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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 1960-70decade 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 Uuniversity for their monograph '"Rural America.' Programming and
machine work were completed under the direction of W. Keith Bryant of the same Uni-
versity; the machine work was carried out a{ Armour Research Foundation of Illinois
Institute of Technology inChicago. Appreciation 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
ratics of the population groups included.
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HIGHLIGHTS

Comparisons are made in this reportbe-
tween the number of young men expected
to attain the working age of 20 andthe num-
ber of men 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-
frants per 100 expected departures from
the working ages, and (2) replacement rates,
the expected percentage increase in the
number of males of working age. These
measures indicate changes in the rural
working-age population that would occur if
there were no migration to or from the
rural population between 1960 and 1970,
Some major findings of the report follow:

(1) For the entire United States, the num-
ber of men aged 20-64 in the rural popula-
tion in 1960 was about 13.5 million. It is
=xpected 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 men will reach working age to re-
place thern. 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 appreoximately the same as in
1960, only about 56 percent of the young
men reaching working ape would find eco-
nomic oppertunitias 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-
c¢rease 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

TR T e e Py Cara e
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cemprised 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) Replacement 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, the South Atlantic Division
had higher ratios 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 replacemment rates
among the States. The rural population of
Nebraska had the lowest replacement ratio

v
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{137}, and Nevada had the lowest rural
replacement rate (9.1 percent).

{6} Among the economic subregicns of
the United States, the rural population of
the Pee Dee and Lumber River Subregion,
located in eastern Norih and South Carolina,
had the highest replacement ratio {326}, as
well as the highest replacement rate
(37.9 percent}, Other subregions with very
high ratios werethe South Carolina-Georgia
Fall Line and Sand Hills Subregion, 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 ratic {117} and
the lowest replacement rate (5 percent}.
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(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 timmes as high as those for other
white males. The highest Spanish-surname
replacement ratio (484} occurred among
farm wmales in Arizona. The corresponding
ratio for Anglo-Americans was 168,

{8} As groups, counties withlowestlevels
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 farm male replacement ratio
of 242, compared with a ratio of only 144
for the class in which median income was
$6,000 or more.




POTENTIAL SUPPLY AND REPLACEMENT OF RURAL MALES
OF LABOR FORCE AGE, 1960-70

by

Gladys K. Bowles, Calvin L. Beale, and Benjamin S, Bradshaw 2
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 ancther
agency since 1944 {2) (4).2 In the previous
studies data were presented only for the
farm popualation. The present report extends
the analysis {o the entire rural population,
Thus, comparisons can be made between
the potential laber 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 toc 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
survival and retirement from 1960 to 1970
of persons in the working ages atthebepin-
ning of the decade and the projected sur-
vival of persons who would become of
working age during the decade, The meas-

1 Benjamin 5, Bradshaw ls now with the Department of Socicle

ogg, Brown University,
Underlined {igures in parenthesis refer to references cited
on page 2i.
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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 Yo 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, ecomnomic 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 by age 20, However, re-
placement measures using the age group
18-64 could not be computed for all areas

‘by residence and coler because of the un-

availability of necessary age data.
Throughout the report, ratios and rates
are shown only if the data used were based
on a departing peopulation deemed large
enough tc 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, Inaddition,



in table 13 counties are identified which
included such a large military or other
esgsentially institutional element in the
rural-nonfarm population that resulting re-
placement measures rmight be misleading.

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

Replacement ratios andrates are a means
of indicating the degree to which a popula-
tion group is replacing itself ocver time.
For the wovking-age population of a given
area, a replacement ratio of more than
100 shows that the number of men of
working age wonld 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 nonet inmigra-
tion or outmigration occurred,

In the absence of development of new
economic resgurces or further development
of existing resources, areas of high re-
placement ratios and rates are those 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
unusually rapid economic expansion.
Furthermore, there may be deficits of
particular types of labor--for example,
professional or skilled workers--in areas
of only modest economic growth while the
local supply of other labor categories is
in substantial surplus,

On the other hand, anarea witha moderate
ratio may be an area of larger-than-
indicated surplus if its economic cpportuni-
ties are declining, The ratios for the farm
pepulation 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 rmen 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 gr more of farm products in 1959
would be about one-sixth as numerous as
the total of farm boys aged 10-19 in 1960
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who will become 20-29 in the current
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,°

Despite the fact that replacement ratios
and rates alone do not contain sufficient
information to allow an evaluation of eco-
nuomic 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 menfor whom
additional jobs will have to be found some-
where 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, andtointerrelation-
ships of rural rescurces and population
rmay make use of such measures. Table 13
indicates counties desipgnated 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.?

REPLACEMENT RATIOS AND RATES
FOR RURAL MALES, 1860-70

[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 expectedthat about
700,000 of those aged 20 to 54 in 1960 will
die, and that the 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-
prlace the 3.0 million older men dying oz

BShoemaker. Karl, “'Impact of Economic Changes on the Farm
Community and on Opportunities for Furm Youth.' Paper pre-
sented at the Thirty-Ninth Annval Agricultural Cutlook Con-
ference, U,S. Department of Agriculture, Washington, D.C,
MNov, 1961,

For an explapation of redevelopment categories see {9



retiring, or about 177 entrants for every
100 departures fromthe working-age group.
Therefore, if the number of job epportuni-
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 millicn) of the
young rmen reaching working age would
find economic- oppertunity 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 ratic {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 ratic 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 ratics 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 ratioc 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 ratic 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
mates 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 weorking
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 l}. The rural ratio for
South Carclina 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 ratic 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 nenwhite 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 increase of only 9.7 percent 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 Divisionalse had rather
low ratios and rates.

Among the more than 3,000 counties in
the United States, Chattahoochee County,
Ga., had the highest replacement ratio {995).
This ratic is very misleading, however,
for the county is largely taken up by a
military base. 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 ruralmales
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aged 20-64 in this county was 388, and the
replacement rate 51,5 percent. The re-
placement ratio for rural nonwhite males
was 463, and their replacement rate was
71.9. Replacement measures for white
males in this county were also very high;
about 301 rural white men will enter the
working-age group for every 100 who will
leave it during the 1960's,

Other counties with extremely high re-
placement ratios were Leslie County, Ky.,
located in the Eastern Kentucky Coal Fields:
Wyoming. County, W. Va., in the southern
coal fields of that State; and Minidoka
County, Idaho, an agricultural county in the
reclamation area along the Snake River,

Liano County, Tex., in the eastern part
of Edwards Plateau, hadthe lowest replace-
ment ratio {59) for rural males. The re-
placement rate for this county implies a
15 percent decline in the male population
of working age during the present decade,
Liano County is a small county that is
losing young people, but has become =z
growing rural retirement area, About
18 percent of the rural male population of
Llano County was 65 years old or over in
1960, compared 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-
ment areas with replacement ratics of less
than 90, In such areas, some retired men
enter who are less than 65 years old and
thus add to the calculated future departures
from working age.

Among neonretirement counties that have
low replacement ratios and rates, are Nye
County, Nev,, an older mining area {79}and
Saline County, Nebr,, a Corn-Belt farming
county (82), Chart 2 shows the variation
among counties inrural replacement ratios,

Rural ¥arm Areas, --Replacement ratios
and rates for the farm male population of
working age were in general somewhat
lower than those for total rural and rural
nonfarm males. In most instances this is
largely the result of protracted migration
from farming areas which has occurred
because of changing agricuitural techniques,
market conditions, desire for urban oppoz-
tunities, and other reasons. The farm popu-
lation of many areas is characterized by a
bimodal age distribution in which there are
large numbers of late-middle-aged persons
and school-age children, but relatively
small numbers 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 much larger
proportion of young children,

It is estimated that, in the absence of
migration, about 1.5 million young farm
males 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 males will leave the working ages
through death or retirement. The replace-
ment ratio for this population is 160; the
replacement rate is expected to be 16,7,

Among the four regions of the United
States, the South had the highest farm
ratic {176} and rate (21.3}, primarily be-
cause of the presence of a larpe, nonwhite
population of high fertility, Replacement
measures for white farm males inthe South
were not oult of line with those of white
males 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 males aged
20-64 in New England had the lowest re-
placement ratio (142}, in contrast to the
South Atlantic Division, where there were
almost twice as many entrants as depar-
fures, In the South Atlantic Division, South
Carolina had the highest farm replacement
ratic (255} and rate {38.5), which were
greater than those for any other State
{chart 3}.

The U.S. replacement ratio for nonwhite
farm males (266) was three-fourths higher
than that for white males (150}, and the
replacement rate for nonwhite males was
over three times that for white males,
Variation in replacement ratios and rates
for white males in different sections of
the United States was in general less
radical than that of nonwhite replacement
measures {chart 4}, There were no economic
subregions where white farm males had
replacement ratics of less than 100 nor
more than 240,

As stated earlier, high white replace-
ment measures usually accompanied high
nonwhite measures. For example, white
farm males in the Southern Coastal Plain
had mostly above average ratios and rates,
the highest being in the Pee Dee and Lumber
River Subregion in North and South Carolina,
where the replacement ratio was 234 and
the rate 30.4, White farm replacement
measures were also high in Southern
Appalachian areas, such as the coal-mining
areas of eastern Kentucky, western Virginia,
and scuthern West Virginia, the mountainous
areas of eastern Tennessee and western
North Carolina, and the Tennessee Valley,
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The Middle Tennessee Valley and Sand
Mountain Subregion of Alabama had the
highest replacement rate for white farm
males {26,3) of any subregion in this latter
group. The ratio of this subregion was 202,

The Mississippi Delta was also a zone
of relatively high white replacement ratios,
with all subregions exceeding 185, and
rates of 22 and above. The Crowley's Ridge
and Arkansas Prairies Subregion had the
highest replacement measures in the Delta
Area, having a ratic of 210 and a rate of
27.6. This subregion is distinguished by
large-scale rice production, mixed with
srnaller cotton operations,

Two other areas have very high white
farm replacement ratios, The Southwest
Nerth Dakota and Northern Montana Plains
Subregion, an area of spring wheat and
cattle grazing, has long been an area of
high population fertility, despite long-term
outmigration from the rural population. The

; —
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replacement rate for this subregionimplied
a 21 percent increase for the white farm
male population of working ages during the
present decade, Another area of high fer-
tility is the Snake River Valley, Wasatch
Front, and Utah Valley Subregion, with a
large number of persons of the Mormon
faith whose families aretraditionallylarge,

At the other extreme, in27 ocithe 121 eco-
nomic subregions, white farm males were
characterized by virtually stable working-
age groups with replacement ratios between
100 and 129 and rates below 10 percent.
These areas of stability cr moderate po-
tential increase present a peculiar cross
section of subregions, ranging from those
with extremely prosperous agriculture to
those with only mediocre farm opportuni-
ties, Areas such as southern and western
California, the Florida Penninsula, and the
northeastern Atlantic Metropolitan Belt
have many intensive and profitable farming
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operations, whereas many areas of
Missouri, central Texas, Arkansas, and
elsewhere have large numbers of marginal
farms which have been giving up migrants
te 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 of sales,
and farm products,

The nonwhite farm population is located
primarily in two large regions with quite
different ethnic composition. One of these
is inthe South, whichincludes almast 93 per«
cent of the nonwhite farm population and
where nonwhites are almost entirely Negro.
There is an unbroken belt of economic sub-
regions, ezch with a nonwhite farm male
replacement ratic 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
Carclina, western South Carolina, and
north-central Georgia, and (3) the Missis-
sippi River Delta Area, extending from
southeastern Misscuri 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 zrea 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 sparsely distributed, comprised largely
of American Indians and a smaller number
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of Japanese, Much of this territory had re-
placement 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 matles
{45.3), ranging between 20 and 45 percent.

There were five subregions where re-
placement ratios for 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 number of older, single men who are
survivers of pre-World War Dimmigration,
The otiher three areas, located in the West
North Central and East North Central Divi-
sions, have small, scattered, and decreasing
nonwhite farm populations whichare mostly
Negre., Among these areas, the Southern
Iowa-Northern Missouri-West Central
Nlinois 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 inreplacement measures
for the rural-nonfarm than for the farm
area male population, Except inthe Southern
States east of the Mississippi River and in
much of the grain-producing areas of the
North Central Region, the major part of the
conterminous United States had rural-
nonfarm replacement ratios ranging between
150 and 225, withreplacement rates between
10,0 and 25.0 percent. The ratic for the
Nation was 184, and the rate was 17,3; South
Carolina hadthe highest rural-nonfarm ratio
{288), and Iowa the lowest ratic {132}
{chart 5).

The eastern Southern States, extreme
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 replacement
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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ratio was affected by large military con-
centrations,

In contrast to sections with medium and
high rural-nonfarm replacement measures,
much of the North Central grain-producing
country, the Hudson River Valley, therural
environs of New York City, the Lehigh
Valley and anthracite areas of Pennsylvania,
andthe Florida Peninsula had rural-nonfarm
replacement ratios ranging between 100 and
149, Replacement rates pgenerally 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 gecgraphic divisions the nonwhite
rural-nonfarm replacement measures are
somewhat higher thanthose 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 alsc lower than those of
whites in the FEast North Central Division,
Each of these cases illustrates not so much
2 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 suchlow rates,
The large concentration of males in theage
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 inreplacement measures among
rural-nonfarm males in metropeolitanareas
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as compared with nonmetropolitan areas.$
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,

s Merropoliten and nonmetropoliten rural-nonfarm replacement
measures were obtained by summation of rural-nonfarm working-~
age populetions, entrents, and departures for all metropolitan
and nonmetropalitan State economic aress ps Identified in the
1960 Census of Population, Metropolitan areas are identified by
alphabetic codes, nonmetropolitan areas are fdentified by numeric
codes {see tebles 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 groupandthe
numbers of entrants and departures arenot
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
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rates are alsc 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 Il percent
since 1940, although the farm population
during the same period decreased about 50
percent,

This illustrates the fact that although
heavy outmigration greatly reduces the
amount of the existing and oncoming labor
force living onfarms, it does not necessarily
alter radically the proportion of farm
youtlis who are in excess of the number of
jobs vacated by deaths or retirements,,In
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the long run, only changes in the rute 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 farmilies have re-
mained fairly high and in some areas have
even increased, thus serving to sustain the
replacement ratios.

In the shorter run, selective cutmigration
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
undoubtedly explains much of the ob-
served reduction in the U.S. farm




replacement ratio from 179 in 1940 to 160
in 1960.

There was much more consistency of
trend among the States betweenthe 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 declineg in the ratios of 33 States. The
exceptions were scattered among all States,
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 decline in U.5. 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 Scuth. All the Northeastern
and North Central States, except Missouri,
and all the Western States (except New
Mexice) had either the same or higher
ratios in 1960-70 than in 1950-60, To 2
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 developrents, Patterns of popu-
lation fertility, mortality, and migration,
which determine the apge structure of a
population at the beginning of a period for
which rerlacement 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 1950.860 decade, Scuth Carolina,
North Carolina, Georgia, West Virginia,
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, New
Mexico, and Utah all had ratios of more
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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 1954,
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 ceefficient
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 forthe
1950-60 and 1960-70 decades,

Some striking changes inthe 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 of the 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 (L}. In con-
trast, there is greater concentration of
white rural migrants among the young, with
less outmigration of middle-aged personsg
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 inthe
South had a higher white than nonwhite ratio.
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CHART 9

On a subregional basis, percent Southern States,showeddeclinesinreplace-
differences in 1950-60and 1960-70 replace- ment ratios throughout its length, including
ment ratios demonstrate even more clearly that portion which extends into the coal and
the regional bifurcation in frends, Not a iron area around Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania.

single economic subregion which lay en- Except in the Wabash River Valley, which
tirely in the South showed an increase in is really a part of the Corn Belt, most of
replacement ratio for the male farm popu- this area has been utilized for a great many

lation aged 20-64 between 1950-60 and years for small commercial farma, which
1960-70. The ratio for the South Jersey produce modest crops of grains, soybeans,
Coast, Delmarva, and Virginia Peninsulas tobacco, and some peaches, and for sub-
Subregion, which lies in both the Northeast sistence residential farms, A decrease in
and the South, increased slightly between the replacement ratio also occurred in the
the two decades, On the other hand, outside Pennsylvania Anthracite Subregion, where
the South, the replacement ratios for almost many farms are primarily residential in
every subregion either increased between character, although poultry, dairying, and
the two decades or remained virtually specialty farming are of some importance.

stable (change of plus-or-minus 5 percent), There were several areas which showed
The exceptional cases are of some interest, marked increases in replacement ratios
The Ohio River Valley, which borders the between 1950-60 and 1960-70. Among these
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CHART 10

were subregions lying along the shores of
the Great Lakes from northern New Yorkto
Green Bay, Wisconsin, Thisbeltis typically
anarea of rural population growth associated
with commuting to off-farm jobs., Most of
this area had increases in ratiocs 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 MNorthern economi¢ subregions
which experienced substantial increages 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.
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iIn 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 anddiversification
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 agricultural produc-
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
foxr the farm population between the 1950
and 1960 decades can be determined only
for the South, While every economic sub-
region in the South exhibited either an
overall decrease or stability in ratios be-
tween decades, the trends in the white and
nonwhite coler groups were mixed. Only
one subregion, the Edwards Plateau Sub-
region of Texas, showed an increase in
replacement ratios for white males--from
107 to 108, Ratios for white males declined
in every other subregion, some by very

large amounts, Ratios for nonwhite matles,
on the other hand, increased in several
areas, such as the Southeastern Coastal
Plain, the Northern end of the Piedmont,
the Florida Peninsula, the Mississippi Delta,
and the Gulf Coast of Texas and Louisiana.
Nonwhite replacement ratios in most of the
rest of the South declined.

Charts 11 and 12 show the similarity of
patierns of potential replacement of non-
whites among the State economic areas in
the 1950-60 and 1960-70 decades.

L. 5, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

REPLACEMENT RATIOS OF RURAL-FARM
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CHART 12

REPLACEMENT MEASURES FOR WHITE
PERSONS OF SPANISH SURNAME AND
ANGLO-AMERICANS

[Refer to table 14,]

Because perscns of Spanish- Americanand
Mexican-American descent form a large
and distinctive ethnic group of considerable
importance in Arizona, California,
Colorade, 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 termed the "Anglo-
American' population--by subtracting data

© The Bureau of the Census in 1960, as in 1950, identified
white persons of Spanish surname in rhese Stetes, For sources
of data for this Section see (8).
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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 States, 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 te 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




the proup and the comparatively large
proportion of foreilgn-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-
surnarme population is a "young" population
with a large proportion of children and
youth, In 1960, 49 percent of the ruralmale
population of Spanish surname were under 20
years of age, compared with 39 percent of
rural Anglo-American males, This implies
that a relatively much larger number of
entrants intce 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 20to 34, Thus,
they do not materially affect the number of
entrants to the working ages, and because
of their low mertality add only a small
number to the departures, However, their
presence in the base population has the
effect of lowering the replacement rate
below that normally implied by replacement
ratios of the size of those found among the
Spanish-Americans,

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
more nearly like that of the white rural
population of the total United States, with
sizable numbers of children under age 15,
but a relative defigit of young males aged
20-34, and a high concentration of persons
in the older age groups. Furthermore, the
comparatively few foreign-bornpersons are
mostly in the older age groups, rather than
in the age group 20-34, as in the Spanish-
surname population,

The methods used in computing 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-surname age dis-
tribution on replacement measures for total
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whife males becomes 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 males were about twice
as high as those for Anglo-Americanmales.
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-surpame males of 1960 will
be reaching working age during the 1960's,
compared with 29,000 expected departures
through death or retirement. The replace-
ment ratio is 282. The comparable ratio for
the Anglc whites was 157, orlittle more than
half as high. For the Spanishmen, the over-
all difference in replacement ratios between
the farm and nonfarm rural population was
negligible (269 vs, 286}, By contrast, the
nonfarm ratio of the Anglos (172) consid-
erably exceeded the ratio for farm men
{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 comparable re-
placement rate for Anglo whites is just 13,
Therefore, the need for creationof employ-
ment outlets for rural Spanish-Americans
is much greater in relation to jobs nowheld
by them than is true ofthe Anglo population,

Among the five Southwestern States, the
variation in total rural replacement ratios
for the Spanish population was minox,
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 cbserved was 484 in
the farm population of Arizona, In this
State, there are few Spanish farm residents
above the age of 55, but there are a fair
number of young men aged 10-19, resulting
in a very high ratio,

In Texas, the State withthe largest number
of rural Spanish-American 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 replacement ratio in Texas of
139 indicates 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 newentrants were only 10 per-
cent as numerous as the existing rural work-
ing-age population, but among the Spanish,
net entrants were 35 percent as numerous 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 propoer-
tionately among the wvarious 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 apg-
gravated by high ratios and rates of addi-
tional entrants into the labor force, The
Anglo-white rural population is quite adis-
tinct population from the Spanish in its
demographic structure, Angleo-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 economic subregions. If sep-
arate replacement measures could be com-
puted for these areas, it is very probable
that (e relatively high ratios and rates
shown for total white males in many areas
of the Southwest in this report could be
traced to the demopgraphic effect of the
Spanish-surname population. This would
especially be ftrue for subregions lying
along the Mexican border, where a large
propertion of the rural Spanish.surname
population resides.

REPLACEMENT MEASURES FOR COUN-
TIES GROUPED BY MEDIAN INCOME

[Refer to table 15.]

Table 15 shows the variation in farm re-
placement ratics and rates for counties
grouped according to median farm family
income in 195%. In general, counties with
low median income had considerablyhigher
rates and ratios than counties with high
inceme. 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 groupof counties inwhichmedianincome
was $6,000 or more. Replacement rates
ranged from 42,3 percent in the lowest to
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11.1 percent in the highest income class.
Mast 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 werking
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 Acteligibility
criteria: (1} Section 5{a) areas--those
large labor-market areas in which non-
temporary unemployment was é 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 persistentunem-
ployment, and {3} the noneligible counties,
which have better economic conditions and
are not eligible for Federal assistance
under the Act {F).

At the U,S, level, there is notagreat 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-nonfarm 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 ratiocs 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 2,—Rural-nonfxrm males, #2084 Mmbor {n working-uge geosp in 1960, uwnd entrants and
departires during 1950-70, by eolor, for Unlked Stutes, regions, divisions, and States
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Trble 3.--fural-fam roles, 20-64:  fdumber in working-nge greup in 1960, and entronts opd departicos
during 1760-10, Ly color, for United Staten, rogionn, divislonn, anl States
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Tghle h,asBural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-faim males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by
eolor, for conterminous United States and reglong, 1960-T0 and 1350-60

Regidence and : - 1960-70 n ‘ .1950"60 .
Bres . Total | Wnlte | Nonvhite . Total . VWhite | Nonwhite
RURAL
Replacement ratios 1/ :

United States : 176 170 239 159 153 2
Northeast : 158 158 169 126 126 1sk
North Cemtral : 157 157 167 132 131 152
South : 199 187 250 200 192 230
West : 7t 176 190 14 143 168

Replacement rates 2/ :

United States s 7.1 15.6 33.1 12.5 11.1 26.4
Northeast 1 12.6 12.6 14.6 5.7 5.6 1.h
Rorth Central :  13.5 13.5 15.2 7.3 T.2 12,1
South s 2.7 18.7 36.5 19.8 7.7 8.6
West :  16.2 16.1, 18.6 9.3 9.0 13.8

RURAL NONFARM :
Replacement ratios 1/ :

United Stetes : 184 179 208 151 148 185
Northeast : 159 159 171 124 123 157
North Central s 16k 164 168 125 12k 148
South : 210 203 239 192 193 190
West : 184 184 193 150 18 191

Replacement rates 2/

United States 17.2 16.1 28.8 1c.0 9.3 7.1
Northeast : 3.4 3.1 17,1 k.9 4.8 1.7
North Central :  13.9 13.8 1h.6 5.h 5.3 10.4
South : 21,9 19.9 32,1 15.9 25.4 18.0
West 1 16.6 16.5 8.2 9.6 9.3 16.8

RURATL, FARM
Replacement ratios 1/ :

United States : i6o 150 266 168 158 251
Northeagt : 152 152 13%L 23k 134 138
Forth Central : 1k6 146 160 137 137 162
South : 176 153 274 206 190 260
Weat : 156 155 180 135 134 1%0

Replacement rates g/

United States 1 16,6 13.9 b5l 16.2 13.8 35.7
Northeast :  13.9 13.9 8.7 8.4 B.% 9.1
North Central :  12.8 12.7 19.9 9.2 g.2 7.7
South : 21.3 15.1 k.6 al, o 20.4 37.7
West +  1k.9 14.6 20.9 8.7 8.7 9.1

1/ The replacement ratio is the expected number of entrents into the age group 20-64
years per 100 expected departures resulting from depth or fiom reaching retirement age, on the
assumption of no migration during the decade.

g/ The replacement rate is the number of entrents minus the number of departures expressed as
a percentage of the mumber in the &8¢ group Z0-6% years et the beginning of the decade, on the
agsumption of no migration during the decede.
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Teble 5.--Rural apd rursleoonfarm pales, 20-64: Replacement ratica and rmtes, by color, for United States, reglona,
divisionn, and Statas, 1550-TO

{Ratica apd yntes not shown for aress with fewer than 100 departures)

; Rural . Rural nonfarm
Ares H Heplacemant ration LS H Replacement rates 27 H Replacements ratica lg i _neplacexsant ratea 2(
: Total | Wnite | Nonvhite , Total . Wnite Jonuhite . Total | White , Noowhite . Total . Mhite [ Nonvhite
United States 3/ T I7T 171 237 17.1 15.6 2.6 164 180 225 17.3 16.2 28.1
Morthesst r 158 158 169 12.6 12.6 W6 159 15% 171 13,h 1a.h 1.8
North Central r 15T 157 18T 13.5 13.5 15.2 164 164 168 13.9 13.8 14,6
South 1 199 187 250 217 8.7 36,5 210 207 239 21.9 19.9 32.1
Weat 4/ : T 176 150 16,2 16,1 18.6 18 184 153 16.6 15,5 18.2,
New Epgland + 162 162 14 3.1 13.2 7.2 164 164 15 13.2 13.3 7.0
Middle Atlantlc t 156 156 172 12.h 12.3 16,1 157 156 115 12.1 12.0 16.5
East North Centmml 164 165 1k 1.5 b6 9.1 113 173 13 15.0 15.1 9.3
¥Went North Centyml : 1hE LT 208 11.9 .7 2.7 1L8 1bT 214 11.5 1.2 2h.3
South Atlaptic [ ) 200 271 23.0 19.6 31.3 221 212 255 2.4k 20.3 32,k
Eart South Central E- ] 19% 2L3 23,6 20.8 38,4 221 214 233 ah.2 22,7 3.2
Vest South Central 169 160 21k 17.2 k.7 31.9 160 173 212 18.4 16.2 30,1
Mauntain E 1] 187 271 w.o 185.0 32,k 197 191 B 18.9 17.8 2.0
Pacific &/ ;169 X7 134 k.7 15.1 T.h 178 180 136 15.4 15.8 7.5
Hew England H -
Malne r 166 165 233 15.0 15.0 15.5 168 168 233 15.1 15.1 1h.g
Few Hampahlre + 148 148 - 1.1 1l.1 -— 145 1kt -— 1.1 11.2 ---
Yermont : 167 166 - 6.0 14.1 _——— 167 168 -— 15.6 15,7 -
Hassachunstts 1 162 162 154 12.5 12,5 8.5 164 164 154 12.7 12.8 .k
fhode Island 1 176 176 - 1h.7 14,8 -— 178 178 - 14 8 1h.g ---
Connectlent : 16} 161 12k 12.1 12,2 by 16h 164 2k 12, 12.6 hol
Hiddle Atlontic H
Rew York : 153 152 179 1t.9 11.8 15.3 154 153 182 1.8 1.7 15.7
few Jeroey E 1S 1h2 175 9.6 g.1 17.3 1h8 145 160 10.1 3.6 1B.2
Fennoylvania ER I -] 162 164 13.3 13.3 16.0 161 161 16h 12.8 12.8 16.0
Ezat Marth Centrol H
Chlo 178 -] i5L 1,7 16.7 11.8 190 150 156 17,5 17.6 12.3
1ndiana ;168 168 115 15,1 15.2 3.4 185 184 127 16.6 16.7 5.5
Illnods E 1] 143 113 6.2 10.3 h.3 148 1hy 171 19.7 10.9 b6
Michigan F 175 12 16.3 16.6 7.2 182 A8k 132 16,5 16,7 6.8
Wiaconsin o 15h 154 225 13.% 13.4 33.9 15 1Ll 228 10.8 10.5 L8
Weat Horth Central H
Hinneeots : 151 151 200 11.1 13.0 25,1 168 N7 208 1.5 11.3 24.8
lova T 1hs 1b5 fi5 1.6 11.6 -18.2 132 132 TL 8.2 8.3 -ih.1
Mipaouri : 1hg 143 06 11.6 11.3 27.3 16h 163 201 ih.2 13.5 ab.2
¥arth Dakoto ;186 164 310 15.9 15,1 h1.1 153 e 315 2.9 11,9 39.5
South Dukatn 1 152 1T 7T 13.1 2.0 38.5 1hg 136 297 12.2 9,6 h2.0
Hebraaks : 137 137 77 3.7 9.6 16.2 135 13k 205 8.8 8.6 20,7
Konana : Lo o 132 9.9 0.0 5.6 151 151 137 1L.3 11,5 6.2
South Atlantlc H
Delnvnre r165 164 169 124 12.0 168 176 78 Lo 13.3 13.1 1.5
Maryland ) 183 201 16.8 16.0 2.2 193 191 201 17.2 1h.k4 2.6
¥irginin : 196 183 219 1.7 18.1 28,3 210 209 aih 20,4 19.5 24,0
Weat Yiegloln Tt 200 202 160 23.0 23.1 21.2 206 209 142 23.7 23.8 21,5
Hovth Curoling : 235 216 3. 25.8 21,6 Lp,2 aua 239 ably 2h.9 22.3 36.6
South Corollina FR- i 22 b8 33.2 2h.8 52.3 288 26T 313 31.6 26.0 h1.2
Genrgin P11 20k 284 25,1 20.5 ha2.1 235 il 277 24.6 21.3 37.6
Flarida ;168 162 202 1.3 13.1 .G 169 164 196 .0 13.0 9.6
Eaat South Central H
Kentuchy r w3 20h 150 22.6 23.0 12.7T 23k 238 150 25.5 26,1 13.9
“Yenn=saze T 197 106 a0} 1.3 20,9 26.6 221 225 184 23.0 23,2 20.5
Aaobura ;210 163 260 ah.t 19.9 h1.3 217 20k a53 23.8 20,1 371
Misainsippl @207 I 238 27.0 1€.8 Wb, 210 1fig 2kh 24,5 18.2 38.0
West South Central :
Arknnena ;o AT2 162 216 19.4 16,2 35.8 173 165 209 18.5 15.7 2.8
Loutainnn -] 184 21 3,1 18.0 6.7 205 193 23 22.3 16.3 31.5
Ohlahoms 15T 153 205 15.3 13.9 31,1 172 166 ade 17.5 15.8 .0
Taxna v 158 154 186 [} 13.1 2h.q 17h 172 190 16.6 15.6 23,7
Hountain H
Hantann : 17h 170 272 15.9 15.0 .2 181 175 286 16,0 15.2 35.9
Tdnne 189 190 i) 19.6 19.6 1T.h 190 160 201 18.1 18.1 214
Wyoming T A6% 164 239 e 13.9 27.5 162 16a 268 13.2 12.8 29.0
Colornao 181 182 282 11.6 7.5 21.7 188 187 279 18.4 17. 21,2
Wew Mexlco 2B 231 286 25.h 2h1 b1 253 2hd 287 26.5 ] 9.5
Arlzonn : f02 181 281 18.9- .9 35.3 199 119 285 17.9 4.3 b3
Utah : 2ly 218 226 ah.y 2h. 22.% 218 218 211 23.3 23k 18.9
levada 1T 139 230 9, 7.0 ah.1 152 k5 RS 9.7 B.5 25.h
Fncific H
Hnehington : ITL 1T 181 15.1 15.2 1h.o ik 176 12 15.2 15,3 1k.5
Orcgon + 158 158 280 FUN] 13.9 a5, T 166 200 1h.g 14,8 23.0
Cnlifornia ER -] 176 122 VR 15.h 5.0 18z 186 124 15.6 16.3 5.2
Alaska I 271 315 20.2 16.8 32.8 286 27h % 20.2 16.9 32.8
liawal } : 185 h57 133 16.9 274 9.8 184 L6 127 16.3 27.7 .9

L/ Tne replacement rotio in the expected nurber of entrants into the age group 20-64 yenrs per 100 expected departureq resulting from dench
or from renching retirement age, on the negumption of ho migrntion during the decnde. 2/ The roplacement rate 1z the number of entyants minue
the nuzber of departursa expresaed as o percentage of the pumber [n the age group S0 years at the begloning of tha decade, of the ption of no
migratlen during the decnde. 3/ Includes Alaskn and Havail. 4 Exeludes Alucka and Howail.
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Tabie 6.--Rorn)-form nsles, 20-6i: Feplocement rotios, by color, for the United Biates, veglions,
diviolons, and States, 1960-TD, 1950-60, and 19hg-50 1f

{Ratizs not shown for mreas with fwver than 100 depurtures)

: 1660-70 N 1950460 2/ . 15h0-50 2/
Area H 3 : H H f H [ t
H Tatul i Whiie : Nonwhite @ Total = White @ Nenwhite Totul H HWinite 1 HKonwhite
United States 3f : p1) 150 266 168 158 251 1 175 byaco
Northenst : 152 158 134 13k 135
North Central : 16 16 160 137 i5h
South t 178 153 el 208 1450 260 210 21y A05
West 5/ : 153 155 180 135 137
Hew England : 1hz 1ka — 18 133
Midale Atlantic H 15h 15k 130 135 134
East Horth Central 3 Iy 1L 116 133 e
West Horth Cenkral H b 1k 1658 1kl 163
South Atluntic H 149G 162 3lz 223 199 262 219 210 217
Eact South Central 7 119 160 758 215 204 253 219 2y 194
West Soubh Ceptral : 1h7 136 221 176 157 216 2gh 207 191
Mountnin : 160 176 P51 166 163
Pacilic 5/ : 138 13% 123 us 18
New England '
Maine H 150 150 —- 150 RELY
¥ew Hoopehive . 135 134 - 114 131
Yoot H B 1G8 —— 160 1he
Mazzachuseiie H 123 n3 — 112 132
Rhode Island : 136 135 -— 119 129
Connecticul H s s ——— oo 1x7
Middle Atlantle :
Hew York : 18 148 13¢ dah 119
Hew Jerscy B 113 113 14 gh 121
Pennsylvania ! 1o 168 — 15h 162
East Nerth Cenkrol :
Chlo B 18 1B ] 135 1h3
Indtana H 138 138 -— 125 1k
Illineds H 132 131 o 125 1k
Michigan H ST 157 13 13h 1k
Wieconsib : 167 oy — 1k& 153
Wost Morth Central H
Mlnnesota : ik 15U — 14y 187
Tows ' 156 156 -— 148 159
Mzsourd : ik 122 ¥lh 133 161
North Dukotn : 179 148 -— 17h 179
South Dakatn H 155 2145 ] 16 173
Hebragks : 1ho T —_ 134 166
Kansns : 126 176 — 124 1hg
SoulLh Atlentic H
Detoware H 12h 120 Wf 188 126 115 1ho | %) 124
¥aryland : 154 iy 200 155 1.3 1gh 157 15% 156
Virginias t 162 1hé 233 L8B3 179 218 198 203 185
West ¥irginia : 154 160 — 210 Fat] 153 217 217 174
North Carclina : 213 175 376 243 217 313 239 #ha 213
Soutl Carolinu : 255 176 370 267 212 333 2la 2ho 752
Georgla t 15t 142 3or 236 207 307 a21 220 00
Florida : 161 18 262 8 165 230 18 192 170
East Sguth Central :
KenLucky H 160 161 -1 193 200 163 ] 25 b7
Tennesgce H 165 159 220 198 197 211 210 215 182
Alobama : 196 171 27h g 223 283 235 ahy 216
Menisslppl H 203 My A2 227 2] 293 =211 233 195
‘Hegt Seuth Cenbral H
ArkLnCag t L 159 = 192 190 200 207 283 171
Loulsians 1 193 157 275 29 108 53 21k 230 195
Qklehoms 1 133 132 153 172 171 187 209 210 135
Texan t 129 125 T 154 W7 2ol 196 1k 203
Mountaln H )
Montune : 163 161, a1g 11e 119
Idsho : 188 184 Lo 170 154
Wyoming H e 271 —— 133 139
Celorade : 167 15 -— 187 154
Hew Mexico : 1ty 177 w3 215 217
Arizona H 216 19% 266 183 207
gah : 2n1 220 - ath 228
Heveda H 113 197 -— 103 oy
Facifle H
Waahinghon H 151 152 135 128 123
Qregun H 135 134 _— 7 119
Celifornin : 133 135 nz 105 115
Alpsha H 179 —— —_—
Hawali H 195 —n- 202

_]_.f The replacement ratic jo the expected numbep of entrants into the age groap 20-6h yearz per 100 expected departures resulting Urom death or
from Teaching retircment age, en the assumption of no migratien during the deeade. g,.l’ Excludes Alaska and Hewali, White und ponwhite ratios were
computed for the United States and South only. 3/ Includes Alnskn and faweil. L Hevised. 5/ Extludes Alaskn and Hewmid.
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Toble T.--Hural-furm meles, 20-50: Meplacement raben, by colar, for United Slates, reglons,
divisionn, and Btates, JGG0-70 und 1950-50

(Bates nol _shown for areas with fover thean 100 departures 1/
1960-10 195060 2f

White : Honwhite Totnl Wbita Homwhlte

"
[l
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1/ e replacement rate P the number of entranta minue the number of deprriures e;

xpresaed a0 a pergentege of the nusber in the age group 20-64
yenrd at the beglnning of fhe decsda, on the assumption ol no migratien Jurifg the decade. 2/ Bxcludes Alockn and Hawail, Whlte and ncnuﬁite rates
were computed for the United Btates and South only. 3 Includes Alnake and Hewali. b Fxelbdes Alasks and Hawafl.
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Table 8.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios, by color, for economic subregions; 1960-T0 _]J

(Ratios not shown for subregions with fewer than 100 departures)

L1861  VIVAddn o@F

Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farm
Economic. subregion
. Total White , Nomwhite Total Wnite Fopwhite , Total White Nonwhite
1 Northern New Eugland 161 161 192 163 163 195 152 152 -
2 New England Secondery Industrial 153 153 -—- 156 157 - 127 126 --
3 FEastern Massachusetts-Rhode Island 167 187 1k9 169 170 19 119 119 ——-
I Southern New England , 163 163 151 166 166 152 122 122 R
5 New York City and Environs 143 142 168 145 by 169 115 114 —
6 “Hudson Valley 136 133 300 138 13h 309 izz 1g2 -
7 St. Lawrence-Champlein 178 178 180 175 175 199 185 186 -
8 Eastern Lake Plains-Mohawk-Adirondack 163 163 128 163 164 120 159 159 -
9 Western Lake Plains-Ontario -Shore 156 157 13k 162 162 135 134 13k —
10 - Pennsylvania-New York Border 160 160 83 160 161 8 157 157 -
11 - Pennsylvania Anthracite 126 125 -— 12k 124 - 139 139 —
12 Lehigh Valley 1ko 1ka -=- 139 139 —— 152 151 ——-
13 * Philadelphia (Part in Pennsylvanie) 165 164 188 167 166 189 146 146 -
1k Philsdelphia (Part in New Jersey) 161 158 184 163 160 187 143 143 -
15 South Jersey Coast, Delmarva, and Virginia =
Peninsulas 157 150 182 164 157 186 123 117 152
16 Southeastern Pennsylvania-Northern Marylend 178 177 21h 175 174 223 191 192 128
17 Northern Allegheny Mountains 170 in 143 168 168 1l 185 185 —
N 18  Shenandoah Valley-Blue Ridge 369 170 150 176 176 166 149 152 -
~0 19 Northern Piedmont 203 203 203 212 216 198 157 143 237
20 Central Virginia Piedmont : 175 167 193 189 189 189 142 119 207
21 Virginie-North Carclina Coastal Plein 240 179 299 25 202 284 234 17 321
22 North Carolina Tidewater 275 a2 283 299 311 273 227 198 307
23 Pee Dee and Lumber River 326 291 377 3k 335 350 309 234 Lok
24 North Carolina Upper Coastal Plain ° 2h7 218 300 257 243 283 239 197 316
25 014 Belt Brightleaf Tobacco 210 188 286 221 206 281 196 161 292
26 Central Appalachisn Ridge and Valley 191 192 167 20k 207 166 15k 154 -—-
27 Pittsburgh Steel and Bituminous Fuel 169 169 k2 i72 172 1hk 4 144 e
28 Northeastern Ohin-Northwestern Pennsylvania 178 178 138 181 182 140 162 162 =
29 East Central Ohio-Northwestern West Virginia 170 170 188 178 77 200 k2 143 ———
30 Central Allegheny Plateau 189 189 131 199 200 14k 154 15k ———
31 Southern Appalachian Coal Mining 2k3 2kt 173 252 257 173 198 199
32 Southern Appalachian Ridge and Valley 206 206 179 225 227 184 170 flval
33 Southern Blue Ridge Mountains 206 206 206 224 22k 213 164 164
34 Central Piedmont 217 205 283 231 222 281 171 147
35 -South Carolina~Georgia Fall Line Sand Hills 325 329 316 350 372 310 227 163
36 South Carolina~Georgia Upper Coastel Plain 277 201 363 277 227 340 276 164
37 - South Carolina-Georgia Atlantic Flatwoods 306 293 325 327 323 333 219 188
38  Georgia-Florida Lower Coastal Plain 214 196 258 214 203 237 213 183
39 ' Florida Peninsula 138 135 167 139 136 166 127 123
40 Florids Flatwoods 229 232 206 235 2ho 209 169 170
41 Georgia-Alabams Centrsl Coastal Plain 220 181 2gk 23h 205 283 203 156
L2  Southern Piedmont 209 184 299 222 199 306 171 136
43 Georgia-Alebama Appalachian Ridge -and Valley 205 203 221 - 212 211 220 173 169 229
hi TEastern and Western Highland Rim 185 186 154 206 207 184 169 170 108

See footnote at end of table.




Table 8.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios, by color, for ecoromic subregions, 1960-70 y ~ Continued

(Ratios not shown for subregions with fewer than 100 deparmres)

igsL vivadn (O)f

Rural : Rural nonfarm H Rural farm
Economic subregion H d
Total | White ' Nomwhite ° Total ; Wnite ° Nonwhite ‘ Total , White | Nonwhite
L5  Kentucky Bluegrass : ;166 169 122 18 188 130 152 155 106
46 - Ohio-Indiana Flatlands St 175 176 135 19% 195 136 132 132 -
47  West Central Ohio-Central Indiana s+ 181 181 175 20k 205 181 133 133 ac-
L8 "Michigan-Ohio-Indiana Tri-State CRRD 4§ 112 97 184 185 97 152 152 97
49. Southeastern Michigan i 181 182 i24 191 193 122 155 155 =—-
50 . Western Michigan Lake Shore : 182 183 kg 191 192 164 160 162 105
51  Lower Wabash and Ohio Valley : 150 150 139 162 162 149 130 130 -
52 "South Central Indiana and West Central z(entucky: :
Hills ;193 194 184 225 227 199 150 150 107
53 - Pennyroyasl and Jackson Purchase FO N d 176 180 22k 227 205 134 132 148
54 Nashville Basin : 162 164 147 184 193 135 139 136 166
55 Middle Tennessee Velley and Sand Mountain . 216 215 229 225 22 210 207 202 259
56 Alabama Upper Coastal Plain o191 182 216 195 192 203 181 161 2kl
57 -Alabama-Mississippi Black Prairie + 2bo 178 290 256 216 295 221 127 285
58  Central Gulf Coast :. 198 189 225 200 192 222 188 176 2L8
59 Misgissippi~Alabama Piney Woods and Southern
‘. Brown Loam + 198 161 258 208 182 248 18k 131 27k
60 Tennessee-Migeissippi Fall Line Slopes and :
w Pine Hills : 165 158 222 171 170 180 160 148 263
o 61 Tennessee-Mississippi River Hills ;219 199 246 231 237 219 209 160 262
62 Southern Illinois : - 13k 134 153 k7 146 163 115 115 —=-
63 " East Central Illinois . : 1h1 k2 93 143 1hs 9 135 135 ---
64 Southern Lake Michigan Industrisl Comurbation : 169 169 146 175 176 146 145 1k5 ena
65 Esstern Wisconsin : - 159 159 215 153 152 227 170 170 -
66 Northern Woods : 153 152 207 151 kg 199 160 159 -—-
67 . Central Wisconsin 161 161 - 1kg 149 ~o 173 173 ---
68 Upper Mississippi River Hill lands t 0155 155 -ne 148 148 -- 162 162 .-
69 Corn Belt-Dairy Transition ¢ 153 153 - 139 139 ——— 166 166 ~o-
70  Eastern Iowa-Western Illinois t 0 1hT L7 86 1h2 2 90 152 . 152 -
T1 -Southern Iowa-Northern Missouri-West Central
Illinois. : 120 - 120 85 123 12k 105 116 nuy - - 37
72 Missouri-Illinois Ozark-Corn Beit '
Transition . . : 143 143 142 156 156 2 118 118 -—-
73 Ozark Plateau ;157 156 315 180 179 355 - 125 126 o
74 'Middle Arkansas Valley and Ozark Slopes : 160 156 205 168 164 209 143 141 191
75 Crowley's Ridge and Arkansas Prairies : 200 19k 239 186 177 2h1 214 210 237
76 Mississippi Delta : s 217 195 ol 209 197 227 228 192 27
77 .Louisiana Sugarcane : 232 224 2ké 236 231 25 206 187 261
78 Louisiana-Texas Coast Prairies - 181 178 200 192 191 197 150 142 213
79 Texas-Louisiana Timbered ¢ 157 149 183 162 155 185 133 12k 170
80 Arkansas-Louisiana-Texas Coastal Plain : - 1kg 132 193 161 145 199 119 103 174
81 Ouachita Mountains ¢ 1kg 146 178 156 154 182 127 126 155
82 Springfield Upland : 139 136 - 210 151 146 247 123 123 120
83 Flint Hills and Cherokee Plains :. 153 152 183 173 172 191 121 121 k5
84 ' Kansas-Missouri Corn Belt Border s 117 117 137 132 132 132 106 106 -

. See footnote at end of tsgble.




Table 8.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rurel-farm males, 20-64: Replacemen'l". ratios, by eolor, for economic subregions,-1960~70 1./ ~ Continued

{Ratios not shown for subregions with fewer than 100 departures)

' : Rural :
Economic subregion : :

Rural nonfarm : Rural farm

I3

Total | nite | Nomvhite | Total . Wnite . Nonhite ; Total | White | Homhite

Central Missouri River Valley ; : .1kh 1hh 155 150 150 16k 138 138
North Central Iowa~Southwestern Minnesota : 148 148 - 137 138 --= 156 156
Minnesota~-South Dakota Corn Belt Margin + 137 137 —— 117 i 117 -—— 152
Minnesota Forest Margin + o 1kk by 191 143 W1 206 146
Red River Valley 1 1 — 141 1ko
North Dakota Central Plateau 167 164 327 151 176
Black Prairies (Southern part) ¢ b5 1kl . 128 127 lﬁg 159
Nebraska-South Dakota Corn Belt Margin o 12 1k 351 130 389 149 19
Kansas-Nebraska Corn Belt-Winter Wheat : :
Transition H 120 120 e 109 ——— 129 129
Wichita Prairies ;143 142 185 163 162 121 122
Central Oklahoma . : 156 150 191 164 158 199 140 137
Grand Prairie and West Cross Timbers oo Uy 10 2ké 159 113 112
Pexas Blackland ¢ 15 138 193 , 167 11 104
Corpus Christi-San Antonio - H 200 203 227 125 15T 159
Lower Rio Grande Valley s 2uh6 246 282 ——- 1 188
Edwards Plateau v 13b 135 92 15k 8y 108 108
Texas-Oklahoma Rolling Plains ;151 k7 234 169 124 123
Southern High Plains s 191 190 218 192 182 191 188
South Central Plains 1162 161 2lis 164 2hg 158 157
Western South Dakota, Northwest Nebraske, and
Southeast Montana T 160 152 263 i5h 28k 150 150
Southwest North Dakota and Northern Montana . ‘
Plains ;195 192 255 . 18k 1] 202 200
Upper Platte River, Yellowstone Valley, and Big: : )
Horn Basin 173 172 227 165 231 183 183
107 -Southeast Colorado and Northwest New Mexico t 0196 196 wim 210 e 171 172
108 Trans Pecos:-and Southern New Mexico ;243 268 260 2713 187 187
109 Rocky Mountain , : 181 286 181 292 159 153
110 Palouse-Columbia River Basin . 169 243 177 290 148 149 -
111 Yakima Valley-Okanogan Highlands : ' 17h 179 184 191 155 159
11?2 Snake River Valley, Wasatch Front, and Utah

Valley ‘ ;21 162 221 176 206 148
113 Western Desert, Semi-Desert, and Mountain i 161 ) 29k 150 290 156 308
114 Southern Arizona s 104 202 192 215 191 166
115 Southern California ;185 141 200 150 109 82
116 California Central Valley s 177 98 : 200 89 153 128
117 Central Peacific Coast and San Francisco Bay s 17h 127 190 13y 113 90
118 Northern Pacific Coast and Northern Puget Sound: - 152 170 15k 165 138 i
119 Southern Puget Sound-Willamette Valley + 171 164 ig2 169 134 145
120 Alaska (Entire State) : 28k 315 o8 o7k 31k 179 wine
121 Hawaii (¥ntire State) : 185 W57 133 476 127 195 202

Z_Lj 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 agsumption of no migration during the decade.




Table 9.~~Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement rates, by color, for economic subregions, 1960-70 1/

(Rates not shown for subregions with fewer than 100 departures)

Rural H Rural nonfarm : Rural farm

Total : White : Nonwhite

Nonwhite : Total : White : Nonwhite

Econcmic subregion

5
oy
(28
il

Northern New Ergland

New England 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)

South Jersey Coast, Delmarva, and Virginia

Peninsulas

Southeastern Pennsylvania<Northern Maryland
Northern Allegheny Mountains

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

01d Belt Brightleaf Tobacco

Central Appalachian Ridge and Valley
Pittsburgh Steel and Bituminous Fuel
Northeastern -Ohio-Northwestern Pennsylvenia
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~Beorgia Fall Line Sand Hills
South Carolina=Georgia Upper Coastal Plain
South Carolina-Georgia Atlantic Flatwoods
Georgia-Florida Lower Coastal Flain
Florida Peninsula

‘Florida Flatwoods

Georgia~Alabama’ Central Coastal Plain
Southern Piedmont

Georgla~Alabama, Appalachian Ridge and Valley
Eastern and Western Highland Rim
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Teble 9.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm meles, 20-64: Replacement rates, by color, for economic subregions, 1960-T0 ;/ ~Continued

{Rates nct shown for subregions with fewer than 100 departures)

Rural H Rural nonfarm ‘ Rurdl farm

. .
B H

Econiomic subregion : P . T :
: : : :

Totaly : ~White : Nonwhite : Total : White : Nonwhite Total -z White : Nenwhite

.
H

1861 vivadn (:):'

16.7
18.0
18.7
16.7
17.7
18.0
13.9

[

«
B

Kentucky Bluegrass ¢ 15.1
Ohio-Indiana Flatlands : 16.2

West Central Ohio-Central Indiana :16.5

Michigan-Ohio-Indiana Tri-State . :+ 15.8
Sovtheastern Michigan : 16.8

Western Michigan lake Shore :
Iower Wabash and Ohio Valley

South Central Indiane and West Central Kentucky
Hills

Pennyroyal and _Jackson Purchase

Nashville Basin

Middle Tennessee Valley and-Sand Mountain

Alabama Upper Coastal Plain

Alabama-Mississippi Black Preirie

-Central Gulf -Coast

Mississippi~Alabama Piney Woods and Southern
Brown Loam

Tennessee-Mississippi Fall Line Slopes and
Pine Hills

Tennessee~-Mississippi River Hills

Southern Illinois

East Centrel Illinois

Southern ILake Michigan Industrial Conurbation
Eastern Wisconsin

Northern Woods

Central. Wisconsin :

Uoper Mississippi River Hill Lands

Corn Belt-Dairy Transition

Eastern Iowa-Western Illinois

Southern Iowa-Northern Missouri~West Central
Illinois

Missouri~Illinois Czark~Corn Belt
Transition

Ozark Plateau s

Middle Arkansas Valley and Ozark Slopes
Crowley's Ridge and Arkansas Prairies

Mississippi Delta .

Louisiana Sugarcane

Louisiana-Texas Coast Prairies

Texas-Louisiana Timbered

Arkansas-Louisiana-Texas Coastal Plain
Ouachita Mountains

Springfield Upland

Flint Hills and Cherokee Plains

Kansas-Missouri Corn Belt Border
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Teble 9:~-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement rates, by color, for economic subregions, 1960-70 1/ - eontinued

(Rates not shown for subregions with fewer than 100 departures)

Rural Rural nonfarm

Economic subregion

White 3 Norwhite White : Nonwhite Nonwhite

g
B

$e oo 9% ee 0 we
o4 ve e .ee ee ae

Central Missouri River Valley =34
North Central Iowa-Southwestern Minnesota

Minnesota~South Dakota Corn Belt Margin

Minnesota Forest Margin

Red River Valley

North Dakota Central Plateau

Black Prairies (Southern part)
Nebraska=-South Dakota Corn Belt Margin
Kansas-Nebraska Corn Belt-Winter Wheat
Transition :

Wichita Prairies

Central Oklahome

Grand Prairie and West Cross Timbers
Texas Blackland i

Corpus Christi-San Antonio

Lower Rio Grande Valley

Edwards Plateau :
Texas-Oklahoma Rolling Plains

H 10,9 11.3
Southern High Plains :

12,1 —
10,2 ———
20.2
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63.9

12,5
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South Central Plains

Western South Dakota, Northwest Nebraska, and
Southeast, Montana

Southwest North Dakota and Northern Montana
Plains

Upper Platte River, Yellowstone Valley, and Big
Horn Basin

Southeast Colorado and Northwest New Mexico
Trans Pecos and Southern New Mexico

Rocky Mountain

Palouse-Columbia River Basin

Yakima Valley-Okanogan Highlands

Snake River Valley, Wasatch Front, and Utah
Valley

Western Desert, Semi-Desert, and Mountain
Southern Arizona

Southern California

. California Central Valley

Central Pacific Coast and San Francisco Bay

Northern Pacific Coast and Northern Puget- Sound
Southern Puget Sound-Willamette Valley

Alaska (Entire State)

Hawaii (Entire State)
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1/ The replacement rate is the number of ‘entrants minus the number of departures expressed as & percentage of the number in the age group 20-6h4
years at the beginning of the decade, on the assumption of no migration during the decade.




Talble 10,--Rural, rural-nonfars, an! rural-farm onles, 20-£h:  Number in woriting-age group in 1957, anl entrants and
deprrtures during 1960-TD, for Btate economic areas

Is witkout odjusting to group totals)
Fural Burnl noaferm

¥n- : Depar- Males En- : Depar-
trents, | tures, an-sh trants, @ tures,
1560-T0: 1560-T0 1960 T: 1560-T0: 1960-70

Y - o 1 / 2/

(Figures rounded to

furel farm

H :  Ep- : Depar-
: g}gf : teants,: tures,
Y Ioén Y+: 1060-T0: 1962-TO
;v 1y v 2

State escnomlc exven
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Yermont
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Cape Cod

Springiield-Chicopee-Folyoke Metro Aren
Wareester Metro Area
Boston-Towell-Lavrence-Boverhill Metro Aren
Brockton Metro Area

Fall River-Hew Bud{ord Metro Aren
Pittsfieid Metro Area
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Teble 10.--fural, rural-noofarm, and rural-farm males, 20-8L: Kumber ig vorking-age group in 1960, and entrants and
depertures during 1960-70, for State sconcwic ereas - Continued

(Figures rounded %o thousends without adjuating Lo group totals)
i Rural Rurel nonfarm i Bural farm
State econcmic area ‘Males G Ep- i Depar-: L "7 Em- @ Depar-: : -  : Depar-

Males
H * trantm,: turen,: i trante,: tores,: ttrants, : tures
: 802Gl 1960-701 1960-10: 29:5% ¢ 1560-75 5: 20-6 o 5
: : 70t “10: okt =701 1960-70: f2 1560-T0:1960-T0
; X ;1 : o .V S V- 1960 ¥ e
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Peanaylvania -Continued
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Table 10.--Rurel, rurel-nonfarm, «nd rurel-furm meles, 20-6k; fumber in working-uge group in 1960, and entrants end
departures during 1960-70, for State economic srees - Continued

{Figures vounded to th ds without adjusting to growp totals}
' Rurnl E Rerel ponfarm : Rure) farm
State cconente ores D dador | i caen, | Y388 | iranta,l tabes, : TOISS . trunte,: tures,
20-84, 166070 <1960-70 + 29-5M: 1106070 1196070 : 20:8%::1560-70 :1960-70
1950 ;" g  pf 2 WO .y f 6o .3 o g
Thou, ‘Thou. Thou. The, Thou. Thou, Thow . Thiou, Thow.
I1linois - Cantinued B —
F St. Louis SMEA : 29.5 g.1 6.3 25.8 7.7 k.g b 1.h 1.k
G Decotur SHMSA : 7.0 2.6 1.h 5.5 2.1 1.0 ik .5 R
Michigan H
1 Upper Pepinsulo-Western 27 8.9 5.5 22.5 8.1 4.9 2.2 .9 5
2 Upper Peninswla~Eastern 15.8 6.0 3.8 12.7 4,1 2.9 3.0 1.3 .9
3 Western tdchigun Leke Shorve-Northern w.2 6.9 5.3 12.9 b8 3.0 4,2 2.1 1.3
I Lower Peninsula-torthern 51.7 20.8 i3.2 35.6 7 9.4 2.1 6.1 kR
% Zast Cenbrol Michigan 55.5 8.6 0.1 27.7 16,6 5.4 17.8 8.0 L7
U Yestern Michiger Lake Shore 62,2 24,5 12.8 4.1 18.9 9.3 13.0 5.8 3.6
7 Copiral Michigun 32.1 12.5 6.9 23.5 8.8 k.4 8.6 3.6 2.5
& Soutneast Michigan 3.8 1.8 6.7 25.6 9.5 5.1 5.2 2.3 1.8
¢ Southern tichigan 57.3 21.b i2.5 2.3 15,1 8.4 15.0 6.3 b1
A Soglnow gMSA .0 5.5 2.8 0.5 k.1 1.8 3.5 1.5 1.0
P Grend Ruplds SMBA 16.1 6.1 3.k 13.3 .8 2.6 2.8 1.k .8
£ Buy City SMSA 8.2 3.1 1.5 5.8 2.0 K] 2.5 L3 .6
D Flint SMSA 20.3 8.1 3.9 3.0 7.3 3.3 2.3 1.0 rd
T Lansing SMSA 23.% 9.3 b9 16,1 6.0 2.9 7.3 3.2 2.9
F Detroit SMSA 51.5 19,1 0.3 1.7 i7.6 9.3 3.8 L5 - 1.1
G Hulomazoo SMSA 12,6 k.4 2,5 10.8 3.3 2.0 1.8 b .5
H Jackson SMSA 7.9 4.6 3.2 15.7 3. 2.6 2.2 9 b
J  Ann Arbor SMSs R Ik i 1.8 ah 2.3 2.3 ] 7
Wisconsin : "
- lorthern Wisconcln Woods 31 12.0 8.8 21.5 1.6 6.1 9.5 LYy 2.7
£ West Cantral Wiscensin HE - 23.9 16.9 3L.9 0.7 8.k 30.8 13.3 8.5
3 Southwest Wiscansin T 22,6 8.8 5.6 i0.5 3.6 2.8 izl 5.3 2.8
h  Eau Clemire-waupou : ko.2 16.6 9.k 21,3 7.6 4.7 18.9 9.6 5.7
& Central Wisconsin-Sowthern Sandy T 142 6.8 5.1 10.3 3.6 2.7 7.9 3.2 ak
& Eoastern Wisconsin-Hlorthern : 28 1.3 7.6 14,6 5.6 .o 13,5 5.7 3.6
4 Epstern Wiscensin-Central : 48.8 29.1 11.3 29.7 2.9 8.5 19,1 9.2 4.8
R Egstern Wiscansin-Southern - 51,0 1B.5 12,1 32.2 10.8 7.2 8.7 7.9 4.9
A Duluth-Superior SMSA 2.7 1.0 W 2.1 R: & .6 .2 .2
B #adison SMSA 3.4 [ 2. 8,3 2.9 1.7 5.1 2.0 1.2
¢ Milwaukee SHSA (Except Weuhesha purt) Fo rmirgl popnlation
b Recine SH3A a.7 3.b4 1.9 8.0 2.8 1.4 1.6 K] .5
£ Mitwsukee SMSA (Woukeshe part) 13.8 5.1 3.9 12,2 .5 2.5 1.6 .6 .5
£ Yonosha SHSA 7.0 2.6 1.5 5.9 2.1 .2 1.1 R .3
Hinnesobr
i Fed River Yalley-Minsesots 2L T 9.4 6.9 0.0 3.5 2.6 1,7 5.8 5.3
2 Kortnern !Mnncsota Woods 35.9 4.6 9.6 26.0 9.9 6.3 9.9 L.7 3.k
31 Minnesotan Forest Margin-Western 25.1 10.0 7.2 9.7 3.5 2.6 15.3 6.5 b5
I Minnesobn Forest Margin-Eestern 2.8 0.3 5.8 2.3 L) 3.0 i2,2 5.6 3.8
$ Wast Central Minnesota 6.5  13.7 9.9 15.9 5.2 4.5 20.6 8.4 5.4
& SGouthenst Central Minnesoks 61.3 24,1 1h.g 31.0 1.0 7.2 0.2 13.1 7.7
7t Southeast Hinnesota BT .5 9.8 16.7 5.6 2 22,0 4.9 5.7
1 Southwest Mlanescta 3.k 12.9 B,k 13.2 4.8 3.4 20.2 8.1 5.0
A Duluth-Supercior SMSA 15.2 R 3.1 13.6 k.7 2.7 1.6 N A
B Minnespolis-5c, Poul SMSA 20.6 7.7 hp 15.% 5.4 2.7 3.3 2.3 1.5
Town
1 Westorn Towa %61 A5 1.8 23,2 7.8 6.5 32.9 13.7 8.3
2 West Ceptral Iowa 602 22.0 15.% 27.7 9.2 7.2 3a.5 12,7 8.2
3 Soutn Central Town : ha.s 15.8 1.8 18.5 £.8 4.8 24,0 9.2 7.0
4 TNortheast Iowa T T 5.4 1i3.1 2L.0 5.9 5.7 23,7 . 32.% 7.k
5 Enst Central Towa T 39.7 1.0 10.1 18.3 5.9 4.7 214 8.1 5.3
& Eustern Iowa T 3B.b 13.3 4.8 8.7 6.0 4,3 7.7 7.3 ks
A Sicux City SHSH : b3 1.7 1.1 1.9 s .5 a.k 1.0 .8
B Omaha SHSA ;5.8 2.1 1.k 2.8 1.2 i 2.7 .9 .7
C Des Moines SHSA : 5.5 2.2 1.2 3.7 1.5 .7 1.7 .7 .5
D Doavenporb-Rock Island-Moline SMSA ;o by 1.t ) 2.8 .9 5 3.7 B R
E Cedar Aaplds SHSA HE 1.9 1.1 2.8 1.0 .6 2.0 K- .5
F Waterleo SHSA 1 T2 2.6 1.5 4.6 1.5 B 2.6 2.2 .7
Hisoowri :
1 Horthwest Micseuri 33.2 11.2 8.8 18.3 £.1 k.2 1.9 5.1 4.6
? HNorthorn Missouri 59.8 23.2 21.0 33.0  30.5 9.5 6.7 bR 2.0
3 West Central Missouri 31.5 10.4 £.6 16.1 5.1 3.6 15.3 5.3 5.0
% Southuwest Misgouri : 2% 8.2 6.1 13.h 5.0 3.5 8.1 3.2 2.5
5 Qzark Platesu-lerthers : hhk.s 17.2 8.1 5.1 136 5.0 9.4 3.7 3.1
& Horthenst Dzurk Border 1 2.7 10.3 1.5 15.8 5.8 3.7 1.9 4,6 3.8
7 Ozark Plateau-Western 30.9 1.9 8.8 15.6 5.9 .2 b1 6.0 5.7
3 Ozark Platesu-Bastern 20,4 8.3 5.9 .8 5.0 k.0 5.6 2.3 2.0
See fodtnetes ot end of table,
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Teble 20.--Hural, rural-nonfarm, and rurel-form males, 20-64: Rumber in working-age group in 1960, mnd entrants and
departures during 195070, for State economic mreas - Continued

{Figures rounded to thousends without adjusting to group totals}
, Rural i Rural neafarm Burel form
. H ¢ Bn- : Bepar- ; : Emn— ¢ Depar- * i Em~ ¢ Depap-
State economic erce : Meles o grants,: tures, : t tronts,: tures, Males ; fopnts,: tures,
111960-70 11960-70 1 2078%513060.70" 106070 1 206413060 70" 11960-70
2560 Y o+ T 560 . 2f 950 A o

Thou. Thau. . Thou., Taouz. Thou, Thou.

Missoord ~Coniinued H
9 Iigsissippt Delto-Miscouri Scction H 7.0 7.8 . . . . a.2
A Konsas Chty SMSA : b, . . -
B St, Louls SMSa H .0 . N 1.1
C Springficld SMSA H 2.9 -7
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Table 10,—Rural, rural-nonfarm, and reral-farm males, 20-6%: Hurber in working-sge group in 1960; and entranta and
gepertures furing 1560-70, for Stmte econpmic aress - Continued

[Figures roundad to thousands withoup adjusting to group_totals)
f Rural Rural nonfarm Rural farm

H ; En- : Depar- 3 t En- 1 Depar- : : En- 1 Depar-
State economic ares : Mﬂg: : trants,: tures, : M’lzi : broube,: tures, : DLEE . prange : tyres,
20-84, 396070 12560-70 @ agé »1A060-T0 11960-70 1 2936411196070 11960-70
1960 Y ¢ ol % e, Y- 0 Ty ey
Thow, Thou. Thou. Thouw, Thou. Thems, Thow, Thou. ‘Thent,
West Yirgipiz
1 Upper Obic and Little Kanawhe Valley 18.2 7.1 3.9 16.4 Gk 3.4 1.8 . &
2 West Virginia Hills 48,7 22.6 11.6 39.0 18.0 8.7 9.7 L.& 2.9
3 Monongahela Yalley and North Central
Weat Virginia 36.9 15.8 8.8 33.2 1.3 7.6 3.7 1.5 1.2
b Weot Virginiu Southern Coul Fialds 0.0 -0 18.4 71.8 bl.5 17.8 2.2 1.2 N
% Allegheny Mounteina-Greenbrior Yalley P8 ib.g 8.1 26.h 1,2 5.9 8.0 3.6 2.2
& - Eeatern Paphandle : 1.3 3.7 2.6 9,8 3.0 2.3 1.5 T i
A Wheeling FM3A E 2.3 1.5 5.7 1.9 1,2 1.0 A .3
B Huntinghon-Ashlund SMSA 13.2 5.9 2.9 n.8 5.3 2.6 1.3 6 .3
€ Charleston BMSA 19.8 8.9 L. 9.5 8.7 3.9 -5 .2 1
H#orth Carolinn H
1 RNorth Carolins Rlue Ridge : 97.2 25,4 12,5 39.9 1.2 t.o 17.3 8.2 L9
2 Blue Ridge Slopes ;o 38.8 16.4 7.3 33.9 b0 5.9 4.0 2.3 1.4
3 HNorth Curolino Old Belt Tobusco + G9.k 29,6 13.6 43,9 16.4 7.3 25.6 13.2 6.8
& Central North Carcline : 815 32,9 15.4 6.5 26,k 11.5 1h.5 6.5 k.0
%  South Central North Carclina ; k9.9 22,4 10.0 39.5 17.0 7.1 0.4 5.k 2.9
G Morth Corcline Upper Cosstal Plain-Northern : L3 216 9.3 22,9 100 li,1 21 11,6 5.2
% Lower Roanoke Cotatal Plain v 346 8.5 7.5 19.8 9.3 '] k.8 9.2 1.4
8 Horth Caroline Cenbral Coestal Fisin 1 sh.B 28.0 10.% 0.0 13.h 4.8 24.8 14,6 5.6
9 Korth Cercline Upper Cooatal Plain-Lumher Blver 554 304 9.1 5.2 21.1 5.8 1.2 9.3 3.3
10 Currituck-Albermarle-Panlico r 15,5 8.8 3.5 11.5 4.8 2.5 L.Q 2.0 1.1
11 Meuse-Cope Fenr + Be.0 5.9 13.h &lL.9 29,2 8.9 20.1 10.7 4.5
A Asheville SMSA : 15,5 6.1 3.3 12.9 L,g9 2.6 2.5 1.2 B
B Winston-Salem SMSA 1 15k 5.0 2.7 13.7 4.3 2.2 1.7 .6 N
¢ Greensboro-High Point SMBA + 15.4 5.6 2.9 12.3 L.y 2.0 2.1 1.2 .9
I Churlotte SMSA ;15,2 5.5 2,8 h.1 5.0 2.5 1.1 .5 .3
E Raleigh SMSA : 5.5 6.2 2.9 1l.h 4.0 1.8 b1 2.2 1.1
F Durham SMSA ;o T.2 2.6 1.h 6.1 2.2 1.1 1.1 b -3
South Carclina H
1 South Carcline Blue Ridge-Picdmont Transition 2 17,4 5.0 3.0 15.2 6.8 sk 2.8 1.2 N1
2 Horthwestern Soukth Carnlina Picdmont + W30 20.3 9.8 k1.9 17.2 7.8 7.1 3,1 2.1
3 MNorth Central Zeouth Carelina Piedmont 1 28,95 13.1 5.9 23.4 0.6 h.5 5.1 2.9 1.k
4 Sputh Coroliny Lower Phedmont r 1Bt 9.4 B 13.7 a7 2.7 L.g 2.B 1.k
5 South Carolinn Sond Hills ;12,2 6.4 2.2 a.7 L.2 1.5 3.5 2,2 .0
& Sputh Carolinn Upper Coastzl Plain 53.9 3.7 ol 3.0 17.2 5.7 19.9 1.5 bt
7 Pee Dec River 38.4 23.2 7.3 18.3 9.0 3.0 20,8 1,8 b3
& South Corelino Coasb 0.9 20,9 5.5 5.0 17.9 L,2 4.9 3.9 1.3
A Columbin SMSA 27,9 147 3.7 25.9  13.% 3.2 2.0 1.0 .5
B Augusts SMSA 12.0 5.3 2.2 16.5 b.3 1.8 1.5 1.0 R
¢ Charleston SMSA 12.8 6.9 2.0 12,4 6.2 1.9 b .3 W1
0 Greepwilie SMSA 20,4 7.3 3.5 8.7 6.8 3.0 1.7 B .5
Goorpio
1 Horthwest Georgie Ridge ond Valley 38.6 18.% 7.5 32k 12.8 5.9 6.2 2.9 1.6
2 Georgis Blue Ridge 19,2 2.3 b2 15.6 7.6 3.1 3.6 1.7 1.1
3 Georgla Upper Pledmont k7.4 19,9 10.1 3.0 156 1.3 9.k Y.l 2,8
L Georgla Lower Piedrent 73.0 351 16.k 58.3 26.8 12,0 1.8 8.3 L
5 Geprgin Send Hills .k 5.7 2.7 8.6 L1 1.9 2.9 1.6 .9
f Gaorgia Upper Coastal Plain a2 131 5.7 15.0 7.7 3.3 9.2 5.4 2.5
% Georgia Centrol Coastal Plain W8 25.3 1.1 28,2 11.5 5.4 20,3 11.8 5.3
& Tifton Plain 5.2 2l.0 m.1 26.7 10.8 5.3 18.6 10.2 k7
5 Georgia Coast 25.0 1.8 ] 20.8 9.k 3.8 h.3 2.4 1.1
A Chattancoga SMSA 6.6 2,5 1.3 6.0 2.2 1.1 T .3 2
B Atlanto SMSA kh.g 17.1 7.7 k2,7 15.9 7.0 2.2 1,1 .6
€ Columbus SM3A 16, 5.9 1.0 15.3 5.8 10.0 -1 3 3
D Auguste SMSA 9.7 h.6 -7 9.5 k.5 7 -1 i/ 3
E Savamnch SH3A 4.8 L7 R L7 1.6 9 3f 3/ 3/
F Macon SMSA (Except llouston pavt) 5.3 2.2 K] k.9 1.9 .8 R 2 3
G #acon SM5A [Houston park) 3.7 1.6 .5 3.2 1.3 R B 3 B
Florido
1 Western Floride Codst 5.1 9.5 h,a 23.3 8.5 3.6 1.4 1.0 ]
2 Floride Flaiwoods 21,1 8.5 h.8 19.4 7.8 h.3 1.6 1 .5
3 MNorth and West Central Florlda Lhyy 218 9.6 25.8 15,2 7.2 8.9 5,0 2.k
It Florida Indion River 33.1 9.3 Tk 1.8 8.9 6.8 1.3 b .5
5 Centrnl Florida Citrus 56,1 13.h 13.5 50,7 1t.2 1.9 5.4 2.2 1.7
& Everglodes nnd South Floridn Reasorie 33.2 10.0 9.3 31.9 9.5 9.0 1.3 nt R
A Jacksonville SHEA 19.7 6.7 2.7 19,3 6.% 2.6 i 2 RS
B Tampa-5t. Petersburg SHSA 20.5 9.3 6.5 27.2 8.0 5.8 2.3 1.0 .7
¢ Miami EMSA 2.5 3.4 1.9 12,0 3.3 1.8 .9 .2 W1
B Pencoeola SMSA 19,4 B.L a.y 8.k T.6 2.0t 1.1 .5 .3
E Orlando SMSA 23.2 T.h L0 29,4 7.1 3.8 R .3 -2
Sce roatnotes 4t end of table.
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Teble 10.—Rursl, rurad-nonferm, and rurel-form males, 20-5h: Hawber in woridng—sge group in 1960, and entrapts and
deprrtures dering 1960-70, for Stote economic areas ~ Continumed !

{Figures rounded to thogsands without adjusting to group totals}
: Rural Rurel neonfarm : Rural farm

State economic arex ' inles ¢ En- : Depar- @ snlen ¢ En- : Depar= ; Males * En~ : Depor—
Poap-6h,t t;gnts,: tguzcs, H 20-6Y,* Erants,: tures, : 20-61\&,= trents,: tures,
1 1960~T0: 1960-T0: 3 1960-70: 1G60=70: r 1960=70: 1060-T0
1960 1960 o]
96: Y g/ . 960 T }'96; i 2f
Thou. Thou, Thoy. Thou, Thot, Thou. Thou, Thou.
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Table 10.-~Rural, rural.

-ponfarm, and rurel-farm males, P0-64: MNumber in vorking-oge group in 1960, and entrants and

departuress during 1960-70, for State economic arcas - Continued

{Figures rounded to th ds without sdjusting to grovp totals)
. Rurel . Rural nonfarm Rural ferm
: : En- ¢ Depar- : En- Depar- ! 1 En- ¢ Depar-
State cconouic area : mﬁ : trants,: tures, : L;g).g; T trants,: tures, ! ﬁﬂ 1 trants,: t‘uﬁes,
S 'y 1060=T0:1960-70 1930 + o 19G0TOR1GA0-TT 1050 Fr 10BG-TOT 1960-T0
: s YT 3 1 2 2 %60 | 1/ 2/
Ther . Thaou., Thou, Thid. ‘Thon., Thou Them Thou. Thou.
Louisiana 1
1 Misaissippi Delfa-lower Red River + 19.7 8.7 4,5 16,9 7.1 3.8 2.8 1.6 B
2 Mississippl Deite-Northeast Loulsiang 1 2.6 13.7 6.4 13.0 6.6 3.1 iL6 7.1 3.4
3 Mississippi Pelta-Central Louisiana r 35.6 16.9 7.9 23.1 9.5 L5 22.5 7.1 3.3
4 Korth Central Louislana ; 28.8 13.6 7.8 24.9 1.5 6.5 3.9 2.1 1.4
§ Southeest Louislana 432 8.0 %7 368 W5 7.9 6.3 3.5 1.8
& Loutsicne Sugarcane 1 b6 21.7 9.3 4.2 19,3 8.1 4.8 2.4 iz
7 Southwest Lowlsiena Coast Prairies : 18,h 1.9 4.2 i2.7 R 2.7 5.8 2.5 1,5
A West Centrnl Louisinns 13,2 6.4 3.6 10.7 S.1 2.8 2.k 1.3 .8
A Shreveport SMSA 4.0 6.2 1.3 12,5 5.9 2.7 1.9 -1 .5
8 Hew Orleans SMSA 5.7 2.0 .9 5.6 2.0 -9 3 3/ 3/
¢ Bpton Rouge SMSA 8.0 3.5 1.4 7.5 3.3 1.2 .5 .2 W1
D Lake {harles SHSA 0.3 1.8 1.6 9.8 3.6 1.4 .5 .2 2
E Honroe SMSA 5.0 .4 1.0 L. 2.1 .9 .5 .3 W
Oklahoma
1 Okliahoma Panhnndie i5.9 5.7 h.2 8.8 2.8 2.2 7.1 2.9 2.0
2 North Ceptrol Cklohoma 19.0 6.5 5.3 0.2 3.5 2.k 8.9 3.0 2.9
3 HNortheast Oklahomn 15,8 5.6 4.5 1L.5 Ll 2.9 S.h 2.2 1.5
L Southwest Okichomn i7.6 ik.7 7.9 26.0 10.0 4.0 1.5 5.7 3.5
5 Centrol Oklahame-Western 20.1 8.2 S.5 12,7 5.2 3.5 T.h 3.1 2,h
£ Centrzl OxlahomaeEastern 1.1 5.2 3.5 7.7 3.6 2.3 3.b 1.6 3.2
7 South Central Oklahomz : 20.5 8.7 6.0 4.9 6.4 k.2 5.6 2.3 1.8
B Eastecn Oklahome. Arkanses River ;18,7 2.1 5.2 12.6 6.3 3.6 5.9 2.8 1.7
g Guachita Mountains-Hestern : 19.1 9.3 5.6 13.6 6.7 3.8 5.6 2.5 1.8
16 Oklshoms Ozark 8.6 5,1 2.6 5.7 2.8 1.6 2.9 1.3 1.0
& Tulea SMSA (Except Creek part) : dah 6.0 3.3 12,3 5.1 2.7 2.1 .9 b
B Cklehoma City StBA (Except Cenndian part) PR ) 2.6 1.5 4.7 2.1 1.1 1.3 .5 B
C Tulsa SMSA {(Creek part) : b0 1.9 1,0 3.3 1.5 B 1 4 .3
O Oklohomz City S¥5A (Canadian part) 3.1 1.3 6 1.9 .8 .2 1.3 B 5
Texns
1 Trens Pecos 8.1 2.9 1.5 6.4 2.4 .2 1.7 5 3
2 Edwords Plebesu-Enstern : 19.2 6.8 5.7 11.5 [ 3.2 7.7 2.7 2.5
3 Southwest Rio Grande Plain 3 13,2 5.5 2.8 0.1 .2 1.9 3.1 1.3 .9
L Texns Northern High Plains {Penhandle} : 27.5 10.9 5.7 5.9 6.5 3.5 11.6 5. 2,2
5 Texas Southern High Plains ;28,5 0.7 5.9 16.0 5.7 31 12.5 5.0 2.6
& Texne Rolling Plains + 3y 12.8 0.2 10.0 5.8 5.3 15,7 6.0 4.9
1 Yorth Conkral Texas 6.1 .0 10.0 22.5 9,2 4.3 13.6 4.9 4.7
8 Northern Blacklund 56,4 22.5 1.9 3%.9 15,0 8.3 19.5 7.5 6.7
9 Post O=k 17.6 7.3 5.6 10,3 h.2 3.0 7.3 3.1 2.6
10 Southern Blacklond : 18,3 6.9 5.6 .1 3. 2.5 9.2 3.4 3.2
11 Kortheasy Rlo Gronde Ploin T B0 13.1 5.8 15.9 7.3 3.3 9.0 3.8 2.5
17 Hortheast Texas Sandy Lands : 831 .0 2h.5 Bl.1 28,2 17.3 15,1 7.0 1.2
13 Sovtheast Texas Sondy Lontds : 33.3 13.8 9.3 2a.1 2.0 .7 h.3 1,8 1.5
14 Texas Coast Prajrie 1 B9 18,2 10.5 36.6 13.2 1.2 11,3 5.0 3.5
15 Lower Ric Grende Velley 23.1 0.3 K2 16.2 7.3 2.6 6.8 3.0 1.6
3t Edwards Plateou-Hestern .z 4.0 2.3 .2 34 1.6 3.0 ] L7
A El DPpso SHSA 13.3 3.8 ) 12,5 3.b & 8 A )
B Fork Worth SHMSA : a3 b6 2.9 9.6 3.6 2.1 2.7 1.0 .8
€ DBallms SMSA {Except Denton pars) y 17,3 6.6 h.2 1z.h h.8 2.6 g 1.7 1.6
b Wneo SHSA + .2 2.5 2.0 5.2 1.9 1.3 2.0 ] N
E fuskin SMSA 7.6 2.5 1.k 6.3 1.9 1.0 1.3 .5 R
F San Antonio SMSA .6 L.k 2.1 9.9 3.7 L6 1.9 N 5
& Houston SM3A 7.4 6.5 3.7 15.7 5.9 3.3 1.7 .7 -5
H Benuwnont—Port Arthur SHSA 7.8 3.1 1.6 7. 2,9 1.5 .3 W1 2
J  Amarillo SMSA 1.5 .5 3 .8 .2 2 R .3 2
¥ Wichite Polis SMSA 3.2 1,0 .9 2.% N i i .2 .2
L Lubbock SM3A 5.3 1.9 .9 2.7 ] R 2.6 1.1 N
# Guiveston-Texns City SHSA 3.8 1h R .6 1.3 .8 2 E' §£
I Corpus Chriski SHSA 5.9 2.6 1.2 k.3 2.8 " 1.6 .8 .
o Dnilas SMSA {Denton port} b3 1.5 1.2 2.8 1.0 .7 1.5 b .5
P Abilene SMBA i,z 1.6 -] 2.3 ] K] 1.9 i K
Hontana
1 Honbanz Mountnins 35.7 2.6 8,1 27.3 9.k s.8 gk 3.2 2.3
2 Horth Central Montena Plolns-iighline and Lower )
tellovstone 33.7 12.7 6.6 20.5 7.6 3.7 13.2 5.2 2.9
3 Hpper Yellowstore and Big Horn 8.} 3.6 1.8 5.1 2,1 1.0 3.3 1.5 g
i} Centrsl and Southenst Montana 7.0 2.8 1.7 3.7 1.7 .9 3.5 1.2 B
Idnho
1 Idnho Mounteins- Central 23,3 8.3 k.9 18.5 6.2 3.7 k.7 2.1 1.2
2 Lewdston-Pend Oreille 0.3 3.9 2.5 7.6 3.0 1.7 2.8 1.0 .8
Gee Lootnotes ot ond of table.
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Table 10.--fural, rarel-nonfavm, and rural-Farm malen, 20-84; Nutber in working-ags group in 1980, zad entrants and
departures quring 1560-70, for State cconomie nrens - Continued

{Figures vounded to thousands without ndjusting to group totals}

Rural Rurel nonfarm Rural farm

H +  En~ : Dopar~ @ :  En- ; DEpar- ; i En- { Depar-
State economic aren ’ : M‘Blgi t trants, ! tures, ;‘glgg : trante, : tu.lrn':s, : glzz t trante,: tures,
fogéo ’+1980-T0:1950-70 = S50 ¢ 1960-76:1960-10 + Logo | * 1960-T0: 2960-70
: 1/ & B : - ;) : 2/
Thou. Thau,. Thoy, ‘Thou . Thou., Thou. Thou.

Idaho -Continued

3 Southwett Itaho Y 13.8 1. 16.8 6.5 3.3 161 7.3

3
% Upper Snake River i . 9.8 .2 11.0 4.9 2.1 B.g L]

Hyoming
1 Wyoming Mountains-Western
2 Northern and Eustern Wyoming

ks
g

Coloralo

Colorada Mountalns-Conkinentsl Divide
Colersdo Mountaing

Horthern Colorvado-Irrigated

East Centrel Colorade Platne
Southeast Colorade

Denver SMSA (Zxcept Boulder part)
Colorade Springs SMSH

Puebls SMSA

Denver SMS4 {Boulder pavt)
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Central Utah Valleys
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1 MWevadn
A las Vegms SMSA

b

Yaehington

Qlyepie Peninsula and Wnshingten Coast

Northern Puget Sound

Central Puget Sound-Kitsap County

Bouthern Puget Sound and Interior Coastal

Velley H
Okanagan Highlands and Enstern Slopes of Cazcnden :
Yokimn Velley and Eastern Slopes of Cabeadeg :
Enstern Mashington

Kortheastern Yoahington-Columbin River Waterohed
Senttle SMSA (xcept Snohomish part)

Tacoma SHSA
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Spokane SMSA
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See footnotes nt end of table.




Table 10.--Rurel, rural-nonferm, end rurgl-farm meles, 20-64: Fumber in working-age group in 1960, and entrants and
depertures during 1960-T3, for Stete econcomlc areas - Continued

(Figgles rounded to thoussnds without adlusting to group totale)

Fural Bural nonfarm Rural farm

B ]
* trants, ; tares,

20-Eh, | yof0. 70+ 1960-70
1960 ; 1f 9

T En- : Pepar- Depar-
Males .
20-6, * trants, : tures,

1960° ° 1960-70: 1960-T0

Males

Btate sconomic area Male: En- : Depar-

S
20-64 . * traats,: tures,

73 1960-T01 1960-70
1560 r Lf s 2

: L gl 2f '
: Thou, Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. ’ Thou. Tho, Thou. Thow,
Californie -Continued H
8 sSouthern California Desert-Irrignted : a.7 2.3 1.9 8.2 1.7 1.5 1.5 6 b
Enstern and Northera Callfornis Wountaeln and H
Yalley + 57.3 8.6 1h.2 51.6 16.8 12.5 5.7 1.8 1.7
4 5en Franclsco-Oakland SMSA : bhog EL W] 7.7 el 1=.7 6.6 3.5 1.3 1.4
B San Jose SMSA 1 Tub 3.0 1.6 5.3 2.2 1.0 2.1 B .6
€ Sacrgmento SMSA : 22,9 6.6 3.6 20.% 5.7 3.1 2.0 .9 .5
I Stockton SMBA r 20.9 1-5 4.8 15.% 5.5 3.2 5.3 2.0 1.6
E Tresno SMSA 301 2.6 6.4 18.4 7.2 3.7 1.7 4.7 2.8
¥ Loo Angeles-Loug Besch SMSA r 3.5 10.3 6.3 29.4 9.6 5.6 2.1 T £
G San Diego SMSA : 35.8 17.2 5.1 33.2 16.3 k.2 2.6 .9 .3
# San Bernardino-Riverside-Ontaric SMSA : B5.% 19.h 13.0 6.0 17.9 1.6 [ 1.5 Tl
J Bakerafield 5MSA 1 257 9.3 Lg 2. 7.8 b2 3.0 1.5 g
¥ Sants Barbara SMSA 1 16.2 b9 2.5 4.8 'R 2.1 10 .5 b
#laska :
1 Southeestern Alasks Panhandle H .3 1.9 1.0
2 Spuih Centrnl Alpskn, Almskn Peninsule, end H
Alewtinn Chain 1 22T &.9 2.3
3 Indend and Northeva Alasko v 194 5.9 1.5
Hawmidl :
1 Faweil-Mani-Keust 1 22.9 8.4 6.9 20.8 7.8 6.4 2.1 L1 .6
A  Honolulu SMSA + B3.7 8.4 2.3 23.1 B.5 a.2 .9 3 .1

y Persona who will reach the working-sge group et Eome time during the decnde and survive to the end of the decede. gj Persons who
will leave the workiog-age group through death or resching retirement age. 3/ Less than 100.
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fable 11.,-~Rurnl, rural-roatarm, and rerel-form meles, 20-8Y4: Heplacement ratios, by color,
for State sconomic areas, 1960-70 L/

{Bn%ios not shown for State cconomic erens with fewer than 100 deportures)

Rurge) Rural gnonfarm Rural farm
Stete cconomic nrew

Total | White  Nomwhite > Total  White T Noruhite | Total | white © Nomwhite

Haine
I Arcostook
2 laine Woods
3 Hortheast Maine Coast
%  Swvuthern Maine Coast
A Portlend Metro Area

240 239 260 259 184 18%
171 171 173 173 156 157
13k 13k 13k 13h 133 133
150 150 153 153 130 130
183 185 191 191 119 119

Hew Hompahire

1 Wnite Mounteins-Northern MHew Hompshire
2 Sguthern New llampshire

A Honchester Metro Area

146 k6 155 s 7 W7
hg 1hg 150 151 133 133
UG 3hB 153 153 108 103

Yermant
1 Chomplain Velley-Northern Yermont
2 Green Mounteino-Southern Vermont

189 189 182 182 20k zob
158 159 162 263 153 1y

Hassachusetts
Berkahire-Monadnock
Cape Cod
Springlield-Chicopee-Holycke Metrs farea
Worcester Metro frea
Boston-Lowvell-Lawrence-Haverhill Metve Ares
Brockton Metro Area
Fall River—iew Bedford Metro Area
Piktslicld Metro Arez

157 157 162 161 127 127
134 134 135 135 -— -—
156 165 169 169 125 125
157 157 158 158 139 139
281 18 185 185 113 113
149 g 149 1hg 134 133
157 158 169 161 118 118
136 137 138 128 125

Rhode Island
1 Lawer Nerraganseti Boy
A Providence-Pawtucket Metro Aree

208 209 211 179 179
158 150

Conneckicut

Western Connecticut

Fastern Connecticut
Bridgepert-Stamford-Norwalk Metro Area
Hew Haven-Waterbury-Merlden Mebro Area
Hertford-New Britain Metro Area

133
16,
146

Ly B-- B

MR R R e e AR s PR B4 EE NA R VA TR s AN BE 44 EE fe NE 42 4F B4 A1 BA 44 BE VE A0 bk s a4 sk am be ke e an[es sa ks ue

o

W

York

Niggara-Ontarioc Shore
Genesee-Finger Lokes

Scuthern Tler

Enstern Lake Flalns-Flateau Fringe
Hohowk-Adirondack

Upper Busquehanna-Delavare

St. Lawrence-Champlain Valley-Adirondack Fringe
Upper Hudson Valicy

Mid-trdaon Valley-Catskill
Buf'falo SMSA

Rochester SHMSA

Syracuose SMSA

Utlca-Rome SMSA

Dinghumton SMSA
Albany-Schenectady-Troy SMEA

Hew York Ciky SMSA

i3z

£
1
2
3
4
5
&
T
8
2
A
B
c
]
£
F
G

=

C"‘!:’:mﬂm‘:'t‘)l-'g

Jersey

Nerthern New Jeraey

Southern New Jersey
Allentown-Bethléhem-Enston SM3A
Hewark SHEA

Trenton SMSA

hilndclphis SHMSA

Atlantic City SMSA
Wilmington SMSA
Faterson-Clilton-Prasaic SMSA
Jersey City SM3A

235
131 152
k3
150 —
127 129
158 184
133 118
165 154
152 —_—

rural populatien

Pennsylvania

Nerthvestern Pennsylvenin

Horthern Tier

itorth Central Penasylvanin

Bltuminocus Coal

South Central Pennoylvanin Ridge and Yalley
Pennigylvania Anthracite

Southeaat Pennsylvania

Erle SMSA

Philrdelphia SM3A

166 175
157 59
156 _—
151 155
180 —
126 -—
165 43
193 ——
164 188

S wm mk bmowe ome s b2 WR R NA PR A4 BE % EE H Re bk 4B bE ad Ak AR BA de mh 0 sk me o am ko wr e b ba ke

bF e =] DR BT B

[P—

See Tootnote at end of table.
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Table 11l.-- , rarel-nonfarm, and rural-form males, 20-€h; Replacement ratioz, by
color, for State econcmie erens, 1960-70 1/ -Continued

{Ratios oot shown for State econumic areas with fewer than 100 departures )

Rural N Rural nonfarm Rural farm

. Htmte economic area . T T A T T v T T
T Total | White [ Nenvhite | Total | White, Nonwhite | Total |, White | Noowbite

Pappaylvania -Contipued :

Seranton SMBA 1 107 107 s 04 10k 127 127
Pittrvurgh 5MSA : 166 134 167 168 154 1
Jobnatown SMIA 187 Eot 190 151 1Ta 166
Altoons SMSA 1 155 151 151 201 201
Wilkes-Barre-Hazleton SMSA ;132 133 131 127 127
Harrigburg SMSA 209 215 205 178 178
York SMSA 157 156 156 163 162
lancaster SMSA r 179 150 15t 29 30
Reading SMSA ;139 137 148 ihB
Allentowm-Bethlehem-Easton SM3A PR 138 38 170 168

EoRaRQEEEA

o
E

2 H

Meemes y 168 182 148
Rorthwest Central Ghio : L7h 187 158
Miapi Valley and Central Scioto T 1 205 154
YHorth Central Ohio + 185 195 169
Worthesstern Ohio H 155 156
East Central Ohio : 170 176 147
Dhie Filatlands-Chillicobhe s %0 191 128
Southeast Chio Bills 17k 183 145
Toledo SHIA 1 168 135
Columiue SMSA + BT 128
Deyton SMSA H 125
Prri)ton-Middlstown SMSA B 1né
Gleveland SHSA 1 170 &8
Asron SMSA 1 167 159
Canton SMSA : 164 oL 157
Youngs tawn-Warren SMSA 193 ke
Wheeling SMSA : 168 133
Cipcinneti SMSA : 183 ko
Huntington-Ashland SHSA 193 146
Lorain-Elyria SMSA + 212 151
Springficld SHSA : 116 120
Limg SMSA ;166 113

g‘ O EprEmgmOYMmo o = e v B A

]

forthwestern Indista H hE-1
Kankekee, Tippocance, and Iroguois River ;17T 154
Hortheast Indiana H 157
Richmond-Marion-Kekomo H 13
Central Indianm 1 184
Lower MWaboah Valley-Indians Side : w2k
Soputh Central Indians : 1LY
Indiane Fiats and Sresks H 136
ltddle Wobash River : 135
Gory-Hummond-East Chicago SMBA : 143
South Bend SHMSA : 12k
Fort Weyne 5MSA : 163
Indianapolis SMOA H

Bvensville SMSA : hE
Lowisville SMBA H 13k
Terre Houte SMSA H 107
Muncie SMSA H 93

inois .

Horthwest I1linoin i 162
Horthwastern Chicsgo Environa 3 &0 43
Weat North Centrsl Tilinels : b
Southwestern Central Tilinods : 120
tpper Illinols River-Kankakeoe H 130
fast Central Illincis H

Weat, South Central Iilinois

Southern Tllinois Gray Lande-lorthern

fower Webesh Valley-Iilinois Side

Southern Iliinoic Gray Lands-Coal Fields

Illinots Qzark Border

Oavenport-Rock Island-Moline SMSA

Rockford SMSA

Lhicagy SiBA

Peoria SMSA

Springfield 3MSA

St. Louls SMSA

Decotur SMEA

ol I
mﬁmuawbwommqmmrwmr‘s W e OB Rl o= TR ST DY

Hichigen
1 CUpper Peninaula-Western
2 {pper Peninsula-Epstern

Ser Tootnote at end of table.
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Tehle 1I,--Rursl, rursl-nonfarm, and rural-form males, 20-Gh: Replacement ratios, by color,
for Shate econamiec areas, 1960-T70 _J:/ ~Contioued

{Ration not akown for Stete sconamle greas with fewer than 100 departuresn)
. Rural Rural nonfarm Horal famm

Stete economic srea . . i . : T B s T
:Total | White _ Nonwhite | Total | White . Honwhite ° Total T White . Nonvhite

Michigan -Continued H
Western Michigan Lake Shore-Northern HIBT 31 161 ——— —— 161 160
Lover Panineule-Northern ' o156 156 152 139 175 1Th
East Central Michigen = 18% 184 R - 169 169
¥estern Michigan Take Shore t 9L 193 148 158 160
Central Michigan ;181 180 23t 148 1h6
Southesat Michigan s 175 17k 180 11 1ho
Southern Michigan 1 171 172 12T 152 152
Saginav SMIA s 202 - 149 149
Grand Raplds SMSA : 178 w—— 169 L7o
Bay City SMSA . 205 --- 186 186
Fiipt SMSA s 204 --- 1kt 2
Lansing SMSA H 190 -— 165 165
retrolt SMSA b 185 135 135
Kalmazoo SMSA H 175 ni i1
Jackson SMSA : 157 142

Annt Arbor SMSA ! 148 i

LEOMmMDOE R Q-]

Wigcensin H

Horthern Wisconsin Woode : 13k 153
West Central Wisconsin ; 1kl 156
Southweat Wisconain 3 158 184
fau Claire-wousau : 176 192
Central Wisconsin-Southern Sandy H 132 -

Emptern Wisconsin-Northern : 145 298 158
Epstern Wisconsin-Central : 169 167 193
Ezatern Wisconsin-Southern . 153 - 158
Muluth-Superior SMSA B 135 -— 115
Hadicon SMSA H LY #N -

Milupukee SMSA {Except Waukeshs part} : Ho rursl populebion

Rncine SMSA ;181 81 o

Milwaukee 5MSA {Waukesha part) 1 170 17 -

Kenosha SMSA ;167 167

MDD R o=t O P [

Minneaota :

Red River Valley-Minnesota r 135 135
Horthern Minnesota Wooda : 151 1h8
Hinnesota Forest Margin-Western : 138 137
Minnenote Forest Margin-Eastern HE L] 151
West Central Minnesota T 137 137
Southeast Central Minnesota ;162 162
Southezst Minnesote T b7 17
Southweat Minnesota @ 158 i
Duluth-Superior SMSA T 172 173
Minneapollg-St. Paul SMSA + 184 184

i
2
3
i
5
&
T
:]
A
B

]

Weatern Iowa : 1ks 145
Went Central Towa : ib3 1343
South Central Towe 133 13h
Hortheast Iowa : 148 148
Ezdt Contral Towan ;138 139
Exstern Iowva - 150
Slowx Clty SHSA + xhg 150
Omaha SMSA + 1hT b7
Des Moines SM3A : 182
Davenport-Rock Island-Moline SMSA H 178
Cednr Rapida SMSA : 1Th 173
Waterloo SMSA ;168 170

eonguri :

Northwest Missours 1127 127
Northern Mispourl : 1o 111
Weat Cepbral Missouri ;120 120
Southwest Mispouri H 136
Ozark Flotesu-dorthern H 208
Northeast Qzark Border H 136
Ozark Platesu-Wegtem H 135
Ozark Platean-Eaotomn H

Misziegippi Deltn-Missouri Section

Kaneae Gity SMSA

5t. Loula SM3A

Springfield SHMSA

[ =]
nmhmm-&mm&-wms—-ﬁ MEOOWwE Cua Wil g

North Dekota
1 Misnouri Slope
2 West Central North Dekote-Missouri River Coteau

See footnote at end of tabie.




Takle 11 ,--Rural, Tural-nonfarm, and rural-farm meles, 20-5L: Heplacement ratios, by color,
for Siate econamic arems, 1560-70 1 -lontimued

{Ratios mot shown for State ecomomic aress with fewer than 100 departures)

. Rural Rural nonfars : Rural farm

Stete aconomic aren

i Total ] Waite | Nomwhite | Totel | Woite  Nomuhite | Total } White @ Nomwhite

North Dakats =Continued
3 East Central North Dekota 161 156 351 154 1k 167 166 —_
4 Red River Valley-Horth Dakots 150 150 —_— 148 147 152 153 —
S Scutheast North Dakoba 139 139 -— 121 121 156 156 -_—

South Bakota -
Hlack Hills and Weat-River Range 178 167 253 bI=18 160 161 1k3
Worth Ceotrel South Dakota 147 A1 — 13} 130 161 160 —

South Central South Dakotn 186 151 383 1hd 134 165
Northemnt Scuth Dakota 136 136 120 s
Southeast South Dekots : 136 127 - ik

Hebrazita

Hebraska Sand Hills : 120 19 L]
North Platte Rlver : 138 1o 174
Central Nebraghke H 130 141
Republican River H 17 118 133
South Central Nebrrsks H 10 131 i2g9
Centrel Misscuri Valley-Northeast Nebraska H 12% 152
Central Missourj Valley-Southeast Nebraska F il 12l
Lincoln SHMEA

Omaha G434

gas

Southwest Kansgs
Weat Central Kapsas
Central Kensas
Horth Central Hansas
Kansps Flint Hills
Central Misgouri Velley-Kensez Part
Eagt Central Kansas
Southeast Kansas
Wichita SMga

Konses Jity SMSA
Topekna SDMSA

om>oa-qa\mrwmr-E B D =3 CRA ET Y

Delawore
1 Southern Delsware
A Wilmington SMSA

Maryland

Western Maryland

Maryiand Pledmont

Southern Merylend

Maryland Eastert: Shore

Baltimore SMSA {Except Carroll~Howard part)
HWashington, I, C. SMSA

Baltimore SMSA (Carroll-toward pant}

Cr b e SO0 D

Virginia
1 Southwest Virginiz Conl Fields

2 ¥Velley of Virginie—Soothwest

3 Valley of Virglnia-jowsr

% Bhenandoah Valley-Blue Rldge

5 Horthern Virginis Pledment

& Central Virginia Pisdmont

7 Southern Virginiz Pledmont

8 Virginia Peninsulas

9 Virginia Enetern Shore
10 Southside Virginia Coastal Plain
A Roancke SMSA

B Washington, D. €. SMS4

¢ Richmond SMSA

D Norfolk-Fortamouth SMSA

E Hewport Hewe-Hsmpton SMBA

F  Lynchburg SHEA

West Virginia H
Upper Ohic and Little Kenawhe Valley :
Weat Virglnia Hills :
Monongahela Yalley and North Central West Virginia:
West ¥irginie Southern Ccal Pields H
Miegheny HMountains-Greenbrier Valley H
Eastern Faphandle

Hheeling SM3A

Hntington-fshiand SHIA

Charleston SMSA

O b B O B 3 b

gee footnote at end of teble,
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Table 11.-«Rural, vural-nonfaem, ani rural-farm malrs, 20-6k: Replacement retios, by color,
Tor Stete economie ereas, 1950-70 1 - Continued

(Betios not shown for State ecenomic arees wibh Tewer then 100 Jdepartures)

Rural . Rurel nonfarm . Rurnl fomm

State cconomic area S t B : T B
Tatal , White | Nonwhite | Total | White | Honwhite © . White Honwhibe

Kerth Carolina :

Narth Carolina Blue Ridge 1 197 197 171 216 218 170 165
Blue Ridge Slopen 225 2as 21% 238 239 233 170
Horth Caroling QYd Belt Tobnceo r 218 197 foliie] 2273 210 273 181
Central Worth Cerolipa 213 204 27T o230 22k 272 1ho
South Central Worth Cproline + 22k 208 T 236 P27 2491 159
Worth Careline Upper Coasctal Plain-Northern 213 211 261 2hé 2, G > ™3
Lover feancke Coastal Flain alisg 158 g0 733 162 e

North Cmrolina Central Coastnl Flain 270 23k 32l e} 278 278

Worth Cerqline Upper Coastal Ploin-Tumber River : 335 9 358 36k 375 hy
Currituck-Albemarle-Pamlica T 193 167 250 195 166 ekt

Heuse-Cape Fenr 297 299 292 228 4R 281

Asheville SMSA 183 18 ——- 1 107 -

Winston-Salem SMSA 18 177 237 108 105 730

Greenshoro-High Polnt SMSA 19 185 222 213 2th 207

Charlotte SMSA + 198 183 273 202 191 263

Raleigh SMSA r 215 10l 259 226 P12 259

Durham SMSA : 163 263 133 17k 26T

B
MDD O E > OW R AN L e

South Ceralina
South Carolina Blue Rijgsa-Piedmon* Transition E- 267 2Rk 283
2 Horthwestern South Coreline Pleimont 151 sl je.org
3 Borth Central South Cerolina Pleduont 137 235 218
5 South Carpling Leower Pieimant 172 243 186
South Caroline Sanl Hills ms 268 237
Sguth Carcline Upper Constal Flaln : 217 3o 2hF
Pen Dee River : 257 ; 296 259
South Carolina Coast kot k3 453
Columbia SHGA Lag 516
Augusta SMSA : 23 me 223
Charleston SMSA : 267 329 273
Greenvillc SMSA H 205 222 15

o 0w M- o

oroia
Horthwest Georgla Ridge and Valley 209 . 219
Gegrgle Blue Ridge 20 213 2L
Georgin Upper Pledmont H 202
Georgin Lover Piedmont ' 186
Georgie Sand Hills t 158
Georgia Upper Constnl Plain 178 194
Georgla Central Coastal Plain 202
Tiftan Plain . 19%
Georgin Coast : 2hg
Chattanooga SMSA : 205
Atlanta SMSA H ? aed
Columbus SH3A :
Augusta SMSA ) e
Revanneh SMSA
Macon SMSA fr:xcepr. Houston part)
Marcon SMBA (Rouston part)

Ce
1
2
3
i
3
&
T
a8
9
A
B
c
D
E
P
G

Florida

Westarn Florida Const

Flarida Flatwoods

North anl Wegt Central Floridla
Floriia Inlien River

Central Florida Citrus
Everglales anl Seuth Florida Resorts
Jacksonville SMSA

Tampa-St. Peteveburg SMSA
Hied SMSA

Pengacoln SMSA

Qrlenic SMBA

Weet Falm Beach 5MSA

Fe. Lavderiale-Hollywood SMSA

[=Re I M= N - T AN I SN L

Kentueky

Jacksan Purchace

Lover Quic Yalley

Wastern Kentucky Coal Flelds ani Enobg
Kentucky Pennyroyal

South Centrnl Kenfweky Mighlani
Miter Bluegrnss

I .»r Bluegrass

Eastern Kentucky Hills

Eagtern Kentucky Coal Flelds
Loulsville SMSA

D L=} G B Lt O b

See footnote at end of table,
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Table 1l.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-84: Replacement ratlos, by
for State econoalc areas, 1950-70 1/ -Continved

{Retics not shewn for State ecopomic areas with fewer than 200 departures}

Rural : Rurnl nonfarm Rursl larm

White

State econcmic area T
Total © White | Nomehlie | Totel

White Nonwhite © Total Nonwhite

¥entucky ~Continued
B Cincinneti SM54
T Huntington-Ashlend SH3A
[ Evansville SMCA
E Laxington SMS5A

187 158 204 125
330 359 _—
172 g1 1h2
165 175 146

Tennessee

Tennessee Bluff Hills and Jackson Plain
Tenn=ssee Fall Line Slopes

Western Highland Rim

Tennessee FPennyrayal and Horthern Highland Rim
Tennetgee Central Basin

Eastern Highland Rim

Tennessee Cumberland FPlateag

Valley of Eastern Tennessee

Memphils SMSA

Hazhyille SMSA

Chattancoge SM3A

Knoxville SMSA

K20 e O =) A Bl Ry

Alabara

Middle Tennessee Valley
Sand Meuntein .
Alaba~a Ridge and Valley
Alsbumn Piedmont

Alabama Upper Coastel Plaln
Aladama Black Pralrie
Alrbame Wire Grase

Alabama Culf Coast

Alabama Central Coastal Plain
Birmingham SMBA

Columbun, Ceargin SMEA
Montgomery SMIA

Moklle SMSA

Tuscaloosa SMSA

Huntsville SM3A

o O By DO QAN Bt T

Mississippl
Mlzsisalppl Delta-Yazoo
Misslssippl Delta Fringe and Blurf Hills
Southucst Mlssizaippl
Hisgissippl Ploe Hills
Minsissippt Black Pralsle
Misgicaippt Piney Woods
Mississippl Lower Coastnl Plainz
Missisalppl Gulf Coast
Jackson SHSA

Arksnzcas

Horthwest Arkensas

Arkansas River Valley-Bostan Mountainz Slepes
Arkansas Aiver Valley-Southeastsrn Ozark Slopes
fachita Kountains-Esstern

Soulhwest Arkansas

South Central Arkansas

Crowley's Ringe and Arkansas Pralries
Miszizaippl Delta-Arkansas Sectlon

Qrark Plateau-Arkansas

Little Rock-Horth Litile Rock SHGA

e T T L e L L bR LI UL AL

a0 OE e CoAn E L B R

Louleiane

Mizslzsipp) Delta-lower Hed River
Mississippl Delta-Northeast Louislanm
Missiesippi Delta-Central Louinimna
Horth Central Loulsiana

Southeast Louizlana

‘Louisiana Suzarcane

Southweat Loulsiana Coast Prairiea
Hest Central Louisianc

Shreveport SMSA

Hew Orleans SMSA

Bator Rouge SMSA

Lake Charies SMSA

Monroe SMSA

Mo 0w P =] M S

Ciklahoma
L Oklahoms Panhandle
2 MNorth Central Cklehoma

T I

See Tootnote at end of teble.
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Table 13.—ijtural, ruralenonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios, by calor,
Tor State economic aresa, 1960-70 1/ -Contirmed

(Ratios not ahown for Stete economic arcas with fewer then 100 departures}
fural

Rural nonfarm

State economic area

White ' Mopwhite

LTRETI Ty

Total | White ® Nonwhite

Oklahoos -Contlnued

Hortheast Oklahoma

Scuthwest Oklahomn

Centrel Oklahoma-Western

Central Oklmhooa~Eantern

Scuth Central Oktlahoma

Eastern Cklnhoms-Arkansas River
Ouachite Hountains-Western
Oklahoms Ozark

Tulan SMSA (Except Creek part)
Oklehoma City SMSA {Except Canadian part}
Tulsa SMSA {{reek part)

Oklahops City SMSA {Canadian part)

2547 153 hg kg 14
188 292 2h8 233 3y,
135 289 145 140 213
133 222 255 139 229
139 208 150 3 2a8
175 17 178 170
159 213 168 227
hY3 236 1y 208
184 162 11 168
158 281 168

183 202

185 g

=
B 0E R 0N e I

Texaz
Trans Pecos

Edwardg Platesuv-Eastern
Southwent Rio Grande Plsin
Texaa Northers High Plainz {Panhandle)
Texas Scuthern High Plains
Texnx Rolling Plmins

¥ovth Central Texan
Northern Blackland

Post Osk

Southern Blackland
Hortheast Riv Crande Flaln
Northesst Texas Sandy Landx
Scutheast Texez Sandy Lands
Texss Cocant Pralrie

lower Rfo Crande Valley
Edwards Plateau-Weatern

El Faao BMSA

Fort Worth SMSa

Dalias SMSA {Fxcept Denton part)
Waco SMSA

Austin SMSH

San Antonfo SMSA

Hourston SMBA

Beaumont-Port Arthur SHSA
Amarille SHSA

Wichita Falls SMSA

Iubback SMSA
Grlveston-Texas (liy SMSA
Corpus Christi SMSA

Dallaz SMSA {Deaton part}
Abllenc SHSA

188 198
i3e
221
184
188
127
166
176
121
126
285
136
1kg
182
282
198
549
77
18k

REEo@aouswme

i LI LT L TR [T

A
B
c
b
=
F
G
4
3
4
L
.
M
a
B

3
w3

tana
Mootann HMountains
Horth Central Montars Plalna-Highllne and
Lower YellcJsstone
3 Upper Yeliowstone and Big Horp
B Central and Southeast Montana

133
58
1T

Idaho
1 Jdsho Mountalins Lentrad
2 Lewiston-Pend Oreilie
3 Southwest Idaho
4 Upper Snake River

a7
155
13
235
Yyoming

1 Wyoming Hounteina-Western
T Morthern and Eastern Wyoming

151
172

Calorado

Colorads Meuntains-Conlinentnl Divide
Colorado Mountains

Horthern Colurndo-Irripated

Eagt Central Colorado Plalns
Southeast Colorade

Depver SM3A {Rxcept Boulder paru}
Colormnds Bprings SMSA

Pueblo EMSA

Denver SMSA (Boulder part)

45

172 178
182 182
1l 14
173 17h
185 182
hol has
283 222
158 150

[l . B RN T

Hew Mexicoc
1 HKorthwest Hew Mexico
2 HMortheast Hew Mexico

bt 258
212 Az

table.
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Teble 11.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rursl-farm males, 20-64%: Replacement ratios, by color,
for State sconomlc sress, 1960-T0 1/ -Contimued

(Aatios not shown for Siate econrmic areas with fever than 300 deﬂms)

Rural : Rural nonferm Rural farm
State economlc area " )

Total | Wnite | Fonwhite . Total | Wbite | Noowhite | Total | Wnite . Nonwbite

New Mexico -Continusd

PRy 1Y

3 Southern New Mexico e 222 231 235 235 234 18k 185 _—
A Mlbwuergue SMEA : 2h6 2h3 - 250 24T — —— — ——
Ariroea H
1 Horthern Arizoma 219 1k3 33 208 2 330 256 169 348
2 Sowthern Avizons F- . |G 188 209 211 193 187 197 150
A  Phoepix SMSA s 186 183 230 184 180 =0T 155 193 208
B Tucson SM3A ;181 175 205 179 171 o7 195 _— ——
Uteh H
1 Vasatch Mountalno mnd Morthern Ureh : 198 157 -— 189 p1i:] — 230 229 -
2 Centrel sk Valleys : 255 258 - o8l 235 —— 201 207 -—
3 Utah Basin and Plateaun ;205 203 250 233 203 21k 214 205 -—
A Salt Lake City SMSA : 262 266 -—— 260 263 -— 271 276 ---
B Ogden SMSA 1 2h5 2kl -—- 258 259 -—-- 213 205 ---
Huvads :
1 Neveds ;o L.z 134 zhs 150 k1 268 106 100 -
A Laa Vegns SMSR 1 159 160 -— 157 158 -—- -— -—- -
Washington :
1 Olyopic Peninculs and Washingten Coasd ;136 136 129 137 137 129 129 128 i
2 Forthern Puget Sound : 155 154 - 1.2 A5y -— 165 165 -—
3 Central Puget Sound-Kittap County s 457 159 127 151 161 - 65 e e
i Southern Puget Sound snd Interior Ceastal Valley : 176 175 - gz 18z - 1ak 154 —
5 Oknnogan Righlonde and Bestern Slopes of Cescodes ; 1%L 149 ——— 157 153 - 137 1ko ——
€ Yekimax Valley and Enstern Slopes of Cancmdes s 183 184 170 197 199 158 162 160 196
T Enstern Washington 1 189 170 - 167 168 - 174 L -—-
S fiortheastern Weshington-Colusbia River Watershed : 158 151 .- 168 158 w—— e 11 —
& Seatsle SMGA (Fxcept Snohomish pert) ;LT 175 15k 77 178 157 k5 p .
B Te nctn SMSA ;159 200 185 211 M2 195 13 115 ——
C Po.tlend SMSA 1 1683 163 -—- 172 in -—- 240 151 -
D Spokane SMSA T 213 212 -—- 251 250 -— 138 138 -—-
E Seattle SMSA {Snohomish part) r 182 181 — 188 187 - 143 1kz ——
Qregen H
1 Yestern Oregon 18 1t -— 150 150 - 137 135 —
2 #illamette Valley + AT 173 Gh 191 193 -— 137 137 ---
% Colugbin Bmain-Central + 1hS 151 - 155 148 - izh 123 -—
& Eastern Qregon Flatepn and Blue Mountain 1 166 163 277 175 172 262 151 149 -—
4 Fortland SMSA + 152 152 - 165 165 - 123 jcd] -—
B Pugene SMSA ;1T 17h - 185 185 - 128 128 ---
Califormis H
1 fHorthern Californiz Cosat ;o152 15 16l 159 158 168 109 208 -
2 forth Centrl Cnmlifornia Coast ;129 10s 1k2 13 131 13h %8 97 ——
2 Zouth Sentral California Coast T M09 217 133 228 236 148 w08 113 81
4 Sporpments Yalley v 15k 157 w0 19 ite 107 120 122 87
5 Lower Eﬂort.hem) San Jooguin Valley : 180 183 2L 197 202 118 1hE 1k8 —
& Upper {Scuthern} Sen Joaqein Valley and :
Tulare Bamin : 187 198 o7 197 21y 88 167 170 129
T Southern Californla Const + 168 173 102 177 18t 100 s 115 we-
& GSoutherp Cnlifornin Desert-Irrigated : 120 17 63 113 136 90 3 1y b1
9 Easterp and Horvhern Cplifornia Mountaln snd
Haliey : 13n 128 193 13k 132 195 05 w0 ---
A San Francisco-Oaklaznd ©MSA : 182 186 17 150 194 126 129 13h -
B Sun Jome SMSA 1 150 20L 109 224 233 -—- 135 1hi o8
£ Sacramento SMSA - 18z 126 Bz 183 199 TL i7h 1Bo —
D Stockton SHSA 15T 174 yi8 170 199 63 128 130 106
E Fresno SMBA ;196 202 142 26 226 132 168 170 157
F Loc Angelan-Long leach SMGA P Tcr 163 170 170 17 169 103 100 —
G San piege SMSA : 338 339 306 391 352 32 97 o ---
K San Beroariine-Riverside-Ontaric SMSA : 1h8 151 118 153 156 s 107 105 ---
J Bakersfield SpEa : 188 158 8o 184 195 T8 ::0 220 -
¥ Santn Barbara SMIA : 197 203 ny 21 219 135 FEL] 119 ---
Alaokae H
1 Southengtern Alaska Panhandle : agh 137 356
2 South Centrol Alpska, Alaske Peninculs, and H
Aleatian Chain : 208 09 255
3 Inland ond Horthera Alosks s 33 206 335
Havnil :
1 Hawmil-Mgul-Keund : 1m0 164 114 13 264 106 198 - 202
A Homolulu SHEA r 375 g5 201 387 870 201 133 - 203

2/ The replacement rstio ia the expected number of entrsnts into the ege group 20-G4% years per 100 expected departures resulting
yom death or from reaching revirement age, on the gesumption of no migrotion “4uring the decade.
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Table 12,--Rura}, mwral-nonfern, end rural-farm males, 20-64; Replacement rates, by color,
for State esconomlc arean, 1960-70 1/

(Rstes nob shovn for State ic aress with fewer than 100 departures)
Fural Rural nonferm Rural farm

State economic area T - < .
White  Nonwhite | Totel [ White | Nonwhite . Total . White . Nonwhite

Haine
1 Aroostook H -_—
2 Kaine Woods e
3 HortLeast Maine Conat I
4 Southern Maiue Coant 1. -
A Portland Metro Area _—

Mnu HAaopehire

1 White Mountains-Northern New Rampshire
2 Sputhern New Anopshire

A Mancheoter Hetro Aren

Yermont
1 Champlsnin Valley-Norther: Vermont
2 CGreen Mountains-Scuthermn Vermoob

Masanachasetts
Berkshire-Monadnock
Cape Cod
Springlield-Chicopue-Holyoke Metro Area
Worcester Mutro fres
Baotan-Llowell-Luwrence-Haverhdll Metro Area
Brockton Metro Aren
Foll River-New Bedford Metro Aren
Pittsfield Metro Area
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Rhode Island
1 Lowver Harmgnnsett Bay
A Provlience-Pnvtucket Metro Aren

Connecticut
Wentern Connecticut
Fantern Connectleut
Bridgeport-Stamford-Horwmlk Metro Area
How Haven-Haterbury-Meriden Meotro Aren
Hartford-Hew Britaln Metro Area

York

Mlagarn-Ontario Shore
Gennore-Finger Loke~
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Eastern Lake Plaina-Pintenau Fringe
Mohawl, -4 lirenlack
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Upper llulaen Yelley

Mit-Hulson ¥alley-Catgicdll
Buffalao NMSA

Rochester SHIA

Srracuce S{FA

Utica-Hoce SHIA

Binghamton SMOA
Albany-lehunecte oy-Troy SMIM
Wew York City SHSA

Jrrsuy

Korkhorn flaw Jersey

Gouthern Hew Jeroey
Allentown-bebhirkon-Yacton JM54
Hewnrk SMSA

Trenton SMSA
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Aklantie City SMOA
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Jersoey Clty GiSA
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Table 12,--Rarml, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm peiee, 20-54: Replacemsnt rates, by color,
for State econcmic sress, 1960-T0 1f -Continued

{Rates not shown for State sconomic ereas with fewsr than 100 departures)

hural : Rural acnfarm

f Rural farm
State economic area N

! Total © white | Honwbite [ Total | Witte | Wonwhite | Totel | sbite | Homwhite

rapanyivmnia -Contimued

D Pittaburgh SMSA 13.4 13.% 12.6 13,5  13.5 i13.1 11,8 120 ——
E Johnstown SMSA 18.6 18.7 - 18.5 18.7 -— 19.2  16.1 —
F Altoona SMGA w8 2.7 --- 1.6 1.5 ~— 27.1 7.1 —
G Wilkes-Barrs-Hazlabon §MSA 7.9 7.5 ——- 7.9 7.5 —-— 7.1 1.7 _—
H EHarrisburg SMSA 2.9 9.4 -—- 21,2 19k —— 19,0 19.0 ——
3 York SMESA 12.6 12,6 - n.s 11.8 — 7.1 16,9 ——
K lansaster SMSA 16,2 16.3 - 10,4 10.5 — 7.7 T8 -
L Reading SMSA 8.5 8.5 --- 1.9 7.9 — 2.8 12.8 ——
¥ Allentown-Bethlehen-Eanton SMSA 8.7 8.6 - 7.9 8.0 --- 15.7  15.3 ——
Qhio
1 Maupes 154 15.4 - 16.3 15.13 - 13,5 13.6 -
2 Worthwest, Central, Ohic 16,2 6.4 - 16.6  16.9 — 15,5 15.6 —
3 Miami Yelley apd Central Scicto 17.2 1.6 k.2 18.h 18.8 3.9 .7 k.7 —
4 Morth Central Obic 17.5 17.% 3.5 i7.3 17.4% .2 8.5 8.7 ——
5 Northeastern Ohio 7.8 i8.0 72 17.9 8.0 9.4 7.6 18.¢ -
& East Central Chia 6.0 158 33.9 6.6 16.3 36.4 13.5 13,5 -_—
T Ohio Flatlands-Chillicothe RE] 15.1 9.5 16.6 168 3.8 9.1 2.1 -
8 Southeast Ohio Billo 17.7 11.8 7.3 18.5  19.0 ir.h 13,2 13.6 ———
A Toledo SMSA 15.5 15.3 14.0 16,2 16,1 7.1 0.1 9.0 -—
B Columbus SMSA : 15.0 15.6 ——— 15.6  i6.2 - 8.8 8.7 ———
C Dayton SMSA ;18,6 7.8 38.6 210 2.2 3.2 7-5 7.5 -
D Hamilton-Middletows SMSA : 25.1 6.0 --- 2.1 29.4 - 5.2 5.2 —
£ Cleveland SMSA s+ 13.8 13.9 - 15.% 15.4 - 9.9 9.2 ——
P Akron SMSA : Lk 4.3 o h.3 14,3 — 16.5  15.0 ——
¢ Canton SMSA : 139 14,3 -l 13,7 ih.o 2.5 15.9  18.7 -
E Youngatown-Warren SMSA ER Y i7.7 18.3 8.3 218.3 18,1 12,0 11.9 -—-
I wheeling SMSA + 154 15.8 --- 15,4 16,5 -—- 8.8 4.3 -—-
X Cipcionati SMSA : 15,9 15.9 ——— 6.1 16,1 _— 12,2 12.3 —
L Bunticgton-Ashland 3MSA : 2.3 19.9 -— 21.1 20.6 - 2 142 —
M Lorain-Elyris SHSA 1 201  20.k -—- 20,9 213 -— 1.2 ib.e —_—
K Springfield SMSA r 6.2 16.5 -— 18.0  18.3 ——— 6.0 5.9 -
O Lima SMSA To13.k .7 -—- 15.7 17.3 -— 4.3 4.3 —
Iodimna
1 Northwestern Indiens 15,7 15.8 J— k.2 1.3 -— 2.3 22.3 -
2 Fankakee, Tippecanoe, and Iroquols River 7.7 17.9 —— 19,2 19.h — 15.1 15.3 o
3 FNortheast Indiana 15.7 15.8 - 15.5 5.6 —— 6.0 16.1 -—-
b Aichmond-Marion-Kokomo 15.0 15.3 -—— 16.3 16.7 - 0.3 10.3 —
5 Central Indiens 15.7 15.5 --- 18.2 19.0 - 7.1 7.2 -
5 lover Walimeh Vallsy-Indiena Side 1.k 1.5 - 13.) 13.1 --- 1.8 7.7 e
7 South Central Indiana 15,2  15.2 -— 15.8  15.9 - 13.6 13.6 —
8 Indians Flats snd Breaks 15.1 15.1 - - 17.5 i7.% —— .o 1.0 -
9 Middle Wahash Hiver 15.7 15.7 _— 18.2 18.2 e 10.0 10.1 -—
A Osry-Bamrond-Eagt Chicage SMSA 6.1 15.3 -—- 15.9 1.2 amm 12.0  12.0 -
B South Bend SMSA k.9 4.5 — 16.3 16.3 - 1.5 7.5 ——
C Fort Wayne SMSA 16,1 16.3 - 15.7 15.9 - s 276 -
b Indienapolis SHSA 6.0 16.4 -.3 1T.2 0.7 .5 bk Wb —-—--
£ Fwansville SMSA 13.9 1.0 —- 13.7 13.9 e .8 150 ---
F Loulsville SMSA EE 15.1 — 15.9  16.k -—- w.8 10.8 —
G Terre Haute SHSA 12.6 13.1 - 1.6 15.2 -—— 2.3 2.8 -—
¥ Muncie SMSA 1k,1 b2 —— 8. 1B.2 —— -1.8  -1.,8 _—
IHingin
1 Nerthuest Illinols 13.6 13.5 - 12.3 2.3 —— 15.3 153 ---
2 Northwstern Chicagy Environs 13.6 13.6 - 15.5 15.4 - 1.5 11.5 e
3 wWeat North Gentral Iliinols 1.8 1w,9 -—- 0.8 0.9 - 1.6 w0.B ——
4 Southwestern Central Tilinois 6.5 6.6 — 6.7 6.8 ——— 6.2 6.3 _—
5 Upper Iltinois RAiver-Kankekee 4.0 LG -1.8 2. 3.1 -1.9 8.7 8.7 ——
6 East Central Tilinois o.7 10.8 8.9 11.3 1.3 9.3 9.8 2.8 —
1 Yest South Contrel Illinoie 5.4 &.1 -10.5 3.8 b.g -0, 8.3 8.3 -
£ Southern Illipoic Grey Lands-Norihern 19.2 10.3 _— 13.5 13.6 -— 6.6 6.6 -
9 lower Wabash ¥alley-Tliinois Side 8.9 3.8 ——- 0.9 10.8 —— ) 5.9 -—
10 Southern Ilinols Gray Lands-Coul Fields 7.1 7.3 — 8.% 8.7 - 3.5 3.k -—
11 Illineis Ozerk Border 11,5 10.5 26.3 FEW” 13.0 30.5 3.7 3.8 —
A Davenport-Rock Island-Moline SMSA 1h.k 5.3 —— 15.0 1%.8 - 125 12,6 ---
B Rockford SMBA 13.5  1z2.9 ——- 4.3 13.6 — 9.6 9.6 -—
C Chicego SMSA 12,4 13.1 5.4 3.2 13.5 5.5 0.3 10.3 =
U Peoris SMSA .2 11.2 - 11.3 11.%4 - 16.8  10.8 -
E Springfield SMSA 5.2 9.5 - 9.6 0.0 - 7.8 1.8 —
P 5t. Lowis SMSA G.k g.% 1.9 1.2 11.2 0.9 -4 -.5 -
G Decatur SHSA .8 17.0 e 9.3 1g.2 --- g1 8.2 ---
Michigan '
1 Upper Penineula-Western : 13.8 13.8 ——— .0 1h.1 - 12,0 11, a—
2 Upper Peninsula-Eastern ;b2 14,3 --- ho  1h.2 -— ih.g  1k7 R
3 Weatern Michigan Lake Shore-Northern 1 152 15.% — b1 k.1 wm— 18.3 1B.2 -
See footnote at end of table.
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Table 12.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rurel-farm malea, 20-64: Heplacement rstes, by color,
for Stete economic mreas, 1960-TC 1/ -Continued

(faten not shown for State ecomppic areas with fewsr then 100 departures )
' Rirral Rural nonfar Rural farm

State aconomic arsae

2
g

P wnite © fonwhite | Totel ¥ unite © Nonuhite ° Total  White | Nouwhite

mignn -Contined

4 Lower Peninsula-Northern
Esst Central Michigan
Wentarn Michigan Lake Shove
Central Michigan
Southenst Michigan
Southarn Michigan
Saginav SHEA

Grand Raplds SMGA

Bay City SMSA

Flint 5HSA

Lansaing SMSA

Detroit SHSA

Kalamazoo SHSA

Jeckson SMSA

Ann Arbor SHSA

15.7
15.1
19.6
21.3

T.2

12.1

19.9
20.3

5.5

we
TR e
N DL 1O G =1 A0 (0t L § B B 1Y

R m@nly Dw o

e

LGmpondiddoEanro e

.

TN 0P L 2] B G B B0 S

Pl

LoD B Rt © v H o w

8.1

.

8.6

LA MY 0D PG o= ha
o ERESE K:\EG :&'\555":-
BEREGEBRE RS EEER

EwoldRBEEEREGBR
EEL B BEL ERERER

B bt bt
S5Fn&d
]
i
[
=]

o REEEERRENEEER

Wigoonsin

Novthern Wisconsin Woods

Went, Central Wisconsin

Southwmet Wisconain

Eav Claire-Wansau

Central Wiecongin-Scuthern Sandy
Eagtern Wisconsin-Northern
Esatern Wisconain-Central
Eastern Wiszonsin-Southern
Duluth-Superior SMSA

Madiaon SMSA

M1 ¥ bm {'\. rL [N . w“)
Racine SMSA

Milwsukee SMSA {Waukecha part)
Kenoshn SMSA

.

VWwth DHPWaNOWo o

.

Ll 4PN
FlaT0 Gap b IOV D B

b b b
VO PWO L RS
NN A NG =7

ymRndoRb s
[
a-‘opt:u-.a-:ld

el
[

= [ ]
M GREERERY
b P b ]

FEEEoalaoo

=

ulation

=
L+]

ral

E5 g

T O @ P (D D R
s Do D hO 14 B0 i oh
Hirh e

F o

em3 WIS A O Oy
NHE WhFEEL O

MR DN Ow FOWw e
=

WA he] B
b e b
W Chd

:

esotn

Red. Rlver Valley-Minnesote
Horthern Minnesota Woods
Minnesota Forest Margin-Western
HMinnenota Forest Margin-Fastern
Weat Central Minnesata
Soutbheast Central Minnesoto
Southeast Minnesota

Soutiiecal Minnesote
Taiuth-Superior SMSA
Hinneapolis-St. Paul SMDA

™
[

-

Jor
R Lo =i RO

bt b e e e e
§EEGw
I el el O e I YL
Mo rDrOE~on

R

HFWLOLWD FO W

Ll I Ll ol I R T R Yy )
[

HFO RN Fw oy

FOwWN) O
b

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
g
A
B

[l

:41:‘

=]

R e b g b bt e
Pt bk e

Sl

= O

b

'ﬂmwﬂwho\\nrwmwg

Weatern Jowm

Weot Central Iowa
Seuth Central fown
Northeast Iown
East Central Towm
Eastern Jown
Sloux City SMSA
Crazha SMIA

Der Motnes SMSA
Davenport~-Rock Ieland-Moline SMSA
Cedar Rmpide SMSA
Waterloo GHSA

.

LD mam Do D

MM MWW WG O O
[
e

.

Znle B VN D@ =

= b Y b

F88nFRRBNw B R
bt bt p b

bt pd fed fed ot k|
Emawm!\:mxpmmoﬂ
=1 B L WD e DO S W
[ el el < %
EhhohoRwhob B
[l
rwmwg'\op:c\m\a—am
bt pr e 4 ot

wwn O F VR FR B B R
LR R VTR FUE s Nl ol LN # WY
-
ynG&-a-.l-rmru-:\arm

Mizsourt

Rorthweat Missonrl
Horthern Misaouri

Went Central Missouri
Southwest Missouri
Ozark Platenu-Northern
Hortheagt Ozark Border
Qzark Pletenun-Weatern
Ozark Plateau-Enstem
Missiesippi Deltn-Miccouri Section
Kansns City SMSA

8t. Louis 5MS4
Springficld SMSA

b
W RO O

Tt T O] O
‘.6 SO o W

P - D R O B - S BN

L
B ) OO O (A R

0 &0 I B IR D e an

€ A DT Tvun Fea 10 b

b s bt 03 et e p

EELBEEEBomuxn

Gala b b Do o 0in o
bbbt [ bt b Yor

b ERrE B Enwa

[Tt e T R T

BEEREE e

PR . R i e

1

L)

s

BHENEEEREe B

A ANAD L

North Dekota

1 Missourl Slops

2 West Central North Dokota-Missouri River Coteet
3 East Central North Dekota

]

[

=

T e
R

)

fo
RER
Lk Ll

n
o
ek
=
[l =y.e
= <n
SER
RERWRY.Y

-
bl
™

See footnote at end of toble.

HC) uPpATA 1981




Table 12.--ftural, rural-nonfarm, end rurel-farm mgles, 20-84: Replacement rstes, by color,
for State econcmic aress, 1960-70 1f -Continued

(Aaten not shown for State econgmic areas with fewer than 100 departures)

Rursl . Rural nonfarm

Fural fam

State econmmic Aren : - - ; n T A
* Tatal | White | Ronwbkite | Totel | White | Fonwhite | Total
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Table 12.--Rurnl, ruralepanfesm, and rural-farm onles, 20-64; Aeplacercnt ralea,
by coler, for Jlate economle areas, 1060-TQ y? ~Continaed

(RaLes not mhowt for ilate econamle areos with feuver than 100 dupirturec)

Suate economie area Purnl Rurnl nonCarm Rurnl form

¥nlte © Hemehite

Patny PoWhite | Homwnlte Dmlte | Honwhite

Horth Caroling
Horth Carolina Blue Ridge
Blur [iidge HSlopes
Horth Cerolinn QLld Pelt Tobucer
Central Nortn Carollne
aouth Central Nerth Carolins
Horth Coroling tipper Constnl Plalp-Noarthemn
Louer Rpancke Coneinl Pinin
North Coarollon Centrul Coastal Plaln
Korth Cuireline Upper Ceagtnl Plain-Lumber River
Currituck-Albraaric-Pumlicn
lieue-Cope Fear
Attheville SM3A
WinsLon-Bnlem SHGA
Greensboro-High Polnt SH3A
Charlotte SMS5)
Balelgh 5MSA
Durhem HHM3A

23.h 14,5
23.8 7.8
AT.7T
0.9
2.6
21.3
2.1
b7
20,4
13.%
0.2
183
1.8
18,4
15.k
16.2
13.0
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Table 12.--Rural, rural-ponfarm, and rural-fans mseles,

State econoatc aroa
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12 Morthoast Texos Sandy Lapdn

Ceptral end Scuthbeast Montana

East Central Colormde Plains

13 Scuthpast Taxes Dondy Lands
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Table 12.--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-64: Replacement rates, by color,
: for State economic areas, 196U~70 1/ - Continued .

(Rates not shown for State economic areas with fewer than 100 departures)
: Rural =

* Total © White ° Noméhite ° Total ® Wnite : Nomwhite | White @ Nomwhite
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Alaska
1 Southeastern Alaska Panhandle
2 South Central Alaska, Alaska Peninsula, and
Aleutian Chain
3 Inland and Northern-Alaska
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Hawaii
1 Hawaii-Maui-Kauai k.7
0.2

H 6.2 B 1 13.1
A Honolulu SMSA . s 27.2 2. 20. 3 314

k.
27.

l/ The replacément rate is the number of entrants minus the number of depgrtures expressed as a percentage of the number-in-the age
group 20-6k years at-the beginning of the decade, on the assumption of no migration during the decade.




Table 13.~-Rural, rurel-nonfavm, and rural-form moles, 20-84: Replocement ratios and raktes, by coler, for cuuntiea, 196070

{Ratios end rates not shown for county residence and eolor groups with fewer then 100 departures}
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Table 13.—Rural, rural-nenfarm, and rural-farm meles, 20~6l: Replucement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 19A0-TO Lentimued

{Ratios and rates not shown for county residence apd celor groups with Tewer than 100 departures)

seate fom ! state eco-; Zoonomie Replacement ratios 3/ Replocement Tates b/
and : status ""‘“f'm; aren, subregicn . s : : : :
county 1 . number . number : PRural : BRural : : Rursl : FBural
: 4 s 2/ H ¢ BerEL L enseem : o famm ; Furel nonfarm :  farm
gonnecticui—Continued H
dtchiield f Se 1 ) 151 153 132 1.6 11.9 8,
Middlesex : 2 3 ik 42 _— 8.8 8.9 —_—
Kew Haven : Sa B 4 17h 179 90 b1 15.0 3,1
New london 3/ : 2 ) 17 177 125 13.7 14,1 7.0
Tolland p 2 i i7 183 113 4.1 1.7 i.2
Windhem : 51 2 i 7 148 139 0.9 10.9 1.1
New York .
Albhany ¥ 6 137 138 185 8.4 8.6 6.8
Allegany 3 k1] 171 173 368 7.4 5.9 19.0
Bronx G G ===~ mm - No rural populetion = m »+ = = = = - = =
Brocae : E 18 196 203 155 19.1 19.5 15.0
Cattaraugus t 3 0 161 163 155 14.6 14.5 15.2
Cayugn . Su & 8 i70 169 172 16.4 15.7 18.6
Chautangitas : S0 3 20 150 152 143 1.7 11.6 12.2
Chemung 3 10 171 179 128 15.1 16.1 8.1
Chepangs . & k1] el 187 160 7.5 18.1 5.6
Clinton 5/ 1 58 ki 7 155 158 185 5.6 5.5 23,5
Columhia s 9 & 126 126 125 7.0 6.8 8.0
Cortland ] 8 178 170 177 15.% .7 7.3
Delawnre . & 10 1hz 133 162 10.9 8.7 16.1
Dubchesa . 9 [ 133 ns 15 2.9 2.9 .o
White : 1k Y 112 3.1 3.1 3.2
Korwhite . 103 o8 - R -3 —_
Erie : A g 153 157 2k 1.7 12,1 6.9
White ' 155 198 124 11.9 12.% 5.8
Horuhite N 103 101 —— .9 .5 —
Egsex : 5b 7 7 15 iy 130 11,6 1i.8 9.2
Frankiin ' Sa K T 175 158 199 18.8 17.4 23,5
Wnite : 173 16k 203 8.2 16.4 2i.0
Norwhite ' 291 -— —_— 28.3 —_ . -
Fulton : Sa 5 a8 1z 137 187 0.4 9.5 6.9
Gepesee N 2 9 172 182 15 W6 15.3 1.9
Greene . Sb 9 6 130 133 11k 8.6 9.2 k.2
Hamilton t S 8 91 g2 — =2.7 -2.3 f—
Herkimer : D 8 160 155 176 13.9 1e.h4 19.5
Jefferson : 7 7 157 156 162 13.7 12.9 16,6
¥ings . G B m = = No rurel population = = = = =+ =~ = = = = = = = ==
Lewia : 7 7 196 185 220 21.4 8.4 27.9
Livingston : 2 g 138 hLYE 128 g.2 2.5 8,1
Medison . 54 8 185 187 182 15.0 18.0 22.0
Monroe . B -] 184 198 116 6.4 17.8 4.8
Montgomery . 58 5 ES 13k 136 13¢ 8.5 8. 8.4
Heasau N G S 17 169 — 15.7 15.5 —
Hew York . [+] B e mmm == o rural population — = — = = = = = = @ == ==
Miagara : A g 179 188 133 5.6 16.5 8.9
fneide : )] 8 160 161 156 13.3 13.2 4.0
Onondags, : ¢ 8 75 179 ks 15.2 15.6 12.3
Omtario : 2 9 135 138 127 8.5 8.5 7.9
grange 5/ . 9 3 154 156 133 11.7 12.0 0.0
White : L ks 134 9.8 9.9 9.5
Nonwhite : 433 455 — 737 79.% —_—
Oriesns . 5b 1 9 4G 163 120 1.2 13.1 5.8
Oavege N c B 161 167 132 .5 15.3 9.5
Otaegs N & 10 bk %3 148 1.8 0.2 13.4
Putnam . 9 & 121 120 — 5.2 5.1 .
Queens G IR R Ho rurael popplation - = - = - = = == = =~ ===
Rensaelaer F 135 137 115 8.5 8.8 5.0
Richmond G = e mmm = S Ho rural population ~ « = = = = = == = = == o
fockiend : G 5 176 179 — k.7 15.1 —
st. lawrence : 56 7 7 182 187 168 18.2 8.4 17.56
Saratogs . F 6 164 173 113 13.5 ih,5 3.6
Schenectady : 58 F [3 %2 kE] -— 9.5 4.0 —_—
Schoharie ' Sty & io 120 ig2 115 5.5 5.7 5.0
Schuyler : 3 10 178 174 152 18.7 17.3 22.9
Senecs 2 9 3 o4 156 3.h 1.2 13.5
Steuben 3 10 1hdy 133 3.23 1.3 8.6 24,3
Suffolk : G % tho 139 it 8.3 8.3 9.5
Wnite : 142 142 h10Y 8.8 8.7 10.1
Norwhite s 105 105 e 1.1 1.1 —
Sullivan . g & 132 i3z 126 8.3 8.4 7.3
Tioga : 3 10 184 20k 1p8 16.8 18.6 8.3
Tompiins . 3 pie] 182 180 133 15.4 4.5 21,2
Ulster . g & 132 139 2 7.3 8.5 -5.9
See foctnotes at end of table.
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Table 13,--Rural, rural-nomform, and rurel-farm males, 20-6%; Replacement rotios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-T0 Centimicd

{Ratios ond vates not shown for counby residence and color groupe with fewer than 100 departures)

H H H lecentent : g
-  Svate eco-’ Ecoramtc | Replacenent rvatios 3f : Replaceaent rates L

statys : Romic area. subregicn : T A n -
if ; bhuriber . nunber t  Fural : Rural :  Eural Rurel
H g/ H g/ H nonfarm Larm H Rurel nonfarm  : farm

Hew Yorh__Continued
Harren : 19
Weshington N 172
Wayne : 162
Westcheater : 138
Wyoming :
Yates H 133

[
CD-'-J\ION'G:R;
WAL O

Wew Jersey

Atlantic
White
Honwhite

Bergen 2/

Burlington
White
Honwhite

Camden
White
Homehike

Cape May : —

Curherland H 158
Yhite H 127
Homwhite H —

Bzsex T -_

Gloecester H 159 135
thite 1 134
Normwhite : 161 -—

Hudson H Ho rural population

Hunterdon H oz

Hercer H 90
White H gL
Norwhite H ——

Hiddleszex H 85
White : 82
Homwhite H —_—

Monmouth H 90
White H G0
Nonwhite H —

Horris :

Oceen 5/ : 65
White 1 &7
NWomshite H L -_—

Progale H —

Salen 5/ : E G
¥hite ivo
Honwhite H s

Semerset H 113
White H 4 11k
Nonwhite : —_

Susgex H i

tnion H population
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fegheny : i1
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Beaver 107
Bedford 216
Barks 148
Blair 201
Bradlord 195
Bucks 145
Eutler 148
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Tavle 13.~—Rural, Turel-nonfarm, and rursd-~form meles, 20-64: Feplocawent rokios and rates, by color, for counties, 1950-T¢ -Contimued

{Ratics and retes not shown for y residence and color gromps with fewer than 100 departures}

H H Replacement ratios 37 ! Repl ates &
ARK ; Btate eco-, Econcamic eplacement raties . “placenent Tates J

status . TOmic ares; subregion — T T :
y , mumber . pumber +  Rurad ¢ BRural
. & . 2/ ; Rural nonform :  farm Furel

: Rurel

Pennsylvania _Continved

Clinton

Columbia

Crawiford

Cumbarland

Dauphin

Delaware

BElk

Erie 203

Fayette : 159
White : 159
I nwhite H 159

Fore.% H 128

Franki'n : T 163
Hhite : 5 169
Narmhy® & 1 1]

Folton

Greene

Huntingdan

Indiana

Jerlerson

Junintae

Lackawenna

iancaster

lawrence

Lebanon

Lehigh

fnzerne

Eyeoming

McRean

Hercar

Mifflin

Monroe

Monbgomery
Wnite
Nonwhite

HMontour

Horthampton

Horthumberland

Purry

Philsdelphia

Pine

Potter

Schuyikxiil

Snyder

Somerset

Sulllvan

Susguenanne

Tioge

Union

Venango

174
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Table 13.--Rural, rural-nonferm, and rucal-farm males, 20-G4: Replocement ratios and rates, by color, for countiea, 1060-70 Cembimued

(Ratioca and rntes not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 departures)
: : : : Regla : : s
o  tate eco-! e eplacement ratios 3/ : Replaccoent rates 4/

status ¢ Nomic erea. avbregico | 7 T : T 7
i/ ; mumber . ouaber ¢ Rura)l : PRural t+  Rural :;  Rure}
: & 4 s Rwsal . onrarm ¢ form ¢ PRl farm

Ohio--Continucd
Clermont
Clinton
Columblang
Coshozton
Cravford

F N
O-lf‘-'\gﬂ-d
W=

Poirfield
Fayette
Franklin 5/
Fulten
Jallin
Geaugs
Gracne
Whitu
Hamwhite
Tuernsey
Hamilton
Hancock
Hardln
imrrlicen
Henry
Highland
Hoeking
Holzes
Huran
Jackaen
Jefferson
Knex
TAne
Lawrence
Licking
Logan
Ioralin
Inaenn
White
Hoenwiiite
Fadicon
Mehaning
Marion
Medina
Heigs
Hereer
Hioami
Manroc
Hontgomery
Margan
Horrow
Musk Lo
Hoble
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Poulding
Perry
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Freble
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Richland
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White
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Table 13,=—Rurel, rural-mopfarm, and ruroi-farm males, 20-64%: Replecement ratios ond retes, by ecler, for counties, 1960-T70 Comtimed

{Rotics and rates not shown for county residence and coler groups with Tewer thap 200 deE;_“tures[

T State eco-. Econonde

Replacement Tatios 3f

Replacement retes b/

Stote 1 ARA H ) H
and : optntus s m‘:';; ares, B“E’“%iw p T s
county s npumber mmber . Rural *+ Hurel Rural ¢ HRural
H _2/ —2/ H Rural + gmonfarm Tarm Rural nonfarm  + farm
H H H H
Ohio--Conbinued
Sumit F 28 67 165 155 hE 4.3 16.5
Trucbull : H 2R 208 215 16k 19.9 20.0 17.9
Whize H 203 26 164 19.3 20.0 17.8
Homehiite : 188 86 —_ 23.1 22.5 —_—
Tuscaraves H [ 29 163 156 197 14%.8 10.8 =
Walon H 2 [f3) 169 210 12k 6.7 2.5 7.2
Van Wert : i 48 154 203 113 13.% 20.5 4.1
Yinton H 56 8 30 21h 230 k7 2B.5 30.8 15.6
Warren : 3 iy 2a3 2hg 137 20.8 22.3 10.9
Wagbhington : 54 8 30 164 169 150 4.3 1h.3 .5
Hayne H k 28 298 200 197 20.1 8.7 2.3
WiXllams i ) 351 166 135 . 13.6 0.5
Hood 1 LB 163 177 132 Lk 15.8 §.6
wWyandot 2 L8 163 176 157 4.3 1.8 16.6
Indians
Adnms 3 48 18 245 177 2L.2 2.6 20.1
Adlen e 43 173 186 163 6.1 15.7 17.4
Bartholooew 5 kg 204 245 120 184 21,1 &4
Benton o 47 158 155 162 i3 13.0 5.3
Blackford 3 48 207 -5 172 21.7 23.6 18.5
Boone 5 k7 154 193 113 12,9 8.2 h.1
Brown 7 52 188 175 22k 23.5 19.0 5.2
Carroll a [¥g 137 151 121 g.h 1.3 6.3
Cass : g LY 136 140 131 8.4 8.1 9.1
Clark : sb F ub 164 175 hY 15.2 15.6 1h.0
Cley : 5n & 1 11 128 108 6.0 7.3 2.6
Clinton ' g b7 157 17T in 13.9 18,5 9.2
Crawford H 5b 7 52 169 pia) 167 27.9 16,0 18.9
Daviess H 5 5L 17y 177 8 19.0 7.8 20.6
Deartorn : Sb 8 5 157 174 129 12.9 k.9 8.3
Decatur : 5 47 163 233 piey 15.2 25.8 2.2
De ¥alb 3 Wg 162 176 152 15.6 15.6 15.5
Delaware H 47 165 197 ¥ 1.3 8.1 -1.8
Pubols T 52 151 ish 1h5 11.7 10.7 13.3
Elkhart 1 &k 150 182 21h 8.2 15.5 30.2
Fryette B ky 177 203 1hh 8.3 21.6 13.3
Floyd F L5 162 173 nk 5.1 16.3 bk
Fountaln : El 7 1hs 179 10 0.1 W7 3.0
Franklin H 8 173 201 39 7L 2.1 23.5 0.3
Fulton : 2 kg ko 155 126 iy 12.9 7.7
Gibson [ 51 1h3 150 131 10.5 1.0 9.6
Grant : Y L7 18y 216 148 8.2 19.4% 1"
Gracne H 5h & 51 121 124 115 6.0 6.5 L8
Hamilton : 5 [ d 167 184 129 13.8 15.3 8.4
Hancock H 5 by 180 212 134 6.5 9.2 5.8
Harriscn : 5 7 52 184 ig2 178 26.9 9.6 2.5
Hepdricis [ 5 by 205 260 3y 21.3 27.1 3.k
Henry : 5z 4 47 169 193 122 15.5 7.2 7.3
Howard : y Iy 201 230 1h5 18.¢ 19.6 2.6
Hunt ingson 3 48 iy 188 127 1.9 4.6 7.9
Jackaon 3 8 L5 158 iny 110 13.h 17.6 3.0
Jaaper H &b 2 4B 300 414 183 35.5 7.6 7.9
Iny [ 3 by 165 168 163 15.3 12.7 8.3
Jefferson i g 11 hEY 1 1 1.7 9.3 13.2
Jennings : b 3 he 186 =8 1hity 20.9 23.8 14.8
Johngon 1 5 b7 9 236 153 17.8 13.8 1.8
Enox : & 51 155 157 13h 12.2 12.7 1.0
Xooclusko : 2 by 178 188 153 17.2 11.9 i5.8
Iagrounge H 3 [ 197 154 as7 21.5 2.0 .2
Iake H A 6l 1Y 187 15k 16,4 15.7 .8
In Porte : 1 B 158 164 h109 2.7 12.8 11.7
Lawrence H 54 T 52 161 172 133 13.49 5.2 9.7
Mndiaon f 13 &7 175 133 109 13.2 4.6 3.5
parion 5f T o k7 188 203 &8 16.0 7.2 4.4
White : : 192 ags as 16.% 7.7 =41
Hemwiilte H 9 101 ——— -3 .5 —_—
Marshall : 2 1) 267 288 4 16.7 17.7 ib.%
Martin f 55 ki 52 176 195 BET 1B.6 20.4 13.9
Miami 5/ g L gz B35 165 16.8 9.5 6.
Honroe : 5b 7 52 169 1Bg 56 .2 15.3 ~1.3
Hontgomery : g 47 il 13k 13 8.k 7.8 9.8
Morgan : 5b 3 51 195 228 122 19.7 23.0 7.1
Hewton H a 48 1 128 178 12.0 T2 21.5
See 10OLNOLeE &t end ol toble.
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Table 13.—Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm malen, 20-64%: Replacemont ration end rates, by eelor, for countles, 1060-70 -Centimed

{Batios and rates not shown for county renidence and color froups with fewer than 100 departures}

: Replncement ratios 3f : Replucement rates 4/

ARA . Btate oco—) Beonamic : :
status ; HOmic arew, gubregion | ; " . T ~

. nwmber . rugber . . . . .
i/ Y T : 5 BRural :  Reral t PRural i Rural

Rurad nonfarm 3 farm ; FRural t nonfeErm farm

Ind{mpa—Continued
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Pahle 13,—Rural, rural-nonferm, and rural=farm meles, 20-84: Replacement ratios ond rates, by coler, for counties, 1960-70 -Comtinued

{Ratics and rates nob shown For county residence &nd color groups with fewer than 100 d_e_pnrt.urgg)

Replacement ratios 3f H Replacement rotes &/

ARA . Stote eco-, Ecomomic
. nonic area. subregioo . T . . n :

b ; pumber . number ¢ Rurad : BRural :+ Rural : PRural

J H 3/ H .2J( H t nonfarm @ farm Rural nanfarm farm

IMlinoig--Continued
Hardin
Henderson
Henty
Iroqucis
Jackaon
Jasper
Jefferson
Jersey
Jo Daviess
Johnson
Keste
Eankakee

Hhite
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Kendaly
Knox
Lake
Ln Grlile
Lawrence
e
Tivingaton
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Table 13.—Rurnl, rural-nonfarm, and rordd=-farm males, 20-64%: Replacement ratios end rates, by color, for countles, 1980-70 -Centinued

{Ratios and rates nob shown for sounty residence and coler groupg with Pewer than 100 departures)
: : Btate cco—= Ecanomic
State I ARM H : H
and + obtatug  ; homde area, subregion T : : T :
county ER ¥ ; famber . pumber ¢ Rural ¢ Rurel t Raral : PRural
H H g H _?/ H nonfarm ¢ farm Rural ! ononfarm @ farm

Replucemunt ratios 3/ H Replncement rates 4/

Illinoia-~Cantinued H
Winnebugo : 69 7 136
Woodford H 1655 154

far o
g
il
=XV

Hichigan H

Alcona : 150
Alger H -—
Allegan : 18],
Alpena : 66 159
Antrdm s 193
Arenne H 213
Herngo H -——
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Iosco 5/
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Iaabelln
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Kalamazoo
Knikoskn
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Livingaton
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Table 13.-—Rural, rurdl-ponfarm, and rured-farm moles, 20-6%: Replucement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-T0 Sontirved

{Fatios and rates not shown for by residence and color groups with fewer thap 105 deggrtures)

i f State ecc—f Econamic
Sizie . siitus . nanie ares, subreglom | T : :
: number ;  mumher : PRural : PRuaral s

count? ; y :. g/ ; _%/ ; Rural 3 nanform 3 Toxm

; Replacement ratios ;/ H Replacenent retes bf

Michigen—Continucd
Muskegon
Hewaygo
Cokland
Oceana
Jgenaw
Ontonagon
Osceola
Oanoda
Otsogo
Ottawa
Presgue Isle
Roscommorn
Saginaw
§t. clalr
5t. Joszeph
Senilac
Schooleralt
Shiawnsaee
Tusccla
Yan Buren
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Momahiite
Washtenaw
¥hite
Homhite
Hayne
¥hite
Nomwhite
Hexford
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Wizeonain
AdBms
Ashland
Barron
Bayfield
Browm
Buffaio
Burnett
Contumet
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Table 13,-—Rural, rursl-nonfarm, and rural—farm males, 20-6%: Replacement ratios and rates, by coler, for counties, 1960-70 Cantirmsed

{Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 departures)

Replacement ratios 3f : Raplecement rates b/
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Table 13.—Rural, rural-nonfarm, &nd rurel-farm mades, 20-64: Peplscement rotios snd rates, by coler, for countles, 1960-70 Tentimted

(Retins and rates pot shewn for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 deggggures)
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Table 13,~Rural, rural~-nonfarm, and rurai-farm males, 20-6%: Replacement retios ond rotes, by coler, for counties, 1960-70 -Continued

{Ratios and rates mot shown for county residenice and color proups with fewer than 100 departures)

Replacement ratios 3/ : Replecement rates bf
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Table 13.,~—Rurnl, rural-nanfarm, &od rural-faxm melcs, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by coler, for countles, 1960-70 -Cenbinued

{Rotios ard rates not shovn for county residence snd color groups with fewer thon 100 dgg_artures}
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Table 13,«Rural, ruralenonfarm, and rural-ferm males, 20-6L; Replacement retics ond rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Contimted

(Retios nnd rates not shown for county residence and scolor groups with fewer than 100 departures)
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Table 13.~-Rural, rurel-nonfarm, and rursl~farm males, 20~64: Replocement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 196070 Lomtinued

{Bntics and rates not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 departures}

State o ' State eco-’ Eeonemic : Replacement ratios 3f . Replacement rates b

and, + status , namic ares, subregion : T s 3

gounty : 1, ; hurber . nucher s+ Rural :  Rurel : Rural : FRursl

H J 4 H 2/ H Bural . oonform s farm H Fura) nenfarm  : farm
Horth Dakota--Contioned H
McHenry H 3 90 170 143 199 17.6 12.3 22,0
MeIntosh 3 2 g0 110 e 280 2.8 -9.0 26.0
HeKenzie H ] 1 105 150 154G 198 6.3 11.6 20.8
HeLean : Sb B 90 203 L7 zhg 22.4 17.6 28.0
Hercer Sb 1 105 pN) 168 196 17.5 8.0 16.7
Korton 1 105 162 113 218 15,2 3.8 2h,7
Mountrail H S 2 99 130 156 158 6.4 18,6 13.¢
Nel=on H 5h 3 90 156 139 i1 ih.3 10.0 18.3
Cliver : 1 105 250 ——— — 27.6 _— -
Pembinm |3 89 166 159 174 15,9 k.7 20,0
Perce 3 90 198 -— 21l 2.0 —_— 26.1
Romsey H St 3 90 123 155 102 £.3 1h,1 A
Ranso : 5 9l 130 A2 116 8.7 13.1 by
Repville 3 90 188 212 173 20.9 23,2 19,1
Richland 5o S gL 126 100 147 . 7.5 1 EER
Rolette H o 3 o0 239 218 2683 33.5 29.6 39,7
White H a6 106 258 16.8 1.8 34,7
Honvhite B 3ok Feil -— 53.1 63.0 -
Sargent H Sh 5 1 igh 120 178 1k 6.2 9.5
Sheridan : 4 ®% 203 -— 195 23.L -— 21.8
Sioux B b 1 105 267 272 - 33.2 26.5 ——
Siope H 2 165 197 - -— 2h.3 -— -—
Stark 1 105 f=t=a k1 309 25.2 1.1 3t.2
Steele H 3 0 1o o7 iy 2.8 -7 5B
Stutsman : 3 90 176 159 177 7.7 7.3 7.2
owner 3 90 ko o 201 10.8 -1.7 21.9
Traill N 8o 135 167 74 8.5 2.2 18.3
Walsh N 8g 137 i2h 1ik8 2.5 6.3 12.6
Ward 5f : 3 0 189 aks 138 15.8 18.9 10.2
Wells H 3 90 133 g5 187 8.8 -1.5 18.6
Williams ! 2 o.¢] 188 ath iz 17.6 21,1 9.9
Soukh Dakota H
furora H 3 ==} 213 — i8s 25.6 —_— 8.8
Beudle H 2 g1 168 199 156 17.2 23.6 ik
Bennett : S 1 104 7L —— -— 153.5 — -—
Bon Homme H 5b 3 g2 T 168 166 15.2 1k.9 i5.6
Brookings 5 4 87 152 163 pEL) L) 15.8 1ih,0
Brown : 2 ol 137 i2h 1h§ 9.9 7.0 1.9
Brule t 5% 3 92 1ho _—— 1e7 10.3 — 7.2
Buffalo : b 3 g2 -— —— —_— - -—= -—
Bukte : X 10h L8 s 150 1.6 0.7 12,3
Campbell H 2 91 137 B3 178 o.7 =h,1 7.1
Charles Mix H 5b 3 a2 i62 188 1h1 16.7 22.1 i1.6
Clark : 2 9L 1h2 143 g 1L.2 11,6 0.8
Clay 5 85 133 -— 125 8.5 = 7.1
Codington H 4 87 3 1oh 154 1.6 6.2 1.9
Corson H Sb 1 104 203 188 221 23.0 19.5 27.3
Custer H 3 1k 10 ihy -— 5.3 8.7 -—
Davison 3 92 151 - 154 13.5 -— 15.3
Doy 2 a1 b 1wy 135 i1 ik 9.9
Peucl : 4 87 136 1m0 ish 9.8 3.0 1,0
Doway H ) 1 Lol 203 240 — 23.1 30.5 -
Douglas . 3 o2 is1 7 216 21,1 11.6 25,9
Edmunds H 2 91 159 119 206 4.9 5.8 23,0
Full River ' 1 10k 205 215 —— 22,3 2kl ——
Fuulk 2 91 117 120 11 5.3 7.6 3.7
Grant I 87 155 159 153 hITTE 17,1 13.8
Cregary ) 3 g2 145 =3 213 13.1 -2.6 26,4
Haakon 5b 1 204 1hg 231 85 k.1 33.6 4.6
Hemlin 4 87 1z7 101 151 7.5 R 2.7
Hand 2 9 17k 158 183 T 11.9 22,1
Hangon 3 92 171 11z 21k 7.7 ] 23,
Harding . 'y 104 202 s —-— 0.8 —— _—
Hughes : 5o 2 =1 152 131 -— 3. 8.4 -—
Hutehinson : 3 g2 119 K 67 5.4 -8.2 15.2
Hyde : 50 2 gL 120 - _— 4.8 -— _—
Jackson : i 1ok — —_— —— _— e —_—
Jerauld 3 g2 136 ik 184 10.0 5.9 11.9
Jones : 1 a0k 153 - —— 1.9 e —_—
Kingsoury : i 87 131 211 152 8.8 3.5 13.6
Lake : 5 85 153 133 163 13.9 8.7 5.1
Lawrence H k3 104 1n2 150 i) b0 13.8 -21.6
Lineoln 4 5 85 U2 169 127 10.6 15.1 7.4
See footnotes zt end of table.
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Tavle 13.—Rurel, rurcl-nonfurm, and rurnd-farm males, 20-5%: Replocement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1950-70 -Coptinued

{Retios and rates mot shewn for county residence and color groups with fever than 10D departvres)
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Tatle 13,~-Rursl, rural-nonfarm, and rural-ferm males, 20-6Y: Replocement ratios end vates, by color, for countles, 1960-70 -Continued

{Bntios and rates not shown for county residence pnd colar grouns with fewer then 100 depurtures]

H i H o H aTe.
State .  State eco! Eecmanic | Replecement vatios 3/ : Replacement rates y
ond : status ¢ POMIC area, subreglon : T : B :
county : 1 ; fumber . number :  fured :  Bural ¢ :  Rural : Rural
: Y : L : & ;  Bwrel L pentarm o+ farm ; Bural nonferm :  farm

Hebraskn--Continued :
Hayes : L 95 i3 B —_ 1ha 9.0 _— 12,5
Hiteheock : L 93 123, wa 151 6.3 8 .2
Holt H 1 0k 138 95 176 0.3 -1.6 17.3
Hooker ' 1 igh oG -_ - 1.k - —_—
Hevard H 5l 3 o2 153 186 137 3.3 ir.5 10.L
Jafferaon : g 3 113 128 106 3.8 7.2 1,9
Johnesen H T B3 12z 113 133 5.3 4.0 B.5
Kemrney : b 93 134 138 129 8.5 9.7 7.2
Keith H 2 106 140 159 125 10.1 15,7 6.1
Keya Pahz H 1 10k 9% — —_— -8 —— —_—
fimball 2 1064 208 —_— — 18.1 —_— —~—
Knax i 3 g2 133 hRE: 150 9.5 4.3 12,7
lancaster 3/ : A 85 1ho o 127 8.0 8.2 1.5
Lineeln : 3 o2 ILTS 1ho 152 10.8 9.k 22,1
Lajran H 1 10 -— —_ ——— —_— —_ —
faup H 5b 1 10k ——— —_ —-—= _— _— —_—
MeMieraon H 1 1ok _— — — _— —_ _—
Moadizon : 3 g2 10 79 136 .3 6.1 a1
Merrick 3 126 12k 129 7.6 7.1 £,1
Morrill : 2 106 184 233 167 7.2 -5 15.1
Hance H ) 3 103 7e 121 W8 -G.2 5.8
Temnla i 7 85 1lat 1 12 7.2 1.0 3.7
Huckolls k 93 133 137 130 8.7 10.% 7.6
Ctoe 7 ] 12 97 122 3.5 =T 6.3
Fovwnee T 85 114 11g 11k 5.1 5.9 k.5
Porking 2 hivt 129 ar 204 0.3 -3.9 23,0
Ehelps L 93 119 -— 124 5.2 _—_ 6.4
Plerce 3 gz 1ikg 120 175 1=2.9 A 14.6
Plutte 3 92 186 175 130 15,1 16.3 14,3
Folk 5 93 114 ple 1=3 Lo Lk 6.1
Red Willow 13 a3 129 130 125 8.0 8.1 8.0
Richardson 7 &5 127 138 119 7.3 2.7 5.7
Roek 1 104 pali] 10 _— 2.1 3.8 —
Saline 5 93 Bz Fis) 88 -5.8 -8,0 -3.8
S py 5/ B H5 271 323 i3z 1g.2 20.7 8,3
Suunders ki £3 123 134 15 6.2 B.L k.h
Seotbs Bluff 2 106G 1806 ifia 19k 8.7 8.2 19.3
Seword i 93 14 180 108 1.2 18,2 2.3
Sheriden ! 1 1al 159 184 133 .2 20.L 8.9
Sherman : 5b 3 g2 105 6l 131 1.6 =11,6 8.0
Sioux H 1 104 105 —— us 1.6 — b5
Stanton 3 g2 153 180 154 15.9 18.5 Lk
Thayer 5 23 113 ay i52 kR 4.3 2.9
homas * 1 ld{ — —_— — —— —_— _—
Thurston : b fi a5 155 189 116 1h.2 21.9 L,5
Yalley i A 3 ga 13 136 147 .1 10,2 2.0
Washington : & a5 118 106 126 5,0 1.6 7.h
Weyne G B3 159 —_— 126 8.3 — 1.2
Hebster ! I a3 124 108 1y 7.5 .k 12,5
Wheeler : St 1 104 —_ -_— —_ -— — —
York : 5 93 151 150 b7 12,7 12,5 12.8

Kanaag
Allen 7 8y pial 123 7 .6 6.9 -8.6
Anderson H 7 ) 12k 148 7. 12,7 5,2
Atchizon : [4 fis 165 253 95 15.8 39,2 -1.3
parber 1 103 123 109 1hg €.l 2.6 12,5
Barton 2 103 145 157 125 12,2 1€, 7.7
Dourbon 7 &4 13 60 105 G.0 XY.9 2.0
Brown 6 85 104 B2 125 1.3 ~6,0 7.3
Bubler B 5 a3 173 191 e 18,7 18.3 12,4
Chase : 5 83 17 o 133 2.2 ~3.3 8.2
Chautaugqua : 5 83 115 pRER 125 .5 3.2 7.4
Cherokee ' Sn 8 23 129 136 120 8.4 9.8 6.2
Cheyenne i 2 103 151 91 230 13,0 -2,7 27.3
Clark 1 02 18 2 -— k.9 3.2 —_—
Clay 3 o 7 1l 106 LB l0.2 1.9
Cloud 3 gl 126 2 15 8.3 1.9 5.1
Coftey 7 109 113 106 3.1 3.8 2,3
Comanche 1 103 143 130 _— 16,5 8.1 —
Covley : 5 83 1y 124 111 4.8 5.5 3.6
Crawford b Sa B 83 ns 135 83 5.0 B.B k2
Deantur : 2 105 19 103 1ho 5.8 1.0 1.2
Dickinann : 3 ol 121, 138 106 6.4 10.4 2,0
BSee footnotes at end of toble.
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Table 13.—-Rural, vural-nonfarm, and rursl-farm males, 20-6k: Replacement ratios mnd rutes, by ceoler, for countles, 1060-TD Cemtimued

(Ratios ard rates not shawn for county resid and color groups with fewer thern 100 departures)

H H H HRepla t 1
srate f e : State eco-; Beonomic eplacement rotios 3 : Replacement rates 4/
and : Btotus ; omin aren. mibreglon | 7 T , " -
zounty v : “fﬁ?er : “§7bﬂr : : Rural : FRural gy ¢ Rural : Rural
H H E noafarm farm Bur nenfarm farm

Kansas--Caontinued
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Labette
lane
Leaverwarth 5/
White -
Yomi.ite
Iincoln
Linn
Logarn
Lvon
HeFnerson
vinrion
Marshnll
Meade
Mami
Hitchell
Hontgomery
darris -
Morton
Nemaha
Neosho
Neen
Hertan
Osoge
Oshorne
Otiova
Townee
Mhillips
Yottayntomie
Prott
Bawling
Reno
Republic
Rice
Riley 5/
Rooks
Tush
Ruszell
Saline 2/
Soott
Sedgwick
Sewnrd
Shawnee 5/
Sheridosd
Shemann
Smith
Staflord

See footnotes ot end of talle,

SRR VWHD EFARORDEWW W 2 R W= 0 R DR
1
-JI

1
1]

IOUJ

1
5.

WAEW O 00D T O =) e Co

1
Ilm
l_-IJ'GUJ!—“-‘II—' [ =]
MHOFOWF SO MM RS-0 o
W
[EL ]

|

HIE
D]

e
Vo ESe

1=
IF:COI—'

g
:

oo w e e

b
=

I

E oS e
-

Iy

1
Py
o

1
2
14
3
1z
G
1
12
2
10
a
3
h
10
5.
1,
bl
n,
1.

--J'\.nU\\.I'\\OH_O

1

.

=3 T TV DA 2 L © L2 b i =3 ) Te My

.

O buu v

H
(=

.

t

1
&
FO@PEROW 1\ o

Pl

Mmoo noh el Fabiann

BWE

H
B, pbBE,
S VY W P D O O LS A G A fon
ol
Fo
R

F0

i
} 1

2
bl
-

n

L]

N
“n

i

=
awn
N ny

-

Bipbw
o D

MERMODQHF>HFWRORAOWMW SR AW ERWR-1 20 ER W D) = Sl =1
1
+ o
=2, LY. 3

w
h

]
|_¢
o

() urpATA 19m1




Table 13,~Fural, reral-nonfarm, and rurel-forn males, 20-6%: Replacement ratios apd rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Cemtinued

{Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer then 100 d_eg_arturesl

State . " state eco-] Beonomie . Replacement ratios 3/ Replacement rates L/
end, : statug i nomic erea, subveglon . : s H : :
county : 1 ; nuber . number +  Rural : Rural :+ FRurgl : Rural
H J H g H 2/ H Rursl T nonfaym 3 {farm H Bural 1 anonfarm farm
Kansas--Continued +
Stanton H L 103 135 —- - T.5 - -—
Stevens : 1 203 ——— —_—— -— —— - -
Sumper : 3 gk 155 180 128 13.7 17.9 8.2
Thomas H 2 413 ny -—— 122 5.8 —-- 9.3
Trego : a 103 ke -— 134 11.1 —— 13.L
Wabgunsee : 5 83 109 161 5 2.8 5.1 -8.6
¥Wallace H 1 103 203 ——— -— 2h.5 — ——
Wsnington H b o3 124 10l 13% 7.6 1.4 1a.h
Wichita H 1 103 1TL 120 —-- 16.5 6.4 —
#ilson B 8 83 101 a7 10k K -8 1.4
Woodsoo H T 8y 99 o7 93 -1 a.1 -2.6
Wandotte : B 85 207 222 _— 18.8 20.1 -
wWhite : il 238 - 19.5 21.2 -—-
Hoowhite : 160 -— -— o ——- e
Delavare H
Kent 3/ : 5t 1 15 188 206 125 i2.7 13.3 Tk
white : 188 210 1M 12.2 12.9 6.4
Koowhlte H ) 1B3 - 16.3 6.0 -—-
Hew Ceatle i A 15 165 170 13k 13.9 1%.3 10.3
wWnite : 169 b 137 1.2 1.5 1.3
Nonwhite 1 136 139 - 10.5 .6 —
Sussex s -] 1 15 150 161, 120 1.2 12.5 6.0
White H il 158 115 1.1 1.3 4.5
Nonwhite : 171 170 . 14,9 14.3 -
Haryland H
Allegany i 58 1 a7 162 166 110 144 1h.9 3.8
Avne Arundel 5/ : A 15 217 el 159 17.3 17.h 15.13
White : 227 235 139 17.8 18.2 10.3
Fobwhiite : 184 180 —— 15.0 13.9 ---
Baltimore H A 19 1858 158 119 7.7 18.9 5.7
Vhite : 188 196 118 17.2 18.3 5.5
Honvnlte : 220 226 - 31.3 3.3 ———
Baltimore City : A 19 = = = = = = = = == === = - No rursl population- = = = = = = = « = =
Calyept : 5k 3 19 181 171 208 13.0 6.7 25.2
Whpite : 1l 130 17h 9.7 7.2 18.0
Nonvhite : 252 253 = 35.2 35.9 ===
Caroline : i 15 128 13h 11k 1.5 B.& h.3
White : 126 132 113 6.7 T.7 .1
Korvhite : 138 143 - 0.5 11.8 -—
Jarrell : ¢ 16 128 125 139 6.8 5.9 1.1
Woite : 132 130 11 7.6 &.7 11.8
Nonvhite : 70 Th .- -B.9 -7.6 -—-
Ceedl 5f : 5b 4 15 218 226 146 22k 23.3 11.5
white : 225 235 7 23.4 24.5 1.7
Nonwvhilte : 13k 134 —-- 7.7 7.9 ——
Charlea 5/ : 3 19 259 266 230 8.6 28.5 2g.k
white : 228 251 150 21.6 23,4 12.3
Foowhite : 32U 295 - 46.8 4.1 ---
Dorchester : 58 i 15 95 162 85 -.3 .8 -5.0
White : a1 88 84 -3.6 -3.2 -S.b
Nonwhite : 135 pET - 9.7 12.5 -—
Fredarick H 2 16 187 185 196 7.1 15.9 2L.7
White : 187 183 2L 16.9 15.L 22.6
Konwhite % 190 215 _— 19.7 23.4 —
Garrett H & 1 27 178 173 18T 18.1 18.3 23.3
Earford 5/ i 2 16 232 25k 143 20.0 21.0 .7
White i 230 264 il 0.5 21.6 12.3
Rapwhite : 173 179 — 13.8 1.8 e
Eowmrd : o 16 175 160 145 13.6 13.8 12,0
White : 173 179 135 13.1 13.5 g.1
Noowvhite : 189 185 - 18,1 6.1 -
Kent : L 15 k2 137 156 10.1 8.7 1ih.q
White B 1hg i3k 186 10.3 T.7 15.7
Nanvhite 1 136 b5 ——- .5 1.z -
Mootgomery i ] 19 195 19 185 15.7 19.1 25.0
Woite i 193 15k 180 8.7 18.2 23.5
Noowhite : 2aT 2ol - 25.8 2h.g [
Prince Georges 5/ : :| 1g 210 221 153 19.1 19.7 13.7
White i 207 22l 129 17.2 18.3 7.2
Fonwhite : 217 222 196 25.0 24.6 af.2
Queen Annes t i 15 136 129 158 9.0 7.3 1h.2
Wnite : 127 118 152 6.9 h.& 13.2
fta : 163 138 - 4.8 ih.c ===
See footnotes av end of table.
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Table 13,~Rural, rurat-nonfarm, &nd rural-form males, 20-6h: Replecement retlos snd rates, by color, for counties, 1960-T0 -Cemtinved

{Rotios ond rates not shown for gounty residence and color groups with fever than 100 departures)

H H H Replac & H 0
- * state eco-’ Beoncmie placement rakios 3/ : Replacement rates 4/

skntus ¢ Romic srea; subreglos | T T n -
2 ; pumber , puwler i Rura) :  Rursd : HRural : Rural
H 2/ H 2/ H Rural nenfarm faxm farel nonfarm @ farm

l‘a.gylan&--!‘.‘ontinued : )

t. Marys 5/ H . 3
White : 423
Homwhite H 25t

Someraet : 13
fhite ' pa L]
Honwhite H 201

Talbot H 121
White H 142
Honwhite H 163

Weshington H ; ’ 213

Wicomico H piiyy
White H 139
Honwhlte H 271

Worcester : hit:)
White 3 1k
Reonwhite H 220

23.4
20.4

8.5
9.2
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Yirginia H
Avcomack H 140 99
White . 87
Honwhite H —_
#lbemarie : 165
dhite . 159
Homwhite H —
Al eghany H —-—
Amelia T 111
White : 138 a5
Henwhite H 131
Amherst t 148
White H 108
Honwhite H ——
Appomattox : 168
White : Y ‘ g
Honwhite H ——
arlington H rural populetion
Augusta 1 18 i 153 52
Bath H -
Bedford H 137
White : 126
Honvhite H —_—
Biand H 141
Botatourt H 115
Bropswlck : 201
White H 123
Horwh ] be : 280
Buchznan H . L6 218
Bucktaghsm : 112
White H 83
Nomwhlite H ———
Compbell : 156
Hhite H 12k
honwhibe : _—
Ceroline H 128
White : 3
Honwhite H ——
Carroll : 15h
Charles City H
Hhite
Wonwhite
Charlotte
Rhite
Honwhite
Cheaterfield
White
Honwhite
Clovke
Cralg
Culpeper
White
Nomwhite
Cumberland
Whlte
Henwhite
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See footnotes at end of table.
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iable 13.~-Rural, rural-nonfarm, ind rurel-ferm mxles, 20-8b: Replacement ratios and rates, by ceolor, for countles, 196070 Contiraed

{Ratios nnd retes wot shown for county residence and color groups with fewer thon 100 departures)

H H H Replacement ratios : Repiacement rates 4
ARA ' State eco-, Economic . 21 §/ : F J
status  ; nomic ares, subreglon T 1 . T T
2 . fumder . nunber :  fupel i Rural @ : Rarsl : Rural
: B ;¥ Rural noafarm :  farm Rural ponfarm ¢ farm

Virgiola--Continued
Dickensan i 32k
Dinwiddie : 21
White : 150
Nonwvhite i 11
Esgex : 169
White : 75
Homihite : 16%
Fairfex M
Wolte
Koowhite
Poogaier
wolte
Honwhite
Floyd
Flumuce
Wnite
Nonwhite
Frankiin
White
Honwhite
Frederick
Gilea
Sloucenter
White
Honwhite
Goochland
Woite
Ronwhite
Grayson
Qreens
Greensyille
White
Nonwhite
Hslifax
White
Nonwhite
firnover
Voite
Wonwhite
Henricw
Whita
Honvhite
Henry
White
Honvhite
Highliand
Iale of Wight
Waite
Honwhite
Jeames City
White
Honwhite
¥ing mnd Queen
White
Honwhite
King George
King William
White
Honwhite
Lancestor
Vhite
Nopwhite
Lee
Llowdoun
White
Honwhite
foutsa
¥aite
Nouwhite
funanlaurg
Woite
Honwhite
Msdison
T :
See footnotes at end of table.

A

1D e DO o

Zao 10 00 B0 O 00 Oy B B 9 g 10 R0 D R N0 © Gl TR €3 0 W On OO
1 wn
-
1D

EBINERYEN FRESFR L BLGE FER FEO BB BREL

BB RE R SR BER RSB BN al BEERERE PR RS RO AEREE oo ol
S

Pl e -l - e N T

BTG ED NI WO MO PO D W PN Fren PO uDw W oo O Twowv kO Fan

L ol oo FomE - on

] B0 b e L K b b 2
1 8= gtj '0\:\4‘-}-!\2 ?\-:dl..u\nw-r: O\wb-_-l E‘gl Hw'q'& I
THOW OO RN OG- oo SOl 1 oW 7O

B pBE B ol REESH LW ERLESERE B




Table 13,~—Rural, rursl-penfnrm, and rurnl-farm sales, 20-64; Replacement ratios end rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Cemtimuad

{Ratios ond ratez not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 departures)

H H H Repl t 5 ; .
. ! gtate eco-’ Boonamic eplocement ratios 3/ : Replacement rates 4/

: ; nomic aren, subregion | " T : " n
:Af H ““E?Qr : ?;?ber H *  FRurnl :  Rural t Rutnl :  Rural
H H : H nonfarm H ¢ nonferm farm

¥irginie—-Continued
Holthews
White
Honwhite
Mecklenburg
White
Nonwhite
Midtlesex
¥hite
Honwhite
Mantgomory
Nangemond
White
Honwhite
NYelson
White
Nonwhite
New Kent
Wnite
Honwhilte
Norfolk
Whlte
Honwhite
Korthimpton
Whiite
Honwhite
Hurthumberland
White
Honwhite
Notlowy
White
NWonwhite
Qrange
White
Nonwhite
Page
Pugrick
Plttoylvania
Whlte
Nonwhite
Pawhatan
White
Nonwhite
Prince Edwird
White
Nonwhite
Prince George 5/
White
Nenwhite
Prince William 5/
White
Nonwhite
Princess Anne 5/
White
Honwhibe
Puiuak]
Rappahannock
Richmond
Whlte
Nonwhite
Roanoke
White
Honwhite
Rockbridge
Roekingham
Ruasell
Scott
Shenandoah
Smyth
Southampten
White
Honwhike
Speteylvasin
Whita
Nonwhite
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Ser footnotes at end of table,

3@ UPDATA 1981




Teble 13, —Rurnl, rurai-nonferm, end rurnl-ferm males, 20-5%: Replacement Tatios ond rates, by color, for counties, 1660-70 -Continued

(Retios ond rates not shown for county resjdencs and color groups with fewer than 100 departures}

; ARA E Siote ecchf Economle
stogus  homic ervea, subreglon | T Y A T T

r Y ; pumber . number . :  Rural : Rursd 3 : Rural : Rural

: H E/ H 2/ Rural nonfam 1 ferm 3 Rural nonferm farn

Replacement retios 3/ : Replacement rates hf

Yirginia—Conlinued :
Stafford 3/ : 19%
Surry H 202
White H
Worwhite
Sussex
Hhite
Nenwhite
Tezewell
warren
Hashlngton
Westmoreland
White
Horwhite
Wise
Rythe
York 5/
Wnite
Norwhiite
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Barhour
Berkeley
Boone
Braxton
Trooke
Cabell
Calhoun
Clay
Doddridge
Fayette
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Gllmer
Grant
Greenbrier
White
Nomwhite
Hempshire
Hanoock
Hardy
Huprisen
Jagkson
Jefferaon
#enavha
White
Notwhite
lewls
Eincola
Logan
White
Homwhlte
Hebowell
White
Konwhlte
Marion
White
Nenwhite
Marshaii
Magon
Merzer
Wrtite
Henwhite
tineral
Minge
Honongalia
Monroe
Morgan
Nicholas
Ohio
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Pleazants
Pocehuntas
Preston
Putnam
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See footnotes at end of table.
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Toble 13.—Tural, nral-noofarm, end rural-fars pales, 20-54: Replacement raties and retes, by color, for counties, 19600 -Cetinued

{Ratios and retes not shown for county resid and color groups with fewer than 100 dgzﬂu:es)

: H H Feplas t rati H B
S State eco-’ Beanamie eplocement ratios 3f : eplacemant rates &f

i nomlc sres, subregion , T : : T -
A ¢ member ,  oumber 1 Hurel Rurel i : :
H H 2 H g/ : : :  farm H : H

Veat Virginia--Contipued
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Randolph
Ritchie
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Sommers
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Nonvhlte
Brupswick
White
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Buncouba
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Nonwhife
Cabarrue
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Nonwhite
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¥oovhite
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Table 13,—Fursl, rurtl-ponfars, end rurel-form males, 20-Gh: Replacement ratios and rates, by coler, for counties, 1960-T0 -Comtimued

(Ratice and retes not shawn for county rasidence and color groups with fewer than 200 dgpgﬁt_.ureal

State - ! state eco-] Econemtc Replacement retics 3/ : Replacement rates bf
and, 1 status n;:;: area, subreglea , s 1 : B :
county H 1 : er , mumber : Rural : PRural : FRural : Burel
H J : _Ef H -2-'; : Rurel ; ponfarm @ farm Rural nonfarm ¢ farm
Yorth Carolins—Continued
Craven 5/ : 1 22 o84 3e1 202 23.8 23,7 24,6
Whnite : ath 112 164 20,0 20.5 15.1
Norwhite - 329 34 290 Lo.5 Lo,2 1.7
Cumberland 5/ : Sa 9 3 sh1 &8 220 36.0 364 31.7
White : 605 773 179 35.2 36.2 2.8
Homwhite : 3go W18 317 39.8 37.3 52,9
Currituck : h1¢) 22 154 1hg — 2.8 11,2 —
White : 154 137 —_ 12,8 8.7 —
Romwhite : 155 — -—_ 2.5 —_ —_
Dare 5/ : 1w 2 121 1 — 5.2 5.1 ——
Davidaon t L 3h 227 aky 159 2r.3 20,0 16.5
White : 22l 24 155 20,6 21,5 5.4
Komuhd be t 259 25k _— 3.6 3l.0 ~——
Davie : 4 34 202 anh 150 19.7 20.8 k.9
Duplin : n a2 235 238 233 27.0 25.0 29.0
HWhite : 216 227 208 2zl 21.2 23,5
Nonwhite : are 255 200 36.5 32,5 hk1.0
Durham t F 25 185 193 157, 15.6 7. b1
Wnite : 153 174 ng 12,0 12.0 3.7
Temitite H 263 26T —_— 35.4 35,5 ——
Edgecambe : 8 24 296 319 277 k0.3 ho.6 ko,0
White : 226 281 178 26.0 30.9 19.7
Herwhite H 367 358 37h 54.6 50.6 56.3
Porsyth : B 25 181 198 hE L 1.4 15.6 4.7
White H L7t 195 110 13.5 4.8 3.5
Nomiiite H 237 250 —— 31.9 33.1 _—
Franklin f 5a 6 =1 198 185 208 24,1 158.2 29,4
Wiite H 160 151 167 13.3 10.4 14,8
Hanwhite : 47 239 253 h2,1 36,1 L0
Gaston : 5 3k 230 2ko 136 23.3 24.2 9.7
White : o0k 238 120 z2.2 23.b 5.5
Nomhite : 2n8 258 —_ 32.0 3Ll —_
Gates H 5b T 21 196 212 175 23.L 25,2 20,2
Whtte : 115 125 04 i1 6.5 1.2
Honwhite H 7 Jez2 —_— .6 kak —
Grebam : 5h 1 33 196 156 195 23.2 21.3 26,6
Gramville H 58 3 25 208 233 190 23.4 24,4 22,6
White H 166 205 132 1k,5 19,1 8,7
Narmhite : al 301 258 36,5 36.8 6.4
Groghe : 5b =} al 303 251 332 8.9 27.6 hE.0
White H 200 166 221 20,2 13.0 2,6
Nomehite z k59 387 ko6 6l 5 Lé.7 197
Guilford H c a5 191 £13 139 17.3 18,8 11.3
Wnite B 183 21h 125 15,1 o184 7.3
Konwhite : g2 207 —_ 85,1 21,5 —_—
Halifax 3 B1S 7 eL a7l 239 314 36.0 25,8 SL.7
White : 155 165 bL S 2,2 2.8 10.8
Horwhite H 339 304 368 49,8 35.8 66.3
Hurnett ¢ 6 ek 2hs 263 225 27.5 27.% a7.2
Whita : 235 2654 205 25,2 26.5 23.3
Homehite . 277 261 303 3.6 3,5 41,2
Heywood : 1 33 207 237 152 21,4 23.2 15,7
Henderszan H 1 33 170 169 173 15.3 ik.6 19.2
Hertford : 7 21 250 241 262 32.5. 30.3 35.3
Wnite H 203 196 210 18,7 15.0 22,1
Hommidte H 27 261 293 b1.6 39.7 Iy,
Hoke : ] 3 23 340 350 329 45,1 ha,g LB.0
White H 217 2ha 193 22,7 2z2.h 23.2
Hopwhite 3 k34 21 Lk £1.3 58,k 65.1
Hyde t 5o 10 22 155 187 105 1.8 21k L.6
Hhite H Lk 180 —_ 10.7 17.0 —_
Honwhite : 173 9L _—_— 22,1 26.9 —_
Iredall : i 34 pele] 214 177 20.1 20,3 19,5
White : 192 20k 16% 18,0 19.0 15,4
Homwhite H 273 285 —_ 33.8 28,6 —
Jackaon r 5 1 33 193 221 120 0.6 23.7 6,9
Johneton o 6 ah 2h3 2hg okl 28,4 25,9 30.5
White H 231 232 230 25,8 2.7 27.2
Norwhite : 298 299 297 45,8 L1,z 50,6
Jones t 11 el 256 307 219 29.9 33.k 26.3
White : 262 — 225 29.0 —_ 26,7
Normvwhita ' alg a8, ~— 31.0 3k.7 —
Loa H 6 24 2k3 270 210 27.7 27,3 28.6
Whita : 218 228 206 53.2 2.0 27.2
_hB.,7 — ~—

_xqgmm : 369 — ——
Sea footnotes at end of table.
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Table 12.—Rural, rural-nonfarm, ond reral-farm mates, 20-64: Replacement ratlics and rates, by color, for courtles, 1960~70 -Contimoed

_(R_g.ctiaa and rates not, shown for county residence and color groups with fever than 380 departures}

Seate . ! State eso-' Beomemic | Replacensnt ratios 3/ o Replgeement rates b/
and, : stetus o« nomic erea, subregion T g H : T
county : 1 ¢ Aumber  ,  pumber : FRural : FRural t PRural : FRural
: 4 . ¥ : 2 ¢ Raral o oaerm : ferm o Furel L taem : farm
Horth Carcldna—Contimied ;

Lenoir : 8 ahy 3k 339 285 36.9 36.9 310
White : 299 35 agh 3.9 3h.7 27.0
Ronwhite : 339 318 361 7.0 [-R7 52.0

Iincoln i 5 5 34 220 217 226 22.7 20.2 30.0
White : 212 axz 213 20,7 18.9 26,2
Ronwhite : 284 - —_— L3.6 — —_

Meliowell : -3 33 00 210 11k 20.5 1.6 .9

Mazon 5b 1 13 166 180 134 16,5 8.5 10,5

Madsaon &k 1 23 2t 382 210 30.7 ko1 25.1

Martin : 7 21 241 230 2lg 3e,.2 27.8 35.4
Wntte : 177 179 177 18.0 16,1 10,6
Nonwhite : w1 311 362 53.2 LB.6 56.1

Meckiepburg : D 3 198 202 166 17.8 17.8 17.6
White H 185 15 135 15.0 15.4 2.9
Hoowhite 4 273 263 —e— 37.5 35.4 _—

Mitehell, t 5y 1 33 178 179 175 19.3 17.9 22,0

Montgomary : L 3k 195 168 185 2l.6 21,3 23.8
White H 178 183 158 17.4 18,0 ih,9
Nemwhite 3 260 255 —_— 38.4 33.8 —

Moore H 9 23 211 213 205 23.7 22.9 26.1
Wnite ? 158 19h 209 20,3 8.1 26,7
Hoowhite : 250 265 -— 36.5 38.3 e—

Nanh H 8 2k 25l 272 as8 33.7 29.5 37.8
Wnite H 2k 182 21.9 23,7 20.9
Ronwhite H 35k 339 362 53.8 bzl 57.6

New Hanover H 11 22 179 185 — 19.7 16,4 —_—
Hhite : 179 185 -— k.7 5.0 _—
Rarwhite H 176 176 — 23,5 23.7 ——

Northarpton I 5 7 2l 260 235 297 3h.2 28.1 Bl 1
Hhite H 167 136 187 ik,7 11.5 21,6
Ronwhite H 337 a9 372 bo.5 h3.8 57.0

Onolow 5/ : 1n =2 668 765 260 45.6 45.6 33.7
White : T35 868 243 hs,2 b7l 3.0
Nonwhite : Lok Lps -— 4.1, ho.3, —_

Orange H 3 25 218 215 216 20.7 8.7 0.2
White t 158 196 161 4.8 k4,5 5.6
Nonwhite : BgT 287 318 37.6 32.4 53.1

Pamlico : 21 22 20l 226 22 25.2 27.5 1,7
Whlte ! 181 200 13 20.0 22,6 10.3
Honwhite : 262 285 —-— 3.8 3.2 —_

Paaquotank 5/ : 1w 22 273 1k 165 28,3 3a.5 1745
White : 211 245 —— 17.0 17.9 s
Kemvbite : 365 350 -— 48.6 50.1 o

Pender : Il az 211 262 L6 26.3 32,0 13.7
White i 168 201 135 17.2 21.5 19,9
Homhite i 280 333 171l 38.8 Ls.3 19.7

Perquimans ! 7 21 169 188 116 15.2 20,0 5.1
White ¥ 09 128 g2 28 5.9 -2,5
Nomwhite i 237 2hl — 3h,2 3.5 -—

Person P oh 3 25 261 2hy 275 31.3 25.1 36.7
White i 211 227 197 21.2 9.9 22.8
Honwhite : 67 — 386 5k, 4 -— 55.4

Pitt oo 8 24 260 258 261 32.6 30.3 3L.7
White * 225 227 223 23,4 21,5 25.4
Homehite : 30k 267 310 L& 7 b5l 47.8

Polk : 5 34 185 202 12y 19.5 21,2 8.9

Randelph ¥ 4 34 197 216 18 18.6 19.8 13.%
White : 185 206 142 17.1 18.3 11.9
Nonwhite : 340 _— -— 38.3 — _—

FRichmend : 5a 4 23 258 268 206 3.4 3.4 3l1.3
White : 213 217 187 2e.3 21,3 28.6
Komwhite : 352 3T -— 53.4 55.3 o

Rubeson : 9 23 303 280 322 434 35.4 Lg.8
White : 218 227 210 23.0 2.6 23.5
Ronvhite : 358 319 387 sh.6 k7.0 £0.2

Rookingham ' 3 a5 202 ach 200 15,9 17.3 24.8
Woite ! 19k 200, 186 18.2 16.1 22,5
Ronwhite ; 239 i 281 28.0 23.9 33.9

Howan : 4 3k 206 219 163 20,6 21.0 17.6
White 3 17 209 139 18.2 19,2 11.0
Ronwhite : 262 2ks -— 37.8 3h.0 e

Rutherford : 5 3k 15k 213 134 21.L 2a.9 2L
White ¢ 186 208 171 19.6 2.7 7.8
Ronwhite P 279 agh — k0.5 36,0 —

&ee footnotes at end of table,
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fanle 13,—Fural, rural-nopfarm, and rursl-farm males, 20-6k;: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for countles, 1960-T0 -Continued

(Ratics mnd rates not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer thap 100 departures)

State : A . State eco-; Becnamic ; Replacement ratlos _3/ ' Feplacement rates 3/
end : status . bowlc area, subreglon . : : B T :
eounty H I, ; wumber . pumbex Bural : BRurol s : FBural 1 Rural
: J H -2-/ H 2/ H Rural napfarm farm H Bural : nooferm o farm
o ™th Carolina—Contipued 3
t_ 10D H 5b [ o5 233 278 2093 29.3 .6 7.5
Whits : 215 238 03 2k 23.6 2h.9
Noowhita : 263 351 220 koL W17 33.9
Seatland : g 23 267 234 366 8.6 30.7 63.2
Wit : 201 191 ——— 23.1 =.9 am—
Roovhite : 36T 218 L5T 63.2 49.8 0.e
Btaxly : L 3k 27 226 189 2.9 21.6 23.2
W¥hite : 215 225 185 21.2 2. 22.2
Romeita . 239 232 — 2.7 27.6 -—
Gtakes t 3 5 212 193 224 21,3 .2 27.3
Suryy : 3 25 219 -ty 2a5 22,6 19.2 29.0
Wnite : 218 215 =33 22.3 19.2 2.2
Bemwhito H 238 — “e-n 7.6 ——— -—
b 1 a3 182 = 22.1 21.3 ———
Transrlvenis : b3 a3 224 2iis 13% 5.5 25.8 13.7
Tyrrell t 5 e 22 179 157 -m= 20,5 i5.0 -
atan H 5 34 23k 27k 189 26.1 27.0 24.3
Wiite 215 256 168 22.2 24,0 i8.B
Forwhite 33% 373 254 Ly ] i,2 sl.8
Trace S 3 25 2b7 a56 zha 31.2 26.2 3%.7
Wite H 198 222 170 20.8 2.7 18.9
Bourhlta H 328 343 320 8.2 L6 2 tg.5
Vake H E 2% 215 196 .3 19.8 25.7
Wirits 194 212 16.2 16.2 16.5%
Fonvhite 1 259 259 258 35.2 309 k3.6
Warran t 6 2y 229 221 235 382 25.6 ka.0
White 137 1Lz 131 0.0 9.7 10.3
Esmvhita : m 306 3ns 4.6 k3.0 59.2
Yashingtan LI T 21 7 300 239 ab 33.3 37.4
White H 216 252 77 2h,0 85.7 21.0
Fomintte 372 350 - L8.5 40.8 va—
Watmags : 5 1 33 203 239 178 eh.5 26.8 22.2
wayne 5 : 8 2k 254 263 2L2 23.5 19.7 32.3
hite : 273 351 201 23.2 22.6 24.6
Fonvhite : 225 e 356 25.0 13.8 kg.k
¥iikas : 2 33 258 278 28,5 29.9 23.5
ihite : 250 279 185 28,4 23.5 2h.2
Eocwhd $a 233 - _— 3.6 _— ane
Wilson : 8 25 236 2he 29.5 27.5 3.2
¥hite : 197 243 17h 20.8 2.2 19.0
Fomeiltn ' 303 £56 349 45,1 3b.0 56.6
Yadkxin H 3 25 179 201 157 16.5 17.0 15.7
Yanowy ' 1 33 224 78 hlyi 27.4 .2 22,1
Bouth Carolina H
Avbarille : N -] 233 263 168 25.3 28.1 7.3
Wutte : 205 233 160 21.1 2a.8 15.8
fomhite H 282 345 — 36.k k2.8 .
Athen T % B 35 23 232 257 25.6 23.3 .2
White : 213 223 157 19.8 20.2 18.5
Honwhd te : 298 258 » hg.2 35.6 .2
AlTendale i j23 & 36 282 15 223 37.0 39.3 31.5
Whita : 181 - — 3.7 --- —
Xonwhite t 3h6 70 - 57.8 £3.0
Anderven : 2 3h 197 221 Tak 19.7 22,0
Wnite i 183 27 127 16,7 13.0
Romhite : 263 2% 210 35.5 ui.2
Basbarg % 6 36 270 aga 291 34.8 29.4
White : 164 168 — 1h.g b1 4
Fomvhite : 366 390 09 49,3 Lo.k
Barmvell H 5B [3 36 2gz 28 ok w7 40,9
white it 21 -_— 16.0 318.8
Fonvhite : 4ig 380 ——m 93.7 82.3
Bwgufart H 5 b 887 BT .—— 7.7 3.2
intte 1,539 1,573 --- 83.4 858
Bomkite s o I;grk 3 ;!55 ;6.33; %g 3--;
Barkal 37 327 - . |
muq H Sb 2uk 264 162 26.8 28,0 18.
Nomitiise : 354 385 2n 59.8 ge.0 52.0
Galhoun : 5 6 36 269 229 320 51,3 30.6 57.0
Wnita H 152 155 1k 13.6 12.8 k.6
Fonvhite H 376 ¥ Y] k.o 9.3 80.%
Charlestan 5/ : ¢ 37 385 29 250 35.1 3.9 HL.T
White H 267 273 -— 22.% 23.0 -
g Sapaaite : 396 hoi == 55,9 55.6 =
Sea lootnotes at end of table,
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Table 13,—Rurel, rural-nonfzrm, and rurid-farm males, 20-fik: Replacement ratics and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Continued

(Bntios nnd rates not shown for county residence and coler groups with fewer than 100 departures)

: H R t rati H
ata : State eco-! Economic eplacement ratios _3/ : HReplacement rates E/

+ sbatus : Dodie area. subregion | 7 T A n 7
i i ; humber ., nurber s+ Fuarel :  Roral  : { Rural : Rural
H g ?—/ H Rural noenfarm : farm Bural nonfarm @ farm

South Carclina--Continmed
Cherckee H 3h
White H
Nonwhite H
Chester H 3
Hhite H
Honwhite H
Cheaterfield H 335
White H
Nonwhite H
Clarendon H 36
¥White H
Homwhite H
Colleton H 37
HWiite :
Nonmwhite
Darlington H 36
¥White H
Honwhite H
Tillon H 23
White H

SEERIRBIRG

Nonwhite H
Dorenester H kY
White H

N DO oD N O M 0 W B F o

= b Oy VR =]
EEVRSFE

Honwhite H
Edgefield H Lz
White :

MW O 0D ) @O FOE-]WwOw O Py 2Oy

R B e = - P L ]

[}
SkiEd
W4 oo
= Ly
1 @ -
10 I wn

1
F-'\J‘i
=31 o

Nemwhite H

Feirlfield H Yz
White H
Nonwhite H

Florence H 23
White H
Nomhite H

Ceorgatovn B T
White :
Honwhite :

Greenvills : 3h
White :

£ L
R RV T Y
Ll ¥ i Ll

L
[+
(=]

[P - LT = L R LT AN R A e LD O e R L BT oo
=1
(=)
na

Homwhite H

Graemwood H 3h
White :
Wonwhite H

Hampton H 36
White ¥
Honwhite :

Horry 5/ 1 23
White :
Henwhite 3

Jasper : k1
White :
Wonwhiibe

Kerghaw H 5 33
White H

W
it

Honwhite :
Luneaster 1 : 3k
Hhite E
Honwhilbe
Laurens
White
Nopwhite
Lee
White
Monwhite
Lexington
White
Konwhite
MeCormick
White
Wrawhite
Marion
White
Nenwhite
Marlbore
White

oD F i

R =3 k= un
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See footnotes at end of table,




Table 13,—~Ruaral, ruoral-nosfarm, and rurel—-ferm males, 20-G4: Replucement ratics and rabes, by color, for counties, 1960-70 Comtimued

{Ratios ond rates nob shown for counby residence and color groups with fewer than 100 M@»s}

H H H TReplacement ratlos 3 H Replacement rages b
ARA . State eco-, Ecopamie Y . ? J
nonie area, subregion | P T . " 3

statun

1 . muber number ¢ Rural : HRural : : Rural 1 Rural
J . .2/ T ?j 1 1 nonform 3 farm H t nonfarm farm

South Cnroline-—-Continued
Newberry H 198
White H
Honwhite H
Gcones H 202
White H :
Nomwhite
Orsngeburg
White
Nonwhite
Pickens
White
Monwhite
Richlsng 5/
White
Nemwhite
Seludn
White
Nenwhite
Spartanburg
White
Noowhite
Sumter _5_/
White
Nenwhite
Union
White
Horwhite
Wiltiemsburg
White
Honwhite
York
White
Nonwhite

[V R )
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1
il

ﬂ'mmmmf\)&'?‘l&;&u\hk’m
n

SO Sl O 3
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Georgia
Appling
Atkinson
Bacon
Baher

White
Honwhite
Baldwin
Whita
Honwhite
Banks
Barrow
Bartow
Ben Hill
Eerrien
Bloo
Whnite
fomwhite
Bleckley
Brantley
Hrocks
White
Nonwhite
Bryan
Buliech
White
Harwhite
Burke
White
Homwhite
Betts
White
Nonwhite
Calhoun
White
Nonwhite
Camden
White
Nonwhite

L o B Lad
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[l o =
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See fcoohaokes at end of table,







Table 13,--Rural, rural-nonfzrm, and rurel-farm meles, 20-G4: Replacement ratios and retes, by eolor, for counties, 1960-70 -Cemtinued

(Ratios nnd rotes not shown for county residence and color groups with fewsr thap 10O departures)

State AR State eco—; Eeanoote Replacement roties é/ Replacement rates _lij
and : status ¢ nomic aren, subregion , : T H T :
county : 1 » number . nugber : FRurel : PRural + BRural : Rural
: Y ¢ 2 - ;o BurRl . onferm ¢ ferm ¢ FWTEL 0 poireem : famm
CGeorgia-—Continued :

Candisr H 8 3B 192 193 152 2.5 20.6 25.1
White : 138 133 1hs 9.6 5.9 13.%
Fonwlite : 333 - - 53.5 -— -

Carroll : Sa 3 ha 179 192 156 18.2 1B.3 7.7
Woite i 157 172 131 13.3 1h.3 10.4
Nonwvhite ; 360 - _— 51.7 — ———

Catoosa i 1 h3 208 225 106 20.5 22.9 2.2

Charlton : g 7 2l 243 - 27.7 26.k -—-

Chatham : E EY 185 186 4ea 16.1 16,0 ———
White : 188 187 - 26.0 15.8 ---
Nonwhite : 177 182 - 16,1 16.6 -

Chattahoochee 5/ L c 35 995 1,017 -—- 33.9 33.9 ---

Chattooga : 1 k3 218 234 171 22.2 23.8 15.8

Cherokee : q ke 182 187 158 17.6 18.1 4.3

Clarke : b - 26 739 --- 15.6 19.9 ---
¥hite i £19 2hn e 17.2 8.4 —--
Nonwhite i 253 -— ——— 3h.6 . .-

Clay o T 151 202 200 - 26.5 26.3 -—-
White : 13k ——— -— g.b -—- -
Ronvhite i 275 — -— hz.g -— -

Clayton : B bz 262 265 --- 26.1 25,8 =

Clinch ! 4 37 177 199 - 21,1 25,3 .

Cobb ' B 42 232 238 143 19.1 20.0 12.6
white : 35 ghz 143 19.7 20.0 12.3
Noowhite : 197 198 -— 19.5 19.4 -

Coffee : ) 38 212 184 233 25.4 IT.7 38.0
White : 195 174 209 22,1 16,1 26.5
Nonwhite H 287 —— -— 38.3 —— -

Colguitt i B 38 232 236 e28 27.6 23.3 32.5
wWhite H 2e1 229 215 £5.1 22,1 2.5
Ronwhits : 300 —— —_— hs, 7 —— —

Colurbia 5/ 1 L L2 271 250 —— 27.8 28.3 -
White : 262 286 -—- 23.4 2h.3 =
Noovhite : 285 298 _— 37.9 37.8 -—

Coak i -] 3B 159 194 205 21,8 1.6 a1,y

Foweta ; 5b b L2 189 193 166 .6 20.3 28,1
White i 152 158 12z 12,1 12.6 8.2
Noowhite : 300 289 -—- 43.7 Ll.0 -—-

Cravford . 5 35 T 201 -— 19.5 22.0 -
White : 101 o9 - .3 2. -—
Ronwhite : 291 08 -—= 38.4 38.8 .-

orisp : 5b T b 195 204 162 23.2 26.2 18,4

Dade N 1 43 236 279 -— 232 26.5 ——

Dawsan : 5b 2 3 23k -—- - 2b.g -—- -—

Decatur : T 5% 207 251 156 23.9 27.2 17.k
White . 17 23 122 15.9 21.0 6.9
Nonvhite N 258 P80 — 4.6 3.5 -

De Halb . B LY:] 20k 203 -—- 18.4 18.2 -
White : 196 197 - 16.9 16.9 -
Nonwhite : 6 257 -— 31.8 0. .-

Dodge : 6 36 228 222 232 28.3 26.0 3.6
white : 195 215 170 a1l 23.3 8.1
Koauhite . 341 -— -— 53.7 -— -

Dooly o5 7 L1 208 17k a70 30.8 16.6 k3.5
White N 161 1hh 179 k.7 9.7 2.9
Honvhite : 320 === 363 53.1 - 6.2

Dougherty 3/ . b T b1 i 328 -—- 23.p 232.0 -—
White : 32k 35k J— 18.0 18.5 -
flonwhite : 293 201 -— L3 2 a6 -

Douglas : 3 bz 183 191 - 18.3 18.5 -—

Early : 5b T by 225 228 225 3.7 33.6 3.0
White i 185 218 161 21.3 26.4 16.6
Nonwhite : 264 236 302 7.6 .9 55.5

Echola : g 37 132 -— -—- 9.0 - -—-

Effingham N 9 it 223 227 212 25.4 25.3 26.8
white : 218 235 —— 23.2 25.% w——
tonvhite : 233 213 -—- 30.6 a5.1 -

Elhert : Sb k 42 219 220 280 25,2 2h.Q 30.8
White : 187 177 152 1k.6 15.5 13.2
Toowh, te ; 365 — -_— 58.0 — _—

Emnuel : 8 38 205 189 224 24,7 1.8 20.9
White : 187 167 213 19.3 15.5 b0
Noowhite : 250 -— -— 4.5 — -—

: 8 8 2b6 R 200 3z2.1 -—- 27.0

See foatnotes at end of table,
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Table 13,—Hural, rural-ponfari, sad rural-form meles, 20-Gb: Replacement ratics and rates, by color, for sounties, 1960-70 -Continued

{Ratios and raten riot shown for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 deggg&ures]

R Bhote eco—= Economdc Replacement ratios gf 1 Heplacemsnt rates gj
ARA H H :
skatus ¢ Momic aren, subreglon : : : T T
1  oumber , pumber . + PBural ¢ BRurel : : Bural : Rural
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Takle 13.—PRural, rural-nonfarm, and rursl-form males, 20-64: Replocement ratios and rates, by colar, for countien, 1960-T0 —Contlmued,

{Ratios and rates pot showh for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 departures)

: : . T i H Replacement rates b
siaie - : State eco-’ Eeoncmte | Replaceuent ratios 3/ : 0 t T Lf
and : status ; nomle ares; subreglon , : T : T :
ount; : : mumber ,  pugber :t PRurel : Rural : FRursl : PRural
® ¥ : : 2/ H g/ ; Bural t nonferm @ ferm H Fural nranfarm + farm
Fedrgin—Continuad H
Lowndes 5/ : 8 38 229 aka, 204 22.3 20.8 28.0
White z 210 233 158 7.8 18.3 15.7
Homutilte . 285 273 —_ Lo, b 3?.5 —
Tammkfn : 5b 2 33 290 312 -—_ 32.5 3k, —_
MeDuffie : [N 42 2l 241 241 25.8 2k,g 324
White : 211 229 —_— 20,7 2.5 ——
Korvhite 1 283 _ —_— 35.0 -— —
McIntosh : 5b 9 a7 263 263 — 34,2 3.5 -—
Hhite : 210 211 —_— 23,1 23.6 —
Homihiite H 31y 315 —_— k§.2 a2 _—
Macon : 5b 7 L1 257 ash 261 0,6 36.9 45,7
White : 145 154 136 3.1 13.2 3.2
Famwhite : 376 356 bop &4,1 60.2 &f1.5
Hedison : 3 b2 19% 202 1683 21.5 21,1 22,3
¥erion : ) 5 35 263 270 — 37.9 36.9 -—-
White : 1932 —— JE— 22,1 —_— —
Komwhite H 336 —_— _ 52.9 ——— J—
Merivethar H 3h & 42 2ol 201 200 25.1 22,8 32,8
Nhite : 132 135 120 7.9 8.1 6.
Notwhite H 279 286 263 4.8 b1,L 4.3
Mller t T s 213 179 250 25.5 19.2 aLb
White : 206 182 227 23,5 7.1 27.2
Forwhite : a7 -— J— ML J— —
Hitchell H 7 41 228 236 225 28.3 26.2 29.5
White : —_— 167 19.9 —_ 17.3
Fomehite H 281 _—_ 332 39.2 _— k7.5
Manroe H 4 L2 212 234 160 27.8 29,5 21.3
White : 163 177 _ 17.9 19.4 -—
Horwhite : 289 309 — 35.2 39.5 —
Hontgoee ry 1 5h 8 18 194 20k L7k 21.6 21,3 21.9
Horgan : & 2 217 192 234 28.3 7.5 39,k
White : 15 _ 155 2.7 —_ 297
Norwhite : b7 _— — 6.0 —_— —
Murray : 5b 1 h3 23k 240 81 25.7 27.8 19,7
Muscogee 5/ H [+ 35 461 kEs _ 27.2 27.1 ——
White 1 565 279 _ 28.0 28,0 _—
Hormhite H 282 280 —_ 240 23.0 —
Hewton H b Lz 235 2ht 18¢ 264 28,0 29.6
White 1 20 220 -— 21.1 23.5 —_—
Holxhite : 348 —_— —_ 59,7 —_ _—
Oconee : I 42 170 158 143 17.8 18.5 15,2
Oglethorpe . 5b L ka2 202 227 169 25,7 28,0 214
¥bite : 133 bty 113 9.3 1.4 h.B
Honwhite H 368 —_ _ h.0 —_ _—
FPaulding : 5m 3 L2 198 215 ns 21.0 23.L 4.9
Penach H 7 41 252 250 -— 20.3 26.4 —
White : 215 —_— _—_ 20,7 -— —
Romehite H 288 -— _— 39,4 _— _—
Plchens 2 33 192 21 —_ 3.2 19.4 _—
Pierze H g a7 g1 162 g2g 22,1 15,2 0.6
Pike s 3 205 207 213 26.6 25.5 29.6
White H 168 175 -_— 15.8 18.6 -_—
lipmehite H 269 — -— b2.3 — -—
Polk : Sa 1 43 206 203 220 23.6 22,3 30.8
Hhite B 19k 1 207 21,0 9.7 27,8
Romwhite H 286 —_ -— 39.9 —_ -—
Pulnski :  Sb 7 h1 22k — 218 26,7 -— k.o
Putnom H L ha 282 a2z —_ 25,1 25.1 —_
fudtman : 5b 7 k1 ays —-— e 38.5 e ——
Rabus H ] 2 3 21k 233 _—_ 27.3 29,8 -_—
Randalph H 1 T hl 169 217 131 20,0 2k 9.3
White : 117 —_ —_ L.5 — —
¥orwhite : 208 . — ALY 3h,1 — 16.5
Richmond 5/ : i ] 613 &56 -—_ 39.8 ko.3 —
thite : 688 THE —— h1.0 1.7 -—_
Nonmwliite H Iha 335 _—_ Ly 0.4 _
Rockdnle H ha 235 217 — 28.2 22,5 -_—
Schley H 5b 7 1 194 168 —_ 25.3 18.7 o
Screven H 56 [ 36 2hg 2hi 23k 35.9 34,0 38,2
White H 178 191 166 17.5 8.4 16,5
Homehite : 301 202 321 59,0 51.L 7.7
Seminole : 7 hL 2y — 235 33.0 -— 30.9
Bpalding H 4 La 200 208 -— 21.3 22,2 -—_
White : 170 187 — 1?.3 18,4 —
Nemhite : 3¢5 -—- — ki, --- o=
See footnotei af end of table,
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Tople 13,~~Fural, rarzl-nenform, and rural-farm males, 20-6li: Replacement ratios ind rates, by coler, for counties, 106070 Conbimied

{Rntios and retes not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer than 200 depsriures)

; s : Btate eco—i Economie
1 ARA H F H H

S::;e . shatus ¢ homic area, subregion . T T ¥ T
: 1 , mumber . numder + FRural : Ruaral =+ r  Rural 1 Bursl
eounty . Y L& : 2/ ; Burad sonform ¢ ferm ¢ el nenfarm farm

Replucement ratios 3/ f Repiacement rates i/

Ge;g;;en:mtm“d : 218 148 22.6"
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White . JJS —_— . 10.(!:
Nomwhite s 2k . 32,
Sumter b 30% . 38.0
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Worth
White
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See fTootnotes et end of toble,




Toble 13,~Rural, rurel-nonfarm, and roral-form mades, P0-84:  Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-T0 -Combimed

{Rotios and rates not shown for county residence and color gmup's with fewer than 100 degartu:'es)

' cinbe eco-: Eeenamnic Replacement ratios 3f : Replacement rates lif
ARA H : .
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Rolmes
Indisn River
White
Konwhite
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tadison
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See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 13.~-Furnl, rural-nenform, and rural-farm mnles, 20-6h: Replacement ratios apd rates, by color, for counties, 1960-T0 -Jentimued

{Rotics and retes not shown for tounty residence and coler groups with fewer than 100 departures)

Replacemeni ratios ;f Replacement rates 4f

LBA . State eco—, Ecdnemic :

skatus nomie ares, subregion . T B B :
y nunker ,  sumber : FRura! : BRural : Rura® 1 Bural
: gf‘ . .2./ 1 Burel . gonreem s form ] : nenfarm ¢ farm

Florlds—Continued
Manates t 3
Marion : 161
White H 149
Honwhite ] 193
Martin B8 90
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daceols
faim Basch
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fraco
Hhoite
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Hoowhite
&t. Johna
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Unton
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Walton
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Bourbaon
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Putler
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Calloway
Compbeil
Crrlislie
Garroll 3
Carter H
See footnotes at end of table.
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Teble 13,--Rural, rural-nenferm, and rurnl-ferm meles, 20-84: Replacement retios and rates, by edlor, for counties, 1960-70 -Contimued

(Ratics and rates not shawm for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 degartures)

H H

H H Replacement ratio Replas )
aRa . State eco-, Eecmomin “plas s Y eplacenent rates i/
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Table 13 -—R&al, raral-ponfarm, and rarel-form males, 20-6k: Replacement ratios apd rates, by coler, for counties, 1960-70 -Continned

{Ratios and rates not shown for county resideace and color groums with fewer than 100 departures}

: ement reatios Replacement rates U

State eco—, Eranomic Replas Y : = Y

. nomlc arce, mibregioe T . T :

. number .  mumber Rural : Rural 3 t  PRural Rural
2 : : nemfarm @ farm Raral aenfarm : farm
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county

Ak as by 0B M
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-t

Kentucky--Contimed
Montgomery
Morgan
Muhlenberg
Helgon
Hicholes
Chio
Olabam
Owen
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Perry
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Howan
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Shally
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Table 13.—Rurnl, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm maltes, 280-64: Replocement ratics and raken, by color, for counties, 1060-70 -Centimied

{Ration and vated not ahown for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 depertures}

H H H Heplacement retion 3 H Replacement rates &
Stnte : ARA ; State cco-, Ecomomic : v : e} : Pl LT4
and : statun . Donlc arca. subregion n n - T 7
. . ber . number . . . . . .
county [ 1, FR . : * FRural : Ruaral ¢ ! Rursl o Hursl
: Y M ;¥ : Bwal o oonPwrm ¢ farm Rured [ pongaem : farm

Tonneopee—-Gontimded

Giles f ] 54 163 169 160 7.1 6.4 7.4
White : 154 157 i 14,3 133 15.1
Honwhite H 217 —_— 201 35.5 —— 5.6

Orninger s 5o 8 32 187 295 138 19.2 3b.4 9,

Greens : on ] 32 188 248 162 8.2 22.5 15.3

Grumdy : b T 3t 198 206 - 21,4 22.6 -—

Eambler : 8 32 182 233 133 16.5 21,9 8.5

Hamt Iton H ¢ 32 203 215 109 19.8 21,0 3.0
White : 203 215 106 19,7 2.0 2.1
Nonwhite H 200 196 - 22.3 2L.k -—

Haneock : S 8 32 2312 - 189 zh.5 .- 20.0

Hardeman : Sb 1 61 148 109 198 13.5 2.6 27.0
White : p17d 12 181 2.0 &.1 21,2
Nenvhite H 150 83 2ig 16.1 -5.8 35.3

Bardin H 55 2 &0 162 188 128 184 20.5 G.h

Bavkins H 2] 2 202 215 19 21.5 19.8 23.8

Haywood, £ Sb 1 61 226 212 228 13.0 L 26.0 34,3
White : 187 _— 177 23.6 -— 2L.5
Nonwhite ' 254 - 260 ko.3 -—-- .7

Headeracn i 2 5] 158 158 159 13.7 11.7 15.1

Eenry i z 50 117 1k 3} 5.2 10.3 -.6
White : 118 143 100 5.3 10,1 ]
Tonwhite : 112 -— - L] - -—-

Hickmen H 5o 3 it 185 204 154k 7.1 19.2 13,k

Houston : ] 3 B4 158 kg —— 17.3 12.0 —

Bumphreys H 5b 3 L 182 201 148 19,0 2.4 13,6

Jeckoon H 5B 6 1] 192 168 146 k.7 15.5 14,2

Jefferaon H 8 32 192 238 152 19.0 22.1 4.4

Johngon ] 8 32 198 263 166 23.0 29.% 8.3

Krux H 5] 32 182 1gh 123 7.1 8.3 1.7
White : 185 199 122 7.7 18.3 1.5
Nonwhite H 0 &6 —— -9.6 -11. -—

Lake s ] 1 &1 igz 5, 223, 22.3 i5.2 9
thite H 203 L 2ko 2%.6 16.5 3.3,
Nomwhite H 153 — ——- 13.8 - -

Lauderdaie i S L 51 173 163 150 18.86 12.6 2.1
Whlte 3 152 164 144 .0 13.7 k.3
Nonwhite : 221 161 50 27.% 10.3 0.8

Lawrence : 3 11 223 240 210 26.6 25.9 27.5

Lawis . 3 by 188 1tz —a 1.8 6,9 e

Lincoln H 5 5% 178 190 171 19.3 20.1 8.7

Loudon : & 32 195 188 208 20.4 7.9 26.3

MeMing : 8 32 205 210 159 23.0 2.7 25.3

MeNatry : b 2 60 i79 181 177 18.6 16,1 22.k

HMacon H b [3 ik i3 112 11k 8.2 15,2 4.3

Madigon : 1 3 190 188 1593 2.3 19.3 25.4
white : 150 177 125 2.1 15,5 7.1
Honvhite i 278 220 itk k5.5 .9 0.7

Merion : 5b 7 n 207 2k plerd 2k.1 26,4 2.6

Marshail i 5 sh 136 172 109 9.7 16.3 3.0
Whits : 139 197 105 0.2 19,5 .8
tionwhite ¢ 17 ——- -— 6.3 —— -—-

Maury : 3 ok Th 2o 124 16.7 25.1 6.8
¥hite H i7e 262 123 17.0 es.2 6.4
Noawhite : 150 163 ——— 1h.5 8.2 —-

Medga : 8 32 22 205 220 27.5 24.5 31.5

Monroe 8 32 250 266 232 3.k 0.6 2.7

Montgomary 5/ : b 53 31 515 133 30.3 35.9 0.2
White i 338 533 138 31.2 36.6 1.
Honwhite ; 284 k35 —— 26.3 32.3 -

Mooré : 5 Sk 133 - 138 8.6 - 9.1

Horgan ! 23 T 3N 185 192 155 i7.0 6.9 17.3

Oblen : 1 3] thg 148 15 13.2 12.0 1h.6

Qverton ' % & 131 193 o 158 22.3, 26,1 17.3

Porry : 5b 3 iy 1€% 188 120 i5.2 20.2 5.1

Piaiatt T & ity 240 -—- 265 29,3 — 36.5

Poik : 8 32 221 215 e 5.0 23.7 -—

Putnam : 5 [ by 183 164 165 18.3 19.1 16.6

Rhas . T 8 32 2068 21t 178 5.3 £5.5 2h.h

Roane ' S 8 32 242 259 i71 25.7 21.0 .9

Roberteon H ] b 53 156 172 145 .1 17.2 n.s
White H 158 175 1k ik 3 17.2 11,4
Honwhite H 146 ——- 150 1.5 L. 1%.3

Ruthearford 5/ . 5 54 158 166 147 10.% 8.5 13.1
fhite H 150 113 143 10.5 10.% 13.7
Nonwhite : k5 130 -—- 5.8 5.4 e

Sea foctnoten at end of table.
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fable 13.—Rural, rural-nonfarm, end ruril-farm males, 20-64: Replucement retios snd rates, by color, for counties, 1960-T0 Centimued

{Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100. departures)

t Replacement ratios 3f s Replacemsmt rates W/
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.

Tennssoog--Continued
Scott
Sequatchie
Serier
shelty 5/

White
Nonvhite
Smith
Stavart
Sullivan
SumneT
white
. Homwndta
Tpton
White
Roavhite

. Pl
. .

B B 5 EERS

.

MRS EBERNE BEKE 5B
ERRETRICECE. XV SRR )

L
b
<

B

i e WO F DD DD PO,

WA Oh b O Chedd GO OB
RBob bR olBRBRRLRRRE FHE

¥

oo e

Py

¥
BREBRLERELR
Mo s p
oo robwliive

Pl

Ronwhite
Hleunt
Bullock

Waite

Houwhite
Bugler

Woite

!i'ombi;?
Calhoan

Wod

L =
|\DG\|‘€
EN SR

k]
e

SUESRELBILBRE NSRS

ryuen
et at
n I o

bl

ChEb e FanobR D o Dw
b
w

o=

Ronwhite
Cranbers
fhite
Homwhite
Cherokae
Chilten
Whita
Rouvhlte
Choctaw
yhite
Noowhite
Cliarke
White
Ronwhite
Clay
Clebnrne
Coffee
¥hite
Norwhite
Calbert .
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See foctnotes At end of table.
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Table 13,~FRural, rural-nonform, end ruroel-ferm miles, 20-64: Replacement ratios apd rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Ceitinusd

{Ratios ond rotes not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 demtures)

Stute At State eco-; Ecénonie . Heplacement ratlos __3{ Replecement rates ﬂ/
end +  status ; Romic ares, subregiom | : T f 3 T
county : 2 ; pumber . number : PBural : FRursl : FRural : Rursl
H J H -2-/ H 2/' H Rural nenfarm farm Rurel v nomfarm 3 farm
Almbama. _Continued H
Conecuh : -3 ] |53 215 236 192 3l.2 33.0 27.7
White f 178 184 165 18.1 181 17.9
Nonvhite . 213 206 230 sh.T 55.7 51.9
Cooaa . 5 I ha 187 20k 128 2L.% 23.8 9.3
White ' 49 168 9% 13.3 17.0 -3.7
Nomwhite . 306 ank ——— 3.1 3t7.8 ——
Covington f g L1 138 173 139 15.6 17.5 12.5
, Crenghaw : 5b g Ly 197 192 205 23.8 21.h 28.7
White : 175 75 175 17.9 17.0 19.6
Hoowhite : 260 243 -— ka5 35.0 -—
Tl lman H b 2 55 214 22l 206 26,0 3.7 20.1
Dale 5/ s ] i1 236 279 155 19.3 19.9 16.5
White : 22 268 137 16.5 17.6 11.0
Noovhite : T [ ——- hr.7 - _—
Dallae 5/ : 5b 6 57 282 a5 289 36.6 28,4 55.8
White : 211 ooh -— 13.9 13.5 -
Honwhite : Lz 12 312 58.2 52.7 6.2
De ¥alb H T 2 55 194 202 188 2.8 20.9 22.8
Elzoire H 5 5 56 202 216 m 23.5 23.4 2h.0
White b LTT 1g0 148 16.9 174 15.4
Womvhite : 258 280 218 Li.5 un.8 .6
Escambin t ] ] 185 179 206 20.4 18.3 23.5
White : 189 188 189 21.Y4 20.0 25.5
Ronvhite H 177 164 —_— 18.5 15.4 —-—
Etowah : 5a 3 b3 208 21y 178 23.1 23.8 20.7
Fayette H &b 5 56 185 208 12 20.9 26.1 13.1
Franklin 5 56 153 190 173 20.7 19.5 2.8
Geneva H ] L3, 181 187 19.7 20.8 18,1
Greene H 58 6 57 237 238 236 30.5 La.1 7.5
Wnite H 51 -— _— -6.6 _— -
Honwhite : 286 oz ora 50.7 57.1 g
Eale ' b g 57 215 203 228 3.7 27.1 38.1
White t 158 155 173 1k.0 10,1 19.7
Nonvhite 1 203 231 255 koo 3Tk b,k
Henry : 9 in 207 250 17k 29,2 1.7 21.9
White : 157 zhg 113 bl 20.4 3.9
Ronvhite : 272 252 295 52.9 Lt.6 58.9
Houston ' 9 i 213 2kl 133 26.2 30.9 20.%
White : 188 212 164 20.6 2h.6 16.0
Hoowhite : EiL] 3kg ——- 8.6 53.5 -—-
Jackson : 5b 2 55 224 235 214 27.1 2h.6 N2
Jeffercon ! A 43 139 200 162 20,6 20.7 18.4
White : 201 204 157 15.8 19.9 16.8
Hamvhite H 187 185 ——- 6.2 25.9 ——
Lamar : 5h 5 56 168 154 151 16.6 12.7 2]
Tauderdals : 1 55 205 207 203 22.4 20.6 26.4
wWhite H 220 220 221 24 2 21,6 2.7
Ronwhite H 101 115 -—— .3 5.9 —-—
Lavrence : 1 55 261 23h 208 3L.5 25.0 k1.0
White H 266 241 203 29,6 23.3 38.1
Wanvhite H aht 213 — - 8 32.8 ——
Lee : 4 ha 245 270 167 29.1 30.3 2.2
White H 16k 185 b3 13.7 16.8 -1.9
Noowhite : 4ol ] 261 53.6 sh.0 51,6
Limestone : b L 55 2l 245 240 30.0 27.8 2.8
White H 2371 238 36 27.3 23.b .7
Ronvhite : 26T arh 259 h1.0 i35 7.9
Lowndes T b 6 57 258 329 27 1.2 L5, 7 49,
White : 133 152 - 8.8 1.3 -
Hanvhite : 367 uzo 302 61.4 £3.2 59.6
Macon H S 5 56 151 122 aht 15.3 6.5 4g.5
White H 123 108 _— 2.9 2.k -—
Nonwhite H 155 125 258 16.3 7.2 56.0
Madimen 5/ : P 55 2uh 2719 218 23.7 21.5 28.g
White H 241 208 179 21.5 21,5 21.6
Nomwhite H 264 213 31 33.3 21.1 k7.9
Marengo H 5h [ 5T 22k 226 22l 33.0 31.1 36.3
White H 153 166 133 12.5 Ih.1 9.3
 Honwhite H 258 254 62 by .8 1.6 50.1
Marion H Sb 5 ) 18k 179 193 2.5 8.2 26.5
Marshall H b 2 55 7T 198 165 17.7 17.3 18.9
Mobile H B 58 200 207 175 20.9 2.0 19.8
White : 204 233 168 23.2 23.7 18.3
Ronchite H 157 154 — 1o 13.3 —
Hee footnotes nt end of table,
100
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Table 13.—Rural, rural-nonform, snd rurel-ferm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by ecolor; for counties, 1960<70 -Contimied

{Rotios. snd rates not showm for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 departures)

State :  ARA : Btote eco-, Econamic

and . status ¢ nowic erea, nubregion T T T T

county T Vi “““;1’“ rramher P ¢ Rural ¢ BRural : oo 3 Rural @ Rural
H H —-/ H J H : nonfarm : farm H :. nanform farm

. =

Replacement ratios 3/ : Replocement rates bf
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Morgan
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Perry
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woite
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Romerite
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Shelty
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Sumter
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va ko
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Table 13,—Rurak, rural-nonfemm, and rural-farm males, 20-6%: Heplacement ratics and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Cembirmed

{Ratics and rates not shown for ty residence and color groups with fewer than 100 departures)

Stote . ARA . Htate eco-. Ecopamic Replacement ratios 3/ _ Replacement rates Ui/

and : stetus  TOMie apen; mbreglon . p . T T
p— : 1 ¢ numbér . number . : . : :
o ¥ : J : 3/ ; g/ : Rural Rural H Bural H

nénfarm @ farm hural H

Missispippi—~Gnotised
Carrcll

White
Nonwhite B
Chichanew f 51
White : 237
Fonwhite P _—
Choctaw .
Woite H 59
Nonwhite +
Claiborne : S
White +
Noowhite :
Clarke +
White 32
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Jefferaon Davis
White
Nonwhite
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See footnotes at end of t;ble.
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Table 13,—-Rural, rurel-nenform; and rurel-farm males, 20-6h4: Replecement ratios end rates, by coler, for counties, 1960-70 Lentinued

{Ratios and rates not shoun for courty resid and color groups with fewer than 100 departures}

H H H feplacenant retios : Replacement rates &
State T ARA ; Stete eco—, Ecamomie P J P J
and +  status napic area, subreglon T 7 : T
. . rnumber . Tuober . . .
county H 1 : M 2 : : Rural ¢ Rural ot .t Rurai
H J y H —2/ H Rural H : H Rural :  nonfarm

= - : + A

¥igaissippi--Continued

H

Iy

e

1 3 1

BYRES BERREEREBSE

.

.

MO MONOHOR WG PN ER R RDWD Y Fol i | BN

A = B [l o ] o =
ol e Rd R PBY Ko PR RREG BURERLL S RIFREaBERBEW Y
N bl Fed DN MR- A -0 PO 0w e e RN Ol a0 0
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..
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Y Yy
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20
&
k)
16
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8
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25
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Qktibbeha
Hhite
Noowhite

Panols
White
Nonvhite

Pearl River

Parry
White
Yoowhite
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White
Nonwhite

Pontotoc
White
Nonwhite

Prentiss

Quitzen
White
Honwhite

Rankip
White
Nonvhite :

Se¢ footnotes at end of table.

e

RS SRRERGREETLIBLEEREIENE 5N, RUABEE 5T

H

W rOW RO N ED R EDOW IR~ e OO

EBE RV EBRBIERES SER SRR R RERER

[
FRhLnwl

J© uroata st K




Teble 13.—Rural, rural-pnonform, and ruraleferm meles, 20-6i: Replacement ratlos and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Comtinued

{Ratios end rates not shown for county resid and color groups with fewer than 100 departurea)

: : : Replucement; Tatic : R $ rates 4
state - ‘ State sco) Ecanmic eplacement Tatios 3/ : eplecement rates 4

and status : homie area; mibregion | T 1 B :
eounty ER V) ¢ mumber o, number :  Rural : PBural :  Rural
H : Ef H g/ H Rural ¢+ nonfarm 3 farm H fural

Missisaippl. Continued
Seott
wWhite
Honwiite
Sharkey
¥hite
Nonuhite
Simpacn
White
Nonwoite
St th
Vhite
Nonwhite
Btone
Sunflover
White
Ronwhite
Trilmhatchie
White
Nonwhite
Tat=
Whtke
Honulzite
Tipmah
White
Honuhite
Tishomingo
Tunica
White
Honukiite
Imion
wWalthatl
White
Nooulite
Warren
White
Nonvhite
¥asbington
Wbite
Honvhite
Wayne
White
Aonvhite
Webster
White
Nonwhite
Wilkinson
White
Nonwhite
Hinston
Wiite
Honvhite
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Honwvhite
Yazoo
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Honvhite
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Asbley
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Baxter
Benteon
Baone
Bradley
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Nonwhite
Calhoun
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Nonwhite

See footnotes at end of table,
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Tohle 13.~—Rural,; rural-nonform, and rurel-fars males, 20-64:  Replacemsnt ratfos ond rates, by celor, for counties, 1560-T0 Cotiruad

{Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and calor groups with fewer than 300 departures)

: ' ctnte eco-) Beonamic Replacement ratios 3/ Réplacemsnt rates b4
e AR H B
statua . nomic area, aitbregica | T 7 f T
3 ; fumber . nuober Rural @ Rural :  Rural
Ef gf nonfarm & farm H Rural

1

Arknnras--Comtined
Carroll
Chicot

White
Nomiite
Clark
White
Noswhite
Clay
Cleburne
Clevelsnd
Colunbie
White
Nopwhite
Conusy
¥hite
Moovhite
Craighead
Cravwtord
tritienden
Woite
Noawhite
Cross
White
Nonvhite
Dalius
White
Nopvhite
Deata
White
Kawhilte
Drew
White
Honwhite
Faulkner
white
¥onvhite
Franklin
Fulten
Gariand
Grant
Qreene
Henpstead
White
Nonwbite
Bat Spring
Boward
Indepenilence
Irard
Jackson
Wnpite
Nooukite
Jefferaon
White
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Johnson
Lafayatis
White
Nonwhite
Lawrence
Lee
White
Nopwhite
Lipeoln
White
Nanvhite
Littie Atver
White
Konvbite
Logan
Innoke
White
Nouvhite
Madison N
Harioo :

Ser footnotes at snd of iable.
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Table 13.=Rural, rurai-nenfarm, and rure)-farm males , 2o-til: Replacement ratioz and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Centinuad

(Ratsos and rates not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 departures}

Replacement rotios 3/ s Replncement rates &/

State s ARA ; State eco- Ecomomic :
nnd ' namic area, mubregion | T T A
county t by ¢ husher . mumber :  Rural Rural ¢

Ef E/ H 1 nanform

Arkanzaz-—Continued
Milier
White
Homwhite
Mignizsippl 5/
White

1ad Lk
SP1ey
LR e

Nomehite
Monroc
White
Homhite
Hontgomary
Hevadn
Hhtte
Homehlie
Hewton
Cuachita
White
Horwhite
Perry
liilipa
White
Nenwhite
Plie
Foingett
White
Homhite
Polk
Fope
Frairise
White
Horwhite
Pulnsgki
White
Honuwhiie
Randolph
5t. Francls
White
Namwhite
Saline
White
Homwhite
Scott
Searcy
Sebnxtian
Sevler
Sharp
Steone
nion
White
Noowhite
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Weshington
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Nomehite
Yell
White
Honwhite
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Loulslana
Acadiea
White
Homehite
Mien
White
Homwhite
Ascengion
Whnite
Nemdhite
Azsumption
White H
Honwhilke T
fvoyeiles : ab
white .
Nonwhite :

See footnotes at end of toble,
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Table 13.=—Raral, rursl-noenfarm, and rucal=-form moles, 20-64: Replacement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 196070 Combirued

(Ratios ond rates not shown for county residence and color groups with fever than 100 departures)

. . : A t rati : 4
State - State eco-’ Boomemic | eplacement ratios 3/ Replocement rates §f
and :  status nomic aren, subregion 3 s A
. . oumber . mumber . . .

Rural ¢+ nonform 3 farm Rural H

Louisiana~—Continued H
Beavregard 3 183 189
Biepville H ist 15h
White : 108 117
Nomwhite H 202 199
Rossier : 184 158
White : 288 210
Nomihlte : 180 188
Cnddo : 202
White H 166 i72
Homwhite f 239 267
Calcasiea 5/ H 237 251
White H 239 255
Hoowhite : 227 230
Caldwell : 160 15h
White : kg 12
Romehite - : 193 —
Cameron f 156 153
Catzhouln H 216 225
Winlke . 241
Nonpwhite : o7
€laiborne . 177 184
White : 1hE
tionub [te . 210 235
Concordis H 205
white B
Hotnehite
Ce Sotg :
White : 145
Homwhite B
East Baton Rouge
White
Nomwhite
Eest Carrell
White
Momwhite
East Feliciann
White
Homwhite
Evangeline
Wnite
Nomwhite
Frankiin
White
Horwhite
Grant
White
Nonwhite
Iheria
White
Nomwhite
Iherville
White
Nomehite
Jackeon
Whike
Homwhite
Jefferson
Jefferzon Davia
Lafnyatte
White
Homihite
Lafourche
White
Homahite
Ia Salle
Whike
Nomehite
Lincoln
Hilte
Nomwhite
Livingston
Hadizon
Wlte
Homhite
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Table 13.—Rural, rural-nonfarm; and ruesl-form males, 20-64: Replecement ratios and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 ~Certirmied

(Rntlos and rotes not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer then 300 dmrtu.res)

H : H R
! gtate oo’ Beancmic eplacement ratics 3/ ' Replacement rates 4f

status  ; homic oren, subregion |

af ; mumber ., mumber : Rural ¢ BRural Rural Rural
H E/ H Ef H nonfarm & farm Raral nonfarm 1 farm

.

Louisiana- -Continued H
Morehouse 1 i) 222 215
White H 233 146
Nonwhite H 220 755
Natchitoches H 74 2ch gha
White H 193 182
Homehite ! 225 303
drleans : 56 Ho rural populntion
Ouschita : 16 233 153
White : 225 169
Hornhite H 271 _—
Plaquemines H 58 ahT —
White H 225 J—
Ronwhite H 263 J—
Pointe Coupee : 6 233
White : 143
Norwhite : 337
Rapides 5/ : 76 181
White : 191
Womwhite H 152
Red Rlver : % 182
White H 167
Norwhite H o2
Rlchland : 76 163
White : 154
Nonwhite : 216
Sabine : 9 17o
Wnite 1 173
Yormwhite : o7
St. Bernard 1 58 217
St. Charles : 53 223
White H 223
Hormwhlte H 231
St. Helena : 58 226
White H 7T
Nomwhite : 295
8t. James H T 232
Wnite : 181
Ronwhite H 296
§t. John the Baptist : 77 252
White : 233
Homwhite : 263
5t. Landry : 76 215
White : 200
Nomwhite : 238
St. Martin : 77 2o
Wnite H 223
Nonwhite : 3th
5. Mary 4 kil 27
White : 237
Nonwhlte : 230
St. Tarmeny : 58 191
White H 1539
Ropwhite H " ggg
Tengipahoa H
White : 185
Homwhite : 2zl
Tensaa : ] 76 211
Wnite : 188
Nomwhite : 226
Terrabonne Kl 286
Wnite =37
Nomwhite : 266
Union H 8u 134
White : 180
Nonwhite : 220
Vermllion : 78 173
White : 161
Narmwhlte H ' -
Vernon H K 173
washington : 58 2035
White : 17k
Forwhite : o3
Webeter T go J.E;E
White : 7
Kormwhite : 206
Jea footnotes at end of table.
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Table 13.=-Rurai, rurel-nonform, and rurel-form males, 20-84: Replacement retios and rates, by zolor, for counties, 1960-70 -Coatimued

{Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and color groups with fower than 100 dega?tures}

Replacement ratice §/ H Replacement rates 4/

ARA : State eco—, Econamic | :
statusa , pomic aves, subreglon | T T A T T

1 ; Twiker ,  nunber t Rural ! BRurnl 3 : :  Rural
Y ;2 ;& Bural . onfwem @ farm  : : :  farm

Louisiana-—Continued H

West Baton Rouge H acz2
White : 195
NHomehite H 207

West Carroll H 214
White H 209
Honwhite 1 2hg

West Felielann H i8g
White : 136
Homulrite . 228

Wian : g2
Wnite : 186
Nonwhite
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WA T Lad [l ]
URER rood B RRER
C ik e B OOl

Okl=homa
Adair
White
Honwhite
Alfaifa
Atoks
Beaver
Heckhem
Bisine
Bryan
Leddo
Wnite
Honwhite
Canadian
Carter
Cherckee
White
Honwhite
Choctaw
White
Nonwhite
Clmerron
Cleveiand
Coal
Comenche 5/
White
Namehlte
Cotton
Cruig
Croek
Hhite
Nomehite
Custer
Delsware
White
Honwhite
Dewey
Fllis
Gorfiedd bf
Garvin
Credy
Grant
Greer
Hitrmon
Horper
Hogkell
flughes
Jackoon
Jefferson
Johnston
Koy
Kingflsher
Ricwa
Latinmer
Le Flore
Eincoln
Logan
White H
flonwhite H
Lave H
HeClain H

0 b= hd
[ ]
L3 a

1 3
| DO WL O PENIG RO N

fr g b b
FEEGEpuSEn BEE

Br PO G B bt R
MW OB O @R Eo Do

Ll o = e )
s 12
L
=~

Ih...

FO O RN cn%g\o W KO- W D3 ) O
[ N

MM 1 =W

et
o
WEMORNENEO O
LC RN e |
=
3

n
& oo

+
1

H
8 F oo
ey

BeiliGwe

WA O D Oy

=
bl

L]

o o
1 nd = ) pr n oo (=] ] =
wmgrmmmmmdmwkmwmmmham!wt

| hoorbhb it RopBEaeha by | oo

bl ol O

MNP MEAD SR ) -3 = ST OGRS ST B R b
It e b b
Iwwowwdm

FUN e v i oo D

1

DD L =2 70 e 1R OVl 3 37 TV 0D 002300 G € N0 £ 13 BT B EER D O 01 s RIADAD EAD SR B B O Th i A0 2 A B D) B e

Rvh e 3 VS0 00 O3 0014 L3 Bwe

b L
N b
(=R
G pa
D&
[r- Tl

Sce footnotes at end of table.




Table 13.—Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rurel-form males, 20-8Y4%: Replacenent ratios and rates, by eolor, for countles, 1960-70 -Ceontirmed

{Ratios and rutes not shown for county residence and color groupn with fewer than 100 depsrtures)

H H H - Replecement rotlos . Repla
State s ARA , State eco—, Econamic P mens —3/ . eplacement, rates i*/
and : status ¢ nanie aven, subregion , T T H : T
county t A ;o humber . mumber t Rarel : Rwrol ot : FRural & Rural
: . 2 . & s Trel . gonfarm ¢ farm o PRl L om0 farm

N . F H : : H

Oklahomn --Continued

o oer owe valie

HeCurtain 5% 9 81 180 187 163 22.1 23,2 5.1
White 163 168 152 16.8 17.5 15.1
Honwhite Y L8 257 — 7.8 ig.2 m——

HeIntosh : Sk 5 95 15% 167 159 15.8 20.1 9.k
¥hite H 145 145 1h3 1.2 13.9 hL 3
Norwhite : 23t 216 - 40,7 72 -—

Major H 2 o4 2% 13 132 7.5 3.8 10.5

Marahall : 50 T 96 105 0] -_— 2.1 -3.2 ———

Hayen 55 3 B3 173 185 155 5.7 22.4 15.5

Murray 5o 1 58 143 156 11% 12,5 15.1 4.7

Muskogee : Sa 8 95 185 182 195 22.2 20.8 26.8
wWhite : 198 193 210 23.0 21,2 28.3
Homhite H 154 156 146 19.0 19,1 _—

Hoble : 2 =i 105 129 100 2.9 8.3 o

Hownte H 5b 3 83 161 167 154 5.5 7.2 14.3

Okfuskee : 6 o5 18y 22k 118 25,9 35.9 1.7
Hhite : hHT] 183 114 6.1 20.3 5.8
Homehite : 251 et -_— 51.6 59.5 -

Oklahcma : B 95 150 172 149 5.5 19,0 3.1
White : 148 156 LTS 13.0 k.6 5.1
Honwhite B 2h5 - ——— 48.3 —— -—

Ol lges : sa 8 95 151 146 170 15.3 13.6 21.8
White : kG hty 3 164 iz.g 11.1 20.2
Normehite : 169 164 e 25.1 245 _—

Gsage : A 83 k5 1hk 151 123 2.0 13.8

Ottawa H 2 3 83 156 16h 137 15.0 16.5 1L.2

Pavnee : 5 95 pRL:] 122 21k 6.3 7.1 5.1

Payne B 5 g5 243 161 120 12,5 15.5 7.0

Pittsburg : Sa 9 81 169 187 129 20.2 25,3 a.7

Pontokoc : sb 6 95 140 136 152 L7 10.0 16.7

Fottowatomie : 5 o hE 139 155 13.0 1.6 6.1

Pughmatanx H St g 81 211 128 87 4.1 g.0 -5.2

Roger Mills : 1 103 139 151 131 10.9 k.5 8.7

Rogers H % 3 83 168 186 k3 17.0 19.2 12,9

Seminole : 50 3 95 150 157 134 15.6 16.7 12.3
White H 130 137 113 g.5 1.8 L7
Honwhite H 267 -— ——— .7 -— ———

Sequoyah : 5b 8 95 1gh 241 isk 26.0 29.9 15.3
White s 106 216 153 26.1 30.3 16.0
Horwhite : 178 —— -— 25.0 e -
tephens : i %6 153 159 133 13.8 4.8 9.7

Texns : 1 03 178 187 164 8.1 8.1 18.2

Tiliman : [ 01 162 16% 157 17.1 19.9 FURA

Tulsa : A 83 207 221 5 22.0 23.3 0.1
Hhite H 209 22k 128 21.9 23.2 8.7
Horwhite H 180 182 —— 27,7 26.2 -—

Watoner H St & - 184 g7 165 22.0 23.8 19.0
White H 155 213 189 22.1 2k 8.2
Noowhite : 151 151 —— 21.4 20.3 =

Washington : 3 82 153 163 121 13.% 15.0 6.7

Washlita 5/ : 5 k15 174 245 125 4.1 18.2 7.3

Woods ' 1 103 1ig 118 120 5.5 [ 5.5

Woodverd s 1 103 22 77 AL ~1,2 -7.0 7.0

Texns H

Anderoon : 5h ia 80 k4 243 246 .5 13.5 5.8
White : 135 137 132 1.0 11,1 0.9
Honwhite : 16k 158 173 ) 21,0 20.9

Andrews H 5 i%e 102 —— — 7.2 —-— —

Angellns : 5% 13 5 156 166 21k 13.7 4.8 5.6

fransne 5/ : i o8 95 g6 -— -1.0 -.9 —

hrcher H B 101 Bh 5o —— b7 -6.2 -—

Armatreng H & 103 127 — —_— 7.3 _— _—

Atnscone : 11 5.3] 200 230 71 26.6 30.% 18.7

hustln : ik 78 108 115 o8 2.6 4.5 -
Whike H o6 105 8s 1.0 1.5 -k.8
Nomwhite : 154 139 e 20.3 7 -—

Baiiey z 5 202 175 - 150 1h.8 === 9.4

Banders : 2 100 112 138 7 5.3 1.6 ~9,1

Bastrop : g 80 125 130 12 8.7 9.3 8.0
White : 87 78 93 =h.3 -T.1 -2.3
NHorwhite : 237 ——— -— 5. b —— _—

Beylor H & o 93 --- &4 1.4 -— 4.6

Ben 5/ H i1 o8 363 187 32.2 3h.7 2.2

See footnotes nt end of tabie,

110

_{(C) uepata 1981




Tauble 13,—Rural, ruraienonferm, and rural-farm miles, 20-54: Replecement ratios and rates, by color, for countles, 1960-T0 Cenmbinued

iRut‘ios ond rates not shoawn for county residence and coler groups with fewer than 100 deg&rtu.res)

H H H Replacement ratios 3 t Replogemsnt rotes 4
State +  ARA ; State ecow, Becnomic P *J : L
and : stagug « nanic area, sbreglon | . T : : T
N ; number ., oumber . o : : . Baral t Rurel
county H n H H ¢ Rawal 31 Rursl ] :
: 4 . 2 : ¥ ; Rural ponform :  farm ¢ Tl . nontarm @ famm

Texas --Continyed .
Bell 3 : hya 116
White H Lol né
Horshite H 336 ——
Bexnr 5f 233 k2
Blenco H o2 122
Borden : —— —_—
Bosgque : G2 113 99
Bowie H 170 ho
White : S 272 130
Nomvhite : o7 163 -—
Brazorla 1 166 1h1
Wnite H 178 139
Homwhite H 128
Brazos H 21
White ’
Homihlte
Arewster
Briscoe
Brooksa
Brown
Burleson
Whike
Homwhite
Burnet
Caldwell
Calhoun 2/
Callahan
Ceperon
Camp
Garsen
[ T2
White
Nomehite
Gankro
Chambers
Cherckee
White
Nemwhlte
Childress
{ley
Cachran
Coke
Coleman
Coliln
White
Hemhite
Collingeworth
Colorado
¥Wnite
Homehite
Comal
Comenche
Concho
Cocke
Coryell 3f
Cottle
Crane
Crockebt
GCrosby
Pulbercon
Dallsm
Dnliaa
White
Hormwhite
Dawecn
pea? Smith
Deltn
Denton
De Witt
bickens
Dimmik
Donley
Puval
Exatland

S5 t85 By KERE 5
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Table 13.—Fural, rural-nonfarm, and rurel-farm motes, 20-6L: Replacement ratios snd rates, by color, for countles, 1060-T0 -Cemtimted

{Botios nnd rates not shown for county residence and eolor groups with fewer than 100 departures)

. State eco-. Econamic

Replacement ratics y Replacement rates 4f

State :  ARA : T H
and : status ¢ PO Arca, subreglon : 1 1 T :
county : 1/ ; number number + Burel ¢ Rural ¢ t Haral Rural
H H —Ej E/ H Rural 1 nonfarm 3 farm ¢ Baral . onrarm H form
Texas~-Continuad H
Ector : 9 102 207 212 e 18.5 19.3% —
Edwards : 16 100 117 135 -— h.8 0.7 —-—-
Elliz : c a7 139 170 102 10.4 106.7 5
White : 227 152 100 T4 12.3 0
Nomwhite H 193 253 116 25.6 h.g 6.3
ELl Pano 4§/ : A 104 b2 52h 255 2.4 216 36.9
Erath : 7 5] 101, 103 99 .6 3.2 -1k
Falls : 5 8 97 122 e gt 7.5 13.6 -1.1
HWhite ' 102 115 gL T h.6 -3.0
Norwhite : 179 184 — 27.5 29.4 -—
Fannin : 3] ur 126 141 110 7.8 0.7 3.5
Fayette : 10 97 101 118 92 N 3.8 28
White ; 95 160 w3 -1k a -2.5
Honwhite : 139 102 —_— 15.1 2.9 —
Plsher : [} 101 125 16k 1ho 8.1 1.2 1.5
Floya ¥ 4 103 187 210 170 17.4 23.4 13.5
Foard : 5 101 102 169 - .8 2.9 -—
Fort Bend : 1 8 181 145 174 15,7 13.6 20.9
White t 17k 185 161 13.1 12.2 17.1
Homehite d 203 190 2afy 2l .5 19.3 39.2
Franklin H 5b 12 8o 100 116 93 2.9 5.2 -.3
Freectone : 5B n B0 148 151 100 15.9 23.1 o
White H 106 132 8o 3.0 4.2 -H.2
Nanwhite H 21l 251 —_— 37.4 k3.2 ——
Fria : ob 11 2.3] 216 203 — 7.3 25.0 -
Gaines : 5 102 2l 2kt 263 24,8 23.9 26.1
Calveston B M 78 68 173 -— 15.2 15.9 -
Garza H a5 101 200 -— _—— 20 -— —_—
Gillespie H 2 1040 117 134 108 5.4 10.0 8.9
Glasscock H 16 100 J— _— _— — — —
Golisd : 1 o4 1 1hs g 1.4 1.5 2.3
Genzales ' 10 o 123 1hd 106 7.3 1z.2 1.9
Hhite : 135 o4 L9 10.3 -5
Nenwhibe H 145 —_— -_— 22.8 ——— -_—
Gray H 4 103 122 122 -— .1 6.0 i
Groyson 5f ; 3 a7 122 138 o6 5.9 8.3 -1k
Oregg i b iz a0 12y 130 [&] T.h 9.0 -11.8
White : 107 12 65 2.3 3.8 -17.2
Nomwhite b 193 205 —_— 26.0 27.5 -_—
Grimes : D] 8o 138 166 116 12.2 18.6 5,8
White : 137 189 165 11,0 227 1.8
Nonwhite : WL 1h¢ _— 1.7 12.6 -—
Guadalupe 5/ * 10 g7 133 148 113 B.G 10.8 k.3
liate : h 103 205 200 a1l 21.4 23.7 i9.
Hall i & 141 241 185 -—- 3.2 20.0 _—
Hamilton i 7 o6 a3 a8 o5 2.1 -3.0 -1.8
Hansford 1 i 103 187 154 -— 16.2 10.9 —
Hardeman : [ 1 L] a7 95 -3.9 4.5 -1.9
Hardin H 13 79 162 161 ——— 15.9 15.6 -
White : 163 162 -— 15.7 15.4 ——
Honwhite : 154 154 — 17.3 8.5 -
Harris : G 78 176 161 1hlk 16.3 16.8 11.9
White : 175 179 1hk 15.7 i6.2 2.0
Nomvhite : 184 188 - 20,9 21.8 ——
Herrison : 5h 12 Bo 180 193 1268 23.% 25.1 12.%
White : 152 166 &7 13.7 16.0 -5.3
Homwhite ' =1k 228 lo7 38.0 5.8 29.5
flartley H Iy 103 95 — -— -] -— —-—
lingkell t [ 101 123 126 121 8.3 5.9 5.6
Haya : 2 100 141 152 122 11.3 13.7 6.6
lemphill H b 163 128 137 — T.T a.2 -
Henderson : 5b 12 8o 120 133 Il 6.2 9.5 -3.3
White : ] 101 o5 -2 .3 -1.5
Homwhibe : 23 300 -— Lb 95,6 —
llidalgo : 1% 3% 250 30l 18y 27.0 28.9 21.9
[[ERE3 : 8 af 125 117 136 7.8 5.7 10.8
White 122 110 o 6.8 3.3 11.2
HNonwhite il 151 _— 15.1 18 g —_—
Hockley 5 12 20y 211 203 22k 21.0 23.0
Hood b P 120 19¢ 103 5.5 7.7 -
Hopking 5b 12 30 g 126 238 .8 7.9 —0.5
Houston ] 12 Bo pENT] 165 120 0.5 11.3 T.2
Wnite 1z 124 o 2.6 3.4 -2.0
Nonwhite ahic =0 -— 35.1 3.8 ——
Bee foothotes at end of table,
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Table 13,—FRural, rural-nenfrrm, and rural-farm males, 20-6h: Heplacement ragios and rates, by oolor, for countles, 1960~70 -Comtipned

{Ratics and retes not shown for county residence apd golor groups with fewer than 100 dggurtureu)
Replacement ratios 3f H Replocement rates 4f

M Btate eeo-:: Ectnomde
nomic area; subregicd
nuber |,  mumber

E T

ARK
status
y

1  Rurel 1 FRuredl :  Rarel Rural
T aonfarm ; Rurel nonfarm & farm

N

[T T

154
225
156
213

%

Y T3
RS ]

Hutchinson
Irion
Jack
Jackson 182
Jasper 186
White : 176
Nonwhite H 222
Jeff Davis
Jefferson
Jim Hogs
Jim Welis
Johnaon
Jones
Karnea
¥auiman
White
Nomehite
Kendail
Kenedy
Kent
Kerr
Kimhle
¥ing
Kinney
Kleberg 5/
Knaox

Lamar
White
MNorwbite

Lusib

Lampasas

fa Selle

Lavaca

iee
White
Nenwhite

Leon
White
Nonwhite

Liberty
White
Honwhite

Limestone
White
Nenwhite

Lipscomb

Live Qak

Liano

Toving

Lubbock 5f

s'\-ﬂ‘wl-'\.n

ol
L E=d
lnoow !l ko

g
V8 RERE

17

&
[o0]

228
163
150
1ig

1

1

mSw:\ant;\p M

=

nw
2]

[
o0 e O Ch O o Ol RO

BPwwo ad

5
Pal b

b b= PR D R ]
m%‘\ly\OBNMOHmO\I
£ 00 1 b R TG

i
R

LR AR S S

2
4]
9
e
]
3
4
5
2
3
5
i
9
1
3
[ ¢]
5
2
4]
6
9
3
3
5
.2
.3
i
B
.3
9
8
5
2
N+

=
GO b L DA
I O e O] O

rOnin O | A

=

=)

Hopwhite
HeMullen
Madlaon

White

Homshite
Marton

Wnite

Nonpwhite
Martin
HeEon
Matagorde

White

Nomwhite
Maverick 5/
Medine
Menard
Midlangd

Bomoo Mo ON D oD I BIw oWn o

drpeno . R
EGEﬁI\!E“\QN\DFU\OOﬁI\)\OI

See footnotes &t end of table.




Table 13.—Rural, rrei-confarm, end rursl-farm males, 20-64: Replacement retios and rates, by eclor, for counties, 3950-T0 -Cartirmed

{Rotdion and rotes not shown for sounty residénoe snd color groupn with fewer than 100 dewures}
State . ! gtate eco-! Beancmic | Replecement ratios 3f : Replacement rates lif
and : status ¢ NOWiC oarea, subregico 1 T - 3 7
county L ; mumber . qumber Rural : fRurel 1 Raral : Rurel
H H Ef T y H Rural 1 nonfarm 1 farm H Rural nenfarm @ form
Texfs--Cantinned H
Milam : 8 135 166 112 0.8 17.7 4.3
Hills : 7 56 100 &8 107 0 -3.6 2.7
Mitchell H 6 101 Lo pIHS 138 iz2.5 2.8 2.3
Montegue : 7 96 205 123 75 1.6 5.2 =Tk
Montgomery 1 ) i3 9 15 150 115 13.5 .6 5.3
Witite : 139 k3 g 1.6 hT-) 5.7
Nonwhite : 170 178 _— 23.1 25.0 -—
Moore : k 103 25 262 e 26.0 5.0 -—
Horris H 5b 12 8o 152 157 — 13.3 .1 —_—
Wnite : 1z2 130 —_ 5.2 7.0 —
Horrwhite t 233 226 ——— 38.9 36.0 —_
Hotley : 6 101 99 84 123 ~.2 5.7 8.4
Macogdoches : b 12 ste] 135 54 105 10.7 4.6 2.0
White : 136 149 23 7.9 13.0 2.7
Nomehite : 173 163 -— 21.2 19.7 —
Haverro H 8 97 108 125 &9 2.G 7.9 -b.3
White : a5 117 3 -1.7 5.3 -11.2
Nopwhite t 157 38 E 18.7 15.9 -
Mewton s Sh 13 T4 168 185 -— 8.9 21.g9 ——
¥hite : 152 167 —_— 145.3 17,1 —_—
Nomwhite : 205 22k -— 0.6 33.9 —
Holan : 3 201 151 157 157 4.8 12.3 19.3
ueces . M 58 233 233 23k 251 23.6 25.54
Ochiltree 1 ] 103 _— -— —_— —_— _— —_—
Qdham : 13 103 -— -— —— —— -— -—
Orenge s H 78 igh 159 -— 15.0 19.6 -—
Palo Pinto 5/ : 7 95 133 138 113 8.7 9.5 4.5
Pancla . 55 12 Ao 153 8 137 15.8 20.3 [
Wnite : 128 159 g1 B.3 1.3 -3.3
Homhite . 210 230 -— 3.5 35.0 —_—
Forker 5/ : 7 £ 175 187 157 15.9 15.9 16.0
Parmer . i 103 204 187 a7 19.3 18.8 19.9
Pecok : 1 18 200 207 -— 16.9 17.9 —
Folk : 5b 13 il isy ish — 16.0 6.0 _—
White : 129 126 -— 8.7 8.2 -_—
Normwhite : 225 227 —— 33.8 H.7 _—
Potter : 3 103 185 12y - 6.6 5.9 _—
Presidlc : i 108 k6 123 —_— 11.5 1.7 —
Rains : 5b 12 so 109 131 95 3.4 0.2 -1.7
Randell : 3 103 180 -— 171 17.1 -— 17.2
Reagan . 16 00 a8 — —— -.9 -— —_—
Real : 18 100 k7 —_— - 12.5 -— -—
Red River : b 1z ile] E151 175 =) 13,1 "2 -.k
Wnite T 124 165 78 7.7 17.9 -8:3
Honmwhite : 215 208 _— 37.3 35.0 _—
Reeves f 1 108 187 205 -—- 2.8 16.% —
Rafuglo : 1) 191 198 -— 20.8 21.9 —
Roberts f ] 0% —— e — -— -— m———
Robertson : St o] do 119 185 107 5.5 8.1 2.9
White : 104 106 160 1.2 1.8 .3
Homwhite : 3 i - 7.1 11.6 —
Rockwall : 8 97 240 141 138 10.8 10.0 13.3
Runnels : 3 101 125 112 133 7.1 3.7 9.1
Rusk . 50 12 80 131 138 133 10.3 11.8 1.2
Wnite . i1 122 &l 3.5 £.8 147
Hormihite : 194 189 ——— 30.2 27.3 —_—
Snbine . [+ 13 i} 1hk 165 % 13.5 18.2 -10.9
White . il 168 —— 13.3 18.3 -—
Honwhite t 1h3 -— — 4.3 -— -—
San Augustine . St 13 4 156 153 160 16.8 15.4 19.4
San Jecinto : 5h 13 79 159 180 i1z 17.9 23.7 4.0
White : 135 5L -— 1.5 15.0 —
Honwhite . 182 217 -— eh.2 .9 -—
San Petricio ' 11 o) 261 299 g7 32.6 35.5 25.5
San Sabu : 2 00 16 — 5.6 —_ 1.3
Schieicher 1 16 100 43 133 _— 11.0 B.7 _—
Scurry : [ 101 ig2 158 185 21.8 22.8 20.8
Shackelford P & w0 93 117 -— -2.1 5.1 -—
Shelby : 5t 1z 8o 136 149 116 1L.1 13.4 6.3
White . 115 130 1% 5.0 8.4 1.6
Homehite : 208 215 -— 32.0 30.1 -—
Shermen : 1] 203 106 g2 e 1.7 2.4 ——
amith . 5b 12 &0 135 150 o2 107 iz.8 =31
¥ihite : pE1 136 81 5.8 9.1 -1.5
Nonwhite : 75 183 -— 20.9 2.6 ———
See footnotes at end of toble.
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Teble 13.-—Rural, rurazl-nanform, and rurel-form males, 20-84; Roplecement ratios and rotes, by color, for counties, 1960-T70 -Comtined

{Ratios and rates pot shown for county residenes end eolor groups with fewer than 100 degartures)

Replacement ratios 3/ Replacement rates Lf

ARA : Stote eco-: Boonomic .

status  ; homic ares, subregiosm : T : n
af numher  ;  number ¢+ Rural : PRorel Rurel : Furel
: 2 s Y ; Rurad nenferm i ferm @ Swral nonfarm ¢  farm

SR AR R ows ket

Texas --Continned
Somervell
Starr
Stephens
Sterling
Stonewall
Sutton
Swicher
Tarrant
Taylor
Terrell
Tersy
Throckmorton
Tituz
Tom Green
Travic _i/
White
Nonwhite

Trinity 79
White H

95 . 7.4
98 . 16.6

100 —
13.6

100 —
103
9%

160
1oz
101
80
100
a7

™

[ T P

=

[

o
fea
]

pat
5O B OVRAA Ghom BF O 08 Oh OR O -

a1 :
1
w3

= bt s

Nomehite . H
Tyler H 79
White H
Nonwhite
Upstur : 8o
White
Normwhilte H
tpton 100
valde : 100
val Verde 5/ : 100
Yan Zandt 8o
White H

=
ONIAD A D

m‘e’\mp 3

0 e

Honwhite H
yictoria H 78
Walker H 79
White H

= e ] = | el =
[ A T Y i o ] EE B FOJUwr:'

Nomehite H
Waller : 8
White
Homwhite H
Ward 108
Washington : 97
White
Nomehite :
Webb 5/ : 98
Wharton ; 78
Whits
Nomehite
Wheeler
Wichita
Wilvarger
Willecy
Willlamson
White
Nomvhite
Wilson
Winkler .
Wise
Wood
White
Nonmvhite
Yoakum
Young
2npats 5/
Zaveia

A
b L g D

-l:'\.()ﬂ:ll-'\.ﬂ"l5 B AN =3 ] 5 O AR

2 =0 MR L LR
h‘uwwaumu\owc\qmor\)c\mmourum\nw—amm—qor—lmmxwu\nmn-
A

b hy
oLl ]

W 1D SR DO i DV RO OV [ DG D0 | DV WD o GV O ] $ O G O W1 b 1D O R
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Montana

Beaverhead
Blg Horn

Hhite

Notwhite
Rlaine H
Broadwater H
Carven H
Carter H

Sae footnotes at end of table,
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Taple 13.—Hursl, rural-nonfarm, and reral-farm mades, 20-84: Replacement rotios end rates, by color, for couwntins, 1960-T0 -Continued

(Hatics and rotes not shown for county resid and color grouwps with fewer than 100 degartu.res)

Stote eco-, Eeonomic

nomie area, swbregicn

number Frititel o
2f 2

Replacement rotios }j Replacement rates y

ARA

Rural Rural
nonfaam farm

Rural
farm

2f Rural

Fural neniarm

ek R aa an ba e
T N T ET)
TR

PR

Montana--Continued
Coscade 3/
Chouteau
Custer 5/
Danlels
Dawson
Deesr ladge
Fallon
Fergua
Fiathead
Galigtin
Garfield
Glacier

White
Nomwhite
Lolden Valiey

Granlte
Hill
Jefferson
Judith Besin
Lake
Lewis and Clark
Liberty
Lincoln
HeCone
Hadison
Mesgher
ineral
Missouln
Muszelshell
Fark
Petroleum
Phillips
Pondera
Powder River
Fowell
Prairle
Ravelii
Richland
Roosevell
Rosebud
Sonders
Sheridan
Sllver Bow
Seiliwater
Sweet Grags
Teton
Toole
Treasure
¥alley 5/
Wheatland
Wibaux
Yellowstone
Yeliewstone Hut'l Park
{part}

Idaho
Ada
Adams
Bannook
Bear Bake
Benewnh
Binghom
Blaine
Bolse
Eonner
Bonnevilie
Doundary
Butte
Camaz
Canyon
Caribou
Cassia
Clark
Clearwater
Custer

110 234
1489 : 15.2
137 -
-— . 21.6
75 24,2
— .9 .9
187 2.0
15.7
20.3
23.8

3.3
53.3

8.8
23.6
21.5
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See footnotes at end of tnble,




Table 13,—Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm mnles, 20-64%: Replacement ratlos and rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 -Cortitmed

(Rntios-un& rates not shown for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 degartures)

H H H Repl :
state ! State eco-. Beoncmic leplacement ratios ;/ H Replacement retes b/

and . . nowle grea; subreglon | T T A S n
county 3 ; Muier . pumber t FRural : FRural : Rwal : Bural
H 2f H Ef ;  Bured + nenfarm @ faxm ; Rurel nenferm @ farm

Idehn-.Continned
Elmere 5/
Framkiin
Fremont
Gem
Cooding
Tdehe
Jefferson
Jerom=
foctenal

109 37

12 ———

iz 2688
200

liz

169

110

Minidoka
Hez Perce
Oneida
Owyhee
Payette
Power
Sheshone
Taton
Twin Fells
Valley
Washington
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Wyoming
Albany
Big forn
Campbell
Carbon
Converse
Lrook
Fremont
White
Honsthite
Goshen
Hot Springs
Johnsen
Laramie 5/
Lincoln
Hatrona
Hiobrare
Park
Fintte
Sheridan
Subictte
Sweetwnter
Teton
Uinta
Washakie
Weston
Yellowstone Mot l Park
{part
Colerads
hdams
hlamoss
Aropahog
Archuleta
Onca
Bent
Boulder
Challee
Cheyenne
Clear Creek
Gonejos
Costilla
Crowley
Custer
Belta
Penver
Dolares
Pougies
Bagle
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1
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240
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165
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See footnotes at end of tobie,




Table 13,—Rurel, raral-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-6h: Replacement ratios and rates, by coler, for countles, 1060-70 -Contlimzed

{Ratios mnd rates not shovn Por county residence and eclor groups with fewer than 100 departures)
Repl t ratlos Replacement rates U
State eco—, Economic cpiacement T y place ol —/

State 1 ABA H H : H
and. : stagus  momic ares, subregicn T s f : T

*zounty : 1 ; pumber . number : FRural : FRurnl @ 1 Rural :  Rural

H J H g, H gj H Bural : nonfarm Fourtn : Rural : nonfarta @ farm

Colorade ~-Continved :
Elbert : h w3 11 — 113 -] e 4.2
El Paso 5/ ' B 103 hob Lgo 86 -1 ) 31.3 4.0
Fremont : 5 ] 167 213 22h -— 25.7 25.8 -—
Garfield f 1 i b 155 123 1.7 13.6 £.3
Glipin : 54 1 09 — — —_— — e —
firand : 1 104 133 13h _— 4.3 8.2 —
Gunniscn H 1 10 166 — —_— 12.7 —_— _—
Hinsdele H 1 LI - _— — — _— —_—
Huerfano : 5% 5 w7 132 16L 107 9.0 17.6 2.6
Jackson H 1 1% 1t b2 -— .5 -5.4 —_
Jelfferzon B A 103 102 2l 1 19.6 21.7 .1
Kiown : I 103 208 -— —-— 21.h — —
Kit Carron s U 103 162 13h z2ko 15.3 PR .
Lake : 1 109 25U —_ — hir — —
La Platn : 2 10 200 213 180 22.7 228 8.3
Lariner . 3 106 164 169 170 0.0 15.4 16.6
Las Anlmog : 5b 5 o7 130 209 1ht 23.4 27.3 13.3
Lintolin : A 103 151 88 22 1.2 -2.8 33.7
Logan [ 3 106 208 203 212 2a.1 1.8 2k .0
Hess, ' 2 109 162 178 132 15.4 17.5 1.1
Hineral H 1 1) —— _— — —_ - _—
Holfat : 1 pis ] 165 -— —_— 15.4 -— —_
Montezuma : 2 15 179 218 133 .8 2l .2 7.8
kontrose : 2 Ly 197 202 148 8.4 18.7 15.3
Korgen : 3 1ca w2 206 Lot 17.8 19.8 16.1
Otero : 5 17 195 14995 1ok 26,9 20,1 22.9
Curay ' 1 1w 153 _— — .2 _ —_
Pork : 1 1ins p] -— -— ~-1.6 _ _
Phillips : [ 10% i b8 124G 11.3 1.8 7.1
Pitkln : 1 10y 160 L3k o .8 6.2 -
Prowers : 5 o7 R 17 U0 1g.8 1o.2 23.0
Pueblo 1 ¢ lot 223 zho 165 25.2 26,2 219
Riv Blanco f 1 10y i 167 - 15.2 13.1 —_
Rio Grande 3 2 1y ELiv 19¢ 176 2L.v 23.8 17.7
Routt 1 s Ly 149 155 1ho 12.2 2.4 10.3
Snguache f 2 ptid] 16% bl — 15,3 2l.2 —_
San Juan H L 1. —_— -— —_ _ —— -—
San Miguel : 2 Ty Ly 150 - 2.5 31 —_
Sedgwlok 1 3 106 152 i) -— 2.9 16.5 —
Summib ; 1 109 k2 15 — 7.5 7.8 —_
Teller : 5b 1 T gL Y — 2.7 -1.2 -—
HashlLgton : 4 183 159 138 170 13.4 3.1 16.6
Weld ' 3 104 16 1ot 211 14.q 13,3 22.9
Yume, ' i 103 134 5 173 9.4y b 15.6
Hew Mexleo H
Pernaiille 5f : 5b A Lu s 252 — 22.4 22.8 —_
Catron H Sh 1 1ou 13u 133 -— 8.3 H.6 -—
Chaves 5/ : k! 10k 00 359 185 22k 21.3 18.0
Callux : HY A w7 2y ath -— .3 50.2 —
Curry 5/ : o w7 Dy 3hh 1h3 2uh 2.3 1L.5
e Bacn 1 2 w? 173 a5t e 6.0 22.¥ ———
Dona Ana 5/ H 3 106 274 KlE) 2in 23.7 2.y 2L.4
Eddy H 3 vl 218 oy 2h5 23.8 21.6 24k
Grant H 3 13 147 pred] —— 15T 1.0 -—
Gundalups H Ll o 1t zhl 3160 - .5 L b -—
liarding H 2 Wt e -— -— e — —
Hidalgu : 3 1l e —— —— _— -— —
Lew H 3 104 208 227 1ok 19.1 21.1 13.2
Lincoln : £ 108 154 162 125 13.9 154 Gy
Los Alamac H 1 Yy —-— _— —— - -— -—
Luna : 3 1uss 1ok Hhi -— 14,0 3.2 —
MeKinley i 5h 1 104 3h2 73 2t 36.8 b h 23.8
Whilke 1 . 2ot — —_— 23.u e —_—
Nonwhite v 362 BT 2By L1.5 46.5 2.2
Hora : b a 1uT 227 azf — A I T -—
Gtere 5/ : 5h 3 L 155 a7 -— JERE 15.3 -—
Quny : 2 iuf 158 130 T 1.1 B.u 2l.v
Rio Arriba : 5b 1 Li¥s 288 295 -— 36.6 37.1 _—
Hoosevelt H 2 107 7R 7L 172 jEER] 17.4 19,5
Sandoval H 5h 1 oy an3 254 = 33.9 35.5 -—
White : 22y 20y —— 2.6 L2 —
Konwhite H 200 270 —— 349.5 .l _—
Eee Tootnotes at end of taoble,
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Table 13,~-Rural, rral-nomferm, and ruralefarm males, 20-64: Replacement ratios ond rates, by coloe, for counties, 1950-70 Certliued

(Rotlos end rates not shows for county residence and coler groups with fewar ihan 100 departurss)

Replacement ratios 3/ Replacevent rates 4/

State ecb-—i Eponomic
noic area, svbregiom

nurmber mumber

2 2

g

N

State
and
county

Rural Raral Rurail

nonfarm farm

H

5
E

. ap e oan

Nev Hexico--Contimued
san Jusn
White
Roowinlte
San Miguel
Santa Fe
Slerrs
SocorTa
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109
1058
108
109
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Arizona
Apache
White
Heawhite
Cochise 5/
Coconing
White
Noavhite
Giln
White
Homwhite
Graham
Greenles J
Marieepi 5
White
Tiomwhite
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Nevajo
White
Homwhlte
Piza 5/
¥hite
Homwhite
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White
Nonvhite
Santa Cruz
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Utah
Beaver
Box Elder
Cache
Carbon
Daggett
Davis 5/
Duchesns
Emery
Garfleld
Grand
Iron
Juak
Kane
Millard
Horgan
Plute
Rich
Salt lake
Sap Juan
Sampete
Sevler
Surmnit
Toole 5f
Ulntal
Utnh
Hasatch
Washington

H
H
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See Tootnotes at end of table.




Table 13.=Fural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-form malez, 20-04: Heplocement ratios and retes, by color, for countles, 1960-70 -Contimued

{Ratios and rates not shown for county resldence and color groups with fewer than 100 departures})

Replecement rotios ;} Replacement rates y

-

State eco-, Eeomeaic
nomic area, subreglco
ambe m_u}l‘ber

2

3/

Z

State
el
connty

stotun
y Rural

farm

Rural Rural

Burpl farm

&
£

ok ma 4 aa by e
ar emoanowa

b oar ke oaeown b

Utah=-Continued
Rayne
Heber

30.0

Nevada
Churchill 5/
Clark - 5/
Daaglna
Elka
Esmeralda
Eurcko
Ruzboldt 5/
Lander
Lineoln

. =
R Gea

-

1 H
LR Yo T g

Lyen
Mineral 5/
tye &
Drmoby
Pershing
Storcy
Washoe 5f
White Pine
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3
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¥azhington
Adumn
Asotin
Benton
Chelan
Clallins=
Clark
Coluchis
Cowlitz
Douglaz
Ferry
Franklin
Garfield
Grant 5f
Graye Harkor
Iclmd 5
Jetferaon
King
White
lionwhite
Kitsap
Fhite
Honwhite
¥ittitas
Rlickitat
Lewis
Lincoln
Muzon
Okonogan
Pacific
Pend Qredlle
Pierce 5f
White
Nonwhite
San Juun
Skagit
Sharand s
Snohoa fok
Spokaae 5f
Btavens
Thursyan
Wanklakun
Walla W.llzi
Whatcor
Whitman
Yakima
White
Honwhite
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See footrnotes at end of table,




Teble 13.—Rural, rurel-ponform, and rural-form males, 20-6L:  Replncement ratiocs snd rates, by color, for counties, 1960-70 Cavtimed

(Batios and rates pot shown for county residence and color groups with fewer than 100 departures)
: : : : Beplocement ratios g{ Replacemsnt rates E{

ARA ! state eco-; Economic |

status  nemic ares, pubreglon : T t T ¥

pr ; mamber . puzher 1 Rurpl : Rurel s : PRural : Rural
H g/ H -'?-"! Rural + nonfarm @ Larm ; Rursl nonfarm @ Tarm

Oregop--Contimued
Clackamns
Clexsap 49/
Columbia
Coas
Crook

-
L

Curry
Peschutes
Douglas
Gillinm 5/
Grant
Famney
Hood River
Jecksan
Jefferson
Jogephine
Klamath E/
Lake
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Alomeds
Alpine
Amrdor
Butte
Colpverns
Colusa
Contra Costa

White
Nonwhite
Del locte
E} Dorndo
Fresno
White
Honwid te
Glern
Huxkaldt
White
Honwhite
Irperial
White
Honulrite
Inyo
Kern 5
White
llemwhite
Kings
White
Ronwhite
Loke
Lnasen
Lan Angeles
White
Nenwhite
Hadern
White
Nonwhite
Mardin 5/
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See footnotes at end of toble.




Table 13.—Rurel, rural-nenfarm, ond reeal-form males, 20-64: Replocement rotios and rotes, by color, for counties, 1960-T0 -Cemtimed

[Rotioa ond rates not shown for county recidence and color groups with fewer than 100 departures)

.

state ARA . Btote -.-cu—; Ecanamic . Replacement ratios ;i/ . Replacement rates y
and ¢+ atatus ; namic ares, subreglon 3 [ H ' T
county . 1 ; mumber ., nusber + Rural : Rural ¢ t PRurgl : Bural
J H g’( H —2-'(' H Rural i nonfarm @ farm H Rurel : nomfarm 1 farm
Californin—-Continued B
Hendocino . Sn 1 1i 136 139 1A 8.6 9.0 5.5
ihite : 137 140 15 a.8 g.2 5,3
¥omvhlite : 122 —_ — 5.9 _ _
Merced 5/ : 5 us co3 2a7 150 18.7 20.3 g
White : 210 ), 150 19.8 21,9 14,5
Horwhite : 138 134 — 8.2 6.9 —
Hodoe : 9 13 134 11t 165 8.1 2.6 16.5
Yono t 9 13 108 100 -—_ L. 0 —
Morterey 5/ : 3 17 326 367 107 26.8 20,5 2.2
White : 359 hoo 122 29.1 30.6 5.9
Forutite t 145 170 U5 7.5 10.2 -21.8
ttapa : 2 17 96 96 7 -1.0 -L,0 1.0
Fevedn, 9 113 129 12k -— 8.0 G.6 —
Orange 5/ F 5 k] 228 3L 18.4 15.4 8.6
Placer g 13 110 113 95 2,7 3.4 -1.1
White 109 13 81 2.3 3.4 -5.0
Momehite : 130 _— - 9.8 — -—
Flumas H 5h 9 113 127 —_ 6.6 7.0 —_
Rivernide 5/ t 5 H s 138 bz 110 7.9 8.4 3.1
Hhlte : 7T 1hg 108 9.0 9.6 2,6
Horvhiite : o0 8 — -2, 2.0 —
Sacrumento 3/ : ¢ 116 182 163 17k 12.9 12,3 18.9
¥hite H 196 199 180 1w k.1 20.4
Homwhite t ga TL -— -3.8 -5.8 —
San Benito H Sb 3 14 166 169 159 15.8 1.6 th.9
Son Bernardino 5/ : 5b H 115 151 161 103 11.0 11.5 1.3
wWhite : 156 161 101 11.1L 1n.7 M
Hormihite : 16h 161 —_— 9.6 9.1 —
San Mego 5/ B G 115 338 391 97 33.7 36.5 -1.1
Hhite H 339 392 98 3.3 37.1 -7
Hormit te : 305 372 -— 25,1 27.5 -
§an Francitco H A NFr=n=m === == === === = o ruradl populdation - = = = = »n « - = -
San Jomguin 1 I 114 157 ) 128 13.0 4.6 8.2
White f 7h 19 130 15.9 18,4 8.8
Homihite : TL 63 106 -10.3 ~13.h 2,1
San Luis Obispo f 3 117 136 b2 106 9.3 10.6 1.3
White : 136 152 109 9.1 10.2 2.4
Homitidte : 152 176 _— 12.9 17.0 _—
San Mateo : A 117 110 113 90 2.7 3.3 ]
Santa Parbara jf 3 K 115 197 21h 111 14.8 15.9 3.5
White : 203 219 119 15.7 15.7 5.6
Homehite H 1h 135 -— 2.2 5.0 -—
Snnta Clarn H B 117 120 2zh 135 19.2 22.7 0.3
White : 201 233 1l 20.8 23.8 12,5
Bonwhite : 109 125 98 2.7 6.6 -.6
Santn Cruz : 3 117 115 120 ks L.6 5.8 -58.1
Hhite H 118 123 iz} 5.2 6.4 ~6.6
fiomwhite H B4 B _— -6,6 =7.9 -——
Shasta ] 113 147 112 g 1.4 15.5 5.3
Sicron H b 9 113 106 g _— 1.9 T _—
Siakdyou : 5b 9 113 BBT: 126 81 k.6 6.2 -6.1
Solano 5/ : A ur 17 220 138 11.3 1.3 10.9
White : 2ch 226 1h5 12,2 12.2 12,6
tiorvwhite : 139 -_ k.2 _— —
Sonona H 2 117 Lk 158 a0 11.3 13.8 -3
Mite : 142 15k a7 11,0 13.5 -.8
Hormhid ke H o1k _— —_ 25.0 -— -—
Stanislauc : %o 5 16 165 178 o 15.3 16,9 1.3
Sutter H U ns 156 plvio} 135 12,5 1%.0 9.8
Tehnma : 1 1156 143 150 139 10,9 1.6 9.0
Trinity t b 9 113 127 133 —_ 3.9 7.1 —
Tulare : 3 16 180 188 152 19.2 20.2 16.4
White : 195 210 16k 214 3.2 15.7
Hormhite : 2] 54 140 -12.9 ~20.9 11.9
Tuolumne 1 g 13 182 122 — 5.0 5.9 —_
fenturn 5/ ' i s 168 177 15 12.0 12,7 k.6
White : 171 18 115 12.k 13.2 h.6
Homihite : 102 100 _— .5 .1 —
Yolo H I uAh 146 107 93 10.8 BURN ~2,0
Hhite ' 162 190 94 13.7 17.7 -L.1
Fomehite i 5 39 —_ -21.7 -25.0 ———
Yuba 5/ H l 116 2t 282 n: 2L 24,7 3.7
Aaokn éf
See footnoteo at end of foble,
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Table 13,~-Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, 20-6k: Replacement ratios and rates;, by color, for counties, 1960~70 -Centirmed

(Ratios and rates not shown for county residence and .color groups with fewer than 100 departures)

Replacement ratios 3/ Replacement rates 4/

State eco~. Economic
nomic area, subregion

number number
2 2

ARA
status

v

Rural Rural
farm

Rural
nonfarm

Rural

Rural farm Rural

ae se se s ae e s
o6 oe ee se se es cee
s e os 0w
os ws se we
we o e e 4s se se
e v o 0

Hawaii
Hawaii
White
Nonwhite 173
- Honolulu. 5/ 183
White : 870 ——
Nonwhite 201 203
Kalawao and Maui 114
White 154
Nonwhite 108
Kauai 115
White 179
Nonwhite 107

178
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oo s ee we se safer db 0d ec ws e o
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:_L/ Designation of éounties eligible for Federal assistance under Sectioms5a and 5b of the Area Redevelopment Act as of February 1663.
‘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 "rurel development counties", or status as Indian Reservations.

g/ According o the 1960 classification of the Bureau of the Census.

§_/ The replacement ratio is the expected nuuwber 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 thie decade.

y 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 st the beginning of the decade, on the sssumption of no migration during the decade:

2‘/ Counties in which menbers of the armed forces constituted 10 percent or more of the total male lebor force.

§/ Replacement ratios and rates were not computed for the election districts of Alaska.,




Table Lk .--Rural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm Spanish-surname and other white males, 20-6l: -Number in
working-age group in 1960, entrants and departures, and replacement ratios and rates, 1960-70,
‘ for five Southwestern States

(Figures rounded to thousands without ad,jus,ting to group totals)

: Spanish surname : Anglo

: Depar- :Replace-tReplace-
: 1960-70': tures, : ment ; ment

Residence and ‘ Males ‘Entrants,’ Eeugz- fRenpégze-fRemL;ljse-f Males ‘Entrants,
yoo : : 20-6)4,

State f 20-64, } 1960-70 S ment s : P tures, : &
; f Tg60” ¢ ¢ 1960-T0 : ratios : rates : 1960 ° : 1960-T0: ratins: rates

1/ : 2/ + 3/ L/ RV : 2/ ¢ 3/ W

L3

. Thou. . Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou.
RURAL o 1183.2 282 28.9 1182.7 hoo,2 268.7 157 13.0

Arizona’ ! 15.8 o 302 21.4 sk.1 18.3 11.2 164 13.1
Californis s Bh.T . . - ook 18.5 505.3 181.5 105.7 172 15.0
Colorado : : 9.9 . 328 43.9 10k. 4 38.7 23.0 168  15.0
New Mexico s 2h.3 ; 301 37.3 Lh h 15.6 8.1 193 16.9
Texas : 68.3 313 35.4 Lk b 168.2 120.8 139 10.0

RURAL NONFARM 5/ : 145.0 : : 286 - 28.h  917.1  3e3.9  188.8 172 1h.T

Arizona e O . 284 19.9 hr.7 15.6 9.6 163 12.6
California : 54,0 . 230 17.9 433.0 154.5 8. 183  16.2
Colorado : . . 340 k5.6 3.7 26.3 15.3 172 15.0
New Mexico : . . 308 38.4 35.4 . 5.8 209 17.8
Texas . 318 35.6 327.2 T3.7T 157 12.8

RURAL FARM ; : ‘ .8 269 31.0 265.6 79.8 123 T.0

Arizona : . . . L8k 35.1 6.4 . 1.6 168 16.6
California : 20k 21.6 T2.3 ) 21. 128 8.2
Colorado : . 286 37.1 30.7 ~ T. 160 15.2
New Mexico : . . 258 31.0 9.0 , 2. 153 13.4
Texas : 3.5 302 3hk.9 ilk7.2 b, 112 3.9

4/ Persons who will reach the working-age group at some time during the decade and survive to the end of the decade.
2/ Persons who will leave the working~age group through death or reaching retirement age.

3/ The replacement ratio is the expected number of entrants into the age group 20-6% years per 100 expected de-
partures resulting from death or from reaching retirement asge, on the assumption of no migration during the decade.

E? The_ replacement rate is the number of entrsats minus the number of departures expressed as a percentage of the
nliyber in the age 20-64 years at the begInning of the decade, on the ass&’éion of no migration during the decade.
Rural nonfarm adjusted to include farm group quarters (bunkhouses, etc.)




Teble 15.--Rural-ferm males, 20~64: Reéplacement ratios and rates, 1960-70,
by color, for counties grouped by medisn income L

!Ratios and rates not shown for classes with fewer than 100 departures)

Medien 1959 rural«farm . _
Pamily and unrelated Replacement ratios 2/ Replacement rates 3/

individial income
classification

TR T T Y Y

Total ® White ‘Nonwhite' Total ° White ‘Nonwhite

LA T

o

(A RV NV, R 5L RS

Total 160 150 266

168 265
199 161 293
154 148 242
149 148 195
149 1k9 157
1l 140 1ké
1kh 145 ——

13.9 45,4

Under $1,000

1,000 - 1,999
2,000 - 2,999
3!000 - 3!999
k, 000 - 4,999
5}000 - 5,999
6,000 and over

19.5 k9.7
17.2  S1.7
35.4
26.9
16.3
13.6

*

LI T T 1

EELEERT

ap 48 B8 B 44 4y BB 8 wE mg B Ak AR A ww e
-

y Tncome of families and unrelsted individuals from the 1960 Census of Popu-
lgtion; excludes Alasks snd Hawail.

g/ The replacement ratio is the expected number of entrants into the age group
20-6l years per 100 expected depsrtures resulting from death or from reaching
retirement age, on the szsumption of no migration during the deceade.

3/ The replacement rate is the number of entrants minus the number of depart-
ures expressed as a percentage of the number in trhe age group 20-64 years at
the beglnning of the decade, on the assumption of no migration during the
decade,
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Table 15, --Fural, rural-remfarm, end rorwi-farm males, 20-54: Hoplocement ratios azd rates, by color, for
counties grouped by ARA designstion, for the United Steten, roglons, and Afvisions, 2950-T0 y

TR e+ ¢ AMA Bli- : Woneligi- ; ARA eli- : ARM alle : Nomeligi- : ARA eli- : ARA all- : Womsligi-
: gible 5(a): mble 5{b): ie : gitle 5{a)}: gible 5{b): ble : gible 5{a): gible S{b): tble
counties : counties ; countimg : counties : counties : counties : coumiies : couwtiss @ couniies

179 ; 17Th 185 189 183 Th
1718 170 285 1718 173 152
=2 20k 291 2kg 215 20
182 157 263 153 158 152
163 sy Iyl 155 165 7
220 195 233 209 207 185
29 186 b 194 €02 153
32 265 220 255 283
171 188 266
168

158
161 150
: 17T 1hg
Voot North Cemtral : ; 160 bk
South Atlentie : 22 21h
White . 2
Korviite : 234
Eart South Central : 259
White 262
Noowhite
West South Central
White
Romwhite

SEEEIENRERRELEE B

United Stuten
White
Homvhite

Rortheast
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y' Counties grouped by ARA oligibility eriteria, Aren Bedevelopment Act, Sections Sa and 5b designaticne as of February 1963; ineludes
Alanka snd Rewnil. gf The Teplace=:nt ratio is the sxpected mumber of entrante into the sge group 20-64 yearsa per 100 cxpectet dg-%u
requlting from desth or from renching retirement aga, on the mammption of po migretion during the decads. 3/ Tha roplacemst rate 1s &
mmber of eotrants minmis the mmber of departures expressed as a parcentage of the mmber in the age group 20-64 years at the begimning of
the decades, on the naoumption of no migretion duwing the decade.
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APPENDIX A

METHOD OF DEVELOPING REPLACE-
MENT RATIOS AND RATES*

Male replacement ratics cr rates for a
specified period rest on three numbers:
{1) The nurnber of males inthe 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 peried, 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 peraons at each age is known, the
approximate nurnber 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 death
ratios, In computing replacement meagures
of the type presented in this report, migra-
tion to or from a populationis nottaken 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, thereplacement
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-apge
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 gpecified 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
20-6t4, for example, the entrants are the
malea 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

T Adapred 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 do not engage
in any gainful activity.

BASIC POPULATION DATA
[Refer to tables 17, 18, and 19,]

Rural Males, 1960-T0Decade.~- 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 FEconomic
Characteristics (7). These data are from a
25 percent sample., The tapes provided the
necessary information on the age, sex, and
color composition of the population of
counties for the residence classificationas,
rural-nonfarm and rural-farm,

Use 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 replacement meas-
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 Ceasus for
counties. Consequently, the rural-nonfarm
figures used for this reportmaydiffer from
those which can be derived from Census
publications by subtracting the farm{figures,




which are based on the 25 percent sample,
from rural figures, which are based on
complete counts. The county rural-nonfarm
data {rom 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 surnmation 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-gurname 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 exciuded 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 werethe only
ones with large numbers of Spanish-sur-
name farm males in group-quarters,®

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 came from
the U,S. Census of Population, Character-
istics of the Fopulation, 1950 (6), Data for
replacement measures for the total rural
population and for the regions and the Unif.ed
States were cbtained 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 twodecades results
from differences inthenumbers of entrants,
Table 17 coniains 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

# About 76 percent of all rural-farm white persons in group—

quarters In the United States were persons of Spanish surname
in the 5 Southwestern Stetes,

i(©) urpata 1981

during the periods in which these 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 innum-
bers of entrants in theage groups that might
be expected. The cohort aged 10-14 in 1950
might be expected to be smaller thanthatin
1960, as the average birth rate for the
period corresponding totheir birth year was
smaller. On the other hand, the cohortapged
20-24 would be expected to be larger at the
earlier census, since birth rates were
higher at the time the persons inthe 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 twodecades
are net 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, exceptfor white males
in the South, the numbers of departures
from the working ages were smaller in
the latter decade or just about the same in
the two decades (table 19). Thus, the over-
all rigse in replacement ratios is a result of
increased numbers of entrants and de-
creased numbers of departures. For the age
group 20-64 in the United States as a whole,
the entrants were § 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 regiona except in
the South. There, although the number of
white enirants increased, the number of
departures alsc 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 beinferred
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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Pable XF. --Rardl males: PEntrants into workimg-sge groups during 2960-70 and 1950-60, by color
and age at the beginning of the dzcade, for conterminous United States and reglons J_J

{Figures rounded %o thousends without adjusting to group totals)
Entrents, 1960-TO by age Entrants, 1950-6C by age
st beginning of decade at beginning of decede
10-1% - 15-19 :  20-2% 10-14% 3 15-19 20-24

yeers :

Aren and color

years : years yeers :  years :____jears
Thou. Thou. Thou - Thou. Thou. Thou.

TOTAL

TUnited Stetes
Northeast
North Central
South
West

mr vn Ay av wm te|rr wa wa s

2,908 2,365 1,590 2,571 2,319 1,927
lyly 333 b7 § 325 300 280
844 651 s T08 623

1,301 1,108 Tho 1,274 1,140 898
320 273 213 P65 256

LT T

WHITE

Undted States
Northeast
Noxth Central
Soath
West

2,554 2,074
436 325
Bzp 639
o83 854

256

NONWHITE

United States
Northeast
North Central
South
West

354 241 180 356 302
7 8 7 T 8 8
12 12 11 1 10 1n
317 25k 15 323 270 193
18 17 17 i 1k 15

B T T I TR TR L LN TR F A 1Y

T

1/ Persons who will reat;h the working-age group et some time during the decede and survive to
the end of the decade,

Table 18.--United States (birth registration area): Average birth rates by color, for time
periods roughly corresponding to the birth dates of males in specified age cohoris

Average oirth Tate 1/ (per 1,000 popuiation)
: Tonwhite

Approximate year
of birth Total : Wnite

.
.
. -
. a
. = -
. =
»
.

Age cohort

10-1% in 1960 1945-49 o4.1 23.4 30.3

15419 in 1960 : 19401k 1.2 20.4 7.5
20-24 in 1960 g :

1935-39 18.8 18.0 £5.9
10-1k in 1950 )

15.13 in 1950 1930-1k 15.7 18.9 26.6
20-2h in 1950 : 1925-99 23.2 P0.h 30,5

y Simple averages of the birth rates for specified years.

Based on date from U.S. Department of Heelth, Education, and Welfare, National Vital Statistics
Division, Vitel Statisties of the United States, 1959 {102




Table 19 .-~Rural males: Departures from specified working-age groups during 1960-T0 and 1950-60
by color and age at the beginning of the decade, for conterminous United States and regions }]

(Figures rounded to thousands without adjusting to group totals)
1960-70 1950-60

Total departure s Deaths and retirement : Total depar *tuzes Deaths and retirement

. for working age Dea,ths for ages Retirement . for working age _ Deaths for ages Retirement
. - . : persons, | - : : persons,

. 20-64 [ 25-64 : 20-2h | 25-54 ; 5564 P oo-6h | 25-64  oo-oh }os.sh ! 55-6k

. years . years , years . years ., Jyears . years ., years . years . years . Years

* Thou.  Thou. . Thou. Thou. Thou.  Thou.  Théu. Thou. Thou.

TOTAL
United States : 2,983 2,957 ,28 3,073 3,040 727 2,313
Northeast : o hol 48T : , v Lgs5 kg0 110 381
North Central : 950 ok : : 1,012 1,004 212 792

South ' : 1,208 1,195 87 1,206 1,189 ' 322 867
West : 334 330 ] 361 357 : 83 27k

WHITE

United States : 2,7 2,693 , , 2,750 617
Northeast s 48 478 ( ‘ 481 106
North Central 930 ) ) 990 207
South : ‘ 972 : K ' , 938 227
West : 313 - .34 3k 76

NONWHITE

United States : 269 26k 181 290
Northeast : 9, 9 6 9
North Central 3 14 1k ; 10 14
South : 228 ook lSllr ) 251
West : 18 18 e 12 16

1/ Persons who w1ll lea.ve the working-age group through death or reaching retirement age.
2/ Less 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 cchort 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
that was reclassified as urban in 19690, 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, whichis 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 decadethe replacement
ratios for rural males were 134, 177, and
189, respectively, for the three working-
age pgroups. The decline of the ratics 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 rural
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 1940.5%
Decades, -~ The number of farm males by
5-vear age groups used in the computation
of replacement ratios and rates for 1950-
60 are irom: 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 are from Sixteenth
Census of the United States, 1940, Charac-
teristics of the Population, Parts 1-7,
tables 7, 27, and 27a (5).

Comparability of Rural-Farm Population

Data for 1940, 1950, and 1960, --(Refer to
tables 20 and 21,) Because of changes in

defipition 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 the farm popula-
tion if theylived inruralareas and answered
"'vyes" to the question: 'Is this house 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 reant, and thus 1940-50 and
1950-60 ratios and rates would seem to be
directly comparable,

In 1960, persons were classifiedasliving
on a farm in accordance withanawers piven
to questions about acreage and value of
products sold; persons paying cash rentfor
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 havebeenlower 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 inthe 1960 Census
of Population.

Current Population Surveydata 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 for 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 definitionchange,

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
perdons 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
gmall size of the sample and the relative
geographic toncentration 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-TO, computed from 1960
Census of Population and March 1960 Current Population Survey, (old and new
definitions of farm population), by color and age

Rural-farm male population, 1960 : Entrants L/and departures 2{ 1960-70
: ~_White : Nonwhite : White : Nonyhite
:Current Populgtion: :Current Population: :Current Population: :Current Population:
: Survey : : Survey s : survey : H Survey 4
New + 014 :Census:  New : - 01d :Census:  New :+ 0l4 :Census:  New : 0ld : Census
s defini- : defini-: : defini~: defini-: : defini-: defini-: : definie: defini-:
tion : tion : : tion : tion : ¢ tion : tion : . tion : tion _
Thou. ~ Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou. - Thou. Thou. Thou. Thou.

g 186l 'VAVQdN )] ;

Age

Total : 6,‘899 8,598 1,391 1,681 803

0=k : 583 T45 225 271 119

5-9 ¢ oThl 918 211 272 119

10-1k s 762 935 206 266 120

15-19 ¢+ 688 849 , 154 191 97

20-2k : 35 lho 92 8L L5 5

25-29 : 325 398 T2 76 28 6

30-34 : 306 23 25 2T 9

35-39 : 391 L7 56 30 17

4oLy v h37 61 85 3k 30

45-49 . Le8 871 97 38 52

50=54 ERRETRN -/~ W7 62 35 T
_.55=59 : 383 : 39 55 33 383

60-6L4 376 25 ko 2k 376

65 and over : 672 82 101 53

FW OOONFED N

n W

y Persons who will reach the working-asge group at some time during the decade and survive to the end of the decade.
g/ Persons who will leave the working-age group through death or reaching retirement age.




Table 21.=-oRural-farm males, 20~6l:

Compariszon of replacement ratios

and rates, 1960-70, computed from 1960 Census of Population snd
March 1960 Current Population Survey, {o6ld and new definitions
of farm population), by region and color

1960-70 1/

' Repiab.ement Tatios ’

- ﬁepiact ates
1960-70 2/

Carrent Popunlation:
Survey
0ld
definia-
tion

New :
defini= :
tion :

“Current Fopulation:
____Survey
Naw

defini~
tion

United States
White
Nonwhite

170
151
338

113

167
13
299

Northeast 106

% wme 4% am B4 %% 40 shima em s 48 3B 2 ¥e
.

North Centrel 153

South
White
Nonwhite

205
162
350

141

202
170
303

West 133

16.6

13.9
u5.1

18.8
13.9
53.1

h.1

1k.5

13.9

146 12.8
176
153
27h

27.9
17.3
58.2

21.3
15.1
47.6
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y The replacement ratio is the expected number of entrants into the age
group 20-0b years per 100 expected departures resulting from desth or from
regching retirement sge, on the assumption of no migration during the decade.

g/ The replacement rate is the number of entrants minus the number of depart-
ures expressed as a percentage of the number in the mge 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 farm popula-
tion are also affected somewhat by pro-
cedural changes in classifying the farm
population, At the U,S, level only slight
differences are shown. This is partly fortu-
itous, because differences do appear in re-
placement measures in some of the regions
using the Current Population Survey old
and new definition data and the 1960 Census
of Population new definition data, In regions
outside the South, where thetotal 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 categories 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 complernents of survival rating--
i.e., mortality ratios--were developed. For

Table 22.-=Males, 20-6k4:

the working-age giroup 20-64, sarvival
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 ratics 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 computing replacement
measures for white persons 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

Survivel and death ratios, midpoint of 15£0-TO

decade, for age-color groups

Male survival ratios .

Male death ratios

White

Nonwhite

White : Nonvhite

At beginning
of period

10-1k
15-19
20-2l
25-29
30-3h
35-39
4o -bly
k5-4g
50-54

At end
of period

20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
ho-uh
L5-49
505k
2539
60-64

.988T7ThH
.985395
.985345
.983389
.97315h
. 9607k
.936826
.B93262
.B37818

.986838
979433
. 9'T07h']’
9591433
.943033
. 920429
.Bo0829
. 843872
LTT4839

013162
.020567
.029253
.0b056T
.056967
L0T957T1
.1091T1
.156128
. 225161

Survival and death ratios were based on an extrapolation to 1965 of male

survival trends from 1949-51 to 1959.

Life table dgta utilized were from U.S.

Department of Health, Edvcetion, and Welfare, National Vital Statistices

Division, Vital Statistics of the United States, 1959 (10)

and National

Offlce of Vital Statistics, Vitel Statistics - Special Reports, United States

Life Tables, 1949-51 (a1).




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 Angle population,

1950-60 Decade®.--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, i250 {12), Survival ratios for white
and nonwhite males by 5-year age groups
were developed on high-medium- and low-
mortality assumptions 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 used for zll areas in the South.
Cutside the South, one survival ratioc was
used for each 5-year age group. The sur-
vival ratic for each age group was obtained
by weighting the ratios for the whites and
nonwhites by the percentage each celor
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, ol

1940-50 Decade, --The survival ratios
used in computing the replacement ratios
for 1940-50 were computed from data in
the Vital Statistics Special Report, United
States Abridged Life Tables,
{Preliminary} by Geographic Divisions,
Color, and Sex {i3}. Ten-year survival
ratios for the age groups 10-14, 15-19,
20-24, 25.54, and 53-59 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 divisionwereused
for each State in that division. For States

¢ Discussions of some of the problems in selection and use of
survival ratlos used for the replacement measures computations
are included in Lee, Everett S, and Bowles, Gladys K, '‘Selec-
don and Use of Survival Rattos in Population Srudies® {3},

1§ The survival ratlosfor the 1950-60 project were developed
wunder the direction of Helen R, Whlte,

11 An indlcation of differences among selected States in re=-
placement Tatics obtained In using survival ratios with high and
low assymptions regarding mortelity, compared with those with
medium mortelity assumptions in 1950-60, Is given Inthe article
by Lee and Bowies (3}

1930-1939

in divisions outaide the Scuth, survival
ratios for white males were applied tototal
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 numbexr 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-nenfarm male
population aged 20-54 by 5-year agegroups
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 aged 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 departures for farm
males and rural-nonfarm males were sum-
med to obtain corresponding figures for the
total Tural population, Basic computations
were made for counties, and the number of
entrants and departures for constituent
counties were sumrned to obtain figures
for larger areas,

4, Replacement ratic,--Theé ratio of en-
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




working age 20-64 is the difference be-
tween those males 10-19 in 1960 who sur-
vive to 1970 {the entrants) and those per-
sons 20-64 in 1960 who die or
reach retirement age by 1970 {the depar-

net change is divided by the total number of
males who were 20-64 in 1960,

6, Table 23 illustrates the computational
procedures for replacement ratios and rates
for rural rnales for the working age 20-64

tures}, To obtain the replacement rate, the for the 1960-70 decade,

Pable 23.--Rural-ferm {or nonfarm} males, 20-64: Computational pro-
cedure for replacement ratios and rates, 1960~T0

“Survivors, deaths, and
retiremen'bs 5 1STO

, Nomyhite Total
E5§ =(2) x-(?) (5) +(6)

: Number OFf males:
Age in : 1560

1960 * White fl‘fonwhite
1y« {2}

Survival or
: desth ratios

| Wnite'Nonwhite®  White
IR O] ES% ={1) x
Survival rs.tios

Death ratios

Retirement and
death ratios

3. 33=39
k, 60-6k

s 1.000000 :
: 1.000000 :

Working age 20-6k4

Entrants {a + b 1970)

%c+d+e-+f+g+h+i)
Deaths and retirements (+3i+k 1970)

Net availsble (A - B)
{ c+d+e-!-f+g+h+)
Males 20-64, 196G {1+3i+k 1960)

Ratio A ¢+ B x 100

Rate C ¢ D x 100

J(©) uroaTA 1901




APPENDIX B

REPLACEMENT 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 fashjon as those presented in the
body of this report, except that the number
of entrants comprised the survivors toc 1970
of boys aged 8-17 in 1960, and departures
comprised previousgly computed departures
from working ages 20-64 plus deaths to
males aged 18-19, They have beenrestricted
in coverage to large areas because ofalack
of sufficient age datafor the farm and rural-
nonfarm population for smaller areas.

Replacement measures for males aged
i8-64 were computed in order to provide a
better measure of the potential labor supply
in rural areas before the age at whichmost
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 rmany persons, and

{3} the age whenlarge~scale migrationfrom
rural areas begins,

For the United States as a whole, replace-
ment measures for males aged 18-64 were
consistently somewhat higher thanthosefor
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 alscreflected in slightly
higher replacement rates for males 18-64.

These higher ratios and rates, which show
up in both celer 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 verylow. 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) thatwould have
been obtained by use of the 18-64 working-
age group throughout,
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APPENDIX C

REPLACEMENT MEASURES ADJUSTED
FOR LABOR FORCE PARTICIPATION,
FOR RURAL MALES, 1960-70 DECADE

{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 thelabor forcebecause
of prolonged education, etc, Conversely,
ameng those in the working-age group,
there are men who arenotinthe labor force
because of early retirement, physical or
mental handicaps, or extended school at-
tendance.

Any procedure for attempting toc account
for these factors requires assumptions
about labor-force participation and retire-
ment which cannot be made with precision
for srnall 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
force 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 persons 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 persons in the younger
age cohorts over time, (4) nonparticipation
in the labor force of some older persons in
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,--The
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

| UPDATA 1981

replacerment 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 ob-
tained for the total rural male population
when account ig 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 difference of any
significant amount occurred among non-
white farm males. The ratio for this group
based on entrants and departures adjusted
for labor-force participation wasg 257, 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 estimate
expected changes in employment opportuni-
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 egquated with the
nurnber of employment opportunities inthat
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 é6 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
living in rural-nonfarm places work in
urban places cor on farms, A more im-
portant factor in further adjustments or
refinements, is that trends in employment
opportunities inagriculture and inthe rural-
nonfarm places are difficult to anticipate,

In conclusion, it can be noted that the
adjusted measures yield sormewhat amaller
numbers of both entrants and departures
from the working-age group, compared with




Table 29.=--Fural, rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm males, conventional and sdjusted replacement measﬁres: Number in working-age group in
1960, entrants end departures, and replacement ratios and rates, 1960-70, by color, United States :

(Figures rounded to_thousands without adjusting to group totals)
Conventional . : Adjusted for labor-force participation
: : : [ : : : Males 14 s i : : :
Pesidence and -: Males - : Entrants, : Dg:t' : Repl:ce- : R:peiice' : years old : Entrants, : Dg:t- : R:;ezi:ce- : R;i];:ce-
olor : 1864, : 1960-T0 s oy WEnu : . : : 1960-70 - : s : :
o lee0 %o-T0. 2 19?7-70 : rai::/ios . rates mnd over in 920 4 1960-T0 . ratios . rates
: : : 2 :

l_"/ : labor force, :
Thou. Thou. Theu. ) ; Thou. "~ ‘Thou. Thou.

S AR VR

RURAL : 14,301.7 5,694.3  3,010.9 189 18.8 14,028.1 5,350.14 2,881.5 186 17.6

White : 13,02k.2 4,985.7  2,729.7 183 17.3 12,903.7 %,753.8 2,637 180 16.4
Nonwhite s 1,277.6 708.6 281.2 252 33.5 1,124 4 596.5 246.8 2o 31.1

RURAT, NONFARM ©i 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 1,88L.7 153 17.8 9,418.9 3,497.5 1,841.7 190 17.6
Nonwhite : 951.7 . kr7.9 199.9 239 29.2 790.2 393.2 167.6 235 28.5

RURAL FARM 3,543.5 1,583.3 926.3 i 18.5 3,818.9 1,459.7 872.1 167 5.4

White : 3,217.6 1,352.6 845.0. 160 15.8 3,48k4.7 1,256.3 793.0 158 13.3
Nonwhite : 325.9 230.7 81.3 28L ks.9 33k.2 203.4 9.1 257 37.2

.1/ Persons who will reach the working-sge group 18-64 at some time during the decade and survive to the end of the decade.

?_/ Persons who will leave the working-age group 18-6k through death or reaching retirement age. :

y The conventional replacement ratio is the expected number of entrants into the age group 18-6L years per 100 expected departures result-
ing from death or from reaching retirement age, on the assumption of no migration during the decade. :

y The conventional replacement rate is the number of entrants minus the number of departures expressed as a percentage of the number in
the sge group 18-64 years at the beginning of the decade, on the assumption of no migration during the decade.

5/ Persons who will survive to the end of the decade and be in the labor force at that time.

_/ Persons in the labor force in 1960 who will leave it at some time during the decade through death or ceasing lgbor-force participation.

Z/ The adjusted replacement ratio is the expected number of entrants into the labor force per 100 expected departures 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 Porce at the beginning of the decade, on the assumption of no migration during the decade:




those derived from the conventicnal pro-
cedure. The numbers derived from the ad-
justed procedures aré probably somewhat
more realistic than those from the con-
ventional procedure, hecause they take into
account several factors not dealt within the
latter, But the close correspondence of

national replacement ratios computed by the
two methods guggests that the values ob-

tained for the 18-64 age group by the con-
venticnal method for smaller areas are
generally adequate proxies for morerefined
measgures, The conventional figures based
on the 20-.64 age group tend to understate
the replacement potential somewhat, be-
cause the entrants group aged 10-19 has
already been affected by some net outmi-
gration at ages 18 and 19.

o [ 5, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1566 O - 233-158




gl

3




