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PREFACE 
 
This is the third in a series of USDA studies of potential replacement of male popu­

lation of working age, and extends the analysis to the entire rural population instead of 
limiting it to the rural-farm population as was done in the earlier reports. Conrad 
Taeuber, now Assistant Director of the Bureau of the Census, developed the methodology 
for the original study of potential replacement of rural-farm males of working age, which 
is followed, with some modifications, in the present research. 

The replacement measures for the 1960-70 decade in this report were computed from 
data on the electronic computer tapes basic to the Series C Bulletins of the 1960 Census 
of Population, General Social and Economic Characteristics. Computations were made 
along with other tabulations of census data done by J. Allan Beegle and Dale Hathaway of 
Michigan State University for their monograph "Rural America." Prog-ramming and 
machine work were completed under the direction of W. Keith Bryant of the same Uni­
versity; the machine work was carried out at Armour Res earch Foundation of Illinois 
Institute of Technology in Chicago. AppreciCition is expressed to Beegle, Hathaway, Bryant, 
and others on the staffs of Michigan State University and Armour Research Foundation 
who did the computations with a minimum of direction from the Human Resources Branch, 
Economic Development Division, Economic Research Service. 

Acknowledgment is made to Vera J. Banks of the Human Resources Branch for her 
assistance in all stages of the research and particularly for development of survival 
ratios of the population groups included. 
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HIGHLIGHTS 
 

Comparisons are made in this report be­
tween the number of young men expected 
to attain the working age of 20 and the num­
ber of rn.en in the working ages 20-64 in 
1960 who are expected to die or reach re­
tirement age (65 years) within the decade 
1960-70, for the rural population of the 
United States. Two measures are employed 
in making these comparisons: (1) Replace­
ment ratios, the number of expected en­
trants per 100 expected departures from 
the working ages, and (2) replacement rates, 
the expected percentage increase in the 
number of m.ales of working age. These 
measures indicate changes in the rural 
working-age population that would occur if 
ther ewer e no migration to or from. the 
rural population between 1960 and 1. 970. 
Some major findings of the report follow: 

(1) For the entire United States,thenum­
ber of men aged 20- 64 in the rural popula­
tion in 1960 was about 13.5 million. It is 
expected that during the 1960-70 decade 
about 3.0 million of these men will die or 
reach retirement age, and about 5.3 million 
young me:\). will reach working age to re­
place them. This yields a replacement 
ratio of about 177 men for every 100 who 
die or reach retirement age. Therefore, if 
there were no net migration to or from 
the rural population between 1960 and 1970, 
and if the number of job opportunities were 
to remain approximately the same as in 
1960, only about 56 percent of the young 
rn.en reaching working age would find eco­
nomic opportuniti~s by replacing the older 
men in the rural population (100+177). In 
other words, about 44 percent of the young 
men in rural areas now reaching working 
age would find work only through an in­
crease in rural job opportunities or by 
moving to urban places. In the absence of 
migration, the rural working-age group 
would be increased by 2.3 million men at 
a replacement rate of 17.1 percent of the 
group for the decade. 

(2) About 1.5 million (28 percent) of the 
young men expected to enter the rural 
working-age group were living on farms 
in 1960; the remaining 3.8 million (72 per­
cent) lived in rural towns and villages or 
in the open country but not on farms. The 
expected departures from the working ages 

comprised about 900,000 (31 percent) farm 
men and 2.1 million (69 percent) nonfarm 
men. The replacement ratios for the farm 
and nonfarm groups in the rural popula­
tion were 160 and 184, respectively. The 
replacement rates for these residence cate­
gories were 16.7 and 17.3, respectively. 

(3) Replacern.ent ratios and rates are 
considerably higher among nonwhite than 
among white males mainly because of 
higher birth rates of the nonwhites. As­
suming no migration between 1960 and 
1970, the replacement ratios were 171 and 
237, respectively, for whIte and nonwhite 
rural males. The replacement rates were 
15.6 for rural white males and 32.6 for 
rural nonwhite males. Thus the rate of po­
tential growth of the nonwhite rural labor 
force was double that of the white. Among 
whites, the replacement ratio for rural 
nonfarm. males was higher than that for 
farm males, but the reverse was true among 
nonwhite males. 

(4) Among the four major regions of the 
United States, the South consistently had 
the highest replacement ratios and rates. 
Within the South, t.he South Atlantic Division 
had higher J:'atios and rates than the East 
and West South Central Divisions, probably 
because of a larger proportion of high­
fertility nonwhites. The lowest rural ratios 
occurred in the North Central Region, par­
ticularly in the West North Central Divi­
sion. In the rural-nonfarm working-age 
male population, the South Atlantic and East 
South Central Divisions were equally high 
in replacement potential, but the South 
Atlantic had the highest farm ratios and 
rates. 

(5) The highest State rural replacement 
ratio (284 entrants for every 100 expected 
departures from the working ages) was that 
of Alaska, although South Carolina, which 
had the second highest rural replacement 
ratio, ranked first in both the farm and 
rural-nonfarm segments of the rural popu­
lation. This irregularity is due to the 
relative proportions of the rural popula­
tion that were farm and nonfarm in these 
two States. However, South Carolina con­
sistently had the highest replacement rates 
among the States. The rural population of 
Nebraska had the lowest replacement ratio 
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(13 7), and Nevada had the lowest rural 
replacement rate (9.1 percent). 

(6) Among the economic subregions of 
the United States, the rural population of 
the Pee Dee and Lumber River Subregion, 
located in eastern Nor\.h and South Carolina, 
had the highest replacement ratio (326), as 
well as the hi g h est replacement rate 
(37.9 percent). Other subregions with very 
high ratios were the South Carolina- Geor gia 
Fall Line and Sand Hills Subr egion, the 
South Carolina-Georgia-Atlantic Flatwoods 
Subregion, the North Carolina Tidewater 
Subregion, and the South Carolina-Georgia 
Upper Coastal Plain Subregion, all of which 
had replacement ratios of 275 or more. 
The Kansas-Missouri Corn Belt Border 
Subregion had the lowest ratio (117) and 
the lowest replacement rate (5 percent). 

(7) For the five Southwestern States of 
Arizona, California, Colorado, New Mexico, 
and Texas replacement measures for white 
rural males of Spanish surnames were 
about 1.8 thrles as high as those for other 
white males. The highest Spanish- surname 
replacement ratio (484) occurred among 
farm males in Arizona. The corresponding 
ratio for Anglo-Americans was 168. 

(8) As groups, counties with lowest levels 
of farm family median income had highest 
replacement ratios and rates among farm 
males. The group of counties with farm 
family median income of under $1,000 in 
1959 had a farrn male replacement ratio 
of 242, compared with a ratio of only 144 
for the class in which median income was 
$6,000 or more. 
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POTENTIAL SUPPLY AND REPLACEMENT OF RURAL MALES 
 
OF LABOR FORCE AGE, 1960-70 
 

by 

Gladys K. Bowles, Calvin L. Beale, and Benjamin S. Bradshaw J. 
 

Human Resources Branch 
 
Economic Development Division 
 

Economic Research Service 
 

INTRODUCTION 

This is the third study of potential re­
placement of the male population of working 
age published by the Department of Agri­
culture alone or in cooperation with another 
agency since 1944 (£) (1).2 In the previous 
studies data were presented only for the 
farm population. The present report extends 
the analysis to the entire rural population. 
Thus, comparisons can be made between 
the potential labor supply and replacement 
of two rather different populations - - males 
living on farms and males living in rural­
nonfarm areas. 

Estimates are presented of the numbers 
of men expected to be entering and leaving 
the working-age groups in the rural popula­
tion of the United States during the 1960-70 
decade. Measures are provided which in­
dicate (1) the relationships between the 
numbers entering and leaving the working 
ages, and (2) the change in the working­
age population implied by the number of 
entrants and departures from these age 
groups. These measures, termed replace­
ment ratios, and replacement rates, are 
indicative of potential labor supply and re­
placement during a decade. 

Replacement ratios and rates, as used in 
this report, are based on the projected 
sun-ivaI and retirement from 1960 to 1970 
of persons in the working ages at the begin­
ning of the decade and the projected Sur­
vival of per son s who would become of 
worldng age during the decade. The meas-

J. Benjamin S. Bradshaw is now with the Department ofSociol-
0&J' Brown University. 

Underlined figures in parenthesis refer to references cited 
on page 21. 

ures are thus based on the assumption that 
certain mortality experience will obtain 
during the decade, and that there will be 
no migration into or out of the specified 
rural age groups. The assumption of no 
migration is made in order to illustrate 
potential rural labor supply. 

Detailed information on the method of 
computing the number of men entering and 
leaving working-age groups and the replace­
ment ratios and rates, including statements 
on the basic population data and survival 
ratios used, is presented in appendix A. 

For the 1960-70 decade, measures are 
shown for the rural population and its com­
ponent residence categories, farm and non­
farm, and for the total, white, and nonwhite 
population of these residence categories for 
the United States, regions, geographic divi­
sions, States, economic subregions, State 
economic areas, and counties. Most of the 
data are presented for the age group 20-64, 
but some additional information is shown 
in. appendix B for the age group 18- 64. The 
latter age group provides a more realistic 
indication of labor supply and potential 
replacement since most persons begin 
working at about age 18, and because many 
persons have already migrated from the 
rural population hy age 20. However. re­
placement measures usin.g the age group 
18-64 could not be computed for all areas 
by residence and color because of the un­
availability of necessary age data. 

Throughout the report, ratios and rates 
are shown only if tb~ data used were based 
on a departing population deemed large 
enough to yield reliable results. Ratios and 
rates are omitted in all cases where the 
number of projected departures from the 
working ages was less than 100. In addition, 
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in table 13 counties are identified which who will become 20-29 in the current 
included such a large military or other 
essentially institutional element in the 
rural-nonfarm population that resulting re­
placement measures might be misleading. 

WHAT REPLACEMENT MEASURES 
INDICATE, AND THEm USEFULNESS IN 
DEMOGRAPHIC AND OTHER ANALYSES 

Replacement ratios and rates are a means 
of indicating the degree to which a popula­
tion group j'.l replacing itself over time. 
For the wOl-king-age population of a given 
area, a replacement ratio of more than 
100 shows that the number of men of 
working age wOl.tld increase if none of the 
men reaching this age should migrate from 
the area. A ratio of less than 100 implies 
that if the number of men of working age 
is to be maintained, migration into the area 
must occur. Replacement rates indicate 
the percentages by which the working-age 
population would increase or decrease dur­
ing the succeeding decade if no net inmigra­
tion or outmigration occurred. 

In the absence of development of new 
economic resources or further development 
of existing :resources, areas of high re­
placement ratios and rates are thoBe most 
likely to experience heavy outmigration 
in the current decade. However, an area 
with a high replacement ratio may be 
a labor-deficit area if it is experiencing 
un us u a 11 y rapid economic expansion. 
Furthermore, there may be deficits of 
particular types of labor- -for example, 
professional or skilled workers--in areas 
6f only modest economic growth while the 
local supply of other labor categories is 
in substantial surplus. 

On the other hand, an ar ea with a moderate 
ratio may be an area of larger-than­
indicated surplus if its economic opportuni­
ties are declining. The ratios for the farm 
population understate the replacement po­
tential in this regard in most areas. Num­
bers of farming opportunities continue to 
decline as technology advances, the size of 
farms increases, and fewer young men are 
able to enter farming because of large 
capital requirements or because they are 
unwilling to farm at only a subsistence or 
slightly higher level of income. It has been 
estimated that the number of men dying or 
retiring from commercial farms that sold 
$5,000 or more of farm products in 1959 
would be about one- sixth as numerous as 
the total of farm boys aged 10-19 in 1960 

decade. Men dying or retiring from com­
mercial farm operations that sold $10,000 
or more of farm products. in 1959--typically 
the minimum output needed for an adequate 
income from farming alone--would be only 
about one-twelfth as numerous as the young 
farm men reaching age 20. 3 

Despite the fact that replacement ratios 
and rates alone do not contain sufficient 
information to allow an evaluation of eco­
nomic trends in an area, they are useful 
indicators of areas of potential oversupply 
or undersupply of labor. The implied num­
bers above replacement are, in effect, the 
approximate number of rural men for whom 
additional jobs will have to be found some­
wt.ere in the U.S. economy in the present 
decade, either within or outside the area 
of residence category in which they were 
located in 1960. 

Programs relating to utilization of man­
power, location of industry, recruitment 
for the Armed Forces, and to interrelation­
ships of rural resources and population 
rnay make use of such measures. Table 13 
indicates counties designated as eligible 
for redevelopment assistance by the Area. 
Redevelopment Administration as of Feb­
ruary 1963, so that comparison of such 
areas with noneligible counties may be 
made.4 

REPLACEMENT RATIOS AND RATES 
FOR RURAL MALES, 1960-70 

[Refer to tables 1-13, chart on cover, and 
charts 1-8] 

For the entire United States, the number 
of men aged 20 to 64 in the rural popula­
tion was about 13.5 million in 1960. During 
the 1960-70 decade, it is expected that about 
700,000 of those aged 20 to 54 in 1960 will 
die, and that ~he 2.3 million aged 55 to 64 
will either die or reach the average re­
tirement age of 65, for a total of 3.0 million 
departures. If there were no migration to 
or from the rural working-age population, 
there would be about 5.3 million rural 
young men reaching working age 20 to re­
place the 3.0 million older men dying or 

3 Shoemaker, Karl. "Impact of Economic Changes on the Farm 
Community and on Opportunities for Farm youth." Paper pre­
sented at the Thirty-Ninth Annual Agricultural Outlook Con­
ference, U.S. Department of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 
Nov. 1961. 

4 For an explanation of redevelopment categories see (2). 
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retiring, or about 177 entrants for every 
100 departures from the working-age group. 
Therefore, if the number of job opportuni­
ties accessible to rural men without mi­
grating from rural areas should remain 
approximately the same as in 1960, only 
about 56 percent (or 3 million) of the 
young rnen reaching working age would 
find economic- opportunity by replacing 
the older rural men of 1960 who may be 
expected to die or retire. Unless economic 
opportunities become sufficient to absorb 
them, the remaining 44 percent (or 2.3 mil­
lion) of the rural young men reaching 
working age in this decade would be surplus 
to the rural labor force and could be spared 
from the rural population without reducing 
the number of men in the working ages 
20 to 64. Without migration, the rural male 
working-age population could be expected 
to increase beyond replacement level at a 
rate of 17.1 percent during the present 
decade. 

There were substantial variations in re­
placement ratios and rates among the 
several regions, geographic divisions, 
States, and other subdivisions of the United 
States. The highest ratios and rates for 
rural males occurred in the South, with a 
ratio of 199 and a rate of 21. 7 percent fol­
lowed by the West (177 and 16.2), and the 
Northeast (158 and 12.6). Among the re­
gions, the North Central had the lowest 
replacement ratio (157), but the Northeast 
had the lowest replacement rate. 

The West North Central Division had the 
lowest rural replacement measures of any 
of the geographic divisions. Its replace­
ment ratio was 146 and its replacement 
rate was 11.9 percent. This division has 
sustained a large outmigration for a num­
ber of years, particularly from marginal 
grain-producing areas. 

The ratios for the white and nonwhite 
rural population differed both within and 
among the regions. In general, a high ratio 
for white persons appears to be accom­
panied by a high ratio for nonwhites, both 
among the regions and among the smaller 
subdivisions, but there were very large 
differences between the areas and between 
the two groups within the areas. 

Of the four major regions, the South had 
by far the highest replacement measures 
for both the white and nonwhite populations; 
the ratio for rural white males being 187 
and nonwhite males, 250; the replacement 
rates for the two groups were 18.7 and 
36.5, respectively. These measures imply 
that only about 40 percent of the expected 

nonwhite entrants into the working ages can 
be absorbed by replacing nonwhite depar­
tures during the decade, and that unless 
outmigration occurs, nonwhite males of 
working age will increase in number by 
over one-third. White males of working 
age would also show large labor excesses. 

Within the South, the South Atlantic Di­
vision had the highest ratios both for 
white and nonwhite males (cover page chart). 
The replacement ratio for rural nonwhite 
males in this division was 271, with a re­
placement rate of 37.3. This ratio was more 
than one-third higher than that for white 
males in the division (200), which was it­
self the highest among rural white males. 
If there should be no migration during the 
decade, only about 37 percent of the non­
white rural males reaching working age 
between 1960 and 1970 would be able to 
find work by replacing older nonwhite men 
who die or retire during the decade. The 
nonwhite rural male population of working 
age in this division would grow by more 
than one-third in just 10 years. 

On the State level, Alaska had 14,700 en­
trants but only 5,200 departures, giving it 
the highest rural replacement ratio (284) 
of any State (chart 1). The rural ratio for 
South Carolina was also very high (279). 
Although the ratio for white males in this 
State was high (242), that for nonwhite 
males (346) was two-fifths larger. The 
extremely high ratio of 346 implies that 
only 29 percent of the nonwhite rural males 
reaching working age between 1960 and 
1970 would be able to find work by replacing 
older nonwhite men who die or retire during 
the decade. The nonwhite rural male popula­
tion of working ages in this State would 
grow by more than half in just 10 years, 
if there were no migration. 

At the other extreme, Nebraska had an 
implied increas e of only 9.7 perc ent during 
the current decade among rural males 
aged 20-64, and a ratio of 137. As shown 
earlier, most of the other States in the 
West North Central Division also had rather 
low ratios and rates. 

Among the more than 3,000 counties in 
the United States, ChattahooG'hee County, 
Ga., had the highest replacement ratio (995). 
This ratio is very misleading, however, 
for the county is largely taken up by a 
military ba.se. About 94 percent of all rural 
males in the county over 14 years of age 
were in the Armed Forces in 1960. Among 
counties with a more normal population 
composition, Georgetown County, S.C., had 
the highest ratio. The ratio for rural males 
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REPLACEMENT RATIOS OF RURAL 
 
MALES AGED 20-64, FOR STATES, 1960-70 
 

ALASKA .....•.•.....•~ B 284 
SOUTH CAROLINA'" ._ 279 

NEW MEXiCO···· ••.• 238 

NORTH CAROLINA···· 235 
GEORGIA·· .... •· .. .. 224 
UTAH .............. . 219 
ALABAMA .. · .. ·...... 210 

MiSSiSSiPPi··.·.,'··.· 207 

KENTUCKy· .... · .... · 203 
ARiZONA .... · ...... · 202 

LOUiSiANA........... 202 

WEST ViRGINIA······ 200 
TENNESSEE ........... 197 

ViRGINIA··· .. ·•· .... · _196 

IDAHO·· .. ··•·•· .... · 189 
MARyLAND .... · .... · 186 
HAWAII .............. 185 

COLORADO········· 181 

OHIO···· .. ·· .. · .... · 178 

RHODE ISLAND······· 176 

MiCHIGAN .... ··· .. ·· 175 

MONTANA" .... ·.... 174 

CALIFORNIA··.·.·.··· 172 

ARKANSAS .. · .. •·•··· 172 
WASHINGTON·····.· 171 
FLORIDA .... ·........ 168 

INDIANA............ 168 

VERMONT··· ... ·· .... 167 

NORTH DAKOTA····· 166 

MAINE···· .. •··• .. ••· 166 
WyOMING........... 165 

DELAWARE .......... · 165 

PENNS YL VANIA...... 162 

MASSACHUSETTS····· 162 

CONNECTICUT....... 161 

OREGON .. • .. · .. ·.... 158 

TEXAS ...... •• .... ·.. 158 

OKLAHOMA·········· 157 

WiSCONSiN·········. 154 

NEW yORK··········· 153 

SOUTH DAKOTA.· •• ·· 152 

MINNESOTA .. · ..... ·· 151 

NEW HAMPSHIRE ... ,. 148 

NEVADA ............. 146 

MiSSOURI ...... ··.... 145 

IOWA. ....... ........ 145 

NEW JERSEY.. · ....... _144 

KANSAS ....... ••• ... _140
ILLINOiS .......... · ..~====::=:=:=:=:=_ 142 
 
NEBRASKA ... ....... _137 
 

/lUMBER OF ENTRANTS IIiTO AGE GROUP 2C·64 YEARS PER lao DEPARTURES 
THROUGH DEATH O~ RETIREMENT. 011 ASS"MP~/ON OF NO MIGRATION DURING DECADE. 

U. S. DEPARTMENT "F AGRICULTURE NEG. ERS 3014-64 (7) ECUNDMIC R~SEARCH SERVICE 

CHART 'I 
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aged 20-64 in this county was 388, and the 
replacem.ent rate 51.5 percent. The re­
placem.ent ratio for rural nonwhite m.ales 
was 463, and their replacement rate was 
71.9. Replacem.ent m.easures for white 
m.ales in this county were also very high; 
about 301 rural whiternen will enter the 
working-age group for every 100 who will 
leave it during the 1960 1 s. 

Other counties with extrem.ely high re­
placem.ent ratios were Leslie County, Ky., 
located in the Eastern Kentucky Coal Fields; 
Wyom.ing. County. W. Va., in the southern 
coal fields of that State; and Minidoka 
County, Idaho, an agricultural county in the 
rec1am.ation area along the Snake River. 

Llano County, Tex., in the eastern part 
of Edwards Plateau, had the lowest replace­
m.ent ratio (59) for rural m.ales. The re­
placement rate for this county im.plies a 
15 percent decline in the m.ale population 
of working age during the present decade. 
Llano County is a sm.all county that is 
losing young people, but has becom.e a 
growing rural retirem.ent area. About 
18 percent of the rural m.ale population of 
Llano County was 65 years old or over in 
1960, com.pared with a little over 9 percent 
for the United States as a whole. Charlotte 
County, Fla., Sierra County, N. Mex., and 
San Juan County, Wash., are other retire­
m.ent areas with replacem.ent ratios of less 
than 90. In such areas, som.e retired m.en 
enter who are less than 65 years old and 
thus add to the calculated future departures 
from. working age. 

Am.ong nonretirem.ent counties that have 
low replacem.ent ratios and rates, are Nye 
County, Nev., an older m.ining area (79} and 
Saline County, Nebr., a Corn-Belt farm.ing 
county (82). Chart 2 shows the variation 
am.ong counties in rural replacem.ent ratios. 

Rural Farm Areas. -~eplacem.ent ratios 
and rates for the farm. m.ale population of 
working age were in general som.ewhat 
lower than those for total rural and rural 
nonfarm. m.ales. In m.ost instances this is 
largely the result of protracted m.igration 
from. farming areas which has oc:::urred 
because of changing agricultural techniques, 
market conditions, desire for urban oppor­
tunities, and other reasons. The farm.popu­
lation of m.any areas is characterized by a 
bim.odal age distribution in whic.h there are 
large num.bers of late-m.iddle-aged persons 
and school-age children, hut relatively 
sm.all num.bers of very young children and 
young adults. An age distribution of this 
type is particularly characteristic of the 

white farm. population; the nonwhite farm. 
population typically had a m.uch larger 
proportion of young children. 

It is estim.ated that, in the absence of 
m.igration, about 1.5 m.illion young farm. 
m.ales aged 10-19 in 1960 will reach work­
ing age in the United States during the 
current decade, and that over 900,000 older 
farm. m.ales will leave the working ages 
through death or retirem.ent. The replace­
m.ent ratio for this population is 160; the 
replacem.ent rate is expected to be 16.7. 

Am.ong the four regions of the United 
States, the South had the highest farm. 
ratio (176) and rate (21.3), prim.arily be­
cause of the presence of a large, nonwhite 
population of high fertility. Replacem.ent 
m.easures for white farm. m.ales in the South 
were not out of line with those of white 
m.ales in other regions. Ratios for the other 
three regions lay between 146 in the North 
Central Region, and 156 in the West. 

On the divisional level, farm. m.ales aged 
20- 64 in New England had the lowest re­
placem.ent ratio (142), in contrast to the 
South Atlantic Division, where there were 
alm.ost twice as m.any entrants as depar­
tures. In the South Atlantic Division, South 
Carolina had the highest farm. replacem.ent 
ratio (255) and rate (38.5), which were 
greater than those for any other State 
(chart 3). 

The U;S. replacem.ent ratio for nonwhite 
farm. m.ales (266) was three-fourths higher 
than that for white m.ales (150), and the 
replacem.ent rate for nonwhite m.ales was 
over three tim.es that for white m.ales. 
Variation in replacem.ent ratios and rates 
for white m.ales in different sections of 
the United States was in general less 
radical than that of nonwhite replacem.ent 
m.easures (chart 4). There were no econom.ic 
subregions where white farm. m.ales had 
replacem.ent ratios of less than 100 nor 
m.ore than 240. 

As stated earlier, high white replace­
m.ent m.easures usually accom.panied high 
nonwhite m.easures. For exa'mple, white 
farm. m.ales in the Southern Coastal Plain 
had m.ostly above average ratios and rates, 
the highest being in the Pee Dee and Lum.ber 
River Subregion in North and South Carolina, 
where the replacem.ent ratio was 234 and 
the rate 30.4. White farm. replacem.ent 
m. Ie a sur e s were also high in Southe:;:on 
Appalachian areas, such as the coal-mining 
areas of eastern Kentucky, western Virginia, 
and southern West Virginia, the m.ountainous 
areas of eastern Tennessee and western 
North Carolina, and the Tennessee Valley. 
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REPLACEMENT RATIOS OF RURAL-FARM 
 
MALES AGED 20-64, FOR STATES, 1960-70 
 

SOUTH CAROLINA· •. 255 
 
UTAH········ .•.••• 221 
 
ARIZONA· ....•••••. 216 
 
NORTH CAROLINA" 213 
 
MISSISSIPPI.......••• 
 203 
 
GEORGIA .......•. 
 In 
 
ALABAMA· ••••.•••• 196 
 
HAWAll··.· ...... .. 195 
 
LOUiSiANA·· •. ·, •••. 193 
 
NEW MEXICO· 189 
 
IDAHO ... · ........ 
 188 
 
ALASKA .. · ........ . 
 119 
 
NORTH DAKOTA ... 179 
 

WYOMING 112 
 

ARKANSAS· . 11\ 

PENNSYlVANIA' 168 
 

VERMONT'" . 168 
 

COLORADO'" • 161 
 

WISCONSIN ....... . 
 167 
 

TENNESSEE· .... •• .. 165 
 

MONTANA·· . 163 
 
ViRGINIA .. ···• .•. 161 
 

flORIDA 161 
 

KENTUCKY 160 
 

WEST VIRGINIA ... . 159 
 

MiCHIGAN···· .... . 157 
 
IOWA 156 
 

SOUTH DAKOTA .. .. 155 
 

MARYlAND· ...... .. 154 
 

MINNESOTA ..... .. 154 
 

WASHINGTON······ . 151 
 

MAINE.· .. 150 
 

OHIO ...•. '" .. 148 
 

NEW YORK" .. 1~8 

NESRASKA 140 
 

INDIANA· 138 
 

RHODE ISLAND" 136 
 

OREGON .... · ...... 135 
 

NEW HAMPSHIRE '" 135 
 

CAlifORNIA 133 
 

OKLAHOMA 133 
 

ILLINOIS 131 
 

TEXAS ." ....... .. 
 129 
 

KANSAS . 126 
 

DelAWARE .. ". IH 
 

MISSOURI· ., ... IH 
 

MASSACHUSEllS 123 
 

CONNECTICUT· . 115 
 

NEVADA 
NEW JERSEY 

113 
 
1\3 

IIU"BE~ OF ENTRANTS ItHO AGE GROUP 20·64 YEARS PER 100 PEP~!lTURES 

THROUGH DEA TH OR RETIREMEIIT, 011 ASSUMPTlOIi OF 110 ,.,GRATlOIi OURIIiG DECADE. 

IIEG. ERS 3015·64(7) ECOIIOMIC RESEARCH SERVICEi.L 5 OEPARTJJENT OF AGRICUl TURE 

CHART 3 
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REPLACEMENT RATIOS OF RURAL-FARM MALES 
 
AGED 20-64 FOR DIVISIONS, 1960-70 
 

REPLACEMENT RATIO*-----------------..., 

2401--------­


120 

o 
N.E. 

o 
: W.S.C.M.A. E.S.C. MT. 

* NUMBER OF ENTRANTS INTO AGE GROUP 20-64 YEARS PER 100 DEPARTURE THROUGH 

DEA TH OR RETIREMENT, ON ASSUMPTION OF NO MIGRA TlON DURING DECADE. 

o FEWER THAN 100 DEPARTURES. 4 EXCLUDES ALASKA AND HAWAII • 

. U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
NEG. ERS 2988·64 (7) ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE 

CHART 4 

The Middle Tennessee Valley and Sand replacement rate for this subregion implied 
Mountain Subregion of Alabama had the a 21 percent increase for the white farm 
highest replacement rate for white farm male population of working ages during the 
males (26.3) of any subregion in this latter present decade. Another area of high fer­
group. The ratio of this subregion was 202. tility is the Snake River Valley, Wasatch 

The Mississippi Delta was also a zone Front, and Utah Valley Subregion. with a 
of relatively high white replacement ratios, large number of persons of the MO.rmon 
with all subregions exceeding 185, and faith whose families are traditionally large. 
rates of 22 and above. The Crowley's Ridge At the other extreme, in27 ofthe 121 eco­
and Arkansas Prairies Subregion had the nomic subregions, white farm males were 
highest replacement measures in the Delta characterized by virtually stable working­
Area, ha ving a ratio of 210 and a rate of age groups with replacement ratios between 
27.6. This subregion is distinguished by 100 and 129 and rates below 10 percent. 
large- scale rice production, mixed with These areas of stability or moderate po­
smaller cotton operations. tential increase present a peculiar cross 

Two other areas have very high white section of subregions, ranging from those 
farm replacement ratios. The Southwest with extremely prosperous agriculture to 
North Dakota and Northern Montana Plains those with only mediocre farm opportuni­
Subregion, an area Df spring wheat and ties. Areas such as southern and western 
cattle grazing, has long been an area of California, the Florida Penninsula, and the 
high population fertility, despite long-term northeastern Atlantic Metropolitan Belt 
outmigration from the rural popUlation. The have many intensive and profitable farming 
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ope rat ion s, \Xrhereas many areas of 
Missouri, central Texas, Arkansas, and 
elsewhere have large numbers of marginal 
farms which have been giving up migrants 
to urban areas for many years. 

The nonwhite farm population contrasts 
sharply with the white farm population in 
replacement measures, just as it does in 
size of farms, land tenure, amount I:)f sales, 
and farm products. 

The nonwhite farm population is located 
primarily in two large regions with quite 
different ethnic composition. One of these 
is in the South, which includes almost 93 per­
cent of the nonwhite farm population and 
where nonwhites are almost entirely Negro. 
There is an unbroken belt of economic sub­
regions, each with a nonwhite farm male 
replacement ratio of at least 200 that ex­
tends from southern Maryland south and 
west to the eastern Gulf Coast of Texas. 
Replacement rates in this zone ranged be­
tween 30 and 68 percent for nonwhites, with 
most of the subregions having rates above 
50 percent. This concentration is further 
divided into three major strips: (1) The 
coastal plain of the South Atlantic States, 
extending from southern Virginia southward 
into eastern Alabama, (2) the Piedmont 
region of southern Virginia, central North 
Carolina, western South Carolina, and 
north-central Georgia, and (3) the Missis­
sippi River Delta Area, extending from 
southeastern Missouri southward to the 
mouth of the Mississippi River. In the 
Coastal Plain Area, which is characterized 
by heavy tobacco and peanut farming, plus 
cotton, all economic subregions have re­
placement ratios of over 300 and rates over 
45 percent for the nonwhite farm population. 
The Piedmont Area, immediately to the 
north and west of the Coastal Plain, con­
stitutes a parallel strip of more diversified 
agriculture. Cotton formerly was dominant 
in most sections of the Piedmont, but has 
given way to livestock, poultry, forestry, 
and off-farm work. The ratio for the non­
white farm population of this area is less 
than that of the Coastal Plain, but still over 
250, with replacement rates mostly exceed­
ing 35 percent. The Mississippi Delta Area 
and adjacent territory in Mississippi also 
have ratios between 250 and 300. This is 
the heart of the cotton plantation country. 

The second major region of extremely 
high nonwhite farm replacement ratios 
covers most of the central part ofthe West. 
The nonwhite rural population in this area 
is spar.sely distributed, comprised largely 
of American Indians and a smaller number 

of Japanese. Much of this territory had re­
plac~ment ratios of over 300, and almost 
all of it had ratios of at least 250. In con­
trast to the South, the absolute number of 
nonwhite farm people in these Western sub­
regions is rather small, and replacement 
rates were generally below the United 
States average rate for nonwhite farm males 
(45.3), ranging between 20 and 45 percent. 

There were five subregions where re­
placement ratios fol" the nonwhite farm 
male population aged 20-64 were less than 
100. In two of these areas, in California, 
the nonwhite rural population is mostly of 
Japanese and Filipino extraction, with a 
large num.ber of older, single men who are 
survivo?:"s o:f pre- World War II immigration. 
The other three areas, located in the West 
North Central and East North Central Divi­
sions, have small, scattered, and decreasing 
nonwhite farm populations which are mostly 
Negro. Among these areas, the Southern 
Iowa-Northern Missouri-West Central 
illinois Subregion had the lowest nonwhite 
farm replacement ratio (37) and rate (-30.9). 
These replacement measures were the 
lowest for any subregion, regardless of 
color or residence, but they were based on 
only 164 departures,and represent only a 
small population. 

Rural-Nonfarm Areas. --There was less 
regional variation in replacement measures 
for the rural-nonfarm than for the farm 
area male population. Except in the Southern 
States east of the Mississippi River and in 
much of the grain-producing areas of the 
North Central Region, the major part ofthe 
conterminous United States had rural­
nonfarm replacement ratios ranging between 
150 ahd 225, with replacement rates between 
10.0 and 25.0 percent. The ratio for the 
Nation was 184, and the rate was 17.3; South 
Carolina had the highest rural-nonfarm ratio 
(288), and Iowa the lowest ratio (132) 
(chart 5). 

The eastern Southern States, extrerrle 
southern and western Texas, eastern New 
Mexico, southern Colorado, the Snake River 
Area of Idaho, and the Utah Valley had many 
areas with rural-nonfarm replacenlent 
ratios well above 200 (chart 5). Of these 
areas, much of the southeastern Coastal 
Plain and Piedmont, the coal-mining areas 
of Kentucky and West Virginia, and extreme 
West Texas had replacement ratios exceed­
ing 250. Replacement rates for these areas 
ranged as high as 33.5 in the Pee Dee and 
Lumber River Area of North and South 
Carolina. In some of these latter areas, the 
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REPLACEMENT RATIOS OF RURAL-NONFARM 
 
MALES AGED 20-64, FOR 5TAlES, 1960-70 
 

SOUTH CAROLINA .. · 
ALASKA············ . 
NEW MEXiCO ... , .... 
NORTH CAROLINA'" 
GEORGIA ••••••.••.. 
KENTUCKY......... .. 
TENNESSEE ......... . 
UTAH .............. . 
ALAIIAMA ......... . 

MiSSiSSiPPi.· •• ··•·· . 
VIRGINIA •••• , •.••. 
WEST ViRGINIA.... .. 
LOUISIANA ......... . 
ARiZONA .......... . 
",ARYLAND • , ...... . 
IDAHO· .. ,··· ..... .. 
OHIO •••.••.•••••.•. 

COLORADO········ . 
INDIANA .... ···• ... 

HAWAII ••• ·•••··••·· 
CALIFORNIA.·· .. ,.,. 
MiCHIGAN ... •• .... · 
MONTANA .. • .. ·· '" 
RHODE ISLAND······ 
WASHINGTON····· . 
DELAWAP.E ......... . 
TEXAS ............ .. 

ARKANSAS.·· .. · .. . 
OKLAHOMA.···· •... 
FLORIDA .......... .. 

MAINE •••• ·····•··•· 
OREGON ........... . 

VERMONT •. ·•••••· . 
MiSSOURI·········· . 
CONNECTiCUT······ • 
MASSACHUSETTS .•. 
WYOMING ........ .. 

PENNSYLVANIA .... . 
NEW YORK ........ .. 

NORTH DAKOTA .. ·· 
NEVADA ........ ·• .. 
KANSAS· .......... . 
SOUTH DAKOTA .. .. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE·" 
 
MINNESOTA'" .. 
 
ILLINOIS .. 
 
NEW JERSEy···· 
 

WISCONSIN" .... , 
 

NEBRASKA·· .. ····• . 
IOWA ............ . 

288 
286 

253 

248 

235 

234 

221 

218 

217 
210 

210 

206 

205 

199 
193 

190 
190 

188 
185 

184 

182 

182 

181 

178 
177 

176 

174 
173 

172 

169 
168 

iCi7 
167 

164 

164 

164 
162 

161 
154 

153 

152 

151 
149 

149 

148 

148 

148 

145 

135 
132 

NUMBER OF ENTRANTS INTO AGE GROUP 10·64 YEARS PER 100 DEPARTURES 
THROUGH DEATH OR RETIREMENT, ON ASSUMPTION DF NO MIGRATION DURING DECADE. 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE NEG. ERS 3016-64 (7) ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE 

CHART 5 
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ratio was affected by large military con­
centrations. 

In contrast to sections with medium and 
high rural-nonfarm replacement measures, 
m.uch of the North Central grain-producing 
country; the Hudson River Valley, the rural 
environs of New York City, the Lehigh 
Valley and anthracite areas of Pennsylvania, 
and the Florida Peninsula had rural-nonfarm 
replacement ratios ranging between 100 and 
149. Replacement rates generally were 
slightly under 10 percent in these areas. 

There were regional variations in the 
rural-nonfarm replacement measures for 
white and nonwhite males generally similar 
to those in the farm population (charts 4 
and 6). It is of interest, however, that while 
in most geographic divisions the nonwhite 
rural-nonfarm replacement measureS are 
somewhat higher than those for white males, 
in a few cases they are substantially lower. 
For example, in New England the rural­

nonfarm white rate was 13.3, while that for 
nonwhites was only 7.0; in the Pacific 
Division, the respective rates were 15.8 
and 7.5. Replacement rates of rural-nonfarm 
nonwhites were also lower than those of 
whites in the East North Central Division. 
Each of these cases illustrates not so much 
a large number of nonwhite departures from 
the working ages as the effect of a large 
population within the working ages 20-54. 
The replacement ratios accompanying these 
rates are fairly low, but they are higher 
than might be expected from such low rates. 
The large concentration of males in the age 
group 20 to 54 has the effect of reducing the 
proportion of departures and thus also the 
replacement rate, while the relatively small 
number of departures in turn inflates the 
replacement ratio. 

There are few obvious or consistent 
differences in replacement measures among 
rural-nonfarm males in rnetropolitan areas 

REPLACEMENT RATIOS OF RURAL-NONFARM 
 
MALES AGED 20-64 FOR DIVISIONS, 1960-70 
 

REPlACEMENTRATIO*----------------------------------~ 

NONWHITE

240 t------~ 


120 

o 
N.E. E.N_C. : S.A. W.S.C.

M.A. W.N.C. E.S.C. MT. 

* NU/oIBER OF ENTRANTS INTO AGE GROUP 20·64 YEARS PER 100 OEPARTURES THROUGH DEATH OR 

RETIREMENT, on ASSUMPTION OF NO MIGRA TION DURING DECADE. 4EXCLUDES ALASKA AND HAWAII. 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE NEG. ERS 2990·64 (7) ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE 

CHART 6 
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as compared with nomnetropolitan areas. 5 

As a result of large concentrations of 
young rural-nonfarm males, the overall 
replacement ratio in metropolitan areas 
(192) is somewhat higher than that for 
nonmetropolitan areas (182); however, the 
metropolitan rate of replacement (16.9) is 
about the same as the nonmetropolitan rate 
(17.4). Charts 7 and 8 show the variation in 
rural-nonfarm total and nonwhite male 
replacement ratios for State economic 
areas. 

Metropolltan and nonmetropolltan rural-nonfarm replacement 
measures were obtained by summation of rural-nonfarm working­
age populations, entrants, and departures for all metropolitan 
and nonmetropolitan State economic areas as identified in the 
1960 Census of Population. Metropolitan areas are identified by 
alphabetic codes, nonmetropolitan areas are identified by numeric 
codes (see tables 10, 11, and 12). 

TRENDS IN REPLACEMENT MEASURES 
 
FOR THE RURAL-FARM POPULATION 
 

FOR THREE DECADES 
 

[Refer to tables 4, 6, and 7 and charts 9-12.] 

Replacement ratios and rates for the 
1960-70 decade are presented for the total, 
the white, and the nonwhite male farm popu­
lation of working age 20- 64 for all States 
and other areas for which the number of 
departures was as great as 100. Numbers 
of persons in the working-age group and the 
numbers of entrants and departures are not 
dealt with here because the changes in 
definitions and procedures for classifying 
the farm popUlation have been sufficiently 
great to prevent comparison of absolute 
numbers. As explained in the appendix, 
however, it is felt that although ratios and 

REPLACEMENT RATIOS OF RURAL- NONFARM 
MALES AGED 20-64 

For State Economic Areas, 1960-70 

REPLACEMENT 
RATIO 

!Kill Under 150 
~ 150-174 

m 175-199 

.200-249 

years per 100 departures through death \)r 

retirement l on assumption of no migration over 
during decade. 
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REPLACEMENT RATIOS OF RURAL-NONFARM 
 
NONWHITE MALES AGED 20-64 
 

For State Economic Areas, 1960-70 

NUMBER OF ENTR~NTS INTO AGE GROUP 20-64 
YEARS PER 100 DEPARTURES THROUGH DEATH 
OR RETIREMENT, ON ASSUMPTION OF NO MIGRA­
TION DURING DECADE. 

REPLACEMENT 
RATIO 

1:1,l,l,!,l Under 150 
~150-199 
~ 200-249 
~ 250-299 
_ 300 and 

over 

c=1 Ratios not 
shown for areas 
with fewer than 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE NEG. ERS 3002.64(7) ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE 

CHART 8 

rates are also somewhat affected by these 
changes, some valid analyses of the trends 
over the three decades, 1940-70, can be 
made. 

Between the 1940-50 and 1960 .. 70 decades 
there were modest decreases in the poten­
tial national replacement of farm men who 
die or retire by young men entering the 
working ages. The replacement ratios were 
179, 168, and 160 for the three decades. 
The replacement ratio for farm males, 
therefore, has declined only 11 percent 
since 1940, although the farm population 
during the same period decreased about 50 
percent. 

This illustrates the fact that although 
hea vy outmigration greatly reduces the 
amount of the existing and oncoming labor 
force living onfarms, it does not necessarily 
alter radically the proportion of farm 
youths who are in excess of the number of 
jobs vacated by deaths or retirements.,In 

the long run, only changes in the r~te of 
childbearing or in the length of working life 
are likely to do this. Despite the economic 
pressures in agriculture that have forced 
many farms to be consolidated or abandoned, 
birth rates among farm families have re­
mained fairly high and in some areas have 
even increased, thus serving to sustain the 
replacement ratios. 

In the shorter run, selective outmigration 
of younger people can lower replacement 
ratios where not fully offset by increased 
birth rates. Workers of middle age are not 
nearly as likely to move--either physically 
or occupationally- - as are young people. The 
result is that in a declining occupational or 
residential group, the number of potential 
deaths and retirements is not initially 
reduced as much as is the number of young 
families of child- rearing age. This factor 
un do u b ted 1 y explains much of the ob­
served reduction in the U.S. farm 
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replacement ratio from 179 in 1940 to 160 
in 1960. 

There was much more consistency of 
trend among the States between the 1940 and 
1950 Censuses than there was between 1950 
and 1960. From 1940 to 1950, the lowered 
U.S. farm replacement ratio was reflected 
in declines in the ratios of 33 States. The 
exceptions were scattered among allStates. 
By contrast, only 18 of the former 48 States 
followed the national trend from 1950 to 
1960 by showing declining farm ratios. 
Despite the prevalence of increases, a 
national decline was produced (1) because 
the average change inStates having declines 
was greater than in the States showing in­
creases, and (2) because the declines oc­
curred predominantly in States with large 
farm populations. 

The de cline in U.S. replacement ratios 
between 1950-60 and 1960-70 results al­
most entirely from large decreases in the 
Southern States, primarily among white 
males in the South. All the Northeastern 
and North Central States, except Missouri, 
and all the Western States (except New 
Mexico) had either the same or higher 
ratios in 1960-70 than in 1950-60. To a 
large extent, the decline in the South was 
a consequence of a decline in population 
fertility, and to earlier migration of young 
people from farms in the South. Many 
young people in both color groups migrated 
before they reached age 20. 

Variations in replacement ratios among 
States and other areas are a result of 
long-term developments. Patterns of popu­
lation fertility, mortality, and migration, 
which determine the age structure of a 
population at the beginning of a period for 
which replacement measures are being 
computed, affect the level of potential re­
placement over time and in various parts 
of the country. During the 1940's and 1950's, 
patterns of variation in replacement among 
the geographic areas were about the same. 
Areas that had high replacement ratios in 
1940-50 were to a large extent, areas which 
had high replacement ratios in 1950- 60. 
The same is true for areas of low ratios. 
In the 1950-60 decade, South Carolina, 
North Carolina, Georgia, West Virginia, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, New 
Mexico, and Utah all had ratios of more 

than 200 (twice the number needed for full 
replacement), while Connecticut and New 
Jersey had ratios around 90 to 95, or a 
possibility of less than full replacement. 
These same States were among those with 
the highest and lowest ratios in 1940-50. In 
fact, a correlation coefficient (rho) of .94 
is obtained between the ranking of replace­
ment ratios for 48 States in 1940 and 1950, 
using Spearman's formula for rank-order 
correlation. 

Between 1950-60 and 1960-70, more 
changes occurred in the ranking of States; 
the resulting rank-correlation coefficient 
between States on the replacement ratios 
for these decades was only .82, due largely 
to the rearrangement of States below the 
highest 10. Charts 9 and 10 portray the 
patterns of farm replacement ratios for the 
1950-60 and 1960-70 decades. 

Some striking changes in the replacement 
patterns of the two major color groups 
occurred between 1940-50 and 1950-60. 
Most noteworthy was the reversal of the 
relationship which existed between ratios 
for white and nonwhite segments ofthe male 
farm population in the South. Among the 16 
States of the South, except for South Caro­
lina and Texas, replacement ratios for ages 
20-64 for white farm men were higher than 
those for the nonwhites in 1940-50. Replace­
ment ratios for 1950-60, however, were 
higher among nonwhites in all Southern 
States except Kentucky, West Virginia, and 
Delaware; States with relatively few non­
whites in the farm population. This reversal 
of the pattern resulted mainly from a com­
paratively heavier outmigration of nonwhites 
in the middle-age groups, which left a 
smaller nonwhite base population from which 
the departures were computed C!J. In con­
trast, there is greater concentration of 
white rural migrants among the young, with 
less outmigration of middle-aged persons 
than is true of nonwhites. 

In the 1960-70 decade, New York, Ohio, 
Illinois, Michigan, Kentucky, Idaho, Wash­
ington, and California all showed higher re­
placement ratios for whites than for. non­
whites. Data are not available to examine the 
trends between whites and nonwhites between 
1950-60 and 1960-70, except in the South, 
but as indicated above, only Kentucky in the 
South had a higher white than nonwhite ratio. 
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REPLACEMENT RATIOS OF RURAL-FARM 
MALES AGED 20-64 

For State Economic Areas, 1960-70 

REPLACEMENT 
RATIO 

t:~:~:~:1 Un der '125 ~ 

~ 125-149 ~ 
111150-174 
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Ratios not shawn for Areas with fewer than 100 departures. 
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CHART 9 

On a subregional basis, percent 
differences in 1950-60 and 1960-70 replace­
ment ratios demonstrate even more clearly 
the regional bifurcation in trends. Not a 
single economic subregion which lay en­
tirely in the South showed an increase in 
replacement ratio for the male farm popu­
lation aged 20-64 between 1950-60 and 
1960-70. The ratio for the South Jersey 
Coast, Delmarva, and Virginia Peninsulas 
Subregion, which lies in both the Northeast 
and the South, increased slightly between 
the two decades. On the other hand, outside 
the South, the replacement ratios for almost 
every subregion either increased between 
the two decades or remained virtually 
stable (change of plus -or-minus 5 percent). 
The exceptional cases are of some interest. 
The Ohio River Valley, which borders the 

Southern States, showed declines in replace­
ment ratios throughout its length, including 
that portion which extends into the coal and 
iron area around Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
Except in the Wabash River Valley, which 
is really a part of the Corn Belt, most of 
this area has been utilized for a great many 
years for small commercial farms, which 
produce modest crops of grains, soybeans, 
tobacco, and some peaches, and for sub­
sistence residential farms. A decrea6e in 
the replacement ratio also occurred in the 
Pennsylvania Anthracite Subregion, where 
many farms are primarily residential in 
character, although poultry, dairying, and 
specialty farming are of some importance. 

There were several areas which showed 
marked increases in replacement ratios 
between 1950-60 and 1960-70. Am.ong these 
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REPLACEMENT RATIOS OF RURAL-FARM 
 
MALES AGED 20-64 
 

State Economic Areas, 1950 - 60 

REPLACEMENT 
RATIO 

o Under 100 
[ill] 100 - 124 

U. S. RATIO - 168 W2l125 -149 
Irfm 150 - 199 
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CHART 10 
were subregions lying along the shores of 
the Great Lakes from northern New York to 
Green Bay, Wisconsin. This beltis typically 
an area of rural population growth as sociated 
with commuting to off-farm jobs. Most of 
this area had increases in ratios of over 
15 percent, and the area around Syracuse, 
Utica, and Troy, as well as the western 
edge of Michigan had increases of 25 
percent or more. 

Other Northern economic subregions 
which experienced substantial increases in 
farm replacement ratios were the New York 
City and Environs Subregion, with its small 
but extremely intensive and productive 
specialized agriculture; and the Southern 
New England Subregion, which has very 
prosperous truck gardening and tobacco 
farming, specializing in tobacco for cigar 
wrappers. 

In the Western part of the country, two 
economic subregions showed increases in 
farm replacement ratios of more than 25 
percent between 1950-60 and 1960-70. One 
of these was the Palouse-Columbia River 
Basin Subregion, which in recent years has 
experienced an increase and diversification 
in agriculture through irrigation from the 
Grand Coulee Dam reservoir. This sub­
region is one of very few in which virgin 
land is being turned to agriculturalproduc­
tion. The other subregion showing a high 
increase in farm replacement ratios was 
the Southwest North Dakota and Northern 
Montana Plains Subregion. This spring 
wheat, barley, and livestock grazing area 
has had a long history of high population 
fertility and had an extension of grain 
farming in the 1950 's. Its replacement ratio 
is slightly over 200 in the 1960-70 decade. 
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Trends in replacement ratios by color large amounts. Ratios for nonwhite males, 
for the farm population between the 1950 on the other hand, increased in several 
and 1960 decades can be determined only areas, such as the Southeastern Coastal 
for the South. While every economic sub­ Plain, the Northern end of the Piedmont, 
region in the South exhibited either an the Florida Peninsula, the Mississippi Delta, 
overall decrease or stability in ratios be­ and the Gulf Coast of Texas and Louisiana. 
tween decades, the trends in the white and Nonwhite replacement ratios in most of the 
nonwhite color groups were mixed. Only rest of the South declined. 
one subregion, the Edwards Plateau Sub­ Charts 11 and 12 show the similarity of 
region of Texas, showed an increase in patterns of potential replacement of non­
replacement ratios for white males - -from whites among the State economic areas in 
107 to 108. Ratios for white males declined the 1950-60 and 1960-70 decades. 
in every other subregion, some by very 

REPLACEMENT RATIOS Of RURAL-fARM 
NONWHITE MALES AGED 20-64 

For State Economic Areas, 1960-70 

REPLACEMENT 
RATIO 

f:::::::::::::::1 Un d e r 150 
~ 150 -199 
~ 200-249 
~ 250-299 
_ 300and 

over 

Ratios not 
shown for areas 

NU~BER OF ENTRANTS INTO AGE GROUP 20-64 
YEARS PER 100 DEPARTURES THROUGH DEATH with fewer than 
OR RETIREMENT. ON ASSUMPTION OF NO MIGRA­ 100 departures 
TION DURING DECADE. 

U•. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE NEG. ERS 3003.64(7) ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE 

CHART 11 
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REPLACEMENT RATIOS OF NONWH~TE 


RURALaoFARM MALES AGED 20-64 
 
For State Economic Areas, 1950 - 60 ,------------- --~~ 

REPLACEMENT 
RATIO 
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~ 200 - 249 
m 250 - 299 
a 300 & over 

HUMBER OF EHTRANTS INTO AGE GROUP 20-64 YEARS PER 100 
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RATIO NOT SHOWN FOR AI\EAS WITI/ LESS THAN lOll DEPARTURES. 

.~'" u.s. DEf';'RTMENT OF AGRICULTURE NEG.3432-56(11) AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 
~~~~~~~~~~~~----------------------------------

CHART 12 

REPLACEMENT MEASURES FOR WHITE 
 
PERSONS OF SPANISH SURNAME AND 
 

ANGLO-AMERICANS 
 

[Refer to table 14.] 

Because persons of Spanish-American and 
Mexican-American descent form a large 
and distinctive ethnic group of considerable 
imp 0 r tan c e in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, New Mexico, and Texas, separate 
replacement measures were computed for 
this group, operationally defined as white 
persons of Spanish surname, in these five 
States.' In addition, measures have been 
computed for white persons not of Spanish 
surname- -here t e r m e d the "Anglo­
American" population- -by subtracting data 

6 The Bureau of the Census in 1960, as in 1950, identified 
white persons of Spanish surname in these States. For sources 
of data for this Section see ®. 

for the Spanish-surname population from 
the total white population. 

Although they have become rapidly urban­
ized in recent years, persons of Spanish 
surname still comprise an important seg­
ment of the rural population of the South­
western S tat e s, where they numbered 
724,000 in 1960. Traditionally, they have 
made up a sizable minority of the rural 
labor force, particularly as farmhands or 
migrant laborers. Their average income 
has been low. Because of their occupational 
concentration, as well as their unusual 
age structure and fertility, the Spanish­
surname population tends to be charac­
terized by replacement measures that are 
significantly different from those of the 
general popUlation. 

There are two primary characteristics 
of the white popUlation of Spanish sur­
name that strongly affect their replace­
ment ratios, namely, the high fertility of 
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the group and the comparatively large 
proportion of for e i g n-born persons, 
especially in rural areas, The fertility of 
the group tends to produce an age distribu­
tion characteristic of populations in under­
developed Nations. Thatis, despite declining 
mortality in recent years, the Spanish­
Surname populatioil is a "young" population 
with a large proportion of children and 
youth. In 1960, 49 percent of the rural male 
population of Spanish surname were under 20 
years of age, compared with 39 percent of 
Tural Anglo-American males. This implies 
that a relatively much larger number of 
entrants into the working ages can be 
expected among the Spanish-surname males 
during the succeeding decade than among 
the Anglos. In addition, there are compara­
tively few Spanish-Americans oflate middle 
age who would contribute to the number of 
departures from the working ages. 

In 1960, 28 percent of the farm and 14 
percent of the rural-nonfarm Spanish­
surname males were foreign-born, almost 
entirely from Mexico. These persons were 
concentrated in the age group 20 to 34. Thus, 
they do not m.aterially affect the number of 
entrants to the working ages, and because 
of their low mortality add only a stnall 
number to the departures. However, their 
presence in the base population has the 
effect of lowering the replacetnent rate 
below that normally itnplied by replacement 
ratios of the size of those found among the 
Spanish-Atnericans. 

The Anglo-American rural male popula­
tion, on the other hand, has different age 
characteristics from those of the Spanish­
surname population. Its age distribution is 
tnore nearly like that of the white rural 
population of the total United States, with 
sizable nutnbers of children under age 15, 
but a relative defioit of young males aged 
20-34, and a high concentration of persons 
in the older age groups. Furthertnore, the 
comparatively few foreign-born pers ons are 
tnostly in the older age groups, rather than 
in the age group 20-34, as in the Spanish­
surnatne population. 

The methods used in cOtnputing replace­
ment measures for rural white males of 
Spanish surname and Anglo males were 
identical to those used for the general 
population. Replacement ratios and rates 
for these groups are presented in table 14 
by residence, 1960-70, for Arizona, Cali ­
fornia, Colorado, New Mexico, and Texas. 
On inspection, of these figures, the strong 
influence of the Spanish- surnatne age dis­
tribution on replacetnent measures for total 

white males becotnes quickly apparent, 
especially in areas where Spanish-surname 
persons comprise a large proportion of the 
population. For the five Southwestern States 
as a whole, replacement measures for 
Spanish-surname tnales were about t':-vice 
as high as those for Anglo-Atnericanmales. 
Replacement measures for nonwhite males 
in most States generally lay between those 
for Spanish and Anglo males. 

In the 5 States as a group, about 82,000 
rural Spanish-surnatne males of 1960 will 
be reaching working age during the 1960's, 
cotnpared with 29,000 expected departures 
through death or retiretnent. The replace­
ment ratio is 282. The cotnparable ratio for 
the Anglo whi te s was 157, or Iittle more than 
half as high. For the Spanish tnen, the over­
all difference in replacement ratios between 
the farm and nonfartn rural population was 
negligible (269 vs. 286). By contrast, the 
nonfartn ratio of the Anglos (172) consid­
erably exceeded the ratio for fartn tnen 
(123). 

During the current decade, the Spanish 
rural population will generate about 29 net 
additional male workers for each 100 of 
working age in 1960. The cotnparable re­
placement rate for Anglo whites is just 13, 
Therefore, the need for creationofemploy­
tnent outlets for rural Spanish-Americans 
is tnuch greater in relation to jobs now held 
by them than is true ofthe Anglo population. 

Atnong the five Southwestern States, the 
variation in total rural replacement ratios 
for the Spanish population was minor, 
except for California. In the latter State, 
the rural ratio was 224, whereas in the 
others it ranged from 301 to 328. The 
highest Spanish ratio observed was 484 in 
the fartn population of Arizona. In this 
State, there are few Spanish fartn residents 
above the age of 55, but there are a fair 
nutnber of young men aged 10-19, resulting 
in a very high ratio. 

In Texas, the State wi th the largest number 
of rural Spanish-Atnerican men and youth, 
the differences in the ratios and rates of 
growth of Anglo and Spanish working-age 
populations were exceptionally wide. The 
Anglo rural replacetnent ratio in Texas of 
139 ind.icates a 39 percent excess of en­
trants over departures, whereas the Spanish 
ratio of 313 shows 213 percent more en­
trants than departures. Among Anglo whites 
in Texas, net new entrants were only 10per­
cent as numerous as the existing rural work­
ing-age population, but atnong the Spanish, 
net entrants were 35 percent as nutnerous as 
those already of working age. 
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In the Southwest as a whole, the 
differences between the replacement ratios 
and rates of the Spanish white males and 
other white males are greater than the 
differences between whites and nonwhites 
in the Southern States. Such differences 
would not be particularly significant if the 
Spanish population had a normal level of 
education and were distributed propor­
tionately among the various occupations. 
But problems resulting from the dispro­
portionate concentration of the rural 
Spanish-surname workers in manual jobs, 
for which there is declining or only slowly 
increasing demand, together with their 
frequently poor education, are greatly ag­
gravated by high ratios and rates of addi­
tional entrants into the labor force. The 
Anglo-white rural population is quite a dis­
tinct population hom the Spanish in its 
demographic structure. Anglo-white re­
placement ratios and rates are lower than 
those of the Nation as a whole, especiallyin 
the farm sector. 

Unfortunately, Spanish-surname data are 
not readily available for urban and rural 
parts of areas smaller than States, such as 
counties and econo:mic subregions. If sep­
arate replace:ment measures could be com­
puted for these areas, it is very probable 
that ~~Ie relatively high ratios and rates 
shown for total white males in many areas 
of the Southwest in this report could be 
traced to the demographic effect of the 
Spanish-surname population. This would 
especially be true for subregions lying 
along the Mexican border, where a large 
proportion of the rural Spanish-surna:me 
population resides. 

REP!....,ACEMENT MEASURES FOR COUN­
TIES GROUPED BY MEDIAN INCOME 

[Refer to table 15.] 

Table 15 shows the variation in farm re­
placement ratios and rates for counties 
grouped according to median farrn family 
income in 1959. In general, counties with 
low median income had considerably higher 
rates and ratios than counties with high 
income. The lowest income class of coun­
ties, those with median income of under 
$1,000 in 1959 had a replacement ratio of 
242, compared with a ratio of only 144 for 
the group of counties in which median income 
was $6,000 or more. Replacement rates 
ranged from 42.3 percent in the lowest to 

1l.1 percent in the highest income class. 
Most of the difference among the income 
classes is accounted for by the variation in 
nonwhite ratios and rates. In classes of 
counties with median income less than 
$3,000, most ratios for nonwhite farm males 
were a hundred or more points higher than 
those for whites, whereas in the higher 
income classes ($4,000 and over), which 
have relatively few nonwhites, there was 
little difference in the ratios of the two 
color groups. The replacement rates indi­
cate that, in the absence of migration, the 
nonwhite farm male population of working 
age would increase by about 50 percent in 
the two lowest income classes of counties 
(under $2,000) whereas the corresponding 
white population would increase by some­
thing less than 20 percent. 

REPLACEMENT MEASURES FOR 
COUNTIES GROUPED BY 

ARA DESIGNATION 
[Refer to table 16.] 

Counties were also classified into groups 
based on Area Redevelopment Act eligibility 
criteria: (1) Section 5(a) areas--those 
large labor-market areas in which non­
temporary unemployment was 6 percent or 
over, (2) Section 5(b) areas--predominantly 
rural areas of low total or farm income, 
and small labor-market counties charac­
terized by substantial and persistent unem­
ployment, and (3) the noneligible counties, 
which have better economic conditions and 
are not eligible for Federal assistance 
under the Act (9). 

At the U.S. level, there isnotagreat deal 
of difference in the ratios for rural males 
in the three groups of counties-,..ARA-5(b), 
184; ARA-5(a). 179; and noneligible, 174. 
The differences that occur are largely due 
to variation among the three groups in the 
ratios for nonwhites. The ratios for non· 
white rural males were 261, 202, and 224. 
for ARA-5(b), ARA-5(a). and the noneligible 
counties, respectively. Ratios for the three 
classes of counties for rural-nonfarl'll males 
were about the same level, ranging from 
183 to 189, but among farm males the ratio 
for the 5(b) areas (174) was a little higher 
than for the 5(a) and noneligible countieS 
(about 155). Replacement ratios and rates 
for the residence classes in the three 
groups of counties for the United States, 
regions, and divisions are shown in table 
16. 
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'table 1.-Rurcl mnlea. ~, !lumber 1n vorking-nge group in 196o, and entrnnts and departure. during 
1960-70, by color, tor lhit.ed Stn.tco, reg!ono, dlvialona, and Statea 

(Fi/lUTes rounded to thouoanda without od,lust!ng to group totals) 

Hal•• ~, ~g6o : Entrant., 1960-70 Y : Departure., ~g61)-70 gj 
------~--~~--=------Are" 

Totn:t WhUe Nonwhite TotAl. White NOINhlte Total Whlte Nonwhite 

!!!2!!:. .!!l!:!!!..:. 
United S~"tr.. :3/ 13.1,81..11 12,310.1 1,17~.3 2,9')1·G 2,718·9 278.7 

NortheCUlt 2,265.7 2.22l.lJ 41'.3 771.0 761.2 15.0 490·G 481.3 
North. Centru 11,019·1 3,957.6 61.9 1,4!)ll.5 1,1,71.0 23.5 950.4 936.1, 1r.:g 
South 5,511.2 1/,5·fl.6 9'39·5 2,~09.0 l,837.G 511.5 1,206.5 9/)0.6 22"T .9 
 
West !JJ l,S90·9 l,50?/i 88.~ 592.6 558.0 31••6 333.6 315.5 18.1. 
 

New En&J.n.nd 631.8 624.0 '(.6 t?lG.8 21.5.1 1.6 133.5 ~.2 


Middle j\tllUlLic 1,633.9 1,59'(.4 36.5 560.2 51,6.2 111.0 357.1 8.1 
 
FAst Nort!: Cent,·u 2.436.6 2,39/)·6 37.8 9()l,.2 892.2 12.0 546.5 6.5 
 
W•• t North Cr.ntrU 1,583.1 l,~59.l 111,,0 590.3 576.8 ll.4 1,01.9 5.5 
 
South Atlantie ::,"133.0 2,219.3 5l3.6 l,171.1 8'f3.2 303.9 548.3 111.6 
 
East SOUth Central 1,1'50.1 1,n7.) 1'32.8 672.7 520.3 152.4 329·4 62.5 
 
lIeo" South Centrd l,32H.~ 1,135.1 193.0 559·2 1,/,1,.0 ll~.2 330.7 53.G 
 
Hauntnln ~69·7 530.0 39.6 225.1, 205.1 ?D.3 11'( .1 ".5 
 
Pnclrlc !JJ 1,021.2 q·r.'!.6 1,8.6 '?h1.f!. 352'.9 11'.3 aG.G 10.6 
 

""" tngltt.nd
Hain. 116.~ 115.2 1.0 IO.'f 26.4 
 
II"" Illu::po\lire 611.0 63.6 .4 21.9 11,.6 
 
Vennont ~.5 ~B.3 ?3.2 13.8 
 
MaDstJ.chunet.t.:s 21100 ~U~Jf 70.6 
 /,1,.1 
Rhode lolnnJl 3u.1\ 3ll.3 10.1, 6.0 
ConnecticUt. 11'3.~ 11/1.1 1'5.3 26./, 

Middl .. ;.tlnntlc 
Nuw York 6211.3 (1111.1 11,.1 214.6 139.8 137.1 2.7 
lie.,. J~r.ey ~8l·ti l'lt!.II 11.1 ~)7 .5 39.6 37.2 2.6 
Pt-nn.ylvnni" ,,;>i,.1 Bl/I,6 11. 'l :>00.0 1"(7·5 1711.'( 2.8 

fA~t Uortn Contrnl 
 
uhlo 6:,<.5 r,~'H .. t~ 2112.~ 135.6 133.1 2.5 
 
lnd~M J'~7 .;~ I" ,./ 163.0 '16.8 90.1 :( 
 

UBnoi. 1"1,.11 4ttJ.4 lti!l.7 llll.o U6.1 ~.O 

fllehignn ~l~. .l" l'l~.U lll,: 106.7 2:( 
'1'l f 

, • .1 ~;:~:I} ljJl.~ 06.6 66.1 .71I1'''~IlCin 

Went Jlorth Contrn! 
 
Hinnooota -U~,. l 11).1, l:!2.1~ In.l 1.3 ,6 
 
I'",,, ·.u·T.t, ;l'/,P llU.~ llll.1 .J .2 
 
Mincourl '1u'~.~1 "~~,.;J 1l~}.1l 131·5 h.l 1'.1 
Jk,rth, J)nkot.tl h('.$ l\!o.J, Jlv.'" W.~ 1., .1, 
:;''lULlI o..'1kntn l\J? ;( ,.( .'1 3}·f., 'jt'./' 2.', 1.1) 
t,('btllCl'.n 11)~ I. ; l:i') .'~ ,)7.{.) 'ff.~/ .6 .1, 
KnoG,\.n ,~l ·.1 ;'lh .(i 76.1, ·/~1. 'J; 1.1 .8 

.JCl1~h iU llint 
 
~;"'1....,tlrl· I,Ll ·~r, .1.1 H .... 1\).(' 7<1 
 
Hn.rylunl1 ~'i 'I.H l')~J .t~ {d.;.} ,h. I 1,1'.5 
 
Virgl"ia "h1.~' ~71.!l .,', :1 ITf. I 1 ~("I.J jo.6 
 
WI!Gt. V4.ri~lnio. ~n)'J.'. ~l:" J •. J ',.', 121.,1.: li~,(; 61.'1
 
f", rtoll C!uo ',l i,no. I ~ IJ,.l • ~.·l 1~H.:, 3v~.u: ."l~t.~ It'U.lf 

:: :tUtti Cfu·.llhl~ :,:','.1 ~\, ':.',.1 ICi/-'" 1<,.,.\) .01".0 59·~J 

G(',-" -in 4~'Il, .~"i ); "I~. ' 1\;.,.1 l'K·./' l~;.'! 
 6'.~' 
'fl ,t lJn '~ J;l, ~: (·tll ,'~ ~. \.. .' Un. j fl"'l Gl t.2 

r 

t:'nt11 ,...:::,. 
·,,·.1, 1';." 11~;, • ", t'l(, .• 
 

'r<!'m.c;; ..:('( ,m.c .'T~ .~ Jtl. ,', 1!)~~ • 
 

Ainrn....,il ~~d.l 'i~f.' ~ 1~,c;.,' l'~; •. , 
 
~:,Wa I..lJotnvi n .. I, l~;.,.. " TUl
}"}u ..1 

t/("ct .~ ;!.iJ'~ Ct ntrAl 
1 ,I,.V lu',.'} (j~J .1, ~(. ..( 11.7flr;;,unctu; '.".:' t1~' .'.; 

lbu;-...a.ntl. '0"-.", l}i;H~; .l.~ltl.' j M.l !>l.·l I,~) .Jl tel. I, 
4jj'~lnh mn. ;~.(.h. , dJ.c' '/ .. (' ~6~' I .5:1.9 4.)J " .,' 
 
1't'xo.!1 ',nu,l 
 !lJC.\~ ~l"\(J.b ,2\)~.i': Iln:l 1;t,2.1 l·T., 

!1,]ontn.in 
 
lLnt.nn."l. 
 lU.~ .8 ..18. JHA!lU 

~ 

.::'WYJr.1irtr ,7.1- 8.." 
t!(')1t~rnd,; llilo" ·3 
::e-w' ::P.>:il~,~ '1", < 1.9 
Ar ~;'I;;rut Iff ,1 3.3 
UtM, 71.'/ .'J .3.1,
tkvndn : ~fJ ••.' 1.', .U 

l'ncHl" 
~!lJl.'i ~~!l,.\ : &>.1, ti!t •. } ~Jl.6 ~0.2 1.1, 

vre,~"m 1"(..:.1 l~Jtl.u I~J't9 h~. I 
WnDa~n~~tr.}I\ 

~).8 /00,1, .~ 

"CnJU';-,rnio. til)a.~ 'i;tt.O ~)l J:~ I i'\H.\? 121,.1 1l~.11 b.8 

3'1.1, ,}.t, ,".." 3.'( 1.5 
1'/.1 0.'( 9·< 1·5 7.8 

!I :r~l"6on.o ta!O \rl.ll rcc.c:h tho uorld.08"cac grou.p at noma t:i.tu:! during the dQcnne and aun'ivc to the end of' tho decnde. gJ PerDODD WO vlll lenve the 
\ior~'1na-ngo et<>"1' t!U'OUgh denth or reaching retirement ngc. YIncludes Alnokn and IInw1L Y Excludeo AlB'kn IUld 11.",,11. 'if Leo. than 100. 
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Table 2.-Rural.-nonfarm MI.Lles, 20-64: Number in working-age: group in 1960, and entrWlts and 
depart.11rCs during 1900-"{0, by color., for United Stuten, regions, divisions, 1.Lnd States 

(Figures rounded to thous.uuls without .J.djustlng to group totals) 

MaleB 20-61" 1900 : Entrar.tB, 1960-70 y Oep'lrtures, 1900-70 Y 

Totu White Nom"hite Totu White Nonwhite Totu White Nonwhite 

~ ~ 

United State. :J/ 10,11'5.2 9,268.7 3,824.9 3,3"/8.5 2,074.7 1,876.5 198.2 

llortheust 2,031.6 1,989.1 1,2.5 6fJ1.6 606.5 15.1 1'27.9 1119.0 8.B 
North Central. 2,635.2 2,580.0 55.2 934.3 911'.3 19·9 567.6 555.8 11.8 
South 4,107.8 3.1'37.5 670.3 1,715.0 1,345.3 369.7 81~.5 660.0 154.5 
West !!J l,2llO.0 1,206.4 'I3.Q 1163.6 1135.9 27.'{ 251.1 236.8 1~.3 

Ilew England 577.9 7."1 198·3 190.6 1.7 120.5 119.3 1.2 
Middle Atlantic 1,1011.3 31'.7 1183.3 469·9 13.1, 30'/.3 299.7 ".6' 
East. North Central 1,755.1 35.6 637.4 626.5 11.0 368.2 360.6 7."1 
West. North Cent.ru.l 824.9 19.6 ~96.B 267·9 8.9 199.1, 195.2 1,.2 
South Atlantic 1,812.4 380.6 !lg7.3 694.1 203.1 1105.7 32G.>! '19.0 
East South Central 821,.4 141.8 h~6.9 31,4.1, 82.5 192.6 157.2 35. 4 
West. South Central 800.7 11'7.9 390·9 306.8 84.0 216.2 1'16.'/ 39.5 
MOWllu.in 393.'( 32.1 162.13 140.7 1';;.1 82.3 '/0.5 5.8 
P~c11'ic !!J il12.7 111.5 300.8 2ag.~ 11.b 168.B 160.3 8.5 

lIev England 

Maine 101,.3 103.3 1.0 38.7 38.4 .3 22.9 22.8 

lie.., Hampshire 59.3 58.9 .4 2'1.0 20.0 21 13.4 13.3 

Vermont. 46.0 1'5.8 .2 17.8 17.6 "i/ 10.6 10.l! 

Massachusetts 209·6 206.1 3.5 68.2 67. 1, ·9 41.5 "0.9 

!!hode Isl""d 29.8 29.2 ,5 10.1 10.0 .1 ~.7 5.6 

Connecticut. 136.6 131,.~ 2.1 ~3.6 1'3.1 .5 26.5 26.2 


Middle AtlO1ltic 
ll,...., York 51'0.", 5"7.3 13.4 117.3 114." 2.6 
New Jersey 169.3 159.0 10.3 35.7 33.3 2.3 
Pennsylvania. 736.1 725.1 11.0 154.4 151.7 2."' 

.East nort.h Central. 
Ohio 511.5 501.2 10.3 189.0 185.5 3.5 99.5 97.2 2.3 
Indiana 316.7 313.5 3.3 ul,.o 113.2 .8 61.4 60.'; .7 
Illinoin 31'/J.3 339·B 0.6 114.3 112.0 2.2 7"."1 '(11.9 1.8 
Micnigan 1105.7 391'.5 1l.4 14"(.7 144.6 3.1 80.B ·{B.ll ?3 
Wisconsin l108.5 206.2 2.~ '{2.h 71.2 1.3 49.9 49·3 .6 

West. llorth Central 

JI.1nnesotn 163.9 161.5 2.4 5'1.1 1.2 39.3 38.7 .6 

low. 146.2 11'5.9 .3 1'9.0 .1 37.0 36.9 .1 

Mi!l.souri 222.;? ~}lrj.o S.U ·IB." 2.7 49.2 47.9 1.3 

lIorth O!ikola 4d.8 1,'(.0 l.a 1'{.2 1.0 11.9 11.b .3 

SoUth Dakota 4d.3 1,4.5 3.8 15.4 2.1, 11.9 11.1 .8 

Nebraska eo.l ·Ib.·. 1.4 ;6.tl .f':' 20.2 20.0 .3 

KallSILG 135.1 130.', I,.,;! 1,4.2 1.0 29.B 29.1 :,


Soutl. Atlantic 

Delaware 29.7 10.9 8.9 2.0 6.2 5.0 1.2 

~ht71and 1'10.8 '{1.<' 59.0 12.2 36.9 30.B 6.1 

Virginia 275.9 131'.1 103.5 30.6 63.7 1'9.5 14.2 

West Virginia 230.1 110.3 105.0 5.3 53.3 50.0 3.3 

North Cnrolinu. 1'00.7 203.0 154.0 1'9.6 81.9 <i4.5 17.5 

South Carolina 182.1 120.5 75.6 114.9 41.7 ~.3 13.5 

Georgia ~63.8 111l.!l 102.3 39. 4 60.2 46.0 14.2 

Florida 259.2 101••9 85.8 19·0 61.B '52.1 9.7 


East South Central. 

Kentucky 273.1 260.7 121.7 111·1 1'.6 51.9 2.B 

Tennessee 271.5 252.11 114.3 105.7 8.6 51.6 4.7 

Alabwna. ~45.5 191.0 108.5 '15.1 33.1, 1,9·9 13.2 

Mississippi 176.2 120.3 82.4 46.4 36.0 39·2 14.7 


West South Cent rill 

Arkl.Ul!l'lS 1%.0 l30.5 25.6 68.1 52.1 16.1 39.2 31.5 7.7 

Louioian.:&. 2~0.1 162.1 58.0 95.8 61.6 34.2 46.7 31.9 14.8 

Okluhoma 11,6.4 132.9 13.5 61.2 52.9 B.~ 35.5 31.8 3.8 

Texas 1126 •.1. 375.2 50.6 165.7 140.3 25.4 gl,.8 81.5 13.3 


Mounta.in 

Montana 3.3 20.8 19·0 1.B 11.5 10.8 .6 

!dlho 1.0 20.6 20.1 .I, 10.8 10.6 .2 

Wyoming .7 9. 0 B.7 .4 5.6 5. 1, .1 

Colorado 1.6 31.9 31,1, .5 1'1.0 16.8 .2 

Ne\{ Mexico 8:( ~8.h 23·9 1'.5 11.2 9.6 1.6 

Arilona 13.9 27." 20.(1 7.4 13.7 11.1 2.6 

Utah 1.2 18.1 17.7 .4 8.3 8.1 .2 

Nevl1du 1.6 6.6 5.9 .7 4.11 /1.1 .3 


Pacific 

Washington 199.3 192.3 7.0 70.0 67.9 2.1 39.5 36.5 1.1 

Oregon 135.Q 133.3 1.7 50. 4 49.6 .8 30.~ 29.8 .4 

ClUifomiB 519.9 1,87.1 32.8 180.~ 171.6 B.8 99.1 92.0 7.0 


Alaska 46.8 36.9 9·9 14.6 9.8 4:{ 5.1 3.6 1.5 
Hawaii 43.9 18.8 25.1 15.8 6•.6 9.2 8.6 1.4 7.2 

y Per.oll8 who will reach the working-age group at aome time during the decode ond survive to the end of the decode. ?o/ Persona who will leave 
the working-ege group through deeth or reachins retirement ege. 'Jf Includea Alaska end Hmm1l, Y Exclude. Alaska and l.wa1l, 2f Les. than 100. 
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Tnblo 3. --Rurnl .. rnrm malen, 20..61.: NumbUt in wloklng-ng'J' group in 1960, amI entrantlJ nnrl rleparturos 
-flurlng 1')60-70, by color, for United Stnt~tJt 'rogiontJ, ?tivh.ionlJ, owl Staton 

(F'1G!!re. rcun.I.'1 to thou.alli. lIithout a'],luotins to aroup total. l ,
Mn ian 20-61, j 1!)60 ~nLrantnj 19Go-"(O l- Oeparture., 19Go-70 '!:J' 

A~"n 
Totol Whlto Nonwhite Totn1 Inl1to Nonvh1.tu Totni White Nonwhite 

1110U. Thou. ij'hou. 1'bou. 1'hou. 'llhou. 'rhou. Thou. Thou. 

United lltat~Q :v 3,336.2 3jO~1.I, 2~1'.T 1,1,80.1 1,265.9 21,1,.2 922.9 81,2.3 80.6 

NQr~ha'l::lt 23 .1 232.2 95. 1,1.9 9 .7 .6 62.7 62.2 .5tie rth Con tra1 1,30li" .5 1,37'1.) 6.7 560.2 "556.7 3.5 382.8 380.6 2.2South 1,1")3.5 1,l3 .3 ~G:I.2 &94.0 1,)2.2 201.8 37 .0 320.6 73.4INot "!!I 310.9 29G.ll 11'.7 12S.? 122.1 G.9 62.6 78.7" 3·8 
NOli m{)lan! 1,6.2 ',Cl 18.5 13·5 13.0 13·0',IU,U. AU.ntt~ 107.9 18(i.1 LV .f! .r16.9 16.3 "9.7 49.3
P'JlD~ North Contral 61'5.9 al'3.'( 2.? 266.7 265.7 1.0 180·3 179·5 ·9',lout. tlortb CBntrnl 7[0.6 731'.2 4.1, 293.5 2:11.0 2.5 202.5 201.2 1.3South A Unntic 5'0.0 1,06.9 133.1 279.9 179·1 100.8 11'2.6 110·3 32.3'lQ.t South Contrl\l 1,83.9 3'Y.!.9 91.0 !!45.8 176.0 69.9 136.9 109.8 27.1 
~.nt South Con"i'~l 379.6 331,.~ "5.2 163.3 137.2 31.2 11~.5 100·5 14.1Mauntain 1113.8 1.3(,.3 7.5 ('2.6 50. 1, 11·3 3".7 33.0 1.7!'!teH.!. 1m.1 1~9.q!:J 7.2 6G.3 63.7 2.6 "7,8 115.7 2.1 

II~" "nslnnl 
~~ll"" 11.9 lVl S' 5.3 5.3 3·5 3.5 5/Ne" IIwnp.hl rq ".n 11.6 f.' 1.9 ¥ 1. 1, .1. 1, florV"rmont 12.$ ;/ 5. I 5.1, 751 3.2 3·2"'4rt.1l1lr:hu:J~ttu 1~:r. 9.3 "51 3.2 3.2 ;/ 2,6 2.6
llho'l. lU1an \ 1.0 1.0 ~i .4 ,h. ~; ~ 


C"nn.~ ticu~ 6.G G.G ]:;1 2.2 '" ·3 ~ 

2.~ 2' 1.9 1.9 if 

Ml111c MInntie 
 
lie" York 83.6 8~.9 .7 33.1, 
 .2 22.6 22. 1• .2Nqit .Tfiraey 111.3 1).1, .8 ".7 3~:~ 1,.1·3 3·9 .2l'unnft11'lnnin 9).0 1l9·0 .3 38,8 38.7 •.1 P,3.1 23·0 2J 

!Ao~ North Centr,,! 
 
Ohio leO.O 127.1, .6 53.2 .2 36.1 .2
In.\1(\.'1U 120·5 120.2 .2 ~3.5 35·9

9.0 1'9.0 2J 35.4 35·)Il11llo1o 111'(.0 .3 .1 
2J1"6.7 5 .', 54·3 1'1·3 "1.2 .1I'J.ehl(l.'U1 lo~.6 108., ·9 ~8.1 117.6 .4 30.6 30.2" 

',I1t1con~ln 11,o.6 IhO.I, ·3.2 Gl.7 61.5 .2 36.9 36.(1 if 
\le.t Jlorth Contrill 

MioneoQtu 152.0 151.8 .1 61,.2 61,.1 .1 "loG 111.. 5 
10,,", 171.4 171.1, 6?,.1 69.0 1,1,.e 1,11.1
/UP.ourl 11,1.0 130.4 2.f 5'.9 53·2 1.t! I,I'.I? "3. 1, .~North Ol1llotn ~3.6 .1,53.4 22.6 22·3 ·3 12.6 12·5South OnkQtn. 5 .1 53. 1, .7 1?1.2 20.9 

if 
·3 13·'( 13·5 .I?rlohrnokn "62.3 82.0 ·3 30·3 30.2 if. 21.6 21.5Knnuno 81,.1 83.9 .2 31.2 31.1 'if 211.7 24.6 ¥ 

Sout.h AtlnnUe 
Oc:ln.vnre: 5." 5., .11 2.1 1.9 .2 1.7 1.6 .1
"1" ryland 20.11 25.0 3." 11.8 9·9 1.9 7.6 6.7 .9Virginia 9'(.6 '17 .9 19.6 "3.8 1?0 11.8 26.9 21.9 ].0
lI.ot Virginia 29.9 e'l.7 .1 13.'( 13.6 if 0.6 0.5
!lorth Cnrollnn 
 185.0 11 .9 50·9 99·2 61.2 30.0 ,,6.5 34.8 llJflouth CnroUM 73. 1, "h.5 32.0 1,6.5 19.0 27.5 18.2 10.0 7. 1,Ooorgl. ')3.1, 70.0 ?J.3 50.7 31.6 19.1 25.6 19.1, 6.2
Flor.ll~ ~r,.6 :??6 ).2 12.1 ').8 2.2 7.5 6.5 .6 

l<'4t1t aouth Centru.l, 
Ko,ltuclty ,t~r..9 1]2.1 3.6 Go.G 59.t 1.5 37.7 36.5 1.2Tonnu:tncu .d ~.O 1?B.6 1.5. 1• 66.0 56.3 9.7 39. 8 35.1, 1.. 1,
AlnblUM 70.1 21. 1, 50.7 33,2 17.5 25.0 19.1, 6.1,
Mio.loolpl>1 li~:r. 62.1 50.3 GO.S ~?7.4 '11.2 33.6 18.5 15.1 

'';~Dt; ~Jouth Centrnl 
Arkt\fiouo '17.6 65.l! 12.6 39·6 30.5 9.3 2).2 19.1 4.1
LoUisiana. 53.3 16.1, 16.9 29.1 .16.5 12.6 15.1 1,.610.5
O~ltlhomn 60.6 65.3 ].2 26.~ 26,'( 1.8 21.4 20.2 1.2'l'oxna 100.0 IG·r.s 12.5 70.9 63.5 7.~ Sh,9 50.6 1'·3 

Mountain 
Manta"" 28.3 2'( .6 .7 11.0 10.6 .1, 6.7 6.6 .2XJnho )?.6 32.0 15.2·5 15.1 .2 8.1 8.0 .1\lyoming U.S 11.3 .2 4.6 1,.4 .1 2.6 2.6
Colorndo 3(.'1 32.8 .3 13.'( 13.6 .2 8.2 0.1
tic" Mexioo 11.1, 12.6 1.6 6.3 5.3 1.0 3.lJ .~3·0Arlz0nll 11.? 0.0 3.2 5. 1• 3.3 2.1 2·5 ;L.7 .8Utah 9.7 9.3 .1, 5. 4 5.2 .2 2.5 2. 1,
1I."nd. 3.0 2.G .3 .9 .0 .1 

if.
.8 ·7 'if 

l'naHic 
Wanh1ngton 1,2.'( 41·7 1.0 16·3 17.9 .4 12.1 11.0 .3Oregon 35.7 35·3 .11 11'.5 11,.2 .2 10.7 10.6
C~l.tfornia 68.7 02.9 5·7 33·5 31.5 2.0 25.1 2).3 l.V 

Al...kll .6 ·5 .2 .1 .1 5/Ibumt! 2.6 .3 2,¥ 1.11 if 1.3 .r ~ .b 

~ Persona vbo vil! rench the- \l0l:'kina; ..ngc group o.t home timo during the dqcmlQ llnd ourvivQ to tht! end or tho decado. ~ Peroono who vill J1l11!e 
t e IIOrk1ng-.go !>roup through denth or roaching rotiremont ngo. 11 Inc1wl•• Al.nka M'l 11.\11111. Y ExcludeD AlnDkn and InI/llU. if LeDD thon 100. 
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Table 4 ... ~Rur'al, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 2Oa64: Replacement ratios and rates, by 
color, for conterminous United States and regiClns, 1960-70 and 1950-60 

1960-70 12:2°:WResidence and 
area Total White ~ Nonwhite Total White ; Nonwhite 

RURAL 

Replacement ratios y
United States 176 170 239 159 153 221 

Northeast 158 158 169 126 126 154 
North Central 157 157 167 132 131 152 
South 199 187 250 200 192 230 
West 177 176 190 144 143 168 

Replacement rates gJ 
United States 17.1 15.6 33.1 12·5 11.1 26.4 

Northeast 12.6 12.6 14.6 5.7 5.6 11.4 
North Central 13.5 13·5 15.2 7.3 7·2 12.1 
South 21.7 18.7 36.5 19·8 17·7 28.6 
West 16.2 16.1 18.6 9·3 9·0 13.8 

RURAL NONFARM 

Replacement ratiOS y
United States 184 179 228 151 148 185 

Northeast 159 159 1'r1 124 123 157 
North Central 164 164 168 125 124 148 
South 210 203 239 192 193 190 
West 184 184 193 150 148 191 

Replacement rates gJ 
United States 17.2 16.1 28.8 10.0 9.3 17.1 

Northeast 3.4 3·1 17.1 4.9 4.8 11.7 
North Central 13.9 13.8 14.6 5.4 5.3 10.4 
South 21·9 19·9 32.1 15·9 15.4 18.0 
West 16.6 16.5 18.2 9·6 9.3 16.8 

RURAL F.AF.M 

Replacement ratios y
United States 160 150 266 168 158 251 

Northeast 152 152 134 134 134 138 
North Central 146 146 160 137 137 162 
South 176 153 274 206 190 260 
West 156 155 180 135 134 140 

Replacement rates gJ 
United States 16.6 13·9 45.4 16.2 13.8 35·7 

Northeast 13.9 13·9 8.7 8.4 8.4 9·1 
North Central 12.8 12.7 19·9 9·2 9·2 17.7 
South 21.3 15·1 47.6 24.2 20.4 37.7 
West 14.9 14.6 20.9 8.7 8.7 9·1 

Y The rEri>lacement ratio is the expected number of entrants into the age group 20-64 
years per 100 expected departures resulting from death or f'l.·om reaching retirement age, on the 
assumption of no migration during the decade. 

gJ The replacement rate is the number of entrants minus the number of departures expressed as 
a percentage of the number in the age group 20-64 years at the beginning of the decade, on the 
assumption of no migration during the deCade. 
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Table 5.--Rurnl and rural-nonfarm maleo, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, tor United States, regions,
division., and States, 1960-'10 

Ratios and rates not ohow for oreaa with rever than 100 de rturee 
Rural Rural noniam 

Area Replacement ratios 1/ flc2locement rates 2Z ReElacements rati08 lZ ReE:lacement rates 2Z 
; Total : \/hi te : Nonvhite Total ; \/hite ;lIonvhite Total ; \/hi te ; Nonwhite Total White Nonvhite 

UI11 ted Statea J! 177 171 237 17.1 15.6 32.6 164 180 225 17·3 16.2 26.3 
lIortbeast 156 156 169 12.6 12.6 14.6 159 159 171 12.4 12.4 14.6Rorth Central 157 157 167 13.5 13.5 15.2 164 164 166 13.9 13.6 14.6South 199 167 250 21.7 16·7 36.5 210
West J:j 177 176 190 

203 239 21·9 19·9 32.116.2 16.1 16.6 164 164 193 16.6 16.5 16.2. 
lIev England 162 162 146 13·1 13·2 7.2 164 164 145 13.2 13·3 7.0Middle Atlantic 156 156 172 12.4 12·3 16.1 157 156 175 12.1 12.0 16.5East lIorth Central 164 165 140 14·5 14.6 9·1 173 173 143 15·0 15·1 9·3West North Centl"8.l 146 206 11.9 146146 11.7 24.7 147 214 11.5 11.2 24.3South Atlantic 214 200 271 23·0 19.6 37·3 221 212 255 22.4 20.3 32.4Eao t South Central 204 194 243 23.6 20.6 36.6 221 219 24.2
West South Central 169 214 14.7 
 

233 22·7 33.2160 17.2 31.9 180 173 212 16.4 16.2 30.1Mountain 192 167 271 19·0 16.0 32.4 197 191 277 16.9 17.6Pacific J:j 32.0169 171 134 Ih.7 15.1 7.4 176 180 136 15.4 15.6 7·5 
lIev England 

MAine 166 165 239 15.0 15.0 166 16615·5 233 15·1 15.1 14.9Rev Hampshire 146 148 11.1 11.1 149 149 11.1 U.2Vel"%!X)nt 167 166 16.0 16.1 167 166 15.6 15.7Mrus aocbuaetts 162 162 154 12.5 6.512.5 164 161. 154 12.7 12.6 6.4Rhode Island 176 176 14.7 14.• 6 178 176 14.6 14.9Connecticut 161 161 124 12.1 12.2 4.1 164 164 124 12.4 1•• 1 12.6 
 

Middle Atlantic 
 
Hev York 153 152 179 11.9 11.6 15·3 154 153 182 u.6 11.7 15·7New Jersey 144 142 175 9.6 9. 1 17·3 146 145 180 10.1 9.6 16.2Pennoylvanta 162 162 164 13·3 13.3 16.0 161 161 161. 12.6 12.6 16.0 

East lIorth Central 
 
Ohio 176 
 179 151 16.7 16.7 11.6 190 190 156 17.5 17.6 12·3Indiana 166 166 115 15·1 15.2 3.4 165 166 127 16.6 16.7 5·511lin01s 142 143 119 10.2 10·3 4.3 146 149 121 10.7 10·9 4.6Michigan 175 176 132 16.3 16.6 7·2 182 1611 132 16.5 16.7 6.8Wisconsin 154 154 225 13.5 13.4 33·9 145 144 226 10.8 10·5 31.6 

West North Central 
 
Minnesota 151 151 25.1 148
200 13·1 13·0 147 208 11.5 11.3 24.8lava 145 11'5 65 11.G 11.6 -16.2 132 132 71 8.2 B.3 -111.1Mhsouri 145 11'3 206 11.6 11.3 27·3 164 163 201 11•• 2 13.9 24.2
Nor~b Oakota 166 164 310 15.1•15·9 41.1 153 148 315 12.9 11.9 39·5South Dakota 152 147 277 13·1 12.0 38.5 11'9 138 297 12.2 9.6 1.2.0Nebraska 137 13, 177 9.7 9.6 16.2 135 134 205 8.8 B.6 20·7Kansas 1 .0 13~140 10.09·9 5.6 151 151 137 11.3 11.5 6.2 

South Atlantic 
 
Delnvnre 165 164 169 12.1. 12.0 
 

' 

14.8 176 176 170 13·3 13·1 14.5Maryland 166 183 201 16.8 16.0 ~2.2 193 191 17.2 16.4201 21.6Virginia 196 189 219 19·7 18.1 25.3 210 2111209 20.4 19·5 24.0lIest Virginia 200 202 160 23·0 23.1 21.2 206 209 162 23·7 23.8 21.5North Curollnn 235 216 301 25.8 21.6 42.2 248 238 2B4 24·9 22.3 36.6South Carolina 279 2,.2 346 33·2 21•• 8 52.3 288 267 333 31.6 26.0 47.2Georgia 2211 204 a66 25.1 20.5 42.1 235 22? 277 24.6 21.3 37.6Florid. 160 162 202 14·3 13·1 a1.0 169 161. 196 14.0 1.).0 19.6 

East South Central 
Kentucky 203 206 150 22.6 23·0 12.7 234 238 160 25.5 26.1 13·9'l'ennes8ee 197 196 201 21.3 26.620·9 221 225 164 23.0 23·2 20·5Alabwr.a 210 193 260 21'.7 19.9 41.3 217 2011 253 23.8 20.1 37.1Mlsa1aslppl 207 1',1 258 27.0 16.8 "4.5 210 189 241. 11 •• 5 18.2 38.0' 

W.ot South Central 
ArkunSBO 172 162 216 19.4 16.2 35.8 173 165 209 18.5 15·7 32.8Louisiann 202 161. 241 23.1 18.0 36.7 205 193 231 22·3 16.3 33.5Oklahoma 157 153 205 15.3 13·9 31.1 172 166 222 17.5 15.6 34.0TII!!XIlS lS8 154 186 14.3 13.1 24.0 171• 172 190 16.6 15.6 23·7 

Mountain 
 
Hontnon 11 170 
 212
 15·9 15.0 34 .2 161 175 266 16.4 15.2 35·5Idaho 189" 190 1"9 19.6 19.6 17. 4 190 190 201 18.118.1 21.'.Wyoming 165 164 229 11•. 2 .13.9 27·5 162 160 a ,.8 13·2 12.8 29.0Colorndo 181 180 282 17.6 1', .5 23.7 188 187 279 16.0 21.2
New Mexico 238 231 266 25. 1• 21•• 1 3 •• 1 253 21,0 287 26.5 ~U 33·5Arizonu 202 181 281 18.9 14·9 ' 35.3 199 179 285 17.9 14.3 34.3Utah 219 21B 226 2 '" 211.·{ 22·9 218 218 211 23·3 23.4 18.9Nevada 230 " 152146 139 9.1 7·8 21,.l 145 245 9·7 6.6 25. 1• 

Pnciflc 
 
W••hlnl\t<Jn 171 170 181, 1[..1 15·2 11•• 0 171 176 192 15.2 
 1~.3 14.5Oregon 158 158 220 11.0 13·9 25.7 16, 166 203 14·9 11•• 6 23.0C.liromia 1',2 176 122 14·7 15.4 5.0 182 186 1211 15.6 16.3 5.2 

Alaska 284 271 315 20.2 16.6 32.8 286 274 314 20.2 16.9 32.6Hnvail 185 "57 133 16·9 27.4 9.6 164 "76 127 16·3 27·7 '7·9 

Y!The replacement ratio in the expected number of ~ .1nto the age group 20-64 years per 100 expected departures resulting from death 
or from reaching retirement age, on the Rssumption of no mlgrlltion during the decade. J! The replacement rnte 10 the number of entrants minuo 
the number ot departures expreooed os n perccQto.ge of the number 1n the aae group 20.. yearn at the beginning or the decade, ~stII1pt1on at no 
migration during the decode~ J/ Includes Alaska nod Ha\10.11. 1.1.1 EXcluden Alanka and Ho.\lo.1.1. 
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Tabl. 6.--Rurnl-fal"lll CI01es, 20-61" Replac,,",cnt ratios, by color, for tho United states, regions, 
divisionG, and states, 1960-70, 1950-60, and 15)110-50 !I 

(Ratios not shown for areas \lith fewer than 100 de~rtures) 

1960-70 1950-60 Y 191'0-50 Y 
Area 

Tot .. l White Nonwhite Tot:Ll. White Nonwhite ToW White Non'Whit.e 

United States :Y 160 150 266 168 158 251 1'19 175 !:/200 

Northeast 152 152 134 134 138 
North Centr.. l 146 146 160 137 :L5q 
South 176 153 271, 206 190 260 211, 21'( 205 
west 2/ 156 155 180 135 137 

II." Engll1nd 142 142 1~8 133 
Middle Atlnntie 151, 154 130 135 139 
EMt North Cen tro.l. 147 148 116 133 11,6 
West north Centrd.l 11,1, 11,,, 188 141 163 
South Atl"nt!" 196 162 312 223 199 292 219 2to 217 
tast Souj;h Central. 179 160 258 215 204 253 219 :>2'( 198 
west South Centr"l 11,7 136 221 176 16'( 216 201, 207 191 
!-Iount."!n 180 176 ?51 166 163 
Pacific 21 138 139 123 115 118 

nev Engbnd 
Maine 150 150 150 141, 
New UDJIJflshire 135 134 116 III 
Vermont Ib8 168 16.0 11,6 
lI,assachusetts 123 123 III 1.32 
Rhode Island 136 136 119 129 
Connecticut 115 115 90 1.1'( 

Middle Atlantic 
He.... Yor}{ 148 11,8 13'( .1211 119 
New Jersey 113 113 118 94 121 
Pennsylvania 168 168 151, 162 

East. North Centrnl 
OhIo 148 11,8 90 135 143 
Iudi",,~ 138 138 120 144 
Illinois 131 131 91 125 144 
Hichlgan 157 157 131, 131, 144 
Wisconsin 167 lu( 146 153 

West North Central 
~1inneGot.a 1~4 154 149 lo~t 
!m,...l 156 156 11,8 159 
!-1isDouri 124 122 4~16 133 161 
North Dnkotu 179 178 174 179 
South Dakota 155 1,5 1(8 146 1'73 
NebrnsKJ. 140 140 l.36 166 
l~anr;fls 126 1~6 124 11'9 

Soulh Atlsn!;ic 
Del.Aware 1P'1, 120 lo( 125 126 1.15 11,0 11'3 124 
¥.Bryland 154 11,'( 200 155 148 194 157 15'( 156 
Virginl~ 162 1116 233 188 1'19 218 198 203 186 
"'est VIrginia 159 100 214 a5 153 217 217 174 
North Care lina 213 175 326 243 217 313 239 242 233 
Soutll CBrolinu. 255 176 370 .?67 212 333 21,6 21,0 252 
Georgia 19'( :162 30'( 236 20'( 307 221 229 209 
F10rid:. 161 148 262 178 165 230 186 192 170 

East Sout.h Central 
KentUCKY 1bo 161 1~7 198 200 163 220 223 147 
Tennessee 165 159 220 198 191 211 2).0 215 182 
Alabama 190 171 271, 21,1 223 283 235 2117 216 
~1i.sl.sll'pl 203 :1.4'( 272 227 E02 253 211 233 195 

. We!l:t. South Cenerl1l 
Arku.nSdS 1'(1 1;9 230 192 190 200 20'( 223 171 
Louisiana 193 157 ~75 219 198 253 214 230 196 
Oklahomn 133 132 153 172 171 1ST 209 210 195 
Texas 129 125 1'(11 154 147 201, 196 19" 203 

Mountain 
Mont.ana 163 161 219 119 U9 
Idaho 188 189 1110 )'(0 158 
Wyoming 1'(2 171 133 139 
Coloradq 16'( 166 161 154 
New Mexico 189 177 283 217 21'( 
ArIz.onn 216 194 266 183 207 
Utah 221 220 228211, 
Nevada. 113 101 103 94 

Pacific 
~ashington 151 152 136 128 123 
Oregon 135 134 11, 119 
California 133 135 113 109 115 

Alaska 179 
 
Ha....1i 195 202' 
 

!I The replacement ratio is the expected number of ~ into the age groap 20-64 yearc per- ~oo expected departures resulting from death or 
front reaching retirement age, on the asswnptlon of no migration during the decade. Y Excludes Alaska and Hawaii. White and nonwhi~e ratios were 
c=uted tor the United State. and South only. 2f Inc11ldes Alaska an~ Kavaii. !J/ Revised, 21 Excl1ldes Alaska and Hawaii. 
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Table 7 ....-Hurn1.-fann malen, 20-611: Replacement ro.tcll, by color, for Unl.tod St.ten, regiona, 
div iaion., nnd St" te., 1960-70 and J.950-60 

(RnteD not aho...." fOr nrclJ.S with fcower thun 100 dcparturclJ 11l 
1%0-70 1950-60 Y 

Area 
Total, White Nonwhite Total Whit.. Nonwhite 

United st.t •• 'JJ H'.7 13.9 "5.3 lG.2 13.B 35.7 
Nortllaast 13.9 13·9 6.7 8.4 
 
North Central 
 12.8 12.7 19.9 
 ~.l\South 	 2.1.3 15·1 47.6 2 .2 20.4 37.7
W.st '1J 	 11'.9 1',.6 20·9 O.O{ 

rfcw Englund 11.!J u.B °1.2 
Middle Atlantic 11,." 1".1, ·{.8 8.7 
 
EAst North Centrnl 13.3 13." 6.5 0.6 
 
W.st North Ccntl'nl. 12·3 12.2 26:( 
 9.8 
 
South AUanti" 25.4 .16·9 51.4 27.0 21.9 41.6

EIl.t South Central 22.5 16.6 ''7.0 26.0 22·9 37.0
lI.at South Centrnl 1".1 10·9 37.8 18·3 15.8 30.6
Hountain 	 19.3 lB.5 34.l. 11'.9
i'nciri. '1J 	 11.0 U.2 7·0 11.0 

lie.. Engl.nd 
JoIntn. 1".9 14.9 13·0
N." IIl1111p.hirc 10.5 10.3 	 4.1,
V.rlllOnt 17.', 17.5 	 J.II.1 
Mlln4tlChus~tt8 6.G 6.6 2·9
RhOde r.lnn,\ 10.6 10.6 	 4.6 
Connetticut '1.5 4.5 	 -2.6 

Middle AtlnnLic 
Ne" Yurk 12.9 13.0 8.1 6.2 
,,,,,, Jeroey 3·9 ,.0 -1.h 
PunnaylvtlUill 1.7.3'4 17,1, 	 12.6 

Enst North Cent,,'nJ, 
Chlo 	 13.5 13.6 -1.2 9·2
IndllUla 	 11.2 11.3 7.'IlUnoh 8.g 6·9 -3·3 6.~ 

Hichigan 1~.9 15.9 l~.6 
 9·1',.,iscon:}!n 1'1.6 17.6 	 10..6 

Wuat. North Ct!f;t.rlLl 
Mlnnullot.u. 	 111.8 	 1'1.8	 11.3 row. l'I.~ 111.5 	 10.6 
Hi••ouri 	 'I.S -(.0 31,.0 8.9
North Pnkotu 1B.6 16.11 11'.5
,Ouuth Dltko~(l 13.9 13.9 16.6 10.0 
IIcbrnlS)o;n 	 10.5 10.6 0.2
Kanonn 7.6 'I.~ 	 6.3 

Bouth AtlnnUQ 
 
l>clnYlnre '(.1. 6.2 1:( .7 6.76·3 	 3.9
Mnrylnnd 	 111.• 5 12:( 
 2".~ 13.0 1.1.h 21·9Virginia 	 1'(.2 J2.9 3".3 20.7 10.3 29.2West Virgini. J.'(.1 17.2 	 26.1, 26.1. 15.3North enralion 28.3 1'M 51.6 29.5 2h.5 42.',
South CoroHnn 30., 19:( 62.6 35·2 23.7 'IO.?OeerMn 	 eG.8 1:(.4 ,5~1 29.5 2P..9 46.,
Florid. 	 ,~7.B 1.1'.3 "2.', 18.6 15·9 2(1.5 

J::<.st South Cen~T!.l 
Kentucky 16.8 17.1 8.7 22.6 22.8 17.0
Tcnneuaoc 	 16.1 16.2 3".2 21.9 21.3 27.1Aln11llmn 	 2'(:2 19.7 51.9 	 31.3 	 26.0 '1,.6
'~is.l•• ippi 31..0. 111,2 51.8 26.8 22.1 ,36.1 

Went South 	 Centrnl 
Arknnono 21.3 17.3 21.8"1.9 	 20..4 26.7r.ouhlnnl1 26·3 16.5 '17.6 27.0. 21.1, 37.2o.klnhomn 	 10.1, 10.0 19.1 17.?, 16.(. 2".0TexBn 8,6 '(.6 25.1, 	 13./ 	 11. , 29·0. 

Mountain 
Hontann 15.0 .l1'.7 2'109 4.6
Idaho 	 21.9 2i!.1 9.4 15·8
Wyoming 16.5 16." 	 O{:(
Colorado 	 16.7 16.5 1".7
New Mexico 1l0:1 18.11 37·0 25·1
Arlzonn 	 25.'( 20.1 39.6 J.7.4
Utnh =007 30.6 	 2>.6
Nevada 3.1 2.1 ·9 

l'nc1fic 
WilOhlngton ,11,.6 11'.7 10.5 7.2
Oregon 	 10.6 10.3 4.7
CaUfornia 9.5 9·8 4.0 2.4 

Alasl<11 .111.6 
Ha"aii 25·9 	 28.3 

y 1110 replacement rate m the number of cntrnnto minus the number of depnrtures expressed no 0. percentage of the ",unbar 1n the age group 20-64 
yel1TB at the beginning of the decado, on th;;-ru;;;umption or no migration during the decade. ?J Excludes lila."" and ''''waiL White and nonwhite rate• 
...re e""Puted for the United States and South only. 'JJ Includ•• Alas"" and /fawai1- '1J Exclude. Alaska. and !lawni1. 
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Table 8.--Rural., rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios, by color, for economic subregiona, 1960-70 y 

g
;: 

{Ratios ~ot shown for subre£\iona with f~er than 100 departures 1 
Rural. Rural. nonfarm Rural farm 

... Economic subregion 

CO 
Q).... 'rotal White ; Nonwhite Total White Nonwhite Total White Nonvhite 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
II 
12 
13 
14 

Northern New ~sland 
New ~d Secondary Industrial 
Eastern Massachusetts-Rhode Island 
Southern New England 
New York City and Environs 
Hudson Valley 
St. Lawrence-Champlain 
Eastern Lake Plains-Mohawk-Adirondack 
Western Lake Plains-Ontario Shore 
Pennsylvania-New York Border 
Pennsylvania Anthracite 
Lehigh Valley 
Philadelphia (Part in Pennsylvania) 
Philadelphia (Part in New Jersey) 

161 
153 
167 
163 
143 
136 
178 
163 
156 
160 
126 
140 
165 
161 

161 
153 
167 
163 
142 
133 
178 
163 
157 
160 
125 
140 
164 
158 

192 

149 
151 
168 
300 
180 
128 
134 

88 

188 
184 

163 
156 
169 
166 
145 
138 
175 
163 
162 
160 
124 
139 
167 
163 

163 
157 
170 
166 
144 
134 
175 
164 
162 
161 
124 
139 
166 
160 

195 

149 
152 
169 
309 
199 
120 
135 

82 

189 
187 

152 
127 
119 
122 
115 
122 
185 
159 
134 
157 
139 
152 
146 
143 

152 
126 
119 
122 
114 
,~ 

.L<::<: 

186 
159 
134 
157 
139 
151 
146 
143 

N 
..0 

15 

16 
17 
18 
1.9 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 

South Jersey Coast, Delmarva, and Virginia 
Peninsulas 

Southeastern Pennsylvania-Northern Maryland 
Northern Allegheny M~~ntains 
Shenandoah Valley-Blue Ridge 
Northern Piedmont 
Central Virginia Piedmont 
Virginia-North Carolina Coastal Plain 
North Carolina Tidewater 
Pee Dee and Lumber River 
North Carolina Upper Coastal Plain 
Old Belt Brightleaf Tobacco 
Central Appalachian Ridge and Vallp.y 
Pittsburgh Steel and Bituminous Fuel 
Northeastern Ohio-Northwestern Pennsylvania 
East Central Ohio-Northwestern West Virginia 
Central Allegheny Plateau 
Southern Appalachian Coal Mining 
Southern Appalachian Ridge and Valley 
Southern Blue Ridge Mountains 
Central Piedmont 
South Carolina-Georgia Fall Line Sand Hills 
South Carolina-Georgia Upper Coastal Plain 
South Carolina-Georgia Atlantic Flatwoods 
Georgia-Florida Lower Coastal Plain 
Florida Peninsula 
Florida Fls.twoods 

157 
178 
170 
::.69 
203 
175 
240 
275 
326 
247 
210 
191 
169 
178 
170 
189 
243 
206 
206 
217 
325 
277 
306 
214 
138 
229 

150 
177 
171 
170 
203 
167 
179 
272 
291 
218 
188 
192 
169 
178 
170 
189 
247 
206 
206 
205 
329 
201 
293 
196 
135 
232 

182 
214 
143 
150 
203 
193 
299 
283 
377 
300 
286 
167 
142 
138 
188 
131 
173 
179 
206 
283 
316 
363 
325 
258 
167 
206 

164 
175 
168 
176 
212 
189 
245 
299 
341 
257 
221 
204 
172 
181 
178 
199 
252 
225 
224 
231 
350 
277 
327 
214 
139 
235 

157 
174 
168 
176 
216 
189 
202 
3ll 
335 
243 
206 
207 
172 
182 
177 
200 
257 
227 
224 
222 
372 
227 
323 
203 
136 
240 

186 
223 
144 
166 
198 
189 
284 
273 
350 
283 
281 
166 
144 
140 
200 
144 
173 
184 
213 
281 
310 
340 
333 
237 
166 
209 

123 
191 
185 
149 
157 
142 
234 
227 
309 
239 
196 
154 
144 
162 
142 
154 
198 
170 
164 
171 
227 
276 
219 
213 
127 
169 

117 
192 
185 
152 
143 
119 
147 
198 
234 
197 
161 
154 
144 
162 
143 
154 
199 
171 
164 
147 
163 
164 
188 
185 
123 
170 

152 
128 

237 
207 
321 
307 
404 
316 
292 

147 
156 
291 
-: "~- ,,:" 

>~~ 
2\:-·" 
315 
193 

41 
42 

Georgia-A.la.bama Central Coastal Plain 
Southern Piedmont 

220 
209 

181 
184 

294 
299 

234 
222 

205 
199 

283 
306 

203 
171 

156 
136 

311. 
280 

43 
44 

Georgia-Alabama Appalachian Ridge and Valley 
Eastern and Western Highland Rim 

205 
185 

203 
186 

221 
154 

212 
206 

2ll 
207 

220 
J.84 

173 
169 

169 
170 

229 
108 

See footnote at end of table. 
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c: Table 8.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios, by color, for economic subreg1ons, 1960-70 11 - Continued"1:1 g (Ratios not shawn for subreeoions With fever than 100 del1!rtures~ 

~ Rural Rural nonfarm Rural tumEconomic subregion 

Total White : Nonwhite Total White : Nonwhite . Total White lIonvhite 

45 Kentucky Bluegrass 166 169 122 182 188 130 152 155 10646 Ohio-Indiana Flatlands 175 176 135 194 195 136 132 13247 West Central Ohio-Central Indiana 181 181 204175 205 181 133 13348 Michigan-Qhio-Indiana Tri-State 171 172 97 184 185 97 152 152 9749 Southeastern Michigan 181 182 124 191 193 122 155 15550 Western Michigan Lake Shore 182 183 149 191 192 164 160 162 10551 Lower Wabash and Ohio Valley 150 150 139 162 162 149 130 13052 South Central Indiana and West Central Kentucky:
Hills 193 194 184 225 227 199 150 150 10753 Pennyroyal and Jackson Purchase 177 176 180 224 227 205 134 132 14854 Nashville Basin 162 164 147 184 135 139 136 16655 Middle Tennessee Valley and Sand Mountain 216 215 229 225 ~~ 210 207 202 25956 Alabama Upper Coastal Plain 191 182 216 195 192 203 181 161 24457 Alabama-Mississippi Black Prairie 240 178 290 256 216 295 221 127 28558 Central Gul1' Coast 198 189 225 200 192 222 188 176 24859 Mississippi-Alabama P1ney Woods and Southern 
 
Brawn IDam 
 198 161 258 208 182 248 184 131 21460 Tennessee..:j·lississippi Fall Line Slopes and 
 

Vl Pine Hills 
 165 158 222 171 170 180 160 148 26361 Tennessee~ississippi River Hills0 219 199 246 231 237 219 209 160 26262 Southern Illinois 134 134 153 147 146 163 115 11563 East Central Illinois 141 142 93 143 145 92 135 13564 Southern Lake Michigan Industrial Conurbation 169 169 146 175 176 146 145 14565 Eastern Wisconsin 159 159 215 153 152 227 170 17066 Northern Woods 153 152 207 151 149 199 160 15967 Central Wisconsin 161 161 149 149 173 17368 Upper Mississippi River Hill Lands 155 155 148 148 162 16269 Corn Belt-Dairy Transition 153 153 139 139 166 16670 Eastern Iowa~estern Illinois 147 147 86 142 142 90 152 15271 Southern Iowa-Northern Missouri-West Central 
 
Illinois 
 120 120 85 123 124 105 116 11772 Missouri-Illinois Ozark-Corn Belt 37 
Transition 143 143 142 156 156 142 118 11873 Ozark Plateau 157 156 315 180 179 355 125 12674 Middle Arkansas Valley and Ozark Slopes 160 156 205 168 164 209 143 141 19175 Crowley's Ridge and Arkansas Prairies 200 194 239 186 177 241 214 21076 MiSSissippi Delta 237

217 195 247 209 197 227 228 192 27177 Louisiana Sugarcane
78 232 224 246 236 231 245 206 187 261Louisiana-Texas Coast Prairies 181 178 200 192 191 197 150 142 21379 Texas-Louisiana Timbered 157 149 183 162 155 185 133 124 17080 Arkansas-Louisians-TexaR Coastal Plain 149 132 193 161 145 19981 Ouachita Mountains 119 103 174

149 146 178 156 154 182 127 126 15582 Springfield Upland 139 136 210 151 146 247 123 123 12083 Flint Hills and Cherokee Plains 153 152 183 173 172 191 121 121 14584 Kansas~issouri Corn Belt Border 117 117 137 132 132 132 106 106 
See footnote at end of table. 
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c:: 	 Tab~e 8.--~-a~, rural-nonfarm, and rura~-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios, by co~or, for economic subregiona, 1960-70 11 - Continued 
." 

{RatiOS not sholm for subreSions With fever than 100 departures)~ 
;ta! Rural Rura~ nonfarm Rural farm 

Economic subregion ... 
UI 	 White Nonwhite 
Q) 	 Total White ; Nonwhite Tota~ White Nonvhite Total ... 

85 	 Central Missouri River V.u1.ey 	 144 ~44 155 ~50 ~50 164 136 138 89 
156 15686 North Central Iowa-SouthWestern Minnesota ~48 148 137 138 

87 Minnesota-South Dakota Corn Belt Margin 137 137 117 ll7 152 152 

88 Minnesota Forest Margin 144 144 191 143 141 206 146 146 
142 141 	 140 140

89 	 Red River Valley 	 141 141 
158 15~ 356 176 17690 	 North Dakota Central Plateau 167 164 327 

91 Black Prairies (Southern part) ~45 144 128 127 	 ~~9 ~59 

92 Nebraska-South Dakota Corn Belt Margin 142 ~41 351 134 ~30 389 1 9 149 

93 Kansas-Nebraska Corn Belt-Winter Wheat 
 
Transition 
 120 120 	 109 1d9 129 129 

94 	 Wichita Prairies 143 142 	 185 
 163 162 231 121 122 
Central OklahOJDa 
 156 150 ~91 ~64 158 199 140 137 166

95 1) 4 140 246 164 159 :;!68 113 112 154Grand Prairie and West Cross Timbers 
97 Texas· Blll.ckland ~45 138 193 172 167 1.99 1ll 104 179 

98 Corpus Christi-San Antonio 200 203 110 225 227 125 157 159 

99 Lower Rio Grande Valley 246 246 281 282 169 188 

96 

108 108 
~oo Edwards Plateau 	 ~34 ~35 92 ~52 154 84 

124 123 175101 Texas-oklahoma Rolling Plains 	 151 ~47 234 ~74 169 259 
(.oJ 	 218 191 182 191 188 281 .... 	 102 Southern High Plains 191 190 

103 South Central Plains 162 161 245 165 if4 249 158 157 236 

104 Western south Dakota, Northwest Nebraska, and 
Southeast Montana 	 152160 263 169 1$4 284 150 150 152 

105 Southwest North Dakota and Northern Montana 
Plains : 195 192 255 189 184 242 202 200 

106 Upper Platte River, Yellowstone Valley, and Big: 
Horn Basin ~73 172 227 167 165 231 ~83 183 218 

101 Southeast Colorado and Northwest New Mexico 196 196 210 210 171 172 
loB Trans Pecos and Southern New Mexico 243 242 268 260 260 273 187 187 
109 Rocky Mountain 181 114 286 188 181 292 159 ~53 269 
llO Palouse-Columbia River Basin 	 169 243 119168 117 290 148 149 
11l Yakima Val1ey-okanogan Highlands 174 114 179 184 184 ~91 155 155 159 
112 Snake River Valley, Wasatch Front, and Utah 

Valley 214 215 162 220 221 176 206 207 146 

113 Western Desert, Semi-Desert, and Mountain 161 148 294 162 150 290 156 138 308 
166ll4 Southern Arizona ~94 193 202 195 192 215 191 197 

ll5 Southern California 185 188 141 191 200 150 109 1ll 82 
116 California Central Valley 171 186 98 188 200 89 153 155 128 

117 Central Pacific Coast and San Francisco Bay : 174 177 121 187 190 139 113 115 90 
118 Northern Pacific Coast and Northern Puget Sound: 152 152 170 1$$ 154 165 138 137 
U9 Southern Puget Sound-Willamette Valley 171 ~71 164 1Bl:! 182 169 134 133 145 
120 Alaska (Entire State) 284 271 315 286 274 314 179 

202121 Hawaii (1<:ntire State) 	 .. 185 457 133 184 4'76 ~7 195 
". 

!I The replacement ratio is the expected number of entrants into the age group 20-64 yea~s per 100 eXpected depari~a resUlting from death or from 
reaching retirement .age, on the assumption of no migration during the decade. 
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Table 9.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement rates, by color, for economic subregions, 1960-7011c: 

'1:1 
 
{Rates not shown for subre5ions with fewer than 100 departures}
~ 

i! Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farm 

Economic subregion... 
r.o Total White Nonwhite Total White Nonwhite Total White : Nonwhite 
CO 
~ 

1 Northern New England 14.5 14.5 11.6 14.5 14.5 11.5 14.8 14.8 
2 New England Secondary In~ustrial 12.1 12.1 12.4 12.5 8.2 8.0 
3 Eastern J.lassachusetts-Rho\le Island 12·9 13.1 7.4 13.2 13.3 7.5 5.6 5.6 
4 Southern New England 12.6 12.7 8.8 13.0 13.0 9·1 6.2 6.3 
5 New York City and Environs 9.4 9·2 .l4.2 9·7 9·5 14.6 4.2 4.2 
6 Hudson Valley 8.4 7.7 32.5 8.6 7.8 33.7 6.2 6.2 
7 st. Lawrence-Ghamp1ain 17.3 17.3 14.8 16.2 16.2 16.4 21.1 21.2 
8 Eastern Lake P1ains-Mohawk-Adirondack 14.1 14.2 7.8 13·9 14.0 5.6 15.3 15.3 
9 western Lake P1ains-Dntario Shore 12.2 12.4 6.6 12.7 12·9 6.8 9·5 9·5 

10 Pennsylvania-New York Border 14.0 14.2 -3.2 13.6 13.8 -4.7 15.5 15.5 
11 Pennsylvania Anthracite 6.3 6.2 5·9 5.8 10.1 10.1 
12 Lehigh Valley 8.7 8.7 8.2 8.2 12.8 12.6 
13 Philadelphia (Part in Pennsylvania) 12.7 12·5 15.8 12.8 12.6 15.7 11·9 11.8 
14 Philadelphia (Part in New Jersey) 11.8 11.3 17.8 11.9 11·3 18.3 10.7 10.8 
15 South Jersey Coast, DellIlarva., and Virginia 

Peninsulas 12.5 10.8 18.9 13.4 11.7 19·3 7.0 5.3 15.4 
16 Southeastern Pennsylvania-Northern ~Jland 15.8 15.5 25.1 14.6 14.3 26.4 22.1 22.3 8.5 

UJ 17 Northern Allegheny Mountains 14·9 15.0 4.7 13·9 14.0 4.8 21.1 21.1 
N 18 Shenandoah Valley-Blue Ridge 14.7 14.8 12.4 15.2 15.2 15.0 12·9 13.4 

19 Northern Piedmont 18.3 17.7 21.2 18.6 18.4 19.6 15·9 12.1 34.6 
20 Central Virginia Piedmont 16.3 14.0 22.2 17.2 16.0 20.2 12.8 6.2 30.1 
21 Virginia-North Carolina Coastal Plain 28.4 15.3 41.7 26.0 16.8 36.1 32·9 12.1 51.2 
22 North Carolina Tidewater 29·5 26.9 38.0 29.6 28.0 34·9 29·5 23.3 46.2 
23 Pee Dee and Lumber River 37·9 28.8 55.4 33.5 28.2 47.1 46.1 30.4 64.6 
24 North Carolina upper Coastal Plain 29·1 22.3 43.5 26.3 21.8 36.6 32.7 22·9 51.2 
25 Old Belt Bright1ea:f Tobacco 21.8 17.0 39·0 20·5 17·3 35.5 24.4 16.4 43.3 
26 Central Appalachian Ridge and Valley 20.0 20.1 18.0 21.2 21.4 17.4 15.3 15.2 
27 Pittsburgh Steel and Bituminous Fuel 15.2 15.2 16.2 15.4 15.4 16.7 12.7 12.8 
28 Northeastern Ohio-Northwestern Pennsylvania 16.1 16.2 10.0 16.0 16.1 10.4 16.8 16.8 
29 East Central Ohio-Northwestern West Virginia 15·9 15.8 29·2 16.6 16.4 31.9 12.3 12.4 
30 Central Allegheny P1.a.teau 20.8 20·9 9·1 21.9 22.1 1'2.2 15.7 15·9 
31 Southern Appalachian Coal Mining 31.8 32.1 25.5 32.5 32.8 25.6 27.4 27.4 
32 Southern Appalachian Ridge and Valley 21·9 21.9 19·0 23.1 23.2 19·2 18.8 18.8 16.5 
33 Southern Blue Ridge ~!ountains 22.S 22·5 24.6 23.7 23.6 25.6 18.6 18.6 16.3 
34 Central Piedmont 22.6 19.8 38.8 23.2 21.0 36.5 19·7 13.3 47.9 
35 South Caro1ina-Georgia Fall Line Sand Hills 33.0 29·8 42.0 32·9 31.1 38.3 33·9 17.5 60.4 
36 South Caro1ina-Georgia upper Coastal Plain 36.6 19·5 59·0 32.4 20.7 51.8 43.6 16.9 67.7 
37 South Caro1ina-Georgia Atlantic Flatwoods 37.4 31.5 49·0 38.3 32.8 48.7 31.9 23.3 50·5 
38 Georgia-Florida Lower Coastal Plain 25.0 20.6 36·9 23.1 19.8 30·9 29·3 22.2 55·3 
39 Florida Peninsula 8.6 8.0 12.4 8.7 8.1 12.1 8.3 7.2. 21·9 
40 Florida Flatwoods 21.6 21.3 24.4 21.7 21.3 24.7 20.4 20.7 
41 Georgia-Alabama Central Coastal Plain 27.5 17.7 49.4 27.0 19·1 45.2 28.3 15.5 56.0 
42 Southern Piedmont 23.1 17·5 43.4 23.5 18.8 41.1 21.6 11.1 52.1 
43 Georgia-Alabama Appalachian Ridge and Valley 21.6 20.7 31.2 21.9 20·9 30.5 20.1 18.8 37.8 
44 Eastern and Western Highland Rim 20.1 20.2 15.8 21.5 21.4 22.0 18.6 18.9 2.8 

See footnote at end of table. 
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c: Table 9.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement rates, by color, for economic subregions, 1960-70 11 -Continued 
"tI 
C (Rates net shown for subregions with fewer than 100 departures)> 

Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farm~ ,. 
Economic subregion..... 

.CO Total White Nonwhite Total White Nonwhite Total White NonwhiteCO ..... 
45 Kentucky Bluegrass 15.1 15.7 6.0 16.0 16.7 7.3 14.1 14.5 2.4 
46 Ohio-Indiana Flatland3 16.2 16.3 8.9 17.8 18.0 8.6 10.0 9·9
47 West Central Ohio-Central Indiana 16.5 16.6 12.0 18.6 18.7 12.6 9·7 9·7
48 Michigan-ohio-Indiana Tri-State 15.8 16.0 -.6 16.4 16.7 -.6 14.5 14.5 -1.1 
49 S~theastern Michigan 16.8 17.2 4.5 17.2 17.7 4.1 15.3 15·3 
50 Western Michigan Lake Shore 17.8 17.8 15.5 18.0 18.0 19.8 16.9 17.3 1.7 
51 Lower Wabash and Ohio Valley 12.5 12.5 10.1 13.8 13·9 11.0 9·3 9·3
52 South Central Indiana and West Central Kentucky 

Hills 19·3 19.4 14.9 21.3 21.5 16.7 14.5 14.7 1.8 
53 Pennyroyal and Jackson Purchase 16.8 16.6 18.4 21.3 21.4 20.6 9.8 9.4 14.3 
54 Nashville Basin 14.0 14.1 13.0 15.8 16.6 9·1 11.1 10.1 20.0 
55 Middle Tennessee Valley and Sand Mountain 24.5 23.8 31.7 22.4 22.0 26.8 27.3 26.3 40.2 
56 Alabama upper Coastal Plain 21.9 19·0 31.2 20·9 19.4 25·9 24.6 18.0 47.2 
57 Alabama-Mississippi Black Prairie 32.8 15.8 51.2 30.7 18.7 48.1 36.5 8.3 54.7 
58 Central Gulf Coast 21.0 18.4 30.1 20.4 17·9 28.7 24.8 21.1 43.6 
59 Mississippi-Alabama Piney Woods and Southern 

Brown Loam 25.3 15.2 43.8 24.7 17.8 37·9 26.5 9·8 54.4 
60 Tennessee-Mississippi Fall Line Slopes and 

w 
w Pine Hills 16.9 15.0 33·9 16.2 15.6 22.2 17.7 14.4 45.3 

61 Tennessee-Mississippi River Hills 29·3 22.6 40.1 27.6 26.4 30.8 31.1 16.9 46.2 
62 Southern Illinois 9·5 9·3 19.6 11·9 11.5 23.2 5.0 5.0 
63 East Central Illinois 9·7 9·9 -1.9 9·7 10.0 -2.0 9.6 9.6 
64 Southern Lake Michigan Industrial Conurbation 14.1 14.2 6.3 14.4 14.6 6.3 12.4 12.4 
65 Eastern Wisconsin 14.2 14.1 33.2 12.0 11.7 33.7 18.0 17·9
66 Northern Woods 13.4 13.2 27.2 12.3 12.0 24.8 17.5 17.2 
67 Central Wisconsin 15.2 15.1 11.7 11.6 19·3 19·2 
68 upper MiSSissippi River Hill Lands 13.7 13.7 11.2 11.2 16.6 16.6 
69 Corn Belt-Dairy Transition 13.1 13.0 9·5 9.4 16.5 16.5 
70 Eastern Iowa-Western Illinois 11.5 11.5 -6·9 9·8 9.8 -5.3 13.4 13.5 
71 Southern Iowa-Northern Missouri-West Central 

Illinois 5.8 5·9 -5.6 6.3 6.4 1.8 5.2 5.4 -30·9 
72 Missouri-Illinois Ozark-Corn Belt 

Tro.nsition 10.0 10.0 7.5 11.4 11.5 7.2 5·7 5.7 
73 Ozark Plateau 14.2 14.1 24.5 17.1 17.0 25.4 8.4 8.4 
74 Middle Arkansas Valley a..,d Ozark Slopes 15·9 14.9 32.6 16.6 15.5 32·5 13·9 13.1 33.1 
75 Crowley's Ridge and Arkansas Prairies 24.9 22.8 41.1 20.8 18.1 39·9 29·1 27.6 42.6 
76 MiSSissippi Delta 28.7 21.1 41.9 25.0 19·7 36.1 35.0 24.1 49.2 
77 Louisiana Sugarcane 26.3 22.5 34.7 26.3 22.6 34.6 20.1 22.1 35·9
78 Louisiana-Texas Coast Prairies 17.4 16.4 23.2 18.1 17.4 21.5 14.5 12.2 34.0 
79 Texas-Louisiana Timbered 15.8 13.3 24.9 16.5 14.2 24.9 11.4 8.3 24.8 
80 Arkansas-Louisiana-Texas Coastal Plain 14.3 9·2 29.8 16.4 11.7 7.2 1.3 29.429·9
81 Ouachita Mountains 13·9 13.1 25.7 15.4 14.5 26.1 9·1 8.6 22.3 
82 Springfield upland 11.4 10·5 32.2 13.8 12.4 39·3 7.6 7.6 7.6 
83 Flint Hills and Cherokee Plains 13.1 12.8 19·1 15.8 15.7 19·3 6.7 6.5 17.4 
84 Kansas-Missouri Corn Belt Border 5.0 5.0 7.4 7·9 7·9 6.3 2.1 2.1 

See footnote at end of table. 



&1 Table 9.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm malell, 20-64:C .. Replacement rateo, by color, for economic Bubregiona, 1960-70 !I _Continued 
"0 :' 
C. (Rates not shown for,. 

Rural~ Rural nonfarm Rural farm 
 
Economic subregion
... 

CO Total White Nonwhite Total White Nonwhite00 Total White Nonwhite... J 85 Central Missouri River Valley"..."..'
;';';',.J 86 10.9 10.9 11.3 11.2 11.1 12.5 10.5 10.6North Ccntral Iowa-Southwestern Ninnesota -3,412.1 12.187 9·5 9. 6 14.2 14.2Minnesota-South ~~ota Corn Belt Margin 10.1 10.2 4.988 Ninnesota Forest ~!argin 5·0 13.8 13.812.6 12.5 20.2 11.0 10.7 20.789 Red River Valley 10.9 13·9 13.9

10·9 10.3 10.2 11.590 North Dakota Central Plateau 11.516.0 15.2 45.6 14.0 12.4 46.591 Black Prairies (Southern part) 17·9 17.711.9 11.7 8.0 7.7 15·0 14.992 Nebraska-South Dakota Corn Belt lmgin 11.4 10.9 63.9 9.4 8.3 70.8 12.9 12.893 Kansas-Nebraska Corn Belt-Winter Wheat 
 
Transition 
 5·7 5.8 2.7 2.9 8.294 Wichita Prairies 8.310.8 10.7 18.1 13.8 13.6 22.2 6.5 6.695 Central Oklahoma 16.1 14.3 30.6 17.5 15.4 32.2 13.0 12.196 Grand Prairie and West Cross Timbers 12.1 11.i 39.1 

24.4
15.8 14.5 43.097 Texas Blackland 4.3 4.1 18.012.0 10.0 25.6 16.298 Corpus Christi-San Antonio 14.7 25.5 3.8 1.7 25.721.2 2·7 23.4 23.8Lower Rio Grande Valley 

21.6 5.8 15·7 16.199 26.6 26.5 28.9 28.9 21.1 20.9100 Edwards Plateau 9·1 9.3 -2,3 12.6101 Texas-Oklahoma Rolling Plains 12.8 11.9 28.1 
13.0 -5.0 2.6 2.5 

U> .15.8 14.8 7.6102 Southern High Plains 29·9 7.2 21.5of>. 17.9 17.5 26.0 16.9 16.8 18.5 18.4 38.1103 South Central Plains 1~.114.2 14.0 23.2 14.2 14.0104 Western South Dakota, Northwest Nebraska, and 
 22·9 1 .2 14.0 24.1 
Southeast Montana 
 14.0 12.2

105 33.4 15.9 12.6 36.8 11.7 11.7 12.1Southwest North Dakota and Northern Montana 
 
Plains 
 19.4 18.7 29.7 17.7 16.7 28.1 21.5 21.1106 upper Platte River, Yellowstone Valley, and Big 
 
Horn Basin 
 16.3 16.0 27.8 14.6 14.2107 Southeast Colorado and Northwest New Mexico 22.0 

28.0 18.9 18.7 27.222.1 2;3.5 23.6108 Trans Pecos and Southern New l~exico 20.2 20.5 
18.5 18.7

15.3 20,7 21.0109 Rocky Mountain 15·3 17.8 17.817·7 16.3 35.5 18.2 16.9 35.3 15.5110 Palouse-Columbia River Basin 14.1 36.414.7 14.5 22.2 15.5 15.2 27.3 12.6 12.8III Yakima Valley-okanogan Highlands 17.3 17.2 20.0 18.1 18.0 21.3 15.3 15.3112 Snake River Valley, Wasatch Front, and utah 17.4 
Valley 24.0 24.2 14.0 22.9 23.0113 I-Iestern Desert, Semi-Desert, and Mountain 14.0 

15.7 25.8 26.1 11.711.1 37·9 13.8 11.2 36.3 15.1 10.6114 Southern Arizona 45.016.4 15·9 20.6 15.8 15·2 21.3 20.4 20.9 17.6115 Southern California 15.4 16.0 7.4 16.5 17.0 8.4 3.0116 California Central Valley 16.4 17.7 -.4 17.2 3.5 -6.7
18.8 -2·9 14.1 14.5117 Central Pacific Coast and San Francisco Bay 14.9 15.6 7.8 

118 5·5 16.3 16.9 7·0 4.1 4.8 -3.5Northern Pacific Coast and Northern Puget Sound 12.2 12.1 16.0 12.3 12.2119 Southern Puget Sound-Willamette Valley 14.5 11.6 11.315.4 15.6 10.3 16.3 16.5 10.1120 10.7 10.7 12.4Alaska (Entire State) 20.2 16.8 32·9 20.2 16.9 32.6 14.6121 Hawaii (Entire State) 16.9 27.4 9.6 16.3 27.7 7·9 25·9 28.3 

11 The replacement rate is the number of entrants minus the number of departures expressed as a percentage of the number in the age group 20-64 
years at the beginning of the decade, on the assumption of no migration during the decade. 



	

Table 10.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, an.! l:'Ural-fann =1"., 20-64: rlumber in worlting-~gc group in .L~-60, an'l fmtrants an-1 
departures during 1960-70, :for State economic areas 

(Figures rounde1 to thousands without adJusting to group totuls) 

Rural. Rural. oon:f1U'lll Rural farm 

?'n- J;Jcpar- F.:o- Pepar- En- Depar-
State economic area : lo'.ales trc.nts, tures, Hales tmnts, turl:!s, Males trants l tures, 

; 20-64, 1960-70 1960-70 
20-64, 	 1960-70 19".00-70 20'-61\.• 1960-70 1960-70

1960 	 1960 i 2[ 1960 1[ 2LIt 2/ It 
Thou. ~ ~ ~~ ~~ ~~ 

Maine 
13.8 2.1 2.7 1.4 0.81 Aroostook 16.5 6·9 2.9 5·5 

2 ""'-tne Wo~ds 332 13.2 7.T 29.6 1l.5 6.6 3. 6 1.1 1.1 

3 Northeast Maine Coast 26.4 9.1 6.8 23.9 8.2 G.l 2.5 .9 .7 
Southern It'alne Coast 	 25·1 9·2 6.1 23-3 5·38.1 2.3 1.0 .8 

A " Portland Metro Area 14.11 5.5 3.0 13.6 5.3 2.7 .8 .3 .2 

:lev P..a.mpshire 
1 White MOuntains-Northern N~. Hampshire 22.1 8.0' 5.5 20.0 1.1 4.9 2.1 .9 .6 

2 Soathern ric" llaJapshirt> 31.8 10.1+ 6." 29'.9 9.6 6.3 2.0 .8 .6 

A Manchester Metro Area 10.1 3.6 2.4 9./' 3.3 2.2 .7 .2 .2 

Vermont 
1 Chrunplain Valley-Northern Vemont 18.a 7.9 4.2 13.1 5.3 2.Q 5.7 2.6 1.3 
2 Green YDuntains-Southprn Vermont 39.'1' 15.3 9.6 32.9 12.5 7.1 6.8 2.8 1.9 

Massachusetts .2Berkshire·Monadnock T.8 2.7 1.7 6.9 1.5 .9 ·31 
2 Cape Co1- 17.1 4.7 ~.5 11.0 t~ 3.1, .2 3' 3 
A Springfiel1·Chicopee-Holyoite MetTo Area 23.2 7.8 .7 21.7 1.3 4.3 1.5 .5 :r. 
B W'oreen ter Metro Area 41.1 14.2 9.0 39.3 13. 4 8.5 1.9 .8 .6 

C Boston-r..owell·!A.rrence-llaverhill Metro Area 19.1 25.3 13.9 16.6 24.5 13.2 2.4 .8 .1 
0 Brockton Metro Area 25·4 5·58.5 5·1 24.6 8.2 .8 ·3 .2 

15.0 3.2 1.0 .3 .3E Fall River·New lle1ford Metro Area 16.0 5.4. 3.4 5.1 
 
F Pittsfield Metro Area 9.3 2·9 
 2.1 8.6 2.1 1.9 ·7 .2 .2 

Rhode Island 
1 Lower Narrogansett B!l.Y 16.4 5" 2.8 15·9 5.5 2.6 ·5 .2 .1 

A Proddence-Pa>tbucket Metro Area 14.!! ~.T 3.2 13·9 3.04.5 .5 .2 .2 

Connecticut 
4.6 	 12.5 4.3 2.8 1.0 .3 .31 '.leG tern COllIlecticut 13·5 3·0 

2 Eastern Connecticut 54.6 17.'( 10·9 51.3 16.5 10.0 3·3 1.2 .9 
.1 .1A Bridgeport·Stam£ord-NOT'ul!< Metro Area 22.6 1.1 4.9 22.3 7.0 4.8 ·3 
 

B tie" Haven-Waterbury-Meriden Metro Area 21.1 7.4 4.2 21.0 7.2 ·7
4.0 .2 .2 

C P.artford-lIe',l Britain Metro Area 30·9 9.0 5.4 29·5 8.1 5·0 1.3 .4 .4 

New York 
 
1 Niagara-Ontario Shore 16.5 5.6 3.1 
 12.6 4.2 2.6 4.0 1.5 1.1 

41.4 	 32.8 10.1 7.2 8.6 ~.4 2.32 	 Genesee~Finger LaY.CS' 	 13.5 9·5 
27.3 16,8 60.3 21.6 13.3 13·1 5.7 3.53 	 Southern Tier 	 73.4 

3. 4 .84 	 Eastern Lake Plains.Plateau Fringe 13.5 5.3 3.1 10.1 3.8 2.2 1.5 
Mohawk-Adirondack 12.0 4.0 3.::1 10.1 3.3 2·5 1.9 .7 .5 

~ Upper Susquebnnna-DelIl"Urc 30·3 11.3 7.7 21.8 1.9 5·3 8.5 3.5 2.4 

; St. IA.rrence-Cb!)l:lple.ill Valley-Adirondack Fringe 56.5 21.9 12.5 45.2 16./ 9.6 ll.3 5.2 2.9 
2.6 .7 .58 	 Upper Hudson Valley 	 13.3 4.9 3.1 11.4 4.2 1.9 

l'.id-Hu1son Valley-Catskill 105.8 32.0 '<4.4 97.5 29·2 22.0 8-3 2.8 2.4 

A 
9 

Buffalo SMSA 50·3 17.2 10.6 45. 4 15./\ 9·3 4.9 l.T 1.4 

B Rochester SMSA 19·5 7.0 3.3 17.4- 6.3 3.2 2.1 .7 .6 
C Syracuse SMSA 38.9 14.6 B.4 33.5 12.3 6.9 5:4 2.3 1.5 

II Utica-Rome SMSA 24.6 11'.9 5.5 20.6 7.2 4.5 4.0 1.6 LO 
.6 ,4

E 	 Binghamton SMSA 	 13.3 5.2 2.6 12.'l 4.6 	 2.3 1.3 
38.0 12.3 8.4 3. 4 1.2 1.0F Albany-Scbenecte. 'Iy-=y SMSA 41.4 13·5 9·! 
 

G lle'ol York City SMSA 
 73.6 22.7 15.7 71.9 22.1 15.3 1.8 .5 .4 

Nell Jersey 
1.8 1./1 !,orthern lie" Jersey 65.9 20.5 14.(. 60.2 18.7 12·9 5.6 

" Southern /Ie" Jersey 31.2 9·9 7. ~ 2:>.7 9. 4 6.9 1.5 .5 .5 
A Allento\ll1-Bcthlehem·EaGton SMSA 8.0 2.5 1.7 7.0 2.2 1.5 1.0 .3 .2 

.4 .2 .1B 	 N,,"Urk SMSA 	 16.1 5.8 3·? 18.3 5.6 3.8 
7.4 2.0 1.5 .6 .1 .2C Trenton SMSA 8.0 2.2 1.7 

D Philadelphia Sl-lSA 33.8 10.6 6.6 Of' 9 9.5 5·8 ::t.9 1.1 .7 
~6:0 	 .8 .2 .3E 	 Atlant.ic City SMSA 	 6.7 2.2 1.1 ::t.0 1.4 
6.7 2.5 1.2 1.4 .4 .4F '.oIilmingt.,," 5MSA 8.1 2·9 1.6 

G Paterson·Clifton-Pussnic SMSA 3.2 1.0 .6 3.1 .9 .6 Y 1t It 
H Jersey City 5MSA 	 lie =raJ. population 

Pennsylvania 4.6 2.71 	 Not'th-..estern Penn:;y1vania 	 99.; 36.2 21.7 89.5 31.7 19·0 10.2 
6.4 9.2 2.42 Northern Tier 	 3G.9 13.8 8.8 27.6 9.9 3·9 

8.6 22.7 7.6 4.8 2.5 1.0 .73 lIorth Central Pennsylvania 25'.2 5·5 
4 Bi twn1nouD Coal. 80.5 30.6 19·0 13.4 27:1 16.8 T.l 2.9 2.1 

4.4 2.2g South Central Pennsylvania Ridge and VaUey 60.6 22.2 12·3 51.2 17.8 10.1 9.4 

Pennsylvania Anthracite 56.7 11.1 13·5 51 .2 15·1 l2.1 5.4 2.0 1.4 
10.l 6.2 5·5 2.4 1.41 	 SouthelUl t Pennsylvania 	 36.5 12.6 7.6 31.0 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 10.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Number in \/Orking-age group in 1960, and entrants and 
departures during 1960-10, for State economic areas - Continued 

Fi 

Rural Rural nonfarm Rural. farm 
En- Depar-State economic. area Males Males En- Depar- Males: l!:n- : Depar­trants, tures, trants, tures,20-64, 20-64, 20-64 :trs.nts. : tures,1<;60-70 1960-10 1960-70 1960-701960 1960 1960 ': 1960-70:1960-70l.{. 2{. lt. 2{. : _1:f. 2{.

Th2!!.!. ~ Thou. ~ Thou. Thou.Pennsylvania -Continued ~ ~ ~ 

A Erie SMSA 
 14.0 5.4 2.8 12.0 4.6 2.3 2.1 .8 .5B Philadelphia SMSA 87.5 28.1 17.0 SO.4 25.5 15.2 ,.0 2.6 1.8C Scranton SMSA 6.3 1.8 1.6 5.5 1.5 1.4 .8 ·3 .2D Pittsburgh SIolSA 114.0 38.5 23.2 108.6 36.4 21.7 5.4 2.1 1.5E Jobn.town SMSA 34.4 13.7 7.3 31.3 12.3 6.4 3.1 1.5F Altoona SMSA ·910.9 3.9 2.5 10.1 3.5 2.3 .8 .4 .2G Wilkes-Barre-Haz1eton SMSA 18.0 5.8 4.4 17.0 5.5 4.1 1.0 .4H Harrisburg SMSA 26.3 10.5 5.0 23.1 9.2 

.3 
4.3 3.1 1.4 .8J York SMSA 28.2 9.8 6.2 24.1 7.9 5.1 4.1 1.8 1.1K Lancaster SMSA 34.0 12.4 6.9 26.9 8.4 5.6 7.2 4.1 1.4L Reading SMSA 26.8 8.1 5.8 23.5 6.8 5.0 3.3 1.3 .9M Allentovn-Bethlehem-Easton SMSA 29.5 8.8 6.2 26.8 7.7 5.6 1.02.7 .6 

Ohio 
 
1 Maumee 
 54.3 20.~ 12.0 35.9 13.0 7.1 17.5 7.3 4.92 Northwest Central Ohi~ 48.4 18.4 10.6 31.3 11.2 6.0 17.1 7.2 4.63 Mi8l!l1 Valley and Cen'eral Scioto 60.2 22.8 12.3 42.8 15.5 7.6 17.4 7.3 4.74 North Central Ohio 51.2 19.4 10.5 39.0 13.9 7.2 12.1 5.5 3.25 Northeastern Ohio 46.0 17·4 9.2 40.1 14.8 7.6 6.0 2.6 1.66 East Central Ohio 82.2 31.8 18.6 67.0 25.4 14.3 15.2 6.4 4.37 Ohio Flatlands-Chillicothe 42.2 15.3 9·0 32.8 11.5 6.0 9.4 3.8 3.08 Southena t Ohio Hills 52.4 21.8 12.5 41.4 17.1 9.3 11.0 4.7 3.2A Toledo SMSA 8.2 3.1 1.9 7·3 2.8 1.6 .9 .4 .3B Col=bus SMSA 15.4 5.0 2.6 14.0 4.4 2.2 1.4 .5 .4c Dsyton SMSA 29.1 ll.2 5.8 23.8 9.2 4.2 5.3 2.0 1.6D H8l!I1lton-Middletovn SMSA 
E 

U.5 5.2 2.2 9·9 4.6 1.7 1.6 .6 .5Cleveland SMSA 9.3 3.1 1.8 8.7 3.0 1.6 .6 .1 .2F Akron SMSA 17.5 6.3 3.7 16.8 6.0 3.6 .6 .3 .2G Canton SMSA 24.4 8.7 5.3 22.2 7.7 4.7 2.2
H Youngstovn-Warren SMSA 
 ·9 .6 
29·2 10.8 5.6 26.6 9.7 4.8 2.6 1.0 .7J Wheeling SMSA 10.1 3.8 2·3 8.9 3.4 1.9 1.3 .4 .3K Cincinnati SMSA 

L 
11.7 4.1 2.3 11.1 3.9 2.1 .6 .2 .2~~tington-ABhland SMSA 1.4 3.1 1.6 6.5 2.7 1.3 .9 .4 .3M Lorain-Elyria SMSA U.3 4.3 2.0 10.0 3.7 1.6 1.4 .6 .4N Springfield SMSA 9.4 3.5 2.0 8.0 3·0 1.6 1.4 .5 .40 ,Lima SMSA 9·1 3.1 1.8 7.3 2.4 1.3 1.8 .6 .6 

Indiana 
1 Northvestern Indiana 21.9 8.0 4.6 17·9 6.0 3.4 1,.0 2.0 1.12 Kankakee I Tippecanoe, and Iroquois River 28.6 ll.7 6.6 18.5 1.4 3.8 10.0 4.3 2.83 Northeast Indiana 35·3 13.9 8.3 20.1 7.2 4.1 15.2 6.7 4.24 Rictcon:l.-Marion-Kokomo 49.6 17.6 10.1 38.8 ],3.2 6.9 10.8 4.4 3.35 Central. Indiana 52.4 19·3 ll.l 37.0 13.6 6.5 15.4 5.7 4.66 Lolrer Wabash Valley-Indiana Side 48.2 17·'1 12.2 33.5 12.1 7.6 14.6 5.6 4.57 South Central Ind1ana 34.8 13.5 8.2 ~!.5 9·0 5.1 10.3 4.5 3.18 Inliana Flats and Breaks 27.1 10.8 6.7 17.7 6.7 3.6 10.1 4.2 3.1Middle WabOllh River9 53.9 20.1 ll·7 37.4 13.8 7.0 16.5 6.3 4.6A Gllry-llammond-F..ast Chicago SMSA 15.4 5.6 3.1 13.0 4.7 2·5 2.4 .9 .7B South Bend SMSA 10.1 3.7 2.2 8.4 3.0 1.7 1.7 .6 .5c Fort Wayne SMSA 13.0 4.7 2.6 10.1 3.4 1.8 2·9 1.3 .8D Indianapolis SMSA 16.6 3.05·7 15.7 5.4 2.1 .9 .3 .3E Evansville SMSA 5.6 1·9 1.2 4.8 1.6 .9 .8 .2F Louisville SMSA ·38.3 3.2 1.9 6.4 2.3 1.3 1.9 .8 .6G Terre Haute SMSA 7.4 1.6 6.22·5 2.1 1.2 1.2 .4 .4H Muncie SMSA 8.5 3.0 1.8 6.8 2.5 1.2 1.7 .6 .6 

Illinois 
1 Northwest Illinois 34.4 12.5 1.8 20.1 6.8 4.3 l1t.3 5.7 3.52 North~-estern Chicag" Environ" 2.3 .8 ·5 1.2 .4 .2 1.0 .4 ·33 Weat North Central Illinois 
I. 

1'5.5 16.3 ILl, 26.2 9.1 6.3 19.3 7.2 5.1Southwestern Centrsl Illinois 36.7 12.6 10.2 21.8 7.<> 5.7 15.0 5. 4 4.5tippet' Illinois River-Kanl'.akee 29.3 8.; 7.5 21.8 5.9 5. 4 7. 1, 2.8 2.1~ East Cp.ntrnl Illinois 87.~ 30.1 2'1.7 56.1 18.7 12.4 31.4 11.47 8.~\lest South Central Illinoin 28.2 g.'i 7.0 lE'.5 1.. 8 4.1 9.7 3.78 Southern Illinois Gray Land. -/rorthern 18.6 2.9
7.1 5.2 9.7 3.e 2.3 8.9 3.5 2.99 Lo\rer IIllbnsh Valley-Illinois SHe 17.3 t.3 1'.8 11.5 4.2 2·9 5.9 2.1 1.1310 Southern Illinoia GrllY LanriQ-Coal F1~l!n 1;:l.1l 6.9 11'.65.5 5.1 3.8 5.2 loB 1.711 Illinois O~ark Berler 18." 7.0 4.9 13.3 ~i.2 3·3 1:.9 1.8 1.£A ","venport-Rock Islan1-~lol1ne SMSA 6.2 2.2 1.3 4.8 1.6 .9 1.4 .1,B Rockfor1 SMSA ·58.6 2.9 l.e- ,.:) 2.4 1.4 1.6 .6 .4C Chicllgo SMSA Ill.I) 26.7 16 2 '71.2 23.0 13.5 9.8 3.6 .2.60 Peorin SMSA 16.5 5. 4 3.5 13.2 4.1 2.6 3.3 1.2 .8E Springfield SMSA 8.P 3~O 2.: 6.,;, 2.2 1.6 2.1 .8 .6 

See footnote. at eni of table. 
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Table 10.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, 'Uld rural-l'lIrm males, 20-64: !lumber in working-U{!e group in 1960, and entrants lind 
departures during 1960-10, :for State econornic are"" • Continued 

(Fi~res rounded to thousands "ithout a~ustin!:l to !:IrouE totals) 
: 	 : Rural nonfarm Rural farmRural 

En- Depar-	 En- Depar- En- Depar-
State economic area 	 l·!alcs trants, tures, Males trants, t.ures, Males trunts, tures,

20-64,20-64, 1960-70 1960-70 20-64, 1960-70 1960-70 1960-70 1960-70 
1960 1/. 2/. 1960 1/. 2/. 1960 1/. 2(. 

Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. 	 Thou. 
~ 

Illinois -C:>ntinUed 
29.5 9·1 6.3 	 25.8 7.7 4.9 4.4 1.4 1.4

F St. Louis SI·!SA 
2.1 1.0 1.4 .5 	 .4G Decatur SI·1SA 	 7.0 2.6 1.4 5.5 

}!ichi~nn 
8.1 4.9 2.2 .9 	 .6.l Upper Peninsuln-Western 	 24.7 8.9 5.5 22.5 
4.7 2.9 3.0 	 1.3 	 .9:: Upper PeninsUln-Enstcrn 	 15.8 6.0 3.8 12.7 
h.B 3.0 4.2 	 2.1 1.3.3 W""t"rn l.tichilJM Lnkc Shore-Northern l'f.2 6.9 4.3 12.9 

39.6 14:, 9.8 	 12.1 6.1 3.hI, Lmter PeninsUla-Northern 	 51.7 20.8 13.2 
27.7 10.6 5.4 	 17.8 8.0 4.75 :;ast Central mchignn 	 45.5 18.6 10.1 
49.1 18.9 9.3 	 13.0 5.6 3.6G Hc:;tern mchigur Lake Shore 	 6~.2 24.5 12.8 
23.5 8.8 4.4 8.6 3.6 2.5" C~ntral Hl.chigM 32.1 12.5 6·9 
 

b Southeast l'lichignn 30.8 1l.8 6.7 9·5
25.6 5.1 5.2 2.3 1.6 
21.4 42.3 	 15.1 	 8.4 15.0 6.3 4.1Southern /otichigan 	 57.3 12.59 2.8 10.5 4.1 	 1.8 	 3.5 1.5 1.0

A Saginaw SMSA 14.0 5.5 
B Grand Rapids S~1SA 16.1 6.1 3.4 13.3 4.8 2.6 2.8 1.4 .8 

.L.l .6
C Bay City S~1SA 	 8.2 3.1 1.5 5.8 2.0 ·9 2.5 

20.3 6.1 	 18.0 7.1 3.3 2.3 1.0 .7
D Flint S~\sA 3·9 
 
E ulnaing S/fiSA 9·3
23.4 4.9 	 16.1 6.0 2.9 7.3 3.2 2.0 .19.1 10.3 47.7 	 17.6 9·3 3.8 
 1.5 1.1
F Detroit S~A 51.5 

G KalLUllilzoo S~1SA 
 12.6 4.4 2.5 	 10.8 3.8 2.0 1.8 .6 .5 

17.9 4.6 3.2 	 15.7 3."r 2.6 2.2 .9 .6
tl Jackson S~A 

14.1 4.4 3.0 	 11.8 3.4 2.3 2.3 .9 .7
J Ann Arbor S/olSA 

Wisconsin 
Northern WisconGin Woods 31.1 12.0 8.B 	 21.5 7.6 6.1 9.5 4.4 2.7 

10.7 B.4 30.8 	 13.3 	 8.5West Central Wisconsin 	 62.7 23.9 16.9 31.9 ~ 3.6 2.8 12.1 	 5.3 2.8Southwest Wisconsin 22.6 B.B 5.6 10.5 
4 Eau Claire-Wauoau 40.2 16.6 9.4 21.3 7.6 4.7 18.9 9·0 4.7 

5 Centrell Wisconsin-Southern Sandy 18.2 6.8 5.1 10,3 3.6 2.7 7.9 3.2 2.4 
(; Eastern Wisconsin-Northern 28.1 11.3 7.6 14.6 5.6 11.0 13.5 5.7 3.6 

Eastern Wisconsin-Central 48.6 19·1 11.3 29.7 9.9 6.5 19.1 9·2 4.8 

a 7 
Ea.stern Wisconain-Southcrn 51.0 18.5 12.1 32.2 10.8 'f.2 18.7 7.7 4.9 

A DUluth-Superior S!o!SA 2.7 1.0 .8 2.1 .8 .6 .6 .2 .2 

B 14:ldison Slo!SA 

3 

13.4 4.9 2.9 8.3 2.9 1.7 5.1 2.0 1.. 2 

C Hi1waukee S~ (Except Waukesha part) No rural population 
1.4 .6 .5D Raqj ne SfI.sA 9.7 3.4 1.9 8.0 2.8 1.6 

E Hllwaukee SI·ISA (Waukesha part) 13.8 ,.1 3.0 12.2 4.5 2.5 1.6 .6 .5 
1.2 1.1 .4 .3F Kenosha SMSI. 	 '7.0 2.6 l.5 5.9 2.1 

HiMesoto. 
2.6 14.7 5.8 	 4.31 Red. Rivet Valley-IUnnenota 24.7 9.4 6.9 10.0 3.5 
 

;: northern f.1izmcsota Woods 35.9 14.6 9.6 26.0 9.9 9.9
6.5 4.7 	 3.1 

3 lUnnesota Forest M,u'(>in-Western 25.1 10.0 7.2 9.7 3.5 2.6 15.3 6.5 4.5 
I, Minnesota Forest lolllrgin-Eastern 24.6 10,3 6.8 l2.3 4.6 3.0 12.2 	 5.6 3.8 

4.5 20.6 8.4 	 5.4!i West Central IUnne.ata 36.5 13.7 9·9 15.9 5.2 
 
6 Southeast Ccntra.1 l-1inncsotB 61.3 24.1 14.9 31.0 
 1l.0 7.2 30.2 13.1 7.7 

7 Southeast ~linnesota 38.7 14.5 9.8 16.7 5.6 4.1 22.0 '1.9 5.7 
:l southwest Minnesota 33.4 12.9 8.4 13.2 4.8 	 3.4 20.2 8.1 5.0 

A Duluth-Superior S~lSA 15.2 5.4 3.1 13.6 4.7 2.7 1.6 .7 .4 

B )Unneapolis-St. Paul SloISA 20.6 7.7 4.2 15.4 5.4 	 2.7 	 5.3 2.3 1.5 

1""", 
21.5 14.8 23.2 7.8 6.5 32.9 13.7 8.3 

2 W~st Centrul IQW!l. 60.2 22.0 15.4 27.7 9.2 7.2 32.5 12.7 8.2 

3 Soutn Central Iowa 42.5 15.8 11.8 18.5 0.6 4.8 24.0 9·2 7.0 
4 lIortheast Iowa 	 50.7 

1 Western Iowa 	 56.1 

19.4 13.1 2l..0 6.9 5.7 29·7 12.5 7.4 

5 Enst Central Iowa 39.7 14.0 10.1 18.3 5.9 4.7 21.4 8.1 5.3 
~ Eastern Iowa 36.4 13.3 8.8 18.7 6.0 4.3 17.7 7.3 4.5 
A Sioux City s~/t. 4.3 1.7 1.1 	 1..9 .7 .5 2.4 1.0 .n ., Omah<1 S~ISA 5.b 2.1 1.4 2.8 1.2 ."( 2.7 .9 .7 

c Des Haine. Slo!SA 5.5 2.2 1.2 3.7 1.5 .7 1.7 .7 .5 
.8 .4D D<lvcnport-Rock Island-l·loline S/·1SA 4.5 I," ·9 2.8 ·9 .5 1.7 

4.8 1.9 1.1 	 2.8 1.0 .6 2.0 .9 .5E Cednr Rapid. S~!SA 
7.2 2.6 1.5 	 4.6 1·5 .8 2.6 1.1 .7F }In terloo Sl<iSA 

IUSDOuri 5.1 4.6
1 !lorth>leG~ /otissouri 33.2 11.2 8.8 18.3 6.1 4.2 14.9 
;> Northern Missouri 09·8 23.2 21.0 33.0 10.5 9.0 36.7 12.7 12.0 

31.5 10.4 e.6 	 16.1. 5.1 3.6 15.3 5.3 5.0
3 West Central Hissouri 
 
II Southwest ,/otisoouri 
 21.5 8.2 6.1 	 13.4 5.0 3.5 8.1 3.2 2.5 

5.0 9.4 3.7 	 3.15 OztU'k Plateau-Northerlt 41~.5 17.2 8.1 35.1 13.6 
 
6 Northeast Ozark Border 27.7 10.3 	 15.8
7.5 	 5.8
 3.7 11.9 4.6 3.8 

1~.1 14.9 6.0 4.7'( Oz.tll"k Plateau-Western 30.5 11.9 8.8 15.6 5.9 
 
a Oznrk P1nteau-Eastern 20.4 8.3 5·9
 14.8 6.0 4.0 5.6 2.3 2.0 

See footnotes at; end of table. 
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Tnble 1.0.--Rural, rurnl-nonfarm, and rural-farm maJ.es, 20-64: Number in liorking-"8e group in 1.960, and entrants and 
depa.>1;ures during 1960-70, for State economic areas - Continued 

Fi esrounded to thousunds without 

Rural Rural nonfarm Ruri<l farm 

State economic area : En- : Depar- : • En- : Depar- : En- : Depar-
Mnles : trants,: tures,: Males: trants,: tures, ~~S4 : trants,: ture6, 
20-64, :19'50-70 :1960-70: 20-64,: 1960-70 :1960-'70 ,,~, :J.960-70 :1.960-70 
1960 : 1/ .--,-~2':J..1_-"-,1.,;:960__.:....~1;1../---',-::.::2;1..1---''--,1;..;7VV_.....;:=--=..=1;1..1---,:=--=.::2;1..1_ 
Thou. Thou. 1"nou. Thou. ThOll. Thou. 1"oou. Thou. Thou.t4issouri -Continued 
 

9 ~lississippi De1.ta-IUssouri Section 
 32.5 ,17.0 '(.8 1.6.0 7.7 4.0 1.6.4 9.2A Ktmsas City SMSA 3.9U.8 4.4 2.6 9.3 3.6 1.8 2.5 .8B St. Louis SMSA .932.6 ll.O 6.4 29·4 9.9 5.3 3.1. 1.1. 1..0C Springfield SMSA 7.3 2.5 1.8 5.2 1.8 1.1 2.1. .7 .'r 
 
North Dakota 
 

1 Missouri Slope 
 17,.'/ 7.6 3.8 7.9 3.1 J..9 9.8 4.6 1..92 West Central North Dakota-Missouri River 'Coteau 20.8 8.2 !.j.5 1.0.5 4.0 2.4 10.2 4.2 2.13 Eas,t Centr;U North Dakota 38.2 15.2 9.4 17.6 6.7 4.4 20.5 8.5 5.14 Red River Vnlley-North Dakota 17.0 6.3 4.2 6.8 3.0 2.0 8.2 3.3 2.25 Southeast North Dakota 8.9 3.5 2.5 3.9 1.4 1.2 5.0 2.0 1.3 
 
South Dakota 
 

1. Black Hills und West-River Range 24.6 9.4 5.2 15.7 6.0 3.1 8.9 3.4 2.12 North Central South Dakota 23.3 8.9 6.0 10.4 3.8 2.9 12.9 5.1 3.23 South Central South Dakota 21.8 8.8 5.6 8.7 3.4 2.4 13.11; lIortheaJt South Dakotu 5.4 3.313.3 5.0 3.'( 4.8 1.7 1.4; Southeast South Dakota 8.5 3.3 2.319.4 6.9 5.0 8.7 2.9 2.2 1.C.7 4.0 2.8 
Nebraska 

:J. Nebraska Sand Hills 111.I :1,.8 3.6 5.7 1.72.0 8.3:> North PJ.utte River 2.7 1.913.3 '4~9 3.2 6.9 2 I, 1.'7 6.43 Centrnl Nebraska 2.5 1.542.0 1.5.6 ll.4 1.8.6 6.u 5.1 23.5 9.0 6.34 Republican River 1.5.2 5.3 ,4.2 7.0 2.4 2.0 8.2 2.9 2.25 South Central Nebraskll 22.3 7.6 6.3 10.8 3.5 3.1 11.5 4.1 3.16 Centrnl ~lissouri Villey-llortheast Nebraska 19.4 7.2 '5.2 8.5 2.9 2.3 10.9 4.3 2.87 Central !Ussouri Valley-Southeast Nebraska 19.1 6.5 5.1 8.9 3.0 2.3 10.1A LineoLl SMSA 3.5 2.86.6 1.8 1.3 4.8 1.2 .8B 1.8 .6 .5Omaha S~1SA 10.', 4.0 1.6 8.8 3.1, 1.2 1.5 .6 .4 
Kn.nsns 

1 Southwest Kn.nsas 15.7 5.6 3.7 9.9 3.4 2.5;: West Centrnl Kansas 5.7 2.2 1.3
3".9 12.2 9.1 19.0 6.2 4.93 Central Knns!ls 15.9 5.9 4.235.2 12.7 9.0 20.4 7.1 4.6 11,.8 5.7 4.44 North Central Kansas 13.3 4.6 4.0 5.7 1.7 1.8 7.6 2.8 2.25 Knnsas Flint lIills 32.5 11.5 7.0 22.3 7.8 3.8 10.2 3.7 3.16 Central Missouri Villcy-Kansns Part 27.4 8.3 6.7 1'1.8 4.9 3.8 9.6 3.47 East Centri<l Kunslls 2.918.7 6.5 5.8 9.:2 3.1 2.68 9.4 3.4Southeast Knnslls 3.216.4 6.0 !'.9 9.7 3.0 2.6A Wichi ta SMSA 6.7 2.4 2.2
7.9 3.1 1.5 6.2 2.;B Knns:.s City SMSA 1.1 1.7 .8 .q

10·9 3.7 1.9 1.1,!M 3.2 1.4 .5 .5C Topekll SMSA 6.4 2.2 1.0 5.3 J..8 .7 1.2 .4 .4 
Delaware 

1. Southern Delaware 30.5 5.6 25.7 7.5 4.2 4.8A Wilcdngton SMSA 1.7 1.410.6 2.3 9.7 3.4 2.0 .9 .4 .3 
MaryJ.n-_,d 

1 Western Mnrylnnd 14.4 5.t::2 Marylnnd Piedmont 3.3 12.7 4.8 2.8 1.7 .8 .541.3 15.5 -r.4 35.6 13.1 6.03 Soul.hern Mary-llllld 5.7 2.4 1.419.8 9.0 3.4 16.2 7.2 2.6 3.6 1.8 .94 MB.--ylnnd Ellstern Shore 49.2 17.2 11.6 40.8 14.1 9.2 8.4 3.1 2.4A Bi<ltimore S!.\SA (Except Carroll-Howllrd part) 54.5 18.6 9.1 51.3 17.4 8.2B Waahington, D. C. SMSA 3.2 1.2 ·928.0 10.7 5.2 25.1 9.4C Bnltimore SMSA (Carro11-Hownrd part) ".5 2·9 1.3 .820.6 6.4 4.5 17.7 3.6 3.05·3 1.2 .8 
VIrginia 

1 Southwest Virginia Coal Field. 33·9 18.3 7.1 29.6 16.0 5.9 4.3 2.3 1.2:! Valley of Virginia-Southwest 41.6 17.8 9.0 26.7 11.0 14.93 Valley of Virginia-Lower 5.1 6.7 3.931.4 13.4 6.4 24.& 10.7 4.5 6.64 Shennnd<Jnll Villey-Blue Ridge 2.7 1.93-(·9 14.0 7.8 29.1 10.75 Northern Virginia Piedmont. 5.5 8.8 3.3 2.349.3 17.4 9.1 40.9 13.8 6.76 Central Virginill Piedmont 8.1, 3.5 2.438.5 15.2 9.3 27.5 10.4 5·9 11.0 4.8'( Southern Virginia Piedmont 3.456.6 25.3 11.6 34.1 14.18 Virginia Peninsulas 5·9 22.5 11.3 5.73'( .5 13.6 8.6 31.0 11.2 6.7 6.5 2.4,9 Virginia Eastern Shore 1.911.6 4.0 3.1 9.7 3.4 2.510 Southside Virginia COllStnl P1.ain 1.8 .7 .629.3 12.5 5.3 ,:2.1 9.1A Ron.noke SMSA 3.5 7.2 3.4 1..88.8 3.0 1.8 8.2 2.7 1.6 .6B Washington, D. C. SMSA .3 .214.5 '1.3 2.6 14.0 4.1 2.5 .5 .2C Ric!unond. SMSA .218.6 6.5 3.3 17.7 6.1 3.1D Norfolk-Portsmouth SMSA .9 .4 .315.6 6.5 2.5 14.5 5.9 2.1 1.1E Newport !lews-lIllIllpton S!oISA .6 .34.4 1..4 .6 4.2 1.3 .6F Lynchburg S~1SA .1 11 1112.1 4.6 2.3 9.6 3.5 1.6 2.5 1.1 .7 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 10.-Rural, 	 rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Ilumber in working-age group in 1960; and entrants and 
depe.rtures during 1960-1'0, :for State economic areBS - Continued 

~Fi~re~ round~d to thousands without !!!!i!11.stin~ to IIr2l!R totals) 

Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farm 

State economic area Males 
20-64, 
1960 

En­ : Depar­
trants,: tures, 

1960-70 :1960-70 
lL 2l 

Males En- Depar­
trll'nts, tures,

20-64, 1960-70 1960-70
1960 lL 2L 

Males En- Depar­
trants, tures,

20-64, 1960-70 1960-70
1960 lL 2L 

Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
West Virginia 

1 
2 

Upper Ohio and Lit.t.J.e Kanawha ValleY' 
West Virginia Hills 

18.2 
48.7 

7.1 
22.6 

3.9 
ll.6 

16.4 
39·0 

6.4 
18.0 

3.4 
8.7 

1.8 
9.7 

.7 
4.6 

.6 
2.9 

3 Monongahela Valle~ and North Central 
west Virginia 36.9 15.8 8.8 33.2 14.3 7.6 3.7 1.5 1.2 

4 
5 

West Virginia Southern Coal Fields 
Alleghelll( Mount~inB-Greenbrier Valley 

80.0 
34.4 

42.7 
14.9 

18.4 
8.1 

17.8 
26.4 

41.5 
ll.2 

17.8 
5.9 

2.2 
8.0 

1.2 
3.6 

.6 
2.2 

6 Eastern Panhandle ll.3 3.7 2.6 9.8 3.0 2.3 1.5 .7 .4 
A Wheeling ~ 6.7 2.3 1.5 5.7 1.9 1.2 1.0 .4 .3 
B 
C 

Huntington-Ashland SMSA 
Charleston SMSf< 

13.2 
19.9 

5.9 
8.9 

2.9 
4.0 

11.8 
19·5 

5.3 
8.7 

2.6 
3.9 

1.3 
.5 

.6 

.2 
.3 
.1 

North Carolina 
1 North Cllrolina Blue Ridge 57.2 25.11 12.9 39.9 17.2 8.0 17.3 8.2 4.9 
2 Blue Ridge Slopes 38.8 16.4 7.3 33.9 14.0 5.9 4.8 2.3 1.4 
3 North C..rolinll Old Belt Tobacco 69.4 29.6 13.6 43.9 16.4 7.3 25.6 13.2 6.2 
4 Central North Carolinll 81.5 32.9 l5.4 66.9 26.4 ll.5 14.5 6.5 4.0 
5 
6 

South Central North Cllrolinll 
North Carolina Upper Constill Plllin-Northern 

49.9 
43.7 

22.4 
21.6 

10.0 
9.3 

39.5 
22.3 

17.0 
10.0 

7.1 
4.1 

10.4 
21.4 

5·4 
11.6 

2.9 
5.2 

7 Lower Roanoke Coastal Pl•.in 34.6 18.5 7.6 19.8 9.3 4.0 14.8 9.2 3.6 
8 North Cllrolinll Central COIlS tal Plain 54.8 28.0 10.4 30.0 13.4 4.8 24.8 14.6 5.6 
9 

10 
II 
A 

North Carolina Upper Coastal Plain-Lumber River 
Cur.r.! tuck-Albermar1e-pwril.ico 
Neuse-Cape Fear 
Asheville SMSA 

59.4 
15.5 
85.0 
15.5 

30.4 
6.8 

39.9 
6.1 

9.1. 
3.5 

13.4 
3.3 

45.2 
11.5 
64.9 
12.9 

21.1 
4.8 

29.2 
4.9 

5.8 
2.5 
8.9 
2.6 

l4.2 
4.0 

20.1 
2.5 

9.3 
2.0 

10.7 
1.2 

3.3 
1.1 
4.5 

.8 
B Winston-Salem SMSA 15.4 5.0 2.7 13.7 4.3 2.2 1.7 .6 .6 
c 
D 

Greensboro-High Point SMSA 
Charlotte S~ISA 

15.4 
15.2 

5.6 
5.5 

2.9 
2.8 

12.3 
14.1 

4.4 
5.0 

2.0 
2.5 

3.1 
1..1 

1.2 
.5 

.9 

.3 
E 
F 

Raleigh SI·1SA 
Durhlllll SMSA 

15.5 
7.2 

6.2 
2.6 

2·9 
1.11 

ll.4 
6.1 

4.0 
2.2 

1.8 
1.1 

4.1. 
1.1 

2.2 
.4 

1..1 
.3 

South Carolina 
1 South Caroline. Blue Ridge-Piedmont TrMsition 17.4 8.0 3.0 15.2 6.8 2.4 2.2 1,2 .6 
2 
3 
4 

Northwestern South Carolina Piedmont 
North Central South Carolina Piedmonl 
South Cllrolina Lower Piedmont 

49.0 
28.5 
18.'( 

20.3 
13.1 

9.11 

9.8 
5.9 
4.1 

41.9 
23.4 
13.7 

17.2 
10.6 

6.7 

7.8 
11.5 
2.'{ 

'(.1 
5.1 
4.9 

3.1. 
2.5 
2.8 

2.1 
1.11 
1.4 

5 South Cnrolin~ SMd Hills 12.2 6.4 2.3 8.7 4.2 1.5 3.5 2.2 .9 

" South Carolina Upper Coastal Plain 
7 Pee Dee River 
B South Cllrolina Coas t 

53.9 
38.4 
30,9 

31.'{ 
23.2 
2.0.9 

10.4 
7.3 
5.5 

34.0 
18.3 
26.0 

17.2 
9.0 

17·9 

5.7 
3.0 
4.2 

19·9 
20.2 
4.9 

14,5 
14.2 

3.0 

4.'{ 
4.3 
1.3 

f< Columbia SI·1SA 27.9 14.7 3.'( 25.9 13.'{ 3.2 2.0 1.0 .5 
II Au,gustn S~A 12.0 5.3 2.2 10.5 4.3 1.8 1.5 1.0 .4 
C Charleston SI·1SA 12.8 6.5 2.0 12.4 0.2 l.9 .4 .3 .1. 
D Greenville SlolSf< 20.4 7.5 3.5 18.7 6.8 3.0 1.7 .8 .5 

GeorgitL 
1 lIorthwest Georgill RidBe /lnd Vall"y 
2 Georgi/l. Blue Ridge 
3 Georgia Upper Piedmont 
4 Gellrgill Lower Piedmont 
5 Geprgil1 SMd Hill. 
6 Georgia Upper Coastal Plain 
7 Georgia Central Coastal Plain 
8 Tifton Plrlin 

38.6 
19.2 
47.4 
73.0 
ll.4 
24.2 
48.6 
45.3 

15.', 
9.3 

19.9 
35.1 
5.7 

13.1 
25.3 
21.0 

'{.5 
4.2 

10.1 
16.4 

2 • ., 
5.'{ 

ll.l 
10.1 

32,1, 
15,6 
36,0 
58.3 
8.6 

15.0 
28.2 
26.7 

12.8 
7.6 

1.5.6 
26.8 
4.1 
7.7 

13.5 
10.8 

5.9 
3.1 
7.3 

12.0 
1.9 
3.3 
5.8 
5.3 

6.2 
3.6 
9.4 

14.8 
2.9 
9.2 

2.0.3 
18.6 

2.9 
1.7 
4.4 
8.3 
1.6 
5.4 

ll.B 
10.2 

1,6 
1.1. 
2.8 
4.4 

.9 
2.5 
5.3 
4.7 

9 Georgia Coast 
A Chattanooga SMSA 
B f<t::'Mta SMSA 
C Columbus s~t. 
D Augus ttl SI·1SA 
E Savannah SMSf< 
F Macon SMSA (Except Hounton part) 
G !-lacon SlolSA (Houston part) 

25.0 
6.6 

44.~ 
16. 
9.7 
4.8 
5.3 
3.7 

ll.8 
2.5 

17.1 
5.9 
4.6 
1.7 
2.2 
1.6 

4.9 
1.3 
7.7 
1.0 

.7 
·9 
.9 
.5 

20.8 
6.0 

42.7 
16.3 
9.5 
4.7 
4.9 
3.2 

9.4 
2.2 

15.9 
5.8 
4.5 
1.6 
1.9 
1.3 

3.8 
1.1 
7.0 

10.0 
.7 
.9 
.8 
.4 

4.3 
.7 

2.2 
.1 
.1. 
]/
.4 
.5 

2.4 
.3 

1.1 
]/
]I
]I
.2 
.3 

1.1 
.2 
.6 
]/
]I 

JJ 
.1 

Florida 
1 
2 

Western Florida Coast 
Florida Flatwoods 

25.1. 
21.1. 

9·5 
8.5 

4.2 
11.8 

23.3 
19.4 

8.5 
7.8 

3.6 
4.3 

1..8 
1.6 

1.0 
.7 

.5 

.5 
3 
4 

Horth and West Central FLorida 
Florida Indian River 

44.'( 
33.1 

21.2 
9.3 

9.6 
7.:' 

35.8 
31.8 

1.6.2 
8.9 

7.2 
6.8 

6.9 
1.3 

5.0 
.4 

2.4 
.5 

5 
li 
A 

Central Florida CitrUS 
Everglo.den and South Floridll Rp.norts 
Jacksonville S~ISA 

56.1. 
33.2 
19.7 

19.4 
10.0 

6.7 

13.6 
9.3 
2.7 

50.7 
31.9 
1.9.3 

17.2 
9·5 
6.5 

11·9 
9.0 
2.6 

5.4 
1.3 

.4 

2.2 
.4 
.2 

1.7 
.4 
.1 

B 
C 

TMlpa-St. Petersburg SI·ISA 
Miami SMSA 

29.5 
12.5 

9.3 
3.4­

6.5 
1.9 

27.2 
12.0 

8.4 
3.3 

5.$ 
1.6 

2.3 
.5 

1.0 
.2 

.7 

.1 
D 
E 

Pensacola S~1SA 
OrLando S~lSA 

19.4 
23.2 

8.1 
7.4 

2.'( 
4.0 

18.4 
22.4 

7.6 
1'.1 

2.4 
3.8 

1.1 
.8 

.5 

.3 
.3 
.2 

See footnotes, l),t end of table. 
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Table 10.-Rural, rural-nonfo.rm, and rural-fo.rm males, 20-64: Number in working-age group in 1960, and entrants and 
departure. during 1960-70, for state economic nreao - Continued t 

(Figures rounded to thousands withoutndjusting to group totals) 

: Rural : Rural nonfarm Rural fo.rm 

State economic nrea !-1ales 
20-64, 
1960 

En­
trants, 
1960-70 

1/ 

Depar­ : 
tures J : 

1960-70: 
2/ : 

~!al.es 

20-64, 
1960 

En­ : 
trants,: 
1960-70: 

1/ 

Depar­
tures, : 
1960-70: 

2/ 

~es 

20-64, 
1960 

En­ : Depar­
trants,: tures, 
1960-70: 1960-70 

1/ 2/ 

Florida_ Continued 
li' West Palm Beach SMSA 12.2 2.2 11.9 3.2 2.1 .3 .2 
G Ft. Lauderdale-Hollywood SMSA 3.1 .5 3.0 .7 .5 .1 11 

Kentucl<;y 
1 Jackson .Purchaoe 24.2 8.7 6.0 15.B 5.6 3.3 8.4 3.1 2.7 
2 Lower Ohio Vnlley 13.5 5.8 3.1 9.1 3.6 1.9 4.4 2.2 1.3 
3 
4 
5 

Western Kentucky Coal Field. and Knobs 
Kentucky Pennyroyal 
South Central Kentucky Highland 

75.5 
31.2 
35.6 

30.4 
12.0 
.1.6.1 

14.4 
6.4 
~8.7 

52.6 
17.0 
15.1 

20.6 
6.4 
6.6 

8.0 
2.5 
3.1 

22.9 
14.2 
20.5 

9.9 
5.6 
9.6 

6.5 
3.8 
5.6 

6 Outer Bluegrass 61.6 23.8 14.1 32.9 11.7 6.5 28.7 12.1 7.6 
7 
8 
9 
A 

Irmer B1uegras" 
Eastern Kentucky Hills 
Eastern Kentucky Coal Fields 
Louisville SMSA 

15.2 
43.4 
69.0 
17.6 

5·9 
22.1 
42.2 
6.8 

3.7 
10.0 
15.5 
3.2 

6.8 
26.2 
63.9 
16.5 

2.8 
12.9 
3B.5 
6.4 

1.4 
5.4 

13.8 
2.9 

8.5 
17.2 

5.9 
1.1 

3.1 
9.2 
3.7 

.4 

2.3 
4.6 
1.7 

.4 
B 
C 
D 

Cincirmati 6MS" 
HuntiJ16t.on-Ash1and SMSA 
Evansville SMSA 

8.2 
3.0 
4.1 

3.3 
1.7 
1.5 

1.8 
.5 
.9 

7.0 
2.6 
2.9 

2.8 
1.6 
1.1 

1.4 
.4 
.6 

1.1 
.4 

1.2 

.5 

.2 

.5 

.4 
3/
73 

E Lexington SMSA 6.3 1.8 1.1 4.7 1.2 .7 1.5 .6 .4 

Tennessee 
1 Termessee Bluff Hills and Jackson Plain 47.0 22.2 12.1 20.9 8.0 4.B 26.1 14.2 7.3 
2 
3 
4 
5 

TermeGsee Fnll Line Slopes 
Western Highland Rim 
Tennessee Pennyroyal and Northern Highland Rim 
Tennessee Central .sasin 

29.1 
21.8 
23.0 
42.1 

11.3 
9.3 
9.5 

15.5 

7.6 
5.0 
4.6 
9.9 

16.0 
13.9 
14.7 
22.3 

6.0 
5.7 
6.2 
7.7 

3.7 
2.9 
2.3 
4.3 

13.1 
7.9 
B.2 

19.8 

5.3 
3.6 
3.2 
7.8 

4.0 
2.1 
2.4 
5.6 

6 
7 
8 

Eastern Righland Rim 
Tennessee Cumberland Plateau 
Vnlley of Eaotern Tennessee 

35.2 
23.7 

115.0 

15.0 
12.1 
50.1 

8.1 
5.2 

23.5 

19.0 
19.0 
76.2 

7.7 
9.8 

32.4 

3.7 
3.9 

13.5 

16.2 
4.7 

3B.B 

7.2 
2.4 

17.7 

4.4 
1.3 

10.0 
J\ 
B 
C 
D 

!'!emphis SMSA 
nashville SMSA 
Chattanooga 6~1SA 
Knoxville SMSA 

18.3 
12.9 
12.4 
35.1 

11.3 
4.5 
4.8 

14.5 

3.1 
2.5 
2.4 
7.4 

15.5 
11.6 
11·5 
30.9 

9.6 
4.0 
4.5 

12.6 

2.3 
2.0 
2.1 
6.1 

2.8 
1.4 

.B 
4.2 

1.7 
.5 
.3 

1.9 

.8 

.4 

.3 
1.3 

Alabama 
1 Middle TermeGsee Vnlley 29.7 14.1 6.1 19.1 8.2 3.6 10.6 5.B 2.5 
2 Sand Mountain 34.6 15.8 7.9 17.4 7.0 3.3 17.2 8.9 4.6 
3 
4 
5 

Alabnmn Ridge and Vnlley 
Alabama Pietl:nont 
Alabnmn Upper Coastal Plain 

49.6 
24.2 
41.5 

21.7 
10.7 
19.3 

10.5 
5.6 

10.2 

42.2 
19.3 
29.8 

18.2 
8.5 

12.8 

B.4 
3.9 
6.8 

7.4 
5.0 

11.8 

3.6 
2.2 
6.5 

2.1 
1.7 
3.5 

6 Alabama Black Prairie 26.9 17.3 6.9 16.5 9.4 3.8 10.5 7.9 3.1 
7 Alabama Wire GraSG 10.B 5.8 2.6 B.7 11.5 1.9 2.1 1.2 .7 
8 Alabnmn Gulf Coast 12.6 5.6 2.9 10.2 4.5 2.3 2.3 1.2 .6 
9 Alabama Central Coastal Plain 44.0 21.6 10.4 27.8 13.1 5.7 16.2 8.6 4.6 
A .Birminghnm SMSA 23.B 9.9 5.0 23.1 9.5 4.7 .7 .3 .2 
B 
C 
D 
E 

Columbus, Georgia SMSA 
Montgomery S~ISA 
Mobile SMSA 
Tuscaloosa SMSA 

3.6 
6.5 

10.6 
7.5 

2.2 
3.1 
4.4 
3.3 

.8 
1.3 
2.1 
1.6 

2.7 
5.0 
9.B 
6.3 

1.5 
2.1 
4.0 
2.7 

.6 

.9 
1.9 
1.1 

.9 
1.5 

.9 
1.2 

.7 
1.0 

.4 

.6 

.2 

.4 

.2 

.4 
F Huntsville SMSA 11.0 4.4 1.8 7.6 2.6 .9 3.4 1.8 .9 

Mississippi 
1 MiSSissippi Delta-Yazoo 46.8 28.7 12.4 25.6 13.5 6.3 21.2 15.2 6.1 
2 
3 

Mississippi Delta Fringe and Bluff Hills 
Southwest Mississippi 

36.4 
29.6 

21.4 
15.7 

9.8 
7.9 

16.6 
22.7 

8.2 
11.5 

4.0 
5.5 

19.8 
6.9 

13.2 
4.3 

5.B 
2.4 

4 
5 
6 

Mississippi Pine Hills 
HiGsissippi Black Prairie 
MissiSSippi Piney Woods 

29.7 
27.5 
79.B 

13.9 
13.9 
39.1 

7.6 
6.1 

20.5 

14.6 
16.8 
47.9 

5.9 
7.7 

21.2 

3.3 
2.9 

10.8 

15.1 
10.7 
31.9 

8.0 
6.1 

17.9 

4.3 
3.2 
9.7 

7 
8 

Misa1ssippi Lower Coastal Plains 
Mississippi Gulf Coast 

17.4 
14.2 

8.5 
5.3 

4.0 
2.8 

13.5 
13.4 

6.5 
4.9 

2.9 
2.6 

3.9 
.8 

2.0 
.4 

1.2 
.2 

A Jackson. SMSA 7.1 11.5 1.8 5.0 3.0 1.1 2.1 1.5 .7 

Arkansas 
1 Northwest Arkansas 11.6 4.5 3.4 6.7 2.6 1.7 4.9 1.9 1.7 
2 
3 
4 

Arklinsas River VnlleY""Boston Mountains Slopes 
Arkansns River VnlleY""Southeastern Oznrk Slopes 
Ouachita Mountains-Eastern 

19.6 
16.7 
22.2 

8.1 
8.1 
8.2 

5.5 
5.2 
6.1 

14.2 
11.7 
18.4 

5.7 
5.0 
6.9 

3.7 
3.0 
4.B 

5.4 
7.0 
3.8 

2.4 
3.2 
1.4 

1.B 
2.2 
1.3 

5 Southwest Arkansas 15.4 7.0 4.6 11.4 5.4 3.2 4.0 1.7 1.4 
6 South Central Arkansas 26.2 12.3 7.1 21.3 9.8 5.4 4.B 2.5 1.6 
7 
8 

Crowley's Ridge and Arkansas Prairies 
Mississippi Delta-Arkansas Section 

44.6 
42.4 

22.2 
23.7 

11.1 
10.5 

22.9 
26.7 

10.3 
13.8 

5.5 
6.2 

21.7 
15.7 

11.9 
10.0 

5.5 
4.3 

9 Ozark Plateau-Arkansas 23.0 9.3 6.8 13.4 5.0 3.7 9.6 4.4 3.0 
A Little Rock-NOrth Little Rock SMSA 10.2 4.3 2.1 9.3 3.8 1.9 .9 .5 .3 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 10.-Rural, t;ural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: NuIIlber in working-age group in 1960, and entrants and 
departures during 1960-70, for State economic areas - Continued 

(Fi~res rounded to thousands without !!:!!Just~ to !l!r0!!E totals 2 
: 

State economic area 

Louisiana 
1 Mississippi Delta-Lower Red River 
2 MissisSippi Delta-Northeast Louisiana 
3 Mississippi Delta-Central Louisiana 
4 North Central Louisiana 
5 
 Southeast Louisiana 

6 Louisiana Sugarcane 

7 
 Soutlr"est Louisiana Coast Prairies 

8 West Central Louisiana 

A Shreveport SMSA 

B New Orleans SMSA 

C Baton Rouge SMSA 

D Lake Charles SMSA 

E ~Ionroe ~ISA 


Oklahoma 

1 Oklahoma Panhandle 

2 North Central Oklahoma 

3 
 Northeast Oklahoma 

4 Southwest Oklahoma 

5 
 Central Oklahoma-Western 

6 Central Oklahoma-Eastern 

7 
 South Central Oklahoma 

8 Eastern Oklahoma- ArkansBB River 

9 
 Duschita Mountains-Western 

10 Oklahoma Ozark 

A Tulsa SMSA (Except Creek part) 

B Oklnhoma City S~ISA (Except Canadian part) 

C Tulsa SMSA (Creek part) 

D Oklahoou. City S~ISA (Canadian part) 


TeXllS 

1 Trans Pecos 

2 Edwards Platenu-Eustern 

3 
 Southwest Rio Grande Plain 

4 Texas Northern High Plains (Panhandle) 

5 
 Texas Southern High Plains 

6 Texns Rolling Plains 

'I North Central Tex",s 

8 Northern 1l1nckland 

9 
 Post Oak 


10 Southern Blncklend 

II Northeas tRio Grnnde Plnin 

12 Northeast Texas Snndy Lands 

13 Southenst Texas Sandy Lnnds 

14 Texas Coast Prnirie 

15 Lower Rio Grande Vnllcy 

Ib Edwards Plo.teo.u-Western 


A El Paso srolSA 

B Fort Worth S/oISA 

C Dnllas SNSA (Except Denton part) 

D I1nco Sf·ISA 

E Alls tin S~~'lA 


F Snn Antonio St·ISA 

G Houston SI·ISA 

H Beaumont-Port Arthur sr·ISA 

J ;.marillo S/·ISA 

K Wichita Fnlls SI'SA 

L Lubbock S/·ISA 

14 Galveston-Toxns City SloISA 

11 Corpus Christi SI·ISA 

0 Dnllas S~ISA (Denton part) 

P Abilene S~ISA 


).lontenn 
1 I·!ontann Hountains 
2 1l01·th Centrnl Hanten a Plnins-Highlinc nnd Lower 

YellowGtone 

3 
 U'pper Yellowstone (Uld Big lIorn 

4 Central and Southenst I'lontena 


Idaho 

1 Idnho 1·lountnins- Central 

2 Lewiston~Pend Oreille 


See footnotes nt end. of table. 

Males 

20-64, 

1960 


~ 

19.7 
24.6 
35.6 
28.8 
43.1 
46.9 
18.4 
13.2 
11'.0 

5.7 
8.0 

10.3 
5.0 

15.9 
19.0 
16.8 
37.6 
20.1 
11.1 
20.5 
18.7 
19.1 
8.6 

14.4 
6.0 
4.0 
3.1 

8.1 
19.2 
13.2 
27.5 
28.5 
34.7 
36.1 
56.4 
17.6 
1B.3 
25.0 
83.1 
33.3 
47.9 
23.1 
11.2 
13.3 
12.3 
17.3 

'(.2 
7.t: 

11.6 
1·,.4 

7.B 
1.5 
3.? 
5.3 
3.8 
5.9 
4.3 
4.2 

35.7 

33.7 
8.4 
7.0 

23.3 
10.3 

Rural 
: Rural nonfarm Rural fa1'lll 

En- Depar­ En­ : Depar­ En­ Depar­
Males: Males trants, tures, trants,: tures, trants, tures,

• 20-64, 	 20-64, 
 1960-70 1960-70 

1L 2l 1960 II : 2l 1960 II 2L 


1960-70 1960-70 1960-70:1960-70
 

~~ ~~ ~~ ~~ 

4.5 16.9 7.1 3.8 2.8 1.6 .8
8.7 
13.0 6.6 3.1 11.6 7.1 3.413.7 6.4 

9.8 4.6 12.5 7.1 3.316.9 7.9 23.1 
13.6 7.8 24.9 ll.5 6.4 3.9 2.1 1.4 
18.0 9.7 36.9 14.5 7.9 6.3 3.5 1.8 
21.7 9.3 42.2 19.3 8.1 4.8 2.4 1.2 

7.9 4.2 12.7 5.4 2.7 5.8 2.5 1.5 
5.1 2.8 2.4 1.3 .8
6.4 3.6 10.7 

2.7 1.5 .7 .5
6.2 3.3 12.5 5.5 
2.0 .9 5.6 2.0 .9 II II II


1.4 7.5 3.3 1.2 .5 .2 .1
3.5 
3.B 1.6 9. B 3.6 1.4 .5 .2 .2 

2.4 1.0 4.4 2.1 .9 .5 .3 .1 


11.2 B.B 2.8 2.2 7.1 2.9 2.05.7 
6.5 5.3 10.1 3.5 2.4 8.9 3.0 2.9 

11.5 4.4 2.9 5.4 2.2 1.56.6 4.5 
14.7 7.5 26.0 10.0 4.0 11.5 4.7 3.5 

8.2 5.5 12.7 5.2 3.5 7.4 3.1 2.4 
1.6 1.25.2 3.5 7.7 3.6 2.3 3.4 

1.88.7 6.0 14.9 6.4 4.2 5.6 2.3 
9.1 5.2 13.6 6.3 3.6 5.5 2.8 1.7 

13.6 6.'{ 3.B 5.6 2.5 1.B9·3 5.6 
2.8 1.6 2.9 1.3 1.04.1 2.6 5.7 

6.0 3.3 12.3 5.1 2.7 2.1 .9 .6 

2.6 1.5 4.7 2.1 1.1 1.3 .5 .4 

1.9 1.0 3.3 1.5 .8 .7 .4 .3 


.6 1.9 .9 .2 1.3 .4 .4
1.3 

1.2 1.7 .5 .3
2.9 1.5 6.4 2.4 
2.7 2.56.8 5.7 11.5 4.1 3.2 7.7 

2.8 10.1 4.2 1.9 3.1 1.3 .9
5.5 
2.210.9 5.7 15.9 6." 3.5 11.6 4.4 
2.610.7 5.7 16.0 5.7 3.1 12.5 5.0 

12.8 10.2 19·0 6.8 5.3 15.7 6.0 4.9 
14.0 10.0 22.5 9.2 5.3 13.6 4.9 4.7 
22.5 14.9 36.9 15.0 8.3 19.5 7.5 6.7 
7.3 5.6 10.3 4.2 3.0 7.3 3.1 2.6 
6.9 5.6 9.1 3.4 2.5 9.2 3.4 3.2 

3.3 9.0 3.8 2.511.1 5.8 15.9 7.3 
34.0 24.5 64.1 26.2 17·3 19.1 7.8 7.2 
13.8 9.3 29.1 12.0 "(.7 4.3 1.8 1.5 
18.2 10.5 36.6 13.2 7·2 11.3 5.0 3.4 

1.610.3 4.2 16.2 7.3 2.6 6.8 3.0 
4.0 2.3 8.2 3.1 1.6 3.0 .B .7 

3.8 .8 12.5 3.4 .6 .8 .4 .1 

4.6 2.9 9. 6 3.6 2.1 2.7 1.0 .8 

6.6 4.2 12.4 4.8 2.6 4.9 1.7 1.6 

.B2.6 2.0 5.2 1.9 1.3 2.0 .7 

1.4 6.3 1.9 1.0 1.3 .5 .4
2.4 

4.4 2.1 9.9 3.'{ 1.6 1.7 .7 .5 

6.5 3.7 15.7 5.9 3.3 1.7 .7 .5 

3.1 	 1.6 7. 4 2.9 1.5 .3 .1 .1 


.5 .3 .8 .2 .2 .7 .3 .2 

1.0 ·9 2.5 .7 .'{ .7 .2 .2 


2.7 .4 2.6 1.1 .6
1.9 .9 .9 

1.11 .B 3.6 1.3 .8 .2 lL 
2.6 1.1 4.3 1.8 .8 1.6 .8 ~ 
1.6 1.2 2.8 1.0 .7 1.5 .6 .5 


.6
1.6 :L.2 2.3 .9 .6 l.'~ .7 


12.6 B.l 27.3 9.4 5.B B.4 3.2 2.3 

12.7 6.6 20.5 7.6 3.7 13.2 5.2 2.9 
.'(3.6 1.8 5.1 2.1 1.0 3.3 1.5 

1.1 .8
2.8 1.7 3.7 1.7 ·9 3.4 

8.3 4.9 18.5 6.2 3.7 4.7 2.1 1.2 

3.9 2.5 7.6 3.0 1.7 2.8 1.0 .8 
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Table 10. --llural, rural-nonfann, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Number in 'WOrking-aae group in 1960, and entrants nnr!departures during 1960-70, for state economic Breas _ Continued 

(Fi res rounrleu to thousand!] without ad 'ustin 

Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farm 
State economic area Males En- : Dcpnr-

Nales En- : Depar- En- Depar­trants J : turcs., Males
20-64, 20-64, trants ,: tures J trants, tures ,1960-70 :1960-70 20-64,
1960 1960-70:1960-70 1960-70 1960-701£ 2{ 1960 It 1960 
~ 

2L l[ 2£ 
Idaho -Continued ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

3 Southllest Idaho 32.9 13.84 Upper Snake River 7·3 16.8 6.5 3.3 16.1 7.3 4.020.0 9.8 1,.2 11.0 2.14·9 8.9 4.9 2.1 
Wyoming 
1 Wyoming Mountain. -Western 
2 Northern and Eas tern Wyoming 

11.8 3·9 2.6 9·3 3.1 2.0 2.5 .9 .626.0 9.7 5.6 16.9 6.0 3.6 9.1 3.7 2.1 
Colorado 
 

1 
 Colorado Mountains-Continental Divide 15·3 5.1 3.5 12.1, 4.12 Colorudo Mountains 2.8 2.9 1.0 .824.7 10.6 5.:,· 17.2 7.2 3·9 7.43 Northern Colorado-Irrigated 3.3 2.021.6 8.7 4.84 12.4 4.8 2.8 9.2East Central Colorado Plains 3.9 2.011.4 4.2 2.8 6.7 2.25 Southeast Colorado 1.7 4.7 1·9 1.112.7 5.3A 3.1 8·5 3.5 2.0 4.2Denver SmA (Except Boulder part) 1.9 1.111.4 4.3 2.3 9.3 3.6 1.7B Colorado Springs SMSA 2.1 .7 .611.1 4.3 1.0 10.4 4.1 .8C Pueblo SMSA .7 .2 .23.5 1.6 .-r 2.7 1.2D Denver SmA (Bouldel'part) ·5 .8 .4 .24.6 1.6 1.0 3.7 1.2 ·7 1.0 .4 .3 
Nell ~Iexico 
1 Northwest Nell ~Iexico 2B.4 14.5 5.4 24.6 12.5 1 •. 6 2 lIortheast Nell Mexico 3.8 1·9 .814.6 6.9 3.2 10.2 4.9 2.03 Southern Nell Mexico 4.5 2.0 1.230.5 11.1 5.0 24.6A Albuquerque SMSA 8.8 3.8 5.9 2.3 1.25.8 2.2 .9 5.5 2.1 .8 .3 .1 ]/

Arizona 
 
1 Northern Arizona 
 22.8 11.0 5.0 20.0 9.2 11. 1,2 Southern Arizona 2.8 1.8 .629.9 10.4 5.0 26.0 8.8 4.2 3.9A Phoenix SMSA 1.7 ·925.9 8.2 4.4 22.1B Tucson SMSA 6.5 3.5 3.8 1.68.4 3.1 ·91.7 7.7 2.8 1.6 .7 .3 .1 

Utah 
 
1 'Nas!ltch Mountains and Northern Utah 
 13.0 6.2 3.1 10.02 4.5 2.4 3.0Central Utah Valleys 1.7 .77.0 3·3 1.3 5.4 2.4 .8 1.63 Utah Basin and Platcau .9 .519.7 9.0 4.4 16.5A Salt Lake City SMSA 7.2 3.5 3.2 1.8 .88.7 3.5 1.3B Ogden SmA 7.6 2.8 1.1 1.1 .6 ;23.3 1.6 ·7 2.6 1.2 .5 .7 .4 .2 

Ue.,ac.'!a 
1 Nevada 1B.B 5.8 4.1 16.2 5.0 3.4 2.6A Las Vegas S~lSA .B ·77.3 1.7 1.1 7.0 1.6 1.0 .3 .1 11

Washington 
 
1 Olympic Peninsula and Washington Coast 
 6.5 ".8 16.3 5.62 Northern Pugct Sound 

lS.5 4.1 2.2 ·9 ·721.0 7.4 4.8 16.5 5. 113 Central Puget Sound-Kitsap County 3·5 4·5 2.1 1.211.5 4.5 2.84 Southern Puget Sound and Interior Coastal 
 10·9 4.3 2.6 .6 .2 .2 
Valley 
 20.8 8.7 5.0 17·5 7.0 3.9 3.35 Okanogan lIighlnndo and Eastern Slopes of Cascudes 10.9 4.1 1.7 1.1 

6 Yakima Valley and Eastern Slopes of Cascades 28.9 12.0 
2.7 7.9 3.0 1.9 2.g 1.2 .B
6.5 19.6 7·9 4.0 4.17 Eastern Washington 9·3 2.526.6 5.69·5 18.11 6.1 8.28 Northeastern Washington-Columbia River Watershed 6.2 2.5 

3·7 3·3 1.91.6 4.2 1.0A Seattle SMSA ('::xcept Snohomish part) 1.6 2.0 ·9 .625·0 8.8 5.1 23.2 8.1 4.6 1.8B Tacoma SMSA .7 ·531.6 8.9 4.4 30.0 8.2 1.6C Portland 5MBA 3·9 .6 .53.8D Spokane SMSA 9·5 2.4 7.6 2.9 1.7 2.0 .9 .712 • .1 4.4 2.0 9·7 3.4 ,1.4 2.4E Seattle SMSA (Snohomish part) ·9 ·719.4 7.2 3·9 17.4 6.4 3.4 2.0 .8 .6 
Oregon 
1 Western Oregon 54 .4 19.5 13.3 47.6 16.9 11.2 6.S 2.g 2.12 Willnmette Valley 36.2 111.8 8.6 26.3 10.7 5.6 10.0 4.23 Columbia Basin-Central 3.010.9 3.B 2.6I, Eastcnl Oregon Plateau and Blue Mountain 25.8 9·8 5.9 

7·9 2.S 1.8 2·9 1.0 .8 
 
A Portland SmA 7·9
17·9 6.6 3.8 3.2 2.1

27·3 10.4 6.8 21.3 8.0 4.8 6.1 2.5 2.0B E.Ugene SMSA 16.,1 6.2 3.5 111.0 5.4 2.9 2.1 .8 .6 
California 

1 Northern California Canst 31.3 10.5 6.9 2B.5 9.5 6.0 2.8 1.02 North Central California Coast .931.4 10.8 8.6 26.9 9·3 7.03 South Central California Coos t 4.5 1.5 1.553.2 19.8 9.5 47.9 18.1 7.9 5.2 1.7Sacramento Valley 1.5'I 33·7 12.1 7.8 25.6 9·2 5.4 8.,1 2.45 Lo>rer (Northern) San Joaquin Valle:r 2·934.0 12·9 7.2 24.4 9.2 4.76 Upper (Southern) San Joaquin Valley and Tulare 9·6 3.8 2.5 
 
Basin 
 36.1 ,15.6 8.3 24.8 10.8 5.47 Southern California Canst 11·3 4.9 2.922.2 6.6 3·9 20.3 5·9 3.3 1.9 .7 .6 
 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 10.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Number in working-age group in 1960, and entrants and 
departures during 1960-10, for State economic areas - Continued 

(Figures rounded to thousands without adjusting to group totals) 

: Rural : Rural nonfarm Rural farm 

En­ Depar­ : En­ Depar­ En­ Depar­
State economic. area Males Males Malestrants, tures, . trants, tures, trants, tures,20-64, 20-64, 20-64,1960-70 1960-70: 1960-70 1960-70 1960-70 1960-701960 1960 19601/ 2/ : 1/ 2/ 1/ 2/ 

California -Continued 

8 Southern California Desert-Irrigated 9·7 2·3 1.9 8.2 1.7 1.5 1.5 .6 .4 

9 Eastern and Nortbern Call1Ornia Mountain and 


Valley 57.3 18.6 14.2 51.6 16.8 12.5 5.7 1.8 1.7 
A San Francisco-Oakland SMSA 41f.0 14.0 7.1 40.4 12.1 6.6 3.5 1.3 1.0 
13 San .jos e SMSA 7.4 3.0 1.6 5.3 2.2 1.0 2.1 .8 .6 
C Sacr!llllento SMSA 22·9 6.6 3.6 20·9 5.7 3.1 2.0 .5·9 
D Stockton SmA 20.9 7·5 4.8 15.5 5.5 3.2 5·3 2.0 1.6 
.E Fresno SMSA 30.1 12.6 6.1~ 18.4 3.7 11.7 4.7 2.87·9 
F Los Angeles-Long Beach SMSA 31.5 10.3 6.3 29.4 9.6 5.6 2.1 .7 .6 
G San Diego SMSA 35.8 17.2 5.1 33.2 16.3 4.2 2.6 .9 .9 
H San Bernardino-Riverside-Ontario SI£A 65.2 19·4 13.0 61.0 17.9 11.6 4.3 1.5 1.4 
.j Bakersfield SI£A 25·7 9.3 4.9 22.7 7.8 4.2 3.0 1.5 .7 
K Santa Barbara SMSA 16.2 4·9 2.5 14.8 4.1~ 2.1 1.4 ·5 .4 

Alaska 

1 Southeastern Alaska Panhandle 5.3 1·9 1.0 

2 South Central Alaska, Alaska Peninsula, and 


Aleutian Chllin 22.7 6.9 2.3 

3 Inland and Northern Alaska 19.4 
 5·9 1·9 

P.awii 
1 P.awaii-Maui-KaU!li 22.9 8.4 6.9 20.8 7.2 6.4 2.1 1.1 .6 
A Honolulu SMSA 23.7 8.8 2.3 23.1 8.5 2.2 .5 .3 .1 

Jj Per';;;;;;;-w~ii reach th(1 working-age group at some time during the decade and survive to the end of the decade. gj Persons who 
v1ll leave the working-age group through death or reaching retirement age. Y Less than 100. 
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Tabie ll.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios, by color, 
for state economic areas, 1960-70 11 

(Ratios not shown for State economic areas with fewer than 100 deEartures) 
: 	 :

Rural Rural nonfarm Rural .rarm 
State economic areb. 

Total White Nonwhite Total White Nonwhite Total White Nonwhite 

Maine 
1 Aroostook 240 239 260 259 184 184 
2 Maine Woods 171 171 173 173 158 157 
3 Northeast Maine Coast 134 134 134 134 133 133 
4 Southern ~!aine Coast 150 150 153 153 130 130 
A Portland Metro Area 185 185 191 191 119 119 

New Hampshire 
1 lihite Mountains-Northern New IInmpshire 146 146 145 145 147 147 
2 Scuthern New Hampshire 1119 149 150 151 133 133 
A Manchester Metro Area 11'9 148 153 153 108 103 

Vermont 
1 Champlain Valley-Northern Vermont 189 189 182 182 204 204 
2 Green ~lountainG-Southern Vermont 158 159 162 163 143 144 

Massachusetts 
1 Berkshire-l>lonadnock 157 157 162 161 127 127 
2 Cape Cod 134 134 135 135 
A Springfield-Chicopee-Holyoke Metro Area 166 165 169 169 125 125 
B Worcester ~Ietro Area 157 157 158 158 139 139 
C Boston-Lowell-Lawrence-Haverhill Metro Area 181 181 186 185 	 185 190 113 113 
 
D Brockton Metro Area 149 149 150 1119 11'9 1';0 134 
 133
 
E Fall River-New Bedford Metro Area 157 158 160 161 118 118 
 
F Pittsfield Metro Area 136 137 137 138 128 125 
 

Rhode Island 
1 Lower Narragansett Bay 208 210 209 211 179 179 
A Providence-Pawtucket Metro Area 148 148 150 150 104 104 

Connec ticut 
1 Western Connecticut 151 153 153 154 132 132 
2 FAstern Connecticut 161 161 125 164 165 127 127 127 
A Brid.geport-StMlford-Norwalk 1,Ietro Area 146 147 147 148 88 85 
B New Haven-Waterbury4lcriden Metro Area 174 172 179 177 90 90 
C Hartford-New Britain Metro Area 168 169 91 173 175 92 98 98 

lIew York 
1 Niagara-Qntario Shore 153 154 109 162 164 123 130 132 
2 Genesee-Finger Lakes 141 142 92 140 142 88 143 143 
3 Southern Tier 162 162 99 162 163 98 161 162 
4 Eastern Lake Plains-Plateau Fringe 170 171 169 169 174 174 
5 Mohawk-Adirondack 132 133 130 131 143 143 
6 L'pper Susquehanna-Delaware 147 147 147 147 148 147 
7 St. Lawrence-Champlain Valley-Adirondack Fringe 174 174 1137 173 rr3 212 177 178 
8 Upper Hudson Valley 158 153 160 154 149 149 
9 Mid-fhtdson Valley-Catskill 131 126 2~J9 132 127 311 116 116 
A Buffalo SMSA 161 161 144 166 166 1110 128 127 
B Rochester s-ISA 184 181 19B 194 li6 115 
C Syracuse SMSA 172 172 171 177 177 152 152 
D Utica-Rome SMSA 160 161 159 160 163 164 
E Binghwnton s-ISA 196 203 20:' 155 155 
F Albany-Schenectady-Troy SMSA 144 i~ 147 147 122 121 
G lIew York City SJ-lSA 144 144 132 144 144 131 136 13'5 

New Jersey 
1 Northern New Jersey 141 136 235 145 140 244 106 106 
:1 Southern New Jersey 132 131 152 131, 133 11,4 107 93 --­
t. Allentown-Beth1chem-Easton Sl>1SA 11'3 143 147 147 120 119 
 
B Newark SMSA 150 150 149 149 171 171 
 
C Trenton SJ-ISA 127 127 129 131 131 133 90 91 
 
D Philadelphia SMSA 161 158 184 163 160 187 11'3 143 
 
F. Atlantic City SMSA 131 133 118 136 	 139 123 10399 
F Wilmington SI1SA 180 185 1511 213 215 196 94 100 
 
G PnterBon-Clifton-Pn••aic SMSA 151 152 151 151 152 152 
 
!l Jersey City SMSA 
 No rural population 

Pennsylvania 
1 Northwestern Pennsylvania 166 166 174 166 166 175 168 168 
2 Northern Tier 156 157 59 154 156 55 162 161 
3 lIorth Central Pennsylvania 155 156 1~9 159 134 134 
4 Bituminous Coal 161 161 155 164 164 157 134 134 
5 South Central PennBylvania Ridge and Valley 180 180 176 176 200 200 
6 Pe~.sylvanill Anthracite 126 126 124 124 143 143 
7 Southeast Pennsylvania 164 166 43 163 166 43 169 169 
A Eric SMSA 193 193 203 204 149 150 
B Philadelphia SMSA 165 164 188 167 166 189 146 146 

See l'ootnote at end of table. 
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'!ab1.e 11. --Rural, rural-nonfarm. IUId ;rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios, by 
C010T, for State"economic ereas,'-l960-70 !I -ContInued 

!Ratios not shovn for State economic areas vith fever thIUI 1.00 de~ure.) 
: 

Rural 
: Rural nonfarm Rural fnrm 

State economic area 
: 'l'otal ~ White : Nonwhite ~ Total White; Nonwhite 'l'otal ; White Nonwhite 

Pennsy1.vania -Continued 
C Scranton 51& 
D Pittsburgh S~ 
E Johnstown ~ 
F Altoona S!o5A 
G Wilkes -l3arre-lIazleton S~ 
H Harrisburg S~ 
J York S!o5A 
K Lancaster S~ 
L Rending S!o5A 
10\ AllentollD-Bethlebem-Easton SMSA 

107 
166 
167 
1.55 
132 
209 
157 
179 
139 
1.41. 

107 
1.67 
1.88 
155 
130 
201 
157 
180 
1.39 
14L 

134 
104 
1.67 
1.90 
1.51. 
133 
215 
156 
1.50 
137 
L38 

1.04 
168 
191. 
151 
13L 
205 
156 
1.51. 
1.37 
138 

1.35 
127 
144 
1.70 
201. 
1.27 
178 
163 
299 
1.48 
1.70 

1.27 
144 
169 
201 
127 
178 
1.62 
301. 
1.48 
1.68 

Ohio 
1. Maumee 
2 Northwest central Ohio 
3 Minm1 Valley and Central Scioto 
4 North Central Ohio 
5 Northeastern Ohio 
6 "East Central Ohio 
7 Ohio F1ntlands-Chi11icothe 
8 Southenst Ohio Hills 
A 'l'o1.edoSMSA 
B Co1.umbus SMSA 
C DIlyton SMSA 
D Hamilton-Middletown SMSA 
E Cleveland SMSA 
F AJtronSMSA 
G Canton SMSA 
H Youngstown-Warren SMSA 
J Whe..~ing SMSA 
K Cincinnati SMSA 
L Huntin!ton-Ashland SMSA 
M Lorain-Elyria SMSA 
N Springfield SMS/. 
0 .Lima SMSA 

168 
1.74 
1.84 
185 
189 
170 
170 
174 
168 
187 
193 
234 
170 
161 
164 
193 
168 
1.83 
193 
212 
116 
166 

168 
175 
185 
187 
190 
170 
170 
175 
168 
189 
189 
235 
171 
161 
1.66 
194 
1.10 
183 
191 
215 
178 
172 

126 
115 
126 
208 
147 
124 
158 

365 

95 
167 

182 
186 
203 
192 
194 
177 
190 
184 
173 
198 
219 
270 
182 
168 
165 
201 
1.14 
186 
202 
221 
190 
189 

182 
187 
205 
195 
195 
176 
191 
185 
175 
201 
213 
212 
182 
168 
161 
202 
116 
187 
200 
231 
193 
200 

125 
118 
134 
221 
154 
140 
152 

378 

91 
166 

148 
158 
1.54 
169 
166 
147 
128 
145 
135 
128 
125 
116 

68 
155 
1.51 
142 
133 
140 
146 
151. 
1.20 
113 

1.48 
1.58 
154 
170 
1.67 
147 
128 
1.46 
131. 
127 
125 
116 

10 
150 
156 
142 
135 
140 
146 
151 
119 
113 

Indiana 
1 Northwestern Indiana 
2 Kankakee, Tippecanoe, and Iroquois River 
3 Northeast Indiana 
4 Richmond-HaTion-Kokomo 
5 Central Indiana 
6 Lower Wabash Valley-Indiana Side 
1 South Central Indiana 
8 Indiana Flats and :9reak6 
9 toliddle Wabash River 
A Gary-llIlmmond-East Chicago SMSA 
B South Bend SMSA 
C Fort Wayne SMSA 
D Indianapo1.is SMSA 
E Evansville SMSA 
F Louisville SMSA 
G Terre )!aute SMSA 
H Muncie SMSA 

115 
177 
167 
173 
1.74 
1.45 
164 
1.63 
1.72 
119 
169 
1.79 
188 
166 
163 
158 
1.65 

1.75 
1.78 
161 
114 
113 
1.45 
1.64 
1.63 
172 
180 
1.68 
1.81. 
192 
1.67 
166 
1.59 
166 

99 

1.13 
1.93 
176 
192 
209 
157 
1.76 
185 
197 
1.88 
1.82 
186 
201 
171 
176 
116 
199 

173 
195 
1.11 
194 
208 
158 
176 
186 
196 
190 
182 
189 
206 
171 
181 
177 
200 

1.01 

181 
1.54 
1.51 
1.34 
1.24 
1.24 
1.44 
1.36 
135 
1.43 
1.24 
163 

88 
147 
134 
101 

95 

181 
155 
157 
134 
124 
1.25 
1.44 
1.36 
136 
143 
1.24 
1.63 

88 
148 
1.34 
108 

95 

Il1.inois 
1 Northwest Illinois 
2 North"estcrn Chicago Environs 
3 west North Central Illinois 
4 Southwestern Central Illinois 
5 Upper Illinois River-Kankakee 
6 Ea. t Central Illinois 
7 west South Central Illinois 
8 Southern nUnois Gray Lands-Northern 
9 Lower Wabash Valley-Illinois Si<le 

10 Southern Illinois Gray Lands-Coal Fields 
II Illinois Ozark Bord"r 

A Davenport-Rock Island-Moline SMSA 
B Rockford SMSA 
C ChicagO SMSA 
D Peoria SM)A 

E Springfield SMSII 
F St. Louis SMSA 
G Decatur SMSA 

159 
161 
143 
123 
ll5 
145 
121 
136 
1.32 
125 
143 
111 
165 
164 
153 
136 
144 
185 

159 
1.60 
143 
123 
ll8 
].45 
1.24 
137 
132 
126 
140 
171 
162 
165 
153 
138 
143 
185 

18 
170 
18 

115 

142 

160 

151 
180 
145 
125 
109 
151 
111 
156 
142 
132 
158 
181 
114 
169 
1.56 
140 
157 
207 

157 
119 
145 
126 
113 
151 
121 
151 
142 
133 
154 
180 
170 
110 
156 
142 
151 
207 

17 
1.71 
18 

18, 

143 

162 

162 
143 
141 
120 
130 
137 
128 
120 
ll5 
llO 
III 
141 
136 
138 
143 
127 

98 
1.30 

1.62 
143 
141 
120 
131 
131 
1.28 
120 
115 
110 
112 
148 
1.36 
138 
143 
121 

9S 
130 

}!ich1gan 
1 l1pper Peninsula-Western 
2 tipper Peninsu1.a-Eastern 

;1.62 
159 

162 
159 

164 
161 

164 
162 

143 
1.52 

142 
1.51 

See footnote at end of table. 
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Table ll.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios, by color, 
for state economic areas, 1960-70 Y -Continued 

(Ratios not shown for state economic areas with fewer tban 100 departures) 

state economic area 
Rural Rural nonfann Rural fann 

;Total White Nonwhite Total : White Nonwhite Total : White : Nonwhite 
Michigan -Continued 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
J 

Western Micblgan Lake Shore-Northern 
Lower Peninsula-Northern 
East Central Michigan 
Western Michigan Lake Shore 
Central Michigan 
Southeast Michigan 
Southern Michigan 
Saginaw SMSA 
Grand Rapids SMSA 
Bay City SMSA 
Flint SMS" 
Lansing SMSA 
':etroit SMSA 
Kalmazoo SMSA 
Jackson SMSA 
Ann Arbor SMSA 

161 
156 
184 
191 
181 
175 
171 
200 
178 
205 
203 
190 
184 
175 
144 
145 

161 
156 
184 
193 
180 
174 
172 
202 
178 
205 
204 
190 
186 
175 
157 
148 

152 

148 
237 
180 
127 

136 

18 
96 

161 
150 
196 
203 
201 
185 
181 
228 
181 
217 
216 
207 
190 
192 
144 
146 

161 
150 
196 
205 
199 
185 
182 
232 
181 
217 
216 
208 
192 
192 
160 
151 

139 

164 
257 

123 

138 

18 
94 

161 
175 
169 
158 
146 
141 
152 
149 
169 
186 
141 
165 
135 
111 
142 
141 

160 
174 
169 
160 
146 
140 
152 
149 
170 
186 
142 
165 
135 
111 
142 
141 

97 

Wisconsin 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 

Northern. Wisconsin Woods 
West Central Wisconsin 
Southwest Wisconsin 
Eau Claire-Wausau 
Central Wisconsin-Southern Sandy 
Eastern Wisconsin-No"rthern 
En.tern Wisconsin-Central 
Eastern Wisconsin-Southern 
Duluth-Superior SMSA 
Madison SMSA 
Milwaukee SMSA (Except Waukesha part) 
Racine SMSA 
Milwaukee SMSA (waukesha part) 
Kenosha SMSA 

136 134 259 
141 141 
158 158 
176 176 
132 132 
148 145 298 
169 169 167 
153 153 
135 135 
171 171 
No rural population 
181 181 
170 170 
167 167 

125 
126 
130 
161 
130 
139 
151 
149 
141 
168 

202 
178 
174 

121 
126 
130 
160 
129 
132 
150 
150 
143 
168 

201 
177 
174 

243 

307 

163 
156 
186 
192 
135 
158 
193 
158 
118 
176 

124 
129 
141 

162 
156 
186 
192 
134 
158 
194 
158 
116 
176 

125 
129 
139 

Minnesota 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
A 
B 

Red River Valley-Minnesota 
Northern Minnesota Woods 
Minnesota Forest Margin-Western 
Minnesota Forest Margin-Eastern 
West Central Minnesota 
Southeast Central Minnesota 
Southeast Minnesota 
Southwest Minnesota 
Duluth-Superior SMSA 
Minneapolis -St. Paul SMSA 

135 
151 
139 
150 
137 
162 
147 
152 
172 
184 

135 
148 
137 
151 
137 
162 
147 
152 
173 
184 

249 
247 

137 
152 
131 
153 
116 
153 
136 
139 
176 
199 

137 
147 
126 
154 
116 
153 
136 
140 
176 
200 

257 
134 
149 
143 
148 
154 
170 
155 
161 
151 
156 

134 
148 
144 
148 
154 
170 
156 
161 
151 
156 

Iowa 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 

'lies tern Iowa 
Wes t Central Iowa 
South Central Iowa 
Northeast Iowa 
East Central Iowa 
Eastern Iowa 
Sioux City SMSA 
Omaha SMSA 
Des Moines SMSA 
Davenport-Rock Island-Moline SMSA 
Cedar Rapids SMSA 
Waterloo SMSA 

145 
143 
133 
148 
138 
151 
149 
147 
181 
179 
174 
168 

145 
.143 
134 
148 
139 
150 
150 
1117 
182 
178 
173 
170 

119 
128 
136 
121 
124 
138 
142 
167 
227 
166 
165 
178 

119 
128 
136 
121 
125 
138 
144 
167 
230 
164 
165 
180 

165 
155 
132 
169 
151 
162 
154 
128 
123 
197 
185 
157 

166 
155 
132 
169 
151 
162 
154 
128 
123 
197 
184 
157 

Missouri 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
A 
B 
C 

Northwest Missouri 
Northern Missouri 
West Central Missouri 
Southwest Missouri 
Ozark Plateau-Northern 
Northeast Ozark Border 
Ozark PlateaU-Western 
Ozark Plateau-Eastern 
MissiSSippi Delta-Missouri Section 
Kansas City SMSA 
St. Louis SMSA 
Springfie1d SMSA 

127 
110 
120 
135 
211 
137 
135 
140 
216 
167 
173 
142 

127 
111 
120 
136 
208 
136 
135 
141 
210 
167 
172 
142 

145 
86 

496 

259 

225 

145 
116 
140 
140 
270 
155 
144 
151 
195 
204 
185 
173 

144 
116 
140 
142 
265 
153 
145 
152 
191 
203 
184 
174 

108 

226 

233 

111 
106 
105 
127 
117 
120 
127 
119 
238 

94 
111 

96 

111 
107 
105 
127 
117 
119 
127 
119 
230 

95 
111 

96 

36 

288 

No rth Dakota 
1 
2 

Missouri Slope 
West Central North IlaJo;.ota-Missouri River Coteau 

198 
180 

197 
179 

267 160 
165 

158 
162 

237 
198 

233 
198 

See footnote at end of table. 
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Table 11.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement-ratios, by color, 
for stllte econClDic &reas, 1960-70 11 -Continued 

(Ratios not shawn for sta;e econClDic areas with fewer than 100 deEartures2 

state econanic area 
Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farm 

; Total ; White ; Nonwhite ; Total ; White ; Nonwhite Total ; White ;. Nonwhite 

North Dakotll -Continued 
3 
4 
5 

East Central North Dakota 
Red River Valley-North Dakota 
Southeast North Dakota 

161 
150 
139 

156 
150 
139 

351 154 
148 
121 

144 
147 
121 

368 167 
152 
156 

166 
153 
156 

South Dakota 
1 
2 

Black Hills and West-River Range 
North Central South Dakotll 

178 
147 

167 
146 

253 191 
131 

171 
130 

275 160 
161 

161 
160 

143 

3 
4 

South Central, South Dakota 
Northeast South Dakota 

156 
136 

151 
136 

383 144 
120 

134 
121 

165 
145 

164 
146 

5 Southeast South Dakota 139 135 136 127 141 141 

Nebraoka 
1 Nebraska Sand Hills 131 130 120 119 140 140 
2 North Platte River 154 156 138 140 174 176 
3 Central Nebraska 136 135 130 128 141 141 
4 Republican River 125 126 117 118 133 134 
5 
6 

South Central Nebraska 
C'entral Missouri Valley-Northeast Nebraska 

120 
140 

120 
138 216 

110 
124 

III 
120 

129 
152 

130 
153 

7 Central Missouri Valley-Southeast Nebraska 127 127 131 131 124 124 
A Lincoln SMSA 140 140 149 149 127 127 
B tmIah& SMSA 255 249 288 281 155 155 

Kansas 
1 Southvest Kansas 151 152 139 139 175 176 
2 West Central Kansas 133 133 126 126 140 141 
3 Central Kansas 141 141 152 15i 129 129 
4 North Central Kansas 113 113 97 98 125 125 
5 Kansas Flint Hills 165 162 346 204 199 393 117 118 
6 Central Missouri Valley-Kansas Part 124 128 60 127 133 57 120 120 
7 East Central Kansas 113 113 120 121 107 107 
8 Southeast Kansas 122 123 136 137 105 106 
A Wichita SMSA 204 204 212 214 182 181 
11 Kansas City SMSA 197 203 100 227 236 105 105 
C Topeka SMSA 213 208 271 263 112 112 

Delaware 
1 Southern De1aYBre 165 162 177 179 180 177 122 117 180 
A WilJnington SMSA 165 169 136 170 174 139 134 137 

Maryland 
1 Western Maryland 16B 166 168 166 165 165 
2 Maryland Piedmont 208 205 271. 21.7 212 294 171 1.74 
3 
4 

Southern Maryland 
Maryland Eastern Shore 

260 
148 

250 
143 

284 
164 

279 
153 

281 
148 

273 
169 

206 
12B 

166 
128 

328 
133 

A :Ba.ltilnore SMSA (Except Carroll-Howard part) 205 207 IB9 212 217 1B6 137 127 
B Washington, D. C. SMSA 203 1.99 214 209 207 216 166 154 203 
C Ba1tiJnc.re SMSA (Carroll-Howard part) 1.44 145 129 145 147 127 140 139 

Virginia 
1 Southwest Virginia Coal Fields 259 261 161 272 275 166 194 195 
2 Valley of Virginia-Southwest 197 198 161 217 21B 16B 171 172 
3 Valley of Virginia-Lower 208 210 177 238 243 IBo 140 139 
4 Shenandoah Valley-Blue Ridge 178 179 155 193 194 172 143 145 
5 Northern Virginia Piedmont 190 1B9 193 205 209 193 146 140 193 
6 Central,Virginia Piedmont 163 148 IB7 176 171 183 140 118 198 
7 Southern Virginia Piedmont 217 183 296 236 208 309 198 154 2B5 
B Virginia Peninsulas 158 133 205 168 140 214 124 113 157 
9 Virginia Eastern Shore 129 103 170 134 109 169 111 132 17B 

10 Southside Virginia Coastal Plain 234 209 257 25B 251 264 1B9 136 244 
A Roanoke SMSA 164 159 219 165 161 208 153 143 
B Washington, D. C. SMSA 166 187 64 16B 191 63 12B 129 
C Richmond SMSA 194 192 202 200 197 211 128 139 
D Norfolk-Portamoutn SMSA 263 269 249 277 286 255 174 170 
E Newport News-Hainpton SMSA 215 220 202 218 224 205 
F Lynchburg SMSA 197 187 22B 216 222 200 153 119 316 

West Virginia 
1 Upper Ohio and Little Kanawha Valley 180 180 189 190 126 126 
2 West Virginia Hills 194 195 205 207 160 160 
3 Monongapela Vnl1ey and North Centrnl West Virginia: 1Bo 181 132 1B7 188 135 133 133 
4 West Virginia Southern Coal Fields 232 241 167 233 243 167 1B9 190 
5 Alleghel'-Y Mountains-Greenbrier· Valley IB3 1B5 131 189 192 128 167 167 
6 Eastern Panhandle 141 141 141 133 132 156 188 197 
A Wheeling SMSA 151 150 159 15B 121 123 
B 
C 

Huntington-Ashland SMSA 
Charleston SMSA 

203 
223 

204 . 
223 234 

206 
224 

206 
224 234 

185 
194 

185 
194 

See footnote at end of table. 
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Table ll.--Rural, rural-nont:~rm, ani rural-farm mal~~, 20-64: Replacement ratios, by color, 
for State economic areas I 1960-70 :!: - Continued 

(Ratios not shown for State economic areas "Uh f""er than 100 der-artures). .. .
Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farmstate economic area 

; Total ; White : Non'.hit" ; Total ~ ~-Ihite : lionvhite Total ~ .'hite ~NonVhite 

liorth CaroJ.1na 
 
1 North Carolina Bl<le Ridge 
 197 197 171 216 218 170 165 1652 Blue Ridge Slopen 225 225 219 238 239 233 169 1703 North Carolina Old Belt Tobacco 
4 

218 197 289 223 210 273 212 181 305Central North Carolina 213 204 277 230 224 272 163 1119South Central North Carolina5 224 208 307 238 
298 

227 291 189 159 3476 NOl'th Carolinn Upper Coastal Plain-Northern 233 211 281 246 221 300 2~2 ~3 ?677 Lololcr Roanoke Coastal Plain ?45 1';8 32? 233 162 302 258 152 3;88 North Cnrolina Central Coastal Plain 270 234 321 27!l 278 278 262 199 ~639 llorth Carolina Upper Coastal Plail1-Lumber River 335 319 358 364 375 347 283 202 37410 Currituc~-A1bemarle-Pamlico 193 167 250 195 166 '247 le9 169 26511 ~reuse-Cape Fear 297 299 292 328 348 281 235 206 ,15A Asheville S~'SA 183 181, 191 192 158 1511B lIinston-Salem SMSA 181 177 237 198 195 250 114 110C G:oeensboro-High Point SMSA 191 185 222 213 214 207 139 125D Charlotte SHSA 198 185 273 202 191 263 166 135E Raleigh SMSA 215 19~ 259 226 ::>12 259 196 ]6'2 258F Durham SMSA 185 163 263 193 174 257 151 119 
 
South Carolina 
 
1 South Carolina Blue RBg~-Pi~<lmon' Transition 
2 Northwestern Sottth Carolina Plc~mont 
3 lIorth Central South Carolina Pi~1l11ont 

" South Carolina. Lo\l"!r Pler~mont 
5 South Carolina San'\ IIll1s 
6 South Carolina Uppcr Coastal Plain 
7 Pee Dee River 
8 South Carolina COllS t 
A ColllI!1bia SHSA 
B Augusta SMSA 
C Charleston SMSA 
D Greenville SMSA 

26b 
206 
22~ 
227 
274 
303 
315 
380 
393 
236 
325 
215 

262 
191 
197 
172 
218 
217 
257 
407 
456 
213 
267 
205 

283 
266 
289 
308 
398 
383 
'100 
355 
288 
298 
396 
281 

'21l4
 
22' 
236 
243 
288 
301 
296 
430 
426 
232 
3<'9 
222 

283 
'207 
218 
]96 
237 
21,P 
2591m 
516 
223 
273 
215 

300 
281 
285 
307 
405 
3&:J 
355 
374 
2:1) 
258 
401 
273 

187 
149 
183 
197 
251 
306 
329 
223 
187 
257 
250 
169 

183 
129 
126 
129 
185 
170 
256 
159 
163 
157 

132 

219 
299 
308 
387 
1'05 
429 
290 
268 
421 

Georgia 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 

lIorthvest Georgia RiJge an.i Valley 
Georgia Blue Ridge 
Georzia Upper Piedmont 
Georgia Lower Piedmont 
Georgia Sand Hllls 
Geo rgia Upper Coantal Plain 
Georgia Central Coastal Plain 
Tifton Plain 
Georgia Coast 
Chattanooga SMSA 
Atlanta SMSA 
Columbus SlolSA 
Augusta SlolSA 
fiavannah SMSA 
Macon SMSA fRlccept Houston part) 
Macon S~lSA Houston part) 

2013 
222 
197 
213 
208 
228 
227 
'208 
239 
193 
222 
599 
615 
185 
2bO 
315 

209 
219 
187 
172 
153 
178 
181 
191 
237 
188 
217 
739 
688 
188 
217 
291 

193 

322 
296 
282 
313 
292 
257 
245 

277 
339 
342 
177 
3b3 
373 

217 
244 
212 
223 
215 
234 
234 
202 
248 
211 
226 
608 
656 
186 
235 
343 

219 
2h{\ 
202 
186 
158 
19~ 
202 
195 
2~9 
205 
222 
752 
746 
187 
215 
)23 

190 

333 
299 
286 
298 
272 
217 
244 

269 
3~2 
335 
1132 
329 
400 

175 
157 
157 
1136 
192 
219 
220 
215 
212 
116 
174 

228 

173 
158 
147 
133 
14h 
158 
162 
188 
208 
110 
162 

293 
287 
270 
334 
318 
32:? 
246 

---

Florida 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
A 
B 
c 
D 
E 
F 
G 

Western Florl·111 Const 
FlorMa Flatwoons 
North an:t W~st Central F1ori'la 
Florila InUan River 
C~ntral Flori~a Citrus 
EVargla'les an.! South Florida Resorts 
Jacksonville SMSA 
Tampa-St. Petersburg SMSA 
HiaJl1i SMSA 
PenSacola SMSA 
Orl"n;!o SHSI\ 
West Balm Beach SHSA 
Ft. Lauderda1e-Hollyvood SMSA 

2:':'[ 
178 
220 
128 
143 
106 
248 
144 
177 
304 
183 
152 
137 

230 
170 
202 
125 
138 
100 
263 
142 
180 
306 
187 
147 
155 

194 
207 
259 
157 
lTO 
176 
133 
191 
156 
288 
168 
164 

232 
182 
224 
131 
144 
106 
252 
145 
182 
319 
187 
11~9 
130 

237 
174 
210 
127 
11;~ 

100 
268 
143 
185 
323 
192 
142 
148 

192 
209 
249 
164 
lE'7 
178 
131 
180 
156 
300 
167 
166 

189 
144 
209 
82 

131 
123 
170 
135 
11~ 
178 
124 

187 
142 
180 

85 
125 
121 
168 
130 
109 
187 
116 

302 

Kentucky 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
A 

Jackson PurchaGe 
Lololer Ohio Valley 
lies tern Kentucky Coal Fields ani Knobs 
Kentucky Pennyroyal 
South Central Kentucky llieh1anj 
"uter Bluegrass 
It..~r Bluegrass 
Eastern Kentucky 1I111s 
Eastern Kentucky Cool .:."j "lds 
Louisville SMSA 

144 
183 
210 
188 
185 
168 
159 
221 
271 
210 

144 
185 
211 
19J 
187 
170 
165 
221 
a74 
215 

133 
131 
189 
179 
111, 
136 
94 

129 
138 

16, 
191 
258 
2~3 
210 
180 
199 
240 
278 
221 

171 
193 
261 
265 
213 
183 
215 
240 
282 
227 

112 

205 
200 
1116 
141 
109 

131 
135 

114 
172 
152 
145 
170 
158 
135 
199 
217 
123 

112 
174 
153 
145 
173 
159 
139 
199 
218 
119 

108 
152 

81 
127 

68 

See footnote at end of table. 
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Table 11.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-ral1l' maleS', 20-64: Replacement ratios, by coler, 
for State econOOlic areas, 1960-70 }) -Continued 

(Ratios not shown for s;ate economic areas wit!!...f",;,er th~~..!~L 
Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farm 

State economic area ---:-----..----------~-------------
: Total: White : Nonwhite : Total: White : Nonwhite : Total: White : Nonwhite _____________...______________...._~----:__....,.._=--- ...___-L____ -!..___....-!.._______t ____::...-___~____ 

Kentucky -Continued 
 
B CL..cJ.nn"ti SMSA 
 187 188 204 205 125 125 

C Huntington-Ashland SMSA 330 319 359 346 
D Evansville s/>;:;A. 172 lu7 191 188 141 132 

E Lexington SMSA 165 174 104 176 187 114 146 153 

Tennessee 
224 165 161 177 195 108 245 

148 148 146 163 167 129 134 132 1.75
1 Tenn<!ssee Bluff II111s and Jackson Plain 183 165 
2 Tennessee Fall LIne Slope. 
3 Western Highland Rim IS', 18Q 236 197 194 175 175 

4 Tennessee Pennyroyal and Northern lIighlll1ld Rim 205 205 202 276 277 266 137 137 135 

Tennessee Central Basin 157 156 162 179 183 158 140 137 167 

b Eastern lIighland Rim 184 185 151 209 ~ 21.2 161 163 164 
249 246 178 1787 Tennessee Cumber~l,.a.nd Plateau 231 229 

213 214 190 240 241 210 177 177 1328 Valley of Eastern Tennessee 
442 241 407 520 223 21j 142 284

A .Memphis 5MSA 359 
 
!! Nashville SMSA 
 182 190 82 196 215 7'i 119 117 

C 1<)5 lcPChat tanooga SHSA 203 203 200 215 216 109 

D Knoxville SMSA 195 197 110 206 208 104 145 144 

Alabama 

1 Middle Tennessee Valley 
 229 229 226 227 227 224 232 232 230 

2 Sand Mountain 1<)9 200 159 209 212 135 192 192 
208 261 172 166 235 

~ Alaba:a Ridge and Valley 207 200 257 215 
 
~ Alabama Piedmont 191 158 299 
 215 177 343 134 110 205 

211 188 185 196 186 167 247Alabama Upper Coastal Plain 187 17'J ~ 290 249 177 286 252 130 294 
0 Alabama Black Prairie 250 159 

219 I'lli 249 238 221 257 171 139 224 
7 Alabama Wire Grass 
 
8 Alabama Gull Coost 
 195 189 2l.2 195 189 208 194 188 

Alabama Central Coo.tal Plain 292 184 150 297 
187 200 204 186 162 157 

208 176 294 227 199 

A 
? 

Birmingham 5MSA 199 201 

B Columbun. Georgia SMSA 285 lq5 350 275 207 343 311 360 

C Montgomery SMSA 
282 

154 168 
241 148 315 245 146 33!'> 231 151 
204 224 157 207 233 175D Mobile SMSA 

240 260 143 113 222212 200 248 233Tuscaloosa SHSAt: 2gB 211 21.2 179 311
F Huntsville 5MSA 2106 241 264 279 

Khstssippi 
215 248 197 2671 Mississippi Delta-Yazoo 231 1\10 250 184 231 

243 226 144 271Mississippi Delta Fringe and Bluff I!ills 218 159 262 207 173 
182 177 123 2372 

3 South"~c~~ Miss issippi 119 164 235 209 235 
181 174 228 184 165 2994 Mississippi Pine lUlls 183 169 270 

282 270 25( 301 189 1.23 270 
? Mississippi Blacl< PraiTie 227 193 

184 290 
b Missi.&&ippi Piney Woods 190 154 269 195 174 243 J31 

210 208 220 226 225 229 171 171
7 Mississippi Lower Coastal Plain. 

185 224 196 1928 Mississippi Cu1f Coast 189 186 227 188 
II Jackson 5MSA 222 334 214 151 243254 202 292 279 

Ark.ansas 
134 134 154 155 114 113

1 Nortl)""st Arkan.". 131 130
2 Arkansa. River Valley-lloston Mountains Slopes 145 145 152 152 

160 231 146 144 
3 Arkans"s River Valley-Southeastern Ozark Slopes 157 153 21S 165 

142 144 112 106 106
4 Ouacbita M(luntalns-Eastern 134 135 114 
5 Sou~b"est Arkansas .t67 150 200 117 94 179 

158 210 179 165 211 154 136 205
152 131 195 

" South Central Arkansas 173 
214 210 237Crowley's Ridge and. Arl<ansas Prairies 200 194 239 186 177 241

7 
225 223 227 222 229 213 229 2l.2 244

8 Mis~iss!ppi Delta-Arkansas Section 144 144
Ozark Plateau-Arkansas 137 138 133 133 

A 
9 

Little Rock-North LittJ-e Rocl< SMSA 205 206 203 205 206 203 207 209 

.Louisiana 
191 185 204 187 189 181 211 167 302

1 Mississippi Delta-Lover Red River 
213 187 250 215 202 233 211 174 268 

2 Missi.sippi Delta-Nort.heast Louisiana 
212 189 264 217 145 375 

3 MissiSSippi Delta-Central Louisiana 214 171 3U 
173 160 201 179 166 205 145 130 181

4 Nortn Central Louisla"" 
185 168 223 1B2 107 213 200 170 274 

; Southeast Louisiana 
232 224 246 236 231 245 206 187 261

6 Loul$iana SURarcane 164 151 321
Southvest Louisiana Coast Prairies 186 176 263 199 191 245

7 
17B 168 208 183 173 209 162 148 205 

8 West Central Louisiana 
 
A Shreveport SMSA 
 190 172 214 201 181 231 135 91 160 

1/ew Orleans 5MSA 216 '205 300 '220 208 300 

C 
B 

Sator: Rouge 5MSA 257 212 J66 266 210 397 183 

237 239 227 251 255 230 110 111 
D Lake Charles 5MSA 
 
E Monroe 5MSA 
 227 218 271 233 225 271 195 169 

Oklahoma 
136 135 126 1.25 148 147 

1 Oklahoma Panhandle 
122 121 147 144 143 173 103 103 

2 North Central Oklahoma 
------------------------.----.--------­-seefoOtiiOteexer;r0fTa6fe:--­

49 

""~>'.¥_rii~·~....~~~~~ 

,~@ UPDATA. 1981 



----------







Table ll.-llur&l., rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios, by color, 
for State econDlllic aress, 1960-70 Y -Continued 

{Ratios not shown for Sate econemic areas witb fever than 100 dee!.~L___ 

Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farm:State economic area ------------------: 
~ Total : White l'!lnwhite ~ Total : \/hite Nonwhite Total : White Nonwhite 

OklahOlll8 -Continued 
 
3 Northeast Oklahoma 
 148 147 153 149 149 146 145 1434 Southwest OklahOlll8 195 1.88 292 248 239 341 134 133 1565 Central Oklahoma-Western 138 135 189 146 1406 213 127 127Central Oklahoma-Eastern 145 133 222 154 139 229 128 1227 South Central Oklahoma 14), 139 208 150 143 228 129 1298 Eastern OklahOlll8-Arkansas River 174 175 171 176 178 170 169 168 1759 Ouachita Mountains-Western 165 159 213 175 168 227 143 1),2 15810 Oklahoma Ozark 
A 

157 141 236 17), 1),9 288 129 130 122Tulsa SMSA (Except Creek part) 182 184 162 192 19!, 164 140B 139Oklahoma Cit.y SMSA (Except Canadian part) 168 156 281 181 168 130 133C Tulsa SMSA (Creek part) 182 183 170 196 202 157 1'.0 131D Oklahoma City SMSA (Canadi"n }:'lrt) 198 186 347 318 100 102 
Texas 

1 Trans Pecos 189 188 199 198 150 1502 Edwarda Plateau-Eastern 120 121 54 130 132 107 1083 Southwest Rio Grande Plain 199 200 220 221 153 153Ii Texas Northern High Plains (Panhandle) 189 188 257 184 184 197 19!,5 Texas Southern lIigh Plains 189 189 189 186 188 1576 Texas Rolling Plains 192 190124 123 167 128 127 158 120 119 1877 He -th Central Texas 140 136 526 173 166 103 1048 Northern .Blackland 150 142 205 182 176 212 104112 1899 Post Oak 129 112 1'56 140 121 170 117 103 15810 Southern Blackland 121 112 185 138 126 186 108 102 18311 Northea." Riu Grande Plain 190 194 100 221 225 123 150 15312 Northeant Texas Sandy Lands 138 123 191. 151 136 198 107 94 16813 Southeast Texas Sandy Lands 148 142 171 155 175 117149 112 14214 Texas Coast Pralrie 172 168 188 183 182 )87 149 14215 Lover Rio Grande Valley 193246 246 281 282 189 188Iii Edwards Plateau-Western 16"} 169 196 198 III logA El l'l1so SMSA 482 498 524 549 296 298B Fort Wo~~h SMSA 161 160 198 172 171 159 131 124C Dallas SMSA. (F",cept Denton part) 156 151 192 188 184 206 106 101 156D Waco SMSA 129 124 1.60 138 132 165 112 III!: Austin SMSA 175 176 169 190 192 176 138 135l' San Antonio S!<ISA 211 213 233 236 1112 141G Houston SMSA 176 175 187 181 179 1.88 144 144II Beaumont-Port Arthur S/oISA 192 195 150 199 202 155 105 logJ Amarillo SMSA 151 )51 145 145 15;, 156lC Wichita Falls S/o\SA 104 105 105 loG 102 102L Lubbock SMSA 208 199 234 224 190 182M Galveston-Texas r.lty SMSA 168 168 1'/3 173 108 108II Corpus Christi s.\SA 233 234 233 234 234 2340 Dallas SMSA (Denton part) 132 133 149 151 UO 112P Abilene SMSA 136 135 161 103 U1 108 

Montana 
1 MOlltalla Mountains 15!> 153 247 1li2 159 130 1372 North Central Mpntana Plains-lfighline and 
 

Lover Yel1rJs'one lSl] 
 189 252 204 19'1 254 179 1773 tpper YeUO\(stone and Big lIorn 198 1'.10 2<13 1 ".1 187 273 200 1934 Central and Southellst Montana 107 159 185 170 146 
 146 

Idaho 
 
1 Idaho Mountains -Central 
 b7 160 106 166 170 1692 Lewiston-Pend Orei11e 155 154 171 168 121 1233 Southwest rdaho 1'10 1<)1 1'18 200 184 1844 Upper Snake River ;?3;' 236 186 <!37 238 2~1 235 

~!yomll1g 


1 Wyoming ~Iountains-Western 
 151 152 153 1~4 145 1462 l/Ilrthern and Eutern Wyoming 172 16'.l 247 10'/ 163 2(,'l 17') ITl 

ColOrado 
1. Colurad" Mountains-Cont inental Divide 14; 144 148 148 131 1322 Colorado Mountains 17<) 178 186 18<- 165 1623 NOrthern Colorlldo-Irrip;ated 182 1lJ2 17" 175 1,,3 1934 EMt Central Colorado PlaiM 11'9 149 130 130 179 17'~ 
~ Southeast Colorado 173 174 171 172 17" 177A Denver S/~SA. (Except Boulder part) 18~ 182 200 203 125 122B Colorado Springs SJ.\SA '108 405 4<)0 4<)2 86 86C Pueblo SMSA 2J.>3 222 240 238 185 185D Denver SMSA (Boulder part) 15B 150 162 11)2 145 IhO 

New Mexico 
 
1 Northwest 11ew !<Iexico 
 269 258 292 275 268 290 235 1'~1 2992 Northeast llev Mexico 212 212 241 2',0 164 165 

~--

~ -~.-----Seefootnoie-;;:C-e,jd" 'of"tabie:-- ......... ..... ,- .. -,.'"' .. ~:.~ -'" ~ ........----... ~ .. --_.... ~,,,. .. ---.. -....... ~ ..... ~ ....._.. or"._. -'01__ ... -.,- ........... ... - .. --..... 
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Tab1e l.l.o--Rural., rurnl.-nonf...... , and rural-r...... mal.es, 20-64: RepJ.ac_t rat1os, b7 col.or, 
ror State econCll1e area., 1960-70 !i-Continued. 

(Ratlos not sbovn ror State economic areas with r ...... r than 100 de~uresl 
: :Rural. Rural. nonrann Rural. ram 

State ecollOllll.c area 
: Total. : Wb1te Ronvlllte : Total. : Whlte : Ronvlllte Total. : Wb1te : Ronvlllte 

IIw Mexico -Contlllued 
3 
A 

Soutbern 'Rev Mexico 
Al.buquerque SMlA 

222 
246 

222 
243 

231 235 
252 

235 
247 

234 l.84 184 

Arizona 
1 Northern Arizona 21.9 1.43 334 208 142 330 296 169 348 
2 
A 

Southern Ar1wnB. 
PhoeniX SMlA 

206 
186 

209 
183 

1.88 
230 

209 
184 

2l.l. 
180 

1.99 
242 

187 
195 

197 
193 

150 
208 

B Tucson meA 181 175 209 179 171. 227 195 

Utab 
1 lIasatcb MountAino and ROIoj;hern Ut.ell 
2 Central Utab Valleys 
3 Utah 1lasln and 1'1IIteau 
A Salt LIlke City 5MBA 
P. Ogden sloISA 

198 
255 
205 
262 
245 

197 
258 
2>3 
266 
244 

250 

189 
284 
203 
260 
258 

188 
235 
203 
263 
259 

214 

230 
201 
21.4 
271 
21.3 

229 
207 
205 
276 
209 

N",-e.da 
1 Nevada 1:.2 134 245 150 :i.1a 268 106 100 
A Las Vegas SM3A 159 160 157 158 

liashington 
1 Olympic l'eninsulll and lIashington Const 
'2 liorthern Puget Sound 
3 Central Puget Sound-Kit"ap County 
4 Soutl>ern Puget Sound snd Interior Coastal Valley 
5 Okanoge." Highlands and Eastern Slopes or Cascndes 
6 YokiJ:la Valley and Eastern Slopes of Cnscades 
7 Eastern Washlngton 
S rlortheastern Washington-Columbia River Watershed 
A Seat~1e 5MBA (r.xcept Snohomish part) 
B 'l'lI ?GIll 5MBA 
C l'tl. eland SM3A 
D Spokane 5MBA 
E Seattl.e 5MBA (Snohomish part) 

136 
155 
157 
176 
151 
183 
169 
158 
174 
199 
163 
213 
182 

136 
154 
159 
175 
149 
184 
170 
151 
175 
200 
163 
21.2 
181 

129 

127 

170 

154 
185 

137 
l:':~ 
161 
182 
157 
197 
167 
168 
177 
2li 
172 
251 
188 

137 
151 
161 
182 
153 
199 
168 
158 
178 
212 
171. 
250 
187 

129 

158 

157 
195 

129 
165 
105 
154 
137 
162 
174 
142 
145 
li3 
140 
138 
143 

128 
165 
li2 
154 
140 
160 
174 
141 
145 
li5 
141 
1.38 
142 

190 

Ore;wn 
1 Western Oregon 
2 lIlliamette Valley 
3 Colucibia Basln-CentnD, 
4 Eastern Oregon Plateau and Blue Mountain 
A Portland S/,flA 
B Eugene 5MBA 

148 
172 
145 
166 
.152 
174 

146 
173 
1.41 
163 
152 
174 

!)II 

2TI 

150 
191 
155 
175 
165 
185 

150 
193 
148 
172 
165 
165 

262 

137 
137 
124 
1:;1 
123 
128 

1.35 
137 
123 
149 
120 
la8 

Calif"ornia 
1 !/orthern California Coast 
2 North Cent".,"!. California Coast , Sou.th ";,~"tral Calirorn!a Coast
iI Sacramento Valley 
5 Lover fNorthem ~ San Joaquin Valley 
6 Upper Southern SIlIl .Joaquin Valley 1lIl;! 

TIllsre Bas:tn 
7 Southern Cs1i!'ornia CO<1st 
8 Southern California Desert-rrrigated 

152 
125 
209 
154 
180 

187 
168 
120 

151 
125 
21.7 
157 
183 

198 
171 
127 

164 
142 
133 
100 
124 

97 
102 

68 

159 
131 
228 
169 
197 

197 
177 
113 

158 
131 
236 
172 
202 

214 
181 
u6 

168 
;1.34 
148 
107 
U8 

88 
100 

90 

109 
98 

108 
120 
1.48 

167 
li5 
1.43 

loB 
97 

113 
122 
148 

170 
~15 
1.79 

81 
87 

129 
--­
41 

9 Eastern and 1I0rthern C!lllfomla MoWltAin and 
'Tilley 

A San Francisco-Ookland ':~1SA 
B San Jose SMSA 
C Sacramento 5MBA 
D Stockton 5MBA 
E Fresno 5MBA 
F Los Ange1aG-Long Ileacl> 5MBA 
G San Dlego SM3A 
H San Bernariino-Rtvers1de-Ontario SM3A 
J BaIters fi,eld SMSA 
K Santa Bnrbara 5MBA 

.130 
182 
190 
182 
157 
.196 
163 
338 
148 
188 
197 

128 
1.86 
201 
196 
174 
202 
163 
339 
1.51. 
196 
203 

193 
ll7 
109 
82 
71 

142 
170 
306 
li8 
80 

li4 

134 
190 
224 
183 
170 
21.6 
170 
391 
153 
1.84 
21.4 

132 
194 
233 
199 
199 
226 
171. 
392 
156 
195 
219 

199 
126 

71 
63 

132 
169 
372 
ll5 
78 

.135 

105 
129 
135 
174 
128 
168 
103 

97 
107 
2l.l. 
III 

102 
134 
144 
180 
130 
1.70 
100 

98 
105 
220 
li9 

98 

106 
157 

Alaska 
1. Southeastern Alaska Panhandle 194 137 356 
2 South Central Alaska, Alaska Peninsula, (llld 

Aleutian Chain 298 309 255 
3 !nlllnd nod Northern AlIIska 313 296 335 

JlnllO.1i 
1 !1a.....U-}'.aui -Kaunl 
A Honolulu 5MBA 

;1.20 
375 

164 
845 

li4 
201 

li3 
387 

164 
870 

106 
201 

198 
183 

202 
203 

11 The l'epace:nent r"tio 10 tbe e"pec ted number of en trant. into the age group 20-64 years per 100 expected departures resulting 
I"ro.. death or from reaching re+.irement age, (In the assumption of n(l migration 'luring the "ecade. 
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Table 12.--Rural, nu,'al-nont'=, nnd. rural-farm malea, 20-64: Replacement rates, by color, 
for State economic areas 1 1960-70 Y 

(Hatea not show for State economic areas with fewer thnn 100 departures) 

Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farm 
State economic area 

: Total \/hite: Nonvhlte ; Total ; \/bite ; Nonvhi te Total; \/bite : Nonvhite 

Maine 
1 Aroostook 21'.5 24.8 24.6 25·0 23.7 23·7 
2 Maine lloo(l.s 16.6 16.6 16.5 16.5 17.5 17.4 
3 Nortl/east Maine Coos t 8.8 8.8 8.8 8.7 9.2 g.2 
4 Southern !laitl" Coast 11.9 11.9 12.1 12.1 ',i0.0 10.0 
A Portlnnd Metro Area 17.8 17.8 18.5 18.1, 5.7 5.7 

If'''' l!a!:!pshlre
1 \/hite Moun~lns-Not~hern Nev Hampshire 11.3 ll.3 11.1 13.3 13.3 

2 Sou thern Nev Ilwnpshire 10.7 10.8 10.8 10.3 10.3 

A Manchester Metro Area 11.6 11.5 12.3 2.6 1.0 


Vermont 
1 Champlain Valley-Northem Vermont 19.8 19.9 18.2 23.5 23.5 
2 Green Mountains-Southern V"rmont 14.2 14.3 14.G 12.4 12.5 

MasGachusetts 
1 Berkshire-Monadnock 12.8 12.8 13.7 13.6 6.4 6.11 
2 Cape Cod 6.9 7.0 7.1 7.2 
A Springfield-Chicopee-Holyoke Metro Area 13.3 13.2 13.8 13.7 6.2 6.2 
B liorcester Metro Area 12.5 12·5 12·5 12.5 ll.g ll.9 
C Boston-Iovell-Luvrence-lInverh1l1 /oletro Are ... 14.1, 14.5 7.6 14.7 14.B 7.7 3·9 4.0 
o Brockton /oletro Area : 10.9 10.8 13.8 ll.O 10·9 13·8 9.3 9·1 

E Fall River-New Be-.lford Metro Area 12.3 12.4 12.7 12·9 5.2 5.2 

F Pl.ttsfield Metro Area 8.4 8.5 8.t) 8.7 7·1 6.6 


Rhode I81nnd 
1 Iover Narragansett Bay 18.2 18.6 18.1 18.5 21.3 21.3 
A P:rovi:l.ence-Pnvtucket Hctro Area 10.6 10.6 ll.O ll.O 1.4 1.4 

Connecticut 
1 Western Conn~cticut 11.6 11.8 ll·9 12.1 a·5 8.5 
2 Faotern Connecticut 12.2 12·3 6.1, 12.5 12.6 7.6 7.7 
A Bri:lj;eport-Stlllllford.-lIorwnlk Hetro flrea 10.0 10.2 10.2 10.4 -4.2 -5·5 
B 11"11 Ilnven-llaterbury-Meriden Il.ctro flrea 11,.1, 11~.1 15.0 11'.7 -3.1 -3.1 

C Hartford-New Britain Metro /lrea U.8 12.2 -1.1 12.1, 12.8 -1.0 -.1, -.:~ 


Nt::" York 
1 Niagara-Ontario :-lhore 12.3 1.5 12.·{ 13·3 3.t) 8.7 9·3 
2 Gell'!ce,,-Flnger Loke­ 9.'1 -1·3 8·9 9. 4 -"2.1 11.9 11·9
3 !louthern Ti~r 14.3 -.2 13.7 13.8 -.5 16.5 16.6 
4 F,natern We nainll-Plnt~au Fringe 15.1 15.4 15. 11 18.2 18.2 
Ij MobnvL ,t\Uron'iack 8.2 "(.7 7.7 10.8 10.8 
6 Upper CUG'lu~hnn;la-n~lavar" 1?0 11.6 ll,6 13·3 13.2 
1 St. LoYrenc .-':hamp1ain VIlUey-A aron lack Frinse 16.5 16.::' 15.6 15.1' 18.6 19.9 20.0 e Upper HulDon Valll,y 1~.8 13,8 12.8 13·0 13.0 
'J MH-liulDon Val1..,y-CatO~.ill I' .1 32.6 7.3 6.2 31..2 4.7 4.7 
A IluCfn10 n~!$A 13.1) 1c).~ 13.5 13.6 9.7 7.8 7.5 
n Roche:.ter S~A l~.) 17,8 17.2 4.8 1•• 8 
C SYl"acu;;e Bl!f)A 15.7 18.6 15.9 15.) 11'.6 111.1, 
D Utica-Home SI·mA 13. '{ 13.('; 13·2 16.0 16.1 
F UiOIY1!l!llton S/>lSA 1S1.2 19·5 1;).7 15.0 .15.0 
F Al1.!nn:r-:~chcncctn .Y-TroY ::Klft 1.).0 10.3 IJ.4 6.2 6.1 
G Ne" Yl)rk City 5M5A 6,6 9.49·5 9·5 6.4 8·3 8.1 

liew ,r'I'"ey 
1 Northt..rn trow Jer$~y j.U 8.1 9.7 d.6 31.3 2.0 2.0 
~ not1thElrn nev Jer'~cy ',.e (.II 8.1 ',.e 10.8 2.3 -2.2 
A ,UlMtovn-ll"th.l.~l:elJ-~:no1;.On JI-I."J..\ J.; J.3 11).1 10.0 ".8 4.4
n :lelolBrk smA l?,J 1.".4 10.1 10.2 20.8 2O.e. 
C 'l'rer> tor> !l~ISA r ') 5. A t..:: 6.5 C.~ -2.7 -2.5 
Tl P!lib.lallJhia 'l!'iSA 11:3 11.3 17.8 11.9 11.; 10.7 10.8 
:': Mlnntie City SM'lA 7/< 8.0 r.~ 8.8 13." -.3 1.1 
F ~1 ~.imin:ton f-MSA 1;.:1 1r.7 n.? 19.'( :?C.l -l.fl .1 
o PuterGon-ClJ.fton-Paa~nic SMr:A 1'1.2 11.1 1".0 :J·9 15.3 15.3 

H Jel'sCY Ci't;; S}1SA 110 rural populo.tien 


pemlny1'{onta 
1 NOl'tJ'ower,tern Pflnnoylvnnia t l,. ::'1.1 11'.1 11,.0 ~2.0 1F.l 18.2 
? l'k~l"thet"tl T1.i!l'" 1;.7 -11.1 I?"; 13·0 -12.5 16.1 16.1 
3 UQrth Central Penncyl'!nnia 1~.3 12.1~ 12.5 Ill.). 1<).1 
1, Ilt tlllllinou~ Coal ll~. ~ Pl.!' 11..8 11..7 10.1 10.4 
" ~outh centmi P~nn ,yl'tnnlll Ri llln an 1 VaHey 1'." 1 ~i.,) 15·e 2,.1, 23.4
i: P'loll!lyl'lnnia Mthrucite r. ~. 5.8 5.8 11.0 11.0 

'r south~n.::t, Pennaylvnnin 13.' -tll.r? 12.7 13·1 ).8.1 1.8.1 

A ,r1c '!"'~ 1~.7 1').-: 19·7 13·0 13·1 

1\ Phlla tl-11phin n~1SA l?S It;,f! 12.8 1:>./j 15:1 1.1.') 11.8 

c 1cr~nt:~)~ SI·tSA 1.:1 1..:> l.:? 7.2 7,2 
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Table 12.--Raral, rural-nonfarm, IIDd rural-farm JIIBles, 20-64: Replacement rates, by color, 
for State ecollOlll1c areas, 1960-70 !I -Continued 

(R..tes not shcnm. for sta;e economic areas with f ...... ~ th!Ill 100 departures) 

Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farm 
State economie are.. 

: Total : White Ronwite : Total : White : Nonwite Total : lihite : Nonwite 

Pennsylvanio. -Continued 
D Pittsburgh S~ 13.4 13·4 12.6 13.5 13.5 13.1 ll.S 12.0 
E Johnstown SMSA 18.6 18.7 18.5 18.7 19.2 19.1 
l' Altoona [l~ 12.8 12.7 11.6 11.5 27.1 27.1 
G Wilkes-Barre-llazleton SMSA 7·9 7.5 7.9 7.5 7.7 7.7 
H Harrisburg S~ 20.9 19.4 2.1.2 19.4 19.0 19.0 
J York SMa~ 12.6 12.6 ll.8 U.8 17.1 16.9 
K IaneBster SMSA 16.2 16.3 10.4 10.5 37.7 37.8 
L R....ding S~ 8.5 8.5 7.9 7.9 12.B 12.8 
M Allc-nt01m-Betb1ehem-Eo.Bton SMSA 8.7 8.6 7.9 8.0 15.7 15.3 

Ohio 
Ma""""1 15.4 15.4 16.3 16.3 13.5 13.6 
 

2 Northwest Central Ohio 16.2 16.4 16.6 16.9 15.5 15.6 
 
3 Miami Vo.lley and Central Scioto 1.7.3 17.6 ~.2 18.4 18.8 3.9 14.7 14.7 
 
4, North Central Ohio 17.5 17·7 3.5 17.1 17.4- 4.2 18.6 18.7 
 
5 Northeastern Ohio 17.8 18.0 7.2 17.9 18.0 9.4 17.6 18.0 
 
6 East Central Ohio 16.0 15.8 33.9 16.6 16.3 36.4 13.4 13.5 
 
7 Ohio Flatlllllds-Cbill1cothe 14.9 15.1 9.5 16.6 16.8 9.8 9.1 9·1 
 
8 Southeast Ohio Hills 17.7 17.8 7.3 18.9 19.0 ll.4 13.2 13.6 
 
A Toledo SMSA 15.5 15.3 19.0 16.2 16.1 17.1 10.1 9·0 
 
B Columbus SMSA 15.0 15.6 15.6 16.2 8.8 B.7 
 
C Dnyton SMSA 18.6 17.8 38.6 21.0 20.2 39.2 7·5 7.5 
 
D 1Iam11ton-Middletovn SMSA 25.7 26.0 29.1 29.4 5.2 5·2 
 
E Cleveland. SMSA 13.8 13·9 15.4 15.4 -9.9 -9·2 
 
i' Akron SMSA 14.4 14·3 14·3 14.3 16.5 15.0 
 
G Canton SMSA 13·9 14.1 -lA 13·7 14.0 -2.~ 15.9 15.7 
 
H youngstown-Warren SMSA 17·7 17.7 18.3 18.3 18.3 18.1 12.0 ll·9 
 
J Wheeling. SMSA 15.4 15.6 16.4 16.5 8.8 9·3 
 
K Cincinnllti SMSA 15.9 15·9 16.1 16.1 12.2 12.3 
 
L auntington-Ashland SMSA 20.3 19·9 21.1 20.6 14.2 14.2 
 
M Lora.in-Elyria SloSA 20.1 20.4 20·9 21.3 14.2 14.2 
 
N Springfield SMSA 16.2 16.5 IB.o lB.3 6.0 5·9 
 
0 Lima SMSA 13.4 14.7 15.7 17.3 4.3 4.3 
 

Indiana 
 
1 Northwestern Indiana 15·7 15.8 14.2 14.3 22.3 22.3 
 
2 Kankakee, Tippecanoe, and Iroquois RIver 17.7 17·9 19.2 19.4 15.1 15.3 
 
3 Northeast Indiana 15·7 15·8 U.5 15.6 16.0 16.1 
 
4 Richmond-Marion-Kokomo 15·0 15.3 16.3 16.7 10.3 10.3 
 
5 Central Indiana 15.7 15.5 19.2 19·0 7.1 1.2 
 .6 Lover Wabash Vo.lley-Indiana Side 11.4 11.5 13.1 13·1 7.6 7.7 
 
7 South Central Indiana 15·2 15.2 15.8 15·9 13.6 13.6 
 
B Indiana nats and Breaks 15·1 15·1 17.5 17.4 11.0 ll.O
-' ­
9 Middle \1~~~h River 15·7 15·7 18.2 1B.2 10.0 10.1 
 
A Go.ry-lI.o.mmond-East Chics;;o SMSA 16.1 16.3 16.9 17.2 12.0 12.0 
 
:a South Bend SMSA 14.9 14.8 16.3 16.3 "'.5 ..,.5 
 
C Fort Wayne SMSA 16.1 16.3 15·7 15.9 17.4 17.6 
 
0 Indianapolis SMSA 16.0 16.4 -.3 1.7.2 1".7 .5 -4.4 -4.1 
 
E Emnsv1lle SMSA 13.9 14.0 13.7 13.9 14.8 15.0 
 
F Louisville SMSA 14.7 15·1 15·9 16.4 10.8 10.8 
 
G Terre aaute SMSA 12.6 13.1 14.6 15·2 2.3 2.B 
 
B Mwlcie SMSA 14.l. 14.2 18.1 18.2 -1.8 -l.B 
 

Illinois 
 
1 Northvest Illinois 13·6 13.5 12.3 12.3 15·3 15.3 
 
2 Northwestern Chics;;o Ennrons 13.6 13.6 1.5.5 15.4 ll.5 ll.5 
 
3 Wes t "North Central Illinois 10.8 10.9 10.8 10.9 10.8 10.8 
 
4 Southwestern Central IllinoiS 6.5 6.6 6.7 6.8 6.2 6.3 
 
5 Uppnr Illin01s River-Kankakee 4.0 4.6 -7.8 2.4 3·1 -7·9 8.7 S.7 
 
6 East Central IllinoiS 10·7 10.8 8·9 ll.3 11.3 9·3 9.8 9.8 
 
7 West South Centro.! Illinois 5.4 6.1 -10.5 3.8 4·9 -10.2 8.3 8.3 
 
8 Southern Illinois Gray Lands-Northern 10.2 10,) 13·5 13.6 6.6 6.6 
 

9 Lower Wabash Valley-Illinois Side 8·9 8.8 10.9 10.8 4.9 4.9 
 
10 Southern Illinois Gra.y Lands-Coal Fields 7.1 7.3 B.4 8.7 3.4 3.4 
 
II IJ1inois OZllrk Border ll.5 10.5 26.3 14.4 13·0 30.5 3·7 3.8 
 

A Davenport-Rock Island-Moline SMSA 14.4 14.3 15.0 14.8 l2.4 12.6 
 
B Rockford SMSA l3·5 12.9 14.3 13.6 9.6 9.6 
 
C Chico.go SMS.A l2.9 13.1 5. 4 13·2 13.5 5.5 10.3 10.3 
 
D Peoria SMSA ll.2 11.2 ll.3 ll.4 10.8 10.8 
 
E Springtield SMSA 9·2 9·5 9.6 10.0 7.B 7.B 
 
P St. LoUis SMSA 9. 4 9. 4 10·9 11.2 11.2 10·9 -.4 -.5 
 
G Decatur SMSA 1.7.0 17.0 1.9·3 19·2 8.1. 8.2 
 

Michigan 
 
1 Upper Peninsula-Western 13.8 13.8 It .0 14.1 12.0 11.8 
 
2 Upper ·Peninsula-Eastern 14.2 14.3 14.0 14.2 14.9 14." 
 

3 Western Michigan Lake Shore-Northern 15.2 15.1 14.1 14.1 18.3 18.2 
 

See footnote at end of table. 
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Table l2.--Rural, rural-nonfam, and rural-fam males, 20-64: Replacement rates, by coior, 
for State economic areas, 1960-70 Y -Continued 

(Rates not shown for State economic areas with fewer than 100 departures) 

: Rural : Rural nonfam Rural fam 
Stste economic area 

: Total ; White ~ Nonwbite ; Total ; White ; Nonwbite Total; White ; Nonwite 

Micbigan -Continued 
4 Lover Peninsula-Northern 14·5 14.4 15·7 12.3 12.3 12.1 21.5 21.2 
5 East Central Micbigan 18.6 18.6 18.7 18.7 18.4 18.4 
6 Western Michigan Lake Sbore 18.8 18.9 15.1 19.5 19.5 15.9 16.4 -.8 
7 Central Micbi8an 17.4 17.3 19.6 18.8 18.8 13.4 13.4 
8 Southenst Michigan 16.3 16.3 21.3 17.1 17.1 12.8 12.3 
9 Southern Michigan 15.5 15.7 7·2 15.9 16.2 14.4 14.3 
A. Saginaw SMSA 19·6 19.8 21.6 21.9 13.8 13.8 
 
B Grand Rapids SMSA 16.7 16.7 16.0 16.0 19.7 19·9 
 
C Bay City SI>5A 19·3 19.3 18.7 18.7 20.7 20.7 
 
D Flint SI>5A 2O.:? 20.2 21.2 21.2 12.2 12.3 
 
E Lansing SI>5A 18.8 18.8 19.5 19.5 17.5 17.4 
 
F Detroit SI>5A 16.9 17.2 8.1 17.4 17.8 8.6 9.9 10.2 
 
G Kalamazoo SMSA 14·9 14.9 16.9 16.8 3.2 3.3 
 
H JackBon Sl>5A 7.8 10.7 -9.8 7.3 10.5 -9·8 11.8 11.8 
 
J Ann Arbor SI>5A 9.6 10.4 -·7 9.1 10.1 -1.1 11.7 11.6 
 

Wisconsin 
1 Northern Wiscon9in Woods 10.4 9.6 41.1 7.0 6.0 17·9 17.5 
2 West Central Wisconsin 11.2 11.1 7.0 6.9 15·5 15.5 
3 Southves t Wisconsin 14.4 14.4 7.9 7.9 20.0 20.0 
4 Eau C1aire-Wa\\llau 17.9 17.9 13.5 13.4 23.0 22.9 
5 Central Wisconoin-Snutbern Sandy 9.1 9.0 8.0 7.9 10,5 10.4 
6 Eastern Wiscons1n-~orthern 13.0 12.1 53.5 10.7 9.0 52.3 15.6 15.4 
7 Eastern Wisconsin-Central 16.0 16.0 20.6 11.3 11.2 23.4 23.4 
8 Eastern Wisconsin-southern 12.6 12.6 11.1 11.2 15.1 15.1 
A Duluth-Superior SI>5A 9. 8 9.9 11.1 11.5 5·9 5.1 
B f.kld Ison SI>5A 15. 2 1S·3 14.0 14.0 17.3 17·3 
C Milwnukee SMSA (Except WRukesha part) No rural population 
D Racine SMSA 15.8 15.8 17.6 17.5 7.2 7.4 
E Milwaukee SI>5A (Waukesha part) 15.4 15.3 16.3 16.2 8.7 8.8 
 
F Kenosha SI>5A 14.8 14.8 15·5 15.5 11.1 10.7 
 

Minnesota 
1 Red. River Valley-MiMeoota 9·9 9·9 9.5 9.5 10.2 10.1 
2 Nortbern MiMesota Woodo 13.7 12·9 35·9 13.1 12.0 35.3 15.5 15·3 
3 Minnesota Forest f.klrgin-We~tern 11.2 10·7 37. 4 8.5 7.1 12·9 12.9 
4 Minnesota Foreot f.klrgin-Eastern 14.0 14.2 13.0 13.4 15.1 15.0 
5 West Central Minneoota 10.2 10.2 4.6 4.6 14·5 14.4 
6 Soutbeast Central MiMesota 15·1 15·1 12.4 12.4 17.9 17·9 
7 Southeaot MiMesota 12.1 12.1 8.9 8.8 14.5 14.5 
8 soutin~'=bt !!.!..'111esota 13·2 13·2 10.3 10.4 15.1. 15.1 
A Duluth-Superior SI>5A 14.8 14.9 14.9 15.0 14.0 14.0 
B MiMeapol1s-St. Paul SI>5A 17·0 17.1 17.4 17.~ 15.8 15.9 

Iowa 
1 Western Iova 11.9 12.0 5·5 5.5 16·5 16.5 
2 West Central Iowa 10·9 11.0 7.4 7.4 14.0 14.0 
3 South Cent.ral 10\111 9. 4 9.4 9.4 9.4 9.4 9.4 
4 Northeast Iown 12.5 12.5 5.9 5.9 17.2 17.3 
5 East Central 10\111 9·8 9.9 6.2 6.4 12.8 12·9 
6 Eastern 10\111 12·3 12.3 8.9 8.8 16.0 16.0 
A Sloux CIty SI>5A 12.9 13.2 10.7 11.2 14.7 14.7 
B 0nBha SI>5A 12·3 12.3 16.6 16.6 7.7 7.7 
C Des Moines SMSA 18.1 18.3 23·0 23.4 7·3 7·3 
D Davenport-Rock Island-Moline SI>5A 16.4 16.2 12·3 12.0 23·3 23.3 
E Cedar /IJIpldo SI>5A 16.3 16.2 13·5 13.5 20.1 19·9 
F Waterloo "SSA 14.7 14.9 14.4 14.7 15·3 15.3 

Misoouri 
1 Rorthweot Miooouri 7·2 7.1 12.1 10.2 10.1 3·5 3.6 
2 Northern MissourI 3·2 3·3 -4·9 4.4 4.4 2·7 2.1 2.4 -31.1 
3 lIest Central Missouri 5·5 5·5 9.0 9·0 1·9 1.9 
4 Soutbweot Mi.sour! 9·9 10.1 10·7 11.0 8.5 8.6 
5 Ozark PIateau-Nortbern 20.4 20.1 24.3 24.1 5.8 5.7 
6 Nortbeast Ozark Border 10.2 9. 8 13.0 12.5 6.4 6.2 
7 Ozark Plateau-liestern 10.1 10.2 11.6 11.6 8.6 8.7 
8 Ozark Plateau-Eastem 11.8 11.8 13.8 13.8 6.6 6.6 
9 Mississippi Deltll-MisooUri Section 28.1 26.2 43.4 23·5 22.0 37.5 32.6 30.4 48.1 
A Kansas City SI>5A 15.1 14·9 19·7 19.4 -1·9 -1.8 
B st. Louis SI>5:'- 14·3 14.1 31·7 15·5 15.2 34.4 3.6 3·7 
a Springfield SI>5A 10·3 10.3 15.0 15.1 -1.2 -1.2 

North Dakota 
1 Missouri Slope 21.1 33.3 14.6 14.2 26.3 
2 West Centrnl Nortb Dllkota-Missouri River Coteau 17.4 14·9 14.5 20.3 
3 East Central North Dakota 14.1 50.1 13.4 11.1 50·0 16.5 

See footnote at end of table. 

54 

~n~!iti&t~.t¥tftiiUWj¥1' 

'i@ UPDATA 1981 .., 









Table 12.--1Iural, rural-nonfanD, and rural-fanD males, 20-64: Replacement rates, by color, 
for State economic areas, 1960-70 !I -Continued 

(Rates not shown for State economic areas vi'~h fe1ler than 100 de~ures! 

Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farm 
State economic area 

: Total White : Nonwhite : Totn1 : White : Nonwhite Total : White : Nonwhite 

!forth Deltota -Continued 
Red River Valley-North Dakota 12.4 12.4 11.1 10.9 13.8 14.0 

5- South_t !forth Dakota 11.0 11.0 6.3 6.3 14.6 14.6 

South Dakota 
1 Slack SUb and West-River Range 16.8 14.3 31.5 18.2 14.2 34.e 14.3 14.5 10.7 
2 IIorth Central. South Dakota 12.2 12.0 8.6 8.3 15.1 15.0 
3 South Central. South Dakota 14.5 13.3 68.8 12.1 9.3 16.2 15.9 

Northeast South Dakota 9.9 10.1 5·9 6.0 12.3 12.4
"5 Southeast South Dakota 10.1 9.1 9·1 6.8 10.9 10.8 
 

Nebraslte 
l. 5ebraslta Sand HUls 8.l. 7.9 6.1 5.B 9.5 9.4 
 
2 Korth Pl4tte River 13.0 13.5 9.4 9.9 16.9 17.4 
 
3 Centi'lll lIebraska 9·8 9·7 8.2 7.9 11.1 11.1 
 
4 Republican River 7.1 7.3 5.0 5.3 B.9 B.9 
 
5 South Central. Nebraslte 5.7 5.B 3.0 3.2 8.2 8.2 
 
6 Central. Missouri Valley-Northeast Nebraolte 10.6 10.2 35·3 6.7 5.4 13.7 13.8 
 
7 Central Missouri Valley-Southeast Nebraska 1.3 7.3 B.o 7·9 6.7 6.7 
 
A Lincoln SIGA B.o 8.3 8.2 8.7 7.5 7.5 
 
B 0IBhe SMSA 23·3 22.B 24.9 24.4 14.1 14.1 
 

Kansas 
1 South""st Kansas 12.2 12.2 9.7 9.8 16.4 16.5 
2 lleot Central. Xansas B.7 B.7 6.9 6.9 10.B 10.,9 
3 Central. Kans .... 10.5 10.5 11.9 11.8 8.7 8.7 
4 North Central Kansas 4.1 4.1 -.1 -.6 7.6 7.6 
5 Kansas Flint Bllls 14.0 13.6 21.2 17.B 17.5 22.7 5.4 5.5 
 
6 Centrnl Missouri Valley-Kansas Part 5.9 6.9 -7.4 5.8 7.3 -B.O 6.1 6.1 
 
7 East Central Kansas 4.1 4.1 5.8 5.9 2.5 2.4 
 
B Southeast Kansas 6.7 6.8 10.0 10.1 1.9 2.0 
 
A II1chita SIGA 19·7 19.9 19.6 19.8 20.5 20.3 
 
B Kansas City SKSA 16.7 17.3 .3 19.0 19.7 1.6 1.8 
 
C Topelts SKSA IB.2 17·7 21.3 2O.B 3.9 4.1 
 

Delallll?e 
 
1 Southern Delaware 11.9 11.2 15.4 13.0 12·5 15.0 6.5 5.2 21.3 
 
A Wilmington SIoflA 13·9 14.2 10.5 14.3 14.5 11.6 10.3 11.3 
 

Maryland 
1 Western Maryland 15.7 15.3 15.3 14.9 18.8 18.8 
2 Maryland Piedmont 19.5 18.8 31.2 19.8 18·9 33.9 17.6 18.2 
3 Southern Maryland 27.9 23.8 4o.B 2B.4 25.2 38.8 26.0 17.0 47.5 
4 Maryland EaBtern Shore 11.4 10.2 15·7 12.0 10.7 16.3 Po.2 7.7 10·9 
A Baltimore SIC3A (Except Carroll-Hovard part) 17.4 17.6 16.5 17.9 18.2 15.8 10·3 7.7 
U washington, D. C. SIGA 19.3 17.9 25.3 19.5 IB.2 24.7 17·9 14.5 29·6 
C Baltimore SIoflA (Carroll-Hovard pert) 9.5 9.7 7.0 9.2 9.5 6.3 11.3 11.0 

Virginia 
 
1 Southwest Virginia Caal Fields 33.1 33.4 18.1 34.1 34 .3 18.9 26.6 26.7 
 
2 Valley of Virgin1a-South""st 21.0 21.3 12.3 22.3 22.6 12.3 18.9 18.9 
 
3 Valley ot Virginia-Lower 22.2 22.4 18.0 25.0 25.4 18.4 11.6 11.6 
 
4 Shenandoah Valley-Blue R1dg~ 16.3 16.4 13.5 17.7 17.8 16.3 11.5 11.8 
 
5 Northern Virginia Piedmont 16.7 15.8 21.4 17.4 16.B 20.6 13.3 11.5 26.3 
 
6 Central Virginia Piedmont 15.3 11.7 21.3 16.3 14.5 19.1 12.5 5.6 2B·7 
 
7 Southern Virginia Piedmont 24.1 17.0 41.1 23.7 18.4 39.4 24.B 14.6 42.9 
 
8 Virginia Peninsulas 13.3 7.7 23·4 14.6 B.6 24.4 7·3 4.0 16.8 
 
9 Virgin1a Elilstern 2boI'e 7.9 1.0 18.2 B.8 2.5 17.7 3.7 -6.0 21.9 
 

10 Southside Virginia Coastal Plain 24.5 17.6 32.6 25·1 20.0 31.5 22.6 9.3 )5·7 
 
A Roanoke SMSA 13.3 12.1 36.0 13.0 11.9 33.1 1'1·3 14.2 
 
B Washington, D. C. SIGA 11.9 16.6 -5·0 12.0 16.9 -5·2 9·2 9.8 
 
C Richmond SKSA 16.9 15.8 23·7 17.2 16.0 25.6 9.1 12.8 
 
D Norfolk-Portsmouth SMSA 25·9 25.0 28.8 26.2 25.3 29.0 22.1 21.1 
 
E Newport NeWD-Hampton SKSA 17.1 16.3 20.2 17.2 16.2 20.6 
 
F Iqnchburg SIoflA 18·7 16.6 26.5 19.6 19.4 20.3 15.5 5.9 ~7.1 


West Virgini.. 
 
1 Upper Ohio and Little Kanawha Valley 17·3 17.3 18.4 18.3 8.2 8.2 
 
2 West Virginia Hille 22.4 22.7 23.6 23·9 17·8 17·9 
 
3 Monongahela Valley and lIorth central West 
 

Virginia 19.0 19.1 14.1 20.0 20.1 14.9 10.3 10.~ 

4 west Virginia Southern Coal Fielils 30.4 3O.B 24.6 30.5 31.0 24.7 25·5 25.8 
 
5 Allegheny Mountains-Greenbrier Valley 19·7 19.9 9·7 20.1 20·5 8.7 18.2 1B.2 
 
6 Elil8tern Panhandle 9. 6 9.6 10.3 7.6 7·5 12.4 21.5 22.7 
 
A Wheeling SKSA 11.7 11.4 12·5 12.1 7.1 7.5 
 

SMS"
B Huntington-Aebland 22.8 22·9 22·9 23.0 22.0 22.0 
 
C Charleston SIC3A 24.7 24.2 44.0 24.7 24.2 4J, .0 25.4 25.4 
 

S"e footnote at end of table. 
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Tnble 12.--Rural t ntrnl-n:mI't'lnn. und rurt;\-l-funn mal-eo, .20-61.: Replacement rlltes, 
by color, for !ltate cCQnomic nrena I 1960-70 Y -Can &J nued 

( RaLen not shown for .1tntc eronomic areno \11th fewer than 100 dCI!lrtureol 
~--...-----

Rural Rurnl nonfarm Rural tunnState eCllnomlc nren. 

~ 'i'otal ; IIhHc NonwhiLe : Total ; IIhtte Nonuhlte Total IIhlLc ~ lfonwhile 

North Ca:rolln<' 
1 ltortb Cnrollna Blue l't~dgu 21.9 22.0 17.5 23·2 23.1. 16.5 18.7 1B.7 
2 Blue l<idso !llopeO 23·5 23.1• 26.0 24 .0 23·8 ~·,.6 19.8 20.2 
3 lIorth CnroUnn Old Belt Tob.ecr, 2).1 18.8 39·3 20.6 17.7 34·1 n1 20.8 4~ .5 
4 Contral /tortII Carollna 21.4 1'1.5 36.7 22.2 20·9 33. 1, 17·3 13.1, 54·5 
~ Jauch Centrol North CnroUntt 24.8 n.4 "3.6 al,.9 22.6 3B.!,' 2".1, 16.8 57.5 
6 North Cnrollna Upper Cona tal Plot! n-N~rthcm 26.1 22.6 42.6 26.5 21.3 "0.1 29·8 2 ,.0 "5.2 
7 Lo\.lcr Roanoke Cons tnl Plain 1).(' 13·1 "8.5 :>6·9 12.7 40.7 37. 0 13.6' 58.2 
8 North Carolina Central Const"l Pluln 32.1 ~r..O "5.7 28.6 2J~ ,7 35.<) 36.1, 23·0 55.6 
9 NorU. C,'roHnll Upper Conatnl Plntn-Lumbor River 35·'1 :?S.C) 50.6 33·9 29.9 "5.~ 1,2.1 21'.7 59.8 

lQ Curr1~uek-Alb.mnr1o-Pnml1co 21.2 14,<) 36.2 ?0·3 13.5 23.8 lB.3 1,6.71"·1
11 rleuRe-Cope Fen1*' 31.1 4'8.9 38.4 31.2 )0.:1 35.1 30.1i 21r.4 1'('.1

A Achellille SMSA 17.9 18.1 IB.O 1~.3 17.3 17.1• 
II ~lnll ton-Salem SMSA 1".4 13.5 31.9 1',,(- 11,.8 33·1 I, . ., 3·5 
c Oreensboro-Hlgh PoInt IlMSA 17·3 IF.l 25.1 \8.8 18.4 21.5 11.3 7·3 
l) Chnrlo~te SMSA 17-8 15.0 37.5 17.6 15.1, 35. 1, 17.6 9.<) 
E P.llolgh SMS/\ ?1.3 16.2 35.2 1Q.6 lil.2 30.9 25.7 111.4 "3.6 
F Durham r;t-tSA jfi.6 12.0 35. 1, 17.1 13.0 3~,,5 11'.1 5.7 

Bollth Cllroll ntt 
1 ~",uth CnroUno, Dlue Ridge-Piedmont TrnnnHlon 2B.6 28.0 36.2 29.1 28.6 36.1 25.1 23·9 
l! Uortb\leatern Oouth Curol1nh Piedmont 21·3 18·3 3'1.7 22.5 19.7 36.0 11'.3 8.9 29.6 
3 North C~nt.rnl South CoroUnn, PJedmont 25·5 1'1.2 43.8 26.1 21.1, 1.1.7 22.7 .,.1, "9.9 

South Cnrolln. r"'''er Plcdmont 26.3 16.1 46.1 <6.5 16.8 "2.5 27.5 8.7 56.1"5 :'")()uth Cnrol1nn :land Hilln 33. 6 22.1 60.9 31.7 22.0 58.0 38·3 22·5 66·5
6 Bouth Carolln' Upper Conn LIt1 Plllin 39·3 20.1, 60.8 33·7 21.1• 53·3 "8.9 17.8 (./l.9
1 Pf;«l Dee tti vcr 1,1.2 28.7 61.6 32.6 23.8 51.1 49·0 3 1.0 6B·5'8 Sout.h enro 1"1 nn. COLlS t 1'9·8 41,." 56.B 52.8 "9.4 57.8 33.6 16.1 51.9 
A Columbia SMSA 39·2 "0.0 3·,.0 ,,0.5 "2.0 36.5 22.2 15.7 45.6 
B Augus t.u St.\SA 25·6 19.8 45.2 23.3 20.2 35.6 1,2.2 16.5 78.2 
C ChurJca t.Qo SMSA 35·1 22.9 55.9 3 .9 23.0 55.6 41.7 
J) Groen\',llle ooA 19·7 17.7 3 .5 " 18.1, 30.8 8.919.B 1B.Q 

" 
Georgi!! 

1 lIorthwe. t aeorgia Bldg. nod Valley 21.0 20.9 2".l 21.2 21.1 23.6 20.0 19.6 
2 Georgin SlUe Ridge 2/5.5 25.8 28.8 27·9 17.0 17.1 
3 Georg!a Upper Piodmont. ~O.7 16.6 "E'·3 21.6 19.8 I." .4 10.8 13·9 54 .2 
4 (j('orgl(1. t.over Piedmon t 25.5 If.. 3 43.9 25. 1, 17.7 41.1 25.Q 10." 51, .3 
5 GeQrgtil. ."jund Hll10 26.0 1).1, "0.9 25. 1• 13.3 39.1 27.5 IV! 117 .5 
(, Georgia Upper ronn tnl Plnln 30. 1, 17·9 53.7 29.3 Ie}. I, 48.1 32.1 15.6 63.0 
7 Georgi'! Centrol Coastal Pln.to 29.2 17.5 ,,8.1. 2-7. J, 18.2 "3.0 31.15 16.15 55.6 
8 Tlrton Ptain 21•. 0 20.2 )6.0 20·3 18.5 25.5 29·3 22.5 55·8 
') Georg 1. conH 27.5 25.6 33.3 21.1 24.0 33.0 29·3 28.2 38·5 
A Cha ttllnoOgn CMSA 18·3 17.1, lQ.7 18.8 5.B 3.8 
B Atlon ta SMSA 20.() 1').9 32.7 20.13 19.~; 31. 3 21.'1 18.8 
C Columbus SMSA 29.rJ 30.6 26.0 29.9 30.8 26.0 
D Augua ta aMSA 39·8 41.0 31.7 1,0.3 31.7 30.1, 
E SavRnnuh SMSA 16.1 16.0 16.1 1f.o 15.8 16.6 
F Mnc.on GM3A (F.xcept l10us \.on pllrt) 23·9 19.2 4'1.5 22.5 18.7 1.I~fO 
G Mooon ElISA (I!oust.on part) 30.1 21'.1 50.7 30.0 21,.'1 53. 4 30.2 

Floridu 
1 WCQ tern Florldn. Cons t. 21.0 20.'1 22.8 20.6 20.5 22.1 26.3 25.7 
2 Florida Flntvoads 17.6 15.6 26.7 18.0 1~.8 n.l 13·5 13.2 
3 North find Wes t Central Florldll 25·9 21.0 37·5 25.1 20·9 3 .1, 29.2 2l." 54,4

" " Florida Indian Hi'Ver 6.1 5.5 12.1 6.6 5.9 13.4 -6.4 -5.3 
5 Central Florida Cl tntS 10.4 9.5 14.3 lO.4 Q.? 13·5 9.8 7.8 
6 Everglndeo and Sout.h Floriun Resortn 1.8 .2 15.9 1.7 0 16.1 6.1, 6.0 
A JockClonv.111e 13MSA 20. 1, 21." 1.~ 20.4 21.4 7·0 21.1 20.6 
B Tllmpn-St. Peternourg SMSA 9.7 9.4 15.5 <l.6 9.)' 13.6 11.0 9·5 
c MJ,... l SMSA 11·9 12.5 8.1 12·3 12·9 7.9 4.1 2.7 
J) Pensacola !]MSA 27·9 27.3 31.1 Z8.3 27.5 35·3 21.3 23.0' E Orl.ndo SMSA 14.5 15.0 12·5 14.8 15." 12.2 6.7 4.6 
F \len t Pnlm Beuen SMSA 9·3 9·9 8.4 8.7 B.ll 8.5 
c Ft. Luuderdn.l~"RollY\lQod SMSA 6.6 9.0 5.3 7·9 

Kentucky 
1 Jackooo Purchune 11.0 11.0 10.4 1".3 14.6 4.2 ".7 4 .1 
'2 Lo"or Ohl0 V.lley 19.1, 19.7 10." 18.1 18.8 21.0 21.5 

Yes tern Kentucky Conl. F1elds nnd 
Knobn 21.2 2)..5 15.11 23·9 24.1 17.1, 14.9 15·~ 2.1 

4 Ken tucky PennyroYfll 18.~ lO.l 17.6 22.9 23·7 IB.6 12·3 12.0 t5·5 
5 South Central iCentu~ky IIlghl.nd 20.8 21.2 4.6 22.8 23·2 12.7 19.3 19.7 -7." 
6 OUter Bluegrass 15·7 16.0 10.\? 15.8 16.2 W.1 15·5 15·7 9·2 
7 Inner Bluegruss JI, .3 15.4 -2.1 20.2 22.0 2·9 9.6 10.5 -12.5 
8 En. tern ¥.en tucky HU1. 28.0 27.9 ~8.7 20.7 26.8 26.7 
9 Eastern Kentucky Conl Fieldn 38.1 3B.I. 12.6 38.5 38.8 13.1, 34.2 31•. 1, 
A Louiov,tl1e SMSA 20·3 20.8 10.3 21.2 2l.7 9.2 7.1, 6.4 
B ClnclnnuLi SMSA 18.6 19.0 20.5 20.7 B.2 8.2 
C Huntington-Ashlund SMSA l/o.B 39.1 1,4.5 42·5 
D Evnn8Vl11e 3M5A 15·7 14.6 17.2 16.7 11.0 9·3 
E Lexlngton SMSA l.l·3 1).1 ·7 11.2 1).1 2.0 11.B 13·1 

TennelJ~ee 
1 Tenncooee Bluff Hil10 ond Jucksori Pluin 21.5 16.4 33·6 15.2 13.8 20.1 26.5 19.0 ~O.O 
2 TenneSsee Full Line SlopeD 12.7 12.5 11,.2 111.4 14.'1 9·0 10·5 9·7 22.1 

\I.atem IIlg111nnd 111m 20.0 19.7 30·9 20.2 19.7 19·7 19.6 ~ Tennessee Pennyroyal and Nortbern fligblrtncl Rim 21.1 n.o 22.Q 26.9 26.7 28.1 10.7 10.7 10.5 
5 Tenneaoee Central Bnnln 13.1, 13.0 16·9 15·2 15·3 11•. 1, 11./j 10.1, 20.4 

See footnote at; end of table. 
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'l'able 12. --Rura1~ ,ruro.!-nonfarm, and rural-farm mles J 20-611; 'Replac!'!m"!nt rates I by color 1 

tor State econom.le arens, 1960-10 Y - Continued 

(Rat-es not show for State economic sreas v1th fC1,ler th«n 100 d~partUl",?9) 
~ Rural ; Rural nonram Rur,'ll ram 

6tate econoruic nrr.B 
: Total Whit.: Nonwhite: Total: Whit. : rlonwhit' Total: White : Nonwhitl; 

Tennessee -ContInued 
6 .Ens tern H!ghland Rim 
7 Tennessee Cumb~rlan:.i Plateau 
8 Valley of Eastern Tennessee­
A Memphis SMSA 
B lIashviUe S~ISA 
C Chattanooga SMSA 
n !(nol<ville BMSA 

19·5 
29·0 
23·2 
44.3 
~5.6 
19·8 
20.1 

19. 6 
28.8 
23·2 
46.1 
17.6 
19·1 
20.4 

21.4 
30.4 
211.8 
52.6 
19·0 
21.0 
21.3 

20.1 

26.6 
28.6 
-6·7 
21.4 
1.3 

11·3 
22.1 
19.8 
31.7 
6.2 
3·0 

14.2 

17·5 
22.3 
19·9 
U.5 

5.8 
2.1 

14.1 

11.0 
52.1 

Alabama 
1 Middle Tennessee Valley 
2 Sana Mountain 
3 Alab...... Ridge and Valley 
4 Alab""", Piedmont 
5 Alabl\J1la Upper Coastal Plain 
6 A1abnmn Black p,.ni rie 
1 A1ab.... Wi re Grass 
'1 ;'lab...... Gul r Coas t 
9 Alabama Central Coastal Plain 
A lltnntnghnm SIoSA 
B Columbus, G""rgia SMSA 
C Montgomery SMSA 
o foIoblle SMSA 
E 'l\1scaloooa SMSA 
F Huntsville SMSA 

26.1 
22.8 
22.6 
21.1 
21.7 
36.5 
29.0 
21.<j 
25.5 
20.6 
39.6 
28.5 
20.9 
23. 4
In,, 

34.1 
13.2 
36.8 
42.3 
30.2 
52.1 
40.4 
26.9 
51.1 
26.2 
51.9 
52.1 
14.0 
38.2 
33.3 

24.1 
21,0 
23,0 
23,5 
20.1 
34.1 
30,2 
21.3 
26.3 
20.1 
35.1 
25. 4 
21.0 
25.0 
21.5 

22·7 
21.4 
21.4 
16.3 
18.; 
14.3 
23·9 
19·5 
19·1 
19·9 
23·2 
6.7 

23·7 
22·5 
21.5 

33·1 
8.0 

36.0 
44.5 
24.3 
48.5 
39.8 
25.6 
41.7 
25.9 
117 .2 
49.9 
13·3 
35.9 
21.1 

)0.5 
24.6 
18.2 

3·6 
19.4 

9·1 
12·9 
22.6 
14.4 
16.8 

13.6 
16.3 

4.5 
21.6 

36.6 

43.1 
34.0 
47.3 
51.9 
43.1 

51.6 

60.8 
57.8 

46.8 
47.5 

Mississippi 
1 Missi••ippi Delta-Yazoo 
2 MiSSissippi Delta Fringe and Bluff H!lls 
3 South'lest Mississippi 
4 Mississippi Pin. HUls 
5 Mississippi Black Pmiri. 
6 Mississippi Piney Woods 
7 His6isolppi Lover Constal Plnins 
6 Mini.sippi Gulf COSBt 
A Jackson SUSA 

34.8 
31.8 
26.5 
21.1 
28.2 
23.3 
25·5 
1;.; 
36.1 

IUI.4 
46.0 
39.1 
44.11 
47.9 
45.2 
33.6 
32.6 
52.8 

28.2 
25.6 
26.3 
18.2 
28.9 
21.6 
26.6 
11.2 
38.3 

16.1< 
16.0 
11·9 
16.4 
23.1 
16.3 
25.1 
16.1 
23.4 

37.7 
36 .6 
36.8 
31.8 
46.2 
35·2 
34.1 
32.1 
56.2 

42.6 
37.1 
21.1 
24.0 
21.2 
25.8 
21.1 
25·1 
37.1 

24.9 
13·0 
7.9 

18.8 
7·3
9·, 

20·9 
25·1 
16.5 

50.9 
50.1 
49.0 
54.0 
119.2 
51.6 

Arkansas 
1 Northwest Arkansas 
'2 A:rkansBs River '/all:ey-Boston lItJuntains Slopea 
3 Arkansas River Valley-Southeastern Ozark Slopes 
4 OUachita Mountains-Eastern 
5 Soutb""st Arkan... 
6 South Central. Arkansas 
7 Cro'Wley· s Ridge and ArklWsBS Prnlrleu 
8 Mios1ss1ppi Delta-Arkansas Section 
9 Ourk Plo.teau-Ar\u!.nsna 
A Little Rock-Nortb Little Reek SMSA 

9.9 
12.9 
15.8 
9.5 

15.7 
19·9 
2 4.9 
31.0 
U.l 
21.8 

1,.1.0 
U1~7 

1~.1 
9,8 
8,8 

14.9 
22.S 
25.9 
11.2 
19.9 

34·9 
4.4 

33. 4 
34.0 
41.1 
38.0 

31.9 

13.8 
13.8 
16.; 
11.0 
19.0 
20.2 
20.8 
28.2 
9·2 

20.9 

13·9 
13.; 
15.4 
11.4 
12.9 
15.6 
16.1 
24.1 
9·3 

19·1 

31L1 
3·9 

33.5 
32·1 
39·9 
33.8 

31.4 

4.1 
10.6 
14.3 
2.3 
6.1 

IB.5 
29·1 
35·9 
13·8 
31.1 

4.1 
10·3 
13·1 

2.1 
-1.9 
11.8 
2,.6 
28.2 
13.8 
29·9 

32·9 
40.5 
42.6 
43.6 

Lou1d1nnn 
1. Miou1ss1ppi Delta-Lover Red River 
2 ~l1sBl••ipp1 Delta-Northeast Louisiana 
3 Mississippi Delta-Central Lou!siana 
4 North Central Loui81,,"a 
5 Southenst Louis!ana 
6 Louisiana Sugarcane 
7 South\lest'Louisiana CaBot PraIries 
8 \lest Centr"l Louisiana 
A Shreveport SMSA 
B New Orlean. SHSA 
C Dnton Roug~ SMSA 
D We Charlos SMSA 
E Monroe SMSA 

21.0 
29.6 
25.4 
19·9 
19·2 
26.3 
19·9 
21.4 
21.2 
19.3 
26.1 
21·5 
26.6 

1S.4 
21.1 
H.6 
15.3 
14.9 
22.5 
17.5 
11.8 
14.3 
17. 4 
17.0 
21.0 
24.1 

28·9 
44.6 
48.4 
31.7 
28.9 
34.7 
37.7 
32.9 
34.8 
34.0 
62.6 
25·7 
40.1 

19·5 
:17 .3 
22.5 
20.5 
11.7 
26.3 
21.2 
21.7 
22.3 
19.6 
26.9 
22.4 
26.7 

18.3 
20.8 
16.8 
16.1 
14.1 
22.6 
19.1 
18.4 
15. 4 
11.7 
16.1 
22.0 
24.4 

23·1 
40.1 
39.3 
31.5 
25.6 
34.6 
34 .1 
31. 7 
38.1 
310 .0 
66.1 
26.1 
41.3 

29·6 
32.2 
30.6 
16.4 
26.3 
~.1 
1;.2 
20.0 
12.3 

23·8 
3.4 

26.3 

19·2 
21.5 
12·9 
·10.2 
19·7 
22.1 
14.0 
15·0 
-3·0 

47.4 
49.1 
59·7 
33.1 
1>9.5 
35·9 
46.5 
39·2 
21.1 

Oklahoma 
1 OklabomnPnnhandlc 
2 North Central Oklahoma 
3 N'orth.;ant Oklahoma 
4 Southv.st Oklahoma 
5 Centrel Ok1abomo.-Weetern 
6 Central Oklahoma-Eastern 
1 South Central Oklahoma 
8 Eastern Oklabome.-Arknnsan River 
9 OUachita MountainG-Westem 

10 Oklahoma O<ark 
A Tulsa SMSA (Except Creek part) 
B Oklahoma City SMSA (Except Canadian part) 
C Tul... SMSA (Creek part) 
D Oklahoms City SMSA (Canadian part) 

g.6 
6.3 

12.8 
19·1 
11.4 
14.5 
13·0 
20.1 
19·1 
17.2 
18.7 

'17.3 
20·9 
19·8 

9. 4 
6.0 

12.4 
1;.9 
10.2 
10.7 
11.5 
19·5 
11.2 
12.6 
18.6 
10.8 
20.5 
17.6 

12.4 
18.3 
32.1 
30.2 
36.6 
36.9 
25·3 
36.3 
31.1 
20.2 
52.1 
24.4 

6.6 
10.7 
12.6 
23.0 
12.9 
16.3 
14.2 
20.6 
21.3 
21.! 
19.8 
19·5 
22·5 
33.0 

6.2 
10.1> 
12.4 
21.6 
11.1 
11.9 
12.2 
19·1 
18·9 
14·5 
19·9 
16.1 
22·1 
)0.5 

16.3 
16.2 
35· 5 
35.8 
31·; 
43.2 
24.8 
41..6 
45.6 
19·1 

20·5 

13. 4 
1.2 

13·0 
10·3 
8.7 

10·3 
9.6 

21.0 
13·1 

9·1 
11·9 
9·5 

14.0 
.2 

13·3 
1.2 

12·5 
10.0 

8.8 
8.2 
9.4 

20.1 
13·2 
9·9 

11.2 
10.3 
10,9 

,6 

21·2 
22.9 
8.2 

TeXllll 
1 Trans Peeoo 
2 EdvardB PIBtcau..EaDtern 
3 Sout.bw.t Rio Grande Plain 
4 Texas Northern High ?lsi,. (Panhandle) 
5 Texas Southern Sigh Plains 
6 Texas Rolling Plains 
7 North Central Tems 

16.6 
6.0 

20.8 
18.7 
17·; 

7·3 
11.2 

16.4 
6.3 

21.1 
lS.5 
17.5 

6.S 
10.2 

-J.7.6 

26.-( 
21.4 
18.8 
61.3 

18.; 
8.4 

22.6 
18.6 
16.6 
;.9 

11.2 

18.3 
8.9 

22.9 
18.6 
16.7 

1.5 
15.6 

13·9 
16.6 

9·3 
2·5 

15·0 
18.8 
19·1 

6.5 
1.3 

9,3 
2,6 

15.0 
18.4 
18.6 

6.0 
1.4 

23.1 

See footnote at end ot table. 
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TobIe 12.--Rural, rural-DOnta.rm, aDd rural-tara males, 20..64: Rcplaeesent rate:u f b;y color, 
for State econca1c are.... 1960-70 Y -Continued 


(Rates not shovn for state econca1c areas with f"""r than 100 ci!!P!U'tures)
.. ..
Rural Rural noofarm Rural r .....Sta.te ecollOll1c area. 

; TOtal ; lihUe ; JIonvbl.te ; TOtal ; IIhite ; Nonwhite TOtal ; IIb1te ; Nonwhite 

or..xas -Cootioued 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
0 
R 
J 
II: 
L 
M 
II 
0 
P 

Northem Blackland 
Post Oelt 
Soutbern Blackland 
JIortbellDt Rio Orande Plain 
Nortbe...t Texu Sandy Lands 
SOUth....t Tax.... Gandy Landa 
Tex.... Cout Prairie 
Lover Rio Grande VallI!)' 
Edwards Pl.ateau-V".tern 
El Puo SMSA 
Fort 1I0rth SMSI\ 
Da.'.laa SNSA (Exeapt Denton part) 
lIaco SMSA 
Austin SMSA 
San Antonio SMSA 
lIou.ton, SMSI\ 
BellUlllOnt-Port Arthur SMSI\ 
Aaari110 SNSA 
lIiohita Fall. SMSA 
Lubbook SMSA 
Clalvoatoo-~'eXtuI Cit), SMSA 
Corpua Cbriati SMSA 
Dnllaa SMSI\ (Denton part) 
Abllooe SMSA 

: 13.4 
: 9.5 
: 6.6 
: 21.2 
: 11.4 
: 13·5 
: 15.9 
: :26.6 
: 14.5 
: 22.6 
: 14.3 
: 13.6 

8.3 
: 13.6 
: 19.8 
: 16.3 
: 18.9 
: 12.0 
: 1.4 
: 19·0 
: 15.2 
: 25·1 
: 9.1 
: 10.1 

11.3 
3.6 
3.6 

21.7 
6.7 

11.7 
14.8 
:26.5 
14.4 
23·7 
13.8 
12.4 
6.6 

13·1 
20.1 
15.7 
19.1 
12.0 

1.5 
11.5 
15·1 
25.4 
9.5 

10.0 

27·3 
23.6 
28.6 

.0 
28.3 
21.1 
20.4 

25.3 
21·9 
18.8 
19.3 

20.9 
14.7 

18.3 
11.8 
10.2 
25·2 
13.9 
14.6 
16.3 
28·9 
18.7 
21.8 
15·7 
18.2 
10.0 
11,.1 
21.1 
16.8 
19·7 
9.0 
1.6 

16.6 
15.9 
23.6 
12.2 
15.3 

16.8 
5·7 
6.6 

25.6 
9·5 

12·7 
15·7 
28.9 
18.9 
22.8 
15·7 
17.4 
7·9 

13·7 
21.6 
16.2 
19.9 

9.0 
1.7 

17.3 
15.8 
23.8 
12·5 
15.7 

27·1 
23·3 
28.1 
7.6 

28.8 
21·9 
18.5 

16.7 
22·9 
20·3 
18.5 

21.6 
16.3 

4.1 
6.3 
2·9 

14.2 
3.0 
6.3 

14.7 
21.1 
3·0 

36.9 
9·0 
2.1 
4.0 

11.6 
12.0 
11.9 
loT 

15.5 
.6 

19·2 
2.7 

29.4 
3.8 
3·7 

1.6 
1.1 

.8 
14·9 
-2.1 
4.6 

12·3 
20·9 
2.4 

37·2 
7.2 

.4 
3.7 

10.3 
11.8 
12.0 
3·1 

15·5 
.6 

17·7 
2.7 

29.6 
4.5 
2·7 

27.8 
24.1 
29.6 

:26.1 
14.6 
32.0 

17.8 

Montana 
1 Montana _aina 
2 JIorth Central Montana Plaina-ll1ghllne and 

Lover Ye11ovatooe 
3 t1ppor Yallovatooe lind Dig 110m 

" Central and SOUtbelUlt Montana 

: 12·5 

18.3 
2.\.0 
16.2 

12.1 

17.4 
19.3 
14.3 

34.4 

28.9 
40.5 

13.2 

18.8 
19·9 
21.4 

12.7 

17.6 
18.2 
17·9 

29.4 
34.5 

10.1 

17.4 
22.6 
10·5 

10.3 

17.1 
20.6 
10·5 

Idaho 
1 Idaho Mountaina-Central 
2 Levi_too-Pend Grei11a 
3 Southveat Idaho 

" Upper Snake Rivor 

14.3 
13·5 
19.9 
28.2 

14.2 
13.2 
20.2 
28.4 21.0 

13·3 
16.3 
19.2 
25.9 

13·2 
15.6 
19·5 
25·9 

18.3 
6.1 

20·7 
31.0 

18.<) 
6.6 

20.9 
31.5 

W)'<lUioa 
1 v,omJ.oa Mountaina-lleetem 
2 Northem an:! Eaatem \qom1oa 

11.3 
15.5 

11.5 
15·0 31.5 

11.4 
14.2 

11.6 
13.4 33.7 

11.0 
18.0 

11.2 
17.8 

Colorado 
1 Colorado Mountnins-Cootineotal D1Tide 
2 Colorado Mountaina 
3 JIorthem Colorado-Irrigated 
4 East Central Coloredo P1ain.a 
5 SOUtheaat Colorado 
A Dener SMSA, (Exoapt IIou.l.der part) 
B Colorado Sprioas SMSA 
c Pueblo SIflA 
D Denver SMSA (lIou.l.der part) 

10.4 
18.9 
18.2 
12.1 
17·7 
17·3 
29.0 
25·2 
12.5 

10·3 
16.8 
18.3 
12.1 
17.9 
16.8 
~.6 
2 .9 
12.2 

1O.~ 
19· 
16.6 
7.7 

17·0 
19.7 
31.3 
:26.2 
12·5 

10.8 
19.6 
16.6 
7·7 

17·1 
19·1 
32.1 
25·9 
12·5 

8.1 
17.6 
20.4 
18.3 
19·2 
7.2 

-4.0 
21.9 
12.5 

8.3 
16.9 
20·5 
16.3 
19.3 
6.2 

-4.0 
21·9 
11.2 

Nev Mcx1co 
1 North-went Nov Mex1co 
2 JIorth....t 1{"" Mm:ico 
3 flouthem !lev Maioo 
II AlbuqUerqUe SMSA 

32.0 
24.9 
20.1 
22.8 

29.6 
25·1 
20.2 
22.2 

37.2 

16.3 

32.4 
28.2 
20.7 
22.6 

30.6 
28·5 
20·9 
22.1 

36.8 

16.1 

29·3 
17·3 
17·7 

21.2 
17.6 
17.7 

39.1 

Arizona 
.1­ H:Jrtbem Art-zona 
2 Southem Arttone 
A Phoenix 5NSA 
II '!\lcfton mesA 

:26.2 
17.9 
14.6 
16.6 

10.6 
17.6 
13.9 
15·3 

44·9 
18.2 
23.4 
23.5 

24.0 
;1.7.6 
13.5 
16.2 

10.3 
17.4 
12·9 
14.6 

42.7 
18.7 
22·7 
:26·9 

42.2 
19·7 
21.0 
20.2 

14.2 
20.6 
20·3 

54.6 
15.0 
25·6 

Utah 
1 llaoatob Mountain. and 1I0rthen. Utah 
2 Central Utah Vallere 
3 Utah Baa1nand Pleteau 
A Salt Lalte Cit)' 5MSA 
B Ogden SMSA 

23.7 
28.4 
23.3 
24.6 
29·2 

23·5 
28.9 
23.2 
24·9 
29.2 

25.4 

21.2 
28.5 
22.2 
23·0 
28.4 

21.0 
28.9 
22.3 
23·3 
28.7 

19.9 

31.7 
28.1 
29·5 
34·9 
32.0 

31.7 
29·0 
28.1 
35.6 
31.2 

Jlavada 
1. lI....ad. 
A Lu Vopa IlMSA 

9·2 
8·7 

7.4 
8.9 

29.8 10.4 
6.2 

8·5 
8.5 

32.7 1.8 .2 

llaahioaton 
1 0lJm;p10 Peninaula and lI!U1hioat;on eo....t 
2 JIortbOrn Puget Souad 
3 C""tral Puget Souad-ntaap Count)' 
4 Southern Puget Souad and Interior Coastal VallI!)' 
5 Okanosan Righlanda and _em Slopes ot C&8004e. 
6 YaIWIa VallI!)' and Eaatem Slopes of Casoade. 
7 _ern lIub10at;0n 
6 lIortbeaatom lIaehioat;on-ColUllbia River lIatenohed 

9·3 
12.6 
14.2 
18.1 
12.9 
18.9 
14.6 
14.8 

9·3 
12•• 
14.4 
18.0 
12.5 
18.9 
14.8 
13.5 

7.;1. 

8.3 

19.2 

9·3 
11.1 
14.8 
18.2 
13.6 
19·9 
13.4 
15.6 

9.1, 
10.9 
14.8 
18.0 
12.8 
20.1 
13.6 
13.8 

6.7 

15·5 

8·9 
18.1 
1·9 

18.1 
10.8 
16.8 
17.4 
13.2 

8.7 
J.7.9 
~.2 

18.1 
11.7 
16.4 
17.6 
12.8 

25·7 

Bee footnote Ilt eDd at tBbio. 
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Table 12.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ra.tes, by color, 

for state economic areas, 1960-70 11 - continuedc: 
-,:, 

{Rates not shown for state economic areas with fewer than 100 deEartures} ~ Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farm 
~ State economic area 

Total White : Nonwhite Total : White : Nonwhite Total : White : Nonwhite 
ooA 
CG 
GO... 	 I' 	 Washington -Continued 

18.2 15.2 15.2 19·1 12.8 12,6
A 	 Seattle SMSA (Except Snohomish part) 	 15·1 15.0 

14.6 7.8 14.4 15.1 8.2 4.6 5.1
B 	 TacOlllA SMSA 	 13·9 
C 	 Portland SMSA 16.1 16.0 ;1.3.7 13.815.6 15.5 

21.1 21.1 11.2 11.3
D 	 Spokane SMSA 	 19·2 19·2 

12.1 12.0
E 	 Seattle SMSA (Snohomish part) 	 16.7 16.5 17.2 17.0 

Oregon 11.111.8 11.8 11.9 11.9 11.5
1 	 Western Oregon 11.217·1 17.4 -1.5 19·4 19·7 11·32 	 Wi11amette Valley 
3 	 Columbia Basin-Central 	 9·911.0 12.6 11.1 6.5 6.4 

4 Eastern Oregon Plateau and Blue Mountain 15·1 14.6 31.0 15.8 15.2 30.2 13.6 13·1 
6.8 

A 	 Portland SMSA 	 13·2 13.0 14.7 14.7 7.6 
8.616.4 16.4 17.6 17.6 8.5

B 	 Eugene SMSA 

California 
11.5 11.4 15.7 12.4 12.3 15.5 2·9 2.5

1 	 Northern California Coast 
8.3 8.3 8.0 -.4 -1.0

2 	 North Central California Coast 	 7·0 6·9 9·3 
20.6 6·9 21.2 22.4 8.9 2.6 3·8 -7·5South Central California Coast 	 19·43 	 12.6 13.2 0 14.6 15.2 
 1.6 6.1 6.7 -3.8

4 	 Sacramento Valley 

IJ\ 5 
 Lower (Northern) San Joaquin Valley 16.8 17.4 5.5 18.5 19·3 4.1 12.7 12·7 

-.D 6 Upper (Southern) San Joaquin Valley and Tulare 
20.2 21.8 -1.1 21.4 23.6 -4.4 17.4 18.0 8.6

Basin 
12.0 12.4 .5 12.7 13.2 .1 4.6 4.6 

Sout~ern California Coast7 -12.1 2.5 2.8 -3·2 12.2 19·5 -27.53·9 5.1 
 
Eastern and !Jorthern California Mountain and 
 

8 	 Southern California Desert-Irrigated 
9 	 7·6 7.1 23.7 8.2 7.7 25.1 1.7 .8

Valley 
14.3 15·2 2.8 14.8 15.6 3.8 8.7 9·9A 	 San Francisco-Oakland SMSA 

22.7 23.8 10.3 12·5 -.619. 2 20.8 2.7B 	 San Jose SMSA 
12·9 14.7 -3.8 12·3 14.1 -5.8 18.9 20.4

C 	 Sacramento SMSA 
D 	 Stockton SMSA 13·0 15·9 -10.3 14.6 18.4 -13.4 8.2 8.8 2.1 

23.1 24.3 9·0 16.3 16.6 13·520.5 21.3 10·9E 	 Fresno SMSA 
10.4 13.6 13.9 10.0

F 	 I/.ls Angeles-I/.lng Beach SMSA 12·7 12·9 	 ·9 .2 
34.3 25.1 36.5 37.1 27·5 -1.1 -·7

G 	 San Diego SMSA 	 33·7 
10.2 3.4 10.2 10.8 2.8 2.3 1.6 

H 	 San Bernardino-Riverside-Ontario SMSA 	 9·7 
16.9 18.4 -5.0 15.7 17.3 -5·2 25.6 26.8

J 	 Bakersfield SMSA 
14.8 15.7 2.2 15·9 16.7 5.0 3.5 5.6 

K 	 Santa Barbara SMSA 

Alaska 
 
1 Southeastern Alaska Panhandle 
 17.3 6.6 51.7 
? 	 South Central Alaska, Alaska Peninsula, and 
 

Aleutian Chain 
 20.3 19·8 23·9 

3 20.8 15·5 33.4Inland and Northern Alaska 

Hawaii 4.1 13.1 2.1 27.0 29·26.2 13.2 4.7 
A 	 27.2 31.2 20.2 27.3 31.4 19·9 21.6 25.21 	 Hawaii-Maui-Kauai 

Honolulu SMSA 

!I The replacement rate is the number of entrants minus the number of departures expressed as a percentage of the number in the age 
group 20-64 years at the beginning of the decade, on the assumption of no migration during the decade. 



Table 13.-Rurnl, rural-nonfarm, and =al-fnrm malaG, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by- color, for cuunties, 1960-70 

(Ratios and rates not shown for county- residence and color grOUPS with fewer than 100 departures) 
: : :: : . . Replacement ratios ]/

State AHA : State eco-: Econanic Replacement rates !!I 
and status : nomic area: subregion 
 

county 
 . number . number1:1 Rural Rural Rural RuralEI EI Rural nonfarm Ruralfarm nonfarm farm 

l.faine 
 
Androscoggin I. 
 2 173 176 160 15.8 15.9 15.2Aroostook 2/ 5b 1 1 240 260 184 24.5 24.6Cumberland 11 23.7A 2 185 .191 ll9 17.8 18.5Frallklih 5.72 1 1119 163 83 ll.7 14.1 -6.1Hancock 5b 13 123 125 89 6.4 7.0 -3.7Kennebec 4 2 141 141 140 10.0 9.5 13.5Knox 5b 3 1 1211 124 129 6.3 6.0 9.~Lincoln 5b 3 1 121 124 93 6.0 6.7 ..,1.9Oxford 2 1 163 168 129 16.1 16.8 9.7Pcnobscot 5b 2 1 195Piscataquis 199 164 19.5 19.5 19.55b 2 1 144 142 ll.3 10.6Sagadshoc 2/ II 2 164 164 15.3 15.1Somerset 2 1 179 227 18.7 31.6Waldo 3 1 173 171 180 16.8 16.0Wnshington 5b 3 1 143 1113 10.2 10.3 

19.2 
York II50. 2 146 152 93 ll.l 12.0 -2.5 

New l!wnpsllire 
 
Bnlknap 
 1 1 153 154 12.8 12.6Carroll 1 1 ll8 ll9 5.1 5.4Cheshire 2 2 141 143 120 9.9 10.1 6.6Coos 1 1 158 154 190 111.0 12.8 23.1Grafton 5b 1 1 152 155 132 12.5 12.9 8.8

A 2 149 153 108 ll.6 12.3 2.6
Hillsborough 
~klrrimack 2 2 133 133 133 8.3 8.2 9.6Rockingham 2/ 2 2 160 162 132 ll.8 11.9 10.8Strnfford 2 2 168 168 170 13.5 13.2 17.7SulliVlll1 1 1 142 140 165 10.6 10.0 15.9 

Venr.ont 
 
Addison 
 1 7 188 178 208 21.3 20.2 23.1bannington 2 1 135 138 III 9.2 9.9 3.0Caledonia 5b 2 1 157 158 154 13.5 13.0 15.2Chittenden 1 7 227 236 199 23.5 23.5 23.5Essex 5b 2 1 1118 1118 13.2 13.1Franklin 1 7 178 160 217 18.9 14.5 27.5Grand Isle 1. 7 109 96 2.5 -1.0Lamoille 2 1. 1.53 143 184 12.6 9.9 21.3Orange 2 1. 160 174 131 1.5.4 17.6 9.7Orleans 5b 1 7 175 161. 200 1'(.4 14.8 21.4Rutland 2 1 168 172 lh6 16.1 16.9 12.0WaGhington 2 1 190 195 1.74 19.0 19.0 18.8WincUlnm 2 1 164 166 154 15.9 16.0 15.4Windsor 2 1. 145 153 III 11.4 12.7 3.7 

Nassuchusetts 
Burne tuble 21 5b 2 3 136 137 7.2 7.3Berkshire 50. F 2 137136 128 8.4" 8.6 7.1Bristo1. 50. E 3 157 160 ll8 12.3 12.7 5.2Dukes 5b 2 ll23 117 3.3 11.6Essex 50. C 3 166 168 ll5 14.1 14.5 4.3Frnnk,lin 5a 1 2 15'( 162 127 12.8 13.7 6.4Hwnpden A 4 165 168 104 13.2 13.8 1.1Httmpshire A II 167 1.71. 140 13.4 13.8 9.6HiddJ esex 21. 50. C 3 1.95 197 135 15.11 15.5 10.3Nantucket "iJ 2 3

110rfolk 5n c 
 3 163 170 88 ll.9 12.7 -3.7Plymouth 50. D 3 149 149 134 10.9 ll.O 9.3lfuite 1119 1.49 133 10.8 10.9 9.1Nonwhite 150 150 13.8 1.3.8Suffolk c 3 - - - - - - - - - - - - No rural population - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
Worchestcr 5a B 4 157 1.58 139 12.5 12.5 11.9 

Rhode Island 
Bristo1. 50. A 
Kent 21 50. A 

3 
3 1.71. 180 1.11.7 16.0

Newport 21 5a 1 3 194 196 17.4 17.2Providence 5a A 3 144 146 103 9.8 10.1 .9Washington 21 5a 1 3 218 218 18·7 18.7 

Connecticut 
Fairfield A 1116 147 88 10.0 10.2 -4.2Hartford 5a C ?r 168 1.73 11.8 12.4 -.4White 1.69 175 ~ 12.2 12.8 -.4Nonwhite 91 92 -1.1 -1.0See footnotes at end Of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Continued 

Ratios and rateD not shown for cOlmt residence and color 

. 	 . Replacement ratios ]/ Replacement rates }J/ 
: State eco-: EconomicState lIRA : nomic area: subregion

IUld status • number 	 • number Rural 	 Rural Rural Ruralcounty y 	 EI 	 y 	 Rural nonfn....-rn farm Rural nonfarm farm 

Connecticu1>-Continued 132 	 13.•6 11.9 8.5Litchfield 	 5a 1 5 	 151 153 
2 	 4 	 141 142 8.8 8.9 

~liddlesex 
B 	 1+ 	 174 179 90 14.4 15.0 -3.1New Haven 	 5a 
2 	 4 	 173 177 125 13.7 14.1 7.0

New London 21 
 
Tolland 
 2 	 4 	 176 183 113 14.1 14.7 4.2 

4 	 147 148 139 10.9 10.9 11.1
Windham 	 5a 2 

New York 
138 	 125 8.4 8.6

Albany F 6 137 6.8 

Allegany 3 10 171 173 16B 17.4 16.9 19·0 

Bronx , _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - No rural population - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Broome 
G 

10 196 203 155 19.1 19.5 15.0 
10 161 163 155 14.6 14.5 15.2 

E 
cattaraugus 	 3 

4 	 8 	 170 169 172 16.4 15.7 18.6 
cayuga 	 5a 

10 	 150 152 143 11.7 11.6 12.2 
Chautsuq.ua 	 5a 3 16.1 8.1
Chemung 	 3 10 171 179 128 15.1 

6 10 	 179 187 160 	 17.4 18.1 15.6
Chenango 

195 	 198 185 16.6 15.5 23.5
Clinton 2f 	 5a 7 7 

6 126 	 126 129 7.0 6.B 8.0
Columbia 	 9 
Cortland 170 177 15.4 l l).7 17.3 

6 10 142 133 162 10·9 8.7
4 	 8 172 

16.1
Delaware 
 
Dutchess 	 9 
 6 113 	 113 115 2.9 2.9 4.0 

114 	 114 112 3.1 3.1 3.2
White 
Nonwhite .4 -.3 

157 124 11.7 12.1 6.9 
103 98 

A 	 153Erie 	 9 
155 	 158 124 11·9 12.4 6.8

White 
 
103 	 101 	 ·9 .5Nonwhite 
 
145 	 147 130 11.6 11.8 9·2

Essex 	 5b 7 7 
168 	 199 18.8 17.4 23.5 

Franklin 	 5a 7 7 175 
164 	 203 1B.2 16.4 24.0173 

201 	 28.3White 
Nonwhite 

8 142 	 137 187 10.4 9·5 16.9
Fulton 	 5a 5 

182 	 144 14.6 15.3 11·92 	 172 
130 133 114Genesee 8.6 	 9.2 4.2 

Greene 	 5b 9 
Hamllton 	 5 -2.7 -2.3 

D 	 8 :160 	 155 176 13.9 
8 	 91 92 

12.4 	 19.5
Herkimer 	 * 

156 	 162 13.7 12.9 16.6 
Jefferson 	 7 7 157 

G 	 5 - - - - - - - - - - - - No rural population - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -Kings 7 196 	 185 220 21.4 18.4 27·9Lewis 	 7 
9 138 	 141 128 9.2 9.5 8.1Liv:l.ngston 	 2 

186 	 187 	 182 	 19.0 18.0 22.0
C 	 8Madison 116 	 16.4 17.8 4.8 

Monroe 	 B 9 	 184 198 
8 134 	 136 130 8.5 8.4 8.4

Montgomery 	 5a 5 
1'7' 	 15.4

Nassau 	 G 5 - ..... 169 15·7 
G 	 5 - - - - - - - - - - - - No rural population - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -New York 
A 	 179 188 133 15.6 16.5 8·9

Niagara 	 9 
D 	 8 	 160 161 156 13.3 13.2 14.0 

Oneida 
8 175 	 179 	 145 15.2 15.6 12.3

Onondaga 	 C 

Ontario 135 138 127 8.4 8.5 7·9 
154 156 133 11.7 12.0 9.0

2 
Orange 21 	 9 

145 	 146 134 9.8 9.9 9·5White 
Nonwhite * 433 	 455 	 73.7 79.5 

163 	 120 11.2 13.1 5.8
Orleans 	 5b 1 9 	 149 

C 	 B 	 161 167 132 14.5 15.3 9.6
Oswego 
otsego 146 11.8 11.2 13.4 

6 121 	 120 5.2 5.1
6 10 	 144 143 

Putnam 	 9 
G 	 5 - - - - - - - - - - - - No rural population - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ­

~eens 
6 	 135 137 115 8.5 8.8 5.0 

G 5 - - - - - - - - - - - - No rural population - - - - - - - - - - - - - --
FRensselaer 

Richmond 
G 	 5 	 176 179 14.7 15.1

Rockland 
182 	 187 168 18.2 18.4 17.6

St. Lawrence 5a 7 7 3.66 164 	 171 113 13.5 14.5
Saratoga 	 F 

6 142 	 140 	 9·5 9.0Schenectady 5a F 
6 10 	 120 122 115 5.5 5.7 5.0

Schoharie 	 5b 22.910 	 17B 174 192 IB.7 17.3
Schuyler 	 3 

156 3.4 1.2 13.5
Seneca 	 2 9 	 113 104 

10 	 144 133 199 11.3 B.6 24.3 
steuben 	 3 

144 8.3 8.3 9·5Suffolk 	 G 5 	 140 139 
8.8 	 8.7 	 10.1142 	 142 146White 1.1 	 1.1105 	 105Nonwhite 8.lf 	 7.36 13i'! 	 132 126 8.3

Sul.livan 	 9 
10 	 184 204 128 16.8 18.6 8.3 

Tioga 	 3 
10 	 182 180 193 15.4 14.5 21.2 

Tompkins 	 3 B.4 -5.76 132 	 139 82 7.3Ulster 	 9 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 ~<>ntinued 

(RlltiOS and rates not shown for county residence and color grOUpS with fewer than 100 departures) 
: : :: : . . Replacement l'atios 1I Replacement rates yState AM : State eco-: Economic 
 

and status 
 ; nomic area.; subregion 
 
county y number number 
 y y Rural Rural Rural RuralRural Ruralnonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

New York __ Continu"d 
Warren 8 6 149 149 12.5 12.4Washington 8 6 166 172 150 14.5 15.0 12·7Wayne 1 9 154 162 136 12.0 12.5 10.2Westchester G 5 138 138 9.3 9·3Wyoming 2 1429 138 155 9.0 7.4 14.6Yates 2 9 1117 133 174 12.4 8.5 20.3 

/lew Jersey 
 
Atlantic 
 5a E 15 131 136 
 99 7.8 8.8 -.3White 133 139 103 8.0 8·9 1.1Nonwhite 118 123 6.2 7.7Bergen 2/ G 5 167 163 12.4 11.1
Burlington 2/ D 14 181 183 169 13.6 13.3 17.3White 175 176 169 12.8 12.4 1.7.5Nonwhite 330 340 27.5 28.0Camden D 14 120 124 5.1 5.8White 120 123 4.9 5.6Nonwhite 123 127 6.1 7.0Cspe May 5a 2 15 112 113 3.3 3.6Cumberland 5a 145 1432 15 158 10.5 9·9 14.8White 140 142 127 9·5 9.7 7.4Nonwhite 160 146 13.6 1.5Essex B 5 104 104 ·9 ·9Gloucester D 14 156 159 135 11.9 12.5 8.2White 155 159 134 11.4 12.0 7.8Nonwhite 159 161 15.7 16.0Hudson H 5 - - - - - - - - - - - - No rural population - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
Hunterdon 1 5 153 159 122 12.9 13.9 6.4
Mercer C 5 127 131 go 5·9 6.5 -2.7White 127 131 91 5.8 6.5 -2.5Nonwhite 129 133 6.2 7.1Middlesex 1 2165 234 85 18.1 19.6 -4.4White 198 214 82 15.1 16.4 -5.3Nonwhite 4go 72.4
Monmouth 5a 1 1245 128 go 5.8 6.5 -3.0White 121 125 go 5.1 5.8 -3.1Nonwhite 156 161 13.2 14.3Morris B 5 152 151 171 10.8 10.5 20.8
Ocean 21 5a 2 15 134 138 65 8.0 8.6 -14.4

White 135 138 67 8.1 8.7 -13.6Norr-,hite III ll8 3.6 5.8
Passaic 5a G 5 144 146 9·0 9.4 
Salem 2/ ~. 15 18u 213 g4 15.9 19.7 -1.8

White 185 215 100 16.7 20.1 .1Nonwhite 154 196 11.2 16.9
Somerset 1 5 120 121 113 4.4 4.5 2.8White 122 122 ll4 4.8 4.9 4.2

Nonwhite 69 70 -6.1 -5·9Sussex 1 5 137 140 121 8.5 8.9 5.6Union B 5 - - - - - - - - - - - - No rural population - - - - - - - - - - - ____ 
Warren A 12 143 147 120 9·5 10.1 4.8 

PeMsylvania 
 
Adwns 16
7 175 185 144 16.5 17.3 13.0Allegheny 5a 27D 157 157 175 12.0 ll.8 21.2

\lhite 159 158 181 12.1 22.6ll·9Nonwhite 126 128 10.7~.8Armstrong 5a 1 28 166 171. ll9 1 .5 :.5.2 5.6
Beaver 5a D 27 181 188 107 15.4 16.1. 2.6
Bedford 5b 5 17 179 170 216 16.6 1.4.6 25.5Berks L 12 139 137 148 8.5 12.87·9Blair !i~ F 17 155 151 201 12.8 ll.6 27.1
Bradford 5a 2 10 175 166 1.95 1.7·3 1.5.3 22.0
Bucks B 13 161 162 148 12.4 12.4 12.1
Butler 5a 1 28 174 177 148 15.1 15.3 1.3.1
Cambria. 5a E 27 205 205 203 21.3 20·9 28.8 
(fameron 5a 3 17 170 171 16.6 1.7.0 
Carbon 5a 6 11 127 129 6.3 6.9
Centre 5a 5 17 194 19o 227 16.0 1.4.8 27.3Chester B 13 173 177 152 1.3.9 14.0 13.1.

White 171 174 151 13.3 13.4 12.8
Nonwhite 206 206 21.3 21.1

Clarion 5b 4 27 155 164 120 13.2 14.3 6.8()learfie1d 5a 4 ~7 170 171 152 ,16.0 16.2 14.0 

See footnotes a.t. end of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm maJ.es, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 ~cnt1nued 

(Ratios and rates not shO>lli fa,," county residence and color grOUPS with fewer thnn 100 departures). . .,,,, 	 ... . .. 	 . 
Replacement ratios li Rcplace""'nt rat"s }:j

: state eco-: Economic :State J\RA 
: nomic are..: subregion :- ----::------::------------------ ­

and status • number • number • 
county ]} 	 Rural Rural Rural Ruraly y 	 Rural Ruralnonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

Pennsylvania -Continued 
Clinton 3 17 161 174 115 13.5 24.2 5.0 
Columbia b 11 152 254 141 2.1 11.9 12.7 
Crll\lford 1 28 169 166 180 15.6 14.3 20.6 
Cumberland H 16 260 2BO 178 27.7 29.2 19.1 
Dauphin H 16 169 168 178 14.5 24.0 18.8 
Delaware B 13 190 192 18.8 19.1 
Elk 50. 3 17 188 193 16.4 17.1 
Erie So. A 28 193 203 1.49 18.6 19.6 13.0 
Yayette So. 4 27 159 159 149 13.7 13.8 12.4 

White 	 159 159 151 13.4 13.5 12.8 
knwhite 151 159 21.5 22. .1. 

Fore," 3 17 125 128 7.2 7.6 
Frank.l.'n 7 16 165 163 169 13.9 13.0 113.5 

White 169 169 170 14.6 13.8 18.6 
N.:>nwhl.'" 44 44 -20.9 -20.8 

Fulton 17 1B3 199 151 18.6 20.2 14.25 
Greene 4 27 150 154 133 13·2 13.5 U.3 
Huntingdon $ 17 17'1 111 189 16.8 1.5.7 23.1 
Indiana Ii 27 170 178 131 16.1 17.0 9. 4 

Jerrerson 4 21 154 1)0 130 13·:1. :1.3.7 9.5 
Juniata $ 17 164 "06 158 14.3 1~.2 15.0 
Iack""anna C II .1.07 104 127 1.9 1.2 7.2 
iancaster K 16 179 150 299 16.2 10.4 37.7 
ta\ttence Sa. 1 28 165 161 191 13.3 12.5 22.2 
Lebanon 7 16 155 147 204 10.9 9·2 23.2 
Lehigh ~( 12 140 137 :..63 II. 5 1.8 15·1 
Inzerne So. G II ~ m ~ 7~ 7~ 7.7 
Lycoming 5b 3 17 1114 146 132 9.9 10.0 9·2 
McKean 	 5b ... 28 135 130 8.9 1.8 
Mercer 5 .. 1 2B 202 209 170 20.:1. 20.2 19·5 
Mifflin 	 50. 5 17 173 163 253 15.2 13.2 30.3 
Monroe 5b 6 II 124 124 127 5.5 5.4 8.0 
Montgomery B 13 154 156 137 10.4 10.4 9·9 

White 158 160 138 11.1 11.2 10.3 
Nonwhite 69 7' -4.4 -4.1 
 

Montour 50. 6 u 91 69 -.7 -7·9 
 
Northempton 
 M 12 142 139 177 8.13 8.1 16.3 
Northumberland 5a 6 _ :1.39 137 151 9.3 8.7 13.1 
&irry 5b 5 17 181 165 234 16.0 14.9 31.3 
Phibdelphla B 13 - - - - - - - - - - No rural population - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Pike 5b 6 u 80 83 - -6.1 -5·2 -
Potter 5b 2 10 150 143 171 12.7 10.9 19.4 
SchuylkiU So. 6 U 122 l22 :1.21 5. 4 5·3 6.4 
Snydet 50. 5 17 198 	 201 170 20.2 21.1 16.8 

21 167 170 154 15·2 15.3 14.6 
Sullivan 5b 3 
Somerset 	 50. E 

11 143 l26 194 U.5 6.9 27.6 
Sucquehanna 5b 2 10 161 176 128 14.c 16.4 7.6 

2 10 172 170,.16 16.4 15.1 20.7Tiog'" 	 5b 
UnJ.on 	 50. 5 17 :1.10 166 193 12.6 11.4 21.8 
Venango 5b 1 28 161 163 150 14.6 :1.4.7 13.6 
Warren 5b 1 28 135 127 2U 8.4 6.6 2B.6 
Washington 50. D 27 169 170 :1.54 14.3 14.5 12.5 

W"nlte 1'70 172 154 14.3 14.5 12.5 
Ncm"hite 137 137 13·9 13.q 
 

Wayne 5'0 2 
 10 108 93 146 2.1 -1.8 13.7 
W'estmarelcutd 50. D 	 163 12.8 12.:t27 165 142 11·9 

164 166 142 12.B l2.8 11·9White 
Nonwhite 139 13:f 14·3 14.3 
 

Wy<lI!Iing 5b 2 10 
 173 182 135 18.2 20.2 
J 16 151 156 163 12.6 11.8York 

OhiO 	 
46 136 250 124 10.1 11.1 8.6Ad,,",s 	 7 

Allen 	 o 4S 166 1.89 113 :1.3.11 15·7 4.3 
Ashland 	 4 28 163 :l.9B u8 14.7 19·2 5.7 

12.9 12.6 14.2Ashtabula 	 50. 5 28 151 :1.59 152 	 
Athens 	 50. 8 	 30 145 148 130 12.4 12·9 9·2 

18.0 15.0Auglaize 	 2 48 173 192 150 17.0 
Belmont 50. J 	 29 168 	 174 133 15.4 16.4 6.8 

Brown 	 50. 1 46 15:1. 	 189 llB 12.7 17.4 :>·9 
u6 25., 	 5·2Butler 	 D 47 234 270 29·1 

223 150 21.6 24.1 14.5Carroll 	 6 29 :1.98 
18.7 20.2Chwttpaign 	 3 47 190 195 182 19·2 

Clark 	 N 47 176 190 120 16.2 18.0 6.0 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table l3.-Rurol., rurol.-nonfarm, llnd rurol.-flirm mnJ.es, 20-611: Replacement ration and rlites, by color, for Counties, 1960-70 -Continued 

(Ratios and rates not nhown for countr residence and color 6!ouEs ~~th fever than 100 deEarturesl . . 	 ... .. .... 	 . . . Replacement ratios 21 Rep1a~~..:ent rates y
Stat- ABA : State eco-: Economic 
 
and status 
 : nomic /lreli: subregion 

county 11 Rurol. Rurol. Rurol. 
• 	 nwnbC!r • nu:nber 

gj gj Rurol. Rurol. Rur"l 
nonfarm farm nonfarm filrm 

Ohlo--Colltinued 
 
Clermont 
 7 116 206 223 125 1';1.2 20.4 7.8Clinton 3 47 114 203 134 16.4 19· • 10.1Columbiana 5 28 17'.1 183 '60 16.6 16.6 16.8
Coshocton 	 6 29 154 172 122 12·9 14.6 7.4Crawford 	 2 48 190 194 185 18.2 16.6 20.3Cuyahoga 	 E 28 	 153 164 	 12.l l4.1
Darke ,3 47 l71 180 16l l5·9 15.7 16.2Defiance 	 -, 118 1111 220 ll14 17.2 21..1 12·9Del.a1ol/lre 3 4'1 ...58 172 133 13.3 14.8 9.6'Erie 	 4 26 181 203 112 14.9 17.2 3.2Fairfield 	 6 29 230 261 157 32.226.7 16.7Fayette 3 41 167 181 150 15.5 17.7 12.4
Frankl_~", 21 B 117 187 19IJ 126 15.0 15.6 8.6Fulton 	 l 118 16~166 168 	 15·5 14.2 16.0':;3.ll1a 5a 8 3(J 176 161 168 19.1 18.6 19·6Geauga 	 :; 221,28 	 2211 224 21.5 20.7 29·1G!"eene 	 C 4'( 232 265 147 23·1 25.7 12.4White 219 250 140 21..2 23.6 12.4Wmwhite 373 389 	 hO.3 41.0
Guernsey 	 5a 6 29 12'{ 127 125 	 7.2 	 7.1 1.7IWnllton 	 K 116 163 186 llli) 16.115·9 .12.2Hancock 2 48 175 191 158 .16.1, 17.5 14.~Rardin 	 2 48 181 209 153 17·9 21..3 13.
Ha.l"r~con 	 6 29 1311 11j5 99 9·3 U·5 -.11
HclUY 	 1 48 161 185 138 14.2 17.4 10.2l!ighlnnd 	 5b 	 1,6 1371 	 143 131 .10,4 11.0 9·7ltoeldng !;n. 8 30 163 204 	 99 19·1 	 23.6 -.2lIo:":es 	 4 2& 200 173 222 22.5 14.9 30.3l!uron 	 4 28 181185 188 	 18.2 16.9 21..1Jackson 	 ;n 8 30 212 23() 153 25·7 27·9 15•.,
Je1'1'er~on 	 6 2~ 169 168 176 14·9 14.1i 20.4Knox 	 6 29 173 179 156 16.7 17.0 15.6 
TllA" E 28 175 18'7 77 14.2 15.7 -6.9
Lnwrel1~Qc ~. 30 193 2Ci2 146 20.3 21.1 11'.2Liclti~ 	 0 29 184 196 151 16.6 17.4 13.3Wgan 	 '" 2 48 160 157 169 111.4 13.2 17.6Lorain I~ 28 212 227 15.1 20.1 20·9 14.2
Lucan 	 A II'} 168 173 135 15.5 16.2 10.1

White 168 175 131 15·3 16.1 9·0Nonwhite 158 ...52 	 19.0 17.1
J.ladi:on 3 47 163 140 202 10.9 6.~ 24.l
J.\aMning II 28 173 183 116 14.7 15.8 4.6
l-Iarion 	 2 48 170 179 145 12.9 13.3 11.2Medina 4 .<0 177 19~ 123 15.7 17.6 6.9Melgs 	 5n 8 30 l75 200 132 16.5 21.7 10.3Mercer 	 2 1,6 165 163 161 15.0 12·9 17.7Miami 	 C 47 :~ 21) 12q 18.4 22.0 7.4Monroe 	 5n 8 30 138 162 107 9.4 	 2.113·6MontgOO\cry 	 c 47 	 179 112lfl 	 15·9 l7·9 3.7Horgan 	 (j~b 	 30 11,2 1:Jd' ~52 11.0 6.9 .16 •.1Morrow 	 6 2'/ 207 233 179 22·7 24.1 20.7J.tuol<ln(lUlo 	 6 29 15 16) 98 12.11 14.6 -.4Noble 	 5n !l 30 1ju" 142 III 	 7.6 9.6 3.5Ottawa 	 1 1,8 151 158 129 11.6 12.3 8.6
PnuldlM 	 1 1,8 17!! 140207 15·5 16.4 9.1Perry 	 ;b 6 '2.'./ 157 157 156 .11,.2 Ih.O .llj.g
Piclw.wl1Y 	 I'll)3 47 	 221 12U .11.9 21.7 5.')Pike 	 5n 8 30 21'{ 227 1\15 23.8 24.1 22·7Portage 	 ;a 5 26 207 217 156 20.3 21.1 l5.3Preble 	 3 47 213 240 170 22.7 211•.1 18·9Putna:n 	 1 118 1M 183 193 19.6 15.3 24.8
Rich1cnd h 26 184 163 188 16.3 15.2 22.8

White 	 1;I(J 19l 18" 17.2 16.11 22.3
Nonwhite llS 109 	 3.5 2.1

Ross 	 !)n 7 116 171 11:. 155 13.6 l3.3 15.5White 172 177 153 111.a 13.8 l4.8
Nonwhite 155 	 8.2 -SIlndusky 	 1 118 198 	 179208 	 19.6 19.4 19·9beloto 	 5a 30 195 196 190 21.4 21..0 25·2Seneca 48 196 215 172 19·9 20.5 18.8

Shelby 3 If7 168 176 157 15·9 16.2 15·5Stark 	 G 2B 164 16~ 157 1.3·9 .13.7 l5.9White .166 167 156 14.l .111.0 15.7Nonwhite 95 9L 	 -1.1, -2·9 

See footnot"" at end of table. 
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Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -ccntinnedTallIe 13.-Rural, rura.1-nollfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: 

(Ratios and rates not shown for coun~ residence and coler llEouEs \lith rever thllI! 100 del2a.rtures2 
: : :: 	 : . . Replacement ra.tios ]I Replacement rates !:J 

: State eco-: EconClldcState, AM 
: nanic area: sul>regiOllMd status • number . number Rural Ruralcounty }j 	 Rural Ruraly Rural 	 RuralY oonrarm farm nonfarm fa:-m 

Ohio--Cootinued. 
b'ul:::1it F 28 :..67 168 155 14.4 14.3 16.5 
Trumbull H 28 208 215 164 19·9 20.0 17.9 

White 209 216 164 19.3 20.0 17.8 
1I0nwhite 188 186 	 23.1 22·9 

156 197 14.8 l2.8 26.4Tuscarawas 6 29 163 

Union 2 48 169 210' l24 
 16.7 22.5 7.'2 
Van Wert 1 48 154 2Ci3 113 13.4 20.5 4.1 
Vinton 50. 8 	 30 214 230 147 28.5 30'·8 15.6 

47 223 248 137 20'.8 22.3 10·9Warren 	 3 
150 14.3 14.3 14.5Washington 5b 8 	 30 164 169 

Wayne 	 199 1974 28 200 20.1 18.7 24.3 
15;1. 166 135 l2.4 13.6 10.5Williams 1 48 


Wood 
 1 l;8 163 177 132 14.4 15·8 9.6 
Wynndot 2 48 163 170 157 14.3 l2.6 16.6 

Indiana 
246 177 21.2 22.6 20.1Ad"",s 3 	 48 198 

Allen C lIB 179 186 163 16.1 15·7 17.4 
BartholOmew 5 47 204 245 l20 18.4 21.1 6.4 

Benton 9 	 47 158 155 162 14.3 13·0 16.3 
48 207 241 .172 21·7 23.6 18.5Elackrord 3 

lloQne :; 47 154 193 ll3 l2·9 18.2 4.1 
52 188 175 224 23.5 19.0 39.2Br<:r.m 	 7 

carroll 9 	 47 137 151 ,l2l 9.4 ll.3 6.3 
cass 9 47 13<> 14U 131 8.4 8.1 9·1 
Clark 5b F 46 164 175 144 15·2 15.6 14.0 

Clay 5b 6 51 l28,l2l 108 6.0 7.3 2.6 

Clinton 9 47 157 177 131 13·9 16.5 9.2 
171 167 17.·J 16.0 18.9Crawford 5b 7 	 52 169 

17.8 20.6Davieos 6 	 51 179 177 181 19·0 
Dearcorn 5b 8	 46 157 174 129 12·9 14.9 8.3, 163 107 15.2 25.2 2.2 
De J(alb :; 48 162 170 152 15.6 15.6 15.5
Decatur 	 47 233 

14.1 18.1 -1.8Delaware Ii 	 47 165 199 95 
52 151 154 148 11.7 10,7 13.3Dubois 	 7 

Elkhart 1 	 6I! 190' 182 214 18.2 15.4 30.2 
lqq 18.3 21.6 13.3F/'\yette 4 	 q7 177 211 

162 179 114 14.1 16.3 4.4Floyd F 46 
Fountain 9 47 11;5 179 110 10.1 14.7 3.'0 

46 2'01 239 171 22.1 23.5 P.O.3Franklin 	 8 
FUlton 12 	 48 140 155 126 10.4 12·9 7·7 

6 51 II!] 150 131 10.6 11.0 9.6Gibson 
Grant 4 	 47 189 210 148 18.2 19·4 14.1 

5b 6 51 l21 124 ll5 6.0' 6.5 4.8Greene 
/lrunUton :; 47 167 184 129 13·8 15.3 8.4 

IiIlI1cock 5 47 180 212 134 16.5 19·2 9.8 
52 184 192 178 20.9 19.6 22.6liarriso::\ 	 5b 7 

Hendricl!:s 	 5 47 205 260 III 21.3 27.1 3.4 

Henry 5a 4 47 169 193 122 15.5 17·9 7.3 

lioward 4 q7 201 230 145 18.0 1~.6 12.6 

Huntington 3 48 149 11)8 127 11·9 1 .6 7·9 
46 158 107 llO 13.4 17.6 3.0Jackson 	 8 

Jnsper 2 	 48 300 414 183 35.5 47.6 17·9 
,Jay 

5b 
3 48 165 168 163 15·3 l2.7 18.3 

Jefferson 8 46 141 141 140 10·7 9·3 13.2 

Jennings 5b B 46 186 218 144 20·9 23.8 14.8 
236 Iql 17.8 19.8 ll.8Jo!ulaon 5 	 47 199 

6 51 145 15<' 131, l2.2 l2.7 11.0Knox 15.8Kosciusko 2 	 48 178 188 15) 17.2 17.7 
21.~ l2.0 34.2lagrange 3 	 48 197 154 257 

A 61\ 1&1 IB7 154 16.q 16.7 14.8 

La Porte 1 158 
Lake 

64 164 14(. 12.7 l2·9 11.7 
5b 52 161 172 1.13 13·9 15.::! 9.7Lawrence 	 7 

4 	 173 193 109 13.2 14.6 3.5Madison 	 47 
201 88 16.'0 17.2 ..1;.4

Marion 21 D 	 47 188 
192 200 88 16.4 17.7 ..1;.1

White 
Nonwhite 	 99 ·5101 -.3 

2 48 167 188 144 16.7 17.7 14.4Marshall 
195 144 18.6 20.q 13·9Martin 5b 7 52 176 

1-li...,i 21 9 q7 222 255 165 18.8 19·, 16.4 

Monroe ,b 7 	 52 169 189 96 14.2 16.3 -1.3 
134 8.1t 7.8 9.6Montganery 9 	 47 134 134 

Morgnn 5b 6 	 51 228 122 19·7 23.0 7.1 
128 178 12.0 7.? 21.52Newton 	 48 m 

See footnotes at end Qf table. 
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Table 13.-Rural., rural-nonfnrm, I1lId rural.-rnrm maJ.es, 20-64: Replacement ration and rat~s, by color, for counties, 1960-70 ~cntinued 

Ratios and rates not shown for coun residence and color au s with fewer than 100 de rtures 
. . 
: State ceo-: Econanic Rep1ncement ratios ]/ Replncement rates !!lState AM 

and statUll ; nade nrea; subregion :-. 
county number numberJj 	 Rural. Rural Rural. Rural.Sf Sf Rural. 	 Rural.nonfnrm farm nonfa.-m farm 

lndiana--Continued 
 
liob1e 3 	 118 
 143
 162 124 li.O 13.3 7.6Ohio 51> 	 8 46 126 121 132 7.1 5.3 10.6OrllJlge 5b 7 52 138 134 146 	 9·8 8.1 14.6Owen 	 6 51 131 149 liO 9.0 13.1 3.5Parke 9 47 124 li8 133 6.9 5.2 9.6Perry 51> 7 52 160 180 J.29 15.2 18.6 8.3Pike 51> 6 51 li5 132 85 4.3 8.2 -5~2Porter A 64 176 190 133 15.8 17.2 9.4Posey 6 51 128 154 93 7.3 12.1 -2.1Polaski 51> 2 48 165 146 190 15.1 10.2 21·9Putnam 5 47 125 123 128 5.9 4.9 8.4Randolph 4 47 166 196 139 16.2 19·5 li.7Ripley 51> 	 8 46 162 190 133 15.8 19.2 10.5Rush 5 47 182 256 128 19.8 30.3 8.4St. JQaeph B 64 169 182 124 14.9 16.3 7.5Scott 5b 8 46 179 214 142 17.6 21.5 li.5Shelby 5 47 167 193 129 14.5 17.5 8.1Spencer 51> 6 51 162 188 126 14.0 16.8 8.1Starke 51> 2 48 166 196 123 16.2 20.2 7.4Steuben 3 48 147 165 123 12.3 15.0 7.4Sullivan 5b 	 6 51 127 129 123 7.4 7.6 7.1Svit%er1and 51> 8 46 141 184 120 10.8 17.8 6.0Tippecanoe 9 47 330 424 136 32.8 37.3 10.1TIpton 5 47 158 183 131 16.8J.3·7 	 8.9Union 	 4 47 187 184 19.2 19.0Vl1lIderburgh 5a. 	 E 51 166 171 147 13·9 13.7 14.8Vermillion 5b 9 47 127 134 105 7.4 8.9 1.8VIgo G 51 158 176 107 12.6 14.6 2.3Wabash 9 47 	 240 150 19.4 24.5 12.8Warren 	 47 i~ 138 151 11.0 9·5 14.1Warrick ~ 51 171 180 147 15:' 16.3 13.6WashIngton 5b 7 52 157 215 125 15. 1, 22.2 8·7Wayne 	 4 47 148 152 137 10.7 10.8 10.3Wells 3 48 170 182 163 16.0 14.6 17.4White 9 47 141 149 130 10.4 11.6 8.4Whitley 3 48 171 194 148 16.1 18.1 13.2 

Illinois 
 
Adwnu 
 4 71 120 li2 1.33 5.7 3.4 9.4Alexander 5a 11 62 128 132 ll8 8.3 9·3 5.6White 124 127 118 6.2 6.6 5.2Nonwhite 140 144 16.6 18.1
Bond 5a 7 72 124 121 126 6.1 1'.7 7·9Boone 	 2 64 161 180 143 13.6 15.5 11.5Brown 4 71- 108 104 III 2.S' 1.3 3.6Bureau 3 70 139 132 152 9·8 7.7 13.2Calhoun 51> 71 108 78 132 2.3 -5.6 10.6Carroll 51> 1" 69 151 126 204 12.4 6.9 21.4
Ca•• 	 6 63 145 143 146 li.-3' 10.5 12.6Champa.ign 	 6 63 	 1,8 164 148 11.8 11.5 12.3Christil1ll 5a 6 63 147 146 148 1l.1 10.6 12.0Clark 9 51 107 ll3 101 2.3 3.8 .5Clay 8 62 137 133 141 10.0 8.0 12.6
Clinton 5a 7 72 147 148 146 1l.2 10.4 13.1Coles 5a 6 63 132 169 95 8.0 14.2 -1.4
Cook C 64 158 171 88 12.1 13·9 -3·9Crawford 9 51 117 ::'28 9B 4.8 7.4 -.5Cumberland 5a. 	 8 62 118 .135 104 5.1 7·9 1.5
De Kn.lb 	 1 69 162 171 151 14.714.1 	 13.1
De Witt 	 6 63 139 l31 150 9.5 7.2 12.8Douglas 	 6 63 	 155 160 144 1l.7 12.0 10.8 
Du Page C 64 180 162 159 14.7 14.6 16.5Edga.r 	 6 63 	 125 151 100 6.5 12.4 0
Edwards 5b 	 9 51 141 159 110 10.8 14.5 3.1Effingham 7 72 157 156 158 13.9 1l·9 16.8
Fayette 7 72 132 129 135 7.8 6.1 10.8
Ford 6 63 141 120 156 10.0 5.0 14.0
Franklin 5a. 10 62 121 li7 136 6.5 5.3 11.3
Fulton 3 70 1M 145 145 li.6 11.3 12.2
Gallatin 5a 9 51 178 191 152 20.5 22.5 15.7
Greene 	 4 71 135 166 103 9.0 15.1 ·9Grundy 5 63 150 153 145 1l·5 1l.7 11.3HamUton 5a 	 8 62 127 106 144 8.0 2.2 12.0
Hancock. 3 70 134 143 123 8.8 10.3 6.7 

See footnotes at end of t~ie. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-non1'arm, and rural.-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and raten, by color, for counties, 196o-70 ~=tinued 

{Ratios and rates not shmm for coun:!il residence and color £ouEs >lith fewer than 100 deEartures1 

State 
nnd, 

county 

: 

AHA 
status 

y 

: :: . . 
: State eco-: Economic 
: nomic area: subregion
• number • number 

:Y :Y 

Replacement ratios]/ 

Rural. Rural
Rural nonfarm farm 

: 
Replacement rates !!/ 

Rural Rural
Rural nonfarm farm 

Illinois--Continued 
Hardin 50. II 62 169 176 17.1 17.1 
ffenderson 
Henry 
Iroquois 
Jackson 50. 

3 
3 
6 

II 

70 
70 
63 
62 

144 
159 
139 
202 

162 
l~:! 
144 
239 

122 
167 
131 
129 

10.6 
1.3.7 

9.6 
21.6 

15.Q 
12.3 
10·9 
25·9 

5.1 
15.2 
8.1 
8.5 

Jasper 
Jefferson 50. 

8 
10 

62 
62 

149 
123 

190 
139 

132 
106 

13.4 
6.2 

20.3 
8.9 

9.7 
2.0 

Jersey 
Jo Davies. 

5b 4 
1 

71 
69 

189 
145 

259 
125 

112 
167 

20.7 
11.8 

31.1 
6.6 

3.6 
17.4 

Johnson 50. 11 62 133 140 122 10.1 li.6 7.1 
Ka.ne C 64 178 187 150 17.3 18.5 12.7 
Kankakee 

White 
5 63 78 

83 
69 
73 

125 
125 

-6.4 
-4.8 

-8.8 
-7.4 

7.7 
7.8 

Nonwbite 50 49 -18.1 -18.2 
Kend&.ll 5 63 178 184 169 15.2 13.8 18.4 
Knox 
Lake 

3 
C 

70 
64 

146 
166 

146 
170 

145 
122 

ll.4 
13.9 

10.7 
14.5 

12.3 
5.6 

La Salle 
Lalirence 
Lee 

5 
9 
1 

63 
51 
69 

147 
132 
163 

167 
144 
172 

ll8 
107 
154 

11.3 
9·0 

14·9 

14.5 
ll.3 
15.2 

5.2 
2.5 

14.5 
lJ.vlngston 
l.o£llI1 
McDonough 
MclIenry 
McLean 

6 
6 
3 
C 
6 

63 
63 
70 
64 
63 

177 
142 
134 
158 
148 

195 
152 
159 
152 
152 

158 
123 
116 
184 
143 

15.5 
9·3 
9.4 

12.6 
11.7 

15.9 
10.9 
14.0 
11.2 
ll.8 

14.8 
5.7 
5.0 

19·0 
ll.6 

Macon G 63 185 207 130 17.0 19.3 8.1 
.!4acoupin 
Madison 

50. 4 
F 

71 
72 

120 
138 

117 
150 

l25 
95 

5.6 
8.8 

4.6 
10.6 

7.5 
-1.6 

Marion 5a 8 62 134 154 102 9·3 13.0 ·9 
Marsh&.ll 
Mason 

5b 3 
6 

70 
63 

146 
132 

138 
143 

159 
118 

10.6 
8.3 

8.2 
10.4 

15.9 
5.1 

Massac. 50. 11 62 166 199 III 16.2 22.0 3.5 
Menard 6 63 123 126 116 6.5 7.3 4.9 
Mercer 
Monroe 
Montganery 
Morgan 
Moultrie 
Ogle 
Peoria 

5b 
5b 
50. 

5b 

3 
7 
4 
4 
6 
1 
D 

70 
72 
71 
71 
63 
69 
63 

151 
128 
llB 
125 
144 
157 
156 

141 
136 
106 
144 
132 
187 
160 

163 
120 
136 
104 
160 
127 
139 

13.1 
8.0 
4.9 
7.0 

10.8 
12.9 
11.7 

10.7 
9.4 
1.7 

10.3 
7.4 

17.3 
12.0 

16.1 
6.0 
9·7 
1.6 

16.5 
7.2 

10.2 
Perry 
Piatt 
Pike 
Pope 
Pulaski 

5a 

50. 
50. 

10 
6 
4 

II 
II 

62 
63 
71 
62 
62 

116 
181 
115 
120 
136 

122 
178 
109 
159 
150 

109 
187 
123 
68 
97 

4.6 
17.4 

4.3 
6.2 

10·9 

5.8 
17.7 
2.5 

16.3 
13·9 

3.0 
17.1 
6.8 

-11.4 
-1.2 

White 107 ll5 90 2.1 3.8 -3.8 
Norn.hite 198 212 35.2 39·9 

Putn!llll 
Randolph 

White 
5b 

3 
7 

7() 
72 

127 
89 
95 

136 
81 
89 

110 
110 
llO 

7.1 
-2.4 
-1.0 

8.5 
-3.8 
-2.3 

3.2 
3.2 
3.2 

Nonwhite 
Richl"nd 
I\ock Island 
st. Clair 21 
Saline 
Sangamon 
Schuyler 
Scott 
Shelby 
Stark 
Stephenson 
Tazewell 
Union 
Ve..,.ilion 
Wabash 
Warren 
Washington 
wayne 
White 
Whiteside 
Will 

White 
Nonwhite 

WilliBmson 

5b 

5a 

5" 

511 

511 
5'" 

5a 

8 
A 
F 

10 
E 
4 
4 
6 
3 
1 
D 

11 
6 
9 
3 
7 
8 
9 
1 
C 

10 

62 
70 
72 
62 
63 
71 
71 
63 
70 
69 
63 
62 
63 
51 
70 
72 
C:> 
51 

~4 

62 

13 
143 
171 
153 
124 
136 
114 
125 
140 
153 
153 
150 

93 
128 
124 
130 

92 
146 
144 
175 
154 
164 

;25 
139 

13 
181 
181 
169 
1~~ 
140 
120 
139 
151 
156 
133 
151 

91 
129 
103 
154 
87 

220 
156 
171 
159 
174 

25 
152 

121 
147 
104 
104 
127 
III 
109 
127 
146 
177 
146 

98 
125 
151 
llO 
97 

li3 
124 
161 
133 
133 

:n 

-12.3 
12.3 
14.4 
10.3 
6.6 
9.2 
4.6 
7.5 

10.4 
12.7 
ll.8 
10.7 
-2.1 
7.2 
7.3 
7.8 

-2.3 
13.7 
11.5 
15.6 
9.2 

ll.6 
-7·9 
10.2 

-12.3 
19·3 
15.0 
ll·9 
7.9 
9.6 
6.6 

10.0 
12.7 
14.0 

7.3 
10.5 
-2.'( 
6.9 
1.0 

13.2 
-3.8 
24.6 
13.4 
13.6 
9·1 

12.0 
-7.9 
12.6 

6.8 
12.4 
1.2 
1.3 
7.8 
3.7 
3.4 
7.6 

10.8 
17.1 
11.4 
-.7 
6.0 

16.6 
2·7 
-.9 
4.9 
7.5 

19·1 
9·3 
9·3 

-.8 

See footllotes at end of t6ble. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratio. and rates, by color, for cou!lties, 1960-70 -Ccntinued 

Ratios and rates not .hewn fer count residence and color rou a with fewer than 100 de arture. 

. . Replacement ratios 1I
State AM : State cco-: Econanic Rep1a"ement rates !:J 
and stntus : nanic area: subregion 
 

county 
 • number • numberlJ y :# Rurnl Rurnl Rurnl 
Rural Rurnl Rurnl

nonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

Ill1noia••Continued 
 
Winnebago 
 B 69 165 1711 136 13.5 14.3 9.6Woodford 6 63 162 166 154 14.6 15.0 13.7 

Hichigt"l 
 
Aleona I, 
 66 
~er 

138 133 150 12.0 10.6 15."7b 2 66 21 , 186 - 25.0 20·9Allegan 
Alpena 

6 50 186' 201 161 lB.5 19.1, 16.55b 4 66 189 183 199 17.B 15.1Antrim 25.55b 4 66 11,2 130 193 ll.8 B.l1 211.11Arenac I,5b 66 180 168 2llBaraga 17·9 15.2 24.55b 1 66 153 154 13.2 13.5Barry 
}lay 

9 118 168 lB4 136 15.2 16.9 10.4!ia C 49 205 217 186 19.3 18.7Benzie 20.75b 3 50 145
Berrien 150 125 12.7 13.0 10.36 50 181 196 139 16.1, 17.8 10.9White 183 198 1112 16.6 17.8 ll.6Nonwhite 1110 165 1l.4 18.0BrtUleh 9 48 205 219 179 21.8 22.5 20.0Cnlhoun 
Cass 

9 lIB 165 168 155 13.0 12.6 111.7
9 48 158 161 148 14.0 13.8 111.6White 165 171 150 15.1 15.4 111.4Nonwhite 109 97 3.4 -.8Charle'/oix 5b 4 66 169 161 187 19.0 16.4 26.1Cheboygan II5b 66 127 120 11,2 8.6Chippewa 21 5b 2 66 182 

6.2 lG.6 
192 1% lq.7 14.5Clare 15.55b 4 66 13B 131Clinton 169 9.6 '{.9 17.9E 119 197 2ll 179 19.4 19.1 19.BCravford 5b II 66 130 132 6.B 7.2Sa 2 66 176 176 17B 18.5 18.0 20.7 

Ilclta 
Dickinson 5b 1 66 160 166 14.7 15.7Eaton E 1'9 184
Emmet 205 159 18.3 19.4 IG.45b 'I 66 14'( 139 173 12.5 10.0 21.5Genesee D 49 203 216 141 20.2 21.2 12.2Gladwin 11 66 173 170 179 lB.8Gogebic 17.0 22.65b 1 66 178 175 19.5 18.9Grand. Traverse Sa 3 50 171,
Gratiot lB5 145 16.5 17.5 12.75b 5 49 17, 196 167 18.0 18·5IUll.dale 17.45b 1,89 16 177 150 15.4 16.0Houghton 14.4 
Huron 

5b 1 66 164 177 88 15.3 17.11 -4.2 
Ingham 

5b 5 49 186 100 184 19.5 18.B 20.4E 49 190 207 156 18.9 19.8Ionia 16.0
7 4<' lBl 194 160 17.0 16.6 18.2White 176 187 IGl 16.9 16.2 IB.4Nonwhite 21~

IOBeo !2/ II 66 1115 159 
lB.4 

Iron 76 9.3 ll.2 -8.45h 1 66 111'( 135 ll.5 B.7Isnbella 
JtiCkBOn 

5 49 195 193 lr.7 21.2 17.6 27.0II 119 11,4 1114 112 ".B 7.3 n.8
).57 160 142 10.7 10.5 ll.8 

White 
Nonwhite 18 18 -9.8 -9.8Knlama.zoo G 4B 17::i 192 III 11'.9 16.9 3.2Kalkaska 511 4 66 139 139 10.7 10.8

B 50 178 181 169 16.7 16.0
Kent 
Keweenaw 21 5b 1 19·766 121 121 5.0 5.1Lake II5b 66 135 135 ll.4 12.0White 1111, 148 12.8 14.3Nonwhlte III 108Lapecr 5.6 1'.35b 7 ~l24"9 190 141 18.7 22.0 11.3Lee1!UlUu 5a 3 50 165 166 163 16.2 111.7 19.8Lenawee 511. lIB9 195 222 155Llv;l.ngnton 1,.6 21.8 14.75h 7 164"9 179 120 1 .7 16.6 6.3Luce !;ib 2 66 11" ll5 5.0 4.11Hncldnae 5b 2 66 135 130 8.7f.ln.comb 21 5a F 49 169 

7. 11 
Manistee 173 150 13.6 13.6 13.25b 3 50 151 1113 IB5 12.7 10.5 22.1Harquc:tte 21 5a 1 66 189 192 15.1 15.2Manon 3 50 147 12.4159 130 13.5 10.15h 66 171 156 190 18.0 12.7 27.1
/o!ecosta 
/o!enominee 5b 2 {..!j 148 " 166 ll8 13.7 17.3 G.IIf.!id.land 5 119 217 226 196 22·9 21.9 26.9f.!issnukee 5b II 66 169 192 1117 19.0 21.4 15.BHonroe 5a 8 119 186 200 1110 17.4 18.1, 12.0Hontcnlm 
 
HontmorencY' 
 

5 49 176 lB4 165 17.0 lG.3 IB.4
5b 4 66 167 129 18.4 9.1 
 

See footnotes at end of t~ie. 
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Replacement ratios IlJld rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -ContinuedTable 13.-Rural, rural-nonrnrm, IlJld rural-farm males, 20-64: 

(Ratios 	 and rates not shown for countl residence and color ~rou£s with fewer than 100 del2arturesl 
: : :: : 

Replacement ratios ]I Replacer.lIm\; retes y
: State eco-: EconanicState AM : nanic erea: subregionand status . number • number 	 Rural Ruralcounty y 	 Rural Rural 

gj g/ 	 Rural nonfarm farm Rural nonfarm fam 

Michigan-Continued 
Muskego!l 6 50 232 237 188 24.7 25.0 21.4 

Nevaygo 4 66 177 170 192 19·2 16.7 26.0 
Oakland 5" F 49 188 194 129 18.0 18.7 8·9 
Oceana 5b 3 5& 174 159 205 18.5 14.3 2B.7 

182 208 22.2 20.2 27.4Ogemaw 4 66 189 
Ontonagon 5b 1 66 143 139 160 9.4 B.7 13.1 
Osceola. 5b 4 66 rl6 194 147 18.6 19·9 15.3 
Onceda 4 66 125 liO 7.8 3.2 
Otsego 5b 4 66 131 125 8.8 7.2 

187 21.0 20.4 23.4ottawa 6 50 207 215 
 
Presque Isle 5b 4 66 176 169 19·4
188 17.6 23.0 

0 -.4RoscotIllton 	 5h 	 4 66 lOU 98 
21.6 13.8Sagina... A 119 200 228 149 19.6 
 

st. Clair 5a 8 49 161 167 14·9
142 15.2 13.6 
Q 10.1 10.0 10.4st, Joseph 48 143 144 139 
 

Sanilac 5b § 4) 142 138
1),7 li.l li.3 li.O 
Schoo1crG.i't 5a 2 66 134 146 9·7 12.7 
Shlawassee 7 49 19) 215 157 19·1 20.6 15.8 
TUscola 5b 5 49 212 243 174 22.0 24.3 18.1 

Van Buren 	 5b 6 50 	 156 162 146 13.6 13.7 13.4 
158 lu3 147 13.7 13.6 13.8I-.'hite 
140 146 	 12.6 14.8Nonwhite 

Wo.shtenaw J 49 	 145 146 141 9.6 9·1 li.7 
11,8 151 141 10.4 10.1 1l.6White 

-1.1Nonwhite 	 96 94 	 -·7 
Wayne 	 5a F 49 	 189 195 li5 18.1 18.7 4.5 

193 200 116 18.5 19·3 4.7White 
 
NOnwhite 
 152 153 12.7 12·9 

4 66 155 141 14.3 11.0Wexford 	 5b 

Wisconsin 
67 105 112 95 1.6 3.1 -1.4Ade.ms 5 
 

Ashland 5b 
 1 66 	 125 99 189 7.3 -.1 26.8 
14.4Barron 	 2 68 137 124 151 10.3 6.7 

1 66 	 138 128 162 11.0 8.5 16.4Bayfield 	 5'0 	 
65 195 170 227 20.7 14.6 30.0Brown 7 

Buffal.o 2 68 132 95 171 9·0 -1.3 19·3 
66 138 155 120 11.7 14.6 7.5Burnett 	 5b 	 1 

198 179 220 20.7 15.0 28.7Calumet 'f 65 
Chippewa 4 67 171 159 186 16.8 13.1 22.2 

C11ll'k 4 67 157 101 198 14.9 .; 24.3 
119 ,1.54 9·1 5.2 14.6Co1u1!lbia 	 8 65 133 

167 140 183 18.5 10.4 23.8Crawford 3 69 
 
Dane B 65 
 171 168 176 15·2 14.0 17.3 

148 140 155 11.1 8·9 13.7Dodge 8 65 
 
Door 5b 6 
 6;
 lIfO 136 143 11.7 10.3 13.1 

Douglas 5a A 66 135 141 118 9·8 11.1 5·9 
158 145 165 15·5 1l·9 17.6

Dunn 	 2 68 	 
178 152 16.2 16.9 14.9Eau Claire 	 4 67 167 
 

7.6 9·2Florence 5b 	 1 	 66 126 12S!
6, 14.2 9·0 	 20.2Fond du. Lac 	 7 159 	 139 183 
Forest 5b 	 1 66 165 159 17.4 16.0 

3 69 166 147 180 15.1 10·9 18.5Grnnt 
181 14.2 18·9Green 
 3 69 	 156 136 9·4 


Green Lake 8 65 112 99 136 
 3·2 -.2 8·5 
Iowa 3 69 153 117 196 14.0 5.1 21.8 

Iron 5b 1 66 125 117 5·9 4.3 
67 128 134 123 8.7 10.1 7.6Jackson 	 .5 10.1 20.4Jerterson 	 8 65 159 142 179 14.5 

8.4 12.0Juneau 5b 	 .5 67 133 128 139 9·9 

Kenosha 
 14.8 1.5.5 	 1l. .1.F 64 167 174 141 

13.2 	 13.2
Kewaunee 	 6 6; 156 156 156 13·3 

14.0 13.3 	 15.5La CrOGgc 	 5a 	 & 68 	 160 163 156 
145 lil 194 1l.2 3.4 19·3Lafayette 	 3 69 

14.6 14.2 	 15.0
Lnng1ade 	 5b 	 1 66 155 155 155 

66 	 158 137 175 15·5 8.7 22.2
Lincoln 	 5b 1 

7 65 	 1'(2 150 196 17·1 ll.8 23.1
Manitowoc 	 11.. 6 23.4I, 67 	 184 169 197 19.0Marathon 

MIll'~n<!tte 5b 	
 128 161 li.3 8.1 17.3 

117 104 133 	 5.4 1.3 
6 	 65 	 139 

Marquette 	 5 67 	 10.8 
New county formed after 1960Menominee 	 5b 

C 64 - - - - - - - - - - - No rural population - - - - - - - - - - -- - - ­HU...o.ukee 90 194 	 10.9 -2.7 25.1 
~!onroe 	 2 68 139 

154 166 16.6 13.8 19.46 65 	 161Oconto 

See footnotes at end of table. 

69 

~~~~h 

.'@ 	 UPDATA 1981 



Table 13.-Rural., rural.-nonfarm, and rural.-farm maJ.ea, 20-64: Replacement ra.tios and rates, by color, for cOWlties, 1960-70 -Continued 

Ratios and rates not shown for count residence lUld color 

State 
and 

county 

Wisconsin--Continued 
Oneida 
Outagamie 
Ozaukee 
Pepin 
Pierce 
Poll 
 
Portage 
 
Price 
 
Racine 
 
Richland 
 
Rock 
 
Rusk 
 
st. Croix 
 
Sault 
 
Sawyer 
 
Shawano 
 

White 
Nonwhite 
 

Sh'JbOygan 
 
Taylor 
 
Trempealeau 
 
Vernon 
Vila. 
 
Walworth 
 
Washburn 
 
Washington 
 
Waukesha 
 
Waupaca 
 
Waushara 
 
Winnebago 
 
Wood 
 

Minnesot. 
Aitkin 
 
Anoka 
 
Becker 
 
Beltrami 
 
1lcnton 
 
Big Stone 
 
Blue Earth 
 
Brown 
Carlton 
Carver 
Cass 
 
Chippewa 
 
Chisago 
 
Clay 
 
Clear.ater 
 
Conk 
 
Cottomloo(l 
 
Crow Wing 
 
Dakota 
 
Dodge 
 
Douglas 
 
F!U'ibault 
 
Fillmore 
 
Freeborn 
 
Goodhue 
 
Grant 
 
Hennepin 
 
rtouott)o 
Hubbl\rd 
 
Isanti 
 
Itasca 
 
Jackson 
 
Kanabec 
 
Kandiyohi 
 
KUtson 
 
Koochiching 
 
Lac qui Par 1e 
 
Lake 
 
Lake oJ." the Woods 
 
I.e Sueur 
 
Lincoln 
 

See footnotes at end of t.iliie. 

AM 
status 

}j 

. . 
 
: State eeo-: Econanic 
: nanic area: subregion 
. number • nwnber 

y y 

Replacement ratios ]} 

Rural. Rural.Rural. nonfarm farm 

R,:placement rates '!!I 

Rural. Rural.Rural. nonram farm 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

1 
7 
8 
2 
2 
2 
5 
1 
D 
2 
8 
1 
2 
2 
1 
6 

7 
II 
2 
2 
1 
8 
1 
8 
E 
6 
5 
7 
4 

66 
65 
65 
68 
68 
68 
67 
66 
64 
68 
65 
66 
68 
68 
66 
65 

65 
67 
68 
68 
66 
65 
66 
65 
65 
65 
6'{ 
65 
67 

141 
211 
188 
124 
145 
133 
1611 
131 
181 
156 
171 
163 
150 
1411 
110 
150 
136 
347 
1111 
215 
129 
132 
102 
143 
134 
168 
170 
144 
122 
135 
182 

143 
185 
208 

3 
15e 
151 
151 
107 
202 
122 
180 
12, 
134 
128 
100 
151 
125 
357 
137 
154 
113 
118 
101 
140 
117 
174 
178 
121 
135 
127 
192 

2114 
158 
181 
146 
117 
178 
174 
124 
177 
15)1 
192 
164 
164 
139 
149 
1119 

l l16 
251 
149 
141 

149 
174 
158 
129 
173 
109 
154 
168 

10.7 
23.6 
18.2 

" .2 
12.1 
9·5 

15.1 
9·5 

15.8 
14.9 
15·9 
16.8 
13.1 
11.9 
3·2 

13·3 
9·8 

5'(.3 
10.6 
26.2 
8.0 
8.8 

.7 
10·9 
9.8 

14.7 
15.4 
11.7 
6.7 
8.4 

17·7 

10·9
 
16.5 
 
18.8 
-2.3 
11.3 
13.1 
10.7 
2.2 

17.6 
6.2 

16.0 
8.4 
8.5 
7.5 

0 
13·9 

7.0 
58.0 
9·1 

13·9 
3.8 
5.1 

.5 
9·9 
5.1 

14.3 
16.3 
6.2 
9.8 
6.2 

17.8 

35·3 
16.8 
20·9 
13.0 
5.6 

20.4 
20.', 
7.2 

19·8 
15.4 
23.1 
17.6 
17.0 
12.1 
12.6 
12.6 

13.1 
32.4 
13.1 
11.2 

13.4 
19·9 
15.7 
8.7 

17·7 
3.0 

14.1 
17.6 

5a 

5b 
5b 

5b 

!in 

5b 
5h 

5a 

5b 

,b 
Sa 

5b 

5b 

5b 
5b 

2 
B 
3 
2 
4 
5 
7 
7 
2 
6 
<'1 
5 
4 
1 
2 
2 
8 
2 
n 
6 
3 
8 
7 
7 
6 
5 
B 
7 
2 

2 " 
8 
If 
5 
1 
2 
5 
2 
2 
7 
8 

66 
68 
88 
66 
88 
87 
69 
69 
66 
68 
66 
87 
88 
89 
66 
66 
86 
66 
68 
68 
88 
8f) 

69 
69 
68 
tl7 
68 
69 
66 
88 
66 
86 
88 
87 
89 
66 
87 
66 
66 
69 
86 

11f7 
171 
136 
156 
192 
154 
153 
163 
163 
132 
143 
161 
120 
144 
1113 
129 
132 
13'( 
207 
152 
132 
142 
128 
172 
119 
143 
180 
139 
137 
173 
1611 
:'32 
132 
119 
129 
173 
118 
131 
132 
120 
145 

121 
167 
122 
171 
213 
118 
159 
87 

156 
139 
140 
132 
140 
172 
125 
126 

96 
139 
236 
153 
133 
149 
127 
200 
101 
146 
185 
104 
114 
262 
171 
129 
143 
81 

129 
191 
loG 
136 
173 
loG 
115 

177 
180 
148 
139 
182 
178 
148 
189 
181 
123 
149 
179 
104 
123 
158 

161 
131 
163 
152 
131 
13'( 
129 
155 
140 
141 
174 
165 
167 
123 
130 
133 
126 
167 
130 
126 
129 

102 
132 
169 

13.2 
16.9 
10.5 
15·9 
22.1 
14.8 
12·9 
15.0 
14.1 
8.2 

13.6 
14.0 
6.1 

11.6 
13.1 

7.5 
8.8 

10.9 
y9
1 .3 
9·3 

11.0 
7·9 

16.9 
5.4 

11.8 
17·5 
10.8 
11.7 
20.0 
16.2 
8.7 
9.5 
5.3 
8.3 

18.5 
5.3 
6.8 
8.7 
5.7 

11.6 

6.0 
15·3 

6.1i 
18.1 
22.7 
5·2 

13.2 
-3.4 
11·9 
9.8 

12.2 
7.6 
9.9 

17.6 
7.2 
6.6 

-1.1 
10.8 
20.8 
13.4 
8.8 

12.7 
7.4 

19·5 
·3 

11·7 
16.7 
1.3 
4.2 

31.3 
17.0 
8.3 

10.5 
-5·5 
7.5 

21.0 
1.8 
7.8 

14.4 
1.6 
4.2 

21.5 
20.8 
13.8 
12.8 
21.7 
20.6 
12.7 
20.2 
20.7 
5.8 

16.,{ 
18.0 
1.4 
6.6 

18.1 

16.0 
11.3 
17.5 
15·2 
9·7 
9·7 
8.2 

111.8 
11.0 
11.9 
19·1 
17.7 
23.6 
8.3 

l1.2 
8.8 
8.8 

17.2 
9·3 
8·9 
8.1 

.8 
9·3 

16.9 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, an" rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Cantinued 

(Rlltios and rates not shown for coun:t1l residence and color !l!:ouEs with fewer thtlll 100 del!ar'.;uresl 
: : :! 	 : . . : Replscement ratios II Replacement rates !y

: State eco-: Econanic •State AHA 
: nomic area: subregion :and status • number • 	 number •county y 	 Rural Rural Rural Rural

Rural 	 RuralY Y nonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

Uinnesota--Continued 
r.,on 8 86 161 143 174 15.1 l1.3 17.9 
McLeod 6 68 l38 142 136 9·9jO.2 10.8 
Mahnomen 5b 3 88 184 160 203 22.1 15.7 2'"(.3 
Milrsb&ll 1 89 	 124 129 121 	 7·3 8.1 6.7 
M!lrtin 8 86 l60 l64 l57 l5.3 l6.6 14.4 
Meeker 6 68 140 148 137 11.0 11.7 10.7 
Mille Lacs 4 88 145 141 149 l3.2 11.4 15.5 
Morrison 4 88 172 117 202 19.4 4.7 27.2 
Mover 7 69 169 179 161 16.2 15.7 16.7 
MurTuy. 8 86 167 168 166 16.0 14.9 l6.9 
IUeo11et 7 69 172 82 207 17.3 ~.4 25.1 
Nobles 8 86 177 164 186 17·8 16.0 18.7 
IIOnoan 1 89 132 III 146 9.0 3.1 13.2 
Olmsted 6 68 187 192 182 17.2 15.6 20.0 
otter Toil 3 88 l31 125 133 8.B 7.0 9·7 
P<mn1ngton 5b l 89 122 132 6.5 9·8 
Pine 5b 4 88 129 135 123 8.4 8.6 B.l 
Pipestone 8 86 l56 135 167 14.8 9·8 17.4 
Polk 1 B9 130 III 1.42 B.5 2.9 12.2 
POpe 5 87 128 113 136 8.5 4.3 10.4 
JWrsey B 68 218 224 19.4 18.9 
R~>d Lake 1 89 166 201 l51 17.1 21.1 14.6 
Redwood 87 160 151 166 14~.-1 12.3 l6.75 

B7 136 121 149 10.0 6.3 13.3 
Riee 6 68 178 l45 194 18.3 lO.5 22.4 
Roek 8 86 183 144 202 19·3 11.3 22.5 
Roseau 5b 89 

Renville 	 5 

1 151 IB7 133 14.1 19.5 10.3 
St. Louis 58 A 66 172 176 151 14.B 14.9 14.0 
Scott 6 68 165 	 l64 167 15.6 14.5 17.2 
Sblll'burne 4. 88 153 	 150 185 15.B 12.7 21.6 
S1bley 7 69 l32 	 113 148 8.4 3.7 12.2 

186 24.7 l8.4 33.3"Stetu"ns 	 6 68 214 253 
14.5Steele 	 6 68 151 	 142 156 12.7 9·5 

Stevens 	 5 87 Ul 94 207 16.8 -1.5 24.1 
Swift 5 87 158 133 178 16.7 10.0 21.8 

12.6 10.2 13.9Todd 	 3 88 143 	 l38 145 
-.4 1l.9Traverse 	 5 B7 119 99 144 5·8 

W"bssbs 68 163 122 194 16.2 6.2 23.4 
Wadena 3 88 153 130
 

6 
 
161 15.4 9·1 19.7 

Waseca 7 69 146 l.26 161 1l.2 7·1 13.6 
Washington B 68 167 188 120 13·7 15.4. 6.6 
Watonwan 8 86 132 	 113 147 8.0 3.2 11.9 
WUk1n 1 89 134 	 125 138 9.4 7.4 10.3 

68 	 l56 151 12.5 12.1 12.9Winona 	 6 154 
Wright 6 68 l60 150 170 15·6 12.7 18.7 
Yellow Medic1ne 5 87 121 l.26 117 6.1 7·5 5.1 

Io"" 
128 loB 146 7.8 2.5 11.9 

Adalls 3 7l 106 117 98 1.9 5·0 
Adair 	 3 7l 

-.5 
l.l.lamIlkee 4 69 158 115 187 15.0 4.2 21.6 
Appanoose 5b 3 71 136 158 122 10.2 14.1 7.0 
Audubon 1 85 133 97 147 9·0 -.8 12.7 

146 155 11.5 9. 4 12.9Benton 	 5 70 	 135 
20.1BlAck Jlawk 	 E 69 174 	 165 185 16.3 13·5 

Boone 	 2 B6 151 179 125 11.4 15·0 6.7 
Br=er 4 69 148 115 179 11.2 ;'.5 18.5 

25.1Buchanan 	 4 69 150 	 104 195 13.6 1.1 
Buena V1sta 	 1 85 119 119 119 5.6 5.1 5.9 
Butl.... 4 69 137 119 155 10.0 	 5.3 14.7 
Calhoun 2 86 124 	 102 157 6.6 .8 13.4 
Carroll 	 851 160 114 211 l4.5 4.1 22.8 
Cas. 1 85 141 111 162 10·9 3.0 16.5 
Cedar 6 70 133 116 151 B.9 4.5 12.6 
Cerro Gordo 4. 69 145 146 11!-3 U.l 1l.1!- 10.8 
Cb.. rokee 1 B5 157 123 175 13.7 6.1 l7.3 
Cbicwav 4 69 154 120 174 14.7 5.8 19.4 

113 83 125 3.9 -6.1 7.0Clarke 	 3 7l 
Cle.y 2 86 152 107 178 13·7 1.8 20.2 
Clayton. 4 69 13B 112 17l 10.3 3.5 17.3 

14.3Clinton 6 70 137 114 159 9.4 3.7 
Cravtord 1 85 1lj.6 104 173 12·7 1.4 lB.9 
Dallss 2 B6 118 116 119 5.0 4.1 6.3 

7.6 	 8.8Davis 	 3 71 1.27 130 
161 172 149 18'.5 20.0 16.4

~1l1i!Y: 	 J 1!
See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-fnrm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for cCl'.I1lties, 1960-70 -Continued 

Ratios and rates not shown for coun residence and color ou s with fewer than 100 de artures 

. . Replacement ratios 11 Replacement rates !!IState AHA : State eco-: EconooJ.c 
and status : nomic area: subregion 

cowlty y • number • number 
y Rural Rural RuralRural RuralY nonfnrm fnrm Rural nonfarm farm 

Iova--Continued 
Delaware 
Des Moines 
Dickinson 
Dubuque 
Emmet 
Fayette 
Floyd 
Franklin 
Fremont 
Greene 
Grundy 

Guthrie 

Hamllton 

Hancock 

Hardin 

Harrison 

Henry 

Ifoward 

Humboldt 

Ida 

Iowa 

Jackson 

Jasper 

Jefferson 

JOMson 

Jones 
Keokuk 

Kossuth 

Lee 

Linn 

Lend sa 

Lucas 

Iqon 

Madison 

}lahaska 

Marion 

MarshaU 

Mills 

Mitchell 

Monona 
Monroe 
Montgomery 

Muscatine 

O'Brien 
Osceola 

Pnge 

Palo Alto 

Plymouth 

P~..:ahon.tas 
POlk 
POttawattamie 
l'owe&hiek 
Ringgold 
Sac 
Scott 
Shelby 
Sioux 
Story 
Tcmn 
Taylor 
Union 
Van Buren 
Wapello 

Warren 

Wnshington 

Wayne 

Webster 

Winnebago 

Winneshiek 

Woodbury 

Worth 

Wright 


5b 

4 

6 

2 

6 

2 

4 

4 

2 

1 

2 

5 

3 

2 

2 

2 

1 

5 

4 

2 

1 

5 

6 

5 

3 

6 

6 

5 

2 

6 

F 
6 

3 

1 

3 

5 

3 

5 

1 

4 

1 

3 

1 

6 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

C 

B 
5 

3 

1 

D 
1 

1 

2 

5 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

5 

3 

2 

4 

4 

A 

II 

2 


69 

70 

86 

70 

86 

69 

69 

86 

85 

86 

70 

71 

86 

86 

86 

85 

70 

69 

86 

85 

70 

70 

70 

71 

70 

70 

70 

86 

70 

70 

70 

71 

B5 
71 

70 

71 

70 

85 

69 

85 

71 

B5 

70 

B5 

B6 

85 

B6 

85 

86 

B6 

85 

70 

71 

B5 

70 

85 

85 

86 

70 

71 

71 

71 

71 

n 
70 

71 

86 

69 

69 

85 

6<) 

86 


162 

152 

133 

204 

171 

160 

191 

167 

127 

158 

136 

141 

139 

145 

126 

130 

145 

160 

140 

132 

125 

159 

148 

158 

137 

175 

131 

168 

150 

168 

132 

ll4 

156 

127 

141 

162 

151 

177 

166 

141 

129 

121 

136 

131 

128 

128 

143 

162 

122 

1Bl 

147 

133 

108 

138 

179 

160 

183 

144 

1ll 
ll9 

114 

122 

137 

197 

165 

107 

146 

153 

121 

149 

116 

178 


U4 

184 

127 

177 

204 

155 

160 

124 

143 

18~ 
128 

127 

133 

U7 


::19 
120 

148 

U7 

III 

81 


101 

155 

142 

225 

123 

136 

123 

150 

169 

17B 

130 

149 

100 

173 

141 

150 

136 

200 

148 

110 

130 


85 

127 

101 

87 


114 

115 

162 

116 

227 

167 

ll6 

ll4 

100 

166 

16B 

142 

133 

Bl 


101 

92 

98 


1'13 

243 

133 

log 

143 

166 


87 

142 


94 

156 


192 

129 

141 

228 

152 

163 

213 

193 

108 

148 

144 

153 

142 

171 

153 

140 

144 

180 

159 

197 

155 

163 

155 

130 

154 

200 

139 

180 

137 

157 

134 

99 


199 

113 

141 

171 

164 

162 

17B 

168 

129 

144 

150 

165 

151 

134 

163 

162 

12B 

123 

12B 

144 

104 

190 

197 

156 

221 

159 

137 

132 

126 

148 

142 

166 

191 

106 

151 

145 

140 

154 

134 

185 


15.1 
12·9 
8.9 

20.4 
17·3 
14.5 
21.1 
14·9 
7.6 

13.8 
8.6 

10.8 
10.6 
U·3 
6.7 
9.1 

12.1 
15.3 
10.5 
8·9 
6.2 

14.2 
12.0 
14.6 
8.1 

17.8 
8.7 

16.5 
13.4 
14.7 

B.6 
4.1 

14.8 
7.B 

10.8 
14.6 
12.2 
19.4 
17·9 
ll.8 
9·3 
5.9 
9·9 
B.6 
7.9 
8.1 

12·5 
15·3 
6.4 

IB.l 
12·3 
8.5 
2.6 
9.9 

16.4 
14·5 
19.6 
10.B 

3.1 
5·3 
4.6 
6.9 

10.0 
20.3 
15.6 

2.:1 
11.3 
13.0 
6.1 

12·9 
4.5 

17.5 

3·8 
17.5 
7.8 

13·5 
26.9 
13.7 
14.4 
6.8 

11.5 
17.2 
6.8 
6.9 
8.6 
4.3 
-.2 
6.3 

U·9 
5.0 
3.0 

-6.2 

.2 


12.7 
10.4 
23·9 
4.5 
B.7 
6.5 

12.8 
15.5 
14.4 
7·7 

13.B 
0 

14.9 
10.1 
ll.l 
8.5 

21.9 
13.9 

3.5 
8.5 

-4.0 
7.5 

·5 
-4.5 
4.1 
4·9 

16.3 
5.1 

23.0 
16.6 
4.2 
4.5 

0 
12·3 
15·9 
10.6 
7.6 

-6.2.1, 
-2.6 
-.4 
8.3 

23.B 
B.o 
2.6 
9.6 

14.1 
-4.2 
10.7 
-1.7 
14.4 

21.2 
8.5 

10.6 
28.3 
12·3 
15.1 
25.5 
18.4 

2.5 
12.1 
10.4 
14.4 
u.8 
18.1 
12.0 
U.7 
12.2 
19·3 
15.2 
22.5 
12.8 
15.6 
14.0 
8.8 

13.8 
23.5 
ll.1 

18.,

ll. 
15.3 
9·9 
-.2 

22.6 
4.4 

U.2 
17·9 
15.5 
17.2 
20.2 
17·7 
9.8 

12·3 
13.4 
16.1 
12.5 
9·9 

17.4 
14.8 
7.6 
7.3 
7.7 

U.3 
1.6 

19·2 
23.3 
14.0 
27.1 
15.6 

9·1 
9·3 
7.<) 

14.3 
12.1 
16.7 
21.B 
1.B 

13.3 
12.1 
10.3 
14.7 
9.1 

IB.II 

See footnotes at end of t:WYe. 
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Table 13.-Rurnl., rural-nonfnrm,and rurnl.-rnrm ma1<::;, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, ror counties, 1960:-70 -<:mrtinued 

(Ratios ~d rates no~ shown ror ~oun~ resid~ce and co:Lor !EouI!s ld.th rewer th~ 100 deI!arturesl 

. . : Replacement ratios ]J Replacement rates Y 
: State eco-: Econanic •State AM 
: nomic area: subregion :and status • number • number :county y 	 Rural Rural Rural Rural y y' Rural 	 Ruralnonfarm ra.."'"I!t nonfartIt fllrtll 

Missouri 
128 199 108 8.3 18.4 2.9Adair 	 2 71 

165 104 7.8 14.1 1.3Andrev 	 1 85 	 128 
143 	 1.29 9.4 10.5 7.9Atchison 	 1 85 137 


Audrain 	 2 71 134 199 
 104 	 9.5 20.0 1..4 
126 141 9.6 7.6 11.4Be.rry 	 4 82 133 

J3arton 3 84 112 135 96 4.1 11.0 -1.3 
Bates 	 3 84 105105 106 1.8 1.7 2.0 

Benton 5 73 94 83 104 -1.7 -5.2 1..5 
6 72 148 163 136 14.0 16.5 11.6J!ol.l1nger 	 5b 

l.26 155 100 6.6 10.9 0!loone 	 2 71 
120 	 104 5.6 8.3 1.3Ilw:banan 	 1 65 133 

22.1 22.2 22.0Butl.er 	 9 76 	 180 1.87 173 
2 71 98 106 89 	 -·5 1.8 -3.5Cald=ll 	 

Callsvay 2 71 137 158 119 10.1 13.3 6.2 
116 128 88 5.2 8.9 -4.4Camden 	 5 73 

6 	 121 148 101 6.1 12.0 .6Cape Girardeau 	 72 
101 120 90 .3 5.7 -3.4Carroll 	 1 85 

100 87 -1.6 .1 -4.8Carter 	 5b 	 8 '73 95 
228 113 12.2 16.7 4.1Case 21 	 3 84 	 1.63 
131 88 .8 -3.8102 9·0 


CMriton 2 71 113 

Cedar 	 3 84 

1.21 107 4.2 6.1 2.4 
142 4.5 10.5 	 -1..8Christian 	 7 73 	 U6 93 

71 	 151 96 5.7 12.7 -1..3C1ark 	 2 	 119 
102 
 10.2 16.1 .7Clay A 85 138 170 


Clinton 
 1 85 143 
 145 1.41 11.4 10·9 12.0 

Cole 6 72 177 221 121 18.1 23.5 6.7 
182 7.7 -1..0Cooper 	 3 84 	 128 96 1~.7 

115 11.9 1 .2 5.6Cravtord 5 73 140 153 

Dade 3 
 84 89 85 93 -3.5 -4.7 -2.3 

U2 102 2.1 3.4 1..0
Dallss 5b 7 73 
 106 

Daviess 2 71 
 104 
 101 106 1..3 .4 2.1 

1>e Kalb 
-1..6 -3.1. -.4 

8 73 131 193 96 10.1. 21.3 -1..3
2 71 95 	 88 98 

Dent 	 5b 

Douglsa 5b 	 7 
 73 156 1.51 1.59 15.5 13.4 16.9 

26.4 29.0J)Unk1.in 	 76 	 217 	 209 226 23·9g 	 8.4 1.2.0 1.4
Franklin 	 Sa 72 	 131 151 104 

6 72 	 117 1.29 100 4.9 7.7 .2Gasconade 
2 	 91. 77 105 -2.8 -7.5 1..7Gentry 	 71 

142 173 96 10.3 15·0 -1.2Greene 	 C 73 
102 	 104 .8 -.2 1..5Grundy 	 5b 	 2 71 99 

-1.1 -1..3 -1.0Ilarri1l0n 	 2 71 96 96 97 
100 3.1 7.0 .3Henry 	 3 84 	 109 128 

4.6 B.4 1.5lllclwry 5b 	 5 73 114 l29 104 

Holt 	
 1 85 106 94 llB 1..9 -1.7 5·9 

2 	 1.08 117 102 2.9 5·2 .8Hovard 	 71 
1.2.4 

188 202 142 21.8 24.1 12.9HoveU 5b 	 7 73 	 161 1.78 1.39 17.4 20.8 

Iren 	 Sa 8 	 73 

~TackDon A 85 180 
 214 89 16.8 20.5 -4.0 

Je.apel' 4 82 149 158 1.30 1.2.9 14.3 9. 4 
15.8 16.0 1.3.1Jerfel'son 	 B 72 184 189 145 

Johnson 21 	 3 84 169 257 111 13.4 18.2 3.9 
_.4

Knox 2 71 	 103 11.2 98 1.2 3·5 
139 168 u6 10.9 16.9 4.9Laclede 	 5b 	 5 73 

1 	 l.26 144 110 7.3 11.0 3.1Lafayette. 	 5b 	 85 	 
82 102 	 107 .6 -.7 2.5Lawrence 	 4 97 

123 145 105 6.7 11.0 1..9Levis 2 71 
Lincoin 2 71 120 130 108 5.7 7.4 2.8 

102 103 101 .7 1.0 .5Linn 	 2 71 
U5 112 116 4.4 2·9 5.2Livingston 	 2 71 

12.8MeOons1d 	 4 12982 122 140 9.4 	 6.9 
84 110 -.2 -4.8 3.6Macon 2 71 99 


Madison 5a 8 73 

20.8 6.8152 1.93 121 14.1 

108 119 102 2•.3 5·2 ·7
Haries 	 5 73 
Harion 2 71 	 
Mercer 5b 2 71 87 78 92 -4.3 -7.2 -2·5 

5 73 146 164 1.32 13.6 15·9 11.1
Miller 	 

180 268 31.7 21.4 39.2ML8sUsippi 	 9 76 228 

White 
 211 1.64 248 27.0 17.2 33.6 

Nonwit.. 
 280 47·1 
6 72 117 132 107 5.2 7.8 2.6Moniteau 

Monroe 	 2 71 	 1.21 130 114 6.3 8.1 4.5 
2 71 108 97 122 2.5 -.7 6·7Montgomery 	 

115 113 116 4.5 3·7 5.5Morgan 	 5 73 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rurnl.-nonfo.rm, and :n:ral-farm lIIll.les> 20-61": Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Ccntinued 

(Ratios 	 and rates not shown for coun!:l residence and color !!!:oul2" with fewer than 100 dep'artures 2 
: : :: : . . Replacement ratios ]I Replacement rates !!Jstate AHA : State eco-: Econanic 

an:!, status : nanic area: subregion 
 
county y . number • number 
 

y 	 Rural Rurnl. Rural RuralRuralY 	 nonfo.rm farm Rurnl. nonfarm farm 

Mi.sour~-Continued 
New Madrid 9 76 251 210 299 33.9 28.0 39.2White 256 213 310 33.4 27·9 38.7tlonwhite 233 192 264 36.4 28.5 41.2Newton 4 82 156 178 125 15.0 18.6 8.2Nodaway 1 85 132 157 121 8·9 13.1 6.4Oregon 5b 8 73 151 177 125 14.5 20.0 8.0Osae;e 6 72 139 136 141 10.1 8.6 11.6Ozark 5b 7 73 146 132 156 13.4 9. 0 16.5Pemiscot 76 240 2069 	 2'71 34.5 27.8 40.1White 233 185 274 31.0 21.0 38.6Nonwhite 258 255 261 46.9 47.6 46.2Perry 	 6 72 163 156 168 16.0 12.8 18.3Pettis 3 84 136 162 123 9·9 13·9 7.0Phelps 5 73 149 158 123 13.3 14.9 7.5Pike 2 71 145 148 142 12.4 12.2 12.5Platte 1 85 155 173 106 11.3 13.5 1.9
Polk 7 73 110 114 108 3.4 4.4 2.9Pulaski 2/ 	 6485 73 	 715 158 31.7 32.0 18.0
PUtnam 	 2 71 104 101 105 1.2 .5 1.7Ralls 	 2 11671 	 148 88 4.8 11.8 -4.1
Randolph 	 2 71 101 86 117 .4 -4.4 5.4Ray" 1 85 134 162 115 9·2 :;'2·9 5.3Rey-n91d. 5b 8 73 153 156 148 17.5 17.1 17.6 
Ri::":\ey 	 5b 8 73 135 124 158 6.8~.8 15.7
St. Charles 	 B 72 175 208 1117 .0 16.3 5.5St. Clair 	 3 	 811 10096 	 93 -1.4 0 -2.4 
st. Francoi. 5a 8 73 137 147 82 10.3 12.2 -6.8 
st. loui. 	 Il 16472 	 176 74 13.2 14.7 -9·7St. Louis City B 72 - - - - - - - No rural population - - - - ________________ 
Ste. Genevieve 5a 6 72 163 1'{1 155 16.0 15.7 16.5
Saline 1 85 108 120 99 2.1 4.4 -.3 

96 -6.1 4.6Schu;rler 	 2 71 80 116 -1.0 
Scot11lnd 	 2 71 90 88 92 -2.7 -3.6 -2.0
Scott 	 2019 76 	 196 208 23.4 22.6 24.6
Shannon 	 85b 	 73 135 135 133 10.3 9.4 12.1
Shelby 2 71 100 92 108 .1 -2.3 2.6
Stoddard 	 9 76 197 169 220 24.3 17·3 30.0
Stone 5b 7 73 134 129 139 9·1 7.3 11.1
Sullivan 2 71 96 81 110 -1.1 -7.1 3.1
Taney 5b 7 73 130 140 log 8.9 11.0 3.3
Texas 5b 1227 B 139 157 	 11.3 13·9 7.8 
Vernon 	 84 843 	 53 120 -5.2 -15·7 6.5 
Warren 	 6 72 117 140 88 4.9 10.1 -4.2 
Washington 5a 5 73 181 201 125 22.5 26.7 8.4 
WIly-ne 5b 8 73 128 144 96 9.4 13.11 -1.5

Webster 7 73 133 l43 125 9.2 8.5
9·9Worth 	 2 71 III 106 114 3.0 4.11·7
Wright 	 5b 7 73 153 143 158 14.8 11.2 16.8 

North Dakota 
Adams 1 105 194 191 198 19.8 17.7 22.2 
Barnes 3 90 159 127 173 16.3 7.8 20.1 
Benson 5b 3 90 170 152 187 17.7 13·9 20.8 
Billings 	 1 105 
Bottineau 	 3 90 153 153 	 153 14.9 13.8 15.8 
Bowman 	 1 105 163 143 --- 13.6 9·5
Burke 2 90 185 203 166 20.3 21.8 18.3 
Burleigh 2 go 158 162 156 12.6 11·9 13.1 
CaBS 	 4 89 141 137 143 10·9 10.0 11.6 
Cavalier 	 1523 90 152 153 13.7 13.7 13.7 
Dickey S 91 159 126 194 15·9 7.6 24.1 
Divide 2 90 175 215 136 14·9 22.1 7.5 
Dunn 5b 1 105 229 146 28~ 27.0 12·9 33.3 
Eddy Sb 3 90 11!8 166 128 12.7 17.3 7.2 
Emmons 2 go 192 135 251 19·3 9.8 25.4 
Foster 3 90 163 140 15.4 11.6 
Golden Valley 1 105 219 25.5 
Grand Forks 2/ 4 89 176 233 138 14.7 17·9 10.4 
Gran·t 1 105 194 132 240 22·3 9.8 28.6 
GriJ:l!Is 3 90 130 123 137 8.1 6.8 9.4 
Hettinger l 105 246 184 313 28.6 17·7 39.1 
Kidder 2 go 206 154 248 23.3 13.1 30.3 
La Moure 3 90 154 138 165 12.1 8.5 14.9 
Logan 2 go 191 log 297 21.3 3.4 31.5 

See rootnotes at end of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Continued 

{Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and color lEou2s with fewer than 100 de2artures2 
~ . 	 .. . .... 	 .. . . Replacement ratios 11 Replacement rates !!I 

: State eCQ-: EconardcState lIRA 
; nardc area; subregionand status 

number number Rural Rural Rural RuralcoUnty y Rural 	 RuralY Y 	 nonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

North Dakota--Continued 
17.6 12.3 22.0McHenry 	 3 90 170 11f3 199 

110 '(2 180 2.8 -9.0 16.0McIntosh 2 90 
McKen::.ie 5b 1 105 180 159 198 16.3 11.6 20.8 

McLean 5b 2 90 	 203 174 21J5 22.4 17.6 2tl.0 
1'(8 168 196 17.5 18.0 16.7Mercer 	 5b 1 105 

1 105 	 162 113 218 15.2 3.8 24.7Morton 
16.1J 18.6 13.0Mcuntrail 	 5b 2 90 180 196 158 

156 139 171 14.3 10.0 18.3Nelson 5b 3 90 
 
Oliver l 105 250 
 27.6 
 
Pembina If 89 166 159 
 174 16.9 14.7 20.0 

211 21f.0 26.1Pi"rce 	 3 90 198 
14.1 .7Rwnsey 	 5b 3 90 123 l55 102 6.3 

142 116 8.7 13.1 4.4Ransom 	 5 91 130 
188 212 173 20.9 23.2 19.1Renville 	 3 9C' 

147 	 .1 12.4Richland 5b 5 91 126 100 7.5 
 
Rolette 5b 3 90 239 
 218 283 33.3 29.6 39.7 

White 166 106 258 16.8 1.8 34.7 
Nom,hitt! 394 391 63.1 63.0 

Sargent 5b 5 91 154 120 178 14.4 6.1 19.4 
Sheridan 2 90 203 196 23.4 21.8 

33.2 26.5 
Sioux 5b 1 105 267 272 

Slope 1 105 197 
 24.3 
Stark 105 221 141 37.21 	 309 25.2 lO.l 

2.8 -.7 4.8Steele 3 90 110 97 117 
 
Stutsman 3 90 
 1'(0 159 177 17.7 17.3 17.9 

140 94 201 10.8 -1.7 21.9 
~owner 3 90 
Trai11 4 89 135 107 174 
 9.5 2.2 18.3 
Walsh 4 89 137 
 124 148 9.8 6.3 12.6 

189 245 138 15.8 18.9 10.2Ward '2! 3 90 
 
Wells 3 90 133 95 187 
 8.8 -1.5 18.6 

Williams 2 90 l88 214 142 17.6 21.1 9.9 

South Dakota 
 
Aurora 3 92 213 
 185 25.6 18.8 
lleadle 2 91 168 199 156 17.2 23.6 
 14.11 

Bennett 5b 1 104 171 
 25.3 
 
Bon Momma 5b 3 92 
 167 168 166 15.2 14.9 15.6 
Brookings 4 87 152 163 148 11;.5 15.8 14.0 
Bro","Il 2 91 137 124 9.9146 7.0 11.9 
Brule 5b 3 92 140 127 10.3 7.2 
BuffJ.l0 5b 3 92 

146 150 11.6 10.r 12.3Blltte 	 1 104 148 
2 91 	 137 88 178 9.7 -4.1 17.1Campbell 
 

Charles lUx 5b 3 92 188
162 241 16.7 22.1 11.6 

Clark 2 91 142 143 140 11.2 11.6 10.8 
Clay 5 85 133 125 8.5 7.1 
Codington II 87 143 124 154 14·911.6 6.1 
 
Corson 5b 1 
 104 203 188 221 23.0 19.5 27.3 
CUster 1 l2:2 141lc4 5.3 8.7 

154 13.4 15.3Davison 3 92 151 
 
Day 2 91 
 140 144 135 11.1 12.4 9.9 
Deuel 4 87 136 110 l54 9.8 3.0 14.0 
Dewey 5b 1 104 203 240 23.1 30.5 
Douglas 3 92 191 147 216 21.1 11.6 25·9 
Edmund.. 91 159 119 23.02 	 206 14.9 5.8 
Fal~ River 1 104 205 219 22.3 24.4 
Faulk 2 91 117 120 114 5.3 7.6 3.7 
Grunt 4 87 155 l59 ~53 14.8 17.1 13.8 

13.1 -2.6 26.4Gregory 5b 3 92 145 92 213 
Haukon 5b 1 104 149 231 85 14.1 33.6 -4.6 
Hamlin 4 87 127 101 ~51 7.5 .4 12.7 
Hand 	 2 91 174 158 183 17.7 11.9 22.1 
Hanson 3 92 171 112 214 17.7 4.0 23.7 
Harding :t 104 202 20.8 
Hughes 5b 2 91 152 131 13.1} 8.4 

~67 5.4 -8.1 15.2Hutchinson 	 3 92 119 77 
91 
 120 	 4..8Hyde 5D 2 


Jackson ~ 104 
 
Jerauld 3 92 136 124 144 10.0 6.9 11.9 
Jones 1 104 153 14.9 
Kingsbury 4 87 131 111 152 8.8 3.5 13.6 
Lake 5 85 153 133 162 ~3.9 8.7 16.1 
Lawrence 1 104 ll2 150 48 4.0 13.8 -21.6 
Lincoln 5 85 142 169 127 10.6 15.1 7.4 

See footnotes at end ofte.ble. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rurn.l-farm mnles, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Continued 

(Ratios and rates not nhc!wn for countr residence and color fEoul2s with fewer than 100 del2artures1 
: : :: : . . Replacement ratios 11 Replacement rates !!l: State eeo-: EconanicState ARt. 

and. 
county 

status 
y 

: 
• 

nanic area: 
number • 

y 
subregion 
numb~r 

Y Rural Rural 
nonfarm 

Rural 
i'arm Rural Rural 

nonfarm 
Rural 
farm 

SouthD~kota--Contlnued 
Lyman 
M<;Cook 
HcPh.l'!rson 
M:lrshaU 
He~de 2! 
~!eHette 
Hiner 
Minnehaha 
l·toady 
Pennington 
Perk.ins 
Potter. 
Roberts 
5Mborn 
Shannon 

White 

2! 

5b 

5b 
5b 
5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

1 
3 
2 
2 
J. 
1 
3 
5 
5 
1 
1 
i' 
4 
3 
1 

lOll 
92 
91 
91 

104 
104 

92 
85 
85 

104 
104 

91 
87 
92 

104 

135 
143 
139 
136 
151 
1l>3 
151 
150 
190 
233 
178 
).79 
H5 
148 
235 

IH 
148 

88 
134 
1311 

149 
172 
222 
255 
H,6 
185 
101 

238 

166 
140 
209 
137 
1'(3 

151 
129 
167 
172 
191 

123 
126 

8.9 
12.2 

9.6 
10.5 
11.8 
15.8 
14.5 
H.3 
24.0 
17.6 
16.6 
16.8 

11.5 
12.5 
31.4 

2.9 
13.7 
-3.8 
10.5 
7.5 

14.9 
14.1 
33.0 
18.0 
14.4 
Id.3 

.3 

.7 

15.8 
H.2 
20.7 
10.6 
17.8 

13.9 
7.9 

17.8 
16.1 
18.7 

6.11 
8.0 

lIonwhite 
Spink: 
Stanley 
Sully 
Tq.id. 

White 

5b 

5b 

2 
1 
2 
1 

91 
104 

91 
lOll 

278 
156 

158 
202 

287 
109 

209 

209 
41.3 
13. 11 

13.5 
22.8 

41.8 
2.5 

28.3 

24.2 

lIonwhite 
Tripp 
'fuxner 
Union 
Walworth 
Washabaugh 

5b 

5u 

3 
5 
5 
2 
1 

92 
85 
85 
91 

lOll 

24e 
181 
123 
145 
144 

251 

99 
157 
105 

161 
146 
136 
193 

41.1 
18.0 
6.3 

12.2 
12.9 

43.9 

-.2 
14.6 
1.7 

14.3 
11.6 
10.1 
22.9 

Yankton 
ZiebJ.ch 5b 

5 
1 

85 
lOll 

85 
192 

37 146 -4.4 
1'( .2 

-22.3 11.5 

Nebrt.lSkl.l 
Adams 
Antelope 
Arthur 

5 
3 
1 

93 
92 

104 

83 
125 

57 
106 

116 
13b 

-5.2 
7.:J 

-14.1 
1~9 

4.7 
11.1 

Banner 2 106 
B11l.ine 1 1011 
Boone 
Box Butte 
Boyd 
Brown 
Buffalo 
Burt 
Butler 
CanG 
Cedar 
Chase 
Cherry 
Cheyenne 
Clay 
Colfax 
Cuming 
Custer 
Dnltota 
Dawes 
Dawscm 
Deuel 

5b 

5b 
5b 

5b 
5b 

5b 

3 
2 
3 
1 
3 
6 
5 
7 
6 
2 
1 
2 
5 
3 
6 
3 
6 
1 
3 
2 

92 
106 

92 
104 

92 
85 
93 
85 
85 

106 
IOU 
106 

93 
9? 
85 
92 
85 

104 
92 

106 

121+ 
142 
143 
IH 
166 
120 
136 
138 
155 
135 
173 
159 
Iltl 
99 

133 
135 
157 
127 
162 
122 

113 

120 
96 

199 
H9 
113 
1113 
105 
125 

141 
133 

71 
74 

138 
217 
123 
187 

96 

132 
130 
161 

131 
123 
162 
133 
195 
151 
176 
179 
156 
116 
171 
131+ 
119 
131 
153 

'(.4 
9·9 

12.4 
3.1 

18.0 
6.1 

10.1 
9.6 

15.4 
9.4 

1;~.4 
13.7 
H.6 
-.2 
8.'( 
9·8 

13.9 
7.1 

16.0 
6.4 

4.1, 

6.3 
-1.0 
26.2 
5.7 
1 •. 2 

10.5 
1.6 
6.9 

;/.1 
9. 11 

-9.2 
-8.6 
10.2 
23.1 
6.9 

20.3 
-1.0 

9.5 
8.2 

16.'( 

8.7 
6.7 

15.7 
8.5 

24.0 
13.0 
15.7 
19.7 
15.4 

4.2 
16.6 
9.5 
5.6 
7.3 

14.3 

Dixon 5b 6 85 123 92 148 7.0 -2.4 14.2 
Dodge 
Douglas 
DUDdy 

6 
B 
If 

85 
85 
93 

167 
2115 
164 

14'( 
268 
1 116 

191 
1'(3 

111.7 
27.7 
15.4 

lO.2 
29.8 
11.6 

19.9 
18.3 

Fillmore 
Franklin 
Frontier 
Furnas 
Gage 
Garden 
Garfield 
Gosper 
Grant 

5b 

5 
11 
11 
If 
7 
1 
1 
4 
1. 

93 
93 
93 
93 
135 

104 
104 

93 
101f 

120 
126 
121 
126 
141 
117 
H~ 
107 

120 
131 

94 
113 
142 

108 

121 
121 
148 
147 
139 
103 

82 

5.8 
7.3 
5.7 
7.5 

10.0 
If.8 
4.1 
1.9 

5.5 
8.2 

-2.1 
3.8 
9.8 

2·9 

6.3 
6.4 

10.3 
12.7 
10.1 

.9 

-4.9 

Greeley 
Hall 
Hamilton 
Harlan 

5b 3 
3 
5 
4 

92 
92 
93 
93 

140 
150 
150 
105 

12'( 
194 

97 
94 

148 
118 
173 
118 

H.3 
12.7 
12.3 
1.5 

8.3 
18.2 
-.9 

-1.9 

13.3 
6.1 

16.4 
5.4 

Sec footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 13.--Rural, rural-nonf=, 11"d rural-farm mAles, 20-64, Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Continued. 

~Ratios andtates not shown for COl:Iltz residence and eolor ~ouos with f""er than 100 de2&.rtures1 
~ 

~ 


.. .... 	 .. 
Replacement ratios !l/ Replacement rates !:J 

State eco-: EconomicState JIM 
nomic area; subregionand status 

county ]} nwriber number liural Rural Rural Ruraly E/ Rural nonfarm farm Rural nonfarm farm 

Nebraska--Continued 
Hayes iJ< 93 131 1112 9.0 12.5 
Hitchcock 1; 93 121 102 151 6.3 .8 14.2 
Ho1.t 1. loll 138 95 1.76 10.3 -1.6 1.7.3 
Hooker l lo4 96 -1.4 

17.5 10.hHoward 50 3 92 153 l88 137 13.3 
.le(fertion 5 93 113 128 106 3.8 7.2 1.9 
Johnson 7 85 122 113 1.33 6.3 4.0 B,5 
Kearney 4 93 134 138 129 8.5 9.7 7.2 
lCeith 2 1.06 140 159 125 10.l 15.7 6.1 
Keya Pnlm 1 101. 96 -.9 
Kimball 2 106 208 1B.l 
lCr.~)C 3 92 133 ll2 150 9.5 4.3 12.7 
lAncaster 2.1 A 85 140 149 127 8.0 8.2 7.5 
Lincoln 3 92 146 140 152 10.8 9.4 12.l 
 
LoCW'k 1 lol, 
 
Loup 5b 1 lol> 
 
HcV:leraon 1 104 
 
Hadison 3 92 101 79 136 .3 -6.h 9.7 
 
Nerrick 3 92 126 1211 129 7.C 7.1 8.1 
 
~!orri11 :2 106 126 9B 167 7.2 -.5 l5.1 
 
Nance 5b 3 92 103 79 121 .8 -6.2 5.8 
 
l:e!:lllha 7 85 127 144 ll2 7.2 11.0 3.7 
 
lfuckolls 4 93 133 137 130 8.7 10.<\ 7.6 
 

7Otoe 85 ll2 97 122 3.5 -.7 6.3 
Pawnee 7 85 116 119 114 5.1 5.9 4.5 
Perldns 2 10(, 139 87 20G 10.3 -3.9 23.0 
Phelps 4 93 119 124 5.3 6.4 
Fierce 	 3 92 148 120 175 12.9 5. If 19.6 

3 92Platte 166 175 160 15.1 J.6.3 14.3 
5 93Poll< 114 104 li:3 4.0 1.4 6.1 

Red Hi110w 4 93 129 130 129 8.0 8.l 8.0 
Richardson 7 85 127 138 li9 7.3 9.7 5.7 
Roek 1 104 liO liO 3.l 3.8 
Seline 5 93 82 76 88 -5.8 -8.0 -3.8 
Sr -"py 21 Il ~5 271 323 132 19.2 20.7 B.3 
Saunders '{ 85 123 l34 li5 6.2 8.4 4.6 
Scotts lllUff 2 lo6 lee. l82 191; 18.7 l8.2 19·3 
Seward 5 93 144 180 loB li.2 lB.2 2.3 
Sheridan l l04 159 l8~ 1.33 l4.2 20.l 8.0 
Shcrman 5b 3 92 105 64 131 1.6 -11.6 8.9 
Sioux l lol> 105 li5 1.6 4.6 
stanton 3 92 163 180 154 15.9 18.5 14.4 
Thnyel" 5 93 li3 B7 152 3.7 -4.3 12.5 
Thomas 1 1Q11 
Tht>r.ton 5h G 85 155 l89 116 14.2 21.9 4.5 
Valley 5b 3 92 14:.. 136 147 li.1 lO.2 12.0 
l'lanhilll>tort 6 BS li8 106 126 5.0 l.6 7.11 
Woyne 6 85 129 1.26 B.l 7.2 
Hcbster It 93 126 J.oB 144 7.5 2.4 12.5 
lihee1cl' 5b 1 104 
York 	 5 93 151 160 147 12.7 12.5 12.B 

Kn.nsan 
A;l.len 7 84 101 123 77 .6 6.9 -B.6 
Anderson 7 84 124 148 ll6 7.4· 12.7 5.2 
Atchia"n 6 B5 165 253 16.8 32.2 -1.3 
BLtrber } 103 123 109 1'~ 6.l 2.6 12.6 
Bnrion 2 103 145 167 125 12.2 lfo': 7.7 
Bourbon '7 Bl, li9 160 105 6.6 l:{ .9 2.0 
Bra,", 6 85 104 52 125 1.3 -6.0 7.3 
Butler 5 83 l73 191 142 16.7 18.3 12.4. 
Chase 5 83 107 89 133 2.2 -3.3 B.2 
Chautauqua 5 83 li5 III 125 4,5 3.2 7.4 
Cherokee 5a B 83 129 136 120 8.4 9.8 6.2 
Cheyenne 2 103 151 91 230 13.0 -2.7 27.3 
Clark 1 lOJ liB ll2 4.9 3.2 
Clay 3 911 li7 11+4 106 4.8 10.2 1.9 
Cloud 3 94 126 142 li5 8.3 li.9 5.1 
Coffey 7 84 109 1.l3 106 3.1 3.8 2.3 
Comanche 1 103 143 130 lO.5 B.l 
Cowley 5 B3 117 124 1ll 4.B c.5 3.6 
Crawford 5n B S3 liB 135 BB 5.? B.B -4.2 
Decatur 2 103 li9 103 140 5.B J..O li.2 
Dickinson 3 91; 121 138 106 6.4 10.iJ< 2.0 

See footnotes at end. of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-nont"nrm, and rural-flU1ll mnles, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Cantinued 

(Ratios and rates not shown for coun!;l residence and color lEoul!" rith fewer than 100 de~Ul'es2 
: ! :: : . . Repl!J.cement ratios ]/ Re:placement rates "!!J: State eco-: ECOilanicState AM 

Md 
county 

status 
]J 

: nomit) area: subregion
• number • nwnbel' 

Y .'?/ Rural Rural 
nonfarm 

Rural. 
flU1ll Rural Rural 

nonfarm 
Rural 
farm 

K.!!ruo....--COntinued 
n.,niphan 
DougJ.ns 
Edvnrda 
Elk 
Dlis 
Ellsvorth 
Finney 
Ford 
Frol'Iklin 
Geary 21 
Gove 
Graham 
Grant 
Grny 
Greeley 
Gree/l1ol00d 
Il=ilton 
Ha.."1'er 
Harvey 
Ilnskell 
llodge.."lBJl 
Jackson 
Jetferson 
Jewell 
Johnson 51 
KelU"!'.y -
Kingmnn 
Kiown 
Labette 
Lane 
Leave/l1olorth 21 

Hhite 
l!omJt.ite 

Lincoln 
Linn 
LoGnn 
Lyon 
HcPherson 
Mnrion 
/·l;u:shnll 
~leade 
/·!iami 
/oIitchell 
Hontgomery 
I·!orri~ 
I'!orton 
Nemaha 
Neonho 
Ness 
/Tartan 
Qtltltlc 
Oshorne 
Ottnwa 
P{lW'nce 
Philli". 
Pottmrnt"mie 
Pratt 
HilwUnn 
Reno 
Republic 
Rice 
Riley 51 
Rooks -
RuGh 
Russell 
Saline 2/
Scott 

5b 

h 

6 
2 
5 
2 
2 
2 
1 
7 
5 
I: 
2 
1 
1 
1 
5 
1 
3 
3 
1 
2 
6 
6 
4 
B 
1 
3 
? 
8 
2 
(, 

2 
7 
1 
5 
3 
3 
I, 
1 
7 
2 
f:\ 
5 
1 
6 
B 
2 
4 
7 
2 
3 
2 
4 
5 
2 
2 
:; 
4 
3 
5 
2 
2 
2 
3 
1 

85 
85 

103 
83 

103 
103 
103 
103 

84 
83 

103 
103 
103 
103 
103 

83 
103 

~ 
103 
103 

B5 
85 
93 
85 

103 
94 

103 
83 

103 
B5 

103 
84 

103 
83 
94 
94 
93 

103. 
84 

103 
83 
83 

103 
35 
B3 

103 
93 
84 

103 
9 

' 
, 

103 
93 
B3 

103 
103 

94 
93 
91, 
B3 

103 
103 
103 

9'1 
103 

llO 
177 
ll8 
107 
~08 
138 
241 
137 
117 
450 
157 
136 
171 
1(,3 
137 
109 
ll5 
120 
:.65 
128 
174 
139 
141 
125 
1B7 
170 
133 
109 
134 
123 
93 

103 
25 

104 
loG 
159 
ll6 
149 
124 
loG 
151 
loB 
136 
128 
ll7 
187 
141 
ll7 
11,3 
llG 
131 
107 
101 

B7 
120 
ll3 
112 
;128 
13B 
102 
148 
1,13 
154 
139 
101 
241 

ll5 
231 
108 
104 
205 
146 

109 
147 
663 
109 
148 

153 

ll7 
98 

108 
169 

96 

133 
169 
loG 
233 
161 

97 
ll9 
138 

92 
104 

24 
91 

Jf 
103 
131 
loG 

87 
148 

89 
12B 
163 
126 
IB5 
142 
132 
ll7 

82 
13B 
96 

ll9 
63 

107 
loG 
llO 
138 
JJf4 

96 
139 
650 
:!-54 
130 

93 
3B7 

104 
136 
140 
llO 
213 
125 
226 
191 
97 

148 

ll9 

J.75 

98 

129 
160 

200 
141 
112 
137 
112 

159 
90 

127 

99 
100 

llB 
ll5 

129 
162 
147 

~g 
126 

1~~ 
112 

139 
103 
199 
149 
122 
120 

7:) 
129 
128 
121 
ll4 
120 
129 
105 
167 
ll9 
152 
l53 
113 

82 

3.2 
16.5 
5.5 
2.4 

22·9 
9.6 

24.0 
9.9 
5.3 

27.2 
15.4 
7.9 

15.1 
14.5 
lO.O 
3.0 
4.0 
5.6 

16.3 
6.9 

17•..J 

ll.4 
ll.8 
7.2 

14.9 
15.6 
9.7 
2.6 
~.B

.8 
-1.3 

.7 
-13.1 

1.3 
2.0 

14.2 
1,.9 

12.5 
6.B 
1.8 

12.0 
2.5 

10.4 
8.5 
5.11 

1:(.5 
10.8 
5.5 

ll.5 
5.6 
B.5 
1.9 

.5 
-3.3 
6.0 
3.5 
3.4 
7.1 

10.0 
.6 

12.1 
29.2 
13.6 
9.6 

.5 
18.6 

4.8 
20.7 
2.4 
1.5 

22.9 
ll.l 

2.8 
13.1 
28.6 
3.1 
9.4 

12.6 

5.5 
-.5 
2.0 

15.9 
-1.1­

B.6 
17.7 
1.8 

17.8 
14.0 
-.8 
4.9 

10.6 

-1.4 
.8 

-13.0 
-2.7 
-1.0 
13.2 
1.2 
7.9 
1.6 

-3.9 
10.4 
-3.1 
8.9 

16.6 
8.1 

IB.O 
ll.l 
9.9 
5.5 

-6.• 5 
9·7 
-·9 
5.7 

-10.4 
2.2 
1.7 
2.7 
B.2 

10.9 
-1.2 
10.1 
32.9 
12.8 
7.6 

-2.3 
24.5 

1.3 
10.6 
ll.9 
3.6 

22.8 
7.1 

26.1 
20.8 
-1.0 
14.6 

5.0 

17.2 

-.6 

9.1 
17.1 

25.8 
12.9 
4.0 

ll.O 
3.7 

15.6 
-3.0 

B.5 

-.3 
0 

5.2 
5.3 

8.3 
16.1 
14.3 
6.9 

15.2 
8.1 

ll.7 
-1.9 
4.0 

10.6 
1.2 

19.7 
15.2 
6.7 
5.7 

-7.9 
7.3 
8.1 
6.5 
4.3 
6.0 
8.3 
1.7 

16.5 
5.8 

14.5 
12.6 
4.2 

-5.7 

Sedgvick 
Seward 
Shawnee :2.1 
Sheridan 
Sherunn 
Smith 
Stnfford 

A 
1 
C 
2 
2 
4 

'" 

9'1 
103 

B5 
103 
103 

93 
103 

204 
227 
213 
131 
ll8 
101 
ll8 

212 

271 
96 

105 
161 

182 

112 
178 
105 

9B 
71 

19·7 
25.2 
lB.2 
B.l 
4.9 
.5 

;;.0 

19.0 

?1.3 
-1.3 

1.4 
13.7 

20.5 

3.9 
16.4 
1.5 
-.5 

-10.1 
See footnotes "-t end of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural. Ttiral-nont'arm, and rura.l-fllrnl males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -C""tinued 

(Rlltios and rates not 3hOllll for county residence and color grOUpS 1dth fever than 100 departures) 
: : :: 	 : . . . Replacement ratios 1I Replacement rates !!I 

: Stllte eco-: EconClllic :Stllte AM 
: nomic Ilrell: subregion :and status • 	 number • number • 

county y 	 Rural Rural Rural Ruraly y Rural 	 Ruralnonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

Kansas--Continued 

stanton 1 103 135 1.5 
 
Stevens 1 103 
 
5=er 3 94 155 180 128 13·7 17.9 8.2 
'lb0l2l8 2 103 117 132 5.2 	 9.3 
Trego 	 2 103 142 134 11.1 13.4 

:..61 2.8 15.1 -8.6Wabaunsee 	 5 83 109 75 

w..llace 	 1 103 203 24.5 


1.4 1~.4\/aslUngton 4 93 124 104 139 
 1.6 

Wichita 1 103 171 
 120 16.5 6.4 
 

8 97 104 .4 	 1.4\lUeon 83 101. -.8 
-.1 2.1 -2.6lIoodson 7 84 99 107 93 

207 222 18.8 20.1 
~otte B 85 

\/bite 221 19.8
238 21.2 
 
Nonvllite 100 
 o 

Ilolavare 

Kent 21 1 188 125
15 206 12.7 13.3 7.4 

\/bite 188 210 l2l 12.2 12·9 6.4 
Nonvlllte 189 16.S189 16.0 

New Castle A 15 165 170 134 13·9 14·3 10.3 
\/bite 169 174 137 14.2 14., 11.3 
Nanvllite 136 139 10.5 11.6 

Sussex 	 51> 1 15 150 161 120 11.2 12.5 6.0 
\/bite 144 158 115 10.1 11.9 4.5 
N')nvllite 171 170 14.9 14.3 

Hl!Lryland 
illegany 	 5a 1 ~7 162 166 110 14.4 14.9 3.8 
Anne Arundel 21 A 19 217 222 159 17.3 17.4 15.3 

\/bite 227 235 139 17.8 18.2 10.3 
Ronvllite 184 180 15.0 13.9 
 

l!al.timore A 19 
 188 158 119 17.7 18·9 5.7 
\!h1te 186 196 118 17.2 18.3 5.5 
Nonvhlte 224 226 31.3 33.3 

Baltimore C1ty A 	 19 -- - - - - - - lio rural. population- - - - - - - - - - ­
C..1.vert 	 51> 3 19 181 171 208 19.0 16.7 25.2 

\/bite 141 130 174 9.7 7.2 18.0 
lionwhite 252 253 35.2 35.9 
 

Caroline 
 4 15 128 134 114 8.67.5 4.3 
\/bite 126 132 113 6.7 7.7 4.1 

138 143 
 10.9 11.8Nonwhite. 
6.8 5.9 11.1

~~arroll c 16 128 
 125 139 
141 7.6 6.7 u.8lihUe 132 1'30 

70 74 -8.9 -7.6Nonvllite 
51> 4 15 226 146 22.4 23.3 11.5Cecil. 'if 218 


\/bite 225 
 235 147 23.4 24.5 11.7 
lionvllite 134 134 7.7 7.9 

28.6 28.5Charle. 21 	 3 19 259 266 230 
228 251 150 21.6 23.4\/bite 

lionvllite 324 295 46.8 42.1 
Dorcbe.ter 5a 4 15 99 102 85 -.3 
 .8 -5.0 

\/bite 81 88 84 
 -3.6 -3.2 ~5.4 

Nonvllite 135 146 9.7 12·5 
Frederick 2 16 18, 185 196 17.1 15.9 21.7 

White 187 183 201. 16.9 15.4 22.6 
NonvllUe 190 215 19.7 23.4 

1 27 178 173 187 18.1 16.3 23.3G&rrett 	 
~ 16 	 232 
 254 143 20.0 21.0Barford 'if 11.7 

\/bite 
 239 264 144 20.5 21.6 12.3 
Ifonvllite 173 179 13.8 14.8 
 

lIovard 
 c 16 175 180 145 13.6 13.8 12.0 
White 173 135 13.5179 13.1 9·1 

185 18.1 16.1Nonvllite 	 189 
4 142 137 10.1 8.7 14.0Kent 15 

White 145 10.3 15·7134 1.7 
lIoovllite 136 145 9.5 11.2 
 

Montgomery B 19 
 195 196 185 19.1 19.1 ~5.0 

194 18.7 18.2 23·5White 193 180 
lfonvb1te 201 204 25.8 24.9 

210 221 153 19.1 19.7 13.7Prince Georges 21 	 B 19 
17.2 18.3 7.2\/bite 	 207 221 129 

Nonvb1te 217 222 196 25.0 24.6 27.2 

4 15 136 129 158 9.0 7.3 14.2
Queen Ann." 	 6.9 4.6 13.2Whit-.' 	 127 118 152 

No!Jl!hlte 	 163 158 14.8 11~.C 
See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 1.3.-Rural., rural.-nonfllrm, and rural.-farm mal.es, 20-64: Replacement ra.tios and ra.tes, by color, for counties, 1960-10 ~l!lIltinued 

(Ratios Wldratcr. not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 departures).. .. .... 	 .. 
Replacement ratios ]/ Replacement rates ~ 

Statc AHA State eco-: Economic 
 
nomic erea; subregion
nnd status 

county y Rural. Rural. Rural. Rural.
munber nUJ'!".!ler y Rural. 	 Rural.Y 	 nonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

Marylsnd--Continued
St. Marys 21 j ~9 317 3'(1! 107 31.0 3:..5 23.4

White 338 423 174 30.1 31.9 20.4
Nonwhite 257 25ti 	 36.1 35·9Scmerset 	 5b 4 15 143 148 126 10.7 11.2 8.5
White 	 11B 114 	 130 4.4 3.2 9.2 
If~nwhite 185 201 	 20.8 22.6 

Tal.bot 	 4 15 135 121 203 9·3 5.8 24.2
White 121 102 194 5.4 .7 20.7 
Nonwhite 172 163 	 19.8 11.1 


Washington 	 5a 2 16 2G7 213 110 21.3 21.8 
 11.5
Wicomico 	 4 I!> 141 147 118 9·2 9·7 5.7

White 	 1,3 111! 7.4139 	 8.0 4.2 
Nonwhite lO'r 171 15.3 15.2

Worcester 4 15 138 148 101 9·2 11.1 2.2 
White 	 110 114 100 2.8 3.6 .2 
NOm/hite 	 213 220 	 23.2 24.3 

Virginia 
Accomack 9 15 132 140 99 8.5 10.1 -.3

White 101 113 87 1·9 3.4 -4.2 
Ifonwhite 	 180 184 20.6 21.0 

Albemarle 	 19 203 2115 165 19.8 19·9 18.6 
.hite 213 227 159 20.3 20.8 16.6 
Nonwhite 157 151 16.2 14.2 
 

Alleghany 3 26 187 18g 19·3 19.3
 
Al!telia 6 20 155 249 111 15.7 30.2 4.0 

White 138 96 10.6 -1.3 
Nonwhite 173 131 21.6 10·9

Amherst F 20 19S' 217 148 20.2 21.5 14.5
White 19B :?j2 108 19·9 23·1 2.8 
Nonwhite 203 1.74 21.3 15.6 

Appomattox f, 20 175 :81 168 16.6 15·2 19·1
White 1'(0 :88 149 15,4 15.;6 15.0 
Nonwhite 192 	 20.8 


Arlington 
 B 19 - - - - - - - - - - - No rural population - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Augusto. I, III 17" 186 152 15.2 16.0 12.5 
Bath 3 26 164 173 13.7 15.1 
Bedford 6 20 166 185 137 16.2 18.1 11.9 

White 	 157 	 180 126 13·9 16.6 8.5 
Nonwhite 211 202 21.3 24.3 

Bland 2 32 141 140 141 9·1 8.2 10·9
Botetourt 3 26 183 218 115 17.8 21.5 5.0 
Brunswick 7 25 211 236 201 25.3 24.5 26.1 

White 130 137 123 7.1 7.2 6.9 
NonwhI'te 311! 345 288 41.7 40.9 42.'( 

Buchanan 5b • 1 31 330 346 218 41.0 41. 5 35·2
Buckingham \l 20 185 221 112 21.7 28.0 4.0 

White 142 189 83 10.6 18.4 -5.7 
Nonwhite 254 39.4 11D.3 

Campbell F 20 19 215 156 17.6 18.1 16.1 
24~ 

White 	 179 212 124 14.4 16.5 7·3 
~onwhite 	 251 224 31.2 24.5 

Caroline 8 15 189 211 125 17.7 20·9 6.0 
White 150 153 1113 10.1 10.3 9.8 
Nonwhite 234 263 26.2 30.1 

CarrOll 5b ~ 32 171 184 154 16.7 17.6 15.1 
Charles City 8 15 252 213 28.0 29.1 
 

White 
 
Nonwhite 278 290 31.8 
 32·3 

Charlotte 7 25 168 267 123 17.2 28.3 7.5 
White 	 128 203 89 7.3 18.8 -3.5 
Nonwhite 253 186 36.1 26.6 

Chesterfield 	 C 20 223 232 1:;8 21.2 21.6 13.3 
White 220 227 155 lS·9 19·9 18.6 
Nonwhite 237 255 29·1 31.4 
 

Clarke I! 18 189 190 18.9 19·2 
 
Crals 3 26 118 121 4.8 
 5·5
Culpeper 5 19 160 172 128 14.2 15.9 8.2 

White 138 149 III 9·2 11.0 3.4 
Nonwhite 235 237 	 30.4 30.2 

Cumberland 	 5b 	 6 20 159 201 126 16.9 24.1 8.8 
White 	 107 124 2.1 7.6
Nonwhit,e 212 	 128 33.1. 10.4 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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'table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, mel rural-farm nt:lles, 20-64: Replacement ratio3 and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Continued 

{Ratios and rate. ,,"" shown for coun~ residence and color grouE" with fewer than 100 de12artures 1 
Replacement ratios II Replacement rates !!J 

State eco-: Economicstate ABA 
nomic nrca; Ilubregionand status 

county Rural Rural Rural Ruralnumber numberlJ y y Rural 	 Ruralnonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

Virg1nia--Cont1Dued 
Dickenson 5b 1 31 310 324 211 39.5 39.8 35.0 
Dinviddie 6 20 131 121 18'( 8.4 4.5 23.0 

White 144 150 135 9.0 8.3 10.6 
Nonwite 134 III 254 8.1 2.7 35.1 

Essex 8 15 169 169 110 13.8 13.1 16.1 
White 155 115 11.5 13.8 
NonWite 1B1 162 16.9 12.2 

FalrlllX B 19 166 168 128 11.9 12.0 9.2 
White 181 191 129 16.6 16.9 9.6 
Nonwite 64 63 -5.0 -5.2 

FDllquier 5 :19 163 160 161 14.2 12.9 11.2 
White 161 168 149 13.3 13.3 13.2 
Nonwhite 161 142 11.4 11.8 

Floyd 	 3 26 185 191 179 19.3 16.6 21.5 
Fl'.t'llUllla 5b 6 20 141 172 103 12.4 16.5 1.2 

White 135 153 108 9·5 13.2 2.6 
Nonwhite 166 198 11.0 20.1 

Franklin 1 25 218 221 215 24.5 22.6 2B.2 
White 213 226 195 23.1 23.0 23.2 
Nonwhite 252 193 34.4 19.6 

Frederick 4 18 168 117 134 14.0 14.7 10.2 
GUea 3 26 212 231 136 25.4 27.6 11.6 
Gloucester 8 15 153 162 12.5 14.0 

White 	 158 16B 13.3 14.9 
Nonwite 	 140 147 10.1 11.1 

Goochland 6 20 116 182 156 15.4 15.5 15.1 
White 129 139 6.0 7.2 
Nonwite 250 233 29.5 26.0 

Grayson 5b 2 32 178 186 161 17.5 11.2 18.1 
Greene 5 19 192 253 143 21.1 24.2 15.6 
Greeneville 10 21 212 249 176 28.3 32.7 22.5 

White 142 168 111 10.3 14.1 5.0 
Nonwhite 266 312 220 43.2 49.2 35.7 

Halifax 7 25 220 238 211 25.5 24.3 26.2 
White 179 205 164 15·9 16.4 15.5 
Nonwite 278 296 270 40.7 44.6 39·1 

Hanover 8 15 198 228 115 20.4 23.8 h.B 
White 163 163 ll4 12.6 14.6 4.2 
Nonwite 298 340 46.0 51.9 

Henric" C 20 164 168 114 12.1 12.4 4.2 
White 165 169 116 11.6 11.8 5.6 
Nonwite 160 164 16.0 17.2 

Henry 25 235 251 144 22.3 23.3 12.0 
White 212 225 146 18.2 18.1 13.4 
lionw1te 309 335 36.7 40.2 ---

Highland 	 3 26 128 85 6.1 -4.9 
lsI" of W1ght 10 21 203 214 170 20.5 21.4 16.9 

White 174 162 157 15.0 15.7 13.3 
Nonwhite 234 245 26.4 26.9 

Jamea City 6 15 140 136 7.5 7.0 

White 101 97 .1 -.4 

Nonw1te 227 221 24.5 23.5 

King e.nd Queen 6 15 176 198 142 16.6 21.6 12.3 
White 163 14.5 
Nonwhite 166 188 23.0 22.7 

King George 6 15 146 161 69 10.1 14.3 -11.9 
King William 6 15 179 162 171 17.6 17·0 20.0 

White 154 150 12.6 11.4 
Nonwite 216 223 24.1 23.5 

Lancaster 5b 8 15 118 126 80 5.0 6.6 -6.5 
White 	 96 102 -1.1 .6 
Nonwlte 164 173 15.8 11.4 

Lee 5a 1 31 219 240 185 30.8 35·7 22.8 
Loudoun 5 19 164 117 136 14.lt. 15.9 10.5 

White 153 163 134 12.0 13.1 9.4 
Nonwtt.. 227 241 26.9 27.8 

Louisa 6 20 139 171 90 10.8 16.8 -3.5 
White 123 152 85 6.3 12.2 -5.1 
Nonwite 169 201 102 16.9 24.0 1.1 

Lunenburg 	 7 25 181 164 119 18.3 16.6 20.4 
White 155 158 151 12.3 1l.4 13.4 
Nonwtite 222 230 216 28.1 26.5 29·7 

MBdioon 	 5 19 175 186 166 18.7 17.6 20.5 
\/bite 164 110 159 14.1 17.7 

22QliQaltJ~ teo 	 ~:¥ 
See footnlltes at end of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural., rural.-nonf=, and rural.-fnrm mal",s, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for cOW1ties, 1960-70 -C""tinued 

(Ratios nnd rate. not shown for coun~ residence and color §E0uEs with fewer thnn 100 deEarturesl .. .. .... .. 
State 

nnd. 
county 

AM 
status 

]) 

. . 
: State eco-: Eccnanic 
; nomic area; subregion 

number nwnber 
EI EI 

Replacement ratios ]I 

Rural. ituralRural. nonfarm farm 

Replacement rates !y 

Ru....al. Rural.Rural. nonfann farm 

VlrGinia--Continued 
Mat-hews IJ 15 lob 111 1.9 3.4 

White 
1[on"hite 

96 
136 

101 
141 

-1.3 
10.3 

.3 
11.2 

Mecklenburg 
White 
Nonwhite 

Middlesex 
White 

7 

8 

25 

15 

221 
154 
309 
110 

93 

231, 
194 
280 
113 

94 

212 
123 
327 

27.6 
12.0 
'19.5 
3.3 

-2.2 

26.1 
15.7 
46.4 
4.2 

-2.5 

29.2 
6.9 

51.8 

Nonwhite 
Montgomery 
Nnnsemond 

White 
Nonwhite 

Nelson 
White 
Nonwhite 

New Kent 
White 

3 
10 

6 

8 

26 
2l 

20 

15 

147 
331 
201, 
1'(1 
231 
160 
ll,6 
201 
154 
142 

161 
382 
218 
194 
233 
1'15 
169 
192 
156 

l68 
162 
132 
215 
121, 
lOl 

l3.8 
33.3 
21..8 
14.4 
27.9 
15.2 
11.8 
25.4­
10.9 
8.9 

l6.7 
35.7 
23.0 
16.6 
2'(.4 
1'(.5 
15.4 
23.4 
11.0 

17.7 
16.4 
8.5 

31.3 
8.0 

.5 

Nonwhite 167 164 13.1 12.2 
Norfolk 

White 
Nonwhite 

Northampton 

D 

9 

15 

l5 

212 
200 
239 
125 

217 
201 
250 
124 

180 
191 

132 

23.8 
20.8 
30.7 
7.0 

23·9 
20.3 
32.0 
6.3 

22.4 
24.5 

10.1 
White 
Nonwhite 

Northumberlaml 
White 
Nonwhite 

Notl.oway 
White 
Nonwhite 

Ora.nge 
White 
Nonwhite 

Page 
Patrick 
Pittsylvania 

Wllite 
Nonwhite 

Powhlltan 
WhIte 
Nonwhite 

Prj nce Edward 
White 
Nonwhite 

Prince George 2/
White 
Nonwhite 

Prince Williwn 2/
White 
Nonwhit~ 

Princess AnM 21 
White 
Nonwhite 

Puluski 
Rappahnnnock 
Richmond 

White 
Nonwhite 

5b 

511 

8 

6 

I, 
7 
7 

6 

6 

10 

5 

D 

3 
5 
!J 

l5 

20 

19 

l8 
25 
25 

20 

20 

21 

19 

15 

:>6 
19 
15 

96 
157 
153 
121 
226 
155 
120 
218 
147 
138 
179 
181, 
206 
230 
189 
3,,6 
232 
263 
181 
196 
163 
2"6 
395 
416 
347 
290 
310 
175 
315 
331 
263 
201 
173 
161 
l51, 
176 

103 
147 
163 
128 
233 
154 
113 
212 
161 
150 
189 
194 
252 
234 
199 
344 
228 
280 
139 
211 
208 
214 
454 
479 
39? 
307 
3~41 5 
337 
363 
261 
21'( 
231 
l72 
luo 

70 
19B 
1~5 
105 

159 
l36 

122 
118 

l55 
16'( 
225 
175 
348 
21,2 

179 
112 

17l 

l76 
166 

167 
149 

139 
88 

l"2 
14"( 

-.9 
15.2 
13.5 

6.:> 
25.1 
13.8 

5.4 
26.8 
11.1 
8.7 

20.6 
19.7 
22.1 
25.9 
18.2 
45.6 
26.3 
33.0 
15·7 
20.5 
12.9 
34.3 
25.8 
24.1 
32.2 
18.4 
Ij:l1 .7 
27.l 
27.l 
27.0 
22.2 
17.2 
13.8 
12.6 
16.8 

.8 
12.7 
14.3 
7.4 

23.7 
l3.0 
3.4 

24.9 
12.9 
10.1 
22.2 
20.8 
24.3 
23.7 
17.8 
4l.8 
23.3 
33.5 
6.8 

20.1 
17.6 
25.2 
26.3 
25.1 
31.2 
18.3 
l%.lI .2 
27.4 
2'1.7 
26.1 
23.7 
;>5.3 
14.6 
12.0 

-12.0 
24.7 
9·7 
2.1 

16.5 
10.1 

6.7 
5.5 

15.6 
18.8 
29.4 
19.0 
49.9 
36.7 

21.3 
3.5 

19.3 

20.3 
18.1 

21.5 
16.8 

13.1 
-4.1 
12.0 
13.3 

Roanoke 
White 
Nonwhite 

Rockbridge 
Rockingham 
Russell 
Scott 
Shenandoah 
Sll1)'th 
Southu.'1Jpton 

White 
Nonwhite 

Spotsylvania 
White 
Nonwhite 

5)' 
5b 

A 

3 
I, 
2 
,,'
II 
!? 

lO 

5 

26 

26 
18 
32 
32 
18 
32 
<n 

19 

164 
159 
219 
203 
203 
220 
200 
11.4 
231 
239 
205 
266 
182 
171 
228 

165 
161 
208 
249 
221 
266 
222 
165 
250 
259 
21'9 
267 
l!i2 
173 
261, 

153 
11.3 

l21 
160 
167 
177 
102 
192 
213 
ll;6 
263 
146 
165 

13.3 
12.1 
36.0 
20.1 
19.4 
24.8 
21.7 
10.3 
25.2 
27.1 
19.4 
33.7 
J.7.l 
14.5 
27.7 

13.0 
11.9 
33.1 
24.9 
21.1 
29.1 
22.6 
l3.7 
25.3 
28.1 
22.9 
33.5 
l7.6 
13.7 
33.0 

1.'(.3 
ll,.2 

5·9 
15.0 
17.5 
20.5 

.6 
24.4 
25.5 
11.6 
34.0 
14.l 
19.6 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfann, and rural-fa....." males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Ccntinued 

(Ratios and rates not shown for countz residenCe. and color !!!ouj2s with fewer than 100 de~ures2 

state 
and 

county 

: 

AHA 
status 

y 

: :: 

• State eeo-: Economic 
; nomic area; subregion 

nwnber nwnber 
El gj 

Replacement ratios 2/ 

Rural Rural
Rural nonfarm fann 

: 
Replacement rates y 

Rural RuralRural nonferm farm 

Virg!nia--Continue<i 
Stafford '1.1 5 19 186 194 14.5 15.3 
Surry 10 21 202 202 200 24.5 20.6 27.8 

White 88 -3.3 
Nonwhlte 300 283 43·0 46.2 

Sussex 10 21 2ll 207 219 25.8 24.8 27.6 
Wllite 152 1-50 156 ll·7 10.9 n.3 
Nonwhite 251 241 272 35.9 34.3 39.0 

Tazewell 1 31 232 239 193 27.8 28.0 26.8 
Warren 4 18 201 229 21.11 24.4 
Washington 2 32 207 224 189 22.5 22.8 22.1 
Westmoreland 5b 8 15 137 136 140 9·8 9. 4 ll.O 

White ll6 ll7 113 4.1 4.2 3.8 
Nonwhite 164 158 17.2 15.7 

Wise 5a 1 31 235 238 191 28.7 28.7 2'7.6 
Wythe 
York 2/

White 

2 
E 

32 
15 

188 
215 
220 

2ll 
218 
224 

150 21.4 
17.1 
16.3 

24.8 
17.2 
16.2 

14.5 

Nonwhite 202 205 20.2 20.6 

West Virginia. 
Ilarbour 
Berkeley 

5b 3 
6 

27 
18 

194 
III 

225 
96 

98 
209 

22.8 
2·9 

27.8 
-1.0 

-.5 
23·7 

lloone 5a 4 31 243 250 31.0 31.8 
Braxton 5b 2 30 181 214 114 22.1 27.8 5.0 
:"'ooke 1 29 178 184 16.5 17.1 
Cabell 5a B 30 182 185 158 17.4 17.7 14.8 
Calhoun 5b 2 30 188 :L80 214 23.6 21.8 29·0 
Clay 5b 2 30 259 273 33,8 34.7 
Doddridge 5a 2 30 169 192 ll4 19.1 22.6 5.8 
Fayette 5a 4 31 182 181 190 22.6 22.4 29·4 

White 183 182 191 21.8 21.5 30.1 
Nonwhite lo76 176 28.5 28.8 

Gil.mer 5b 2 30 191 208 lo48 24,2 25·9 17.7 
Gr......t 5b 5 26 190 183 203 20.5 18.0 25·5 
Greenbrier 5a 5 26 175 169 216 18.6 lo6.9 29.1 

lIhite 180 174 215 lo9.4 17.8 29·0 
Non>Jhite 105 103 2.0 1.1 

Hampshire 5b 5 26 188 206 144 21.0 :>3.1 13·4 
Hancock 1 29 161 164 11.9 12.3 
Hardy 
llarl'ison 

5b 
sa 

5 
3 

26 
27 

199 
176 

239 
180 

157 
143 

21.0 
17.6 

25.2 
18.0 

14.7 
13·7 

Jackson 5a 2 30 213 245 lo74 21.7 23.4 18.4 
Jefferson 6 18 186 193 158 17.2 17.0 18.1 
Kanawha 5a C 31 223 224 194 24.7 24.7 25·4 

White 223 224 194 24.2 24.2 25.4 
Nonwhite 234 234 44.0 44.0 

Lewis 5b 2 30 174 185 142 18.8 20.5 12·9 
Lincoln 5b 2 30 245 252 219 31.8 31.7 32.2 
Logan 5a 4 3lo 252 253 32.3 32.6 

White 2611 266 33.1 33.4 
Nonwhite l.l!6 146 18.3 18.3 

f>\cDO>.'cll 5a 4 31 238 238 32.3 32.4 
White 267 267 34.1 34.2 
Nonwhite 173 173 25.4 25.4 

Mar.ion 5a 3 27 167 169 138 16.2 16.5 10.8 
White 170 172 141 16.5 16.8 11.4 
Nonwhite 109 4.3 

Marshall 50. A 29 156 163 134 12.5 12.8 10.9 
Mason 5a 2 30 184 178 198 18·9 16.8 25.0 
Mer~er 50. 4 31 220 223 193 25.7 25.5 28.4 

White 225 229 195 26.0 25·7 29. 2 
Nonwhite 151 151~ 18.1 19.3 

Minerl1l 5a 5 26 190 198 140 lo9·7 20.8 10,7 
Mingo 
Monongl1lio. 
Monroe 
Horgan 
Nicholas 

5a 
5a 
5a 
5b 
5b 

4 
3 
5 
6 
2 

31 
27 
26 
18 
30 

280 
183 
laG 
152 
227 

280 
188 m 
223 

137 
175 

222 

41.2 
19·2 
19·7 
12.1 
26.7 

41.2 
20.0 
19.7 
11.2 
26.3 

10.6 
19.8 

29. 8 
bhio 5a A 29 143 lo54 10.1 12.0 
Pendleton 5b 5 26 158 205 131 15.1 22.6 9.2 
Pleasants 5a 1 29 221 241 24.6 27.4 
Pocahontas 
Preston 

5b 
5b 

5 
3 

26 
27 

164 
188 

168 
195 

159 
162 

16.9 
21.0 

16.3 
21.5 

18.3 
18.7 

?utnam 50. 2 30 208 213 183 22.1 22.4 20.3 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Toble 13.-1lural., rural.-nonfarm, and rural.-farm maJ.es, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for caunties, 1960-'{0 -Caltinued 

(Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and color ~2!!l!B with fewer than 100 de~uresl 

State 
and 

county 

: 

AHA 
status 
li 

: :: . . 
: State eco-: Econanic 
: nanic area: subregion
• number • number 

y Y 

Replacement ratios If 

Rural. RuralRural. nonfarm farm 

: 
R"Jillacement rates !y 

Rural. Rural.Ru!-al. noofarm :farm 

V...t Virginia-Continued 
Raleigh 5& 4 31 206 208 155 26.2 26.6 16.6 

WII1te 
IICa1Ib1te 

213 
144 

216 
.'1.43 

152 26.9 
17.0 

27.3 
16.7 

16.0 

RaDdol.ph 
Ritchie 
Roane 
S_n 
1'aylor 
'l'ueker 

5b 
5& 
5b 
5b 
50­
5b 

5 
2 
2 
5 
3 
5 

26 
30 
30 
26 
27 
26 

192 
144 
133 
178 
191 
217 

lB7 
147 
143 
192 
214 
228 

215 
132 
111 
142 

21.2 
13.2 

9.0 
19.2 
24.8 
25.6 

19.7 
13.6 
11.2 
21.2 
29.4 
28.7 

30.5 
11.5 
3.4 

12.7 

:~ler 
Upehur 
Wayne 
Veb8ter 
Wetzll1 
il1rt 

5& 
5b 
5a 
5b 
5,. 
5& 

1 
2 
B 
2 
1 
2 

29 
30 
30 
30 
29 
30 

163 
190 
228 
200 
157 
161 

174 
220 
229 
204 
168 
165 

134 
127 
216 

97 
154 

15.8 
22.4 
29.6 
26.6 
14.7 
15.6 

17.0 
25.8 
29.5 
26.8 
16.8 
14.9 

11.4 
10.2 
30.0 

-.9 
16.7 

Wood 5a 1 29 204 214 157 20.8 21.4 16.6 
Wyad.ng 5b 4 31 315 312 39.6 39.2 

!forth Carolins 
Alamance 

White 
IIc:mvb1te 

Alexander 
Alleghany 
Anson 

Wh1te 
Nonwh1te 

A.he 
Avery 
Beaufort 

White 
Ronvb1te 

Bertie 
Wh1te 
Nonwhite 

Bladen 
White 
Nonvb1te 

Brun.wick 
Wh1te 
Ronvb1te 

5b 
5b 

5b 
5b 

5b 

5b 

3 

2 
1 
5 

1 
1 

10 

7 

11 

11 

25 

33 
33 
34 

33 
33 
22 

21 

22 

22 

219 
204 
279 
222 
175 
260 
206 
337 
184 
212 
214 
186 
274 
235 
144 
343 
263 
222 
346 
231 
229 
233 

237 
226 
285 
2~2 
226 
267 
218 
328 
225 
241 
215 
182 
264 
199 
131 
302 
247 
228 
282 
230 
238 
216 

172 
136 
268 
174 
137 
246 
184 
361 
158 
152 
213 
190 
305 
273 
161 
375 
282 
217 
443 
232 
210 

22.0 
18.4 
38.4 
21.1 
16.9 
34.7 
22.6 
52.7 
20.0 
26.0 
26.2 
18-;9 
114.6 
30.2 
10.7 
49.1 
34.9 
28.1 
46.8 
27.6 
25.9 
31.2 

22.5 
19.6 
37.8 
21.9 
21.4 
33.4 
22.6 
48.7 
23.3 
29.3 
24.7 
16.4 
lJo.l 
21.4 
7.1 

1Jo.3 
29.4 
25.8 
35.9 
26.2 
25.8 
27.0 

19.7 
10.6 
39.7 
19·0 
10.9 
38.3 
22.7 
65.2 
16.7 
16.0 
29.0 
22.3 
60.4 
39.8 
16.3 
56.1 
42.9 
31.5 
61.8 
31.4 
26.2 

Buncombe 
Burke 

Wh1te 
Nonvb1te 

Cabarruo 
llhite 
l'Ionvb1te 

Caldwell 
CMlden 

Wh1te 
l'Ionvb1te 

carteret 2/
Caove11 

Wh1te 
l'Ionwh1te 

Catawba 
Wh1te 
lfonvi11te 

Chatham 
Wh1te 
Nonvb1te 

Chorokee 
Chovan 

Wh1te 
l'Ionvb1te 

Clay 
Cleveland 

Wh1te 
lion,th1te 

ColUIIbuB 
Wh1te 
l'Ionvb1te 

5b 

5b 
5b 

5b 

A 
2 

4 

2 
10 

11 
3 

4 

4 

1 
7 

1 
5 

11 

33 
33 

34 

33 
22 

22 
25 

34 

34 

33 
21 

33 
34 

22 

183 
200 
202 
178 
239 
236 
262 
250 
180 
153 
235 
276 
245 
192 
316 
235 
229 
305 
203 
170 
286 
214 
249 
138 
439 
186 
233 
207 
336 
253 
233 
29'.! 

190 
203 
204 
191 
275 
284 
221 
270 
179 
178 

281 
253 
209 
305 
255 
247 

231 
207 
266 
237 
355 

198 
248 
235 
300 
224 
215 
236 

158 
169 
177 

148 
120 

162 
181 

241 
182 
324 
154 
153 

166 
136 

141 
185 

99 

175 
206 
160 
1Jo7 
284 
248 
395 

17.9 
19.7 
19.8 
17·9 
26.3 
25.2 
35.5 
25.4 
20.5 
15.0 
29.6 
22.7 
31.5 
20.1 
46.6 
23.5 
22·3 
1Jo.7 
22.8 
15.7 
39.5 
26.2 
32.0 
8.8 

63.8 
22.7 
-26.8 
21.6 
1KI.2 
30.5 
25.2 
~3.0 

18.0 
19.8 
19.8 
19.8 
29.4 
29.7 
26.4 
26,0 
lB.4 
18.1> 

22.7 
27-5 
17.6 
43.2 
24.7 
23.4 

25.2 
19.2 
35,6 
28.4 
43.1 

21.7 
26.7 
23.5 
41.8 
25.5 
21.2 
33.2 

17.3 
18.4 
20.1 

13.5 
5.9 

19.9 
26.8 

34.9 
22.6 
49.1 
15.2 
14.4 

16.2 
10·5 

14.4 
21.8 
-.2 

24.0 
26.8 
16.4 
59.3 
35.6 
26.5 
57.7 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Tab~e ~3.-RuraJ., ruraJ.-nonf=, and ruraJ.-farm males, 20-6~: Rep~acement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 196Q..70 -Cattinued. 

~Ratios and rates not shawn for cOWltl residence and color §!:O\1Ji!s with fewer than 100 d!:l!artures 1 
: : :: :. . . Replacement ratios 11 Replacement rates !!J 

: State eco-: Econanie :State AHA 
an<l. status ; nanic area; subregion ; 

county }j RuraJ. RuraJ. RuraJ. Rural.number number 
Rural. Rural.Y Y nonfarm fa.rm nonfarm farm 

North Carolin&--Continued 
Craven 21 11 22 288 321 202 23.8 23.7 2~.6 

White 27~ 312 1~ 20.0 20.5 16.1 
Nonwhit.. 

CWnberland 11 
White 

5a 9 23 
329 
541 
605 

348 
6(8 
773 

290 
220 
179 

40.5 
36.0 
35.2 

40.2 
36.4 
36.2 

~1.7 
31.7 
n.8 

Nonwhite 390 ~18 317 39.8 37.3 52·9 
Currituck 10 22 154 1~9 12.8 11.2 

White 15~ 137 12.8 8.7 
Nonwhite 

Dare 21 
Davidson 

10 
~ 

22 
34 

155 
121 
227 

in 
247 159 

12.9 
5.2 

n.3 
5.1 

22.0 16.5 
White 22~ 246 155 20.6 21.5 15.4 
Nonwhite 259 254 32.6 31.0 

Davie ~ 34 202 224 150 19.7 20.8 14.9 
Duplin 

White 
11 22 235 

216 
238 
227 

233 
208 

27.0 
22.4 

25.0 
21.2 

29.0 
23.5 

Nonwhite 272 255 290 36.5 32.5 ~1.0 
DurhlUll F 25 185 193 151 16.6 17.1 14.1 

White 163 17~ 119 12.0 13.0 5.7 
lIonvhite 263 267 35.~ 35.5 

Edgecombe 
White 

8 2~ 296 
226 

319 
281 

277 
178 

~0.3 
26.0 

~0.6 
30.9 

40.0 
19.7 

llOnwr.ite 367 358 374 5~.6 52.6 56.3 
Forsyth 

White 
B 25 181 

177 
198 
195 

ll~ 
110 

1~.4 
13.5 

15.6 
14.8 

4.7 
3.5 

Nonwhite 237 250 31.9 33.1 
Franklin 5a 6 24 198 185 208 24.1 18.2 29.4 

White 160 151 167 13.3 10.0 16.8 
No/lllhite 

Gaston 5 34 
247 
230 

239 
240 

252 
136 

42.1 
23.3 

36.1 
24.2 

46.0 
9.7 

White 226 238 120 22.2 23.4 5.6 
Nonwhite 262 256 32.0 31.1 

Gates 
White 

5b 7 21 ~96 
115 

212 
125 

175 
104 

23.1 
4.1 

25.2 
6.5 

20.2 
l..~ 

Nonwhite 317 322 44.6 42.4 
Graham 5b 1 33 196 196 195 23.2 21.3 26.6 
Granville 5a 3 25 208 233 190 23.4 24.4 22.6 

White :;.66 205 132 14.5 19.1 8.7 
Nonwhite 271 301 258 36.5 36.8 36.4 

Greene 5b 8 24 303 251 332 38.9 27.6 46.0 
White 200 166 221 20.2 13.0 24.6 
Nonwhite 459 387 496 6~.5 46.7 75.7 

Guilford c 25 191 213 139 17.3 18.8 11.3 
White 185 214 125 16.1 18.4 7.3 
Nonwhite 222 207 25.1 21.5 

Hal.i1'sx 
White 

5b 7 21 274 
159 

239 
165 

314 
147 

36.0 
12.2· 

25.8 
12.8 

51.7 
10.8 

Nonwhite 339 3()1~ 368 49.8 35.8 66.3 
Harnett 6 24 245 263 225 27.5 27.7 27.2 

White 235 264 205 25.2 26.5 23.3 
Nonwhite 277 261 303 34.6 30.8 41.2 

Haywood 
Henderson 

1 
1 

33 
33 

207 
170 

237 
169 

152 
173 

21.4 
15.3 

23.2 
14.6 

15.7 
19.2 

Hertford 7 21 250 241 262 32.5 30.3 35.3 
White 203 196 210 18.7 16.0 22.1 
Nonwhite 274 261 293 41.6 39.7 44.1 

Hoke 5b 9 23 340 350 329 45.1 42.9 48.0 
White 217 242 193 22.7 22.4 23.2 
Nonwhite 434 421 454 61.3 58.4 65.1 

I/yde 
White 

5b 10 22 156 
144 

187 
180 

105 14.8 
10.7 

21.4 
17.0 

1.6 

Nonwhite 173 194 22.1 26.9 
Iredell 4 34 202 214 177 20.1 20.3 19.5 

White 192 204 163 18.0 19.0 15.4 
Nonwhite 273 285 33.8 28.6 

Jackson 5b 1 33 193 221 120 20.6 23.7 6.9 
Johnston 6 24 243 246 241 28.4 25.9 30.5 

White 231 232 230 25.2 22.7 27.2 
Nonwhite 298 299 297 45.8 41.2 50.6 

Jones 11 22 256 307 219 29·9 33.4 26.3 
White 262 225 29.0 26.7 
Nonwhite 249 284 31.0 34.7 

Lee 6 24 243 270 210 27.7 27.3 28.6 
White 218 228 206 23.2 21.0 27.2 
~UII :

Se~OOtnotcs at end of table. 
3!22 48·7 
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Table 13.-Rural., rural.-non1'arm, and rural.-farm maJ.es, 20-64, Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 ~ 

(Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and co1or l2:ool1s with fever than 100 de])&r1;uresl 
: : :: : 

state 
and 

county 

AHA 
status 
}j 

. . ,
: State ecc>-: Ecooanic • 
: nanic area: subregioo : 
• number • number • 

:Y :Y 

Rep1scement ratios }/ 

Rura1 Rura1Rura1 nonfarm farm 

Repl~ement rates !!/ 

Rura1 Rura1Rural. noof= farm 

North CaroLina-Continued 
Lenoir 

White 
Noowite 

Linco1n 
White 
Nomrhite 

McDowell 
Macon 
Madison 

51> 

51> 
51> 

8 

5 

2 
1 
1 

24 

34 

33 
33 
33 

314 
299 
339 
220 
212 
284 
200 
166 
247 

339 
351 
318 
217 
212 

210 
180 
322 

285 
234 
361 
226 
213 

114 
134 
210 

36.9 
31.9 
47.0 
22.7 
20.7 
43.6 
20.5 
16.5 
30.7 

36.9 
34.7 
42.4 
20.2 
18.9 

21.6 
18.5 
40.1 

37.0 
27.0 
52.0 
30.0 
26.2 

4.9 
10.5 
25.1 

Martin 
White 
Non.mite 

MeckJ.enburg 
White 
Noawhite 

Mitchell 5b 

7 

D 

1 

21 

34 

33 

241 
177 
341 
19B 
185 
273 
178 

230 
179 
311 
202 
191 
263 
179 

249 
177 
362 
166 
135 

175 

32.2 
18.0 
53.2 
17.8 
15.0 
37.5 
19.3 

27.8 
16.1 
48.6 
17.8 
15.4 
35.4 
17.9 

35.4 
19.6 
56.1 
17.6 

9.9 

22.0 
Monteomery 

White 
NonWite 

4 34 195 
178 
260 

19B 
183 
255 

185 
158 

21.6 
17.4 
38.4 

21.3 
18.0 
33.8 

23.8 
14.9 

Moore 
White 
NonWite 

Nash 
White 
Noawhite 

New Hanover 

9 

8 

11 

23 

24 

22 

211 
19B 
250 
264 

~ 
179 

213 
194 
265 
272 
241 
339 
185 

205 
209 

258 
182 
362 

23.7 
20.3 
36.5 
33.7 
21.9 
53.8 
15.7 

22.9 
18.1 
39.3 
29.5 
22.7 
47.1 
16.4 

26.1 
26.7 

37.8 
20.9 
57.6 

White 179 186 14.7 15.4 
Non.mite 

Northampton 51> 7 21 
176 
260 

176 
235 297 

23.5 
34.2 

23.7 
28.1 44.1 

-White 
Nonwite 

Onslow 21 
White 
Norrwbite 

Orange 
White 

11 

3 

22 

25 

167 
337 
668 
735 
404 
218 
188 

156 
310 
765 
868 
405 
219 
196 

187 
372 
260 
243 

216 
161 

111.7 
49.5 
45.6 
46.2 
41.],. 
20.7 
14.8 

U.5 
43.8 
46.6 
47.4 
40.:t 
18.7 
14.5 

21.6 
57.0 
33.7 
31.0 

30.2 
16.6 

Nonwite 
Pamllco 11 22 

297 
204 

287 
226 

318 
142 

37.6 
25.2 

32.4 
27.5 

53.1 
14.7 

White 181 200 131 20.0 22.6 10.3 
Nonwite 

Pasquotank 
White 

21 10 22 
262 
273 
211 

285 
314 
245 

165 
36.8 
28.3 
17.0 

37.2 
30.5 
17.9 

17..5 
-

Nonwite 
Pender 11 22 

365 
211 

390 
262 146 

48.6 
26.a 

50.1 
32.~· 13.7 

White 168 201 135 17.2 21.5 10.9 
Non.mite 

Perquimans 7 21 
280 
16') 

333 
188 

171 
116 

38.8 
15.2 

45.3 
20.0 

19.7 
5.1 

White 
Nonwhite 

lUd 
237 

128 
241 

92 ~ 
34.2 

5.9 
34.5 

-2.5 

Person 51> 3 25 261 249 270 31.3 25.1 36.7 
White 211 227 197 21.2 19.9 22.8 
Nonwite 367 386 54.4 55.4 

Pitt 5b 8 24 260 258 261 32.6 30.3 34.7 
White 225 227 223 23.4 21.5 25.4 
ilom..hite 304 297 310 46.7 45.4 47.8 

Po1k 
Randolph 

5 
4 

34 
34 

185 
197 

202 
216 

124 
148 

19.5 
18.6 

21.2 
19.8 

8.9 
13.4 

White 188 206 142 17.1 18.3 11.9 
Nonwhite 340 38.3 

Richmond 5a 9 23 256 268 206 31.4 31.4 31.3 
White 213 217 197 22.3 21.3 28.6 
Nonwite 352 377 53.4 55.3 

Robecon 9 23 303 280 322 41.4 35.4 46.8 
White 218 227 210 23.0 22.6 23.5 
Norrwbite 358 319 387 54.6 47.0 60.2 

Rockingham 3 25 202 204 200 19.9 17.3 24.8 
White 194 201 186 18.2 16.1 22.5 
Norrwbite 239 214 281 28.0 23.9 33.9 

Rowan 4 34 206 215 163 20.6 21.0 17.6 
White 197 209 139 18.2 19.2 11.0 
NooWite 262 246 37.8 34.0 

Rutherford 5 34 194 213 134 21.4 22.9 12:4 
White 186 208 121 19.6 21.7 7:8 
Nomohite 279 264 40.5 36.0 

See footnotes at end of tMe. 
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Tal>le 13.-Rural, rural-nonrarllf, and rural-farm JIIales. 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by- color, for counties, 15160-70 ~mrtinued 

(Ratios and rates not shown for coun!:l residence and color !!!:ouEs with fewer than 100 d~E!:!:!:uresl 

State 
..nd 

county 

: 

ARA 
status 

11 

: :: . . : 
: State ..eo-: Eeonanie • 
; nanic area; subregion ; 

number number 
Y Y 

Replacement ratios 21 

Rural Rural
Rural nonfarm farm 

: 
Replacement rates !if 

Rural Rural
Rural noofarm farm 

~.~ Carol1Da--Continued 
bo......"l'on 

\itl1te 
JIOmIMte 

SeotlaDd 
lIb1te 
IJCavh1te 

BtuJ;r 
IIb1te 

5b 6 

9 

4 

24 

23 

34 

233 
215 
269 
267 
201 
367 
217 
215 

278 
238 
351 
:234 
191 
318 
226 
225 

209 
203 
220 
366 

457 
189 
185 

29.3 
24.4 
40.4 
38.6 
23.1 
63.2 
21.9 
21.2 

31.6 
23.6 
~1.1 
30.1 
20.9 
49.8 
21.6 
21.0 

27.5 
24.9 
33.9 
63.2 

90·2 
23.2 
22.2 

JIomIbj.te 
SttUt_ 

~ 
White 

3 
3 

25 
25 

239 
212 
219 
218 

232 
193 
214 
215 

224 
225 
221 

29.7 
21.3 
22.6 
22.3 

27.6 
14.2 
19.2 
19.2 

27.3 
29.0 
28.1 

IIcam1te 
IIlIIiJ.l, 
'rra&lq1ftDia 
!1'm'ell 
IiUCIIl 

lftI1te 
Ifi'Oa1Ib1tel 

Taaee 
1ftIite 
IIc:ID*1te 

5b 

5b 

56 

1 
1 

10 
5 

3 

33 
33 
22 
34 

25 

238 
184 
224 
179 
234 
215 
334 
247 
198 
328 

182 
245 
157 
274 
256 
373 
256 
222 
343 

139 

189 
168 
294 
240 
170 
320 

27.6 
22.1 
24.5 
20.6 
26.1 
22.2 
47.0 
31.2 
20.8 
48.2 

21.3 
25.8 
16.0 
27.0 
24.0 
44.2 
28.2 
21.7 
46.2 

13.7 

24.3 
18.8 
51.8 
34.7 
18.9 
49.5 

Wake 
llbite 
IIomIh1te 

warren 
lIblte 
J:tIOI1Ib1te 

\Iaob1Dgt.on 
llbite 
1kID1Ib1te 

Watanp 
~.'if 

IIh1te 
JIo1Ivb1te1

lI1lIt". 
llbite 
.o.mute 

lIllaon 
Vb1te 
IfomdI1te 

Yadldn 
Yancey­

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

E 

6 

7 

1 
8 

2 

8 

3 
1 

24 

24 

21 

33 
24 

33 

24 

25 
33 

215 
194 
259 
229 
137 
311 
277 
216 
372 
203 
254 
273 
225 
248 
250 
233 
236 
197 
303 
179 
224 

226 
212 
259 
221 
142 
306 
300 
252 
350 
239 
263 
361 
172 
278 
279 

249 
243 
256 
201 
278 

196 
162 
258 
235 
131 
315 
239 
177 

178 
242 
201 
356 
182 
185 

227 
174 
349 
157 
177 

21.3 
16.2 
35.2 
32.2 
1.0.0 
49.6 
34.4 
24.0 
48.5 
24.6 
23.5 
23.2 
24.0 
28.5 
28.4 
31.6 
29.5 
20.8 
45.1 
16.5 
27.4 

19.8 
16.2 
30.9 
25.6 

9.7 
40.0 
33.3 
25.7 
40.8 
26.8 
19.7 
22.6 
13.8 
29·9 
29.5 

27.5 
23.2 
34.0 
17.0 
31.2 

25.7 
16.4 
43.6 
40.0 
10.3 
59.2 
37.4 
21.0 

22.2 
32.3 
24.6 
49·4 
23.5 
24.1 

31·2 
19·0 
56.6 
15.7 
22.1 

Scn1tb CarollDa 
Abbertllo 

llbite 
ktnIh1te 

Ail<9D 5b 
llbit. 
lfoInIh1te 

AlI8Ildale 5b 
llbite 
~1te 

ADdel'llon 
White 
Bosmb1te 

Buaberg 5b 
White 
IIoIlVh1te 

J!armre11 5b 
tillite 
lIoavh1te 

Beaufort 'if 5b 
llbite 
1I00000te 

Berkeley­ 5b 
llbite 
lonvh1te 

C/alhoun 5b 
llbite 
IoG1dI1te 

Cbarleatcm 'if 
llbite 
~Ull : 

s..eootnotes at end of tallie. 

4 

B 

6 

2 

6 

6 

b 

8 

6 

C 

42 

35 

36 

34 

36 

36 

37 

37 

36 

37 

231 
209 
28.", 
23(:; 
213 
298 
282 
181 
346 
197 
183 
263 
270 
164 
366 

~~ 
419 
887 

1,439 
427 
304 
244 
354 
269 
152 
376 
325 
267 
~ 

263 
233 
345 
232 
223 
258 
315 

370 
221 
207 
294 
252 
168 
330 

:~ 
380 
957 

1,573 
443 
327 
264 
385 
229 
155 
3'J4 
329 
273 
/w1 

168 
160 

257 
157 
421 
223 

144 
127 
210 
291 

409 
304 

233 
162 
273 
320 
144 
462 
250 

25.3 
21.1 
36.4 
25.6 
19.8 
45.2 
37.0 
13.7 
57.8 
19.7 
16.7 
35.5 
34.8 
14.9 
49.3 
44.7 
16.0 
93·7 
'n.7 
83.4 
63.1 
43.0 
26.8 
59.8 
41.3 
13.6 
64.0 
35.1 
22.9 
~~·2 

28.1 
22.8 
42.8 
23.3 
20.2 
35.6 
39.3 

63.0 
22.0 
19.0 
41.2 
29. Jf 
14.7 
40.4 
40.0 
18.8 
69.3 
79.2 
84.8 
6I!.2 
43.6 
28.0 
62.0 
30.6 
12.8 
49.3 
34.9 
23.0 
55.6 

17.3 
15.8 

42.2 
16.5 
78.2 
31.5 

12.2 
8.1 

25.1 
42.8 

62.2 
53.2 

39.7 
18.1 
52.0 
57·0 
14.6 
80.4 
41.7 
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Table ~3.-Rural. rural-nonfarm, and rurlil-farm males. 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates. by color. for counties, ~960-70 -C=tinued 

(Ratiosnnd rates not shown for countl residence and color !l!:ouEs with fewer than 100 deEarturesl 
: : :: : 

Stllte 
and 

county 

AM 
status 

y 

. . 
: Stllte eco-: Economic 
: nomic area: Bubregion 
• number • number 

y Y 

Replacement ratios ]I 

Rural RuralRural nonfarm farm 

Replacement rates y 

Rural RuralRural nonfarm farm 

South Carolina--Continued 
Cherokee 3 34 233 237 220 27.1 26.2 30.0 

White 221 231 192 23.8 24.2 22.0 
Nonwhite 285 27~ 45.6 39·0 

Chester 5b 3 34 227 259 166 28.5 31.3 20.3 
White ~98 248 94 20.6 26.8 -1.8 
Nonwhite 270 277 259 42.5 40.4 47.4 

Chesterfield 5b 5 35 273 298 243 34.9 33.7 36.9 
White 204 222 184 21.0 20.2 22.6 
Nonwhite 469 507 42~ 74.4 75.0 73.5 

Clarendon 5b 6 36 335 322 342 54.4 47.7 58·9 
White 210 214 207 25.1 :=4.9 25.4 
Nonwhite 409 415 406 72.3 66.9 75.1 

Co11eton 5b 8 37 232 260 175 30.9 34.6 21.2 
White 176 196 141 16.8 19.4 11.0 
Nonwhit~ 298 324 228 49.4 52.2 39.6 

Darlington 5b 6 36 291 272 315 35.8 28.6 48.5 
White 217 229 199 20.7 19.6 23.4 
Nonwhite 406 362 446 63.8 53.1 74.2 

Dillon 7 ~3 312 241 368 44.1 31.5 53.1 
White 249 196 297 31.1 19.6 42.0 
Nonwhite 400 316 457 62.3 56.6 65.0 

Dorchester 5b 8 37 262 275 225 31.0 30.8 31.8 
White 216 254 141 20·9 23.4 11.7 
NonwhHe 309 293 43.2 39.4 

Edgerie1d 4 42 250 260 230 33.4 32.5 35.8 
White 147 182 95 10.8 15.7 -1.7 
Nonwhite 3<;4 331 55.1 49.0 

Fairfield 4 42 221 225 209 28.5 26.8 36.1 
White 146 164 11.7 14.9 
Nonwhite 297 295 303 43.1 38.4 59·3 

Florence 7 23 303 299 306 39.8 34.5 45.1 
I~hite 264 282 247 30.7 29·1 32.8 
Nonwhite 362 332 381 55.5 48.0 60.2 

Georlletown 8 37 388 409 337 51.5 49.9 57.2 
lihite 301 329 2117 32.4 31.1 37.5 
Nonwhite 463 473 71.9 70 .8 

Greenville D 311 «15 222 169 19·7 19·8 18.9 
lfuite 205 215 132 17.7 18.4 8·9 
Nonwhite 281 273 34.5 30.8 

Greenwood 
lihite 

2 34 194 
168 

208 
lS11 

118 
90 

19·3 
14.1 

20.8 
15·9 

5·9 
-3.6 

Nonwhite 261 274 33.2 34.8 
/{wnpton 

White 
5b 6 36 246 

173 
258 
180 

200 32.5 
17.0 

33.3 
18.2 

28.2 

Nonwhite 
Harry '2/

Hhite 
511 7 23 

344 
284 
256 

365 
276 
260 

289 
254 

51.0 
30.9 
25.6 

50.9 
23.8 
19·7 

39·0 
32.3 

Nonwhite 376 319 436 50.9 39·3 64.1 
Jllsper 5b 8 3'( 247 269 144 35.4 39·8 12.0 

lihite 178 193 17.4 20.5 
Nonwhite 290 326 50.6 56.1 

KeJ'shaw 5b 5 35 276 280 268 32.1 29·9 40.8 
lihite 237 252 ~S9 23.4 23.6 22.4 
110nwhite 340 334 353 49.7 45.4 59. 2 

Lancaster 5b 3 34 245 269 161 27·2 29. 0 17.2 
White 209 238 117 20.0 22.4 5·5 
Nonwhite 356 364 52.5 53.S 

Laurens 2 311 215 231 166 25.0 26.2 20.1 
lihite 202 225 123 22.2 24.8 7.8 
Nonwhite 254 253 254 33.9 31.4 39.4 

Lee Sb 6 36 348 322 362 48.5 39-9 53·9 
lihite 207 173 20.5 16.9 
Nonwhite 438 366 475 67.2 56.0 72.3 

Lexington 
lihite 

A 35 236 
228 

243 
235 

208 
197 

25.8 
23.4 

26.1 
23.8 

24.4 
21.4 

Nonwhite 277 279 39.8 39·0 
McCormick 5b 42 265 277 34.2 34.7 

\;hite 
N~nwhite 

Marion 7 23 

214 
311 
3511 

251 
303 
294 395 

25.1 
41.7 
51.7 

32.0 
37.0 
38·9 60.8 

lihite 271 247 284 36.0 28.6 40.6 
Nonwhite 430 327 519 65.4 46.6 80.5 

Marlboro 5b 6 36 282 286 278 37.4 33.5 42.4 
lihite 233 260 191 25.9 28.2 21.3 
Hs:mlibjt~

See footnotes at end of table. 
337 331 340 51.8 44.0 57.7 
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Table 13.-IfuraJ:, rural.-non1'arm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and ratez, by color, £or counties, 1960-76 -Cmtinued 

{Ratios ~d rates no; shown for ~OU."tl resid~nce and color !EouES with fewer th"';' 100 de~urp.s2 

State 
nrld 

county 

AM 
status 

JJ 

. . 
: State eco-: Econcmic 
; nomic area; sullregl.on 

number number 
:# :# 

llep1.acement ratios ]I 

Rural. Rural
Rural. nonfarm farm 

Replacement rates '::J 

Rural. Rural
Rural. nonfarm farm 

South Caroline.--Continued 
Newberry 

White 
Nonwhite 

Oconee 
White 
Nonwhite 

Orangeburg 
White 
Nonwhite 

Pickens 
White 
Nonwhite 

Richland 2.1 
White 
Nonwhite 

Sal.uda 
IIhite 
Nonwhite 

Spartanburg 
White 
Nonwhite 

Sumter 2.1 
White 
Nonwhite 

Union 
White 
Nonwhite 

Williamsburg 
White 
Nonwhite 

Yorl< 
White 
Nonwhite 

5b 

5b 

5b 

4 

1 

6 

1 

A 

4 

2 

6 

3 

7 

3 

42 

34 

36 

34 

35 

42 

34 

36 

34 

23 

34 

225 
176 
308 
300 
302 
276 
299 
2m 
373 
233 
228 
292 
498 
716 
291 
199 
158 
281 
210 
197 
275 
362 
3IJ-l 
379 
189 
146 
323 
366 
242 
440 
2211 
207 
259 

239 
192 
309 
332 
334 

307 
240 
359 
247 
243 
295 
535 
812 
292 
217 
181 
277 
220 
207 
291 
399 
435 
359 
184 
153 
292 
380 
269 
467 
238 
231 
253 

198 
152 

202 
198 

288 
153 
389 
167 
166 

161 
105 

17& 
135 

1~2 
142 
202 
315 
154 
398 
2i!3 

358 
225 
429 
173 
116 
277 

28·9 
17.3 
50.3 
33·2 
32.7 
40.5 
41..3 
20.7 
57·4 
24.1 
23.5 
32.~j 
44.5 
118.0 
36.5 
22.6 
12·7 
45.7 
21.3 
18.7 
35.3 
33·9 
21.3 
57.6 
19·8 
10.2 
51.5 
54.6 
27.6 
72.6 
24·9 
20.3 
36.2 

29·7 
18.4 
48.7 
31J-.2 
j3.9 

38.5 
::!3.7 
51.8 
24.4 
23.7 
33.5 
45.5 
49.5 
36.0 
22.4 
14.5 
38.9 
22.0 
1<>.4 
36.3 
28.6 
22.1 
1'9.9 
17.8 
11.1 
42.8 
47.1 
25.9 
66.4 
26.4 
23.0 
36.0 

27.3 
14.9 

27.6 
25.7 

45.8 
14.5 
05.2 
21.3 
21.4 

18.6 
1.7 

23.2 
9·9 

15.4 
12.4 
28.5 
50.7 
14.6 
65.9 
38.1 

59·5 
29·0 
75.8 
17·9 
4.4 

37.2 

Georgia 
Appling 
Atkinson 
Bacon 
Balter 5b 

8 
8 
8 
7 

38 
38 
38 
41 

274 
255 
216 
258 

362 
218 
204 

240 

248 

38·9 
34.2 
27.2 
35.8 

46.5 
27·9 
24.1 

34.8 

36.1 

White 
Nonwhite 

Baldwin 
White 
Nonwhite 

Banks 
Barrow 
Bartow 
Ben Hill 
Berrien 
Bibb 

White 
Nonwhite 

B1eckley 
Brantley 
Brooks 

White 
Nonwhite 

Bryan 
Bulloch 

White 
Nonwhite 

Burke 
White 
Nonwhite 

Butts 
White 
Nonwhite 

Cal.houn 
White 
Nonwhite 

Camden 
White 
Nonwhite 

5b 

5b 
5b 

5h 
5b 

5b 

!it 

4 

3 
3 
1 
7 
8 
F 

6 
9 
8 

9 
B 

6 

I, 

7 

9 

42 

42 
42 
43 
41 
38 
35 

36 
37 
38 

37 
38 

36 

42 

41 

37 

245 
407 
384 
440 
193 
192 
230 
225 
227 
240 
217 
343 
231 
267 
251 
187 
348 
216 
231 
176 
381 
263 
152 
327 
2.17 
153 
328 
175 
109 
224 
~88 
161 
216 

498 
470 

243 
224 
246 
232 
273 
235 
215 
329 
241 
240 
244 
172 

247 
254 
205 

259 
171 
315 
2.19 
147 

180 
110 
233 
192 
168 
216 

128 
126 
192 

199 

222 
322 
251, 
195 
31;0 

2.16 
158 
390 
269 
129 
340 
210 

159 

40.8 
65·5 
58·9 
76.1 
21.8 
20·9 
25·0 
27·5 
29. 1 
23.9 
]9·2 
49·5 
27·9 
39. 0 
35.7 
20.0 
60.5 
26.0 
29·9 
18.3 
55.9 
44.4 
13.5 
64.0 
28.5 
14.3 
47.3 
22.1 
2.5 

38.3 
20.0 
13.1 
28.5 

75.3 
66.7 

27.1 
24.4 
26.0 
28.6 
35.3 
22.5 
lB.7 
44.0 
2"1.8 
32.6 
3~.3 
16.7 

28.8 
30.3 
21.3 

1J-1.0 
16.0 
61.0 
26.6 
11.6 

22.7 
3.0 

37.7 
20.5 
13.9 
28.5 

9.7 
8.8 

21.9 

24.5 

28.2 
51.8 
38.1 
21.9 
66.0 

29·5 
15·9 
61.1 
48.7 
9·0 

67.2. 
33.7 

19.8 

See footnotes at end. of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-6~·: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for collhties, 1960-70 -<:ont1nued 

(Ratios and rates not shown for cOWltr residence and color !!EouI!s with· fewer than 100 del2artures 1 
: : :: : . . Replacement ratios ]/ Replacement rates y: State eco-: Economic 
 

and status 
 
State ARA 

; nomic area; subregion 
cOWlty y Rural Rural Rural Ruralnumber number 

Rural Rural:Y :Y nonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

Georgia--Continued 
Candler 

White 
Nonwhite 

Carroll 
White 
NonVbite 

Catoosa 
Charlton 
Chatham 

White 
Non,,"hite 

Chattahoochee 'if 
Ch<lttooga 
Cherokee 
Glarke 

.bite 
Nonwhite 

Clay 
White 
Nonwhite 

Clayton 
Clinch 
Cobb 

White 
Nonwhite 

Corree 
White 
Nonwhite 

Colquitt 
White 
Nonwhite 

Columbia 'if 
White 
Nonwhite 

Cook 

5a 

5b 

5b 

8 

3 

1 
9 
E 

C 
1 
3 
4 

7 

B 
9 
B 

8 

8 

4 

8 

38 

42 

43 
37 
37 

35 
43 
42 
42 

41 

42 
3'T 
42 

38 

38 

42 

38 

192 
138 
333 
179 
157 
360 
202 
241 
185 
188 
177 
995 
218 
182 
226 
219 
253 
202 
134 
275 
262 
177 
232 
235 
197 
212 
195 
287 
232 
221 
300 
271 
262 
285 
199 

193 
133 

192 
172 

225 
242 
186 
187 
182 

1,017 
234 
187 
?39 
240 

200 

265 
199 
238 
242 
198 
184 
174 

236 
229 

290 
286 
298 
1~ 

192 
145 

156 
131 

106 

--­

171 
158 

143 
143 

233 
209 

228 
215 

205 

22.5 
9.6 

53.5 
18.2 
13.3 
51.7 
20.5 
27.7 
16.1 
16.0 
16.1 
33.9 
22.2 
17.6 
19.6 
17.2 
34.6 
26.5 
9.4 

42.9 
26.1 
21..1 
19.7 
19.7 
19.5 
25.4 
22.1 
38.3 
27.6 
25.1 
45.7 
27.8 
23.4 
37.9 
21.8 

20.6 
6.9 

18.3 
14.3 

22.9 
26.4 
16.0 
15.8 
16.6 
33.9 
23.8 
18.1 
19.9 
18.4 

26.3 

25.8 
25.3 
20.0 
20.0 
19.4 
17.7 
16.1 

23.3 
22.1 

28.3 
24.3 
37.8 
21.6 

25.1 
13.4 

17.7 
10.4 

2.2 

15.8 
14.3 

12.8 
12.3 

32.0 
26.5 

32.5 
28.5 

21.9 
r.oveta 

White 
Nonwhite 

5b 4 42 189 
152 
300 

193 
158 
289 

166 
122 

20.6 
12.1 
43.7 

20.3 
12.6 
41.0 

22.1 
8.2 

Cravi'ord 
\/bite 
NonVhite 

Crisp 5b 

5 

7 

35 

41 

177 
101 
291 
195 

201 
109 
308 
2'.14 162 

19.5 
.3 

38.4 
23.2 

22.0 
2.4 

38.8 
26.2 18:4 

Dade 
Dawson 5b 

1 
2 

43 
33 

236 
234 

279 23.2 
24.9 

26.5 

Decatur 
White 
Nonwhite 

De Kalb 
White 

7 

B 

41 

42 

207 
177 
258 
2O~. 

196 

251 
243 
260 
203 
197 

156 
122 

23.9 
15.9 
40.6 
18.4 
16.9 

27.2 
21..0 
38.5 
1B.2 
16.9 

17.4 
6.9 

Nonwhite 
Dodge 

White 
Nonwhite 

Doo1y 
Whit .. 
Nonwhite 

Dousherty LI 
White 

5b 

5b 

6 

7 

7 

36 

41 

41 

266 
226 
195 
341 
228 
161 
320 
311 
324 

257 
222 
215 

174 
144 

328 
354 

232 
170 

270 
179 
369 

31.8 
28.3 
21.4 
53.7 
30.8 
14.7 
53.1 
23.2 
IB.o 

30.4 
a6.0 
23.3 

16.6 
9·7 

2~.0 
IB.5 

31.6 
18.1 

43.5 
2>.9 
66.2 

Nonwhite 293 291 43.2 42.6 
Douglas 
Early 

White 
5b 

3 
7 

42 
41 

183 
225 
IB5 

191 
22B 
218 

225 
161 

18.3 
33.7 
21.3 

18.5 
33.6 
26.1\ 

34.0 
16.6 

Nonwhite 
Echols 
Effingham 

9 
9 

37 
37 

261~ 

132 
223 

236 

227 

302 

212 

47.6 
9.0 

25.11 

40.9 

25.3 

55.5 

26.8 
White 21B 235 23.2 25.4 
tlonwhite 

Elbert 5b 4 42 
233 
219 

213 
220 220 

30.6 
26.2 

25·1 
24.0 30.2 

White 167 177 152 14.6 15.5 13.2 
Nonwhite 365 58.0 

Emanuel 8 38 205 189 224 24.7 21.2 28.9 
White 187 167 213 19.3 15.5 24.0 
Nonwhite 250 41..5 

Evans 8 38 246 200 32.1 27.0 
'See footnotes at end of table. 
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Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for cOUnties, i96D-70 -Cm1tinuedTable 13.-Rural, rur8J.-nont'arrit, and rural-farm males, 20-64: 

residence and color au s With :fewer than 100 de !latios and rates riot shown for count 

Repiacement ratios 11 Replacement rates !:!I 
: state eco-: Econanic :State AM : nanic area: subregion :

and status • number • number' Rural Rlll'al Rural Rural 
county ]j Rural Rural farm31 31 nonfarm farm nonfarm 

Georgin-Continued 
Fannin 

29.2 29·7 

4 42 189 182 208 21.3 1~.1 28.6
228 2332 33 

Fayette 185 • 15.7 1 .9 23.51 43 178 177Floyd 191 17.6 16.8 24.3193 193White -4.1 -4.387 86Nonwhite 24.9 24.9 24.942 224 253 189Fc,rsyth 5b 3 20.4 22.0 16.8112 199 227 159Fx....'1kl.in 5b 3 
B 42 213 214 208 21.9 21.3 29.1 

Fult\>n 
200 200 199 19.5 18·9 27.0 

White 112.6 42.2338 340Nonwhite 
173 185 135 17.5 18.9 11.1 

Gilmer 5b 2 33 
149 19.4 13.1

5 35 172Glascock 5b 32.11 32.537 350 351Glynn 'if 9 
205 205 19.4 17.2 26.5

1 43 205Gordon 51> 
197 186 25.0 23.8 25.741 1907Grady 198 141 15.7 2'1.1. 13.1155White 52.5302Iionwhite 28.4 26.14 112 210 208Greene 141 12.8 10.9148White 45.0 4:!.6283 298Nonwhiie 22.6 23.0 18.9

B 42 220 235 153
GWinnett 36.4 37.9 23.7 

5b 2 33 283 298 190 
~ber"h"'" 20.1 20.4 18.0112 205 214 167
llal1 3 50.342 263 262 265 37.7 33.7 
ilancock 5b 4 7.6 7.0134 133 

~lhite 48.2 66.8334 313 53.1326llonwbite 23.8 22.9
3 42 213 219 193 23.7

ilaralson 206 219 26·9 28.54 42llarris 7.0 9.5123 133White 46.046.9 
Nonwnite 256 159 24.4 31.0 15.1326 335 

4 42 209liar+' 5b 
195 223 161 21.9 26.7 15.4 

White 34.0275Nonwhite 7.021.0 25.642 182 214 119
ileard 511 3 28.0228 190 25.3 24.8II 112 219ilenry 5b 12.0169 177 139 15·2 15.8 

Whitc 45.0 42.6329 345
Nonw)lit" 228 30.1 30.0 30.2

G 41 315 343Houston 21 291 323 24.1 24.9 
White 400 50.7 53.4373Nonwhite 25.8 24.9

41 197 204 193 25·2 
Irwin 'r 25.3 27.8 17.4

42 219 249 1593Jackson 24.324.3112 210 213
Jasper 5b ~ 16.3 18.7171 181

White 244 32.3 29.0253Nonwhite 31.1260 219 35.2 37·98 36- 2?3Jerr Davis 33.8 24.722B 21'( 180 31.76 36Jefferson 5b 15.6 3.2110 12·9152 169White 31!~ 264 54.1, 56.7 4'( .5318Nonwhite lj~.lj
6 36 262 :>03 313 35.7 23.6 

.Tenkins 5b 26.6237White 49.1289llonwhite 191 26.9 27.6 25.2
6 36 222 239

Johnson 5b 21.2 23·9 1:;.3228 ~52197White 42.3287Nonwhi.te 22.5 25.0h2 211 230
Jones 5b 11.1 12.5150 159

White 325 36.3 38.4299No,;..mite 29.8 14.3201 248 133 <'5.84 42.Lwnar 168 184 19.5 16.9 26.1.
8 38 173Lunier 25.:: 27·9208 250

White 80 1'.5 -7.7113Iionwhite 
6 36 217 254 178 24.7 2'(.6 20.3 

J,aUrcns 5b 140 16.3 (iO.2 10.51.78 21.6
White 276 46.3 46.1 46.6311 343
Nonwhite 43.7:::86 32.7 23.3III 260 230

Lee 5b 7 7.6137White 60.5392Nonwnite 29.63'( 350 35B 2~.9
4iberty 9 24.2 2 .12f 41.4 426

White 40.1304 3ll 39·1 
Nonwnite 31.1 36.2 13.2 

II 42 1M 338 131 
4incoln 5b 27.1 2"(.1226 23'(9 37Long 

See footnote. at end of t:Wie. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-ncnf'arm, and rural-flirm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for cOWlties, 1960-70 -<:""t1nued 

~Ratios and. rates not shown for coun:!:l residence. and color l£ouEs with fewer thlin 100 deEartures2 
: : :: : . . : ReplaceiJient ratios 11 Replacement rates y;"State eco-: Econanic •State AHA 

: nanic area: subregion : 

• numbar • number •


and status 
coimty 1:1 Rural Rural Rural RuralY Y Rural Ruralnonfarm farm r..onfarm farm 

Ge<irgia-'Cont1nu'!d 
Lowndes 2f 

White 
NOnwhite 

Lumpkin 
Mclh1ffie 


White 

Nomfuite 


McIntosh 

l/hite 

Nonwhite 


Macon 

'lihite 

lIonIdrl.te 


Madison 
Joi.arion 


'lihite 

Nonwhite 


Meriwether 

'lihite 

Nonwhite 


Miller 

White 

Iilonwhite 


MitChell 

'lihite 

Nonwhite 


M::>Droe 

White 

Nonwhite 


J.lont:somery 
Morgan 

White 
Nonwhite 


Murray 

MIlscogee :2./


White 
Nonwhite 

Newton 

'lihite 

NOINhite 


Oconee 
Oglethorpe 
~te 
Nonllhite 


Paulding 

Peach 


White 
NOnwhite 


Pickens 

Pierce 

Pike 


White. 
Nonwhite 

Polk 

White 

Nonwhite 


Pulaski 

Potnnm 

Quibnnn 

Rabun 

Randolph 


'lihite 
Nonwhite 

Richmond 2f 

White 

Nonwhite 


Rockdale 
Schley 
Screven 

White 
.Nonwhite 

Seminole 
Spalding 

'lihitc 
Ifaavh1te 

See 1"ootnotes at end of table. 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5a 

5a 

5b 

5b 
5b 
5b 

5b 
5b 

8 


2 

4 


9 


7 


3 

5 


4 


7 


7 


4 


8 

4 


1 

C 

4 • 

4 

4 


3 

7 


2 

9 

4 


1 


7' 

4 

7 

2 

7 


D 

4 

7 

6 


7 

4 


38 


33 

42 


37 


III 


42 

35 


42 


41 


41 


1:2 

36 

42 


43 

35 


42 


42 

42 


42 

41 


33 

37 

42 


43 


41 

42 

41 

33 

41 


35 


112 

III 

36 


41 

42 


229 

210 

285 

270 

241 

211 

283 

262 

210 

319 

257 

145 

376 

194 

263 

192 

336 

201 

132 

279 

213 

206 

227 

228 

189 

281 

212 

163 

289 

194 

217 

195 

247 

234 

461 

565 

282 

235 

202 

348 

170 

202 

133 

368 

198 

252 

215 

288 

192 

191 

205 

166 

269 

206 

194 

286 

224 

222 

245 

214 

169 

117 

208 

615 

688 

3112 

236 

194 

240 

178 

301 

247 

200 

179 

325 


241 

233 

273 

312 

241 

229 


263 

211 

319 

254 

154 

356 

202 

270 


201 

135 

286 

179 

182 


236 


234 

177 

309 

204 

192 


260 

466 

579 

280 

247 

220 


188 

227 

147 


215 

250 


211 

162 

203 

175 


203 

191 


242 


233 

217 


656 

746 

335 

217 

168 

246 

191 

292 


208 

187 


206 

158 


241 


261 

136 

400 

183 


200 

120 

263 

250 

227 


225 

167 

332 

160 


174 

234 

195 


181 


186 


140 

169 

113 


1.16 

229 

213 


220 

207 


218 


131 


148 


234 

166 

311 

235 


22.3 
17.8 
40.4 
32.5 
26.8 
20.7 
36.0 
34.2 
23.1 
46.2 
110.6 
13.1 
64.1 
21.5 
37.9 
22.1 
52.9 
25.1 
7.9 

44.8 
25.5 
22.5 
34.4 
28.3 
19.9 
39.2 
27.8 
17.9 
39.2 
21.6 
28.3 
22.7 
36.0 
25.7 
27.2 
28.0 
24.0 
28.4 
21.1 
55.7 
17.8 
25.7 
9.3 

54.0 
21.0 
29.3 
20.7 
39.4 
18.2 
22.1 
26.6 
16.8 
42.3 
23.6 
21.0 
39.9 
26.7 
25.1 
38.5 
27.3 
20.0 
4.5 

34.1 
39.8 
111.0 
31.7 
28.2 
26.3 
35.9 
17.5 
59.0 
33.0 
21.317.g
4!. 

20.8 
18.3 
33.6 
34.4 
24.9 
22.5 

34.5 
23.6 
46.2 
36.9 
13.2 
60.2 
21.1 
36.9 

22.8 
8.1 

41.4 
19.2 
17.1 

26.2 

29.5 
19.4 
39.5 
21.3 
17.5 

27.8 
27.1 
28.0 
23.9 
28.9 
23.5 

18.6 
28.0 
11.4 

23.4 
26.4 

19.4 
15.2 
25.5 
18.6 

22.3 
19.7 

25.1 

29.8 
32.4 

40.3 
41.7 
30.4 
22.5 
18.7 
34.0 
18.4 
51.1 

22.2 
18.4 

28.0 
15.7 

32.4 

45.7 
13.2 
60.5 
22.3 

32.8 
6.4 

54.3 
31.4 
27.2 

29.5 
17.3 
47.9 
21.3 

21.9 
39.4 
29.7 

19.7 

25.6 

1.6.2 
21.4 
4.8 

4.9 

30.6 
29.6 

30.8 
27.8 

34.0 

9.3 

1.6.5 

38.2 
16.5 
70.7 
30.9 
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ileplacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Continued Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-furnt mnles, 20-61i: 

au s with fewer than 100 de arturesRatios and rates not shown for courity residence and color 

. 	 . Replacement ratios 21 Replacement rates J!I 
: State eeo-: Economicstate AM . nomic area; subregion

IlJId status 
number number Rural Rural Rural Rurelcounty Jj y Rural 	 RuralY nonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

I-
Georgia--Continued 

42 	 202 218 148 21.5 22.6' 14.8
Stephens 	 3 

stewart 5b 	 7 
 24.4 

135 lil8 9.1 10.0 
41 	 228 ~02 31.2 

White 
 
Nonwhite 
 281 243 42.9 32.4­

41 245 30; 198 35.3 38.0 31.6S\lIIIter 	 5b 	 7 
White 	 209 	 289 132 25.1 32.9 10.7 

Nonwhite 254 46.9 lj,5.6 lj,7.9 
112 	 212 206 29.9 28.7 

2B2 	 325 
Talbot 5b 	 4 


White 
 24.9 	 2lj,.J. 
223 215 32.6 30.8 
192 	 187 

Nonwhite 
 
Talleferro 5h 4- 42 219 249 32.5 36.9 
 

172 	 4.5 -.6 20.78 38 123 96Tattnall 

White 
 16.0 

98 	 69 -.4 -6.0 
140 	 127 153 7.7 3.9 

llonwhite 
Taylor 5 35 
 205 	 233 159 25.4 29.0 17.5 

White 
 164 	 J.94 122 17.1 21.4 7.8'" 287 	 38.5Nonwhite 
6 36 IB2 169 201 20.9 15.6 30.7TeJ.fair 	 5b 

White 
 158 	 153 163 14.6 ll.3 19.6 

Ilonwhite 
 246 J.96 37.5 211.3 
224 38.2 37.6 38.6Terrell 5h 	 7 4J. 241 264 


White 
 -1.3 
345 342 60.9 68.5 
12" 	 96 8.3 

Nonwhite 
141. 	 187 1.5.9 ll.7 23.5Thomas 	 8 38 157 

125 	 III 155 7.3 3.4 14.7 

Nonwhite 
~lhite 

242 	 238 249 35.7 32.1 41..5 
III 	 259 271 237 35.6 37.0 33.1Tift 	 7 


White 
 228 	 276 184 26.8 31.5 20.8 

Nonwhite 
 310 	 268 53.6 44.4
 

Toombs 5b 
 8 38 220 ~76 195 28.7 31.3 26.9 

Towns 5b 2 33 262 	 315 37.8 114.6 


Treutlen 5b 	 6 36 
 20.0 
4 42 183 1.98 ll4 19.6 21.5 4.9 

200 	 215 J.75 23.8 25.5 
Troup 

165 	 181 89 15.2 J.'7.5 -4.0White 
Nonwhite 244 	 258 35.0 36.4 

41. 	 21.11 223 203 26.1. 30.7 21..6
TUrner 	 7 
 
Twiggs 5b 	 5 
 3~ 	 248 2~1. 30.2 25·7 

208 20.3White 
 
Nonwhite 
 275 24J. 38.1. 29·9 

Union 	 5b 2 33 J.56 
 J.93 ll5 1.4.5 20.5 4.9 

Upson If 112 1.71 177 16.3 1.7.2 
 
White 
 161. 	 1.71. 13.7 1.5.4 

23.4 	 22.1.Nonwhite 	 1.95 1.90 
Walker 	 A 32 1.93 2ll ll6 18.3 1.9.7 5.8 

II 42 192 1.9J. 1.93 21..5 1.9.6 25.6Walton 5b 
 
White 
 J.53 166 129 12.5 J.4.0 8.6 

330 53.4Nonwhite 
 
Hare 9 37 
 21.7 	 209 236 23.3 20.0 32.5 

5h I, 42 229 	 244 1.95 31..1 31.1. 31.0 

"'hite 
Wo.rren 

181 8.7 16.3
 

Nonwhite 
 
139 
 
302 	 300 52.5 46.3 
21.0 	 219 197 28.7 28.3 29.7Wf\shington 5b 5 35 
 

White 
 J.58 	 1.59 158 15.3 14.3 17.3 
267 	 d85 238 113.1. 43.1. 43.1Nonwhite 
 

111l:;ne 5b 9 37 
 243 257 218 31..3 31.0 32.3 

webster 5b 7 Ill. 	 286 42.3 
2112 235 250 36.5 33.5 40.1.Wheeler 	 5b 	 6 36 

2 33 217 233 186 23.7 23.3 24.5Hhite 	 5b 
225 	 J.59 2J..8 22.J. 1.9.2Whitfield 	 1 43 213 
 

Vlileox 	 7 
 lJJ. 	 J.94 J.93 J.95 25.0 26.2 23.2 
1.711 	 165 1.84 l.B.7 1.7·0 20.4ilhite 
 
2114 	 23B 411.2 45.0 
lIonwhite 
 

\~ill,es 5b 
 II 1.2 ;107 230 J.77 30.0 32.5 25.6 

White J.411 1.4.5 ll.6
 

Nonwhite 
 276 	 53.6
 
155 

1.911 J.9.3 20.1. 
35 185 

llhitp . 125 	 130 6.J. 6.8
 

Nonwhite 


Vlill<inson 	 5 

284 294 38.6 38.2 
243 207 27J. :;'\\.0 25.9 39.9\'lorth 5b 7 41 
 

Hhiee 
 200 J.G1. 	 240 22.3 1.4.7 28.9 
301 51..1. 52.9Nonwhite 	 297 

See footnotes at end of table, 
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Table 13.-RUtal, rural-non1'artn, and I"\U'al-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rlltes, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Caxtinued 

~Rlltios and rates not shown for counS!: residence and color !I!:f.lUE~ with fewer than 100 de!;!arturesl 
: 	 : :: : . . Replacement ratios ]/ Replacement rates }YStllte AM : Stllte eco-: Economici 
 

lind status 
 : natic area: subregion 
 
county y • number • number 
 

Rural 	 RuralRural 	 Rural Rural~ ~ Ruralnonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

Flor1dS 
Alachua 3 38 241 249 181White 	 28.5 29.3 20.7237 2l!8 171 25.6 26.6NonWite 	 17.5249 252Baker 	 36.7 36.93 38 207 194Bay 2/ 1 	 20.3 16.340 296 301Bradford 20.8 21.0 
 
Brevard 2/ 2 40 192 201 20.0 
 20.2 
4 39 158 164White 	 9.0 9.5

159 165NonWite 	 9.1 9.8144Broward 	 143 6.9 6.7G 39 	 13'r 130 6.6Calhoun 	 5.35b 	 1 40 229 232 29.5 28.8 
Ch!Irlotte 6 39 68 67 
5 	 100 104 ;2

CitruS -10.5 -10·5 
 
1.3Clay 21 2 ~ 256 268 25.0Collier 	 25.86 39 129 131Columbia 7.2 7.7 
3 38 	 215 226 192 27.6 27.4 28.1

245 294 166 29.3 32.8 19.6 
White 
 
NonWite 166 137DBde 2/ 	 22.9 12.9C 39 	 177 182 ll5 ll.9 12.3 4.1White 180Nonwh:tte 	 185 109 12·5 12.9 2·7156 156 	 8.1De Sota 	 7.9

5 39 	 100 84 .1 -4.42 40 168 178 15.5 17.0 
D1x:I.e 
Duval 2/ A 40 	 2l!8 252 110 20.4 20.4 21.1\/hite 263 268 168 21.4 21.4 20.8Nonwhite 133 131Escambia 2/ 7.2 7.0 

\/hite 
D 40 319 324 231 29.6 29.6 29.0

323 328 	 28.6 28.5Nonwhite 298 304Flagler 	 37.3 38.04 39 	 128 134 6.6 7.6Franklin 5b 	 J. 40 173 173 18.1 18.2GadSden 3 38 	 253 	 263 215 34.3 35.2 30.1White 177 208 122 17.6 21.6Nonwhite 	 6.7
298 286 	 43.9 41.5GUchrist 3 38 	 158 u;. 16.7 3,1Glades 6 aGalt 	 
ll3 ll3 	 2.5 2.41 176 174 17.4 17.2Ha.mUtoil 3 38 	 227 223 236 30.5 29.4 33.6White 213 232 	 26.1 28.7Nonwhite 245 210 37.5 30.7

5 39 172 198 ll7 16.1 19.6 5.2 
Hardee 
Hendry 6 39 	 174 155 	 15.9 12.6White 200 176 20.6 17.1Nonwhite 137 126 	 8.4 6.1Hernando 5 39 	 105 100 1.4 .1!lighlands 5 39 	 14: 1l!8 Hi.1 12.3Hillsborough 2/ B 39 	 1'r2 179 132 14.5 14.9 10.1

171 179 12'/ 14.3 14.9 8.7 
White 
Nonwhite 198 185 	 17.8 15.6Holmes 5b 	 3 38 222 242 187 28.5 31.3 22.6IndiBIl River 4 39 	 ll6 ll3 4.5 3.5White ll4 109 3.8 2.5Nonwhite 131 134 	 8.2 9.2J'ackson 5b 	 3 38 291 321 228 41.0 42.9 35.4White 263 305 181 34.7 	 22.8Nonvh1te 	 38.~':173 367 392 	 55.Jeffel'son 	 59.8 73.95b 3 38 174 167 203 19.8 17.3 32.8

109 95 2.6 -1.2
\/hite 
Nonwhite 246 251 37.4 37.0Lafayette 5b 

Lake 	 
3 38 178 9.5 
5 39 	 ll3 ll3 1lO 3.3 3.3 3.4White ll2 ll2 ll2 3.5 3.5 3.8Nonwhite 121 123 	 2.6Lee 	 2·76 39 	 109 lJ.0 2.6 2.9\/hite 105 106 	 1.6 1.9 

150 150 ll.6 ll.9
Nonwhite 

Leon 	 3 177 173 2'~ 14.4 13.3 33.538
White 151 151 	 8.9 8.8Nonwhite 240 232 	 31.5 28.3Levy 2 40 	 146 1l!8 137 13.3 13.6 ll.9lihUe 127 125 135 7.9 6.9 12.0Nonwhite 207 208 31.1 	 -,--Liberty 	 32."5b 	 1 40 133 138 90 9.9Madison 3 38 215 194 2;0 27.4 21·7 37.6White 158 ll8 208 14.2 4.3 28.0Nonwhite 319 299 	 49.8 44.9See footnotes eot end of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural; rural-l,\onfarm, arid 'rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratio,s and rates, by color, for coUnties, 1960-70 -C<mtinued 

(Ratibs 	 ana rates not shown for C01lIlty residence and color groups w.l.th fewer than 100 depar1,ures) 
 
: : :: : 
 

Replacement ratios JI Replacement rates !y 
: State eco-: ECOnanic :State AHA : nanic area: subregion :-----:-----,.-----------,...-------- ­

and status • number • number • Rural Rural Rural Ruralcounty y 	 RuralRural'Y 'Y nonfarm farm ncnfarm farm 

Florin-Continued -1.0 -2.2Mlmatee 	 6 39 96 93 
163 161 183 	 16.0 15.1 22.7

Marion 	 5 39 
149 177 12.7 11.8 19.8153 


Nonwbite 
 
ilhite 
 

194 193 	 26.3 25.7 
6 39 88 90 	 -3.7 -3.1Martin 
 

80 	 -6.9 -6.41'9White 
 
160 	 14.1 15.3151' 


Monroe 2/ 
 6 39 126 127 5.5 5·7 

Nonvbite 
 

40 192 191 	 20.2 19.52lfasoau 
 
301 237 21.9 21.1 36.6

Okaloosa 21 
	 1 40 293 
6 39 418 461 	 61.4 67.5Okeechobee 
 
E 	 193 198 120 15.1 15.4 5.7Orange 2/
	 39 

204 109 16.0 16.6 2.6191'White 
10.6 10.111'0 167 


Osceola 
 5 39 

Nonwbite 
 

136 130 9·1 1'.3 


Palm Beach 
 F 39 152 149 	 9·3 8.7 
8.8White 
	 147 142 9.9 

164 166 	 8.4 8.5Nonwbite 
 
39 125 124 131 7.4 6.9 10.8

Pasco 
	 5 
132 	 5.1 11.1i19 116 5.9 


Nonvbite 
 
White 

211 213 	 15.9 16.3 
-2.3 -2.991 89Pinellas 
	 B 39 

123 13.7 14.2!'<Ilk 5 39 168 173 

White 
 174 182 113 	 14.7 15.6 

140 iY~ 	 8.4 7.1Nonvbite 
 
2 40 160 164 	 15.2 15.8Putnem 

150 155 	 11.9 12.7White 
 
192 192 	 27.2 2704Nonvbite 
 

2 40 156 155 	 12.9 12.6St. Jobna 
 
White 
 140 135 	 9.5 8.5 

21.4 22.1202 209Nonwbite 
 
83 3.3 4.2 	 -5.64 39 112 115st. Lucie 25.0 25.9 15.7

Santa Rosa 21 
	 o 40 279 310 151 
6 82 83 	 -5.9 -5.5Sarasota 
	 39 

165 166 	 13.3 13.4Seminole 
	 E 39 
165 166 	 12.5 12.6WhIte 
 

Nonvbite 
 166 167 	 16.9 17.1 
151 165 88 	 13.8 16.7 -3.9Sumter 
	 5 39 

62 	 13.9 -14.6134 153 	 9.7White 
 
228 210 	 29.1 26.6

NOINhite 
 
38 203 222 192 26.2 33.0 22.6

Suwnnee 
	 5b 3 
216 231 	 24.2 25.8Taylor 
	 2 40 

-1.8 -2.1Union 
 3 38 89 87 

White 
 101 104 	 .3 .6 

65 54 	 -6.3 -7.9Nonwbite 
 
4 39 113 116 	 3,.7 4.3 -9.3Volusia 
 2.0 -9.4105 107 	 1.5White 
 

210 211 	 29.1 29·3Nonwbite 
 
1 4() 175 178 	 19.6 20.5Wakulla 

40 176 178 168 20.0 19.0 24.61\loJ.ten 	 5b 
1 40 188 191 181 22.2 21.9 23.7Washington 	 5b 

Kentucky 
 
44 191 226 171 21·9 26.8 18.5Adair 
	 5b 5 
44 116 156 103 4.8 14.0 1.iAllen 
	 5b 5 

Anderson 
 6 45 131 146 120 7·9 11.1 5.4 
1 	 i28 164 95 7.6 14.6 -1.5

Jlallard 
	 5a 53 
!larren 
	 5b 4 53 146 154 143 	 10.9 11.6 10.7 

122 16.4 23.6 6.4
!lath 
	 5b 6 It.5 168 212 

310 	 43.8 45.9Bell 	 5B' 31 292 ~ 45 189 236 121 18.0 22.4 6.3
Jloone 

45 181' 222 161 20.8 26.2 15.9Ilourbon 	 l' 40.8 44.5 
)loyle 5a 6 45 150 i39 174 10.6 7.6 19.4!loyd 	 5a C 30 330 359 

6 45 141 144 138 9.1' 9.8 9·7Bracken 41.1 36.6 51.531 289 280 306Breathitt 	 5a 9 
145 116 165 	 12.2 3.9Breckinridge 5b 3 52 	 18.8 

3 52 206 203 216 21.0 19.3 28.2
llull1tt 
ilutler 	 5b 3 52 151 177 133 13.9 18.0 10.1 

152 170 139 	 13.5 15.7 1l.6 
Caldwell 	 5a 3 52 

126 11'9 101 7.7 15.4 .3 
cauoway 	 5b 1 

B ~ 191 208 139 19.7 21.0 12.6
ClUllpbell 7.6 5.9 10.21 	 129 126 132Carl1sle 	 5b 53 16.2 18.26 45 163 166 160 17·3Carroll 

5a 8 31 	 223 237 201 27.4 27.8 26.5
Carter 
See ,footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 13.--Rural, rural-nonfe.rm, and rural-fe.rm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -<:oni:i.nued 

(Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and. color grOUpS with fewer than 100 departures), 
: : :: : 

Replacement ratios 11 Replacement rates !y: State eCD-: Econanic : 
and status : nanic are.. : subregion ::-----=-----:--'----:-~~--:-____:_----­

county y 
State AM 

• n'-'lllber • number • 
Rural Rural Rural RuralRuralE/ E/ nonfarm fe.rm Rural nonfarm farm 

Kentuel!;y--<:Ontinued 
Casey 5b 5 44 224 245 217 30.4 29.1 31.0Christian 21 5a 4 53 281 370 136 25.0 28.3 10.3White 309 425 143 26.9 30.5 12.0Nonwhite 191 227 104 16.5 19.4 1.4Clark 7 45 195 291 126 20.7 30.7 7.8Clay 58 8 349 363 327 44.3 42.6 47.8clinton 5b 5 ~ 224 261 200 25.3 26.8 24.0Crlttenden 5b 3 52 149 191 90 12.6 19.1 -3.6CUmberland 5b 5 44 155 169 148 14.5 14.6 14.4Daness 2 51 244 263 221 29.0 26.9 33.1Edmonson 5b 3 52 201 212 192 26.1 25·9 26.3Ell10tt 58 8 31 223 247 217 27.5 21.5 30.7Est1ll 58 8 31 188 179 201 23.1 20.2 28.0F'aJrette E 45 165 176 146 11.3 11.2 11.8White 174 187 153 13.1 13.1 13.1Nonwhite 104 114 .7 2.0Fleming 6 45 147 137 155 12.9 10.2 15.0Floyd 5a 9 31 269 266 36.7 35.8FraiIk1in 6 45 174 215 130 15.8 19.1 9.2Fulton 5b 1 53 169 163 181 18.6 16.9 22.4G8llatin 6 45 133 147 121 8.4 10.5 6.4Garrard 5a 6 45 162 188 153 15.4 18.9 14.0Grant 6 45 152 127 179 12.7 6.6 20.1Grav:es 5a 1 53 127 158 105 7.6 13.2 1.8Grayson 5a 3 52 202 258 181 26.1 31.0 23.3Green 5b 3 52 152 136 161 12.2 7.7 15.2Greenup 5a 8 31 221 214 243 23·9 21.7 33.0llancock 3 52 141 ll8 168 10.9 5.4 16.4
IIard1n 2/ 58 3 52 553 733 173 35.0 36.5 20.3White 562 762 1,77 35.5 37.0 20.9Nonwhite 442 483 28.9 30.0Harlan 5a 9 31 251 255 36.2 36.7White 260 265 36.9 37.5Nonwhite 142 142 18.6 18.6Harrison 7 45 145 
Hart 

188 130 11.3 20.1 7.8
5b 3 52 163 154 169 14.6 11·9 16.8
Henderson 5a D 51Henry " 172 191 141 15.7 17.2 11.86 45 137 138 137 10.2 9.1 11.4Hicklllan 5b 1 53 129 130 127 7.6 8.3 6.8Hopkins 5& 3 52 161 179 III 14.9 17.9 3.6J8ckson 5& 8 31 228 278 197 29.0 31.2 26.8Jetrerson A 46 210 221 123 20.3 21.2 7.4White 215 227 119 20.8 21.7 6.4Nonwhite 138 135 10.3 9.2JessBII1nc 7 45 148 168 136 10.7 12.5 9.3U'OhIitIon 58 9 31 239 248 206 30.9 30.8 31.2Kenton B 18446 200 112 18.3 20.2 3.8Knott 
Knox 

58 9 31 327 331 309 46.8 45.6 55.45a 9 31 267 292 197 38.3 40.8 28.6Larue 5a 3 52 138 178 113 9.5 15.6 4.0laurel 5a 8 31 204 213 195 27.3 27.8 26.6lavrence 5b 8 31 
Lee 

179 227 112 21.4 30.2 4.0
5b 8 31 193 203 171 25.3 25.4 24.6Leslie 5& 9 31 350 393 48.1 50.3Letcher 5a 9 31 267 265 37·9 37.3Levis 5b 8 31 224 284 174 27.0 31.6 20.7Lincoln 5a '5 44 178 184 174 19.3 18.6 20.1Livingston 5b 3 52 139 151 121 10.7 12.9 6.5Logan 5b 4 53 145 137 148 11.3 7.5 13.3Lyon 5b 3 52 96 100 91 -.6 o -3.1MeCraeken 5a 1 53 175 187 12~ 15.5 16.7McCreary 7·75b 9 31 308 318 46.8 48.5McLean 2 51 137 136 138 9.9 8.4 12.5MBd1son 58 6 45 162 182 145 15.7 18.0 13.1Magottin 5a 8 31 224 239 208 27·7 26.8 28.8Marlon 6 45 284 309 272 35.9 36.0 35.9MiLraball 15a 53 155 174 122 12.1 13.6 7.4MSrtin 5a 319 287 289 42.7 42.0lluem 6 45 167 204 135 15.8 21.3 9.6Meade 2/ 58 3 52 243 301 142 20.5 22.5 ri.9Menifee 85b 31 193 193 25.6 27.6Mercer 58 7 45 124 121 126 6.4 5.4 7.1Metea1fe 5li 5 44 121 119 121 6,1 4.4 6.8Monroe 5b 5 44 177 181 175 19·2 18.5 19.7 
 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Replacement ratios and rates, by color, tor counties, ~96o-70 -CentinuedTnh~e ~3.-':;Rural., TUral-nonrarin:, and rural-fil.rlll males, 20-64: 

CUDS with rever than ~OORatios and rates not shown for COUll residen'ce and color 

. . : Repl.aCement ratios 11 Rep~ement rates !!J 
: State eco.-: EeonOmie •State AHA 
:. nOmic area: subregioo :and status • number • number • Ruraleounty y Rural. Rural. Rural 

Rural. 
Rural~ ~ nonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

~ 

Kentucky--Cont1nued 
Montgomery 
Norgan 
Muhlenberg 
Nelson 
Nicholas 
Ohio 
Oldham 
OWen 
Owsley 
Pendleton 
Perry 
Pike 
Po'lie11 
Pulaski 
Robertson 
Rockca.t1e 
Rovan 
Russell 
Scott 
Shelby 
Simpson 
Spencer 
Taylor 
Todd 

White 
Nonwite 

Trigg 
Trimble 
Union 
Warren 
Washington 
Wayne 
Webster 
Whitley 
Wolfe 
Woodford 

51! 
5a 
51> 

51> 

5l> 
51> 
50. 
50. 
51> 
51> 

5a 
5a 
51> 
51> 

51> 

5a 

5a 

51> 

51> 
5a 
5a 
51> 

6 
8 
3 
6 
6 
3 
6 
6 
8 
6 
9 
9 
8 
5 
6 
5 
8 
5 
7 
6 
4 
6 
3 
4 

4 
6 
2 
4 
6 
5 
2 
9 
8 
7 

45 
31 
52 
45 
45 
52 
45 
45 
31 
45 
31 
31 
31 
44 
li5 
44 
31 
44 
45 
45 
53 
45 
52 
53 

53 
45 
51 
53 
45 
44 
51 
31 
31 
45 

216 
208 
~78 
222 
146 
147 
150 
137 
231 
146 
268 
275 
197 
196 
154 
2ll 
229 
185 
141 
~80 
146 
186 
167 
162 
159 
177 
162 
146 
170 
175 
188 
239 
121 
211 
194 
166 

253 
254 
181 
241 
150 
143 
158 

92 
232 
287 
2TI 
281 
196 
219 

224 
253 
246 
J.64 
178 

188 
237 
17,5
lao 
199 
157 
175 
204 
164 
262 
130 
227 
276 
183 

192 
185 
~71 
203 
~43 
154 
129 
165 
232 

98 

182 
200 
182 
:163 
m 
197 
151 
121 
~81 
141 
1!l6 
140 
147 
139 

136 
140 
157 
161 
201 
224 
110 
169 
149 
152 

26.4 
25.4 
19.8 
25.3 
11.6 
13.5 
8.7 
9.6 

29·9 
11.8 
36.4 
36.7 
24.2 
22.2 
13.8 
26.5 
30.1 
21.2 
11.2 
16.4 
11.8 
19.2 
16.0 
15.7 
14.6 
23.3 
15.2 
11.5 
18.0 
17.9 
21.3 
29.9 

5.6 
30.4 
25.6 
15.3 

29.7 
28.5 
20.0 
24.4 
12.4 
11.6 
8.8 

-2.1 
31.1 
33.5 
37.5 
37.2 
23.3 
22.1 

27.0 
31.8 
30.7 
18.0 
14.2 

16.6 
23.0 
18.2 
18.1 

19.4 
11.9 
19.0 
21.1 
13.9 
30.2 
6.8 

33.2 
40.4 
17.1 

23.5 
23.2 
~9.0 
26.7 
10.9 
17.2 
8.7 

16.5 
29.4 
,-.6 

25.3 
26.5 
22.2 
17.1 
26.0 
26.9 
~4.2 
6.7 

18.1 
11.4 
21.0 
11.5 
12.7 
10.7 

10.8 
11.2 
15.6 
15.9 
25.8 
29.5 
3.3 

21.5 
15.2 
13.6 

Tennessee 
Anderson 
Bedford 
Benton 
BJ.,edsoe 
BlOWlt 
Bradley 
Campbell 
Cannon 
Cerroll 

White 
Nonwite 

Carter 
Cheatham 
Chester 
Claiborne 
Clay 
Cocke 
Coffee 
Crockett 

White 
Nonwite 

Cumbedand 
Davidson 

White 
Nonwite 

Oecatur 
Pe Kalb 
Dickson 
Dyer 
Fayette 

White 
Nonwite 

Fentress 
Frank1in 
Gibson 

White 
Nonwh1loie 

See footnotes at end of table. 

51> 
51> 

50. 

50. 
51> 
51> 

51! 

51> 
51> 
51> 

51> 

51> 

D 
5 
2 
7 
D 
8 
8 
6 
2 

8 
4 
2 
8 
6 
8 
6 
1 

7 
B 

2 
6 
3 
1 
1 

7 
6 
1 

32 
54 
60 
31 
32 
32 
32 
44 
60 

32 
53 
60 
32 
44 
32 
44 
61 

31 
54 

60 
44 
44 
61 
61 

31 
4Ji­
61 

216 
139 
152 
776 
207 
232 
228 
173 
142 
136 
179 
229 
175 
175 
203 
2L4 
222 
193 
168 
1L9 
252 
221 
182 
196 
82 

138 
169 
172 
169 
242 
239 
243 
289 
209 
157 
148 
212 

225 
160 
169 
361 
216 
254 
239 
171 
144 
149 
115 
244 
179 
171 
243 
202 
273 
226 
163 
160 

234 
196 
215 
77 

166 
202 
213 
151 
216 
189 
238 
315 
242 
153. 
148 

145 
120 
126 
~\56 
178 
176 
179 
174 
139 
124 

186 
169 
178 
177 
224 
185 
166 
170 
144 
295 
204 
119 
li7 

104 
148 
132 
188 
252 
273 
245 
235 
162 
159 
148 
230 

24.4 
10.2 
13.9 
39.1, 
23.5 
25.0 
30.6 
i7.J. 
li.7 
10.1 
24.8 
26.9 
17.5 
18.3 
24.0 
26.9 
24.6 
21.7 
18.8 
13.9 
39.7 
29.3 
15.8 
17.6 
-5.3 
10.1 
15.9 
17.5 
18.4 
36.1 
29.0 
40.5 
43.8 
22.6 
14.6 
12.1 
30.8 

25.3 
13.9 
16.5 
51.0 
23.5 
25.2 
32·7 
14.2 
11.4 
12.0 

5.9 
28.1 
15.7 
16.3 
28.6 
23.8 
28.4 
22.8 
14.8 
13.9 

29.3 
16.9 
19.0 
-6.7 
15.5 
17.2 
22.1 
13.6 
24.9 
16.4 
33.9 
46.5 
25.0 
12.2 
10.7 

14.2 
6.0 
8.3 

18.0 
23.4 
24.5 
20.9 
20.1 
12.0 
7.7 

22.5 
21.2 
19.6 
20.2 
29.4 
20.6 
20.2 
21.7 
13.9 
53.9 
29.4 
6.2 
5.8 

1.3 
14.4 
10.2 
23.2 
41.8 
39.5 
42.8 
36.7 
17.1 
16.5 
13.3 
36.3 
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TlIblc 13.-nural, rural-nonfarm, Md rural-farm mules, 20-64: Replacement rlltio. Md rates, by color, for countieo, 1960-70 -Continued 

(Ratioa and ratm\ notahown for coun~ reoidence Md color IlrouEo with fewer than 100 deEo.rtureo ~ 
: ': :: : . . Heplncement ratioo :JI Replucement rutes !y: Stu te eco-: Economic 
 

Mel. .tutus : nomic areil: subregion 
 
county y • nwnber • number 
 

stut" AlIA 

nural Rural Rural Rural'# .W Rural nonfarm farm Rural noni'arm farm 

Tennes.ee_-Continli"d 
Oiles 

White 54 163 169 1/)0 17.1 16.4 17.4154 157 152 14.3Nonwhite 13.1 15.1 
Omingcr 217 201 35.8 31.65b 8 32 187Gr.."ne 295 138 19.2 34.4 9.65a 8 32 188 248 162 18.2 22.5Orundy 15.35b 7 31 198 206 21.4 22.6!lamb1"n' 8 32 182 233 133 16.5lIam1lton 21·9 8.5C ,32 203White 215 109 19.8 21.0 3.0203 216Nonwhite 200 

106 19.7 21.0 2.1 
llancock 196 22.3 21.45b 8 32 212 189 24.5IIard....n 20.05b 1 61 148White 109 198 13.5 2.6 27·0i47 124 181 12.0 6.1Ncnwhite 21.1 
!l&rdin 150 83 219 16.1 -5.8 35.35b 2 60 161 188 128 16.4!l&vkin. 20·5 9.48 32 202
HaywoOd 215 190 21.5 19.8 23.85b 1 61 226 212 228 33.0 26.0 34.3Whit" 187 177 22.6Nonldlite 21.5?54 260I!e:ldllr.on 40.3 41.72 60 158Henry 158 159 13.7 11.7 15.12 60 117White 143 98 5.2 10.3 -.6118 143 100Nonwhite 5.3 10.l 0112 4.1H1ckma.n 5b 3 44 185 204Houston 154 rr.l 19.2 13.45b 3 411 168Humphrey. 149 17.3 12.05b 3 44 182 201 148Jackson 19.0 21.4 i3.65b 6 44 152 168 146Jert'er,'on 8 14.7 15.5 14.232 192 238 152Jobnoon 19.0 22.1 14.45b 8 32Knox 198 263 166 23.0 29.4 18.3 
 

White 
D 32 182 194 123 17.1 18.3 7·7
185 199 122 17.7Nonwhite 18.9 7.570 66Lake -9·6 -11.45b 1 61 192 164 221 22.3White 15.2 29.9 

Nonwhite 203 171 240 24.6 16.5 34.1153 13.8Lauderdale 5b 1 61 173 163 180 18.6 12.6 24.1White 152 164 144NonVbite 111.0 13.7 14.3221 161 250 27.4 40.8L8.vrence 10.33 44 223 240 210 26.6Levi. 25·9 27·53 44 188 172 19.8 16.9Lincoln 5 54 178 190Loudon 171 19.3 20.1 18.78 32 195 188 208 20.4McMinn 17·9 26.38
McNairy 32 205 210 199 23.0 21.7 25.360 179 181"","con 

5b 2 177 18.6 16.1 22.465b 44 131 172 114M!!.diaon 8.2 15.2 4.31 61 190 188White 193 22.3 19·3 25.4
150 1211Nonwhite 177 12.1 15.5 7.1278 220M!!.rion 314 45.5 34.9 50·75b 7 31 207 224MBraha11 10'r 24.1 26.4 2.65 511 136White 172 109 9.7 16.3 3.0139 197 105Nonwhite 10.2 19·5 1..811",Maury 6.3 

White 5 54 1711 240 124 16.7 25.1 6.8
179 262Nonwhite 123 17.0 26.2 6.4150 163Meigs 8 14.5 18.232 212 205Monroe 220 27.5 24.5 31.532 250 266Montgomery 21 8 232 31.4 30.6 32·74 53 327 515 133White 30.3 35.9 10.2336 533 138Nonwhite 31.1 36.6 11.5284 436 26.3Moore 32.35 54 133 132 8.6Morgan 9·15a 7 31Obion' 185 192 155 17.0 16·9 17.31 61 149Overton 148 151 13.2 12.0 14.65b 6 44 193 240 158 22.1 26.1Perry 17.35b 3 114 164 188Pickett 120 15.1 20.2 5.15b 6 44 240Polk 265 29.3 36.58 32 221 215Putnam 25.0 23.75b 6 44 183 194 165Rhea 18.3 19·1. 16.65b 8 32 206 21'( 178Roane 5n 8 25.3 25·5 24.432 242 259 171Robertson 25.7 27.0 17·95b 4 53 156 172 145 14.1White 17.2 11.8

158 175 144 14.1Nonwhite 17.2 11.4 
150 14.5IlUth"rford 21 146 14.35 54 158 166 1117 10;4White 9.5 13.1160 173 143 10.,Nonwhito 10.1 11.7145 130 9.8 5.4See i'ootnoten nt end of. tabl". 
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Table 13.-liural, rural-nonfarm, and rur31-farm males, 20-64: Replacemimt ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Cont:!nued 

(Ratios lind rates not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer than lOO~ departures) 
: -: 

Replacement ratios ]/ Replacement rates }:/ 
: state eco-: Econanic :

state AM : nanic area: subregiOn :-----:----'---~---- ------,,.----'-"'-----'-- ­
and status • number • number • Rural Rural Rural.y Ruralcounty RuralRuralE/ E/ nonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

'temIesoee--continued 
Scott~ 5b 7 31 267 271 36.4 36.8 

36.5 42.6Sequatchie 5b 7 31 290 351 
187 220 161 19.0 19;9 17.8Sevier 5b 8 32 

?~5 44.3 46.7 31.7Shelby 21 A 61 359 407 
11.5White 442 520 142 48.1 52.6 

241 284 34.9 28.6 ' 52.1223Nonwhite 114 13.2 4.2SJlitb 5b 5 54 130 161 7·9 
44 157 176 130 14.0 17.6 8.1Stavart 3 

21.7 22.2 18.5Sullivan 8 32 231 247 173 
4 53 161 19B 124 15.0 20.5 7.2au..er 

White 160 203 122 14.6 20.3 6.8 
163 174 19.4 21.7 , Nonvhite 

1 61. 210 221 203 26.7 23.9 28.8
'l'1pton 5b 


White 
 206 213 201 23.9 21.0 27.1 
243 205 32.1 35.0 31.0Nonwhite 215 

5 54 175 162 17.7 16.7Trousdale 
201 24.3 23.9 25.7Unicoi 5b 8 32 219 226 

223 283 191 26.1 28.6 23.9Union 5b 8 32 

Van BUren 5b 7 31 180 233 20.1 29.9 


162 21.2 25.7 15.96 44 190 218lI&rreD 
215 251 168 22.4 25.2 16.9WashingtOn 8 32 

184 240 23.6 18.6 34.444 203Wayne 5b 3 
2 60 132 155 ll4 8.8 13.0 4.4

Weakley 
6 44 208 218 200 22.2 22.7 21.7

Whit" 5b 
176 206 155 18.2 21.4 15.1Williamson 5 54 
178 214 152 18.8 23.0 14.7White 
166 14.5Nonwhite 
140 145 135 10.0 9.9 10.2WUson 5 

8.4 8.2 8.5White 133 138 129 
182 21.6Nonwhite 

Alab"""" 
221 165 25.3 27.8 20.4

Autauga 5b 5 199 

White 
 160 165 151 15.0 15.2 14.8 

249 310 179 39.2 46.3 26.9
Nonvh1te 

8 58 200 203 188 22.5 22.7 22.0
BaldlliD 

189 190 187 19.8 19·3 21.6
White 

242 245 34.0 34.2 
41 207 181 241 29.2 20.9 4i.9Nomrhite 

Barbour 5b 9 
161 156 167 15.2 12.4 19.6

White 
256 205 331 47.0 31.9 69.3Non1lllite 178 170 20.5 20.5 19.8

Bibb 5b 5 177 
151 152 13.7 13.9White 


Nonvhite 
 271 273 43.4 42.1 
185 181 190 20.2 16.5 24.7

Blount 5b 2 55 
257 211 38.7 39.1 38.26 57 232Bullock 51> 

148 ll.2White 
264 273 256 53.4 52.8 54.0

Nonwhite 
258 182 33.0 35.2 27-3Butler 5b 9 41 230 

165 199 113 16.4 21.5 4.5
White 63.2 58.4348 352 

243 257 176 23.0Nonwhite 23.0 23.3 
Calhoun 'i/ 3 

174 22.3 22.2 22.9241 255White 
 
271 275 31.3 31.3Nonwhite 
 

4 42 185 221 92 19.7 24.3 -2.7
Cbambers 

160 178 85 13.0 15.5 -5.1
White 

Nonwhite 
 223 309 97 31.8 43.9 -.9 

20;2 20.3 20.1201 221 186Chilrokee 5b 3 
19B 209 173 22.4 23.3 19.9

Chilwn 5b 5 
19B 210 171 22.2 23.2 19.5

White 
204 204 23.9 24.0

lIonvhlte 
212 185 26.8 26.8 26.77 59 205Cboctav 5b 

169 187 ll7 16.1 18.5 5;5
White 

247 245 251 42.9 40.7 48.6 
Nomrhite 

208 242 129 27.3 31.2 ll.l
Clarke5b 7 59 

169 209 95 16.6 21.9 -1.6 
rute 

251 273 180 39.7 41.5 30.6
Nonvh1te 

42 189 223 123 21.3 25.7 7·74Clay 5b 
4 42 169 191 122 15.2 17.5 7.1

Cleburne 24.6 21.1 27.941 205 202 207Cottee 9 
190 22.0 19;1 24.6

White 192 197 
286 40.7Nommite 
241 249 214 28.8 29.8 24.9

Colbert • 1 55 
190 ' 26.1 19.4White • ~H~3.5_ltQindI'tn : ~~ m 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 13.-llural, rural-non1'arm, and rural-farm inales, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Ceixtinued 

~Ratios and rates not shown for coun:!:l residence and color ~ouEs with fewer than 100 del>artures 1 
: : :: : 

State 
ilnd 

COU!lty 

AHA 
status 

y 

. . 
: State eco-: EcOnomic 
: nomic area: subregion 
. number . nmnber 

y Y 

: 
: 

Replacement ratios ]/ 

Rural RuralRural nonfarm farm 

Replacement rates }y 

Rural RuralRural nonfarm i'arm 
>~ 

AlSbama.._Continued 
ConecUh 

White 
Nonwhite 

Cooaa 
White 
Nonwhite 

Covington 
Crenshaw 

White 
tlonwhite 

51> 

5b 

5b 

9 

4 

9 
9 

41 

42 

41 
41 

219 
178 
273 
187 
149 
306 
158 
197 
175 
260 

236 
164 
296 
204 
168 
304 
173 
192 
175 
243 

192 
168 
230 
128 

90 

139 
205 
175 

31.2 
18.1 
54.7 
21.4 
13.3 
39.1 
15.6 
23.8 
17.9 
42.5 

33.0 
18;1 
55.7 
23.8 
17.0 
37.8 
17.5 
21.4 
17.0 
35.0 

27.7 
17.9 
51.9 
9.3 

-3.7 

12.5 
28.7 
19.6 

CUllman 
Dale 2i 

Wh1te 
Nonwhite 

Dallas 2i 
White 
Nonwhite 

De Xalb 
Elmore 

White 
lIonwhite 

Escsmbia 
White 
Nonwhite 

5b 

5b 

5b 
5b 

2 
9 

6 

2 
5 

8 

55 
41 

57 

55 
56 

58 

214 
236 
221 
347 
282 
2ll 
312 
194 
202 
177 
258 
185 
189 
177 

224 
279 
268 

275 
224 
3::'2 
202 
216 
190 
280 
179 
188 
164 

206 
155 
137 

289 

312 
188 
171 
148 
218 
206 
189 

26;0 
19.3 
16.5 
47.7 
36.6 
13.9 
58.2 
21.8 
23.5 
16.9 
41.5 
20.4 
21.4 
18.5 

23.7 
19.9 
17.6 

28.4 
13.5 
52.7 
20.9 
23.4 
l.7.4 
40.6 
18.3 
20.0 
15.4 

28.1 
16.5 
11.0 

55.8 

64.2 
22.8 
24.0 
15.4 
44.6 
29.5 
25.5 

Etmmh 5a 3 43 208 219 178 23.1 23.8 20.7 
~l!IYette 
Frai!kl1n 

5b 5 
5 

56 
56 

185 
183 

228 
190 

142 
173 

20.9 
20.7 

2601 
19.5 

13.1 
22.8 

Geneva 
Greene 

White 
5b 

9 
6 

41 
57 

181 
237 
81 

197 

238 
164 
236 

19.7 
39.5 
-6.6 

20.8 
42.1 

18.1 
37.4 

Nonwhite 
Hale 

White 
Nonwhite 

Henry 
Wh1te 
Nonwhite 

Houston 
White 

5b 6 

9 

9 

57 

41 

41 

286 
215 
158 
242 
207 
157 
272 
213 
188 

302 
203 
145 
231 
250 
249 
252 
241 
212 

272 
228 
173 
255 
174 
ll3 
295 
183 
164 

50.7 
31.7 
14.0 
42.0 
29.2 
14.4 
52.9 
26.2 
20.6 

57.1 
27.1 
10.1 
37.4 
37.7 
29.4 
47.6 
30.9 
24.6 

45;7 
38.1 
19.7 
48.4 
21.9 
3.9 

58·9 
20.4 
16.0 

Nonwhite 
Jackson 
Jeffercon 

White 
Nonwhite

Lamar 
Lauderdale 

5b 

5b 

2 
A 

5 
1 

55 
43 

56 
55 

318 
224 
199 
201 
187 
168 
205 

349 
235 
200 
204 
186 
154 
207 

214 
162 
157 

191 
202 

48.6 
27.1 
20.6 
19.8 
26.2 
16.6 
22.4 

53.5 
24.6 
20.7 
19·9 
25.9 
12.7 
20.6 

30.2 
18.4 
16.8 

24.5 
26.4 

White 
Nonwhite 

Lawrence 
White 
Nonwhite 

Lee 
White 
Nonwhite 

Limestone 
White 
Nonwhite 

Lowndes 
White 
Nonwhite 

Macon 
White 
Nonwhite 

~!adi80n 2i 
White 
Nonwhite 

Marengo 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

1 

4 

1 

6 

5 

F 

6 

55 

42 

55 

57 

56 

55 

57 

220 
101 
261 
266 
247 
245 
164 
401 
244 
237 
267 
298 
133 
367 
151 
133 
155 
246 
241 
264 
224 

220 
ll5 
234 
241 
213 
270 
185 
478 
248 
238 
274 
325 
152 
420 
122 
108 
125 
279 
298 
213 
226 

221 

298 
293 

167 
76 

261 
240 
236 
259 
271 

322 
247 

258 
212 
179 
3ll 
221 

24.2 
.3 

31.5 
29.6 
42.1 
29.1 
13.7 
53.6 
30.0 
27.3 
41.0 
'07.2 

B.8 
61.4 
15.3 

9·9 
16.3 
23.7 
21.5 
33.3 
33.0 

21.6 
5.5 

25.0 
23.3 
32.8 
30.3 
16.8 
54.0 
27-6 
23.4 
43.5 
45.7 
ll.3 
63.2 
6.5 
2.4 
7.2 

21.5 
21.5 
21.1 
31.1 

29.7 

41.0 
38.1 

22.2 
-7·9 
51.6 
32.8 
31.7 
37.9 
49.6 

59.6 
49.5 

56.0 
28.9 
21.6 
47.5 
36.3 

White 
Nonwhite 

153 
258 

166 
254 

133 
262 

12.5 
44.8 

14.1 
41.6 

9.3 
50.1 

Marion 
Marshall 
Mobile 

White 
Nom.1I1te 

5b 
5b 

5 
2 
D 

56 
55 
58 

184 
177 
204 
224 
157 

17~ 
198 
207 
233 
154 

193 
165 
175 
168 

20.5 
17.7 
20.9 
23.2 
14.0 

18.2 
17·3 
21.0 
23.7 
13.3 

26.5 
1B.o 
19·8 
18.j 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Replacement ratibssnd rates, by color; for cbunt!es, 1960-:.70 'CaltinuedTable 13;-'-ilurai; rural.;.nonfnnn, ""lei rural~farin inales, 20-:64: 

aatios. and rates not shewn for coun residence and color 

Replacement ratios ]/ Rep1ac:ement rates !JJ 
: state ec~: Econan1c :state ARA : nomic area: subregion :and status • number • "..:anber • Rural RuralRural Ruralcounty y Rural:# y Rural nonfann farm nonfarm fann 

A1S~ontinued 
41 237 27!l 177 35.1 39·9 25.1 

Monroe 9 20.2 6.8162 192 120 15.8
Wb.1.te 251 58.5 63.3 48.1328 376NoDVh1te 25.4 3B.9241, 245 231 28.5

M:lntgomery C 57 B;o 6.7 13.6148 146 151'ilbite 2B2 52.1 49.9 57.B315 335lloin1bite 
1 207 206 209 22.5 19.6 27.555M:lX'/!IUI 201 2ll 21.9 18.7 27-3205White 30.2235Nomi!rl.te 
6 57 228 241 215 36.8 37.0 36.8

Perry 51> 17.4 16.2166 180 152 16.9
White 249 49.1 50.3 47.B260 271Nbnwhite 31.1221 233 205 28.9 27.7

Pickens 51> 5 56 20.2 22.6 14.4190 214 150White 52.144.6 39.0269 269 269Nonwhite 28.530.5 32.441 223 243 205Pike 9 
227 159 22.2 29.0 15.4191'ilbite :. 57.2283 271 293 47.2 38.6

NoDVh1te 
4 42 191 225 154 21.7 24.4 17.1 

Randolph 7.5187 123 13.5 17.0155'llbite 62.9
NoDVh1te 410 

3ll 39.6 35.7 51.4
B 35 285 275Russell 51> 21.4 23.2195 207White 

350 343 360 51.9 47.2 6o.B 
lIonwhite 23;8190 186 21.5 21.1

3 43 190St. Clair 51> 24.8186 185 192 20.3 19.5
White 29.1 30.9212 2241Iomih1te 

3 43 194 205 105 20.5 21.9 1.9 
Shelby 51> 

200 103 18.6 20.1 1.2188White 31.4 32.1224 229Nonwhite 
6 57 225 199 261 35.1 26.5 47.9 

Sumter 51> 10.1 14.B139 163 
258 216 310White 45.9 32.8 62.7 

Nonwbite 32.0226 231 205 2B.3 27.7 
Tallsilega 3 43 20.0 20.7 15.6186 193 152'ilbite 49.4 45.8341 347Nomm1te 20.6177 158 18.0 17.5
TBlll!Ipoos.. 4 42 173 

146 155 ll4- 11.5 12.5 5.2 
White 249 243 35.6 3i.6 
I'/onllhite 23.4 25.0 15.5

E 56 212 240 143Tuscalooss 4.5ll3 19.7 22.5200 233Wh1te 46.83B.2 3.5.9248 260 222
Nonllh1te 

3 43 IB5 191 135 21.0 21.9 ll.3 
Walker 5 .. 21.6 12.0186 193 137 20.7

'ilbite 25.3 26.7172 177NCX!White 37.0254 265 218 33.5 32.9 
Washington 51> 7 59 2ll 31.6 31.1 33.6256 276White 250 250 37.8 36.3 

Nonwhite 62.6
6 305 296 317 51.7 45.3 

Wilcex 51> 57 19.5 24.8172 198White 78.5360 379 65.8 56.8369Nonwhite 
56 217 222 211 25.7 24.0 28.8 

Winston 51> 5 

Miss1sSippi 248 170 26.8 26.9 25.5
3 59 233Adams 24.0 25.0266 2BlWhite 

205 21lf 31.7 30.6
Nonvbite Ii 60 229 236 224 28.6 25.6 31.6 

Alcorn 36.2
3 59 205 195 217 29.4 25.0 

Amite 51> 7.3 6.9124 12B 121 7.1
White 51.2 If7.4 71·730B 277 349Eonllhite 176 179 24.:; 20.7 27.3 

Attala 51> 6 59 178 
10.7 4;5124 13B 113 7.3White 262 262 261 52.4 42.8 57.4 

Nonllhite 36.62 61 223 164 263 29.1 16.4 
B<!nton 51> 

175 151 202 17.3 13.5 20.9 
White 50.6 55.5307Nonwite 205 ~ 3B.5 30.9 44.41 76 235Bolivar 51> 21.2 17.4 25.3184 214199White 52.7249 214 275 48.3 41.3 
Nonwhite 22.7 13.9 34.460 189 154 2364Calhoun 51> 

167 129 217 17·2 7;3 30.4 
White 268 238 42.4 37·9Nonwhite 
 

.See t"ootnotes at end of table. 
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Tabie 13.-RUral, rUral-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 o{;cnt1nued , 
~Ratios and rates not shown for coim~ residence and. color IEciu;es with fewer than 100 de;earturesl 

: : :' : ' : 
Replacement ratios If Replacement rat~s '!!J: Iltnte eco-: ECOnanic : 


and : nomic area: subregion : 

State AM 

status • nUmber • number •county }j Rural Rural Rural Rural:Y Rural Rural:Y nonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

M18sissipp~tiaaed 
Carroll 5b 2 61 210 207 212 30.7 26.3 33.6White i28 131 126 8.6 8.7 8·3Nonwhite 322 297 56.2 56.5Chic:kasav 5b 5 57 209 253 .181 28.0 31.4 "W:TWhite 184 237 146 21.2 26.1 15.1Nonwhite 252 234 39.9 .36.8Choctav 65b 59 137 139 135 12.8 .12.9 ).2.4White 109 105 114 3·2 2.0 5.0Nonwhite 256 47.2Claiborne 5b 3 59 197 204 182 27.5 26.3 30.0White 89 -3.5Nonwhite 245 243 244 38.5 34.1 5LoCl8rke 65b 59 188 187 i89 23.1 21.5 29.3White 172 170 178 18.2 16.0 27.0Nonwhite 219 217 33.7 33.2Clay 5b 5 57 229 236 224 32.6 30.9 35.0White 178 161 200 19.0 13.7 26.9Nonvbite 277 325 242 46.5 51.5 41.7Coahoma 1 76 233 209 260 38.2 30.9 46.3White 164 162 166 15.9 15.2 17.1Nonwhite 254 226 282 46.3 38.1 54.6Copiah 5b 3 59 217 267 165 33.0 37.5 24.8Wh1te 183 239 126 21.4 28.4 9.1Bonwhite 248 292 200 45.2 46.9 41.7Covington 65b 59 199 209 192 23.4 21.9 24.8Whit.. 182 226 153 18.8 22.8 14.7Nonwhite 237 174 292 35.4 19.2 49.3De Sote 5b 2 61 222 228 215 29.1 25.9 33.4White 182 229 115 17.3 22.6 4.6Nonwhite 250 228 267 39.7 30.5 47.9Forrest 7 58 209 246 91 25.3 30.0 -3.6White 191 229 80 19.7 24.2 -7.7Nonwhite 261 295 48.3 53.6FraIIkl.in 5b 3 59 163 157 189 17.4 15.5 26.6White 146 147 11.6 11.1Nonwh1te 186 168 28.6 23.1George 7 58 212 206 226 23.7 19.9 33.5Greene 5b 7 58 2ll. 225 181 25.5 26.5 22.7Grenada 2 615b 21.3 220 205 26.3 24.2 30.2White 197 205 17.6 17.1Nonwhite 228 240 219 39.4 42.0 37.2Hancock 5b 8 58 168 169 17.8
lIarrison 21 8 58 174 

17.8 
173 13.9 13.5White --­

175 174 13.8 13.2NOnwhite 162 164 16.9 17.3
Hinds A 59 254 279 214 38.1 38.3 37.7White 202 222 151 22.1 23.4 16.5Nonwhite 292 334 243 52.8 56.2 47.3IIOllIles 5b 2 61 233 250 219 41.6 42.5 40.6White 168 205 III 20.0 29.7 3.6Nonwhite 262 280 250 51.9 51.0 52.6
Humphreys 5b 1 76 247 244 251 39.5 38.5 41.4White 221 208 28.4 26.3Nonwhite 259 260 256 46.0 44.9 48.2Isssquena 5b 761 167 185 152 21.6 24.2 18.7White 

Nonwhite 159 22.0
ltaVlllllbn 4 60 184 205 162 19.2 20.8 16.9Jackson 8 58 221 218 22.4 21.8Jasper 65b 59 201 213 183 25.4 26.1 24.1White 135 139 129 8.6 8.6 8.5Nonvbite 291 307 266 49.5 50.1 48.2Jefferson 5b 3 59 191 204 163 27.1 30.4 19.7White 100 115 .1 4.3Nonwh1te 237 247 213 41.0 44.1 33.7Jefferson Dav1s 5b 6 22859 237 220 32.3 28.9 36.0Wh1te 153 175 142 14.9 15.3 14.3Nonwhite 311. 341 294 53.2 54.0 52.7Jones 65b 59 227 ~ 242 26.9 24.) 34.6

White 217 221 206 23.7 22.9 26.3Nonwhite 265 ?26 50.8 37.6Kemper 5b 6 59 239 253 231 37.7 35.0 39.4White 155 199 128 15.3 21.9 9.3Nonlibite 321 320 59.0 62.0 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 13.-Rux'a1, rural-nont'nrm; and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios arid rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Centinued 

(RatiOS" 	 and rates not shown for county residence and color grOUPS with fewer than 100 departures) 
: : :: : 

Replacement rat10s ]/ Replacement rates Y 
: State eco-: Economic :State ARA : nomic area: subregiotl :'--~------,,--,----...;,---..,----------

and status • nwnber • number • Rural Rural Rural Ruralcounty 11 ~ ~ Rural nonfarm farm Rurai nonfarm farm 

H1aliise1PP1-~Cont:i.nUed 
Latayette 51> 4 60 179 179 178 22.0 18.8 24.5 
 

White li7 142 99 5.0 10.2 -.3 
 
lI'oindlite 289 302 49.0 56.1 
 

L!Iar 	 7 230 247 191 28.4 27.4 
 
219 234 187 25.l. 25.8 
 

Ifonwbit;e 292 51.5 
 
lauderdale 	 6 59 173 185 143 18.4 19.5 14.4 


rote 

White 135 148 96 8.7 11.2 -1.1 
 
Nonwite 265 281 40.9 40.0 
 

Lilwrence 51> 59
6 192 245 140 24.0 29.4 14.5 
 
White 154 232 87 14.2 25.7
 -4.4 
Non'olb:l.te 279 47.4 
 

Leeke 51> 6 59
 2O(j 186 208 26.3 18.5 32.2 
White 138 154 127 10.0 11.6 8.3 
Nonvbite 335 351 60.7 	 71.. 4 

Lee 5 57 169 l.99 143 17.6 19.5 14.7 
 
White 153 199 112 13.5 18.7 4.6 
 
lIon'o1bite 229 l.97 255 32.• 7 23.8 40.5 
 

Lenore 	 51> 1 76 261 205 286 39. 4 21.9 49;7 

White 	 156 137 185 12.8 8.2 2O.i 
lIon'olbite 310 3;1.2 310 53.7 40.8 57.7 

Lincoln 51> 3 59 202 230 152 24.3 26.8 17.3 
16.6White 	 184 205 152 19.0 20.0 

80nlihite 261 294 44.9 49.7 
 
Lcnmdea 2f 5 
 57 252 30l. 
 204 26.4 24.9 30.2 

White 228 313 1ll 11'·.3 22;1 3.3 
lIon'olbite 291 270 303 50.9 57·940,8 
 

Msdison 51>' 2 61 225 220 228 34.7 
 28.8 40.6 
White 137 14l. 131 9.8 9.8 9.4 
lIon'olbite 263 277 256 46.9 43.2 49.7 

Marion 51> 6 59 223 247 195 30.6 33.0 27.0 
White 180 215 137 20.1 26.4 10.3 
Non'olbite 346 364 334 60.7 54.0 69.0 

2 61 226 179 247 34.1 20.2 40.8Marshall 51> 
 
White 
 166 156 12.5
175 16.6 21.1 
Nonwhite 253 200 270 43.2 29.4 47.2 

Monroe 5 57 204 246 171 24.9 27·7 21.4 
White 162 212 1ll 14.0 20.3 3.3 
Non'olb1te 371298 266 54.2 60.9 50.2 

Montgomery 596 11'3 165 178 21.7 17.1 25.9 
White 155 109 13.2128 8.4 3.4 
Non'olbite 246 294 42.2. 54.7 

245 169 25.5 28.7 23.0NeBhob" 	 51> 6 59 193 
159 201 139 16.6 20.5 13.4White 

Non'olbite 344 289 60.6 54.9 
Newton 51> 6 59 184 219 153 21.0 25.1 16.1 

White 179 220 144 19.0 23.4 13·3 
195 218 175 26.6 30.3 22.6Nonwhite 
 

Noxuhee 51> 5 
 57 
 240 210 260 37.1. 25.7 47.2 
White 135 7.713;1. 144 9;1 11.9 
lIonwite 302 323 293 55.2 49.0 58.2 

Oktibbeha 51> 5 57 349 461 188 39.1 42.7 25·9 
White J,01 565 102 34.7 40.1 .7 
Nonwhite 2g6 	 333 
 255 48.6 51.0 45·0 

Panola 51> 2 61 199 
 162 221 27.3 16.7 34.1 
146 144 147 11·9 9.7 14.0Wh1te 
240 179 274 41;0 26.4 47.6NonWhite 

23.4 25.2 18.0l'earl River 	 7 58 195 210 160 
167 23.1 24.5 19.8Perry 	 51> 7 58 188 197 

200 217 167 25.1 27.9 19.0WhUe 

Nonwite 	
 157 155 17.1 16.0 

200 211 172 27.2 27.1 27.9Pike 	 51> 3 59 
20.1 22.6 10.4Wh1te 	 177 198 127 

Nonwhite 	 227 226 226 36.0 32.6 49·8 
20.4 14.0 26.4Pontotoc 51> 4 60 175 
 156 191 


Whit.. 153 137 
 166 14.7 9.4 19.6 
Non'olbite 325 55.2 
 

Prentiss 51> 4 60 187 196 
 182 21.9 22.2 21.8 


Qn1tmrm 	 51> 1 76 216 167 241 33.6 25.1 41.3
 
White 	 207 17e; 230 25.9 16.7 34.1 

m 	 40.0 32.0 47.2 
Nonwhite 	 193 249 
11.4 7.5 29·0 
Rankin 	 6 59 145 1:;1 l!J1f 

122 9.4 	 6., 
145 9.9 
151 114 289 14.3 3.9 60.1Wbit.. 	 140 

Nonwhite 

See footnotes at end of table, 
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Table 13.-Rural., rliral.-nonfb.rm, and rural.-flll'll1 males, 20-64· Replacement ratio. and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Cimtinued. 

(Ratios and rates not shown for count;! residence and color !!!:oui!s ldth fewer than 100 del!artures1 

State 
and 

county 

: 

AM 
status 

y 

: : . 

State eco-: Econanic 
nanic area: slibregiOll 

numb\'r . humber 
Y Y 

: 
Replilcement ratios J! 

Rural. Rural.Rural. nonfarm flll'll1 

: 
Replacement rates !:J 

Rural. Rural.Rural. nonflll'll1 farm 

Mississippi--Continued 
Scott 

Wh1.te 
51> 6 59 190 

157 
195 
178 

184 
135 

23.0 
14.3 

22., 
17.6 

23.5 
10.0 

Nonwite 
Sharkey 

White 
51> 1 76 

255 
223 
171 

232 
216 

275 
228 
134 

42.2 
35·9 
17.7 

35.7 
28.1 

48.0 
42.7 
12.2 

Nonwhite 
Simpson 51> 6 59 

251 
180 

220 
183 

268 
176 

48.4 
20.7 

37·3 
18.7 

54.7 
24.8 

White 
Nonwhite 

SlIiith 
White 
Nonwhite 

51> 6 59 

137 
2g6 
192 
156 
424 

160 
259 
203 
183 

99 
336 
183 
135 

9.4 
51.4 
23.2 
14.8 
67.7 

13.4 
36.1 
23.3 
19·5 

-·3 
73.1 
23.0 
10.1 

stone 7 58 239 247 30.7 32.4 
Sunflower 

White 
51> 1 76 219 

173 
198 
156 

257 
207 

28.8 
16.4 

21.7 
1l.4 

46.1 
30.1 

Non1ibite 
Tali.aIlatchie 51> 1 76 

244 
217 

222 
224 

283 
210 

36.6 
34.1 

28.5 
35.6 

55.2 
32.4 

White 
Nonv.bite 

192 
231 

255 
2ll 

145 
259 

21.6 
44.0 

29.9 
40.0 

12.5 
48.5 

Tate 
Whit•• 

5b 2 61 240 
185 

228 244 
184 

34.8 
20.7 

26.8 38.1 
23.8 

Nonwhite 287 288 47.0 47.4 
Tippah 51> 4 60 170 154 175 19.8 12.5 23.2 

Whit .. 153 154 152 14.9 12.1 16.4 
Nonwite 267 48.1 

Tisbomingo 4 60 163 173 153 16.5 15.5 18.4 
Tunica 

Wh1.te 
51> 1 76 215 

196 
189 
156 

230 32.3 
20.2 

21.8 
1l.4 

39·8 

Nonwhite 
Union 4 60 

220 
176 

206 
201 

226 
163 

37.0 
19·3 

29·3 
21·5 

40.9 
18.0 

W1ll.thall 51> 6 59 203 232 189 27.0 25.4 28.3 
White 
Nonwhite 

146 
311 

162 136 
276 

1l·9 
56.0 

12.4 1l.4 
57.7 

Warren 51> 3 59 167 164 18.7 17.7 
White 159 159 14.0 14.0 
Nonwhite 

Wasllington '2l 51> 1 76 
176 
261 

169 
278 230 

25.5 
33.7 

23.1 
32.0 38.7 

White 230 237 2ll 18.7 16.7 28.0 
Nonwhite 278 302 238 49.1 51.6 44.2 

Wayne 6 59 204 241 151 25.4 30.2 15.3 
White 171 195 135 16.9 20.4 10.1 
Nonwhite 283 347 46.5 52.9 

Webster 51> 6 59 159 161 158 16.5 15.6 17.7 
White 126 145 106 7.4 ll.l 2.1 
Nonwhite 300 56.6 

Wi1l<inson 51> 3 59 201 2ll 179 28.9 28.7 29·8 
White 129 153 8.6 14.0 ---
Nonubite 247 253 237 41.1 39.0 46.8 

Winston 51> 6 59 200 215 193 26.1 24.0 27-6 
White 136 172 122 9.4 1~.2 6.8 
Ifonwh1te 331 278 367 59.8 45.9 69. 4 

Yalobusha 51> 2 61 198 189 204 28.4 23.0 32.3 
White 132 169 103 9.2 17.2 1.0 
Nonwhite 295 319 56.5 65.0 

Yazoo 51> 2 61 210 189 225 31.0 21.4 40.1 
White 152 164 139 13.8 13.8 13·7 
Nonwhite 257 222 275 46.6 34.6 53.2 

ArkansaB 
Arkansas 7 75 177 162 192 16.7 15.1 22.5 

White 159 132 184 13.7 7.5 19·7 
lIonubite 236 40.0 

Ashley 51> 6 80 209 219 191 29·3 28.4 31.8 
White 2ll 245 143 25.6 28.8 15·0 
Nonwhite 207 177 273 38.3 27.4 62.2 

Baxter 51> 9 T3 119 109 163 6.1 3.0 17.6 
Benton 1 82 126 144 110 8.4 12.5 3.8 
Boone 51> 9 73 142 136 150 12.4 10.1 15.7 
Bradley 6 80 186 223 136 22.3 28.0 1l.4 

White 179 249 109 18.7 28.7 3.0 
Nonv!h1te 201 32.0 

Calhoun Sa 6 80 142 141 12.4 12.1 
White 141 138 11.4 10.7 
Nonwhite 143 147 14.9 15.0 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 ~Table13.-RUral.; rural.-norifa11ll, and rural.-farm l!Ial.l>s, 20-64: 

~Ratios and rates not shown for coun!;I reaidence and color §!:~s with fewer than 100 departures) 
: 	 : :: : 

Replacement ratios]/ Rl!plllcemeitt rates !:J 
: Stllte eco-: Econanic :State AM : nanic area: subregion :and statua • number 	 • number • Rural. 	 Rural. Rural Rural.county JJ 	 Rural. Rural.Ef 	 Ef nonfarm fart!! noilfart!! flU'll! 

ArIaIalsae--{!anttnued 
Ull 	 loB 122 1f.4 2.~ 6.9carroll 	 9 73 

34.2 27.0224 	 202 46.l.Chicot. 	 5b 6 76 255 
White 212 	 200 23.6 25.6 24.2 26.6 

236 	 296 179 lj8.5 7L2 27·9Ifonvh1te 

Clark 	 5b 
 130 19.0 23..2 ll.6 

160 	 1.62 ll9 15.0 17.3 7.5
6 60 l.72 193 

Wh1t.. 
IIonvh1T;e 204 	 23.4 3L2 32.0
 

Cla,y 	
 210 23..6 16.2 27.27 75 191 	 172 
9.0 4.8 16.9133 	 117 160Cleburne 	 5b 9 73 ll.66 60 172 
 192 	 136 20.1 23.6 


ColUDlb1a 5b 5 
 
Cl""eland 	 5b 

60 	 153 176 62 15.6 20.5 -7.8 

White 6.4 -20.7 
222 241 39.3 41.9 
llO 134 51 3.0 

IIonvhite 
74 	 169 225 150 24.6 29.9 16.3

COtnI!lY 	 5b 3 22.8 10.4 

Ifonvhite 294 	 50·0 
163 	 191 130 17.6White 

190 	 23.5 24.6 19.6 26.6
craigbNd 7 75 205 	 

141 15.5 16.5 12.3Crav!ord 	 5b 2 74 156 163 
Crittenden 5b 

43.26 76 222 	 212 246 34.3 30.7 
29.9 23.3 50.9.White 	 229 203 303 

23.9 	 23.5 226 36.7 	 35·3 39.9lIonvh1te 34.7 30.1 39.9Cross 	 7 75 	 249 223 263 
37.4White 225 176 	 263 26.7 20.0 


Ifonvh1te 
 57.1336 
200 26.2 26.6
 

\Ih1te 

6 60 192ilIIll!IlI 22.2 19.5176 	 111 

23.7 	 244 33.0 31·3IIonvh1te 
6 76 206 235 165 31.0 35.2 26.4 

Desha 	 5b 
216 	 275 176 29·2 31.1 22.3\/bite 
 

193 33.5 33.0 33.7IIoI1vhlte 
 199 	 203 
6 60 201 204 195 26.6 25.6 29.0 

Drev 	 5b 
165 	 191 160 23..3 22·3 16.7

\/bite 
/lonvhite 235 	 23.9 36.9 34.1 

74 	 160 1~ 162 15.5 13.6 16.6
Faulkner 	 5b 3 


Wh1te 

19.2160 	 155 167 15·1 12.9 

19.3156lfonvhite 10.1 8.22 74 133 137 123 9.6Franklin 	 5b 
73 125 140 	 III 7.6 ll.l. 4.1 

Fulton 	 5b 9 7.4 7.6 3.961 	 125 l26 IIIUarland. 16.0 16.46 60 163 167Grant 	 5b " 
201 161 	 23.6 26.0 15.0 30.7 

Greene 7 75 
 
HempStead 5 
 60 	 131 155 94 10.2 17·2 -1.8 

-.6ll3 125 97 3.9 7·3 
163 197

White 2/j.5 34.7/lonlllll.te 16.0 L961 	 157 173 105 13.6Bot Spring 5b 10.1 7.95 60 132 136 123 9·5Hovard 	 " 12.6 14.2 10.1 

9 73 12l. 142 96 6.0 10.l. -1.474 145 155 131tndepeoilenee 5b 3 
Izard 	 5b 

200 	 234 166 25.1 30.5 18.6
jackson 	 5b 7 75 

196 23.6 	 175 23.4 25.9 20.5
\/bite 

22B 	 40.3Ifonvh1te 26.2 37.l.
jefferson 	 6 76 231 	 225 250 30.3 


\Ih1te 
 239 	 234 266 25.6 24.4 32.6 
222 	 212 36.9242 3B.o 40.2

Ifonvh1te 
2 74 136 168 92 10.9 17.5 -2·9jolmDon 	 5b 

Lafayette 	 5b 5 160 	 201 24.3 22.5 31.7 
162 175 20.3 16.7

60 	 lIl5 
White 26.6188 	 166 30.4/lonvh1te 

75 	 206 192 229 27.4 23.1 33.2
Lawrence 	 5b 7 

6 76 245 236 	 21j8 36.7 33.B 37.7
Lee 	 5b 2B.2236 	 227 30.3
 

Ifonvhlte 

White 

250 	 23.3 261 41.6 31.·9 44.7 
B 76 150 144 	 160 12.1 9.0 23.·9Lincoln 	 5b 6.l.125 	 130 ll7 5·7 5·5White l'rT 	 157 226 20.6 13.5 49.2

lfonvhite 141 15.2 15.6 14.560 	 154 163Little River 5b 5 16.5 .8145 	 173 102 ll·7White. 
lfonvh1te 26.9175 

7.5 4.6 12.92 74 1~3 llb 136Losan 5b 	 29,3
7 75 174 150 2C5 19.B 13. 4 

Lonoke lB9 15.B 10·7 23·91.56 	 139White 
256 	 264 40.6 --- 50.2 

Ifonllllite 24.6 	 15.373 	 168 205 146 19.6M!dison 	 5b 9 
ll2 60 1.60 4.2 -6.9 lB.4 

""'10n 	 5b 9 73 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Tuble 13.-Rural., ruraJ.-nonfnrm, and rural-fnrm l!\Illes, 20-04: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -C..m;inued. 

Ratios and rates not shown 1:or COlUJ residence and. color ou s with :fewer than 100 de artures 

Stllte 
and 

county 

AM 
status 

y 
: State ecc-: Ecananic 
: nani" area: subregion
• number • number 

y Y 

Replacement ratios ]I 

Rural. Rural.Rural. nonfarm fe....""M 

Replacement rates !y 

Rural. Rural.RuraJ. nonfann f~rm 

Arkansaa--Conttnued 
Miller 

White 
Nonvhite 

~1i8sissJ.ppi 2f 
White 
Nonvhite 

Monroe 
White 
Nonvhite 

Montgomery 
Nevada 

White 
Konvhite 

liMon 
Ouachita 

White 
Nonwhite 

Perry 
l'I111lip. 

White 
Nonvhite 

Pike 
Poin.ett 

White 
Nonwhite 

Poll< 
Pope 
Prairie 

White 
NOrtWhite 

PUlaski 
White. 
Nonvl-.ite 

Randolph 
st. Francis 

White 
Nonwhite 

Saline 
White 
Nonvhlte 

Scott 
Sel1rcy 
S"bastian 
Sevler 
Sharp 
Stone 
Union 

White 
lIonvhite 

Van Buren 
washington 
White 
Woodruff 

White 
Nonvhlte 

yell 
White 
Nonwhite 

5b 

5b 
Sa 

5b 
5b 

5b 
5b 

5b 

5b 
5b 

5b 
5b 
~b 

5b 

5b 
5b 

5b 

5 

8 

7 

4 
5 

9 
G 

4 
8 

4 
7 

I, 
2 
7 

A 

3 
8 

II 

4 
9 
2 
4 
1 
9 
6 

9 
1 
3 
7 

2 

80 

76 

75 

81 
80. 

n 
80 

III 
76 

61 
75 

81 
71, 
75 

.,,, 

74 
76 

81 

81 
73 
74 
81 
711 
73 
80 

73 
82 
74 
75 

7" 

166 
167 
164 
250 
254 
240 
191 
153 
233 
132 
146 

97 
276 
19(> 
167 
148 
202 
162 
246 
235 
252 
145 
253 
252 
263 
139 
14', 
1"0 
139 
144 
205 
205 
203 
15" 
215 
186 
233 
117 
130 

28 
124 
171 
181 
11,8 
125 
155 
1116 
1211 
210 
124 
141 
161 
196 
172 
239 
135 
13 

' 
1 

153 

186 
190 
174 
259 
272 
230 
179 
142 
240 
150 
155 
llO 
237 
181 
169 
149 
208 
219 
228 
239 
221 
148 
239 
242 

146 
156 
153 
150 

205 
206 
203 
155 
200 
182 
217 
ll7 
131 

28 
151 
184 
1')6 
1';1 
III 
16.3 
152 
127 
217 
129 
163 
172 
176 
155 
221 
125 
1116 

120 
ll4 

233 
222 
276 
202 
170 
227 

95 
127 

77 

212 
153 

82 
263 
231 
280 
13 

' 
1 

206 
201 

127 
130 
ll9 
llli 

207 
209 

154 
229 
191 
244 

75 
162 
136 
ll9 
139 
147 
108 

118 
117 
1112 
230 
207 
264 
160 
154 

20.2 
18.7 
26.9 
32.2 
)0.2 
39.6 
25.6 
13·9 
41.1 
9·9 

14.6 
-.8 

49.5 
28.0 
18.9 
12.4 
33.4 
16.7 
37.8 
30.0 
43.2 
12.2 
33.1 
31.5 
54.8 
11.4 
13.1 
10·9 
10.4 
13.8 
21.8 
19·9 
31.9 
15.9 
31.7 
20·3 
41.2 
4.4 
7.4 

-23.6 
7.4 

19·1 
20.2 
14.0 
8.4 

15.8 
13.4 
6.7 

31.9 
7.3 

ll.3 
16.5 
26.1 
18.9 
41.4 
10.2 
10.2 
8.9 

25.1 
23.5 
32.8 
31.6 
30.0 
36.9 
22·5 
ll.l 
44.8 
14.4 
16.4 

3.1 
39·1 
21.3 
18.6 
12.3 
33.2 
26.6 
31.8 
27.0 
36·9 
12.5 
27.4 
26.3 

12.8 
14.4 
13.7 
14.0 

20·9 
19·1 
31.4 
16.9 
25.6 
19.0 
33.4 
4.3 
7.6 

-23.6 
14.3 
20.4 
22.0 
17.8 

3.7 
16.2 
14.1 
'/·3

33.1 
1l.3 

14.8 
18.0 
220 
15.7 
36.8 
7.1 
7.7 

7.0 
4·9 

33.7 
30.4 
48.2 
28.8 
18.1 
38.4 
-1.7 
9.7 

-8.7 

36.8 
20·5 

-6.11 
44.0 
36.0 
48·3 
11.3 
39·5 
37.1 

8·7 
10.1 

5.8 
4.4 

31.1 
29·9 

15.3 
38.2 
22.2 
117.1 

-9.1 
18.1 
12·9 

6.5 
13.6 
15.2 
2·9 

5.8 
5.7 

13·2 
32.4 
21'.2 
47.6 
18.7 
17.2 

Louisil1na 
ACl1dlfi 5b 

White 
Nonwhite 

!Il1i!n 5b 
White 
Nonwhite 

A.ceosion !>b 
White 
NonvhiLe 

Assumption 
White 
Nonvhite 

llvoyelles Sb 
White 
Nonvhite 

See footnotes I1t entt of t~ie. 

7 

" 

6 

b 

;) 

78 

78 

77 

n 

76 

:u6 
2ll 
254 
181 
172 
224 
233 
238 
224 
229 
195 
~82 
179 
160 
246 

247 
259 

181 
170 
228 
235 
240 
225 
239 
213 
274 
180 
170 
216 

186 
165 

161 
181 

178 
148 
285 

27.0 
25·3 
41.0 
20.3 
17.7 
32.1 
26.7 
25.5 
29·9 
28.2 
19.1; 
"5.0 
19·9 
15.0 
38.1 

30.2 
30.7 

20.1 
17.1 
33.3 
26.4 
25·3 
29·1 
29.8 
22.1 
43.7 
18·5 
15.5 
3l,11 

22·9 
18.0 

21.3 
21.0 

22.0 
14.1 
45,8 
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Table 13.-Rural, rtU'al-nonfarm, anil rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 ..cemtimled 

(Ratios and rlites itot shawn for coun!il residence and color £oul1'" w:ttb £ewer than 100 de]lArtures ~ 

State 
and 

county 

: 

AM 
status 

V 

: :: 

: state eco-: Econanic 
: nanic area: subregion 
• IIUJDber • number 

:# Y 

Replacement r"tios ]I 

Rural RuralRural nonfarm farm 

: 
Replscement utes !::I 

Ruro.l. Ruro.l.
Rural nonfarm farm 

Louisiana-Continued 
Beauregard 
Bienville 

8 
4 

79 
80 

183 
151 

189 
154 

156 
137 

17.8 
16.9 

18.6 
17.4 

13.7 
14.5 

White 108 ll.1 2.5 5.4 
Nonwhite 202 199 35.2 33.0 

Bossier A 76 184 198 ll.3 20.6 23.0 4.4 
White 188 210 17.6 20.0 
Nonwhite 180 188 24.3 26.8 

Caddo A 76 193 202 146 21..4 22.0 16.5 
White 166 172 91 13.1 13.9 -2;7 
Nonwhite 

Calcasieu 2f D 78 
239 
237 

267 
251 

170 
llC) 

42.2 
21.5 

46.8 
22.4 

26.8 
3.4 

White 239 255 III 21.0 22.0 3.7 
Nonwhite 227 230 25.7 26.1 

CAldwel.l. 4 80 160 154 i73 17.7 14.7 25.6 
Whitc 149 141 167 13.8 11..0 22.l. 
Nonwhite 193 30.6 

C/IJ!leron 
Catahoula 

White 
5b 

7 
2 

78 
76 

156 
216 
210 

153 
225 
241 

202 
l.76 

1l.3 
28.8 
24.1 

l.0.6 
28.2 
25.5 

29.8 
21..6 

Nonwhite 225 207 39.5 33·7 
Claiborne 4 80 l.77 184 162 24.1 24.1 24.3 

White 144 151 125 13.7 15.1 9.4 
l~~nwhite 210 219 1~ 34.2 33.2 37.0 

Concordia 
White 

5b 2 76 202 
171 

205 
182 

197 
152 

23.4 
14.8 

21..4 
14.9 

28.1 
14.6 

NeliWhite 248 239 39.7 35.1 
De Seta 

White 
8 79 182 

133 
194 
145 

152 
99 

24·9 
9.4 

26.6 
12.2 

19.4 
-.3 

Nonwhite 221 234 190 38.4 39·5 35.1 
East Baton Rouge 

White 
C 58 257 

212 
266 
210 

183 26.7 
17.0 

26.9 
16.1 

23.8 

Nonwhite 366 397 62.6 66.1 
East Carroll. 

White 
Nonwhite 

5b :: 76 273 
235 
307 

306 257 
242 
271 

41..6 
28.4 
56.5 

43.9 40.2 
3:1.8 
4,'.6 

East Fellciana 
White 
llonwhite 

5b 5 58 92 
54 

137 

87 
52 

134 

142 

150 

-2.2 
-13.4 
10.8 

-3.'7 
-14.1 

9.5 

15.7 

20.5 
Evangeline 

White 
Nonwhite 

5b 3 76 200 
159 
354 

184 
156 
304 

221 
163 
406 

24.4 
14.8 
56.7 

20.6 
13.7 
50.3 

29.2 
16.3 
62.2 

i'rllllklin 
White 
Nonwhite 

5b 2 76 208 
158 
315 

209 
169 
282 

207 
151 
337 

30.1 
16.0 
61..1 

26.1 
14.8 
56.0 

33.2 
17.1 
64.2 

Gre.nt 
White 

4 80 194 
192 

194 
191 

23.2 
22.4 

22.9 
22.0 

Nonwhite 206 206 26.5 26.3 
Iberia 

White 
6 77 222 

215 
228 
224 

198 
187 

23.0 
20.6 

23.1 
20.4 

23.1 
22.0 

Nonwhite 235 236 28.7 29·3 
Ibervilie 

White 
6 77 185 

159 
187 
158 

20.8 
12.7 

20·9 
12.2 

Nonwhite 205 208 29.0 29·1 
Jackson " 80 202 200 25.2 24.5 

White 198 195 21..8 21.0 
Nonwhite 209 207 34.7 3').1 

Jefferson 
Jet-ferson Davis 
Lafayette 

White 
Nonwhite 

5b 

B 
'I 
:3 

58 
78 
76 

221 
218 
220 
197 
300 

221 
234 
242 
240 
249 

189 
186 
li5 
354 

18·9 
26.2 
20.0 
;15.4 
38.9 

18·9 
28.8 
18.8 
17.7 
25.0 

21..2 
24.1 
4.7 

59.3 
Lafourche 

White 
Nonwhite 

La Salle 
lIhite 
Nonwhite 

Lincoln 
ifnite 
lIonwhlt,e 

LiVingston 
Madison 

Whit .. 
Nonwhite 

5b 
5b 

6 

4 

5 
2 

77 

80 

80 

58 
76 

239 
238 
248 
153 
159 
109 
160 
135 
206 
207 
199 
176 
223 

245 
247 
23l. 
160 
168 
109 
167 
137 
214 
212 
194 

197 
179 

125 

187 
202 
154 
256 

22·9 
22.4 
27.5 
13.1 
14.1 

3.2 
;1.6.8 
9.8 

29·3 
23.7 
29.2 
23.5 
34.8 

23.3 
23.0 
26.5 
14.4 
15.7 
3.2 

18.0 
9.8 

31..4 
23.1 
25.1 

19·1 
16.8 

8.6 

27·1 
32.0 
18.8 
44.4 

See footnotes ...t end or table. 
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Table 13.-Rural., rcral.-non1'o.rm, and rural-farm lJldJ.es, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for cOilllties, 1960-70 -Cmttinued 

(Ratios and rates not .how." for county residence and color groups. with l'e>ler than 100 departures) 

: :: : Replllcement r<ltios 3' : Replacement rates 4' 
AHA state cco-. Econanic .=I 	 ~ State 
 

and 
 status nanic area: subregion 
 
}/ number· number
county 	 Rural Rural Rural. Ruraly y 	 Rural. 	 Ruralnonfarm fo.rm nonfarm farm 

Louisianll--Continued 
Morehouse 2 76 219 222 215 28.0 26.3 31.1 

White 200 223 146 21.1 23.5 12.9 
Nonwhite 239 220 255 37.2 32.4 41.2 

Natchitoches 5b 1 76 215 204 242 31.3 28·9 36.6 
White 190 193 182 24.3. 24.3 23.6 
Nonwhite 254 225 303 112.8 39.2 47.5 

Orleans B 58 - - - - - - - - - - - - No rural population - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Ouachita E 76 227233 195 26.6 26.7 26.3 

White 218 225 169 24.1 24.4 23..1 
Nonwhite 271 271 41.340.1 

Plaquemine s 	 5 58 242 247 22.5 22.6 
 
White 226 16.8
235 17.4 
Nonwhite 264 263 35.0 311.1 

Pointe Coupee 3 76 213 233 168 28.8 32.4 19. 4 
White 126 143 94 6.8 10.4 -1.6 

330 337 305 50.9 58.0 53.1Nonwhl~ 
Rapide. 1 76 183 181 192 3.7·2 16.5 24.3 

White 188 191 165 17·1 17.1 17.6 
Nonwhite 166 152 17.6 111.1 

Red River 	 5b 1 76 179 182 167 23.6 24.2 20.8 

White 161 167 17.7 18.5 
206 202 32.7 32.8Nonwhite 
 

Richland 2 76 199 
 183 2ll 28.9 22.8 33·9 
185 154 20b 22.1 12.8 298White 

Nonwhite 218 216 220 40.2 39·1.i 110.7 

Sabine 5b 8 79 176 176 175 22.1 22.3 21.1 
White 174 179 154 20·9 22.1 15.8 

27.8 	 23.2Nonwhite 183 167 
 
St. Bernard B 58 	 2ll
 217 
 19.8 20.4 

225 22.7 22.2St. Charles 	 5 53 225 
225 	 1123 	 20.1 19.4White 
227 
	 231 	 30.4 31.0Nonwhite 


St. Helena 5 58 231
 226 
 243. 32.3 29·2 38.0 

White 156 177 122 14.6 19·3 6.1 

Nonwhite 332 295 53·7 41.3 
 
St. James 
 b 77 	 226 232 27.6 27·9 

178 181 16.5 16.5White 

Nomihite 286 296 	 42.5 43.7
 

St. John the Baptist 5b 6 77 247 252 	 31.3 32.1
 

White 
 224 233 	 22.5 23.5
 
l/onwhite 
 261 	 263 	 38.1 38.9 

215 270 	 32.0 25.4 41.3St. Lnndry 50: 3 76 239 
184 	 200 	 163 19·5 20.3 18.1White 

238 	 1119 	 50.0 35.3 6".1Nonwhite 	 319 
30.8 	 28.2 	 3"( .2249	 239st. Martin 5b 6 	 77 	 245 


White 
 25.8 	 211.4 	 29.9215 	 225 	 197 
41.5 	 37.5Nonwhite 	 324 314 

231,. 	 26.9St. Mary 	 6 77 237 21·8 

White 
 24.4 22.2
 

Nonwhite 

246 	 237 	 
227 	 230 	 23·1 311.4 

20.2 	 21.5 4.3st. Tammany 	 5 58 	 184 191 ll4 
163 	 169 	 ll2 15.4 16.4 3.8White 

Nonwhite 261 	 269 	 37.2 39·0 
23.1~ 	 24.0 21.3Tangipahoa 	 511 	 5 58 194 200 177 


White 
 183 189 	 171 20.3 20.8 19·2 
221 22q 	 31.6 31.5Nonwhite 

2 76 	 216 2ll 222 32.9 29. 0 39.0
Tensas 	 5b 

186 	 188 	 19./i 11.0\!hite 
Nonwhite 111.8 50.4 

6 77 282 288 30.5 31.2 
235 	 226 248 45·5 

Terrebonne 2').3 
267 266 	 37.8 37·8 
287 	 297 	 28.5White 

Nonwhite 
4 80 	 184 194 147 22.1 23. 4 15 .I~ 

Uni~n 
173 	 180 	 148 18.3 19·2 14.7

White 
Nonwhite 210 	 220 	 31.8 32.8 

156 	 179 	 126 	 13.2 15.') 7.8Vermilion 	 7 78 
143 	 161 	 119 10.1 12.4 S·8White 

l/onwhite 308 	 43.6 
172 20.0 	 18.6 26.1 
2111 29·1 	 25.1 36.95b 8 	 7') 173 173Vernon 

\!ashington 5b .5 58 218 205 

White 
 1'35 174 	 235 22.8 17.0 35·1 
Nonwhite 284 303 	 256 49.8 55·9 41.4 

128 18.3 19·1 11.'{Webster 5b 4 80 171 182 
 
White 
 155 167 112 12.8 13·9 5.1 

201 206 32.0 32.0Nonwhite 
 
See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table i3 •...:Rural, rural-ncm1'arm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -<:=tinued 

(Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and. color ~oul1s with fewer than 100 de;ei>.rlures! 

State 
and 

county 

: 

AHA 
status 

:Y 

: :: 

: Stllte eeo-: Eeonanie 
• nanie, area; subregion 

number number 
Y Y 

Replacement ratios ]/ 

RUral Rural
Rural nonfarm farm 

: 
Replacement rates !!J 

Rural Rural
Rural nonfarm farm 

Lo\lisiana-Continued. 
West Baton Rouge 

White 
6 77 202 

195 
197 
180 

22.2 
17.7 

21.2 
14.1 

Nonwhite 
West Carroll 

White 
Nonwhite 

5b 2 76 
207 
214 
205 
249 

2ll 
237 
249 
210 

196 
177 

27.7 
29.4 
26.0 
45.7 

28.8 
26;0 
38.1 
35.2 

24.8 
20.0 

West Felicianl1 
White 
Nonwhite 

Winn 
White 

5 

4 

58 

80 

189 
136 
218 
192 
186 

165 
141 
178 
214 
207 

97 

12.5 
4.1 

18.8 
25.2 
21.5 

8.7 
4.4 

12.1 
29·1 
24.6 

-1.2 

Nonwhite 212 236 45.1 53.0 

Oklahoma 
Adair 

White 
Nonwhite 

Alfalfa 
Atoka 
Beaver 

5b 

5b 

10 

2 
9 
1 

82 

94 
81 

103 

169 
163 
191 
ll6 
158 
174 

193 
176 
248 
144 
166 
185 

125 
137 

88 
148 
164 

20.8 
18.4 
28.7 
5.2 

17.3 
17·2 

26.5 
22.0 
40.8 
12.1 
19·0 
1'/.8 

8.4 
11.3 

-4.2 
14.7 
16.5 

Beckham 
Blldne 
Bryan 
Caddo 

White 

4 
2 
7 
4 

101 
g4 
96 

101 

ll6 
109 
146 
153 
146 

ll7 
131 
162 
157 
141 

ll5 
88 

122 
149 
153 

5.1 
2·9 

14.1 
15.0 
12.6 

5.1 
8.8 

lS.0 
15.1 
10.8 

5.1 
-3.8 
7.6 

14.8 
15.7 

Nonwhite 
Canadian 
Carter 
Cherokee 

White 
5b 

)l 

7 
10 

94 
96 
82 

209 
198 
128 
177 
147 

253 
347 
131 
212 
171 

100 
ll3 
125 
ll5 

36.5 
19.8 
8.6 

22.4 
13·9 

47.7 
33.0 
9·3 

29.6 
19.2 

.2 
4.7 
8.6 
5.0 

Nonwhite 
Choctaw 

White 
NonwhitE> 

5b 7 96 
369 
158 
143 
210 

175 
151 
239 

132 
132 

67.4 
18.4 
12·9 
45.6 

23·9 
15.1 
54.6 

10.1 
9.8 

Cimarron 
Cleveland 
Coal 
Comanche 2/ 

White 
Nonwhite 

5b 

1 
B 
6 
4 

103 
95 
95 

101 

194 
ISO 
llO 
495 
5ll 
406 

170 
199 
ll4 
612 
654 
429 

146 
104 
180 
180 

17.9 
18.4 
3·9 

29·9 
30.2 
28.3 

13.3 
20.1 
5.2 

30.5 
30 .9 
28.3 

14.0 
1.6 

22.5 
22.3 

Cotton 
Crldg. 
Creek 

4 
3 
0 

101 
83 
9~ 

154 
87 

182 

215 
54 

196 

101 
153 
140 

15.0 
-4.0 
20·9 

27.3 
-14.2 
22.5 

.3 
15.1 
14.0 

White 
Nonwhite 

Custer 
Delaware 

White 
Nonwh~t" 

Dewey 
Ellis 
Garfield i/ 
Garvin 
Gra~ 
Grant 
Greer 
Harmon 
lIo.rper 
Haskell 
Hughes 
Jai:kson 
Jefferson 
Johnston 
Kay 
Kingfisher 
Kiowl1 
Latimer 
I.e Flore 
Lincoln 
Logan 

White 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5h 
5b 

5b 

5b 
5b 
5b 

1 
10 

1 
1 
II 
5 
4 
2 
If 
~ 
1 
8 
6 
I, 
7 
'{ 
2 
2 
4 
9 
9 
5 
5 

,1.03 
82 

103 
103 

94 
95 

101 
94 

101 
101 
103 

95 
95 

101 
96 
96 
94 
gIl 

101 
81 
81 
95 
95 

IS3 
170 
135 
130 
122 
191 

96 
134 
138 
143 
146 
llo 
178 
147 
144 
156 
139 
143 
146 
156 
128 
124 
.131 
176 
174 
12/J 
122 
103 

202 
157 
124 
127 
llO 

74 
113 
179 
154 
1'(2 
115 
227 

III 
150 
,1.51 
164 
138 
167 
161 
136 
125 
181 
176 
136 
144 
110 

131 

144 
134 
138 

128 
157 

94 
127 
122 
117 
133 
118 
216 
166 
125 
122 
165 
ll8 
93 

ll9 
140 
164 
170 
108 

95 
97 

20.5 
24.4 
9.4 
9.4 
7.2 

21.3 
-1.4 
9·2 
8.0 

ll·9 
12.6 
4.9 

21.7 
14.8 

9·9 
16.6 
13.6 
ll.4 
13·.0 
17.7 
8.4 
6.6 
9.2 

22.3 
21.2 
7·7 
7·2 
1.3 

22·7 
20.5 
6.2 
8.2 
3.5 
-

-9.6 
3.6 

13.0 
13.8 
17.8 
4.2 

28.5 

2.5 
14.0 
16.9 
14.2 
10.5 
20·9 
15.6 
8.6 
7.2 

21.8 
21.5 
10.5 
1):5 
3.4 

10·9 

12.2 
ll.6 
13.0 

8.7 
16.1 
-1.7 
8.5 
6.6 
5.6 

11.7 
6.4 

24.6 
21.2 
9·0 
7.2 

18.9 
6.2 

-2.3 
5.6 

12.1 
24.0 
20.4 
2·9 

-1.6 
-1.1 

Nonwhite 
I.ove 
NcOla1n 

5b 
5b 

7 
5 

96 
95 

216 
156 
189 

172 
183 

135 
198 

34·9 
15.7 
22.6 

17.1 
20.3 

13·0 
25.8 

See footnotes at end of table. 

109 
 



Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfnrm, 8JId rural-fll1"lll mnles, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Centinned 

lRatios and r"tes not shown for coun~ rp.sidence and color !Eoues with fewer than 100 deee.rtures 2 
: : :: : . . Replacement ratios II Replacement rates }:j: State eco-: Econanic 
 

and status 
 
State AM 

: nanic aran: subregion 
county y Rural Rural. number • number 

Rural RuralY Y Rural Ruralnonfarm fll1"lll nonfll1"lll farm 

Okli1.homa--Cont1nued 
McCurtliin 

\~hite 
Nonwhite 

11clntosh 
White 
Nonwhite 

Major 
H4rsha11 
Mayes 
Murra.v 
Muskogee 

;''hite 
Nonwhite 

Noble 
Nowata 
Okfuskee 

White 
Nonwhite 

Oklahoma 
White 
Nonwhite 

Okmulgee 
White 
Nonwhite 

Osage 
Ottawa 

5b 

5b 

5b 
5b 
5b 
5a 

5b 
5b 

5a 

5b 

9 

8 

2 
7 
3 
7 
8 

2 
3 
6 

B 

8 

A 
3 

81 

95 

94 
96 
83 
96 
95 

94 
83 
95 

95 

95 

83 
83 

180 
163 
248 
164 
145 
231 
124 
106 
173 
143 
185 
198 
1511 
109 
161 
181 
1119 
251 
160 
148 
245 
151 
146 
169 
146 
156 

187 
168 
257 
167 
148 
216 
113 

60 
185 
156 
182 
193 
156 
129 
167 
2211 
183 
282 
172 
156 

146 
141 
164 
144 
1611 

163 
152 

159 
143 

132 

155 
114 
195 
210 
146 
100 
154 
118 
114 

log 
116 

170 
164 

151 
137 

22.1 
16.8 
47.8 
19·8 
14.2 
40.7 
7.5 
2.1 

19.7 
12.5 
22.2 
23.0 
19.0 
2·9 

15.5 
26.9 
16.1 
51.6 
16.5 
13.0 
48.3 
15.3 
12.9 
25.1 
12.3 
15.0 

23.2 
17.5 
48.2 
20.1 
13·9 
37·1 
3.8 

-3.2 
22.4 
15.1 
20.8 
21.2 
19.1 
8.3 

17.2 
35·9 
22.3 
59.6 
19.0 
14.6 

13.6 
11.1 
24.4 
12.0 
16.4 

19·1 
15.1 

19.4 
14.6 

10.5 

15.5 
4.7 

26.8 
28.:3 

0 
13.3 

7.7 
5.8 

3.1 
5.1 

21.8 
20.2 

13.8 
11.2 

Pawnee 5 95 119 122 114 6.3 7.1 5.1 
Payne 
PIttsburg 
Pontotoc 
Pottawatomic 

5a 
5b 

5 
9 
6 
5 

95 
81 
95 
95 

143 
169 
140 
144 

161 
187 
136 
139 

120 
129 
152 
155 

12.4 
20.2 
11.7 
13.0 

15.5 
25.3 
10.0 
11.6 

7.0 
8.7 

16.7 
16.1 

Pushmataha 
Roger Mills 
Rogers 
Seminole 

White 
Nonwhite 

Sequoyah 
White 
Nonwhite 

Stephens 
Texas 

5b 

5b 
5b 

5b 

9 
1 
3 
6 

8 

'r 
1 

81 
103 
83 
95 

95 

96 
103 

111 
139 
168 
150 
130 
267 
194 
196 
178 
153 
1'(8 

128 
151 
186 
157 
137 

2...1 
21b 

159 
187 

87 
131 
143 
134 
113 

154 
153 

133 
164 

4.1 
10.9 
17.0 
15.6 
9·8 

38·7 
26.0 
26.1 
25.0 
13.8 
18.1 

9.0 
14.5 
19·2 
16.7 
11.8 

29·9 
30.3 

14.8 
18.1 

-5.2 
8·7 

12·9 
12.3 
4.7 

16.3 
16.0 

9·7 
18.2 

Tillman 
TUlsa 

4 
·A 

101 
83 

162 
207 

16'( 
221 

157 
131 

17.1 
22.0 

19.9 
23.3 

14.4 
10.1 

White 
Nonwhite 

20g 
180 

224 
182 

128 21.7 
27.7 

23.2 
26.2 

8.7 

Wagone., 5b 8 95 184 197 165 22.0 23.8 19.0 
White 195 213 169 22.1 24.4 18.2 
Nonwhite 151 151 21.4 20.3 

Washington 
Wnshita 2.1 
Woods 

3 
4 
1 

83 
101 
103 

153 
174 
119 

163 
245 
118 

121 
125 
120 

13.4 
14.1 

5.5 

15.0 
18.2 
4.6 

6.7 
7.3 
6.4 

Woodward 1 103 96 77 121 -1.2 -7.0 7·0 

Texas 
Anderson 5b 12 80 144 143 146 14.5 13.5 16.8 

White 
Nonwhite 

Andrews 5 102 

135 
164 
102 

137 
158 

132 
173 

11.0 
24.2 
7.2 

11.1 
21.0 

10·9 
29·9 ---

Angelina 
Aransas 21 
Archer 

5b 13 
11 

K 

79 
98 

101 

156 
95 
84 

166 
96 
80 

114 13·7 
-1.0 
-4.7 

14.8 
-·9 

-6.2 

5.6 

Armstrong II 103 127 7.3 
Atascosa 11 98 20g 230 171 26.6 30.4 18.7 
Austin Iii 78 108 115 98 2.6 4.5 -.6 

White 
Nonwhite 

96 
154 

105 
139 

85 -1.0 
20.3 

1.5 
111.7 

-4.8 

Bsiley 5 102 175 190 14.8 19.4 
Bsndera 2 100 112 138 77 4.3 11.6 -9.1 
Bastrop 

White 
9 80 125 

8'( 
130 

78 
121 

93 
8.'( 

-4.3 
9·3 

-7.1 
8.0 

-2.3 
Nonwhite 237 45.4 

Bsylor
BeciJ 

6 
11 

101 
98 

93 
294 363 

811 
187 

-1.9 
32.2 34.7 

-4.6 
24.2 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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M1e 13.-Rura.l, rural-nonfarm, and rura.l-farm ma.1es, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 ..c""tillued 

lRatios and rates not shown for countl residence ana color, !!!:ouEs with rewer than 100 deEarturesl . . .... 	 .. 
.. .. ooOO 	 • 

Rep1.acement ratios ;J Re"lacement rates !y
State IlCo-: EcOnomicState AM nomic area: subregionand status 

number • number Rura.l Rura.l Rural Ruralcounty ]J Rural 	 Rura.ly Y nonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

Texas --Continued 
Bell2J 8 <)7 2<).1 33.1339 1170 ll6 5.3 

White 340 494 ll6 30.5 35.3 5.3 
Nonwhite 333 336 18.2 18.3 

F <)8 	 211 233 142 1<).8 21.1 12.0BexarJ.! 
lUanco 2 100 140 162 122 ll.3 14·9 7.3 
Borden 6 101 
Bosque 7 gO 107 ll3 C)C) 2.5 4.0 -.2 

5bBowie 12 80 163 170 140 16.5 17.1 13.5 
White 161 172 130 15.2 16.4 10.1 
Nonwhite 167 163 21.3 1<).7 

Brazoria 14 78 162 166 141 10.5 10.3 13·5 
White 1.72 178 139 12·7 12.8 12.2 
Nonwhite 127 125 3.9 3.2 

Brazos 9 80 1<)4 21.4 182 24.3 27.3 22.5 
White 183 184 1<).2 20.8 
Nonwhite 212 38.1 
 

Bre'olster 1 loB 124 5.0 
 
Briscoe 
 4 103 172 168 15.7 15.1 
Brooks 3 C)8 235 30.1 
Brown 6 101 ll7 109 130 5.6 3.1 10.8 

Burleson <) 80 130 136 123 9.8 11.0 8.3 
White 124 135 114 7.2 9·4 4.8 
Nonwhite 143 136 17.8 14.7 

Burnet 7 96 138 163 93 10.8 16.4 -2.3 
Caldwell 	 10 <)7 150 163 137 14.2 17·2 11.0 
Calhoun 21 14 78 270 310 25. 11 27.0 

120 	 5.8 ll.6 -9. 4Callahan 	 6 101 147 75 
Cameron 15 99 230 2ii2 192 2'(.2 29.4 22.4 
Camp 5b 12 So 154 1611 17.0 1<).2 
 
Carson 4 103 199 
 205, 18.4 18.4 
 
Cass 5b 12 8u 148 
 140 186 13.2 10.5 28·7 

White 	 13'r 136 143 9·5 8.7 15.4 
Nonwhite 175 149 25.2 17.2 

4 103 288 27.7 2S.0Castro 	 271 
Chambers 	 111 'rS 170 173 15.5 15.7 
Cherokee 	 5b 12 SO 140 103 90 12.4 1'(.2 -4.0 

White 128 14S 85 8.4 12·9 -5.5 
Nonwhite 183 210 32·928.0 
 

Childress 6 101 97
 III -.8 4.2 

Clay 6 101 122 144 100 6.4 11.8 0 
Cochran 5 102 210 1<)8 23·9 22.0 

Coke 2 100 172 192 17.5 20.3 
Coleman ~ 6 101 III 139 83 4.0 12.8 -6.2 
Collin 97C 145 184 101 12.4 19.4 .5 

White 140 185 93 11.2 19·3 -2.4 
Nonwhite 21.0 27·7 

Collingsworth 5b 6 101 136 136 11.4 ll.? 
14 78 144 171 107 11.6 17."; 2.0Colorado 
 

White 
 131 161 101 7.6 13.3 .4 
NonwtJite 190 189 30.1 30.6 

Coma.1 2 100 loB 128 93 2.3 7.1 -2.2 

Comanche 7 96 95 94 96 -1.5 -2.1 -1.2 

Concho 2 100 130 148 105 9·1 111.8 1.6 

Cooke 7 96 133 129 135 9.7 8.1 10·9 
642 105 44.2 54.1 2.~Coryell 21 7 96 396 	 Ii ,.

Cottle 6 101 123 119 128 .0 5·3 8.5 

Crane 5 102 
 
Crockett 16 
 100 

10.2 26.4Crosby 	 5 102 195 170 230 20·7 
Culberson 	 1 loB 230 22.7 
Dallam 4 103 137 10.0 
Dallas C 97 190 203 133 17.2 18.2 10.0 

White 192 209 131 17.6 18.8 9·7 
Nonwhite 174 1:/0 14.8 14.8 

Dll1Ison 5 102 147 139 154 (..9 7.8 ll.4 

Deil!, Smith 4 103 219 231 210 21.9 26.4 23;6 

Delta 5b 978 	 118 109 135 6.2 3.1 11.1 
132 149 llO 9·1 12.2 3.8Denton 	 0 96 

II 	 125 187 100 8.1 22.6 0De Witt 98 
Dickens 6 101 145 164 ll9 12.~ 16.0 5.8 
Dimmit 	 5b 3 <)8 '249 292 	 30.0 35.1 
Donley 6 101 	 110 113 106 3.3 4.0 2.2 

176 163 '209 20.8 17 ..3 30.1Duval 	 3 98 
Eastland 	 7 96 <)8 91 107 -.5 -2·9 2.4 

See footnotes at end of t~le. 
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Table 13.-Rural. rural-nonfarm. and rural-farm males. 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by- color, for counties, 1960-70 -<:ontinued 

(Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and color llrouEs with fewer than 100 deEarturesl 
: : : : 

State 
and 

county 

AHA 
status 

y 

State eco-: Economic 
nomic arca: subregion 
number • number
W W 

Replacement ratios ]/ 

Rural Rural
Rural nonfarm farm 

Replacement rates !y 

Rural Rural
Rural 'nonfarm farm 

Texas--Continu<ld 
Ector 5 102 207 212 18.5 19·3 
Edwards 16 100 11'( 135 4.8 10.'( 
Ellis C 97 139 171 102 10.6 16.7 ·9 

White 121 152 100 7·4 12.3 0 
Nonwhite 

£1 Paso 'iJ 
Erath 
Falls 5b 

A 
7 
8 

108 
96 
97 

193 
482 
101 
122 

253 
5211 
109 
1114 

116 
2gb 
96 
9'{ 

25.6 
22.6 

.6 
7.5 

34.6 
21.8 

3.2 
13.8 

6.3 
36.9 
-1.4 
-1.1 

White 
Nonwhite 

102 
1'19 

115 
18,; 

91 .7 
27.5 

4.6 
29.4 

-3.0 -­
F"o.nnin 
Fayette 

White 

8 
10 

97 
97 

126 
101 

95 

141 
112 
100 

110 
92 
!:13 

'(.8 
.4 

-1.4 

10.7 
3.B 

0 

3.5 
-2.8 
-2.5 

Nonwhite 139 162 15.1 21·9 
Fisher 6 101 128 lOll 140 8.1 1.2 11.5 
Floyd 
Foard 

4 
6 

103 
101 

187 
102 

210 
109 

170 1'(.4 
.6 

23.6 
2.9 

13.5 

Fort Bend 14 78 181 W6 174 1? 7 13.6 20·9 
White 174 185 161 13.1 12.2 17.1 
Nonwhite 203 190 228 24.5 19·3 39. 2 

Franklin 
Freestone 

White 

5b 
5b 

12 
:;1 

80 
80 

109 
148 
109 

116 
181 
132 

99 
100 
80 

2·9 
15·9 

3.0 

5.2 
23.1 
9·2 

-.3 
0 

-8.2 
Nonwhite 21lt 251 37.4 113.2 

Frio 
GBines 

5b 11 
S 

9B 
102 

216 
241 

203 
240 243 

27.3 
24.8 

25.0 
23·9 26.1 

Galveston 1·1 78 1G8 173 15.2 15·9 
Garza 6 101 208 211.11 
Gillespie 
Glasscock 

2 
16 

100 
100 

117 139 108 5.4 10.0 2.9 

Goliad 11 98 147 145 149 11.4 10.5 12.3 
Gonzales 

White 
10 97 123 

116 
140 
135 

106 
98 

7.3 
It·9 

12.2 
10.3 

1.9 
-.5 

Nonwhite 165 22.8 
Gray 
Grayson 2f 
Gregg 

White 
Nonwhite 

Grimes 
White 
Nonwhite 

Guadnlupe 2f 
IInle 
Hall 
Hamilton 
Hansford 
Hardeman 
Jlnrdin 

White 
Nonwhite 

Harris 
White 
Nonwhite 

Hnrrison 
White 

5b 

5b 

4 
8 

12 

9 

10 
4 
6 
7 
II 
6 

13 

G 

12 

103 
9'f 
80 

80 

97 
103 
101 

96 
103 
101 

79 

78 

80 

122 
122 
124 
107 
193 
138 
137 
141 
133 
206 
241 
93 

187 
90 

162 
IG3 
156 
176 
175 
18'{ 
180 
152 

122 
136 
130 
112 
205 
166 
189 
140 
li18 
200 
185 

88 
154 
87 

161 
162 
154 
181 
179 
188 
193 
166 

96 
75 
65 

llG 
105 

113 
211 

95 

95 

144 
1114 

128 
87 

6.1 
5.9 
7.4 
2.3 

26.0 
12.2 
11.0 
14.7 

8.G 
21.4 
30.2 
-2.1 
16.2 
-3.5 
15·9 
15·7 
1'{.3 
16·3 
15.7 
20.9 
23. 11 
13·7 

6.0 
8.3 
9. 0 
3.8 

27.8 
18.6 
22.7 
12.6 
10.8 
23.7 
20.0 
-3·0 
10·9 
-4.5 
15.6 
15. 4 
16.5 
16.8 
l6.2 
21.6 
25.1 
16.0 

-1.4 
-11.8 
-17·2 

5.8 
1.8 

4.3 
19·7 

-1.8 

-1·9 

11.9 
12.0 

12·3 
-5.3 

Nonwhite 
Hsrtley 
Haskell 
Hays 
Hemphill 
Henderson 

White 
Nonwhite 

1!ldalgo 
lUll 

White 
Nonwhite 

Hockley 
Hood 
Hopkins 
Houston 

White 
lIonwhit.e 

5b 

5b 
5b 

II 
6 
2 
4 

12 

1, 
8 

5., 
12 
12 

103 
101 
100 
103 

80 

99 
97 

102 
90 
80 
80 

214 
95 

123 
141 
128 
120 
99 

:143 
259 
125 
122 
1111 
20<; 
120 
'n 

1119 
112 
21,6 

228 

126 
152 
137 
133 
101 
30.) 
304 
117 
liO 
If1.l 
211 
127 
126 
165 
124 
260 

157 

121 
122 

91 
95 

189 
138 
1110 

208 
103 
81 

12CJ 
1)11 

38.0 
-1.2 
6.3 

11·3 
'f.7 
6.2 
-.2 

44.'( 
27.0 
1.8 
'i.8 

15.1 
22.11 

5.5 
-.8 

10.fJ 
2.6 

35·1 

39.8 

5·9 
13·7 
9·2 
9.6 

.3 
~6.6 
28·9 
5·7 
3.3 

18.6 
?1.6 
7.7 
7·5 

11.3 
3.8 

36.6 

29·5 --­
6.6 
G.6 

-3.3 
-1.6 

21.9 
10.8 
11.2 

23·0 
·9

-6.5 
7·2 

-2.0 

See footnotes s t end of to.ble. 
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Table 13;-'-Rural., rural-nonfnrlli, and rural."';farm mnJ.es, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by cO).or, for ccnmties, 1960-70 -Contimled 

(Ratios and rates not shown for coun~ residence and color arouj!s with 1'elIer than 100 d!!l!arturet.l 
: : :: : . . Replacement ratios 21 Replacement rates !y 

.: State eeo-: EconanicState AlIA 
: nOlllic are..: sUbresiaziand status • number • number Rural. Rural. Rural.county y Rural.

gj gj Rural. Rural.nonfarm 1'arm nonfarm farm 

Texas --Cont1Dued 
Hovard2/ 
Hudspeth 
HUnt 
Hutchinson 
Irion 
Jack 
Jackson 
Jasper 

White 
Nonwhite 

Jeff Davis 
Jefferson 
JiJn Hogs 
JiJn Wells 
Johnson 
Jones 
Karnes 
Kau1'man 

White 
Nonwhite 

Kendal.l 
Kenedy 
Kent 
Kerr 
Kimble 
King 
Kinney 
Kleberg '2/
Knox 
Lamar 

White 
Nonwhite 

Lrunb 
Lal!lpasas 
La Sal.le 
Lavaca 
Lee 

White 
Nonwhite 

Leon 
White 
Nonwhite 

Liberty 
White 
Nonwhite 

LiJnestone 
White 
Nonwhite 

Lipscomb 
Live oak 
Llano 
Loving 
Il1bbock '2/
Lynn 
McCUlloch 
McLennan 

White 
Nonwhite 

MCMullen 
Madison 

White 
Nonwhite 

Marion 
White 
Nonwhite 

Martin 
Mason 
Matagorda 

White 
Nonwhite 

Maverick 2/ 
Medina 
Menard 
Midland 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5b 

5 

1 

8 

4 


16 

7 


14 

13 


1 

H 

3 


11 

B. 
p 


11 

8 


2 

3 

6 

2 


16 

6 


16 

3 

6 

8 


5 

7 

3 


10 

9 


9 


14 


8 


4 

11. 

2 

1 

L 

5 

2 

D 

3 

9 


12 


5 

2 


14 


3 

2 


16 

5 


102 

108 


97 

103 

100 


96 

78 

79 


108 

78 

98 

98 

gG 


101 

98 

97 


100 

98 


101 

100 

100 

101 

100 

98 


101 

97 


102 

96 

98 

97 

80 


80 


78 


97 


103 

98 


100 

108 

102 

102 

100 


97 


98 

80 


80 


102 

100 


78 


98 

100 

100 

102 


146 

214 

146 

208 


85 

172 

178 

170 

213 


189 


183 

148 

131 

146 

140 

134 

162 

120 


112 

67 


134 


194 

396 

131 

129 

109 

265 

176 

111 

188 

122 

101 


97 

117 

106 


95 

125 

197 

205 

176 

157 

141. 

212 

138 

191. 


59 


208 

1.70 
118 

129 

124 

160 


134 

108 

209 

164 

156 

170 

205 

106 

181 

167 

241 

170 

169 

164 

156 


154 

225 

156 

213 


96 

182 

186 

176 

222 


10,;\ 

228 

163 

150 

119 

172 

176 

161 

133 


63 

179 


607 

137 

143 

125 


168 

196 


130 

150 

137 


98 

98 


100 

196 

211 

157 

196 

180 

236 

136 

231. 

--­
49 

234 

144 

153 

1.38 

132 

165 


137 

104 


177 

185 

173 


115 

21.3 

202 


217 

157 

169 


129 


136 


75 

160 

136 

138 


129 

124 

119 

162 


97 

87 


95 


86 

74 


189 

122 

114 


93 


185 

56 


119 

82 

80 


119 

91 


201 

180 


101 

94 


1.37 

190 

186 

92 


112 

ill 

130 

112 


162 

92 


134 

124 


112 


8.8 
22.0 
12·7 
22.2 

-4.9 
18.0 
19·9 
17.5 
30.3 

18.8 

19·4 
12.4 
9·2 

13.0 
11·9 
9·9 

20.5 
5.3 

3.4 
-10.5 

8.9 

20.3 
38.9 
8.1 
9·9 
3.1 

54.3 
16.0 
3.5 

23·7 
7.0 

.6 

-·9 

6.5 
2.3 

-1.5 
10.2 
22.3 
22.4 
21.8 
19·3 
13·9 
36.8 
8.5 

21.2 
-15.0 

1.9·0 
16.5 
6.0 
8.3 
6.6 

18.8 

9·2 
2.2 

28.0 
20.9 
16.6 
24.5 
19·9 
2.0 

20.7 
16.6 
42.0 
11.0 
18.6 
15.9 
12.4 

(509 
24.1 
13.6 
22.4 

-1.2 
18.4 
20.9 
18.2 
32.0 

20.0 

26.1 
14.6 
13.6 
5.7 

19.6 
19·0 
22.2 
8.3 

-11.8 
17.4 

42.7 
9·1 

13.3 
7.5 

15·9 
21.1 

8.0 
12.8 
9. 4 
--­
-.4 
-.6 

0 
21.7 
23.0 
16.7 
28.1 
23.0 
41.2 
8.5 

25.7 
-19.6 

18.6 
12.8 
13·7 
1.0.0 
7.9 

20·3 

8.6 
1.0 

23.4 
21.7 
24.7 

5.2 
25.2 
21.5 

~<J.7 
]'11.9 
\4.5 

8.7 

11.5 

-9·0 
17.6 
12.4 
12.8 

8.4 
7.5 
6.2 

17.0 
-.9 

-4.5 

-1.3 

-4.5 

...:8.9 


26.2 
6.4 
5.7 

-2.8 

16.1 
-17.7 

6.4 
-6.8 
-7·1 

7.7 
-3.5 

25.1 
19.6 

.8 

-2.4 


11.7 

19·2 
18.2 
-2.9 
4.0 
3.7 

10.2 
4.2 

13.6 
-2.6 
11.0 

7.7 

4.3 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural., ruraJ.-rt<m1"nrm, and rural-farm maJ.es, 20-64: Replacement ra.tios and rates, by color, for cOWlties, 1960-70 .ca:rtimred 

!RlltioG< IUld r~tcs not shown for coung: residenee and color !Eoul!G with fewer thlUl 100 del!!!:J:ures) 

State 
and 

county 

: 

AM 
status 

y 

: :: . . 
: State eca-: Econtmic 
; nanic area; subregicm 

number number 
:Y :Y 

Rep1scement ra.tios ]I 

Rural Rural.Rural nonfarm farm 

: 
Replacement rates _4J 

Ruril Rural.Rural nonfarm farm 

Texas--Cont1nued 
Milam 8 97 135 166 112 10.8 17.7 4.3 
Mills 7 96 100 88 107 0 -3.6 2·7 
Mitchell 6 101 140 144 138 12.5 12.8 12.5 
Montague 
Montgomery 

White 
5b 

7 
13 

96 
79 

105 
145 
139 

123 
150 
143 

79 
115 
119 

1.6 
13.5 
11.6 

6.2 
111.6 
12.4 

-7.4 
5.3 
6.7 

Nonwhite 170 178 23.1 25.0 
Moore 
Morris 5b 

II 
12 

103 
80 

2(9 
1~2 

262 
157 

26.0 
13.3 

25.0 
14.1 

White 122 130 5.2 7.0 
Nonwhite 233 226 38.9 36.0 

Motley 
Nacogdoches 

White 
5b< 

6 
12 

101 
80 

99 
135 
126 

84 
154 
149 

123 
105 

93 

-.2 
10·7 
7·9 

-5.7 
14.6 
13.0 

8.4 
2.0 

-2·7 
Nonwhite 173 168 21.2 19·7 

Navarro 8 97 108 125 89 2·9 7·9 -4.1 
White 95 117 73 -1.7 5.3 -11.2 
Nonwhite 157 148 18.7 15.9 

Newton 5b 13 79 168 185 18.9 21.9 
White 152 167 14.3 17.1 
Nonwhite 209 224 30.6 33·9 

Nolan 6 101 161 157 167 14.8 12.3 19·3 
Nueces 
Ochlltree 

N 
4 

98 
103 

233 233 234 25.1 23.6 29.4 

Oldham 4 103 
Orange 
Palo Pinto 21 

H 
7 

78 
96 

194 
133 

199 
138 113 

19.0 
8.7 

19.6 
9.6 4.5 

Panol.. 5b 12 80 153 181 117 15.8 20.3 6.9 
White 128 159 91 8.3 14.3 -3.3 
Nonwhite 

Parker 21 
Parmer 

7 
4 

96 
103 

210 
175 
204 

230 
187 
187 

157 
227 

34.5 
15.9 
19.3 

35.0 
15·9 
18.8 

16.0 
19·9 

Pecos 1 108 200 207 16.9 17·9 
Polk 5b 13 79 154 154 16.0 16.0 

White 129 126 8.7 8.2 
Nonwhite 225 227 33.8 34·7 

Potter J 103 125 127 6.6 5·9 
Presidio 1 108 146 129 11.5 7·7 
Ra111S 5b 12 80 log 131 95 3.4 10.2 -1.7 
Randall J 103 180 171 17.1 17.2 
Reagan 
Real 

16 
16 

100 
100 

88 
147 

-3.9 
12.5 

Red River 5b 12 80 141 175 99 13.1 21.2 -.4 
White 124 165 18 7·7 11·9 -8'3 
Nonwhite 215 208 31.3 35.0 

Reeves 
Refugio 

1 
11 

108 
98 

181 
191 

205 
198 

12.8 
20.8 

16.4 
21.9 

Roberts 4 103 
Robertson 

White 
5b 9 80 119 

104 
125 
106 

107 
100 

6.5 
1.2 

8.1 
1.8 

2·9 
.3 

Nonwhite 143 144 17.1 17.6 
Rockwall 8 97 140 141 138 10.8 10.0 13.3 
Runnels 6 101 125 112 135 7.1 3.7 9.1 
Rusk 

White 
5b 12 80 131 

III 
138 
122 

103 
64 

10.1 
3.5 

11.8 
6.8 

1.2 
-14.7 

Nonwhite 194 189 30.2 27.3 
Sabine 5b 13 19 144 166 76 13.5 18.2 -10.9 

White 1411 168 13.3 18.3 
Nonwhite 1113 14.3 

San Augustine 
San Jacinto 

5b 
5b 

13 
13 

79 
79 

156 
159 

153 
180 

160 
112 

16.8 
17·9 

15.4 
23.7 

19.4 
Ii.o 

White 139 151 11.5 15.0 
Nonwhite 182 217 26.2 34.9 

San Patricio 
San Saba 

11 
<2 

98 
100 

261 
116 

299 197 
96 

32.6 
5.6 

35.5 25.5 
-1.3 

Schleicher 16 100 143 133 11.0 8.7 
Scurry 
Shackelford 

6 
6 

101 
101 

192 
93 

198 
117 

185 21.8 
-2.1 

22.8 
5.1 

20;8 

Shelby 
White 

5b 12 80 136 
119 

149 
130 

116 
104 

11.1 
6.0 

13.4 
8.4 

6.3 
1.6 

Nonwhite 208 215 32.0 30.1 
Sherman 
Smith 5b 

4 
12 

103 
80 

106 
139 

92 
150 92 

1.7 
10.7 

-'2.4 
12.8 "'3.1 

Vihite 124 136 81 6.8 9·1 -7.5 
Nonwhite 175 183 20·9 22.6 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Tab~e ~3.-RUral, rural-non1"arm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: !(oplacement ratios and rates, by colorI for counties, 1960-'70 -Ccrrtinued 

~Rn.tio$ and rates not shewn for coun:!:1; residencesnd co~or !!Eou;es with fewer than 100 de;e&.rt.ures) 

State 
and 

county 

: 

AHA 
status 
If 

: . 
: 
: 
• 

:: . 
state eco-: EconaDic 
naDic area: subregion 

number • number 
EI Y 

Replacement ratios 11 

Rural RuralRural nonfarm farm 

: 
Replacement rates !!I 

Rural RuralRural nonfarm farm 

Texas _-Continued 
Somervell 7 96 104 130 1.5 7.4 
starr 5b 3 98 182 180 190 18.8 16.6 26.6 
Stephens 6 101 80 65 103 -7.6 -13.8 1.5 
SterHng 16 100 
Stonewall 6 101 151 156 13.5 13.6 
Sutton 16 100 
SwiSher 4 103 214 227 24.1 25·7 
1arrant B 96 171 178 143 15.5 16.3 11.1 
taylor P 101 140 167 100 10.8 16.0 .2 
Terrell 5b 16 100 182 13.8 
Terry 5 102 251 236 26.4 24.7 
Throckmorton 6 101 94 100 85 -1.9 .2 -6.3 
Titus 5b 12 80 110 124 86 3.4 7.0 -5.4 
'1'"", Green 
Travis 21 

2 
E 

100 
97 

130 
175 

88 
190 

188 
138 

7.a 
13.6 

-3.2 
14.1 

20.6 
ll.G 

White 176 192 135 13.1 13.7 10.3 
Nonwhite 169 176 19.3 18.5 

Trinity-
White 

5b 13 79 126 
115 

122 
112 

141 
122 

8.7 
5.1 

7.0 
4.0 

14.4 
8.3 

Nonwhite 173 152 21.6 16.0 
Tyler 

White 
5b 13 79 136 

129 
146 
139 

89 
85 

11.2 
9·2 

13.4 
11.7 

-4.6 
-6.2 

Nonwhite 177 181 19·4 20.0 
tlpshur 

White 
5b 12 80 137 

121 
156 
136 

83 
82 

10.7 
6.5 

14.5 
9.6 

-7.1 
-7;3 

Nonwhite 200 232 26.1 31.3 
tipton 
Uvalde 
Val Varde 21 5b 

16 
16 
16 

100 
100 
100 

196 
145 
352 

196 
153 
444 

128 
18.2 
11.5 
22.3 

17.7 
13.3 
25.2 

7.5 

Van Zandt 
White 

5b 12 80 116 
III 

128 
123 

92 
91 

5.1 
3.7 

8.2 
6.6 

-3·0 
-3.6 

Nonwhite 174 25.8 
Victoria 14 78 171 183 15~ 17.1 16.8 17.8 
Walker 13 79 90 89 go -2.7 -2·9 -1.3 

White 80 78 -5.1 -5.5 
Nonwhite 103 103 1.0 1.0 

Waller 5b 14 78 183 225 94 20.3 26.1 -2.3 
White 124 158 85 7.1 14.3 -5.4 
Nonwhite • 262 283 32.8 33.6 

Ward 1 108 179 187 15·9 17.0 
Washington 

White 
10 97 122 

90 
1.53 
110 

1.04 
83 

7.5 
-3.2 

15.4 
2·9 

1.7 
-6.3 

Nonwhite 
Webb 2J 
Wharton 

5a 3 
14 

98 
78 

216 
141 
192 

203 
167 
193 191 

35.3 
6.8 

22.7 

31.1 
9.6 

21.3 25·5 
White 200 202 li16 23.3 22.1 25.6 
Nonwhite 

Wheeler 6 101 
170 
147 

169 
160 

l'{3 
130 

20.6 
1.2.4 

1.9·0 
14.8 

25·1. 
8.8 

Wichita K 101 129 147 S6 8.0 11.2 -.5 
Wilbarger 
Willecy 
Williamson 

6 
15 

8 

1.01. 
99 
97 

120 
220 
138 

115 
~46 
165 

125 
175 
119 

6.0 
22.5 
10·9 

4.8 
27·4 
17.1 

7.5 
14.1. 
5.8 

White 130 155 112 B.6 14.9 3.7 
Nonwhite 246 37.1 

Wilson 
Wirikler 
Wise 
Wood 

White 
5b 

11 
5 
7 

12 

98 
102 

96 
80 

170 
225 
134 
141 
1.40 

194 
222 
154 
.151 
143 

129 

112 
122 
1311 

16.6 
23.2 
9·6 

13.1 
1.2.6 

21.2 
22.11 
13.3 
14.8 
12.5 

7.7 

4.1 
8.7 

12.B 
Nonwhite 145 16.9 

Yoakum 
Young 
Zapata JJ 
Zavala 

5b 

5 
6 
3 
3 

102 
101 
98 
98 

245 
89 

145 
211 

117 
169 
268 

:36 
23.:\ 
-3.6 
11.3 
24.8 

5.4 
15.8 
33.4 

~1.7.2 

Monta"" 
Beaverhead 
Big 1I0rn 

White 
/lonwhite 

Blaine 
Broadwater 
Carbon 
Carter 

5b 

5b 

5b 

1 
3 

2 
1 
3 
4 

109 
106 

105 
109 
106 
104 

95 
222 
173 
305 
157 
136 
158 
196 

101 
197
lic 

149 
liB 
149 

88 
255 
224 

174 

170 

-1.4 
25.4 
1,·5 
41.4 
14.1 

9·4 
15.3 
21.0 

.5 
21.4 
4.2 

13·5 
5·3 

12.6 

-3.4 
29.9 
22.4 

15.0 

19·5 

See footnotes at end of t~ie. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64, Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Continued 

(Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and color !Eou;eswith fewer than l00de;eartures1 
: 	 : :: : . . Replacement ratios 11 Replacement rates !!J 

: State eco-: EconomicState ARA 
and status ; nomic area; subregion 

county y number number Rural Rural RUral Rural
Rural 	 RuralY 	 Y nonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

~lontana--Cont1nued 
Cascade 21 2 105 233 330 110 19·2 23.4 3.0 
Chouteau 
CUster 21 

5b 2 
4 

105 
104 

168 
251 

169 169 
137 

11,.6 
31.4 

16.1 13.5 
7.9 

:paniels 
Dawson 

5b 2 
2 

105 
105 

165 
212 

188 
258 175 

10.9 
21.6 

21.6 
24.2 18.3 

Deer Lodge 
Fallon 

5b 1 
2 

109 
105 

103 
257 

103 ·9 
24.0 

·9 

Fergus 
Flathead 5a 

2 
1 

105 
109 

174 
169 

155 
180 

167 
138 

15.8 
14.9 

12.0 
15.7 

18.4 
11.4 

Gallatin 
Gari'ield 

1 
4 

109 
101, 

212 238 170 19·0 20.3 -­ 15·9 

Glacier 5b 2 105 196 231 110 18.7 23.6 2.5 
White 107 128 1.5 5.3 
Nonwhite 310 349 38.5 43.3 

C-olden Valley 
Granite 

II 
1 

104 
109 137 132 9·8 8.8 

Hill 5b 2 105 232 239 218 22.6 23.6 20.7 
Jefferson 1 109 184 204 19·1 21.5 
Judith Basin 
Lake 5b 

2 
1 

105 
109 

113 
169 194 

110 
131, 

3.5 
18.4 23.6 

2.6 
10.0 

Lewis and Clark 1 109 146 146 147 9·8 9·0 13.2 
Liberty 
Lincoln 5a 

2 
l 

105 
log 

179 
182 195 

15.0 
15.0 16.1 

HcCone 2 105 219 23.3 
Hadison 1 109 156 144 l79 14.5 12.1 18.3 
Heagher 
Mineral 

1 
1 

109 
109 

124 
194 

129 
l81 

6.2 
20.8 

7.3 
17.6 

Hissoula 5b 1 109 170 182 125 12.8 l3.4 7·9 
Husselshcll 5b 4· 104 125 8.0 
Park 5b 1 109 141 147 133 8.5 9.6 6.9 
Petrolimm I, 104 
Phillips 
Pondera 
Powder River 

5b 
5b 

2 
2 
4 

105 
105 
l04 

140 
179 
180 

l25 
129 

160 
225 

10.2 
l7.3 
18.0 

6.4 
6.5 

15.5 
27.1 

Powell 1 109 106 84 1.7 -4.2 
Prairie 2 105 262 32.3 
Ravalli 
Richland 

5b 1 
2 

109 
lOS 

143 
173 

155 
168 

127 
178 

12.5 
17·7 

14.3 
16.4 

9.1 
18.9 

Roosevelt 
Rosebud 
Sanders 
Sheridan 

5b 
5b 
5b 
5b 

2 
4 
l 
2 

105 
104 
109 
105 

236 
157 
142 
222 

212 
176 
151 
185 

285 
118 
120 
263 

26.3 
13.8 
10.4 
21.7 

21.4 
18.3 
11.6 
l5.4 

36.7 
4.4 
6.1 

28.4 
Silver Bow 5a 1 109 138 143 9·9 10.8 
Stillwater 
Sweet Grass 
Teton 

3 
4 
2 

106 
104 
105 

169 
150 
19B 

195 
128 
220 

135 

177 

16·9 
12.0 
21.2 

22.7 
8.1 

24.l 

8.9 

18.0 
Toole 2 105 181 187 15.4 17.2 
Treasure 
Valley 21 
Wheatland 

5b 
4 
2 
4 

104 
l05 
104 

200 
106 

209 
115 

l83 15·9 
2.0 

15.3 
1,.6 

17·5 

Wibaux 
Yellowstonc 5b 

2 
3 

105 
100 236 239 232 23·9 22.7 26.3 

Yellows tone Nut'l Park 1 109 
(part) 

Idaho 
Ada 
Adams 
Bannock 
Bear Lake 
Benewah 
Bingham 
Blaine 

5b 

5b 
5b 

3 
1 
4 
II 
2 
I, 
l. 

112 
10<) 
112 
112 
110 
112 
lOy 

183 
1511 
20" 
16S' 113 
233 
13"( 

190 
155 
219 
180 
ll4 
234 
10';l 

168 

IBI 

232 

16.B 
13.1 
22.5 
18.0 
3.7 

2B.0 
B.ll 

16.7 
12.8 
24.4 
19.4 
4.1 

24.8 
2.2 

17.1 

18.0 

31.4 

Boise 
Bonner 
Bonnev:tllc 
Boundary 
Butte 

5'0 

5b 

1 
1 
I, 
1 
1 

lOSt 
109 
112 
109 
109 

161 
2115 
14~ 
213 

171 
253 
142 
217 

135 
238 
143 

15.6 
26.3 
11.2 
21.6 

16.9 
21.9 
9·8 

20.B 

11.0 
32.1 
15.0 

Camas 
Cnnyon 
Caribou 
Cassia 

5b 

1 
3 
II 
3 

109 
112 
U2 
112 

196 
2119 
224 

240 
213 
251 

166 

210 

21.5 
28.3 
26.0 

26.5 
21.7 
27·3 

1'(.1 

25.2 

Clark 
Clearwnter 
Custer 

5b 
1 
1 
1 

109 
109 
109 

139 
212 

134 
202 

9. 2 
22.8 

"(.7 
22.6 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm mnles, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -<lmttintied 

~Ratios. and rates not shewn for county residence and color !l!:dunsmth felier than 100 del2arturesl 
: : :: ~ 

Replacement ratios 11 Replacement rates !if 
State ARA 

.' 
: State aco-: Economic 
 

Ilrid status 
 : nomic area: subregion 
. number • number ,. county y Rural Rural Rural Ruralgj gj Rural Rural,;<' nonfa:rm farm nonfarm farm 

Idaho. -Continued 
Elmore 2/ 1 10~ 317 347 21.2 21.2 
Franklin 4 112 28~ 311 41.1 47.8 
 
Fremont 4 112 266 288 '24~ 35.2 42.2 26.5 
 
Gem 3 112 178 200 167 20.5 21.3 20.0 
 
Gooding 3 li2 185 1~3 181 22.7 18.6 25.5 
 
Idaho 5b 1 109 163 144 200 15.2 10.7 24.1 
 
Jefl,'erson 4 112 252 2~0 224 29.~ 30.7 29·1 
 
Jerome 3 112 198 198 20.5 21.1 
 
Kootenai 5b 2 llO 196 200 180 20.7 20.8 20.5 
 
Latah 2 110 139 165 106 10.0 14.7 1.~ 

Lemhi 1 109 137 148 8.3 11.1 
 
Lewis 5b' 2 llO 14b 192 55 9·8 18.9 -16.7
 
Lincoln 3 112 187 161 19·5 14.1 
 
l4adison 4 112 232 245 32.5 36.5 
 

325 375 35.~
Minidoka 3 112 261 24.5 45.5 
 
Nez Perce 5b 2 110 159 178 137 15.4 20.3 9·7

Oneida 4 112 228 28.7 
 
Owyhee 3 112 152 128 176 11.2 6.4 15.6 
 
Payette 3 112 159 183 136 15.9 18.9 11.8 
 
Power 5b 4 112 192 196 19.4 19·7 

Shoshone 5b 1 109 157 155 12.4 12.0 
 
Teton 4 112 253 39. 0 
 
Twin Falls 3 112 180 191 172 17.7 18.2 17.3 
 
Valley 1 109 153 158 10.6 10.1 
 
Washington 3 112 140 113 156 11.7 3.7 16.5 
 

Wyoming 
Albany 1 109 151 184 10.9 16.8 
Big Horn 5b 2 106 191 179 219 22.5 20.1 27.8 
Campbell 2 106 135 149 7.7 10·9 '.\ 
Carbon 1 109 123 130 105 5·9 7.7 1.2 
Converse 2 106 119 150 78 5.2 13.8 -6.0 
 
Crook 2 106 155 123 189 10·9 4.2 20.3 
 
Fremont 5b 2 106 207 208 206 20.2 18.7 23·9 
 

White 184 168 216 15.7 12.0 24,6 
 
Nonwhite 320 44.8 
 

Goshen 2 106 210 165 244 21.9 14.0 27.0 
 
Hot Springs 5b 2 106 114 91 4.3 -3.0 
 
Johnson 2 106 147 9.1 
 
Laramie 2/ 2 106 191 199 151 15.2 16.0 10.1 
 
Lincoln 5b 1 109 192 178 240 21.1 18.5 28·9 
 
Natrona 1 109 159 16g 11.8 13.1 
 
Niobrara 2 106 132 122 7·9 5.7 
 
Park '2 106 182 149 213 18.6 11.0 25.8 
 
Platte 2 106 149 l68 113 12·9 17.1 3.8 
 
Sheridan 2 106 115 103 147 4.4 .g 12.3 
 
Sublette 1 109 120 106 3·9 1.1 
 
SWeetwater 1 109 132 140 7.0 8.1 
 
Teton 5b 1 109 134 122 7.7 5.3 
 
Uinta 1 109 175 150 19·9 14.2 
 
Washakie 2 106 247 28.4 
 
Weston 2 106 197 193 19.4 18.2 
 
Yellowstone Nat' 1 Park 1 109 
 
(part) 

Colorado 
Adams A l03 170 204 l23 l4.0 l7.5 6.3 
Alamosa 5b 2 109 203 l85 23.1 l7.5 
Arapahoe A 103 191 197 174 17.5 17·5 18.1 
Archuleta 2 109 l66 l60 16.3 19.7 
!l~ca 5 107 168 119 275 15·9 5.l 33.5 
.Bent 5 107 94 82 119 -1..3 -4.4 4.6 
Jloulder D 106 156 162 145 12.5 12·5 l2.5 
Chaffee l l09 214 240 26.2 30.2 
Cheyenne 4 l03 l55 139 14.1 11.3 
Clear Creek 5b l 109 100 92 .l -2:2 
Conejos 5b '2 109 233 224 259 33.4 30.8 41.7 
Costilla 5b 2 109 295 276 41..3 40.0 
Crowley 5 l07 163 165 l7.0 18.0 
Custer 5 107 
Delta 2 109 l5l 137 l77 l3·9 lO.7 19·3 
Denver A l03 - - - - - - No rural population - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Dolores 2 109 92 95 -1..6 -1..0 
Douglas 4 103 l56 133 l2.2 6.6 
Eagle l 109 l26 l38 5.9 8.0 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 13.-·Rural, rural-nonfarm, and. rural-farm mo.les, 20-6": Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Ccmtinued 

~Ratios and rates not .hOlo," for count;! residence ana. color ~ouEs with fewer than 100 lieertures2 
.. .. .... .. .... .. 

Replacement ratios 11 Replacement rates y
stnte eco-: Econanicstate AM 
nomic area; subregion. and status 
number numbercounty Rural Rural Rural Rural11 y Rural RuralY nonfarm farm nonfarm relrm 

Co1orndc --Continued 
Elbert 103 ll4 113 4.2 4.2 
El Paso 'i/ B 103 408 490 86 29·1.1 31.3 -4.0 " Fremont 5b 5 107 219 226 25.7 25.8 
Garrield 1 10<) 146 155 123 1l.7 13.1! 6.3 
GUpin 5b 1 109 
Grand 1 109 133 134 8.3 1l.2 
Gunnison 1 109 166 12.7 
Hinsdale 1 10<) 
Huerfano 5b 5 101 132 161 107 10.6 11.6 2.6 
Jnckson 1 10,) 101 82 .5 -5.6 
Jerrftroon A 103 1';12 210 100 1,).6 21.1 .1 
)(10wa I, 103 208 21.1, 
Kit Cnrson 4 103 162 1311 240 15.3 9.4 27.2 
Lnke 1 109 251.1 17.9 
lA P1ata 2 10) 200 213 180 22. T '22.8 22.3 
Larimer 3 106 169 169 110 Ib.O 15·8 1fJ.6 
Las Animas 5b 5 101 1;)0 209 1"1 ::'3. 4 21·3 13·3 
Lincoln I, 103 151 88 2TJ 11.2 -2.8 33.7 
Logan 3 J.06 208 203 212 22.1 11).8 24.0 
Hese. 2 log 162 178 132 15.<.1 11.5 11.1 
Mineral 1 10'.1 
Horrat 1 10'.' lUS 15.4 
HOntezumn 2 10<) 179 218 133 llJ.8 24.2 9.8 
~!ontro.e 2 11.1Y 197 202 188 18.6 18.7 18.3 
MorBan 3 106 182 206 167 17.8 19·8 16.1 
otero 5 107 195 195 ltj1 20·9 20.1 22.7 
Ouray 1 10') 153 14.2 
Park 1 10<) ';14 -1.6 
Phillips 4 103 140 148 129 11.3 14.8 7.1 
Pitkin 1 109 160 134 10.8 6.2 
.?rowers 5 107 lB6 171 200 1\1.8 16.2 23.0 
Pilebl0 C 107 223 240 lh5 25·2 26.2 21·9 
Rio Blanco 1 109 181 167 15.2 13.1 
Rio Grande 2 1ll'l 187 190 178 21. .. 23.B 17.7 
Routt 1 lU<j 144 155 11,0 12.2 12.,) lO·9 
Sng\18.che 2 1ll'l 16:> 184 16.3 21.2 
 
San Juan 1 1\)9 
 
SlUt Miguel :2 lU!! 111" 15t) 9·5 J.7 
 
Sedgwick 3 106 15:, 173 12:7 16.5 
SUll1Il\it 1 10;1 11,2 145 7.5 7.8 
Telle~ 5b 1 11.J9 91 ')0 -2.7 -1.0 
Wanlli••gtan I, 103 155 138 170 13.0 9.1 16.6 
Weld 3 106 186 109 211 lt1.9 15.9 22·9 
Y\lll1P.; 4 103 138 ll5 173 ';1·9 4.4 16.6 

New Mexi~o 
Bet'rialillo 2/ 5b A 10>1 240 252 22.8 22.8 
Catron 5b 1 10'-' 13U 133 803 8.6 
Chaves 2/ 3 loB 31.10 359 lU5 22.4 23·3 IB.o 
CQlfax 5b ;; 107 21r( 274 -- 34.3 40.2 
CUrry'il 2 lU7 256 344 143 ::,u.4 22.') 1l.5 
 
De Bncn 2 107 17d 2Ul 18.6 22.7 
 
Dona Aha 21 3 11.J8 27~' 306 21lt 23:/ 24.) 21.0 
 
Eddy .1 11.J8 2lB 207 2115 23.8 21.6 29.1, 
 
Grllnt 3 J;)8 !ti7 18b 19.7 l<).b 
 
Guadalupe ~h 2 10', 264 316 34.5 4u.4 
 
lIard1ng 2 lU'( 
 
Hidalgo 3 lU(! 
 
Lea 'I lOti 2~~ 227 161, 19.1 21.1 13.2
,Lincoln 108 151, 162 125 l3.7 15. 11 6.') 
Los Alnmoc 1 10,' 
Luna 3 lU(! Ibb 141 14.0 ~.2 

McKinley 5h 1 10<1 342 373 26G 36.8 42.1, 23.8 
WhUe 2bb 22.0 
 
Nonwhite 362 3U7 "1.5
28:) 1,6.5 28.2 

I~ora 5b :2 107 227 228 36·736.1, 

Otero 'iI 5b 3 11.J8 255 273 15.v 15.3 
QUay 2 107 156 130 171, 10.1 8.0 21.1.1 
Rio Arriba 5h 1 lv'! 286 295 36.6 37.1 
Roosevelt 2 11.17 172 1'71 172 1~.() 17.8 19.5 
Sandoval 5b 1 10') 2113 259 33·5 35.5 

White 226 2"6 2ti.v 
 31.2
 
Nonwhite 260 270 39·5
 4(1.1 

See rootnotes at end of table. 
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TAble 13.-Rur4l, .rurlll-nonfann, and rurlll"farm mnles, Z0-64: }!ep1ncernent ratios and rates, by cola.. , for counties, 1960-70 -Continued 

(Ratios and rates not ahowr.. for cOWl~ residence and coler EouOS with £ewer thlUl 100 departuresl 
.. .. .... 	 .... .. .... 	 .. 

Replacement ratios ]} Replacement rates !!J: etate eco-: EcanardcState AM 
; m,.,ie area; subregionand status 

county y RUral. RUral. ~~Ill RurlllnUJllber number 
Y gj Rural Ruralnonfarm flU'tl1 noofann farm 

Rev Mexieo--continued 
San .1= 51> 1 109 2136 290 :?73 33.2 31.5 40.0 

lihit~ ;:41 c6? 23.3 ~3.ti 
liorr.ihitl! 321 3E~ ~o 44.2 42.3 41).9 

San Miguel 51> 2 107 f"Eq ;:3';l l'r4 21.7 28.1; 22.8 
Santa Fe 51> l 109 212 ~13 19.4 19·3 
SierrS 3 108 66 69 -11.2 -11.1 
Socorro 51> 3: lOB ~4 ::55 31.4 36.~ 
taos 511 1 109 :!Y3 2'{1 39·d 39·6 
Torrance 511 <' 10'! ;':19 a8 to<! ..b <'7.4 
Union ;:> 107 1113 156 ll.U 15.3 
Valencia 511 1 1':19 ?64 269 ;:;;."( ~.4 2g.1 32.1 

lihite ;:71 2d'7 29·9 30.8 
 
Nanllhite 243 «0 27·9 ;::p 
 

Ariz.ona 
Apache 5b 1 ll3 301 302 296 3d.S 37.5 44.1 

lihite 212 217 20.6 21.7 
lIonllhite 333 339 314 45. 4 lJ4.5 Q9.6 

Cochise 21 114 200 	 ZOO 152 15.;, 15.4 11.6 
Coconino 5b 1 ll3 218 193 330 ;.!j.Y H'.5 48.3 " 

White loB 105 £I.~ 1.3 
Noovbite 355 353 360 47.1 45.3 50·9 

GUa 5b 1 113 172 l'11 loS' 1£.1 
 
lihite 153 153 12.3 12.5 
 
Nanllhite 254 249 30.8 29·8 
 

GT8.'l"'" 5b li' 114 r~ 330 19'( 43.5 46." 29.4 
G~.,enlee n lll! 2bI, ::95 "9.0 3<.3 
Maricopa A 114 106 164 195 14.6 13·5 21.021 5b 

lihite 	 1$3 ilia 193 13·9 12·9 20.3 
llanllhite <'3O 24:' 2~8 <'3.4 22.7 ::'5.6 

Moha"e 5b 1 113 105 llo 1.'{ 3.1 
Navajo 511 1 113 ~'92 274 416 39.2 68.'13p

White 209 201 25.3 ;;; .5 
lIonwbite 343 3~c 1\10 4b.4 42.2 69,5 

Pima 2f 51: B ull 181 179 195 16.6 16.2 2J ~t:' 
White 1'1'5 171 15.3 14.6 
llanllhite to:t 'Errr 23.5 26·9 

Pinlll 5b ::- 111, 191' 192 £04 17.5 16.'/ a,S 
lihite :;:02 1159 fBt.! 18.1 16.0 :?9.9 
Nonvbite 1'{:; 206 10(, 15.5 19.6 c.... l 

santa Cruz 2 114 192 200 2/J.O a:1 
Yavapai 1 113 m 124 '1.0 u.5 
Yuma 21 511 114 lY"l 170 207 1l.2 9,5 ;:2.d 

lihite 183 185 IT,:' 11.3 10,1) 15.9 
lIon"hit.e 150 104 10.3 ,9 

Utah 
Beaver 5b 3 113 170 	 16d 18.0 1'1.9 
 

;;°9 ~h.~
Box Elder 	 1 11:,' 216 2°t;. 20.1) 30.6 
Cache 1 11:' 203 ~9'3 215 ",. ~3)' 31.5 
Carbon Sib 3 113 212 £'~~ ~.'j ;;1'.9 
Do.ggett 113 
Davis J.I :2 lJ.;.' 26" :9:3 202 24.0 <'4.2 :n.B 
Duchesne ')b 3 113 190 159 ,,51 ::3·3 14:( 35.9 
Emery 5b 3 113 1:'3 It);:) ~1.8 20.0 
Garfield 50 3 .11, 100 1:;0 1b·3 lti.3 
Gran'" Sib 3 113 
Iron 3 113 19, .:.3i Z2 .. 3 30.0 
JlUlb 51:! 3 113 ];t"" l't3 ;11.1 a.b 
lCane 3 ll3 core 195 ~3.5 21.7 
Millard J 113 192 187 ~'O3 2P.t~ 25.0 30.;3 
Horgan 1 1:4, 19~ <:l.Q 
Piute 3 115 
RiCh 1 .u.;: 
S!l.lt :Lake A 11~ rt:~, 26U Z/l ;':4.& ,"3.0 34.9 
Stu) Juan Sb 3 113 ;:b~'" r6f~ 2',.9 ~4.6 

Sanpete Sb 1 11;' 111 11,,;3 PO.S ll;I.'.l 
Sevier 1 11., 166 160 ;:2·3 20·9 
Sl1l:1ll1l.t ~b 1 lL. '~li ~:O~~ 20.£) ;:'4.5 
Tooele 21 3 113 ~'Qi ;?()(; l~.!l 1;.5 
Uinttlh 5b 3 113 Flu 1'/9 26.4 ;:9·'/ 20.:;:<:'-~ ....

t:.'"'~ 

Utah 	 .;,q l 	 };tl.;?112 :'71) roo 31.5 3,'.9" Wasatch 5b 1 ll;, 
 
Washington 3 113 !;15 <'15 .:g.tl '9.~) 


See 1'ootnotes at end of table. 
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Tab1., 13.-Rural, rurU-nonfllr1ll, and, rurU-fnrm mal.,., 20-64: Replru:"ment r!l.tios and rat"., by color, for counties, 1960-70 -<!cntin.....d 

!Rlltio. and rat,," not shown ror coun!:l residence and color !!!oul1" with fl!Wer than 100 dei1!!:ture"1 
: : :: : 

Stllte 
and 

cowtty 

ARA 
"tlltus 
y 

. . 
; Stllte. ec~; Econc.mic 
: nomic, 'area.: subregiOll 

numb:..::.r numb"r y Y 

Repll1!:em"nt ratios ]I 

Rural RurU
Rurf/l nonfnrm fllr1ll 

Replac"ment rllt". !!.J 

Rurnl RuralRurnl nonfnrm fllrm 

Utnh--COntinu"a 
Wayne 
Weber 

3 
B 

113 
1ll' 

:>09 
;:45 258 213 

29·5 
:>9·2 2tl.4 3:'.0 

Nevudll 
Churclti11 
Clark' !JJ !JJ 1 

A 
113 
U3 

193 
159 

248 
157 

116 19·6 
!J.T 

21.5 
8.2 

4.2 

DO'.lgllls 
Elko 

1 
1 

113 
113 

135 
130 

150 
l;.r 14::> 

d.o 
8.0 

10.8 
'(. '} 9.5 

Es:tt'rnld:>. 1 113 
Eureka 
Humboldt 
Lander 

21 
1 
], 
1 

113 
113 
113 

119 
148 

148 11.",1 
12 . ., 

9·7 

Lineolll 51! 1 113 13;­ 136 9.9 10.8 
Lyon 
Mineral 21 
Nye !JJ 
O=by 
Pershing 

;0 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

113 
113 
113 
113 
113 

14<1 
188 

'19 
<'71 

90 

156lJH 
'73 

270 
96 

8.0 
1'1·9 
-5,1 
2'(.3 
-2.6 

10.3 
l'r.d 
-6,6 
26·9 
-·9 

storey 
Wuhoe !JJ 51! 

1 
1 

113 
113 161 163 10.:1 9·9 

White Pine 1 113 140 143 10.3 10." 

Washington 
Ad""", 
Asotin 
Benton 

'I 
'/ 
b 

110 
110 
III 

15; 
179 
~..OO 

11,6 
<:'16 
201 

l'l~ 

195 

12·9 
eO.'1 
19·9 

11.9 
;q.? 
19·? 

14.2 

23.1 
Chela.'t 
Clnlltuo 
ClArk 
Colucllh 

';11; 
,b 

j 
1 
C 
'I 

III 
118 
119 
110 

151 
1:)9 
163 
1::>2 

15iJ 
130 
n;'
1;3 

141 
1<-3 
140 

12·9 
7.11 

15.6 
'j.U 

13.::> 
7.4 

10.1 
11.2 

12.0 
7.8 

13.7 

Cowlit:; 
Dougll1. 5u 

I! 
'f 

119 
110 

210 
165 

<'15 
19S 

1'18 
108 

23·2 
111.5 

23.1 
It!,'( 

?11.6 
2.5- I 

Ferry 
Franklin 

5b tl 
'( 

109 
~10 

lli~ 
295 

PU! 
243 349 

19·3 
31.4 

1f~.1 
:'4.4 3tl.l 

Garfield 
Orant 2J 
Ornya H!ll:'l:or 
IdHl12J 
Jei'ternOfl 
King 

White 

5" 

;'0 

'/ 
'i 
1 
, 
1 
A 

110 
HO 
lId 
11:l 
118 
1.19 

1tll, 
:COb 
15/1 
::>31 
114 
1'{4 
115 

158 
101 
1~1 
;'5:; 
ll? 
l'n 
1'18 

.}tl 
100 
1;";' 

II., 
Ihti 

21.~ 
15.4 
13., 
19.3 
3·9 

15.1 
15.0 

14.1. 
ll.!> 
lP~h 
,,0.0 

1 •• 0 
15.<' 
15.~' 

3(J.3 
20.0 

<> " ,ol 

12.8 
1~'.6 

lIonwlli.tc 
Ji.itsnp 

~:JJit" 
lIonwhH" 

Kittitns 
Klickitllt 
x,.,vis 
Lincoln 

')1: 
~1) 

5n 

3 

6 
6 
I, 
'{ 

119 

111 
III 
119 
110 

1,;4 
I'/t 
159 
1<"{ 
11,:, 
11'2 
lutl 
1;:5 

l';'l 
161 
1',1 

15') 
15'[ 
1&0 
lll.! 

lOS 
11<.: 

11'; 
119 
11,4 
1110 

18.2 
111.2 
11,.1< 
ll.3 

11:, 
10.1 
18.2 
b.:) 

19·1 
II!.!; 
ll•.~ 

13,7 
11.5 
Itl.a 

4.1! 

1.9
1,.:. 

11.9 
0.5 

16·3 
10.1 

~lanon 
OkanQgnn 
Pacific 
P"nd Ore111e 

51: 
5b 
50 

1 
5 
1 
8 

11& 
III 
lIB 
109 

133 
1",1 
1:.'12 
139 

135 
1')('1 
INI 
1113 

13~ 

l;~:; 

9·0 
1::.11 
0.3 

10.3 

9.3 
11•• 0 
7.') 

10." 

g.I, 

0.,1 
Pierce 21 

l'iIlUe 
Nonwhite 

San Juan 
Sltasit 
SkJ;.."".:iniJ. 
Snohon!ntl 
Spok"",c 2J 
Stevens 

jo 
51\ 

~b 

B 

;, 
~, 

I, 
E 
D 
-b 

119 

llll 
llu 
119 
Ilb 
no 
109 

199 
::00 
lb5 
6'/ 

139 
1<'; 
l~iP 

.'13 
1"0 

:'U 
21:' 
195 
til 

13(, 
100 
l,lb 
~51 
!'il 

111 
11') 

149 

11'3 
Hi 
1~'J 

13·9 
111.L 
'r.b 

-II.l: 
9 .• ,. ~~ 

k .. 
19.:' 
1~.,:5 

1/1.4 
1~.1 
fl.:' 

-l,.~.') 

li.3 
,'.0 

It.:' 
.1.1 
1b.t. 

4.6 
!J.l 

l~'." 

1:'.1 
11.; 
lit:, 

ThUrston 
Wt1llkiakur.t 
Wall" "'"lJ/~ 
Whntccm 
Whit""", 
Yuki,"", 

Wbite 
:,.." 

14 
1 
I 

1 
tJ 

119 
ll~ 
110 
llt! 
110 
111 

1,,{ 
13~ 
141' 
1~;3 
15" 
1')3
19<> 

1'{;' 
I h9 
1?5 
139 
Ilt;j 
,"13 
,19 

11m 

13< 
li9 
1',0 
1',0 
1M 

1;'.9 
d.l> 

12.~~ 

13.3 
tl,.O 
~1.11 
n.1 

16.1 
n.'.! 
13.: 
9.b 

11.':' 
:'3.$ 
,1'.0 

1;.0 

9.? 
;'1.~ 
1'(.4 
Ii}. I, 
1'7·9 

lIonwhite l'"u 13i> 190 16.~ 10.1' ~i5.9 

Oregon 
Baker 
Benton 

It 
p 

113 
119 

11'5 
l613 

13" 
1&1 

15:­
1l;~ 

10.') 
111.: 

'/.u 
lu.~} 

13.3 
4.0 

See footnotes Ilt end of ttiliie. 
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Tuble 13.-Rural., rural.-nOllfrmn, and rural.-fnrm maJ.es, 20-64: Rep11lCement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 .:cmtinued 

(Rlltios and. rlltes not sbown ror coiln~ residence and color eouEs with fewer than 100 depa.riures2 

State 
Il1ld 

county 

: 

AM 
status 

y 

: :: . . : 
: State eco-: Econanic 
: nanic arell: subregion : 
: nwnber : nwnber : . Y . Y . 

Replacement rlltios 11 

Rural. Rural.
RUral nonfarm farm 

: 
Replacement rates !y 

Rural. Rural.
RUral. nonfarm fllrm 

Oregon--Continued 
Cl<>ck!unus 
C1s.<;sop 2i
Co1umbill 

51> 
51> 
51> 

A 
1 
1. 

119 
118 
118 

154 
122 
155 

172 
124 
165 

115 
107 
121 

13·9 
5·9 

14.6 

16.7 
6.2 

16.2 

5.2 
2.5 
7.2 

Coos 
Crook 

1 
I; 

118 
113 

154 
195 

165 
205 

100 
176 

11.9 
20.1 

13·5 
19.9 

.2 
20.6 

Curry 1 118 153 15:1 11.0 11.6 
Deschutes I; 113 157 178 123 15.4 18.6 7.5 
Douglo.s 
GilliMl 
Grant 

21 
1 
3 
4 

118 
110 
113 

182 
III 
144 

188 
loG 
156 

154 18.1 
2.4 

10.1 

18.0 
1.4 

12.3 

18.6 

Harne)' 
Hood River 
Jackson 

51> 
I; 
2 
1 

113 
119 
118 

142 
146 
122 

152 
151 
U8 

135 
147 

9·9 
11.2 
6.1 

12.3 
12.2 
4.9 

9.0 
Ilf.4 

Jefferson 51> I; 113 218 210 23.9 22.11 
Josephine 
Klamnth 2/
Lake 

5b 1 
I; 
I; 

118 
113 
113 

142 
187 
134 

150 
189 
157 

114 
180 

11.0 
16.8 
8.4 

12.2 
16.1 
13.0 

4.9 
20.0 

Lane B 119 174 185 128 16.4 17.6 8.5 
Lincoln 
Linn 

5b 
5b 

1 
l' 

118 
119 

117 
191 

115 
211. 151 

4·9 
19.4 

4.5 
20.6 14.7 

I'.alheur 4 11.3 193 208 183 22.4 24.1 21.2 
Marion 5b 2 119 176 193 147 19.2 21.6 14.0 
Morrow 3 110 118 120 III 4.5 5.0 3.1 
Multnan3h 
Polk 

A 
2 

119 
119 

153 
178 

156 
201 

137 
142 

12·9 
19.1 

13.0 
21.7 

U.7 
13.4 

She= 51> 3 110 159 11.1 
Tillllltook 
Utllltilill 
Union 

1 
3 
I; 

118 
110 
113 

183 
164 
11(1, 

174 
177 
165 

219 
129 
103 

19.2 
15.6 
11.0 

17.0 
18.1 
15.4 

21.6 
7.8 
1.0 

Wallowa 
Wasco 
Washington 
Wheeler 
Yamhill 

51> 

51> 

4 
3 
A 
I; 
2 

113 
110 
119 
113 
119 

141 
130 
151 
116 
146 

146 
151 
160 
138 
110 

131 
93 

129 

112 

10.3 
1.5 

12.5 
U 

13.0 

10.6 
11.2 
13.4 
9·9 

17.3 

9.6 
-2.1 

9.4 

4.4 

Cn1itornill 
Alll:n<'dll A 117 III loG 2.4 1.2 
Alpine 9 113 
Amndor 9 113 '273 288 41.5 44.ll 
Butte 
Cnlavcrnn 

4 
9 

116 
113 

151 
124 

1)7 
130 

127 12.6 
6.9 

13.2 
8.3 

9.1 

Colusa 
Contra Costa 

White 
nonwhite' 

I, 
A 

116 
117 

137 
210 
215 
125 

143 
2<'0 
225 
136 

10"( 
112 
117 

10.1 
20.4 
20·9 
6.3 

11.9 
21.4 
21.8 
8.4 

2.1 
3.9 
5.2 

Del lIo,te 5b 1 U8 153 156 10.8 11.2 
E1 Doru.do 9 113 117 121 85 ll.l 4.8 -5.3 
Fr~cno E 116 196 216 168 20·5 23.1 16.3 

Whit.e 202 226 170 21.3 24.3 16.6 
]lonwhite 

Glenn 
Humboldt 

l,mite 

4 
1 

116 
118 

14. 
139 
184 
182 

132 
165 
192 
190 

157 
120 
119 
115 

10·9 
9.0 

15.1 
15.3 

9.0 
12.1 
16.6 
16.1 

13.5 
5.6 
5.6 
4.5 

Nonwhite :>47 30.6 
Imperia.). 

Wltite 
1/onwld.te 

loyo 
Kern 2i 

d 

9 
J 

115 

113 
116 

120 
127 
b8 

110 
W8 

113 
li6 

90 
108 
1&'1 

143 
179 

41 

211 

3.9 
5.1 

-1:>.1 
:>.7 

16.9 

2·5 
2.8 

-3.2 
:>.3 

15.1 

12.2 
19.5 

-27.5 

25.6 
~lhite 198 195 220 18.4 17.3 26.8 
lIom<hitc 00 78 -5.0 . -5.2 

Kingti 
White 
lIonwh~tc 

LUke 
Lansen 
1(>. AngcIes 

?b 

6 

1 
9 
.F 

Uti 

lib 
113 
11:; 

1'13 
,'16 
177 
100 
13 

"146 

23('; 
239 
1&4 
105 
139 
1511 

181 
163 

n 
66 

23·2 
23.5 
19·6 

.2 
B.o 

10.4 

25.lj 
25.8 
21.8 
1.8 
8.1 

11.3 

19·0 
19·3 
--­

-8.7 -­
-lJ.5 

Hhite 14u 155 83 10.6 11.6 -5.6 
lIonwhltl> 

f.flidera. {; 116 
146 
187 

1113 
i:'{)2 170 

7.9 
:'0.7 

7·3 
22·3 18.6 

White 
Nonwhite 

~lI1rin 2f A 11" 

19" 
139 
192 

210 

198 

1'{7 

156 

21.6 
12.0 
16.0 

22.7 

16.2 

:'0.3 

14.2 
lI.ariposa 9 113 92 99 -2.0 -.1 

See footnotes Ilt end of tub1e. 
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Tllble ~.-Rura.lj rura.l-nonfnrm, and ruroJ.-fnrm male., 20-64: Repl<lcement r<ltio" and r<lt~s, by color, for caunties, 1960-70 ~1nued 

(R<ltios and rate. not shown for countl residence nnd color lI!:oul!" with fever th"" 100 del!&rturen 2 
: : :: : . . Replncement r<lUos 11 Rep1ncement rates !y

State AHA : stnte "co-: Econcmic 
 
and .tatun 
 ; nanic area:; "ubregioo 


number number
county y RuroJ. RuroJ. RuroJ. RuroJ.RuroJ. RuroJ.Y Y nonfnrm farm nonfnrm tnrm 

Califomi","-Contimled 
Mendocino 5a l lla 136 ~9 ll6 8.6 9.0 5.5 

White ~7 1110 ll5 8.6 9·2 5.3 
Nonwhite l22 5.9 

Herced :iI :; ll6 ::03 227 160 16.7 20.3 111.5 
lfuitti 210 24l. 169 19.8 21.9 14.5 
Nonwhite 136 ~4 6.2 6.9 

Hodoe: 9 113 ~4 III 165 6.1 2.6 16.5 
Mono 9 113 106 100 1.4 0 
Monterey 5/ 3 1l.7 326 367 107 26.B 26.5 2.2 

359 29·1 5.9White - 400 122 30.6 
Nonwhite. 1115 170 '16 7.5 10.2 -21.6 

96 '-''7lIapn 2 1.47 96 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 
llevad<l 9 113 l29 l24 6.0 6.6 
Orange 21 F llS 212 226 ~1 1B.4 19.4 8.6 
Placer 9 113 llO 113 96 2.7 3.4 -1.1 

!.'hite 109 113 61 2.3 3.4 -6.0 
llonwhlte ~o 9.6 

P1""",. 5b 113 l27 l29 6.6 7.0 
Rivcl"nide 21 5b 

9 
II 115 138 142 llO 7.9 6.4 3.1 

White 141. 149 106 9.0 9.6 2.6 
llonwhite 90 86 -2.1 -2.9 

Sn:crwncnto 2.1 C ll6 182 183 174 l2·9 l2.3 18.9 
White 196 199 180 14.7 14.1 20.4 
llom:hite 82 71 -3.6 -5.8 

San Benito 5b 3 ll7 166 169 159 16.B 17.6 14.9 
Swt Bernardino 5/ 5b II ll5 157 161 103 ll.O ll.5 1.3 

White - 156 161 10l. ll.l ll.7 .4 
Nonwhite 16 1 161 9.6 9.1' Snn Diego 2/ 0 ll5 336 39l. 97 33.7 36.5 -l..l 
White 339 392 96 34.3 37.1 -.7 
Nonwhite 306 372 25.1 27.5 

San Frnnel.eo A ll7 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - No ruroJ. popul<ltion - - - - - - - - - -
San Joaquin D 116 157 ~-:Q l2B 13.0 14.6 6.2 

White 17 1 19-: 130 15.9 16.4 6.6 
Nonwhite 71' 63 106 -10.3 -~.4 2.1 

San Luis Obispo 3 117 ~6 1112 106 9.3 10.6 l.a 
White 136 1111 109 9.1 lO.2 2.4 
NOm/hit" 152 176 l2·9 17.0 

Snn Hateo A 117 llO 113 90 2.7 3.3 -4.0 
Santn 8llrbnrn 2/ K llS 197 2111 III 14.6 l5·9 3.5 

White 203 219 ll9 15.7 16.7 5.6 
llonwhite ll4 135 2.2 5.0 

Snnttl Chrn B ll7 190 224 135 19·2 22.7 10.3 
Whit" 201 233 1114 20.6 '23.8 l2.5 
Nonwhite 109 l25 98 2.7 6.6 -.6 

Santll Cruz 3 ll7 ll5 l20 84 4.6 5.8 -6.1 
flhite ll6 123 83 5.2 6.4 -6.6 
I/onwhite 8l! 81 -6.6 -7.9 

Shnnt" 9 113 V,., W2 ll9 l4.6 15.5 5.3,0Sierrn 9 113 l06 102 - 1.9 .7 
Si.ldyou 5b 9 113 llB l26 Bl 4.6 6.2 -6.1 
Sohno 2f A ll7 197 220 136 ll.3 ll.3 10.9 

White ?()ll 226 11!5 l2.2 l2.2 l2.6 
/lonwhite 139 11.2 

Sonoma 2 ll7 1114 156 99 ll.3 13.8 -.3 
\/hite 11!2 l56 97 ll.O 13.5 -.8 
/lonwbit!l 214 25.0 

StllOialnuc 5n 5 ll6 165 178 1110 15.3 16.9 ll.3 
Sutter II ;W; 156 170 ~5 l2.5 14.0 9.8 
Tchnmn. II ;W; 143 150 l29 10·9 1l.6 9.0 
Trinity 5b 9 113 l27 133 5.9 7.1 
1'ulnre I- lll'. 180 100 162 19.2 20.2 16.4 

White 195 210 161! 21.4 23.2 16.7 
1l0nwhHe 69 54 140 -l2·9 -20.9 1l·9 

Tuc1tL"lUlC 9 113 l22 l22 5·9 5·9 ­
Vel1turn 5/ 7 115 168 177 ll5 12.0 l2.7 4.6 

White - 171 181 ll5 12.4 13.2 4.6 
Nom/hite 102 100 .5 .1 

Yolo II ;W; 14(- 167 93 10.8 14.4 -2.0 
~lhitc 162 190 96 13.7 17.7 -1.1 
lIom/hite 45 39 -21.7 -25.0 

Yuba 2i II lUi 22" 282 ll2 21.1 24.7 3.7 

Alaska 12/ 
Se" footnoten at end of t~ble. 
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e 
c:a; 
.... c Table 13.-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 ~l!)Jltinued
.)1." 

~Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and color ~ouEs with fewer than 100 deEarturesl... . .CO . . 
: = ... Replacement ratios 1I Replacement rates !y

State eco-: EconanicState ARA 
nanic area: subregionand status 
number • numbercounty y Rural Rural Rural Ruraly RuraJ. RuralY nonfarm farm nonfarm farm 

Hawaii 
Hawaii 5b l 121 121 III 178 6.4 3.6 22.4 

Whjte 170 163 13.9 12.7 
Nonwhite 115 l05 l73 4.9 1.6 22.1 

Honolulu 21 A 121 375 387 183 27·2 27.3 21.6. 
White 845 870 31.2 31.4 
lionwhite 201 201 203 20.2 19.9 2,5.2 

KaJ.awao and Maui 1 121 122 114 232 6.5 4.4 35.7 
White 146 154 10.7 12.2 
Nonwhite 118 loB 5.6 2.7.... 

N Kauai 1 121. 119 115 5.5 4.6 
VJ White 183 179 15.1 14.7 

Nonwhite 110 107 3.3 2.3 

Y Designation of counties eligible for Federal assistance under Sections5a and 5b of the Area Redevelopment Act as of February 1963. 
Section 5a counties are typically large labor market areas and were designated only on the basis of high unemployment rates. Section 5b 
counties are typically rural and small town areas and were designated on the basis of the incidence of low income, low farm income, 
low production farms, unemployment, previOUS status as "rural development counties", or status as Indian Reservations. 

y According;;o the 1960 classification of the Bureau of the Census. 

JI The replacement ratio is the expected nunmer of entrants into the age group 20-64 years per 100 expected deEartures resulting from 
death or from reaching retirernent age, on the assumption of no migration during the decade. 

!y The replacement rate 1s the number of entrants minus the number of departures expressed as a percentage of the number in the age 
group 20-64 years at the beginning of the decade, on the assumption of no migration during the decade. 

21 Counties in which members of the armea forces constituted 10 percent or more of the total male labor force. 

~ ~eplacement ratios and rates were not computed for the election districts of Alaska. 
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c: Table14.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-f'arm Spanish-surname and other white males, 20-64.: Number in 

working-age group in 1960, entrants and departures, and replacenent ratios and rates, 1960-70,~: ... for f'ive Southwestern States 
> 
;-

(Figures rounded to thousands without adjusting to group totals) 
Spanisn surname Arigloi... Mal :E t t : Depar- :Replace-:Replace-: Mal :E t t: Depar- :RepJace-:RePIace-Residence and e s n ran s,. . e s n ran s,~ 20-64 : 1960-70 : tures, : me~t ment 20-64: 1960-70 : tures,: ment: mentState 1960' : : 1960-70 : rahos rates 1960': : 1960-70: ratios: rates 

y 3/ ~/ y' y gj 11 J::./ 
Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. 

RURAL 183.2 82.2 29·2 282 28.9 1182.7 422.2 268.7 157 13.0 

Arizona 15.8 5·1 1..7 302 21.4 54.1 18.3 11.2 164 13·1 
Calif'ornia 64.7 21.7 9.7 224 18.5 505·3 181.5 105.7 172 15.0 
Colorado 9·9 6.3 1.9 328 43·9 104.4 38.7 23.0 168 15·0 
New Mexico 24.3 13.6 4.5 301 37.3 44..4 15.6 8.1 193 16.9 
Texas 68.3 35·5 11.3 313 35.4 474.4 168.2 120.8 139 10.0 

.... 
N RURAL NONFARM 21 145.0 63.4 22.2 286 28.4 917.1 323·9 188.8 172 14.7 
~ 

Arizona 14.3 4.4 1.5 284 19·9 47.7 15.6 9.6 163 12.6 
California 54..0 17.2 7·5 230 17·9 433.0 154.5 84.5 183 16.2 
Colorado 7·9 5·1 1.5 340 45.6 73·7 26.3 15·3 172 15·0 
New M;xico 20.7 11.8 3.8 308 38.4 35.4 12.1 5.8 209 17.8 
Texas 48.0 24.9 7.8 318 35·6 327·2 115.4 73.7 157 12.8 

RURAL FARM 38.2 18.8 7.0 269 31.0 265.6 98.4 79.8 123 7.0 

Arizona 1.5 .7 .1 484 35.1 6.4 2.6 1.6 168 16.6 
California 10.7 4.5 2.2 204 21.6 72.3 27.0 21.1 128 8.2 
Colorado 2.0 1.2 .4 286 37.1 30.7 12.4 7.7 160 15·2 
New Mexico 3.6 1.8 .7 258 31.0 9·0 3·5 2.3 153 13.4 
Texas 20.3 10.6 3·5 302 34·9 147.2 52.8 47.1 112 3·9 

1/ Persons who will reach the working-age group at some time during the deca:ae and survive to tne end of' 'che ae::& 
'2/ Persons who will leave the working-age group through death or reaching retirement age.
"'J/ The replacement ratio is the expected number of entrants into the age group 20-64 years per 100 expected de­

partures resulting f'rom death or from reaching retirement age, on the assumption of' no migration during the decade.
9 The replacenent rate is the number of' entre.:ats minus the number of dsures expressed as a percentage of' the 
n~berin the age ~ 20-64 years at the beginning Of'the decade, on the ass ion of' .no migration during the decade. 

Rural nonfarm justed to include f'arm group quarters (bunkhouses, etc.) 



Table l5.·..Rura.l-fa.r.l'll. inales, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, 1960..10, 
by color, for countieS grouped by median income y 

(Ratios and rates not shown for classes "nth fewer than 100 departures) 
 
Median 1959 rural-f'arm • . . ~ I • -:) I


f'ami1y and unrelated . Replacement ra.tios S . Replacement rates It 
individual income 

Total • White :Nonwhite: Total White :Nonwhite classification . . . . 
Total 160 150 266 16.6 13.9 45.4 

Under $1,000 242 168 265 42.3 19.5 49.7 
1,000 - 1,999 199 161 293 27.5 17.2 51.7 
2,000 - 2,999 154 148 242 15.4 13.6 39.4 
3,000 - 3,999 149 148 195 13.5 13.3 26.9 .4,000 - 4,999 . 149 149 157 13.5 13.5 16.3 
5,000 - 5,999 141 1~ 146 11.4 1l.3 13.6 
6,000 and over 144 145 11.1 1l.2 

Y Income of fami1iee and unrelated individuals :from the 1960 Census of Popu­
lation; excludes Alaska and Hawaii. 

gL The replacement ratio is tht! expected number of entrants into the age group 
20-64 years per 100 expected departures resulting from death or from reaching 
retirement age, on the assumption of' no migration during the decade.

J/ The replacement rate is the number of entrants minus the number of' depart­
ures expressed as a percentage of' the number in the age group 20.64 years at 
the beginning of' the decade, on the assumption of no migration during the 
decade. 
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Table lG.--Rural., rural-nontera, aDd rural-tara lIIII1ell, m-64: Raplacamt ratios aDd rates, bT colOr, tor 
eOuntiee grouped bT AHA designation, tor the I1II1ted ststes, regions, and d1rlsions, 1960-70 y 

Rural Rural nontam. Rural. tars 

Area : AHA e11­ : AM ill ­ : Nonili1gi­
: ~ble 5(a): gible 5(b): ble 

eaunties : CowrtiOB : countieo 

AM el1­ : ARK iIi1­ : NOii'eiIi1-"; AlIA ill ­ : AM el1­ : Nonel1gi­
gible 5(a): gible 5(b): ble : gible 5(a): g1ble 5(b): ble 
counti.. a : counties: counties: counties: counties: co:m'tiell 

!lEPIAC!2mIT IMIOS gJ 
Un1ted States 

1Ih1te 
KOl'nIIl1te 

Bortbe&at 
Iforth Centrsl 

179 
118 
m2 
162 
163 

184 
169 
261 
153 
1,52 

114 
170 
224 
157 
157 

185 
185 
191 
163 
1'(4 

189 
178 
249 
153 
155 

183 
119 
215 
158 
165 

155 
151 
241 
149 
133 

114 
152 
280 
152 
141 

156 
150 
252 
153 
141 

South 220 2.'0 195 233 m9 ml 119 186 168 
1Ih1te 
I'/onvh1te 

Weot 

219 
232 
164 

118 
266' 
181 

186 
21w 
180 

234 
220 
111 

194 
255 
186 

m2 
231 
188 

169 
269 
148 

153 
283 
166 

151 
266 
154 

New EDgl8Dd 
Middle AtlaDtic 

165 
160 

161 
149 

161 
156 

168 
161 

161 
149 

162 
156 

121 
157 

158 
150 

149 
154 

East North Centrsl 
West North central 
South Atlmrt:i c 

165 
151 
212 

155 
1111 
235 

161 
141 
m8 

111 
160 
222 

158 
150 
246 

115 
148 
214 

133 
129 
188 

149 
144 
214 

150 
145 
189 

1Ih1te 213 215 196 221 221 ml 170 163 161 
I'/onvh1te 

Eaat South central 
248 
230 

318 
roo 

253 
199 

234 
259 

304 
210 

239 
211 

29? 
168 

338 
1~ 

296 
168 

White 233 119 193 262 191 216 1'10 160 157 
I'/onvh1te 

West South CeBtrnl 
111 
192 

255 
163 

229 
112 

191 
186 

244 
170 

223 
181 

lO3 
m4 

267 
149 

2IU 
144 

1Ih1te 
lfonvh1te 

Mountain 
Pacific 

172 
239 
166 
164 

150 
215 
212 
161 

165 
213 
181 
177 

111 
218 
175 
170 

159 
2ll 
213 
169 

182 
215 
194 
186 

163; 
3l'J 
130 
149 

134 
225 
197 
128 

131 
217 
174 
llU 

REPIA~ RATES Y 
11111tl!d ststes 

IIb1te 
Nonwhite 

f10rtbeallt 

17·3 
17.0 
26.0 
13.1 

m.o 
16.2 
1w.4 
12.4 

16.2 
15.2 
28.1 
12·3 

17.6 
17.4 
22·9 
13.1 

19.5 
16.7 
35.4 
12.1 

16.5 
15.1 
25.0 
12.1 

15.5 
14·3 
39.6 
13.3 

21.2 
14.8 
50.3 
14.6 

15.2 
13.6 
1w.3 
14.1 

!forth Centrnl 
South 

1Ih1to 

14.6 
25.6 
24.9 

13·3 
24.2 
18.4 

13.4 
m.o 
11.1 

15·9 
26.5 
26.2 

13.2 
23·9 
19·9 

13.1 
20.3 
18.7 

9·9 
21.6 
19.0 

13.3 
24.9 
15.5 

13.0 
18.9 
14.3 

Nonwhite 
Weot 

33.5 
15.1 

43.2 
16.9 

32.2 
16.3 

30.1 
15.6 

38.1 
16.8 

28.8 
16.8 

43.8 
13.6 

51.6 
11.4 

43.5 
14.4 

llev England 
Middle AtlaDtlc 

12.9 
13.2 

13·5 
11.8 

13.4 
12.0 

13·3 
13.0 

13·2 
11.4 

13·3 
11.1 

6.2 
15.0 

16.1 
14.0 

13.6 
14.2 

East North CeBtrnl 14.9 13.6 11q 16.2 13.3 15·1 lO.O 14.1 13.7 
Weot North Centrnl 13·1 12.7 11.7 14.2 12·9 11.2 9.4 12.4 12.4 
South Atlantic 

w1t1te 
Nonvb1te : 

23.7 
23.5 
31·0 

28.6 
21;9 
48.6 

21.0 
18.3 
32.1 

24.9 
24.2 
33.6 

28.0 
23.6 
42·9 

21.5 
18.1 
28.7 

23.6 
19.0 
47.0 

30·3 
11.4 
59.1 

23.3 
16·5 
46.1 

Enst South Centrsl 27.0 24.8 21.3 29·5 24.1 22.2 18.9 25.8 19.1 
IIb1te 27.4 18.8 19.6 29.9 21.1 21.1 19·3 11·0 15.8 
Nonvh1te 

Went South Centrnl 
IIb1te 

17.3 
23.3 
17.8 

42.9 
11.4 
13.5 

33.2 
16·9 
15·1 

21.1 
21.3 
18.0 

31·0 
18.0 
14.7 

29·1 
18.5 
16.9 

1.1 
28.4 
11.4 

49.8 
15·9 
lO·9 

1U.6 
12.7 
10.8 

r:onvb1te 
Mountnin 

38.1 
14.1 

33.9 
21.9 

29.8 
17.9 

31.0 
14·9 

31.7 
21.4 

28.9 
17·9 

53.1 
9.0 

39·8 
23.1 

33.5 
'17.8 

hcitic 15.2 12.8 15·1 15.6 13.5 16.4 13.9 8.1 11.6 

Y Counties groupl!d by AHA eligibi11ty criteria, Aroo. RI!de'Velopnent Act, Sections 5a and 5b deoignatlons as ot February 1963; includes 
Alaska and Havn1i, Y The replac=rt ratio 1. the expectl!d number ot entrants into the age group m-64 years per 100 expecte~ d~ 
reaulti.,g tran deeth or fran reaching retirement age, on the asmmrptlonOrIiOiii1gretion during the decade. "JI 'the raplacementrateilit 
number ot entranto minuo the number ot departures expresol!d as a percentage ot the number in the age group m-64 years st the begina1r-l!: ot 
the decade, on the nssumption ot no migretion during the decade. 
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APPENDIX A 
 

METHOD OF DEVELOPING REPLACE­

MENT RATIOS AND RATES 7 


Male replacement ratios or rates for a 
specified period rest on three numbers: 
(1) The number of males in the working-age 
group at the beginning of the period, (2) the 
number of "entrants", or the number of 
young men in the population who can be ex­
pected to reach working age and survive to 
the end of the period, and (3) the number of 
"departures", or men in the working-age 
group who can be expected to die or reach 
retirement age during the period. If the 
number of persons at each age is known, the 
approximate number of persons who can be 
expected to die during a decade and the 
number who can be expected to survive to 
the end of a decade can be computed by 
applying appropriate survival or de a th 
ratios. In computing replacement measures 
of the type presented in this report, migra­
tion to or from a population is not taken into 
account, as the intent is to approximate 
potential replacement of a population group, 
as constituted at the beginning of a period. 

When the numbers of entrants and depar­
tures have been estimated, the replacement 
measureS are obtained by relating the two 
groups to each other and to the population 
in the working age. The replacement ratio 
is the ratio of the expected number of 
entrants into the specified working-age 
group during the decade to the expected 
number of departures resulting from death 
or from reaching retirement age during 
that decade. The replacement rate is the 
number of entrants minus the number of 
departures as a percentage of the number 
in the specified working age at the begin­
ning of the decade. 

In each case, the number of entrants is 
the number of persons who reach the be­
ginning age of the working-age group at 
some time during the decade and survive 
to the end of the decade. For working age 
20- 64, for example, the entrants are the 
males who were 10-19 years of age at the 
beginning of the decade and who are ex­
pected to survive to ages 20-29 at the end 

7 Adapted in part from (2). 

of the decade. The departures are the per­
sons leaving the working age through death 
or reaching retirement age. For this work­
ing .. age group, the departures include the 
number of males 20-54 years old at the 
beginning of the decade who are expected 
to die during the decade plus the number of 
males 55- 64 at the beginning of the decade. 
All of this latter group will either die or 
are assumed to retire on reaching their 
65th birthday. The fact that some persons 
do not cease active participation in gainful 
employment on reaching retirement age is 
not taken into account, nor is the fact that 
some persons of working age d.o not engage 
in any gainful activity. 

BASIC POPULATION DATA 

[Refer totables 17, 18,and19.J 

Rural Males, 1960-70 Decade.-- The popu­
lation data utilized in the computation of 
the numbers of entrants and departures 
from the specified working-age groups and 
the related ratios and rates came from the 
UNIVAC tapes basic to 1960 Census of 
Population, General Social and Economic 
Charact~ristics (7). These data are from a 
25 percent sampl~. The tapes provided the 
necessary information on the age, sex, and 
color composition of the popUlation of 
counties for the residence classifications, 
rural-nonfarm and rural-farm. 

Us e of the tapes made available certain 
information not published in Census vol­
umes, such as age and color of farm and 
rural-nonfarm males for all counties, with­
out regard to population size. Thus, it was 
possible to compute the replacernentmeas­
ures for all counties, and for larger areas 
which could be summed from appropriate 
county data. 

Data on age by sex and color for the total 
rural and rural-nonfarm population based 
on the 25 percent sample have not been 
published by the Bureau of the Ce:..'lsus for 
counties. Cons equently, the rural-nonfarm 
figures used for this report may differ from 
those which can be derived from Census 
publications by subtracting the farm figures. 
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which are based on the 25 percent sample, 
from rural figures, which are based on 
complete counts. The county rural-nonfarm 
data from the tapes did, however, sum to 
the. total rural-nonfarm figures published 
for each State. Data for replacementmeas­
ures for the total rural population for each 
county were derived by summation from 
the farm and rural-nonfarm computations. 
Similar data for other areas were obtained 
by summation of county estimates of en­
trants and departures. 

In computing replacement measures for 
the farm population of Spanish surname it 
was necessary to estimate and subtract the 
farm Spanish- surname population living in 
group-quarters (bunkhouses, etc.) in order 
to render the Spanish-surname data com­
parable to the data from which the nonwhite 
and total white measures were computed. 
Farm persons in group.. quarters had been 
inadvertently excluded from the farm popu­
lation on the Census tape records used in 
computation of the replacement measures 
for this report. Group-quarters persons had 
been properly included in the data for the 
farm Spanish-surname population. Only the 
replacement measures for Arizona and 
California were significantly affected by this 
adjustment, since those States were the only 
ones with large numbers of Spanish-sur­
name farm males in group-quarters.8 

Rural Males, 1950-60 Decade. --The popu­
lation data utilized in the computation of 
the number of entrants and departures 
from the working-age group 20-64 for the 
rural-nonfarm, and farm residence groups 
in the nine geographic divisions Game from 
the U.S. Census of Population, Character­
istics of the Population, 1950 (~). Data for 
replacement measures f01: the total ;rouI'al 
population and for the regions and the Unii:ed 
States were obtained by summation from the 
farm and rural-nonfarm computations for 
divisions. 

Influence of Numbers of Entrants and 
Departures on Replacement Measures.--A 
great part of the difference in replacement 
ratios and rates for the two decades results 
from differences in thenumbers of entrants. 
Table 17 contains the numbers of entrants 
into the working-age groups from each of 
three age cohorts at the beginning of the 
period for rural males. 

Differences in the number of entrants are 
in part explained by the varying birth rates 

8 About 76 percent of aU rural-farm white persons In group­
quarters in the United States were persons of Spanish surname 
in the 5 Southwestern States. 

during the periods in which thes e cohorts 
of young men were born. Birth rates are 
not available for the rural population, but 
the crude birth rates for the total popula­
tions (table 18) indicate differences in num­
bers of entrants in the age groups that might 
be expected. The cohort aged 10-14 in 1950 
might be expected to be smaller than that in 
1960, as the average birth rate for the 
period corresponding to their birth year was 
smaller. On the other hand, the cohort ag ed 
20-24 would be expected to be larger at the 
earlier census, since birth rates were 
higher at the time the persons in the earlier 
cohort were born. The difference between 
the number of entrants in the group aged 
15-19 in the two decades is not large, even 
though there was a rather large difference 
in birth rates during the two periods when 
they were born. The fact that the two groups 
are not different is probably largely the 
result of differential migration. 

Changes in the departures from the work­
ing age and the size of the working-age 
group itself also affect the level of the re­
placement ratio and rate. Changes in num­
bers of departures between the two decades 
are not as easily accounted for as changes 
in entrants, but are largely due to long­
range effects of outmigration on the age 
distribution, rather than changes in mor­
tality. In every case, exceptforwhitema1es 
in the South, the numbers of departures 
from the working age:; were smaller in 
the latter decade or just about the same in 
the two decades (table 19). Thus, the over­
all rise in replacement ratios is a result of 
increased numbers of entrants and de­
creas ed numbers of departures. For the age 
group 20-64 in the United States as a whole, 
the entrants were 8 percent higher and the 
departures were 3 percent lower in 1960-70 
than they were in 1950- 60. This relative 
increase of entrants and decrease of de­
partures shows up in all regions except in 
the South. There, although the number of 
white entrants increas ed, the number of 
departures also increased, accounting for 
the drop in the replacement ratio for the 
white rural males of the South from 192 to 
187. 

The effects of migration on the potential 
replacement of rural males may be inferred 
through comparison of the numbers of en­
trants from the age groups 10-14, 15-19, 
and 20-24 in a specified decade, and are 
even more apparent from the numbers of 
entrants in the same age cohort, those 10­
14 in 1950-60 and 20-24 in 1960-70. The 
latter group decreased about 38 percent 
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TabYe n..-Riu'aJ. males: Entrants into ,rorki'Ilg'"age groups during ~960-70 and 1950-60,by color 
and age at the beginning of' the decade, :f!.::lr conterminous United States and regions y 

Area and color 

years years years years years years 
~. Thou. Thou.• ~. ~. ~. 

TOTAL 

United states 
Northeast 

2,5K)8 
444­

2,365 
333 

1,55K)
221 

2,571 
325 

2,319
300 

1,927
280 

North central 844 651 415 708 623 517 
South 
West 

1,301 
321 

1,108 
273 

740 
213 

1,274 
265 

1,140 
256 

898 
232 

WHITE 

United StECtes 
Northeast 

2,554 
436 

2,074 
325 

1,409 
214 

2,216 
318 

2,017 
293 

1,700 
272 

North Central 832 639 404 696 613 507 
South 983 854 595 950 870 704 
West 302 256 196 251 242 217 

NONWHITE 

United states 354 291 180 356 302 227 
Northeast 7 8 7 7 8 8 
North Central 12 12 11 11 10 11 
South 317 254 146 323 270 193 
West 18 17 17 14 14 15 

Y Persons 'Who will rea~h the wrking~age group at some time during the decade and survive to 
the ena of the decade. 

Table 1.8.~-United States (birth registration area): Average birth rates by coi.or, for time 
periods roughly corresponding to the birth dates of males in specified age cohorts 

Average oirth 	 rate 1/ (per 1,000 popiiiation)
Approximate yearAge cohort of birth Total White Nonwhite 

10~14 in 1960 	 1945-49 24.1 23.4 30.3 

15";19 in 1960 	 1940-44 2l.2 20.4 27.5 

21-24 in 1960 	 ) 
) 1935-39 	 18.8 18.0 25·9

10-14 in 1950 	 } 

15-19 in 1950 	 1930-34 19·7 18.9 26.6 

21-24 in 1950 	 1925-29 23.2 22.4 30·9 

g Simple averages of' the birth rates for specified years. 

Based on data from U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, National Vital Statistics 
DiviSion, Vital Statistics of the United States, 1959 l!Ql 
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!i Table l.9 .--Rural males: Departures from specified working-age groups during 1960";70 and 1950-60

i by color and age at the beginning of the decade, for conterminous United States and regi~ns y
,...: 
)Ii. (Figures rounded to thousands without adjusting to group totals) 
~ ~~ ~~ 
!,' Total departures: Deaths and r:tirement Total depa.....-tures: Deaths and r:trrement 

Area and for working age • Deaths for ages: Retirenent for working age • Deaths for ages: Retirement 
color • persons, • persons, 

20-64 25-64 20-24 25-54 55-64 20-64 25-64 20-24 25-5~ 55-64 
years • years • years • years years years years. years years: years 

Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou, Thou. Thou. Thou. The'll. Thou. Thou. 
: ­


TCYl'AL 
 

United States 2,983 2,957 26 675 2,282 3,073 3,040 33 727 2,313 
Northeast 491 487 3 112 375 495 490 4 110 381 
North Central 950 944 6 198 746 1,012 1,004 8 212 792 
South 1,208 1,195 13 287 908 1,206 1,189 17 322 867 

..... West 334 330 3 77 253 361 357 4 83 274 
VJ 
o 
 

WHITE 
 

United States 2,714 2,693 21 592 2,100 2,775 2,750 25 617 2,133 
Northeast 481 478 3 109 369 485 481 4 106 375 
North Central 936 930 6 194 737 998 990 7 207 783 
South 981 972 9 218 754 948 938 10 227 7li 
West 315 313 3 71 241 344 341 3 76 264 

NONWHITE 

United States 269 264 5 83 181 298 290 8 liO 180. 
Northeast 9 " 9 gj 3 6 9 9 gj 3 5 
North Central 14 14 2/ 4 10 14 14 2/ 5 9 
South 228 224 1j: 69 154 258 251 r 95 156 
West 18 18 1 6 12 17 16 1 7 10 

.. 
Y Persons who will, leave the working-age group through death or reaching retirenent age,
gj Lass than 500. ' 



between the two decades. Reclassification 
of areas from rural to urban tends to ob­
scure the effects of migration somewhat, 
but the decrease in numbers of entrants 
within the cohort was too large to be ac­
counted for by either residence reclassifi­
cation, mortality, or under- enumeration. 
The extent of reclassification of population 
by residence class cannot be determined 
exactly, but probably about 100,000 rural 
males aged 10-14 in 1950 lived in territory 
t)..,at was reclassified as urban in 1960. This 
would mean that, even if some allowance is 
made for mortality, nearly 900,000 young 
men from the 1950 age cohort 10-14 had 
migrated from the rural population between 
1950 and 1960. 

As a result of outmigration, which is most 
frequent between ages 18 and 25, replace­
ment ratios for the 25- 64 working-age group 
are lower than those for persons 20-64, 
which in turn are lower than the replace­
ment ratios for the working-age group 18­
64. For the 1960- 70 decade the replacement 
ratios for rural males were 134, 177, and 
189, respectively, for the three working­
age groups. The decline of the ratios with 
age is indicative of a tendency among young 
rural males to move to urban areas or at 
least to go into nonagricultural work. By 
the time they reach age 25, most rUl'al 
males will probably have taken whatever 
job opportunities are available to them. and 
any who have not found opportunities as 
rural residents will have sought work else­
where. 

Rural-Farm Males, 1950-60 and 1940-50 
Decades. -- The number of farm males by 
5-year age groups used in the computation 
of replacement ratios and rates for 1950­
60 are from: Bureau of the Census, U.S. 
Census of Population: 1950, Characteristics 
of the Population. Parts 1-50, tables 49 and 
49a (~. 

Data for 1940- 50 ar e from Sixteenth 
Census of the United States, 1940, Charac­
teristics of, the Population, Parts 1-7, 
tables 7, 27, and 27a (2). 

Comparability of Rural-Farm Population 
Data for 1940, 1950, and 1960. --(Refer to 
tables 20 and 21.) Because of changes in 
definition and census procedures there are 
some differences in the farm popUlation as 
enumerated by the Bureau of the Census in 
1940, 1950, and 1960. In 1940 and 1950, 
persons were classified in thefarmpopula­
tion if they lived in rural areas and answered 
"yes" to the question: "Is this hous e on a 

farm (or ranch)?", except that in 1950 per­
sons who paid cash rent for house and yard 
only were excluded. Replacement measures 
for the 1950- 60 decade are thought to be 
only slightly affected, if at all, by the ex­
clusion of persons living inplaces for which 
they paid cash rent, and thus 1940- 50 and 
1950-60 ratios and rates would seem to be 
directly comparable. 

In 1960, persons were classified as living 
on a farm. in accordance withanswers given 
to questions about acreage and value of 
products sold; persons paying cash rent for 
house and yard only were again excluded. 
As has been reported. in other publications, 
the 1960 Census count of rural-farm popu­
lation appears to have been lower than might 
have been expected. The current Population 
Survey of April 1960 indicated that there 
were about 15,669,000 persons living on 
farms. while only 13,475,000 rural-farm 
persons were enumerated in the 1960 Census 
of Population. 

Current Population Survey data for March 
1960 on the farm population reveals that the 
effect of the change in definition appears to 
have been to raise replacement ratios and 
rates somewhat f';):t" nonwhites over what 
might have been expected had the previous 
definitions and procedures been continued. 
Measures for the white farm. popUlation do 
not appear to have been affected by the 
changes, at least at the U.S. level. Within 
the four major regions, there have been 
differential effects due to definition change. 

Table 20 indicates that replacement 
ratios for nonwhites are about 13 percent 
higher under the new definition than under 
the old, utilizing Current Population Sur­
vey data. A greater difference, 27 percent, 
is shown between ratios for the nonwhites, 
using new definition data from the 1960 
Census of Population and data for March 
1960 from the Current Population Survey. 
This is due to differences in enumeration 
procedures and in sampling variability in 
the Census and the Current Population 
Survey. The 1960 Census of Population 
classified a large number of nonwhite 
persons as living off farm whose reported 
occupation was farm operator, while on the 
other hand the Current Population Survey 
had larger sampling variability due to the 
small size of the sample and the relative 
geographic concentration of the nonwhite 
farm population. 

As the detailed age data show (table 21), 
the difference in the ratios for nonwhites 
is due to a larger under-count of young 
people in the 1960 Census of Population, 
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... Table 20. --Rural-farm males, 20-64: Comparison of entrants and departures during 1960-70, computed from 1960 
Census of Population and Mac:ch 1960 Current Population Survey, (old and new...i definitions of farm population), by color and age 

Rural-farm male populationz 1960 Entrants ~and deEartures gi 1960-7Q 
White Nonwhite White HQnwhi:!;i~ 

:Current Population: :Current Population: :Current Population: :Current Population: 
Age Survel Surv!:l Survel Survel 

: New : Old :Census: New : Old :Census: New .. Old :Census: New : Old : Census 
: defini- : defini-: defini-: defini-: defini-: defini-: defini-: defini-: 
: tion tion tion tion tion tion tion tion= 
: Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. 

Total : 6,899 8,598 6,153 1,391 1,681 803 

0-4 583 745 562 225 271 ll9 
..... 
VJ 5-9 741 918 643 2ll 272 119 
N 	 10-14 762 935 690 226 266 120 753 924 682 222 262 ll9 

15-19 688 849 593 154 191 97 677 836 584 150 186 95 
20-24 345 442 269 92 84 45 5 7 4 3 3 1 
25-29 325 398 239 72 76 28 6 7 4 3 3 1 
30-34 306 397 288 23 25 27 9 11 8 1 2 2 
35-39 391 477 347 47 56 30 17 21 14 4 5 2 
40-44 437 552 387 61 85 34 30 38 24 8 10 4­
45-49 468 585 433 87 97 38 52 65 46 15 17 6 
50-54 422 496 401 47 62 35 71 84 65 12 15 8 
55-59 383 480 366 39 55 33 383 480 366 39 55 33 
60-64 376 457 311 25 40 24 376 457 3ll 25 40 24 
65 and over 672 867 625 82 101 53 

y. Persons 'Who ¥lill reach the worldng-age group at some time during the decade and survive to the end of the decade. 
g; Persons 'Who ¥lill leave the working-age group through death or reaching retirement age. 



Table 2l ••-Rul'a1"'f'arm males, 20..64: Comparison of' replacement ratios 
and rates; 1960-70, cOilipllted:f.'rOill 1960 Census of' Population e.nd 
March 1960 CUrrent Population SUrvey, (old and new definitions 

of farm population), by region and color 

Area and 
color 

United States 
White 
Nonwhite 

Northeast 

North Central 

South 
w"hite 
Nonwhite 

West 

·.- Replacement ratios, Replacementyates, 
1960-70 *'- · 1960-70 2· CUrrent POp!-llation: Current POPUlation: 


S\.inel SurVey
 
New Old Census New 

defini- def'ini- defini­
tion tion tiOIi 

· · 170 167 160 18.8·· 	151 150 150 13.9 
338 299 266 53.1 

113 106 152 4.1 

155 153 146 14.5 

205 202 176 ZT·9 
: 162 170 153 17·3 

350 303 274 58.2 

141 133 156 11.0 
: 

·· 

... Old . 
: def'ini­

tion 

18.3 
13.8 
51.4 

1.9 

14.1 

27.4 
19.0 
54.5 

8.8 

. 

Census 

16.6 
13.9 
 
45.4 
 

13·9 

12.8 

21.3 
15.1 
41.6 

14.9 

!I The replacement ratio is the expected number of' entrants into the age 
group 20..64 years per 100 expected departures resulting from death or from 
reaching retirement age, on the assumption of' no migration during the decade. 

gj The replacement rate is the number of entrants minus the number of d§!&rt­
urea expressed asa percentage of' the number in the age group 20-64 years at 
the beginning of' the decade, on the assumption of no migration during the 
decade. 

compared with the Current Population Sur­
vey. As a result, the nonwhite entrants to 
working-age group 20- 64 as computed from 
the Census data, are only 58 percent of those 
computed from Current Population Survey 
data, whereas the departures are 74 per­
cent. 

In spite of the problems described above, 
the ratios for nonwhites for the 1960- 70 
decade, computed from the 1960 Census of 
Population data, can be used to analyze the 
trends between the 1950-60 and 1960-70 
decades. The direction of the difference in 
potential replacement is the same; which­
ever set of data. were used, nonwhite ratios 
were higher in the 1960-70 decade than 
those in the earlier decade. However, the 
amount of difference. between 1950-60 and 

1960-70 is probably understated to some 
extent when ratios for 1960-70 decade 
based on 1960 Census of Population data 
are used. 

As indicated in table 20, replacement 
measures for the total white far.m popula­
tion are also affected somewhat by pro­
cedural changes in classifying the farm 
population. At the U.S. level only slight 
differ ences ar e shown. This is partly fortu­
itous, because differences do appear in re­
placement measures in some of the regions 
using the CUrl'ent Population Survey old 
and new definition data and the 1960 Census 
of Population new definition data.lnregions 
outsid e the South, wher e the total population 
includes a larger proportion of nonwhites, 
the greatest differences appear in regions 
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where the farm population is relatively 
small. 

SURVIVAL RATIOS FOR REPLACE­

MENT MEASURES 
 

[Refer to table 22.] 

1960-70 Decade. -- Survival and mortal­
ity ratios used in computing the numbers 
of entrants and departures for all areas 
and residence cai:egories for which re­
placement measures are presented in this 
report are based on an extrapolation to 
1965 of male survival trends from 1949-51 
to 1959. Separate ratios were developed for 
white and nonwhite Males. 

Survival ratios were computed for males 
by color for the age groups 10-14, 15-19, 
and 20-24. For the age groups 20-24 through 
50- 54, the complements of survival ratins __ 
i.e., mortality ratios--were developed. For 

the working-age gl'oup 20-64, survival 
ratios for age groups 10-14 and 15-19 were 
utilized to compute entrants, and death 
ratios for ages 20-54 were utilized to 
compute deaths expected to occur during 
the decade. For the working-age group 
25- 64, survival ratios for ages 15-19 and 
20-24 were applied to numbers of persons 
in these ages, as were death ratios to the 
ages 25-54. 

Basic computations were made at the 
county level. For other areas, numbers of 
entrants and departures were obtained by 
summing entrants and departures for con­
stituent counties. 

Survival ratios for the total white popu­
lation were used in compt,ting replacement 
measures for white pl:::rsons of Spanish 
surname, and other white persons in the 
five Southwestern States. It was realized 
that such ratios are not strictly applicable 
to the Spanish-surname population, because 
it is likely that persons of Spanish surname 

Table 22.--Males, 20-64: Survival and death ratios, lI1dpoint of 1960~70 
decade, ~or age-color groups 

Male survival ratios lhle death ratios 

Age 
vlhite Non'White Vlhite Nonwhite 

At beginning At end 
o~ ;Eeriod o~ Eeriod 

10-14­ to 20-24 .988774 .986838 .011226 .013162 
15-19 to 25-29 .985395 .979433 .014605 .020567 
20-24 to 30-34 .985345 .970747 .014655 .029253 
25-29 to 35-39 .983389 .959433 .016611 .040567 
30-34 to 40-44 .973154 .943033 .026846 .056967 
35-39 to 45-49 .960794 .920429 .039~6 .079571 
40-44 to 50-54 ·936826 .89:)829 .063174 .109171 
45-49 to 55-59 .893262 .843872 .106738 .156128 
50-54 to 60-64 .837818 ·774839 .162182 .225161 

Survival and death ratios were based on an extrapolation to 1965 o~ male 
survival trends frOIll 1949-51 to 1959. Li~e table data utilized were from U.S. 
Department o~ Health~ Education, and We~are, National Vital Statistics 
DiviSion, Vital statistics o~ the United States, 1959 (10) and National 
O~rice of Vital Statistics, Vital Statistics - Special Reports, United States 
Life Tables, 1949-51 (11) . 
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in most areas are, in general, subject to 
somewhat higher mortality than the general 
white population. Adequate survival ratios 
for the Spanish-surname population, how­
ever, are not available, nor are comple­
mentary survival ratios available for the 
residual Anglo population. 

1950-60 Decade 9 • --Survival ratios em­
ployed in computing replacement measures 
for all areas for 1950-60 are based on data 
in Vital Statistics Special Report, National 
Summaries, Abridged Life Tables, United 
States, 1950 (12). Sttxvivalratios for white 
and nonwhite males by 5-year age groups 
were developed on high-medium-and low­
-mortality assUInptions and adjusted to the 
-midpoint of the decade. Survival ratios 
based on the medium assumptions were used 
throughout the computations for the replace­
-ment measures. 

White and. nonwhite ratios for the United 
States were us ed for all areas in the South. 
Outside the South, one survival ratio was 
us ed for each 5-year age group. The sur­
vival ratio for each ::lge group was obtained 
by weighting the ratios for the whites and 
nonwhites by the percentage each color 
group comprised of the rural-farm popu­
lation in that age group outside the South. 
Mortality ratios related to specific age 
groups were complements of the survival 
ratios for those ages.IO II 

1940-50 Decade. --The survival ratios 
us ed. in computing the replacement ratios 
for 1940- 50 wer e computed from data in 
the Vital Statistics Special Report, United 
States Abridged Life Tables, 1930-1939 
(Preliminary) by Geographic Divisions, 
Color, and Sex. (13). Ten-year survival 
ratios for the age groups 10-14, 15-19, 
20-24, 25-54, and 55-59 were computed 
from the stationary population for each 
geographic division. To obtain the sur­
vivors during the decade 1940-50 in each 
age group, ratios for the division were used 
for each State in that division. For States 

~ Dlscussiom~ of some of thl;! problems in selection and use of 
survival ratios used for the replacement measures computations 
art: included in Lee, Everett S. and Bowles, GladyS K., "Selec­
tion and Use of Survival Ratios in Population Studies" @.I' The survival ratios for the 1950.60 project were developed 
under the direction of Helen R. White. 

11 An Indication of differences among selected States in re­
placement ratios obtained in using survival ratios with high and 
low assllmptions regarding mortality, compared with those with 
medium mortality assumptions in 1950-60, is given in the article 
by Lee and Bowles @). 

in divisions outside the South; survival 
ratios for white males were applied to total 
farm males. In the South; survival ratios 
for white and nonwhite males were applied 
separately to white and nonwhite farm 
males. 

COMPUTATION OF REPLACEMENT 
 
RATIOS AND RATES 
 

(Refer to table 23.) 

In computing numbers of entrants and 
departures during 1960-70 for the working­
age group 20- 64, the. following steps were 
taken: 

1. Estimates of expected number of en­
trants.- - Ten - year survival ratios were 
applied to the farm and rural-nonfarm 
males aged 10-14 and 15-19 in 1960, to 
obtain an estimate of the number who would 
survive to 1970 and thus be in the working 
ages 20-29 in 1970. The sum of the Sur­
vivors in these two age groups are the 
entrants. 

2. Estimates of expected number of de­
partures.--Ten-year death ratios (comple­
ments of survival ratios) were applied to 
the 1960 farm and rural-nonfar-m male 
population aged 20- 54 by 5-year age groups 
to obtain estimates of the number of males 
expected to die within the decade 1960-70. 
The sum of the deaths in these age groups 
is added to the number of farm and rural­
nonfarm males ag ed 55- 64 in 1960. All of 
the latter group would leave the working­
age group between 1960 and 1970, either 
through death or through reaching retire­
ment age. The sum of the number of ex­
pected deaths and the population aged 55­
64 in 1960 is the total departures,. 

3. The entrants and depart~ for farm 
males and rural-nonfarm males were sum­
med to obtain corresponding figures for the 
total rural population. Basic computations 
were made for counties, and the number of 
entrants and departures for constituent 
counties were summed to obtain figures 
for larger areas. 

4. Replacement ratio.-- The ratio of ~ 
trants to departures yields the replace­
ment ratio. 

5. Replacement rate.'"',· The expected net 
change in number of males in selected 
working ages during the decade expressed 
as a percentage of the working-age popu­
lation at the beginning of the period is the 
replacement rate. For example, the net 
change in the number of persons in the 
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working age 20-64 is the difference be­ net change is divided by the total number of 
tween. those males 10-19 in 1960 who sur­ males who were 20- 64 in 1960. 
vive to 1970 (the entrants} and those per­ 6. Table 23 illustrates the computational 
sons 20- 64 in 1960 who die or procedures for replacement ratios and rates 
reach retirement age by 1970 (the depar­ for rural males for the working age 20-64 
tures). To obtain the replacement rate. the for the 1960-70 decade. 

Table 23. --Rural-farm (or nonfarm) males, 20-64: Computational pro­
cedure for replacement ratios and rates, 1960-70 

: Number o'f males : Survival or Survivors, deaths, and 
 
Age in 1960 : death ratios retirements, 1910 
 
1960 
 ~ White ~Nonwhite : White ~Nonwhite : White N'onwhite : Total 

(1) (2) (3): (4) :(5)=(1) x (6)=(2) x;(7)=(5) +(6) 
:(3) (4) 

Survival ra.tios 

a. 10-14 
b. 15-19 

Death ratios 

c. 20-24 
d. 25-29 
e. 30-34 
f. 35-39 
g. 40-44 
h. 45-49 
i. 50-54 

Retirement and 
death ratios 

.1· 55-59 	 1.000000 
k. 60.64 	 1.000000 

White Nonwhite Total 
Working age 20-64 

A. 

B. Deaths and retirements 

C. 	 Net available (A - B) 
(c+d+e+f+g+h+) 

D. Males 3)-64.. 1960 	 (i+j+k 1960) 

E. Ratio A t B x 100 

F. Rate C t D x 100 
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APPENDIX B 
 

REP LACEMENT MEASURES FOR RURAL 
MALES AGED 18-64, BY COLOR AND 
RESIDENCE, 1960-70 DECADE 

[Refer to tables 24-28.] 

Tables 24-28 contain replacement ratios 
and rates for rural males aged 18- 64, by 
color and rural residence, for the United 
states, regions, geographic divisions, and 
States. These measures were computed in 
the same fashion as those presented in the 
body of this report, except that the number 
of entrants comprised the survivors to 1970 
of boys aged 8-17 in 1960, and departures 
comprised previously computed departures 
from working ages 20-64 plus deaths to 
males aged 18-19. Theyhave been restricted 
in coverage to large areas because of a lack 
of sufficient age data for the farm and rural­
nonfarm popUlation for smaller areas. 

Replacement measures for males aged 
18-64 were computed in order to provide a 
better measure of the potentiallabor supply 
in rural areas before the age at which most 
migration begins. Obviously, any choice of 
a beginning age is largely arbitrary, since 
some migration occurs at every age. How­
ever, age 18 was chosen because it is (1) 
the modal terminal age for high school 
attendance, (2) the age of full-time entry 
into the labor force for many persons, and 

(3) the age whenlarge-scalemigrationfrbm 
rural ar eas begins. 

For the United states as a whole, replace­
ment measures for males aged 18-64 were 
consistently somewhat higher than those for 
males aged 20- 64. The ratios for this 
younger working-age group for all rural, 
rural-nonfarm, and farm males were 189, 
197, and 171, respectively, as compared 
with 177,184, and 160 for males aged 20-64. 
This difference was also reflected in slightly 
higher replacement rates for males 18-64. 

These higher ratios and rates, which show 
up in both color groups, result from in­
creases in the numbers of entrants rather 
than any significant variation in numbers of 
departures, as mortality among these young 
males is very low. For example, among total 
rural males, the number of entrants for the 
working-age group 18-64 is about 390,000 
higher than the number of entrants for work­
ing age 20-64, while the number of de­
partures for the 2 working ages differed by 
only 13,000. 

In effect, the data shown in this report 
for entrants 10-19 years old and a working­
age group of 20-64 years are conservative 
and understate the replacement ratios (and 
to a lesser extent the rates) that would have 
been obtained by use of the 18-64 working­
age group throughout. 
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Table 24.--aw.al lIalea, 18-64: JlumiJer in vorldng-lIIIe group in 1960, and entrmrt:1 and departure.
during 1960-10, by color, tor IJD1ted Statee, regiono, divi.iODS, and State. 

(fie'" rounded to tbauetmds vi_ ad.1Dat!!!B to =-0 totalsl 
Male. 18-64, ~960 Elltraati, 1960-10 Y Departurel, 1960-10 YAre. 

Total. lIb1te IIoDvb1te Total. White lIolJllb1te Total IIII1te lIom,h1te 
~ ~ 'l'bOii. 'nol. TIiOU. TIiOU. TIiOU. TIiOU. TIiOU. 

OD1ted stat.. 31 14,301.7 13,024.2 ~,2TT.6 5,694.3 4,965.7 708.6 3,010.9 2,729.7 281.2 
Iiortbeaat 2,310.6 2,322.9 47.7 658.3 842.7 15.6 492.2 462.6 9.4Iiortb Central 4,225.1 4,158.6 66.5 1,651.1 1,627.5 23·7 953.6 939.5 14.1South 5,9;)6.9 4,661.0 1,027.9 2,529.4 1,911.6 617.7 1,215.2 965.2 230.0Velt '!!/ 1,692.5 1,597.2 95·3 627.6 592.2 35.7 335·2 16.3316.~ 

II"" f!tl8land 662.3 654.0 6.3 239.1 237.3 1.6 134.0 1.32.6' 1.2Middle Atltmtic 1,706.3 1;666·9 39.4 619.2 605.4 13.6 358.2 350.0 6.2East Iiortb Central 2,559.7 2,519.5 1<0.3 1,002.6 990.9 12.0 550.4 541.6 6.6lIest IIortb Central 1,665.4 1,639.1 26.2 646.3 636.6 11.7 1<03.2 397.6South At10Dtic 2,937.6 2,376.3 561.3 1,225.6 696.6 327.3 
5·5

551.6 436.9 113.0h.t SOUth Central 1,558.7 ~,303.1 255.6 
 107.9 541.4 166.5 266.3331·3 63.0Velt SOUth Central 
 1,412·7 ~,201.6 2ll.0 595.7 471.6 123.9 332.1 276.1 54.0Ibmtl1D 602.9 560.0 43.0 246.4 224.4 117.622.0 110.0 7.6Pacific '!!/ 1,069.6 1,037.3 52.3 361.4 367.6 13.6 217.6 206.9 10·7 
lIev !!!n&land 

Meine 122.6 121·5 1.1 47.4 47.1 .2 26.5 26.4 .1lIev lIlIlIIpohire 67.1 .466.7 24.1 24.0 14.6 14.6
VetIIODt 62.1 61.9 .2 24.7 24.7 
 ~ 13·9 13.6 ~ Munchusatt. 229·1 225.2 3.6 79·7 76.9 ·9 44.2 43.7 .6Rhode I.l>IDd 32·7 32.1 10.9.6 10.6 .1 6.b 5·9Connecticut 146.7 146·5 2.2 52·3 51.6 26.5 26.2·5 ~ 
Middle Atltmtic 

!leV York 652.0 636.7 15·3 239.4 234.9 4.5 11<0-3 137·5 2.6Nev Jeree)' J,91.4 179·5 11.9 63.1 58.4 4.7 39·9 37.3 2.6Penna)'lvani. 661'.9 652.7 12.2 316.7 312.2 4.6 176.l. 175·2 2.6 
E..t IIortb Central 

Ohio 672.7 660·9 11.6 270.0 :::66.4 3.6 136.1 133.6 2·5
Inoll""" 461.3 457.5 3·7 177·5 176.6 ·7 97·2 $6.4 .6I11inoi. 517.6 S06.3 9·3 167.6 165.2 2.4 118.4 U6.4 2.0Michigan 542.7 529.9 12.8 217·1 213.5 3.6 lU·7 109·1 2·71110."".10 365.4 362.8 2.6 150.6 149.0 1.6 87.0 66.4 .7 

Ve.t Rorth Central 
Miunol!ota 331.2 326.6 2·7 ~37·8 ~36.3 1.5 81.1 80.4 .6low 332.6 332.2 .4 132.6 132.7 .1 81.5 81.2 .2Mi.oour1 385.2 376.2 9·1 142.5 136.1 4.3 9~.6 91.6 2.1lIorth DlSkota 107.6 105.2 2.4 45.5 44.0 1.5 2 .6 24.1 .4SOUth DlSkot.. 107·3 102.5 4.8 43.6 110.8 2.8 25.6 24.7 1.0RebrBBka 169·9 168.0 1·9 64.2 63.6 .6 42.0 41.6 .4Knn.... 231.4 226.5 4·9 61.9 61.0 ·9 54.7 53·9 .6 

South Atlantic 
Dolillvare 43.1 36.5 6.5 14.2 11.9 2·3 7·9 6.6 1.3Maryland 244.0 209.6 34.4 84.6 69.6 14.8 44.6 7·1Virginill 471.4 376·9 94·5 167.1 141.3 45.8 37·7 

91.1 71.7 19·5Vent Virg1nin 265.6 275.4 10.1 135.1 129.2 5·9 62.1 56.8 3·3Rorth CaroUna 729.5 577·4 152.1 310.6 216.0 94.6 12903 99·9 29.4SOUth caroUna 353.6 243.6 109.6 170.4 92.6 77·8 60.5 21.239·3Georgi .. 457·7 356.1 99.6 199.3 136.6 62.7 66.4 65.6 20.6Floridn 352.7 298.5 54.3 124.4 101.2 23·2 10.669·6 59·0 
EIInt SOUth Central 

Kentuck:r 41<0.3 422.5 17·8 169.3 163.5 5.9 4.190·0 85·9Tennessee 41,7.0 1<09.6 37.4 185.6 165.6 20.0 91.9 82.8 9·1Alllb.... 360.1 276.7 83·4 170.8 115.2 55.6 76.1 56.4 19·71I1••iaa1ppi 3U·3 194.3 U7.0 162.2 77·1 85.0 73·3 43.2 30.1 

lIent South Central 
Arlamesa 246.5 206.8 41.7 115.8 87·8 27·9 62·7 u.650·9Louisiana 290·8 a:l9·0 61.7 1.36.6 65.6 50·9 62.0 42·5 19.5 
Oltlaba::la 229·7 211.2 16.5 92.6 62.1 10.5 57·1 52.1 5·0 
T""... 643.6 574.6 69·0 250·7 216.1 34.6 150·3 132.6 17·7 

Mountain 
lIontllDll 66.8 84.6 4.3 35.6 33.4 2.4 18.3 .61'7·5Idnbo 91.1 69.4 1.6 39.8 39.1 ·7 18.9 16.6 ·3\/yaUng 39.6 38.6 1.0 15.2 14.6 .6 8.2 .28.0Colorado 123.3 121.1 2.2 49.7 49.0 ·7 25·3 25·0 ·3lIev Mexico 8:;.2 73·7 U.5 36.8 30.6 14.65·9 12·7 1·9
Art'ann 92.4 7307 16.6 35.i 2".9 10·3 16.3 3.412·9utAh 54·9 53.3 1.6 26.3 25.6 .7 10.8 10·5 .3
Nevada 27.6 25·5 2.1 7.6 1.0 .6 5·2 4.6 .4 

Pncine 
Washington 255.9 247.4 6.5 94.9 92.4 2.6 51.8 50.4 1.4 
Oregon 178·5 176·2 2.3 72·9 11.7 1.2 40.9 40·5 .5Clll1tomla 655.2 61'~.7 41.5 213.6 203·7 9·9 124·9 116.0 6.9 

AlaGkn 52.6 41.6 U.O 12.5 7·5 4·9 5·3 3·7 1.5!lawaii 51.~ 4.122.7 29·1 15.1 11.0 9.4 7·91.5 

Y Person. who vi11 rench the vork1ng-age group at 80me time during the decade and survive to the end or the decade. Y Person. vbo viU leave the 
wrldng-age group through death or renching retirement age. 31 Ineludes Alnakn and llavai!. '!!/ Exclude. Al...kn Il!ld !lnwai!. 2J Les. thnn 100. 
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TAble 25.--Rural-nont..... lIIalea, 16-64: /I\IIlber in vor!d.ng-ilse group in 1960. and entrant. and departure. 
during 1960.-70, by color, tor Un1ted states; reg1al., div101a>a, and state. 

(F1iM!a J"OIIIIded. to tlIauaanda 1t1tbout; ad.1uat1!l6 to 6roup tOtola) 

Male. 18-64, 1960 : Elltrants, 1960.-10 !I Dopartures, 1960-10 Y 
Area 

Total \/bite lIonvblte Total \/bite lIanvh1te Total White Nanvhite 

~. ~. 'l'iiou. !!!2!!. ~. ~. Tbou. Tbou. !!!!!!!. 

United stat•• "J! 10,758.2 9,806·5 951.1 4,UO.9 3,633.0 471.9 2,084.6 l,BB4.1 199·9 

/lo_aot 2,123.0 2,orr.3 45.7 156.9 142.0 14.9 429.3 420.4 6.9 
Wortb Central 2,766.4 2,707.0 59.3 1,039·1 1,019.9 19·8 569.6 557·1 11.9 
South 4,403.1 3,673.7 729. 4 1,802.3 1,401.6 400.5 819·5 663·6 ;1.55.9 
West y 1,364.4 1,284.9 79.5 486.2 456.0 28.2 252.1> 237.9 14.1> 

lIev EIlgland 613.6 605.4 8.2 219·1 211.4 1.1 121.0 u9·6 1.2 
lI1ddle kt.'hmtie 1,509.4 1,471·9 37·5 537·8 521>.6 13·2 308.3 300.6 1·1 
East 1I0rth Central l,8TT.o 1,839.1 31.9 714.8 703.9 10·9 369.5 361.6 1.7 
lIeat 1I0rth CentX1>l 689.1> 868.0 21.5 325·0 316.0 9·0 200.1 195.9 4.2 
Sout;b Atlant1c 2,355·3 1,941.9 413.4 934.5 714.8 219.6 408·5 328.1 60.3 
BUt Soutb Centrai 1,038.4 883;7 154·1 450.1 359·5 9O:r 193.6 158.1 35.1 
lIest Sout;b Central 1,009.4 848.1 161.3 411.1 32'T·5 90·2 217.2 171.4 39.8 
Ibmtain 450.8 416.0 34.8 171.1 160.2 11·5 ElI!.1 16.8 5.9 
PecL""!e y 913.6 868.9 44.8 308.6 291.9 10·1 169·1 161.1 6.6 

lev EIlgland 
Maine UO.l 1.1 41.6 41.4 .2 23·0 22.9 .1 
lIev Hulpsh1re 62.0 .4 22.0 22.0 13.4 13·4 
Venoont· 48.8 .2 19.0 19·0 ~ 10.1 10.6 M
~Gaehll~etts 219.3 3.8 16.2 15·3 .8 41.6 1>1.0 .6 
Rhode Island 31.6 .6 10.5 10.4 .1 5·1 5.6 
Cconect1cut 141.8 2.2 49.9 49.4 ·5 26.6 26.2 ~ 

II1ddle At~tlc 
If"" York 549.3 14.6 203.6 4.3 U5·1 2.6 
lev JerM), 165·5 11.1 5B.1 4.4 33·4 2.4 
Pennq1T11111a 157.1 U.9 216.1 4.4 152.1 2.1 

East Worth Central 
Oh10 525·7 U.2 212.8 209.4 2·3 
lniiana 330·7 3·5 121>.B 124.1 .1 
Illinois 354.5 6.9 121.8 125·5 1.8 
IUcb1gan 1>14.1 U.9 166.0 162.9 2.4 
lIisconlin 214.1 2.1> 83.4 82.0 .6 

lIelt lIorth Central 
lE1nneaota 171·1 168.6 2.6 66.8 65.5 36.6 .6 
lava 152.0 151·7 ·3 56.3 56.2 37·0 .1 
IUllourt 236.8 230·5 6.2 84·5 82.0 48.1 1.1> 
lIorth Dako·ta 51.1 49.1 2.0 20.5 ;1.9.4 11.6 .3 
Soutb Dakota 50.B 46·1 4.1 19.5 11.0 U.l .6 
lIebraalla 84.0 82.4 1.6 30·0 29·5 20.0 .3 
f..8llsaa 143.7 139·0 1>.7 1>7.2 46·5 29·2 .7 

South Atlantic 
1Io1avare 6.1 11.9 9.6 2.1 1.2 
1lar,y1cnd 30.6 72.2 59.4 12.6 6.1 
'l1rg1nla 73.0 142.0 108·5 33.4 14.4 
West Virginia 10.0 121.0 U5.2 5·9 3·3 
!forth Carolina 95.6 207.4 153.1 53.8 17.6 
South· Carolina 73·9 121.1> 13.1 48.3 13.6 

73·5Georgi_ 146.5 104.1 42.4 14.4 

Florida 50.7 lU.9 91.0 20.9 9.1 


East Sout;b Central 
l!i!ntucq 281.6 13.6 125.B 121.5 
'l'ennc.He 272.2 20·1 U"r .2 107·9 
Alaba!aa 201.6 59.4 u8,:4 61.4 
IUsa1Ia1pp1 128.3 61.1 88.1 48.6 

lIe.t South C<tntnl 
ArIIanau 165.4 137·5 21.6 13·3 55.6 11.5 39.4 31.6 1·7 
Louldana 233·3 110·3 63.0 106.1 68.6 37.4 46.9 32·0 14.9 
OIP:aIIcaa 157·3 142.2 15·0 62.1 54.1 6.6 35·7 31.9 3.8 
To.".,. 1>53·5 398.1 55.r. 175.6 ;1.48.9 26.7 95·2 61.8 13.4 

Ibmta1n 
Hoatana 3·5 23.6 2.1 U·5 10.9 .6 
I4aho 1.1 22·9 ·5 10.8 10.6 .2 
\I)'cII1ng .8 10.2 .Ii 5·6 5.4 .1 
Colorado 1.8 34.4 .4 17.0 16.8 .2 
JIiIv Noxiee) 9.5 30.1 4·9 U.3 9.7 1.6 
Arisona 15.1 29.2 6.0 13.6 U.2 2.6 

·5Utah 1.2 20.4 6.3 6.1 .2 
1Inada 1.8 6.7 .6 4.4 4.1 .3 

203·4 1·5 15.0 72.9 39.1 38.6 1.1 
139.1 1.8 57·2 56.3 30.2 29.9 .4 
526.3 35.5 116.4 168.1 99·1 92.6 1.1 

41.3 12.2 1·3 5.2 3.6 1.5 
22.3 13·6 4.0 8.7 1.4 1.2 

!I Poit"a>a IIIw v1U reach the vorking-llp groap at .... t1a> during tbe .decade lID!. .urY1ft to tho end at tho deca!8. y Paraa>a vIlo v1U la...... tbe 
vorking-age groap t~ death or reacb1ng retirement _. J/lnelUS... Alaska and &.,.11. !y belllda. Alaslaa ana 11....11. 'i/ Ie.. than 100. 
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Table 26.-"Rural-rarm mal.o, lS-64: !!umber in vorldng-age group in 1960. and entrants and departures 
during 1960-70, by color, ror Il'n1ted States, regio,,", divisions, and states 

Area 

(Figures rounded to thousands vlthout adJusting to grouP totala) 

Mal•• lS-64, 1960 : Entrants, 1960-70 y 
Total I1h1te IIonvh1t .. Total I1h1te nonW1te 

Departures, 1960-70 

Total 
 IIh1te 

Y 
 

~ Tbou. ~ Thou. 
 ~ 

IInited state_ y 3,543·5 3,217.6 325·9 1,583.3 1,352.6 926.3 845.0 S1.3 

IIortheaat 
 
lIorth Central 
 
South 
 
lIest y 
 

247.6 
1,458.7 
1,505.S 

328.1 

245.6 
1.451.6 
1,207.3 

312.3 

101.4 
611.4 
727·2 
141.6 

100·7 
607.~ 
510.0 
134.1 

62.9 
384.0 
395.8 
82.8 

62.4 
381.6 
321·7 
79·0 

·5 
2.2 

74.1 
3·9 

II"" EnglMd
Middle Atlantic 
East IIorth Central 
lIe4t North Central 
South Atlantic 
Ezurt. SOuth Central. 
lIelt South Central 
Mountain 
Pacific Y 

48.7 
196.9 
682.S 
776•0 
582·3 
520·3 
403.3 
152.1 
176.0 

48.6 
197·0 
680.4 
771.2 
434.1;. 
419·4 
353·5 
143.9 
168.4 

~:f 
4.S 

147.9 
100.9 

49.7 
S.2 
7.6 

20.0 
61.4 

266.0 
323.3 
291.4 
257.8 
178.0 
68.8 
72.8 

19.9 
80.8 

286.9 
320.6 
183·7 
181.9 
144.4 

64.2 
69.9 

.¥ 
1.1 
2.7 

107.6 
75.9 
33.7 
4.6 
2·9 

13·0 
49.4 

180.0 
~1.7 
110·7 
1l0.2 
100·7 
33.2 
45.8 

'jj 
.5 
.9 

1.3 
32.6 
27·3 
14.2 
1.7 
2.1 

lIev England 
Maine 
lIev I!I1mpshire 
 
Vel'lllDDt 
 
Masaachuaettu 
Rhode roland 
Connecticut 

12·5 	 
5.0 

13·3 
9.S 	 
1.1 	 
7.0 	 

5.8 
2.1 
5.7 
3.6 

.4 
2.5 

5.7 
2.1 
5.7 
3·5 
.4 

2·5 

3·5 
1.4 
3.2 
2.6 

·3 
1.9 

Middle Atll1.~tic 
II"" "fork 
 
lIev Jer_q 
 
Penn.yh...ma 
 

88.2 
14.9 
95.S 

.6 
·9 
·3 

35.8 
5.0 

40.6 

35.6 
4.8 

40.5 

.2 
·3
.1 

22.6 
4.1 

23·2 

22.5 
3·9 

23·1 

.2 

.2 
'jj 

East North Central 
Ohio 
Indiana 
Illinois 
Michigan 
\llDconsin 

135.S 
127·1 
154.2 
116.S 
148.9 

135·1 
126.9 
153.S 
115.S 
148.7 

.6 

.2 

.4 
·9 
.2 

57.2 
52·7 
59.8 
51.1 
67.2 

57.0 
52.7 
59·7 
50.6 
67.0 

.2 
'jj 

.1 
·5 
.2 

36.2 
35.5 
41.4 
30.7 
37·0 

36.0 
35.4 
41.3 
30·3 
36.9 

.2 

J! 
~ 

lI.st IIorth Central 
Minnesota 
lava 
Missour1 
IIorth Dakota 
 
SOuth DBkota 
 
Nebroska 
 
Kansas 

.1 

2.f 
.4 
·7 
·3 
.3 

71.0 
76.5 
57·9 
25.0 
24.1 
34.2 
34.7 

70·9 
76.4 
56.1 
24.7 
23.8 
34.1 
34.6 

41.7 
44.3 
44.3 
12.6 
13·7 
21.7 
24.8 

41.6 
44.3 
43.5 
12.5 
13.5 
21.6 
24.7 

South Atlantic 
Deln~..re 
I-Inryland 
Virginia 
lIeot VlrgIr.1a 
North Carolina 
South Carolina 
GeorgIa 
 
Florida 
 

6.0 
30.2 

104.5 
31.9 

201.0 
80.3 

loo.S 
27.5 

·5 
3·7 

21·5 
.1 

56.4 
35·9 
26.1 
3.6 

2.3 
12·3 
45·1 
14.1 

103·2 
49.0 
52.8 
12.6 

2.1 
10·3 
32·7 
14.0 
62.:! 
19.5 
32.5 
10.2 

.2 
2.0 
12.~ 

'lO·9 
29.5 
20·3 
2.4 

1.7 
7·7 

27.0 
8.6 

46.6 
16.3 
25.8 
7.5 

1.6 
6.7 

2l.·9 
8.6 

35·0 
10.8 
19·5
6.6 

.1 
·9 

5.1 

lJ..~ 
7.~ 
6.3 

·9 

Enot SOOtil Centrol 
Kentucky 
Tennesoee 
Alobacn 
 
Hl.Bi..lppi 
 

145.1 
154.1 	 

99,1 
122.0 

140·9 	 
137.3 
75.1 
66.0 	 

1.6 
10·7 
16.6 
4,.0 

37·8 
'10.0 
25·9 
33.6 

36.6 
35·5 
19.5 
18.6 

1.2 
4.4 
6.4 

15.2 

lIest SOuth Central 
ArltnnsQs 
Lout.lana 
 
Okloho .... 
 
Texan 

69.3 
3S.S 
68·9 

1'/6.5 

13.9 
lS.7 
3.5 

13.6 	 

32.0 
17.1 
28.0 
67.2 

10.4 
13.4 
1·9 
7·9 

23·3 
15.1 
21.4 
55·1 

19·2 
10·5 
ro.2 
50.6 

1,.1 
4.6 
1.2 
4.3 

HountBi" 
f.klntana 
ldnllo 
 
Wyoming 
 
Colorado 
 
IIev Mexico 
 
Arizona 
Utnlt 
nevadB 

29·7 
34.4 
12.2 
31'.7 
15.5 
12.1 
10.4 

3.1 

~.9 
33.9 
12.0 
3'+.3 
13.5 
8.6 

10.1 
2.7 

.6 

.5 

.3.1, 
2.0 
3.6 

.4 
·3 

12.2 
16.8 

4.9 
15.3 
6.6 
5.9 
5·9 
1.0 

1l·9 
16.6 
4.8 

15.0 
5.6 
3·7 
5.6 

.9 

·3 
.2 
.1 
.2 

1.0 
2.2 

.1 

6.7 
8.1 
2·7 
8.2 
3.4 
2.5 
2.5 

.8 

6.6 
8.0 
2.6 
8.2 
3.0 
1.7 
2.4 

.7 

.2 

.1 
.~ 
.4 
.8 

~ 
PncU1e 

Washington 
Oregon 
 
Cnl1tornia 
 

1.0 	 
.5 

6.1 

~.O 

15.' 
37·1 

19·5 
15. 4 
35·0 

·5 
.3 

2.2 

11.8 
10.6 
23.1, 

.3

1.g; 
AlfUlka 
 
RnwU 
 

.5 	 

.4 	 
.2 

1.5 
.2 
.1 l.f .t! 

!I Persons wo vill 1'(!och the vorkins-age group at Dom.e time during th~ decade nnd survive, to the end ot the deCade. gJ Persons who Vill leave the 
vorJd.ng-nge grouP through death or reselling retIrement sge. y Includes Alasko and HBva11. Y Excludes Alsoka and 1lavn11. 'jj Less than 100. 
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!able 27.--IIurI>l, rut'IIl-llCD1'am, aDi rura:;:~t..... males, 18-64: Repl_llt rat1"", b.r color, tor 
\bite<!. states, ...pcna, dina1.,..., aDd states, 1960-10 !I 

(RAt1"" not Db""" tor areas Vith tewer th"" 100 departures) 
I!urIIl I!urIIl 1lCD1'..... IIurI>l tum 

Me .. 
Tatal IIbUe lIonvb1te Total 1Ib1te Ilcavh1te Tatal 1Ib1te Ilcavh1te 

tI11te4 state. gJ 189' 163 252 191 193 239 111 160 264 

lIortheast 
lIorth Central 
South 
West J! 

114 

~~ 
187 

115 
173 
194 
187 

166 
166 
289 
195 

116 
163 
220 
193 

171 
163 
211 
192 

161 
166 
251 
195 

161 
159 
164 
111 

161 
159 
159 
110 

150 
175 
293 
194 

!lev EIlglIlDll 
Middle Atl!llltic 
llaat lIorth Central 
West lIorth Central 
South Atlantic 
But South Central 
West South Central 
Mo:nmta1n 
Pacitic 31 

176 
173 
162 
161 
222 
214 
179 
210 
175 

179 
173 
163 
160 
205 
202 
170' 
204 
176 

147 
169 
140 
211 
290 
261! 
229 
291 
127 

161 
174 
193 
162 
229 
232 
192 
215 
162 

162 
174 
194 
161 
216 
227 
165 
208 
165 

144 
111 
141 
213 
273 
254 
226 
298 
125 

153 
163 
159 
159 
203 
187 
155 
191 
152 

153 
163 
159 
159 
166 
165 
143 
194 
153 

143 
128 
205 
330 
27B 
236 
265 
137 

1If/V1!:Il3l_ 
Ha1ne 179 176 216 161 161 202 163 162 
liev ~h1nI 
Venooot 

162 
176 

162 
176 

164 
176 

164 
179 

145 
177 

144 
177 

.......cbusett. 180 161 151 163 164 151 135 135 
RhOde IalJlnd 
Coanect!cut 

162 
183 

163 
164 136 

164' 
187 

165 
186 138 

140 
128 

139 
126 

Middle Atlantlc 
!lev York 
lIev Jera~ 
PellDs71vMla 

111 
156 
176 

111 
156 
176 

165 
163 
161 

173 
162 
176 

173 
160 
179 

166 
186 
160 

158 
123 
115 

158 
122 
175 

136 
133 

l1Mt lIorth Central 
ChI0 198 199 146 213 215 150 156 158 108 
11ld1ana 163 163 95 202 204 104 146 149 
I111l101s 159 159 121 166 167 123 144 145 100 
H1chigan 
1I1ocoo.1I1 

194 
113 

196 
112 

134 
242 

205 
167 

207 
166 

132 
245 

167 
162 

167 
161 

150 

West lIorth Central 
Minnesota 110 170 230 170 169 236 170 110 
leva 
Mi.souri 
lIorth Dakota 

163 
152 
185 

163 
151 
183 

69 
205 
336 

152 
111 
172 

152 
170 
167 

12 
186 
342 

173 
131 
198 

173 
129 
191 

234 

South Dakota 
lIebr&6ka 

170 
153 

165 
153 

286 
173 

163 
146 

153 
147 

3U 
194 

176 
156 

176 
158 

173 

ltanaas 150 150 107 156 159 107 140 140 

South Atlantic 
Delav..,.. 
Mar)'1tm4 
Virg1n1a 
West Virg1n1a 
1'Iorth Carolina 
South CaroUna 
Georgia 
norida 

180 
189 
205 
211 
240 
262 
231 
179 

161 
185 
191 
220 
216 
235 
208 
112 

115 
209 
236 
lTI 
:J22 
366 
304 
219 

192 
195 
222 
226 
251 
286 
241 
180 

196 
192 
216 
229 
237 
256 
225 
114 

177 
209 
233 
179 
305 
354 
295 
215 

136 
161 
161 
163 
221 
261 
205 
166 

134 
154 
149 
164 
118 
180 
161 
154 

163 
210 
244 

341 
392 
324 
276 

East South Central 
J(entucq 210 213 144 241 246 150 166 169 130 
Tenn~soee 
Alsb",,",' 
MlAs1au1ppl 

202 
22S 
221 

200 
204 
179 

219 
262 
262 

225 
236 
225 

226 
221 
198 

191 
279 
270 

111 
202 
217 

162 
113 
154 

243 
269 
295 

West South Central 
Arlalruol18 165 173 236 186 176 226 162 167 255 
Lou1u1ana 220 202 260 226 214 251 202 163 291 
OI<laha:>a 162 157 212 176 170 226 140 136 165 
TeUlJ 167 163 195 164 162 199 136 132 165 

Mountain 
MontanA 
Idaho 
Wyao1ng 
COlorado 

196 
210 
164 
191 

192 
210 
162 
196 

301 
196 
273 
261 

205 
212 
164 
202 

198 
212 
161 
202 

327 
208 
304 
225 

162 
207 
16, 
186 

161 
208 
184 
164 

202 
175 

lfev ~"1co 
Arl:OI1$ 

251 
216 

2~3 
193 

306 
304 

266 
212 

261 
189 

3U 
309 

191 
238 

187 
216 

263 
286 

utah 
11.....'13 

244 
149 

243 
14:; 

256 
212 

245 
153 

245 
146 

245 
223 

239 
126 

237 
124 

Pacitlc 
Washingtcn 183 183 185 189 169 189 165 165 166 
Otego:! 178 171 255 189 189 239 147 145 
California 111 176 112 177 182 109 146 149 123 

Alaska 
llav8J.l 

236 
161 

201 
270 

320 
140 

236 
156 

201 
276 

319 
133 

225 
214 221 

!I 'l'he l'eplac=ent ratio 15 the expocted nunber at ~ into the age group 18-64 :rears per 100 expocted d~partJ?'.....lllt1llg fran death or 
tl"Cl:l reaching ret1rement age, on the ..smptloa of no migratlon during the decade. y Incll>iea Alaska and IIava1L Ilxc1w..B Al....ka and 1!ava11. 
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Tabl. 28.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-t...... maJ..a, 16-6/t: Replac",!,ent rat•• , by color, 
for I1n1ted Staten, regions, diviDlona, and Stlltea, 1960-70 y 
(Rat.. not ohOllD tor areilll with tever than 100 d!l!arturosl 

Rural Rural oonfarm Rural tarm 
Area 

Total Whit. Nomrhite Total White Nomrh1te Total White Nomrh1te 

I1n1ted States y 16.6 17·3 33·5 16.6 17.6 29.2 16.:; 1$.6 45.9 

.l!ortheast 15.4 15.5 13.1 15.4 15·5 13·1 15·5 15.6 12.3 
North Central 16., 16.5 14." 17.0 17·1 13·3 15.6 15.6 23·1 
SOUth 22.2 19.0 37.7 22·3 20.1 33·5 22.0 1:;.6 47.9 
West "J/ 17·3 17·2 18.3 17·1 17.1 17·3 17·9 17·7 23.0 

,II"" !I!g.land 15.9 16.0 6.9 16.0 16.1 6.5 14.3 14.2 
Middle Atlantic 15.3. 15·3 14." 15.2 15.2 1".6 15·9 15·9 10.6 
_North Central 17·7 17.8 6.4 18.4 16.6 8.3 15·7 ~5·7 10.2 
Weot NQrth Central 14·7 14.6 23·5 14.0 13.6 22.1 15·5 15.4 29.4 
SOUth Atlantic 22.9 19.3 36.2 22.3 19.9 33.7 25.4 16.6 
EUt South Central ?,I,.2 21.0 40.5 24.7 22.6 35·5 23·1 17·1 46.1 
liI.at South Central 16.7 16.1 33·1 19·9 17·7 31.2 15·7 12·3 39·3_aiD 50·7 

21.4 20.4 33.6 21.1 20.0 33.4 22·3 21.6 34.5 
Pseitie "J/ 15.0 15·5 5.6 15·2 15·7 4.6 14.1 14.3 10.6 

N""Englanl. 
 
Maine 17.0 17·0 12.1 16.9 17·0 lO.6 17.6 17.7 
 
Nov Ilalllpsh1re 13.6 13.6 13.9 13,·9 12.9 12.5 
 
Vemont 17.4 17·5 17.1 17·2 16.6 16.6 
 
Massachusetts 15·5 15.6 7·5 15.6 15.9 7·5 9·5 9·5 
 
Rhode Ioland 15·0 15.2 --- 15.1 15.4 u.O 10.6 
 
connecticut 16.0 16.2 6.3 16.4 16.6 6.4 7.6 7.6 
 

/t1ddJ.e Atlantic 
New York 15.2 15.3 u.6 15·2 15·3 u.6 11'.9 15.0 7.6 

12.1 U·7 16.1 12.6 12.2 16·9 6.3 6.1 6.6
""" JeroffYPenDffYlvania 16.0 16.1 14.1 15.6 15.8 13·9 16.2 16.2 

East North Central 
Ohio 19·9 20.1 9·7 21.0 21.3 10.1 15·5 1:;.5 2·9 
IndiAnB 17.1, 17·6 -.9 16.9 19·1 .6 13·5 13·6 
I111Do1. 13.4 13., 4.5 14.0 14.2 1'.7 11·9 12.0 0 
Michigan 19.4 19·7 7.1 19·9 20.3 6.3 17·5 17·5 17·7 
W18COno1n 17.4 17.3 36.0 15·4 1:;.2 34.0 20·3 20.2 

West North Central 
H1nneaota 17·1 17·0 30·7 16.0 15.6 29·9 16.3 18.3 
lava 15.4 15., -15.3 12.6 12·7 -12.6 17.6 17.6 
Mlo.ouri 12.6 12.4 24.4 14.6 14.7 19·1 9.2 6.6 36.1 
IIorth Dakota 19·5 16.9 42.9 16.6 15.8 41.0 21.9 21.6 
South Dakota 16.7 15.7 37.6 14.9 12·5 41.4 16.4 16.4 16.4 
Nebr!l8u 13·1 13·1 14.1 u.6 11·5 17·0 14.6 14.7 
Itnna... U.7 12.0 1.2 12.0 12.4 1.1 11·3 U·3 

South Atlantic 
DelB\IZ11"e 14.7 14.6 15·1 15.4 15·5 15·1 10.1 9·7 15·0 
Maryland 16.3 15·3 22.5 16.4 15·5 21.6 15.4 13.6 27.6 
Virginia 20.4 18.5 27·9 21.2 20.0 26.1 17·3 13·0 34.0 
West VIrginia 25.6 25.6 25.5 26.6 26·7 25.6 17.1 17.2 
IIorth CaroUna 24.6 20.1 42.9 23.6 20.5 37.6 26.1 16.9 51.5 
South caroUna 31.1 :)1.9 51.6 29·0 22.4 46.9 36.2 19.6 61.2 
Georgia 24.7 19.6 42.2 24.1 20.4 36.2 26.6 17.4 53.7 
FlOrida 15.6 14.1 23·3 15·3 14.1 22.0 16·5 15.0 42.3 

ElIot South Central 
KcntuclQ' 22.6 23·1 10.1 24.9 25·6 lO·5 17·7 16.0 6.7 
Tennessee 21.0 20.2 29·1 22.3 22·3 22.1 18.5 16.2 37.6 
Alllbama 26.3 l?1.3 43.1 26.2 22.1 110.0 26.7 19·0 50·7 
Mi••Isa1ppl 28.6 17.5 46·9 26.0 16.7 1,1.3 32.5 15.1 53.1 

lIoot South Central 
Arkansas 21.4 17·9 36.6 20.5 17.6 35·1 23·0 16.5 45.7 
Louie1BnCl 25.7 20·7 36.3 25.4 21·5 35.7 26.9 17.1 47.0 
Oklahoca 15·5 14.2 29·9 17.2 15.6 31.9 11·7 11.2 21.6 
'reX... 15.6 11'.5 24.5 17·7 16.9 23·9 10·5 9·3 26.6 

ltluntl11n 
MJnt8ll8 19.8 18.9 37.4 :;0.4 19·1 41.0 18.5 16.4 21·7 
Idaho 22.9 22.9 19·6 21.4 21.4 21.4 25.4 25·5 16.6 
Wyoming rr.5 17.0 34.7 17·1 16.:; 37.9 16.4 18.3 
Coloredo 19.6 19·8 19.4 19.6 19.7 13.5 :;0·3 20.0 
If.... MC!ldco 26.0 24.6 34·9 27.1 25.6 35·2 21.2 19·4 33.3 
Arizona 20.4 16.2 37·0 19.2 15·3 36.1 26.4 23.2 41.0 
Utah 28.2 :?!l.) ,rr., ZT.2 27.3 23.6 32.5 32.5 
Ifevade 9·3 8.5 19.2 g.5 8.7 19·9 7.4 6.5 

l'ae1f1c 
 
Waohington 16.9 17.0 13.9 16.7 16.6 13.2 17.6 17·" 19.4 
 
Oregon 17.9 17·7 51.8 19.1 19·0 29·7 13.3. 13.0 --­

cautorD11l 13., 14.3 2.~ 13.7 14., 1.7 12.8 13.2 6.5 

Al!l8kD 13.6 9.0 31.0 13·5 6.9 30.7 22·5 
 
Hnw11 U.O u.11 10·7 10.0 U·3 8.6 30.0 32.3 
 

Y The replacement rate 18 'the number ot entronto minus the number of dcpnrturea expreosed (l8 B percentage of the nucber in the age group 18-64 
years at ~h~ beginning ot the decode, on the CLDolJllWtlon, of no migration during the deco.de. gj Includes Alnum and IInvai1. 31 Excludes Unaka ond 
llmtaii. 
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APPENDIX C 
 

REPLACEMENT MEASURES ADJUSTED 
FOR LABOR FORCE PARTICIPATION, 
FOR RURAL MALES, 1960-70DECADE 

[Refer to table 29.] 

The conventional replacement measures 
in the body of this report do not take into 
account several factors which would be 
considered in developing more refined 
measures of potential labor supply and re­
placement. Entrants and departures were 
defined according to age; actuallabor-force 
participation was not considered, Among 
persons defined as entrants in conventional 
replacement measures, there are some who 
are already members of the labor force 
before they reach the arbitrarily assigned 
age of entry; others for various reasons will 
never enter the labor force; and still others 
will delay entry into the labor force because 
of pro Ion g e d education, etc. Conversely, 
among those in the working-age group, 
there are men who arenotin the labor force 
because of early retirement, physical or 
mental handicaps, or extended school at ­
tendance. 

Any procedure for attempting to account 
for these factors requires assumptions 
about labor-force participation and retire­
ment which cannot be made with precision 
for small areas, especially in large-scale 
computations. At the national level it is 
possible, however, to produce somewhat 
more refined measures by utilizing esti ­
mates of survivors of persons in the labor 
forc e in 1960 along with estimates of per­
sons in the labor force among the total num­
ber in each age cohort which survive to 1970. 

This procedure takes into account the 
following: (1) Some labor-force participa­
tion of per'sons in the entrants group at the 
beginning of the period, (2) some deaths to 
these young persons in the labor force, (3) 
increased but not complete labor-force 
participation of all pers.ons in the younger 
age cohorts over time, (4) nonparticipati~n 
in the labor force of some older persons 1n 
the departures group, (5) decreased labor­
force participation of late middle-aged 
persons over time and (6) nonretirement 
of some persons on reaching age 65. 

Adjusted Replacement Measures. -- T h. e 
procedure utilized for the adjusted estI­
mates reduces both the number of entrants 
and the number of departures, in compari­
son with those obtained by the conventional 

replacement ratios estimating technique. 
For the 1960-70 decade, the adjusted num­
ber of entrants into the labor force was 5.4 
million while the number of departures 
through death and ceasing labor-force ac­
tivity was 2.9 million. The numbers com­
pare with 5.7 million entrants and 3.0 
million departures in the conventional 
method based on the 18-64 working-age 
group. A replacement ratio of 186 was ~b­
tained for the total rural male populahon 
when account is taken of labor-force par­
ticipation, compared with a ratio of 189 
obtained under the conventional proce­
dures--very little difference indeed. The 
adjusted rural rate of 17.6 compared closely 
with the conventional rate of 18.8 (table 29). 

Equally small differences were noted 
among ratios and rates for rural-nonfarm 
and farm males. The only differen(;e of any 
significant amount occurr.ed amCl~g non­
white farm males. The ratlO for thlS group 
based on entrants and departures adjusted 
for labor-forc e participation was 25'7, com­
pared with a ratio of 284 for the working­
age group 18-64, using the conventional 
procedure. The corresponding rates were 
37.2 and 45.9, respectively. 

To further refine the replacement meas­
ures, an attempt could be made to estima~e 
expected changes in employment opportum­
ties in the major industries in the farm and 
rural-nonfarm residence classes. This be­
comes very difficult for several reasons, 
and is beyond the scope of this report. The. 
number of persons in the labor force in a 
residence class cannot be equated with the 
number of employment opportunities in that 
class, as both farm and rural-nonfarm 
people are employed outside their residence 
areas. For instance, 31 percent of males 
living on farms in 1960 had their principal 
employment in nonfarm work, and 66 per­
cent of all persons performing some agri­
cultural labor for pay in 1964 lived in non­
farm places at the end of the year. Also, a 
sizable but unknown proportion of persons 

, k .
living in rural-nonfarm places wor . 1n 
urban places or on farms. A more 1m­
portant factor in further adjustments or 
refinements, is that trends in employment 
opportunities in agriculture and in th~r.ur~l­
nonfarm places are difficult to anhc1pa~e. 

In conclusion, it can be noted that the 
adjusted measures yield somewhat smaller 
numbers of both entrants and departures 
from the working-age group. compared with 
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i ... Table 29.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, conventional and adjusted replacement measures: Number in working-age group in 
co, 	 1960, entrants and departures, and replacement ratios and rates, 1960-70, by color, United States'­

'Ci) 

~Fi~es rounded to thousands 'Without !!!!;lust~ to grouE totals) 
Conventional : Adjusted for labor-force ~articiEation 

: Males 14Depart- : Replace- : Replace-	 Depart- : Replace- Replace-Residence and Males : Entrants, 	 : years old : Entrants,
ures, ment ment 	 ures, ment mentcolor 18-64, : 1960-70 	 : and over. in : 1960-70 

1960 : y 196<>-70 ratios rates : labor force,: 21 1960-70 ratios rates 
gJ 2J !Y 1960 §/ T! §} 

Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. 

RURAL 14,301.7 5,694.3 3,010.9 189 18.8 14,028.1 5,350.1~ 2,881.5 186 l7.6 

White 13,024.2 4,985.7 2,729.7 183 17.3 12,903.7 4,753.8 2,634.7 180 16.4 
 
Nonwhite 1,277.6 708.6 281.2 252 33.5 1,124.4 596.5 246.8 242 31.1 
 

RURAL NONFARM 10,758.2 4,110.9 2,084.6 197 18.8 10,209.1 3,890.7 2,009.4 194 18.4 

.... White 9,806.5 3,633.0 1,884.7 193 17.8 9,418.9 3,497.5 1,841.7 190 17.6t Nonwhite 951.7 477.9 199·9 239 29·2 '(90.2 393.2 167.6 235 28.5 

RURAL FARM 3,543.5 1,583.3 926.3 171 18.5 3,818.9 1,459.7 872.1 167 15.4 

White 3,217.6 1,352.6 845.0 160 15.8 3,484.7 1,256.3 793.0 158 13·3 
 
Nonwhite 325·9 230.7 81.3 284 45.9 334.2 203.4 79·1 257 37.2 
 

y. Persons who will reach the working-age group 18-64 at some time during the decade and survive to the end of the decade. 
y. Persons who will leave the working-age group 18-64 through death or reaching retirement age.
Y The conventional. replacement ratiO is the expected number of entrants into the age group 18-64 years per 100 expected departures result ­

ing from death or from reaching retirement age, on the assumption of no migration during the decade. 
§:! The conventional replacement rate is the number of entrants minus the number of departures expressed as a percentage of the number in 

the age group 18-64 years at the beginning of the decade, on the assumption of no migration during the decade. 
5/ Persons WO will survive to the end of the decade and be in the labor force at that time.
3/. Persons in the labor force in 1960 who will leave it at some time during the decade through de.ath or ceasing 1abor-forc,e participation.
II The adjusted replacement ratio is the expected number of entrants into the labor force per 100 expected ~epartures resulting from death 

or 	 from ceasing labor-force partiCipation, on the assumption of no migration during the decade. 
§) The adjusted replacement rate is the number of entrants minus the number of departures expressed as a percentage of the number of persons 

in the labor fQrce at the beginning of the decade, on the assumption of no migration during the decade. 



those derived from the conventional pro­
cedure. The numbers derived from the ad­
justed procedures are probably somewhat 
more· realistic than those from the con­
ventional procedure, because they take into 
a.ccount several factors not dealt with in the 
latter. But the close correspondence of 
national replacement ratios computed by the 
two methods suggests that the values ob­

tained for the 18-64 age group by the con­
ventional method for smaller areas are 
generally adequate proxies for more refined 
measures. The conventional figures based 
on the 20- 64 age group tend to understate 
the replacement potential so~ewhat, be­
cause the entrants group aged 10-19 has 
already been affected by some net outmi­
gration at ages 18 and 19. 
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