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ABSTIAGT

The objective of thls study is to analyse and interpret the
population of Tousion on thse basés of its momber and distridution,
race and natbtivity, aze coumposition, dalance betwsen bthe azexes, marital
status, eduvcational status, occupational status, religious composition,
fertility, mortality, wigration, aad zrowth,

Houston, with & ponuletion of 5914&.321.. is the South's largest
¢ity. Over threc~fourths of itz population ag*ss wiite. The sonwhite popu=
lati-n 13 compooed almost ¢ompletely of Hegroes, who are segregated in 2
fow census tracta. The foreizn-horn whitea are gf minor imporbanes, with
Hexicang constitulding vhe 1argagt A REGTTCY o

The pO@ulatian ol Hovsbon ie concentrated in the »roductive ages.
Large sroportiong of the azed sro found in the central woriion of the
elty, whereas children are fomnd iz greader proporiinng in ouitlying die~
triete, Temales are of move relative iuportence than meles. In 1940,
the elty had sex rotios nf 96 for the tosel peopulation, 120 for she
forelgn-born wahites, zud S8 for the Fegross. The central aren of the
city has a hizh sex ratlo, vhereas the southwestérn sector hus & lov one.
About three-fifthes o0 ke povulation were married in 1940, This propor-
tirn indientee an inerense gince 1910, The oducatlonsl atatug of the
people in 17240 uvng zlishbly 11&;3;11@2* than thot of the population ¢f 4the
urban United “iates :wmd nmueh highe than thet of most of the other large
gouthern citles. The whites hrwes & hisher educati-nal status than the
Viegroes, The uiiesl educetlonzl ctatus ic fomnd in the southwenteran
area of the cliy below Juffele bayou. Aboug four-T3fths of the laher

xiii



force in 1940 wave 1listed as "nrivate wa-s oy snlary workers.” As gom-
pered with other “arge southern cities, Bonstrn has relatively hich
nropertions of 4ts populati-n emloyed as Pprofessional workers," "gemi-
professional workers," "oronrietors, manasers, and officials,” and “soles
peranng and elariea’ wm;karz.” The sreat sajority of the neople are Prob-
estants, with ﬁwptiatg outnumbering any other group. Clureh membership

iz dominated by women. | |

Indezes of fertlliby indicate that mumeh of Houston's recenty
population upsurge hes been dve to high birth ratess. The crude birth
rate in 1048, 6.7, wag almost twice the 1940 Pigpure of 31.5. Arens of
high fertility are loomtad in the northerns nrd eastern vortioms of the
city. The erude death rate in Vovston wae 1.6 in 1945, The rate is
higher for the nonwhites than the whitee, » Frot whieh san be lsrgely
explained by the hizh infant mortality rate prevailing smong the Tormer.
TAfe tables show that femnles Live longer than maleg and that whiteg have
a longer life expectanay thsn nonwhites, The numberwons killer is heart
dizease, followed ir nrder hy cencer and other melimment tumors, and in-
traoranial leeinns of voasenlsy origzin,

Petwaen 1925 and 1940 Houaton hnd 2 large net inwerd wmigrotion
{selective of white:) mainly ﬁrom Texng and sontignous states, The popn-
lation of the city increassd from 2,396 in 1850 to 594,371 in 1950, snd
fts ares expanded from ¢ square miles to spproximately 155 synars miles

during the same mevin fd.



CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION
Zhe Erohlenm

Thieg work eonsists of a detailed snmlysis of the population dala
available frmn the reports of the Burean of the Census on Houwaton, Texas,
along with other neréinent informati-n aggenbled from ether sources., The
demographic mteria}.. is presented in a2 logleal and orderly sequence in
somewhat ‘§hﬁ game nanner sg is utilized in T. Lynn Bmith's book entitled
Population W}

1’0}31.11&%1&31 ie probvably the most iwportant factor in any commumlby.
The sime, composition, vital proce: =08, and migration experience of any
population agrresate, as well as the changes in these foolors, have ime
portant repercussicns in meny areas of commmity 1ife. Publiec serviess,
healith, femily stability, and many other areas of ¢ity 1ife are arfeated
by population male~up and changes. The whole nature of sosial interac-
tion in 2 community is to a congiderable extent influenced by these
#mdamental demegraphic factors. Tims it is of paramount importonece to
got n total nicture of ﬁha population of a eity from %the point of view
of size, compouition, vital processes, mi ration, and growth ag the
vasgis not omly of muach publiec poliey “btt algo asg a basig for furthey

researcoh and sxatygls of a eity.

1l
T, Lynn Smith, P (ﬁ&w York, Toronto, and
London: MaOraweHill Book Company, %’i’iﬁ‘{m%" * v



The fact that cities are becoming increagingly imporsant adds
sianificeance %o studles of urban areas. When the federal ceneus was
first taken in 1760, there were no towns of 50,000 people, and only a
small portion of the population of the United States lived in towns of
2,500 or more inhabitanis. In pontrast, over hnlf of the neople of the
United Siates were liviag in wrban sreas by 1920, and in 1946 abount 40
per cent of the population eould be classed as urban residents. In 1950
alnost one-third of the total population of the United States lived 4n
big eities of over 100,000 psople. In fact, the uwrban population re-
pregented abouh twowthirde ¢f the total npopulation of the United States
as of April 1, 1950.° Tuis incressing urbanization has been sacompanied
by 2 hizh rate of indusitrializations~to sush an extent that less then
ong-fifth of our employed people are encaged in azplculture. This is a
significant change in view of the fact that as late as 1870 over 50 per
cend of Amsrican workers ware gainfully employed in agriculture., Thus
cur %ype of life has been profoundly changed within a relatively short
period of time, developing from snagrarisn economy into an urban, induve~
trimlived society.

Bhe Souvth hns been one of ¥the last stronsholds of rural life in
the United States. However, with the movement of indunstry into the South

and the mechanization of agrieuliure, indusitrialized urban areas have been

prowing more and more importand there. In the Progeedines

Saeis) Scienes Ressarch Cgunell for 1937, it was polsted out that the

2 This relationship was ¥ soms extent affeoted by the 1950 ehsnge
in the census definition of "arban," Howsever, this shonge does not sreatly
affect the sienificance of the comparisen.



grestest growth of United Statss cities in recent decadss bas ocourred
fn ¥ho South amd She West.” A great portion of this southern urben iow
dnstrial growth has been contored in the Gulf Cosst area, This fact is
vividly portrayed by the map revroduced on the cover of the Januvary, 1951,

abion Infex. efficlal oublicating of the Office of Populaw
tion Researeh at Princeton University and the Population Association of
Amerios. Vietually the eniire Gulf Cosst aren extending from Florida
to Tewes éxperisnced sn increass in population from 1940 %o 1930, Florids
had sn increase of over %) per cent, and Texms su incrense of over 20 per
sént, in 1ts vopulabien dwring this pé:rim&; Much of this growth cconrted
in the laype élties of the Gullf Conast ares.

Tois repid whanlzation of the South poses certein lmportant guse~
tione 85 %o the soures of this population prowth, the imporisnes of rece
in the ohangs, varissieons in sex and nge compusition, smd effects on fer-
t.il-ﬂ.ty.h

In view of thig vapid whanisation of the South and partieulsrly of
the Gulf Cengd mrea, and of the guestionsg whie- 1% voges, then, 1% is
fisting that a demospaphic study sheulé be ~ade of the larpest clly in
this ares of urban pepulsati-n wpeurge. Houston, Texas, Lz wobt only the
largest oily In the Cull Cossd area tut also the largest elty in the
South, 1% ranks firet amons gouthern citles in mony feotors, o few of
thess being retail sales, indusbrial production, payrells, oil refining,

and value of msnufaetured vrofusts.

3 e Growil of Gmies in Relation to Po

v jX: p&mtim @h@m & Q.n t:
86’&‘53&1,“ 11'1 P'E@b%ﬁ"ﬂ __._ﬁ‘ u'» ‘: o8 108:) & m m Ql i eire ) ﬂ;ﬁ m
the Southerm Soaial Sgienge Research Confeveuas
‘zmm by the Southern Regional t}ammiftae a:t‘ tha Boelald Smmma Rmem&h
Comnecil in 19727).

* 1.
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This study should not only be of impurtance in pregenting & demow
syaphio pleture of the laygest southern clty; located in an aresn of tre-
mendoug arban growih, bet should also have genersl edudebional value and

ba of prestical wsé to eldy plannere of Houston,

The wain objestive of this study is to analyze the population of
Hougton from the standpoind of number and distridution, composition,
vitsl processes, migration, and prowth. 1% 4o also the aim of the writer
%o pregent the findinge in sush & manner that they mey be understood by
snyons desiring %o become asquainted wvith the population of Houston.
6411 & third purpose of this atudy 1z to show the relative position of
Houston in the South by comparing a mumber of iis demographic characters
fgtier with thoge of Atlanta and New Orleans, the other two citles in
the deep South with a populstion of over 300,000 4n 1940,

The populstion of Honebon sp enumerated in 1940 by the United
States Buréan of the Consus forme the dasis for this etndy. However,
gone informmtion frem all decennial population vensus Peports aince 1850
hag alse deen utiliged. Bome of the information on the vital provesses
is of = later date, since vital statietics volumes are issusd annually.
Only total population figures for 1950 are avalledle at this time-. snd
these in preliminery census releasse, Insofar ee 1l possible, these
data from the sevenicenth and most resent decennisl census have been .

utilinged in the analysis.



- Bources of She Date

}. The &mmial reporte of the United States Bureau of the OJensgus,
a8 hog heen indiested, form the basis for most of the date used in thie
study, The vital statietics reports of the United States comprise the
other main sourse of informsiion. In addition, some information hasg
Taen obisined frem mebterisl distridubed By the Fouston Uhamber of Come
me.’ma, the ity Health Department, the 04ty Planning Board, and the Coune
¢il of Sooial Agenoles, Background information hae been abtained from
many historieal wublieationg on Houstorn. The wiiter has a};s@ basomne pere
gonally sequainted with the elly of ¥ouston in order betier to interprat
and present the facts.

This study relics heavily on the statistical method. For the most
part, however, the techniques vwsed csn be resdily srasped by one who ieg
aot o etudent of statisties. Graphs asd charts hove deen ubilimed to the
greatest poseible exient. Tables bove alse been used o present all of
the basic information either in the body of the study or in the Appendix.

Teshnignes used for analyeing the pepuistion are largely those oube

lined in Smith's Papulation Analvsis, The method deseribed by Reed and

Merre115 has been used in oongtructing the 1ife tables. The melthod for

5 Lowell 4. Reed and Margaret Mer‘rell, "4 Short Method for Conw
structing An Abridged Life Table,™ American Jowrnal gof Mm XXX (S&p«—
tembay, 1939), 33»-&2, reprinted in ;1:,@; Ws
(Vashingtons Devartment of Jemmerce, Bureau of the Census, 1940), Vol. IX,
No. 54, vp. 681713,




computing the gross reproduction rates may be found in Hegood's (latie-

A more complete disoussion of the methods need will be found in

the varions sestirneg of the study.

6 v P
Margaret Jarman Fagood, Statistigs lelop A ta (Fow York:
Reynsl snd Hisencook, Tne. you)Liauietics for Seslolociate



CHAPTER II
REVIXY OF LITHSATURE

In this gsectlon no atbtempt hes been made 6 review all of the
literature on the subjest of population. Such an attemnt would have
resulted 1n 2 book itgelf. Instead of pursuing such & gourse, the
author has deemed 1% more worthwhile to review those materials which
are pertinent to this partieular‘etudy oy which are c¢losely related 6o
the field »f demographlec acalysis.

The 1iterature hag been grouped wnder the following genera’ heade
ineat gpecific studles of & eimilar tyve, literature siving svegifie
tecimigues of peprlation analysis, and literature of o genersl nature
which hag been of help in the interpreteation of the data. There has,
of necessity, been mome overlapping, since some books have been of value

Tor more than ong reaaon.

Epecilie Studies of & Sinilar Zype

Howard Whipple Green, §§§g§§£ Inerecse
Cleveland, 1918-1937 (Cleveland: Cleveland FHealth Council. 1938), is a
geventy~Tive nape pamphlet deseribing a study eonducted in Cleveland. 1%

deals with increase in population, births, deaths, and migration hy census
trocts from 1919 %o 1937. OChards are used to o sonsiderable extent %o pre-
sont the data. Detailed information is presented in tabular form. Sizni-
fiesnt eonclusions 2ré presented on the chenges taking plage in various
parte of the eity. Thie type of study invelves consideradle werk in

7



cheekting regiatrantion certificates to locate hirths and deaths with
reference to eensus iracte. 14 ghonld orove valusnble e those who wish
to underetand the meny prodleme with which 2 eity is concerned.

There are two sectisng of great value in the treatize by H. A.
Shannon and K. Orebenik enditled The Jopulstion of Bristol (Hational
Institude of Eeonomie snd Social Rewsarch Nveasional Papers IT Zﬁam»
bridzes  The University Press, 1943]), Ome is on ndult migraticn from
1931 to 19398, Thisz deale with migration not only inte Bristol bdut into
the fringe areas 28 well, WNatural inoresse and net migration are dealy
with by variong areas of the ¢ity. The other section is ¢oncerned with
certain svecial asgpects of populadion in Bristol., Mordality, fertility,
ané future povslation are oongidered. A rather extenzive invegtizution
of differential fertility is oreszented. Iife ¥ables and reproduetion
reates are used extengively. Statistical technicdues For estimating the
futore nopuletinrn af:@ nopwlaticn acgregate ae outlined.

Sare ¥. G411iam, Virginia's People-«h Study of the Growth and
Digtributi-p of the Population of Virazinis from 1607 to 1943 (Richmond:
Population Stody, Virginie State Planning Bosrd, 1944}, presents mmeh

valuable information on the ~Yowth, trends, uwrban and rural vopulation,
migration, and compositi~n of the vopulation in the state of Vivginia.
Hovever, ths vital procesges are vrnsplovous by their abesnoe, Detsiled
tadles ~f considerrble value mey be found in the a pendlix.

John Bellenrer Ennx's book entitled The Peovle of Tennesgeem=i
Stndy of Population Trends (Knoxvilie: Phe University of Tennesses Press,

1949) {e divided into four main parte under the headings "Who They Are,"



9
"Whare They Are,® "How They Are," and "Whet They Do.® This study ore-
sents the information in & highly readadle manner. OCharts are utiliged,
but much emphasis e placed on the written word, The people of Tennea-
see are traced from thelr origsins through thelr growth, distributicna,
vital progesses, sad industrial and educational condition., The astudy
may be eriticized as lacking for the most part in refined demopgraphic
teehniquen. Fowever, 1% is a very readsable work.
The firet complete demogrsphic analysis of & larze southern city
was C. A, MeMahsn's Ths Bsople of Atlante: A Demographic Study of
pal Gty (Athens: The University of Georzia Press, 1950).

This study systematically ansalyszes the population of Aflanta, using the
_ ssme outline or method of development utiliged by 9 Tyon Smith in nis

n Apalysis. The material is presented in a resdsble form, with

excellent nse being =zede of cardosraphic teskniguaee.

The beat orderly presenistiocn of techniques and methodology availe
able to the student of demography iz Populaticn Anslwsis, by ¥. ILynn Smith
(Hew York, Toronte, and lLondon? lMelraw-H1ll Book Company, Ine., 1G48).
Dne can acquire most of the techniques needed for population analysis from
this treatise. FHowever, the bDook does not ge into 2 detailed pressentation
of the 1ife table or of feproduction rates. {(Excellent sources For those
teochniouves afe llsted elsewhere in this review.} This study is 5lso ime
portant for the many demographic facte snd principles whieh are presented
and or the tremesndeuns smount of demographic data nresented relstive 4o

the United Btetes and to the world., %o sum up, it must be said that the



10
wdrk iz o clasgeie in the Field of populstion study and is probaedbly the
most complete and useful study in the fielq,

Homer L. Hitt, in an ariicle sentitled "The Use of Selected Care
tographric Teekhnigues in Health Fesearch® {Spgial Foregs, “XVI /December,
1947/, 189-94; renrinted in pemphlet form), has presented & method of
eliminating surfrnce bias by uwsing éircles ae the units of sheding in a
geo-raphieal division. By the use of these sircles, several footors may
be introdnced inte the graphic nresentation. Thie technioue ig of ines-
timeble value to one engagings in population research.

An exgellent method fey constructins a life table hus haen oublined
by Lowell J. Reed and Margaret Merrel? (®A Short Methsd for Constructing
An Abridaed Tife Table,” Aneriesn Journal of Hyalene, X% [Septemver, 1939/,
13-623 reprinted by permiesion in Yita) Statisbics! Special Renorts
[%hshingtans Departnent of Commerce, Buresu of the Cersus, 19qg7, Yol. IX,
¥o. Sk, pp. 681-717). This thirty-two-page article is easily uwnderstood
and ie probadbly the besd source of information for one who wishesg o wee
life tableeg in population research,

Margaret Jarman Hagood'ls study entitled Sladistlcs for Sogioloslists
(¥ew York! Reynsl and Titchooek, Inc., 1941} has o ssction on selected
technicues for pepulation Jdata. The last chopter, deazling with 1ife tables,
may be of great value to one wishing to examine the various methods of 1ife~
table senstruction. This ehapter iz nlso lmportant for i%s explanation of
the computatio-n of reprodustion rates.

Length of Life~-A findy of the Life Iable, vy Louls I. Dublin and
r1fred J. Lotka (¥ew York: The ‘onzld Prose Company, 1936), is an excelw

1and book treating not only the ¢onsirustion of & 1life tabls but alao



11
rarious aspects and avplications of the 1ife table. The probiem of
longevity 4a discussed 1n considerable detail, as is the a;pélie&tion of
the 1ife table to population problems.

Rotert R. ¥Yuazynski hes written bhree worky of great value in exe
plaining certain teclmiques of population vesearch, The first of these
onge of Bdrthe and Deathg (Volume I,
Western and Hertherm Europe ﬁaw Yori: The Maomillan Company, 1@?&7
Volwme 11, Basbern sné Southern Iurope /Weshington: The Brockings Inw
stitution, waﬂ ). In this study Euezynski tresated the fundamental probe

in order of pvwblication was The Bals

lem of whather the countries of Burope are reproducing themselvses. It
is thus devoted mai 1y %o birth rates, fertility rates, snd reprodustion
raotes. Life tadles and feritility tebles are given for many of the Gown-
tries wnder consideration. The explonation of net '%é—aamtimn rates is
probably the best ¢ be found in existing literature.
Kueaynsid's second work, entltled Fertilley and ’?e

i of Hesguring the Bslance of Birthas and Desthe (Mew York: The
Faleon Press, 1932), deale largely with methode of measwring fertility

and reproduction.

A #3111 more recent study dy Eucsynski, The Messurement of Powmla~
Hlon Srowth: Metlods zng Besults (Wew York: Oxford University Press,
1936), 18 concerned not only with modern-day technigues for evaluabing
the vital processes of a population asgresmte but also with technigues
wrich heve been utilized in the past whan population date were not eo
comnlete as they are today. Time there are sections treating the messure-
ment of fertility by the exeluglive nge of vital statistics, the neagure~
ment of fertility by the use of censusg statictles only, and the measurement

of Portility by the uvse of both vital statistice and censune statieties.
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There are aleo sections on the measurement of mortality and on the bals
ance of Birthe snd denlths. This book deals largely with fertilisy and
1z of great value to one whe desires to know the various techniques of

Fertility meagviemsni.

A olassie in the field of uwrban sociolegy is The 8iity, by Roberd
R. Park, Trnest W. Burgess, and Hodert D. MoKenzie (Chlesgo: The Univere
a1ty of Ohdoego Press, 1925). This book is a composite of = sumber of
indenendant chapters, sadh written individuslly by one of the three authe
ore. OFf espesis) simificsnce is the chapter entitled "The Growih of the
C44y," 4in which Burgose hes explained his consentricepattern theory.
"fhe Peoleglonl Avpprasch t the Study of the Fuman Oommmily,® & chapter
by McXenmwie, is #lgo lmportant for 4ts explanation of the ecological pro-
cossed.

Homer Foyt hes vresented a contrasting thesry of whan growth in
fne Strusture sod Srowth of Res e dn Avericap Glties
(Washington: United Stales Government Printing Office, 1939). This

theery 1s referrsd to ag the sector theory of wrbhan zrowth. It is basged
on the studr of rent areag in o nuomber of American cities.

n Erobless (¥ew York
an@ Tondont MolraweEil) Book Company, Ine., 1982} is of value not only

Warren §. Thompeon's hook entitled Populats

ir presenting meny demographie technigues dut alse in helping the reader
to undersdtend the meny changes whieh have taken place in the population
of the United Biatesy and the world. Several chapters are cevoted to the
growth of the modern city, %o its advantsges and disadvanteges, and to ite

future.
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The toplo "The Growbth of Cities in Relation %o ?op\ﬂétinn Changes
in the Senth,” in Probleme snd Matnods in the Study of Papulation (Ero-
opedings of the Sowthers Seeisl Sclence Regearch Conference, mimeographed
snd distributed by the Souwthern Reglonsl Committee of the Sooial Science
Repeareh Gmaﬁl in 1937), e of particular relevancs to the study of
Honsbon, Texas., In this artiecle it is pointed out thait the greatest
growth of United 8States ¢ities in regent decades has occurred in the Scuth
and the West. The South 1 in a phase of rapid urbanization. This poses
gertain fwwarisny auestions, such me "Whet elasses of our population will
this urbenigation be selective of t¥ Mihere will thiz populati-n gowe
Prom?®  *Of what impordante wil) race be in this population ohange??
et ohanges will ocowr in sex and age composition as a result of this
sopulatinn ingreaset® and "™How will fersility be affected?" These and
many other gussdions nre nosed in thig Srentise ag poinies of deperiure
for gtudies of population changes in the Sewth,
alakion Probleme: A& Gvlinwel
Intervretation (Wew York, Cimeinnati, f_zmm.- Boston, Atlanta, belles,

Peul ¥, Tendiet book entitled

and San Pranniseot The Ameriean Joek Company, 1943) ronges in content
from populetion frets and theories through cultural forces in visel pro-.
cespest sex, age, andl ethnic eompositiont scclocultuwral Ffoobtors in the
distribudirn of population; probviems of migrationi and population policy
for the United States.

Four historieal werls on Houston were of value in the interprela-
tion of the dada concerning the pepulsbtion of the oity. The beet and

most complete of these im Houebon' A Hislory and Suids, compiled by



1k
workers of the Writers' Program of the Works Projects Administration in
the State of Texsas (Houston: The Anson Jones Press, 1942). This book
containg an epormous amount of informatinrn on Houston and ig saxn excel-~
lent portrayal of the city from its Veginning bo the present day. Part I
presents in chronologieal order the growth of Housbon from the earliest
inhebitants $n 1528 to the metropolis of 1941, Part II treats such topics
ap the people, sducation, churches, eic., while Part III is devoted to 2
degeription of what to see and where to sse it. Waps which pinpoint the
major points of interest are provided.

An excellent resume of the economic growhth and development of

Houstor during the last sentuyy ig gives in the work by Clarense Peckham
ton, 1836~19361 oncl-

o2y 2o Beview (Boustons Business Resesreh and Publieations Ssrviee, 1936).

Dunbar and William Hunter Dillard entitled Houe

Eeonomic developments are labeled wilth delss of ocourrence tiroughout this
work, which ig sepentially an e¢onomic history of the eity.

Dr. S. 0. Young's A Tomab-Neil History of the G4ty of Houston,
Texag, from Ite Foundipg in 1836 to the Year 1912 (Houston: Redin and
Sone Company, 1912) is an interesting and warmly human sccount of the growth
of the South's larzest elty. I% is filled with stories behind and arownd
the development of Houwston. The eity's history is told chiefly through
stories of the mesny snd varied personalities who have been responsible for
its growth and development.

A gombined historical and novelistic approach has bheen employed by
Jesme A. Ziegler inm nis Yave of ihe Guif (San Antoniot The Waylor Come
peny, 1938), which tells the story of the development of the Texas Gulf

Conat with emphagls on Houston,
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Three mote spesialiged studiee of Houston have been of assistance
0 the writer. The firaet of these, Family Nobility in Hougton, Texas,
1922-1938, written by Carl H. Rosenomist snd Welter Corden Browder of
the Bureau of Regearsh in the Social Seicnces, with the assistance of
the Works Projects Administration, 0fficial Project ¥o. 665-66-3-183
{Anatint The Universily of Texas, 19%2), reveals much &bﬁﬁ%‘th& PO~
lation of Houston on = family basia. Informati~n is presented by census
tracts by nesns of erogs hatching and detalled tebles. Family density,
changes in the number of families, persons elghteen vears of age znd
older per family, the perceniage of families reporting employwent, in-
tercity movement into and out of Houshon, initertract movemernis, the
number of families per oscuplied dwelling unit, dwelling units owner~
neoupied, scewied regidential units, stability of familieg, =nd ehanges
in land use are topics of sections which indiemte the manner in which
the c¢ity is analysed. OCity directoriss werse nzed o a ¢onsideradle sz~
tent in srrivicg at the information.
o Stedy of Bouslon and e Houston Axes. by Joseph
Dishron (Unpublished Doaotoral Dissertati-n, The University of Fouston,

1940), is largely devoted %o population corowih and projechbi-n, but eon~
taing other information in both the historical and sosial realm. Seven
methods of pomulation projesctlion are developed in dedteill They are
pooulati~n projection by logistie ourve, population vrojecbion by anale
osy, populati-n projectiosn by proporéion, population projection by the
method of least squares, the cohort swrvival method of projection, popu~
lation gro-th in reladion to public utllities and sochool census, and

population growth estimates from probability paper,
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A study by Arthwr Colemsn Oomey entitled Houston: Tentetive
H. Bllie Co., 1913) hae valus $o anyone interested in oity land utili-

Report %o the Park Commission {Bostont George

pation.,



CrAPTER IXY

in & study entitled The Skructure snd Grouth of Besidentisl Neighe

borbmodg in Ameriosn Citieg, Homer Hoyt of the Federal Housing Administra~
tion has vointed out that there are three ways in which new building mey
ad@ to the eupply of dwelling units in & city which is experiencing a
building boomt "It may (1) expsnad v‘ertim‘!ly in areag a2lready setiled
throueh the revlacement of single-fomily by multifemily structures, {(2)
111 4n the intersbticss in the existing settled avrea, 1.e., build on ve-
cant lote in blecks already nartially developed with structurss, or (3)
extend the existing sottled area on the periphery of the city by the ereec-
tion of naw homes on newly subdivided land. ol

The third of these methods of growth--the lateral extension of
urban areage-~has been cherasteriged by some writers az the growth .a,bou%
5 ¢entral sore, the originally ssttled muclews of the ¢ity. One nf the
esrlier writers %o set forth econceptually this now wi&ely resosnized
pattern of elly srowth was Ernest W. Burgess, who termed it the concen-

tric-pattern theory. 2

Agoording %o this concept, there are a zeries of
eoncentrie gones exterding out from the center of the clty., In the een~

tral zone is found the chief goncentrati-n of snesialized services, It

L ‘ﬁmner Hoy%, The Structurg zsnd CGrowth of Resldentlsl Nelshborhoods
ican Cities (Washingtont United States Governmend Printing Office,

in Anmer:
1539}, . 96'
2 wenest W. Turgess, "The Growth of the City," in Robert W. Park,

Brnest W, Purgess, and Hobert D. MeKensie, Ths Qﬁ,ﬁ_ Ohieago: The Univer-
eity of Ohigase Press, 1925}, pp. 47=-62,

17
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iu charsateriged by Ble hotels, skysorapers, motion-pleture houses, de-
partiment stores, and a high mobllity of pepulation. The next mone is
ofton charavterized as the aone of traxaition, Or z2s o asc¥i-n of rapid
chanpge. Rosnins houses and light induatry are importent featurss of this
rone. In Tona 3 are found the workingmen's homes and suboentersg ¢f re~
tail storew, schools and varkte. Ao the eoncentrie patiern extends out,
better residsnoss sre Pound in Fone 4 and the suvurban and commter avea
in Zone S. This, 1% can e seen %thet {deally there is & #radation from
the center of & alty %o the periphery in terms of servies, insore, and
s%sﬂmmj

Yory Pew eities é¢ould be found which would conform clozely to the
pattern desoribsd by Borgess. However, there are meny which conform to
the concenttio~patbtern typé of srowth with gome modifications. Hatural
a8 well as srtificisl barriers in many ocdwes vrevent the develonment of
8 olty mccording to a definite nattern. BSeveral bayous running through
Hoagton, ag well as the ehiy ehannel on the esstern side, are examples
8¢ darriers of the tyve mentioned above. They have prevented Houston
Proam develoving in 4n even atneentric-~patiern type and have tended %o
locate meny industrial end residentiazl areas. However, in spite of thecse
barriers one can sse the operation of the concentric-patiern theory in
the ~rowth of Hensbon.

The op-ration of the concentric-patbers theory is clearly revealed
in the central area of Hounaton. %Tracts 24, 25, and 26 and parig of adjoin-

ing tracts comprise the central business distriet. Arcoumd these fracis

3 Rambel) Younz, Saglolosyt A Study of Seclety and CGultuwe (28 ed.g

Few York, Oineinnati, Chieago, Boszbton, Atlants, Dallag, wnd San Franeiseo!
American Boolk Company, 1949), pp. 275-76.
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ie %0 be found the twranasitional zone. In thie smone ihers sre heavy
eoncentrations of ragial and etimic minority groups, meinly Vegroes
and Mexieang. Pooir families are heavily concentrated in this section.
An examination of the employment status ~f the people in these areas
reveale the fact that they sre largely from the lower sosiocesonomie
groups, The traet having the greatest popvlatison density is eomposed
meinly of domestiow-gervice werkers, other service workers, and ladbor-
ers. Tracks with lower populati-n densities renarally bawe o mmceh more
egnitable distribution of vopulati-n among the emwployment groups. Alse
in line with the econcentricepatdern of prowth, we generally find the
higher sociocsacnomie elsgses living on the outer edpes of the city.

Ir contrast te $hig Yype of expansiom, some seholars elsim that
lateral axbension oceurs By {1) axial growth, or the extension of buildw
ings in radisl lines extending from the msin body along fast transnorte
tion lines vhereby the clity Becomes siar-shaped in appesrance (2) devel-
opnent of isolaited groups of houses beyond the periphery of the main urban
area; and (3) development of isolated zroups »f housges whigh coalegee with
eson othaf or the main body of the oaiby.

In line with thie ezxnlanation of laterszl extension, Yoyt has enne~
elufled from e study of o number of Americean gities that rent areas tend
to conform to a putter: of sectors rathsr then of soncentrie circles. He
found that the hisvgst-rent ardas tend e he located in one or more of
the gectors of the elty and that there was a8 gradation of rentals down~
ward from these high rent areas in al) directiong. ¥Fe also found that

low-rant arans make up sntire sectorg of the ety from ths center to the
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veriphery, Intermedieate rental sreas are sometimes foumd on the outer
edze of the high-rent areas.a

The high-rent ares in the soubhwestern part of Houston andé the
lowerent arpe extending out from the sender throuzh the noriheastern
sgetor H7 the eity would indicate t‘aais“{;%t'a theory ie applicable %o
somne extent %o FHouston.

It should be pointed oub tm& thesm varioug types of prowth sre

not mutually exclueive of each a‘bhw “bm; nay be taking plove simaltean~

sously in the same eity. o

The growth and development of ﬁ#ﬁﬁf@gwgt&ﬁmn hag haf trenendous

effeats on the enzmigmaﬁon of __‘g;:%t.ie,;s., LMost elities hed o compact oire
evlar form miil late in m@ ninéﬁm&ﬁ“ amm ?rim‘z‘ %o thig time
horse~ear transporietion waa the mimipa& means of transportation in
most cltieg-~which vere %hewfam Waﬁ@mﬁeé ss clogely as topography
would f@mit, With the ﬂﬁvﬂippmt m& growth of transporidation, axial
erowth ard the ﬁWeio@mxw of iwlata& grovps of hovges have becone more
importent. N

The following aﬁ"mp&s uil‘f frﬁ.w 8 brief sociseconomic descrip~
tion of ¥oucton. Cenerally sp%%timg, 1:’5 say e sald that the soeicssonomie
statae of the weople living south of Mf&l@ Bayon in Houston e hizher
than s that of the oeople living nordh of this bayon. The highsst soeio-
econamie~gtatus #rowp is ¥0 be fouwnd in the River Osks section, or in
fensus Tract 29. Thiz ls a very exclusive section seowied by those in

the upper strata of Toustrn's society. The inhrbitents of the general

“Hoyt, Suructure and Srowth of Besideptiel Helsmeorbnods, ». 76.




HGURE 2. Land-use map of Houston,
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ares gouth and southeast of Hiver Duks extending aloag Wray's Bayou may
also Ye consldered ss well up in the smociceeonomic strata. On either
side of Buffelo Peyou in the industrial area of the eity, generally poor
living conditions are found. The areas aorth of Paffalo Bayou are occu-
pled mainly by workers in middle or lovwer gogloecrnnmic status. The
wostorn aAren above Buffalo Bayou tende to rank higher then the central
and eastern area above the bayou. )

The industery of Houston is largely concenirated along Bulfale
Payow, the ahip channel, anéd the rallrosde extendicg out of the oitby.
Gommereial business extends out %wem the downtown gseution along the maln
tnorovghfares. It is heavily concenftrated along Hain, Washington, Harrie-

burg, Jengen, Telephone, and ILyons sirdets.




ﬁmmw.@zw

HBounston, Texas, is the lavgest olty in tha(ﬁrmth}/ Witu & totsl

popiation of 5%,32& ap of April 1, 1930, The only other oity in the
Bouth approaching Hounston in eise is Wew Orleans, with a total peopula~
tion of 567,2&72 ag of April 1, 1950, Hew Orleans was the largest oliy
in the Seuth wp through the census of 1940, Wowever, the fastegrowing
Fouaton wvag ot %o be Senied and foyged shead in the last decade. The
rate of growlh evidenced by Houston bas beeon mach greater than that of
Few Orleens for all decades since 1850, which was the first year for
whieh peneus dain were available for Houwston., Yhe rate of population
insresse ghown by Housion would seem to indieate thet Wew Orleans will
never again approsch Houston dn sise unlese gome extraordinary fastors,

unforseeazble at the present, enter into the situstion.

Houeton bns an ayes of appromimately 1355 square miles. Ry divide
ing this avea inte the total population {594,921) we find the populsiion
density of Houston %o be 3I838.3 persons ver sguare mile as of April 1,

1950,

1 ; of Poprlation Prelimingr: {Yaghington: Undted
Biatus ﬂemﬂmnt of Bmmma, Burean of ma Cengns s Serieg PC=2, No. 29
(August 30, 1950), p.

2 Inids, Series PC-2, Vo, 43 {Sentember 14, 1950), v. 4.

2k
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The followlng table gives & compariseon of the nopulation density

of Houston with that of ¢ertain other Southern oléies.

TABLE 1

BPOPULATIW, LAND AREA, AND POPULATION DENSITY CF SEIHCTED
METROPOLITAYN DISIRICTE OF THR UNITXD STATES: 1940%

Matrémli o -~ m& Area. in Population Per “
. ! PO A NI OT 3 L R:keus A X SH 5 "".‘. M ‘“ .
Atlanta b2 , 298 257.5 1717.6
Tn Central City 302, 283 347 8711.5
Outaide Gentyal City 149,006 222.8 628.4
Hougon 510,397 1025, bo8.3
Ia Central City 38k, 51y 72.8 5281.8
Cutside Central ity 125,883 951.5 132.3
¥Wew Orleans k0,030 333.8 1617.8
In Central Oity *P?ib 597 159.b 2580.1
Outeide Central City 45, #93 154, 4 938.5
*Sourae! : o ﬁm"ggg loko, v bion Cﬁ'ashh
ington? Un tad “‘i%‘bﬁﬁ ﬂw&mmn% Printing ‘M’fic@, 193*19#3}.

)y PRe 38«59,

Yol. ¥ (W gf Inhabibanfis

The table shows that Houslon has a lowser population density than
Atlante both in the central eity and ocubside the sentral oily. FHouvston
2lso bhas & lower nopulzation density than Hew Orlesns oulside the sentwyal
eity. Fowever, ths population density eof H-ust n iz greater in the cen-
tral city tham s that of Vew Orleans. It may be deduced from the table
that Youston has less then one-third the populati-n density of either

Atlanta or Yew Drieans for ite metropoliten ares.



Plgure 4 reveals bthat the greatest populsdi n s’?e‘mity of Houston
i= to be foumd in Tracts 16, 25, 26, 27, 30, 31, 32, 33, 37, aad 39.
These ¥racte have over 12,000 people per square mile. Thus the areas of
greatest soncentration tend to be losmted in ¥he center of the oltys It
is interssting to note that the traﬂ .j{ﬁm 27) heving tre greatest popu~
lntin density wer square mils (Qfﬁ,éjﬁa}“-ia B6,7 per cent nonwhite. This
tract is located 3“&&# ‘Wﬁuiﬂ- the e‘en‘kral buaﬂ&se district of the ¢y
in w xat nay !:ea" w %m %rmsuima& gong, Traat 33, which has the
next ﬁanaesﬁ ﬁw\n&a%m G‘i&,’lﬁﬁ).ie m.x pér sent nomwhite. The forelzpe
born white a,m aiw mw im@ﬂ&ﬁ# in tnde ares, representing 5.4 ver

eent of the M‘hﬁl" mfﬂlat&ﬂn af ﬁh@ trmm % $hirdsyaniing tract in

ﬁansmy ei’ mum H?g“%.i& pér cent nonwhite.

Wmts wzsﬁ.ch mw m fwaw' mmm‘ m gauare mile are Tracts 7,
14, Mu’ ‘k'?w ‘w! #9 and 57’#
pwgnﬂs w’r mwe ms.la. AL af thaw krmts are on the periphery of

il‘mf #h&w tropts have fewer than 2,000

tha aiw awﬁ wmez he &mw%ﬁ te mﬂ & 1w population density. It is
an Mta’h’ um émg@aphm !wt mm the wmlatim of a eity tends do be

least cense :m the outliying aresg.
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FIGURE 4.

Density of population of Houston by census tracts: 1940.




CHAPTER V

1% i of paramgont importance in any anklysis of & population
growp thet an examination be made of ite compoeition Wy race and native
i%y. The fundamental ¢lassificadion of white and Uezre has bean uged

1 other reces

herein te present the date which have been assembled.
have been exeluded becsuse the pereentages for these growms are too

small to be represented in the table. The white population is broken
down into native and Torelgpeborn. In addition, the native white popu~
lation ds further broken down inte native parentsge, foreism parentage,
and mixed perentage. This clogsificedtion iz guite mdecunate for an
analysis of Ziéwmn‘a population. However, in some olties, where other
rageg are of mare jmporitance, » Farther bresitdown may be necegsary in
order %Yo examine carefully the makewup of the component paris.

Table I gives & clear pieture of the race aznd nativily charace
teristineg of the population of Housbton since 1890, 1% sleo provides a
basis for comparing Houston with fwo oiher large Southern cities, nanely
Atlantsa and New Orleans. The white population of Houston hag increased
proportionately, whereas the Hemro population hae declined proportionately
since 1890. The perdentage of the population whioh was white incressed
from 52.% per cent im 1890 to 7.4 per cent in 1940, vhereas the percent-

age of the population which was N¥egre decressed from 37.6 per gent in 1890

1 In many places in this study the elassifiostion of white and tone
white has been used becanse of the census elagsification of basie dnbs in
this manner. It shouléd be remembered in these cases that nonwhite is prage
tic2lly synonymous with Fegro because of the small number of other nonwhite
reces in Houston.

29
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TABIE 11

PER OYNT DISTRIBUTION OF THE POPULATIONS OF ATLANTA, FOUSTOW, AND
WEN ORLEANS BY COLOR, WATIVITY, AND PARENTAGE: 1890-1940%

em«, Color, and.
dativity

Atlanta 100.0 :

Hative 5h.3 57.5 63.6 &6. 1 5k,9  6h.0
¥ative Parentags k9.9 32.% 59.L, 62,3 61.6 -
Foreign oy Mixed Parentage .04 2.0 Le2 b0 3.3 -

Torelen Parentage - - 2.4 2.k 1.9 -

Mnﬂd Pwmw ind e 1*3 1'6 1.*'4’ had
Yoreign~Born 2.8 2.7 2.8 2. 1.7 1.4
Hegro 42,9  39.8 33.5 31.3 33.3 3.6
Hous ton 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100,07 100.0
¥hi te 62.3  67. 69,5 754 98.2 "

Hetive 51.1 7.6 6L.5 66,7 T72.1 A
Hative Parentage 37.0 9.4 LP.1 524 -

Foreign or Mixed Paventare 14.1  18.0 14,3 163 =

Ferelen Parentoge - 5 8.5 =
!&E.xsé. Parentage - - 5.9 5.8 -
Hew Orleans 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100,00 100.0
White 73.3 72.8 73.6 73.7 7L.4 «7
Hative 59.% 62.5 65.4 67.1  67.1 .7

¥abive Parentaze 29.1 35.9 #3.5 49.2 52.8
Forelen or Mixed Parentage 730.2 26,5 21,9 178 183
Forelzn Parentege - - 13.5 10.8 8.0
Mixed Pareatnge - - 8.4 741 5*3
Foreisn=Bnrn 1‘%6 10.3 8.2 6.6 I#o 3 3o 0

*Sourcest JEleventh gggm United %&gﬁ&g 6

Sows ingtont Gover g%t’%%mting Offica, 1&5.-
532, 555; Duelfth Censps of the U g_gmg 1900, Populstion
{Waghingtoni United %mma Census foirw, 1901}, Vol. I, Part I,
pp. 650, 656, 681: Thirteonth Censug of the United States, 1910,

‘ Lation (Washingtam Government Printing Office, ‘3.913*19‘},10

veli I REROX e mM)’ W“ %3: ?93; m‘tg vglu 131 {3@:

MEIMM p. 8525 Z sug of the United States,
atio (’ﬁfasmxwhom Gawmmm Frimmg Mﬂm. 1921~

TR %%gf?&@l O

ﬂaiﬁﬂﬂ States, 1930, Populetion (Vwaéhin ston? ﬂni‘e&e& States
Government Frinting Office, 1931-19313), %1 It (Re §

Stetes), Part I, vp. 501, 9901 ibid., Vol. III, Paxrt II, p, 1008;
wm%mm»m lﬁwﬁm Vol, II

(Charagteristics of the Pop: ), Part 11, p. 375 Vol.
II, Part IXII, p. 427; ibid., VYol. IE, Part VI, p. 101#5%&1@

f Tisures for white population have been revised to include Mex! cans, who
were inelwded with other races in the 1930 reports.




21
to 22.4. per cent in 1940. The Hegro populatinn gained somewhat vercent-
agewise in the decade 1930-1940, However, this was true of all the cities
compared, as well as of the United ftntes as & whole. The gain in the
Vegro grouvp was less _m Hous%on than in either Hew Orlcans or Atlante. The
vhite population of Atlanta gained much less than did that of Houston. In
New Orleans the white population, as compared with the Negroes, sustained a
loss in relative importance dbetween 1890 and 1940,

A1l three eities experienced a decline in the pereentage of for-
eign-born white and an increase in the vercentage of native white from
1890 to 1940.

The table revesle the significent fact that Houston'e population is
much more white than is that of either Atlsnta or New Orleans. Over three-
fourths {77.4 per cent) of Houston's porulation is white, whereas the cor-
responding percentage Por New Orleans is 69.7 and that for Atlanta is 65.h4.
On the other hand, Tadle Il reveals thet the percentape of Atlenta's total
population which is Wegro tes higher than that of elther Houvston or YNew
Orleans., Atlanta's population is 3.6 per ecent Weoro, as eompared with
30.1 per cent for ¥ew Orleans and 22.4 per gent for Houston.

The relative numerical pozitions of the white snd Negre vopulations
of Hruston ainéa 1850, the fire% year that dszta were aveilable, are pre-
sented in Table III. 1I% is to be noted that the white and Negro popules
tiong of Houston occupied sboul the some relative poslition in 1940 thad
they did in 1890. The Negro population represented 27.2 per cent of the
total nopulation in 1850 and 22.4 per cent of the total population in 1540,
It ghould also be noted that the Negro population of Houston incressed 1el-
‘ative: to the white nopulation frnmvl%a to 1870. The Fegro population

gained to the point of becoming two-fifthe (39.9 ver cent) of the total
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TABLE TYIX

TRENDS TH THE TOTAT,, WHITS, AND WEGRO POPULATIONE OF HOUSTON: 1850.19hoe

Far Ceonb “For Gent

Total Whi te of Tetal Hagro of Total
Year Popue Poypi- Population Perme Population

Jation lation Libdse  lsbion Begre
1850 2 .gzﬁ 1,86 7.7 53 2.2
1860 &, Bles 3,76 77.7 1,0 22,2
1370 9,382 5,591 60.6 3,601 39.3
188D 16,513 10,026 60.7 6,479 39.2
1890 27,557 17,178 62.3 10,379 3?'&
1900 hi 67373 29,979 67.1 14,608 32.%
1910 78,800 5k, 832 69. 5 23,929 3043
1920 138,276 104, 268 75.4 33,960 24,6
1930 292,352 228,836 78.%2 £3,3 1.5
19%0 3, 51k 297,959 770 82,222 22,
“Souress: Seventh Uengus of Yhe United Stetes. 180, ;  (ashing-

tont Robdert Amstrem;'. Publie ﬁzrinﬁer, 1853 v Be 5184 Biahth

Cenens of Xhe Elatea, m* R A.‘L,t: (Yashingbon?
G«wemmem‘. Printing Office, 1868), p. h8&] Tenth Cepsus of Abm

m&% 1.?*2.@ _@;%m {Vashington: Government Print-
ing Office, 1853), p. b2k (date for both 1870 and 1380 obtained

from this source)j mmm&zmmm 1390
Wm?art K. P *4*823 ‘ -' ﬂzmmm
1300 _g:gm&_m 1l"a::i!.. I, ?prt I, 3 nama oL

ﬁﬁmm ﬁmmmm 1.&%9. Wma %’«f m,
Pe 1001; Fif baent Qﬂw of 4.3 b
m. Yol. N ?ar‘l'. L, v 37 : i i ;

’ ) » bopulebion, Vol.

population in 1870. Then %egsn a decline whieh remched a low of one~fifth
(21.7 por eent} in 1930. Ag previcously nointed ont, the decade bebween

1930 and 1940 ghowed a glisht inereasse in the proportion of the populatien

elaselflied ae Vepwo.
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The largest nroportion of the forelgn-born whits population of
Houston comss from ‘Mexino. AWoug éne~third of the total nuxber of foreigne
born whites in Houston ars Hexicans, Germeny, Italy, Russia, England, and
Poland rank next in order of their importance as sources of population for
Houston. With a few expepilons, the males outnumber the females among all
nationalities 1» the forelimm-born white population., This is to be gxpecw
ted, as 1t i3 an esctadlished demographic fack that long-digtance nigration
tends to de selective of the male population. The sex ratio in the forelzne
born population of Houston is 120, which means that for every 100 females
thers are 120 males.

Thess gex ratios of the forelgn-born in Houston should be viewed
with aaution, however, as Table IV actws’ly shows sn exocess of females
over males for some nf the nationality grovps. Brven o eloss avproximation
.m‘t' femnles to males -~ mck less a balance in fTavor of the femaleg ~- ig
eontrary %o the demographie fact that long-distance mipation is selective
of the male populaticn. Such econditions may be aceounted for by incorrect
repor¥ing of forefign-bores whibes ag¢ nadtive-born whites, This is probabdbly
more likely to be true for the male fhen he female popwlation.> Ths re-
galt of more forsign-born maleg than femnleg boing insorrectly reported
a8 native-born would be an erronecusly low sex ratio for the foreign-born

SDOUP.

2 smith, Population dpelysis, o. 1ib



TABLE IV

YORRIGN-BORN WEITE BY COUNTRY 0F BIATH, BY SEX FOR THE

am OF H’)ﬂwﬁw 1940%

Country of Euﬁal ?ar Oent Mnle Pemale
Pngland Bl 5.5
oo tiand 232 1.8
Wales 17 0.1
Rorthern Ireland 1% 0,2
Irish Free State (Bire) 398 2.6
Horway 138 0.9
Sweaden 269 1-8
Netherlande Bl 05
Belglum 35 9.2
Tuxembors 3 o
Switserland 110 .7
France 195 1.3
Garmany 1,702 11.1
Paland 720 8,7
Orechoslovalia 368 2.4
Mgtrias 439 A2
Bumenry 127 0.8
Yagoslavia 25 0.2
Magsia (U.5.8.R.) 129 Pl
T4 thania 55 0. b
Finland 30 0s2
Ramania 125 0.8
Bulgaria | I -
Turkey in Burope 3 - 2
Greece 1y 247 307 112
Ttaly 1,346 8.8 Bro 336
Spain 5 O & %] 1
Portougal 5 - 5 -
Other Burope 3 0,2 11 2
Palestine and Syris 217 1.4 152 835
Tarkey in Agia 65 0w s 52 13
Otheyr Asia L8 0.3 27 71
Qanada, Fronch s n.e 1h 15
Oanads, Other 519 kR 259 ?6:}
Hewforndland 18 Oud g
Hoxice 5.03‘:’: 32,9 2,65k .381
Cubs and Other Vest Indies 0.5 Ldy
Central and Sovth Americs ?0 e L 39 11
Avstralia 25 0.2 & 1?
Aﬁ@“& ™ - o
A1l Other ané A1 Ouby 33 22

Fot Reported

* Bovircel

Ma&m United States, 1940, Population, Vol.
, Part VI, p. 1087, |
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L of Seleated Rage snd Hativity Growpings

¥hite Population.~~The white population is well distributed over
Houston except for those oensus tracts where Legroes are heavily concen—
trated. Filoure 5 gives & olesr ploture of “&!’iia Hstribution, %‘lw pmall
white populadion in Census Tracts 1,. 8, 18,27, 34, 37, end 38 1s indi~
cative of the large nomm&ﬁe pmp'almim m ‘bhme HTOOHN

Ag con ve seen from FMigure 6. the fareigmbom white pepulation
is to a conelderable extent crma@nmtm almw Mf&le Bayouw and White
OeXk Beyou in Tracts 10, 15, 16, 'L?, 3;9, 26 snd 2%, Thege are impor-
tent industrial snd transporfation areag.

omyhd te ta Popy

populat imn s m’mﬁmlw symm»us wi% the Weszre population bseause of

atio '*WA! '.bm ’heam noted elsewhere, the nonwhite

the small mmm aﬂ‘ e%hw meaﬁ in Musﬁ«:r mvming this in mindg, one
esn obepive :Erbm ﬁ’igwm 7 ami 5 ‘&%k the ﬁagzm popilation e largely
coneentrated in n: faw sosnuus trmts. ﬁha mea% bulk of the Negre popu-
. mﬁm ef ﬂwmt@m ia to bhe fmmﬂ m fmam Tracts 1, B, 9, 18, 27, 3k,
3’?. and ‘38. fhis xz-mt is alm&y rm) ed in ?mm'& N

Pigpure B ghowg the perwmmga of the yﬁm}.atmn elagsified as nonw
white ‘hy gensus trects. There are four maln sreas of eoncentration, ase
48 shown by the figure. The-¢ adeéms are clearly defined and delineated.
Throe of the aress surround or lead oub from the central part of the oity,
while the fourth (Tract 1-} is located on the periphery. The percentage
of Hegroes is extramely small in the nordheastern psart of the eity and in

a Pow tracts {n bBhe nordthwestern part of the elty.



WHITE POPULATION

FIGURE 5.

Distribution of the white population of Houston b

1940.
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FIGURE 7, Distribution of the nonwhite population of Houston
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CHANTE® VI

WEOEITION

It winy safely be stnted without fesr of exagreration that the
facts relading to the ape structure of a povelation asstesnte are of
arncizl importanee. The spe distribdubtion of s populatisn affects o
a eongiderable exbtent bthe pettern of relationships exieting within fts
community 1ife. lany eomranity ovgenizations depend on effective yowg
leadership % carry oub their objectives. The tempe of 1life within a
coemmmnity 1s v1tally inflvsnced by the age distribution of the pepula-
tion. The age siructure sften larsely determines whether a communiby
is progresaive or decadendy. The number, size, snéd ¢uslity of institu-
tionsg within o comemnity sare vitally conditioned by the nge strueture.
Thms recreationsl groung ave not ag important Yo a conmimity with few
youns neople as they are to one in whish there are s largs number of
young folk. On the other heed, some commnities have such large conw
gentrationg of yvouug psonle that 4t 1o a great burden on them to maine
tatn adeguats edueational insititutions. A disproporiicuate number in
the older npge braskets micht alse fmmess a heavy burden on the produe-
tive sge growws. The ppe dleiribubtion is lmwortant o commnity »nlan-
ners, bugines: leaiers, school officinla, welfare orgenisations, and
many othey people in various lines of endenvor. Thesse illustrations
gerve to show thée ¥alue of information ¢oncerning the age distrddbution
of a commnity,

Thig seebirn will analyse the age-sex distribution of Houglon

mainly by msans of age-sex ypyremlds. Ape-sex pyranids will be used to

ko
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present the information for the total populatisn, the white population,
and the nonwhite pepulation. Phe @istribution of young children aad old
people will he presented hy census tyacte, Finally, Housbon will be com-
pared with Atlanta snd New Orleans with reference to sre distridbutions
for the entire citles.

'lfwhnﬁq%a o ther than the age-sex pyramid whigh hove been used in
easlyeing and prosenting the dats a&é index wombers and erossshatobhed
statistioal mone.

The age-sex pyranid involves first the computetion of pevcentages
by age groups showing the distridution of male and femals in the popule~
tion dgevesate under conglderation. The age grouwplngss sre placed on the
vértical seale, starting with the youngest &t the botton and continuing
to the oldest group ot the top. The horisontal sesls is wped for the
percentages, with & line drmwn fhmmggh thé center sepsrating the males
on the left from the females on the rights  4f the werceniages are plotied
for each age group, bardg are drawn showing the pey eent of maleg or fow
males in ahy age group. By vepeating $his process te the top age growp,
an sge~-sex pyramid is oroduced. Thue sne can %61l a2t & glanse the pere
centage and relative distribution of either sex of of both sexes for amy
age groie

The computation of in&éx: numbers fny be ewplained by the use of o
slmmle illustration. Assume thet one wishes to ffind out significant @if-
ferences Lir the age compositinn of the wrban end rurel population of
Texng, By dividing the percentage of indlviduals in the total vopulation
vhe are under five years of age into the pereentage of Individuals in the

urban population whe are under five vears of age and mulitliplying by 100
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an index number is obiained. The same proesss would, o¢f courge, be re-
pexnted for eamch age group in the wrban category and for each age group
in the rural category. The resulting numdbers are plotted, using the
vertienl axis for the index numbers and the horizontal axls for ths age
groupings. The plotted points are connected, thus produping curves
pomobimes reforred %o as "age profiles.® Variations are shown é‘aeva o
below 100, indicabing the defisciency or excess in that age group as tomw
pered %o the standard populetion. Index numbers sre = more vefined bech-
nigue then age-sex pyremids. By using index numbers 1% is possible Yo
dtsoover al) of the imporkent variations in the age composition of differ-
ent porulat on groups. Index numbers bring out many important Mi’:&’m&as

vhich are ned revealed by the uge of age-sey pyranids.

% of Bata

It 49 apparent that there is a ddgerepancy between actnal and census
ésgesﬁ There 1s o Yendeney for ages to olunater in even yoars, in numbere
ending with 5, and (especisily) in ages ending with 0. Iikwewiwme, there
19 o deficiency in the ages nob exactly divieidble by 2 or by 5.3 There
i3 a tendency for the nonwhile groups %o show more discrepansy than the
white grovps.. These facts should be allowed for in eny unususl dfsteibu-
tion of the nopunletion in these agé grovpings, While there Lz some varise
tion in the reliability of fata between different eities, 1% fe nrodedly
fnot of suffictent fmportsnce to rvle oub important compspisons between

cities.

! smitn, Pepulation Anslymis, v. 89
2 puis., ». 90.
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Toial Fepulstion.~-~Urban populations are usuzlly cherseteriged
By & deficieney of children and of olé pesple and a heaping up of pops~
lation in the working sges {tuenty o sixty).” The sge~pex pyranid for
the United Siates urban population revesle an excese of femsles for nle
most all ages except those under fifteen. It also shows & heavy soncen~
tration of poople in the nroductive sage braekﬂtg.a

Thus the age-sex pyranid for the nation's uwrban people is cut ad
the basze on both sides, with the heaviezt indentation on the female side.
The nyvamid bulges in the middle, the zreatest bulge being on the female
side,

The population of Houaston broadly follows what is considered &
pormal sge~dex distribution for an urbas pepuletion. Cerdsin merked
ginilarities can be obseived bhotween the sge-sox dlstribution of Heuvslbon,
shown 4in Figure 9, and thet of the whan popvlation of the Unided States.
Vowgwar, there sre bwo maln polnts of Jeperiure whleh ghould be pointed
out. Im'tha first place, For the spes foryy through Piftpenine, the men
outmumbey the women in the vopulstion of Housben. It is ales o be noted
that Houston hag a somewhal heavier concentration of peopls 1m the produs-
tive age brackets than does the urban population of the goundry.

Natlve Hhite,~The age-sex pyramid for the nsiive white pspulation
{¥irore 10) ohows & greater concentration §n the age aroups under twenty-

four as e-ntrasted with the total population of the eity, There is aled

3 4., ppe 106-107.
“ mig., v 92
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& more equitabdle distribuvtion of the sexes among the various age groups.
Eowever, the native write population followe somewhat the general pathern
of the total populadion excent for the variatinons noted sbove.

Foreizn~Born ¥hite.~~The age-szex pyramid for the forelgn-horn
white population (Figure 11) reveals an extvemely heavy congentration in
the age groups above thirty-five years of age. The predominsnce of males
in the forelzn-born population of Homeston is clearly demonstrated dy Fi-
Zuare 1l. I% is also %o be noted that there is = great scareily of chile
dren among the foraigmnhorn'uhiﬁa population.

It 19 a2 vellwestablished demogravhic nrinciple tnat immigrants are
drawvi in digproportionstely large numbers from yowng adulits sged {ifteen
to twenty-five years. The fact that the forelgn~born in Houeion are cone
centrated in more advanced age groups, primarily sbhove thirty-Tive yesrs,
reflects the relative absense of Furopean emigretion to this country
since World ¥sr I, Thus, the bulk of our Xuropean immigrants, while
srowing np the sge atrnstuvm; bave not been replaced by foreign-horni and
their ehildren born here areé, of sourse, in the native white category.
The foreign-born whites of Houston would undoubiedly be of sven older
avera:e age, were it nob for the gubstantial number of Mexican immigrsnts
who have entered in recent years.

The fact that the foreign-born white population of Houston is pre-
doninately male ia'in socord with the demographic fact that long-distence
mlgration selects excessive propovtions of males.

Hegzo.~-The age~sex pyramid for ﬂegrues.(?igure 12) revealp a
heevy concentration in the age groupings under forty-four years of age.

The Wegro poplation, in comperison with the totzl nopulation, has a
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higher peroentage of persons in all age groups under foriy-four except
for the sges wnder five and between fifteen and tuenty-four. On the
| ohher'ham&; the Nesroes »f Houston heve 2 comporabtively small propor-
tion of their number in the olaér sge bragkets.
The femaleps grestly autagmbar the males in the Hegre population
.of FHoneton. The difference bebween the male and femsle couponents seems
t6 be greatest from age fifteen throuzh thirty-nine years. E@ a2 eonglder-
'able extent this dlsparity ia sge groupings may be due %o missiztement of
‘ages bWy the womam.5 1t ghould alse be pointed ocut that most of the Nezro
migration into Houston 1s from Texss and Lovisisna, and, ag is true for
short~distance migrabion, this migretion 1e highly selective of the femsle

poralation.

The sreatest concenirations ~f shildren under five years of age

are to be feund in Gensue Tracts 1, 7, 19, and 23. In sash of these tracts
" the children wnder five years of age comprise over 10 »ner cent ~f the total
populntion of the tract. Traet 1 has a percentage of 11.6 and renks high-
eat; it is followed by Tract 23 with 10.9 ver cent. Iract 7 has 10,8 per
oenty and Trset 19, 10.8 ner sent. ALl of these tracts are located on the
cuter fringe of the aity with the excention of Tract 23, which has a heavy
aonceniration of Mexican families. ALl of these itracis have a concentras~

tion of woarkers in the middle or lower socloeconsmic calegory.

5 o . \ S W &o: - Wamen !
a6 T. Tymn 87ith and Fomer L. Hipt, "The Mlsstafement of Women's
Ageg and the Vit&gn?nﬁexas.“ Metron, XIIT (1939), 95-108,
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INDEX NUMBLRS
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FIGURE 13, Index numbers showing the relative importance of each age group

in the native white and Negro populations of Houston: 1940 (totel povulation
of Houston equals 100).
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Tracts 25, 26, 32, and 40 have the smallest percentages of chile
dren wnder five years of age. Only 2,1 per cent of the total vepulation
of Traat 26 ars undew five years of age. Tract #0 has only 2.9 per cent,
followsd by Tract 25 with 3.3 per cent and Yract 32 with 3.% per cent,
Tracts 25 and 26 ere loeated in the oemter of the sity, whers there is &
high sex ratioc and a heawy goncentration of »ld people. An analysis of
the ocowpationa of dwellers in Tracte 32 and 40 reveals a concentration
af people in ocoupations sssoolated with a relatively high sociceconomie
status. Qraeﬁ k0 slso has & high consentration of older people, and

Tract %2 has 8 rather high gex ratie.

blan Sixty-Five Yeprs of Sae snd Over

That the population of the United States is an aging one can be
easily asceriained by comparing the percentage of the tetal populastion
vho were over sixty~five years of age in sarller years with the percent~
age in bthet category today. In 1830 the percentage of %the total copulasm
tion who were over sixty«five years of age was 3.%. By 1940 the percentage
of the pepnlation over sixty-five years of age had incressed to 6.9, and
i1t 1g egtimated that by 1980 she percentame will have risen to 1h.4.°

Ag an inergasing properiion of the popnlation becomes

014 new intereésds will take vrecedence in Amerigan life,

Instead of the interests of the mlddle-aged and the young

dominating the Amevicen scene ns they have In the pesit, 1t

is posgible that those of the old will command incressing
attention as indeed they heve done since abdbout 1932,

é“mutimataé Foture Population, by Age and Sex: 19435 to 1980,"
Series P-3, We. 15, July 23, 1941, United Stntes Buremw of the Census,
snd Population Series P«10, HWn. 21, Table 4, May 5, 1943, as cited in
Paul W, Landis, Populstion Problems: A4 Cmltural Internretation (Wew
York, Cineinnati, Chicego, Boston, Atlanis. Dallss, and San Franeiseo:
The Americzn Boolk Compeny, 1943), p. 279.

7 Lendis, Populatlion Pxoblema, v. 29k
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Ag owr popalation ages and older meoople constitute a greatsr pore
centage of it, their needs and nroblens will bocome more vital in commn-
1ty 1ife. In the asb we have devoted muc: of our time and e'7ort o
developing community progrome simed at weebing the neods of cur young
population. As our sged populsaiiom {noreases, sommnitics will prode
ably be @alled wpon %o dsvelop various progrems desisned to meet the needs
of Shis seetor of cur population.

The data in Flgure 15 ghow that Tracts 4, 10, 11, 2%, 26, 30, 31,
34, 39, 40, and 4% have the greatast perceniage of people sixty~five years
of age and over. In each of these tracte over 4.9 ner cent of the %otal
population s over elxby-Tive years of age. Tract 31, with 8.3 »er cent,
ranks first, f@llaw%& vy Treot W with 7.5 per cent and Traste 2% and 26

with 6.3 per e«aw mﬁh. Iﬁ iﬁ"&&%@wﬂmﬁ to mobe that these tracts are

all loonated in th cenhes f‘i" ,,m alty, mm the density of the populabion
is grestest and, Mﬂmg eonditions m pow.

- By zure 135 aﬂ,w ghowe that ﬁm @mﬁa in the ountlyins arexs have the
lowvest Wms of pesple six%y-ﬁifé""':#éara of agze and over. Tract 20
hng the 16%&% peYesntaxe of all, with 2.9 per cent. Tract 48 ranks next

lowsat, with 2.8 ner eent) and Tract 8 follows, with 3.1 per cent.

Pigure 16, showing index numbers of the reladive immorisnce of each
age group in the populations of ftlanta, Houston, and Yew Orlseans. reveals
the following important eontrasts. In the first place, Houston hag the

sreatest concentrati-n ~f {%s populstion iv the nreductive age bracketg—e
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more than elther Atloanta or New Orleans. A%lanta follows, with Hew Ore
leans ocoming in last. These data sugzest that Fouston, as coupared with
thees other twe citles of the South, may attract dispreportionately large
numbers of migrents ia the youwnper productive ages. This concelvebly
enuld pemuld from the more nredoninant role of msanfacturing and hesvy
indugtry in the fasteexponding economy of Housbon. - In amy event, the
population of thip Texns metropolis gontaine relatively larpe eoncentrs~
tions of youthful adulte.

In the setond plage, of the three citles Houston hag the highast
proporiion of ite population wnder five yesrs of ags. Howevey, from age
five through sge nineteen New Orleans ranks first among the thres gitles,
Third, Yousten, wihieh is a2 yvuvnger oity, hes o smaller vroportion of iie
population smong the oldey age groups then ef thar Atlanta or FNew Orlesns.
Fourth, Houston heas a deficiengy of children in the sge group five through

nineteen wvhen compared with Hew Crlesns and Atlenta.



EHAPTHR VIT

RY TR SRES

The bsiande betwesn the sexes 1s ususlly thought of in terng of
the sex ratlo. The sex retlo Lz computed by dividing the total wumber
of woméh into the total nuuber of men and vultiplying by 100. Thus the
index 1a stated {n Serms »f the number of males per 100 fermles. An
index abeve 100 indlestes sn excess of males, wvhereas an index below 100
indicates more femanlées than maless

The wmex tatio has bee- used extensively in analysisng the sex 4ls-
srilnition 8f Hougbon op its Yobtsl population, for its nativity grovpinge,
and by ite censup trmets. Trends in sex ratios have bsen shown for Houge
ton, and sex ratises in Houpton hwve Deen eompared with those in Atlanta
anl Yew Orliesnd.

Tt 1o veyond guesiion thwt the bhelance between the sexes is sn
joportant featuré of the composition of & population., The relative ime
portance nf the o sexes affeats many othér aspests ~f a population
sgeregnte,. If there sre more nales than femaleg, the propordion of men
who ean marrey will de smaller than would bve trus if there wera sn equal
distribukion of the populstion smong the two sexes. Nikewise, if there
sre 2ope femnles than males, 22 1s true in & nunder of Burepean countries,
there will be & large proportion of unmervied women. A high proportion of
males will alge mean more workers available for the hesvy induatries. The
denth rate ts also vitally affected by the sex ratin of 2 popwlation. Wo-
mon usuatly hove a lower death rate than meni and therefore whers they

57
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aonsti tube over helf of the population, as le true in many of the older
countries (England, Trance, ete.), the orude death rate is greatly arfec~
ted by thie faat. The sex ratios are also important in determining the
erude birth rate. An wnequal balance bhetween the sexes makes marriege
impogsible for a number Qf people and hence reduces the possibility of
their railaing ¢rildren.

Many other factors in the life of 2 community are aleo affected
by the balance between the sémml

Yrban populations, im general, are characterised by a relative
excess of females. This is largely Aue Bo gelective migration. For
example, between 1920 and 19730 females constitubed 55 per cend of the
nigrentz out of rural aress in the United States. 2 One important reason
for this excess of female over male migration to urban arems is thad
urban aress offer relatively greater employment oppordtunities for fomale

? Wnem 14 1s vemembered that

laborers than is true ln raral territoxy.
women live longer than menr aa the averase, this exvegs of female migrants
to urban areas sssumes grealer significance.

It should alse be noted that the Hegro population of this gouvntry
posgesses, as compared wiith the white population, e relative deficiency
of males, This femininity of the Fegro population is largely to be ae-

counted for by the low sex ratic at Mrm among the Negro pepulation,

1 See Warren 5. Thompson, Popnls n B (34 ed.{: New York
and London! Melraw-Hill Book Gomgnmy, Enu.' 19*&2' v DPe 99=100, for a
fuller &igeussion of the effects of the dalance between the sexes on &
poplation asgresate.

? Indg. . p. bot,
3 1aneds, Pgpulation Problems, p. 272.
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The sex ratis 2t birth La 106 for whites, as gompared to 103 for Hegroes.
Thers is very 13ttle migration of Yegroes intec or out of the counbry.
The low 1ife expeclation of Fegroes as contrasted with that of whites
hae e busying rether than & depressing effect tpon the sex ratio among
Vegroes, Thme the low sex ratio ad birth muet be sonsidered the main

, L
fastor in accoumnting for the femininity of the Wegro populstien,

The btotal date relative $o sex are nrobably awong the most relie
oble of gemsus date. There is no guesiion of interpretation, and theve
iz very 1ittle motive for giving incorrect information on sex. However,
there are ant to be erroras in ddstribubtion among the var oung rasial asnd
nativity zrowinss, There is uswally n large floating male population on
which 1% fs d4f7icuid o ged accursis and complete returns. Aleo, some
of the foreisnebora endé Bore ma,lga $han fewsles are likely te be ingor-
rectly veturned as native-born. These errors of distribul on ave usvally
not important snough to be of sitatisticnl simificance.

Ag Smith has pointed out, there is an important error in the gata
soncerning the sex distPribuliona among young Negio childrem. UOengus af ser
eensua hag reported sn unexvlained excess of fonales over nales under five
years of are., As Emith has further obeerved, these discrepsncies are m‘
in aecoréd with the sex distributiong at birdh and ecould nod come aboud |

throagh differential moﬂxsﬂity.ﬁ

% mitn, Bopwletion Analysis, pp. 12425
5 Ip3a., pe 11k
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An important diserepancy in the sex distribdution by age shonld be
voinked out. While the total sex ratio ean be eeonsidered very aceurate,
conolupione drawn from age-sex ratics must be treated with esvtion bee
canpe of the understatenent of women's szes. 1% 18 an estabdlished demo-
sraphlc fact that there ig 8 tendency among women to understate their

B28R 6

Teble ¥ presents the balance between the sexes by race znd native
ity eroupings. The table shows that the women have gained in proportion-
ate importance sinoe 1910, Prioy o that time the sex ratio was in faver
of the men. The ssx radi~ of 108.4 in 1890 declined to 103,8 in 1910,
Since 1910 the ratis has dropped to 96.

The sex ratio foyr the native whits grovp has been somewhat at
varisnce with the wex ratioc for the total population, Ths native white
‘zex ratio has aﬁw&y& been higher than that for the total populatinn excepd
for the year 1920y FNabive white men bave outnunbered notive white women
in 8l years except 1920 and 1940, In 1940 the ratic stood at 97.72.

The sex ratio Lfor the forelgn~born white population heg always
been heavily in favor of the male populsation. It waas 15%.5 in 1890 bus
hadt declined %o 120,1 in 1940. This high sex ratio fg in iine with the
demogranhie fact that long-distance migration tends %0 be selective of the

m:le populstlion.

Smith and Hitt, "The Misstatement of Women's Apes and the Vital
Indexes, " Yoo, pit., mf&: 95-108.
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PABLE V
2K BATIOR BY RACH AND WATIVITY GROVIPIRGE FOR HOUSTOR: 1890-10hL0%
" "Hative  Sorelgn-Born

1&99 108»0"" 11'?-5 153»5 85-8
1500 103.4 109.9 153.3 82.2
1910 103.7 Wi sn 88.3
1920 99.7 96.6 130.9 93+3
1930 99.7 100. 4 125.1 90.9

19&4@ 9640 97.2 120.1 88.3

Among the Hegroes of Fouston, women have outnumbered men in every
year shown in the teble. The sex ratlo sived at 88,3 in 1940wwwhich was

the lowest zez ratio of any natividy grovping in Fousbon.

The sex ratios for the total populaticn reveal that the femples
sutnuniber the males in 811 age grovoinss w o forty Mx*su Trom age
forty through fifty-nine the men exosed the women, hut the women are
greally in excess in the remaining w aroups. The low sex ratios foy
the age grovps betwesn fiftesn and tweniy-four may be somewhat i fluaneed
by the understatement of women's ages. The demand for youwng women workers
in Houston, causing in-migration, is probvably also a very imporsant facior

in sscounting for the low sex ratles, It is diffioult % sy how much of
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the hizh sex ratlos bebween forly and fifty-four is due to understatement
of women's ages and how mich tv & high gex ratio in earlier venrs,

The age-ssx ratios for the nabtive white population asre somewhat
similar to thoge for the tetal nopulation except that the men outnomber
the women wp Torourh agze fourteen.

The forelmm-born white population shows the ammmﬁg’sm AL H
of males over femsles except for the ae groupings wnder thirty. The axw
cess of females in these arovpings probably reflects the migration of
Mexioan women workers inte Vouston.

Among Negroes, the womsn oubtnumber the men in all age groups exeepd
thoge from forky throwsh elxty-four, The Negto population has uwnusually
low sox ratios for the age groupings from fifdeen throush thirty. While
the understatenent of vomen's ages is an important factor, the demand for
domestic Hegro workers probably acgomtbs for the sreagenge of mony young

women through mi-vaition.

The sex ratics by census tracte vary from 78.2 in Tract 46 to 139.4
in Traet 26, Track 26 is in the middle of the eliy, while Tract 46 is on
the outer edge. It 18 interssting to noie that the lowest sex ratioy are
o be found in the southwsstern ares of the oity. In fach, ss may be ob-
mﬁéﬁ from Vigure 18, the whole southern area of the city tends to have
a predominance ~f women over mea. This is duws in part to a conceniration

of the working wonen snd aged women in the Detter resifendial areas of the

Qigyu
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The highest sex ratlos are to be found in the center of the oity.
It seems %o Ve characteristic of large cltles that h-meless men concen~
trate near the center. The northwesiern and eastern arcas of the city
also have relatively high sex ratios. The importance of ehildren in
these areas largely asceunts for thie condition. It 4is 2 well-rescognized
fash that the sex ratio &t birth is favorable to the male population. In
the nation ®¢ & whole, the sex ratio at birth for the white populati-on is
approximately 106, and for the Negro population it is approximately 103.
It gan bhe sesn from Pigure L4 thot the northwestern and sastern areas of
the eilty have & high congentration of ohildren under five years of age.
Thus, the hizher gex r»atio at birth ie atill exerting $ts influence in

thoge sreng.

Sex ‘..1.":5"3::
e ileis T s

Houston has a nove &ﬁuﬁﬁabl@ digtridution of nopulation among the
gexes than either Atlanta or Vew Orleans, ss gan be geen from Table VI,
Houston has & sex ratiov of 986, as compared to 90 for New Orleans and 86
for Atlanta. Houston has & higher sex ratic than Atlanta or New Orleans
"for all the nativity groupings excepd the foreigpmborn. The lower sex
ratin in the foreimmwborn white yﬁgnlaﬁion'is probably to Houeton'sy ade~
vantage,inasmuch &8 the higher gex ratiscs indlcate a greater disparity
betvesn the sexes of the foreilgn~born. I% is also interesiing to note
that Hon-tonts sex rastio eporoximates that for the urban United States.

Atianta and Vew Orleans are both much older cities ithan Houston,

and bBoth have movre of treir populatinn concentrated in the older age
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PARTE TI

SEX RATING BY RACE AWD WATIVITY POR ATLANTA, HOUSTON,
AND WEW OHUEAYIS: 19Lo*

A3y “Yative  Forelgm~Born
Uity e Yasg0s White  White Hegro
AtLanba 86 B9 127 79
Houeton 96 9% 120 B8
How Orleans 90 %0 131 86

Part VI, p, mw

bragiets than does Fouston. It is & welleknown fact that women tend to
iive longer than mén and aiing more %o the citieg during advanced ages
then 48 true of males. Li“wmm. neving soms besring on this relatively
high sex atio in Mouston ig the predominmoce of heavy industry--with its
enphasis o mastdline labope—in this elty.

Ca-gus figures reveal that the Uniied Btates urban Negro pepulation
has & sex ratio of 83,1, as mmpamd!: u::},%ia 9,5 for the native white popu-
1a%i-n and 176,8 for the foreisn-bora white papuiaticm.? Houston's popo-
1ation ig 22.5 per sent Hegro, whereas lew Orleans' populabion is 30.1 '
ser gent, snd Atlanta's 3.6 per osnt, Tegro. Thus the largs Wegro popu-
1ations in Aflante and Yew Orleans would have the sffech of lowerling the

som ratiog in thoee eidlesn.

4 sm*thg ¥ ORRAAEL 30 WMO e 123.




CHAPTHR VIII

BARITAY, STATUS

Information converning marital status has ap imporbtant plase among
modern census materiale. Vhen one realizes the manifold influence of
warital stetus, this emphasis cen be sasgily wnderstood. It ofter accounts
for many chara¢beristics whieh distinguish one group from ancther. For
exauple, the vrude birth rate would be congideradly influenced-ewhere il
legitimacy is not great--by the proportion of women married, and sepsci-
ally by the proportion married in the younger age groups (fifteen to
phirsy).t

Ogburn has shown thet there is

a strong relationship between mariisl eondition and death,
orime, insanity and vsuperiem. lLarger proportions of verw
song never-msrried, of the widowed ang of divoresd versons
are found asmong the insane, the prisoners and the paupers,
both men and women, than are found in the gerersl nopula-
tion of the same age grouvps. The desth rate is hicher
anong men who have never narried and among widowed or die
voraed males, than anong married men.

The oorrelation betwesn marital condliion and death,
erime snd pauperism is much higher smong wen thon among
women and somewbat hlgher betweon mearital condition and
inganity. The death rates of wnmarried women snd narried
women are nod greatly different. The omuges of $hese Pew
lationshipe are not shown. The srgument as to causes,
though Sheorstical and speeulative, suopests that marital
condition 15 an fmmortent factor in osusing these relation-
ahips, tnough perhaps not the only one.?

! ohompsrm, Remilation Preblenms, v. 107.

2 y3111am Fieldins Ogburn, "The Relationship of Haritsl Condition
to Demth, Orime, Insanity and Pauperiem,” Bulletin de L'ingtii Interna-

tional de Stebisome, XXIT (1926), hbeg
&7
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Naritel duta in western countries sre uvsuslly restricted to per-
stns £ifteen yéars of age and over. This rvesiriciion is based on the
knowledpe that very few people marry before pasgsing through the period
of sfdoleavente. In some countries, of course, marrisges ab an early aze
are of cunsiderable importence.

Four basie ontegories are used for clageifying a population aoe
sording %0 marital adatusr (1) aiagla, {2) married, (3) wldowed, &nd
(4) divorsed. In sdcition, the United States census further divides the
ssrried popnlation ints (1) those 1iving with the spovse, snd (2) $hoge
Tiving aperd, The censas also gives breokdowns by age,which greakly
enhance the walue of the data. These breskiowns would bve of much greater
gignificancs if 1% were not for the foct that vomen understate their ages.
The maryied category is by fear the most important group, es this is the

norpal state for o large percentaps of American adulig.

‘The atate of marriage is the nozmsl eondition for 4he adult popu-
1ation &fﬁmxat&ﬁ, as is true for that of the whole United States. Table
YII reveals that 64.5 per cend of Heuston's male pepulation fifteen years
of sze sné over, and 61,3 per cent of 1ts female population in the seme
age brackehs, are married.

Tha next mosht important category ls that of "single blise.” Much
of thie arovp is concenirated in the early age brasckeiss There are mere
single wales than females ~- the percenisgee Leing 29 snd Z1.4, respee-

tively.
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The widoved eategory ranks third in immortance, encompassing 3.8
per cent of the mele population fifteen years of sge and over and 13.0
of the female. Much of tiis difference betwsen the male =nd female popu~-
lations can provsbly be vorrectly sccounted for By the dendency of widows
ere to rémarry and by the longevity of women.

As would be expested, the dlvoresd groump condsins 2 lower propor-
fion of the adult population then any other cabegory. Fowever, the
Asfferential between the sexes in this respect le significant, The per-
centage of maleg so alaseified g only 2.7, as conpared with proporiion-

ately aliost twice as many femles, specifically 4.2 per cend.

TABLE VII

MARITAL STATUS BY SNX IN HOWRM®ON: 19ho%

Y

' et —— o BOE CORY o
Hax e Slmgle  Vrried _ Widowsd  Divovced
Hale 29,0 6l 5 3.8 2.7

ﬂmg 2. 1940, Peoulation, Vol.
l &1"5 » ‘.33& Jga '

Relation of Marital SHtadus o Agze and Bex

Phere ig a very close relstionship between sge and marital status.
This te t be expected, since individusls in America ususlly remain single
thyough the adoleseent age. In fact, as hag been pointed oul, sensus
records on marital status stert with age fifteen. Marital statisties are
not deemed immoritent enough for census presentation ab earlier ages. Ag

Figure 19 will show, the single category ie more important than the
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wayried mtww;;r for males up % epproxisately age twenty~four. From
age ,W“"W“f""% the nmarried oabegory becomes incressingly jmportant for
the wale growp until 4% Pesches its peak at ahout forty-seven yearg of
age. It ia at asyproximately thisz sga that the greatest preporiion of
Bougton's male population ave married.

For the femmle population, the msryied grovp assumes more impore
m_aa thar the single catepory at abdput age twenty-one and resches its
grontest lmportance at sboub age thlriy-two. #s can be noted from Fi-
gare 19, hha‘eurvw for the femsle married population neken a ﬂh#rpe#
rise, remaing at 1fs ersey for a shorter pericd, and then declines much
more rapldly than does the ewve for %he male populabion. This is in
line vith the faot that men end o PATFy women somewhab younger than
they are. Bome of the siznificance atbtaching to the comporisen heidween
the sezes must bo discounied, however, beceuse of the wnderstatement of
vomen's &ges, In the ase breckets above thirtyy-two yesrs s much grember
proporiion of the male population them of the female is married. Asg
Smith hme pointed out, this slituation is prodebly to be sccounted for by
the faot that women tend to ouilive men sad that widowers sud divoresd
men are more mpt 3o Yemsryy than sre witows and divorged wcwsa.3

Ag Figure 19 shows, the single category dsolines rapidly from age
fifteen to apge thirty, where it staris leveling off and becomes fairly
eonstant bveyend spe fifty. The proporsion of men single is higher then
the propertion of women siagle for 21l sge groupings. However, the trend

ig adoud the ssme for membsrs of both sexes.

s

3 sasth, Dopulation Anelysis. ». 138.
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Mzles and females characteristically differ sherply from each
other in the relationship of age to widowhond, The curve for the femsles
ia wooh steepey snd higher than that for the males, As would bhe empested,
the percentege of widowed is relmtively srall 4{n the emrly years, but it
becomes ineressingly Smportsnt with sfvaneing agee~unitil 1t beoomes the
woed imporitant cabegory for women et about age sixty-twe snd for msn at
about age eighty-tws. The dleparity between the two ourves is due in
large part bo the fapt thad women beve o longer 1ife epen then men, and
therefore, in general, their spouses bvend t- die earlier, timsg making
the female widowed category mere lmpordent for sll sgee. Algo, as has
been mentionsed, men, a2ftey being widowed, are more likely than women to
remove themselves from this cntegory hy remarrisgme.

The divoreed category never exceeds 3.9 per cent for $he men,
thlis figure being Sthe percentege for the forty teo fliffy-nine age grouping.
Howvever, for the women Lhe divorge oategory veaches a somevwind bhigher per-
centage, rising to 6.1 per cent for the age growy tuirty-five to thirty-
pisa. Table K in the Appendix reveals that the perpentage of females
divorced La muoh greater than that of males in the sge brackets from
fifteen to fifty-fouwr, For the older age brackeds, the persentage 4
voresd ie higher for the male group.

Bace end Narilel Stalus

The proporiion of the populadion single is similar for the white
s0d. nonwhite populstions, The totsl percentages are almosbt the same,

and the wrend lines are very similar,
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The married category siowe significent varistions with reference
to race when the vhite and nomwhite male and femele populations are come
pared. Filgures 20 and 21 ghow thet most of the varistion escurs afber
age #hir#y in the eage of the malee and after age twenty-Tive In the case
of the females. In the mele population, the noowhite eroup bes a higher
peresntame of ita members married wp to about nge twenty-elght than does
the whita.pnpuim%ian, After apge %-sniy-eight, however, the white vopulaw
tion has a mach higher nsercentage of ite vopulstion married then does the
nﬂﬂwﬁite ATOwN.

There 18 very little variatlon between the white snd nonwhite fe~
nsles wn $0 ab%mh aze tventy-four. After this point the variation be-
%waeq the two islmnoh graater than that eharscterizing the whilte and
an#m te males.

Ehé fizures also reveal thatl 4 muwoh greater percentage »F the nonw
white population, both male and female, is widowed than iz irus for the
white noplation, This is largely to be apsounted for by the lovw sex
ratio in the nonwhite populmbion. The relatively emall purber of men
14mits the opooritunity for vemarriage afler a woman has lost her husband.
It ghounld aleo be remembered thaly the nonwhite nopulation tends to marry
at & younger agme,

The most aichificant Qhﬁ@rvﬁtion %0 be wmmde sbout the versenbage of
Aivoreed is that there is quite A wide variation between the wilte and the
nonwhite females, with the latter naving the higher nerecentepe of divorced
veople. OFf the nonwidte females, 5.6 per eent ars divorged, ss compared

with 3.7 per eent of the white females.”

i o4xteenth Census of the United Itates, 1940, Populatien, Vol. IV,
Part IV, p. 519. '
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FIGURE 20, A comparison of the marital status of white and nonwhilte
males in Houston by age: 1940,
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FIGURE 21, A comparison of the marital status of white and nonwhite
females in Houston by age: 1940,
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There is very 1isile variation in the percentoge divorced between the
white snf the nonwhite mele populations.

¥igares 22 and 23 demonctvate that there was & greaber proportion
of single people, a smaller proportion of married people, and & largexr
proportion of widowed people in the male and female populations of Hougw
ton fn 1910 Abhen in 1940, While these conditions existed in both the male
and the female population, the wariation between 1910 and 1940 wag greater
in the male populabion.

The higher sex ratio that exleted in 1910 (104), as contrasted with
that in 1950 (96), may vartially account for the greater proporsion of
gingle people and smaller proporéion of married people. The widowed popu~
lation may have been lsws imelined to remaryy in the early part of the
centory than they sre now,

Por lent Mozrried in A¥lante, Houston, mud Hew Oxlesns

Sereral interesting relationships in the percenidages of the popu-
lations of Atlanta, Fouston, and New Orleans merried are spparent from
Pigures 24 and 25. The trends sre virtually the same for sll three
vities, but the degree of the ourve varies. In the case of the male
poyulntion married, Atlanta hes the greatest percentage, followed by
Youston and Mew Orileans in that erder. In the female population married,
Honston has the greatest neresntege, Tfollowed by Wew Orleans and Atlanta.
This ie p}nhahly due in gwsat pard $o the higher sex ratio in Houston.

It shonld be polnted out, however, that in the case of the female
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populntion whiah is merried, At¥lonte has & higher percentage for the

sarly age groups than does Houston. Singe nonwhites tend to marry cari-
fer than whites and Atlanta has & higher percentage of nonwhites than
Houston, Atlanta would terd to have 2 higher percentage of its female

populatlon married in the early sge groups.
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FIGURE 23. Changes in the marital status of females in Houston by age:
1910 to 1940.



80

PER CENT
100
90 {
80
704
60
501 |
01 '
b J/! -—- ATLANTA :\\.
30/ M — HOUSTON \
,,’ ----- NEW ORLEANS \
4 \
20, 47
10
0 — v N v v - - - v - v - . v
20 25 30 35 LO L5 K50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85
AGE,
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FIGURE 25, Varistions in the proportions of married persons in the
female populations of Atlanta, Houston, and New Orleans bv age: 1940,




CHAPTIR IX

EDUCATIONAL, STATUS

The efussiional status of a population reflectes to a considersble
extent the economic and soeial wellebelng of the peonle. It has heéen
largely through education in one form or another that the American people
have achieved the high level of living for which their oivilization ls
noted. The educatinnal level attained by s population is indicative of
the amount of money, time, and effort being devoted o the well-being
and advancement of ite mewberss The degree of education ashieved by a
grouwp is an indleation of the emphssis being placed on one of the most
$mportant methods of raising the level of 1iving of a people. MNoreover,

a formel eduoation hes become more or less essentlal o the sarning of &
comfortable incoms in modern soclety. TFoonomic sehievement is, within
1imits, correlated with the amount of sehooling recelived.

One would expect that because of differences in literacy and school-
ing many of the social problems of variocus communities would take on widely
dirrerent forms. For example, the gocisl and soonomic problems 1n'Misuiﬁ~
e&ﬁpi and lowa are gulte different, =nd probably some of these differences
are due to variations in edwoati-nal statuge-~although other fasters may
be of more 1mportancea1

The mental attitvdes of veople who are 111iterate or have had

1ittle edunation ate quite different from those of persons who have had

! Thompson, Population Broblems, p. 120
82
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more schooling. A health or educational program would be mere difficult
to promote among the former than the latter. The very exlstence of large
classes with widely different educational attainments complicates the so-

cial problems of cur society.

Until the 1940 census the chief index for evaluating the educational
statua of the population of the United States was the percentage of 11li-
teracy, i.e., the nercentage of the population that was unable to read and

virite. This index is subject to msny weakmesz-es, as has been pointed out

by Smlth.z Percentages of illiteracy have been calculsted for entire pop-

ulations: without taking into consideration the proportions of ehildren
in the different population groupings. Such s somparison betwesn twe
population groupe with wnequal preportions of ehildren would, of course,
prove very nisleading. In addition, there is often dlsagreement as to
what constitutes ability to read and write., Some comminitien, therefore,
have tried to improve theiyr relative ratinge by eduesting persons to the
minimum point where they wonld be classified ap literate, I)literacy
rates are so low in esone countries that comparisons or interpretations
on an international plane are very difficult.

In the censue of 1940 informents were asked to state the number of
school years which they hnd completed. Information obtained from thig
question make it possible to relate education to such fagtors as ape, sex,

race, otc. in a more satiefactory manner.

2 smith, Population Apnalvsis, pp. 15354,
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The three most importent indexes which may be used in interpreting
census data are the median years of schooling received, the percentage of
the poynlation with ne schooling, and the proporiicn finiehing high eeh@al.B
The percentage of illiteracy, however, was the main index used vrior to,
and ineluding, the 1930 census.

A1l of tl.ese indexes lave been used to some extent in analysing
the population date for Houston., The median years of school completed has
been msed nost extensively zs an index in analysing the data, as the author

believes that this figure gives the best *ver-all measurement of the eduna-

tional status of a population.

T Rt .ﬂﬁ. m&ﬂ&l i& ﬁﬁ‘-’:ﬁm

I1literacy in Houston showed = maried decline from 1900 to 1930,
The percentage of the total population ten yearg of age and ovey which was
111iterate in 1900 wss 11.4, =& compared with 2.9 in 1930, Thiz reduction
1s largely to be accounted for by improvements in the edupational status
of the Negro population. The per cent of illiteracy in the Wegre popula~
tion showed a reduction from 29.8 per eent in 1900 %o 7.1 per cent in 1930,
The forelsn«born white povuletion 8:4 the native white population alse had
decreases in the percentages ~f the pepulation ten years of age and over
which were illiterate. FHowever, it ghould be noted that the native white

porulation had, throuvghout the neriod under consideration, less than one

per cent of its vopulabtion ten years of age and over clasged ag §lliterste.

3 Ipid., v 154
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The tremendous inecrease noted in the 11literascy of the foreign~born popu-

lation in 1920 probably reflects the rather heavy immigration of Mexicans,
Italiane, and Bussians in the decads immedistely preceding,
A Comparison of X1literacy in Atlonta, Houston,

When the illiteracy rates of Atlanta, Houston, and Yew Orleans are
eompared, one finds the rates lower in Fouston, ag cen be seen from Table
TIII. In 1930, the last year that the percentage of 1lliteracy index vas
used, Houston had a percentsge of 2.9, as compared with 4.1 for Atlanta
and 5.4 for New Orleans. The lower percentage for Houston existed for all
of the census years shown in Teble VIII, Houston had lower 1111iteracy
rates for all of the nativity groupings shown in the table except the
foreign~-born. The relatively high il1literascy rates in the foreign-btorn
group reflect the tremendous influx of HMexicens into Houstom. Housdon
greatly outdistances the other ¢lties when the ﬁ'agw @mxﬁ is considered.
This may reflect selectivity in migration. In 1930, the percentage of
111iteracy in Houston's Negro populati-n was 7.1, while Atlonta had a pere
gentage of 10.4, snd Wew Orleans a percentage of 13,4, Ingofar ss the
perceniage ét 11literacy may be econsidered a reflection of the economic
and socla! well-being of & zroup, it indicates that Fouston has occupled

a very favorable position as compared with Atlante and New Orleansg.
Per Gent ¥ith He Schooling in Houslbon

The percenta-e of Houston's pepulation twenty~five yesrs of age and
over with no schooling by race, sex, and nativity groupinge 4is shown in

Pable IX. About 2.5 per cent of the to%al population twenty-five years
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PER CENT ILLITMRACY IM THE POPULATION TR YHARS OF AGE AND OVER BY RACE
AND NATIVITY IN ATLANTA, HOUSTOR, AND WEW ORLEANS: 1900-1930%

Bage and ' ' '
City . Fativity o 1900 1910 1920 1930
Adlonte |
Total Population 15.8 8.1 6.6 &1
Hatlive Whites 2.6 1.7 1.2 0.9
mrei@“&m Whites 8.6 L h.8 “05
Negroes 35.1 21.% 17.8 10.4
Houneton
Total Population 1.4 6.4 5.4 2.9
Native Whites 0.8 De7 0.6 0.4
Forelgn-Born Vhites 8.0 8.9 22.6 6.3
Begroes 29.8 16. 5 10.8 7.1
Hew Orxleans
Total Pepuﬁ.atien 13015 6-5 509 5¢4
Hative Whitea 2.0 0.9 1.0 1.3
?Ouiyﬁ-ﬂom ¥hites 18&3 9-8 13.9 14,8

Negroes 45.1 17.1 15.7 13. b

*Sourcest [Tyelfth Cenaus

Pars II, PP mﬁm&; .. _ ~ ThEY Cen ,-": “She Uni
1210, Pomulation, Vot. T (Ganeral Zemort gﬁ@zmm 553-
1260-611 ibdd., Vol. III, p. 853; ¥

States, Vol. 11 222, 399 10l§£
Population, Vol. oo 222, :
g?m' Siates, 1990, Pomnlation, Vol. TiT- Party

Pa 69¢

of age and over in 1940 was listed ss not having had any schooling, The
male population had a somewhst lower percentage then 444 the female popula~
tion, 2.4 as compared with 2.6 per cent.

Only = very small per cent (1.0) of the native white population
tventy-five reare of age and over had not had any sehooling. There is very
1ittle variation between the native white males and females on this index

of educational gtatus.
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TABLE IX

PER CFNT OF THE POPULATION TWRNTY.PIVE YUARS OF AGE AND OVER WITH YO
SCHOOLING BY RACE, NATIVITY, AND SEX FOR ATLANTA,
HOUSTOR, AND WEY ORTLZANS: 19ho*

“TRace and
City ~ Rativity | To tal o Male Teumale
Atlentas
A1l Clasgses 3.0 3.1 2.8
Native White 1.1 1.3 1.0
Foreign~Born White 546 b, 5 7.0
Kezroes 6.5 6.9 5.9
Eouston
A&.l Clagses 205 go“’ 2e6
Native White 1,0 1.0 1.1
Foreign~Bora White 13.2 11,7 15.0
Negroes b b, & b1
Bew Orlasna |
All Classes L5 B L6
‘s’&tiva Whi‘ke 2- 0 2- 0 yd wl
Foreign~Bern ¥hite 14.6 12.9 16.8
Hegroes 8.7 8.7 8.8

*Source: Sixteenth Census of the United States, 1940, Populatien, Vel. II,
F&ﬁ't II' pi 3?7: Mw; vz’lﬂ II P&Tt II?. p- 1'1'37% m:‘ val’ Ix’
Part vI; P 1Mt

The foreign~born white population had the highest percentage of per~
sons with no schooling (13.2) of any of the ,:g@oups 1dated in Table IX, The
foreign~-bvorn white femsle population tventy-five years of age and over had
a higher vpercentage with no sehooling (15.0) than 4id the foreisn~-born white
male population twenty-five yesrs of age and over (11.7),

The Negro population twenty~five years of age and over had 4,3 per
cent listed with no schooling. The male group hed a slightly higher percent-

age with no schooling (4.4) than was true for the female group (4.1).



A Compoxdeon of the Par Cenl with No Schooling in Atlanta,

Houston had a smaller versentage of its population twenty-five years
of age and ovey with no sohooling than elther Atlante or New Orleans. Only
2.5 per cent of the population of Houston over twenty~five years of age had
hed no schooling, whereas the percentages for Atlanta and Hew Orleans wels
3.0 and b,5, respectively, Houaton excalled in all nativity groupings ex-
cept the foraign-borm white vopulation, where che ranked second %o Atlanta,
™The comparatively recent influx of Mexicans inte Houston would probadly ace
eount for this relatively low rating. It 1s t0o be noted that in mll the
eities the percentage with no sehooling was lower for the females than fo¥
the males in all nativity gropingzs except the forelgn~born whibe. The
forelgn-born white females bad a hizher per sent with no schooling than 4id

the foreisn-born white males for al) the citles vader consideration.

About one~-fifth of Houston's population twenity~five years of age
and over in 1940 had completed high school. A slightly higher percentage
of the female population {21.7) had completed high sehool than was true
for the male popmlation {17.2),

A higher percentage of the native white population twenty-five years
of age ond over had completed high school than was true for any of the
other sroups shown in Table X. A much hWigher ercentage of the women in
thig group (27.0) had completed high school than was true for the males
(21.1).



TABLE X

PER CEIY COMPLETED HIGE SCHOOL ¥oR THE DOPULATION TVENTY-FIVE YEARD
OF AGE ARD OVER BY RACE, WATIVITY, AND SEX FOR ATLANTA,
HOUBTON, ASD NBEW ORLIANG: 1940®

Tace and
Oity Hativity . ~ Tatal | Hale Female
Ablante
A1l Classes 17.2 15.% 18.6
Hative White 29.5 20.8 25.9
ForsigneBorn White 21.6 19,6 2. 0
Hegroes b 3.7 k.9
Houvaton
A1l Classes 12.5 17.2 21.7
Fotive White 25,0 pa B § 27.0
Foreign-Born ¥hite 13.4 12,8 1b.2
Negroes 6.9 6.1 7.6
Hew Orleang
All Clas:es 12.7 12,0 14,2
Eative White 16.6 14,2 18.8
?@Tei@*:&)m l'fhite ‘ Z'af; 11‘ 6 13-8
ii'egl’ﬂes 302 20? 3-5
*Source: Sixigenth E.&am of Jz.e Inited Zhades,

Pard 11’ Oi 3 m*, Vol, KI Pm“b III’ Pn a‘g?g &}?i?‘tp vOl» Il
Part VI, », 1047,

Approximately >neweiphth (13.4 per cent) sf the forelgn-born nopula~
tlon twenty-five years of cze enft over was listed as haviog eompleted high
school. A zomewhat higher proporti-n of the females in the foreigsn-born
white population over twenty-five years of age hed complated hich sohool
thoer wae fhe cnee Tor the mele povulation oF 4 ls zroun.

A relatively low percentage (6.9) of the Negro population twenty~
five years of age and over hsd completed high school. More of the Yegro

females than males in this age category hod completed high school.
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A Wﬁs& 3’% %:Pe:: ngx.,f W High Sehool
Houeton compares quite favorably with Atlents and Hew Orleans

with respect %o the percentage of the population twentp-five yvears of age
snd over thet had completed high school in 1940, ©Of the population twenty-
five yoars of age and over in Fousbon al that time, 1945 peyr cent had come~
pleted high school, as compared with 17.2 per cent for Atlanta and only
12.7 per cent for Wew Orleans. Houston had a highei* per cent ligted as
having completed high school for all nativity groupings except the foreign-
born white, where Atlants was ahesd, followed by Houston and Few Orleans in
that order. The females had & higher rating than the males Tor all the
cities under consideration. The percentage of native white females cempled
ing high sehnol waeg much greater than the corresponding perceninge for ne-
tive white males in all of the cities, In fact, the disparity between the
nele and female groupings appeare tc have been greatest in the native white

group for all of the oitles under censideration,

Median Years of School Compleded in Houston

The median years of school completed by the povulation twenty-five
years of age and over in Houston in 1940 wes 9.7 years. The female popus
lation in this age category had z slightly higher educational statue ag
neasured bty this index than wes the case with the male population.

The native vhite pevulation twenty-five years of age and over had
the highest median years of school completed of any of the classes [(11.1).
The native white femnle population had a slightly higher medien years of
school completed (11.2) than 418 the male vopulation (10.9),
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The foreisn-born white snd Vesro populations twenity-five years of
age snd over both had the same median years of selwol completed (7.1).
Eovever, when a further breakiown by sex is made, a variation is found
to have exicted. In the enge of the foreimm-born whites, the male group
had & hicher figure for the wedisr years of school completed than the fe-

nale group: for the Fegro population, however, the oprosite was true,

In 1940, the median years of school compleded by residents of Houvs—
ton varied from 5.9 ir Traect 17 $o 13.0 &n Tract 29, The hirghest educes
tinnal attainments were to be found in the sonthern znd southvestern seetions
of the cily, as can he seen from Flgure 26. It is significant to ncote that
the gex ratios for the city were the lowest 4n these areas. In other words,
the ewposs of women in thesé aveas may Lave axerts&.ﬂome {influsnce on $h§
educadional statvs, It shﬂnlﬁ.alao'he~pninté& nud éh&t this 1s nrobably
one of the most desiradle regidentizl arszs in the ciby. People in the
piddle and higher mocial snd esonomic strata predominate in this sres.

Mozt nf the homse are cccupled by eleriezl people, businessmen, and profes-
glonal vorkere, N

Tract 17, which had the lowest adnﬁgti@nal gtatas, 1s composed Lo a
considerable extent of exicans amd legroes. Tract 23, which had only 6.0
years of schoel corpleted for its popnlation iwenty~five years of age and
over, ie &) s0 heavily pﬂﬁnlatmd with beoxlorns ag& Negroes.  Tract 38, ane
other low-rating tract, 1s occupled almost entirely by Negroes, Many other
census tracts characterized by a lov educational status are heavily settled

with nonwhite population.



:

-1 7

Y.
N

FIGURE 26. Median years of school completed by the population of
Houston twenty-five years of age and over by census tracts: 1940,
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A Somnertson of the Vedimp Years of School Jompleted in
Atlante, Houston, and New Orleans

Houston had a very high rating on the medlen years of school comw
pPleted by persons twenty~five yearg of age and over. Houston's population
twenty-five years of age and over hm& completed am average of 9.7 school
yearg~~whioh is above the median figure for the wrban population of the
United States twenty-five years of age and over. Houston ranked well
ghe2d of both Atlants end New Orleans not only for medisn years of sehool
completed by the total population but slso for breakdowns Ly rﬁce and nex,
For the total pepulation Houaton ronked well ahead of both Atlanta and New
Orlesns, with a medien of 9.7, as compared with 8.6 Yor Atlanta and 7.7
for Mew Orleans. The Hegro population of Houston also hed a much higher
nuzber (7.1) for the median years of school completed than 4id the Wegro
population of Atlanta (with 5.9) or of Few Orleans {with 5.7). This lead~
ing position held true also :E-"or both the male ard femsle aggresates of the
total populations and nativity groupings.

It should bhe volnted eut that the women in &1l of the citles under
econgideration ranked well ahesd of the men on eduwcational eiatus, As 8
natter of fact, this 13 a universal phenomenon so far as the United States
is concerned, holding true for all racial, residential, and geographical

brealzdovne.



ok
TABLE XX
MEDIAN YEARS OF SOBOOL COMPLETED BY THE POPULATION TWENTY-FIVE YRARS

OF AGE AWD OVER BY RACE, WATIVITY, AND SEX FOR ATLANTA,
HOUSTON, AND EIW ORLEANS: 1940%

Race and ' ' B
iy Rativity  Totsal _ Male Female
Adlants
A1l Classes 8.6 8.6 B.7
Hative White 10.7 10.8 10.8
Porelgn=Born White 8.9 9,0 8.8
Hegroes 5.9 5.6 .2
Houaton
A1l Classes 27 e 5 2.9
Forelzn-Born White 7.1 7.3 6.8
Hegroes 7.1 6.8 7.k
Hew Orleeng
411 Classes 7.7 747 7.8
Hative White 8.4 8.4 8.4
Forelgn~Born White 7.3 7ol 7.2
Hegroes 3.7 546 5.8

*Jpurce! Sg,x&eg%ﬂg
Psrt I1, p. 3?’?:

Paxrt VI, P 101W'




CEBAPTHR X

There are many social implications of an individualls occupation.
T¢ a conslderable extent, a person's surroundings, his cultural attaine
nents, the type of inetitutions which he supports, the family-behavior
vatterns of his group, and even many of his individunl characterigitics
are determined by his ocoupation. Ocoupational status is thus of ex=
trems importance becavse of the meny and varied insichts into social
structure and oerganisation wrdeh 1% permits. Occupationsl analysis of
a group is of importance to social planners, to population experts, and,
in general, te anyone vhe wishes to acquire a complete wderstanding of

& particular soeiety.
Zhe Lebor Force of Houston

In 1940, Houston had 181,311 persons in the labor force (persons
fourtesn years of age or over either working or seeking work). Of these,
163,161 were totally employed. The totally employed group were distri-
buted as Follows: 132,808 were "private wage or sslary workers,” 8,104
were “"government workers," 20,948 were "employers and own-account wor-

kers," and 1,300 were "unpaid family wowkerﬁ.“l

1 giiteenth Gensug of the United States, 1940, Pepulation, Vol, ITI
(TM La‘bor Worce)’ Part V, P )4'620
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The percentase of nersons fourteen years -f age and over in the
labor forece varied somewhat amcng the three cities in 1ch0, as is clear
from Table XII, 1In 1940, Atlanta had more (60.5 per cent) of itsg popo~
lation fourteen years of age and over in the labor force than did Houston
(with 58.6 per cent); New Orlesns (with a percentaze of 55.5) had nuch
less than either Fouston or Atlanta., Housbon hed a higher percentage of
its male population employed than A44 Atlanta, while Now Orlesns ranked
third. Atlanta had a much greater percentage of its female population
aged fourteen and over in the laher fores than did elther Houston or Yew
Orleanss. This may be attributadle in part to the large number of Wegro

females employed as domestics 4in Atlanta.

TABIE XII

PER CFNT OF PERSONS FOUATEEN YRARS OF AGE AWD OVER IN TH®
LABOR FORCE OF ATTANTA, BOUSTON, AND NEW CHLEARNS

BY sBRX: 1ohow
Total ‘ S TTVPer vemt )
and Sex , Atlanta  Fouskton lew Oprlesns
Total 0.5 58.6 55.5
Male 82.7 83.8 81.0
Female b2,2 34,6 33.2

*Sourcet Sixteenth Q@M&i&&m%ﬁ%ﬁ . States, 1940, Pouulatdon, Vol.
111, Part II, p. 715: ibid., Vol. IXI, Part III, p. 221; ibid.,
Yol. 1II, Port V, p. 4bL.
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Clasaifiontion of Workers

One of the clearest and mos$ logical explanations of the clasei-

fication of workers employed by the United States Pureav of the Census

is to be found in The Labor Forge in Louisiana, by Hudolf Heberle. Acw
cording to Hﬁberle.‘ﬁhe 1940 census

presents two clascifications which can be uged for a study
of the mocltoecrnonic structure of the lsher fores. The
first olageification is by "class of worker," the seo-nd by
major occupation groupiy the former is based on the dishince
tion between employere and employecs, the latter on differ-
enges in skill and respongibility....

S # LR PO RSB T RS PDEPRADU OGS NRAIEL G NS PR DT ENBRERD T T BB AR RO Y

The class of worker concept has no imsediate relation
¥ social elasses, bubt it may be need as an approximation
to the main econowmic classes. However, the class of employ=-
ers and workers on own account ineludes larse numbers of
sharecroppers and share tenants, alse of other producers and
distribators whose main income must be regarded as a compen-
sation for their own labor. Althougsh thege should rather de
classified as wage or salary workers, the latter group, e~
pesially the salary workers, inclwies a certaln number of
‘executives, managers, and other persons whose income and eco-
nomie function would Justify their olassification wilth emnloye
ore. On the whole one nmay essume that the proportions of
peresons depending virtually on eompensation for their own
labor are understated and that the oroportions of real entre~
preneurs are much smaller than the "clase” of employvers and
workers on own ac¢ount.

IR E X EEE R TR N NN RN SN A AN I BRI I IR R B A I B N LRI IO S B

The other classification of cccupations in the Census
of 1940 represents sn attemnt to olassify workers ascoording
to the degree of skill or training requirved for the job and
the degree of authority snd responsibility connected with the
poasition held.

Some of the major cccunailion grovps comprige guide a
motley assembly of workers of very different insome levels and
soeial -ositions. The M"cleriorl, sales and kindred workers,™
for instance, include not only & great variety ef office work-
ers and of clerks in stores, but also hueksters and reddlers,
newsboys, and ingurance and real estate agents. TFven the lepe
endary office boy who is to become vresident of a corporation

48 found in this company.
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The snciolegzloal usefalness of this classification
consists in the information wihdleh 1% Aiscloses concerning
the relative importanee of the skilled and wnekilled ocou~
pations among wage earners and of the various types of
f"offiece work™ and other “white-enllar? aacu@ations.g
The Molass of worker® poncept is oresented in this stuly as em-
ployment status, wherese the "major scoupation group® concept is eonsid-

ered 8¢ ogccupational olassification.

Implovment Status by Color and Sex in Houston

Fmpleyed persnns in Houston are concentrated %o a considerandls
extent in the "private vage or salary workers” category. About FTour~
fifthe of the tetal employed persons in Housbon were in this ecztegory
in 1940, The male and femals erployed ~arsons occunied the sane rela-
tive importence in this regard. The next moet irmortant eategory in
Hougton 1e that of “empleyéra and own-~account workers." Approximately
one-eighth of the employed persons were in thls category in 1940. Pro-
portionately the males were over one and one~half times as important as
the females in this clasze of workers. "Government workers™ accounted
for only about one-twentleth of the total employed persona in Hovston
in 1040, with the females having & largsr proportion in this category
than 413 the meles. “"Unpaid fanily workers® are of minor importence in

Foustnn: 1leess than one ver cent of the total employed persons were in

thig sroup in 1940,

2 - z \ (Baton Rouge!
Rudolf Heberle, The Lahox I Lg,Lgngggggg ton Rouge
Lounigiana State Univers{by Press, 1948), pp. 66, 72, 81,
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A much higher vreportion of the nonvhise than of the white em~
Ployed was engaged ns "privete wage or salary workers" in 1940, Howe
ever, the situation was Yewersed in the case of "employsrs and own-account
workers," "government workers," and "umpald family workers." 1% is siz
nificant that a greater proportion of white males than white females ware
listed as "employers snd owneaseomt workers," wheress just the ovposite
sondition exiated in the nonwhite vmployed gromp. In tho Munpaic family
worlcors™ slasp the famales had a sreater proportional representation then
the males in the white as wall a- the nmwhite pornilation. However, the
relative proportion vas grqatar in the white populating,

Imployment Statua by Color and Sex in Atlenta,

As would be expected, & muoh greater percentage of the nonwhite
than of the white employed nersona wes working for a "private waze or
salary" 4in 1900, This statement holds trus Ffor 21l of the cities under
consideration in both the male and femnle populations. The nonwhibe
population had a2 small proportion of its empiayaé nersons clasged ss
"government workere.” The percentage of whité employed versons working
for the povermnment was over twice as large ssg the percentage of legroes
working for the government in Atlanta and Houston. This statement may
also be applied to both the male and female papulatimns in 1940, In the
case of New Orleang, the vpercentage of white employed persons working for
the government was almost four times as high as the percentage of Negro
eﬁployea nergnns working for the government. These veriations existed in
boﬁh the msle ané female populations. The white population alse had a

greater nercentage of ite vopulation clagsified ae "employers and
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ovn~accomnt workere® than was the eawe Tor the ¥Yegro population. The
elgnificant woint about the "umpaid family workers" group is that the
percentage of white femalés in ih's grovp was substantia)ly higher than
wvag the corregprnding proportion of Negho femnles,

It 1¢ apnarent from Table XIII that louston had more of its em~
ployed persons in the "employers snd ewm-account workers" catezory then
a%d efther Wew Orleans or Atlanta., This condition mrevailed for the
vhite male snd female ~nd the nonwhite female novulations. Fowever, New
Orleans had more of ite nemwhite male »opulation in the "employors and
own~acoesunt workeras' satecory than did Pouston. From the standpoint of
the total male and female ponulationes, FHouston ranked well ahesd of both
Aflanta and Yew Orlemns. Az ean be seen from Tabls NITI, Fouston had
14,2 ner cent of Ste male emeloyed rersons lieted under “"employers and
ovn—account workers," whereas the corresnonding figures for Tew Nrleans
and Atlanta wer=s 12,6 per cent and 10.8 per cent, respectively. Some
what -the same condidtion exicted in the Teunles population, wilth Mousten
having the hishest ner cent listed zs "ewmployers and own-acrount workers®™s
however, ir this category New Orlesns ranked sllgshily sheed of Atlanta.

In 1940 "sovernment workera™ wers much less plentiful proportion-
211y in Houston than in elither Atlanta or Wew Orlesng, In the male BOPYU~
1latinn, Houston had only 4.2 per cent of 1tz employed pepulation lilsted
as Pgovernment workers," whereas New Orleans had 10.6 per cent and Atlanta
7.9 per cent of itz labor force so llated. The relative standings were
the game for the femals population, with FNew Orleans and Atlanta both
baving mch higher peroentapes than Houston. These relative standings

were maintained for both the white and nonwhite povpulati-ns excevnt in the
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TAPLE XIT1Y
PER OENRT DISTRIBUPYION OF EMPLOYED PHRSOES (EXCEPT THOSE ENGACED IN

EMERGENCY WORK) BY CLASS OF WORKER, COLOR, AND SEX FOR
ATLANTA, WOUSTON, AND WEW ORIEANS: 1040%

" Private Wage Governs Tmployers and Unpaid

City o; Salary mentz OwnmAmaunt Famﬁ.ly
Atl
All Classee _
Total 81'5 8.1 9»8 046
H@l@ £1.0 ?'9 10. 8 0.2
Fumaia 82:2 8.“’ 8.2 1.2
¥hi te
Mzle 7.7 9.4 12.9 0.2
Female ??-G 11&? ‘?Q"“ 1;9
Nonwhi te ‘
Male 89.1 4.5 6.3 0.1
Female C86.2 4.4 9,2 0.3
A1 Clagees
Total a.h E.0 12.8 0.8
Hale 81 - &' t“i 2 11@. 0.2
FTemale elah’ ﬁ-ﬁ 9»? 2.2
White :
Female 78 9 8.3 9.7 3.1
Ronwhi te _
f“-_&le 8949 ?03 ?o? Ovl
Female 85.9 .1 0.6 Ouly
A1l Classes _
Total 771 10.1 11,7 1.0
Male 7585 10.6 3.3.6 0.4
Female @OJ? 9«2 8»0 2.9
White _
Male 7.6 12.7 15.2 0.5
le@ 7“'-7 1?-8 902 3.3
FHonwhite
Male 87.6 3.8 Bult 0.2
Female 90.3 3.4 5'.9- 0.3
*Sources -—-’J&@L‘% Yensuz -.;&:i%m"%}“%* 240 fﬁﬁﬁﬁ%. Yol.

Sigtenth Census of the lniteg States Poaulablon, Vol s
111, Part II, p. 716¢ é%mw ol. III Part 11T, p. 2224 fud.,

Vol. I1I, Part V, p.
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case of nonwhite females. In this category, New Orlesns had the smallest
perceniaze employed as “government workers," with 3.4 per centi Houston,
with &) per cent, snd Adlsnta, with 4.3 ver cent, ranked about the same.

"Private wage or salary workers" were of spproximately the same
relative importance in Atlanta and Houston but of much leas importance in
Yew Orleans. & Dbreskdown by color raeveals thet in all three cities a
mucsh greater percentage of the nonwhite population than of the white popu~
lation waz working for wages. A gsimilay relationsghip was also found among
both males and femanle nonwhites. Thig probably reflects the fact that &n
these e¢lties the nonwhite population conirols a smaller proportion of the
means of production and distribution than does the white grovp.

Atlanta had a smaller percentage of nersons in the ”unpaid family

workers” category than sither Fouston or Few Orleans,

Ocoupationsl Clessification in Houston

More than one-fifth of Houston's male employed workers were listed
a8 "professional workers," "semiprofessional workers," and "preprietors,
mapagers, and efficials except farm,” {Bee Table XIV.) However, moet of
the male employed workers were concentrated in the groups listed as "elerw
ical, sales, and kindred workers," "oraftsmen, foremen, and kindred work-
ers," and "operatives and kindred workers.® These groups sccounted for
56,2 per cent of the total male employed workers. The "elericel, eales,
ané cindred workers" g¥ou@ was the mogt important one, as it contalned
aver one~fifth of the total mals employed workers. Service worksrs and
1aborers alsc accounted for about one~fifth of the total mele employed
. workers. The remaining male employed persons were somewhat evenly dle-

tributed between service workers and laborers.
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The female employed workers were heavily concentrated in the
"elerical, sales, and kindred workers" aroup (29.4 per cent), “domes-
tig-gervice workers" (30.3 per e¢ent), Yeervice workers except domestic
(15.3 per cent), and “profeesionsl werkers® (9.2 per cent). These con-
centrations indicete that the women in Houston have followed traditional

patterns in their type of work.

TABLE XIV

PXR CENT DISTRIBUTION BY MAJOR OCCUPATION GROUP, FOR HALR
ENPLOYED WORKFRS FOURTEEN YRARS OF AGE AND NVER
IN ATLANTA, HOUSTOW, AND NEW ORLVANS: 1940%

Major Ogccupational

Sroup
Excluded 109.0 180,90 100.0
Professional Workers 5.1 5.7 5.1
Semi-Professional Workers 1.3 1.5 1.2
Proprietors, Mansgers, and Offie
cials FPxecept Farm 11.9 1354 12.3
Clerical, Sales, and Kindred
Yorkers 23.8 21.1 21.5
Creftsmen, Foremen, and Kindred
Yorkers 15.7 174 14.9
Operatives and Kindred ¥Workers 18.1 17.7 18.0
Domestic~Service Workers 1.6 1.6 0.6
Eervice Workers Except Domestic 12.8 9.3 11.2
Lahorers Except Farm &8.9 11.1 14,3
Occupation Not Reported 0.6 0.9 0.3

*Sources Sigteengh Cengus of the Unjited States, 1940, Population, Vol.
11, Part I, p. 173.
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ational Slassification in. 4tlonta,
Hougton, and Hew Orleang

In general, the msleg of Houston occupled the clasees of "profes~
sional workers," "semiprofessionsl workers," and "proprietors, mansgers,
and offieials except farm™ to a much sreaber exbtent in 1940 than wes
true for Atlanta and Few Orleans. (Bee Table XIV,) Touston 2lso had a
lower percentsge of male employed worers classified as "service workers
except domestic.® However, while Honston had a lower percentage of ¥la~
borers except farm® than Wew Orleans, Atlante had an even smaller percent-
age irn this category.

In the female ooccupational glassification, Fouston ranked about
with New Orleans in having the highest percentage of workers among "pro-
fegsional werkers," “semiprofessional workers," and “proprietors, managers,
and officials except farnm." {See Table XV.) FHouston alse had the highest
percentage of employed females listed as service workers, However, Hous~
ton had the smallest per cent of any of the eities in the “operatives and
Kindred woricers" elmas. All of the clties hed relatively high proporiions

of their female workers in the "elerical, eales, and Windred workers® cate

Z0TY «

Mueh oan be learned about the ecomomlic bage of Houston by examine
ing Tevle XVI, This table gives a percentage distribuilon of members of
the labor rree who were emplayed other then on emergency work in 1940,
accoréing to the industry in which they were engaged. It shows that per-

gonal servicesi wholesale and retail trade; menufacturing; end trangpore

tation, communication, snd other public utilities emnloyed the largest
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TAVLE 3V

PER CENT DISTRIBURION BY MAJOR OCCUPATION GROUP, FOR FUMALK
EMPLOYRD WORKERS FPOURTHEN YRARS OF AGE AND (WER IN
ATTLANMTA, HOUSTON, AND W ORIBAIS:  1oho®

Mejor Oseupationsl
——Eeup

M(WWMW)

Professional Workers
Semi-Professional ¥arkers

Proprietors, Managers, and 0ffleials

Bxoept Parm 2.6 3.7 3.3
Olerical, Sales, and Zindred Vorkers 30.0 29,4 28.7
Craftemen, Foremen, and Kindred ¥orkers 0.8 0.7 0.8
Operatives and Kindred Werkers 13.8 B 15.2
Domestic~Service Yorkers 31.2 30.3 27.3
Service Workers ¥xcept Domestic 11.9 15.3 12.1
Ladorers Exgept Farm 0.5 0.7 0.8

Ogeupation Yot Eeporded 0.6 1.0 0.k

*Source: Sixteenth Cengue of the United States, 1940, Ropulation. Vol.
Ix. P&l’% I, p.q’ 17&@

nercensages of Houston's workerg at that $ime. When an analysis is made
by sex, one finds that the same groups—-with the exception of personal
services—- contained a large proportion of the nmale workers. However, the
fomsle workers wers mainly ¢oncentrated in personal services, wholesale and

retail trade, and nrofessionnl and related services.
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TARLE XVI

PER CFHT DISTRYSUINN OF BMPLOYED WORKNAS FOURTEEN YRARS OF AGE
AND OVHER BY THNDUSTRY GROUP Al SEX FOR ATLANTA,
HOUSTON , AMD MW ORLEAVSY  19Lo*

Induasbry

Agrieul ture, Forestry,

and Pishery 0 5 0.1 0.7 0.1 1.2 0.2
Mining - - 248 Ge? 0.2 -
Consgtruetion 92 0.b 9.6 0.5 8.9 0e3
Hanufec turing 21.5 12.6 23,1 8.3 18.1 12.8
Transportation, Commuane
ication, =and Other
Public Ustilities 13.2 hos 14,8 3.6 18,9 3.5
Vholesale and Retall
Trade :?5*5 18:2 Qéha 22.1 25*‘!4' 21.2
Finance, Insurance, and
Business and Repsair
Sﬁ“icaﬁ 2-? 908 3&2 0-? 249 Qﬁé
Personal Services 7.8 b2,9 6.5 h2.5 5.4 m.2
Amugement, Becreation,
and Relzted Services 1.3 0.7 1.1 0.7 1.9 142 ;
Professional and Related | |
5‘1@1’?1063 L”‘Qg 11:3 &‘-‘&’ 13‘“‘ 5'3 15!&‘ ]
Government 5.4 2.9 2.7 1.2 5.7 2.6
Industry Yot Reported 1.1 1.0 1.5 1.h 1.3 1.0 1

-

*Source: ﬁ;%m&h Censug of the United States, 1940, Pepulation, Vol. II
" Pa;!'- In PP 1891 193' 1959 '
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4 84T rfzwsammmm
E.sum and New Orlesng

In 1940 all three of these cities bad a hish proportion of their
vorkers located {n personal services) wholeesals snd vetall trade; msnufac
turing; and transvortation, comminicabtion, and other public utilities.
Ln important difference among the eities is to be noted in the case of
transportation, sommanication, and other pudlie utilities; and personal
services! YNew Orleans hsd a higher proportion of its workeras in trans-
poréation, communivation, and other public utllities than did Houston,
whereas exactly the opposite was trup in the case of versonal services.
The high preprriion of New Orleans’ workers consentrated in draneporite-
tion, communication, =nd other publiec utilities may have been dus Ho
several facters. Some »f these ave (&) the location of a large number
of steamship coupsnies in Mew Orlesns, (b} the imporiance of the oity
ag 8 river port and transchipping point and as a focus point for South
American travel, and (8) the presence of large naval sstablighments in
YNew Urlesne, The demand for workers by the various concerns in trangpotw
tation, commumication, and other pudlle ubtilities may account %o a large
degree for the relatively small proportion of New Orlecane’ workers who
were engaged in personaleservice work. Houston had proportienately only
sbont helf a8 many of 1ts workers employed Ly the sovernment as 4id either
Atlants or Yew Orlesmos. This variatlon refleets $0 a2 considerable extent
the imporiance of United Stntes governmental agencies in Atlanta and Yew

Orleang.
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Trends in the occupationsl strnoture of the ponulation of Hemsion
from 1900 to 1930 are clearly revealed in Pigure 27. These trenis Are
shown only throush 1930 becsuss the data for 1940 arc net cormarnbdle with
nrevions Anta. ‘fha mﬂmﬁm&*inp mﬁ mahmim% mmmm grovn hag
become increasingly !.uparmt in tha ewmtim mﬁmme of }'mm!mrx,
as hag zwmfessiona;g :miwu ﬂlsrwa’.i. sewwa hma alm shmm a. great in-
creage from 1910 ielszjﬁ-.' The annﬁmaw Qf p«mmw in: ﬁamww mﬁ pergonal
sorvice, on the o‘t.hr M, has &wmaﬂ Mmsiﬂwaﬁlﬂ amd agricul ture

8 become of exmmeiy m!ﬁmr wmw%mm, %ﬁ trade, ﬁmmrmtin“, and
commanicetion ymmmg haa ahwn o &aﬁibﬁ aim 19@9# C o

f‘ccmﬂ%iemlantWﬁ trends fat* ﬂw m‘m and famla ymnmtimm

reveal the Smpartamo whiuh aaeh h.wa haﬁ in ﬁm t&hmmw 13: the ccoupational
structure of the t@‘&ﬁi yﬁpu‘&atiam ﬂam&tieml—-strmmm tramis for the
male nopuletion (Fs.gtu'e 2%) shw t.mﬁ m mufmmring and mhanieal in-
dustries group was nmrﬂ imwtant in 193f> m .‘m 1966, wmrma the trade,
transsortatiog, mml eamm&mtim m'&a@mry éte&s‘iimd 1n 1@91-%&:1::9 during
the same verisd. ﬂa"!.y mz Wi&\hinm Mva emm’rsﬁ in other wale ocan-
pational groupe. . In the M 0!‘ the !@mla p@ﬁiatimq the siagmi*‘ns*mt
trend (Figzure 29} m bsm: 'y @rm& mamw in the ﬁra@eﬁim employeﬁ
in the ol eriaal mﬁ pmfaw&mait mupm
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CEAPTER XX

Variationa in religious composition bhecome of special aignifi-
cance when one realizes that persons belonging to certaln groups display
different mental attitudes and hablits of 1ifs Ffrom those identified with
other groups. Fer example, there are distinet differences in some counw
tries in the birth rates of different religlons groups. Likewise, some
differences moy be found in death rates. Yowever, both of these differw
énces are probably due mush less to religlous differences than to the
variations in the social and economic statuses of the members of the
different religious grsupsﬁi

gever%heless; some of = people's waye of thinking and acting ean
be attridvuted in grest measure to different religlous belisfe. Those
persons who gonform %o the standards set up by the various churches will,
a8 a result, have different ways of thinking and scting From others. For
example, some churches are very strict in the drees preseribed for mem-
bers; some prohibdit drinking, daneing, cerd-playing, the use of make~up,
tobaces, movies, and/or various other sectivities. Sueh prohibitions wne
doubtedly have influence on the soclal varticipation of the members of
the variones groune.

¥mile Durkhsim found that the suloide rate varied among different

religlovs groups. He presented evidence to show that free~thinkers hove

! Thompson, Populatien Problems, p. 119.
112
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the hiszhest suicide rates and Protestants the next higheet. Catholics
have low rates; and Jews have the lowest rates of all the grewps exam-
ineds According to Durkheim, this variation is due malnly to the degres
of integration of the different religious gro'ps. In other worde, Pro-
testantisem involves a greater amount of relisions individualiem than |
Catholloism, and the growp 4s less inteprated by aniformitiss of belief.
In contract, Judalsm, as a result of a heritage of nersscution, binda 1its
members closely together in order to face a hostile emirmmenh.z

It can readily be seen fyrom the above paragraphs that the religious
composition of & population often ﬁaa §$gnificmnt influences on other de~-
mogrsphie and social nhenomens.

Religious data are rendered somewhat wnralisble by the marner in
vhich they are collected. The can?ﬁs 1g really one of réligiauﬁ organiw
gations rather than of individusl mhnrah.praferencaaB Thua, complste ‘
and ac-urate information on the totsl vopulati~n of Houston ie not avalls
able. The data, which asre collected every tenth year ending with the
number eix, are reported by the various churches %o the Bureau of the
Census. This method in itself would tend to result in incomparabillty
of data on a2 population group. %The reason why the data are not collected 1}
‘'by the Buresu of the Census directly from the individual ciltigens is an Lg
interpretation of the federal constitution to mean that the depennial E

L
ecensug shonld nct inquire inte church membership or preference.

2 Pmile Durkheim, Le Suieide:
Paris: F. Alecan, 1930), pp. 14973,

> Sengus of Reldzious Jodgss:
ernment Printing Office, 1941}, Vol.

glous Zgazzﬁ. Qi the [nited States ifﬁw Yorkt The Christion Literature
Company , 1803), p. xiid,

16 (nouvelle ed.|

1936 (¥ashington: United States Cov-

summary and Detaliled Tables), p. 3.
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In 1936 Houston had 42 different relizions bodles with a total
mombership of 154,260; 1% had 335 churches with an average membership
of B60. OF this total chureh membership of 154,260, 13.5 per cent were
under thirteen yesrs of age. Abdout Wb per ¢ent of the todal population
of Hounston were repnrteﬁlas shurah msmhers.sl'%hia is the sama as the
percentage for the country as a wlmls_.é

The most important church baaims in Houston from the stsndpoint
of memberghip are the Baptiets, the Roman Catholics, the Hothodists, and
the Jews, ranking in importance in the order named. The relative iaporw
tance of these bodles is clearly broughi out in Figpurs 31.

There are many more women than Qen in Houston's shurch population.
(See Tabdle XVII) For every ons hundred women in the elurches of Housbon
in 1936, there were enly about sixty-six men. This low sex ratie becomes
of greater significance when one realizes that theve is » fairly even

distribation of males and females in Houston's botal population,

TABLE XVIT

8FX BATIOS AMVNG THE CRURCH MUMBERSHIP OF ATLANTA,
HOUSTON, AND WEW ORLPANSY 19736%

oy | sex Ratios
Aflanta 66.0
Houston 66.3
few Orlesns 185

*Source! M%M&m 3&.& Vol. I, pp. &&26, @28 &36.

5 Gensus of Relizious Dedles, 1936, Vol. I, p. sk,
6 anitn, Population Anelysis. p- 176
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Diglribubion of Churoh Membership in Ablsnte,
Eougton, and Bew Orleans

The citles »f A¥lanta, Houston, and Yew Orleans vary conslderably
in their religlous compesiti-n. In Wew Orleans, the Roman Ustholie group
ﬂrtéally dominates the religious picture, with the Bepntists renking secw
ond. As can be seen from Figure 32, the Catholice comorise approximately
three~-fourths of the to%al reported church population in Xew Orlesns. The
other two cities have = more even dilstribution of chureh populaotion ewong
the varione religiouvs bodles., Houston probebly has a semewhat more hale
anaed representation of the varlous religlous btodies than does Atlanta.
The membere of the varioms Protestant bodies outnumber the non=-Protest-
ants in both of these oities, ag Figures 30 and 31 show. The Baptiste
are the Protestant hody claiming the most members 4n these two cities.

In Houston, the Roman Catholics rank second and the Methodists thivéd as
to number of menbers. In Atlanta, the Yethedists are sscond 2nd the Roman
Catholics are fifth,

Sex Ratios fwong Ghureh Members in Atlanta,

A1l three of the cities shown in Table IVII have lov sex ratios
for the ehurch population. However, the Atlanta and Houston ratios are
about the ssme, while that for New Trlesns is much higher. The higher
gex ratio in Yew Orlsans can be partially accownted for by the ~resence
An that city of a large Remsn Oatholic population. The Romem Catholie
Crareh has = muchk higher sex ratio than do the religious bodiss which
make up the bulk of the ehurch populaticon of Atlenta and Houston. The

Roman Oatholic Church includes in ite membership dispropertionately
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high numbers of tha. forelgn-born, among whom the sex ratis is very nigh.
The Reman Catholic Church also includes greater proportlons of ¢hildren
under thirteen years of age in its mmmm@ than de the prsdominant
(Protestant) fadthe in Atlants and Houston. It is reuegniszed that the
younger age groups have higher sex ratios. 18 should slgo he pointed
eut that membershipy from older grouwps is hlgily selective of the female
populatione

When the sex ratios of the shureh bodles of Atlants, Houston, and
Vew Orleans are compered with the eex ratios for d¥he total populations of
$hose aiﬁea.‘ 14 ean resadily e seen that the ohurchse aro seléstive of
fomales. This is in line with the genersl pabtiern of the urben United
8tates emirch membership, whioh hes & sex ratio of 78.6.

Both Atlsnta and Houston have lower sex ratiog for thelr shureh
membership than ie true for the netionsl average. This Lz probadly to
be accounted for in large part by the pressnce of z large Wespo populs~
tion which is extwvemely femlinine,

In 1936 Fow Orlesns bad o sex ratio aboud egunl to the United
States urben ratio. I¢ has been previcusly polnted out how the impertance

‘" of the Roman fatholic denominadion largely explaine tris fact.



CHAPTHER XII

SERIILITY

The rate at which a populadion is reproducing 1tzelf 1g of greatb
importance, since 1t 1as one of the prime determinsnts of the population
growth of an area. The term "fertllity" iz generslly used today % ex-
press the actual reproduction of the population. It ie nrobably one of
the most inportant phases of pressnt-day population study. The socisal
and ecnomic prodblems both of the world and of smell populatiocn aggre«
gatos are infiuenced to a iremenfous extent by the fertility of the popu-
lation. Many trouble spote in the twentisthwsentury world are directly
atdrihutable to the high fertility of the populations of those areas.

Low fertili ty may 1ikewise affeet the 1ife of a comminity, 7% may lesd

to a dearth of young people and to dormant soelal insbtitutions.

Indexes of Ferillity

There sre thtres mailn indexes of ferdility in widespresd use today.
These are the birth rate, the fartiﬂ.&w' ratiy, and the reprcduction rate.
Alth~ugh there are other indexes of fertility which may be used, these
three sive s falrly complete and sccurate picture of the fertility of a
population. These indexes are the bagic ones which hove bean used in
this study.

The birth rate iz the simplest and the most widely uveed of the

fortility indexes. The crude dirth rate may be expresged in mathematical

120
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terms as the number of births in 2 given year divided by the population
end multiplied by one thousand. Fowever, btecause of variations in age
and sex composition, the erude birth rate ghould be used only with cau
tion in making comparisons of different populations. I one desires %o
uge the birth rate as & lone basis for comparative purposse, 1t would be
wige for him to use a standardised birth rate which eliminates the Dbias
introfduced by uneonal sex and age distridutions. From the standpoint
of thig study, the erude birth rate serves ss a valuabls index.

The fertility radio ie another important index of fersility. It
relates the number of children under five years of age %o the number of
wvomen of childbearing ege {this veually being coneideved ss the ages from
fifteen to forty~four inclusive), This rabtio is computed by dividing the
number of children under five yoars of ege by the nurber of womeih aged
fifteen to forty-four inelusive and maltiplying by one thovsands This
index virtuslly eliminates the gex and ege bias from comperigonsg of popue
lation groups. It is move refined than the birsh rate and is one of the
Yest indexes of fertility. It cannot be nsed with natividy groupings,
however, and should be used with caution in studies dealing with southern
Negroes: Kemp found that young Fegzro females tend Yo leawe their shildren
in the country while they work in the oity.”

A third important index of ferdility is the reproduction rate. In
the cnze of the net reproduction rate, fertility iz related %o marﬁmlity.

The net reproducticn rate shows vhether a porulation will inorease or

1 Loulse Kemp, "4 Hote on the Use of the Fertility Hetio in the
Study of Rural»ﬂrbg'mffarenaas in Fertility," Bural Sociolesy, X
(Beptember, 1945), 312-13.
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desrense 1f the age-specific birth rates and mortality rates do not
shenge. A rate of one indicates that a population is ezactly reproduc~
ing itself, wheress a rate below one means that it e failing to repro-
duoe itself and a vate higher than one demongtrales that 1t more than
replacing 1 tself.

The gross reproduction rete is similar to the net reproduction
rate except that 1t does not allow for mortality. It has been aptly de-
sofihed by Hagood as follows:

The gross reproduction rate is computed by determining the

number of daughters that would be borne by a cohort of 1,000

women paseing through the childbearing pericd if subjected

to observed age specific fertility rates for femsle births

and by expressing this as a ratio to the number in the Gow

hort, 1,000. 1If ve uee quinguennial rates, the 1,000 women

will bear a8 number of children egqual %o the rate dwring each

year of the quinquennium, and to five times the rate during

the age interval. Therefore, we can compute the gross re~

production rates by simply adding the age specific fertilily

rates for female births for emch S-year age group of the

ehildbenring pericd, ml%iﬂ'tviap the sum by five, and divid-

ing the resnlt by 1,000, '

T4 should be pointed ount, of sourse, that "The net reproduction
rate...met always be smaller than the gross renroduction rate, Both
rates could only be equal, if all newly born girls reached childbearing
agze 2nd paszed through chiidbéaring age."a However, 1t should bé‘kmgﬁ
in mind that this variation is becoming less important in the United

States with the great reduction in the death rate in the ages priof to

2 Fsgood, Statisties for Sooioloamists, p. 890,
3 Robert R. Kucaynski Balance of Births and E&&&Eﬁ_(?el

end Northern E ew Yorks hﬁ Maemiil&n Company, 19:
?oiume 1T, Eagte ﬁgg_‘ggbgggg.ﬁgy;pg sshington! %he Hroo&inga :ngt&*
tation, 19 | .
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and including the femele Poprodnctive veriocd, Selenve ie constently
inerezeing the peesibility of = newborn female living beyond the child-
bearins spe.

The method of arriving at the gross reproduntion rete i{s demone
strated in Tables XXX, XXII, and FXIIY, showing the compuitsticn of rates
for the various cities under eonsideration., While the net reprodustion
rate 1s more refined, the grosr reproduetion rate nmay be resdily oom-
pated for all of the citles under consideration and hae been uszed in the
present study becouse iV admits of comparison. The pross rate is alwaye
somewhat hizher than the net rate, but it is easier %o sempute, since
the net rate is based on a life table.

Only the total white and nanwhiﬁa birthe are avallable from the
volumes of ¥ital Statistics of the United Ztatess Therefors, 1t haes bYeen
nesesgary %o distridute these births botween the males and femnle populas~
tions, In making this distribution, the penerally soccepted sex rakios at
birth of 106 for the white mopulation snd 109 for the nonwhite population
have been uzed. It has been pointed ount previocusly that the nonwhite and
Negro categories are virtually the same for the cities under conseideration.
¥hile there are some people other than Wegroeg in the nonwhite eabegory,
they are of relatively minor importance.

The populsztion figures nsed in computing the zrvess reprodustion
rates hove been arrived at by linear interpolations The census of 1940
was taken on April ). Sinee the sverase birth rates for 1939+19%0 hawe
beén uged, the population for the midpoint of Inis period (Frmmusry 1, 1940)
had to be caloulated. Az the census of 1930 wes likewise taken on Aprid 1,

the incresse in population may be divided inte ten yearly parts ( the
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spsumption of linearity of form means that the annual inerements were
equal). The period of time from January 1, 1940, %o April 1, 1940, ig
one-fourth of g year, and therefors the total time from April 1, 1930, to
January 1, 1940, is 9.75 years. Thus, t0 mske the estimate 1% was neces-
asry to compute the praportiqai§f%§‘m 0.975 of the population increase
during the decade and add the amount %o the population of 1930. The as~
sumtion of lineardity means that the increase over 1930 at any time dwring
the ten~year period is propordional to the elapeed time since 1930, The
farther away the date of the estimate s from the year in which the popu~

lation 4e known, the more lnaccurate the estimate probadly will ba.g
Crude Birih Rates in Houebon

Before the subjeost of orude biyth rates iz dilscusged, the sonstruce
tion of Table XVIII should be explained. The total numbar of births listed
for each city is to be found in those volumes of the snnual Vilal Sistie
lics of the United States which give the data by residence., Date were
available for the years 1937 $o 1948, inclusive. Birth statistiocs by
residence were first published in 1937. Prior 4o that date the daia had
bheen given only hy place of occurrence. The most recent statistics availe
able are those to be found in the 1948 Vital Siatlstics report,

The crude birth rate has been arrived at by dividing the number of
births by interpolated population figures and multiplying by one thousand,
The 1520, 1940, and 1950 censgug figures have been used as dases Lfor inter-

pelating the population for the intervening years, Since Houston annexed

" ¥Yor a fuller discussion of this method of estimating population,
gee Fapood, Shatistics for Soalologists, wp. 796~97.
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considerable territory in 1949, 1t was neseszary to use eensus figures
based on the "old eity." The total population of the a1d oity in 1950
was 455,238, This figure was obbained from the Houston Chamber of Comw
meros, which had been given & "Special Tabulation of Preliminary Data®
Wy the Bureaun of the Censws. Yt wag necessary to uge the poplaiion for
the 6ld eily becanse the births had been reported by place of residense,
which meant the old eity for the dats np through 1948, |

The retecs are somewhst lower bthan those given in the Yiial Sta-
$lgtigs volumes because of the faot that midyear population figores have
been veed in the computation of the bivih rates for this study, whereas
April 1 populatien figures were used in the compubastion of raies for the
Yita) Stetigtins reports. It s the opimion of tha writer that the mide
yeayr population Tigure glves & more atcurate rate. This netheod of come
putation has been fellowed by E&gﬁ%.ﬂ It is logionl to aesume that
there iz a falrly even distribution of births over a period of a yeary or,
to put it another way, thet approximately the ssme number of births ocour
in the second half as in the first half of the year. If this assumpbion
is followed, then the midyesr population figure is the one % be used in
compubing rates. However, if the April 1 population flgnre is used, it
muet be baged on the sssumpilon that twioce as meny births scour i# the
firet half as in the second half ef the year.

The orude birth :ﬂm_slih Honébnn have 1:1@1*@%& @ngig?_ag&bly in
regent years. Table xvﬁx shows that the vates inoreaged more than 100

per cent in the neried from 1937 to 1948. In 1937 the orufe dirth rate

3 Ibig., p. B15.



126

TADLE X¥11X

HUMBER OF BIRTHS AND GRUDE BIRTH RATES OF ATLANTA, EHOUSTON,

AFXD 5EW ORLTANS: 1937-10uL8%

Yeasy Fuamber Crude Fombey Crude Tambher Oruvde
of Birth of Birth of Birth
, _Pirths Rahe _Birbshs Hate = Birthe  Hata
1937 5,605 19,1 6,165  17.2 7,722 16,8
1938 5,888 19.8 6,879  18.6 76999 1644
1939 6,099 20.3 7,483 18.9 8,187 16.6
15h0 6,30k 20,9 8,255 2.4 $,138 18. &
kK- ) 6,973 22,8 9, bl 24,0 10,093 20.0
1942 7,443 2h. 2 10,706 26.7 11,7229 22,0
1943 2,212 23,2 12,140 29.8 12,331 23.8
1944 7,218 29.1 11,853 2B.6 12,157 23,1
1945 7,416 29,5 11,322 26.9 11,758 22,1
19b6 9,599 30.2 13,920 1.5 1,026 26,0
1947 9,165 8.6 15,378 35.3 15,502 28.3
1948 B, b2y 25.8 16,257  36.7 14,814 267
*sourcest Vital mﬁm of ihe Uniled Statse, (¥eshington: Uni-

ted States Govermment Printing Office, 1939), Pard II (Hatality

2nd Hortelity Date for hhe Unlled States Tabulsted kyw Placse
Begidence), p. 134 mmmﬂmmmm
(Hashington: United haﬁes Govermment Printing 0ffice, 19%).
Part II (Ra%mlgm%gl tal % %21 ﬁw Biatas Tabu-
mm&waﬁmw- atlstice of the
United Stetes, 1932 (Washingtom( United %Mas %vernment
Printing 0Office, 1941}, Part I E@,ggg,;g% and

4he United States fabulnted by Plase of ._aa&s%wm§. TR m.u.
Statistios of ithe United Slales, m {(Washingbon: United States
Government Printing Office, 1943), Part II (Eatslity spd Morial-
ity Data for. the Unibed States Tabulated hy Place of Zpsidence)
p. 135 Yital Statisbles of the Unlted Stotes, . (¥ashington:

 United %wtes Gwmmenﬁ ?rint ng Office, 1943 Part 1Y (Natale

ality Data fo3 . ihe United States Tubulated by 22 lage
2 . 75 L1l 42t1stics of fha United Siates,
(Washingtan* ﬁn:lmd S’mt@a G’awrmam Priming nffice,

W‘ 3tates, 19 3{£3asmngtmn* United ‘states &werumant Prinb-—
ing Office, 19&5), Part 11 (_&mm and ﬂsz&?l.m Data for the

United Shtates g‘“wmﬂ.nﬁg & by Dlace of ids » Do 115 Wikel
of the United States Et g !' Waghington? Unite& States

Government I’rintin - Office, 1@&6’\ Part 1Y (Hatelity and Moriele
WMMM.MMMMMJM dence) .,

n. xv: Yital Statistics of the iUnited States, (Vastington:
United Stotes Government Printing Office, 1947), Part IT (Hatal-

ity and Mortelity Deta for the United States Tebilabed by Ilace
of Reaidence), vp- 20, 27, b7; Vital Stotistics of the United

(continued
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in Houston was 17.2, as co-pared with 36.7 in 1948, This tremendous in-
ereage in Houston's crude birth rate has been reflected to some exbent
in the phenomenal population srowth in recent years. The incresse in the
birth rate was graduval in the late 1930's tut showed o remsrkable wpsurge
in the early 1940's with the outbrealk of World War II. There was a slisht
decline after the ~eak of 1943, but the trend was abruptly reverscd with
the return of the wen at the end of hostilities, and n large increase oc—
curred in 1946 =ana 1947,

The ¢ruvde bvirth rate in Houston varies by race, as can be seen from
Tadble XIX. 1In 1940, the white orude birth rate was 22,3, whereag the nonw
white (largely Negro) rate was 18.7. The higher orude birth rate of the
wiite populntion ‘ﬁ.s reflected in the larger vropordtionste increcse in that
group. Additional footors in thig nroportionate inerease are thet the
white populstion has a more favorzble mordality exverience than the nonwhite
population and that it has recelved 2 proportion of migracts which is greater

than the proportion which lts populsilen bears to the tokal population,

{Continuation of Sources for Table XVIII) ?&.ﬂiﬁa 1546 (Vashing-
ton? United States Covernment Printing Office, 1948), Part 1T (Hatality

I Dgta United States labulated by Plage of Resldence),
%\%3 ., 5%, ﬁg'm MM@&M&% m Vashingtons
United States Government Printing Office, 1949), Part II (Hatality and
Morkaiity Data for the United States Teobulsted by Place of Rsgldence),

. 18, 26, BO; Yitsl Statlistics of the United States, (W&shingten:
t}”;zited “‘Zatas ﬁwemment Printing Office, 1950), Part 17 Hatallty and
Yortality for the United Stodes Iabuloted by Place of Residence),

mp. 17, 35,
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TABLE XIX
NUMBER OF BIRTHS AND CRUDE BIRTH RATES FOR THR TOTAL, WHITE, AND

FONYRITE POPULATIONS OF ATLANTA, BEOUSTIH,
A¥D VEW ORLHARS: 19ho®

Fuambey Crude Fumbey OPua: B et
of Birth of Birth of Bir'ﬁh

- o B8k Jake . Birthe . Pote . Dlrihs  late

To tal 6,30 21.0 8,285  21.5 9,138  18.%

Wnite 4,13 20.9 6,63 22,3 5,552 16.0

Fonwhi 46 2,203 21.1 1,621 18,7 3 606  2h.1

*Seursest LQ&Q ?aﬂ II. ma. Z25,

YR C%wemmc;ﬁ' g'

Sftice, 1943), Pert II1 (W snd Morselity Dote for the
E?%m&m&m@ by Plase of BRewidenns). pp. 100, 115,
i

The erude dirih rates shoved an npwerd trend in all the oliies
under aonsideration from 1937 to 1947, dnolusive. The 1948 rates were
Tower than the 1947 rates in A$lante and Few Orleans but still sontinued
thelr upward trend in Houston. Im 1937 Atlanta had the higheat crude
birth rates, followed by Houston and New Orleans. However, by 1940 Houge
ton had the highest rates of the three citles, and she has mainbained the
leasd ever since. In fzes, 4n 1948 the orude birth rates in Houston were
over one~third higher %than tahas;a' in Avlanta and Vew Orleans. All of the
olties had a marked increasge in Mriﬂi rates &t the beginning of World Var

11 and particularly so at the end of hostilltles.
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Variations in birik retes by racial groups exist in Atlanta,
Houston, and Yew Orlesns. In 1940 the nonwhite population hed a higher
crude birth rate than the white population in eash of the gities except
Hougton. The difference wis most warked 1n Yew Orleans, where the none
white group had a erude rate of 24.1, s compared with 16.0 for the white
population., On the other hand, the nonwhite populstion in Houston had a
erude birth rate e£ 18.7, ag contrasted with a rate of 22.3 for the white
population. Fer the nomwidte population, Few Urlesns hed the highest
erude birth rate, followed by Atlants and Bouston in that order. The
erude birth rate for the white populotion was the highest in Houston,
with that of Atdlenba nexts the index for Rew Orlears, however, lapsed fay
behind,

In comparing erude bHYirth roteg of differsnt vopulsbion agvregates,
one mast renlise thot the age and sex composition of a popuistion hag &
great influence on this index of ferdtility. Thus, the fact that the
erude birth rate of Housfon is higher thaon ﬁi‘m‘iﬁ of elther .Mlamw or Hew
Orleans ia probably = reflection of the large rnumber of people in the rew
productive ase sroups, 45 well as the mmti‘mly aquel balange of the
sexes, in Houston. As Thompson has pointed oul, & youwser populstion

would probably have a higher birth m'&a.s

Fersility Batios in Houston

The Tertility ratiocs of ¥-~uston for 1940 are given in Table XX.
The fertility ratic fer the total population wae 233, Vhen an anslyeis
by race is mede, the white vopulation of Houston is seen %o heve had o
mueh hizkrer Fertility retlo in 1940 than the Fesre vpopulation. The white

population had a fertility ratioc of 256, as compared with 194 for the

6 wmompson, Eopulation Problems, p. 102.
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Regro population. This is in accordance with 2 statement by Emith to
the effect that “urban life dries up the reproductive snrings of the
Regro population even more rapidly then it leeds to race sulclde among
whiﬁea.”7

TABLE XX

FERTILITY RATIOS FOR TEE TOTAL, WETTR, AND FEGRO POPULATIONS
OF ATLANTA, HOUSTON, AND NEY ORLEANS: 19ko*

“Children  Women Apod Fifteen Fertility

Under

e B Lok P

v o Foriy-Pour Ratio
£ A Inaingive

L S

Atlanta 20,767 92,605 22k, 3

Houston 26,83 115,070 232.2

Yew Orleans 33,0 138,358 239,1
White Population

"Atlanta 13,084 57,328 228.2

Houston 21,179 36,076 206,1,

Rew Orlesns 21,111 93,816 228,0
Begre Population

Atlanta 7,681 95,267 217.8

Houston 5,634 28,953 1oh, 5

¥ew Orleans 11,881 by 3 2675

*Source: Sizteenth Consus us of the United States. 1950, Popmlabion, Vol. II
mﬁ%“ytwﬁ. Pe A7hs %‘1, TY, Part 1311, p. Bo&s Vol. II, Part VI,
P 1064,

Fertility Bebios in Pousdon by Sensue Frocks

As ean be seen from Figure 33, most of the trocte with hicgh fertility
ratios are lecated in the nerthern or eastern portions of the eity. The

tracts having the higheat fertility ratios in 1980 are to be found on the

7 P, Tynn 8mith, YA Demosraphiec Study of the American Hegro, "

Spelal Forces, XYIIT (Merch, 1545), 384,
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periphery, or along Buffale Bayouw. Tracts 1, 6, 7, 13, 17, 19, 23, and
k9 a1l had fertility ratios abvove 750. Traet 1, with a fertility ratio
of 428, ranked first, followed by Tract 23, with a fertility ratio of B27.
Tracts 7 snd 19 aleo hsd ratics sbove 400. Tract 1 is composed largely
of Negro populati-my aﬁﬁ lHegroes and foreign-horn are slso hewvily con-
centrated in Trast 23, which is located on the fringe of the gentral
business section and has wvery poor living eonditicne. Tracts 7 and 19
are mainly inhabited by industrial workers.

The lowest fertility ratles are to be found in the gentyal pard of
the clity and extendinzg %o the soulhwest below Buffale Bayow. The itrech
with the lowvest fertility ratio in 1940, Track 26, with a ratio of 74, is
located in the central busines:s section of the plty (whieh has & high sex
ratio and a concentration of old people). The southwestern pert of the
olty is an area of relatively high soelosoonomic status and also has a
large sged population.

¥ith the excention of Tragt 1, which is largely Wegro, low fertilw
ity raetics seem to be largely associated with = oonceniration of the Negro
populati-n, high svolosconomic siadue of the pepulation, or & concentra
tien of the aged population. The high fertility ratio in Tragt L way be

expleinsd by the fact that family mobllity is relatively lev there. In
fact, Tract 1 hed the highest percentage of faomilies remaining in it from
1922 to 1938 of all the trsots for the Negro populetion, snd one of the

higheat for the %ﬂﬁa14§apul&tian.8

8 gaﬂ M. Rgmquiﬁﬁ and Walter Gordon Browder, Family Mobility
Bouston {Poplication of the Burean :af esearoh in the
ﬁoci,a.l eivncew Yorks Projects Administration, Official Project

No. 565-.66_3-183 ‘(antinc The University of Texas, 1942/}, vn. 9496,
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4 Compprison of the Terstilty Ratios in Atl
| mf and New Orleay

When the 1940 ferdllity ratios of Fouston are compared with those
of Atlanta and lew Orleans, it cen be seen that Fouster hzd o bisher fere
tility ratio for the whiite population, but & lower fertility ratio for the
Fegro population, than eliher of the etlwr‘.’aw oitiep. Vew Orleans had a
higher fertillty ratio for the total population than either Atlanta or
Houstong this is atiributable to the hish fertility retio evidenced in the
Y¥egro population of New Orleans.

The high fertillty ratio of the Negro population in Yew Orleans is
reflected in the zain whieh the Negrs population hae been making relative
$0 the white pepulation. Mew Orleans 1e unigue among the large southern

olties in this respect.

The eommatation of gross reproduction rates for the wiite and notw
white poprlotions of Fouston from 1939 e 1940 is srown in Teble XXII. ‘Phe
gross reprodueti-n rate of the white population {0.98) was mueh higher than
that of the nomwhite vorulation (0.76). 1% ghould be remembered that those
reproduction rates zre based on the female dirthe occurring in 1939 and
1940. 1I% has been previcusly stated in thie chapter that the erude Birsh
rates in Vnugton begen to increase rapidly aboud this time. In the subse~
cnent eight years they inereased simost 100 per oent. s, 1% would be
logienl %o asenme fhat gross pevrnduction rates computed ad e later date
would be very tmeh hirher. However, the mnterial essential for the compus

tation of these rates is not yet available.
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4 Comparison of Lie Uross ‘e roduekion Iatge in Atianta,
Hovalon. and Ney Orleaps

The computation of gross reproduction rateg for the three cities
for 1935+1940 (shown in Tables XXI, XXII, and XXIIT) pives on dditionsl
basle fa? comparing their fertility experience. The sross reproduction
rate of the white population of Hovasbon vag the highest, followed by the
mrr&qu&ing rateg for Atlanta and Mew Orleeng. The simmificent fzet is
the lovw groes reproduction rate in ¥ew Orlesnst that olty hod a rate of
only 0.79, as eontrasted with 0.98 for Fouston, and 0.97 for Atlanta.

In the ease of the nonvhide population, Wew Orleans had the high-
est rate, 1.09, followed by Atlante with a rate of 0.86 and Fouston with
a rate of 0,76. Thus, the white populations in Atlanta and Xonston were
doing a mueh bettar job of reprodueing themselwes in 19%9~1040 than were
the nonwhite inhabitants, whereas the excct oprosite wag true In the cace
of Hew Orleans,

Ags has begn pointed out before, the gross rates do not take mortale
ity inte eonsideration anrd therofore are ‘righeia‘? than the net rates. Howe
ever, the emeess ig probably not over 10 per cent in the cnse of the white
pooulation and not over 20 per cent in the erse of the nonvhite srowp. On
the bagls of thege aspumptions, 1t can be geen that none of the cities
wnder coneideration were reprofucing themeelves as of 1940, The rates are
very unfavorable for the monwhite population of Fouston and the white nopu-
lation of Yew Orlesng., Fowewver, the birth rates have increased in all
three eltice sirece 19540, and therefnre reproduction rates for 1950 wounld

doudtless be mueh higher.



PABLE XXI

COMPUTATIONS FOR GROSS RYPRODUCTINN RATER OF THE WHITE AND NOWWEITE
POPULATINNS OF ATTANTAT 19701040

_ Hox | Fertility Purber of Two~Tear - Fertilily

-Age ﬁam in Average Bate for ¥owen In Aversge Rate for
Brovps Ohserved Fomber of FTensle Birthy Coporved Funber of Femnls Birthe

of Population Female Births {Col. 2 2 Population Female Birtha (Col. 2 3
Mothers  Jon. 1,39%0 19351940 Gol. 1'x 1000) Jen. 1,394 19391980 col. 1 x 1000)

1519 9.153 283 30.919 5,298 305 57.569
202k 10,719 639 39. 614 6, S0 333 30.151
Z5m29 16,528 551 52.337 7,185 229 31.872
30-34 10,283 32.315 5,811 113 19.446
3539 9,057 138 15,237 5,990 58 9.683
0wtk 2,628 1,277 &,353 13 2.986

15=44 57,328 1,967 193,699 35,277 1,051 171,767

Gross Reproduction Rate = 5{191.699) = 0.968 Geogs Beproduetion Fate = 3{171.207) = 0.559

1800

,,,g__ Part TII, p. 176; Sizteenth
T%, Part II, p. P T e
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TABLE XX

COMPUTATIONS FOR GROSS BEPROIVCTING RATES (F THE WHITE AND FOWEITE
POPULATIONS ¥ HVUSTON? . 1930-1940%

T B o e TS Tusver of Rk de, Pomais © Fertilily
Age Women in Averegs Rate for Women in &mrage Bate for
Groups Observed Bunber of Female Births Ohgerved Bugber of Femnle Births
of Population Female Birthe (Col.2> Population Femple Births  {Qel. 2 :
Mothers Jan. 1, 19%0 19391940 Col. 1 x 1000) Jan. 1, IGHO 1939-394%0  Cel. 1 X*1000)
1519 13,173 9 31.807 3.963 207 52.167
202k 15,963 1,005 62,958 5,025 243 48,358
25-29 16,689 815 49,014 6,003 161 26.820
2034 15,196 53‘? 35.338 5,366 20 14.909
3539 13.553 13.281 5,093 b3 §.543
it W80 10,954 ﬁé 3.286 3+353 7 2.068
15~k 85,528 2,995 195. 684 28,808 751 152.785
Groes Eierpi'-aém%:icn Bate = 5{1973, = (.978 Gross Aeproauetion Bate = K B85} = 0.764
: 5(195.681) ‘ se Aep i 5&3%1.1

;ﬁ}gt;gfg, Part 111, »p, 223—29% w
2, Voi. T, Part V1, p. 1954
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TABLE XXIIX

COMPUTATIONS FOR GROSS REPRODUCTINN RATES OF THY VHITE AWD NOWWRITE
POPULATIONS OF SBW ORLEAYS: 1939‘-191;0*

~Vhite Popwlatiom

Bamver of  Two-Toar Fertility Bumber of , Pertility

Aze ¥omen in Average Rate for Yomen ia Average Bate for
Groums Ohearved Fumber of Fennle Births Qugerved Rumber of Female Births

of Population  Female Births {(8ol. 2 . Populailon Female Births {Col, 2 -,
Hothers Jan. 1, 1983  1939-1940  Col. 1 x°1000)  Jen. 1, 1940 19391980  Cel. ) x"1000)
15-19 16,125 272 15.868 7,389 530 58.195
20-2h 15,839 a3 31482 7,084 509 91.852
252G 16,625 766 56,075 8,141 342 41.907
30-3% 16,39% kg 27.388 7,920 219 27.652
3539 15,126 199 13.156 7,924 112 15,131
kil 13,512 0 2.960 5,964 26 k. 359

1514 93,673 2,50 157.926 By byl 1,638 218,096

Gross Renrodustion Bate = 3{157.926) = 0.789 Gross Reproduction Bate = 5 % B.096) = 1.09
1600 1600

amen f

*Source: Y ;@_ §g‘§§*§ igs gg_ _g;g gggﬁg __t,g@g, Styplene ;‘3&;,; , Part TII, p. 191 Sixteenth
Censug of the United States. 1940, Popuiatinn, Vol. II, Part I, p. 426,

'ﬂ



CUAPTIR XIIX

| The mortality experience of n peaple i important from many
standpointa. In the firet place, it reflscts to 2 conslderable degree
the general health conditione exiebing within a soclefy. Over a perled
of time the death rate would be lower in a comwntry in which good health
eondltinong exlgted than 'n onte with poor heelth conditions. Secondly,
mortality e an important Pactor in determining whether s population
inereases or dscrenses in size. Mortality experience is alse an indles-
tion of the lomeevilby eg".’ 2 population, Finally, an analysis of morial~
ity exverience indicates the progress of a grovp in controlling vsrious
types »f digerses and points out the sreas which need more atiendion and
resaarah.

Lowering the death rate has besn one of ths preat achievements
of the western world. The ohief ressons for the reduction of the demth
rete during the 1ash century heve Ybeen solentifie advances in the field
of medicine and the industriel revelutiom., Advances in the field of medi-
eine hawe greatly incressed msn's adility to tope with disesse, The in-
dagtrial revoluntion has improved the general eéconomic conditiong and has
made increasing amounts of wealth available to comsunities to eslablich
end {mprove public sanitation. Mach of this addibionsl wealth has been
used is intensifying medical msmuh»l

1 mnompson, Popwlation Preblems. p. 242.
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Crude Death R._&m. ~- The erude death rate ie caleulabed in o mens
ner similar %o that employed in arriving at the crude birth rate. The
munber of deaths ccourring during s given year is Adlvided by the popu~
lation and the resnlt 4s mudtipliied by 1,000, the rasﬁ&t tims being
expressed ag the number ~f deaths per 1,000 people., The limitations of
the crude death rate are simllar $o those of the crude birth rate: i1.e.,
both rates are influvenced %o s considerable extent by age and sex. This
fact should be kept 4n mind when commarisons of different populations are
being made. The influences of age snd sex ean be #liminsted, however, by
standardizing death rates by age and sex.

Zxpectation of Life., ~~ The expectation of 1ife is often considered
one of the best and most useful measurements of mertality. Bmith has
aptly deseribed the irpordance of the life table a@ follows!

Parhaps the moszt useful man er »f combining the ape~

snecific death ratas s to constrost what 1e called &

1ife tabls. BSush a table showe the average duration of

14fs for nersont boran ot the goeng time and foy pe¥sons

of any given age who sre alive at the same time., It ine

dlestes the average number of years that those of any

#iven aze from birth on ap may expect to i%ve. his

averasge is called the expectation of life.

The longevity of a people is an index %0 the health donditions -
extsbing within the groupy Alge, life~cxpectation Tigures at different
ages servs %o indicate perloeds of life In which improvessnts ehould be made
in health sidustionss Idfe tables by color and sex alsc indleate needed

areag of health improvement.

2 omith, Dopulation Analysiz. pps 235-36.
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Life tables for Houston, based on the ReedeMuerrell method, have
besn constructed.’ These bables have been computed for the total popu-
lation and for the white and ponwhite populsitione by sex. (These tables
appeer in & subsequent part of thls thapter.) In computing the age-
specific death rates used in the consiructicn of the 14fe tables, the
Janmery 1, 1940, population hae been usell. This population has been ar-
rived at by lineay interpolation.

Infant Hortelity Bates. -~ The infant mortality rate is an exzcele
lent 4ndex of the general welfare of a population. It is very valusble
in revemling the hsalth conditions existing in any population. Those
groups which have high infent mortality rates usunlly have poor living
gonditions also,

The infant mortality rate is computed by dividing the number of
shildren under one year of age dying during the year bty the number of
live birthe for the zame year and smlitiplring dy 1,000.

The infant mortality rate is a very imporiant factor in determine-
ing the longevity of s pevple, It is a well~known fact that the average
length of 1ife bag been greatly inereased in this country, sz well as in
many other parts of the world. This hag been duve in great degree to a

3 For a complote description of this method of life-iable sonstruos
tion, esce Reed and Merrell, "A Short Method for Construedting an Abridged
Life Table,” loss git., po. 605-96.

Some difficully was encountered in srriving at the age distrie-
butions over seventy-four yesrs, as distributions by five-year groups are
not given beyond that age in the census date on Fonston. However, & dis-
tribution is glven for the wrbern population of Texas for all five-yeor
age groupings beyond ase seventy-four. This was used as the basis for
dletritnting the population of Houston beyond age seventy~four, In other
words, the pepulation of Houston aged seventy~five and over was distri-
buted in the same proportisn im whieh the urban population aged sevent -
five and over of Texams wag digtriduted.
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reduotion in the infant mortality vates. Thompson has pointed out that
theee reduetions have been mainly the result of the following fastorss

(a) the better care that ehildren are receiving at home,
that s, priwerily, the improvement &n the methods snd
sanltation of infant feedings (%) the deoline in the nuwe
Ber of children born %o & large portion of the moihers,
thae enabling them to give their ohildren betder care
both befores and after birthi (¢) the more expert medisal
care of ehildren; and (&) the generally more comforiable

sircumstances in which a large Eart of the neople in the
mope advanced nations now live.

The crude death rates of Houston, while evideneing ¢onaiderabdle
fluetuation, have shown an upward trend in the pericd from 1939 to 1948,
The date in Table XXIV are for the years 1939 to 1948, 4inglugive., Deaths
were Tirst reported by residence in 1939, and the labest dote available
sre thosge for 1948, The population deta wesed in computing the orude
birth rates were also used in computing the desth rates. The crude death
rate in Houston was 10.5 in 1939, as compared with 11.6 4n 1948. The
high point for the peried wes 1947, vhen the rate was 13.1. The isnerease
i{n the erude death rate for Houston 1is ‘pmhabs.y a reflection of the large
inoresges in the infant mortality retes.

Harked differentisls exist in the crude death rates of Houston by
oolor. Table XXV gives the whitp orude demth rate in 1940 as 9.8, vhersas
the nonwhite crude death rate is listed ms 74.6. The high infant mortality
vates in Fouston'e nonwbite population sg contrasted to the white population

nrobably sccount for mch of this differential,

¥ pyompeon, Bopwlation Broblems, pp. 22122,
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NUMETR OF DEATHS AYD CRUDE DVATH RATES OF ATLANEA, EOUSTON,
AND FRW ORLFANE: 1939-1048%

R Fumbey Cruds Iﬂumhw Crude
YTany of Doath of Death of Peath

v o Bopthe Rete Deaths Rabe Deaths  Hate
1939 b,208 13.% 3,954 19.5 6,387 13.0
1940 3,975 13.1 k,196 10.9 6,678  13.k
1941 3,677 12.0 4,161 10,6 6,160  12.2
19h2 360k 11.7 by1gh 1045 6,075 119
1943 3,901 12.4 k, 701 11.5 8,756  13.0
1944 3,499 11,2 #,603 112 6,379 12,1
1948 3,913 12.b 4,986 104 5,993 11.2
1946 3,679 11.6 v, 625 10,8 5,886 10,9
1947 3,779 11.8 5,713 13.1 6,15  11.2
1948 34541 11.0 5,133 11.6 6,093 11.0

Pe B

W‘ é: 9;
Pe B

Pe 83

p» 8¢

pe xiis

Pp. 20,27,478
{l}hle.ﬁé.gﬂ;
Pp.17,35,80.
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4 Comparison of the Crude Demth Rates in Ablants, Houston,

The erude death rate hng shown a deoline for all of these cities
except Houston from 1939 te 1948, as iz clear fmm"i‘a,hle IV, Alanta's
arude death rate declined frem 13.7 in 1939 to '?.1.9 in 1948 Hew Qri.em‘a!
rate declined from 13.0 1n 1939 to 11.0 4n 1948, Houston's relatively
wnfavorable infant mortal ity experience may partly explain this difference
smong the citles. The crude demth rates showed marked increases for 1943
and 1947 for all the cities being compered. Thie mey be pardly & refleg-
tton of the inereased Birth mta at the im;g‘mnm@ and end of World Var IT,
which in tuwrn resulted in higher infant mortality ratbes in 1043 and 19N7.

The death rates for the nonwhite pgroup are much Mgher than thoss
for tre white population in all the citles ander vonsideration {sse Table
XXV), ¥hen 1t is rezembered that the nonwhite population of these cltles
1g lergely Kegro, it may be eaid that the unfavorable death ststistios inw
dicate that relativslyépaar heslth sondltions prevall in ﬁm&i Negro popu-
lations. In 1040 Atlanta hed i‘?memhﬁ.-ghu-.;-siz mnﬁ‘hi be c-*ru&a' death rate, 18.8,
folloved by New Orleans with 16,0 and Fouston with 146, In 1940 the
crude @eath rate for the whﬂﬁe population of New Orleans was 12.4, as com-

pared with rates of 10.1 in Atlante end 9.8. in Founston.

The following observations may be mede from the life tables for
Houston (Tables XXVI, XXVII, XXVIII, XXIX, and XXX):
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TADLE XXV
 FUMEER OF DRATHE AND ORUDE DNATH RATHS FOR THE TOTAL, YHITRE,

AYD HOMWNITE POPULATIONS OF ATLANTA, HOUSTOW,
ARD WRW ORLBANS: 1oho*

Bumber Crude Yumber Crude Fombey Crude
. of Death of Daath of . Death
e Boathe  Bate Teaths _ Rate . Destns Hate
Potal 3,975 133 8,196 10,9 6,675 13.5
ilﬁowhita 1,970  18.8 1,265 146 239 6.0

mmmmm i% Pard IZ» PP, 25» 31-%.

$Source’ %& ptatistice g
g V¥ 1)

 1»¢ The greakost remsining 1ife exvectancy exists in the age intérvel one
o four, In 1940, the greatest life erpecintion at nges one Yo four was
that for the white female pepulasion, which wae 66.7, The next lonzest
11fe wxpoctansies in order w@é those of the male white, 81.%5; the feuale
nenwhite, 56.5; and the mele nonwhite, 53.1, The age interval undey one
yesy has & shorter life expectancy than does the interwval ons &a”fnur. ‘i{n
o_thér_ mra.s, a child under one year of age hes & shorier average remaining
1m than dses em'hﬁwwn one #mi foor years of age, Thns, at age one o
‘four the 1ife expectancy in 1040 for the total population was 1.9, vhereas
vader one yeer of age the 1life expectancy waa 59:1. This g&mi’alix&bimn
holds W for tre male and female oategories of the white snd nonwhite
mﬂaﬁws as vell as for the tota) population.

2 The female population nes & greater 1ife expectansy than does the msle
pépula’s&m for both the white and nonwiite populatione.

3, Below sge sixty the white nopulation las » lonper life expsctoncy then

dges the nonwhite population. Towever, above age six%y the nonvhite



A4S TOFL
COMPUSATI'E OF. mm LIVE BASIE POR THE MM; POPULATION OF mmm i?’}?—l?#@*

Tanber Sorvive  Basber TRing “Sum of 1 Fotsl Tears . Averege Years
; ins' s Exset in Anterwal Bumier 2t S-year of Life Ve~ of Life Re~
Age x out of 2 % W oul Dying in inkervads mining to maining o
Age 100,000 Born of 1,000 Alive Ia%arval fm l@a x to Survivors Survivors
Intexval Alive 3t A x 3.50.3 Bog of J4f atAeex . atligex
z %o xen 1y - 1,000nq, I €50
Yndur 1 169,000 ©BL.AT 5,905,839 59.06
i- & 93,859 15.13 5,816,286 €1.90
5~ 9 92,439 5.18 5,438,592 58.83
101k 91,868 - 7.82 , 4,977,996 54,19
1519 91,150 13.96 1,272 949,719 4,520,306 49.59
20-28 89,878 16.72 1,503 855,569 b, 067,572 55,26
25-29 88,374 17.65 1,560 748,691 3,641,880 &5,.08
30-34 86,815 A.58 1,873 680,316 3,183,828 38.67
3539 84,942 30.61 2,600 593,501 2,754,018 32.562
feOmlsly 82,342 b2.25 3479 568,559 2,335,674 28.37
L5 1g 78,883 60,43 4,763 k28,217 1,932,211 2%.50
50-54 74,100 91.28 8,755 347,358 1,545,121 29.91
55-59 67,345 125.06 8,522 273,254 1,154,746 17.75
ﬁgf% 157.01 9,252 495 909 %;»556 I&-?l
65-52 4y, 671 200. b6 9,957 156,986 606,752 12,22
39,714 300.01 11,915 97 :315 382,733 9.64
75-7? 27,799 00,16 11,12k 37,601 213,708 7.69
: é 3g,~5’?’5 _éﬁi‘g,l? é,}ég 29,502 12%' L, 268 6.19
99—93 3,261 65760 2,14 E, 1&,3@5 .98
: 1,117 629.31 703 1 531
180 ané over bk 662.12 i

mg—mﬁg Part 111, p. BB1; mmﬁa&m

Gl



146

2) % 189408

S — ; ._ T figy @ ‘Inn vans ﬁéﬁ%

) £41 2 d8a0 pue 00}

zee uHe 62 Li5 %03 6666

A §16°¢ Gi1'2 0511 §2-0&s £l8°1 4606

41k 6612z ££8%4 $gltt ££ 90l gees 6342

o9°s A £ 261 6655 F{R1 PAsT A 43-68

99 I Lo+ T BEZ 2y 6211 96064 966°2e 6L=GL

918 &bt 962 73 2 ¥ A YA RE% 04 995 cierot W=04

9501 051118 Ho9'4Z1 CI0'EL #aE92 otL’' &y 6959

8071 7 R %<7 98643t z2lte1 #6541 25009 4909

66°5T 69 60T" 1 gzericz HEL°6 FARE A 98569 6545

4261 Li6 544 T A 91z 4 62 "6 20994 75 ~08%

00 L2 iR 1R’ 1 66261y L'y €9 cs giL'1g GGy

0142 65£°9g2°2 0L 66y 8652 W66 T 48 04

gk 1t 994°E1L°2 £51989 Zit'z ool 73 £oy°9g 6E-5E

S HEETOET L 42449 189°'1 81°61 #4183 #E~0€

% 0o 6E5E FAL S 1A Tl (IR 17, %+ 6262

694ty 488 540" 0294ty E21°T gl 21 80406 #4202

20" o4y W08y Hironk €'t 411 12416 6141

§9°CS 445296y €2 g4 Y26 4101
£i°gs 60L6aN'E P& &y 126 6 =<
£5°19 0 6645 4651 YA AL g -1

46795 288 468" ¢ Gyl ] 000* 001 1 depug

= -

0% x ”5‘“;;%3 x ¢ *3%00° 1 %1 WX Oy X

"X 89y 3¢ TE 69y 4% OF11 o pug WAk o3 ¥ X 8Fy ¥9 AT TY T2ade38]
SX0ATAIAY 8roATATRG ¢4 X 8By BOXF  TRAIBjUI  SATTY 000'1 FO wxog 000001 a¥y

e} Syjurem 03 Buiupsy g TeaIBy Y up FupLg NG WX O X 3o g0 X afy
-6y SV JO -7y |FV1 I° aeafeg yu Zequny {easequy ui fovxg 0y Fuy
_see; eFaseay taved 1905 *1 jeung Suifg YOQUAK  -Ajadng SequNy

IIY FIEV

SONBT-6C6T  tHOISNCN HI SXTVN SLISA S04 EIOVI SAIT QNOGINEY &0 HOISVEANG)



TADLE XXVII1

COMPUBATION OF ARRIDGED LIFE TABLE FOR VHITH FEMALES TN HOUSTON: 1979-1940%

Fomber ourv Tumber Dying Sum of 1x . Total Jesrs Average Yesrs

ing to fxact ia Interval Fuaber at S-yesr of Life Ee~- of Life Re-

Age x out of x to xtm ouvt Dying in Intervals maining %o maining to.

ige 160,000 Bora of 1,000 Alive laterval from Age x to Sarvivors Sarvivors

Interval Allve at Age x z to xim %ﬁ, of Life at Age ¥ at Age x
x to xm 1, 1,9(}&an nfx p) 1‘!5& Ty €50
Under 1 160,000 B5.20 h 526 6,46k, 0 .6k
1- 4 95,480 12.23 1,168 6,367,2 66.69
10-1kh 93,808 5.78 sho 5,620,112 59.93
15-19 93, 266 2.06 ahs 1,677,162 5,152,356 55. 2k
202k 92 521 11.68 1,E 4,688,027 50,72
g 91,342 18.15%5 i, 278,602 56,29
30-3h 90,415 10.65 3,774,235 by.7%
35-39 83,452 18.83 3,324,409 37.16
Bobly 87,768 28.06 2,881,101 32.83
b5-bo 85,569 31.29 2, b4y 552 28.60
50.54 82,592 55,97 2,026,073 2ly iy
55«59 79,131 772 1,620,293 20.48
65-69 68,295 141,58 892,862 13:67
70-74 56,0953 255,08 588,231 10.49
7579 h2,316 36‘97-6‘6 : 341,068 8.06
80-84 27,057 508,72 167,661 6.20
GO~k 5,579 £95.17 22,311 oy
95-99 1,670 £72.85
100 end over 5hé 577.31

*Sourcet

09, Part III, p. 4013 Sigtee
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COMPUTATION OF ABRIDGED LIFE TABLE FOR NOKWHITE MALEG IN ROUSTON: 1939-1940%

" Fumbar Sarviv-  Number Dying i Sww of 1x Total Years  Average Years
ing to Exact in Interval Fumber at 5-year of Life Re- of Life Re-
Age x ont of x to xn out Dying in Intervalse maining to maining %o
Age 160,000 Bamn of 1,000 Alive Interval from ige x to Survivors Supvivors
Interval Alive st Age x x 4o zen Knd af Life 4t Aze x ...atiee x
x to.xin Ix 1#”“:;% nax +§a Tx e,0 |
Under 1 100,000 108.65 10,865 a szt».sﬁg 58,24
5% 9 87,208 14.06 1,226 &,359 676 50.23
10-14 85,\;52 }.2—6?3 l.ﬁﬁz 3 9&3, OV &5;92
1519 8k,930 25.558 2,161 6,716 13, 5243,585 51,565
202k 82,769 32.50 2,682 661,786 3,101,000 37.47
25-29 80,087 35.79 2,866 575,017 2,633,712 33.63
3030 77,221 b3.12 3,330 498,930 2,300,307 26.79
35-39 73,891 59.50 h,297 k21,709 1,922,209 26.01
IO bsde 69,504 B3.06 6,120 by, 218 1,563,164 22,49
4549 83,374 112.38 7,122 278,326 1,236,826 19.42
50-5k 56,252 183.90 10,4345 214,950 930,581 16. 54
55-59 55,977 252.87 11.609 158,698 674,149 14.69
b0-bls 3k, 208 268.28 9,201 112,791 473,874 13.82
65-69 25,097 226,74 5,690 28,43 426,621 13.01
70-74 19,407 3%-:32 5,955 53.3% 216,037 11.13
8084 g, b3l &52,33 b, 267 20,536 77.369 8.20
85-89 5,167 408,62 2,111 11,102 1,265 7.99
90-9k 3,036 303.89 929 5.935 21,402 7.00
95-99 2,127 6h6.55 1,375 2,879
100 and over 752
*Source: Yils]l Siatistics of gj‘gg §€atgg, 3 ement, 1970-1940 Part HI D 2%231. Sixteenth Census
Yhe United States, Population, Vol. I, Part VI, 3 1044, ﬂi
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TABLE XXX
CORFUTATION 0¥ ABRIDGED LIFE TABLE TOR FONWHITE YRMALES IN HOUSTON: 1939-1940%

Famber Surviv  HKunber Dying Sum of 1x " Total ¥sars Averzge Years

ing to Exact in Interval Funber ‘at S-yemx of Life Rew of Life Be-

Age x out of x %o xin out Dying in Intervals maining to maining to

Age 100,000 Born of 1,000 Alive Interval from Age x %o Survivers Sarvivors
“Intsrvel Alive st Age x x %o v 3%& of Life  ni Age x at Ave X
x to x4 1 1, : nix =1, % e o
' , x s T kel R x
Bnder 1 100,000 98,22 9,022 5. :Bamn 52.38
S 59 £9,114 732 652 4,785,698 53.7¢

1014 88,462 10.25 507 i, 541,960 49,08
15-19 87,555 29.20 2.55?‘ 824,226 3 901,522 hit, 56
2520 8,2,207 32,02 2 632 651,673 ,@51.?1? 37.12
30-34 9,575 50.67 3,23 569,466 2,&?,:?1 33.26
35"'39 ?6./_/ 52‘ %98'5 %,E@l 21257f16g 2?'5&
bo-lily 92,354 7. 3#, 5,1&2 k13,552 1,884,589 26.08
L5-bg 67,192 106.3% 7,147 341,198 1,535,543 22.58
S0k £0,045 168,26 9,559 274,606 1,216,975 20. 25
55-59 50,186 167.92 8,427 . 213,%61 0, 931 18.75
6064 11,759 218.57 9,127 163,775 710,821 17.02
65-69 32,632 171.80 5,608 122, 316 425,830 16.189
7579 19,727 217.46 - 5,290 62,358 260,659 13.18
80-8b 15,537 277.19 L 279 Rz 611 172,978 11.1%
£5-89 11,158 281.33 3,139 27,194 106,530 9.55
o0-0lt £,019 345.91 2,769 16,036 58,902 T35
05-99 ,250 W73, ob 2,483 8,017
100 and over g,'}’é? 85"4.68 2,5%«5%8

“Source: Yits]l Stabisbics of $he Uaited States, m , Part 111, p. boL; Mz&wg
the United States, 1340, Pepulaticn, Vol. II, Part VI, . 1045,

641
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population has a greater life expectancy than does the white population.
This differential holds true for both the male and femele populations.
This 18°in line with the conelusions reached by Smith in his comparison
of mortality in selected countriess Ne found that at age seventy the
greatest life expectation in the United States was for Negro f&m’iaaog
b, There 1s less variati-n between the 1ife expoctation of nonwhite males
and ferales than between white meles snd femlés‘- The differential ie
aboud eix yeare in faver of the white females &vw the white males. In
souparison, the nonwbite females ﬁag axpaet to live about 3.5 yawwa.lanﬁar
than the nonwhite mmles. These soncluvsions hold true for the early and
middle ages. The favorable belancs for the femsle populstions becones
lese a3 the older age grouplngs are approsched. In the exireme old ages,
the differential 1s only about one year in favor of the female population
for both the white and nonwhite populations.

The infent mortality retes in Houston did mot change very much in
the period from 1942 to 1948 (ees Table X¥XI), The rate for the tobtal
population wae 40,0 in IUL2, as contracted with 38,7 4n 1948, Tho high-
est rate for the period was A7,0 in 1943, There was & gradusl decline
{except for 1946) in the infant mortality rate from this pesk of 47.0 in
1943 to 37.9 in 1947. However, the infant mertality rate for 1542 (38.7)
agajn showed an_ increase.

m&'he white and nenwhite populatirns have marked differsnces in their
infent mortality rates. The infant mortality rate of the white population

ghowed a decrease from 36.1 im 1942 to 32.7 in 1948, The nonwhite

5 omithy Bopulation Analysis, ». 251.
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population, on the othey hand, setuslly shovef en inoresse from 56.6 in
1942 to 59.2 in 1948. The rate for the nonwidte population was almost
tvice 4w high as that for the white population. In Fael, for thres of
the yemrs (1045, 1946, and 199%) the rates for the nonwhite population
were more thah twice as high as those for the white population.

TABLE XXXI
THFANT MWRTATITY M&mag FOR THE TOTAL, WHITH, AND NONWHITH

POPULATIONS OF ATLANTA, BOUSTON, AND
KW ORLEANS:  1942.10LO%

N . A 1 N o ‘ DR . 3
. w <! F

Year Total ¥hite white Totel Viite white  Totel  Wiite  white

1942 10.8 29,9 65.4 400 361 56.6  bh.3  35.7 59.4
1983 86.2 9.6 9.3 W0 42,7 B5.8 bs.y 15.9 658.%
1944  &5.9 32«8 76,0 38.3 329  6L.2 3.0 352 58.3
1945 1.5 32.3 641 38, 307 69,1 37.2 29.6 51.9
1946 31.0 22,3 SB.0 384 FL.1 0 70.4 33.9 28,5 Lk, 2
1947 37.2 27.5 56.1 37.9  30.9 673 35,0 32.3 39.6
1968 36,3 28.0 49.9 387 327 59.2 27.1 367

1T, ppe31.39.593
1T, }3}?.35,&2,62;
L & 0.8 3 1 II. PP 16,2‘*,&‘6%

batictine of the Unlted States, JO48, T, vp.20,27,47;

vital o Mﬁmgﬂ% ﬁm@ Skaves, 19h7, P :{I: pp»18,36,80¢
Yitel Statistios of the United Siates. L4, 11, pp.17,35,80.

*Seurcet Fital
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Of the three cities under eonsideration, Hew Orleans hag had the
most favorable infant morbality exnerience for the total pepulation, as
is shown in Teble TXXI. %here is very listle to chooss between Atlants
and Houston. New Opleans alse has had the most fevoradle infant mortals
ity exverience for the white and nonwhite populations., Hoveton has had
a very poor rating for bYoth the white and the nonwhite populations. The
rates for Houston in 1948 were 38.7 for the total population, 32.7 for
the white populsition, and 59.2 for the noawhite population. The rates
for Atlanita in 1948 were 36.3 for the total population, 28.0 fer the
white populstion, and #2.9 for the nonwhite population. Of the three
aities, New Orleans hed the most favorable rates in 1948, with fiures of
30.9 for the total wopulatiom, 27.1 for the white nepulation, and 36.7
for the nonwhite population.

Whils the rates for the totsl populadion have gone down for all
three cities since 1942, Wew Orleansg has rade more m;amgs than aﬁtmr
of the other two cities. In the eaee of ths white population, the rates
have declined for all the silties, with New Orlemns making the most prege
resg in reducing its infant mortality rates.

The infant mortslisy rate for the nonwhite population hes shown o
downward trend for both Atlamta and New Orlesns. Yowever, Houston aotu-
ally had e hicher infaut mortelity rate in 1?#8 thar in 1942, The none
white infant mortality rates were over one and one~half times sreater
than the white infant nortality rates in Hoeuston and A¢lenta. The none

white infant mortality ratey in Tiew Orlesns had a more equal raling, but
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they wers stlll sbout one and one-~third times greater then the white

infont mortality rates.

Eauges of Death in Houston

Mortalily date are rendered much more meaninzful by an analysis of
the caunses for the deaths. The types of deaths may reflect an aging
population, or they may indicate a serirus haeslih condition emisbting
within the population. For exsmple, a high death rate in a group may de
due to cavnees which can be gqulekly brought wnder gontrel by the health
anthorities. In other esses, & need for research in medie=l science may
be indieated. Whatever the enze may be, ons csn easily reaiise that it
is of paramount impeortsnce to recognize the canees of death in a populas~
¥ion.

Three causes sccounted for 47.9 per cent of the total deaths in
Fouston in 1948, These three eauses were diseames of the heart, canver
an? other malignant tumors, and intracranisl lesions of vaseular origin,
ks asn be seen fron Ficure 34, disemses of the heard were by far the most
imortant causze of death in Houston. Other oubstanding causes of death
in thet ecity in 1943, as shown in Pipare W, were motor-vericls snd other
accidents, premature birth, nephritis, tuberoulosls, and all forms of
preunmonia and influnenza,

A Copmardson of Causes of izga-,m in Ablants,
) Houston, snd Kew Orlesng

The major causes of death for Aflanta, Houston, and Yew Orleans are
ghown in Figure 3. Diseases of the hesart ranked cs ithe number-one killer

in all threec citiee in 1048, being well shesd of cnncer and other maligmant
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CAUSES OF DEATH PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL DEATHS
0 I 8 12 16 20 2, 28 32 36

~="a ~ i -~

13 It TeT a* vl

TNLNLNNTNTSS

DISEASES OF THE HEART

CANCER AND OTHER
MALIGNANT TULORS

INTRACRANTAL LESIONS
OF VASCULAR ORIGIN

HMOTOR=-VEHICLE AND
OTHER ACCIIENTS

PREMATURE BIRTH

NEPHRITIS

ATLANTA
TUBERCULOSIS HOUSTON

NEW CRLEANS

ALL FORMS OF PNEUMONIA
AND INFLUENZA

FIGURE 34. liajor causes of death in Atlanta, Houston, and New
Orleans: 1948,
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fumors, anéd intracranial lesions of vessular origin, which ranved second
and third, respectively., As hnas besn vreviously pointed sut, the age
gtraeture provably hag 2 great influence in determining the relative im-
pertance of the various causen of death in the cities under gonsideratien.
Yew Orleans haﬁ‘the highest percentage of deaths resulting from disesses
af the heart in 1948, followed by Fonston and Atlanta in that oréder. In
the cage of cancer snd other malignant tumors, Atlenta hod the highest
- proportion of deaths, with Xew Orleans second and Houshon third, Intva-
era~ial lesions of wasonlar ovigin caused a greater vroporkion of deaths
in Atlenta than in Houston or New Orlesns, which two citiess had about
the sane relative rating.

1% i sigificant that the so~ocelled "great killers! of the past
are now relegated %o positlons of gegendary importance. As late as 1920
panewsonis and influensa were considered the most deadly diseanss in the
eountry, =nd tuberevlosis took a teoll almost sgqual %o that of dlsenses
of the heart, ¥ith the ilneresse in 1ife expectancy and the advances of
medieal sclience in conitrolling infeetious disesses, the degenerative
digeages sre ssguting greater impertsnce. Moter-vehicle and other aoeiw

dente are e2lso assuvming greater imeorisnce as cauvees of desth.

© smith, Population Anmlysis, vo. 280-82



OHADTIR XIV

Mié:ratinn ie an importent factor in accounting for the number of
inhabit=nte in a soclety. This is partieulerly true of orban locali-
tieﬁ, whieh are dependent %o = consilderadle mteﬁﬁ en rural araa;»c.; for
their povulati-m replacement. It ig =2 *m%t.b-r%mg;nig@é tie.!m);};f@hiﬂ fact
tk'ét in the past urban popuwlationg have nob '5@@:1 reproducing thenselves
and ‘nm‘aﬁ beon dependent on Mmural sreas for much of their population
grdwtﬁ;

In s4dition to its importance from the standpoint of numbers,
migraﬁim hag signifiéame irom & nomber of eiﬁ-har sm-nd;wmm. In the
first place, m:i»'»"m.tim df veonle g on imgarbasnts fagd In itgell. Heo-
ondly, mig:r:atisn is imomamt in wmb socdal inebibtuii-ng are ?1ta.11y
gﬁ'm%ed hy the degree of mobility of a population. Finslly, the degree
of mobility of o veople is an imvoriont facbtor in personality integration
within the grown. This, in turn, plays an impordant pert in socisl ore
ganisation or disorzsniaatlon. |

In this r;;hza.mssr, an m.ﬁlysia mw baen made of nigration lnte Mouaw
ton frox the standnoint of source of migrantes, thelr former place of rosi-
dence, their sex, .zmd their eolor. ¥Wigration inie Fouston heoe been
gomps red wi th th%t into Atlontse snd few Mrlesns aceording 3o types of
mi@;ration and the numbers which nre inval‘md. The source of the data 1s
the 1940 censgus publicsntion on inbernal miggl‘rnt'}.rmul In thie volunme the

1535 residence nf the individusl has bYeen sompared with his 1940 residence.

1 giztosnth Consus of the Unlted States, 1240, Pepulation, Internal
Migration, 1935 %o 1940, Coler and Sex of Mirrents (Wasiington: G—ovarfment
Printing "ffice, 1942). 156
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F@naton has received wmigrants from every siate in the Union. How=
ever, the greatest number of migrante inte Houmston from 1935 %o 1940 were
from Texas (61.8 per cent) and contigious states {15.7 per cent). Asz g&n
be msen from Tadle XXXII, the greatest number oume from Texas, with Loulw
siana, Oklehoms, ¥issouri, and Arkénaas :t’ollwﬁ.ué in that order sg souwrces
for migration into Houston. The southeastern part of the United States is
also a very important source of migration. In addition, certain of the
large sastern and midwestern states are relatively importent gources of
migrente to Houston. California is the only state {n the far West fur-
nishing simnificant numbers of migrants into the elty.

Migrants into Housfon from possessions or forelgn sountries were
of minor importanee in 1940, a total of 967 individuale heing listed 4n
thie eagegury.g This amounts fo 13%tle over onme par cent of the total

wigration.

By Rezidence,~— Before an analyasis of the choracteristics of migranis
by residencs 1s unde¥taken, certain veaknemeds or inaccuracies in the data
shonld be bronght out. Smith has pointed out that the atbempt in the Fixe
m W of the United Btateg to determine residence in 1940 in rela~
blon tc residence in 19735 geeme Yo be fmaiﬁy in many respects. Ingomplete-

‘negs is nrobebly.gne of the greatest weaknasses of the data, as shown by
the above author in the following statenent!

QMug P “‘B’?b



State 6f Resi- ,, Y | A
dencs Sotal . Temale. al Female
1935 Eamber Per Cont Number i’ar Gent m Per Oent Mumber Per Gent Hunber Por Cent
Hey Inzland s p.60 282 B o8 % 2 0.08 1 8.02
Haine 37 0.85 19 0.0% 18 0.05 - - - -
Hew Fmmpshire 13 Q.ﬁﬂ g 0.0% 5 8.01 - - - -
Moseactmspbts 28? :}a 38 173 0.5 11k a. 3£1' - - - -
Ehode Islard 31 0.0% 15 0.0k B 0.0k 2 0.06 - -
Cempenticat 9% Q.32 0.16 3% 0.1 - - 1 o.02

E&A& Atlantie 1,920 2.32 295 B0 2.5 2% 8.¥6 3 <5
Bew York L1687 1.83 1.95 53& 1.57 B o gé 7 0.17
Eew Jersey 202 0.26 §.32 7 Q.26 3 0. 1 €.02
Pennsylvania %51 0.72 0.87 239 0,76 5 G.15 5 0.32

Zagt Yorih Centrel 13,781 w 272 726  5.08 2 .79 50 0.96
Ohio 881 1.1% 1.3 Bob  1.19 5 6.15 B 2.19
Indiana 9235 667 0.75 251 0.7h 2 0,06 1 0.02
I1linois éﬁe :a.zi; 2.5 2hy 2,20 11 8.32 o2 8. 53
¥iseonsin O Eé 6,29 o8 0.29 - - - -
¥ect Forth Central 4,518  5.79 2,017 6.66  2,0% 6.05 % 075 2 0.51
Minnesota 369 o.48 205 0.59 187 0.4 1 0.03 6 0.15
Town k2 0.5 226  0.6% 201 0.59 3 0,09 2 .05
Missouri 1,999 2.6 1,06k  3.00 936  2.76 12 6.35 4 0.37
Horth Dalnta ﬁ 0.88 32 gn@ 26 ﬁ-t% - - - -
Senth Dakote k3 .06 25 Q.07 1B 6.05 - - - -
Hebraska By 0.58 2 0,90 99 0.59 1 0.93 1 0.02
Kaneas 1,97% 1.41 Sk 1.56 517 1.52 g 0.26 5 0.12

. {eontinued)
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PARLE XEXIT {Continusd)

Btate of Rosi- . hite ; - R e
dence . ghal Jale smsle Eale Fe

Seuth Atlantle  L.929 243 LGB 2.98 8a5  2.46 2 :
Virginla 165  0.22 8¢  0.26 &9 0. 23 5 o, 25 1 0.02
¥aghingten, D.C. B R ] g5 n.27 70 ﬁ‘,Zl 2 @4 = ] .19
Yorth Sarolina 157 0.2 82  0.23 7 6.2 2 0.06 1 0.02
South Carolins 80  0.12 kg 8.13 5 1 0.12 1 0.03 3 0.08
Gsorzia b9? 0.65 260 275 2313 8.63 1 .92 13 .71
Florids 6 0.8h 356 l.02 26 081 & - 0.17 5 .12
Yen tuelky 280 6.47 1k7 0,12 129 6.38 2 0.08 2 a.as
Tennessee 757 1.0%3 g 1.18 258 1.05 7 0.20 1% 0,46
Alabame 789 1.3 ko8 1.17 352 1,04 16 0.4 13 0.1
Higslssippi 849 1.1 802 1.16 Bos 1.12 19 0. 56 23 055

West South Central 58,162 76,21 25209 7250 25785 75.91  34% 076 .96 9539
Arkansas 1,765 2.971 830  2.%9 866  2.55 26 0.76 83 1.03
Oklzhoma 3,508 5.12 1,914 Be50 1,907 .61 37 1.06 b6 1.1l
Toulstana 5,293 6.95 1,780 5,12 1,80k 4.m e z2.B3 930 22,35
Texss 4y, 200 61.88 20,685 52.48 21,208  £2.4% Z,357 éﬁ.ﬁﬁ 2,95¢ 70.9%

¥ountaln 1060 L3 %6 L& 0 b8 LB 12 9.3 13 .m
Hon tana 35 D. 55 22 G, (}6 If-ir 3. % - - - -
Tdahe 3 0.4 16 0.0% 16 0.03 1 0.0% 1 0.02
Yyoming 53 0.06 20 0,06 23 0.07 - - - -
Colorade 421 0.55 227 0.85 19z 0.57 1 0.03 1 0.02
Hew Hoxieo 252 0.33 117 0.3 130 0.38 1 0.03 b 0.10
Arizona 191 8.25 1z 0.3z Y4 0. 20 8 0.23 k 0.10
Utah 53 0.0%7 %g. 2. 09 19 0.05 - 2 0.08
Hevada o 30 0.0 : 0,06 8 0.02 1 a. 03 1 0.02

 {continued)
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TARLE XX (Continued)

State of Resi- . ¥hite  Tonwidte
dence Tetal Hela Tomale Hale Emale. -
1938 Famher Per Gent Eumbez’ Per Cont Yrumbsr Per Cent Number Per, Cent Number  Per Cent
Racific L86L M 993 .88 81 238 4 1.8 22 958
Yaghington m 0.15 55 016 85 0.16 T 003 - -
California 1,562 2,15 891 2.56 706 2.08 5 1.32 0 0.48
POTAL 76,315 100,90 3%,77% 100,00 33,968 100.00 3,412 160,00 4,161 100.00
Sex Bf Higrznks, vpe %11?, 185-2{9 zﬁﬁ*ﬁi}z, 3?24-91;

09t
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seeBoeording to this enmneration the anownt of smigration
from ruralefarm to urban areas between 1935 and 1940 was
onli 765,797, 8 total elightly lese than the number
(81k,872) counted na moving from urban eenters to farme
during the Seyear peried. In view of what is Jnown about
the levels of natural incremse in city and sountry and the
fact that the wrban pépulation ineréesed rapidly betwesn
1930 and 1940 while the rural-farm pepulastion remained sbta~
tionery, these remulis are opem to werlous question, Fare
ther analysis makes one even more skepntlcel of their
valldity. Thme, 1f the ruralenonfarm aress are grouwped
with the urban, the smewnt of movemsn® from fapm to fon-
fars aress may he caleulsbted. The total secured by sume
ming the reported date is 1,511,573 persons. That for dhe
movement from nonfarm %o farm residence between 1935 and
1940 1e 1,180,795, In other worde, thess data show & neb
loes of farm population due to migration of only 231,278
persong for the entire Seyear period. For the years 1935
to 1939 the estimates of the Puresn of Agriewltural Hoonow
mics indicade a movement from farm to aonfsrm aress of
6,816,000 persone snd & movement in the reverse 8irection
of 4,044,000 people, or a net migration from farms of
2,772,000, Thig estimate 4g in line with what is nown
about the natral increase of ony urban and rural popula-
tigne and about recent changse in the numbers of inhsbi-
tante in rursl and urban aress..

fmi th hag furﬁhar acted that par# of the error in the census snu~
meration probadbly is due to the feet théﬂ versons who had migreted between
1935 and 1940 were not in a pamit1on o giv& information relative to thelir
1935 residence that fitted a&curataky inte the ﬂénsua Burean's teehniocal
categoriss, Thuas, some pérawmﬁ moving from the uninecorporated suburvan
frinreg of certaln cities to homes within the corporate limits of others
wore coumbed as migrnting from one nrban center o another and not ae’
mvine from rurelenonfaram to wrban placee of reslience. This error may
have extended into the movement from farm homesg surrounding an urban
ecenter to a distent ciﬁy.“ Therefore, the deta om numbers are highly

untrus twor thy.

3 smith, Popwlation Analysis, pve 297-92.
¥ 1pid., e 298.
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Data for mizrants to Houston claseified by resldence are nre-
gtubed with the lwwledge thet ’sherﬁ are doubtless errors in the enum-
erstion. Hewaver, 1t 4w the belief of the writer 4hat the data—— if
one keeps in mind their limitations-- do serve a purpess in indicating
the reletive imporisnes of different residentisl catemmries. The writer
further belisves that the date have & dlstinad bims in favor of the vwrban
catepnries,

Of the totel migrants into Houston, 190 cemsts data indicate that
abou’ two-thirds came from uwrban areas. {3% Tovle XKXITI,) Oities of
100,000 or more ascounted for slightly more than one~fourth, and other
urban places accounbed for somevhaly loas %"mn two-F1f8hy of She mdarents.
Trhiga, only about one-third of the total misrands inte Houston csme from
rural aress, aceording to 1340 gensus figureas. It 4s also interecting %o
note that the rvrslenonfarm aress spparently sentriduted more misvants
than the rural-farm aréess. Vhen a further saalysis is mede by color and
sy, one finds thet the whdte niiranis &;at-o ﬁomtsn are more apt to coms
from wrban areas than are Sthe nomvhite migranis. Slighmy over half of
the nonwrite mizrants were reporied as coming from uﬁamx areas. A fudre
ther differeniiation on the basgis of coler sppears %o be thet & greater
propertion of the white migrants tha: of the nowwhite migrante came from
the ruval nonfarm. However, the nonwhiter recordef s mueh hisher propor-
tion of migrants from rural ferm areag then 41d the whites.

By Sex.~- hong~distance migration dnto H@mtanis highly selective
of the male population, whereas mizration frm contiguwone states is seleo-
tive of the female poowlaticn. (fee Tsble YXXIL.) This is in line with

the statement by Baith %0 the effect that Monsediptance mirration,



ABSIDENCE I¥ 1940 OF ALL HICRANTS BY CoLOn

TABLE XXXIIX

A¥D SIX, BY RESIDENCE IN 1935, URBAN AND I * }:GE ROUSTOR®

Rural Ho
Citles Fo Report Report
of Rural Whether ¥hédher
Total 160,080 Other ¥on- Bural Farm or Urban or
or More _Brhan fory ___Yarm Fonfarm _Raral
Tam- Per ¥um- Per Fame Per Home Per  llune Per  Fume Per
ber Cent ber Gent  der Cent ber Cent ber CGent ber Cent
All
Migrants 76,315 2{,306 27.9 29,428 138.6 1ik,2°% 18.6 8,58 11,2 2,813 3.2 118 0.5
¥hite
Male 3,778 10,758 30.9 13,185 37.9 6,223 17.9 3,402 %.8 1,052 3.0 158 0.5
White
Female 33,968 9,767 28.8 13,077 38.5 6,521 19.2 3.5 10.4 945 2.8 109 0.3
Ronwhite
Mals 3.2 %1 10.6 1,532 52.0 633 18.6 717 21,0 196 5.7 07 2.1
Homwhite : . _
Fenanle 4,161 hob 10.2 1,734 B1.6 827 19.9 878 21.1 220 5.3 78 1.9
*Sources mmmiﬁm%%s 1940, Population, luternal Misration, 1935 te 1949,
Color and Sex of Migrants, pp. 96, 183G, Zu{), 372, 464

€9t
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including emigration, scleats exsessive nroportions of malesy shoré-
distonce migraticn is highly eelective of femsles. ™ The sex yatio for
the total migration inte Honeton was 100.1. Vhen ths'19%0 data are broe
ken down by dolor, 1t iz found that the white migrante had a sex ratio of
102.%4, as compared with a sex ratio of 82 for the nonwhites.

By m.m The white misration inte Younston is of very mech greater
importance than the nonwhite migration. Teble XXXIT shows thet of 2 total
of 74,315 migr<nds inte ?immt«::m, 68,742 were white mnd 7,573 were nonwhite,
Vhile the white mig:aﬁiam is }mwily eoncentrated in Texas and the aontige
nove states, 1t also comes te some extent from all of the states.

Mosgd of the nonmwlite migration into Hoveton ecomes from Texas and
Toviziena. Of the total nonvhite migrants, 92.6 per cent came from these
etetes. This migrotion, as would be expected, fo hichly selective of the

farale population.

4 Commoxison of Migration Into Ablants.,
%&!&3& sad New Orleans

A much greater nerceniage of Hovston's migrants (61.8 per cent)
came from the home state tmm wag the cese with Atlanta (52.5 per cent)
er Yew Orleans (29.0 per centy, as s clesr from Teble XXIV. Atlanta
and Yew Urleans had abont the same per cent of thelr migration from eontig-
uwoug states, bub Foiston hsd a mach smeller vnercentage. In the enge of
migration from noncontigsons ebtates, Few Orleans had aboul twice as high

a nerecentase sa the other two ¢ities.

5 smith, Pepulation Auslysis, . 100.



TFABLE XXXIV
MIGRANTS BY TYPE OF MIGRATIOY IN ATLANTA, HOUSTON, AND FEW OBLEANS: 19hko®

Tunber  Per Yumber  Per Fumvor Per
From Cent Fron f}eat ‘¥Froz Hone Gent
Total Ralance of Contigunus Contizaons of
Migranta . of State  Total States . ﬁ.ﬁv_ _ Stotes _Tptal
Atlanta 39,908 20,965 52.6 10,110 25,3 8,830 22.1
Houston 76,315 k7,200 61.8 11,21k 14.7 17,901 23.5

*Source: wmgmmm Efz.. Poonlati
1940, Golor and Sex of Migrants, p. 20.

fon. Internal Migration, 193§ to

$91
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Table XXXV gives a clear ploture of the migration into and out of
Atlanta, Houston, and New Orleans. Houston bad a favorable balance, i.e.,
it recelved many more people than it lost. Houston had & net migration
of +3.5 per cend, as compared with -2.1 per cent for New Orleans and
6.2 per cent for Atlanta. A further analysis by sex reveals that both
Aslanta and New Orleans had s higher net outward migration for the male
than for the female population. In other words, these two &itias vere
loging s mach higher percentsge of nales than females from their popula-
tlons during the periocd from 1935 to 1940. Houston, with its favorable

net migration, sained & higher percentage of females than of males.



TABLE XXXV
IR-MICRANTS, OUT-MICRANTS, AND NET MIGRATION BY 82X FOR ATLANTA, ROUSTON, AND NEW ORLBARS: IW

Per Cent Per Cent "~ Par Cent
 of 1940 £ 19

e Funber  Fopulstion MNumber
2a8a)

Out-Migrants 58,563 19.4 62,845 16.3 37,716 7.6

Fet Higration ~18,659 - 8.2 +13,570 + 3.5 ~10,713 ~-2.1
Esls Ml

In-Migrenta 19,191 13.8 38,186 20.3 13,501 5.8

Out-Miprants 29,946 21.5 32,612 17.3 19,607 8.4

Fet Migration ~10,755 - 7.7 + 5,575 + 3.0 - 6,106 -2.6
Esmals Hisrants , : :
~Ya-¥izrents 20,713 12.7 38,129 19.% 14,002 s.b

Out~Migrants 28,617 17.6 30,233 15.% 18,109 7.0

Het Migration - 7,904 - &9 + 7,896 + B0 - 4,107 <16

1gha, Coler opd Sex of Mievants, p. 25.

L1



SROVTE OF EOPULATICN

The study of population growth mey be broken down into two gensyal
headings, nawelyt (1) that of the growih wﬁiexh hm“' secuvred in the vaed,
and {2) that of the growth which mey ccour ia the fubure. This study
deals with the first of these aspects. Mcarﬂimg to Swmith, atiempts %o
forecast future population srowth are not likely to be very accwrate wne
1@## ene deals entirely with the immedinte futmml The readsr who u
interested in forecasts of the future population of Houston should see
the study devoted rimarily to that sﬁb,jwt by Joseph mﬁmnﬁ

Tt should be borne in mind that the number of persons in o popus
lation cun be influenced by only three factors: fertility, mortality,
and migration. Bush other factors as vrosperity, .73.@{}1‘&%51611. the price
of livestock, ele. ¢an only iInfluence population growth by affecting the
rate of reprodusction, the death rate, or the net migration to or from the
ares being gtﬁdiaﬂg

In this chapter, the growth of Houston's population has been trased
from 1te esrliest census (that of 1850) throuzh the latest one (that of
1950}, The rates of growth in Homgton love been compared with those in
¥ew Orlesns, since New Orleans is the only southrrn eity approaching
- Henston in size. The territorisl growth of Houston from its small degin-

ning to its present-day encompasement of spproximately sn eleventh of the

} Smith, Bopulation snalyeis. v 71
2 wpA Population Study of Houston and the Houston Area" {Unpudblished
Dostoral Disgertation, The University of Houston, 1949),
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a«r&a of Harris County (155 of Harris Sounty's 1,747 square miles) has
elso been desoribed. Finally, some of the emuses of Housten's growth
have been dissusued.
4 Somparison of Ropulation Gxowih in Homston
2nd Hew Orleang

Table XXXVI givee the population of Houston and New Drleans sow
eording to the earliest data aveilable on these cities. Percentages of
population increase are also given for cach year from the earliest o
the latest census veports., As cen be seen from 'famlve XXXVI, Hougton hag
shown much higher vereentase incredses then New Oprleans for 1) e coumw
paradle periods. Thiu rapid rate of growth enabled Houston to surpass
Row Orleans in total population im %the 1950 censug. Yhile 1% is btrwe
that additional annexsbion in 1949 mafe 1% posgible for Hougton to forge
ahesd in the popuvlation race, it is also true that Momslon now has the
larmest metropolitem pepulation in the South.,” The Higration and fersil.
1ty experience of Fouston &s dompared with that hf Wew Orleans would seem
%0 make secure for the foresessble Puture Houston's slaim to its position

ag the largzest elty in the Bouth.

TMeure 35 cutlines the territorial growkh of Houston singe its

Pounding in 1%335 by John X, and A, 0. Allen. FHouston had an area of 9.00

o

3 The term "metropolikan population” is used by the Buresm of the
Censns to refer to the vopvlation in any ziven ¢ity and in asdjacent or
gontiguone areas which have a population denslty of 150 or more per square

mile.
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TABYE XOXVE

POTAL PORPULATION AND TER CXET INCREASH I¥ POPULATION ¥FOR HOUSTOH
A WY ORLEAYS FROM 1810 TO 1950%

- Houston .

Yoar

1810

1820

1830

1840 102,193 121.8
18507 2,396 116,375 13.9
1860 b, 845 102.2 168,675 Iy, 9
1870 9,382 93.6 191,48 135
1880 16,5913 26,0 216,090 12.9
1890 27,557 66.9 242,039 12.0
1500 bl 693 g2.0 287 , 10k 18.6
1910 78,800 6.6 339,075 18.1
1920 138,276 75.5 387,219 14,2
1930 292,352 115,73 458,762 18.5
1950 38k, 51k 31.5 Wk, 537 7.8
1950 590,321 5. 6 567, 25'? 1@.?
*Sources?

PM'& IIK, Pe ‘!"Zb‘ ;,b_ Q ?le IZ ?&rt vI Pe 1&3‘&#‘ m m
of Pooulation ¥ “’gglg,rggﬁnm Seriey Pc»:z. ¥o. 29 (Angust 30,
1952}. Pe 3% Akid.. Serles ""Gw Hn. 3 (September 14, 1950),

Peo Ou

4 Census reports were first available for Houstou in 1850,
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square milos from the time of ite first sepsrate census in 1850 wntil
190k, From 1004 to 1913, this avea was incressed to 15,84 squars miles.
Then 4n the 1913 %o 1920 eva sn addl tdenal annexetion of land brought -
the size of the elty to 35.7¢ square miles. The area wag increased W
72.20 square miles from 1920 to 1930, 4 79.16 sguare miles from 1930
to 1940, and to 155.00 square milea from 1940 e 1950,

The political boundaries of the edty have wadergone roughly egusl
amounts of srowsh in all dirsttions from it8 original settlement on the
gonth side of Puffale Bayown: The gresisst sxitonsion has coowrred in the
cagt along Buffale Bavou and the ship chammel. There is & henvy oconosn-
tration of indunetry, shipping, a2nd odl refining in Shis general srea.
Thie srowth in different directions ns mezsured by annexation hawy besh
sonewhat the same for most of the perieds. For the present city limite,
the ares south of Buffale Bayou seens semewhat greater than that noréh of

Buffalo BDeyou.
m Reagong m Houston's Growth

The medin reasons for Honston's growkh have been the tremendous
migration into the city, largely from Texes and adjacent siates (although
other states have contributed lmporisnt numbers of mdgrante), snd the
phenomenal inerease in the birth rate during the last degmde. The birth
rate im Youston has more than doubled in the nagt ten years.

The high birth rate is due in large part %o the fact that Houston's
industry snd commerce have atiracted relatively large nmumbers of people in
the oroductive age .brm}m%. Thess people are concentrated in the ohilge
producing years of 1ife. Recent data relecsed by the Fouston Chamber of

Oommerce show that the greatest increases in population have occurved in
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iha arens larzely inhabited by workers., The areas lotated rear the indue~
tries ond ehipduilding ceenters have shown sreat increasss in population.
The people living in these areza are relstively young and are in the middle
or lovey sneloesonomle catezories.

There sre a number of economic factors which have aitracted migrants
into Fouston. In the firet plase, Housbon's favorable lossiion from the
standpoint of shipping snd transportation bas helped to make it possidle
for her %o becowe an imporiant wholesale and retail dletribubing volnt.

The shiv chonnel from the coset accommpdates vcean~going vessels with a
draft un %o thirtyp-four Ffeet. Houston i¢ also a fooal volind for nany
large raiirezds and bus and alr lines. Sescondly, natural regources in the
area have helped %o socelerate the growith of Housten. The location ~f oil
fielde nearby has brought about the develupuent of large refineries and
heg made the sity sn important center for the oil industry. The rich
sgricul tural hinterlend hae made Housbton am important lecation for rioe
rills, cotton mills, implemant~ end feed-distributing agencies, and other
form~-supply firms., A third ecoromic faotor is the emsy access to natural
resources, transportation facilities, and the market, which has enceuwraged
mush dndustry So loocate in Houweton., Finally, expsnsion in the etonomic
areas 1isted above has also led to the growih of food msnufasburing sad
Aietributing eompanies, finanelsl corpanies, znd many other service orgeni-

gati nes



BHAPTRER XVYX

QOCLUSIONS AND DMPLICATIONS

The conalusions of this study csn best be wnderstosd within each
ghapter, where the bases of the findinss snd thelr interprotations have
been dealt’: with in some detail. Therefore, i this ehepter the findings
have been presented in very drief form, and an attempt has been mede to
peint out some faplications which may be drswan from the Tasulis.

The population of the Unlted Gtates is beconming incressingly
urban, Hore ané more people are leaving rural arems for urban ceaters.
An importent dovelopment in the population fneresse of the United Btates
has been the exiremsly vapid growth in certain aress. The tGuif Coast has
been such an aren in recent years. The wanld growth of Gulf Cosst cities
poses such questions as "What are the charscteristids of the people in
thase ranidly grovwing urban cenbters?” 'Whak hag drought about their
growthi! smé "How do Shey compare with some of the moye ateble urdan
population centers?l

Houston has Lecome the largest metropolis of the South and iz an
examvle of the great industrial empansion whieh i1s oscurring in many
gouthern citics. There are 394,321 people in the eity, whieh hog an ap~
proximate area of 155 square miles. In 1950 %he popnlation denecity was
3,834 per square mile. The areas of grestest denslty are ‘3.033.&*&&& negy
the center of the eity. However, in the psst descade (aceording to a
Hougbon Chamber of Commerce relsase) these areas have been losing popula-
tion rapidly, whereas the porulation of outlying arsas hus been increasing.

174
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The populakion of Fousbon is larwely white and is likely %o con-
tinue so. An analysis of population growth shows that the nonwhite popu~
lation has a smch lover fertility rate, a much higher mortality rate, and
& proportionately smaller migration experience than the white population,
Yegroes are the only racial group other than ﬁhe whites of numerical sig-
nificance in Houston. The white and Vegro populations have about the
same proporiionsl relat onship in numbers today as they 414 oms hundred
years ago. Negroes are lergely located in Tracts ), 8, 9, 18, 27, 34, 37,
and 38, Lsss than 2 per cent of Houston's population are Fforeign~born
vhite, This growp (about one-third Mexican) ig féwmd in considerable
numbers along Buffalo Bayou. 4 much smaller proportion of Houston's
nopulation is nonwhite than 1s the cage for Atlanta and Vew Orleans.

The poepulation of Houston is concentrated to a considerable ex
tent in the productive sges, & fact which reflects the tempo of life in
this fast-growing, industrial metropolis. Age-szex pyramids reveal thet
the Hegro population ig more highly eméentemtaﬁ in the middle ages and
below than ia the native white population, whereas $he foreign-born white
population is hesvily groupsd in the uwoper midale agwe and aboves« People
over gixty-five years of age sre heavily concentrated in the center of
the eity, whereas children under five are to be found in greater propor-
tion tn outlying areae. FHouwston has a much younger population then
elther Atlante or Mew Orleans.

The sex ratic is gradually declining in Houston, as women have
hecome proportionally more numerous. However, in 1040 the city had a
ratrer high sex ratic for a large rban center, 96. Houston's heavy

jpanstry will prebably continue to attract large numbers of meles and
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thue help to susiain & relstively high sex ratio for the total population.
The forelign~born whites had the highest sex ratie in 1940 {120), whereas
the Negroes had the lewest (88).. The highsst sex ratios are to be found
in the centar of the city and the lowest in the southuwestern ares below.
Buffale Bayou. JHex ratiocs in Housten are mueh higher than those 1n
Atlanta and New Orlsans.

The prepordion of the population which was listed e mareied inm
1940 was adout the wame for Houston as for the other large southern sities.
The pereentage of the pepulation that is marvied is larger today than 1%
was in the early part of Bhe sentury, A higher proportion of the male
population is in the single snd maxried catesories, and & swaller prapor-
tion is in the widowed and divovesd categories, than 1 trues of the female
pepulasion,

Houaton's population has & welatively high level of efucatinsnal
attainment, In 1940 the educational sttainment of the olty was slightly
above that of the urhban United States end much higher thes that of Atlante: -
end ¥ew Orleans: The white population bes & wach higher educational statup
than the Megro population, DPFemales have a highsr efiucational lovel than
males except among the foreigp~born whites. The arsa of hishest odusa~
tional attainment ig¢ the pouthwestern portion of the eity below Buffals
Basyon,

In 1940 almost thrse-~fourtha of the population whs wers fousteda
yoars of age and ~ver were in the laver forae of Houston. . This figure fe
ntgher than that foy New Orleans bub elighily wader that For Atlanta. A
nigher percentage of Houston's labor forde was gongentrated in the “empleyers

and own~acoount workers" category than was true in Atlanta or New Orlesns.
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The latter two citles had highsr proportions of their labor foroes en-

gaped in government work. "Private wage or salary workers®? was, of
e~urse, the most important classification in all three sities. Ionwhite
vorkers wvere relatively more imperdtant in thieg gsroup than white vorkers.
Comparatively high preportions of Housbon's workers wers in the "profes-
sional ¥ "semiprofessional,® "pwopxiat-éra.imnm@m, and officials,” and
felerical and sales" groupinge. Manufagturingy perscnal se¥vices: and
transporation, éﬂmniwﬁion, and other publiec utilities were “he most
imparwt industry groups in Fouston. Manufasturing hag become of ine
ereasing importanee in Hougton's gecupational stzvoture in reeent decadee.

The sreat mejority of Houston's ehurch wembership 1s FProtestont,
with Baptists being the most numerous. New Opleans® ghuveh pepulation is
largely Catholic, vwhereas Atianta’s is even more Fetestant than Eouaton's.
m gongrerations in 2l three sitles are dominated by women.

Houston has, in somparison with Atlanta snd Yew Orlesns, a relatively
high erude death rate. This fact Lo loresly t» be ascounted for by the high
infant mortality rate in Fouston. Death rates and infant mortalily rates
are mach higzher for the acnwhite then for the white population of Housten,
r4fe tables for the cliy indloate that there is great room for improvement
in infant mortality and in general health cenditions of the honwhile popue.
iation. Almost half of the total deaths in Houeton sre due to diceases of
the heart, cancer and other malignant tumirs, and intrecranisl lesions of
vascular origin, with dlgenses of the heard being the number-one killer,

The great population increase in Houston refleects a Wigh hirgh
rote as vwell as a large number of migrants into the olty. The birth rate

hag almoss doubled in the past ten yesrs. In 1948, 1t was 36.7
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Per thousand. Thlg increase may invalidate the common conception thak
large cities heve o relatively low birth rate and sre devendent on rural
areas for the maintenance and prowith of their nopulations. The trend
toward high birdh rates as evidenced by Hoiugton seems to be apparent also
in other large southern citles. ZFEven goms ~f the older cities, such as
Atlenta and New Orleansg, show such a $rend. ¥hile the inorease in dbirth
rates has not been as great in these citles, the increnses are neverthe~
less of great significance. A study of the Tertility of large southeran
urban centers might revesl some gisnificant trends. Our gonesption f
cities ag places of low fertility may have to underze some modifieation
in the future.

Migradion has been sn important source ~f ¥Housbon's population in
the past and will »robably continue to he so for some time in the future.
During the five-year period from 19335 te 1940 Houston hed a net inward
migration of over 15,000, whereasz Atlants =nd Few Orleans both hed a net
ontard misration. ¥ost of thie migration was seleéciive of the whites,
and 1t was larpely from Temas and contipvous states. Houston's industry
and commerce wndoubtedly will continus to atiract many miersmts for some
time in the future.

The high fertility rates and the large net lnward migration ex-
peri~nced by Houston indicate that the oity will eontinue to grow at a
rapid rate and to maintain its position as the largesd eity in the South

for some time to conme.
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TABLE A
DISTAYRUTION OF TEE TOTAL, WHITE, AND NOTWHITE POPWLATINNS OF HQUSTOW BY CUHsUS TRACTS: 1940

Censue Totel ¥nite ¥onwhite Ceneug Tatal Wnite = Fonwhite
et Yusber _ FPopulatic Population Povulation Tract Fumbsr Population Povulation Pevulatiosn
1 b hy2 onG 3.523 26 6,256 5,845 oy
2 7,216 7,195 21 27 13,267 1,765 11,502
3 5,689 %, 578 971 28 6,015 5,621 394
b 10,519 10,485 3k 29 b, 207 5,161 546
5 10,579 10,439 140 30 14,076 13,382 40k
6 ,,j‘? 2,597 360 3 5,218 5,013 205
7 6,360 £,326 38 32 6,707 4,391 316
8 2,814 242 3,572 33 5,341 5,053 1,288
9 184,400 k082 19,318 3k 7.355 1,741 5,614
19 14,354 1k, 559 253 35 6,752 6,702 50
11 11,500 11,459 L1 36 9,903 9,588 315
12 7,117 b, 53k 2,283 37 12,792 200 17,592
13 6,855 6,616 239 38 6,533 8o 6,453
15 £,965 6,593 372 39 6,848 5,758 i,i00
15 10,263 8,1k 2,009 kg 7,607 5,961 sk
16 9,370 7535 1,835 B3 6,212 £,039 173
17 5,588 b, 537 1,051 4z 7:350 6,855 LT
18 13,038 999 12,039 k3 8,746 6,337 409
19 5,b71 8,39 102 il 3,577 3,331 146
20 9,617 9,.‘%9? 110 5 6,689 6,555 134
21 7,701 7.691 10 I 6,916 &, k76 B0
2 11,956 11,92% 21 lyy 2,591 7,539 152
23 8,561 7 487 1,074 b8 3,393 3,358 35
24 &,271 3,728 543 49 T 975 6,028 1,051

25 8,483 8 13& 249 50 I, hid 5,308 143

*souree: Sizbeznth Cengns of ihe UnZled Sistes, m Pepalation
Houg¥on, Zewes, p. M. |



TABLE B
POPULATION DENSITY OF HOUSTON BY CENSUE TRACTS: 19ho*

Census Ares in Rensity. ensus Area in Donsity
Trect Square Popula~ Per Sguare Tract - 8quare Popule~ Per Square
Homber  Miles  ‘tion Jiles , Sunber LERE . Hileg
1 0.830 b b2 ' 26 0,45 6,246 13,788
2 ﬁ‘ggﬁ 7,216 . g‘?‘j 27 G«ﬁ?g 13,267 2%&53
3 0.94%9 5 649 5 953 28 8.931 £,015 6,563
‘B 1,029 10,519 10,223 29 1.738 4,707 2,708
5 1,29% 16,579 8,1?5 30 1.075 14,076 13,094
6 1.13% 3.257 2,870 71 0. 414 3,?18 12,604
? 5.836 6,364 1,090 32 e 397 6,707 16,854
B 0. 634 3,814 6,016 33 0.295 5,341 18.108
o 1.697 14,800 8,k86 3k 2.749 7,355 10,048
10 1,421 b, 354 16,10% 35 0.8%9 6,752 7,612
11 1.059 11,50 10,858 36 b by 2,903 2,212
12 1,127 7,117 6,315 37 8,738 12,792 17.333
13 2.032 6,855 3,362 38 2.791 6,533 8,259
14 1.936 6,955 1.770 39 3,525 4,548 13,084
15 1.854 15,243 5,525 &3 0.770 7,607 9,879
14 2,708 9,370 13,290 L] 1.358 £.212 4,588
17 0.972 5,588 5 g h2 1.0482 7,350 7,054
18 1.778 13,038 7.333 43 2.088 8,746 3,231
19 1.065 8,471 7.95% hidy 1.928 3,677 1,803
20 0.978 9,417 9,833 b3 2.991 6,689 9,542
21 2.719 7,701 10,1 i 1.195 6,916 8,757
22 1.800 11,046 6,657 iy %, 249 2,50 797
23 0.778 8,561 11,608 42 3,272 3,393 1,035
20 0.559 4,27 8,75 by 3.296 7,075 2,147
25 8.671 8,323 13,285 50 F.P61 b 48 1,183

’-"ﬁeﬁrcesé Garl H. ?asenqnis% and %&%@r Gorden Browder, M g%g mg—mﬁ (ﬁustm:
The University of Texes, 191?2}. 'p. 26§ Siztsenth Q@ﬁuﬁ &amm 1940, Bomulstion ad
Houeing, Statistics for Oengag Zracts, Rovghon, Texes. 1040, . 4.

881
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TABLE O
TORN TGN BORE mum POPULATI N OF HOUSTON MY CRNSUS TRACTS: 1940%

Consus %reim»ﬂem ﬁenmm " Forelm~Sorn
Tract ¥hite Popm Trac b White Popa-
X hé 26 531
2 ok, 29 283
3 178 28 452
§ 260 29 270
5 272 30 693
é B1 a1 s
7 182 3)? 530
8 70 13 663
9 251 3k 326
16 795 35 508
11 332 36 565
12 15% 37 155
13 218 38 102
ib 241 39 597
15 %58 % 500
16 871 hy 164
17 761 L 181
18 177 43 176
19 8ay Lly 181
20 600 45 501
2 207 46 293
22 356 by 102
23 1,118 48 105
2h 352 ] 206

25 b57 50 114‘3




TABLE B

DISTRIBETION OF THE POPULATI ¥ BY AGE AYD #EX FOR BE TOTAL, BDATIVE WHITH, .
FOREIGNBORN WEITE, AND ¥RORO POPULATIONS NP BEOVSTON: 1080%

Total Population Rative White Population Foreizn~Born White
Age . . ‘ Fopulation
Male Yemale d Female ML e

Under 5 3.48 3.49 3.7% 1.73 0.08 6.09 3,19 0.09

59 3.3 3.35 | 3.3; 3, b7 0.18 0.18 3.27 0.18
10-1% 3.63 3.69 3.83 3.79 0.31 6.36 3.5%  0.36
15-19 1.83 L, h8 b, 03 k.63 0.82 0.98 3.72 2.98
28-24 b, 55 5.7 4,82 5,58 1.48 1.90 .21 1.90
2520 5.3% 5-93 5.53 5.75 z.80 3.3% 5.4  3.39
30-3h 5,12 5.38 5,12 5.19 b, 67 b,02 5,19 L.o2
35-3¢ .5 4,59 .57 .53 6.6k 5.4 5.27  5.4b
Bowhls 4,06 3.75% 3.88 3.81 6.79 5.43 k16 5.3
B5-10) 3.29 2,98 3.09 2,58 7.15 i, 88 3.28 W88
50-54 Z.53 ?.25 2.bh 2.0 6.84 4,73 2.0k 4.78
55-59 1.7% 1.47 1.68 1.68 5.58 3.87 1.2 .87
b0mbh 1.22 1.30 1.19 1.35 3.91 .27 0.83  3.27
6569 6.92 1.0% 0.8 0.99 3.10 2.66 0.77 2.66
707l C0.33 0,64 0.50 0.62 1.8% 2.03 o481 2.03
75 years and over 0.49 0.65 0.4 0.6%5 2.35 2.15 .32 2.15
*Bource: Sixtesnth Cangus of the Unilted States. 1340, Po

061



TADLE B
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TR0 WOUANRS SHOWING THE DISTRIBUTION BY A OF THR NATIVE WHITE,

FORBIORBORY WS wx, AND RGN0 POPULAYIONS OF WIUSTON: 19%*%
ﬁﬂ&i’ﬁ
mewm
529 104, 48 5.97 101. 40
10-18 1ok, 1) Q. 59 102, P
15-19 104,82 21.69 100.00
2024 104, 00 34, 00 1.00. 00
25 20 100,00 sh, 8y 109.73
30w3k $8.10 82,86 109,52
35~39 93.81 125,74 115,46
bowlily 96.15 156. 41 10%.85
4500 9. 24 19047 100,00
50=5k 97.92 241 .88 81.25
5559 100.00 279.51 74,583
80-64 100.00 262,00 64, Q0
65=59 80.00 290,00 85,00
P O 91.67 325,00 75,00
75 years '
and over 100.00 109,09 63.63
* Tatal Population of Fouston = 100,
,! Sonree!

Sixteenth Census of the Unlted Staves. 1940. Dopwlabion, Vel. II,

Pwt n, De 1&%#
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POPULATION OF HOUSPOW UFDMR FIVE YHARS OF AOT BY CINSUB TRACTS: 194o*
Census  Fopulation  Per Cent Gengug  Population Per Cent
Traet vn.m I?Wa ﬁh&er :&?wa "Pmeh %‘m&@r JFiwa Under Ié‘i,va

1 S 11.58 26 1 2,1
2 60%‘ 8.37 &7 6%% 5

3 6 8,y 28 379 6.20
t 682 6. 48 29 281 5.97
g Bz 7. 76 30 750 533
é 309 9. 55 31 1873 3051
? 688 10,81 b Fia 22h 3,35
B 284 745 33 31 5.58
] 1,074 . b6 3 hag é. 54

10 1,048 7.7 35 442 5.07

11 645 5.6l 36 739 745

1z 559 7,85 37 795 6.18

3 637 9.29 38 L2 6,77

1k 55% 8,00 Eg 306 b, 477

15 859 8.28 i 220 2.89

16 753 8.0k e-a 336 5,51

17 553 2,90 b2 kao 5.71

18 899 6,90 iy 519 7269

19 o915 10.80 iy 159 3. 7L

20 899 9435 5 300 4, 48

21 564 7.15 T 36 6.30

22 887 7.583 47 209 &.09

23 929 16.85 b8 306 9.89

2k 360 8.3 49 707 .99

25 275 3.28 50 387 8.70
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TABLE &
POPULATI W OF HOUSTON SIXTYwFIVE YHARS F aGH AND OVER

BY OXHSUSE TRADTSS
}.Q!&’J

Topmlattom  Per fent ?é§ﬁlaﬂmm " Fer Dent
Gensus  Stxtywdive .  Bixiy-Five Gensue  Sixty-Pive Eixty-Tive
Tracd TYesrs of Age Teare of Age  Tragt Years of Age Years of ige

Hogber  ond Over _ and Over = Humber ond Over gnd ver .
1 173 4 26 o é6.31
2 257 _ g.a& o B%6 3. ge;
3 268 by - 28 229 365
4 594 5. 65 29 125 2. 66
5 379 2. 58 30 Bzo 5.8k
& 118 1,62 11 8 8.4
7 216 2,39 32 323 b, 82
8 118 3.09 23 24 &, 9k
9 k5o 3.19 3b 230 3.12

10 716 .99 35 2%y 8,06
11 621 5,50 36 311 314
12 332 t, 66 37 Log 3.35
13 268 T4 50 38 201 3.08
14 309 b,y %9 70 6.86
15 500 iy, 88 ) 566 7ehg
18 1 %.%9 5 221 %.56
19 198 7. 54 he 796 .03
18 476 3.65 B3 223 331
19 %8 3. 40 Ly 189 5.5
20 280 2.9%. "“4’5 307 Iy, Gty
£4 75 3. 57 i b b, sh
29 2y 3. 582 iyp 124 I, 79
22 273 3419 b 9 277
2 145 3.86 L] ZH9 3.38
25 529 5. 31 50 194 Iy, 3@
*Seurces :.gm&b. Gensus ,.i L@; Uniled &m Jé.m b idon snd

Housjag, Statistics for Censvs Irscts. z_.mwm am
PP M



TARLE H

194

WDEX FOMBERE SEWING THE RRLATIVE IMPORTANCE OF RAUY 40R GROUP IN THR

TOTAL. POPULATIONR OF ATLANTA,

BOUSTN, AND NEN ORLAANS: 193}{3‘%

Sroup it iountor _Hew Oriesns
Under § years 102.99 104, 48 100,00
59 101,49 98.5% 101. 47
16-14 96,20 92.41 3{36 33
15-19 162.30 95. 40 175,75
2028 110.99 199,89 93.4%
25-29 117,98 125,56 193.33
Fom3h 115.48 125.00 108.%3
35-39 113.92 122,78 111.39
LOwdsly 100,00 105.41 104,05
P ] 86.85 91.730 97.10
50.54 8. 75 BL.36 89.83
5559 80.85 72,34 &9~3€
6570 79.31 68.97 93-; 10
P0w £5.00 60,00 85.60
73 years and ‘ ‘
ovey 9,90 5ﬁ.ﬂ® 75.00

*Urlen populetion @f the vmtm Btates = 100,

+Sourest

Part ﬁi, Pe W

the Upited States, 1940,

Part I, p. zﬁiﬂé}ﬂ&., '%m 1, Part 11, b, ﬂ??&“ 1 i

'. i,‘m. 11,

¢ Abid., Vel. II, Pewt VI, p. 1044,



195
PABLE I

$7% RATION BY AGE POR PHE TOTAY (ALL OLASSHS) BATIVE WHITE, ¥OREIGH-BRE,
WEITE, AND NEGRO POPULATIONG OF HOUSTON: 1ohow

Age Totsl Popu~  Hative Fare&gﬁ«%m |

Group lation (A2} Yhite Whi%ﬂ Yegro
Glassaﬁs) Population Pomulation Paonlatd

Undey 5
years 99. 4 100.6 92.49 85.6
59 99.5 101.9 100.0 9.7
10m1 i o8, 2 101.0 851 98.9
15-19 85.5 87.0 83 3. go.7
% S . 2 94.1 82.4 775
30w 35.1 98.5 116.0 83,0
h&.&t& 108.3 107.3 125.0 106.2
b9eb9 110.5 107.1 146.0 110.5
50§y 112.0 108.7 14%.0 110.2
55«59 104.2 9a.7 Thd. 1 104.9
&0-64 93.5 88. 4 119.5 10%.5
£5-69 B7.% 8%.1 116.4 80.6
F0m7h 83.1 21.0 90.9 B6.2
75 years and ‘
over 75,1 67.4 109.0 B3.4

*Sourast

VQI.TI Part VI, p. 1ok,
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TABLE §

FRE RATIOS DY CENSUS TRACTS ¥OR HOUSTON: 1940%

Gensug Tract © Sex ﬁengm Tract Sex R

Humber ~Sakla. e SHBREY, cmreremin .- 5 [ O
1 8Yy. 66 26 ‘ 139, %0
2 100,93 29 87.04
3 98.14 28 85. 59
L 94, 29 29 80.83
2 99.68 30 88,36
é 1058. 62 N 91.59
7 109,27

8 89, 56

9 oh. 57

10 99,28

11 oly. 32

12 99, 24

1 105.49

14 98.77

15 97 .66

156 0.8

17 108,27

18 97.35

19 105.7%

20 10&.01

2 107. 24

22 98.97

23 102.2

ok 10080

25 128.1¢0

*me—s ;;sgg;;m ﬁwm gﬁ m United B
Heouaing, Statistics for “d e
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TABLE K

MARITAL STATUS OF THE MALR AND FEMALE POPULATION FIFTEEN YRARS OF
AGR AND OVER IN WOUSTON: 104p*

crowp  Tale Femis Fals femis Tais remis ere ressis
15-19 97,1  80.1 2.8 19.0 = 0.2 = 0.9
2024 62.6 367 361 5.5 0.3 L1 1.0 2.8
2529 1.5 18,5  65.8 4.3 0.6 2.5 2.1 4.9
30-34 18.0 1.9  77.8 773 1.1 b8 3.1 6.0
45239 1.1 9.3 816 V6B 1.7 8.2 3.6 61
oLt 1.1 7.5 B2 WY 2.9 12.2 9.9 8.6
h5.559 8.8 6.5 839 &6 b1 18.8 3.8 5.4
50~ 54 7.8 %1 Bl.6 63.9 6.7 26,0 3.9 k.0
55.59 8.0 4.8 9.3 55.0 8.8 3,9 3.9 3.6
0564 8.5 5.8 78,2  h6.0 13.3 46.0 3.0 2.2
65-69 8.3 5.9 9.6 13.7 19.2 88,6 2+9 1.8
7074 8.4 5.4 6.2 225 281 M0 23 14
75479 10.1 &6 52.7 140 35.1 80.B 2.1 0.6
80~ 8l 8.7 3.5 b6.0 9.4 B4 BSLE 1.2 0.7
A5 and ever 1.5 &7 28,0 3.4 60,2 91.8 0.l -

*sources Siztemnth sonth Ganmms of the Uaitied States. 1940, Popmlabion, Vel. IV,
Pars 1V, ». 519. ‘
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PLBLE L

HARITAL STATUs OF THE WHITE MALE AND FEMALE POPULATION FIPIREN YZARS
OF AGE AND OVER IN HOUSTIE: 1940%

oremp _

15-19 ‘

20w 24 639 375 WS 5943 042 0.7 1.0 2.5
25-29 32,0 1844 65.5 T5.6 Bule 1.7 2,1 b.3
30m34 17.6 1.7 787 79.7 07 3.b 3.0 5.2
35-39 12, 9.2 82.6 .6 1.3 5.8 3.7 Sk
Ho-ids 10,6 7.6 83.6 78.1 2.2 9.3 3.6 5.9
Ls.ho 8.0 6.5 85.2 73.3 3.2  15.6 3.6 k.8
5054 7.2 6. 2 834 674 5.6 22.3 3.8 %9
55~59 7.7 8.2 80,6 57.7 7.8 32.2 3.9 1.9
6064 8.3 5.8 6.6 W75 11,9 446 3.1 2.1
6569 8.2 6.0 7.5 353 17,4 570 3.2 1,7
70=7k B.% 8.9 3.4 2.2 26.0 696 2.2 0.9
7579 10.8 b7 5%.6 187 335 80.2 2,1 Ok
308 Bole 3.7 L 9.1 3.0 56.8 1ok ol

Pepulation, m. m

*Sourcet mmamwm L&%
Part IV, p. 519.
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TANLE W

MARITAL STAYUS 7F TER NONWEITE MATR AND FEMALE POPULATION YIFIRAN YERARS
OF AGB AND OVER IN ROUSTON wrm*

é;;_ - } ; 8. %rie K&uamla

15-19 96.1  79.0 3.7 19.6 0.1 0.6

20= 24 7.5 3.2 0.3 60.0 0.8 2.1 1.8 3.9
25m29 29.7 18.3 65.7 707 1.3 4,8 2.3 60
038 9.4 12,3 B 70,8 2.6 8.8 3.2 8d
35-39 15,2 95  78.5 68.0 %1 185 3.2 8.0
BOmdsdy 13.9 P2 7.1 63.5 S.8 2.4 4.5 7.9
b5 13.6 6.8 76,9  56.9 T4 29,7 .3 6.8
50-54 16.5 5.4 3.0 8B 11,5 B2 ko6 B.6
55-59 9,5 5.6 725 K6 12 k8.6 3.8 b2
6064 97 5.9 65.8 36.8 #l.1 5.6 249 3.2
6569 B. b 5.8 611 27.6 2B.1 65.0 2l 1.6
?20=74 B8 5.6 50.9 140 8.4 PB.L 2.2 2.0
7579 5.7 WO 47.5 97 B3 8.7 2.5 1.6
80-8k 10,9 2.5 37,5 118  51.6 835 - 243

5% and ever 5:& S G a 2549 5 é -6?0 2 5%, 7 1.7 0.}

*3ourceid Wﬁ% of the United Biates. 1940, Populstion,
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TABLE W

MAIPAIL STATUS OF THE MALE AND FEMALE POPULATION FIFTRIN YEAREZ OF ASR
ARD OVER IR HOUSTON: 1910%

Age __ Singie. Harried .“ff." d... Diwpyosd. . .
Group . uale E‘amatla Male TFemale Male Yemale Male Yemale
15-2% 84,0 60.%  15.2  36.3 0.5 2.2 0.3 1.1
25mlsly 28.5 13.6 66.8 724 3.6 11.6 1.4 2.4
45 and over 10,3 3.9  72.6  52.0 16,1 42,7 1.0 1.4

*Sources m;é;mwmmﬁmmm Siates, 1910, Bepmlationy Vol. I,
B £y »
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TARLE Q

MARTTAT SPATUR AF THE MALE AND FEMATE POPULATION PIFTERN YEARS OF AGE
AFD OYER IN ATTANTA: 15ho®

15-10 3.6

2024 39,5

2529 29.1 22,6  65.2

3034 16.7 15.7 BQ.7

3539 11.6 11,3 84.5

BOWBl 8.9 9.5 95,5 48,7 1.5 18,1 2.2 7
BS54 7.5 9.3 856 62.7 b9 25,2 2.1 3.0
50 50 2.2 8.5 84,2 36,7 6.6 2.5 2.0 2.3
55-59 6.8 B.6 B31 482 9.1 M0 LA 2.3
6068 é.2 9,0 79.2 40,8 13.2 49,1 1.4 1.1
é5-69 5.9 8.0 7B 29.6 18,5 619 12 0.7
»0-7h 6. 7.h 67,7 186 251 7Y 8.8 0.3
2479 41 8T 583 12.9 J6.8 79.0 0.8 -
80-84 3.0 7.6 48, 4 549 k7.8  B6.6 0.8 -
8% and over 1,1 6.7 37,5 3.7 sa.k  Bo.b - 0.2
*sowrce! Hixiesnih Gmamus of Al Unlled Stalss, 1940, Papulatlon, Vol. 1,

Part 11, pp. S510-11.



TABLE P
MARITAL, STATUS OF mgmm AND FEMALE POPULATION FIFTOMN YEARS OF AGB

IN WEW ORLRAMS:

1gho%

202

Gigzg ) Hale Pemdls Qﬁ% mﬁi”fu
1519 97.6  B7.4 2.8 12,4 - 01 - 0.1
2024 62,86 47,3  29.9 51 0.l 0.6 0.2 1.0
2529 36.8 28,5  62.%5  70.9 0.4 1.8 0.7 1.8
30-3% 22,5 18,0  75.6 75.4 0.7 a1 12 2.5
35-39 16.3  13.8 80.5 755 1.6 7.8 1.6 29
0wttt 13.8 150 82,2 71.5 2.4 12,8 1.6 2.7
kst 13.1 12,0 81,3 66,7 hO 19,1 1.6 3.2
505k 12,8 12,2 79.4  59.2 6.l 7.1 1.8 1.5
55~59 12.5 132 76,5 50,1 9.5 351 15 1.6
60654 12.6 1.3 72,3 394 13.7  45.5 1.4 0.8
65w69 12.0 16,2  66.9 27,0 20,0 56.3 1.1 0.5
7071 13.1 6.4 38,1 17,7 2B.0  65.6 08 0.3
75+79 13.8 7.4 47, 9.9  38.%  72.3 1.1 0.4
80w 8l 11,7 17.6 806 5.2 .1 7.0 2.6 0.2
1.8  13.8 252 27 533 8.5 0.7 =

8% and over

*gourcet

Pard II, o 95



MEDLAN BOEOOL YBARS COMPLETED FOR PYRSONS TWENTY~VIVE yas

TABLE Q

OVRE FOR HOUSTON BY QXUSUS THAGTS: 1obho*

203

A5 OF AGE AND

Gensus Traat

" ma’im Sehml _

ﬁwst‘m %rmt

Mim &ehw& ,,

1 7.‘3’ 26 1‘3&?
2 &1 29 7.5
3 B.h 28 12.2
& 10.6 29 13.6
[ 9.6 30 12.3
6 8.1 1 120
? 8.6 32 11.1
B 7.5 73 8.8
g 73 3 7.5
16 8.7 35 12.2
11 11.0 46 12.0
12 8.3 37 7.8
13 7.7 38 6.8
1h 2.4 19 11.8
15 a2 49 12.7
18 7.3 &1 12.%
17 5.9 b2 12.9
18 7.0 iy 12.9
19 8.4 by 12.7
20 8.5 W5 12.5
22 10.3. -4#'? 13;0
23 6.9 Be : 13.!}‘

— N 2m 20



TABLE R

PERURSTAGY DISTRIBUTION OF BAINIUL WORKHRS TEN YEARS OF AGEK AKD OVER IN
HOUSPON BY GENFRAL DIVISIVH OF OUCUPATIONS: 1900«1936*

ﬁkj@!‘ O¢otpation

Srowp 1900 1930
Agricul ture 1.5 1.1 0.9 07
Forestry and Fighing - - - -
Extraction of Minerals . 3.2 1.0 0.8

Hanufaoturing and Mechanieal Induetries 21.6 27,0 430.1 29,5

Trade and Communication 32.5 12.1 11.8 10,7
Transportation - 16.9 16.0 17.3
Pudlic Services - 1.6 1.7 1.6
Professional Services 5.7 6.0 £,7 7.0
Donestic and Personal Services 38,7 25.7 17.7 19.0
Clerieal - 946 14, 5 3.3.

BHLO » Yﬂln II,

.W%wé’?% 745 haer

!' £ f 7.,&_2 E,. A.‘~

eupations by Stateg),




TASLE 8

PFRORNTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF MALE GAINFUL WMKERS TAN YEARS OF AGH AND OVER
IN BOUSTON BY GHNBRAYL DIVISIOE OF WOUPATIONSt 1900-1930%

Najor Geoupation T ' L ¥arcenieses. . ...
Group —— — _ 1900 1910 1929 1930
Acwionl tars 1.9 1.4 1.2 0.9
Torestry and Tishing ~ - - ,.
Extrastion of Minerals - 0.3 1.4 1.1

¥anufactering and Mechanical Induntries 24,2 2.9 46.5 7 4

Prade ond Communicabtion b6 15.8 4.5 13.7
Transportation - 20.6 18.8 20.2
Publie Services - 2.1 2.2 2.2
Profesgional Services 8.6 by 8.2 5.5
Domestic and Persomal Servicesg 26,7 11.1 7.6 8.3

Clerical e ! n.@ 12.6 153‘?




TARLE P
TERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF FRHEALE Gal UL WONEHAS T YWARD 0P A0B
AT OVER 1IN EOUSTON B SZHNEAY :DI mmx
OF 0CQUPAT ISt 190 %—1@30*

Hajor Uocaprtion - e JSTosntages

Grown - . 1500 1910 1920 3935
- Agrd eul ture - - - 0,1
Fores¥ry and Fiehing - - - -
Extrastion of “inersls ~ - - -
Manufasbaring and Vechaniceal Induwstries 10.5 11.0 12.2 £.8
Trade and Comsunicabion 7.9 2.1 b.1 2.8
Tyangportation “ 4.0 8.1 9.6
Pablic Bervices - - - .1
Ppofessional Services 6.0 7.6 D3 11.0
Dgmestic and Personsl Servises 26,0 65.9  b6.5 1.5
P1-rieal - .4 19,8 2043
*swareeﬁ ‘ ﬁmmm&ﬁm e ¢ Véin 1’1,

ﬁaﬂ Ytl‘ p."?g Mmirteent



TEROMIRATIONAL MEMBERSATP IN ATLANTA, HOUSYOR, AND NEW ORLBANS: 1936°

TABLE ©

Penomination

Anerican 9014 Catholies
Ameriean Rescue VWorkers
Agsenmdlies of God, Osmeral Comcil
Baptist Bodlest
Colored "rimitive Baptists
Hegro Bapiigts
Primitive Bantists
Southern Baptist Conventlon
Christian and Missionary Alliance
Chriat's Senciified Holy Chmreh Colored
Chureh of Christ
Shurch of Chriat “nliness
Church of Chrigt. Ssientist
Chareh of dod and Sainta of Clrist
Charch of God in Chrish ,
Chureh of the Iivine God, "The Pillar and Ground
of Truath®
Crhurch of ths Hagarene
Chorenes of Christ
Ghaorehes of Gods
Qimroh of Bod
Cimreh of God {Headgusriers, Anderson, Ing.)
Tomlingon Chureh of God
Charches of CGod, Folinees
Shurohes of New Jerusalen
Congregationnl and Christlan Chmrches
Congregationsl Holiness Church

Tl e |t~ By

ny B4R

375

18,822

3,029

k5
660

257

30
107

482

- Fumer of ' of g
Ohurches Membera ﬁhnrches Henbers %v:rcbes Hembers
1 2k - -
2 226 13 1,363
z 51 - -
129 32,085 132 41,579
5 328 1 100
28 28,358 19 17,481
1 192 - -
- - 1 32
1 L2 - -
2 56% & 854
3 200 - -
- - 11 300
- - 5 566
1 252 2 319
5 1,808 io 1,857
i 188 " -
£ 149 3 195
2 231 - -
2 1,302 - -
Iy 86y 1 81
1 Thd - -

IRV B BN R

“Source: Cengus of Relis

s Bodles, 1976, Vel. I, op. b50-51, Su0-i1, 602

402



TABIRE U {Continwed)

Denomination

Pisciples of Christ 7,158
Bastern Orthodox Chwrohest

Greek Orthodox Church (Hellenic) 1,500

Syrian Antiochian Church 166
Bvanpeliean snd Reformed Chureh 163
EBrangeliecal Tntty of Bohemlan & Horavian Brethren in

¥orth Americas -
Federsted Churches 109
Independent Chuarches =
Independent Fepro Churches -
Jewigh Conrresetions 12,060
Latter-Nay Saintes

Ohoreh of Jegug Chriet of Latier-Day Salnts 1 223

Reorganized Churgh of Jesus Christ of Lalter-Day Saints o -

Butherang?
American lmtheran Chorch
Evanzgelical Tmtheran Auwpnstens Synod of Horth Americs
Brangelical Tmtheran Synod of Miesouwrdi, Ohio, &

§
¥

H
3

Other States 1 10
Regro Hission 1 3
United Lutheran Slurch in America 2 574

Libveral {(atholies 1 30

Hethndiazt Bodies:
Africen Yethodist Foiscopal Chureh 33 10,281
Afriean Methodist Episcopal Zion Chureh 5 759
Golored Yethodist Eniscopal Church 5 2,027
Free Yethadisi Chureh of North America 2 G0
Methodlist Epliscopal Chureh 1z  X7h
Methodipst ¥piscopal Chureh, South 28 24,832
Few Crperesationsl 3 265
Yealeyan Methodists 1 27

L - IR Y R T

LN B R

W e 00 Ry B

o pad

b

b, 572
310

'13.,%2*

18
353

609
609
3,150
485
ol
120
2,077

27
b, 526
13,535

L B

1 1

o one ¥ f

W

Yl o

o]
et B B W ]

[

3,286
b5
96

2,055
5,010

goz



TABLYE U (Centinusd)

PLAY T ROUSTUE  R¥W ORLEANS
Denomination Kby q&__w . Jamder of Tumber of
Churches Vembers Clurches Members &hm"ehes Hembers
Hationsl Spirttualist dsgociation - - 2 by - -
Pentaconial Ascembllest _
Interrational 2 309 - - - -
Pentacostal Assemblies of Tesus Chried - - 1 A1 - -
Pentacostal Chureh of God in Ameriea, Ine. - - 1 68 - -
Pentacogtal Fire Breturen 1 i1 - - - -
The Pentacostal Church, Incorporated 1 17 b 508 - -
Plymouth Bretimen 1I i 2k 1 140 - -
Presbyterian Podiess '
General Synod 1 288 - - - -
Presbrterian Uhuren in the United States 19 9.}57 pie) 4,959 G 3,966
»’reeﬁ,;wﬂwn Crureh in the Unlted States of Americe - b 1,835 & 526
Protestont Tmiscopal Church 10 iéa,féi?,{} i1 7.233 12 8,377
Roman Catholies é 8,430 22 29,477 53 191,933
Salvation Srmy L 155 1 238 1 1kb
Seventl-Day Adventict Denomination 2 62t 3 10 2 3
Priumph the Clurch and Kingdon of God in Christ 1 55 - - - -
Eﬂimia&m - - 1 80 1 100
TOTAL 152,083 335 154,260 284 264,370

35k

602



TARTE Y

FERTILITY RATION BY CENSUS TRACTS FOR HOUSTOM: 19kow

Census Tract F&I‘til&t:’ Census Tract Fertility

elumber . Ratio .. . Nomber . ‘ Batio
1 428,48 26 wh, 14
2 312.63 27 7. 9%
3 313.36 28 178,81
& 230436 29 173. 24
5 269,62 30 176.18
6 359.30 31 116.90
7 h13. 46 32 100.62
8 297,66 33 187,46
9 242,66 % 199.67
10 258,93 35 163.95
11 195.01 36 2372.82
12 276.03 37 108.49
i3 360.29 - 38 197.67
1% 258.18 39 209.73
15 305,04 140 92,40
16 293.00 i 161,62
17 380459 b2 168.81
18 229,22 L3 227,445
19 .21 Iy 109, 51
20 337,84 L5 152,18
21 251.78 46 195,78
22 248, 573 Iy 284,57
23 h27.51 L8 167.58
2k 312,23 ho 37k, 07
25 113 36 50 304,72

*Source! W%&mimmm lﬂ% orilation gnd
m& Stetiatics for Census Zracts, m&m .‘@.ﬁm lﬂ*ﬁ.ﬁ'
P .
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TABLE W

TEATHES FROM SELROTED CAUSES IE APTANTA, HOUSTNE,
AND WEW ORLBANS: 1948%

Atlonta Hougtnn Yew Orleang

Jotal Deaths Ja3) 5,123 6,093
Typhoid and paratyphoid fever L1 1 3
Cerebroapinal (meningoeoccus) ‘

meninritie - - 2 7
Bearlet fever - - 1
¥hooping eourh 2 6 1
Pephtheria 1 - 3
Tuberenlosie 133 210 208
Bysentery 5 4 3
Halaria . 1 -~
Byphitie a8 58 114
Heagles ' - 3 -
Poliomyelitis, polioencephalitie 1 19 1
Cancer and other malignand tumors iy 62 841
Agute rhedmatis fever K} 2 2
Diszbetes mellitus 78 98 162
Pellagra {(excent sleoholle) ' 5 ] -
Intracrenial lesions of vaseular origin 38z 392 Ly
Digenses of the heart 894 1,4 2,193
Ppeumnnia (a1l forms and influensza) 143 213 245
Plaprhen, enteritis, and ulaerat.ion

of intestines 18 104 26
Hephritis 788 236 357
Diseagas of vregnandy, c¢hildbirth, & _

the pusrveriun 7 20 16
Congenl tal malformations b6 i
Pyromatwre birth , 113 258 189
Other disesses ~eculisyr teo early

infanoy ok 86 103
Suielde 29 57 42
Homicide 89 129 56
Kotor-vehicle aceidrnts 72 166 78
Other accidents 148 207 234
Senility, 11ledefined, snd unknown

eausea 22 123 15
A1l other causes 394 595 568

“Source? ..&%&} mmmm 1948, Part II. PPa 522~23.
e o
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June of 1943 to Miss Jane Wyatt Fudasill, of Woodville, Virginia, he
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