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APPENDIX

COMPARIGON BETWEEN RESULTS OF SAMPLE TABULATIONS AND COMPLETE COUNTS

The 1940 fezmlly statistics shown in this report are based on
tabulations of two samples of familles, Iidentified as Sample D
and Sample F (see sections of text on "Sources of family sta-
tistics" and "Neture of the sample data"). There are two
original scurces of data for the characteristics presented in
this rerort, nsmely, the information contained on the Popula-
tion schedule, and the information contained on the Housing
schedule, These two sources constitutedtiwo separate censuses,
although they were taken simultzneously.

The informetion for a family in Sample D was obtained in two
ways: Data for severzl subjects were obtained from entries on
the Sample D transcription sheet which contailned one line of
information from the Population schedule for the family and the
Tamlly head; data for the remalning subjects were reproduced
mechaniczlly from the card for the corresponding family head in
Sample B (data for the B cards were obtalned from entries on
the Population schedule for the individuals in a five-percent
sample, identified as Sample B).

The Infermation for a family in Sample F was also obtained
in twe ways: Data for several subjects were obtained from the
entries on the Sample F transcription sheet which contained one
line of information from the Population schedule for the family
and the family head; data for the remeining subjects were re-
produced mechenically - from the E card for the corresponding

ccupled dwelling unit (data for the E cards were obtained from
entries on the Housing schedule for occupled and vacant dwell-
ing units).

Since the statistics on certain subjects were derived from
different sources for Sample D than for Sample F, . it is to be
expected trat the results from the two samples on a given sub-
Ject may differ by a small amount for any area. Moreover, even
for data derlved from the same original source, some differences
%11l bte obzerved between the two samples because the data from
the two samples were processzed separately, as ls explained be-
low. Table A shows certzin data from the two complete counts
(the count of private nouseholds =znd the count of occupled
awelling units) and from Samples D and F.

In thiz report, the subjects shown from both Sample D and
Sarple ¥ are color, natlvity, sex, marital status, and age of
tne Temlly head. All of these 1tems were obtalned for Sample D
Ifrom Informzticn onthe cards for Sample B, whereas all were ob-
tained for Sample F from entries on the Sample F transcription

sheet. The nature of the differences between these two sources
may be lllustrated by an inspectlcn of the figures on color of

nezd {gee table A). Flgures ITrom Sample D show 21,820, or 0.7
fever nommilite Tamily heads than thoze from Sample F.

i 2 tendency in the coding of Sample B to
whlte at the expense of the norwhite. More
was one in which persons in Sample B were

sometimes coded as native white of native parentage, whereas
they should have been classified in-one of the other categoriles.

Differences also appear between the sample data on families
and the data from the complete counts of private households and
occupied dwelling units. For any area, the total number of
tamilles selected for Sample D was expected to be the same as
the total number of familiés for Sample F. Likewlse, 1t was
expected that the total number of famllles shown from Samples D
and F would agree wilth the total number of private households

in the area, within the limits of sampling variatlion. Any dif-
ferences among these total numbers for an area, therefore, are
the outcome of sampling errors or systematic biases. For the

Unlted States as.a whole, there were only 1,400 more families
indicated by Sample F than by Sample D. For certaln States the
differences were somewhat larger but tended to offset one
another. Agaln, for the Unlted States as a whole, there were
138,774 more famllies Indicated by Sample D than there were
private households in the complete count.

The complete count of private households exceeded the com~
plete count of occupled dwelling units by 94,134. This excess
represents the net effect of two differences bhetween the def-
inition of a private household or of a famlly and the defini-
tion of an occupied dwelling unit. About 115,000 'nonresident!
private households or familles (households or families enum-
erated in a place other than their usual place of residence)
were counted in the population statistics on priyate households
and families, but thelr living quarters were not counted in the
housing statistics on occupled units. (A1l of the items in
Sample F for nonresident families were obtained from entries on
the Sample F transcription sheet which contained Iinformation
from the Population schedule.) On the other hand, about 20,000
households with more than 10 lodgers were excluded Ifrom the
statistics on private households and families, but their living
quarters were counted in the statistics on occupied unlts. The
larger number of tenant families than tenant-occupled units
shown in table A may be explained in part by the classiflcation
of a considerably larger proportion of the nonresident familles
as tenants than as owners.

A larger proportion of the occupied dwelling units than of
the private households were classified as rural-farm. This
difference, which is reflected 1in the corresponding <figures
from Sample F and Sample D, 1s the result of 'a tendency for
some of the nonfarm occupled dwelling units to be reported as
farm units on the Housing schedule. ’

Most of the deviations discussed: in this section are rela-
tively small, yet some are appreciably larger than would be
expected to result from sampling variation alone. Such devia-
tions, however, would not affect many of the general conclusilons

that may be drawn from the statistics presented in this report.

Tasle A. OCMPARISON EETWEEN BESULTS OF SAMPLE TABULATIONS OF FAMILIES AND COMPLETE COUNTS OF PRIVATE. HOUSEHOLDS AND WELL.
= - S OCCUPIED D ING UNITS, BY
URBAN-HURAL RESIDERCE, COLOR AND SEX OF HEAD, AND TENURE, FOR THE UNITED STATES: 1940 '
FIMBER DIFFERENCE
i
ﬁhéﬁ'-‘g;? Fanmilies Lm‘ftsﬂ. dneﬁgzi::ﬁa Col, 2 minus Col. 1} Col. 1-minus Col. 3 | Col, 2 minus Col. 4 | Col. 4 minua Col. 3
EEAD, AND (vased on {based en
ENURE 5!:;;;02 ::oi‘c‘; somplets complete Percent Percent Percent Percent
i 7 12:) count) count) Amount of Amount of Amount of Amount of
- (8} (&) Col. 1 Col. 8 Col. 4 Col. 8
AREA
T S 35,087,440
s B BEE| mie) wmem) e ) jmen ool sl osol wan | ew
Fural-seaferm....... 7,261,340 7,211,120 7,225,889 7,151,475 | -50.220 . ; ks | T ion| Toare 208
Rural-farf...ois... 7,09 Py el -0, -0.89 85,451 0.49 59,647 0.83 | -74,416 -1,08
: ,076,900 7,142,520 7,074,845 7,108,559 65,620 0.93 2,555 0.04 35,961 0.51 az,2l4 0.46
SOLOR OF FEAD
WRLL8ersnersannnnsnn 31,813,320 31,784,900 31,679,766 81,5
. 7 61,126 | 20,420 -0.06| 135,554 0.43
e it 2794, ,679, . » R . 288,774 0.74 | ~118,640 -0.87
Vo 3,272, 3,298,540 3,268,900 3,293,406 21,820 0.87 8,220 0.10 . "534 0.02 24:506 0.75
SEX OF HEAD
¥gle Bead...u.e..... 23,754,200 23,785,500 29
. 679,718 (1) 51,700
- P - 2785, ,679, y 0,17 54,482 0.18 - - - -
omule b 5,353,240 5,802,540 ,268,548 ()| -s0,800|. -0.34 84,292 1.60 - - -
TETRE
OB s vurnmnnnnnes (%) 15,248,540
kL P (%) 19'340’300 (1) 15,195,763 - - - - 52,777 0.35 - -
1840, (*) 19,658,769 - - - -| 181lsm 0.92 - -
* Stetistics mot availahle,
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