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Ay
. During the ﬂrst 7 years of thls decade, the. U.S. farm population
decreased by 1.9 million persons (19.6 percent). The number of
persons living on farms i in ruraI areas averaged 7,806,000 for-the
_12-month-period centered on Apnl 1977 These esttmates were
prepared ‘cooperatively by the Blreau of the Census and the
Economlcs, Statlstlcs, and Cooperatrves Servme, u. S Depart-
. ment of Agrlculture

.The farm population has declon_ed farrly steadily for more
than half a century {figure 1). In 1920, when the farm p(’)pufa-
.. tion was. frrst enumerated separately, 32 mllhon or 30 percent
of the Nation’s populatton resided. on farms. The proportion

" had fallen to about & percent by 1970, and Has.now dropped»to

N -

3 6 percent (table A) - e

-~ N -

DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIAL CHARAGTERISTICS '

OF THE FARM POPULATION

. Spanuh origin. The estimated number of farm. resrdents of

Spanrsh or|g|n which is presented for thée first time in this year's
report was 112 0001 percent of the Spanish origin total—ln
1977 Only ‘about 14 percent of the farm population was of

‘Spanish’ origin, -as compared 0 54 percent 'of : the nonfarm '

- population- (table B). ‘Due to the size' of the sample estrmate

.

’ fmn’v residenge was based essentially on self-identification, i.e.,

" of farm pro_ducts (see * ‘Definitions and Explanations’”

E

detalled characteristics of the Spanrsh-orlgrn farm pppulatlon
“are nét shown'in this report.

Raclal compotition, The farm populatron has a hagher proportron
White than the nonfarm populatlon and a lower proportron

‘Black (tabfe B). Sincé 1970 dlfferent rates of decredse’ by race °

have caused Whites to “increase from 90 to 94 percent of the
farm total, and Blacks to decline from 9 to 5 percent.(table 1)
. The rate of decrease for White farm resrdents over this Tyear
rnterval was 16 percent, as compared with a B3-percent decrease
for Blacks The numerical 1oss,'however, was much gréatercfor

Whites (1,426,000) than:for Blacks (452,000). . P

Hlstoncally, h|gher rates of population.’| among Black.

farm residents have. been associated with heavy losses in the
. .~ v_ o .v ) { E) v,

The Economlcs Statistjcs, and Cooperatnves Service was created in”
January 197B from the former Economic Research Service, Statistical
Repo\'tmg Service, and Farmer Cooperative Service.

YEstimates of the farm population from 1920 to the present are
‘not_strictly comparable due to definitional .changes. Prior to 1960,
respon-
dents themselves determined whether they lived on a farm. From 1960
to 1977, ‘the farm population has been restricted to persons living in rural
territory and his been identified on the basis of acreage and dollar sales

in the appendix).

.\)
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-pumber of cotton and tobacco tenant farmers Blacks have had a
hlgh representatlorr amohg. tenant farmers, and the number- of

154

such - farms has fjllen steadlly and sharply since 1936 With

mechamzation an

tenant Iabor to produce thelr crops

" ‘.
3 Data lrom the 1974'Census of Agrlcul

“from’ 17.1 t0'11.3 percent between . 1964 dnd 1974 for all tarms, and a

modernization of cotton and tobacco farm-
ing; landowners have, for the, most part, ceased to dmploy-

re fndicate a drOp In tanancv o

»drop- from 43.1. 1Q013.9 porcent for farms.operated by 'Blacks and persons S

of races other than White. See also Calvin L. Beale, ‘"The Bldck Amaerican

" in. Agriculture,"”. in 'Mabel ‘M. Smythe, ed., The Black American Rofaronce )

..~ Book (Englewood Clms, N. J Preﬁtiqe Hall 1976) 4l

‘

o : i . .
~ .

.Table A. Population of the Umted Sfates. Total and

Farm: Apnl 1960 t0.1977 =~ .

d e (‘Numbers in thousands)

. . ’ -, .. | Farm populat‘i‘on_
_ Total e ' e

Year resident Number Percent

he population of ".of tetal
P persons’ |population

"V .l v 1 Lo - ~

1977 .. v 215,915 ~7,806 - . 3.
19767 ... .. 214,284 8,253 | 3.
1975, .. - 212,542 8,864 |’ . 4.
1974.. ... 211,018 ‘9,264 | * 4.
1973. . 209,468 | 9,472 | - 4.
1972 ... 207,802 " . 9,610 | -~ 4.
1971...%... ' 205,677 9,425 4.
1970....... 2203,235 9,7 4.
1969. . 200,887 -10,30 5.
1968.....-. " .198,923 10, 454 . 5.
1967%:...... 196,976 .- 10,875 5.
1966.. ... e |+ 195,045 11,595 5.
1965....... 192,983 12,363. 6.
1964....... 190,507 12,954 6
1963....:.. 187,837 13,367 . 7.
1962%....:. 185,104 ‘14,313 T
1961....:.:| . 182,298 - 14,803; : ‘8,
1960...:;2., 2179 323 15,635 8.

F1ve-quarter’ averages gentered on Apr11"see
"Def1n1t1ons and Explanatwns" *in the append1x
Off1c1a1 cena«s count.

+

E)

VUMW VRN OO

NN =

Fe : T



¢

2 v .‘.' “

(Numbers. in t:vhouaanvds’
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" Table B Farrn and Nonfarm Populatlon by,Race and Spanish Orlgm \%1977

"Fxgures are flve-quarter averages centered omwr Aprll)

L i
’ Percent .dxatrxbutxon
Race Total\. ' Farm Nonfarm — - -
X . ‘\ . o . Total* "‘Farm' ,.Nonfar.m;
- —— - - : '
' - . i - 1 . [ ’ . ’
All racgs...:.. '211,192 - 7,806 203,986 2. 100.0 100.0 © 100.0
: Y S - *- . )
* White........ e " 183, 664 7,949 176,315 .86.7 o940 T .86.4
Black..:bu ..o onnns 24,472 397 24,075 11.6° 5.1 11,
. Spanish origin®...... 11,154 112 ‘11,042 5.3({ . 1.4 . 54

The total u.s. populatlon figure shown here
1att:er refers to the total resident populat:xon,
cxvxlmn non1nst1tut10na1 p0pulat10n
- Persons of Spanxsh origin ‘may be of any “*ace.

. ;- )

. B

b . ) - Table Cx Farm and Nonfarm Populatlon by Age:. 1977

(Numbers in thousands
a2

Fxgureé are

differs from that_ shown in table A because, t:“he
whereas this and other tables refer only to the

L

o

five- quarter averages centered on AprLl

For meaning of symbols, see text)

- ~

. i & ) < - " . Percent distribution -~ .
PR T (Farm ° Nonfarm — - — =
v . ,Farm Nonfarm
. ] N . . ‘ .. ' : \‘ ] /{ ) ) ’ o
o All ages............ . 7,806 N ' 203,986 | . 100.0 100.0
Under 14 yelrs..... ........ 1,555 | 46,022 19.9 ) 22.6
14 to 19 years-...... e 1,076 {-. - 23,714 ©13.8 | 1.6
2+ 20 tG 24 YEATS....eroreinone |n 517 18,460 6.6 . 9.0.
25 to 29 years.........: ‘354 \ 16,868 . 4.51. .. 8.3
30/ to 34 years.. .. ie . ¢ 376 . " 14,369 ’4.8 4 .°7.0
35 £0 39 years........... 433 14,526 5.5 |. 5.7
40 to 44 years....: s \ 458 © 10,562 -~ 5.9 5.2
Y45 to 49 years............. 509 ~ 10,923 © 6.5 | 5.4
' 50 to 54 years..... | U 556 © . 11,250 7.1 5.5.
S w55 to 59 years............ 5564 10,307 7.1 5.1
) 60 to. 64 years............. 467 8,776 : . 6.0 4.3
65 years and over....:....... 950 21,212 12.2 «10.4
. Median A oot 35.2 | s » 29.1:7 ) . . .
‘ ' . e . k ’ T S N

Another factor underlymg the disproportionate drop in the
“Black farm populauon is the marginal economic situation of this
s 'group. Accordmg to the 1974 Census of Agriculture, Black farm

' operators tended to be older than Whlte operators, and their”

‘ farms. were smaller ‘and less productwe These data relate to
a - farm .operators rather than to the farmi-resident population.

T

. However income data for farm- resident families from theMarch
1977 CPS- yleld a similar picture (table 9). The-median income
of Black farm famnlnes in 1976 was $6,181, only abaut two- -fifths

)

Y
L

‘Age of operator and acreage and valug of products sold were re-

.- ported by race of operaxor in the 1974 Census of Agriculture, Volume I,
for individual and family operations (sole proprietorships} and for part-
nerships, which had annual sales of $2,500.0r more. Summary data from
this. source are as follows: \

1

Q v

ERIC -
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‘of the $12,129 median for White farm families. The proportion

.. of Black farm famnlnes.below the poverty level was 46 percent

and four times hlgher than that for'White farm families.

’ - -

A " . v -~
/ Footnote."--Con.

Operators
. Bhlck and .
> other races White,. -
Age of operator: . B 14
Percent 55 years and overe 531 / " 43.3 >
Medlan age .o . 56 years ) 52 years ’
Snze of farm:. . .
-~ Percent under 140 acres . 70.9 *35.9
Median size . . ¢... .. .. 69 acres’ 202 acres
Value of products spid: S .
Percent under $30,000 .. .723 | 53.2 .
Median value . . Y. ... .. . $9.012 $38.279
g v

» .
L™ i e
. : . R .

Y

about five times higher than the national average for all famllles ‘



. P . . /
Age md sex. In 1977 thetmedtan age o farm resrdents yvas
' 35.2 years, as compased with 29.1 years for nonf residents
+ {table C). The farm population had a higher propg:glon of per-

« \sons 65 years and-over than the nonfarm population, and a
. slightly I()wer proportion of chrldren under agje 14. Within the
working ages farm residents in the later years, 46 to 64, ex-
.ceeded those 25 to 44, a reversal of the. pattern found in‘the ’.

‘nonfarm populatlon ' - 3 ..
Farm .males ‘outnumbered farm females by 338,000 in 1977
{table 2), There were 109 miales on farms for every 100 females, -~
whereas there were onIy 93 males per 100 females in the non-
. farm population. The lower represeptation of females in the
 farm, populatron as.compared with t nonfarm population, is
most pronounced in the late teens arEt.earIy 20's and again in
. the late 50's and older ages—when women have the highest
"probabilities of Heing single and wWidowed, respectjvely. -The .
* relatlvely high sex ratios for farm- residents at these age&probably -
reflect a tendency toward increased outmigration of young
farm women as they reach maturity, and of ‘older’ farm women
g upon widowhood. Women on farms, in comparison to nonfarm®
women, had a higher proportlon married with husband present
and a Iower proportion in the combined category _of srngle
separated, divorced, and widowed (tabld D). - -

. M ¢
.

Family type, family size, and fertility. Farm families were more
_likely than nonfarm famlhes to be of the married-couple type

t-

2 .o R -

Table D. Percent Dlstrlbutlon of the Farm and
Nonfarm Populatlon by Marltal Status and Sex:

March 1977 _ ‘
. \ L« . .
Sex and marital etdous " Total Farm - | Nonfarm
Female,.lﬁ years : .
- and over.......... 100.0 | 100.0 100.0
Single............ SO ol 23] 210 23.5
‘Married, husband present. 55.7 68.2 55.3
Married, husband absent. +3.6 .2 3.7
Separated.............; 2.7 0.6 0.8
“other "o 0.9 . 0.5 .9
Widowed . . .ovirenen ... 1.6 | 8.4 l%.B
Divorced.............. Y 5.6 0.8 5.8
Male, l4 years
) * and over.......... .,100.0 | 100.0 100.0
Single..i ................ 30.2 3}.7 30. k
Married, wife presert.... 60.9 | 6l.6 66.9
Married, wtfe absent..... 2.5 | =2.0 2.5
Separated .............. 1. & 1.3 ) 1.7
Other....:........ e 0.7 0.7 0.7
 Widowed. . ... e 2.4 | 2.1 2.4
. Divorced. ... ............. 4.0 2.7 4.1
Includeq women with a husband id the Armed
. Forces. Sk

/
Source: Data from Macrch 1977 Current, Popula-

tion Sufvey. See Current Population Reports,
Series P-20, No. 323, "Marital Status and Living
‘Arrangéments: March 19%7."

’ .
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tdble 3) and were less likely. to be malntalned by women (no'
husband present). Although a IovsLer pr0port|on of farm famrltes
had own chlldren under, 18 present {because of the older age
structure of the farm population), ‘those who drzave chlldren '

tended to have a Iarger number than correspogding nonfarm -
“families. . .

3

Fertility data for June 1977 (table E) |nd|cated"the avemgeJ

” number of children born to farm women 18 to 4'4 years of age -

1,973 per 1,000 women) was sngnmcantly hlgher than the aver-

age born to nonfarnmv women (1, 597 per 1,000 women). For :
women 18 to 39 years of age reporting on birth expectations K

“in the June survey, expected lifetime births were higher for
farm than nbnfarm women. The dtfference however, was due
entirely to the drfference.rn the number.of. brrths to date and,

- - not to addmonal births expected: TS o
\ r
ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE FARM .
POPULATION oy o

-

T-he total number of persons employed solely or pnmarlly in -

agrtcuiture in Ihe Unlted States-averaged 3.5 million in 1977

(table - FY). Frfty—four percent of these, Ilved on ‘farths, whereas b

» the remarnder lived off farms and commuted to work (figure 2).

Agricultural workers have evtdenced contrasting growth trends '
by place of residence. From 1970 to 1977, farm resident

agricultural workers .declined _by one-fifth '(453,000). Duting -

*

\

;Table E. Fertility Characteristics of Farm and '
Nonfarm Women: June 1977

« Characteristic- Total Farm Nonfarm\

CHILDREN, EVER BORN PER

‘1,000 WOMBN . N )

Total, 18 to 44 years...| 1,608 {1,973 | 1,597
18 to 24 years........ 432 402 | - 433
25.to 29 years.:....... 1,286 | 1,581 1,280
30 to 34 years........ 12,065 | 2,241 2,059
35 to 39 yéars........ | 2,734 13,288 2,711
40 to 44 years........ 1. 3,153 13,380 '3 143

WOMEN 18°TO 39 YEARS !

oLp' , o

Births to date per 1,000 . ¢ " . '

womEh .« . ... PR 1,493 | 1,885 1,482

Additional births expec- ' *
ted per 1, 000 women. ., ... 770 744 | 771

Lifetime births expedted

.per 1,000 women........ 2,263 | 2, 629 2,253

) D1tn limited to women reporttng on btrth
PXPO([GC[OHH.'

Source: Data from the June 1977 Current
Population Survey. See Current Population Re-,
ports, Series P-20, No. 325, ™ Fertility of
American Women:” Jume 1977." See table A-7 for
bases. : T

¢
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this same period, the number of agricul»tllra 'workers ‘"l,lvin.g 5 . B
“off farms rose from -1.4-to 1.6 miliion. Thif increase reflects -
a general trend among fartty wage workers“to corhmute from- o . i v . -
nonfarm resrdences to their farm jobs. In 1977, ‘about 3 of every . '
4 wage and- salary “gricultural workers Irved off farms (tables ' fqr o
Gand7) . .7‘"4:? . ,/ k : N ' FlgureS o N e o .
. ' ' > Farm/Residents Employed
Labor force panrclpatlon In’ 1977 there were 3.8 mrlllon per- - | inAgriculture and ) .
sons in ‘the farm-resident labor force. Farm residents, 14 years Nonagricultural Industries: 1961 to 1977 , .
.o of age and over, were just as likely to be in" the -labor “force, . gbcent&';p'ove"' : -
L either employed or seeking work, as were thelr nonfarm counter 8 — « P 4
parts For both resrdence groups, the 1977 labor force pamcl- s ..
/“patipn_ rate was about 60 percent (table H). Although there was ) v— . A ) I a g :
" fittle dlfferenc/a in the overall labor force participation; rate by s 60 “Samy g"cu ture _ . oo
farm-nonfarm residence, there was a significant difference be- R R T _ ~...l~~‘.. - B
;. tween these. two. qroubs by sex: Farm resident men had ahigher = - ' —— '~-‘_—.‘.-‘ SR
/. 'tabor force partifipation than. nonfarm men. On the other hand, ) . /——“-'
/. although the labor force participation of farm women had jn- " 40 “ S —_ - ‘ .
'L creased from 30 to 41 percent between 1960 and 1977, their .. : Nonagricultural industries
- Jlevel of particpation rémained below that of nonfarm women DR ' "
47 peroent) ' o , . =
"“’Agr‘icultilral_v p’md nonagricultural employment. Between 1970 . .
and 1977, the employed farm resident labot force engaged . )
. solely of prlmarlly in agriculture.declined from 2.3.to 1.9 mil- I SN SE N 1\ L TR
lion persons' Durlng this same "7-year period, the number of 1960 ‘ Y 66 : ) 72 ) T ‘7é
- farm residents working in nonagrlcultural industries remained . ' Tt ’
: “#PERCENT OF FARM RESIDENT LABOR-FORCE 14 YEARS oLp AND oven
essentially the same.‘As a consequence, .the proportions em- NOTE: COMPARABLE DATA NOT AVAILABLE FOR YEARS PRIOR TO 1961.
ployed. in agrrculture and’ nohagricultural industries in 1977 , v
usoA

: '»l * were nearly equal (table. 5 and frgure 3). /Thrs srmrlarrty in the
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proportlons employed |n/agr|culture and nonagrlcultural in-
dustries was apparent among both Whlte and Black farm resi-
dents (table 6). '

Both the-South, and the comblned North and West regions
have evidenced an increase in the proportuon of the farm resi-
-dent labor forceaengaged in nonagricultural pursuits. 5 Southern
farm resndents however are more, Ilkely to‘have nonfarm. jobs. -
“as. their _principal employment than are. farm resudents of: the.
North and West In 1977, 55 percent ‘of workers llvmg on

Southern farms were prrmarlly engaged in nonagrucultural actnvn-

" ties; among residents on farms outside the South, only 45 per- i

cent were so employed.- This regional d|spar|_ty‘|s apparently
aéso'ciated with the disproportion'ately'high number’ of low-
rncome farms in the South, whose residents must rely on..
supplemental nonfar-m |ncome Accordlng to “the: 1974 Census .
-of Agriculture, the South contained two-fufths of all farms.in

- the. United States but nearly three flfths of those wnth sales of

“Unemplement As.in earl|er years, 'the rate of unemployment—

Iess than 52, 500 -

-

the prpportlon' of the C|v|I|an Iabor foroe currently without a

“. 5The ,Current Popt‘llatron Survey md:cated that 275 percent of the
Southern . farm ‘resident labor force - was engaged . in nonagricultural
“activities in 19Y0." The cerresponding figure for the combined North

" and West was 25.1 percent, b

E
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_ were ntost likely to be classed as self-employed, irrespectv

]Ob and I'ooklng for work—was relafively low for the farm
~populat|on About 3 peroent of the’labor force living on fanns

in 1977 was unemployed; the comparable rate for the ndnfarm

populatlon was 7.5 percent (table 'H). Although there is some

evidence of racial duspanty in the farm unemployment rates,

bog,.rates wete lower than the correspondmg rates for the non-
“farm poiaulatlon In 1977, the-fates of unembloyment for White

tively, The comparable nonfarm rates were nea'rly 7 peroent for
Whutes and 14 peroent for Blacks. , ’

e .
. it .
) S
R . T ” Lo
R g
N .

Class of WOrker Farm resudents prlmaruly engaged in agnc;/ture

reglon of residence (table 7). There was some evudence, how--

. ever, of a “regional difference. in the proportions employed for
wages and salary‘) or=as.unpaid family workers. In the South,

there me evideqce that workers who weére not self-employed.’
were_most llkely td be working for wages .and salary

combtned Northern and. Western States, however, -émployed

) farm residents were just as- often unpaid family workers as wage

and salary workers. The indicated prevalénce of salaried em-

ek
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ible F. Persons 14 Years Old and Over Employed ln Agrlculture. by Farm- Nonfarm
"Residénce gnd Sex: , 1977.and 1970 - . ]
. ’(.Numbgru in thoun‘ndn Fxgurea ‘are five-quarter averagea centered on April) ! e
' . ./\'I/_' . B - N . ' Percent distribption
Ve N v Both sexes Male Female - - -
"‘Realdence ‘ : " Both Bsexes Male - " Pemale
1977° | 1970 | 1977 | 1970 |1977 ,1’9,‘70 1977 | 1970 [1977 |1970. }1977 [1970°
3,462 | 3,696 | 2,795 | 3,065 | 667 650 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 [100.0 | 100.0 |- 100.0
L o Y . . LTS . . . -
1,880 2,333 (. 1,527 }- 1,902 | 3531 %31 | 54.3 [ 63.1 | 54.6'| 62.5'| 52,9 ,‘<’,66.3
1,582 [ 1,363 | 1,267 | 1,143 3157|220 45.70,36.9| 45.3 37.5) 47,2 338
N . . . ) r._ . “ '- e j v
. ) , [
o / . “
- : oo LT ‘ B .
v \ - . . x,r . . . 3 ' -
' Table G. Nonlarm. Residents 14 Years Old and Over Employed in Agncplture by .
-Class of Worker and Sex: 1977 and 1970 RS ;
(Numbers in thousands Fxgures are five= qunrter averagea centered on April) '
i o " ) : , ) \ : "Percent distribution
. . : . . Both sexes Male ' Fejiale - -
Class of worker ’ . Both sexes Male Female
¢ . . “firomr | rer0.| 1977 | 1970 f1997- | 1970 | 1977 | 1970 [ 1977 | 1970 1977 | 1970.
! ‘-’,‘ - . - - . y - K4 4 . o
" fotal agricultural Workers. .. .... 1,582 { 1,363 [ 1,267 | 1,143 | 315 | 220 100.0[100.0 |f00.0 |100.0 |100.07 100.0.
*Se'lf—‘employed workers. . ..... s SRR 1 435 424 394 | 396 40 28 | 21.5 | }31'.5"1:" 311|366 ) 12,7 12.7
Wage ﬂ.Hsalary WOTKETS . .o\ ivvvsiones . 1,075 872 | #844 | ' 79| 230 153) €8.0| 640 66.0] 62.9.| 73.0{ 69.5
- Unpaid: family workers........ N 721 T 66| - 29 271 46| 7 39 4.6 4.8 2.3 2.4 16.0 17.7.

. and Black farm resitlents were 2 percent and 6 perceht, respec- .

e of

In the"

ployment in the South reercts, at least in part, the hlgher'

incidence of nonagrlcultural employment among Southe[n farm .
- people discussed earlier. As in prewous years, persons Ilving on

.



Table H Employment MUS Of the Farm and .‘ i ' farms and working in no?agrlcultural lndustcles in 1977 Were -‘,
dominantly" wage - and salary Workera regardless of yenion
" Nonfarm Population 14 Years Old and Over, "~ D¢

. of resldence N : : o,
bysex 1977 ff SRR ’ ' ". v % . _ e ,rf_ o -“/}‘::
N (Numbera in thous-anda Fxgores are 'fx' é__ . Inoome The m dian income ‘of farm famllles contlnues to lag '
quarter ' ‘averages centeré@ on¥pril) behind that- of nonfarm families. Iri 1976, the median. income -
- , “for farm families Was $11,663, substantially lowep thén the
TR T Non- .  $16,085 fof nonfarm familles (table 8). The proportion of fam.
~ Sex /and employment status Farm ). farm families with 1976 inco?ms below the- pp\(erty level was 13 5
e = — ——— AR ~.  percent, 1% times that of nonfarm famiues L ' _ , /
. BOth BEXEB.s.. u..i..ic... /yzsl 157,965 R
In labor £Orce. ............. | 73,838 "94,620 RELATED REPORTS EEREEEE o
Labor force partlc ipation . L4 " 5 : 9 'jComparable flgures for 1976 appear in Cumnt P0puletlon Re
r;l:l::)loyed """ T .percent 36756 87 202 . ports, '‘Farm +Population of the United ‘States 1976, Series . -
'Unemployec'i‘.‘ i ! 102 118 . Censuy- ERS (P-27), No. 49, and earlldr reports were publlshed
. Unemployment rate-. .’.percent Lo 2.7 0 1.5 annually beginning in 1961. FR _
. . - i SRR - Beginning with 1972, the data are ‘not strlctly comparable .
Male Moo .. ‘ 3,3_266* 74,672 with datg for earlier yri; because of adjustments in sample
In labor fdree . ‘. B ,,230"67 55,596 . design. and survey- procedures pccasioned by 1970 census data.
- Lebor force parncxpatxon : B i _ Application of 1972 procedures to da\a for March 1970 lowered i
[ CRALE. v ..percent.. | = 79.8| 74.5 . the farm.population 14 years old and over by about 75»000
Employed. e e “r] 2,562 | 51,789 : In 1976, revisions were made in the processlng procedure for
Ynemployed..... PP - 441 3,807 7 determining farm-nonfarm resldence ‘of -the rural populatlc)n
Unemployment rate...percent.. 1.7l ( 6.8 The revisions lowered the’ total farm population. by an estlmated
o : . . L - ' 130,000. The effects are- d:scussed ln detat! in the report clted
Female.......1....uee. =. | 987 | 83,292 above. -
Io l;abor‘ force..... e too1,232 3‘9,,023' e Although not fully comparable wnth the Curmsnt, Population
‘Labor force partxcxpatlon s ! Survey, farm population’ flgures for 1970 for-thé United States, .
Y - DA e .percent_. . 41.2 46.9 . ‘States and: countieg appear in ¢hapter C of 1970° Census of
. Employed............. crdee | 1,174 35,713 Population, Volume |, Characteristics of-the Pogulation; char-
- Unemployed.'...i..... TERRER 58 1+ 3,310 acteristics of the farm populaﬂon by. States are presented in " -
ermplo_ym_en_t rate.,.percent.. lo.. Ta 8.5 chapter D. : R , . BN
’ .Y Il .v‘ .v ¢
. ) , Y . y
o : " DR
2 B . v
v g . e B T
. . b S g
Sy ( o
N ) 1 )
- : N * ! L !

e N o . - . .“‘. . . ) ) . . , .




M ]
- - : e !
. . . + . 3 . . N . . , . B
v : . T . . . B ' : 7
: 1’able 1 Farm Populatwn by Race and Sex for Brogd Age Groups 1977 and 1970 e
' ‘. _'l ’ . ' (Qlumbers m thousanda: Fxgures are fxve—qunrtcr averages, centcred on Aprxl) S . “' S
AR , o , Perfent-distribution’ .
i R Tb . BQtMexes : Male — Female - - - - —
Race and age - - S, f . . : Both, sexes Male : Female - .
1 L. . . K i . § L.
A Voo . ¢ : 1 . o
- e T, oo 1917 1970 ‘1917 1970 * 1977 | 1970 1977 1970 1977 4970 1977 1970 ~
o : - 1 . — . : ! T :
.o : o N ) L -, . . o o
v T~ Al racess ... .. sl T 806 9,712 | 4,072 5,004 3,73 4708 | 100.0 | 100.0 {+100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 100.0-
L . - . -,‘;“( . ) . . . . b ‘ ; s s
Under 14 years...... | NN l 555 2.490. 808 1,274 7417 1,216 19.9 1 . 25,6 198 ,25.5 20.0, 25.8
14 years and “over....... 16 251‘ . 7,222 3,264 3,730 2,987 |- 3,492 | 80.1 74.4 80.2 | .74.5{ 80.0 1402
. N . 0 - N 3 3 - . = ) . .. ’
, White....... sereoes | 07,3690 783175 3,850 | 4,524 | 3,497 4,251 | 100.0 | -190.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 } 100.0 | 100.0
Urtder 14 years..\........ 1,,,331 2,152 * 755 1,104 678 1,051 19.5 ] * 24.5 19.6 1 -24.3 19.4 26.1"
\1_10 yedrs and oge'r ........ 5,914 6,623 | . 3,095 3,423 2,819 3,200 80.5 75.5 89.!0 L1507 80.6 75.3
AR L . 4 ¢ ‘ : R ) o .o
Black. . ..e. .. i u 397 849 | 190 432 208 417 1 100.0 100.0 1Q0.0 100.0 { "100.0 100.0
Under L4 years....... coawd o, 108 311 45 159 « 63 153 27.2 36.6 23.7 36.8 30.3° 36.7
14 years and over........ ~ 291 1. ° 538’ 145 A2 145 264 73371 63.4.f "78.3 63.2; 69.7 | 63-.3 -
A : B Y N
’ . ‘ ' ¢
K - A a
@ N 4
4 - [ N ! *
Loy ~ N . . -
- ‘ \ b
e ; ) oL ] {
r ‘ )
o . 9
o - . . " -
. s ) ! .
. Table 2, Farm Population, by Age and Sex: 1977 and 1970 .
L} N .
(Numbers in thousands.  Figures are five-quarter averages centered on April) - -
2 . . s : N
[ A B o et e e e e e s
- T 7 Percent "didtribution N
- v, Both aexes Male Female - - -
Age  ° Both sexes Male s Female
4 - : , - — X
s 1 o) 1977 970, 19717 T1970 1977 1970 1977 1970 1977 1970 1977 1970
) . j v
CALL dgea. 7800 | 9,72 8002 5,004 3,734 4,708 [ 100.0 [ 100.0 | 100.07] 1000 100.0 100.¢
«Under 14 years......... .. 1,995 2,490 ’ 808 1,274 1 1,216 19.9 25.6 19.8 25.5 .20.0 25.8 -
14 years and over..... ... 6,251 7,222 3,264 -3,730 2,987 3,492 80.1}1 4.4 _80.2 74.5 §80.0 74.2
14 to 19 years. ...... .. 1,046 1,316 990 - T4 H86 602 1.8 13.6 14.5 14.3 13.0 12.8
©20 to 26 years......... oSt 502 297 269 220 232 6.6 5.2, 7.3~ 5% 5.9 4.9,
25 vto 34 years..... ... . 730 110 } 1A RPA 159 399 |- 9.4 7.9 97 7.4 9.5 8.5
35 .to 44 years. ... .. HY1 106t Ahb Toal8 449 4 11,4 10.9 1.0 10.4 11.9 11.5
49 to B4 yeavs. .. .. 1,060 1,250 529 olg “16 6731 13.6 12.9 T131.0 12.4 14.4 13.4 «
55 td 64 years. .. .. 1,021 1,208 N5 bHal SHl6 561 131 12.4 1 13.4 12.8 12.7 11.9
B%3years and over .. 950 R A 599 Coand | 50 12.2 167 11.9 12.0 12.5 14.1
—_ e - - —- - R B e f:‘—'—’ T ,"»_
. ¢
-y R
s,
. . ) \
- & -
. . ( i
1
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TAablﬁe 3. Characteristics of Farm and Nonfarm Families, by Race: March 1977

- - "(For meaning of symbols, see text) ° . -
- - - - R il D - T - -
B ' T . . . All races White BTack N
" Charactexistic ' : — g : i - .
: - e .~ Total" Farm | Nonfarm Total *Farm | Nonfarm | . Total Farm |. Nonfarm
L Total families...............thousands.. | 56,710 2,184 54,526, 50,083 | 2,072 48,011 5,804 © 97 5,707
All typea..'.'..:‘..........'..v............. 100.0 | ~ 100:0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 | - 100.0 100.0 .
Married couple....... oiveivnnn RN . 83.8 | . 92.4 83.4 | ° 86.7 93.0 86.4 58.7 8l.4 58.3
Male head, no wife present......,..... 2.6 3.8, . 2.6 2.4 3.8 2.4 4.2 4.1 4.2
Pemale head, no husband present....... 13.6 3.8 14.0 10.9 3.2 11.2 37.1 ] (la.a 7.4
ALl sizes........... e 100,0 100.0 |° 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 }+ 100.0
2 persons....... TS RPN . 38.0 39.6 . 37.9 39.2 40.3 391 . 29.8 26 .8 29.9
3 to 5 persongi......... .. e . 53.2 49.0 53.4 53.0 49 .6 53.2 53.5 140.2 53.7
6 Persons OF MOFE.........covveensss .. 8.8 11.4 8.7 7.8 . lo.t 7.7 16.7 .33.0 16.4
» Mean si_ze.of'fapily ..................... 3.37 3.47 3.36 3.31 23.41 3.30. 3.78 4.60 3.77
\a All families with own children. . ) : . ) .
under IB8......vcvvvnns .~ ..théusands. . 30,145 1,029 29,116 26,014 971 25,043 3,589 47 3,542
Percent with-— ! _ ) . - )
1 or 2 own.children under 18.:....... . 712.3 66.0 72.6 73.6 67.4 73.9 63.3 (B) 63.6
3 or 4 own children under 18........ 23.7 25.5 23.6 23.1 25.2 23.0 27.7 (B) 27.6
. 5 or more own children under 18..... 4.0 8.6 -t 3.8 v 3.3 7.3 3.1 9.1 (B) 8.8
S !. v -~
Mean number of own children............. . 2.01 2.27 2.00 1.98 2.21 1.97 2.21 (|, 2.9
Percent of all families with members-- . .
Under 18 years............. 55.5 49.1 55.8 53.7 48.5 53.9 69.7 57.7 69.9
18 to 64 years. . ...t 92.3 89-.2 92.5 91.9 89.1 92.0 95.4 89.7 95.5
65 years and OVer....,.c.o-vo.n. ISR 17.5 24 .4 17.3 17.8 24.2 17.5°% - 15.5 29.9 15.2
Source: Data from March 1977 Current Population Survey. See Current Population Reports, Series P-20, No. 326, "Household
and Family Characteristics: March 1977." . - ‘-
__Table 4. Metropolitan-Nonmetropolitan Residence of the Farm and Nonfarm (¥ -
Population, by Race: 1977 : : 3
(Numbers in thousands. Figures are five-quarter averages centered on April)
Race and residence ’ ‘ Total ’ Farm |~ Nonfm‘m/
' ALL RACES
UNIEEd SEALES .« v eeere e ene 1211,792 7,806 203,986
Tnside SMSA'S . ittt e 143,182 1,501 141,681
. Percent............ S 67.6 19.2 69.5
‘Outside SMSA's.......... e 68,610 6,305 , 62,305
POLCEOE oo e e e e s 32.4 80.8 - 30.5
4oL g
WHITE :
3 N
United SLALES . oo r e eie et ee e e 183,664 7,349 176,315 .
Inside SMSA's.. ... ... ... ... i 121,773 1,452 120,321 3
POTCEOE . o et et e e 66.3 19.8 68.2 *
Outside SMSA'g. ... .. ... 61,890 5,897 55,993
R o) + 1 P L33 . "R0.2 2 31.8
/7
BLACK !
United States.......... JUUTTR 24,472 b 124,073
Tnside SMSA'S .. ov.noer e ‘ 18, 354 18,322
PErCONl . o e et e e s : 75.0 76.1
Outside SMSA'8. .. ..ot ! 6,118 5,752
Percent 25.0 23.9
"The total U.S. population figure shown here differs from that shown in table A because the
latter refers to the total resident populdtion, whereas this aud other tables refer only to the -
civilian nnninstitu&ionnl population.
I4MSA's refers to atandard metropolitan atatistical arcas as designated in the 1970 census pub-
licationa: see "Defifiitions and Explanationa." R
(N
1
o - 14
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Table 5 Employment Status ot the Farm Population 14 Years Old and Over, by Sex
1977 and 1970 and by Reglon 1977
{Numbers in thousands— Figures are—five-quarter avetaged centered on April)
) . } ) ) : Percent distribution
. . - . . North. |. - e - - s
Sex and employment status United Sé)utem and South ‘ . - 'North -
. . . S ' West < Unil_:(zd St‘nteé.r. : and - South
: ’ : ' West o
N ; e o977 1970 1977 1977 1977 (. “1eio| . 1977 1977
Both sexes....... e 6,251 | - 7,222 3,895 | . 2,357.. 10070 100.0 | © 100.0 "100.0"
In labor force....... . it 3,838 © 4,293 2,462 E 1,376 ‘6]..[6 59.4° - 63.2 58.4 .
. Not in laber force.:...u....... S e 2,413 2,929 |- 1,433 981 '38.6 . 40.6 36.8 41.6 )
In 18bOr £0rce.....c.ounvn... 3,838 4,293 2,462 1,376 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
JEmployed. .. ....iiini..... 3,736 |+ 4,211 2,401 1,336 97.3 98.1 ¢ 97.5 97.0
Agricuilture © 1,880 2,333 1,297 582 49.0 54.3 52.7 42.3
Nonagricultural 1ndustn<)s ......... 1,856 1,878 1,104 753 48.4 43,7 44.8 C54.7
Unemployed..’..’ ....................... 102 : 82 62 41 2.7 1.9 2.5 3.0
Male........... e e e 3,264 3,730 2,063 . 1,201 100.,0 100.0 100.0 100.0
In labor force........ ... .o v ... 2,606 2,974 1,691 915 79.8 79.7 |- . 82.0 76.2
Not in labor force..................... 658 756, 372 286 20.2 203 18.0 23, 8
* In labor force............. P 2,606 2,974 1,691 915 100.0 -100.0 100.0 100.0
Employed.................... e 2,562 2,932 1,663 899 98.3 98.6 98.3 '98.3
Agriculture.......... N 1,527 1,902 1,049 479 . 58.6 64.0 62.0 52.3
_Nonagricultuwal industries......... 1,035 1,030 614 420 39.7 34.6 | 36.3 45.9 =
Unemployed.............. T 44 42 29 16 1.7 1.4 1.7 1.7
\
CFemale. . .ou i . 2,987 3,492 1,890, 1,156 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
- In labor force.................. N ..., 1,232 1.319 770 - 462 41.2 | 37.8 42.1 40.0
Not in labor force..................... 1,755 2,173 1,060 694 58.8 62.2 5Y.9 . 60.0
In labor force..................... ... 1,230 1,319 " 770 462 100.0 100.0 100.0 -100.0
" Employed........ e 1174, 1,279 738 436 95.3 [ . 97.0 95.8 9% .4 -
Agriculture . - 393 431 250 104 28.7 . 32,7 32.5 2245
Nonagricultural industries......... 821" 849 AB\B 333 ) 66.6 64.4 63.4 72.1
Unewployed. . ........ ... . ... .. ...... - 58 40 32 25 4.7 | 3.0 4.2 5.4
\ - - Y ~ N
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- Table 6. Employment Status of the Farm Population 14 Years Old and Over, by Race and Sex, for
. . , Regions: 1977
s . . . . N ) . N e
id _ (Numbera-in thougands. Figures are five-quarter averages centered on Aprii. For meaning of symbo 19, -see\(texc) = ’.’_
) 1 ‘ Percent disir'iputibn ' ,
Rage, sex, .and employlfnenlt sjtatus , United North ) United North e
States . and West South States and West South
" WHITE - - L
Both BeXes.......... 5,914 | 3,868 2,045 ~100.0 100.0 10040
In labor force.. ... ... i 3,659 2,446 1,213 61.9 63.2 59.3
Not in lapor force............. e e 2,255 1,421 833 38.1 36.7 -~ 40.2
In labor force 3,659 2,446 1,213 Y 100.0 100.0 100.0°
Employed.........coooviiiaend 3,568 2,387 1,181 97.5 97.6 ¥97.4
Agriculture 1,798 1,289 509 . 491 52.7 ) 420,
Nonagricultural industries.. 1,710 1,098 672 8.4 44.9 55.4
. Unemployed. . «. v. oot vierarcnnnns L 91 59 32 2.5 2.4 *Y 2.6
s .
] : O
S O VR 3,095 2,050 1,045 . 100.0 100.0 7100.0.
In labor force.....i.. . v eivevenn oo 2,493 1,682 810 80.5 © 82.0° o115
Not in labor force....., e e AP 602 368 234 19.5 18.0 22.4
! In labor force.. ... v, 2,493 1,682 810 100.0 100.0 100.0
EMPLOYEd . « v v v eee et e 2,453 1,654 799 98.4 98.3 98.6
AgrLculCure ............................ 1,460 1,041 ' 418 58.6 61.9 51.6
Nonagricultural industries............. 993 613 380 39.8 36.4 46.9
Unemployed. . ......cooovnnnonn.. e " 40 28 12 1.6 1.7 1.5
Female. -« vve e e e 2,819 1,818 1,000 100.0 / 1000 |y . 100.0
In labor force...... ... ity 1,166 . 166 401 41.4. 42.1 40.1
Not in labor forca............... ... .v.n _l 653 1,054 1509 58.6 /' w58.0 59.9
In labor force...... . ..., 166 401 100.0 100.0 100.0
Employed. ..v i 1)115 734 " 382 95.6 95.8 . 95.3°
Agriculture....... e 338 249 90 N 29.0* 32.5 22.4
Nonagricultural industries............. 177 485 292 66.6 63.3 72.8
Unemployed. ... ... ... 51 32 19 4.4 4.2 o 4».7
BLACK
B R R RE S T T T T o e B P IRV Y U SRR ¥ . W S SR By 100.0
In labor force............ ...t 4 148 52.6 (B) 52.3
Not in labor force......... ... ... ... 2 135 LYY (B) . 47.7
In labor force.......... [ R 4 148 100.0 (§:}] 100.0
EmPLloyed. v eee e 4 140 94 .1 (B) 94.6
Agriculture, ..........coviieia 3 69 47.1 (D) 46.6
Nonagricultural industrica....... M 1 71 ‘ 4.1 . . (B) 48.0
Unemployed.... .. FSP 1 9 5.9 (B) . 6.1
: ’
~ Male.......... e 145 4 142 100.0 (B) ks ' 1ooq
In labor force..... B . 98 3 .95 67.6 (B) 66.9
Not in labor force...........ccoooiieon e, N 47 ! 46 32.4 (B) . 32.4
In Labor EOFCe. . oorenoene e a8 3 95 100.0 (8) 100.0°
EMPloyed. «oonnte it e 96 3 93 98.0 (B) 97.9
Agriculture......... e 60 3 57 61. (B) 60.0
Nonagricultural industriea. 15 - 35 15. 7 (B) 36.8
Unemployed. . .o.oov o vinnine } - 3 3.1 (B) 3.2
I
Female. . ... oo 145 0 142 100.0 (BY 100.0
In labor. force.............. ... 55 1 53 37.9 (B) 37.3
Not in labor force......... 91 ? 89 62.8 (8) 62.7
In labor force. ... ... ... ... ... h e 1 53 () (B) (B)
Employed. ... ....covi 48 1 47 (B) (8) (B)
Agriculturce. .. ooov i 12 - 11 (B) (n) (B)
Nonagricultural industries.... Y 1 36 (B) (8) . (B)
Unemployed. ... 7 1 6 (B) (n) (B)
. N
\
L;(
' 16
]
O P . - .

ERI!

PArunext provided oy enic [N




. \ N
3 - - R
. : ., . s . ' ' o : |
. . .o . . . . 0
. - : _ . S
o~ N . .
Table 7 Farm Residents 14 Years Old and Over Employed in Agriculture and. Nonagrlcultural |ndustnes by Class
of Worker and Sex, for Regions: 1977 and 1970° . = .
BB : \Nﬁiﬂiérs if _.tr\ou TWM‘mmﬂentmmt—mebﬂsmth’MMﬁ“
. R )/Lted States North and West . South’ . S . Percent.distribution ’ o
Bex and class of ‘ro‘r‘kver'c 2 ) |4 o L : ’ ~ | United States vNo‘rth and West - -South .
v . RS T » - . . . ) . - Lo .
' o - o ] 1977 1970 197? 1970 ¢ 1977 | 1970 1977 1970 *° 1977 1970 ] - 1977 1970:
" TOTAL AGRICULTURAL WORKERS - | l . . + ' ) R o
. . il . . s - . . .o .
Both sexes....... wetolos| L 1,880 2,333 | 4 1,297 1,599 | . 582 734 100.0'{* 100.0 100.0 | 400.0 | 100.0 100.0 L
~ Self-employed workers..... T T U R B WA 801" 976 | © 345 437 61.0| 60.5|- 61.8 60.9 | - 59.3 595" ‘
Wage and salary workers........ 377 395 231 | . 216 146 179 20.1 .16.9 17.8 13.5 25.1: © 24.4
Unpaid family workers.,........ 356 * 526 266 408 90 118 18.9 22.5 20.5 25.5 - 15.5 6.1~
. N N . . 3 ) ".. . n .
Male........ PSRN RN - 1,527 1,902 1,049 ) 479 614 100,0 . 100.0 100.0 100.0 1'00..0' 100.0
: Self-employed workers....... 1,067 1,352 750°¥ HGNS 318 417 69.9 | © 71.1 71.5 72.6 66.4 | 67.9
Wage and saliry workers........ 321 349 195 ]; B 126 153 21.0 18.3 18.6 [, 15.2 26.3 24.9
Unpaid family workers.......... 139 200 104 165+ | 34 45 9.1 [+ 10.5 | 9.9 12.0 7.1 7.9
i : v | : .o
Female..o.ooovinie vl 353 431 250 31t 104 120 100.0 |/ 100.0 [ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 .
Self-employed workers.......... 79 59, 52 38 2?5, 21 2.6 1 13,7 20.8 12.2 26.0 17.5
‘Wage and salary workers........ 55 46 35 20 20 26 15.6 10.7 14.0 6.4} . 19.2 21.7
Unpaid®Family workers.......... 218 326 162 253 56 73 61.8% 75.6 |°  64.8 81,4 |  53.8 6048
" TOTAL JONAGRICULTURAL HORKERS N -
L . ‘
BOth SeXeS.ce...u.. ... ... g!.85671 1,878 1,104 1,106 | 753 774 100. 0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0Q 100.0
Self-employed workers....,..... CL 167 15% 97 92 70 67 9 8.5 | 8.8 8.3 9.3 8.7
Wage and salary workers........ 1,672 1,698 998 1,000 675 698 \ 90.1 90.4 90.4 90.6 89.6 90.2
Unpaid family wor_ker‘s‘f._.r.. R 17 21 8 -13 T8, 8 0.9 I 1.1 0.7 1.2 1.1 1.0
P Male......... IO 1.035 1,030 | . 614 - 592 420 438 | - 100.0 100.0 100.0 | -100.0 10070 100.0
Self-employed workers.......... 118 112 - 70 66 ; 48 46 1.4 10.9{ . 11.4 111 IEES . 10.5
‘Wage -and salary workers...... .. 915 912 5473 5213 172 389 88.4 88.5 88.4 88.3 88.6 1. 88.8
Unpaid family workers.......... a1 5, - 2 1. 3 0.1 0.5 - 0.3 0,2 ,0.7
N ! \
Female.................... 821 B9 288 S14 333 335 100.0 100.0 '100.0 100.0 100.0 100:0
*  Self-employed workers.......... 49 4 27 26 22 21 6.0 55| <.s.5 5k 6.6 L6.3
Wage and salary workersi....... 157 7186 454 4717 303 " 309 92.2 92.6 L 93.0 92.8 91.0 92,2 *
Unpaid family workers...... . IS8 [ Q) T [ 178 7y 176 73 71 19
- j ARRRRRSI EURR SR AU NS A AU SR I
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Table 8 Farm Resldents 14 Years Old and Over Employed m Agnculture and Nonagricultural Industnes. by Class:
~of Worker Race, and Sex, for Regnons

" - (Numbers in thousands.

‘Figures are fwe-quarter averages centered. on Apnl.

1977

For menning of symbola, see text)

Appendix.. From Cutrent Population Reports, Scries P-60, Na. 1
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the Unitcd Statea: 1976 (Advance Rt‘port') " and Servies P60, N

07,

os. 101 aud 105, and unpublished data.
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“Mon('y Income aund Povetty Status of Families and Persqna in

Agr'icvulturn_l workers Nonagricultugal workers %er,cant distribution
- L . : . Agricultural workers - 'Nonagriéulturni_worker'a :
Race, sex, -and clasas of worker . North a . North i :
‘ . -United and |~ United and . United North| United. North .o
* . , States West South | States’ West South | States {and West| ‘South | States [and West South
’ . . K] [} ) ] —
URITE R - - . .
- Both sexes......... FEREEE 1, 798 1,289 509 1,770~ 1,{098 672 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0
. . .0
Self-employed workers.......... 1, 124 799 324 163 97 68 62.5 62.0 63.7 9.2 .'8.8 9.8
Wage and salary workers..'...... 331 224 s 108 1,590 993 |° 597 18.4 17.4 21.2 89.8 90.4 88.8
Unpaid family wdrkers.......... 343 266 77 17 - 8 8 19.1 20.6 15.1 1.0 . 0,7 1.2
Male....c.nifoeeenn PRI 1,460 1,04) 418 993 613 380 100.0 100.0 100.0 lOQ.’g 100.0 100.0
Self-employed wprkers.......... 1,046 748 298 T o11s 70 45 71.6 71.8 71.3 11.6 11.4 11.8 .
Wage and salary| workers........ 283 190 “ 94 877 542 335 19.4 18.3 22.5 88.3 88.4 88.2
Unpaid *family Workefs.......... 131 104 26 1 - "1 9.0° 10.0 6.2 b~ 0.1 RS .0.3
Female....f...... e 338 249 90 717 485 62 }00.0 1100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 * 100.0
. ‘ .
Self-employed workera.......... 78 sz\( 26, 48 27 21 73.1 20.9 28.9 6.2 5.6 7.2
Wage and salary workers........ 48 34 14 713 450 263 + 14,2 “13.7 15.6 91.8 '92.8 90.1
«  Unpaid family jworkers...... 212 161 51 16 T8 7 62.7 64.7 56.7 2.1 1.6 2.4
72 3 69 72 1 7 T (B) (B) () » ~(B) (8) (8)
20 - 20 2 - 2 (B) (B) (8) () (B) (B)
40 3 37, 69 i 69 (B) (B) (B) (8) |, (B) (B)
12 - 12 - - - (B) (p) (B (B) () “(B)
................... 60 | 3 57 35 - 35 () (» ® () () ()
.......... "9 b ol % 2 - 2 () (B) () (1) (») ¢
........ 34 3 3 33 - 13 (B) (B) (») (8) () (B),
.......... 7 - 7 - - - (B) () (8) (8) (8) (B).
Femal:/ .................... i 12 - 1 16 ! 16 @M [ (® (3 (8) (8) (B)
Self-empldyed Jorkers.......... 2 - 2 - - - (8) (8) (B) () () (B
N Waggiand gajary workers........ 6 = 5 I A 35 (B) By B B B) {B)—
Unpaid fa;\ily workera.......... 5 - 5 - - - (B) (B) (B) (B) NG ) (8)
" . - D SR S —— b
- M \ v
Table 9. Income Characteristics of Farm and Nkntarm Families, by Race: 1976
5 (Families as of March 1977)
L4
O All races ‘White Black . :
CthrnctLrntxc P—— *— ; - :
Tntm Farm Nonfarm sTotal Farm Nonfarm Total Farm | Nonfarm
) .
[ - U S R — ' . , .
Total families.............. thousands. . 56,710 2,184 56,526 50,083 2,072 48,bll 5,804 97 5,707
Fgmilies b& 1976 income..... e 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 | . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Less -than $4,000 or loss.......... ... 6.9 3.6 6.7 5.5 12.5 5.2 18.7 37.1 18.4
$4,000 to $9,999....... ... 23.0 28.4 22.8 21.6 27.6 21.4 34.7 45.4 34.6
$10,800 to $14,999. .. ....... ... ....... 20.91 19.5 20.1 20.4, 19.9 20.4 18.8 |- 12.4 19.0
“515,000 to §19,999............. ... ... 19.1 15.2 19.2 19.8 15.8 19.9 3.5 [~ 3.1 4.7 .
; $20,000 and over.....: e e 0.7 23.3 31.0 327 243 33.0 14.2 4.1 4.4 .
Median family income (1976 dollars): .
{976 ................................... 14,958 ¢ /11,663 15,065 15,537 2,129 15,646 9,242 5,181 9,355
L I 2 T 14,510 1 /11,471 14,627 15,091 11,886 15,221 9,285 5,228 9,383
L 14, 89k 12,250 14,9917 15,478 12,590 15,604 9,242 6,029 9,316
1 I 25 T 15,437 12,869 15,568 16,134 13,296 16,279 9,312 5,891 9,400
1972..... e e 15,126 12,046 15,280 15,715 12,399 15,892 9,340 5,337 Q,442
| L T 16,457 10,112 14,668 15,001 10,419 15,229 9,052 4,581 9,205
}19_70..... ............................... 14,465 9,935 14,677 15,006 10,291 15,236 9,205 4,438 9,374
. / Percent of families..........c.ocvovennnn 100.0 100.0 100.0 . 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.‘0
Below poverty level.................. 9.4 13.5 9.2 7.1 1.7 6.9 27.9 46.4 27.5
/ Above poverty level......,.... ... 90.6 86.5 90.8 92.9 88.3 93.1 72.1 L 53.6 ) 72.5‘ ,
/ Source: Data relate to income in 1976 from the March 1977 Current Pnpulatmn Survey, Income includes money wagcn or salary,
| net income from farm and nonfarm sclf-employment, and iacome from other sources; see "Definitions and Fxplnnatxnun in the
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" DEFINITIONS AND EXPLANATIONS

v

A
A

A
A
. t

Population coverage. With the exceptron’of the total popul'atlon
shown in ‘table-A, all figures ln this report relate to the cwrlian

. noninstitutional populatlon The. total population shown| in .
- able B {211,792,000) differs from the estimated April 1, 1977

total civilian population (214,267 .000) chiefly in excludlng the
ifstitutional population, For .the Current Populatlon Survey,
both ‘the institutional and military camponents of the popula-
tlon are regarded as ent|re|y nonfarm. .

i
't

Farm population. In the Current Population Survey, as‘ih
'.: 1960 and' 1970 Censuses, of Population, the farm popu"atlon
conslsts of all persons living in rural territory on places of 10
‘or more_acres if as much as $50 worth of agrlcultural products

\ were sold-from the place in the reporting year (for the CPS the .

preceding 12 months) It-also includes those living on plhces of
under 10 acres if as much as-$250 worth of agrictiitural products
. were sold from_thé place in the reporting year. Persons in in-
stitutions, summer camps, motels, and tourist camps, and those

classified as-nonfarm. . )
. From April 1960 through January; 1976, farm residence was
determined in the Current Populatlon Survey by the responses
to two questions. Owners are asked, “Does this place have 10
" or more acres?”’ and renters are asked, ““‘Does the place you rent
have 10 or more acres?’’ if the response is “Yes,” the respondent
is.asked, ““During the past 12 months, did sales of crops, live-
. stock, and other farm products frem this place amount to $50
or more?” If the -acreage response is “No,"”. the inquiry relates to
' sales of $250 or more. 4
~ Beginning in February 1976 the second question was attered
so that after responding either ““Yes’' or “No’’ to,the acreage
inquiry, owners/renters are asked, “During the pastl12 months,
how much did sales of crops, livestock and other fa(m products
from thls place amount to?’’ The respondents are glven a choice
of four answers: “$1,000 or more,” “$250 to $999 " “$50 to
$249 " and "'Under $60."

The questlon was’ changed to enable |dent|flqat|on of the
farm 'population as defined’ previously (see above) and as de’
fined under the new farm definition announced! by the U.S.
Department of Agric_ulture and the Bureau of the Census in
August 1976. Under the new -definition, a farm would be iden-
tified on the basis of sales alone; and would be defin'ed as any
place from which $1,000 or more of agrlcultﬁo‘oducts are
sold, or would probably be sold, in the reportin /

' (
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All of the farm. flgures presented in thls report are based on
the acreage/sales definition in-use since 1960. lmplementatlon
of the new definition is being delayed since Congress is currently:
conslderrng further revisions in the farm definition. \

-Farms located within the boundaries of urbah territory, com-

'prusmg a small minority-of all farms, are not-treated as farms for-
‘populatlon census purposes, and. their popUlation is fiotincluded

in the farm population, Urban teﬁntory includes all ptaces with
a popl.flatron of 2,500 or more and the densely,settled urbar\i_zed
fringe areas around cities of 50 000 or more. Beginning with the

KA

1972 estimate, the estlmated farm population is:limited to the e

“rural territory as, determined in the 1970 Census of- Populatlon
‘In the Current Population Surveys of 1963 through 1971, the

urban-rural boundaries used. were. those of the 1960 Census of .
Population and did not take into account the @nnexations and
other substantial expansions “of urban terrltory that were in-~
corporated into the 1970 Census of-Population. The net effect
was to classify an unknown number of persons as rural farm in
the Current Population Surveys of 1970 and 1971 who were

treated as urban (and hence nonfarm).in the 1970 census as . .
1972 - i

well-gs-in-the-Eurrent -Popuration-Surveys—beginning-i
In the Current Population Survey, unmarried persons a attend-
lng coIlege away from home are enumerated as residents of thelr

"parents’ homes, whereas in the Census of Population such per-

sons are enumerated as reSIdents of the communities in which
they live while attending college. The effect of this dlfference
is to classlfy a larger number of college-aged persons as farm

residents in the Current Populatlon Survey than would be so ‘

classified untler decennial census usage.
. ‘ N a /

Nonfarm population. The nonfarm population comprises all

persons living in urban areas and all rural persohs not on farms,

“
°

~F|ve-quarter!averages centered on April. A\sml centered annual
_ averages of ‘the farm population- for the years 1970 through °,

1977 were computed by using data for the five quarters cen- -
tered on the April deke@gor wh|ch thgfestimate was being pre-
pared. For example, for April 1977,_ rterly estimates for the
months of October 1976, and January, April, July, and October
1977, were used with a weight of one-eighth given to each of
the two October estimates-ahd a weight of one-fourth.to each of
the estimates for the other 3 months. One reas}n for the choice
of April as the date for. centering population estimates is that"
this is the decennial census month.
April:centered annual averages fhr persons under 14 years
by race and sex, an\d for persons 14 years old and over, by race,

3
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a

,sex, age, Iabor forte characteristics, and reglon were also. com-

-puted “for 1977
“for the frve quart

using data for the_ specified characteristics
centered on April 1977 . ‘o

-

[ - ) \ f‘

’ Matropolltan nonmetrop&lltan resudenoe. ‘The populatlon resid-
-|ng in standard metropolitan statistical areas- (SMSA s). con-
stitutes “the metrOpolntan Jpopulation. The metropolitan popu-,
v'latron in this report is based ©on SMSA’s as ‘defired |nrthe 1970

sequent additions or changes. For the 1970 census, except in
New England, an SMSA was deflned as a

&ﬁnty or group. of
contqguous counties which contains ft least e'city of 50,000 °

|nhab|tants or more, or "twin citiesy with a combrned popula-
" tion of at least 50,000. In addition to the county, or counties,
containing such a city or cities, contiguous counties were in-
- cluded in an SMSA if, according to certain criteria, they} were
essentially, metropolitan in character and were socially and
‘economacally integrated ‘with the central county. 'In New
England, SMSA’s consist of- towns and cities, rather than

’

. counties. S e , .

- :
North and West: Northeast, North Central, and West regions

combrned v ‘ : o ‘

Northeast Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New -

\
.

" Geographjc regions.-The major re%ions of the United Statds.for
-,which data are presented.repreSen groups of States;sas follows:

Hampshrre New Jer%ey New York, Pennsylvanla Rhode Island,
Vermont.

- 0
North Central: lllinois, Indiana, lowa, Kansas, Michigan,
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota,‘Ohio, Sputh
Dakota, Wisconsin. )
; % ,
. West: Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii,

E
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ldaho, Montana Nevada, New Mexico, Orcqlon Utah, Wash-
_ ington, Wyomlng

South; Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware, District of.CqurnBia,
Elorida, Georgia, Kentucky, .Louisiara, Maryland, Mississippi;
North Carolina, Oklahoma, South Garolina, Tennessee, Texas,
Virginia,.West Virginia.
Age. The age classification/is based on the age of the person at
‘fast birthday.

\ N
Race The population is divided into three groups on the basis
of race: Wh|te Black, and "other races.” The last category in-
cludes Indians, Japanese, Chmese and any other race except
White and Black. ) d

Persons of Spanish origin. Persons of Span’ish origin in this re-
port were determined on the basis of a question that asked for

self- ldentrflcatlon of the person’s origin or descent. Respondents:

were asked to select their origin (or the -origin of some other
household member) from a “flash card® listing ethnic origins.
Persons of Spanish origin, in particular, were those who in-
dicated that their origip was Mexican, -Puert(_) Rican, Cuban,
Central or -South. American, or some other Spanish origin.

Q

RIC

5.
.populatlon census. publrcatlons and does not ipclude any sub;. .

.y

¢« Famity. Th'e“term "fan']ily,b as used in)fhis report, refers to a
giroup of twq' or more ‘persons related by bfood, marriage, or .

,adop/tnon and resrdnng together; all such persons are gonsidered
as mpmbers of the same family. Thus, |f the son.of the head of
th‘e ousehald;and. ‘the son’s wife are in the household they are

T trea ed a§ part of thé head's‘family. Qn tha other. hand, a lodger
and his wrfe no't related to the head of the household of'an un- -

related sefvant: and his wife are considered as addmonal fam-
|I|es and not a'Bart of the household head's family.

The mean size of family is derived by drvrdlng the number of
persqns in-families by the total number of families. In the classi-
fication of families by number of> family members, the head _
of the, family and all other persans in the family are inclyded.
The number ‘of family ‘members is the same as size, of miky.

Head of family. One person in each famlly was designat d as the
head. The head of a famll¥ is'usually the person regarded as the
head by members of the family. Women are not.classified as
heads if their husbands are resident members of the famrly at'
the time of the survey.'Married couples related to the head of
a family are included .in the fead's famrly and are not class|~
ied as separate families. :

, The Census Bureau has trad|t|onaIIy desrgnated a head of

household to serve as the central ‘reference persons for the

collection and tabulation of data for individual members of ¥’

the household (or family). However, recent social changes
have resulted in a treftd toward recognition of more equal status
for ajf members of the household (or family}, making the term_
“head’’ less relevant in the analysisof household and family data.
As a result, the Bureau is currently developing new techniques
of enumerationy and data presentation which will eliminate the -
coricept .of "head.” While some of thedata in_this report are
based bn the. concept of ""head,”” methodology for future Cénsus

Bureau. reports will refléct a gradual mgvement away from this °

tradltlona| practrce .

oy’
Type of family. The classlfrcatlon of families by type is based
on the sex and marital status of éad. Families with a head and
spouse present are termed “married-cbuple” families. Families
in which the spouse of the head is not present are either “male .
head, ,no wife present” or “female head, no husband present.”
Own children’ "Own” children in a family ‘are single (never
married) sons and daughters, including stepchildren and adopted
children, of the family head. In table 3, the mean number of
own children is derived by dividing the numt‘)er of children by
the total number of families with own children under 18.
Marital status. The marital status classificatiqn identifies ‘four
major categories: single, married, widowed; and divorced. These

- terms refer to the marital status at the time of the enumeration.

The category marrued" is further divided into "married,
spouse present,”’ separated " and "‘other married, spouse
absent.”’. A person was classified .as° “married, spouse present”

if the hushand or wife was reported as a member of the house-
hold, even though he or she may have been temporarily absent
on business or on vacatnon visiting, in a. hospital, etc., at the
time of the enumeration. Persons reportod as separated included

L 20

4

¢



i
e
\»‘
.

those with" Iegal separatlé)ns those living apart with intentions
of obtamtng a dtvorce and other perSOns\permanentIy or tem-

porartly separated ‘because of marital discord. The group ”other‘
married, spouse absent’ includes marrled persofis living apart

because either .the husband or wife was employed and ||VIng.

at a tonSIderabIe dlstance from” home was serving away from

" home in the Armed Forces haq mov,ed to another drea, or had

-~ a different pIace of- residénce’ for any other reason except
: separatlon as deflned above.

T
'

Children ever born. The term "chtldren ever born refers to the
total number of live births reported by women. Included in
the -number are children born to the woman before her present
marriage,-c,hi|dren' no longer living, and children away from
home, as well as children who were still living in the home,
Births to datg In the data on birth expectations in table E, the
nﬁrnber of "pirths to daté”” has the same meaning as the number
of children ever born.

.

-

Additional births expécted. In the data on birth expectations in
tablé “E, the number of refers to
any births a woman expects in addiion fo the children she has
alre,ady borne, if;ar

“additional births expected”’

table E, the number of “lifetime births expected refers to the
sum of births to date and additional births expected. The sum
represents the total number of births a woman expects during

“her lifetime .~

Labor force and employment stafus. The definitions of, Ia%r
force and employm‘ent status in this report relate to the popula-
tion 14 years old and over.

. b .

Labor force. Persons are classificd as in the labor foree if
they were employed as civilians, unemployed, or in the Armed
Forces during -the survey week. The “civilian labor force’ is

comprised of all civilians classified as employed or unemployed.

- Employed. Employed persons comprise (1) all civilians who,
during the specified week, did any work at all as paid employet}\

or in their own business or profession, or on their own farm, or)

who worked 15 hours or more as unpaid workers on a farm or
in a business operated by a member of the family, and (2) all
those _who were not working but who had jobs or businesses
from which they were temporarily absent because of illness
bad weatheg, vacation, or be-
cause they were taking time off for personal reasons, whether
or not they were paid by their employers for time off, and
whether or not they were seeking other jobs. Excluded from the
employed ‘group are*persons whose only activity consisted of
work -around the hduse (such as own home housework, paint-
ing or repairing own horne, etc.) or volunteer work for religious,
charitable, and similar organizations.
,. -

.

or labor-management dispute,

Unemployed. Unemployed persons are those civilians who,
during the. survey week} had no employment hut were avail-
able for work and {1} had engaged in any specific job-seeking
activity within the past 4 weiks, such as registering at a public

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

"ing school,

\ A

Lifetime\dbirths-expectud. In the data on birth expectations in

Income.

ic - | 21
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or private employmegnt office meé¥iig with prospective em- ‘
ployers, ,checkipg with friends or relatives, pIacang or answer-
ing adveaﬁ

a union or Professional register; (2) were waiting Jo ‘be called-
back to a job from which they had been laid oft or {3} were
waiting to report t0 a new wage or salary ]Ob within 30‘days

Not in- the Iabor\ force All civilians vyho are. ot cIasstfled as -
employed or ‘unemployed are. defined “not in the Iabor
force.” This group who- are neither emp oyed.nor seeking work-
includes persons engaged only in own home housework, attend-
or unable to work because of longterm physical
or mental illness; persons who are retired or too old to work:
seasonal workers for whom the survey week fell jn an off season;
and the voluntarjly idle. Persons doing only unpaid family work
less’ than T? hours} are also class‘lﬁed‘ as not in the labor force.

~—

riculture. The industry category "agriculture’

oups, “farmers and farmv managers”{ and "farm laborers;and
supervrsol “ It also mcludes {1) persons employed on farms in

ocCupatipns such_as truck driver, mechanic, and bookkeeper,_"

and (2} persons engaged in certain_activities other than strictly
farm! operation such as cotton ginning, contract farm services,
veterinary and breeding services, hatcheries&experimental sta-
tions, greenhouses, landscape gardening, tre service,'trappingf
hunting preserves, and kennels.

Nonagricultural sindustries. This category includes all industries
not specifically classed under agriculture.

Muttiple jobs. Persons with kwo or more jobs during the survey
week were classified as employed in the industry in which they
worked the greatest number of, hours during. the week. Con-
sequently, some of the persong”sHown .in this report as engaged
in nonagricultural activities also engaged In agriculture and vice
versa. Vs i

¥

Class of Worker

Self-employed workers. Persons who worked for profit or fees
in their own business, profession, or trade, of who operated a

farm either as an owner or tenant.

Wage and salary workers. Persons who worked for any govern-

mental unit or private employer for wages, salary, commission,/
tips, pay “in kind,” or at piece rates.

Unpaid family workers. Persons who worked without pay on a, -

farm or in a business operated by a person to whom they are
related by blood or marriage. L

Total money inc \me is the al’gebraic sum ‘of the
amounts received in the prededing calendar year from each of
the -following sources: (1) M ney wages or salary;. {2} net in-
come" from nonfarm self-cmploy{ment; (3) net income from
(4} Social Security or railroad retire-

interest {on savings or bonds),
?

farm self-employment;

ment, (5) dividends, ‘income

sements, wrltlng%letters of. appllcatlon or being on .

is somewhat ™
&ore inclusive than the total of the two .major occupation -
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fram estates or trusts, or net rental inéorne' (6) public assist-
ance or welfare payments (7) unemployment and’ workmen s,

compensation, ‘government emplovee pensions,
)payments (8) private pensions, annuities,
contnbutlons from persons not Ilvmg in this hweholé and
" = other periadic |ncome . :

' Receipts ‘from the following: sources are not included as.in-
come: (1) Money received from the sale of property, such as
stock‘s bonds, a house, or a car (unless the person was engaged

or veterans

in the busrness of selllng such property, in which case the net

*proceeds would Be counted as income from self- employment);
(2) withdrawals of bank deposits; {3) money borrowed; (4)

* tax refunds; (B) gifts; and (6) lump-sum inheritances or.in-
surance payments.

Family income. The total income of a family is the algebraic
sum of the amounts recelved by all income recipients in the
. family.
In the income distribution for families, “the lowest income
“group (less than- $4,000) includes those families who were
classified as having no income in the income year and those
reporting a loss in net Income from farm and nonfarm self-
employment or in rental income. Many of these were living
on income “‘in kind,” savings, or gifts; or were newly consti-
tuted families, or families in which the sole breadwinner had
recently died or. had left the Household.
“the famities Who reported no income probably had some money

However, many of
. income which was not recorded in the survey. .

It should bel noted that gllhough the incpme statistics refer
to receipts durrng the preceding year, the co’nposmon of fam-
ilies refers to the time of the survey. The income of the family
does not include amounts received by persons who were mem-
bers of the family during all or part of the income vear if these
persons no longer resided with the family at the time of enum-
eration. On the other hand, family i‘ncomq'irtcltr(h:s"amounts
reported by related persons who did not reside with the family
during the income *;/eat but who were members-of the family
at the time of enumeration. .

The median income is the amount which divides the (hstrl
bution into two equal groups, one having incomes above “the
medjan, and the other having incomes below the median. The
medians for families are based on all families.

Poverty (low-income) classification. Famihes and unrelated in-
dividuals are classified ps being above o below the poverty level
using the povelrty index adopted by a Federal Interagency Com-
mittee in 1969. This index is based on the Department of Agii-
culture’s 1961 Economy Food Plan and reflects the different
consumption requirements of families based on their size and
composition, sex and age of the fanuly head, and farm-nenfarm

. . . .
residence. It was determined from the Department of Agri:

culture’'s 1955 'Survev of food consumption that famities of -

three or more pcrsons spefd ﬂp[)l’())(ll“d((‘w ope:third of their
mcon\e on food; the poverty level for thcsv families was, there:
fore, set at three times the cost of the economy food plan. For
smaller families and persof¥ living alone, the cost of the eco-
nomy food plan was\m}'r)‘tiplied by factors that'were skghtly
higher in order to compensate for the relatively larger, fixed
expenses of these smaller households. The poverty thresholds

alimony, regular

0

Source of Data

‘ below). The morithty CPS sa

/
‘ "
.

are updated every year to'reflect changes in the Consumes Price
dex, (CP1). The poverty threshold for a farm family of four

* ‘was $4,950 in 1976, about 5.5 percent -higher than the com- |

para\ble 1975 cufoff of $4,695.. Corresporiding poverty: thres-
holds for a nonfarm family of four were $5,815 in 1976 and.
$5 500 in 1975, For further details, see Current Populatron Re-
. ports, Serieg P-60, No 115. .

~

‘ .
Medran The medran, is. the value Wthh dwudes a. dlstrlbutlon

, |nto two equal -parts;-one; half of the cases falling below this -
~value and gne- Half of the cases exceedlng th|s valie.

Symbofs. A dash “"—"" represents zero,or a numbeywhi'ch rounds
to zero. The symbol "“B"” means that the base ‘for the derived
figure is less than 75,0007 and three dots “..." mean not
applicable. ‘ T

v

Roundmg The individual figures in thrs report arg’ v unded
_to the nearest thousand%!Vlth few exceptlons the individual
frg.ures have not been adjusted to group totals which are in-
dependently rounded. Percentages are rounded to the nearesy
tenth of a percent; therefore, the per'centagies in a distribution
do Got always add to exactly 100.0 percent. The totals, however,
areMalways shown as 100.0. Percentages are based on the

rounded absolute numbers,

SOURCE AND RELIABILITY OF , '
THE ESTIMATES . ‘

™

Most of the~estimates in this report are April- centered five- .
qu(artc averages of data -collected in 1960 through 1977 from
SCurrent Population Survey: (CPS) of the Bureau ot the
Census The monthly CPS deals mainly with labor force data for
the civilian nomnstltutronnl population. Questions relating to
labor force participation are asked about each member 14 years
old and older in each sample household. Data on fertility and
birth expectations, income and low income status for the year
1976, and household?and family characteristics of farm and
nonfarim families are not based on five-quartef aAverages. These
types of data are obtained from'supplementary (uestions to
CPS asked in the months of March and Jane (?crtili.tV) 1979,
The farm and nonfarm residence data for persons are April
centered five-quarter averages™ ™ : '
The present CPS sample was initially selected from the 1970
census files and is updated cont'jnuously to reflect new construc-
tion where possible (see seston “Nonsampling Variability”’
rme is spread over 461 areas with

, .

C

coverage in each of the 50 States and the District of Columbia. ™ '

A supplementary sample of housing units in 24 States and the
DIS(IIL( of Columbia was lnporpomted with the monthly CPSJ/
sumph- to produe the March and June 1977 data. The expanded
CPS sanie is focated in 614 areas comprising 1 A3Tounties;
independent eities, and divisions i he 614 sump|c
March and June nclude areas from the
monthly CPS and 153 supplementary areas. A

e n
areas used in

461

0 {

[y

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Samples for prevrous sample desrgns were selecte;i from'.

,,'_flles from the most recently completed census. The following

table . provides a de&:rrptron of some ‘aspects of the cPS
sample desrgn‘s in use during the- referenced data-collectlon
period.

Thé estimation procedure used " for monthly CPS data

“involves the inflation of the werghted sample results to

lndependent estimates of the’ civilian noninstitutional popu-
fation of the ‘United  States by age, race, and sex. Thedy
lndependent estimates were based on "statistics frofn

, decennial censuses; statistics on births, deaths, immigration,

.

a

. Forces.

-

and emlgratron and SIaIISIICS on the strength of the Armed

report, some pessons in the Armed Forces were inclu

The estimation procedure in March for the data in the, r port -

also lnvolves a further ad;ustment{'@o that husband and ife

of a hOUSehold received the same weight. ST
i ;

Decennlal Census dlf Populatlon Decennﬁl census-data in this
report are based on..domplete ceunts or ,on the sa;nples
associated with the census as indicated | e list of sources:
Descriptions of sampley from the census are fowﬂd in the

-

Description of the Current Population Survey

17

For the estimates from March CPS data in this,

RIC

) . . Households eligib}e Housing units
Number. of : :
Time period . ) 1 R - visited, not
. Sample areas Interviewed Not eligible?
: Interviewed g

Supplemental samnle..i............. 15& 8,500 1 Sﬂg v ‘1,500
August ‘1972 to present............% 461 45,000 2,00 - ’ 8,000
August 1971 to July 19720.......... 449 45,000 2,000 - 8, 00%
January -1967 "tb July 1971...,...... 449 48,000 2,000 . P 8,500
March 1963 to becember 1966.. ... 357 . 33,500 1,500 N 6,000
Jandary 1960 to Fehruary 1963...... 333 | 133,500 1,500 N 6,000
: . A€,~J;_;f - ' -

State and the District of Columbia. .
- ZThese are housing units which wérc vigited,
eligible for interview.

Note: Prio¥ to 1966,
hous {hg units in CPS. &

i .
appropriaté; census publications.
and 1970 dita in the

4o, .

v -

To detérmine if Hie 1960
text tables of this,report are bused on

complete counts or on the samples associated with the census

r.cfe(g to the sources af data at the bottom of that table.

Reliability pf-the Estimates

Since the estlm\ylus in these tables are based on a sample,
they may differ somewhat from the figures that would h.’lvu

been obtained if a complete census had been taken using thv
same scl\e(lules instructions, and endmerators. There are two

lI'I}.('cept for the supplemental sample, these zlk&wére chosen to provide coveralge

<tn each

AY N
but m\re found to be vacant or otherwise .not

income data were collected from ;\;;proki_mzltely 75 perqenq'[of occt piédl

types of .errors possible in an dstimate based.on a sample - .

survey —sampling  and nonsampling.  The
provided for this report primarily indicate the magnitude of

the spmpling errors. They also partially measure the effect ot

standard  errors

some nonsampling errors 1 response and enumeration, but
do nat 'lncasurc any systema ic biases i the data. The full
extent of the nunsampllng vr)

pdrtl(‘uldr care shopld be exercised in the interpretation of

or is unknuwn Conquuvn(lv

figures based on a relatively small number of cgses or on

" small differences between estinates.-

A
A\ ,

.

v

Nonsampling - variability. Nonsampling errors can be, attri-
> b‘dled to many.sources, e.g., inability to dbtain information
about all cases, the sample, definitional difficulties,
dufferences in the interpretation of guestions,

in

respondents, ipabitity to recall information, errors made in
coltection such as n recording or coding the data, .evrors
made 10 processing the dataserrors made in estimating values

-for missing data and failure to represent aII units with the

»r 5 -

smnple (untiercovcmgc) ¢ % - Vo

Undercovoragc in" thé 'CPS results from missed housmg
units and musséd pessorns within sample households. Overall
undercoverage, as compared to the lével of the decennial
is about & pércent. !t ¥s known that .CPS ~under-
age, sex, and race. Generally, under®
coverage is larder faf, males than for females and larger for
Blacks and other race's than for Whites. Ratio estlmatlon to
mdopvndvnt age-sexcrace population controls, as descrlbed
previously, partially corrects -for the bias due to survey
undercoverage. However, biases exist in the estimates to the
extent that missed persons in missed households or missed
persdns in interviewed households have difforent charac-

census,

coverage varies with

\ . .
“

"‘(A o

inability or -
unwillingness to provide correct information on the part of .

¥

-
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Table A-1. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers of:
- Persons or Famrlres in the Farm populatron
(68 chances out of "100. Numbers in
: o thousands) ‘
I et — , =
Size: of estimate Standard errot
25...;...;...;........\ 8
1 ©1l .
T100. e e 16 '
2500 . e ceiiennae e, ¢ 25
500.. i ciecennnracens 35
1,000, ... 49
2,5000 ceeennnnnnanaas | 78
5,000 cueneeeeencmen | 109
10,000, 0 vvevenvnnt. » 152
"15,000.......000 0. 184 ,
Note:'*For stgandard ‘errors for metropo-
.1itan or nonmetropolitan data, or regional

/

-~

Ao}

(North and West, ‘South). data,

multiply the
standard errors above by 1.4. )

/

teristics than‘ nterviewed persons u: the same age-sex-race

group. Furthgr, the independent population controls used
have not been adjusted for undercoverage in.the 1970 census,
which was estimated at 2.5 percent of the population with
similar undercoverage differentials by age, sex, and race as is
obsorved in CPS, ’

Thc approx:matc magnitude of two ‘sources Of under
coverage in CPS-is known, Ahout 600,000 conventiomal new
construction units (housing units, other than mobile homes
_or-group quarters) were issued buildingtpermits prior to the
1970 census but building was not completed by the time of
the census (i.e., Abril 1970); these units have no representa-
tion in the CPS*sample. Most conpventional new construction
for which permits issued  after 1969 s

building were

representeds. About 290,000 occupied mobite homes are not.
. represented in CPS;

Ihuw umfts were gither missed o the
u‘nsus or have been bmlt ‘01 ()((nplul sice the census. These
(}snmu[:.s of mussed units are relevant to the present sample

only and nor to ear designs where the bxtent  of
1] ‘ . N N

undercovergge was qcnemllv 155, The extent of other soutees

of under wmqi' 8 unknown but beheved to be smati)

Tost cases the schedule entires tor income are based on

ey or knowledge of one person, usually the wife of
head. The memary tactor in datd denved from
field st

because th

ys of mcome probably produces underedtimates
tendency is to f()r'(_';(.-[ mimar or wreguiar soarces
of incomet theri“}:rrors of reporting are due by isrepre
lsunt;)ti(m_ oritg IY.liSlll\(lt!l'SlilllL“l\() as to the scope of the
income concept.

Comparability with ether da

N . .
woand ulh’er sources are not entirely compdrgble. This s due to

EMC ‘ . . ' e

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: . . 1

‘ |d'(|(_ purt to differences in interviewer traning and expern

B

. Data obtained from the CPS -

~ . A

 Table A-2. ‘Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers

of Persons or Famrheﬁ in the*Total or Nonfarm
Populatlon : S N e

(68 chances ouL of 100.

'Numbefg in
.thousands) o

Size of estimate Standard. error

L TN ' 5

1 J T g
100, s eieeenennenns - 10

2504 et e C 16

500 ¢ e 23 d
T1,000. 0 e, "33

2,5000 . ceeeneennnnns . 52

5,000. . ceeieesemann k!

10, ooo e e *» 102

15,000, .00 iiinni.n . 123 :
25,0000 0cceecnnnnnns ‘ 155 :
50,000, . ...lu i 204

100,000+ e s unnnin.s 241,
qso,oool.,nu,.,.l.... 223 )

Note: For standard ‘errors for mctropol—

itan data, or regional (North and West,
South) data, multiply the standard errors
above by 1l.4. A

170 derive the standard errors for ‘an
estimate greater than 150, 000 000 use’
formula 2).

"

ence and in differing collection procedures. These differences
are nort reflected in the standard errors provided. Therefore,
cautiony should be used

in. comparing rés\ults between

differeft sources ] ) - !

Cylition should also be used in compari. "y estimates from
/., whan the expanded s.lmpl(‘ was e
1976 and earlier years, Same relatively
estimates of popalation Tn :

2d, to those from
rge differences in
metropottt.  and nonmetro-
politan areas have been observed between the 461 and the
614 area samples. These differences r “lect a relatively large
merease m-variance on those estimates anel d() not represent
actual- dmnqu m [hc populntl(m

- +
variabilitv-/Thu standard ewrors given intsthe:
following tables are primarily measures of sampling vart-

ability, that 15,

Sampling

estimate  from (h(‘ survey dlffcm,hg)m a Lomplctv Cvpsus
figure by less than (Iu- standard errar, The chances mo about
90 out af 100 that this difference would be bess than 1.6
tmes the standard eeror and about 95 out of 100 that the
dlffi*u'nm‘ would be fess than twice the standarderior .
© Al statements of comparison appearing in ‘the gext ave
slgnltmmt at a1, 6 standard (irm tevel or better, annd fhost
Vo 24 } o T ’
. " -t . .

of the variations that occurred by chdncvf
because a sample rather than the whole of the populdtl(m o
AWas sutveyed, The chances are about 68 out of 100 that an‘.
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dre Qignificant’at -a level of more than. 2.0, standard ‘errors.

' This means. that tor- most differe’nces'cited‘ in the text, the

’ _'estlmated dlfference Is greater: than twice the standard error

of the dlfference. Statements of comparison qualified in

some way (e.g., by yse of the phrase, "some ewdenc' '} have
a Ievel of srgnlflcanoe between 1.6 and 20 standard errors
M

" Note when using small estimates. - Peroentage dlstrlbutlons

" are . shown -inthis- repdrt only ‘when the:base of  the
- peroentage is 75, 000 or greater Because of the large standard.

ercors - involved, there is llttle chance that percentages would
reveal useful lnformatlon when computed on a smaller base.
Estimated numbers are shown, however, even though_the
relative standard errors of these numbers are_larger, than
those for the correspondmg percentages These smialler
estimates are prowded primarily to permit such comblnanons
of the»categorles as serve each user’s needs.”

'.,‘,

’Standard errors for data based on the decennlal census. .

Sampllng errors of all data\h‘o.m,the samples of the decennial
“censuses shown in this report except for fertility are small
‘enough : tor be disregarded. The standard’ _errors for census
sample.data may be found inthe approprmte censug: volumes.

- ' . . /
Standard error tables and gheir,use; In order to derive
standard errors that would be applicable to a Ig;ée number of
estimates;‘ and could be prepared at a moderate cost, a
number of approximations were required. Thergfore, instead
of providing an i'ndividual standard error for eath estimate,
generallzed sets of standard errors are provuded for various
types of characterlstlcs As a result, the sets af standard
efMori provided give an indication of the order of magnitude
of the standard error of an estlmate rather than the precise
standard error, ;.

The flgures presented in tables A1, A2, A3, and A4,
prowde ﬁpl)roxmmtlons to the’ stan(ldrd errors of varlous
estimates for families and unrelated individuals and for
‘persons, Estimated standard errors cannot be obtained from
tables A1, A2, A-3, and A-4 without the use of the factors,
in table A6 Table A5 provides. approximatjons to the

standard errors\of estlmated fertility ratps for the nonfarm )

population. Esti \dted‘standmd errors cannot be obtaingd”
from table A-5 withgut the use of the bases in table A- 7. The
factors in tz\blel/\'- ust be apphed to the generalized
standard errors in order to adjust for the combined effect of
sample design and the estimating proccdure on the value of
the characteristic. The standard erroy tables with whicty oach
factor should be used are indicited 0 table A-G. Standard

errors for intermediate values not shown in the generalized
tables of standard errors may l)e approxlmatc(l. by inter:
polation. -

Two parameters {denoted “a” and
calculate standard errors for‘each type of chagacteristic, they

“b") wre used to

are presented in table A-6. These parameters were used to

calculate the standard errors in tables AL, A2 A3and A4
and to calculate the factors in table A8, They also may be
used to calculate the stamdard errors f()r,-trstir\1a1t(vtl numbers
and estimated percantages  directly.  Methods for direct

" momputation are given in the following sections.
, . o

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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- @pproximated by form ndd
were Tal ulated inr tables A-1 and A- Q. Use of this formula’

.formula (1) above. 4

. | 25

.o

The approxlrnate
x’ of an estlm'sited numher shown in t,hls

Standard ervrs of estlmated numbers
standard -error,

report can be obtalned,m two ways. It may be obtamed fiv.

useoftheformulal . - PR

-~ - co Oy =f0 - (”

where f |s *'the approprlate factor from table A-6 and o- |§ the.

‘,standard error on the-e
from table A-1 or A:2.

# obtained by mterpolatlon
|ternat ely’, standard errofs may be

) from'which the standdtd errors

v

o

‘will provide ‘more accurate results tl:\an the use of the%

[y
-

o = ax2'+bx

~

" Here-x is the size of “the estimate and a and b are the".
~ parameters in table A6 associated W|th the partlcular type of
" characteristic.: . .

-~
.

v

Standard errors of estlmated percentages. The. rellabllltv ‘of
an estimated percentage, computed using sample data for

both numerator  and denominator, depends on bo'thdhe size,

of the percentalie and the size of the total.upon which this
percentage is based. Estimated percentages ‘are
more reliable

are 50 percent or moré. When the numerator and denomi-

nator of the percentage are in dlfferent categones use the .
-f,actor or

paramgters mdlcated bv the numerator. the
approxitnate standard error, of 4n estimated per
centage can be obtained by use of tﬁe formula

. . U(x’,pyz fo . 3

In this formula f is the appropriate factor from table A-6 and.
o is the standard error on-the estimate from table A-3 or A4.:

Alternatwely,, the, standard ®errors may be approximated- bv"
" formiila (4), frém which. the standard errors-in table A-3'and
A-4 were calculated; dirett computation: will give more
accurate results than use of the standard error table and the
factors. ' '

(4)

N

Here x is the size of the subclass of persons or families and
unrelated individuals which is the base of the percentage, p is
the percentage (0 < p <100}, and b is the parameter in table

A-6 associated with the particular type of clmracterustnc m.

ﬂ\u' numerdt(n of tht- perq('ntage ﬂ‘

_ lllustnition of the use of standard error tablos.:'Tatgle F of

this-report shows that in 1977 there were 3,462,000 persons
employed: in agriculture. Table A-6 shows that the appro-
priate Yactor is 0.9 and that this factor is to be used with the.
standard errors in table A-1, Table A-1 shows the standard

L}

NIl

relatively
than the corresponding estimates. of the
numerators of the percentages, particularly if the percentages -



error on an estimate of this size to Be approxlmately 90, 000. 3

Applylng the factor of 0.9 and usmg formula (1), the
. approximate standard error is 0.9 x 90,000 = 81 ,000." The
“chances are 68 out of 100 that the estimate would- hav 'bebn

a flgure drfferlng from a complete census figure by Tess: than e

81 ,000... The chances- are 95 out, of 100 that the estimate-
‘._'_would have differed from a- cOmpleto census figure ‘by less
“than 162,000 {twice the standard error),

~ Of.these 3,462,000 persons . employed” in agnculture
) 279, 000 ori80.7 percent. are males. From Table AB
L appropnate b parameter for compunng standard errdrs is
2050; using formula (4) the smndard error of an estimate of

807 percent is T

Consequently chances are 68 out of 100 that the vstnmntcd
80.7 pércent would be ‘within 1.0 percentage points of a
~ complete census llgure Chances are 95 out of 100 that the
estimate would be within 2.0 percentage

complete ~ census figure, the 95 percent
interval would bé from 78.7 to 82.7 percent.

F]

2050

(80 7) (100 - 80.7) = 1.0 percent.
3,462,000

e, confidence

SR Y

Standard error of a difference. For a difference l)etween two
sample estimates,
to

-

the standard error is appmxlmatt'ly “équal

D where o y

and Y, the Pstlmates can be of numbers, percents, dvelaqe
“ete. This will' represent the qnm“*
accumt(‘ly for the difference between two (-\trnmws af the’
same different”’ the

difference betwven two separate and un(onedted charac

actual standard error

Lhdlst('HSth I two areas, nr for
teristics in the same area. |f, however, there is’ a high positive™”
correlation between the two characteristics, the formula st

overestimate the true standard error.

, ) . o ”, .

Illusmmon of the compumuon of thp stnndard error of a
,'dlﬂerence Table - Lol this- report slmvvs that there .were
_4072 000 males and ‘3,734,000 females on farms in 1077
© The estimated difference between the ndmber of males on

'-",farms and the number of femates an farms 1s 338.000.
Wi Using formuta’ {2) and ‘the appropriate parameters from
g tahle A-6, the standard error on the estimate of 4,072,000
‘males on farms is 99,000,

FSi'miIarly the approximate standard error an the estymate
of 3,734,000 females an farms is 95,000. Therefore, trom
formula {5} the appraximate standard erroc on the estiumated
difference of 338,000 persons is

» »

. 1
137,000 - ’(99,000)’ ¢ (95,000)°

il

[T S I
Y Using an ' paraimetar ot -0.000017 and a b’ patarmeter of

2050 trom table A-8, formula (2) aives o standard arior ol 83, 0()()

HO . . . - 3
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ponnts of a -~

and o. .are the standard errors of the estnmatee x

B [ L
- (_’i) i ((.X) * (U_") -2 (&‘) (OV) (©)
XNV /A X x /) \V} :

B ) y N + 'v' o ; - .

Th|s means the chanoes ar@B out of 100 that the estlmated
dnfference based an. the sample estlmates would vary from
the difference derlved usudg ‘complete census flgures by .less
than' 137, 000 persons The 68 percent confldeqce |nterval
about the 338,000 persons _difference is’ from 201 000 to 2
475000, |,e, 338,000 _+ 137,000.. A conclusuon that the’

average esttmate of the dlflerence ‘derived from all possn‘ole

”samples of the same-size and desmn lies within a -range
“computed in this way ‘would- be correct’ foi’ roughlv 68

bereent af all posmble samples. The 95 percen,t co fldence '

. interval is 64,000 10/512,000. Thus, we can conclude with 95

percent confidence that there wa;\b sngnlflcant dufference in

_the number of males and females on farms |n 1977.

,Standard‘e"%r of a ratio, Certann mean values for persons

in families shown in the tables of thns report were calculated
as the ratio of, two-numbers. For _e.xample, the mean number-
of persons per family-is calculated as

% _ total. number of persons in families

Y 'golal nu'mbe_r of families _/) C ,
Standard errors for. these means may' be approximated ‘as
shown betow. There are two cases tg: c‘;onsider. In either case;
the denbminator y represents a count of families of a cettéin"‘.
ctass, and the numerator x represents a count of ersons Wlth

the characteristic under consigleration who ar

‘these famities.

) ,c KR
., Case 1:"There is at least one person having the charac

teristic in every family of the cla;s fDr
example, the mean number of persons per famlly
or the mean number of persons per. famnly with a
male head. For ratios of. lhlS klnd the standar

The standard errar of the estimated number of
farmikies, Oy and the standard error of the
estimated number

i ber of person/wmﬁ\thce charac-
tvnsm. in thnsv lamllw 0., may be talculated

hy the n)ethods described dlmve In formula (6),
p represents the correfation coefficient between
the the denominator ‘of the
In the above examples, and for otl)e'r
ratios of this kind, use 0.7 as an estimate of p.

nuamerator  and

estimate.

Case 2;_The uumbvr nl p(-nmns hdvmq the, ohardcu'rlstlc
in a given family may be 0,1, 2, 3, 0r ‘moye: for .
c;x(nmnlu, thekmean number of persons under 18 g
g years of age. For ratios of-this kind the standard
eror ie'"impmximqtcd by formula {6} but. pris’
assumed to be zeras lf p is actually. positive, then

this procedure will pmvula an overestimate of the
~ standard error of the l(lll(.).

f
N v
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Table A-3. uStandard Errors of Estimeted Percentages of PerSons or Families i:n. the l;arm Population

o : . lqtlmnted percentages
Base of é;?hqstnges (thousands) » _
- . Lor99 [ 20r 98| 50r 95 10 or 90 25/)1‘ 75, 50 -
iR : S

25.. it e et e . 3.1 . b4 .. 6.8 . 9.4 - 13.6 15.7
B 1 . e 2.2 3.1 - 4.8 6.6 9.6 -11.1
100t e e inneennnn e, 1.6 2.2 3.4 4.7 6.8 7.8 .
250, . e P 1.0 1.4 P 3.0 4.3 5.0
B 10 Peeieaeaa 0.7 1.0 1.5 ' 2.1 3.0 3.5
1,000, ¢t et i e, 0.5 0.7 1.1 1.5 2.1 2.5
2,500, ... . i i e 0.3 0.4 0.7 0.9 1.4 1.6
5,000, 0 c0eeeineeitriiiineeei.., 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.7 1.0 1.1
10,000.......... D 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.8
15,000, . .0y eee i iinenniinnnina, . 0.13 0.2 0.3 0.4. 0.6 0.6

Note: For standard errors for metropolitan or nonmetropolitnn datd, or. regionul (North and
West, South) data, multiply appropriate standard errors above by 1.4. . 2

» . b

V] /

.

Lad

e
\

-in the Total or Nonfarm Populatlon

w

Table A-4. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Persons or Famllles

. Aay
j’ . REd : . ‘5‘5&
. Estimated percentages
Base of percentages (thousands) : L
: ‘ . 1 or 99| 2 er 98| 5 orAd5 | 10 or 90| 25 or 75 50 i
, . b S ' . v )
-5 21 2.9 4.6 >~ 6.2 9.0 | 16.74_
s 2.1 3.2 0 4.4 6.4 7.4
1.0 L1.5 0 2.3 3.1 4.5 5.2
0.7 0.9 1.4 2.0 2.8 3.3,
0.5 0.7 1.0 1.4 2.0 2.3
0.3 0.5 0.7 1.0 1.4 1.6
0.2 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.9 1.0 |
0.15 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.7
0.10 0.15 0.2 0.3 0.5 . 0.5
0.08 0.12 0.19 0.3 0.4 0.4
0.07 0.09 0.14 0.2 0.3 0.3
0.05 0.07 0.10 0.14 0.2 | 0.2
0.03 0.05 0.07 0.10 0.14 0.16
0:03| -~ _0.04 0.06 0.08 0.12 0.13
0.02 70.03 0.05 0.07 0.10 0.12
0.02 J 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.10 0.11

Note:

y—

Weqt, South) data, multiply appropriute standard errors above by 1.4.

\‘1

oo,
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For standard-errors for metropolitan or nonmetropolitan data, or fegionul (North and
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Standard error of ‘a fertility ratio.

<

Table A5 provideé

standard errors for' both' number of children ever born and
the number of expected lifetime births per 1,000 ‘women.?
The sampling variability on the rat'iq of children born per
1,000 women depends on the shape of the distribution on
which the ratio is based, the size of the sample, the sample
design and th; use of ratio estimates. , -

’ - ’ . L
lllustration of the corgwut'atiun of the standard error of a
fertility ratio. Table E sh

3The ‘bases for the estimated fertility rates are given in table A-7 .

shows that in. 1977 there were 3,288.
~ children ever born per 1,000 ever-martied farm women aged

35 to 39. Table' A-7.shows that there were about 250,000
. women in"this group.“Ta‘ble A5 shows the startdard error of a
rate of 3,288 children on a base of 250,600 women to be
hpproxumately 257. Multiplying the standard error, of 267 by’
1.2 (factor for fertility standard errors of the farm popula-
tion), the standard error becomes- 308. Consequently, the
chances are 68 out of 100 that the estimage’ wauld have
shown a “fertfity rate differing from a complete o6nsus figure
by less than 308. The chances are 95 out of 100 that the
estumaLe would have shown a fertullty rate differing from a
corﬁplete census flgure by less than 616 (twice the standard
error),” the 95 percent confidence interval would’ be
between 2672 and 3964 children ever-born per 1,000

| Bver- -married farm women aged 35 to 39.

for use with table A-5 to obtain estimated standard errors,

A

~ | ‘ , o » o
Table A-5. Standard Errors of Estimated Fertility Rates for the Nonfarm Population
, Children ever born per 1,000 women
Number of women (thousands) - - 4 : ' : -
‘ 500 1,000 | 1,500 | 2,000 | 2,500 | 3,000} 3,500 4,000 °
250 s ettt e PR 51 93 129 164 198 234, 274 315
500 . et e e nannenee e | S I 36 66 92 116 140 166 194 222
750. . e 30 54 74 95 114 135 158 . 181
1,000 e et .26 47 65 82 99 117 137 158 -
2,000, cu i 18 33 45 58 70 83 97 112
5,000 s neeneneanenennenenan- 11| 20 29" 37 44 52 61 70
10,0000 e e eeueenonernennanenens 9 15 20 26 31 38 44 " 50
' 15,000...... e e 7 12 16 21 26 29 35 41
20,000, e eereaereraennoronens 6 11 15 19 23 T 27 31 35
25,0000 e eeeiioneeeecnaeerann 5 9 12 16 20 24 28 32
30,0000 et oeee e 5 8 12 15 19 22 25 29
35,000 0. cneeeiennanareteeenes - 8 11 14 17 20 23 27
45.,000..... e S e - 4 7 10 12 15 ‘18 21 24
Note: Multiply the above standard errors by 1.2 to obtain the standard errors for fertility

of the farm population.

O
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Table A-6 Parameters and Factors to be- Used to Obtam Standard Errors for Each Type of Characteristlc

¢

e

v Pnrameters

f Stand rd error
Type of éharacterisﬁiig.‘ a b Fact0ps . ;:5}95
Five—Quartet Averages
Farm population (race, age, uex, and employment
" subsets)
,Total, agriculture employment, or
) nonagiicul ture employment . . \
{ All races. ceee ‘ B T -0.000014 2455 1.0 A-1, A-3
vsbanish.....;...;.h ..... eieeaen it iennnes ¢ -0,000017 3316 1.2 A-1, A-3
’ Unemployed - ,
Total Or WHite..u..viveeenenoeeeniveeeaennnan -0.000006 1054 0.7 A-1, A-3
‘Black ‘and other races..........veeeveeenean.. - =0.000053 1211 0.7 A-1, A-3
SpaniBh OrdgiN. .. e eeernereveennennnnennnns -0.000008 1497 . 0.8[. A-1,. A-3
Total or nonfarm population . ' ! .
Agriculture employment ‘ - o
AYl races......... e e e e -0.000017 . 2050 | 0.9 A-1, A-3
Spanish origin................. e .. | -0.000027 = 37204 1.2 . A-1, A-3
_ Nonagriculture employment 'g ' ’ : B E B o
Total or White...o..oouieeen... e .| =0.000005 - 1081 « 1.0] A-2, A=
- Black and Other races.......i.e.oveeeeennasas -0.000069 - 1081 ST R A-2, A-4
e ‘Bpanish Origin....c.ooiieuieieninenennnanaenn. ~0.000010 1456 1.2 A-2, A-4
Monthly Averages
‘Family~type or size
Farm population ‘ . N
Total or White...... .. ......... e teestaaaenas ~0.000015 ..2986 1.1 A-1, ‘A-3
Black and other races........... e, ‘1 -0.000128 2698 1.0 A-1, A-3
Spanish origin...... ... it iieennenenin, -0.000029 3057 1.1 A-1, A-3
_ Total or nonfarm population o
© Tota)l OF White... oo s eeemnaronernnneunnnnnnn. ~0.000010 1389 1.1 . A-2,.A-4
Black and Other raCeS.......eeeeveeeerunansn. -0.000087 1255 Sl A-2, A-4
Spanish origin......... e e e, ~0.000020 1422 1.1 A-2, A=4
' Family Income and Low Income “
Farm population
Total Or White....uveuireeuueinrerarenennann, -0.000012 2285 1.0 .  A-1, A-3
‘Black arnd other racés........... Ceeeliiiene.: | —0.000094 1982 | *. 0.9 ° A-1, A-3
Spanish Origin.. ...c'uiieeenoeeveenneanneann. -0.000029 3057 1.1 A-1, A-3
Total or nonfarm population ‘ ’
Total Or White. . ... sseeaneetoeeeunnnnannn -0.000008 1063 -1.0 A-2, A-4
Black and Other racCeS.......o.etceesuncennens -0.000064 922 " 0.9 A-2, A-4
Spanish origin..... O N -0. 000020 1422 1.1 A-2, A-4
" Fertility ;
(Number of womén)
‘Farm populdtion T
All races..... e e ae ettt ittt -0,000026 3369 |, 1.2 A-1, A3
SPaniBh OrdgiN. .. uvuenun s ciaae s eaaannnn, ~0.000049 5154 1.4 A~1, A-3
Total or nonfarm population * e '
ALL FaCES .ttt et et soesatonetenseneraneaaronnns 4 -0.000018 1567 1.2 A-2, A-4
SPANASH OFAZAN. e vs e s et et e et eaeeraenennn.. . =0.000033 2397 1.5 A-2, A-4

Note: For metropolitnn—nonmetropolitanldata or regional (North and. West,

South) data cross-tabula-

ted with other data, apply a factor of 2,0 to the parameters for the characteristic 'of interest.

For data collected from 1960 through 1966

: ply ‘the abové

factors by ‘1.2.

>

mdlliply the above

KN

" n

H

dnd

'

"b" parameters by 1.5; multi-

ERIC
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Table A—7 Estimates of the Number of Women and Number of WOmen Reportmg Birth- Expectations.
by Age and Farm Nonfarm Resulence July 1977 CPS

’

(Numbers in thousands)

" 18

» W&

30

”5WOmen by Qge1/ Total Farm 4Nq§£apm
Total, 18 ‘to 44 years ........ 42,580 1,275, -+ 41,805
t0 24 YEArS. . oerrenveiaraennnss " 14,049 - 408 13,641
25 to 29 yearsS.....coccevnanns Ve 8,857 o172 8,685 -
30 to 34 YEAIS. . e:iieierennonannnnn 7,697 -“216 7,481
35 to 39 years....... e e, . 6,267 250 6,017
- 40 to 44 yeAarS.......ciieennanannan '5,710 229 5,481
.18 to 39 yearé, reporting birth. o ,' .
" expectations............. R 29,213~ 800 128,414
Sourée:l U S. Bureau 64;;he Census, Current Population Survey, June 1977..
o . w ] y
! .




