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ABSTRACT . ] ' '
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(all persons living in rural territory or places which 1in the ' *
reporting year had, or noreally would have had, sales af agricultural

of the total pOpulation lived on farms in the Onited States in 1980,
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, Farm P‘opulation of the United States:

1980

{These estimates ame Based an the monthly Current Population Survey and do not reflect the resulys of the 1980 census

INTRODUCTION .

The number of persons iviflg on farms In rural areas of
the United States gveraged 6,051,000 for the 12month
period centered on April 1880 About 1 person out of every
36, or 27 percent of the Nation s total population, had a
farm residence {table Al Theﬁe estimates were prepared
cooperatively by the U S Bureau of the Cengus and the
Economic Research, Service of the U S Department of
Agnculture )

The farm populat;on estimates for 1980 are based on the
farm defimtion that was introduced into this data seres in
1978 Under this new gefinition, the farm Population
consists of all persons living in rural territory on piaces which

~ ¥had, o' normalty would Jhave hatl, sales of agricultural

ERIC
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productséef S1,000 or more during the reporting year .

Under the current definition a weli as under previous
definitions, the farm share of the total *U S population
continued i3 long term downwaid trend In 1920, when the
farm population was first identrfied separately, 30 1 percent
of the Nation's total populatuon resided on farms By 1950,

Table A. Total and Farm Population of the United States. Apnl 1970to 1980

(.\u;nbers in thouqands )

this proportion had fallen to 16 3 percent, and by 1980, 1t
had diopped to 2 7 percent (3 3 percent under the previous
definition) !

The 1980 estimate_of farm population s 190 000 beiow
the 1979 estmate but this apparent decrease is,Not statisty
caily significant The chances are about.l out of 8 that 3
.decline of this magnitude would have been cbtained from the
sample without any actual change hawing.ocgurred in the
farm population between 1979 and 1980 Although the
single yeal cliange betweer 1979 and 198015 not significant,
the indicated loss of 450,000 farm 1esidents duiing the
2 year perigd from 1978 to 1980 does, repnesent 8 statisty
cally ssgnificant decline

'Estimates of the farm population from 1920 to the Present are
not strictly comparsble due to definitional changes Prior to 1960,
farm residents themseives determined whether they lived on a farm
From 1960 to the mid 19703, the farm population was restricted to
persons hiving in rural*Territory and was ulied on the bass of
acreage and dollar sates of farm products The current farm defimion,
announced n 1975 and introdyced into 1his data series in the 1978
rsepggé ehmmat.ed the acreage requirement and set the sales cut off at

1, N

e .

)
[

. - Farm population
. « . Total
Year . resident Number of ‘ r/Percent of
population persons total population
— =~ .
CURRENT FARM DEFINITION . ~ h
1980....... e traeeerareas et e 221,632 - 6,051 2.7
1979 st i ia et ensnnssannoscasonnase 219,611 6,241 % 2.8
1978, i i eiresnasnatinaannss Ceeeang i 217,771 . 6,501 . }.0
PREVIOUS. FARM DEFINITION . !
' / . , .
1980 . .0 cunvsnvnrss rrrrsaranns sasesnss 221,672 7,241 | 3.3
1979....... b eaaieneee e raeaes e . 219,611 7,553 -, 3.4
1278.... ..... Crerareszaeriaareresetarase 217,771 8,005 3.7
) 3 I ' 215,966 ¢ 7,806 3.6
1976, . cpeicisans an sisasn ke sses a 234,282 8,253 3.9
1975, ciiees vinanrsn soes hrt tresesas 212,542 81864 4.2
1974, v.vue welss teiraas e e s ke s + 211,018 , 9,264 . ‘4.4
8 T 209,468 9,472 4.5
1972.... Neubasbetar etse 4 sarruesvEat 207,802 9,610 4.6,
) 8 i 205,677 9,425 ] 41
R B L R Y 203,235 9,712 4,8
YFlve-quarter averagos centored.on April.  Scve Definitions and prlanatkéns in Tappendix A,
Intticial censur count. v . >
» - *
. - 4 .0 1
1 . P -
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There was a slackening 10 the rate of decline in the 197§J‘s
as-compared with the prev ous decade Using the previBus

* farm definition, upon which earlier data are based, the rate
of 1055 in the farm poputation averaged 2 9 percent per year
between 1970 and 1980 This is significantly lower than the
average rate of decline of 4 8 percent that occurred during
the 1960-70 decade "

DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIAL
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE

FARM POPULATION

Race and Spanish Ornigin tn 1980. the farm population hada
hrgher proportion o} Whites than the nonfarm population
-and lower proportions of 8lacks and persons of Spanish
origin {table Bl Whites constituted 54 pescent of all farm
res@ents and 86 percent of nonfarm residents, white Blacks
acconyted for 4 percentand 12 percent, respectively, Persons
of Spahish 9H§m who may be of any race, represented 2
percent of the farm pbpulation and 6 percent of the nonfarm
population

Brack farm rescdents have experienced higher rates of
dectire than Whites since the early 1900's Nearly one half of
the tptal Black population lived on farms in 1920 compared
with jyst over one fourth of the White popalation ® By 198G,
the prdportions had fallen dramaticaliy to 1 perceny of
Btacks and 3"percent of Whites ffigure 1) Based on the
previous farm defimtion, the decline in the Black farm
poputation, betweern 1970 and 1980 was 65 percent as
compared with a 22 percent dechine among White farm
residents ™

Age and sex The farm population had an ofder age structure
than the nonfarm population The median age of farm
residents in 1980 was 355 years, while the nonfarm median
Towas SOQ years (1able 2} The farm population had about the

PIn 1920 the total White population was 94 820.916 ang
26072800 lived on farms The total 8iack population was
10463131 and 5039 963 hwved on farms Ses United  Srates
Summaty ” Volume Il Fiftsenth Cansus of the Unied States 1930

"Under the previous farm definiton the number of Blacks fving
bn farms was 849 000 1n 1970 and 209,000 n 1380 The number of
White farm residents was 8 775,000 in 1970 ang 6828 000 n 1980

* }

’ v

0 !

same proporkion of children .and teenagers‘as the nonfarm
population, a lower proportion of young adults (20 10 34
years), and, higher proporth;ls of persons 35 to 64 years Ad
and etderty persons .
Farm men outnumbered farm women by 267,0;%
1980 There were 109 males on f. ms for every 100 fermales,
swhereas there were only 93 males per 100 Jetales 1n the
nonfarm population The lower representation of females in
the farm poputation, compared with the nonfarm popula
uon, 1s most pronounced among young odulls 1n ther
twenlies and persons over age 60 when wormen are more
likely 10 be single or widowed The relatively high sex ratios
for farm residents at these ages probably reflect a tendency
toward outmigralion of young farm women as they reach
maturity and of oider farm women upon widdwhood
Therefore, women on farms had a higher proportion married
with husband present than nonfarm women (table 3)

Family type and size A greater proportion of farm fam:ires
than of nonfarm families had both husband and wife present
in 1980 92 percent versus 82 perceni)j{tab!e 4) Although
the average si1ze of both farm and ndnfard families was about
33 persons, 10 percent of farm families had six or more
memoers, compared with 7 percent of nonfarm farmlies The
higher proportion of large familes within the farm popula
uon was partially due 10 the presenceof a dreater number of
children  Among fahiies with own children under 18
present, 12 percent of farm familes had four or more
chitdren, compared with only 8 percent of nonfarm families
This difference 15 not reflected in the average family size
estimales because of the offseting effecy the smaljer
proportron of farm families with own children under 18
Mesent 45 percent of farm families had own children under
18, compared wath 52 percent of nonfarm farmies

Ferulity The festihity of farm women continued to be higher
than that of nonfarm women (table C} According to June
1979 data, the average number of children boret 1o form
women 18 to 44 years of age {1,911 per 1,000 women) wat
significantly higher than the average born to nonfarm women
of comparable age {1,529 per 1,000 women)

= . _
Table B. Farm and Nonfarm Population, by Race and Spanish Origin: 1980

.
(Numbors in thousands.

Pigures are fivo-quUarter averagos contercd on April)

. Percent distribution |
Race Total Farm Nonfarm Total Farm Nonfarm
Al races.... ......... 1217,520 6,051 211,469 100.0 100:0 |- 100.0
' 19 86.3 94 4 86.0

1890, vinnn wnns Fevnnnns 187,633 5,714 181,9

:’;acz...\..\. e ee e s T 25,502 242 25,259 1.7 40 11 %
7 - 6.
Spanish ortgin®............ . 12,842 115 12‘,727 59 1.9 . ¢]

* IThe total L.S. population figure hero diffors from that shown in taebloe A because the latter refers
whorons thia and othpr tables refer only to the civilian nonin-
L}

to the total rosident populatian,

stitutional population.

ERIC
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Table C. Fertility Charactenstics of Farm and Nonfarm Women: June 1979

4|

r

higher for farm wome than for nonfarm women The

average number of lifetime births expected by farm women
. In this age group was 2,349 per 1,000 women, compared

with an estimated 2,066 births per 1,000 nonfarm women

Dustribuuion. Neariy hatf of the farm po;:ruon {2,730,000
or 45 percent} lived in the North Cent®| Region of the
United States in 1980 (1able D) The South, which until
1965 had the largest farm population, ranked second with
2,162.000 * The West and Northeast Regions contasned just
716.00Q and 443.000 farm @gsidents, respectively
The majonity of aii farm residents lived In nonmetropol

1tan coupues, only 17 percent of the farm total lived within
the boundaries of standard metropblitan statstical areas
(SMSA si 1n 1980 (1able 5} In.contrast. 69 percent of the
nonfarm population lived in SMSA s As might be expected.
metropohitan farm residents yereypiimaniy concentiated in
the smailer SMSA s three fourth:{esaded in the fural parts
of S'MSA's of less than 1 million population

-~ 4

*° Table D. Regional Distribution of the Farm
Population: 1980

v
(Numbers 1n thc*x sands}

Reglon Nunber Percent
Total. eivews sevossans 6,051 00,0
NOYtheasteuee sonuay srnasonss 443 7.1
North'Central”, . . .. . 2,730 45 1
SOUtH.eer sose o s5en o o ses 2,162 35.7
WOBL ., .iue wns o0 msaa 1 ses 716‘ 11.4
Source Based on data from the June Enumer-

ative Survey, U S. Department of Agriculture.

‘ *Banks Vera J and Cavin L Beale, Farm Population Estimates
Q@ 191670, US Department of Agriculture, Statistical Bulletin No

E MC 523, {ulv 1973 . ) -,

. - -
» - (\

J

Characteristic L ¥ Total Farm Nonfam
. ' rd ' Lo . , -
* CHILDREN EVER BORN PEH'I,OOO WOMEN N
Total, 18 t0 44 JOArS.ul. « 4uur o rrasas 1,538 1,911 1,529
18 to 24 years......... cenes e v 452 |* 340 . 455
25 10 29 YOOrS.ecssuevsvvosssmsr sosnes 1,214 1,562 v \ 1,208
s 30 10 34 YOATSe.raossirs vioriee serees 1,89¢ ! 2,411 - 1,878 )
-, 35 t0 39, ¥CATSeers eorer sssans semens . 2,569 2,942 2,558
40 20 44 YOAYS.ueuose ssusass asr musss 2,996 3,450 2,978
WOMEX 18 TO 34 YEARS oLb! : . L
. . } *
Births to date per 1,000 women.......... 1,144 1,301 1,140
- Future births expected per 1,000 women .. \ 928 1,048 ¢ 926
Lifctime births expected per 1,000 wormen. 2,072 2,349 2,066
Ipata limited to women reporting on birth expectations.
b . .
Source  Junc 1979 Current Population Survey.
For women 18 1o 34 years of ag8'reporung on birth ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE
expectatons 1n June 1979, expected ifetime births were also FARM POPULATION .

Labor force participation For the five quarters centered un
Apnil 1980, an averagsybf 3 1 million farm residents 14 years
old and over were in the fabor force, either employed or
seeking work [1able E) The tabor force parucipation rate for
farm residents {64 percent) was tugher than the rate for
nonfarm residents {62 percent) While faim men had 3 highe:
rate of labor force participation than nonfaim men, farm
women were iess flkely 10 be in the (abor foice than then
nonfarm counterparts .

Persons living on farms in the combined Northern and
Western States were more likely 10 be in the labor foice than
were Southern farm residents (This regional pattern alsu
exists in the nonfarm population } Among persons 14 yeas
old and over living on farms in the North and West, 66
percent were either wofking or looking for waoik «n 1980 In
comparison, persons on farms in the South had a laboi foice
participation rate of 61 percent (table G

Unemployment. The rate of unemployment {the prpporuon
of the ciwilian tabor force curtently withoutQgf job and
looking fot woik} was | elatively iow in the fakm pOpulation
In 1980, 2 6 percent of the labor force hiving on farms was
unemployed, the comparable rat? in the nonfarm poputauon
was 7 2epercent l(table E) The frequency of agncultural
workers holding two or more jobs is thought to contnbute to
their lower unemployment rates When farm operators with
dual employment lose therr nonfarm jabs, they are not
considered untmployed because of their ‘continued employ
ment In farmwork .

Althofigh theze )5 some evidence of racial dispanity 1n the
farm unemployment rates, the rates for both Whites and
Blacks were {ower than the corresponding rates for the
nonfarm population In 1980, the rates of unemploy'ment for
Wh®e and Black farm residents were 2 3 percent and 75
percent, {espectively {tabte 7} The comparable nonfarm
rates {not shown in the tables) were 6 3 percent for Whites
and 14 3 for Blacks

[
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iturat ltural emp! t Even though
Table E. Employment Status of the Farm and Agnculturel and nonagricultural employment Even though

. farm resrdgnts were more likely to be employed in agricul-
Nonfarm Population 14 Years Old and ture than in nonagricultural industries, there was some .

0}' . by Sex: 1980 evidence that they did not constitute the larger share of total
agricultural employment In 1980, only 47 percent of the
average 35 million persons employed in ageiculture Jived on
farms (table F). The remaining 53 percent Jived 1n nonfarm

(Numbers Jn thousahds. Figures are five-quarter
averages centered on April)

g |
Sex and employment status | Farm Nog farn areas Fifty years ago, persons hiving on farms constituted 87 |
repcent of all agricultural workers This proportion dropped |
BOth SexXes.A .... .. ceeea] 6,905 166,386 75 percent in 1860 and 63 percentin 1970 * |
In labor force . . .. . . ... | 3,139 102,925 The dechine 1n the proportion of.agricuitural workers who |
* Percent of t0tal. . . .| 64.0y 6L 9 were farm residents s largely due to the general-trend among .

Enployed ... . ... L.iue.] 3,057 95, 540 «ferm wage workers 1o commute from nonfarm residences 1o
tnemployed..... . L.ileiena., 82 7,385 '

Percent of labor force. 2.6 2.5 farm r:)bs .ln 1980, about 8 out of 10 wage and salary

Not in labor force.... . .... .| 1,766 63,461 agricultural’ workers did not'reside on farms Another factor
15 that agricultural employment as a category inicludes more
Male... . . oo 0 e cen 2,561 78,793 than farmess and farm laborers These two occupations

In labor® force . ...... ......| 28066 58,921 dominate thé® imdustry, but persons working on farms In
Percent of total.. ...} 80.7 N4 8 occupations such as truck driver, bookkeeper, and mechanic

Emploved. s iiiiinene v vevnns 2,028 54,813 .
UREMPLO} & v v s s enrnnnn .. g 4 4,108 * are also included Additionally, oersons emoloyed in, active
Percent of labor force, 1.8 7.0 ties such as veterinary services, kennels, and Jandscaping are
¥ot 1in labor fdrce c e 496 f9,872 classified as agricultural workers Many of these periphera
) agricultural activities are often performed in nonfarm settings |
Females,.ovs seieee wrnana. 2,344 87,593 .-
In lavor force... .. . ...... .| 1,073 44,004
Percent of total ...... 45.8 50.2 *According 1o census repPOrts, the number of workers employed in

agnicuiture In 1930 was 10,482,323, of which 9,141,362 were farm

*’“pl"’le‘f T e e 1'022 “g';;; residents “See United States Summary,  Volupé HI, Fifteenth

Lnenployed, . i i inns ’ Census ¢f the United States 1930 Based on CPS estimates, 4,025,000
Percent of labpr force. 4.1 7.4 of the 5,395,000 agncultural workers in 1960 lived on farmg,in 1970

Not 1n labor force . .. . . ...| 1,271 43,589 2,333,000 of the totsl 3,696,000 agricultural workers lived on farms

See Series P 27, No 42, Farm Popuiation of the United States 1970

)

Table F Farm and Nonfarm Residents 14 Years Old and Over Employet in Agncm/ture, by Class of
Worker and Sex: 1980 ’ .t .

(Nunbers in thousands. Flgures a.re(five-quarter averages cehtered on April)
L

. - * Percent .dxsvtnbat,ion’ .

. P

Clags of worker Both ‘ Both
. scexes Vale Female scxes \ale Female
]

Total agricultural workers......... 3,464 2,785 679 100.0 L1000 100.0
Self-wmploved wWOrkers.™ .. vuvvvvevnonens. 1,622 1,446 176 46.8 51.9% 25.9
Wage and salary WOrFOrS  ou it aiiiaras, e, 1,491 1,202 289 43.0 43,2 42.6
Unpatd family workers.,.. ....... 351 137 214 10.1 ‘{) 4.9 31.5 .

- / ’

Farm resident agricultdral workers. },6&2 * 1,307 334 100.0 100.0 100.0
881 t-wmployed workers.. ........... P 1,03 [* 930 105! ‘3.0 71.2 31.4
Page and salary workers..... 326 [ 274 52 19.9 21.0 15.6
Unpald fgmily workers..,. ....., 282 104 178 17.2 8.0 53.3

. f
Nonfarm regtdent agricultural
workers., ..., erees Ceeereaas eeaa 1,822 1,478 344 100.0 100.90 100,0
- .
Self=tmployed worker9 .. veveiverenennn, 587 516 71 32.2 34.9 20,6
wage ahd aalury workors. Wertere se sennens 1,166 928 238 64.0 62.8 69,2
bapald family workers, ......0c0eveene.. .. 69 34 36 .. 3.8 2.3 10.5
) 1 .
o 1
"o ) r .

[ ]
-
-
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Aitholigh farm residents ovei3all were more hikely to be {tabie 9 and frguie 2) Peisons lving on farms and wos iy 41
employed in aguculture than in nonagucultuna_l industiies, nonag igultuial industiies, bowever, weie Moihly woaye dind
there were differences by sex (table 68) Farm men were most salary workers
. often employed in agiculture (83 percent), whereas farm ) The dommnance of seit employment gv the majui class of
women most often had a nonagricultuial job (65 percent) work among faim residents employed n dél wultule e
The large probomon of farm women engaged in nonag ICUi ’, tained only t0 men, a5 sbout one half G the women weic
4 wral work reflects, dt deast in part, the importance of unpard family woérkers  Although these women aie not
supplemental naaferm income to farm famuies Data on ciassified in the ‘pad idbor foice, they die an impurtant
icome of farm operator famihes® reveal that. in 1979, 56 source of farm tabor
percent of their total |nc’bme came lrom_nonlarm sources . - P

Income The median income of farm familics was $16.357 in

Abomt one half of all farm residents employed in nonagr
: 1979, substantially lower than the 519,754 for nonfarm

cultural industries were vn sérvices and manufacturing {table
. 81 There was a swgruficant difference by sex. however families {table 11) As ittustrated 1n figure 3 form famslies
Manufacturing was the leading industry for farm men (31 had a relatwely large conomtrayion~ the lower ncoroe
percent), whereas one half of farm women were in servdes  ° 'Mtervals .
. During the 1970%, farm families experienced & 29 purcent
Class of work(;r Of the 17 million fatm residents employed g0 in real median income, while nonfarm famibes had only ¢
' in agricutture 1 1980, about three fifths were setf employed a 6-percent increase (table 12) As a result of these income
changes, the gap 10 median income between farm and
- nonfarm famibes narrowed considerably The ratio of farm
, Fa’musicrg;":'g'f::f?ia{’guﬁ,‘{,‘;”‘fffgeGg&ogiggﬂ';fg’?;grg!;’;s:gi . to nonfarm median family income increased from 68 pereent
Sernee Opc 1980 N in 1970 to 83 percent in 1979
: .
FIGURE 2 .
» \ Employed“Farm Residents by Class of Worker 1980
, ”]H . 1%, T .
. Unpaid family 17% '
WOrkers h ]”” ’ AR . ‘
. Wage and . . '
' WOrkers .
/ 88%
L] Fl "
q
. Self employed / |
wWOrKers 63% .
’ ITII7
7 V%
L Z ' .
, **  Employedm Agnculture Nonagncuitural industres
. . .o, . .

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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RELATED REPORTS A

Comparable figures for 1979 appear in Current Population
Reports, Farm Populatron of the United States 1979, Series

- P27, No 53, and earlier reports were pubhshed annually

beginning in 1961,
Beginning wm 1972, the data are not strictly comparable
with data for earher years because of adjustments in sample

,design and survey procedures occasioned by 1970 census

dita Application of 1972 procedures 1o data for March 1970
lowered the farm populauon 14 years old and over by about

75,000, In 1976, revisions were made 1n the processing

Q

» _‘L‘;’

| Ly

.
-

population by an estimated 130.000. in 1978, a new farm
defintion was introduced into the dataseries The effects are
examined in detatl in Series P-27, Nor 6 -

Although not fully comparable with the Current Popula
tion Survey, farm population figures for 1870 for the Unted
States, States, and counties appear in chapter C of 1970
€ensus of Population, Volume 1, Characteristics of the
Population, charactenstics of the farm poputation by State
are presented in chapter D,

oy
~

Procedure for determining farm:nonfarm residehce of the
rural population  The revissons lowered the total farm




. Tabte 1. Farm .Populatlon. by Race and Spamsh Qrigin and Sex. lor Broad Age Groups ) /

T 1980 and 1978 . . . . _ ‘
‘ iwanbers in thousands | Figures Are flve-quartsr Averages centered on Afril Por meanipg of #yMbOls, see text)
. . T N
4 . Percent distribution
. A Both sexes Vale Female« [T . - £
s, Rece and gge . . Both soxes Vale Fenale /
: " - - b 1380 1978 1980 1 "1978 1980 1978 1980 1978 1980 1.978 1980 1978
- ¢ - i " -
) All rages. . . g | 6,951 6,31 | 3,159 1 73,398 2,692 30105 | 100.0| 100.0f 100.0| 100 0| 160.0} 1000
: L Under l4,years. .. .. R 1,146 1,315 598 681 N 548 63 18.9 20,2 18.9 20.1 18 9 0.4
[ * 14 years and over... v.u 4,905 5,186 2,561 2,715 | "2,344 | 2, Ag 1.1 79.8 gl 1 79.9 81 7 79 6
- L4 - 2
- ,/,-Whue . e e esme . 5,714 6,064 | 2,988 1 3,163 2,70 1 Z&,\Qﬁﬂ 100 0 100.0{ 100.0| 100.0 1680 100 0 ¢
f— » . lnger 14 yeads? “1,065 | 1,138 556 621, 50%| 1,61 19,8 18.6( 197 18.7 19.8
. ¥y, and over ... ., « | 40649 | 4,865 | 2,432 | 2,541 | 2,325 | 8lae| 80.2) 81 30.3! 8112 802 '
- 3 - -, .
' ce e 72 349 120 186| 1| 1631 w00 | 100,07 100.0| 2000 " 200,01 100.0
tme: 14 yedrs . 58 98 ] " 4b 29 52 w.0| 8.1 2.2, 2 7! f23.8 3.y .
| P . 16 years and over .. ¢ . | ' 184 | 52 91 4 140 93| " 112 76.0 4, 72.2 75,87 -75.3 75 6 68,1
- » L4 » * . ']
\Spantsh ortgint...o. 115 o Y 53 56 37| 100.0| 100.0 By, (B (B) (B)
LedBr 1% years. .. « orre [11 26 19 15 . % 11" 38.3 8.9 |- (8] (B) 4:}] (B)
, ) 14 years and Bver . " n 64 39 38 32 ‘26| tell? 71.1 (B) (B) (B) , (B)
' ' s 'porsons of Spanish orlgln may be of any rage, . T .
. ’ L] * L] - ' \
- - .

! : . .\. . gi " . ' » 7
Table'2 Farm ananonSm Population. by Age and 'Sex; 1980° .

INgrperd 18 thousands Figures are. five—quarter averages centered on Aprll " pok meaning of sy'mboh. see Text)

) Pl

- - - J\
.t . | Percent distribution
- N ' -~ .
. Ake Both . Both .
h - ' goxes Male Female | | soxes, ;me ;, Fengle
FARV ¥ . ‘._ | “o
. N . .
ALl 280%0. < aurs o o s 5,051 3,159 | ° 2,892 160.0 100 0 100,
- » ' ‘-
tnder™ 14 ydars  ..e. oo s 1,15 598 548 18.9 18, 18.9 .
. 16 to 19 yeRrs, covigeee ¢ wae| 790 414 376 L 13.1 111 13,0
20 to 2 YeRrs. | .iseinsge 444 256 |, )90’\ 7.3 § 0 6.6
25 10 29 YORIB: murnenr g oens . a2 179 133 52 57 "4
A0 to 4 yeRIY . Lh rar s oap 294 140 154 - 4.9 Lt 583 ;L
, lto 39 years, . .7 .. .. $ a2 172 . 180 58 "5 4 sz =
. - » .
40 O Gh JEAYS... «a s 4 er o P 40 1480 * 180 5.9 .57 . 6.2
. 45 49 yrars. . . . . . 181 189 191 6.3 607 56
50 10 SG YRR . eea.. s . &g 06 213 6,9 6.5 T4 ‘
35 to 5% veare .. . . as 4ll 17 g5 f & 9 . 6.7
L r 40 to khveart Lo wiere v 396 17 179 6.5 | 6.2 -
-, ‘hS years and ovgr, . e o~ 7456 393 3 12.3 12.4 12 2 |
Yo ilan age e e . ‘35.5; . 3 84 36,2 &) ¥ (n |
. . p .
M1 ey . . . .. 211,459 101,777 109,492 100.0 100.0 100.0
. By
TS inder e yeArs . .. riiavaas o 45,034 22,985 22,0984 s 2% 0. .
‘ 14 to 19 yeardss . 2y s saceses 23,152 11,595 11,557 . 10,9 14 10 5
$ 20 40 Y youry e ne e 19,428 9,359 10,070 9.2 - 9.2
25 ta 29 YOArd ux . o« esuen 17,946 | ¢ 8,698 9,247 v 8.5 8.5 8.4
10 té 34 yoara . . .« se.. - 16,439 7,996 . 8,44) o 1AL 7.9 77
35 g9 year . . . 13,122 4,400 6,922 6.3 53 6.3
- - . L]
. W to &k yerh . . . . . 11,746 5,359 7,787 53 s3] 53
' 4% td 49 ygars . ... 10 16,61 5,146 . 5,485 5.0 5.1 5.0
S0 to 54 years .. i . - 11,182 * 5,388 p N 5,793 . 53 51 513
£5 t0 59 yowraus .. 4 .. 10,866 |@ 5,15 5,713 51 51 52
* 0 1o Al YOAER . 4w v s ae o e 9,256 4,29% 4,961 4.4 ’ 4.2 4.5
55 'yeary and over. .« tues s .;. * 23,039 - -9,404 13,634 109 4 9.2 12.4
s 7 - Median age . b e < WO B nay €x) x) (x)
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Taple‘B. Farm and Nonfarm Population, by Marital Status and Sex: March 1980

(Por meaning=ot yymbola, sse text)

Black

Fare

0
hoafare
N

T Y
Sex and marital £ 4112 4
. ’
- e
#

. Meoard, 15 years old and over e
Single |, cwr s
Married, husband present - H

. 'xarrled', husband abaent . , , | |, ,,

Separated. . ., . L, 0L, .
Husband in Araed forced » -+, ... ..
Othor», . % Yave ae N e
widowed ' ‘P e Vs AN
A
.

Percent, . ,, . ,, - e s
Single. T T
Married, husbarﬁd Present |« .,
Married, huvband abeent ., , | PR

Separated |, | N e I
Husband {n Armed Fordes . .
Other , . [ N e
widowed oeaqg a A .
Divorced e M.
Male, 15 vears ¢ld and ayer .
Single u . é N
Married, wife present, | Fonaid B
*Marrisd, wife anwent » PR
séparated °* v .
Other. . Voaemd ooa b oraa
Widowed, ., 4., , , P e e aas
Divorced, . YT s e

Percent '. . . . Pom e
Jingle . P PR . .
Married, wife preasont .t . .
Marrind, 4ife abeent, , [N e s

Separated b ! P
Other. . ., vu v 4 . sar ox v ome s
Widowed,, . Poa e ea e s owe WerE ww
Divorced . . ., .avv v o« 4. er s aMes
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Sougce  March 1YR0 (urrent Population Survey.
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Table 4. Characteristics of Farm and Nonfarm Famihes, 5 Race; March 1980
. (Numbers in thousands ' For meaning of sywbols, see text) ! -
All races White . Black
5 Characteristic T
. L .| Total fafn [ vonfars| Total Parn | Yontarn | Total Farn | Nontarm
. yl . "
1 familtes.... ... o ae . ol 3B,626| 17666 56,760 | 51,389 | 11,5983 49,790| 6,062 47 5,995

TYPE QF FANILY

’a Married—couple families, . . 48,180 | 1,538 | 46,642 | 44,008 | 1,489 ( 42,519 3,355 32 3,326
Othor families. . .oieen aes « « wioo 10, 246 129 | 10,118 7381 109 7,272{ 2,686 15 2,671
- uaxle houscholder...n .. « « -err « %, | © 1,706 56 1,651 1,418 51 1,367 L 257 | 254
. female NOUSOhOlder.os « scvvarrs - oof 8,560 713 8,467 5,963 581 5,905 2,429 12 2,617
31ZE OF POMILY i - .
2 DOTSONS.1ean o  case o = ad e 22,913 711 | 22,2021 20,771 697 20,074| 1,882 10 11,873
3 persons .. . B A X M £ ¥ 315 | 13,0 11,647 305 | 11,342 1,460 8 1,452
Y 4 DEraonS.. me. o as eee e eens o1 12,180 2911{ 11,890 10,730 278 10,451 1,243 10 1,233
5 PEFSORS. o soxxre atrer  wans b amte s 5,871 178 5,693 5,089 167 4,922 643 ] 642
6 DETBONS.. +es = « terruprns  rriare 2,439 106 2,333 1,971 97 1,874 38% [ 383
7 OF mOTe pOrsons . ..% Leeivs 1ee es 1,691 65 1,625 1,181 | 56 1,127 419 s 411
.
Total PETSONS. s ave.an seraes srosrieimy 191,618 5,581 185,837 165,631 1 5,262 160,169 [ 22,166 229 21,937
Average per Zw:\ly.... e ie ars 2 o oaa 3.28 3.3% 3 27 3.27 3.29 3.22 3.67 {B) 3 6k
Y r
MIMBERS UNDER~13 > s ‘
L d
ALl £aMU808annruis cter + re s 58,426 1,666 | 56,760 | 51,389 1,598 49,790 4,042 471" 5,995
Yo mombers under 18 . , .. . ., 26, 511 89z | 25,6200 24,33 869 | 23,465 1,847 15 1,832
1 member dndel 16, vverrr oo o0 nema s 12,711 306 { 12,406 | 16,925 290 10,6361 1,547 14 1,533
2 membors under 18, ccauirnrer 4 aa 11, 654 25| 11,614 | 10,122 236 9,889 1,302 5 1.§97
' 3 or more membors under 8. sciiioiraees 7,546 223 7,320 6,006 206 5,801 1,347 14 1,333
\ .
Total meabors uwnder 18 . .... _ . 51,103 | 1,563 | 59,500 | s0,678| 1,452 49,226 9,064 —a1 8,983
. . Average per famtly .. e e ie me 1.0% 0,94 105 0,99 0.91 0.99 1.50 W (B) 1.50
WEMBERS 18 TO 46 . » . . .
A1l £AMA1189. o euveinvin o o an 58,626 | 1,666 | 56,760 | 51,389 1,598 49,790 4,062 47 5,995
: No mombers 18 to 64 bewr e vege 4,856 158 | 4,657 4,519 193] 4,326 297 4 292
, 1 noober 18 to &6 . C e e 8,649 1691 6,480 5,729 157 4,572 1,813 11 1,503
. 2 monbars 18 to €4 . e e s ] 36,875 9161 33,7601 31,278 g9z 30,386 2,808 13 2,795
3 or more member® 18 to Ab. .. . .... .| 10,267 384 9,864 8,863 154 8,506 1,124 - D 1,105
Total mombers 18 to BGues sesse .. o ] 114,239 ,375 | 110,864 | 100,28 | 3,201 | 97,047 | 11,744 119 11,624
Average per family ... senssesnien o s 1.96 203 1.95] « 1.95 2.00 1.95 194 8 1.9
- [ 3
*
VEMBFRS 85 AND OVER L
e "All famtlies . . . ) ve aes 58,426 1,666 | 56,7601 51,389 | 1,398| 49,790 4,062} 47 75,995
No members 65 and OVOTF +. ses oo s1eseas | 47,931 1,268 | 46,663 | 42,028 1,221 | 40,807 5,055 29 5,026
1 momber 65 and OVET.. . sr sevcae anuns 5,110 178 | 4,932 4,388 166 | 4,224 625 12 613
2% cmbers 65 AR GVETaiiaeecnrcrrrnsseen| 25253 08| 50661 4,860 02| 4,657 343 ¥ 339
3 or more mombers A5 and OVOT.avs tnnnss 132 13 118 113 11 101 19 2 17
Total menbers 65 and Over.. <....ge.y an 643 | 15,433 14,506 609 | 13,897 1,358 18 1,330
Average por faBAlYat.sicainsurcciannanss 03 .27 0.28 0.38 0.28 0.22 (B) 06.22
OwN CHILDREN UNDER 18 .
All 2amidima. cve.iine ousn tee aee 1,666 | 56,760 | 51,389 1,598 | 49,790 6,042 o7 5,995
Vo own children under 18 ......iciiee 921 26,988{ 25,227 ssal| 24,363 2,311 2 2,285
with own children under 18....... ...e:s 7650 29,772 | 126,162 714 | 25,448 3,731 21 3,710
~ 1 own child under 18..........0 299 | 11,933 | 10,582 285 10,294 | 1,415 8 1,407
. ' 2 own children under 18.....0v aeuess 236 ] 11,045 | 9,849 2261 9,624 | 1,213 4 1,209
3 own chlldren under 18, ... ..icveeaai 125 4,491 3,899 10 3,779 612 4 608
4 or sore own children under 18..., .. se | £,303| 1,831 . 79| 1,752 a9l 5 487
' Total own children under 18.. . .. . .. 1,489 | 56,212 | 48,739 | 1,815| 47,324| 7,724 51 7,673
' AvOrsge por CARILY .o craras sainaenre o 0.89 099 095 0.89 0.95 1.28 ¢:) 1.28
- Aversge per faaily with children. 2 00 1.89 186 1,98 1.86 207 8 2.07
Source  Narch 1980 Current Population surfey. - -
LY
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Table 5 Metropalitan and Nonmetropolit

and Spanish Origin: 1980

(Numbers in thousands,

Figures are five—quarter kVerages centered on April) '

>

!/

. ‘ IV ’
an Residence of the Farm and Nonfarm Population, by Race

\J

. . Percent distridatisn
Race and restdence . .
’ Total) Farm “ontary Total | Farm Nonfarm
i 2
AL RACES . T w
Lnited States, .. ... . ...... ve ea "zi’).szo £9051 211,469 100,0 100,60 106,60
Inside SMBA'8P... 4ii civivrenanns oaL, a6, 812 " 1,004 145,808 57 5 16,6 £9.0
SMEA'S ©f 1 w1210k OF MO®. . yrun,res vy | - 83,463 9 83,223 . s 3.9 T
SNSA"s 0f*)lese than l1r1llon.. . ueu,run.,. 63,349 768 62,585 29.1 12.6 29 &
Outstde SMSATE..Y  iiitaes o vean.. . L. 76,709 $,047 65,661 32.5 83,4 N
WHITE ¢ _
- ,
thited States........ ...... roeus 287,633 5,714 181,919 100,0 100,90 106.¢
Thetde SMSA's.. . uis oiiias v vuen o 123,791 981 122,80 66.0 17.2 67.5
SMSA's o2 1 million or ~ore, T §8,585 232 68,135) 36,6 4.1 37,6
SMSA 5 of less than 1 millton....... .. v 3,205 . 749 54,458 .4 13,1 29,9
L Outalde SMSA'si...iil siveie. wwinnn s aa.aa‘iﬂ 4,733 59,110 34,0 §2.8 32.8
\gw:r: K ' {
- ! - f -
) tatted States......... ... ..., 28,502 242 25,259 10,0 100 ¢ 160.0
Instde 3M8A's, ... Lt . 19,610 13 1%, 596 76.9 S.4 77.6
S¥8A's of,l millton or more ., ..., vua | 12,660 3 12,6 49 6 1.2 50.1
S¥SA's of less than L willion, . .... . v 6,950 1] 6,940 27.3 4.1 2?7.%
nratside SNSA's.... L.lo.i... .. ... 5,892 229 5,663 23.1 9% 8 22,4
SPANISK ORIGIN? ’
United States..... .... ........... . 12,842 1158 12,727 100 ¢ RULR: 100.0
Inside SMSA's (0 te wiunen st vens . .l 10,837 19 10,518 84.4 16,3 85.0
SM3A's of 1 millton or nore ., ... . 7,226 8 7,218 56 3 7.9 56,7
SM3A'a of leas than 1 millton... .., ... 3,611 1t 3,660 28.1 9.6 28.3
Outside SNSA's.... .ufivieninn, oyl 0 . 2,005 9% 1,91 156 8.5 15.0

iThe :;t} L3 populatian.figure
resident

19454 s reters to standar
section, Definitions and Explansticns

*Persons of Spsnish Origin may be of any rsge.

L
- N "

shown here duters“%m't
ulation, wheren}thh and other tsblés refer only
netropolitan stetistical aress ai destknated

¥

* e

hat shown in table A because the latter refers

to the ¢ivil

t0 the total

ian noninstitutional populstion,
in the 1970 cenasus publications, see ths
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Table 6. Employment Status ot the Farm Populatlon 14 Years Old and Over, by Sex, for 1980 and
1978, and Region, for 1980 .
. (\abers in thousands  Figures are f{fe-juarter averages centered on April}
L §
. . : - ) Percent distribution
- " rintted states - B ..
3ex and mploymont statux ] \orth Lntted States North . .
. . < and i and .
' . west South. ; wes?t South
- 1950 1978 1980 1980 1950 1978 1980 1980
: » [ * L
' Both wexes . . .. - 4,905 5,188 3,173 1,732 100.0 100.C 100 '0 * 100.0
. In labor forcg.. . . e e 3,139 3,27) 2,088 1,051 66 0 63 1 k5,8 0.7
%ot fa labor foree. I . L, enes s e s 1,766 1,914 1,085 682 36,0 3% 9 .2 Y 9 4
In 18DOF fO7CO. . « sven b o cnepein o s 1,13 3,21 2,088 1,051 100.0 100.0 10 ¢| ° 100.0
©BRPloyed . .ei aes ae e e 3,057 3,1%9 2,034 1,023 97 4 97 7 97.4 97.3
Agriculture v e e 1,642 1,774 » 1,182 459 52 3% Sha2 s6.b T 63,7 |
sonagricul t aral mrmmes. v el . 11.15 1,426 852 LY 45.1 Ly s w0 s |{ 53.6 J. |
tnomp loyed. . e T e e ¥ 73 54 28 28 2.2 2.6 2,7 ‘
Y ale . sa. . e ... 2,561 2,715 1,661 $01 16,0 1000 10 0 10Q.0 |
In labor fore: .. eh e s ee e e 2,066 2,211 1,369 T £9% , B0.7 31,4 82 4 7.2 |
+ Not An laber £OF 4 .y 4 s euwe s e 496 504 290 205 19,4 15.6 17.5 2.8 .
¢ * . PO |
e In lavor force . .. s e e oae | ®2,086 2,211 . 1,389 696 100.0 160 0 1¢0.0 160 0 |
L fmptoyed .. . . . . PP 2,028 2,179 1, 344 [1-X] 98.2 98 6 98.2 98.1 ,
# Agriculture e W - 1,307 1,430 921 . 8k £3.3 66 7 67 3 55.5 |
’ Nonagricultural industrles., ., , . 120 749 423 297 R T 119 10,9 42 7 1
tnemployed .. ., ° " e ] 32 25 13 18 L6, 1.8 19 |
|
Fomale . . .. . . .. 2,364 2,472 1,513 831 100 0 100 0 16 6|" 100 |
In 18bOT fOFCR. « avivas  are en o+ ae 1,073 1,061 719 | 354 45.8 | 629 &7.5 a2tk 3
T AR dADAT £OTCA iv v cevn b svsene s 1,271 1,410 794 477 54.2 57.0, 52 % 57.4
. . L~ - |
In labor force ‘e . wns 4 mmes 1,073 - 1,061 119 356 | 0.0 160 0 160 © 160,0 |
aployed. . » B ik e aas 1,029 1,02¢ 69? 339 95.9 96 1 6.0 95.8
. *Agriculture. .. .. e e s 334 ek 261 73 311 324 3.5} Q 20,6 :
x Nonagriculjural tndustoedes . ... . . n 995 676 1 L9 266 LI 63 7 59.7) T T
, tnamployed . C e s e e’ at 29 15 4.} 19] 4 4.0 4.2 5
. . " : . ~
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Table 7. Employment Status of the Farm P

. Regions: 1980

»

opulation 14 Years Otd and Ovér. by Race and Sez, for ‘

ERIC® . “

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: .
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» . » Fad
fNunbers in thousands * firures are,five—quarter averagey centered on ipril, For ~eaning of syrbols, seoftexy) i)
. ) ¥ a’
! . Percent idlst!lbutlon A
Raco, ~rx, and wployregr status. United North Litted \ortn
., / R States and west South b:wtes and wesr South
WHITS ,
" \
Both sixes Vo 4,649 3,112 1,538 100.,b 190 0 160.0
In lahor force., . L. L . L., 3,005 5053 95| * 64,6 65 0 619
Wt in lator force, |, o e 1,646 1,05% 586 35.4 3.0 35,1
In lator farcs et L, 3,005 J 2,093 T 952 100 ¢ 100.0 100 ¢
ploved, | o . . o 2,938 2,004 932 . 97.7 97 6 97 9
. rtcylvuge . . . . 1,543 1,165 418 527 ‘ 55,7 41 9
Yonarfcultural fadistries e 1,35 33y 514 4511 [AT] 54,0
‘_nm?lbyr-d.». e e . v oee n, 57| W8 20 23! 3 BI <1
. i | . ' . ’
S T T 2,432 1,627 | 805 R 109 6 100,6
n fasgr forcn o, .. 1,975 | 1,347 { £33 41 4 82 & 7H 8
Wt oin laor torce . ’ 651 | 281 171 | 18,6 17 3 21,2
. |
In atortorcs o . .. . 1,{-75'|k 1,147 £33 | 160 & 106 oil 106,0
Frplos. . 1,947 1,322 £24 9%.4 35 1" 95.6
. W rEealyare .. ‘ 1,256 ”’JB| 369 635 87 4 | 55,1
NONAKTLO 13t ural infantries 5 | 4l€, 2751 39 304 l 5
Tremplon. d .33 22 10 | 1 7|\ 1 6r 14
i 1 . ’
bepale Ce e e 7oy 1,455' 73 166,0 160 G, 192.0
In lihor force C o ae 1,026 08 319: 46 ¥ 47 1! 4% 3
Wrin lawor fares L, Ly T T 1,191 777 als | 53 7 52 31 56 5
. ‘ | !
I 1abdr forc. oo ( 1,026 | 708 319 100 0 ! 160 © 100 6
Faploved A . ST 990 | 641 l 308 9% 5 | 96 21, 96,6
Yrtcultar " PP 325 257 | 69! 31.31 36.3 21,6
TooNomaargcalvurzl antuserses L L. L | R63 1 . 425 239 | £4.6" 60 0 7% 9
Treeplosed,  p ,, ., e 37[ 26[ IOJ 3.6 .7 3,1
. 4 - ’ i . Q\ |
BLALK } !
. ' 1
4 BOMR g xen v . Fer e 184 5 179 106 oi - (B}, 166 ¢
In labor foree, S I BT, " 93 “ 89 50 5 wm) “9.7
* Nt An lamor force L., L, PP 71 i /30 49 5r (| 50.3
In labor foree, . Y *9] (A 8% 100.,0 B 1£6.0
Sployed e TR 85 4 st 91.4 8) 310
Agricultarn,.. ., ., ., Faae 40 3 37 430 g) AW
Monagricultaral snefuetriie [ 45 1 (A 48 4 (B) W9.4
tnaewploved, . . _ ., N esee ae s 7 - -] 75 (B) 9.0
L]
o oMale ., L L, 91 3 88 100 ¢ 8) 106.0
in Mbor force . N S 59 3 sk e 66 8 (B) 63.4
Yol (n lavar farce. e e [ EH . - 12 35,2 (B) 6 4
In labor forca . ° . .. . 5% 3 64 - oW Lo )
frployed, . ... , . e i ek 56 3 53 o+ . m ($:}] t8)
« wricultuen, e e e 34 Z 33 8) (B) B)
Nonagricultural fndusatrfos . . 20 1 19 [4:3) {(B) (B)
Lnemployed, | , , .. . W e ve e ewags 3 - ) (R) {(B) B)
. ! y
Poale. L oL T 0 L * 9 2 91 100,0 o 1600
In labor fores,,. . P el vek oy m o 3% 1 33 36 6 « (B EL
Not 1n labor force PR . PRI 39 1 58 63 4 ® iyt
In Mbor force oo .l el il L L % ! 1 ) ”) ®)
Pployed. | . . . ., , ree s e crenaas 30 1 29 () (B) (B)
Agriculture .. oL .., Tl RN 5 i 4 (B) (R) (B)
+ Nonagricultural tnduatsies, ... 25 - a5 m) . B (B)
Uneaployed |, f h e hwene 4 - 5 (D) [4:1) ()
) . - L‘ ’ P ’ )
» i *
\‘ [
. { . . 1
. 4
[ . .‘ "‘
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.
(Anbers in' thbusands, Figures are five—quarter averages centered on April) » .
Percont distribution :
Hen and inddstry . Laited \or'th Laited north ‘
~ . States | and vest . Sauth states | and sest Sauth
. - )
BOTH SEXES i . (—‘
Tota} employed, 14 years ald and over, ©3,087 | " 2,03 14023 100 0 100 o o o
’ '
Apriculturs, P fe w b 1,6@ . 1,182 459 33 7 58 1 A ]
“Sonazricul tural mdustr:es e ket e w e . - 1,415 452 563 45,1 4l 9 2% 0
sonagricultural fndustries.. .. . + .o . .. . . 1,415 %52 563 100 0 Ko 0 160 0
Ngning ., - D e e e s e 2 13 9 16 15 146
Cpnstruction | T [ 131 78 54 93 9 2 96
Manufacturgng P 338 191 1456 Fa ) 9, 22 4 259
Transportation, ccwnunicauon. and other .
public facilit e e e e e 8| .. 55 13 63| 65 5%
#molesale trade . Sh e e e ‘e 53 N2 21 A Ix 37
fetagl trads, . e h e e 235 = 145 90 R LA 7o 15 0
4 rinancial, iheurance, :nd real sstats v ae 68 39 29 4 | G A 5 2
Services fndustries .. .. .. 417 %4 ! 153 295, 31 0 27 2
Public atygnistration . S 63 % 23 . 68 40 50
%4 N | i
WAL E | i
Total minloynd, 14 years old and over . 2,028 Ll 553 169 0 | 66 © y KN4
agriculturs , T e e e e e e e 1,307 921 %6 66 & 3 5 565
wonagricultural :nduurzns [ ' 720; 423 297 35.5 , 31 S{ 43 5
. i
Nonagric fitural tndustries, P P S 720 423 297 160 ¢ 100 O 160 0
MinINg .y uses © e a ame o4 e as 20 2 & 28 15 27
Constructibn . . . . e 122 I3 50 L 16,9 16 & | 15 8
Manufacturing. . .. voe T wgs eas 221 1128 %3 07 03} 31 3
Tra'nsportatl.on, copmunication and other ! |
pablic facilities sv he  ameve «kn e 63 &0 28 A . 9.5 EXA
Molesale trade . ., e e e 34 20 14 A 4.7 | i
Retail trads . . e 105 62 42 AN %7 14 1
Finanstal, gnsurance, and raaI estate . . 21 10 10 29 A 34
Services industries . .. EL) A3 33 133 * 169 111
Punlic amagntstration ¥ - I 1% 15 19 47 35 54
. . .
FAIMALE A
. Total smplaysd, 14 years old and over, . 11,029 690 - 139 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0
~L
Agriculture ., . . PR 334 , 261 73 325 37 8 215
Nonazricultural gniustr:es Re e e ee o wdn £95 429 266 878 £2 2 85
Nonagricul mural tndustries , ‘. . .. 595 429 268 100 ¢ 100 ¢ 160 ¢
L LY L." SO f ok ee ksen ke mera e e , 2 H 1 03 A2 .04
Construction, T TR 9 5 4 13 12 153
Vanufacturing . o e el - 117 13 456 16 8 14.9 "'20.3
Trantportation, communication awd other . {
punlte facilitgms ™' ., . . 20 . b 5 2y ~3 5 - 149
Wholrsals trade , . e e - .r 1y 13 7 27| 30 26
Retat]l trade . . . v 131 83 47 13 8 19.3 17 7
Fipanctal, tnsuratmcs, and real netale .. . 47 28 13 [ 3] 71
Serfices tndustrsee PP e . 321 200 120 e 2 Wk & 451
Public adrintstration o oear e . 29 191 9 L2 4 & 34
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Table 8. Indust_éy of Employed Farm Residents, by Sex, for Regions. 1980
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Flyures are five-quarter aversges cefrtered on April

. 'f. - ;
Table 9 Farm Residents 14 Years O!d and Over Employed in Agriculture and
' Industries, by Class of Workerhand Sex, for 1980 and 1978, and Regio

.
1

Nonagriculturai
n, for 1980

For meaning of symbols, see text}

%

%
u

!

Percent dtstribution
-

TOTAL ACGRIC ITIRAL #O“NEH>

Both sexes ‘
Selfemployed workers
. ¥age and salary workers
Inpaid family eorcers .

Nale . R
Self-amploved worcurs
Wage and salary workers
s Lnbatd family workerss

Female
Sell-enploy~d workers .
Wage and salary worders
Lapalt family worcers .

TOTAL NOGRICL TR T WORKER S
’
Both sexe
Self-enployed worxers
¥age and salapy workers
Unpatd family vorxers
rl L]

POl

Wale , .
Selt-enmployed workers .
¥age and salary «orkers
Lnpaid family workers °

Fsxie. , . , . B

. Self+enployed workers .
+ Way

. UnpMig family workers .

and salary workegs . .,

' 252

1,642
1,03
126

1,307
930
274
1%

33 '
105
52
179

L

1,4

it

1,0
16

720
102
615

695
58
623
14

1,774
1,086
383
305

1,430
935
322
112
b2

~ 90
61
193

1,826
136
L 276
1

749
9
656

676
43
620
13

1,182
73 1
218 |
227
{3
y21!
660
177
83

61
77
19

145

852
94
751

%)
' 58
363

429
%
g8

457
297

109
“~ 54

386

6%

A 96
21

24
12
33

563

437

+ 31

——

o
63
19
1?

N WO

e—

100
71
zl

(>R X Ne)

100

15
53

S
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< @ o
00O MO D -
W O e O

0
Do O

100
61
21
17

i
49
2

100
26
17
56

160

91
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PO

=

00w
O X® e
o e O

' ' i ' - U\!}M Siates ! ’
3ox and class of worker North | Inited Siates “orth
. " and \ and
oo . ¥ Wost | suth west sourth
. . L 1980 1973 1980 | 1980 1930 19735 1980 | 1980
- ¥ ~ I
N v 1 |
* TOTAL, WORKERS ' . |
Both weres .o . 3,057 3,194 2,034] 1,023 166 0 « 100.0 100 07 wo oo T
self-aploysd workers 1,195 1,222 A31 1 4 3 1 3 2 wyl L 35
¥age and® salary workers ] 1,564 1,659 96% 594 512 51 9 4 A 5K 3
« “inpatd fanily worxegs ¢ »297 313 235 6) 9 7 /1o 1t s "2
| [
vale , L2028, 2,19 1,34 | 63 000" 1050, 100 10 0
Self-ehploye) enrcers ! 1,03y 1,089 T2 - 114 50 9 59 53 4 46 0 .
Wage and salary «orkers | o 974 sS4l 148 43 4 4 a! 40 3| s1u
5: Lnpaid family worszers { 105 | 113 63‘ 2 5 2 5 2" & 2 L 11
f . [ !
female . 1,029 | 1,020 690 | 39 100 0 100 ¢ | 100 0 107 ©
Self-mploye worcery 162 | 133 11z | 50 153«  130W n 2 14 7
¥ wage and salary workers £75 } H5l A28 248 55 'g: &% 8 62N Ty 2 +
npald familv worrers 192 206 151 4l L] 7: 0 2 21 3 1z 1
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Industpres, by Class of Worker, Race.'and Sex, for Regions: 1980

LY

Teble 10. Farm Residents 14 Yeérs Oid and Over Embloyed in Agnculturé and ﬁanagncultural

I

da. Figures are fise-quarier aseragea ceniefed on April. For seaning di symbols, see texl)

N

PerFcant distribution

Agriculrursl “onagricultural 4
, workera workers Agricusltural Noanagricaltaral
Race, aex, and class = worshkrs § w"t"
L] T
of worker sorwn | - \ortn \obth . sorth | o
Lalted and Lolted and tnited and Laiteg and
‘ States Weat South | Statea “eat South | Statea | , he)t South | Statea west South
1
N ’ .
WHITE . .
Both mexea., .., .| 1,583 1,163 18| 1,35 839 514 L0304 13901 1000 1000} 1300 19290
Self-enployed workera., 1,01 729 235 157 93 £S5 b4l k2 6 &8 2 11 & e 1 12 6
Wage and aalary worxers . 91 217 82t 1,183 739 ol 18.4 18,0 1% 6 87.1 3 #8531 &9 8
Lopaid family workers. F k] P4 51 16| « 7( " 8 ) 1941 12 1.2 28 16
. [
Male. svceen nn waes 1,25¢ 928 349 690 Wl 25| M0 o 203 1239 ! 103 2 102 9
Self-enployed wor«era . . 311 (31 25? H 58 a3 2.5 229 7386 a6 139 , 0.6
¥age and anlary worders 165 171 73 588 356 31 1995 38 Pl 85 2 85 6 84 2.
tnpatd facily worcers . 150 ) -~ 13 2 1 - 39 3% 52 330 L -
’ ' ' |
Female ... aae m 36 157 6% 663 wl$ 239 193 0 ioe 3 (B} 16309 1330 2 B
Self=employed sorkers ., 123 75 28 56 la hpi e PERR (B 8| 801 ¥ 2
¥age and salary wor«ers &7 3 9 93 383 N - 15 8) 89 o ; 9311 879
Lnpaid farily worcers 177 lute 33 A £, ] S 3 380 4:P] 21 ‘ Lar, L
BLACK |
, Both aexes . i -1 3 37 a5 1 Q.. @] @ B) (8} (8} =3
Selt-employed workers 1 1 9 2 - H (%) [¢-)] () (B) a3 B -
Wage and nlaf} vorkers | 2? i b2 &3 1 42 8) (8 (B) () (B3 (B} -
Lapald family workeras . ‘: z - 2 - - b [£-3] (B [{:3] {B) {8) (8) *
Maleoovs wu vraeans kL i 33 23 1 19 s) (@) ) Y (B4 ¢+ *
Self=employed wor«ers. . il 1 %] 2 - 1 [4:3] [4:3] §:3] {(B) () ()™ ¢ "
Wage and aalary sorkers 23 1 23 1% .1 13 (5) [§:}) (8, [4:3] [£:9)] [4:3) :
Lepall family sor<ers . b3 - Fi - - - {B) [4:3] [§:3! ) 3 [4:¥)
[y
Ferale.unns aass 5 1 3 i - 25 ®) 8> +9} @) 8} (B> |
Selfsemplovec Lorkera - - - - - - [4:3] [4:3] (B} (8} (8) B [
Wage and salary worxera. 4 H FA 25 - 24 [4:3) L$:3) [4:3] £B8) [4:3) (5}
Lnpald farily workera - - - - - / =1y (B [¢: M) [4:3] {B) (B8) (8}
' v —
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Table 11. Income of,Farm and Nonfarm Families, by Race: 1979

(Favilies a8 of March 198G, for :neanlng of symbols, see text}

- A

All races Ry white Black
-Characteristic - -~
. ’ Total Farm 1 “ohfam Total Farm | “onfarm Total karm sonfarm
- R :
Total families - ’
- (thouaands) . . . 58,426 1,666 56,760 51, 389 1,598 49,790 6,042 &7 5,995
Papilies by 1979 income, .. . L1060 100.0 100 © 1600 100 © 166,0 100.0 8 100 0 _
Less than '2,500 or. loss, . . . i ~ 5.0 2.1 7 46 1.6 61 (B) &0
12,500 to *4,99%. . ., .. 4.8 . 316 4.7 38 * 4.9 . 3.7 13.1 (h) 13.0
*5,000 to *7,499. he ke 8.5 8.0 6.4 57 2.0 56 12 & (B) 12,8 «
*7,500 to "9,99%.,.. . . ... 7.1 8.5 70 66 8 4 6.6 11 (B} 111
*10,000 o 14,599 e 15 6 18 7 15 5 15 3 18.9 15.2 17 7 (n) 7.5
*15,000 t0 *19,999., .... ... 15 © 14 3 1510 15 3 14.5 15 3 12,3 . (B 12.4
*20,000 to™ 24,599 ... .. 14.4 11.0 145 14.9 1a 15.¢ 9.7 (B 5.8
*25,000 to *29,999... . .. 11 5 ‘34 11 & 120 &.7 12.1 1.0 (5) 1
“h30,000 o 34,999 ... ... 7.7 5 9 7.8 81 61 5.2 44 (R) 4.5
"35,000 to *9,999 ... ... . 49 3.9 4.9 52 4.1 5 2 23 By 2.4
*40,000 te ‘44,999 ....e.u . 3.3 4.0 33 36 3.9 36 1.4 0y 14 |
145,000 to 'a9,999..... .. h 21 2.0 21 .2, .1 2.2 0.9 (H) 0.9 |
50,006 and over. . . .. .... 5.2 4.n 5 ¥ 5.7 4.8 5.7 0.9 (5) 1.0
Yedian income ,, . . 15,661 | 16,3571 19,754 20,502 | 16,6sa| 20,609 | 71,644 T | 11,689
Mean income " I 22,376 19,984 22,446 23,288 20,311 23,383 14,604° (n) 14,842
t
percent of families .. . v 1€0 0 160.9 165 0 160 © 1€0.0 16.0 100 0 (B) 100 0
Below poverty level ., ., . 9.1 16 3 91 6.8 46 6.8 7.4 o 27 4
Above poverty level , ., . . 90 9 89,2 90 9 9321 . w4 93,2 T 4 (B} 26
A
Percent of persons.. ., ., .., 1¢0.0 166.0 160 0 160.0 ¢ 100.0 106.0 100.¢ “ 1000 100.0
Below poverty level... . ... 11.6 13.2 11 » 8.9 11.8 8.9 30.9 43,7 ¢ 30.8
Above poverty leval, .. . . BB 4 ’ﬂ6.8 88.4 51.1 88 2 51,1 69 1 56 3 69 2
Sourée  uarch 1980 Current Population Survev .
y)
: (_ 4
v 7 .
Table 12. Median Income of Farm and Nonfarm Families. by Race. 1970 to 1979
{In 1979 dollars. Pamilies a8 of March ©of the following year for mosnipk of symbols, gec text)
' . All races wWrite Black "
Year
Total Farm | Yontfarm Total Faym | wontam Total Farm sontars
corrent e pEFINITION . - \
1979 .. . .. . 0 . L. . 14,661 16,357 19,754 20,502 15,684 20,50% 11,644 ) 11,659
1978 ool ceviir ee sean as 19,635 ] Y7075 19,714 20,447 17,357 () | 13,10 P ) ()
- 977 s U] e waess| aense| 20,08 A oa | sk NA) )
L] - ' :"'_\
PREVIOUS PARM DERINITIOY R .
M35 . e e | 19,881 662l ] 20,502 17,003] ] 11064 o A
1978, .. . P rre s " 19,635 17,012 13,732 20,447 17,303 20,561 12,119 7,584 12,178
s L 4 Mera s vas 19,174 15,136 19,332 0,081 15,670 20,23 11,456 6,661 11,558
1976, cine tvee b e was e s 19,065 14,871 19, 20% 19,811 | 15,465 19,950 11,784 6,606 11,928
1975 0 canes os k1 maage s a 18,494 14,626 18,65%0 19,2621 (15,156 19,408 11,8391 6,665 11,964 *
192400 o v iivreirasadiaae s 18,984 15,619 19,122 19,736 16,053 19,896 11,784 7,687 11,879
19730000 v avnrrrr raranaara 19,675 16,408 19,849 20,%72] ™ 16,953 20,757 11,873 7,511 11,%86
! 1972 oh v vive erier b eniian . 19,279 |, 15,359 | 19,483 20,038| -15,810| 30,263 h1,909 5,808 12,039
1971 . v iiecesite v dneene 18,426 12,893 18,702 19,127 13,285 19,418 11,542 4,841 11,737
1970 ..ot tiiinnans Fors sonsns 18,436 12,668 18,713 19,1341 € 13,122 19,427 11,737 5,659 11,933
Source* March Current Population Surveys . —
- "
¢ - * .
- ] W M
q .) ,y *
bo b,
(€) »
- .




I'Appendix A. Definitions and Explanations -~
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Population coverage. With the exception of the total popuia urban {and hence nonfaim) in the 197f census ds weil as
tion shown in table A, all figures in this report relate 1o th& the Current Population Surveys beginngdg in 1972

cwihan noninstitutional plopulal;on as estimated by the
Current Population Survey Non# of the figures in the report
reflect the results of the 1980 decennial census

/s
Nontfarm populanoh. The nonfarm pop®kation comprises ail
persons living 1n urban areas and all rura™persons ngt on

« farms ~
m population. In the Current Populahon Survey, the f&m . P
population as currently defined consists of all persons lving Five-quartes 2’0“9“ centered on April  Apid centeied
in rursl territory on places from which $1,000 or more of annual averaget of the fagm population veie computed by
agncultural products were sold, or normally would have been using data for the five yuartess centeied on ihe Apnil 'daie
said, in the reporu,ng year (for the CPS the preceding 12 for which the estimate was being prepared For eaamp!e,,‘tor
months;. Persons in }&!,‘uhom summer camps, motels, and April 1980, quarterly estimates for the months of Dctober’
tounist .camps, and those ving on rented places where no 1979, and January, Apnl, July, and October 1980, were
land 1s used for farming, are classified as nonfarm : used with a weight of one eighth’ gwen to each of the two
Under the previous farm definition, in use in this data ,  October estmates and ayweight,of one fourth to each of the
series from 1960 through 1577, the farm population consists estimates for the oth#i 3 months One iedson 101 the choice
of ali persons Ligung 1o rural terntory on places of 19 or more of Apnil as the date for centening population estimates is that
acres if at least S50 worth of agricultural products were sold this is the decenial census month

from the place in the reporting year 1t also includés those

April centered annual for perso 14ye
hving on places of under 10 acres 1f at least $250 worth of P o " a\Lrages or Persons under 14 years

oo’ ) o f e N by race and sex, and for persons 14 years old and over, by
a:" "m‘" ea:’m ucts were sold from the place n €~ race, sex, age, labor force charactenstics, and feqION were
. .

porting y - also computed for 1980 by using data for the specified

Fan‘n residence under the c¢urrentjand previous farm characteristics for th;.fwe quarters centered’on April 1980,
definitions was determuined in the Current Population Survey

. e, = 1
by the responses tu twu yuestions Owners (and tenters) aie Me tropolitan rronrdetippolitan residence The pupuldtiva ie
fust asked 'Does this fface lyou rem) have 10 or more siding in standard metropohitan stffistical aleas (SMSA s
acres/ They are then asked Dunng lhe pasl 12 months, constitutes th tropoiitan popuiation The meliupohian

how much ¢id saies of ciops, livestock,. and other f3rm population 1n this rdQoit is based on SMSA's a5 dufined in,
moducts from ,thw--ptace amount 10? The requndems are the ‘|970 ’DODUIBHOH census  publicalions and dJoes not
gven a choice of fou; answers  $1,000 or QOp 18250 to include any subsequent additicns o1 changes For the 1370
$999," "'850 10,8248, and ‘Under $50 " : census, except in New England, an SMSA was defined as 3

Faims located within the boundaries of urban territory, county oI group of contiguous counties which cuntains gt
compusing 8 smail minonity of ail farms, are not treated as least une city of 60,000 shabitants ol muie, o1 twin wtigs
faims toi population census purposes,aqd their population is with a8 combined population of as least 50,000 In auditdn
not wncludedn the faam pOpulath Urban territory includes llo the county, o1 counlies, containing such a ity vl Lilies,
all places w(tffa populali‘on of 2,500 o1 more and the denseiy wQLWOUS counties were included 1o an SMSA if, sccoiding
settled wibanized Innge areas. around Cities of 50,090 or 1o certain criteria, they wgf"ess‘enuauy metropolitan in
more, Beginaing with the 3972 estimate, the estmated farm chaiacter and wei¢ socially and economicaliy_integ ated with
population s Jumited to the jural teriitory as determined in the central county. In New Epgland, SA s oonsusl of
the 1970 Census of Population In the Curfent Population towns and cities, rather than counties .

Surveys of 1963 through 1971, the urban-rural boundanes
used were those of the 1960 Census of Population and did
not take into account the annexations and other substqntual

Geographic regions  The major regions of the United States
* for which data aré presented represent groups of States as

follows
expansions of urban territory that were incorporated into the -
1970 Census of Populatton The net effect was to dassify an, Northeast | Counnecticul. Maine, Madssachuseits, New
unknown number of persons as iural farm in the Current Hampshye, New Jersey, New vurk, Pemnsyivania  Rhode
Population Surveys of 1930 and 1971 who were treated as Istand, Vermont ,
\)‘ ‘ ‘ . . .’ ’ . LI 17
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North Central liinois, indiana, lowa, Kansas, Michigan,

.Minnesota, Missour, Nebraska, Noith Dakota, Ohio, South

Dakota, Wisconsin ! 4

South Alabama, Arkansas, Delawaie, cht of Colum

bie Fiorida, Georgia, I(entuckv, Louisiana, yiand, Missis
sipp1, North Carokina, Oklahoma, South Cardina, Tennessee,
Texas Virginia, West Virginia *

West  Alaska, Arizgna, California, Colorado, Hawau,
Idgho Montana, Nevada, New Mexico. Oregon, Utah, Wash
mZ?on, Yyoming 1 .

North and vest Northeag, North Centrat and West
regions combined
Age The age classification 1s based on {he age of the person

2t [3st birthday v
s

Race The population s dwided 1nt0” three groubs on the
basis of race White, Black, and “other races’’ The last
cajegory ncludes inthuns Japanese, Chinese, and any other
racs except White ard Black

Persons of Spanish origin Persons of Spanish Brigin in this
repart were determined on the bas:s of a Guegdion that asked
for self donufcauon of the person s orgin or descent
Respondents were asked to select their ongin [or the origin
of some other household member) from a “'tlask card” fisting
ethy ic or pns Persons of Spanish origin in particufar, were
those who indicated that thesr Origin was Mexican, Puerto
Rcan Cuban, Central or South Armerican, or some other
Spahish orngin It snould be noted that persons of Spanish
origin ¢an be of any race T )

Family The term “family " as used here, refers to {;oup of
two or more persons related by birth, margiage, or adoption
and residing together, all such persorls are considered as
membefs of one famuly “A todger and his/her spouse who are
not related 10 tha person or persons who maintain the
housdhojd, or "3 resident employee and his/her spouse living
in, are considered as a separate family Thuf, a household
may contain more than one family However, if the son of
the person or couple who masntains the holisehold and the
son 4 wife are members of the houschold, they are treated as
part of the parent's family A person maintaining a house

.

hold, along, or wih unrelatetd Persons only. Js regardet as a ¥

hous d bul not as a famity  Thus, some households do not

contain 3 famly - ’

»
Marital status The matital status classidication |dt:nhf|e‘s four
mi 8 categores  singie inever marrted), marned, widowed,
and divorced These teims refer to the marital status at the
time of the enumeratidn ’

The cdategory married 15 Jdivided ato " mairied, spouse
present,  and  marfied, sPouse absent A pr:rson"was
cius ufied as "married, spouse present”” if the hushand or wife
was 1epoited as o member of the household, even though he
o1 18 may have Lieen temporaiiiy absent on business or on

jvagetion, visiing, in 2 hospital, etc, at the time of the

enumeration Persons refforted as  manied. spouse absent

gu.lude those with lenal separations, those living apart wjth

intentions ot obtaining a divoice, and other pelsons perma
' LY
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-mently or temporarily seParated because of mantel disvord

The category also inciudes married peisons fiving apart
because erther the husband or wife was employed and living
a1 a considerable distance fipm home, was setving dway from
home 1n the Armed Foices, had muved to ¢nuther area, o
had a diffgrent place of residence for any other reasun
Children ever born The term “chiidien ever born" refurs to
the total number of live buths reported by women Induded
in the number are children born to the woman before her
present marriage, chutdren no longer iving, and childien away
from home, 35 well as chddren who were stdl Living 1n the
home +

Births to date. In the data on birth expectations 10 table C,
the number of “births to date* has the same meaning as the
number of children ever born

Future births expected. In the dats on buth expectations 1n
table C, the number of “future births uxpected” refers to any
births 4 woman éxpects in additon ‘!ro l‘ne children éne has
already borne, if any v .

Lifetime births expectéd. In the data on birth expectations in
table C, the aumber of "Tifetimadirths bxpdcted refers to the
sum of births to date and future births expected The sum
represents the total number of births a woman expects
during her lifetime

- .

Labor force and employment status The defyutions of labor
force and employment status 0 this report relate to the
population 14 years old and over

Labor force Persons are classified a$ in the labor force if
they were employed as civilians, unemployed, or in the
Armed Forces during the sutvey week The “civiban labor
forca' s comprised of all cwihians classified as employed or
unemroloyed.

Employed Employed persons comprise (1) aH civihans
who, during the specitied week, did any work at all as paid
employees or in their own bL’Jss ness or profession, or on thesr
own farm, of who worked 15 hours of more as unpaid
w0rker‘s on a farm or in a business operated by a member of
the family, and (2} all those who werg not warking but who
had Jobs or businesses from which they were temporarnly
absent because of illness, bad weather, vacation. or labor
roanagement dispute, or brcause they were taking time off
for personal 1easons, whether or not they wete pad by theu
employers for tume off, and whether or not they wire
seeking other jobs Excluded from the emjsoyed §ruup aic
persons whose ¢only activity consisted of work around the
house (such as own home housewotk, painting o4 18pdLINY
own home, etc } or volunteer work for religious, chanitabie,
and similar orgamzauo'ns

Unemployed  Unemployed persons aie thuse voibidis
who, duning the swvey week, had ng employment Ll were
available for wotk and {1} had engaged i any sp¥ talic
jobrseeking activity within the hast 4 weeks such as 1egss
tering at a public or puvate employment uflice, mesting with
prospective employ 1s, checking with fhends Wi elatives, |

X -
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placing or answering advertisements writing letters of appl

cation, or being on 3 union or professtonal reqister [2) were o

watling o be called back to ajob from which they had been
laid off, or {3) were waiting to repart 1o d new wage or salary
tob wulh:n;{) days -
Not in the labor force All civilians 14 v
who are not cfassified as ggmployed unemployed are
detined as "not in the labor force /This group who are
neither employed nor seeking workAhcludes Pe150ns engage
only In own home hausework, attehding school, or unabie to
work because of long %M physica O mental iliness persons
who are retired or 100 old to wo ,-s'easonal workers for
whom the survey week fell n amoff season
voluntanly dke Perst')ns doing unly unpaid family work {iess
than 15 hours duning the week sucveyed) are dlso cidssified as

rs old and over

© notin the labor force

Agriculture Thendustry category “agricylture™ 1s somewhat
more (nclusive than the total ofythe two major occupation
groups, “farmers and farm managers™ and “farm laborers and
supervisors It also includes (1) persons employed on farms
1IN occupations such as truck driver, mechamc, and book
keeper, and {2k persons engaged in gertain aclivilies other
than stactly farm operation such as ¢oton gmning, contract
farm services, veternary and breeding services, hatchér:es,
. expenimental stations, greenhouses, landscape gardeming, tree
service, trapping, hunung preserves and kennels
.
Nonagncultural industries Thus category ihcludes all indus,
tries not specfically classed under agriculture The indusiry
groups shown were based on the ¢lassification system used n
the 1970 E;ensus of Popuiation .
Muluple jobs Persons with two or more jobs during the
survey week were ciassified as employed 1n the industry in
which they worked the greatest number of hours during the
week Consequently, some of the persons shown n this
report as engaged in nonagricultural activites also engaged n
agriculture and vice versa

Class of Worker

Self eployed workers Persons who worked for profit or
fees 1n therr own business, professior or trade, or who
operated a farm either as an owner or tenant

Wage and salafy workers Persons who worked for any
governmental unit or private employer for wanes salary,
commusion, tips, pay "“in kynd,” or at piece rates

Unpaid famiy workers. Persons who avorked 15 or more
hours per week without pay on 3 Mrm or in a business
operated by a person 10 whom they are retated by, blood or
marriage

Money income Data on mcome collected 1n the CPS are
imited to money income received before payments for
personal income taxes and deductions for Social Security
union dues, Medicare premiums, etc Money incorme 15 the

.

and the

i

o
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sum of the amounts recewed from earnings lincluding lusses
which occursed among the seif employed from ther own
farm or nonfarm opetaltions)  Social Secunity and public
assistance payments, Supplemental Security mcome, divi
dénds, interest, and rent {including losses), unemploymént
and workmea's, compensation, government and private-em
ployee peasons, and other periodic income Therefore,
money jacome does not refiect the fact that many families
receve pa'rl of thewr incorhe in the form . of nonmoriey
transfers such as food stamps, health benefits, and subsidized
housing, that many farm families seceive nonmoney Income
in the form of reatfree housing and goods produced and
the farm, or that nonmoney incomes are aiso
1eceived some nontarm residents, such as the use of
business transportation and faciities, fuik or pdrtial payments
b§ business for retirement programs medical and educational
expenses, etc These elements should be considered when
comparing incgme levels
Receipts from the following sources are not included as
tngome (1} Money recetved from the sale of property, such
as stocks, bonds, a house, or a car {unless the person was
engaged 1n the business of selling such property, in which
case the net proceeds would be counled as Income from
self employment), {2}. withdrawals of bank deposits {3}
money borrowed, (4} tax refunds, (8) gifts, and (B) lump
sum inheri1ances or insurance payments

Famliy tncome The total income of a family is the algebraic
sum of the amounts received by all mncome recipients in the
family

In the income distnbution for familes, the lowest income
group (less than $2,500) includes those families who were
classthied as having no income m the income year and those
reporting a “loss in net income from farm and nonfarm
seff empltoyment or in rental income Many of these were
hving on income “in kind,” savings, or gifts, of were pewly
constituted families, & families in which the sole bread
winner had recently died or had teft the household However,
many of the families who reported no mncome probably had
s0me money intome which was not recorded in the survey

It should be noted that although the income statstics
refer to recerpts during the preceding year, the composition
of families refers 10 the ume of the survey The mncome of
the family does not include amounts received by persons
who were members of the family during all or part of the
income year if these persons no longer resided with the
family at the time of enumeration On the other hand, family
income includes amounts reported by related persons who
did not reside with the family during the income year but
who were members of the family at the time of enurgeration

.
Poverty (low income) classification Families are classified as
being above or below the poverty level using the poverty
index adopted by a Federal inter agency Commitlee in 1969
This index 15 bayed on the Department of Agniculre’s 1961
Economy Fool Plan and rrfircts the different consumption
requirements of families based on their size and composition,
sex and age.of the family head, and farm nonfarm residence

4D
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It was  Uelenmuined m the Department of Agniculture's
1955 sgvey ol fuusi Luuwmptlun lhd;’fyﬁnhes of three or
Muie pesuns soend apprux.mdtely oune Thurd of then income
on food e poverty level for these famities was, therefore,
. set at three wmes the cost of the economy Tood plan For
smaller families and persons hving afones the cost of the
economy food plan was multphed by factors that “were
shightly higher in order to compensate for the refatively larger
fixed expenses of these smajler househoids The poverty
thresh’olds are updated every year to retlect changes in the
Cunsumes Pree index (CPI) The poverty threshold tor 3
tarm tamuly of tour was $1,329 1n 1979, about 11 percent
bugnee than the compsrsbALL978 cutoft of 85,681 Corre
spundineg puverty  thresnolas for 4 nunfarm 'idmuly of foul
weir S7 4120 18379 and $6,662 7 1978 Feu further details,
see Cutrent Ponulatiun Reports, Senf:sf‘ 60, No 124 l ?
N
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Median The median 15 the valee which dmdes a distnbution
into two equal parts, one half of the cases falling below this |
valde and one halt ut the cases excedliing this vajue

Symbols A dash “-" represents zero Yor a number 4|ch
rounds to zero The symbol "B” means that the base for the

denwved figure 1s less than 75,000, an X" means not ap
pheable, and “NA" means not available

Rounding. The indwidual filgures in this repoit are 1ounded
10 the nearest thousand With few exceptions, the individual
figuies have not been adjusted to group totals, which ate
wdependently rounded Percenitages aie rounded to the
nearest terth of 3 perceq& therefore, the percentages In @
distnbution do not always add (o exactly 1000 percent
The totals, however, are atways shown as 100 O Percentages
are based on the rounded absolute numbers .
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SOURCE OF DATA .

Esumates in this report are primanily derived from data
obtained from the Current Populatiog Syrvey (CPS) of the
Bureau of the Census weth some data from the 1980 Jine
Enumerative Survey of'the US Department of Agriculture,
Most of the CPS estimates are April-centered five-quarter
averages Data on income. fertility, and mantal status of
farm gnd nonfarm familigs, however, are monthly estimates
obtained from supplementary questions to cps
Current population survey (CP.ﬁ Thp momhly CPS deals
mainly with Iabor che data for the civilian noninstitutional
. population Questions relating to labor force participation
are asked about each member 14 years old and clder in each
sample household In addition, supplemientary guestions
regafdmg mncome, mantal status, and family chmtedstics

o H
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. Appendlx B Soilroe and Rellablllty of the Estimates
‘:‘ > [ 4 q o, .

are asked each March and fertility each June Egtimates
devéloped from the supplementary questionsgked in March
include persons in the Armed Forges iiving off post or with
theiwr families on post

The present CPS sample was imtially selected from the
1970 census files and ts continuousiy updated to refiect new
construction where possible, (See section, “Nonsamaling
vaniabilty “) The monihly CPS sampie is spread over 629
areas with coverage 1n each of the 50 States and the Dustrict
of Columbra The CPS sample aress are comprised of 1,133
cqsmtles mdependeqt,cmes and minor civil divisions 1n
the. Nation *

Samples for previous designs were selected from .bies
from the most recently cgmpleted census The following
table provides¥a description of some aspects.of tpe CPS
sample designs in use during the referenced data coliect:dn
perniods t

. »
. - Description of the Current Population Survey .
’ -~ Housing units eligible
.  Timo poried % + Number of sample | , .l ) .o Not
. . * arcas’ Interviewed |. interviewed
% - - 23 : o
January 1980 to present........ chrreanans 629 65,000 | 3,000
Octobor 1977 to Deceiber 1979 ...... . 614 53,500 , 2,500
August 1972 to September 1977.,.......... . = 461 45,000 2,000 4
August 1971 to~uly M972.. ... iivaanialt ¢ 449 45,000 ' 2,000 -
*  January 1970 to July 1971........ arsacans s . 449 48,000 - 2,000

'These zample areas wore chosen to provide coverage “E oaTCh State and the District of Columbga.b

v N
¥ " . -

The estiMation procedure ustd in this Surveaf(bives
!he/m’fl ion of the weighted sampie resuits to indfpendent
mumatNtowl civilian nominstitutipnal populbg; of -

« the United Stares by age. race, and sex Thesa indeperient
"estimates are based on statistics from decenmial censusés.

statistics on berths, deaths, immigration, and emigration, and
statistics on the strength of the Armed Forces The estima

segments  information was obtained f about 25,000
tarm households associated with thesg sam units

RELIABILITY Of THE ESTIMATES

LA Since the estimates In this report are based on a sample,
they may differ somewhat from the figures that would have

been obtained if a complet€census had been taken using the «
tion procédure for the data from the March supplement . instructions, and enumerators There

game questionnaires
involved 2 further adjustment so that husband and‘ wife of are two types of errors Possible in an estimate based on 2
a h&usehold received the same wekth__r_- . sample survey—samphng and nonsampling The standard =

’ . errors provided for this report primanly indicate the mag .
Juns” wnumerative ' sunnv (JES] The JES s cond‘u‘c/t} mtude of the sampling error. They aiso partiaity measure

Jannuadlly with a probabihity Tea sample of the 48 conter the effect of* some nonsampling errors in response and
minous States, conyisting of approximstely 17,000 area enumeration, but do not measurd any systematic biases in

a " . . ,
- o .
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the data The fuil extent of nor;samphng error 15 unknown
Consequently, particular care should be exercised in the
interpretation ot figures based on a relatwvely smail number
of cases of on small differences between estimates
Nomsamphing varlabihty Nonsampiing errors can be attr
buted to many sources. € g, inabiity, to obtan information
about all cases In.the sample, definitional duff.cult'nes,"duf
ferences 10 the nterpretation of questions, inability or
unw;ihngness to provide correct snformation on the part
ofrespondents, mabifity 1o recall information, e ors made in
coliegtion such asiniecording or cuding the data, ecrors made
in processing the data, errors fade in estimating values for
missing data, énd falure to represent all units with theagy
sample {undercoverage)

Undercoverage in the CPS resuits from missed housmg
units and_missed persons within sample househoids Overall
undercoverage, as compared to the level of the decenntal
census, 15 about B percent It 15 knrown that CPS under
coverage vares with age, sex, and race Generally, under
coverage 15 larger for males than for females, and larger for
Blacks and other races than for Whites Ratio esumation
to mndependent age sex race population controls, as‘described
previously, partially corrects&for the bias due 0 Survey
Ondercoverage However, biases exist in the estimates to the
extent that missed Persons in gnissed households or missed
persons In interviewed households have different character
isu¢s than interviewed persons 1n the same é\ge sex race

» group Fyrther, the independent population controls used
have not beerf'ad;usted for undercoverage in the 1970 tensus, -
which was estimated at 25 percent of the population with
undercoverage differentials by age, sex, arid race similaf to
those observed 1In CPS .

A coverage improvementgaample was included in com
putmg'the estimates beginning in October 1978 Tn order to
provide coverage of mobie homes and new construction
housing units that previously had no chance for selection
in the CPS sampie This $ampie s composed of approximately
450 sampie househotd units which represent 237000 occu
méd mobile homes and 600,000 new consttuction uruts

\J These new construction units are composed of those units

3 where building pegfmts were 1ssued prior to January 1970,
and construction was not compfeted by the time of the

: 1970 Census (1 e, Aprni! 1970} The extent of other sources
df undercoverage of housing umts is unknown but believed

to be small Tha inclusian of this coverage improvement
sample in the CPS does not have 3 significant effect on

—the estimalps

.
'

Sampling variabiity The stagdard errors given 1n the fol
. lowing tables are pnmarly maz})b\es of samphing variability,
that 13, of the vanatrons that occcutred by chance because a
sample ;athe: than the whoie of the populatiun was surveyed
The sample estanate and its estimated stand3rd error enables
one tu cpnstivct confidence inter vals—ianges that inciude the
Average result of ali possible samples with 2 known prob-
ability fFol exdampte, Jf ali Possible samples were selected,
ﬁ‘ *

AT

N

each of thése surveyed wnder dentical Londitions uslng\ﬂ{

sdme sdmie desigii, and an estimdte and 1ts esuumated stand

ard erior were walculated from each sample, then

1 Approximately 68 percent o.f the intervals from"on('
standard erior below the estimate to one standard €rror
above the estumate woyld include the aveiage iesult of
all possible samp A

2 Approximately 90 peicent of the intervals from 16
standard eriors beiow the estimate to T8 standard errors
above the estimate would include the a‘rerage Afesult of
all possible samples

L

3 Approximately 95 percent of the intervals from two
standard errors below the Estimate 10 two standard errors,
above the estimate would include the average result of
ail possible samples .

The average ,esuft of all possible samples may or may not

contained in any particular computed interval However,
for a particuiar sample, one can say with specified confidencg
that the average estimate derived from all possible samptes is
ingluded within the constructed interval

All the statements of comparison appearing in the text are
significant at 2 1 6 standard error level or better, and most
are significant at 3 level of more than 20 standard errors
This means that for most differences cited in the text, the
estimated difference s greater than twice the standard
error of the difference Statements of comParison quahified
In some way {e g, by use of the phrase, “some evidence’’)
have a level of significance between 16 and 20 standard
errors

Matropolitan-nonmetropglitan area estimates Caution should
be exercised in compauing metropoiitan and nonmetropolitan
area estimates from 1877 and later years to e¥ch other and to
those from earhier years. Methodological and sample design
changes have occuired in these tecent years iesulting in
relatively laige differences in the metopolitan and non
metropolitan area estimates

Note when using small estimates. Summary measures {such
as medians and percent distnbutions} are shown 10 the
report only when the base i1s 75,000 or greater Because of
the large standard errors inyolved, there 15 iittle chance that
summary measures would reveal wuseful information
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 corresponding per
centages These smaller estimates are provided primanly to
permit such combinations of the categories which serve
each data user’s needs.

STANDARD ERRO;R TABLES AND THEIR USE

In ordel 1o devive standaid eii o1y that wuuld be appiicable
W lauge number of estimates and coulll be prepared at a
mode ate 904(. 2 numbe; of appicxmatiuns wele jequiied .
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Therefore, instead of providing an individual standard error
for each estmate, generalized sets of standard errors are
provided for various types of characteristics As a result, the
sets of standard errors provided give an indication of the
order of magnitude of the standard error of an estimate
rather than the precise standard error

The figures presented n tables B1, B2, B-3, and B 4
provide approximations to the standard errors of various
estimates for families and for persons To obtain standard
errors for fpecn‘ac characteristics, factors from table B§
must be apphéd to the standard errors gven In tables B ¥
through B4 in order to adjust for the combined effect of
sample design and the estimation pioceduie on the value of
the characteristics The figures shown in table B 6 prowvide
standard errors for number of ctuidren ever born and number
of expected hifetime births per 1,000 women Standard errors
for intermedhate values not shown in the tables ‘may be
approximated by interpolation _ '

Table B-1. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers
of Persons or Families in the Farm
-Population

(68 chances out of 100. Nugbers in thousands)

Sizc of estinate Standard error
25. e e e e . 8
SO. v vevir wene wuna kl
1000, ...v o .. 16
250, amevi a ah waase 25
500 ..., ... re - 35
1,000 . . N 43
2,500 .. .e 78
5,000 . .. o e s 109
10,000 .o vvve o o 152
15,000 .... .. .. ... 184
Notc: Fgl a particular characteristic, see

table B-5 for the appropriate factor to apply to
the above standard errors For 3standard errors
for regional data (North and West, South), .

multiply the standard errors obtalned above by
1.4

Two parameters (denoted a and ‘b ) are used to cal
culate standard errors for each type of charactenstic, they
are Dresented in taie B5 These parameters were used 10
caiculate the standard errors in tables B1, B2, B3 and
B 4 and 10 calcuiate the factors in tabie B5 They also may
be used to calcuiate the standard errors for estimated num
bers and estimated percentages directiy Methods for direct
computation are given in the following sections

Standard errors of estimated numbers The approximate stan
dard egror. 0, of an estimated number shown 1n this report
can be obtained in two ways It may be obtained by use of
the formula . .

Oy tfa, (1

where f is the approprate factor from tabie B S and o5
standard €rro1 on the estimats obtasned by inteipoiation

-

. . \ 23
from 1abte B 1 or B-2 Aiternatively, standard erross may be
akproximated By formula (2) below, from which the stan
dard errors \ere caiculated in tables B 1 and B 2 Use of this

formuia will provide more 4ccurate results than the use of
formula (1) above

- , 2
0y ax‘ +bx {2)

Here x s the size of the estimate and a and b are the para
meters in table B 5 dssociated with the particuiar type of

characteristic.
-

-Table B-2. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers
of Persons or Families in the Totat or”
Nonfarm Population

- ~y
(68 chances out of 100 Numbers in thousands)

Size of estinate Statdard error
S0, avcacecrererbonnens " 7
100, . eearaacinacnrrane 14,
250, avccrcrnanraancees 16
s00........ hecirececens 23
1,000......... Vreiecces 33
b, 1] JOR 52
5,000, ciinecincns . * 713
10,000, .vevvecennn. - . 102
15,000, 00 accncranecnnes C12%
25,000, ..cinicenee. ~ 155
50,000....... \ 204
100,000, ., ceneeeseens 21
150,000 .....covnnnan | 223

, 170 derive thgJsta..* 4 errors for an esti-
nate greater than 150,000,000 use formula (2).

Note: For a particular charactoristic, seé’
table B-5 for t ppropriate factor to apply to
the above stan rrors, For standard errors
for reglonal dat¥® (North and West, South),
nultiply the standard errors obtalned above by

1.4,
-

Standard errors of estimated percentages, The relrability of
an estimated percentage, computed by using sampie data for
both numerator and denominator, depends on both the size
of the percentage and the size of the total upan which this
percenitage s based ‘Estimated percentages are relatively
more rekiable than the corresponduig esumates of the nu
merators of the percentages, particularly if the percentages
are 50 percent or more When the numerator and denom
nator of the percentage are in different categores. use the
factor or parameters indicated by the numerator The approx
imate standard error, ¢ X0} of an estimated percentage
can be obtained by use of the formuila

-

Oxp) © fa (3)

In this fo:mula f 15 the appropriate factor from table B 5 snd
G is the standaad error on the estimate from tabie B 3 or B 4

Alternatively, the standaid eiio1 may be avpioximated by )

ERIC .
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formute 14) beww fiom whyeh the standaid eirors in tabies

B oa u\’B‘i wiie waleuidted, direct computation will give

MUIE aeuyidie tesults than use “of the standard error tables
. and the factors

b 5100 p

g | (4}

Here x & the size of the subclass of Persons or families which
15 the base U the percentage, p s the percentage (0 < p < 100),
andbsthe parameted - 1able 8 Sassocigted with theparticular

type of cheracter.sty «n the numerator of the percentage |

Hlustration of the uselof tables of standard errors. TabRF of
the repurt shows that 1 642 000 farm residents 14 years old

N

‘h):’. ¢

and over were empioyed n agriculture Tabie B 5 shows that
for Total Farm Population” Agriculture Employmens, the
approprate factor s 10, this factor 15 to be used with the
standard error obtained from table B 1 Interpolation in table
8 1 shows the standard error on an estirtate of this size to be
approximately 61,000 Applying the factor and using for
muia {1) would also yeld a standard error.of 61,000 The
chances are 68 out of 100 that the estimate wodld have been
a figure differing from the average of ail possible sampies by
less than 61,000 The chances are 95 out of 100 that the
estimate would have been a figure differing from the average
of all possible samples by iess than 12.2,000 twice th
standard error) As an aiternative, using formula (2) and the
parameters a - =0 000014 and b = 2455 fiom Labie B 5 gives
an estimate of the standard error to be 63,000 .

Table B 3 Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Persons or Fafmlnes in the Farm Population

v

Bas¢ of percirtaves

» Estimated percentages ”

fthousands?
_ %
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Notc. Fur a particular chagacteristic, see table B-5 for the appropriate factor to apply to the

above -:t:andard &IOS
standard ¢rrors obtglned ubove by 1.4,

-

For sfandard errors for regional data (North and west, South), multiply the

Table B4 Standard Er.rqgs of Estimated Percentages of Persons or Famihies in the Total or Nonfarm

Population
N LY
Base of perc;mtages A A Estimated percentages
““Wsa’:"s’ B 1 or 99 2 or 98 Sor95| 100r90| 25 or7S 50
. 7L * .

2uiis ar e e - 2.1 2.9 4.5 6.2 9.0 10.4

50...... . . 1.5 2.1 3.2 bads 6.4 74

100, oeeiieiinnne anns o al.o S O 2 2.3 -3.1 4.5 5.2

250, iien auanes £, e - Yo7 0.9 1.4 2.0 2.8 3.3

500m.qenn. .. “Q5 4 0.7 1.0 1.4 2.0 2.3

1,000, e enanns 0.3 05 0.7 L™ 1. 1.6

2,500 i e e 0.2 0.3 0.5 .6 09 1.0

5,000 euiinns e aiivaaeas '0.15 0.2 . 0.3 0.4 0 6. 07

10,0000 00hh el . R ™ L0.10 0.15 0.2 0.3 |’ 0.5 0.5

15,000. LM 0 08 012 0.19 0.3 0.4 0.4

25,0000 00 iiie vin anaens Ty 0.07 b0 0.14 0.2 0.3 0.3,
50,000....00uu.... R P 0.05 0.07 010 0.14 0.2 0.2

100,000, ....... ..... FLPTR 0.03 * 0,05 0.07 0.10 0.14 0.2

150,000......... .. - 0.03 + 0,04 0,06 0.08 0.12 , 0.13
200, 000. ' Y, Qo2 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.10 .0.12
216,000.... ..... . 0 02 0.03 0.05 *0.07 0.10, = 011

Note: For a particular characteristic, see table B-5 for the appropriate factor to
gional data (North.nd west, sSouth),

above standard crrors  For standard oyrors for

Q landard errors obtained abovo by I 4.«

ERIC
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Tabie B 5. Parameters and Factors to be Used to Obtain Standard Errors for Each Type of Characteristic

. . ' ‘ Parancters e : .
Type of characteristic - i Spandard
a b 1fact:ox"s- error tables f
PIVE-QUARTER AVERAGES . - . . '
fara Population . '
Race, age, sex, and employment subsets:
*Total farm population, agr}cuitural enployment, ‘ .
8% nonakricultural employment: ’
All races . . .. -0 000014 2655 1.9 B~1, B~3 '
Spanish origktn.. ., . .%*.... . .. =0 000016 3087 11 B-1, B3
.Unezployed: ’
. Total or White. . . . .. . =0 Q00006 1054 07 B-1, B~}
» BlacKiuuoesnnnseaocensen o « o, . . =0.000053 1211 07 "B~l, Be3
e Spanish origin...... . v, =0 000003 997 06 B-l,
. ' N\
Total or Nonfarm Population . ’
Race, age, and se¢x subsets / .
Total or White fe e e s 00 0 00 B~2, B~4 ‘
BlacK..uu. tamman veeen x e . 00 0 00 B-2, B=4
Spanish origin....... .. e s -0.000022 ggs 19 B~2, B~4
Employment subsets:
Africyltural employment- .
All races.. B T =0 000017 2050 14 B~2, B~4
Spanish ordgln. ... viees Mtieans 4 s ocasan ~0. 000018 2586 1.5 B~2, B~4
Nonagricultural employment - -
. Total or White.. -- ..o .. cu.  auees-.q] =0 000008] ° 1081 ¢ 1.0 B~2, B~4
Male.. ..... - e v aaeas IR -0 000013 935 0.9 B~2, B4
Female...... . . N =0 000010 801 09 B~2, B~4,
BlacK..oasauanss . eveanars =0 000069 1081 .1.01+ Be=2, B4
Male.  ereeaeaaee s e e =-0.000115 935 - 09 #.Be2, Beh -
FEBALE. tnr wvve & sasatwesess aeeserens -0.000079 801 0.9 B~2, B4
Spanish origin..... “.... .4vesn freearas =0. 000009 1356 1.1 B=2, B~4
Unemployed: ) - 4 ]
. DBoth sexes, nale or fenalg. =0. 000004 552 077 B~2, B~4
Reglonal or metropolitan-nonmetropolitan .
: residence! - ' - .
Farn: / -
Total or White.. .. 1 ....her i cievienn o ~0.000017 5036 1.4 B~1, B~3
BlacK...seoontsannnnns s s 2r seew seraa "0-000262 8765 1.9 B"l, B-3
Total or nonfarn: . .
Total or White .. ... .o Leecraeeeae sen. -0 000010 2212 14 B~2, B~4
Black:-:-o::-::---|--- .. R LIV ~0 000160 3&&9 . 19 B-Z, B~4
MONTHLY LEVEL ° . ) )
Family income: * . {
Total farm population  .u..eesennes cennee... | =0.000011 3167 1.1 B~1, B~3' &
Total nonfarm population..... ~ .. ... v.ess -0 000008 1721 1.3 B:2, B~4{
 Marital status:
Farm: \ .
- Total Or White.. ... cceinncc®™uir cenunes ~0.000011 T 2556 1.0 B-l, B-3 ,
BlaCK.osusontunvnnnnnsnnse ansee o taarae PPN "0-000097 23(” 1:0 - B"l, B-3
. Total or nonfara: .
Total or WhIte.... ..veevuvinrams connnsnnans =0.000010 1389 1.1 B~2, B~4. ;
BlacKe . ceuseencnccnnnns -0 000087 | ° 1255 1.1 B~2, Be~4 -
Note. For reglonal ¢North and West, South) data cross-tabulated with other data, apply a factor of
2.0 to the paramoters for the characteristic of interest. .
Q ~ T, .
ERIC ' . : ) .
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‘Table' F also shows that of the 334,000 female farm
residents employed in agricuiture, 52,000 or 15,6 peicent
were wage and salary w_ork

Table B S shows the ﬁarameter for this charactérstic

to be 2458, uming formula (4}, the standard error, O¢x
on an estimate of 156 percent 15

2,455 : 1
—‘—334'000 {15'6)’(1000 15 6) '= 3 1 percent
Conseguently, the chances are 68 out of 100 that the est,
mated percent wouid be with.n 3 1 percentage points of the
average of all possible samples Chances are 95 out of 100
that the estunate would be within 6 2 percentage points of
‘the average of all possible samples, e, the 95 percent
confidence nterval would be from 94 to 218 percent

P

Standard ertor of a differance Foi 3 difference between two
sample estimales, the standard error s approx.mately equal
10 )

v
ar

+ g

- 2 1 -
Yix v 7 4f %x y ‘5'1

where o, .., 0, are the standard errory of the estimates
x and vy, respectwely. the estimates can be® of numbers,
percents, ratios, etc This will represent the actual standard
error quite accurately for the difference between.two esti-
mates of the same characteristic in two different areas, or

tor the d_nfference between two separate and uncorrelated/

charactenstics n the same azrea If, however, there 12
high positive [negat.ve) correlation between the two charac
teristics, the formula will gverestimate [underestimate) the
true standard error

lllustration of the computstion of the standard arror of a
tiffarence be.ween Astimated percentages. Tabie F of this
report shows that of the female farm gesidents employed in
agriculture, 31 4 percent were self empioyed As mentioned
above, the percentage of female farm residents emplioy

In sgriculture who were wage and salary workers was 15.6
percent Thus, the apparent difference between female wage
and falary workers and self-employed workers s 15 8 percem'
Using table B 5 and formula {3),.the standard error, Oty o)
on an estimate of 31 4 percent with Tbase of 334,000 15
approximately 4 G Usning formula (5}, the standard error

of the ®stimated difference of 15 8 percent 1s about  #
1]

o B+ @0 5 B

This means that the chances are 68 out of 100 that the
esumated difference based on the sample estimates would
vary from the difference denved from the dverage bf.ail
possible samples by less than 5.3 percent The 8 percent
conbdmc‘l interval aboutthe 15.8 percent'dnffereﬁ 15 from
10.7 10 20 9 fBrcent, 1 0., 158 2 5.1, A conclusion\that the
average estimate of ‘the différence derived from all posnible

—_— ! .

VA1 an siternative, tbles B-3 and B-5 can ba used to computs an
astimated standard error 04 31 x 10 = 3 1 percent or®the sumate of
15 8 percent,

” .

Q ~

sampies of the same size and design lies within a range com-
puted in this way would be correct for roughiy 68 percent of
all posuble samples The 95 percent confidence interval i3
56 to 26 0 percent. Since this interval does not contain
2ero, we can conclude with 95 percent confidence that, the
percent of female farm rendents employed In agriculture
that were self employed was greater than-the percent that
were wage and salary workers

Stmdard error of 8 median. The sampling variabiity of an

estimated Median depen upon the form of the distnibution
as well asqm size of its ase JAn approximate method for

'measurmg he reliabiity of 3 median 5 10 determine an

interval about the estimated median, such that there Is 3
stated degree of confidence that the average median derived
from all possible samples lies within the interval The follow-
ing procedure may be used to estimate the 68 percent con-,

fidence |imits of 3 median based on sampie data
t

{1} Determine, using thé standarB error tables and factors or
formula (4), the standard error of the estimate of 50
percent from the distribution

- (2} Add to and subtract frdm 50 percent the standard error

determined in step 3 -

{3} ‘ Using the distribution of the characteristic, calculate the
68 percent conhdence interval by calculating the values
corresp-ondmg 10 the two points established in step 2.

A 95 percent confidence interval may be determined by cai
'c'ulatmg the values corresponding to 50 percent plus and
minus twice the standard error determined instep 3

lllustration of the cémpumlon of & confidence interval for
& median. According 1o the current definition of a farm,
table 11 of this report shows that the 1979 median income
for nonfarm families 15 $19,754. The size, or base, of the

>

distibution from which, this median was determined 5.

56,760,000 famchies

(1) VUning formula (4}, the standard error of 50 percent on

3 base of 56,763,000 15 about 0 3 percent ,
*
’

{(2) To_obtain a 95 percent confidence interval on an est:-
mated, median, add to and subtra¢t from SO percent
twice Jhe standard error found in step 3. This yields
percent Limits of 48 4 and 50 6,

{3} Since 357 percent of the famulues had income below
$15,000 and 150 percent had jncome between $15,000
and $20,000, the dotlar valugcof the lower imit may
be found by Imnear interpotation to be ,

46 47= 357
150

$15,000 + {$20,000 ~ SISOOO

’ . "

» $19.567 .

« Similariy, the dollar vaiue of the upper, limit may be found

by linear interpolation to be about

$15,000 + ($20,000 — §15000; 306 -357, . ¢19 967
. 15¢° o L8
3"\ .
X '3 - '
. M
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Table B-6, Standard Errors of Estimated Fertility Ratios for the Total or Nonfarm Population
£, .y )

Number of voaen . . v Children ever born or expected p.er 1,000 women
(thousands) 500 | 14000| 1,500| 2,000 | 2,500| 3,000] 3,500 4,000
17+ PO 51 93 129 164 198 234 274 315
500.. & 4 cireerninineaore er reann 36| 66 92 116 40| - 166 194 Lzzf,
7500t et e h eeiienieine eaeerae 30 54 74 95 114 135 158 18
1,000... oiliii chineieiiennn.n, , 26 47 | 65 82 99 117 137 | 158
2,000....... ... M 18 33 45 " 58 70 83 97 112
5,000 it i v eeaeeas 11 0% 29 Yl 52 61 79
10,000 ... “..... e s 9 15 20 26 31 38 i 50
15,000 .. . Leciieees e i, .7 12 16 20 . 26| “ 2 35 41
20,000, . beee eiees —e aaeanen 6 11 15 19 23 27 31 35
25,000...... z 5 9 12 16 20 2| _, 28 32

Notc. Tor derivc the sta;dard errors for the famm population, multiply the standard errors obtained
above by 1.1. . . .

: o " L

> .
The 95 parcent confidence interval on the median income of
nonfarm famries is from $19,567 15 $19,967 Therefore, a
conciusion that the average Median income, derived from all
possible samples, hies within a range computed in this way
would be correct for roughly 95 bercent of all saiple)

[]
Standard error 8 estimated anthmetic mean. The standard
error,of an arithmetic mean can be.approximated by formula
(6} befow Because ‘of the approximations used in deveioping
formula (6], an estimate of the standard error of the mean
obtained frorlz that formula will generally Underestimate the

ttue standard error The formula used to estimatesthe stan-*

dard error of 3 mean s

(6}

Y .
where y 13 the size of the base and'b 1s the paramater from
"table 85 corresponding to the chaecteristic of interest The
' vanance. s?, 15 given by formula (7)

¢
s = 3 p')?: -x? .
121

n-
where X 15 1he mean of the distnibution, ¢ 15 the number
of groups, | indicates 3 specific group, thus taking on
values 1 through €. P is, the estimated proportion with
the characteristic in grbup 1, Z” and Z are the.lower
and upper nterval boundanes, tespecuvelv, for group 1,

and X, = 2 "'Z_ which 15 assumed to be the most rep

resenuve value for the chardctenstic for persons or famnllgs
in group 1| Group ¢ 15 open-ended, 1., no upper intefval

boundary e}uls For this group, an approximate ayerage
values \ T
P 'i‘c =3/2 Zc
Py

-
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