Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare and the Women’s Bureau of the Department
of Labor joined forces in undertaking a national
survey of working mothers. Amoug Federal agen-
cies, these Bureaus have particular responsibility
for inquiries into the welfare of working mothers
and their families.

The survey was conducted by contracting with
the Bureau of the Census to include a few supple-
mentary questions about child care in its Current
Population Survey of February 1965. This Survey
is conducted monthly on a nationwide basis, using
a scientifically selected sample representing the
noninstitutional civilian population. The sample
is spread over 375 areas comprising 701 counties
and independent cities with coverage in every
State. Approximately 85,000 occupied households
are interviewed in the Survey each month.?

The supplementary questions on child care
(Appendix A) were asked in those sample house-
holds in which there was a mother who had worked
at least 27 weeks during 1964, either full or part

1 The labor force participation ratc of mothers with children
under 6 years of age was 10.8 Yerc\:nt in 1948 and 24.2 percent in
1966. Among mothers with children 6 to 17 years of age only, the
rate was 26.0 percent in 1948 and 43.7 percent in 1966 (Table M—54).

The Department of Labor has recently estimated that by 1970
the number of all mothers in the labor force, aged 20 to 44, with
children under 6 years, will be 55 percent higher than it was at
the beginning of the preceding decade. This increase may be con-
siderably higher in light of recent developments which should
enzble many low-income women, not now in the labor force but
who want training and work, to obtain employment,

2 Sec Appendix C for information on the source and reliability of
estimates based upon this sample Survey.
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time, and who had at least one child under 14
years of age living at home. This age limit was
selected because of the special importance of child
care arrangements for younger children, though it
was recognized that the needs of older children
should not be overlooked. The decision to limit
the survey to mothers who had worked at least
half a year in 1964 was dictated in part by prac-
tical considerations such as cost but accorded well
with the aims of the survey. There can be no doubt
that the working mothers whose arrangements
were explored were full-fledged members of the
labor force and not merely intermittent or seasonal
workers.

An earlier national survey of child care ar-
rangements had been conducted by the Children’s

. L
N a7 q,\ ]

Bureau in cooperation with the Bureau of the Cen-
sus in 1958.° The working mothers sampled in 1965
represent a substantially more inclusive popula-
tion than in 1958, when the survey was limited to
women who were working full time in May of that
year and who had at least one child under 12 years
of age. More than twice as many working mothers
were represented in the 1965 study. The survey
also included some questions that were not asked
in 1958, and certain refinements in its methodology
were made. Although these changes limit the com-
parability of the two surveys, the broadened scope
of the later survey is a significant advantage.

3 Lajewski, Henry C.: Child Carc Arrangements of Full-time
Working Mothers. Children’s Bureau Publication 378. Washington,
D.C. 20402; U.S. Government Printing Office, 1959. 26 pp.
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PROFILE OF
THE WORKING MOTHER

An Overview

Any analysis of day care provisions for chil-
dren of working mothers must also focus on the
characteristic features of the working mothers
themselves.

At the time of the special Census survey, in
February 1965, there were 6.3 million mothers who
had worked 27 weeks or more in 1964, either full
or part time, and who had at least one child under
14 years.* In March 1965, the closest date for
which detailed data are available, there were about
26 million women in the labor force, including 9.7
million mothers with children under 18 years of
age. '

The median age ° of the mothers surveyed was
36 years—b years less than the median age for all
women workers and 2 years less than the median
age of all working mothers with children under 18
years. Eighty-five percent of the mothers were
white.

Significantly, 84 percent were married and
living with their husbands. In addition, as many
as 12 percent of those surveyed were heads of
households.

The mothers had an average of two children
under 14 years. The largest single group of
mothers—numbering 2.3 million—were those
whose youngest child was between 9 and 13 years.

Sixty percent of the mothers lived in metro-
politan areas, and more lived in the South than
in any other single geographic area.

Twenty-one percent of the women lived in
families with incomes of less than $4,000; 22 per-

cent in families with incomes of $4,000 to $5,999;
38 percent had family incomes of $6,000 to $9,999 ;
and the remaining 19 percent, family incomes of
$10,000 and over. Sixty-seven percent of the
women surveyed had 12 or more years of educa-
tion, and almost one-third were employed in

“clerical work.

Like all women workers, the women in the
survey group worked for a variety of reasons but
by far the most compelling was economic need.
Almost 9 out of 10 said they worked for “eco-
nomic” reasons. Of those mothers paying for
child care, most paid a total of between $10 and
$19 a week.

Seven out of ten of the mothers worked full
time during 1964, and, as would be expected be-
cause the survey was limited to mothers who
worked at least 27 weeks in 1964, a high propor-
tion, 6 out of 10, worked a full year in 1964.

Age
(Tables M 14)

Since the survey was limited to mothers who

had young children, these mothers were younger
than other women in the labor force. Thus, while

4 During the survey week, 5.2 million or 83 percent of these workers
were in paid employment. The other workers, although part of the
labor force, were not working during the survey week. They were,
however, covered by the study.

8 Defined as *‘half above/half below."
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the median age of the survey group was 36 years,
the median age of all working mothers with chil.
dren under 18 years was 38 years, and the median
age for all women workers was 41 years.®

Of the mothers surveyed, 40 percent were -

from 35 to 44 years and 36 percent were between
25 and 34 years old. Younger women and those
45 years and over represented 10 percent and 14
percent, respectively.

Regional differences in ages of working
mothers were not great. In the northeast section
of the United States, however, the proportion of
older women was slightly higher than in other
sections.

In all regions except the South, each age
group had a larger number of working mothers
who lived in the metropolitan areas than in non-
metropolitan areas. In the South, only among the
35-44-year-old age group was there a larger num-
ber in the metropolitan areas,

In every age group, at least 8 out of 10 of the
women were married and living with their hus-
bands. The older the mother, however, the more
likely was she to be the head of the household.
Thus, while 12 percent of the total group were
heads of households, the proportion ranged from
5 percent for mothers under 25 years to 16 percent
for mothers 45 years and over.

Marital Status
(Tables M 5-6)

Of the mothers surveyed, 84 percent were mar-
ried and living with their husbands. The other
mothers were widowed, divorced or separated and
bringing up their children in fatherless homes.
Proportionately, there were twice as many non-
white as white mothers in the “other” marital
status category; that is, 14 percent of all white
mothers and 28 percent of all nonwhite mothers
did not have husbands “present.”

Working mothers faced with the major if not
sole responsibility for their families were also more
likely to be in lower income groups. The survey
showed that of all the mothers with family in-
comes under $3,000, 38 percent were not living

- with their husbands; for those with family in-

comes between $3,000 and $3,999, 35 percent were
not living with their husbands. At the other end of
the spectrum, in families with incomes of $10,000
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and over, less than § percent of the women were
bringing up their children in fatherless homes.
Generally, differences between white and nonwhite
families were slight, The only marked difference
occurred in the lowest income level (under
$3,000). Here, the ratio between husband “pres-
ent” and husband “absent” in white families was
2:1, while in nonwhite families, the ratio was
closertol:1,

Mothers who were private-household or other
service workers were more likely than mothers in
other occupations to be raising their children
without a husband at home. While 16 percent of
all the women surveyed were widowed, divorced
or separated, 29 percent of the private-household
workers and 22 percent of the other service work-
ers were in this marital status category. Farmers
and farmworkers were most likely to be living
with their husbands: only 6 percent wers widowed,
divorced or separated.

Working Mothers as
Heads of Households

(Tables M 7-9)

Twelve percent of the mothers were heads of
households,” that is, they were not living with
their husbands and were also regarded as the
“head” by other members of their families. Pro-
portionately many more nonwhite than white
women were heads of households: 23 percent
compared with 10 percent.

More women household heads were living in
the South than in any other region of the country.
Of the 777,000 women household heads, 144,000 or
19 percent lived in the Northeast, 162,000 or 21
percent in the West, 203,000 or 26 percent in the
North Central region, and 268,000 or 34 percent
in the South.

Not surprisingly, southern nonwhite mothers
were faced with full responsibility for children
more frequently than other mothers in this coun-
try. Of the nonwhite working mothers who were
heads of households, one-half were living in the

8 Data for mothers in the survey group were for February 1965.
The other age data were for March 1965.
7 The other mothers bringing up their children in fatherless homes
hwcrc arlﬁl of houscholds where another relative was the head of the
ouschold.
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South, It might be noted, however, that more than
one-half of all nonwhite women in the population
and over one-half of the nonwhite female labor
force lived in the South.

Women heads of households had proportion-
ately the same number of children as other work-
ing mothers, For example, 52 percent of women
heads of households and 49 percent of those not
household heads had one child under 14 years,
while approximately 11 percent of the women
heads of households and 10 percent of those not
household heads had four or more children under
14 years.

Region and Residence of
Werking Mothers

(Table M-10)

Of the over 6.2 million mothers whose region
and residence were reported, 2.2 million or 35 per-
cent lived in the South, 1.7 million or 28 percent
lived in the North Central region, 1.3 million or
20 percent lived in the Northeast and the remain-
ing approximately 1 million or 16 percent lived in
the West.

Approximately 60 percent of the working
mothers were in metropolitan areas, the propor-
tions varying considerably by region. In the West,
78 percent resided in metropolitan areas; in the
Northeast, 72 percent were in metropolitan areas;
in the North Central States, 55 percent; and in
the South, slightly less than 50 percent.

Employment of Mothers as Influenced by
Ages and Numbers of Children

m | (Tables M 11-16)

m In March 1965, there were 9.7 million work-

ing mothers with an estimated 17.3 million chil-

. dren under 18 years of age. The 6.3 million mothers

in the survey group had 12.3 million children

under 14 years, one-fifth of all U.S. children in

this age group. These mothers included almost 5.4

million white women with 10.1 million children

and 925,000 nonwhite women with 2.2 million
children.

There were more working mothers whose

youngest child was of school age (6-13) than
mothers whose youngest child was under 6 years.
Specifically, the youngest child of approximately
three-fifths of the mothers was of school age. Dif-
ferences in the ages of children between white and
nonwhite families were not marked: 41 percent
of the white mothers had children under 6,
as compared with 47 percent of the nonwhite
mothers.

Relatively more southern mothers of younger
children were working than mothers of younger
childven living elsewhere in the country: 46 per-
cent of the working mothers living in the South
had a child under 6 compared with 42 percent
living in the North Central States, 41 percent in
the West and 35 percent in the Northeast.

A more detailed breakdown by the ages of the
youngsters disclosed that mothers whose youngest
child was in the 9 to 13 years age range constituted
the largest single group in the survey. Over 2.3
million or 38 percent of the mothers had children
in this age group. The remaining women could be
divided in three groups of approximately 1.3 mil-
lion or 21 percent each, according to the age range
in which the youngest child belonged: 6-8 years,
3-5 years, and under 3 years.

Among those surveyed who were married and
living with their husbands, there were approxi-
mately 2.3 million women or 43 percent whose
youngest children were under 6 years of age and
3 million women or 57 percent whose youngest
children were between 6 and 13 years. By com-
parison, of those mothers in the “other” marital
status group, there were a little over one-third of
a million or 35 percent whose youngest children
were under 6 years and close to two-thirds of a
million or 65 percent whose youngest children
were 6-13 years of age. One possible explanation
of the lower proportion of women with younger
children in tthe “other” marital status group might
be the fact that some of the nonworking mothers
of younger children were receiving AFDC pay-
ments to help them support their children.

The age of their youngest child had consid-
erably less influence on farmers and farmworkers
than on women in other occupations. The plight of
migrant children is well known ; consequently this
result was not surprising. Interestingly enough,
one of the findings of the study was that women
with younger children do not flock into sales work.
Thus, while 42 percent of the mothers surveyed
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had children under 6 years, only 30 percent of all
mothers in sales work had children of this age
compared with 52 percent of those in farmwork.
Differences between other occupational groups
were slight, ranging from 38 percent (profes-
sionals, managers and proprietors) to almost 45
percent (craftsmen, operatives and laborers).

Size of family. The fewer children under 14
years a mother in the survey group had, the more
likely was she to be working. Cf the mothers sur-
veyed, 50 percent had only one chiid under 14
years; 27 percent, two children under 14 years; 13
percent, three children and the remaining 10 per-
cent, four or more children under 14 years. While
the white mothers followed this pattern rather
closely, the nonwhite mothers tended to have
larger families. Thus, almost 21 percent of the
nonwhite compared with 8 percent of the white
mothers had four or more children under 14 years.
And 51 percent of the white compared with 40 per-
cent of the nonwhite women had only one child
under 14 years.

Mothers with children between 14 and 17 years.
More than one-third of the mothers with children
under 14—2.3 million—also had children between
the ages of 14 and 17 years. Among these mothers
with older children, 54 percent had one child un-
der 14 years, 25 percent had two, 11 percent had
three, and 10 percent had four or more children
under 14 years.

The older the children under 14 years, the
more likely mothers with other children 14-
17 years were to be working outside the home.
Less than 8 percent of the mothers in this group
had children under 3 years old ; for 13 percent the
youngest children were 3 to 5 years old; for 21
percent, 6 to 8 years old ; and for 59 percent, 9 to
13 years old. On the other hand, among the moth-
ers who had children under 14 years but no chil-
dren 14-17 yeaxs old, the distribution was almost
even. Roughly between one-fifth and one-fourth
of the mothers of children in each of the four
younger age groups were working,

Occupations
(Tables M 17-20)

Like all other workir * women, the mothers

in the survey group wers engaged in a wide
variety of occupations. The largest single group,
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1,967,000 or 31 percent, were in clerical work; the
next largest, 1,164,000 or 18 percent, were crafts-
men, operatives or laborers; 1,087,000 or 17 per-
cent were professionals, managers or proprietors;
and 1,046,000 or 17 percent were service workers,
except private-household.

A. comparison of the occupations of the sur-
veyed mothers with the occupations of all em-
ployed women in February 1965 shows a close
similarity between the two groups. For example,
in both cases, the largest single occupational group
was the clerical workers. The second, third and
fourth major occupational groups for all employed
women were the professionals, managers and pro-
prietors (19 percent), craftsmen, operatives and
laborers (16.5 percent) and service workers, except
private-household (15 percent).

Major differences were found in the jobs held
by the white and nonwhite mothers in the survey
group. While theve were proportionately more
white than nonwhite mothers employed in the
professional, clerical, sales and operative occupa-
tional groups, there were proportionately more
nonwhite than white mothers employed as private-
household workers, other service workers, and en-
gaged in farming. For example, 34 percent of the
white mothers were in clerical occupations but
only 13 percent of the nonwhite mothers, and while
7 percent of the white mothers were in selling oc-
cupations, only 2 percent of the nonwhite mothers
were. On the other hand, 25 percent of the non-
white compared with 1 percent of the white moth-
ers were private-household workers, and another
27 percent of the nonwhite mothers compared
with 15 percent of the white mothers were
employed as service workers, except private-
household.

Although there were some regional differ-
ences in occupational distribution, these were not
of major significance. A few highlights might be
noted. In the West, about 62 percent of the work-
ing mothers were professionals, managers or pro-
prietors and clerical workers, compared with less
than 50 percent of the women in other regions. In
the South, relatively more women were employed
as private-household workers (8 percent) than in
other parts of the country (2 to 3 percent). In
fact, 65 percent of all the mothers in the survey
employed as private-household workers lived in
the South. In the North Central States, 11 percent
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of the women were farmers or farmworkers, while
in the West, 2 percent were so employed. Of the
women farmers and farmworkers surveyed, over
50 percent were residents of the North Central
States,

Education
(Tables M 21-23)

Among the working mothers surveyed, the
largest single group, 47 percent, had 12 years of
education. Another 33 percent had less than 12
years, and 20 percent had more than 12. The
mothers in the survey had achieved slightly higher
educational levels than women in the labor force
as a whole. This may be explained by the fact that
the mothers in the survey group were younger and
the average level of education achieved by our
population has been rising. Thus it might be noted
that a considerably higher proportion of mothers
under 25 years than mothers in the other age groups
were high school graduates.

However, proportionately more of the older
women in the survey group, those at least 45 years
old, had attained higher levels of education. While
25 percent of the women in this age group had more
than 12 years of education, 19 percent of those 35
to 44 years, 21 percent of those 25 to 34 years, and
15 percent of those under 25 years had reached
this level of education. This might well be due to
the fact that some of the mature women, because
their children were older, have taken advantage of
continuing education programs.

The mother’s education was, as would be ex-
pected, reflected in her occupational choice.
Among women professional workers, managers
and proprietors, 29 percent had 12 years and an-
other 63 percent had more than 12 years’ education.
Among clerical workers, 68 percent had 12 years
and ‘another 19 percent had more than 12 years’
education. Fifty-six percent of the sales workers
had 12 years and another 13 percent, more than 12
years’ education. However, among craftsmen, op-
eratives and laborers; private-household workers;
and farmers and farmworkers, the majority of
women in each group had less than 12 years of edu-
cation. Similarly, among the service workers, ex-
cept private-household, 49 percent had less than
12 years and 42 percent had 12 years’ education.

296-410 0—68——2

Family Income

(Tables M 24-29)

Family income is the total income® of all
family members, including the working mothers.?
Of the women in the survey group a majority
were in two family income ranges, $4,000-$5,999
and $6,000-$9,999, in 1964, In the first group were
22 percent of the women, while 38 percent of the
women were in the latter group. Another 12 percent
of the women had family incomes under $3,000, 9
percent had family incomes betvreen $3,000 and
$3,999, and 19 percent had family incomes of
$10,000 and over.

There were proportionately more white moth-
ers whose family incomes totaled at least $4,000
and proportionately more nonwhite mothers
whose family inccrnes were below $4,000. While
approximately 9 percent of the white mothers had
family incomes at the poverty levels ** and another
8 percent had family incomes between $3,000 and
$3,999, 33 percent of the nonwhite mothers had
family incomes under $3,000 and another 16 per-
cent had family incomes between $3,000 and $3,-
999. T'wenty-one percent of the white women com-
pared with 9 percent of the nonwhite women had
family incomes of $10,000 and over.

As the figures indicate, many mothers were
bringing up their children at poverty levels. In
greater detail, the study showed that 1 percent of
the white and 7 percent of the nonwhite mothers
had family incomes of under $1,000, 3 percent of
the white and 13 percent of the nonwhite mothers
had family incomes between $1,000 and $1,999, and
5 percent of the white and 13 percent of the non-
white mothers had family incomes between $2,000
and $2,999.

While the family incomes of working mothers

8 Total money income from (1) wages or salary, (2) net income
from sclf-cmployment, (3) social secutity, veterans’ payments, or
other government or private pensions, (4) interest (on bonds or
savingg), dividends, and income from annuities, estates, or trusts,
(5) net income from boarders or lodgers or from renting property
to others, and (6) such other sources as uncmployment benefits,

ublic assistance, and alimony. The amounts represent income be-
ore deductions for personal taxes, social security, bonds, ctc.

9 Separate information with- respect to the mothet’s carnings
could not be obtained for this special survey.

10 The Social Securit;’ Administration has developed an index of
poverty which classifics as poor a nonfarm family of 4 with an
annual cash income under $3,130, and a 4-person farm family with
an annual cash income of less than $1,860.

(

£ AT TR e T e 2

LA S S




B —
Ly Tkt b tiandocha

s v

in each region were concentrated in the range be-
tween $6,000 and $9,999, only 3 out of 10 southern
mothers were in this income range, compared with
about 4 out of 10 mothers in each of the other three
regions. In fact, more working mothers in the
South than in any of the other regions lived in
families at the lower end of the income scale.
Western mothers were much more likely to be liv-
ing in higher income families,

Mothers living in metropolitan areas had
higher family incomes than theose living in less
urbanized sections. For example, 24 percent of the
mothers living in metropolitan areas compared
with 12 percent of those living in nonmetropolitan
areas had family incomes of $10,000 and over. The
converse was also true. Nineteen percent in non-
metropolitan ‘areas compared with 8 percent in
metropolitan areas had family incomes of less than
$3,000.

Not surprisingly, where the mother was bring-
ing up her children in a fatherless home, she was
also bringing them up with less money. Thus,
while 6 percent of the mothers in the “other” mar-
ried group had family incomes of $10,000 and
over, 21 percent of the mothers living with their
husbands had this income. Also, 9 percent of the
mothers living with their husbands had family
incomes under $3,000 compared with 30 percent
of the “other” marital group. Further, while 41
percent of the mothers living in intact families had
family incomes of between $6,000 and $9,999 and
another 29 percent had between $3,000 and $5,999,
for those women on their own, the percentages
were 20 and 45, respectively.

The older the mother, the more likely was she
to be part of a relatively higher income family.
Among those under 25 years old, the largest single
group had family incomes between $3,000 and
$5,999 while, in each of the other age ranges, the
largest single group had family incomes between
$6,000 and $9,999.

Working mothers in professional occupations
were more likely than mothers in other occupa-
tional groups to be living in a family with a higher

income. Private-household workers and farm-

workers were more likely to be at the other end of
the income scale. While 38 percent of the women
professional workers, managers and proprietors
had family incomes of $10,000 and over and an-
other 40 percent had family incomes between
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$6,000 and $9,999, 49 percent of the farmers and
farmworkers and 46 percent of the private-house-
hold workers lived at the poverty level. Family
incomes of clerical workers and sales workers
tended to concentrate between $6,000 and $9,999,
while the largest group of craftsmen, operatives
and laborers and of service workers, except pri-
vate-household, had family incomes ranging be-
tween $3,000 and $5,999.

The higher the mother’s education, too, the
more likely was she to be part of a higher income
family. Almost 8 out of 10 of the mothers sur-
veyed with more than 12 years’ education had
family incomes of $6,000 and over, and over 6
out of 10 mothers with 12 years’ education had
such family incomes, while just over one-third of
the mothers with less than 12 years of education
were in $6,000 and over family income groups.

The proportion of those with family incomes
of $10,000 and over increased with the higher edu-
cational attainment of the mother. Specifically,
8 percent of those with less than 12 years’ educa-
tion, 19 percent of those with 12 years’ education,
and 38 percent of those with more than 12 years’
education had family incomes of $10,000 and over.
The converse was also true. While 4 percent of
those with over 12 years of education had family
incemes under $3,000, 7 percent of those with 12
years’ education and 24 percent of those with less
than 12 years lived at poverty levels.

Reasons for Working
(Tables M 30-35)

Various factors influence a mother’s decision
to work, but for the great majority of women, the
main reason is economic. Often the mother has to
work because food, rent and other necessities could
not be paid for if she did not work. Frequently,
too, she is working to provide her family with a
better standard of living. The replies received to
the query as to main reasons for working—from
women all over the country, of different back-
grounds, employed in different occupations—pro-
vide us with very convincing evidence as to the
dominant motive of working mothers.

Almost 9 out of every 10 mothers stated that
they were working for economic reasons, ranging
from sheer need to support self and family to par-
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ticular needs such as to buy a house, pay for med-
ical care or for a child’s education. The other
mothers, a little over 10 percent, indicated that
their main reason for working was that they
“liked to work,” that they wanted to use their edu-
cation or skills, that they preferred to associate
with other adults, and various other reasons which
would be considered noneconomic. More specifi-
cally, the findings were:

Economic reasons. Of the 6 million mothers
responding to the query as to their main reasons
for working, more than 5 million or 87 percent
indicated that they worked for economic reasons.
Of this latter group, almost 22 percent were work-
ing to support their families, another 10 percent
to attain a specific goal, and 68 percent for various
other reasons classified as economic. Some exam-
ples of the comments made by women working for
economic reasons were :

“Money! What else?”
“We need the money.”
“I was on ADC. I wanted to support myself.”

“For the money to help pay for things we
want. What else?”

“Support my family. I like to live and eat.”

“To support my family. I am too proud to
ask for welfare help. I have pride!”

“Need money for glasses for the children.
Also braces for their teeth.”

“The pay—while daughter is in coliege.”
“To pay utility bills.”

A larger percentage of nonwhite than white
mothers were working for economic reasons.
While 94 percent (813,000) of the nonwhite moth-
ers worked for economic reasons, 86 percent (4.4
million) of the white mothers worked for these
reasons. Moreover, twice as many nonwhite than
white mothers worked because they had to sup-
port their families; specifically, 32 percent of the
nonwhite compared with 17 percent of the white
mothers were the mainstay of their families.

Righty-four percent of the white mothers.

with husbands present and 97 percent of white
mothers in “other” marital status group—most of
whom were heads of households—worked for eco-

nomic reasons, while 92 percent of the nonwhite
mothers with husbands present and all nonwhite
mothers in the “other” marital status group—
again, primarily heads of households—worked for
economic reasons.

Of the mothers who worked for economic rea-
sons, 14 percent had family incomes under $3,000,
33 percent had family incomes of $3,000-$5,999,
36 percent had family incomes of $6,000-$9,999,
and 17 percent, family incomes of $10,000 and
over.

The lower the family income, the more likely
was the mother to be working for economic
reasons. Where the family income was under
$3,000, 97 percent of the mothers were working for
economic reasons. Where the income was $3,000-
$5,999, 92 percent of the mothers were working for
economic reasons ; 84 percent of those whose family
incomes were in the $6,000-$9,999 range and 76
percent of those whose family incomes were
$10,000 and over were working for economic
reasons.

There were no significant differences in rea-
sons for working by age of the mother, the ages of
her children or the number of her children.
Neither were there any significant regional differ-
ences. Except in the South, more mothers working
for economic reasons were living in metropolitan
rather than nonmetropolitan areas.

The percentage breakdown by occupation for
women who worked for economic reasons com-
pared very closely with the proportion of all wom-
en in each occupational category. For example,
31 percent of all women workers were in clerical
occupations; and, of the women working for eco-
nomic reasons, 32 percent were employed in clerical
occupations. Only in the case of professional and
managerial workers and proprietors was there
some variation. While these workers represented
17 percent of the women surveyed, they repre-
sented 14 percent of the women working for
economic reasons.

By occupation, almost all (99 percent) of
those in private-household occupations worked be-
cause of economic reasons. Closely following were
farmers and farmworkers (95 percent) and
craftsmen, operatives and laborers (93 percent).
The professional and managerial workers and
proprietors (71 percent) were less likely than
women employed in the other occupations to be
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working for economic reasons.

The less education a mother had, the more
likely was she to be workizg for economic reasons.
Ninety-three percent of the mothers with less than
12 years’ education, 88 percent of those with 12
years’ education and 74 percent of those with more
than 12 years’ education worked for economic
reasons,

Noneconomic reasons. Many women enter em-
ployment because they wish to utilize their educa-
tion, training, skills, talent and creativity. Some
women seek employment because they find their
homes too confining. Of the mothers reporting
their reasons for working, over three-fourths of &
million (13 percent) reported that they were work-
ing for these various reasons. Of this group, 3 per-
cent had family incomes under $3,000, 18 percent
had family incomes of $3,000-$5,999, 45 percent
had family incomes of $6,000-$9,999 and 34 per-
cent had family incomes of $10,000 and over.
More than one-fifth of the women working for
noneconomic reasons reported their main reason
for working as “professional motivation” and
about, one-sixth said they worked in order to “get
out of the house.” The remainder, more than three-
fifths, worked for ‘“other” noneconomic reasons.
Among tthe various Tesponses in this latter cate-
gory were:

“I enjoy working and being with people.”
1 like to keep busy.”
- *I just want to work.”

“Because it is easy for me. I work at the
school and go with my children.”

“My husband needs me at the office and my
~ children are well taken care of.”

“I want something constructive to do.”

“ enjoy work and am not much of a house-
keeper.” |

“It is too hard to quit after working so Iomg.”

“Financial partly. Mainly, I'm better off men-
tally when I have an outside occupation.”

The mother most likely to work for noneco-
nomic reasons was the one in the professional,
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managerial and proprietor category. Thirty-eight
percent of the mothers were in this group. An
additional 29 percent were clerical workers. Least
likely to work for noneconomic reasons was the
private-household worker.

It was the mothers in professional, managerial
and proprietor occupations, of course, who were
most likely to be working because of “professional
motivation.” Mothers who gave “to get out of the
house” as the reason for working were likely to
be in clerical employment.

There was little difference in the three
younger age groups between the proportions stat-
ing “professional motivation” and “to get out of
the house” as the reason for working. However,
among mothers 45 years and older almost three
times as many were working because of their pro-
fessional interests as those who felt the need for a
change from their home scenery.

Among those who worked for noneconomic
reasons, the largest group, 43 percent, had 12 years
of education. Thirty-nine percent had more than
12 years’ education; 18 percent had less than 12.

Mothers Working Less Than Full Time,
Full Year

(Tables M 36~50)

Many women, either through choice or be-
cause they are unable to find full-time, full-year
employment, work less than a full year and/or
full time.** Mothers particularly may be working
part time or part year in order that they may com-
bine working outside the home with the care of
their children.

In 1964, of the 33 million women with work
experience, nearly 12.5 million women or 37 per-
cent worked full time year round. Among work-
ing mothers (husband present) of children under
18 years, about 3 million or 27 percent worked full
time year round. The other members worked part
time and/or part year.

Because the survey group covered only those
mothers who worked at least 27 weeks in 1964, all
references in this section to part-year employment
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1 "'Full year'* defined as 50—52‘wccks.. “Full time" defined as
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apply to mothers who worked between 27 and 49
weeks during the year. Consequently, this study
shows a higher percentage of mothers being em-
ployed as full-time, full-year workers than does
the overall census. Of the 6.3 million surveyed
mothers, 2.8 million or 44 percent worked full
time year round; 2.4 million were white and
409,000 were nonwhite.

Among those mothers living with their hus-
bands, 4 out of 10 worked full time, full year, com-
pared with 6 out of 10 among those in the “other”
marital status category. These ratios held for
white and nonwhite mothers. Mothers in the
“other” marital status group obviously have a
greater need to work full time, since they may
well be the sole support of their families.

The majority—63 percent—of the 2.7 million
mothers working full time, full year, lived in met-
ropolitan areas. Of the mothers working full
time year round, 38 percent were in the South, 26
percent lived in the North Central region, 19 per-
cent lived in the Northeast, and 17 percent were
in the West.

Of mothers working full time year round, 43
percent were 35-44 years old. (Of all the mothers
surveyed, 40 percent were in this age group.)
Younger mothers were the least likely to have
this full attachment to the labor force.

As pointed out earlier, the younger the chil-
dren the less likely it was that the mother would be
in the labor force. This was also true of mothers
who worked full time, full year. The youngest child
of 14: percent of these mothers was under 3 years;
of 21 percent of the mothers, between 3 and 5
years; of 23 percent, between 6 and 8 years; and

of the remaining 42 percent, between 9 and 13

years.

As was true of the total survey group, the
largest proportion of mothers who worked full
time, full year had one child, and the smallest
proportion had four or more children. Among full-
time, full-year working mothers, 55 percent had
one child, 27 percent had two children, 11 percent
had three children and 7 percent had four or more
children.

The majority of full-time, full-year workers

were concentrated in four occupational cate-

gories—clerical (39 percent), craftsmen, opera-
tives and laborers (21 percent), professionals,
managers and proprietors (18 percent), and serv-

ice workers, except private-household (13 per-
cent). This followed the general occupational
pattern of all the mothers in the survey group.
However, clerical workers constituted a higher
proportion of full-time, full-year workers (39 per-
cent) than of the survey group as a whole (31
percent). Least likely to be on the full schedule
were the farmers and farmworkers.

More than half (52 percent) of the full-time,
full-year working mothers had 12 years of educa-
tion; 81 percent had less than 12 years, and the
remainder, 18 percent, had more than 12 years’
education.

The earnings of the mothers who worked full
time year round were clearly reflected in most
cases in the family incomes. Thus, 23 percent of
those in this category compared with 16 percent of
the other women in the survey group were in fami-
lies with incomes of $10,000 and over. Conversely,
4 percent of the mothers working full time year
round compared with 8 percent of all the mothers
in the survey group were in families with incomes
under $1,999, and 4 percent of those working full
time, full year, compared with 7 percent of all the
mothers surveyed were in families with incomes
of $2,000-$2,999.

Full-time versus part-time workers. Almost
4.5 million or 71 percent of the surveyed mothers
worked full time in 1964, either full year or part
year. Of these, 2.8 million or 62 percent worked
full time, full year, and 1.7 million or 38 percent
worked full time, part year. Seventy percent of
the white and 74 percent of nonwhite mothers
worked full time. '

‘Who were the mothers most likely to be work-
ing full time? As would be anticipated they were
the mothers who must raise their families without

the help of their husbands, Eighty-five percent of -

this group worked full time as compared with 69
percent of the women living with their husbands.
These proportions for the marital status groups
were somewhat the same for white mothers, but
among the nonwhite mothers, 79 percent of those
in the “other” marital status group worked full
time as compared with about 72 percent of those
living in intact families. Negligible variations
in the proportions working full time existed be-
tween those who were heads of households and the
other mothers whose husbands were “absent” from
the home.
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The largest proportion of full-time working

mothers, 39 percent, were in the 35-44 age bracket.
Similarly, the largest proportion of part-time
working mothers, 44 percent, were in this age

rangwsmallest age groups in the survey were

/ther nder-25 and the 45-and-older groups, and this

held true for both the full-time and part-time cate-
gories. Mothers under 25 constituted 9 percent of
the full-time group and 6 percent of the part-time
group ; mothers 45 and over constituted 14 percent
of the full-time group and 17 percent of the part-
time group.

In a comparison of those mothers who
worked full time with those who worked part
time, there were larger proportions of full-time
than part-time -working mothers in' the two
younger age groups—those under 25 and the 25-34
year olds. The reverse was true among the more
mature mothers: there were proportionately more
part-time than full-time working mothers in the
two age groups, 35 to 44 years and 45 years and
over.

Mothers W1th preschool-age children were less
likely to work, either full time or part time. Among
both groups of working mothers, 42 percent had
children under 6 years of age.

- As mentioned earlier, the majority of working
mothers surveyed had relatively small families.
Among the full-time working mothers, 52 percent
had one child; 27 percent had two children; 12
percent had three children; and the remaining 9

percent had four or more children under 14 years.
Among the part-time workers, although the ma- .
jority had families of one or two children; pi6-

portionately more had three or more children than

did full-time workers.. Approximately 43 percent

of tthe part-time workers had one child, 27 per-

cent had two children, 16 percent had three chil-

dren and 14 percent had four or more children

" under 14 years, -
Craftsmen, operatlves and laborers ‘were the
most likely to be working full time: 91 percent of

this group worked full time. Clerical workers (76
percent) and professmnals, managers and pro-

prietors (75 percent) were next. Least likely to be
working full time were the farmers and farm--
- workers (25 percent). Private-household workers,
too, were less likely to be employed full time (42
-percent) than part time.

As was true among the total group of surveyedk ‘
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mothers, the majority of full-time working moth-
ers had 12 or more years of education. Thirty-
three percent of the full-time working mothers
had less than 12, 47 percent had 12, and 20 per-
cent had more than 12. There was little variation
from these proportions for mothers working on
part-time schedules.

The proportions of mothers with family in-
comes at the lower and upper ends of the scale
showed some differences between those working
full time and those working part time. While 12
percent of all the working mothers lived at the
poverty level, 17 percent of the mothers who

- worked part time as compared with 10 percent of

the mothers who worked full time were raising
children at this low income. Conversely, 20 per-
cent of the mothers working full time compared
with 17 percent of those working part time had
family incomes of $10,000 and over.

Full-year versus part-year workers. About 6 out
of 10 mothers in the survey worked a full year,
either full time or part time. Of the 3.8 million
mothers working a full year, 3.2 million or
85 percent were white and 553,000 or 15 per-

cent were nonwhite. The ratio of approximately

6 out of 10 who worked a full year prevailed
in all the regions and in the metropolitan areas
in the regions. However, there were large differ-
ences between the nonmetropolitan areas. In the

North Central States, almost 7 out of 10 mothers

worked a full year; while in the nonmetropolitan
areas of the'West, 5 out of 10 mothers worked a
full-yéar.

Mothers not living with their husbands were
more likely than the other mothers to be working
a full year. Seventy-one percent of the mothers in
the “other” marital status worked a fuil year com-
pared with 58 percent of those living with their
husbands. These proportions were approximately
the same for white mothers and varied only slightly
for nonwhite mothers. Among the latter group, 73
percent in the “other” marital status worked a full
year compared with 54 percent of those whose hus-
bands were present.

‘The older the mother, the more likely she was
to be working a full year. Thus, 40 percent of the
mothers under 25 years, 57 percent of those in the
25-34 year age group, 66 percent in the 35-44 year
age group and 67 percent of those in the 45 year
and over age group worked a full year.
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Also, the older the children, the more likely
was the mother to be working a full year rather
than part year. Of those mothers working a full
year, the youngest child of 41 percent was 9-13
years old, of 22 percent, 6-8 years old, of 21 per-
cent, 3-5 years old, and of only 15 percent, under
3 years. There was no significant difference in the
size of families between mothers working full year
and those working part year.

Neither was there any particular relationship
between the mother’s occupation and whether she
worked full year or part year. Thus, clerical work-
ers, representing 31 percent of all women workers
surveyed, 36 percent of the full-year workers and
24 percent of the part-year workers, were the most
numerous in each category. Craftsmen, operatives
and laborers, representing 18 percent of all
womern. workers in the survey group, 17 percent of
the full-year workers and 21 percent of the part-
year workers, ranked second. A slight variation
appeared among private-household workers—they
ranked seventh (last) in the survey group and
among the full-year workers, but sixth ameng the
part-year workers.

While the majority of both full-year and
part-year working mothers had 12 or more years
of education—68 percent and 66 percent respec-
tively—proportionately more part-year workers
(24 percent) than full-year workers (18 percent)
had more than 12 years of education.

As in the case of the relationship between
mothers working full time and those working part
time, there was no significant difference in the
proportions of full-year and part-year working
mothers in the two family income ranges, $3,000—
$5,999 and $6,000-$9,999. However, the other
family income groups showed differences. Eleven
percent of the full-year working mothers compared
with 14 percent of the part-year working mothers
had family incomes under $3,000; and 21 per-
cent of the full-year working mothers com-
pared with 16 percent of the part-year working
mothers had family incomes of $10,000 and over.

Working Mothers Who Paid
for Child Care v

(Tablﬁs M 51-52)
Mothers were asked whether and how much

they paid for child care. As discussed on page
24, this question was asked concerning care which
was provided in the child’s home by a nonrelative
babysitter or housekeeper, care in someone else’s
home, group care and the small residual category
of “other arrangements.” The question was not
asked for children cared for by their fathers (15
percent), another relative in the child’s home (21
percent) and where the mother worked only during
the child’s school hours (15 percent) or looked
after the child while she was working (13 percent)
or where the child looked after himself (8 per-
cent). The questions concerning payment applied,
then, to approximately 28 percent of the children.?

The data were further limited because in
compiling them no distinction was made between
those mothers not asked the question on payment
and those who indicated that they did not pay for
child care. The material in this section is limited,
therefore, to the 1.4 million mothers who reported
that they paid for the care of their children.

Of the mothers who did pay for care, 1.2
million—or 85 percent—were married and living
with their husbands. This followed closely the dis-
tribution of all the mothers in the survey group.
Eighty-eight percent worked full time. This was a
considerably higher proportion than the mothers
in the total survey group who were employed full
time (71 percent).

Of the 1.4 million mothers paying for care,
9 percent had family incomes of under $3,000; 31
percent, $3,000 to $5,999; 39 percent, $6,060 to

-$9,999 and the remaining 21 percent, family in-

comes of $10,000 and over. (For all the mothers
in the survey group, the comparable percentages
were 12, 31, 38 and 19, respectively.)
Proportionately more of the total group of
mothers without husbands were in the lower in-
come groups. The husbandless mothers who paid
for child care also were on the lower rungs of the
economic ladder. Thus, of the mothers who lived
with their husbands and paid for care, 5 percent
had family incomes of under $3,000, but of those
in the “other” marital status group who paid for
care, 32 percent had this family income. (For the
total survey group, the percentages were 9 and 30,
respectively.) Also of those who paid for care and

were living with their husbands, 29 percent had

12 See Table A-1.
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family incomes of $3,000 to $5,999, while 44 per-
cent of the mothers in the “other” marital status
group had this income. (For the total sur-
vey group, the percentages were 29 and
45, respectively.)

Of the mothers paying for care, more than
half (54 percent) paid a total of between $10 and
$19 a week for the care of their children. Another
20 percent paid $5-$9; 19 percent, $20 and over;
6 percent, $2-$4 and less than 1 percent, under $2.

Although some of the mothers living in
poverty did pay less than $5 a week—which may
still strain the family budget—as many as 15 per-
cent paid $5-$9, 54 percent paid $10-$19 and 11
percent paid out $20 and over. Certainly this must
have represented tremendous hardship for these
mothers.

- Working Mothers and Hours ¢i Care

Provided Their Children*

(Table M-53)

Mothers were also asked to report the number
of hours per week each child was cared for under
the main (primary) arrangement made for him.

14
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The data in this section are limited to the hours
of care provided the child who received the longest
care. The largest single group of mothers (26 per-
cent), reported that this child was cared for 40-49
hours a week. Another 19 percent of the mothers
had at least one child who received 5-9 hours care
a week, 17 percent of the mothers had at least one
child cared for 10-14 hours a week, and 5 percent,
at least one child cared for 50 or more hours a
week.

Of the mothers arranging for the longest care
for their children (50 or more hours), 43 percent
were clerical workers and the next largest group

were craftsmen, operatives or laborers (25 per-

cent). Of those requiring 40-49 hours of care, the
difference between these two occupational groups,
still ranking first and second, was less marked:
almost 35 percent were clerical workers and 30
percent were craftsmen, operatives or laborers.

*See page 23 for a description and the limitation of the specific
questions re hours asked of the working mothers.




THE CHILDREN
AND ARRANGEMENTS
FOR THEIR CARE

An Overview

In February 1965 there were 12.3 million chil-
dren under 14 years of age whose mothers had
worked, either full or part time, for at least 6
months during the preceding year. This number
represented one-fifth (22 percent) of all the na-
tion’s children in this age range. On the average,
working mothers had 2.0 children under 14 (1.9
for full-time, and 2.2 for part-time, working moth-
ers). In addition, about one-third of the mothers
had at least one child 14-17 years of age.

Mothers or other respondents were asked:

“While (Mother) was working, who usually
looked after (Child)$” The interviewers trans-
lated the answer into one of the codes in a pre-
coded classification of arrangements, a classifica-
tion that worked well, as indicated by the fact
that the residual category {“other arrangements”)
was used cniy for one-half of 1 percent of the
children. For children who were attending school
part of the time while their mothers were working,
the question referred to the time the children were
not in school. A separate code was used for chil-
dren whose mothers worked only during school
hours and for whom no other care was provided.

The question on child care was asked sepa-
rately for each child under 14 years of age, since
mothers may make different arrangements for
each child depending on age, school attendance,
or other factors. As mothers may maks more than
one kind of arrangement for a given child during
the course of a year, the question referred to the
most recent month the mother worked. For a

woman who was employed during the survey
week, this was the month before the interview.
For other women, the question referred to the last
month they had worked. Since 83 percent of the
mothers were employed at the time of the survey,
the arrangement reported for the great majority
of children was the one that was in effect in Jan-
uary 1965. If a mother made more than one ar-
rangement during the month, the one in effect
longest was selected.

A brief overview of the arrangements re-
ported will serve as an introduction to a more ex-
tended analysis.

Nearly half of the 12.3 million children (5.6
million or 46 percent) were cared for in their own
homes while their mothers were working. This
most frequent type of child care consisted of care
by the father—15 percent ; care by a relative other
than the father—21 percent; and care by a non-
relative—9 percent. Such care for a child does not
mean that he must have remained within his own
home all the time, but that the person responsible
for his welfare could usually be found there while
taking care of him,

Children cared for in their own homes by a
relative other than the father (2.6 million children
in all) included among their number 570,000 who
were cared for by a relative under 16 years of age,
presumably an older brother or sister, and 440,000
who were cared for by a relative 65 years of age
or older, presumably grandparents. Many grand-
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parents doubtless were included also in the age
group under 65.

Children cared for in their own homes by
nonrelatives numbered 1.2 million. Half of these
nonrelatives served only to look after children;
the other half were housekeepers or maids who
usually had household duties in addition to look-
ing after children.

Child care was provided in someone else’s
home (not the child’s) for 1.9 million children (16
percent of the total). About half of these children
were cared for by a relative and half by a nonrela-
tive. Care in someone else’s home by a nonrelative
is termed “family day care” in this report.

Two types of arrangements, affecting sub-
stantial numbers of children, involved the mother
herself. There were 1.6 million children (13 per-
cent) who were looked after by the mother while
she was working. Mothers who look after their
own children may work in a family store, busi-
ness, or farm, or, much less frequently, may take
children to their place of work and look after
them there. Another 1.8 million children (15 per-
cent) had mothers who worked only during their
children’s school hours and required no special
arrangements.

Rarest of all arrangements was group care of
children in a day care center, nursery school, or

... like facility. Only 265,000 children (2 percent)

were cared for in this way. To this number should
be added approximately 81,000 children cared for
in someone else’s home by a nonrelative who cared
for six or more children other than her own. These
children, although cared for in a family home, are
commonly considered to be in group care because
of the large number of children supervised. Their
inclusion brings the total in group care up to
346,000 (3 percent).

Nearly 1 million children (994,000 or 8 per-
cent) looked after themselves while their mothers
worked. Most of them attended school part of the
time the mother was away but were expected to
care for themselves the rest of the time. These
children in self-care, often called “latch-key chil-
dren” because they carry on their person a key to
the home, were left on their own without
supervision.

Child care arrangements usually covered all
of the time the mother was away at work. There
were 1.3 million children (11 percent), however,
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for whom the arrangement did not extend this
long and for whom a supplementary arrangement
covering the rest of the time was necessary. Sup-
plementary arrangements were generally in the
child’s own home (four-fifths of such arrange-
ments), the father typically being in charge. The
children most likely to have a supplementary ar-
rangement were those who were cared for in their
own homes by a nonrelative who had no other
domestic duties, and those who were in group care
centers. More than a fourth of the children for
whom such arrangements were made required
supplementary care.

The predominant role of the family in pro-
viding child care while the mother worked is
readily apparent. If all arrangements are com-
bined in which children are cared for by them-
selves or by their immediate or extended family
(mother, father, or other relative) 80 percent of
the children are covered.*® The link to the child’s
home is present also for the 9 percent of the chil-
dren who, although cared for by & nonrelative,
were cared for in their own homes.

Care of children outside the home or family
accordingly plays a relatively limited role at the
present time. Only 10 percent of the children of
working mothers (1.2 million children) were
cared for in this way. This 10 percent consisted of
7 percent in family day care and 3 percent in group
care.

Child care arrangements varied widely
among different groups of mothers and children.
Among the influential factors were the extent of
the mother’s employment, the child’s age, color,
the mother’s marital status, her education and oc-
cupation, and the family income. The full meaning
of the survey data can only be obtained by con-
sidering these variations. '

- Arrangements and Employment
Status of Mother
(Tables C-1 and A-1)

There were 8.3 million children whose mothers
worked full time and 4.0 million whose mothers

13 In this report these arrangcmcnts,‘considcrcd as a group, will be
designated “‘family arrangements.” '
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worked part time. Of all children in the country
who were under 14 years of age, 15 percent (1 in
7) had 2 mother who worked full time and 7 per-
cent (1in 14) had a mother who worked part time.

* The most striking difference between the full-
time and the part-time working mothers was in
the child care arrangements that involved the
mother herself. Half of the children of the part-
time working mothers either were looked after by
the mother herself while working (26 percent) or
had mothers who worked only during school hours
(23 percent). In contrast, only 18 percent of the
children of full-time working mothers had either
of these sorts of arrangements.

All other arrangements, consequently, with
the exception of care in the child’s own home by
the father, were more prevalent among children of
full-time working mothers: care in the child’s own
home (49 versus 38 percent) ; care in someone else’s
home (20 versus 7 percent) ; day care (13 versus
4 percent, but for care in group care centers alone
the percentages were 2.9 versus 0.7) ; and self-care
(10 versus 5 percent).

Arrangements and Age of Child
(Tables C 1-2 and M 2-5)

Of the 12.3 million children under age 14
whose mothers worked, 3.8 million were under 6
years of age (81 percent, of whom 1.5 million
were under 3), 6.1 million were 6-11 years old (50
percent), and 2.4 million were 12-13 (20 percent).
The proportions in these age groups were the same
for children of full- and part-time working
mothers.

It has been noted that one child in five (22 per-
cent) of the nation’s children under age 14 had a
mother who worked at least half a year in 1964.
This, however, varied considerably by age, from
12 percent of the children under 3 years old to 32
percent of those who were 12 or 13.

Comparisons of child care arrangements by
age are most meaningful between preschool (under
6) and school-age children (6 and over) and will
be reviewed separately for children of full- and
pari-time working mothers.

Children of full-time working mothers. Pre-
schoolers were more likely than school-age chil-
dren to be cared for in their own homes by a

nonrelative and were less frequently cared for by
the father or another relative. They were also very
much more likely than school-age children to be
cared for in someone else’s home, whether a rela-
tive or nonrelative.

Unlike other types of arrangements, the pro-
portion of children whose mothers looked after
them while working did not vary by age. Arrange-
ments in which the mother worked only during
school hours obviously affected children 6 years of
age or older almost exclusively.

Self-care increased as age increased: only a
small number of children under 6 cared for them-
selves; 10 percent of those children 6-11, and 24
percent of those 12-13. Self-care was one of the
main arrangements for older children.

Day care arrangements outside the home
played a decidedly more prominent role for pre-
school than for older children. More than a fourth
of the children under 6 (27 percent) were in such
arrangements, compared with 9 percent of chil-
dren 6-11, and 2 percent of those 12-13.

Ten percent of the children in the 3-5 age
group were in group care centers, but only about
half as large a proportion of the children under 3
were cared for in this way.

Of the 1.1 million children of full-time work-
ing mothers who were in family or group day care
arrangements, two-thirds were under 6 (including
23 percent under 3 and 42 percent 3-5) , 22 percent
were 6-8, 10 percent were 9-11, and 3 percent were
12-13. A distinctly larger proporticn of children
in group care were preschoolers than in family day
care.

Care by siblings under 16 years of age was
used by full-time working mothers for school-age
children more often than for preschoolers. Of the
children in this arrangement, only 6 percent were
under 6; 69 percent were 6-11; and 24 percent
were 12-13.

Children of part-time working mothers. The
frequency, among these children, of arrangements
that involve the mother herself has been remarked.
Part-time working mothers were somewhat more
likely to look after preschool children while work-
ing than older children (32 percent of children
under 6, 24 percent of those 6-11, and 19 percent
of those 12-13). Arrangements in which the
mother worked only during school hours, of course,
affected children 6 and over almost exclusively.
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Care in someone else’s home, whether by a
relative or nonrelative, occurred much more fre-
quently among children under 6 than among older
children (17 percent versus 3 percent for children
6-13). Care by the father also was rather more
frequent for younger children. As in the case of
children of full-time working mothers, self-care
increased as age increased, up to 13 percent for
children 12-13 years of age.

Day care arrangements again were more fre-
quent among preschool children (9 percent of those
under 6 versus 2 percent of those 6 and over). Al-
together 170,000 children of part-time working
mothers, two-thirds of whom were under 6, were
in such arrangements, including only 22,000 in
group care centers.

Arrangements and Sex
(Tables C-3 and A-8)

Children of working mothers were about
equally divided by sex, as they are in the general
population. Sex of the children apparently has no
effect on mothers’ decisions to work nor upon their
child care arrangements. The distribution of ar-
rangements is very much alike for boys and girls,
not only for the total group of children, but also
for subgroups, such as children of full- and part-
time working mothers or children of preschool and
school-age.

Arrangements and Color
(Tables C 4-5 and A 9-12)

Of the 12.3 million children of working moth-
ers, 10.1 million (82 percent) were white and 2.2
million (18 percent) nonwhite. The chance of hav-
ing a working mother was greater for the non-
white than for the white child. One in four of the
nation’s nonwhite children under age 14—com-
pared with one in five white children—had a
mother who worked at least half a year in 1964.

Children of full-time working mothers (6.8
million white and 1.6 million nonwhité children).
Although there were some differences, arrange-
ments for white and nonwhite children generally
were quite similar. White children, perhaps, were
somewhat more likely to be cared for by the father
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(14 versus 11 percent) but less likely to be cared
for in someone else’s home either by a relative or
nonrelative (19 versus 24 percent). There was a
difference in arrangements involving care of the
child in his own home by a nonrelative who usu-
ally had additional household duties (housekeep-
ers, maids, etc.) a rare arrangement for nonwhite
children (1 percent compared with 7 percent for
white children).

Children of part-time working mothers (3.3
million white and 651,000 nonwhite children). Dif-
ferences among these children were more pro-
nounced. Arrangements involving the mother were
decidedly more frequent for white children: 29
percent were cared for by the mother while work-
ing compared with 9 percent for nonwhite chil-
dren, and 25 percent had a mother who worked
only during school hours compared with 16 per-
cent of nonwhite children.

Care in the child’s own home by a relative
other than the father, on the other hand, was far
rore common among nonwhite children. The per-
centage cared for by a relative under age 16, for
example, was 11 percent for nonwhite, and 3 per-
cent for white children. Care in someone else’s
home, particularly the home of a relative, was also
more frequent among nonwhite children.

The role of the family in arranging child care
for white and nonwhite children may be com-
pared. The percentages of the cclor groups that
were in arrangements that involved some member
of the immediate or extended family, including
self-care, were as follows:

White

Full-time Part-time Full-time Part-time
working working working working

Nonwhite

mothers mothers mothers mothers
Preschool
children. . 51 82 64 82
School-age
children.. 84 94 85 93

In both color groups, family arrangements
were more frequent among children of part- than
of full-time working mothers and among school-
age than preschool children. Family arrange-
ments, however, were moré frequent among non-
white than white preschool children whose moth-
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ers worked full time. With this exception, their
frequency was the same among both color groups.
Since one type of family arrangement—that in-
volving care by the father-—is relatively less avsil-
able to nonwhite children, this apparent similar-
ity conceals a greater degree of self-dependence in
reality by nonwhite families in arranging child
care.

The frequency of utilization of day care ar-
rangements, considering family day care and
group care together was, on the whole, not mark-
edly different among white and nonwhite
children.

White Nonwhite

. Fulltime Parttime Full-time Part-time
working working working working

mothers mothers mothers mothers
Preschool
children.. 27 8 28 13
School-age
children.. 6 2 8 4

Arrangements and Marital Status
of Mother

(Tables C—6 and A 13-17)

Of the 12.3 million children of working
mothers, 10.5 million (85.percent) had mothers
who were married and living with their husbands
and 1.8 million (15 percent) had mothers of “‘other
marital status”—separated, divorced, widowed, or
rever married. The latter group were (1) more
likely to have a mother who worked full time (82
percent of the children of “other marital status”
worked full time compared with 65 percent of those
living with their husbands) ; and (2) more likely
to have a nonwhite mother (35 versus 15 percent).

Absence of a father obviously affects child
care arrangements. Seventeen percent of the chil-
dren of mothers who were living with their hus-
bands were cared for by the father, while only a
negligible number of children of other mothers
were so cared for. Arrangements involving the
mother herself also were more frequent for the
former group (30 versus 16 percent).

Children of mothers of “other marital status”

were more likely to be cared for in their own
homes by a relative other than the father. This
was, in fact, the most common arrangement for
them. They also were more likely to care for them-
selves (13 versus 7 percent) and more likely to be
in day care arrangements (15 versus 9 percent).

These differences were found to persist when
marital status and employment status of the
mother (full- or part-time employment) were
considered together.

Four-fifths, of the ckildren of mothers of
“other marital status” had mothers who were heads
of households. Mothers of the remaining fifth pre-
sumably lived with other relatives, one of whom
was the head of the household, and 72 percent of
their children were cared for at home by a rela-
tive other than the father.

Although only some 124,000 children were
affected, the frequency of utilization of day care
arrangements for preschool children of working
mothers who were heads of households is notable
(36 percent). :

Self-care was relatively frequent among
school-aged children of mothers who were house-
hold heads—16 percent for white, and 26 percent
for nonwhite children. Of all children reported in
self-care, one in five had a mother who was the
household head.

Arrangements and Family Size

(Tables A 18-19)

Family size will be considered here in terms
of the number of children under 14 years of age
in the family. About one-third of the children of
working mothers, however, also had a sibling 14
to 17 years of age.

Of the 12.3 million children under 14, 24 per-
cent were the only children under this age in the
family, 29 percent were in families with two chil-
dren under this age, 22 percent with three, and
26 percent with four or more children. Nonwhite
children were twice as likely to be in families with
four or more children (43 versus 22 percent). Dif-
ferences in child care arrangements were most
evident between children of “small” (one-child)
and “large” (four-or-more children) families.

Children in large families were more fre-
quently cared for in their own homes, whether by
the father, a relative, or a nonrelative (53 percent
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versus 36 percent for children in small families).
On the other hand, children in small families were
more likely to be cared for in someone else’s home,
whether a relative or nonrelative (21 versus 12
percent).

The two types of arrangements involving the
mother herself were differently related to family
size, Those in which she looked after her children
while working were, perhaps unexpectedly, some-
what more frequent among children of large fam-
ilies. Arrangements in which she worked only dur-
ing school hours, on the other hand, were more
frequent among children of small families.

Family arrangements—those that involved
only members of the immediate or extended fam-
ily—were somewhat more frequent among chil-
dren of large families (84 versus 79 percent).
Within this group of arrangements, however, both
care in a relative’s home and self-care were
slightly more frequent among children of small
families.

Day care arrangements (family and group
care combined) decreased as family size increased.
The frequency declined from 15 percent for chil-
dren in one-child families, to 12 percent for two-
child families, 9 percent for three-child, and 5 per-
cent for families with four or more children. One
in five children cared for in group day care cen-
ters, however, were in families with at least three
children under 14 years of age. The ratio was one
in three for children in family day care.

Arrangements and Education of Mother

(Tables C-7 and A 20-22)

Thirty-six percent of the 12.3 million chil-
dren of working mothers had mothers who had
not completed high school, 45 percent had mothers
who had completed high school but not one year
of college, and 19 percent had mothers who had
completed one year of college or more. There was
not a marked difference in mothers’ education be-
tween children of full- and part-time working
mothers, Differences between color groups, how-
ever, were pronounced, the proportion of non-
white children with mothers at the lower educa-
tional level (less than compietion of high school)
being twice that for white (60 versus 31 percent).

Child care arrangements varied with moth-
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ers’ education, The frequency of arrangements in
which the mother worked only during school
hours was greater among children whose mothers
were at the higher education level (26 percent
compared with 12 percent at the lower level).
There was no difference, however, in arrange-
ments in which the mother looked after her child
while working (14 percent at both lower and
higher levels).

Except for these arrangements involving the
mother, all other family arrangements—father,
other relative in or out of the home, and self-care—
were more frequent at the lower educational level
(62 versus 34 percent for these arrangements com-
bined). At the higher level, on the other hand,
there was greater use of nonrelatives, especially in
the child’s own home. Day care arrangements also
were slightly more frequent at the higher level
(10 versus 7 percent).

Arrangements and Occupation of Mother

(Tables C-8 and A 23-24)

In decreasing order of frequency, children of
working mothers were distributed as follows ac-
cording to mother’s occupation :

Number
in
millions) Percent

Total. ..coveeccconcencsans 12.3 100
Sales, clerical and kindred work-
@IS.cevcccocssssososssssnnsoans - 4.1 34
Service workers, including pri-
vate household workers. ...... 3.0 24
Craftsmen, operatives, laborers,
and kindred workers.......... 2.3 19
Professional and kindred work-
ers, managers, and proprietors . 1.9 15
Farmers and farmworkers....... 1.0 8

Mothers in- different occupations also differ
in other characteristics that may influence their
child care arrangements. These include:

(1) Occupational differences associated with
full- or part-time employment. Craftsmen, opera-
tives, laborers, and kindred workers, for example,
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represented 24 percent of full-time working
mothers but 6 percent of part-time. Service work-
ers represented 18 percent of full- and 29 percent
of part-time working mothers. Farmworkers rep-
resented 2 percent of full- and 15 percent of part-
time working mothuers.

(2) Occupational differences associated with
color. Service workers represented 51 percent of
nonwhite, but 16 percent of white mothers. Sales,
clerical and kindred workers represented 41 per-
cent of white and 16 percent of nonwhite mothers.

(8) Occupational differences associated with
education. Of mothers at the lower educational
level, 35 percent were service workers and 33 per-
cent were craftsmen, operatives, laborers, and
kindred workers. Of those at the higher level (at
least one year of college) the percentages in these
occupational groups were 8 and 3, respectively.
More than half (54 percent) of mothers at the
upper level were professional and kindred work-
ers, managers and proprietors, compared with
4 percent at the lower level.!¢

Despite the importance of the interrelation-
ships between occupational and other char-
acteristics, occupation appeared to have some
independent effect on child care arrangements,
chiefly in respect to farmworkers. Two-thirds of
the children of farmworkers—a proportion far
above that for any other occupational grouping—
were looked after by the mother while working.

Arrangements involving the mother were
relatively prominent also among children of pro-
fessional and kindred workers, managers and
proprietors. One-fourth of these children had a
mother who worked only during school hours and
another 11 percent had a mother who looked after
her child while working. Arrangements with a
nonrelative coming to the child’s home were more
characteristic of this group than any other (16
percent). : '

Turning to the major occupational groupings
of working mothers, “family arrangements”—
those involving mother, father, relative, or the
child—were somewhat more frequent among chil-
dren of service workers (87 percent) than of
craftsmen, operatives, laborers, and kindred work-
ers (78 percent) or of sales, clerical, and kindred
workers (76 percent). Arrangements involving the

‘mother herself, however, were less characteristic

of children of craftsmen, operatives, laborers, and

[ st A e
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kindred workers than of the other two groupings,
probably because these workers were more likely
to work full time and, as has been observed, such
arrangements were far more frequent when the
mother worked part time.

The frequency of day care arrangements out-
side the home ranged from 13 percent for children
of craftsmen, operatives, laborers, and kindred
workers, and of sales, clerical, and kindred work-
ers, to 1 pervent for children of farmworkers.

Arrangements and Family Income

(Tables C 9-15 and A 25-35)

Of the 12.3 million children of working moth-
ers, 15 percent were in families whose total income
in 1964 was under $3,000; 32 percent were in fam-
ilies with incomes between $3,000 and $5,999; 36
percent were in families with incomes between
$6,000 and $9,999; and 17 percent were in families
with incomes of $10,000 or more. Children whose
mothers worked part time were more likely to be
in the lowest income group than those whose moth-
ers worked full time (21 percent versus 12 per-
cent), due, at least in part, to the lesser earnings
of part-time workers.

Although the age distribution of children, on
the whole, was much the same at each level of
family income, the proportion of very young
children (under 3 years of age) was somewhat
lower in the highest income group than in others.
Correspondingly, the proportion of older children
(9 and above) in this group was somewhat larger.

Nonwhite children were very much more con-
centrated in poor families (39 percent of these
children, compared with 10 percent of the white

children). On the other hand, 19 percent of the

white, but only 7 percent of the nonwhite children,
were in families with incomes of $10,000 or more.

Children of separated, divorced, or widowed
mothers were more likely to be poor than children
whose mothers were married and living with their
husbands. Thirty-seven percent of the former
group were in the under-$3,000 group compared
with 11 percent of the latter. As many as 63 per-

4 Unlike the characteristics specified, age of children of workin,
mothers (the proportions of preschool and school-age childrcng
did not differ much by occupation.
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cent of the nonwhite children whose mothers were
separated, divorced, or widowed were in poor fam-
ilies compared with 23 percent of the white chil-
dren of such mothers, Thirty-four percent of the
nonwhite children whose mothers were married
and living together with their husbands were in
poor families compared with 8 percent of the
white children of such mothers.

Poor children were far more likely to come
from large families than other children. Nearly
half (46 percent) of the children in poor families
(income under $3,000) came from families with
four or more children compared with 15 percent in
the highest income.group ($10,000 or more). The
proportion from one-child families, on the other
hand, was twice as large in the highest income
group compared with the lowest (30 versus 16
percent).

Occupation and income are highly correlated
even when, as in this survey, occupation refers to
mothers’ occupation and income refers to family
income (including that of the husband or other
family members). The vast majority of poor chil-
dren had mothers who worked in low-paying oc-
cupations, 28 percent having mothers who were
farmworkers (compared with a negligible number
in the highest income group) and 46 percent hav-
ing mothers who were private household or service
workers (compared with 8 percent in the highest
income groups). On the other Land, one-third of
the children in the highest income group had
mothers who were professional workers, managers,
and proprietors, compared with a negligible num-
ber in the lowest income group. The largest occu-
pational category in the high income group, how-
ever, were children whose mothers were clerical
workers (44 percent).

In general, child care arrangements varied ac-
cording to family income, but this did not hold for
all types of arrangements, nor was the relationship
between arrangements and income always simple
and direct.

Care by the father occurred less frequently at
the “poverty” level (family income under $3,000)
than at any other level, reflecting, at least in part,
the greater prevalence of broken or incomplete
families at this level.

Care in the child’s own home by a relative
other than the father, on the other hand, was more
frequent at the poverty level (27 percent) than at
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the highest income level (17 percent of the chil-
dren in families with incomes of $10,000 or more).

As would be expected, arrangements involv-
ing a combination of child care and household
service—these are costly arrangements—varied
directly with income. This pattern was reported
for 10 percent of the children in high-income
families but only 1 percent in the lowest income
group.

Self-care was somewhat more frequent at the
poverty than at the highest income level (11 versus
7 percent), but the difference was perhaps not as
large as might have been anticipated, nor did there
seem to be any sizable difference in the frequency
of this arrangement at income levels above $3,000.

The two patterns of child care that involve
the mother also varied with income but the direc-
tion of the relationship was different for each. Ar-
rangements in which the mother lcoked after her
children while working were reported for 21 per-
cent of the children in the lowest income group as
compared with 12 percent in the highest. On the
other hand, situations in which the mother worked
only during her children’s school hours were de-
cidely more frequent at the highest than at the
lowest income level (19 versus 11 percent).

The frequency of day care arrangements,
whether family or group day care, did not appear
to differ much, if at all, by family income.

The grouping of “family arrangements”
varied with income, at least at the ends of the in-
come scale (86 percent of the children at the pov-
erty level and 73 percent of those at the highest
income level). Within this grouping, as has been
observed, certain arrangements—such as care by
the father—did not follow the general trend.

It is of interest to examine the relationship
of child care arrangements and family income for
subgroups of the population : children of full- and
part-time working mothers (Tables A 26-27);
children of preschool and school-age (Tables A
28-29) ; white and nonwhite children (Tables

A 80-31) ; children of intact and broken families

(Table A-32); and children of small and large
families (Tables A 33-34). Limitations in the size
of the sample used in the survey, however, require
caution in the use of these tables, with particular
attention to the possibility of sampling errors. The
data suggest, on the whole, that the kinds of re-
lationship between arrangements and income de-
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scribed above persist among the sub-groups, with
a number of exceptions and with modifications in
the strength of the relationship.

Taking, for example, the group of “family ar-
rangements” as a whole, which were more frequent
for children of part- than of full-time working
mothers, the income data show that the relative
frequency of “family arrangements” was greater
for both groups of children at the poverty than at
the highest income level. Similar results emerge
from comparisons of preschool and school-age
children, white and nonwhite children, and chil-
dren of small and large families. Unlike the situa-
tion for children of intact families, however, the
frequency of “family arrangements” did no# ap-
pear to vary by income for children of broken or
incomplete families.

Although income obviously influences the
kinds of arrangements that working mothers make
for child care, it is by no means the sole determi-
nant. At comparable income levels, the pattern of
arrangements was not identical for white and non-
white children nor for other sub-groups.

Hours of Child Care per Week

| (Tables A 35-45)

Working mothers were asked to report the
number of hours per week children were usually
cared for under whatever arrangements had been
made for them. Since the question concerning
hours of care referred to the primary arrangement

~ only, the number of hours reported is understated

for those children who requn'ed a supplementary
arrangement. Information also is not available for
children whose mothers worked only during school
hours—the question did not apply to them—nor
for children whose mothers cared for them while
working. The data on hours of care apply, then,
to 8.8 million children, all the children covered by
the survey except those for whom the child care
arrangement involved the mother herself.

The arrangements for this group of children
required less than 10 hours per week for 2.4 mil-
lion children (28 percent of the total) ; 10-19 hours
for 2.5 million (28 percent); 20-39 hours for 1.6
million (18 percent) ; and 40 hours or more for
2.3 million (26 percent). Included in the last group
were 363,000 children who were in care for 50
hours or more. ' | |

296-410 0—68——3

Some types of arrangements differed in dura-
tion from this general pattern. Those arrange-
ments which are perhaps the most questionable as
to adequacy—those involving self-care or care by
a relative under 16 years of age—were used by
mothers for shorter periods than other arrange-
ments. Fifty-eight percent of the children in self-
care were in this arrangement less than 10 hours
per week, 35 percent for 10-19 hours, and 7 per-
cent for 20 hours or more. Comparable percentages
for children cared for in their own homes by a
relative under 16 were 43, 36, and 21 respectively.

Although day care arrangements were used
by mothers for any number of hours, they fre-
quently involved long hours, Forty percent of the
children in family day care, and 56 percent of
those in group care, were in these arrangements
40 hours per week or longer. Other arrangements
used for long hours were those which involve a
combination of child care and household service
in the child’s home (38 percent in care 40 hours
or more) and care in a relative’s home (40 percent
for 40 hours or more). |

Children of mothers who worked full time
obviously required longer hours of care than those
whose mothers worked part time. The difference
was most pronounced when duration of care ex-
tended to 40 hours or more, 31 percent of the
children of full-time working mothers being in
such care compared with 8 percent of the chllaren
of part-time working mothers.

As expected, preschool children require longer
hours of care than school-age children. Half of
the former group were in care 40 hours or longer
and an additional fourth were in care 20-39 hours.
For children under 3 years of age, the percentages
were 55 and 23 respectively. For school-age chil-
dren the percentages were considerably lower, 13
and 14 respectively. Day care for children under
6 is particularly likely to be for long periods: 60
percent of these children in family care, and 67
percent in group care, were cared for 40 hours
or more.

The 2.3 million children in prolonged care
(40 hours or more), then, were mainly children
of full-time working mothers, preschool children
(1.6 million), and, although the majority were
cared for in their own homes, they were in day
care arrangements to a substantlal extent (25
percent). -
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Amount Paid for Child Care

(Tables A 46-50)

Mothers were asked whether, and how much,
they paid for child care. The question was ad-
dressed only to those whose children were in the
following arrangements: care in own home by a
nonrelative ; care in someone else’s home (relative
or nonrelative) ; group care ; and the small residual
category of “other arrangements.” It can be pre-
sumed that no payment was made for children in
the remaining arrangements, such as those involv-
ing the mother, father, or the child caring for
himself. The presumption clearly is less tenable for
children cared for at home by a relative other than
the father or mother and, in a future survey,
should be tested rather than taken for granted.
Even if payment is made under this last arrange-
ment, however, it is often made to a member of
the immediate family or household, entailing no
charge upon family income in the sense that pay-
ment to an outsider does.®
'~ The questions concerning payment applied,
then, to 3.4 million children of working mothers.
It is to this population that the information in
this section relates. Only money payments, not
meals or other noncash perquisites, were counted.
If a payment covered more than one child, the
total was divided by the number of children to
compute the amount per child.

Payment was made for 3 out of 4 of the 3.4
million children and was more likely in the case
of children of full-time working mothers (76 per-
cent) than of part time (64 percent). Day care

“arrangements (family and group care) generally
required payment (87 percent) as did arrange-
ments involving a nonrelative in the child’s home.
Least likely to involve payment, among the ar-
rangements here being considered, was care in a
relative’s home (45 percent).

~ Whether a payment was made varied with age
of children (83 percent of preschool and 62 per-
cent of school-age children) ; with color (78 per-
cent of white and 57 percent of nonwhite children) ;
and with family income (79 percent of children
in the highest income families and 61 percent in
the lowest). It appeared not to vary directly with
family size. |

The amount paid weekly per child for the 2.5

million children for whom some payment was
made was as follows: under $5, 24 percent; $5-9,
40 percent ; $10-19, 32 percent ; and $20 or more, 4
percent. Group day care was among the most costly
of the arrangements, requiring a payment of $10 or
more for 55 percent of the children in this form of
care. Family day care was comparatively less
costly, 37 percent requiring a payment of $10 or
more. Not surprisingly, the combination of child
care and household service was relatively costly
(47 percent at $10 or more). Least costly arrange-
ments were care in the child’s home by a nonrela-

~ tive who only looked after children (20 percent at

$10 or more) and care in a relative’s home (30
percent).

The amounts paid for child care, as measured
by the proportion of children for whom a sizable
payment—$10 a week or more—was made, varied
with employment status of mother (39 percent of
the children of full-time, and 17 percent of the

children of part-time working mothers) ; age of

children (45 percent of preschool and 27 percent
of school-age children) ; coler (38 percent of white
and 23 percent of nonwhite children) ; family in-
come (53 percent at the highest, and 25 percent at
the lowest income level); and family size (69
percent of children of one-child families and 12
percent of children of families with four or more
children). It must be noted, however, that the pay-
ment for a child in a one-child family represents
the total payment made by the mother; in larger
families, the payment per child obviously is only
part of the total. The distribution, by amount paid,
of the motbers in the survey who paid for child
care was, indeed, very different from the distribu-
tion (given above) of the children for whom a pay-
ment was made. The mothers were distributed as
follows: under $5, 6 percent; $5-9, 19 percent;
$10-19, 55 percent; and $20 or more, 20 percent.

Mothers’ Satisfaction with Child Care
(Tables A 51-54)

Mothers were queried in the following terms

concerning their satisfaction with the arrange-

ments they had made:

1 Some older youths, however, may have been kept from carning
income on a job because of their “child care responsibilities at
home. :
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“Would you say that these arrangements for
the care of your children (child) while you were
working were satisfactory, somewhat unsatisfac-
tory, or very unsatisfactory ¢”

If the response was “somewhat unsatisfac-
tory” or “very unsatisfactory” they were then
asked:

“What in partlcular did you find unsatisfac-
tory about these arrangements?”

These questions did not apply, obviously, to
mothers who worked only during their children’s
school hours. Excluding this group, the mothers
responded that arrangements were satisfactory in
the case of 92 percent of the children. Dissatisfac-
tion was expressed about arrangements for 774,000
children (8 percent, including 7 percent whose
arrangements were “somewhat unsatisfactory”
and 1 percent “very unsatisfactory”). |

More meaningful, perhaps, were the varia-
tions in “levels” of satisfaction among different
groups of mothers and children. Dissatisfaction
was expressed about the care arrangements for 9
percent of the children of full time, as against 5
percent of part time, working mothers. The level
of dissatisfaction for children of separated, wid-
owed, or divorced mothers was about twice that
for children whose mothers were married and liv-
ing with their husbands (18 versus 7 percent).
Dissatisfaction was reported slightly more fre-
quently for preschool than for school-age children
(9 versus 7 percent). Dissatisfaction was also as-
sociated with family income (10 percent for chil-
dren in the lowest income group and 6 to 7 percent
for children i in famﬂles Wlth incomes of $6 000 or
more)

The level of dissatisfaction rises when factors
such as age of children and employment status of
mothers are considered jointly rather than singly.
For example, dissatisfactior. was reported for 10
percent of preschool children of full-time working
mothers, and for 12 percent of preschool children
of families at the “poverty” level. Some dissatis-
faction, if at lower levels, was reported, however,
among 4ll groups of mothers and children. The
level among school-age children of part-time
working mothers, a group whose arrangements
might be expected to be least troublesome, was,v

for example, 4 percent.-
Which arrangement seemed to result in dis-
| satlsfactlon most often? Dissatisfaction was

R T .Jt,g;,‘w.‘m-,,,ﬁu-,v-7.«.i,‘.<.7:1»1‘_,w,h.,lrv,‘ B e e B AL A A N AR b AU T SR LA b

somewhat more frequently expressed for children
cared for in someone else’s home rather than in
their own (9 versus 6 percent). The highest level
of dissatisfaction (12 percent), however, was ex-
pressed concerning children cared for in their own
homes by a relative under 16 years of age, reflect-
ing the concern mothers feel about this arrange-
ment. Dissatisfaction was expressed for 9 percent
of the children in day care arrangements and 10
percent of the children in self-care. Dissatisfaction
was lowest (around 5 percent) for children cared
for by the father or other adult relative in the
home, or by the mother who looked after her chil-
dren while working.

The kinds of dissatisfaction that mothers
expressed were recorded briefly, usually in a few
words only, by the interviewers. Following is a
crude classification of the responses with examples.
Percentages indicate the relative frequency of oc-
currence of each classification in reference to
children whose arrangements were reported as
unsatisfactory. |

1. Reasons for dissatisfaction not directly related
to quality of the care (20 percent)

Too expensive

Difficult to go for child after school
Transportation is a problem

Sitter has no transportation

Need someone to clean house as well as look
after children '

2. General dissatisfaction about not being with

children (18 percent)

I miss not being with my children more

Feels that she should be with child

I think that children should be with their

mother | |

Not enough time spent with children

Prefer to be here when they come home

3. Dissatisfaction with care given by caretaker
or behavmr of caretaker toward child (27 percent)

‘Did not care for children as she was in-
‘ etructed todo
Children not properly dlsclphned
An adult in charge would be more satls-
factory:
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Mother-in-law spoils children too much

Fourteen-year old boy not really old enough
‘to care for three children

My mother isn’t the best companion for a
young child

Child’s diapers not frequently changed
Personal appearance of child when she
comes home

4. Child lefe alone without supervision

(13 percent)
Child alone too much
Like someone to be home when the child
comes home from school

‘Would prefer to have someone with boy

It would be satisfactory if I didn’t have to
leave them alone for 15 minutes every day

Worry about them when they are let out
of school on holiday

Other kids come by whiie I am away

5. Undesirable effects on mother (8 percent)

Nerve-wracking for me caring for him
Need to get work done

Sometimes have to drop what I'm doing to
take care of him

Too much strain on me

6. Miscellaneous (14 percent)

Questions concerning satisfaction that are di-
rected at mothers’ attitudes and feelings are of a
different order from the rather specific and factual
inquiries that took up most of the interview. It is
appropriate to ask, therefore, whether the re-
sponses concerning satisfaction adequately meas-
ure what they were intended tc measure. Are the
great majority 5f working mothers indeed “satis-
fied” with their child care arrangements?

The survey results are by no means conclusive
on this question and, at best, should be regarded
as useful preliminary findings to be tested in fur-
ther research. Posing one or two questions to a
working mother in an interview that is short, fac-
tual in character, and in which the questions about
child care are supplemental rather than central,
surely is not the best way to pursue the elusive
question of “satisfaction.” Moreover, “satisfac-
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tion” in regard to a child care arrangement is not
a simple, straightforward concept. A child care
arrangement has many facets, not only those per-
taining to the caretaker and the quality of care
provided, but also others such as hours involved,
cost, transportation, health of child, mother’s re-
lationship with the caretaker, her attitude to-
ward working, and so on. Satisfaction also may
range from a positive feeling toward an arrange-
ment that is valued highly to one that represents
merely toleration of an arrangement to which no
genuine alternative is available or conceivable to
the mother. The problems that millions of work-
ing mothers and their families face, around child
care, merit a more careful examination than was
possible in this survey.

Arrangements in Metropolitan and
Nonmetropolitan Areas

(Tables C16-19 and A 55-58)

How do child care arrangements vary in dif-
ferent sections of the country ? Designed as it was
to provide national rather than local data, the
survey yielded only limited area information for
(1) metropolitan and nonmetropolitan areas as a
whole and (2) major regions. Working mothers
in different sections of the country vary with re-
spect to demographic, social, and economic char-
acteristics ; their child care arrangements likewise
may be expected to reveal area variations.

Metropolitan areas, the most urbanized parts
of the country, are defined as integrated social and
economic units with a large population nucleus.
Of the 12.3 million children of working mothers,
7.0 million (57 percent) resided in metropolitan
areas and 5.3 million (43 percent) in nonmet-
ropolitan areas. Proportions of preschool and
school-age children in both areas were the same.
The proportion of nonwhite children was some-
what larger in metropolitan areas (21 percent

16 A substantiall hi%hcr proportion of dissatisfaction has been
reported in a study of 2,500 families {including familics with
and without a working mother) with children under 12 years of
age. ‘‘About onc-half of working mothers express some degree of
dissatisfaction with their current child care arrangements; about
one-quarter express a fairly high degree of dissatisfaction. Florence
A. Ruderman, “Conccl[:tualizm eeds for Day Carc: Some Con-
clusions Drawn from the Child Welfare League Day Care Project,"
Child Welfare, Vol. XVIL, No. 4, April 1965, p. 212.
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compared with 16 percent in nonmetropolitan
areas).

Working methers in metropolitan and non-
metropolitan avens differed, of course, in em-
ployment and economic stutus Farmworkers
represented 13 percent of the working mothers in
nonmetropolitan and 1 percent in metropolitan
areas. Craftsmen, operatives, laborers, and kin-
dred workers also were relatively more numerous
in nonmetropolitan areas (23 versus 15 percent).
Sales, clerical, and kindred workers, on the other
hand, were distinctly a larger group in metropoh-
tan areas (43 versus 29 percent).

Full-time employment was slightly more fre-
quent in metropolitan areas, Sixty-nine percent of
the metropolitan children had mothers who
worked full time compared with 65 percent of the
nonmetropolitan. Differences were more pro-
nounced in the nonwhite population, 74 percent of
the nonwhite children in metropolitan areas hav-
ing a full-time working mother compared with
63 percent in nonmetropolitan areas.

Area differences in family income were
marked. The proportion of children in families at
the lowest economic level, for example, was 23
percent in nonmetropolitan and 9 percent in metro-
politan areas.

Important differences also prevailed in family
structure and size. A larger proportion of chil-
dren in metropolitan areas had mothers who were
separated, widowed, or divorced (17 compared
with 12 percent). Ohildren in nonmetropolitan
areas more often were members of large families,
30 percent being in families of 4 or more children
compared with 23 percent in metropolitan areas.

How, then, do child care arrangements in
metropolitan and nonmetropolitan areas compare ¢
The biggest difference was in the arrangemeént in
which mothers looked after their children while
working (19 percent of the nonmetropolitan chil-
dren compared with 8 percent of the metropoli-
tan). The difference is probably attributable, in
the main, to the larger number of farmworkers in
nonmetropolitan areas. Among nonmetropolitan
children whose mothers worked part time, this
arrangement was particularly frequent (36 per-
cent). “Family arrangements” in general were
more frequent in nonmetropolitan areas (85 versus
76 percent in metropolitan areas). On the other
hand, day care arrangements were more frequent

in metropolitan areas (12 versus 7 percent).

Differences between metropolitan and non-
metropolitan areas, however, were more pro-
nounced among children at lower levels of family
income. The arrangement in which mothers looked
after children while working, for example, varied
little among children whose families had incomes
of $6,000 or more (12 percent in nonmetropolitan
and 9 percent in metropolitan areas). However,
when family income was under $6,000, the percent-
age in this arrangement was 24 in nonmetropoli-
tan compared with 7 in metropolitan areas.

Arrangements and Region
(Tables C20-22 and A 59-60)

As previously reported, one child in five of
the nation’s children under 14 years of age had
a mother who worked at least 6 months in 1964.
Among regions, this proportion was largest in the
South (25 percent) and smallest in the Northeast
(18 percent). Except in the Northeast where
there were relatively more older children (and
older mothers), the proportions of preschool and
school-age children were similar regionally. The
proportion of nonwhite children was larger in the
South than elsewhere (28 versus 11 to 14 percent
in other regions). Thirty-seven percent of all the
children of working mothers, and 57 percent of
the nonwhite children, lived in the South.

Working mothers in the South and North
Central regions were somewhat more likely to
have large families with at least 4 children (12
percent of the mothers in the South and 11 in
the North Central region compared with 8 in the
Northeast and the West). Lower levels of moth-
ers’ education were characteristic of the South,
where 41 percent had less than a high school edu-
cation. This was twice the proportion in the West
(22 percent), where the educational level was
highest.

Regions differ, of course, economically and oc-
cupationally. Family income was lowest in the
South where the percentage of working mothers
in families with incomes of $3,000 or less was 19
compared with 6 in the West, 7 in the Northeast,
and 11 in the North Central region. Among non-
white mothers, the percentage at this income level
in the South (46 percent) was well above that for
other regions.
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Farmworkers were relatively more numerous
in the North Central region (11 percent of the
mothers compared with 2 in the West, 3 in the
Northeast, and 5 in the South). “Blue-collar” em-
ployment (craftsmen, operatives, laborers, and
kindred workers) was most frequent in the North-
east and the South (24 and 21 percent, respec-
tively), and substantially less frequent in the West
(11 percent). On the other hand, the West had the
largest proportion of sales, clerical, and kindred
workers (49 percent compared with 34 to 36 per-
cent in other regions).

All these factors interact with others to pro-
duce regional differences in child care arrange-
ments. Arrangements in which mothers looked
after their children while working were decidedly
more frequent in the North Central region, affect-
ing 21 percent of the children compared with 9 to
10 percent elsewhere, a difference associated with
the larger proportion of farmworkers in this re-

gion, Care of children in their own homes, espe-
cially by the father, was more frequent in the
Northeast than elsewhere (23 percent cared for
by the father, but 10 in the South and 12 in the
West). Care in the child’s own home by a non-
relative who also did household work was most
prevalent in the South (9 percent versus 1 to 4
percent in other regions), but use of such house-
hold help there is predominantly by white mothers.

“Family arrangements,” in general, were
more frequent in the Northeast and North Central

regions (87 and 84 percent, respectively) than in:

the South and West (76 and 74 percent, respec-
tively.) Day care arrangements, conversely, were
more frequent in the West and South (15 and 11
percent, respectively) than in the Northeast and
North Central regions (6 and 8 percent, respec-
tively). Some arrangements, such as self-care and
those in which mothers worked only during school
hours, did not differ much by region.
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APPENDIX A
Schedule for Survey of Child Care

"Budaet Puteau No, 41:6467; Approval Enplres March 31, 1965

Sheet of sheets

and may be used only for statistical purposes,

PLEASE NOTICE ~ By law (Tite 13 U.S: Code), your report to the Census
Buteau is confidential. It may be seen only by swom Census employees

e, Control number (6)

b, Mothee's line number (13)

Hew old is the persen whe lesked
ofter (child)?

2] 13=13% yes.
3 ([ 16=17 yra.
4[] 1864 yrs,
8[ ] 65 yrs,

or maore

6. ASK ONLY IF “6" IN ITEN 4

Did she leek after six or mere children,
net counting ber awn?

1] Yes,
6 ot mote
2]

N
leou'l than 6

rorm CPS.348 U.S5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE]C. Father's line 1d, Humber of e, Number of i. Mother's
(12:a8-04) SURKAU OF THE CXNSUM  pumber (13) children 0-13(18)] children 14-=17(18) | age (18)
SURVEY OF CHILD CARE . Mother's sducation h. Family income (33)
Grade (24a) Finished (24b)
CURRENT POPULATION SURVEY ] Yes N
"This menth we have « lew questions ubeut the children af werking methers.
These questions refear te the mest recent menth(mothec) weorked,
1. Line number of child
2. Age of child
t [ Male t ) Male t [ Male 1 [ Male 1 ] Male
3. Sex of child 2[] Female [|2[] Female 2] Female |2[) Female [2(T] Female
4. While (mother) was warking, whe usually lesked
after (child)?
= See codes at bettom~
(11 9, skip (o item 10a) ,
(It **10,** skip (o item 11)
5. ASK ONLY IF 2" IN ITEM 4 + [ Under 13yen.] 1 (7] Under 13yes, |1 [] Under 13yrs,| ¢ [JUnder 13yes, | 1 (] Under 13yrs,

2] 13=19 yts.
3] 1617 yrs,
4[] 18«64 yrs,
8 [] 65 yrs.

of more
=Skip (o Jtom 7~
1] Yes,

6 or more

2N

0,y
less than 6

2] 13=15 yeao | 2] 1318 yro. 2] 13193 yrs,
3] 16=17 yray | 3] 1617 yrs. |3 [] 16=17 yrs,
4] 18=64 yrs, | 4[] 1864 yes, 4[] 1864 yes,

8] 65 yra. 8 [T] 65 yrs, 8] 65 yrs.

or more or mote or mote
—iM' fo item 7 — ]~ g”l to llam 7~ —SMB fo llam 7 —
1 ] Yes, 1] Yes, 1O zeu

6 or more 6 or more or mote

Irel:'l than 6 E:ol'l than 6 2 Dlﬂ:’: than 6

7. Hew meny heurs per week wes (child) cered
for in this wey?

8. «. Did this ervengement cever oll of the time 1 Yes 1] Yes 1] Yes 1 Yes 1[C] Yes
(mothet) wes ewey of wark? 2 [:] ﬁ:;ﬂo fa) 2 D ﬁ:lp to 9a) 2 E:] (l‘:glp to fa) 2 D ﬁ:lp to fa) 2 I::] (ﬁ:lp to 9a)
b. (If “No"") ”
Whe vsuvelly lesked efter (child) the rest of
the time (mothec) wes eway ot wirk?
- See cedas of hottem -
9. ASK ONLY Ix 3, 4, 5, 6" 7, 0r 11" IN lTEM 4 1] Yes Y] Yes 1] Yes 1] Yes 1] Yes
e Dl‘ (mother) pey for the cere of (Ch“d), 2 g:lp to 10a) : (g:lp o 10a) 2 E:](}sl:lp to 10a) 2 g;’lp to 10a) 2 D g:lp to 10s)

b, (If “‘Yes'’)
Hew much per week?

$

$

$ $ $

COMPLETE ITEMS 10 AND 11 BY INTERVIEWING MOTHER (If mother is not available at the original interview, complete by telephone callback.)

1 [] Satisfactory (Skip te item 11j
2[_] Somewhat unsatisfacto

0. ¢. Weuld yeu say thet these errengements for the cere of yeur
childeen (child) while yeu weare werking were setisfectery,
semewhet unsetisfectery, er very unsatisfactery.

b. What in particuler did you find unsetisiectery ebeut these

arrengements?

3[] Very unsatisfactory ’

Y

[T7. Whet were yeur main reesens for werking?

12

. Footnotes

CODES FOR ITEMS 4 AND 8b
Care in child’s awn hame by -

1 = Father
2 ~ Other relative

3 -~ Nonrelative who ONLY looked after
children (babysitter, neighbor, etc.)
4 ~ Nonrelative who usually did ADDI-

TIONAL HOUSEHOLD CHORES
(maid, housekaeper, etc.)

5 — Relative
6 - Nonrelative

Core in somacne else's home by -

Other arrangements —

7 - Care in Group Care Cente: (day care,
nursery school, after school center,

etc,) .

8 -~ Child looked after self

9 -~ MOTHER looked after child WHILE
WORKING o

10 ~ Mother worked only duting child’s
school hours

11 ~ Other (Spacity in “Foomotas’’)

UsScCoMM-DC
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APPENDIX B

Definitions and Explanations

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 non-
white. The nonwhite category includes groups such
as Negro, Indian, Japanese, and Chinese.

Marital status. Persons were classified into the
following categories according to their marital

~ status at the time of interview: single; married,
spouse present ; married, spouse absent ; widowed ;
or divorced. The classification “married, spouse
present” is applied to husband and wife if both
were reported as members of the same household
even though one may have been temporarily absent
on business, on vacation, on a visit, in a hospital,
etc., at the time of interview. The term “married,
spouse absent” applies to all other married
persons.

Children. Data on children refer to “own” chil-
dren and include sons and daughters, step chil-

hours per week in a majority of the weeks in which
he worked. He is classified as having worked at
full-time jobs if he worked 35 hours or more per
week during a majority of the weeks in which he
worked in 1964.

Part-year worker. A part-year worker is one who
worked from 1 to 49 weeks either at full-time or
part-time jobs.

Labor force. The civilian labor force comprises the
total of all civilians classified as employed or
snemployed.

Employed persons comprise those who, dur-
ing a survey week, were either (a) “at work™—
those who did any work for pay or profit, or
worked without pay for 15 hours or more on a
family farm or business; or (b) “with a job but
not at work”--those who did not work and were
not looking for work but had a job or business
from which they were temporarily absent because
of vacation, illness, industrial dispute, bad
weather, or because they were taking time off for
various other reasons.

Unemployed persons included those who did

dren, and adopted children.

not work at all during a survey week and were
looking for work regardless of whether they were
‘eligible for unemployment insurance. Also in-
cluded as unemployed are those who did not work
at all during a survey week and (a) who were
“waiting either to be called back to a job from
~ which they had been laid off or to report to a new
wage or salary job scheduled to start within the
following 30 days (and were not in school during
the survey week); or (b) who would have been
looking for work except that they were tempo-.

. 'Weeks worked in 1964. Persons are classified ac-
...cording to the number of weeks during 1964 in
-+which they did any civilian work for pay or profit
- .. (including “paid vacations and sick leave) or
" worked without pay on a family-operated farm or
business. o
- . Full-tivae and part-time jobs. A person is classified
as having worked at part-time jobs during 1964
if he worked at jobs which provided less than 35 ’
30 R !

““““““
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rarily ill or believed no work was available in
their line of work or in the community.

Labor force participation rate. The labor force par-
ticipation rate is the percent of the population in
the labor force,

Occupation. The data on occupation refer to-the
job held longest during 1964. The occupation
categories used here are those used in the 1960
Census of Population. Some Census categories,
however, have been coambined in this report.

Income. Income relates to total money income of
the family during the calendar year preceding
the date of the survey from the following sources:
(1) wages or salary, (2) net income from self-
employment, (3) social security, veterans’ pay-
ments, or other government or private pensions,
(4) interest (on bonds or savings), dividends, and

. income from annuities, estates, or trusts, (5) net

income from boarders or lodgers, or from renting
property to others, and (6) such other sonrces as
unemployment benefits, public assistance, and ali-
mony, The amounts represent income before de-
ductions for personal taxes, social security, bonds,
etc.

Educational attainment. Educational attainment
applies only te years of school completed in “reg-
ular” schools, which include graded public, pri-
vate, and parochial elementary and high schools,
colleges, universities, and professional schools.

Geographic regions. The four major regions of the
United States include the following States:

Northeast: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Penn-
sylvania, Rhode Island, and Vermont.

North Central: Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kan-
sas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska,
North Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, and
‘Wisconsin.,

South: Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware, Dis-
trict of Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Maryland, Mis<issippi, North Carolina,
Oklahoma, South Czrolina, Tennessee, Texas,
Virginia, and West Virginia.

West: Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado,
Hawaii, Icaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico,
Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming.

Standard metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA). The
entire territory of the United States has been
classified by the Bureau of the Budget as either
(2) metropolitan, or “inside SMSA’s,” and (b)
nonmetropolitan, or “outside SMSA’s.” An SMSA
is a county or group of contiguous counties (ex-
cept in New England) which contains at least one
central city of 50,000 inhabitants or more or “twin
cities” with a combined population of at least
50,000. In addition, other contiguous counties are
included if, according 'to certain criteria, they are
essentially metropolitan in character and are
socially and economically integrated with the cen-
tral city. In New England, towns and cities rather
than counties are used in defining SMSA’s.
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APPENDIX C

Source and Reliability of the Estimates

Source of data. The estimates are based on data
obtained in February 1965 in the Current, Popula-
tion Survey of the Bureau of the Census. The
sample is spread over 357 areas comprising 701

counties and independent cities, with coverage in

each of the 50 States and the District of Columbia.
Approximately 35,000 occupied households are
designated in the Current Population Survey for
interview each month. Of thic number, 1,500 oc-
cupied units, on the average, are visited but inter-
views are not obtained because the occupants are
not found at home after repeated calls or are un-
available for some other reason. In addition to the
35,000 there are also about 5,000 sample units in
an average month which are visited but are found
to be vacant or otherwise not to be enumerated.
The estimating procedure used in this survey
involved the infiation of the weighted sample re-
sults to independent estimates of the civilian

Table A: Standard Errors of Estimated
Number of Children

(68 chances out of 100).

Level of Standard Level of Standard
estimate error estimate error
(000) (000) (000) (000)
25 9 500 45
50 13 1,000 60
100 19 2,500 110
250 30 5,000 160
7,500 220
29 .

noninstitutional population of the United States
by age, color and sex. These independent estimates
were based on statistics from the 1960 Census of
Population; statistics of births, deaths, immigra-
tion, and emigration ; and statistics on the strength
of the Armed Forces. .

Reliabiiity of the estimates. Since the estimates are
based on a sample, they may differ somewhat from
the figure that would have been obtained if a com-
plete census had been taken using the same sched-
ules, instructions, and enumerators. As in any sur-
vey work, the results are subject to errors of
response and of reporting as well as being subject
to sampling variability.

The standard error is primarily a measure of
sampling variability, that is, of the variations that
ocer by chance because a sample rather than the
whole of the population is surveyed. As calculated

Table B: Standard Errors of Estimated
Number of Mothers

(68 chances out of 100)

Level of Standard Level of Standard
estimate error estimate error
(000) (000) (000) (000)
10 5 250 24
25 8 500 35
50 11 1,000 50
100 15 2,500 ‘ 80
5,000 110
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for this report, the standard error also partially
measures the effect of response and enumeration
errors but does not measure any systematic biases
in the daia. The chances are about 68 out of 100
that an estimate from the sample would differ from
a complete census figure by less than the stand-
ard error. The chances are about 95 out of 100
that the difference would be less than twice the
standard error.

The figures presented in tables A through D
are approximations to the standard errors of vari-
ous estimates shown in this report. In order to
derive standard errors that would be applicable to
a wide variety of items and could be prepared at
a 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

o e T T I AT ——y

standard error for any specific item.

Table A contains standard errors of the num-
ber of childrer: in a given class, and Table B
contains standard errors of the number of
mothers. '

The reliability of an estimated percentage,
computed by using sample data for both numera-
tor and denominator, depends upon the size of the
percentage and the size of the total on which the
percentage is based. Estimated percentages are
relatively more reliable than the corresponding
absolute estimates of the numerator of the per-
centage, particularly if the percentage is 50 per-
cent or greater.

Table C shows the standard errors of esti-
mated percentages of children, and Table D shows
standard errors of estimated percentages of
mothers.

Table C: Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Children
‘(68 chances out of 100)

Base of percentage (000)

Estimated percentage
50 100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000
20 98..cccceececcnncnccncaccnncans 3.7 2.6 1.6 1.2 .8 5 4 3
50r95..ccc00uenns Ceetssecessenennn 5.7 4.1 2.6 1.8 1.3 .8 .6 4
100 90..c.ccceeeeececccacscesancans 7.9 5.6 3.5 2.5 1.8 1.1 .8 .6
25 0F 75 ccceececenccaccaacsaccnnanne 11.4 8.1 5.1 3.6 2.5 1.6 1.1 .8
50.cccceetcctccctcccscacccasanns 13.2 9.3 5.9 4.2 29 1.9 1.3 9
Table D: Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Mothers
(68 chances out of 100)
Base of percentage (000)
Estimated percentage
50 100 250 500 1,000 2,500 5,000 10,000
20r98...... heessesscsscssscescanns 3.0 2.1 1.3 9 7 4 3 2
5or95...... Weeeseseesesccsssccaans 4.7 3.3 2.1 1.5 1.0 7 .5 3
100 90..cciievecencccccncccnsannane 6.4 4.5 29 2.0 1.4 9 .6 5
250r 75 .ccccccnnacacns vessescascnnnn 9.3 6.6 4.1 29 21 1.3 9 7
50.cccceccncane teisevescsscessne 10.7 7.6 4.8 3.4 2.4 1.5 1.1 8
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Illustration of the use of tables of standard errors.
Table M-6 shows that 1,087,000 working mothers
of children under study in this survey were em-
ployed in professional, technical, managerial, and
kindred occupations. Table B shows the standard
error of these 1,087,000 mothers is approximately
52,000. Chances are about 68 out of 100 that a com-
plete census would have differed from the sample
estimate by less than 52,000. Chances are about 95
out of 100 that the difference would have been less
than 104,000, or twice the standard error.

e e T T TR e T it

These 1,087,000 mothers represented 17.3 per-
cent of the 6,296,000 total working mothers in this
survey. Table D shows the standard error of 17.3
percent with a base of 6,296,000 is approximately
0.7 of a percentage point. Chances, therefore, are
about 68 out of 100 that a census would have
disclosed a figure between 16.6 and 18.0 percent.
Chances are about 95 out of 100 that the census
result would have been within 1.4 percentage
points (two standard errors) of the sample esti-
mate, i.e., between 15.9 and 18.7 percent.
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“M-" tables relate to mothers
“C-" tables relate to children

“A-"" tables relate to child care arrangements
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“M-~"" Tables Relate to Mothers

3 Table M-1
Working women: Number and percent distribution by age of all working women and working
P mcthers, March 1965, and of working mothers surveyed
k ‘.(Numbcrs in thousands)
] ‘ w . A All women workers! . ..  All working mothers!  Working mothers surveyed 2
% g ' Number  Percent Number Percent Number Percent
ﬂ . Total - - - 25, 952 100. 0 9, 682 100. 0 6, 237 - 100. 0
- Under 25 YearS_ - - - - oo oo 5, 602 21.9 938 9.7 624 10.0
- s 256 to 44 years_ ___ o eccccaoooo 10, 052 38.7 6, 700 69. 2 4,711 75. 5
25 t0 34 years.__ ... ___.__..... mmmmmmmin 4, 364 16.8 2,910 30.1 2,226 35. 7
35 to 44 years_____ U I 5, 688 21.9 3, 790 39.1 2, 485 39. 8 i
45 years and over. - - - oooo. 10, 207 39.3 2, 044 21. 1 902 14.5
Median years of age. - .- - oo __. 41 . - 38 e 36 ...
1 U.8. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics: Employment and Note: The total of working mothers in each table in this section varles
Earnings, April 1, 1960, and Special Labor Force Report No. 64. with the number of mothers who reported on the specific characteristic

2 Number reporting age. descrlibtggél Due to rounding, details in these tables do not necessarily
‘ equs . ,




Table M-2

Working mothers:! Number and percent distribution by age and region
(Numbers in thousands)

Age Total Northeast North Central South West
Total reporting.._ . _______ o _____. 5, 807 1, 152 1, 640 2,073 942
~Under 25 years_ - .o 647 90 184 256 117
25 to44 years. e cccemcceeo- 4, 329 866 1, 208 1, 541 714
25t034 years_ . _____ . eeceaoaa- 2, 048 350 559 810 329
35tod4d years. oo 2, 281 516 649 731 385
45 years and over_ _ ___ __ . eooo_. 831 196 248 276 111

Percent distribution

Total . e - 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
Under 25 years_ _ _ . o____. 11. 1 7.8 11. 2 12. 3 12. 4
25to4dyears_ ... 745 75. 2 73.7 74.3 - 75.8

25 to 34 years_ . ___ o cccoo-- 35. 3 30. 4 34.1 39.1 34.9
35todd years _____ e 39. 3 44. 8 39. 6 35.3 40.9
45 years and over_ _ _ oo 14. 3 17.0 15.1 13.3 11. 8

1 In future tables, unless otherwise indicated “Worklng mothers’” refers to mothers in survey group.

Table M-3

Working mothers: Number and percent distribution by age, region and residence
(Numbers in thousands)

Northeast North Central | ‘South West

Age Total : : ; —=
s SMSA* Other SMSA Other SMSA Other ~ SMSA Other
Total reporting._ . _ ___________ 5, 807 829 323 890 750 1,006 1, 067 727 215
Under 25 years_ ___________________ 647 65 25 93 91 124 132 92 25
250 44 Years_ - ..o ooo_... 4,320 621 245 666 542 760 781 545 169
25t0 34 years. . _ . ________._ 2,048 258 92 333 226 379 431 244 85
35to44 years________________._ 2, 281 363 153 333 316 381 350 301 84
45 years and over. . _.___________ 831 143 53 131 117 122 154 90 21
| Percent distribution
Total ... ___..___. -~ 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 ~ 100.0
Under 25 years________ S w1 .78 7.7 104 121 123 124 127 116
25 to 44 years_ . ____________ ceeee- 745 749 759 748 723 755 732 750 786
25 t0 34 years_ .. .. __________ .. 3.3 3.1 285 37.4 301 37.7 40.4 336 395
~ 35to44 years________ e 29.3 43.8 47.4 37.4 421 879 328 4.4 391
45 yearsandover__________________ . 143 17.2 16. 4 14.7 156 121 14.4 12,4 9.8

*Standard metropolitan statistical areas.
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Table M-4

status
(Numbers in thousands)

s e

Working mothers: Number and percent distribution by age, marital status and household

Other marital status 1

Hesd of house-

Total Married, hold as percent
husband present Head of Not head of of total
household household
Total reporting._ - - - . . 6, 237 5, 263 770 204 12. 3
Under 25 Years_ - - - - T 624 " 545 32 47 5 1
; B 25 £0 44 YOATS_ - oo oo 4,711 3,978 591 142 12. 5
2 25 £0 34 YEAYS. oo e eeem 2, 226 1, 861 261 104 11. 6
| 35 to 44 years_._______ T . 2, 485 2,117 330 38 13. 3
: 45 years and OVer- __ o oo 902 740 147 15 16. 3
Perocen’ distribution
g Total. e 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 ...
) Under 25 Years._ - oo 10. 0 10. 4 4.2 23.0 oo -
25 0 44 YeATS_ - - oo 75. 5 ' 175.6 76. 8 69.6 - .
25t0 34 years_____ oo 35. 7 35. 4 33.9 5.0 -
ﬁ 35to4d years o e e 39. 8 40. 2 42. 9 18.6 -
: " 45 years and OVer- - — - oo 14. 5 14.1 19.1 [ S ——
1 Refers to women who are widowed, divorced or separated or whose husbands are absent for other reasons.
Table M~5
Working mothers: Percent distribution by marital status, family income in 1964 and color
] (Numbers in thousands)
Totsl  Under $3,000 $3,000t0  $4,000to  $6000to  $10,000and
i Marital status £3,000 $5,900 $9,9% over
.' Total reporting_ _ . _______________________ 5, 805 711 530 1, 286 2, 180 1,,098
Pereent- .- oo ooooooocmmeeemnes " 1000 1000  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0
Married, husband present__._._______ emmmmmeemm 84. 4 62. 2 65. 5 82. 7 o1. 8 95. 4
f Other marital status . _______ - . 15. 6 37. 8 34.5 17.3 82 4.6
f White
7 T 4,955 43¢ 401 1,125 1,974 1,021
; Percent_ .. e 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 100. 0
5 Married, husband present_ ___.______________._.. 86. 5 67. 5 66. 1 83. 4 92.0 95. 4
Other marital status . _____________.__ ————————— 13. 5 32. 5 33.9 16. 6 8.0 4.6
R Nonwhite »
T T 850 277 129 161 206 77
i Percent_ . - - - - -coooommmmeemmnee 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 100. 0
B Married, husband present_ ..o __.____- 72. 4 53. 8 63. 6 77.6 90. 3 94. 8
g Other marital status *______ - ________________ 27.6  46.2 36. 4 22. 4 9.7 5.2
4 1 Refers to women who are widowed, divorced or separated or whose husbands are absent for other reasons.
, § a7
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Working mothers: Percent distribution by marital status and major occupational group

(Numbcss in thousands)

M tional Towl N | Rariinl
alor occupational group Number Porcent  present status |
Total reporting.. . - - - oo oo e e mce e 6, 296 100, 0 84.3 15. 7
Professional and kindred workem, managers and proprietors_...._-..__._-- 1, 087 100. 0 86. 7 13. 3 ]
Clerical WOrKers. - - o ceeeeecccmcmmmemmmmmmmmamm—ememmm———mm— l 967 100. 0 85. 3 14,7 ]
8aleS WOTKErS . - . - o o e mmmm—mmmmmmm . mmmmm o - 370 100. 0 89. 2 10. 8 !
Craftsmen, operatives, laborers and kindred workers_._ . - ~-—-_. 1, 164 100. 0 84. 5 15. 5 !
Private-household workers.. .. .- oo cmocmacccmmmmccmc e me e ae 2956 100, 0 70. 8 29, 2 ' )
Service workers (except private-household) . - - oo e 1, 046 100. 0 78. 4 21. 6 ).
Farmers and farmworkers. ... --uameccmmcmcmcmcomccmomemmnnaa 367 100. 0 04.0 6.0 !
1 Refers t» women whe 2re widowed, divorced or separated or whose husbands are absent for other reasons. .
;
Table M-7
Working mothers: Percent distribution by household status, region and color
(Numbers in thousands)
Total Head of house- Not hud of
: Region hold household
Number Percent
| "Potal TEPOTtNg - - - - <o e ecemmemmmmemcnmnee 6, 202 100. 0 12.3 87.7
O | 100, 0 11. 3 88.7
North Central ............................................. 1,759 100. 0 1. 5 88.5 *
South o o memmmmmmmm— e 2 228 100. 0 i2.0 88.0
West_ .. LTI 1,028 100. 0 15. 8 84. 2 )
White
7 T 5, 367 100. 0 10. 5 89. 5
i NOPERASE - — - - - - - o e o oo e mmmm 1,112 100.0 9.1 90,9
North Central. ... cmccccaemamm l 613 100. 0 10. 0 90. 0
South... ... e e e e mm———mm————————— l 748 100. 0 9 2 90. 8
WSt e 894 © 100.0 15. 7 84. 3
},‘ Nonwhite
P 925 100. 0 23. 1 76.9
: NOPReASY _ - - - o o o e o e 165 100, 0 26. 1 73.9
‘ North Central _ .. 146 100. 0 28. 1 71.9
South_ e 480 100. 0 22. 5 77.5
: West _ e em—— ;- 134 100. 0 16. 4 83. 6
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Table M-8
Working mothers: Number and percent distribution by region, household status and color
(Numbers in thousands)
Hoad of household Not head of household
Reglon
Number Poroent Number Percent
Total reporting. - - - - —cceccccooccmecmameemencaana- 777 100. 0 5, 515 100. 0
NOFthEBSYo - - o e o emmmmmmmm e e m e 144 18.5 1,133  20.5
North Central. . oo crccamccmmm o e mmmm e 203 26. 1 1, 556 28. 2
SOUER - oo eeoeoeeem oo mmmmmmmmmm e mm e m e m 268 34.5 1, 960 35. 5
WeBt....ccnceceemeccemeccmmmce~e==msasmmccess=sa===man===-== 162 20. 8 866 15.7
‘ White
T T e ———— 563 100. 0 4, 804 100, 0
Northeast. ... ... e e —mm—————————— 101 17.9 1,011 21.0
North Central. . v o ccmrccecemceecmcccccccccmrcnaca—a- 162 28. 8 1, 451 30. 2
SOUEN .. oo e e 160 28. 4 1, 588 33, 1
West....cccccccicn cmecmccccmcmcsmneesesemmmmesscsumecee=== 140 24.9 754 15. 7
| Nonwhite

Pota). - e cccicccceeccnemeeeemmmmmemmmamem=se=- 214 100. 0 711 100. 0
—___—_—%

Northeast... _ -cocvccneccncceccaerccomemccccnoemccmcanamnanan 43 20.1 122 17. 2
North Centrel. - - - e e ccccreccmrcccmeeccmcmccaccm e cnaan 41 19. 2 105 14.»
South. .o cccccccccccecmccccmccecmccecemc-m-cceseceec=cen-= 108 §50. 5 372 52. 3
Wesb. ..o oo o omemmemmmmmmmmmemm—memame—————— 22 10. 3 112 15. 8

Table M-9
Working mothers: Percent distribution by household status, number of children under 14
| years, region and color e
Head of household Not head of household
Region With1  With2  With3  With4 With1  With2  With3  With4
Total child children children or more Total child children childre»  or more

children children

Total reporting. - - --- 100. 0 52. 1 25, 6 11. 6 107 100.0 49.3 27.1 13. 6 10. 0
N,ortheast _________ e 100. 0 53. 6 20.9 B 11. 1 5.6 100. 0 50. 9 27.7 13. 8 7.6
North Central... . coceeo- 100. 0 57.6 241 7.9 10.3 © 100.0 49. 0 25. 4 14.3 11. 2
Southe e vccccmccacaaa - 100.0 44. 8 25.7 14.2 15.3 100.0 47.3 28. 4 13. 1 11. 1
Woemte cm e ecmmcccccecamem 100. 0 56. 2 23. 5 12. 3 8.0 100.0 52. 2 26. 4 13. 4 8.7

White
Total.. e 100. 0 58. 1 25. 6 9.9 6.4 100.0 50. 5 27.5 13. 5 856
Northeast- . .- oo 100. 0 -5 5 34.7 | (L) 40 100.0 519 28. 4 13. 1 6.7
North Central . - . __-... 100. 0 60. 5 24.1 5 6 9.9 100.0 49. 6 25. 5 14.5 10. 4
South. e e -100. 0 58. 1 25. 6 11. 9 44 100.0 50.1 28.9 12. 6 8. 4
Westo o e 1000 60.7 207 121 6.4 1000 5.5 27.2 13.9 7.4
Nonwhite

Total .. oo 100. 0 36. 4 25. 7 15.9 22.0 100.0  40.9 24. 2 14. 5 20. 4
Northeast. _ ... ceeooo. 1000 60.5 18.6 11.6 9.3 1000 43.4 22.1 19.7 14. 8
North Central . . ... 100. 0 46. 3 24. 4 17.1 122 100.0 41. 9 23. 8 11 4 22. 9
SOUth oo eeemaam 10000 25.0 25.9 17.6 3L5 1000 358 263 153 22. 6
West. oo eeeem e 100. 0 27.3 40.9 13. 6 182 100.0 54. 5 19. 6 89 17.0
39
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Table M~10

Working mothers: Number and percent dis-
tribution by region and residence

Table M-11

Working mothers: Number and percent dis-
tribution by age of youngest child and
color

(Numbers in thousands) (Numbers in thousands)
Reglon Total BMBA Other Age of youngest child Number Percent
TOta'l “porting ------- 6’ 236 3’ 721 2’ 515 T()ta‘ reporting ________________ 5) 749 100. 0
Northeast . ... ... 1,270 914 355
North Central_ ... .. 1,744 951 794 Under 6 years.... ... ... 2,423 42,1
South. - ooocom e 2,206 1,066 1, ;gg 6tol3d years.. .. oot 3, 326 57. 9
West_ .o 1,018 790 White
Percent distribution Total. - oo oo 4,922 100. 0
Total. - oooeoeoeeee 1000 597 403 < iderGyears...ooooooooooooooo. 2,033  41.3
| Northeast - - - - o oo vmmeames 1000 720 280 Gtol3years. ... oo 2, 889 58,7
; North Central..._._ ... ..._. 100. 0 54. 5 45 5
5 South._ - o 100.0 483 518 Nonwhite
; Weltooee oo 100.0 ' ' 17 827 100, 0
f Under 6 years. . oo e 390 47.2
| 6to 13 years_ oo oo_. 437 52 8
j
i
Table M~12
Working mothers: Number and percent distribution by age of youngest child and marital status
(Numbers in thousands)
Total Married, husband present Other marital status !
Age of youngest child
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total reporting._ - - ... emmam e c—- 6, 237 100. 0 5, 263 100. 0 974 105. 0
Under 3 years._ - oo 1, 297 20. 8 1, 150 219 147 15, 1
dtobyears o acccaceacaa- 1, 304 20, 9 1,107 210 197 20, 2
6to8 years______ . 1, 293 20, 7 1, 092 20. 7 201 2. 6
9told years .o cec e m——— 2, 343 37.6 1,914 36. 4 429 44. 0

40

1 Refers to women who are widowed, divorced or separated or whose husbands are absent for other reasons.
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Table M-13
3 Working mothers: Number with youngest child under 6 years by major occupational group "
| (Numbers in thousands)
a Mothers with youngest
i Major ‘occupational group chiid under 6 yeara .,
3 Number As percent of all
) mothers
‘ : Total reporting ..o ccaeemecnmmmmmmeee—cmmecccmuamimmeeememanmeeaea .- 2, 600 41,7
N . Professional and kindred workers, managers and proprietors........-cacococccaaccannonaaan 409 38.0
| C1eriCA] Wi T OB e o e e ;e mmmm e 815 41. 9
K 108 WOTK OIS - o o o e e ot e o e e e e 111 30. 2
'3 Craftsmen, operatives, laborers and kindred workers.. ... - - niccmnanec e caaa s 519 44. 6
1 Private-household workers...... - ool O TR 118 42,3
¥y Service workers (except private-household) . . v e cedadcde i mem e 436 42 .0
28 . Farmers Anad JaIIWOIK OIS - o o e e e e e o e ot e e e ot e e o 192 52. 3
|
;-
- Table M~-14 %
j Working mothers: Number and percent distribution by number of children under 14 years
1 and color
- (Numbers in thousands)
| All mothers White mothers Nonwhite mothers
; Number of children under 14 years :
k| Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent !
f R T —— 6,202  100.0 5367  100.0 925 100.0
B 1 ohild.cooceeoeeoem e e 3,122 49.6 2,753 513 360  39.9
; 2 children.. ..o cccecaccce e cne——————— 1, 692 26. 9 1, 465 27.3 227 24. 5
; 8 children._ ..o - 841 13. 4 704 13. 1 137 14. 8
;| 4 ormore children. . ._ ..o 637 10.1 445 83 192 20. 8
|
Table M-15 Table M-16
! Working mothers: Percent disiribution by  Working mothers: Percent distribution by
: number of children under 14 years and age of youngest child under 14 years and
N presence or absence of children 14 to presence or absence of children 14 to
¢ 17 years 17 years
(Numbers in thousands) (Numbers in thousands)
With  Without With  Without
Number of children under 14 years Total children children Age of youngest child uuder' 14 years Total children  children
% 4tol7 14tol7 14tol7 1l4tol7
‘ years yoars years youars
Total reporting.....-.- 6,297 2,300 3, 997 Total reporting.._._-.._ : 6,237 2,239 3, 998
Percent. .o __.._ 100.0 100.0 100. 0 Percent_ _ . __..__. 100.0 100.0 100. 0
N 011 I 49.6 543 46,9 Under3 years__..._._..__._. 2.8 7.5 282
2children_ _ _ .. __.__ 26. 9 24. 7 - 28. 2 dtobyears._ oo ... 20. 9 12. 8 25. 5
! 3children_ ... 13.3 1.5 144 6toSyears..._.____..._...... 20.7 208 20. 7 .
- 4 or more children____.__._.. 10.1 9.5 10. 5 9to 13 years.. oo 37.6 58.9 25. 6 !
3 4 i
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Table M-17

Working women: Number and percent distribution of all employed women' and working
mothers surveyed by major occupational group

(Numbers in thousands) {

M tonal All employed women ! Working mothers surveyed i

jor ocoupational group Number Percent Number Percent ‘§

i

Total repOrting. - - - < cccvecccamammaameaacmmaeam e mam e ——————— 24, 189 100, 0 6, 296 100, 0 |
Professional and kindred workers, managers and proprietors...... ... 4, 543 18, 8 1, 087 17. 3
Clerical WOrKeIS .. .o oo ccccccmccmmemccmaccc—aeemmameem————————— 7,702 31,8 1, 967 31.2

SRlem WOTK OIS . o e e e ccmcwmmmmaem-——amae e —E—————————— 1, 662 6.9 370 59 '

Craftsmen, operatives, laborers and kindred workers ... ccececaaa--. 3, 989 16. 5 1, 164 18. 5 i

Private-household Workers. . . o ¢ ccvcccmwccaracccccmnamaamaama————— 2,174 9.0 295 4,7 :

Service workers (except private-household) . .- cvococcnoeeeaas 3, 651 15.1 1, 046 16. 6 :

Farmers and farmMWOTKers. .« « . v v ccccvcccacccccmcmcocmanmaenn - = 466 1.9 367 5 8 :

1 Data are for February 1965 from the U.8. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics: Employment and Earnings, March 1065,

Table M-18
Working mothers: Number an< percent distribution by major occupational group and color
(Numbers in thousands) }
Total White Nonwhite
Major oocupational group
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Total reporting.. . .- oo cnnmncccccacmcccm e 6,296 100.0 5,367 100.0 929 100. 0
Professional and kindred workers, managers and proprietors_ ... 1, 087 17. 3 079 18, 2 108 11. 6 1
Clerical workers. ... ccccmccccccmccacciccmmcmmna—————————— 1, 967 31.2 1,842 34.3 125 13. 5 i
Sales workers.. .o ceeimcmommmcmmmmaa— e 370 5.9 349 6.5 21 2.3 1
Craftsmen, operatives, laborers and kindred workers._...____.___ 1, 164 18.5 1,021 19.0 143 - 15,4 ]
Private-houschold workers. . .. .o ece e 205 4.7 67 1.2 228 24. 5 1
Service workers (except private-household) .. ... 1, 046 16. 7 799 14.9 247 26. 6
Farmers and farmworkers. ... __. @ mmmmm—————————————————— 367 5 8 310 58 57 61

Table M-19

Working mothers: Percent distribution by region and major occupational group ‘ol
(Numbers in thousands)
Total North 1
Major occupational group Northeast Central South West ;
Number Percent _
. Total reporting - Z..-ooocoeoiiieo-eo-.o 6,236 100.0 20. 4 28. 0 35. 4 16.3
Professional and kindred workers, man'a;gers and ' , ; f;
Proprietors.. - . - oo emcm———a ———— 1,077 100, 0 20. 0 27. 6 34. 4 18. 1 2
Clerical workers . .. ... oo 1, 944 100. 0 19, 2 24.9 33. 4 22. 4 1
Sales workers_ - _ _ et 367 100. 0 24,0 28. 6 31.9 15, 5 ¢
Craftsmen, operatives, laborers and kindred workers . 1, 164 100. 0 25. 7 24, 8 39.6 9.9 13
Private-household workers. ... _____.____. 279 100. 0 10. 4 16. 5 65. 2 : 7.9 1
Service workers (except private-household)._.._____ “ 1, 038 100, 0 21.7 32.1 29. 5 16. 8 § i
Furmers and farmworkers. ... oo oo cceaana 367 100. 0 11. 2 51.5 32.7 4.6 : 4
4
i ~l
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§ Table M-20
Working mothers: Fercent distribution by major occupational group and region
1’ (Numbers in thousands)
::;(‘ Major occupational gronp Total Northenst North Central  Sout, West
o TOtal FEPOFtING - — - - e o o e e e e oo 6,236 1,270 1,744 2,206 1,016
B
Percent.... . ccccccmc e —a——a- 100. 0 100. ¢ 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
: Professional and kindred workers, managers and proprietors.__. 17.3 16. 9 17. 0 16. 8 19. 2
| Clerical workers. . . e e ccecmcmcmc——m—————— 31.2 20. 4 27. 8 29, 5 42,9
. Sales workers._ . ... ame oo immccmeeao- 59 6.9 6.0 5.3 5.6
£ Craftsmen, operatives, laborers and kindred workers_________. 18. 7 23. 5 16. 6 20.9 1i. 3
= Private-household workers.. . _____. o oL 4.5 2.3 2.6 83 2.2
y Service workers (except private-household).____ ... ________ 16. 6 17.7 19. 1 13.9 17. 1
; Farmers and farmworkers. . ... __._ . oo ______ 59 3.2 10. 8 5.4 1.7
:
] Table M-21
; Working women: Number and percent distribution of ali women workers and of working
mothers surveyed by educational attainment
(Numbers in thousands)
; All women workers ! Working mothers surveyed
g. Years of school completed
¢ Number Percent Number Percent
Tolal reporting._ . _ - - e 24, 867 100. 0 6, 017 100. 0
Less than 12 years. - - - e e 9, 378 37.7 1,975 32.8
, 12 YORIS .« - oo 10, 424 4.9 - 2817 46. 8
More than 12 years .. .- 5, 065 20. 4 1, 225 20. 4
: 1 Data are for March 1965 from the U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics: Special Labor Force Report No. @5.
|
14
.
5, 4
- ;
Working mothers: Percent distribution by educational attainment and age
’ ? (Numbers in thousands) | ?
Years of aschool completed c Under 25 years 25 to 34 years 35 to 44 years 45 years and older
Total repOrting- - - - — - - - o oo e 505 2, 172 2, 454 886 ‘
4 Percent. ... e e . 100. 0 100. 0 1000  100.0 1
8 Less than 12 years. - - - o 22. 6 30.7 35. 0 37.9
. 12 years....____. e e e e 62. 8 48. 3 45.6 37. 5
. More than 12 years. . . _ s 147 21.0 - 19.4 24.6 4
43
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Table M-23
‘ Working mothers: Percent distribution by educational attainment and major occupational |
B group
‘ : (Numbers in thousands) ‘
~‘ Total Less than More than ;
1 Major occupational group 12 years 12 years 12 years [
- Number Percent !
‘ Potal TePOTtNE- - - - - - o - o e e e 5566  100.0 33. 1 46. 4 20, 5 ]
Profeszional and kindred workers, managers and proprietors.... 971 100. 0 7.6 29. 5 62. 9
Clerical Workers. .o oo o o e ————————— 1, 747 100. 0 12. 8 68. 0 19. 2
Sales WOrKers_ _ .. .o 334 100. 0 317 55, 7 12. 6 .
Craftsmen, operatives, laborers and kindred workers.__.______ 999 100. 9 60. 5 35. 7 3.8
4 Private-household workers. . ... .o cooooooeoo. 257 100. 0 76. 3 2. 8 L9 i
; Service workers (except private-household) . _ . _.____________ 923 100. 0 48,7 42, 5 8.8
Farmers and farmworkers_ - - - oo e ceccaceaee 335 100. 0 56. 1 34.9 9.0
; ¢ :
* Table M-24
1 Working mothers: Percent distribution by family income in 1964, region and color
! Lo
1 : (Numbets in thousands) .
i Family income Total Northeast  North Central South West . j
{ Total reporting. ...« -o oo comeaomcoace- 5, 806 1,156 1, 640 2, 070 940 {
| L 100. 0 100, 0 100. 0 100. 0 100, 0 .
i Under $3,000_________ .. ... 12,3 7.4 11. 5 18,7 5.6
i $3,000 to $3 999 e ccemceees 9,2 8. 4 9 4 11.3 5 2
§ $4 000 to $5, 999 ________________________________ 22.1 21. 7 21. 2 24.0 20. 1
K $6,000 to $9,999 ________________________________ 37.5 43. 3 40. 1 32.0 38.0 :
b $10,000 and over. _ .. .o eooooo 18. 9 19. 2 17.9 14.0 311 3
White
Total - _ . . 4, 955 1, 003 1, 504 1, 623 825
Percent_ ___ . e 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
Under $3,000__ __ ______ .. 8.8 53 10. 6 11. 2 5.1
$3,000 to $3 999 . .. e 8.1 6. & 9, 2 9.5 50
$4 000 to $5 999 . ... e mmmmmmm———— e 22.7 22. 1 210 26. 2 19. 5
$6,000 to $9,999 ________________________________ 39. 8 44. 5 40. 8 36. 6 38.7
$10,000 and over._.._ .. ... 20. 6 21.3 i8. 3 16. 5 31.8
Nonwhite
Total . __ - 851 153 136 447 115
Percent.. .. oo 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
Under $3,000. .. _ __.._ . . .. 32. 5 20. 9 20.6 46. 1 9.6
$3,000 to $3 990 o e 15. 5 19.0 11.0 17.9 7.0
$4 000 to $5 999 - 18.7 19.0 23. 5 15.7 24. 3
$6 000 to $9 999 . o e 24.1 35. 9 31. 6 15. 4 33.0
$10,()00 and over. S e m——————— 9. 2 5 2 13. 2 49 26. 1
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Table M-25

Working mothers: Number and percent distribution by family income in 1964 (detailed),
color and marital status

(Numbers in thousands)
Total White Noawhite

Family income Married Other Married Other Married Other

Total  husband marital  Total  husband  marital Total  husband  marital

present status present status t present status )

MTotal. - e ecemeem 5 805 4,901 904 4,955 4,286 669 850 615 235
Under $1,000. . . .. 116 71 45 59 45 14 57 26 31
$1,000 to $1,999_ .. . ..ol 245 149 96 136 97 39 109 52 57
$2,000 to $2,999. . _ - ocnmaema 350 222 128 239 151 88 111 71 40
$3,000 to $3,999__ .. ... 530 347 183 401 265 136 129 82 47
$4,000 to $6,999___ .o -o.. 1,286 1, 063 223 1,1%5 938 187 161 125 36
$6,000 to $9,999 .. _____ oo 2,180 2,002 178 1,974 1,816 158 206 186 20
$10,000 and over._ oo 1,098 1, 047 51 1,021 974 47 77 73 4
Percent distribution

Total. . .o vmecmea 1000 100.0 1020 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
Under $1,000- - «o oo 20 1.4 50 1.2 1.0 21 67 42 13.2
$1,000 to $1,999 .- - _ o 4.2 3.0 10. 6 2.7 2.3 5 8 12. 8 85 24. 3
$2,000 t0 $2,999 . ______ o -.. 6.0 4.5 14. 2 4. 8 3.5 13.2 13.1 11.56 17.0
$3,000 to $3,999. . . ooceeeeae 9.1 7.1 20. 2 8.1 6.2 20. 3 15. 2 13.3 20.0
$4,000 to $5,999.__ . _ . ..o 22. 2 21. 7 24. 7 22.7 21.9 28.0 18.9 20. 3 15. 3
$6,000 to $9,999____ . . ___..__ 37.6 40. 8 19.7 39.8 42. 4 23. 6 24. 2 30. 2 8.5
$10,000 and over- . ... _oo-- 18.9 21. 4 56 20. 6 22. 7 7.0 9.1 11.9 1.7

1 Refers to women who are widowed, divorced or separated or whose husbands are absent for other reasons.

Table M-26

 Working mothers: Percent distribution by family income in 1964, region and residence
(Numbers in thousands)
Total Northeast Nortr ‘entral South West
Family income -

: : SMSA Other SMSA Other SM: - ~ther SMSA Other SMSA Other
Total reporting_ . - 3,452 2,355 829 323 80 750 1,006 1,067 727 215
Percent._ .- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
Under $3,000__ . __________ 82 192 .81 71 69 168 105 268 66 7.4
$3,000 0 $5,999____________ 27.3 369 293 3.0 239 3389 305 30.6 246 256
$6,000 to $9,999__________ 22 407 323 438 4.5 446 347 381 261 362 4.4
$10,000 and over—....______ 23.8 1.6 188 20.4 246 9.6 2.9 7.6. 326 256
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n Table M-27 .
= Working mothers: Percent distribution by family income in 1964 and age ‘ 4
| (Numbers in thousands)
- Total Under $3, 000 $6, 000 $10,000 ;
; Age $3, 000 to to and
. Number Percent ‘ $5, 999 $9,990 over
- |
| Total reporting- - - -~ e 5807  100.0 12. 6 31. 2 37.3 18. 9
1 Under 25 Years. - - - - - o ooomee e 647 100. 0 15. 8 40. 8 37. 4 6.0
= D544 YOAIB - - o oo 4, 329 100. 0 11. 3 30. 7 38. 0 19.9
» 2584 YEAB. - - - e o e 2, 048 100. 0 11. 4 33. 8 37.7 17. 1 t
i 3544 YEATS - e emm e m e 2, 281 100. 0 1L 3 27.9 38. 4 22. 4 b
‘ 45 years and OVer. _ .- oo 331 100. 0 16. 8 26. 2 33.5 23.5 :
1 Table M-28
] Working mothers: Percent distribution by family income in 1964 and major occupational 4
, group
(Numbers in thousands) .
Major occupational grou Total Isjangtg saigoo “&‘m ”:’m |
or gocupa ‘81’0 P Number  Percent ' $5,999 89.800 and over
1 B 5800 1000 122 3.3 37.6 189
: Professional and kindred workers, managers and proprietors_.___. 992 100.0 3.0 18. 9 40.0 38. 1 x
. Clerical workers... - - - - o e meme e ecemmm———mm————— 1,817 100.0 2.6 26. 0 45. 0 26. 4 B
a. SaleS WOLKETS - - - - - - - - o o oo e m e 347 100.0 121 280 47.3 12.7
.. Craftsmen, operatives, laborers and kindred workers..___.___.... 1,065 100.0 10. 3 44. 0 36. 1 9.6
Private-household workers.___ _ e oo mmemma—m— - 279 100.0 45. 9 36.9 14. 3 2.9 g‘{ 5
- Service workers (except private-household) . ... _____ 959 100.0 19.0 37.9 35. 3 7.8 1
Farmers and farmworkers._ - __ . oo eaoa- 341 100.0 48. 7 37.0 11.1 3.2 I
] «
| Table M-29
i
2 Working mothers: Percent distribution by l
: family income in 1964 and educational '
s attainment
‘ ; . (Numbers in thousands)
| ' Years of school complotéd
4 Family income -
s Lessthan 12 years More than
3 - 12 years 12 years
Total reporting........ 1,842 2,582 1,142
Percent___.._._._:... 100.0 100.0  100.0
Under $3,000_ _____—ooemo- 24, 4 6.8 3.9
$3,000 to $5,999_ __ ... 30.0 30.9 19. 3
$6,000 to $9,999_____________ 28.6 43.3 39.0
; $10,000 and over___________. 8.0 19.1 37. 8




] Table M-30
; Working mothers: Number and percent distribution by reason for working and color
(Numbers in thousands)
E Total White Nonwhite
K.~ Reason for working
- Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
3 Total TePOrting- - - - - - o omeeemmmn 6,008 100.0 5146  100.0 862 100. 0
i Economic reason._ - _ . o v vcwrmamecamam—m—————— 5, 215 §86. 8 4, 402 85.5 813 4.3
| Necessary to support family. ... 1,130  18.8 851  16.5 279 = 32.4
k. Specific goal - .- 535 8.9 489 9.5 46 5.3
Other. . e cicemm———— = 3, 550 59.1 3, 062 -59. 5 488 56. 6
Noneconomic reason. . _ - - - oo oeccoomaman- 793 13.2 744 14.5 49 5.7
- Get out of the house.__ - oeeeee " 120 21 124 2.4 5 0.6
Professional motivation ..___ . ______-... 166 2.8 160 3.1 8 0.7
Other._ e ———— 498 8.3 460 9.0 38 4 4
Table M-31
Working mothers: Percent distribution by reason for working, color and marital status
' (Numbers in thousands) o
Total White Nonwbite
Reason for working Married, Other  Married, Other  Married,  Other
husband marital husband marital husband  marital
present status t present statust present status 1
Total reporting. - . __ e 5, 078 930 4, 460 686 618 244
Percent. . _ oo - ——————— e ——————————————— 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
ECONOMIC TEASON - - - - - — - — - - e mmmm e mmmmm '84.8 97.8 838 97.1 921 100.0
Necessary to support family oo ooeeee 81 774 7.2 7.4 146 7.5
Specific goal . _ .. 10. 4 08 10. 9 0.6 7.0 1.2
Other. o - - e wecee——e—h—————— 66. 3 19. 7 65. 7 19.1 70. 6 21. 3
Noneconomic reason. _ _ - oo oo 15. 2 2.2 16. 2 2.9 79 (o
- . Getoutof house. . ____.________ UL S I 2 4 0.9 2.6 1.2 0.8 -
Professional motivation_________ e — e ——————————— 3.2 04 3.5 0.6 LO .-
Other- - e e e ———————————— 9.6 09 10. 1 1.2 6.1 _______
1 Refers to women who are widowed, divorced, or separated or whose husbands are absent for other reasons.
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Table M-32

Workmg mothers: Number in family income group (1964) and percent distribution
by reason for working

(Numbers in thousands)
Total Economic Noneconomic
Family income reason reason
Number Percent
Total reporting ______________________________________ 5, 589 100.0 86.9 13.1
Under $3,000_ _ e 676 100. 0 97.0 3.0
$3,000 to $5 999, - e —m e m e mmmm—————————— 1, 757 100. 0 92. 3 7.7
$6,000 to $9 999 e ———————————— 2, 098 100. 0 84. 3 15. 7
$10,000 and OVer. - e e ———————————— 1, 058 100. 0 76.5 23.5
" Table M-33
Working mothers: Percent distribution by reason for working and major occupational group
(Numbers in thousands) '
Economic reason Noneconomic reason
Major occupational group Total Necessary  Specific Getoutof  Profes-
Total to support goal Other Total the house sional Other
family - motivation
Total reporting._ - .. ... 6,003 5,210 1,128 533 3,549 793 129 168 496
Percent_____ O 7100, 0 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. ©
Professional and kindred workers, o '
©__managers and proprletors __________ 17. 3 14.1 14.1 16. 5 13. 7 38. 0 140 821 29, 2
Clerical workers_ ... oo 31. 2 31.7 29. 2 37. 6 31.7 29. 4 39. 5 12, 5 32. 5
Sales workers._ ... ..o oo 59 5.7 3.9 5 8 6.3 7.3 14.0 1.2 7.7
- Craftsmen, operatlves, laborers and ‘
: kindred workers..__ .. _._.____. " 185 19. 7 21.5 20.1 19. 1 91 14.0 1.2 10. 5
~ Private-household workers__._____.___ 4,7 5 2 7.6 3.4 4.7 0.5 e 0.8
- Service workers (except pnvate- o ‘
household) - .. .- .. _______ cemcee-- 16.6 17. 0 19.0 15. 4 16. 7 13. 4 17. 1 3.0 15.9
Farmers and farmworkers_._.__.__.. 58 6.5 4.8 1.3 7.8 2.4 1.6 __.__.__ 3.4
Table M-34 ‘
Workmg mothers: Percent di stnbutnon by educational attainment and reason for workmg
\ ‘ . . (Numbers in thousands) -
‘ ‘ S Total Econemic = Nonecoromic
Years of 2chool completed S ‘ : ' : reason - reascn
Number Pgreent
 Total repOrting . - - o oo © 5,763 100.0 86.5 13.5
,Lesl than 12 WOATS o - e e i e e e e eeeeem e 1, 878 100. 0 92, 6 7.4
12 yeurs-.-___f __________________________________ S ' 2 703 100. 0 87.7 12, 3

e dmmmec e mcmccmlicmemmccmmm—caceesa- 1,182 100. 0 - 74.2 25.8
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Table M-35
Workir;; mothers: Percent distribution by
8 - family income in 1964 and reason for
. working
;- (Numbers in thousands)

. Family income Economic Noneconomic

' § reason reason ;
’ |

"8 Total reporting. ... ___ 4, 855 734 ‘f

| | Percent. ..o o oo o—cenee- 100. 0 100. 0 @
. Under $3,000-_. oo 13. 5 2.7
$3,000 to $5,999 T T - 33. 4 18, 4 !
$6,000 to $9,999_ . ___ . _.___. 36. 4 45, 0
$10,000 and over--..----. —————— 16. 7 33.9 .
Table M-36
' L] ‘ L[] . ‘ ) ‘ L] * * ) }
Working mothers: Percent distribution by work experience, marital status and color
(Numbers in thousands)
: Total Worked at full-time jobs1  Worked at part-time jobs 2
Marital status
Number Percent 2749 weeks  §0-52 weeks  27-49 weeks  50-52 wseks
Total reporting. - --...--o-oooooococooo---- 6,206  100.0 27.2 43. 8 12. 6 16. 4
Married, husband present__ ... .. _____.__ - 5,308 100, 0 27. 8 40.7 14,0 17. 5
Other marital status 3_______.________________. — 988 100. 0 24.1 60. 4 51 10. 4
White
3 e T S 5,367 1000 26. 7 43.8 13.0 16. 5
Married, husband present__ ... _______... i,640  100.0 2. 9 41.1 14. 3 17.7
Other marital status 3 ___ . ____________________. 718 100. 0 25.8 61.0 4.3 8.9
|
‘ Nonwhite
e I 929 100. 0 30.0 4.0 10, 4 15. 6
Married, husband present__ ___________.._____._. 659 100. 0 34,3 38.0 1.8 15. 9
Other marital status 3_._____________ . _____.__ 270 100. 0 19. 6 59.0 7.0 14. 4

1 Warked 35 hours or more a week.
2 Worked less than 35 hours a woek.

~ 3 Refers to women who are widowed, divorced or separated or whose
husbands are absent for other reasons.
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Table M-37 ]
Working mothers: Percent distribution by work experience, region and residence it
1
(Numbers in thousands) f;‘
Worked at full-time jc‘ﬁ)s 1 Worked at part-time jobs ? %
Region and residence '
Total 27-40 weeks  50-52 weeks Total 27-49 weeks  50-32 weeks ¢
Total repOrting. - - — - oo 4,444 1,702 2,742 1,792 774 1,018 ‘“
Peroent. _. - - o oo oo oooioeooceiaoaoooe e 1000 1000  100.0  100.0  100.0 100. 0 3
NOPtheast - - - - - o e e e e e 18.3 17.8 18.6 25. 4 28,9 22, 8 3
North Central . ... .. e eeans 25. 0 23.3 26.0 35. 4 29. 7 39.7 : 9
South......... o m e e 39. 7 42.2 38. 2 24.6 24,2 24.9 + 4
West. oo e e 17.0 16. 7 17. 2 14. 6 17. 2 12. 6
i
Percent. vt acmcem————— 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 i
8
BMSA . e e e e — e ————— 60. 7 56. 9 63. 0 57. 2 65. 4 51.0 A
Other. . e cicicenmec e cececcee——————— 39.3 43. 1 37.0 42. 8 34.6 49. 0 .
1 Worked 35 hours or more a week. 3 Worked leas th:an 35 hours a week. ]
Table M-38 1
Working mothers: Percent distribution by work experience and age [
~ (Numbers in thousands) 5
A
Age Worked at full-time jobs 1 ‘ Worked at part-time jobs 2 §
§ ’ Total 2749 weeks  B50-52 weeks Total ‘ 2749 weeks  50-52 weeks
Total repOrting. - - - o oo 4,254 1,600 2,654 1,763 762 1, 001 ;
L L S 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 100. 0 5
Under 25 YearS_ — - - - - oo 9.5 15. 1 6.1 58 8.3 3.9
25to 34 years. .. oo e mmmmam e - 37. 5 40.3 35.9 32.7 36.7 29. 6 '
35to44 years.. ..o __._., e me—————————— 39. 4 33.6 43.0 4.1 39. 6 47. 5 3
45 years and over_ - . ... eemeeaana 13. 6 11.1 15. 1 17. 5 15. 4 19.1
1 Worked 35 hours or more & week. $ Worked less than 35 hours & week. }
~ Table M-39
Working mothers: Percent distribution by work experience and age of youngest child
' ' ‘ - (Numbers in thousands)
‘ ) Worked at full-time jobs 1 Worked at part-time jobs ?
Age of youngest child :
Total 27-49 weeks 8052 weeks Total 27-49 weeks  50-52 weeks
Total reporting- _ ... _ocooooocoons 4,444 1,702 2,742 1,792 774 1,018
Percent. - ..o 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
Under 3 years._ . - oo 20. 7 31.2 14. 2 21.0 25. 6 17.5
Bt05 years. ... oo 20.9 20. 6 21.1 20. 9 20. 4 21. 3
6to8years. .o 21. 5 " 18.0 23.0 18.9 16. 5 20. 7
Oto 13 years. ... ..o e 36.9 29. 3 41.7 39. 2 37.6 40. 5
1 Worked 35 hours or more a woek. 2 Worked less than 35 hours a week.
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Table M-40
Working mothers: Percent distributicn by work experience and number of children

(Numbers in thousands)
Worked at full-time jobs ! ) Worked at part-time jobs 2
Number of children

Total 27-40 weeks  50-52 weeks Total 27-49 weeks  50-32 wesks

Total reporting. _ - _ _ - 4, 2564 1, 600 2, 654 1,763 762 1, 001
POrCent- - - - o e oo e "~ 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.9  100.0 100. 6
1ehild. e ecmmencmec e m——— 51. 8 47.1 54.7 42, 5 42, 9 42. 3
2children_ . . . e cmm——————— 27.0 27.0 27.0 26.9 25. 6 28.0
3children._ . e n————————— 12,3 14.5 11.0 16. 4 16. 3 16. 56
4ormorechildren_ . ... iecicceman—n 8.8 11. 4 7.3 14. 1 15. 2 13.3

1 Worked 35 hours or more a week. 2 Worked less than 35 hours a week.

Table M-41

Working mothers: Percent distribution by work expericzice and major occupational group
. (Nuinbers in thousands)

Worked at f-11-time jobs ! Worked at part-time jobs 3
Major oocupational group -
Total 27-49 weeks  50-52 weeks Total 27-49 weeks  50-52 weeks
Total reporting---_-_--__-_-_.._-_-.; ...... 4,471 1,712 2, 759 1, 825 793 1, 032
Percent. - ...coouen- e e mmm e ———————— 100. 0 100. ¢ 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0

Professional and kindred workers, managers and

Proprietors. _. . .o e icmceeece—a——- 17.3 18. 5 18.0 18. 2 20.9 10. 6
Clerical workers. . _ o ieccec———————— 31.2 25.0 38.8 33.5 21.1 29. 2
Sales workers._ .. oo ——————— 59 4.4 4.1 4.2 11.9 8.3
Craftsmen, operatives, laborers and kindred workers. 18. 6 27.8 21.1 23. 6 7.1 4.9
Private-household workers. ..o .o vccccncnan. 4.7 2.9 2.8 2.8 81 10. 3
Service workers (except private-household) ......__. 16. 6 18. 8 13.5 15. 5 24. 7 15.1
Farmers and farmworkers......_.c..oca-.. ————— 58 2.6 1.8 2.1 6.3 21. 7
-V Worked 35 hours or more a week. 1 Worked less than 35 hours a week.

Table M-42
Wortking mothers: Percent distribution by work experience and eduvcational attainment
(Numbers in thousands) .
Worked at full-time jobs ! Worked at part-time jobs 2
Years of school completed

Total 2749 weeks  50-52 Weeks Total 27-49 wopks  50-52 weeks

Total reporting._ _ . _ _ . 4, 254 1, 600 2, 654 1,763 762 1, 001
Percent - .- eoeeeeeemeeeee 100, 0 100. 0 100, 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0

Less than 12 years..... . ... 33.0 37.0 30. 6 32.4 28. 6 35. 4
12 years. .. e ———— 47. 56 40. 3 51. 8 45 3 45, 0 45. 4
More than 12 years. ... . oo 19. 5 22.7 17. 6 22.3 26. 4 19. 3

1 Worked 35 hours or more a week. 2 Worked less than 35 hours a week.
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Table M—43

Working mothers: Percent distribution by
‘ family income in 1964 and work experience

(Numbers in thousands)

| Worked .
b Family income Total full time All other !
i 50-52
B * weoks
: Total reporting........-. 5 805 2,526 3, 279
- Percent.. - oo oo T 100.0 100.0  100.0
é H
. Under $1,999._ . .o cc e 6. 2 3.8 81 ¢
- $2,000 to $2 999, . -eeeeee 60 4.3 7.4
- $3,000 to $3,999 .......... - 9.1 8.3 9.8
E | ' $4,000 to $5,999_ ... - ----- 22,2 2.3 22. 8
- se,ooo to s9 999_____ceee- 37.6 30.6 36.0

$10,000 and R 18.9 22, 7 16. 0 '

; 1 Worked 27-49 weoks at either full-time or part-time jobs or worked 50-52
b weeks al part-time joba.

‘Table M-44

Working mothers: Percent distribution by full-time or part-time wozk status and major
occupationial group

’ ‘ (Numbers in thousands)
g Total
Major occupational group Full-time Part-time
Numer Percent

Total reporting. - - - <o meemenaacas 6, 296 100. 0 71.0 29. 0

f . Professional and kindred workers, managers and proprietors. . .. ....__-_- 1,087  100.0 74. 8 25. 2

- Clerical workers..__-_-_-_-_--_--_---_-----------------------‘. ______ 1, 967 100. 0 76. 2 23.8
3 Sales WOrKerS. - - ccee ececiimmccccmcc—mmcmcmmmmmemm—m—mem—mmee—————— 370 100. 0 51. 4 48. 6 v

Creftsmen, operatives, laborers and kindred workers... .- emmme——— e 1, 164 100. 0 80. 8 9, 2

Private-household wWorkers. . ..o oo cccccccccmmcmccmcccma—mem - 2956 100. 0 42 4 57. 6

: ~ Service workers (except private-household) - - - - eooeoo-- 1, 046 100. 0 66. 3 33.7

| Farmers and farmworkers. - - - . oo ocmmomo e o e 367  100.0 25. 3 74.7
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Table M—-45
Working mothers: Percent distribution by weeks worked, region and residence
(Numbers in thousands)
Total
Region and residence 80-52 weeks  27-49 weeks
Number Percent
Total reporting. .. _ .. e 6, 236 100. 0 60. 3 39.7
Northeast. .. e mccmccccccccccrmmam—ccem—mcmmaca——a—- 1, 268 100. 0 58. 4 41. 6
SMSA . e emmmems——memmmmmmem—————mmmm—a—= 914 100. 0 58. 0 42. 0
Other. oo e e mmmam—eamm—m—m————————— = 355 100. 0 590. 4 40. 6
North Central _ . _ .. e iaiccmmmcmmmcacm—ce e cmeec - 1, 745 100. 0 64.1 359
SMSA . o cmecemcaeccmmemmm—mmmmm——mmmemem———— 951 100. 0 6l 4 38.6
Other- - . e cmcctc—mmmmmmmmmmm—m—mm—mm———e 794 100. 0 67. 4 32.6
SoubthN. . o e e mmmmmeem—— e mm— e 2, 205 100. 0 59. 0 41. 0
SMSA . e mmmmmmmmmmm————m—seam———— 1, 066 100. 0 60. 7 39.3
Other.. et cmmecmmmmmmmmm——mm— e —m e 1, 139 100. 0 57. 3 42. 7
WeBt - - o o o e e mm—m— e memmm e —mmmmm— e — = 1,017 100. 0 59. 0 41. 0
SMSA - o e mmm e m e mc—mmmmmm——— 790 100. 0 61. 5 38.5
Other . e mccmmcemmmmmmm———mm——— == 227 100. 0 50. 2 49. 8
Table M-46
Working mothers: Percent distribution by weeks worked, marital status and color
(Nv.mbers in thousands)
Total
Marital status - 50-52 weeks 27-49 weeks
Number Percent
Total reporting._ .. e 6, 296 100. 0 60. 2 1 29. 8
Married, husband present. . .. - oo ommammeee- 5,308 100. 0 58. 2 41. 8
Other marital status 1. _ . _ e ———ma - 988 100. ¢ 70.9 20.1
White
Total. . - - e mcecem e m—mmmmmm—me— e 5, 367 100. 0 60. 3 39.7
Married, husband present _ _ . _ .« oo 4, 649 100. 0 58.9 41. 1
Other marital status !..______._ e —— e e e e m———————mm—————— e 718 100. 0 69. 9 30. 1
Nonwhite

Potal. - - . o e e e ccmmmmmmmme——m—————— o 929 100. 0 59. 5 40. 5
Married, husband present._ __ _ e 659 100. 0 53. 9 46. 1
Other marital status 1. _ e mmmmmmmmmmmeeeo 270 100. 0 73.3 26. 7

1 Refers to women who are widowed, divorced or separated or whose husbands are absent for other reasons.
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Table M-47

Working mothers: Percent distribution by weeks worked and age
(Numbers in thousands)

Total 4
Ageo 50-52 weeks 2740 weeks
Number Percont
Total reporting. - - - oo ec e e libeme e mcwan——e 6, 017 160. 0 69. 7 39.3
URAET 25 YOS - — e e e oo et e e e e 505 100. 0 39. 8 60. 2
25 t0 34 YEAIB. o o e mmmemc e em——————mm———————— 2,172 100. 0 57.5 42 5
35 t044 years. ..o e e mmca——mammam—————— 2, 454 100.0 .. 65.8 34.2
45 years and over. ... ... e — e mmm—— e mm————— S m—————————————— 886 100.-0 66, 7 33.3

Table M~-48 Table M-49
Working mothers: Percent distribution by Working mothers: Percent distribution by .,
age of youngest child and weeks worked ° major occupational group and weeks worked S 1
{ ) . “1 Z,K 3
(Numbers in thousands) (Numbers in thousands) }
—_— . ' . . é\
Age of yonngest child Total 50-52 27-49 Major occupational group Total - 50-52 27-49 %l
‘ weeks weeks ‘ weeks weeka )
Total reporting. .. ... .. 6,236 3,760 2,476 ‘Total reporting_ "-_... 6,206 3,791 2,505 |
Percent.__ . ___._.______. _100. 0 1000 1003 Percent. - .o .. 100.0 100.0 100. 0
Under 3 years. ... 20. 8 15.0 29. 4 Professional and kindred
3toSyears. ..o e 20. 9 21. 2 20.5 workers, managers and :
6to8years_... oo ooo_.. 20. 8 22. 4 18. 2 proprietors. . . - ccccuea- 17. 3 15. 9 19. 3
9to 13 years__.__.___... ————- 37. 5 41. 4 319 Clerical workers__._..__.___.._. 312 36. 2 23. 8
Sales workers_ . ___:_..__..__. 59 53 6. 8
Craftsmen, operatives, :
laborers and kindred _
workers. ... 18. 5 16. 7 21,2
Private-household workers__.__ 4.7 48 45
Service workers (except
private-household)......_.. 16. 6 13. 9 20. 7
‘ Farmers and farmworkers.___ 58 7.2 3.8
Table M-50 T
‘Working mothers: Percent distribution by
family income in 1964 and weeks worked
~ (Numbers in thousands)
Family income . Total S8 249
weeks weeks
Total reporting. ... 5,805 3,493 2,312
Percent. o oooeeo. 102,90 100.0  100.0
Under $1,999__.______ ————— 6. 2 5.7 7.0
$2,000 to $2,999_.___._______._ 60 5. 4 7.0
$3,000 to $3,999________ - 5.1 0.2 9.0
$4,000 to $5,999..._ . ______._. 22. 2 21. 4 23. 2
$6,000 to $9,999____ . __.._.__. 37.6 37. 2 38. 0
$10,000 and over.__._... vemeew 18,9 21. 0 15. 7
b4
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Table M-51

Working mothers who paid for child care: Percent distribution by family income in 1964,

total weekly amount paid and marital status
(Numbers in thousands)

Total Under $3, 000 $6, 000 $10,000
Total weekly amount paid for child care $3, 000 to to and
Number Percent $5,000 $9,99 over
Total reporting. - - - coccooooaoe e - 1,356 100. ¢ 9.1 31. 4 38. 6 20. 9
Liess than $2.00 - oo - o oo oo 8  100.0 50. 0 25.0 oo 25. 0
$2.00 to $4.00_ . e ccecemeecca—e——- 87 100. 0 24. 1 18. 4 43. 7 13. 8
$5.00t0 $9.00. ..o cenccemmn— e - 275 100. 0 69 40. 4 33.1 19. 8
$10.00 to $19.00. . o oo 732 100. 0 9.0 33.5 41. 9 .15, 6
$20.00 and over. . ...cccecencc e 25¢ - 100. 0‘ 5.1 20. 5 34.3 40. 2
| Married, husband present
Total. oo e———- 1, 150 100. 0 50 29.1 42, 2 23. 7
Less than $2.00. . - oo eeea e 6 100. 0 33.3 33.3 e 33.3
$2.00t0 $4.00. .- 70 100. 0 11. 4 22. 9 48. 6 17. 1
$5.00 to $9.00. e 242 100. 0 2.9 40.1 34.7 22.3
$10.00 to $19.00. o - o c oo eceeeeeeaeam : 623 100. 0 58 30.3 46. 7 17. 2
$20.00 and Over. .. o ncccccccmem——————- 209 100. 0 1.9 14. 8 36. 4 46. 9
. Other marital status !

Total. e e cmeaaea- 206 100. 0 32.0 44. 2 18. 4 53

Less than $2.00. - _ oo eao- 2 100. 0 100. 0 _ e mcmc———— _
$2.00 to $4.00_ - e 17 100. 0 76.6 - ______. 235 e
$5.00t0 $9.00__ .- .o ceceeccec———- 33 100. 0 36. 4 42. 4 2.2 .
$10.00 to $19.00_ - oo aae- 109 100. 0 27. 5 51. 4 14. 7 6. 4
$20.00 and over. . - acaeamemeeaea- 45 100.0 20,0 46.7 24. 4 89

Refers to women who are widowed, divorced or separated or whose husbands are absent for other reasons.
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Table M-52
] Working mothers who paid for child care: Percent distribution by total weekly amount paid,

1 family income in 1964 and marital status

/ (Numbers in thousands) "

1 Total weekly amount paid for child care Totsl Under $3,000  $3,000 to $5,09  $8,000 to $9,09 $10,000 and over
Total repOrting.. ... on e cememmmcemecmeo 1,356 123 426 523 284

3 Percent.. . - oo 100. 0 100. 6 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
- Less than $2.00. . oo cooomoimoaanans 0.3 3.3 0.5 ... 0.7 ;

‘;; ; ) $2.00 to $4.00 ---------------------------------- 6- 4 17- l 3- 8 7. 3 4. 2 v "
$5.00 60 $9.00. . . oo 20. 3 15. 4 26. 1 17. 4 19,0 ;
b $10.00 to $19.00...._ .- _ T ZTZITIIITIT 54. 0 53.7 57. 5 58. 7 40. 1 :
. $20.00 and Over. ..o 18.7 10. 6 12. 2 16. 6 35.9
£ | f
- Married, husband present o
| 3
Total. -.ccuee-- 1, 150 57 335 485 273
1 | POrcent . - - - - oo oo e m e mmam 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0 -
| Less than $2.00. . _ - - - oo coooooooco o eommmme e 0.5 3.5 0.6 oo 0,7

; $2.00 60 $4.00. .. ... 6.1 14.0 4.8 7.0 4 4
4 $5.00 t0 $9.06. . .- T 11T . 21. 0 12. 3 29, 0 17,3 19. 8 :

; © $10.00 to $19.00. .- _lo_. e 54,2 63. 2 56. 4 60.0 39. 2
$20.00 and OVer. . ccceeocecccccrccacccccccaaan 18. 2 7.0 9.3 15. 7 359 i

A' Other marital status! E;
T 2060 66 91 38 11 ;;
Percent - - - - o oo e emeem e m e 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 - 100. 0 100. 0 3
4 Less than $2.00. ..« oo oo oo e o eeenes 10 S
$2.00t0 84.00. .. oo 8.3 1€ . 10,6 oo ...
$5.00 60 $9.00. .. oo .o 16. 0 18, 2 15, 4 18.4 _. ... .
$10.00 t0 $19.00. . .— oo e eaaen 52.9 45. 5 6L 5 42.1 63. 6 ‘

] $20.00 and OVer .. .. oo 21. 8 13. 6 23. 1 28. 9 36. 4

1 Refers to womon who azs widowed, divorced or separated or whose husbands are absent for other reasons. !

3 :
g
|
!
i !
g;
Lo
£ K
]




Table M-53

Working mothers: Percent distribution by major oécupational group and hours of care
provided child receiving the longest care

(Numbers in thousands)

3 Major occupational group Total  Less than 59 10-14 15-19 20-29 30-30 4049 50 or more

. 9 5 hours hours hours hours hours hours hours hours .

2 3 Total reporting- - . ... 4, 245 283 821 707 393 407 327 1,085 222 ?
: | Percent. . .. __-. 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
4 * Professional and kindred workers, ; -
b managers and proprietors____..__.. 15. 4 18. 0 16. 2 16, 0 16. 0 17. 4 12, 2 14. 8 9 0 P
3 Clerical workers... ... __.___.._.._... 34.6 32.9 36.9 33. 8 31. 0 30. 5 355 34. 6 43. 2
L Sales workers. . _ ... ._._ 57 7.1 57 82 7.9 9.6 3.4 2.7 2.3 Lo
. Craftsmen, operatives, laborers and !
¢ Lo kindred workers_._ - —..._._____._._ 22.7 20. 5 25. 2 18. 0 20. 4 15. 0 16. 2 29. 7 24. 8 b
k& Private-household workers_.._..._... 4.5 67 = 50 6.1 4 8 4 4 4 3 3.0 2.7 :
: Service workers (except private-
household) - _ _ ... 15. 4 12. 0 9 4 15. 1 18. 8 20. 1 27. 2 14. 2 17. 1 4
Farmers and farmworkers___.__..... 1.7 2.8 B 2.8 1.0 2.9 1.2 1.0 0.9 .

T O T T
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Table M-—S'4

Married women, husband present: Labor force status and labor force participation rétes 1
by presence and age of children, United States, 1948-66

(Numbers in thousands)

Children under 6 years
Date No. children Children 6 to 17
Total under 18 years years only Total No. children Children 6 to 17
6 to 17 years years
Number in labor force
April 1948 ... 7, 553 4, 400 1, 927 1, 226 594 632
April 1949. . __ .. 7, 959 4, 544 2, 130 1, 285 654 631
April 1950 . o 8, 550 4, 946 2, 205 1, 399 748 651
April 19561 . .. 9, 086 5, 016 2, 400 1, 670 886 784
April 1952. . . e 9, 222 5, 042 2, 492 1, 688 916 772
April 19633, .. ... 9, 763 5, 130 2, 749 1, 884 1, 047 837
April 1954 . _________________.__.. 9, 923 5, 096 3,019 1, 808 883 925
April 1965. .. e —— 10, 423 5, 227 3, 183 2,012 927 1, 086
Nfarch 1956 - - o e 11, 126 5, 694 3, 384 2, 048 971 1,077
March 19567 _ o oo e 11, 529 5, 805 3, 517 2, 208 961 1, 247
March 1958 - oo o 11, 826 5,713 3,714 2, 399 1,122 i, 277
March 1959 _ _ . o oo 12, 205 5, 679 4, 055 2, 471 1, 118 1, 3563
March 19603___ ________ [ 12, 2563 5, 692 4, 087 2, 474 1,123 1, 351
March 1961 _ . _ _ .. __ .- 13, 266 6, 186 4,419 2, 661 1,178 1, 483
March 19622_____ e 13, 485 8, 156 4, 445 2, 884 1, 282 1, 602
Mareh 1963_ _ __ . eeeea 14, 061 6, 366 4, 689 3, 006 1, 346 i, 660
March 1964 __ _ _ __ . __ . ___.________ 14, 461 6, 545 4, 866 3, 050 1, 408 1, 642
March 1965_ _ . ___. 14, 708 6, 755 4, 836 3,117 1, 404 1, 709
March 1966 .- . - oo 15, 178 7, 043 4, 949 3, 186 1,431 1, 735
Labor force participation rate
April 1948.. .. o_._ 22.0 28. 4 26. 0 10. 8 9.2 12. 7
April1949. .. ________ ... 22. 5 ! 28.7 27.3 11.0 10. 0 12, 2
April 1960. .. ____. 23. 8 39.3 28.3 11.9 11. 2 12. 6
April 1961 .. ___. w——— 25. 2 310 30.3 14.0 13. 6 14. 6
April 1952. ... .. 25.3 30.9 3l. 1. 13.9 13.7 14,1
April 1963... . ____ —————m—e———— 26. 3 312 32. 2 15. 5 15. 8 15. 2
April 1964. . . a--. 26. 6 31.6 33. 2 14.9 14, 3 15. 6
April 1955, . ..o e e e 27.7 32. 7 34.7 16.2 15.1 17. 3
- March 1956....._. e m e ————— - 29.0 356.3 36. 4 15.9 15. 6 16. 1
March 19567 . . e 29. 6 35.6 26. 6 17. 0 15.9 17.9
March 19568 .o o oo eeaaa 30. 2 35. 4 37.6 18. 2 18. 4 18.1
March 1959 _____.__ e ————— _—— 30.9 35.2 39.8 18. 7 18.3 19.0
: ‘March 1960__ .. . e 30.5 34.7 39.0 18. 6 18.2 18. 9
Mareh 1961 _ . . ... - 32.7 37.3 41. 7 20.0 19.6 20. 3
March 1962 __ ___._______________. 32.7 36. 1 41. 8 21. 3 21.1 21.5
Mareh 1963__ _ _ __ . .. 33.7 37.4 41. 5 22. 5 22. 4 22. 5
March 1964 _ . _ .. .. oo 34.4 37.8 43.0 22.7 23.6 219
March 19656. - . - oo e e 34.7 38.3 42,7 23.3 23. 8 22. 8
March 1966. - .. . ....._. —em—————— 35. 4 38. 4 43. 7 24, 2 24.0 24.3
Source: U.8. Department of Labor,

+ Parcent of noninstitutional t%tnpull\uon in the labor force.

2 Not strictly comparable with prior years.
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“C="" Tables Relate to Children

Table C-1

Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by age of child and employ-
ment status of mother

(Numbers in thousands)
: ‘Total Children of fuli-tims Children of part-time
Age ' working mothers working mothers

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total under 14 Years- - . .o .oo.__ 12,287  100.0 . 8315  100.0 3,972 100. 0
Under 6 years_ . _.____ e — e = oo 3,794 30. 9 2, 561 30. 8 1, 233 31. 0
Under 3. oo e e e e e 1, 494 12. 2 1, 024 12. 3 - 470 11. 8
T e - 2,300  18.7 1, 537 18. 5 763 19. 2

6-13 years. . oo 8,402  69.1 5753 69.2 2 739 69.0

i S 2, 816 22.9 1,903 22,9 913  23.0
011 e 3,274 26.7 2, 202 26. 5 1,073 27.0

12—13_...,___.;_-_---__--_-_.._..__'-’._-‘-_-' _____ 2, 402 19.6 1,648 19. 8 753 19. 0

~ Note: Differences with respect to individual items of information in this ment has been made of these differences, wi:ich ir most instances are minor.
and the following section of tables (“‘C-" tables and ““A-"" tables) reflect Sums of distributions—whether absolute numbers or percentages—may
differences in the extent of nonresponse to particular questions, No adjust- not equal totals because of independent rounding of totals and components,

Table C-2 = |
Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by age of child and number
- | of weeks mother worked in 1964 -
(Numbers in thousands) ',
B ‘ A Number of weeks mother worked
Age s o : SR g on, 2049 Weeks - .. 50-52 weeks
o Number Porcent ~ Number ~ Percent  Number Percent

. Totalunder14years...................__ 12,287 1000 5102  4L5 7,185  58.5
Under 6 years_ . i ceeee 3,794 100. 0 1,873 49, 4 1,921  50.6

6-18years ...__.___._.._._________C_1127000 8,493 100.0 3,246 38.2 5247  6L8
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; Table C-3

Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by age and sex
(Numbers in thousands)

A Total Male Female ]
s Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total under 14 years. oo 12, 287 100. 0 6, 200 100. 0 6, 087 100. 0
Under 6 Years - - - - - oo 3,794 30. 6 1, 907 30. 5 1, 887 30. 7 j
Under 3o m o oo eeeoeeoeeeee e 1, 494 12. 1 760 12. 2 734 12,0
I S 2, 300 18. 5 1, 148 18. 3 1, 152 18. 7
613 YORrS. oo 8, 492 69. 4 4, 293 69. 5 4, 199 69. 3 .
Table C-4 .
Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution of white children by age of |
child and employment status of mcther :
(Numbers in thousands)
Total Children of full-time Children of part-time %?'
Age working mothers working mothers ;
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent |
Total under 14 years._ . - .o cceemcaaoo 10, 056 100. 0 6, 773 100. 0 3, 283 100. 0
Under 6 years_ . e 3, 066 30. 5 2, 067 30. 5 998 30. 4 ;
Under .o oo 1, 207 12. 0 832 12.3 374 11. 4 o
B e m—m— e — e ———————— 1, 859 18. 5 1,235 18. 2 624 19.0
6-13 YEArS_ . o o e e m 6, 991 69. 5 4, 705 69. 5 2, 285 69. 6
i S m e m—m— e ——— 2, 261 1 22,5 1, 503 22. 2 758 23.1
9-11_ . e em—————————— 2,693 26. 8 1, 801 26. 6 - 892 27.2
12-18 e cme e 2, 037 20.3 1, 401 20. 7 635 19. 4
Table C-5
Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution of nonwhite children by
age of child and employment status of mother R
(Numbers in thousands) .
Total Children of full-time Children of part-time
Age . working mothers working mothers
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total under 14 years..... ... mcmm—————— 2,231 100. 0 1, 580 100. 0 651 100. 0
Under 6 Years - - - o e ee 729 32.7 506  32.0 224 34. 4
Under 3o oo 288 12. 9 196 12. 4 92 14.1
B e e e ————————— 441 19. 8 310 19. 6 132 20. 3
6-13 years....._._ e m—————m———— 1, 501 67.3 1,075 68. 0 427 65. 6
68 e e e ———— 555 24,9 41¢ 25. 9 146 22.5
011 e 581 26. 0 411 26. 0 171 26. 2
12-13_ .. e em 365 16. 4 254 16.1 110 17.0
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Table C-6

Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by age and color of child
and marital and household status of mother

(Numbers in thousands)
All children
Other marital status
Age Matiled, husband present
Head of household Not head of household

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Total under 14 years. ... cueeeceocmcon- 10, 487 100. 0 1, 481 100. 0 318 100. 0
Under 6 years. . ___ e e 3, 306 3.5 347 23. 4 141 44, 3
6-13 years. . ..o eceeec e 7, 181 68. 5 1,134 76. 6 177 55, 7

White children

Total under 14 years. . ..o mcceaaeae 8, 894 100. 0 961 100. 0 200 100. 0
Under 6 Years . o oo 2,7 31 2 200 20, 8 95 47. 5
B-13 years. ..o e cceec——————— 6, 123 68. 8 761 79. 2 105 52. 5

Nonwhite ¢hildren

Total under 14 years. _ . _ .. oo .. 1, 593 100. O 521 100. 0 117 100. 0
Under 6 years. ... oo e 535 33. 6 147 28. 2 46 39.3
B-13 years. . . e e mm—ee 1, 058 66. 4 374 7.8 71 60. 7

Table C-7
Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by education of mother and
by color
(Numbers in thousands)
Total White Nonwhite
Education of mother
Number Percent Numbey Percent - Number Percent

Total. .. oe e e 12, 287 100. 0 10, 056 100. 0 2, 231 100. 0
Completed less than 4 years high school._________. 4,484 36. 5 3, 168 31. 4 1, 317 59.9
Completed high school _ ... ... _ . __.____. 5, 466 44. 5 4, 903 48, 6 563 25. 6
Completed one year college or more_ .. . ____._.. 2, 337 19.0 2, 018 20.0 319 14.5
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Table C-8

Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by age of child and

occupation of mother

(Numbers in thousands)

Oocupation of mother
Professional Craftsmen, Service
and kindred Sales, clerical operatives, workers Farmers and
workers, and kindred laborers, and including farm-
Total managers and workers kindred private- workers
proprietors workers housekhold
workers

Total under 14 years. . .- ... 12, 287 1, 881 4,121 2, 316 2, 961 1,010

Under 6 years . . - -cccuccmamcmamnn- 3, 794 574 1, 255 743 904 337

_______________________ 1, 494 230 531 273 349 138

___________________________ 2, 320 344 724 470 555 199

6-13 years. ... - coc-cccmnmmnmnaman- 8, 493 1,307 2, 866 1, 573 2, 057 673

___________________________ 2, 816 432 938 523 676 248

__________________________ 3,274 488 1, 091 629 807 252

12-13 e e 2, 403 387 837 421 574 173
Percent distribution

Total under 14 years. _ .- ..... 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 " 100, 0 100. 0 100. 0

Under 6 years. - - oo coecmmcamcccae - 30.9 30.5 30.5 32.0 30.5 33.3

______________________ 12. 2 12.3 12.9 11. 8 11. 8 13. 7

___________________________ 18. 7 18.3 17.5 20. 3 18. 7 19. 6

6-13 years. ..o ccemcmcmmaaanooe 69. 1 69. 5 69. 5 68, 0 69. 5 96. 7

........................... 22.9 22.9 22. 8 22. 6 22. 8 24. 6

__________________________ 26. 7 26.0 26. 4 27. 2 27. 3 24. 9

19.6 20. 6 20.3 18. 2 19.4 17. 2
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Table C-9
Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by age of child and family
income
(Numbers in thousands)
Aup Family income
8 Total Under $3,000  $3,0005,00  $6,000-0,000  $10,000 and over
Total under 14 years. ... ccecccaacacaaa-- 12, 287 1, 855 3, 881 4, 456 2, 095
UnQer 8 Years_ « - - «oecccoeeeeemee e mm i mme T 3,794 610 1,284 1,364 554
d Under 3.. .o occcmcccccccccam e 1, 494 262 533 553 173
0 SN R ol 2, 300 348 751 81l 381
613 YOAIS. ..o oo eome e | 8, 403 1, 244 2, 597 3, 004 1, 541
. BB oo e memm e —————— 2, 816 437 864 1, 048 467
S 3,274 477 1, 049 1, 153 589
12-13 - e 2,403 330 684 893 485
Percent distribution
Total under 14 years. .. .- oo cmcmmccacean 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0
Under 6 YOS - - - o oo oc o ecoee e e mmmmm 30. 9 32,9 33, 1 30, 6 26. 4
L Under 8. oo e oo mm e 12. 2 4. 1 13. 7 12. 4 8.3
1 ’ BB o e e e e e mm———— 18.7 18. 8 19. 4 18. 2 18. 1
E 613 YOS ..o oemccmccmmm e cmmmm—ma—an 69. 0 67.1 66. 9 69. 4 73.6
B8 - - oo eemmm—————————— 22.9 23. 6 22. 2 23,5 22.3
) 911 e memmn 26, 7 25, 6 27. 1 25. 9 28. 1
; 12-13 oo o 19. 6 17.9 17. 6 20, 0 23, 1
:
!
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Table C-10

Children of working mothers: Number and perceat distribution by age of child, family
income, and employment status of mother

(Numbers in thousands)
Family income under $3,000
Age Total Full-time employment Part-time employment
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Total under 14 years. ... oo cemaeaan 1, 853 100. 0 1, 024 100. 0 829 100. 0

Under B yeara... ..o mm——m 607 32.8 337 32.9 271 32.7

Under .. dcccccccmcmm——ma———— 258 13.9 142 13.9 117 14.1

3-8 e tm———————————— 349 18. 8 195 19. 0 154 18. 6

6-13 years . ... e am— - 1, 246 67. 2 688 67. 2 558 67.3

| Family income $3,000-5,999

Total under 14 Years -« .-« ooeeooeee 3, 879 100.0 2,701 1000 1,179 100. 0

Under 6 Years. ... co.owoccemomcamccc e e e e e e 1, 290 33.3 917 34,0 374 31.7

Under3...... e e e m M mmm——————————— 536 13.8 393 14.6 143 12. 1

3-D e cmmam e m————— i —————. 754 19. 4 524 19. 4 231 19. 6

6-13 years..... e e e mmmm——————————————— 2, 589 66. 7 1, 785 66. 1 804 68. 2

Family income $6,000-9,999

Total under 14 years. .. ..o o-. 4, 469 100. 0 3, 132 100. 0 1, 338 100. 0

Under 6 years. ... mcmaccmmaceaan 1, 385 30. 5 959 30. 6 406 30. 3

Under 3........ o e e e mm e mmm e ma——————— £53 12. 4 391 12. 5 163 12. 2

B8 e ——————————————— 812 18. 2 569 18. 2 243 18, 2

6-13 years. ... oo 3, 104 69. 5 2,172 69. 3 932 69. 7

Family income $10,000 and over

Total under 14 years. ... cmumcouu-- 2, 084 100. 0 1, 477 100. 0 607 100. 0

Under 6 Years. . . .« oo ocomecem—emm e m 557 26.7 382 25.9 175 28. 8

Under ... e eemecceccm e — e 174 8.3 128 8 7 46 7.6

35 . e e e e m M mmmmm—m—mem—————— 383 18. 4 254 17. 2 129 21.3

6-13 years. ... eencecccceca——a- re——— 1, 527 73.3 1, 095 74. 1 433 71..3
64




Table C-11

Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by color and age and by
family income

(Numbers in thousands)

Color and age Total Under $3,000  $3,000-5,900  $6,000~9,000 $10,000

) and over
White, total. .. - oo 10, 056 970 3,185 3,980 1, 922
Under 6 years... - - oo e 3, 066 318 1, 038 1, 206 496
6-13 years..._ . eacmmmem——————— 6, 990 652 2, 147 2,774 1,426
Nonwhite, totel. . - 2, 231 879 706 485 162
Under 6 years. ... e 729 289 249 143 57
6-13 years. ... emmmmemmm——ee 1, 502 590 457 342 105

Percent distribution
White, total. - - oL 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 . 100.0 100. 0
Under 6 years. ... oo cmcei ;e 30. 4 32. 8 32. 6 30. 3 25. 8
B-13 e meme e macmc—mm— e 69. 6 67.2 67. 4 69. 7 74. 2
Nonwhite, total. ... meceeooon 1000  100.0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
Under 6 years. _ . .o e e mcmeem e e 33.1 32.9 35.3 29. 5 35.3
6-13 years......._ e e mmm e e e e mm—m—m—m—mm—mmme e 66. 9 67.1 64. 7 70. 5 64. 7
Table C~12

Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by marital status of mother,
age of child, and family income

(Numbers in thousands)

Marital status of mother Total Under $3,000 $3,000-5009  $6,000-0,900 $10,000

and age of child and over
Married, husband present: Total - ._.__ . ______ . __.____ 10, 487 1, 185 3,138 4, 150 2,014
Under 6 years....._.___.___..__. e e 3, 306 390 1,110 1, 267 540
6-18 years. . . o cmmmeeceeeo 7, 181 795 2, 028 2, 883 1,474
Other marital status: Total. ...« 1, 800 670 743 306 81
Under 6 years. _ - - - .o oo e 488 213 166 84 25
6-13 years. ..o 1,312 457 577 222 56

Percent distribution

Married, husband present: Total . _ . ____________ ___________ 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
Under 6 years. ... oo emeeemeas 3.5 32.9 35. 4 30.5 26. 8
618 years. ..o cemmcmcemeeo 68. 5 67.1 64. 6 69. 5 73.2
Other marital status: Total._. .. ___ 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
Under @ years. .. .o oo 27. 1 31. 8 22.3 27. 5 30. 9
6-18 years. . .o eecceemee 72.9 68. 2 7.7 72.5 69. 1
65
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Table C-13

Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by family income, color, and
marital status of mother

(Numbers in thousands)
Total White Nonwhite

Family income Muarried Other Married Other Married Other

Total husband  marital Total husband  marital Total husband  marital

present status present staius present status
Total_...._....___..---_-_....-,__i_ 12, 287 10, 487 1,800 10,056 8, 894 1,162 2,231 i, 593 638
Under $3,000. ... ... oo 1,856 1,185 670 973 708 265 882 477 405
$3,000-5, 999 ....................... 3, 881 3, 138 743 3,180 2,609 571 701 529 172
86 000—9 999 . e 4,456 4,150 306 " 975 3 711 264 481 439 42
310 000 and (1)1, 2,005 2,014 81 1 028 1, 866 62 167 148 19

| Percent distribution
CMotal. s 100.0 100.0 100. 0 ‘ 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 | 100. 0 100. 0
Under $3,000..._.__._.__, o —————— - 15.1 11.. 3 37. 2 9.7 80 22.8 39. 5 20.9 63. 5
$3 000-5,999"-.._-“ _______________ 31. 6 29.9 41. 3 31.6 29.3 49,1 31. 4 33.2 27.0
$6,000—9 099 . . e 36. 3 39. 6 17. 0 39.5 41. 7 22.7 21. 6 27.6 6.6
$10,000 and OVerL . v e 17. 0 19. 2 4.5 19. 2 21. 0 5 3 7.5 9 3 3.0
Table C~-14

Chnldren of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by number of children under
14 years of age in family and by family income

(Numbers in thousands)
_ ' Family income
Number of children under 14 years of age in family .

Total Under $3, 000- $6, 000~ $10,000

£3, 000 . 5,990 9,000 and over
______________________________________________ 12, 287 1, 855 3, 881 4,456 2, 095
e e ————— e e e e e e e = 2, 943 288 908 1,129 619
________________________________________________ 3, 536 3909 | 1,101 1,323 714
_______________________________________________ 2, 669 324 929 968 447
....................................... 3,139 844 942 1,035 314

Percent distribution

100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
24, 0 15. 5 23. 4 25. 3 29. 5
28. 8 21. 5 28. 4 29. 7 34.1
21. 7 17. 5 24.0 21, 7 214
25. 6 45. 5 24.3 "+ 23. 2 15.1
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Table C-15

Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by occupation of mother and
family income

e e LT s o I st Y

BT Y T S g P I

(Numbers in thousands)
Family income
Occupatior of mother

Total Under $3, 000~ $6, 000~ $10, 000

$3,000 5,000 9,900 and over
Total . e e 12, 287 1, 855 3, 881 4, 456 2, 095
Professional and kindred workers, managers and proprietors. .. . 1, 881 51 392 755 683
Sales, clerical and kindred workers.._______ . __._._._. 4, 121 151 1, 058 1,918 991
Craftsmen, operatives, laborers, and kindred workers._ .____._ 2, 315 282 993 820 221
Service workers, including private-household workers_ _ _______ 2, 961 856 1, 078 860 167
Farmers and farmworkers ... oo oo e 1,010 519 361 102 - 32

Percent distribution |
Total e 100. 0 100. 0 100. D 100, 0 100. 0
Frofessional and kindred workers, managers and proprietors.. . . 15. 3 2.8 10. 1 17.0 32.6
Sales, clerical and kindred workers... . . __ . __.______ 33.5 8.1 27.3 43. 1 47. 3
Craftsmen, operatives, laborers, and kindred workers.____.__. 18. 8 15. 2 25. 6 18. 4 10. 5
Service workers, including private-household workers_ . __._.. 24. 1 46. 0 27. 8 19. 3 8.0
Farmers and farmworkers . _ __ e e me 8 2 27.9 9.3 2.3 1.5
Table C-16
Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by age and by residence
(Numbers in thousands)
Residence
Age Total SMSA Outside SMSA

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total under 14 years.._._____.__.________ 12, 287 100. 0 7,032 100. 0 5, 255 100. 0
Under 6 years. . .. oo oo cecmmcccccem e mee e 3, 794 30. 7 2, 150 30. 6 1, 617 30. 8
B~13. . e me e m—— e 8, 493 69. 3 4, 882 69. 4 3, 638 . 69.2

Ca e

B U T AR T




Table C-17

Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by cclor, employmeat status
of mother, and residence

(Numbers in thousands)
Total SMSA Outside SMSA
Color of child and employment status of mother
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total. - oo e m - 12,287 .. 7,032 . 52565 - _._-_---
White oo ot ee e mmcmcm - ————— 10, 056 100. 0 5, 586 100. 0 4, 434 100. 0
Employed full-time.____ .- 6, 745 67. 1 3, 797 68. 0 2, 923 65. 9
Employed part-time_ .________ - 3,311 32.9 1, 789 32.0 1, 511 34,1
Nonwhite_ _ _ e - e mem——————— 2,231 100. 0 1, 446 100. 0 821 100. 0
Employed full-time. - __ < e 1, 567 70. 3 1, 075 74. 3 517 63. 0
Employed part-time_ ._.___.. e 664 29,7 371 25, 7 304 37.0
Table C-18

Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by age of child, marital
status of mother and residence

(Numbers in thousands)
Total SMSA Outside SMSA
Marital status of mothar and age of child
Number Perceut Number Percent Number Percent
Total . o e e ;e m———————— e 12, 287 e 7,032 __.____.-. 5,256 oo _-
Married, husband present_ . .- coeooooen-- 10, 487 100. 0 5, 859 100. 0 4, 628 100. 0
Under 6 years. - - - ccc oo cmccmmcmmamaee 3, 306 315 1, 861 31. 8 1, 445 31. 2
6-13 years. ... o 7,181 68. 5 3, 998 68. 2 3, 183 68. 8
Other marital StatUS - - - -« - e e e e 1, 800 100. 0 1,173 100. 0 627 100. 0
Under 6 years. .- - ccccocomccc oo ccammmeam= , 488 27. 1 305 26.0 183 29, 2
1, 312 72.9 868 74. 0 444 70. 8
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Table C-19

Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by family income, residence,
and number of children under 14 in family

(Numbers in thouzands)
SMSA Outside SMSA
Family income
Total 1 child 2-3 4 children Total 1 child 2-3 4 children
children  or more children  or more
Total . _ e 7,032 1,849 2 591 1,590 5,255 1,088 2,614 1, 552 ’
Under $3,000_ - _ 625 122 263 240 1,225 162 460 603 :
$3,000-5, 999 _______________________________ 1, 951 501 1,018 432 1,923 403 1, 008 511
$6 000 9 909 e 2,018 766 1,439 713 1 569 371 865 333
$10 000 and OVEL - o e e 1, 536 460 870 205 537 152 280 105
| Percent distribution
Total . ____ e 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
Under $3,000. ... ____ . .. 8.9 6.6 7.3 15. 1 23. 3 14.9 17. 6 38.9
$3,000-5, 999 _______________________________ 27. 8 27.1 28. 4 27. 2 36. 6 37.0 38.6 32.9
$6 000-9, 999 _______________________________ 41. 5 41. 4 40,1 44. 8 29.9 34.1 33.1 21. 4
$10 000 and OVEL - o o e —e—m———— 21.9 24.9 24, 2 12. 9 10. 2 14.0 10. 7 6.8

Table C-20

Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by age and by region

(Numbers in thousands)
Ags Total " Northeast North Central South West
8 Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total_ __ e _-. 12,287 100.0 2,351 100.0 3,514 100.0 4,498 100.0 1,924 100. 0
Under 6 years.—._ ... 3,794 30.9 640 27.2 1,121 319 1,422 3.6 577  30.0
Under 3. ________ 1, 494 12. 2 241 10. 3 437 12. 5 584 13.0 228 11. 8
b s J 2, 300 18. 7 399 17. 0 684 19. 5 838 18. 6 349 18. 2
6-13 years_ e _. 3, 493 69.1 1,711 72.8 2,393 68.1 3,076 68.4 1,347 70.0
Table C-21
Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by age of mother and by region
(Numbers in thousands)
Total Northeast North Central Scuth West
Age of mother .
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total . __._________.__ 12,287 100.0 2,351 100.0 3,514 100.0 4,498 100.0 1,924 100. 0
Under 25 years...._.. SIS 1, 000 8.1 126 54 314 8.9 376 8.4 184 9.6
25-34 years_ _ ______._____. 5 234 42. 6 873 37.1 1,457 41.5 2,081 46. 3 823 42. 8
35-44 years_ _.________.-_-_._ 4 744 38.6 1,063 45.2 1,360 38.7 1,574 35.0 747 38. 8
45 years and over. . ________ 1, 309 10. 6 289 12. 3 383 10.9 467 10. 4 170 8.8
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Table (C-22

- Children of working mothers: Number and percent distribution by color and by region
(Numbers in thousands)

: Total Northeast North Central South West
Color Number Percent Number Percent Percent Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Totale oo 12,287 100.0 2,351 100.0 3,514 100.0 4,498 100.0 1,924 100. 0
White.. i - 10, 056 81.8 2,013 85.6 3,142 80.4 3,224 7.7 1,649 85. 7

Nonwhlte- et —— e mm——— 2 231 18. 2 338 14. 4 372 10.6 1,274 28.3 275 14.3

“A-"" tables relate to child care arrangements

Table A-1

Child care arrangements. Number and percent distribution of children by type of arrangement
and employment status of mother

- (Mumbers in thousands)
: Children - Children of
, Total full-time art-time
Arrangqment : working mothers working mothers

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

L e I 12,287 100.0 8,315 100.0 3,972  100.0

Care in own home by _ .__.. ——————— e e——mm e ———————— 5, 592 45.5 4,099 49.3 1,493 37.6
Father. . . oo e e .--- 1,828 149 1,144 13. 8 684 17. 2
Other relative... .. a2 e ———— 2, 607 2.2 2,013 24, 2 595 15.0

Under 13 years. . - - o oo oo eec e 9 0.7 53 0.6 37 0.9
13-15._.... —————— i m—————————————— ———— 479 3.9 344 41 135 3.4

16-17. e ———— 552 4.5 405 4.9 147 3.7

o 18-64 .. S S S e iemmimmmam————— 1, 044 85 862 10. 4 183 4.6

65 years and OVEF o o oo T 440 3.6 348 4 2 92 2.3
Nonrelative who only looked after children. ... ._____._____ 581 4.7 429 5 2 . 153 38
Nonrelative who usually did additional household chores. ... 575 4.7 513 6.2 62 1.6

. Care in someone else’s home by_ . ___ . ______________ mcmmm———— 1,933 15.7 1,637 19. 7 296 7.5
Relative. . _ . . _______ e mm—mem————— 953 7.8 801 9.6 153 3.8

1 Nonrelatwe.m..__--‘____,_,_____--_,_-_____-___-»~__, _______ 979 8.0 836 10.1 143 3.6

Other arrangemmts : ‘ o . -
~ Care in group care center. -' ______ emmm——— ——————— ——————— ‘ 265 2.2 239 ¢ 29 27 0.7
~Child looked after sel_ __ __ ____ .. - 994 8.1 800 9.6 194 4.9
Mother looked after child while workmg e memcimecmmnenena 1,594 13.0 575 6.9 1,020 25.7
Mother worked only during child’s school hours - 1, 847 lg. g 9;’5 1 (1) g 9:{(:; 2:(3). ‘:13

OtRer . - o o oo oo e e -~ 63
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_ Under 6 years 6-13 years
Arrangement Total - -
; Total  Under3 3-5 Total 6-11 12-13
Total..__.__ ’_" e w--- 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
Care in own home by .. - - .. 49. 3 47. 2 46. 0 48. 1 49,9 52. 6 43.1
Father. - oo e 138 103 9.5 108 153 155 14.9
Other relative . ___.___ 24, 2 18. 4 18. 6 18. 3 96. 4 27.0 24.9
Under 16 years_ - - .. ____________ 4,7 1.0 0.6 1.3 6.5 6.7 59
16 yearsand over_ . _ . __s_____.___. 19. 5 17. 4 18. 0 17. 1 20.0 20. 4 19. 0
Nonrelative who only looked after chlldren ________ 5 2 9. 3 8.7 9.7 3.3 4.1 1.1
Nonrelative who usually did additional household
chores_ ___________.._____ SRR 6. 2 9. 2 9.1 9.3 49 59 2.3
Care in someone else’s home by.. ... ... e 19.7 373 4.7 343 121 146 5.9
Relative_______ e e 9.6 17.6 220 148 6.2 69 4.3
Nonrelative._.___ S 10. 1 19. 6 19. 8 1995 5.9 7.7 1.5
Other armngements : '
Care in group care center. ... .- - oo 2.9 7.7 4.8 9.7 0.7 0.8 04
_/Child looked after self . _________.______._________ 9.6 0.3 0.2 0.3 13. 8 9.6 24.2
Mother looked after child while working.___.________ 6.9 6.7 6. 4 6.9 7.1 7.0 7.3
Mother worked only during child’s school hours._ ...__ 11.0 056 _._____ 08 15. 7 14. 8 18. 2
COther. e 0.6 04 1.0 _______ 07 0.7 0.8
g
296-410 0—68——86
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Table A-2

Child care arrangements: Number of children of full-time working mothers by type of arrange-
ment and age of children

(Numbers in thousands)

Under 6 years 6-13 years
Arrangement - Total
Total Under 3 3-6 Total 6-11 12-13

Total. oo oo deeeccdcmeeee 8,315 2,561 1,024 i,537 5,753 4,105 1, 648
Careinown homeby_ . oo 4,099 1,209 471 738 2,871 2,160 711
Father. . _ . e 1, 145 264 98 166 881 636 245
Other relative. ... ____ 2, 013 472 190 282 1,520 1,110 410
Under 16 years. _ - oL 397 25 6 19 372 275 97
16 years and over. . .. ... 1, 615 446 184 262 1,149 836 313
Nonrelative who only looked after children________ 429 238 89 149 188 170 18

Nonrelative who usually did addltlonal househoid
chores._ _ _ oo 513 236 94 142 281 243 38
Care in someone else’shome by . - - - . - ______ 1, 637 954 427 527 695 599 96
Relative e eeeemem 801 452 225 227 354 283 71
Nonrelative_ . __. . ___.. 836 502 202 300 341 316 25

Other arrangements: '
Care in group care center_____ ... __________ 239 197 49 148 41 34 7
Child looked afterself _ - __ .= 800 7 2 5 794 395 © 399
Mother looked after child while working_ _ _ _._____ 575 171 65 106 407 286 121
Mother worked only during child’s school hours____ 917 12 . 12 9506 606 300
Other. . e eeeean 50 10 10 . ___.__ 40 27 13
‘Table A-3

Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children of full-time werking mothers
by type of arrangement and age of children




Table A-4

Child case arrangements: Number of children of part-time working mothers by type of arrange-
ment and age of children

(Numbers in thousands)
Under 6 years '6~13 years
Arrangement Total
Total Under 3 3-5 Total 6-11 12-13

Motal - - - e e ccccccmcmm—mce—ea e ——————— 3,972 1,233 470 763 2,739 1,986 753

Care in own home BY . v e oo e 1,493 579 212 367 902 698 204

Father. .o eecccccccccreccmmc————————— 684 282 95 187 399 301 98
Other relative.. oo ccecemcccccacc e 595 192 76 116 398 306 92 '

Under 16 years. . - - c-ccccccccccnmmcanncnaan- 172 56 18 38 115 99 16

16 years and over- - - .- c-cocecammcmcmacaaaa 422 136 59 77 281 206 75

Nonrelative who only looked after children....__.. 153 79 27 52 76 64 12
Nonrelative who usually did additional household ‘ y

ChOres . - e ac e mmm e ————— 62 27 14 13 30 28 2

Care in someone else’s home by. - o oo oo 296 210 92 118 89 69 20

Relative. - - oo e cccmcc e cccmcmamm——n - 153 112 44 68 43 34 9

Nonrelative . - - - ccceecccecccccccnacccaecae—a—n- 143 98 48 50 45 35 10

Other arrangements:

Care in group care center. . .- - cuecmcnanaana- 27 15 4 11 6 4 2

Child looked afterself. .. . occcocoeeeaeea 194 11 4 7 187 90 97

Mother looked after child while working._ . . _.__.. 1, 020 398 157 241 619 474 145

Mother worked only during child’s school hours. ... 930 19 oo 19 922 641 281

Other. v ccececcccicccccccccvcccemecm e ————— 18 o cmiccmccncccce—————- 13 9 4

Table A-5

Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children of part-time working mothers
by type of arrangement and age of children

Under 6 years 6-13 years
Arrangement Total ’
Total  Under3 3-5 Total 6-11 12-18
Total .............. e mmmmeemmE—————————— 1000 100.0 1.00. 0 10000 100.0 100.0 100. 0
Care in own ROME bY - - - - - ceeeeeeemmmm e 37.6 47.0 452 481 329 351 27.1 )
Father.. . eeceiececmccmccacmcncee - 17. 2 22.9 20, 2 24. 5 14.6 15. 2 13. 0
Other relative. ..o cecm e mrccccrnccccccccccaa- 15. 0 15. 6 1.2 15.1 14. 5 15. 4 12. 2
Under 16 years. - o ccccccmcccnecccaccnaman- 4,3 4.5 3.7 50 4, 2 50 2.2 x
16 years and OVer. - - oc_ oo cuccunncmn——a—- 10. 6 11.0 12. 5 10. 1 10. 3 10. 4 10. 0
Nonrelative who only looked after children.......- 3.8 6. 4 57 6. 8 2.8 3.2 1.6
Nonrelative wha usually did additional houschold , '
chores. - ... ———— e mmm————————— 1.6 22 31 L8 11 14 0.4
Care in someone else’s home by — - - - e 7.5 17.0 19.7 154 3.2 3.5 2.6
Relative. - e v e ————— 3.8 9.1 9 4 8.9 1.6 1.7 1.2
Nonrelative . - o o ccoc e eeccecceccccecn—— - 3.6 7.9 10. 3 6.5 1.6 1.8 1.4

Other arrangements;

Care in group care center. . - - oo cecncnnnaaa. 0.7 1.2 09 1.5 02 0.2 03
Child looked afterself. .- - occccama e 4.9 0.9 09 1.0 6. 8 4.5 12. 9
Mother looked after child while working._____.__.. 25. 7 32.3 33.3 31.6 22. 6 23. 9 19. 3
Mother worked only during child’s school hours_... 23 4 L5 e 2.4 33.7 32.3 37.3
Other. .- ccccccccccccccccccacaecaa- 0.3 ccmmcercc—aa——————- 0.5 0.5 0.6
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Table A-6

Child care arrangements: Number and per-
cent of children who have a supplementary
arrangement, by type of primary arrange-
ment

(Numbers in thousands)
Children who have a
supplementary
Primary arrangsment Total arrangement

Number Percent of
total

Total. oo e 12,287 1, 340 10.9

Care tn own home by .. ....... 5, 592 794 14.3
Father. oo e aoo 1, 828 252 13.9
Other relative.._........ 2, 607 312 12,1
Under 16 years...._. 570 83 14,7

16 years and over... 2,037 229 11. 3
Nonrelative who only
looked after children. .. 581 158 27. 4
Nonrelative who usually
did additional house-

hold chores. ... ....... 575 72 12. 6

Care tn someone elee’s home by. 1, 933 335 17. 5
Relative. .o ooo ... 953 163 17. 3
Nonrelative......cuee._-. 979 172 17. 7

Other arrangements:
Care in group care

centers._.__.____.__._. 265 71 26.9
Child looked after self.... 994 127 12,9
Mother looked after

child while working._.. 1,594 __._____________
Mother worked only

during child’s school

hours_ .. _..__..__ 1,847 ...
Other- .. 63 9 14.5

Table A-7

Child care arrangements: Number and per-
cent distribution of children in supplemen-
tary arrangement, by type of supplementary

arrangement
(Numbers in thousands)
Supplementary arrangement Number  Percent
Total. . ncecceeeen 1, 340 100,
Care tn own home by. ... oee .. i 1, 053 78. 6
Father_ .. eoeoenes 714 53. 3
Other relative_.__.__.._ ... __.___ 275 20. 5
Nonrelative__.. ... ... .__.. 64 4,8
Care in someone else’s home by _ .. .___. 157 1.7
Relative. ... oo o ... 83 6. 2
Nonrelative....... oo .. 74 55
Other arrangements:
Care in group care center_.__.._.. 29 2.2
Child looked after self__..___.._.__._ 73 5 4
Mother looked after child while
working._ . ____ 28 2.1
Mother worked only during child’s
school hours. . . .._...._ MM e e ——————————
Other- oo e

Table A-8

Child care arrangements: Percent distribu-
tion of children by type of arrangement
and by sex

(Numbers in thousands)

Arrangement Male Female

Total:

Under 16 years. ...

16 years and over.. _.._......
Nonrelative who only looked after

children_____._ . _________...__
Nonrelative who usually did addi-

tional household chores........_.

Care tn someone else’s home by._._...._._

Other arrangements:
Care in group care center..._.____
Child looked after self._..__...__.
Mother looked after child while
working._ . _ . _____.
Mother worked only during child’s
school hours. . ... ... ...
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Table A-9 Y
Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children by type of arrangement I
and by color ]
(Numbers in thousands)
Armngement Total White " Nonwhite
e Number  Percent Number Percent Number Peroent
T 12,287  100.0 10,056  100.0 2,231  100.0
Care in own ROME Y- - - e e e oo mmmmmmmme 5, 592 45,5 4,596 45.7 970 43.5 i
Father. .o ccnccamnammcmreccccnacnneae—ea 1, 828 14.9 1,600 15. 9 224 10. 0 «
Other relative..-.. Mmmmemmmmmmmm—am—— - 2, 607 21, 2 l, 952 19 4 632 28. 3 i
Under 16 years. - c ccaceccccccacaccaaa-- 570 4,6 421 147 6.6 T
16 years and over- oo cuccncnanae- 2, 036 16. 6 1, 532 15 2 485 21. 8
Nonrelative. .. -« cvcccccnccncaccccmcamanan- 1,156 9 4 1, 044 10. 4 114 51
Nonrelative who only looked after children. 581 4.7 483 4.8 99 4.4 L
Nonrelative who usually did additional
household chores._ . oo 575 4.7 561 5.6 16 0.7 |
Care in someone else's home by. - e e o 1,933 15. 7 1,463 14,6 490 22.0 ;
ReltIVe . - - - o eomcmmm e m e e e 953 7.8 702 7.0 261 117
Nonrelative. . cncccccccccccncmccnccccnnaaen 979 80 761 7.6 229 10. 3
Other arrangements:
Care in group care center- . ..-ccceccecanaa- 265 2.2 211 2.1 49 2.2
Child looked after self . - - oo . 994 81 769 7.7 232 10. 4
Mother. e e ccmacmcmmmcmm—————— 3, 442 28. 0 2, 975 29. 6 467 20. 9
Mother looked after child while working. - 1, 594 13.0 l 419 14. 1 171 7.7
Mother worked only during child’s school
hours. . e 1, 847 15.0 1, 556 15. 5 296 13.3
Other- e eeicicccccmccmccmccmaan- 63 0.5 42 04 23 1.0
§
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Table A-10

Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children by type of arrangement,
color, and employment status of mother |

L R

(Numbers in thousands) 8
White Nonwhite
Arrangement Ohildren of full-time  Ohildren of part-time  Childven of tull.time " Ohildren of part-ting
working mothers working mothers working mothers working mothers

Number  Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number  Percent

o st vmnion . e T S 3

Total--uu-q---q----n---—--quq-qnu-@n« 60 773 1000 0 3, 283 1000 0 1, 580 1000 0 651 100. 0
i &
‘ jﬂ Oﬂr@ in Own home by«-’—n»t—nnnu-unun ~~~~~~~~~ 3’ 429 50- 8 1, 157 350 3 660 410 8 311 47. 7
Father.... coccccccmcmmanmcanannn e 979 14. 5 621 18. 9 171 10. 8 53 82
| Other relative. e e ccccemcrcmemomemnn 1, 600 23. 6 351 10. 7 400 25. 3 232 356. 0
v Under 16 years. ... cvcuauaux - 326 4.8 95 2.9 73 4.6 75 11. 5
= 16 years and oVer. ..o amccnaanaa 1,275 18. 8 256 7.8 328 20, 8 157 24, 2
- Nonrelative.pa e emennmaanannne-n o 8569 12.7 185 56 89 5 6 26 3.9
- Nonrelative who only looked after
- children... oo 356 53 128 3.9 73 4,7 26 3.9
i Nonrelative who usually did addi-
| tional houschold chores............. b04 7.4 57 1.7 15 ) I |
Care in someone else's homa OYeeccccvcvcmnnn 1,278 18.9 185 5.6 379 24.0 111 17.1
Relative. ..o ccnccccrmccnncmcmanan 620 9. 2 82 2.5 189 12. 0 73 11 2
Nonrelative. - cav e cceemmnmmccnmenmaa——n 658 9.7 103 3.1 190 12. 0 39 6.0
- Other arrangements:
= Care in group care center...........ccn.. 196 2.9 15 0.5 43 2.7 6 09
Child looked after gelf. .. - - comecmnenne- 627 9.3 142 43 178 11. 3 54 8.3
Mother. . - oo mmmmmaam——— e 1, 202 17.8 1,772 54.0 300 19.0 167 25. 6
Mother looked after child while work-
117 S USRI 471 7.0 948 28. 9 110 7.0 60 93
Mother worked only during child’s
school hours_ - ... .. .. 731 10. 8 824 25.1 190 12. 0 106 16. 3
0.5 0.3 1.3 2 0.3
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Tahle A-11 ;

Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children under 6 years of age
by type of arrangement, color, and employment status of mother

(Numbers in thousands)
White Nonwhite
) | 3 8 ! L
Amngement e O ot 'barte ot " weon o |
Number Percent Number Percent Number Porcent Number  Porcent 5
‘ ' ‘.
POAl e e e e e e e m 2,067 100.0 998 100.0 506 100.0 224  100.0 -
Care in own home Y. < mee mmmamemamamaa 1,018 49,1 456 45.7 200 39.6 119 53. 0 ¢ ; |
FAther- o o oo oo e 222 107 258  25.9 43 85 20 9.1 i
Other relative. cmoccccccacincccceaaanans 356 17. 2 104 10. 4 118 23. 2 86 38. 4 v
Under 16 Years_ ... vauemmn-m- v.——- 20 L0 20 21 5 10 35  15.5 .0
16 yenrs and over. o o ceccvcicnaennn- 336 16.3 84 8.4 112 22. 2 51 22. 8 I
Nonrelative. vaveanccncccnancacneacaana 437 21. 2 93 9.3 40 7.9 12 5 5 %
Nonrelative who only looked after !
children. .. .-... emmmm e 206 10. 0 65 6.6 34 6.7 12 5 5 i
Nonrelative whe usually did addi- b
tional household chores. « - o e o 231 11. 2 28 2.8 6 12 ccmceenceae
Care in someone else’s home by - oo cceoee 737 35. 7 130 13.0 221 43. 6 79 35. 2 | :
RelatiVe. oo o oo ann 338 164 5 5.5 116 22.8 56 25. 1
Nonrelativeocae o--- dememmamamemmem———— 399 19.3 75 7.5 105 20. 8 23 10. 1
Other arrangements: ;
Care in group care center...._.- ... 161 7.8 9 0.9 37 7.3 6 2.7 ]
Child looked afterself. . -« oo 7 0.4 11 1.1 . e emmcmmemm———am—a.——— :;
Mothera o v eccccccccmcacccccnaeaa 136 6.6 392 39.3 48 9.5 20 8.1 ;
Mother looked after child while work- ‘ :
infl ............................. 129 8 2 374 37.5 43 85 20 9.1 ]
Mother worked only during child’s ]
school hours. - oo 7 0.4 18 1.8 5 ) VO | .
Otherae e e cceccccccmcomcemcaen 10 0.8 e cecncecaseccemacccmmececmc—m—————
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i Table A-12 |
Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children 6-13 years of age }
3 by type of arrangement, color, and employment status of mother |
) (Numbers in thousands)
< Whito Nonwhite |
Arrangemsont Children of full-time  Children of part-time Children of full-time Children of part-time
- working mothers working mothers working mothers working mothers
iy Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number  Percent
Total . o e cmccm e 4,706 100.¢ 2,285 100.0 1,074 100.0 427 100. 0
: Care in own home by -« - - coeomecccmceces 2,423 5.5 701 30.7 460 428 193 452 ,{
Fathero oo oo 787 16,1 363 159 128 119 33 7.7 ‘~
3 Other relative. .o e 1, 245 26. 5 246 10. 8 283 26. 4 146 34. 2
Y Under 16 years ... coceccceeu-- 306 6. 5 74 3.2 67 6. 2 40 9 4
By 16 years and over. . oo ooeeann 939 20. 0 172 7.5 215 20. 0 106 24. 8
r Nonrelative. .o oo A22 9.0 92 4.0 49 4.6 13 3.0 :
G & Nonrelative who only looked after |
i children. . .. e 149 3.2 62 2.7 40 3.7 13 3.0
b & Nonrelative who usually did addi- , :
; tional household chores. . . .- ... 273 5 8 30 1.3 9 0] coccceccceeaas
Care in somneone else's home by - - ... 540 11.5 54 2.4 158 14.7 32 7.5
Relative....._._.. memmemm—————— —mm————— 282 6.0 26 1.1 73 6. 8 16 3.7 g
Nonrelative. .. oo ceeecccncecnccaacaann 258 5.5 28 1.2 85 7.9 16 3.7 :
Other arrangements: \
Care in group care center-.._...___.____. 35 0.7 6 0.3 6 0.6 - :
Child looked afterself_ _ - ... ... 620 13. 2 131 57 177 16. 5 54 12. 6 j
Mother_ _ oo e 1, 066 22.7 1,380 60. 4 252 23.5 147 34. 4
Mother looked after child while work- !
in% _____________________________ 342 3 574 25. 1 67 . 6.2 40 9.4
Mother worked only during child’s , :
school hours. .. .. __.._. 724 15. 4 806 35. 3 186 17. 2 107 256. 1
Other. . e eececeeeeccaaew 20 04 11 0.5 20 1.9 2 0.5 ‘

(4




:
g | ﬁ
a Table A-13 |
| :
B Child care arrangements: Number of children by type of arrangement, marital statas, and i
b employment status of mother 4
‘ (Numbers in thousands) i
; 4
; Married, spouse present ’ Other marital status
f Arrangement ; Children of  Chil(lren of Children of  Children of
; Total full-time part-time Total full-time part-time
working woiking working working
A mothers mothers mothers mothers
3 Total. - oo 10, 487 6, 822 3, 646 1, 800 1,493 326 \
| Care tn own home by.. - o oo oo 4,704 3, 369 1,334 888 730 158
- Pather- .. o coeeeceeec e 1, 821 1, 140 680 8 4 4 |
] Other relative. ..o s 1,891 1,432 459 717 582 135 P
1 Under 16 years. ... oo ccomoacaao- 421 274 147 149 124 25 .
16 years and Gver . _ oo ccacmneenn 1, 470 1, 158 312 567 458 110 j
Nonrelative_ _ _ L 992 797 195 164 145 19 i
‘, Nonrelative who only looked after children _ 479 347 133 102 83 19 |
. Nonrelative who usually did additional
E household chares.._ ..o 513 452 62 62 62 . i
Care 1n someone else's home by _ - - - - e 1, 597 1,323 273 336 313 23 .
; RelBtive. - o oo e 817 680 136 136 120 1 P
E Nonrelative. _ - - ool 780 643 136 200 193 7 C
! Other arrangements: : i
i Care in group care center__ _ .. oo 201 185 16 65 54 11 § :
: Child looked afterself . . _ - . oo.-_ 765 609 156 228 191 37 ;
Mother._ . . o 3, 149 1, 295 1, 853 292 196 96 o
Mother looked after child while working. - 1,491 511 980 103 64 39 P
i Mother worked only during child’s school j
- BOUPS - - - - e oo mmm e 1, 658 785 873 189 132 57 {
' S ObREr - - <o oo mmmmmmm e mm e 53 40 13 9 9 eee-
;
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Table A-14

Chiid care arrangements: Percent distribution of children by type of arrangement, marital
status, and employment status of mother

Married, spouss present Other marital status
Arrangement ‘ Childrenof Children of Childrenof Children of
Total full-time part-time Total full-time pamt-time
working working working working
mothers mothers mothers mothers
Total - e 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. ¢ 100. 0 100. 0
Care in own home by o« - - - oo ———- 44. 9 49, 4 36. 6 48. 9 48. 9 48. 6
Father._._._—_.._._. P mm—m—————mm————————— 17. 4 16. 7 18. 7 0.4 0.3 1.2
Other relative.___. .. e mmmm—mm—mmmm e mm o ———-— 18. 1 21.0 12. 6 39. 4 39.0 41. 5
Under 16 years. - - - oo 4.0 40 40 8. 2 8.3 7.7
16 years and over. _ oo 14.0 17.0 8.6 31, 2 30.7 33.8
Nonrelative_ ... .. e mmmmmmmm———mmmmmm e 9,5 11,7 5 3 9.0 9.7 59
Nonrelative who only looked after children. 46 51 3.7 56 56 59
Nonrelative who usually did additional
household chores__ ... _._._ ... ———m———— 4.9 6. 6 1.7 3.4 41 ..
Care in someone else’'s home by _ oo 15. 3 19, 4 7.5 18. 5 21,0 7.1
Relative. oo oo m 7.8 10. 0 3.7 7.5 8.1 50
Nonrelative... - - c o cocco oo e 7.5 9 4 3.7 1.0 12,9 2.2
Olher arrangements:
Care in group care center ... . - - __.____ 1.9 2.7 0.4 3.6 3.6 3.4
Child looked after self ... - . . ... 7.3 89 43 12. 6 12. 8 11. 5
Mother. - e e dccemae——n 30. 1 19. 0 50. 8 16. 1 13. 1 29. 4
Mother looked after child while working.... 14. 2 7.5 26. 9 5.7 43 12.1
Mother worked only during child’s school
hOUrB .- - et : 15. 8 11, 5 24.0 10. 4 8.9 17.3
Other. .. e ceeecce e ccccmmaaan 0.5 0.6 0.4 0.5 0.6 -

19
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Table A-153

Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children of mothers of “other
marital status,” by household status of mcther

(Numbers in thousands)
Total Head of household Not hsad of household
Arrangement i
Number Peravnt Number Percent Number Percent

Total. oo e 1, 800 100. 0 1,481 100. 0 318 169. 0
Care in own home by - - - oo __ 872 48. 5 622 42,0 250 785
Father. . _____ . __ 8 0.5 8 0.0 .
Other relative. ... .. __... 696 38. 7 466 3L 5 230 72. 4
Under 16 years_ . _ .. ___.__.___ 152 85 150 10, 1 2 0.6
16 yearsand over... .o 544 30. 3 316 21. 4 228 71.7
Nonrelative_ . . _ .. ____._ 167 9 3 148 10. 0 19 6. 1
Nonrelative who only looked after children.. 104 58 99 6.7 5 1.6

Nonrelative who usually did additional
household chores._ .- .. ___ .. _____.__ 63 3.5 49 3.3 14 45
Care in someone else’s home by .. . _____._.__ 343 19. 1 312 21.0 32 10. 0
Relative . .o . 139 7.7 130 8. 8 9 2.9
Nonrelative. . .o oo oo 204 11. 4 182 12. 3 23 7.1

Other arrangements:

Care in group care center. . ... o .. .__ 56 3.1 50 3.4 6 1.9
Child looked after self.___._______ . _________ 227 12. 6 221 14.9 6 1.9
Mother. _ e 293 16. 3 268 18. 1 24 7.7
Mother looked after child while working.___ 104 58 93 6 3 11 3.5

Mother worked only during child’s school
hours_ e __ 189 10. 5 175 1.9 13 4, 2
Other o oo 8 0.5 8 0.6 -
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Table A-16

Child care arrangements: Number of children by type of arrangement, marital and household
| status of mother, and color

(Numbers in thousands)

Married, a;zouse Other marital status
presen
Arrangement . Total Head of househiold Not head of household

White  Nonwhite
White Nonwhite White Nonwhite White - Nonwhite

3 T T 8,804 1,594 1,161 638 961 521 200 117

- Care in own home by___ o 4, 038 659 558 314 399 224 158 91
R

4 Father. . oo eeeeee 1, 591 225 8 - 8 e e

1 Other relative._ - .o oo 1, 527 359 424 273 282 185 = 142 87

¥ Under 16 years_ - - - - - cccccmoaoo—o 335 82 86 66 84 66 2 .

" S 16 yearsand over- - 1,192 278 338 206 198 119 140 87

. Nonrelative_ - oo 921 75 126 42 109 39 16 3
» o Nonrelative who only looked after

" children. .. oo 409 70 75 30 73 27 2 3
‘ Nonrelative who usually did addi-

tional household chores_..._._..._ 511 4 51 12 37 12 14 ..

Care in someone else’s home by________. e 1, 242 368 223 120 207 104 15 16

Relative. . oo oo 618 206 84 55 77 53 7 2

Nonrelative_ - _ - oo 624 161 139 65 131 51 -~ 8 14

Other arrangements: ‘

Care in group care center.. ... __._.___ 170 35 42 14 36 14 6 -

Child looked after self_________._ mmmmmen 641 134 129 98 125 96 4 -2

Mother. _ - e 2,770 379 203 90 187 82 16 8

Mother looked after child while ,

working- - oo 1, 351 134 67 37 56 37 11 .
Mother worked only during child’s

school hours_____________..____. 1,419 245 136 53 131 45 5 8

Other. - oo e 34 20 7 1 7 | I
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. . . . . . | E’

'Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children by type of arrangement, marital and 3

household status of mother, and color §

f

Married, spouse Other marital status ?

present ?E

Arrangement Total Head of household Not head of household 4

White  Nonwhite H

White Nonwhite White Nonwhite White Nonwhite {

O T 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0 4

8

Care in own home by -« e ol 45. 4 41. 3 48.0 49. 3 41. 6 42.9 79. 1 77. 4 5

S 179 141 0.7 ... X . 4

Other relative. . o _. 17. 2 22. 6 36. 5 42. 7 29.3 35. 5 70. 9 74. 8 =

Under 16 years_ ...« __u.___ 3.8 51 7.4 10. 4 87 12. 8 1.0 oo B

. 16 years and over.__..__. mmm—em———— 13. 4 17. 4 29. 1 32.3 20. 6 22. 8 69. 9 74. 8 4

] Nonrelative. . - e e 10. 4 4.7 10. 8 6. 6 11. 4 7.5 8 2 2.6 i

~ Nonrelative who only looked after v

children. .. . oo . 4,6 4 4 6. 4 4.6 7.6 5.1 1.0

Nonrelative who usually did addi- A
tional household chores___.__..___ 57 0.3 4.4 1.9 3.8 2.4 71 e

Care in someone else’s home by_____ .. _.. 14.0 23.1 19. 2 18.9 21. 6 20.0 7.7 13.9
3 REIAIVE - - - - e e e e 70 129 7.2 86 80 102 3.6 1.7
: Nonrelative_ . _ .o oo 7.0 10. 1 12. 0 10. 2 \13. 6 9.8 4.1 12, 2 ]
;l Other arrangements:
5 Care in group care center. __.____..._._._ 1.9 2.2 3.6 2.2 3.7 2.8 3.1 . .
i Child looked afier self .. ... oo ao_-_ 7.2 84 11. 1 15. 4 13. 0 18. 4 2.0 1.7 o
3 Mother - oo mm 311 23. 8 17. 5 14. 1 19. 5 15. 7 8.2 7.0 L
: Mother looked after child while
i working._ - _ o eeaaaaoan 15. 2 8 4 5 8 58 7.1 5,6 o --_ I
3 Mother worked only during child’s A4
E school hours. . - - oo cveaee o 16.0 15. 4 11. 7 8.3 13. 6 8.6 2.6 7.0
Other - - - eooooee o emmmm o ommm e 0.4 1.3 06 02 07 0.2 . __coo___o_.
._
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‘Table A-18 Table A-19
Child care arrangements: Number of children  Child care arrangements: Percent distribution
b e of arrangement and number of of children by tvoe of arrangement and
5 y g y J g
children under 14 years of age in family number of children under 14 years of age
‘ (Numbers in thousands) in fam‘ly
o . | A t lchild  20r38 4child
~' Arrangement 1child ct?ﬂ‘:lrrgn 4:rh lixlgrr:n . Frangemen ¢ chil?lrren :r mo;:n
Total ... _______ 2,943 6,205 3,139 Total-... oo 100.0 100.0  100.0
S Care in own home by.__.._.._. 1,060 2,824 1,667  Carein own homeby_.....__. 36.0 455 53, 1
- Father. - - oo 314 997 533 Father______._.___.____. 107 161 17. 0
-  Other relative___________ 598 1,134 797 Other relative_____.__._. 20.3 183 25 4
| Under 16 years_ .. __ 102 235 224 Under 16 years_____. 3.5 38 - 71
£ 16 years and over__. 497 899 573 16 years and over... 16,9  14.5 18. 3
Nonrelative__.._...._... 148 693 337 Nonrelative.____________ 50 1.2 107
Nonrelative who only Nonrelative who
looked after : only looked after
children____._..__ 61 346 205 children_.______._ 2.1 5.6 6.5
Nonrelative who Nonrelative who
4 ' usually did addi- ' usually did addi-
& tional household tional household
: chores_..___ooo._.. 87 346 132_’ chores.___..___.. 3.0 56
Care in someone else’s home by 622 973 365  Carein someoneelse’s homeby.. 211 157 11. 6
Relative. . __ ... 292 453 217 Relative_ ... __________ 9.9 7.3 6.9
"Nonrelative._......_... 330 520 148  Nonrelative.__________. 11. 2 84 4.7
Other arrangements: | : , Other arrangements:
Care in group care center. 103 135 15 Care in group care center. 3.5 2.2 05
Child looked after self___ 308 458 239 Child looked afterself__._._. 10. 5 7.4 7.6
Mother. . _.__.._______. 823 1,779 849 Mother_____.___..._.__.. 280 287 27.1
Mother looked after Mother looked after
child while work- child while work-
ing_______ m———cem 295 805 495 mﬁ .............. 10.0 13. 0 15. 8
M t%er worked only Mother worked only
during child’s duﬁ'mlg lclzhllds 79 15 7 w3
hool hours_ _____ 528 974 354 school hours_.___. . s ‘1L,
Other_?‘i _??__?l_lﬁ ______ 26 35 4 Other______ . .______ 0.9 0.6 01
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Table A-20

Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children by type of arrangement
and education of mother

S S P

(Numbers in thousands)
Completed less than Completed Completed one year
Arrangement 4 years of high school high school of college or more [
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent } ,
Total. - 4,484 100. 0 5, 466 100. 0 2, 336 100. 0 ‘
Care tn own home bY o oo e - 2, 185 48. 7 2, 502 45, 8 891 38.1 .
Father. o ceccccaeaaae 692 15. 4 900 16. 5 245 10. 5 .
Other relative. ... oo oo oo 1, 252 27.9 1, 026 18. 8 316 13. 5 =
Under 16 years. . .coccuomccaoccacanac- 305 6. 8 215 3.9 64 2.7 3
16 years and OVer. ..o oo 947 21. 1 812 14.9 252 10. 8 . ‘
Nonrelative. oo oo oo iaacnaas 241 5 4 575 10. & 330 14. 1 )
Nonrelative who only looked after children. 128 2.9 303 5 6 150 6. 4 ]
Nonrelative who usually did additional
household chores. - oo 113 2.5 272 50 180 7.7
Cure in someone else’s home by . . - oo oo ccoee . 651 14. 5 930 17.0 287 12. 3 v
Relative. o o oo 394 8. 8 424 7.8 105 4.5
Nonrelative. .o e 257 5.7 506 9.3 182 7.8
Other arrangements: j
Care in group care center. ..o ccocecaaoo- 46 1.0 137 2.5 64 2,7 3
Child looked after self . . . oo 429 9,6 427 7.8 140 6.0 g
Mother. e 1, 165 26. 0 1, 429 26. 1 943 40. 4
Mother looked after child while working . - 647 14. 4 642 11. 7 334 14,3 4
Mother worked only during child’s school §
hours. - e 518 11. 6 787 14. 4 609 26. 1
Other. . o cacccem——aan 6 01 41 0.8 12 0.5
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Table A-21

Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children under 6 years of age
by type of arrangement and education of mother

(Numbers in thousands)
Completed less than Completed Completed one year
Arrangement 4 years of high school high school of college or more
Number Porcent Number Percent  Number Porcent
Total e e .1, 132 100. 0 1,753 100. 0 742 100. 0
Care in own home by - oo e 563 49 8 813 46. 4 347 46, 7
Father. e 159 14. 1 255 14. 6 111 14.9
Other relative. . __ oo .. 303 26. 8 263 15. 0 76 10. 2
Under 16 years. - v 52 4.6 14 0.8 14 1.9
16 yearsand over. ... oo oo 251 22,2 250 14, 2 62 83
Nonrelative_ .. e aes 101 89 294 16. 8 160 21. 6
Nonrelative who only looked after children. 61 54 175 10. 0 73 9.9
Nonrelative who usually did additional
household chores. ... o o .. 40 3.6 119 6 8 87 11. 8
Care in someoiie else’s home by« oo ool 344 30. 4 560 3.9 179 24. 1
Relative_ - e 192 17. 0 239 13. 6 84 11. 3
Nonrelative. oo v oo o e eeceee e 152 13. 4 321 18. 3 95 12. 8
Other arrangements:
Care in group care cer*er. . .. ccooue e unn 38 3.4 111 6. 4 54 7.3
Child looked after self .. _ - oo 5 0.5 7 0.4 2 0.3
Mother. . ... e e mm—mmcmme——————— 181 16. 0 257 14.7 160 216
Mother locked after child while working.___ 181 16. 0 242 13. 8 143 19, 3
Mother worked only during child’s schoo: ‘
hOUrS e e e e 15 0.9 17 2.3
Other o oo e e e e ————— 4 0 2 e
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Table A-22

Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children 6-13 years of age by
type of arrangement and education of mother

(Numbers in thousands)
, Completed less than Completed Completed one year
Arrangement 4 years of high schiool high school of college or more

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Total. . cecccecucccccccmmmcecmmacam———— 3, 352 100. 0 3,713 100, 0 1, 594 100. 0
Care tn own home by . - c e ce e 1, 622 48 4 1,689 45, 5 H44 34.1
1
Father e eccceccerccemeccce e 533 15. 9 645 17. 4 134 8 4
Other relative. o ccvcecocmcmacacacacaa- c——— 949 28.3 763 20. 5 240 15, 1
Under 16 years. - - e ccecmccccccccn—cna- 253 7.5 201 5 4 50 3.1
16 years and OVer. - - cccmcococeiaccnann 696 20. 8 562 15,1 190 1.9
Nonrelative. oo - oo mmcemccc e 140 4 2 281 7.6 170 10.7 '
Nonrelative who only looked after children. a7 20 128 3.5 77 4 8
Nonrelative who usually did additional
household chores. -« - ccccccanaaaa- 73 2.2 153 41 93 59
Care in someone else’s home by - - - o - e ccccaeaa- 307 9 2 370 10.0 108 6.8
Relative. - cccpmcccccccmmcmcccaccccmccacaaa 202 6.0 185 50 21 1.3
Nonrelative. . ccoccccucccccccccccmaaaacaaaa- 105 3.1 185 50 87 55
Other arrangements:;
Care in group caie center. . _--ccceaaooono-- 8 0.3 26 0.7 10 0.6
Child looked after self . - - - - ccccmaaaaaaaa- 424 12, 7 420 11, 3 138 87
Mother. cccevrccccccccccecacmmenmanna——— 984 29, 4 1,172 31.6 783 49,1
Mother looked after child while working... 466 13.9 400 10. 8 191 12,0
Mother worked only during child’s school
hOUrS . - e ccec e —am 518 15. 4 772 20. 8 592 37.1
Other..ceoeicecccccccccccccccmcecaanaa= 6 0.2 37 1.0 12 0.7
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Table A-23

Child care arrangements: Number of children by type of arrangement and occupation of

mother
(Numbers in thousands)
Professional and Craftsmen,  Service workers,
kindred workers, Sales, clerical operatives, including private- Farmers and
Arrangement managers and and kindred laborers, and household farmworkers
] proprietors workers kindred workers
workers

Total. .o e 1, 903 4, 082 2, 333 2,978 990
Care in own home by - o oceoo e 837 1,910 1,186 1, 635 123
Father. oo e eceeeaee 293 626 363 523 23
Other relative .- - oo 239 828 606 854 81
Under 16 years. . _ oL 38 173 124 190 46
16 years and over. - .. oo oo __. - 201 655 482 664 35
Nonrelative_ - - oo .. 305 455 217 157 18
Nonrelative who only looked after children._ 129 188 125 125 11

Nonrelative who usually did additional
household chores. . oo oo ____ 176 267 92 32 7
Care in someone else’s home by o coooeeeoo oo 213 723 570 385 41
Relative. . o oo s 77 333 319 196 28
Nonrelative. - - - oo oo moe. 136 390 251 189 13

Other arrangements: .

Care in group care center__ _ . __._._____..___ 53 126 46 40 oo
Child looked after seM .. _ - _____ o ..___ 104 363 223 200 103
Mother. o oo 680 932 301 810 714
Mother looked after child while working._ 211 357 80 285 658
Mother worked only during child’s school ,
hours. oo e 469 575 221 525 56
Other. .. oo oo 15 26 6 7 ‘ 9

87
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Table A-24
Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children by type of arrangement and occupa-
tion of mother
Professionial and Craftsmen,  Service workers,
kindred workers, Sales, clerical o‘l)):utivu, including private- Farmers and
Arrangement managers and end kindred laborers, and household farmworkers
proprietors workers kindred workers
workers
Total. cc-evcccccmmccccrecmccmcmame————— 100, 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 10G. 0
Careinowun home by - - oo 44.0 46. 8 50. 8 515 12, 4
Fathere e cnccecrcoccrccnrcecccccncacnaan= 15. 4 16.3 15. 6 17. 6 2.3
Other relative. - - - o cccvcccmcmmccccccaaC 12. 6 20. 3 26.0 28, 7 83
Under 16 years_ _ o - cccocomccocaceceee 2.0 42 6.3 6.4 4.7
16 years and OvVer..ccccccccococeooaooo- 10. 6 16.0 20. 6 22. 3 3.6
Nonrelative. - oo oo cccmocccccccmmccaccmae- 16.0 1.1 9.3 53 1.8
Nonrelative who only looked after children. 6.8 46 5.4 42 1.1
Nonrelative who usually did additional
household chores. - - - o cccmccecccaa 9. 2 6.5 3.9 L1 0.7
Care in someone else’s home by - - - o e c e 11, 2 17. 7 24.5 12.9 42
Relative. o o oo oo cocccmmcccccceeeceeeee 40 8 2 13.7 6.6 2.9 ;
Nonrelative. - - - oo cccaccccccccceccceeee- 7.2 9.6 10.8 6.3 1.3 i
Other arrangements: ‘
Care in group care center_....-..-- JEP 2.8 3.1 2.0 ) I I
Child looked after self . . _ - cocccceeaa - 5. 6 89 9.6 6.7 10. 4
Mother- .- cccoomcemmccmccccncmeaaooae i 35. 8 22. 8 12,9 27. 2 72. 1
Mother looked after child while working- - 11.1 87 3.4 9.6 66. 56
Mother worked only during child’s school ;
100171, R eemccmce—e- 24. 7 14.1 9.5 17. 6 5.6
Other. e crccmcccccccccccccccccccccmnen- 08 0.6 0.3 0.2 0.9
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Table A-25

Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children by type of arrangement |
and family income

(Numbers in thousands)
Total Under $3,000 $3,000-5,909 $6,000-9,000 $10,000 and over
Arrangement )
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total . e 12,287 100.0 1,855 100.0 3,881 100.0 4,456 100.0 2,095 100. 0 |
Care in own home by - - - 5, 592 45, 5 743 40.1 1,637 42,2 2,202 49 4 958 45, 7 ,
Father. . vecwceuoeen- 1,828 14.9 137 7.4 591 15,2 858 19.3 264 12. 6 |
Other relative.. ... .-._. 2, 607 21, 2 509 27. 4 779 20.1 858 19.3 364 17. 4 i
Under 16 years..... 570 4. 6 106 5 7 198 51 204 4.6 55 2.6 !
16 years and over... 2, 037 16. 6 403 21,7 581 15.0 654 14,7 309 14,7 |
Nonrelative.. ..o 1, 156 9 4 97 5 2 267 6.9 486 10.9 329 15, 7 ;
Nonrelative who
only looked after |
children.-....__. 581 4. 7 73 3.9 164 4 2 260 5 8 118 5 7 ‘:
Nonrelative who ;
usually did ad- ;
ditional house- :
hold chores. ..... 575 4.7 24 1.3 103 2.7 226 51 211 10. 1 ’
Care in someone else’s home
DY e - 1,933 15. 7 299 16. 2 753 19. 4 662 14.9 260 12. 4
Relative. acecc e 953 7.8 166 9.0 379 9 8 329 7.4 97 4,7
Nonrelative. e e ccaaoo 979 80 133 7.2 374 9.6 333 7.5 163 7.8
Other arrangements:
Care in group care
centero .. -cccoeona- 265 2.2 28 1.5 93 2.4 74 1.7 55 2.6
Child looked after self . . . 994 8.1 196 10. 6 312 80 338 7.6 151 7.2
Motheraa e cccccaaao. 3, 441 28. 0 582 3.4 1,075 27.7 1,147 25. 8 653 31. 2
Mother looked
after child while
working. - .-.-_.. 1, 594 13.0 383 20, 7 566 14. 6 402 9.0 246 11, 7
Mother worked
only during :
child’s school i
hours. ccccceeeno 1, 847 15,0 199 10. 8 509 13. 1 745 16,7 407 19. 4 %
Otherancccaecccaaa- 63 0.5 4 0 2 11 03 33 0.7 18 08 !
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Table A-26 i
" . . [ . ™ ° 3
Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children of full-time working "
mothers by type of arrangement and family income
(Numbers in thousands)
Total Under $3,000 $3,000-5,909 $6,000-9,999 $10,000 and over
Arrangement
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percont
Total o oo 8,315 100.0 1,022 100.0 2,695 100.0 3,125 100.0 1,473 100. 0
Care in own home by . ... _ 4, 099 49.3 438 42.9 1,229 45.6 1, 638L 52. 4 746 50. 7
Father...occceccaan-.- 1, 144 13. 8 80 7.8 384 14.3 538 17. 2 166 1.3 4
Other relative.......... . 2,013 24. 2 283 27.7 636 23.6 704 22,5 310 21.0
Under 16 years. ... . 397 4.7 32 3.1 1563 5.7 1656 53 45 3.1
16 years and over__.__ 1,616 19.5 261 24. 6 483 17.9 539 17. 3 265 18.0
Nonrelative. ... ... 042 11. 4 75 7.3 210 7.8 396 12. 7 271 18. 4
Nonrelative who - +
only looked after
children. .. ...._ 429 5 2 51 4.9 107 4.0 195 6.3 98 6.6
Nonrelative who us-
ually did addi-
tional household
chores. .o o 513 6. 2 24 2.4 103 3.8 201 6.4 173 11. 8
Care in someone else’s home ‘ :
Y e e 1, 637 19. 7 231 22.'6 638 23.7 580 18. 6 234 15. 9
Relative. o e oo 801 9.6 131 12. 8 305 11.3 293 9.4 856 57
Nonrelative. .. ... _... 836 10. 1 100 9.8 333 12.3 287 9. 2 149 10. 1
Other arrangements:
Care in group care
center- ..o ___.._ 239 2.9 24 2.4 93 3.5 60 1.9 53 3.6
Child looked after self._ 800 9.6 106 10. 4 262 9.7 296 9.6 141 9.5
Mother. o oo 1, 492 17. 9 219 21. 4 468 17. 4 525 16. 8 282 19. 2
Mother looked
after child while
working.. ... _- 575 6.9 129 12. 6 217 81 167 53 85 4.4
Mother worked
only during
child’s school
hours. ..o -___ 917 11.0 90 8.8 2561 9.3 3568 11. 5 217 14. 8
Other..___._ - 0.6 4 0.4 5 0.2 20 0.8 18 1.2
i 1
90 ’




Table A-27
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Child care arrangements: Number 2nd percent distribution. of children of part-time working
mothers by type of arrangement and family income

(Numbers in thousands)
Totnl Under $3,000 $3,000-5,999 $6,000-9,909 $10,000 and over
Arrangement ,
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number  Percent
Total. - oo eea 3,972 100.0 833 100.0 1,184 100.0 1,345 100.0 610 100. 0
Care in own home by ... .. 1, 493 37. 6 305 36.7 407 34.4 5692 42, 3 206 33.7
# Father_ .o e 684 17. 2 58 6.9 207 17. 6 323 24.0 97 15. 9
Other relative ... 595 15. 226 27.1 142 12. 156 11.6 52 8,
Under 16 years..... 172 43 74 8.9 45 3.8 40 3.0 10 1.6
16 years and over.. 422 10. 6 152 18. 2 97 8. 2 116 8.6 42 6.9
. Nonrelative.... ... 215 54 22 2.7 58 4.9 89 8.7 56 9. 2
L Nonrelative who
only looked after
children_..cc.o.... 153 3.8 22 2.7 58 49 64 4 8 20 3.3
Nonrelative who us-
ually did addi-
tional household
chores. . o cccc-- 62 L6 e ecccenccnccaaeccc—————- 25 1.9 36 6.0
Care in someone else’s home
OYeemcccccccmaccmca—e 296 68 8 2 114 84 6.3 24 4.0
Relative oo e 153 3.8 35 43 73 6.2 36 2.7 12 2.0
Nonrelative. .o .. 143 3.6 33 40 41 3.5 48 3.5 12 2.0
Other arrangements:
Care in group care ,
center e 27 0.7 4 0.5 e 14 1.1 2 0.4
Child looked after self... 194 49 a0 10. 8 50 4 2 43 3.2 10 1.6
Mother. . oo e 1, 950 49. 1 366 43. 8 608 51. 4 628 46. 7 368 60. 5
Mother looked
after child while /
working. . ... 1, 020 25. 7 256 30. 7 349 29. 5 238 17. 7 180 29. 5
Mother worked
only during
child’s school
hours. e ccvcven- 930 23. 4 110 13. 2 259 21.9 390 29.0 188 30. 8
Other._ .. cenen 13 0.3 coceeeieene 6 05 7 0.5 e
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Table A-28

Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children under 6 years of age
by type of arrangement and family income

(Numbers in thousands)
Total Under $3,000 $3,000-5,900 $6,000-9,900 $10,000 and over
Arrangement -
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Peicent
Total . oo 3,794 100.0 603 100.0 1,282 100.0 1,356 100.0 553 100. 0
Care in own home by_ . _.___ 1,777 45, 8 265 4.0 489 38.1 743 54. 8 280 50. 6
Father o .. 558 14. 7 38 6.3 172 13. 4 275 20. 3 73 13. 3 »
Other relative..- .. ... 640 16. 9 177 20. 4 187 14.6 210 15. 5 67 12. 0
Under 16 years..- .- 81 21 46 7.6 15 1.2 17 1.3 2 0.4
16 years and over.. 560 14. 8 131 21. 7 172 13. 4 192 14. 2 64 11, 7
Nonrelative..._. - ---. 578 15. 2 50 83 130 10.1 2568 19.0 140 25.3
Nonrelative who *
looked after ]
children..c ... _. 331 87 39 6.5 78 6.1 159 1. 8 55 9.9
Nonrelative who
usually did ad-
ditional house-
hold chores__.... 247 6.5 11 1.8 52 4.1 98 7.3 85 15. 4
Care in someone else’s home
OY e e 1,179 311 179 29, 7 466 36.3 387 28.5 148 26. 7
Relativeo - oo oo 566 14.9 92 15. 2 228 17. 8 197 14.5 49 89
Nonrelative- -« oo __.__. 613 16. 2 87 14.5 237 18.5 190 14.0 98 17. 8
Other arrangemenls:
Care in group care
(7112 206 54 21 3.4 87 6.8 56 41 43 7.9
Child locked after self. . 21 0.6 10 1.6 9 0.7 2 0.2 e
Mother. - - coeeeeeae 600 15. 8 128 21. 2 229 17.9 159 11. 8 83 15.0
Mother looked
after child
while working._. _.. 568 15. 0 126 20. 8 227 17.7 144 10. 6 71 12. 9
Mother worked
only during
child’s school
12 2.2
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Table A-29

Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children 6-13 years of age by
type of arrangement and family income

(Numbers in thousands)
Total Under $3,000 $3,000-5,909 $6,000-9,909 $10,000 and over
Arrangement
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number  Percent
Total.. ... 8,493 1000 1,249 1000 2,597 100.0 3,114 100.0 1,532 100. O
Care in own home by_ - _..__. 3, 763 44 3 477 38.2 1,149 44.2 1,464 47.0 673 44. 0
Father. .o __ 1, 295 15. 3 99 8, 419 16. 2 585 18. 8 190 12, 4
Other relative._._.._._. 1, 868 22,0 331 26. 5 593 22. 8 651 20.9 296 19, 3
Under 16 years. . - . 482 517 60 4 8 183 7.1 188 6.0 53 3.5
16 years and over... 1, 386 16. 3 271 21. 7 410 15. 8 464 14,9 243 15.9
Nonrelative. . .o _.____ 600 7.1 46 3.7 137 53 227 7.3 188 12,3
Nonrelative who
only looked after
children._..___... 283 3.3 33 2.7 86 33 99 32 63 41
Nonrelative who o
usually did ad-
ditional house- ,
hold chores....._. 317 3.7 13 1.1 51 20 128 41 125 8.1
Care in someone else’s home
/Y 791 119 95 285 11.0 276 89 110 7 2
Relativee oo 403 4,7 74 59 149 57 132 4, 3 47 3.1
Nonrelative._ ... __..._ 387 4,6 .45 3.6 136 5. 2 144 4 6 63 41
Other arrangements:
Care in group care
center..__ oo ... 44 0.5 8 0.6 5 0.2 19 0.6 12 0.8
Child looked after self... 979 11, 5 186 14,9 304 11, 7 338 10.9 151 99
Mother- oo 2, 861 33.7 455 36. 4 845 32. 6 993 31.9 567 37.0
Mother looked
after child while :
working. . ____. 1, 028 12,1 257 20. 6 338 13.0 259 8.3 173 11, 3
Mother worked
only during child’s
school hours..._.. 1, 834 21. 6 197 15. 8 508 19, 6 734 23. 6 394 25.7
)1 1<) 55 0.7 4 0.4 9 0.3 24 0.8 18 1.2
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; ; Table A-30

L Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of white children by type of

| arrangement and family income

(Numbers in thousands)

Total Under $3,000 $3,000-5,990 $6,000-0,00 $10,000 and over

- Arrangement '

- Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

| Total . o ooooeee 10,056 100.0 970 100.0 3,185 100.0 3,980 100.0 1,922  100.0

" ‘ Care tn own home by . ___.__ 4, 582 45. 6 359 37.0 1,336 42,0 1,984 49. 9 902 46.9

2 Father—_. ... 1,615 16,1 71 7.3 556 1.5 746 187 243  12.6 v

- Other relative___.____.__ 1,914 19. 0 229 23. 6 565 17.7 775 19. 5 345 17. 9

E Under 16 years__..__ 439 4 4 26 2.7 163 5.1 198 5.0 53 2.8

4 16 years and over.. 1,474 14. 7 203 21.0 402 12. 6 577 14.5 292 15. 2
Nonrelative..._________ 1, 053 10. 5 59 6. 1 216 6. 8 464 1. 7 314 16. 4

3 Nonrelative who e

4 only looked o

after children____ 506 50 43 4.4 116 3.6 245 6. 2 102 53

- ' Nonrelative who ‘

f usually did ad-

3 ditional house- ,
E hold chores_____._ - 548 5 5 17 1.7 100 3.1 219 5. 5 212 11. 1
Care in someone else’s : ,

4 home by . _____. 1, 463 14. 6 144 14. 8 556 - 17.5 542 13. 6 221 11. 5

‘ Relative.....___._______ 696 6.9 74 7.6 263 83 281 7.1 - 79 4.1

3 ‘ Nonrelative....._______ 767 7.6 70 7.2 293 9.2 261 6. 6 143 7.4

. Other arrangements:

b Care in group care

p center.._...__.___._. 196 2.0 24 2.4 68 2.1 60 1.5 45 2.3

k- Child looked after self_. 768 7.6 110 11.3 222 7.0 300 7.5 136 7.1

1 : Mother._ . _____.__.__. 3, 004 29. 9 331 34.1 995 31.2 1,071 20.9 607 31.6

ke Mother looked ‘ ‘ )
after child :

while working.__.. 1,424 14. 2 2560 25.8 550 17.3 386 9.7 237 12.3 :

Mother worked : |
3 only during
b child’s school . k
A " hours. _._.._.____ 1, 580 15. 7 81 83 445 14.0 685 17. 2 370 19. 2
3 Other.__._.__ . _____ 42 0. 4 2 0.2 8 0.3 21 0.5 11 0.6
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| Table A-31
2 Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of nonwhite children by type of
arrangement and family income
:' ‘ (Numbers in thousands)
| t " Total Under $3,000 $3,000-5,999 $6,000-9,999 $10,000 and over r
K Arrangement f
E 1 , Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 1
] . |
;‘, Total. . _______ 2,231 100.0 879 100.0 706 100.0 485 100.0 162 100. 0 ‘
Care in own home by______ _. 953  42.7 378 43.0 313 4.3 212 43.7 51 3.7 ‘
A Father ... 237 10,6 62 7 48 68 113 23.3 15 9. 4 |
R Other relative._______._ 599 26.8 286 32.5 212 300 85 17. 5 16 10. 1
| Under 16 years___._ 133 59 85 9.7 34 4.8 12 2.4 2 1.4
P | 16 years and over_. 466 20. 9 201 22.9 178 25. 2 73 15. 1 14 8. 6
: Nonrelative_._._._ ————— 117 5 3 30 3.4 54 7.6 14 29 20 12. 2
| _ Nonrelative who
3 only looked : .
b after children____ 107 4.8 30 3.4 54 7.6 8 1.7 15 9.4
4 Nonrelative who
i \ usually did ad-
3 ditional house- : :
' - hold chores__.___ 10 0.5 ___._. e mmeme e 6 L2 5 29
Care in some else’s | | .
. home by ___ . ______ 487 21. 8 152 17. 3 201 28. 5 106 21. 8 28 17.3
L Relative. .. ________ 267. - 12.0 90 10. 2 119 16. 8 48 9.8 12 7.2
Nonrelative--’.--_-l.---- 220 9.9 63 7.1 83 1. 7 58 12. 0 16 10.1
1 Other arrangements:
- Care in group care ,
center_..._______.... 49 2.2 5 0.5 19 2.6 15 1 10 6.5
’ Child looked after
self ... - 217 9.7 93 10. 6 70 9.9 41 8 4 14 8 6
Mother_ .. _____.._. 499  22.4 249 283 100 14. 2 99  20.4 51 317
Mother looked '
after child '
while working____ 192 8. 6 131 15.0 28 4.0 26 5. 3 7 4.3
Mother worked :
4 only during
. child’s school o
; hours_ ____.__.__ 307 13. 7 117 13. 4 72 10. 2 73 15. 1 44 27.3
1 Other_________________ 26 1.2 2 0.3 3 0.5 * 13 2.6 7 4.3
| Lo
®
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Table A-32

Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children by type of arrange-
ment, marital status of mother and family income

(Numbers in thousands)
Married, spouse pri... %
Total Under $3,000 $3,000-3,000 $6,000-9,990 $10,000 and over
Arrangemont
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percint Number Percent Number Percent
Total. .. e 10,487 100.0 1,18 100.0 3,138 100.0 4,150 100.0 2,014 100.0
Care in own home by.. ... 4, 704 44.9 ?397 g3.5 1,287 41.0 2,046 49. 3 911 45. 2
Father. oo 1, 821 17. 4 140 11.9 579 18. 5 869 21.0 259 12. 8
Other relative.......-.-. 1,891 18. 1 224 18. 9 504 16.1 724 17. 4 328 16.3
Under 16 years..... 421 4.0 63 5 4 141 45 175 4 2 556 2.7
16 years and over.. 1,470 14.0 161 13. 6 363 11. 6 549 13. 2 273 13.6
Nonrelative o cecace-- 992 9.5 32 2.7 203 6.5 452 10. 9 324 16.1
Nonrelative who
only looked after
children..._...-- 479 4.6 32 2.7 115 3.7 246 59 119 59
Nonrelative who
usually did addi-
tional household
chores_ - .- ...- 513 49 e 88 2.8 206 50 205 10. 2
Care in someone else's home
| 7 1, 597 15.3 173 14.6 620 19. 8 605 14.6 247 12. 3
Relative. .ocee oo 817 7.8 111 9.4 334 10. 7 301 7.3 90 4 5
Nonrelative. oo 780 7.5 62 53 286 9.1 304 7.3 157 7.8
Other arrangements:
Care in group care center 201 1.9 7 0.6 72 2.3 65 1.8 87 2.9
Chilc looked after self . - - 765 7.3 114 9.7 203 8.5 294 7.1 146 7.3
Mother. . .o aeeee. 3,149 30.1 494 41.7 950 30.3 1,121 27.0 633 31. 4
Mother looked after
child whileworking 1, 491 14. 2 339 28.6 532 17.0 407 9.8 250 12. 4
Mother worked only
during child’s
school hours. ... 1, 658 15. 8 1565 13.1 418 13.3 714 17. 2 383 19.0
Other..c........ fmm————— 53 ) I S 6 0.2 10 0.5 19 1.0
Other Marita Status
Total. o e ceeeeea 1,800 100.0 670 100.0 743 100.0 300
Care in own home by ... 888 48.9 237 50. 3 315 42. 4 159
Father. oo 8 0.4 coeccee 7 0.9 e
Other relative. oo ... 716 39. 4 266 39.7 235 31.7 130
Under 16 years. - - 149 8.2 37 5 5 68 9.1 29
16 years and over. . 567 31.2 229 34. 2 168 22. 6 100




s . L 4
‘Table A-32 (cont.)
Nonrelative........ ————— 164 9.0 71 10. 6 72 9.7 29 9.6 12 15, 4
Nonrelative wh
only looked after
children_ ._.._... 102 5.6 45 6.7 b4 7.3 12 4.1 2 3.1
Nonrelative who
usually did addi-
tional household
chores. - cnoo-.. 62 3.4 26 3.9 18 25 17 5 6 10 12, 3
Care in someone else’s home
DY eccmmcmamm e —————— 336 18. 5 124 18. 6 149 \ 52 17.0 10 12, 3
Relative. . cenecccaann 136 7.5 56 83 49 6.7 20 6.6 2 3.1
Nonrelative....ccovcu.o. 200 11.0 69 10. 3 100 13. 5 32 10. 3 7 9,2
Other arrangements:
Care in group care
center.... ccceunan- 65 3.6 32 48 25 3.4 10 . 3 2 3.1
Child looked after self ... 228 12. 6 69 10. 3 118 15.9 29 9.6 9 10. 8
Mother. o ccacaaaa 292 16. 1 106 15. 8 132 17. 8 51 16. 6 15 18.5
Mother looked after
child while work-
1117 SR 103 5.7 56 8.3 39 53 15 4.8 oo
Mother worked
only during
child’s school
OUrS. v 189 10. 4 50 7.4 93 12. 5 36 11. 8 16 18. 5
Otheree e 9 0.5 2 0.4 3 0.5 5 | s P
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Table A-33
Child care arrangements: Number of children by type of arrangement, number of children
under 14 years of age in family, and family income
(Numbers in thousands)
1 child 2-3 children 4 or more children
Arrangoment Under 33,000~ $0,000- $10,000 Under $3,000- $6,000- $10,000 Under $3,000-  $5,000-  $10,000
3,00 5000 0,000 andover $3,000 5990 999 andover $3,000 5 6,00 and ovor
Total. ... ... 289 906 1,137 611 726 2,026 2,307 1,148 846 940 1, 042 310
Care in own home by.... 104 326 399 231 218 868 1,165 543 414 446 625 181
4
Father__.______..._ 29 96 143 46 36 323 479 160 72 175 232 54
Other relative___.... 68 191 205 135 150 396 440 149 286 193 234 83
Under 16 years. 5 39 33 25 25 82 104 24 74 78 66 5
16 years and
OVer. e 63 152 172 110 125 214 335 125 212 115 168 78 b
Nonrelative_ _ . ... 6 39 51 51 33 149 277 235 57 78 158 43
Nonrelative
who only
looked after
children_ .. .. 4 13 20 24 33 90 162 62 35 60 80 30
Nonrelative :
who usually
did addi-
tional house-
hold chores. .. 2 26 31 27 . 59 115 173 22 18 78 13
Care in someone else's
home by . oo ... 58 202 260 103 154 369 331 120 89 171 73 31
Relative_ . ____ ——— 32 84 135 42 77 172 156 49 60 118 35 4
Nonrelative. . _ . __ 26 118 125 61 77 198 175 71 29 53 38 27
Other arrangements:
Care in group care
center......_..__ 8 36 29 30 16 58 40 21 4 5 3
Child looked after ;
self.. ... __._ 34 79 132 63 81 142 151 84 85 98 54 2 ‘
Mother_ ... __._.. 84 255 306 179 254 587 569 368 252 217 287 93
Mother looked
after child
while work-
ing....... —— 57 101 97 41 . 167 296 204 137 159 162 111 64
Mo:xl er (;vc;{ked 4
o uring e
chizl’s ’
school hours. 27 154 209 138 87 201 365 231 93 55 176 29
her. ..o 2 8 12 T 2 21 13 2 .2
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Table A-34
Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children by type of arrangement, number of
children under 14 years of age in family, and family income
1 ohild 2-3 children 4 or more children
Arrangement Under  §3,000-  $6,000- §10,000 Under $3,000- $6,000- $10,000 Under $3,000- 96,000~ $10,000
) 5,9 0,00 andover $3,000 5,00 0,000 andover $3,000 5,00 9,00 andover
Total. ... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Care tn own home by_... 36.1 360 351 37.8 30.1 42,8 5.8 47.3 489 47.5 60.0 58. 4 :
- - §
Father._.___.__.... 10.2 10.6 12.6 7.6 50 159 208 13.9 85 186 223 17. & !
Other relative._.. .. 23.7 21.1 18 220 207 19.6 191 13.0 33.8 206 225 26. 9 ‘
Under16years. 1.9 4.3 2.9 41 3.5 4.1 45 2.1 87 83 6 4 1.8
16 years and
1315 SR 2.8 168 151 179 17.2 166 145 10,9 250 12.2 16.2 25, 2
Nonrelative........ 2.3 4.3 45 8. 4 4.5 7.3 120 20.4 6.7 83 152 14.0
Nonrelative
who only
looked after
children..... 1.6 1. 4 1.7 3.9 4.5 45 7.0 5 4 4,1 6 4 7.7 98
Nonrelative
who usually
did addi-~
houschold
chores...... 0.8 2.9 2.8 44 . ... 2.9 50 150 2.6 20 7.5 4,2
Care tn someone else’s
home dby. - oo 19.9 22,3 228 169 21.3 182 144 104 10.5 182 7.0 10. 1
Relative. ... .._.__ 10. 9 92 118 69 10.6 85 6 8 43 7.1 12.6 3.3 1.4
Nonrelative. ... 9.0 131 1.0 100 106 98 7.6 6 2 3.5 5. 7 3.7 87
Other arrangements:
Care in group care
center._..__.____. 2.6 2.6 2.3
Child looked after
self .. 11. 7 88 1.7 103 112 7.0 6.5 7.3 10,0 10.4 5 2
Moiher. e cucaen-- 20.0 28.2 268 20.3 351 20.0 247 321 29.8 23.1 27.5 30. 1
Mother looked
after child
while work-
ing.---..... 19.6 11.2 856 68 23.1 146 89 1.9 187 17.2 106 20. 6
Mother
worked only
durinp
child’s .
school hours. 9.4 17.0 183 226
Other....cooo..... 08 08 1.1 07




Table A-35
Child care arrangements: Number of children by type of arrangement and hours of care per
week
(Numbets in thousands)
Arrangement Total Lessthan 10 10-19 hours  20-39 hours 40 hours
or more
PO e oo e e e 8,846 2,448 2,485 1,602 2, 311
Care in own home by . et b, 592 1, 440 1, 664 1,149 1,339
T S 1, 828 460 549 450 360
Other relative_ ... . oo oL mmm———— 2, 607 736 825 446 601
Under 16 years. ..o e — e m————— 570 246 206 60 59
16 years and over.. .- . oo enns 2, 037 490 619 386 542
Nonrelative. ... e 1, 156 247 291 253 365
Nonrelative who only looked after children._.._..___. 581 153 134.. 146 148
Nonrelative who usually did additional household

chores. ... 575 94 157 107 217
Care in someone else’s home bY o o oo PRSTR 1, 933 388 423 352 770
Relative..._.. e 953 203 190 181 379
Nonrelative. .o o o oo e e 979 185 233 171 391

Other arrangements: ;
Care in group care center_...._.__ .. 265 26 37 54 148
Child looked after self . - . - _ . oo 994 574 348 38 34
Other o e e 63 9 9 20 25

Table A-36

Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children by type of arrangement and hours
of care per week

Arrangement Total Less than 10 10-19 hours  20-39 hours 40 hours
or more
Total - e e 100. 0 27. 7 28. 1 18. 1 26. 1
Care tn own home bY . - - o e 100. 0 25. 8 29. 8 20. 5 24.0
Fathero . e 100. ¢ 25. 2 30. 1 24. 6 20. 2
Other relative. . __._. 100. 0 28. 1 31. 6 17. 2 23.1
Under 16 years. ... - - e . 100.0 43. 2 36. 1 10. 5 10. 3
16 years and over. - - .o 100. 0 24.0 30. 4 19.0 26. 6
Nonrelative. . e e 100. 0 21. 4 25. 2 21.9 315
Nonrelative who only looked after children___._.____ 100. 0 26. 4 23.0 25.1 25.5
Nonrelative who usually did additional household
chores. - _ e e 100. 0 16. 4 27. 4 18. 6 37.7
Care tn someone else’'s home by.._ - - - ... 100. 0 20. 1 21.9 18. 1 39.9
Relative ... e 100. 0 21.3 20.0 19.0 39. 8
Nonrelative_ .. e 100. 0 18.9 23. 8 17.3 40. 0
Other arrangements:
Care in group care center_._._______ .. _________ 100. ¢ 9. 8 13. 8 20. 5 55. 9
Child looked after self. - - . ___ 100. D 57.7 35.0 38 3.5

1 Number too small for computation of reliable percentages.

100
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Table A-37

W AT T ST e Y

Child care arrangements: Number of children of full-time working mothers by type of arrange-

ment and hours of care per week

(Numbers in thousands)
Arrangement Total Less than 10  10-19 hours  20-30 hours 40 hours
or more

POUA] o o e e e e e e e 6, 823 1, 794 1,794 1, 092 2, 141
Care in own home by - - - - ... e 4,009 1,017 1,135 735 1,212
Father. .o ccccarcccnmccamc s am o ——————— 1, 144 296 275 242 330
Other relative.. ..o c-crccmmcc e cc e demc e mmam e 2,013 538 624 307 544
Under 16 years._. - . - -cooccccmcmcmccce e 397 172 152 45 27
. 16 years and OVer. - ..o ccocrmac e mam e 1,616 367 472 261 516
Nonrelative. - - - cccecccccmccccccccccmcmmmcamcmamana—— 0942 184 235 186 336
Nonrelative who only looked after children.......... 429 110 94 98 126

Nonrelative who usually did addtional household
ChOTeB - o o e mccccccmcm e cem e cam e .. ——— 513 74 141 88 210
Care in someone else’'s home by oo 1, 637 285 329 292 731
Relative_ . _ oo e amcca - ' 801 139 148 153 361
Nonrelative . - - o oo cccocccccccecccccacccmmm—— e ————— 836 146 181 139 370

Other arrangements:
Care in group care center. - . . oo oeococamoa e 239 22 34 39 144
Child Inoked after self. . - - cocccomnma e 800 461 289 17 33
Other. . e ecccrccccrcmc o mdanmama—— = ——— . 50 13 i} 13 19
Table A-38

Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children of full-time working mothers by

type of arrangement and hours of care per week

Arrangement Total Less than 10  10-19 hours  20-39 hours 40 hours

or more
Total .- oo S L LR CEEEEEEE RS 100. 0 26. 3 26.3 16.0 31.4
Careinown home by _ - - oo 100. 0 24. 8 27.7 17.9 29. 6
Father. .o ccceccccmmd—am—————————— 100. 0 25.9 24.0 21.2 28.9
Other relative.. . - - o oo 100. 0 26, 7 3.0 15. 2 27.1
Under 18 years. - - - - e cecceeeece e 100. ¢ 43. 4 38.3 .11 4 6.9
16 years and OVer. . _ e oeemeeaas - 100. 0 22,7 29, 2 16. 2 319
Nonrelative._ - - - - oo ccceie e cdc e cccmmemm—— e 100. 0 19. 5 25. 0 19. 8 35. 7
Nonrelative who only looked after children.. .. ... 100. 0 25. 6 22. 0 23.0 29, 4

Nonrelative who usually did additonal household

Chores. e cccccccmcac e ————— 100. 0 14.5 27. 5 17. 1 41. 0
Care in someone else’s home by - ... mmmmmmmm———————————— 100. 0 17. 4 20.1 17. 9 44. 6
Relative . oo eeiccemm—m———— 100. 0 17. 4 18 4 19. 1 45, 1
Nonrelative - oo ———— 100. 0 17. 4 217 16. 7 44, 2

Other arrangements:
Care in group care center__ __ . ___ oo ___._
Child looked after self_ - . _ .- iemeaaoa-

. . e = s i o 4 s i e e M N N e M e N E NS NeL S ee S Ss S e RERsSS S s

1 Base too small for computation of reliable percentages.
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Table A-39
Child care arrangements: Number of children of part-time working mothers by type of arrange-
ment and hours of care per week
(Numbers in thousands)
Arrangement Total Less than 10  10-19hours  20-30 hours 40 hours i
or rmore { ]
~ Total. - e 2, 022 653 690 510 169
“ Care in own home by e 1, 493 424 530 417 122
Father . e 684 163 275 208 38 ‘
Other relative. . .. . eccaccaaanaa 594 197 200 140 57 LB
Under 16 years_ .. - eieeaaeae 172 74 53 14 31
‘ 16 years and OVer. . - e 422 123 147 126 26
Nonrelative.. . . e 215 65 56 67 27
{ Nonrelative who only looked after children___._____. 153 44 40 47 22 . 3
| Nonrelative who usually did additional household LR A
ehores. . - e 62 21 16 20 5 ‘
Care in someone else’'s home by - . . 296 102 94 58 41
Relative . . .. e cdcccdcmm——an 153 62 42 28 20
Nonrelative. - e e 143 40 52 30 21
Other arrangements:
Care in group care center_ .. __ . ooao_____. 27 5 3 19 .
Child looked after self. - - - - oo 194 113 60 19 2
Other. - e cccac— - 13 . 2 5 5 ]
Table A-40

Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children of part-time working mothers by
type of arrangement and hours of care per week

O Lo o e o o e e e e e e e e~ e e e e e e —mm———

1 Base too small for computation of reliable percentages.
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Arrangement Total Less than 10  10-19 hours  20-39 hours 40 hours
or more
S T 100.0 323 341 25. 2 8. 4 d
Care in own home by - - - - e 100. 0 28. 4 35. 5 27.9 8.2
Father_ . _.__ - 100. 0 23.9 40. 2 30. 5 55 0
Other relative_ ... e 100. 0 33.0 33.7 23. 8 96 ;
Under 16 years_ - ... oo cccccaaana 100. 0 42. 8 30. 8 8 2 18. 2 )
16 years and over. . _ .o macaao- 100. 0 29.1 34.8 29.9 6. 2 v
Nonrelative. . ____ e oaoo_ 100. 0 30. 2 26. 0 30.7 13.0 3
Nonrelative who only looked after children....__.__. 100. 0 28. 6 25.9 31.3 14. 3 9
Nonrelative who usually did additional household 4
Chores 1 e G mmm i ——m——mmmmm—— e
Care in someone else’'s home by_ ... 100. 0 34.6 31.8 19.7 13. 8
ReIAbIVe. - - e 100. 0 40. 8 27. 6 18. 4 13. 2
Nonrelative_ - oo 100. 0 27. 7 36. 5 21. 2 14, 6
Other arrangements: ;
Care in group care center - . . e e e m—mmm——mmm——————————— 1
Child looked after self . - _ - _______ . ______.__ 100. 0 58. 0 311 9.9 09 ;
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Table A-41

Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children under 3 years by type of arrange-
ment and hours of care per week

(Numbers in thousands)

Arrangement Total Less 10-19 20-39 40 hours

than 10 hours hours or more
Total. - . e 1, 279 100. 0 10.0 12. 2 23. 2 54.6
Care in own home by..- - o e 690 100. 0 12. 3 13.7 27. 4 46.7
Father. ..o ceeeececccccme e 193 100. 0 22.3 19.0 30. 4 28. 3
& Other relative. ... oo 268 100. 0 6.3 12. 2 24. 3 57.3
Under 16 years! . ..o eccacaaas 2] e ———————————
16 years and OvVer. - ..o 247 100. 0 6.0 11. 1 24.7 58. 3
Nonrelative.._.._. e m— e mm—m—————————— 230 100. 0 1.0 11.0 28.3 49. 8
Care in someone else’s home by .. .. __.__. . 529 100. 0 8.1 10. 3 18. 9 62.7
Relative. ... e e 274 100. 0 10.0 8 4 20.3 61.3
Nonrelative. .o oo e 255 100. 0 6. 2 12. 3 17.3 64. 2

Other arrangements:

Care in group care center ' . _ ... .. .._. BB o ;e mm e —————a———— e
Child looked afterself . ____._ .. _____ ... ... B e — e mmmmmm————————————

1 Number too smull for computation of reliable percentages,

Table A-42

Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children under 6 years of age by type of
arrangement and hours of care per week

(Numbers in thousands)
4 Arrangement Total Less 10-19 20-39 40 hours
3 L than 10 hours hours or more
/}; Total-mm oo e 3,106  100.0 9.9 13.7 25. 2 5 2
{9 ==
? Care in own home by.. - oo 1, 795 100. 0 11.9 15. 4 28.3 4.4
L | Father . - 535  100.0 18.8 23,0 33. 6 24.6
; Other relative._ oo 664 100. 0 7.4 13. 1 24. 8 54.7
pof Under 16 years.. .- -cocecmoacaceae 76 100. 0 17. 8 26. 0 20. 6 35. 6
16 years andover- . ..o ... 588 100. 0 6.0 11. 4 25. 4 57. 2
{ Nonrelative. .. ... o e 595 100. 0 10.9 11. 1 - 27, 50. 6
v Care in someone else’s home by__ . .___. 1,176 100.0 8.1 1.9 20. 8 - 59,2 i
Relative. .o oo oo 566 100. 0 39 10.9 21. 8 58. 5
Nonrelative. oo 609 100. 0 7.4 12.9 19.9 - 59.9 4
Other arrangements: - :.7'
Care in group care center. .. .. ___.________ 213 100. 0 2.9 6.9 23.0 67.2 1
Child.looked afterself?. . ______. .. ____.__.__. 1 o e ——— 3
1 Number too small for computation of reliable percentages.
b 103
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Table A—43 z
L] . . L] . .‘
Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children ages 6 through 13 by type of arrange- |
ment and hours of care per week fi
(Numbers in thousands) §
Arrangement Total Less 10-19 20-39 40 hours
than 10 hours hours or more ;
Total. .o Ammmm e e=. 5, 643 100, 0 37.7 35.8 13.9 12. 5
Carein own home by - - oo oo 3, 783 100. 0 32. 6 36. 6 16.8 14. 1
Father_ .. eeaaea-- 1, 256 100. 0 28.1 33.0 20. 7 18. 3 ;
Other relative. ... - oo e a-o- 1, 943 100. 0 35. 5 38.0 14. 3 12. 2 ¢
Under 16 years..... .- oo _-_- 485 100. 0 47. 5 37. 7 7.6 7.2 :
16 yearsandover. .. ____.____ 1, 458 100. 0 315 38.1 16. 5 13.9
Nonrelative. . oo 584 100. 0 32.4 29. 5 16. 4 11. 7
Care in someone else's home by .- - ____..__. 787 100. 0 38.1 36.8 13.9 11. 2 {
Relative. oo e eeee - 396 100. 0 39. 4 33. 2 141 13.3
Nonrelative. ... oo e oo 391 100. 0 36. 8 40. 3 13. 7 91
Other arrangements:
Care in group care center._ ... _.______.__ 73 100. 0 28. 6 20.0 8.6 42. 9
gailld llooked afterself . ____________ 9';3 100. 0 58. 9 34.1 3.2 3.8
OF Lo o o e eemem 2 e mcmecm——ecmmmmmm—————

£ et 55 ks

1 Number too small for computation of reliable percentages.

Table A-44

Child care arrangements: Number of children in care 40 hours or more per week by type of
arrangement and age

(Numbers in thousands)
Under 6 years 6-13 years ,
Arrangement Total ,
Total Under 8 35 Total 6-8 9-13 J
4
Total - oo 2,341 1,636 698 938 705 313 392
Care tn own home by - - _ - ___ 1, 330 796 322 474 534 245 289 -
Y N 360 132 55 77 229 92 137 *
Other relative. . _____. 600 304 153 210 237 110 127
Under 16 years. _ - .o eeae- 62 27 9 18 35 12 23
16 yearsand over. - . ______________.____.__ 538 337 144 193 202 98 104
Nonrelative. ... 370 301 114 187 68 43 25
Care in someone else’s home by.._ - . _______________._. 785 697 332 365 88 58 .30
Relative. _ .. .- 384 332 168 164 52 29 23
Nonrelative. . . . _____. 401 365 164 201 35 28 7
Other arrangements:
Care in group care center.... ... _______________ 175 143 44 99 31 6 25
Child looked after self . _ - ... _____.____ K ¥ (S 37 4 33
Other. . e ) 1 S 15 . _____ 15
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Table A-45

by type of arrangement and age

Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children in care 40 hours or more per week

Under 6 years 6-13 years
Arrangement Total -
Total  Under3 3-5 Total 6-8 9-13

e e 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100, 0
Care in own home by - - .. 56, 8 48 7 46, 2 50, 6 75.7 78. 2 73. 7
_____________ e mcmcmcccmcmcccmcceemeeee 15, 4 81 7.8 8 2 32.5 29, 5 34.9
Other relative..____ 7 __________ e 25. 6 22,2 22.0 22, 4 33.5 34.9 32. 4
Under 16 years _ . _ ... 2.6 1.7 14 1.9 49 3.7 5 9
16 yearsand over. _ __ o oo ____ ... 23.0 20. 6 20. 6 20. 6 28. 6 31. 2 26. 5
Nonrelative ... .. 15. 8 18. 4 16. 4 19.9 9.7 13. 8 6. 4
Care in someone else’s home by... . __ 33.5 42,6 47.6 389 12. 5 18. 5 7.8
RelAtiVe . - e 164 20.3 241 17.4 7.5 9.4 59
Nonrelative.. . - . .- 17. 1 22,3 23. 5 21. 4 51 9.1 1.9

Other arrangements: : ,
Care in group care center. - _ - . ____________._____ 7.5 8 8 6. 3 10. 6 4.5 20 6 4
Child looked afterself . _ ________________________ (l) g ........................ g % 1.3 ?8’. g

Table A-46

Child care arrangements: Percent of children
for whose care a payment was made, by
employment status of mother, age of child,
color, and family income !

Percent
Employment status of mother:
Employed full-time____ . _____________.___ 75. 8
4 Employed part-time_ _ .. _ . ____________ 63. 9
ge:
Under 6 years____ - __.. 83. 3
6-13 years_______ oL 61. 8
Color:

White_ .- e 77.9
Nonwhite. - - - ... 56. 8

- Family income:
nder $3,000_ _ _ _____________ . _.___ 60. 8
$3,000-5,999__ _ _________ . ____ 73. 1
$6,000-9,999__ __ ___ ... 77.0
$10,000 and over__ . ____._ . _______ 79. 4

1 Percentages apply to children in arrangements concerning which the
question about payment was asked (see text).
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Table A-47

Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children for whom some
payment for care was made, by employment status of mother, age of child, color, number
of children under 14 years of age in family, family income, and by amount paid per week

(Numbers in thousands)
Total Under $5 $5-9 $10 or more
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Employment status:
Employed full-time_________ .. .. ____ 1,967 100.0 422 21. 5 786 40.0 759 38. 6
4 Employed part-time_ ____ I 306 100.0 133 43. 6 126 41. 3 46 15. 1
ge:
Under 6 years. ..o __._ —e--- 1,268 100.0 1956 15. 4 502 39. 6 571 45,0
o 106-13 YORPB . o oo ecmcm—— 699 100.0 227 32.5 284 40. 6 188 26. 9
olor:
White. - coee oo 2,041 100.0 455 22.3 803 39.3 783 38. 4
Nonwhite._ . - oo co oo 363 100.0 130 35. 8 151 41. 6 82 22.6
Number of children under 14 years of age in
Sfamaly:
lehildo oo 608 100.0 31 5.1 155 25.5 422 69. 4
2-3 children. . ... 1,346 100.0 307 22. 8 651 48 4 388 28. 8
4 or more children... - .. 450 100.0 247 54.9 148 32.9 55 12, 2
Family income: ,
nder $3,000 _ - - 231 100.0 109 47. 2 65 28.1 57 24. 7
$3,000-5,999. . ___ - : 722 100.0 188 26.0 312 43. 2 222 30. 7
$6,000-9,999__ _______ e : 863 100.0 180 20.9 398 46, 1 285 33.0
R $10,000 and over._____._.. [ 456 100.0 78 17. 1 137 30.0 241 52.9
egion:

0 Northeast - .. 282 100.0 77 27.3 100 35.5 105 37.2
North Central. . ... 594 100.0 170 28. 6 238 40. 1 186 31.3
South. .o 1,093 100.0 264 24. 2 464 42, 5 365 33.4

17.0 152 34.9 209 48 1

Wesb_ oo eooeoommeemeeene- 435  100.0 74

r‘J
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ments by payment status and amount paid per week

{
Table A-48
Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children in specified arrange- i

i (Numbers in thousands)

¢ b Mother did Mother paid for child care
k1 Arrangement . Total not, ‘)ndy for —
g 0 : care Under $5 $5-0  $10 or more
{ g 3, 416 890 615 1,002 909
: b Care in own home by: o
2 i Nonrelative who only looked after children_______.______ 581 65 263 211 102
3 Nonrelative who usually did additional household chores. . 575 82 4 174 232
3 Care in someone else’s home by: ‘ _
i3 Relative_ . mmmmemcmmemm 953 521 119 185 128
4 Nonrelative. . - o o eeeea 979 131 176 360 312
1Y Other arrangements:
E Care in group care center__._____________________.._... 265 35 32 72 126
. Other . e 63 64 - ______ 2 7
| Percent distribution
3 Total. oo 100. 0 26. 0 18.0  29.3 26. 6
Care in own home by: >
b ~ Nonrelative who only looked after chnldren ______________ 100. 0 11. 2 35.0 36. 3 17. 6
7 Nonrelative who usually did additional household chores. . 100. 0 14. 2 15.1 30. 2 40. 5
. Carc in someone else’s home by: ' ,
‘ " Relative______________________ e 100. 0 54.7 12. 5 19. 4 13. 4
3 - Nonrelative___________________________ SR 100. 0 13.3 180 36. 8 319
Other arrangements: ‘ '
) Care in group care center____________ ... 100. 0 13. 1 12.0 27.0 47.8 -
1 Other d . o e e M e e e e eecem—me—mm——m—m—a———
1 Number too small for computation of relisble percentages.
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Table A-49 4'

Child care arrangements: Number and percent distribution of children of full-time working
mothers in specified arrangements by payment status and amount paid per week
(Numbers in thousands)
Arrangement Total g%gtm; }‘o‘g Mother paid for child care :
child care Under $5 $5-9 $10 or more ;
T U ¥ 1 693 461 865 849
Care in own home by:
Nonrelative who only looked after children.. ... ....... 429 53 126 159 91 {
Nonrelative who usually did additional household chores. 513 64 76 157 216
Care in someone else’s home by:
Relative. e o ettt c i ——— 801 412 100 163 126
Nonrelative... . e ce—am———— 836 99 133 318 286
Other arrangements: i
Care in group care center. ... _ . cocoanaaeoa- 239 22 27 66 124
Other. - e e ;e ———————— 50 41 __ .. . 2 7 i
, Percent distribution |
T T L 100.0 242 16. 1 30. 2 29, 6
Care in own home by:
Nonrelative who oniy looked after children. ... _..._... 100. 0 12. 3 29. 3 37.0 21. 4
Nonrelative who usually did additional household chores. _ 100. 0 12. 6 14 8 30. 7 42.0
Care in someone else’s home by:
Relative. . _ oo 100. 0 51. 4 12. 5 20. 4 15.7
Nonrelative_ ... .. ecccmecaea 100. 0 11. 9 15.9 38.0 34.2
Othcr arrangements: :
Care in group care center___________________________.__ 100. 0 -9, 1 11. 3 27.7 51.9
Ot er e e e e oo e e e e —————————————
t Number too small for computation of reliable perceniages. .
Table A-50
Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children in specified arrangements for whom !
some payment for care was made, by amount paid per week .
(Numbers in thousands)
Total !
Arrangement Under $5 $5-9 $10 or more t
. Number Percent
Total - 2, 526 100. 0 24. 3 39. 7 36.0
Care in own home by: .
Nonrelative who only looked after children__._.__.______._ 516 100. 0 39.3 40. 9 19. 8
Nonrelative who usually did additional household chores.. - 493 160. 0 17. 6 35. 3 47.1
Care in someone élse’s home by: v
Relative. ... ... _...__ e e e m——————————— 432 100. 0 27. 5 42 8 29. 6
Nonrelative. . - e 848 100. 0 20. 8 42. 5 36. 8
Other arrangements:
Care in group care eenter_ _ . . .o __. 230 100. 0 13.9 31. 3 54. 8
Other 3 e O e m i ———————————
tIncludes 2,175,000 children of full-time working mothers and 351,000 2 Number too small for computation of reliable percentages.
children of pari-time working mothers.
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Table A-51
Child care arrangements: Percent of children whose arrangements were reported unsatis-
factory, by employment status of mother and age of child *
(Numbers in thousands)
Employment status Total Percent Under 0 years 013 yoars
unsatisfactory Total Percent Total Percent
unsatistactory unsatistactory
Total. oo 10,136 7.8 3, 439 9.0 6, 697 6
Employed full-time.............o.... 7,043 8.8 2,309 10. 4 4, 734 8.0
Employed part-time.. ... ...o.... 3,003 5.0 1,130 6.3 1, 963 42

1 Does not include children whose mothers worked only during their school hours.

Table A-52

Child care arrangements: Percent of children whose arrangements were reported unsatis-
factory, by marital status and employment status of mother *

(Numbers in thousands)
Children of full.tiniie working Children of part-time working
Percent mother mother
Marital status Total unsatisfactory
Total Percent Total Percent

unsatisfactory unsatisfactory

Total. o oo 10, 136 7 7,043 88 3, 093 5
Married, husband present........__.__ 8, 620 6.6 5, 7187 7.6 2, 833 4.6
Other marital status_ ... _____ 1, 516 13.5 1, 256 14.3 260 9.6

1 Does not include children whose mothers worked only during their school hours.
1
Table A-53

Child care arrangements: Percent of children whose arrangements were reported unsatis-
| factory, by family income and age

(Numbers in thousands)
Under 6 years 6-13 years
Family income Total Percent
unsatisfactory Total Percent Total Percent
unsatisfactory uncatisfactory
Total . ... 10, 136 7.6 3, 439 9.0 6, 697 6.9
Under $3,000. . ____._____________ © 2,090 9.6 712 11. 8 1,378 8. 4
$3,000-5,999_ . ___________________ 3, 069 8.6 1, 058 10.9 2, 011 7.4
$6,000-9,999_____._________________ 3, 494 6.1 1, 201 6.7 2, 293 5.8
$10,000 and over___________________ 1, 483 6.5 468 6.8 1,015 6. 4
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Table A-54

Child care arrangements: Number and per-

cent of children whose arrangements were 2
reported unsatisfactory, by type of arrange- |
ment /
(Numbers in thousands) ;
Children for whom §
arrangeinents were ;
Arrangement Total reported unsatisfactory
Number Percent of
total
Total . .. 10, 474 1774 7.6
Care in own home by . _...._._. " 5, 449 336 6.2
Father. . ... __. 1,785 94 5 3 ¢
Other relative_...____... 2, 530 156 6.2
Under 16 years_.__. . _ 556 66 11. 9
16 years and over.. 1,974 90 4.6
Nonrelative....._....___. 1,134 86 7.6
Care in someone else’s kome by. 1, 912 166 8.7
Relative__...oo. _____ 943 72 7.6
Nonrelative.. ... .__._ 969 94 9.7
Othe~ arrangements:
Care in group care
center. oo 255 21 8 2
Child looked after self._. .. 980 95 9.7
i Mother looked after child
i while working_.._.._._.. 1, 556 76 49
; ~ Other— ... .. ____ 63 .
1 Includes some children for whom type of child care arrangement was b '
; not reported. | ':
i
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Table A-55

SN N T e

Child care arrangements: Number of children by type of arrangement, residence, and

employment status of mother

(Numbers in thousands)
SMSA Outside SMBA
Arraigeziont Children of  Children of Childrenof  Children of
Total full-time part-time Total full-time part-time
working working working working
mothers mothers mothers mothers
Total. oo cre e cccmm e ————— 7,053 4, 886 2, 167 5,234 3, 427 1, 807
Care in own Rome by - — - - - e 3,452 2,480 971 2,139 1, 617 522
Father- . e 1,132 658 474 694 484 210
Other relative . . _ el 1, 561 i, 226 336 1, 048 788 259
Under 16 years .. - - ocoocmcccmccmceeas 303 221 83 270 179 91
16 years and over._ _ _ .o 1, 258 1,005 .- 253 778 609 168
Nonrelative. - - - oo 758 597 161 398 345 53
Nonrelative who only looked after children . 420 303 117 160 125 35
Nonrelative who usually did additional
household chores._ -l 338 294 44 238 220 18
Care in someone else’'s home by - e 1, 148 968 181 785 669 116
Relative. . o oo 488 406 83 465 394 71
Nonrelative. - - o oo eeeaae 659 562 98 320 275 45
Other arrangements: )
Care in group care center... ... o oo oa.. 205 179 25 63 60 4
* Child looked after self . _ . ... 535 479 55 459 321 138
Mother. - oo e oo 1, 671 742 928 1, 769 749 1,019
Mother looked after child while working.. .. 590 225 365 1, 002 348 653
Mother working only during child’s school
hours. - oo 1, 081 517 563 767 401 366
Other. - oo 43 37 6 19 12 7
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Table A-56

Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children by type of arrangement, resi-
dence, and employment status of mother

SMSA Outside SMSA
working working working working
mothers mothers mothers mothers
Total. - dde e 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 .100. 0 100. 0
Care tn own home by -« o 48. 9 50. 8 44. 8 40.9 47,2 28. 9
Father. e 16. 1 13.5 219 13.3 14,1 11, 6
Other relative. . . oo 22,1 . 25,1 15, 5 20.0 23.0 14.3
Under 16 years. .. . oo ccoco oot 4, 3 4,5 3.8 52 5. 2 50
18 yearsand over. ... 17. 8 20. 6 11. 7 149 17. 8 9.3
Nonrelative. .- v 10. 8 12, 2 7.5 7.6 10. 1 3.0
Nonrelative who only looked after children .. 6.0 6. 2 5 4 3.1 3.7 2.0
Nonrelative who usually did additional
household chores...... oo - 4 8 6.0 2.1 4.6 6 4 1.0
Care in someone else’s home by_ oo 16. 3 19. 8 83 15.0 19.5 6 4
Relative. oo e e 69 83 3.8 89 11. 5 3.9
Nonrelative. . - v 9 4 11. 5 4,5 61 80 2.5
Other arrangements:
Care in group care center. . - .. cocmmeeceeon- 2.9 3.7 1.2 1.2 1.7 0. 2
Child looked after self ... .. 7.6 9 8 2.6 8.8 9.4 7.7
Mother. . e 23. 7 15, 2 42, 8 33. 8 21, 8- 58 4
Mother looked after child while working.... 8 4 4.6 16. 9 19.1 10. 2 36. 2
Mother worked only during child’s school
ROUS.. - e e 15. 3 10. 6 26.0 14. 7 1.7 20. 3
Other - e 06 08 03 04 04 04
112 ’
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Table A~57

Child care arrangements: Number of children by type of arrangement, family income, and place
of residence

(Numbers in thousands)

SMSA Outside SMSA
t Und 000~ ,000- 10,0000  Und \ X
Arrangemon sa?oo% sgx.m Sg’m asnd over sa?oo? $g’,883- 33’%)- a?ilg gggr
Total - oo o e 623 1,943 2,906 1,530 1,233 1,933 1,570 540
Care in own home by .. - - o 300 931 1,472 695 449 715 750 251

Father. .o 43 302 586 205 92 289 280 51
Other relative...__ emmmm— - e 201 459 584 256 316 329 284 110
Under 16 years. - - - oooemoemcae- 40 110 98 47 65 93 109 8
16 years and over. . ... 161 349 486 209 251 236 175 102
Nonrelative_ . _ .. 55 171 303 235 40 96 186 90
Nonrelative who only looked after
children._ .. ... 41 124 190 ' 88 30 40 71 28
Nonrelative who usually did additional
household chores_ . ________.___.__. 14 47 113 147 10 56 115 26

Care in someone else’s home by_ - ____. 146 398 433 190 150 348 226 64

Relative. - - oo 70 168 201 60 96 205 128 36
Nonrelative_ _ _ - - oL 76 230 232 130 54 143 98 28

Other arrangements:

Care in group care center. . . . ... ... 32 54 56 53 4 38 16 2
Child looked afterseM .. ____ . _.___ 46 183 198 105 147 129 137 44
Mother_ .-.____ e ecmmm——mmmmmmm——m————— 92 373 719 469 481 693 442 177
Mother looked after child while .
working._ - - oL 42 145 239 164 336 418 176 80
Mother worked only during child’s ‘
school hours. _ - - oo omeaaon 55 228 480 305 145 275 266 97
L e e e mm——m—— e —————————— 2 3 26 16 2 9 6 2
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_ Table A-58
Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children by type of arrangement, family
income, and place of residence
4 SMBA Outside SMSA
i U S ! 10000 U ! )
Arrangeraent w0 't Uom oo  wam e Wt
‘ {17 11000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
1 Care in own home By - oooceoeoeeeee - 48.2 479 50.7 455 36.4 37.0 47.5  46.5
| Father ... - 7.0 156 202 134 7.5 150 17.8 9.5 i
" Other relative___ 32.3 23. 6 20. 1 16. 7 25. 7 17.0 18. 0 20.3 ‘
- Under 16 years. .- . oo omaeeens 6.5 5.7 3.4 3.1 5 3 4 8 6.9 1.4
! 16 yearsand over. ... ____.___. 25. 8 18. 0 16. 7 13. 6 20. 4 12. 2 11,1 18.9
b Nonrelative ... .= 89 88 10. 4 15. 3 3.3 5 0 11. 8 16. 7 !
? Nonrelative who only looked after 15
i children._ . ____ .. 6.6 6 4 6.5 5 8 25 21 45 5. 2
Nonrelative who usually did addi-
tional household chores. .. ...._... 2.3 2.4 3.9 9.6 08 29 7.3 11. 5
Care in someone else’s home OY e e 23.3 205 14.9 12. 4 12,2 18. 0 14, 3 1.9
: Relative. ... o 1.2 87 69 39 7.8 106 81 6.6
: Nonrelative. .2 . ... ____ 1222  11.9 80 85 4.4 7.4 6.2 5. 2
; Other ar/mnaehentc:
i Care in group care center_______________ 5.1 2.8 1.9 3.5 04 20 1.0 0.4
{ /’ Child looked afterself. . _____._ _________ 7.3 9.4 6. 8 6.9 11. 9 6.7 87 81
j P Mother_ . _ . 15. 7 19. 2 24. 8 30. 7 39.0 35.9 28.0 32. 8
7 Mother looked after child while work-
, inﬁ _____________________________ 6.8 7.4 8 2 10. 7 27.3 21.6 11, 2 i4.9
Mother worked only during child’s
school hours. _ - _______________ 89 11. 7 16. 5 20.0 11.7 14. 2 16. 9 17. 9
: Other- - e 04 0 2 09 1.1 0 2 0.5 04 04
] \
i
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Table A-59
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Child care arrangements: Number of children by type of arrangement and by -egion
(Numbsers in thousands)
Arrangement Nonhéast North Central South West
Total. e —————— 2, 343 3, 490 4, 560 1,894
Care in own home by .. ___ e 1,252 1,489 2, 039 811
Father__ . e 541 586 470 229
Other relative_ __ . _ e eeceee. 562 634 1,011 404
Under 16 years. ... - e 109 157 221 85
16 years and over_ - .. .- 453 476 790 319
Nonrelative. e a—————- 149 269 558 179
Nonrelative who only looked after children._.________._____.__ 98 224 147 111
Nonrelative who usually did additional household chores__._____ 51 45 411 68
Care in someone else’s home by...... ... e e em 259 472 839 361
Relative. .- e SR 139 198 487 129
Nonrelative . e 120 274 1362 232
Other arrangements:
Care in group €are center .o .. ..o oo 30 15 161 59
Child looked afterself. - _ - - e 177 252 407 158
Mother_ _ e 612 1, 247 1,106 476
Mother looked after child while working_ _ _ _ ... _.______._____ 239 718 465 170
Mother worked only during child’s school hours_._._.__________ 372 529 641 306
Other . e 13 14 7 27
Table A-60
Child care arrangements: Percent distribution of children by type of arrangement and by
region -
Arrangement Northeast North Central  South West
Total . e 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
Care in own home by _ . .. 53. 5 42. 7 4.7 4.8
Father. _ e 23.1 '6. 8 10. 3 12,1
Other relative. .. e 24.0 9 22, 2 21.3
Under 16 years._.._ . 4.7 o 4.9 4.5
16 years and over. - . .o 19. 3 3.7 17. 3 16. 8
Nonrelative__._. ... o ____.____ e e e m————— 6. 4 7.7 12. 2 9.4
Nonrelative who only looked after children..__________________ 4 2 6. 4 3.2 59
Nonrelative who usually did additional household chores________ 2.2 1.3 9.0 3.6
Care in someone else’s home by__ . _ . ___ . . 11.1 13.5 18. 4 19.1
Relative. . e 59 5 7 10. 7 6. 8
Nonrelative. ... e 51 7.9 7.7 12, 3
Other arrangements: :
Care in group care eenter._.___ .. _ . i 1.3 04 3.6 3.1
Child looked afterself . _ _ . _ _____ o ___. 7.6 7.2 89 8 4
Mother. - -l e m e mm————— 26. 1 35. 7 24,3 25, 2
Mother looked after child while working__ _ .. _________________ 10. 2 20.6 10, 2 9.0
Mother worked only during child’s school hours__ . _____._______ 15. 9 15. 2 14.1 16. 1
Other.. .. _..___. e et e e e 0.6 0.4 0.2 14
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