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We Americans take a good look at ourselves

every 10 years to see how many of us there are, our age

and racial makeup, where and how we're living, our
educational attainment, the work we do and how much we're
paid for it, and other important facts. We've taken a census
every 10 years since 1790, when the framers of the Constitution
decided that censuses were important enough to be

required by that document. In 1980

we took the 20th census.

When we look at each new census and compare

the results with those that have gone before, we can measure
what's been happening to us and perhaps determine where
we're going. Here is our latest national photograph, side

by side with the one developed in 1970 and sometimes
earlier ones. Occasionally you aiso will find snapshots

from the many surveys taken between

the censuses.
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We're stili growing, but more siowly ...

The census showed that there were 226,545,805 of us living in the United States
on April 1, 1980; 10 years earlier we numbered 203,302,031. This gain of some
23 million i1s equal to our entire population in 1850. Yet it was the slowest
growth-—just 11.4 percent-—in this century, except for the Great Depression
years of the 1930s. For comparison, the first census in 1790 revealed a
population of just under 4 million, by 1900 we had grown to 76 million, and by
1950 we numbered about 151 million.

We'll grow even more siowliy from now on ...

Trends shown by censuses and other statistics on births ana deaths, ard the
numbers of people moving inte and out of the nation, help dermogiaphers
{professionals who study population trends) to estimate our populaticn from year
to year and also ta look ahead. For instance, they know that during thr' summer
of 1983 we passed the 234 million mark.

Our total numbers in the future, of course, will depenc on what happens to
the fertlity, mortality, and net smmugration rates. The Census Bureau has developed
several senes of population projections that take these rates into account. If we
look at the muddle senes, we see 3 growth of 9.2 percent in the 1980s and 7.
percent in the 1990s. Population growth is expected 1o continue 10 slow as the
next century unfolds.

Here are some projections of what we may number in the future.

1985: 238,648,000 2000: 267,990,000
1990: 249,731,000 2025: 301,022,000
1995: 259,631,000 2050: 308,856.000

We're still moving west—and south . ..

From its 1790 location 23 miles east of Baltimore, Maryland, the nation’s
“population center’ has moved steadily west and slightiy south over the
decades. The center* crossed the Mississipp. River sometime during the 1970s to
Jefterson County, Missouri, as measured vy the 1980 census.
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*The “population center” is where the country would balance perfectly 1f i were 4 tlat surface and
every person on it had equal weight.




Ninety percent of our growth in the last decade was in the South and West,
and for the first ime, more than half of cur poputation {52.3 percent} was living
n those two regions on census day Here 1s the growth from 1970 to 1980
R compared with the previous decade.
1980-1990 “\ 1970-1980 1960-1970
perent The Northeast: 0.2 percent 10 percent
North Central States. 4 percent 10 percent
The South: 20 percent 14 percent
VAR The West' 24 percent 24 percent
r~-—~—\ _ The Mountain States grew the fastest in the last decade, an increase ot 37
percent. The Middie Atlantic States actually lost population - just over 1 percent
) :
< - ' 1980 State Population, Ranking, and
¢ 3 B Change Since 1970
o Percent change
- 1980 population 1980 rank 1970-1980
15 = Alabama 3893888 22 131
< Alaska 401,851 51 328
U Artzona 2.718.2145 29 831
A < Arkansas 2,286,435 33 IRy
iy S Catorraa 23667502 ! 185
£ b £ o Colorado 2,849,964 8 308
5 i 2 oY Connectican 3.:02.5%76 25 2%
z Stz Delaware 594.338 a8 84
g W f:’ Distrct of Columba 638,133 47 1546
= & = Flonda 9,746,324 / 435
Georgia 5.463,10% 13 19.1
Hawatii 964,691 39 2513
ldaho 943,934 a4 24
1Hinois 1142618 5 28
- 18 Indiana 5.490,224 "2 57
lowa 2913 808 27 31
1990-2000 Karrsa 2.363.679 32 51
n Louisiana 4,205,900 19 154
Maine 1,124,660 38 132
128 Maryland 4,216,975 18 /5
Massachusetis 5.73:037 11 0B
Mihigan 9.267.078 ] 43
A ; Minnesota 4.075,.970 21 71
‘ Mississiop 2,520,638 31 137
Missourn 4,916,686 15 51
¢ Montana 786,690 44 131
). Nebraska 1,569,825 35 5/
- Nevada 800,493 43 638
@ New Hampshire 920.610 47 248
4./ "a New Jersey 7.364,823 9 27
- v _ _ New Mexico 1,302,894 37 281
g T o , New York 17.558.072 7 37
v I - v North Carolina 5.881,766 10 157
= v, = v North Dakota 6%2,717 46 57
g p 3 § Ohio 10,797,630 6 1.3
< t 2 - Oklahoma 3,025.290 26 182
c g ° c Oregon 2,633,105 30 259
= = = - Pennsylvarya 11,863,895 4 05
: Rhode Island 947.15%4 40 03
LV South Carolina 3,121,820 24 205
South Dakota 690,768 45 37
Tennessee 4,591,120 17 169
Tenas 14.229,191 3 27
Utah 1,461,037 36 379
Vermont 511,456 49 150
Virginia 5396818 14 149
Based on trends already Liking Washington 4,132,156 20 21
place, here are regional population West Virginia 1,949,644 34 , s
projections far the final two decades Wrsconsin Rt . o
of this century: ' '
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Census numbers shifted political representation . . .

The census s required by the Constitution to deternine the number of seats that
each state will have n the U.S. House of Representatives. The nummber of seals
currently 1s fixed at 435, and states tha! fose population of grow slowly may lose
sedts to fast-growing states. Here are the gamers and osers between 1970 and
1980:

The galners: 4 scats-. Flonda
3 seats- Texas
4 seats - Cabformia
I seat - Anzoaa, Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon,
Tennessee, Utah, Washington
The losers: 5 seats- New York
Zseats  lthnois, Ohio, Pennsylvarua

1 seat—-Indiana, Massachusetts, Michigan, Missourt, New
Jersey, South Dakota

An American heritage: choosing our own ieaders...

We Americans largely control our own destiny by cecidir., -0 5 sorve in
those 435 seats, who will fill the 100 Senate seats. and et wali 1ot the reins in
the White House. The census itseif doesn't ask about vota's, .o L. veys help to
measure how many of us vate. One message is clear: Of those whe are eligible,
too few of us exercise that rarest of privileges, especially younger Americans.




Percent Growth in Population
Inside and Outside Metro Areas,
1950-1980

1950-1960

United States totai B
Inside metro areas | !
Their central cities |_]
Their suburbs 3

Qutside metro areas [
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1970-1980

Percent Voting by Sex and Age, 1964-1982

Congressional elections Presidential elections

1982 1978 1974 1970 1986 1980 1976 197: 1968 1964
Population of voting
age, tota fmiions}. 1655 151.6 1413 1207 1128 1571 1465 1362 1165 1106
Percent voted, total.. 485 459 447 546 554 592 592 630 678 693
Maes.. . 8T 866 462 568 582 591 596 H41 698 719
Females... .. 484 453 434 527 530 994 S8B 620 680 670
18to 24 yearsold ... 248 235 238 304 311 399 422 498 504 509
251044 yearsold..... 454 431 422 519 531 587 S87 627 666 690
4510 68 years uld ... 622 985 569 642 645 693 6BV 708 739 759
GSyrarsandover ... 599 559 514 570 561 051 622 635 658 663

Amernicans 45 1o 64 years old are the most ikely to vote But when one
considers thal many people in the oldest age group 65 years and over  are
well up n years and carv't get around so well anymore, these (tizens probably
make the gredtest effort 1o vote.

We re heading to the countryside and to
smaliier towns and cities...

Between the last two censuses we saw a Striking development, ohe that the
nation hasn't experienced in at least 100 years: The population grew taster
outside our metropolitan areas than n them* - - 15.1 percernt outside compared
with 10.2 percent inside. You can track this major population stuft simce 1950 in
the chart at the jeft.

You can see that the central cities of our metropolitan areas, taken together,
virtually stopped growing in the 19708,

Some developments not in the charl  our largest metro areas- those over 3
mifhion--—grew only about 2 percent in the 19/70s. Some actually 1ost population:
New York, Phifadelphia. Detroit, and Boston. Chicago ¢-ined shightly, while Los
Angeles and San Franasco grew significantly.

Growth of metropolitan areas with popuiations of half a mihon to 2 mithon

also slowed considderably compared with the previous decacde, while those beltow
500.000 grew somewhadt fuster. However, even with the slower growth rates,
three-quarters of us continue 1o hve N the metopohlan areas,

The suburbs are stll the fastest-growing sireas and much of the growth
outside our metropolitan areds- - perhaps one-quarter 1o one-third - took place
Just outside the official boundanes. But the picture farther out, away from the
more densely populated areas, 1s particidarly stikinmg. The rural population
growth mn the seventies 11 our smali villages and i the gpen countryside
was the greqatest since the 187051 These dareas grew by nearly 6 mihon -from
53.6 million in 1970 to 59.5 million in 1980, or just over 11 percent. These new
residents are not farmers; the farm population dechned i the 1970s

Why are people moving from the aties «rd suburts ? Public opirion polls
show that most people would rather five in 4 small town or rural areq it they
couid, and now more of them can becduse:

.. New employment opportunities have opened up o8 ight industres
move 1o fess expesve and more Atraciive 1oGalions

*A e TTOPROIIAN wrew generally Bas been delined as 0 centos oty of 50000 of tnore plis the
SUTSOUNIINY JUnSEHchione that tave (Ose SOCLE anirf scononine e To that Gy I sOIne s this
Involves two, ofr sa-Calle 1 Twvin™™ Clies
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* This includes Crunese, Fipinos, Japanese,
Asian Indians, Koreans, Vietnamese, Hawanans,
Sampans, and Guamanians

... Qur improved highway system gives smaller communities better access
to supplies and markets.

... Retirees are relocating 10 less congested dareas, particutarly in Flonda
ad the Southwestern States.

Also, I many areas long-time rural residents are finding jobs closer to their
home commurities rather than moving away 1o large metropolitan areas,

We're many different kinds of people...

When the nation’s 80 mitlion households received their 1980 census forms they
were asked to supply information on everyone living there, and answers to some
of the basic questions revealed the following information:

We had 116,492,644 females and 110,053,161 males. The females were
51.4 percent of our population, hardly any different from the 51.3 percent in
1970.

The numbers in the chart on the left don’t add up to the total popuiation,

because 6,758,319 million people reported themselves as ""other” race.

A question on every ce *us form asked for the number of people in the
household who were of Spanish origin. The result was a count of 14,608,673,
People of Spanish origin may be of any race: in the 1980 census, most (56
percent] reported themselves as White, but another 40 percent reported
themselves as ""other’ race.

Some racial and ethnic groups grew substantially faster than others during
the decade for a variety of reasons in addition to natural increase. For instance,
iraprovements in census methods led to a more complete count of the
popuiation. A, .d many Asians and Hispanics came to this country during the
decade.

Black population......... ... e e -+ 17.3 percent
Asian and Paaific Islander population ... ... + 1275 percent
American Indian, Eskimo, and Afeut popultion ... ...« 71.7 percent
Spanush-origin population.. ..o o i B0 percent

Together these populations accounted for nearly one out of every five
people in this country.



Percentage o: Total
Population by Age Group,
1970 and 1980

1970

T ] 1980

Under 18 years

1810 24 years

1.7

P T

P T
Y LR . .
tHar vt RN

25 to 34 years
123

XY

35 to 64 years

We are getting older...
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One of the most important measures of our population is age structure. It tells us
how many schools and colleges we will need, what will happen to the work
force, what kinds  * services should be offered and planned for and how many
and what kinds ¢! Jroducts we should make -- among other cot siderations.

Our age structure has been changing dramatically. Between 1970 and 1980
the high school age and younger popuiation decreased, while the number of
those in their early career years—--ages 25-34-. rose by almost half. The
population 65 and older also increased substantially. All these numbers are
having and will continue to have a major impact on American society.

Here 15 a statistical picture of these changes;

Population by Age Group and Percent Change, 1970-1980

1980 1970 Percent Change
Under 18 years........ 63,754,960 69,706,726 -85
1810 24 years .......... 30,022,207 23,728,117 +265
25t034 years......... 37,081,839 24,929,770 +48.7
35to &4 years........ 70,137,372 64,957,601 +8.0
65 years and over.... 25,549,427 19.979.807 +279

In addition to the actual numbers and percent change, another important
consideration 1s the shifing proportion of the population represented by these
age groups as shown in the chart on the left.

As a whole, the nation grew older dunng the decade. Qur median age (half
were older and half younger} in 1980 was 30.0 years compared with 28.1 in
1970. The median age will continue to move up, influenced strongly by the aging
of the huge “"baby boom’’' generation — those born in the 20 years following
World War Il

Because of their comparatively large numbers the baby boomers are having
an enormous impact on AmMerican society as they move through the vanous
lifecycle stages. in the sixties they filled the schools to overflowing. Right now
they are competing for jobs and there 15 pressure to find them suitable housing.
Later on, as they start reaching retirement age, their social and medical needs
and funding to provide their retirement benefits will be crucial challenges for the
country.

10



We have smalier but many more househoids . . .

Avery sigmficant tend that we expenenced e last decade, and ta we
continue to expenence, has to do with the composition of the American
household. {A household 1s the person or people ving in one dwelling urit - for
example a sngle house, an apartment in a bigh-nse, 3 row ” or town”™ houset.)

Earhier we sard our total population grew by 114 percent between the last
two censuses Yet the number of households grew by nearly 27 percent, mere
than double the population growth. How Gin that be 2 The answer 1 that there
was tremeadous growth i the number of smalter households and Lamiies Figst,
the baby boomers brgan to become old enough 1o start formeyg thesr own
households, and second. more people are ving alone both young and old
{nearly 20 milion n 198.}.

The result 15 that the average number of people per household has
drooped - from 31110 1970 10 2.75 m 1980 and, scording 1o . recent survey,
te 2.72 i 1982.

Number of Households and Percent Growth. 1970-1980

1980 1970 1970-1980

number percent number percent percent

{in millions) {millions) growth

Tuwal households........... 80.4 1000 634 100.0 +268

Family households............. 58.9 733 510 80.3 +15.7
Other households
{including people

living alone)................... 214 267 125 19.7 +719

How many bouseholds tan we expedt by 19902 The best estimate 15 aboat
97 mithon This wotld be a 20 percent groveth rom 1980, wihuch means that we
will need to build o 1ot of new howses, apantments, Jand mobie homes in the next
few years

Wedding belis have not been ringing as often . . .

A major reason we have smaller households these days is that more peopte dre
staying singile longer or are not getung maned ot all Many are ving alone, o
perhaps with apariment or housemates, stead of starting families

We know some of the ressons For instance, increasing numbers. of men and
waomen are continuing therr education  getting college degrees angd qome 1o
graduate schools And we know that lar more women are establishing careers
than ever before

The statistics since 1970 are starthng. By 1982, more than half (53 percent)
of women 20 10 24 years old had never marnied, @ vast incredse from only 36
percent in 1970. The proportion of women from 25 10 29 who had never marnied
more than doubled between 1970 and 1982 from 11 to 23 percent.

Here 1s a quick picture of the trends since 1970

11
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Persons Living Alone, by Sex
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MALE  HEMALE

198,

MALE FEMALL

1970

H

Percent Never Married by Sex and Age, 1970-1982

1982 1980 1970
Males
20to 24 years old........c.civcicorninnnns 720 68.8 54.7
250 29years old......coooii 36.1 33, 19.1
30t0 34 years od oo 17.3 15.9 9.4
Females
2010 24 years Old ... 534 50.2 358
2510 29years Old....ccooeeen e 234 209 10.5
30to0 34yearsold....... ettt 1.6 9.5 6.2

Another contribution to smalter houscholds comes from those who have
been divorced, which someumes results m dwo smadller hopuseholds where before
there was one larger household.

The divorce rate increased sharply between 1970 and 1981, so that now we
project that one of every two marnages will end in divorce. However, recent
figures indicate a modes! twirnaround. Marniages were up 2 percent while
divorces were down 3 percent from 1981, We will have 1o wait 1o seef this
develops nto 4 trend. Whatever happens, business ane mdustry planners will
watch carefully so they can adjust to changing markets.

We re better educated than ever before . ..

One of the greatest achievements of Amencan society 18 our educauonal
attainment. By 1981, 70 percent of those 25 vears old and over had at least 4
years of hugh school. This s a far gredter proportion than the 1970 fiqure of 55
percent. For the first time iy our history, the 1980 census showed. at least half
the residents 25 and older i every stdate had completed tgh school.

The reason the increase has been so sharp s that not only iave tugh school
graducion rates been improwving, but slso younger Amencans have been
repladung older, less educated Americans.

The college picture 18 just as impressive. A comparatively small percentage of
us attend college for at least 4 years, just 11 percentin 1970 and 17 percent in
1981 But the college completion percentage yrew by more than one-half while
the hugh school completion percentage grew by only one-quares

High School and College Completion Percentage by Age Group,
1981 and 1970

4 or more years 4 or more years

of high school of college
1981 1970 1981 1970

{percent) {percent)
Total 25 years old and over 69.7 502 1721 1.0
251034 years old.........mncericiimas 85.6 738 232 158
351044 years old......ccevcrerrencrnnicnnn 79.0 643 215 128
45 to 54 yearsold................. eeressiesinnrans 69.6 582 158 10.0
55 to &4 years old.. ........ O, . 62,6 438 120 8.7
65 years old and OVer ... 41.8 283 85 6.3

12
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Our women are changing the work force . . .

More wamen have been entering the job market in recent years, and this Is a
inajor reason our work force has been growing faster than the working-age
population. Between 1970 and 1981, our population 16 years old and over grew
by 24 percent, while the Gvilian work force grew by 31 percent. Women
accounted tor nearly 59 percent of this growth. and for the first time, more than
half of working-age women were in the job market-- 52 percent compared with
Jjust 43 percent in 1970. In contrast, the percentages for men actually dropped,
from 80 to 77 percent. As a result, women increased as a share of all avilian
warkers from 38 percent in 1970 to 43 percent in 1981,

We work at many different jobs . ..

When America’s households filled out their census forms, some were asked to
describe what kind of work they were doing. The result: nearly 30,000 different
occupations were reported by a work force of 104.5 milion. - .0 milion men and
44.5 million womer:. These have been placed in 503 specific jub categories under
six broad groups.

This table shows those groups and some of their major components.

Male and Female Occupiations {In milllonsj: 198"

Total* Male Female

Managerial and professional..........cocurerresninnennn. 227 135 9.2
Executive, administrative, managerial................... 104 7.2 32
Professional............cowommsnmscessnmm s snsssesessas 123 62 6.0

Technical, sales, administrative support............ocou.e. 309 110 199
fechniclans and related SUPPOTT.........oevrceerenee 31 1.7 1.3
SAIES ..ot rns e eraste s assentsean st at st s satat s e srat s 103 53 50
Administrative support {incl. dericalj.................... 17.6 4.0 135

SEVICE OCCUPALONS...........cerverrrrreriventerssrssssnsnassssessssssensase 136 5.6 80
Private household occupations...........ow e, 06 003 0.6
Protective SEIVICES..............coommmmrcrrrnsrnscrseissecsne 1.5 1.4 0.2
Oher SBIVICES.........coevermniereennsr st sasssansensanassesn. 11.4 4.2 7.2

Farming, forestry, fiShing.........coc.ccocvceomccnnsercsiiesnnncenenea, 30 26 05

Precision production, craft, repairing.............ceccorm... 136 125 1.6

Operators, fabricators, 1aborers............cce... verrerenee 200 145 55
Machine operators, assemblers, inspectors.......... 10.1 6.0 4.1
Transportation (except motor vehicles)............... 48 44 0.4
Handiers, equipinent cleaners, heipers, laborers 5.1 4.1 1.0

*Because of rounding, some maleffernale numbers do not add to total.

There are scores of interesting comparisons between men and women in the
503 occupations listed under these basic categories. For instance, among
professionals about the same number of men and women are in public refations,
in editing and reporting, and in design work {artists). Men still dominate the
engineering field {20 to 1). But among teachers below the college level, women
outnumber men by 2. to 1, and they dominate the nursing field by 23 to 1 —
aithough we do have more than 50,000 male nurses. In fact, two-thirds of the &
million professional women are nurses or teachers.

13
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How do we go to and from work? The census found that only about 6
million of us take public transportation-—6.4 percent of the work force.
Intercaungy, despite the energy problems that emerged in the 1970s, this is a
drop from 1970, when about 9 percent of workers used public transportation. A
major reason for the drop is the increased movement of people and jobs to areas
outside the cities, where mass transportation is not as available.

Cur incomes rise, but barely gain in buying power . . .

The census also asks about income in the calenur year preceding the census.
The answers for families—nearly 60 million of them-—show that their median ¢ash
income in 1979 was $19,917. (Median means half the families haz incomes under
that figure and half over it.) This was just over double the median 10 years
earlier. But when one adds up the annual increases in the cost of living
{inflation). our families experienced a “"real’” gain of only 5 percent over the
period. The corresponding gain was 35 percent from 1959 to 1969.

This table shows how many and what percentage of our families had cash
incomes at various levels in 1979.

Number and Percentage of Families by Income Groups: 1979

Number of families Thelr percentage

59,190,133 100.0
Linto $5,000..........coe.. 4,344,476 7.3
55,000 up to $10.000........... 7,746,464 13.1
$10,000 up to $15,000....... £,709,248 14.7
$15,000 up to 520,000......... 8,937,703 i5.1
$20.000 up to $25.000......... 8,485,832 14.3
$25.000 up to $30,000......... 6,586,196 1.1
$30,000 up to $50,000........ 11,048,583 8.7
$50.000 up to §75,000........ 4,326,739 39
$75,000 or more ..o 1.004,892 1.7

Not much change in the number of poor people . . .

The census aiso shows how many of us have incomes belovy the poverty line.
Based on cash income only, the number of poor people in 1979 was 27.4 million,
or 12.4 percent of the population. This represents a slight decline from 13,7 percent
10 years earhier. However, if one included the value of benefits such as food
stamps, school lunches, public housing, and medical care, the poverty numbers
would be considerably smalier.

The percentage 'n poverty among the elderly—-people 65 and clder—
dropped by nearly oie-half—from 27.3 10 14.8 percent. Two reasons for this
were increases In Social Security benefits and automatic raises to help them keep
up with the cost of living. For all families the percentage in povertly declined
modestly from 10.7 to 9.6.

A major problem for the nation cancemns the high incidence of poverty
among families having a female householder with no husband present. The
number of these families nrew by about 48 percent in the 1970s and now
constitutes 15 percent of all families, up from 11 percent 'n 1969. Not only has
their number grown, they also now make up about 44 percent of all families
living in poverty compared with 33 perzent in 1969. This combination produces a
new challenge to America as we strive 10 achieve a1 decent standard of living.

In general, poverny is higher in central cities than in the suburbs or outside
the metropolitan areas. Aithough more poor people live in the South than any
other region, .ts proportion of these people dropped frorn 46 to 41 percent in the
last decade.
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Were a nation of homeowners, and the percentage is
slowly rising . . .

In spite of higher costs in the last decade, increasing numbers of Americans
continued 10 buy homes. The 1980 census showed that about two-thirds of the
nation's households lived in units that they owned. And 65 percent of these
owner households had mortgages, the rest having paid for their homes

Housing Units Occupled by Owners and by Renters, 1970 and 1980

1980 1970 Percent change
Total occupied housing units 80,378,283 63,449,747 + 267
Owner occupied units........ 51,787,104 39,885,180 +298B
Percent owner occupied  64.4 629
Renter occupied units 28,591,179 23,564,567 +21.3

Here are some other statistics about our homes:

® |n 1980 the median value of America’s homes was $47,200, up 178
percent from $17,000 in 1970.

& The median monthly housing costs for single-family homes with a
mortgage was 5366, up 113 percent from $172in 1971.

o The proportion of housing urits lacking complete plumbing facilities for
use onb hy the occupants was 3 percent in 1980 down from 6 percent in
1970 and 18 percent in 1960.

® The proportion of housing units heated primarily through electricity rose
from 8 to 18 percent, and those usiNng wood as the main fuel rose Hyom |

Owner
occupied to 3 percent during the Jdecade. While the use of those fuels w.s

units INcreasing, househo'ds primarily heating with oil products drog; ¢« from

26 to 18 percent. Most of us—53 percent—use utility gas to heat our
dwellings.

+ 29.8
© The census showed that 55 percent of our homes were air conditioned in
1980, compared with 36 percent in 1970. The actual number of homes

with air conditioning aimost doubiled.

Renter
occupied ® A high proportion of households. 87 percent, had at least one vehicle

units {automobile, truck, or van) avaiable for use by household members.

+21.3 ® \We move 3 lot. The census showed that nearly haif of our population v/as
living in a different house or apartment in 1980 than i 1975.

® More of us live in single-family homes. Households in single-family
dwellings grew 22 percent, from 44.0 milion to 53.8 milhon. And
households in multi-unit striictures grew 31 percent, from 17.3 million to

- 2..7 million. The number of households living in mobile homes or trailers

1970 1980 grew from 2.1 million in 1970 to 3.9 million in 1980. a rise of 88 percent

14
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America is changing dramaticaily . . .

You have just read the story of America as told by statistics, a composite of the
major charactenistics of our people, measured by censuses taken every 10 years
and surveys taken in other years.

Here is a brief summary of that story:

® Itis very unlikely that we will ever again grow as rapdly as during the 20
years following World War Ili.

e We are moving south and west, out of large cities, and to suburbs and the
countryside.

e Our minority populations are growing much faster than the rest of the
population.

® Qur population is aging and will continue to grow older.
e More of us are iving alone. and our families are smaller

® We're better educated.

e We're getting married later.

o Slightly over half of all women now are in the work force and many hold
Jobs previousiy monopolized by men.

® Our incomes continued to grow in the 1970s but the gains were largely
offset by increases in the cost of hving.

® The poverty rate dropped shghtly during the 1970s for the total population, but it
dropped substanually for seniar citizens.

* More of us are buying our own homes, despite higher COsts.

What of the future? If the changes in the present decade are as dramatic as
in the past one, we will see a different America when we take the next census in
1990. How different remains to be seen. One thing is certain: We can’t anticipate
where we're going if we don’t know where we arel
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