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 RURAL CHILDREN AND YOUTH Iy OHIO
A; Re Mangus
I INTRODUCTION -
It is the purpose of thié report to anélyze .some vital facforwpertaining
. to.rural young people and to situations involving rural young p,edple in Ohioe The
- . data have been obtained largely from the Sixtleénth Census of t;he. Uﬁited,, States,
1940, from Vital Statistics Reports and from Selective Service Buile'bina'. They
include information concerning the followings
i1, .t Ae The place of children and youth in the total farm population :
" Be . The migration of rural=farm young people . .
. Ce - Thq marital and family status of young people on farms
. De The edueation of farm youths srmatet ey
1 ke e Vital Gte¥ietios of rural youth -, .
. While the War has greatly changed the situations affecting farm children and
‘youths since the last census, the dircetions of those changes are pretty well kno.vm.
A body. -of information for 1940 should serve as. a useful base for ovaluating the
. many wortimg changese A more important .reason for 4he present study is ;inje,v'i,dence.
It is belleved {:hat this analysis will serve to »locate‘ & number of vital problems
. which call for more intensive sbci.a.l resqa‘a.rohl.‘ - For example, if large numbers of
young mén on farms.continue tq live with their.parents after marriage bringing
their brides ihtq .the parentai home, what effect has this practice upon the pattern
of .fe.nﬂ.ly relations within the héusehold?' If larpge nwibers of farm children are
being reared in ‘the homes of their grandparents, what eff‘ect::-héa.‘bhiﬁ on their
personal and social: development'i i ¢ 1é.rg;e proportions of rugal _mén- are' rejected
for militery gervice, what does that mean with regand ’.to the health sta.t‘ﬁs.::of- rural
- people? It will be a ﬁmjor. purpose of this study to identify social problems such

.88 these which -r,é,quire. more -intimate and definite research. 0 ,
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II YOUNG PEOPLE IN THE FARM POPULATION

The relative numbers of young people in a population as compared to elderly
and aged people in that population is a most important factor affecting the social
situation of youthse In a society where the population is comprized of dise.
proportionately large numbers of elderly and old people they are apt to dominates
Wheré such domination includes the affairs of youth,conflict between theo geﬁerations
may be inbtensifieds Predominance of older ages in somBAareas>mny account fo; con=
servative tendencies which serve to irritate the more progressive young people;

In farming‘apeas where there are comparatively few youths it becomes difficult
for them to hdve dontinuing and close contacts with each others. Yet attainéent
of social and emotional maturity depends in part uéon such contacts, and upon
youth group activitiess Retardation in personal and social development is apt to
be the lot of those youths who, following schoollcompletion, become more or less
isolated from others of their own age, or whose range of social contacts is too
_narrowly festricted.

..." The poéulation of any given aroa isvpomposed of large numbers of agessex

~ categorios such es girls 10-14, boys 15=19, and men 40-45 years olde The distri,-_-
bution~of'people among these many classes is known as the age~-sex composition of .
the populatione This composition is so important that a special graph called the
population pyramid'hés been devised to piéture itg‘,Such a graph is shaped by the
fact thet in a population that has long been unaffected by changes in birth and
death rates or by migration the largest nuﬁbers will be found in the early .yocars
of 1ife, and the‘numbers will decreésa.suocossively with each older -age=sex cate=
gorye For example, a stable populdtion wi;l havé more persons under 5 than 5«9
years old, more 5«9 than 10-14 years old end so on up the age scalee In a normal
population the nuﬁbefs.ofvmalos end females in each age period will bevappraximately
equale It will be readily seen that:when these age=-sex categories are graphically
superimposed upon one aﬁother the result appears as a broad base representing

young children at the bottome Each succeeding age=class has fewer people so that
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the peak of the pyramid represents e comparatively small number of aged people
WAO reach the limits of the age spane '

The population pyramid is relatively easy to construct whon census data are
availablos It is cn oxfremely useful graphic dev1ce for 1£ shows almost at a glance
some basic facts about a populatione By quick inspection of it the experienced
person can tell whether theApopulatidﬁ“is7young or old, whether it has been gaining
or losing people through migration,‘and:whenﬁer its birth rate has been declining
or increasinge i | : ¥

- The population pyramid presents the age-sex profile of a people at a given
time and the oumulctive offects of certain vital populat:on changes. It may also
be used to show in profile various quantitative characteristics of each agewsex
grouping such as marital status, eduoation, race, religion, nativity and other
foctorse ) Raden i : o | }a

The cituafion:ag regards the age ano SOX ccmposition of tneﬁfermioopulction
in Ohio in 1940 is ;hown in figure 1 end in table 1 (Tables11 - 9 ero appended =
See pages44:-5?). This figure and table morit careful study for they present an
eloquent story concerning the oporation of forces affecting children and youths

in the rural farm population;

 Ae Numbers of children had been deolimng.

The pyramid for the farm populatiOn in 1540 1ndioates that the
number of births on Ohio farms had been declining since around 1925. The - results
of that decline in births is graphically piotured 1n an 1nverted pyramid for
children and teen age youthse The total volume of births in Ohio reached a peak
during the period following the.first beidjWhr.L/ Babies born during the period
1920=1924 were 15=19 ycars old in‘1940. Their numbers were larger than that of
any other 5 « year age periode A total of nearly 113,000 of the survivors of the
post=war babies were 1iving on farms in Ohio in 1940, Decline in the nunbers of .

births on farms following 1924 is reflected in progressively smaller numbers of

T/ K Total of 630,000 BIrths Wore Fecorded 1n Ohlo Tor Tho porlod 1020-102Z, For
930-1934 the numbor of births were only 524,000 and inereased only moderately
during the succeeding 5 yearse
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childrenmdérflé in’ 1949. ‘le th:b;i:’.'time'the farm population had only 106,000
children 10-14 yoars old, -only‘8§;;t)00'. who Were 5=9. years old and only 84,000 under
Begéairerofngoyton sdinid oton dolily Ll L0801 ) |
i Thb docline.in*mmhers‘c;f.:bifths following 1924 brought abeut many short<term -

and many long=-term social’ cffects, among them'declining school enrolments, ine

~ erease in’ childless mﬁ.rr‘lages, and problems involving thée one=child family- in

isolated fo.m homese &

«2.0 Be''The farmi population still" includes large proportions of childrens

“"While the! volumé of births on farms'dedlined after 1924, stilliin i

1940 there werc much larger proportions of children in tho farri population than

in the goneral populatione -

Superimposod on’ ’bhe rural farm population’ graph ‘in figure 1, is an-
outline pyramid :t'or an equal mmber’of th@ general white population of’ Ohio 1940--/
The superimposed graph shows- ‘what the e.ge'e.nd sex s*bructure of the’ fa.m population
would have boen if farm .6l.1.1d non=form b-i‘rtﬁ dfia> e pates had long been cqual and
if the farm population had not“been’ a.ffected by farm = nonfarn mlgration. In’other
words, tho age and sex oompos:.tion of ‘bhe ’cotal whi'&e popule.tion of Ohio is taken® -
as a basis for comparison with the farm population as actually enumerated in 1940
and chartdd in fipure 1. :

' 147157 oviatit BER PEouBl I Ehat thE PropoRtibh e ekl 8080 alh $hin
age youths on farms was much g;rés'{t"é:,r‘ than in tho gehol'glpOpula‘lrzion‘. It is notable
that 1f the farm population’ hadhadthe saﬁxe‘agé'dnd"sei structure as the general
”popula:bion it would have had 33 000 fewer boys énd 19, 000 fewor girls under 20

"?yaars 01d at the time of the las‘b census.
‘$inc6 1940 ‘the volume of bir'bhs in Ohio has risen ‘ho an alletime high peak

but “the fo.rm population has not sho.red Ero;aortionately in the riseo :

*

In 1940 when the’ last census enumeration was made young people 15«19

y This outl:me graph represents the rura.l-fo.rm population redistributed by age
-and- sex oabegorjoes- prorata-according Wwproporbim “in~édie h~6aﬁega!‘y 01"4;}:0““ _
total white popilation of Ohio, 1940e «  [.& dada Lodly. 30 [33osan manl: TN )

B
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years 0}d had the disbitiotibn of domprising:the numérically: Likgesb ags, group ln:
“the: Ohio" populo:hion whan classified into B-year age intervals. Thesa young people
were born during the period 1920~1924 during which more births were reported than
in'aliy provious Smyeay period in’ tho history of tho: Statos At present those ine
dividuals who were born just aftér the first World Wer have come:of ages - They
have bosh absorbod lnbo the aried forces and inke war indﬁgtrieé in'ﬁéry‘large Proe
portions, and they have become parents of a new generations They'no~1dngér;hold
the dis%iﬁéti5£<dﬂ'dompfisiﬁgitheblnrgestlhge‘ci&és~1ndtﬁs:pbpu1étioh. vTﬁhf dis=
tinction~has now passod to thoirAchildren nnd ta othew ehildren under 5 years of
ages-: o kil - Ko g A by Aok dopriensh svond &

Aftor 1939 the birth rate in Ohio zoomed upward and in: the peried 1940-1944

more. babies were born in the State than had ever before been born in & similar

period of timos ‘Durifiz’the past 5 years'a total of 656,600 births have beon: res.
| ”pbitéd:1n~0hi057dfﬁnt Wa's' 2246 percent more babies fthan were b@rnvduringvtpeupre-
‘¥ious 5 years and 263 percont morc then during the first half of the thirtiess

It was in fact, ﬁéarlyﬂs’peroéht‘more thin wore;born-during.thé'pre%iougvpeak-

period following the:first World War\l( W TG T - 74_f* -

£

" The. oontour of the- population.pyramld for 0h1o has boen greatly changed :
during recont yearse In 1940 it rested on a very narrow baseibfvyoqng ch;ld;eny
"Now it.rests on o very broad base of infgnts=a@d.nhildran up to:Sfyears of age as
-8 result of the higher birth rates during the:Were. .. a2
i . If it were possible to: construct 0 population graph. for Ohlo ot present 1t
would show two great bulges, Oney atWﬁh¢aba%e;;w?q;dfrefleqt the high b}rth:rates
during tho period 1940=1944e The other, ot the 20-34'y9af-age,;evel woul&-réfleot
the large vodufie of births during the early twenties. Betweén these bulges »would

N

appear e great hollow class reflecﬁing current shortages of children 5-19 yeqrs

old, the greatest shortages being in bhe agos 5-14. i
—— *i‘trj,s nm‘ claarty c‘vj:dq:;t mt* W d‘i‘sp“rbpgz_’.tiona.toly lugo po.rt ci’.:hlia' ”EB&,SDO

I i i 3f ,;

_1/' Ohio Ropor'b g_g_ Vital Statistics 19kis oﬁio Departmont of} Healtho

s

by
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births thet occurred in:Ohic from 1940 to 1944 occurred to nonfarm residentse In
other words, the birth.rate-did not risé in farming areas to the seme degreec as
in citiess In fact, there are many of the more rural counties in Ohio where the'
number of births heve deeclined each yeoar since 1940

" The reason for the relative shortage of births'on-farﬁs-during'the war period
is not difficult to finde Farming areas have lost very large proportions of their
young women of childbearing ages through migration away from rural arcase -The
war migration has left the farm population more than ever weighted with elderly
and aged peoplee Such a'population cannrot ‘have & high general birth rate unless
the comparatively few women of childbearing ages have oxceedingly large mmbers of
childrene

In wiew of these Gonsiderations it is oleer that while tho profile or contour
of the farm population pyramid has also changed since 1540, ‘it has not changed in
the 'same mammer as has that for the general populations It may be assumed that
the war migrations have left great hollow classes in the farm population, particu=
larly at the 20«29 year levelss Since thesc are generally the most prolifiec years
for marriage and childbesring, the child population on farms has probably not in=
creased muche As a result the form population graph may still rest on a. very

narrow base-of young children while the nonfarm population now rests on a-much

" broader bascs -

It is well known that before the War cities were arriving at a place where
they were not reproducing rapidly enough to maintain their own.populations
~permanently without migration from rural arcase Now the: situation may be reversed,
temporarily at least,, due to shortages of women in'the most fertile childbearing
yearse  Farming areas must now look to ecities and to the armed forces as sources
.of human material for replenishing and mainteining their population aftor the ware
. This is an hypothesis whieh requires careful researchs -

~De :The farm population had a comparatively low percentage of its population

in the age group 20 = 40 yoarse
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- Exemination of the farm population graph (figure 1) for 1940 re< -
veals striking hollow classcs in the middle of ‘the pyremide’ This shows how Hiet™
losses through migration has eaten great holes in both sides of the graph ie&ving
comparatively small numbers of yaung people on: farmse ‘THe shortages were groater
for women then for men and were greatest in ‘the age iintervals between 24 and 40

ARS8 Qo oo Bilbrouony Tantel vy ool aved seot L »

Ee Thoe farm population contgined a disproportionately large share of elderly

and aged people particularly aged mene

In 1940 men past 60 years ‘old comprised 15 percent of the entire’ -
‘male -population on-Ohio farmse At that time such men comprised only 1lé7 perceiit
of the total white population of the State (Table 1) »

«. - Fe - The foarm population oo'ntaima.) & great exoess. _o_‘_fr.malesfover' femnlese

.+ This excess was greatest in the ages 18=30: years, Among these youths
there were from 113 to 142 males for each 100 femdless 'A deficiency of women in™
these. years may be considered critical for they represent the age span durihg which
most marriages oocurs When such a deficiency exists & certain proportion of mén
cagunot marry:at all or else must moarry outside their. coomunitiese -

. .~ Sexwselogtive migration is the main factor responsible for the-im'"
balance-of the sexes on farmsis Rurtkesurban migration is selective in the  feminine
direction so that migration from farms involves more men then womene “While agrie
culture is.largely a men's occupation those jobs open to women are concentrated
in towns.and citiese

o . .A high sex ratio in farming sreas croates many soéial problems most -
of which require more caroful studies than has yét beon made: Wherc malés pres
_ dominate their range of choice in mate selection is limited and some males cgnnot -
£find a matoe Under those circumstances practically all mature femeles can marry

if they so wishe Many who marry may not be well ‘fitted to do soce
_ife - Inbalance of the sexes has its effect nob only. on mate selection

and marital problems but gives rise to various other types of ‘soeial problemss . .
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111 :NET MIGRATION TO AND FROM FARMS: <

 Betwoen 1930 and 1940 the rurel:farm population-of Ohio-ovidently éxperiencéd
. o considerable overwall gain or loss-thfdugh'migiatioh. Estinstes éﬁow; howﬂ%er,
that certain ageesex categories of the farm population experienced very éf;;t~;
losses due to migration away from farms, while other ago=sex classes made great
gains in numbers due to ine-migration to farmse In other words, net gains at some
age levels were cancelled by losses at other agese

The situation repgarding age=sex differences in migration is shown graphically
in figure 2 based on date in table 24 That figure shows a comparison botween the
farm population pyramid as it would have appeared if no farm-nonferm migration had
occurred between 1930 and 1940, and the way it actually appeared on tho basis of
the 1940 census enumerations The numbers represented in the basie pyramid were
calculated on the assumption of no migrations Those in the supereimposed pyramid
represent the actual count in 1940¢ The differences between these coleulated and
actual nunbers provide estimatos of net gain or loss to each ageesex category as a
result of migration.£/

Ao Between 1930 and 1940 Ohio farms gained population through inemigration

of children ond older adults but lost population due to movement of youths and

young adults away from farmse

The greatest not gain was in the years 35«544 A total of 38,000 more

1/ Net migration was caloulated as followss

le Starting with the age and sex classification of the farm population in
1930, each class was aged 10 years and from it was subtracted the ostimated number
of deaths of its members during tho decades For example, there were 44,856 moles
under 5 years old in the 1930 enimerations Theso wore 10«14 years old in 1940 and
during tho decade an estimated 1,413 deaths ocecurred leaving 43,443 as tho oxpeoted
number of boys 1l0wl4 yoars old at the end of the decades

2¢ The 1940 census acotually onumerated 56,082 boys on farms, which was 11,639
more than the number calculated on the no=migration assumptions

3¢ This difference is then accounted for as being due to the net inemigration
to farms of 11,639 boys who were 10=14 years old in 1940, Similar calculations
were made for all age-sex categoriess

-
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FIGURE 2o

NET GAINS AND LOSSES IN DIFFERENT AGE-SFX CATEGORIES

OF THE RURAL-FARM POPULATION OF OHIO AS A RESULT OF MIG &TION
TO AND FROM FARMS 1930 = 1940
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meg;and women of those ages moved to farms between 1930 end 1940 than moved away
from farms duriﬁg that same periode Thé gréat nunerical significance of this volume
of net movement to farms from cities, towns, and villages is seen in the fact that
it represented a gain equal to nearly 15 percent of the total resident population
of these ages on farms in 19406

The net movement of people to farha during the thirtics was largely
a movement of familiess is a result the farm population gained large numbers of
children and teen age youths from nonf;rm arease There was no réady way of esti=
mating the migretion of children underlldiyoars old since they were born after the
1930 census enumerations Estimates 1ndicate that around 27,000 children and youths
10-19 years old moved to farms between 1930 and 1940 in excess of whatever move=-
ment there was in the opposite directions In other words farms experienced a net
gaiﬁ:of 27,000 children and teen age ybuths during the decade ending in 1940
Theseiin-migrants were éufficient in ﬁumber to inerease the numbers of such persons
én fafms by 12 percents -

| While the net movement ﬁo farms from cities, towns, and villages was
largely a family migration, the net mévément awey from farms was largely a mipgroe
tion of individuals who were 20«34 yeérsTof agee The total net 1loss of these farm
youths and young adults amounted to around 67,000 pooples Had there been no loss
thé farm population of these ages wouid havevbeen about one=third 1arger in 1940
than it sctually wes according to the census counte :

In summary it mey be emphasized that during the nineteen thirties
migration to farms was selective of persons 36=54 years old who movod as fomilies
having many children. At the same time thoe migration away from forms was highly
selective of youths and young adults who moved as individuals and as young married
cou@les.

Be Between 1930 and 1940 the farm population 10 years old and over gained

numbers through net in-migratioa of men and boys, but this over-all gain in males

was cancolled by an equally largo net loss of females,
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Acoording to estimates made for this report about 11,000 more males

10, years old and’ over moved to Ohio farms 1930—1940 than moved away fron tham. ;

"Precisely the opposito wa.s true of females, the net result of migration being a

loss of 11,000 women (Table 2)e

"

C .The age seleotivity of migration to and frcm farms difféted’Uonsiderably

V.

between the sexGSo ;

P Pl

1;1 Girls 15-24 years old noved awqx from farms in much larger pro-

L \.".

: portions than boys of these ages 1950-1940. This fuct is p01nted up sharply in

PR

table 2. There it is shown that 6 800 more boys 15-19 years old movsd to farms

during the decade than moved away from farms. In oontrast slightly more of these

teen . ageagirls moved away from farms than movad to them.

)

It is probable thut farm girls who complete thoir Schoollng
feel that they are, not neoded on the farn, or thnt thay have no satlsfylng function

there. Consequontly they muy find 1t casier to break the parental hame ties and

‘, £ T » s o - w P

to. seek jobs in cities and towns. 5l o
' : i X ¥;, :‘A"

: Young women in their aarly twenties also move awuy from farms

in much larger proportions than do young men of the samo age poriod. Between

-1930 and 1940. for exumple, the net loss of youths 20-24 yoars old from the farm

®

'populatiOn wos about twice as great for girls as for boys. Differential migration

ot these ayes is extromely significant for it leaves a great disparity between the
sexes at the vory ages where mate selestion and marriage is a vital oonsideration
in the lives of young peoploe
The tromendous effect of this differential migration between

the soxes on the sox ratio is soon in tho fact that in 1940 therc were in the famm
population 142 men for each 100 women 21 and 22 years olde This sex ratio was only
slightly lower for youths 20 years old and for those 23 and 24 years old (Table 4)e

2e¢ While the net movemcnf away from ferms 19301940 was groeater
for women in their early twenties it was greatest for men 25«29 years old and cone

timmed up to the 35th year (Table 2)e
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5 + 3 While the farm population gained from net indngratzon of men
of all ages b;twean 55 end 75, it lost through movoment of women 60 and over away
from funms. Suoh net losses of aged women probably represents in part a mcvement

of widowu who 1eave farms after the. doaths of their husbandso

%  ”1,'>;,' The We.rtime Mgration fron ke o

The period 1930-1940 was in general n depr6351on period. During
tsuoh periods the net movement of people away from farms is greani&ﬂ;iowed. In 3
spite of thia fact Ohio farms lost 67,000 youth;“and young udults to cities, towns,
and.villages_Quring;tng deprgss;on dgcade.‘ The period since 1940 has been one of
unpracedanted milmtary and industrlal actlvity. The accelerated movement, awey
from farms into the arme% forces and into war 1ndustries during thls period has

also been wlthout precedents The total volume of that migratipn in Ohio is at

present unknown.

e oy
- L)

It is known that the volume of, migration from farms has oaused the
farm p0pulation to decline greatly. For example, the national farm population
decllnad from 30,269,000 in 1940 to, only 25 190 000 in 1945 according to estimates
made by the QPitgd States Dopartment qf_Agriculturqe‘:It is also known that the
m;;;naryjmanpowar néeds haj?vbaén.mét h&‘seiecting the{young and.go§t.physically;
ané nentaglykfit men fo? military seryices Otherzsélcnn;ve‘factors in the wertime
n@grgtion from forms ond their"effgoﬁiqn ruxai living nnd:qn the gquality of the .

rural population are matters which call for resgarqh; i
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IV MARITAL AND FAMILY STATUS OF RURAL FARM CHILDREN AND YOUTH
The marital and family status of farm children and youth are most important
from the point of view of.their health and welfaroe It is generally agreed that
both for children and for adults.

Ae Many farm‘xApths 4o not Marrye

One of;%““ striking characteristics of the farm pOpulation of Ohio is

the large number of ma, youtha who do not marry at all Or who are wed only at an
abnprmally late age. The situation is shown graphically in figure 3 which is based
on table 3e As 1ndioated in these sources thore were in 1940 a total of 39,000
men past 30 years old living on farms who had never mﬂrried. “Thoese sinble men
made up nearly 14 percent of the entiro mnle population 30 years old ‘and over on

: farms. In other words 1 in every ? mgn who had lived beyond tho normal age for

marriagé wore bachelbrs. There were also 19;000 womﬁn p&st 30 years old on farms

who were spinsters. These spinstcrs aomprléed 7.8 poroent of all farm women 30
years old and overe B  V | i I.‘

The - 1§40 ceusus shows thaﬁ the percentaée oT farm males who were
married rose rapidly after 20 years of age. The maximum proportion married was
found among those 45-49 years old. At that age level 84.6 percent of all men were
married, while 181 percegt were baohelors. The-romainder, .5 percent, were
widowed or divoroed.» Aftor 50 yeara of age the peroentage married deolined as in
each’ older age period the peroantage of widowed and divorcod men inecreased (table 2)s

ca When the proportion of farm youths morried at each year of ‘age was
oomputed the results were most interestiﬁg. While the proportion ma¥ried roge with
each additional year of age, it was not until the 26th year that the ‘majority of
farm males were marriad.' It wes most nptablo hQWBver that at 30 only 6784 percent
were married while 3140 percent wore singlos (The remainder, 1.6 perecent, were
widowed or divoroed). At'34 years oqu%Hf21.7 percent of farm men were still single

(tables 4 and 5).
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These.are significant flndinge for the prospeots of eventual mnrriage for
a man declines rapidly after 30 yeers of age. ‘A recent report indicates that the
:chences of marriegé for a 51ngle nan 30 yeers old are only 67 in 100e Tﬁet:fe;
only 67 percent of ell ‘men who ore single at 30 ‘ever MATTY e At 34 yeare 5f eée the

chances of & bachelor ever finding a wife are less than 50 in IOO-J/ ' .

"'. The percontago of ferm womoen who were marrled in 1940 rose rapidly from 246

peroent of those 16 to a peak of 89.3 percent of those 40-44 years old. At this

-3

”age of maximum marriegc 6.8 percent wore single, that is, ‘were epinsters whllo 3.9

percent were widowsd or divorced (teble 3). When the proportions marrled at each
'year of age were' oemputed it was found that the majority of farm women were married

by the time they beeame 22 years olde Still at 30 yoars of age 16.3 percent of

;farm women wore spinsters and at 34 years 10.8 percent had never: mnrried (tables 4

.A?,I:A y o8 : , ", -"

and 5)0
o Whlle ‘the pr0portion of ferm women who had falled to mnrry at the normal ages

wns smnller than for men, it is notable that the prospects for marriage are much

-

ad

“less for e spinster than for a bachelor of comparable age. The report~referred

to ebove indicates thet at 30 the chancea of eventual marriage of a single worian

are only 48 in 100. At 34 her ohences are only 25 in 100- ,

Slnce the prospects of mnrriage docrease with increa81ng egeﬁlt is hlghly
important thot farm youths who' are well fitted for merriage be provided with con-
ditions favorable to such an Jnderteking”at normﬁl ages; Full socialvend emotional

!maturity oannot be attained by youths until they become properly emanclpated from
their parental hcmes, until they have developed normal 1nterests in the opposite
sex and until they hnve transferred their deepest affection to the ‘one flnally ;
chosen as a murrlage purtnero rsiy : | |

: Thero are evidently poworful factore 1n the farm environnent which tend to

r

d*scourege marrfage on tho part of youths, pertwculerly male yOuths. At 25 yeers

ibyf "Fhe Chances of Remnrrlage“ Stat 1stica1 Bulretln. Metropolltan Life Insurance
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of age-only 447 pgréent;;of; all ,fp.rm.ma.]:eg were married ;p 1940. i lf'q;;',: z_'_u:"a]_.-nonfo.rm
males of that age 6245 percent were ‘my.rr:].ed‘.,  For ,quga.:;x_;,ma‘lgg.‘ 534 “pcz"cm;;t were
marelads A% 80 youre of ago 62,1 perosnt; of rural nonfarm malo youths and 7443,
“‘p;ércon"l'f oi_f urban’x.mles were ;ga;riedo; ,l‘he_‘gsgms.‘, wa.s trug of .QP}Y‘_G'ZJ.‘%_.P?M@:& gf_
the farm males.. f.‘“ A o o

w Whiie the proportions of .females married a,‘; differen'b age 1evels were higher
for fa.rm girls than for czty girls, st.’cl}.r the propor'b:\.ons were considerably lower
‘than ‘ainong :ruml-nopfa,rm youthse .Fo._g !,egamp_l_e, 8% .20 yeqrs_‘oijvg:gg 45-5 ‘peroent__of

3

the rural non.i‘p.rm wamen were mo.rri.ed. Eor farm g;irla only 54.2 percen'b were
; marr:leda A'b 25 ye&rs of 8go. 79.0 percant of all rural noni‘o.rm wonen. but only 72.0
parcent of all fe.rm women. Ware ma.rriod.
. There is: neod for speoial studies dosigned to ‘uncover 'bhe factors Wthh lossm
'bhe chances of marria.ge on the part of farm youth. It sooms certain that the
- chances of marriage, fer farm males ere 1essened by the faot tha'b umnrried men fo.r
outnmnber vimarried -wemen . in fo,rming; ureasq In 1940, for example, therc were on
Ohio farms 135,000 single males 14-34 years olds _Ajb.ph'e same timo *?l::l_j.“orekqure »ont.'yty
76,000 single femnles of theée agéé. F‘(_)r;::e_gél'fx‘_l()_()_:siﬁg_le femnles thore were 195
siﬁgla melese It is tv:'uﬁtqgether likely that large Jngxgbers o;' f;z_a.rn} youths who are
well fitted far »mrrigéa .remain be.ghelcrs;_ Baég#é& they e.::é una‘ole to find ‘mves in
_the:lr 'qvm‘coﬁmur%iil:ies an@.b_eoags.q. they have i‘.‘p\jrg;,clcgsVe so‘cﬂ."t.t_xl qg#to.cts in urban "
cdmmumties wl:\ere Wamen gre. JORO. JUNenous, than,men. ‘ V g R
‘That ‘there are fac.tors other ‘thon disorepancies between the sexes that lessen
the ;oha,nces__f,o_f nmriq.gg -anong,, farm :ym;tj.,h is ggggqgtgd ,.b_y jbhe cox_npa.m{gively .J,t{._;g_q
mumbérs. of -farm girls -who. becang. spinsters. When men fa.r outmmbor frqmon. in the
marriageable ages it is to be expected that nearly all women will ma.rryo Ye’{;_aﬁ
25 yoors Qf-.' age :26.6 peroe_nt, of the farm yyrqn@n We!,‘_?: §i'1:1g19.511p..‘ 1940.”. At 30 mgare
. than 16 percpnt were single. : Evsan at 34 nearly 11 peroent wore Bpins'bers. o

R ey

ik Tho premlcnce of buchelors &nd pf &pinsters in ‘bhe farm populo.tion i.s o.ll :

eI ke v LA

4o i i s e .

the more puzzling when it is recalled tha.'b farmlng is to a cons:.dero.ble degroe o
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family enterpriso. Such an occupation should ensourage‘marriage. Do farm youths

" lack opportunities for meeting members of the opposite sex under oonditions COne

ducive to mate selection? Does a scaroity of youth groups, olubs, and organizations

,for outemofwschool ferm youths lessen their ehanoes of marriage? Are considerable
'numbers of farm youth unfitted for marriage beoause of physioal and mental health

“defecta? Does the training reoeivod by fann ohildren and youths develop in them

attitudes unfavorable to marriage? These are a few of the questions which should
be ‘made subjoots for investigationo s ‘ ' '

" Be Divoroed_p*rsons on farms.

The census of 1940 enumerated in Ohio noarly 42,000 men, and 54,000

.'“women who were divorced and who had not remarried. of these divoroed persons

: 4,500 men and 2, 800 women were living on farms. It we.s found that 16.5 peroent

of the divoroed males on farms were less than 35 years old. Of the divorooes on
farms 32a3 peroent were 1ess than 35 years old«d/

These statistics do not provide an aoourate 1ndez of divoroe in

N\

"rural areas for several reasons. Many divoroed persons remarry and are then re=

ported as "married" by the consus e In faot, it frequently happens that a divoroe

is sought by & husband or by a wife, or both for the express purpose of entoring

T L] -

'upon a new marriuge. Tho chanoes of remarriage for the divorced are even greater

than for the single of comparable agee Then too beoauso of the stigma whioh is

) f i

U Etill attached to divorce some divoroed persons roport themselves as single, 4

nﬂmarried. widowed, or separated. COnsequently the consus returns understate the

actual number of divoroed persons.' Beeause of the scondal usually assooiated

i

:“with divorce in rural oommunities the subjoots involved are apt to move to other

e AP pmatin, B SN e @ 4 B, e 1

P SR U S 8

ﬂ"communities. Such divorce nigrants may swoll the count of oivoroed persons in

urban areass

'C; Marltal separations among farm people. \i_ . | ’_ RS TSR T

Nap s ey R e s ve

pir o e e o
nes 4 an & wese R -
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While unexpootedly large numbers of‘farm youths remoin single many

;y/ Sixtoenth Gensus of the Unitod Statcs, 1940+ Population Fourth Serles for Ohioe

~
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who ma.rry find their me.rriages unsuccessful. This is indicated in part 'by the
frequency with ;vhieh rural marriages are broken by divorces It isifurthei'_indieated
by a surprising frequeney ef marital separa.tion. e 8B
» At the time of the last census taken on April 1, 1940 there were
7,900 msrried men on Ohio fe.rms whose wives were not living with them.A At the
same time there were 5,200 me.rried women on ferms who were living a.part from their
‘husbands at the time of the censuSo-/ These figures ‘indicate tha.t e.bout 3 of .
each 100 married farm men were living apart from their wives and e.bout 2 of each
100 married farm women were living in homes f:fom which their husbands were absent
(table 6)e | 6 I
A.cc_orciing to census procedures e person was cle.‘_s's(ified as "married,
spouse absont" if that person'sﬂ_v wife or husband was not living in the seme house=
hold at the time of the e‘numerati.o‘(n. For the entire State of Ohie there ;vere, .
71,000 married males v;ho were ii..ving;. epe,rt from their wivos, and 65,000__nre.i'ried
females living apart from their husb.e.nd”sv. A
It may be assumed that these figures represent for the most part
me.n:ie.ges that had been broken by separation. Suoh separations are indicative of
rea.l bree.ks in afi‘ectional ties between husbands and wives e.nd usue.lly proceed
divorce., Some, howevex, were doubtless tempore.ry sepe.re.tions involv:.ng marital
partners between whom affectione.l ties were intact. This group would inelude
migrants whose husbands or wives were tempore.rily left behind, Military service
was & relatively-small factor in caus:mg separe.tions since 1arge sce.le ixifinotion
had not begun at the time of the last census, in 1940, -l :
'I'he frequeney of separe.tion of me.rital partners WOS gree.test among
youthse Of the 7 887 me.rried men living in farm homes from Wthh their w:Lves were
absent 2,192, or 278 percent, were young men less, the.n 35 y_ee.rs old.‘} of the

5,240 farm women 1iving apart from their hnsbends 1,926, or 56.8 pereent,u_.g\;e,r.e....., i

cause in ma.ny instanees only one. of the separe.ted partners was living on & form.
“in Ohio. —

\- N
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youths and young adults less than 35 years olde - Only 742 farm boys 15«19 were
‘vmarried, but-qf‘*hqge.25.l pgrcantﬂwere:i%ying“gpgry_f:Qm_tbe;r_wiveSo This rate
of secparation was 6.1 percent for men 20«24, and 344 percent for those 25=29 years
olde: Of all teen age farm girls who were mérried-s.s percent were separgted
permancntly or temporarily from‘théir husbandse The seme was true of 3¢5 percent
of thoso 20-24 years old (table 6)e

De Iidowed poople on farmse - ' )

At the time of tho- 1940 census 53 percent of the male population
15 years old and over on Ohio farms was comprised of widoworse Much more striking
~was the fact that 8e4 percent of the female population on farms were widowse In
-actual ‘nunbers there were nearly 23,000 widowers and 30,000 widows on farmse
i+ Widowhoed wns in 1940 largely a problem of middle agze end old ages
Among the widowers on farms only 374 wore under :35 years olde Among the widows
only §7%weng o ihen 56

Ee lMany farm youths continue to live with their parzents after coming of age

chronologicallye

- -In 1940 it was found that 7143 percent.of all male farm youths 20«24
years were living with their parents in the parental homee The same was true of
 4ls4 percent of those 5 years oldere Of those 30=34 years old 24e4 were still
- diving with their perentse oy " : baoy Dm0 . 8

Girls who live on farms break the ties with their perental homes
much more frequentlys  Only 48.2 percent of those 20-24 were living with their
parents; For those 25«29 the proportion fell to 23,9 percent and for those 30«34
yoars old only 1l5¢5 percent remained with their parents (table 7)e

It is quite frequently the case that when a farm boy marries he
brings his bride into his parental homee The effect of this kind of living arrange=
ment upon the marriage relationship of those of each of the generations represented
in the household is a subject that noeds careful studys Is the lack of separate

housing accommodations for young married couples on farms a factor that discourages
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e

marriages or lessens their chances for success when undertaken?

Fe lNany farm children sre born and reered in tho homes of their grandparents e
Because male youths often bring thelr wives into their parental homo
.to lix.rq,b farm homes frequently contain three generations of children, perents :eind
4'gra1»adparen+;vs_. ;[1} 1940 about 11 percent of all farm children under 5 years old
”were‘ living in homes of which one of their grandparents was the heads A little
more than 6 percent of those farm children 5=10 years old and more than 4 ‘percent
of those 10~14 were living in homes: of their parents® parents (table 7)e
i | The e::?feot of this kind of living arrangement upon the pérsonaliﬁf)r

: devélopmont of ohild;-en is anothor subjeot which calls for soeial and psychological
resea;'ch. Aro gl}i_ldren_.w}}o live with thoir grandparents over=protected or ‘pampered?
Are thoy confused and frustrated by conflicting domands and expectations on the
pe:rt of parents and grandparents? . '

Ge Farm youths do not become established as heads of households until

Telatively late in lifes X _

» In 1940 onij 1343 percent of all farm men 20«24 years old were-heads
of househo?.ds‘. of those 26-29 a little more than 44 percent had assumed responsi=
bi;ity as household :heade s While 4942 porcent were living with their ﬁareﬁts or
other rela‘bives‘.’ Néarly 6 percent wore living with their employers or wers rooming
oute OFf those 30=34 ycars old only 64¢4 peroent were liwing in homes of which théy
wore heads, while 3546 percont were living with their_parents,'gr‘a.niipa.ronts or

obher relatives or with employers or in lodging. houses (table 7)e
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¥ THE SCHOOLING OF PARY YOUTH. ' . . | =

In 1940 the ccnsus for the first time collected information eoncerning the
forunl cducational attainment of each person enumerateds As & result it became
possible to classify the farm population: of Ohio according to the last full grade
completed in the regular school system from first grade at the elementary level
through collegee Some important results are presented in this section of the ro=
porte ' =

~Ae . Less than one-half of all farm youths had graduated from high schoolo

orthadd The best record of eoducetional attainment of any beyear age group

in tho ferm pépulation in 1940 was found among thoso youths, 20«24 yoars of égo,

Yot only 4849 percent of these young men and: women had graduated from high schools
About 28 percont had  no schooling above the primary gradese -Each higher age , -
group had -less, to show in the way-of formal educational attainmente The situqtipn
at threc age levels Was~gs.follqws:3m ; .-“

LU S

Of each-100 farm youths 20=24 years old -

4849 graduated from high sghool

2249 went to high school wyt did not graduate

2045 quit school after complebing 8 gradeos
7¢7 had less than 8 grades in school

Of each 100 form youths 24-29 yoars old -

4041 gradu&tud from hlgh school

2245 wont to high school put - did not graduate
27¢2 quit school after completing 8 grades
1042 had lese than 8 grados in school - -

Of each 100 farm youths 30«34 yesrs old = -

3le6 graduated from high school
2le4 went to high school but 4id not graduate
33¢6 quit scghool after completing 8 grades
13.4 had less than 8 grades in school
In terms of average (modian) number of grades oompleted, youths
20-24 had finished 11.8 grades, thosa 25-29 had finished 10.5 grades whlle those

50-34 had finished only Oed grados on the average,d/

_J/ Sixteenth Census of the United States, 19404 Population. Fourth Seriec for
Os Table 20e
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Be Farm women had attained higher levels of formalieducation then hed farm

one A0 B0 SUTIRCLIL; e ' Gk odd 0% BroHon ¢
At every age level of the farm population above secondary school age
théro was a larger ‘proportion of high. school’grdduates in the female population
than in the male populdbtions At every ago level beyond the 10th'yesr there was
a-highor percentoge of males than females with less than 8 grades ef schooling .
(table 8 and figure 4)e o o
On the avorage young farm women oxoeoded young-form men by one.full
grade of school atbtainmente MAmong those 20=24 .yoars old the 'medion grade attaine
ment:for”girla wes 241 gradese The'median boy of that age period had completed
*e6nly 1lel grodose AL the 26-29 year age level the average grade attaimmont was -
1140 grades for farm womon but-only 1041 for farm mene ' -In the age group 30w34 .
years the avorage grade attainment was 10e1 for women but énly 9 grades for mens-

Ce Farm youths had more formal educetion than their elderse : .. o iF .

The rapid expansion of socondary educstion during the pest two
gonerations is graphically shown in figure 4 and in’table 8. The proportion of
high school graduates in tho populatian ﬁeoiined with'each higher age group both
for males and for femalese ;

As has been pointed out above. young men 20-24 yoars old and living

on farms were botter. eduoatod than any other age group. Of these male youths 45
porcont had gradusted frcm high séﬁodl; Their fathers' generatién moey be repree
sentod by men 45«50 years-old in 1940 -Only 1244 percent of that gencration went
through high schoole Their grandpdrenta' generatlon being around 70=75 years

old, contained relativé;yigéw high school graduatds, the proportlon being only

58 psrcont. Henco the proportion of hlgh sohool graduates among males was multi-
plied noarly 8 t:nes in two genuratlonl. The situation was similar among famales
of ulfferont goner;;iOQSo ..' £ i | ; : B i
G &

.. While the proportion of high school graduates in the, farm population

dedlinod rapidly with'inoroasing ape the opposite was.true-éﬁtthdéevwitﬁfyqségthéﬁ



anz

s

v o

/% FIGURE 4+ RURAL-FARM POPULATION BY AGE, SEX AND YEAR

.. . OF SCHOOL COMPLETED OHIO 1940 .
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8 grades of schoolinge Among males thébéfé;ortion that did not go to school at
all or who quit school before campleting 8 grades increased from only 847 percent
of thosae 20«24 years old to 24.8 percent of those in their fathers? generation, and

to 3842 percent of those in their grandfathers' generution (Figure 4 and Table 8)s

De Farm vouths had less formal sehooling,than did” urban youths of the same

P -
st
e

2gee
It wes a most notable fact that while only 48, 9‘percent of all farm

vouths 20w24 years old were high school graduates, 55.2 percent of all wurban:

youths of the same age period had cemploted high sohool. Aroufid 4647 percent

of eity youths 25-29‘wera high school graduates as ocmpared with only 4061 percent

of farm youthse

of eaoh 100 farm youths 20-24‘years old -

484 9 hﬁd gradunted fron high school £
22 ¢R.went €0 high school but. did not graduate
2602 never, want to high school

Of.'each 100 urbo.n ayouthe 20-24 years old “ /S

f‘55.2 had gradu&ted fram high school A
-29¢4 went to high school but did not graduate
256e4 never went to high school 5 Sz

of each 100 ferm youths 24-29 years old =

-40.1 had groduated from. hlgh school .
2265 went to high school but did not. graduate
37e4 mever went to high school S

Of'eaph'100~urban youthsg 25-29 years old-qu

46.7 had graduated from- high school :
2966 went to high school but did not graduate
2367 nover went to high school
The census does not prd@ide information on the basis of which one may
evaluate the rolative quality of education received by country and by city youthss.
It is pretbty widely agreed however, that the quality of rural education is generally
inforior to that available to city childrene Rural youth are therefore odu=

cutionally disadventaged in two woyse They receive less schooling on the average

than city childron and they frequently receive o poorer quality of education because
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wrban schools are better equipped and generally staffed with more competent

toachers who are attracted by higher salaries,

Ee Rural pupils were very froquently retarded one or more years in their

¥

school progross.

by

Normally a child enters the primary sohool as a first grader at 6
yearslsf agee I he progresses at the rate of a grade a year w1thout repeating
gradas, he will reach the 8th grade at 13 years of age and will b; a senior in the
hlgh school at 17 The majority of farm children do not follow thls normal
progression in school. A fow accelerate their progress while large proportloné
in school at any one time arec rotarded one, two, threc or more years.

| ‘O: all farm bpys 6=18 yoars old who.werg attending school in 194Q

»

only 42 pcrcoﬁt ﬁere in ‘the gfades oonsidered normal for their individual agess
Nearly 14 perc;;t were accelcrated one or more years while 4460 percont Were Iroem
tardod for a yoar or morcs Tha picturo wa.s dlfferent for farm girls attending
schoole About 4045 percent of the girl pupils were enrolleé in the grades normal
for their agos, and 1746 percent were advanced for one -or more yearse Only 34,0
percont were retardod in the noxmal progress through the ‘school grades (Table 9)e

There are threo mnaor factors whlch are 1mnediate reasons for ro=
toardation of farm pupils in schooI, starting to’ sehool late, ropetition of grades

and interruption of school attendanoé due to 51ckness,*change of residence or

othor roasons. A considorabla number of farm childrenpget a late sbart in schoole
In 1940 very fer rural chlldren were in school at 5 years of ages ThlS was due to
lack of klndé}gartens available in rural arcase Only 67.5 percent of all farm
children 6 years 0ld were attending school. In urban aroas 1647 percont of all §
yoear old children and 77. 9 peroent of those 6 years old were 1n school.d/

The amount of retardat?qn of school pupils frqm farms increases with

increasing agee According to normal expoctation pupils will be in the 5th grade

1/ Sixteenth Census of the United .States, 1940, FPopulatione. Fourth Series for
Ohioe Table 154 P

<



- 28 -
at 10 ycars old, in the 8th grade aé iS,“and & junior in high school at 16 years
S8 G f L avenen: Ao ,

Of all 10 year old farm boys in school in 1940 a larger number R
in the Gt grade than in any other single gradé; Yet only 40;9'pefoont were £ifth
graderse About 12 percent had advanced to the 6th grade, or one‘year:dhond of
thelr ﬁge. A fow (1e6 péréeﬁﬁ) had.édvanoed to theAQaveﬁﬁh gfdde or abovee On
tho oﬁhéfnhand,'32.9 percent of these boys were retarded one yoar and wore 6£1y'
'in the 4th grade; 10.5 percent were in the Srd grade being retarded two years, 7
while 2.0 percent wero so robarded that they were only in the second or in the‘»~

»
first grades

" Ten year old farm girls were further advanced in their school
progress than were farm boys of'thaf'age. The comparison was as follows (Table 9)s

Of each 100 farm boys 10 years old and in school -

1347 were accalerated one year or more
40e9 were in the fifth grade :
4544 were rotarded one or more yoors
32¢9 were in the fourth grade
1045 were in the third grade
.2e0 were in the second or first grade

of ieach 100 farm girls 10 years old and in gchool = .

1745 were accelerated one year or more
4706 were in tho fifth grade
3442 were retarded one or more years
" 2845 were in the fourth grade
§e2 wore in tho third grade
1.2 were in the seoond or first grade

Greater retard&tion was found umong 13 year-old pupils than among

fhose younger. "As at other ages bcys ‘were more rotorded than girlsc

:93 each 100 farti bq&s.iz years old and.ig school |

1202 wore accolerated one year or more
366l were in the eighth grade.
51¢7 wore retirdoed one or more years
. 3060 were in the seventh grade
13¢6 were inthe sixth
- 8el were in tho fifth or a lower grade

e o S o eaoh 100" farm girls 13 yoers old and in sohooi -

1644 wore noselerated one year or moro "
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4343 weore in the ‘eighth grade’
398 were retarded one or more years
277 were in the seventh grado
. 8ol were in the sixth
440 were 'in the fifth or a lower grade
' A% 16 years of age only B4.1 parcent of the farm boys ettending school
were high sehool juniors as normally expected of pupils of that agee About 10s1
porcent were seniors or had gradusted from high' school ‘but 5568 were short of
Junior standing and 119 percent had not yet reuached+the high schoél level but
wore. still 'in tho ‘8th or a lower gradee - = o 2iiull
" Kgain girls werd loss retarded them wero boyse 'The comparison was as

follows(Table 9)a

7”Of edch 100 farm boys 16 years old'andjigfschOOI‘—

10el werc-aceelerated one or more yoars

34el were high school juniors

558 wore retarded one or more years
4994 wero sophomores
“}445 were 'freshmen® . "l iyl ! :
llo9 were in the cighth or a lower grade

Of each 100 farm‘g_rls 16 yeurs old and in school -
- 13e4 woro nQOOlur bod ono or nore yoars
42e% woro high school juniors™ -
442 Wicre rutorded ono or more yoars
2942 wepe "sophomores Loy,
Ce3 were freshmen .
. Be7 were in the éighth or a lower grade

Fe Farm youths drop out of school 4t a higher rate than do nonfarm youthss

. Rural farm'boys aﬁd.girlsubegin-to drop out of sechool rather rapidly
Foefter 13 ﬁéarsidf/ageo ‘The drop=out rate in’1940 ‘wes.higher for fam than for none
ferm pupils ‘as shovm in the fdlldwing table for persons l3=19 years old:

TABLE A+ 'PERCENTAGE OF “CHILDREN AND“YOUTHS 13~19 YEARS"OLD
WHO WERE NOT ATTENDING SCHOOL, OHIO 1940

‘Age : ’ 1" Rural farm | Rural-nonferm | Urben
13 years « Foovs waov ol lBrowoaoe® i ~ 246 e [2ed
14: 4.2 305 ' 2.8
Y500ifqon et lbi w0t adbdootcleBoamad doliubef 4460
16 o 2003 16,0 1169
17 Lol va of sookdifvidondbed! | 100wd i f 2546
e R e :;:n55-1 N SOy 7 ... 58ed
" g T, Y . 18206 7860
oy §ixteenth Tonsus of tho ﬁilted SEates 1533. Fourth Sori cs‘fBr:aﬁib.

Table 156
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VI VITAL STATISTIGS OF YOUTH TR 8

People have been deoply 1mpressed 'by the results of the Selective Service
exeminations designed to select young \men:,rﬁt for military' s_ervioe. They have been
greatly surprised at the great frequengy. of.physical and mental defects found
among young men in the prime of lifee :Rural people have been-particularly startled
by the'fact that the health status of rural men;is no better and perhaps not even
as: good as ‘that of urban meo; v doy doa bad $ocogeg Cel

Recent tabulations of births by age gnd place of residence of mothers. and -
of doaths by :age and plage of residengé throw further light :on the health status
and needs of rural youthe It is tho purpose of this section of ‘this report to
swmarlbe saw of thoslfpostbenhifindiangs semerabiuduisbional ey Mrth satos
involving young mothors, and death rates at. different.agese - .- 1.1

3 rag 1 \ ¥
e LE S X \

SELECTIVE SERVICE REJECTIONS .%-.: - i 1

Up to the end of 1944 aboubt 4 500,000 young nen 18-57 yﬁars of age had been

apry  wia

rejected for military serv:lco throughout the natlon due to physioal o.nd mental

g . 5 e

health defoctse In o.ddition more %ha"ﬁ 1 '000' 'b'OO ho.d ‘been aischo.rged fron the

armed services because of defoots othor '!sho'.n those sustainod in oombat. Besides

-'\-.‘ - %

these rejectees and dischargeos 1 500,000 m.amin. tha sorvices had been inducted
with significant defcots but had bosn. rohabilit&‘bed through medico.l and dental
sare aduintibored: afhey thoy wmindmedf/ e B0 oo ol vk inod e

‘It his been’assumed: that youths,; particularly rural youths, enjoy optimum

« physicaland merbal heglith, but it is evident from:selectiwe service findings that

good health: among youmglpeople was moré apparént théan reale The public health
significance of the Saleﬁtive Servieo :t’indings has been challenged in some quarterse

1’1: is true tha'b 'bhe "Ino’ia" n.oo ”bi'é”u"ﬁe “disa ling nlnoss among young pooplo is 3

B fW g

rolo.’civoly low, o.nd thoir roouporative powers are very greo.t. It is ‘also 'bruo

™ 'S

that rno.ny of tho doi‘octs which oaused- re;ject.’aon for military service do not preo=

voent par'bioipu.tion in ordinary oivilian o.ot:.v‘lties. They may he.vo lit’blo effect

_'.1./ Us Se: Sona.te Suboomitteo on Warbime ﬁpo.l.’bh and. Educqti,on. In‘borjm Reporb
Jonuary 19454 . - .

by § 237 .
PREI S :



Wi 3l -
on death ratesiwod on stoludes-witioss Thepady ghevide Mittle Lodnteret ot 40
cxdiie Bhaphipiviall whods aph W demgrmatedoldh aie guds and spectacular
illnesses and diseasess It is also true that those who have Jbeen most concerned
with rejectpes insist that their! defects frequently reduce initiative and working
{ ‘»Gapaeity and affect the pérsonts total health in .a most importent waye lNoreover,
mony of the defaects uneoveréd by the draft are-of such nature that if neglected,
mey éventuslly rosilt -in acute illness of in ‘sericus disabilitye. The Selective
Serviqe : findidgs are ‘therefore ddmportant indicators of the health status of youthe

Ae Source -92 informatione

w0t Tni Novenbor 1944 National Headquarters of the Selective Serviee
Systom issued Yedionl Statistics Bulletin Number 3 That report presents detailed
statistios on'a nationwide basis 'of the results of exeminations of reogistrants
~from April; 19423 to December, 1943 The report presents the results of the exe
amination of - over 9,000,000 menbaged on a 20 percent samples :There are mo
detailed breakdown for rural registrants separatelys /Rates of rejection are howe
‘ievery given for verious odcupational groups which inelude farmers and farm- laborers
o8 separate catogoriess - |

» e During the war and up to the second mouth of 1944_th ‘monbhly

rejoction ratd among all registrants examined in-the United States waried from 31.4

Dperecontrin Jonuary-1943 to 46.5 percent in January 1944e  In Ohio the re-jéotion

robe varied from 270 percent’in Januarfy 1943 to 4348 peroent one year lator,
according to reports. from:Selectivé Servieos i ol thtoves aeodtor

[o w0 2e - Among regiStrants; under 22 years of rage the rejection rate was

highest among boys 18:years'olde: For 'the period:September 1942 to June 1943 the

overall rejoction rate was 3644 per 100 registrents examined throughout the United
Statose It was found that 27.6 percent ofiall 18 year old boys were.rejcctod as

oompairod ﬁ.‘bh 25..2' peroent

L OA? UB3 I RE vo

olethose: a yeai-_ older and 2545 pei'cent.oi'-:thoso two
gré"ar'solgler. i ’

romamin NS S A A 4 S S e

pil Ih B 4O0% S ow ¥

M AG% & g 5 Réjeé’h‘ibﬁs’ inokeated with ’ii"ici;ea%in?g‘;ag "euafil:ei‘-“--}"_’i“andu aftor the
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8314 ‘yobr of ape more than ohexhalf of all registrambs-ivdre rojecteds:

e —

4e ' Rejoction rotes emong farmers’ were among the highest of ahy

v »

fosotipntonil proupy o vad ofe caodd Fantd owad osls ol . esvorse il Luas avesonili

i Lo ekl ol Fyom Aprid 1942 thedugh Devonber. 1948 the: tatal rejection rate
e 4206 nejootionsrpurt W0 exaninddy « For farner's and farti monegors ithe wejection
wats was 5644 iperoentand for farm-leborers it was (5248 percente
ceifendo? w0 o I il gpdoind inbiotivide study 'of YCauses Of Rejectionw and Ine
+"é¥dendo “of ‘Dofebs Among 18 dnd 19 Yonr«-0ld-Selective Service Registrantsy™ . &
Sclective Service statisticians found an exceedimgly-high’rate of rejection among
fadh Boyss O tHs ‘favelage only-24;gorsert:of thode Joung reglstrants wers ro=
b ljodtod Wit tho pordertdpe fom farm boys was fap to 36 ipar?é'erﬂ:iy
Y HebHEr hese Pavmenonfarnidifforences ivrojoction ratus rea ‘
floct detunl difforondodin 4he Kealtl status ‘of fafm and nonfarm Yesidents is'a
subjoot Whick-deservés moré ooniclusive studys Did those Whg wers cdlled up-for
» golodtive ‘soriice Texatitridtiond Wopresent w trud: crosg wection of  farm enfof i :
Tmilitay afe? Wers Hhe wéniiwhe e most LIt plifsieally sand mentally défegred in
disproportionately large numbers for occupational or other:dsasons? -Is rurale.
rban il grdbion Lgbnordlly seleotiveof 'the moro healthy farn’youths for cities?
CAre’Bhord factors ¥n tHe Papm envibonment. thet meké for! greater physical ‘and:
nonfal uif I4ios s fof Ehose! réarsd onlfarng. than  of those Feared in cities?s .

2 Bel Ga;usG&?"foﬁ”;ro;eot:‘foﬁ-é ‘£ 8poéiwl:repbrt’ ffom.Solective Servicé-Heads ¢

quarters covering the poriod Februawysildroh 1944 shoirs on'a nationwide basis the
AppingiPal edush forrejogtion by agé groupse  The léading oauses . for rejection at
‘dirporént dlo-lovols wierblad: follows forivhite registrantss [ .= ' -

bodbidl ogf éam--a-;-soo P lgayetr old ¥ejéobees d v Lald co adot Lot

LR 1802 wore ré jeoted - for ‘thental disease . LT Jooli Lo 3% asudeda
; 89 were rejectoed for failure to meet minimum 1ntelligance standards
any ST whretrojooted beeause-of cardiovaséular defeets . il Y 3OO
74 were rejected beecsuse of musculoskeletal defects
1/ Article by Le Ge Rowntreo, Kenneth He HoGill and Thomas I. Edwafdss “ Journal

.Amorz.c,‘an Medieal Associa.'l'ion. Yol; 123, Noe 4, pp. 181-185. Sg.pt. 25y 19436

RIS, AR SN A SHA el Diiati o ARG it AR NTEIN A




W

60
56

o

40
36
24

were
wel'e
were
were
were
wore

rojocted beoatise
rejoocted because

rejocted because

rejected because

rejected because

rejected because

b (
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off enydebdoty’? Dotinl » vuolod
of eye defoots

of neurological defects = .
of hernia

of “tuberoulosis '

of under or overweight

[ 5008 ‘ r00ls ol ad & Iuvosd:

Of each __,rOOO Lejeotees 18 - 25 years old -

w2 i Oar

276
181
8l
78
78
66
53

45 were'

were
were
were

were

were

wore

were

37 were

22 were

rejected baouuse

rejected because

rejected becouse

rejectod because

rejected because

rejected beocause’

rejocted because
rejected because
rejected because

‘rejooted becuuse

of mantél disease _
of ‘musculoskeletal defects
of failure to meet minimum intelligenoe standards

‘of soardiovascular defects

of hernia ;
of “ear defeots - '+ * oL
of eye defects

'of neurological defeots

of buberoulosis 4
of kidney defects @ bus Dodeufbe Lic

0f ‘each 1,000 rojoctess 26 = 29 years old w ' ° Lo r K 8

264 averao.

108
20
66
59
57
49
46

36

27

Szg'eaéh

were
were
were
were
were
were
were
wers
Were

Trejoctod ‘booause -
rejected because
rejocted boocause
rejected because
rejected because
rejected because
rejected because
rejected because

rejected because

rejected bécause

‘of montal disecase = - OFIRE a0

of musculoskeletal defects

of eardiovasoular .defects

of failure to meet minimum intelligenne standards

of hernia

of ear defects

of eye defects

of neurological defeots

of tubeyoulosis | ¢ 0 L 3 o
of abdominal defects

"

1.900 rejectees SOAMears old and over -

269
109
95

o 83

60
50
46

46

41
37

were

were

were
were
Were
were

‘were
were:

were
wWore

rejectod because

rejectod becausd

rejocted because

rejected because

rejected because
rejected becausc
rejected bocause
rejected because
rejected because
rejected because

of mental disease

of musculoskeletal defects

of cerdiovascular defects

of failure to meet minimum intelligence standards
of hernia

ofi 'ear defects

of eye defocts

‘of neuroclogical defects

of tuberculosis
of abdominal defects

Noture of defocts causing rejectionss

Mental diseases

The extremely high rejection rate for socalled

- mental disease has stimulated wide public interest in the prevalence of personality

disorders and porsonal and social maledjustmentse That interest has'been;furﬁher

stinulated by the faot that 40 percent of the men receiving medical discharges

"

from the army wore dischaerged because of norvous and emotional disorders, according
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to testimony before a United States Senat;e Committee in 1944.

Whileo thoro is widespread interest in the faot of menta.l illness,
there is alse widespreo.d populav mieunderstanding of ’che nature of such illnesse
It should be me.do clea.r that the so-oalled "menta.l diseases" cover many degrees
of nervousness, emotional: instabili‘by, peréonalit? disérders a.nd inudequaoies.

The majority of. regﬁ.atran‘bs rejeoted because of mexrbal 111ness were

b

: vict:uns of neuro‘b:lo dieorders. Suoh pet-eons had developed ehrOnic and deep seated
‘attitudes of frustration, anxiety, e.nd mental confliot as @ result of 'l:he impact
of adverse life exporiemes on ’hheir persona.lities. In most eituations they may
be well adjusted and euperior persons. In other situations s, Or under conditions
of stress, they may develop Symptmne whioh impair or dos'broy *bheir funo'bional
officiencye Symptoms may 1nolude suq,h conditions a8 racing heavr'b, diff:.culty
in breathlng, undue fotiguo, a.bnomal sweating, etammering, abnormo.l feo.rs s loss
wof memory, nervous 1ndigestion, hoadaohes, skin dif:t’iculties and a host of otherss
So-oe.lled psyohope:bhio pereona.lities oomprized the ‘second largest

category of mentally 111 rejectoes-., Such persons do not ordimrily have the
specific signs and symptoms of 111ness d:n.splo.yed by neurotio 1nd1viduols. ‘ They
‘represon‘b immaturec, irrosponsiblo persons who Have never learned to mano.ge their
personal lives effec'bively. They seen inoapable of profiting by experlence and
 appear under cmpulsion to soek immedia‘l:e g;ratifidation of their desiros and
1r"pu1ses at the expense of 1ongdbem va.lues. As e result they are in constant
trouble with organizod society ‘bu'b sui‘fer no  remorse for their misdemee.nors and
anti-social behaviors ' e ‘

Some rejoctoes _wene m"io‘o}ne ‘of. grave mental and personality dise
orders olassified medio‘ally‘ as “psyohoses".: Sueh individuals are characterized
by inndequete appraieo.l of rcality as soen by pooPIe oonsidered nornal. They may

'oling to false beliefs and :Ldeas despi‘to their manlfest a.bsurdity 'bo othorSt They
may hear. wicos,"eee‘ vis:n..ons and otnemiee-.expegd.enoe folse perooptionss  Thoy may

,

oxperienco serious memory distortions, or become abnormally depressed or elatods
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They may loso thelr ‘sensd oft timé, Place, or of ‘personal identitys JThoy are apt
to feil to recognize thé abnormal ‘nature ‘of their behavior ‘and they ordinarily
roquire hospitelizotion at least during tho periods whon their disturbances are
most acubtes ' The provalence of stoh ‘severe montal illnessos among solectoes was
lower than in the general population of men'of #Hilitary age beonuse those
hospitalized For mental disorders and many with histories of such hospitalization
were not subnitted for Seloctive Service examinations

-

Po Failure o ndet minimum intelligence standardse Affer «Juno 1943 all regice

trents celled up for éxamination who had not graduated from high school were ‘given
fonbul ’be'f.:ts"i'hti tho -fhduckion stationse  Those ‘who failod Were considered mentally
doficient, and wore rejected because of "failure to meet minimum intelligence
standardse

Hentally deficient or feeblominded persons a¥e represented By those who from
birth or ‘from an“carly ‘dge ‘failed to develdp ‘normal lecrning capdacitioess ‘They
are ‘to ‘be ‘disbinguished fFom tho mentally 111, #

'~ Gardiovasoular dofcdtse ‘Such defedts rofer to the heert snd blood vessolse

Valvsular hourt disedsé shd high bYdod ‘pPessurc-wire leading defects in-this olass,
Riéwntic hoart digoase cccurrdd with considerdble: frequenoys f il

lusouloskelotal defectse These répresént ‘crippling défeets of the musoles

and bonese Most importent were the results of injury and ampdtd‘bionsQ “Other con-
ditions wore irflomiotion &£ tHa'bones or Joints, stiff joints, spinal mdle
formation) atrophied museles, congenital end othor ‘defcotss

:}_1_1_'_ ‘defootise 0titis Media- or inflanation of the middle ear wns the loading
fypo of car défoets. Defective hearing and othor cir defects, including sore
deafress was reportods 7 TNl wod
“004 gye ‘dofectise Dofootive vision and ‘oyo’diseases were leading defodts ‘in this

classs  Blindness in“enc or both eyes was more rarely reporteds SO

lieurological defectse Rosults of infentile paralysis, epilepsy, results of

head “injury, ‘ehd othér defects of the nervous systom are included in this catogorys
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Horniae Hernis includes ruptures 'of the wbdominal wallse The most free
quent locus of such ruptures was the lower abdominal regione

 Tuberou1osis. This includes active, suspected, or arrésted pulmonary

tuborculosis, that is, tuberculosis of the lungse. Other types, such as tubercue
losis of the bones, were much more rarely reported.

Underweight and overweighte. Underweight ooccurred with greater frequency

than did overweightoe

Kidney defectse This éategdry-inoludGS'both kidney defects such ag‘Brights'

Diseese and defocts of the urinary systeme

Abdominal defectss Tﬁis includes pastric ulcer and other gastroeintestinal
defectse :

Ce Need for further research

It is signelly unfortunate that statistics concerning the
prevaienoe of defects‘and causes of rejection of registrants from farms and from
small towns and villages have ndt béen'separatelyrtabulated. It is to be hoped
that as éoon e.s conditions permit ‘such tabulations will be made by the §elective
Ser&ica System or by some other agency qualified to do the jobe Most valuable
research pertaining to tﬁe health status of rural farm, and rural-nnﬁfarm youths
awaits the availability of such tabulationse
REPRODUCTION RATES

Ae Birth rates are highest amonp young motherse A very large proportion

of the next generation is borne by the youths of the present generation when
they are less than 30 years old, Of all births that occurred emong residents
of rural communities in 1940 nearly 44 peroent were babies bora to motherslless
than 26 years olds About 7 of each 10 (6948 percent) rural women who became
mothers in Chio in 1940 were less than 30 years old, and 8647 percept were less
than 35¢ The average agé of those rural women who gave birth to babies in 1940
ﬁas.only 27 yeorse :

The number of births per 1,000 rural women was highest among thoso 20=24 years
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olde For such young women the birth rate was 145 pervl,ooo, thaet is, there were
145 births for each 1,000 women of that ages. The birth rate remained high for

. those 25«29 years~9;§‘(129.6.per;1,Q00) but dropped off sharply for older women

(Table B)e W
“don " TABLE B.: ANNUAL NUMBER OF_BIRTHS PER 1,000 WHITE WOMEN
BY AGE OF MOTHER AND PLACE OF RESIDEBNCE, OHIO 1940
0 By o 0% “Towns end Cities :
e : 2500 to 0,000 to | 25,000 to| 100,000
Age of Mother | Ohio | Rural (10,000 26,000 | 100,000 and over
A1 hgos, | 7 4Bes | 8540 487 46,6 45,1 SRR
10 - 14 yoars 0.1 042 Ol 062 De2 0ol
16 « 19 " | 385 | 4408 | 42,0 | 3644 3905 3148
20 - 240 W 12004 | 14504 12065 112,3 10960 10766
26~ 29 - " 11563 {12945 11844 11253 10869 » 11072
30 -3¢ " 745 8848 7049 732 6767 674
B35 .m 39 'O 379 525 3863 3068 31e2 3002
- 44 M 18,2 L110ad "1 23.%1- 111 8 50 868

- - . 40

Sourde: Us Se Bﬁféaﬁ of the‘Census,”Vital'Statistics‘of the United States;
- Supplement 1939-1940, Part ITI; Table 1V, pPs Bbs

Be Birth rates were highest among rural young women and lowest amorig those

living in the largoe citiese

In 1940 birth rates per 1,000 women were in general #ighestfin
rural areas ahd.dacreasad.with increasing size of towms and ciﬁies.¥'ﬁﬁrai women
20-24 years old (farm and rural nonfarm) had 24 more births pérli;ObO than did

fthdSe‘liying inwcities, towns, end villages up to 10,000 population, and 37 more
births per 1,000 than did those living'in cities of IO0,000‘aﬁd ovef. In terms
of percentages, the birth rate for fhése young women living in rural homes wes
355l percent higher than for those in the largest cities and 2067 percent higher
than for those in the smallost cities and townse Similarly rural women 2529
.years old had a birth rate 2048 percent higher than that for women of“the same

. age in the largest cities, and.9.3 percent higher than those in towns and small
eities (Table B)e ' ' ¥

Ce Birth rates per 1,000 rural young women varied greatly among Ohio counties
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and were gonerally highost in the economically poorest arocase

This may be illustrated by reference to'mumber of births per 1,000 rural
% \

women 20~24 years olde In 1940 ‘the average birth rate ‘for that group was 145.4

per IQOCO. There~wp;e”10 Ohio counties where’tho rate wis less then' 120b of :
those lo‘countiesuévﬁero in tho urban industrial arce where rural levels of
living wore higheste ’At the other extreme wero five:countiésidll in Southeastern
Ohio where among women 20=24"yoars old thoro were 170 or more births per 1,000

. young wonen (Table C)-,“,”¢,,,.“.,.M,.ﬁmwm.,“.‘ B T e

- TABLE Co” DHIO COUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY ANNUAL NO. BIRTHS PER 1, OOO
RURAL AND SMALL TOWN WOMEN" 20 = 24 YEARS OF AGE 1940

NO.. Couhfies \
©+ |Urbons Western .Trans= | Souths
Rato Ohio . {Industrial |igricultural | ,itional [ecastern
Total R I TP S LT ¢ TN LI R - B .
Below 120 S S 1) 8 v iR et g s
120 w036 - .o floag o o g i i
188 A64:. ..o c ph 288 3 .29;.° 8 2
155 = 169 T AR g 0 11 2 P
170 and over 5 ) 0 o - 4 3
DEATE RATES ~ =~

Ae In rural Ohio death rates were lowest among children's;lé years old bub

rose pfqgreséfveli ot higher age 19vols;

In 1940 there were 10 deaths per 10,000 rural..children 5-14 years of age.
The death rate rose to 17 per 10,000 for youths 15«24 .years old ‘and to 25 for |
those 2b-34 years old (Table D)o

ﬁ;' The death rate amcng young children was highest in towns and’ smnll

. H

N OERCITUTAMER e

cities with f*cm EGOO to 10 000 people, and next highest ‘among rural residents.
“In 1940 tho death rate per 10,000 Anfants under 1 year of uge was up to |
04 in towns and small cities, end was 489 in rural areas, farms, and rural-

nonfarms. In middle-sized cities the daath ratc under 1 yoor wos down to 461

\,.

pexr’ 10,000 and in the large cities it was down to 443 per 10,000,
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TABLE De ANUUAL NUMBER OF DEATHS PER 10,000 WHITE POPULATION
AT DIFFERENT AGE PERIOIB BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE, OHIO 1940

Towns and Citles
, 2500 to 10,000 to 100,000

Age ot Death Ohio Rural | 10,000 100,000 and over
All Ages 112 115 ' 318 105 112
Under 1 year 471 489 504 461 443
1l « 4 yoars 23 25 28 21 20
5«14 " 10 10 10 9 9
156 = 24 " 16 17 17 14 15
26 w34 . 24 25 26 ‘ 22 25
356 - 44 " 44 41 41 39 49
45 « 54 M ' 94 81 - 86 88 # s 108
55 » 64 " 209 183 197 199 243
65 - 74 " 477 429 1449 ; 474 546
7 - 84 Y 1,179 1,180 1,139 1,123 1,230
385 and over 2,405 2,543 | 2,643 2,515 24311

_Source: Us Se Bureau of the Census, Vital Statistics of the United Statos
Supplemont 1939 = 1940, Part Iiie Toblo VIile pe 70e

Tho doath rato was vory much lowor anong ohildron led yoars olde The rate
pe§ 10;060 boing 28 in small places, 25 in rural areas, and around 20 in larger

citios (Table D).
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"SULILRY
This report was desigﬁed-to'prQSent in taﬁular, toxttgl, and graphie form
some- vital faotors pe“tuining to rural young pooples The aim has boen to'p50v1de
- & basis for a broad understanding of tho situnt 1on ofAfarmiyouﬁhs ohd.to looate
.v‘tal p“cblams whloh deserve plannad researoh in tho rural youth fioldo
Tho naaor rosults sot forth in the report are summn“lzed ‘belowe
’A Both the numbers and proportion of children in the farm population
doolinod greatly during the two decades onding in 1940 as a rosult of deolinlng
nvmbers of birthse Still, in 1940, the furm populavwon oontained relat@voly more
children £han did the general population because reproduction rates oon%ioued
‘vmuoh highor in rural than in urban areass v
B, Sinoe 1940 the volume of births has risen to an. all time. peak in Ohio
due'to the inpaot of the wur. but the farm population has not shared muoh if
eny in the riso due to great shortagos of young women in the most fortilo child=
‘”ﬁboaring poriod of life. :

"”C. Even before the War the farm population had a comparatively low
percentage of its population in the ages 20«40 years olde The'wartimo nigration
from farms has further depleted the numbers in that age period’ leaving farms
with an excoedingly high proportion of elderly and aged people, particularly
aged mone

Ds The farm population containod o very great cxcoss ofimidles ovor
fenales, particulorly in the ages 18«30 yearse The very high prowar sex ratio
has probobly continued as young farm women have been absorbed into urban ine
dustries while many farm men of military age have been deferred for agriculbural
workse ‘

Es Between 1930 and 1940 large numbors of femilies moved to farms from
oities, towns, and villagess At the same time thero was a net migration of
67,000 youths 20-54‘yoars old away from faorms in Ohioe As a result of that twoe

woy movenent the farm population neither gained nor lost as o result of migration
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during that decades

T ,-‘” 4

Fe The furm populatlon of Ohlo oontuins an exceedingly large number of
baohelors and:gn. unoxpeotedly large number of spinsters. Thero are evidently

powerful factors in the farm environment that discourage mnrriage on the part

B
i

of youths -
Ge Many farm youths who marry find their marriages unsuocessful as. in-

dicated by considerable numbers of “divorced and separated persons 1iv1ng om ..

pa e

fermse _
: ; taoll el
| o

He Mnny fsrm youths continue to live with their parents after oonlng of ;
vage chronologically. Due to laok of separate housing on farms many young men .
who marry bring their brides to live in their psrental homes. As a result farm

youths frequently do not booome cstublishod as heads of their own households un=
“ o g Ny A ‘e
til relstlvely late in life, and many ferm ohlldron arc born and roared in the 3

hones, of thelr grandparents, such hones containlng three'generetlons.

I« In 1940 loss thnn oneqhalf of all farm pouths of any five-year age
periodzhed graduuted from hlgh school. | #l-tiwﬂ wE
'Jg, The averege sohool grade attainnent‘was‘éreatest enoné furm youthsieﬁgq

.;;

'_20-24 .yegrs old but decllned in cach oldor age group. 3

e |

o r~'- ok

Ke Young farm women had ‘on the uverage roceived more formal schoollng,

than had young mens - :
el % %

Furm youths had less formal sohooling than did urban youths of
Sy l-? o i g . R
comparable ages. ‘
..,.,r SR AN 1 '
. Me Rural pupile‘attonding eohool were in large proportions rotarded one or

iy

more yeors in their sohool progress. Rotardutlon wa.s greatest among those of -
high school age and was greater for boys than for @irls. Sone £urm‘puplls were
accelerated one or more years in sohool but the proportion acceleratod was small
_oompured with the proportlon retardod. | % | a

Ne The high percontugesof pupils retarded aro due to a lete start in the

first grade of school, to repetition of grudes, and to the missing of school as
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a rosult of sicknoss or other faotors. ;
Os Farm youths drop out of school in larger proportions than do nonfarm
youths before campletinb high school.v '
Pe Ago-speoifio birth rates are higher among farm than among nonfarm women

and are highest among young farn womon in their twonties.

.....

Qe Birth rates per 1 000 rural young women were hlghest in the economlcally

poorest areas of Ohio and were lowest in the bettor areasse 3 ';

»

Re Death ratos in rural Ohio were lowest among chlldren Hmld years 6ld but

»

rose progressively at each hlgher age levol. | ’ "‘iN 
S. Death rotes among children and youths in Ohio were highest in towns and
small oities and in rural arces and wore lowest in the largo eitiese

T. During the war and up to Fobruary 1944 Selectivo Servioe rejection rates

- for all registrants examined in Oth varied from 27a0 percent in January 1943 to

. 4348 pexoent in January 1944-

' U.' The regection rate per 100 registrants oramlnod inoreased w1th inp
creasing ago, but among young reg1strants more lé year old boys were rejeotod
than boys 1to3 years older. Beyond 33 years of age more than one-half of all
registrants examined wore rejeoted as unfit for milltary serviceo |
Ve Rogeotlon rates among registrants whose occupation was in agrlculture

showed higher rejection rates than dld those of any other major ocoupatlonal
groups Further research is badly noedod to find ba51s for accurato interpretation
of the meaning of the high rejeotions among farm men of military ageo ¢

" We The 1ead1ng causes for regection of young Seleotiva Sorv1ce rogzstrants
were in order of importanoo: Mental illness, orippling defocts, failure to meet
‘minimm intelligenoe standards, dofects of the hoart and blood vessels, hernia,
ear defocts, eye defeots, neurological defoors,‘and tuberculosis. These accounted

for 7845 percont of all resections of registrants 18-25 years old in the Uhlted

States in February and March 1944.
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Xe The proportion of youths rejected becauso of mental illness in
Fobruary and March 1944 was more than threc times as groat as was tho next most
important cause for rojectione The majority of those rejected because of mental
illness had become ncurotic or wore classified as psychopathic personaliticse

Ye Selective Service findings point up in sharp focus a noeq for cone

" elusive rosearch into the health stutus of rural youthe
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TABLE ls AGE « SEX COMPOSITION OF THE RURAL-FARM POPULATION AS ENUMERATED
AND AS REDISTRIBUTED BY SEX AND AGE IN THE SAME PROPORTIONS AS WERE FOUND
FOR THE GENERAL WHITE POPULATION, OHIO 1940

(Both Sexes)

Total Population Difference  [Percent Distributim

Age Enumerated |Redistributed | Number [Percent | Farm Popo |Gen'l Pop
All ages 1,070,299 | 1,070,299 - o 1000 | 10040
Less than 20 years 392,470 340,783 +51,687 | 41542 3647 3148
0 = 4 years 84,388 78,453 + 5,935 | 4 7.6 749 T3
Bm9g " 80,246 76,312 +12,9%4 +16.9 Bed Tel
10 =14 " 105,877 88,942 +16,935 |  +1940 949 843
15 « 19 " 112,959 87,078 +15,883; +1905 1046 96l

- 1

20 - 49 years 402,138 482,597 80,459 | =167 3746 4540
20 » 24 " 84,575 93,116 o 8,581 = Oob 749 87
26 - 29 " 66,533 87,657 -21,124 w24 oOf 602 8e2
30 = 3¢ " 59,577 81,771 -22,194 | =281 546 746
8 - 39 " 60,006 75,349 =15,343 =204 566 740
40 - 44 " ! 63,964 72,887 - 8,923 | 1?42 6e0 68
45 = 49 " 67,483 71,817 - 4,334! = 640 643 6eo7
50 years and over 275,691 246,918 +28,773 +11¢7 258 2361
50 = 54 years 64,634 64,325 + 308 + 0e5 640 640
66 « 50 " 59,326 53,301 + 6,025 +1le3| 565 5.0

60 = 64 " 50,945 43,882 + 7,063| 41641 448 401
656 -« 69 " 41,248 34,785 + 6,463 +1846 309 | 343
70 = 74 s 28,942 . 24,724 + 4,218 +17.1 247 293
75 and over | 30,596 25, 901 4+ 4,695 41841 268 | | 2ot
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TABLE le¢ AGE - SEX COMPOSITION OF THE RURAL=-FARM POPULATION AS ENUMERATED
AND AS REDISTRIBUTED BY SEX AND AGE IN THE SAME PROPORTIONS AS WERE FOUND
FOR THE GENERAL WHITE POPULATION, OHIO 1940 «CONTINUED

(Males)
| !
Total Population Difference i Percent Distribution
| i
Age Envmerated [Redistributed | Number Percent |Farm Pope | Gen'l Pope

All ages 571,873 | 536,434 +35,439 + 6.6] 10040 100.0
Less than 20 years 205,724 é 172,640 433,084 +19,2 36 60 320l
0 = 4 years 43,181 39,922 + 3,269 + 842 Teb Ted
R R 45,870 38,852 + 7,018 +1841 860 Te2
10 - 14 " 55,082 45,167 + 9,915 +2240 946 8e4
16 =19 " 61,591 48,699 +12,892 +265 108 9ol
20 = 49 years 214,208 | 240,087 «25,769 =104 7 3745 44,7
20 w24 M 49,109 | 45,916 + 3,193 + 740" Be6 846
25 - 29 M 36,368 43,133 - 6,766 =1567 Be4 8,0
30 - 34 " 31,143 40,457 - 9,314 2340 5o Te5
35 - 39 " 30,524 37,353 - 6,829 -18.3 5e3 740
40 - 44 " 32,363 36,497 - 4,134 =113 5e7 6.8
45 - 49 " 34,791 36,711 - 1,920 = 5e2 Bel 6,8
50 years and over | 151,851 123,726 +28,126 +2207 2646 2340
60 = 54 years 34,066 389179 + 887 + 267 640 6e2
656 - 69 " - 32,062 27,293 + 4,769 +1745 | 546 5el
60 - 64 " 28,338 22,155 + 6,183 +2749 5¢0 441
65 - 69 " 23,517 17,232 + 6,286 +36 68 | 4ol ! 342
70 - 74 " 16,800 11,987 + 4,813 +0.2 249 ! 242
75 and over 17,068 11,880 + 5,188 44347 340 ! 242
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FOR THE GENERAL WHITE POPULATION, OHIO 1940 --CONTINUED

AGE = SEX COMPOSITION OF THE RURAL-FARM POPULATION AS ENUMERATED
AND AS REDISTRIBUTED BY SEX AND AGE IN THE SAME PROPORTIONS AS WERE FOUND

(Females)
Total Population Differenco ercont Distribution
h
Age Enumerated !Redistributed Number |Percent| Ferm Pope gg;zl
2 i . -1
ALl agos 498,426 523,865 35,439 | « 646 100.0 | 10040
Less than 20 yeers 186,746 168,143 +18,603 +11,1 3T7¢5 315
0 = 4 yoars 41,207 38,551 + 2,676 | + 649 843 72
5 « 9 » 43,376 37,460 + 5,916 +1548 8a7 70
10 « 14 " 50,795 43,775 + 7,020 +16.0 102 842
1519 " 51,368 48,377 +2,991 | + 642 1043 94
20 = 49 yoars 187,840 242,530 54,690 | =225 37,7 | 453
20 - 24 " 35,466 47,200 211,734 | =24.9 761 &8
26 = 29 " 30,1656 44,524 w14 ,359 w3263 Bel 83
30 - 3¢ " 28,434 41,314 =12,880 =3le2 57 77
35 -« 39 " 29,482 37,996 - 8,514 w2204 5e9 Tl
40 - 44 " 31,601 36,390 - 4,789 =1302 Ged 68
45 = 49 " 32,692 35,106 «B,816 | '« 6y 646 6.5
50 yoars and over | 123,840 123,192 + 648 | & 048 2448 | 252
50 » 54 " 30,568 31,146 « 578 - 1le9 6ol 5.8
56 » 69 " 27,264 26,008 + 1,266 + 4,8 5eb 409
60 = 64 " 22,607 21,727 + 880 + 4ol 445 4ol
65 = 69 " 17,731 17,653 + 178 + 140 366 Be3
0 « 74 " 12,142 12,737 - 595 - 447 2e4 24
75 and over 13,528 14,021 - 493 w 305 267 246

Sourcc: Sixtecnth Census of the United Statoé
for Ohioe

1940¢

Tablq Te

Population, Second Series
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ESTIMATED NET GAINS AND LOSSES IN DIFFERENT AGE-SEX CATEGORIES
OF THE RURAL-FARM POPULATION DUE TO MIGRATION 1930-1940, OHIO

Male Female
tion e Not iiew ticnV Ponulotion e 1940 i TR ¥ R
Snumer-Survivoers umer- gurvivorj !
Age ated 2 f£rom 1950Jvo EEG'/ &“&5}1 2 3/ N0t ur 4/ R
’ .
Total 482,822 471,659 1411,163 | + 2.3 413,843 424,702 -10,853 « 246
| I 'y % ;

10 - 19 years|116,673 98,188 +18,485 | +15,8 102,163/ 93,079 + 9,084 + 8,9

‘ j ! ; - i
10-14 " | 55,082 43,443 [+11,639 | +21.1 50,795 41,464 + 9,331 +18.4
16 = 19 " | 61,501 54,745 + 6,846 | +11sl| 51,368 51,615 = 247 = 045
20 - 34 L 116,620v_;51,027 (=34 ,407 | =29,5 94,065 126,960, =32,805| =35,0
20 -« 24 " 49,109 58,576 |= 9,466 | =193 35,466 53,853 «18,387 =518
26 = 29 " 36,368 54,836 |=18,468 | =508 30,165 45,146 =14,981] =497
30 - 3¢ " | 31,148 37,616 != 6,473 | =208 28,434 27,961 + 473 + 17
35 = 54 ¢ 131,744 109,379 (422,365 | +17.0 124,343 108,508 +15,835 +12,7

; i
35 - 39 " | 30,524 25,682 |+ 4,842 | 415.9 29,482 23,537 + 5,945/ +20.2
4p = 44 " | 32,368 25,200 |+ 7,163 | +22,1 31,601 26,439 + 5,162 +1643
456 = 49 " | 34,791 28,923 |+ 5,868 | +16.9 32,692 29,806 + 2,886 + 848
50 - 54 " | 34,066 29,574 |+ 4,492 | +13.2 30,568 28,726 + 1,842 + 640
55 and over |117,785 113,065 |+ 4,720 |+ 4,0 93,272 96,155 - 2,883 = 3.1
55 = 59 years 32,062 29,247 |+ 2,815 |+ 8.8 27,264 26,945 + 319 + 12
60 = 64 " 28,338 26,799 [+ 1,539 |+ 504 22,607 23,455 = 848| w 348
65 = 69 " | 23,517 22,453 |+ 1,064 |+ 4.5 17,731 18,597 = 866 = 449
0«74 " 16,800 16,670 |+ 130 | + 008 12,142 13,344 e 1,202 = 948
\ l

75 and ovor | 17,068] 17,806 |= 828 |« 4.9 13,528 13,814 - 286/ = 2.1

1/ A plus sign (4) indicates a net gainj a minus sign (=) a net 10ss.
From Sixteenth Census of the United States 1940,

3/ The farm populatlon 10 years younger in 1930 less estimated deaths 1930-1940.
Differencc between enumerated population and survivorse

4

Rate per 100 population of corresponding age and sex 1940,
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TABLE 3¢ MARITAL STATUS OF THE RURAL~FARM POPULATION
15 YEARS OLD AND OVER BY AGE AND SEX, OHIO 1940

(Male)
Numbeyr | Percent
i | "Widoged ! i ! 1 Widgged
t H { &
Total Single Married |p,88C . Total iSingle J! Married ;p.50%
] 1
All ages 427,740 154,626 245,970 27,144 | 10060| 364l| 5765 | - 604
‘ |
15 = 19 years | 61,591 60,841 742 8 1000 9848 142 -
20 - 24 " 49,109 38,763 10,190 156 | 10040 7849 2067 Oe4
26 - 29 " 36,368 15,912 20,065 391 ' 10040 4368 5562 1.0
30 - 34 @ 31,143 To991L 22,585 567 i 100,0 2587 72¢5 1.8
35 -39 " 30,52% 5,581y 24,140 803 ; 10040 1863 791 246
40 - 44 " 32,363 4,296] 26,917 | 1,150 | 10040| 1343| 8342 | 365
45 - 49 " 34,791 3,870 29,425 | 1,496 | 10040 11.1 8446 463
50 « 5&¢ " 34,0660 3,861 28,161 | 2,044 -1 10040 1193 8207 640
55 = 59 " 32,062 3,679 25,770 2,613 | 100.0| 11e5| 80e4 | 8ol
60 = 64 " 28,338 3,314 21,856 | 3,168 | 10040| 11s7| 77¢l | 1142,
65 » 69 " 23,517 2,774/ 16,988 | 3,755 |10040| 11e8| 7242 | 1640
70 « 74 " 16,800, 1,872 10,998 | 3,930 | 100s0| 1lel| 6545 | 2364
7% =79 " 9,936 1,078] 5,455 | 3,403 | 10060| 1048| 549 | 3243
80 - 84 " 5,052 582 2,083 | 2,387 | 10040 11¢5| 412 | 4703
85 and over 2,080 212 595 | 1,273 100,60 10,2 2866 | 6le2
; : (Female) ‘ }
All ages 565,048 09,181 240,755 (33,164 | 1000 | 24¢6] 663 | 9el
. : I
15 - 19 yoars | 51,368 46,606 4,622 50 ,100s0| 9049 Se0t] Ogld
20 =~ 24 5% 36546 16,956/ 18,204 306 ilOOoO 4708 5103 0e9
26 » 289 ™ 30,16 6,337, 23,275 553 100,60 21.0 772 | le8
30 -3 " 28,434 3,704 24,046| 684 |100s0| 1340 8466 | 244
35 = 39 " 29,482 2,598 26,054 830 | 10040 B+3] 8Bed | 248
0 wss " 31,601 2,139 28,213 | 1,249 | 10040 6e8| 8943 | 3a9
45 = 49 " 32,692 1,965 29,042 | 1,585 | 10040 640| 8848 | 542
50 =« 54 " 30,56 1,877 26,341 | 2,350 ’100.0 el 862 Te7
55 = 59 ¥ 27,264 1,637 22,501 | 3,126 | 10040| 6s0| 8245 | 1145
60 - 64 " 22,607 1,520 17,207 | 3,880 | 10040 Ge7| T6el | 1742
65 = 69 » 17,73 1,326] 11,598 | 4,807 10040 75 6504 27e1
0e 7 |F 12,142 1,077 6,207 | 4,858 | 10040 849! 5lel | 4040
75 = 79 " 7943 687 2,528 | 4,223 10090 D62 34 40 5668
80 - 84 " 4,05 422 737 | 2,899 | 10040 | 10e4{, 1842 | Tled
85 and over 2,03 190 178 | 1,664 1000 Qo4 8,8 8168

Sources Sixteenth Census of the United States 1940, Populations Fourth Series
for Ohioe Table 7,
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PERCENTAGE OF YOUTHS WHO WERE MARRIED BY AGE,
SEX, AND RESIDENCE, OHIO 1940

NALE EEMALE
Rural { Jural
Age Farm |Nonfarm | Urban | Farm |Nonfarm |Urban
16 = 34 years 3203 49,42 4404 5240 - 63a7 5347
16 yoars 0.2 " "Byl 042 246 Be6 240
17 " 045 046 065 646 848 Be7
18 " 5 241 146 14,1 201 12,01
19 " 33 640 440 24,0 3248 2005
20 " 8e2 12,8 849 3442 4543 3042
21 v 1446 2341 1649 4542 5740 3946
22" " 2046 3344 2549 5307 6249 4748
28 2848 4662 3509 609 70053 5640
24 " 3647 54T 45,8 6801 7547 6245
25 " 44,47 8245 53 ¢4 7240 7960 6549
26 " 5048 6746 5969 7603 8242 7004
27 5504 7551 6544 7646 844 7209
28 " 6027 7649 6949 7967 8545 7540
29 M 6643 805 74 60 8146 8742 7740
30 " 67 ¢4 8241 7468 8105 8640 7643
31 ® 7203 854 7940 8445 8642 70 o4
32 " 7148 8602 7805 84 45 8346 7846
-, B 75¢4 3642 8046 8641 8847 8045
34 " 7642 8666 81,0 8645 88 o4 8042
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TABLE 5o SEX RATIO AND PERCENT SINGLE AMONG YOUTHS 16-34
YEARS OF AGE BY RESIDENCE, OHIO 1940

Males Per 10Q Females }

Percent Single

| | 3 Meles Females
Rurale Rural ! | Rural- Rural | Rurale Rurel |
Age farm 'Non~farm ' Urban | farm Non-farm! Urban! farm 'Nonwfarm TUrben
! : ' :
16 = 34 yoars |123 | 101 ' 92 6701 500 | 54.5| 4668 3540 | 440
16 yoars 116 101 97 998 9948 9907  97e4| 9644 | 9T
19" 117 103 196 | 9945 9944 9965 93e4| 9160 | 9442
1 " 124 102 9 9845 9749 98ed| B5eT| 79e6 | 87T
19 " 133 105 | 89 9641 9349 95.9] T5e6| 6647 | 790
20 M 136 100 L 87 9107 €7¢l | 90e9| 6563] 5460 | 690
g1 " 142 104 ' 89 8553 7647 8249] Bdel| 420 | 513
22 142 97 ' 89 791 | 6641 7847 45¢2| 3568 | 5047
23 " 139 o7 90 7048 | 54l 635 B8el| 2844 | 420
- iy 133 99 92 6207 | 44¢5 | 5344 B047' 2248 | 363
25 " 124 90 01 Blob | 3645 | 45e5| 2646| 1945 | 315
26 " 121 96 92 40,8 1813 38e8] 2200, . 1549 | 26.8
37 125 99 93 4344 2449 3%e2] 21led| 1346 | 237
. 1 |
26 " 118 99 91 3842 218 2044 . BB | 1243 213
29 " 116 102 92 32,3 i 1042 2442] 1643 10¢4 . 18.6
02 113 | 99 91 3le0 | 1646 28,0 1643, 10e4 1847
o 108 | 104 95 2641 ' 1341 1849] 13¢5;  8e8 | 156
| ? ]
32 " 109 | 102 95 2645 | 1% 1 30.0]4 jra8 ol i 1546
33 " 108 | 102 95 28,6 | ‘1260 | 364811 Ried  TH8 | 27
5 .9 108 | 106 97 23,7 | 1241 1 odBell Roelli 0 748 !13.3
H | i | H
Sources Sixteenth Consus _g_i; the United States 1940,
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TABLE 6o MARRIED PERSONS LIVING APART FROM THEIR HUSBANDS OR WIVES,
BY AGE, SEX, AND PLACE OF RESIDENCE, OHIO 1940

(Rural-farm)
Males ! Females .
S Total __vWife Absent Total ! HusbandAépsent
& Married |Number | Percenti Married | Number | Percent
15 years and over !245,970 | 7,887 | 3.2 | 240,753 5,240 | 242
156 = 19 years . 186 | 2561 4,622 313 [ 6e8
20 =24 " E 10,190 619 6ol 18,204 630 305
26 - 29 ™ 20,065 691 3ed 23,275 522 202
30 -3¢ " 22,585 696 3el 24,046 461 1e9
3% -39 " 24,140 611 | 205 26,054 462 1,8
40 - 44 " 26,917 610 203 28,213 469 1e7
45 - 49 M 29,425 683 203 29,042 495 | 1le7
60 - 54 " 28,161 727 2¢6 26,341 486 le8
56 « 59 1 " . 25,770 784 300 22,501 396 1.8
60 - 64 " 21,856 732 363 17,207 337 2¢0
65 - 69 " 16,988 649 348 11,598 251 262
70 and over 19,181 " 899 4o7 9,650 418 403
(Rural-Nonfarm)
15 years and over 12950301 12,215 4ol 290,349 8,660 360
15 = 19 years 970 232 | 2349 6,883 410 640
20 «2¢ " 16,514 1,114 6e7 30,724 1,002 303
26 « 29 " 35,053 1,246 366 41,159 942 243
30 -3 " 40,314 919 2e3 40,837 865 20l
35 - 39 W 37,808 918 204 36,314 881 203
40 - 44 " 34,369 1,333 329 30,569 869 2¢8
45 - 49 " 31,069 1,560 560 27,104 816 340
50 - 54 % 26,283 1,429 504 22,769 768 3ed
65 = 59 ® 21,877 969 4qd 18,394 662 56
60 - 64 " 18,169 914 540 14,602 511 345
66 - 69 " 14,588 686 407 10,830 404 3e7
70 and over 18,5697 895 4,8 10,164 530 502
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TABLE 6o MARRIED PERSONS LIVING APART FROM THEIR HUSBANDS OR WIVE[
BY AGE, SEX, AND PLACE OF RESIDENCE, OHIO 1940- CONTINUED

(Urban)
MALE FEMALE

Age iTotal Wife Absont Total Husband Absent

Married Number Percent | Married [Number K Porcont
15 years and over ' |1,121,312| 51,346 | 446 1,116,115| 61,1754 46
15 - 19 years 2,652 659 25,8 17,674 1,661 94
20 - 24 " 52,967 3,282 |1246 . 103,709 5,298 {5el
26 - 29 " 124,314 5,196 | 442 151,101; 6,409 (462
30 -3 " 144,263 5,588 | 349 152,773] 6,246 |4el
3% « 39 " - 141,382 6,090 | 4,3 143,565 6,271 |4ed
40 - 44 " A 140,187. 6,336 | 445 135,596 5,915 |4e4
45 - 49 " 136,937 6,323 | 405 122,174| 5,438|445
50 - 5¢ " 120,701 5,605 | 446 101,167 4,454 [4e4
56 » 59 ¥ 92,369 4,274 | 446 74,478] 3,394 |446
60 - 64 % 68,507 3,174 | 447 52,280 2,379 446
65 -« 69 % 46,585 2,214 | 4.8 32,970 1,775 {5e4d
70 and ovor 47,548' 2,605 545 25,628 1,935 746

Sourcés Sixtcenth Consus of the United States 1940s Populatione Fourth Soriecs
for Ohios Table 8.
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TABLE 7¢ RURAL«FARM CHILDREN AND YOUTHS IN PRIVATE HOUSEHOLDS BY RELATIONSHIP
TO THE HEAD OF THE HOUSEHOLD, OHIO 1940

i (MALES )
Number
O=4 5=9 |10 =14 15 = 19, 20 = 24 |25 = 29 |30 = 34
_fif‘:}ﬁ'fiionshil) to Head [Years !Years Years Years Years Years Years
Total 43,093 45,545 (54,418 60,731 48,217 {35,503 |30,351
Child 37,545 {1,576 49,960 k3,574 34,394 14,686 7,431
Grandchild 4,644 | 2,865 | 2,389 | 1,503 731 212 " 48
Other relative 569 | B31| 897 (1,890 | 2,971 2,771 ' 2,060
Lodger 345 | 573 1,136 |1,738 | 1,541 948 | 614
Buployee e --! 28 | 1,479 | 2,176 1,108 658
Head e e 3 247 6,404 15,778 19,540
e Percent distribution
Total 10060 | 10040 { 10060 10040 100.0 : 1000 10050
Child 8741 9143 9148 8862 713 41e4 2404
Grendchild 1068 6ed 4 o4 390 1.6 Qeb » 002
Cther relativoe 163 1.2 1e6 3ol 6a2 748 648
15 »dgor 0e8 a2 291 2e9 Sel 207 2.0
1i ployee e o Oel 204 445 30l 2e2
Jiead o - e 04 1343 i 44,4 64 o4
(FEMALES)
Number
i !
O wd 59 10 ml1d |15 =19 20 =« 24 25 = 29 |30 = 34
Relationship to Head |Years Years i Years Years Years = Years Years
Ekﬁﬁi. 41,161 43,106 5Q‘293 50,714 34,955 29,751 28 ;064
hild 35,795 |39,503 146,691 [43,363 |16,858 . i 7,105 4,344
Grandchild 4,508 | 2,645| 2,058 | 1,271 344 | 101 " 39
Wiis - - 7 | 2,268 [13,023 19,310 21,299
Other relative 495| 508| 783 [2,298 | 3,314 | 2,373 | 1,612
Lodgor 3563 450 743 8256 629 { 81t i 199
Employee - e 4 1 679 731 { 418 294
Heod — - - 20 56 | 127 277
Percent distribution .
Total 10040 | 10060 | 10050 | 10050 | 100,0 | 10060 | 1000
1.8 ¥ ¥
C:lld ) 8740 9106 9208 85¢5 48 ¢2 | 2369 1545
%;%nd°h11d 10! Bedl - 48d 2¢5 1.0 0e3 0ol
OLth relative s ey g o5 § a8 Plet L g
L(\d . 102 102 106 4.5 9.5 i 800 | 5.7
angg?oe 0e8| 1e0| 165 | 166 18 | 1ol | 0u7
H?id v — - - 16,3 200 i o4 | Zad
- - - - 062 0ed 1 10
Sources Sixbteenth Consus of the United States 1940 Populatione Fourth Series

Tor Ohloe

“Table 13,
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TABLE 8+ YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED BY PERSONS 10 YEARS OLD AND OVER IN THE
RURAL-FARM POPULATION BY AGE AND SEX, OHIO 1940
(1mle)
Number
LL/ 7 grodes } 1d 0% .
Age Tota or less 8 grades | 0.11 grgdoﬁ morg grados
A1l ages 477,132 |[140,975 [177,998 79,677 78,582
10 = 14 yoars | 54,706 | 47,722 5,643 1,334 18
15 w29 61,2153 8,565 | 12,669 30,563 9,426
2 - 24 M 48,796 4,228 11,038 11,475 22,055
26 - 29 36,114 4,108 | 10,756 8,082 13,168
30 - 34 " 30,846 | 4,614 | 11,314 | 6,547 8,371
36 - 39 " 30,153 6,333 13,838 4,560 5,432
40 = 44 O 32,018 6,926 | 16,348 4,060 4,684
45 - 49 " 34,336 8,532 17,794 3,738 4,272
60 - 54 ™ 33,484 5,392 18,036 2,886 3,170
56 « 59 " 31,516 9,668 | 16,951 24344 24563
65 - 69 " 23,040 8,106 12,203 1,170 1,561
70 « T4 " 16,163 6,295 8,532 674 962
75 and over 16,628 7,562 7,945 468 853
Percent distribution

é}l o.g08 100,40 29¢6 3743 1667 1665
10 = 14 years 10000 8762 1043 2o4 -
16 = 19 - W 1000 ; 14.0 20.7 49.9 15’4
20 - 2¢ O 100,40 BeT 2206 2345 4542
26 - 29 W 10040 1104 RUe7 2244 3605
30 - 34 " 100,60 15.0 3Ge7 21e2 2Tel
3 - 39 W 100,60 2140 4549 1601 1860
4) - 44 " 10000 21.6 5101 12o7 1406
45 w49 " 100,40 . 2%48 5le5 1069 12p4
f) w 54 W 10040 28,60 5359 806 Oe5
Bk w BO1 M 100,0 3067 5343 Tod Gel
S0 -» 64 M 1000 32,8 5307 6ol Tod
65 « 6§ 100,40 3561 5340 5el 1608
TO = T4, " 100,0 3842 5le9 4ol 568
75 _and ovor 10040 4443 47,8 208 S0l
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TABLE 8¢ YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED BY PERSONS 10 YEARS OLD AND OVER IN THE
RURAL=~FARM POPULATION BY AGE AND SEX, OHIO 1940 = CONTINUED
(Female)
Number

15/ 7 grodes 12 or
Age Tota or less 8 grades - 9-l1 grades| more grades
All apes 409,694 (104,823 146,455 74,118 84,298
10 - 14 years 50,447 42,299 6,414 1,723 11
=310 " 51,128 4,134 8,099 28,646 10,249
20 24 " 35,266 2,280 6,194 74725 19,067
26 =29 M 30,001 2,587 7,290 645770 13,354
30 - 34 O 28,196 3,307 8,495 6,086 10,308
35 =3 ¢ 29,208 4,575 12,143 4,820 7,670
40 - 44 O 31,298 5,511 14,508 4,431 6,448
45 - 49 " 32,262 6,617 16,290 4,000 5,355
50 - 54 " 30,181 6,779 16,146 3,252 4,004
66.« 59 " 26,875 6,580 14,855 2,527 2,913
60 - 64 M 22,297 5,880 12,493 1,843 2,081
656 - 69 " 17,427 5,147 9,874 1,100 1,306
70 « 74 -8 11,924 3,940 6,507 660 817
75 and over 13,184 5,187 6,747 535 715

Porcent distribution
 aay

All agos 10040 25e6 3547 18,1 2046
10 « 14 youors 10060 8349 12,7 34 040
16 » 390, * 100,0 8el 15.8 5661 2060
20 =24 O 10040 6e5 1746 2le0 5460
26 « 29 " 10040 846 243 2246 4445
30 - 34 " 10040 11,7 3061 2146 3646
35 = 39. W 10040 1667 4145 1645 2643
40 - 44 M 100 60 1746 4766 1442 2046
45 = 49 . 100,0 20¢5 5065 1264 1646
50 - 54 " 10040 2246 53+4 1048 1363
56«59 * 1000 2445 5543 Q¢4 1068
60 =64 " 1000 2664 5640 Be3 Oe3
66 « 69 " 10040 2945 5667 Be3 Te5
70 - 74 " 10040 3340 5406 5e5 6e9
75 and over G SR 10040 3963 5192_ 4ol 564
Source: Sixtcenth Census of the United States 1940 Populatione Fourth

Sories, Tables 17 and 19
'5/ Exclusive of grade "not reported",
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TABLE 9e¢ RURAL FARM CHILDREN AND YOUTH 6 - 18 YEARS OLD
ATTENDING SCHOOL BY AGE AND GRADE ATTAINED, OHIO 1940
(Males)
~Number Of Pupils L
Moda:;.—/ i[n Mo daf AC cel eratod . Retarded
A del
a Gradar/ | Total Igrade Y yoar™ZYSAIRN year® R yourds, 3 ¥oare;

6 = 18 years -~ 117,935 | 49,770 |15,033 |1,303 |33,349 |12,019 [6,463

6 years 1 5,196 | 3,275 | 1,874 47 - — -

2 8,304 | 5,085 1,309 104 | 1,806 - -

i 3 9,104 | 4,49 | 1,338 96 2,937 243 -

9 4 9,377 | 4,231 1 258 120 | 3,056 667 45
10 " 5 10,174 | 4,163 | 1,280 169 | 3,339 | 1,072 | 201
xS 6 9,890 4,008 1,169 107 3,073 1,168 368
12 " 7 10,987 | 3,999 | 1,295 139 | 3,418 1,469 667
13 - 8 11,076 | 4,003 | 1,264 87 | 3,319 | 1,511 892
12 ° 9 11,113 | 4,008 1,085 92 | 3,182 | 1,667 1,079
15" 10 11,124 | 3,818 980 102 | 3,329 | 1,617 |1,278
6 * 11 9,763 | 3,333 906 74 | 2,873 | 1,414 {1,163
i " 12, 7,476 | 3,114 460 24 | 2,335 915 630
13 * 12 4,351 2,246 865 142 682 276 |. 140

Porcent Distribution of Pupils

6 - 18 years - 100,40 4242 12,7 1ol 26 03 1042| 55

S yours L 10640 6300 3661 0e9 - el -

S L 100 o0 61e2 1668 1.3 21e7 .

i 3 10000 4943 1447 1.1 3242 27| =

9 4 100 ¢0 4501 1364 ‘13 3246 Tel| 0e5
0 .9 5 100eq 40¢9 12,1 16 3269 10e5| 240
b 6 1000 4045 118 1.1 3lol 1148| 3e7
150 7 1004 3604 11.8 162 3lel 13¢4| 64l
13 " 8 10040 366l 114 0e8 3040 1366| 8ol
4 9 10060 366l 98 08 2806 1500| 947
n = 10 10060 34 o4 88 0e9 2949 1%05] 1145
=" 11 100 60 346l 93 08 2944 14¢5| 1149
17 " 12 10000 4107 602 005 31.2 12.2 8.4
38 ® 12 10040 5106 1959 B3] 1567 6e3] 342
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TABLE 9 RURAL FARM CHILDREN AND YOUTH 6 - 18 YEARS OLD
ATTENDING SCHOOL BY AGE AND GRADE ATTAINED, OHIO 1940 e« CONTINUED
(Females)
Number of Pupils B
| hccelerated Retarded
MOd&ll [n Modal 2 years | 3 yoors

Age Gradad/ Total |Grade year |or more ‘1 year PR years |or more
6 - 18 years - 110,124 |53,398 |17,568 ! 1,746 '27,838 6,588 |2,996

6 years i 4,967 | 3,013 1,881 T3 o oo e

§ 2 8,019 | 4,988 1,384 110 1,537 e s

g 3 8,835 | 4,678 | 1,510 132 | 2,361 154 -

9 4 | 8,916 | 4,563 | 1,436 159 | 2,347 372 39
10 o 5 9,407 | 4,477 1,483 163 2,685 490 109
) & SHE 6 95375 | 4,430 1,465 157 2,522 619 182
13- 7 10,052 | 4,471 | 1,472 186 | 2,841 786 296
35 8 10,117 | 4,427 1,500 162 2,802 822 404
14 " 9 10,103 | 4,451 1,352 121 - | 2,728 934 517
1 10 9,868 | 4,309 | 1,229 134 | 2,790 886 520
16 . 11 9,043 3,836 1,133 83 2,637 842 512
17 " 12 7,408 3,666 604 47 2,192 566 330
8 - 18 4,017 | 2,089 1,109 219 396 117 87

Percent Distribution of Pupils

6 = 138 yoars - 100s0] 4845 15,9 16 2543/ 6 o0 207

6 years 1 10000 60e7 37e 1.5 - [ -

B 2 10040 6202 17, led 1901 - e

g... 3 10060 52469 1761 1e5 26e8} 1.7 .

9 " 4 ).OOQO 5102 160 1.8 2605 4.2 v Oed
. 5 100,60 4766 150 17 28¢5 592 142
L 6 10060 4743 150 1.7 2649 Beb 1e9
12 " 7 10060 4445 14, 1.8 2804 78 249
13 " 8 10040 43e8 B VY 1.6 « 277 Sel 460
14 " 9 10040 4.-4:91 159 .2 270 962 Sel
15 " 1 10060| = 4346 18, 1ed 2843 90| © 543
16 " i & 4 J0040 4204 12¢ 0e9 « 3942 Oed| * 5e7 ,
17 i 32 10040 4965 Be 086 2906 Te6 4e5
X " 12 100401 5260 27, 545 G969 2e9] 242
Sources Sixteenth Consus of the United Stotes 1940s Populations Fourth Seriese

Table 17e

i/ Tho Modal Grade for o given age is the one in which the largest number of pupils
of that age were enrolled in Ohio in 1940,
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