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ABSTRACT

U.S. counties are classified along a dimension of
urban-rural  orientation and the socioeconomic
characteristics of their populations are compared for
1970 and for 1960-70 trends. Differences between the
total population and the minority population are also
compared. Socioeconomic characteristics examined
include population distribution and growth; age, sex,
and family structures; geographic mobility; education;
labor force participation and occupational status;
income; and incidence of poverty.

Findings indicate that the population of totally rural
nonmetropolitan counties, compared with that of other
counties, has a relatively low level of current
socioeconomic status and future potential. The
population of the more urbanized nonmetropolitan
counties compares favorably with that of metropolitan
areas in terms of age structure, geographic mobility,
educational attainment, income, and employment status.
Across all residence categories, however, there are
substantial differences between the total population and
the minority population.
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SUMMARY*

Educational attainment, income, and employment
status are, on the average, lower for people in totally
rural nonmetropolitan counties of the United States
than for population in other areas. However, urbanized
nonmetropolitan counties compare quite favorably with
the metropolitan sector in terms of their populations’
composition and socioeconomic status. But across all 10
categories of rural and urban orientation delineated in
this study, there are substantial differences between the
total population and the minority population.

Population change during the 1960’s ranged from a
33.5-percent increase in fringe counties of greater
metropolitan (metro) areas to a 4.4-percent decline in
totally rural nonmetropolitan (nonmetro) counties not
adjacent to a metro area. Growth for metro counties
as a group was 17 percent, but only 4.4 percent for
nonmetro counties, largely because of net outmigration
of 5.6 percent. The minority population grew by over
one-third in metro counties, but declined 4.6 percent in
nonmetro counties.

In 1970, median age in the more rural-oriented
counties was substantially older than that in metro
counties and in the most urbanized nonmetro counties.

Only slight variations in family structure, as denoted
by the incidence of husband-wife families and the
number of children under 18 years old living with both
parents, existed across the county groups. However,
unstable family characteristics were far more prevalent
among the minority population than among the total
population.

Median years of school completed by the population
25 years old and over in 1970 ranged from about 10
years in totally rural nonmetro counties to a little over
12 years in metro counties and in the most urbanized

*A more detailed survey of findings appears on pp. 61-63.
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nonmetro counties. For 16- to 17-year-olds, school
dropout rates were higher in nonmetro counties than in
metro counties, and highest of all among minorities in
nonmetro counties.

The labor force grew 44 percent in fringe counties of
greater metro areas during the 1960’s, but declined 0.4
percent in totally rural areas not adjacent to a metro
area. The U.S. male labor force increased 9.7 percent
during the decade, and the female labor force, 37.5
percent.

Nonmetro counties, although accounting for 80
percent of the loss of employment opportunities in
extractive industries, accounted for almost two-thirds of
the gain in manufacturing employment during the
1960’s. Employment in service industries in nonmetro
counties, on the other hand, grew only 28.6 percent,
compared with 40 percent in metro counties.

Differences in income and the incidence of poverty
between the metro and nonmetro counties resulted from
differences in population characteristics such as.age and
educational attainment, as well as from differences in
the type and availability of employment opportunities.
The incidence of poverty among families with employed
male household heads was 8.5 percent in nonmetro
areas, compared with 3.4 percent in metro areas. Among
minorities, this figure was 14 percent at the U.S. level,
9.6 percent in metro areas, and 31.7 percent in
nonmetro areas.

Wages and salaries were slightly less important as a
source of income in nonmetro counties than in metro
counties, and least important in the most rural counties.
Self-employment income (both farm and nonfarm), on
the other hand, was more important in nonmetro
counties and most important in the most rural counties.
Social security and public assistance income were higher
as a percentage of total income in nonmetro counties.



INTRODUCTION

This report compares the socioeconomic characteris-
tics of metropolitan (metro) and nonmetropolitan (non-
metro) populations for 1970 and discusses 1960-70
trends in these characteristics. Our general assumption is
that population characteristics differ according to an
area’s degree of urban orientation. As urbanization, as
well as improvements in transportation and communica-
tion, ties areas of the United States ever closer, inter-
dependence among communities becomes stronger. Few
areas are either totally urban or totally rural oriented.
Hence, this report is concerned with comparisons within
the metro and nonmetro sectors as well as with aggregate
metro-nonmetro comparisons.

Counties of the United States are classified along a
dimension of urban-rural residence for purposes of the
analysis. At one extreme of the dimension are inner
cities of greater metro areas, while at the other extreme
are totally rural counties without direct proximity to a

metro center. Between the extremes are thousands of
areas which in varying degrees are influenced by and
oriented to both urban and rural environments.

Socioeconomic data are an important input in the
planning, development, and operation of communities.
Such data increase one’s understanding of the reciprocal
relationships between demographic, economic, and
social processes, and thereby provide an increasingly
firm background for policymakers in government and
business to use in their planning operations.

This report provides insights into differences among
American communities as to (a) the limitations imposed
by the age and education structures of their populations,
(b) the employment opportunities they offer, and (c)
their incomes and economic prosperity. The report
should be useful to people interested in national growth
policy, population distribution, and rural development.

HISTORICAL TRENDS

The structure of contemporary American com-
munities contrasts sharply with that of colonial times.
Two hundred years of social and economic changes have
transformed the original rural, agricultural society to an
urban, industrial one. This transformation has affected
communities at all levels of the urban hierarchy. Rapid
growth of nonfarm industries has transformed many
communities into large urban centers. Still other
medium-sized and smaller communities have demon-
strated growth and vitality and have emerged as a major
focus of social and economic life in rural and small-town
America, At the same time, many rural communities,
remaining dependent on agricultural or other extractive
industries, have declined in size and economic vitality.

For 200 years, millions of Americans have been born
to farm families or families in small, rural communities
‘only to find their life’s work in urban, industrial centers.
tIn 1790, according to the first official census, there were

3.7 million rural people—19 out of every 20 Americans
(table 1). Since then, the rural population has grown,
but has declined as a percentage of the total. By 1920,
the Nation had become predominantly urban, with the
number of urban residents exceeding that of rural areas.
In 1970, only one-fourth (53.9 million) of all Americans
were classed as rural and less than 1 in 20 lived on farms
(9.7 million). Further, whereas in 1790 there were no
U.S. cities of over 50,000 people, by 1970, over
one-third of all Americans lived in such cities and almost
1 in 10 Americans lived in urban places of 1 million or
more people.

Technological innovations have had a substantial
impact on the structure of American society and have
been an underlying factor in U.S. urbanization and
industrialization. Innovations in farming—such as chemi-
cal fertilizers, improved crop and animal varieties, and,
most important of all, substitution of machines for



Table 1-U.S. population, by residence, 1790-1970

Urban Rural Living in places of:

Total Total Nonfarm Farm 10,000 or more | 50,000 or more

Year M) Mil Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent

of US. | Ml | rus. | M| orus. | M |orus. | M | ofus. | M |ofus.
1790 39 0.2 5.1 37 949 0.1 2.8
1820 9.6 0.7 7.2 89 928 --- --- --- --- 04 4.6 0.3 2.6
1850 23.2 3.5 15.3 19.6 84.7 26 11.3 1.5 6.3
1880 50.2 14.1 282 360 71.8 108 21.5 7.2 143
1900 76.2 30.2 39.7 458 603 --- --- --- --- 24.1 31.6 169 222
1910 92.2 42.0 457 50.0 543 --- --- --- --- 341 370 245 266
1920 106.0 54.2 51.2 51.6 48.8 19.6 18.5 32.0 30.2 449 423 328 309
1930 123.2 69.0 562 538 438 233 190 305 249 585 475 43.0 349
1940 132.2 74.4 565 57.2 435 267 203 30.5 23.2 62.9 476 455 344
1950 151.3 96.8 640 545 360 314 208 23.0 152 74.2 490 535 353
1960 179.3 125.3 699 54.1 30.1 384 214 15.6 8.7 974 543 648 362
1970 203.2 149.3 735 539 265 442 21.7 9.7 48 1125 553 732 360

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census.

manpower—have resulted in increased yields and pro-
ductivity. But they have also created a surplus of
farm-born and farm-reared labor resources (table 2).
Concomitantly, growth and innovations in the nonfarm
sector have produced employment opportunities in
industry for surplus farm labor. These transformations

have been mutually interdependent and reinforcing, and
hence it is debatable whether the agricultural changes
have brought on the industrial changes, or vice versa.

As technological innovations revolutionized agri-
culture, they were creating industrial and other non-
agricultural opportunities as well. Of these far-reaching

Table 2—Increases in labor productivity and outmigration of the farm population

Labor productivity in farming
Period Period Annual average net outmigra-
‘tion from the farm population
Corn for grain Wheat Cotton
Hrs. per 100 bushels ‘Hrs. per bale Thousands Percent
Man hours per unit of production:
About 1800 . ... .. 344 373 601
About 1840 ... ... 276 233 439
About 1880 .. .. .. 180 152 304
1910-14 ........ 135 106 276
1920-25 666 2.1
192529 ........ 115 74 286 1925-30 593 19
1930-35 58 0.2
1935-39 ........ 108 67 209 193540 708 2.3
194045 1,602 5.8
194549 ... ... .. 53 34 146 1945-50 677 2.8
1950-55 1,115 54
195559 ........ 20 17 74 1955-60 910 52
1960-65 794 5.7
196569 ........ 7 11 30 1965-70 594 55
1970-72 ........ 6 9 25 1970-73 - 113 1.2

Source: Productivity estimates from: Wayne Rasmussen, “The Impact of Technological Change on American Agriculture,
1862-1962,” Journal of Economic History 1962;and U.S. Dept. of Agr., Agricultural Statistics, 1973, table 651. Migration data from:
Vera J. Banks and Calvin L. Beale, Farm Population Estimates, 1910-1970, U.S. Dept. of Agr., Rural Development Service, July 1973.
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changes, none was more fundamental than the applica-
tion of steam, electricity, and the internal combustion
engine to industry, communication, and transportation.
New modes of transportation and communication per-
mitted great cities to dominate smaller cities and other
communities in their surrounding tributary area. These
outlying communities, heretofore relatively autono-
mous, became subordinate to the metropolis and inte-
grated with it. Hence, not cities in general, but metro-
politan cities in particular dominate contemporary
American society.

The consequences of technological changes in agri-
culture and the resulting human exodus from farming
have been devastating for many rural communities. Not
only has the demand for farm labor decreased but so has
the demand for many of the goods and services that
rural communities provide. These rural service centers
have had to adapt to changes in their environments, and
adaptation has not always been easy or successful. Rural

communities faced with declining farm job opportuni-
ties, and with nonfarm job growth unable to fill the gap,
have lost millions of people—particularly the young,
better educated, and more skilled—through migration to
more economically viable areas.

In contrast, many larger nonmetro cities have experi-
enced growth and vitality in recent years. They have
adapted to technological changes by emerging as the
providers of employment opportunities, services, and
amenities to their own residents as well as to the
residents of nearby smaller towns and rural areas. ]

Metropolitanization of American society has dimin-
ished differences between urban and rural communities,
but we cannot assume that no important differences
remain. As Sorokin (1927) remarked, ‘Urbanization. . .
means only an approach of (the rural world’s) character-
istics to the characteristics of the urban world but does
not mean a complete obliteration of all differences
between them.”

METHOD OF ANALYSIS

Population data are derived from the 1960 and 1970
Censuses of Population. The 1960 census data are based
on a 25-percent sample of the population, and the 1970
data are from 20-percent and 15-percent samples.

To compare differences in socioeconomic characteris-
tics by metro and nonmetro sectors, counties were
chosen as the units of analysis and were grouped into 10
residence categories. Each category represents a degree
of urban orientation. This classification scheme (defined
more fully below) delineates counties into metro and
nonmetro categories by size of the metro area of which
each metro county is a part, and for nonmetro counties
by the number of urban residents and geographic
proximity to a metro area. _

This classification allows one to break the U.S.
population into meaningful residence groups. It has
more potential than the traditional rural-urban and
metro-nonmetro dichotomies in appraising differences in
population characteristics among American communi-
ties. Substantial diversity among cities and counties of
metro and nonmetro areas has been demonstrated by
prior research, which has also shown that gross compari-
sons of urban and rural or metro and nonmetro
communities are severely limited (Ogburn, 1937; Dun-
can and Reiss, 1958; Hathaway, et. al.,1968). Duncan
and Reiss indicate that “The urban-rural classification
lumps together in a single category the town of 5,000
inhabitants and the metropolis of 500,000. But differ-
ences among urban centers of different sizes are fre-
quently as significant as the differences between the
urban and rural populations as a whole.”

All U.S. counties and county equivalents are grouped
according to their official Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) 1973 metropolitan-nonmetropolitan
designation.” Metro counties are further divided by the
population size of the Standard Metropolitan Statistical
Area (SMSA) of which they are a part.? Counties within
metro areas of 1 million people or more are classified as
greater metro and further divided into core and subur-
ban (fringe) counties. Constituent counties of metro
areas of 250,000 to 999,999 people are classified as
medium metro, and small metro counties of less than
250,000 persons are classified as lesser metro counties.

Nonmetro counties are divided according to the
aggregate size of their urban populations and their
geographic proximity to metro areas.® Urbanized, less

'In April 1973, OMB designated a number of counties as
metropolitan. Data here were compiled prior to the final
announcement and recognize only 612 metropolitan counties
rather than the April 1973 total of 626.

2A Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA) is a
county or a group of contiguous counties which contain at least
one city of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or twin cities with a -
combined population of at least 50,000. In addition, contiguous
counties are included in an SMSA if according to certain criteria
they are socially and economically integrated with the central
city.

3Urban nonmetro population resides in incorporated and
unincorporated towns and cities of at least 2,500 inhabitants.
Proximity to metro areas is indicated by geographic contiguity
and at least 1 percent of the labor force commuting to the metro
central county for work. Boundary-contiguity at a single point
or corner is not counted as contiguous.



urbanized, and totally rural nonmetro counties are those
having at least 20,000 urban residents, from 2,500 to
19,999 urban residents, and no urban residents, respec-
tively. Each of the three nonmetro county groups is
further divided into those contiguous to an SMSA and
those not contiguous to an SMSA.

In total, the 10 groups of counties (4 metro, 6
nonmetro) represent varying degrees of urban influence
upon the counties’ population; that is, the groupings
represent an urban-rural dimension with the most urban
being the core counties of greater metro areas and the
most rural being nonmetro counties with no urban
residents and not adjacent to an SMSA.

Metro and nonmetro counties by county group are
displayed in figures 1 and 2. The county groups are as
follows:

L. Metropolitan (SMSA) counties (fig. 1):

1. Greater metropolitan—counties of SMSA’s
having at least 1 million population in 1970
(175 counties). Examples are New York City,
Chicago, and Los Angeles.

a. Core counties—counties containing the
primary central city of greater metro areas
(48 counties).  Examples are —Cook
County, Illinois, the five counties of New
York City, and St. Louis City and County.

b. Fringe counties—suburban counties of
greater metro areas (127 counties). Exam-
ples are Montgomery County, Maryland,
and Fairfax County, Virginia, of the Wash-
ington, D.C. metro area, or Bucks County,
Pennsylvania, of the Philadelphia metro
area.

2. Medium metropolitan—these counties make up
SMSA’s of 250,000 to 999,999 population
(258 counties). Some SMSA’s that fall into
this category include Phoenix, Oklahoma City,
Madison, Birmingham, and Salt Lake City.

3. Small metropolitan—these counties make up
SMSA’s of less than 250,000 population (179
counties). Examples of small SMSA’s are
Portland, Maine; Eugene, Oregon; and
Hamilton-Middletown, Ohio.

II. Nonmetropolitan (non-SMSA) counties (fig. 2):

4. Urbanized adjacent—counties contiguous to
SMSA’s and having an aggregate urban popula-
tion of at least 20,000 residents (191 coun-
ties).

5. Urbanized not adjacent—counties not contig-
uous to SMSA’s and having an aggregate urban
population of at least 20,000 inhabitants (137
counties).

6. Less urbanized adjacent—counties contiguous
to SMSA’s and having an aggregate urban
population of 2,500 to 19,999 inhabitants
(564 counties).

7. Less urbanized not adjacent—counties not
contiguous to SMSA’s and having an aggregate
urban population of 2,500 to 19,999 inhabi-
tants (721 counties).

8. Totally rural adjacent—counties contiguous to
SMSA’s and having no urban population (246
counties).

9. Totally rural not adjacent—counties not con-
tiguous to SMSA’s and having no urban
population (626 counties).

In addition to comparing county groups, this report
also compares 1960 and 1970 socioeconomic character-
istics for the four Census regions for the total and
minority populations.*

In comparing county groups over time, the recent
(1973) metro or nonmetro designation is used for 1960
so that comparisons are made over constant groups of
counties. Those counties which became officially metro
between 1960 and 1973 are included in the metro
category for both 1960 and 1970. This permits analysis
among currently designated metro counties at two
points in time. However, nonmetro rates of change
between 1960 and 1970 for a number of items may be
depressed by the inclusion of some rapidly changing
counties in the metro category that were nonmetro at
the beginning of the period (1960). With respect to
population growth, for example, newly designated metro
counties grew by 25.3 percent, compared with 16.4
percent for those that were metro in both 1960 and
1970 and only 4.4 percent for those that were nonmetro
at both times.

“Since 84 percent of the nonmetro minority population
resides in the southern region, data are presented in this report
for the minority populations of the United States and the South,
but not for the other regions. Minority population corresponds
to the census concept of ‘“Negro and other races population.”
This category includes persons who indicated their race as one of
the following: Negro (Negro and Black), American Indian,
Japanese, Chinese, Filipino, Hawaiian, Korean, Aleut, and
Eskimo. A detailed discussion of this concept is found in the
1970 Census Users Guide (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970).
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POPULATION

DISTRIBUTION AND GROWTH

In 1970, fully 73 percent of the Nation’s total
population and 77 percent of the minority population
lived in metro areas (table 3). However, the minority
population was substantially more concentrated in core
counties of greater SMSA’s than was the total popula-
tion (43.3 percent vs. 29.1 percent).

Between 1960 and 1970, the nonmetro areas grew in
population by 4.4 percent while metro areas grew by 17
percent (fig. 3). The minority population grew by 34.3
percent in metro areas and declined by 4.6 percent in
nonmetro areas. However, these aggregate figures mask
differences within the metro and nonmetro categories.
Fringe counties of greater metro areas grew by 33.5
percent (from 19 million to 25 million people), or three
times the percentage growth of the neighboring core
counties. Medium and lesser metro counties grew by
17.5 and 15.4 percent, respectively.®

Within the nonmetro sector, less urbanized counties
lost population, while more urbanized counties experi-

SFor a discussion of more recent population trends, see
Calvin L. Beale, “Rural Development: Population and Settle-
ment Prospects,” Journal of Soil and Water Conservation, Vol.
29, No. 1 (Jan.-Feb.), 1974, pp. 23-28.

enced moderate gains. In the more rural counties,
population losses were due to outmigration and espe-
cially to the loss of farmers and farm-related population.
The Northeast region deviated from this pattern with
moderately high rates of growth in its totally rural
counties. Population growth rates varied across the four
regions, with the West and South leading the Northeast
and North Central (app. table 1). The national growth
rate of the minority population exceeded that of the
total population, but, in the South, the minority
population grew at a slower pace than the total. In the
South, the minority population increased less rapidly in
.metro areas than did the total population (19.4 percent
vs. 22.4 percent). Furthermore, the minority population
in southern nonmetro areas declined 7.5 percent, while
the total population in these areas rose 3.1 percent.
Intercounty variation in the rate of .population
change was greater for the minority population than for
the total population, but the overall metro-nonmetro
pattern of growth and decline was similar for both
groups (fig. 3). In contrast to the total population,
however, the minority group population increased sub-
stantially in core counties of greater metro areas (43
percent vs. 11 percent). In the other metro categories,
there was little difference in the pattern of population

Table 3—Distribution of population, by metro and nonmetro counties and race, 1970 and 1960

1970 1960
Total .. Total N
. Minority . Minority
County type population population
Number of Percentage Number of Percentage Number of Percentage Number of Percentage
persons persons persons persons
US.total .. .......... 203,213 100.0 25,106 100.0 179,306 100.0 20,468 100.0
Metrototal . . ... ..... 147,996 72.8 19,276 76.7 126,443 70.5 14,357 70.1
Greater metro-core . . . .| 59,169 29.1 10,878 433 53,156 29.6 7,591 371
Greater metro-fringe. . . | 25,296 124 1,381 55 18,934 10.6 906 44
Medium metro. .. . ... 46,078 22.7 5,242 20.9 39,222 219 4299 21.0
Lesser metro , , . . . . .. 17,453 8.6 1,775 7.1 15,130 8.4 1,560 7.6
Nonmetro total . . .. ... 55,217 27.2 5,830 233 52,863 29.5 6,112 299
Urbanized adjacent. . . .| 13,967 6.9 1,085 4.4 12,435 6.9 1,018 49
Urbanized not adjacent . 7,644 3.8 875 35 7,088 4.0 891 4.4
Less urbanized
adjacent . .. ....... 13,307 6.5 1,601 64 12,788 71 1,716 8.4
Less urbanized not
adjacent . ......... 13,598 6.7 1,470 58 13,661 7.6 1,616 7.9
Totally rural adjacent . . 2,325 1.1 349 14 2,315 1.3 380 19
Totally rural not
adjacent . . ... .. ... 4,375 2.2 451 1.8 4,576 2.6 490 2.4

Source: App. table 1
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growth rates between the two groups (although the
magnitudes of the rates differ). For both groups, total
and minority, population growth was most rapid in
fringe areas of greater SMSA’s followed by medium
SMSA’s and small metro areas.

A comparison of nonmetro categories shows that the
minority population grew by 6 percent in urbanized
counties adjacent to an SMSA and declined in all other
county groups. Once again, although the magnitudes of
the rates differ, the pattern of growth and decline
between the 10 county groups is quite similar for both
the total and minority populations.

COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE

-Population change is the product of two
components—natural increase and net migration. Natural
increase represents the excess of births over deaths,
while net migration represents the difference between
the number of persons migrating into an area and the
number migrating from it.® The consequences of popula-
tion change in a community are more clearly understood
if one determines whether growth or decline is attribut-
able to natural increase or decrease, to net migration, or
to a combination of both. A growing community which
has gained population through natural increase, even
though it has lost residents through net outmigration,
faces a different set of circumstances than a community
which has gained population through both components.

The population of metro counties, in the aggregate,
grew by 17 percent between 1960 and 1970. Natural

¢Net migration comprises both net immigration from
abroad and net internal migration. Another factor in population
change, redefinition of areas, is not applicable in this report since
a constant 1973 definition of metropolitan and nonmetropolitan
counties is carried throughout.

Components of population change data are compiled from
several sources. Estimates of births and deaths are based on
reported vital statistics, and net migration is estimated by
subtracting natural increase from net population change. Net
population change is derived from the 1950, 1960, and 1970
census reports for counties. The 1970 Census counts used in this
compilation are from the 1970 Census of Population, Advance
Report PC(V2) for each State. These data are not precisely
comparable to the 1970 Census of Population, fourth count
sample data, PC(1)-C used in the compilation of app. table 1 and
fig. 3. The patterns of population change indicated in both sets
of data are quite similar, however, and the components of
population change data can be used with confidence to examine
the dynamics of population change among the county residence
categories used in this report. (See: U.S. Bureau of the Census
(1971) for a thorough discussion of the components of
population change data.)

These data are not available by race except for those counties
in which Negroes and other races represent 10 percent of the
1960 population or 10,000 population in 1960. Hence, we do
not present data by race for components of population change in
this report.

increase accounted for the greater part of this growth.
This was the case for all metro county types except
fringe areas of greater SMSA’s. Despite a relatively high
rate of natural increase in these areas—largely because of
an age structure favorable to high fertility—inmigration
exceeded natural increase. Inmigration was from the
core of the SMSA’s (i.e., suburbanization) as well as
from other metro and nonmetro areas.

The 4.4-percent population growth rate in nonmetro
areas resulted from natural increase (10.1 percent)
offsetting losses from outmigration (—5.6 percent) (fig.
4). Nonmetro counties were, therefore, exporters of
people during the 1960’s, but they did not export all
their natural increase. The ability of nonmetro areas to
retain part of their natural population increase varied
considerably by county residence type, however. For
example, urbanized adjacent counties and less urbanized
not adjacent counties had similar rates of natural
increase (11.3 and 9.2 percent, respectively), but the
former grew in population and the latter declined. This
is because the less urbanized areas lost population
through outmigration during the decade (—9.7 percent),
while the urbanized adjacent counties gained slightly
through inmigration (1 percent). Totally rural counties
not adjacent to an SMSA had the highest rate of
outmigration during the decade (—12.2 percent). This
figure substantially exceeds the rate of natural increase
and consequently such counties experienced absolute
declines in population.

Comparing the 1950’s with the 1960’s reveals essen-
tially similar patterns. In most cases, however, the rates
of natural increase and net migration were considerably
greater during the earlier decade. For example, non-
metro outmigration declined from —13.0 percent during
the 1950°s to —5.6 percent during the 1960’s (app. table
2).

In each of the four census regions, the patterns of
natural increase and net migration are similar to the
pattern experienced at the national level, although
notable exceptions- can be pointed out (app. table 2).
Totally rural counties in the Northeast, in contrast to
similar counties in the other three regions, experienced
net inmigration during the 1960’s. Other exceptions
were in the South, where core counties of greater
SMSA’s had rates of inmigration which were nearly as
high as their rates of natural increase, and in the West,
where inmigration was equally as important as natural
increase in bringing about metro population growth.

AGE AND SEX STRUCTURE OF THE POPULATION
The age and sex structure of a society imposes
requirements and limitations on each of its institutions.
Age and sex structure have implications for the size,
composition, and entry and departure rates of the labor
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force, for family formation and childbearing, for
demand for additional housing units, and for the
delivery of community, health, and social services.

Sex Structure

The ratio of males to females is somewhat higher in
nonmetro than in metro areas (fig. 5). This is especially
clear when comparing polar cases such as metro counties
(94.1 males per 100 females) and totally rural nonmetro
counties (98.4 males per 100 females).

Comparing the four categories of metro counties for
1970 indicates that the greater SMSA’s had lower sex
ratios (males/100 females) than did smaller counties and
that fringe counties had the highest sex ratios of all
(fig. 5). Among nonmetro areas, totally rural counties
had the highest ratios of males to females. Sex ratios
were lowest in the Northeast and highest in the West
(app. table 3). Sex ratios were lower for the minority
population than for the total population. The pattern of
urban-rural differences in the sex ratio, however, is
similar for both population groups.

Between 1960 and 1970, the ratio of males to
females declined in all county categories, as did the
difference in sex ratios between metro and nonmetro
areas (app. table 3). In 1960, males outnumbered
females in totally rural counties, except in the Northeast
and in the minority population. By 1970, the reverse
was true, and females exceeded males in all but the
totally rural counties not adjacent to an SMSA in the
West.

In the past, the ratio of males to females in rural areas
has been high, reaching 150 in some counties.” The
decline in the sex ratio, as well as the leveling of
urban-rural differences in the sex ratio, are major
alterations in the structure of the U.S. population. At
the national level, these changes are associated with the
growing disparity in length of life between males and
females, the reduced influence of international immigra-
tion, and, to a lesser extent, to war losses. Reduction of
the sex ratio in rural areas is related to these factors as
well as to the decline of employment in male-oriented
industries such as agriculture and mining.

Age Structure

In 1970, the median age of the population was 28.3
years in nonmetro areas and 28 years in metro areas
(fig. 6). This overall similarity masks considerable dif-
ferences among the county categories, however. In core
counties of greater SMSA’s, the median age was 29.3
years in 1970, 2.7 years older than the comparable
figure for counties of lesser SMSA’s. In nonmetro areas,
the urbanized counties had younger populations than

7 For example, rural counties in Nevada.

11

did the more rural counties. These patterns are similar
for the total population in all census regions, although
the Northeast and North Central had somewhat older
populations, overall, than did the South and the West
(app. table 3).

The median age of the mmonty group population
differs in two ways from that of the total population.
First, the minority population has a median age of 22.7
years, 5.4 years younger than the comparable figure for
the total population (28.1). Second, median age of the
minority population declines gradually but regularly as
one moves from counties of greater SMSA’s (23.9) to
totally rural counties (19.3) (fig. 6). This low median age
is somewhat surprising, given the heavy outmigration of
young minority families that characterized rural areas
during the past two decades. Low median age of rural
minorities indicates the profound effect of hlgh fertility
on the age structure of a population.

Between 1960 and 1970, the median age of the U.S.
population declined from 29.5 years to 28.1 years. This
decline was most pronounced in metro areas and
particularly in core counties of greater SMSA’s. The
changing minority composition of these core counties is,
to some extent, responsible for this decline in median
age. In many areas, young people—a large proportion of
whom_ are in the prime childbearing ages as well as
members of minority groups—now outnumber older
people. Hence, childbearing and inmigration of a young
population have combined to reduce the median age in
core counties of greater SMSA’s.

Between the decades, there was no change in median
age for nonmetro areas taken as a whole. Again,
however, differences existed between the residence
categories. Populations of urbanized counties became
younger during the decade, while those of more rural
counties became older (app. table 4). Increases in the
median ages of the more rural counties’ populations are
associated with outmigration of young adults of working
and childbearing age. Median age in these rural counties
would have become still older had not fertility of the
remaining populatioh been relatively high. Only in
nonmetro counties of the Northeast, which had a
1960-70 net inmigration of 15,600 persons, was the
1970 median age lower than in 1960.

Figure 7, showing variations in age structure by
county type, permits a more detailed analysis of age
structure than does a summary measure such as median
age. Comparisons of the age distributions in figure 7
enable one to understand how differentials in median
age come about.

The data in figure 7 indicate that even though metro
and nonmetro. counties had a similar median age in
1970, the age structures of their populations were quite
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different. Nonmetro populations were characterized by a
surplus of young children, a relative undersupply of
working age adults 20 to 55 years old, and a surplus of
older residents. Moreover, this pattern becomes increas-
ingly extreme in the totally rural categories.

FERTILITY

The large proportion of young children in totally
rural counties indicates high fertility. Census data can be
used to compute several measures of fertility,and two are
discussed in this report: (a) the child-woman ratio, and
(b) children ever born to ever-married women.

These two measures have different implications. The
child-woman ratio is a measure of current fertility; it
indicates the fertility behavior of women in the child-
bearing ages during the most recent 5-year period. It is
also a measure of effective fertility in that the greater
part of infant mortality to be experienced by the
children concerned has already occurred.® Children ever
born to ever-married women aged 35-44, on the other
hand, tells us very little about current fertility, but it is a
measure of cumulative fertility. It indicates the overall
fertility experience of an age cohort of women (i.e.,
ever-married women aged 35-44) throughout their child-
bearing years. Age cohorts of women pass through the
childbearing ages at different times, and they may
experience different societal conditions that influence
fertility behavior. Women who were 35 to 44 years old
in 1960, for example, were born between 1916 and
1925, and they spent the first part of their childbearing
ages during the depression and the Second World War.
Women who were 35 to 44 years old in 1970, on the

_other hand, entered childbearing age during the post-war,

" “baby boom.”

In ‘1970, the number of children ever born per 1,000
ever-married women 35 to 44 was over 3,500 in totally
rural counties. This is much higher than the approxi-
mately 2,130 children required for the population to

8Because the child-woman ratio makes use of the total
number of women in a broad range, such as 20-44 years, it may
happen that one population has a higher fertility ratio than
another simply because it has more women at the most fertile

ages within the age range used and fewer at other ages. This is

likely to be the case when comparing counties grouped by the
degree of urban influence. As pointed out earlier, these county
groups vary considerably in their age composition; consequently,
the child-woman ratio was standardized indirectly using the
technique suggested by Grabill and Cho (1965). A standard set
of age-specific national ratios of children under 5 years to
women 20-44, 1960, was used in the standardization procedure.
This procedure did not alter the pattern of rural-urban dif-
ferences in the observed child-woman ratios although it did
change their magnitudes. Since the urban-rural pattern was
essentially the same after the standardization, it was decided to
report only the observed unstandardized ratios in this report.

15

replace itself.” Comparisons of the residence groups
show that metro counties exceeded the replacement
requirement by 40 percent, urbanized nonmetropolitan
counties by 53 percent, and totally rural counties by 72
percent. Regardless of heavy outmigration "of young
adults and related distortions to the age structure of the
totally rural counties, such counties continue to be areas
of high fertility (fig. 8).

For the minority population in 1970, the number of
children ever born to ever-married women was substan-
tially in excess of the number born to such women of
the total population. In addition, the difference between
urban and rural counties was considerably greater for
minorities than for the total population. The number of
children ever born per 1,000 minority women ranged
from a low of 3,270 in core counties of greater SMSA’s
to a high of 5,501 in rural counties not adjacent to
SMSA’s. The range of this measure of fertility was
substantially more limited for the total population
(2,943 to 3,654). The Northeast was lower in cumulative
fertility than the other regions (app. table 6).

Between 1960 and 1970, cumulative fertility in-
creased by almost 500 children per 1,000 women aged
35 to 44. Hence, the overall fertility of women who
were beyond childbearing age by 1970 was almost
one-half a child in excess of the comparable figure for
such women 10 years before (app. table 6). This change
is associated with the different social, economic, and
historical circumstances that the two cohorts of women
passed through during their prime childbearing ages.

In 1970, the ratio of children under 5 years of age to
women in the childbearing ages (20 to 44) increased
regularly as one moves from core counties of greater
SMSA’s (486/1,000) to totally rural counties
(596/1,000). The rural-urban pattern was essentially the
same in all regions and for both the total and minority
populations (fig. 9). The child-woman ratio, however,
was considerably higher for the minority population.
Regions of the country differed only slightly on this
measure of current fertility (app. table 7).

Comparing 1960 and 1970 indicates that fertility was
higher in rural than in urban areas in both years, but the
rural-urban difference was less pronounced in 1970.
There seems to have been a leveling of rural-urban
differences in current fertility during the period. Also,
the fertility ratio was considerably lower in all areas in
1970 (app. table 7). Some of the factors accounting for
this change include increased availability and efficacy of
birth control, changes in attitudes regarding family size,

and increased labor force participation of women.

This allows for loss of children who do not reach the
childbearing ages. See Grabill and Cho (1965) for the procedure
used in computing the replacement quota.
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The effect of these reductions in fertility on the age
structure of the various county groups is reflected in the
data presented earlier (fig. 7). In each case, the percent-
age of the population in the youngest age group (0 to 5
years) is smaller than the percentage of the population
aged 5 to 9 years or 10 to 14 years. For the minority
population in rural counties, these alterations in age
structure are even more noticeable and are a conse-
quence of a combination of heavy outmigration and the
recent trend of fertility decline.

DEPENDENCY

Youth and the aged are generally thought of as being
the dependent segments of a population. They have
relatively low levels of labor force participation, and
they require a number of societal supports including
educational and custodial institutions and health and
income maintenance. Hence, the dependency burden of
the economically active population can be approximated
by dividing the dependent population (i.e., aged less
than 18 years and 65 and over) by the economically
active population (i.e., aged 18 to 64 years).

In 1970, there were noticeable differences among the
county categories in terms of their economically active
population relative to their dependent population
(fig. 10). Metro and urbanized nonmetro counties had
lower dependency ratios than did the more rural
counties. This was true for both 1960 and 1970 and for
all regions (app. table 8), and was largely due to
differences in fertility and in the proportion of aged in
the populations of the residence categories.

The dependency ratios were considerably lower for
the total population (79.5) than for the minority
population (94.9). Urban-rural patterns, however, were
similar for both population groups. The ratio of depen-
dent to productive population was lower in metro and
urbanized nonmetro counties than in less urbanized and
totally rural counties. The range of these urban-rural
differences was considerably greater for the minority
population (85.3 to 130.8) than for the total population
(74.5 to0 95.6).

MOBILITY

Many Americans move from rural areas because of
economic necessity rather than being pulled by the
attractions of a more urban scene. Moreover, many
people are kept from moving to rural areas because of
the lack of economic opportunity there.

Between 1965 and 1970, 40 percent of Americans
moved into a different house. Although the majority
were local movers, 17 percent moved into different
counties and 8.6 percent migrated across state lines.

There was little difference in mobility between metro
(40.8 percent movers) and nonmetro areas (39.1 percent
movers) (fig. 11).

Within the nonmetro sector, however, substantial
differences emerge. With regard to the 1965-70 geo-
graphic mobility of their populations, urbanized non-
metro counties were more similar to metro counties than
to totally rural or less urbanized nonmetro counties. The
rate of inmigration in urbanized nonmetro counties, not
adjacent to an SMSA, was the highest of any county
type. Fully 22 percent of the residents of these counties
lived in other counties 5 years prior to the 1970 Census,
and over half of these people (11.6 percent) lived in
other states. This is compared to totally rural counties,
which had only 15.2 percent intercounty movers, of
which 6.1 percent were interstate migrants. Patterns of
mobility were similar in all regions and for both the
minority and total populations. Rates of geographic
mobility were higher between 1955 and 1960 than
between 1965 and 1970, and higher in the West than in
the other regions (app. table 9).

FAMILY STRUCTURE

Whether husband and wife live together is an impor-
tant consideration because it is associated with total
family earning power and the health and welfare of
minor children. Another basic characteristic denoting
the well-being of young people is the percentage of
persons under 18 years old living with only one or with
neither parent.

Unstable family characteristics were much more
prevalent for the minority population than for the total
population in 1970. While 14 percent of all U.S. families
were not husband-wife families, this figure was 30.8
percent for the minority population. In metro counties,
such families comprised 31.2 percent of all minority
group families (fig..12). The percentage of persons under
18 years old not living with both parents was over twice
as high for minorities (40.8 percent) as for the total
youth population (17.3 percent). Further, while almost
10 percent of the minority children lived with neither
parent, the same was true for only 4 percent of the
children in the total population (fig. 13). The higher
percentage of minority children not living with both
parents is due, at least in part, to higher rates of
illegitimacy.

Variation in these indicators of family stability was
not substantial between the county residence categories,
although the proportion of husband-wife families was
slightly higher in nonmetro counties (87.2 percent vs.
85.5 percent) (fig. 12). For 1970, metro and nonmetro
counties were virtually identical in the proportion of
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children not living with both parents, but nonmetro
counties had a noticeably larger percentage of minors
living with neither parent. This metro-nonmetro differ-
ence is attributable to the southern region in general and
more specifically to the southern minority population.
In nonadjacent, totally rural, nonmetro counties of the
South, for example, minority children living with neither
parent comprised 15 percent of the minority population
under 18 years old (app. table 11). One might speculate
that minority persons who migrate from southern rural
areas tend to leave minor children behind with friends or
relatives.

EDUCATION
Formal education is a basic determinant of income
and occupational status. Moreover, attainment of formal
education implies that individuals have developed skills
needed to participate in society and to pursue their own
interests. This section focuses on the interrelated issues
of school enrollment and educational attainment.

School Enrollment
In 1970, over 58.6 million Americans between 3 and
34 years old were enrolled in school, representing over

25 percent of the total population, and over 50 percent
of the population 3 to 34 years old. Aside from obvious
variation across age groups, school enrollment rates were
somewhat higher in metro than in nonmetro counties,
highest of all in fringe counties of greater SMSA’s, and
lowest among the more rural nonmetro county groups
(table 4). Furthermore, school enrollment rates were
lower for minorities than for the total population and
lowest among nonmetro minorities. They were lower in
the South than in any other region (app. table 12).

In 1970, 12.5 percent of the U.S. population 3 to 4
years old was enrolled in school; this figure was over
twice as high in metro areas (14.6 percent) as in
nonmetro areas (6.8 percent). Moreover, school enroll-
ment of 3- to 4-year olds was higher for the minority
population (14.8 percent) than for the total population
(12.5 percent) (fig. 14). In terms of the two population
groups by residence categories, the percentage of minor-
ity 3- to 4-year olds enrolled in school was highest in
greater metro counties, where over 17 percent attended
school. The higher rate of enrollment of minority
children is partly due to the higher incidence of
female-headed minority families (25.9 percent). Further-
more, labor force participation is higher for minority

Table 4—School enrollment, by selected age groups in metro and nonmetro counties and by race, 1970

34 years 5-6 years 16-17 years 20-21 years

Item N:Iirjo Naelil;o Naefcrlo N:f;o

Total other Total other Total other Total other

races races races races

Percent enrolled in school

US.total .................... 12,5 14.8 72.4 68.7 89.3 84.5 30.7 20.8

Metrototal ................. 14.6 16.3 76.1 73.1 90.5 85.7 31.1 21.3

Greater metro  ............ 16.4 17.2 79.6 77.4 91.2 86.0 30.7 20.6

Core .................. 16.8 171 799 779 90.4 86.1 30.8 20.4

Fringe ................ 15.5 17.4 79.2 73.8 929 85.4 304 220

Medium metro ............ 12.7 15.8 72.7 67.6 90.0 85.8 310 23.0

Lessermetro ............. 11.1 12.2 68.5 59.6 88.6 83.0 33.2 21.0

Nonmetro total ............. 6.8 9.7 62.4 549 86.4 82.0 29.5 19.0

Urbanized:

Adjacent to SMSA ....... 8.8 12.0 69.0 59.2 87.7 82.5 36.6 23.6

Not adjacent to SMSA .. .. 8.8 13.3 64.3 593 86.6 829 348 18.0
Less urbanized:

Adjacent to SMSA ....... 5.4 6.3 59.7 50.3 85.5 80.1 23.5 19.2

Not adjacent to SMSA .... 5.8 9.5 60.3 56.0 86.5 82.9 27.0 17.6
Totally rural: .

Adjacent to SMSA ....... 4.2 44 52.6 44.1 84.8 82.0 114 11.2

Not adjacent to SMSA .. .. 5.5 13.2 58.1 56.8 86.2 82.5 14.1 15.3

Source: App. table 13.
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women than for all women; consequently, minority
women have a greater need for pre-school and “Head
Start” type programs. These programs are most available
in greater metro areas.

The completion of a high school education is a basic
determinant of income and employment opportunities.
The high school diploma has become recognized in
recent decades as a minimum requirement for placement
in a growing number of occupations. Hence, the percent-
age of 16- to 17-year-olds enrolled in school is an
indicator of the future employability of an area’s
population as well as the types of careers these residents
might expect to achieve. In the United States in 1970,
slightly over 10 percent of the 16- to 17-year-olds were
not enrolked in school. This figure was lower in metro
areas (9.5 percent) than in nonmetro areas (13.6
percent). Furthermore, the school dropout rate among
16- to 17-year-olds was substantially higher for the
minority population (15.5 percent) than for the total
population, and especially higher for minorities in
nonmetro areas, where 18 percent of the minority 16- to
17-year-olds were not enrolled in school (fig. 15).

Among county residence groups, the school dropout
rate for all persons 16 to 17 years old was by far the
lowest in fringe areas of greater SMSA’s, where only 7.1
percent were not enrolled in school in 1970. In
nonmetro counties, on the other hand, this figure was
13.6 percent.

Educational Attainment

'In 1970, slightly over half of the U.S. population 25
years of age and older had completed high school; the
median years of school completed was 12.1 years (table
5). This represents an increase of 1.5 years in educa-
tional attainment over the 1960 level. In 1970, 10.7
percent of the adult population had graduated from
college, up from 7.7 percent in 1960.

In metro areas in 1970, the median school years
completed was 12.2 years in contrast to 11.2 years in
nonmetro areas. This metro-nonmetro difference of 1
year in median educational attainment was substantially
less than the 1960 difference of 1.8 years."°

In the two totally rural county groups, the median
years of school completed was a full 2 years below the
national median (fig. 16). In totally rural nonmetro
counties, only a little over 5 percent of the population
25 years of age or older had graduated from college. This

'°The metro-nonmetro differences, total population-
minority population differences, and 1960-70 differences in
educational attainment result, at least in part, from differences
in age composition between the groups since these data have not
been standardized by age. It should be pointed out, however,
that differences also exist between the residence groups in the
percentage of 16- to 17-year olds enrolled in school and this
implies that geographic differences in educational attainment
will continue to persist.

Table 5—Population 25 years and older, by level of school completed, metro and nonmetro counties, 1960 and 1970

Percent by level of school completed
Less than Less than | Four years Median
Item . Four years years
5 years of 1 year of of high of college | completed
elementary high school or or morg P
school school more
Percent Years
United States
Total population: 1970 .. ... e 55 28.3 523 10.7 12.1
1960 . ...t i i 8.4 39.7 41.1 7.7 10.6
Negro and other races: ' 1970 ... ... .. 14.3 424 338 5.6 10.0
1960 ................. 235 59.8 21.7 35 8.2
Metro
Total population: 1970 ... . i e 49 255 55.1 11.9 12.2
1960 ....... ... .. ..., 7.2 36.3 43.7 8.6 11.1
Negro and other races: 1970 . . ... ..o 11.1 37.2 378 6.2 10.5
1960 . .. ... ... 18.3 53.7 254 39 8.7
Nonmetro
Total population: 1970 ... e e 7.3 36.0 45.0 74 11.2
1960 . ...... ... ... ... 11.1 48.3 345 53 9.3
Negro and other races: 1970 ....... ... . 25.6 61.1 19.6 3.6 8.0
1960 ................. 37.6 76.2 11.6 25 6.4

Source: Census of Population, 1960, 1970.
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Percent of Persons 16-17 Years Old Not Enrolled
in School, in Metro and Nonmetro Counties, by Race, 1970 *
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Median School Years Completed by Persons 25 Years Old
and Over in Metro and Nonmetro Counties, by Race, 1970%*
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figure is in contrast to 10.7 percent for the Nation as a
whole and 14.8 percent for fringe counties of greater
metro areas (app. table 13).

Median years of school completed in 1970 was lowest
in the South (11.3 years) and highest in the West (12.4
years). Among metro and nonmetro county groups by
region, median years of school completed ranged from a
high of 12.4 years in metro counties of the West to a low
of 9.9 years in the southern, nonmetro counties (app.
table 13).

Median school years completed for minorities 25

years of age and older in 1970 was 10 years—over 2
years below that of the total population (fig. 16).
Furthermore, the median school years completed for
minorities in nonmetro areas was only 8 years, with only
20 percent of the population completing a high school
education (table 5). In the nonmetro South, median
school years completed by the adult minority popula-
tion was only 7.6 years, and only 16.9 percent of the
adult minority population had completed high school.
Over 64 percent had not completed as much as 1 year of
high school (app. table 13).

MANPOWER

The economic and social health of metro and
nonmetro America depends to a great extent upon the
number of jobs available relative to the working-age
population and the occupational and industrial mix of
the jobs. The structure of employment, closely related
to the demographic variables studied in the previous
section, dictates to a large extent the income levels of a
given area, as reported in later sections. The economic
and social health of a county or group of counties is in
part dependent upon the characteristics of the popula-
tion in terms of skill levels, education, age, and so forth;
it is also dependent upon the -availability of jobs
commensurate with the skills and education of the
population.

LABOR FORCE STATUS

Labor force status relates the number of people of
labor force age (14 years old and older) to the number
of people participating in the labor force (which includes
employed persons and unemployed persons actively
seeking work). The 1970 U.S. labor force included
almost 83 million persons, or 55.5 percent of the
population 14 years old or over (table 6). These persons
were in the Armed Forces (2 million) and civilians
employed or looking for work (80.9 million). Three-
fourths of the total labor force lived in metro areas and
over 40 percent lived in metro areas of 1 million or more
people. Of the nonmetro labor force of 21 million, over
40 percent resided in the nonmetro South. By sex, the
total labor force consisted of 52 million men (62.8
percent) and 30.8 million women (37.2 percent). Within
the civilian labor force (excludes the Armed Forces),
77.3 million were employed and 3.6 million, or 4.4
percent, were unemployed.

LABOR FORCE PARTICIPATION
Variation in labor force participation rates among
residential segments is associated with a wide variety of
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factors. Of primary importance is the demographic
mix—for example, the proportion of males and females
in the various age groups, the proportion of single vs.
married persons, and the proportion of married women
with dependent children. Also important are the number
of jobs and type of work available, the need for income
by more than one individual of a household, and
personal and societal attitudes, such as those toward
women working away from the home.

Over 55 percent of all Americans 14 years and over
participated in the U.S. labor force in 1970. This overall
rate was higher in metro counties than in nonmetro
counties, lowest of all in the most rural nonmetro
counties, lower in the South than in the non-South, and
much lower for women than for men. These differences,
then, reflect differences in job opportunities, demo-
graphi¢ factors, and possibly attitudes toward work. In
metro areas, the labor force participation rate was 56.8
percent, almost 5 percentage points higher than the
nonmetro rate of 51.9 percent. Labor force participation
was highest in the fringe counties of greater metro areas
(57.8 percent) and lowest in the totally rural, nonmetro
counties not adjacent to an SMSA (47.9 percent).

Participation by Sex

In 1970, the labor force participation rate (including
the armed forces) was 72.9 percent for men and 39.6
percent for women. The male labor force participation
rate was highest in fringe counties of large metro areas;
but for women, the highest figure was for the core
counties of the same metro areas, primarily because of
the large number of female-headed families in the core
counties. For both men and women, the lowest labor
force participation rate was in totally rural counties,
where job opportunities were lacking and where the
adult population was comprised disproportionately of
undereducated people and older people. Participation
among males was lowest in the nonmetro South, where
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Table 6—Labor force status of the population 14 years and over by sex in metro and nonmetro counties, by region, 1970

Males Females
Total labor force!’ Civilian labor force
P‘I’Z“l“ti"n In total labor In total labor
. 1 : 1
ftem fyears Unemployed Population force Population force
ol age P 14 years 14 years
and over ercent of age Percent of ape Percent
Thousands|of pop-| Total |[Employed Pct. of and over Thousands| of pop- d gver Thousands| of pop-
ulation Thousands| labor ulation| 29 ° ulation
force
Thous. Thous. Thous. Thous. Thous.
US.total ............. .. 149,398.2 82,8975 555 80,8983 77,3089 3,589.6 4.4 71,4819 52,0767 729 71,9163 30,820.8 39.6
Metrototal ................. 108,834.5 61,828.1 .56.8 60,304.2 57,6923 2,6119 43 51,8134 38,5458 744 57,021.1 23,2823 4038
Greatermetro .............. 62.4229 35,764.1 57.3 35,2078 33,6832 15245 43 29,540.6 22,138.6 749 32,882.3 13,6255 414
(073 (- 44278.6 25269.6 57.1 249264 23,7602 1,166.1 4.7 20,791.2 15,376.5 740 23,4874 9.893.1 42.1
Fringe ................. 18,1443 10,4945 578 10,2814 99230 358.4 35 8,749.4 6,762.1 1713 93949 3,7324 39.7
Medium metro . .. .......... 33,636.8 18,996.5 56.5 18,379.5 17,6069 772.6 4.2 16,112.8 11,948.3 742 17,5240 17,0482 40.2
Lessermetro ............... 12,7749 17,0674 553 6,7169 6402.2 314.7 4.7 6,160.1 4,4589 724 6,614.8 2,608.5 394
Nonmetrototal ............... 40,563.7 21,0694 519 20,5942 19,616.5 971.7 4.7 19,668.5 13,5309 68.8 20,8952 7,538.5 36.1
Urbanized:.
Adjacent toan SMSA .. ..... 10,267.5 5,5610 54.2 5,3640 5,120.7 2433 4.5 4986.8 3,540.8 71.0 5,280.7 2,020.2 383
Not adjacent to an SMSA .. ... 56111 3,0526 544 28514 2,7034 148.0 5.2 2,745.5 1,960.7 714 2,865.6 1,0919 38.1
Less urbanized: .
Adjacent toan SMSA .. ... .. 9,756.3 5,005.1 513 49733 4,750.1 223.2 4.5 4,695.5 3,2045 68.2 5,060.8 1,800.6 35.6
Not adjacent to an SMSA .. ... 10,008.3 5,0874 508 5,055.8 4,806.7 249.1 4.9 48258 3,249.1 673 5,182.5 11,8383 355
Totally rural:
Adjacenttoan SMSA .. ..... 1,703.2 8235 484 819.3 779.6 39.6 4.8 836.6 5455 65.2 866.6 2780 32.1
Not adjacent to an SMSA .. ... 3,217.1  1,539.8 479 1,5304 14560 74.4 49 1,578.2 11,0303 653 1,638.9 509.5 31.1
Northeast .................... 36,6227 20414.3 55.7 20,219.7 19,429.7 790.0 39 17,2266 12,626.6 733 19,396.1 7,787.7 40.2
Metto ... .ovii i .| 31,7250 17,8193 56.2 17,672.1 169975 674.6 3.8 14,8679 10975.7 73.8 16,857.1 6,843.6 40.6
Nonmetro .. .......coueuenn. 13,001.2 68750 529 6,7835 6,482.6 301.3 44 6,316 4,452 1705 6,684.9 24228 36.2°
NorthCentral ................. 41,2369 23,1030 560 22,8920 21,909.6 982.3 4.3 19,7429 14,5874 739 21,4940 8,515.6 39.6
Metro ......iiiiiiiin. 28,235.7 16,2279 57.5 16,108.1 15427.0 681.0 4.2 13,426.6 10,135.2 75.5 14,809.1 6,092.7 41.1
Nonmetro ..............oo... 48978 2,595.1 530 2,5476 24322 115.3 4.5 2,358.8 1,650.9 70.0 2,539.0 9442 37.1
South .............c . 45959.3 249314 542 239482 229919 956.3 4.0 22,0124 15,637.2 71.0 239469 9,294.2 3838
Metro ... oo vvvn i 28,297.3 159629 564 15,2340 14,668.0 566.1 3.7 13,517.3 9,948.0 73.6 14,780.0 16,0149 40.7
Nonmetro ..........c..oooenn. 17,662.1 89685 50.8 8,7142 8,3239 390.3 4.5 84952 5,689.2 67.0 9,1669 3,279.3 35.8
West oo et it e 25,579.3 14,448.7 56.5 13,8384 12,9775 860.9 6.2 12,4999 9,2254 738 13,0794 52233 399
Metro .. ..cvvveeerennnenenn 20,576.6 11,8180 574 11,2899 10,599.8 690.1 6.1 10,001.7 74869 749 10,5749 4,331.1 41.0
Nonmetro .................. 5,002.6 2,630.7 52.6 2,5485 12,3778 170.8 6.7 24982 1,738.5 69.6 2,504 .4 892.2 35.6

! Includes persons in the Armed Forces.

Source: Census of Population, 1970



only two-thirds of the male working-age population was

in the labor force. However, among females, labor force
participation was lowest in the nonmetro West.
Participation by Race

Labor force participation rates of the minority
population were lower than for the total population,
primarily because of the low participation of minority
males (table 7). Participation of minority females in the
labor force was higher than for the total female
population. This was true in metro as well as nonmetro
areas and in all county residence groups. The lower rate
of labor force participation of minority men stemmed
from lack of education and skills, poorer health, and
possibly from discriminatory hiring practices (which
may have caused many minority men to discontinue
looking for work and thus ta actually withdraw from the

labor force). The relatively high participation rates
among minority women, on the other hand, resulted
from availability of low-paying, low-skill jobs in many
areas and the need for more income. This need, in turn,
was associated with a preponderance of female-headed
households among minority groups and, in male-headed
households, a lack of earning capability for the male.

Among all females, the highest labor force participa-
tion rates were among minority females in counties of
greater metro areas (47 percent, compared with 41.4
percent for all females in these areas). In nonmetro
areas, the labor force participation rate of minority
females was 37.8 percent, compared with 36.1 percent
for all females in the labor force. The contrast was
sharper, however, in metro areas: 46.3 percent for
minority females, and 40.8 percent for all females.

\ Table 7—Labor force participation rates in metro and nonmetro counties, by sex, race, and region, 1970 ‘

[ Total | Negro and other races
Item
' Total Male Female Total Male Female
US.total .............. 55.5 729 39.6 54.2 65.4 44.1
Metro ................ 56.8 74.4 40.8 56.2 67.7 46.3
Greater:
Total............. 573 74.9 414 57.0 68.8 47.0
Core .......... 57.1 74.0 42.1 570 68.9 46.8
Fringe ......... 57.8 71.3 39.7 574 67.5 48.7
Medium ............. 56.5 74.2 40.2 55.1 66.4 45.2
Lesser .............. 55.3 72.4 394 538 64.1 44 .4
Nonmetro.............. 519 68.8 36.1 47.3 577 37.8
Urbanized
Adjacent .......... 54.2 71.0 38.3 509 60.9 41.5
Nonadjacent . . ...... 544 714 38.1 50.9 62.0 409
Less urbanized:
Adjacent . ......... 51.3 68.2 35.6 46.0 56.1 37.0
Nonadjacent ....... 50.8 67.3 355 45.8 56.2 36.6
Totally rural:
Adjacent .......... 48.3 65.2 32.0 44.7 55.8 339
Nonadjacent ....... 479 65.3 31.1 42.1 534 31.6
Northeast,total . ......... 55.7 73.3 40.2 .- ---- -.--
Metro .............. 56.2 73.8 40.6 ---- .- ----
Nonmetro ........... 53.0 70.0 37.2 ---- .- ----
North Central, total ....... 56.0 73.9 39.6 —--- ---- ----
Metro .............. 57.5 75.5 41.1 —-- ---- ----
Nonmetro ........... 529 70.5 36.2 - .- “---
South,total ............ 54.2 71.0 38.8 54.2 65.4 444
Metro .............. 564 73.6 40.7 55.8 66.4 46.8
Nonmetro ........... 50.8 67.0 35.8 47.5 58.3 38.1
West, total ............. 56.5 73.8 399 ---- ---- ----
Metro .............. 57.4 749 41.0 .- ---- .-
‘Nonmetro ........... 52.6 69.6 35.6 —--- .- “---

! Persons 14 years and older, including those in the Armed Forces.

Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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The labor force participation rate of minority males
was 7.5 percentage points below that of all males—65.4
percent in contrast to 72.9 percent. Among nonmetro
males, the difference was over 10 percentage points—
57.7 percent for minority males, compared with 68.8
percent for all nonmetro males. In totally rural, non-
metro counties not adjacent to an SMSA, where little
over one-half of minority males were in the labor force,
the difference was 11.9 percentage points. This suggests
even greater differences in education and skill levels, and
perhaps more discriminatory hiring practices, in the
more rural counties.

Participation by Age

~ Labor force participation rates follow obvious pat-
terns across age groups, being very low among the young
(because of school enrollment), low among young
women in prime childbearing ages, and low among
retired persons 65 years old and older (fig. 17).

For males, regardless of age group, labor force
participation rates were higher for all males than for
minority males in 1970.

For females, however, there were some differences
between the two population groups by age. Although
participation of female minorities under 25 years old
was below that of all females in the labor force, such was
not the case for females 25 years old and over.

Moreover, the labor force participation rate of all
females 25 to 34 years old (the prime childbearing age)
was 8.5 percentage points below that of all females 18 to
24 years old. For minority females, however, this
dropping out of the labor force in prime childbearing
ages was not evident. In fact, the participation rate of
minority females 25 to 34 years old was 7.3 percentage
points above that of minority females 18 to 24 years
old. Clearly, despite higher fertility and a greater
presence of children among minorities, a substantial
number of minority females continue in the labor force
throughout childbearing ages.

CHANGES IN THE LABOR FORCE, 1960-70

During the 1960’s, the U.S. labor force grew by 13
million persons or by 18.6 percent (fig. 18), partly
because of an increase in the working-age population,
but primarily because of increased participation of
female workers. Between 1960 and 1970, the male
population 14 years old and over rose by 16.6 percent,
while the number of males in the labor force grew by 9.7
percent. Growth in the female working-age population,
on the other hand, was 20 percent, but female participa-
tion in the labor force increased 37.7 percent, reflecting
the continuing changes of attitude toward women
working away from home.
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These different growth rates in labor force participa-
tion reflect a decline of 4.5 percentage points for males
(from 77.4 percent in 1960 to 72.9 percent in 1970),
and an increase of 5.1 percentage points for females
(from 34.5 to 39.6 percent) (table 8).

In nonmetro counties during the 1960, the male
labor force grew by only 1 percent, while the female
labor force grew by about 33 percent. Among county
residence groups, labor force growth was greatest (44
percent) in the fringe counties of greater metro areas and

Table 8 —Laber force participation rates in metro and nonmetro
counties, by sex and region, 1960-70

Males Females
Item
1970 | 1960 | 1970 1960
Percent of population
14 years and over
US.total ............ 729 774 39.6 345
Metrototal ......... 74.4 789 40.8 36.2
Greatermetro . ..... 749 796 414 36.8
Core .......... 74.0 792 421 38.2
Fringe ......... 77.3 809 397 32.8
Medium metro . .... 74.2 784 40.2 354
Lessermetro ...... 72.4 768 394 348
Nonmetro total ...... 68.8 738 36.1 30.3
Urbanized:
Adjacent to an
SMSA ........ 71.0 75.3 383 333
Not adjacent to
anSMSA ...... 714 77.0 38.1 33.0
Less urbanized:
Adjacent to an
SMSA ........ 68.2 729 356 29.6
Not adjacent tq
anSMSA ...... 67.3 728 355 29.5
Totally rural:
Adjacent to an
SMSA ........ 65.2 704 32.1 25.6
Not adjacent to
anSMSA ...... 65.3 72.1 311 25.3
Northeast ............ 733 78.0 40.2 36.1
Metro ............. 73.8 785 406 36.6
Nonmetro .......... 70.0 746 372 32.8
NorthCentral ......... 73.9 784 39.6 33.7
Metro . ............ 75.5 80.0 41.1 35.6
Nonmetro .......... 70.5 753  36.2 299
South............... 71.0 75.2 388 335
Metro .............| 736 778 40.7 36.1
Nonmetro .......... 67.0 71.7 3538 29.9
West ............... 73.8 79.0 399 35.2
Metro ............. 74.9 797 41.0 36.3
Nonmetro .......... 69.6 764 356 30.8

Source: Census of Population, 1960, 1970
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Labor Force Participation in Metro and Nonmetro Counties, by Sex and Age, 1970
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Source: Appendix table 14. U.S. Department of Agriculture
Note: Data plotted at beginning of each age interval. NEG. ERS 703-74 (8)

Figure 17.
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Percentage Changes in the Number of Persons in the Labor Force
in Metro and Nonmetro Counties by Sex, 1960—70%*
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least (—0.4 percent) in totally rural, nonmetro counties
which were not-adjacent to an SMSA. In the totally
rural, nonmetro counties, while the number of males in
the labor force declined by 12.9 percent, female labor
force participation increased by 27.8 percent (fig. 18).

Growth in the total labor force was greatest in the
West and South and least in the Northeast. Change in the
labor force ranged from a decrease of 3.4 percent among
North Central nonmetro males to an increase of over 50

percent among females of metro counties of the West
(app. table 15).

CHANGES IN INDUSTRIAL AND OCCUPATIONAL
COMPOSITION OF EMPLOYMENT

The economic and social structure of an area is
related to its industrial and occupational structures.
Areas with a large share of their labor force employed in
low-skill jobs have low incomes and often have stagnant
economies. These areas invariably lose many of their
young people to areas offering higher paying jobs
requiring more skills. Changes over time in the types of
jobs held by the employed reflect development of an
area. Rapid shifts from low-skill, low-paying jobs to jobs
requiring greater degrees of skill and, in turn, offering
higher pay are taken to represent economic progress and,
in turn, better living conditions.

Industrial Composition

In 1970, over 77 million people were employed in
civilian jobs in the United States. Almost 90 percent
were employed in the nonextractive industries, with
24.4 percent of the total employed in manufacturing
and almost 30 percent in service industries. Only 4.3
percent were employed in the extractive industries of
agriculture, forestry, fisheries, and mining (table 9). Jobs
in the extractive industries were more important in
nonmetro counties, where they comprised about 11
percent of all jobs. In the most rural of nonmetro
counties, over 20 percent of all jobs were in extractive
industries.

During the 1960’s, U.S. employment grew by 12.7
million jobs' or 19.6 percent (table 10). Over 84.1
percent (10.7 million jobs) of the growth in employment
occurred in metro areas. Employment growth in metro
areas (22.7 percent) was almost twice the growth in
nonmetro areas (11.4 percent).'' Among the more rural
county groups, employment growth was far below the
U.S. average, and in the most rural county group, the
number of jobs was virtually stable.

!1For more recent metro-nonmetro employment trends, see
Claude: C. Haren, “Current Spatial Organization of Industrial
Production and Distribution Activity,” paper given at the
Conference on Problems and Potentials of Rural Industrializa-
tion, Purdue University, West Lafayette, Ind., July 11-13, 1972.
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Metro-nonmetro differences in employment growth
during the 1960’s are largely explained by the decline in
extractive industries. The growth rate of nonextractive
industry employment was roughly equal in metro and
nonmetro counties. Thus, the lower nonmetro growth in
total employment stems from the inability of nonmetro
areas to attract enough new employment to offset heavy
losses in their extractive industries. From 1960 to 1970,
the U.S. loss of employment in extractive industries
totaled 1.7 million jobs, representing a reduction of
one-third over the 10-year period. Almost 80 percent of
this loss of employment occurred in nonmetro areas
(1.35 million jobs), with such losses being substantial in
all nonmetro county groups.

Despite losses in extractive industries, nonmetro
counties made significant gains in employment in non-
extractive industries, particularly in manufacturing.
They accounted for almost two-thirds of the 1.4 million
new manufacturing jobs. For these nonmetro areas, the
growth rate of manufacturing jobs was 22.3 percent,
compared with only 3.7 percent in metro areas.

In contrast to their lead in manufacturing employ-
ment growth, nonmetro counties lagged behind metro
counties in employment growth in service industries.
Service employment in nonmetro areas grew by 28.6
percent during the 1960%, in contrast to 40 percent in
metro areas. Growth in service employment was lowest
in the most rural nonmetro counties. Of the 6.2 million
new jobs in service qccupations, only 19 percent
occurred in nonmetro areas.

As a group, all other nonextractive industries ex-
panded more rapidly in metro than ‘in nonmetro
areas—22.6 and 13.3 percent, respectively. Of the 4.6
million new jobs in this group of industries, only
739,000 were in nonmetro areas.

Regionally, over one-third of the U.S. employment
growth took place in the South. Of the 2 million new
jobs in nonmetro areas, over 44 percent (886,400)
occurred in the South. The growth rate in nonmetro
employment was_higher in both the Northeast and the
West than in the South. However, in absolute numbers,
employment growth in the nonmetro South was sub-
stantially above the combined total for these two
regions.

Nonmetro employment growth in the North Central.
region was substantially below that of the other regions.
The loss of employment in extractive industries in the
North Central nonmetro counties was 476,000 jobs,
compared with a loss of 717,000 in the South.

‘During the 1960’s, manufacturing employment in the
nonmetro South increased by over one-third, with the
564,000 new jobs representing almost 65 percent of
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Table 9 —Employment in extractive and nonextractive industries in metro and nonmetro counties, by region, 1970

Extractive Nonextractive industries 71111!:;“)’ ;
Item r’ﬁotlal industries Total Manufacturing Service All others reported
employ-
m%my Pct. Pct. Pct. Pct. Pct. Pct.
Thousands| of |Thousands| of | Thousands| of |Thousands| of | Thousands| of |Thousands of
total total total total total total
US.total ........................ 77,308.8 3,304.6 43 692438 896 18,8802 244 229732 29.7 27,3903 354  4,760.5 62
Metrototal . ..................... 57,692.3 1,118.7 19 52,8350 91.6 14,1148 245 17,6324 306 21,0879 36.6 3,738.6 6.5
Greatermetro .. ...........c..... 33,683.2 394.3 1.2 309739 920 8,120.8 24.1 10,308.0 30.6 125451 372 23150 6.9
que ...................... 23,760.2 215.5 09 21,766.7 91.6 5,648.3 238 7,288.0 30.7 8,830.4 37.2 1,778.0 75
Fringe ..................... 99230 178.8 1.8 9,207.2 928 2,472.5 249 3,020.0 304 3,714.7 374 537.0 54
Mediummetro . ................ 17,606.9 470.5 27 16,073.6 913 45438 2538 5,269.0 299 6,260.7 35.6 1,062.8 6.0
Lessermetro ... ..........oo... 6,402.2 253.9 40 57875 904 1,450.1 226 2,055.3 321 2,282.1 35.6 360.8 5.6
Nonmetrototal ................... 19,6165 12,1858 11.1 16,408.8 83.6 47655 243 5,3409 272 6,302.5 32.1 1,0219 52
Urbanized:
Adjacept toanSMSA . ......... 5,120.7 3139 6.1 45268 884 1,454.0 284 1,456.1 284 1,616.8 31.6 279.9 5.5
Not adjacenttoan SMSA . ... .. . 2,7034 202.3 1.5 2,358.6 87.2 5608 20.7 8333 3038 964.5 35.7 142.5 53
Less urbanized:
Adjaoept toanSMSA .......... 4,750.1 5522 116 39504 832 1,272.3 268 1,209.3 25.5 1,468.7 309 247.5 52
Not adjacenttoan SMSA . ... .... 4,806.7 6700 139 3,8979 ‘81.1 1,038.7 21.6 1,286.7 26.8 1,572.5 32.7 238.8 50
Totally rural:
Adjacept toanSMSA .......... 779.6 1253  16.1 614.1 78.8 1873 240 189.2 243 2375 305 40.2 5.1
Not adjacent toan SMSA . .. ..... 1,455.9 3220 221 1,061.0 729 2524 173 3662 25.2 4425 304 729 50
Northeast, total ..................... 19,429.7 3054 1.6 17,7842 0915 5,369.5 27.6 5,656.1 29.1 6,758.6 34.8 1,340.2 69
MetTo . ..o iie it i e 16,997.5 178.5. 1.0 15,6145 918 4,658.8 274 4964.3 29.2 59914 352 1,2045 7.1
Nonmetro ............ccoviunuennn 2,432.2 1269 52 2,169.7 89.2 710.7 . 29.2 6919 284 7672 31.5 135.6 56
North Central, total .................. 219096 1,112.1 5.1 19,569.8 893 6,133.6 280 59447 27.1 7,491.5 342 1,227.7 5.6
MEtIo ..o e it i e L..] 154272 2549 1.6 14,2541 924 4,624.3 300 42256 274 5,4043 350 918.1 6.0
Nonmetro . ..........coeueeuunnn. 6,482.6 857.3 132 5,315.7 820 1,509.3 233 1,719.1  26.5 2,087.3 322 309.6 4.8
South,total ....................... 22,9919 1,267.9 55 20,298.3 883 50228 218 6,997.2 304 8,278.3 36.0 1,425.6 6.2
Metro . ..o v iit it 14,668.0 392.6 2.7 13,304.8 90.7 2,786.9 19.0 4,850.0 33.1 5,667.9 38.6 970.6 6.6
No.nmetro ...................... 8,3239 8753 105 6,993.6 84.1 2,236.0 269 2,147.2 258 2,6104 314 455.0 55
West,total . ....................... 129775 619.2 48 11,5914 893 2,354.2 18.1 4,375.2 33.7 48620 37.5 767.0 59
Metro . .....citieii i 10,599.8 292.8 2.8 9,661.6 91.1 2,0448 192 3,592.5 339 4,024.3 380 645.4 6.1
Nonmetro .. ........oueueeunenn. 2,377.8 3264 137 1,929.8 81.1 309.5 130 782.7 329 8376 352 121.6 5.1

Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Table 10—Growth in employment in extractive and nonextractive industries in metro and nonmetro counties, by region, 1960-70

Absolute change Percentage change
Item Extractive Nonextractive industries Extractive Nonextractive industries
Total | industries, Total | industries,
total Total Mam.xfac- Service All total Total Mam'lfac- Service All
turing others turing others
Thousand workers Percent
US.total ...................... 12,669.5 -1,6994 12,2165 1,367.1 672204 4,629.0 19.6 -340 214 7.8 37.1 20.3
Metrototal ................... 10,660.6 -349.2 9421.6 4982 5,033.5 3,889.9 227 -23.8 21.7 3.7 40.0 22.6
Greatermetro ............... 6,006.6 £8.8 5,181.5 296 29525 2,258.6 21.7 -14.8 20.1 04 40.1 22.0
Core .........ciiiiia... 2909.6 -14.4 2,324.5 4378 1,7169 1,045.5 14.0 6.3 12.0 -8.4 30.8 134
Fringe ................... 3,097.0 S54.4 2,857.0 408.2 11,2356 1,213.1 454 -23.3 45.0 19.8 69.2 48.5
Mediummetro ............... 3,485.2 -175.6 3,155.7 3784 15265 1,250.7 247 272 244 9.1 40.8 25.0
* Lessermetro ................ 1,168.8 -104.9 1,084.4 1494 5545 380.6 22.3 -29.2 23.0 11.5 36.9 20.0
Nonmetrototal ................ 2,0089 -1,350.2 2,794.8 8689 1,186.8 739.1 11.4 -38.2 20.5 22.3 28.6 13.3
Urbanized:
Adjacent toan SMSA ......... 826.5 -159.1 830.7 196.3 382.8 251.5 19.2 -33.6 225 15.6 35.7 184
Not adjacent to an SMSA . ... .. 345.5 -115.0 3819 70.2 204.2 107.5 14.7 -36.2 19.3 14.3 324 125
Less urbanized:
Adjacenttoan SMSA ......... 480.8 -369.2 712.8 279.2 255.6 178.0 11.3 40.1 220 28.1 26.8 13.8
Not adjacent toan SMSA . ... .. 3014 4139 5829 210.5 242.0 1304 6.7 -38.2 17.6 254 322 9.0
Totally rural:
Adjacent toan SMSA ......... 535 90.6 1213 47.8 38.1 354 7.4 420 24.6 343 25.2 17.5
Not adjacent toan SMSA . ... .. 1.3 -202.4 165.2 64.7 64.1 36.3 0.1 -38.6 18.4 345 21.2 8.9
Northeast, total .................. 2,3229 -135.8 19102 -3445 1,396.6 858.1 13.6 -30.8 12.0 6.9 32.8 14.5
Metro ....................... 2,002.6 . 643 1,586.2 -386.3 1,225.6 746.9 134 -26.5 11.3 9.0 32.8 14.2
Nonmetro .................... 320.3 714 3240 41.8 171.0 111.2 15.2 -36.0 17.6 6.2 32.8 17.0
North Central, total . .............. 3,006.6 -580.0 3,086.3 4339 11,5703 1,082.1 159 -34.3 18.7 7.6 359 16.9
Metro ............ .. ... .. ..., 2,486.2 -103.9 2,248.8 1743 1,176.6 897.8 19.2 -29.0 18.7 3.9 38.6 199
Nonmetro .................... 5204 476.1 8375 259.6 393.7 184.2 8.7 -35.7 18.7 20.8 29.7 9.7
South,total .................... 4,376.3 -857.3 4496.3 10439 1,828.3 1,624.2 23.5 40.3 28.4 26.2 354 244
Metro .......... .. ... ... ... ... 3,490.0 -140.5 3,163.9 480.2 11,4139 1,269.8 31.2 -26.4 31.2 20.8 41.1 289
Nonmetro .................... 886.4 -716.7 1,3324 563.7 4144 3544 11.9 45.0 23.5 33.7 239 15.7
West,total ..................... 2,963.7 -126.3 2,723.7 2338 14252 1,064.7 29.6 -16.9 30.7 11.0 48.3 28.0
Metro ....................... 2,681.9 404 2,422.8 2300 12174 975.3 339 -12.1 33.5 12.7 51.2 320
Nonmetro .................... 2819 -85.9 300.9 3.8 207.7 89.3 13.4 -20.8 18.5 1.2 36.1 119

Source: Census of Population, 1960, 1970.



total growth in manufacturing employment in nonmetro
areas. Manufacturing employment in the nonmetro areas
of the North Central region increased by 20.8 percent
(260,000 jobs), but there was little growth in manufac-
turing in the nonmetro areas of the Northeast and West.

Occupational Composition

Almost half of all employed persons worked in
white-collar jobs and almost one-third of the workers
were craftsmen or operatives in 1970 (table 11). Ten
percent of the U.S. employed were service workers.

Farmers, farm managers, farm laborers, and farm fore-
man accounted for only 2.9 percent of the U.S.
employed. Almost 50 percent of the employed persons
in metro counties had white-collar jobs; in nonmetro
counties, slightly more than one-third of the workers
were employed in such occupations. Persons employed
in farm occupations comprised 8.5 percent of the
nonmetro employed and only 1.1 percent of the metro
employed.

White-collar jobs were most important in the greater
metro counties and least important in the more rural

Table 11-Employment by major occupations in metro and nonmetro counties, by region, 1970

Service
White | Crafts- except | Private | Labor Farmers | Farm
men and . and laborers
Item Total collar private | house- | except
opera- farm |and farm
workers . house- hold farm
tives - | managers | foremen
hold
Thous. Percent of total
US.total ........................ 77,308.8 45.6 29.2 104 14 42 1.7 1.2
Metrototal ..................... 57,692.3 49.0 299 104 1.2 3.8 0.5 0.6
Greatermetro .................. 33,683.2 514 26.4 10.1 1.1 3.6 0.2 0.3
Core ... 23,760.2 50.6 26.2 10.6 1.1 37 0.1 0.2
Fringe ..................... 9923.0 535 26.8 89 1.0 33 0.6 0.5
Mediummetro ................. 17,606.9 46.0 30.3 10.5 1.3 4.1 0.7 0.8
Lessermetro . .................. 64022 448 294 113 1.8 43 13 1.3
Nonmetrototal .................. 19,616.5 35.6 330 10.6 20 5.1 54 3.1
Urbanized:
Adjacent toanSMSA .. ......... 5,120.7 39.2 33.8 10.8 1.6 4.6 24 2.0
Not adjacent toanSMSA  ........ 2,703.4 41.8 299 11.3 2.1 4.7 2.6 2.3
Less urbanized:
Adjacent toanSMSA ........... 4,750.1 325 354 10.3 2.1 5.3 5.8 32
Not adjacent toan SMSA . ....... 4.806.7 343 323 10.7 2.1 5.1 6.8 3.6
Totally rural:
Adjacent toanSMSA ........... 779.6 28.3 355 9.5 23 6.5 8.5 4.5
Not adjacent toan SMSA . ....... 1,456.0 295 29.6 99 19 5.6 134 5.0
Northeast, total .................... 19,429.7 48.2 29.2 10.2 0.9 3.6 0.5 0.4
Metro ......................... 16997.5 49.6 284 10.1 0.9 34 0.3 0.3
Nonmetro ...................... 24322 38.6 35.2 10.9 ! 0.1 ! !
North Central, total ................. 21,909.6 435 30.6 10.8 1.1 4.0 3.2 1.1
Metro ........... ... .. ... ..., 154270 468 30.7 10.5 09 39 0.7 0.4
Nonmetro ...................... 6,482.6 358 30.5 11.5 1.5 4.2 8.9 2.7
South,total . ...................... 229919 430 304 9.8 2.3 4.7 1.8 1.7
Metro ........... ..., 14,668.0 48.7 269 10.2 20 4.2 0.5 0.7
Nonmetro ...................... 8,3239 33.0 36.5 9.3 2.7 57 39 34
West, total ....................... 129775 499 24.7 11.2 1.2 42 1.2 1.7
Metro ...............c.iu... 10,599.8 519 245 109 1.2 39 0.5 1.0
Nonmetro ...................... 2,377.8 409 255 124 14 55 44 4.6
! Less than .05.

Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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nonmetro counties. Conversely, farm-related occupa-
tions were most important in the most rural nonmetro
counties, where they made up 18.4 percent of all jobs,
and least important in the large metro areas.

The 12.7 million new jobs that occurred in the
United States during the 1960’s reflected substantial
increases in white-collar and service jobs and much
smaller increases in the number of jobs for craftsmen,
operatives, and nonfarm laborers. There was a reduction
in the number of private household workers and farmers,
farm managers, farm laborers, and farm foremen (fig.
19). Over two-thirds of the overall growth was in white
collar occupations, which, in percentage terms, grew by
32.7 percent. Nationally, the number of service workers
(excluding private household workers) increased by 2.6
million or by 48.1 percent. Increases in the number of
white-collar and service workers accounted for almost 90
percent of the total increase in U.S. employment. The
number of people employed as private household
workers or as farmworkers declined by 2.3 million.

Metro-nonmetro differences in employment growth
stemmed largely from the large absolute and percentage
reduction in farm employment in nonmetro counties.
The net gain of 2 million jobs in nonmetro counties
during the 1960’ occurred despite a reduction of 1.27
million in the number of farmworkers. Growth in all
nonfarm occupations (including occupations not re-
ported) totaled 22.3 percent in nonmetro counties in
contrast to 24.1 percent in metro counties. The strong
dependence upon farm work as a source of employment,
and, in turn, the large declines in farm employment
opportunities explain the lack of substantial employ-
ment growth in the more rural nonmetro counties. For
instance, in totally rural nonmetro counties, not adja-
cent to an SMSA, overall employment was virtually
unchanged during the 1960’s, but farm employment
declined by over 40 percent (table 12).

EARNINGS

Differences in earnings between metro and nonmetro
areas, between males and females, and between minori-
ties and the total population stem from differences in
demographic characteristics such as education and skill
levels, overall employment opportunities as denoted by
differences in the industrial and occupational compost-
tion of employment, and from possible job discrimina-
tion.

Higher ‘paying occupations are more concentrated in
metro than in nonmetro areas, among males than among
females, and among nonminority workers than among
minority workers.

In 1969, median earnings of U.S. males were $7,609.
For nonmetro males, median earnings were $6,236 or 18
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percent below the U.S. median and 23 percent below the
U.S. metro figure (table 13). Earnings were highest
among males residing in fringe counties of greater metro
areas ($9,231) and lowest in totally rural counties not
adjacent to an SMSA ($5,217). Median earnings of
minority males were substantially lower than for all
males within each county group.

Median earnings of all U.S. females ($3,649) were less
than one-half the earnings of males. However, male-
female earning differences among minorities were sub-
stantially less than among all males and females.

Earnings were highest in the West, lowest in the
South, and lowest of all in the nonmetro South. In the
nonmetro South, median earnings of minority males
were only $3,300, less than one-half the U.S. figure for
all males and only 62.2 percent of the U.S. figure for
minority males.

Among males, 1969 median earnings ranged from
$10,964 for professional, managerial, and kindred
workers, to $2,597 for farm laborers and foremen (table
14). Among females, the earnings of clerical and kindred
workers were substantially above the earnings of females
employed as operatives.

LABOR FORCE REPLACEMENT

Labor force replacement rates show the potential
percentage increase in the male labor force for a given
time period in the absence of net migration. This
measure is based on the departure through death or
retirement of persons in the labor force at the beginning
of the period plus the entry of persons reaching labor
force age during the period. The statistic assumes that
mortality will remain at the rate of recent trends and
that no migration will occur to affect metro-nonmetro
or regional comparisons. The importance of the statistic
is that it allows an estimate of the percentage increase in
jobs which would be necessary to provide local employ-
ment of those people entering the labor force. This
measure can be computed for women, but only data for
men are now available.

Table 15 compares replacement rate estimates (based
on the above definition, thus excluding net migration)
with actual growth in the male labor force in 1960-70.
The replacement rate estimates indicate a potential
increase of 15.5 percent in the nonmetro male labor
force and a 9.3-percent increase in the metro male labor
force. Actual growth of the nonmetro male labor force,
however, was only 1.0 percent (139,000 workers), which
suggests that a large number of working-age males moved
from nonmetro to metro areas to obtain employment.
The greatest disparity between the estimates and the
actual growth rates occurred for the most rural counties.
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Table 12—Growth rate of employed persons by major occupations in metro and nonmetro counties, by region, 1970

| crafts. | SeTVie | Farmers | Farm
White except | Private Labor
Item Total collar | ™" and private | house- | except and laborers
workers ol?era- house- hold farm farm and farm
tives hold managers |foremen
o
Percent
US.total ....... ... ... 0., 19.6 327 94 48.1 -36.7 34 46.4 -36.1
Metrototal . ..................... 227 347 6.7 47.2 -38.2 5.1 479 314
Greater metro . ... ... ... .nn... 21.7 33.2 33 43.8 -39.3 6.0 514 -31.8
(07 14.0 23.8 -3.2 33.1 409 0.6 -59.6 -31.1
Fringe ..................u.. 454 60.9 227 86.5 2343 23.7 47.3 -32.6
Medium metro .. ................ 24.7 375 11.0 535 -37.5 5.3 46.8 -31.8
Lessermetro ... .......oueennn.. 22.3 35.7 11.6 48.6 -359 1.2 45.8 -30.0
Nonmetrototal ................... 114 25.2 16.7 50.7 -33.6 0.3 46.0 -38.3
Urbanized:
Adjacent toanSMSA .. .......... 19.2 324 14.1 52.3 -35.4 1.6 45.1 314
Not adjacent toan SMSA .. ....... 14.6 28.6 10.7 48.3 -36.1 2.7 48.6 41.4
Less urbanized:
Adjacenttoan SMSA ... ......... 11.3 24.2 21.7 52.1 -31.5 1.5 47.9 -39.2
Not adjacent toan SMSA .. ....... 6.7 19.3 14.6 474 -33.8 -1.1 45.3 -384
Totally rural:
Adjacenttoan SMSA ............ 7.4 225 30.2 60.6 -30.9 3.4 48.8 41.2
Not adjacent toan SMSA . ........ 0.1 14.5 215 52.1 -31.6 2.7 42.8 40.9
Northeast, total ..................... 13.6 253 -3.8 37.3 43.1 2.9 45.3 -33.5
Metro .. oo oot i e e e 134 252 -5.7 35.3 44.6 2.5 44 .8 -32.6
Nonmetro ..........couoemuunneoennn 15.2 26.0 8.6 51.8 -34.1 4.8 45.8 -34.7
North Central,total . ................. 159 26.7 8.8 48.3 -35.2 5.4 -38.9 374
MEIO v vttt e it ee et 19.2 29.0 6.5 47.8 -39.6 6.5 43.4 -31.3
NONMELIO v vt vttt e et e e e et 8.7 20.2 14.7 49.3 -27.2 3.2 379 -39.2
South,total ...............c. ... 23.5 410 220 48.9 -36.7 2.3 -57.1 41.7
MeEtIo . oo i i it i e e 31.2 46 .4 20.7 47.8 374 3.7 -53.9 -36.4
Nonmetro .. .......ovevevunnnnnnnn 119 28.7 23.7 51.0 -28.1 0.6 -57.8 43.5
West,total . .......... ...t 29.6 41.7 12.8 64.2 -29.6 11.6 41.1 -22.1
MEtIO . . vt ittt et e 338 44.6 149 67.5 -28.0 18.4 49.2 -25.0
NONMEIO . . v vt e it it e e e et 134 274 4.5 52.5 -34.8 5.5 -36.5 -19.1

Source: Census of Population, 1970.

Based on the 1960 male population in these counties, it
was estimated that without migration during 1960-70,
the working-age male population would increase by
174,000 in these counties. Actually, however, their
working-age population decreased by 117,000 during the
decade.

Replacement rate estimates were also made for
1970-80 based on the 1970 male population. They are
substantially higher than the 1960-70 rates for metro
areas as a whole, but only slightly higher for nonmetro
areas as a whole. The 1970-80 estimates are lower than
the 1960-70 estimates for the .nore rural nonmetro
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counties. For totally rural counties adjacent to an
SMSA, the 1970-80 replacement rate estimates are 2.0
percentage points below the 1960-70 estimates, and for
totally rural, nonadjacent counties, they are 1.4 percent-
age points lower.

The most important difference between the 1960-70
and 1970-80 estimates, however, is the great increase in
potential growth of the metro male labor force for
1970-80. As a result of the high urban birth rates of the
1950’s, the metro male labor force is estimated to have a
1970-80 growth rate that is 50 percent higher than that
estimated for 1960-70. The cities and their suburbs



Table 13—Median earnings in metro and nonmetro counties, by sex, race, and region, 1969

Median earnings
Item Males with earnings Females with earnings
Negro and Negro and
Al other races All other races
Dollars
US.total .......... ... . ... 7,609 5,317 3,649 3,074
Metrototal ........................ 8,098 5,876 3,885 3,382
Greatermetro ..............c.00... 8,485 6,310 4,185 3,798
(0703 8,178 6,309 4,237 3837
Fringe .......... ... iiio... 9,231 6,321 4,038 3,459
Mediummetro ...................... 7,712 5,242 3,594 2,742
Lessermetro . . .« v v v v v v et i eneneennn. 7,223 4314 3,343 2,222
Nonmetrototal ..................... 6,236 3,468 3,052 1,799
Urbanized:
Adjacenttoan SMSA ............. 7,002 3,968 3,292 2,079
Not adjacent toan SMSA . ......... 6,604 3,681 3,100 1,877
Less urbanized:
Adjacent toan SMSA ............. 6,119 3,367 3,062 1,707
Not adjacenttoan SMSA .......... 5837 3,305 2,875 1,707
Totally rural:.
Adjacent toanSMSA ............. 5,417 3,267 2,763 1,623
Not adjacent toan SMSA . ......... 5,217 2,976 2,678 1,654
Northeast,total ....................... 7992 ---- 3,964 ----
Metro . .. .o v i ittt i e e 8,171 ---- 4,067 ----
Nonmetro .. .........eeeeunnnnnnnn. 6,970 —--- 3,363 ----
North Central, total .................... 8,043 ---- 3,605 ----
Metro . ...ttt e e e 8,563 .- 3,882 ----
Nonmetro ...........iiuuemnnenennn. 6,808 —--- 3,011 ----
South,total . ......................... 6,431 4,095 3,354 2,264
Metro . ......c.iiiiiiii it 7,169 4,721 3,574 2,593
Nonmetro ............ciuiieemnunnn. 5,338 3,306 3,021 1,694
West,total ............ ...t 8,165 ---- 3,892 ----
Metro ... ...ttt 8,449 ---- 4,112 ----
Nonmetro .............cuiuiiuennn.. 7,078 —--- 2912 ----

Source: Census of Population, 1970.

presently have a huge indigenous supply of young
workers entering the labor force, and do not have to rely
on migrants from rural areas and small cities to supply
part of their needs, as was the case during the 1960’s.
For nonmetro areas, the replacement rate estimates

_bution is to be maintained.

indicate that 2.3 million additional jobs will be needed
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during the 1970’ if migration to metro areas is to be
halted. Clearly, nonmetro areas must generate more
employment opportunities than they did during the
1960’s if the current metro-nonmetro population distri-



Table 14—Median earnings in metro and nonmetro counties, by occupation, sex, and race, 1969!

Total Negro and other races
Item soa .
United | Metro Nonmetro United Metro Nonmetro
States | States
Dollars
Male,total .............. ... ........... 7,609 8,098 6,236 5,317 5,876 3,468
Professional, managerial, and kindred workers 10,964 11,520 8,855 8,160 8,443 6,365
Craftsmen, foremen, and kindred workers .. ... 8,158 8,583 6971 6,116 6,609 4216
Operatives, including transport . .. .......... 6,778 7,160 5,864 5,542 6,059 3,895
Laborers,except farm . ................. 4,646 5,055 3924 4227 4851 3,113
Farmers and farm managers . ............. 4,834 5,212 4,734 1,962 2,649 1,737
Farm laborers, except unpaid, and farm
foremen ............ ... ... .. ii. 2,597 2,922 2,438 1,967 2,416 1,823
Female,total .......................... 3,649 3,885 3,052 3,074 3,382 1,799
Clerical and kindred workers .. ............ 4,232 4,404 3,500 4,192 4,288 2,695
Operatives including transport ............ 3,615 3,757 3,379 3,332 3535 2,754

! Persons 16 years old and older.
Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Table 15—Labor force replacement rates for males, estimated, 1960-70 and 1970-80,
and actual growth in male labor force, 1960-70, by metro and nonmetro counties

Potential net Actual growth Potential net
replacement, in males in labor replacement,
Item 1960-70 (male force, 1960-70 1970-80 (male
population (males 14 years population
20-64 years old)’ and over) 20-64 years old)"
Thous. Rate Thous. Thous. Rate
US.total ............ . ... ... .. ..., 5,078.8 11.1 4,608.9 8,146.6 159
Metro ... .ottt e 3,075.8 9.3 4,469.9 5,831.8 154
Greatermetro ................... 1,308.3 6.8 24144 2,984.7 137
COrE . i v ittt e 710.1 5.0 764.0 1,785.2 11.7
Fringe ..................... 598.2 122 1,650.4 1,199.5 184
Mediummetro .................. 1,281.0 12.7 1,549.7 2,034.4 174
Lessermetro  .................. 539.1 14.0 505.8 812.7 184
Nonmetrototal ................... 2,003.1 155 139.0 2,314.8 17.2
Urbanized:
Adjacent toan SMSA . ......... 447.0 14.3 309.0 634.5 18.1
Not adjacent toan SMSA . ....... 284.2 159 879 376.1 194
Less urbanized:
Adjacent toan SMSA . .. ....... 478.2 15.6 22.2 529.5 16.6
Not adjacent toan SMSA . ....... 525.5 16.1 -142.6 538.3 16.6
Totally rural:
Adjacenttoan SMSA . ......... 94.0 17.1 -20.1 84.4 15.1
Not adjacent to an SMSA 174.0 16.0 -117.4 151.9 14.6
Northeast .. ....................... 727.0 6.2 504.6 1,517.5 12.2
Metro . .o vv ittt e e 549.4 54 445.1 1,259.9 11.6
Nonmetro . .........ouuumennennnn. 177.6 11.5 59.4 257.6 15.7
NorthCentral . ...................... 1,264.2 9.6 801.2 2,425.2 17.3
Metro . .. i ittt e 7717.2 8.7 856.1 1,700.2 17.4
Nonmetro ..............ocuuuunn.. 487.0 11.6 —-54.8 725.0 17.0
South . .......... ... .. 2,207.1 16.2 1,785.3 2,728.2 174
Metro . .. v it e 1,110.8 13.7 1,709.3 1,709.0 17.3
Nonmetro ...........couviuununnn. 1,096.3 19.8 76.0 1,019.3 17.5
West .ot e 880.5 119 1,517.9 1,475.8 16.1
Metro . .. v vttt e 638.4 11.0 1,459.4 1,162.7 15.7
Nonmetro .............ouiinnun.. 242.2 15.1 58.5 313.0 179

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

Source: Replacement data from cooperative project of the Economic Research Service and the University of Georgia.
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INCOME

This section measures differences in income levels,
incidences of low income or poverty, and sources of
income by county residence types and regions. Inter-
county income and poverty differences result from
differences in (a) population characteristics, such as age
and education, for they dictate the income-earning
capabilities of the population, (b) employment oppor-
tunities, and (c) payment levels of, and participation in,
transfer income programs such as social security and
public assistance programs. Therefore, differences in
income levels in this section are largely explained by
intercounty differences discussed in previous sections.

Here, income levels are reported as median family
income—that level of income which divides families into
two equal parts, one-half with income above the median
level and one-half having income below the median level.
Differences in income by county residence types and
regions represent actual differences based on reported
incomes. The reported incomes have not been adjusted
for residence and regional cost-of-living differences; that
is, they exaggerate, to some degree, differences in “real”
income among metro and nonmetro families and among
families by regions.

Estimates of the average cost of living for families by
residence and region do not exist. However, intermediate
level budgets developed by the U.S. Department of
Labor for an urban family of four in metro and
nonmetro areas by regions do suggest metro-nonmetro
and regional differentials in the cost of living. They
provide general insights into “real” income differences
between residence types and between regions. These
estimates do not apply to rural families (families living in
places of less than 2,500 population or in the open-
country) and therefore are not representative of the
“typical” family, particularly in nonmetro areas. For
1969, regional differences in cost-of-living estimates as
they relate to differences in incomes are as follows:

Cost of living, Median income,
Item Spring, 1969 1969
Dotlrs S5 Dotars P

U.S. total 10,064 100.0 9,590 100.0
Metro 10,279 102.1 10,406 108.5
Nonmetro 9,101 90.4 7,615 794
Northeast, nonmetro 9,816 97.5 8,698 90.7
North Central, nonmetro 9,329 92.7 8,291 86.5
South, nonmetro 8,567 85.1 6,534 68.1
West, nonmetro 9,493 94.3 8,451 88.1
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INCOME LEVELS

Intercounty differences in family income largely
reflect differences in employment opportunities, which,
in turn, are reflected by earning differences. Therefore,
it is not surprising to find family income lower in
nonmetro areas than in metro areas and lowest in the
most rural, remote counties. In 1969, median family
income in nonmetro areas was $7,615—20 percent lower
than the U.S. median of $9,590 and 27 percent lower
than the metro figure of $10,406. Among county
residence groups, median family income ranged from
$11,990 in the fringe counties of greater metro areas to
a low of $6,142 in the most rural of nonmetro counties
(fig. 20). In the fringe counties of greater metro areas,
almost 64 percent of the families had incomes above
$10,000 in 1969, compared with only 23.3 percent of
the families in the most rural nonmetro counties (app.
table 15).

Median income of U.S. minority families in 1969 was
$6,308, or one-third lower than the median for all U.S.
families (fig. 20). Across county groups, median family
income of minority families was lowest—$3,559—in the
most rural nonmetro counties. As was the case with
incomes of all families, median income of minority
families, at $3,833, was lowest in the nonmetro South,
and lowest” of all county groups in the most rural,
nonmetro southern counties—$3,396, or only 35 percent
of the U.S. median family income.

Between 1959 and 1969, U.S. median family income
increased from $5,660 to $9,590 or by 69.4 percent
(table 16). The growth rate in median family income
during the 1960’s was greater in nonmetro areas (78
percent) than in metro areas (67.5 percent). On an
absolute basis, however, the increase was greater in
metro areas (up $4,195) than in nonmetro areas (up
$3,337). Among county residence groups, the two
totally rural, nonmetro county groups experienced the
smallest absolute increase in median family income, but
growth rates for these two county groups was the
highest of all the county groups.

Among metro and nonmetro counties across the four
regions, growth in median family income was lowest,
both in absolute and percentage terms, in nonmetro
counties of the West. At the other extreme, the increase
of $3,162 in median family income in the nonmetro
South represented the greatest percentage growth—93.8
percent. However, this large percentage increase resulted
from the small 1959 income base from which it was
computed.

During the 1960’s, median family income among
minorities virtually doubled, increasing from $3,161 to
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Table 16—Median family income in 1969, and 1959-69 change in median family income, by metro and nonmetro cot_mties

Total Negro and other races
Item 1959-69 change 195969 change
Median in median Median in median
family family income family family income
income, _income,
1969 Absolute Percent- 1969 Absolute Percent-
age age
Dols. Dols. Pct. Dols. Dols. Pct.
United States . ........................ 9,590 3,930 69 4 6,308 3,147 99.6
Metrototal ........................ 10,406 4,195 67.5 7,034 3,216 84.2
Greatermelro .................... 11,034 4,414 66.7 7,595 3,303 77.0
Core . ... 10,591 4,110 63.4 7,522 3,198 74.0
Fringe ....................... 11,990 4,992 71.3 8,246 4277 107.8
Mediummetro .................... 9,838 4,022 69.2 6,346 3,025 91.1
Lessermetro . .................... 8,976 3,621 67.6 5,269 2,554 94.1
Nonmetrototal ..................... 7,615 3,337 78.0 4,077 2,294 128.7
Urbanized:
Adjacentto SMSA . ............. 8,701 3,566 69.4 4,902 2,662 118.8
Not adjacent to SMSA . ........... 8,086 3,266 67.8 4,431 2,418 120.1
Less urbanized:
Adjacent to SMSA . .............. 7,456 3,403 84.0 3923 2,222 130.6
Not adjacent to SMSA . ........... 7,094 3,174 81.0 3,784 2,132 129.1
Totally rural:
Adjacent toSMSA ............... 6,412 3,142 96.1 3,811 2,241 142.7
Not adjacent to SMSA . ........... 6,142 2,897 89.3 3,559 1,998 128.0
Northeast, 0tal e 10,454 4,263 68.8 7,409 3,038 69.5
Metro ............. ... .. 10,756 4,384 68.8 7,419 3,030 69.0
Nonmetro ..............ccouuuuniun.. 8,698 3,530 68.3 6,949 3,310 91.0
North Central, total . .................... 10,115 4,223 71.7 7,792 3472 80.4
Metro . ......... ... .. .. ... . 0 0 10,980 4,445 68.0 7,932 3,500 79.0
Nonmetro s ........oovuvuniunnn.... 8,291 3,651 78.7 5,722 2915 103.8
South,total .......................... 8,079 3,614 80.9 4,936 2,614 112.6
Metro ............ .. ... 9,136 3,862 73.2 5,763 2811 95.2
Nonmetro ......................... 6,534 3,162 93.8 3,833 2,160 129.1
West,total ................ ... ..., 10,228 3,880 61.1 8,438 3,501 709
Metro .............. e 10,708 4,056 61.0 8,761 3,542 67.9
Nonmetro ......................... 8,451 3,110 58.2 6,287 2,749 717
Source: Census of Population, 1960 and 1970
$6,308. For minority families in nonmetro areas, median LOW-INCOME POPULATION

income more than doubled, but the large percentage
increases were largely a function of the low 1959
incomes of nonme¢ ro minorities. Although this increase
in the median income of minority families outstripped
the increase for all families on a percentage basis, the
absolute difference between median family income of
the entire population and that of the minority
population increased by $783.
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The low-income or poverty population is defined as
persons in households with annual incomes below a
specified level. The low-income cutoffs, or thresholds,
reflect a minimum income need of the household. The
USDA’s nutritionally adequate food budget for
“emergency or temporary use when funds are low”
represents the core of the computations of low-income



levels. If income falls below the specified level for that
particular household, all persons in the household are
classed as low-income.

These low-income cutoffs, which were first developed
by the Social Security Administration in 1964 and
subsequently modified by a Federal interagency
committee, vary by family size, sex of the family head,
of children under 18 years old,
farm-nonfarm residence. The one- and two-person
families were further differentiated by age of head
(under 65 years and 65 years and over). The 1969
low-income cutoffs ranged from $1,487 for a female
unrelated individual 65 years old and over living on a
farm to $6,116 for a nonfarm family of 7 or more
persons with a male head. The average threshold for a
nonfarm family of four headed by a male was $3,745.

The low-income cutoffs are revised annually to allow
for changes in the cost of living as reflected in the
Consumer Price Index. For instance, during 1959-69, the
cutoff for a nonfarm family of four headed by a male
increased by 25.9 percent, from $2,974 to $3,745. The
cutoffs are computed on a national basis only. No
attempt has been made to adjust the cutoffs for regional
and metro-nonmetro differences in the cost of living
(except for the farm-nonfarm differential).

number and

Incidence of Low Income

In 1969, almost 40 percent of the Nation’s poor lived
in nonmetro areas, a share far greater than the nonmetro
share of the total population. The more rural nonmetro
counties had an even larger disproportionate share of
poor people.

In nonmetro areas, the incidence of poverty in 1969
was almost twice that of metro areas: 20.2 percent of
the nonmetro residents had incomes below the poverty
threshold, compared with 11.3 percent in metro areas
and 13.7 percent in the whole United States (fig. 21).
The poverty incidence in the totally rural counties was
twice the U.S. average and over four times that in the
fringe counties of greater metro areas. Only 6.5 percent
of the population in these fringe counties had incomes
below the poverty threshold. At the other extreme, over
25 percent of those in the most rural county group were
among the poverty population.

Poverty was substantially more prevalent among the
minority population than among the total population
and greatest of all among minorities living in the most
rural nonmetro counties. At the U.S. level, one-third of
the minority families were classed as low-income people
and among minorities in nonmetro counties, over
one-half had incomes below the low-income threshold
(fig. 21). Almost 60 percent of the minority persons in
the most rural county group had incomes below the
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low-income threshold—over four times the national
average of 13.7 percent.

Of the 27.1 million low-income persons, 12.4 million, -
or almost one-half, lived in the South. These people
represented 20 percent of the total population in the
South (app. table 17). The incidence of poor people in
the South was almost twice that in the non-South. The
prevalence of low-income people was lowest in the
metro areas of the Northeast and North Central regions,
while southern nonmetro counties had the greatest
incidence of low income. In the nonmetro areas of the
South, 27.7 percent of all persons were in the poverty
population. In the most rural of southern nonmetro

" counties, 34.9 percent of the population was in poverty.

Almost 40 percent of the U.S. poor resided in nonmetro
areas and 23.9 percent of all poor Americans resided in
the nonmetro South.

Minority people with low incomes totaled 8.2 million
in 1969, or 30.2 percent of all low-income Americans.
Of the minority people with low incomes, almost
two-thirds lived in the South and nearly one-third were
residents of the nonmetro South. Of nearly 3 million
nonmetro low-income minority people,-almost 90 per-
cent lived in the nonmetro South, where over half of the
minority population resided in low-income households.

Recent Changes in the Low-Income Population

During 1959-69, the number of persons
low-income households declined 30 percent (from 38.7
million to 27.1 million) with the decline being most
pronounced in nonmetro counties (fig. 22). As a share of
the total population, low-income persons declined from
22.1 percent in 1959 to 13.7 percent in 1969 (fig. 23).
Over the same period, the poverty population in
nonmetro areas declined by 39 percent (by 6.9 million
persons) in contrast to a 22-percent reduction (4.7
million persons) in metro areas. Even though the
1959-69 decline in poverty was greater in nonmetro than
in metro areas, the nonmetro incidence of low income in
1969 of 20.2 percent was still above the 1959 level in
metro areas.

Among county residence types, the greatest 1959-69
percentage declines in the low-income population were
exhibited in the four most rural nonmetro county
groups, where, in each case, the low-income population
declined by more than 40 percent (app. table 18). As a
share of the total population, low-income people
declined by more than 15 percentage points in the same
four rural county groups. Large declines in nonmetro
counties, and particularly in the more rural nonmetro
counties, were a function of the magnitude of poverty in
these counties in 1959 relative to poverty in more urban
and metro counties.

in
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In both the South and North Central regions, the
low-income population declined by slightly more than
one-third during the decade; but in the Northeast and
West, where the incidence of low income was already
relatively low in 1959, the low-income population
declined by less than 10 percent (app. table 18).

Relationship Between Low Income and
Selected Population Characteristics

In 1969, the incidence of poverty was over three
times higher for unrelated individuals than for persons
living in families, five times higher for persons in families
with female heads than for persons in male-headed
families, and higher among the aged than among the
nonaged (table 17). These differences—which followed
similar patterns in metro and nonmetro areas and in the
county residence categories—resulted from differences
in the income-earning capabilities and/or opportunities
of the population subgroups.

Age. Among the aged, the incidence of low income
was 37 percent in nonmetro areas, compared with 22.8
percent in metro areas (fig. 24). The percentage of
persons 65 years old and over with low income ranged
from a low of 18.3 percent in the fringe counties of
greater metro areas to over 41.7 percent in totally rural
overall educational attainment. For the adult population
minority groups had incomes below the low-income
threshold, ranging as high as 68.4 percent in totally rural
nonmetro counties not adjacent to an SMSA.

Family Type. The high incidence of poverty among
families with female heads indicates the limitations of
income-earning capacities and opportunities >f such
families, both in metro and nonmetro areas and in

counties grouped by degree of urban orientation. In
1969, 32.5 percent of all female-headed families had
incomes below the poverty cutoff, compared with only
6.5 percent of all male-headed families (fig. 25). The
incidence of low income ranged from a low of only 2.8
percent for families with male heads in the suburban
counties of greater metro areas. to almost 50 percent for
female-headed families in totally rural nonmetro
counties. Over one-half of all minority families headed
by females were part of the poverty population. In
nonmetro areas, two-thirds of these families were
low-income families. In the nonmetro South, 69.5
percent of minority families with female heads were
poor. In the most rural of nonmetro, southern counties,
73.2 percent of female-headed minority families had
incomes below the low-income level, which represented
the extreme in the incidence of poor people in the entire
United States (app. table 17).

Employed Male Heads. At the U.S. level, the
incidence of low income among families with employed
male heads was only 4.8 percent (table 18). However,
incidence of poverty among such families was much
higher in the more rural nonmetro counties, among
minority groups, and particularly among minority groups
of the nonmetro South. The incidence of low income
among minority families with nonaged employed male
heads was 14 percent, or over three times the U.S.
average. In southern nonmetro counties, 1 in 3 minority
families with employed male heads was poor, and in the
most rural of southern nonmetro counties, 43.7 percent
of such minority families had incomes below the poverty
level (app. table 17).

Table 17-Incidence of low income among selected population subgroups in metro and nonmetro counties, by race, 1969

United States Metropolitan Nonmetropolitan
Item Negro Negro Negro
Total and other Total and other Total and other
races races races
Percent with low income

Total household population ............... 13.7 33.6 11.3 279 20.2 524
Persons in families . ................... 11.6 323 9.3 264 17.8 51.2
Unrelated individuals .. ................ 370 470 329 42.3 50.2 68.6

Persons 65 yearsandover . .............. 27.3 47.7 22.8 40.8 37.0 634"
Families,total ........................ 10.7 28.5 8.6 23.6 16.2 46.7
With femaleheads .................... 325 525 30.0 48.7 40.3 67.9
With male heads, 1464 years ............ 6.5 17.8 4.7 12.8 11.1 36.8

Source: App. table 17.
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Table 18 —Incidence of low income among families with employed civilian male heads
14-64 years old in metro and nonmetro counties, 1969

United States South
North
Item Negro Northeast Central Negro West
Total and other ) Total and other
races races
Percent
US.total ...................... 438 14.0 2.7 35 8.2 22.7 3.8
Metrototal ................... 34 9.6 2.5 25 5.7 15.7 3.2
Greatérmetro ................ 2.8 7.2 26 2.3 4.1 11.0 2.8
Core .........iiiiiniin.. 31 7.2 3.1 25 5.0 10.9 29
Fringe ................... 2.1 7.6 1.7 ,2.0 3.0 11.4 2.2
Mediummetro ............... 39 12.8 24 24 ,6.0 17.6 4.0
Lessermetro ................ 5.3 18.8 2.8 31 8.1 22.7 4.0
Nonmetrototal ................ 8.5 31.7 4.0 6.0 124 349 6.5
Urbanized
Adjacent toan SMSA ......... 53 23.0 34 34 8.6 274 6.4
Not adjacent to an SMSA ...... 6.8 26.8 5.0 44 9.5 31.3 5.1
Less urbanized
Adjacent toan SMSA ......... 9.0 342 43 5.4 129 35.5 6.6
Not adjacent to an SMSA . ... .. 99 34.7 5.0 1.3 13.7 38.3 6.5
Totally rural
Adjacent toan SMSA ......... 129 38.0 6.2 8.7 158 38.4 6.9
Not adjacent to an SMSA . ..... 140 41.0 6.1 119 17.7 43.7 10.2

Source: App. table 17.

SOURCES OF INCOME

Wages and salaries comprised 78.6 percent of total
income of all U.S. families and unrelated individuals in
1969. Wages and salaries in nonmetro areas were slightly
less important as a source of income than in metro areas
and least important in the most rural nonmetro counties,
where they comprised only 62.5 percent of total income
(table 19).

On the other hand, self-employment income (both
nonfarm and farm) was more important in nonmetro
than in metro areas and most important in the most
tural nonmetro counties. Social security income was also
higher as a percentage of total income in nonmetro areas
and most important as a source of income in the most
rural county group. The same was true of public
assistance income. The greater importance of social
security and public assistance in nonmetro and more
rural counties results largely from the greater incidences
of aged and low-income people in these counties.

There was little regional variation in the percentage of
income comprised of wages and salaries. While income

54

from nonfarm self-employment as a percentage of total
income was highest in the nonmetro West, income from
farm self-employment was most important in nonmetro
counties of the North Central region. Social security
income was most important in the nonmetro portion of
the South and North Central regions. Public assistance
was most important as a source of income in the
nonmetro South.

Among minority groups, wages and salaries were
more important as a source of income than among the
total population (table 19). On the other hand,
self-employment income, both farm and nonfarm,
comprised a smaller percentage of total income among
minorities than among the total population, while both
social security and public assistance were higher, as a
percentage of total income, among minorities.

INCOME SOURCES OF THE
LOW-INCOME POPULATION
Almost 50 percent of the income of the poor in 1969
was in the form of wages and salaries. Social security and



Table 19— Sources of income of families and unrelated individuals in metro and nonmetro counties, by region and race, 1969

Wages and | Nonfarm self-| Farm self- Social Public Other
salaries employment | employment security assistance income
Item Negro Negro Negro Negro Negro Negro
and and and and and and
Total other Total other Total other Total other Total other Total other
races races races races races races
Percent of total income
US.total ...........c0iiivnnn. 786 848 1.5 3.6 14 04 3.5 37 0.7 33 83 4.2
Metrototal . ..........0.0un.n 799 856 13 3.6 04 02 31 33 0.7 32 86 4.1
Greatermetro ................ 799 859 173 3.6 02 02 29 3.0 0.7 34 89 40
(0703 - T 793 857 1.1 3.6 01 02 3.2 3.0 1.0 36 93 40
Fringe .............00..... 814 874 7.7 39 04 02 23 2.5 0.3 22 179 3.7
Mediummetro . .............. 80.1 850 7.1 3.8 06 04 33 39 06 26 83 44
Lessermetro . .......c.coen.n 790 85.1 1.6 3.0 1.3 03 37 46 06 28 719 41
Nonmetrototal ................ 737 799 8.6 3.6 49 16 49 62 08 42 170 46
Urbanized:
Adjacent toanSMSA ......... 78.1 833 176 3.2 21 10 42 52 0.6 33 73 41
Not adjacent to an SMSA . ... .. 776 810 83 4.1 24 12 4.1 5.7 0.7 3.3 6.8 4.7
Less urbanized:
Adjacenttoan SMSA .. ....... 732 797 86 34 56 15 5.1 66 09 46 67 42
Not adjacent toan SMSA . ... .. 704 775 9.5 3.7 67 20 54 6.8 10 46 170 53
Totally rural:
Adjacent toan SMSA . ........ 69.1 800 89 3.0 79 23 59 6.7 1.2 46 7.1 35
Not adjacent to an SMSA . ... .. 625 1752 100 42 125 23 6.2 6.4 1.2 59 176 6.1
Northeast,total .................. 793 853 173 3.0 04 0.1 3.5 30 08 48 87 39
MEIO . oottt e e it 795 853 13 3.0 02 0.1 3.3 29 09 48 8.8 3.8
Nonmetro ...........oveueunnn 778 840 78 3.7 1.6 02 47 39 07 3.5 75 4.6
North Central,total ............... 79.1 86,6 7.0 29 26 0.2 3.6 34 05 30 173 39
.Y (513 ¢ YA 819 869 64 29 07 0.1 3.1 34 05 30 74 3.8
Nonmetro ..........couveuvunnn 709 804 8.6 3.8 82 1.0 50 49 05 42 68 5.7
South,total .............. .. .... 78.1 843 1738 3.2 14 0.6 37 48 07 29 83 4.1
MetIo ... oo v v et een i 794 863 15 3.2 05 02 32 41 0.5 23 90 40
Nonmetro ..........c.cocecnnnnen 750 179.7 8.6 33 36 1.5 5.1 6.8 1.1 44 6.7 44
West,total . ..........ccivununnn 774 827 83 6.3 10 038 3.0 25 09 28 93 49
Metro .. ... v vveii e 782 830 8.1 6.4 04 06 28 24 0.9 28 95 49
Nonmetro ..........covueennnn 733 800 9.5 53 39 25 4.1 3.8 1.0 3.0 82 55

Source: App. table 19.

other retirements comprised 29 percent and public
assistance comprised only 13.4 percent of the poor’s
income (table 20). Relative to the income structure of
the metro poor, the income of the nonmetro poor was
composed of a slightly larger percentage of wages and
salaries and social security, and a substantially smaller
percentage of public assistance. Public assistance
accounted for 15.2 percent of the income of the metro
poor, but for only 10.6 percent of the nonmetro poor’s
income.
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Wages and salaries were least important as a source of
the poor’s income in the Northeast and most important
in the South. Social security was most important in the
North Central region, particularly in nonmetro counties.
As a share of the poor’s total income, public assistance
ranged from a high of 19.2 percent in the Northeast to a
low of 10.6 percent in the South (app. table 20).

Compared with the income of all people in poverty in
1969, that of the minority population in poverty
consisted of a larger ‘percentage of wages and salaries, a



Table 20—Sources of income of the low-income population in metro and nonmetro counties, by race, 1969

Earnines Social Public
ng security assistance
Item Negro Negro Negro
and and and
Total other Total other Total other
races races races
Percent of total income
US.total ......................... 49.5 57.6 290 16.0 134 219
Metrototal ...................... 48.2 54.0 28.3 159 15.2 255
Greatermetro .................. 443 47.8 284 15.3 189 321
Core .......c.cuiiiiiininnn. 432 46.8 275 15.2 21.0 332
Fringe ..................... 48.7 576 320 16.1 10;0 21.8
Mediummetro .................. 515 60.6 28.5 16.8 12.0 18.0
Lessermetro ................... 545 65.0 27.7 16.4 9.7 144
Nonmetrototal .................... 51.6 64.8 30.2 16.1 10.6 15.0
Urbanized:
Adjacenttoan SMSA ........... 50.6 64.2 31.2 16.5 10.0 14.8
Not adjacent toan SMSA . ....... 545 65.3 27.7 16.7 102 14.1
Less urbanized:
Adjacent toanSMSA .......... 51.1 64.9 308 159 10.6 149
Not adjacenttoan SMSA .. ....... 51.0 64.2 305 16.4 109 155
Totally rural:
Adjacent toan SMSA .. ......... 534 67.2 28.7 15.2 11.1 139
Not adjacent toan SMSA . ....... 519 64.9 29.6 14.6 11.2 16.8
Northeast,total ...................... 395 --- 330 --- 19.2 ---
Metro . ......... .. ... 38.6 --- 32.1 --- 21.1 ---
Nonmetro ....................... 438 --- 37.7 --- 99 ---
North Central,total ................... 44.1 --- 35.1 --- 119 ---
Metro . ........ ... . i 43.7 --- 33.1 --- 14.7 ---
Nonmetro ....................... 44.7 --- 379 --- 8.2 ---
South,total ........................ 57.1 65.5 25.4 16.1 10.6 14.3
Metro ............ciiiiiiinun.. 58.3 65.0 246 16.1 9.8 14.4
Nonmetro ................ 0o, 559 659 26.2 16.1 114 14.2
West,total ......................... 48.8 --- 249 --- 16.4 ---
Metro ......... ..., 48.1 --- 24.1 --- 17.7 ---
Nonmetro ....................... 50.7 --- 27.1 --- 12.8 ---

Source: App. table 20.

substantially smaller percentage of social security, and a
much higher percentage of public assistance. Almost 60
percent of the income of the minority population in
poverty came from wages and salaries, about 20 percent
came from public assistance, and only 16 percent came
from social security. In nonmetro areas, almost
two-thirds of the income of poor minorities came from
wages and salaries, while income from social security
plus public assistance comprised less than one-third. In
contrast, the income of poor minorities in metro areas
was comprised of over 40 percent social security and
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public assistance.

For the whole United States, only 21.5 percent of all
poor families reported income from public assistance in
1969 (fig. 26). The metro figure was 23.3 percent, and
the nonmetro figure, 18.9 percent. There was little
variation in this figure among county residence types.
The percentage of low-income families reporting public
assistance income ranged from 25.9 percent in the
Northeast to 18.6 percent in the North Central region
(app. table 20). The largest variation in this figure
occurred between the total and minority population
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Percent of Families with Incomes Below the Low-Income Level
Reporting Public Assistance in Metro and Nonmetro Counties by Race, 1969%*
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groups: it accounted for 34.3 percent of the income of
the minority population in poverty, compared with 21.5
percent for the total population in poverty.

Poor families accounted for only 43.1 percent of all
families reporting public assistance in 1969 (table 21).
Differences in the percentage of poor families reporting
public assistance income depend upon differences in
family types as they relate to public assistance program
requirements. These differences also stem from (1)
differences in the amount of the public assistance
reported, as it relates to monthly payment levels, and (2)
differences in public assistance income cutoffs relative to
the national poverty threshold.

Public assistance in 1969 was, no doubt, strongly
weighted toward Aid-to-Families with Dependent
Children (AFDC) payments. Benefits from the AFDC
program accrued largely to low-income families with
female heads, thus explaining a large share of
metro-nonmetro  differences and population-group
differences in public assistance income (fig. 27). For
instance, low-income female-headed families comprised
39.8 percent of all metro low-income families. The
nonmetro figure was 23.2 percent. For the entire

minority population, it was 47.4 percent, in contrast to
32.9 percent for the total U.S. population.

Since public assistance payment levels and cutoffs
are, in general, higher in metro than in nonmetro
counties and higher in the non-South than in the South,
it is not surprising that poor families comprised smaller
percentages of those reporting public assistance in metro
areas and in the non-South. While slightly over one-third
of metro families reporting public assistance remained in
poverty, in nonmetro counties, more than one-half of
such families, (after counting the public assistance
income) had total income below the poverty threshold.
For the most rural nonmetro county groups this figure
was nearly 60 percent.

Regionally, the percentage of families reporting
public assistance income that remained in poverty
ranged from 33 percent in the West to 55.1 percent in
the South (table 22). In the nonmetro South, over 60
percent of the families reporting public assistance had
incomes below the poverty level.

Table 21—Families reporting public assistance income in metro and nonmetro counties, by race, 1969

Families reporting public All families with income below
assistance income low-income level
. Percent reporting
Percent with . .
Item Number low income Number pubh.c assistance
income
Negro Negro Negro
and and Negro and and
Total other Total other Total other races Total other
races races races
US.total ........ ... ... ... 2,719,074 902,201 43.1 58.5 5,462,216 1,540,702 21.5 343
Metrototal ....................... 1,906,623 671,119 38.9 54.0 3,190,734 1,000,096 23.3 36.2
Greater ...............iiiiia... 1,166,434 450,007 37.0 51.2 1,621,112 565,304 26.7 40.7
Core ...t 986,472 414,692 38.9 51.4 1,299,058 512,223 29.5 41.6
Fringe ....................... 179,962 35,315 27.0 479 322,054 53,081 15.1 319
Medium ........................ 537,262 165,317 41.3 58.9 1,075,783 310,577 20.6 313
Lesser ......cuuiiiiiiniiiiia, 202,927 55,795 434 62.1 493,839 124,215 17.8 279
Nonmetro total . ................... 812,451 231,082 529 71.8 2,271,482 540,606 189 30.7
Urbanized:
Adjacent toan SMSA  ........... 157,791 35,244 44 4 66.6 394,537 81,874 17.7 28.6
Not adjacent to an SMSA ........ 100931 31,143 495 70.4 264,316 75,120 18.9 29.2
Less urbanized:
Adjacent toan SMSA  ........... 203,483 65,393 53.6 71.7 578,237 154,853 189 30.3
Not adjacent toan SMSA ........ 222,168 63,146 55.8 74.0 639,886 147,116 194 31.8
Totally rural:
Adjacent toan SMSA  ........... 44203 13,997 59.5 74.2 133,373 34,358 19.7 30.2
Not adjacent to an SMSA ....... - 83,875 22,159 599 74.3 261,133 47,285 19.2 348

Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Table 22—Families reporting public assistance income, by region, 1969

Families reporting public
assistance income

All families with income
below low income level

ltem With i{lcomes below Percent
€ low income level reporting
Total Percent of all Number public
Number reporting pub- a§sistance

lic assistance Income
US.total ... ...t 2,719,074 1,171,742 43.1 5,462,216 215
Negro and otherraces .............. 902,201 528,098 58.5 1,540,702 34.3
Metrototal . .................... 1,906,623 742,171 38.9 3,190,734 233
Negro and otherraces ............ 671,119 362,236 54.0 1,000,096 36.2
Nonmetrototal .................. 812,451 429,571 52.9 2,271,482 18.9
Negro and otherraces ........... 231,082 165,862 71.8 540,606 30.7
Northeast, total .................... 663,957 242,309 36.5 935,906 259
Metro ........ ... 597,468 217,896 36.5 782,804 27.8
Nonmetro .. ............0cuuu.. 66,489 24413 36.7 153,102 15.7
North Central, totali ................. 534,489 217,559 40.7 1,171,102 18.6
Metro ... 378,591 153,526 40.6 657,810 23.3
Nonmetro ...........cocuuuun.. 155,898 64,033 41.1 513,292 12.5
South,total ....................... 951,175 523,926 55.1 2,581,333 20.3
Negro and otherraces .............. 422,294 284,184 67.3 974,221 29.2
Metrototal ..................... 466,432 225,279 48.3 1,190,488 18.9
Negro and otherraces . .......... 222,624 137,556 61.8 486,507 28.3
Nonmetrototal . ................. 484,743 298,647 61.6 1,390,845 21.5
Negro and otherraces . .......... 199,670 146,628 73.4 487,714 30.1
West,total ............. ... ... ..., 569,453 187,948 33.0 773,875 24.3
Metro ... .i ittt i 464,132 145,470 31.3 559,632 26.0
Nonmetro 105,321 42,478 40.3 214,243 19.8

Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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REVIEW OF MAJOR FINDINGS

1. In 1970, about 73 percent of the U.S. population
lived in metro areas; over 40 percent lived in metro areas
of 1 million people or more. For the minority
population, these percentages were even higher, with
48.8 percent of all minorities living in metro areas of 1

| million or more people. During the 1960’s, the population
growth rate in metro areas was 17 percent in contrast to

“only 4.4 percent in nonmetro areas. The minority
population grew by over one-third in metro areas and
declined by 4.6 percent in nonmetro areas.

2. Total population growth during the 1960’
ranged from a high of 33.5 percent in the fringe
(suburban) counties of greater metro areas to a loss of
4.4 percent in totally rural nonmetro counties not
adjacent to an SMSA.

3. The population growth rate in nonmetro areas of
4.4 percent resulted from a natural increase of slightly
over 10{percent, offsetting losses from net outmigration
of 5.6 percent. Despite net outmigration, nonmetro
areas retained population better than in the 19507,
when net outmigration totaled 13.0 percent.

4. Metro-nonmetro differences in age and sex
structure, fertility, dependency, and educational
attainment are both determinants and consequences of
recent and historical patterns of population change.
Moreover, they will undoubtedly affect future growth
and retention of population as well. In 1970, the ratio of
males to females was somewhat higher in nonmetro than
in metro areas, and the highest male-female ratio was in
totally rural nonmetro counties—98.6 males per 100
females in contrast to 94.1 males per 100 females in
metro counties. Between 1960 and 1970, the ratio of
males to females declined in all county groups, as did the
difference in sex ratios between metro and nonmetro
areas. The decline in this ratio as well as the leveling of
metro-nonmetro differences are thought to be associated
with the growing disparity in length of life between
males and females, the changing sex balance of
international immigration, and, to a lesser extent, to war
losses. Reduction of the sex ratio in rural areas is related
to these factors as well as to the decline of employment
in male-oriented industries such as agriculture and
mining .

5. Although the 1970 median age of the nonmetro
population (28.3 years) was only slightly higher than
that of the metro population (28 years), much larger
differences in median age were apparent within the
metro .and nonmetro county groups. Within the
metropolitan category, residents of core counties had a
median age of 29.3 years—1.3 years older than the
median age of all metro residents taken together. Among
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nonmetro counties, more urbanized areas had much
younger populations than did the more rural-oriented
areas.

6. Despite heavy outmigration of young adults in
many nonmetro counties, particularly in the more rural
nonmetro counties, such areas continue to experience
high fertility. In 1970, the number of children ever born
per 1,000 ever-married women, 35 to 44 years old, was
over 3,500 in totally rural counties—72 percent above
the approximately 2,120 children required for the popu-
lation to replace itself. This compares with excesses
above the replacement requirement of 43 percent in
metro counties, and 60 percent in all nonmetro counties
taken together.

7. Higher recent fertility rates and higher median
ages in nonmetro and rural counties are also suggested
by the higher dependency ratios in more rural counties
(population under 18 and 65 and older divided by the
population 18 to 64 years). This ratio was 77.1 in metro
counties, 85.5 in nonmetro counties, and 95.6 in totally
rural nonmetro counties not adjacent to a metropolitan
area. Hence, this crude measure of the dependency
burden of the economically active population in rural
counties was substantially in excess of that in the more
urban-oriented areas.

8. Between 1965 and 1970, 40 percent of
Americans changed homes. Although the majority were
local movers, 17 percent moved into different counties,
and 8.6 percent migrated across State lines. Overall,
there was little difference in mobility between metro
(40.8 percent movers) and nonmetro counties (39.1
percent Within the sector,
however, substantial differences emerge. With regard to
geographic mobility, the more urbanized nonmetro
counties were more similar to metro areas than to totally
rural or less urbanized nonmetro counties. In fact, the
rate of inmigration in urbanized nonmetro counties not
adjacent to a metro area was the highest of any county
type. Twenty-one percent of the residents of these
counties lived in other counties prior to the 1970
Census, and almost half of these people lived in other
States (11 percent of the total). In contrast, totally rural
counties had only 15.2 percent intercounty movers and
6.1 percent interstate migrants.

movers). nonmetro

9. Only slight variations in family structure, as
denoted by the incidence of husband-wife families and
the percentage of children under 18 years old living with
both parents, existed across the county groups.
However, unstable family characteristics were far more
prevalent among the minority population than among
the total population. While 14 percent of all US.



families were not husband-wife families, among the
minority population this figure was 30.8 percent.
Among racial minorities in metro counties, such families
comprised 31.2 percent of all families. The percentage of
persons under 18 years old not living with both parents
was over twice as high for minorities (40.8 percent) as
for the total youth population (17.3 percent).

10. Median years of school completed by persons 25
years of age or older was higher in metro than in
nonmetro counties (12.2 years vs. 11.2 years).
Educational attainment has increased in the United
States in recent years, and hence lower educational
attainment of the rural population is accounted for, at
least in part, by its age structure, i.e., its older
population attended school in earlier times of lower
overall educational attainment.|For the adult population
in totally rural counties in 1970, median school years
completed was 2 years below the national figure of 12.1
years, and nonmetro minorities had a median of 8 years,

with only 20 percent completing high school.

11. Differences in educational attainment between
metro and nonmetro populations are partly associated
with differences in age composition. However, school
enrollment data suggest that the current school-age
population in nonmetro areas will follow the pattern set
by their adult counterparts and attain lower levels of
education than will the residents of metro areas. In
1970, slightly more than 10 percent of all 16- to 17-ycar
olds in the United States were not enrolled in school.
This figure was 9.5 percent in metro areas and 13.6
percent in nonmetro areas. For minorities, it was 15.5
percent, and for minorities in nonmetro areas, it was 18
percent.

12. During the 1960s, the U.S. labor force
(including the Armed Forces) grew by 13 million persons
or by 18.6.percent. This is 5.5 percentage points more
than the growth rate of the U.S. population. While some
of this growth resulted from increases in the population
14 years of age and older, a large share stemmed from
increased participation of females. Whereas the growth
in the numbers of males in the labor force totaled 9.7
percent, growth among females totaled 37.5 percent.

13. The 1960-70 growth in the labor force was lower
for males than for females despite the fact that the
number ‘of males aged 14 years and older grew by 16.6
percent.” This lower growth was accounted for by a
decline in the labor force participation rate of men
(from 77.4 to 72.9 percent). The large growth in the
female labor force resulted from large population
increases (20 percent) and from increased participation
(34.5 percent to 39.6 percent).
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14. While the male labor force in nonmetro counties
grew by only 1 percent, the female labor force grew by
one-third. Labor force growth was greatest (44 percent)
in the fringe counties of greater metro areas and least
(—0.4 percent) in totally rural nonmetro counties not
adjacent to an SMSA. In totally rural nonmetro
counties, the male labor force declined by 12.9 percent.
But, during the same period, the female labor force
increased by 27.8 percent.

15. Nonmetro areas will likely need 2.3 million more
jobs for males alone during the 1970’ if migration to
metro areas is to be halted. This compares with an actual
increase of nonmetro male employment during the
1960’s of only 139,000 jobs. Nonmetro areas must do
better than they have recently in creating employment if
the current metro-nonmetro population distribution is
to be maintained.

16. As suggested by labor force growth rates,
employment growth in the 1960’s was higher in metro
areas than in nonmetro areas. Over 84.1 percent (10.7
million jobs) of the employment growth occurred in
metro areas. Employment growth in metro areas (22.7
percent) was almost twice that of nonmetro counties
(11.4 percent).. And, among the more rural county
groups, employment growth was far below the U.S.
average. In the most rural county group, the number of
jobs was stable. The lower nonmetro growth in total
employment stemmed from the inability of nonmetro
areas to attract enough new employment to offset heavy
losses in their extractive industries (agriculture, mining,
forestry, and fisheries). From 1960 to 1970, the U.S.
loss of employment in extractive industries totaled 1.7
million jobs, representing a reduction of one-third.
Almost 80 percent of this employment loss occurred in
nonmetro areas (1.35 million jobs), with such losses
being substantial in all nonmetro county groups.

17. Nonmetro counties made significant employment
gains industries, particularly
manufacturing employment. Manufacturing employment

in  nonextractive in
grew 22.3 percent in nonmetro areas during the 1960’,
compared with only 3.7 percent in metro areas. Almost
two-thirds of the 1.4 million new manufacturing jobs
were in nonmetro areas. But, in contrast to their lead in
manufacturing employment growth, nonmetro counties
lagged behind metro counties in the growth rate of
employment in service industries. Service employment in
nonmetro areas grew by 28.6 percent during the 1960’,
in contrast to 40 percent in metro areas. Of the 6.2
million new jobs in service industries, only 1.2 million
jobs were in nonmetro areas.



18. Differences in incomes and poverty levels
between metro and nonmetro counties result from
differences in population characteristics, such as age and
educational attainment, as well as from differences in
the type and availability of employment opportunities.
They are also associated with differences in payment
levels of, and participation in, income transfer programs
such as social security and public assistance. In 1969,
median family income in nonmetro counties was
$7,615-20 percent lower than the U.S. average of
$9,590, and 27 percent lower than the metro figure of
$10,406. Among county residence groups, median
family income ranged from $11,990 in the fringe
counties of greater metro areas to a low of $6,142 in the
most rural nonmetro counties. The incidence of people
living in households with 1969 incomes below the
poverty threshold was 20.2 percent in nonmetro
counties, in contrast to 11.3 percent in metro counties.
Incidence of poverty in totally rural counties was twice
the U.S. average of 13.7 percent and over four times that
in the fringe counties of greater metro areas. Over
one-third of all minorities were in poverty in 1969, with
the incidence of poverty among minorities much higher
than among the total population in all county residence
groups.

19. In metro areas in 1969, families in poverty were
more likely to have a female head, while in nonmetro
areas, such families were more likely to have an
employed male head. The incidence of poverty among
 families with employed male heads was 8.5 percent in
nonmetro areas, compared with 3.4 percent in metro
areas. Among minorities, this figure was 14 percent at
the U.S. level, 9.6 percent in metro areas, and 31.7
percent in nonmetro areas.

20. Wages and salaries comprised 78.6 percent of
total income of all US.

families and unrelated
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individuals in 1969. Wages and salaries in nonmetro areas
were slightly less important as a source of income than
in metro areas and least important in the most rural of
nonmetro counties, where they comprised only 62.5
of total On the other hand,
self-employment income (both nonfarm and farm) was

percent income.
more important in nonmetro than in metro counties and
most important in the most rural nonmetro counties.
Social security income was also higher as a percentage of
total income in nonmetro than in metro counties. The
same was true of public assistance income. The greater
importance of social security and public assistance in
nonmetro areas and the more rural counties is a
consequence of the age and income composition of these
counties.

21. Wages and salaries formed 49.5 percent of the
income of the poor in 1969. Social security and other
retirements comprised 29 percent and public assistance
comprised only 13.4 percent of the poor’s income.
Relative to the income structure of the metro poor, the
income of the nonmetro poor was composed of a
slightly larger percentage of wages and salaries and social
security and a substantially smaller percentage of public
assistance. Whereas 15.2 percent of the metro poor’s
income came from public assistance, it represented only
10.6 percent of the nonmetro poor’s income.

22. For the United States, only 21.5 percent of all
poor families reported income from public assistance in
1969. This figure was 23.3 percent in metro counties
and 18.9 percent in nonmetro counties. Poor families
accounted for only 43.1 percent of all families reporting
public assistance in 1969. These families reporting public
assistance, but remaining in poverty, totaled 38.9
percent in metro areas and 52.9 percent in nonmetro
areas. This metro-nonmetro difference is due, in part, to
lower payment levels in nonmetro areas.



CONCLUSIONS

Poverty, low educational attainment, lack of job
opportunities, and other socioeconomic problems are
not restricted to central city slums, nor are they
restricted to isolated rural areas. Similarly, growth and
vitality are not limited to large metropolitan areas.
Rather, there are depressed areas as well as areas of great
potential in both the metropolitan and nonmetropolitan
sectors of the United States.

The structure of a community’s population is
associated with the community’s current social and
economic Well-being and with its potential as a place in
which  to live. Intercounty variation basic
demographic structures, in labor force participation rates
and composition, in occupational structures, and in
income and sources of income, demonstrate that
“well-being” declines regularly as one moves from the
most urban to the most rural parts of our country. The
population of totally rural areas has a relatively low level
of current socioeconomic status.

There is a high degree of interconnectedness between
a  population’s demographic and socioeconomic
composition. Areas that have experienced prolonged net
outmigration tend to have populations with distorted
age structures and low levels of educational attainment
and labor force participation. Moreover, they are likely
to have comparatively stagnant. nonagricultural eco-
nomies, characterized by low-skill and low-wage jobs.

n

The above characteristics accurately describe many of
the rural and less urbanized parts of America, but the
same cannot be said of nonmetropolitan areas that have
substantial urban populations. The populations of these
areas compare quite favorably with those of metropolitan
areas in terms of age structure, school enrollment,
income, and labor force participation. They also tend to
be substantially better off than persons in the more rural
segments of America.

The socioeconomic status of the minority population
is particularly depressed in the most rural settings of the
United States. Regardless of place of residence, however,
there are substantial differences between the
characteristics of the total population and the minority
population.

Differences continue to persist between the
socioeconomic characteristics of metro and nonmetro
populations. Regardless of whether one is concerned
with basic demographic information such as age
composition or fertility, or whether one is concerned
with- indicators of social status such as incomé,
education, or occupation, substantial differences are
evident among the residence categories analyzed in this
research. Hence, geographic variation is a fundamental
issue which must be considered in future research and in
the development of public policy.
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Appendix table 1--Distribution and percentage change of population, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1960-70

: : Metropolitan Nonmetropolitan
Item ' Total Greater f . . Urbanized Less urbanized | Totally rural
Total * Medium ' Lesser @ Total | - — - — - —
Total Core Fringe : ; : ; Adjacent; ?::::t ; AdjacengéA:::::t_;Adjacent; g::::t
United States: H
Counties (NO.)eeeooos: 3,097 612 175 48 127 258 179 2,485 191 137 564 721 246 626
Population-- :
1970 (Thous.)......: 203,212.9 147,996.3 84,464.8 59,168.5 25,296.3 46,078.2 17,453.3 55,216.5 13,966.8 7,644.3 13,307.4 13,598.0 2,325.4 4,374.7
1960 (Thous.)......: 179,306.1 126,443.0 72,090.8 53,156.5 18,934.3 39,222.3 15,130.0 52,863.1 12,435.0 7,087.5 12,788.2 13,660.8 2,315.4 4,576.0
Change (Thous.)....: 23,889.8 21,504.9 12,362,8 6,010.5 6,352.2 6,854.7 2,323.5 2,348.8 1,531.5 555.8 518.1 -64.3 9.8 -202.0
Change (Pct.).....e: 13.3 17.0 17.1 11.3 33.5 17.5 15.4 4.4 12.3 7.8 4.1 -.5 4 =4.4
Negro & other races:
Population-- :
1970 (Thous.)......: 25,105.7 19,275.7 12,259.1 10,877.8 1,381.3 5,242.1 1,774.5 5,830.0 1,084.8 875.1 1,600.5 1,469.7 348.6 451.3
1960 (Thous.)......: 20,468.4 14,356.7 8,497.7 7,591.4 906.3 4,298.8 1,560.2 6,111.7 1,017.9 891.1 1,715.8 1,616.3 380.4  490.3
Change (Thous.)....: 4,637.3 4,919.0 3,716.4 3,286.4 475.0 943.3 214.3  -281.7 66.9 -16.0 -115.3  -146.5 -31.8 -39.0
Change (Pct.)......: 22.7 34.3 44 43.3 52.4 21.9 13.7 -4.6 6.2 -1.8 -6.7 -9.1 -8.4 -8.0
Northeast: :
Counties (No.)...euos: 217 100 38 16 22 49 13 117 39 8 31 22 55 12
Population-- :
1970 (Thous.)......: 49,044.4 42,419.7 28,160.0 18,539.2 9,620.8 12,245.7 2,014.3 6,624.7 3,854.7 608.4 1,197.4 754.2 67.0 143.0
1960 (Thous.)......: 44,677.8 38,569.7 25,857.2 17,992.7 7,864.5 10,891.0 1,821.5 6,108.7 3,464.0 591.1 1,130.1 732.9 61.7 128.4
Change (Thous.). : 4,366.6 3,850.0 2,302.8 546.5 1,756.3 1,354.7 192.8 516.6 390.7 17.3 67.3 21.3 5.3 14.6
Change (Pct.)......: 9.8 10.0 8.9 30.4 22.3 12.4 10.6 8.5 11.3 2.9 6.0 2.9 8.6 11.4
North Central: :
Counties (No.).eeeuvost 1,055 178 62 12 50 63 53 877 57 42 195 264 54 265
Population-- :
1970 (Thous.)......: 56,566.4  38,955.5 23,730.5 16,380.0 7,350.5 10,024.7 5,200.2 17,610.9 4,027.4 2,049.8 4,539.6 4,733.5 576.6 1,684.1
1960 (Thous.)......: 51,619.1 34,494.1 20,996.5 15,548.2 5,448.2 8,886.6 4,611.1 17,125.0 3,655.3 1,881.2 4,389.5 4,802.5 577.8 1,818.7
Change (Thous.)....: 4,947.3 4,461.4 2,734.0 831.8 1,902.3 1,138.1 589.1 485.9 372.1 168.6 150.1 -69.0 -1.2 -134.6
Change (Pct.)......t 9.6 12.9 13.0 5.3 34.9 12.8 12.8 2.8 10.2 9.0 3.4 -1.4 -2 -7.4
South: :
Counties (No.).eeoess: 1,387 270 52 9 43 126 92 1,117 69 57 298 314 156 223
Population-- :
1970 (Thous.)......: 62,793.3 28,716.8 13,785.5 8,213.0 5,572.6 17,251.2 7,680.2 24,076.5 4,281.1. 3,312.8 6,696.3 6,302.4 1,514.1 1,969.8
1960 (Thous.)......: 54,956.1 31,618.2 10,449.2 6,788.3 3,710.9 14,447.5 6,671.5 23,337.9 3,790.3 3,059.0 6,517.0 6,403.1 1,517.3 2,051.3
Change (Thous.)....: 7,820.2 7,085.8 3,272.9 1,424.0 1,849.0 2,803.7 1,009.3 734.4 490.3 253.2 177.6 -101.3 -3.3 -82.1
Change (Pct.)......t 14.2 22.4 31.1 21.0 49.7 19.4 15.1 3.1 12.9 8.3 2.7 -1.6 =2 -4.0
Negro & other races:
Population-- :
1970 (Thous.)......: 12,293.8 7,404.0 2,894.5 2,375.8 518.7 3,170.6 1,338.9 4,889.8 805.1 698.7 1,481.8 1,236.5 339.1 328.5
1960 (Thous.)......: 11,486.8 6,199.6 2,145.5 1,792.7 352.8 2,812.4 1,241.7 5,287.2 798.5 731.5 1,612.5 1,394.3 371.7 378.7
Change (Thous.)....: 807.0 1,204.4 749.0 583.2 165.9 358.2 97.2 -397.4 6.6 -32.8 -130.7  -227.8 -32.6 -50.2
Change (Pct.)......: 7.0 19.4 34.9 32.5 47.0 12.7 7.8 -7.5 0.8 =-4.5 -8.1 -16.3 -8.8 -13.3
West: :
Counties (NO.)..eevost 438 64 23 11 12 20 21 374 26 30 40 121 31 126
Population-- :
1970 (Thous.)......: 34,808.8 27,904.3 18,788.8 16,036.3 2,752.4 6,556.6 2,559.0 6,904.4 1,803.6 1,673.4 874.0 1,807.9 167.6 577.8
1960 (Thous.)......: 28,054.4 21,752.7 14,738.4 12,830.8 1,907.6 4,998.0 2,026.3 6,291.6 1,521.1 1,556.4 751.0 1,723.1 158.7 577.6
Change (Thous.).... 6,755.7 6,143.7 4,053.1 3,208.3 844.7 1,558.3 532.7 611.9 278.3 116.8 123.0 84.6 9.0 -.1
Change (Pct.)......: 24.1 28.2 27.5 25.0 44.3 31.2 26.3 9.7 18.2 7.5. 16.4 4.9 5.7 .0

Source: Census of Population, 1960 and 1970.
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Appendix table 2--Components of population change, by metro and nommetro counties and region, 1950-60 and 1960-70

Components of population change

1960-70 . : 1950-60
County type and region Absolute : Comp?nents : Absolute : Comg?nents
change . Natural-increase, Net migration change . Natural increase’ Net migration
Number :Percent: Number :Percent: Number :Percent: Number :Percent: Number :Percent: Number :Percent
VoS, totaleeeveeeeceeraceoeeeness 23,843 13.3 20,841 11.6 3,001 1.7 27,624 18.2 25,364 16.7 2,261 1.5
Metro, total..eseescescsescesst 21,498 17.0 15,525 12.3 5,973 4,7 26,374 26.4 17,417 17.4 8,957 9.0
Greater metro..... ceserseesat 12,322 17.1 8,404 11.7 3,918 5.4 15,172 26.6 9,193 16.2 5,979 10.5
[0 3 - 5,986 11.3 5,717 10.8 269 .5 8,311 18.5 6,621 14.8 1,690 3.8
Fringe..ceeecevscessncnaast 6,336 33.4 2,687 14.2 3,649 19.3 6,861 56.8 2,572 21.3 4,289 35.5
Medium metro..eeessecsseoeess 6,850 17.5 5,085 13.0 1,765 4.5 8,306 26.9 5,853 18.9 2,453 7.9
Lesser metro..eeeececees veeel 2,325 15.4 2,035 13.4 290 1.9 2,895 23.7 2,370 19.4 525 4.3
Nonmetro, total...eeveeceennest 2,345 4.4 5,316 10.1 -2,972 -5.6 1,250 2.4 7,947 15.4 -6,696 -13.0
Urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 1,529 12.3 1,405 11.3 124 1.0 1,606 14.8 1,778 16.4 -173 -1.6
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 554 7.8. 923 13.0 -369 -5.2 969 15.8 1,172 19.2 =204 -3.3
Less urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA...... .t 518 4.0 1,186 9.3 -668 -5.2 -259 -2.0 1,828 14.0 .-2,087 -16.0
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: -66 -.5 1,255 9.2 -1,320 -9.7 -396 -2.8 2,131 15.2 -2,527 -18.0
Totally rural: ) :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 10 W4 191 8.2 -181 -7.8 -168 -6.8 333 13.4 =502 -20.2
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: -201 =4.4 357 7.8 -558 -12.2 =501 -9.9 704 13.9 -1,205 -23.7
Northeast, total....... ceeseseest 4,317 9.7 3,998 8.9 319 .7 5,200 13.2 4,872 12.3 328 .8
Metro, total.c.eseescncesnseest 3,803 9.9 3,499 9.1 303 .8 4,784 14.2 4,189 12.4 594 1.8
Greater metrO.eseeseosososss : 2,260 8.7 2,338 9.0 -78 -.3 3,266 14.5 2,800 12.4 466 2.1
COT@ieseesossnssnssnsnnnnsl 519 2.9 1,490 8.3 -971 =5.4 649 3.7 1,882 10.9 -1,232 -7.1
Fringe.veeeseeseonereneeast 1,740 22.1 848 10.8 892 11.4 2,617 49.9 918 17.5 1,698 32.4
Medium metro...... sevecsevesl 1,351 12.4 1,003 9.2 349 3.2 1,347 14.1 1,204 12.6 144 1.5
Lesser metro.eecessccescsssst 192 10.6 158 8.7 34 1.9 170 10.3 186 11.2 =15 -.9
Nonmetro, total...cecevss eevesl 514 8.4 .498 8.2 16 .2 4.6 7.3 683 12.0 =267 =4.7
Urbanized: : )
Adjacent to an SMSA...... ol 390 11.2 278 8.0 112 3.2 304 9.6 374 11.8 =70 -2.2
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 16 2.6 76 12.8 -60 -10.1 58 10.9 92 17.2 =34 -6.3
Less urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 67 6.0 80 7.1 -13 -1.2 43 4.0 118 10.8 =75 -6.9
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 21 2.9 53 7.2 -32 -4.3 12 1.6 81 11.3 -69 -9.6
Totally rural: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 5 8.6 3 5.6 2 3.0 1 1.4 5 9.0 -5 -7.6
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 15 11.4 8 6.3 7 5.1 -2 -1.5 13 9.8 -15 -11.3
Continued
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Appendix table 2--Components of population change, by metro and nonmetro counties and region, 1950-60 and 1960-70--Continued

Components of population change

1960-70 : 1950-60

Absolute Components Absolute Components

County type and region

change . Natural increasei Net migration i _change ' Natural incteasef Net migration

Number :Percent: Number :Percenti Number :Percent: Number :Percent: Number :Percent: Number :Percent

North Central, total..eeseesssse: 4,953 9.6 5,710 11.1 =757 -1.5 7,158 16.1 7,287 16.4 =129 -.3
Metro, total..ceesesccescccesss 4,466 13.0 4,343 12.6 122 4 6.547 23.4 5,118 18.3 1,429 5.1
Greater MEtYOeeiceeesoecsses: 2,738 13.0 2.620 12.5 118 .6 4,035 23.8 3,034 17.9 1,001 5.9
Coresessss ccsssasccvssses o 836 5.4 1,756 11.3 -920 -5.9 1,969 14.5 2,233 16.4 -263 -1.9
Fringe.ceececesscesscccsset 1,902 34.9 864 15.9 1,038 19.1 2,066 61.1 801 23.7 1,264 37.4
Medium metro.eecescoesscoesst 1,138 12.8 1,153 13.0 -14 -.2 1,783 25.1 1,408 19.8 376 5.3
LesSer MetYO...oeossosssccsst 589 12.8 571 12.4 18 .4 729 18.8 677 17.4 52 1.3
Nonmetro, total..cesececscccest 487 2.8 1,366 8.0 -879 =5.1 611 3.7 2,169 13.1 -1,558 -9.4
Urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 372 10.2 395 10.8 =23 -.6 505 16.0 496 15.7 9 .3
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 169 9.0 205 10.9 =37 -2.0 231 14.0 260 15.8 =29 -1.8
Less urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 150 3.4 309 7.0 -159 -3.6 168 4.0 493 11.7 -325 -7.7
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: -69 -1.4 338 7.0 =407 -8.5 -66 -1.4 628 12.9 -694 -14.3
Totally rural: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: -1 -.2 25 4.4 =27 -4.6 =33 =5.4 57 9.3 -90 -14.7
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: =134 =7.4 93 5.1 =227 -12.5 =194 -9.6 235 11.7 -428 -21.3
South, total..... cesesssne sevesel 7,822 14.2 7,232 13.2 590 1.1 7,403 15.6 9,186 19.3 -1,783 -3.8
Metro, total.ceceseesseessccess 7,087 22.4 4,606 14.6 2,481 7.8 8,003 33.9 5,169 21.9 2,834 12.0
Greater MetrO.seoeesssesesset 3,273 31.1 1,512 14.4 1,760 16.8 3,101 41.8 1,544 20.8 1,557 21.0
Coreeeececses cessssessssest 1,424 21.0 829 12.2 595 8.8 1,667 32.6 957 18.7 711 13.9
Fringe...eceesecceccesceses 1,849 49.6 683 18.3 1,166 31.3 1,433 62.6 587 25.6 846 36.9
Medium metro.ceeeccccecces et 2,804 19.4 2,073 14.4 730 5.0 3,436 31.2 2,438 22.1 997 9.1
Lesser metrosescececccccecse: 1,010 15.2 1,020 15.3 -9 -.1 1,466 28.2 1,187 22.8 280 5.4
Nonmetro, total.cecececccccsns? 735 3.2 2,627 11.3 -1,891 -8.1 -600 -2.5 4,017 16.8 -4,617 -19.3
Urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 490 12.9 511 13.5 =21 =-.5 518 15.8 652 19.9 -135 -4.1
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 253 8.3 421 13.7 =167 -5.5 315 11.5 549 19.9 =234 -8.5
Less urbanized: : :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 177 2.7 712 10.9 =534 -8.2 ~557 -7.9 1,109 15.7 -1,666 -23.5
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: -100 -1.6 ~657 10.3 -758 -11.8 ~hd4 -6.5 1,116 16.3 -1,560 -22.8
Totally rural: : '
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: -3 -.2 151 9.9 -154 -10.1 -133. -8.1 250 15.2 =383 -~-23.2
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: -82 -4.0 176 8.6 -258 -12.6 -298 -12.7 341 14.5 -639 -27.2

Continued
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Appendix table 2--Components of population change, by metro and nonmetro counties and region, 1950-60 and 1960-70--Continued

Components of population change

1960-70 s 1950-60
County type and region Absolute ngp?nenCs : Absolute : Comp?nents
change . Natural increase, Net migration | change . Natural increase . Net migration
Number :Percent: Number :Percent: Number :Percent: Number :Percent: Number :Percent: Number :Percent
West, total.eseescescescoesnscenst 6,751 24,1 3,902 13.9 2,850 10.2 7,863 39.0 4,019 19.9 3,844 19.0
Metro, total...eessescosnscenst 6,143 28.2 3,077 14.1 3,066 14.1 7,040 47.8 2,941 20.0 4,099 27.8
Greater metro..ceeceesss eeeet 4,052 27.5 1,934 13.1 2,117 14.4 4,770 47.9 1,815 18.2 2,955 29.6
(0703 o PP 4 3,207 25.0 1,642 12.8 1,565 12.2 4,025 45.7 1,550 17.6 2,475 28.1
Fringe..ceeeeseeceocnnsanst 845 44,3 292 15.3 552 29.0 745 64.1 266 22.8 480 41.3
Medium metro..cececesecsceses 1,558 31.2 856 17.1 702 14.0 1,740 53.4 804 24,7 936 28.7
LeSSer metrO..ceescescscensst 533 26.3 286 14.1 247 12.2 530 35.4 322 21.5 208 13.9
Nonmetro, total.eeeeceessceces? 608 9.7 825 13.1 =217 -3.4 823 15.0 1,078 19.7 =255 -4.7
Urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 277 18.2 221 14.5 56 3.7 280 22.4 257 20.6 23 1.8
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 117 7.5 222 14.2 -105 -6.8 365 30.6 272 22.8 93 7.8
Less urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 123 16.4 85 11.2 38 5.1 87 13.1 109 16.3 -21 -3.2
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 82 4.8 206 12.0 =124 -7.2 101 6.2 305 18.8 =203 -12.6
Totally rural: :
AdjJacent to an SMSA.......: 9 5.9 11 7.2 -2 -1.3 -3 -1.8 21 12.8 =24 -14.6
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 1 .1 80 13.9 -80 -13.8 -7 -1.2 115 .19.7 -122 -20.9

Source: Census of Population, 1960 and 1970.
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Appendix table 3--Sex ratio, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960

Metropolitan f Nonmetropolitan

Item Total

Total ® Greater ' Medi  Lesser ' Total ° Urbanized : Less urbanized : Totally rural
0ta% Total : Core : Fringe : edium ser ., a :Adjacent :Nonadjacent :Adjacent :Nonadjacent:Adjacent :Nonad jacent
: Ratio 1/

United States:
1970--

oo oo eofloe o0 es oo

Total sex ratio.....: 94.8 94.1 93.2 92.0 96.2 95.0 95.9 96.7 96.9 97.9 95.7 95.9 98.6 98.4
Aged sex ratio......: 72.3 69.6 68.6 68.0 70.5 70.8 71.8 78.6 74.8 74.6 77.9 79.8 87.1 87.8
1960-- : ’
Total sex ratio.....: 97.0 96.1 95.2 94.2 98.0 97.0 98.0 99.3 99.0 100.3 98.3 98.9 101.6 101.9
Aged sex ratio......: 82.1 78.8 77.5 77.2 78.7 80.5 81.2 89.2 84.1 85.7 88.2 91.5 98.1 98.8
Negro and other races:
1970-- H
Total sex ratio.....: 91.5 90.8 89.9 89.3 94.6 92.0 93.1 94.1 95.8 93.8 93.1 92.7 98.2 96.2
Aged sex ratio......: 79.9 79.0 78.5 78.3 80.4 80.8 76.4 82.1 80.0 81.1 79.7 83.8 87.7 88.0
1960-- :
Total sex ratio.....: 94.7 94.0 93.0 92.5 97.2 95.4 95.1 96.5 97.6 96.0 95.3 95.8 100.3 98.2
Aged sex ratio......: 89.2 87.6 86.8 86.3 90.9 90.6 83.8 91.9 89.5 91.5 89.7 94.0 97.3 94.6
Northeast: :
1970-- H
Total sex ratio.....: 92.4 91.9 91.3 89.6 94.5 93.4 92.5 95.8 95.5 97.7 95.9 95.5 96.0 97.8
Aged sex ratio......: 69.0 68.1 68.3 68.2 68.6 67.7 67.4 74 .4 73.9 71.6 76.5 74.9 78.6 77.5
1960-- H
Total sex ratio.....: 94.6 94.1 93.7 92.7 96.1 95.0 93.7 98.2 97.7 102.1 98.1 97.7 99.1 99.3
Aged sex ratio......: 78.5 77.7 77.7 78.3 76.2 77.8 77.2 82.9 82.1 80.0 85.3 84.1 84.5 85.3
North Central: H
1970-- B
Total sex ratio.....: 95.0 9.1 93.6 91.9 97.5 94.9 94.9 97.0 96.3 98.8 96.6 96.4 98.2 99.0
Aged sex ratio......: 73.1 69.8 69.3 68.1 73.2 71.3 69.2 78.5 72.7 72.3 77.2 80.0 90.1 89.4
1960-- B
Total sex ratio.....: 97.4 96.2 95.6 94.3 99.2 97.1 97.4 99.8 98.6 100.4 99.4 99.3 102.5 102.8
Aged sex ratio......: 83.9 80.4 79.6 78.8 82.9 82.8 79.3 89.4 82.8 83.6 88.1 91.6 99.7 100.3
South: H
1970-- :
Total sex ratio.....: 94.9 94.5 93.3 91.0 96.8 94.6 96.5 95.5 97.3 96.3 94.6 94.1 98.1 96.2
Aged sex ratio......: 93.4 70.6 69.8 70.0 69.4 70.1 72.9 77.1 74.1 71.3 77.1 77.1 84.5 84.4
1960-- :
Total sex ratio.....: 97.0 96.3 95.1 92.9 99.1 96.3 98.6 97.8 98.5 97.4 97.0 97.1 100.6 99.5
Aged sex ratio......: 82.7 78.5 76.9 77.5 75.4 78.2 81.7 87.6 82.9 82.6 87.0 88.1 96.3 95.1
Negro and other races:
1970-- :
Total sex ratio.....: 91.0 90.2 90.3 89.0 96.7 89.8 91.2 92.2 92.5 90.3 91.9 91.3 97.9 94.1
Aged sex ratio......: 77.0 74.9 75.6 74.9 79.1 74.8 73.9 79.4 74.6 76.5 78.9 80.6 86.7 86.0
1960-- :
Total sex ratio.....: 93.6 92.8 93.3 91.8 101.7 92.5 92.8 94.5 93.9 92.5 94.3 94.1 99.9 96.7
Aged sex ratio......: 86.3 83.3 82.0 80.0 90.9 85.0 81.5 89.2 85.0 86.9 88.7 90.2 96.6 92.8
West: H
1970-- :
Total sex ratio.....: 97.7 96.9 95.8 95.5 97.2 99.4 98.6 100.9 100.3 100.2 99.7 101.0 104.6 104.8
Aged sex ratio......: 74.7 70.8 67.2 66.4 73.4 79.9 78.9 90.3 84.5 87.0 91.7 93.8 103.1 99.6
1960-- :
Total sex ratio.....: 100.5 99.2 97.5 97.1 100.0 103.6 101.1 105.1 104.1 105.4 103.2 105.3 108.6 108.3
Aged sex ratio...... 84.3 79.2 74.7 73.7 84.6 91.8 89.6 104.5 97.4 99.4 104.7 110.9 115.0 113.5

v o0

1/ Number of males per 100 females.
Source: Census of Population, 1960 and 1970.
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Appendix table 4--Median age, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960

f Metropolitan i Nonmetropolitan
Item f‘Total f f Greater f f f Urbanized f Less urbanized f Totally rural
N . Total | - - . Medium  Lesser Total T Nonz X T Nonc . T TNons
H : ?9tal : Core : Fringe : : : : Adjacent: adjacent: Adjacent: adjacent: Adjacent: adjaceant
H Years
United States: H
1970 median age........: 28.1 28.0 28.7 29.3 27.4 27.3 26.6 28.3 27.2 25.9 29.0 29.4 29.9 31.0
1960 median age.......o: 29.5 29.9 31.0 31.7 28.9 28.6 27.6 28.3 28.3 26.7 28.9 28.7 28.5 29.0
Negro and other races: H
1970 median age........: 22.7 23.3 23.8 23.9 22.9 22.4 22.0 20.7 21.3 21.1 20.7 20.6 20.1 19.3
1960 median age........: 23.5 25.0 26.1 26.3 24.5 23.4 22.9 19.6 21.2 20.6 19.4 19.3 19.0 18.4
Northeast: :
1970 median age........: 30.0 30.2 30.6 31.2 29.3 29.5 29.8 29.0 29.1 25.7 29.5 30.0 30.7 29.4
1960 median age........: 32.3 32.6 32.8 33.6 31.0 32.1 32.5 30.6 31.0 26.5 31.2 31.0 31.6 30.8
North Central: H
1970 median age........: 27.8 27.2 27.7 28.5 26.1 26.5 26.2 29.2 27.0 25.7 29.8 30.7 33.5 34.0
1960 median age....ce.e: 29,7 29.4 30.1 31.0 27.5 28.2 28.1 30.4 29.1 28.2 31.1 31.0 33.3 32.0
South: :
1970 median age........: 27.3 27.0 27.7 28.8 26.3 26.8 26.1 27.9 26.4 26.0 28.5 28.9 28.5 30.3
1960 median age........: 27.2 27.5 29.3 30.6 26.9 27.0 26.0- 26.7 26.0 26.0 27.0 27.0 26.5 27.2
Negro and other races: H
1970 median age........: 21.8 22.5 22.9 23.1 22.0 22.3 22.0 20.6 21.0 20.7 20.5 20.5 20.1 19.8
1960 median age........: 21.6 23.5 24.5 25.0 22.2 23.2 22.4 19.4 20.2 20.0 19.3 19.1 19.0 18.7
West: :
1970 median age........: 27.4 27.5 28.2 28.4 27.4 25.8 26.2 27.0 25.6 26.3 28.9 27.7 31.7 27.0
1960 median age........: 28.7 29.2 30.3 30.6 28.2 26.4 27.8 26.9 26.4 26.5 28.4 27.1 30.2 25.7

Source: Census of Population, 1960 and 1970.
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Appendix table 5--Indicators of aging, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960

. Metropolitan . Nonmetropolitan
Item . Total f i Greater . : : : Urbanized . Less urbanized Totally rural
: ' Total - ’ Medium' Lesser. Total | - — - — - —
: ; Total ; Core ; Fringe; : ; ; Adjacent; ad?ZZent; Adjacent; adi::ent; Adjacent; adgzzent
United States:
1970-- :
Percent 65 years or older...: 10.1 9.3 9.4 10.2 7.5 9.0 9.5 11.5 10.3 9.5 12.1 12.3 12.7 13.5
Index of aging 1/...........: 28.8 27.2 28.0 31.5 20.6 25.9 27.3 32.8 29.8 27.5 34.3 35.1 35.8 38.1
1960-- :
Percent 65 years or older...: 9.0 8.6 8.8 9.3 7.2 8.3 8.6 10.1 9.5 8.5 10.7 10.4 10. 11.0
Index of aging....cevseveeae: 25.2 24.5 25.8 28.5 19.1 22.7 23,5 26.8 25.9 22.6 28.5 27.3 28.1 28.6
Negro and other races: :
1970-- :
Percent 65 years or older...: 6.9 6.3 5.9 5.9 5.6 6.9 7.4 9.0 7.7 8.4 9.6 9.8 9.2 8.7
Index of aging......ecveveee: 16.6 15.5 14.7 14.8 13.6 16.5 17.7 20.1 17.9 19.1 21.4 21.5 20.1 18.2
1960-- :
Percent 65 years or older...: 6.1 5.5 5.0 5.0 5.4 5.9 6.5 7.6 6.9 7.0 8.0 7.9 7.9 7.4
Index of aging...eeeveneeesa: 14.3 13.5 12.9 12.9 13.2 13.8 15.2 16.1 15.3 15.4 16.9 16.5 16.3 15.0
Northeast: :
1970-- :
Percent 65 years or older...: 10.6 10.5 10.4 11.3 8.7 10.4 11.5 11.5 11.5 9.4 11.8 12.2 12.9 12.8
Index of aging...e.oceveeeees 3204 32.1 32.4 36.9 24.8 31.2 34.3 33.9 34.4 26.6 34.6 3 37.7 6
1960-- :
Percent 65 years or older...: 9.9 9.7 10. 10.1 8.0 10.1 11.1 10.8 10.8 8.8 11.6 11.3 11.9 11.9
Index of aging...eoceeevee.a: 29.9 29.7 29.4 33.0 22.3 30.0 33.3 30.9 31.3 23.7 33.0 31.3 33.2 33.2
North Central: :
1970-- :
Percent 65 years or older...: 10.1 9.0 8.9 9.8 7.1 8.8 9.5 12.7 10.3 10.7 13.1 13.9 15.7 15.7
Index of aging...... cesesesa: 28.8 25.2 25.2 28.7 18.4 24.3 27.4 36.9 29.6 32.4 37.5 40.4 46.2 45.1
1960-- :
Percent 65 years or older...: 9.6 8.5 8.4 8.9 .0 8.4 9.4 11.7 10.2 10.3 12.4 12.2 13.8 12.8
Index of aging.......o000uaaz 26.7 23.7 23.8 26.2 17.8 22.6 26.0 32.5 28.3 29.0 34.6 33.5 38.7 34.8
South: :
1970-- :
Percent 65 years or older...: 9.6 8.8 8.8 10.4 6.4 8.7 9.1 11.0 9.6 9.2 11.5 11.7 11. 12.8
Index of aging...eeceeene ceet 27,6 25.2 25.5 31.4 17.5 24.7 26.0 31.3 27.8 26.3 32.5 33.3 32.2 36.5
1960-- :
Percent 65 years or older...: 8.2 7.4 7.8 8.7 6.0 7.2 -7.4 9.1 8.0 7.9 9.5 9.4 9.8 10.1
Index of aging......cceeuese: 21.6 20.2 21.8 25.8 15.4 19.3 19.6 23.3 21.1 20.5 24.3 23.9 24.4 25.5
Negro and other races: :
1970-- :
Percent 65 years or older...: 7.9 7.0 5.8 5.9 5.4 7.7 7.8 9.4 8.0 8.8 9.7 10.7 9.2 9.8
Index of aging..........00..: 18.4 16.7 14.1 14.4 12.8 18.2 18.5 20.8 18.4 19.7 21.5 22.2 20.1 21.0
1960-- :
Percent 65 years or older...: 6.8 6.1 5.1 5.0 5.9 6.5 6.7 7.7 7.0 7.3 8.0 8.0 7.9 7.9
Index of aging..............: 15.3 14.3 12.5 12.3 13.4 15.2 15.4 16.2 15.2 15.6 16.7 16.5 16.4 16.1
West: :
1970-- :
Percent 65 years or older...: 8.9 8.7 9.0 9.3 7.0 7.9 9.0 9.7 9.1 8.9 11.1 7.2 11.7 9.6
Index of aging...eevsenn. vee 25.9 25.6 27.1 28.6 19.4 22.0 25.5 26.7 25.4 24.7 30.8 27.8 33.7 24.8
1960-- :
Percent 65 years or nlder...: 8.4 8.4 8.4 9.1 6.7 7.0 8.7 8.5 10.3 7.4 10.0 8.8 10.5 8.5
Index of aging.....eeoeass et 2322 23.6 25.7 27.1 17.5 18.3 23.4 21.7 21.7 19.1 25.9 22.2 28.0 20.4

1/ Population 65 years or oider divided by population under 18 years of age. Source: Census of Population, 1960 and 1970.
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Appendix table 6--Children ever born per 1,000 ever-married women aged 25-34 and 35-44, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960

Metropolitan f Nonmetropolitan
Item P Total ' ; Greater : : ; : Urbanized Less : Totally
: ' rotal ' } Medium® Lesser® Total ° urbanized : rural
: ; oral € H : : Adja-: Nonad-: Adja-: Nonad-: Adja-:Nonad-

: Total H Core H Fringe: cent : jacent: cent : jacent: cent :jacent

United States: :
1970, children ever born per 1,000 women:
25-34 years oldeeeeecececesssessessesssnsed 2,376 2,299 2,232 2,221 2,255 2,376 2,429 2,596 2,504 2,493 2,638 2,654 2,732 2,743
35-44 years oldecceseesecscscnscsssssasess? 3,132 3,060 2,966 2,943 3,014 3,116 3,208 3,401 3,259 3,293 3,431 3,476 3,572 3,654
1960, children ever born per 1,000 women: :
25-34 years old..cecesescecscesoscosssessst 2,447 2,354 2,269 2,239 2,346 2,440 2,532 2,701 2,558 2,601 2,735 2,781 2,865 2,899
35-44 Years oldeecececeececeeasssacescesast 2,627 2,469 2,358 2,306 2,494 2,586 2,726 3,060 2,816 2,904 3,106 3,176 3,362 3,383
Negro and other races: :
1970, children ever born per 1,000 women: : -
25-34 years old.eceeccescseeccsssecesseessi 2,875 2,726 2,600 2,591 2,667 2,959 3,069 3,580 3,281 3,375 3,667 3,719 3,796 3,935
35-44 years Old.eeecesescscscosesscsccnsest 3,739 3,474 3,286 3,270 3,419 3,778 4,019 4,862 4,403 4,496 5,023 5,009 5,247 5,501
1960, children ever born per 1,000 women:
25-34 yeArs old..eeececescessossecasssases? 2,963 2,736 2,565 2,536 2,843 2,985 3,134 3,738 3,407 3,503 3,842 3,844 4,079 4,100
35-44 years olde.ceeesesssssccssecesessssst 3,067 2,663 2,411 2,359 2,910 3,009 3,310 4,318 3,802 3,828 4,509 4,464 4,767 4,805
Northeast: :
1970, children ever born per 1,000 women:
25-34 years Old..cceeceeeccaccscccesvenssst 2,269 2,230 2,176 2,151 2,223 2,323 2,436 2,525 2,465 2,620 2,572 2,659 2,420 2,679
35-44 years olde.ceesccesecsssccccccassssst 2,958 2,916 2,863 2,820 2,935 3,011 3,111 3,248 3,176 3,478 3,309 3,320 3,228 3,382
1960, children ever born per 1,000 women: :
25-34 years Oldeeccesosscsceccnnscsnnsesssd 2,219 2,178 2,126 2,077 2,228 2,270 2,382 2,498 2,424 2,653 2,556 2,601 2,499 2,676
3544 years old.eeeceeccesccccsscecssesnest 2,393 2,344 2,292 2,244 2,390 2,437 2,528 2,747 2,646 3,065 2,801 2,894 2,858 2,919
North Central: :
1970, children ever born per 1,000 women:
25-34 years Oldeecececeecsoscsssassascnssst 2,458 2,391 2,352 2,327 2,399 2,462 2,437 2,626 2,517 2,497 2,655 2,683 2,774 2,815
35-44 years old.eeeceecosceccnsscsescsesssl 3,278 3,201 3,157 3,133 3,206 3,268 3,279 3,464 3,335 3,314 3,459 3,547 3,562 3,717
1960, children ever born per 1,000 women: :
25-34 years Oldeceeecceccseessecesssssssset 2,522 2,451 2,393 2,352 2,498 2,540 2,540 2,691 2,581 2,554 2,683 2,767 2,778 2,897
35-44 years old.ececccccsscccccscssnnane ..: 2,675 2,545 2,460 2,396 2,637 2,665 2,726 2,971 2,803 2,818 2,954 3,064 3,076 3,258
South: :
1970, children ever born per 1,000 women: H
25-34 yeBrs Old.e.ececoscsccesssesonsensess 2,407 2,315 2,222 2,264 2,168 2,347 2,421 2,577 2,489 2,428 2,631 2,609 2,747 2,645
35-44 years Oldeecececescescosssessescesss? 3,161 3,041 2,938 2,937 2,940 3,066 3,176 3,374 3,192 3,212 3,430 3,427 3,605 3,535
1960, children ever born per 1,000 women: )
25-34 years Old.ecececscesoscoescsesseeesst 2,544 2,430 2,324 2,315 2,338 2,457 2,541 2,729 2,575 2,572 2,783 2,778 2,922 2,867
35-44 years Oldeceeececsccscssonssssseassst 2,822 2,567 2,388 2,301 2,539 2,611 2,781 3,209 2,921 2,938 3,269 3,297 3,538 3,508
Negro and other races: : .
1970, children ever born per 1,000 women: :
25-34 years old.ceesscesscssccssesessssssst 3,197 2,970 2,780 2,782 2,771 3,110 3,135 3,666 3,403 3,524 3,708 3,798 3,817 3,933
35-44 years Oldec.ecceesscscecesssssscessst 4,223 3,814 3,520 3,484 3,697 3,976 4,110 4,970 4,566 4,699 5,080 5,101 5,265 5,352
1960, children ever born per 1,000 women: :
25-34 years Old.cccesccecscsssccseesessasst 3,328 3,016 2,782 2,716 3,211 3,132 3,221 3,825 3,533 3,682 3,873 3,917 4,094 4,065
3544 years Oldecceeceeeccaccscsssssssssest 3,575 3,011 2,696 2,563 3,523 3,098 3,420 4,383 3,936 4,017 4,546 4,505 4,774 4,681
West: :
1970, children ever born per 1,000 women: H
25-34 years Old.cceeecossscsconnnonnesneeanss 2,326 2,249 2,169 2,171 2,161 2,413 2,431 2,658 2,588 2,571 2,688 2,735 2,600 2,885
35-44 years oldeceecscesscsscoccnnsssssesst 3,095 3,005 2,902 2,896 2,935 3,211 3,244 3,487 3,429 3,366 3,474 3,529 3,459 3,957
1960, children ever born per 1,000 women: : :
25-34 years Oldeceeececescesessssscnsnvesst 2,468 2,376 2,288 2,273 2,383 2,547 2,602 2,815 2,747 2,689 2,874 2,902 2,782 3,057
3544 years Oldeccesceescoscesnesssssesesst 2,561 2,436 2,311 2,286 2,465 2,713 2,732 3,056 2,987 2,883 3,059 3,151 2,998 3,473

Source: Census of Population, 1960 and 1970.
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Appendix table 7--Child-woman ratio 1/ in metro and nonmetro counties by race and region, 1970 and 1960

cressssesseeses: 692.9

f Metropolitan f Nonmetropolitan
Child-woman ratio f Total f . Greater ) ) f f Urbanized f Less urbanized f Totally rural
: * Total’ ' Medium' Lesser Total | X .
: : : : : : : : : : Non- : : Non- : ¢ Non-
: : Total . Core : Fringe= : :Adjacent:adjacent:Adjacent:adjacent:Adjacent:adjacent
Ratio
United States: :
1970 c0eecesnesnenenssss 520,46 506.7 495.2 486.3 516.2 520.9 526.1 562.2 542.2 535.0 574.4 573.1 602.6 596.0
1960..cc0vecnesesnsssss: 688.8 665.6 641.2 620.9 698.1 693.4 713.5 752.7 718.5 747.4 753.8 764.5 794.2 808.1
Negro and other races:
19700 c0eesncsensnnssesst 633.1 594.6 569.4 566.0 597.6 636.6 669.3 801.5 730.7 762.9 806.4 836.8 860.6 903.9
1960....0000uessavsssss: 855.5 782.7 731.5 726.1 781.9 862.9 885.1 1,086.6 973.5 1,026.7 1,101.5 1,127.6 1,186.5 1,214.4
Northeast: :
19700 cueieeeennnenennen: 9035 496.0 481.3 472.0 500.0 524.0 543.6  556.0 550.0 557.2  561.0  575.3  573.4  565.2
1960..cccecesensceseeess 619.6 607.8 591.2 566.1 648.4 641.9 650.2 702.8 681.6 787.8 704.7 725.9 705.9 746.8
North Central: :
1970 0 veesencesnsanaess: 539.6 530.7 526.9 514.5 554.4 541.5 527.0 562.6 540.5 521.7 574.9 574.0 601.6 606.0
1960.cecesessesansesesss 723.8 709.5 697.7 671.7 772.7 730.9 723.6 757.7- 728.0 742.6 751.6 770.9 777.4 820.2
South: :
1970 c0veeecnncnsnesesst 525.0 504.4 494.2 484.0 508.5 505.2 522.2 562.5 536.1 535.9 576.7 566.9 609.4 578.4
1960.c0cerencesnesesesss 712,0 686.4 655.2 629.3 702.1 695.1 718.9 752.2 725.3 730.6 760.7 752.7 808.4 776.4
Negro and other races:
1970.cesesessseseneesss: 692,3 630.0 592.7 585.1 628.7 649.3 677.2 811.2 743.9 790.0 814.3 844.0 863.1 858.7.
1960..cc0vuvesecesssses: 950.0 851.7 801.6 779.7 936.0 876.5 893.0 1,096.1 990.8 1,041.1 1,109.3 1,134.9 1,190.1 1,177.7
West: :
1970 ccvevecsencecnsssss 506.0 492.9 477.7 476.0 487.3  526.5 523.2 566.3 544.5 541.0 572.1 591.8 554.7 638.3
1960.... 667.9 639.0 631.7 687.4 732.3 728.4 790.4  762.8 771.6 781.5 807.6 751.5 897.3

1/ Population under 5 years of age divided by women 20-44 years of age.

Source:

Census of Population, 1960 and 1970.
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Appendix table 8--Dependency ratios in selected age groups, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and -1960

: Metropolitan f Nonmetropolitan
Item f Total f f Greater f f f f Urbanized i Less urbanizedf Totally rural
: Total, .Medium: Lesser= Total : Adja- : Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-

: Tota1= Core =Fr1nge: : cent : jacent: cent : jacent: cent : jacent

United States:
1970-- :
Total dependency ratio 1/.....: 79.5 77.1 75.7 74.5 78.6 78.7 79.3 86.5 81.0 79.2 89.5 89.8 93.3 95.6
Youth dependency ratio 2/...: 61.8 60.6 59.2 56.7 65.2 62.5 62.3 65.2 62.4 62.1 66.7 66.5 68.7 69.2
Aged dependency ratio 27....: 17.8 16.5 16.5 17.8 13.5 16.2 17.0 21.4 18.6 17.1 22.9 23.3 24.6 26.4
1960-- :
Total dependency ratio........: 81.5 77.7 74.9 72.7 81.3 8l.1 82.7 91.4 85.1 85.5 93.9 94.6 98.7 98.9
Youth dependency ratio......: 65.1 62.4 59.5 56.6 68.3 66.1 67.0 72.1 67.6 69.8 7
Aged dependency ratio.......: 16.4 15.3 15.3 16.1 13.0 15.0 15.8 19.3 17.5 15.8 20.8 20.3 21.7 22.0
Negro and other races: :
1970-- :
Total dependency ratio........: 94.9 89.3 85.6 85.3 88.4 95.7 97.7 116.1 102.8 108.9 119.2 122.3 122.0 130.8
Youth dependency ratio......: 8l.4 77.4 74.7 74.3 77.8 82.1 83.0 96.7 87.2 91.4 98.2 100.6 101.6 110.7
Aged dependency ratio.......: 13.5 12.0 10.9 11.0 10.6 13.5 14.7 19.4 15.6 17.5 21.0 21.7 20.4 20.1

1960-- :
Total dependency ratio........: 94.7 85.4 79.2 78.5 85.7 94,2 79.6 120.8 107.7 112.6 124.6 125.5 128.0 132.0
Youth dependency ratio......: 82.8 75.3 70.2 69.6 75.7 82.8 84.7 104.0 93.4 97.6 106.6 107.8 110.0 114.8
Aged dependency ratio.......: 11.9 10.1 9.0 8.9 10.0 11.5 12.9 16.8 14.3 15.0 18.0 17.8 18.0 17.2
Northeast: :
1970-- :
Total dependency ratio...... ..t 76.8 75.8 74.4 72.7 77.9 77.9 82.2 83.4 81.9 81.6 85.4 87.9 89.4 88.4

Youth dependency ratio......: 58.0 57.4 56.2 53.1 62.4 59.4 61.2 62.3 61.0 64 .4 63.4 65.0 64.9 64.2
Aged dependency ratio.......: 18.8 18.4 18.2 19.6 15.5 18.6 21.0 21.1 21.0 17.1 22.0 22.9 24.5 24.2
1960-- :
Total dependency ratio........: 75.0 73.5 71.2 68.4 78.1 78.0 80.1 84.9 82.6 85.2 88.0 89.5 91.1 91.1
Youth dependency ratio......: 57.7 56.7 55.1 51.4 63.8 60.0 60.1 64.9 63.0 68.9 66.2 68.2 68.4 68.4

Aged dependency ratio...... .t 17.3 16.8 16.2 17.0 14.2 18.0 20.0 20.0 19.7 16.3 21.8 21.4 22.7 22.7
North Central: :
1970-- :

Total dependency ratio........: 82.9 80.2 79.8 78.0 83.9 81.5 79.4 89.4 82.0 77.8 92.0 93.5 99.2 102.0

Youth dependency ratio......: 64.4 64.0 63.7 60.6 70.9 65.6 62.3 65.3 63.3 58.8 66.9 66.6 67.9 70.3

Aged dependency ratio.......: 18.5 16.2 16.1 17.4 13.0 15.9 17.1 24,1 18.7 19.0 25.1 26.9 31.4 31.7
1960-- :

Total dependency ratio........: 83.9 80.3 78.1 75.4 86.4 84.1 83.0 91.9 85.8 84.0 93.5 95.1 97.9 99.0

Youth dependency ratio......: 66.3 64.9 63.1 59.7 73.3 68.6 65.9 69.3 66.9 65.1 69.4 71.2 70.6 73.5

Aged dependency ratio.......: 17.7 15.4 15.0 15.6 13.0 15.5 17.1 22.5 18.9 18.9 24.0 23.9 27.3 25.6
South: :
1970-- :

Total dependency ratio........: 80.4 77.3 76.0 76.8 74.8 77.8 78.5 85.8 79.3 78.7 88.7 87.9 92.1 91.4

Youth dependency ratio......: 63.1 61.7 60.6 58.4 63.7 62.4 62.3 65.3 62.1 62.4 66.9 65.9 69.6 67.0

Aged dependency ratio.......: 17.4 15.6 15.4 18.4 11.1 15.4 16.2 20.5 17.2 16.4 21.8 21.9 22.5 24.4

Continued
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Appendix table 8--Dependency ratios in selected age groups, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960--Continued

f Metropolitan Nonmetropolitan
Item f Total f ) Greater i X . Urbanized f Less urbanizedf Totally rural
: : Total: Total® Co ‘Pri :Mediumﬁ Lesser= Total : Adja- : Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-
: ; otat, re ,f‘ringe, : cent jacent: cent : jacent: cent : jacent
South--continued :
1960-- :
Total dependency ratio........: 85.2 79.8 76.3 74.2 80.4 81.1 82.4 93.0 85.7 86.2 95.2 95.2 100.1 99.3
Youth dependency ratio......: 70.1 66.4 62.6 59.0 69.6 68.0 68.9 75.4 70.7 71.5 76.6 76.9 80.4 79.1
Aged dependency ratio.......: 15.1 13.4 13.7 15.2 10.8 13.1 13.5 17.6 14.9 14.7 18.6 18.4 19.6 20.2
Negro and other races: :
1970-- :
Total dependency ratio........: 104.1 95.2 88.5 87.8 91.9 99.6 100.1 119.2 107.3 114.8 121.0 124.6 122.5 128.8
Youth dependency ratio......: 87.9 81.6 77.6 76.8 81.5 84.2 84.5 98.7 90.7 95.9 99.6 102.0 101.9 106.5
Aged dependency ratio.......: 16.2 13.6 10.9 11.0 10.4 15.4 15.6 20.5 16.7 18.9 21.4 22.6 20.5 22.3
1960-- :
Total dependency ratio........: 106.7 94.0 85.7 83.4 98.5 97.6 101.0 123.8 113.7 117.1  126.2 127.6 128.5 131.8
Youth dependency ratio......: 92.5 82.2 76.2 74.3 86.9 84.7 87.5 106.6 98.7 101.3 108.1 109.5 110.4 113.5
Aged dependency ratio.......: 14,1 11.8 9.5 9.1 11.6 12.9 13.5 17.3 15.0 15.8 18.0 18.1 18.1 18.3
West: :
1970-- :
Total dependency ratio........: 76.5- 74.6 72.6 72.1 75.5 78.4 79.5 85.0 81.0 80.9 88.8 88.1 86.6 94,1
Youth dependency ratio......: 60.8 59.3 57.1 56.1 63.2 64.2 63.3 67.0 64.6 64.9 67.9 68.9 64.7 75.3
Aged dependency ratio.......: 15.7 15.2 15.5 16.0 12.3 14.1 16.2 17.9 16.4 16.0 20.9 19.2 21.8 18.7
1960-- :
Total dependency ratio........: 80.8 78.1 75.8 74.9 82.3 82.2 85.7 90.7 87.6 86.2 94.4 93.2 92.0 99.1
Youth dependency ratio......: 65.6 63.2 60.3 58.9 70.0 69.5 69.5 74.5 72.0 72.3 75.0 76.2 71.9 82.3
15.5 15.9 12.3 12.7 16.2 16.2 15.6 13.8 19.4 16.9 20.1 16.8

Aged dependency ratio.......: 15.2 14.9

Population 65 years old and older divided by population 18-64 years old x 100.

Source: Census of Population, 1960 and 1970.

1/ Population under 18 and 65 years old and older divided by population 18-64 years old x 100.
2/ Population under 18 years old divided by population 18-64 years old x 100.
3/



Appendix table 9--Residence of U.S. population 5 years prior to census, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960--Continued
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Appendix table 9--Residence of U.S. population 5 years prior to census, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960
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Appendix table 9--Residence of U.S. population 5 years prior to census, py metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960--Continued

Nonmetropolitan

Metropolitan

Totally
rural

Less
urbanized

Urbanized

Greater

Nonad-
jacent

Adja-
cent

.
:
.
:
B

Nonad-: : Nonad-
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Appendix table 9--Residence of U.S. population 5 years prior to census, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960--Continued

3 ) Metropolitan . Nonmetropolitan
Persons 5 years old : H H : : : : H Less H Totally
and o{der : Total o : Creater : : H H Urbanized H urbanized H rural
otal - Medium | Lesser | Total - a ——
: : ' Total © Core Fringe : : : :Adjacentz'Nonad-:Adjacent' Nonad- : Adja- : Nonad-
: H : H : : : H H : jacent: : jacent : cent : jacent
West: H
1970-- :
Total (ThouS.)...cccceeeesest 31,876 25,559 17,239 14,720 2,519 5,980 2,340 6,317 1,649 1,530 802 1,654 155 526
Percent who lived in-- :
Same houBSe€..ceceesvceocannst 44.1 43.5 43.6 43,5 44.4 43.4 42.9 46.8 43.7 44.7 46.8 49.3 50.9 53.0
Different house in U.S....: 47.8 48.1 48.0 48.1 48.0 47.8 49.0 46.6 49.2 47.9 46.6 44.7 43.2 41.2
Same COUNtY.eeceoesecsost 25.8 26.8 28.0 29.5 19.4 24.9 22.9 21.6 22.9 23.2 20.5 20.8 15.7 18.2
Different county........: 22.0 21.3 20.0 18.6 28.6 22.9 26.1 25.0 26.3 24.7 26.1 23.9 27.5 23.0
Same State...cceeeeenel 9.8 9.2 9.3 8.3 15.4 8.1 11.0 12.4 13.4 11.0 14.3 11.5 17.3 11.9
Different State.......: 12.2 12.1 10.7 10.3 13.2 14.8 15.1 12.6 12.9 13.7 11.8 12.4 10.2 11.1
Abroad or not reported....: 8.1 8.4 8.4 8.5 7.6 8.8 8.1 6.7 7.1 7.4 6.6 6.0 5.8 5.9
1960-- :
Total (ThousS.).ceceeeeeesesst 24,814 19,276 13,105 11,426 1,679 4,381 1,789 5,539 1,345 1,364 665 1,517 142 505
Percent who lived in-- :
Same house......eececeesest 39.6 38.2 38.3 38.1 39.8 37.3 39.9 44.3 41.2 39.2 46.6 47.2 52.4 52.3
Different house in U.S....: 56.5 57.3 57.2 57.2 57.3 58.1 56.6 53.4 56.2 57.8 51.5 51.2 45.8 46.3
Same coOunty...eeoeesesest 31.1 32.2 33.4 34.9 22.8 30.1 29.1 27.3 28.5 29.6 24.9 27.3 21.3 23.1
Different county..ccoo..: 25.4 25.1 23.8 22.3 34.5 28.0 27.5 26.1 27.7 28.2 26.6 23.9 24.5 23.2
Same State....eeoeeeost 10.1 9.5 9.2 7.6 20.1 9.5 11.7 12.1 13.4 10.7 13.9 11.3 14.6 11.9
Different State.......: 15.3 15.6 14.6 14.7 14.4 18.5 15.8 14.0 14.3 17.5 12,7 12.6 9.9 11.3
Abroad or not reported....: 3.9 4.4 4.5 4.7 3.0 4.5 3.5 2.3 2,7 3.0 1.9 1.6 1.9 1.4

Source: Census of Population, 1960 and 1970.
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Appendix table 10--Families by family type in metro and nonmetro counties, by race and region, 1970 and 1960

.
.

: Metropolitan Nonmetropolitan
Item f Total f f Greater f f . . Urbanized ! Less urbanized . Totally rural
: : Total; : : ; Medium; Lesser;_Total ; : Non- ; ¢ Non- ; t Non-
H : Total: Core : Fringe: H : :Adjacent:adjacent:Adjacent:adjacent:Adjacent:adjacent
: Percent .
United States: :
1970-- :
Not husband-wife.....: 14.0 14.5 15.2 17.2 10.4 13.6 13.3 12.8 12.6 13.0 12.8 12.9 13.0 12.2
Female head..e.sessee: 10.8 11,4 12.0 13.7 7.9 10.7 10.3 9.3 9.4 9.9 9.3 9.4 9.1 8.4
1960-- :
Not husband-wife.....: 12.2 12.4 12.9 14.3 8.9 11.9 11.6 11.5 11.3 11.3 ° 11.7 11.5 12.1 11.2
Negro and other races: :
1970-- :
Not husband-wife.....: 30.8 31.2 32.6 31.6 24.9 29.7 31.0 29.2 29.2 30.4 29.5 29.3 26.3 27.4
Female head.ceeeeee.st 25.9 26.6 27.2 28.0 20.7 25.0 26.3 23.6 24,2 25.0 23.8 23.7 20.5 21.2
1960-- :
Not husband-wife.....: 25.1 25,3 25.5 25.9 21.7 24,4 26.5 24.7 25.2 25.1 25.1 24.4 23.1 22.9
Northeast: :
1970--. :
Not husband-wife.....: 15.3 15.7 16.6 19.4 11.0 13.8 14.6 12.7 12.9 12.5 12.1 12.6 11.1 12.1
Female head.cevoeseeet 11,8 12,2 13.0 15.4 8.3 10.6 11.1 9.2 9.5 9.2 8.4 9.0 7.9 8.3
1960-- :
Not husband-wife.....: 13.4 13.7 14.1 16.0 9.6 12.8 13.6 11.8 12.3 10.8 11.1 11.9 10.7 11.1
North Central: :
1970-- :
Not husband-wife.....: 12.3 13.2 14.2 16.4 9.3 11.7 11.3 10.6 10.9 11.1 10.2 10.7 10.0 10.0
Female head....es....: 9.4 10.3 11.2 13.1 7.0 9.1 8.7 7.4 7.9 8.3 7.0 7.5 6.4 6.3
1960-- :
Not husband-wife.....: 10.7 11.2 12.0 13.5 7.8 9.7 10.0 9.7 9.7 9.9 9.5 9.9 9.7 9.4
South: :
1970-- :
Not husband-wife.....: 14.9 14.9 15.0 17.9 10.7 14.8 14.9 14.9 14.3 15.2 14.9 15.2 14.7 14.7
Female head..ecesseset 11.6 11.9 12.0 14.6 8.3 11.8 11.7 11.2 11.0 11.8 11.2 11.4 10.6 10.5
1960-- :
Not husband-wife.....: 13.2 13.0 13.0 15.0 9.2 13.1 12.8 13.4 12.8 13.5 13.6 13.6 13.6 13.4
Negro and other races:
1970-- :
Not husband-wife.....: 31.1 31.6 31.5 33.1 23.5 31.6 32.1 30.2 30.4 32.6 29.8 30.5 26.4 28.4
Female head.vcvesesest 25.9 26.8 26.7 28.2 19.0 26.7 27.2 24,5 25.3 26.9 24.1 24.8 20.7 22.1
1960-- :
Not husband-wife.....: 25.8 26.2 25.2 25.9 21.7 26.4 27.6 25.3 26.3 26.7 25.4 25.0 23.1 23.1
West: :
1970-- :
Not husband-wife.....: 13.2 13.8 14.3 15.0 10.3 13.0 11.5 10.9 11.3 11.2 11.2 10.5 9.6 10.4
Female head..eveeseset 10.4 11.0 11.5 12,1 8.2 10.2 8.9 7.9 8.5 8.4 8.3 ‘7.3 6.3 7.0
1960-- :
Not husband-wife.....: 10.9 11.4 11.9 12.4 8.3 10.7 9.3 9.0 9.3 8.8 9.3 8.8 8.5 9.4

.

Source: Census of Population, 1960, 1970.
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Appendix table 11--Population under 18 years of age, by presence of parents, metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960

f i Metropolitan 3 Nonmetropolitan
Item f Total 3 i Greater . f f f Urbanized i Less urbanized f Totally rural
: ° Total | * Medium ° Lesser . Total | X 3
: : : : : : : : H ¢ Non- ¢ Non- : : Non-
: : Total . Core : Fringe : . . :Adjacent:adjacent:Adjacent:adjacent:Adjacent:adjg;ent
H Percent
United States: :
1970-- :
Not living with both parents...: 17.3 17.4 17.8 21.0 11.2 16.7 17.3 17.0 16.0 18.0 17.4 17.3 17.9 16.1
Living with neither parent.....: 3.9 3.6 3.4 3.7 2.6 3.7 4.2 4.9 4.2 4.8 5.3 5.0 6.1 5.2
1960-- :
Not living with both parents...: 13.2 12.9 12.7 14.4 8.5 13.0 13.5 13.9 12.6 14.0 14.5 14.2 15.6 13.2
Negro and other races: :
1970-- :
Not living with both parents...: 40.8 41.2 41.9 42.9 34.5 39.6 41.7 39.3 39.2 41.2 39.6 40.0 36.3 36.0
Living with neither parent.....: 9.6 8.4 7.6 7.3 9.6 9.2 11.1 13.3 12.0 12.4 13.8 13.8 14.2 13.7
1960-- B
Not living with both parents...: 33.7 33.7 33.9 34.2 31.6 32.8 35.6 33.7 33.6 34.2 34.1 3.4 32.5 31.1
Northeast: :
1970-- HE
Not living with both parents...: 16.1 16.4 17.7 21.9 10.5 13.6 15.4 14.1 14.1 13.9 13.9 14.8 13.8 14.9
Living with neither parent.....: 3.0 2.9 3.0 3.4 2.3 2.6 3.3 3.6 3.4 3.5 4.0 4.1 4.3 4.2
1960-- :
Not living with both parents...: 1l.4 11.4 12.0 14.1 7.9 10.2 11.8 10.8 10.9 10.3 10.6 11.3 11.5 11.3
North Central: :
1970-- :
Not living with both parents...: 14.3 15.3 16.4 19.6 10.2 13.6 13.0 12.0 12.5 13.0 11.8 12.0 10.9 11.0
Living with neither parent.....: 2.9 2.9 2.9 3.3 2.3 2.7 2.8 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.1 3.0 3.1 3.1
1960-- :
Not living with both parents...: 10.1 10.8 11.6 13.3 7.5 9.4 9.5 8.8 8.9 9.4 8.7 8.9 8.3 8.0
South: :
1970-- -
Not living with both parents...: 20.9 20.3 19.7 24.7 13.0 20.5 21.2 21.8 20.9 22.7 21.9 22.2 21.1 21.1
Living with neither parent.....: 5.7 4.9 4.4 5.2 3.4 5.0 5.5 6.9 6.2 6.7 7.1 6.9 7.4 7.3

1960—- :
Not living with both parents...:
Negro and other races: H

1970-- :
Not living with both parents...: 41.3 41.7 41.0 43.2 31.3 42.0 42.6 40.6 40.1 43.8 39.9 41.6 36.1 38.9
Living with neither parent.....: 11.6 10.1 8.9 8.8 9.6 10.6 11.7 13 12.4 13.1 13.8 14.3 13.9 5.0
1960-- . :
Not living with both parents...: 35.1 35.6 34.0 34.6 31.0 36.0 36.9 34.6 34.4 36.5 34,2 35.3 32.2 33.2
West: H
1970-- : .
Not living with both parents...: 17.4 17.9 18.5 19.5 13.2 17.2 16.0 15.5 16.2 15.8 16.2 14.8 13.0 14.7
Living with neither parent.....: 3.6 3.6 3.5 3.7 2.6 3.5 3.7 4.0 3.8 3.7 4.5 4.0 4.1 4.5
1960-- i
Not living with both parents...: 12.5 12.9 13.2 13.8 9.3 12.7 11.3 11.5 12.0 11.0 12.3 11.1 11.6 11.6

Source: Census of Population, 1960 and 1970.



Appendix table 12--School enrollment, by age group, metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960

Metropolitan f Nonmetropolitan
Item f Total f f Greater f f f f Urbanized f Less urbanizedf Totally rural
Total ' potal Core ® Fringe ° Medium : Lesser : Total ¢ Adja- : Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-
: : : ge , : i cent : jacent: cent : jacent: cent : jacent

United States:
1970--
5-34 yr. olds enrolled :
in school (Thous.)..cecee..: 38,635 43,166 24,396 16,571 7,825 13,609 5,161 15,469 4,091 2,256 3,604 3,754 603 1,162

Percent..ccceceescsessecast 57.2 57.3 57.4 56.4 59.5 57.3 56.6 56.8 57.4 56.0 56.0 57.6 54.8 57.3

Percent 3-34 yr. olds :

enrolled in school.....ceust 54.3 54.5 54.7 53.9 56.6 54.4 53.8 53.6 54.3 53.1 52.7 54.2 51.4 53.9
3-4 yr. oldB.cecececennnaat 12.5 14.6 16.4 16.8 15.5 12.7 11.1 6.8 8.8 8.8 5.4 5.8 4.2 5.5
5-6 yr. oldS.cccececsecaast 72.4 76.1 79.6 79.9 79.2 72.7 68.5 62.4 69.0 64.3 59.7 60.3 52.6 58.1
7-13 yr. 0ldS.ceeceseceennst 97.3 97.7 98.0 97.8 98.4 97.6 96.9 96.0 96.7 96.2 95.6 96.0 95.2 95.6
14-15 yr. oldSeeeeeessscast 95.9 96.7 97.0 96.7 97.7 96.5 95.5 9.1 95.1 94.2 93.7 93.8 92.7 93.4
16-17 yr. olds.ceececeaaest 89.3 90.5 91.2 90.4 92.9 90.0 88.6 86.4 87.7 86.6 85.5 86.5 84.8 86.2
18-19 yr. oldSeeeeecesseass 56.6 56.9 56.6 56.0 58.1 56.6 58.3 55.8 59.3 58.5 52.9 56.0 44.6 48.5
20-21 yr. 0ldSecececsescass 30.7 31.1 30.7 30.8 30.4 31.0 33.2 29.5 36.6 34.8 23.5 27.0 11.4 14.1
22-24 yr. 0ldSeceececacnass 14.6 15.6 16.1 17.0 13.6 14.5 16.0 11.7 15.4 16.7 8.1 10.1 4.4 4.5
25-34 yr. oldS.eeeeeceanass 6.1 6.8 7.2 7.6 6.1 6.1 6.5 4.1 5.6 5.8 3.0 3.3 2.2 2.3

1960--

5-34 yr. olds enrolled :
in school (Thous.).eeeeee..: 43,770 30,337 16,932 12,121 4,811 9,624 3,761 13,432 3,144 1,808 3,212 3,522 583 1,163

Percent enrolled, total...: 53.1 52.5 52.7 52.0 54.4 52.3 52.2 54.6 53.8 52.5 54.7 56.0 54.8 56.0
5-6 yr. 0ldS...cceaveeenet 63.8 68.6 74.6 76.8 69.3 62.8 57.3 52.7 58.2 54.6 50.5 51.6 44.9 47.6
7-13 yr. 0ldScceeeececaes 97.6 97.7 97.8 97.6 98.3 97.7 97.7 97.2 97.7 97.5 96.9 97.1 96.4 96.7
14-15 yr. 0ldS.ceeeeccsst 94.1 94.7 95.1 94.8 95.9 94.3 94.1 92.9 94.0 93.7 92.4 92.9 91.2 91.7
16-17 yr. oldS.cceveeeess 80.9 81.4 82.2 81.2 84.8 80.4 80.0 80.1 80.5 80.2 79.2 80.8 77.9 80.1
18-19 yr. oldS.eeeeecasss 42.1 41.4 40.4 40.2 41.0 41.6 44.9 43.5 46.3 44.3 41.8 44.3 36.0 38.4
20-21 yr. oldS.eceeeecaet 21.1 21.7 21.2 21.7 19.4 21.2 24.9 19.6 26.1 23.0 16.5 17.6 8.7 9.9
22-24.yr. 0ldSeeeeceneast 10.2 10.8 11.4 12.2 9.1 9.6 11.1 8.5 11.2 10.4 6.7 7.9 4.0 4.9
25-34 yr. olds.e.cceeeeeae 4.6 4.9 5.3 5.7 4.1 4.1 4.6 3.7 4.2 4.4 3.1 3.8 2.6 3.4
Negro and other races: :
1970-- :
5-34 yr. olds enrolled :

in school (Thous.)..ccesses: 8,131 6,202 3,893 3,444 450 1,734 574 1,929 358 287 522 489 113 159

Percent enrolled: :

3-4 yr. oldS.ceceeccneass 14.8 16.3 17.2 17.1 17.4 15.8 12.2 9.7 12.0 13.3 6.3 9.5 4.4 13.2
5-6 yr. olds..... : 68.7 73.1 77.4 77.9 73.8 67.6 59.6 54.9 59.2 59.3 50.3 56.0 44.1 56.8
7-13 yr. oldS.ceeeennnnss 95.8 96.2 96.4 96.4 96.2 96.1 95.6 94.6 94.9 94.6 94.4 94.3 95.0 94.7
14-15 yr. oldS.ceseeceass 93.8 94.6 94.7 94.8 94.1 96.7 93.8 91.8 92.0 92.0 91.3 91.7 91.4 92.9
16-17 yr. oldS.eeeeceses? 84.5 85.7 86.0 86.1 85.4 85.8 83.0 82.0 82.5 82.9 80.1 82.9 82.0 82.5
18-19 yr. oldS.ceceesees: 49.2 49.3 48.5 48.5 48.5 50.8 49.9 48.8 49.6 46.8 48.8 49.9 44.4 50.2
20-21 yr. oldSececseanas: 20.8 21.3 20.6 20.4 22.0 23.0 21.0 19.0 23.6 18.0 19.2 17.6 11.2 15.3
22-24 yr. 0ldSeeecseenas: 10.4 11.1 11.1 11.1 10.4 11.5 10.4 7.8 11.2 9.0 7.1 6.4 4.2 3.9
25-34 yr. oldSeseesesness 5.6 6.1 6.3 6.3 6.1 5.7 . 5.5 3.5 5.2 4.1 2.9 3.1 1.7 2.1

Continued



Appendix table 12--School

enrollment, by age

group, metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960--Continued

f . Metropolitan Nonmetropolitan
Item f Total f Greater . N f Urbanized | Less urbanized; Totally rural
: Total : : Medium : Lesser , TOEEI : Adja- : Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-
H Total Core 4 Fringe H : cent : jacent: cent : jacent: cent @ jacent
Northeast: :
1970-- :
5-34 yr. olds enrolled :
in school (Thous.)..ceees..: 13,756 11,873 7,816 4,873 2,944 3,503 554 1,883 1,094 190 338 205 17 40
Percent enrolled, total...: 58.3 58.3 58.0 55.7 62.1 59.1 57.4 58.5 58.6 59.2 58.9 57.3 55.2 57.6
3-4 yr. oldS..ccceeevenst 13.7 14.6 15.7 15.1 16.8 12.6 10.9 8.1 8.7 9.1 7.0 6.2 5.6 8.7
5-6 yr. olds.e.cecececcast 80.3 81.0 80.8 79.7 82.8 8l.4 80.6 76.1 77.6 73.9 77.1 71.5 67.5 65.5
16-17 yr. oldSeceecocsest 91.3 91.6 91.8 90.2 94.4 91.6 90.1 89.6 89.6 89.8 89.5 89.6 92.1 89.2
20-21 yr. olds.ccceeceecess 34.0 33.8 33.5 32.6 35.6 35.3 27.1 35.5 36.6 45.2 32.5 23.6 7.1 35.5
1960-- :
5-34 yr. olds enrolled :
in school (Thous.)..c...o..: 10,282 8,790 5,830 3,866 1.963 2,547 413 1,492 842 152 277 175 15 31
Percent enrolled, total...: 53.3 53.0 52.6 51.1 56.0 54.1 53.0 54.6 54.7 52.8 55.5 54.3 53.9 54.9
5-6 yr. oldScececececcns? 74.5 75.7 75.8 75.6 76.0 75.8 74.0 67.6 69.2 64.8 70.5 62.7 57.5 48.6
16-17 yr. oldS.cecccesccst 81.7 81.7 82.0 79.8 86.7 8l.1 80.8 82.0 82.8 80.6 81.3 81.4 78.7 81.2
20-21 yr. oldS.eccececesst 22.9 22.7 22.6 22.7 22.3 23.6 18.9 23.9 25.9 29.0 21.0 11.3 6.9 26.2
North Central: :
1970-- :
5-34 yr. olds enrolled :
in school (Thous.).:seeces.: 16,826 11,774 7,041 4,711 2,329 3,095 1,638 5,052 1,230 625 1,254 1,339 151 452
Percent enrolled, total...: 58.9 58.8 58.3 57.7 59.6 59.3 59.8 59.4 59.6 57.8 58.0 60.6 59.3 61.4
3-4 yr. oldS.ceecccencast 9.9 11.6 12.4 12.9 11.5 10.3 10.5 5.8 7.7 6.9 4.6 5.7 3.9 4.4
5-6 yr. oldS.ececececanst 76.1 78.6 79.4 80.3 77.8 77.6 76.9 70.4 72.4 71.5 69.8 70.4 67.7 66.6
16-17 yr. oldS.ceccececees 91.0 91.5 91.1 90.5 92.4 92.1- 92.0 90.1 90.4 89.2 89.5 90.4 91.0 90.7
20-21 yr. oldS..cccececest 33.1 32.9 28.7 29.8 25.7 34.3 44 .6 33.6 43.9 40.6 24.9 30.1 11.5 11.0
1960-- :
5-34 yr. olds enrolled :
in school (Thous.)seeesesss: 12,709 8,447 5,008 3,616 1,391 2,255 1,184 4,263 923 475 1,063 1,210 139 452
Percent enrolled, total...: 54.4 53.6 53.1 52.8 53.7 54.2 54.5 56.1 54.8 54.0 55.3 57.7 57.7 58.4
5-6 yr. oldS.ceccecececst 70.6 74.6 77.5 80.7 69.7 71.1 69.0 62.1 63.0 67.3 60.1 63.9 55.7 56.7
16-17 yr. oldScceccccceet 83.9 83.4 82.9 82.7 83.3 84.6 83.5 84.7 84.2 83.2 83.5 85.5 87.2 87.2
20-21 yr. oldS.cccececest 21.4 21.9 19.1 20.5 14.2 22.4 31.0 20.3 28.1 27.8 15.4 17.8 9.1 7.3
South:
1970--
5-34 yr. olds enrolled
in school (Thous.).eeeeeees: 17,505 11,084 3,952 2,273 1,677 4,952 2,180 6,421 1,188 920 1,759 1,667 388 499
Percent enrolled, total...: 54.2 54.6 55.0 54.7 55.3 54.6 :53.8 53.7 53.3 52.6 53.8 54.6 52.7 53.8
34 yr. oldSeccececcnanes 11.6 14.7 18.4 20.0 16.4 13.1 11.3 6.5 9.1 9.7 5.2 5.5 4.1 4.6
5-6 Yr. oldSeececcosecael 59.6 64.9 73.0 72.2 73.9 61.8 57.6 51.0 56.6 55.7 48.5 50.0 45.1 47.4
16-17 yr. olds.ecececaest 85.1 87.3 88.4 87.3 89.9 87.4 85.1 82.0 82.9 82.4 81.5 82.2 81.3 80.6
26.2 27.4 27.9 28.1 27.5 27.1 27.4 24.0 28.3 28.2 21.2 24.7 11.0 14.9

20-21 yr. oldSecccccosest

Continued
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Appendix table 12--School enrollment, by age group, metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960--Continued

N ) Metropolitan s Nonmetropolitan
Item f Total | . Greater . .. : : Urbanized  Less urbanized. Totally rural
: : Total P total | Co : Fri : Medium ; Lesser : Total : Adja- : Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-
: : : ° : re : *ringe , H : : cent : jacent: cent : jacent: cent : jacent
1960-- :
5-34 yr. olds enrolled :
in school (ThousS.)......e..: 13,586 7,605 2,451 1,517 934 3,504 1,650 5,981 954 767 1,673 1,672 388 527
Percent enrolled, total...: 51.2 49.7 50.1 49.5 51.1 49.5 49.5 53.2 50.8 50.7 53.9 54.8 53.5 54.3
5-6 yr. 0ldSececccsssccces 46.2 49.7 57.7 60.7 53.0 46.9 43.6 41.4 43.3 43.8 40.4 40.9 40,0 39.8
16=17 yr. olds.ceeeeecsst 76.1 77.1 78.4 77.2 80.5 76.8 75.9 75.0 73.9 75.5 75.5 75.8 73.6 73.0
20-21 yr. olds..cceeeecet 19.0 20.0 19.1 19.2 19.0 19.4 22.4 17.5 22.6 19.7 16.5 17.7 8.3 10.8
Negro and other races: H
1970-- :
5-34 yr. olds enrolled :
in school (Thous.)..e.essss: 3,991 2,387 928 760 169 1,034 425 1,604 261 229 483 408 109 113
Percent enrolled: : ’
3-4 yr. oldS.eececonscest 12.2 14.9 18.0 18.8 14.7 13.8 10.4 - 8.3 10.0 13.0 5.9 8.2 4.2 9.1
5-6 yr. olds.. : 58.1 62.8 71.3 72.6 65.8 59.1 53.1 51.3 53.4 56.5 48.4 52.5 43.8 50.8
16-17 yr. 0oldS.ceesceces? 83.0 84.0 84.5 85.1 82.0 84.5 81.9 81.7 81.2 82.2 80.2 83.1 81.7 83.1
20-21 yr. oldS..cescccest 19.2 20.6 19.5 18.8 22.1 22.0 19.8 16.7 18.4 15.6 18.6 15.8 10.4 14.4
West: H
- 1970-- :
5-34 yr. olds enrolled :
in school (Thous.)...cec...: 10,547 8,434 5,587 4,714 874 2,058 789 2,113 578 521 252 543 47 172
Percent enrolled, total...: 58.0 57.6 57.4 57.0 59,6 58.2 58.2 59.7 60.2 59.5 59.0 60.2 59.8 58.1
3-4 yr. 0ldS.eceecsecocet 17.0 18.9 21.1 21.1 21.3 15.6 11.7 9.2 11.3 9.2 9.6 7.1 5.6 9.9
5-6 yr. oldS.ececcsvcoast 78.8 81.2 83.4 83.7 82.0 78.0 74.5 69.1 73.0 69.0 70.1 65.8 67.6 66.3
16-17 yr. 0ldS.ccecscacst 91.5 91.9 92.5 92.0 -95.2 90.4 91.3 90.2 89.3 90.8 90.1 90.4 93.3 90.3
20-21 yr. 0ldS.cceeecccst 31.2 30.8 31.2 31.1 31.5 29.8 31.0 33.2 41.7 35.5 22,2 29.6 17.9 10.8
1960-- :
5-34 yr. olds enrolled :
in school (Thous.)..eceeses: 7,193 5,495 3,644 3,121 523 1,318 534 1,698 425 413 200 465 41 ‘153
Percent enrolled, total...: 54.6. 54.1 54.2 53.7 57.4 53.4 55.5 56.2 57.1 54.2 57.5 57.0 58.0 55.1
56 yr. 0ldS.cceeccsccasss 71.5 76.2 80.8 81.8 74.6 68.9 63.8 56.6 61.6 57.9 57.9 54.4 53.4 47.1
16=17 yr. 0ldS.cceeccssst 84.8 84.2 84.5 83.6 90.2 82.5 86.0 86.6 84.6 86.5 86.9 87.8 89.9 86.8
20-21 yr. 0lds..cceeeeost 22.3 22.4 23.2 23.1 24.0 20.1 23.0 21.8 31.0 20.7 17.3 19.0 12.4 9.3

Source: Census of Population, 1960 and 1970..
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Appendix table 13--Population 25 years and over, by years of school completed, metro and nonmetro couniies. race, and region, 1970 and 1960

R : Metropolitan . Nonme tropolitan
Item P Total : Greater : : f ° Urbanized | Less . Totally
: P oqotal ¢ : Medium'Lesser' Total H : _urbafized : rural
: H P Total ° Core B Fringe: : H : Adja-:Nonad-: Adja-:Nonad-: Adjaf:Nonad-
H : : H : : H H : cent :jacent: cent :jacent: cent :jacent
United States: :
1970-- : ,
Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.).........: 109,899 80,126 46,611 33,148 13,464 24,430 9,035 29,773 7,368 3,914 7,278 7,460 1,289 2,463
Percent by level of school completed: :
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: 5.5 4.9 4.5 5.1 2341 5.2 5.7 7.3 5.4 6.5 8.0 7.9 9.9 8.6
Less than 1 yr. of high school...ccccveet 28.3 25.5 24.5 25.9 21.0 26.7 27.0 36.0 30.0 30.6 37.7 38.9 44.1 43.7
4 yrs. of high school or more....ceceses? 52.3 55.1 56.3 54.3 61.1 53.3 53.6 45.0 50.5 50.9 42,3 42.6 36.7 39.2
4 yrs. of college Or MOT@eceeocococscsetl 10.7 11.9 12.7 11.9 14.8 10.7 10.6 7.4 9.2 9.6 6.3 6.6 5.0 5.5
Median yrs. of school completed...ccceecet 12.1 12.2 12.2 12.1 12.3 12,1  12.1 11.2 12,0 12.0 10.8 10.8 9.9 10.1
1960-- :
Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.).........: 99,438 71,060 41,621 31,241 10,380 21,373 8,066 28,378 6,702 3,695 6,922 7,349 1,124° 2,469
Percent by level of school completed: :
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: 8.4 7.2 6.6 7.2 4.8 8.0 8.7 11.1 8.7 10.0 12.3 11.8 14.9 12.3
Less than 1 yr. of high school...cccess: 39.7 36.3 34.8 35.8 31.8 38.1 39.0 48.3 42.8 42,2 50.6 50.6 57.0 54.8
4 yrs. of high school or more..cceceece: 41.1 43,7 44,9 43.6 48.9 42,0 41.8 34.5 *38.5 39.7 32.2 32.8 27.5 30.2
4 yrs. of -college Or MOTE€.eeecoccroscnnsl 7.7 8.6 9.3 8.8 10.8 7.7 7.5 5.3 6.5 6.6 4.7 4.8 3.8 3.9
Median yrs. of school completed..cececees? 10.6 11.1 11.2 11.1 11.8 10.8 10.7 9.3 10.2 10.3 9.0 9.0 8.7 8.8
Negro and other races: :
1970-- :
Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.).........: 11,654 9,094 5,895 5,251 644 2,404 795 2,560 475 384 705 654 152 191
Percent by level of school completed: : )
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: 14.3 11.1. 8.9 8.7 9.9 14.2 18.0 25.6 20.8 23.8 27.2 26.9 28.1 28.8
Less than 1 yr. of high school..cvcecse: 42.4 37.2 33.7 33.4 35.9 42,2 47.5 61.1 53.1 56.6 63.5 63.8 66.6 67.5
4 yrs. of high school or more....ecocest 33.8 37.8 40.6 40.5 40.7 34,0 29.3 19.6 26.4 23.8 17.6 17.7 1.4.6 15.0
4 yrs. of college Or MOTY€.cceococscsossed 5.6 6.2 6.4 6.2 8.4 5.9 5.3 3.6 5.9 4.3 3.4 3.3 2.4 2.4
Median yrs. of school completed....ceecss: 10.0 10.5 10.9 10.9 10.8 10.0 9.3 8.0 8.7 8.4 7.7 7.8 7.4 7.5
1960-- :
' Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.).ceeeeeeo: 9,837 7,181 4,390 3,943 447 2,056 734 2,656 457 397 741 699 160 202
Percent by level of school completed: H i )
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: 23.5 18.3 14.3 13.8 19.2 23.3 28.2 37.6 32.2 35.5 39.8 38.3 42.1 40.2
Less than 1 yr. of high school..cececee 59.8 53.7 49.2 48.3 57.0 59.5 64.7 76.2 69.9 72.2 78.3 77.6 81.9 80.5
4 yrs. of high school or more..ceceesees: 21.7 25.4 28.3 28.9 23.1 21.9 18.1 11.6 15.5- 14.2 10.3 10.6 8.1 9.0
4 yrs. of college Or MOYEeocococssocsoed 3.5 3.9 4.1 4.1 3.8 3.7 3.5 2.5 3.1 "2.5 2.6 2.3 1.9 1.9
Median yrs. of school completed....eccece: 8.2 8.7 9.1 9.2 8.5 8.3 7.6 6.4 7.1 6.7 6.1 6.3 5.8 6.0
Northeast: H
1970-- :
Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.)....es...: 27,685 24,057 16,106 10,798 5,307 6,824 1,128 3,629 2,120 310 662 420 38 79
Percent by level of school completed: :
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: 4.6 4.9 5.1 6.1 3.2 4.4 4.1 3.0 3.2 3.5 2.7 2.6 1.8 2.0
Less than 1 yr. of high school.....ccss 27.5 27.4 27.0 29.9 21.0 28.4  27.9 27.6  27.4 26.3 27.9 29.0 27.0 28.0
4 yrs. of high school or more..cceceecss 52.9 53.0 53.6 49.8 61.5 51.5 52.7 52,6 52.7 55.6 51.6 50.9 52.9 54.3
4 yrs. of college Or MOTE.oecocssocsnss’ 11.2 11.6 12.3 10.9 15.0 10.3 9.0 8.6 8.9 10.1 7.8 7.2 7.0 9.5
Median yrs. of school completed...cceoess? 12.1 12.1 12.1 12.0 12.3 12.0 12.1 12.1 12,1 12.2 12.0 12.0 12.1 12.1

N

Continued
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Appendix table 13--Population 25 years and over, by years of school completed, metro and nonmetro counties, race,

and region, 1970 and 1960--Continued

: : Metropolitan .
Teem Dottt [ Greater  rettom iossert Tocay © P15 | urbenized | rural
H : Total o : . B Fri : Medium:Lesser: Tota : Adja-:Nonad-: Adja-:Nonad-: Adja-:Nonad-
: : H otal : Cote : r nge: : H : cent :jacent: cent :jacent: cent :jacent
1960-- : )
Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.).........: 26,413 22,974 15,525 11,022 4,503 6,377 1,072 3,438 1,967 307 642 415 35 72
Percent by level of school completed: :
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: . 7.0 7.3 7.5 8.7 4.8 6.7 6.9 5.2 5.7 5.4 4.5 4.4 3.8 3.3
Less than 1 yr. of high school.........: 38.7 38.4 37.4 40.0 30.9 40.3  41.1 40,8 41.0 37.4 41.6 40.9 41.4 40.3
4 yrs. of high school or more..........: 41.0 41.3 42,2 39.3 49.3 39.3  39.3 39.3 39.0 43.2 38.3 39.0 39.4 40.7
4 yrs. of college Or MOTE@..covesesescesi 8.1 8.4 9.1 8.1 11.4 7.2 6.0 6.0 6.3 6.6 5.6 5.2 4.9 6.2
Median yrs. of school completed.....ece.ot 10.7 10.7 10.9 10.5 11.9 10.4 10.4 10.4 10.3 10.9 10.3 10.4 10.3 10.5
North Central: :
1970-- :
Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.).........: 30,292 20,644 12,734 8,966 3,787 5,209 2,682 9,648 2,115 1,044 2,519 2,651 336 983
Percent by level of school completed: :
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: 3.4 3.6 3.9 4.5 2.5 3.1 2.8 3.2 2.t 2.8 2.9 3.7 3.4 3.7
Less than 1 yr. of high school.........: 27.6 25.1 25.6 26.8 22.6 24,1 24.8 32.8 27.5 28.3 32,7 35.7 38.2 39.9
4 yrs. of high school or more....ceeees: 53.7 55.1 54.6 52.6 59.1 55.8 56.3 50.7 54.1 55.9 50.1 49.1 45.8 45.6
4 yrs., of college Or MOTE..eeesecsosecst 9.6 10.7 11.2 10.7 12.2 9.8 10.6 7.2 9.2 9.5 6.1 6.7 4.9 5.3
Median yrs. of school completed....cceeoe: 12,1 12.2 12.1 12.1 12.3 12.2  12.2 12,0 12.1 12.2 12.0 11.8 11.2 11.1
1960-- : .
Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.).........: 28,698 19,144 11,855 8,959 2,896 4,803 2,486 9,554 2,002 1,012 2,476 2,696 335 1,032
Percent by level of school completed: :
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: 5.4 5.4 5.9 6.6 4.0 4.7 4.4 5.3 4.7 4.9 4.9 6.0 5.3 5.7
Less than 1 yr. of high school...eseves: 39.3 36.3 36.7 37.4 34.6 35.3 36.5 45.2 40.1 40.6 45.7 47.6 50.8 50.5
4 yrs. of high school or more.....eece.: 41.7 43,2 42,7 41.6 45.9 44,1 44,1 38.7 41.6 42.7 38.0 37.5 34.7 35.5
4 yrs. of college Or MOT€..eoseessesssss 6.9 7.8 8.1 8.0 8.5 7.1 7.7 5.0 6.4 6.4 4.5 4.7 3.7 3.7
Median yrs. of school completed...ceeeess: 10.7 11.0 10.9 10.8 11.4 11.1 11.1 9.9 10.6 10.7 9.8 9.5 9.0 9.0
South: :
1970-- :
Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.).e.......: 33,331 20,452 7,452 4,554 2,898 9,045 3,955 12,879 2,217 1,698 3,620 3,428 818 1,097
Percent by level of school completed: :
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: 8.9 6.8 5.4 6.2 4.1 7.2 8.9 12.2 9.9 10.3 12.9 12.9 13.8 13.8
Less than 1 yr. of high school....ceeest 3.1 28.2 26.0 28.4 22.4 29.0 30.7 43.4 36.3 36.3 44.6 46.0 49.7 52.2
4 yrs. of high school or more.....ececet 45.1 51.0 53.6 50.3 58.7 49.9 48.8 35.6 42.7 43.3 33.5 33.1 29.7 28.6
4 yrs. of college Or MOTY€...eeesocsvscst 9.8 11.8 14.0 12.5 16.5 10.7 10.4 6.5 8.6 8.9 5.8 5.8 4.5 4.5
Median yrs. of school completede.cececese: 11.3 12.0 12.1 12.0 12.3 12.0 11.8 9.9 11.0 11.0 9.7 9.6 9.0 8.9
1960-- ' :
Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.).ecesees.: 28,976 16,874 5,846 3,895 1,950 7,601 3,428 12,102 1,945 1,567 3,401 3,337 781 1,071
Percent by level of school completed: :
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: 14.0 10.7 8.3 8.9 7.2 11.3  13.5 18.5 16.0 16.1 19.8 18.8 20.7 20.0
Less than 1 yr. of high school...ceccset 46.6 39.7 36.7 38.0 34.2 40.6 42.6 56.3 49.8 49.1 57.5 58.1 63.0 64.1
4 yrs. of high school or more.ceecescsst 35.3 41.2 43.8 42.1 47.4 40.3 38.5 27.0 32.7 33.2 25.6 25.3 21.9 21.4
4 yrs. of college Or MOTE€.ceessoscsnosst 7.1 8.7 10.1 9.3 11.9 8.0 7.7 4.8 6.2 6.2 4.5 4.4 3.5 3.4
Median yrs. of school completed..c...eees.? 9.6 10.6 11.0 10.8 11.6 10.5 10.2 8.6 9.0 9.1 8.5 8.5 8.2 8.2

Continued
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Appendix table 13--Population 25 years and over, by years of school completed, metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1970 and 1960--Continued

Percent by level of school completed:

f f Metropolitan : Nonmetropolitan
Item : Total : : Greater : : : Urbanized f Less f Totally
: : 18 ' Medium'L  fotal ° :__urbanized : rural
: : Tota P orotal ¢ G P Fei ; Medium Lesser, Total , Adja-:Nonad-: Adja-:Nonad-: Adja-:Nonad-
: : s ota : ore : T nge: : : : cent :jacent: cent tjacent: cent :jacent
Negro and other races: : !
1970-- :
Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.).eeese..o: 5,542 3,392 1,342 1,111 232 1,450 600 2,150 350 306 652 550 148 144
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: 20.3 15.8 12.0 11.6 13.9 17.3  21.0 27.3 23.8 26.4 28.1 28.6 28.5 28.6
Less than 1 yr. of high school...s.c.c..: 52.7 45.5 39.8 39.3 42.3 48.2 51.6 64.1 57.8 61.4 64.9 66.4 67.1 69.2
4 yrs. of high school or more..........: 25.1 30.3 34.5 34.2 35.5 28.1 26.2 16.9 21.5 19.2 16.4 15.1 14,2 13.1
4 yrs. of college Or mOre...ccovceesacest 4.7 5.6 6.4 6.0 8.6 5.1 4.9 3.4 4.1 4.0 3.4 3.1 2.3 2.6
Median yrs. of school completed..........: 8.7 9.6 10.2 10.2 10.0 9.2 8.8 7.6 8.2 7.9 7.5 7.5 7.4 7.3
1960-- :
Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.)...ceee.s: 5,254 2,974 1,059 897 162 1,399 576 2,279 350 322 693 599 157 159
Percent by level of school completed: :
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: 31.8 25.7 20.1 18.6 28.3 27.4 31.9 39.7 36.1 38.8 40.8 40.0 42.7 40.7
Less than 1 yr. of high school.........: 69.9 63.3 57.6 55.8 67.8 65.5 68.3 78.6 74.3 76.6 79.4 79.5 82.3 82.1
4 yrs. of high school or more....ccoee..t 15.0 19.0 22.4 23.4 16.5 17.5 16.1 9.9 12.8 10.8 9.7 9.1 7.7 8.1
4 yrs. of college or more....ccceeuieast 3.2 3.7 4.2 4.3 3.3 3.4 3.5 2.5 3.0 2.4 2.6 2.2 1.9 2.0
Median yrs. of school conpleted....-.....; 7.1 7.8 8.4 8.5 7.4 7.6 7.1 6.1 6.5 6.2 6.0 6.0 5.7 5.9
West: ’ H
1970-- :
Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.).........: 18,591 14,973 10,300 8,829 1,472 3,353 1,320 3,618 916 864 477 961 96 303
Percent by level of school completed: :
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: 4.0 3.8 3.5 3.8 2.1 4.8 3.2 5.1 5.9 4.5 5.2 4.4 2.8 7.0
Less than 1 yr. of high school.........: 20.3 18.9 18.2 18.8 14.7 20.8 19.9 25.8 26.3 23.5 26.2 26.4 23.3 29.4
4 yrs. of high school or more.....oce..t 62.3 63.8 64.4 63.6 69.7 62.2 63.2 55.8 56.3 58.0 54.8 54,8 57.8 52.8
4 yrs. of college Or MOTE@..c.ceevvesaasat 13.2 13.9 14.5 14.0 17.0 13.0 12.3 10.0 11.2 10.7 9.1 8.9 9.0 8.9
Median yrs. of school completed...seceso.t 12.4 12.4 12.4 12.4 12.6 12.4  12.4 12.2  12.2 12.2 12.1 12.1 12.2 12.1
1960-- :
Population 25 yrs. & over (Thous.).........: 15,352 11,969 8,396 7,365 1,030 2,592 1,081 3,284 788 809 403 902 88 294
Percent by level of school completed: H
Less than 5 yrs. of elementary school..: 5.6 5.2 4.5 4.8 3.0 7.3 4.9 7.2 8.1 6.5 7.6 6.5 4.6 9.3
Less than 1 yr. of high school.....csast 29.4 27.7 26.2 26.6 23.5 31.0 30.9 35.9 37.0 32.6 37.0 36.3 34,6 39.6
4 yrs. of high school or more.....oceest 50.8 52.6 53.9 53.3 58.1 49.7 49.4 44.4 43.8 47.3 43,1 43.8 45.6 41,7
4 yrs. of college OF MOY@.cecoesesnaaasel 9.6 10.2 10.7 10.4 12.8 9.3 8.4 7.2 7.9 7.9 6.8 6.6 6.4 6.1
Median yrs. of school completed.sesesesss? 12.0 12.1 12.1 12.1 12.3 11.9 11.9 11.1 11.0 11.6 11.0 11.1 11.3 10.7

Source: Census-of Population, 1960 and 1970.
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Appendix table 1l4--Labor force participation

rates for females and males 14

years old and over by metro and nonmetro counties, age, and

race, 1970

Years of age

; 14-17 18-19 20-21 Po22-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 ' 65 and over
Item : : Negro : : Negro: : Negro : : Negro: : Negro : : Negro: : Negro : ¢ Negro
: : and : and : : and : : and : : and : : and : : and @ : and
: Total : other : Total : other: Total : other : Total : other: Total : other : Total : other: Total : other : Total : other
: : races : : races: : races : : races: : _races : : races: : races @ : _races
: Females--Percent
u.s. total......................; 14.6 9.3 47.5 38.1 56.0 53.2 56.1 58.0 44.9 57.6 50.3 59.5 47.8 52.2 10.0 13.0
Metro total...ceeeeeescssesssst 15.1 10.0 49.9 40.5 58.0 54.8 58.1 59.1 45.2 58.1 50.4 60.1 49.2 53.8 10.4 13.9
Greater Metroeesesescsseseast 15.7 10.4 52.7  42.6 60.3 55.9 59.9 59.3 45.5 57.6 49.8 59.3 49.8 54.0 10.7 14.1
: 15.5 10.4 52.6 42.9 60.5 56.0 60.5 59.0 47.7 57.3 51.4 59.1 50.5 53.8 10.8 13.8
: 16.1 10.1 52.7 40.4 60.0 55.6 58.1 61.6 40.4 59.9 46.3 61.5 48.1 55.3 10.2 16.6
Medium metro................; 14.4 9.4 47.5 37.8 56.1 53.9 55.9 59.2 44,6 59.1 51.0 61.3 48.8 53.4 10.1  13.5
LeSSer metrO..c.csveseesssces? 14.6 9.1 44.6 35.3 53.3 50.2 54.5 57.0 45.2 59.9 51.3 62.3 47.4 54.0 10.0 13.5
Nonmetro total....ceeeeeeeesess 13.4 7.5 41.0 30.7 50.0 47.0 50.0 53.3 43.9 55.2 50.1 57.0 43.9 46.8 9.2 10.9
Urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 14.8 8.8 42.5 34.5 51.2 50.3 52.4 54.1 44,2 57.6 51.2 60.0 46.7 50.0 9.6 12.6
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 13.9 7.9 40.7 32.1 49.7 48.6 51.8 54.5 44.4 57.0 50.7 59.7 46.1 51.1 10.0 12.7
Less urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 12.5 7.3 40.4 30.9 49.6 46.2 48.8 52.7 44 .4 55.3 50.9 57.2 43.6 46.2 9.0 10.
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 13.8 7.4 41.3 29.4 50.7 46.2 49.4 54.1 44.2 54.7 49.9 56.2 43.3 45.9 9.1 10.6
Totally rural: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 10.2 6.3 37.8 27.5 46.8 44 .4 45.5 53.1 41.4 51.5 46.8 54.0 39.1 41.7 8.0 7.9
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 11.7 6.3 37.1 23.4 46.0 40.0 44.5 48.3 40.2 48.6 45.2 48.0 38.1 39.3 8.2 9.5
: Males--Percent
U.S. totaleeeseeens .............; 24,2 15.3 59.8 51.6 73.5 70.1 86.0 80.0 93.9 87.5 94.8 88.4 87.2 80.0 24.8 23.7
Metro total.ceeesesccscsenssest 24,6 15.9 61.2 53.1 74.2 70.8 86.2 80.8 94.2 88.5 95.4 89.4 88.6 81.5 25.2  24.4
Greater metro..seeescescceast 24.5 16.1 61.4 53.0 73.2 69.3 85.7 80.6 94.1 88.5 95.4 89.6 89.3 81.9 26.0 24.8
COr@evsecesesnssssnsnnsenst 24,2 16.1 60.8 52.9 72.6 69.5 84.8 80.9 93.3 89.0 94.7 89.8 88.4 81.9 25.6 24.4
Fringeceeeseeseesscaseseas? 25.2 16.1 62.9 54.2 74.8 68.3 88.2 77.8 95.7 84.9 96.9 88.1 91.5 81.9 27.5 28.0
Medium me:ro................; 24.6 15.5 61.5 53.4 75.4 72.3 87.4 8l1.9 94.8 89.1 95.6 89.7 88.1 81.6 24.3 23.6
LesSer metrosecscsscescceesss 25.0 15.8 59.2 52.4 74.7 74.0 85.6 79.5 93.5 86.0 94.6 87.2 86.2 78.4 23.4  24.3
Nonmetro total................; 23.3 13.6 56.6 47.4 71.7 67.7 85.4 77.1 92.9 83.1 93.2 84.3 83.5 75.3 24.0 22.2
Urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 25.2 14.8 57.7 53.8 70.3 69.5 85.0 77.2 93.4 83.1 94.3 84.0 85.9 75.6 23.0 22.8
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 24.9 14.3 59.6 55.8 73.5 76.6 84.7 81.8 93.4 86.2 94.6 87.1 84.9 77.8 23.7  24.2
Less urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 22.5 13.5 55.5 43.4 72.5 63.1 86.6 76.1 93.0 83.0 93.0 83.8 83.3 74.7 24.3 21.6
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 23.1 13.3 54.9 44.1 69.6 65.4 84.6 76.4 92.6 83.0 92.7 84.8 82.6 75.4 24,3  21.9
Totally rural: He '
Adjacent to an SMSA...... 19.3 13.8 55.6 44.6 75.4 65.5 86.2 72.5 90.6 78.9 90.6 82.0 80.1 75.4 23.5 21.3
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 20.4 10.9 53.6 37.7 75.8 61.7 87.6 75.2 92.3 81.5 91.2 81.5 80.1 71.3 25.6 21.5

Source:

Census of Population, 1970.
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Appendix table 15--Growth in labor force, by sex, metro and nonmetro counties, and region, 1960-70

: Total : Male ; Female
Item : : : : : :
: Number . Percentage . Number | Percentage . Number . Percentage
: Thous. Percent Thous. Percent Thous. Percent
UsSey tot@lisesessnsnsoososnsonst 13,019.9 18.6 4,608.9 9.7 8,411.0 37.5
Metro, total.eeecececssoccosest 10,993.0 21.6 4,469.9 13.1 6,523.1 38.9
Greater MetrOsseecessccossoss 6,133.2 20.7 2,414.4 12,2 3,718.8 37.5
COT@.vrasessccnnnsossnanset 2,925.0 13.1 764.0 5.2 2,161.0 27.9
Fringe.ieseceescsosoosnsnsst 3,208.2 44,0 1,650.4 32.3 1,557.8 71.6
MedLum MEETOusssensennsensent 3,619.5 23.5 1,549.7 14.9 2,069.8 41.6
LesSer MetrOeecessscoocssssel 1,240.3 21.3 505.8 12.8 734.5 39.2
Nonmetro, total...............; 2,026.9 10.6 139.0 1.0 1,887.9 33.4
Urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 856.8 18.2 309.0 9.6 547.8 37.2
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 368.9 13.7 87.9 4.7 281.0 34.6
Less urbanized: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 477.6 10.5 22,2 0.7 455.4 33.9
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: 276.7 5.2 -142.6 -4.6 419.3 29.5
Totally rural: :
Adjacent to an SMSA.......: 53.5 6.9 -20.1 =4.,2 73.6 36.0
Not adjacent to an SMSA...: -6. 0.4 -117.4 -12.9 111.0 27.8
Northeast, total.cececcsossocsess 2,154.3 11.8 504.6 4.2 1,649.7 26.9
MELTOeeeessoseasnsosssossosnnsassl 1,881.4 11.8 445.1 4.2 1,436.3 26.5
NONMELTOeeeooesosssssesonssonss 272.9 11.8 59.4 3.7 213.5 29.2
North Central, total...cccoceoses? 3,055.6 15.2 801.2 5.8 2,254.4 36.0
MetrOeeeeseocososssnnssonssonsst 2,511.2 18.3 856.1 9.2 1,655.1 37.3
NONMEtYO.essessoscsooscsconssel 543.5 8.6 -54.8 -3.4 599.3 32.9
South, total...scesesoscescscosnet 4,533.1 22.2 1,785.3 12.9 ,747.8 42.0
MetTO:ecesosossesoanscnssansest 3,632.8 29.5 1,709.3 20.7 1,923.5 47.0
NODMELTO.seseseossosonacsaoocnst 900.3 11.2 76.0 1.4 824.3 33.6
West, total.seecescoossnncccsonst 3,277.0 29.3 1,517.9 19.7 1,759.1 50.8
MetTrO:esesososssssossososansest 2,967.6 33.5 1,459.4 24,2 1,508.2 53.4
NONMELTO e s eesossssescnssscssst 309.3 13.3 .5 3.5 250.8 39.1

Source: Census of Population, 1960 and 1970,
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Appendix table 16--Income levels and distribution, by metro and nonmetro counties, region, and race, 1959 and 1969

Metropolitan . Nonmetropolitan
Item f Total f f Greater f f f f Urbanized f urb:§::ed f T::::iy
Total | Total ® Core : Fri : Medium : Lesser: Total ¢ Adja-: Nonad-: Adja-: Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-
otal , ° : nge, : : _cent : jacent: cent : jacent: cent : jacent
United States:
1970-- :
Total families (Thous.)..........: 51,169 37,167 21,245 14,870 6,376 11,590 4,352 14,002 3,488 1,895 3,403 3,481 599 1,136
Percent with 1969 incomes: :
Below $3,000¢c.ccieececnnnnass 10.3 8.2 7.4 8.3 5.2 8.8 10.8 15.8 11.2 13.4 16.5 17.9 21.2 22.4
Below $6,0004cccsecesecsnsecat 26.0 21.7 19.4 21.7 14.0 23.5 28.4 37.4 29.3 33.7 38.6 41.3 46.7 48.8
Below $10,000...00000eeccacest 52.8 47.3 43.1 46.1 36.0 51.2 57.3 67.4 59.8 64.0 68.6 71.2 75.4 76.7
$10,000 to $24,999.....c0000.:  42.6 47.2 50.3 47.9 55.8 44.5 39.4 30.4 37.5 33.3 29.4 26.8 23.1 21.5
$25,000 OF MOT€.eevssnnnansaat 4.6 5.5 6.6 6.0 8.2 4.3 3.4 2.3 2.8 2.6 2.0 2.1 1.5 1.8

Median family income (dollars)...: 9,590 10,406 11,034 10,591 11,990 9,838 8,976 7,615 8,701 8,086 7,456 7,094 6,412 6,142

1960-- :

Total families (Thous.)..........: 45,128 31,978 18,412 13,637 4,775 9,813 3,752 13,151 3,097 1,742 3,195 3,403 572 1,143
Percent with 1969 incomes: :

Below $3,000....000.. cesecses? 21.4 16.1 13.5 14.4 11.1 18.3 22.6 34.3 24.2 27.9 37.0 38.3 46.5 46.7

Below $6,000..c00cecaccccanest 54.2 47.6 42.8 44.5 37.9 52.4 58.3 70.3 61.5 64.6 72.6 74.0 79.9 80.4

Below $10,000..00cesannsss oot 8409 81.9 78.9 79.9 76.1 85.2 87.9 92.3 89.7 90.4 93.1 93.4 95.2 95.0

$10,000 to $24,999.ccc00eecns +  13.8 16.5 19.2 18.3 21.6 13.5 11.1 7.1 9.5 8.9 6.4 6.1 4.5 4.7

$25,000 or more....... esesesel 1.3 1.6 1.9 1.7 2.2 1.2 1.0 0.6 0.8 0.8 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.4

Median family income (dollars)...: 5,660 6,211 6,620 6,481 6,998 5,816 5,355 4,278 5,135 4,820 4,053 3,920 3,270 3,245
Negro and other races: :
1970-- :

Total families (ThouS.).sveeses..: 5,398 4,240 2,747 2,459 289 1,125 368 1,159 215 176 318 295 66 86
Percent with 1969 incomes: :

Below $3,000....... cevseesseer 22,6 18.7 16.5 16.7 14.5 21.7 26.2 36.7 29.6 33.8 38.2 39.8 39.1 42.6

Below $6,000.c.cc00cecscscanes 47.7 42.0 37.8 38.3 33.6 47.3 57.0 68.3 60.3 65.3 70.3 71.1 71.8 74.9

Below $10,000....... sessee ool 74.0 69.9 66.2 66.8 61.5 74.5 82.6 89.1 85.1 87.0 90.7 90.1 91.7 91.9

$10,000 to $24,999...cc00000n s 24.7 28.6 32.0 31.5 36.0 24.0 16.9 10.4 14.4 12.2 9.0 9.3 8.1 7.8

$25,000 OF MOT€.eveeessnvannat 1.3 1.6 1.7 1.7 2.5 1.5 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.7 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.4

Median family income (dol}ars)...; 6,308 7,034 7,595 7,522 8,246 6,346 5,269 4,077 4,902 4,431 3,923 3,784 3,811 3,599

1960-- ‘ :

Total families (ThouS.)...esee.es: 4,256 3,078 1,869 1,692 177 891 318 1,178 198 175 330 313 71 91
Percent with 1969 incomes: :
Below $3,000.cccceasersncsaees 47.8 37.9 31.5 30.9 36.6 45.1 55.7 73.7 64.7 68.9 76.6 76.3 80.1 78.4
Below $6,000.¢..ccc0vasesease: 81.3 76.5 72.0 71.6 75.0 81.8 88.9 94.0 91.7 92.6 95.2 94.2 96.2 94.8
Below $10,000....cc000seeaeaet 95.7 94.6 93.6 93.4 94.1 95.7 98.1 98.9 98.6 98.5 99.2 98.9 99.4 99.1
$10,000 to $24,999...c000000t 4.1 5.2 6.3 6.4 5.7 4.1 1.8 1.0 1.4 1.4 0.8 1.0 0.6 0.9
$25,000 OF MOT@.veveasasnssnssat 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 1/ 0.1 1/ 1/

Median family income (dollars)...: 3,161 3,818 4,292 4,324 3,969 3,321 2,715 1,783 2,240 2,013 1,701 1,652 1,570 1,561

Continued



<6

Appendix table 16--Income levels and distribution, by metro and nonmetro counties, region, and race, 1959 and 1969--Continued

: . Metropolitan . Nonmetropolitan
: : : : : : : Less : Totall
Item : Total - . Greater : : : . Urbanized :  urbanized : ruraly
otal " - . Medium Lesser  Total ' - N - 5 -
: : ' rotal ° Core Fringe’ : : : Adja- : Nonad-: Adja-: Nonad-: Adja- : Nonmad-
H H : : H : : _cent : jacent: cent : jacent: cent : jacent
South: H
1970-- :
Total families (Thous.)..c.ec....: 15,908 9,766 3,476 2,065 1,411 4,366 1,924 6,142 1,077 831 1,712 1,623 384 315
Percent with 1969 incomes: :
Below $3,000¢cccccccccasccccst 14.8 11.1 8.8 10.6 6.2 11.6 14.0 20.9 15.5 16.9 21.3 - 22.8 24.6 28.2
Below $6,000..cccc0eees H 35.0 28.3 23.1 27.4 16.7 29.4 35.1 45.8 37.9 39.7 46.5 48.7 51.4 56.4
Below $10,000...c.ccceceseess: 62.9 55.7 48.2 53.9 39.8 58.1 63.9 74.2 67.7 69.0 75.1 76.6 79.2 82.2
$10,000 to $24,999.cccceansess 33.7 39.7 45.5 40.5 52.8 38.1 33.1 24.0 30.0 28.7 23.3 21.8 19.6 16.6
$25,000 OF MOT@.ceeececansoasl 3.5 4.5 6.4 5.6 7.4 3.8 2.9 1.7 2.2 2.3 1.6 1.6 1.2 1.1

Median family income (dollars)...: 8,079 9,136 10,298 9,389 11,563 8,829 7,973 6,534 7,538 7,320 6,442 6,167 5,843 5,292

1960--
Total families (Thous.)...eeesees
Percent with 1969 incomes:

13,512 7,836 2,644 1,722 922 3,563 1,629 5,676 924 743 1,588 1,559 362 500

Below $3,000cccccccccccsscccs 33.1 24.2 19.1 21.4 14.8 25.4 29.8 45.3 34.7 37.9 46.6 48.2 52.9 57.4
Below $6,000.ccccecccccaccacs 66.6 58.5 51.2 55.4 43.4 60.5 65.9 77.9 70.7 72.3 78.9 79.9 83.4 85.9
Below $10,000..cccccccacccncs 9.8 86.4 82.1 84.1 78.2 87.8 90.2 94.4 92.4 92.6 94.8 95.0 96.2 96.5
$10,000 to $24,999..cc0000ees 9.3 12.3 16.3 14.1 20.4 11.0 8.9 5.1 6.9 6.6 4.7 4.5 3.5 3.2
$25,000 OF MOTE.cceevcoscrnns 1.0 1.3 1.7 1.8 1.4 1.2 0.9 0.5 0.7 0.7 0.4 0.5 0.3 0.3

0

Median family income (dollars)...: 4,465 5,274 5,892 5,529 6,597 5,125 4,621 3,372 4,183 3,966 3,271 3,141 2,816 2,535

Negro and other races:
1970--

Total families (Thous.)..eeeeees.: 2,572 1,588 632 525 107 678 279 984 162 142 297 251 66 65
Percent with 1969 incomes: :
Below $3,000.ccc0ecsccccscese: 29.8 24.0 19.1 19.7 16.5 26.4 29.3 39.0 32.9 37.4 39.2 42.3 39.4 44.5
Below $6,000.ccccccescccsceset 59.7 52.2 43.3 44,4 38.5 56.2 62.5 71.7 65.7 70.6 71.7 74.8 72.2 77.9
Below $10,000...ccc00ceccsese: 84.1 79.4 71.9 73.1 66.9 83.3 87.1 91.5 89.0 90.8 91.5 93.0 91.9 93.8
$10,000 to $24,999...cceceeee: 15.3 19.7 26.6 25.7 31.2 16.2 12.6 8.2 10.8 8.9 8.2 6.7 7.8 5.8
$25,000 OF MOY@.seoeeccsacocss 0.7 0.9 1.4 1.3 2.0 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3
Median family income (dollars)...: 4,936 5,763 6,823 6,700 7,452 5,351 4,777 3,833 4,448 3,976 3,829 3,561 3,785 3,396

1960--
Total families (ThousS.)..cceceess
Percent with 1969 incomes:

2,323 1,296 456 389 67 585 254 1,027 157 145 313 271 70 72

Below $3,000..ccccueceneecest 62,8 50.9  40.2 38.7  49.2 54.6  61.4 77.7 70.8 75.4 78.1  80.5  80.6  82.6
Below $6,000..ccceceenceccccet  90.8  86.9 80.1  79.5  84.1 89.7 92.4  95.8 94.5 95.7 95.8  96.3 9.4  96.7
Below $10,000...ccesecaeesesc:  98.3 97.4  95.4 95.3 96.5  98.3 98.8  99.3  99.1  99.3  99.3  99.4 99.4  99.5
$10,000 to $24,999.....000000: 1.6 2.5 4.5 4.7 3.4 1.6 1.2 0.6 0.8 07 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.5
$25,000 OF mOTE.eeevueenecnest 1/ 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 1/ 1/ 1/ 1 1 v Y
Median family income (dollars)...: 2,322 2,953 3,570 3,648 3,050 2,765 2,476 1,673 1,997 1,808 1,661 1,564 1,557 1,457

Continued
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Appendix table 16--Income levels and distribution, by metro and nonmetro counties, region, and race, 1959 and 1969--Continued

f f Metropolitan f Nonmetropolitan
Item * Total ® : Greater : : : . Urbanized | Less . Totally
: : : : : : : urbanized : rural
Total : : : : Medium : Leseer: Total : Adja-: Nonad-: Adja-: Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-
: Total H Core : Fringe: H : cent : jacent: cent : jacent: cent : jacent
Nottheast:
1970-- :
Total families (Thous.)..........: 12,394 10,736 7,137 4,720 2,417 3,094 505 1,658 970 144 300 191 18 36
Percent with 1969 incomes: :
Below $3,000..cc0000ansscacest 7.5 7.2 7.4 8.8 4.6 6.6 8.0 9.6 9.1 9.6 10.0 10.9 12.4 10.6
Below $6,000....ccc0000esasecst 20.5 19.5 19.4 22.8 12.7 19.0 23.3 27.4 25.8 28.3 28.5 31.5 35.1 31.5
Below $10,000....c.00000seesed 46.9 44.8 43.5 48.3 34.1 46.3 53.9 60.3 58.2 61.8 62.0 65.7 68.8 65.5
$10,000 to $24,999..cc0000eee:  47.3 48.8 49.3 45.9 56.1 48.7 42.8 37.0 39.0 35.6 35.6 32.2 29.9 31.6
$25,000 OF MOT@..cvosessncsest 5.9 6.4 7.2 5.8 9.8 5.0 3.4 2.6 2.8 2.6 2.4 2.1 1.4 2.9

Median family income (dollars)...: 10,454 10,756 10,979 10,260 12,357 10,499 9,488 8,698 8,952 8,491 8,503 8,086 7,719 7,99

1960-- ) :
Total families (Thous.)..........: 11,474 9,937 6,672 4,681 1,991 2,803 462 1,537 880 140 283 185 16 32
Percent with 1969 incomes: :

Below $3,000....c0000enuanesst 14,2 13.1 12.5 14.0 9.0 14.0 17.3 21.2 19.7 21.2 22.8 24.2 29.8 28.2
Below $6,000..cccuceccscccesss  47.7 45.6 43.4 47.0 35.0 49.0 56.2 61.9 59.2 63.7 64.0 67.0 75.1 71.5
Below $10,000.ccce0cecesecsss: 82,1 80.9 79.0 81.4 73.3 84.3 87.9 90.2 89.3 90.9 91.0 92.0 94.3 93.2
$10,000 to $24,999...cc000eee:  16.3 17.4 19.1 17.1 23.8 14.5 11.2 9.1 9.9 8.5 8.4 7.5 5.4 6.3
$25,000 OF MOT€..covensnasanst 1.6 1.7 2.0 1.6 3.0 1.2 0.9 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.3 0.5

Median family income (dollars)...: 6,191 6,372 6,561 6,261 7,277 6,085 5,572 5,168 5,363 5,029 5,017 4,794 4,202 4,443

North Central:
1970--

Total families (Thous.)....c.c...: 14,185 9,706 5,918 4,080 1,838 2,505 1,283 4,478 998 500 1,169 1,215 153 444
Percent with 1969 incomes:
Below $3,000...ccccceecnsccast 8.7 6.8 6.6 7.4 5.0 6.8 7.8 12.6 8.4 10.8 12.0 14.6 16.4 18.8
Below $6,000..cce0cecencnseses 22.4 18.0 17.1 18.7 13.5 18.3 21.5 32.1 22.6 29.4 30.8 36.6 40.2 45.1
Below $10,000..cc0esecassesess 49.2 42.9 40.1 42.2 35.5 45.6 50.3 62.9 52.7 60.9 62.1 67.9 70.5 74.1
$10,000 to $24,999...cc00000 46.3 51.8 53.7 52.0 57.5 50.2 45.9 34.6 44.2 36.4 35.6 29.8 27.6 23.7
$25,000 Or mOT@.ceveevancrnss 4.5 5.4 6.2 5.9 7.0 4.2 3.8 2.5 3.2 2.7 2.3 2.3 1.9 2,2

Median family income (dollars)...: 10,115 10,980 11,397 11,132 11,941 10,575 9,959 8,291 9,667 8,577 8,426 7,640 7,235 6,573
1960-—- :

Total families (Thous.)........0s: 13,119 8,733 5,330 3,959 1,371 2,245 1,158 4,386 917 473 1,136 1,234 153 474
Percent with 1969 incomes: :

Below $3,000..ccc00ceescessss 18.7 13.4 12.6 12.9 11.7 13.9 16.7 29.1 18.6 22.7 29.2 33.2 39.3 41.8
Below $6,000..ccc000eesesesast 5l.4 43.3 40.1 40.5 39.0 46.8 51.4 67.5 55.5 62.5 68.1 72.0 77.1 79.3
Below $10,000...cc0ccecceeecset 84.5 81.0 78.6 78.6 78.8 84.0 86.0 91.6 88.1 90.2 91.9 93.0 94.4 94.8
$10,000 to $24,999.....cc.....: 14.3 17.5 19.6 19.7 19.4 14.9 12.9 7.8 11.1 9.0 7.5 6.5 5.3 4.9
$25,000 OF MOT@.cvevsnvconssnat 1.2 1.5 1.8 1.8 1.9 1.1 1.0 0.6 0.8 0.8 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.3

Median family income (dollars)...: 5,892 6,535 6,809 6,792 6,857 6,250 5,902 4,660 5,624 5,103 4,619 4,240 3,749 3,559

Continued
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Appendix table 17--The incidence and structure of poverty in metro and nonmetro counties, by race and region, 1969

: : Metropolitan N Nonmetropolitan
Item  Total® : Greater : : : . Urbanized | Less . Totally
: : : : ium.Lesserz Total® . : urbanized : rural
: : T°t81 F JMed : : Adja-:Nonad-: Adja-:Nonad-: Adja-:Nonad-
H : H Total Core ringe : H : cent :jacent: cent :jacent: cent :jacent
: Percent
United States: : Imma—

Persons, total...eeoeese seesssesesssesssst 13,7  11.3 10.1 11.7 6.5 12.2 14.8 20.2 14.7 17.9 21.0 22.6 26.7 27.4
Unrelated individualS....eeesesesesessst 37.0 32,9 29,4 29,4 29.7 37.2 41.9 .50.2 45.3 47.8 52,6 52.4 56.5 54.6
In familieS....eceveeececcccsceceecesest 11,6 9.3 8.2 9.6 5.1 10.1 12.5 17.8 12,2 15.4 18.7 20.3 24.7 25.4

Related children under 18 years, :
tOtal.veseseosocnsossssessosnnsns ...2 15,1 12,7 11.5 - 14.0 6.3 13.4 15.9 21.5 15.2 19.3 22.4 24,2 29.3 29.7
In female headed families..........: 52,8 50.7 49. 51.4 38.0 52,7 54.5 59.2 53.2 59.7 59.4 62.0 65.0 64.7
Related children under 6 years, :
tOtal.ievecocnconesnsssesessessesesss 15.9 13.7 12.6 15.3 6.8 1l4.4 16.9 21.9 16.0 20.1 22.6 24.6 29.5 30.1
In female headed families..........: 61.6 60.1 58.5 60.4 48.3 62.1 63.4 66.8 63.0 67.4 66.2 68.9 71.3 70.7
Aged, 65 years and Over.......s.ss0s0...% 27.3 22,8 20.3 20.9 18.3 25.1 29.0 37.0 30.1 3.4 38.9 39.4 43.2 41.7
Families, total....ooesss I e () 8.6 7.6 8.7 5.1 9.3 11.3 16.2 11.3 13.9 7.0 18.4 22.3 23.0
With female headS..ceoeoseseeesesssessst 32,5 30.0 28,0 29.5 21.9 32,2 35.5 40.3 34.1 40.6 41.0 42.9 47.0 46.0
With related children under 6
years, totalecsscessecessssssessesses 56,6 54,9 53,3 55.1 43.8 57.0 58.7 62.3 58.1 62.9 61.7 64.8 66.8 67.1
With male heads 14-64 years, total.....: 6.5 4.7 4.0 4.5 2.8 5.3 7.0 11.1 7.1 9.0 11.5 12.9 16.4 17.8
Employed..... essssesssnsess seeesseesst 4.8 3.4 2.8 3.1 2.1 3.9 5.3 8.5 5.3 6.8 9.0 9.9 12.9 14.0
Unemployed.sesesesosessscnsescnsessest 14,7 12,4 10.9 12.0 7.8 13.8 15.9 20.3 16.1 18.9 19.7 21.9 23.8 27.2
Not in labor force......... eeseseseset 28,3 23,5 21.7 22,9 17.4 25.1 27.3 37.0 29.1 32.3 37.7 40.1 43.5 44.9
Negro and other races: :

Persons, total........ cesssesssesssssesest 33,6 27,9 24,5 24,8 21.9 32,3 39.1 52.4 43,5 48.8 54.4 55.8 55.7 59.2
Unrelated individualS....ccececeseesesss 47.0 42,3 37.6 37.1 43.4 51.5 57.1 68.6 61.7 64.9 72.7 70.6 71.9 72.4
In familieS.veeeseesonsesccesscnnne veeet 32,3 26.4 23.0 23.4 20.0 30.6 37.5 51.2 42,0 47.5 53.1 54.8 54.8 58.4

Related children under 18 years, :
total.eesese cecessssesesesesessssssst 40,3 34,3 30.9 31.5 25.8 38.3 45.5 58.4 49.4 55.5 60.0 62.0 61.2 64.4

In female headed families..........: 67.9 64.7 61.3 61.5 58.9 70.3 73.8 79.6 75.6 79.6 79.5 81.7 80.7 82.1
Related children under 6 years, :

In female headed families..........:
Aged, 65 years and OVer..eeseeesssesssst 47.7 40,8 35.6 35.4 37.7 46.6 53.4 63.4 56.6 60.3 65.4 64.8 65.8 68.4

Families, total...cevesss seesssesssesssest 28,5 23.6 20.6 20.8 18.4 27.6 33.8 46.7 38.0 42.6 48.6 49.9 50.9 54.8
With female headS..ccevsecesssssssnnns .2 52.5 48.7 44.8 44,9 43,9 55.3 59.9 67.9 63.1 67.4 68.0 70.6 69.2 71.6
With related children under 6 :
years, total.c.cesececcccscccessssest 66,3 63.7 60.8 61.0 57.9 68.8 71.9 77.8 73.4 77.9 77.7 80.3 78.7 81.0
With male heads 14-64 years, total.....: 17.8 12.8 10.3 10.3 10.1 16.2 22.3 36.8 27.8 31.8 38.9 40.0 42.5 46.9
Employed..eeseesceccscsscessccsscessss 14.0 9.6 7.2 7.2 7.6 12.8 18.8 31.7 23.0 26.8 34.2 34.7 38.0 41.0
Unemployed..eceeeeeseassesssssesessssst 28,5 22,8 20,1 20.2 19.1 28.0 32.2 49.1 39.0 47.6 50.5 53.0 54.3 52.3
1 42.2 38,5 38.3 39.7 48.0 51.3 66.5 61.0 62.8 67.5 68.5 69.9 69.7

Not in labor force..eeeeseeesssesseest 49,

Continued
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Appendix table 16--Income levels and distribution, by metro and nonmetro counties, region, and race, 1959 and 1969--Continued

: : Metropolitan f Nonmetropolitan
Item f Total f f Greater : f f .i Urbanized f urb::::ed i T::::iy
: : Total | Total ° C  Fringe’ Medium Lesser, Total : Adja-: Nonad-: Adja-: Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-
: : otal , Core , *rinee. : : : _cent : jacent: cent : jacent: cent : jacent
West: ;
1970-- :
Total families (Thous.)..........: 8,682 6,959 4,714 4,005 709 1,605 640 1,723 444 420 222 452 44 141
Percent with 1969 incomes: :
Below $3,000..cc00cceecccccest 8.6 7.8 7.2 7.6 5.4 8.7 9.5 12.1 11.6 10.8 13.0 12.1 12.1 15.7
Below $6,000..cc00ceeccccceess 23.1 21.0 19.4 20.3 14.6 23.8 26.1 31.3 31.0 28.7 32.4 31.4 32.4 37.5
Below $10,000..cc000ecscecces: 48.5 45.4 42.6 43.7 36.4 50.2 53.9 61.3 59.9 58.6 62.2 62.7 61.9 67.2
$10,000 to $24,999..ccc000000:  46.2 48.7 50.9 49.9 56.4 45.1 42,2 35.8 37.1 38.1 35.1 34.5 35.1 30.2
$25,000 Or MOT@.cecseonnansss? 5.3 5.9 6.6 6.4 7.2 4.7 3.9 2.9 2.9 3.3 2.7 2.9 3.0 2.6

Median family income (dollars)...: 10,228 10,708 11,137 10,985 11,905 9.964 9,437 8,451 8,595 8.810 8,319 8,327 8,316 7,601

1960--

Total families (Thous.).cccceesss: 7,024 5,472 3,777 3,275 492 1,202 503 1,552 375 386 187 425 41 137

Percent with 1969 incomes: :
Below $3,000...cc0000ecesceess 15.6 13.8 12.8 13.1 10.8 15.6 17.6 21.9 22.3 17.5 23.7 22.3 23.4 29.2
Below $6,000.cc00000esecceess: 46.0 42.3 39.4 39.9 36.2 47.4 51.7 58.9 58.9 52.9 60.2 61.0 61.4 66.5
Below $10,000....00000cessses: 81.0 79.0 77.2 77.3 76.4 82.1 85.1 88.2 88.2 86.0 88.7 89.3 89.1 90.5
$10,000 to $24,999...c00000..: 17.4 19.3 20.9 20.8 21.7 16.5 13.8 10.9 10.9 13.1 10.5 9.9 10.4 8.8
$25,000 OF MOTC.cosevsoensanst 1.5 1.7 1.9 1.9 2.0 1.4 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.7 0.7 0.5 0.6

Median family income (dollars)...: 6,348 6,652 6,897 6,864 7,113 6,217 5,870 5,341 5,322 5,789 5,234 5,209 5,179 4,676

1/ Less than .05 percent.

Source: Census of Population, 1960 and 1970.
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Appendix table 17--The incidence and structure of poverty in metro and nonmetro counties, by race and region, 1969--Continued

. Metropolitan N Nonmetropolitan
Item ¥ Total® ; Greater : L : * Urbanized ) Less : Totally
: ! Total® ‘Medium’Lesser’ Total® :_urbanized : rural
: : ' Total® Core :Fringe: : : : Adja-:Nonad-: Adja-:Nonad-: Adja-:Nonad-
H : : : : H H : cent :jacent: cent :jacent: cent :jacent
Percent
Northeast: —_—

Persons, total..cceeecccccccsscsccssccssss 10,1 9.7 10.1 12.3 5.7 8.8 10.3 12.3 11.6 13.2 12.6 14.0 14.3 13.4
Related children under 18 years........: 11.0 10.9 11.8 15.6 5.4 8.8 10.3 11.5 10.7 13.5 11.6 13.5 13.9 12.9
Aged, 65 years and over.......eee.0.00s: 21,6 20,5 19.8 21.2 16.0 21.6 24.3 27.8 26.7 27.3 30.0 30.5 30.6 26.2

Families, total....ccceceeeeccocccscaceast 7.6 7.3 7.6 9.3 4.4 6.5 7.7 9.2 8.6 10.1 9.6 10.7 11.7 10.6
With female headS..cceeeeeoccccescceesss 26,2 26.0 27.0 29.1 19.3 23.4 25.9 27.8 27.5 28.4 27.2 29.0 32.8 27.3

With employed male heads 14-64 years :
= . S I 1Y ) 2.5 2.6 3.1 1.7 2.4 2.8 4.0 3.4 5.0 4.3 5.0 6.2 6.1
North Central: :

Persons, total....cccceececcccccscescesesss: 10.8 9.2 9.1 10.5 6.0 8.8 10.1 14.4 10.4 13.2 13.2 16.5 17.5 21.3
Related children under 18 years........: 10.6 9.5 10.0 12.2 5.6 8.5 9.0 13.1 8.9 11.5 11,5 15.3 16.3 21.6
Aged, 65 years and OVer.....ceeeeeeesees 26,2 22,2 21.0 21.3 19.9 23.3 25.5 32.4 27.6 30.9 32.8 34.2 35.1 35.3

Families, tot@l.ce.ceeeecececoccccccscecss 8.3 6.8 6.8 7.6 4.8 6.5 7.3 11.5 7.7 9.9 10.7 13.3 14.6 17.6
With female heads.....cceeeeeeeeseeeesst 28,2 27,6 27.5 28,7 22,3 28.1 27.2 30.1 26.3 31.5 28.7 32.1 32.6 35.4
With employed male heads 14-64 years

3 - P T 18- 2.5 2.3 2.5 2.0 2.4 3.1 6.0 3.4 4.4 5.4 7.3 8.7 11.9

South: :

Persons, tota@l..eceececcccccscescesseseast 20.3 15.7 12.3 15.1 8
Related children under 18 years........: 23.5 18.4 14.2 18.5 8
Aged, 65 years and over...eeccceeecseest 36,2 28,9 23,7 24.3 22

Families, total.c.ceeeeeicescsccceccnssset 16,2 12.2 9.4 11.5 6
With female headS.ceeeececcccccencssssst 41,1 36.9 31.2 33.9 24
With employed male heads 14-64 years
Oldeceeeeenoesocansssssnansassssscceesl 8.2 5.7 4.1 5.0 3.0 6.0 8.1 12.4 8.6 9.5 12.9 13.7 15.8 17.7

Negro and other races: :

Persons, total....ceeeeeececscsossesaesess 43.6 35,7 28.4 29.0 25.2 39.0 43.7 55.5 47.9 53.6 55.7 59.2 56.2 61.8
Related children under 18 years........: 50.4 42.4 34.8 36.1 28.9 45.8 50.6 61.5 54.4 60.2 61.4 65.1 61.7 67.4
Aged, 65 years and over......eeeceeeese® 57.9 50.7 43.1 42,5 46.3 53.2 57.3 65.8 60.6 63.8 66.6 67.3 66.1 69.8

Families, total...ccceeeccceccccccssssess? 37.9 30,6 24. 24,7- 21.6 33.6 38.0 49.6 42.4 47.2 49.9 53.0 51.3 56.4
With female headS..eeccecoceccccscscsest 60,6 55.6 48.1 48.4 45.9 59.5 63.0 69.5 65.4 69. 68.9 71.9 69.4 73.
With employed male heads 14-64 years

OLdeeeeeeeecnesacocoasannsancancenansst 22,7 15.7 11.0 10.9 11.4 17.6 22.7 34.9 27.4 31.3 35.5 38.3 38.4 43.7

West:

Persons, total.c.ceccecessscccsssccccccces 11.7 10.7 9.9 10.4 6.9 12.1 12.2 16.0 15,9 14.4 16.5 15.6 14.6 21.8
Related children under 18 years........: 12.9 11.7 11.0 11.8 7.0 13.5 12.1 17.0 17.4 15.2 17.5 16.0 14.0 24,2
Aged, 65 years and ovVer...cececeseessess 21,2 19.3 17.9 18.0 16.6 21.3 24.9 28.1 26.2 26.0 29.0 29.6 28.9 33.0

Families, tota8l.ceceecccccocccnns ceecsssst 8.9 8.0 7.4 7.8 5.3 9.3 9.5 12.4 12.3 11.0 13.1 12.2 11.4 17.1
With female headS.e.ceceeeeecscsnsssssss 31,1 29.6 28.0 28.4 25.2 33.4 34.0 39.0 39.0 39.1 37.7 38.4 34.8 44 .4

With employed male heads 14-64 years
Oldeieieeecnnececeesoncecssnscacnnnness 3.8 3.2 2.8 2.9 2.2 4.0 4.0 6.5 6.4 5.1 6.6 6.5 6.9 10.2

Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Appendix table 18--The incidence of poverty in metro and nonmetro counties, by region, 1959 and 1969
f . Metropolitan f Nonmetropolitan
Item f Total f N Greater . ) . . Urbanized . Less urbanizedf Totally rural
: : Total ' Total | Core ° Fringe' Medium: Lesser: Total : Adja- : Nonad-: Adja : Nonad-: Adja- : Nonad-
H : otal © ; ringe, 2 : cent : jacent: cent : jacent: cent : jacent
United States:
1969-~ H
Population in poverty (Thous.) 1/...:27,125 16,334 8,401 6,796 1,605 5,457 2,476 ' 10,791 1,971 1,309 2,721 2,997 611 1,183
Percent of total..eeeeoceecesseeeas 13.7 11.3 10.1 11.7 6.5 12.2 14.8 20.2 14.7 17.9 21.0 22.6 26.7 27.4
1959-~ :
Population in poverty (Thous.) 1/...:38,685 20,986 9,991 7,950 2,042 7,532 3,463 17,699 2,970 1,982 4,600 5,087 1,044 2,016
Percent of total....ceeevvnenneseas 22.1 17.0 14.2 15.3 11.0 19.8 23.8 34.2 24.7 29.0 36.5 37.7 45.3 44.2
Northeast: :
1969~- :
Population in poverty (Thous.) 1/...: 4,820 4,038 2,788 2,248 540 1,049 201 782 430 76 145 103 10 19
Percent of total.ceeeeerncncenanns : 10.1 9.7 10.1 12.3 5.7 8.8 10.3 12.3 11.6 13.2 12.6 14.0 14.3 13.4
1959~~ :
Population in poverty (Thous.) 1/...: 6,249 5,005 3,245 2,583 662 1,459 300 1,243 644 130 240 175 18 35
Percent of total...eeeevunnn ceeeess 14,4 13.3 12.8 14.6 8.7 13.8 17.1 21.1 19.3 23.3 22.1 24.4 29.7 27.9
North Central: :
1969-- :
Population in poverty (Thous.) 1/...: 5,952 3,506 2,133 1,696 437 867 506 2,446 400 254 582 758 99 353
Percent of total..c..icevneenee oot 10.8 9.2 9.1 10.5 6.0 8.8 10.1 14.4 10.4 13.2 13.2 16.5 17.5 21.3
1959-~ :
Population in poverty (Thous.) 1/...: 8,953 4,668 2,729 2,128 601 1,225 714 4,286 613 380 1,079 1,384 183 647
Percent of total....... I Y Y 13.8 13.2 13.9 11.3 14.0 16.0 25.6 17.4 21.1 25.1 29.3 31.7 35.5
South:
1969-- :
Population in poverty (Thous.) 1/...:12,388 5,897 1,680 1,220 440 2,769 1,468 6,491 866 746 1,834 1,861 478 687
Percent of total....veececcocenes .2 20.3 15.7 12.3 15.1 8.1 16.6 19.9 27.7 21.1 23.5 28.3 30.1 32.1 35.3
1959-~ :
Population in poverty (Thous.) 1/...:19,105 8,307 2,156 1,570 585 4,026 2,125 10,798 1,376 1,196 3,104 3,150 810 1,162
Percent of total....... sesesesnsses 35.5 27.0 21.0 23.6 16.1 28.7 33.1 46.9 37.5 40.5 47.9 49.6 53.7 55.6
West: H
1969-- :
Population in poverty (Thous.) 1/...: 3,965 2,894 1,820 1,632 188 772 302 1,071 275 233 141 275 24 124
Percent of total....ceveeseesaseaes 11.7 10.7 9.9 10.4 6.9 12.1 12.2 16.0 15.9 14.4 16.5 15.6 14.6 21.8
1959-- 3
Population in poverty (Thous.) 1/...: 4,378 3,006 1,861 1,668 193 821 323 1,372 336 276 176 378 33 172
14.3 13.0 13.4 10.3 17.1 16.6 22.3 22.8 18.1 23.9 22.2 20.9 30.3

Percent of total..eeeeeseecssssesss 16.1

1/ Excludes inmates of institutions, members of the Armed Forces living in barracks, college students in dormitories, and unrelated individuals under 14

years.

Source:

Census of Population, 1970, and material from the Office of Economic Opportunity derived from the Census of Population, 1960.
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Appendix table 19--Sources of income of families and unrelated individuals, in metro and nonmetro counties by race, and region, 1969

. . Metropolitan i Nonmetropolitan
Item f Total 3 f Greater f ) 3 Urbanized urbiziied : T::::iy
: : Total ' Total : Co PPt : Medi“m: Lesser: Total : Adja-: Nonad-: Adja-: Nonad-: Adja-:Nonad-
: : otal . re , fringe, H : : cent : jacent: cent : jacent: cent :jacent

United States:
Total reported income of families and
unrelated individuals (bil. dols.)......
Percent of total reported income

635.6 502.1 308.6 212.6 960.0 144.0 495.3 133.4 37.7 19.6 31.1 31.1 4.8 9.1

from:
Wages and salaries......ceeueee cosenst 78.6 79.9 79.9 79.3 8l1.4 80.1 79.0 73.7 78.1 77.6 73.2 70.4 69.1 62.5
Nonfarm, self-employment......... ereel 7.5 7.3 7.3 7.1 7.7 7.1 7.6 8.6 7.6 8.3 8.6 9.5 8.9 10.0
Farm, self-employment...eeceeoooeeesst 1.4 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.4 0.6 1.3 4.9 2.1 2.4 5.6 6.7 7.9 12.5
Social Security........ sesensessrenned 3.5 3.1 2.9 3.2 2.3 3.3 3.7 4.9 4,2 4.1 5.1 5.4 5.9 6.2
Public Assistance..... sesessessensansl 0.7 0.7 0.7 1.0 0.3 0.6 0.6 0.8 0.6 0.7 0.9 1.0 1.2 1.2
All other Income...ccessessecnscnsssst 8.3 8.6 8.9 9.3 7.9 8.3 7.9 7.0 7.3 6.8 6.7 7.0 7.1 7.6
Percent of families reporting :
income from: :
Wages and salaries....c.seeescoscssnnst 86.3 88.1 88.2 87.3 90.5 88.2 86.8 8l.4 85.3 85.5 80.8 79.4 77.0 73.0
Nonfarm, self-employment......coeseest 10.7 10.2 10.3 9.9 11.2 10.0 10.5 11.9 10.7 11.0 11.9 12.7 12.4 14.1
Farm, self-employment.....oceseesessst 4.6 1.8 1.0 0.6 1.9 3.4 4.0 12.2 5.9 6.6 13.6 14.9 18.2 24.7
Social Security....eeeeeeeesesesansest 19.7 18.6 18.4 19.4 16.0 18.7 19.0 22.7 20.4 19.6 23.3 24,1 26.0 26.6
Public Assistance.....eeeveeesesseses? 5.3 5.1 5.5 6.6 2.8 4.6 4.7 5.8 4.5 5.3 6.0 6.4 7.4 7.4
All other income......ceeveseseosesesst 35.1 37.9 40.1 39.2 42.2 35.9 32.9 27.6 30.9 28.5 25.7 26.7 24.1 26.2
Percent of unrelated individuals H
reporting income from: :
Wages and salaries.....eeeeeees ceeeest 61.8 64.1 64.3 63.9 65.6 63.7 64.5 54.9 62.5 65.5 47.9 49.5 39.9 41.6
Nonfarm, self-employment....eeeeeseest 3.6 3.6 3.9 3.9 3.7 3.3 3.3 3.6 3.2 3.3 3.6 4,1 4.1 4.6
Farm, self-employment....ceeceesecoss : 1.1 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.7 0.7 1.1 2.8 1.4 1.5 3.4 3.7 5.1 6.8
Social Security...eecesesessncesosnnat 29.3 27.1 26.7 26.7 26.9 28.1 27.0 35.8 29.3 26.5 41.6 40.9 47.6 47.3
Public Assistance.....eeesesessesesest 6.1 5.6 6.0 6.5 3.6 5.0 5.0 7.6 4.8 5.7 9.4 9.3 12.7 11.2
All other income.......... cresesees 0ol 31.5 32.4 33.8 33.4 35.1 31.1 29.1 28.9 29.4 25.4 29.7 29.8 29.1 31.0
Negro and other races: :
Total reported income of families and :
unrelated individuals (mil. dols.)......: 47,300 40,550 28,136 25,055 3,081 9,703 2,710 6,750 1,474 1,138 1,720 1,627 349 441
Percent of total reported income :
from: :
Wages and salaries.......ooseeveeesens? 84.8 85.6 85.9 85.7 87.4 85.0 85.1 79.9 83.3 81.0 79.7 77.5 80.0 75.2
Nonfarm, self-employment......coesees? 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.9 3.8 3.0 3.6 3.2 4.1 3.4 3.7 3.0 4.2
Farm, self-employment....eeveeoseveses 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.3 1.6 1.0 1.2 1.5 2.0 2.3 2.3
Social Security.vieeeeeceresesvocnsest 3.7 3.3 3.0 3.0 2.5 3.9 4.6 6.2 5.2 5.7 6.6 6.8 6.7 6.4
Public Assistance........ vevesensssesl 3.3 3.2 3.4 3.6 2,2 2.6 2.8 4.2 3.3 3.3 4.6 4.6 4.6 5.9
All other income........ soesrensssesnst 4.2 4.1 4.0 4.0 3.7 4.4 4.1 4.6 4.1 4.7 4.2 5.3 3.5 6.1
Percent of families reporting :
income from: :
Wages and salaries.........eccoeeeeset 86,0 86.6 86.2 85.8 89.9 87.4 87.4 83.4 85.5 85.7 82.7 82.4 82.2 80.1
Nonfarm, self-employment.......oeeoesst 5.3 5.4 5.5 5.4 6.2 5.2 4.7 4.9 4.8 4.8 4.7 4.9 4.5 6.0
Farm, self-employment......oeeesesees? 1.7 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.8 1.0 1.4 5.5 3.7 4.0 5.8 6.2 8.1 7.9
Social Security..eeeeeseeesescesnesess 18,2 16.3 14.9 14.9 14.9 18.7 19.9 24.9 21.7 23.8 25.4 26.5 27.1 25.6
Public Assistance.....cecoveeeensesest 16,7 15.8 16.4 16.9 12.2 14.7 15.2 19.9 16.4 17.7 20.5 21.4 20.7 25.7
All other INCOME....vvueereesnecnnnns 15.4 16.3 16.6 16.5 17.7 16.3 13.4 12.1 12.6 13.6 11.0 12.5 9.6 12.9

Continued
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Appendix table 19--Sources of income of families and unrelated individuals, in metro and nonmetro counties by race, and region, 1969--Continued

North Central:
Total reported income of families and
unrelated individuals (bil. dols.)......: 179.8 133.8 85.5 58.7 26.8 32.5 15.9 45.9 11.7 5.5 11.9 11.7 1.4 3.8
Percent of total reported income :
from: :
Wages and salaries.....ccceeceececenet 9
Nonfarm, self-employment......cecceceee? 7
Farm, self-employment..c.oceooseseccss? 2
Social Security..cceceececsccccccscnse?l 3
0
7

Metropolitan ) Nonme tropolitan
Item ; Total | ; Greater ; ; ; . ; Urbanized urbE:;:ed ; T:::iiy
H H Total , Total ° Co P i : Medi“m: Lesser:_ otal : Adja-: Nonad-: Adja-: Nonad-: Adja-:Nonad-
: : ota : re , fringe, : : cent : jacent: cent : jacent: cent :jacent
Percent of unrelated individuals :
reporting income from: :
Wages and salaries.......ceseseceesees 62,6 64.5 65.2 64.8 68.5 62.9 64.1 54.5 61.5 62.4 48.3 50.6 48.1 48.3
Nonfarm, self-employment...cceeseesse? 2.3 2.3 2.5 2.5 2.1 2.2 2.0 2.1 2.0 2,2 1.9 2.2 1.6 2.4
Farm, self-employment......ceceeeeeenet 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.4 1.2 0.7 0.8 1.3 1.5 1.8 2.2
Social Security...cceceeieesecaceesest 20.3 18.9 17.6 17.8 15.7 21.6 20.7 26.7 21.4 23.7 29.4 30.5 31.1 28.4
Public Assistance....eeeeeeeccesceesst 13.3 12.2 12.8 13.1 9.5 11.1 11.3 17.8 12.2 14.2 20.8 20.9 22.5 22.5
All other income...cceevesecccseseeset 12.8 13.2 13.7 13.8 13.0 12.9 11.0 11.1 11.3 10.3 11.2 11.6 9.2 I11.8
Northeast: H
Total reported income of families and : -
unrelated individuals (bil. dols.)...... : 169.2 151.2 104.3 66.2 38.1 40.9 6.0 18.0 10.8 1.6 3.1 1.9 0.2 0.4
Percent of total reported income :
from:
Wages and salaries....cecoeececeeceset  79.3 79.5 79.1 78.7 79.8 80.5 79.9 77.8 78.6 79.2 76.7 75.9 73.0 70.0
Nonfarm, self-employment......ccceese? 7.3 7.3 7.5 6.8 8.5 6.8 7.3 7.8 7.5 7.5 7.6 9.2 10.8 11.0
Farm, self-employment.....ceeoeesvesst 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.4 1.6 1.1 1.0 2.8 1.9 3.2 3.8
Social Security.ceceeeseeeesencnsinest 3.5 3.3 3.2 3.5 2.5 3.5 4.3 4.7 4.7 4.2 5.0 5.2 5.3 5.2
Public Asgistance.....cccoveeeesenes o2 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.4 0.3 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.8 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.7
All other incoOmE....ccseeevsescaccsest 8.7 8.8 9.1 9.4 8.6 8.1 7.4 7.5 7.6 7.3 7.3 7.1 7.1 9.3
Percent of families reporting :
income from: H
Wages and salaries.....ccceeeeeeeesest 87.5 87.8 87.4 86.1 89.9 88.8 87.5 85.1 85.3 87.8 84.1 84.2 81.5 82.5
Nonfarm, self-employment.....ceeese..? 10.1 9.9 9.9 8.9 11.7 9.9 10.1 11.1 10.5 10.9 11.3 12.8 16.0 16.2
Farm, self-employment......ccceoeeesas? 1.2 0.8 0.4 0.3 0.7 1.5 1.3 4.0 3.0 3.3 6.5 4.4 7.8 7.5
Social Security....... cectceeseseseeet 20,6 20.3 20.1 21.0 18.1 20.8 21.9 22.3 22.3 19.7 22.8 23.1 23.5 23.7
Public As8iStance....eeeecsceccnansast 5.4 5.6 6.1 7.8 2.8 4.4 4.5 4.0 3.9 5.3 3.6 4.4 3.2 4.6
All other income......ceeeeeseesceeest  38.9 40.1 40.5 38.3 44.7 40.2 34.8 31.1 32.0 30.3 29.6 29.4 28.0 32.0
Percent of unrelated individuals :
reporting income from: :
Wages and salarieS.....cceceeeeeeeseses  60.9 61.1 61.3 61.1 62.1 61.2 58.3 59.4 60.2 69.0 55.0 53.1 47.7 56.4
Nonfarm, self-employment.....cceeeeee? 3.4 3.4 3.6 3.6 3.4 3.1 3.1 3.3 3.1 3.1 3.4 4.2 5.3 4.0
Farm, self-employment....ceecesceccsce? 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.8 0.7 0.6 1.5 1.0 1.4 1.2
Social Security....cceeeeeesesecscsees 30.3 29.9 28.7 28.3 30.1 32.0 34.7 33.0 31.7 25.9 36.8 39.3 47.4 37.5
Public Assistance...ccecececcscceceast 5.3 5.5 6.1 6.9 3.2 4.4 4.4 4.0 3.7 4.2 3.9 5.8 5.0 4.9
All other income.....ceeoseeseeccscast 33.7 34.2 33.8 33.1 36.2 35.6 32.5 30.7 30.9 28.5 30.2 30.3 35.9 37.0
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Appendix table 19--Sources of income of families and unrelated individuals, in metro and nonmetro counties by race, and region, 1969--Continued

. Metropolitan ) Nonmetropolitan
Item Total Greater Urbanized urbt:::e a T:::iiy
: H Total | : : : Medium: Leuer: Total : Adja-: Nonad-: Adja-: Nonad-: Adja-:Nonad-
: : Total : Core : Fringe: . : : : cent : jacent: cent : jacent: cent :jacent
Percent of families reporting :
income from: :
Wages and salaries........cco0000eeeee:  86.3 89.3 89.6 89.1 90.8 89.2 88.1 79.9 86.7 84.8 80.2 77.1 72.7 68.0
Nonfarm, self-employment.....esesese0s: 10.5 9.4 9.1 8.5 10.5 9.6 10.5 12.9 11.0 11.2 12.9 14.0 15.0 15.7
Farm, self-employment.....ceeesseeeeet 7.8 2.7 1.5 0.6 3.5 3.8 6.0 18.9 8.8 9.7 20.4 22.1 28.7 35.9
Social Security......ceceeveseeececset 19.5 18.0 17.9 19.1 15.3 17.8 18.5 22.7 19.1 20.0 22.6 24.6 27.8 27.1
Public Assistance.....cceeeeeesesensst 3.8 3.9 4.2 5.0 2.3 3.6 3.4 3.5 2.8 3.5 2.9 4.1 3.8 4.5
All other Income....ceceesuceesesessas 37.1 39.2 39.8 39.6 40.3 38.2 38.2 32.6 34.8 32.9 30.9 32.5 33.2 32.3
Percent of unrelated individuals H
reporting income from: H
Wages and salaries........ceceeeeseeet  61.4 64.6 64.1 64.1 63.9 64.2 67.0 54.8 63.8 68.8 48.3 49.9 37.9 36.8
Nonfarm, self-employment.....eoocoeseet 3.4 3.2 3.2 3.1 3.7 3.2 3.3 3.7 3.2 3.2 3.8 4.0 4.5 4.8
Farm, self-employment.....cceceseeeast 1.9 0.8 0.5 0.3 1.4 1.1 1.6 4.2 1.9 2.0 4.9 5.1 7.6 9.9
Social Security....eeeeescescceseesset 32,9 29.4 29.1 28.7 30.7 31.1 28.0 40.1 31.5 25.9 47.4 45.0 56.6 56.1
Public Assistance.....ceeeeeecsncceset 4.5 4.2 4.8 5.2 3.1 3.5 3.3 5.2 2.9 3.8 5.0 6.9 8.3 9.5
All other income.....ceoeeseeeseessest 34,3 34.3 34.1 33.7 35.7 35.0 34.0 34.4 34.4 27.2 36.4 35.6 40.4 38.0
South: :
Total reported income of families and :

unrelated individuals (bil. dols.)......: 168.8 117.8 47.9 27.5 20.4 50.0 19.9 51.0 10.3 7.8 13.8 12.8 2.8 3.5
Percent of total reported income
from: -
Wages and salaries......ccocoes00s0ss
Nonfarm, self-employment.....cecceees
Farm, self-employment....cecoeeeeease
Social Security..cceceseececcscescsnss
Public Assistance......ccceeseevscene
Al]l other income......seesececcccenns
Percent of families reporting
income from:
Wages and salaries......ceoeeeeccones 5.1 7
Nonfarm, self-employment.....cececees? 0.4 0
Farm, self-employment....eooeoesesees? 5.3 2
Social Securityeeeeeesecsccesssannaast 20.4 18
5.9 4
7.9 2
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Negro and other races:
Total reported income of families and
unrelated individuals (mil. dols.)......: 17,758 12,519 5,815 4,783 1,032 4,864 1,840 5,238 988 799 1,557 1,252 337 305
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Appendix table 20--Income of the poverty population, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1969

f Metropolitan f : Nonmetropolitan
Item i Total f f Greater f f f . Urbunized f Less urbanized f T:;:iiy
: Total * Medium Lesser | Total X .
: : : : : : : : :Nonad-: : Nonad- : Adja-:Nonad-
H H Total H Core : Fringe= H H :Adjacent:jacent:Adjacent:Ajacent : cent :jacent

United States:
Total income

(Mil. dols.) lj...............; 15,690.9 9,556.1 4,909.7 3,980.8 928.9 3,181.4 1,465.0 6,134.8 1,187.0 762.6 1,540.3 1,685.0

Poverty deficit

(Mil. dols.) gj...............; 14,082.1 8,999.6 4,833.2 3,909.2 924.0 2,899.1 1,267.3 5,082.5 995.8 647.3 1,259.2 1,380.5 2

Percent of income....c.ceevee: 89.7 94.2 98.4 98.2 99.5 91.1 86.5 82.8 83.9 84.9 81.8

Percent of income of fami- :

lies & unrelated indi- :

viduals reported as: :
Earnings..cceeececcscscasess 49.5 48.2 44.3 43,2 48.7 51.5 54.5 51.6 50.6 54.5 51.1
Social security..eesescesest 29.0 28.3 28.4 27.5 32.0 28.5 27.7 30.2 31.2  27.7 30.8
Public assistance....ceeses: 13.4 15.2 18.9 21.0 10.0 12.0 9.7 10.6 10.0 10.2 10.6

Percent of families :

reporting income from: :
Earnings..ccceeccecsecennnss 60.3 58.1 53.8 52.3 59.9 61.5 64.5 63.5 61.7 65.8 63.2
Social security...ccoes.. : 32.0 28.1 25.7 24.5 30.7 30.2 31.3 37.5 35.0 33.5 38.8
Public assistance......cee.: 21.5 23.3 26.7 29.5 15.1 20.6 17.8 18.9 17.7 18.9 18.9

Percent of unrelated indi- :

viduals reportiag income :

from: :
Earnings..cceccecscscccecnes 30.8 31.9 30.8 30.6 31.5 32.4 35.2 28.6 33.0 36.5 24.2
Social security..c.ceeseeeet 45.5 42.6 41.4 40.9 43.4 44.2 43,7 51.6 47.2 44,4 54.9
Public assistance....ceeeest 12.6 11.4 11.6 12.5 7.9 11.0 11.4 15.1 10.4 13.0 16.9

Negro and other races:
Percent of income of fami-

lies & unrelated indi- :
viduals reported as: :
Earnings..ccceececcccacscacan? 57.6 54.0 47.8 46.8 57.6 60.6 65.0 64.8 64.2 65.3 64.9
Social security.eceececececeees 16.0 15.9 15.3 15.2 16.1 16.8 16.4 16.1 16.5 16.7 15.9
Public assistance...ccceeeees? 21.9 25.5 32.1 33.2 21.8 18.0 14.4 15.0 14.8 14.1 14.9
Percent of families :
reporting income from: :
Earnings...cecececceccscescscss 65.6 60.7 54.1 53.1 64.4 67.6 73.2 74.6 73.0 76.2 74.5
Social security...ceceececese: 23.9 20.9 17.8 17.4 22.2 24.6 25.6 29.4 27.3  28.9 29.6
Public assistance...cceeeceeee: 34.3 36.2 40.7 41.6 31.9 31.3 27.9 30.7 28.6 29.2 30.3
Northeast: :
Total income :

(Mil. dol8.) 1/.seeeeeceeenens: 2,937.3  2,429.9 1,641.0 1,324.0 317.1 660.4 128.5 507.4 281.1 47.7 93.4
Poverty deficit :
(Mil. dols.) 2/ceevesnsececess: 2,733.7 .2,323.7 1,614.0 1,283.3 330.8 598.8 110.8 410.1 234.9 36.7 74.5
Percent of income...eeceessse:  93.1 95.6 98.4 96.9 104.3 90.7 86.2 80.8 83.6 76.9 79.8

81.9

67.2

50.7
75.4

Continued
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Appendix table 20--Income of the poverty population, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1969--Continued

f f Metropolitan i Nonmetropolitan -
Item _ f Total f f Greater f f f i Urbanized f Less urbanized f Totaliy
: ° Total ' Medium _ Lesser . Total | Nonad . Nonad ; Adj:uraon.d
: : : B B : B : : :Nonad-: : - -2 -
: H : Total : Core : Fringe: : : :Adjace“t:1gcent:Adj‘ce“t: jacent : cent :jacent
Percent of income of fami- ;
lies & unrelated indi- :
viduals reported as: : R
Earnings..ccececocssccsonns? 39.5 38.6 37.4 36.1 42.9 41.0 41.1 43.8 42.5 50.6 42.5 45,3 47.0 48.1
Social security...cccececeeet 33.0 32.1 30.1 28.6 36.3 35.8 38.3 37.7 38.3 30.5 40.3 37.1 38.5 34.8
Public assistance...ccececs? 19.2 21.1 24.6 27.9 10.9 14.2 11.8 9.9 10.4 11.4 8.7 9.4 6.6 7.8
Percent of families :
reporting income from: :
EarningS.ccececececscccscnss 48.7 47.4 44.9 42.7 53.8 52.9 53.7 55.3 52.8 63.3 55.0 58.4 60.8 62.8
Social security..cececoceeet 30.0 28.1 25.8 24.3 31.8 32.9 35.7 39.6 39.6 33.5 42.5 40.1 42.8 37.2
Public assistance......ceee: 25.9 27.8 30.7 34.5 14.9 21.8 18.4 15.9 16.2 20.2 14.1 15.6 9.3 13.3
Percent of unrelated indi- :
viduals reporting income :
from: :
Earnings.ecececccococecesees 27.2 26.8 26.2 25.5 28.9 28.3 25.4 29.5 30.6 38.1 25.3 25.7 24.3 25.0
Social security.ceceeeceocs 46.6 45.7 43.7 43.4 45.0 48.8 53.0 51.2 49.2 45.6 55.8 55.6 61.4 58.1
Public assistance...ccocces 9.7 10.1 11.1 12.6 6.0 8.1 8.1 7.6 6.9 9.4 7.0 9.7 9.9 8.9

North Central:
Total income
(Mil. dols.) 1/.eceveeenseeese: 3,656.1  2,120.7 1,255.7 1,001.1 254.6 536.3 328.7 1,535.4 258.9 169.6 371.1 472.7 61.0 202.1

Poverty deficit : ]
(Mil. dols.) 2/..eceeecnsseses: 3,191.0 1,996.9 1,213.5 969.7 243.8 495.6 287.7 1,19%.1 219.3 137.2 279.4 357.7 45.0 155.6
Percent of income....cecevesel 87.3 94.2 96.6 96.9 95.8 92.4 87.5 77.8 84.7 80.9 74.1 75.7 73.8 77.0

Percent of income of fami-
lies & unrelated indi-
viduals reported as:

Earnings.ceccececcccccvccea? 44,1 43.7 42.2 41.3 45.9 44.7 47.9 44,7 45.6 48.0 41.7 44.4  43.2 47.6
Social Bsecurity..c.ceeceseeet 35.1 33.1 32.0 31.1 35.5 35.0 34.0 37.9 37.9  34.2 41.9 37.2 38.9 34.9
Public assistance....ceeess? 11.9 14.7 17.5 . 19.6 9.3 11.5 9.0 8.2 7.2 8.6 6.8 9.3 8.0 9.0
Percent of families :
reporting income from: :
Earnings.ceesecescscccscecss 58.2 55.8 53.7 51.8 60.4 58.0 60.6 61.3 59.3 60.1 59.4 61.9 60.9 66.1
Social security..cececcceee? 34.6 29.9 27.8 26.2 33.2 32.5 34.3 40.6 37.7  37.2 44.0 41.0 44.8 38.1
Public assistance......eeos? 18.6 23.3 26.0 29.3 14.3 20.6 16.8 12.5 13.4 14.0 10.5 13.7 11.3 11.7
Percent of unrelated indi- :
viduals reporting income
from: H
EarningS.ccceceeocssccsssnst 30.6 32.1 28.6 28.8 27.9 35.1 39.4 28.3 3.9 38.7 22.0 27.0 21.7 22.2
Social security...ccee. : 50.3 45.8 45.9 45.0 49.5 46.6 44.1 57.6 49.6 45.9 64.5 59.5 65.9 64.1
Public assistance...eeceees? 9.9 9.6 11.1 12.1 7.4 7.8 7.4 10.3 6.3 9.0 9.3 12.5 13.3 14.8

Continued
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Appendix table

20--Income of the poverty population, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1969--Continued

. Metropolitan : Nonmetropolitan
Item : Total ° : Greater : i : Urbanized * Less urbanized | Totally
: ! Total } Medium ° Lesser ' Total ° - : - . rural
: : Total Core ° Fringez : : ;Adjacent=N°nad-:Adjacent; Nonad- : Adja-:Nonad-
: : : : : : : :jacent: : jacent : cent :jacent
South: :
Total income :
(Mil, dols.) 1/.eecveuneennnns: 6,767.2  3,290.8 933.9 686.0 247.9 1,535.3 821.6 3,476.5 484.9 406.4 995.7 985.7 249.5 354.2
Poverty deficit :
(Mil. dols.) 2/..ccvevvevenens: 5,960.4  3,011.1 914.4 677.1 237.4 1,391.7 705.0 2,949.2 407.8 353.5 836.0 837.0 207.7 307.3
Percent of income......ocsu.eet 88.1 91.5 97.9 98.7 95.8 90.6 85.8 84.3 84.1 87.0 84.0 84.9 83.2 86.8
Percent of income of fami- :
lies & unrelated indi- :
viduals reported as: :
Earnings...ceeeececienanennes 57.1 58.3 56.4 55.5 58.9 58.3 60.5 55.9 57.3 58.7 55.7 54,9 56.3 54.0
Social security...ceeeaecest 25.4 24.6 25,1 24.8 25.8 24.7 23.8 '26.2 26.2 25.1 25.8 26.9 25.7 27.2
Public assistance.....c....: 10.6 9.8 10.7 12.0 7.1 9.8 8.9 11.4 9.6 9.9 12.1 11.8 12.1 12.4
Percent of families :
reporting income from: :
Earnings...eeceeeensnnanans 65.2 65.6 64.3 64.1 64.9 65.4 67.4 64.9 65.4 68.3 65.1 64.4 63.8 62,2
Social security....eeeeeese: 33.9 29.8 27.7 26.6 30.6 30.5 30.7 37.4 34.3  34.4 37.3 38.5 38.6- 40.2
Public assistance..........t 20.3 18.9 19.8 22,3 13.2 19.2 17.5 21.5 18.5 20.0 21.9 22.1 22.1 23.0
Percent of unrelated indi- :
viduals reporting income :
from: :
Earnings...ceeeeeeennsnnaeesst 29.9 32.7 34.0 33.1 36.7 31.4 33.1 26.4 29.5 33.2 24.8 25.2  21.5 22.4
Social security...ceoeceeent 45.2 41.9 39.1 39.6 37.6 43.3 43.0 49.6 46.9 45.3 49.8 51.5 52.6 53.2
Public assistance..........: 17.0 13.8 12.5 13.4 9.9 14.2 15.3 21.2 16.5 16.9 23.4 22.6 24.3 22,9
Negro and other races: :
Percent of income of fami- :
lies & unrelated indi- :
viduals reported as: :
EarningS.ecoesecvocnncsnnnnsset 65.5 65.0 64.1 63.1 69.6 64.7 67.2 65.9 66.5 66.6 65.2 65.4 67.4 66.3
Social security....veeeeeeaess 16.1 16.1 14.9 14.9 14.9 17.0 16.1 16.1 16.4 16.6 15.8 16.4 15.2 15.9
Public assistance..... ceseesel 14.3 14.4 16.5 17.4 11.7 13.9 12,7 14.2 12.9 13.3 14.8 14.6 13.9 14.7
Percent of families :
reporting income from: : .
Earnings.cceveeevcecessvnnnaat 73.6 71.4 69.9 68.9 75.7 70.9 74.6 75.7 74.9 77.8 75.0 76.0 75.0 75.9
Social security...ceevveenans 27.5 24.9 21.5 20.8 25.1 26.6 26.4 30.1 28.2 29.8 29.8 30.9 31.0 31.4
Public assistance...eeeieeuos: 29.2 28.3 29.5 30.6 23.4 28.2 26.6 30.1 27.5 28.9 30.4 30.9 30.1 32.5
West: :
Total income H
(Mil. dols.) 1/...evveunnnnnna: 2,330.3  1,714.7 1.079.0 969.7 109.3 449.3 186.3 615.6 162.1 138.8 80.2 159.3 14.2 61.0
Poverty deficit :
(Mil. dols.) 2/.evvvvvianneena: 2,197.0 1,667.9 1,091.2 979.1 112.0 413.0 163.8 529.1 133.9 120.0 69.3 135.1 12.4 58.4
Percent of income.........c0.: 94.3 97.2 101.1 100.1 102.5 91.9 87.9 85.9 82.6 86.5 86.4 84.8 87.3 95.7
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Appendix table 20--Income of the poverty population, by metro and nonmetro counties, race, and region, 1969--Continued

f f Metropolitan i Nonmetropolitan
Item f Total f f Greater f f : f Urbanized f Less urbanized f Tot:liy
: . Total | - -  Medium ;| Lesser . Total -Nonad—: T Nonad= . Adj:t';onad—
: H Total H Core H Fringe: : H :Adjacent:jacent:Adjacent: jacent : cent :jacent
Percent of income of fami- :
lies & unrelated indi- :
viduals reported as: :
Earnings...cececesccssccssset 48.8 48.1 46.5 46.3 48.5 51.6 49.0 50.7 52.3 51.3 47.9 48.8 47.5 54.7
Social security..cccecesess? 24.9 24.1 24.3 24.2 25.1 22.7 26.7 27.1 23.1  26.4 29.9 30.4 33.7 24.9
Public assistance..cececess? 16.4 17.7 18.9 19.3 15.1 16.6 13.3 12.8 15.2 12.9 11.9 11.0 8.9 12.5
Percent of families H
reporting income from: :
Earnings...cceeececcccccssnes 61.3 59.8 58.1 57.5 63.6 62.4 63.0 65.3 66.1 64.3 61.0 65.4 68.0 69.9
Social security..ceeccesees: 24.2 22.4 21.3 21.2 21.8 23.1 26.8 29.1 26.3 26.6 32.8 31.8 33.4 28.4
Public assistance.....cecest 24.3 26.0 27.5 28.1 22.2 24.6 20.7 19.8 23.7 20.2 17.8 17.2 12.0 20.5
Percent of unrelated indi- :
viduals reporting income :
from: H
Earning8..cccoceecccsscccess 37.6 37.9 37.4 37.3 38.3 38.8 39.7 36.6 42.5 39.5 29.3 33.1 30.4 33.4
Social security..ccececessst 36.8 35.0 34.6 34.5 35.6 34.8 37,9 43.0 37.7 40.0 47.3 47.3 50.4 46.0
Public assistance....cceeest 12.3 12.0 12.1 12.2 11.1 12.3 10.9 13.4 12.8 12.1 15.9 12.9 12.6 16.8

1/ Income reported by families and unrelated individuals that

z/ Poverty deficit is that income needed to move all incomes o

Source:

Census of Population, 1970.

have incomes below the poverty threshold.

f poverty families and unrelated individuals up to their respective poverty thresholds.





