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MOBILITY OF THE POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES
MARCH 1957 TO 1958

One-fifth of the civilian population 1 year old
and over 1Iin the United States moved between March
1957 end 1958, according to the results of the annual
mobllity semple survey conducted by the Bureau of the
Census, Department of Commerce. Of the 168 million
persons 1 year old and over 1n March 1958, about 133
million (79,7 percent) were living in the same house
as in March 1957; about 33 million (19.8 percent) were
1living ina different house within the United States;
and 840,000 (0.5 percent) had moved from outside con-
tinental United States, Of the 33 million who moved
within the - United States, 22 million (67 percent)
changed residences within the same county and 11 mil-
lion (33 percent) moved from one county to another.
This latter group of persons wes &bout equally di-
vided between those who moved within the same State
and those who moved between States (table 1),

In March 1958, intracounty movers, intrastate
migrants (from one county to another), and inter-
state migrants constituted 13.0, 3.4, and 3.3 per-
cent, respectively, of the population 1 year old and
over, The corresponding percentages for April 1957
were about the same; and, in general, those for the
annual surveys since 1948 have shown considerable
stability (figure 1). Although there was slightly
less mobility than usual in the 1949-1950 period,
the economic downturn that began in the latter half
of 1957 was not reflected 1in any net slackening of
mobllity in the 1957-1958 period.

The data 1n this report are estimates based
on the Census Bureau's Current Population Survey.

Since the estimates are based on a sample, they are

subject to sampling variability. Particular cere
should be used with regard to smaller figures, as
well as small differences between figures, as ex-
plained in the section on source and rellability of
the estimates.

For sale by the Bureau of the Census, Washington 25, D. C.

TYPE OF RESIDENCE

The data on the 1957-1958 mobility of the popu-
lation classified by urban and rural residence in
March 1958 Indicate that, as usual, people living in
rural-nonfarm areas had been more mobile than people

Iigﬁre 1,--MOVERS ' BY TYPE OF MOBILITY AS PERCENT OF THE
CIVILIAN POPULATION 1 YEAR OLD AND OVER, FOR THE UNITED

STATES: APRIL 1948 TO MARCH 1958
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1iving in either urban or rural-farm areas, About
one-fourth of the rural-nonfarm population had changed
residences as compared with one-fifth of the urban
population and one-geventh of the rural-farm popu-
lation (table 2), Most of this movement probably
did not involve any change 1in type of residence,
however; for example, most movers 1living in urban
areas had come from the same urban area or other
urban areas rather than from rural areas.

Certain differences are evident among the urban,
rural-nonfarm, and rural-farm population in the
proportion of the population which had made various
types of moves., The urban and rurel-nonfarm popu-
lation 1in 1958, as in most past years, contained
relatively more persons who had moved within & county
than did the rural-farm population., Although no
significant difference was evident in the proportion
of intracounty movers in the urban and rural-nonfarm
population, such movers comprised a considerably
higher proportion of both the urban and rural-nonfarm
population (14 percent) than of the rural-farm popu-
lation (9 percent). The proportion of intracounty
movers 1n the urban and rural-nonfarm population is
gimilar to that of previcus survey years, The pro-
portion 1in the rural-farm population, however, is
lower than that for most previous survey years.

The migration rate for the rural-nonfarm popu-
lation (9.1 percent) egualed the high 1level pre-
viously attalned in the year 1955 to 1956; 1t is
perticularly outside metropolitan areas that this
rate 1s so high, Most, 1if not all, of the recent
increase 1in this rate was confined to Iinterstate
migration. Although the rural-nonfarm population
continued to have the highest migration rate, the
urban and rural-farm population contained about the
same proportions of recent migrants, whereas in most
past years the urban population had the higher rate.
As usual, however, the urban population had a rel-
atively low intrastate migration rate and the rural-
farm, a relatively low interstate migration rate.

The evidence indicates that, although the level
of intracounty mobility inmetropolitan and nonmetro-
politan areas was about the same, nonmetropolitan
aereas contained relatively more migrants, especially
intrasteate migrants (table 3). Intracounty movers
comprised approximately 13 percent of the population
in both types of areas, ™t 8 percent of the resi-
dents in nonmetropolitan areas end 6 percent of the
residents 1in metropolitan areas were migrants. On
the whole then, persons 1living outside standard
metropolitan areas had been more mobile than the
population 1living 1in standard metropolltan areas.
Moblle persons resliding outside standard metropoli-
tan areas comprised 24.2, 22,1, and 14,5 percent of
the rural-nonfarm, urban, and rural-farm population,
respectively. In standard metropolitan aress, the
corresponding rates were 20,6, 18,9, and 13.0 percent.
Again, this dirfferential in over-all mobility retes
is attributable primarily to the greater migration
rate, especially the intrastate migration rate, of
the population living outside metropolitan areas.

About 16 percent of the resldents of central
cities of standard metropolitan areas had moved
within the same county during the year. In fact,
the moblile persons 1living 1in these central cities
were primarily local movers; 76 percent of all movers
1iving 1in central cities were intracounty movers.
Migrants to central citles, on the other hand, were
Just as likely to have come <from another State &s
from areas within the same State.

COLOR

Nonwhites, as usual in recent years, were more
mobile than whites; one-fourth of the nonwhites com-
pared with one-rifth of the whites moved during the
period (table 1). Nonwhites, however, differed from
the whites in regard todistance moved, the nonwhites
generally having moved shorter distances, The pro-
portion of nonwhites who had moved within a county
#as 20 percent as compared with only 12 percent for
whites. On the other hand, a greater proportion of
whites (7 percent) than of nonwhites (5 percent)
were migrants,

This general pattern of movement was evident in
all broad residence classes with the exception that
nonwhites were as migratory as whites 1in the rural-
farm population (table 2). In the last year, the
intracounty mobility rate of nonwhites was greater
than that of whites,
the rates had been about the same for rural-nonfarm
areas. Nonwhites on rural farms, however, have had
a consistently higher level of local mobllity down
through the last survey year. Larger proportions of
intracounty movers were found among nonwhites than
among whites 1in the urbanized areas of each size
class. On the other hand, the proportion of mi-
grants among whites exceeded the proportion among
nonvhites in urban places outside urbanized areas.

SEX AND AGE

Females, &as usual, tended to be slightly less
mobile than males (table 4). 1In the 11 annual sur-
veys, males and females have tended to have about
the same rate of local movement but males have
tended to have a higher migration rate, especially
for Iinterstate migration. There was, as usual, con-
siderable variation in mobility rates among the vari-
ous age groups 1n the population. The age pattern
manifested during the period was similar to that of
previous surveys; mobility rates being higher at the
young adult ages end tending to decline with advanc-
ing years. The older age groups (45 to 64 years and
65 years and over) contained the highest proportion
of nonmovers, and, in general, the lowest proportions
of the various groups that moved.” The age group 20
to 24 years old was the most mobile and contained
the highest proportion of interstate migrants. As
usual, the proportion of mobile children under 5
years old (27.8 percent) tended to reflect the
higher mobility rates of young families, whereas the

whereas, in past survey years, |
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proportion of mobile children S to 13 years old and

14 to 17 years old (18.9 and 15.6 percent, respec-
tively) tended to reflect the lower mobility rates
of older ramilies.

The evidence 1ndicates that females move at
younger ages than males; the median age of movers of
each type was lower for females than for males. The
age group of peak movement for both males and females
was 20 to 24 years old, but the indications are that
the peak for women tended to come at an earller age
within this age group +than that for meles. The
evidence also indicates that females 18 and 19 years
old were more mobile than males, but that males 25
to 29 were more moblle than females., This pattern
appears to exist for all types of movement and is in
line with previous findings which indicate that fe-
males tend to leave home at earlier ages than meles,
partly because of earlier marriage.

LABOR FORCE STATUS

In March 1958, as in previous surveys, rela-
tively high proportions of members of the Armed
Forces were interstate migrants or were stationed
abroad a year earlier. 1In fact, the over-all mobil-
1ty of those members of the Armed Forces who were
covered by the survey' was considerably greater than
that of civilian men of the same age.

There was no consistent relationship between
participation of men in the labor force and mobility
by age (table 5). In fact, considerable varlation
existed among the varlous age groups. For example,
civilian males 18 to 24 years old in the labor force
were considerably more moblile than males of the same
age not in the lebor force, but among those 35 years
old and over the difference was 1n the opposite
direction. The relatively few men 35 to 64 years
old who are not in the labor force are mostly inmates
of institutions or disebled men wlth other 1living
arrangements. Men 18 to 34 years old in the civilian
labor force contalned a larger proportion of intra-
county movers than did those not in the labor force.
The explanation of this difference 1s probably of
this nature: (1) Most men marry at these ages; (2)
marriage often leads to a change of residence, typl-
cally a short-distance move; (3) married men are
more llkely to be 1n the c¢ivilian labor force than
unmerried men, Furthermore, meny young men not in
the labor force are still completing thelr education
and are counted at thelr parental homes 1in the Cur-
rent Population Survey. Those young men not in the
labor force who do move, however, were more likely
to cross & county line than were the corresponding
movers in the labor force,

Among the civilian male workers, a higher pro-
portion of the unemployed (31,7 percent) had changed
residence during the perlod than of the employed

1 Members
post.

living off post or with their families on

3

(18.8 percent).. There is alsc evidence that the
proportions of the male unemployed who made each
type of move were generally larger than the corre-
sponding proportions of the employed.

Agaln, there are 'some varlations from this
pattern in particular age groups, If, however, we
look at the data for the last three years altogether,
it seems likely that, 1n most age groups, the unem-
ployed had both a higher local mobility rate sand a
higher migration rate (table A), Furthermore, in
most cases, the unemployed were more moblle than men
not 1n the labor force. These data also indicate
thet the age of peak mobility for the unemployed and
those not in the labor force was around 25 to 34
rather than 18 to 24 years of age, which was the
peak age group for the employed,

BY
FOR THE UNITED

Table A.--ANNUAL MOBILITY RATES OF MALES 14 YEARS OLD AND OVER,
TYPE OF MOBILITY, EMPLOYMENT STATUS, AND AGE,
STATES: MARCH 1955 TO 1958

Intracounty movers Migrants
Age and period Em- Unom. mo? Em. Unem- m
ployed| ployed force ployeq ployed force
14 to 17 years:
1957-19584000000e0e| 10,1 16.2 9.9 3.7 13,4 4.3
10.1 0.1 10,5 3.9 7.3 4,0
1955219564 c0000c0es 9.9 12.8 12.4 5.7 73 bl
3.year average,....| 10.0 16.4 10,9 bl 9.3 4.2
18 to 24 years:
1957-1958400000ases| 25.5 23,1 9.5 13,4 15.3 10,7
1956-1957.. eeea]| 245 20,3 8.2 13,5 1644 7.7
1955-1956400000000s| 25.1 16,5 8.7 15,8 23,1 9.3
3-year average.....| 25.0 20.0 8.8 14.2 18.3 9.2
25 to 34 years:
19,2 27,5 16.1 10.6 1442 17.6
19,7 23,8 15,4 9.9 14,2 16,8
19.8 26,1 14.8 9.7 15,4 4.8
19.6 25.8 15.4 10,1 14.6 13,1
35 to 44 years:
1957-19584000000sse] 113 16,5 17.9 5.2 12,6 14.1
12.0 19.8 9.0 4.8 7.9 16.6
1955-19564e0sseeess| 1l.8 19.0 8.5 5.6 11,9 14.6
3-year average.....| 11.7 18.4 11.8 5.2 10.8 15.1
45 to 64 years:
195719584 s 4sessnes 7.2 15,6 12,1 3.0 9.7 6.6
7.6 17.2 13.0 2.6 6,9 7.7
1955-1956, 000 000see 8,2 19.5 8.7 3.3 10.4 8.8
3-year average..e.. 7.7 17.4 11.3 3.0 9.0 7.7
5.6 8.7 T4 Q.6 1.4 3.8
4.8 8.1 7.8 1.3 3.5 3.7
5.3 8.6 7.8 2,2 2.5 3.3
5.2 8.5 7.7 L4 2.5 3.6

In general, the search for work on the part of
the unemployed may serve to explain thelr relatively
high mobility. However, the clasgification by em-
ployment status 1s as of March 1958, and employment
status just before the move might have been differ-
ent. This survey does not permit a determination of
the relationship between changes in employment status
and changes 1n mobility status. Undoubtedly, some
of the unemployed had moved to find a Job and some
of the employed who had moved subsequently became
unemployed, Secondary earners--teen-age sons, for
example--may also have changed thelr employment sta-
tus as the result of moving with their family.



Inrormetion on mobllity status of women 18 years
old and over was cross-classified by marital status,
age, and labor force status (table 6). The evidence
indicated that married women living with their hus-
bands tended to have higher mobllity rates (19.1
percent) than other women (17.8 percent) but this
tendency was confined to0 the extremely moblle group
18 to 24 years old, the years- in which most women
marry. Among married women 1living with thelr hus-
bands, there was 1llttle difference 1in moblility be-
tween those in the lebor force and those not in the
labor force. The data further indicate that among
single, widowed, divorced, &and seperated women, &
larger proportion of those in the labor force moved
during the period, primarily to another residence in
the same county. The mobility rates by marital sta-
tus, age, and labor force status of women 1B years
and over during the period were similar to those
during the 1955-1956 periocd. The figures, however,
showed some differences by age. The women of "other
marital status" 18 to 34 years old and not in the
lebor force were considerably less moblle during the
present period than earlier.

REGIONS

The population of the West continued to be the
most mobile and that of the Northeast the Jeast
(table 7). The South continued to have the second
highest proportion of movers. CQutside the South,
the nonwhite population was more moblle than the
white population. Here nonwhites tended to have
higher rates of local movement and lnterstate migra-
tion, but not of intrastete migration, than whites.
Most of the nonwhite migrents presumably come from
the South. Even though very little difference 1n
the over-all mebllity rate was evident between
vhites and nonwhites 1in the South and West, varia-
tions existed between whites and nonwhites by type
of move. In the South, nonwhites had the greater
proportion of intracounty movers; but whites moved
across county lines, both within the same State and
between States, at a greater rate than nonwhites.

The redistribution of the population through
interregional migration 1is shown 1n table B, The
data indicate that migrants from the South comprised
17.2 and 12.4 percent of the Northeast's and West's
total migrant population, respectively, but only 5.3
and 5.2 percent of the South's migrant population
were from the Northeast and West, respectively. The
migrants from the North Central region comprised
13.6 percent of the West's migrant population, where-
as 7.7 percent of the North Central region's migrant
population wasg from the West,

The estimated number of in-migrants and out-
migrants by reglon for April 1949 to April 1950 and
the annual average Tfor the period April 1953 to
March 1958 &re shown 1n the following table. Over
the last five years, there has been a net migration
to the West and from the South, with only small net
shifts for the two Northern regions.

Table B.--IN-MIGRANTS AND OUT-MIGRANTS, FOR REGIONS: ANNUAL AVERAGE,
APRIL 1953 TO MARCH 1958 AND APRIL 1949 TO 1950

(1949-1950 data from 1950 Cemsus; others from Current
Population Survey)

In.migrants Out-migrants

Region Average, April Average, April

1953 1949 1953 1949
to 1958 to 1950 to 1958 to 1950
Northeasteessssessssessss] 427,000 255,860 433,000 391,155
North Centralisessevessss| 716,000 515,245 773,000 569,165
Southesesesesesscrssenses | 876,000 ) 1,020,000 574,110
Westieeseenssnosenasssess| 707,000 470,085 500,000 395,150

RELATED REPORTS

Statistics on the mobllity status of the popu-
lation 1 year o0ld &and over appear in Serles P-20,
No. 82 (April 1956 to 1957); No. 73 (March 1955 to
1956); No. 61 (April 1954 %o 1955); No. 57 (April
1953 to 1954); No. 49 (April 1952 to 1953): No. 47
(April 1952); No. 39 (April 1960 to 1951); No. 36
(March 1949 to 1950); No. 28 (April 1948 to0 1949);
and No. 22 (April 1947 to 1948).

1950 Census.--Statistics on the mobility of the
population for cities, counties, standard metropoli-
tan areas, wurbanized areas, States, divisions, re-
glons, &nd the United States appear in Volume II of
the 1950 Census of Population. Detalled statistics
on mobility status by color and sex for States, di-
visions, reglons, &and the United States appear in
1950 Census of Population, Vol. IV, Special Reports,
Nos. 4B, 4C, and 4D. Other speclal reports of the
1950 Census entitled '"Characteristics by Slze of
Place," "Education," and "Institutional Population"
present statistics on mobllity status 1n relation to
the mein subject of the report.

DEFINITIONS AND EXPLANATIONS

Population coverage.--The data for 1958 (cov-
ering the period March 1957 to 1958) shown in this
report relate primerily to the civilian population
of the United States 1 year o0ld and over. Approxi-
mately 895,000 members of the Armed Forces living
off post or with thelr familles on post were also
included, but all other members of the Armed Forces
were excluded. For simplicity, the group covered 1s
called the "population" or the "civilian population”
in this report. The coverage of the population for
the earlier survey years was essentially the same.
The data from the 1950 Census relate to the total
population 1 year old and over.

Urban and rural residence.--The definition- of
urban and rural areas which.was used 1in the March
1958 survey was the same as that used in the 1950
Census, but 1t differed substantlally from that used
in surveys and censuses before 1950. The territory
classified as urban is the same as that in the 1950
Census.




Size of place.--The urban population 1s classi-~
fled as 1iving in urbanized areas or in urban places
outside urbanized sreag. According to the defini-
tion used in the 1950 Census and in the March 1958
Current Population Survey, the population in urban-
1zed areas comprises all persons 1iving in (a) cities
of 50,000 inhabitants or more in 1940 or according
to a special census teken between 1940 and 1950; end
(b) the densely settled urban fringe, including both
incorporated and unincorporated areas, surrounding
these clties. Residents of urbanized areas are
classifled according to the size of the entire area
rather then by the size of the place in which they
lived. The remaining urban population is classified
as living 1n the smaller urban places not in the
urbanized areas.

Farm and nonfarm residence.--The rural popula-
tion is subdivided into the rural-farm population,
which comprises all rural residents living on farms,
and the rural-nonfarm population, which comprises
the remaining rural population. The method of de-
termining farm and nonfarm residence in the March
1968 survey -1s the seame as that used in the 1950
Census and In the surveys from March 1950 through
March 1956 but differs from that used 1n earlier
surveys and censuses. Persons on "farms'" who were
paylng cash rent for thelr house end yard only were
clagsiflied ag nonfarm; furthermore, persons in in-
stitutions, summer cemps, motels, and tourist camps
were classified as nonfarm.

Standard metropoliten area.--Except in New Eng-
land, a standard metropolitan area 1is a county or
group of contigucus counties which contains at least
one city of 50,000 inhabltants or more. In addition
to the county, or counties, containing such a city,
or cities, contiguous countles are inciuded 1in a
standard metropolitan area 1if according to certain
criteria they are essentially metropoliten in char-
acter and soclally and economically integrated with
the ‘central city. 1In New England, standard metro-
politan ereas have been defined on a town rather
than county baslis. Standard metropolitan areas used
in this report are those established for the 1950
Census and do not include any subsequent additions
and changes.

Mobility status.--The civilian population of
the United States has been classified according to
mobility status on the date of the survey on the
basis of a comparison between the plece of residence
of each Individual at the survey date and the place
of residence one year earlier.
stricts the classification 1in terms of mobility
status to the population to persons 1 year old and
over at the survey date.

The information on moblility status was obtained
from the response to the following series of in-
quiries. The first of these was: "was ... living
in this house March 1 & year ago? If the answer
was "No," the enumerator asked, "wWas ... living in
this same county on March 1 a year ago?" If the

This comparison re-
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response was "No" again, the enumerator asked,
"what State (or forelgn country) was ... 1iving in
on March 1 a year ago?"

In the classification three main categorles are
distingulshed:

1. Mobile -persons or movers.--This group
consists of ell persons who were living in a differ-
ent house 1in the United States at the end of the
period than at the beginning of the period.

2. Nonmoblle persons or nonmovers.--This
group consists of persons who were 1living 1in the
same house at the end of the period as at the begin-
ning of the period. .

3. Persons abroad.--This group consists of
persons, either citlizens or aliens, whose place of
residence was outside continental United States
at the beglnning of the perlod, that is, 1n a terri-
tory or possession of the United States or a for-
elgn country. These persons are distinguished from
movers, who are persons who moved from one place to
another within continental United States.

Mobile persons are subdivided 1n terms of type
of mobility into the following two groups:

1. Same-county (intracounty) movers.--These
are persons living in a different house but 1n the
same county at the beginning and end of the speci-
fled period.

2. Migrants, or different-county (inter-
county) movers.--This group consists of persons liv-
ing 1n a different county 1in the United States at
the beglinning and end of the period. Migrants are
further classified by type of migration on the baslis
of a comparison of the State of residence at the end
of the period with the State of residence at the
beginning of the period:

a. Migrants within a State (intrastate
migrants).

b. Migrants between States (interstate
migrants).

Age.--The age classification 1s based on the
age of the person at his last birthday.

Color.--The term "color" refers to the division
of population 1into two groups, white and nonwhite.
The group designated as '"nonwhite® consists of
Negroes, Indlans, Japanese, Chinese, and other non-
white races.

Employment status

Employed.--Employed persons comprise those
who, during the survey week, were either (a) "at
work"'--those who did any work for pay or profit, or
worked without pay for 15 hours or more on a famlly
farm or business; or (b) "with a Job but not at
work''--those who did not work and were not looking
for work but had & job or business from which they
were temporarily absent becsuse of vacation, 11ll-
ness, industrial dispute, or bad weather, or because
they were taking time off for various other reasons.



Unemployed.--Unemployed persons include those
who did not work at all during the survey week and
were looking for work. Also included as unemployed
are those who did not work at all during the survey
week and (a) were waiting to be called back to a
job from which they had been laid off, or (b) were
walting to report to & new wage or stlary Job sched-
uled to start within the following 30 days (and were
not in sochool during the survey week), or (c¢) would
have been looking for work except that they were
temporarily 111 or believed no work was avalilable in
their line of work or in the community.

Prior to 1957, partofgroup (a) above-~those
whose layoffs were for definite periods of less than
30 days--were classified as employed (with a job but
not at work) rather than as unemployad; as vere all
of the persons 1in group (b) above (waiting to start
nev Jjobs within 30 days).

Labor force.--The civilian labor force com-
prises the total of all civiliens clagssified as
employed or unemployed in accordance with the cri-
teria described above., The total labor force also
includes members of the Armed Forces living off post
or with thelr families on post, in continental United
States.

Not in labor force.--All civillans 14 years
of age and over who are not classified as employed
or unemployed are defined as '"not in 1labor force."
Included are persons '"engaged in own home housework,"
*in school," ™unable to work" because of long-term
physical or mental illness, retired persons, those
reported as too old to work, the voluntarily 1idle,
and seasonal workers for whom the survey week Trfell
in an “off" season and who were not reported as un-
employed, Persons doing only Iincidental wunpald
family work (less than 15 hours) are also classified
as not 1n the labor force.

Maritel status,-~~The marital status classifica-
tion identiflies four major categories: Single, mar-
ried, widowed, and divorced. These terms refer to
the marital status at the time of the enumeration.

The category 'Married" is further divided into
"married, spouse present," 'separated," and "other
married, spouse absent." A person wes classified as
"married, spouse present" 1f the husband or wife was
reported as. a member of the household even though he
or she may have been temporarily absent on business
or on vacation, visiting, 1in a hospital, etc., at
the time of the enumeration. Persons reported as
separated 1ncluded those with 1legal separations,
those 1iving apart with 1intentions of obtaining a
divorce, and other persons permanently or temporar-
11y estranged from thelr spouse because of marital
discord. The group "other married, spouse absent"
includes married persons employed and 1living for
seversl months at & considerable distance from their
homes, those whose spouse was sbsent in the Armed
Forces, I1n-migrants whose spouse remained in other
areas, husbands or wives of inmates of institutions,

and all other married persons (except those reported
as separated) whose place of residence was not the
same as that of thelr spouse.

For the purpose of this report the group "other
marital status'" includes '*single," '"widowed and di-
vorced," "separated," and 'married, spouse absent."

Rounding of estimates.--Individual figures are
rounded to the nearest thousand but are adjusted to
group totals, which are independently rounded. Per-
centages are based on the rounded absolute numbers.

SOURCE AND RELIABILITY OF THE ESTIMATES

Source of data.--The estimates are based on
data obtalned in the Current Population Survey of
the Bureau of the Census, The data for March 1958
and April 1957 are based on a sample design insti-
tuted In May 1956, which 1s spread over 330 sample
areas comprising 638 counties and independent clties
with coverage 1n each of the 48 States and the Dis-
trict of Columbia. In the current sample design,
approximately 35,000 households are interviewed each
month. Another 1,500 occupled units, on the average,
are visited but interviews are not obtained because
the occupants are not found at home after repeated
calls or are unavalilable for some other reason.
There are also, 1in an average month, about 5,500
sample units which are visited but are found to be
vacant or otherwise not to be enumerated. The sta-
tistics for March 1956, April 1955, and April 1954
are based on an earlier sample design instituted in
Jamuary 1954, This sample was spread over 230 sam-
ple areas comprising 453 counties and independent
cities and consisted of 24,000 to 26,000 units,
Prior to this period, the survey was conducted in 68
sample areas, with 24,000 to 26,000 units covered.

The estimating procedure used 1n this survey
involved the inflatlon of welghted sample results to
independent estimates of the civilian noninstitu-
tional population of the United States by age,
color, and sex, For the March 1956 and April 1985,
1954, and 1953 figures shown 1In this report, the
independent estimates used were based on statistics
from the 1950 Census of Population; statistics of
births, deaths, immigration and emigration; and sta-
tistics on the strength and separation records of
the Armed Forces, For April 1952 and earlier years,
the independent estimates were based on data of the
1940 Census of Population similarly adjusted to teke
account of the &aging of the population, births,
deaths, net migration, and changes 1n the size of
the Armed Forces.

Reliability of estimates.--Since the estimates
are based on & sample, they maey differ somewhat from
the figures that would have been obtained if a com-
plete census had been taken using the same sched-
ules, 1Instructions, and enumerstors. As in any
survey work, the results are also subjJect to errors
of response and recording.




The standard error 1s primarlily e measure of
sampling variebility, that i1s, the varliations that
might occur by chance beceuse only a sample of the
population 1s surveyed. The chances are about 68
out of 100 that an estimate from the sample would
differ from a complete census by less than the
standard error. The chances are about 95 out of 100
that the difference would be less than twice the
standard error and about 99 out of 100 that 1t would
be 24 times as large.

The estimetes of the standard errors shown in
the following tables are approximations for mobil-
ity characteristics based on the 330-area sample
design. The standard errors for mobility items
based on the previous survey designs would be some-
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and D should be interpreted as providing an indica-
tion of the order of magnitude of the standard
errors rather than as the precise standard error for
any specific item.

Illustration: An estimated 3,241,000 males 25
to 34 years of age in the civilian labor force were
living 1n different homes from the ones they lived
in a year ago. This number 1s 30.8 percent of the
total males 1in this age group. The standard error
of the estimate of 3,241,000 1s about 154,000 and
that of the 30.8 percent 1s about 1.0 percent.

Table C.--STANDARD FRROR OF ESTIMATED NUMBER
(Range of 68 chances out of 100)

what higher.
Estimated number S:g:.rd Estimated mumber S::;:rd
The figures presented in table C are approxima-
tions to the standard errors of absolute numbers
for various mobility characteristics. The standard 50,000¢00s0000000s00 14,000 2,000,000 000000000 114,000
. 17,000 3,000,000 0scc00senes 150,000
errors in table D are approximetions to the standard 20,000 5,000,0000 00000000000 180,000
errors of percents for various mobility character- 29,000 i}  10,000,000...........| 280,000
istics ‘I) order to derive standard Y hich 22,000 | 15,000,000-csereneere) 260,000
. n ¢ standard errors wnic 35,000 || 20,000,000. 440,000
would be applicable to a wide variety of items  and 42,000 25,000,000. 525,000
48,000 30, 000, 000. . 600,000
could be prepared at a moderate cost, a number of 74:000 35:ooo:ooo 665,000
approximations were required. As a result, tables C L
Table D,-~STANDARD ERROR OF ESTIMATED PERCENTAGE
(Range of 68 chances out of 100)
Estimated Base of percentage
percentage 100,000 | 500,000 | 1,000,000 | 2,000,000 | 3,000,000 | 5,000,000 | 10,000,000| 15,000,000 25,000,000 50,000,000} 75,000,000
20r %Borernnns 3.3 1.5 1,0 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1
5 0F 9Boveenrnes 5.2 2.3 1.6 C1.2 0.9 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.2
10 Or 90eeerenns 7.1 3.2 2.2 1.6 1.3 1.0 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.3 0.3
25 OF 75eeesanes 10.3 4.6 3.2 2.3 1.9 1.4 1.0 0.8 0.7 0.5 0.4
50tesncnnsnarece 11,8 5.2 3.7 2.6 2.1 1.6 1.2 1.0 0.8 0.5 0.4
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