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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

Probably the two most significant demographic trends

in the United States during the twentieth century have been

the absolute increase in the population and its changing

age structure. Trends in the birth rate, death rate, and

migration account for both phenomena. These three factors

determine the growth patterns of any population, but the

interesting facet of twentieth century trends in the

United States is how they produced an absolute increase of

population on the one hand, while creating an aging popula-

tion on the other.

Of the three factors mentioned above, migration

probably played the least important role during the twen-

tieth century in contributing to the numerical increase of

the population and to its relative aging. Although immi-

gration was a vital source of population growth throughout

most of American history, it dwindled in importance after

1910, and by 1930 it was a relatively insignificant factor

(I, p. 19).

Throughout the nineteenth century a high birth rate

accounted for much of the rapid growth of the American
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population. Until well into the twentieth century, the

United States was predominantly a rural, agricultural

nation, and enjoyed the high fertility associated with

rural life, but as the nation industrialized rapidly, and

the population urbanized, birth rates fell. The long-term

trend of falling birth rates continued until it was

reversed during the late 1930's.

Since birth rates were falling in each decade prior to

1940, and immigration had ceased to play a vital role in

population growth by 1930, demographers must look to the

rapid decline in death rates during the first half of the

twentieth century to account for much of the population

growth of the United States from 1900 to 1960. The full

impact of medical advances and improvements in sanitation

began to be felt by the turn of this century. Life expect-

ancy increased dramatically. The number of persons 65

years of age and over increased from 3,080,498, or 4.06 per

cent of the population, in 1900, to 16,559,580, or 9.23 per

cent in 1960 (see Table II). This increase is even more

significant when consideration is given to the absolute

increase in the total population during the same period

from 75,994,575 to 179,323,175 (4, p. 3;.,5, p. 4).

The population of the Eastern and Northern regions of

the United States had been aging for many years. Declines

in fertility and reduced proportions of children were of



3

long duration, while aging of immigrants had proceeded far

by 1950. "If comparisons are made among the divisions for

the years from 1930 to 1950, however, the relative

increases in the numbers of those aged 65 and over were

greatest in the Southwestern and Western divisions" (3,

p. 47). This relatively high rate of aging for the region

which includes Texas is accounted for by the fact that the

factors which had caused the aging of the population in the

East and North were Just becoming operative to a marked

degree in the West and Southwest.

A wealth of literature has been written on the demog-

raphy of aging as a national phenomenon. One very

comprehensive work was done by Henry D. Sheldon (2),

utilizing 1950 census data. Although Sheldon's book gives

a very excellent picture of the older population of the

United States from a national and regional point of view,

it is lacking in state-by-state analysis in depth. Such

analyses have been undertaken in some states but not in

Texas.

The purpose of this thesis is to examine the age

structure of the population of Texas as it existed in 1960,

and insofar as possible to trace important changes and

trends in the older group from 1900 to 1960. The qualifi-

cation derives from the fact that at this time not all of

the data from the 1960 census are available, and hence many
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trends can be described only through 1950. Where appro-

priate, the structure and trends characteristic of the total

population will be described, usually for comparative

purposes.

The first step to be taken in a demographic study of

the older population is a definition of "aged," or "old

person." It is essential to establish a chronological

boundary separating the older people from the rest of the

population so that statistical data may be analysed. Any

chronological definition is arbitrary, and the one most

commonly used by demographers is 65 years of age and over.

Many of the statistics published by the Bureau of the

Census are grouped by age, and age 65 and over is a common

dividing point. Since the major source of data for this

study is the Census Bureau, and since that organization

implicitly recognizes the widespread acceptance of age 65

as a significant point of division, old age will be defined

in this study as those years of life from age 65 onward.

Also, the terms "aged" and "older population" will be used

interchangeably.

The aging of the American population is a very recent

phenomenon. The statistical trends in the age structure of

the country will be treated in some depth in later chapters

of this study, but it would be of value at this point to

examine some of the basic reasons for conducting such a
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study. The aging of a population involves both social and

physical aspects. In physical terms aging involves a com-

plex of physical changes which occur in the body.

Unfortunately, even if physical criteria for measuring

aging could be agreed upon by everyone, such a definition

would be practically useless to the social scientist

because physical changes occur at different rates for indi-

viduals. Physical aging begins prior to birth and is never

completed until the death of the organism. It involves a

rather pronounced increase in the incidence of long-term

illnesses and a progressive diminution in the efficiency of

most sensory organs. The ability to perform arduous physi-

cal tasks is progressively impaired during this period, and

the ability to reproduce the species disappears completely.

Certain mental aptitudes, on the other hand, might conceiv-

ably be sharper during advanced years, largely as a result

of experience and observation. By and large, a view of

aging as purely a physical phenomenon is wholly inadequate,

and furnishes no criteria capable of application to masses

of people (2, pp. 1-8).

Perhaps of more utility to the social scientist is a

social analysis of aging. Basically, aging is a social

phenomenon, and, as such, will vary in definition from

society to society. Some cultures, such as the Chinese,

place a rather high value on old age, and the elder members
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of the society may perform the vital functions of guidance

and education of the young. This would almost certainly be

true in predominantly agrarian societies where the advan-

tages of age and experience would be crucial to the

production of good crops. On the other hand, among the

Eskimos, who are largely a hunting and fishing group, the

aged are relegated to self-destruction when they have lost

their ability to contribute directly to the group welfare.

The culture of the United States appears to be ambiva-

lent toward the aged. Because of the agrarian nature of

the country prior to the twentieth century, there is still

a very strong reverence for the aged, but this is subject

to regional variation and is much stronger in rural areas.

Another evidence of the value placed on old age by this

society is retirement with income, which is both privately

and governmentally supported. In addition, there are laws

which favor the aged, such as income tax exemption in cer-

tain cases, and exemption from the payment of poll taxes in

states where such taxes are levied. The aged are treated

as a privileged group in many of the folkways and mores of

the society, but, by and large, such treatment has its roots

in the agrarian type of life in the past.

On the other hand, the older people of the United

States often appear to represent a group that is "too old

to work and too young to die." People 65 years of age and
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over have far less real income than the younger members of

the society. Since education is a relatively complex and

dynamic function in an industrialized society such as the

United States, it is generally not performed by the older

people, as might be expected in a more primitive society

where the same rituals and folkways are passed along vir-

tually unchanged for generations. Thus, in many

occupations and roles, advancing years bring with them a

loss of function, and consequently some loss of prestige

in the community (2, p. 7).

Certainly this varies with the individual and the

specific occupation. Political leadership in this country

has traditionally been given to the senior members,

although not exclusively so. Captains of industry might

well reach the zenith of their careers in their later

years. Generally, in those occupations where experience

is the prime requisite for leadership or participation, the

older person has higher prestige and function. However,

this type of occupation is far from typical in the United

States, which has undergone the almost complete cycle from

agrarian to urban-industrial society in the past hundred

years. Urbanization, rapid industrialization, expanding

technology, compulsory education, and all of the social

ramifications of such changes militate against the older

person in the United States.
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In describing the aging process, Sheldon wrote (2,

p. 7), ". . . aging may be defined as the extension of that

period of life which follows the completion of parental

roles with the consequent appearance of a vast amount of

leisure time for which there are few well-defined expecta-

tions." This would appear to be a fairly valid definition

of aging in the United States from a cultural frame of

reference. Admittedly, the factors previously cited are

generalized, but taken as a whole, they furnish a rough

approximation of the characteristics long associated with

old age in America. They justify the considerable atten-

tion which is being paid to this age group in the nation

and in the various states.

This study of the older population of Texas begins

with an analysis of the population growth trends for the

state and an examinati on of the age structure of the popu-

lation in Chapter II. The ethnic characteristics of the

older population are discussed in Chapter III. Chapter IV

is devoted to an examination of the sex ratios of the older

population. Chapter V describes the distribution of the

aged within the state by place of residence. Certain

selected characteristics of the aged population are treated

in Chapter VI, with emphasis on labor force participation,

education, marital status, and household relationships.
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Chapter VII includes projections of the older population up

to 1975 and a brief swumation of the study.
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CHAPTER II

POPULATION TRENDS IN TEXAS

Population Growth

The population of Texas, like that of the United

States as a whole, has grown significantly during the twen-

tieth century. In absolute numbers, it grew from 3,048,710

in 1900 to 9,579,677 in 1960, as is shown in Table I. This

means roughly that the population of Texas increased three-

fold from 1900 to 1960. During the same period the total

population of the United States grew from 75,793,991 to

179,323,175, slightly more than doubling. Thus, Texas was

growing more rapidly in total population during the twen-

tieth century than was the nation as a whole. This

difference in growth rate can be largely attributed to the

higher birth rates characteristic of the predominantly

rural Texas. Over half of the state's population was

classified as rural by the Bureau of Census until 1950,

when for the first time more than half of the population

resided in urban areas (1, p. 45).

Table I shows the basic structure of the Texas popula-

tion from 1900 to 1960. Of special interest to this study

is the steady trend toward an urban population. In 1900

the population of Texas was 17.1 per cent urban and 82.9

11
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per cent rural, but by the census of 1960 the relationship

had changed to 75.0 per cent urban and 25.0 per cent

rural.* Since place of residence exercises a strong influ-

ence over reproductive behavior and mortality, this point

will be developed at some length in Chapter V.

TABLE I

POPULATION OF TEXAS, BY RACE, SEX AND RURAL-URBAN
RESIDENCE, 1900 TO 1460*

Per Cent
Census Total
Year Population Race Sex Residence

White Nonwhite Male Female Urban Rural

1960 9,579,677 87.4 12.6 49.5 50.5 75.0 25.0
1950** 7,711,194 87.2 12.8 50.1 49.9 62.7 37.3
1950*** 7,711,194 87.2 12.8 50.1 4999 59.8 40.2
1940 6,414,824 85.5 14.5 51.8 48.2 45.4 54.6
1930 5,824,715 85.3 14.7 50.9 49.1 41.0 59.0
1920 4,663,228 84.0 16.0 51.7 48.3 32.4 67.6
1910 3,896,542 82.3 17.7 51.8 48.2 24.1 75.9
1900 3,048,710 79.6 20.4 51.8 48.2 17.1 82.9

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census,
Ei eenth Census of the United States: 1960, Advance
Rp rtPC(A2y-25,~Tabl I, - bihi E, Government Printing
Office, 1961; United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 1950., Vol. I, Par 43,Table 1, Washington, GovernmFent Printing Office, .1952; and
United States Bureau of the Census, Seventeenth Census of
the United States: 190, l. II, Part 43, TablIe ,
ia~ hington, ment Printing Office, 1952.

**New urban definition.

***Old urban definition.

*For a detailed definition of rural and urban areas,
refer to the Introduction of the publication of the United
States Bureau of the Census, Seventeenth Census of the
United States: j_1 , Vol. II, Part 1, U. S ami'Chap-
Fr B, Washingto Gernment Printing Office, 1952.
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Another interesting fact shown in Table I is the

change in the sex composition of the population. In 1900

51.8 per cent of the state population was male and 48.2

per cent was female. By 1960 the percentage of males had

decreased to 49.5 and the percentage of females had risen

to 50.5. At first glance this would seem to be a rela-

tively slight change. However, when the general conditions

of the state during this period are considered, the change

becomes more important. Texas was still a frontier state

during the first two or three decades of the twentieth

century, and consequently had a predominantly male popula-

tion. In addition to this factor which kept the sex ratio

high, there was also the relatively high immigration into

this country during the first three decades. Immigration

is sex-selective, i. e., there are usually more male than

female immigrants. These two factors contributed to the

number of males in the state, and yet the proportion of

females increased steadily from 1900 onward. The entire

question of sex composition will be developed in Chapter

IV, because it has a very important relationship to age

structure in general.

Trends in the Age Structure

The aging of the population of the United States, as

was mentioned in the Introduction, is one of the most
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striking demographic trends of the twentieth century.

Sheldon has stated:

The phenomenon of aging represents a fundamental
and permanent development in American society. The
primary factors lie in changes in birth rates,
improved health environment, and revolutionary changes
in the economy and in family life. Parallel and
interrelated developments in urbanization, mobility,
and institutionalization have been contributing
factors (2, p. 5).

The aging of a population involves an increasing life

expectancy and consequently an increase in the proportion

of persons in the higher age groups. In the census of

1900, only 4.06 per cent of the population of the United

States was 65 years of age and over. By 1960 this per-

centage had increased to 9.23. As Table II demonstrates,

while the population of the United States was increasing by

about 140 per cent from 1900 to 1960, the number of older

persons was increasing by approximately 440 per cent.

Because of the relatively small number of aged in our

population, and the fact that the total population has

been steadily increasing, the proportionate increase can-

not be attributed solely to a lower death rate, but must,

in large part, be a function of the decrease in birth

rate, which was a long-term trend up to the decade of

the 1940's.
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TABLE I1

NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE
AND OVER, FOR THE UNITED STATES AND

TEXAS, 1900 TO 1960*

Texas United States

Census Persons 65 Persons 65
Year Total and over Total and over

Population Per Population Per
Numbercent Number Cent

1960 9,579,677 745,391 7.78 179,323,175 16,559,580 9.23

1950 7,711,194 513,420 6.65 150,697,361 12,269,537 8.14

1940 6,414,824 347,495 5.41 131,669,275 9,019,314 6.85

1930 5,824,715 232,459 3.99 122,681,024 6,633,805 5.41

1920 4,663,228 163,046 3.49 105,561,921 4,933,215 4.67-

1910 3,896,542 110,801 2.84 91,803,211 3,949,524 4.30

1900 3,048,710 74,037 2.43 75,793,991 3,080,498 4.06

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: , Vol. II, ar~43, Table 16, Washigten,s ove ms Phting Office, 1952;
United States Bureau of the Census, Current Poulation
I prts, Series P-25, No. 214, Washig ,Government
Prinin~g Office, March 24, 1960; and United States Bureau
of the Census, Ei hteenth Census of the United States:
10, Advance Report, A:-j, bTi, Washington,
Government Printing Office, March 30, 1961.

For purposes of illustration American history might be

divided into two rather distinct periods, with the first

period extending up to the 1880's, and the second period

from the 1880's to 1960. The first period could be



16

characterized as one of high fertility, rural residence,

agricultural occupations, and frontier conditions. This

complex gave the United States a population weighted with

children. The second period has been characterized by

lower fertility, urban residence, and industrial or commer-

cial occupations. This complex has produced a higher

proportion of adults. The rural background which was

typical of American life up until the latter part of the

nineteenth century produced a high proportion of children.

Rural birth rates were traditionally high, and immigrants

during the early period tended to settle in the rural areas

and maintain their high birth rates. As the trend toward

urbanization was evidenced around the turn of the century,

immigrants began to settle in the urban areas where indus-

trial jobs beckoned. These immigrants took on the

reproductive characteristics of urban Americans as they

acculturated, and their birth rates declined.

Texas has followed the national age trends, though

traditionally lagging behind. In other words, the Texas

population has been aging during the last fifty years, but

still remains a younger population than the United States

as a whole. Table II shows that the proportion of persons

65 and over in the Texas population was 2.43 per cent in

1900, compared with 4.06 per cent for the entire United
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States. In 1960 the Texas proportion was 7.78 per cent,

compared to 9.23 for the United States.

The reason for this lag is fairly obvious. Aging is a

trend that occurs with increasing urbanization and indus-

trialization. Consequently, the heavily industrialized and

urbanized areas of the eastern part of the country grew

older before the rural, agricultural areas of the southern

and southwestern sections. As Texas has become an

urbanized state, it has developed an older population.

Data shown in Table III indicate the aging trend in

Texas. The number of persons 65 years of age and over has

increased at a rate of approximately 50 per cent per decade

since 1900, while the total population has increased at a

rate of about 23 per cent per decade. The rate of growth

for the entire state population showed marked fluctuations,

while that for the older population has been fairly con-

stant, ranging from a high of 56.8 per cent for the decade

1890 to 1900 to a low of 42.6 per cent for the decade 1920

to 1930.

In absolute terms, the older population of Texas

increased from 74,037 in 1900 to 745,391 in 1960, or ten-

fold. The total population was increasing from 3,048,710

in 1900 to 9,579,677 in 1960, or about threefold.
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TABLE III

RATE OF INCREASE OF PERSONS 65 YEARS
OF AGE AND OVER, FOR TEXAS,

BY TEN YEAR PERIODS
1900 TO 1960*

Total State Population Persons 65 and over

Increase over Increase over
Census Previous Census Previous
Year tal T Census

Population Per Per
Number cent Number

1960 9,579,677 1,868,483 24.2 745,391 231,971 45.2

1950 7,711,194 1,296,370 20.2 513,420 165,925 47.7

1940 6,414,824 590,109 10.1 347,495 115,036 49.5

1930 5,824,715 1,161,487 24.9 232,459 69,413 42.6

1920 4,663,228 766,686 19.7 163,046 52,245 47.2

1910 3,896,542 847,832 27.8 110,801 36,764 49.7

1900 3,048,710 813,183 36.4 74,037 26,808 56.8

*Soures: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 1950, Vol. II,
Characteristics of the Population, Part 43, Table 16,
Washington, Government Printing Office, 1952; United States
Bureau of the Census, B1 hteenth Census of the United
States: , AdvanceRe pos,P I' -45, TalFl 1,
Washington,Government Printing Office, 1961; and Texas
Almanac, Dallas, Texas, Dallas Norning News, 1961,pT96.

Figure 1 utilizes the age pyramid technique of graphic

presentation to demonstrate the age structure of the Texas

population in 1960. It is obvious from the shape of the

pyramid that high birth rates existed in the state during
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the past two decades. The relatively low birth rate of the

1930's is evidenced in the age groups 15 through 30. For

comparative purposes, Figure 1 can be contrasted with the

age pyramids in Figure 2, which show the age structure of

the state's population for selected previous decades.* The

population of 1960 shows marked increases in the percentage

of older persons over past decades.

The pyramid for 1910 shows a high concentration of

persons in the younger age groups, with the largest per-

centage being under five years of age. The percentages for

the other age groups declined progressively. Males out-

numbered females, except in the group 15 to 19 years, where

males were 5.4 per cent and females 5.5 per cent, and the

groups over 70, where the sexes were about evenly repre-

sented.

The pyramid for 1930 shows the population as an aging

one, compared to 1910. Immigration, a declining birth

rate, and an increase in the life span are clearly evident

in this pyramid. Females are predominant in the older age

groups.

The pyramid for 1940 reflects the previous trends for

the century, with the addition of a rather sharp drop in

younger age groups caused by the depression of the 1930's.

*Supporting data for Figures 1 and 2 can be found in
Table LCVIII in the Appendix.
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Thehighest percentages are found in the age groups 10 to

14, and 15 to 19. This reflects the relatively higher

birth rates of the 1920's. Again, falling birth rates,

declining death rates, and the effects of earlier immi-

gration are evidenced in the pyramid. Females clearly

outnumber males in the group 75 and over.

The pyramid for 1950 shows the effects of the sharp

increase in birth rates during the 1940's, with the age

group 5 and under showing 5.9 per cent for the males and

5.7 per cent for the females. There is a sharp constric-

tion immediately after the first age group, accounted for

by the comparatively low birth rate during the 1930's. The

age groups in the middle of the pyramid, representing those

of working age, show a definite "bulge." This group is

made up of persons from the early decades of the century

when birth rates were high, and immigrants coming into the

state during earlier decades. The higher percentages in

the older age groups indicate the significant increase in

life span for the population as a whole. While males still

outnumbered females in Texas in 1950, the relationship now

approached equilibrium.

The comparison of median ages in Figure 3 shows rather

vividly differences in age between the United States
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population and that of Texas.* In 1880 the median age of

the population of Texas was 17.6 years, while that for the

United States was 20.9. By 1950 the median age for Texans

had risen to 27.9 while that for the United States had

reached 30.2. Both populations have been aging, and the

gap between the two has been slowly declining. The rapid

rise in birth rates during the two decades prior to 1960

caused a sharp drop in median ages for both populations.

Whether this trend will continue is dependent upon the

birth rate during the decades ahead. A high proportion of

very young children can bring the median age down slightly,

but the increasing number of older persons makes a sharp

drop unlikely.

The median age for males in the state was higher than

for females until the census of 1950, although the differ-

ence had been diminishing for many years (see Figure 4).

The median age for males in Texas in 1880 was 18.6 years,

and for females 16.7. By 1960 the median age for males had

reached 26.1, but the median age for females had risen to

27.8. The median age for both males and females reached a

peak in 1950 and dropped slightly in 1960. As the graph in

Figure 3 shows, the median age for both sexes has been

rising very sharply with an aging population, but it is

*Supporting data for Figures 3 and 4 can be found in
Table XXIX of the Appendix.
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clearly rising much more rapidly for the females. The

reasons for the differences in proportions of males to

females are explained in Chapter IV.

The numerical and proportionate increase of persons

achieving ages well over 65 years is demonstrated in

Table IV.

TABLE IV

NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE
AND OVER, BY 5 YEAR AGE GROUPS,

FOR TEXAS, 1900 TO 1960*

Persons 65 Years of Age and over

Census 65-69 70-74 75 and over
Year Total

Number PerCumberNumber Cen
Cent Num e tCn

1960 745,391 282,797 37.9 210,552 28.3 252,042 33.8

1950 513,420 213,899 41.5 142,572 27.8 157,948 30.8

1940 347,495 156,314 45.0 94,389 27.2 96,792 27.8

1920 163,046 71,736 44.0 46,373 28.4 44,937 27.6

1900 74,037 33,076 44.7 20,963 28.3 19,996 27.0

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 90, ,Vol. II,
Part 43,Tble 167,Washington, Government Printing Office,
1952; and United States Bureau of the Census, Eighteenth
Census of tabhe United States: 1 8, Advance Reports,
PC(32-5, Table 1, Washington, Government Printing Office,
1961.
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In 1900, 44.7 per cent of the older population were in

the age group 65 to 69; 28.3 per cent were in the group

70 to 74; and 27.0 per cent were 75 and over. By 1960 only

37.9 per cent were in the age group 65 to 69; 28.3 per cent

in the age group 70 to 74; and the percentage of the group

75 and over had risen to 33.8. This marked increase in the

number and per cent of persons in the very old group indi-

cates clearly that the life expectancy of the population

has been pushed up dramatically during the twentieth

century. How far the life expectancy can be raised without

a major breakthrough in the treatment of cancer and some of

the major heart diseases is problematical. It is likely,

however, that the life span will not be increased as much

during the last half of the twentieth century as it was in

the first half without a cure for the two types of maladies

mentioned above.

Table V affords a rather crude profile of the aged

group in Texas since 1920. Three trends are evident from

the data contained in the table. First of all, the aged

are distributed in the same general pattern by place of

residence as are the rest of the population. In 1950, by

the new urban definition, 57.1 per cent of the aged resided

in urban areas, 19.6 per cent in rural farm areas, and.

23.2 per cent in rural nonfarm areas. For 1920 the
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figures had been 32.1 per cent urban, 45.2 per cent rural

farm, and 22.7 per cent rural nonfarm.

TABLE V

PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER
BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE, BY RACE, AND

BY SEX, FOR TEXAS, 1920 TO 1950*

Place of Residence Race Sex
Census

Year Urban Rural Rural White Nonwhite Male Female
Farm. Nof arm

1950** 57.1 19.6 23.2 87.4 12.6 47.6 52.4

1950*** 55.7 19.7 24.7 87.4 12.6 47.6 52.4
1940 44.0 34.3 21.7 86.0 14.0 50.8 49.2

1930 39.6 38.3 22.1 88.7 11.3 53.1 46.9

1920 32.1 45.2 22.7 86.3 17.7 54.8 45.2

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 1U05, haracteristies
of the Population Tol.I Part 43, Te as, Chapter B,
Table 15, Washington, Government Printing Office, 1952; and
United States Bureau of the Census, Sixteenth Census of the
United States: 10, Second Series, haraoteristis of the

pulation,7 l. , Texas, Table 7, Washington, Government
Printing Office, 1942.

**New urban definition.

***Old urban definition.

The proportions of persons 65 and over by race also

follow the state totals closely, with 87.4 per cent in the

white group in 1950 and 12.6 per cent in the nonwhite

group. By sex, 47.6 per cent were male in 1950 and
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52.4 per cent were female. In general, the older popula-

tion was slightly more rural than the total population, of

about the same racial composition, and had a considerably

higher proportion of females than the state as a whole.
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CHAPTER III

ETHNIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE OLDER

POPULATION OF TEXAS

White and Nonwhite

The majority of the population of Texas in 1950 was

composed of persons classified as white by the United

States Bureau of the Census. The criteria for classifying

race or ethnic group membership were as follows:

Color.--The term "color" refers to the division
of population into two groups, white and nonwhite.
The group designated as "nonwhite" consists of
Negroes, Indiana, Japanese, Chinese, and other non-
white races. Persons of Mexican birth or ancestry
who were not definitely Indian or of other nonwhite
race were classified as white in 1950 and 1940. In
the 1930 publications, fMexicans were included in the
group "Other races" (3, p. 8).

It can be readily seen that the racial classifications
used by the Bureau of the Census are not as precise as

might be desired by most social scientists, but they never-

theless do give a general description of the ethnic stock

of the United States and its political subdivisions. In

Texas, a rather heterogeneous group has been classified as

white. It includes not only those persons of Anglo-

American origin, but Latin-Americans as well. The exact

number of Latin-Americans in Texas for any given period is

31
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not known precisely, since the Bureau of the Census does

not enumerate them separately. However, estimates placed

the number at between 1,000,000 and 1,500,000 in 1950,

based largely on a Spanish surname count made by the Bureau

in that year (2, p. 193).

The second largest ethnic group separately enumerated

by the Bureau of the Census are Negroes, who comprise a

steadily decreasing proportion of the state's population.

In 1850 they constituted 27.5 per cent of the total state

population, but by 1950 the percentage had fallen to 12.7

(1, p. 124). Other nonwhite groups have never comprised

more than half of 1 per cent of the entire state population

(1, p. 13).

The Negroes of Texas have been traditionally a rural

group, having originally been brought into the state before

the Civil War to labor on the cotton farms of East and

Central Texas. However, in recent years they have tended

to migrate from the farms to the cities as the demand for

farm labor diminished, and as the expanding industrial

cities of the state opened up new job opportunities, espe-

cially in the rapidly growing Gulf Coast area. The

out-migration of tegroes from the rural areas of Texas has

taken two forms: rural Texas to urban Texas; and Texas to

the Northern and Western sections of the United States.

Migration within the state does not directly affect the age
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structure of the state, but migration beyond the state

boundaries can, to the extent that it is age and sex-

selective.

As is shown in Table VI, the distribution of Negroes

and whites by place of residence exhibits similar trends

for both groups. Both Negroes and whites have been leaving

the rural areas of the state for the growing urban areas.

In 1950 there was a slightly higher proportion of whites

than Negroes in urban and rural nonfarm areas, but in the

rural farm areas there was a higher proportion of Negroes.

If the rural-urban migration trend continues, the propor-

tions in all areas for both races should soon be approxi-

mately the same.

TABLE VI

PERCENTAGE OF WHITES AND NEGROES, BY URBAN AND
RURAL RESIDENCE, FOR TEXAS, 1920 TO 1950*

White Negro

Censu8 Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent
Year rba Rural Rural Urban Rural Rural

Nonfarm Farm unfarm arm

1950 62.8 20.8 16.4 62.6 18.2 19.1
1940 45.4 21.9 32.7 45.4 16.2 38.3
1930 41.4 19.7 38.9 38.6 13.5 47.9
1920 32.9 19.9 47.2 30.1 13.9 56.0

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: _1 ,Vol. II, Far 3,
Table l7Whinas]gtOn, GovernmentF rinting Office, 1952; and
United States Bureau of the Census, Sixteenth Census of the
United States: _4, Vol. II, Part 6, Table 5, Washington,
Government Printing Office, 1942.
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As late as 1920 both whites and Negroes were heav-

ily rural, with the percentage for whites being 47.2

rural farm, and for Negroes 56.0. The percentage of

Negroes living in rural nonfarm areas rose from 13.9 in

1920 to 18.2 in 1950. During the same period, the pro-

portion of whites in rural nonfarm areas was fluctuating

with no definite trend, although it was higher for 1950

than 1920.

Between 1910 and 1950 the nonwhite group did not

furnish its proportional share of the older population.

The disparity was particularly marked in 1920, when non-

whites furnished 13.7 per cent of the older population,

compared to 16.0 per cent of the total population. In

1930 nonwhites furnished 11.3 per cent of the older

population, compared with 14.7 per cent of the total

population. The difference began to narrow in 1940 and

by 1950 the nonwhites furnished 12.6 per cent of the

older population, as compared to 12.8 per cent of the

total population (see Table VII).

W-mmom mommmy'.
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TABLE VII

PERCENTAGE OF WHITES AND NONWHITES FOR THE TOTAL
POPULATION AND FOR AGE GROUP 65 AN DOVER,

FOR TEXAS, 1900 TO 1950*

Total Population Persons 65 and over
Year

White Nonwhite White Nonwhite

1950 87.2 12.8 87.4 12.6

1940 85.6 14.4 86.0 14.0

1930 85.3 14.7 88.7 11.3

1920 84.0 16.0 86.3 13.7

1910 82.2 17.8 82.8 17.2

1900 79.6 20.4 79.6 20.4

*Source : United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 1 0, Vol. II,Characteristic eso opu laton, Part 45, Texas, Chapter B,
Table 16, Washington, Government Printing Office, 1952.

Persons of Spanish Surname

Any examination of the age structure of the population

of Texas along racial or ethnic lines would be incomplete

without specific recognition of a large group of people

variously referred to as Latin-American, Mexican, Mexican-

American, or Spanish. Since before the early colonists

first came to Texas from the United States, people of

Spanish ancestry have resided in Texas. Discounting the

original Indian population, the Spanish were the first to

explore the country now constituting the state of Texas,
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and many Texans today trace their lineage directly back to

the early Spanish explorers.

However, this proportion was not significant after

Texas became a state until 1910, when there was an influx

of immigrants into Texas from Mexico (3, p. 4). There has

been no realistic or consistent effort made to tabulate the

numbers of Latin-Americans in Texas. Recognition of their

importance as an ethnic group was taken in the Census of

1930, when the classification of Mexican was used as a

racial designation (3, p. 4). In the Census of 1940 an

effort was made to enumerate the Latin-American population

by use of language criteria. A 5 per cent sample of the

entire population was taken in which persons were asked if

a language other than English was spoken in their home.

Those indicating Spanish as being spoken in their homes

were classified as a distinct group, although this group

was not directly comparable to those enumerated as Mexican

in 1930.

In 1953 the Bureau of Census issued a special report

based on white persons having Spanish surnames in 1950 in

five southwestern states, including Texas, but this group

is not directly comparable to either of the earlier studies

(3, p. 5). The study made in 1930 listed 683,681 persons in

Texas as Mexicans. The 1940 study listed 738,440 persons

under the classification Spanish Mother Tongue, and the
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special report on 1950 enumerated 1,033,768 persons as

having Spanish surnames. Since the data for 1950 are

apparently more realistic and comprehensive than the

previous data, and since the three studies are not directly

comparable, only figures from the 1950 census will be cited

in this study of the older Latin-Americans of Texas.

As noted above there were 1,033,768 persons of Spanish

surname in Texas in 1950 (3, p. 3). Of this number,

35,280, or 3.4 per cent, were 65 years of age and over. Of

the total population of Spanish surname, 68.1 per cent was

urban, 18.8 per cent was rural nonfarm, and 13.1 per cent
was rural farm. Of the total aged, 71.1 per cent was

urban, 17.8 per cent was rural nonfarm, and 11.1 per cent

was rural farm. The older Latin-Americans tended to be

more urbanized than the Latin-American population as a

whole.

The median age for the urban Latin-American population

was 20.1; for the rural nonfarm 18.5; and for the rural

farm population 19.1. The median age for the entire popu-

lation of Spanish surname was 19.6 years (3, p. 15).

The sex ratio for the entire Texas population of

Spanish surname was 102.6 in 1950. The sex ratio for those

65 years of age and over was 99.9. This would indicate

that the predominantly male immigrants coming into Texas

from Mexico have been keeping the sex ratio high for the
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group as a whole, but that the sex-selective death rates

have operated to give a preponderance of females at the

older ages. In numbers, the total population of Spanish

surname was composed of 523,641 males and 510,127 females

in 1950. The older population was made up of 17,634 males

and 17,646 females (3, p. 16).

The map in Figure 5 shows the relative concentration

of persons of Spanish surname 65 years of age and over in

1950.* As might be expected, the counties having the

highest number of aged in this classification are located

in the southern part of the state in a wide belt which

roughly parallels the Rio Grande River, but extends north-

ward into the Bexar and Travis County areas. The largest

numbers of older persons of Spanish surname were found in

Bexar County, with 6,948; El Paso County, with 3,289; and

in Hidalgo County, with 2,888. Most of the older people of

this ethnic group appear to reside in those counties which

have had persons of Spanish and Mexican origin since before

the Texas Revolution. As is indicated on the map, the

northern counties of the state have relatively few older

people of Spanish surname. Exceptions can be noted in cer-

tain highly urbanized counties, such as Tarrant andD allas

Counties, and in counties where certain patterns of agri-

culture utilize Latin-American labor.

*Supporting data for Figure 5 can be found in Table
XXX of the Appendix.
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Lubbock County, for instance, where irrigated cotton

farming attracts large numbers of farm workers, had 117

older persons of Spanish surname in 1950. Howard and Green

Counties had 102 and 203, respectively. These counties are

in the heart of the sheep and goat country where ranch work

has traditionally attracted the Latin-American. For the

rest of the state, it can be generalized that whatever

population of Spanish surname existed had been drawn in

recent years from the younger Latin-American age groups.

Those Latin-Americans of all ages who follow the

various harvests northward during the season generally only

pass through the farm and ranch country of Northern Texas,

and either return to the Rio Grande Valley after the har-

vest is over, or return to Mexico if they are in this

country on work permits.

Figure 6 utilizes the age pyramid technique to examine

the age structures of the various ethnic groups in Texas in

1950.* The configuration for the total white population is

quite different from the white population pyramid with the

Latin-Americans removed. The Latin-American population is

quite young in comparison with the Anglo-American popula-

tion and tends to obscure the actual aging of the

Anglo-Americans when the two are combined. In addition to

*Supporting data for Figure 6 can be found in
Table XXXI of the Appendix.
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being a younger population, the Latin-American population

is composed of more males than females, which tends to keep

the sex ratios for all whites relatively high.

The nonwhite population in Texas in 1950, as shown in

Figure 6, is clearly older than the Latin-American group,

but somewhat younger than the Anglo-American white group.

In addition, it is clearly weighted more heavily with

females in the middle and older age groups.
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CHAPTER IV

THE SEX RATIO

Sex Ratios of the Older Population

If the population of the United States had not been

augmented during the early decades of the twentieth century
by relatively large numbers of immigrants, it is entirely

reasonable to assume that the aged would have made up a

larger proportion of the total population in 1960 and that

sex ratios would have been a good deal lower than they

were.

There are more males born than females. This is a

universal phenomenon, and the ratio at birth in the

United States is 105.7 males for 100 females (1, p. 59).

After birth, however, various factors begin to operate in

such a manner as to produce higher death rates for males,

so that the sex ratio decreases constantly for every age

group thereafter. Since this sex-selective death rate

tends to decrease the sex ratio for native Americans, it

is obvious that the sex ratio for the American population

would have been lower in 1960 if it had not been for the

high immigration during the first three decades of this

century.

144/
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Table VIII shows the differences in numbers between

males and females over 65 for the population of the

United States from 1880 to 1960.

TABLE VIII

NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE AND
OVER, BY SEX, FOR THE UNITED STATES

1880 TO 1960*

Persons 65 Years of Age and over

e- otal*All Classes Male Female
sus
Year Population

1960 179,323,175 16,559,580 9.2 7,503,097 8.5 9,056,48310.0

1950 150,697,361 12,269,537 8.2 5,796,974 7.7 6,472,563 8.6

1940 131,669,275 9,019,314 6.9 4,406,120 6.7 4,613,194 7.0

1930 122,681,024 6,633,805 5.4 3,325,211 5.3 3,308,594 5.5

1920 105,561,921 4,933,215 4.7 2,483,071 4.6 2,450,144 4.7

1910 91,803,211 3,949,524 4.3 1,985,976 4.2 1,963,548 4.4

1900 75,793,991 3,080,498 4.1 1,555,418 4.0 1,525,080 4.1

1890 62,460,085 2,414,288 3.9 1,233,719 5.9 1,183,569 3.9

1880 50,155,783 1,723,459 3.4 867,564 3.4 855,895 3.5

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 915, Vol. II, 1,
T 3.;, ashigtn~, Government printing Office, 1952; and
United States Bureau of the Census, Eighteenth Census of
the United States: 1960, Advance Reports, P (A ,
TE1e 1, WashintEon, 7 ernment Printing Office,, 1961.

**1890 to 1930, unknown ages not included.
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It was not until the census of 1940 that females over

65 were in greater number than males. It is reasonable to

assume that this would have occurred much earlier if

immigration had not played such an important role in the

population growth throughout most of American history.

It was not until 1950 in Texas, ten years later than

for the nation, that females represented over half of the

population 65 years of age and over, as is shown in

Table IX.

TABLE IX

NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE AND
OVER, BY SEX, FOR TEXAS, 1880 to 1960*

Persons 65 Years of Age and over

Census Total** All Classes Male Female
Year Population

Number Per Number Per Number Per
Cent Cent Cent

1960 9,579,677 745,391 7.8 337,089 7.1 408,302 8.4
1950 7,711,194 513,420 6.6 244,181 6.3 269,239 7.0
1940 6,414,824 347,495 5.4 176,468 5.5 171,027 5.3
1930 5,820,524 232,459 4.0 123,443 4.2 109,016 3.8
1920 4,652,738 163,046 3.5 89,268 3.7 73,778 3.3
1910 3,888,506 110,801 2.9 59,165 2.9 51,636 2.8
1900 3,036,584 74,037 2.4 39,654 2.5 34,383 2.4
1890 2,225,783 47,229 2.1 26,204 2.3 21,025 2.0
1880 1,591,749 27,709 1.7 15,556 1.9 12,153 1.6

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 1950, Vol. II, Far43,
Table 6, Washington, Government printing Office, 1952; and
United States Bureau of the Census, Eighteenth Census of
the United States: 1960, Advance Reports, PC(A-45,
FIe Washiniton, 7oernment Printing Office, 1961.

**1890 to 1930, unknown ages not included.
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In 1880 only 2.6 per cent of the women of Texas were

65 years of age and over, but by 1960 the percentage had

risen to 8.4. For males in 1880, 1.9 per cent were 65 and

over, and in 1960 the percentage had risen to 7.1.

Figure 7 shows the trend in sex ratios for both the

United States and Texas populations.* In 1900 the sex

ratio for the population of Texas was 107.4, while for the

United States the ratio was 104.4. Although the ratio of

males to females decreased for both areas, by 1960 the sex

ratio was still higher for Texas at 98.1 compared to 97.1

for the United States. With Texas rapidly becoming an

urbanized state, and with migration becoming a relatively

insignificant factor, it is to be assumed that the sex

ratio for the Texas population will decrease until it

approaches that for the entire United States.

Sex ratios by place of residence for persons 65 years

of age and over in Texas are given in Table X. The sex

ratio has been highest for rural farm areas, although it

has decreased from 142.6 in 1930 to 127.7 in 1950. The

next highest ratio for the aged by residence has been in

the rural nonfarm areas, although there too the ratio has

decreased from 107.9 in 1930 to 93.3 in 1950. In the urban

area, where the sex ratio for the aged has been lowest, the

ratio was 93.4 in 1930 and only 79.7 in 1950.

*Supporting data for Figure 7 can be found in Tables
XTITI and XXXIII in the Appendix.
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TABLE X

SEX RATIOS FOR PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER,
BY URBAN AND RURAL RESI DENCE, FOR THE

UNITED STATES AND TEXAS,
1930 TO 1950*

Persons 65 Years of Age and over
Census All Rural RuralYear Classes Urban Rural Farm Nonfarm

United States

1950** 89.6 80.0 109.2 128.5 98.3

1950*** 89.6 79.6 107.1 128.5 96.6

1940 95.5 82.1 115.9 134.2 100.2

1930 100.5 85.9 120.1 138.6 104.3

Texas

1950** 90.7 79.7 107.6 127.7 93.3

1950*** 90.7 79.2 107.5 127.7 93.9

1940 103.2 85.4 119.7 134.5 99.9

1930 113.2 93.4 128.6 142.6 107.9

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 10, Vol. 1, Part ,
Table 38, shigtondo vernne Printing Office, 1952;
United States Bureau of the Census, Seventeenth Census of
the United States: 195Q, Vol. II, Part 43, Tabli13,
ahington, GovernmentPrinting Office, 1952; and United

States Bureau of the Census, Fifteenth Census of the United
States: 20, Vol. III, Part,1,Table 7, ashEgii,
GovernmentP rinting Office, 1931.

**New urban definition.

***Old urban definition.
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All areas show the effects of sex-selective death

rates, which favor the female. The urban and rural nonfarm

areas, however, have undoubtedly felt the impact of migra-

tion of females from the rural farm areas. It is very

probable that farm wives, younger at marriage and with a

longer life expectancy than their husbands, tend to migrate

to rural nonfarm areas and urban areas after their husbands

die.

Sex Ratio and Age

The sex ratio drops very rapidly for age groups over

65. Figure 8 demonstrates this rapid drop in sex ratio for

the older population of Texas in 1960.* The sex ratio for

age group 65 to 69 was 88.6, while the ratio for ages 85

and over was only 65.8. As the very old age groups con-

tinue to grow as a percentage of the older population, the

sex ratio for the entire group 65 years of age and over

should decline. The population will have not only an

increasing number of very old people, but an increasing

number of women in the advanced age groups. This trend is

shown in Table XI in two different ways: first of all, by

sex ratio, which is described graphically in Figure 8;

secondly, by percentage of males and females in the older

population by five year age groups. The group 65 to 69

*Supporting data for Figure 8 can be found in Table
XI.



51

90

85

80

0

Cl)
70

6570~

G5

65-69 70-74 75-79 80-84 85 AND
OVER

AGE GROUPS

Fig. 8--Sex ratios for persons 65 years of age and over,

by age groups, for Texas, 1960.



52

is composed of 47 per cent males and 53 per cent females.

This relationship becomes more pronounced as the ages

increase, until age 85 and over is reached, with males

making up only 39.7 per cent of that group compared to

60.3 per cent for the females.

TABLE XI

DISTRIBUTION OF THE AGED POPULATION OF TEXAS,
BY SE, FOR SELECTED AGE GROUPS, 1960*

Total Males Females
Aged SexAge Group Ae e

Popula- Numb Per Cent Per Cent Ratio
tiner of Total Number of Total

65-69 282,747 132,887 47.0 149,910 53.0 88.6

70-74 210,552 96,563 45.9 113,989 54.1 84.7

75-79 137,174 60,450 44.1 76,724 55.9 78.8

80-84 71,643 30,040 41.9 41,603 58.1 72.2

85 and
over 43,225 17,149 39.7 26,076 60.3 65.8

Total 745,391 337,089 45.2 408,302 54.8 82.6

*Source: United States Bureau of the Census,
Eighteenth Census of the United States: ] 60, Advance
Reports, PC(A2 5, TiTeTWshington, government
Printing Office, 1961.

The great disparity between the proportion of males

and females in the advanced age groups will undoubtedly

have far-reaching social implications during years to come.
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The fact that wives tend to be younger than their husbands,

and the longer life expectancy for females demonstrated in

Figure 8 and Table XI, will undoubtedly result in the

increased ownership of real property by the older female

group, for example. However, the social implications of

such a trend are beyond the scope of this study.

Sex Ratios and Race

Figure 9 demonstrates that there is a considerable

difference in the sex ratios for whites and nonwhites in

Texas.* For whites in 1960 the sex ratio was 98.7, while

for nonwhites in the same year it was only 94.5. In 1900

the sex ratio for whites was 109.4 compared to 100.1 for

nonwhites. The sex ratio for Negroes has shown no stable

trend, although it has always been lower than that for any

other group. Migration by males out of the state, lower

sex ratios at birth, and high death rates for males at all

ages probably account for the lower sex ratio for Negroes

in Texas (2, p. 31).

Since the Negro and nonwhite populations are virtually

identical for Texas, sex ratios by race, shown in Figure

10,** are necessarily close to those by color. Two major

*Supporting data for Figure 9 can be found in Tables
XXXII and IIIII in the Appendix.

**Supporting data for Figure 10 can be found in Table
XXIV in the Appendix.
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factors probably account for the differences in sex ratios

between the white group and the nonwhite group. Death

rates for Negro males have been traditionally high in

Texas. This factor alone would exercise a strong influence

on the sex ratios for the nonwhite group. However, immi-

gration also played an important role in maintaining the

differential. Negroes in the United States are descendants

of slaves brought into the country long before the Civil

War. Immigration of Negroes into this country in the

twentieth century has been very limited, with the exception

of a limited amount from the Caribbean which has largely

been to the eastern section of the country.

The immigration of white persons to the United States

during the early decades of this century was very heavy

and the sex-selective nature of that immigration affects

the sex ratios of the older population during later

decades. Therefore, immigration has helped keep sex ratios

higher for older whites than older nonwhites, although the

higher death rate for the nonwhite population is probably

the more important factor.

If present trends continue, it is to be expected that

sex ratios for both major groups, white and nonwhite, will

drop even more. If immigration ceases to affect the sex

ratio of either group, and if death rates for males of

both groups approach each other, and both conditions are
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likely to be met, it can be expected that similar sex

ratios for both races will result.
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CHAPTER V

DISTRIBUTION OF THE AGED BY RESIDENCE

Urban and Rural Distribution of the
Population of Texas

The population of Texas has changed from an agrarian-

rural type to an industrial-urban type during the twentieth

century, as Table XII clearly shows, Only 17.1 per cent of

the Texas population was urban in 1900, but by 1960 this

percentage had increased to 75.0. This is a very dramatic

redistribution of population in a period of only six

decades. Such a trend undoubtedly had a significant effect

on the age structure of the population, as noted earlier in

this study.

A rapid change in the urban-rural distribution of the

population can be explained primarily on the basis of

internal migration, although there was undoubtedly an

important contribution made by immigration during the first

three decades of this century. As agriculture became mech-

anised and required fewer people in the agricultural labor

force, the excess labor supply migrated to the rapidly

growing cities. Since birth rates in the rural areas have

traditionally been higher than in the urban areas, the

farms actually became the breeding grounds for the laborers

59
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in the factories and commercial institutions of the cities.

The rural South, for example, has long furnished much of

the labor supply for the industrialized cities of the Nid-

west and East.

TABLE III

URBAN AND RURAL POPULATION OF TEXAS, 1900 TO 1960*

Per Cent of Total
Census Number Number Population
Year Urban Rural

Urban Rural

1960 7,184,470 2,392,207 75.0 25.0

1950** 4,838,060 2,873,134 62.7 37.3

1950*** 4,612,666 3,098,528 59.8 40.2

1940 2,911,389 3,503,435 45.4 54.6

1930 2,389,348 3,435,367 41.0 59.0

1920 1,512,689 3,150,539 32.4 67.6

1910 938,104 2,958,438 24.1 75.9

1900 520,759 2,527,951 17.1 82.9

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Eight-
eenth Census of the United States: 1960, Advance Reports,

( 4e'15, Washington, Gavernment Printing
Office, 1961; United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 19?O, Vol. II, Part
43, Tab , shngton, Government Printing Office, 1952;
and United States Bureau of the Census, Sixteenth Ce of
the United States: 124_., Vol. II, Part 6, Table 3,
Washington, Government Printing Office, 1942.

**New urban definition.

***Old urban definition.
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Migration tends to be age and sex-selective, and it is

the relatively young who migrate from the farms to the

cities. There is, however, a different pattern in sex-

selectivity in rural to urban migration than is found in

immigration into this country from abroad. Young males

tend to migrate more frequently than females from country

to country, but in America, rural to urban migration has

consistently shown a slight predominance of females (1,

p. 423). This has largely been true because of the lack of

work opportunities for the females in rural areas as com-

pared to urban areas.

Table XIII contains the median ages of the Texas

population in 1950 by place of residence and by race.

TABLE XIII

MEDIAN AGE FOR ALL CLASSES, BY RACE AND NATIVITY,
AND BY RESIDENCE, FOR TEXAS, 1950*

All Native Foreign Born Other
Area Classes White White Negro Races

The state 27.9 27.3 45.4 27.0 24.6

Urban 28.1 27.2 47.4 28.6 25.1

Rural
nonfarm 26.5 26.3 40.9 24.2 23.2

Rural
farm 28.6 29.3 38.0 21.3 25.0

*Source: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: l5Q, Vol. II, fart

43, TabW3, sE~gton,gGovernment Printing Office, 1952.
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The median age for the total population was 27.9. The

highest median age for any one group was 47.4 for the

foreign born whites in urban areas. This relatively old

group is largely composed of immigrants to the state during

the early part of the century. For the state as a whole,

the median ages are as follows: native white, 27.3;

foreign born white, 45.4; Negro, 27.0; and other races,

24.6. As might be expected, the oldest native white popu-

lation is the rural farm group, with a median age of 29.3.

The urban areas consistently drain large numbers of

young people from the rural farm areas. The Negro group

having the highest median age is the urban. The high birth

rate in rural areas and the migration of Negro adults from

the farms to urban areas yields a higher median age for

urban areas, 28.6 years, than for rural nonfarm, 24.2

years, or rural farm areas, 21.3 years.

The foreign born white population in rural farm areas

has a median age of 38.0, which is the highest for that

classification, but the lowest median age for the foreign

born white group by place of residence. Foreign born

whites in rural farm areas tend to be younger than the same

group in other areas because of relatively young Latin-

Americans who immigrate to work on the farms of Texas.
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Urban and Rural Distribution of the Aged

Table XIV shows the percentage of older persons by
residence for the United States. In 1920 the largest pro-

portion of older persons was found in the rural nonf arm

area, and represented 6.0 per cent of the population of

that classification. Next came the rural farm area with

a percentage of 4.4, and then the urban area with 4.3 per

cent. This relationship changed, however, by 1950. In

1950, by the new urban definition, the rural nonfarm area

had 8.6 per cent, followed by the rural nonfarm with 8.0

per cent, and the rural farm with 7.6 per cent.

TABLE XIV

PER CENT OF TOTAL UNITED STATES POPULATION 65 YEARS
OLD AND OVER, BY URBAN AND RURAL RESIDENCE:

1920 TO 1950*

Year Total Urban Nn al R al

New urban definition, 1950 8.1 8.1 8.6 7.4

Old urban definition
1950 8.1 8.3 8.0 7.6
1940 6.8 6.8 7.3 6.6
1930 5.4 5.1 6.6 5.1
1920 4.7 4.3 6.0 4.4

*Source: 3, p. 31.

Comparable figures are listed for Texas in Table XV.

They show that the rural nonfarm area had the highest pro-

portion of aged in 1930, with 4.7 per cent. The urban area
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was next with 3.9 per cent, followed by the rural farm area

with 3.8 per cent. By 1950, according to the new urban

definition, the rural farm area led in percentage with 7.8

per cent. It was closely followed by the rural nonfarm

area with 7.5 per cent, and the urban area with 6.1 per

cent. By the old urban definition the rural farm area led

with 7.8 per cent, followed by the rural nonfarm area with

7.0 per cent, and the urban area with 6.2 per cent.

TABLE XV

PER CENT OF PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER
IN URBAN, RURAL NONFARM, AND RURAL FAR

POPULATIONS, FOR TEXAS, 1930 TO 1960*

Year Total Urban Non armRral

1960 7.8 6.9 12.1 10.1

1950** 6.7 6.1 7.5 7.8
1950*** 6.7 6.2 7.0 7.8

1940 5.4 5.3 5.7 5.6

1930 4.0 3.9 4.7 3.8

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census,
Eighteenth Census of the United States: 1960, Advance
Reports, PC A ;-5,~Table 13, Washington, G&vernment Print-
ing Office, 1961; United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: _950, Characteristics
of th Population,~ol. II, Part 43, Table 16, Washington,
Government Printing Office, 1951; and United States Bureau
of the Census, Sixteenth Census of the United States: j94,
Characteristics of the Population, 7,T.FI'able 7,
Washington, Government Printing Office, 1942.

**New urban definition.

***Old urban definition.

_
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The relative maturity of the national population, com-

pared with the population of Texas, is apparent in these

two tables. The large urban areas of the East tend to keep

the proportion of aged for urban areas high in the older

age groups. This is because the aging trend has been going

on for some time in those areas. In the Southwest, however,

the cities are composed of relatively young migrants from

the farming areas, and since the cities themselves are

young in this area, the populations have not had a chance

to age as much as those in other areas.

Table XVI has been included in this study to indicate

the place of residence of older persons by color.

TABLE XVI

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF PERSONS 65 YEARS
OF AGE AND OVER, BY COLOR AND PLACE OF
RESIDENCE, FOR TEXAS, 1930 TO 1950*

Census Urban Rural Nonf arm Rural Farm
Year White Nonwhite White Nonwhite White Nonwhite

1950** 57.4 55.5 23.4 22.3 19.2 22.2

1950*** 56.0 52.9 24.7 24.9 19.3 22.2
1940 44.6 40.5 22.1 19.0 33.3 40.6

1930 40.4 33.4 22.7 17.7 36.9 48.8

*Source: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 105., Vol. II, at
43, Table I7 Ws~gton, Goverment Printing Office, 1952.

**New urban definition.

***Old urban definition.
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In 1950 the older white population was 57.4 per cent

urban by the new definition, 23.4 per cent rural nonfarm,

and 19.2 per cent rural farm. In the same census, the non-

white population was 55.5 per cent urban, 22.3 per cent

rural nonfarm, and 22.2 per cent rural farm. Thus, the

white population over 65 was present in a greater propor-

tion in all areas except the rural farm, where elderly

nonwhites still reside in a large, but decreasing, pro-

portion.

In 1930 the older white population was 40.4 per cent

urban, 22.7 per cent rural nonfarm, and 36.9 per cent rural

farm. In the same year, the nonwhite population 65 and

over was 33.4 per cent urban, 17.7 per cent rural nonfarm,

and 48.8 per cent rural farm. The proportion of older

people in urban areas has been increasing since 1950 for

both white and nonwhite, and the proportion of old people

in both rural nonf arm and rural farm areas has been

decreasing for both groups.

The proportion of older persons in the population of

the four largest urban areas in Texas for the past four

censuses clearly demonstrates the aging trend for urban

places in general. Table XVII shows that Houston, the

largest city in Texas, had a percentage of 3.2 older per-

sons in 1930. By 1960 this proportion had increased to

- _-u- -
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5.6 per cent. Similar increases may be noted for Dallas,

Fort Worth, and San Antonio.

TABLE XVII

PER CENT
FOR

OF PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER,
SELECTED URBAN PLACES IN TEXAS,

1930 TO 1960*

1960 1950 1940 1930

City
o o 0 0

a4r wort 35,26 m. m7,77 6. 17, m . a16, 0 3.

r1H Had )oHas )o H 4: )o'H 4)

4)son 98,1 %4.4 49)16 5.$4 4 4 .3$~ 49,)2 .

000 0 00 0 00 0 oo 00

4)pa 4  0 CH4 ) Pi A4 E4 wp 4  E1411 a o
00n IN", 00100 4 00 0w4 00

Dallas 679,684 7.0 434,462 6.1 294,734 5.1 260.475 3.6

Fort Worth 356,268 8.1 278,778 6.6 177,662 5.9 163,447 3.8
Houston 938,219 5.6 596,163 5.0 384,514 4.3 292,552 3.2
San Antonio 587,718 7.1 408,442 7.2 253.854 5.6 231,542 4.0

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census,
ih nth Census of the United States: 1960, Advance
epor s, 20 -- 5 T STeT, Wasin~ton,~6~vernment Print-

ing Office, 1961; United States Bureau of the Census,
Seventeenth Census of the United States: 1V50, ol. II,
Part 43, Table i, W shingtnGovernment Printing Office,
1952; and United States Bureau of the Census, Sixteenth
Census of the United States: _94 WVol. II, Table A-35,
Washing&Ein,~Goernmnt Printing Offi cc, 1942.

Although the proportion of aged has increased in urban

areas, this increase has merely paralleled the trend for

the population as a whole. In other words, the percentage
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of old people is approximately the same for large urban

areas as for the state as a whole. Naturally, urban popu-

lation exercises a strong influence on the state totals,

since most of the Texas population is now urbanized.

County Distribution

The older population of Texas is not distributed pro-

portionately throughout the state. An analysis of the

percentage of older persons by counties discloses some very

definite patterns (see Figures 11, 12, 13, and 14).* Such

an analysis, done for the census years 1930 to 1960, indi-

cates a concentration of counties containing relatively

high percentages of older persons forming a belt running

vertically through the central part of the state. This

cluster of counties had the highest percentages of older

persons in the state for all four decades shown. There is

also a definite tendency for a decrease in the percentage

of the aged in the counties around this cluster, working

progressively outward toward the borders of the state.

Areas of the state containing the smallest percentage

of older persons are generally located along the Rio

Grande, in extreme West Texas, and to some extent along

the Gulf Coast. There are undoubtedly several reasons for

the distribution of the aged in such a definite pattern.

*Supporting data for Figures 11, 12, 13, and 14 can be
found in Table XXXV in the Appendix.
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In the first place, East and Central Texas are old farming

regions, among the first areas thickly settled in Texas.

They have been characterized during recent decades by high

out-migration of persons in the younger age groups, and

this would tend to leave a relatively high percentage of

those left in the rural areas in the older age brackets.

In a similar vein, the area of black counties shown in

Figure 11 enjoyed a high rate of growth during the petro-

leum "boom" of the 1930's. Such a growth was temporary in

nature, and those who migrated into the area during the

"boom" have tended to leave in search of more vigorous oil-

producing areas. Left behind in large numbers, as usual,

are the older persons.

The entire area of Central Texas is largely agricul-

tural. While the rapidly growing urban centers of Texas

attracted young people from the farm areas, a "push" from

the rural areas speeded up the process. This push has been

caused by droughts, which are endemic to the Southwest in

general, depressed farm conditions at various times during

the last three decades under consideration, and rapid mech-

anization of the farms, causing a decrease in the demand

for farm labor. It would probably be safe to generalize

that those areas which have been characterized by high

rates of out-migration would have high proportions of older

persons in their population.
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West Texas, on the other hand, is characterized by low

percentages of population in the older age groups. The

reasons for this are twofold: the traditionally rural

nature of the region, with its relatively sparse population

and high birth rates, and the high recent migration into

the area because of the rapidly developing irrigated farm-

ing and the Permian Basin oil field. It is basically a

very new area and the population, largely migrants, has not

had time to age.

The ethnic composition of the population by areas also

exercises a strong influence on the proportion of older

persons. The counties along the Rio Grande River contain

most of the Latin-American population of Texas. Since this

group has a young age structure, it tends to keep the pro-

portion of aged in those counties low. Since the Negroes

tended to have the same proportion of aged as the white

group in 1950, it would be fruitless to attribute the per-

centage of aged in any area directly to the presence of

whites or Negroes.

The low proportion of aged in the Gulf Coast area, as

shown in all of the county maps, is accounted for by the

rapid industrialization and urbanization of this area.

This urbanization has occurred fairly recently in the

state's history, and the area is attracting scores of young

migrants from within the state and outside its borders.
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The cities are actually too "young" to have an aged popula-

tion of any great proportion.

In summary, the distribution of aged in Texas appears

to be determined by the same factors which have contributed

to the age structure of the United States as a whole. The

eastern and central portions of the state, like the eastern

and central portions of the United States, represent the

oldest settled areas, the oldest industrialized and

urbanized areas, and, consequently, contain the highest

proportions of older people. The southern and western sec-

tions of the state, on the other hand, still have many

"frontier" conditions which tend to keep the age of the

population low. Immigrants are going into these areas from

Miexico; the primary occupation is agriculture; and place of

residence is predominantly rural. As the western half of

the state grows more industrialized and urbanized, and as

the young people tend to migrate out toward other urban

areas of the state, it is to be expected that the general

age of that section will rise.

Economic Areas

The United States Bureau of the Census divides Texas

into fifteen economic areas for the purpose of facilitating

both the tabulation and presentation of detailed data.

There are 119 such economic subdivisions throughout the
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United States. A state with as many counties as Texas,

254, can present very real difficulties to analysis unless

it can be broken down into a smaller number of divisions,

each division offering a relatively homogeneous group of

counties to the analyst. Although economic areas did not

afford the optimum characteristics as a basic spatial unit

for the purposes of this study, they are worthy of con-

sideration in looking at the distribution of the aged

throughout the state (2, p. 63).

Figure 15 shows the state divided into the fifteen

various economic areas. In 1950 area 10 had the highest

percentage of older persons in its population, with 10.2

per cent (see Table XVIII). It was closely followed by

area 9, with 9.7 per cent; area 7, with 8.5 per cent;

and area 12, with 8.3 per cent. Area 5 in far West Texas

had the smallest proportion of aged in 1950, with a per-

centage of only 3.9. Area 15, with a heavily

Latin-American population, had only 4.3 per cent of its

population in the older group in 1950.

The significant fact about the aging trend by economic

areas is that, although there was a great deal of shifting

going on internally within the state during the thirty year

period under consideration, every economic area had an

increase in the percentage of older people in 1940 and 1950.
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Thus, internal migration and immigration were not able to

affect the over-all trend toward an increasing proportion

of older persons in all areas of the state.
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CHAPTER VI

SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF THE OLDER

POPULATION OF TEXAS

Labor Force Participation

The rural, agricultural society which characterized

Texas well into the twentieth century, stressed the family

as the basic unit of production. Characteristically, every

member of the farm family performs one or more functions in

the labor complex, from the very small children to the old.

The older person in the agricultural society is apt to have

high prestige which accompanies his role of adviser and

forecaster. Until the advent of scientific farming, there

was little or no substitute for experience, and this factor

worked in favor of those in the older age group.

As Texas has become a predominantly urban and indus-

trialized society, emphasis has been placed on education

and technological training as criteria for achieving occu-

pational status, and the older people, who by and large

have less education and technical training, have been

placed at a disadvantage in many occupational classes.

The dynamic technology of this century renders skills

obsolete in many areas within a matter of a few years.
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The classic example of the disappearing blacksmith would

appear symbolic of what has occurred to a great extent

throughout the United States, and to a lesser extent in

Texas.

Since Texas still relies heavily on agriculture and

ranching in its economic milieu, many of the older people

have remained in the rural environment in relatively active

roles. However, the industrial "boom" which received great

impetus during the Second World War attracted persons of

all age groups to the urban areas. Since the urban trend

has continued, it is obvious that many people of all ages

are still migrating from rural to urban areas. These

people enter the industrial complex and are faced with the

conditions which seem to favor youth. Sheldon has gen-

eralized for the older population of the United States as

follows:

The decline in employment with advancing years is
one of the central issues in any consideration of the
status of older persons in our society. For men, the
extension of life has increased the period in the work
force from 39 years to 43 years. Reduction of house-
hold responsibility has made possible the marked rise
in the participation of women in gainful employment.
Simultaneously, the remarkable increase in produc-
tivity has enabled young people to delay their entry
into the labor force and older workers to retire
(1, p. 40).

Figure 16 is a graphic description of the labor force

of Texas, as of 1950, by age and sex.* NMales and females

*Supporting data for Figure 16 can be found in Table
XXXVI in the Appendix.
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achieved their highest proportions in the labor force at

ages 40 to 44, with a percentage of 94.5 for males and 34.3

per cent for females. From age 20, relative participation

at all ages is similar for both sexes, although the per-

centages for females are considerably below those for

males. Participation for both sexes trails off sharply

after age 60. At ages 70 to 74, only 38.5 per cent of the

males were in the labor force, while the percentage for

females was 5.2. For age 75 and over, the percentage

dropped to 18.9 for males and 2.2 for females.

Data in Table XI indicate the employment status of

males and females over 65 in Texas for 1940 and 1950, and

also show the employment status of all classes by sex. In

1940 the total population 14 years of age and over was

2,377,080 for males, and of this total, 1,912,539, or 80.5

per cent, were considered in the labor force. For females

the total over 14 was 2,368,773, with 542,385, or a per-

centage of 22.9, in the labor force. The number and

percentage comparisons of the totals for all classes with

those for the older population point up the significant

disparities for the aged. Males 65 and over totaled

176,468 in 1940, of whom 44.7 per cent were in the labor

force. Females totaled 171,027, and only 5.3 per cent

were in the labor force.
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Figures for 1950 exhibit the same relative participa-

tion. For all classes, 80 per cent of the males and 27.0

per cent of the females 14 years of age and over were in

the labor force. For those 65 and over, 41.5 per cent of

the males and 6.7 per cent of the females were in the labor

force. The increase in percentage of females of all ages

in the labor force is probably accounted for by the trend

for females to work outside the household, which received

great impetus during World War II.

The decline in percentage of males over 65 in the

labor force is largely resultant from a decline in agri-

culture and other areas of self-employment. A secondary

factor would be the impact of various types of retirement

and pension plans. Since three fourths of the population

of Texas in 1960 resided in urban areas in Texas, it is

obvious that farming is becoming more mechanized and

specialized, thus requiring fewer people in the farm labor

force. If the trend toward larger farms continues, this

will mean a diminishing number of individual farm oper-

ators. Both factors will contribute toward a reduction in

the number of persons engaged in farming, and consequently

will mean that fewer persons 65 and over will be employed

in agricultural pursuits. This should mean that still

fewer older persons will be in the labor force in decades



87

to come, unless some type of occupation not now extant

comes into being which would employ large numbers of older

males.

Another facet of the employment status of older per-

sons of Texas which is of interest is type of employment.

Table XX utilizes the major occupational classes of the

Bureau of Census to describe the types of jobs held by

older people. The largest percentage of males 65 and over

in the labor force was in the class including "farmers and

farm managers." The percentage for this group was 31.2.

The next highest group was "managers, officials, and pro-

prietors, except farm," with 14.0 per cent. The lowest

number of older males was employed as "private household

workers." The percentage for this group was 0.3.

For females the largest percentage was employed in

the category of "private household workers," with 19.5

per cent holding jobs as domestics of one type or another.

Next came "professional, technical, and kindred workers,"

with 13.1 per cent, closely followed by "service workers,

except private household," with 12.0 per cent. "Mana-

gers, officials, and proprietors, except farm," made up

11.3 per cent of the female total.
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TABLE IZ

NUMBER AND PER CENT OF EMPLOYED PERSONS 65 YEARS OF
AGE AND OVER, BY OCCUPATIONAL CLASSES,

FOR TEXAS, 1950*

Male Female
Occupational Class

Number Per Cent Number Per Cent

Professional, technical,
and kindred workers 5,843 5.9 2,155 13.1

Farmers and farm
managers 30,689 31.2 1,151 7.0

Managers, officials,
and proprietors,
except farm 13,738 14.0 1,866 11.3

Clerical and kindred
workers 3,600 3.7 1,168 7.1

Sales workers 6,138 6.2 1,469 8.9

Craftsmen, foremen, and
kindred workers 10,654 10.8 161 1.0

Operatives and kindred
workers 4,555 4.6 1,607 9.7

Private household
workers 328 0.3 3,212 19.5

Service workers, except
private household 7,059 7.2 1,987 12.0

Farm laborers and
foremen 6,360 6.5 723 4.4

Laborers, except farm
and mine 7,458 7.6 96 0.6

Occupations not
reported 1,937 2.0 895 5.4

Total 98,359 100.0 16,490 100.0

*Source: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 1950, Vol. II,

jart 43, Table 6y Washington, Government Printing Office,
1952.

. .v
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It would be extremely naive to attempt to project any

trends from the occupational data of one census; therefore,

no such generalizations or extrapolations will be made in

this study. It might be well to point out, however, that

certain occupations tend to be sex-selective, and it is to

be expected that larger proportions of the male population

would engage in farming, and that larger proportions of the

female population would be engaged in domestic service.

There are undoubtedly some occupations which afford addi-

tional extended employment for older people in Texas, but

their identification is beyond the scope of this study.

Marital Status of the Older Population

Data in Table XXI describe the marital status of the

older population of Texas, by sex, for the period 1900 to

1950. The percentage of single males in the older age

group has been increasing since 1900. In 1900 4.8 per cent

of the older males were single, and by 1950 the percentage

had risen to 5.3. The only exception to the rise was 1950,

when the 5.3 per cent represented a drop from the 1940 high

of 6.2 per cent.

The per cent of married males 65 and over has increased

slightly from a low of 66.6 per cent in 1930 to a high of

70.5 in 1950. The per cent of widowed males has been

decreasing from 25.6 per cent in 1900 to 22.0 per cent in

1950.
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TABLE XXI

MARITAL STATUS, BY SEX, FOR PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE
AND OVER, FOR TEXAS, 1900 TO 1950*

t00$40rd r0
Year,.

.wit, $.4 $ 4 w0" W 0 0 0 00 ms se 00 0f4W'P 4 0 .dA .,000P

Male

1950

1940

1930

1920

1910

1900

Female

1950

1940

1930

1920

1910

1900

242,910

176,468

123,443

89,268

59,165

39,654

273,165

171,027

109,016

73,778

51,636

34,383

5.3

6.2

5.5

5.3

4.9

4.8

4.9

4.3

3.6

3.6

3.3

3.0

70.5

68.2

66.6

66.9

68.0

68.9

35.4

33.6

33.8

34.2

34.6

30.3

22.0

24.3

26.6

26.7

26.2

25.6

58.5

61.3

61.7

61.4

61.4

66.1

2.1

1.4

1.2

0.8

0.7

0.4

1.2

0.8

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

. .

. .

0.1

0.3

0.3

0.3

. .

. .

0.2

0.4

0.3

0.4

Jn I
*Source : United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-

teenth Census of the United States: 1252 'sVol. IIj
ar 3, T e 67Washington, Government Printing Office,
1952.
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This reflects the decreasing death rate for females during

the period. The percentage of divorced rose from 0.4 per

cent in 1900 to 2.1 per cent in 1950, a reflection of the

increased prevalency of divorce in the United States during

the twentieth century.

The percentage of single females 65 and over increased

from 3.0 per cent in 1900 to 4.9 per cent in 1950. The

increase can be accounted for in a number of ways, but the

primary reasons are probably to be found in the unbalanced

sex ratios of urban areas and the economic self-sufficiency

afforded to women in this period through increased employ-

ment opportunities. The percentage of widowed females

decreased from 66.1 in 1900 to 58.5 in 1950. This

decrease, like that for the older males, is accounted for

by decreasing death rates of spouses. The percentage of

divorced females rose from 0.3 per cent in 1900 to 1.2 per

cent in 1950. This increase also reflects the national

trend toward higher divorce rates, but is lower than that

for the males. The difference can be accounted for in part

by the higher proportion of males who remarry.

There are marked differences in marital status for the

aged by age groups over 65. For instance, Table XXIII shows

that while the percentage of widowed males increased from

14.1 for the group 65 to 69 to 55.8 per cent for the group
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85 and over in 1950, the percentages for females were far

greater at all ages. The percentage of widowed females was

45.7 for the age group 65 to 69, and rose to 87.4 per cent

for the group 85 and over. This is a dramatic example of

the effect of higher death rates for males at these ages.

TABLE XXII

MARITAL STATUS OF PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER,
BY AGE GROUPS, FOR TEXAS, 1950*

Single Married Widowed Divorced
Age

male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female

65-69 5.5 4.9 77.9 47.8 14.1 45.7 2.5 1.7

70-74 5.4 5.1 72.5 36.0 19.8 57.8 2.3 1.1

75-79 5.1 5.0 65.2 23.9 28.0 70.4 1.7 0.7

80-84 4.4 4.2 54.4 13.6 39.7 81.5 1.5 0.7

85 and
over 6.0 4.9 37.7 7.5 55.8 87.4 1.1 0.2

*Source: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 1950, Vol. II, Part
43, Table 56, Washington, Government Printing Office, 1952.

Another trend is for the proportion of divorced in

both sexes to fall with advancing age. Rather than repre-

senting differential death rates between married and single

groups and the divorced, the decrease is likely a reflee-

tion of the lower divorce rates prevalent during past
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decades. The percentage of married males decreased from

77.9 for the group 65 to 69, to 37.7 per cent for the group

85 and over. At the same time, the female percentage was

decreasing from 47.8 for the group 65 to 69, to only 7.5

for the group 85 and over. Obviously the percentage of

married females is much lower for each age group over 65,

and this is accounted for by the increasing number who are

widowed.

Educational Status

In 1950 the median number of years of school completed

for all males over 25 was 8.9, while for all females the

median was 9.6 years (see Table XXIII). For the age group

65 to 74, the median years of school completed for males

was 7.1 and for females 7.8. For the age group 75 and

over, the median number of school years completed was 6.3

for males and 7.2 for females. The conclusions to be drawn

from this comparison are: that the number of years of

school completed tends to decline with increasing age, and

that females at all ages in the Texas population complete

more years of school than males.

The median years of school completed for nonwhites

25 years of age and over in 1950 was 6.5 for males and

7.4 for females. Thus, the nonwhite group had less for-

mal education than the white group, and the females in

the nonwhite group had more education than the males.
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TABLE III

SDIAN YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED FOR SELECTED
AGE GROUPS, BY SEX, RACE AND PLACE OF

RESIDENCE, FOR TEXAS, 1950*

Area, Color, Ages 65 Ages 75 All Persons
and Sex to 74 and over 25 and over

All Persons

Male

Female

Nonwhite

Male

Female

Urban

Male

Female

Rural nonfarm

Male

Female

Rural farm

Male

Female

7.1

7.8

4.0

4.8

7.6
8.2

6.6

7.4

6.4

7.0

6.3

7.2

3.2

3.5

6.9

7.9

5.9

6.8

5.5

6.1

8.9

9.6

6.5

7.4

9.9

10.3

8.9

7.7

8.4

*Sore : United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 1950, Vol. II,
Part .3, Table65,1a eEton, Government Printing Office,
1952.
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Both relationships hold for all places of residence in

Texas. For persons 25 years of age and older in 1950,

urban males had completed 9.9 years of school, urban

females 10.3 years; rural nonfarm males 8.4 years, rural

nonfarm females 8.9; rural farm males 7.7, and rural farm

females 8.4 years of school. The same relationships

existed for persons 65 years of age and over, but the older

people had fewer years of completed school in every

instance than did the total population 25 years of age and

over.

It would be expected that the older people of Texas in

1950 would have fewer years of education than the popula-

tion as a whole because their childhood was spent in an

agricultural era when farm work interfered with formal

education. Also, compulsory public education was not wide-

spread and all-encompassing sixty to a hundred years ago.

Another factor accounting for some of the difference is

that many of the older persons were immigrants coming from

countries not having public education to any great extent.

Future censuses will undoubtedly show a rise in the median

years of school completed for persons 65 and over, as they

will for all persons 25 and over.
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Household Relationship

The older population of Texas in 1950 was almost

entirely classified by the Bureau of the Census as residing

in households. The actual percentages were 97.3 per cent

in households and 2.7 per cent residing in quasi households

(2, p. vi). A quasi household is basically a group of per-

sons living together in quarters not classified as a

dwelling unit. This classification would include all of

the institutionalized older people and all of those living

in boarding houses, hotels, camps, and military barracks.

Of those living in households, 234,000 were male and

265,715 female. Table XXv shows the relationship of both

males and females in the household. The largest group of

males, 83.6 per cent, were "heads" of the household. The

next largest group of males, 9.3 per cent, was classified

as a parent of the head of the household. This group

includes those older persons living with their children.

Only 3.7 per cent of the males lived with "other rela-

tives."

Again, the largest percentage of the females in the

aged group were classified as "heads" of the household,

with 36.3 per cent in that class. The next largest group,

32.2 per cent, was classified as "wives" of the head.

Those living with their children comprised 22.8 per cent
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of the aged females, a much higher percentage than the

males in the same category.

TABLE XXIV

PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER,
BY RELATIONSHIP TO HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD,

BY SEX, TEfAS, 1940 AND 1950*

1950 1940
Relationship--

Male Female Male Female

Head 83.6 36.3 80.4 34.4

Wife . . 32.2 . . 29.9

Child 0.1 0.2 . . .

Parent 9.3 22.8 11.6 27.3

Other relative 3.7 5.9 3.7 5.6

Lodger 2.9 2.2 4.1 2.5

Resident employee 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.3

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 1950, Vol. II, Part
43, TablW37 Wishingonovernment Printing Office, 1952;
and United States Bureau of the Census, Sixteenth Census of
the United States: 9*140, Vol. IV, Part 4, Table 13,
Washlngton, GovernmentPrinting Office, 1942.

A point worthy of note is the relatively small per-

centage of both sexes included in the "lodger"

classification. Only 2.2 per cent of the females, and

2.9 per cent of the males were so classified.
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Comparison with similar figures for 1940 indicates that

there was an increase in the number of males and females

classified as "head" of the household between 1940 and

1950; a decrease in the percentage of females classified as

"wife" of the head of the household; an increase in the

number of aged persons living with their parents; about the

same percentage living with "other relatives"; a slightly

smaller percentage living as "lodgers"; and about the same

percentage in the "resident employee" class.

The reasons for the changes that did occur can be

generalized from other demographic trends. In the first

instance, the percentage of older people who are finan-

cially able to live alone as a result of Social Security

and private pensions caused a rise in the percentage of

both males and females classified as "heads" of their

households. There were fewer females, percentagewise,

classified as wives of the heads because women are living

much longer than their husbands. The drop in both sexes

classified as parents of the head is accounted for by the

increasing financial independence of the older people, and

the trend for higher rates of migration, which separate

parents and children spatially. The slight increase in

those older persons who lived with their parents is

accounted for by extended life expectancy.
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Data on relationship to the head of the household are

likely to be somewhat inaccurate at best. For example,

there is a strong probability that many younger people tend

to characterize dependent parents as head of the household.

Other errors of response are possible which could affect

some of the percentages shown in this section.
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CHAPTER VII

PROJECTIONS FOR THE OLDER POPULATION OF TEXAS

The experience of demographers in the twentieth

century in attempting to project populations has been, on

the whole, rather disappointing. This is not to say that

population projections have been wholly incorrect, or that

they have failed to serve useful purposes. The primary

reason that population projections have tended to fall

short of desirable accuracy is the unpredictable environ-

ment in which human beings dwell. Actually, many

demographers have made intelligent and accurate predictions

of population trends based on their assumptions at the

time.

For instance, projections made about the population

growth of the United States in the 1930's proved grossly

inadequate for the decades of 1940 and 1950 because they

were based on the then obvious long-term decline in birth

rates. It was impossible to foresee the reversal of the

trend that was to take place during the Second World War,

and equally impossible to predict that the new trend would

continue through the 1950's. Social changes, political

changes, economic changes, and advances in medical

101
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technology all work to make population prognostication

difficult at best.

Nevertheless, the complexity and rapid change which

tend to make population prediction difficult are the very

factors in modern society which make such projections

desirable. Factors which cause a rapid increase in the

number of aged in a population also give rise to the need

for intelligent planning for coping with such increases.

In a like manner, the rapid increase in births evidenced

during the 1940's and 1950's in the United States gave rise

to the need for careful and informed planning for school

facilities. The fact that accurate projections of popula-

tion growth over a long period of time have been difficult

in the past merely makes the need for more active and

intelligent work in this area imperative.

By and large, projections of population have tended to

be more accurate for shorter periods of time than longer

ones; for larger populations than small ones; and for cer-

tain selected characteristics than others. Thus, it would

be far easier to estimate the total population of Texas for

the next decade with some accuracy than to estimate the

population of a specific county in Texas three decades

hence. As far as selected characteristics are concerned,

it is far easier, and more accurate, to estimate the number

of older persons in a population for several decades in
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advance than it is to describe the future racial composi-

tion of a small area. The people who will reach 65 years

of age, or at least have a chance of reaching that age, for

six decades to come have already been born when such an

estimate is made. Barring unforeseen migration-on a major

scale, and some revolutionary change in the death rate

because of medical breakthroughs, current death rate sta-

tistics can be applied to a given population and relatively

accurate predictions made about the number of old persons

to be expected for many decades in advance. The racial

composition of a given small area, on the other hand, would

be highly unpredictable because of the impact even a

moderate amount of migration could have and the tremendous

social changes which are occurring in the twentieth cen-

tury. Changes in the social status of a racial sub-group

can change its death rates, birth rates, place of residence,

and other important demographic factors.

Projections made about the number of older persons to

be expected in the population of Texas for several decades

after 1950 should be viewed as relatively accurate. Such

projections are based on a known population, for which

migration in and out of the state plays a relatively minor

role. It should be granted that factors which have caused

an increase in the number of older persons in other sec-

tions of the country are just reaching major proportions in
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Texas. However,. this fact need not work adversely on pro-

jections for the older population of Texas because the

effects have already been noted for the other parts of the

country, and the findings may be applied to the Texas popu-

lation with a reasonable expectation that the trend in

Texas will parallel trends in the older parts of the

United States.

Projections cited in this study will be taken from

work done by the Texas Research League in 1954 (1). They

are based on certain general assumptions which must be made

by all demographers, namely: (1) the form of government

and of the existing institutions will remain unchanged, and

(2) no disasters, due either to war or epidemic, will occur

(1, p. 2). The projections are made for the population of

Texas, which is certainly a large population compared to

smaller divisions, such as communities, counties, and

cities. Nevertheless, the Texas population is not large in

comparison with that of the United States or other large

countries of the world. As far as accuracy is concerned,

projections of population for Texas would probably not be

as accurate as those made for the United States, but they

should be accurate enough to give an insight into the

prospects for the near future. Projections made for any

longer period of time than a decade can be expected to
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decrease in accuracy rather sharply, for reasons previously

mentioned.

In determining the number of older people who could be

expected to survive to the years for which the projections

are made, the Texas Research League used the "cohort-

survival" technique (1, p. 9). This is basically a

technique where a known population exists, and, as it ages,

death rates are applied in accordance with past experience.

The death rates applied to the projected populations were

those experienced in 1950 (1, p. 11). No allowance was

made for migration.

The Texas Research League estimated that the number of

older persons in Texas would reach approximately 737,000 in

1960. Advance reports from the 1960 census show an actual

population of 745,391 for 1960. Estimates for 1965 were

856,294; for 1970, 989,625; for 1975, 1,131,805 (see

Table XXV).

TABLE XXV

PROJECTED NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 65 YEARS OF
AGE AND OVER, BY SEX, FOR TEXAS, 1950 TO 1975*

Number 65 and over Per Cent of Total
Year Population

Total Male Female Total Male Female
1950 513,420 244,181 269,239 6.657 3.165 3.492
1955 623,137 289,892 333,245 7.032 3.271 3.761
1960 736,655 336,561 400,094 7.637 3.489 4.148
1965 856,294 385,680 470,614 8.212 3.699 4.513
1970 989,625 439,989 549,636 8.812 3.918 4.894
1975 1,131,905 498,068 633,837 9.364 4.121 5.243

*Source: Projection of the Population of ,
, Austin, Texas esearcah gue, June ,l154.
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Table X;VI shows the estimated number of older persons

by age groups, compared with the actual numbers reported in

the 1960 census. The percentage of error tended to

increase with each age group, although not in the same

direction. The number of males 65 to 69 was underestimated

by 5.2 per cent, and the number of males 70 to 74 was

underestimated by 4.9 per cent. Thereafter the number of

males was overestimated by 5.6 per cent for the group 75 to

79, 12.6 per cent for the group 80 to 84, and 22.1 per cent

for the group 85 and over.

TABLE XXVI

ACTUAL AND PROJECTED NUMBER OF PERSONS 65 YEARS
OF AGE AND OVER, BY SEX, FOR TEXAS, 1960*

e Estimated Actual PerrGe of

Group Gale Female Male Female Male Female

65-69 125,976 136,831 132,887 149,910 5.2 8.7

70-74 91,868 104,411 96,563 113,989 4.9 8.4

75-79 63,847 81,967 60,450 76,724 5.6 6.8
80-84 33,933 45,350 30,040 41,603 12.6 9.0

85 and
over 20,937 30,535 17,149 26,076 22.1 16.4

*Sources: Projection of the Population of Texas,
95-975, Austin, Texas Resear~h Laue Jtine,~194

Tables VI-IX; and United States Bureau of the Census,
Eighteenth Census of the United States: 1960, Advance
Reports, PO2T- 5~), --eIWsEhi n, ~~~n. rn ment Print-
ing Office, 1961.
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The same general pattern of error occurs with the

females. The first two age groups in the older population

were underestimated and the balance were overestimated.

Any attempt to explain the error at this point would be

pure conjecture. An obvious explanation is that better

medical care was provided during the previous decade for

those just entering the aged group. This could have

resulted from the urbanization of the population and a

general increase in the standard of living. Since 1950

mortality rates were applied to the populations, it is to

be presumed that the relative numbers of people in the

older age groups prior to 1950 were so small that they did

not accurately reflect what would occur as larger numbers

of persons lived to advanced ages. The fact is that the

death rates applied to the older population were high for

those 65 to 74 and low for those 74 and older.

Estimates concerning the percentage of old people in

the Texas population are contained in Table XV. It will be

noted that the estimated percentage for 1960 was 7.032,

while the actual percentage was 7.781. Migration, which

was assumed in the estimates to be zero, may have been a

factor in this error, but apparently much of the difference

in the actual and estimated percentages was due to a

decrease in the death rate during the 1950's.

I
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The estimates show that by 1975 the older population

of Texas should reach 1,131,905, with 498,068 males and

633,837 females. The aged group should represent 9.364 per

cent of the population, with 4.12 per cent being males and

5.24 per cent females. If the trend evidenced in the

actual figures for 1960 continues, these estimates might

well be conservative. However, it should be noted that

percentages can fluctuate quite a bit because of other

factors, while actual numbers might not. The percentage

of older persons in the population is affected by birth

rates and death rates of all the other age groups.

Figure 17 shows graphically the actual trend of the

older population of Texas from 1900 to 1960 as a percentage

of the population, and the projection of the percentage of

older persons, by five-year intervals, to 1975.

Table flVII shows the projected sex ratios for the

older population in 1960 and 1975, compared to the actual

sex ratios for 1950. Sex ratios are expected to fall for

both white and nonwhites. The lowest sex ratios are

expected to be found in the oldest age groups, as they were

in 1950. The projected sex ratio for whites in 1975 is

57.5 for the age group 85 and over. This means that

females in that age group are expected to outnumber males

almost two to one by 1975.
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Fig. 17--Percentage of persons 65 years of age and over, for
Texas, 1900 to 1960, and projected percentage, 1960 to 1975.
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It is evident from the trends developed in this study

that the older population of Texas has grown rapidly in

numbers and as a proportion of the population. Such growth

will undoubtedly give rise to even more attention to this

group of people than has been evidenced in the past.

According to trends which were apparent at the time of this

study, the older population of Texas will continue to

increase in numbers and as a percentage of the population

for several decades beyond 1960. The number of persons

living to ages now included in the upper limits of the aged

group will increase as the life span continues to lengthen.

The proportion of females in the older population will

increase, and sex ratios in the upper age brackets will

become much lower than in 1960 because of the longer life

expectancy for females. If rural-to-urban migration pat-

terns continue into the future, many of the counties in

Texas will have as much as 25 per cent of their population

in the older age group by 1970. The urban areas, which are

relatively young in comparison to the old urban areas of

the eastern United States, will have increasing percentages

of older people as the cities age.

The implications of these trends will, in all proba-

bility, be the subject of additional studies by social

scientists in the near future. It is obvious that the

trends cited above will create the need for a serious
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analysis of medical care for the aged, housing for the

older population, leisure activities for retired citizens,,

state and local tax sources, and the economic institutions

of the state. From the political adherents of the Townsend

Plan of the 1930's and the "Golden Age Clubs" and retired

persons associations prevalent throughout the 1950's, it is

logical to conclude that the older people will continue to

organize and associate to exert political pressure to

further their ends. Unlike children and adolescents in the

United States, the older people are all of age to vote, and

as their number increases, they are expected to make their

desires and wishes known through the democratic process.
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APPENDIX

TABLE XVIII

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION OF TEXAS, BY
AGE GROUPS AND SEX, 1930 TO 1950*

1950 1940 1930 1910
Age-

Hale Female dale Female alel Female Hale Female

Under

5-9
10-14
15-19

20-24
25-29

30-34

35-39
40-44

45-49
50-54

55-59
60-64

65-69

70-74

75+

5

Total

5.9
4.8

4.0
4.0

4.1

4.1

3.7
3.7
3.4

3.0

2.5
2.1l

1.6

1.3

0.9
1.01

5.7
4.7
3.9
3.8

4.1

4.2

3.8
3.8

3.4

2.9
2.4

2.0
1.6

1.4

1.0

1.1

4.5

4.7
4.9
4.9

4.3
4.3
4.1

3.8

3.2

2.9
2.4

1.9
1.5

1.2

0.8

0.

4.4

4.6

4.8

5.0

4.6

4.5
4.2

3.8

3.1

2.7
2.2

1.8

1.4

1.2

0.7
0.8

5.3

5.8

5.2

5.2

4.9

4.3

3.7
3.6

3.0
2.7
2.2

1.6

1.3

0.9
0.6

0.6

5.2
5.6

5.1

5.3

5.0

4.4

3.7
3.5
2.8

2.4

1.9
1.4

1.1

0.7

0.5

0.6

7.1
6.6

6.0

5.4

5.0

4.3
3.6
3.2

2.4
2.2

1.9
1.41
1.21

0.7
0.4
0.4

4 14 4 m ., - - - t -

50.0 49.8 50.1 49.8 50.91 49.2 51.8

6.8

6.5

5.8

5.5

4.9

4.2

3.3
2.8

2.1

1.7

1.5

1.1
0.9
0.6
0.4
0.4

48.5

*Source: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 1 , Vol. II,
Part 43, Tale~T6~ashington, Government Printing Office ,
1952.
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TABLE XXIX

MEDIAN AGE, BY SEX AND RACE, FOR THE UNITED STATES
AND TEXAS, 1880 TO 1960*

Total All Classes White Nonwhite
Year Popula- ---

tions Females Males Females Iales Females

United
States

1960 29.5 28.7 30.3 . . . .** . .** .

1950 30.2 29.9 30.5 30.4 31.1 25.9 26.2

1940 29.0 29.1 29.0 29.5 29.5 25.4 25.1

1930 26.5 26.7 26.2 27.1 26.6 23.9 23.1

1920 25.3 25.8 24.7 26.1 25.1 23.1 21.9

1910 24.1 24.6 23.5 24.9 23.9 21.5 20.6

1900 22.9 23.3 22.4 23.8 22.9 20.0 19.5

1890 22.0 22.3 21.6 22.9 22.1 18.5 18.3

1880 20.9 21.2 20.7 21.6 21.1 17.9 18.0

Texas
1960 27.0 26.1 27.8 . .* . .* . . .

1950 27.9 27.6 28.2 27.8 28.3 26.5 26.9

1940 26.8 27.0 26.7 27.1 26.9 26.0 25.6

1930 23.7 24.0 23.4 24.0 23.4 23.7 23.1

1920 22.0 22.6 21.4 22.7 21.4 22.3 21.4

1910 20.2 20.8 19.7 20.9 19.7 20.1 19.7

1900 18.7 19.3 18.2 19.6 18.3 18.1 18.0

1890 17.9 18.6 17.2 19.2 17.3 16.6 16.7

1880 17.6 18.6 16.7 19.5 17.1 15.7 15.9

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-

teenth Census of the United States: 195Q, Characteristils
of the Population, Vol. II, Part 43, Table 16, Washington,
Government Printing Office, 1952; and United States Bureau
of the Census , Eighteenth Census of the United States:
1960, Advance Reports, PC(A2)-1, Table 1, and PC(A2-45,
able 1, Washington, Government Printing Office, 1961.

**Census data for 1960 not available at the time of

this study.
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TABLE XXX

WHITE PERSONS OF SPANISH SURNAME 65 YEARS OF AGE
AND OVER, BY SELECTED COUNTIES,

FOR TEXAS, 1950*

Total Nbertal Number
Pou imPopuattionTta

County f p h ad County o a on 65 andSofeSpnish Over
Surname Surname

Atascosa

Bee

Bexar

Brewster

Brooks

Caldwell

Cameron

Comal

Dallas

De Witt

Dimmit

Duval

El Paso

Fort Bend

Frio

Galveston

Gonzales

Guadalupe

9,441

7,961

176,877

3,056

5,894

5,547

81,080

4,440

14,430

4,071

7,683

10,724

89,555

6,597

6,250

6,914

4,357

6,047

352

293

6,948

105

252

213

2,378

188

421

186

269

544

3,289

159

231

165

180

222

Harris

Hays

Hidalgo

Howard

Jefferson

Jim Hogg

Jim Wells

Karnes

Kleberg

La Salle

Live Oak

Lubbock

McLennan

iMaverick

'Medina

Nueces

Pecos

Presidio

39,171

6,130

112,422

3,137

4,274

4,098

14,878

6,786

10,306

5,044

3,382

6,477

4,445

9,047

5,757

58,939

3,576

5,133

1,047

244

2,888

102

159

204

526

264

327

223

120

117

157

384

245

1,573

100

277

i

i
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TABLE .XX--ontinued

Total Number Total Number
POpultin'umerPopulation 65 andcounty *65 and. county of Spanish Over

oSurnih Over Surname

Refugio 2,630 104 Victoria 7,334 254

San Patri-
ioo 18,462 500 Webb 47,525 2,297

Starr 12,452 654 Wharton 4,670 138

Tarrant 8,552 272 Willacy 13,472 294

Tom William-

Green 6,896 203 son 3,706 141

Travis 15,365 538 Wilson 5,070 238

Uvalde 6,807 252 Zapata 4,144 233

Val Verde 10,488 493 Zavala 7,690 285

*Source: United States Bureau of the
teenth Census of the United States: 250,
Persons F a is~~urame, Table 9.

Census,
Special

Seven-
EijW ts,

**Includes only those counties having more than 100
persons of Spanish surname 65 years of age and over.
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TABLE XXI

DISTRIBUTION OF P0PULATII BY AGE GROUPS,
RACE, AND SEX, FOR TEXAS, 1950*

White With- Spanish
White out Spanish su e Nnwhite

Age Surname

Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female

Under 5 5.9 5.7 5.5 5.2 8.6 8.3 6.0 6.0

5- 9 4.8 4.6 4.5 4.3 6.8 6.6 4.9 5.0

10-14 4.0 3.8 3.7 3.6 5.5 5.3 4.4 4.4

15-19 4.0 3.7 3.8 3.5 4.8 4.9 4.1 4.3

20-24 4.1 4.1 4.0 4.0 4.6 4.7 3.8 4.4

25-29 4.2 4.2 4.2 4.3 4.2 4.1 3.7 4.1

30-34 3.8 3.8 3.9 3.9 3.0 2.9 3.2 3.7

35-39 3.7 3.8 3.9 3.9 3.0 2.9 3.4 4.0

40-44 3.4 3.3 3.6 3.5 2.6 2.3 3.2 3.4

45-49 3.0 2.9 3.1 3.1 2.3 2.0 3.0 3.1

50-54 2.5 2.4 2.7 2.6 1.6 1.5 2.5 2.4

55-59 2.1 2.0 2.2 2.2 1.2 1.1 1.9 1.8

60-64 1.7 1.7 1.8 1.8 1.0 1.0 1.4 1.3

65-69 1.3 1.4 1.4 1.5 0.8 0.8 1.5 1.6

70-74 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.1 0.4 0.4 0.8 0.8

75+ 1.0 1.1 1.0 1.2 0.5 0.5 0.9 0.9

Total 50.5 49.5 50.3 49.7 50.9 49.3 48.7 51.2

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-

teenth Census of the United States: 1 , Vol. II,
Par , Table~6;,ant e States Bureau of the Census,
Seventeenth Census of the United States: 1950, Vol. IV,

Pat3, hapt rd ab~e 3.
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TABLE XXXI

SEX RATIOS FOR ALL CLASSES, AND BY RACE,
FOR TEXAS, 1900 TO 1960*

Year All Classes White Negro Nonwhite

1960 98.1 98.7 94.4 94.5

1950 100.4 101.2 94.8 95.1

1940 100.9 101.8 95.3 95.4

1930 103.8 104.8 97.7 97.9
1920 106.9 108.1 100.3 100.6

1910 107.4 109.0 100.0 100.2

1900 107.4 109.4 99.9 100.1

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 1 . , Vol. II,
haraEcteristis of the Population, Part 43, Table 14,

Washington, Government Printing Office, 1952; and. United
States Bureau of the Census, Eighteenth Census of the
United States: 1960, Advance Reports, P(A 2)-457 ale 1,
Washington, Government Printing Office, 1961.

TABLE YXXIII
SEX RATIOS FOR ALL CLASSES, AND BY RACE,

FOR THE UNITED STATES, 1900 TO 1960*

Year All Classes White Nonwhite

1960 97.1 97.4 94.7
1950 98.6 99.0 95.7
1940 100.7 101.2 96.7
1930 102.5 102.9 99.1
1920 104.0 104.4 100.9
1910 106.0 106.6 101.5
1900 104.4 104.9 101.0

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 10 , Vol. 1, Table

9,Wshington~~Government Printing Office, 1952; and
United States Bureau of the Census, Eighteenth Census of
the United States: 1960, Advance Reports, PC(A)-, T le
ITWaington, Government Printing Office, 1961.
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TABLE XXXIV

SEX RATIOS FOR PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE AND
OVER, FOR THE UNITED STATES AND TEXAS,

BY RACE, 1900 TO 1960*

United States Texas
Census
Year All White Nonwhite All White Nonwhite

Classes Classes

1960 82.9 . .** . .** 82.6 . .** . .**

1950 89.6 89.1 95.1 90.7 90.0 95.4

1940 95.5 95.0 102.5 .- 103.2 103.1 103.8

1930 100.5 100.2 105.7 115.2 113.7 110.0

1920 101.5 100.6 111.5 121.0 121.3 119.4

1910 101.1 100.6 108.3 114.6 115.5 110.1

1900 102.0 101.8 103.9 115.3 117.4 107.6

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: 1 , Vol. II, Part r,
Table39, Washington, Government printing Office, 1952;
United States Bureau of the Census, Seventeenth Census of
the United States: 190, Vol. II, Part 43, Table 16,
Wiihington, Government Printing Office, 1952; and United
States Bureau of the Census , Eighteenth Census of the
United States: 960, Advance Reports, P(A2)-1, Table 1,
and P(A2-45,' ale 1, Washington, Government Printing
Office, 1961.

**Census data for 1960 not available at the time of
this study.
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TABLE XXXV

PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS
BY COUNTIES, FOR

65 YEARS OF
TEXAS, 1930

AGE AND OVER,
TO 1960*

Economic Area Per Cent 65 and over

and County 1960 1950 1940 1930

Area 1

Brewster
Culberson
Hudspeth
Jeff Davis
Loving
Pecos
Presidio
Reeves
Ward
El Paso
Crockett
Edwards
Glassoock
Irion
Kimble
Kinney
Menard
Reagan
Real
Schleicher
Sterling
Sutton
Terrell
Upton
Uvalde
Val Verde

Area 2

Bandera
Blanco
Coke
Comal
Concboo
Gillespie
Hays
Kendall

8.1
4.1
4.0
6.1
5.3
4.6
9.0
4.0
4.2
4.5
5.0
9.7
6.2

12*2
14.2
9.5

15.9
4.2

12.2
9.3

10.1
7.0
6.7
4.5
9.0
5.0

15.9
16.4
11.7
10.1
20.3
16.3
9.5

14.9

5.6
3.7
2.3
6.0
5.3
3.9
6.2
4.1
3.2
4.6
4.o
6.5
5.1
7.7
8.4
8.1

10.3
2.6
8.6
7.2
7.1
4.9
4.7
2.8
7.4
5.9

11.3
12.1
8.7
8.4
7.6

11.5
8.0

11.7

4.9
3.2
2.9
4.5
3.5
3.4

3.9
4.2
2.1
4.5
3.2
4.6
4.7
4.6
5.3
4.0
6.7
3.2
6.5
4.6
6.6
3.5
4.2
2.7
6.5
4.9

9.7
7.9
6.5
7.4
4.8
7.7
6.9
9.6

3.7
1.8
2.1
4.2
1.5
2.3
2.7
3.3
2.5
3.1
2.6
4.0
3.7
4.4
4.7
3.5
4.9
1.8
5.2
3.3
4.3
3.6
3.2
1.4
5.2
3.8

7.5
6.7
4.8
6.3
3.6
6.5
5.6
7.8
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TABLE XXX--Continued

Economic Area Per Cent 65 and over

and County 1960 1950 1940 1930

Kerr
Llano
McCulloch
Mason
Medina
San Saba
Tom Green

Area 3
Brooks
Dimmit
Duval
Jim Hogg
Kenedy
Kleberg
La Salle
Meullen
Maverick
Starr
Webb
Zapata,
Zavala

Area 4

Armstrong
Briscoe
Carson
Castro
Dallam
Deaf Smith
Floyd
Gray
Hale
Hansford
Hartley
Hemphill
Hutchinson
Lipscomb
Moore
Ohiltree
Oldham

19.2
16.7
16.4
17.7
9.5

19.2
8.9

6.0
6.3
7.0
6.3
5.3
4.5
8.8

10.7
5.5
5.7
6.5
7.8
5.6

14.2
8.9
6.6
3.4

10.6
5.7
8.4
6.1
7.3
4.8
7.5

10.4
3.5

11.1
3.1
5.1
7.2

9.4
12.0
10.2
11.1
8.0

11.2
6.2

4.1
5.2
4.6
5.0
3.6
4.1
6.6
7.7
4.8
5.0
5.2
5.5
4.8

10 01
7.1
5.5
4.4
6.7
5.3
7.7
4.7
6.1
5.0
6.4
5.9
2.5
8.7
1.6
5.3
5.9

6.7
8.3
5.8
8.0
6.1
6.9
5.2

3.8
5.0
2.9
2.9
3.1
3.9
4.8
5.7
4.0
4.0
4.2
4.4
3.7

7.0
4.7
4.0
3.5
5.6
5.9
5.6
3.2
5.4
5.0
4.8
5.4
1.9
7.9
1.5
5.3
3.9

4.8
6.8
4.3
6.0
5.2
5.4
3.5

2.9
3.1
3.1
2.6
2.1
2.9
3.5
5.6
3.5
3.4
3.4
4.4
3.0

3.8
2.9
2.1
2.4
2.9
3.7
3.7
1.9
3.3
2.5
3.1
4.3
1.3
4.8
1.8
2.9
3.3
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TABLE XXXV--Continued

Economic Area Per Cent 65 and over

and County 1960 1950 1940 1930

Parmer
Potter
Randall
Roberts
Sherman
Swisher

Area 5
Andrews
Bailey
Cochran
Crane
Crosby
Dawson
Etor
Gaines
Hocikley
Howard
Lamb
Lubbock
Lyn
Martin
Midland
Terry
Winkler
Yoakum

Area 6

Baylor
Borden
Brown
Childress
Coleman
Collingsworth
Cottle
Dickens
Dona.ey
Fisher
Foard
Garza
Hall

5.4
5.8
4.1
11.3
7.3
7.4

2.0
5.5
5.5
3.3
8.1
7.1
2.4
4.2
5.4
5.8
7.5
5.0
7.6
7.0
2.8
5.9
2.9
2.9

14.3
5.9

16.7
13.6
17.3
14.4
11.4
14.2
16.6
11.7
14.9
7.7

13.6

5.9
5.3
5.0
8.9
5.1
6.6

1.8
4.1
3.7
1.7
6.8
4.7
1.9
4.2
3.4
5.5
5.2
4.1
6.1
5.1
2.9
4.8
2.2
3.0

8.7
4.3

10.3
8.1
11.0
7.9
6.1
7.6

10.3
6.9
9.4
6.6
7.6

4.3
4.0
5.3
5.9
5.5
5.9

2.6
3.0
2.9
1.7
4.4
3.7
1.4
2.3
2.4
3.7
3.5
3.6
3.6
3.6
3.9
3.3
1.6
1.6

5.4
4.6
7.3
5.9
6.2
5.4
4.8
4.8
6.7
5.1
5.7
4.9
5.5

2.6
2.7
3.6
3.2
3.8
3.9

1.8
2.1
2.0
.6

2.7
2.7
1.8
2.3
1.7
2.0
1.8
2.5
2.4
2.9
2.6
2.5
1.0
3.0

4.4
2.7
5.1
3.1
4.3
3.1
2.9
2.9
3.9
3.5
3.4
3.0
2.9
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TABLE XXXv--Continued

Economic Area Per Cent 65 and over

and County 1960 1950 1940 1930

Hardeman
Haskell
Jones
Kent
King
Knox
Mitchell
Motley
Nolan
Runnels
Scurry
Stonewall
Taylor
Wheeler
Wichita
Wilbarger
Archer
Callahan
Clay
Shackelford
Stephens
Throckmorton
Young

Area 7
Comanche
Eastland
Erath
Hood
Jack
Montague
Palo Pinto
Parker
Somervell
Wise
Cooke
Denton
Johnson
Warrant
Bosque
Burnet
Coryell
Hamilton

14.1
12.2
12.5
12.7
4.1
12.3
10.6
13.4
9.6
13.1
6.7
10.8
6.5
13.6
7.3

13.1
9.8

17.6
14.8
14.1
15.6
16.8
12.1

20.3
18.8
19.3
16.3
14.0
16.9
12.8
13.3
19.6
13.7
11.7
9.7

13.1
6.9
20.1
14.8
8.6
20.6

9.4
8.6
8.4
8.5
4.3
7.8
6.1
8.3
6.7
9.6
4.1
8.0
6.9
7.7
5.8
7.2
6.9
12.6
11.0
9.2
9.1

10.3
9.3

12.9
12.2
12.7
13.3
10.4
10.9
12.5
11.4
13.7
11.9
9.8
8.2

11.2
6.3
12.8
9.7

10.5
13.1

6.0
6.0
5.7
5.5
3.5
5.3
5.1
4.9
4.8
6.1
5.5
4.8
5.7
4.8
4.5
4.8
5.0
7.6
7.1
5.5
5.9
6.1
5.6

8.0
7.0
8.3
9.8
6.7
7.4
8.2
9.4
9.1
8.2
7.0
7.3
8.5
6.0
7.9
7.9
6.7
7.6

mi -im POW - - - -- l wm ,- I

3.6
3.7
4.2
3.3
1.8
3.4
3.4
2.8
3.1
4.1
4.0
3.2
4.1
2.8
3.0
2.8
3.2
5.1
5.1
3.6
3.1
4.0
3.8

6.2
4.2
6.5
6.5
6.0
6.4
6.0
7.6
7.1
6.4
5.6
5.4
5.6
4.2
6.6
6.5
5.3
5.9
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TABLE XXXoV--ontinued

Economic Area Per Cent 65 and over

196 1950 1940 1930

Laxpasas
Mills

Area 8
Bell
Collin
Delta
Ellis
Falls
Fannin
Grayson
Hill
Hunt
Kaufman
Lamar
Lime stone
Milam
Navarro
Rockwall
Williamson
Dallas
MLennan
Travis

Area 9
Bastrop
Brazos
Burleson
Freestone
Grimes
Lee
Leon
Madison
Robertson

Area 10

Caldwell
Fayette
Gonzales
Guadalupe

14.2
20.6

7.4
13.2
19.4
12.6
15.7
17.9
12.4
17.5
13.7
14.3
14.9
15.8
14.9
14.9
13.4
13.3
6.4
9.8
7.6

15.7
7.1

15.5
17.9
15.5
15.3
16.5
16.1
14.3

13.0
17.6
13.9
9.8

10.7
12.7

6.5
10.1
10.5
9.7

10.5
11*8
10.1
10.8
10.5
11.1
9.6

11.7
11.5
10.6
11.0
9.6
5.9
7.6
6.5

10.9
5.6

11.0
12.2
11.5
10.5
11.8
11.8
10.2

9.4
12.1
9.5
8.1

8.7
8.0

7.3
7.0
5.9
7.2
6.5
7.6
7.5
7.1
6.8
7.4
6.5
6.3
7.0
6.5
6.9
6.8
5.1
6.5
5.8

7.6
5.1
6.6
7.5.
6.6
6.7
6.6
5.5
6.8

5.9
7.9
6.6
5.8

6.9
6.7

4.8
5.1
4.5
4.6
4.1
5.3
5.6
4.9
4.9
5.0
4.6
3.9
4.5
3.8
5.2
4.5
3.7
4.3
5.6

5.1
4.3
3.9
4.4
4.4
5.0
3.7
4.0
4.7

3.9
5.9
4.8
4.1



126

TABLE XXXV--Continued

Economic Area Per Cent 65 and over
and County 1960 1950 1940 1930

Lavaca 15.6 10.7 7.7 5.1
Washington 15.9 11.3 7.6 5.3

Area 11

Aransas 9,4 8.5 6.2 6.4
Ataseosa 8.9 6.4 4.9 3.9
Bee 6.1 6.6 5.2 4.3
DeWitt 14.0 10.1 7.0 5.0
Frio 8.3 6.5 5.6 4.9
Goliad 12.2 8.5 5.6 2.0
Jim Wells 5.1 3.8 5.3 3.2
Karnes 9.3 7.0 5.0 3.4
Live Oak 8.6 6.4 4.9 3.3
Nueces 4.6 3.5 2.9 2.9
Refugio 6.6 5.1 3.6 2.5
San Patricio 5.4 4.5 3.5 2.6
Wilson 11.5 8.7 5.9 4.4
Bexar 6.8 6.0 5.5 4.0

Area 12

Anderson 14.2 9.3 6.3 4.6
Bowie 10.3 7.1 5.8 3.7
Camp 13.9 10.5 6.5 4.5
Cass 12.4 9.0 5.2 4.2
Cherokee 13.4 9.2 6.0 4.1
Franklin 17.0 10.9 6.6 4.9
Gregg 7.7 5.3 3.1 4.1
Harrison 10.1 7.8 5.5 3.8
Henderson 14.2 9.5 5.5 3.8
Hopkins 16.1 10.9 6.5 4.7
Houston 13.5 10.0 6.1 3.6
Marion 13.0 9.6 6.0 4.7
Norris 9.8 8.9 6.3 3.9
Nacogdoches 12.2 8.6 5.4 4.0
Panola 11.5 7.5 5.2 3.4
Rains 19.2 10.3 5.6 3.7
Red River 16.3 10.3 6.0 4.1
Rusk 11.3 7.4 4.5 4.1
Shelby 14.3 9.6 5.6 3.9
Smith 8.9 7.0 5.1 4.1
Titus 11.9 8.3 4.9 3.9

papagry- a . .es ini tea slUI Ed!.ill|illablil F3
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TABLE XXXV--Continued

Economic Area Per Cent 65 and over

and County 1960 1950 1940 1930

Upshur
Van Zandt
Wood

Area 13

Angelina
Hardin
Jasper
Montgomery
Newton
Polk
Sabine
San Augustine
San Jacinto
Trinity
Tyler
Walker

Area 14

Austin
Brazoria
Calhoun
Chambers
Colorado
Fort Bend
Galveston
Jackson
Liberty
Matagorda
Orange
Victoria
Waller
Wharton
Harris
Jefferson

Area 15
Came ron

12 . 2
15.3
15.0

9.4
8.5
10.6
10.2
11.0
12.6
13.1
12.3
15.1
15.6
13.1
9.2

16.1
4.9
4.0
6.9

12.1
7.0
6.4
8.0
8.7
8.5
4.5
6.1

10.4
9.0
5.4
6.1

5.4

9.6
10.4
9.3

7.2
7.3
8.1
7.8
8.4
8.5
9.1
9.0

10.5
11.1
9.1
7.5

11.5
4.8
5.5
5.7

10.3
6.0
5.3
6.9
6.6
7.4
4.0
5.7
8.2
6.8
4.7
4.7

4.5

5.3
6.0
6.5

5.2
6.1
5.8
5.6
4.8
5.5
5.4
5.1
6.9
5.8
5.8
5.5

8.4
5.3
5.2
4.5
8.1
4.5
5.2
5.0
5.1
6.1
5.6
5.3
7.7
4.9
4.1
3.6

4.3

4.4
4.1
4.9

3.7
4.0

3.9
4.8
3.2
4.0
3.1
3.4
3.8
3.9
4.4
3.8

5.9
4.9
4.4
4.0
6.0
3.1
4.2
3.9
3.7
5.0
3.6
4.6
5.6
3.5
3.2
2.3

2.7
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TABLEIXXV--Continued

Per Cent 65 and over
Economic Area

and County 1960 1950 1940 1930

Hidalgo 5.5 4.3 3.9 3-0

Willacy 5.1 3.6 3.8 2.5

*Sources: United States Bureau of the Census,
El . eenth Census of the United States: 1960, Advance
eport , PO(A2)45~~Table 13, Washington, Government
Printing Office, 1961; United States Bureau of the Census,
Seventeenth Census of the United States: 1950, Vol. II,
P 43, Table , WasE~gto, Government printing Office,
1952; and United States Bureau of the Census, Sixteenth
Census of the United States: 1940, Vol. II, Texas, Table
22, Washington,7 overnment Printing Of fi ce, 1942.
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TABLE XXXVI

LABOR FORCE, BY AGE AND SEX,
FOR TEXAS, 1950*

Male Female

Labor Force Labor Force
Age

Total Total

umber jPer Cent Number Per Cent
of Total of Total

368,125

311,055

317,100

282,620

284,370

258,235

225,510

189,620

155,220

124,185

101,525

68,380

73,005

164,110

263,185

286,625

262,375

268,240

244,095,

210,865

172,705

134,595

99,585

60,780

26,330

13,775

44.6

84.6

90.4

92.8

94.3

94.5

93.5

91.1

86.7

80.2

59.9

38.5

18.9

350,040

319,515

326,545

288,560

292,775

258,340

225,855

186,995

153,900

124,055

113,630

74,705

84,830

70,345

112,650

94,470

84,340

95,415

88,640

74,565

54,740

38,325

23,280

12,490

3,890

1,895

20.1

35.3

28.9

29.2

32.6

34.3

33.0

29.3

24.9

18.8

11.0

5.2

2.2

*Source: United States Bureau of the Census, Seven-
teenth Census of the United States: , Vol. II,
Part 43, Tabe6~a .nton, Goernent Printing Office,

1952.

14-19

20-24

25-29

30-34

35-39

40-44

45-49

50-54

55-59

60-64

65-69

70-74

75 and
over

- -l -- 
_ - U----- --

.
f
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