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Preface

This bulletin brings up to date the study on the “Economic Status of the
Negro/” which was prepared at the re(Luest of the Planning Session for the
White House Conference “To Fulfill These Rights,” held November 17-18,
1965. The 1965 study was used as a reference by the Task Force on Jobs,
Income, and Economic Status.

Additional data, including findings from new studies, have been incorpo-
rated in this analysis. The appendix, which has been updated, contains the
sourcebook of tabulations used by working staff in advance of the Conference.
The bibliography has been expanded.

The bulletin was planned and prepared by Dorothy K. Newman of the
Bureau of Labor Statistics, with the cooperation of many staff members of the
Bureau and persons in other Government agencies who provided substantial
amounts of data, some of which were as yet unpublished.

Among Bureau staff members who participated, Laurie D. Cummings
assisted Mrs. Newman directly in the initial development of the basic data
and concepts; staff members of each of the Bureau’s operating offices supplied
substantive data for analysis; and Ellen Bussey contributed to the analytic
content of charts and appendix. The Research Statistics Service of the
Veterans Administration prepared special tabulations from unpublished source
data, some of which appear here for the first time. | wish to express my
appreciation for their interest and support of this project.

Arthur M. Ross,

Commissioner of Labor Statistics.
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Chapter I. The Negro Population

The keys to advancing Negro achievement in
the Ujiited States are work at a living wage for all
who want it, equal advancement opportunity, and
equal pay for equal work. Work provides more
than a livelihood; on it depends dignity in the
community. Work leads to the economic security
that supports social goals.

Whether or not Negroes and other Americans
are fully employed depends on many things, not
the least of which is the state of the economy.
As this is being written, the economy is booming;
yet the economic situation of Negroes continues
to be far less than is considered acceptable for the
population as a whole.

No American is merely an economic being. A
purely economic analysis of the Negro American
Is likely to leave many significant questions un-
answered. This report does not presume to be a
comprehensive socioeconomic analysis of the op-
portunity of the Negro to work and achieve; but,
using social as well as economic material, it does
attempt to illuminate how the Negro American is
faring. It also attempts, through presentation of
facts about education and living conditions such
as health and housing, to suggest some elements
that are retarding progress and that may need
continuing attention.

Earlier studies of the Negro worker have made
it clear that to cope effectively with the economic
issues it is necessary to know more about the
distribution and characteristics of the Negro
population in general and the ways in which the
conditions of the Negro correspond to or differ
from those of the white population.

The Negro population appears proportionately
greater nationwide than it really is, largely because
massive migration of Negroes into the central cities
of large metropolitan areas has been accentuated
by outmigration of whites from the cities to the
suburbs.

Actually, the percentage of Negroes in the total
population has changed little within this century.
The greatest change in the Negro population has
been not in numbers but in location—away from
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http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

the South and farms and into the metropolitan
areas (chart 4). _ _ _

However, in spite of the increasing concentration
of Negroes in central cities, which have served as
megnets to Negro migrants, only Washington,
D.C., among the larger cities, had more Negroes
than whites in 1960. ~ In all other cities of 250,000
E)opulatlon or more, the ratio of Ne?roes, to the
otal population was 40 percent or below in 1960;
and, in most instances, it was less than 30 percent
(see table 1). .

Except in the South, where they constitute
about one-fifth of the Populatlon, Negroes repre-
sent only a small fraction (about 11 percentf of
the total population of the United States; 7 percent
each in the Northwest and the North Central
regions; and 4 percent in the West. o

Over half (54 percent) of all Negroes still live in
the South, despite the mass exodus of about 3.3
million Negroes from this region since 1940. By
1964, the Northeast and North Central regions
each had almost 20 percent of the Negro Po ula-
tion; the West had 8 percent. Most recent statis-
tics indicate that a migration from other regions
to the West has begun and is increasing (chart 1).

In the West, mcludmgI Alaska and Hawail,
Negroes accounted for half of the region’s non-
white residents in 1960; in the conterminous
West (excluding Alaska and Hawaii), Negroes
made up 62 percent of the nonwhite population.
In contrast, virtually all nonwhite residents in
each of the other. reglons were Negro (95 percent
of all nonwhites in the North Central reglon; 96
gerctehrst in the Northeast; and 98 percent in the

outh).

The great majority of Negroes are city dwellers.
Almost all of the Nation’s Negroes who still lived
in rural areas or on farms in 1960 were in the
South. Even there, 3 out of 5 Negroes live in
urban areas. The northern or western Negro has
been a city dweller at least since the turn of the
century. In the North and West combined,
almost all Negroes (as compared with three-fourths

1



CHART 1

THE SOUTH LOST 3.3 MILLION NONWHITE PERSONS, 1940-63

(MILLIONS OF NONWHITE MIGRANTS)
- 3 - 2 - 1 o0 1 2 3
I I3 1 1 1 1 r

NORTHEAST

BUT AVERAGE ANNUAL NET OUTMIGRATION OF NONWHITES
FROM THE SOUTH HAS DRUPPEU SHARPLY

NORTHEAST NORTH CENTRAL SOUTH WEST
100
50
AVERAGE NET
ANNUAL
NONWHITE
MIGRANTS
(IN THOUSANDS)
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SOURCE: U.S. BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
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of the white population) live in urban areas
(chart2). _
Like immigrant groups in general, Negroes

show distinct patterns of concentration. They
are especially numerous in central cities,
CHART 2.

URBANIZATION, 1910-60

NEGROES HAVE BECOME MORE URBAN,
AND MORE RAPIDLY URBANIZED THAN
WHITES IN THE

URBANIZATION HAS RISEN SHARPLY
AND ABOUT THE SAME FOR BOTH
GROUPS IN THE

NEGROES WERE CHIEFLY URBAN TO
START WITH IN THE

NEGRO O WHITE

* EXCLUDING ALASKA AND HAWAII.
SOURCE: U.S. BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
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particularly the large cities which are part of
metropolitan areas and which are technically
known as Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas,
or SMSA’s.  For example, in 1960, the six cities
with the largest Negro population had almost a
fifth of all Negroes i the United States, and all
but one of these cities were outside the South
(see table 1). The exception was Washington,
D.C., a border city to which southern Negroes
are particularly attracted (chart 3). The in-
creasing Negro concentration within the central
city and the outmigration of whites has been far
reater and more dramatic in the largest SMSA’s
?chart 5). The opposing migratory trends, par-
ticularly the white out-migration, have been much
more moderate in SMSA’s of 100,000 to 500,000
population. In the smallest SMSA’s (50,000 to
100,000 population in 1960) the proportion of
both whites and Negroes who live in central cities
has continued to increase. Major differences
exist among regions and cities, and much of the
concentration in central cities results from internal
shifts within the SMSA’s.

Within the central cities, the main problem
Is not number or proportion of Negroes, but their
spatial arrangement and economic status. In
most large cities in 1960 (charts 6-9), half or more
of the Negroes lived in census tracts in which the
population was 90 percent or more Negro and
In-which population density per square mile
was especially high (table 2). Besides being
confined to a disproportionately small space
within the city, the Negro tracts were usually
contiguous or formed one or more pockets within
the city. Color was the only common character-
istic of these pockets of Negro residence (charts
6-9). Other socioeconomic characteristics of the
population were unusually heterogeneous, for
example, the range of income and education.

The spatial confinement of urban Negroes to
densely populated areas raises serious economic
issues for the Nation. Because of segregation,
the residents of Negro neighborhoods tend to be
more socially and economically heterogeneous, but
the choices available to them as consumers are
more limited and more homogeneous than among
whites. Segregation frequently limits the Negro
consumer in his choice of such items as housing,
public services, transportation, supermarket facil-
ities, recreation, bhanking, insurance, medical and
legal services and many others. Such artificial
narrowing of consumer choice can and often does

3



CHART 3

OVER HALF THE NEGROES LIVE IN THE SOUTH

*AS OF 194

(PERCENT)
8 WEST
19 NORTHEAST
19 NORTH CENTRAL
54 SOUTH
BUT

THE FIRST 6 CITIES IN NEGRO POPULATION ARE NOT
SOUTHERN, EXCEPT FOR WASHINGTON, D.C., A BORDER CITY

NEW YORK

CHICAGO

PHILADELPHIA

DETROIT

WASHINGTON

LOS ANGELES

250,000

SOURCE: U.S. BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
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1,087,931
812,637
529,240
482,223
411,737
334,916
500,000 750,000 1,000,000 1,250,000

NEGRO POPULATION, 1960



CHART 4.

THE NEGRO POPULATION HAS INCREASED LEAST
(PROPORTIONATELY) OF ALL THE RACES IN THE U.S:
AND HAS REMAINED CLOSE TO 10 OR 11 PERCENT OF

TOTAL POPULATION, 1900-1960

FROM THE SOUTH AND FARMS TO CITIES AND ESPECIALLY
T0 CENTRAL CITIES OF SMSA'S**
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CHART 5

NEGROES' INCREASING CONCENTRATION IN CENTRAL CITIES OF
SMSA'S HAS ACCOMPANIED DECENTRALIZATION AMONG WHITES

RATIO:
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THESE OPPOSING TRENDS HAVE BEEN
SHARPEST IN THE LARGEST SMSA'S

RATIO:
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TRACTS FALLING IN HIGHEST QUARTILE FOR
MALE UNEMPLOYMENT

TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FOR INCOME
AND HIGHEST QUARTILE FOR MALE UNEMPLOYMENT

TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FOR INCOME,
ANDEDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT AND HIGHEST QUARTILE
FOR MALE UNEMPLOYMENT

TRACT MEDIAN
RANGE OF MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME, LOWEST QUANTILE $2,452 - 5,83

RANGE OF MEDIAN EDUCATIONAL ATTAINVENT, TRACT MEDIAN
LOWEST QUARTILE (years) 5.7-8.8
TRACT RATE
RANGE OF MALE UNEMPLOYMENT RATE. HIGHEST QUARTILE 355 - 7.2
( PERCENT)
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CHART 6A

CHICAGO 1960

23% OF THE CITY'S TOTAL POPULATION OF 3550,000 WERE NEGROES

67% OF THE NEGROES LIVED IN NEGRO TRACTS

54 OF THE NEGRO TRACTS (WITH 43% OF THE POPULATION IN
THESE TRACTS) FELL INTO THE LOWEST QUARTILE FOR INCOME
AND EDUCATION AND HIGHEST QUARTILE FOR UNEMPLOYMENT.



CHART 6B

CHICAGO 1960

Detail of Negro
Concentration
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CHART 7A

LOS ANGELES 1960

14% OF THE CITY'S 2,479,000 POPULATION WERE NEGROES

69% OF THE NEGROES LIVED IN NEGRO TRACTS

13 OF THE NEGRO TRACTS (WITH 69% OF THE POPULATION
IN THESE TRACTS ) FELL INTO THE LOWEST QUARTILE
FOR INCOME AND EDUCATION AND HIGHEST QUARTILE
FOR UNEMPLOYMENT.

NEGRO TRACTS COMPRISED 3% OF THE CITY'S TOTAL

POPULATION AND LESS THAN .05% OF THE CITY'S
TOTAL AREA.

TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FOR INCOME
TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FCR
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINVENT

RACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FOR BOTH
INCOME AND EDUCATIONAL ATTAINVENT

TRACTS FALLING IN HIGHEST QUARTIIf FOR
MALE UNEMPLOYMENT

TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FOR INCOME
AND HIGHEST QUARTILE FOR MALE UNEMPLOYMENT

TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FOR INCOME.
AND EDUCATIONAL ATTAINVENT AND HIGHEST QUARTILE
FOR MALE UNEMPLOYMENT

RANGE OF MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME LOWEST QUARTILE

RANGE OF MEDIAN EDUCATIONAL ATTAINVENT TRACT MEDIAN
LOWEST QUARTILE 1 years| 73-97
TRACT RATE
RANGE OF MALE UNEMPLOYMENT RATE. HIGHEST QUARTILE 126 - 6.3
(PERCENT)
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CHART 7B

10

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUART!II FOR INCOME
TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FOR
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FOR BOTH
INCOME AND EDUCATIONAL ATTAINVENT

TRACTS FALLING IN HIGHEST QUARTILE FOR
MALE UNEMPLOYMENT

TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILI FOR INCOME
AND HIGHEST QUARTILE FOR MALE UNEMPLOYMENT

TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FOR INCOME.
/AND EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT AND HIGHEST QUARTILE
FOR MALE UNEMPLOYMENT

3
RANGE OF MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME LOWEST QUARTILE %

RANGE OF MEDIAN EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT TRACT MEDIAN
LOWEST QUARTILE (years) 6.7-8.7
TRACT RATE
RANGE OF MALE UNEMPLOYMENT RATE. HIGHEST QUARTILE  25.4- T 8
(PERCENT)

217-817 O— 66 2
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CHART 8A

MANHATTAN 1960

23% OF THE BOROUGH’S TOTAL POPULATION OF 1,698,000 WERE NEGROES.

59% OF THE NEGROES LIVED IN NEGRO TRACTS.

10 Of THESE TRACTS (29%) SHOWED LOW INCOME ALTHOUGH
THEY FELL NEITHER INTO THE LOWEST QUARTII
TO EDUCATION, NOR THE HIGHEST WITH RESPECT TO
UNEMPLOYMENT.

ONLY 6 OF THE NEGRO TRACTS (WITH 17% OF THE POPULATION
IN THESE TRACTS) FELL INTO THE LOWEST QUARTILE FOR
INCOME AND EDUCATION AND THE HIGHEST QUARTILE FOR
UNEMPLOYMENT.

11



CHART 8B

MANHATTAN 1960

Detail of
Negro Concentration
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TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTIIf FOR INCOME Eﬂ

TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FOR I
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FOR BOTH I

INCOME AND EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

TRACTS FALLING IN HIGHEST QUARTILf FOR ”'l
MALE UNEMPLOYMENT

TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FOR INCOME
AND HIGHEST QUARTILE FOR MALE UNEMPLOYMENT

TRACTS FALLING IN LOWEST QUARTILE FOR INCOME,
AND EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT AND HIGHEST QUARTILE
FOR MALE UNEMPLOYMENT

TRACT MEDIAN
RANGE OF MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME.LOWEST QUARTILE *2.341 - 5,401

RANGE OF MEDIAN EDUCATIONAL ATTAINVENT, RACT MEDIAN
LOWEST QUARTILE (years) 5.6-10.7
TRACT RATE
RANGE OF MALE UNEMPLOYMENT RATE, HIGHEST QUARTILE  29.8-8.8
(PERCENT)
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CHART 9A
WASHINGTON 1960

54% OF THE CITY'S TOTAL POPULATION OF 754,000 WERE NEGROES

50% OF THESE NEGROES LIVED IN NEGRO TRACTS

ONLY 5 OF THE NEGRO TRACTS (WITH 10% OF THE
POPULATION IN THESE TRACTS) FELL INTO THE LOWEST
QUARTILE FOR INCOME AND EDUCATION AND THE HIGHEST
QUARTILE FOR UNEMPLOYMENT.

NEGRO TRACTS COMPRISED 27% OF THE CITY'S TOTAL
POPULATION BUT ONLY 5% OF THE CITY'S TOTAL AREA.

13



CHART 9B

WASHINGTON 1960

Detail of
Negro Concentration
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drastically reduce real income and curtail im-
portant Increments to human, business, and
community resource development.

The rising proportion of children in the densely
populated Negro neighborhood™ in the central
cities and the crowding in central city schools
present serious problems. Among these are policy
questions relating to expansion of neighborhoods
and the housin? market, economic opportunit?/,
and access to information and resources for family
planning.

CHART 10

THE NEGRO POPULATION ON
THE AVERAGE IS SLIGHTLY YOUNGER
THAN THE WHITE

NEGRO CHILDREN OF PRESCHOOL AGE
ARE INCREASING AS A PROPORTION
OF THE TOTAL PRESCHOOL POPULATION,
BUT ONLY IN NONFARM AREAS OR
IN CITIES- DESTINATION OF YOUNG
MIGRANTS OF CHILDBEARING AGE
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While there is a rising trend in the Froportion
of Negro children (under 5) in the total preschool
population, chiefly in cities (chart 10), it is quite
possible that Negro fertility rates, especially in
Places where Negroes live in large numbers, could
all below the white average, if economic expansion
continues and if increased commitments to
programs for education, employment, and housing
opportunity are effective.

Several factors point to this conclusion. Anal-
yses indicate that the nonwhite to white fertility
ratio falls rapidly as urbanization and incomes
increase. The majority of Negroes already are
city dwellers and their earnings are rising. The
Negro migrants to cities have more years of
schooling and higher incomes than the Negro
population whence they originated. About half
the Negroes in the six cities of largest Negro
population, were born elsewhere (chart 11). In
areas of inmigration, nonwhite men %et a larger
proportion of relatively high status jobs in white-
collar occupations and the crafts, and substantially
better pay, than in the South, which contains the
areas of outmigration (chart 12). Negro wives at
all family income levels are more likely than white
wives to hold a paid job outside of the home, an
important factor in reducingi fertility as well as
sustaining or increasing family income. Fertility
rates for nonwhite women age 25-34, with family
incomes of $6,000 or more, approach the rates for
white mothers of similar age and family income
(chart 13).

CHART 11

ONE OF EVERY
TWO NONWHITES IN NORTHERN AND
WESTERN CITIES OF GREATEST NEGRO
POPULATION WERE IN MIGRANTS,
CHIEFLY FROM THE SOUTH

15



CHART 12
NONWHITE MIGRANTS AVERAGE MORE SCHOOLING

THAN OTHER NONWHITES

NONWHITE MALES (25-29 YEARS OLD)

SCHOOLING OF

i 11+ years of
POPULATION,

1 1HIGH SCHOOL

1960 SOUTH fraivssl
Lewe KvX] 1+ YEARS OF
COLLEGE
SCHOOLING OF u.s.
INTERREGIONAL
MIGRANTS, 1955-60 SOUTH
1 1 1
25 50 75 ()]

PERCENT OF MIGRANTS, 1955-60

IN REGIONS OF GREATEST INMIGRATION,

NONWHITES GET-
HIGHER STATUS JOBS AND BETTER PAY
percent  THAN  AVAILABLE TO THEM WHERE INMIGRATION IS LOW

EAST CENTRAL EAST CENTRAL

WHITE COLLAR PRODUCTION
AND CRAFTS WORKERS IN
INDUSTRY

SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS;

U.S. BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
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CHART 13.

AT MAJOR CHILDBEARING AGES;
THE NONWHITE TO WHITE FERTILITY RATIO
DECREASES WITH INCREASING INCOME,
AND TENDS TO BE LOWEST IN CITIES

AAAAAAAAAAAAAA
RRRRRRRRRRRRR

\\\\\\

Although the national economy has shown
healthy growth for 5 years, the large Cities to which
NeProes have migrated to find employment have
nof shared proportionately in the Nation’s rate_of
economic growth; unemployment in these cities
ma%I generate frustration and a host of other
roblems,

P Six cities among those having 100,000 Negroes
or more in 1960 "showed less_employment "gain
than the national average of 7 percent between
1963 and 1965. These cities included such places
of heavy Negro immigration as New York,
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Chlcago, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Newark, and
Los Angeles. Most of the_ cities having an
extensive Negro population gained more than the
national average in the service and trade indus-
tries, which include business, household, and
Personal services, and both retail and wholesale
rade. Negro men have begun to enter skilled
occupations in manufacturing and are command-
ing improved _earnings and seniority, and most of
the cities having a large Negro population showed
more increase in this area” of employment than
the national average. However in the two cities
having the largest Negro population_ in their
region, as well as substantial Negro immigration—
Los Angeles and New York—there was no increase
in manufacturing employment (see table 1). Six
of the cities showmﬂ an employment gain of at
least as much as the national” average were in
the South, where Negroes are not yet readily
%nﬁplc%yieg) outside of Service and laboring jobs
chart 14).

No unemployment rates for central cities, by
color, are availlable since the 1960 census of
population, except for those obtained in a recent
survey in south and east Los Angeles by the
Buredu of the Census.1 This survey, and other
Clues about employment and unemployment,
suggest that Negroes may benefit less than others
when employment gains take place in SMSA's,

1 US DePartment of Commerce, Bureau of the Census,
Current Population Reports, Special Census Survey of thg
South and East Los Angeles Areas: November 1965.
Series P-23, No. 17, Mar. %3, 1966.

17



CHART 14
OF THE US. CITIES" WITH 100,000 NEGROES OR MORE

IN' 1960

NEW ORLEANS ]

ATLANTA

DETROIT.

WASHINGTON, D.C. (SMSA) 8 S_O/\E) G%ATEQ
DALLAS WIQJLTLRAL
CINCINNATI ** EIV\E\] 1963'65

ST. LOUIS

CLEVELAND *~*

MEMPHIS

PITTSBURGH

CHICAGO AGQIGJLTLRAL EM-
PLOYVENT GAIN THAN

NEWARK Tl_E U

S ARRAGE
LOS ANGELES E[V\E\l 1963'65

BALTIMORE
PHILADELPHIA

NEW YORK (SMSA)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 N 2 BB U b
PERCENT GAIN' IN NONAGRICULTURAL BVPLOYVENT

* CITES WITH 250,000 OR MORE TOTAL POPULATION AND AT LEAST 100,000 NEGRO
POPULATION. 1/3 OF THE TOTAL U.S. NEGRO POPULATION LIVED IN 18 CITIES.
HOUSTON, TEXAS, WHICH MEETS THE CITY CRITERIA,WAS EXCLUDED FROM THE
GRAPH BECAUSE DATA ON NONAGRICULTURAL EMPLOYMENT ARE NOT AVAILABLE
FOR IT.

** THE GAIN SHOWN MAY BE SOMEWHAT EXAGGERATED DUE TO A CHANGE IN AREA
DEFINITION IN 1964.

SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS, AND U.S.
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS.
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Chapter Il. Employment, Unemployment, and the Labor Force

In March 1966, nonwhite workers constituted  In the most recent full year of the current upswing)
about 11 percent of the civilian labor force of the  when unemployment rates for white workers

of the unemployed and 25 percent of the long-term : :
unemployed. Throughout the period since World ~ tWice as high—8.3 percent. Some of the reasons

War 1, nonwhite unemployment rates have con- for the persistence of the relative disadvantage of
sistently exceeded the rates for white workers, ~ nonwhite workers can be isolated from an exami-
but the gap varies with the business cycle.  nation of each segment of the labor force.

Table L—Cities with 100,000 Negroes or More in 1960, and Percent Change in Their Nonagricultural Employment, by
Industry Group, 1963-65

(TR PR PercephSIELA Rl

Cities (in order of Negro population) Negro

Total Total? Manufac- Services  Trade
uring
Number  Percent

New York N.Y [, 182 1,088 4 3 —1 i 5

illeier — —— W W o3 : 1 b

Detrojt, Mich - — = — 1, 6/0 43) 2 12 1 8 4

Washington, DG~~~ — J 412 o 1 iV 1

Los Andeles, Calif — 2,419 14 k] 9 8

Baltimore, 939 h 1 9

Cleveland, Ohio™ 8/0 ol 9 8 13

New Orleaps, L~ .. 029 234 [ 15 2 13 1

Houston, Tex _ - _ 93 15 3@ @ @ @

t. Louis, Mo~ . 7(/) 14 ]Z 2

fland, G8. — T 4 1 1

Mempnis, Tenn™ — 4 [ D

Newdrk, N.J_ 4 1 0 8

S T R R

SRR e §§ S R
, 323 lg, % 1 6 8 7

Total, Unite ,S‘l%tes.. L
Population in the 18 anes,ﬁia
ercent of total U.S. popula-
Ion 14 3l

1For the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area, or its approximation. and Unemployment in Neighborhoods, January 1963, table B-4 for Negro Eogu-
2Includes industries other than manufacturing, services, and trade not [ation in Individual cities; U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau ‘of Labor

shown separatelg/, such as finance, transportation, and government. Statistics, Employment and Earnings Statistics for States and Areas 1939-63,
3Less than 0.5 percent. Bulletin No. f37(¥-1 tables on page 8, 58, 134, 169, 201, 265, 282, 305, 43, 387,
*Not available. 14, 472, 474,531, 536, 591, 605, and 607 for 1963 figures for individual SMSA'S;

Source ¢ f population. 1960, U.S. S PC(1)-1D, table 34 Employment and Earnings, \ 0 11, No. 11 May 1965, table B-I, p. 13 for
U3, Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statisics IrEc?Jme, Education, tf;ggrd'sstg({%%?&m”lé%[gl e%[r)loylrgént Ir?or%nc%?l(tjulégpubelrlﬁglegyr%%%etau of
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Table 2.— Extent of Negro Concentration in Negro Census Tracts land Selected Characteristics of These Tracts, Washington,
D.C., Chicago, Los Angeles, and Manhattan, 1960

Ne#]r PtY(/aeCEH
poyt? Aon pﬂ,élﬁn%rt?%n Percent of egijc%;rp'genarjﬁd
10 et Ll B Jo S ol
Central city H&%}?ﬁ Oonufrlf %r%%r?g (NEgro, acrﬁgie - unaempl'oyment
TR L
[(in Per t}r in Per: !\{)um- opuk
thot= cent  Thos  cent o R
sands) sands) Néhro
fracts 1
Manhattan- 1698 31 B 2 14 2
o R BRI
Melmoc W B o8 W B 0B & 0§ 4% B

1Tracts in which 90 percent or more of the population was Negro in April
2LLess than 05 percent.

CHART 15

THE GAP BETWEEN

NONWHITE AND WHITE
UNEMPLOYMENT ~ RATES PERSISTS

BOOM YEARS AS WELL AS RECES-
SION , BUT NARROWS SUBSTANTIALLY
IN AN EXPANDING ECONOMY

IN

SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS
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Source U.S. Department of Labor, Bureay of Labor Statistics, Income,
Education, and Unemployment in Neighborhoods, January 1963; U.S, Depart-
ment of Commerce, Buréau of the Census..U.S. Census of Population: 1960,
Number of Inhabitants, U.S. Summary, Final Report PC(1)-IA, table ;
and Bureau of the Census, U.S. Census of Population: 1960, Number of In-
habitants, New York, PC(1)-34A, table 6

The total nonwhite labor force

Economic expansion has created job opportu-
nities unevenly. Althou(?h shortages have appeared
in some occupations and industries, and vacancies
are opening in greater numbers to nonwhite
workers, the improved Frospects have not yet
removed the handicaps from substantial groups
within the nonwhite segment of the labor force.
Between 1964 and 1965, teenagers, who make up
10 percent of the nonwhite labor force, began to
seek jobs in growing numbers. Women over the
age of 20, already amounting to 38 percent of the
nonwhite force, accounted for another major
portion of the increase hetween 1964 and 1965.
Both of these groups have been at a relative
disadvantage when they enter—or reenter—the
job market.

The adult nonwhite man fared best of the
groups of nonwhite workers in the expanding
economy (chart 16). Men over the age of 20
constituted 52 percent of the total nonwhite force.
Nearly three-fourths of these 4.5 million men were
married and Iivinfg with their wives. The un-
employment rate for this group was 4.3 percent
in 1965, Although twice the rate for white
married men, this was lower than for other white
men.



CHART 16 proportion of nonwhite workers engaged in the
search for work, even when conditions are not

NONWHITE UNEMPLOYMENT RATES favorable for finding it. Nonwhite women are
much more likely than are white women to be

SWING SHARPLY WITH THE BUSINESS  heads of their amilies. And in families with
CYCLE, AND WHEN CONDITIONS Hg;t\)/var?i?g.Wa(}mtemeltrengeetlg p(attpt?cig;ltjglinmtt#eatllgbno)f
IMPROVE, RATES FOR NONWHITE force at higher rates than white women, regardless

of income.
ADULT MEN DROP MUCH MORE THAN  nonwhite teenagers in the labor force
FOR MOST OTHER NONWHITES Largely because of sharply increasing school

enroliment, the great increase in the number of
nonwhite youths between 14 and 19 years of age
has not brought about as much growth in the
labor force as had been expected. Yet the
growth of job opportunities has attracted many
youths into seeking jobs, whether or not they are
in school. The nonwhite youths are not as
likely to be seeking work a5 the white Youths.
But ‘when they are, they are more likely o need
and hold full-time Aobs or to work long hours.
Well over one-third of the nonwhite teenagers
lived in families with less than $3,000 income in
March 1965. The median income for the families
of unemployed nonwhite teenagers was $3,667.
For the families of the emplok;led youths, the
median rose less than $1,000. Most white teen-
a%ers, in contrast, come from families with incomes

Tg UNEMPLOYMENT ~ above $7,000. o
% Unemployment rates are especially high for all
0 youths. When the disadvantages of inexperience
0 d and limited training are compounded by the

results of discrimination and impoverishment, the
barriers to employment become formidable. In
the early months “of 1966, for example, 25 to 30
percent ‘of the nonwhite girls who ‘sought work
were unable to find it. "This was the hI(r]heS'[
unemgloy_ment rate of any group in the Tabor
force but it was scarcely more Severe than the rate
for the nonwhite boys, which ranged between 20
and 25 percent. Thése rates for nonwhite young-
sters exceed those for white youths two- to' three-
_ - fold. The difference was especially pronounced
Differences between the composition of the in the 18- and 19-year age gmuﬁs'
nonwhite segment of the labor force and the Despite the frustrations of t e*ob search, few
white segment help to explain why overall unem-  nonwhite teena%ers withdraw from the job
ployment within the two groups responds differ-  market.2 In 1995, only 57,000 were neither in
ently to changes in economic conditions. There  school nor in the labor force. Of this group,
is a higher proportion of women in the nonwhite 5 _
€ Research_in Labor Force Concepts,

i by Robert L.
force, and a smaller proportion of adult men, Sté? and Da?leaB. Levine, e Presepted a¥tﬁe 1065
but the same proportion of teenagers.  Similarly, Cori (geln%e, of the Amencan Statistical Association In
their greater need for income keeps a higher  Philadelphia, Pa., September 1965.
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many were girls who were married or working at
home.

Work and school

The connection between work and school is
especially important for Kouths from low-income
families. Part-time work becomes a means to
secure an education, and education in its turn
provides the means to secure satisfactory full-time
work. These relationships have been strengthen-
ing for nonwhite youths in recent years. Much
more will be required at each stage of this process,
however, if the coming generation of nonwhite
youths are to attain adequate representation in
the occupations of the future.

Between 1960 and 1964, school enrollments of
nonwhite boys and girls between 14 and 17
increased more than the group itself did.

As chart 17 shows, between 1960 and 1964 the
population of nonwhite youths 18-19 years old
increased more than that of the white youths in
the same age range. The increase in school
enrollment kept pace with this growth, and both
groups advanced at the same rate. The white
and nonwhite age groups from 7 through 17 have
about the same school enrollment rates, but rates
for nonwhites in the kindergarten and college ages
(under 7, and from 18 through 24) are not nearly
as high as the rates for the comparable white

CHART 17A
AMONG TEENAGERS 14-17 YEARS OLD

RISING NONWHITE
AND WHITE SCHOOL
ENROLLMENT ABSORBED
MORE THAN THEIR
POPULATION INCREASE
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REVEALING

SHARPER ADVANCES
IN ENROLLMENT

THAN POPULATION



groups, which have readier access to public schools
at these ages (chart 18).

The desire and capacity to provide more school-
ing for nonwhite youths are reflected in the data
showing that nonwhite high school graduates are
much more likely than white graduates to have
parents who did not finish high school, and to
come from low-income homes ?chart 19).

How well does it pay off?

Nonwhite graduates do less well than white
graduates in getting and keeﬁing a job. They
earn less than white youths who have left school
before graduation. More of them begin in the
lowest status jobs.

Thus, the advantages of education to nonwhite
youths are harely beginning to make themselves

felt in the job market. Unemployment rates for
male graduates dropped sharply between October
1964 and 1965, while the rates for most dropouts
rose substantially (chart 20). But nonwhite girl
graduates had even higher unemployment than
the year before. Clearly, nonwhite youths are
preparing for today’s jobs faster than existing
practices are changing to absorb them (chart 21).
Yet the outlook for future jobs urges that the
tempo of increase in nonwhite schooling be con-
tinually increased. Imaginative government and
private programs will be needed to further
strengthen both the educational and the job mar-
ket links to job improvement. It is necessary, of
course, to continue to stress and expand training,

17B.

AMONG TEENAGERS 18-19 YEARS OLD
(WORK OR COLLEGE ENTRANCE YEARS)

THE RATIO OF CHANGE IN
ENROLLMENT TO POPULATION
WAS SUBSTANTIALLY LOWER

THAN IN YOUNGER AGES

AMONG BOTH NONWHITE

AND WHITE

RATIO, CHANGE IN SCHOOL ENROLLMENT
TO CHANGE IN POPULATION, 1960-64

EE3 NONWHITE
o WHITE

SOURCE: U.S. BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
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BUT THE NONWHITE YOUTH
SHOWED PROPORTIONATELY
AS LARGE AN ADVANCE IN
ENROLLMENT AS THE WHITE,
ALTHOUGH A GREATER
POPULATION INCREASE

PERCENT CHANGE, 1960-64

E23 POPULATION

j , SCHooOL
1ENROLLMENT
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CHART 18.

SCHOOL ENROLLMENT RATES ARE ABOUT
AS GREAT AMONG NONWHITE AS WHITE

CHART 20.

UNEMPLOYMENT RATES WERE HIGHER
FOR NONWHITE HIGH-SCHOOL

YOUTH 7-17, BUT ARE MUCH LESS FOR GRADUATES* THAN FOR
NONWHITES IN THE KINDERGARTEN AND WHITE DROPOUTS'*
COLLEGE YEARS OCTOBER 1965

PERCENT OF
CIVILIAN LABOR

FCRCE UNEMPLOYMENT RATES OF 16 TO 21 YEAR-OLD MALES

15

10

5

CHART 19.

(AGED 16-21) ARE MUCH MORE WER(ERk%WE?ESFOTRHAl\IiIONF\g/:lTE
LIKELY THAN THE WHITE TO HAVE WHITE DROPOUTS
PARENTS WHO ARE NOT HIGH SCHOOL FEBRUARY 1963
GRADUATES AND TO COME FROM VERY

LOW-INCOME FAMILIES FULLITIVE 308 OF 16 T0 21 YEAR-OLD 40UTHS
(MALE AND FEMALE) NOT IN SCHOOL

© OATAFOR UNHARRIED STUDENTS 1521 YEARS OLD LIVING WiTH AND FELATED T!:! EET:E:OLD SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, n GRADUATES
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CHART 21.

A LARGER PROPORTION OF NONWHITE
THAN WHITE MALE HIGH SCHOOL

GRADUATES* HOLD BLUE-COLLAR JOBS*

BUT A HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA
IMPROVES THE NONWHITE WORKER'S
CHANCES OF MOVING FROM LABORER
TO PRODUCTION AND CRAFTS JOBS

RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

RRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

especially on-the-job training, and to improve the
quality of education in schodls and neighborhoods
serving residents who do not have much time or
resources to devote to improving facilities or in-
struction.  As matters stand now, many Negro
¥oungsters have more education than thiey need
or the jobs they get, and community recognition
of the costs of wasted talent is required.

Adult workers _
Beginning in the middle age groups, nonwhite
men "have ‘somewhat lower Tatés of labor force
participation than do white men in_the same age
?roups. Rates of participation in the labor
orce among those past middle age are partly
a_ function” of educational level ~and health,
Differences between the groups in educational
level is most pronounced among older men
In addition, of the older nonwhite men who are
not working or Iookln(}}]for work, larger proportions
are unable ‘to work than are any other segments
of the civilian noninstitutional population. “About
95 percent of all nonwhite men 25 to 44 years
old were in the labor force in March 1966, com-
E)ared to not quite 98 percent of the white men.
n the ages 45 to 64, the gap is a little wider
(chart 23)q. , ,
Long-term unemployment is especially prev-
alent ‘among older nonwhite men.3 They tend

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

CHART 22.

LITTLE MORE THAN HALF OF ALL
NONWHITE MALES WHO WORKED IN 1964
HAD FULL-TIME YEAR-ROUND JOBS,
COMPARED WITH TWO-THIRDS OF ALL
WHITE MALES

PERCENT

PART-TIME PART-TIME

FULL-TIME

- 1-26
FULL-TIME WEEKS
FULL-TIME
1-26 WEEKS 27-49

FULL-TIME WEEKS
27-49
WEEKS

FULL-TIME FULL-TIME
50-52 50-52
WEEKS WEEKS

WHITE
MALES

NONWHITE
MALES

SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR,
BUREAU OF LABOR STASTISTICS

to have relatively little education and. training
and they are likely to be employed in. heavy
manual ‘labor, and” in occupations particularly
subject to seasonality or high turnover.

ecause of hlqher unemployment rates, more
spells of une_mi)oyment and higher disability
rates, only a little more than half of the nonwhite
men with work experience in 1964 worked 50 to
52 weeks, compared with two-thirds of the white
men (chart 22); lower life expectancy and higher
mortality rates also explain differences in labor
force participation (charts 24 and 25).

Occupations of nonwhite workers

Between 1962 and 1965, the largest gains in
employment of nonwhite workers “occurred in

3 See “Long-Term Unemplo;iment in the 19607s,”
Monthly Labor Review, September 965, p. 1073,
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CHART 23A
LABOR FORCE PARTICIPATION RATES
(PERCENT OF POPULATION)

SHARP DECINES ALSO
OCCURRED AMONG MEN
65 AND OVER

PERCENT

SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, BUREAU OF UBOR STATISTICS
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IN PRIME WORKING YEARS,
THE RATE HAS REMAINED
RELATIVELY STABLE FOR
WHITES, BUT HAS DECLINED
FOR NONWHITES SINCE THE
KOREAN WAR

PERCENT
100

B

%
e
R

IN THE 55-64 AGE GROUP,
RATES HAVE DROPPED MORE
AMONG THE NONWHITE, BUT
THE NONWHITE/WHITE GAP
HAS REMAINED SUBSTANTIAL
SINCE THE KOREAN WAR

PERCENT



CHART 23B
LABOR FORCE PARTICIPATION RATES
(PERCENT OF POPULATION)

UNTIL RECENTLY, RATES FOR

TEENAGERS HAVE DROPPED
BETWEEN 1948 AND 1965, DUE TO INCREASING SCHOOL
THE DECLINE IN RATES WAS ENROLLMENT AND THE
GREATER FOR NONWHITE DROP HAS BEEN GREATER
MEN THAN FOR WHITE FOR NONWHITES

PERCENT PERCENT

SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS

217-817 0— 6l 3
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fields from which they have tended to be excluded,
such as professional and technical jobs, the
crafts, and sales occupations. Nonwhite in-
creases in these occupation groups from 1962
through 1965 were much greater than in any
3-year interval since 1954. Gains were less than
average, however, in managerial and proprietors'
jobs, and the strong retreat from agricultural
work has continued.

Faster entry recently into professional, sales,
clerical, and crafts jobs has been accompanied by
greater differentiation within these broad occupa-
tion groups. Thus, the professional and tech-
nical group of occupations traditionally followed
by educated Negro men, such as clergymen,
doctors, and teachers, is now expanded by other
professionals in callings such as dentists, lawyers,
medical and dental technicians, professional
nurses, dietitians and nutritionists, and science
technicians.

But the occupational distributions have not yet
been greatly affected. Within each broad occupa-
tional group, nonwhite workers are more likely
than the white to be employed in the least skilled
categories, and at the lowest levels of the well-paid
Jobs. Penetration into desirable occupations has
een much slower in the South than elsewhere.
To be useful, evaluation of achievement must be
made on a regional basis.4 For example, in the

4 See “Recent Trends in tpe OccuPation,e% Mob'HitX of
Negroes, 1930-1960: AnIntracohoyt Ana KS%& 7é\lat a

Hare, In Social Forces, December 15565, p
CHART 24.
IN 1964, LIFE EXPECTANCY* IN PRIME
WORKING YEARS WAS CONSISTENTLY
LOWER FOR THE NONWHITE

* AVERAGE NUMBER OF YEARS OF LIFE REMAINING AT GIVEN AGES.

SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE, PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE
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CHART 25

NONWHITE DEATHRATES REMAINED
STRIKINGLY HIGHER IN 1964
THAN WHITE DEATHRATES

THE NONWHITE/WHITE GAP HAS WIDENED FOR
MATERNAL AND INFANT MORTALITY

DEATHS PER 100,000
LIVE BIRTHS

NONWHITE*

Eg © QUTMT
tull

1947 49 51 53 55 57 59 61 63
*INFLUENZA EPIDEMICS ARE KNOWN TO AFFECT NON -

-WHITE INFANTS MORE SERIOUSLY THAN WHITE INFANTS.

THE GAP HAS CHANGED LITTLE FOR EITHER SEX, BUT THE
RATE HAS FALLEN CONSIDERABLY MORE AMONG WOMEN.
DEATHS PER 1,000
POPULATION

DEATHS PER 1,000
POPULATION

. NONWHITE'
mul

BMALE H
In 1\
- M
WHITE
1

AGF ACJUSTED DEATH RALES

1111-111 La
1947 49 5 53 55 57 59 6 63
SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION,
AND WELFARE, PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE



CHART 26A

NONWRHITE WORKERS IN 1965
(11% OF THE CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE) HAD

1 1 1
LESS THAN THEIR PROPORTIONATE SHARE OF:

6%PROFESSIONAL AND TECHNICAL JOBS

:&SMANAGER, OFFICIAL AND PROPRIETOR JOBS
6% CLERICAL JOBS
.AY SALES JOBS
6% CRAFTSMAN AND FOREMAN JOBS
6% FARMER AND FARM MANAGER JOBS
AND
MORE THAN THEIR PROPORTIONATE SHARE OF:
12% PRODUCTION JOBS
26% NONFARM LABORER JOBS
44% PRIVATE HOUSEHOLD JOBS
21% SERVICE JOBS, EXCEPT FOR PRIVATE HOUSEHOLD

24% FARM LABORER AND FOREMAN JOBS

white-collar group, advances in nonwhite male
employment from March 1960, to March 1966,
ranged from 24 percent in sales to over 50 percent
in the professional and technical group outside of
the South. Changes in the South were sub-
stantially less, ranging downward from 24 percent
in the managerial or proprietor occupations.
Outside of the South, almost 4 in 10 of all non-
white males had either white-collar or craftsman
jobs in March 1966. In the South the proportion
was less than 2 in 10.

As already noted, nonwhite men and women are
already better prepared for more responsible jobs
than they are getting. Nevertheless, the trend
toward improving Negro qualifications calls for
encouragement. Despite a steady increase in the
rate of school and college enrollment, educational
attainment right now, in prime working years
(25 to 44 years of age), is lower in the nonwhite
than the white population. About 12 percent of
the nonwhites, compared with 24 percent of the
whites, had 1year or more of college in 1964,

The Negro entry into the fastest growing oc-

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

cupations has been rapid since 1961, But recent
BLS studies indicate that unless these fast growing
occupations are opened still wider to Negro
entrants, relative unemployment rates may not
improve. The fields that are growing faster than
they have accommodated nonwhite workers over
the past decade include the professions, the crafts,
an)d the managerial occupations (charts 26 and
27).

Industrial distribution

As of 1964, the only important differences in the
distribution between male nonwhite and white
workers was a somewhat larger percentage of non-
whites in agriculture and the services, and a
greater proportion of white men in manufacturing
(chart 28). Both groups shared equally in occu-
pations in the private economy, and had almost
an identical proportion represented in public
administration. However, a larger percentage of
nonwhites than whites worked in Federal service
and a smaller percentage were in State and local
government.
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CHART 26B

YET DIFFERENCES IN NONWHITE-WRITE
OCCUPATIONAL DISTRIBUTIONS REMAIN GREAT
1965

MALE FEMALE
(PERCENT
DISTRIBUTION) @DNWH, TE WHITE NONWHITE
WHITE-COLLAR WHITE-COLLAR
WORKERS WORKERS

BLUE-COLLAR
WORKERS

BLUE-COLLAR
WORKERS

SERVICE
WORKERS SERVICE
WORKERS
FARM FARM
ol Rn SSn | WORKERS WORKERS

SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS
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Because nonwhite males continued to hold a CHART 21,

reater share than whites of all jobs in agriculture,
ey had groportionately fewejr privatéJ nonagri- OCCUPATIONS OF NONWHITE LAG

cultural jobs.

Inthejprlvate no_nar]qucultural sector, nonwhite FAR BERIND EDUCATION
\f/yorkers_were less |lkgy tPant tthe t\)qute {0 |bﬁ Im (WHITE-COLLAR 10BS COMPARED WITH
inance, insurance, and real estate, but more likel
to be In the professional services group, and_% EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT)
personal services. Retail trade (other than eating
and drinking places) had a notably larger propor- LTS SLAIIE I T P o o s wio
tion of white than nonwhite male “or female
workers. _ _ ,

The most |m|oortant increases in the proportion
of nonwhite males between 1962 and 1964 occurred
in the local gas, electric, and water utilities. The
next most Significant rise was in_ educational
services, reflecting increasing educational attain-
ment and the accessibility "and high re?ard in
which teaching jobs are held by nonwhite men.

Important incréases. also occurred in Federal
administration and in entertainment and recre-
ation (chart 29). _ _

Three of the four Iargiest decreases in the ratio
of nonwhite males to all males in each industry
took place in relatively Iow-wagze industries—
apparel, lumber and wood products, and agricul-
ture. A decrease in the Federal postal service
probably reflects more choices for white-collar
work amon(l; nonwhite men, for whom the postal == s oEPATTUENT 07 Lsgor R O LASOR STATITIS
service has Tong served as one of the main sources
of “middle-class” jobs.
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CHART 28.

THE INDUSTRIAL DISTRIBUTION OF NONWHITE AND
WHITE MALES WAS SIMILAR IN 1964

BUT
NONWHITES NUMBERED RELATIVELY FEWER THAN
WHITES IN MANUFACTURING AND GREATER IN

AGRICULTURE AND SERVICES

NONAGRI- > PRIVATE
CULTURAL |

" AGRI-
CULTURAL

)

PUBLIC

1/ INCLUDES 1 PERCENT FOR FORESTRY, FISHERIES, AND MINING.
2/ INCLUDES 1 PERCENT FOR ENTERTAINMENT AND RECREATIONAL SERVICES.

SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS
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CHART 29.

EMPLOYMENT RATIO OF NONWHITE MEN
INCREASED MOST IN POBLIC UTILITIES
AND DECREASED MOST IN THE APPAREL
INDUSTRIES BETWEEN 1962 AND 1964*
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Chapter I11. Income, Earnings, and the Incidence of Poverty

Global averages of family and individual in-
come, and simple ratios of Negro to white income,
reveal a wide gaf) between Negro and white
income, and a small improvement recently. But
they do not tell the whole story.

Negro family incomes were about 56 percent
of white incomes in 1964, comﬁared with 53 per-
cent in 1961-63. The ratios have been consist-
ently much higher in the North and the West (70
percent or more) and in metropolitan areas, and
much lower in the South (less than 50 percent).
In rural areas in 1960, they were below 40 percent.
The ratio tends to be hi?hest among young people
(who usually have more formal schooling than their
elders). Among the occupations, there is little
or no gap in ?ubllc employment (as for mail car-
riers, postal clerks, firemen, and policemen), or in
jobs such as nonfarm labor and private household
work where there is negligible com[)etition with
whites, or among young professional and clerical
workers in the North and West.

The income gap is less between nonwhite and
white workers who work full time throughout the
year. Yet, even for year-round, full-time work,
the median yearly earnings of nonwhite men in
1964 were only a little over $4,000 and the median
for nonwhite women was less than $3,000.

Negro earnings are so low that, regardless of
whether Negroes are employed, unem,oloy_ed! or
out of the labor force, their incomes fall within a
narrow range at a low level. On the other hand,
the factor of employment causes a great widening
of the range and level of white incomes.

In 1964, 37 percent of Negro families had in-
comes below $3,000, compared with only 15
percent of white families. In the North and the
West, about one-fourth of the Negro families had
incomes below $3,000 in 1964, compared with
about half of such families in the South. Non-
white farm families had less than half the income
of white farm families in 1964. Nonwhite families
off the farm averaged higher incomes than white
farm families (chart 30).

Whatever recent year is the base, and whether
farm residents are included or excluded, median
incomes of Negro men exceed those of white
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CHART 30.

MEDIAN INCOME OF NONWHITE FAMILIES
IN 1964 WAS LESS THAN HALF THE
INCOME OF WHITES ON FARMS AND
AOOUT THREE-FIFTHS THE WAHITE IN

NONFARM PLACES

0O WHITE
SOURCE: U.S. BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

women and of Negro women. This is true also of
year-round full-time workers (chart 31).

A much larger proportion of nonwhite than
white families had incomes under $3,000 in 1964,
even though a much larger percentage of non-
white families had more than one earner. When
the nonwhite wife works full time, the ratio of
nonwhite to white median family income is sub-
stantially higher than when she does not work
or works only part time. The working wife in the
Negro family also usually contributes a greater
proportion of family income than the white
working wife although adult nonwhite women’s
earnings average less, and her unemployment rates
are higher than those of nonwhite adult men.

Income alone is not the only criterion of eco-
nomic security. Required also are steady work,
opportunity for advancement, and financial inde-
pendence in old age.

The extensive effort of the Negro family to
ensure its security meets not only discriminatory
hiring practices, but also the situation that many
of the occupations and industries in which Negroes

3



CHART 3L

IN 1964, WOMEN'S INCOMES WERE
ABOUT 3/5 THOSE OF MEN,
AND NONWHITE MEN AVERAGED
MORE THAN WHITE WOMEN.

THOUSANDS (WAGE - AND - SALARY WORKERS, 14 YEARS OLD AND

OVER, EMPLOYED YEAR-ROUND AT FULL-TIME JOBS)

1553 NonwHITE

SOURCE: U.S. BUREAU OF THE CENSUS * WHITE

are numerous have a large degree of seasonality
and high unemployment, even in good times. A
larger proportion of Ne?roes than white workers
are not covered by collective bargaining agree-
ments, minimum wage laws, and social security;
this is especially true among the older workers.
Those Negroes who are covered by union contracts
are likely to be newer employees than their white
coworkers and thus have less seniority and other
forms of security.5

Poverty

About 40 percent of nonwhite families, com-
pared to 12 percent of white families, were judged
poor in 1964.6 Although there has been more
Improvementamong them since 1959, the incidence
of nonwhite poverty remains very great, particu-
larly in the family types especially prone to
povertK—those with very young household heads,
those neaded by women or by the elderly, and
those with many dependents.

53ee "Intra-Plant Mobllﬁy of N?\%ro and  White

Workers,” by A. P. Garber and"John Balliveg, In America

Journal of Sogiology, November 1965 an. h-319, WhIC

dlﬁcusses variations in_occupafignal mobility between

\lljvml(g% aﬂ%t nonwhite workers with equal senfority In a
6“,(3%untin the, Poor—A Five-Year Review,” b%/
ollie Orsh nsm/ In Social Security Bulletin, /-\Er” 19%.
Many more whites thaﬂ nonwhites are poor because the
hite population 1s much greater.
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Families headed by women are particularly
vulnerable to poverty because of women’s low
earnings and the number of children they support.
In the 1960, women have headed about 23 per-
cent of all nonwhite families, compared to about
9 percent of the white families. About 8 in 10
of the nonwhite families headed by women in-
cluded children. Regardless of marital status
(widowed, divorced, sinﬂle, or seﬁarated), non-
white women who are heads of households are
more prone to poverty than white women who
ge_adlgouseholds—about 7'in 10 as compared to

in 10.

A startling ratio of 6 in 10 of all nonwhite
children were in poor families in 1963. Yet
relatively few poor families receive assistance from
Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC),
the largest public assistance program. Only 30
percent of the nonwhite families with less than
$3,000 income in 1959 received AFDC in 1961
(chart 32).

Negro children receiving AFDC aid in 1961 were
more than three times as likely as white children
to live in the central cities of large metroRolitan
areas. In these cities, three-fourths of the children
aided were nonwhite, but in rural nonfarm areas,
nearly three-fourths receiving aid were white.
In the a?gregate, however, Negro children con-
stituted less than half of all children receiving
AFDC in the country in 1961,

Median and per capita AFDC payments were
larger for whites than for Negroes, and more

CHART 32.

AFDC* FAMILIES ARE A SMALL
PROPORTION OF BOTH NONWHITE AND
WHITE POOR FAMILIES IN CITIES”



often their sole support. A much larger proEor- at the same income level. According to the
tion of the Negro than white AFDC homemakers ~ 1960-61 consumer expenditures survey of the
are employed outside the home while receiving  Bureau of Labor Statistics, most Negro and
aid. According to social welfare experts, Negroes  white urban consumers fell into a large middle-
suffer discrimination in the distribution of welfare  income group—$3,000 to $7,500. However, al-
funds, and welfare service, at the same time ex-  most all of tﬂe remaining Negroes had less than
hibiting the general tendency of all groups to  $3,000 to spend, whereas the remainder of the
avoid welfare grants or “the dole” as a way of  whites tended to have $7,500 or more (charts

life.7 33 and 34).
Patterns of Negro consumption 7 S M. Eleine Buress and Daniel, Q. Price, an
American Dependency Chaflenge, Durham, N.C., See

e . a
The Negro urban consumer has about the same  Brinfery! 1963 and s jo Dependent Children, b Winifed
spending pattern as the white urban consumer  Bell, New York, Columbia University Press, 1965.

CHART 33

URBAN NEGRO FAMILIES SPENT SOMEWHAT MORE,
PROPORTIONATELY, THAN WHITE FAMILIES ON BASIC EXPENSES,

BUT SPENDING PATTERNS OF THE TWO GROUPS WERE SIMILAR
IN BOTH 1950 AND 1900-01*

1950 1960 - 61
70 60 50 40 30 20 10 0 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

FOR 1950, TOTAL AVERAGE EXPENDITURES FOR CURRENT CONSUMPTION WERE $2,614 FOR NEGROES, $3,938 FOR WHITES.
FOR 196061, EXPENDITURES WERE $3,707 AND $5,609 RESPECTIVELY.
*INCLUDES FAMILIES AND SINGLE CONSUMERS.

SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS
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CHART 34,

PROPORTIONATE EXPENDITURES ARE QUITE SIMILAR AMONG
URBAN NEGROES AND WHITES IN LIKE INCOME GROUPS

INCOME**  UNDER $3,000 INCOME **$3,000 - $7,499
70 60 50 40 3 20 10 0 0 0 20 30 40 50 60 70

* URBAN FAMILIES AND SINGLE CONSUMERS
**1960-61 ANNUAL AVERAGES, AFTER TAXES

SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS

BUT NEGROES HAD CONSIDERABLY LESS TO SPEND FOR
ITEM*

1950 NEGRO EXPENDITURES AS PERCENT OF WHITE 1960 - 1961
20 0 0 20 40 60%
NEGROAS$2,614 @ E NEGRO. $3,707
J4  AVERAGE TOTAL
* expenDiTuRes Y !
WHITE $3,938 £ WHITE $5,609

HOUSEHOLD
OPERATIONS

MEDICAL CARE I r
TRANSPORTATION

MISCELLANEOUS C
«INCLUDES URBAN FAMILIES AND SINGLE CONSUMERS

negro
SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS

| | WHITE
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The most notable differences between Negro
and white consumers were the degrees to which
they went into debt, saved, and bought durable
%oods. Relatively low-income Negroes (83,000 to
4,999) averaged less debt than white consumers
of the same income group. Middle-income
Negroes ($5,000-$7,499) averaged larger net
increases in savings than middle-income whites.
For the same income groups, Negro and white
consumers averaged about the same amount of
personal insurance, but fewer Negroes than whites,
ﬁroportionately, bought automobiles or were
omeowners (charts 35 and 36). These findings
ma¥ possibly reflect a differential in the avail-
abi it% and cost of credit, regardless of collateral
or other assets. They may reflect also familr
size and responsibility. Nefgro families, in general,
had more persons in the family at each income
level than white families. Because they more
often have more than one earner, job-related ex-
penses have to be budgeted.

Home ownership presents special problems for
Negroes. They generally buy in a highlz re-
stricted market. The limitations on Negro home
ownership make one of the most serious imbalances
of supply and demand in the economy.

The urge toward home ownership is amply
demonstrated br nonwhite families. Although
about half of all nonwhite families were poor in
1960 and many were in very large cities where
apartment living is usual, 38 percent were home-
owners. This is far lower than the 64 percent
for white families. Moreover, about half the
nonwhite homeowners owned their houses free
and clear, compared with a little more than 40
percent of the white homeowners.

Of the homeowners with mortgages in 1960, the
nonwhites were much less likely to have received
FHA or VA assistance than the whites or to have
bought a new house. In addition, nonwhite
homeowners in 1960 were more than twice as
likely as white homeowners to be spending 30
percent or more of their income on housing and
over three times as likely to be paying over 6
percent interest on a first mortgage (charts 37
a and b).

At every income level, relatively more nonwhite
than white households occupied substandard
housing in 1960 (chart 38). Despite the greater
housing need among Negroes, almost 9 in 10 of
the 16.8 million housing units added to the
“standard housing™ supply between 1950 and
1960 went to white occupants. In that period
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CHART 35.

NEGRO URBAN FAMILIES SHOWED A

SMALLER INCREASE IN DEBT AND A

GREATER INCREASE IN ASSETS THAN

WHITE FAMILIES IN SIMILIAR INCOME
GROUPS IN 1960-1961*

T |
INCOME** S ,000 - $4,999

NET INCREASE IN DEBT 1

INCOME ** $5,000 - 57,49

NET INCREASE IN SAVINGS f

[ S T S S S S i -
* INCLUDES URBAN FAMII SINGLE CONSUMERS. NEGRO
**  AFTER TAXES. Q WHITE
SOURCE: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF OF LABOR, BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS

CHART 36

NEGRO URBAN FAMILIES, IN LOW AS
WELL AS MIDDLE INCOME GROUPS,
WERE FAR LESS LIKELY THAN WHITE
FAMILIES TO OWN AUTOMOBILES OR
HOMES IN 1960 - 1961*
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white-occupied substandard units dropped 50
percent, compared to less than 20 percent for
nonwhite-occupied substandard units.  Nonwhite
households occupied a much larger proportion of
all substandard housing in 1960 than they did in
1950, although their proportion of the population
increased very little during the decade (chart 39).
About 40 percent of all nonwhite children in 1960
lived in seriously overcrowded housing and in
housing without plumbing (chart 41).

Nonwhite housing is much more likely to be
substandard in rural than in urban areas and
outside, rather than inside, metropolitan areas
(chart 40). Nevertheless, about 40 percent of
the housing of nonwhites in the central cities of
SMSA’s in 1960 was substandard.

CHART 37A.

NONWHITE FAMILIES WERE ABOUT HALF
AS LIKELY AS THE WHITE TO
BE HOMEOWNERS
(1960)

PERCENT HOMEOWNERS IN 1960
NONWHITE 38%
WHITE

OF HOMEOWNERS WITH A MORTGAGE, NONWHITES
A LARGER PROPORTION OF NONWHITE THAN WHITE WERE MUCH LESS LIKELY THAN WHITES TO HAVE A
HOMEOWNERS OWNED THER HOMES FREE AND CLEAR ~ GOVERNMENT ASSISTED LOAN

PERCENT HOMES NONMORTGAGED PERCENT 2OQF%ONEVDWELLING—UNIT PRO7P1E§T\ES IN 1960
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CHART 37B.

NONWHITE HOMEOWNERS WERE MORE
LIKELY THAN OTHERS TO-

AT EVERY INCOME LEVEL RELATIVELY
MORE NONWHITE THAN WHITE
HOUSEHOLDS OCCUPIED SUBSTANDARD

PERCENT IN SUBSTANDARD HOUSING, 1960
0 20 40 60 80
INCOME IN 1959
I I
ALL INCOMES e 14
J 13
UNDER $3,000
¢ I
1] 3%
$3,000-$4,999
Lisw
$5,000 -$6,999 h Eli nonwhiTE
J ™
1 wrire
$7,000 AND OVER 2h
J N
l 1 1

SOURCE: U.S. BUREAU OF THE CENSUS



CHART 39

NONWHITE SUBSTANDARD HOUSING

UNITS INCREASED GREATLY, IN CHART 40.
PROPORTION TO ALL HOUSING UNITS, NONWHITE  HOUSEHOLDS
1950 - 60, WHEREAS THE RELATIVE IN RURAL AREAS AND IN THE SOUTH

ARE MOST LIKELY TO LIVE
IN SUBSTANDARD HOUSING

NUMBER OF NONWHITE HOUSEHOLDS
SCARCELY CHANGED

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN
PERCENT

.....
EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

CHART 41.

40 PERCENT OF ALL NONWHITE
CHILDREN IN 1960 LIVED IN
OVERCROWDED HOUSING OR HOUSING
LACKING SOME FACILITIES*
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Chapter 1V.

Estimatled Effects of Selected Federal Programs

on Employment and Unemployment

Antipoverty and training programs

The antipoverty programs which affect emplo%-
ment directly are concerned chiefly with youth,
16-21 years old. Most of the youth reached are
in their teens and about one-third are Negro.
Of almost 200,000 youths in the Neighborhood
Youth Corps and programs, that affect persons
not in college, about 65,000 are teenage Negro
youth being paid for training and work on pro-
ductive jobs.

Perhaps fewer than 20,000 of the 100,000 college
people in work-study programs during the 1965-66
school year are Negro. Of the anroximately
80,000 persons in Manpower Development and
Training projects, either in institutions or on the
job, about 23,000 are nonwhite, and over 3,000
of these are nonwhite teenagers.

Several thousand additional nonwhite persons
are trainees enrolled in Area Redevelopment
projects.

[tis estimated that close to 100,000 Negro youth
are on jobs or in training under government
initiated or supported programs in the spring of
1966—enough to have reduced the unemployment
rate for all boys and girls by well over 1 per-
centage Pomt and by even more for the nonwhite.

The etfect of the enrollment figures for adults
is more modest because of the large adult labor
force. Adult enrollment in training and employ-
ment in antipoverty programs is close to 150,000,
and about one-third are Negroes.

Federal employment

Negroes in Federal employment increased 9 per-
cent between 1961 and 1965—from 12.9 percent
of all Federal employees to 13.5 percent—a larger
proportion than in the total labor force. In 1965,
for the first time, Negroes on Classification Act
parrolls exceeded those on the predominantly blue-
collar Wage Board rolls. The Wage Board pay
plans still had the largest proportion of Negro
employment in 1965—20 percent compared to 9

217-817 0-66- 4
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percent under the Classification Act and 15 percent
under other plans. The Government Printing
Office and the General Services Administration
had the largest proportion of Negro employment
in 1965 (41 and 34 Percent) but, as in the case
of the whites, the Defense and Post Office Depart-
ments had the largest number.

More Negroes were employed by the Federal
Government in the Washington area in 1965—
63,000—-than in any other place; New York and
Chicago, with about 25,000 each, followed next.
In all cities and regions except Washington D.C.,
proportionately more Negro workers were in the
Postal Field Service or under Wage Board plans
than under the Classification Act (chart 42).

The greatest proportionate gains in the Federal
employment of Negroes occurred in the upper
grades of each pay plan (chart 42). However,
the numerical increase of Negro Federal workers
was greatest in the lower or middle grades, except
for Wage Board work, in which Negroes have been
employed longer and have gained substantial
seniority.  Expansion for Negroes in Wage Board
jobs took place almost exclusively in the $6,500 to
$7,999 bracket.

Even with these notable improvements in
Negroes’ status in Federal employment between
1961 and 1965, Neﬂroes nevertheless still occupy a
disFroportionate share of low-paid jobs and blue-
collar work on Federal payrolls, just as they do in
private industry. The disparities also follow'
regional lines, with the largest proportions on
Wage Board work tending to be in the South, and
the largest percentage in the Classification Act
pay plans in the North and the West.

Federal contractor employment

Negro employment in Federal contractor firms
in general reflect no startling breakthroughs so far,
according to the operating statistics recorded in
the past fewr years. In firms with Federal con-
tracts in 1964, the Negro proportion of total em-
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CHART 42

FEDERAL EMPLOYMENT OF NEGROES

NEGROES HAVE FARED PRO-
PORTIONATELY BETTER THAN OTHERS
IN EACH FEDERAL PAY PLAN 1962-65

PERCENT CHANGE IN BVPLOYMENT, 1962-65

-15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15

CLASSIFICATION
ACT

WAGE BOARD

POSTAL FIELD
SERVICE AND
OTHER

NEGROES HAVE GAINED
PROPORTIONATELY MCRE

THAN OTHERS IN THE HGHER
FEDERAL SALARY RANGES, 1962-65

PERCENT CHANGE, 1962-65
-20  -10 0 10 20 30 40 50
*
LOWER SALARY RANGE
HIGHER
SALARY .
RANGE

* LESS THAN 0.5%
1/ GS 1-8, PFS 1-8, OR LESS THAN $6,500.
2/ GS 9- 18, PFS 9-20, OR $6,500 AND OVER

SOURCE: U.S. CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION
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BUT RELATIVELY FBARR

NEGROES ARE BVPLOYED

UNDER THE CLASSIFICATION ACT,
THAN UNDER OTHR PAY PLANS

PERCENT IN EACH PAY PLAN, 1965

YET IN 1965 NEGROES STILL
REMAINED A RELATIVELY SVALL
PROPORTION OF THOSE IN
HGHER SALARY GROUPS

PERCENT IN
so  EACH SALARY RANGE 195



ployment was close to 7 percent, compared with
11 percent in the total labor force.

Negro workers in firms with Federal contracts
were relatively most common (11 percent of the
work force) in services, transportation and public
utilities (9 percent), and in construction (8 per-
cent%. Negroes constituted 28 percent of the
employment in personal services and 21 percent
in medical and health services.

More than 9 in 10 of all Negro men employed
in firms with Federal contracts in 1964 were in
blue-collar work, compared with about 2 in 3 of
all men in these firms. The largest proportion of
both men and women Negro workers in white-
collar employment, among reporting Federal con-
tractor firms, were in finance, insurance, and real
estate.

The Negro veteran

Among the returns accruing from military
service and from the special benefits voted for
veterans are those which have made veterans more
employable, productive, and affluent than non-
veterans.

Analysis of the economic differences in the
veteran and nonveteran populations and white
and nonwhite veterans at similar ages illustrates
the effects of a public policy to benefit a particular
group. It also illustrates ways in which public
policy may have been circumvented to the dis-
advantage of the Negroes, even under legislation
applying equally to all.

To some extent because of selection, but also
because of military service benefits, including
financial security from serving with the military,
all male war veterans had higher incomes and
more years of school, at every working age and
occupational level, and better quality housing
than did other men in 1960. The greatest gains
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in relation to their nonmilitary counterparts were
made by nonwhite veterans.

On the other hand, a smaller proportion of
nonwhite than white war veterans were receiving
VA comﬁ)ensation, pension, or military retirement
pay in late 1962 or early 1963. A lesser pro-
portion of nonwhites had GI life insurance.
These differences may, in part, reflect a lower
age distribution among nonwhite veterans, in
the first instance, and relatively lower family
incomes, in the second, _

‘With resRect to major benefits under the Gl
Bill of ng ts (Servicemen’s Readjustment Act
of 1944), however, the variations between non-
white and white veterans lead to different con-
clusions. Accorde to Veterans Administration
data, a somewhat farger proportion of nonwhite
than white war veterans took advantage of the
postservice education, training, and vocational
rehabilitation programs, as of late 1962 and early
1963—53 percent compared to 48 percent. The
veteran could apply to an accepted school as a
matter of rl(ght. _

In contrast, a much smaller proPo_rtlon of non-
white than white war veterans obtained a home,
farm, or business loan, although a larger proportion
of the nonwhite than white war veterans tried but
failed. In each instance, the ratio of those non-
white war veterans who did not obtain the loan
was a little higher in the South than in the country
as a whole.  For these benefits, application could
be made as a matter of right, but credit institutions
had substantial latitude for refusal.

These data suggest that a new opportunity was
met by a high degree of aspiration, and paid large
dividends. Some restrictions on fulfillment oc-
curred because of limited means or denial of
opportunity.
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Conclusion

The Negroes’ strufg]gle for equality is. taking
many forms, as are the programs supportrng this
stru% The fore oing pages reveal in” part
to what extent the rqro IS gaining.

The Negro household presents a picture_ of
substantial effort to insure and sustain securrty
through multrPIe workers, multiple jobs per
worker, high
stantial increases in school enrollment and
educatronal attainment.

As Ne%roes persevere and surmount long-
standing hurdles, as the spotlight on discrimi-
nation rn American socrety probes wider and
deeper, and as civil rights and antipoverty
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abor force participation, plus sub-

Iegrslatron (Penetrate further and are widely
rmP lemented, the strides will lengthe

n the meantime, Negroes still hoId a dis-
proportronatel¥ large number of manual and Iow
paying jobs, their” children are more likel
attend inferior schools: they have imited ¢ orce
of resrdence and they' suffer discrimination and
prejudice.

11he changes taking place in American in-
stitufions could bring ‘ahout the most important
condition of all—that of equality among Ameri-
cans of varying color, origin, “or creéd. The
only conclusion” the facts permit is that the
measures taken and the changes they have made
S0 far are not nearly enough.
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APPENDIX
Background Statistics

The reader will find that totals and percentaqes for the same year or items
may not always agree exactly between some Tables. Rounding of figures
accounts for miost of the varidtion. Minor differences result also from Vari-
ations In the sources used: the base on which particular details are available in a
surveY or census; or, In a few instances, because of technicalities, such as the
need 1o use data based on less than the most recent revisions, to provide the

detail necessary.
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APPENDIX

Background Statistics
Tables

A. Growth and distribution

Table 1A-1.—Population by Race, Conterminous
United States, Decennial Years, 1890-1960.
Table IA-2.—Percent Distribution of the Popula-
tion by Race, for All Regions and the West, by
Selected Western States and Standard Metro-

politan Statistical Areas, United States, 1960.

Table IA-3.—Percent Distribution of the Negro
and White Potfulation, by Farm and Nonfarm
Residence, and Region, 1960 and 1964,

Table IA-4.—Percent Distribution of the Popula-
tion by Region, Selected Western States, and
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, by
Race, United States, 1960.

Table I1A-5.—Ratio of Negro to Total Population,
United States, by Region, and Urban-Rural
Residence, Conterminous United States, Decen-
nial Years, 1900-1960.

Table 1A-6.—Proportion of Negro and White
Population in Urban Areas by Region, Conter-
mgig(?us United States, Decennial Years, 1910-
1960.

Table IA-7.—Negro and White Population in
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, by
Inside and Outside of Central City Residence,
Conterminous United States, Decennial Years,
1900-1960.

Table 1A-8.—Distribution of Ne%ro and White
Population in Standard Metropolitan Statistical
Areas, by Region, and Inside or Qutside Central
City, Conterminous United States, 1950 and
1960, and Change, 1950-60.

Table 1A-9.—Negro and White Population in
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, by
Inside and Outside of Central City Residence,
and by Size of SMSA in 1960, Conterminous
United States, Decennial Years, 1900-1960.

Table [A-10.—Negro and White Population in
Five Major Standard Metropolitan Statistical
Areas, and in all SMSA’s, by Inside and Outside
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of Central City Residence, and Change, United
States, 1950-60.

Table 1A-11.—Percent Distribution of Negro and
White Population by Age, Urban and Rural
Location, and by Region, Conterminous United
States, Decennial Years, 1930-60.

Table IA-12.—Percent Distribution of the Negro
Population in Each Age Group, Urban and
Rural Location, Conterminous United States,
Decennial Years, 1930-60.

8. Mobility

Table 1B-1.—Migrants’ Residence, Same or New
Region, by Region and Color, Annual Averages,
United States, 1959-64 (3-year moving average,
1958-65).

Table IB-2.—Estimated Net Migration, by Re-
ion and Color: 1940-50, 1950-60, 1960-63.
Table 1B-3.—Region of Residence in 1960 hy
Region of Birth for the Negro and W hite Native

Population, United States, 1960.

Table 1B-4.—Area of Birth of the Nonwhite
Population in the 10 Northern and Western
Cities of Greatest Negro Concentration, by
City of Residence, United States, 1960.

Table 1B-5.—Interregional Migrants 1955-60,
by Age and Color, and by Region of Residence
in 1955,

Table IB-6.—Educational Attainment of Males,
25-29 Years Old, by Color, for the Total
Population, and for 1955-60 Interregional
Migrants, United States and South.

Table 1B-7.—Proportion of 25-29 Year-Old Male
Out-Migrants, 1955-60, by Educational Attain-
ment and Color, and by Region and the Divi-
sions of the South.

Table 1B-8.—Percent of the Native Experienced
Civilian Labor Force Born in Another Region,
by Occupation Group, Color, and Sex, United
States, 1960.
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The Negro Worker

A. Labor force status

Table I1A-1.—Employment and Unemployment
Status of the Civilian Labor Force, by Color,
1957-65 (annual averages).

Table [1A-2.—Unemployment Rates, by Color,
Sex, and Age GrouF, 1954-65 (annual averages).

Table 11A-3.—Employed and Unemployed Per-
sons, by Color, Sex, and Age Group, 1954-65
%annual averages).

Table 11A-4.—Unemployment Rates, by Color,
Sex, and Age Detail, 1957 and 1965 (annual
averages).

Table [1A-5.—Unemployment Rates, by Color,
Sex, and Age Detail, 1948-65 (annual averages).

Table I1A-6.—Long-Term Unemployed, by Color
and Sex, 1957-65 (annual averages).

Table I1A-7.—Unemployed Persons, by Color,
Sex, and Age Detail, 1957 and 1965 (annual
averages).

Table IIA-8.—UnemB|0yed Persons and Unem-
ployment Rates, by Sex, Color, Age, and
Marital Status, 1965 (annual averages).

Table 11A-9.—Unemployed Rates, by Occupation
of Last Job and Color, 1955 and 1965 (annual
averages).

Table 11A-10.—Unemployment Rates, by Indus-
try of Last Job and Color, 1955 and 1965
%annual averages).

Table IIA-11—Percent Distribution of Unem-
ployed Persons, by Industry, Occupation, and
Color, 1965 (annual averages).

Table 11A-12.—Employed Persons, by Color, Sex,
and Age Detail, 1947-65 (annual avera%es).
Table 1A-13.—Employed Persons, by Color, Sex,
and Age Detail, and Percent Change, 1957 and

1965 (annual averages).

Table [lA-14-—Persons Employed in Nonagri-
cultural Industries, by Color and Full- or Part-
Time Status, 1957 and 1965 (annual averages).

Table [IA-15.—Persons Employed in Nonagri-
cultural Industries on Full-Time Schedules or
Voluntary Part Time, by Color and Sex, 1957-65
(annual averages).

Table I11A-16.-—Persons Employed in Nonagri-
cultural Industries on Part-Time for Economic
Reasons, by Usual Full-Time or Part-Time
Status, and by Color and Sex, 1957-65 (annual

averages).

Table 11A-17.-—Civilian Labor Force, by Sex,
Color, and Age Detail, 1947-65 (annual
averages).
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Table I1A-18.—Percent Distribution of the Civil-
ian Labor Force, by Race and Sex, 1950 and 1960.

Table 11A-19.—Labor Force Participation Rates
and Unemployment Rates, by Race, 1960.

Table I[1A-20.—Civilian Labor Force Participa-
tion Rates, by Color, Sex, and Age Detail,
1948-65 (annual averages).

Table 11A-21—Civilian Labor Force Participa-
tion Rates, by Sex, Color, and Age Detail, and
Ratio of Nonwhite to White, 1957 and 1965
Bannual averages). ,

Table 11A-22.—Men 25-64 Years Old Not in the
Labor Force, by Color, 1965 (annual averages).

Table 11A-23.—Persons 14-24 Years Old Not in
the Labor Force and Not in School, by Color,
1965 (school year averages).

Table 11A-24.—Extent of Employment of Persons
With Work Experience During the Year, by
Color and Sex, 1950, 1957, and 1964.

Table 11A-25.—Extent of Employment of Persons
With Work Experience During the Year, by

A?e, Color, and Sex, 1959 and 1964,

Table 11A-26.—Extent of Unemployment Dur-
ing the Year, by Color and Sex, 1959 and 1964.

B. Occupation

Table I1B-1.—Employed Persons, by Occupation
Group, Color, and Sex, 1955, 1961, and 1965
%annual averages).

Table [IB-2.—Employment of  Nonwhite
Workers, by Occupation Group, 1954-65.

Table 11B-3.—Employed Men and Women, bé
Occupation Group, Region, and Color, 196
%annual averages).

Table 11B-4,—Percent Distribution of Negro and
White Male Employment, by Occupation Group
and Region, 1950 and 1960.

Table 11B-5.—Percent Distribution and Percent
Change of Employed Persons, by Detailed Oc-
cupation, Sex, and Color, 1962 and 1965.

Table ||_B-6.—Ne3ro and White Male Employ-
ment in Selected Occupations, 1950 and 1960.

Table 11B-7.—Employed Persons, by Industry
Detail, Color, and Sex, 1962 and 1964 (annual
averages).

Table I1B-8.—Percent Distribution of Employed
Males, by Race and Broad Occupation Group,
Conterminous United States, 1950 and 1960.

C. Youth

Table 11C-1.—Percent of Persons 5-24 Years Old
Enrolled in School, by Age and Color, October
of Selected Years, 1953-65.
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Table 11C-2.—Percent of Males 14-19 Years Old
Enrolled in School, by Color and Age Group,
1948-63 (3-year moving averages, centered,
annually).

Table 11C-3.—Percent of Persons 14-29 Years
Old Enrolled in School, by Age, Race, and Sex,
Conterminous United States, 1960.

Table 11C-4.—Employment Status of Teenagers,
by Color, Sex, and Age, 1954, 1961, and 1965
i;annual averages).

Table [1C-5. —Unemployment Rates for All
Workers and Teenagers, by Color and Sex,
1954-65.

Table 1C-6.—Unemployment Rates Among High
School Graduates Not Enrolled in School and
High School Dropouts, Persons 16-24 Years
Old, by Color and Sex, October 1959 and
October 1965.

Table 11C-7.—Percent Distribution of Employed
Persons 16-24 Years Old, by Occupation

Groug for High School Graduates Not Enrolled

in School and High School Dropouts, by Color
and Sex, October 1959 and October 1965.

Table 11C-8.-—Weekly Earnings on Full-Time
Jobs of 16-21-Year-Old Youths Not in School,
by Years of School Completed and Color,
February 1963.

Table 11C-9.—Employment Status and Hours
Worked Among Youth (aged 16-22) Enrolled
in School, by Sex, Age, and Color, United
States, 1960.

D. Federal employment

Table [ID-1.—Federal Employment, by Race,
1961-65.

Table I1D-2.—Federal Employment, by Grade
and Salary Group, and Race, 1965; and Percent
Change from 1964 and 1962 to 1965.

Table I1D-3.—Total and Negro Federal Employ-
ment, by Pay Plan and Agency, June 1965.

Table 11D-4.—Total and Negro Federal Employ-
ment, by Selected Pay Plans in the Civil
Service Regions and Selected Standard Metro-
politan Statistical Areas, June 1965.

The Negro Consumer

A. Income, earnings

Table I11A-1—Median Family Income, by Color
of Family Head, 1947-64.

Table [l11A-2.—Ratio of Nonwhite to White
Median Income of Persons, by Sex, 1948-64.

Table 111A-3.—Median Wage or Salary Income
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of Persons and of Year-Round Full-Time
Workers, by Color and Sex, 1957 and 1963.

Table 111A-4.—Median Family Income, by Color
and Region, 1960-64.

Table 111A-5.—Percent Distribution of Families
by Income, Color, and Region, 1964.

Table 111A-6.—Percent Distribution of Families
by Income, Color, and Farm and Nonfarm
Residence, 1959 and 1964.

Table I11A-7.—Percent Distribution of Persons
14 Years Old and Over, by Income, Color, Sex,
?gg[l Farm and Nonfarm Residence, 1959 and

Table I11A-8.—Percent Distribution of Nonfarm
Husband-Wife Families, bY Income, Work
Experience of Wives, and Color, 1963.

Table I11A-9.—Labor Force Participation Rates
of Nonfarm Married Women With Husband
Present, by Income of Hushand, Age of Children
and Color, March 1959 and March 1964.

Table 111A-10.—Percent Distribution of Families
With Head 65 Years Old and Over, by Income
and Color, United States, 1960 and 1963.

Table II1A-11.—Ratio of Nonwhite to White
Median Earnings of Males, 18-64 Years Old, in
the Experienced Labor Force, by Occupation
Group, Age, and Region, 1960.

Table 111A-12.—Median Earnings of Males in
the Experienced Civilian Labor Force, by Age
and Color, in Selected Occupations, 1959.

B. Expenditures

Table I11B-1.—Summary of Income and Spend-
ing of Families, by Region and Race, Urban
United States, 1960-61 (annual average).

Table 111B-2.—Average Expenditures of Families,
by Race, Urban United States, 1950 and 1960-61.

Table [11B-3.—Percent Distribution of Family
Expenditures, by Income and Race, Urban

United States, 1950 and 1960-61 (annual
avera%e). o _
Table [11B-4.—Percent Distribution of Family

Expenditures, by Income and Race, in Urban
Places in Southern and North Central Regions,
1960-61 (annual average).

Table 111B-5.—Savings, Insurance, and Selected
Characteristics of Families in Selected Income
Classes, by Region and Race, Urban United
States, 1960-61 (annual average).

C. Poverty

Table 111C-1.—Total Number of the Poor,
According to Social Security Administration
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Criteria, by Color, Family Status, and Age,
1963-64.

Table 111C-2.—Poor Persons, by Age, Location,
and Color, March 1965.

Table 111C-3.—Work Experience of Poor Family
Heads, by Age and Color, 1964,

Table I111C-4.—Total Number of the Poor in
1963, According to Social Security Adminis-
tration Criteria, and Percent Distribution by
Color, Family Status, and Age Detail, as of
March 1964,

Table [11C-5.—Incidence of Poverty in 1963,
Accordin% to Social Security Administration
Criteria, by Color and Sex of Household Head,
and by Region, as of March 1964.

Table 111C-6.—Proportion of Families Poor in
1963, According to Social Security Administra-
tion Criteria, and Distribution of the Poor, by
Color and by Selected Family Characteristics in
March 1964,

Table 111C-7.—Households With 1963 Income
Below Poverty Level, According to Social Se-
curity Administration Criteria, by Color and
Family Status, as of March 1964,

Table 111C-8.—Incidence of Poverty Among
Children in 1963, According to Social Security
Administration Criteria, by Color, Age, and Sex
of Family Head, March 1964.

Table 111C-9.—Proportion of Families Poor in
1963, According to Social Security Administra-
tion Criteria, and Distribution of Poor Families
by Selected Characteristics of Family Heads, as
of March 1964,

Table 111C-10.—Families With Income Under
$3,000 (in 1963 dollars) by Color, for Selected
Years, 1950-64.

Table 111C-11.—Persons in Families, Total and
Nonwhite, by March 1965 Employment Status,
Age, and Family Income in 1964 (Below $3,000
and Median).

Table 111C-12.—Family Heads, Total and Non-
white, by Weeks Worked and Family Income,
1964 (Below $3,000 and Median).

Table [11C-13.—Employment Status of Family
Heads in March 1965, Type of Family, and
Number of Own Children Under 18, by Family
Income in 1964, Total and Nonwhite (Under
$3,000 and Median).

Table 111C-14.—Family Responsibilities of Per-
sons in the Experienced Civilian Labor Force
and in Selected Nonagricultural Low-Wage
Occupations, by Color, United States, 1960.
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Table [11C-15.—Family Responsibilities of All
Employed Women and Women Employed in
Selected Nonagricultural Low-wage Occupa-
tions, by Color, 1960.

Table I11C-16.—Farm Wage Workers, by Average
Number of Days Worked, Wages Earned at
Farm and Nonfarm Work, and by Color, Sex,
Region, and Migratory Status, 1964.

Table 111C-17.—Percent Distribution of AFDC
Children by Region of Residence and Race,
November-December 1961.

Table 111C-18.— Percent Distribution of Children
Receiving Aid to Families of Dependent Chil-
dren (AFDC), by Urban-Rural and Large Cen-
tral City Residence, November-December 1961.

Table I11C-19.—Income of ADC Families by
Race, early 1961.

Table 111C-20.—Marital Status of ADC Home-
makers, by Race, 1961,

Table I11C-21.—Birth Status of ADC Children,
by Residence, Race, and Status of Case, 1961.

Table I11C-22.—Selected Characteristics of ADC
Homemakers and ADC Families by Size of
Community and Race, Early 1961.

Table 111C-23.—Percent of ADC Families by
Tenure and Household Conveniences, by Race
and Urban-Rural Residence, Early 1961.

Table [11C-24.—Proportion of Population Re-
celvm? Old-Age Assistance (Recipient Rates)
by Color, Selected States, July-September 1960.

Table 111C-25.—0Id-Age Assistance Recipients,
by Race, 50 States, July-September 1960.

Social Conditions

A The family

Table IVA-1.—Families by Type and Color,
United States, March of 1960-64 (3-year mov-

in(r; averages, March of 1959-65).

Table IVA-2.—Families by Type and Color, by
Region and Urban-Rural Residence, United
States, 1950 and 1960.

Table IVA-3.—Families by Type and Color, by
Region and Urban-Rural Residence, United
States, 1950-60 Change.

Table IVA-4.—Female Family Heads by Age,
Color, and Region, United States, 1950 and
1960.

Table IVA-5.—Type of Family by Income Group
in 1959, by Color, Selected Regions, and Areas,
United States, 1960.

Table IVA-6.—Marital Status, by Sex and Color,
1950 and 1960-65.



Table IVA-7.—Average Number of Persons in
Family, Members of Family 18 Years Old and
Over, and Families With Own Children Under
6 Years Old, by Type of Family and Color,
United States, 1960.

Table IVA-8.—Fertility Rates, by Color, United
States, 1940-64.

Table 1YA-9.—Birth Rates, by Order of Birth
and Color, United States, 1940-64.

Table 1VA-10.—Birth Rates, by Age of Mother
and Color, United States, 1940-64.

Table 1IVA-11.—Children Ever Born Per 1,000
Mothers 20-39 Years Old, by Age Group,
Color, and Selected Family Income Group,
Selected Areas, United States, 1960.

Table 1VA-12.—Number of Births Per Ever-
Married Woman 35-59 Years Old, by Level of
Educational Attainment as of 1960.

Table IVA-13.—Average Total Number of Births
Expected and Children Wanted, White and
Nonwhite Wives, by Education, 1960.

Table IVA-14.—Estimated Illegitimacy Rate, by
Color, 1947-64.

Table IVA-15.—Illegitimacy Rates as Related to
Income and Education, by Color, in Integrated
Census Tracts (30 to 70 percent nonwhite), in
Washington, D.C.

B. Education

Table 1VB-1.—Percent Illiterate in the Popula-
tion, by Color, 1870-1959.

Table 1VB-2.—Educational Attainment of Per-
sons 25 Years Old and Over, by Age and Color,
March 1959 and March 1964.

Table 1VB-3.—Educational Attainment of the
Population 14 Years and Over, by Race,
United States, 1950 and 1960.

Table IVB-4.—Percent Distribution bE/ Educa-
tional Level of Men 20-64 Years Old and of
Their Fathers, by Color, March 1962.

Table 1VB-5.—Educational Attainment of the
Population 18 Years Old and Over, by Labor
Force Status, Color, Sex, Residence, and
Region, March 1959 and March 1965.

Table 1VB-6.—Percent of the Civilian Labor
Force 18 Years Old and Over, by Selected
Levels of Educational Attainment and by Color
and Sex, Selected Years, 1952-65.

Table IVB-7.—Labor Force Participation Rates
of Persons 18 Years Old and Over, by Age
Group, Color, Sex, and Years of School Corm
pleted, March 1965.
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Table IVB-8.—Labor Force Participation Rates
of Persons 25 Years Old and Over, by Sex,
Color, and Educational Attainment, United
States, 1950 and 1960

Table IVB-9.—Percent Distribution of Employed
Persons 18 Years Old and Over, by Years of
School Completed, Occupation Group, Color,
and Sex, March 1959 and March 1965.

Table IVB-10.—Percent Distribution of Employed
Persons, by Occupation Group, Years of School
Completed, Color, and Sex, March 1959 and
March 1965.

Table IVB-11—Unemployment Rates of Persons
18 Years Old and Over, by Years of School
Completed, and by Age, Sex, and Color,
March 1962 and March 1965.

Table 1VB-12.—Percent Distribution of Un-
employed Persons 18 Years Old and Over, by
Years of School Completed and by Age and
Color, March 1962 and March 1965.

Table IVB-13.—Median Yearly Income of Males
14 Years Old and Over With Income, by Color
and Years of School Completed, 1958 and 1963.

C. Housing

Table IVC-1.—Condition of Housing by Income
Class of Household in 1959 and by Color,
United States, 1960.

Table 1VC-2.—Selected Characteristics of Hous-
ing Units by Color of Household Head, by
Region, Inside and Outside SMSA’s, Urban
and Rural, 1960.

Table 1VC-3.—Shifts in Housin% Characteristics,
by Color of Occupants, 1950-60.

Table IVC-4.—Housing Conditions Among House-
holds With Nonwhite Heads, by Urban-Rural
Location, United States, 1950 and 1960.

Table 1VC-5.—Percent of Housing Seriously
Overcrowded, Inside and Outside SMSA’s,
Urban and Rural, by Tenure and Color of
Occupants, 1960.

Table IVC-6.—Percent Distribution of Owner-
and Renter-Occhied Housing Units by Value
or Gross Monthly Rent, Inside and Outside
SMSA’s, Urban and Rural, by Color of Occu-
pants, 1960.

Table IVC-7.—Substandard Housing Units by
Income Class of Household in 1959, by Color,
Region, and Residence Inside and Outside
SMSA’s, 1960.

Table 1VC-8.—Mortgage and Government In-
surance Status of One-unit Homeowner Proper-
ties, by Color of Household Head, 1960.
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Table IVC-9.—Percent Distribution of Homes by
Age of Owner and Financial Obligation In-
curred, Total and Nonwhite, 1960.

Table 1VC-10.—Percent Distribution of Mort-
gaged Homes for Selected Property Character-
Istics, Total and Nonwhite, 1960.

Table 1VC-11.—Percent Distribution of Home-

owner Properties, by Mortgage Characteristics,

and Owner (Total and Nonwhite), 1960.

D. Health

Table 1VD-1.—Death Rates, by Age and Color,
1900 and 1964,

Table 1VD-2.—Age-Adjusted Death Rates, by
Color and Sex, 1947-64.

Table IVD-3.—Maternal and Infant Mortality
Rates, by Color, Selected Periods, 1915-64.
Table IVD-4.—Age-Adjusted Death Rates for
Selected Communicable Diseases, by Color,

Selected Years, 1930-64.

Table 1IVD-5.—Life Expectancy in Prime Work-
ing Years, by Color and Sex, 1964.

Table 1VD-6.—Life Expectancy in Prime Work-
ing Years, by Age, Color, and Sex, United States
and Geographical Divisions, 1959-61.

Table 1VD-7.—Suicide Rates, by Sex and Color,
1947-63.

Table IVD-8.—Distribution of Population, by
Hospital and Surgical Insurance Coverage,
Family Income, and Color, July 1962-June
1963.

Table 1VD-9.—Number and Percent of Persons
in the Population With One or More Chronic
Conditions and Activity Limitations, by Color
and Age, July 1957-June 1961.

Table IVD-10.—Number and Percent of Males in
the Labor Force With One or More Chronic
Conditions and Activity Limitations, by Color,
Aggeeé and Employment Status, July 1961-June
1963

Table 1VD-11.—Number of Disability Days and
Rates Per Person Per Year by Sex, Age, and
Color, July 1961-June 1963.

Table 1VD-12.—Number of Disability Days and
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Rates Per Person Per Year for Nonwhite and
White Males in the Labor Force, by Age Group
and Employment Status, July 1961-June 1963.

Table IVD-13.—Number and Percent of Persons
with Last Physician Visit Within a Year, by
Sex, Family Income, Color, and Age, July
Color, 1963-June 1964.

Table 1VD-14.—Percent Distribution of Physician
Visits, by Place of Visit, Family Income, and
and Color, July 1963-June 1964.

Table 1VD-15—Prevalence of Reaction to Tests
for Syphilis in Adults, by Race, Sex, and Test
Used, 1960-62.

E. The veteran

Table IVE-1.—Work Experience of Male War
Veterans (Noninstitutional) by Age Group and
Color, 1964.

Table IVE-2.—Male War Veterans’ Participation
in Life Insurance and Benefit Programs, by
Pro?ram and Color, United States, Late 1962-
Early 1963.

Table IVE-3.—Male War Veterans’ Use of Gl
Loan Entitlement, by Color, United States and
South, Late 1962-Early 1963.

Table IVE-4.—Male War Veterans’ Receipt of
VA Medical Benefits Since 1947, by Color,
Late 1962-Early 1963.

Table IVE-5.—Income in 1959 of All Families
With Male Head and Families With Male War
Veteran Head, by Age and Color, 1960.

Table IVE-6.—Earningis, Educational Attain-
ment, and Age of All Males and Male War
Veterans, by Occupation Group and Color, 1960.

Table IVE-7.—Educational Attainment of All
NES%B and of War Veterans, by Age and Color,
1960.

Table IVE-8.— Characteristics of Housing Among
All Families with Male Head and Families
Headed by War Veterans, by Tenure and Color,
1960.

Table IVE-9.—Value of Nonfarm Owner-Occu-
pied Housing Units of War Veterans and Others,
oy Age and Color, 1960.



Negroes remained 10 to 11 percent of the total population between 1910 and 1960 and were about

12 percent between 1890 and 1900.

Table IA-1.—Population by Race, Conterminous United States, Decennial Years, 1890-1960

Race
1890
Total nonwhite- 100
Negro %
Otfier races )
Other races 100
IndidannesSer 69
1
ﬂ)mese kil
other31
Total nonwhite 25
Negro 119
Otfier races - 6
Total nonwhite.- 7, 846
Negro 7, 489
Ote rces %gg
ans—_
anese. — 2
&Wm Se.. 107
others 1
Whlﬁ
Total poputatiom.

1900

100
4
100

6

2%

9 185
8, 834
i
4

%

5w

1910

100

%
4

100

b %

Decennial years

1920 1930 1940 1950 1960
Percent distribution
100 100 100 100 100
% % 9% 9% 94
4 ) 4 ) 6
100 100 100 100 100
51 56 57 48 44
20 23 22 20 2%
155 ki 13 17 1
2 9 8 55 16
Percent of total population
103 10.2 10,2 10.5 11,2
oS ALY ST B Y
Population (in thousands)
10,80 12488 13454 15 7% 20, 009
10, 46% 10801 12,860 15 042 1% 21320
a8 g
111 139 127 4
62 5 gg 118 1
9 51 110 181
821 110,287 118 134 942 ,
105, 711 128, 7%5 1%? %253 150, 697 % ﬂ%ﬁ

1Al others include Filipinos, Hawaiians, Part-Hawaiians, Aleuts, Eskimos, etc.

Note—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source: Census of Population: 1960, General Population Characteristics, United States Summary, PC(1)-1B, table 44 (U.S. Bureau ol the Census).
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Negroes were about 20 percent of the total population in the South but less than 10 percent in other

regions in 1960.

Table |A-2.— Percent Distribution of the Population by Race, for All Regions and the West,1 by Selected Western States and

, Total :
Region, State, and SMSA (grér?agy Total ~ White

United States

Northeast.
ortﬁ entrat
out -

West ~— -7 —
Conterminous W st —

West: .
Callfﬂ[ma
Was mgton
Arizona
H?Wew
Alas
Other STAtES

Western SMSA’s.— ~
All California SMSA’s__

0s Angeles.

aH érgnce\s?o .

Otners, Califormia__
Others, West_

nd Mew Mexicb._

179, 323
44,678

ke
7 B
94

2?2
0

i) %

13 51
o
I 065
6, 540

S

—~INOCOOU IO 11—

——oHhGOCO0CO—]

(Fe,

100

100
100
100
100
100

100
100
100
100
100
100
100

100
100
100
100

100

1 Total West, including Alaska and Hawaii except where noted.

2 Less than 0.5 percent:

N ote.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source: Census of Population: 1960, General Population Characteristics, United States Summary, PC(1)-1B, table 56; Census of Population: 1960, Selected
Area Reports, Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, PC(3)-1D, table 1 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Total

1

——

o> oo

N
WO N O O LR OS>

Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, United States, 1960

Nonwhite
Negro  Other ~ Total  Negro  Other
Percent distribution
1 1 100 92 8
I 100 9% 4
1 % 100 8 )
oYy £]
4 3 100 é 38
170
SR
3 [ 100 29 1l
{ 6/ 100 |
3 20 100 %g
5 4 w5 ]
6 2 100 12 28
1
I T
4 2 100 bl 39

~



Between 1960 and 1964, the decline in the
proportion of Negroes in the South and on farms
continued, and there was a further increase in
the West and North, and in cities, reflecting the
patterns of m|grat|on of the 1950's. Over half
of the Negroes in the United States lived in the
South, however, in 1964,

Tabte LA-3.—Percent Distribution of the Negro and White

Population, by Farm and Nonfarm Residence, and Region,

1960 and 1964

Residenc and
reg

Total ?0 ulation

1960 1

Negro ~ White

1964 2
Negro ~ White

n thousands) 18,849 158,838 20,739 167, 046
Residence:

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
Nonfam @21 925 %1 93.4
Farm 1.9 1.9 6.9 6.6

Reglons:
erent 1000 1000 1000  100.0
Northe 16, 26. 18 20.
tﬁ@e %g.% B Bi %
o 204 B4 2. 4
West h7 163 8.1 171

*Erom the 1960 Census
Current Population Survey of the U.S. Bureau of the

2Based on the
Census.

N ote.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source: Current Pogu

Population, Series P-2
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eports, Population Characterls tics, Negro
ctober 11,1965, table A

Of the small proportion of Negroes who lived in
the West in 1960 (less than 10 percent), 8 in 10
were in California, chiefly in the large cities.

Table IA-4.'—Percent Distribution of the Population by
Region, Selected western States, and Standard Metro-
politan Statistical Areas, by Race, United States, 1960

Regioréw?%%e, and

Nonwhite

a Total Negro Other White
Percent distribution
United StateS . 100 100 100 100 100

Northeast 2 1 2
NortE Central — 28 % 18 1? 38
Sout A % o0 u 20

West.. -0 u s [0 16
Wiest, tOta|1 - 100 100 100 100 100
California 5% 5 8 3 0
Washlrng og 10 5 H % 1
Arizona andNew
Mexico - 8 9 6 %3 8
Hawall 2 19 1 I 1
A % ska_- 1 2 1 4 {
Other States 23 8 8 8 24

Percent of total West:

In western SMSAs-. 72 78 92 64 il

NotinCalifornia. 23 25 U4 2
In Céﬂl orntla - 8 8 T8 %3 4%
0S An eles 24 21 43 1 24

1 0

anerga CISCO_— 11% 106 2123 8 b

Outie esten % n s % B

1Total West, including Alaska and Hawaii.

tl\llote.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal
otals.

Source; Census of Population: 1960, General Populallon Characteristics,
Unit edS tates Summary, PC(1)-1B, table 5%; Census of Population; 960
Selected Area Reports, “Standard Metropolitan’ Statistical Areas, PC(3)-1D
table 1 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Since the turn of the century, the proportion of Negroes has risen from 2 to 7 percent of the Northern
pOﬁuIation, but declined steadily from almost 9 to about s in the South, largely through m|g1ra;|on.
While the proFortion of Negroes almost doubled in the cities and declined on farms, i1t remained relatively
stable in rural nonfarm places.

Table |A-D.—Ratio of Negro to Total Population, United States, by Region, and Urban-Rural Residence, Conterminous
United States, Decennial Years, 1900-60

Conterminous United States Percent Negro by—
Decenial Population (in thousands) Region Residence
year
. North- North Rural
Total  Negro  White  Other Total easp %]e- South  West Urban
ra Total Pon- Farm
arm
1900 9% 4,84 66809 Bl 11e 13 19 RI 07
181_ 1,972 ,82§ 8L732 43 w.l 19 1 B¢ .1 6.3 W5
1920—— 105711 10463 9481 40 8.9 %% 2.% %2% 9 s 134 90 163
190—— 12,75 11,891 11g,287 N 97 33 3 A 1o (5 124 4.5 15.3
1940 131,669 12,888 11 ,213 3 98 38 %‘8 2.8 1.2 84 116 18 14
10— 150,697 15042 1349 A3 w0 51 51 217 29 97 105 5.0 138
1960 178464 18860 158455 1149 106 65 6.6 206 3.9 110 94 89 119

N otes—Dashes indicate data not available. Because of rounding, sums — Vol. Il Charact,Tristics ofthe Population, Pt, 1, tables 4, 5; CenstjsofPo?ula-

of Individual items may not equal total tion: 1960, Detailed Characteristics, Unitédl States Summary, PC(1)-1D, table

S. ~iU, dl
Source; Historical Stafistics of the United States: Colonial Times to 1957, 158 Census of Population: 1960, General Population Charaoterlszics United
table series 95-122; Sixteenth Census of the United States: 1940, Population, States Summary, PC(1)-1B, tables 44, 51, % (U.S. Bureau of the Census).

66

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



In the North and West, Negroes have heen
highly urban throughout this century, and con-
tinue to be substantially more urban than the
white population. In the South, however, urban-
ization has proceeded at about the same pace
among Negroes and whites.

Table |A-6.—Proportion of Negro and White Population
in Urban Areas by Region, Conterminous United States,
Decennial Years, 1910-60

Percent urban
Year United States ~ South anlwt}ést

Negro White Negro White Negro White

—
|

1 21 21 23 11 [
W— % 4 43 b ¢
1940 37

13

=S EEEEE

de%Hirt?gHsdeﬁmtion for 1940 and before not strictly comparable to 1950,1960
2Does not include Alaska and Hawaii

Source: Abstract of the Thirteenth Census (1910), table 28, p. 108; 1920-40
Sixteenth Census of the United States: 1940 Population, Vol. 11, Characteristics
of the Poi)ulation, Pts. 17, tables 4, 5, for each State; Census of Population,
B0, Vol. 11, characteristics of the Population, Pt. 1, United States Summary,
table 145; 1960—census of P&pulation, Detailed_Characteristics. United States
%umma)ry, Final Keport PC(1)-1D, tables 158, 233 (U.S. Bureau of the

ensus).

About the same proportion of Negroes as whites lived in SMSA’s in 1960; however, the ratio of
the population in central cities to the population outside tripled among Negroes hetween 1900 and 1960,
whereas it decreased by nearly half among whites.

Table 1A-7.—Negro and White Population in Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, by Inside and Outside of Central
City Residence, Conterminous United States, Decennial Years, 1900-60

ré)roéﬂ a|bsg %oqtah Fawosa A %?rff t Population (in thousanqs) (ﬁ%eorﬁﬁ%l(t)lc”ﬁ/
Defeear}rglal (inthousands)  (inthousands) poRYIAllpn Central city ce(r?t%ﬁ'dc?ty %egnp%%istl%ﬁ(

Negro ~ Whitt  Negro  White Negro White Negro  White  Negro  White  Negro White

1900 8,84 66,800 232 2039 27 4 28 18467 L1071 10932 10 169

1910 9, 828 81, égZ 2,80 3% 29 4 L[ % 2%, 20 LI 13699 153 182

1920 10463 %4 81 3 847 é& 778 A 5l 2360 316 116 %?, 61% 05 1

193 11, 891 118, 280 4% 640 4 58 3034 39729 ] 387 , L %88 177

=R E I EEEE EIIEE
1 ) ) ) 61 1 ) l

188 16,860 158 455 1%, 184 9,909 6 63 9704 455 2490 O 894 30 2

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source: Census of Population: 1960, Selected Area Reports, Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, PC(3)-1D, table 1 Census of Population: 1960, General
Population Characteristics, United States Summary, PC(lS-lB, table 44 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Well over half of the increase in Negro population between 1950 and 1960 was in the central cities
of SMSA’s in the North—the only areas which lost white population during the decade.

Table |A-s —Distribution of Negro and White Population in Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, by Region, and Inside
or Qutside Central City, Conterminous United States, 1950 and 1960, and Change, 1950-60

Total population

o aidIEERon el (in 0%
Region and residence
1950 1960 1950-60 1950 1960
Negro White Negro White Negro White Negro  White  Negro ~ White
Total U.S. population. _ 00 100 w00 100 25 17 15042 134942 18860 158, 455
Total SMSA’s. . C % 60 6 63 46 24 8360 80,249 12 1% 99 509
entral cit _ A2 0 hooe, 406 45,41 9704 47,575
e ey— - — % % B 8 4 g vl 2@ 28 40
Northeastern SMSAs. T 24 w2 4 1 256 3,72 3757 35500
entral cit “ 3 1 n - 2,000 17,6 3 15, 949
S - — 4 2 % o By ROAW CH A
North Central SMSA’s. . B 7 7 18 58 20 2,000 23006 3165 27,769
entral city, . 15 2 -3 1718 14108 2786 13 6%
dtsde ceftral city non o bog g o U UE M BR
Southern SMSA’s.. 22 w23 1 29 39 333 1294 4276 18019
Central cit . 15 i d A 2323 1507 31 10,
Oufsce cetmatzity. 1 4 ook W M W 98
Western SMSAs_ 4 9 v R 46 520 1248 997 18220

5
A S SN A A - B

1Includes Balfimore, Md.; Washington, _D.C.-Mwland-Vir inia;. and Note—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal
Wilmington, Del.-New Jersey whose population in othér tables by regionis  totals.

include Iargely in the Soutfi, and partla”ymthe Northeast. ~ =~ ... Census of Population: 1960, Selected Area Reports, Standard

Metropolitan Statistical Areas, PC(3)-ID, table 1 (U.S. Bureau ofthe Census).
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The concentration of Negroes in central cities of SMSA’s and the whites’ exodus to the outside have
been greatest since 1900 in the larger SMSA’s. The shift among Negroes from outside to inside the
central city has been least sharf) however, in the smallest SMSA’s (up to 250,000 population), where
whites as well as Negroes were living ch|efly in central cities in 1960.

Table |A-9.—Negro and White Population in Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas,1 by Inside and Outside of Central
City Residence, and by Size of SMSA in 1960, Conterminous United States, Decennial Years, 1900-1960

Size of SMSA in 1960

3,000,000 and over 1,000,000 to 3,000,000 500,000 to 1,000,000

Decennial years Negro White Negro White Negro White
G o G B
City c Cl cty cl City CI C|y

Percent SMSA population inside and outside central cities, by race of residents

190 A 2 gl 19 © % 60 49 63 RTI 4
191 i AR 18 o 3 0N a4 KAV R
192 g3 180 20 Il 29 a0 a4 1 2 83 3/
193 8 L b 2 12 28 0 4 1 21 %g
1940 86 73 2 14 0% 45 a) 20 02

%8%0 8/ 3/ I o 8 2 % 4

0
—

— %

—— &% b % B & » B ¥ & v X 5
0

%99 50 28 EO o 4 g9 5 ﬁ R/ 56,% 6/ 3§1
=S T EEEEEEE R
e 6983 1 5 § 5 2 0 i B3
1950 28 5l 49 n H o Mt H h 25
% 0——————— 713 20 47 N 69 3 14 2 l 23
1As defined by the 1960 census. Source: Census of Populatlon 1960, Selected Area Reports, Standard Metro-
m?ai,su.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal politan Statistical Areas, PC(3)-1D, table 1 (U.S. Bureau of the Census),
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Almost all of the 1950-60 Negro increase in the five SMSA’s of largest Negro population (all of

which are outside the South) was in the central city. All of the SMSA’s, except Los Angeles, lost white
population in the central city.

Table IA-10.— Negro and White Population in Five Major Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, and in all SM SA’s, by
Inside and Outside of Central City Residence, and Change, United States, 1950-60

SMSA population (in thousands)

m%ttraongdo Wfln Change, 1950-60
¥ a%'retz'fa 150 150 Total | Psifie. OHtslide
central ity central ity

Negro White  Negro  White  Negro White  Negro  White  Negro ~ White

All metropolitan areas. 5,360 80,249 12,194 99,500 3834 19260 3,248 2134 586 17126
New Yor|<- _ 80 5,706 1228 9407 408 0L 30 475 o7 1177
Los Angeles 218 409 4 0148 246 2,000 %g‘f 388 [ 1668
gjcaag. , o 463 8N g 1 3 o8 %gg anl 0&8
hiladelphia. _ 280 3187 el 3602 190 45 B3 - 3 [
Detroit.. 3 20604 B9 3195 o; ML 181 -363 20 904

Source Census of Population: 1960, Selected Area Reports, Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, PC(3)-1D, table 1 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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The distribution of the population by age, 1950-60, and 1930-60, shows more of an increase in the
proportion of Negroes under 5 than among whites of this age. Since 1950, the increase was entirely in
urban and rural nonfarm areas. The proportion of Negroes in other age groups declined, except among
the elderly whose ratio increased slightly, chiefly in rural areas. The white population has shown
similar trends, but with somewhat greater increases in the percent of elderly.

Table IA—L1.—Percent Distribution of Negro and White Population by Age, Urban and Rural Location, and by Region,
Conterminous United States, Decennial Years, 1930-60

1930 1940 1950 1960
Negro  White  Negro  White  Negro  White  Negro ~ White

Age

Total &Jnited States:
Allages

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Under 5 10.3 9.2 9.7 7.8 . : 14. 4 10.9
514 TIRE TR LI 102 11%. . 57 fh3
1519 0L K oA N PO £ M X S
2028 07 168 182 1 85 156 us 4
38%19 259 21.3 25. 1 281 201 27.8 4.7 20.4
n0-64" 8.8 12.0 139 107 14 11.4 14.2
05 andover 31 5.1 4.8 1 5.8 8.5 6.2 9.
Urbari'
a[ages. 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0
Under5 L 8.2 8.1 1.4 2.7 11.5 10.1 144 10.7
h-14 6.9 111 16.7 145 169 140 21.8 18.
B b gh f k) 17'§ Y 72§
38-48 34 29'.8 33.0 38:2 38.' 296% %%& %7.'
h0-64 8.8 123 10.3 146 11.% 154 11.7 148
05 and over — 2.0 5.4 45 .15, 8.6 5.8 9.5
Rural ponfarm:
ages. . 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0
nder 5 .- . 10.4 . 3 . : 14, .
o — R L S I 28-§ %;%
) 30 T 4 By 45 8% & 1}'.9
05 andover — 3.8 6.8 56 14 1.3 8.8 1.1 1
Rural farm:
All'ages o 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0
Under5 12,6 108 128 9.8 150 1.8 148 9.2
5-14 28.1 4.4 )57 20. .1 a1 29.7 217
15-19 12,8 1.1 12,0 109 110 89 11 9.1
20-29 15.3 139 16.3 15.0 12.3 12.0 . 8.3
30-49 19.0 22.8 195 232 195 250 174 24.8
h0-64- 8.9 11.1 8.8 136 9.3 144 11.0 17.2
65 andover 3.4 55 5.0 6.9 59 1.8 b. 9.8

N ote.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source: 1960 Census of Population, United States Summary, PC(1)-1D, table 158; 1940 Census of Population, Characteristics of the Population, vol. II, pt. 1,
United States Summary, table 7 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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~The proportion of Negro children under 5
in the total population of that age increased most Age 1930 1940 1950 1960
in the cities from 1930-60; the destination of

Negro migrants who tend to be young and of  7¢.74 36 50 58 68
childbearing age. 75 years and over. _ 43 45 54 64
Table |A-12.—Percent Distribution of the Negro Popula- RURAL NONFARM
tion in Each Age Group, Urban and Rural Location,
Conterminous United States, Decennial Years, 1030-60 Under 5_ 86 8.4 8.9 10.7
i I
- . 5 9.3 10.4
Age 1930 1940 1950 1960 {610 SIS BT
20-24 10.9 8.9 9.1 9.4
TOTAL UNITED STATES 25-29 100 8.5 1.7 7.9
30-34 8.5 7.6 7.0 7.2
Under5 - —ememees emememeen 1.5 118 11.6 1%3 35-39 88 8.0 74 7.0
h-9 109 121 116 12 40-44 80 75 13 11
10-14 104 113 1.1 118 45-49 82 7.0 15 15
i TR IO
- 11,1 3 10, . - . . . .
e e 1 18.% e 59 54 58 72
-34 3.5 97 96 10.3  65-69 50 69 7.8 8.1
38-39 A 1.% 10.2 82 70-74 56 57 62 1.4
40-44 8.6 . 82 . 75 years and over 54 52 62 13
48-49 8.0 4 . 9.3
50-5 4 76 g . RURAL FARM
b5 67 o5 70 B
00-04 0.5 62 6.4  [.[ Under5s - 176 191 18.% 16.4
68-69 5 18 5.1 7.8 5-9 L[ 185 1J. 149
10-74 , 51 63 65 1. 10-12 172 1.1 %gﬁ 14.1
15 yedrs and over__ 6.2 59 60 0. 18-12 175 163 104 139
20-2 174 105 155 138
URBAN %8% g% 1 % 12.6 1§17
- 3.0 13.0 11.0 .
Under5 —  — 1.6 3 110 142 %i 1 g 130 115 19
h-0 [h 98 108 134 -44 125 1 i 1.1 7.8
10-12 9 2 114 120 4 -4% 3471 114 10 [.
I i g.g i 13 § -gg. §.§ i1 4
%8% 94 10 119 - 115 0. b 68
- 86 93 102 114 68-69 166 12,2 11.8 1.6
282 8.6 101 108 108 [0-74 ) 0 106 190 93
- 15 %%) 1. 103 B Years and OVer _ 11,1 10.2 5§ .
dols b1 68 107 Nofrepored. ——— 102
- . . 8.6 .
88:82 [51§ gg 679 88§ tgfui%% 1960 Census of Population, United States Summary,'PC%ilPl,
65-69 B0 63 Th 78 BT Uner s summany table 7 (0E Blveau of e Censug
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The number of nonwhite migrants leaving the South has accelerated in recent years, especially to
ghe West and North Central regions. Substantial numbers are migrating to the West from Northern
tates.

Tabte [B-1.—M igrants' Residence, Same or New Region, by Region and Color, Annual Averages, United States, 1959-64
(3-year moving average,11958-65)

Migrants
Moved to different region
. To North-  ~To Nogt Tq West
Color and  Totals Ranellr']n Ogﬁﬁfd Total Rlenm%n- i St ? o Cet from o &g uth
year same  fere same  Terent rom
region  region region  region h{r%rth Norﬂp orths
South Tral South \RF South North s est
st
n thousands Percent distribution In thousands
Nonwhite;
Bl BB Buw B oA E a8 i3t Y
(PSS B A
(= A T N NS R N |
1959-60.- 10,174 7.4 680 ! 6 1 37 3 24
1§ ?§1 1§,g4§ hop o i 7§ i %? ggf §§§ i
%2- 2-- %0,7 %,69% 209% 100 ; 28 %77 zOﬁ1 ég 879
g B MR W ow B O ok R B i
av%rFa{(g]grreesp peig/gr?tsarrﬁlgv?ra eeaSrOf annual reports for three consecutive years; %IA Crllllj égSA’\%}Ith%%Ss%g% gnl\(ljolr%?]l 8Zen?}£19r years, March to March.

Note—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal

Source: Current Population Reports, Population Characteristics, “Mobility 191 to Aprl| 1962.” Series P-20, No. 127, table 9; . . . March 1962to March
of the Populatlon oft eUmted tates Aprll 19810 959 Series P-20, No 1963 Series P-20, No. 134 table 14" . March 193 fo March 1964
1 tal 0 to 10607 Series P-20, No. 113 table 13 Series P-20, No. 141 table 14 “. . March 1964to March 1965, Series P-20,

March 1960t March 1961 Ser|esP20 No. 118, fablel3 Apnl No. 150, table 14 (US Bureau of the Census).
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Nonwhite net outmigration from the South totaled 3 million 1940-60, and another 235,000 in
1960-63. Since 1960, nonwhite out-migrants from the North Central exceeded in-migrants, whereas

migration to the Northeast and West has accelerated.

Table |B-2.—Estimated Net Migration ¥by Region and Color: 1940-50, 1950-60, 1960-63 2
[In thousands]

Net migrants Average net migrants per year

Region 1940-50 1950-60 1960-63 1940-50 1950-60 1960-63

Wﬁ)ﬂe White v’b‘ﬁﬂe White v’b‘ﬁﬂe White v'\vlr?ﬂe White \Wﬁﬂe White Wﬁﬂe White

United States -160 1522 -25 2685 138 1162 -16 152 -3 260 46 387
Nortneast . 483 -173 52 -206 237 138 4% 17 ¥ 7 46
North Central. 632 -948 Mg <679 -23 -957 63 -95 B .65 -5 -319
South. -1597 -538 -1457 5 -235 843 -160 -54 -14f 5 718 81
West.. . 323 3181 32 3519 159 1138 R A8 3B FH2 53 3N

>Includes net migration from abroad, )
2 Hawali and Alaska excluded 1940-50, but included for all other comparisons.

Source: Current Pogulation Regorts, Population Estimates “Estimates of the Comf)onents of Population Change by Color, for States: 1950to 1960, Series

P-25. No. 247, tables 2,3, and 4 (U.

No. 2/ Bureau of the Census); and “Recent Patterns of
ropolitan Lifé Insurance Company).

nternal Migration,” Statistical Bulletin, page 2, Vol. 46, April 195 (Met-

Negroes born in the West or the Northeast and North Central regions are far more likely to remain

there than those born in the South.

Table |B-3.—Region of Residence in 1960 by Region of Birth for the Negro and White Native Population, United States, 1960

Region of birth
Region of residence Northeast North Central South West
Negro  White Negro White Negro  White  Negro  White
United States (number in thousands) 1,607 38,172 1,806 48,430 14,006 43,240 3L 15059
Perc,e\lng.r oast o 1%02 122 102 10(2) 10?3 10(2) 10(21 102
L6} SRR RN
West. 1 4 11 4 I 2 )

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: Census of Population: 1960, Subject Reports, State of Birth, PC(2)-2A, tables 19, 20, 23, 24 {U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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About one-half of the Negro residents in the 10 cities of the North and West that led in Negro pop-
ulation in 1960 were not born there. Of this group, most were born in the South.

Table IB-4—Area of Birth of the Nonwhite Population in the 10 Northern 1and Western Cities of Greatest Negro Concentra-
tion, by City of Residence, United States, 1960

18? o, lﬁleﬂn Percent distribution
Clty of residence : Total gorn in Born.in
Negro Nagl\{e naolv_e rtatle ar B%rn rerrgallnrl]gg
Wit s while 5 038 Solth ~ Gromer
resiaence areas 4
New York 1, 1,047 4 39
e I T S S /S
Pféllraojel mas__ ?129 ggl 100 253 2118 8
as In - 4?% 41% 183 €4t 43 1:3)
AP ee -~ 33 ggg 100 3 4o 1
ev %51 100 43 48 g
R — - - m o om om o 4 .
Cmcmnatr - o 189 188 100 5% 41 l
1Washington, D.C. included. *Includes regions other than Present region of residence and South, U.S.
1 Includes small proportion of Negro immigrants from other countries. outlémg areas, born abroad or at sea, and not reported.

This column is shown to_illustrate "the close” conformance In these cities ounty
between Negro and nonwhite population. Proporuon born in Washington, D.C.
3 Includes native born Negroes, Indians, Japanese, Chinese, and Filipinos.

Source: Census of Population: 1960, Detailed Characteristics, PC(1) Series, for each State represented tables 9, 98 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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The modal age group among white and nonwhite migrants between 1955-60 was 20-29 years in
every region.

Table |B-D— Interregional Migrants 1955-60, by Age and Color, and by Region of Residence in 1955
Percent of 1955 residents who moved to another region hetween 1955-60

Age Northeast North Central South West
Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite  White

Total, 5 years and over 31 43 38 57 41 54 2.8 4.9

5-9 years 3.0 4.5 4 6.2 5 0. 2.4 5.9
th veais 4 R OB S SR &
20-24 (gars 76 109 R 41w by 98
25-29 years. 54 8.2 70 104 1 12 [. 12,
30-34 {ears _ 41 5.6 51 1.6 54 1.4 4.0 7.3
35-44 years 2.8 3.9 3.3 gi 3.2 39 2.1 4.7
45-54 years. L7 2.4 2.2 . 2.0 . 1.3 2.4
gg-ﬁl‘r ears. - 14 2.4 1.8 %.0 1.6 1.9 1. 1.8
andover 1.6 2.8 L7 2 1.1 1.6 E) 1.7

Median age jn 1960:
Pogu%t#on ﬁv?ng in specified
reain 195 .. . .
Interregiona m|grants
eavi gspecm d areas,
1955-60

323 366 L1 346 212 327 300 342

%5 218 263 21.0 237 258 263 269

Source: Census of Population: 1960, Detailed Characteristics, United States Summary, PC(1)-1D, table 238 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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About yz of the 1955-60 nonwhite male migrants 25 to 29 years old had some high school education
and % had some college training.

Table |B-s —Educational Attainment of Males, 25-29 years old, by Color, for the Total Population, and for 1955-60
Interregional Migrants, United States and South

Nonwhite White
Population Intr%rirger%m@al Population Inte Irgr grl]?nal

e S il Feme Wl S e Fepdre

Educational attainment

Percent distribution
Total, males 25-29 years 10 100 100 100 , 100 100 100 100
No school ‘
I By toglz o2ty gl 1:
Co? ege, 1year or more. ?4 10 2 ?3 %é 2(7) ﬁg

Number (in thousands)

Total, males 25-29 years 606 297 43 0 473 1345 536 197

school ) : !
Wi oy ) W W' g

Co? ege, 1year 28 10 6 1362 238

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source: Census 0fP05ulat|on 1960, Subject Reparts, Educatignal Attainment, PC(2)-5B, table 2 Census of Population: 1960, Subject Reports, Lifetime and
Recent Migration, PC(2)-2D, table 8 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Among nonwhite as well as white, a larger progornon of the educated migrate than those with
limited schooling, so that hetween 1955- 60, the South lost o of all nonwhite men 25-29 years old who
had some college training, but only 6 percent with elementary schooling.

Table |B-7.—Proportion 1 of 25- to 29-Year Old Male Out-Migrants, 1955-60, by Educational Attainment and Color
and by Region and the Divisions of the South

g gy o e
Educational attainment Tota A%Paurmc Eacsetnﬁalfth WE% i Vth

alof; White Nop. White Nop. White Nop: White Nog. White Nog. White oSt White
Pe'[?nlemary] — ; 6 9 & u 10 B w 2 7 2 B a 9 15

4 5 1 5
?lhschmtu ars. 5 1 1 o« B 1 13 g 6 n u 1%?73

College, 1 yearormore — 14 16 18 19 2 2 2 3 2313 §15 2N u

10f 1955 population.
Source: Census of Population, 1960, Subject Reports, Lifetime and Recent Migration, PC(2)-2D, table 8 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).

Clerical and production jobs in industry—occupations which Negroes have sought—claimed the
largest proportion of nonwhite workers born outside of their region of residence in 1960.

Table |B-s.—Percent of the Native Experienced Civilian Labor Force 1Born in Another Region, by Occupation Group,Color,
and Sex, United States, 1960

Male Female
Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite  White

Occupation group

Professmnal echnical, and kindred workers 21 24 24 20
agmers and |€51:|r man ﬁ(ro rietors; except farm i 216 : 513
P:/\ emwor 0 |n re r% P %6 %g %g %
ra tsmen, for demen a dklndred workers T §§ 1 i? 1
Peratlves an klndre%wor ers - 15 43 13
Private house old workers 20 20 22 19
erwcT orkers, ?ﬁept rivate household 3 17 30 19
Farm laborers ang foremen ~ o h 13 4 1
Laborers, except farm and ming 2 i Rl 14
114 years old and over.

Source; Census of Population, 1960, Occupational Characteristics, PC (i) 7A, table 8 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Nonwhites constituted 11 percent of the labor force from 1957-65, but accounted for about 20
percent of the unemployed and about 25 percent of those unemployed 6 months or more.

Table ||A-1.—Emp|oyment and Unemployment Status of the Civilian Labor Force, by Color, 1957-65 (annual averages)

12 1
319 328 304 27
Nonwhnras aercent of '

Employment status 1957 198 1959 1960 191 192 1963 1964 1965
Civilian Ia%or force (thousands):
Nonwinite S R T T N N A
Wo nl\tl\? 6 B0 6110 6855 62767 63610 6358 b D b 616
il B L
e s W 2B M 88 W L8 S o
Inci%so%‘ ETrdBioymEnt
Ronuhit W00 9.0 1001 147 182 16: We L3 15
Unewlo%%dng' " e g0 s W5 OB By B Wi il
o 84 %8 89 85 8 02
B 2 a8 Y i ]
Unemtl%ta#nentrate 99 200 212 05 206 29 a2 A9 2.3

kit v 7 wp 25 gy B) g
’ d B Y e S I

LongRtetrmW— 206 200 218
§en

ite as 3 per tota
Unem %@e 15 weeks and

2.6 2.0 243 249 25 B9 6. 29 2.9
U%ergployed 27 weeks and

241 B0 %. %o B B4 B, B3I B

Source; U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Data are from regular monthly Current Population Survey. Annual figures are averages
of 22 monthly surveys.
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~In 1965 the total nonwhite unemployment rate was the lowest since 1957, but remained about
twice the white rate, as it has for over a decade. Unemployment has dropped most sharply for nonwhite
men 20 years and over, among whom the rate has been lower than for nonwhite women since 1963.

Table ||A-2.—Unemp|oyment Rates, by Color, Sex, and Age Group, 1954-65 (annual averages)

Total Males, 20 years and over ~ Females, 20 Iyears and Both sexes, 14 to 19
Vear ove yedrs of ‘age
Wﬁﬂe White qo%%lﬂte Wﬁﬂe White qo%%lﬂte v'\vlﬁﬂe White qo%%iﬁte v'vﬁﬂe White Qo%%l?&te
0 white 0 White 0 white 0 white
18?)4 8.8 %5 2.0 %9 %8 23 14 44 17 %43182 18% %%
1l 5 8.0 . 6 2.2 . X 2.6 6.8 5 2.0 \ ,
1956 1.5 88 23 6.1 21 25 6.8 g% 2.1 159 s 1.8
1957 8.0 93 2.1 . g.Z %431 6.4 38 17 1s 9 1.8
B s 1 0 BE RN EOE TR L 19
me—— 07 Ky r. Ws 11 7. +3 17 s #5 1 .
1960 10.2 50 20 9¢ 42 23 8.3 4 1.8 0.1 124 1.8
] % 25 6.0 2.1 17 5.6 23 1.6 b1 19 54 13 1.8
] 1.0 49 2.2 10,0 4 25 ¢ 47 2.0 %37 12,0 2.0
1 i 09 51 2.1 92 39 24 94 4y 2.0 284 140 2.0
] 08 4 2001 L1 34 23 90 4 2.0 202 133 2.0
1965 8.9 41 2.0 6.0 29 .1 4 40 19 %53 1.2 2.1

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics.
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Males, 20 years and over
Employed Unemployed
White  Nonwhite ~ White

Nonwhite

[In thousands]
Total
Unemployed
Nonwhite ~ White

Among teenagers, the increase in employment went almost entirely to
White

White and nonwhite adult males were the only groups which decreased in the number of

unemployed.

Employed

Nonwhite

groups.

The increase in total employment from 1954-65 was evenly split between men and women, in both
Year

Table ||/-\-3.—Emp|oyed and Unemployed Persons, by Color, Sex, and Age Group, 1954-65 (annual averages)

white and nonwhite

whites.
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The greatest drop in unemployment rates (1957-65%_was for nonwhite men in the prime working
years (20-44), but the greatest increase was for nonwhite women in the same age 8rou . Yet the
nonwhite/white gap in unemployment rates was over 2 for mature men in 1965 and un
women.

er 2 for mature

Table I1A-4.—Unemployment Rates, by Color, Sex, and Age Detail, 1957 and 1965 (annual averages)

Nonwhite White £i0, of

nonwFfu £'t0 white
1957 1965 1957 1965 1957 1965

Age and sex

Total, 14 years and over 8.0 8.3 39 41 2 05 2,02
1019 years, hothSexes. — ~~~="=~ 1 5.3 99 12.2 1. 82 2.07
20 Y/ears and over. -
Men e 1 g 6. 0 2 2 8 234 2 14
Wonen = T = 5. L4 4 4 1. 66 185
Men, 140years andover T e 8.4 16 [ 36 22 2. 11
1410 19years, et 105 22.6 105 1.8 16/ 19
0to 24 years, 27 93 [1 59 179 lgg
Bt 34years. — o 8.9 6.2 2 [ 2.6 315 /)
310 44 years. e 6.4 ! 2.9 2.% 2 89 2.22
4% 0 M ears. — 6.2 21 30 2 2 2.2
M to ears. _____________ D2 24 34 31 1,0/ 174
05 years and oV eT R 59 2.2 32 3.4 18 153
Women: 14 years and over__ — 14 93 4.3 50 L2 1. 86
1410 19 years. - T BY 2. ¢ 91 12,8 2. 08 231
20to 24 years.. " 12.2 137 51 6.3 2. 39 21
2510 34 years, 8.1 5.4 47 44 172 17
310 44 years.. . 41 16 31 41 12 185
dHto M years. 47 4.4 30 30 140 147
25 0 e%rs. 4.0 39 30 2 [ l%% 144
o yearsand over. . 4.3 31 35 21 1 L1

Source; U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.
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obless rate among nonwhite teenagers, 16-19, however, has not been
years

!

below 20 for boys, nor below 25 for girls since 1958.
1410 19 years

The

Tl
?ﬁéﬁ Toil 1400 a0 1B

Except for teenagers, unemployment rates for nonwhite men and women were lower in 1965 than
Table ||A-5.—Unemp|oyment Rates, by Color, Sex, and Age Detail, 1978-65 (annual averages)

at any time in the 1960's.
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Table 11A-5.—Unemployment Rates, by Color, Sex, and Age Detail, 1948-65 (annual averages)—Continued

Color and
Sex
WHITE
MALE
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usted to reflect changes in the definitions of employment and unemployment adopted in January 19r.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.

INot strictly comparable with prior (¥ears due to introduction, of data from decennial censuses and the inclusion of Alaska and Hawaii.
igh 1956 have not been adj
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The proportion of nonwhite workers among the long-term unemployed (nearly one in four) has

changed little since 1957, after a slight decline in 1964,
Tabte ||A-6.—Long-term Unemployed, by Color and Sex, 1957-65 (annual averages)

Color and sex 1957 1958 1959 11960 1961 11962 1963 1964

Unemployed 15 weeks and over

Total:
Number (Inthousands) 560 1452 1040 95 15% L1119 1,088 973
Percent 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0

Nonwhite . 226 2200 243 249 25 59 %0 29
Male ) 16. 179 111 5 67 14 133
e - -- Do Lo g ULy RIOBS R

Whie T4 WO BT BL TS AL WO T
Male 3.0 [ 4 4 539 T 494 492
Female - 24, 4 3 gg 4 271 B gg 4 s 219

Unemployed 27 weeks and over

Total:
Number (In thousands) 239 667 511 454 804 585 553 482
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Nonwhite 241 2830 2. 260 B¢ B4 B, K53
Mal . - 16, 73 203 189 171 193 184 147
Fomale = T T 1 I 4 I I S A S

White B9  TL.0 T3 0 764 Tl Tl s 7.7
Male N9 %3 B 531 . 04 AN 2
Female SR R TN R L

INot strictly comparable with prior years due to introduction of data from the 1960 decennial census and the inclusion of Alaska and Hawaii.

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

1965

19

100. 0

2.9
130

9.9
.0

47.9
2.2

31

100.0

5.4
5.4

10.0

14, 6

49, ¢
5.1

85



The percent of nonwhite men among all unemployed men declined slightly, 1957-65, reflecting a
sharp drop in the unemployment rate for the age groups 20-44; nonwhite women as a percent of all
unemployed women increased for virtually all age groups.

Table [TA-7.—Unemployed Persons, by Color, Sex, and Age Detail, 1957 and 1965 (annual averages)

[In thousands]
Nonwhite White p'\eIPcné/HP'(tﬁ Post aa]
Age and sex

1957 1965 1957 1965 1957 1965
Total, 14 years and over-—- - 585 102 2,350 2, T4 19.9 2.3
14 gloe alr% Xﬁ%rsov%?th SEXes 112 1% 462 769 19.5 2.3

20 .

Men - - e - 306 261 36 1, 169 19 18
Women - Ro% e e B B
Men, 14 years and over--- - L 374 37 1,519 1,603 19.5 19.0
neayes - o B ow B oo® 2L R
B0 AYears, | % TR % wio B
310 44 years, ~ - Eg ) 239 2L 4 19,7
4510 Y years. . 47 M) 200 % 18 ¢
hHto o4 ears  — — 21 3l 193 190 . 14.0
05 years and Over__ 10 9 14 o/ nn 1.8
Women, 14 years and over.. 211 324 832 1,152 202 22,0
14t0 19 years. y 4 17 3 19.4 202
20to 24 years — — — 3 gg 1§ 1%% i) 2,
2510 34 Years— o _ % o4 18 1/ 25.8 27.§
Bodics - N TR SN
gg to 64 years. 1 %8 %8 i Eg %28

years and over 3 3 2% 4 ) 0)

1Percent not shown where base is less than 50,000.
N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.

86

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



At 4.3 percent, the average unemployment rate in 1965 for adult nonwhite married men was the
lowest for any group among nonwhite men or women. Although it was twice the rate for white married
men, it was much lower than the rate for other groups of white males—the single or the widowed,
separated or divorced.

Table [|A-8.— Unemployed Persons and Unemployment Rates, by Sex, Color, Age,and Marital Status, 1965 {annual averages)

Unemployed persons Unemployment rates
Sex, age, and marital status (In tho usands) Nogrs\évgnlte Nonwhite  White qRa“chﬁf
Nonwhite ~ White 8? toﬁa}
Men, 14years and over 3 1,603 19.0 1.6 3.0 2.11
--------- 185 124 20.4 16. 9.2 1.79
ﬂned Wi Eresent _ 14] 18 9.0 Z? 7.2 7.

Other marital Status hl 137 1 8.7 6./ 1%6

Men, 20 years and over. _ 267 1, 168 18.6 6.0 2.9 2.07

ngle 7% 39% 20.5 11.9 6.9 1.72

‘Wn‘ﬁ‘grm 13 I 15. 4, . 2.0

Ot?\er martal Status T .~~~ <~ h 13 27.% 8.% %71 1.38

Women, 14 years and over 323 1,152 219 9.2 5.0 1.84

ingle . eeeeeeee — e 113 409 . 16.0 7.2 .

R)Ir%?ned husFand resent 123 Al 2116? 1.3 4.1 21%

Other marital status 1 8/ 202 0. 1.9 4.7 1.68

Women, 20 years and over.. . 240 815 22.1 1.5 4.0 1.88

. 4 191 25.3 8.9 . 2.47

%”ned huspand present_ —  — 113 51 1%.4 . %8 1.74

VDL, Tuspan presel -- O R v N S 1

Lincludes widowed, divorced, or separated.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.
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By occupation, the ratio of nonwhite to white unemployment narrowed appreciably over the
1955-65 period among all white-collar groups except sales workers, and for most other groups also,
except those in domestic, laborer, and farm jobs.

Tabte [|A-9.—Unemployment Rates, by Occupation of Last Job and Color, 1955 and 1965 (annual averages)

Nonwhite White Rati(%oo{N H?tréwhite
Occupation

1955 1 1965 19551 1965 1955 1965

Totalz — 1.9 3 3§ 4.1 2.2 2.0
W%ltec IIar wo - 51 2.1 1.7 2.2 3.0 1.99
Pro essmna technécal 2.8 2.6 14 14 2.6 1.
ana frs 0 |C|als and proprietors 3.3 19 . 1.1 g.? 1.1
CFrIC OTKers. : §.1 24 24 g.l A4 17
S FS WOTKETS 3.6 7.8 29 2 14 2.2
Blue-collar wor erg — 9.7 1 gg 4.2 1.8 1.6
Craftsmen and foremen 8.8 G4 . 3. 2.% 1.8
OBeratlveF _ 8.2 A4 59 9.2 1 14
Nonfarm faborers.— 12.4 9.1 9.% 7.% 1.2 1.2
Service. wor ﬁrs c LT T T [. [1 4, 4 1 8 1.6
Pn/ate ouseold workers 5 5.9 3.0 2.8 1 2.1
Other service workers. _ A 7.% ? 2 4.4 1.7 6
FarmFg/\(%rléesrsand farm mana s N " f 1'?1 %% 4
. : . . , 1.8
Farm laborers and ore - 63 1.5 3.0 4.0 2.1 19
>Except for total, figures are based on an average of January, April, July, 2Includes persons with no previous work experience, not shown separately,
and October; data have not been adjusted to 1957 definitions of employment Source: Ug Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are
and unemployment. from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.

Experienced nonwhite workers had lower unemployment rates in 1965 than in 1955 in every industry
group except agriculture, whereas the trend varied by industry among white workers. The ratio of
nonwhite to white unemployment declined in every industry group over this period.

Tabte IIA-10.- Unemployment Rates, by Industry of Last Job and Color, 1955 and 1965 (annual averages)

Nonwhite White Ratio of rhopwhite to
white
Industry group
19551 1965 19554 1965 1955 1965

Total; 1.9 8.3 . 4.1 . .
ExperlerTced unemployed [ 6.8 gg 34 2223 5(?
A%rlculturT 48 6.3 14 2.1 3.4 3.0
NOnagricu rUTHrrnUust{ e .0 6.8 39 3.5 2.3 1.9

mmg forestry, fisheries 1 2.5 L7 5.3 1.0 0.5
Construction. 16.0 14’5 1.4 [3 2.2 2.0
Manufacturmg 7.% 6.6 3.8 3.0 2.1 1.8

ura le oos . 2.9 3.0 3.2 2.0 1.8

Nond ura 8’0’0@ 8.6 8.0 4.0 4.2 2.2 1.9

Transpo tatlo ut|I| ties 8.2 4.4 31 2.5 2.6 1.8
St LAl L S

: . . . . 2.1
PUB/IC a m|n|strat|on— %65 3.8 14 1.6 3.9 2.4
1Data have not been adjusted to 1957 definitions of employment and Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data

unemployment. are from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.

2Inclu¥es those with no previous work experience, not shown separately.
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The occupational and industrial pattern of un- . ,
employment was similar among wﬁlte and non- Industry Nonwhite - White
white experienced workers in 1965. Within in-

dustries, the largest percentage of the unemployed  Tofal—Continued
Were in the services. Among occupations, JpobYess Ex erlencnegurtcra% JQ?HSQ_CW
production workers were the largest group. §§lce Industries ' %1 14
lic adminystration =~ = 2.1 2.1
Tabte IA-11.—percent Distribution of Unemployed Per- Self-employed and unpald famlly
sons, by Industry, Occupation, and Color, 1965 (annual WOfk 3.% 29
averages) (H)rew us WorLC 19 107
. . W eco lar 9.3 25.8
Industry Nonwhite  White Professiona 2.0 4
Manaqers 0 |C|as and pro
. 6 .
Total (inthousands) . 102 2,754 CIFrlca? orkers T 51 1%%
ercené 100.0  100.0 OrKers 1.6 4%.5
Experience Wage and salary Buec rworkers _ BH L3
WOrkers 8.5 7%.8 Craftsmen and foremem—— 47 113
Agricu turﬁ - b N Oper t|ve? _ 187 23.8
N nagncu {ural |nd¥ rigs .9 T.1 Nonfarm laborers = hil s
ores ry, fisheries 112 Service workers e 17
onst CIO[] 10,1 11.2 Private houseTTUm“WUrkers 5.8 L3
Manufac urmg 164 242 Other seLwce Workers, s 104
Duraple gi) ds . . 8.0 12,0 arm worker be 2.6
Nondura egoogs 8.4 12,2 arme[s an ?1 1 3
Trans ortatlon and public Farm [aborers and forenen 5T 23
H , 2.8 38 No previous work experience 9: 1.1
Wholesale and retail trad 51 1
Finance, Insurance, an rea Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are
estate’ 1.1 23 fromthe regular monthly Current Population Survey.
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Table [IA-12— Employed Persons, by Color, Sex, and Age Detail, 1947-651(annual averages)
ofal
1Ia/ea
ove

In 1954-65, employment of white men in
an

group (by
pest emp

Shar

Color and
Sex

old

CONILO AN —c—ANINOONT ST o100 =-ODONHN— COOND X O =N <TI SHLOLO < «—IONIOIOHLON—-<I" 0O T A1
~—i SISO OO 0O F OO0 +—H00 0O == <t 7776_55

OSMLOATONO AN o SEFODLOOLONN OO OO IN =S <t < < O OO —AHOOIO
SOOI OICRON— LOLOOILOI OO — S N ICOLOICH CI Tt NI OO OO IO SIS Lo —
SFOIFULOIc0c0e0o o NOJOlln/_n.OA.Mw <FLOC O — OS> SONILOLO O — 00 S e OO T SI9TFRLS
LOLOLOLOGLOLOLOLOLE o ol o © o o kO e I S S TN TN [N (oW o "o o TaNTaNTesTe s TapTap}
DA AT O OO OO0 =CNI O OO LOX OO =< OO —LO<HOONI—0O NLOOSH =~
) D O — S5O — LD SO ~ COICO I OO, COLONILON—| NIO S00
66_/ %801043557 8&M11346_/ POI%IMWJJM'.A_.SA nviRvOﬂ/_nhUh/_A_.aﬁnUIOnwo.,lllﬂn/_aA_.lrﬂw e~ —F—F——r—
M1~ o5 000 o OO OO ITHITITITITISS NN OO < <t <t LOLOLOLOLO
OO — OO0 OALO~H M — I —ILO— IO — < O A IO <O OO CILO— CONIN-LON
OGSO LO IS IAISHHLO IO SHOIILOIIN=—CHCILOINNICEKO S OIS SFOOMm
I O N AN NI LT EOEIe R T e T e T T € T~
SIS OSSESSSES =SS OB OBOBOT S < < << LOLOLOGLOLOGLO
G000 OILOONH O OO —d—i— SO —LOXOM—LOMOORLOIOOTHOOWO =000 M —OOLOOS
— O SO — o~ OO~——1 LOGSHOD, s N ey o—IOSD T—SHO—1OHAILO
O OIS OO oOISITIHS IS ISP o e sr S P S S RSP e i i Eaplaplaslasiaplaslasi Sy —
— — —v—Adc—dc—A—i—
NI =< N (OO =< 00000 D COST T — OO~ OOLOM— OO OO —< D CONIOI—LO
O CONNIN = SO CHNILO GO SHTHLOSTHIH—I— 0O D OLO ST CO—AATA O > A =IOy
B B B I Ha e 19 TaNTaN TN Te b Tal Tap e T Tap eSS SRS NN ciaN NN N oS
N~ 100 SHOOODCOCHLOICD <O ILOCIORLO< DO 1 SOOI =NALOCHIO0000 =8I
58 2SR GBI BER SO LS, —IcO COCHLEICHOICISHIOOCH O ——IF—LON] LOLOLOSF oD
A I SN B e A R e R r S R SN s e SR PN P OB, S o RIBESBSSSR NI I
e L I e e O O o L o SRS o S ) — T S —T e R e e )
OO LO A LO—— O —00LO IS A A= OO —CO—IL OO 00— SOOI
SIS —HHOOTHOO OO —I00COHI~-T-cO OO ~F O~ =<1 O —LOYCOCD I = —G> Saa—io S
SEFIEBRRSEBIESRISBERISIA BREBBBIB I DI SBEEB e~ B e Ao I
- - —i—T — T
for) LO <L OMN ==\ OO ——CNLOOILOST LO ——HLOLOO <t ——100M———00CNI0OSY < = — LOC) ol =N
5% OO COLOCI<T O O] A —COS) ORI OO OO —AICINICONIN=-00D O SO0
LOAP=F =<t (OO 1O = O A O — O —CHO OO0 ONOLO OO~
S5THO000OLON— oL OIS =L~ NI —COL HAIOA O —00COTHIOCO ~Ny=i~ o NICOD
RSO~ ABD BB SIS S ED—COER OISO I OALO RKRIEDASISB
AN NN NN NN ciNNo35 050505 T eI AT S Qe aNNIEN o
=
[3~1
00 M= ——LOMN— OO NNICHLOCOCNOOST: DOIOLONOO—ISt A (FIL0O<THOOLY AN =
NICO00CHH I GO OO GO0 ——ICH I L 10D OO0 NI L O o0
=S N I R J e SHIOOOTF ORI M_wOJMPQbOJOOOOJOO SO Sy~ 8010001%
AT TSI oS o<t <P < Lo o— SO —0000TIOOTIS IO Lo Tt =
SIS SEESRREEEER CRNNNNCISI] S
L
L
=1
4 = =J
—~— SOOI OOHSHLO O — —INIOD<ILO L I~ =p] < LOCON—0O ~—ANICD<ILO I LOcoN—-0O
S T ILOLOLO LOLOLOLOLOLOLOOLOO OO = =FLOLOLOLOLOLOLOLOLOLOE OO0 = LOLOLOLOLO

A

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/



S

3

e

20t024 2

[In thousands]

140 19 years
edrs
. Total 14la§d lﬁﬁld 18ladwd Yy

otal
ears
ove

d

]

Table 11A-12.—Employed Persons, by Color, Sex, and Age Detail, 1947-651 (annual averages)—Continued
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Nonwhite employment increased relatively more than white employment between 1957 and 1965,
_reflectlng mainly empIoKment growth among nonwhite adults. Employment among white teenagers
increased relatively much more than nonwhite teenage employment in that period.

Tabte |IA-13.—Employed Persons, by Color, Sex, and Age Detail, and Percent Change, 1957 and 1965 (annual averages)

[In thousands]
Nonwhite White
Age and sex
1957 1965 Féﬁg%eg%t 1957 1965 Féﬁgcnegr%t
Total, 14 vears and over 6, 121 1747 153 5820 6443 10.5
1410 19 ge%{s, both sexes 509 578 136 4,21 5, 549 3L s
0 YgEn over 00 410 14 448 00 4s
Women 32459 29719 %1 5 16,600 19 652 18 4
Men, 14 years and over 4,080 4,568 1.0 39,909 42466 5.4
14 to 19 years. 2 308 17 2 430 3,234 1
20 to 24 years 413 5 3581 2 930 4 02% %%.4
25 t0 34 Years. 9% 1,01 L7 9 226 g, 09 - 6.8
to 44 vears 94817 1, 043 10.1 9,4%9 9, 735 33
210 ) s B Hoogr el g o
65 vears and over 188 165 %01 g',234 ?’, 38§ 15,3
Women, 14 vears and over 2, 641 3,179 0.4 1838 21,96 19.5
14 to 19 years 1 . 1,781 2,315 0.0
'[8 4zears 2%8 23%% 4?2 2,022 2,7§7 4.9
to 4zears 038 098 3.4 3 393 3,394 0
to 44 Vears 689 119 137 4 230 46(8 1?).4
45 to 54 vears 5[ g 23 % % 947 4 ? .
gg to 64 vears 2%3 ) 28 3 %
years and over / .8 11 0 .

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.
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The nonwhite are much more likely to be working part time involuntarily than white workers, and
the proportion of nonwhites on involuntary part-time work increased as a proportion of all workers so
employed between 1957 and 1965. However, the likelihood of being employed part time for economic
reasons declined more for nonwhite than white workers.

Table IA-14.—Persons Employed in Nonagr{cultural Industries, by Color and Full- or Part-Time Status, 1957 and 1965
(annual averages)

Percent distribution :
| | | D BaP5RE
Full- or part-time status Nonwhite White

1957 1965 1957 1965 1957 1965

Tota| employed:
Nanibet (i thousands) 575 7% 50 540
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 9.5 10.5
Full-time schedules. 19.4 80.9 8.1 85.1 8.9 10.0
Voluntar Ipart fime .~~~ - 10.9 114 9.1 119 11.% 10,1
Part timé for economic reasons 1 9.7 1.1 3.2 29 2, 21.0
Usually work full time 3.7 24 19 13 1.3 :
Usua"§ wort part time ._ 6.0 53 1.3 1.2 3.1 %E %
1Mainly slack work, job turnover, and inability to find full-time work. Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are
Nlote—Emplo ed_Bersons with ag'ob but not at work during the survey  Tom the regular monthly Current Population Survey.
week have been distriouted proportionately.
tOtl\'ilgte.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal
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Voluntary part-time employment rose relatively more than full-time employment between 1957
and 1965, but the color-sex distribution in both series changed little during the period.

Table I1A-15.—Persons Employed in Nonagricultural Industries on Full-Time Schedules or Voluntary Part Time, by
Color and Sex, 1957-65 (annual average53
[Percent distribution]

On full-time schedules 1
1957 1958 1959 19602 1961 19623 1963 1964 1965

Color and sex

TRl mber (nthousand) 8,607 47,077 48665 40,50 447 X619 549 560 560

Percent - -- - 1000 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0  100.0 100. 0

Nonwhite - — — 9.0 8.8 8.8 92 91 92 94 9.7 9.9

59 . [ . ) . : . .3

Ve S VRN O L T L T S BV R T

White 900 92 992 P& NI XNs Ne N3 9.1
44 42 63 . . T 63 03. 2 02.

e %% %6 %D By B B By B4 %y

On voluntary part-time schedules 4

TOtaklumber (in thousands). 518l 5215 559 585 6,148 597 808 7,263 7607

Percent 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0  100.0 100. 0
Nonwhite n5s 107 05 05 94 99 05 105 10.1
Male 21 2.6 2 21 2.2 23 2.8 29 2
Female. 8.8 8.1 [/ 5 1 1.2 16 [ L6 7.8
White 8.5 8.3 85 85 NVe NI 85 K5 B9
Male.. Lo A 1 I A2 A2 A A5 3L 21
Female - .. . %7 52 52 53 g5 %y g 4 &
th1Inc|uhdes thos”e who \{(V(Jfrlfle(%% h%urt's or nlloae durtir{g thebsurvey \cheellf and 4Those who wanted part-time work only.
ose who usually work full time but worked part time because of illness, ; TR
bad weather, holydays, personal business, or other temporary noneconomic to{\lalc;te.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal
reasons. :
2Not strictly comparable with prior years due to the inclusion of Alaska Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data
and Hawail. are from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.

3Not strictly comparable with prior years due to the introduction of data
from the 1960 decennial census.
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The distribution of nonwhite and white nonfarm workers employed for economic reasons on part-
time work chanﬂed little between 1957 and 1965. In 1965, nonwhite part-time workers were almost one-
fifth of those (white and nonwhite) who usually hold full-time jobs, and they were about one-third of all
part-time workers who wanted full-time work.

Table 11A-16.— Persons Employed in Nonagr{cultural Industries on Part Time for Economic Reasons, by Usual Full-Time
or Part-Time Status, and by Color and Sex, 1957-65 (annual averages)

[Percent distribution]

Color and sex Usually work full time 1

1957 1958 1959 19602 1961 19623 1963 1964 1965
Totah .

umber (in thousands) 1183 1638 1032 L1243 1297 1049 1069 986 897
Percent. 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0 100. 0
Nonwhite 73 Be 177 1Bs B2 B9 14 s 183
- . . . 17 . 10. 7 . . 1.5
oz EEREE S U VIS N TR R+
White 7 &4 BRI B2 s 1 K & 8L 7

- 9 Bl A%l . 0 %1 %0 ) .
ek o004V 30 R4ORY qi xY 81 4

Usually work part time «
Totah .

umber (in thousands). 9% 135 1304 1317 1516 1287 129 111 10A
Percent 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0  100.0 100. 0
Nonwhite B2 3As RV N5 AT HAs  FBs AT 344

Mal 131 0 137 125 3 K5 U0 5K .
Femile BLORY RO 2> #¢ &3 By Ry ue
White 66.8 o68.4 6.4 615 8.3 B2 6.2 653 05. ¢
Male. L0 37T P4 T S S . 2.3
Female. %9. s .7 3LO0 3% 1 309 09 3 %% 8 3.3
o PR R I RS ) et o s e e it f

bad weather, holidays, personal business, or 0

her temporary noneconomic

reasons.
2Not strictly comparable with prior years due to the inclusion of Alaska

and Hawaii.
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4Those who wanted part-time work only.
N ote.—Because of rounding, sums ofindividual items may not equal totals.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are
from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.
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Table |IA-17— Civilian Labor Force, by Sex, Color, and Age Detail, 1947-65 1 (annual averages)
over

T
i

The largest gains in both the white and nonwliite labor force between 1947 and 1965 occurred among

women aged 35-%4.
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Table II1A-17—Civilian Labor Force, by Sex, Color, and Age Detail, 1947-651 (annual averages)— Continued

Total, 14 to 19 years 65
S%Ig?d e1a4rs 2Oete?rs24 25ete?rs34 35etaoré14 4SeIé)rs54 55eta(1)r564 yeaEs
yand Total 14and 16and 18 and y y y y Y g\per
over 15 17 19
NONWHITE
MALE
1960 2 4,728 436 83 150 203 564 1,099 1,049 884 538 158
1961 4, 743 429 77 142 210 575 1,103 1,050 891 542 151
196272 4,739 408 71 136 201 553 1,074 1,087 895 564 159
1963 4, 802 421 77 138 206 558 1,070 1, 109 891 584 168
1964 4,871 445 86 154 205 588 1,074 1 101 903 580 181
1965 4, 945 489 90 172 226 614 1,079 1,098 916 575 173
NONWHITE
FEMALE
1954 2, 668 216 47 68 101 326 680 684 476 226 59
1955 2, 697 216 34 65 117 307 706 673 499 235 60
1956 2,812 250 44 82 124 297 117 692 519 266 72
1957 2, 852 233 40 71 122 311 694 719 550 274 70
1958 2,943 229 38 71 120 328 695 750 597 274 72
1959 2,970 215 42 66 107 338 680 748 614 304 69
196072 3, 116 260 47 74 139 352 690 1771 645 324 73
1961 3, 180 264 44 74 146 353 712 793 662 320 77
196272 3,237 266 42 73 151 364 730 809 650 336 82
1963 3,318 274 39 82 153 377 749 821 656 354 84
1964 3 421 283 37 83 164 424 744 818 690 370 92
1965 3,503 285 39 92 154 454 761 844 680 383 96
WHITE MALE
1954 40,255 2,484 495 895 1,094 2,65 9,695 9,516 7,914 5 654 2,338
1955 40,683 2, 542 487 934 11210 2,802 9,720 9,598 8 027 5 653 2, 342
1956 41,320 2,700 586 1,003 1,111 3,034 9,594 9,662 8 175 5 736 2, 417
1957 41,428 2,714 607 992 1,115 3,153 9,483 9,719 8317 5735 2,308
1958 41,686 2,723 606 1,001 1116 3278 9,386 9,822 8465 5 800 2,213
1959 41,993 2,875 506 1,077 1,202 3,408 9,261 9,876 8581 5, 833 2, 158
1960 2 42,297 2,988 555 1,140 1,293 3,559 9,153 9,919 8 689 5 861 2, 129
1961 42,635 3,088 649 1,067 1372 3,681 9,072 9,961 8776 5 988 2, 068
1962 2 42,641 3, 142 710 1,041 1391 3,726 8846 10,029 8820 5 995 2, 082
1963 43,065 3,224 661 1,183 1,380 3,955 8,805 10,079 8 944 6, 090 1, 967
1964 43,539 3,361 646 1,345 1371 4 166 8,800 10,055 9,053 6, 160 1, 943
1965 44,069 3, 668 669 1,359 1639 4279 8,823 10,023 9, 129 6 188 1, 958
WHITE
FEMALE
1954 17,262 1,717 205 552 960 2,098 3,532 4,025 3,346 1,937 607
1955 18, 110 1,766 224 576 966 2,137 3,546 4,131 3,654 2, 156 720
1956 18,962 1,926 269 654 1,003 2 158 3,559 4,340 3,886 2, 344 748
1957 19,212 1,959 292 645 1,022 2,131 3,561 4,397 4065 2, 357 743
1958 19,508 1,937 295 614 1,028 2,172 3,498 4,435 4262 2, 454 751
1959 19, 863 2, 028 307 698 1,023 2,135 3,409 4,479 4 467 2,577 767
1960 2 20,471 2, 143 300 731 1,112 2,228 3,441 4531 4,633 2,661 835
1961 21,044 2,298 376 700 1222 2,345 3,431 4,596 4,741 2,785 849
1962 2 21,237 2,340 418 668 1254 2438 3372 4,666 4,731 2 861 830
1963 21,791 2,360 365 767 1,228 2,582 3,424 4,780 4,845 2,977 823
1964 22,402 2,442 374 867 1,201 2,786 3,435 4,797 4,989 3,077 874
1965 23,118 2,649 382 862 1,405 2,910 3,568 4,876 5032 3,203 879

1Absolute numbers b; color are not available prior to 194, Source U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are
sNot strlcthom parable with prior years, due to the introduction of data  from the regular monthly Current Population Survey,
from decennial censuses and the |nc|u5|on of Alaska and Hawail,
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~In both 1950 and 1960, Negroes comprised nearly all nonwhite workers (over 90 percent); all non-
white workers accounted for about 10.5 percent of the total civilian labor force.

Tabte [IA-18.—Percent Distribution of the Civilian Labor Force, by Race and Sex, 1950 and 1960

Race

Total, all races;

umber (In tg%soar?ds)

Percent distri
Nonwhite

Neqro—
_Otr?erm‘nwhite.__
White

1950 1960
Total Male Female Total Male Female
~ 0,646 42126 16,520 65, 144 45, 763 22 381
S HE TR W
10. 0 9.0 24 | 8 8.; 12.0
! h .3 .8 . .8
89. 5 0.5 8.2 8.3 9. 4 87.2

Note—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal

totals.

table 194,

Source: 1950 Census of Population, United Stales Summary, Detailed
Characteristics, P-Cl table 118’ and Nonwhite Population by Race, P-E No.
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In 1960, Japanese and Chinese labor force
participation rates were significantly higher and
their unemployment rates lower than for both
whites and Negroes.

Tabte [|A-19.'—Labor Force Participation Rates and
Unemployment Rates, by Race, 1960

Partlrcalpeatlon Unemlpdltoeyment

Total labor fo%ce Unemrﬁlgyequlaﬁ

d
as erfent 0 perc?
population lan [abor Torce

Negro
J ganese -
Cﬁﬁnese —

White. .

SHRT

3 '
'} 13

Source; 1960 Census of Population, Nonwhite Population by Race,
tables 32, 34 ¥: U s. Summarg, Detajled Characteristics, PC(1)-1D,
182,194, (U'S. Bureau of the Census.)

3B, table 9 1960 Census of Population, Nonwhite Population by Race, PC (%)-
1C, table 32 and United States Summary, Detailed Characteristics, PC(1)-1D,
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Table 11A-20.—Civilian Labor Force Participation Rates,1hy Color, Sex, and Age Detail, 1948-65 (annual averages)—Con.
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Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are

from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.

1Percent of civilian noninstitutional population in the civilian labor force.
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~The ratio of nonwhite to white labor force participation rates declined slightly from 1957 to 1964,
with the reduction chiefly among teenagers and women 35 to 64. The ratios increased among elderly
men, and among women 20 to 24 years old.

Tabte [|A-21.—Civilian Labor Force Participation Rates,1by Sex, Color, and Age Detail, and Ratio Nonwhite to White,
1957 and 1965 (annual average?)

Nonwhite White Ratiot of nopwhite
0 White
Age and sex
1957 1965 1957 1965 1957 1965

Metn, %3 ean and over _ . ¢ 5821 %31 471%6 .9 g%
. X 8 \ . 1.01 .
AT years AR L S T 5
16 ang 17 years. . 475 3. 3 49, 6 44, % . 88
18 and 19 years 72.0 A 11 ¢ gg 1,01 1,01
Nio dyears. . g o ;) IR Il
25 t0 34 Years. 1 % [ 5.2 9.4 .99 .98
3% t0 44 Years g 8%8 82.0 87.7 8% 82
45 to 54 Years.. . : 6 h. 9 . .
b5 to o4 Years. 4 18 88. 0 95.2 9 92
65 years and over — . . 2. g” 7.8 8? ”%
Wamen, 14 years and over — &, 4?. . . L
140 19 yedrs. — 5.9 2 32 8 83 1
B - ik ogloE ko
2 t01§4anea%§ ears _ ﬁ%s 488 2. 6 . § 6l .19
. , 6 \ , 8 8 1.02 .
to 34 Years 5. 4 328 ﬁ?% %% H? Ul@
to 44 years 5.7 9 . . 13
SBHer TN T LAY
: , , i 1.21
25 yearsand over ~ 36 : 10.2 | 133 133

1Percent of the civilian noninstitutional population in the civilian labor force.
Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.
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Lower rates of labor force i)artlmpatlon among nonwhite than white men in 1965 were partly the
result of a higher incidence of illness and disability.

Tabte [|A-22.—Men 25-64 Years Old Not in the Labor Force, by Color, 1965 (annual averages)

Thousands of persons Percent of civilian n-OnlnStltUtlonal
Color and age Unableto Al pUrFiatIJIt o Al
Tl UERRY ot Tow  UREO L
Nonwhite men:

Totaﬁ,% 0 64 years,  wmm veees - - 350 104 26 5.7 )6 61
25t0 M years. . .. — . 47 9 38 4.2 8 3.4
T g 414 4o

. 8.0 ) .
oyl 122 5 123 212 s 144
to 59 years. 16. 5.6 10.7
B 10 A yeds of < B N & B 1
Whi :

o5 to 64 years . 194 S 148 54 14 10

ROy o o WY B %‘% " ik
86 , .8 ,

45 10 54 Vear - - 387 24 2§§ 1 1. .
210 B gearﬁ lie %5% Y Y S Y
55 to 59 years 11 248 2 2.9 3
Wi s fears - .. o T R U SR & N o

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.

The percentage of youth 18-24 out of school
and not in the labor force was about the same in
1965 for nonwhite and white teenage girls but
higher among the other nonwhite young women
and men.

Tabte [|A-23.—Persons 14~24 Years Old N t| the Labor
Force ang Not in School, by Color, 19 (chool year

averages
Thousfands r':%f\fﬁl
Sex and age persons 00 ﬁg 'cﬁ!on

Noas white o= White

Male
Total 14to 24 Q/ears - 6l 281 32 2.1
ear 3193 3g 2.2
l4t0 ears.. 120 . 2.0
18and 1 |years 7 13 50 29
o 20to diyears  —— A s 35 18
Total 14 to 24 glears 3 192 15 13
ear w0 14 15 1.6
14 to ears 4 9 15 1 g
18 an Iyears_ 8 Moo 1
20 to 24 years B3 48 16 8
1Exc ne, July, and August.
A

3Excludes unable to work and keeping house.
Source: U.S. Department of Lahor Statistics. Data are from the regular
monthly Current Population Survey.
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~ The proportion of both white and nonwhite men with some work experience during the year de-
clined between 1950-64. However, the proportion of nonwhite men and women with work experience
e.mf)loyed the entire year at a full-time job increased sharply, especially since 1957, in contrast with
little change among white workers.

Table ||A-24.—ExtentofEmponmentofPersons with Work Experience During the Year, by Color and Sex, 1950, 1957, and 1964
1950 1957 1964

Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White

MALE
Percent of population with work experience 87.3 86.8 &. 2 86.1 7.9 8.4
Percent distribution of those with work exper-
lence, total. _ 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0
Worked at full-time jobs__ o 86.0 %4 8L 7 8.8 8 1 8.7
50-52 weetfs_ - . 2 6.8 21 67. 3 3.0 65.5
21-49 weeks 2.4 19.0 19.9 14,6 179 12.4
1-26 weeks__ 1.0 6 9.1 6.9 10.2 1.8
Worked at parttime jobs_ 4.1 9.4 183 1.3 17.0 12.4
FEMALE
Percent of population with work experience . 5.4 0.4 59.9 51 5.5 4. 4
Percent distribution of those with work exper-
lence, tota 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
Worked at full-time jobs 68.9 .1 6L 1 10.3 6. 1 58. 3
M- - - BB BB
- . ) . . . 8 L1 . 8
1-26 weeks  ~ - %4. 6 18,0 16.1 18. 0 18 B 5.3
Worked at part-time jobs.. 3.2 2.9 3.8 2.5 3.0 a7

. Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Stafistics. Data are from the February supplement to the Current Population Survey. They per-
tain to persons’ employment and unemployment experience during the entire calendar year.

103

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



In every age-sex group (except teenage boys) a larger proportion of white than nonwhite workers
had full-time yearround jobs in 1964, but this gap in the extent of full-time employment experience
tended to narrow from 1959 to 1964, especially among men and women 25-64.

Tabte |IA-25.—Extent of Employment of Persons With Work Experience During the Year, by Age, Color, and Sex, 1959

and 196X
Population Percent distribution of those with work experience
Age and color Percent Worked at full-time jobs \/Korkd
%ﬁﬁn‘é@)e | e%vv%?ﬁ o %o s ek 'Eﬁgﬁ
Ehce weeld”  “weeks”  weeld J
MALE, 199
Total, 14 yﬁars and over, |, 58, 222 8121.1 100. 0 64. 3 16.0 1.5 12.2
Nonwhite, - weemeeeeees , . : 11 2.3 1 :
White. T og® B3 owy gl #4 4y m
1410 19 yeﬁrs [/ gG? 5.0 100. 0 8.9 6.9 2.1 6l 4
Nonwhi L e 5 8 3 . . 1 2. .
W%nl\tl\é e _ — 6,718 %. 0 188.8 1&2 2.7 22.0 885
2010 24 years. . .. — - 4,628 R0 1000 488 20.6 184 12.2
Nonwhite . L= 616 81.7 100. 0 4.9 19.5 18.5 138
White R— 4 012 20 100. 0 9.0 20.8 183 119
510 64 years. .. 39,056 gg 6 100. 0 4.4 %g 9 41 4.6
Nonwhite 3 A . 58 , . 10,
Whie  — — - A &0 o ROV BB
65 years anr:j over 6, 881 2.4 1000 . g 17 11.2 Ao
Nonwhite. 4 4, . . 9 . 4. 2
Wee- - —— B By e B S nr 4
FEMALE, 1959
Total, 14 yﬁars and over. 63, 973 8¢ 100. 0 26. él 16. 0 16. 4 3.5
Nonwhite — .. , . . . 16.3 . R 2
Wit e—— TR LSO & S SO S 1
1410 19 years_ o 7,840 4.6 100. 0 8.2 1.9 29.0 %9
N(H]White. . 990 434 100. 0 4.4 1.2 3.6 5. 7
White__ 6, 8ol 69 1000 8.1 8.0 2. 5. 4
20to 24 yeﬁrs. o 5, 560 6L3 1000 .8 2.3 2.9 7.0
Nonwhite 116 4 . 2.2 2.1 2.2 24.9
White. W8 s 85 BLORD&S
Htobdyeas .. 42,218 49, 5 100. 0 4.4 7.0 130 8.6
N%nwhite._ . X 64, ¢ 100. 0 312 17.3 145 3.0
White - — 3812 8.1 1000 8.0 17.0 1. [ 2.2
65 years and over _ 8,353 B9 1000 2.2 10. 8 96 M. 4
N %UW hite . 565 18 5 100. 0 8.6 95 114 78. 5
White__. = I A - B5 1000 2. 5 10.9 9.4 52 8
See source at end of table.
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Table [IA-25—Extent of Employment of Persons With Work Experience During the Year, by Age, Color, and Sex, 1959
and 1964—Continued

Population Percent distribution of those with work experience
Age and color hi mber P&V,r(ﬁrﬁ‘?t - Worked at full-time jobs XK:)P%(ﬁd
ands exRerl- 0tox  2/t049 11026 ks
ence weekS™  weeksT  weeks
MALE, 1964
Total, 14 years and over 62, 991 825 100.0 56.2 129 8.0 12.8
Nonwhite 5,522 79.9 100.0 55.0 15.9 10.2 1%.0
White ™ 77 - e 56,469 82.8 100.0 6.5 124 1.8 124
14t0 9years 9,632 574 100.0 6.6 5.6 5.1 62.7
Nonwhite.,  weeeeeees , 4 : . . 28. 54
White. " - - - Iy SRR S B B
010 24 years.- 5 6% 925 100.0 478 20.3 198 12.2
Nonwhit 679 90.3 . 46.3 25.9 135 14.2
White. - ST v A /ST i S 1} IS
2510 64 years. . 40, 044 %7 1000 79.2 133 3.8 37
Nonwhite.. 4. 006 93.2 100.0 65.7 189 6.9
White.. . 36,038 96.0 100. 0 80.7 12.6 35 .
65 years and over. 7,619 313 100.0 4.1 9.2 9.2 404
Nonwhite 617 9.4 , 28.4 , . 51.2
Wt — - — A TR R T SR
FEMALE, 194
Total, 14 yearsand over. . 69,773 475 100.0 315 15.0 155 2.1
Nonwhite 1,546 6.5 . 2.2 16. 16. 5.0
Mt @B Ry 5 e B3 Y
14t0 9years 9, 896 29 1000 5.7 5.8 2.7 62.8
Nonwhite, 1,281 . 100. 0 3.0 1.4 33.6 56.0
e . S L R A T < A : I
20to 24 years 5,603 65.6 100.0 3.9 20.5 2.1 185
Nonwhite. 809 . . 21.4 , 3. :
N A S/ SN S R U Y S N U
Htobdyeas 43514 53.2 100.0 4.5 15.8 12.0 207
Nonwhite. . _ 4,716 66.0 100.0 39.2 17.3 17 %1.5
White. 38, 798 51.6 100.0 45. 156 12.1 1.1
65 years and over _ 9,710 14.4 100.0 25.6 9.3 11.2 .
Nonwhite. 134 20.4 100.0 107 113 8.7 69.3
White o 8,116 139 100.0 213 9.2 114 520

Source: U.S. Department of Lahor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the February Supplement to the Current Population Survey. They pertain
to persons’ employment and unemployment experience during the entire calendar year.
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Both men and women nonwhite workers are much more likely than white workers to have three
or more spells of joblessness during the year. The ratios were little changed from 1959 to 1964,

Tabte [|A-26:—Extent of Unemployment During the Year, hy Color and Sex, 1959 and 1964

To‘al Work}nlg UnemBIo edf Pe(rj%ermgoo heun%]a?loﬁg\(}iné/v hanev%oprh)eyq
or looking To fas ﬁer : ment of—
Year, color, and sex llork 3 0t ding
0fror workg 15 weeks 2 pells 3 sl%ellg or
Or more or
Both sexes B
Nonwhite 1958 2. 0 14.5 _
White e i Al 3
e -
Nonwhite 5 001 21 14.0 ,
., e o o W) 83 il i
Nonwhit 3% 19.2 14, ,
White — - - R 4 ) T 7
Both sexes 1ot
es:
' 9 865 5.5 . 18 _
" e _ 7 6P 23 4 16 0 &
ale;
5 354 211 . 18
: \I)Ilvohr}\{\éhlte 2% AL ik L
emale;
i 4 511 23.0 . P ,
e R 2 B i) 31 15 s %

INot available.

Source; U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the February supplement to the Current Population Survey. They pertain
to persons’ employment and unemployment experience during the entire calendar year.
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Over the past decade, a notable shift in the occupational pattern of nonwhite workers has taken
place toward white-collar jObS especially among women.

Table ||B-1.—Emp|oyed Persons, by Occupation Group, Color, and Sex, 1955, 1961, and 1965 (annual averages)

Percent distribution Nonwhite as a nercent
0f fra) P

Occupation group Nonwhite White
19551 1961 1965  19%5: 1961 1965 19551 191 1985

Total employe
Fryung)ty fhownd) o8 696 17T 5656 5089 644 0 0
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 10.2 . .
White-collar worker 164 195 41 467 415 31 3.9 y
Sro?essﬁona{ a fschnical= %% 4 6.8 9 123 130 3.9 4.1 5.9
T Rt a1 23 25 23 24
, 2.6 11.1 11.6 11.1 , . )
lerlcal vY(orkers S RN T S S R 22871
1.6 . . . . . . \
Blue: coffar workers gy A1 4l 38 I, By 01 dd
Craftsmen and foremen------- 5. 6.1 e.z 4, 13.1 1%. 25 4. 4.8 Y
Oger tlve? 20.9 zo.%a 21 20.2 17.?3 18. 10, 11. %2.3
Nonfarm latorers %52 12. 12.1 4.6 4 45 2%% 25.1 8.6
Serw'ge wor ﬁ 1 ﬁ% .1 9. 10.6 107 286 2 2 20.3
rivate household workers  14.8 . 271 13 2.2 20 By 4 435
Other service workers 16. 183 190 1.2 8.4 2.7 1.0 2001 20.8
Farm v¥omré<esrs A 1%18 1213 8.1 9.9 471 23 0 143 17531 14.7
. . 6.0 . \ . . ,
Malngﬁ]mlfab%rers an(?gtoremen. 9.5 8.8 é§ 3.9 31 %2 z?sﬁ 24.8 2“
Tot ([Yhousands) 3,978 4133 458 39196 40 185 42, 466
PercY 100.0  100.0 10%.0 100.0  100.0 108.0 9.2 3 9.7
White c? lar WO"kerS % g L0 165 3K4 4.2 4.5 30 N 4.2
Prgn%ssel(r)snao ﬁwat?cgr%cal_ 5 4.0 5.6 89 119  12.6 2.1 .3 4.6
roprietors. 2.1 3 34 13 14 143 . . 2.5
(S:ell?malor orrsers _ 44 e.% 57 %1 71 % 51 %% ;2 } %
W 1.2 1.6 . 6.1 6. . . . .
Blue: cofrar Workers WA A S B A
Crartsmen and foremen--—--- 8.0 3% %89 19.9 %g %89 8% . g
Bertlve? U g 24, 1 21,0 . 8 10. % 12.4
nfarm laborers ﬁ% 21,1 21.1 6.6 3 6.6 27.§ . 25.7
Serwce wor ﬁ 15.7 1. 3 53 5.8 6.1 2. 21.1 21.6
R/ate ousehold workers 2 4 . 1 1 1 7.8 29.0 %%
er Service workers 14 ﬁ% 152 5.2 8.7 6.0 % 21.§ .
arn]:%eesr and farm managers. 190 4.4 % 1&2 2 471;/] 8'21 1%81 1'81
Farm faborers and rPoren? 5 % 9.9 I LY 24 209 472 22?.'4
See footnote at end of table.
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Table 11B-1.—Employed Persons, by Occupation Group, Color, and Sex, 1955, 1961, and 1965 (annual averages)— Con.

Percent distribution .
N0nWhI(§1% 4 percent
Occupation group Nonwhite White
19551 1%1 1965 19551 191 1965 19551 191 1965
Female e
TotaF EW sands . 2,460 2803 3179 17366 19675 21,967 04 s
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 . . 12.6
White 2ol waker AT 1A Y B B X N T S 1 B 5
ST pemical— 52 e 4 ME W3 P &g kI
Managers, officlals, and
% letors 1. 1.6 15 o 924 48 39 4.1 4.4
anca orkers=— 5.8 9.1 11.8 .2 329 A1 2.6 40 131.8
a E 14 15 2.0 8.6 g.4 8.2 2.2 2.5 4
Blue-co far WOrKers 16.2 B5s 59 199 161 16.6 0.3 122 12.2
Crartsmen and foremen. . 6 % 1 1.2 1.0 1.1 1.0 1.9 8.5
Operatlve? ----- - 14.8 14 M5 18, Ws L1 w2 1.2 17
Nonfarm laforers . N Ni 5 3 4 217 B 20.7
Semﬁ?n%% ﬁcr)susehold workers_ g% 58'4% 34 1% é A 19 ﬁ%g 4218'8 421%8
Other service workers 20.8 33:7 %2% 17 1 % 12% 20.0 213(7) 202
Farm g\{%rgesrsanﬁ'far anagers. 9 7'% > 5'75 39 2 1) 1“ 174
R W 1SS BT SPL SPY S U B SO v

1Based on an average of January, April, July, and October; data have not been adjusted to 1957 definitions of employment and unemployment.
N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.
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Prmmpaldgams since 1954 in the occupational distribution of nonwhite emPonment were made in

the 1960’5 an
clerical, and the skilled blue-collar jobs.

have come in relatively well-paying occupations, such as pro

essional and technical,

Table [IB-2—Employment of Nonwhite Workers, by Occupation Group, 1954-65

Occupation group

Total, all occupations

Professional, technical, and kindred workers.
MaPa rs, off>ua|s and  proprietors  (ex-

lerlcapg 3 kindredworkers — —
ales workers
ra tsmen for éemen and klndred workers
Ipera Ives and kindre wor ers.
Pvatehoueo wor

ﬁv%p workers, exclu ng private house-

Farme(s and farm ana ers

La[)ore?sb 0er>e<rci (P Ing ?arm and mine

Total, all occupations.

Professmnal chh |caI d kindred workers.
Pa ers P}:)Ias an proprietors  (ex-
lerlcapgug [<n dred workers
ales workers
rartsmen, foremen. a dklndred'workers
grperatlves an ndre workers
Ivate oueo workers

[]vcdp workers, excluding Tprivate house-

Farmergb%rggrfar drTnana ers
La[)orers exci (P Ing ?arm and mine.

See footnote at end of table.
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1954

6,312
207

1960

1,041
31

%
1

!
S
1

4
6
2
2
8

[
O
]
1
6

3

15
9
/

]
:
3
D
?
2

Number of nonwhite workers (in thousands)

1955 1 1956 1 1957 1 1958 1959
6,438 6,692 6, 71 6,123 6,130
228 224 246 2712 303
boB R BB
2 op M 4 8
“% Lm %m %ﬁ Li%
1, 084 1, 166 1152 1183 L].§1
322 31 246
B OB OB OB
Percent
191 1962 1963 1964 1965 %ggﬂgées
6,90 7097 7,234 7,480 7 747 2.1
319 373 435 499 525 141. 9
173 il 19 19 204 0. 9
A
| él%?) 7 4%38 5725 ) 5 554 67
8 &
1269 1,28 1340 1398 1 47% %ﬁg
il ] 145 1 .
355 B oo 4 5

109



Table 11B-2.—Employment of Nonwhite Workers, by Occupation Group, 1934-65—Continued
Percent of all workers

1954 1951 19561 19571 1958 1959

Total, all occupations. .

_ 10.3 0.2 10.3 10.4 10.5 10.3
Professional, chrllcal agd kmdred worLEers. 9 7

3.9 3 3.8 3.9

(o8]
I~
[pe)

I\/Iaaers officials, and” proprietors  (ex-
i s POPIEOI 1 93 0 o 23 23
CIFrlca E kindred workers ~ %.7 38 33 44 4.4 43
Sales worke .3 2.0 1.% }2 2.1 2.1
8ratsmen o n, and kindred wcrkers_ 38 40 4, . 4 4 4 ¢
eratives an ndre workers. 107 10. 6 11,7 11.% 11,8 11,
Private houieho wor ers 514 4§.s 46. 3 48, 47,4 45.%

Sehwlc workers, excludingprivate house-
a0t 21,2 21.0 21.25 20.88 21.1 197
10,0 8.6 8. . 8. .
Fam‘aborer a ?reggen 23. 6 21,8 22.8 2%. 24.?) 2.87
La[)orers exci (ﬂng ?arm ami‘rmTre — 2.6 206 2.7 20.4 21.4 2.7

1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965

Total, all occupations. - 10. 6 10.4 10.5 10.5 10. 6 10.7
Professional, chrllcal and kindred workers. 4.4 41 4 g 53 b8 59
Mapa ers,. officials, and proprietors  (ex-

culngfrmg 25 24 25 2.6 2.6 2.8
lencal E Kinared Workers 52 5.4 51 1 3.4 g.?
ale: wore][s 2.6 5 2.6 8 1 1
rartsmen, red | WOrkers. 48 4.8 49 . 58 1%
eratives an mndre WOrKers. 11,8 1 17 11.5 11.8 %
Private househo (1 s 4.4 434 4.4 4 436 436

Servu,;? workers, exclu ng‘prlvate‘hvusr

E 2Q7.1 2.}1 l%g 1.§ zo.§ 20.8
m Iaborer ?reﬁ?en f?) 2?.'8 h g 2. g.s )

La[)orers exci (P Ing ?arm ammine_ %85 5.1 %7.0 2.2 % 9 25. 6

1Averages based on data for January, April, July, and October.
N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.
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In the South, nonwhite employment is concentrated much more heavily in low-paid, unskilled
occuEatlons than in other regions, whereas white employment is distributed about the same in the
South as elsewhere.

Table ||B-3.—Emp|oyed Men and Women, by Occupation Group, Region, and Color, 1965 (annual averages)

[Percent distribution]
United States South All other regions
Occupation group ) : ) . _ .
v'vr%rt]e White V%OIE[]E White v’\\lll%rt]e White
Men, total 100.0  100.0 00,0  100.0 100, 0 100, 0
Whitg- c?llar WO(kera o 65 405 18. 5 40.2 2.6 406
Protessional and te ~ ge 12.@ 1. 1 1o Bl
ana Trs oliluals and proprietors”_ 4 1 2.2 BBh 44 13.%
FrIC OrKers. L 51 11 36 6.9 1.8 [/
Blug- c%ffayvv(\)/or bl ———— —— - o ¢ 6'§ 5 g 471 55 6'%
Craftsmen ahd foremem— %58 Z@Z g% %8;19 12§ %8:7
Oger tlvef 61 19 235 .5 2{;.7 20,0
Servi ewftj)lrrmerfsiboTErS By ¢l ﬁg %6 %69 05
}g vateﬁwousehqu — — '.2 1 5 1 .2 1
cardl i fF IS TS 3 S B £
, . , 8. . .
rTfiarme[s and farmrp — . 4.} 44 56 8 I}
Farm laborers and foremen—— 1.2 24 25 s 1,8 2.3
\Women, total 100.0  100.0 100.0 100,90, 100. 0 100. 0
Whi IIa wo ker 3.7 . 16. ol. 3L .
[Srgn%ssg%n aoﬁlcéa s“m“r' |et0‘rs — 1 é ?% % .3 1% : 1 % ?% g5
. 8 1.6 ) )
rslcWo orrsers_ P GEr o 1.8 A1 50 33% 189 345
2.0 8.2 1.2 8. 2.8 8.0
Blue- ofar worﬁerg T 15(7) 16.6 9.2 18 7 2.4 B.s
ra smen andforemen . —— ) i1 . L1 1.2 11
Berfa |ve? - 14 ;3 i) } 9.8 17.2 20,2 14.2
Servu:e w%r e;’isborers - Mo 196 (5) 128 AE% 20. 6
rivate household —— .' ;ﬁ 2@: f ) .'
Ot%er serwuce workers—  ~ T 52 g 130 284 17 . s 1?21. :
FarmFavrvr%rekesrsand'f’oTrm a 5'% : g 38 g 471
. . . . .2 .
Farm faborers and %r 51 2 g 95 2 g ! 23

Source; U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.
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Negro participation in professional, clerical, skilled, and semi-skilled jobs increased in all regions of
the country between 1950 and 1960, but all regions except the South shared in the declining proportion
of Negroes working as nonfarm laborers.

Table |IB-4.— Percent Distribution of Negro and White Male
United States Northeast
Occupation group 1950 1960 1950 1960

Negro  White  Negro  White  Negro  White  Negro ~ White

Togal, experienced civilian labor
orce . 1000 1000  100.0  100.0 1000 1000 100.0 1000

Profesilonal technical and  kindred

worke 2.2 1.8 31 110 2.8 9.0 3.0 12.0
Farmers andﬁf( managers . 133 100 43 56 2 2.6 2 15
MaPa ers, 0 s and” proprietors, ex- g (1 s 5 "

. 11.6 . \ . . . .
lerlcapg 3 E]ndreﬁ'workers— 31 %% 49 L1 %g 8.1 gg 8%
rae sVrYwOern A VI Y B VS LS G

. . . \ , 21.1 \ E

eratlves an re% Workers. 21,1 20.0 243 18. 5 %%4 22.8 %7% %8 4

vate hou eho wo ers 1.0 1 1 . L5 A 8 1
senc oers R I 3.2; oy 61 156 69

[) a orer 10. . (1 . %57 1.7 8 9
Laborers, exc ud| farm andmine—__ 23 6.6 28.4 29 2. 71 152 5%
Occupations not réported ~—— —— 15 11 4 . 17 10 114 47

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not total 1000,

Source: 1960 Census of Population, Detailed Characteristics, United States Summary, PC(1)-1D, table 257. 1960 Census of Population, VL. 11, Characteristics
ofthe Population, Part 1, United States Summary, table 159,
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Employment, by Occupation Group and Region, 1950 and 1960

West

South

North Central

1960

1950

1960

1950

1960

1950

White ~ Negro ~ White  Negro  White  Negro  White  Negro  White  Negro ~ White

Negro

100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0
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26./06 LOODO<T
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Within each major occupation group, and both for men and women, jobs of least skill and lowest
é]es tended to be more important sources of employment for nonwh|tes than for whites both in 1962
1965. However, significant gains occurred during this period in the proportion of nonwhite workers

in white-collar jobs and in the crafts.

Tabte |IB-5.—percent Distribution and Percent Change of Employed Persons, by Detailed Occupation,1Sex, and Color,
1962 and 1965

Percent gy
Sex and occupation 1 1962 1965 -

Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White

MALES
Total employe 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0 8.2 4.5
White- c?lla[ woerry ---------------------- 146 40, s 16/ Z]lg 6 23. 1 40
Professiona and technical 44 12.2 ) 5 3$.3 1.1
ng Ineers e — .3 24 .6 24 115.4 36
chers, glemeﬂary and seconlar 8 1,0 1.0 1.1 3.3 54
Soua elfare workers f<
ﬂ]roup rellglousworkers and tlergy- : 4 -
, . 6 , ) 68. =,
Managers, official — 3.3 51 35 14.4 18.7 -2
CIenBIWM ﬁ 54 1 58 11 16.4 4,7
H 9 A l A4 184 -2.9
E Pe?(nd receiving clerks — --------- A 1 .8 6 22.56 - 5.9
Sto clerks and storekeepers_ 4 N 1.1 N % 11,0
Slfs workers - 18 6.4 1.8 6.9 21 14
Blue-co j{ar ) T - 5. 44, ¢ 5.8 46, ? 113 11
Cra tsmen and foremen — . - 10.1 19,5 10.9 19.9 176 52
Brickmasons, ~stonemasons, and tile
setters. . . 6 A 6 A 16.7 7.9
Excavatmgatogrs ! ) 4 3 1
Eargen ers - — 1.0 % % 1.0 % % % 8 ﬂ %
or merhnec 6 % . 32 41
Ot tanmelclﬁanr?FctshamCS L % 2 %9 % 471 1411% 1%3
1.8 \ , , X
Palrgtnecres constmttmn—and_m’amte : !
\ . .8 0 . ,
Operatlve% ----------- %3 18 8 2. 1 197 J1§ 0 ; ;
Assemblers.. .5 A .8 .8 63. 6 171
5 ndants, autUservaT.mn“parkmg' 1.1 8 1.0 8 - 9
Iver me and ruteln?]n 1.2 1.1 1.2 1.2 8.2 182
ers r|n rs ang poJishe A A A ! 2. { 12,2
aunr an g mn operatlves— 1.2 1 .8 1 24. 0
Packer egw g{ﬁ) s, n. .8 A 1.0 ) 40. 6 18,
Taxica Jwers chau eurs— g 3 1 3 3.3
Truc an é?ftor rIVers 49 33 4.9 32 8. [ 14
Welders and flame-cutters. A .8 A 1.0 34 36

See footnote at end of table.
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Table 11B-5.—Percent Distribution and Percerl1£t)6(2:han e of Employed Persons, by Detailed OccupationSex, and Color,

1965—Continued
Percent

PerCf&tnggnge,

Sex and occupation 1 1962 1965
Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White ~ Nonwhite ~ Whi

males—continued

N
—
o
=3
[N

te

Nonfarm laborers . . . .
(%anrﬁﬁﬂ%ers helpers,—except fogging amd- : ? 85 o 1;; 08
--------------- 1 . , \
Garage glatmrs— amd car washers and ; o
agrdeasers 1.2 .2 1.1 2 - 2.0 10.4
ety erUepLfa, g 714 T
Lon oremW . 1 6 ! 3.3 gg
n‘g%rmen raftsmen, and woodchoppers ) 2 A .2 0.4 53
Warehousemen, n..C..  ==mmemmemr g .2 A .2 -4 g 1
Service. \%% e(r)su 1. 59 5. 2 6.1 25. 9 471 3
. L1 . . X )
Other serV| e Workers - 1. 21 58 5.2 s.é ; 9 T8
naants. ~ 1.2 5 1.2 A 1.2 - 8.1
flr ers ) A h A 9.1 - 11
8 ners . ) 1 .5 .2 20 4
oosexcerpnvare—hUuW 14 ! 14 A 33 1%.2
Jalr%merﬁ%\r/]rser)étoﬂsec EXTe I‘rmvate 43 o e o b B
LTET s, nec. except 13 313 3 54 13
Porters . 1 2.2 1 -10. 5 54
Protective Service workers_ —__ .8 1.8 .8 19 91 8.6
Waliters .8 2 9 2 21,2 -7.%
Farm workers —  — —— 132 8.5 9.9 71 -19.0 -12.
Farmeig? i ﬂ §§ 2.6 2211.7 %é?i - 12.2
\ X 2.6 . 6 =9V, - 12.1
Farm ores—arrdwmn— 9.0 . 12 4 13,4 -12.4
Farm |aporers, wal W 1. . .5 17 -1.2 -14.2
Farm Eorers un al(yvamly 121 2.2 6.7 o 483 -10. 7
FEMALES
al employed N . . . 0.5 9.7
Whltlg sﬁat woerg 1(1}L09.7 g 2 1%%% l%gg 11 11,0
rofessional an tecnn|ca| — 6.1 4 8.2 [ 36 12.6
NursES student and professiomal §.1 9 1.§ 2.8 . 5'4
Teaﬁ ers, elementar an secondary__ 6 50 4 50 28,5 3
ana echng glsalvand"pmprrewrs—— 1 ; g ;. g £y -3?' el
enc or ers 9.? 3% 0 105 R.9 38:4 12.8
Boo eepers T 9 44 6 4.5 H1 6.9
hiers ) 2.2 1.1 214 1267 20, 6
Sefrceeﬁirles steno% aphers and typls_ts_ 3{ L4 3'% ]2l g %?1 1868
, 11.6 , . , X
elepnone operat A 15 T 14 6l 5 4
Sales workers P L7 8.3 2.0 8.2 30.0 9.4
See footnote at end of table.
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Table [I1B-5.—Percent Distribution and Perce

Sex and occupation 1

females—continued

Blue- coI‘ar Workera .....................
Crafrtsmen an fnremen —

perastsrve ...............
Dreascsr(r)raﬂe sand seamstresses, except
Laund operatives
Packer and wr ers W%_ ............
Sewers and stitc rs manufactunng
Nonfarm lahorers =  -=-ememem
R ] £ ————
Prlvate ousehold TN ——

HOUX Le%rsers -

aun resses T
b er prrvate—hnnsahmd'workerr
Other servrge workers
Boar andlnd (mn sekee ers---,--
Ch am mar sa alds, exc pt pri-
vate ouse o ---------------------
haLwomen an cleanﬁrs
(Cooks, exce % é)nva ?(ehold ~
Cougter an Hntarn workers
airdressers and cosmetologists. -

ousekeepers, excerr)]t prrvatg rsrousehold
fgnrors an sextons
ou%g \(/)vorkers n.e.CExcept pnvate
Practrcal Nurses L
Waitresses, ==
Farmworkers — e
Farmers and farm managers -
Farm ?am)rers and foremen
Farm IaF rers, wage Wo‘k‘er%
Farm ~[aborers, “Unpaid ~ family~
workers. .

2

Change of Employed Persons, by Detailed Occupation,x Sex, and Color,
gd 1965 poyn(rjnu y d

Percent
Percent.change,
1962 1965 fg%z-EQ

Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White

54 B, By s 131 g
wh o w oWk &b Wy B
& i3 g 1i B0 163
Y 7 5 | 15 4
[ 9 41 b 3 11,9
{3 11 13 3 5 35
TS S 4 ¥ X fh
AT Y T e
51 G4 B8 % 47 -
Y e, L 0.
Lh 7 11 2 gT'E ik
1,2 .3 .8 .3 -25. 0 - 8.8
2.4 1 % 5 3 13
Edy B 4y Ay Y
4.0 17 4 ¢ 1.8 28.4 2.5
T 1.0 .8 9 28. 6 3.5
AT T SRR N T
TS L T I S e
! .5 .6 6 8.5 28.8
lg l.? lé} 1.6 %§ Zé.
' 3 7 3 : X
1% . Yk % 54 ;.2
g %Q] 17 3 T .
74 ¥ 57 ye o <153
.6 .6 g 5 - 11.8 -1,
SRS RS R & T B
I3 5 3 DI A SR AR
25 2.1 14 19  -37.s -4, 2

INot all detailed occupations are shown.  Those not shown separately represent less than 0.5 percent of nonwhite male or nonwhite female employment in

that occupation in 1965.

N ote—Dashes (S .) indicatg no change..
Because of roun

ing, sums of individual items may not equal totals,

Source: U.S. Bureali of Labor Statistics; data are fromaspecial detailed analysis by occupation of each year’s statistics from the Current Population Survey.
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Among detailed male occupations, srgnrfrcant increases among nonwhites occurred in the 1950-60
decade in law, dentistry, and teaching. Sharp increases also took place among mail carriers, painters
and welders in industry. Major declines were in farming, managerial occupations, and the mrnrstry as
well as in private household work.

Tabte |IB- -6.— Negro and White Male Employment in Selected Occupations, 1950 and 1960

Negroe reent
Occupation 0 10 eﬁre%oyrireﬁt fgﬁﬁ%eo

Total Negro White  Total  Negro White 1950 1960 Negro White

(In thousands)
Emeloyed males, 14 and
_ M50 3500 3680 43467 364 N2 9 ¢ 4 1

Prﬁfe ssional, tﬁghnrcal and
rﬁre workers. 2910 o 2887 4409 U3 434 3 % 49 gg
rIrymen — 161 18 142 1 ? 14 18% 1 23
Dentists ;i 1 il 2 It 2 3 3 10
Lawyers amtjudges, — 1 1 173 205 2 202 1 1 47 17
Mgeagﬁenrs and mesic—— I 1 82 76 I 7 3 9
6 6
Ph hcrans and surgeons__ 1§ 4 178 213 4 20% 2 ARY) 17
2 19 260 475 gl 4 1 6 gS 66
Farmers an 4 eranagers 4190 464 369 2388 B4 20 1 6 -0 -40
s, & LU 6 A% 460 @ 459 7
, , , 2 1 -
Clgrrcai nJ salesworkers 5 199 145 504 5 9%% 26 5 73% 3 4 §5 14
Marjl carriers 1w 12 149 1 20 1 8 1w o 15
Rea staeagerrts and
TI 120 2 118 147 2 144 2 2 16 22
CraftﬁrreJr OrEMem.and
kin workers T 587 209 725 8,489 3H1 8,082 4 4 3 1
E - T S A B S
rLerrTTakerS‘and patter‘n—
_____ 107 2 104 103 ) 101 2 2 -16 4
88% egg?trs—ors - voe. 908 35 812 816 3b 173 4 4 4 11
e U e M 4 8 1 2 8
EAS%HS'%W ter—— 9§ B ig% gi I BT
Pflsntteerresrs and cement A 22 ! % %@ % ]7 ? :
fmpe, 8 088 540
8
Oper tives and J)dﬁ workers— 5,12/ 738 7,308 3,843 8é% 7,102 10 35 5
arnters exc élrngar:on
struction and mainte- @ : % : ’ " !
111
y vr\é\éelépej gdfamanes B 8 o8 w19 N ¥
Rousenald- "o P oy g L1Ep 259 5 209 x om0 9
Prrvatri household workers [ 30 bl 20 49 45 -24 -8
aorer?u%nng remen L% B0 L1556 1,202 H 9 19 a0 29 -4

La[)orers exc arm and
290 88 242 298 TS 20 BB 1
Occupatron not Teported 458 ol 405 197 307 02 1 1o 906 3

Note—Totals include occuPatrons not shown separately.
Source: 1960 Census of Population, Detailed, Characteristics, United States Summary, PC(1)-1D, table 2051950 Census of Population, Vol. 11, Characteristics of
the Population, Part 1, United States Summary, table 159,

So
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The most significant recent advances (1962-64) in nonwhite male employment were in construction,
retail and wholesale trade, and in educational services; for nonwhite women, however, advances were
greatest in retail trade, entertainment and recreation, education services, and in the health field (medical
and hospital services).

Tabte |IB-7.—Employed Persons, by Industry

Males
Industry 1962 1964
Nonwhite White Nonwhite White

Total em J) PI% in thousands) — 4,220 40, 672 4,429 41,710
Percen utron 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100, 0
ngCU fure . 144 9.0 11.2 8.1
nagriculturgf dustries ~ - 8. 6 9 88. 8 9.9
orestr Isheries, and niinirig 6 15 i 4
ons; C|on --------------------- I 9.5 91 10.3 1
Manufact [ 24.8 28% 2.3 5
Durab oods . -eeeee- -- B, 18 13.5 19.0
Lumber and v od roducts. — 2.8 11 5 1.2
urnltuea IXt g ) .8 .6 .8

tonec g fS ro UC[S — & 1.0 : 0
|b dustries—— § 2.1 §% §.4

Fa rlc ted metal Pfi Uct; 1.6 21 19 2.6

Mach |ner exce ectrical-------- 9 %.4 1.2 3
Electrical mac | erY -------------- 11 4 1 %
Transportatlon equipnEnt ... 39 34 %.4 38
llltorHO |es 2.1 1.6 2.2 1.8

------------ 14 1.8 1.2 2.0

bl %285 ST g . ) ¥
— . . . \ 1
Nondura Ie ------------------------ . 1l g.8 .9
% mdred roducts._ — gg %g 34 %.1
Textlle m|I products, - B 1.2 8 L4

é - 8 A . .

gaand uqlsgm Industry--------- 1.1 2.1 g 2.0
gemlc :i o ductg--=---- 1.2 1.8 1. L

ther nOH %? --------- 2.1 2.8 l% 2.8
Tran ortat 1on an ﬁl fl tles — g. 8.4 8. 8.3
%roa s and railway express., ~----------- - 1 %g 1.6 %7

ther transportation. — 4 . 41 6
8qherm lﬂ%\lcca tLIJ(t){I]lStles g X 2 '} 19

2.2 2.0 \

Trader L Pene UILES. 5 ) 73 g3
Wholesale e 1% g 4.5 41 4.4
el ade i T 73 B Bz B

1.8 , 6 1.8
Other retail trade. ~ 9P 91 1.9 96 12.1

See footnotes at end of table.
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Ml
1962

1964
Nonwhite White

Females
White

1962

Nonwhite

1964

Detail, Color, and Sex, 1962 and 1964 (annual averages)
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Table 11B-7.—Employed Persons, by Industry
Males

Industry 1962 1964
Nonwhite White Nonwhite White

Nonagricultural wdustrles—Contmued
ricg and finance . . . . -
Elnance msurance‘arrd'rwrestate
ervice Industries .
USIness. an reEaJrservms
Busingss services
P
% B/ate househ
Other personeg Services
Entertainment and recreation
Pro essmnal SErVIces
Me |caI Services ~

?Parezrfc?'ragm -
(%Jcatlon Ser |?es P
Other Pro essional services _

Public administration o
Poaaf ICe —

Federal aamunistration— - -

State administration A

Local administration -

(=Y
o
—

[N I_\!_\pﬁ!_\_oo_ i !\J_ !\al_\l_\_oo:|>:|>_oo

OO0 OO0 OO O SHIOLOINOUTIOUT

_

OO~ —ON—IN0O0 OO IO —-ON—IOLL GO UTIOOLD

—

SOOI IO 00—ICO I CHULISHUICO— OO OO
_

Y
L POrOSS, DO, N, iSO, oboposS

OO TR RO~ OO0 IO TNON = RGO O KO S QO

1Less than 0.0 ercent )
2 Percent not s wn where base is less than 50,000,

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics.
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Detail, Color, and Sex, 1962 and 196" (annual averages)—Continued

N

1964

Females

1962

N

1962 1964

Nonwhite White

White

Nonwhite

1964

1962
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~Over the decade 1950-60, most of the relative decline in labor or service jobs among Negroes and
whites reflected gains in the skilled and semiskilled occupations, but among the Chinese and Japanese,

most of the shift was toward white-collar jobs.

Table [I1B-g.—Percent Distribution of Employed Males, by Race and Broad Occupation Group, Conterminous United States,

1950 and 1960

Occupation group Negroes ~ Chinese  Japanese ~ White
1950
All occupations__ _ — 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0
Professional, mana%?rial, clerical, sales 1 206 4.1 394 431
Farmers and farm a,na%ers._ 13.3 14 153 10.0
Crgftsmen anad operatives 2 28.8 19.% 1[4 0.7
Laborers and service s 485 3l 21 16. 0
Occupation unknown 15 13 1.1 1.1
1960
All occupations - 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Professional, rrnanagﬁrial, clerical, sales 1 153 47.3 5.7 42.6
Farmers and farm ana%ers._ _ 4.32 N 171 0
Cr% tSmen and operatives 2 3421. % i Wk zi
anorers and service s 4.1 : 185 :
ccupation unknown_~ o 8.4 1 45 4.2
1Covers professional, technical, and kindred workers; farmers and farm Source: 1960 Census of Population, Detailed Characteristics, United States
managers; managers, officials, and proprietors: clerical and kindred workers; \S/léin Tla%'a Final Report Pé)(l)-lD, table 205; 1950 Census of Population,

and sales work(
kindred workers.

and service workers.

Note—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not total
100.0.

%I;S. . ) It 1, United States Summary,
2Covers craftsmen, foremen, and kindred workers, and operatives and Subject Reports, Nonwhite Population by Race,
er ] ) and11950 Census of Population, Vol. |
3 Covers all laborers (farm, nonfarm, and mine), private household workers, ~ Nonwhite Population by Race, tables 11 and 12.

table 159

: 1960 Census of Population,

PC(2)-1C, tables 39 and 40;
Part 3, Chapter B,

V, Special Reports,

The proportion of nonwhite children enrolled in school has increased since 1953, so that almost
equal Froportlons of nonwhite and white 5-17 year olds were in school in 1964, but a much smaller propor-

tion of nonwhites were of college age.

Tabte [|C-1.—Percent of Persons 5-24 Years Old Enrolled in School, by Age and Color, October of Selected Years, 1953-65

Peycentage points b

WthPI V\gﬂltrg eXCeedy
nonwnite

1953 1958 1960
Age
e WhTe i Whie
Sands 6 8 U 8 N &
far ¢y 8% 1Y
iat 728§ %
1Less than 0.5 percent.

1965

™~ SO O00
S ~ICOOOT

— e roobo

GI—— —

on: White \Mﬁ)ﬂe White 1953 1958 1960

o P O

1965

Source: Current Population Reports, Population Characteristics, “ School Enrollment, October 1963, Series P-20, No. 129, p. 3, table D for 1953, 1958, and

1963; unpublished data from Current Population Survey for 195 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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~School enrollment among 14-17 and 18-19 year olds has risen more sharply for nonwhites than
whites, during 1948-63. The white/nonwhite gap has been virtually eliminated among 14-17 year olds
and has been substantially reduced for the others.

Tabte [1C-2.—Percent of Males 13+-19 Years Old Enrolled in School, by Color and Age Group, 1948-64 (3-year moving
averages, centered, annually)

Nonwhite 1 White Nonwhite 1 White
Year Year
“t017 18and 19 14t017 18 and 19 41017 1Band 19 24t 17 18and 19
years years years years years years years years
1948 68.4 23, 8.1 3.5 197 84,5 39,6 91.0 4%. 2
94— 10. 23.3 4, 11 . 9.1 91.7 40.4
fee Moosd By 9wt e— Bt R e 4
gg%_ 5.0 86.2 %% 5 190 7.8 %88 1 48.1
1 155 87.2 1 1881 88.8 . 92.9 50.6
1953 8.1 88.2 39.8 1% 90.2 47 s 83.8 glg
1994 82.4 9.7 88.9 41, 188c_ 81.4 425 4.4 2.
858 83.1 30.4 882 45 19%4— 21 45.0 94.3 53.8
195%0—"~ 83.7 30. 1 . 44, ¢ -
1The percentage figures for nonwhite males, and especially for those aged . Note—Enrollment as of October in each year. Alaska and Hawaii
Band 19 Years, have an especially large standard error because they are included beginning 190,
0091 Utted {om a-|5rg|a” base. Source: Current Population Reports, Series P-20, Nos. 19, 24, 30, 34, 40, 45,
ala not avaiadie. 52 54, 66, 74, 80, 93,101, 110,117 126, 129,148" and unpublished data from the
current Population Survey (U.S. Bureau of the Censﬁs).

At a%es 14-17, Negro boys and girls were enrolled in school in equal proportions in 1960. At
ages 18-29, a larger proportion of Negro young men then young women were enrolled. Among the
white and other races, however, the ratio of male to female enroliment was higher at all ages 14-29.

Tabte [IC-3.—Percent of Persons 14~%9 Years Old Enrolled in School, by Age, Race, and Sex, Conterminous United States,
1960

Percent enrolled in school Enrolled males per 100 females

Negro Other nonwhite 1 White Nego  Other  Whit

A nonwnite

Male Female Male Female Male Female

Ti o N RO O B RO O

21
an gars 1 189
% and 99 (ears r A S SR /S S/

Lincludes Chinese, Japanese, Indians, Koreans, Hawaiians, Aleuts, etc.
Source: 1960, Census of Population: Subject Reports, Employment Status and Work Experience, PC(2)-6A, table 10 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Labor force participation rates among teenagers (14 to 19 years oId% have tended to decline (1954-
65) as more remained in school, but the decline has been least'in the 16-17 year old group. Also, be-
cause the 16-17-year-olds compete for JfObS with those 18 and 19—who have more education and
experience—and because they are more often looking for part-time and intermittent work, they tend to

show the highest unemployment rates among all teenagers.
Tabte 1IC-4.—Employment Status of Teenagers, by Color, Sex, and Age, 1954, 1961, and 1965 (annual averages)

Efﬂﬁ'ﬂl(ggs r?rscins Unemployment rates
Year Male Female Male Female
Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite  White
18- AND 19-YEAR-OLDS
1954 153 064 8l 874 B35 19 20.8 0
1961 160 1164 105 1 856 2.9 1?. 1 282 6
%Se)?ge R— 181 1453 1217 0.2 114 21, 8 4
1954- 5g ' 1%.3 32.7 3.0 02 09 -4.2 BT 489
1961-65 ;31 ¥ 7 b2 15,5 -24.5 1.4 -1.5
16- AND 17-YEAR-OLDS
1954 110 174 56 492 134 135 176 1.1
1961 gg 891 il 5@% %1. 0 g ; ;;1. 1 17 8
%2?& — 1 1159 b T 1.1 . 1.8 i)
1954-65° U5 47 . 49,0 . . 114, 5.1
1%21—§5 R ST S LRT O S ' S
14 AND 15-YEAR-OLDS
1954 IR 4%2 Iy 19 2 % 4.4 1%. 5 6.3
1961 1 14 . 13 )
o %3 F R B ovr By i
CITANOE:
- 4.0 3L -23. €. 298. 61, 9.2 -30.
h AR TR T IO T TR ¥
Digitized}.QAFRASER
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Table 11C-4.—Employment Status of Teenages,by Color, Sex, and Age, 1954,1961, and 1965 (annual averages)—Continued

Labor force participation rates Nonwhite to white ratios
Year Male Female Unemr%lpeyment Labor, I%rﬁer fartm

Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite White  Male  Female  Male  Female

18- AND 19-YEAR-OLDS

% TR T TR I
565 w1 s &0 N: LN 00 i
Perc%nt ihange: 149 5 2

HRTE -0 ST A B M-

1954 . [ 1, 245 293 09 1 0.9 0 84
L R L (RN I
- A R A O

14- AND 15-YEAR-OLDS
1 we oz b g by 1@
%%%gentchne: 13% Ai o 58 v o '
Wi S ERVT R SIS

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are annual averages from the regular monthly Current Population Survey.
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~The ratio of nonwhite to white unemployment rates has become greatest in recent years for teenage
girls; unemployment rates for the nonwhite girls are usually the highest in the labor force.

Tabte [[C-5.—uUnemployment Rates for All Workers and for Teenagers,1 by Color and Sex, 1954-65

Total civilian labor force Male
All ages Teenage All ages Teenage
Total Nonwhite White Total Nonwhite White Total Nonwhite White Total Nonwhite White

1954 6 . 4 114 Be 10 4 12 44 11 . .
fl—— 35 ) g L4 B B3 4y d2oabowy BTy
1 47 1.5 33 104 B9 4.8 i? 3 31 95 Bs 3.9
1 43 8.0 3.9 10.8 8. . . A 37 113 .
1958 6.8 12.6 6. 14.4 5.?) 13 6.8 1%.7 6.1 152 .
1959 55 107 4.%) 132 2.5 119 5§53 5 4e 133 2.8 125
1960 58 1.2 50 13 .1 14 54 }8 4s 140 2.0 129
191 6. [ 1%.5 6.0 152 54 13s 6.5 . 57 1K 2.7 141
%96,2J ) 67 11%) 09 4 % 133 %3. Z 11“) 53 11,0 211 6 133 %g Z % \;)
w— 2 B 3l gy # gl o wt S #r %Y i
1965 4 g 8.3 41 136 5.3 1.2 40 Ts 36 131 226 11.8
Female Ratio, nonwhite to white
All ages Teenage Total Male Female
Total Nonwhite White Total Nonwhite White Al Teen- Al Teen- All  Teen-
dges  aje ages dge  ages  age
954 h 2 49 199 71 93 193 13 209 . 184
] . . . , 2 8.2 2.22 . 1
A A T te o8 1% 1§
] 43 0 2 99 19 ¢ 6 22 1. 3 1 2,11 2.
— 10 Dy g b gl g
] X , X . X 10. . . 1. .
bh g 8 14 g 179 )
o & 2 337 7708 vl 1B 2B rfo1n 19
] 1.2 1 5. 14 s 0.6 135 .08 1 2.2 1hH 18 97
1967 6.2 .1 a0 1372 2 LS 24 23 1 2.02 s
Jggc 6.9 L3 5s K7 1 s 21 . 7.0 109 1% %43
1964 6.2 10.8 bbh ﬁ s 132 213 [ 21 1714 1% 3
1965 55 93 50 U4 N8 12,6 2.02 07 2.1 LR 1.8 2 31

1Civilian labor force, 14-19 years old.

Source: Manpower Report ofthe President, March 1965, appendix, tables A-4, A-Il, A-12, A-13, and Employment and Earnings, Bureau of Labor Statistics,
Us. Departmen? of Labor, February 1965, page x.
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The unemployment rate was lower for nonwhite and white male high school graduates and dropouts
16-24 years old in October 1965 than in October 1959. The rate for young women rose among both

graduates and dropouts.

Table ||C-6.—Unemp|oyment Rates Among High School Graduates Not Enrolled in School and High School Dropouts,
Persons 16-24 Years 0ld, by Color and Sex, October 1959 and October 1965

School status and color

High school graduates:
gMale J 1

_ Female. - -
High scrnoo? dropouts; 1

Male
Females™ — T T

o

October 1959 October 1965 Lr’a’l?é’s‘?'vﬁjgﬁ‘veveﬁﬁer%e

White Nonwhite White  October 1959 October 1965

6.0 98 6. 1 17 1.6
6.6 19.4 8.9 2.2 2.2
12.2 %6.0 11.8 15 14
161 4 g 182 1.0 14

1Graduafes have completed 4 years ?f high school or more; dropouts  Special Labor Force Report No. 54, tables A and B, and “Employment of

completed less than 4 years of high'school.

June 1959 High School Graduates, October 1959, Special Labor Force Report

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data  No. 3 table B. Unpublished data for high school graduates in 1959 are from

are from “Employment of High School Graduates and Dropouts in 1964”  the October supplement to the Current

Digitized for FRASER
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A IarPer proportion of nonwhite than white high school graduates in October 1965 were in jobs
requiring Nttle or'no skill. ~ Since 1959, however, a substantial decrease took place in the proportion of
nonwhite male graduates and dropouts employed as nonfarm laborers, and a significant increase in
production work.

Table [IC-7.—Percent Distribution of Employed Persons 16-24 Years Old, by Occupation Group for High School Graduates
Not Enrolled in School and High School Dropouts, by Color and Sex, October 1959 and October 1965

Male Female
Occupation group and education status 1959 1965 1959 1965
Non-  White  Non-  White  Non-  White  Non-  White
white white white white
Graduzi\teszl ,
Al occurﬁ tlon.gr%ugls:
Numoer (inthousands) 180 2,116 305 2817 173 2097 3% 3071
Percent _ L 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0
ProfeSﬁionaI, technical, and kindred
workers. . ) 2.2 11.6 6.8 104 116 13.0 6.0 12.5
Managers officials, and proprietors,
exc Pt arm. 54 2.1 6.4 1.2 9 8
ITrlca nd kindred workers. 0.0 149 8.2 115 2%.5 6.9 292 SZ%
alesworkers. . 2.2 1.1 14 1.1 ) 4.4 51 .
raﬁswen, foremen, and ~kindred
WOrKers . 11.1 122 93 144 1.2 5 )
OPeratlves and Hndre workers 50 2. 318 32 116 6.6 17.6 9.4
Private household workers . 1.1 1 15,6 1.6 15.2 1.8
Seﬁw%e workers, except private house-
ol 178 31 156 4s 195 58 4.7 11.0
Fa{mers, farm managers, laborers and
oremen . 4.4 6.1 3.0 4§ 8.1 9 1.2 9
Droplbfﬁﬁts)_rers, except farm and mine %1 98 BT 9 1.2 D L2 3
1
All occupation groups:
Number (|ﬁ ﬁ]dpusands) 406 1523 30 1561 203 630 187 636
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Profesls(ional, technical, and kindred
workers . . 0.2 1.0 13 2.5 2.1 0.6
Managers ~officials, and proprietors,
exc ;ft faJrE, 14 19 4. 1.1 5
Clerical ana kirdred workers 3.0 3.2 2.2 3.4 15 14.% 8 131
Salesworkers _ . b3l 21 30 T 1.6 8.0
CraO?kmeerQ, foremen and kindred 71U 197 c ) 0
Wi . . \ 6.2 , , , , .
Olperauves and kindred workers 90 3719 332 423.5 1.8 34.0 1176 3.9
gelv?cte vr\]/(())lrjligps0 ngvcvg rt errsivate house ! OSB89
Faﬁéwlis' farm r]nana Ersp orersand o4 LS AS B s BT AT
{g)rem’en g . 229 135 B1 0 91 27 571 182 5.0
Laborers, except famand mine__ 36,0 193 2.5 0.1 2 1.1 13

1 Graduates completed 4 years of high school or more; drapouts completed less than 4 years of high school.
N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Buieau of Labor Statistics. Data are unpublished from the October 1959 and 1965 supplements to the Current
Population Survey.
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The median wa(%e or salary of nonwhite high school f(%raduates 16 to 21 years old in February 1963

was about 15 percent helow wages of white dropouts in the same age group.

Tabte |1C-5.— Weekly Earnings 1on Full-Time Jobs of 16-21 Year-Old Youths Not in School, by Years of School Completed

and Color, February 196S

Years Ofa%cﬁ]oc%ll glpmpleted Total U%er %%0 $§géo $%%§0 $7(9V8Pd mcor-ne
High school ﬂraduates: 2

Nonwnite.. 10040 2%.8 Zz% 16.9 1.5 18.1

\IY?alte 100.0 4 14 22.1 b1 .3
SchooN 0 %u,[ts.z 1 )e ) ’

White-+ == e Bs 0 BTo@3 21 B

1From wages or salary. , ,
2 Graduates completed 4 years of high school or more; dropouts completed less than 4 years of high school.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are from the February 1963 supplement to the Current Population Survey.
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At every g group among young men 16-22 years old, a larger proportion of nonwhite than white
students v;/orkde 35 hours or more a week in 1960, butalargerproportlon of white than nonwhite students
were employe

Table IIC—9.—Emponment Status and Hours Worked Among Youths (aged 16—22) Enrolled in School, by Sex, Age, and
Color, United States, 1960

Age and color

Sex and employment status 16 years 17 years 18 years 19 years 20 Y/ears 21yae%gs22

v’b‘ﬁﬂe White Nﬁn White on White Wﬁﬂe White VWQe White Wﬁﬂe White

Percentage distribution

MALE
Enrolled inschool 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
In th 209 27 3471 3 . 3 47 4 5 M7 .
T O R TR IR TR TR ]
n\wwe 3 h2 194 % 5 B4 3 5 307 435 M5 0
iﬁb not at . 9 4 4
. . . . L1 1, 1.1 1.2 1.
adi B b 1§ b %l %%.?1 i1 43 %Y 41 o) ‘}3}
114hﬁ1]rs 11 13s . 12. 03 K5 95 13 9.5 E 8.9 %
15-34 hours 4.§ 70 oy WD 77T WD L7 0l ows D1 B
edoroe_ 23 o 10 Wy pd Sl 4 gy B By BY 4
Nt B3 B ) @8 S R0 a 9f o 62 £1 42
FEMALE
Enrolled in school. £00.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
In the lab 76 14 6 41 18 N9 X5 372 4.1 4,
”cp\?n%%rioféorrc?orce e Ue ig %1 18% 0L B AR IIRE
rwwe 6.3 134 97 2.0 B 5 22,6 35.1 BT 04 RL D,
\IIE/or 6 I 1 9 1o 1 L0 1.1 1.1
At wor e ’3471 12.'§ 90 2&? 15.% 0.7 217:65 Qﬁé 25.7 (i%g A4 é{%%
%51[314R0urs 14 %.'5 gg T ?1 12:81 51 42 el.g 5. [ g% 8:1
35hou [Sor more_ 83 1'171 %8 17 4y %83 %O 11.4 ]%.4 14{% 1%.6 1818
2.0 2. . . 2.1 3 .
ot TR e g1 &% ol &Y & F1 A0 &L o #3 @) %)

Source: 1960 Census of Population: Detailed Characteristics PC(1)-1D, table 197 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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In the 4 years 1961-65, there was a gain of 92,000 Federal employees of whom 26,000 were Negro,
reﬁresentlng a 9-percent increase in the Federal employment of Negroes and a 3-percent increase for all
others. In 1965, 13.5 percent of all Federal employees were Negroes, compared to 12.9 percent in 1961,

Tabte [ID-1.— Federal Employment, by Race, 1961-65
[In thousands]

Year Total Negro White and other 1

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

1l i we @ B3 MR Fy
1903 2 300 100, 0 302 131 1, 998 86.9
1oks 7 %7§ 0.0 %§§ He iy
(l,%ange, 196165 ’ 8 +4 + g %5 ¥ g

1White workers, and nonwhite workers other than Negroes.

Source: Civil Service Commission, Stud{ ofMinority Group Employment in the Federal Government, 1964, table series 1; and Study of M inority Group Employ-
ment in the Federal Government, 1965, table 1-1,
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The greatest Proportionate tt;_ain in N\e/aro Federal employment from 1962 to 1965 took place in
the uppergrades of the Classification Act, Wage Board, and Postal Field Service pay plans. However,
the numerical increase of Negro workers was greatest in the lower or _mlddle6gra es of all 8ay plans
except the Wagle Board, where expansion took place almost exclusively in the $6,500 to $7,999 bracket,
Yet, in 1965, almost half of the lowest Frade (54,499 or less) Federal emPonees under the Wage Board

Blan were Negroe_s, compared to slightly under 20 percent under the Classification Act (GS 1-4) and
ostal Field Service (PFS 1-4).

Tabte |ID-2— Federal Employment, by Grade and Salary Group,

1965
Number ~ Percent ~ Number  Percent  Number  Percent
Total, all pay plans. 265 1o 308675 131,979, 940 §7
Classification Act 1-=---- L 1124 281 100 106, 456 9 1,017,825 91
1-4 335, 642 04, 651 19 210991 1
Rt 530 o 397 7 536303 i
-8 0, 29, 897 280, 784
&t W o R 3955 609 i
GS 12-18 213, 259 100 2,818 1 210,441 99
Wage Board.. C 520, 819 100 102, 7% 20 418,025 80
499 or less 63,172 29, 47 33 436
e, i w8 i 3% %8 ¥
4 500-$6,4 239, 67 58, 138 24 181537
Saf 00— vins T T ot B
$e,000 and over 46, 244 100 1,023 I Wil 9%
Postal Field Service 2 585,935 100 92, 022 16 493913 84
PES 1-4 495, 71 84 944 17 410,82
P 511 SHF o S i &
PES 5- 12,512 , 9 65807
bhe 301 By o ol ) % i
PES 12-20 3,893 100 5 | 3,838 99
All other pay plans.. . 57,580 100 7,403 13517 87
%4,499 or_less 19, 162 100 6, 140 2 13022 68
4500-$7,999 15,589 100 869 6 14,720 94
%4,500-%6,499 10, 136 100 715 I 9,421 93
6,500-$7,999 b, 453 100 154 3 5 299 97
$s.000 and over.. 28 100 394 2 22,4% 9%
10r similar a)é [;Ian. Per annum salar)é ranges for le ratings are as %9,2525 GS:15: 817065622365 GS-16: $19619-825043, GS-17: $22217-
follons G5 950791678 G2 SWLUTE GO Gt i oS8 Tzsséz. _
el Sl e s e g,
$8,9'61':$%f715;' CT): ST0GI0STIG Gols: SOSIMEIRE Gotd STIED.  ShASO0I0, PFS-3 84 1BUSEEEL PESA. S IRL4TOD: PROS! Sb236.
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and Race, 1965; and Percent Change From 1964 and 1962 to 1965

Change from 1964

Total Negro Other

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

840 1 951 3 5,09 —
Ued 1 379 4 18’
1280 700 . .
el 258 7 Tkl
Lo 1593 535
553 . Wy o 48R
0 5 M8l u sTR 4

A1 ., -4 — 11028 -3
T - N
b AR o B
2L 68 207 2L %
w8 4 HE
5803 M 39 6 544 1
87 1 2% 3 210 —
1,090 1,677 2n1
v IR SR S
769 4016
1 I L
% 7 5B X7
05 2 359 0B 5% 1
.48 348 15 o080
ot ARSI T S
243 0 5 334 -3
10 Z 28 22 -18 —
1, 246 6 42 11204 6
$7.58

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

Change from 1962

Negro Other

Number Percent

Total

¥B 2 B50 5 2,60 1
063 5 999 1 50714 5
27, o 1280 . 26.6% -
Bl % Wy w R 7
,41 ;R 159
P b v B oa® s
wes Ml wm B2 %
47,794 g - 2,800 -3 -44, 934 -10
4075 -39 <1497 <33 -05 8B -4
A %N Rapd
9367 -8 182 3 -95, 34
a8 B % o il %
6T % &3 W 784 B
5% 3 51 5 10,25 :
3 855 1057 4 ,
28 4 W 4 B s
007 B 1 0 S0 U
L | N g
% 70N w2 ;
8,075 6 339 84 4 686 10
o om 34 18 3@ 4l
L B A
393 28 162 18 3,81 -2
S eh /L I T I U B
ST L T ssd W

N ote—Dashes (—) equal zero or round to zero.

Source: Civil Service Commission, Study of Minority Group Employment
in the Federal Government, 1965, tables 1-1and 1-3.
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~Of the various Federal pay plans, the Wage Board plan showed the highest proportion of Negroes

in 1965—20 percent, compared with 9 percent under the Classification Act and 15 ﬂercent under other

plans. The Government Pn_ntmg Office and the General Services Administration had the largest pro-
ortion of Negro employees in 1965—41 percent and 34 percent respectlvelg.. However, the Defense
epartment and the Post Office Department together employed almost two-thir

_ ds of all Negroes in the
Federal service.

Table [|D-3.— Total and Negro Federal Employment, by Pay Plan and Agency, June 1965 1
[Agencies with 5,000 or more employees in June 1965 are listed separately] 2

All pay plans CIasmﬂcaH%r/\ pﬁgft}sw similar
Selected agencies N Negro N Negro
employees Number  Percent employees Number  Percent
All agencies s 2,288,615 308, 675 131124 281 106, 456 9
Department of Defense - = 922,937 106, 788 12 513,169 38,260 !
Office of the Secreta 38, 298 131 19 29, 131 4 048 14
o B gl 4R
Aif Forte. W aw N B¥ B ;
Post Office Department. 81, 92 265 16 179
Veterans Adm n%strati?n: T - ?45 888 3 ,8%1 5 111,201 zz,gff 213
Department o Agrlcu ture 9%, 169 321 h 83 152 3,090 4
Debartment of th Treasanf , s ol 12104 1 8%, 555 ggg 1
DeDariment of Health, Education, and Welfare. %4,171 YA L 0 }
De artlmento, the Interior 2,032 g% 4 47 88 1 895
Federal Aviation Agencaz , 41 641 1 4 g 1 005 1%
General S’&NICGSA ministration . .04 1191 4 434 3 1
National Aeronautics and Space Administration. : g 1 88% g %8 %g )
Department of Justice , 1, ) 3, )
Department of Commerce 28, %8% % 883 13 2, 19% , 1
De artment(i fate 4 22, L A07 11 1,1 L 797 23
Tennessee Valley Auttority. 12%8 1144 [
Housing and Home Finance Agency 13, 1 728 13 13 82% ] ;;8 12
Department of Labor . . %,1 191 21 8 I 20
Atomic Energly, Qmmlé?#,on , & g 4 6, b/ 201 4
G(fver_nment Printing Office 6, 2, 41 1201 4@8 38
Selective Service System 5, 960 0 6 09 5

See footnotes at end of table.
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Tabte [ID-3— Total and Negro Federal Employment, by Pay Plan and Agency, June 1965 Continued
[Agencies with 5,000 or more employees in June 1965 are listed separately 2

All pay plans CIassificaFt)igy pﬁgﬁSSor similar
Selected agencies N Negro i Negro
employees Number  Percent employees Number  Percent
Wage Boa TS
All agenciess . . . - — 520,819 102, 794 20 643,515 99,425 15
Department of Defense. _ 399,12 6521 16 10,646 3,307 kil
Office of the Secretary — 1 273 2, 241 3l 1, 8% 1 822 %8
ﬁrr{]&i - - = 110948 19, 33 % % 29838 2471
AiPore—— kB D o i g
Post Office Department. . 40 "3 585, 92, 022 1
Veterans /g\dD m H}a}str,at{f)n.. 33, 7155 13,355 40 ?l %?l 1,208 28
Department 0 Agncu ture 10, 165 1,008 10 2,452 9
Department of th Tﬁeasgry---_ -------- - o8 342/ 43 381 2
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare.. 6, 468 % %88 5 6, (04 66 10
Department of the Interior 1 ,51% : g 56% 3 6
Federal Aviation Agency.. , 14 413 %8 17 88 49
General Services Admint tgatlon L 17,610 aﬁg 2
National Aeropautics and Space Admimistration. 6,401 ; 78 % 13
Department of Justice . 1,404 9 d% i%o 11
Department of Commerce__ 1,78 g 3% 828 9 15
De artmentti tate d 4 4 5 139( %?ﬁ} 3
Ternessee Va I-FX Aulghvrltg 9 %%é 161 h 5,083 6
Housm%and mg Inance Agency. _ 14/ 6 6 L 1
Department of Labor . . 105 91 % 131 4 3o
T RE N Y. A A
) ) 2
Se(fective Service System . 1 13 8l 4,614 251 b
Lncludes full-time employees in all executive departments and agencies, *Includes Agency for Interngtional Development, Peace Corps, and the
except the National Security Council and the Central Intelligence Agency. the International Boundary and Water Commission. ]
The Government Printing Office was also included. 3The Post Office is the only agency using the postal field service pay plan.
er%\g}e/gges not listed separately employed 23626, or 13 percent of all Source; U.S. Civil Service Commission, Study of Minority Groug Enply-
3Includes agencies not lsted separately. ment in the Federal Government, 1965, tables 1-1 and 1-4 through 1-26.

135
Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



More Negroes—over 63,000—were emf)loyed by the Federal Government in the Washlngton, D.C.,
area in 1965 than in any other place, followed by New York and Chicago with about 25,000 each.
ChlcaPo has the largest proportion of Negro Federal workers (36 percent%, followed by Detroit and
Cleveland. In all cities and regions except Washington, D.C., however, proportlonate_ty more Negro
workers were under the postal field service or the wage board plan than under the Classification Act.

Table |ID-4.—Total and Negro Federal Employment,1 by Selected Pay Plans in the Civil Service Regions2and Selected
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas,3June 1965

All pay plans « Classification pIAacnts)(or similar pay
ol GLARRREI T e e
employees Number Percent employees Number  Percent
Summary, worldwide........ ........ . - 2,288 615 308 675 13 1124281 106, 456 9
i
A reglo 55 _ R 2,200, 1 307, 887 14 11055% 106, 08/ 10
Allarg edion_ - o e o B S %§j !
G L — %?% L5 T S
o~ - SR ¥ Y/ ST 2 )
L — - wey 7 1 S0 M 4
Boston regiom —_ ~_ e 188% 3,830 40,09 1&% z
. Boston, _ . ) 1, 84/ 1o, 1]
Cigoregor— _ — I~ i gl 8 gL o 5
|ca§o, . T Y 68, 24/ , 3 ,?l 6,431 22
lnCI naél_ 11 882 2417 2 , 22 % 13
eveland — g 6785 % §/ T
Defroit —— e - ZE, 47 8,220 11, gl% 3,000 2
Indianapolis — _ B3 % 9D 1!
Dallas ({F%Ig T — 207, l7 17, ?ﬁ% 9 9, 5735421 , ]
ousg, - =" BE 2 B 3 3 ;
. yer o ok 2 g §2 i ;
Denver reglon, R — U2 38 g [ 297 174
nY(r . _ 20,8 17 1341 51% 6
New York regron, _ . 21 A 15 86,44 10, 12
New Yotk ne Ry 4%,? 1 16
Phila eyvhla region 2%8 4%1 46, 18 12 14, 85 12
Ba Flmore T L 28 1 1?,44% 3 ) 18
hilaceipnir—_ el B I B3 706
Pitts urg 16, 102 2, 161 i b, 146 689 12
Newg?r News,, 13,659 2,688 20 1, 181 640 8
St L e omoun__ @y w2 28 R
" Kansas City_ . 18 063 2939 16 10' 412 " 970 9
St. Louls, 30, 708 b, 882 19 17,794 2,425 14
T o g ofn D oun W
e 1 A
s, e W 8% #4 MH %g0 B

See footnotes at end of table.
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Tabte ||D-4,—Total and Negro Federal Employment,1 by Selected Pay Plans in the Cjvil S(frvice Regions2and Selected
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas,3 June 1965—Continue

All pay plans « CIassificatioanAa%tS)(or similar pay
ChilSenie e e P
employees Number  Percent employees Number  Percent
Wage board Postal field service

[dwi 2022
3 ra“g?é , orldwde_ - - Rl R o2 @ gH R
Magm W 8 YW
CharlesomSC—— —  — [ 31 1787 %ﬁ %8% ' ?9 20
Huntsville - 3,231 220 I [ 4 4
Macgin._ _ — g, 817 1 684 19 376 R 24
Mobile 7.7 T 7,013 1633 23 15 215 3%

Boston region 5, 230 1, Q2 4 41,523 1,549
_ Boston. . o 7,882 43§ 6 15 202 13( 5
Chicaga region. . 4%, 5 10, 1 2 123,878 29 810 24
o IR A A
(e — TN A
Ind|anar$0iis... o 2,'%48 ?ﬁ %3 g%%g 1443 3%
Dellgpgon— - = KTy 7 §9 i
Housto'r'l'. - - 1, 11 455 i) 4513 1 641 ég

New Orleans 154 ) 3 2,683 1 387
San Antonio 14 (4 1,404 10 1 (12 1 9
Denferregon_ - — v A S A 1 I 1‘;‘
New York region. 38, 912 6, 81 I 1%{,%%1 ﬁ, 88% |
. b4 , 23
Philaggmﬁé) Tejion _ 7123% fzéj %g% éj i 1 g
Pptlt %#Bﬁr&' 5 %z% 411 2§ lg’, ?773 i%%g 0
Klev¥gﬂ(rt ows ! 1 % ’?51 %é} §2

Nortolk-Portsmouth 1,%78 : A 892 68
St. Louis region _ , 3 54(%4 13 5}, 45 g
oI ) B T S
San Erangisco Tegiom— -- g 1371 § ggg A
Seat Lgﬁreé{nonegﬁgC%o8 ﬁg%ﬁh % % h %gg % %g 6128 g %%% ’
Washlengtgn, DT 37606 20,58 5% 11,647 5, 801 50

Lncludes full-time employees in all execytive departments and agencies, counties, and West Virginia; St, Louis: lowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri,
except the National Security Council and Central Intelligence Agency. Nebraska, North Dakota, and South Dakota; San Francisco: California

The Government Printing Office was also included. ] and Nevada; Seattle: |daho, Montana, Oregon, and Washmﬁton.

2Civil Service regions are defined as follows; Atlanta: Alabama, Florida 2Standard metrggolltan statistical areas'as defined by the U.S. Bureau
Georgia. Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, an of the Bu %etml L
Virgin Islands; Boston: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hemp- *Includes 57,580 employees (of whom 7,403 or 13 percent were Negroes)

shire, Rhode Island, and Vermont; Chicago: Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, under other%y plans.
Michigan, Ohio, and Wisconsin: Dallas: Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, s Includes Washington, D.C., SMSA.

and Texas; Denver: Arizona, Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming; ; o ;
New York' New Jersey and New York: Philadelphia: Delaware, Me{rylan_g, N(;’uth;DUatSa exccwﬂe Seénr\%lcoeyng:egr% mis/s\ilaarfkaSttlg\)yagf al\?l?nﬁ H%{,IOGF&')CUO'

: S
except Montgomery and Prince_Georges Counties, Pennsylvania, Virginia. : o W oup
excegt Alekahdna a0 Falls- Church cifes. and Arlington and. Faiax ET;)ZIO @e?&{g t?se_llée%(e)razlz(Sz(ivezgn%enaté_%g%éﬁtﬂes LL; -1 through 2-10;
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The median income of nonwhite families was
less than three-fifths that of white families th.rou%h-
out the 1947-64 period. It was highest during the
Korean war, and in 1964, the most recent full year
for which data are available.

Tabte IIA-1.—Median Family Income, by Color of
Family Head, 1947-64

Year Nonwhite ~ White a’%%’ve\lvr\;]tt::'bet
fa8 k| 9§§ b B
— iy
122} A IS -
102s i 14 2 ]
1ep2 a8 1R 2]
1956 7 ggg 4 993 0. ¢
1957 2 164 b 166 535
i o
1960 3233 b 83 5, 4
gg— Hj 5,%1 h3. 4
1907 : 6,23/ @.4
88 ,48 6, 243 9
1964 8 5,858 5.0

Source: Current Population Reports, Income of Families and Persons in the
United States, Serles P-60. No. 43 and unpublished Current Population
Reports tabufations (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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~ The ratio of nonwhite to white median income
is usually less for men than for women, and has
risen or declined appreciably with the economic
cycle. The ratio for men and women in 1964 was
most similar for year-round, full-time workers— 66
percent for men and 69 percent for women.

Table IITA-2.—Ratio of Nonwhite to White Median
Income of Persons,1 by Sex, 1948-64

[Percent]
SR
Male  Female  Male  Female
M 3
fr—— &3 49
T
®I—— Bl
192 589 %% 513
::ggg— 7y il &4 5 4
fe—— & I F
1959 47.% gi.e 58. 4 i
ggg 5% 2 2 % 66. 1 0/. 8
1 — 3312 gy 3 Ggi.‘g
882 5.1 66. 8 A 1. g
1 5.5 581 6.0 69. 3

an%jlgl gig?ressold and over. Includes income fromall sources, including wages
1es. , .
2Year-round, full-time data not available for years 194854,

Source: Current Population Reports, Income of Families and Persons in the
United States, Series P-60, Nos. 6-43, and 47, (U.S. Bureau of the Census).



Among all workers and year-round, full-time workers, the lower ratio of nonwhite to white median
earnln%s among men as compared to women, in addition to larger increases in the ratio for women
(1957-63), obscures the fact that nonwhite men average more income than either white or nonwhite
women.

Table [I1A-3.—Median Wage or Salary income of Persons 1 and of Year-Round, Full-Time Workers, by Color and Sex,
1957 and 1968

Median wage or salary income

1057 1963
Sex
. . Nonwhit . . Nonwhit
Nonwhite ~ White a% Vevrhcl get Nonwhite ~ White a% 1pve%/rhcI get

All Worliers:

Male- 016 W% %5, 4 VA X 5%

Female | 1019 230 b5 $%, i $3, b 2
Yearstound, Toll-time workers 319 4950 B4 410 o2 .4

Femate Vas 3107 8 1 1% 5 8

114yearsold and over.

Source: Current Populatjon Reports, Income of Families and Unrelated Individuals in the United States, Series P-60, No. 35, table 37, and No. 43, table 33,
(U.S. Bureau of the Census.)

The ratio of nonwhite to white family income in 1964 varied from 49 percent in the South to over
10 f)ercent in the North Central and West, so that the average ratio of 56 percent (which has changed
little in the 19605) masks wide variations among regions.

Table [[|A-4.— Median Family Income, by Color and Region, 1960-64

Region
Year and color gpg{gg Northeast é\‘e%rttrgl South West
ot 8 73 o
961%/&,? -— - - = — $5' 8§E ?I 68 U 14 E %) 8l
Nonwhite . 191 0 2,112
%Z%Be — 2 7 : 7 i i ! &7
e SR INRT BT
3 atlo _ 66 68
Nonwhite _ 465 615 926 2. 520 417
R — - EF g ORR BRGNS
Nonwhite 1839 03 , D 898 74
\Fgghtlge %f,sssg ¥ i & 8§§ % & 5 I8

Ratio obtained from source, but median income not available by region.

Source: Current Population Reports, Consumer Income, Income of Families and Persons,in the United States, Series P-60; No. 37, table 16, No. 39, table 18;
’\(l:%'n glllj,s)table 11; No. 43 table 13 Additional data for 1960, 196L and 1964 are from unpublished Current Population Survey tabulations (U:S. Bureau of the
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One in live nonwhite families had incomes under $3,000 in 1964 in the Northeast and West, but
one in four in the North Central region, and one in two in the South.

Table I1|A-5.—Percent Distribution of Families by Income, Color, and Region, 1964
Region
Family income Northeast North Central South West
Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite White  Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite ~ White

er& ent 100.0  1Q0. 100.0  100.0 100.0  100.0 100. 0 100.
nder 53, peos e N s W1 | |
3§§§f % §§§ 23.;1 i 21 i) 28.2 o %3.5 it
okl —— T L TN TR R LI LI
1 00 . , 2 0 5 , 8 . 0 A ,
e (J N Income % 043 $7 418 $5,1?)63 $000 $2 898 $%,880 %, 774 $7 408
e0 ear-round faif-time

Percent f total, excluding

Armed Forces. 8.3 51 . 5.0 659 6l 5 03

Median income w08 s i shh oo e9n e ok

v o o Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: Data are from unpublished Current Population Reports tabulations (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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The ratio of nonwhite to white family income in 1964 Was considerably less for farm than nonfarm
families—45 percent compared to 57 percent—partl¥ explaining low median earnln%s and lower non-
white to white ratios in the South where much more of the nonwhite population is rural than in the other
regions.

Table [[1A-6.— Percent Distribution of Families by Income, Color, and Farm and Nonfarm Residence, 1959 and 1964
United States Nonfarm Farm
Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite ~ White

Total money income

1959

Number (mthousands) 4,234 40,88 3776 37,48 458 3342
Per en L 100. 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0

- T NI A (O Y A '8
i B T
7000tan 39v9er o 3 %%é s 15
10,000 , , , ,
edian mcow $, 91/ %355 84% $3 %25 $5. 825 $&,)136 $3,165(i
Ratlg, nonwhite Whjte mcorﬁ 51. 054 3. 1
HeaP reélernrtoéJ total, i gr eA%ed Forces 466 645

Median income. _ - $, 864 $s,518 8 8 8 8
1964
Number (in thousands) 4,754 43,081 4,471 40, 266 283 2815
Unaettss oo 7k T ¥ I 1%6; 1§§§
3000 to $4,999 — - 259 159 f ) 14 )
e O I T ¢
e [ i i %gjz h g
10,000 \ \ R , . .
edian Income 3,83 858 021 97,045 1,750 ,
ﬁgtlg ngpvrvgdtet tlmflg\?o e $ 56. 86 # 57.% ; 45, 2$3 e
nt total exclu rmed Forces 533 6
8|ean income. . %, 181 $79 1% 8 8 8

1Entry rounds to zero.
2Not available.

v o« —Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source; Dﬁta for 1959, from Current Population Reports, Income of Families and Persons in the United States, 1959, Series P-60, No. 35, table %; and for 1964,
from unpublished Current Population Reports tabulations'(U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Little improvement occurred between 1959 and 1964 in the ratio of nonwhite to white farm income,
and the difference continued substantially larger for the nonfarm families.

Tabte |IIA-7.—Percent Distribution of Persons 14 Years Old and Over, by Income, Color, Sex, and Farm and Nonfarm

Residence, 1959 and 1964

United States
Total money income Nonwhite ~ White
MALE
Total persons WIH] income:
ygr@enetr in thousands 529 48 991
Under $1000— — By i
1,000 to $2,.999— 2.1 20.9
3,000 to $4,999 24.5 %g%
5,000 to $6,999 8.8 .
7,000 tgnﬁg,%%r 1.2 11.0
Tedian income: % 077 %, 8
Ratlo, non p Fto W‘h‘te 470
Yearpreorugmg Wﬁc\(’)\lr%rek%scl |ents 461 59
Medran income P — B % (S
FEMALE
Total per ons WIH] inco e
Num er in thousands 4243 30, 137
d ercen - 100. (()) 100.0
, : I
; E dé: — I &
R I Coe 2 .
10 00 QN0 Over - ,
edian Inco 809 1, 31%
Ratlo, non F 10 white” : 6.6 ;
e L. Y
Me lan income. _ premt $2.125  $3 300

See footnote at end of table.
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Nonfarm
Nonwhite ~ White
1959
4597 44 567
03
%13 19'.;
1. 21 %20
1 471 11 %
. 6
2 347 425
; 5.0 #
o
3,752 28409
10%:;2 110%30%
'g %:%
. .8
wh 5%

Farm

Nonwhite ~ White

S S WL

DO



Table |IIA-7.—Percent Distribution of Persons 14 Years Old and Oyer, by Income, Color, Sex, and Farm and Nonfarm

Total money income

Tota| persons.wi
NFL)Jm erint ousands

nt
)

D <=

|an|nco
R tlo, non

Year-roun

C'DQ-)

Per ent of aI Income reC|p|ents
Me lan income.. .

Total persons.with inco e
Number in thousanas

Percen

Under $1,000

edian inco
Ratlo non F’

Year-roun
Percent

1Not available.

Income reC|p|ents
Median income

United States
Nonwhite ~ White

5784 52,749
100.0 100.0
22.5 134
2
41 211
6.1 171
2.1 11,2
2, 197 936
: 5.7 #

500 36,614

100.0 100.0

48.3 38.9

B ]

%.'5 14

13 2.2

) 8

066 1,513
$1, 00 & $

o o

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: Data for 1959 are from Current Population Reports, Income of Families and Unrelate)d Individuals in the United States, 1959, No. 35, table 21, and

for 1964, from unpublished Current Population Reports tabulations (U.S. Bureau of the Census
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Residence, 1959 and 1964—Continued

Nonfarm

Nonwhite ~ White

1964

5320 48992
109.0 100.0
T
i 158
15.1? 21.8
6.9 18.0
2.2 11,8
. 052 1
$3 04 %, 135

Q 0)

0) 0)
4769 34832
£00.0 100. 9
456 379
30.2 32.0
131 19.5
3.8 1.6
14 2.;
2 .
162 1,572

$1 73.9$

Farm

Nonwhite ~ White

464 3,757
100.0 100.0
35.5 %7.0
(. 4 l1.4
6.'56 13%
:
883 2 31
$ 3.1 §
0) 0)
0) 0)
32 1782
100.0 100.0
90. 1 8.7
8.3 0
8 112
.8 41
1.6
2
379 16
: 46.4 i
S

143



In 1963, nonwhite working wives contributed relatively more to the family income than white
working wives, although they earned less.

Tabte |IIA-s.—Percent Distribution of Nonfarm Husband-Wife Families,1 by Income, Work Experience of Wives, and

Color, 1963
Family income noﬁa‘h"t@ﬁo
Work experience of wife wgﬁé %28840 $%8%%0 $7,%Q/%rand Mequ]%%aemlly \gérﬂlﬁfn
: : . . . Inco
v’blr?ﬂe White v\'\/lr%rt]é White Wﬁﬂe White WHﬂe White v”t?ﬂe White (percenQ)
Total 100 0 1000 100 0 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 4, 443 $7024 63.3
Worked during the year 470 239 469 347 5.2 404 T4s 50.5 5058 7,939 63. 7
yin, 22 weeks, Tl L1 U5 Ts 19 1o 35 80 627 929 6.5
7 m 0.1 4 . .6 o1t . . 6, , :
tltglez 46 25 83 57 B0 71 161 .5 5906 794 4.4
“times or 110 %
weeks, parttimes 323 1.1 241 214 253 224 212 190 4,00 6,83% 5. ¢
Did not work during the
year.. : .g. 530 761 531 653 438 596 252 4.5 39U 5,445 60. s
1Data relate to the civilian noninstitutional population 14 years of age and 3Worked less than 35 hours per week during amajority of the weeks worked.

over, The proportion of wives with work experience s slighitly understated Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Data ar
b¥| the exclusion of ]a refatively small number of wives with work experience  from “MaHtaI anﬁppam”ify C?]aractenst%cs o?Workers?n March 1964 Speca}aﬁ
whose earnings and/or famlly Income were not reported. Labor Force Report No. 50 table P.

2Worked 3 hours or more per week during amajority of the weeks worked. ’
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Labor force participation rates of nonfarm married women with hushands presept are greater for
the nonwhite than the white regardless of hushand’s income and presence or ages of children.

Table |IIA-9.—Labor Force Participation Rates 1 of Nonfarm Married Women With Husband Present, by Income of
Husband, Age of Children, and Color, March 1959 and March 1964

Color and age of children
Total

Income of husband und%r qﬂ years 995?? Sn‘?/ Chllg r}ggarusnder
Wr?#é White Non White Nﬁm White v’b‘ﬁﬁé White
MARCH 1%9
INCOME IN 198
Total 29 P2 N4 . 20 TN 174
eS0T i g1 g0 B) gy 20 81 24 J
3,00 ,999 426 8 D3 B4 30 B0 N7 2.9
i LI T O 1
edian income L $2,2)94 %, '68 648 $4 0'1% Q96 Wb & % '6%
MARCH 1984
INCOME IN 1%3
Total — 6.1 334 505 34 6T 413 361 21.2
n ers - jg.z %%.7 4516135 %?4 Eé% 4.3 3.4 28 3
. 8 ) . ) ) .
” §an over 48'4% 28'% B é%% 6 32;L %E? %g
’ edian income.. ... a% s 0% w1 o o9 s% s
1Labor force as percent of population in March 1959 and March 1964 are from “Marital and Famil !\Y Characterlstlcs of Workers in March 1964
2Rate not shown where base is less than 100,000 Special Labor Force Report No. 50, table M, and *Family Characteristics

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data 0 Workers, 1959, Special Labor Force Report No. 7, tableQ.
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Nonwhite families with heads 65 years or over and havm? an annual income under $2,000 dropped
from two-thirds of all nonwhite families in 1960 to one-half in 1963; among white families, the proportion
is much lower and declined less (from 29 to 24 percent).

Tabte [[IA-10.—Percent Distribution of Families With Head 65 Years Old and Over, by Income ana Color, United States,
1960 and 1963

Percent distribution of families
Family income 1960 1963
Nonwhite White Nonwhite White

Number of famgles
In thousands .........oeoeeveeerveeneen 430 5, 710 545 6,214
ondr sy — 1 B HT B

§ ,ggﬂ 66. 2 8. 5 5. 0 A,

2 10 $2,999 EL} 2.9 21,0 187
3,000 to 4,999 21,0 B 22.1
5,000 to $6.999 39 119 [ 3 138
il { I
13 |g1?\ Income..-~ — g, 45% %, o1 % 000 3,512

Source: Current Population Reports, Income of the Elderly in 1963, Series P-60, No. 46, table 1 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).

The nonwhite to white earnings ratio by occupation is usually narrowest in the youngest age groups
in which education and experience levels are more nearly similar.

Table [l|A-11.—Ratio of Nonwhite to White Median Earnings of Males, 18-64 Years Old, in the Experienced Labor Force,
by Occupation Group, Age, and Region, 1960

Male experienced civilian labor force by age group

Occupation group 16-24 253 3544 45-54 55--64

South Wﬁh South

\ﬁm[ South We%lt South W]OI South wm[

est est est

otal 8 5% M 5 B 8 7 4H N 47
Professional, technical, and ~kindred

workers s 09 8 64 7T N 10 9 e 43
Farmers and far managers , 0 w B W 5 1 O 13 6
Managegsm icials, and” proprietors (ex- T o5 8 5 4 =g

66
CI?r cal and kindred workers, B o & O w8 w1 37 14
Salesworker

fs 9 5 6 5 0 49 10 50 ¢ 5

Craftsmen, foremen, and kindred workers. 78 61 78 gg N 5 B % N 5

ggeratlves nd kindre gwor ers 8 63 8 65 88 1
V|c§ wor ers |nc Ing privatehouse. 07

115 86
Fa[)m IaW gL 8l B 88 88 58 63 1& 68
Laborers except farm and mine B e 8 N9 8 8 8 s 8/
Source: 1960 Census of Population, Occupation by Earnings and Education, PC(2)-7B, tables 1and 4 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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overnment

s

Table [[IA-12— Median Earnings of Males in the Experienced Civilian Labor Force, by Age and Color, in Selected Occu-
pations, 1959

s among men of all ages was greatest in 1959 in

g

The nonwhite to white ratio of earnin
(Federal or local) employment, in which an equal pay for equal work policy generally preva

to
J

i

Wweﬂﬁ

g%

h

g

9%

%

%

1

i

8/

%

[

I

0

dl

18
1.9

4

n

White
4
0
5
4
2
4
:
6
1
4
i
8
3
8
[
5
i
!
55
BE%
:

fe
3
500
886
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i
b
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N
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/A
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3
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LOLO_— OOLOLOLOLO T500LOLOLOLO, = ~£00LOLOLOLO DOOLOLOLOLO T OOLOLOLOLO
= o

=2 I3~

44

Occupation and age
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Shi
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0
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[
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5
4
g

3
0
2
6
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;
1
B
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!
3
i
1
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!
1
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0
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1
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J)
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09
ol
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%
4
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o
0
9
4
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87
g
%
%2
i
IV,
13
12
03
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7
4
9
b
A

e
1
0
9
4
b
;
;
4
i
:
/
8
b
4
1
I

:
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Median earnings

N
W
%
3
3
3
;
3
2
}
2
2
L
4
5
o)
5
3
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etters:
55
nce
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About half of Ne(t;ro as well as white urban families had incomes in the middle ranFe of $3,000 to
$7,500 in 1960-61, bu amon? the remaining city families Negroes were concentrated below $3,000 and
whites above $7,500. Food took about one-quarter of expenditures in both groups, but Negroes spent
more of their smaller incomes than white consumers on the other “basic expenses”—shelter and clothing.

Table |[IB-1.—Summary of Income and Spending of Fam ilieshy Region and Race, Urban United States, 1960-61
(annual average

- United States ~ Northeast ~ North Central South West

Negro White Negro White Negro White Negro White Negro White

Perc?\?et g(i)stribution of families:

100 23
te

22
% %3 7,
average)- 3,840 %, 160 $4 440 6,470 $4391 %05 200 5 653 %4, 431 5 o

WHI
Money Income after faxes
Pyelrncce(?r}1 osfi _ glies %a&mg
ner%s', o 42 18 0 16 R 18 o0 23 3 16
3,000 to $7,499 ) o) 60 5 55 g; 47 5 ho 54
and over—— 8 20 10 J 12 3 22 1 K]

Total expenditures for currentcon-
sumption ?annual average) 83,707 5,609 $, 329 $5, 91 $4.218 5,378 $3, 110 $5 186 $, 103 $5, 907

Percent gistribution of total
expenditures 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

“Three basic expenses” 8 % N % % 58 8 N %5 R

Food . : : 5 24 % % B AU % B B U
Sﬁeﬁer, fuel, Igght refrig-

eration, and \ ater 18 19 9 7 18

CIotﬂtmg, including upkeep. B 5 B w5 10 1% n 1 10

All other. _ iy 48 41 45 44 47 42 50 45 48
H(%useh%ld ogerations and

U[nli mig 11 11 12 11 12 11 12 12 12 11

e ST S S S N A S B B

Misc ?aneous_'_ 1 12 5 1% 1 b B }4 14 ﬁ

Lincluding single consumers.

N ote—Because of roundin?, sums of individual items may not equal total.
Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics.
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Urban Negro consumers spent about two-thirds as much as urban whites in both 1960-61 and 1950.
Both groups increased their outlars for shelter and medical care proportionately more than for other
goods and services, and least of all, for food.

Table [11B-2.— Average Expenditures of Families,1by Race, Urban United States, 19502 and 1960-61
[Current and constant dollars]

St R 1. 1 R (% 15 E&ﬁﬁ%’“%ﬁo

: , . Percent, , ,
Negro ~ White oﬁ?\%e Negro ~ White oﬁ\?\ﬁ{ﬁe Negro  White  Negro  White

Type of expenditures

Expenditures for_cur-

ent consumption,
total 2610 BB o BT 60 e BN M L&
“Three basic ex-
penses”. 1618 2,222 3 215 2%6 72 198 26% 3l 3
Food. . 834 1,162 7 929 1357 989 1378 7
Sﬁgl}er, fuet, g, : " .
refrigeration,
arﬁi ater 428 614 10 732 1,028 Il h67 813 Il 67
Clothing, Inctud=
Ing ugkeep R 80 44 571 81 402 504 Rl 28
All other 9% 1717 5 1582 2654 60 1243 2 169 5 5
Household opera-
o rﬁ?nagd o 2 4 6 41 6 0N %W 5 %
dille, 500 50 0 L oad b 0
Mlsceﬁaneous — 3l g 68 53 % 66 34 gg 53 ?8

Lncluding single consumers,
2Alaska and Hawaii not included in 1950, ]
3After adjustment for the change in the Consumer Price Index.

Note—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics.
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In 1960-61 and in 1950, and at each income level, Negro urban consumers spent a somewhat Iarqner
share of living expenses for clothing but smaller shares for medical care and transportation than t

€

white, in part because Negro families tended to be younger and larger. At each income level, smaller
proportions of Negro than white families owned homes or automobiles. Among both giroups, the lower
the income the more was spent, relatively, on the 3 basic expenses—food, shelter, and clothing.

Table [[I1B-3.—percent Distribution of Family 1Expenditures, by Inr)ome and Race, Urban United States, 1950 and 1960-61

knnual average

Item

Total expenditures for current consumption (average
Percent drstrr%utron of total expe thureg )

“Three basic expenses” . = e

F .
Sggﬁer, fuel, Iight, refrigeration, and water
Clothing, including upkep

All other.

Househi)ld operations and furnishings
Medical care _
Tran5ﬁortat|on L
Miscellaneous

Famiyc araci?ristitcs: )

Azg 2{‘] ¥mm ﬁr ?reggrs(%a)rs)
Pgrcent%om}éo nFrs
Percent automobile owners

Total expenditures for current consumptjon (average
Per(Pent drstrﬁ)utron of total expeer‘rtureg )

“Three basic expenses”

Food..
Shelter, fuel, Iigm,‘réfrigeration, and water _
Clothing, including upkeep

Allother..

Household operations and furnishings.
Medical care .. L
TransPortatron C .

. Miscellaneous . . . .. . .

Famr&r c aracErrstrfcs:

ze (nym ?r% persons) ...
Age f family head (years) = ~ L
Percent homieo nfrs -
Percent automobile ownars
See footnotes at end of table.
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Money inconle after taxes

19502 1960-61
Negro ~ White  Negro  White
All incomes
$,614  $3,938  $3 707 $5, 609
100 100 100 100
62 57 58 Y
32 2 24
16 %8 2 05 18
14 1 13 10
38 43 42 48
11 12 11 11
4 ) [
10 14 1 15
13 1 14 5
3.1 3 372 31
%8 49 élﬁ 4%
5 4% ;
Under $2,000 Under $3,000
$1,373  $1,65  $1,978 $2 19
100 100 100 100
70 65 64 63
37 R 29 29
21 23 5 20
12 8 10 1
0 3 36 37
9
ool n 8
4 8 6 8
1 1 14 1
24 2.4 .
a9 1 %
8 20 i 3l



Table 111B-3.—Percent Distribution of Family 1Expenditures, by Income and Race, Urban United States, 1950 and 1960-61
(annual average)—Continued

Money income after taxes
ltem 19502 1960-61
Negro ~ Whitt  Negro  White
$2,000 to $5,999 $3,000 to $7,499

Total expenditures for current consumption (average , 244 838 #4537 %100
Percent dtIStrI utlron of total exper%’ture(s g)_ T ® 100 % 100 100 100
“Three basic expenses” o _ 60 57 57 4

F0o . — 3 K] 2 2
éﬁeﬁer, fuel, |I%ht, refngeratlon, and water 15 16 l§ 18
lothing, Inclutiing upkeep - 1 11 1 10
All other _ 40 83 43 46
Household operations and furnishings
MedslcaPcarep o — g/ j; ) N
Trans?ortatlon 11 14 ]
Miscellaneous. _ 14 13 1
Family characteristics:
:J>Yze 7n¥m ?r% gersons) e 35 32 3 } 31
Age of ei]mlnx ead (years) _ _ — 83 43 4 4
Pércent homeowners. ~ = T~ o R 49 33 7
Percent automobile owmers_ 77 3 68 o9 82
$.000 and over  $7,500 and over

Total expenditures for current consumption (average 5% &, 28§, 983 942
Percent atlstri utlron of total expe d”ture(s ) T 5 100 ’ 100 ’ 100 $8 100
“Three hasic expenses” = 59 53 53 50

— 2 2% 2

gﬁg&]er, fuel, Iight, refrigeratiorr, and water lg 14 1 1(33

lothing, Inclutling upkeep 20 13 16 11

All other 41 47 4 50
Household operations and furnishings. 13 1

MedslcaPcarep ! 1% g 3 y

Tr,ansi)ortatlon 10 1 14 16

Miscellaneous _ 15 1 16 16

Family characteristics:

e, Yooy oy
P rcent%om%ownerg 48 12 M J6)
Percent automobile owners. _ . 5 86 88 %

Lincluding single consumers. N ote—Because of rounding, sums ofindividual items may not equal total.

fAIaékaand awaii not mcludFd in 195). The 1950 income cIasies %%%T Source; U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics,
sﬁc%%ee c}gs gggresent approximately equivalent purchasing power of 19
| .
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Negro and white urban consumers spent about the same proportion on the “three basic ex
of food, shelter, and clothing in the South as in the North Central in 1960-61 at each income leve

enses”
except

the lowest (under $3,000), in which both Negro and white consumers tended to spend a larger share for
necessities in the North Central than in the South.

Tabte |11B-4.—Percent Distribution of Family Expenditures,1by Income and Race, Urban Places in Southern and North-
Central Regions, 1960-61 (annual average)

[tem

Tofal expenditures for current consumption
average) .
Perc
tures

“Three hasic expenses”

Fﬂod . L

Séeltg Water O, Teng ’

Cloﬁwlng, Inctuding upkeep___
All other

Household operations and furnish-

|rgﬁs—

Medcal care

Transi)ortatmn
Miscellaneous

Famili/ c!aracigristi?s:

ze (nymber of persons
L —
Percent automobile owmers

See footnote at end of table.
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Negro

. $3no

Money income after taxes

Under $3,000

Negro

White

$3000 to $7.499  $7,500 and over

Negro

White

Southern Region

$,18 §1,889 $2 164 $4,326 %4, 984

Al income
Classes
White
100 100
53 5
26 3
19 7
13 10
) 50
12 12
5 i
2 17
13 14
3 3.0
45 45
I

100
63
30

2
il

37

100
%
28

100
%
25

1
14

—_
O

14
14

&R

100
ol
24

55

[F6]

S5

Negro

$7, 410
100
52
2

1
14

43

White

$6, 867
100
48
21

15
12

52
13
6
1
16
Y

8



Table I11B-4.—Percent Distribution of Family ExPendnuresI by Income and Race, Urban Places in Southern and North-
Central Regions, 1960-61 (annual average)— Continued

Money income after taxes
ltem Under $3,000  $3,000 to $7,499  $7,500 and over
Negro  White  Negro  White  Negro  White  Negro ~ White

North-Central Region
TotaI ?Bendltﬁres for current consump-

tion g 4218 538 21983 2159 458 4900 345 5,460
Percent distribution of total expendi-

ures 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

“Three basic expenses” 5% 53 66 62 5 5 5l 50

00d. 23 24 28 28 2 5 18
Shel ter, fueI light, refrigeration, N

19 2 28 1 16
CIoWnng, mcfudmg upkeep r 10 % b 211 g 1? 12
All other 44 47 A 3 4 46 49 )
Household operations and fur-
nlilshpng P 12 11 9 8 11 11 14 11
Medical care. h 4 I 4 6
Tran3ﬁortat|on 13 14 8 { 14 15 16 17
Miscellaneous 14 13 13 14 13 5 16
Famé aracteristics:
26 ersons) 3.4 3.1 2.5 N 3, 3.2 3. 3.9
st v Y 3 LYY
Percent automobile owmers ~ ) n 2 kil 57 g 97 %

i Including single consumers. R
N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics.
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‘White families with incomes of $3,000-$4,999 showed a larger net increase in debt than nonwhite
families in 1960-61, and those in the $5,000-87,499 income glroup showed less savings.
a

ﬂroups, nonwhite families were larger than white families;

omes and automobiles.

In both income

s0, white families were more likely to own

Tabte [11B-5.-—Savings, Insurance, and Selected Characteristics of Families 1in Selected Income Classes, by Region and
Race, Urban United States, 1960-61 (Annual Average)

[tem

Savings—net change in assets and
debqs. J

NGt S n et -

Person:il insuran§e (including

solal secuntg/ -
.?%grsonsg. .

Fami carac%'
ze (number
mily head (years)

Age fi
Pércent homeowners
Percent automobile owmers_

ebts .

Net change in assets
Net cnanae In 3e%ts._—
Person?l insur.?r>ce (including

Savinqs—net change in assets and
deb .

SOCla

Istics: ~

cent OWRErs.

Percent automobile owners.

LIncluding single consumers.

m zeC egy&rr%% I Qf persons

United States
Negro  White

—$65 -$163
4 312
$?59 %298
04 19
36 21
47
41
ol 13
$120 9§13
204 5968
%384 %495
K7 V)
40 3
4 3%%
4
n 9%

N ote—Because of roundin?, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source: U.S. Department o
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Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics.

Northeast  North-central South West

Negro White Negro White Negro White Negro White

Money income after taxes, $3,000 to $4,999
-$115 -$317 —$39 —$15 879 -$125 -$180 -$198
af fE 30 S W WK
94 213 19 25 20 19 148 183
Sig 2§§ 3.@%) Zﬁz 4.[3%) 2%% 3{%1 2§§
& ! 0 12 !

Money income after taxes, $5,000 to $7,499
$3 4 2 7 293§ 07 859
o B W o BN W
288 ¥ I3 P/B> W M B 3N
EERRR R
N 8 o a 5 89 %



The number of poor persons is estimated to have declined slightly in both the nonwhite and white
populations between 1963 and 1964.  Preschool children remained over 20 percent of all the poor
among the nonwhite, compared to about 15 percent in the white population. In contrast, the
elderly (65 years old and over) continued to comprise about 20 percent of the white poor, but were
less than 10 percent of the nonwhite poor.

Table I11C-1.—Total Number of the Poor, According to Social Security Administration Criteria,*bu Color, Family Status
and Age, 1963-64

[In millions]

Nonwhite White Nonwhite White

Family status and age ~ joea  jops g0y g My SlUSENd A on g0 g0 1o

Total persons 109 106 244 287 Age %338?6 23 23 16 g

Famitlyst T 8-64,‘ 78 7]% 11 1Z§
nrefated individuals .8 .9 41 44 and-over AR T o
MemEerso ?amﬂyes_— 01 97 93 93

1Based on 1963 and 1964 incomes of $1,580 a year for a nonfarm single person The figures for 1963 have been adjusted from a 60- to the 70-percent approxi-
under 65 (81470 a&ed 65 and over) to $5,090 for a nonfarm family of 7 or more mation.

persons. The 194 income level was the same as that in 1963 because the Source; Mollie Orshansky, “Who’s, Who Among the Poor: A Demo-
food plan that is the core of the index did not go up in price. grazghlc_VmW_ of Poverty,” Social Security Bulletin, _Ju(ly 1965, p. 4, table A,

N ote—T he figures for 1964 are based on a 70-percent farm-nonfarm equiva- [j ; Dimensions of Poverty in 1964, Office of Economic Opportunity, October
lence ratio, based on the assumption that farm families need 70 percent as 95, table 2, p. 4.

much cash income as a nonfarm family of the same size and composition.
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Within each population group—white and nonwhite, farm and nonfarm,—there tended to be more
poor persons in the prime years of 22-54 than at any other age.

Tabte I11C-2.—Poor Persons,1by Age, Location, and Color, March, 1965

Age

All ages.

All ages
Under 6
-1

N

Total

2312‘

gg andover. lg

United States

Nonwhite

White

oo

69

b

10

6%
I
8

Nonfarm

Total  Nonwhite  White

Numbers (in millions)

9
§.
%

2 9
§
;

OPROOoHYO0— O
~NOOOH—I—IO W

Percent of each age group

100 3 69
o
hoF o

Total

I~

P S s
~SoocoRoco— &~

100

%EE

I
%
il

Percent distribution by location and color

100
i
7
8

1Based on 1964 annual family cash income, and according to criteria
established initially by the Social Security Administration (see table 111C-1).
N ote—Because of rounding, sums ‘of individual items may not equal

totals.
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100 100 100
A

7 zé 2§
g
1 2

100
|
4

9

Farm
Nonwhite ~ White

—~IOO—IU1CHYU
UIO—IOO—

100

—

0D )
OONOHOLD

Source: Dimensions of Poverty in 193], Office of Economic Opportunity,

October 1965, table 2, p. 4.



Nonwhite family heads who were poor were more Ilkezy than white family heads to be employed
and working full time in 1964, especially in the age group 22-5

Tabte [[IC-3.—Work Experience of Poor Family Heads/ by Age and Color, 1964

Percent distribution
Worked in 1964
Age Totﬁlegarsnily Total 40-52 weeks 1-39 weeks Did not work
Full time  Parttime  Fulltime  Part time

Total V\’\Ilhalrt]é Total Nan Total Nna Total vblnalrt]e Total v’\\/lr%rt] Total Nﬁm Total Non-

white
All ages.. 100 00 66 #4 3B A& 6 7 U 5 ! 9 & 20
Under 22 3 3 2 2 1 1 1 1
e B R
65 an 2 U 5 5 2 1 | % 1 1 1 T 9
1Data are preliminary and relate only to heads of families of 2 or more.
N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: Dimensions of Poverty in 1964, Office of Economic Opportunity, October 1965, table 4a, p. 13.
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Nearly half of the.nonwhite_pogulatipn and 60 percent of nonwhite children (under 18) lived in
poverty in" 1963, according to Social Security Administration criteria.

Tabte [[IC-4.—Total Number of the Poor in 1963, According to Social Security Administration Criteria,1 and Percent
Distribution by Color, Family Status, and Age Detail, as of March 196f

Nonwhite White
Age, sex, and family status Percent of Percent of
g y Number tq? Dopt- Number oAl QpU-
poor auondm  poor aton 2
Category ategory
Millio Millio
Total persons {67 49 739 14
UnreLatedi giviquals., .8 5 4.1 4
Members of Tamily units 9.9 49 19.8 13
Children under 183 58 60 9.3 16
Under 6 2.3 .
I TN T
4-17 9 5 L5 13
Persons 18-45. 2.9 40 6.2 il
UnreLatedi ?iviquals.él 2 43 1 38
Members of family units . _ 2.6 R 54 1
Persons 45-64.. 14 3 39 il
Unre!)atedi ?iviquals._ A 1 : 3
Memoers of Tamily units 1.0 85 78 2)
Persons 65 and over 7 55 4.6 29
Unrelated ingividuals.. 3 ] \
MemLers oP FamHy units__ 4 4@ % g ?8
1Based on 1963 income of $1,580 a year for a nonfarm single person under 65 4 Also includes all unrelated individuals aged 14-17.
§[$1,470 aged 6 and over) to $5,090 for a nonfarin family of 7 or more persons, Note—Numbers in this report based on actual counts of individual
he poverty line for single persons and families living on a farm was put at  persons ‘in the households sampled, weighed and aggregated by family weights
GOPe_rcent of the above. " This percentage was recently revised to 70 percent,  with units, then adjusted by Bureau of the Censtis procedures to conform to
but information incorporating the 70 percent measure (using income data  known po?ulatlon characteristics, such as age, sex, and rage. Group_totals

for 1964 and characteristics as of 196? IS not yet available. o may therefore differ slightly from corr_espondin% totals in other Census
_2Noninstitutional. As of March 4 there were 2 million persons in institu-  reports based on Iperspn ratfier than family weights. The counts of persons
UU”S;] including 270,000 children under_age 18; 100,000 persons a%ed 1864 in'families may s differ slightly from those in**Counting the Poor,” which
and 700,000 persons aged 65 or older. These persons, as well as the 200,00 were derived from distributions of family units with an estimated average
children under age 14who live with a family to no member of which they are  number assumed for units including 7 or more persons, or 6 or more related
related, are not represented in the poverty index because income data aré not children under age 18.

collected for inmates of institutions or unrelated individuals under age 14. Source: Mollie Orshansky, “ Who's Who Among the Poor: A Demographic

3Includes never-married own children of the family head and all other "
never-married relations under 18; excludes an additi%)/nal 300,000 children View of Poverty,” Sacial Security Bulletin, July %65’ table A, page 21

l{,nder) age 14 (200,000 in households of nonrelatives and 100,000 in institu-
ions).
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The incidence of poverty amongI whites, as well as nonwhites, is greatest in the South. Within
each region, it is greatest among unrelated individuals first, and then among families with female heads.
However, in all instances, the nonwhite incidence is greater than the white.

Tabte [[IC-5.—Incidence of Poverty in 1963, According to Social Security Administration Criteria,1 by Color and Sex of
Household Head and by Region, as of March 196f

[Numbers in thousands) v

Totaé Pnited Northeast South North central West
tates

Sex and race of head

Total PFrcent Total P?rcent Total PFrcent Total P]ercent Total PFrcent
O poor o poor o poor Of poor 0

Families of 2 or more

Male head D50 23 N 75 270 240 R 91 6% 90
Nonwhit 60 U160 199 180 510 70 10 M0 145
Wi 2 7 o B o4 B ol B @ B

Female head- 480 41 120 04 LE0 519 100 BT &0 364
Nonwhite 100 708 20 494 50 812 1% LG 10 L2
White TR0 0 100 &4 110 %I 100 Be & N7

Unrelated individuals

Male. 4280 37 110 280 L1030 446 100 361 1030 26.6
Nonwhite 46, 2 1 40. 3 h3.4 2 47, 1 2.6
White. - R R R ¥ B 4 & A

Female 6,90 503 1990 50.2 1800 5.3 180 510 1220 3.0
Nonwhite %0  67.8 210 464 36 3.6 140 689 10
e - o8 %Y B 81 o 2% o B 8 %

1Based on 1963 income of $1580 a year for a nonfarm single person under for 1964 and characteristics as of 19652]is not yet available.

6 ($1,470 at};ed 65and aver), to $5,000 for anonfarm family of 7or more persons. 2Not shown for base less than 100000. _

gohe poverty line for single persons and families living on a farm was put at Source; Mollie Orshansky, “Who’s Who Among the Poor: A Demographic

percent of the above.  This percentage was recently revised to 70 percent, — View of Poverty,” Social Security Bulletin, July (‘1965, table G, p. 32

but information incorporating the 70 percent measure (using income data
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The incidence of poverty is 3% times as great
amon%.nonwhne as white “families.  Among the
nonwhite, poverty is concentrated in families in
which there are 2°or more children, and the heads
are in the prime of life, in contrast to white
families, among whom poverty is most prevalent
arr]nl%ng the aged and in households with 1 or no
children.

Table |IIC-6.—Proportion of Families Poor in 1963,
According to Social Security Administration Criteria,1and
Distribution of the Poor, by Color and by Selected Family
Characteristics in March 1964

Table |||C-6.—Prop0rtion of Families Poor in 1963,
According to Social Security Administration Criteria,1and
Distribution of the Poor, by Color,and by éelecled Family
Characteristics in March 1364—Continue

Petcent poor g(r)elﬁcui%rﬁ:rzg
Family characteristics cateory category

vwlﬁﬂe White Vl\vl ﬂé White

NUMBER OF RELATED

ercent dis;  CHILDREN UNDER AGE 18— COn
Percent poor E)I’IBU?IOH of .
c'gteegagry poor eadrglles Al families 8 U D
Family characteristics category % %; % g
Nﬁ'{ White Nﬁ'} White %or TTTOTE. n 3% b b
white white EE—
REGION
All families 212 100 100 A"N fS‘P?Eé%%t— Az'% 1% 1(])8 1(%%
ot _ 3 4§ 8
All famjlies 2100 100 -
Nonfarm_ — - — 4 7 9 West il i
Farm__ 8 1 TYPE OF FAMILY
AGE OF HEAD .
Al fa |L|es 42 188 100
il Male heag™ 10 i
A”&'ﬂ“es— %% 10@ 1%0 Marr.?fegi_vvlfe dp[esent... %4 0 % n
24l il MEPTOOTT e
5 d 3 E g e P00
-04 1 14 -
- Other marital status 231 1
B o » 4 W5 Femge hed .~ — 11 Al %g 2%
NUMBER %fﬁ?ms IN NUMBER OF EARNERS
i All families 12100 100
Allzfamllles_ 43 ﬁ 188 188 None. > — ol T |
: ¥ % fF I
3 N % » 0
4 4) 8§ 1 13 £
5 51 k] 30T TMoTe. o 41 1
0 M4 N 8
[T TMoTe 68 5 2 L 1Based on 1963 income of $1,580 a year for a nonfarm sinfqle person under 65
B ST B o e
NUMBER OF RELATED ; :
CHILDREN UNDER AGE 1 %&Eﬁﬁ%’?ﬁ%ﬁ‘i &?:%?E’fﬁs gﬁicfgnrﬁ)iefrecfﬁ?:ﬁ%gely(ﬂg;/r:aeidnégn?]% s o
All families 43 100 100 2Base between 100,000 and 200,000 '
f1\|0ne T %% i 219) Ai% tot,\elllcs)te'_Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal
2 &3 16 13 Soulrce: Mollie Qrshansky, “Counting the Poor: Another Look at The
Poverty Profile,” Social Security Bulletin, January 1965, table 8, p. 19.
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Nonwhite families with children and a female
head have almost twice the incidence of poverty
as similar white families, or 78 percent compared
to 45 percent. In contrast, families of 2 or more
with a male head are much more numerous and
more are poor, hut the percent of poor is less— 34
pehr_%ent of the nonwhite and 10 percent of the
white.

Tabte I1C-7.—Households With 1963 Income Below
Poverty Level, According to Social Security Administration
Criteriaby Color and Family Status, as of March 1964

Totgl Househ9ldf below

unm er Poverty leve

Family status (ﬁol (%usl%

population Number (F;Frtgggf

Lo Millions Milliong
Unrelated individuals 11, 49 4
Male 4.3 14 3
Nonwhite- 1 3 46
e~ -— 36 11 &
Female 6.9 35 50
Nonwhite. 8 5 63
White = §1 28 B
Families of two or more_ 474 7.2 15
Male head 42,6 5.2 12
Nonwhite. 3T 1.3 A
e —=— # I8 1
Female head 59 20 40
Nonwhite 11 . il
White 3.8 l.g kil
With children, total-—-- 28.3 48 i
Male head 55 32 12
Nonwhite. 2.4 9 /
White - A1 0
Female head 2.8 16 )
Nonwhite 9 1 18
White. — 2.0 9 45

1Based on 1963income of $1,580 a year for a nonfarm single person under 65
(r$1,470 aged 65.and over), to $5,090 for a nonfarm family of 7 or more persons.

he poverty line for single persons and families living on a farm was put at
60 Percent of the above. ~ This percentage was recently revised to 70 percent,
but information incorporating the 70 percent measure (using income data for
1964 and characteristics as of 1965) is not yet available.

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals

Source: Mollie Orsha_nskg/, “Who’s Who Among the Poor: A Demographic
View of Poverty,” Social Security Bulletin, July~1965, table 2.
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The incidence of children’s poverty in 1963 was
almost 4 times as great among the nonwhite as the
white in families with male heads. In families
with female heads the nonwhite-white difference
in the incidence of children’s poverty was not
quite as Iarge, and was least when the children
were under 6 years old.

Tabte [11C-8.—Incidence of Poverty Among Children in
1963, According to Social Security Administration Cri-
teria,Lby Color, Age, and Sex of Family Head, March 1964

Nonwhite White
chl'IAcllren %?rﬁggrt chl'loélren BFrnggrt
All children under  Mmillions Millions

18 9.7 60 5. 16
MALE HEAD

Children under 18. . . 13

Under 6. §é 5§ 19, 14

G B L

W1 12 4 106 il
FEMALE HEAD

Children under 18. 2 41 H

Under 6 l'§ g 11 7;

W1 5 0 H 34

1Based on 1963 income of $1,580 a year for a nonfarm single person under 65
(f$1,470 aged 65.and over), to $5,090 for a nonfarm family of 7 or more persons.

he poverty line for single persons and families living on a farm was put at
60 ?e,rcent of the above. ™ This percentage was recently revised to 70 percent
but information incorporating the 70 pércent measuré (income data for 1%4
and characteristics as of 1965) s not yet available.

Source: Mollie Orshansky, “ Wha's Who Among the Poor: A Demographic
View of Poverty,” Soical Sécurity Bulletin, July 1065, table 5, p. 17.
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~Of all the nonwhite heads of poor families, 72 percent worked in 1963 and about half worked at full-
time jobs. In comparison, 62 percent of white family heads who were poor were employed, with half
working at full-time jobs.

Tabte [11C-9.—proportion of Families Poor in 1963, According to Social Security Administration Criteria,| and Distri-
bution of Poor Families by Selected Characteristics of Family Heads, as of March 1964

Employment status, ogcupation, .and work Perecaecrﬁt 85@) o I Percentage dis%%ﬂ“coaeoér oor familes in
Ploy experlence’of)fanﬁﬁ/ Ao Jory J
Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White
All families 43 12 100 100
Not in [abor force o 0 35 45
Unermaloged ’ gg %4 b
Emp ? . . . h % 59 5 108 100
Pr ewmwmw, , I . 1 4
Managers, offjcials, and proprietors § 5 1 b 2 12
F?rm s an fe1rm maEager - 2[ 4 9 { 18
Cergcal an s?swores - 17 4 2 3 % {
Craftsmen and foremen — 2l ) 4 b 12
eratives o 30 ]3 13 1 22 23
[VICE WOKETS, TCIUTmy private ousenofd. 40 18 5 2[ 10
Laborers 50 2 1 1 30 14
All families 43 2 100 100
Worked In 19634 . . . 9 12 62 (100 00
V?/%rlke& 3\ ikt Tots g [ g% 49 (}743100 (%79;100
50-52 weeks — %8 b 20 5 91
§8-49 eeks’ 11 8 I 14
Worked at Evg?te tlsn?erej’lg Ss gg %8 %3 %g (26) i (21) .
Did not work in 196 0 4 28 39 100 100
sl g 401 r 3 3
ot Tt o ! ;
et 35 % 5 1 15 3

1Based on 1963 income of $1,580 a year for a nonfarm sinPIe person under 65
s;$1,470 aged 65 and over), to $5,090 for a nonfarm family of 7 or more persons.
he poverty line for single persons and families living on a farm was placed

3Base between 100,000 and 200,000. _
_ 4 Work-experience data, including data for year-round full-time workers,
limited to civilian workers.

at 60 percerit of the above. " This percentage was recéntly revised to 70 per-
cent, but information incorporating the 70-percent measure is not yet avail-

able.
2 Includes members of the Armed Forces.
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N ote.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source: Mollie Orshansky, “Counting The Poor: Another Look At the
Poverty Profile,” Social Security Bulletin, January 1965, table 8, p. 19.



The proportion of nonwhite families with incomes under $3,000 (in constant dollars) has declined
substant_lal(ljy since 1950, and even since 1960, from 45 to 38 percent. Among white families the ratio
Eaihdgglége glslo%gut has not even heen as high as 20 percent since 1956 and was about 16 percent in

0 an .

Tabte I11C-10.—Families With Incomes Under $3,000 (in 1963 dollars) by Color, for Selected Years, 1950-64
[Numbers in thousands. Families as of the following year]

Year
Families 1950 1956 1960 1963 1964
Wﬁﬂe White Wﬁﬂe White Wﬁﬂe White Wﬁﬂe White VNIHHE White
All families_ 3300 36,52 3994 3941 4331 41,104 4713 42,663 4754 43081
With incomes under
Peécént 2000 10,357 2020 7,646 1945 7499 2057 6716 1805 6762
gamilles 606 284 506 194 49 182 431 1559 380 157

Source: Data are, from Current Population Reports, Low Income Families 2 for 1950-1963 and No. 47, table 1 for 1964. (U.S. Bureau of the Census.)
and Unrelated Individuals inthe United States: 1963, Series P-60, No. 45, table
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A Iarge proportion of both employed and unemployed nonwhite persons were in families with less
than $3,000 income in 1964 (26 and 36 percent, respectively). In fact, median family income was
similar among nonwhite families regardless of employment status, but varied appreciably among white
families according to whether individual family members were employed or not.

Tabte [[IC-11.—Personstin Families, Total and Nonwhite, by March 1965 Employment Status, Age, and Family Income
in 1964. (below $3,000 and median)

Total Nonwhite

ltem Per@qns Wﬁﬁcrlgaenrﬁly Maenqiian Per@?ns Wﬁﬁgﬁm}w l}%}l@n

thousands) @%%0 income  thousands) éf?%ﬂo inconte
Total persons in families . 121,861 154 $6960 12 504 33.7 $, 238
Employed. 64, 626 . L3 64713 9 4 83
Un m;ﬁoyed’ . 3,361 289 5, 806 660 324 4,003
Not in labor force . .. 53,874 2.1 64 531 4.7 3,53

Keeping house, going to school, unable to

YVO . 47, 552 18% 6437 4765 41,6 %,814
All' other 6, 322 4. 3 681 ol3 51.8 934
65 years of age armd over.. 4, 356 458 3405 304 b4, 2,801
Teenagers 19,400 “h71 7,28 2,490 3.6 3,948
Employed 4, 76] 17§00 304 29.2 4,611
Unemployed 113 189 608 147 0.1 3,667
Not in labor force. . . 13,861 155 7,038 1,949 378 3, 847
Keegi&g house, going to school, unable to 1356 51 110 Lg 2 1 1 654
alsher == WoOoBY g B e %

114 years of age and over. S
N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Unpublished data from the March 1965 supplement to the Current Population Survey.

Nearly one-fourth of the nonwhite families headed by a full-time Vea_r-round worker had incomes
under $3,000 compared to only 8 percent of all families headed by a full-time worker in 1964,

Tabte [[IC-12.-—Family Heads, Total and Nonwhite, by Weeks Worked, and Family Income, 1964 (below $3,000 and

median)
Total Nonwhite

Weeks worked in 1964 i PRE I Median it PREEWIN Vi

sang) ¢ income sang) € income
Total family heads 47,79 175 $6,569 4749 J3.4  8BI0
Worked 50-52 weeks 30, 515 19 1745 2,553 23.5 4, 956
Usually worked full time 29, 553 6 8 7,864 2, 380 0.7 , 201
Usuallé// worked part time. %2 #o 34 173 62 4 g 380
Worked 27-49 weeks. h 582 .8 5 960 146 . , 684
WorEea 14-26 weeks — 1, 50h %g7 4 017 209 é§§ % 283
Worked 1-1 v.veekg 1,001 HE5 20 17 A 1387
Did not work In 1964 87? Nl 293 (32 6. 3 2,29
Not available . , 02 187 556 212 K 3,854

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Unpublished data from March 1965 supplement to the Current Population Survey.
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~The percent of families with under $3,000 income in 1964 was nearly identical for nonwhite families
With employed heads and all families with unemployed heads. The lowest incidence among nonwhite
families of those with incomes under $3,000 in 1964 was for husband-wife families with the wife in the
labor force and children present. Families of this type, in general, had the highest median family
income in 1964—$5,763 among nonwhite families and $8,086 in all such families.

Table |||C-l3.—Emponment Status of Family Heads in March 1965, Type of Family, and Number of Own Children
Under 18, by Family Income in 1964, Total and Nonwhite (Under $3,000 and Median)

ltem

Employment status:
Totgl f%\mlly heads

B
Two ¢ |Fdr N undler 18

Three children under 18
Four or more cHﬂgren under 18

Head employed

No children under 18
One or more cthJren under 18

Head unemployed

No children under 18,
One or more crmﬁren under 18

Head not in the labor force

No children under 18
One or more ch?ﬁ;ren under 18 .

Type of family:
Mvﬁe ﬁe?gm r|11¥1rried, spouse present, wife in
anor force

No children under 18
One or more ch?FJren under 18

Male hgad, married, spouse present, wife not
In labor force

No children under 18...
One or more children under 18

All other family heads

No children under 18
One or more cﬁﬁren under 18

Dersons — Percent with
(]isr]arf?ag)u- F mﬁ] -

47,729
2, 637
i
521
b 337
3,671

i

1,208
B
1,850

6, 181
1 6/0

14, 534
483
21,126

10, 552
16, 573

6, 069

3 412
2,69

1Median income not computed where base was less than 100,000,

2Under $2,000.

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal

totals.
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Total

coargg, 3{%16[

7.8
43
177

294
10.2

4.1

316
5L 0

Income
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2,953
ki
8, 081
: 05
6, 361
i
3, 870

4 724
2,944

i

Sanas

4,749
.
.
939
3,589

201
%, 329

233

87
151

921

522
405

1,635
&

1, 846

632
1214

1,268

520
143

Nonwhite

PFrcent wi;h

amil

CO§

I
er

===

w
=

edjr'in
Tami
incone

&8
©
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o
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10 1O—=Q0

= OSSP OO
o S~ o1 =0

-~ OO
[ )

[es]d%]
OO

[ CRRN N SO
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% o

2,136
2.1
Y

b, 554
2
3 85

3 475
4,081

2,475

2,98
2,209

~Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Unpub-
lished data from March 1965 supplement to Current Population Survey.

165



~Of all persons in the experienced civilian labor force in 1960, those in selected verr low-wage occu-
pations (which include a number of jobs in which women predominate) were much less likely to be heads
of families than workers in higher wage occupations. Among family heads, however, about two-thirds
of both the white and nonwhite workers in the low-wage jobs had children under 18.

Tabte [IIC-14.—Family Responsibilities of Persons in the Experienced Civilian Labor Force and in Selected Nonagricul-
tural Low-Wage Occupations,1 by Color, United States, 1960

Nonwhite White

. Fami
Heads (e)F] Heads of fa |k|grfa?sa heg&mﬁﬁr-

Total aec Sa ilioefasa ‘Total grcen N
Occupation eexﬁeerd- cwhan a%or orce eex(ieerd- ci |ﬁan faBor orce chﬁ re{éunder

civilidn . civilian .

R D R

(in Hoﬁu Total dren " 5or (mtcﬁu- Total dren >0 :

sanas urh@ more Sands ur@er more \Wﬁﬂe White

Total experienced civilian labor force. LT 4% 2 18 60,79 5% I L 6 65
Total, those In selected low-wage occupa-

t|fons. . . 3060 ¥ B 12 XYW B N 8 68 61
Professomal, techmcal, and kindred work-
ers: Musicjans and music teachers 0 3 0 7 B 2 2N 6 58 62
Mgga%] rasr,mp icials, and proprietors, ex-
alaried, retail trade (ne.c.) . 2 60 4 2 b 11 2110 10
Salaried, Persoga?l seL\smesl 4 4 B B3 92 60 gﬁ 2 (2 57
Clerical an kndr% WOTKers. -
Attepdants, physician’s and dentist’s
office. 3 W 10 4 9 6 1 69
Booﬁkeepms . 4 B U 6 o I 1 3 4 gg
C.?s |Frs. . 0 2 1 [ 458 1 9 3 68
File clerks. . 1 0 L 6 1 o (% %g
Messengers and office boys.. 9 5 2B B N Zg g8 3 %
S el store Keepers™ ;B ;o d v (2 ES
W%ol{esa?e an ,retaJtrﬁ%.e.cj_ %8 g% 5? %g %(l) 39 b 5 8 23
Sales workers—tetail trade:
Food and dal I1p.o ucts stores 27 % 2 1 4% A A g 66 o
General merchandise, retailing. 13 16 1 ? 1% il 5
Limite grl e varlety. stores 4 % g 1 4 1
AP arel an acgess les. g 1 % 4 ggg /S V|
Other retall trade . 2 3l 41 8 9 U 4 il
graﬁsmen, oremen, and kindred workers:
hoemakers aH reﬁalr(frs, eﬁcept factory 5 61 40 XN 2 19 3% U 65 45
Operatives and kindred workers:
Attendants, auto service and parking. B N8 0 B MW H B B O 6
Checker?, examiners, and inspectors,
manu ﬁcturlng 21 4 RN U 97 50 33 13 69 66
Dressmakers and—seamstresses, ex-
ceé actory, . _ D 2 U 8 %13 3 5 1 o4 X
Laundry and drglcleanmrgﬂ ogeratlves.. 1% zl 2 10 N VA
Packers and wrappers (n.e.C.) ol 4 ¥ B 4 2 B8 1 0
Sawgers. . . of SN B h 19 S 2 1 68
ge\{\r/] nrgrgmtie)s(ttﬁcehers, manufacturing._ @38 (%0 ( a14 @5 5%% Zlg 1% % @71 @55
S Pootnotes at end GF Table.
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Tabte [[IC-14.— Family Responsibilities of Persons in the Experienced Civilian Labor Force ang in Selected Nonagricul-
tural Low-Wage Occupations,1by Color, United States, 1960—Continue

Nonwhite White
Total Headsof{rﬂoﬁ I Heags“a Tsasa heg —Vlvlﬁ
Occunation eex erd' CI[\JI 3% aB c?r e%d CR/ ﬁln aB oce chﬁa ﬂgu der
p C‘\aﬁéarn ‘ am- |z%n th an-
(i Wu- Total din | o (0 dGtu- Total dien B OF .
sanas r@e more 05 unéer more Nﬁﬂe White

Opera| gsana ﬂ lélndred orkers—Con,

nared products_ "n o 33 2 B o N 1% 12 82
n| tin 4% %g 13 of 23 U (
Yam, tﬁrea and fagricmills. 9 o 3 2 4 R B h 8
Ag arel and accessores. Y T b A kK 4 62 %7
Pé%r and alied prodbucts B2 % % M og B A B M
Footwear, except ryb 2 (% (% (% W N B 8 2 @
oesaL fxéwd relt(al trade 41 2 7 1 I % 3% b 1 66
Prlvate oui workers: Pr|vate house-
hold workers, exce \ysnhers Ml 20 U 6 1 1 3 1 03 2
Service workers, ceEtp[ é usefmold:
Atten ants other Instl-
8 m 31 28 0 W B B 5 76 60
Atten ants, Trofessional and personal
serwce r;n ec.) 2 5 U 8 7/ S 5 6 5
Chambermaids g—m’ards—except
rivate house ET _ 11% 2 1% 6 78 13 8 2 N3 5
awomen an ean rs 9 ¥ 2 1 14 2l 1% b 88 o)
Coos excet rivate holds 10 38 2 13 49 3 I [ 0
Counter an funtaln wo ers. %0 A b 4 I W0 3 1l 60
Elevator oPerat rs 44 2 1 M5 2 10 83 40
Hgﬂgerﬁggeesrsanaﬂ %Stng\el&g gISteSkc'ept' 3 16 3 24 B 10 2 b 63
Ivate househo 1 0 18 3 2 0 4 50
Jaltgoerﬁ ?/\r/]orlgg?(s Fﬂ cent ofl 188 B 3 2§ s 6409 B3 28 45
st I ‘RERRN
Practicamuyrses T 1 §
Wafers ang am’esses 88 1 2 9 807 1 10 2 of 13
o ST W, o
asers.. 1 5 21 39 n 1 66
gee??n %ﬂd gr i skee re](rjs ood- 4 5 %g 20 o7 5 %9 3 % 49
SC PIP " ” work 5 8 R u 0 R 29 7 75
awmills, pfanning mills—millwor
Mk 3003 31 43330 8
oles retail trade (n.e.c.
Personeﬂ Services ?n e. cas @ 4 A U N B 0 i

1Occupations in which a third of the workers earned less than $3,000 in 1959,
2Number less than 500. Base less than 2,500.

Source: 1960 Census of Population, Subject Reports, Occupational Characteristics, PC(2)-7A, tables 3 and 33 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Amon%
nonwhite (b4
headed in 1960.
were white women in low-wage jobs.

ercent) t

women emﬂloyed in selected nonagricultural low-wage occupations, a larger
an white women (44 percent) were self-supportin

% or supported
Nonwhite women in low-wage jobs were twice as likely to be supporting children as

P

roportion of
amilies they

Tavte [[IC-15.—Family Responsibilities of All Employed Women and Women Employed in Selected Nonagricultural Low-
wage Occupations,| by Color, 1960

Occupation
sanaus
TotaI employed women 2,618
TotaCu aﬁﬁ zé ed In 4 ToW-Wage L1
Pro?essﬁ)onal technical, andkindred
workers Musicians and  music .
CIerlca T(nd kindred workers:
eepers %2
Sales Wor ers Re'[%ﬂ Hade 3l
ergh nare
ec ers msleectors and exami-
ners, acturing. 9

DTGSSQIW Wlers and sea SU'E'SSQS

aeuxnC g/ ma%dac(fr rél leaning oper- 1;2

a
Operatives _ and

n.ec.). Food anﬂ%regmprod

Cts.
anate‘housl?hmd wmkg
ers, excluding” private

0|ce WEJ
xtten ants, hospital and other

nstitutions 67

Coo S. 84

Hairdressers and cosmetologists. . 35
Housekee er? and stewards.

Laborers, except farm and mine.. . 26

114 nonagricultural occupations in which a third of the workers earned less
than $3.000n 1959, and for which data relating to family responsibilities were

available.
20wn children under 18 years in household.
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nﬂﬂﬁér T(,)thel
eVer
married,

ous$
Sen

Nonwhite

52
%

52
ol
43
46
4

52
50

Percent

Single

i

10

totals.

teristics, PC(2)-7A, table

N
il

23
20

White

Percent
nao.lﬁér TOtI’i| m%\r/r%d
T B 1

sana%) éver . Single

married, .

heent Wi
ocrenz aren
18,538 M AU 5 14
4. 846 VI 5 7
105 4 2% 2 2
2380
1,357 3 1% 1
207 RN B 6 14
106 9 » 3 3
m 0 U« 7 20
9 2 D 7 13
767 0 3 4 3l
222 419 6 19
218 3 b I 21
23/ H U 6 v
106 ol 2 4 30
8 B35 6 12

Mote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal

Source: 1960 Census of Population, Subject Reports, Occupational Charac-
(U.S. Bureal of the Census).



Nonwhite farm wage workers with wages from nonfarmé)lus farm work earned approximately half
the annual average wages of similar white farm workers in 1964, although they averaged only 15 percent
fewer days of work.

Table I11C-16.— Farm Wage Workers, by Average Number of Days Worked, Wages Earned at Farm and Nonfarm Work,
and by Color, Sex, Region, and Migratory Status, 1964-

Nun}ber Farm and nonfarm Farm Nonfarm
Selected characteristics vlﬂ@{s D Wages earned Davs Wages earned Davs Wages earned
analsj) worked worked Worked
Per  Per Per  Per Per (fer
year day 1 yedr day1 yedr day 1
All workers, 1964 3310 118 $956 %.05 80 $578 $7. 15 B §378 $10. 10
Color and sex:
Nonwhite. 1, 048 185 6 555 9 401 50 % 18 710
White 232 124113 9.05 8l 65 .05 43 466 1090
Male _ 2,398 139 1,202 .60 9% 719 7.50 M4 483 1100
thnwhite. _ 603 125 790 630 9% 5%% 5 50 29 21 9.08
White. L% 144130 9% % 78 .2 49 58 1.4
Female. 9 66 M9 55 4 29 51 22 120 555
Nonwhite. 445 9 W 3% 28 4.0 2 370
W%nlte - . YA % Bl 6.9 gﬁ 20 .71 21 1%% 115
REGION AND COLOR
Northeast o 29 162 1,388 ¢.55 12 763 T.45 60 625 1040
Nonwhitez 2
White — 200 163 1388 .50 108 806 7.50 %582 10.%
North Central. 62 124 1063 .50 58 710 49 55 1075
hite
e 2 B .0 e B S 10 N 50 N
South 1797 108 690 .40 79 454 570 29 26 8.2
white. 104 58 51 8 39 47 4 149 ¢ 3
he w o oma R RR 4 R
West. 649 1210 13% 1050 80 874 109 . 5% 127
N%nwhite 2 4)
White 609 120 1383 1050 79 861 10.8 4 52 12.80

see footnotes at end of table.
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Table I11C-16.—Farm Wage Workers, by Average Number of Days Worked, Wages Earped at Farm and Nonfarm Work,
and by Color, Sex, Region, and Migratory Status, 1964—Continued

Numfber Farm and nonfarm Farm Nonfarm

Selected characteristics vxa%ger_s Dews Wages earned Davs Wages earned Davs Wages earned

né‘) Worked Per  Per worked por ey MO Ed Per  Per
year day 1 year cﬁa)yl year day 1
REGION, MIGRATORY STATUS, AND
COLOR
All workers;

M|grator%‘.

Nonwhite_ g bl 114 730 109 40 .75 VK TS 80

White ~ 00 15,8 05 8l 7% 980 4 R 10

NonreTy B9 . 58 50 B 30 40 B 18 .8

, . 6.

White = 205 124 1,100 .85 8l 637 7.80 43 463 109
South:

Migratory 178 133 4,001 .15 wo 116 1.75 3 A 9%
Nonwhite B M8 90 &30 19 802 . 19 128 3590
White. - B L B § W oen B .00

Nonmigratory 1,619 105 645 6.15 m 49 54 B 26 s.u0
Nonwhite 03 M3 49 7 8 4% 24150 .30
White_ - o oBig w48 il

West:

“Migratory o o LE0 0 8T L0980 0B M35
Nonwhite 2 13
White.  —— = — 8 17 LX BB 87 L1043 1190 30 498 3168

Nonmigratory M m L32 UH 78 86 1075 3 56 146
Nonwhite 2
W%nlte ~T 5% 11 136 1115 78 830 105 43 56 12.20

1Rounded to the nearest 5 cents.
2Averages not shown where base is less than 50,000 persons.
3Number of workers who did nonfarm wage work s less than 50,000.

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service, The Hired Farm Working Force of 1964, August 1965, table 7.
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Negro children constituted somewhat less than
half of all children receiving AFDC in the countrK
in 1961r but slightly more than half in the Sout
and North Central regions.

Tabte I1IC-17.'—Percent Distribution of AEDC Children
by Region of Residence and Race, November-December
1961

Region Total Negro White AEP?%” Other
Indian

United States1 100 46 49 2 3

Northeast: w B &L g 3w

North central 00 48 2

Sout wo ¥ 4 {

West 1 o 2 66 5 3

1Does not include Massachusetts (Northeast) and Oregon (West).
2Less than 0.5 percent. ] ]
3Most families reported under “Other” in Northeast are of Puerto Rican

descent.

Source: Characteristics of Families Receiving Aid to Families With Depend-

ent Children, Notember-December 1961, table 3 (U.S. Department of Health,

Education, and Welfare, April 1963).

217-817 0 —@l 12

Of children receiving AFDC in 1961, Negroes
were nore than 3 times as likely as whites to live
in large central cities. In these cities, % of the
children aided were nonwhite whereas in rural
nonfarm areas, nearly % were white.

Table [I|C-18.—percent Distribution of Children Re-
ceiving Aid to Families of Dependent Children {AFDC),
by Urban-Rural and Large Central City Residence,
November-Decen”ber 1961

[on ocation
Location
2 =5 2 2 =
Total 100 100 100 100 90 50
Central cities of
?56,600_0r more
;[3]0 ulation go B 7 100 78 25
teurbz%n 4 45 2 100 4 ;g
ura| pontarm. o3 63 100 Zg
Rural farm 6 6 wo 4 53

t tI\llote.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal
otals.

Source: U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Welfare
Administration, Bureau of Family Services, unpublished data.
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In 1961 the median monthly income from all
sources for Negro families receiving ADC was
$125, compared to $137 for white families.

Table 11C-19.—Income1 of ADC2 Families by Race,

early 1961
Total monthly income Familis
Negro  White
All incomes . 100 100
ess than $40

go i 1% 5
o S % &
11%% 10 $200 18 1
0 to§2o 7 I
240 and above ) 8

Median income $125. 121 $136. 77

Lincludes ADC payments.

2Aid to Dependent Children. Pr%gram designation before Aid to De-
pendent Children of the Unemployed (PL 87-31) and the Social Security
Amendments of 1961 established Aid to Families of Dependent Children
(AFDC) including unemployed fathers.

Source: M. Elaine Burgess and Daniel Q. Price, An American Dependency
Challenge, table 4.5, page 66 (Durham, N.C., Seeman Printery, 1963).

172

Among Negroes as well as whites the largest
proportion of ADC recipients were married, or
widowed in 1961; a much larger proPortlon.of
Negro than white recipients were single, leaving
about the same proportion of Negro and white
ADC homemakers in families broken by marital
discord (divorced, legally separated, or deserted).

Table |1IC-20.—Marital Status of ADC1 Homemakers,
by Race, 1961

Marital status Negro  White
Total. 100 100
Single. _ 6
Married __ 54
Widowed 11 8
ol e - - ? f
De erPéd 28 16

1Aid to Dependent Children. Program desi%nation before Aid to De-
pendent Children of the Unemployed” (PL 87-31) and the Social Security
Amendments of 1962 established Aid to Families of Dependent Children
(AFDC) including unemployed fathers.

t{\llote.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal
otals.

Source: M. Elaine Burgess and Daniel Q. Price, An American Deﬁ)endency
Challenge, table 2.4, page 19 (Durham, N.C., Seeman Printery, 1963).
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Most N_e(I]ro_ as well as white children _receivin% ADC in 1961 were legitimate, For both Negro
and white, |Ieg|t|mac among ADC recipients was substantially higher in"urban than in rural_areas.

In a stu_da/ of Cases closed early in 1961, one-third of the Negro anid one-fourth of the white illegiti-
mate children in ADC families viere born after the first ADC payment.

Table I11C-21.—Birth Status of AD C 1 Children by Residence, Race, and Status of Case, 1961
[Percent distribution]

Cases closed in early 1962 Active Case,
y IaEe 39%153
Birth status Negro White :
J Nt White
Total  Urban  Rural  Total Urban  Rural
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
E?orn_ in wedlock. . i 64 14 89 8 93 62 86
I Iegltlma%e. , 30 2 11 1 [ 31 13
Born before first ADC ga ment. 23 23 20 g 5
Born since first ADC payment 11 12 b 3 4 1
Urkaon 5 6 6 86 0 1
%‘E‘ﬁ}é’ Dep?r{ﬁend Childlren.d Pprﬁgg%rgltiesi%n?ﬁiorsl be_f(irg Aid _tto Ia\epeng- 5Less than 0.5 percent.
ent Children of the Unemploye -31) and the Social Security Amend- : ST
ments of 1962 established Aid To Familis of Dependent Childreny(AFDC) Note—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal
including unemployed fathers totals. Dashes indicate data not available. .
2Every third casé closed during the month of January, February, or March Source: M. Elaine Burgess and Daniel O. Price, An American Degendency
191, S ugly made by Institute for Research in Social Science of the Uni-  Challenge, table 6.2, F_age % (Durham, North Carolina; Seeman Printery,
versity of North Carolina for the American Public Welfare Association. 1963) and Characteristics of Families RECeIVIgIg Aid to Families with Dependent
3A minimum sample of 500 cases orlplercent of the active caseload of each  Children, November-December 1961, table 3£ (U.S. Department of Health,

State for either November or December 1961 Education, and Welfare, \Welfare Administration, Bureau of Family Services,
41ncludes children for whom the color was unknown. Division of Program Statistics and Analysis, April 1963).
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Median and per capita ADC payments were larger for whites than for Negroes in 1961, and were
the sole income for a larger proportion of white than Negro recipients.

Selected characteristics

glan ears of s?hool f ADC_homemakers

lan humber o

|an size assistance roug.. .
er assistance group.

Me
Me
Me
Medjan ayment

Medjan ADC payment per person _
Median number persons per room

No iHcome excmg A[f)C
Mother not In labor force, . C
Homemaker not employed during ADC___~

1Aid to Dependent Children. Program designation before Aid to Dependent
Amendments of 1962 established Aid to Families of Dependent Children (%F

2Based on less than 50 cases.
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months ADC payments received.

Table [1C-22 —Selected Characteristics of ADC Homemakers and

Metropolitan counties

Ci%sd 5(9\%900 Ci“%fgé,%BBO to
Negro ~ White  Negro  White
Median

L S 1%‘31
2%.8 . \ .
2 3.5 3, 4
$107.20  $118. 2 0.4%) $103.20
33.50 33.80 24.40 N
% %.04 % 94 $8 99 %30.89

o ol 44 i
3 43 2L ;5
oA 4

_Children of the Unemployed (PL 87-31) and the Social Security
DC) including unemployed fathers.



ADC 1Families by Size of Community and Race, Early 1961
Metropolitan counties—Continued Nonmetropolitan counties

Citi%?gago to Rural nonfarm CitieMgQO to Rural nonfarm Rural farm

Negro ~ Whitt  Negro ~ White ~ Negro ~ White  Negro ~ White  Negro  White

Median—Continued

8.6 10.0 1.1 8.5 1.7 8.5 6.9 1.1 g% 6.9
lg.O 1%24 2 137.6 1%75 2?1 1?% 2%. 1 13.3 33. 1% 2
EREEE DR 4wl ou) e
1. 16 84 21,18 90 1.16 8 1:% 90 1.3 1,00
Percent of ADC families—Continued
44 48 58 37 45 48 54 39 58
32 3% K| 5 lg 39 3 55 16 b/
5% 4 4 4 b/ 44 13 il 19

Source: M. Elaine Burgess and Daniel 0. Price, An American Dependency Challenge, tables 111, XX1, XXII, 36, 49, pp. 50, 74, 246, 264 (Durham
N.C., Seeman Printery, 1963).
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The proportion of Negro ADC recipients with
household conveniences, cars or trucks, or appli-
ances, including especially washing machines,
telephones, and television sets, was smaller than
among white ADC recipients, according to a
1961 national sample survey.

Tabte [[[C-23.—Percent of ADC1 Families by Tenure
and Household Conveniences, by Race and Urban-Rural
Residence, Early 1961

White

Urban Rural Urban Rural

Housing characteristics Negro

Tenure: .
Qwner occw)l,ed B % n 4
Renter occupied. % %8 B 4
Facil] ?gst e 2 S
EﬁectriciIX —._ 9% 0 1w o7
N%runnl g water in
0use 5 73 3 3
PumMn flouse or—
(ﬂac 1 8 { 1
C runnlr\% water 7 9 16
Hot and colt running—
wat?r.__, 7 8 4
Bathroom facffities:
Ngrqg‘ourshare one “ ! ®
with others 9 5 1

176

Tabte [[IC-23.—Percent of ADC1 Families by Tenure
and Household Conveniences,, by Race and Urban-Rural
Residence, Early 1961— ontinued

White
Urban Rural Urban Rural

Housing characteristics Negro

Bathroom,fjcilities—Con.

Partia 10 1 1 6
%gompm‘ 69 [ 718 R
1 2 1
zyor Tore 1 1 1@
Be%s: 3 0r MOTE persons
tixn beds.. 2% 4 16 %
Applances:
aror truck. . . 24 09 53
W hln? machine__ g R T
Reng erator- 3 9 88
s I IR
\ 0
Raﬁﬁl - 68 él 13 %81
Television . 66 X B3
Sewm% machine . 3 20 3 47
None of the above. . () 3 0 1

1Aid to Dependent Children. Program designation before Aid to De-
gende_nt Children of the Unemployed (Public Law 87-31) and the. Social
ecurity Amendments of 1962 established Aid to Familiés of Dependent
Childrén (AFDC) including unemployed fathers.

2Less than 0.5 percent.

Source: M. Elaine Bur%ess and Daniel O. Price, An American Dependency
Challenge, tables 5.3, 55, 5.6, 5.8, 5.9, XX 11, pp. 85, 86, 87, 89, 90, 265 (Dur-
ham, N-C., Seeman Printery, 1063).
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OId-agfe assistance rates, which reflect the inability to earn adequate social security credits.durin%
the work lite, were over 3 times as high in the nonwhite as the white population aged 65 and over in 196
(on the téamts pf| tShte tnumber of recipients per 1,000 population of this age). They tended to be highest
In nonindustrial States.

Tabte [[IC-24.— Proportion of Population Receiving Old-Age Assistance (Recipient Rates) by Color, Selected States, July-
September 1960

\Hshgl g Mgl
State nd over State na over

Total v'\\/lr%rt]é White Total v’\\/lr%rt]e White
Totall . 140 7 119 Missouri 228 7 21
i By I
Arjzond 195 %g 130 Nevada , Mg ( 7 18287
e, E 8 e Y g
§o|ora 02 s ( 29 New VMexico Al b0 19
e Pl g R
Ipl?osrtiréd of Cotumiyia— 32 %(1)8 %g Oo,rgﬂ akota lég %18 1%3
Georjaa L %%g 59 293 E\ahoma 3 N 3%8
-Ia\p]/ I U 49 58 23 Oregon 90 (31
ﬂa 0. 123 122 P%nn Q/Iv?ma 4 79 3
1Nols. 78 04 6l  Rho saq 7 29 I
ndiana 5 19 54 Soutp Carolina 212 g 14
Og\rq%as‘ 1102;6 ( 14 % %gH}]esls)e%kOta 1127f/3 %gg %1117
fuck 191 ANl 18 Texas. 29
gﬂ]lsligng 519 186 394 Uetéﬁs 129 21%
aand lg @51 1§§ v e 8“ 4
\/Iashacﬂusetts— - 47 1 Waghln?m.n. Y 1% 28 1%?
Y[ 5 80 19% Wt opagina Boow
\/I’ssr}ssipgl 4%1 (%96 310 Wyoming —— 5 0 123

LIncludes Puerto Rico and the Virain Islands.

2Rates based on data excluding 3,689 white recipients agﬁd 60-64; male 1,263, female 2,426.

sNot computed; number of recipients in sample too small.

_Source: Social Security Administration, Characteristics and Financial Circumstances of Recipients of Old-Age Assistance, 1960, pt. II, State data, Public as-
sistance Report No. 48, June 1962, table 7.
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During July-September 1960, about 8 in 10 of the old-age assistance recipients were white and the
remainder virtually all Negroes. There was wide variation among States, but Negroes were the majority
of recipients only in the District of Columbia, Mississippi, and South Carolina.

Table [11C-25.—01d-Age Assistance Recipients, by Race, 50 States, July-September 1960

State

Total L.

Alabama.
Alaska
Arjzona” _ .
Ar;ﬁ?nsas‘
Calorré

oloradp..
o[mectmut
Delaware . _
District of Columbia_ =~ —
Elond.a_ = - -
e0rgJa

-Iawgn _

R e

U=y

ano . = T
HHOTST__
ndiana

Kansas, .
<en,tuckg. o
oyisiana_~. .

i

s
e
e%ra ri«;\—
ev.ﬁa..—. L
ew Hampshire.
ew Jerseg .
ew Mexico™ ..

ew York .

ortn Carofing=---
o,ré Dakota. .
8E|ahvma._ -

%:ﬁﬂgﬁ nia.l

ode Islan
gout Carolina__
outh Dakota.~
Tennessee.
Texas .
See footnote at end of table.
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Percent of recipients of specifk)d race

Nonwhite

White
Negro  Other

19.9 0.8 19,

40 ¢ .0
6 . .
T 143 18,
5 1 g 85
2.1 . .
5 .3 )
45. 6 A 5.
By 2
. 1 .
436 0.
88. 1 11
2 2.1 97.
20.2 .2 19,
119 8.
11 . 25 3%
41%.‘% | 7
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A . .
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Tabte [[IC-25.—01d-Age Assistance Recipients, by Race, 50 States, July-September 1960—Continued

Percent of recipients of specified race

Total .
State recipients Nonwhite White
Total Negro  Other

Utah . 1 159 . 5 . 7.4
Vet . — —— - - I S
Vlrgf]ma 14 552 4] ¢ 41,5 2 K, 2
W n. 48 783 29 .6 23 7.1
West VIt ﬁlnla . _ . 19 185 55 52 3 .
Wisconsl 3 313 31 1.6 15 %. 9
Wyoming 3 221 2.2 A 15 9.4

Lincludes Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands.

Source: Social Security Administration, Characteristics and Financial Circumstances of Recipients of Old-Age Assistance, 1960, pt. 1, State Data, Public
Assistance Rpt. No. 48, June 1962, table 2

From 1960 to 1964, the ratio of husband-wife families to all families continued to be 3 in 4 among
nonwhites, and 9 in 10 for whites.

Table IVA-1.— Families by Type and Color, United States, March of 1960-64 (8-year moving averages, March of 1959-65)!

1960 1961 1962 1963 1964
Type of family &%]%%

v’\\/lr%rt]é White v’\\/lr%rt]e' White v’\\/lr%rt] White Nﬁ’@ White Nﬁn White Nnolr%é White

Percent distribution

All families. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 11 5

Lﬁband Wlfe o8 B8y B/ MW WY u 5

emale ead zf 3 2? 8 2% 8 2§ 3 2% 5 ks @,

Number (in thousands)

All families. 4186 40,714 4,339 41,273 4 431 41,765 4,558 42,253 4,645 42,625 459 1911
lﬁband -Wwife. 3 07% 3,109 3 187 36,601 3,231 37,008 3,322 37,511 3401 37,82/ 328 LTI8
Ot rrﬁe head 17 1,08 119 L1063 179 108 15 1089 1§ 104 -14 -4
Female head WL 3530 913 3609 1,020 3623 1,061 3653 1,080 3734 1 197

1Figures given are averages of annual reports for 3 consecutive years; Source: Current Population Reports Pogulatlon Characteristics, “House-
average represents middle year. hold and Famil Charactenstlcs arch 1960,” series P-20, No. 106 table 4
2Less than 0.5 percent. * April 1960.” series P-20, No. 1 able4 March 1961,” series

P20 No. 116, table 4 “*** March i962 series P-20, No. 125, table 4
N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal Households and Families by Type: 1963” series P-20. No, 124 table L

totals. “x %% 1064” series P-20, No. lg table L “* * * 1965 series P-20, No.
140, table 1'(U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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In 1950 and 1960 nonwhite and wh|te families with a female head were more likely to live in urban

areas. than an rt pe of family. However, during this decade, the urban portion of nonwhite
famliles with ay femaﬁe hiead increased much more than 5|gm|Iar white families. P

Table IVA-2.—Families by Type and Color, by Region and

Region and residence (percent by type of family) g'e gq BSHF
. glo A iR
Type of family
JSJtrzlllttgg Ne%rstp 'c\le trre]ll South W est: Urban %ﬁrﬁ]l ?‘rrlytl gNarp cent rzlfl South
TYPE OF FAMILY AND COLOR,
All familie
NnW ite 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 14 319 64
. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 28 20
Husband W|fe
i e PEREE R DR B BN
Other matle‘head' """
Nonwh|te .5 2 5 2 2 g 292 100 %5 %g 63
Female he 4 4 3 3 3 5 1m0 4 23
% pon 0 B B ow & 9 ow § B Y
9 10 8 8 8 10 I 4 100 9 2%
TYPE OF FAMILY AND COLOR,
All familie
onw e 10 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 16 18 h
d| —_ w0 100 100 oo 100 oo w0 10 w0 2 302
HUSbannv\mee 1 n 1 14 1 1 1 19 H
o ﬁal Erob ko8 N0 g R
N%nwm T T
emait ah - 3 3 3 2 2 3 2 o 33N
23 5 19 1 8
Wi no B o om by By om F 8 R

LIncludes Alaska and Hawaii In 1960.
N ote.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
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Urban-Rural Residence, United States, 1950 and 1960
Reqion and residence (percent distri- : . :
Belion By re@é%@iﬁﬂg(d%“ enceS— Region and residence (number in thousands)

West:  Urban Eé)urﬁql l?a”r?%l yt%eesfj Neoe{sfp ) ye%rttrgl South  West:  Urban Eagr% A

6 B8 340 M 55 2B M 6
@ e w1 o060 980 e 0¥ 480 A0 705 488
% By g @ 1y Wy o4
o8 n 1 8N 836 9se &N 4 088 o33 4
7 64 1 20 162 25 2 102 104 26

g 3 1 32
1 63 1 19 1234 420 38 285 141 174 220 240

g 0k f 1R & 4 A &R A H

B 1B 7 4% 6% 1 M 3 U I
- . 4088 1070 12 it 74 5. 5 23, A ool 3,063
51 7 316 % S 173 30 238 53 2
BB BT @B % o e s AR L LR
no1 g 3 09 -
poonof o8 o8 S A o8 ¥ OE A

b % B 1B # H @ &8 & 3

Source: 1960 Census of Population, General Characteristics of Families, Special Reports, vol. 1V, pt. 2, ch. A, tables 4 and 5; 1960 Census of Population, De-
tailed Characteristics, U.S. Summary, PC(1)-1D, tables 188 and 247 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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All other regions gained proportionately much more than the South in nonwhite families headed
by women between 1950 and 1960. In numbers, however, the increases were much larger in the South
than elsewhere, and occurred chiefly in urban areas.

Tabte IVA-3.—Families by Type and Color, by Region and Urban-Rural Residence, United States, 1950-60 Change
Type of family, color

Region and residence All families Husband-wife Other male head Female head
Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White ~ Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite ~ White

Percent change
United States, 24 7 20 18 11 .10 47 11
Northeast. 4 11 4 13 23 12 59 3
Nortn-central . 43 11 37 13 2 -13 78 4
south 5 20 0 21 -3 - g 20
Wegtz e 1}6 35 113 3 g 9 161 3
Urbar, _ 4 %8 { h 15
Rura P(mfarm... 40 28 3 2 -3 4 b
Rural farm. ... -55 -37 -56 -34 56 -5l 47 -38
Number (in thousands)

United States. 84 582 L 5634 19 284
ortfeast = 7 S R T ! . 5l g %
Nortp-central. 23% 1, 23/ 161 1,262 5 -0l 68 38
South_—. . 11 1,841 g 1,71 -3 26 114 1%
West 2~ %48 ngg 1% 1,34 8 12 129
Rl gonfam w3 W 1 hod
Rural farm__ = 348 -1,785  -302  -1,584 - -123 28 79

1Less than 0.5 percent.
2Includes Alaska and Hawaii in 1960.

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source:  Census of Population: 1950, General Characteristics of Families, Special Reports, vol. IV, pt. 2, ch. A, tables 4, 5; and Census of Population: 1960,
Detailed Characteristics, US. Summary, PC(1)-1D, tables 188, 247 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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In 1960, female family heads were proportion-
ately younger among “nonwhites than among
whites.  The difference in age distribution was
least in the South and ?reatest In the North-Central
region. In general, female heads tended to be
younger in both the white and nonwhite groups in
1960, as compared with 1950,

Table |VA-4—Female Family Heads by Age, Color, and
Region, United States, 1950 and 1960

[Cumulative distribution]

1950 1960
Region anﬂeaa%e of family v’b‘ﬁﬂe White v'\\/lr?irt]é White
Percent

Umt%jjn gjrlt?: ears 2 2

Unaer géears—— 48 55 £

Under 65 years. 8 713 g6 6
Northeast:

Under ig ears.. . % B 11

Unaer gears — 8% /i 88 2

Undler Gﬁ ears.. ! !
North-Central:

i NN

Undler 6% éearsﬁ 88 na %
Sou”L]J:n er 35 years 2

Unger i? ears - 5\% %% 4§ %g
West'Un er 65 years 8 38

Under 35 years gg %7 88 22

Unaer 45 {ears. i 4 46

Uncer 65 years.. ... 8 77 4 8l

Number (in thousands)

United States. 605 2 966 3

Nortzwe st . 7777 102 Ph %%% 38?
North-Cenrat _ 18 8
south . . 3 500 4
West. — 4302 09 ol

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal

totals.

Source: Census of Population: 1950, General Characteristics of Families,
Special Reports, vol. IV, ?_t. 2, ch. A, tables 5and 6; Census of Population:
1960, Detailed Characteristics, U.S. Summary, PC(1)-1D, table 247 (US.
Bureau of the Census).
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Among whites as well as nonwhites, the proportion of hushand-wife families rose and the propor-
tion of families headed by women decreased with each higher income group, in 1960.

Table IVA-5.—Type of Family by Income Group in 1959, by Color, Selected Regions, and Areas, United States, 19601

Type of family, residence, and region Total

Unite
AqI%amlFes (nthousands) 4262
Percent _ 100
Husband-wife A
QOther m IeJ] — 4
Female family - 21
Heaﬁ gnder h )
12

ead 35-64.
Head 65 and oveT_—
Ceptral cities of urbanized areas, United

Stat
Aﬁ families (in thousands) .. . 2,293
Percent y 100
shand-wife 7
uh nﬁle hesdt —— i
emale 22
If ggﬁﬁ&%— g
Hea bandover 2
North.s, ..
Al families (inthousands) ... 1475
Percent . 100
Hyshand-wife . T4
uh aleh - . 4
emﬁﬁgggﬁg - 22
35 e 8
Head 65 anW 1§
outh: ..
All families (in thousands) 2,35
Percent_ ..., - 100
b if 74
i i
Femae - 22
s
Head 65 andover .. _ 4
See footnotes at end of table.
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40, 887

100

12,461

Family income in 1959
Under $3,000
Nonwhite  White Nonwhite White Nonwhite White Nonwhite  White

2,034
100
64

4

2

10

1/
5

806
100

4

1

21

454

7,616

100

I

—
U1 BO =00

—

1783

1, 840
100
8

1

= oo o= SO

$3,000-$7,999

21, 683

100

N e oo

6,670

100

~ o = oo

12,505

100

~ e oo

5 191

100

= e o R

388

100

— o = © 1—

281

100

— —— oUT™

198

100

~ e oo™

9

100

$s.000 and over

11, 587

100



Table |VA-5.—Type of Family by Income Group in 1&509m|br¥u(elalor, Selected Regions, and Areas, United States. 1960

Family income in 1959

Type of family, residence, and region Total Under $3000  $3000-$7,999  $5.000 and over
Nonwhite  White Nonwhite White Nonwhite White Nonwhite  White
West: G
Al families (in thousands) -~ 462 5,569 120 B0 245 3388 7 2,01
Percent-- 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
shand- W|fe 8}1 0 61 74 87 il 9 9%
Ltw ale hea 2 4 3 4 2 %l
Fema e"hge M D T B 3
6 2 2
Upce S T T T RO
Head 65 andover  ~~ 1 1 2 1 1 1
1These data are from a 5- éJercent sample, so that totals do not exactly agree Note.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal
W|3tr|1_ etshsotsre] aqu 8t5he£ rtcables rived from the full census. otals.
3Includes Northeast and North Central. tag?éjg.ie(ucgnsBulSJrgfaUPSF%fll%“&gnSll.?g)o Subject Reports, Families, PC(2}-4A
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Virtually no change has occurred from 1950-65 in the marital status of nonwhite males or females.

Almost 9 in 10 were either single, married with spouse present, or widowed or divorced.

Those

separated from their spouse remained an almost constant percentage of the total during this period.
Table IVA-s.—Marital Status, by Sex and Color, 1950 and 1960-65 1

1950 1960

Marital status

Nonwhite

White
Nonwhite

White

‘otal population (14 years old

and over) 100 100 100 100
Single - e A 20 2 19
M_a%ried,_spouse present .. 51 64 49 b4
Widowed or divorced- 7 u 1 5
Married, spouse absent--- n 3 12 3

Seﬁarate_dZ—_ -— -9 1 8 1
Ot er3§|nclud|ng in
Armed Forces)” _ 3 1 4 2

Total population (14 years old

and over) - 100 100 100 100
Single - -9 2% N A
Married, Spouse present 5 65 53 68
Widowed or divorced [ |
Married, spouse ahsent. _ 0 3 10 3

Seﬂarated 2 e 6 1 5 1
Otner Sélncludmg in
Armed Forces)— 42 42

1 Da%a for t1r?50 éind 19§0F§1re frlom theS decennlalccensus, abr}d fé)rthe remgmg
ears, from the Current Population Survey. Comparable Census
ﬁata were matcheJ for 196(5) andt ?ounH to ¥)e sm@?; such compargﬂle %ata
are not avaﬂgble for 1950, _ . .

2 Separated persons Include. those with legal separations, those living
apart with intentions of obtaining_a divorce, and other persons permanently
or temi)oranI% estranged from their spouse because of marital discord.

3 Includes those with spouse in Armed Forces, those with spouse employed
and living for several months at a considerable distance from their home
gmml%;ran 5. whose spouse remained in other areas, hushands or wives g
inmates of institutions, and all other (except those reported as separated)
whose place of residence was not the same as that of their spouse.
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Nonwhite

Female
191 1962 1963 1964 1965
= 2 = 2 == 2 = 2 =

100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

A 19 2 19 2 20 2 20 23 20
49 63 4 63 46 63 49 62 47 B2

lg L 18 % 18 1L B 1 15

Male

100 100 1200 1200 100 100 100 100 100 100

R B R B N B B B B B
5% 68 5 68 52 68 67/ 5
6 5 8 5 7T 5% 6 5 I 2
8 8§ 2 9 2 2 8

(Sa]
-~
@
oD
oD

— PO

2
6 1 6 1 6 1 6 1 6
13 1 3 1 2 1 2 1

t(){\lal(gte.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal
Source: Census of Population: 1950, Vol. 11, Part 1, United States Summary,

table 104, Census of Population: 1960, Detailed Characteristics, United States

Summary PC(Il)% table 176 (U.S. Bureau of the Census); Current Population

Reports,” Populafion Characteristics, “Marital Status and Family Status,”

Series P-20, tables 1 and 3, No. 114 (March 1961); tables 1 and 3, No. 122

&March 1962); tables 1and 4, No. 135 {March 194 and 1963); tables 1and 3
0. 144 (March 1965). (U.S. Bureau of the Census.)



At every age level and with each type of family composition nonwhite families averaged more mem-
bers than white families in 1960

Tabte |VA-7.—Average Number of Persons in Fami%//,p Members of Famicy 18 Years Old and Over, and Families With Own

|
Children Under 6 Years Old, by Type of Family and Color, United States, 1960

tAvera%e nurpber Percent oﬁgamil Percent of families
of persons in family — mémbers 18 years V\Hﬁw one orc[noge oWn
old and"over childrenunder b'years

Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite  White

Type of family and age

Husband-wife. . . . _ 4.4 3.7 2 19 38 3
ead;
Under 25 years.. . . e 3.1 31 il 4 73 64
25-34 years . .. T L 4.8 4.2 13 6 10 15
35-44 years . . : 51 4.5 2 16 46 3
45-54 years . . T ... 4.5 3.7 38 3 21 11
D5-04 VEArS. s e 3.8 2.8 38 29
65-74 years, e 3.3 2.5 34 23 3 1
Handover. ~ 7T T T 3.0 2.4 3l pal 9
Other male head. .. — _ = 3.6 2.8 8l 87 1 6
Female head. = ~— = — 4.0 2.9 57 68 2 13
ead:
Under 35 years o 4.2 3.3 22 pal 66 60
35-44 years. — 4.4 3.4 52 41 32 19
45-64 years — T 3.9 2.8 1 80 5 2
65 and over. ~ 3.4 2.6 87 97 1 1
1 Less than 0.5 percent.

Source: Census of Population: 1960, Detailed Characteristics, United States Summary, PC(L)-1D, table 187 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Fertility rates for white and nonwhite women dropped sharply between 1961 and 1964, but the
nonwhite droE lagged slightly behind the white, so that the nonwhite/white fertility ratio increased to
1.42—the highest recorded in recent years.

Tabte |VA-8—Fertility Rates, by Color, United States, 1940-64 (per 1,000 women age 15-44)

Year Nonwhite ~ White r}&%‘ﬁi’te Year Nonwhite ~ White nt?navt\{ﬁte
0 white fo white
Births adjusted for under- Births adjusted for under-
registration registration—Continued
1940 102. 4 .1 133 1956 160. 9 116. 0 13
1941 105. 4 80. 7 131 1957 163. 0 U 7 138
1942 107. 6 8. 5 120 1958 160. 5 114. 9 140
1943 110 2.3 120 1959 162. 2 114 6 L&
19 108. 5 8. 3 126
1945 106. 0 83.4 127 _ _
1946 113.9 100. 4 113 Registered births
1947 125.9 111. 8 13
1948 131 6 104. 3 26
1949 1.1 103. 6 30 1959 156. 0 113.9 137
50 37,3 102. 3 3 1960 153. 6 113.2 136
51T 141 107. 7 32 1961 153. 5 112. 2 137
N 133 110.1 30 1962 148. 7 107. 5 133
1953 147. 3 111. 0 13 1937 1448 103. 7 140
1954 153.2 113.6 13 1964 1415 9. 8 L&
1955 155. 3 113.8 136

1Based on a 50-percent sample of births, since 1951 Before 1951, basedon  based on population enumerated as of April L; for all other years, estimated
total count asof July'L

unt.

2Excludes data for New Jersey. , Source: Vital Statistics of the. United States, 1963, Vol. 1, Natality, table 1-2
. Note—Refers only to births occurrmG%wnhln the United States. Alaska for 194063 Monthly Vital Statistics Report, Vol. 14 No.'s, table’1 for 1964
included beginning 1959, and Hawall, 190. Rates for 1340, 1950, and 1%0are  (U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare,)
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_Nonwhite mothers aver_a%e more children than white mothers, but the difference is greatest at
fifth and later births, for which the birth-rate decline in recent years has been greater among nonwhite
than white mothers.

Tabte [VA-9—Birth Rates, by Order of Birth and Color, United States, 19"0-64
[Per 1,000 women, age 15-44]

Live-birth order

Year Ist 2d 3d 4th 5th and over
v%/lr?ﬂe White var?He White vl?/lr?ﬁe White vl}/lr?ﬂe White vl?/lr?ﬂe White

Births adjusted for under registration

1940 28.6 29.4 19.6 20.0 4.1 105 10.5 59 29.5 11.2
1941 298 325 20.6 20.7 4.5 107 10.6 5.9 29.9 10.7
1942 3.0 383 2.1 231 149 1.5 10.8 6.1 297 10.5
1943 310 352 22.2 25.9 155 132 11.4 6.9 31.0 11.0
1944 28.7 30.4 2.1 242 156 13.6 11.7 .1 35 11.2
1945 27.9 29.0 20.1 233 14.7 B2 113 7.0 31.9 10.9
1946 3.1 395 234 28.5 16.0 144 11.8 1.3 317 10.7
1947 384 478 20.2 308 173 15.3 121 1.4 31.8 10.5
1948 313 399 29.5 31 194 15.7 12.9 14 325 10.2
1949 %4 363 308 322 2.2 166 14.0 79 338 10.5
1950 33.8 333 30.3 32.3 22.9 17.9 15.3 8.4 35.0 10.3
195171 4.1 350 29.9 2.9 239 19.5 169 9.4 36.9 10.9
1952 31 A1 292 331 240 200 181 104  39.0 11.5
1953 M1 333 29.5 329 23.8 2.6 184 11.1 41,5 12.2
1954 3d6 333 29.7 32.8 4.4 2.6 191 120 442 13.0
1955 B0 326 0.7 320 244 22.9 191 126 461 13.6
1956 39 332 LT 319 5.2 234 9.7 131 487 144
1957 .1 334 316 LT 25T 23.7 19.8 13.7 499 15.3
1958 47 319 30 306 254 231 195 138 499 15.6
1959 349 313 309 300 253 230 198 141 511 16. 2
Registered births

1959 339 32 298 29.9 24 4 22.9 191 139 488 16.0
1960 36 308 29.3 292 24.0 22.1 86 141 481 16. 4
1961 36 0.7 288 283 23.1 22.2 18.8 4.0 4.5 17.0
19627 3.0 297 28.0 20.9 228 20.9 17.8 13.3 47.0 16.6
1963 2 33.8 294 216 259 218 19.6 16.9 126 4.8 16. 1
1964 4.8 297 214 248 211 184 6.0 117 423 15.0

1Based on a 50 percent sample of births since 1951 Before 1951 based on Live-birth order refers to number of children born alive to 1mother. Figures
total count. ) for order of births not stated are distributed.

2 Figures exclude data for residents of New Jersey. Source:; Vital Statistics of the United States, 1965, vol. I Natality, table 1-9

_ Note—Refers only to births occurring within the United States. Alaska  for 194063, Monthly Vital Statistics Report, vol. 14 No. s, table 5 for 1064
included beginning 1959, and Hawaii, 190, Rates are enumerated as of  (U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare).
April 1 for 1940, 190, and 1960 and estimated as of July 1 for all other years.
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White

25-29 years

Nonwhite

Age of mother
20-24 years
White  Nonwhite ~ White

15-19 years
Births Adjusted For Under Registration

Nonwhite
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gap in birth rates is greatest in the youngest and oldest age groups, although,
[Live hirths per 1,000 Women]

at all ages, nonwhites have a higher birth rate than whites.
Table IVA-10.—Birth Rates, by Age of Mother and Color, United States, 1940-64

The nonwhite-white

10-14 years
White

Nonwhite

Year

See footnotes at end of table.
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Tabte IVA-10.—Birth Rates, by Age of Mother and Color, United States, |94.0-64—Continued

[Live births per 1,000 women]
Age of mother
Year 30-34 years 35-39 years 40-44 years 45-49 years 1

Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White ~ Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White

Births Adjusted For Under Registration

1940 83.5 83.4 53.7 453 21.5 15.0 5.2 1.6
1941 86.2 85.2 5.1 451 215 143 4.1 14
1942 88.1 92.3 54.0 47.2 20.8 14.1 4.0 1.3
1943 93.9 100.2 56.9 52.2 21.5 15.0 3.1 1.3
1944 97.3 98.2 58.4 5.1 21,5 15.5 3.2 12
1945 97. 1 1005 61.3 56.3 22.3 16.0 3.1 14
1946 99.3 110. 0 61.0 8.4 21.8 15.9 3.5 1.3
1947 102.4 113.0 62.7 58.4 214 16.1 3.1 1.2
1948 104.1 103.6 62.5 53.5 20.4 15.2 2.8 1.1
1949 1073 1015 63.9 522 21.1 14.6 2.5 1.1
1950 1126 102.6 64.3 514 21.2 14,5 2.6 1.0
195172 117.9 106.5 66.5 52.6 22.6 14,6 2.2 1.0
1952 122.0 1114 66.6 544 21.9 14.8 2.2 9
1953 125.7 1119 70.0 0.1 23.0 15.0 2.2 9
1954 131.3 115.1 72.9 56.2 22.5 154 2.1 9
1955 1335 114.1 754 56.7 2.1 154 2.1 9
1956 1394 1144 78.8 57.0 23.6 154 2.0 8
1957 1435 1159 18.7 57.4 23.5 154 2.0 8
1958 142.3 113.0 8.4 55.8 21.8 148 19 8
1959 1433 1120 78.5 55.7 23.3 14.8 18 8
Registered Births
1999 138.1 1113 75.8 0.1 21,2 14.7 1.8 9
1960 1356 109.6 4. 54.0 22.0 14,7 1.7 8
1961 136.0 110. 1 74.9 3.1 22.3 14.8 15 9
19623 132.2 105.0 72.0 50.2 217 141 15 8
1963 3 128.9 102.3 68.9 48.8 21.0 134 15 8
1964 1268 100. 1 67.5 47,6 20. 8 129 L5 A
1Rates comPuted bx reIatlng hirths to mother aged 45 years and over toincluded beginning 1959, and Hawaii, 1960 Birth rates are enumerated as
emae popu ation aged 45-49 year oprnILfo% 1940(‘1950 and 1960 ana estimated as of July Lfor all other years.
2 Based on a 50-percent sample of births since 195 Before 1961, based on  Figuires for age of mother not stated are distributed.
total count. Source: Vital Statistics ofthe United States, 1963, vol. 1, Nataljty, table 16
3 Figures exclude data for residents of New Jersey. for 1940-63; Monthly Vital Statistics Report, vol. 14 No. s, table 4for'1964 (U'S.
N ote—Refers only to births occurring within the United States. Alaska Department of Health, Education, and Welfare).
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Fertility and the ratio of nonwhite/white fertility fall with rising income, and are usually least in
urban areas. In 1960, for the income group $10,000-14,999 in urbanized areas, the fertility of
nonwhite mothers approximated that of white mothers.

Tabte [VA-11.— Children Ever Born Per 1,000 Mothers 20-39 Years Old, by Age Group, Color, and Selected Family Income
Group, Selected Areas, United States, 1960

Age groups
Coloracrpgssincome 20-24  years 25-29 years 30-34 years 35-39 years
Total Ufrzbe?in South  Total Uirz%?ln South  Total Uirz%%n South  Total Uirz%?in South
areas areas areas areas

Total United

States: 1

Nonwhite 2498 2,337 2,696 3325 3075 3,653 3,868 3,431 4,356 4,059 4 112 4 676
White 1844 1776 1,841 2,497 2388 2469 2,801 2,736 284 293 2718 2999
Ratlo=Non-_—

whitetowhite. 135 132 146 133 129 148 135 125 15 137 148 1.56
Under $4,000

Income:

Nonwhite 2609 2417 2,752 3688 3383 3865 4448 3,834 4728 4690 3,794 5 044
White 1011 1842 196 2755 2620 2783 32711 3050 3368 3,462 3076 3,633
Ratio ——— 'L37 131 143 134 129 139 136 126 140 135 123 139
$4.000-5.999

Nonwhite 2,366 2327 2506 3151 3128 3259 3,621 3,479 3,820 3879 3,692 4 225
White . 1860 1807 1825 2525 2438 2444 2913 279 2817 3009 2831 3003
Ratio. 127 129 137 1% 128 133 124 125 136 129 130 141
$6,000-9,9997

Nonwhite. 2112 2071 225 2565 2519 2612 3036 2972 3048 3,284 3114 3697
White 1750 1707 1,697 2377 2325 2256 2,734 2686 2577 289 271 272
Ratio — 120 121 133 108 108 116 11 L1 118 116 113 136
$10,000-14,9997—

Nonwhite 2,059 2, 024 2410 2360 2579 2628 2532 2905 2884 2717 32%
White 1752 1684 1742 27289 22271 2205 2628 2587 2492 27124 2651 2 636
Rato 118 120 106 106 117 100 0.9 117 106 .05 1.23

1Includes data for all income classes.
Note—Rate and ratio not shown where base is less than 1,000.
Source: 1960 Census of Population, Subject Reports, Women by Number of Children Ever Born, PC(2)-3A, table 38 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Fertility rates tend to decline with increasing
educational attainment. White and nonwhite
married women 35-59 years old in 1960 with 4
years or less of school averaged about 4 children,
while those who completed high school averaged
about 2.5 children. College educated nonwhite
women had fewer children than similarly educated
white women.

Table IVA-12.—Number of Births per Ever Married
Woman 35-59 Years Old, by Level of Educational Attain-
ment as of 1960

Years of school completed Births

Nonwhite ~ White

Elementary school:
None
1-4 years
5-8 years
. Byears
High sthool:
1-3 years
4 years
College:
1-3 years
dyears. T
4 years ormore. ~_

o [N SIS Lo~
—~oro Ol— LWOSHONO
~oion [&p b N Nelanloo] )

SOurce: 1960 Census of Population. Subject Report.  Women by Number of
Children Ever Born. PC(2)-3A. table 2.~ (U.S. Bureau of the Census.)
Nonwhite women at all but the lowest level of
schooling reported wanting fewer children than
white women of the same education, according to
a 1960 study.
Table [VA-13.—Average Total Number of Births Expected

and Children Wanted, White and Nonwhite Wives, by
Education, 1960

Average total number of—

Wites education . expected  Children wanted

Nonwhite White Nonwhite White

Total 36 31 29 33
College: 2.4 30 24 33
High ‘school:
Iy S O I A
-3 yeras . . . .
EIementgr school
(8 yearsf 47 37 35 35

Source: John E. Patterson and Arthur A. Camphell, “Educational Attain-

ment and, Fertility in the United. States, 1960, ?]per read af the annual
meeting of the Population Association of America, Chicago, April 22-25,1965.
Data from the 1960 Growth of American Families Study, by the Scripps
Foundation for Research in Population Problems.
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In 1964, illegitimacy rates were estimated to be
7 times as high for nonwhites as whites. However,
this gap has narrowed somewhat since 1954,
reflecting a relatively greater increase in illegiti-
macy rates among the whites.

Table IVA-14.—Estimatedl

[llegitimacy Rate, b
Color, 19“7-6% Y Y

Year Nonwhite ~ White
1947 168. 0 18.5
1948 164. 7 17.8
1949 167. 5 17.3
1950 . 179. 6 17.5
1951 182. 8 16.3
1952 183. 4 16.3
1953 1911 16.9
1954 198.5 18.2
1955 202.4 18. 6
1956 204.0 19.0
1957 206. 7 19.6
1958 212.3 20.9
1959 218.0 22.1
1960 215. 8 22.9
1961 223. 4 25.3
1962 7 229.9 27.5
1963 2 235.9 30.7
1964 245, 33.9

13 States and the District of Columbia report legitimacy status on hirth
certificates. For the remaining States the illegitimacy ratio is estimated
from the re_ortm? States In each of the 9geographic divisions. Nevada and
Wyoming did no begln reporting until Some time between 1947 and 1950.
The following States do not reporflegitimacy: Arizona, Arkansas, California,
Colorado, Connecticut, ldaho, Maryland, "Massachusetts, Nebraska, New
Hampshire, New Mexico, New York, Oklahoma, Vermont, Georgia, and
Montana. The last 2 States reported before 1957, Alaska has reported
legitimacy status since 1959, and Hawail since 1960. Since 1951, estimates
have been based on a 50-percent sample of births; prior to that year, the data
are pased on a total count. , , ,
COﬁJI;chudes New Jersey which in 1962-63 only did not require reporting by

N ote—As stated in the source cited, “No estimates are included for mis-
statements on the birth record or for failure to register births *** The degi-
sion to conceal the illegitimacy of births is likely conditioned by attitudes in
the mother’s social group towards her and towards children born out of
wedlock, Also, the ability (economic or otherwise) to leave a community
hefore the hirth of the chilg'is an important consideration. These factors
probably result in Rrop,ortlonately %[eater understatement of illegitimacy
in the white group than in the nonwhite * *

Source; Vital Statistics of the United States, 1963, Vol. |, Natality, table
1-255, V?Inl(% unpublished data for 194 (U.S. Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare).
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~According to a census tract analysis for Wash-
ington, D.C., illegitimacy rates tend to fall with
rising income and education.

Table |VA-15—Illegitimacy Rates as Related to Income
and Education, by Color, In Integrated Census Tracts (30
to 70 percent nonwhite), in Washington, D.C.1

[Tracts grouped and arrayed in ascending order of median family income]

Nonwhite White

Median fan)ily llegiti- Median Illegiti- Median

Income m years m years

1{%% sc(r)?a(f)rql 12%%, sc(r)?oql

oy ol bty piolnd
3,000-83,999 33 87

L S Y

6.000-$7.499—— (?90 ﬁ? a 122

7,500 or morg__ 138 125 42 122

1Birth data relate to 1963; other data to 1959-60. )
2 Relates to the ?Sroup for which |||eg|t|mac¥] rates are given.
3 No census tracts inthis income class, for the group shown.

Source: Birth data from Washington, D.C., Department of Public Health:
other data from 1960 Censuses of Population and Housing, Final Report
PHC(Il_)-166, Census Tracts, Washlﬂgton D.C., Standard Metropolitan
Statistical Area, tables P-1 and P-4 (US. Bureau of the Census).
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There has heen a ste,adr and sharp rise in the
past century in nonwhite literacy, which reached
almost 93 percent by 1959,

Table 1VB—2—Percent llliteratel in the Population,
by Color, 1870-1959

[Data for 1870-1940 are for the population 10 years old and over; data for
1947, 1952, and 1959 are for the population 14 years old and over]

Year Total  Nonwhite ~ White
1870 20. 0 79.9 1.5
1880 17.0 70.0 9.4
1890 13.3 56. 8 .1
90— 10. 7 44,5 6.2
9100 .1 0.5 50
1920 6.0 23.0 4.0
1930— 43 16. 4 30
1907 2.9 1.5 2.0
1947 2.1 100 18
1952 2.5 10. 2 18
1959 2.2 1.5 L6

1Persons who could not hoth read and, write a simple message either in
Eanllsst?mogtaély other language were classified as illiterate.
2 )

Source; Current Population Reports, Series P-20, No. 99, table A. (U.S.
Bureau of the Census.)



Increases in educational attainment of both the white and nonwhite population 25 years and over
were substantial even in the relatively short period 1959-64. The rise was especially sharp among the
younger nonwhite adults, 25 to 44 years old, for whom those with 4 years of high school or more
rose from almost 3 in 10 to almost 4 in 10.

Table |VB-2—Educational Attainment of Persons 25 Years Old and Over, by Age and Color, March 1959 and March 1964,

Total 25 t0 44 years
Years of school completed 1959 1964 1959 1964
v’\vlﬁﬂe White vNVIQRe White wﬁﬂe White Wﬁﬂe White
Total .. 1000 1000 12000 1000 1000 1000 1000  100.0
None : 6. 1 18 4.4 15 2.6 6 14 4
El,err?esrgtm, 1o 8 years 554 337 470 306 439 184 314 154
| ; -
! 1to 3 years 178 184 2L1 176 249 0.1 280 18.7
c II4years e . 136 288 179 313 195 399 267 415
ollege:
1gto Jyeas 31 8.7 4.9 9.3 51 103 6.4 11.3
dyears — 2.1 5.5 3.0 6.0 2.0 6.9 3.8 8.0
5years or more. =~ — 12 3.0 1.7 3.0 14 3.8 2.3 4.6
8 years or less of schodf 6.5 %5 514 31 464 190 328 15.8
4 years or more of h|?h school 20.6 460 275 502 286 609 392 65.4
1 year or more of college_ 7.0 1.2 96 189 9.1 20 125 23.9
45 to 64 years 65 years and over
Total 100.0  100.0  100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 1200.0  100.0
None . o .1 1.7 4.1 9 198 56 170 5.3
E'ierﬁ%@ﬁa& : ltoGyears” "~ ~ 69.4 419 625 %65 669 6L0 662 58.3
! 10 3years._ 119 181 159 187 52 123 7.8 12.8
COIIe4 gars 12 22 102 219 54 111 47 13.1
%o 3 years L 2.6 131 81 6 54 24 5.5
4 years, 1.6 4.8 2.3 5.0 15 3.1 14 3.3
5 years ormore _ : 11 2.1 1.2 3.3 0 15 4 17
8 years or less of school 6.5 436 66,6 364 867 66.6 832 62.6
4 years or more thI?h school _. . 125 318 174 449 81 2.1 8.9 23.6
1 year or more of colfege 53 156 12 1.0 27 100 42 10.5

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source: Current Population Reports, Population Characteristics, Literacy and Educational Attainment: March 1959, Series P-20, No. 90, tables 1and 2; and
Educational Attainment: March 1964, Series P-20, No. 138 table 1 (U.S. Bureau of the Census.)
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Between 1950 and 1960, Negroes showed the greatest relative increase in those attaining a high
school education or more. However, in 1960, Negroes had the lowest median years of schooling
of all races except Indians.

Table |VB-3.—Educational Attainment of the Population 14 Years and Over, by Race, United States, 1950 and 1960

Negro Indian Japanese Chinese Filipino White

1950 1960 1950 1960 1950 1960 1950 1960 1950 1960 1950 1960

Years of school completed

Total. e 100 100 100 1200 1200 100 100 1200 1200 1200 100 100
ﬁl years Iless 6 5% 7m 5%9 27 26 5 4 59 49 £ 3
|
o 1to 3years 8 24 7 2 L 13 ¥ U 18 19 A 23
Colls %/ ars_ 9 U 9 2 4o ¥ U7 9 v u 2 26
Iq 3y 3 4 2 4 11 U 9 1 7 8 8 9
4 years or mare, 2 3 1 17T 9 9 1 3 ! 6 1
Median years of school 73 86 74 84 1222 122 88 11 83 92 0.1 10
Percent with less than 4years
of hi ?h school. 86 79 8 82 4 4 66 54 76 68 64 58
Percent with 1 year or more of
college 5 7 3 5 18 2 w7 2 10 L U 16

N ote.—Does not include Persons with school years not reported in 1950, Subject Renorts, Nonwhite Population by Race, PC(2)-1C. tables 9, 10,11, 12,

Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals. and 13 1950 Census of Population: Special Reports, Vol. IV, Part 3. Chapter
Source: 1960 Census of Po uIa fion: Detailed Charac erlsllcs Unlted Stles B, Nonwhite Population by Race, tables 9, 10,11, 12, and 13 (U.S. Bureau of

Summary g) -1D, table 173; 1950 Census of ogeoatlon Special Reports, the Census).

Vol. 1V, "Part 5, Chapter B, Education, table 5; 1960 Census of Population:
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Comparison of the educational levels of men 20-64 years old in 1962 with that of their fathers re-
veals substantial upward movement between the generations.  The uptrend was slightly sharper among
nonwhite men, of whom 1in 4, as compared to 1in 10 of their fathers, had at least 4 years of high school.
Table |VB-4.— Percent Distribution by Educational Level of Men 20-64 Years Old and of Their Fathers, by Color, March 1962

[Excludes cases with no report on education of the father]

Years of school completed and color Men Fathers  Difference F‘%?%Otgf

athers
Nonwhite _ _ o _ 100. 0 100. 0 10
Less than 8 years . o . 3. 8 63. 4 -26, 6 .6
Elementary 8 to figh school Jyears ~ . 3.6 2. 2 +9.4 14
High school 4 years or more - 28.5 11.4 417. 1 2.5
Hi?h school 4 years _ L 18. 1 7.0 411, 1 2.6
College 1yearor more = 10. 4 4.4 4-6. 0 2.4
White _ _ _ o 100. 0 100. 0 10
Less than 8 years. T_ 126 3.5 -23.9 3
Elementary 8 to high school 3 years_ o 3.2 3.8 -6. 6 .8
High school 4 years or more - T 5. 2 2.7 4-30. 5 2.2
Hi?h school 4years L _ 29. 6 14.4 4-15. 2 2.1
College Lyear'or more. — - T — 2. 6 10. 3 +15.3 2.5

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: Current Population Reports, Educational Change in a Generation: March 1962, Series P-20, No. 132, table E.  (U.S. Bureau of the Census.)
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Among both whites and nonwhites, median years of school completed was greater among persons
in the labor force than outside. Although nonwhite males in the civilian labor force averaged less
schooling than white males in March 1965— 10 versus 12 years—the difference had decreased since 1959.
The nonwhite/white education difference was greater in farm than in nonfarm areas, and in the South
than in other regions of the country.

Tabte IVB-5.— Educational Attainment of the Population 18 Years Old and Over, by Labor Force Status, Color, Sex, Residence
and Region, March 1959 and March 1965

Male Female
Years of school comgleted residence, Inflabor Not.in labor Ir}labor Not,in labor
region, and'year orce force orce force
\M%rgé White v'x\/lr?i?é White Hﬁ’i’%e' White vx'\/lr?irt]é White
Percent distribution, by years of school completed
Total 1959
otal:
Number (in thousands) 4330 39, 956 721 695 278 187710 3015 33113
Percent 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 160.0
No school years completed. 4.4 8 148 55 2.3 A 52 2.0
Elementary:
1to 4'years 17.1 39 85 122 9.9 18 149 4.6
bto 7years _ 22.9 96 190 180 201 6.5 27 11.6
" h8 yﬁarls.. S 17 161 4203 128 127 126 16. 9
igh school:
! 1to 3 years 94 199 B9 124 25 B3I 20 191
COIIe4 gars, . e 33 282 6.6 L7 197 402 B3 3.2
T 3 years _ 41 95 33 140 50 103 36 89
dyears . 2.0 6.4 L1 2.9 33 6. 1 9 31
b'yearsormore 15 4.6 A 2.1 13 2.4 1 .8
School’years not reported. 36 14 31 2.9 2.2 13 16 13
Median school years completed, by residence and region
Total 83 119 58 8.6 94 122 85 11.2
Nonfarm _ 87 11 59 81 87 123 88 11.6
United™States, excluding South 97 L1 17 871 108 123 9.1 11.6
South 4 LT 43 89 85 122 11 115
Farm 59 89 54 82 81 17 6.9 9.0

See footnotes at end of table.
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Tabte |VB-5.—Educational Aéte%lnmend[ ﬂf the meulaH%&g aYnegrﬁ/lOI(inaTgGg)v_e%obﬁ/ﬂlrﬂ%%r Force Status, Color, Sex, Resi-

ce and Region, Marc arc
Male Female
Years of school com%leted residence, Ir}labor Not,in labor Ir}labor Not,in labor
region, and year orce force orce force
vb‘r%rt]e White VI\\/lr%?e White v'blr?irt]e' White vr\\llhalrt\e- White

Percent distribution, by years of school completed

196
Total:
Number (in thousands) - _ 4603 41,651 1030 8763 3,262 21607 3,383 34727
Percent__  _ _ 100.0 2000 2000 2000 100.0 100.0 200.0  100.0
No school years completed. . 2.1 5 126 4.8 9 3 50 18
Elementary: -
110 4'years _ 133 27 248 102 59 14 134 38
510 7 years R 16. 0 L7 1Bl 169 136 50 197 9.9
" h8 yﬁarls._ _ . 4 131 95 201 13 103 120 5.3
igh schaol:
g1to Jyears . . . . 4.4 188 161 W4 BT U1 K8 19. 3
ol e4 X.ears._ 2.4 B2 12 U1 86 49 8.0 348
Iq to 3 years 6.0 1.0 6 128 6.3 1.0 44 10.2
dyears _ 31 1.1 11 2.9 56 11 14 4.1
5 yearsof moré__ 2.1 54 10 2.2 2.2 33 A 9
Median school years completed, by residence and region
Total 0.0 122 189 WUl 123 9.0 12.0
Nonfarm , 0.3 123 1.0 89 112 124 9.2 2.0
UnitgdStates, exciuding South. 1 1223 83 89 120 124 102 12.2
south T 91 11 56 88 101 123 8.2 11.4
Farm _ 6.1 94 Q 8.5 85 11 69 10. 2

1 Median not shown where base is less than 100,000,
N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source: U.S. Department o? Lahor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data for 1999 are from “Educational Attainment of Workers, 1959, Special Labor Force
Report No. 1, table F. Data for 1965 are unpublished from the March 1965 supplement to the Current Population Survey.
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Among persons 18 years old and over in the civilian labor force, the proportion of nonwhite workers
completing at least 4 years of high school doubled from 1952 to 1965, rising to 38 percent, while the
proportion of white workers has risen by nearly one-third to 60 percent.

Tabte |VB-6.—Percent of the CiviliananLdalE)())/r &)%crearllg g(eexe}rgeglcqeangegyse,r,lB)gzs_%lbected Levels of Educational Attainment

Years of school completed and period Both sexes Male Female

Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White

EIementary—8g2ears or less: 1

October 19 _ 66. 5 349 69. 5 B, 7 62. 3 2.5
March 1957 5. 6 N5 ( ( @
March 1959— 53. 8 2.1 8 1 0. 4 7.1 2.1
March 19— — — 45,2 2.7 5. 5 20, 2 3. 6' 19.5
March 1964 40. 8 2. 6 a7 2.8 351 181
_ March 1965—  —— .~ 3.6 216 41. 8 23.9 3.6 11
High school—4 yearsor more:
October 1952, o 17. 4 46. 1 151 .1 2. 4 5.1
March 1957.7 2.1 01 ( (a (
March 1959 25. 0 2. 6 17 9.4 9.9 0. 8
March 19627 — 3L 5 5. 6 27,3 53. 5 37. 6 02. 1
March 1964.. 4.6 .9 30. 8 5. 2 0.7 04, 2
March 1965~ - 3.5 60. 0 B8 57. 3 2.1 b, 2
College—4 years or more:
ctober 1952 ~ 2.6 8.6 19 8.6 36 83
March 1957 _ - 3.5 98 ( v
March 1959~ 4.0 10. 3 3.0 12 41 8.6
March 1962 4.8 11. 8 30 12.6 6. 7 10.0
March 194 — - 58 11. 8 6.0 27 5.2 10. 1
March 1965 7.0 12.2 6. 4 131 1.8 10.3

1 Includes persons reporting no school years completed.
2Not avaﬂgble. poring y P

Source: U.S. DeR‘artment of Labar, Bureay of Labor Statistics, Data for 1952-64 are from “Educational Attainment of Workers, March 1964, Special
Labor Force Report No. 53, table 2. Data for 1965 are unpublished from the March 1965 supplement to the Current Population Survey.
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The labor force participation rate for nonwhite men 18 years old and over was almost the same as
for white men in March 1965, and for both. rou;t)s the. rates mcrea?ed with education. At each edu-
cational level, nonwhite women were more likely to be in the labor Torce than white women.

Tabte |VB-7.— Labor Force Participation Rates Lof Persons 18 Years Old and Over, by Age Group, Color, Sex, and Years
of School Completed, March 1969

Total 18 \)/ears 18 to 24 2510 34 35 1o 44 45 to 54 55 years
and-over years years years years and’ over

Years of Sacrpé)%le )gompleted
Non- White Non- White Noq- White N
whit white W

e white on- White Non-  White vl\vll?He White

r? n white
MALE
Total, 8.8 86 MO0 ™3 %4 9.2 926 9.7 R4 %8 54 5.5
Efementary:
Less than 8 years. L7 6L7 71 8.3 9.7 9.4 8.0 9L4 92 N6 499 407

Lessthan o years _ 649 %0.2 éz) &2; 8.6 8.9 8.5 81 8.6 490 323
510 7 years 79.9 682 g %5 95’9 %4 9.0 R4 H1 B2 5.7 463
High85¥ﬁ85?' 8.0 747 B4 2 B0 %24 %9 29 %0 632 HMI
110 3 years 8.1 8.1 77.9 752 B0 B3 B0 9.5 99 %3 687 6.4
Collezl)e/'ears — 8.7 9.5 82 89 9.2 B7 %3 B @ I3 (@ 695
1géarormore _ 8.8 8.5 6.3 585 9.3 %9 %2 N1 pn B4 @ MKl
110 3 years 828 8.3 6L2 539 %0 %0 o 98 7 RB1 10. 8

4 years or more B1 R4 @ 19 B4 K8 Ezg 9.2 9. 6 16.6

FEMALE

TOtaé'I'ementar' 9.1 384 4.0 4.5 543 %6 5.3 4.2 60.6 49.2 205 245
Lesstr¥én8years._._33.8 2. 4 9.9 8.2 2.8 438 B5 529 %2 21 10
Less than 5 years 5.9 163 ga 2@ 0.8 %5 01 504 22 182 106
Sto7years”  —— 309 240 1673 4473 26.8 417 416 S 1 3.5 21.0 161
H h8syclﬁg(r)s|_ 17 206 (¢ 305 4H6 330 580 4.2 5.4 461 348 196
g1t03y'ears 9.1 363 4.3 3.2 506 44 52 40 6.6 467 26.2
Colle43/'ears L 604 B9 5.9 533 552 366 6.6 48 0.1 5.8 (9 31
P'earormore NOoe8 9 467 524 534 7194 419 3T 4.6 57.4 3.6
110 3 years 8.0 40.1 40.7 4.7 748 3% 7 3.1 50. 8 3L 8

4 years or more L2 %6 (2 8.8 840 49.4 8 5.0 66. 0 49.5

1Civilian labor force as percent of civilian noninstitutional population.
2Rate not shown where base is less than 100,000.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data are unpublished from the March 1965supplement to the Current Population Survey.
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Labor force partlc?atlon rates for men a&ed 25 and over with 8 years or less of schooling declined
substantially between 1950 and 1960 for both whites and nonwhites, since these were most!g older
persons. However, participation rates for men with some college education increased, especially for
nonwhites. Pa_rt|C|Pat|on rates for women, both white and nonwhite, increased considerably at all
levels of educational attainment.

Tabte |VB-8.—Labor Force Participation Rates 1of Persons 25 Years Old and Over, by Sex, Color, and Educational
Attainment, United States, 1950 and 1960

Male Female
Educational attainment Nonwhite White Nonwhite White

1950 1960 1950 1960 1950 1960 1950 1960

Total . . 82 79 85 84 40 46 21 34
Elementary, 8 years or less__ 83 74 80 1 37 40 20 24
High schoal:

1-3 years 81 87 92 89 44 50 28 36

c II4 years. 88 90 9 93 49 b4 32 38
ollege;

Ig-3 years _ 81 88 88 9 4 o3 3 40

dyears. . _ 87 91 o1 94 10 16 46 51

1Civilian labor force as percent of civilian noninstitutional population.

Source: 1950: Census of Population, Vol. IV, Special Rgports, part 5, chapter 3, Education, table 9; 1960 Census of Population, Subject Reports, Educational
Attainment, PC(2)-5B, tables 4and 5 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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A sharp increase jn edycational level of nonwhite workers in blue-collar occupations occurred from
1959 to 1965. In white-collar jobs, the praportion of white and nonwhite men with at least 4 years of
high school rose at almost the same rate in that E)_erlod. In 1965, a somewhat larger proportion of
nonwhite than white women in white-collar occupations had 4 years or more of high schoal.

Table IVB-9.—Percent Distribution of Employed Persons 18 Years Old and Over, by Years of School Completed, Occupation
Group, Color, and Sex, March 1959 and March 1965

Total White-collar,  Blue-collar Service Farm
?ad occupations 1 occupa(ﬁonSZ occupations 3 occupations 4

emp
Year, sex,c%%i Yee[%s of school
P Nop- Whit  Nep- White Non- White Non- White Non- White
white white white white white
Ml 19595
ale;
Total: Number (in thousands). 3,597 37,230 453 14,793 2, 150 16,941 495 2,034 499 3 462
Percent L 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
El_errr]lenﬁaryl: ByearsOrless6 583 297 199 130 643 374 456 403 797 57.5
1gn School:
g1t03years 197 199 128 124 220 269 238 232 118 15.8
ol dyearsormore. 2.1 504 673 747 138 357 307 364 84 268
emale:
Total: Number (in thousands). 2,426 17,539 431 10,764 358 3,004 1,553 3212 84 559
Percent . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 0 100.0
El_erﬁenhaTW‘S’years orfess 473 212 132 9 447 415 552 413 52.6
Ign Scnool:
g1t03years L 2.1 1.9 95 122 26 303 245 256 15.9
dyearsormore_—_ 306 60.9 7.2 798 2.7 282 23 330 3.6
Ml 1965
ale.
Total: Number (in thousands). 4,236 39, 983 736 16,891 2513 18,147 638 235 349 2620
Percent o 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
El_ewenﬁaryl: Byearsorless6. 418 235 126 93 450 3.3 40.3 304 8.1 553
Ign Scnool:
g1t03years . 233 184 133 104 268 259 287 233 9.2 14.2
amale: dyearsormore .~ 349 580 740 803 282 428 310 463 77 304
Total: Number (in thousands). 2,969 20,581 771 12,976 487 3,607 1,660 3,560 51 438
Percent B .. 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 () 100.0
Elew%rg}%rgl_? yearsorless 325 169 38 58 31 385 436 318 41.5
| .
g1t03years 229 1.3 110 16 281 292 200 260 16.7
4 years or more 437 658 852 827 368 323 215 422 35.8
Lncludes professional, technical, managerial, clerical, and sales workers, Note—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal
mi2nlencludes craftsmen, foremen, operativés, and laborers, except farm and totsals. Us D Lo B L St D
3 Ficludes rivate household workers. ource: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data
gtlncludes armers and farm managers, foremeni and laborers. E)gblogrng%rrecgr(I)?rBt. Ndol{cgi'otg%ﬂeA%a'r[‘)rgteg‘%o?fi’g’ggﬁ?h%ﬂgﬂs}% frgﬁ]e%'ﬁg

Excludes persons not reporting ¥]ears of school completed.
81ncluces persons reporting no School years completed.
TPercent not shown where base is less than 100000.

March 1965 supplement to the Current Population Survey.
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A much Iar% 5 %roPortlon of white than nonwhite men with hlgh school or college tramlng were
|

likely to be In w olﬁ [JObS In 1965, and ﬁhe Pro ortions haii not ch anﬁ F pprec| 3/ fmce 1959,
The roportion of nonwhite women with at least a high schoo d|P oma folding white-colfar jobs in-
creased significantly, however, with most of the gain in‘clerical positions.

Table |VB-10.—Percent Distribution of Emplox/e]ngPherlsggg a% (l\)ACaCrlf:%atllggSGmUp’ Years of School Completed, Color and

Years of school completed and color

Total Elementary High school College
Year, sex, and occupation group 8years orless  1to 3 years 4 years L year or more
v'\\/lﬁirt]e' White v'vt%rt]e' White yvﬂﬂé White v’yr%rt]e' White Nf?lrt]e White
19%9
MALE
All occupation %roups
Number (thousands) 3,597 37,230 2130 11,055 688 7,401 480 10,768 299 8 006
Percent. . _100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1200.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
White- c?llar workers 25 308 42 174 83 248 26 43 o471 83
Professional and technical 42 114 512 10 22 23 65 4.7 406
Managers, officials, and pro-
propnetors . . 22 150 20 104 12 124 33 14 47 21
Clerical workers . . 51 7.0 14 30 49 58 15B4 110 57 83
Sales workers 9 63 3 28 12 43 17 84 37 10. 3
Blue- coI#ar workeJ - 5.6 4.4 647 5.1 683 6.4 485 460 207 136
Craftsmen and forsmen . 93 25 75 22 B35 21 106 27 103 .7
Operatives., - 2.6 101 286 51 20 2.2 26 182 53 48
Nonfarm laborefs.. 2.7 58 36 98 28 11 B4 41 50 12
Service workers 38 55 106 75 11 64 230 51 14O 25
Farmworkers - 42 93 25 180 64 14 58 66 N 20
Farmers errdm managers_ 57 L1 84 182 17 58 31 55 2.2
Farm laborers and foremen — 84 22 1220 48 46 16 27 12 1 )
19%5
MALE
All occupation %roups
Number (thousands) 4,23 39,93 1771 9411 987 7370 917 13,316 561 9 826
Per _100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
White- coIIar workers 7.4 4.2 53 167 99 29 22 4L0
Professional and technical 6.7 134 512 11 20 45 72 396 4.9
Manaqers officials, and pro-
rIetors. ~ 38 B5 33 99 26 14 36 166 15 226
CIerlcaI workers.” 55 14 9 32 48 61 94 104 152 83
Sales workers. 14 59 6 23 14 44 27 67 20 9.5
Blue-collar workers. 5.3 4.4 639 604 6.3 6.7 6L2 483 262 133
Craftsmen and foremen. _ 108 197 1200 22 16 X8 132 271 11 7.6
Operatwes 2.6 2.0 2.6 2.0 337 302 320 2.0 1238 4.4
Nonfarm laborers . 2.0 57 2.2 1002 20 17 160 46 57 13
Service workers . 1 58 45 75 185 74 161 60 89 21
Farm workers 82 66 14 B4 32 51 25 47 T 18
Farmers and farm managefs_ 25 50 50 1.3 11 35 239 A 14
Farm laborers and foremen — 5.7 16 1.3 41 21 15 20 .8 4 3
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Tabte IVB-10.—Percent Distribution_of Employed Persons, by Occupation Group, Years of School Completed, Color and
Sex, March 1959 and March 1965— Continued

Years of school completed and color

Total Elementary High school College
Year, sex, and occupation group 8 years or less  1to 3 years 4 years L year or more
Non-  White  Non-  White  Non-  White  Non-  White  Non-  White
white white white white white
199
FEMALE
All occupation Hroups:
Number (thousands) _ 2,426 17,539 1 147 3,733 531 3 142 489 7,229 253 3,435
Percent 100.0 1200.0 100.0 1200.0 100.0 100.0 200.0 1200.0 100.0  100.0
Whitg-collar workers 1.7 6.3 50 29 76 420 22 7K1 7143 98
Professional and fechnical 6.8 14.2 2 10 15 23 45 719 2 238
Managers, officials, and
propriefors. 23 60 31 60 13 59 14 61 24 59
Clerical workers. ~ T4 30 9 82 41 B4 25 53 170 280
Sales workers. . 12 81 8 11 103 18 87 28 5?2
Blue-collar workers 46 11 BE B5 194 200 BT 107 55 2.2
Craftsmen and foremen 510 21T 6 12 12 10 .3
Operatives B4 BT BO 09 B2 24 BLI 94 55 L8
Nonfarm laborers 1 A .0 .8 .0 A 14 3
Service workers 642 184 1 H71 09 262 %2 123 N2 50
Private household workers__ 388 48 536 136 %9 50 23 22 103 |
Other service workers__ A4 135 206 21 41 23 29 01 99 4.4
Farm workers. _ 35 32 61 19 20 28 820 10
Farmers arid farm managers 2 .0 519 9 2 2
Farm laborers and foremen 33 26 56 61 20 23 8 17 .8
19
FEMALE
All occupation groups:
Number (thousands) _ 2,99 20,581 964 3479 709 3551 844 9060 452 4491
,Perc?nt... 100.0 100.0 200.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 200.0 100.0  100.0
White-collar workers 6.0 630 30 25 10 &2 %7 31 85 94
Professional and fechnical. 9.7 153 8 11 25 32 31 15 524 513
Managers, officials, and
proprietors. 20 52 11 43 23 47 13 55 44 55
Clerical workers 26 346 5 87 56 23 2.7 515 22 3.2
Salefs workers . 16 81 S o174 16 L9 26 86 24 4.3
Blue-collar workers 6.4 1.5 17 39 193 297 B7 L7 46 2.4
Craftsmen andforemen. 6 13 3 18 A0 21 12 10 A .0
Operatives. 49 159 K9 31 BI 20 w3 04 33 L7
Nonfarm laborers .9 A4 16 10 .8 .6 2 2 9 1
Service workers. _ %9 13 B0 R6 6.8 261 462 139 U6 54
Private household. . . . .2 34 50.1 107 K4 41 2.0 L7 33 N
Other service workers. 4.7 B9 249 209 R4 20 K2 122 13 4.7
Farm_ workers 17 21 43 60 8 21 A4 13 .2 .8
Farmers and farm managers 2 5 115 N 2 A
Farm laborers and forenien 15 16 35 45 8 14 A4 11 .2 A

N ote.—Because of rounding, sums of the individual items may not equal totals.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data for 1959 are from “Educational Attainment of Workers, March 1964,” Special Labor
Force Rpt. No. 53, table 7, and unpublished data from the 1959 supplement to the Current Population Survey. Data for 1965 are unpublished from theMarch
1965 supplement to the Current Population Survey.
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In 1965, unem onment rates for white and nonwhite Persons tended to decline with increasin
a%gt(éw to 45 years)pa d were generally lower for high school graduates than for workers with less ed-
ucation.

Tabte |VB-11.—Unemployment Rates of Persons 18 years Qld and Over, by Years of School Completed, and by Age, Sex,
and Color, March 1962 and March 1965

Yeai, sex. and Ye{aas of school Totgrll, d108\/¥rears 1810 24 years 25to 34 years 35to 4dyears 45y
complete

Non-  White N
w W

gars
over

IJ%- White  Non-  White  Non- White  Non-  White

hite r? e white white white
1962

Total, male - 127 52 183 112 112 49 125 39 116 45
Ell_ewen’[_B_haryl: years orfess 128 75 192 186 75 9.8 134 69 130 6.4

igh schaol:
. 1to Jyears .. 166 67 234 153 192 65 141 57 8.6 4.4
4 years or more 9.5 35 127 85 80 33 99 21 80 2.6
Total, female. . 112 52 240 92 120 56 89 471 6.0 3.6
El_erﬁenﬁaryl:? yearsortess 9.6 62 (2 174 136 84 100 67 51 5.0

igh school:
! lto3years. . __ 136 83 267 173 154 92 102 75 51 51
dyearsormore___  ~~ 111 40 192 70 92 43 68 35 93 2.2
Total, male 81 40 132 86 79 31 65 31 61 3.5
Ell_e%nenrt]ar){:?‘y‘ezfrs‘or lss1 78 55 59 118 83 70 84 53 7.9 4.8

igh schodl:
! 1to 3years. 21 60 253 122 109 54 53 51 59 4.4
4 years or more ~ 54 27 61 70 62 19 58 18 25 2.0
Total, female : 90 48 184 89 104 55 67 40 51 3.0
El_ewen}]eTyl:‘S’yea_l_L_rs oresst. 66 56 (@ 133 158 7.1 61 84 49 43

igh school:
! 1to 3years---m-m--m- . B3 11 A0 199 127 66 95 42 103 4.4
4 years or more., -------- 70 39 11 68 75 51 52 30 19 19

1 Includes persons reporting_no school years completed.
2 Rate not shown where basé is less than 100,000.

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data for 1962 are from “ Educational Attainment of Workers, March 1962”, Special Labor
Force Rpt. No. 30, table K. Data for 1965 are unpublished from the March 1965 supplement to the Current Population Survey.
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Among nopwhite workers, the drop in unemgloyment between 1962 and 1965 was relat|velly greater
at the ends of the educational scale—among those with only grade school training (usually older workers
with experience).and those who attended college—than among those who attendéd high school. - Among
whites, the decline was greatest among those with least schooling.

Tabte IVB-12. Percent Distribution of Unemployed Persons 18 Years Old and Over, by Years of School Completed and by
Age and Color, March 1962 and March 1965

ng?sla%% 8 etgrs2 : 2 etgrs3 g % etgrs4 g ¥ etgrs5 g a%%yg%?
Years of school y over y y y y

VIDI White Vl\\IIOIJ% White Non- White Non- White Non- White Non- White

fite hite white white white white
1962
Total: Number (thousands) 911 3 138 249 843 205 622 206 608 143 574 108 491
Eleerrcneenntiar' ___100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Lesstr¥én5years 160 50 20 8 49 27 194 30 252 75 519 149
510 7years 134 125 112 65 92 100 146 115 161 20.2 204 175
i h8yﬁar? 144 16rd 140 75 97 128 165 178 161 244 176 253
igh school ™
g1t03years 294 2.1 38.0 313 456 257 248 30.1 168 220 46 177
4gears_ — 215 295 284 431 243 337 199 262 231 181 9 179
Collegé: 1 yearor more 53 105 64 108 63 11 49 115 28 78 46 6.7
1965
Total: Number (thousands) 666 2,700 206 834 167 475 124 508 100 442 69 441
Eleerﬁweenr}t'ér' 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 1000 1000 1000 (2  100.0
Less tr¥én5yearsl 108 4.6 14 36 27 89 39 23 63 1.8
5to 7years 140 95 19 24 133 68 194 151 253 147 14.5
i h8yﬁars|_ 8.1 139 29 54 84 1.8 1205 129 121 197 21.4
igh school?
g1t03years_ 396 275 633 324 %1 247 2.0 21.1 242 217 215
4g/ears 31 R a5 432 B1 363 266 280 121 261 .0
College: 1 yearormore 38 124 43 152 54 1717 56 129 54 — 1.1

1Includes persons reporting no school years completed.
2Percent not shown where base Is less'than 100,000,

N ote—Because of roundin?, sums of individual items may not equal totals, ] ] )
Source: U.S. Department ot Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. Data for 192 are from “Educational Attainment of Workers, March 1962 Special Labor
Force Report No. 30, table' L. Data for 1965 are unpublished from the March 1965 supplement to the Current Population Survey.
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. The median income of nonwhite men Ia?ged behind that of white men at ev%rg/ edu_caduonal level
in both 1958 and 1963, but incomes In both groups increased supstantially during that period.  |n both
Years, nonwhite men’s income more closely approximated the income of the ledst educated white men
han that of men with some college education.

Tabte |VB-13.—Median Yearly Income of Males 4 Years Old and Qver With Income, by Color and Years of School Com-
pleted, 1958 and 1963

Total Nonwhite White Percent c%gge 1358 to Nz? r})"gpé%enfa g
Years oﬁ fchool of white
completed
1958 1963 1958 1963 1958 1963 Total Nonwhite White 1958 1963
Elementary:
Less than 8
years C$1905 82,194 $1 447 $L 731 82,076 $2,408 15 20 16 10 12
H h8 yﬁarsl_ 3214 3610 2328 2740 3216 3749 12 B 14 71 13
igh school: —
g1to3years 3,59 3902 2224 2459 3774 4150 9 n 10 5 59
Ayears 4548 548 2994 381 4654 560 2 28 20 o4 68
College: 1 yedr or
more ~ 5702 6674 3679 4070 5810 689 I n 18 63 60

N ote—All income data are expressed in current dollars. - ] ) ]
Source: Data are from Current Population Reports, Consumer Income, “Income of Families and Persons in the United States: 1958 series P-60, No. 33,
té:lbIe %, eflrgﬂ cérrent;opulation Reports, Consumer Income, * Income of Families and Persons in the United States: 1963 series P-60, No. 43, table 21 (U.S.
ureau of the Census).

At every income level a substantially larger proportion of housin(i occupied by nonwhite thap white
households was substandard (according to Census definition). At the Towest income level (under $3,000),
only 30 percent of white housing was substandard, compared to 61 percent of nonwhite housing.

Tabte 1VC-1—Condition of Housing by Income Class of Household in 1959 and by Color, United States, 1960

Percent in
I'Otﬂql numper
in thousanas)

Income class Standard Lhousing  Substandard housing
Nonwhite ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White ~ Nonwhite ~ White

Total Coe b 144 47,880 56 87 44 13

L ess than $3,000 D 2,155 12,047 39 70 6l 30
3,000 to $4,999 1, 186 9,536 6/ 85 3 15

5,000 to $6,999 645 10,512 8l 93 20 1

7,000 and over— _ - b8 15,786 89 97 12 3

1Standard housing, as defined by the Census, had slight or no defects, hot Source: 1960 Census of Housing, VOl. [I, Metropolitan Housing, pt. I, United

ol 1], M
nd cold running water and exclusive use of a flush toilet and bathtub (or  States and Divisions, tables A-4, A-13 (U.S. Bureau of the Census),
shower) within the unit.

totl\élcSJte.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal
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Among white and nonwhite households in all regjons, the extent of substandarg housing and over-
crowding Was greatest outside of SMSA’s, and tended to be least in central cities of SMSA’

Table |VC-2—Selected Characteristics of Housing Units by Color of Household Head, by Region, Inside and Qutside SM SA’s
Urban‘and Rural, 1960

Percent of units 1

Location Substandard 2 With 1.01 or more
persons per room

Nonwhitt ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White

United States. _ . 5. 0 23.1 28. 3 9.7
Inside SMSA™ . 432 156 241 88

In central cities 40. 8 16. 9 23.5 8.4

Not in central ciTies.. A 53, 7 141 29,8 9.0

Qutside SMSA. - . 82. 8 3.5 3. 0 11.5
Urban ~ . 46. 4 156 247 85
Rural 83. 6 40. 1 40. 8 12.9
Nonfarm 86. 8 3.8 3.4 135
Farm__ - %9 4.0 47.6 14

REGIONS

Northeast L e 1 18.0 2.3 73
Inside SM SA—_ _ - T 41 4 53 2. 2 12

In central Tities o T 413 17.5 2.3 8.2

Not in central cities R _ 42,2 130 19.9 6. 3

Qutside SMSA : - .1 2.1 2.3 12
Ubap ) 1.4 149 2.2 7.0
Rural T — — _ 6L 3 28. 9 246 81
Nonfarm - T T 60. 4 28 4 24 3 84

Farm . T 16. 0 3. 8 2.5 59

North Central - 430 24. 5 2.1 9.2
Inside SMSA— - - 40. 4 16. 4 23.3 91

In central Citigs PR — 3.1 18.3 23.0 8.2

Not in central cifies . ..~ ol 1 142 5. 1 10. 2

Qutside SMSA. T 69. 1 39 281 92
Urban L 4.5 16. 6 23.2 86
Rural = . T 1.3 39. 8 349 10. 2
NORfarn T 74,8 30, 4 3.9 14

Farm — T 84. 6 40. 9 3. 0 8.6

South — — - — 69. 4 30. 3 3.1 12.5
Inside SMSA ™. - 5L 8 17. 3 29. 5 10. 4

In central Tities _ _ 46. 5 17. 2 21,3 0.1

Not in central cifies__ _ ~ 70. 4 1.5 3.1 11

Qutside SMSA 8. 9 42.5 36. 5 14 5
Urban - h6. 6 17.6 28. 6 83
Rural - " 9.9 489 41,0 16.5
Nonfarm - T T 9N 5 46. 9 3.3 16. 9

Farm - 9%. 8 5. 3 48,2 149

See footnotes at end of table.
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Tabte 1VC-2.—Selected Characteristics of Housing Units bg Color of Household Head, by Region, Inside and Outside SM SA’s
Urban and Rural, 1960—Continued

Percent of units 1

Location Substandard 2 With 1.01 or more
Persons per room

Nonwhitt ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White

regions—continued

West 3.4 171 25. 2 10. 3
mside SMSA____ 20. 5 19.0 215 8.9

In central CIties e 26. 0 13.2 19.7 1

Not In central Cilies____ o 28.0 12.4 26. 3 10. 5

Qutside SMSA - = 63. 5 2.2 415 14.0
Urban o L 2. 7 127 212 89
Rura — o7. 1 2.4 45,5 15.9

— B — or. 2 31 45,5 16. 4

Farm_ T T T e 66. 3 28 6 4. 4 4.3

10ccupied units in all instances except in the case of data on condition. ~ shower) within the unit.

The data for whites incluge vacant units, . :
2Standard housing as defined by the Census had slight or no defects, hot Bljséléﬁedf %ﬁ%occeennsﬁj;)lm Housing, HC(L) No. 1, tables 2,22, and 23 (US,

and cold running water and exclisive use of a flus toilet and bathtub (or
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Of the 16,836,000 housmg units added to the “standard housmg” m between, 1950 and 1960
amost 9in 1 Owent to white occupants. n that period the number of hite-occupied substandard
gtTtl)tsstan do 0 umt%l 50 percent compared to less than a 20-percent decline in the nonwh|te -occupied

Table [VC-3.— Shifts in Housing Characteristics, by Color of Occupants, 1950-60
Nonwhite White Difference, 1950-60

1950 1960 1950 1960  Nonwhite  White

Occupied housing units and characteristic

(number changge)

Number (thousands of units) _ 3868 5144 39,100 47,880 1,276
Standardl 1,068 2,881 26,646 41,669 1813 15, 023
Substandard—— - —___ 2,800 2,263 12,45 b, 211 537 -6, 244
(percent change)
Percent - 100 100 100 100 3 2
Standardl o 28 ) 68 85 170 56
Substandard™ — — [/ 44 32 15 -19 -50
(percentage points
, chantge)D
Owner-occupied (percent) _ 3 38 57 6 3 1
Northeast 20 27 0 58 5 8
North Centrar . 34 30 62 69 2 1
South _ - 3] 42 58 60 5 8
Tena\n\{ oceu _d’(_c_t)_ gg gg ?tg gg § 75
North eaps Tt T 18 13 )] 42 -5 -8
North Cen‘tﬁr 60 64 38 3l —2 —T
South, : o 63 58 4 34 —5 —38
West - 60 55 5 31 —5 . -5

Senouslx overcrowdedZtotaI number of non-
0

farm Rousing units (In thousands) 548 633 1,450 107t 85 -379
Qwner- occuli)led 106 156 480 égg 50 —41
Tenant-occupled 442 4 970 3 -338
Overcrowded as a percent of all occupied 18 13 4

(percent change)
Median rent of tenant-occupied- $21 $58 $44 %75 115 10
Median value of owner-occupied _ __ _ $3,000  $6,700  §7,700  $12, 230 123 59

" 1Stand?rd housmg as defined by the Census, had slight or no defects, hot and cold running water, and exclusive use of a flush toilet and bathtub (or
shower) within the uni
\I\hth 151 persons per room.

Source: Our Nonwhite Population and Its Housing; The Change Between 1950 and 1960, May 1%3, pp. 12,13,16, and 19 (Housing and Home Finance Agency).
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The sharpest_decline in the proportion of substandard units among nonwhite households from 1950
to 1960 occurred in urban areas. There was little change in rural farm areas.

Table |VC-4.—Housing Conditions Among Households With Nonwhite Heads, by Urban-Rural Location, United States,
1950 and 1960

1950 1 1960
Location Nu Inber Percent Nu | her Percent

I
thops thoys
sandus) Total ~ Standard?2 stasnuabérd sanous) Total ~ Standard2 stasnudbzird

United States T 3, 868 100 28 2 5, 144 100 56 44
Urban_ 2,544 100 40 61 3,978 100 68 32
Rural monfarnt = 644 100 6 93 866 100 17 83
Rural farm. 679 100 3 97 299 100 8 92

11950 figures adjusted to include Alaska and Hawaii. Source: 1960 United States Census of Housinqz Vol. 1, States and Small
2 Standard housing as defined by the Census had S|Iﬁht or no defects, hot ~ Areas, United States Summary, HC(L)-1, table 27; 1950 Census of Housing,
and cold running water, and” exclusive use of a flush toilet and bathtub  Vol. 1, General Characteristics, U.S. Summary, Pt. 1 (U.S. Bureau of the
(or shower) within the unit. o ' Census); Our Nonwhite Population and Its Housing, The Changes Between
t {\llote.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal 1950 and 1960, table 24 (Housing and Home Finance Agency).
otals.

A much larger proportion of the housing for nonwhites than for whites in 1960 was, seriousI%_ove_r-
crowded (151 persons or more Rer room1 regardless of location or tenure. Qvercrowding was high. in
r$nsteMr-Soxc,éJpled housing and highest of all among nonwhite household tenants in rural areas and outside
0 .

Table |VC-5.—Percent of Housing Seriously Overcrowded,1 Inside and Outside SMSA'’s, Urban and Rural, by Tenure and
Color of Occupants, 1960

Location Renter-occupied Owner-occupied
Nonwhite White Nonwhite White
United States total . 17 4 9 2
[nside SMSA's.. 13 3 6 i
Outside SMSA’s - 21 b 14 2
Urban ~ o L 14 3 6 1
Rural__ C 3 7 17 3

1151 persons per room or more. _ _
Source: Our Nonwhite Population and Its Housing; The Changes Between 1950 and 1960, May 1963, table 35 (Housing and Home Finance Agency).
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Most of the owner-occupied nonwhite housm% in 1960 was valued at less than $7,500 whereas most
of the housing owned by whites was valued at $10,000 or more. Likewise, in renter-occupied housing
nonwhite families tended to live in low-rent houses or apartments. Home values and rents were hlghesf
in SMSA’s and lowest in rural areas for whites and nonwhites.

Tabte [VC-6.— Percent Distribution of Owner- and Renter-Occupied Housing Units by Valug or Gross Monthly Rent, Inside
and Outside SMSA's, Urban and Rural, by Color”of Occupants, 1960

Total Inside SMSA’s  Outside SMSA’s Urban Rural
v'\vlﬁne White vl?/lr?ﬂe White vlvr?ﬂe White v’?/lr?ﬂe White var?ﬂe White
Renter occupied
GROSS RENT
T OLta Lm_ 1(1)8 102 108 10(2) 1(2Jg 108 108 108 18(5) 1(%8
ess fam $30
30-$49 ~ 21 15 22 1 2 21 23 13 10 21
50-959 12 12 15 1 5 13 14 12 3 11
60-569 12 14 15 14 3 13 14 14 2 11
70-$79 10 13 13 13 2 1 12 13 | 9
80-$99 2 19 16 21 2 14 15 21 2 2
100-$119 10 i 1 1 5 6 10 5
120 or more 3 9 4 1 Q 3 4 1 8 4
Nocashrent” ~ = _ 14 6 4 4 38 10 3 4 56 15
Median $58 $75 $64 $19 $33 $65 $61 $76 $21 $66
Owner occupied
VALUE 1

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Less than $5,000- 36 1 19 5 68 22 27 6 12 25
5,000-87,400 20 /il g i 8 2 0 1 18
7,500-$9,900 15 13 19 12 1 16 17 13 5 14
10,000-812.400— 11 16 15 16 4 15 13 17 3 13
12,500-$14900— { 14 10 16 2 10 9 16 1 9
15,000-$17,400 5 1 6 13 1 i b 13 1 1
17,500-$19,900 2 8 3 9 1 4 3 9 1 4
20,000-524,900— 2 8 3 9 1 4 3 9 1 5
25,000 or more. 2 8 3 0 Q 3 2 9 5
Median. __ _ $6,700 $12,230 $8,800 $13,810 $5000 $9,002 $7,800 $13,088 5000  $8, 695
1Single housing unit properties without business. Source: Qut Nonwhite Population and Its Housing; The Changes Between
2Less than 0.5 percent. 1960 and 1960, May 1963, tables 38 and 40 (Housing and Home Finance

N ote—Because of rounding, sum ofindividual items may not equal totals. ~ Agency).
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The greatest concentration of substandard housingf in 1960 was in the South—over three-fifths of

the units ‘occupied by nonwhite households and one-fitth of those occupied by whites, The incidence

ng ssu/E‘\J,st)andar housing rises with declining income in each region in each location (inside or outside
9).

Table |VC-7.— Substandard Housing Units 1by Income Class of Household in 1959, by Color, Region, and Residence Inside
and Outside SMSA's, 1960

Total Under $3,000  $3,000 to 4,999 $5,000 to 6,999 $7,000 and over
Location

Non- White Non- White  Non- [ n- [ n- '
white te wr?lte t Wr?lte White vl\\/lr%rt]e White vlvt%rt]e White
Percent substandard
United States L i 13 61 30 33 15 20 ! il 3
[nsioe SMSA’S 28 I 4 19 25 10 1 5 9 2
Outside SMSATS 11 23 85 41 61 2 47 12 34 6
ortheast.. - 2 32 20 21 1 15 5 9 2
[nside SMSATS 22 I 3 17 21 14 5 9 2
QOutside SMSA'S— 38 14 50 28 3 16 26 8 17 4
North Central ..~ ~ = 27 14 40 3l 25 17 16 9 9 3
Inside SMSA’s 24 8 35 22 23 13 15 6 8 2
Outside SMSAT 56 2 10 33 44 22 32 13 22 1
South - 20 13 41 45 19 3l 9 21 3
[1iSide SMSA’S 40 9 52 22 32 10 21 5 13 2
Outside SMSAS 82 3l 81 h 67 2] 1) 14 44 i
West - AU 1 38 18 20 9 11 4 I 1
[nside SMSA™S 14 5 20 14 14 I 8 3 4 1
Outside SMSAS 53 12 12 25 45 13 32 b 23 3
Number (in thousands)
United States 2,203 6210 1686 3615 388 1431 126 1A 64 430
[nside S 98 2230 629 L1143 221 549 83 33 43 206
Outside SMSAS 1281 3,981 1057 2472 160 883 43 402 21 224
Northeast - 19 10% 107 515 54 216 23 160 13 103
[nside SMSA’S 180 686 97 330 5 16 21 108 12
Outside SMSAS 16 368 185 4 100 2 0
North Central — Bl 2033 150 1106 60 478 28 209 14 169
[nside SMSAS— — 203 3 116 3 51 110 4 12 12
Outside SMSA’S _ 1, 340 183 308 156 2
outh ~ T 1697 2556 1,357 1668 247 549 64 225 2 115
[iSide SMSA’S 5% M4 34 11 136 30 14
Outside SMSATS 1162 2007 978 134 136 413 316l 15 19
West - 10 326 21 128 12 10 8 43
Side SMSATS o4 302 % 176 15 66 1 38 5 22
Outside SMSAS— 5% 266 36 150 122 62 5 32 3 2

1Substandard housing includes units lacking some or all plumbing facilities, and all delapidated units.
Note: Because of rounding, sum of individual items may not equal totals.
" éource:) 1960, Census of Housing: vol. 11, Metropolitan Housing, pt. 1, United States and Divisions, tables A-4, B-4, C-4, A-13, B-13, C-13 (U.S. Bureau of
e Census).

214

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



A smaller proportion of nonwhite than white one-family homeowner properties were mortgaged in
1960. FHA or VA financing was less prevalent for nonwhite than white owners who had mortjages.

Table |VC-8.—Mortgage and Government Insurance Status of 1-Unit Homeowner Properties, by Color of Household Head,
1960

l-JV\(/)etTng Nonwhite ~ White
Mortgage and Government insurance status ropetties

Percent distribution

Total properties............ 100 100 100
Nonmortgaged properties 42 51 42
Mortgaged properties__ 58 49 58
FHA 1 5 1
VA 14 9 14
Conventionar........ 34 3 34
Mortgaged properties__ 100 100 100
FHA 19 10 19
VA 23 19 2
Conventional__ 58 1 58

Number (in thousands)

Total properties............ 24, 954 1,31 23, 633
Nonmortgaged properties 10, 501 673 9,828
Mortgaged properties 14, 454 648 13, 805
FHA 2, 667 68 2,600
VA, e 3 381 124 3297
Conventional 8, 406 457 7,949

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of Individual Items may not equal total.

Source: 1960 Census of Housing, Residential Finance, Homeowner Propgrties, vol. V, pt. 1, tables 1, 2: Residential Finance, Homeowner Properties, Nonwhite
families, vol. V, pt. 1, supplement; tables 1, 2 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Most of the homes purchased or acquired by nonwhite occupants had been previous
% to the 1960 Census of Housing. K
Income among nonwhite homeowners with conventionally finance

(74 percent), accordin
those with FHA or VA financing.

I}/] occupied
costs were over one-fourth of family

Housin
8 mortgages, but only one-fifth among

Table [VC-9.—Percent Distribution of Homes by Age of Owner and Financial Obligation Incurred, Total and

Owner characteristics

Age of housghold head:
Under 35 years
35 to 44 years ~ A
45 t0 64 years T
65 years and over__ —
Median years
PrevKl)us tenure:

ew
Previgusty occupied— ~ - T
Manner of acquisition: _
By purchase or construction
ade new mortgage
Assumed mortgage from fornier owner.
Assumed mortgage from former owner,
made new sécond mortgage
Borrowed, other than mortjage
All cash
By gift, inheritance, orother monpur-
chase transaction _
Total houslng costs as a percent of income:
Acquired before 1959 (number In
thousands)
Less tham 10 Percem
10-14 percent. _.
15-19 percent

40 percent or nmore
Median_ percent .
Purchase price-annual incomé ratio:
Acquired by Burc_hase 1957 to 1960
(part) (number in thousands)
Less than 1.0
10to14 —

oo
—
Sooo
COPORO )
oo

1.
2.
2.
3.

4.0 or mofe
Median ratio

See footnotes at end of table.
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Nonwhite, 1960 1

Properties with
All properties

FHA first VA first fCopvent{'onal
morigage mortgage Irst mortgage
Nog Total  Map.  Totl  Non.  Total Moo,  Tota

19 2 41 3 24 30 14 25
3 34 4 3 n2 46 30 30
39 32 25 3l 22 16 46 39

5 3 2 2 i
44 4 38 40 40 38 48 44

26 43 31 47 3 48 23 40
14 57 63 53 67 52 1 60

100

i

] 3 2 5 2
P 3 T
11 0 2 1
B 1233 %0 2149 1 302 3 714
b ;75 b

14 8 6 6 17
20 [ 10 4 8 25 10
24 19 19 18 2 19 21 20
0 5274 H 115 34 995 141 3122
i 2 3 i 10

15 12 14 13 16 14 155 12
8 3 5 10 7 9

12 6 5 3 155 3 12 7
2.1 2.0 2.0 2.0 21 2-0



Table 1VC-9.—Percent Distribution of Homes by Age of Owner and Financial Obligation Incurred, Total and
Nonwhite, 1960 +—Continued

Properties with
All properties

Owner characteristics 'r:nl-(l)ﬁg%set mVoArtgegate flcrgp #8#%82&%
Non-  Total  Non-  Total  Non-  Total  Non-  Total
white white white white
Interest and principal payments on first
mortgaqe as percent of jncome:
Regular payments of interest and/or
principal (number in thousands) 646 14, 402 68 2 667 124 3381 455 8 354
Less than 5 percent T 5 6 5 ! 1 3 6 i
510 9 percent 25 30 42 41 37 4 19 32
10 to 14 percent_ _ 28 3 37 37 40 39 3 3
15t0 19 percent— 16 v 8 9 12 9 18 14
20 to 29 percent- T~ _ 14 6 6 3 o] 3 18 9
30to 39 percent " 6 2 3 1 3 1 ! 2
40 percent or more__ 1 3 2 3 1 9 3
Median percent 14 11 1 10 1 10 15 12

Real estate tax as pércent of income:
Acquired before 1959 (number in ]5
thousands). e e 45 12, 333 5 2149 11 3,042 3B/ 714
h 13 ! 12 1 8 30 16

Less t

| C
11to 1.9 percent. ~— 20 22 34 2 17 2 18 22
2.0 to 2.9 percent. 21 21 21 25 ki 22 19 20
3.0to 39 percent. 10 16 23 17 10 20 9 14
4.0 to 4.9 percent — 8 10 4 9 18 12 5 10
50t0 9.9 percent 13 14 1 13 1 14 13 14
10 percentormore ™ 5 4 3 2 2 6 0]
Median percent 2.3 27 2.4 21 21 2.9 2.1 2.6

1Financial and income statistics relate to annual data.
2Less than 0.5 percent.

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: 1960 Census of Housing, Residential Finance, Homeowner Properties, vol. V, pt. 1, table 2; Residential Finance, Homeowner Properties, Nonwhite
Families, vol. V, pt. 1, supplement, table 2 (U.S. Bureau of Census).
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The median price paid for mortgaged houses bought by nonwhite homeowners from 1957 to 1960
was more than the estimated value in 1960. Two-fifths of nonwhite-owned mortgaged homes had been
built in 1929, or earlier, but relatively few were dilapidated.

Tabte |VC-10— Percent Distribution of Mortgaged Homes for Selected Property Characteristics, Total and Nonwhite, 1960

Property characteristics

Year% |8It
18e32]
i

;
1
9 or gariier., _

ndlmon -
\[o) tdllapldated -
n Dil ap| ated i —
ooms.
Less than 4rooms_
drooms T e
Srooms ~ T - -
g rooms_  — - e -
7ro msmore

edlan
Purc ase nCFas
Purchase 0.1960 art (num-
ermt%wusané va

| ess 80 percent

ggtog ercent, T
to 99 percent

100 percentormore

edjan _
F’Autrhchggg% ])950 0‘I9576'(num’0€r1n

55 1 rcent
8§t0 §§ ercent -
10 Eercent

S OIOT1O1 |

CA).I>U'KJ'I(J‘I
OO ~—Io

™NOCO.

- O

90to 9 percent. =
100 percent or more__

Real estate tax ger $Lo00vatme—  —
Acquire ore 199
8ss than $9

10 $

%0%8 %“

28 to 28

30 or more. .
Median

1 Less than 0.5 percent.

A g

vaﬁHe Total
I

g B

1/ i
14 1§

13

40 21
93 99
1 1

4 2
17 14
-
20 18
55 5.4
200 5 274
10 1
‘.
100 + %
293 7028
54
lg 20
2 18
88 86
55 12 333
21 1
24 19
21 28
18 22
1 16
5 4
1 14

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: 1960 Census of Housing, Residential Finance, Homeowner Properties, VOI. v, pt. 4, table 2; Residential Finance, Homeowner Properties, Nonwhite

Fanilies, vol. v, pt. 1, supplement, table 1 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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MAle

FHA first
mort gage
Total
11% 14
L
19 22
9 4
14 10
97 99
3 {
{
19 15
3 45
28 21
1! 1
5.3 5.3
5 115
il
:
A1 2213
4
g
n 1
8/
5 2149
18 8
9 21
38 2
9 22
19 19
I 3
13 14

Properties with—
YA first
mongage

v'\vlﬁﬂe Total
4 6
14 20
29 3
1 17
1 4
32 1
99 98
1 2

|

5 () zlé
B
18 13
55 5.3
4 995
8 6
.

21
16 2
21 %
B9
% 86
3,042
10 7
N
3 %6
21 19
4 3
16 155

tCopvent onal
I mor gage
v'\vlﬁﬂé Total
: 17
1 19
16 18
14 9
46 29
| 9%
9 2
b 3
% 14
% %é
20 2
55 56
141



Although mortgage loans as a percent of purchasegance for nonwhite homeowners tended to he
higher and the interest on their loans was higher than for white homeowners, outstanding debt as a
percent of the value of their homes was about the same, according to the 1960 Census of Housing.

Tabte IVC-11— percent Distribution of Homeowner Properties, by Mortgage Characteristics, and Owner (Total and Non-
white), 1960

Properties with
All properties .
Mortgage characteristics first ?nl-cl)ﬁgage first n\llopftgage fﬁ?%&ﬂ&&&é

vaﬁRé Total Wﬁﬁe Total Wﬁﬂe Total v”ﬁﬂe Total

Number of mortgages:

Mattgage o g % % N % % &5 @
. zmortgafar‘mhre _____ 13 [ 116 110 5 ) 15 8
First mortﬂ% 0an:

essfan $2000 12 3 () 17 5

2 §§ g 19 111 13 13 % 26 %7

21

0 bR zg 1§ ¥ 4 ¢ 1§

i R I B

i S O O

12
edjanamount, T~ %, 908 $8,7(1)6 $%,800 99,500 $s, 000 $1o,zéé %, 600 $7, 308

Term of first mortgage:

[ndefinite. 3 1 5 2

Lenssd et e ——— 4 : S

012 ears T 2 16 3 8 1 %g 2%

lg ears i 1g z 18 6 20 22

18 10 22 Vears — 1 2 % 3 g? 2 12 20

%g {0 %% ears— 10 20 43 % 2 6

33& 2 O?anr]s ___ 6 11 2 19 21 E(]) 1

V(3 1 10 1 2

Median = lyrs 1S, 25yrs. 24yrs. 23yrs.  25rs. 5. 15rs.

Selected |nt€r€st‘rates offiTst moTtgage: y 209 y Y ) y y34 ny y I
11
e o—— 4 b e L@,
1

01 054 ercent — —___ g ? 43 2 3 3 1

5558?8%— 4 4 4

%% erc§n or more— ——_ L 231 ?g

N)I § errates  —— T /i ; T 19 8 [ 3 %

Median amount—  — 6.0 51 4 ¢ 4 ¢ 45 45 6.1 56
Year first mortlgg&)e ad med:

1959 eﬂ 23 19 25 §0 10 10 20 23

1957 and 1958 25 2/ 26 4 17 18 2 Kl

1955 and 1950 23 23 22 20 23 3 22 22

1950 to 19&14 25 25 24 P 3 3 23 21

YQorearlier 5 6 3 10 10 ! 3 4
See footnotes at end of table.
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Table IVC-11.—Percent Distribution of Homeowner Properties b){_ Mortgage Characteristics, and Owner (Total and Non-
white), 1960—Continued
Properties with
All properties :
Mortgage characteristics first ﬁ]l-(l)ﬁgage first n\w/opftgage ﬁr(s)p \rlnegﬂ(ﬁgﬁlle

Wﬁﬂé Total vaﬁﬁé Total v'\vlﬁﬂé Total vaﬁﬂé Total

Holdér of first. %rtﬂ ge:
omm?rua anLtrust company__ 11 17 14 Zg 1 15 10 15
Mutua sa\gr]s k. T i §2 14 1 y y % 6
Safvmﬂs and 10an associations 3 4 %2 %g o 4 3 4
Life Insurance compan — [ 17 [ 5 3 9
Fe er.ag or State age cﬁ—_ 7 15 6 2 12 L 2
Int Igrl ual or indivigual’sestate. — 2% 11 ; 1 ;" 31 221
—_ 8 2
TO\}SE equtsrarrdTng‘TiEbt—as a percent of !
ess than 20 Percent. . 19 12 ; g 6 3 2 17
20-39 percen - i 21 3 1 | 14 %2 2(
T e — A
- — mmmmm mmmeee- 22 21
88536 et = z 9 0% % % % Yoo
1 1 2 1
Median —— 4 % B & & & £ 4
All Piwrtgage loans as a percent of purchase
P Tc»e;f than s, percent L 4 g 2 3 2 b 14
50-69 percent. — 1 2% 6 16 [ g &
[0-19 percent.™ = - 1 % % 14 10 4
88 ercent - .. 21 1 %2 22 14
i e T B i
2 22 2 8
Median S0 B £ u & &
it rlgg%gnd mortgages are not permitted at the time FHA insures a first trust. FHA cannot exercise control, however, over second mortgages assumed at a

2Lessthan 05 percent. ,
« Acquired by purchase with first mortgage made or assumed at time of purchase.

N ote.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal total.
Source: 1960 Census of Housing, Vol. V, pt. 1, Residential Finance, Homeworker Properties, table 2 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Death rates in 1964 were higher for nonwhites than for whites in all a%e groups except 75 or over.
Although death rates for the nonwhite have |mﬁ_roved more on the average than for the white population
since 1900, they were more than double the white rates for the prime ages 25 to 44 in 1964.

Table |VD-1.—Death Rates, by Age and Color, 1900 and 1964
[Rates per 1,000 population in each age group]

Percent decrease l\#g

1900 « 1964 | qsp

Age 1900-1964 100t popuation

M%rt\é White v'\\/lr?ﬂe White Wﬁﬂe White 1900 194
Al agfrider — 3f:§:8 1%:% T I é‘é‘:;s %@é Rl
M——— % 4y " oo B 5F i
— L0 oy o
- 12.1 8.1 . , . \ . ,
i 7 BT - S/ A
i kI Y T - B B - N .
2R ploogy gl g @ Hp I 17
H— g 0 BB b a8
85 an Wt B gy i 3 61

i Death Registration States included 10 States and the District of Columbia.
Source: U.S, De&ﬁrtment of Health, Education, and Welfare, white and Nonwhite Mortality Differentials in the United States, June 1965, table 2, and un-
published data for 1964 from the same agency.

Age-adjusted death rates have decreased steadily from 1947 to 1964, but the nonwhite/white gap
has remained substantial for both men and women.

Table |VD-2.-—Age-adjusted 1 Death Rates, by Color and Sex, 1947-64
[Rates per 1,000 population in specified group]

Nonwhite White Nonwhite White
Year Year

Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
194 Bes W4 10 711 9 - . 1 ) [
84%2 138 112 10,0 6.8 18% Eg 4 88 55).7
45\8 135 11 W a.% | 12.1 2 . b4
150 . 109 , 6 6.9 1 11,8 8.% . 59
| gl % 10, § . 6 6.3 | 12.1 8. ) X
1950 . 03 94 6.2 1901 11.6 8.6 8.9 04
.85:_ B0 19 9.4 6.1 19007 1.0 5./ 90 D4
54— - 12.0 9.3 9.0 57 1932 VA 8.9 92 )
1955 1.8 9.1 9.0 57 19%4 12.2 8.6 9.0 53
>Population groups differ in a%e composition among groups as well as from 2 Excludes New Jersey, which did not require reporting of color in 1962-63.

Jir BN G S R LS BN Note— ko et g 15 nd o,
Sy el et s 0 ponlaton . T e ament % U, Dpernentfe St ang et e

eliminates the difference in age composition as a factor in analyzing overall

death rates. 1964 from the same agency.
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The maternal death rate for nonwhites was still 4 times that of white women in 1964. Infant
mortality was also much higher in the nonwhite than the white population.

Table |VD-3.— Maternal and Infant Mortality Rates, by Color, Selected Periods, 1915-64

Mortality
Period Maternal: Infant
Neonatal. Postneonatals

Nonwhite White Nonwhite White Nonwhite White

1915- 1 293, 700. 458, 1 449, 4+89.5 +49.¢
§%8%1? ~ 1 1%23 628% 5L 1 38.% od. 2 34. )
19509 —— \, 163.7 615. 0 47.? ggg 27% g 1
1930-34 1 080. 7 hih. 4 43, . [, 22.9
1935-39 b 439.9 414 29.5 39.9 12.7
1940-44 4 238.0 3.6 24.9 31.3 141
1 48-42 3284 11%6 30.3 21.8 191 9.2
1950-5 — 1%2.7 43, [4 18.6 173 6.8
i rr A B ¢ I 71 :
88% — 181.§ 228 %%? 16. 14.5 55
1902 5 — h 23.8 20. 1 16.9 lgi gg
1903 s 96.9 24.0 20, 1 1. 7 15. .
Bod =-—/— 89.9 22.3 20. 5 16.2 145 54
1Deaths per 100000 live births. o distinction on birth and death certificates.

2 Deaths Under 1month (or 28 days) per 100D v births Source: U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, white and

*Deaths from 1month (or 28 days) through 11 months of age per 1,000 live Nonwhite Morhgli&y Differentials in the . United 5t11es, Washington, D.C

births. . .
« Average for 191619, 1915 data not available by age June 1965, table 3, Advance Report, Final Mortality Statistics, 1964, 194

6Excludles New Jersey since no provision was made for white-nonwhite {5%%“{'%‘3%"1'2‘&' Statisties Report, Vol. 14, No. 10, Supplement, Jan. 14,1966,
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Nonwhites showed a considerably higher death rate for selected communicable diseases than whites
in 1964, particularly for tuberculosis, syphilis, and influenza and pneumonia.

Tabte [VD-4.— Age-Adjusted Death Rates for Selected Communicable Diseases, by Color, Selected Years, 1930-64
[Rates per 100,000, adjusted for age distribution to 1940 population]

1930 1940 1950 1960 1963 1 1964

Cause of death . . . . .
Nﬁlte White vaﬁne White Wﬁq White N ﬁle White Wﬁﬂe White \Wﬁﬂe White
uberculosis, . all form 19, 4 129 301 6.5 16 51 44 1. 4 11 .
_% rf t?ltssequefaer— %@16 ?8% 6]36 07 1§g 23% 252 1.0 13183 3.9 l%? 3.8
%e[ﬁew (JI[TDTmS - T 6 %2’ 48 12 21.2 2'.21 2%05 gg 2'.05 5:01 :21 :?
i ma o 238 44 2;1.8 1.0 é4 ij 10 2.1 2.0 0 0
Meni ?oca infections zgg 2%6 %6 21.85 2%% 2 22% 2203 2.25 2.30 é %
ACUteIé% lomyelitis 21.0 ié 275 2.85 45 1 2.é 2.1 2.0 po 0
. 22.6 . . 2. 2.2 . .1 2.2 L1 L2 2

[n uenza'arrdgmwr?ma—ex—,
cept pneumania of newborn. 1943 9.1 181 6.0 %9 29 %52 A %4 244 L0s 23

1Excludes New Jersey which did not require reporting of color in 1963,
2More than half of the age-specific rates are based on frequencies of less than 20 deaths.

Source: U.S, Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, white and Nonwhite Mortality Differentials in the United States, June 1965, table 4, and, for
1964, from unpublished data provided by the same agency.

Life expectancy in 1964 was lower for nonwhites than whites at all ages in prime working years
(ages 25-55). Nonwhite-white differences were greater among women than men at each age level.

Tabte |VD-5.—Life Expectancy in Prime Working Years, by Color and Sex, 1964
[Average number of years of life remaining at given ages, 1964]

Both sexes Males Females
Age v'\\llﬁf%e White %Bf;\\;” v’\\/lnalrt]é White %bﬁngﬁi&tce v'\\llﬁﬂe White [ﬁbﬁ\;\/\}zg: g
2 4 52 49 & 47 459 5l 5.
=EEEEEEEEE
; TR VR T N LA (A R
By 66 105 29 Wy ®T o i 4 S

%mtjr%el U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public Health Service, Life Tables, Vital Statistics of the United States, 1964, vol. 11,
sec. b, table 5
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~ The disadvantage of the nonwhite compared to the white population with respect to life expectancy
is greatest in the South Atlantic and West North Central States, both for males and females.

Tabte IVD-6 —Life Expectancy Lin Prime Working Years, by Age, Color, and Sex, United States and Geographical Divisions,

1959-61
Males
Divisions -3l | 0L |

Non- White Dbfﬁ\%ﬁn&e Non- White Df)fr];\e/\;ﬁntcee

white (qo WA white 20 whi

in yearse) In years
Unitele\ﬁi States. . L 3.6 4098 -3. 9 2. 72 gl. 7% % I
ew England.‘,. 3011 Z&g 1l § %? 2§.]2 14 - gg

ddle Atlantic. 30. 42 63 -4, 2. 14 3109 -2.
ast ort& entrat 3.3 401 -3.64 288 %% gl - 2,86
West North Central— . .. . 09 4). (8 -5.§ %8. %7 .4l -3.34
Eout Atl nélc §§ gg 40, 87 -h, % 1. 2] % % -4 3
ast Souti emrat.— T . 41, 0/ -4, ] 28, 11 : 3 gl
R Tt B B
Pacific i T M8 %d £ 60

Females

United States . 46. 63 5.0 R 313 -4 97
iy el U VD I O GRS
hem——— Qy B 54 oph g 4y
out Atlﬁn c. . — N7 40 0B AR [ bl -23§3
Pl — 8 b 1T
Bacifc. Bl &1 26 2% FhH 0 4k

+ Average number of years of life remaining at beginning of age interval. 1964, tables e, 6,8,9, and U.S. Department of Health, Education and Welfare

Source U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public ~ Public Health Service, Life Tables for the Geographic Divisions of the United
Health Service, United States Life, tables: 1950-61, Vol. 1, No. 1, December ~ Slates: 1959-61, vol. 1, No. 3, May 1965, tables 1-36.
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~ White suicide rates are far higher than nonwhite but in recent years the difference has decreased
slightly.  Suicide rates are consistently lowest among nonwhite women.

Tabte 1VD-7.—Suicide Rates, by Sex and Color, 1947-63
[Rate per 100,000 population In specified group excluding deaths among Armed Forces overseas]

Nonwhite White Nonwhite White
Year Year

Male ~ Female ~ Male  Female Male  Female ~ Male  Female
194 6.5 5 189 o 1956 | 5 169 1.
f—— B3 i I e o1 18
— 73 LI 55 19 70 Oy 180 0]
o 7 WA 5 I 14 18 ik b
o > 17 173 50 1 ¥ A b
mr— ¢ K AR 76 19 11 b
B— i R M fip— oo o8
1055 E 213 10 - 43 20 o

1Excludes New Jersey, which did nt require reporting of color in 1962 and 1963

Source: Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, vital Statistics-Special Reports, Vol. 43, No. 30; Vital Statistics ofthe United States (annual reports,
1950-62): Monthly Vital Statistics Reports, vol. 2, No. 13, Annual Summary for the United States, 1963; Monthly Vital Statistics Report, Advance Reports, vol.
14 No. 10, Supplement, 194,
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Among the nonwhite as well as white population the proportion with hospital or surgical insurance
increases with income. Relatively fewer nonwhites had insurance at each income level, according to a
1962-63 national survey, but the gap lessens with rising income.

Table |VD-s —Distribution of Population, by Hospital and Surgical Insurance Coverage, Family Income, and Color, July
1962-June 1968 1

[Data are based on household interviews of the civilian, noninstitutional population]

Family income and race tHI%ﬁ H%pr} vgiﬁ? gé Vgl %ﬁ%ﬂ% Family income and race IHPEs(l)a (yl)sr} Vgﬁacl I?)]gvgﬁﬁcl%w
Urance urance surance surance
Aligones: s 0 s TR pm g
M - 4% 8 8 W — 48 1 3
Ut 3500 s % o® T am e ®
Matte - w8 B & %”Wh'te — a8 %
R A S S L 034 % 5l
(R T S S T I
$ & 66 T T
We— 2% % B

tIncludes persons of unknown insurance status.

19645?ut§|ce2US Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public Health Service, Health Insurance Coverage, United States, July 196t~June 1963, AUGUSt,
able
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A larger proportion of the white than nonwhite population reported chronic health conditions in a
1957-61 survey, but of those with chronic conditions, relatively more nonwhites had activity limitations.

Tabte |VD-9— Numbers and Percent of Persons in the Population With One or More Chronic Conditions and Activity
Limitations, by Color and Age, July 1957-June 19611
[Numbers in thousands]

Population: Both sexes

Age, condition, activity limitations

Néjm- Percent
er

—
N~

All persans age% 17 and over
ngh1+ chronjc conditmms ™
0 44 With act?vfty ﬁmdltatlonS'Z—_ —
With 1- ] . i.0| S.
£ 10 84 W|t;1 activity limitations 72—
With 1 CTonmgitons,
With activity limitations . ——
65 and over

ith 1 ' i
With actwﬂy%%taﬂons

CONISTESC—INICD
=L O I
~JOOUT— O U100

e

)

2_

1Average number of ﬁersons with one or more chronic conditions during
4-ycar period July 1957 through June 193, .
he qualitativé measure of health behavior is the prevalence of one or more

chronic conditions or permanent impairments, ranging in severity from
disahilities which would have little or no effect on emf)loyment (depending
on job requirements) to disabilities which would result in total Incapacity.
Subjects with one or more chronic conditions reported whether or not these
condlitions resulted in activity limitations. ,

2 Percentage cells for activity limitations show Ferpent of all persons with
one or more chronic conditions reporting activity limitations.

Note—Health Interview Survey data represent health behavior, rather
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Nonwhite

e355

o—l] oo DO
=~on ~No —JOon =

Males

White Nonwhite White
!\%Jem Percent uenrw- Percent N[l)Jem Percent
101, 49 5, 48 207
FETIS BT T S
535, 484 3,%%7 26, 354

34 BT 2 %gg 11, 411 433
I Bt
19 571 gg.a ’24 M. s (2): %86 8.9
gl Ao sy g B
% py B W

than the state of health in an “objective” clinical sense.. The survey repre-
sents a series. of self-appraisals of physical capabilities in functional” terms;
what the subject himself believes he can or cannot do..

_ The Health Interview Survey Is based on household interviews conducted
in coperation with the U.S. Bureau of the Census, The present data are
based on the cumulative sample for s quarters of interviewing during the
Renod July 191 through June 1963, covering approximately 80,000 house-
olds containing about™259,000 persons.

Source; U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public
Health Service, Division of Health Interview Statistics.
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A higher proportion of chronic conditions was reported for white men in the labor force than for

nonwhite men in 1962-63, amon% both the employed and unemploYed.
sence from work, were more preva

activity limitations, resulting in a
than white men.

However, in all age groups,
ent among the employed nonwhite

Table [VD-10— Number and Percent of Males in the Labor Force With One or More Chronic Conditions, and Activity
Limitations, by Color, Age, and Employment Status, July 1961-June 1963 1

[Numbers in thousands]

Labor force

Age, C?ﬁ,ﬁf{g%ngctlvﬂy Nonwhite White
um-  Per:  Num-  Per.
er cent ber  cent

Al naalg? aged 17 and 1 609 00

W|t¥|ti1'n+schr0nit O ) @1 %] 530

. 22
With activity tim— ™ ' '
fationsa_~ b0 258 4989 2.4
17 0. %4 853 5, 908
With 13 -
dﬁlons,, N 24 5.1 2,11 3BT
With activity limi-
Y A ST N
With rgchmmmrr ' ’
dw ns. . 843 386 94% 499
With, ac -
spdl s
Wit?] T+ chromic con- '
dﬁlons_. . 793 535 9,059 60.8
With. activity limi-
spits W pE
\ﬁ/lﬂw 1+ ThTomiT Tom- ’
Wgttlgg%. b 131 736 1611 733
tations: 67 511 749 465

1 Average number of persons with one or more chronic conditions during
2-year period July 191 through June 1963
he qualitative measure of health behavior is the prevalence of one or more
chronic conditions or permanent impairments, ranging in severity from
disabilities which would have little or'no effect on emFonment (depending
on job, requirements) to disabilities which would result In total Incapacity.
ubjects with one’or more chronic conditions reported on whether or not
these “conditions resulted in_activity limitations. ]
2 Percentage cells for activity limitations show percent of all persons with
one or more chronic conditions reporting activity limitations.
3 Not shown where number of persons s less than 30,000.

Note—Health Interview Survey data represent health behavior, rather
than the state of health in an “objéctive” clinical sense. The survey repre-
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Currently employed Currently unemployed

Nonwhite White Nonwhite White

Nup- Per Num- - Ber Nu- Fer, Num- Ber

4268 10 36 3l 1642

L8l 422 21430 531 119 4L5 87 510

53 460 219 5 302 29 357

& 9 i i

0 s 1044 359 4 273 167 243
B, B 129

yo B b 0 & 0
78 382 9203 500 6 430 282 485
9 192 1491 162 316

i B 0 5 0 3

0 531 73 606 6 582 316 655
3 B2 M B 8 B 1 s
04 738 1539 731 n o1
o 516 709 461 0 556

sents a series of self-appraisals of physical capabilities in functional terms:
what the subject himself believes he’ can or cannot do. .

_ The Health Interview Survey is based on household interviews conducted
in copperation with the U.S, Bureau of the Census, The present data are
based on the cumulative sample for s quarters of interviewin dunn% the
period July 191 through June 1963, coverlnqapi)roxmatel 80,000 households
containing about 259,000persons.  The Health Interview Survey data are not
intended as official labor force estimates, and procedural differences, in the
collection of data concer,nlnﬁ employment status result in a lower estimated
rate of unemployment in the Health Interview Survey than in the Current
Population Survey.

Source; U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public
Health Service, Division of Health Interview Statistics.



After a%e 25, nonwhite persons reported a higher rate of restricted activity, bed disability, and a
greater number of days lost from work than white persons in 1961-63.

Table [VD-11 — Number of Disability Days 1and Rates Per Person Per Year by Sex, Age, and Color, July 1961-June 1963
[Numbers in thousands]

Restricted activity Bed disahility Work loss
Sex, age, and color

Days Rate Days Rate Days Rate

ALL PERSONS

Al ages 2,968, 965 162 1,212,843 6.6 415, 414 6.1
Under 17 706, 649 10.9 317, 553 49
17t0 24 - -7 %%) , 4% 18.4 89,01% 4.1 (%2 833 (34.1
510 44 31 13.9 247 111 54 157,775 53
4510 64 809, 329 219 291 458 1.9 184 841 7.3
05 and OVeT_ — 0,02 371 267,700 15.9 29, 966 9.
Nonwhite: All ages 389, 876 18.2 172,683 8.1 63,912 8.7
Under 17 L 82, 156 8.9 41 622 4.5 (3 i
/10 24 21, 944 9.4 11,410 49 4 079 3.5
s I 1 B R
65 an(? """ 71: ggg 54.9 38: gl 24.9 %: 158 11.0
White: All ages. 2,579, 089 15.9 1,040, 159 6.4 351,502 5.8
Under 17 624, 492 . 205, 932 4.9
024 174 700 igi ; 17 Br @y
25 to 44 534, 400 13. 206, 51 130, 498 50
4510 64 ggl, 849 20.6 244 4 1.3 155, 441 .1
65 and OVeT. 4,09 35.6 235, 1 51 20, 809 9.1
See footnotes at end of table.
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Taote |VD-11—Number of Disability Days 1 and Rates Pér Person Per Year by Sex, Age, and Color, July 1961-June
1963—Continued

[Numbers in thousands]

Restricted activity Bed disability Work loss
Sex, age, and color

Days Rate Days Rate Days Rate

ALL MALE
All ages B _ 1,291,455 14.5 507, 304 5.7 261, 824 59
Under 17 _ 375, 115 114 195, 5.0 @ Y)

170 24 65, 749 1.5 b, 2.9 , 029 3]
2510 44 217 164 10.0 %4, 3.9 % o 4.6
45 t0 534 368,080 20.5 124, 82 1.0 1209 1.6
65 and OVer 265, 341 35.3 107314 143 24,3 10.9
Nonwhite: All ages 163,303 15.9 67, 308 6.6 38, 370 9.0
Under 17 L 40, 005 8.7 21,616 121.7 ( W)
024 émg 6.0 2,628 4 , 4.0
25 t0 44 35, / 14.4 114171 50 15,979 1.8
45 to 64 h3, 143 32.0 19, 608 11.1 17,029 12.113
65 and oVer. . 30, 231 49.8 11,986 19.7 : 14,
White: All ages 1,128, 152 144 439,99 56 223, 454 55
Under 17 335, 1 . 144, 164 51
{71024 a3 By O 3
2510 44 , %94 %.5 12,850 gg 1, 374 2
4510 64 4,347 19.4 105, 212 . 103, 875 1.2
65 and OVer _ 235, 104 341 95, 328 138 21,638 10.6

1 Disability days are estimated annual average for 2years, July 1961 through _ The Health Interview Survey is based on household interviews conducted
June 1963, Disability days are the quantitative measure of health which in cooperation with the U.S. Bureau of the Census, The present data are
include days of restricted activity, bed disability days, and work loss days. based on the cumulative sample for 8 quarters of mte_rwewmg during the
Disability days reflect short-term illnesses as well & chronic impairments. Renod JuI¥ 1%1 throutt;h June 1963, covermq approximately 80,000 house-
The rates based on disability days represent approximate attributes of an olds, containing about 259,000 persons. H.1.S. data are not intended as
entire population, (or asublcass thereofﬁ) since they are comRuted as the total official labor force estimates, and procedural differences in the collection of
number of disability days accumulated by a grop as a whole, rather than data concerning employment status result in a lower estimated rate of un-
as the sums of individual rates. , employment in"the H.I.S. than in the Current Population Survey.

2Not shown where number of days is less than 500,000. ecause of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal fotals.

Note—Health Inverview Survey data represent health behavior, rather Source: U.S, Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public Health
than the state of health in an “objective” clinical sense.. Thesurver repre- Service, Division of Health Interview Statistics.
sents a series of self-appraisals of physical capabilities in functional terms:
what the subject himself believes he can or cannot do.
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For all persons in the labor force and for the employed, days of restricted activity, bed disability,
and work loss were proportionately higher for nonwhites than whites after age 25. Among the unem-
plﬁyed, rr]mwevige.r, days of restricted activity as well as bed disability were generally lower among non-
whites than whites.

Table |VD-12.—Number ofDisabiIitX Days 1and Rates Per Person Per Year for Nonwhite and White Males in the Labor
Force, by Age Group and Employment Status, July 1961-June 1963

[Days in millons, rate per person per year]

or, curte

For persons in the labor force For currently employed persons uneﬁploye&

ntl
persons
o R A R B YW e W

Days Rate Days Rate Days Rate Days Rate Days Rate Days Rate Days Rate Days Rate

All nonwhite males

aged 17 an

oVer. 64 137 a1 45 33 7.1 5 132 19 45 3B 76 s 184 2 49
17t0 24 ... bH b5 . . 3 4.8 , 3.2 .
BOU— " g 12 1 §4 o iy A G a4 Qg

064 29 195 9 6o 15104 25 18 s 58 15 105 4 336 9.7
oyearsamiover. 4 4.7 1 17 2106 4B1 1 s 2w Q@ @ @
All white males aged

et over " 47 11, 160 38 20 55 M) 1.9 150 37 24 55 B Ws w6
1710 24 4 ¢ 6 2.6 19 32 3 65 U %5 19 34 4 74 122
pod—— Bt Bl om o Py BB iy 1
éSyears amover. 47 212 15 7.0 o 2% 209 14 68 u 3298 L 122

Differences in rates between nonwhite and white males (excess of nonwhite, +)

All malgsoa\llqeerd 17

an +2.5 +0/ +1 +2.3 to. +2. -1.4 -1.3
g o AT -0.25 S TP R
d—— o oniomo Ao
. 1.8 . . 1. . . .
égyearsmd‘cver +§8 . 8 +4.2 13 t13 0 8 V)

lDisabiIit)édays,a,reestimated annual average for 2 years, July 1%L through terms: what the subject himself believes he can or cannot do.

June 1963. Disability days are the quantitative measure of health which _ The Health Interview Survey is based on household interviews conducted
include days of restricted activity, bed-disability days, and work-loss days. in cooperation with the U.S. Bureau of the Census, The present data are
Disability days reflect short-term illnesses as well &.chronic impairments. based on the cumulative sample for 8 quarters of_lnterwewmg during the
The rates based on disability days represent approximate attributes of an period July 1961throu0%hJune 963, covermtt; approximately 80,000 housefolds,
entire population _gorasubclass thereof), since they are computed as the total containing about 259,000 persons. HIS dafa are not intended as official labor
number of disability days accumulated by a group as awhole, rather than as force estimates, and procedural differences in the collection of data concerning
the sums of individual rates. _ emgloyme_nt status result in a lower estimated rate of unemployment in the

2Not shown where number of days is less than 500,000. HIS than in the Current Population Survey.

Note—Health Interview Survey (HIS) data represent health behavior, Source; U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public
rather than the state of health in an “objective” clinical sense. . The survey Health Service, Division of Health Interview Statistics.
represents a series of self-appraisals of physical capabilities in functional
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Family income influenced the relative number of persons who visited a doctor in 1963-64, among
both nonwhites and whites, regardless of color.

Taore [VD-13.'—Number and Percent of Persons With Last Physician Visit Within a Year, by Sex, Family Income, Color,
and Age, July 1963-June 1964
[Data are based on household interviews of the civilian noninstitutional population]

Both sexes Male Female
Family income, color, and age All wiWiirt]hS/ i3S/ietzir A‘I wimﬁhéli%ar AII| wim}]he\{i?/igar
persons males females

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Undef A0 L9 AT Ny A% LB B} BB UE B

GBS SR I L

1364 zears 0 S 6 4§§ B ol MBS

Nom iteE§5+ years 10341 708 6.1 4 2907 60 5799 4131 11

e LR R E TR

042 years 1% 53 8 Lo "l £ oo 1l i}

45-64 zears 2,001 1,122 %E} [ 8 82.5 1 14 879 56.

White: b+ years 9B 656 . 463 29 . 6 535 5 66. [

Mere— B30 B UB D 33848 w

To-dd yieafs g 3 ! 55 318 B MR 18 s'.g

45-64 ears % %%4 4 §§§ 61.% , lggg ggg 4 913 % 1§§ b

$.00 +.65+ ears.. 343 6, 68, 4009 o . 5204 37 1.7

’A?I ages o %gé 8 4(2)3 . gz, OSZ 40 78 658 62225 4470 R

%nderls ears 5} 24,61 AR 74§ By ni §7§ iy

S:éﬁ é//ggrg gl, 898 1,793 %.0 %% 23% 1;, 4 6l 3 b o/ 19 33 .

" .te‘é§+ s — &g B R B I By Da oofl %

L —— BWpwE Ry

! . . 8 )

éfélﬁ ygggrgi - %%g %% AT I FY l3§ B
White ot Years 11 ol 5

e cers B R% 84 8 A8 ui B 4B B

15-44 yeafs 48 45 3693 6.5 2,834 14 555 8%8 24912 18 139 2.8

45-64 zears 80 15481 se.0 12009 7 4% o1 10400 7,991 01

65+ years 164 3721 21 2421 1648 61,9 273 2003 b1

N ote—For official population estimates for more general use, see Bureau Source: U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public

of the Census reports on the civilian p%pulation of the United States, i~ Health Service, Physician Visits, Interval of Visits and Children’s Routine
Current PoPuIat_lo,n Reports: Series P-20, P-2S, and P-60. Because of round-  Checkup, United States, July 1968-June 1961, June 1965, table 17.
ing, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
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Nonwhite as well as white persons saw physicians most frequently at the office in 1963-64, and this
number rose with income. Regardless of income, however, a much larger proportion of nonwhite than
white patients sought medical attention at hospital clinics.

Tabte |VD-14.—percent Distribution of Physician Visits, by Place of Visit, Family Income, and Color, July 1963-June 1964

Place of visit
Family income and color All places  Office Home HquitaI %Pﬁﬁ%ﬂ”{ Telephone Other and
clinic tryurqﬁ% h unkhown
Under $2,000:
To$fal L= . 100. 0 65% 8.3 19.3 0.2 04 L5
hite — 1000 ) 4 s %2 2 3.8 1.0
White — T 10000 07. 9 9.2 51 1 ) L7
SUPEE 4 97 3 5
. 00.0 . . ) . . .
N%I"[Whm_ I 1001 53 50 %4 ! 4 A w;
White,. — ~— 100. 0 68. 3 6.2 16. 5 3 13 11
$4,000-%6,999:
Total . 100.0 69, 8 4 ¢ 1.2 6 11.8 2.1
Nonwhite. 100. 0 5.0 2.8 299 1.9 B% 4.0
7000 9Vggét_e___ 100. 0 10. 8 4.1 9.7 ) : 2.0
’ To%af .hiTE L %00.0 7.3 Zl 1 17.5 % él 1%.6 %.Z‘r
T ¢ N L It R 4 A 1 14
inge Bl | % 5 1 7 7 i 14
NOHWhite. . 188:8 6. 8 11 2% 4 2.7 54
UnknownW ite. _ 100. 0 136 52 6.2 A 12.8 L5
Tota . 100.0 68. 9.0 11,6 ) 5 1
omhiE— - 10 IR 3 g 3 t
e _ . —— @y g g T S S & I

N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source: U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public Health Service, Volume of Physician Visits by Place of Visit and Type of Service, United
States, July 1963-June 1964, June 1965, table B.
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Reaction to_syphilis tests was considerably higher among Negroes (particularly Negro men
whits 1 106042 y higher among Negroes (particulaly Negro men)

Taote 1 VD-15.-—Prevalence of Reaction to Tests for Syphilis in Adults, by Race, Sex, and Test Used, 1960-62

than

KRP 1 VDRL KRP 1 VDRL:
Race and sex Race and sex
eac- Weakly Reac- Weakl eac-  Weakly Reac- Weakl
Ve reacatlv% Filve reacéhv)é |3IV€ reacatlv}é I1IV€ reacanv)é
Number, of positive rgactions per Number, of positive reactions per
100 aduft? n speuﬁeﬁ grou;? 100 adlﬁ){tgln spemﬁeg grouﬁ)
Negro male 20.2 3.9 6.3 113 Wnite ales 2.0 3 9 2.5
Negro females— BT °3 K1 55 Whiefemals— . 3 3 §3
. ihKiOilsmer Reiter Protein, a method of determining serologic evidence of Note—Sample too small to permit adequate representation of other races.
yz_rl)VenéreaI Disease Research Laboratory, amethod of determining serologic Hesgﬁyr]ces'eg,]gé, %?ﬁ(?,ﬁg”;eg}} Iﬁg sHeﬁﬁLtgh.c TESS‘I‘%S}'%Qph?ﬂg ir\1N Xﬁﬂﬁ& Blrj]tﬁle'ﬁ
evidence of syphilis. States, 1960-62, June 1965, table A.

Nonwhite male war veterans in all age groups were about 20 percent less likely than white vet-

erans to have had year-round full-time work in 1964, and were much more likely to have been
year or part-time workers, or without work.

Tavte |VE-1.—Work Experience of Male War Veterans (Noninstitutional) by Age Group and Color, 1964
Age in March 1965

part-

All ages Under 30 years 30-39 years
Work experience in 1964 , : :
Ratlo, Ratlo, Ratlo,
MR white v'&Ed'e M it v@Eoﬂ'e MW it vUEdr}e
white white white
Tota (in thousnads) L 1,608 19,260 8 415 538 4,162
Percent T _100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0 1000  100.0
Year-round, full-time workers 9 Ko 8B @5 73 0.1 %2 .
aiEeer— s 3 o B R B
S —E A AR S ¥/ A R Y SR &
40-49 years 50-59 years 60 years and over
Total (inthousands) 623 7,840 226 2,526 173 2310
Percent _ 100.0 1000 100.0 1000 1000 100.0
Year-round “JIl-time W&rkers_ s &3 .80 6.7 Tos .ss 1.9 B4 .76
Part-year, full-time workers —— 218 144 15 2008 41 148 % 8.2 .68
Part-time workers. L0 L5 o3 23 32 e los U Ll
Did not work. 47 18 2,61 62 59 106 05 87 1n
1Less than 0.05 percent.

Source: U.S. Veterans Administration, Office of Controller.
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A larger proportion of nonwhite than white war veterans had availed themselves of G1 bill training
by early 1961, but proportionately fewer had received other benefits, such as VA compensation, pension,
of military retirement pay; GI life insurance; or VA home, farm, or business loans.

Tavte |VE-2—Male War Veterans 1 Participation in Life Insurance and Benefit Programs, by Program and Color
United States, Late 1962-Early 1963

s , : , Percent nop-
Life insurance and benefit programs v%kle\r’g%rs Nonwhite White v\’/\é?'{/ee t%fr] ?ﬁs
participating
All war veterans participating (percent) 100 100 100 1
VA compensation, pension, or military retirement pay:
By — b b
Gl life insuran%renp—— .
By ——— . .. § o §
Gl bhll traerng angvocatiomaf Temaniiitation programs. — ;
b natrain - 80 0§ 8 ;
VA ho e,?ar ,Or pusmmess loam—— — ———
Q JamednLoan.. o 3 14 3 3
Did not obtain loa_— _ o/ 86 09 9

*World War II and Korean war (noninstitutional).
2Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944, as amended.

Source: U.S. Veterans Administration, Office of the Controller.

Nonwhite war veterans were less than half as likely as white war veterans to have obtained a Gl
home loan by 1962-63, and less than % as likely in the South. Of those who did not get a GI home
loan, relatively more nonwhite than white veterans tried but failed.

Tabre |VE-3.—Male War Veterans’ 1 Use of GI Loan Entitlement, by Color, United States, and South, Late 1962-Early 1963
. Percent af nonwhite
United States South War v%)edans In
GI loan program and use of entitlement group
Nonwhitt ~ White  Nonwhite ~ White gpﬂgg South

Auwar eferans 1 (percent 100 100 100 100
0 talnegél é)r&e(E)anz ) - 14 %4 §o %4 g i
Nevero(}lne | homefoan.—— 86 66 1 66 1
Tried but failed T 12 ! 10 ! 12 15
Bought ,onl)e Uthfr ise (including some
who tried utf%led e 26 3 2 40 5 [
Have not hought home snce Service 3~ 53 25 % 23 14 23
1World War 11 and Korean war ﬁnoninstitutional).
2 Farm and business loans not included. .
8Includes small proportion who already owned homes before service.
N ote.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: U.S. Veterans’ Administration, Office of the Controller.
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Proportionately twice as mang nonwhite as white war veterans received VA or Armed Forces
hospitalization between 1947 and 1963, but the proportions receiving VA outpatient care were similar.

Tabte |[VE-4.—male war Veterans 1 Receipt of VA Medical Benefits Since 1947, by Color, Late 1962-Early 1963

ceived-VA Received VA
(%rsé%ﬂé?é iFt%%eg) outpatlenq care
Color
Since 1947 NoSYmCeoer Since 1947 m%hhsmrzlor
{0 Survey
All war veterans 1 (percent 1
(i velerans « percent)___ ; : 1§
White 2 1

i World War Il and Korean conflict. (Noninstitutional.)
JRelatively few veterans were patientsin Armed Forces hospitals.

Source: U.S. Veterans Administration, Office of the Controller.
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~ The income advantage of families headed by male war veterans, compared to all other families
with a male head, was much greater among nonwhites than whites at all age levels, according to the
1960 Census.

Tabte |VE-D.—Income in 1959 of All Families Wlthclvlale :Ll—é%%d and Families With Male War Veteran Head, by Age and
olor

Head, all ages Under 35 years ~ 35-44 years ~ 45-64 years 65 and over
Income in 1959

Wﬁﬂe White Wﬁﬂ White Nﬁn White Nt%e White v’b‘l?ﬂe White
All families, male head 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Under $3, §8 41 17 28 1% %l 8 4] 14 10 47
3,000 to 98% 44 44 N 0 44 43 4
§7 8§§ 4999 14 34 12 28 18 42 15 39 2? ?i%
15000 and over 5 ) 2 1 S 1 4
Median income $3,610 $,007 $3,621 5,672 $4, 215 $ 854 $3672 $,664 $1 857 $3, 249
R Nonwihite to Wit
ar7t1lgd|an income__~ 60.1 638 62.4 5.1 57.2
War veteran head............... 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
nder $3, 28 2 I 24 32
ity §89997 8 4 & & & 4 & % ¥ %
[ 088 4999 19 39 19 3 22 45 18 40 8 21
15,000 and over 1 6 1 2 1 6 1 10 1 6
M 557 8,593 4,636 %, ,935 $7,003 $4,352 %, 2,420 $4, 441
Rgt%an I{I%Cnow 8 N $4,557 $%,593 $4,636 $5,210 $4,935 $ $,352 $5,943 § #
median income 69.1 147 705 62.7 545

Percent difference l%ethen
I e
ofaIIfamllleswnhmagieheag 262 98 280 95 154 .. 185 42 303 367

i Less than 0.5 percent.
Note—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

Source: 1960 Census of Population: Subject Reports, Veterans, PC(2)-8C, tables 21, 22; 1960 Census of Population: Detailed Characteristics, United States
Summary, PC(1)-1D, table 224 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Educational attainment for both white and nonwhite male war veterans was higher in 1960 than
among all males (white and nonwhite) in everﬁ_occupanonal category. Level of schooling and median
e?rmngs, however, tended to be lower for nonwhite than white males in each occupation group, regardless
of veteran status.

Table |VE-6.—Earnings, Educational Attainment, and Age of All Males and Male War Veterans, by Occupation Group
and Color, 1960

Vet et
Major occupation group and war veteran status Eamings Ysec%%oi)f Age Ear- Yﬁ?rs Age
_ : ki \hirs 1NGS scriool
\Nﬁ)ﬂe White Wﬁ)ﬂe White v,\vlﬁﬂe White
TotaL ales 1 . . $2,566 $4735 g6 114 39 4 54 75 9
rofessional, managerial, and kindred work-
erfs , 4220 6,6% 126 140 40 42 64 90 95
ra ) ,nagdkmdmdworkers*_ %60 2 % 3.9 g 40 42 p4 8§49
Peratves ng kindred workers 'ohg 4 5 %g g 3 07 87 10
erjca an{sales workers, T 3,7 4806 1.1 12 2098 .90
ervice w?r T - = 23 3, 448 gs 99 4 .6% 89 93
Fa[)mers, arm managers, farm laborers.. %82 1689 54 g0 & 4% Y Y IET
wajpgrr e g {ly 1M o§ § § f b
e{rgfﬁessmnl, il | . 4, 151 7, 002 112331 11125 9 | 1I05 1;;
, . . .68 . .
Craftsmrem—foremen. and kindred-workers™ = 382 5 103 1L § 09 . .
OPeratves nd%dreg workers = 348 151 828 %8 135?1 z 3 10 88 188
Clerical and sales workers — 438 5 5% 124 126 [ 80 . 95
Serwcew?rkers — 2 g 4416 100 112 48 (Y 98
Farmers, tarm —fam rers. ? 2,304 62 10, 4 41 %g . 1.02
Laborers, except farm and mine == 294 405 51 93 B N . 81 100

LIncludes data for persons with occupation not reported, for whom data are not shown separately.

Source: Census of Population: 1960, Subject Reports, Veterans, PCEZZ)—BC tables 16, 17 Detailed Characteristics, United States Summary, PC(1)-1D, tables
205, 208; and Subject Reports, Occupational Characteristics, PC(2)-7A, tables 9, 10; unpublished tables 14 and 15; and Subject Reports, Educational Attainment,
PC(2)-5B, table ; (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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The nonwhite lag in median years of schooling in 1960 tended to be less among male war veterans
than among all males. In the group 25-29 years old, median years of schooling for nonwhite war veterans
were virtually the same as for white war veterans, in contrast with a 2-year gap among all males in that

Taote |VE-T—Educational Attainment of All Men and of War Veterans, by Age and Color, 1960

age group.

25-29 years
Years of school completed Non- White

white
Total males 100 100
Less than 4 years high school 3
Hpi S oé\,y4 yearsg - 8 &
0flege, 1-3 Xears _ g 4
Co eae, Adyearsormore” —__ 5 16
Median years 105 126
Warveterans™—— — 100 100
Less than 4 years high school 3
Hﬁsc oé,y4 earsg - 5’8 37
Coﬂe g 1-3 Xe s ” B 1
Co ege, 4 years ormmore 6 13
Median years 120 125

N otes—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.

30-34 years  35-44 years  45-54 years 55 and over
v%%'t]é White M‘ﬁ'@é White v'blr(ﬁrt]é White \A'\/lt%rt]é White
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
0 4 7 4 6 62 R 78
B 29 1 3 2 4 10

6 1 5 1w ?3 8 2 6

6 16 /Y 3 2 6
907 128 82 12.1 62 107 53 76
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
6l 9 6 4 79 89 0
2% 3 20 33 1 gg ]%

1 [ 1u Z51 1

71 5 1 13 10
1.0 127 112 128 715 95 56 84

Source: 1960 Census of Population: Subject Reports, Educational Attainment, PC(2)-58, table 2; 1960 Census of Population: Subject Reports, Veterans, PC(2)-

8C, table 7 (U.S. Bureau of the Census).
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Veterans’ housing was generally superior to that of nonveterans in 1960, but the improvement was

more pronounced among nonwhites.

Table |VE-8 —Characteristics of Housing Among All Families With Male Head and Families Headed by War Veterans, by

Tenure and Color, 1960

Households—families with male head

Total War veteran head
Housing characteristics
g In ownper- o cu In ren er-ogcu- [n awnper- OP In renéer-o
pied Units pied units pled Units pied units

ECU-

Nonwhite White Nonwhite White Nonwhite White Nonwhite White

E T(l 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
O(ﬂ rén 8%léégrlnent for exclusive use and
ound and ﬁet riorating housing units. 89 9% 0 % RN 9 82
Wi g?um '“§|g ! G 4 5§ %8 ]
LaC| ome or al| prambing— 1 28 11 16 5
Dilapidate housln unlt 1 2 i ) I 1 14
Wlthou coo |n UI ent
af? |re? 0) 2 02 1 ) 4
Lac ush toilet for exclumvru*se— 26 7 N Tk 6 5 2
Lac sho t running water - a 7 3 u 20

1Less than 0.5 percent. S )
N ote—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: U.S. Veterans’ Administration; 1960 Census of Population: Subject Reports, Families, PC(2)-4A, table 34 (U.S. Bureau of the Census.)
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In all age groups the median value of homes owned by nonwhite war veterans was much lower .than those owned by white non-

veterans in 1960.

Table |VE-9— Value of Nonfarm Owner-Occupied Housing Units of War Veterans and Others, by Age and Color, 1960

Head, all ages Under 35 years
Value of unit Nonwhite White Nonwhite White
ve\{\ele%n Other 1 vevt\éérlgn Other 1 ve\{\é?erm Other 1 v e%n Other 1
All units. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
ess than $7.500 4 1 25 34 5y 14 2
B S T N B B O
Blisie— . 5
Median value .7 556 3.6 s o6 9% s B 13068 10 50b
45-54 years 55-64 years
Allunits. T ) 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
ess than $7.500 54 16 1 8 i 24
7500 10 $14:900 8 % & » ¥ ¥ B I
15,000 to $24.90 3 10 3l 21 1 9 20 2
B —— 1 g o T
Vedialg T — 5081 57 o0b g3 s12ese 78 8510 13 21h s12 08

1Head not a war veteran.
* | ess than 0.5 percent.

N ote.—Because of rounding, sums of individual items may not equal totals.
Source: 1960 Census of Population: Subject Reports, Veterans, PC(2)-8C, tables 23, 24 (U.8. Bureau of Census).

35-44 years
Nonwhite White

War ~ Other:  War  Other:

veteran veteran
100 100 100 100
37 g}l E 21
4 41
1% 1 34 29

2 2 1
933 53 sl $12,94§

65 years and over

100 100 100 100

5

18

)
ml\)al\)
=3

QO

;
$5,%14 $5 440 $11691 $10,282





