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_INTRODUCTION

. The number of persons living on farms in rdral areas of
the United States averaged 5,620,000 for the 12.month
petiod centered on April 1982 (table A). About 1 cut of
every 41 persons, or 2.4 percent of the Nation's #otal popu-
lation, had a farm residence. These estimatas were prepared
by the U.S. Bureau of the Census and the Economic Research
Service of the U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Table A. Total and Farm: Popujatcg;\ of the
United States: 1920 to 1982

(Nmahers in thous mds) . * o
Farm populatien
Year ‘ / Total Percent
» restdgat | Nugher of * ot tota
. populatlon’ pevsona? | population
CURRENT EARM
OEFINITION (
19820 nisans FA 231,023 F  5.620 2.4
1] PR 224.064], 5,790 2%6
1980, .5....0.s 221.672| . 6,051 2.7
2979 i 19,611 [ 6,241 2.8
1978, e e vnanannas 247,771 6.50! 2.0
- ’
PREVIOUS FARM,
DEFINITION o
1962...... ereeaeaas 231,023 6,870 3.0
1981....... . eraenanas 224,064 6,942 . 31
1930.......: A aaens 221,672 7,241 3.3
1979 ceiiieinnren s , 219,611 7,553 W
1078 e e cnnrannnnenn 217,771 5 © 8.005 3.7
Y £ P 215.966 7.806 3.6
19767...... . 214982 8,253 3.9
T} - T 212,542 8,864 4.2
19700 s e e enms 203,235 9,712 4.9
1960, . v nearennenns 179,323 15, 635 8.7
1950%...... fovmannnan 150, 697 23, 048 + 153
19495 . . oiieannt e 131.669 30,547 23.2
19303 s it e aea e . 122,775 30.529 24.9
1920%. .0y iereennenns M. . 105711 31,974 30.2

lofticial census Sounts. except 1975-82, #hich are
eatimaten.

iFarm p‘bpul tion estimktes for 1920 to 1970 from-Farm
Population Estimates, 1910-70, V.5. Department ol Agricul-
ture, Statlstigal Bulletin ¥o. 523, July 1973: Current
Popu'iatlon Survey tive-guarter avcrages centered on April
beginning 1960. See appendix A.

N ’cmteminous United Stams . S

NOTE: Figures'tor 1982 are conststeni whth the results
of the 1980 consus; tiglres tor 1970-B8lvare constatent with
the results of the 197D cenius; and figures tor other years
are congistont with the reaplts of those censuses. Plgures
tor 1981 besed on 1980 censua population controls are;
228,829,000, total resident population, 5,850,000, fam
population (current detinition), and 2.6 percent, farm
populaticn 8 percent ot total population.
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Farm Population of the United States- 1982 e .

The farme population estlrnates for 1982 are based on the

. ‘fa\rm definition that was, introduced ‘into this data series in

1978. Under “this definition, the farm population consists .

of all persons living in rural terrltor\«r on places wh:ch had, or
normal',f would have had, sates of agriculturhl\ products of
$1,000 or more during theg§porting year.

Under bath the current and the previous defi nitsons. the
farm share of the total U.S. population continued its long-

term downward trend. !n 1920, when the farm population =

was first identified separately, 3C.2 percent of the Nation’s
‘resident population lived on farms. By 1950, this propqmon
had fallen to 153 percen;. and by 1932 it had dropped to
24 percant.

The, 1982 estimate of the farm populatlon is about
170,000 lower than the estimate of'5,790,000 for 1981, but
this apparent decline is not statistically significant. The -
chances, are about 1 out of 7 thar a decling of this magnitude
would have been obtained from the sample without any

% \ctua!"t:hange having occurred in the farm pOpuIa'tlon between

-~ , ¥9B1 and, 1882, Aithough the single-year change- between -
1%::14:! 1982 is not statistically significant, the indicated

uting the 2-year period *

" from 1980 to 1982 does representa statistizally significant

decline. {See “Reliability of the Estimates” in appendix B}

loss 'of 431,000 farm residents

S
DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIAL
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE
FARM POPULATION _ Lo

»

Distribution. Forty-five percent of the farm population lived’

in the North Centgal Region of the United ‘States in 1982
{table B). The South, which until 1965 had tfie largest share
of the farm _population, ranked secopd, in 1982 with 35

percent. The West and Northeast Regions contained just w

"13 and 7.5 percent of all farm residents, respectively: -

’Banks Vera J. ahd Calvin L. Beal%!-’arm Popamfon Estimates,

191070, U.S. Department of Agricultire, Statistical Bullatin No.

£23, Julv 1973,

Table B. ‘Regional*Distributipn of the Farm
Bopulation: 1982

(Numbe:\'s in thousands)

Region  %a ¢ Hugber perceitt

Total..... "GRRRRLERED 5,620 L00.0

, Hortheast...r...0....... ‘un 419 7.5

North Central..... PP - 2,517 4. B
South.........ues W T 1.955 *34.8 °

West...... ke aemnearrn s 728 13.0

Soturce: Current Population Snr\fey nve-qunrter
éyerages centered on April 1982.
L
i
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Most farm residents reside in nonenetropolitan territory;
howevet, in 1982, 18 percent of the fern¥ total lived within
the bountlaries of standard meftropolitan statistical areas
{SMSA's) as defined in 1970 (table 2). In compatrison, about
69 percent of gonfarm residents Iwed in SMSA’s Metro
politan farm residents were priritarily ‘concentrated lq
smaller SMSA's, as reflected by the fact that about tl'iree-
fourths of metropolitan farm residents lived in rural parts of
SMSA's of less than ‘rmlllaon mhabltants
Race ‘thd Spanish o/;igln In 1982, Whnes const:tuted 96
percent of all farm resldents a proportl')n«ﬁhat was s:gmfl
cantly higher than the 85 percent White among nonfarm
, residents (tabte £). Jhere were 179,000 Biacks on farms in
1982, which represented 3.2 percent of the total farm popu-
lation. Blacks accounted for 12.% percent of the nanfarm
population. Only 130,000 or 2.3 percept of farm residents

+ »

.
h3

were of Spanish origin, whereas in the nonfarm population,y

persons of Spanish origin accounted for 6.4 percent-of the

totai. ! S

“Tabie C. Farm and Nonfarm Population.oby Race and Spanish Origin: 1982

{Numpers in thousands)
L L

‘; » - . i

! . .
. Black farm residénts have experienced higher rates of

decline than Whites over the period far which statistics have.

been collected. Nearly ogle-hatf of the total Black population
lived on faring in 1920, compered with just over one-fourth
of the total White population {figure_? and table 1). These
proportions had fallen.to 21 and 15 percent, respectively,
by mid-century, and b\" 1982, they had dropped to just 1
and 3 percent, respectively. Based on tha previous farm
definition, upon which earlier deta are based, the msmber of

- Black. farm residents declined by 71 percent between 1970

and 1982, while the number of White farm res:dgnts Fell by

25 percent. i

Factors related to the disproportionate drop in the Black
farm population since, 1920 include the margjnal economic
situation of this group and the consequem difficulty in
sustaining a farm operation, the older age structurc .of
Black farm operators, aqd the smaller acreage and sales of

Black operated farms.? These conciusions are based on data

*See also U,S. Commfsslon on Civil Rights, The Dbcline of Biack
Farming in Ameriéa (Washinfton, D.C.: 1982}, ;p
!

.-

' . . Porcent dlstrihutlon\
Rage [l T L +

. Total " Farm Yonfarm : Total . Farm ] JHonfarnm
ALl races. ioveencneranrnn s \ ‘228.0&3 \ 5,620] 220,428 100.0 100.0 100.90
White. .ovueenrnnennmnnns M oaiernanans 193.570 5,391 188,119 85.6 9591, | 85. &
BIgeK.ouvrs cuvcnnnaas S 26, 764 179 6,585 11.8 3.2 12,1

- 4+ -

»
Spanish origin?........... e 14, 30 130 14,080 6.3] A I 6.4

ihe total (.S. population figure here differs {ram that shown in table A because the latter refers to the to#nl

resident poRuletion, whereas this and other tables
ipargons of Spanigh origin may be of any race. |

Sourge!
~

from the 1978 Census of Agriculture and relate to farm
operators rather than to the farm resident population® How:
ever, income data for farm resident families from the Current

Bage of operator ylong with acreage and value of products sold by
.race’ of operator are® available from tHe 1978 Census of Agriculture,

Volume 1. Summary data from this source end unpublished special
tabulations prepared for the Departmens of Agriculture are as follows.
Operotors
Age, acres, and sales
Black White
Percent of apefators= .
Under 35 years , . .. ... L 7.9 . 164
35toSdyears, .. ... P 362 438
S5tobdyears ... ... 27.8 238
69 years and cwar ........ 28.0 162
’
Porcent of oDerotors with . ;
farms=— )
UpderSOacres. ., ......,. 8.5 269 .
N50 1085 acras . . ... 18.7 1556
100t 1789ackes. . ... ... 13.0 174
* 180 t0 250 0crns. . . . . .. ‘e 4.2 |, g9
260 acras and over ... .. 55 302
Fercent of Operators with
sgricultural sales= ' L8
Uinder $20000" ... . ... ... : a2.3 63.3
$20,000 to S99,999l cpeees ' 68 216
+$100,000 and gver J. o ... . 0.9 * g2

© .
Current PoPulation Survey five-gdarter averages centered on April 1982, -
» ‘ .

refer unly to the civilian noninatitutional pobulation. ;

» [l
i
.

Ll

Popuiation Survey {CPS) yieid a simiiar picture. The 1978
median income of Black farm families was about two-fifths
that of White farm families (table 14), and in ‘1981, the
proportion "of Black farm residents in poverty was about
" double that for White farm residents (table 13). .

\Aga/énd sex. The farm popufation has @n older age structure
and thus a hlgher medlamage than the nonfarni population.
In. 1982, the medlan.age, f farm residents was about .36
years as compared with 30 yéars for the.nonfarm population
{table 4). The farm population had a similar proportion of
children and teenagers as the nonfarm population, a lower
pmportlon of young adults (20 to 34 years), and higher
prOporttons of persohs 35 to 64 vears old and of elderly
" parsons.

, At one time, the farm population was a young population,
with high }iroportmns of young adults and children. In 1820,
70 percynt of farm residents were under 35 years old com-
pared/wnh 84 percent of nonfarm residents. By 1960, how®
ever,/ these proportions were 65 percent and 61 percent,
respectively. This change resulted in part from the heavy
odtmigration of young adults from farms during the 1940%

nd 1950%. In 1982, 50 percent of farm residents were under
age 35, compared with 57 percegt of nonfarm residents.
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¢ . Overall, there were .T08 mates on’farms for every 100 ditferent until -age 65. For the 65- andover age category, _ .,
females in 1982, a considerably tugher ratio than the 93 there was some evidence that farm men were more likety to .
“ males per 100 females found in the nonfarm,population. >  bemarried than non.farm men. . '
By age, howeysr, the ratio of men to women in the farm About 1.4 percent’of farm women 15 years and oveg .

population, in comparisen to the nonfarm papulation, was »  Were currentiy divorceq_ in 1982, a figure about one-fifth .
significentlyihi l?p: only among those 65 and over witen ,  that.of.the 7.6 percent reported by corresponding nonfarm l‘
women haﬁhe h:ghest probability of beny widowed. The ¢+ women. The promnljguomed for farm men 16 years and

, relatively high séx Tatio for farm residents '3t this age probe gver {2.3 percent) was abogt one—ﬁalf that for nonfarm men
* ably Teflects a-tendéney toward outmigration or cdssation {5599"09"’- . -
-of farming activities upon the Joss of a slzv'El,’ns'effz= these
older former farm résident women. FamiliehAlﬂwugh the average size of farm and nonfitm
T . ' : families was not significagtiy different in 1982=about 3.3
Marital status. A hagher propoition of farm residents, in com- persons for each reSldence groyp—their composition varie-.‘j
parison with nonfarm residents, were married and hving with {table 7). Data from the March 1982 CBS indicate that |
& spouse, and"‘.fl lower proportion wese separated divarced, farm familles were more likely than nonfarm families to ‘
dr w:dowed. In 1982 70 percent of farm women 15 years of includ® a married couple (93 versss 81 percent) and less .
age and “older were married and Lving wWith their hushands, o Ilke[y to pave a fpmale householder {no husband present}. )
compared with 54 percent of comparable nonfarm women | . The proportion of farm families maintained by a woman -
{figure 2 and table 5). Amor%n 15 and pver 8 percent {4.3 percent) was about one-third that of nonfarm families
of those living on farms and percent off those living I{I (15,7 percent).,There was no significant difference in the.
nonfarm areas were married with wives present <, small proportions of farm and nonfarm families who were,
The greater likelihood of being married was characteristic mainteined, by a male householder {no wlfe present); 2.9
of all but the youngest age category of farm women. Those \and 3.3 shicent, respectwely “ : 2
-, 15 to 24 years old were just as likely to be marrigd as their Large, families {those with six or more persons) have
nonfarm counterparts (tabie 6). At all other ages, however, beome rarer in both the farm and nonfarm populations in
=« the proportion marned and Jiving with ahusband was signifi recent vears Qut the declme has been more pronounced for
* cantiy higher for farm women. At ages 55 to 64 years, for farm famllies in fact, there was no significant difference in .
ekample, 89 pes .nt of farm women were married with Jlo9g2 in the proportion of large families within the farm and ’
husbands preseiy, compared with unly 67 percent of non- nonfarm populations. In 1975, large faimilies constituted
farm women. The proportions of farm and nonfarm men 13.1 pereent of all farm families. by 1982, the proportion of
who were matried with wives present were sighificantly farm families that were large had been reduced by half to .
B i ' : . ’ ° . R . ’
Figure 2 o, « " _ . T, .
Marital Status of Farm and Nonfarm WOmen 15 Years Old and Over: March 1982 e L J
Married, Husband Absent 1% widowed . i . ' .
o . : p DIVOT'C"BCI 1%, '

“Married, Husband : .
- Present - ¢ N Single
- - ’ > 7% h / v
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were Southem farm residants. {Thl§ regional pattern a!so
exists in the nonfarm populetion.) Among persons 14 years
old and over fiving on farms in the North and West,, 67 °
percent were sither worklng or looking for work in 1982;in
camparison, persons on farms in the Sduth k& a labar
force participation rate of 60 percent (table 8),

Labor force partaclpation was significantly higher among .
_White farm residents than among Black farm residents. n
" 1982, the iabor force rates for these two raolal grol
65 pement and'52 percent, r?spectl.-ely "(teble 9).

".6.4 percent. Fdr rionfarm femities, the proportion with six
Or more Persons dropped from 9.6 16 6.5 parcent over the
7-year period,, | ’

Fertility. The fertility:of farm womgn is highor than that of

ronfarm women (table D), Data fof June 1982 indicate that .

the average number of children born’ 1o farm women. 18 to

* 44 years old {1,805 per 1000 women) was. significantly

Mbmher than the average born to nonfarm woren of com.
parable age I1 417 per 1,000 women). Y

.. Jotal \fotlme expected births werg aiso higher for fam-.

thao fonfarm vJomen The average number of lifetime births

lfoemployment. The rate of unernployment- 8 groportion
expec.ted by farm women 18 to 34 years old was 2,373 per of the civitian labor force cugrdptly without &)obrand look. -
1,000 women, compared wnb an expected 2,017 per 1~000 » ing for work—is rejatively | ‘ﬂ'the farm mmlation In
nonfarm women. " 1982, during the pesk of the fecent business recession, only
* o ) o . § 3.6 percent of the labor force living.on farms_was unem-
Table D Fertnhty Character:stlt:s of Farm, and ployed, when the comparable rate for the ni arm populec
Nonfarm Women. June 1982 tion was 9.5 percent {table E). The frequency of- agricultural

@

a -
¢+ “workers holdihg two or more jobs is thought to contribate to |
Characteristie 'l:otllJ Pll_{m Hontarm _their- lower unemp'gymem rate. Fof-exampm. when a farm -
' . CHILOREN BVER BORN PER ) SN . operator with dual employment loses @ nonferm job, that
* 1,000 WOMEN . ' . s , person is still counted -as employed on the basis of farm
o : i e - : work.k In 1980; 835, multiple job holders, aboyt one-
* O 18 to '52’;:;,;? f.ow'ye" . "if,‘; - ggg lﬁ:g «* -, sixth of the national total, had er least one job in agriculture.
_25.t0°29 yedrs. .. e Lzl 1,34 1am s this group, 03 percent.combined a primary job 2s a non-
;2 :: ;;. :::::*. e zlﬂ z?gg g.:;szg ; 33 agnoult t wage and salaly workef with self-emplayment isn
- 40 to 44 yeATS.e.iiaas ) 2,8, 3276 2": 770 agticulture—mainty 'on their own farms—as a secendary job.
o 34 yearet’ S, - Within the farm resldem labor force, unemployment was
}“W‘ 18 10 3 v LN _ ) much higher among élacks than among Whites; the rates of
Births to date per 1.000 women]| 1,086| 1,283 , 083 —_—
Future births expeeted per é *aylor, Daniel E. and Edward S, Sekscensk "Woricers on Long
L, D00 women s .. o o%cninnsnn, e 937 1,030 9?:. Schedules, Single and Multiple Jobholde:s,” Sonthly Labor Reviaw.
) Jitetiac births expeeted per . - : Vel ﬁ.}ﬁia!;g S, pp. 4766. Bureau of Labor Statistics, US, Depart-
1,000 women ... .. P .2,023] 237 2-.017 . merito f, Mey 1992 X

’ /"Data pited to womcn rcportlog on birth en‘.poctatlons

l

Table E. Employment Status of the Farm. and

Soureé June 1982 Current Populatlon Survey

[

ECONOM!C cHAngcremsncs OF THE ™~ .

“FARM POPULATI'DN »

Nonfarm Population 14 Years Oid
and Over, by Sex: 1982

(flumbers in-thoysands) .

° . ) Sex and omployment status * , Farm| | NBatarm @
- ‘Labor'force icipation. the fi 5 ‘ _— Ty
- april particip F_o ! f.w.e quarters oefnered on DOth BeXeS.eenrvnneass e . 4,526 | -« 174,044
~ " April 1982, an average of 2.9 milfion farm residents 14. IN 1abGY 20TCC..arnnserrerns. N 2,924 107,899

years old.and.over were in the labor force, either employed - 1:;1‘““‘ of total........... 263-1‘; _ 976:5’
or secking wark {table" E)."The labor force participation rate URempLoyad. 1 v e oo e, '. .' :f "tos |- 10,276
for farm residents (65 parcent} was somewhat higher than— - = Perecnt ol labor torec. 3.6 ¢.5 ®
, the rate for nonfarm residents (62 percent). This difference Hot in lsbor feree............ e , Leoot 66,16k
resuits from variations in rates by sex: Farm resident men ) USRI T 2,352 82,403
had. a higher raté of labor force participation than nonfarm In 1“"“;::::;';;';;;;1'""" """ ' 1;,293 60;9 7g
. men, but the rate for farm women was below. that for non- mplqu(i_____._.......::........::..:: 1,88 55.372
* farm women, even though the labor force partiolpatlon of Uncriployed..... A ) 36; 5»398
» farm women increased from 30 to 47 percent between 1 Not 1n labor foree. abor!om 453 21,433
and-1982.* About 51 percent’of all nonfarm women 13 . ' N
: FOMALC e v vnvavnnvnnnssennnns 2,172 1,641
years old and over were either w°’k'"9 or-lookjng #‘" work 10 LADOT BOTGE. v nrmsnsrsrins e 1.025 46,929
in 1982 Percont of total........... -67.2 $1.2
Persons livifls on farms in the combined Northe\rn and. , Frployed...... e 980 42,551
States likel be h fo th Unemployed. . veuueveramrnnrnnrnnss 45, 4,378
westem ates " were more ! ey to be in the labor e ar” Perecat of labor torce...., b | 9.3
’ flot in lpbor forec..v.cvviesinne P ’ 1.7 44, 711
“Sea US. Bureay of the Census, Current ?opu!a:ion Ruparts, — — -
' Series P-27. No. 29, Estimates. of the Rursl-Farm POPUMI‘ of Source: Curreat Populatlon Survey tivo-quarter
Q 'wUnitedSme: Aprif’ 1'990 . averages centercd on ﬁprll{ 1582, .
. -, L .
[ - .3 ¥ .
‘ . 40
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unemplomenl{in‘wa"’ o for these two racial groups were,ZUO

-

‘,‘1 - 5 v

classified as agrlcul'ural workaers. Many of these panpharaf

F.L'I

,

. percen and 3I percent, I'eSDeOtWGIV {table 9). The corn- agrjcultural sctivities araperform in nonfarm settings. ]
; parabl nfarm rates {not shown in the tables) were 1B.5 Although farm residents overall are move. likely o be,
percen f lacks and 8.4 parcent for Whites. Because of emptoyed in ‘sgriculture than in nonagricultyral mdust;ias, .
v &mpl var ability, the Black rates of unemploy’mant were ' there ﬂrﬂ slgnificant dl’if nces by sex*{fable 8%. In 49 9
- ~—nof sig ficantly different by résidence, whereas the rate farm man were most an emplo in agriculture 189'
. Whitds was lower for farm residents. percent), whiereas farm<women most often hed & ncnagrl-
. b ' ) . cultugal jobs {68 percemt) {table 8). The Iarg? ‘proportion of ;k &
Agrtzulturaliand ponsgricultural employment. 14 1982, 1.6 - farm women 6"9‘9“:‘3 nonagricultural wosk reflects, -at .
< million, or ?7 percent of the employed farmm resident labor ] lezst in part, the jmpo anae Of. supplemental nonfarr{l ine h
force workecl solely, of pr:marily in the case of multiple jcome to farm families. Data on income of the average fam .
.« dents are more Iikelv to be emplo agriculture than in . total income came:from, norfarm sousces.” | 4 ! |
’mgrlcultural ifidustries, they do not represent the larger Southern farm residents are more likely to have nonfarm "o
share of, total agricultural empioyment., Only 45 percent of _ “Jobs as, their principal ogcupation than arg farm residents in ,
< the average 3.5 milljon persons eMployed m sgriculture tha‘combined N.orther? and-Westezn States. 1q 1962, about -
lived on farms in 1982 (table F), The remaining 54 percent . D%, of the .amploy'bd Seuthem '2‘“ resident labior force
lived in nogfarm areas. in.the 1930 census {the first year for wera primarily engaged in nonagricuitural gursuits; among
‘= which sugh_data ara gvailable) persong living on farms con residents, on farms outside the SOuth, only 38 pament wark
- stitu_ed 87 percent ¥ all agriculturamorkers.' This propor- 50 "'gef"-'v‘d Data on p’-'“clps:{'amp“"'“ farm operators |
. vare farm rasidents it largely due to the genéral trend among spent haif or moru of thelr worktime at Gooupations other
" farm wage workers to commute Trom nonfarm residences to thah farming. In contrast, for the c.(aml:!lned Northern and '
farm jobs. ingd9B2, about B out of 10 wage and salary agri- . Western States, only 40 pfrceant indjcated that farming was
cuitizral workers did not reside on fagis, Ahother|factor is stheir principal gteupetion. . _ i
tHat agncultur31 emplpyment a5 a categon! includes more About ane-half of all*ar idents employed i ‘nan;
than Ifarmm and farm Iaborars These two mupaﬂ&m I agricultural indtfstrlas were in “services and manufactudpg .
gomlnate the *industry, but pasons working dn fams m 1 {rable $2). There was, however. a significapt difference in
_ patiom such jas truck driver, bookkeepe?. and mech | type of employment by sex. Farm women were tpore Iikely »
are algo included. Additionally, persorts empleyedinactivitles . to be employed in service .industries: among farm men,
; such 3y veterlnary ~services, kennels, and Iandst:aplng are J mmufa&t'urmg'was tha leading nonfarm industry, :
i ;Y
| Cless of worker. In 1982 fhere wasa differengs In the class ;
* Accorgding 'to census reporu. thp number of workérs employed i '
in ugriculture in 1930 was 10,482,223, ~ whom 9,141 ,355’ w‘ﬁn 1 of worker dlstrlhutlon among agrlcuitural workers by resi.
g«m mi{d&:u. ?::;’ :;United State; ?dm ‘é‘é" v|°| II1.4%m'g°zg ;- -
ansus of the Un, tates: 1930, Basad on EPS estimates, 5 .
of the 5,795,000 agricultural workérs jn 1960 lived on farms; in I Fen;usict‘?rep?nm?a:; Qﬁﬁ“’”’ E;::;?,szo "?gfﬂ'&g.?g 1‘?
1970,.2,333,000 of the total T696,000 sgricultural workers lived '« Economic Resoarch Sarvice, Aug f'
oi fam:s See Current Population Hepprts,- Series P-27, No. 42, $(J.5. Bureau of the cg’mu,'l’%m Census of Agﬂcunura, Vol. 1,
Farm Population of the United States: 1970. ; Summary and State Dat: Part 51, July 1981. . .
Table F. Farm apd Nonfarm Residents 14 Years Old (.nd anr Emplo;sd in Agnc.ulture, by .
' Class of Worker and Sex: 1982 -
‘ (Nunbers 1% thousands) - b - .
’ 4 k]
'R . Perecent d;.strlhutlon "t
Clags of worker . . - -
Both sexes Male Fengle Buth‘ fdexed m,let Fonsle
Total agrieultural workcr-s .............. fe| 'r 3,53 2,83 ) 700 , 100.0 10d.0 100.0 4
, 5817-coployed WOTKEES...uueurisairrnoiaans fuias 1,66L} 1,455 206 57,0 sia 29.4
Wage and Balary woPkors.......... e iieatreens L 561} 1,249 a2 ht.2 44.1 44.6
Unpaid family wOPKOI®.....eoiiriurnnrinas LTI B § 4 130 182~l ! 8.8 5.6 26.0
" Farn resident agrlcul.turql WOPKErS. . ourerrs 1608 |- 1270 338 100.0 100.0 100.0
Selt-enployed, workers.....o.uleuauns [ P 1.023_ . 891 L1 $3.6 0.2 9.1
Wage and PBLATY WOIKOTS.ee.auuss-- A . 352 -8 ., 607, *21.3 22.1 1.8
- Unpald tamily wOLKOr®.ovuurvar.an ,.._. ..... P 243 98 185 15.1 7.1 42,9 2
b v Nontarm rosldant agrieultural wrkors...... 1,926 1.564 » 362 < 100.0 100.0 I 100.0 :
\ Self-enployed wOPKErS. o vurvurnnaas vrasnartinae 638 564 4 2.1 6.1 20.4
. Waga and 3alory workoks.....iiiiaiieiiiiinainas ' 1,220 968 252 63.3 61, 69.6
"7 Unpald family WOrROrS.....iiiiienannaaaas venaend | 69 ¥} 3t » M6 . 2. lo.2
ﬁ - . Bnurce: Current Population Burvey n vu-c;usr{or avorages centered ohe Anril 1982. | T
c - s
, 1:1 ’ ) .
. . i N
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denoe {table F} Self- eréployment was thé major ciais_ of unchanged (table 14).° This differs from the 14.8 percent
v, work (64 percent) among agricultural workers who lived on \grop in real median income experienced by farm families )

the farm, |n contrast, among nonfagni- residerit agriculufal during 1979-80. ) .
workbrs, ohly 43 percent were self ployed, and the largest Farm families are also more likely.to be in poverty than .
' 9r009-433 percent—-worked for wages or salary,  ~ are nonfarm families. About onefifth of fArm families, but
5 - The' overall dominanceof self-employment in agriguiture only one-tenth of nonfarm families, were below the poverty -
= ‘as the Ieeding class of work applied to farm resident men level in 1981, - "
monlv’ftable 10%: In-1982, women living on farms and working It should be noted that income and poverty estimates -
_in agriculture were just as likely to be unpaid-famify workers cited in this report are based on money irncome alone ahd .
: “as to be self-employed Both farm men and women primarily do not include thé value oFnoncash benefits. Previousfvork 7
"1 7 employed_ in nonagricultural industries were mainly wage and by the Sureat has shown that accounting for benefits such | o
;aléw workers, ' ‘ as food stamps subsidized school lunches,” public housing. .
8" -y e Medicaid, and Medicare would substantially reduce the
Yy income ‘and poverty status, Data from the March 1882 CPS estimated number_’ of poor. in-addition, employer contHbu-
. show that the median income of fan{:amahes continues 0™ tjons for pension antl health plans and other fringe benefits”
B : be substantially lower than that fo pnfam\ famifies.- In . are impbrtant sources of noncash income ‘for miany. indi-
il 1981, the median Income of farm "and nonfarm families was viduals. These elements should be considered when com-
P 517 082 and $22.554.~respect|veiy {table 13} As illustrated panng income and poverty ievels.
flgure 3."farm famjlies had a large concentration in thé oo B ¢ bo b I . ’
er income levels. From 1980 to 1081 ~the income of U.S. Buresu of the Lensus, Current Populstion Reports,
\'am\I famT'e& after adjustment for inflation, was essenueally E:S?e:f&g?h; ?}}uf.ﬁ”éi’xmm i@dﬂmy smm of Fammﬂ‘
I P : - h -
‘ Figue 3 ‘.. s ), se i N .
- ra— i
Income Dlstribution of Farm ‘and N&niarm Familles. 1981 .- RPN '
income , : o , By
' 9 Nonfarm . °

aso,oaand over . . 6. . < [Farm®

$45,000 10 $49,999 T NN e
" 540000 to 544,869 ° S \I |

) $35,000 to $39,999 )
F 330,1}60 10 $34,999
h "$25,000’(o$29,9’99‘ | -
 soowwsuwme mm\\\ _

- L]

- y
T $15,000 to $19,999 .
- '$10,000 10 $14,999 -
L L -
-, . $5000 10 59,999 .
] L] ‘ _ ‘ M 6\ . \- s 'e . .
Under $5,000 or Joss o S AN\ \’ ' .
. z | Loe f 14 - .} l R
‘ ', Parcent Tt -y




RELA'I:ED REPORTS

Comparable figures for 1931 appearin Current Populatlon
Reports, Series P2/, No. 55 Farm Population of the United
States; 1981, and carlier reports were published annually
beginning n 1961, .

The 1082 five-quarter average data are not strictly com-
parable with data for earlserl years because of the introduc-
tion-of 1980 census population controls. Application of
1980-based population controls to April-centered five:
quarter averages for 1981 raised the total fanm population by

7

about 60,000, In 1978, a new farm definition was introduced
into the data series; the effects are examined in detail in
Serias P-27, No. 52. In 1976, revisions were made in the
processing procedure for determining farm-nonfarm resi-
dence of the rural population The revisions lowered the
total farm population by an estimated 130,000,

Although not fully comparable with the Current Popula«
-tion Survey, farm population flgures for 1980 for States,
counties, and selected places appear in 1980 Census of
JPopulation and Housing, PHCBCG-S2, Advance Estimates
of Socel, Economic, and Housing Characteristics.

~
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,Table 1. Total and Farim Population, by Race: 192;0 to 1982

(Hmbore 1n thcusanda} . . - . M o
< . - Whice : Black ‘
Vear . “" Faro l?omllat!on Farr population
Total ber ot Parcent Total Funber of Parcent
. populaction POT BGDS of total populution persona of totxl
T
CURRENT FARM DEPINITION .
1982, . tunnuvnrossannsnsrasnnnncnnnnn anay “ 193,570 3,391 2.8 26, 764 179 0.7
1981000----00--- l“‘llﬁtﬁ‘ll““‘.“"'l“ 189:056 5"86 209 25‘930 222 009
\ 3980, sivurarsraananFernnans 187,621} | 5, M4 3,0 25,502 242 0.9
19”-!'00!!0"ll“‘l'l‘f‘l"“ LET R R NN} lsﬁ’oso 5‘391 3-2 ZSIw“ / 280 l‘l
L T P . 184, 804 6, 064 1.3 24,157 ; 349 1.4
Y a
PREVIOUS FARM nsmrl;:fm I
198200 .uuvsanepilonncnnenonnnnnnsoranns 193,570 6,556 34 26,766 247 0.9
L 189,056 6, 564 3,5 23,920 278 1.1
1980....... et 4 Aeen e ety 187,632 6,528 3.6 25,502 299 1.2
b1 3 Y SO de g mgemma s ‘e 186,080 711 3.8 25,104 160 Lé
184, 806 7,482 4.0 24,757 416 1.7
174,641 ] - 8,715 3.0 23,972 243 1.5
. . 158,832 11,852 1.5 18,872 1,482 1.9°
L 134, 942 19,715 166 . 15,042 3,167 21.1
9401, ........ e dedrde s n i 118,215 25, 463 215 12,066 4,502 5.0
L 110,287 23,226 22.9 11.8%% 4,681 19.4
1920t .ennnans FOUT feapees waees 94,821 26,073 27.3 10,463 5,100 48.7
lconcerminous Untted Scaces. ¢
E . . ¥ .
+ Source: Current Populacion Survey flve-quafdter averages centered om Abril for 1970 sud, lacer years: Censua of Populacion:
1930-80 tor 1960 and earlier years.
. *y

~ Table 2. Metragpolitan and Nonmetropolitan Residence of the Farm and Nonfarm Populatlon. by Race and -
Spanish Origin: 1982 \ / .

{Numbera in thousands}

& Parcent distribucion
Ruce and reaidence . - -
Total Farn Nontara Total Farm Hontarc
» ALL RACES . .
. ‘
Uniced States..... rraenn. . ‘e 1226, 048 5,620 220, 428 100.0 100.0 100.0
Inetde SMBA A% i e B30 1,034 152,091 61.7 18.4 69.0
BuSA‘'s of 1 o1Xlion OF BOTC.ctsutannss 86, 413 246 86, 166 38.2 b.4 39,1 .
SMSA'a of 1eu l:hln Imtilion..cveuuun. 66,712 Fi vl 65,925 29.3 14.0 "29.9
Outalde BHSA B..eecvsernrrcsinnnnns s - 72,926 40586 68,337 32.3 81.6 al.o
WHI'TE
! L
United States.. e aavtaYaaTvrava 193,570 3, 391 168,179 100.0 100.0 100.0
Inside SMIA R.uvnveyuss [ — 128.076 997 |* 127,030 66,2 18.5 67.3
S¥IA'a of 1 u!ll!cm or nm.. e taaaan 70, 586" 244 70,341 36.5 53] o it
SWSA' s of less thon 1 mil1108.ves.onanss 57,491 752 56, 736 29.7 12.9 30.2
OQueoldo SMSA M. cinusntnnnnnns sevmav g nnyn 65, 494 4,395 61, 099 33.8 8lL.5 2.5
P BLACK . i ] ‘
United SERLOR. wxnansrr rernnes vdeus 26, 764 179 26, 585 100,0 100.0 100.0
R CUTT U 11 A R erevaannvarhons . 20,520 3% 20, 486 16.7 19.0 Tl
/ SMIA's of 1 million OF MOT@..e-.... wees 12,97 2 12,970 48.5 1.1 48,8 ’
S49A‘a of losa than 1 eillton....o...ss 7,347 il 1,515 28.2 17.3 28.3
Outside AMEA  Bey.uuryveivnnnnngnannnssnnnin 4,244 145 6,099 23,3 81.0 22,9
- 1]
SPANISH ORIGIN?
United StateM. ssuvuarssnnnann [ . 14,210 130 ) 14, 080 100.0 ’ £00.0 1o0.0
toside SKMIA 8. .o rnvutmbassmsvbtrnbvanns 12,041 4 11,999 < BA4.T 3.1 . . 85.2
. SuA‘a of 1 million or moTe.v....000ve 1.2 12 7,781 54.8 9.2 . 55,3
: S¥IA'e of lesw chan L oillioni e, aveneas 4,248 al 4:218 29.9) 23.8 30.0
Outaide BMIA  Buoiorannvmvttbaavsaansasnen 2;169 87 2.032 15.3 66,9 . 14.8

imhe toral U.5. populacion figure ‘ahown hore differs from ihat shown in tebla A bacause tho letter refers to the total mé!den:
populacion, wharaes this and othar cables refor ouly td cthe civilian noninetitutional populacion,

1334’9 rofers to standard Sotropolitan acacidcical nreau ag desigoated in che 1970 censua Publicaiiond: coe the section,
“pefinicione and ExPlanacions.

Ipergops of Spanish origin Ay bo of any raco. -
E TC Sourca: Currenc Population Survey five-Quarcer averages centered on April 1982, 1 q . . N
| & I
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" Tabie 3. Farm Population, by Race; Spanish Origin, Age, and Sex: 1982 and 1980

{Numbers in thousands. For nesning of aymbola,.see text)

- [ Percent distribution
Both sexos Nale Faxale - -
R&co and age * . Both sexes ale Ferale

" 1982 1980 1982 1580 1982 1960 1962 1980 1962 1980 1982 1950

ALl raced..ciiiinninnnnsd bo..p 5.620] 6,051  2,919) 3,188 2,701} 2,692] 100.0| 100.0| 100.0] 100.0{ 100.89 100.0

Under 14 yoaIs......... e raanas 1,096 | 1,146 557 558 529 548 19.5 18.9 19.4 18.9 19.6 . 189

14 yours snd over....cccvauaunnuns @526 64,9050 2,352[ 2,561] 2,%k72] 2,34 20.5 81.1 80.6 81.1 B80.& 81.1

White....... Serreeeeerenraenes $,391| s,7a| 2,9 2988 2,592} 2.726{ 100.0]| 100.0| "200.0] 100.0] 100.0{’ 100.0
Under 14 Yomrs...ocvceiaurunnununnns 1,055 I,065 547 " 556 508 509 9.6 18.6 9.5 18.6 19.6 18.7 .

14 yours apd over.......ccvciununs G336 | 4,649 | 2,253 ) 2,432f 2,084 2,217 80.4 8l.4 80.5 81.4 80.4 81.3

Plack..... e r s rrrraEr s 179 242 93 120, 86 122 100.0| 100.9 llOO. 0 foo. o] 10010 104.0

Under 14 oIS, ....cucvurunnnrnnnn Ve k[ 56 6], 29 18 29(. 1.0 24.0 17.2 24.2 20.9 21.6

14 yoare and over.....cvvvennrnnnns 145 184 77 91 68 k5] 81.0 76.0 82.8 75.8 9.1 75.6

N .

Spanish origind............. \;]'. . 130 115 70 58 59 6] 100.0] 100.0 (B) @. @) §:)]

Undar 14 YORI8..uvureuesenrarnnsns 40 b 19 19 20 26| 308 38.3 B} (8} @ @

14 yoars and O¥Or. .. .iiiie i 90 n I » k] 32 69.2 61.7 @) {B) i3) {B)

persons of Spanish origin m.bo of any race.

T
Source: Current Populstion Survey fivo-Guarter averages centered on April 1982 and April 1980,

d—/’r -
a ’ _.-"/'_FF - -
Table 4, Farm and Nonfarm Population, by Age and Sex: 1982  _ - — 7 . -
__-—"‘" - B -
(Numbers in thousanda. For meaning of symbols, see text) .- - .
T S N . Parcent distribution
Age -
* Both _sexes | Hale Fouale Both sexes Male Fomsle
FARK R '
. o
ALl BEOB.ceeeiireirenrennennnrnnns 5.620 2.919 2,701 100.0 100.0 100.0\
Undor 16 YOATE..eu. ruererneness eeeanas 1,196 5671 . 529 19.5 19.4 . 19.6]
14 to 19 Yesra E 660 861 0% 1.7 12.2 1134
20 to 26 years 197 216 181 11 1.4 6.7
25 to 29 years 13 184 - 150 5.9 6.3 5.6
30 to 3 years 216 162 154 5.6 5.5 5.7
35 to 39 years 136 169 167 6.0 5.8 6.2
&0 to 44 Yyosra m 168 165 5.9 5.8 6.1
45 to &9 years 326 % 138 168 5.8 5.4 6.2
50 to 5& Years 356 <177 19 6.3 6.1 6.6
$5 to 59 yeare 372 189 183 6.6 6.5 6.8
! 60 to 64 years 363 189 176 6.5 6.5 6.4
! 65 years and over 2 385 357 1.6 1.2 12.8
L
] Medlan AED. s vurevursnnnens P years.. 5.1 3.2 5.9 3 x) %)
NONYARM
ALL QOB v enunnrarenurennnnnsnnnns 220,428 106, 107 116,321 * 100.0 100.0 100.0.
s 46,385 22,704 22.681 21.0 22.3 19.8
/ 22,35 |® 11,201 T 10.1 10.6 9.7
4 zo.3§1 9.871 10,490 9.2 9.3 5.2
15,575 9,533 10,041 8.9 9.0 8.8
17,966 8,750 9,216 8.2 8.2 8.1
14, Y07 hn 7:577 6.7 6.7 6.6
15911 5,770 6,139 5.4 5.4 5.4
- 10,655 5,160 5.6496 6.8 6.9 &8
' 10,957 5,252 S5, 106 5.0 5.0 5.0
55 to 59 yeard. .. .iiiiisiincninnnmnnnnan 11, 064 5,203 5,861 5.0 6.9 5.1
60 L0 64 YORIBurnuennunnnrsrrnrrnnnnrnns 10.015 4,607 5,409 a5 4.3 4.7
65 YeaTs ADE OVOr.urrrerrrrrrnnnnnnrres 24,487 9,926 16.560 1.1t 9.4 12.7
b Median g0, ...u.ciriii i iinni s yoars 30.4 29.3 1.5 (x) (x) {x)
Boubes: Current Popﬂittlon Survey fHlve~quartor avorsges centered on April 1982,
ic | " 15
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Table 8, Farm and Nonfarm Population, by Marital Status and Sex: March 1982 )
(Xvubers in thoussnds. For mesning of sysbole, wee text) - .
, M1 races ' Wuite “Black
fex tnd maritsl status hd

. » ) Total Farm| Nontarm Total Farm | Nonfarm Total Farm Hontara

Kale, 15 yoars old and over........ 83,958 2,200 81,758 73,288 2,106 7L181 8,614 79 mssa}

..... P B T4 T+ $76] 24,3353 20,604 5511 20,063 3,549 29 3,520
Marpisd, wife prosent............cceeeuns 50,294 L,s00| 48,794 | &s.s82 L4s2] 44110 3,590 23 3,sslr ,
Married, wile swbsont..........vcievunens 2,208) . 7 2,249 1« 1,683 33 1,651 546 4 342 .

.............................. 1,569 19 1,550 1,085 17 1,068 461 2 459, i

.................................. 717 17 699 599 16 583 8s | Y .

P eeee e Ferirrreennnaees 1.861 3s 1,828 1.834 33 1,501 298 2 296 '
DAVOTOBd. ssra e v e en s nassnannnnnaaes 4, 605 S » &s56] 3902 461 3,856 631 .S 625 ’

.......................... J  100.0 100.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.¢ 100.0 100.0 100,

- TT 5 2 T 29.1 26,2] - 29.2 28.1 2.7 28.2 4l.2 3%.7 41,
¥arried, =ife presont.......... eeareaae 9.9 98.2 59.7, 62.2 69.0 62.9 4l.7 4.4 416
Narried, wife absent. . ............ce...s 2.7 1.7 2.8 2.3 1.5 2.3 6.3 5.1 Bed

Separated.’.......... e eemrerer . 1.9 6.9 1.9 1.3 0.8 Ls L 2.3 S
0.9 e.8 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.8} 1.0 1.3 1.2

\?2 1.6 2.2 o 24 1.6 2.1 as| v o2s 3. :
.5 2.3 5.6 5.3 22 5.4 7.3 6.3 7.3

female, 15 years old.€nd ovér...... 92,228 2,1320 90,097| 79,591 2,066 77,547] 10,3511 79 10, 432
Single..... bo el e ek e e e e e .20,753 4281 20,326 16,554 B/l 16160 3,686 3z 2,633
Married, husband Preaent.............. v | 50,294 L5001 48,794 |' 45,561 1,488} 44,102 3,513 3 3,417
Narrisd, huaband sbeent., I T W 1 23 3,463 2,314 19 2,295 1,074 4 1,070

Separated...... Fe e e .- 2,176 9 2,767 1,767 [ 1,762 263 & 959
LT R 710 14 696 $47 1 533 1l * 11
o veeeaa | 100196 150{ 10,6464 9,327 146 2,181] , 1305 s 1,301
DHAVOTEM e v v eeemnrmnnrmrennrmnrannnrnnrnns 6,899 29 6,870 5,836 £8 5,808 932 1 9?1
e S ernenaaes 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 10¢.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 mq'. (i
Bingle..,...... O, 22.8 20.1 22.6 20.8 19.3 0.8 3s. 405 35.0
Married, husband Prefent...........coeu.- $4.5 70.4F %42 $7.2 73] - 56.9 3.4 4575 31.3

38 1.1 3.8 2.9 0.9 3.0 10.2 s.1

3.0 0.4 1) 2.2 0.2 2.3} 9.2 5.1

0.8 0.7 0.8 0.7 0.7 0.7 1.1 -

1.7 7.0 1.8 1.7 7.1 1.8 12.5 6.3

7.5 1.4 7.6 3 1.4 7.8 8.9 1.3

Source: MNarch 1982 Current Populstion Survey.
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Table 6. Farm and Nonfarm Population, by Maritai Status, Age, and Sex: March 1982

-
. {Numbers io thousande. For msanisg of syzbole, seoe tokt) .
iale T Feaele ot
Age sad msritel status Yara Nonteyny ., . Farm Noafarm
- - Huaber Parcent ' Nusber Percent Nuaber Percent Huaber Parcent
L5to 26 yomrs. .. . @rrrrann 490 100.0 1%, 704 160.0 452 100.0 20, Ol4 100.0
3 8T 4 1 - 430 87.8 16,617 84.3 341 75.4 14, 354 7.7
¥arried, spouss predent............ 111 3.4 2,695 15.7 97 21.% &, 717 23.6
Narried, spouee absent............. 7 ' 1.4 257 1.3 11 2.4 523 2.6
Separated..... Fonnnnnnnnns PR 1 0.2 127 0.6 [ G.9 365 ‘1.8
[0 7 T PR 5 1.2 130 ¢ 0,7 [ 1.3 158 ' 0.8
L2 T T e T T R - = 2 - - - 5 1 §
DAVOFEHt s s esunnsrnsaanrrnnsnnns 6 1.2 133 0.7 3 0.7 - 40 2.9
25 40 i yeRrsi s iiaaianaas 358 100.0 18,721 100, 0 344 100.0 19, 269 100.0
Slncl.....-.-c... ...... LR EE P TR ) 18 21.8 5,09? 271.2 36 10.5 3,442 7.9
Maryied, SPOUS® pre@ent.....scs4s4e 264 73.7 11,550 61.7 301 . 87.5 12,654 65.7
Married, SPOU® abeent......e....4. 6 1.7 642 L4 [ 1.2 1,026 5,3
L L B T I T I T . § 1.4 4T 2.5 & 1.2 + 81, 4.5
LT T T Y 1 0.3 169 0.9 - - 1% \\0._8
Widowsd, ... ..... e .- - . 0.1 - -l e 0.6
2 B e T il L1 1,430 = 16 2 0.6 2,029 10.5
35 to4h yeaTs i .iiiinannns . 326 100.0 13,079 100.0 al 300.0 13,685 100.0
81!‘10- Eedrndnandn afadarrtenny 21 6.4 1.165 8.9 13 4.2 ??6 3.?
Marripd, ®pouse proleat... ......... 285 87.4 10,162 77.7 286 92,0 10,027 .2
Haryled, aponae shient.. ... . 7 .1 W57 3.5 3 1.0 . 796 5.8
Soplrlttd S m - [ 1.8 2 2.6 .- - 691 5.0
OthoTs s . - %2 0.6 116 0.9 2 1.0 105 0.8
ﬂ.da’lﬂiuu..........u .......... . - - 1] 0.3 2 0.6 1 .4
D!.vmud..-.--....-o..--.--. EEFLE] 13 ﬁ.o 1.252 9.6 7 2.3 ll 756 13‘8
45 to S yemrs. .. viiiiaea ELE) 100, 0 10,448 100.0 EEL 100.0 i1,222 100, 0
Siogle.,..... dammdnsdrrn ' 19 6.1 566 5.4 14 i1 458 4.1
¥arried, Spouse present... . 280 89.5 8,490 81.2 06 0.3 8,255 .6
Harried, spouse ADSSRE. ... s4ienns 4 1.2 159 L4, 1 0.3 508 4.5
ﬂopu-ated P . 3 1.0 254 2.4 - - 422 L8
OMET e+ ranaanannrnaneereneans - - 105 1.0 1, 62 “ 8 0.8
'“Wﬂucc.c-cc-cc-cccccc-..c...-c 5 106 161 1-5 lz 3.5 ??7 6.9
DAVOrCHdsc v saumuuns msmuqnsnnnnunrns 5 . 1.6 87 8.4 -] 1.8 . 1,224 10.9
55 to 64 FeaTs.... ... P 358 190.0 9,840 160.0 At 100.0 11,298 100.0
sl“l.-llﬂCICCICIIICICCIlll““““ lz 30“ asg al? lo 2‘? a” ﬁcz_
Marripd, Spoule PreEnt...s.c.er. - EF ] 91,9 8,193 83,2 EkE] . £8%.0 1,572 87,0
MNarpried, spouss absent....c..c.uuue § 1.4 295 3.0 - - 64 2
e 2 0.6 214 2,2 - . - 28l 2.5
OO vt tnarnrs  menrectertnsnns 2 0.6 8l 0.8 - - 24 0.7
WEAOTRA s s et a s taarsratagnrarannnrarn & 1.1 351 L6 28 1.5 1,991, 17.6
Hyorend. ravssnrnnamarendndansntnan 8 2.2 345 5.5 3 0.8 895 1.9
65 Yonrs ofd cud over........ %6 160.0¢1 ¢ 9,954 100.0 il 100.0 14, 609 100.0
J- 3 E T4 ¥ T P T T T AT 16 [ ] 832 - 4.3 15 4.8 sl 5.6
Married, pouse present. .. .srsvas 38 83,7 7,107 1.4 i7? 56.9 5, 567 18,1
Harripd, SpPous® ABIEOt..criruavuns. o8 2.2 240 - 2.4 [ 1.3 247 1.7
T * 2 142 % 1.4 - - 136 0,9
OO, vv e s s v rnn s bt ndarnngun [} lc 98 ‘140 & 103 110 0.8
Whdowed. - v s v ntrrtndnnnnssan b agnn 26 ?43 1.254 12,6 109 35.0 7;“15 50.8
D!.mcedu..uuu.....:........... 9 2.5 a2l 2 7 2.2 562 1.8
HSource: Msrch 1532 Current Population Survey. " .
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© < Tabie 7. Characteristics of Farm and Nonfarm Families, by Race: March 1982 \
(Rum; in th ds, For mesning of sy=bols, see text) . ‘ -
- . All rmces . White .« Blsek
N Charsoteriatic -
Total Farm | Nonfarm Total Farm| Nonfarm Total. Farm Honterm
All !ullles-..- IR LE LR EE T 51,019 1-598 . 59:‘021 53,259 L.547 51,722 5, 413 43 5.3?0
TYPE OF PAMILY 5 . L. I ¢
- i N . . 4
erried:couple TRZA 1106 vn v b uvurnavaens |o 49,630 ), 483 48, 147 65, %7 . L.437 43,569 3,535 a3 3,897
Other faplliamesesecnurenananinrsanstany 11,389 116 21,274 8,262 110 8,152 2,878 ] 28872
Hale Bouseholders ., ueu s rvursrarnsonony 1,986, 47 1,939 1,642 , 1,598 273 3 270
* Female Douseholder..oavueniunnniinnin. 9,403 &9 9,335 6,620 66 6,554 2,605 "3 2,602
SIZE OF PAMILY . Tty '
R THO POTAORN v tn s ivtugumrtsanssssasssssnttn 24, 526 564 23,761 * 22,072 648 21,424 2,024 14 z, 009
TArO® POTBUDB. . vuueiiisvtsddnry thns nnnnns 14,079 334 13,745 12,248 .29 11,919 1,550 5 1,545 L]
FOUT POTEODS . c44 cvnnonnnssnnnmannnnatvgns 12,594 310 12,2854 10,998 06 10,692 1. 264 3 1,261 +
- “Five POTRODB eyt tutsmvngtttaanTrartnnnnn 5,971 187 5. 784 5,020 174 &, 846 757 10 47
- Y BIX POTSODSI . cau svsnnvvavstdvmadryavrany 2,409 50 2,349 1,900 57 1,843 L1 3 503 u
¢ 8even OF BOTE POTONMsuvnerraasnrssnnrsn 1,539 42] 1,498 L2l L1 997 &1z | 7 404 .
i . . . -
TOtal POTRONB. tv v sntsvtttvtnnnnnn IRERI ) 198,541 ,5|225 193,315 14,921 5,008 ) .164,913 23, 52% 187 23,236
Average per t:mﬂy......................; 3.25 3,27 3.28 L1y .247 . 3.19], 3,65 ®y| » 3,65 .
woms vose 18- .
All fmlleicvv.‘cc.-cccccc.c‘..c;c.- 51,019 1,598 59,421 53,269 1. 547 51,722 5 513 [ ] 5,370 .
¥o members undor 18..v4venviirstnssncnais 28,382 850 27,532 25,999 831 25,168 1,957 16 1941 -
w.“b“ under i8.,.,. R RN L R RN 13,303 281 A3.022 11,363 y L 11,093 1. 640 11 1,52%
" Two meabors under 18..44ciscensonenss 12,009 89 11,720] + 10,251 281 ;9,970 1416 5 1,41l
Thiee or mors wenbers vader 18....... et 1,324 178 % 149 5,655 c166 Fs491 1,:.00 12 1,388
Total members under 18......cvivuvennninsn 61,855 1,467 60,389 50,713 1,395 49,318 9,219 63 9,156 &
. Mreuge por Famdlyi. . vniiiiinviaanas 1.0l 0.92 1.02 0.95 0,90 0.95 1,44 {p} 144
ms 16 10 5-'0 (.
All !mll.on. A taaav et Aty 51,019 1.598 59,421 53:259 1,547 51, 722 5513 [ ] 5,370
No oenbors 13 to 5‘0-. SRLERLRELERPRERIET! 5,250 1] 5,101 4,902 135 o, 746 nz 3 k1 ¥3
One member 18 to Gh. . cucvsvsunanashanany 9,369 189 9,181 7,299 180 71119 1,905 9 1, 896
Teo'membors 18 10 6O, v ovevnisnsmmtusinns 35,659 927 4,732 31,925 903 31,016 2,937 L4 2,923
Threo OT BOYXe r:'enbers 18 to 64..ivuvunnas 10,731 i 10, 406 9,143 303 8: 840 1,254 17 1,236
Total membars 18 t0 Gdu...v..a.. teeaneens | 119,59 3,211 ( 116,384 103,691 3,082 100,609 12,893 109 12,785
Aversges por tamdly....fviiiiiveariinnaan, 1.96 2.01| - 1,96 1.33 1.99 1.95 2.0% < {p) 2.01
\.—r‘“ !
. &
WEASERY 65 AND OVIR ‘ .
ALl 2amilioBeensnvuntvamnassnnnsaar | o 61,019 1,598 59,421 ‘53- 269 - 1.547 51, 722 6, 413 &3 6,370
No members §5 and OVOrs..v.v.cvtourtnnass 49,850 1,250 48,619 43,242 1,192 42,051 5,470 i 5, 438
One Rerbor 65 o0 OVBT v i rranunsstnnvias J5.311 187 5,123 4,592 180 &, 412 583 8 575
Tvo meubors 65 2nd PVEL«v .. v vsnnpnnnassy 5,734 176 5,558 5,319 172 5.147 5 « b 50
Thres or sore xenbors 5% amd over......4s 124 5 120 116 -5 = 111 7 - . 7
Total morbers 65 abd OVery s uisnvannavany 17,090 548 16,542 15;51? 53l 14,986 1,311 1% 1,296
Aversge por family. ... iiisnnnainavanians 0.28 0.3 0.28 ‘0,29 0,345 0.29 0,20 [£:)) 0,20
* oW CULLDREM UNDER 18 ) .
All !mllﬁﬂucvcc T LTI RN T Y 51,019 1.598 59;521 53.259 lrs‘.? 51&722 5&“3 ‘(3 6,370
No own children under 18...40ucruvusvruns 30,007 881 29,125 27,01 858 26,175 2,495 19 2,476
¥ith own children under 1B..vavriviuvnyns 31,012 R 7i? 30,295 26,237 689 25,547 3,918 24 3,895
008 own child under I8isssnvssvvassaias 12,70 268 12,462 10,963 258 10,705 1,489 10 1,470
Two own childrett under 18...civivvinnen 1,612 - 287 11,326 9,982 274 9,709 Is 294 10 1,284
Thveo om children urder 18, .vuuuesanas &, 564 108 4,436 3,696 105 3,:1 695 3 692
Four or more oww children under 18..... 2,126 55 2,071 1,59 53 1; 543 450 2 468
Total own children under LB.....vvv.onues 57,892 1,397 56,496 I 48,431 1, M 47,085 7,704 421 7,662
a‘“ﬂ“ T £ 0.95 0.87 0.95 0.91 0.87 0,91 1.20 (B) 1,20
Average por faally with ehr.ldrcn... ..... . 1.87 1,95 1.06 1.85 1.95 1.84 1,97 (B} 1.97
Source: H.lrch 1982 current Populstlon Survey.
» . .
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P (Muubots I thousands)

. v Percent dlstﬁggion ’
United
. ;
: States . . United
sg;‘g and eu?loyment atatus e States
} Horth and Horth &ad
- \ . 1982 1980 | west. 1982}South, 1982 982 1980 | weat, 1982 | South, 1982
Both BAXOB .y, evrsannassnanns &4, 524 4,905 2,896 1.629 100.0 106.0 100.0 100, 0
In TaBOT 2OTCR. . ee..siosnasmaras 2,92 3,139 L 945 979 64,6 64.0 67.2 60.1
Hot ln labor rce... aveTavataatay 1.600 1;’66 951 650 as.4 v 36,0 3z.8 39.9
In 1abor 2OTeel iaivculvsnnrasnrasn 2,924 3,139 1,945 979 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
RRPLlOYed fus s dasnnsssnnlontvsrntns 2,818 3,057 1,885 933 96.4 97.4 96.9 95.3
Agricul tUre, v ivn eyt vy 1,608 1,642 1,161 446 -55.0 52.3 , 9.7 45,6
Nouagrleultural Industries..... 1,210 1,415 126 &7 1 'ala 45,1 arszy] . 49.7
Unemployed.”. fuioneinssaneanins 105 82 60 4% 3.6 L2610 . 3], %
P 2,352 2,561 1,520 832 100.0 1006 * e OO0
In labor LOYe®ssasas cvuvsnnvaavsnay 1. 899 2,066 1,257 643 80,7 82,7 , 1.3
Hot In 1abOT £orcesss-lvvaisssarann 453 496 264 - 189 19.4 . 17044, 22,7
T8 LABOT £OTC0 +urvtrvrenonenesetns 1,899} 2,066 1,257 .,_gts 100.0 100.0 100.0
Baployote s s oavanarts votvasssvans 2,838 27028 1,221 7 98.2 gl 9.0
a‘sl’lc!ﬂ.m‘0cccccccccc TR AR 1;3’0 + 1,307 398 an 63.3 1.4 57.7
Nonsgricultursl fndustries..... 568 720 i 246 x.3 28.7 i 38,3
TnemPloyedsce s cisstasssnnsnrnnas 61 a3 - 36’_ 5 1:8 2.9 3.9
? 0 UCCCUCCCCCC LERRELERRELER] 2'172 [ zf;‘é 1'376 79? lmvo 160-0 . 100‘
In laber toroe........ Cedaannvvave 1,025 i,073 688 3% . 45.8 50.0 42,2
Not 1In 1‘hﬂl‘ :01’%.-0-0--- IEETEREELE} L 147 1, 2n 687 461 54.2 59.9 57,
In labog torce...Ji-..-........--..- 1,025 Lo13( 688 236 100.0 100.0 100.0
BRplo¥ed. s avasalassnsnssnnngnsnnas 980 1.029 664 316 95.9 96.5 94,
AZF1CUILUTO. {. dekvarssnrarrrane 338 - k-1 263 75 .1 as.2 22,3
Nougrlcultf 1 4adustries..eeq 642 695 401 241 64.8 58.3 29
Oneaployeds. o« fosivuvesnnnnornnaas 45 4 24 21 4}’ 3.5 6.3
dourcess rent Populatlon Survey flve~-Quatter averages centered on April 1982 and April 1980. .
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.Table 8. Employment status of the Farni Population 14 Years Old and Over, by Sex, for 1982 and 1980,
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-
-

.




- + M L3

14

Table #. Employment Status of the Fann Po;;,ulation 14 Years Old and Over, by Race and Sei,
for Regions: 1982

-

(Huabors in thuusands. For naml_nx of Byabols, see text) B . ' a
X \ Perceni: distribution
5 Jhace, gex; and employmeut status United ., . United {
: ', States]Horth and West . South Statsa | North and Yeat Seuth
. [} . » . . »
'HITR. - a . .
. %
HOth 88XAP.4-vut ™ iivan IREEEEREEE TR 4,336 2,864 L4472 109, ¢ 100.0 100.0,}.‘-‘»
n lahor Loreds.vessusen . SAAAE g 2,824 1,927 897 65.1 6.3 60.% L3
Kot in Lebor forces s s Sivsarsa4. IEREFT R 1;512 ' 933 v 875 34.9 N 3.8 3%.1
. + F A . . . -
In Labor Lorce. . stesesessttatnssntnssmm 2;82& . 1,927 897 180, 0 100.¢ 100.0
EnPLoYed s sassusnssanalosasasssnsnnns 2.7§ l.sm vt 866 9649" - 97.0 . 96.5
- Agriculiure.ss..... AEt it ety L5 1,153 407 35.2) 59.8 45.4
Hopagriculturdl industeles.....ov.. |, 1;176] / . 76 460 - 41.6 ane 51.3
I B0 R | S T 83 58 30 ! 3.1 3.0 - 3.3
L N 2,253 1, 504 748 - 100,09 100.0 100.0
In labor £0rce.srsssssnrsarntassnennan 1,831 1,247 585 81.3 82.% 78.2
_t}f_ot in labor T Y 421 - 258 163 1307 . 17.2 1.8 [
. " In laber foree...... ........;.'.......... 1,831 | 1,247 585 100.0 100.0 100.0
. Buployed. osrrusnantnarasnanstanignns 1,780 1211 5691 - 97.2 . 97.1 97.3
Agriculture.,,..... Crednndennannaen 1,228 4893 - 334 . 87,1 7.6 5n1
H Nonsgricultursl industrion......... " 552 v 319 234 30.1 . 425.6 40.0
) Uﬂwlmd.-goc-...c....c ........ LR 51 3% - 17 20_8 2.7 2.9
. FORAlOs e cnsnar e rarriars e rmnaans , % 084 1,360 724 10050 % 100.0° ‘
In 1abor 2orce.e..ccsnsnnanmnarnnnsnss 993 630 . 312) ¢ . 4%1.6 50,0
Not la labor forcg...... P Ty . 1,091 640 412 T O824 50.0
10 LABOT £00C8sstsraransnssnsrannns 993 T ka0 312 wo.0| - 100.0
foployed...... wattennann s damnanaans 956 657 298 96,3 96.6
Agrlcul ture. vy i e 332 250 s 3% 38.2
ngrloulturnl lndustl’les e 37 398 226 §2.8 58.5
- + Unanployedc I AR c--c---.- 37 2) 14 - - 3.1 3.4
’ d B
mm L - - - - ) \
BOED BAXGS. sucvuvrsmnnnssnsnansan 145 A - 144 160.01 | 4:3}
In 1abor 2oresesacsrnsnanasnntarnnns vas s - 74 5.7 (B}
Kot 1u labor force....... e teaadtaanaaan 10 - 0 48.3 (8
IO LABOT £OrCRescrnnsururernreretnnnnns 75 - % 100.0|. - 14:)]
Employeds ... dndnnndannnn desnmmnnn % . 59 - 59 78.7 i :))
Agriculture....... edrareesnnn ‘o .3 - 36 48,0 [(:})
. Nonagricultural 1nduatrles.......-- - 23 - 23 3.7 {B})
Upemployed. ... .. it e aaanann i5 - 15 20.0 (B)
a " . . B
Y T D 77 - 77 100.0 (B)
In labor foOrce. i yecnnsinrarennsame 52 - 52 67.5 (8}
* *Not ip labor - T 24 - 1 3.2 (B}
TU 18BOF £OFC8. connnnrasarnrarassryess . 52 0. 52 w| (8)-
Eeployed..... Nesadarerpgnadennnenan ) 44 - & [1:}] [{:}]
. Agriculture. ..., ....- dedmmdaraan - 1 - % -, n) {B)
Honagricultura)l industries......... 10 - 10 (B} (a)
Unsmployad,..... PR PR P . 8 - * 8 (8} (B}
FRBALE v rtdn gumnn gnmtnunnnnssnsnsnn ,58 " 68 [:)) [4:}}
In Labor 2ore. . uoelasnnnsnsmsnnngnnsn 22 - 22 ¢ ()
ot in labor force...... P P 46 , ’ - 46 B { [4:3]
TU LBOT LOrCO.vanrnmrrrnndnnnsnrranses 22 -if 22 ALY (B}
BapLlogete. cuunranrinunnnaarsnaansnant |t 15 -/ 15 (8) (9}
ARriculbue. o yrerrrny b antgnnangnns 2 - 2 [4:3) * o (B)
.+ Monsgricultural Ladustried........s 1 =] 13 (B} (B}
¢« UnemPlO¥ed. . . cvisauannnann AR EERRREN 7 'r‘ 7 _( (B} {B})
Source: Current Popvlation Burvey tive-guartor averaged ceutered on April 1982 ;"
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Table 10. Farm Resldents 14 Years Old@ nd Over Emp'oyed in Agriculture and Nonagricu:tural !ndustries,
by Class of Worker and Sex, for 1982 and 1980, and Region, for 1982 ~.

(Hurbers in thousends) . & " 1. ' ” -
* ! X i : W] A - . PaTcent distribution
. U B 1tgd States V¢ | . . - -
Gox and class of worker . 4 . United States . -
- Horth and South, v North and
' , los? 1980 |'%waars 1982 1982 . 1982 ‘1980 west., 1982 | South, 1982 i
. .
TOTAL WORKERS : : . ' , ' ,
£ " ’ N ) .“‘ ta
. BOth 885094 ... xurx- crranas 2,818 3,057} Leas| 1 9: 100.0 1og.o 100.0 100.0
- éai t-exployed workerwis....... e 1,151 1,195 v o820 kX1 40.8 1 43,5 35.5
¥age and salayy wOrkera..s.. L4M[ . 1,564 864 - 547 50.1] '~ S5L2} . 45.8 58.6 .o
UnPaid !uily WOPKOT Sy sy uuraurranaa 251 % 297 _201 5514 9.1 9.7 1.7 . 3.9 .
I !hle. PN PR NP, PN N PN ,l.l 838 -ga : l& 22}. " 61? » looco loé-_o 10000 100.0
. Sell-employed workersesevsyonnrss 961 alr o 67| S 2R 53 T 5049 36.3 4.2 -1
1 ¥age and salary workers..... v . 175 888 | - 456 [ - D39 L 42,2 43.8 + 37,3 51.7 .
/vnpua tanily workers......ev.lvous a0z wsl] o | L B 5.5 5.2 6.4 1. 4.1 °
¢ - o .
Ve i“euleu TR L I g rnans 380 1,029 664 36 100.0 teo.o| . 1gh0 ) s 100.0
suz-eupimd NOTKOTSs e o vearvns 190 + 162 133 52 9.4 15.7 T 20.0 , lso .
Wai» sr1 salaxy WOrKerFr usivans.s 636 675 x 408 28], 64.9 65.6 6L4 2.2 ot
tnpald family workerscl....i..c..us Y154 192 124 T 15.7 18.7 18.7 9.5,
. - - + * .
£ TOTAL AGRICULTURAL WORKERS . '
Both sexes.. }..-:‘i.ucc...c.. 1.6%‘ » 1.642 1,161 446 100,04 1060.0 1060.0 lm.a o
Selt-employed workers....... e 1,023 1,034 743 280 63.6 63,0 64,01 62.8
Wage and sslary wprkers... 342 ~ 32 227 8. 21.3 19.9 19.6 ] 25.8
Unpaid fomily Iorkors ...... [ 2&3 282 ) 191 51 15.1 17.2 16.5 il.4
1] a .
TR Y 1. 270 1,307 298 37 100.0 100.0 100.0 loo.0
3l t.enployed. workera. ..... - 891 930 645 %6 70.2 7.2 71.8 66.3
¥ags and SELATY WOFKOIB..4suuvasnes | 281 75| 180 102 - 22,1 21.0 20.0 27.5 ,
Unpaid tnily WOTKETH. s vy mrnnns U . 96 106 - ° 75 ~ 2% 7 A0 8.2 6.5 :
[ 4 ] . . ! A -
. Female, o WAe e, v s 3 263 5 100.0 . 100.0 100.0 100.0 a)
. Self-gnployed YOrKeTs. .. -eeerrns- 132 1os 98 3% ;391 3.4 17,34 45.3
¥age and walary :orkerr fanedtaiane .60 52 48 . 13 t7.8 . 15.6 18.3 17.3
Unpatd, fapily workers... .‘. [ 145 178 il8 . 27 42,9 33.3 44.9 { o 35.0
TOTAL No:mmqgtwm WORKERS | ‘ . . .
!/ Both seXos,......... R 1,210 1,413 124 ° 487 100.0 100.0 100.0 1 100.0,
) Sef2-employed worker§e...eeuseuer. ©o12s| . 16 77 51 106 .+ 114 10.6 10.5
? ¥age and salary worke s. . 1,069 1,239 636 433 88.3 87.6 87.8 88.9
- :ylnmld taaily woikers............ . 12 16 10 4 t.1 + L 1.4 0.8
- ’
S O . 56 720 m|® s 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
» Selt-employed Iorkers haeae 70 103 L &2 28 12.3 - 14,3 13.0 11,4
/  ¥age and salary wr‘kors ........ A 494 315 276 *217 87.0 85.4 85.4 88.2
K Unpald fanily workers........ PR, * & 2 3 1 0.7 0.3 0.9 0.4
/ , Female.syonnunn snnunnns teemaann 642 695 401 ) 241 100.0 106.0 100.0 1060
/ Gelt-emploTed wOTKOTA. vuuwws vereee | 58 58§ 35 23 9. . B.al 87| . '-9.5
Wege and salary Yorkers..........ee 375 623, 360 2 89.6 £89.6 89.8 89.2
Unpaid tamily workers.............. 9 14 6 3 v1.4 . 2.9 1.5 1.2
Source: Current Population Survey tive-quarter awra;'gs centored on ;\Drll 1962 and April 1980, \
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Table 11, Farm Residents 14 Year 0:) .Old and Over Employed In Agricl.’tlture and Nonagrlcultural lndustries.
. by Class of Worker, .Race; and Sex, for Regions: 1982 * . ~
. - [
(Iimb:n in thousands. , For noening of eyobole, ‘ses toxt) - - , ., .
- - oo . Percont distribution -
L. . Agricultural Nonegricul tural z .
. N vorkers -@_&3:1 Apricultural ! jonagrigulrurel
Race, asx, and class of worker - i an“‘ fo Morkera
; 5 .North * | Morem| < Korth M - North
\ United and United and - Uni ted and United dnd
i 1Y . r§utu west | South | StateR) ® ¥est | South |'Statea west | South | Statea| Wont South !
¥ILTE T ) ‘ . d
Both G0XOM.4.usctannnnatunnns 1,559{ 1,15 407 al.l?é ~né %0|. loo.of 100.0] 100.0| . I00.0| 100.0 100, 07
. Self-exployed workers.s.......s. o] Lol 137 275 1261, 76 501  é4.8 63.9 67.3 10.7 10,6 10. ¢
' ¥age and OALATY woTker#.vs v ovaay | 307 225 . 82] L0371 630 507) *19.7 . 195 20.1 88.2 88.0 8.5
\ll'apnld taully workeTau usouusnravas 242 191 5| , 13 g [3 15.5 16.6 12,5 L1 1.3 0.9
- .
Is:ln....’........,......._....... L2208 ®# kK I 552 19 2354| 184.0) - 1l00.0| 100,0| 100,0{ 100.0pF 100.0
Solt-enpPloyed workers....euveieeaa gsl| 642 240 70 42 28) N.7| .9l 79| 1271 .2 12,0
; wege and salary uorkers. B -1 178 7 478 2712 206 20.3 19.9 21.3 86.6 85.3 8s5.9
U'aptld aullY WOTKerSes. v sunsranss | © 92 T4 24 \ 417 * 3 1 1.9 8.3 ?cE‘g 0.7 0.9 0,4
PORAL@r. v unetnas foansananaarae | 332} | 260 12 s24) 398| z26[ r0c.0] 100.0] (e}f 100.0[s 100.0|- 100.0
Sell-enPloYed workera. ..ovvusanaaer 129 96 - 3 37 . 9% 22 3%_.9 36,9 (B} 9.1 8.5 9.7
Wage and aalary, workers,vee...a..., 58| | o7 11 559 s 201 17.5 18.1 (B} 89.46 89.9 5.9 .
JUnpaid family workers....s....o..on | L 146| ° 118 27 9 6 3| @) s ® La|  Ls 1.3
. o : . s | . j ) -
. BOED #0X08-0murnnntreenss . LT - 16 2 - 2l w ® B ® @ _®
Selt-enployed WOTKEI8earseesanan.,. & -1 - 4 1 - i (5) () 8) (8) w| @
Wage and #alary workerss..sv....... 32 - 32 22 - 22 ®) 8) (8 (p) |
Uaprid temily i'urkars....ﬁﬁ... ..... - A - - (B} 0 (B} (n} (B) (B}
] . - - i L
MBLO. 40 ssnnrrssnsrasnnsnnnntsnn 3 - 3] . -10 . " 10 (B) [4:)) -5;.‘(8) (B)_ (8) (B)

. Selt-gmployid WOIKAYSe.cvasinnrunss 4 - v b - - - @i @ ;@ ) (p) ()
¥age ::s.ullry WOTKOTB. sy uuaansnny 30 - 30 10 - 13 mf . w1 @ B) B ({:}]
Uthald family @OFKOYS: st enenmesn. - - S A - @) @) / ) @] ® ®)

- : f!ﬁ -
r““ﬁ‘--c--c--c-v\c?-c-:{cc-c- 2 -=] 2 « 13 - & 13. ®); . B ,r.'Jl (B’l [4:] . {p) . (B}
Sulz-emPloyed sOTKETS.reuerinnsars - = - 1 - 1} " (p) ] B (B) () n)
Wage and salsry Workermes. svuue ot 2 2 12 - 12 (8) ) {B) (p) @)
Unpaid family workers.....evuvcvv.s - - - - - - ® (B) (») 4:} {By] . (B

‘301.1!'005 Cuprents Population Survey [ivs-quarter sverages ceptered on April 1982. I
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Table 12, Induttry of Emﬂlorod Farm Residents, by Sex, for Regions: ma

Al

'.l b

<

. . {Musbers in thousande. PFor meaning of symbole m*tut)

BOTH SEXES | . . B

Fl

m‘mtm--------:------------------------.--------
lloMn'lcuuuﬂ}dMuuﬂu....-......................

. llwiﬂimntunl industrise

[ TL 1 S IS Tra

Ouutmtioa.....-----.....................--....--

MR ROEUPLNE v vv e v i iar it b aia e
Transportation, cosmunicetions, wid othep

Mlle.mllltl..----------.-------------------,---

* Wnolasade tPEAS. c.ovivi i it iiiininiiniais Pusuas

. Rotell trade. .. iimmiiiitiiiiiiiiigiii i

Finkacs, loisurances #p4 resl eetete............iha

Service ADAUSEELAE. .uuuu i i i aiuiiaiaiuansaianans

. Public mdmind stratlon. ...iiiiiviiiidiiipiiiininsiis

WALX . '
‘ . Totel weploysd. 14 years old and Orwl.....c0ues

. &Crleultm. P TP TR
llmgloulthrnl I.Mu.trlu...................,.......

wtmm-“---3-.-.......-...-------------------
hmm“}"n‘------------------n.-----------------
Traasportetion. commumicetfons; and other .

public Geslities.......h ...
ml'm. 1317 < TP PP AN
Retell EMO.-.-.-------.-...--.-..................
Finance, iosurance. &nd reel ostete......cccevivess
Bervicd AAuatlind. oo iiu it snni i i
Poblic admlndetPetlon. oo i vans it iiustusnanaduas

¥ . lloucrleu}!uul hulultr;u...................m.......

- Az, . - R g
. Totel employed, lh;nro old, and O¥EE..uiiiiias
e .

Agricul ture. cuiiiii i iianiinas
o Nomagricultural Induetllod. . ..covsiiiiiiuistsusnsnnans

Nonsgricultural Induetrlesd..cciaisiuisssianiisssnanes I

mn’uulllllllll R N N NN TN
CONMETUOE OB, 40 u s ansssususssiosuitbossnnanisssauns
HAnu At Ing . s oo uvvuu s w s dfusinnuinuianannsnnubuuuas
Transportetion: coemunicetions,; snd othar
""'“"‘—‘—--—vubllc_utllltle...................................
© wholesale Trada, LR e sinisra, TSI
Rotall £rsde. . .iciiiiviansinnnarinias H
Finange, ipsurance, and resl catets
Barvice LnAuetrioe. .ccoviiiiiuins .
M Public ldllnl..trltlcm......-...........,‘...........

Totel eaployed, L4 yours old and oveF....o000 1
s e

1:838

-1,270]
’ 568

1,88%
1,361
72
72
a8
136

28
134

246

n

1,221
698

. 16

664

263

401
4011
1

]
47

. 16

9
68

=21

189

17

3

2us |

T

100.0

100.
TS

. 6.
100,

. 0.
1.

T

[ ) 73'.
2.
N
C— 45,
&

Fo- N AN-T-N - oD wD LR [-]

. 100.0
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384

10¢.0
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Bource: .Corrent Populetion Survey five-quarter sverigos centered on April 1982,
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Table 13, Income and Poverty sgatus,oi Farm and Nonfarm Families, by Race of Householder: 1981
+ (Families as of March 1982, For mesning of aymbols, svo text) T / - -
W * ", v A1l races ' 1 R ) Blaex
Charsoteristic : — — : - .
., . . * Totel Fars| Nonfarm ‘-'ﬂ’ﬂﬂ Fam | Mentars Total Fom)  Montam
Totdl flnil,‘lol........uthoustnda.. 61,019 1,598| °'59.421 53,269 1,541 51,722 6,413 63 6,370 -
LI ‘P'l‘e;ﬂt_of_f_‘l_illea by 1981 income..sayes | ™ 100.0 00,0 100,0 100,0 ’looco : .100.'0\ 100.0 {8) 100.0 .
Undar 42,500 0F 10884 sssrensasorsnrsss zal- Tea]l  nel L na 9.7 1.5 l' 5.2 @] , sz -
" 32,500 to 34,998,000 00eir0avrii0naninn ] 7 T 4.3 L7 2.8 3.9 ‘2.7 1.5 (B) 6 *
35,000 t0 $7,499%0 01 s frevauarasanaoraes 5.5 8.3 — 5.5 w1l .os2| T oes) 2| @ 12.2
1,500 t0$9|99900cc»cuccccccccccccccc 6.0 . 140 5.9 5.6 6,9 5.5 9.4 ' {m . '-“_'?Jo
10,000 £0 $14, 999, 4 utturinrossnsrnsses T 1Ls 1728 3.6 13,2 1.6 - 13,0 18,51 (B | 165
* 15. 000 to l9.99940000000000-000000 a4 1206 12,47 1.6 l206 12.3 ',lZcﬁ l20ﬁ, ] ‘n) 12.4
- 20, 000 to n|99?4a000‘0cccccccccccccc R 12.6 ;&-6 . 12.5 13.0 N }306 13,0 8.6 {8} 9.6
25, 000 to $29'9990u¢¢.¢¢¢u¢¢u¢cucc L2 8,0 1.2 . A5 |8l° 1.6 8.2 (8) 8.2
0,000 to $36|99944400000000000_‘000000 ’ 9.1 1.1 BAN 9.6 "Tah 9.7 |. 603; (R} e 4.9
35,000 to $39|9”l0cccc‘cccccccccccccc 6.8 35 6.9 * L1 ‘3.6 + 2l ﬁ‘-‘? {8} ¥ 4,0
$ﬁ0.000__t° WIgggc00000000000000000404 [ 2.9 4.8 5.0 3.0 5.!" 1 (B} .1 r
“lm to sﬁg'ggg"“"“““"""“‘ 3‘& ZIl * ‘3‘“‘ 3‘6 Iz‘l 3'1 1‘8 (B) l's
50, 0‘00 sod OVC,I'cccuccuccucccuc.'ccc . 8.9 .\ 5.6 9.0 9.7 . [l 5.7 * 9:% L1 . ‘B) 2.2
) 2 ;
Median ﬂ.l}cﬂ0¢ccuclccccccclccccﬂﬂll.“lc 22,388 17,082 22,554 23,517 17,248 23, 127 13,257 {8} 13;23&
Mean lMMIccccccclcccccuccccldoll“‘g. 3;838 l9.86? 25!998 26.93ﬁ 20'013 ¥ lﬁl 16.696 (8) lﬁ.?ﬁ
] N - .
Percent of familite-- i ! :
hl“, s o i T 1T S * ,llcz 20,3 1.0 8.8 . 19.8 B.4 10,8 1:}} 30.7
Above poverty T P 88¢é 9.7 89.0 91.2 80,2 91.6 9,2 (8) 69,3
R Parcent of poraons-- R . :
Below poverty levede . uvissidiaaaara, . 4.0 22,0 13.8 111 22,0 10,8 .2 h 49,3 3.1
Above powrt? lewllcccccccrccccccqgggg B86.0 11,0 B6.2 ‘8809 18.0 89,2 65.8 ‘50:7 . 65,9
N . Source: March 1982 Current Population Survey. oo~ -’ ) ‘i *
- . : [} '
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Table 14, Median-income of Farm and Nonfarm Families, by Race of Housshelder: 1970 to fﬂg;. .

. {In 1981 dollsra, muu.s' a9 of Msrch of the followify Fear. For meaning of symbols, see text) .o
e * All races White | - Black
ro- '
=i Yeaw s ;
! . Total Farm| Honfarm 'l?nl - Famm| Nonfarm Total farn] HNonfera
CURREKT FARM DEFINITLION 2
* r
lgslICCC:CCCICl““l‘l“““““““‘l“' 22|3” l?’asz ZZISSﬁ N z:lsl? l?lus 23'1‘2 lslzﬁ? - (8’ lslzm
19800l““““‘l“l“l““‘l‘l““l““‘ nlzo‘ l?lsas 23'3“ zﬁ'l?s l?l’ﬁﬁ z"sm 1‘3'939 (B) lﬁ'ols b
1979 (bassd on 1980 cenaus population .
LT 1 Y 25,543 20,400 2% 656 25,610 .20,858 |« 25,741 | * 14,502 [} 14,562
, 1979 (blged on 1970 census population [ . . -
* cont ‘)‘l-¢¢¢ccc¢l‘ccccccccccccclcc e 26,635 20,495 26,751 25}639 20.905 25.023 14,590 {m u}shs
191800l¢lll‘ccclccclccccccccclcclllcc’ccc 24, 602 21.3_95 24,101 25,620 21, 7438 {5A) 15, 1% [§:) {HA)

HAY {HA)

lg??cccglculclccccccccccc“cccccccc/quc u.ozs w.’ss 2&;203 25:12& (M) (RA) lﬁ.35ﬁ

e —- -

. PREVIOUS PARM DEPINITION _ .

. 1 .
7 H
lgnlchpp::cpccccccpccccccccc-ccccg’cccucc 24,635 ~—20[8$3-——M)"—157689'" 21_.3% {NA} 14,590 {B} (m)
19784 ssssures T T 2&,602 21,318 246,130 25, 620 ] 21,706 ZSl?ﬂ 15,174 9,503 15, 259
197 000 nonmanasnonssconsnsrsssagrersasasr | 26,025 18,9651 24,222| 2S.126) 19,634} 25,352 14,354 8, 346 14,482
L TBumsssmasnasssssttnonss saanpsssssttss 23,888 18, 633 24,059 26,823 19,377 26,997 14, 166 8,217 v L&, 946
L - P T 23,11 18,326 23;,368 26,110 18,991 264,318 14, 834, 8,352 14,991
lgTﬁcccpccllpccclcpccccccc-p?;lcpccpccccc 23.?36 19,510 23,960 26,719 20,114 24930 16,766 9,632 14,8854
;' 191'3-...uuuuu.uuu.-;c..u..ru.n 25,653 20,359 24,910 25,716 21, 242 26,008 14,877 9,512 15,018
1972........-....nuuu.f-uuun.nu 24,156 19,245]. 24,612 23,108 19,810 25,389 14,922 8,526 15, 085
l’?luccccc-c- AR R R A R R R R RN 23,088 16,155 23,43 23,966 16;656 264301 14,662 1,119 14, 706
lgT‘)lcclpccc-cccuccccclf«ccvcp:lclccucc 23,100 lSpSTB 23, 448 23,975 16, 442 26,362 14,706 7. 090 14,977

- .

igge :pp;ndix M /"
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Population coverage. All figures in this report relate to the
civilian noninstitunonal pdpulation, with the éxceptions of
. (1) the figures shown in table A which relate to the total

. {tables 6.7) and, income/poverty date {tables 13 and 14}
which relate to the civilian noninstitutional popﬁlauon

members of the Armed Forces h the United States living ok
post or with their families on post. !
. 1 All 1982 figures in this repert, as well as the 1981 moome
.~ anfl poverty data in table 13 and the 1979-81 income data
in table 14, are mnsnstent with the results of the 1980
census and are based on 1980 population controls All
other figures are based on 1970 population controls except

Al

are consistent with the resul ts of those censuses..

Farm population. nthe Current Population Survey, the farm
population as currently defined consists bf all persons living
in rural territory on plices ffom which $1,0p0 or more of
agricuftural pr&gms were sold, or normally wbuyld have been

sold, in the rgportmg yelar {for the CPS the preceding 12

. _months). Persens in sumwer, camps, motels, and tourfit

camps, and those living on

used for farming, are classified asTionfarm.

Under the previous farm definition, the farm popufation
consisted of all persons living in rural territory on places of
19 or more acres if at least $80 worth of agricultural products
were sold fram the place in the reporting year. it also in-
cluded those ang on places of under 10 acres if at least
$250 worth of agncmturPi products ‘were sold from the
place in the reporting year.

l * Farm residence under the previous- farm definition s was
determined-in- thECurrant Population Sunrey by‘tﬁe responses

e

H

_"Daes this' place (vou rent} have 10 or more acres?™* They
were then asked “During the past 12‘months how much dig
sales of crops. livestock, and other fanmmn products from this
plagce amount to?” The respondents were given a éhoice of
four answers: *'$1,000 or more,” *$280 to $999." "$50 to
. §249,” and “Under $50." i
Farms located within the boundaries of urbah territory,
comprising a small_ minority of all famms, are not treated as
farms for populotion census purposes, aqd' their population 15
not included in the farm population. Urban territory includes
all places with a population of 2,500 or more and the densely
dettled wrbanized fringe areas around cities of 50,000 or
P . more Beginning with the 1972 estimate, the estimated farm

1 .

resident population and (2) the marital status/family data

~unknown number of persons as rdral favds

for data prior to 1970 showi in table A and table 1, which °

ted places where no land is °

Appenduxl( Defmltlons and Explanations _

population s Inmlted to the rurgCterritory as datermmed in,
the 1970 Census of Population. wl‘ the Current Populatnon .
Surveys of 1963 through 1971, thgurban rural boundaries
used were those of the 1960 Census of Population and did
not take;ig:: aceount the ‘anndxations and other substangial
expannons of urban terrifory that were incorparated into the
* 1970 Census of Populatioh. The net effect was‘io classify an
_ in the Current
Population Survéys of 1970 and 1971 who were treated 2s

_ urban {and henca nonfarm) in the 1970 census as wéll as in

the Current Population Sunr : bedinning in 1972.
Non(al{n population. The nonfarm papuiation comprises all
persors living in urban areas\and all rural persons not on
farms.» -0 ' T .o -

M ]

Five-quarter averages, centered on April. April-centered
annual averages of the\ farm poyﬁmor? were mmyuted by
using data for the five quarters cemered ongthe April date
for which the estimate was being prepared For‘example, for
April 1882, quartetly estimates for the months of October
1981, and Jarwary, April, Jugy. and October 1982
used with a weightaf one-eighih given to eacg of the two
Octobe.r estimates and a weight of one- ourth to each of the.
estimates for the other 3 months. One reason for the cholce
of April as the date for Centenng‘populatlon.estmﬁltes 15 that

thls is the decennial census mon?w . m/\.
April-centered annual averages for persons'under 14 yea ’

by race and sex, and for persons 14 years old and-over, by
race, sex, age. labor force characteristics, and region were’
also_cdmpyfed for 1982 by using_data- for the specified
“tharacteristics for the five querters centered on April 1982,

Metropolitan-nonmetropolitan residgnce. The population re-
siding in standard metropolitan s tistical areas (SMSA's)
constitutes the metropalitan population. The metropolitan
popuiation in this repost is based on SMSA’s as defined in
the 1970 population census publications and does not
include any subsequente‘ddltlons'lﬁrlchanges For the }970 |
census, except in New Bagland, an SMSA was defined as a
coqnty or group of contiguous counties which contains at
least one Sity of 50,000 inhakitants or more, or “twin Cities”
with a combined pepulation of at least 50,000‘.’ In addition
to the gounty, or counties, containing such a city or cities,
contiguous counties were included in an SMSA if, according ...

o certain Criteria, they were essentially metropolitan in

character and were soCially and economically integrated with

e ) e ) 19
_y - -

L4
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the central county. In New England, SMSA's consist of

’ towns and cities, rather than counties.
Gaogrtph,ic regions The four major regions of the United
States fgr whith data are presented represent groups of
States as follows: RN
' % . .
. Northeast: ;Connecticnt,’ Maine, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, New. Jersey,. New York, Penosylvama,_ﬂhodo
Istand, Verdone. - . )

North Centra! Hllinois, Indiana, lows, Kansa§ Michigan,

innesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota,” Ohlo. South

akota, Wisconsin.

? *

. South: Alabama, Arkal:ns'as, Delaware, District of Colum-
bia, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland Missis-
sippi. North Carolina, Oklahoma, Scuth Carohna. Tonnassee
* Texas, Virgmla Wast Vlrginla. )

West Alaska, Arlzona Catifornia, Colorado, Hawaii,
Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Maxico, Oregon. Utah, Wash:

_ ington. Wyoming.

North and” West: Northeast. Nonh Central, and West
reg:onscomblned N

¥
. a

! Age “The age classification is based on the age of the person
. "yt last birthday. ]
. > 4 { ¢ '
Rage. The E’opulatlon is divided into: three groups on the
basis of race: White, Black. and ‘‘otherfaces.” The last

race except White and Black. N\ ]
. ¥ . . ’
Persons of S§panish origin. Persors of Spanish origin iR this
.. report were"determined on the basis pf a quest:on that asked
Jor self-ldentlflcataon of the person's origm or descent.
Respondents were “asked fo select ejr origin {or the origin
of some other household mémber}from.a “flash card™ listing
. sthnic ofigins. Persons of Spanish origin, in partiular, were
thoss who indlcated that their origin was Mexican, Puertd
Ricang Cuban. Central or South Amefican, or some other
Spanish origin. It should be noted that persons of Spanish
origin Gan be ofany race. v v

Y

Hbusshalder. The househplder refers to the pérson (or one
of the pmorksl in whosetname’ the housing unit is owned
s or rented “{aintained) or, if there is no such person, any
adult member, excluding roomers, boarders, or paid em-
plovees. If the house is owned or rented jointly by a married
couple, the householder may be either the husband or the
wife. The person designated as the householder is ‘the “refer-
ence person” to whom the refationship of all other house-
hold members, if'any, is recorded. The number of house-
holders is equal td_the number of households. Also, the
, number of Yamity householders is equal to the number of
families. .

NI

-

“ ¢ category includes Indians, Japanese, Chinese, and any other -

- *'Related” chiidren in a family mclude owri chlldré‘ﬁ and afl

1
1

" Family. A family is a group of two persons ‘or more {One of

Own children

major categories: single (never marrledl!;' ied, wldo{ved '
and divarced. These*terms refer to tt}e arital status at_ the )

. time of the enumeration. - - “fe
5 e * :

included those with legal separations, those living apart with ,

. moved to another ar
for any)other reason. exoept sep@ratibn asd

, the total number of live | barths reported by Women., lncluded

from home, as well as children who were slill living in the . "‘
home Lo : L A o . :
Bsnhs to date. In the data on birth. expectatlons In tabfe ’9'
the_number of "births” to dete’” has the same fiieaning as the

‘number of children aver born. K Y °o 7

) N o .

whom is the hwseholdar}ot‘elated By birth, marriago or #
adoption and residing gogetber, all such parsons {includihg
related subfamily mamberssuc.u as ct,pldren end their spouses)
are considered as members (of.qne family. Beginning with the
‘!980 CPS, unrelated sub ‘('referred tq in the past a5
seoondafy families) are no longer |ncluﬂad In tho count of
families, nor .are- the members of udreiatecf mbfamilles ' ‘
included in tha count of fimily members.. ¢ ok
Size of famlly The term-"slze of famlly" Jncludes th&
family householder and il other persons In the living quarters
who are reiated to the householder by birth, marriago dt
adoption. . . ) '
' &

nd related chlldr n undor 18 ynars of age.
“Own" childret.in.afamily are sol and daughiters, inclualng
stepchildren and adopted childrefy of the hous‘eho!d,er

other children in the household #ho- are, related to the y

houssholder by birth, marpage. or adoptlon. C e e
3

Mantal status The marital status classification rderpﬁef’ f,our o

The category’ “married" is furtherid{r ided Mto "marndrl -
spouse present,” "sepa\:qted " and “ot er rnal"md spousk
absent.” A person war classified as “ma |e¢;| sPougs present”
if the husband or wlfe was reported jas a member of *the .-
household, even though he or she may h ve b en‘?emporarllv
absent on buszpess or on vacation, y‘&’ir g,fln 8 hospital, etc., o
at the time of the enumeration. Pérsons feforted as separated. . |

intentions of abtaining a divorce, and dther p" rsons perina-

nently or temporarily separated because of méru}%l discord.

The group "other. marrmd spouse absg t" includes marrlgd

persons living apary because either the hisbapd or wife was .

employed and living at a considarablé distance from home,

was seérving away fezm dome in the éd Forces. hadl
or, had a d:fferent place of residence

Lﬁned above. -

Qg'!
.- .

» LI

Chxldron ever boer. The-term “children eve}' born™ rofers o

L

an hefore her"
ch;!dran away

in the number are children born to the w
present marriage, children no longer living, a

Fuiure barths expected “In the data on binh ex ectatrons in.
table D, the numbgr of "future births expected” refers to any
births a woman expects,in addizion tp the childien she has
alrzady borne, |f any.




>
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Lifetime births expected. In data on birth expectations in
table D, the number of “lifetime births expeacted” refers to
the sum °f 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 definitions of labor
force and employment status in this report relate to the
pofulation 14 years old and over.

Labor force. Perscns are classified as in the labor force if
they were emnployed as civilians, unemployed, or in the
Armmed Forces during the survey week. The “civilian labor
force™ is camprised of all civilians classified as employed or
unem.ployed. ’

Employed. Employed persons comprise {1} all civilians
who, during the specified week, did any work at all as paid
‘employees or in their own business or profession, or on their
own farm. or who work-? 15 hours or more as unpaid
workers on a fam or in a business operated by a membsr of
the family, and {2} all those who were not working but who
had jobs dr businesses ﬁfom which they were temporarily
absent because of illness. bad weather, vacatior, or labor-
management dispute, or because they were taking time off
for personal reasons, whether or not they were paid by their
employers for time off. and whether or not they were
secking other jobs. Excluded from the employed grdup are
persons whose only activity consisted of work around the
heuse {such as gwn home housework. painting or repsiring
own .home, etc.) of volunteer work for retigious, charitable,
and similar organizations.

Unemployed. Unemployed persors are those civilians
who, during the survey week, hed no employment but were
available for work and {1)-had engsged_ in any specific
job-seeking actlvity within the past 4 weeks, such as regis-

tering at a-public or private employment office, meeting with -

prospective employers, checking with friends or relatives.

plecing or answering advertisements, writing |efters of appli- .

cation or being on 3 union or professional register; {2} were
waiting to be called back to 2 job from which they had been
laid off: or {3} were waiting to report to a new wage or salary
job within 30 days.

»

Not in the labor foree. All civifians 14 years old and over
who are not classified as employed or unemployed are
defined as “not in the labor force.” This group who are
neither employed nor seeking work includes parsons ergeged
only in own home housework, attending schoo!, or unable to
work because of long-term physical or mental ilfness: persons
who are retired or too old to work; seasone’ workers for
whom the survey week fell in an.off season; and the valun-
tarily idle. Persons doing only unpaid family work {less than
15 hours during the survey week) are also classified as not
ir. *he labor force.

Agriculture. The industry category “sgricuiture” is somewhat
rmare inclusive than the total of the two major occupation

Q
ERIC
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groups, *farmers ard farm menceers” and "farm laborers and
supervisors.” It also includes {1} persons gmployed on farms
in occupations such as truck driver, mechanic, and book-
keeper, and {2' orsons engaged in certain activities other
than strictly far.., operation such as cotton ginning, contract
farm services, veterinary and breeding services, hatcheries,
experimental stations, greenhouses, fandscape gardening, tree,
service, trapping, hunting preserves. and kennels.

Nonagricultural industries. The catego‘ﬂ?includes all indus-
tries not specifically classed under agriculture. The industiy
groups shown were based on the classification systemn used in
the 1970 Census of Population.

“
Multiple jobs. Persons with two or more Jobs during the
survey week were classified o5 employed in the industry in
which they worked the greatest number of hours during the
week. Consequemtly, some of the persons shown in this
report &; engaged in nonagricultural activities also engaged in
agricufture and vice versa.

Class of worker:

Seif-employed workers. Persons who watked for profit or
fees in their own business, profession, or trade, or who
operated a farm either as an ownet or tenant. -

Wage and salary workers. Persons who worked for eny
governmental unit or private employer for wages, salaries,
commissions, tips, pay “in kind,” or at piece rates.

Unpaid family workers. Persons who worked 15 or more

hours per week without pay on a farmm or in & business

_operated by a person to whom they are related by birth or
marriage. i

Moaney income. This is defined as the algebraic sum of maney
*wages and salaries, net income from farm and nonfarm setf-
employment, and income other than earnings. Data on in-
come cover money income received {exclusive of certain
money receipts such as capital gains) before payments for
personal income taxes, Social Security, union dues, Medicare
deductiors, etc. Therefore, money income does not reflect
the fact that some families receive part of their income in the
form of noncash benefits such as food stamps. health bene-
fits, and subsidized Pousing; that some farm femilies receive
noncash benefits in *4e form of rent-free housing and goods
produce) snd consumed on the farm; or that noncash
benefits are also received by some nonfarm residents which
often teke the form of the use of business transportation
end facilities, full or partial payments by businass for retire-
ment programs. medicel and educational expenses. ete.
These elements should be considered when comparing
income levels.
For each personin the CPS 15 years old and over, ques-
tions were asked on the amount of money income received
in the preceding calender yeer from each of the following

'Y
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sources: (1) money wages or salary; {(2) net income from

‘nonfarm self-employment; {3) net income from farm self-

employment; {4) Social Security or rgilroad retirement;
{5) Supplemental Security income; (6) Dubluc assistence or
welfare payments; {7} interest on savings or othermuestments
which pay interest: (8) dividends, income from estates
or trusts, or net rental income; {9) veterans’ payments or
unemployment and workers' compensation; (10) private
pensions or government employes pensions; {11} alimony or
child supoort, regular contributions from persons not living
in the household, and ather periodic income.

Receipts from the following sources are not included as
income: {1) money received from the sale of property, such
as stocks, bonds, a house, or 4 car {unless the person was
engaged in the business of selling such property, in which
case the net proceeds would be ‘cdunted as income from
seif-employment); (2} withdrawals of bank deposits; {3)
money borrowed; {4) tax refunds. {5) vifts; and {s} lump-
sum ipheritances or insurance payments
Family income. The total income of a family is the algebraic
sum of the amounts received by all income re¢ipients in the
family.

In the income distribution for families, the lowest income

¥ . o ®
group (under $2,500 or-ioss) includes those families who
wete classified as having no income in the income year and
those reporting a Joss in net income from farm and nonfarm
self-employment or in rental income. Some of these were
living on income “in kind,” sswings, or gifts; or were newly
constituted families; or families in which the sole earner
had recently died or had left the househald. However, other
families who reported no income probably had some money
income which was not recorded in the survey.

It should be noted that althoush 'the income statistics
refer to@eceipts during the preceding year, the compasition
of*families refers to the time of the survey. The income of
the family does not include amounts received by persons
wlgé 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. However, family income
includes amounts reported by related persons who did nct
reside with the family during the income year but who were
members of the family at the time of enumeration.

Median and mean income. The median income is the amount
which divides the distribution into twd esquel groups, ond
having incomes above the median, and the other having
incomes below the median, The mean income is the amount

3 L

obtained by dividing the total income of a group by the
number of units in that group. The medians and means for
familtes are based on all families.

Poverty definition. Families and unrelated individuals ara .
classified, as being above or below the poverty lavel using the
poverty index originated at the Social Security Administra-

tion in 1964 and revised by Federal Interagency Committees o

in 1969 and 1980. The poverty index i§ based solely on
money income and does not reflect the fact that many low.
income persons receive noncash benefits such as food stamps, .

Medicaid, and public housing. Tha index is based on the -

Department of Agriculcure’s 19681 Economy Food Plan and

reflects the different consumption requiresnents of families

based on their size and composition. It was determined from

the Depantment of Agriculture’s 1955 Survey of Food Con-

sumption that families of three or more persons spend .
approximately ane-third of their income on food; the pov-

erty fevel for these families was, therefore, set at three times

the cost of the_Economy Food Plan, For smaller families

and persons fiving alone, the cost of the Economy Food

Plan was multiplied by factors that were slightly higher in

onder to compensate for the relatively larger fixed expenses
of these smaller households. The poverty thresholds arg up-

dated every year to reflect changes in the Consumer Price

Index {CPI). The average povérty threshold for a family of

four was $9,287 in t981, about 10.4 percent higher than the

comparabie 1980 cutoff of $8,414. For further details, see

Current Population Reports, Series P-SO,_ No. 138,

Median. The rmedian is the value which divides a distribution
into two squal parts, one-half of the cases falling below this
value and one-half of the cases exceeding this value.

Symbols. A dash {~) represents zero or a number which
rounds to zero. The symbol "B” means that the base for the
derived figure is less than 75,000, an “"X" mens not applica-
bte, and ""NA’' means not availabie.

Rounding. The individuat figures in this report are rounded
to the nearest thousand. With few excePtions, the individual
ligures have not been adjusted to group totals, which are
indepenoently rounded. Percentages are round{; 10. the®
nearest tenth of a percent; therefore, the percentages in a
distributior do not elways add to exactly 100 0 percent.
The totals, however, are alwaytshown as 100.0. Percentages
are based on the rounded absolute num bers.

Kl




SOURCE OF DATA .

Estimates in this report are primarily derived from data
obtained from the Current Population Survey {CPS) of the
8ureau of the Cansus with some data from the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture. Most of these CPS estimates are
Aprilcentered, five-quarter averages. {Ses “Appendix A.

" Definitions and Explanations.”) Data on fertitity, marital

status, income, and poverty of farm and nonfarm residents,
howgver, are monthly estimates obtained from supple-
mentary dquestlons to the CPS.

Cursent Population Si-vey (CPS). The monthly CPS deals
mainly with Jabor force data for the civilian noninstitutional
population. Guestions relating to labor force part gpatnon
ere asked about each member 14 years old and older in each
sample household, In addition, supplemientary questions
regarding income and matital status are asked each March
and fertility each June ' Estimates developed from the-
supplementary Questions asked in March include persons in
the, Armed Forces living off post or with' their’ families on
post, : , ' *

The present CPS sample was initially selected from the
1970 census files with coverage in all 50 States and the
District of Columbla. The sample is continually updated.to
reflect new constriction where possibfe. The monthly CPS

-~ sample is located in 629 areas comprising 1,148 counties,

indePendant cities, and minor civil divisions in the Nation.’tn
this sample, approximately 61,8600 occupied households were
eligible for interview.'Of this number. about 2,500 occupied
units were visited but Interviews were not obtained because
the occupants were not found o home after repested calls or

were unavailable for sore other reason,,

Samples f. previaus designs ware salected from files from
the most recently completed census. The following table

Description of the Current Population Survey

L]
L

[}

Abpehdnx B Source and Rellab:hty of Estimates -

provides a description of some aspects of-the CPS sample
designs in use durlng the referenced data-coflection periods.

‘The estimation proceBure used in thls survey involves the
inflation of the weighted sample results to Independent
estimates of the total civilian noninstitutionat population of
the United States by age, race, and sex. These Independent
estimates ara based on statistics from decennial ¢ensuses;
statistics on biﬁhs, deeths, immlgration, and emigration; and
statistics on the strength of the Armed Forces. The estima-
tion procedure for the data from the March supplement
involved a further adjustment so that husband and wife of a
household received the same weight.

Dacennial Cansus of Population. Dagennial census data in’ )
this report are based on the sample associated with the
census. v i .

- RELIABILITY OF ESTIMATES

. Il

- Sinoe the CPS estimates were based on a sample, they may
differ somewhat from the fi igures that wouid have been
obtained if a comiple.s census had been'taken using the same
questionnalres, instructions, and enumerators. There are two
types of errors possible in’an eftimate based on a sampla
survey: sampling and nonsampling, The standard errors
prowded for this report primarily indicate 1he magnitude of
the sampling errors. They also partially measure the effect of
some nonsampling errors in response and anumaratuonibut
do not measure any systematic biases in the dsta. The full

“ extent of nonsampling error is unknown. Cohsequently,
particular care should be exercjsed in the interpretation of
figures based on a relatively #mall number of cases or on

" small differences betweeP estimates.

v Housing units eligible
. Time peripd Number of
. sample greas? Interviewed Not. 1nterv}owed
I

April 1981 to present. ................... ' 629 59,000 2,500
“Januery 1980 to Mareh 198L..........een.. 629 65,000 3,000
Oétobeyr 1977 to bocomber 1979..........,. 614 53,500 2,500
AuBust 1972 to S¢ptember 1977.....vvvunun 461 45,000 ~ 2,000
August 1971 to July 1973........... s 449 45,00 2,000
January 1970 to July 1971.......... tevtee 449 48,0000 2,000

!

— T

‘Tﬁoso sample aremp were chosen to provide coverage in ench State and the District of Columbia.
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Nonsampling variability. Nonsampling errors can be attri-
buted to many sources, &.9., inability to obtain information
about all cases in the sample, definitional difficulties,
differences in the interpretstion of questions, inability or

-unwillingness ta provide correct in tion on the part t:nfa
respondents, inability to recall information, efrors made in
prodessing the data, errors e in estimating values for

missing data, and failure to represent all units with the
sample {undercoverage). .

Undercoverage in the CPS results from missed housing
units and missed persons within sample houscholds. Overalt
undercoverage, as compared to the level of the 1980
decennial census, is abeut 7 percent. It is known that CPS
undercoverage varies with age, sex, and race. Gererally,
undercoverage is larger for males than for females and lerger
" for Blacks and other races than'for Whites. Ratio 2stimation
to independent age-sex-race population controly partiaily
corrects for the bias due to survey undercoverage. Howaver,
biases axist in the estimates to the extent thet missed persons
in missed households or missed persons in interviewed
households have different characteristics than interviewed
Jersons in the same age-sex- group. Further, the indepen-
dent population controls used have not been adjusted for
undercoverage in the decennial census.

For additional information on nonsampling error in-
cluding the possible impact on CPS data when known, refer
to Statistical Policy Working Paper 3, An Error Profile:
Employment as Messured by the Currmtj‘bpu!ation Survey,
Office of Federal’ Statistical Policy and Standards, U.S.
Department of Comrgerce. 1978; and Technical Paper 40,
The Current Population Survey: Design and Methadology,
Bureay of the Census, U.S. Department of Commeice.

Sampling variabifity. The standard errors given in the foilow-
ing tables are primarily measures of sampling variabi!ity. that
is, of the variation that occurred by chance becsuse a sample
rather than the entire popuiation was strveyed. The sample
estimate and its estimated standard error enali¢ one to
construct confidence intervals, ranges that would include the
average result of all possible samples with a known proba.
bility. For examgie, if 30 possible samples were selected,
each of these ;surveyed under essentially the same ganreral
conditions and using the same semple design, and if an
estimate and its estimatsd standard error were calculated
from each sample, then:

1. Approximately 68 percent of the intervals from one
standard error balow the estimate to one standard error
above the estimate would include the average result of al
possible sam ples. -

!

2 Approximately 90 percent of the intervais from 1.6.

standard errors below the estimate to 1.6 standard errors

possible samples.

3. Approximately 95 percent of the intervals from two
standard errors below the estimate to two standard errors

above the estimate would include the averq’ge result of al
possible samples. | :

The averags wstimiate derived from all po?sib!e samples is
or is not contained in any particular corfnputed interval.
However, for a particular sample, one can say with a
specified confidence that the average estimate derived from
all b’éssible samples is included in the confidence interval.

Standard errors may also be used to perform hypothesis
testing, a procedure for distinguishing be,{ween population
parameters using sample estimates. The most common types

. of hypotheses appearing in this report arefﬂ the population

parameters are identical o7 2) they are different. An example
of this wokild be comparing the median age of farm residents
versus tha median agé of nonfarm residents, Tests may be
performed at various levels of significanpe, where a level of
significance is the probability of conclL’ding that the para-
meters are different wheit, in fact, they are identical. All
statements of comparison in the text have passed a hypothe-
sis test at the 0.10 leve! of significance or better, and-most
have passad a hypothesis test at tha 0.05 level of significance
or better. This means that, for most differences cited in the
text, the estimated differonce betweer] parameters is greeter,
than twice the standard arror of the difference. For the other’
differences mentioned, the estimated difference between
parameters is between 1.6 and 2.0 ti bs the standard error of
the difference. When -this is the ’%ase, the statement of
comparisqn is qualified in some way: e.g., by the use of the
phrase “'some evidence.”

-

Comparability of dats, Data obtained from the CPS and
other governmental sources are notentirely comparable. This
is due M iarge part to differences in interviewer trainin'and
expetience and in differing survey processes. This is an
additional component of aer¢t not reflected in the standard

- ervor tables. Therefore, caution sHould be used in comparing

resufts between these different soyrees,

Comparability with othar data.'/ In using metropolitan and
nonmetropolitan data, caution s]hould be used in comparing
estimates for 1977 and 1978 to each other or to any other
years. Methodological and sampFe design changes oceutred in
these years resulting in relatively large differences in the
metropolitan md,nonmetropoi

estimates for 1978 and later a

for 1976 and earlier. . .

Caution should also be useél when oompacing’five-q arter
average estimates for 1982, which reflect 1980 census-based
papulation controls to those five-quarter average éstimates
prior to 1982, which reflect/ 1970 census-based Hopu¥ation
cantrols. Caution should be used when comparing one month

comparable as are estimates

controls, to those for 1971 through 1981 wiich reflect 1970

_estimates for 1982 which ust 1980 census-based population

o above the estimate would._include the average.result of all _ _ census-hased. population_torjtrols. Thischange in population

controls had rélatively littie impact o summary measuras

* such as means, medians, and percent distributions, but did

have a significant impect on levels. For example, use of the
1980-based population con}lrols resulted in about a 2-parcent

30 y
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tan area estimates. However,”
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increase in the civilian noninstitutional population and in the
number of families and households. Thus, estimates of levels
vfr.nr five-quarter average estimates for 1982 and estimates of
levels for monthly estimates for 1982 will differ from those
tor:earliar years by more than what could be attributed to
actual changes in the population, and these differences could
be disproportionately greater for certain subpopulation
groups than for tne totaf population,

Table B-1 it & spacial tabulation that compares selected
1981 characteristics based on 1980 census population con-
trols and 1970 census population &éontrols by farm and

“nonfarm residence. (Similar comparisons for 1982 are not
available.) Use of the 1980-based population controls
resulted in about a.1.Q percent increase in the 1981 farm
population and about a 2.3 percent increase in the nonfarm
population.

_____———'__—
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Note when.using smatl estimates, Summary measures {sich
a5 medians and percent distributions) are shown in report
only when the base is 75,000 or greater. Because of the large
standard vrrors involved, there is little chance that summary
measures would reveal usaful information when computed on
a smatler base. Estimated numbers are shown, however, even
though the relative standard errors of these numbers are
larger than those for corresponding percentages. Those
smaller estimates are provided primarily 10 permit such
combinations of the categories as serve each data user's
neecs. - ,

Standard errors for data based on the dscennial consus. Sam-
pling errors of all data from “the samples of the decennial
censuses shown in this report are small enough to be

E:Ii'sregarde d. .

Table B-1. Comparison of Selected Characteristics Based on 1980 Census and 1970 Census Population Contrals,

by Farm and Nonfarm Residence: 1981

(Kupbers in thousands)

Firm Honfarm
| ¢ -
Charaecteristic ) 1980 census 1970 ecensus 1980 eensus 1970 census
population population population population
. controls eontrols controls controls
TOtALl PEESONS..eeueenerrreranecsnernsnins 5,80 | ' 5,790 218,763 213,79
uale-II‘-0'0::0-‘0000-'0'0'0-0000000000'0.0-0---0 3]029 2'999 + 10‘%334 102,922
Feml:lle.-....u-.--..---..u-...-:...........:c. 2]821 2.791 113,428 110,871
N ‘ * A . >
whitQCIC-0'-0-0'0'0---000-0---000---00-0----“- 5‘526 5|&86 187'016 183,571
Blackﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ """"" 0'00-‘"00---0'-'-0‘-00-‘-000. 229 222 26'1% '_ y25'708
Spanish Originxcc ----- Pasat st tgdanaattbaat it 114 111 131907 131428
\ . .
UNdOr L& YOaTB. o vuuauteanmustasatasaatactaanmatas 1,131 1,116 46,384 45,151 |
14 to 24 YOOALS s st tat st taatstatstassatnnssntntnn 1,,13? 1.120 43,389': 42,262_
. 25 to 34 VOOLB s ¢rtaaattatttatanaattaatnatannsts (31 605 36.954 35,628
35 to Ab yearse........ D I 693 694 Y 25,385 25,132
G5 £0 58 JOBIS . eueeuuesanactasatansansinnsancnnn 763 §76? 21,696 21,670
55-40 64 yROTS., ... eaan.. veasaean teeaaceraen 772 758 20,949 20,402,
65 YCOrS AN OV .t v atataaattataaaattaatststss 7137 131 |- 241006 23,5&8
Modlan ABO. ..ttt acatssttanssstsassas s YRATS., 35.6 35.7 30.3 30.3
inside SMSA'S....... A4t acnadaaattantanatsan 948 940 150,758 147,164
- OSMS5A's of 1 millien or more....... etagataae 224 224 85,511 | 83,780
SM5A's of less than 1 mill10nessveenavncraens 723 716 65,247 63,364
OCutslde SMOA Sy crevtctsaaratttasaataasansassns 4.901 4,849 68,006 66,650
Total, 14 yenrs old and OVOT.evsasasarass 4,718 T 4,674 172,378 | ° 168,643
In 1ahor fOrCe: ccavtragasacattanatastattstsnsesata 3’030 3’008 106;8"'1 104;558
Bﬂployodcc....ccc.ct.c....c-.c-.c‘..c.c..ofc:c 2’945 2’924 987596 96;515
Agriculturcccccc ...... R R AR 1,63“ 1,628 1,921, 1’870
Sclf.employed wOrkersS..vseevevassassanass 1,038 1,037 609 596
Wﬂgﬁ and salar}’ WOrKOr S s s tanattattataten 345 338 1|247 1,209
Unperid fomily WOTkers.«.ovicsrrioiecoaans 251 252 65 65
Nonapricultural workers. ... ..cofcuiiierecsas 1,311 1,296 96,675 .® 94,645
UNemPLOY et ve e cettanatanatasanssanntansanss 85 84} - 8,245 8,043
Not in labor F 0.7 PP PR P 1,688, 1,666 65,537 64,085
lpargons of Spanish orifin may be of any race. ¢
Source: Current Population Survey five-quarter averages echtered on April 1981. . .

r

Q

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Standard error tables and their use. In order to derive
standdrd errors that would be applicable 10 a larger number
of estumates and could be prepared at a moderats cost, a
number of approximations were required. Therefore, instead
of providing an individual standard error for each estimats,
generdlized sers of .standard errors are provided for various
types of characteristics, As a result, the sets of standard
errors provided give an indication of the drder of magnitude
of the ‘standard error of an estimate rather than the precise
standard error. / ~

The figures presented in tables B-2 through B-5 provide
approximations to the standard errors of various estimates
for famities and for persons, To  obtain standard errors for
specific characteristics, factors from table B8 must be
applied to the standard error; given in tables B+2 through B-5
in order to adjust for the combined effect of sample design
and the estimating procedure on the value of the character-
istic. The figures shown :i}w table B-7 provide standard errors
for number of chitdren ever born and number of expected
lifelime births per 1,000 women, Standard errors for
intermediate values not shown in the generalized tables may

-

be approximated by*interpolation, ;

Table B-2. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers
of Persons or Families in the

Farm Population ’ ¢
v

(Nunbers in thousands)

§ize of cstimate Standard error
2500000000000000000000)00004 8
S50uaaassressssssssssssssssns 11
1000cccccccccccccccccccccccc i 16
250............9............ d 25
500¢¢ccccccccccccccccccccccc 35
1 0000cccccccccccccocccccc.e 49
2 5004¢¢¢¢¢¢cccccccccccccocc 78
5 000000lccccccccccccccccc!c 109
10’0000000000000000000lccccc ‘152
15,0000000004000000-‘0000000 184

~ Bote: For a particular ¢haracteristic, sge
table B-6 for the appropriate factor to apply to
tho nbove standard errors.

Two parameters {denoted “a’’ and "'b") are used to
calculate standard errors for each type of characteristic: they
are presented in table B-B. These parameters were.used to
caleulate the standard errors in tables 8-2 through B+6 and to
calculate the factors in table B-6. They also may be uséd to
directly calculate the standard errors for estimated numbers
and estimated percentages. Methods for direct computation
are given in the following sections. _
Standard erfrors of estimated numbers, The approximage
standard error, oy, of an estimated number shown in this
report can be obtained in two ways, It may be obtained by
use of the formula - L

o =fo (1)

where f is the appropriate factor from table B-6 and o is tHe
standard error on the estimate obtained by interpolatio
from table B-2 or B-3, Alternatively, standard errors may be
approximated by formula {2} below, from which the
standard errors were calculated in tables B+2 and B-3, Use of
this formula will provide more accurate results than the use
of formula {1) above. ¢

) oy=+ ax? +bx °

-

{2}

. Here x is the size of the estimate and a and b are the

parameters in table BTG associated with the particular type of
characteristic, .

Illustration of the computation of the standard srror of an
estimated number, Table F of the report shows that'
1,608,000 farm residents ‘14 years old and over were
employed in agriculture. Interpolation in table B-2 shows the

+ *
.

Table B-3. Standard Ervors of Estimated Numbers of

Persons or Familiés in the Total -

or Nonfarm Population
(Numbers in thousands) '
Size of estimate - Standard error
T L
25.‘0000000000““0000000000 7
sq‘ccclc '0!0!'.0“000 ‘.0’00.0‘ 11
100|¢¢flclccccc.cc.lclnccncc . 15
250.0."00..0..00lll““““ - 24
50000.40000000.000000 LERERE N ] 33
1,000, c0uivvaniapssnnssssns 47
. 2 50000000000000000000000000 74
5 000000UCCCCCCQ‘C“““““C 104
1‘0’000““"0000000000000000 * 145
15,000,000 0iiissavvssanssnns o 176
25’0000000000000000000000000 221
50’00000000‘000000000000‘.000 293
lm’ombccccﬂﬂlﬂﬂ"“““l““ 348 N
150’00010000000‘000000000’000 3\27

1To derive the standard errors for an estimate
greater than 150,000,000, use formula (2)..

Note: For a particular characteristic, see
table -6 for the appropriate factor t0 apply
to the above standard errors.

-

standard error on ai1 estimete of this size to be approxi-
mately 61,000, Table B-6 shows that for the farm, agri
culture employed characteristic, the appropriate factor is 1.0,
Applying the factor and using formula (1} would weld a
standard error of 61, 000!

"The B8-percent confidence -interval for the number of
farm residents 14 years old and over employed in agriculture
is from 1,647,000 to 1,669,000, The 95-percent confidence
interval is from 1,486,000 to 1,730,000 (Using twice the

uslng formula-(2) 7 tmd table B-6, the spproximate

32
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. Table B-4, Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Persons or Families in the Farm Population

~Base of percentages Estimated percentages
* {thousands) . 1 or 99 2 or 98 5 or 95 10 or 90§ 25 or 75 50
2500'_‘00000550055500050050000000550 3'1 504 - 608 * 9.& 1356 1507
+ 50""."“.i‘.“““"""““""‘ 2.2 301 .458 :606 9‘6 1101
* 1 PR N T TR F T R S S A O R A P e P ’ 106 202 B "_'ai" _{‘o_?_ T _6;8- 708
25000000000bOOOOQOOOOOQOOOO"QOQOO' 100 1'& 202 300 4;3 500
5000000OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO'OOOOOOO + 057 1'0 105 2'1 300 * 305
A I'MOOOOOQOOOOOOOOOOyOOOOOO0000000 005 ! 007 1;1 105 * 2;1 2;5
2'5 IE R E R FEFFEERLEINFEIFIE S FE R EEE FEE 0‘3 004 007 0}9 1'4 106
5 0000;;;;000;-;;;-00 YIRS 002 0;3 0;5 007 1;0 1.1 e
10 mo"""00“00'0’0“‘0‘0{"00"0 0'2 002 003 005‘ 007 008
15 mo"""OOOOOODOOOOOOOQOOOOO'OO 0'13 002 003 00? 006 006
Note: Por a particular charactsristic, sce table B-6 for the apyropripte factor to apply to the above
standard .errors. «l
Table B-5. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Persons or Families in theTotanrNonarm Population .
Base of percentages Estimated percentages
(thousands) - 1or99| 20r98] S5or9s| 10er 90| 25 or'75 * 50 .
250'0‘00'00"'0‘-0'00l.OO‘OOOOOOO‘OO 3'0 b 502 605 809 1209 1&09 -
50000000000000000"'OOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 2‘1 2'9 406 ’ 603 901 '10'5
lm.OOOOOO‘OOOOQOOOOIOO LR R R R EE NN J 1'5 201 3.2 - 505 60& ?Oh
2500005DOO.OO0"00'0'000000.0'00.00 0'9 1'3 + -2'1 208 * 401 4'?
50 L T L L R e ) 0;7 0;9 15" 200 2;9 3.3
1 Oml"OOQQOt'll't"""""".tOb 005 007 ltm 104 2'0 2'5 ’
2e500s s assrsrraresnnsrersassassssrs 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.9 1.3 1.5
5 om.‘it FE RN AN E N AL LA N E ML E 4 002 003 0.5 0;6 v 0;9 1.1
' 10’%000'50000'00500 [T T R A 0015 '0¢2 003 00& 0'6 00?
15’00005000'00'00".bb'g."_"""b' 0012 0.2 003 00& 005 0'6
250000'000'00...0.00 LR NN NN NEE R 0009 0013 ’ 002 003 0'“ 0'.5
Y50,000..  snrirrtrrrrrarnts sreveeny 0,07 0,09 0.14 0.2 0.3 0,3 *
lm m'bbbb"'\b'\..0550.\550550000 0'05 0007 0010 0514 0'2 002
150 000.""."".""'.'. EE R EE NN N 0.04 0'05 0'03 = 0012 002 0'2
200,000+ 0100 00smssnsnnnnsrenssnnnes 0.03| * 0,05 0.07 0.10 0.14 0,2
LY Y +

Note: Por a particular chmcteristic, see table.B-6 for the appropriate factor to apply to the abové ‘
starklard errors, .

- n

standard error). Therefore, a .concluslon that the average Alternatively, the standard error may be approximated by

estimate derived from all possible samples lies within a range formula (4} below, from which the standard errors in table
computed in this way would be correct for roughly G5 B4 and B'5 were caleufated; dtrect computation wil give
percent of alf possible samples, more accurste results than is¢ of the standard error tables

Standard srrors of sstimated percontages. ‘The reliability of and the factors.
an estimated pescentage, computed by using sample data for ' C
both numerator and denominator, dapends on both the size . . '
of the percefitage and the size of the total upon which this : %{x,p) = ¥ =, p (100-p} a4
percentage is based, Estimated percentsges are relatively .

+ more reliable than the corresponding estimates of the Herg x is the size of the subclass of persons or families which
numerators of the percentages, particularly if the parcentages is the base of the percentage, p is the percentage oLerL

are 80 percent of mose, When the numerator and denomi- 100), and b is«the parameter in table B-6 associated \mth the
~ " nator of the percentage are “in differant catégories, use the particular type of characteristic in the sumerator of ﬂ}'e

factor or. parameters indicated by the numerstor. The parcentsge, .

approximate standard error, Oy ), of an sstimated percent ) C

* age can be obtained by use of the formula

{lustration of Ihe computation of ‘the standard error of &

opp)= o (3 percentage. Table F also shows that of the 338,000 femele .
" _— farm residents employed in sgriculture, 60,000 or 17.8 "

In this formule  is the bppropriate factor from table B-6aad  Percent were viage and salary workers. Table 8-6 shows the b

& is the standard ersor on the estimate from table B-4 or B-5. parameter for this characteristic to be 2455; using formula

ERIC j ©o 33 o
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_ Table 8-6. Parameters and Factors To Be Used to Obtain Standard Errors for Each Type of Characteriatic

2 - ' . Farasoters Apply £ fastor .
Type of characteristic - ) » to the
. . _ t standard
e SV P Y factors |  error tables

e e - e — N L
A
Y

pws-mmama-mnmas&\, R T SUSURURE O -—— AN ——

Paxm Populltion_ .
T

Race, sge, sex, and employwment subsets & ¥ ’

~ Total fars populstion. sgricultural employment, . - -
or nonsgricultural employment: A : ’ .-
All TACBB s s s v vttt tsvsssrrresgr1tos s issrssrrgs ~0,000014 * 0 8'2,3'4
° Splnilh origiuotlllOllllOO‘Olg|0|..|.||||||..‘ . ) <x) 5,219 5 B“‘z 3'6
w =

[
-
&
wn
-

Unemployed; & .
Total or White..sssseeset1sssensererstsssvvess "00000006‘ 1,056 y 0.7 - 5-—2.3—‘0
Black and other raceB...cicersts10vvvvrvesoes ) "0-000053 1,211 0.7 B’zys—"
sp.ni'h ori‘iﬂ:‘o'loloooooolo_lalooaalooooollao <x) - 99? 06 8'2,3“6

Tozal or' NHonfarm Population

Populstion (race, sge, sex): e ,

i o _TOtAL OF WHLt@as s s v smrstrsnnistass srsoanst ot |owmn oo ———ooo— e - - _.._._....-.._._._.B“'s .B-s

spani‘“origiuoloopoooololnollololoooolo LERE] "00000039 . ?,815

. 0.0
Qllék ‘nd othe‘l‘.‘ r.CQ.ioo-oogo-olooloooooo re're . 0.0 0 0.0 8'3,3”5
1.9 B~3,B-5

Enployment subsets ‘
. P
Agricultural enplgnent. & . 4 .

All nces-;.p-f P R PR R P I -0.00001? 2,050 100

. 4 Nouagricultural euploynent. ,

Total ol‘ White.rvosnterevervnrotostortorsenss -0.000003 ) 1,081 . 0.7

* u.le‘ LR N N N N N """0'000"""' .oomls ‘935 a o ?

. Fﬂ.l’oo R A P T R Ry ~0, 0600010 801 . 0.6

M Black and Other PACES. 1 vt e vsiToivsrssrsenss -0, 000069 1,081 0.7

) ‘u’le"‘"““““:'0"""""“00‘-““"‘ -00000115 935 L ' o"‘

?m‘l“““““"“""““““"‘""““' "000000?9 801 o 6

0.5

. ) .

"nmployed“'00":OO'O‘O"O'O"OO“‘"OO"OIO“ -o'mmoa 552
Metropolitin Residence '

Nonfarm!? . -
Total or Whit®. ... v v svvssrrisvrrrarrieriarn, -0.000010 2,212‘ 1,0 .
Bl‘cko!Olllolo-oo'l‘ovoo‘aO-‘OO“OO'OO"‘OO“‘! '00000160" 3.3"9 ) 1.,3 I] .B-3,B_-'5
sp’nish Orlgin. . ssi i s00 00100000 ieianan ) x) ?.815 1.9

. SFamg - ’ ) . .
) Total or 'hitealolllll-lallloloa- EEXITREREE N B "0000001? s {,36 1
Blaﬁkgnnoao.‘o--o'aaooao'oo IR ETERER R RS PN '00000262 3 765 1
spani!lh ori‘inoaololol-aaol-oaaoagg--oloaoaoo " - <x) 1? ?96 2
Nonmﬂetropou.tan Residence - -
Nonfarm: .7 : ’ '
Tota]. or 'hite‘volo‘voivl‘oill‘loov‘vovloll‘00 "’OOOwors ] 3.318r . 1.2
Blacksssrsisrvoredrivsrosrissrtctoresivsnones . ‘000‘00260 5.7?6 1.6 "'3 B-5
spanish‘oriﬂnoav‘--aoo-o-oa-loioolllao-ooooo * <x) ?,815 109
. - .
Farm: - . . '
v Total or whitelvl'l‘v‘v‘vvl'vvllvlllovlllolol * ‘0.006026 ? 556 1 a - B"z,M
BlacK. sososutseversersesssortrrsrtsesstsesrrs "'000003_93 13 148 2.3 . &'2,8"6
spﬁn{ah ori“inlololo‘ollliolotvvlovll‘v@lllllll (x) 1? 796 2.7

See footnotns at end of teble. : . ’ 4 ‘.
* ) . L] \ 1 i 34
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' chavacteristics, use the "a” and "b" parameters given and forwulae (2) or (4).
L] r -

NOTE: For regional (Morth Central, Northeast, South, and West) date cron-tsbulatecl' with other dats,

" ERIC* S

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

apply the factors 1.0z, .99, 0.98, 0.84, respectively.

{4) the standard e;ror, Ofx,p)» ON &V estimate of 17.8 percent
is

J g 178100, o-}ms} %3 percant’

Tﬁus, the aa-pereent confidence mterval on the percent of
famale farm résidants that wera wage and selary workers'is
from 14.5 to 21.1, and the Qﬁpercent confidance lntervalg

from.11.21t0 244, ; ’
* Algrratively, using formula (3}, table 5-4, and factor table B8,
proximate standard srrer Is computed to be 1.0 x 3.3 = 3.3

35

-

\‘l

For regions North and West combined, use 9,96,

Standard error of a difference. For 2 difference between two
‘sample estimates, tha standard efror I approximately squal
to o4 77

. O(X.Y}'V 0:4-0;‘

{5}

where 0, and oy are the standard asrors of the estimates x
., and vy, respect%eiy, thé estimites can’be of numbers,
percents, ratios, ete. This will reprasent the actual $tandard
error  quite accurataly for the difforence between two

estimates of the same characteristic in two difforent areas, or

r .

- -8
- - i

-

1 - 29
Table B6. Parameters and Factors To Be Used to Obtain Stand&rd Emulor&ch'!‘m
of Characteristic—Contirfued C '
) . Pareraters Apply t tactor -
Typo of pharadteristic ' /" v P st:g;:];:
' a b tactors orror tables. .
¥ ) - ; .
MONTHLY LEVEL
Family  Ircome - ' * .
-} o P R R R R R R R “O.MII 3'16? 1,1 B-.Z,Q-‘b
Noﬂhfﬂc-ccco--cccc\n:cc‘ccoccoq-cccccccccc.-.ccc‘ -0,000010 1'721 0.9 3“3,3-5
Poverty-Family ’ i ) . .
- Farm: ¢ . “~ '
. . Total “Or White v aiiuaissraonevssasasrmasas 0.000085 3,&52 (1) (X)
_Black-cccccclccuucqucccc-..ccc.c-ccccccc.ccc . 00000085 "33&52 .(1} o (x)
Non arm: : X ’ ’
Totsl or ‘!hite--0.0044-440:.000000000\-0.000‘0 C¢.000076 1,8?6 . (1) - (x)
' BlaCK . ¢ v st sttt ar s tsaratnsstatasstrranranrna 0.000076 1'376 (1) . (x) +
Marital Status~Household sand Family , -
~—Charscteristics . ' L .
Family . .
£
. ’
Farm: "o I = ’
Total OFr WNIt2. i iouvirvsnsrnsstanasstvnnnoas =0.000011 2,556 - 109 3-2'3'4
R Blsck and Other races..vivsvevsssarsssssnasan -b.000097 2'309 1.0 B-Z,B-Q
L] L] y '
Nonfarm: .
. Total Or"hite-ccutuuuuccocc Ard s aas s st a g -0, 000010 1'339 4 0.8 B-3,B-5
Black and other FPACCB r v unrssnss st asstannrres :-o,onwa? 1’255 0.8 B-—3,B—5
= ’ + ¥ ‘
Persons ‘-
Farm: ' = . ] - p—
* ’[bt'l or w‘hite.u.u...-....u.......u.....r "0.000023 6'635 i 1.? * 5-2'3-4
Bl'ck“““.“““"‘U“"“"“““‘U“"“‘ "'OQOWzas 9'538 z.o B-z'B-4
’ N . " .
Nonfarm:
Totsl or whit@-‘cccccccccccc0000000404-0ccc-- -0 00001? 3.500 1.3 3-3,3-'5
i * Bl‘°k¢-000000-0c-ccccc-9-4-0--400-40040000000 -0 000210 5,020 105 B“S'B“s
Fartil:lty (Number of Women) '
. ]
F‘m¢¢000\000000010000000001-00¢¢¢¢l¢00040000000 -0.00006;2 3,2&2 1.1 3“2'3“&
¢ Nonra.m--ccc00400000--.-0.0000004..:404-0000000 . -0.00‘0‘031 1'693 . 0.9 ] 3—3,3-5'
g
' X Not applicable. , . . *
L L] ’ bt ) r A ' ) -
1"¢* factors are not svailablo for these ‘characteristics. To cbrain standsrd errers for these

4




3 . ) et )
for the difference between two separate and uncorrelated
characteristics in"the same area. If, however, thete is a high

positive {negative} correlation between the two character-
istics, ithe formula will overesnmate {underesﬂmate} the true

— S étendarderror. 0 0 -

Al

Ifustration of the computation of tha standarderror of a

difference between estimated percentages. Table F of this
report also shows that of the 362,000 femalie nonfarm
resident agricuitural workers, 262,000 or 68.6 percent wer¢
wage and salary workers. As mentioned above, the percent:
age of female farm resident agricultural workers that were
wage and salary workers was 17.8 percent. Thus, the
parent difference between farm and nonfarm fe I

agrimltural workers that were wage and salary workef

51.8 percent. Using table '8-6-and formula {4}, the staqdard
error,” Oy p), ©N an estimate 69.6 percent with 3 bise of
3623000 is approxnmately 3.5 percent. Using formula (5] the

stantfard error of the estlmated difference of 51.8 pers:ent is

about
\/ {3.3}2 +{3.5)* = 4.8 percent ji

This means. that the 68-percent confidence mten{al on the
difference between the female farm and nonfarm resident
' agricultural workers that were wage and salary’ workers is
from 47.0 to 56.6 percent. The 95-percent confidence
interval on the difference of 51.8 percent is from 42.2 to
61.4 percent. Therefore, a conclusion 'that the average
estimate derived from all possible samples Iles within a range

computed in this way would be. correct for roughly 96

~ percent of all’possible samples. Since this ;nterva! does not
contain zero, we can conclude with 95-percent confidence
that the percent of female nonfarm.tesident agriculturel
workers that were wage and salary workers is greater than the
perczat female farm resident agricultural wotkers that were
wage and salary. )

Standard error of a ratio. Certain mean values for persons in
families or householcls shown in this report were calculated
as the ratio of two numbers. For example, the mean number
of persons per family or Household Is calculated 2

x total number of persons in families or households

y: total number of families or households

Al

Standard errors for these reans' may be approximated as
shown below. The denomjnator y represents a count of
families or households of a certain ciass, and the numerator x
represents a count of persons with the characteristic under
consideration who are members of these families or house-
holds. The standard errors are approximated by the following
formula:

A

The standard error ‘of the estimated number of families or
households Oy, and the standerd error of the estlmated

[Kc

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC

. determined in step {3}.

’ o medlm —

,' number of persons with the characteristics in those families

or housgholds, oy, may be calculated by the method
described above.

Standard érfor of @ median, The sampling variabiiity of an
estimated median depends upon the form of the distribution
as well as the size of-its base. An-approximate method for
measuring the reliability of an estimated median is to
determine a confidence interval about it. {See the section on
sampling variability for a general discussion of confidence
intervals.) The following procedure may be used to estimate
the 62percent confidence limits of a median based on -~
sample data.

1. Determine, using the standard error tables and factors or
formula {4}, the standard egror of the estimate of 60
percent from the distribution.

2. Add to and subtract from 50 percent the standard error

3. Using the distribution of the characteristic, caleulate the
68-percent confidence interval by calculating the values
corresponding to the two points established in step {2).

4. Once the limits of the 68-percent confidence interval are
computed, the standérd error of a median can be
computed by the formula:

=U=L
2

where: U = Upper limit of the 68-percent confidence
. . interval. .
- L = Lower limit of_the B'B-percgnt. confidence

- interval.

lllustration of the computation of a confidence interval for a
median. According to the current definition of a farm, table
4 of this report shows that in 1982 the median age of females
living on farms was 35.9 years old. The size, or base, of the
distribution from which this median was determined is
2,701,000 women. -, .

- N

- ¢’

1. Using formula {4), the standard error of 60-percent on a
base of 2,701,000 is about 1.6 péreent.

‘ 2. "To obtain e B8-percent confidence interval on an esti-

mated median, add to and subtract from 50 percent the
standard error found in step {1}. Thi$ yields percent limits
of48.4 and 51.6. ) '

3. Sipce 43.2 percent of the females living on farms were less
than 30 yéars old and 5.7 percent were between 30 to 34
ears old, the lower limit of the medien age may be found

% inte!'pofatl on to be
36
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_ Tab!e!BJ’. Standard Errors of Estimated Fertility Ratios for the Total or Nonfarm Population

Numbor of womoR _ Children ever born or expected per 1, 000 women
. (thousands) . soo| 1,000[ 1,500] 2000| 2500 3,000] [3,500 4,000
h] 1
25000000‘0000000000’-000000‘ 51 93 129 164 198 234 2?4 315
1.1 36 66 92 116 140 L1667, 194 222 -
750 ety iar et e iaEaes s 30 54 w9l 114 135 158 181 .. =
1,000,, . iiiaviavaiirnnna, 26 47 65 1- g2 - 99 137 137 158 !
“2,0004 80 i i he e e iareaaes 18 33 45 58 10 8| 97 112
5,0001. 00 0iutiiiiaiianiaias n ~ 20 29 37 44 52 61, 70 /
Iorooo‘c-400:00-'00--4004044 9 15 * 20 26 31 33 44 50 _'/
'_15,000.............'........ 7 12 16 21 26 29 35 4]
20,000 i e m e e iaa 6 11 15 19 23 27 r 3 35
25.000‘-4ccccc--ccc-ccccccc 5 9 12 16 20 s 24 23 32 ¥
Note: To derive th standard errors for ‘he farm population, multipfy the standard errors obtained/ above '
by 1.1. . .
48.4-43.2) obiained from that formula will @eneraliy underestimate the
30+ {35‘301( 5.7 }" ds years true standerd error. The formula used: to estimate the )
. standard efror 0f a mean is ot . .
Since 6,2 percent.of the females living on farms were _ ez,
between 35 to 39 years old, the median age of the upper. . _ox - -;S it
limit 32y be found by linear interpolation to be about L. g ¢ .
51,6-48.9 where y is the size of the base and b is the parameter from
36 + {40-35) (—-———5_2 )= 37.2 Years table B-6 commesponding to the cheracteristic of interest. The
* ’ variance, ‘§?, is given by formula (8) ~ ~
Thus, the 68-percent confidence interval on the median . s AP ' ‘ i
age of females living on farms is from 34.6 to 37.2 years. 5 "_31 PR =% (8
[ l=
)?I_. The standard error of the median is, therefore, : v
. ’ where X.is the mean of the distribution; ¢ is the number of
372345 , groups; | indicates a specific group, thus taking on values 1
o 2 = 1.3 years \ through c; p; is the, estimated Proportion with the character- .
. \ istic in grelip i, Z;,1 and Zjare the lower and upper interval
Similbrly, the 95-percent confidence intervel on the boundaries, respectively, for group i; and X; = Z;,q + ,
median age of females living on farms is found to be from . . 2
3310 33'5'3 . ) - .which is assumed ip be the most representative value for the
. ) : characteristic for Persons or families in group i..Group ¢ is
Standard error of estimated arithmetic mean. The standard open-ended, i.e., no upper interval boundary exists. For this
error of an arithmetic mean can be approximated by formula °  8rouP, an approximate average value is
{7) below. Because of the approximations used in devsloping o
, formula {7), an estimate of the standard error of the mean - %o = (3/20Z¢.q .
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