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Something to Think About...

T HERE is evidence to indicate that Colorado is approach-
ing 1ts population saturation point under its present eco-
nomic and social structure. Authorities in farm manage-
ment and soil conservation agree that the average farm in
Colorado is not large enough at the present time to be the
most economical unit.® This being the case, it follows that
agriculture cannot provide jobs for any significant probable
future increase in Colorado’s population unless it is possible
to increase the amount of water available for irrigation
purposes and change the present agricultural practices to
more intensive farming. Perhaps the additional population
must look to industry or mining for sufficient employment
to insure an adequate standard of living. If these alterna-
tives are not possible, it appears probable that any future
increase in the population of the State will add to the relief
burden already in existence or reduce the average numbers
of hours of employment per person.

The decline in the number of persons moving into the
State during the last few decades suggests that Colorado has
reached its capacity to absorb population under its present
economic and social order.

1For a discussion of this topic see Burdick, R. T. and Reinholt, Martin, North
Park Cattle Production, Colo. Exp. Sta. Bul. 435, p. 28 ; and Burdick, R. T., Landlord
and Tengnt Income in Colorado, Colo. Exp. Sta. Bul. 451, p. 40.
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Population Trends in Colorado 1860 to 1330

A Historical Perspective for Agricultural, Industrial, and
Human Planning

R. W. ROSKELLEY®

OLORADO'S history has been conditioned by the diversity of the

cultural background of the people who settled here and the
geographic variety which characterizes the area. The migration
of people has led to investigations by students of population, and, as
a result, attention has been called to the fact that these population
changes. though gradual, are altering the biological base of society
as certainly as the glaciers alter the physical universe; the consequential
impact of these changes upon the social order are as momentous as the
impact of the glacier upon the physical universe.* The forces of these
population changes differ from those of the glacier in that a portion of
their momentum, as well as certain repercussions, lie within the con-
trol of intelligently planned and purposefully organized programs to
minimize their impact.

Organized life in Colorado, whether it has been on a family,
neighborhood, community, county. or state scale, has had as its ob-
jective the protection of life and the promotion of human welfare.
Planning is one of the tools which has been adopted as a means of
achieving these objectives. Community and county committees of
farmers are meeting throughout the State to plan the future of agri-
culture. Colorado has established a planning commission which is
interested in urban, rural, and institutional planning. The State
Water Conservation Board is developing a program for the conserva-
tion and use of the water resources of the State. FEffective planning
is possible only when all factors which have a bearing upon the prob-
lems are considered. Many failures in attempted social engineering
may be attributed. at least partially. to the fact that our knowledge
of the existing conditions has not been sufficient to enable the evolve-
ment of constructive programs. The importance of the human ele-
ment in planning, together with its relationship to other factors. has
been ¢iven added emphasis during the last few years.

Functionally this study provides a historical perspective. It
presents in pictorial and graphic form certain basic trends which oc-
curred in Colorado’s population between 1860 and 1930, the statis-
ical data being based almost entirely upon the Federal Census. The
major purposes are (1) to provide an easily obtainable source of in-
formation regarding some of the most important population changes
which occurred between 1860 and 1930. and (2) to indicate a

number of implications and relationships between population changes

*This bulletin analyzes broad trends in Colorade’s population makeup from the
vantage point of historical perspective. It provides a bhasis for a study now under
wayv of the impact of the depression upon Colorado’s people and institutions. Be-
cause the last decade deserves separate analysis, 1940 census figures are used in
this bulletin in only a few instances.

sAssistant rural sociologist, Colorado Agricultural ExXxperiment Station,

47 T, Woofter, Jr.. “The Future Working Population’® Rural Sociology, Vol. TV,
No. 3, Sept. 1939, p. 275,
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and such factors as agriculture, industry, mining, social institutions,
and public welfare.

It is felt that a knowledge of these factors is very essential in
both understanding and promoting the planning process. That
there is an interdependence between the number of mouths to feed
and agriculture, as well as the number of job opportunities for people
and industry, seems quite evident. Fundamentally each state insti-
tution and agency relies on the numerical status, trends, and character-
istics of the population groups involved to understand its own scope,
the problem of reaching its constituency, its relationship to other
agencies, and its probable future development.

Brief Historical Perspective of Colorado

Spain and France were the first European nations to claim the
area now known as Colorado. The Territory came under the juris-
diction of the United States Government by three distinct acquisitions.
Roughly speaking. that portion of the State north of the Arkansas
River and east of the Continental Divide was included in the Louisiana
Purchase of 1803. A strip of land on the western and southwestern
portion of the State was acquired from Mexico in 1848. The high
mountainous area running north and south through the central part
of the State, as well as the southeastern portion below the Arkansas
River, was purchased from Texas in 1850. The boundaries of Colo-
rado were fixed when it was organized as a territory in 1861. State-
hood was granted in 1876.

The earliest Europeans in Colorado were Spaniards who came
as missionaries or searchers for gold. Zebulon Pike, the first United
States explorer to enter the territory, came in 1806. Pike was fol-
lowed by Long and other explorers who preceded the fur trappers.

Following the discovery of gold in 1858, thousands of people
migrated to Colorado. After the first flushet of population the mi-
gration was reduced materially by the Civil War, the lack of trans-
portation, new mining adventures in Montana, Idaho, and Nevada,
and other related causes.

The completion of the railroads into Colorado, the successful
treatment of refractory ores, the close of the Civil War, the opening
of new productive mines, the settlement of Indian troubles, and the
introduction of irrigation farming all encouraged and facilitated a
great influx of populatlon into the State during the early 1870’s.

With the coming of the late seventies, new mines were opened,
the cattle industry of the western Plains was started, and industry
and trade thrived.

Mining continued to be the most important enterprise in the
State for some time. Later came the smelters and more industries;
eastern Colorado changed from a cattle country into a wheat-raising
area: mining gave way to agriculture and industry as the State's
most important enterprises.



Part I.—Population Growth

Some Implications The exact reason or combination of
of Population Growth reasons why people move is not known.
The desire for improved economic oppor-
tunities has undoubtedly been one of the major causes for thousands
of people moving to Colorado. The effects of this migration upon
the social, political, economic, religious, and other cultural aspects
of the State are multiple.

People who move from their state of birth to seek a livelihood
elsewhere do not leave their social philosophies, political ideas, farm-
ing practices, or religious loyalties behind. On the contrary, their
mental pictures, social values, ideas, and loyalties are carried with
them to their new home. This has meant that a relatively small
proportion of Colorado’s people have been bound by traditions and
customs indigenous to or characteristic of the State. The shrines,
the sanctuaries, and the altars for many of Colorado’s citizens have
been in other states. Many people have not been anchored to Colo-
rado either psychologically, economically, or physically. Thus a
number of Colorado’s problems dealing with governmental, educa-
tional, economic, agricultural, industrial, and social affairs can be
partially attributed to this diversity of cultural heritage. Farming
techniques of a humid Corn Belt have been attempted in semiarid
Colorado. The size of the farm, the autonomy of the local school
district, the form and function of county governmental units have
not been established on the basis of the needs and conditions peculiar
to Colorado. They have been an expression of mental luggage of
the people who first settled this area. They may or they may not be
most adequate for the State.

In a sense the present trends toward a more stable popula-
tion which will include a larger proportion of Colorado-born may
be of some value to the State. If it is possible to melt down the
diversity of the cultural background of Colorado’s citizenry into a
common crucible and recrystalize it into a new compound, then per-
haps it will be possible to evolve a constructive agricultural policy,
an efficient industrial economy, and an equitable educational and so-
cial program indigenous to the conditions peculiar to Colorado. If
this is done (and it is possible to pass such programs on to the next
generation, to be altered as conditions warrant). it is probable that
many present problems which are caused by the heterogeneity of the
cultural backgrounds and experiences of the people will be eliminated
in the future.

The rapid rate of increase in the total population of the State,
especially during the first half decade of its existence, necessitated
hasty development of a2 number of institutions and untried programs.
As the rate of the population change becomes more stabilized, it will
be possible to devote more time toward planning for institutional
services. Less time will probably be devoted to initiation of new

5
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movements, and more energy can be directed toward improvement of
those which are now functioning.

The influx of people from other states into Colorado and the
exodus of Colorado-born to other areas raises certain questions re-
garding the qualitative results of migration. What training, skills,
social attributes and attitudes have the people who come into the
State in comparison with those who leave? What proportion of
those who leave are graduates of state educational institutions, highly
trained and capable, but are not able to find employment in Colo-
rado? There is no means of measuring these factors at the present
time, but they are problems which deserve consideration by planning
groups.

The changes in population density which have occurred over
various sections of the State in the past, and which will probably be
repeated in some areas in the future, raise practical questions concern-
ing institutional services in the areas affected. Health, recreation,
soctal welfare, religious welfare, economic welfare, and police pro-
tection are types of services which all persons need regardless of the
density of the population:; yet migration frequently intensifies mal-
adjustments in rural institutions and organizations. The adminis-
trative units needed to provide the citizenry with the services men-
tioned should be determined by the population base, the tax base,
and the availability of transportation and communication rather
than by tradition. In a state such as Colorado where the founda-
tions upon which institutional services are built are constantly chang-
ing, it is highly important that the administrative and service units
be sufficiently flexible to enable changes which are necessary to serve
the basic needs and welfare of the people most adequately.

The slower rates of increase which are predicted for the future
population of Colorado may be looked upon as favorable if viewed in
terms of future relationships between the total population and the
natural resources. An unfavorable ratio between these factors is one
reason for the low standard of living in such countries as India, China,
and Japan.

Aspects of There has been a constant gain in Colorado’s
Growth population since the first census of 1860 (fig. 1).
_ The total population of 34,277 in 1860 rose to
1,035,791 in 1930. (See fig. 51 in appendix for preliminary 1940
census figures for Colorado.) The rate of increase from one decade
to another has not been constant. There were but few more people
in the State in 1870 than in 1860. The 1880 census, however,
showed an increase of 387.5 percent over that of the preceding
decade. Between 1880 and 1890 the population more than doubled.
There was an increase of approximately one-fifth between 1890 and
1900 and an increase of nearly one-third during the next decade.
The gains from 1910 to 1920 and during the following 10 years
were smaller than formerly.
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Figure 1.—Growth of Colorado population by decades, 1860 to 1930 (numerical
and percentage). Colorado’s total population has shown a constant growth
since the first census of 1860. The percentage chart shows that, except for the
decade between 1900 and 1910, the rate of growth has been on the downward
trend since 1880.

Population Density of the State

There were approximately 33 times as many persons per square
mile in Colorado in 1930 asin 1860 (fig. 2). In the first census year
there was only 0.3 person per square mile: the number rose to 10.0
persons per square mile in 1930. The density in Colorado in 1930
(10.0 persons), however, was only about one-fourth that of the
United States, which was 41.3 persons per square mile.

Population Density by Counties

The increase in density throughout the State since 1860 has not
been uniform. The exact rates of increase for various sections of the
State are rather difficult to depict because of the changes which have
been made in county boundaries. However, an examination of figures
3 and 3 (cont’'d.) reveals the relative density of population in each
county at selected decades (see also appendix table 1). The trends,
shown on a county basis, reveal the importance of mining and the
consequential high densities in the mining counties during the early
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Figure 2.—Density of population in Colorado, 1860 to 1930, and in the United
States for 1930. There were 33 times as many persons per square mile in Colo-
radoin 1930 asin 1860. However, the density of 10.0 persons per square mile
in Colorado in 1930 compared with 41.3 persons per square mile in the United
States as a whole.

period. A number of mining counties reached their peak in popu-
lation before the beginning of the twentieth century and have de-
clined since that period. For example, the mining counties, Ouray,
Summit, Mineral, Clear Creek, Hinsdale, Lake, Pitkin, Gilpin, and
Teller, decreased between 62 percent and 85 percent in population
in the three decades preceding 1930.° Closely related to the popu-
lation increase in the mineral counties is that which occurred in the
counties containing cities which provide basic services for the mining
areas.

The changes which occurred in the population densities of the
various counties in the State between 1860 and 1930 are an index
of the changing importance of agriculture, mining, and industry in
the State. In 1930 the counties having large urban populations and

SLeRoy R. Hafen, Colorado, the Q'tonj of a« Western Commonwealth (Denver:
Peerless Publishing Co., 1933), p 291
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relatively large proportions of irrigated farm land naturally led in
density of population. Mining areas and the poorer farming areas
had the second greatest density. The most sparsely settled counties
included the poorer agricultural lands and the extremely mountainous
areas (see appendix table 1).

Migration into Colorado From Other States as Related to Growth

One of the major factors influencing the growth in Colorado’s
population has been the heavy migration of people into the State.
In 1870, 26,889 of the State’s 39,864 persons were born in some
other state, while nearly half of Colorado’s population in 1930,
512,764, were not natives of Colorado (fig. 4). The number of
people born in another state but living in Colorado increased each
decade between 1870 and 1930.

There were more persons from Illinois, Ohic, and New York
living in Colorado in 1860 than from any other state (fig. 5 and
5 cont’d.). Persons from New Mexico were most numerous in
1870. People born in the Middle West, Ohio. Pennsylvania, and
New York, constituted the major number of native white migrants
to Colorado in 1880. The number of migrants to Colorado from
the various states in 1880 continued in approximately the same pro-
portions thereafter, with the exceptions of a general increase from
Kansas and Nebraska and, later, an increase from certain states lying
south and east of Colorado.

1870 g
26889

1880 E

1890 247067&
1900 29!|96£ g
oo LEKEK K
oo REXKK K
ool KEEERK KEXKE

EACH FIGURE REPRESENTS 50000 PERSONS.

Figure 4.—Native white migrants born in other states living in Colorado, 1870 to
1930. The number of white persons born in other states but living in Colo-
rado increased each decade between 1870 and 1939.
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Migration Out of Colorado

Not only has there been a migration of people into Colorado,
but many persons born here have moved elsewhere (fig. 6). In 1870,
1,235 such persons were living in some other state of the nation. The
number of Colorado-born living in other states increased each decade
and was 251,316 in 1930.
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o RERIRERERE..
o RERRRE L.
Feo R

O

Covro.

1900 i 42226

A
’ 16390

1890

1880 ’ 5464

1870 * 1235
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Figure 6.—Persons born in Colorado living in other states, 1870 to 1930. Persons
born in Colorado but living in other states increased in number each decade from
1870 to 1930.

The migration of persons born in Colorado to other states has
not been uniform (fig. 7). The trends between 1870 and 1900
showed concentrations of Colorado-born persons in neighboring
states, the Middle West, and the far West. The most significant
change in this concentration after 1900 was the increasing migration
to the Pacific Coast. Very few persons born in Colorado have moved
to the South, New England, or the North Central area.

Net Results of Interstate Migration

Some states have gained while others have lost population as a
result of interstate migration with Colorado. The net results, of

living persons as of 1930, are shown in figure 8. From this figure
‘Net difference considers only those persons born in one state and living in

another at the time of the census enumeration in 1930, No account is made of such
factors as death rates.
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Figure 8 —Ner difference of interstate migration of Colorado population, 1930.
Colorado gained population as a result of interstate migration with states to the
east and south, and lost population as a result of interstate migration with states
to the west. A solid black spot in a state means more persons migrated from
that state to Colorado than migrated from Colorado to that state. Spots not
solid black indicate the reverse. The larger the spot is, the larger the net dif-
ference indicated, the number being according to the key at the bottom left
corner of the figure.

it may be concluded that there were more people born in Colorado
and living on the Pacific Coast and in each Rocky Mountain state,
with the exception of New Mexico, than were born in each respective
state and living in Colorado. The opposite is true for all states east
and south of Colorado with the exception of Florida. It is evident
that Coloradans have followed Greeley’s admonition and have gone
west. In 1930 California had experienced the greatest net gain
through interstate migration with Colorado, while Missouri, Kansas,
Iowa, Illinois, and Nebraska lost the greatest number of people
through interstate migration with Colorado.

Gains or Losses of Rocky Mountain States through Migration

Colorado gained more persons through interstate migration
prior to and during each of the first three decades of the twentieth cen-
tury than any other state in the Rocky Mountain section (fig. 9).
Montana ranked second in net gain, while Idaho and Arizona were
third and fourth, respectively. Utah was the only state in the group
which showed an increasing loss each decade. The gains or losses
were not uniform for the various states or periods of time. The net
gain was smaller in 1930 than it was in 1910 in a majority of the
states. Arizona and Nevada were the only states which showed a
net gain through interstate migration between 1920 and 1930.
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Interstate and International Migration

Colorado’s population has been affected not only by interstate
migration but also by international migration. People born in some
foreign countries have moved to Colorado and have established homes,
farms, and industries. The numerical results of interstate and inter-
national migration. as reported by the United States census in 1930,
are given 1n figure 10.
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Figure 10.—Net gain in Colorado’s population through interstate and international
migration, 1870 to 1930. (Symbols suggestive of predominant modes of
travel.) Colorado's accumulative net gain from migration was greatest in 1910.
The decrease after that time was caused by a number of factors, one of which
was increased migration out of the State.

Every year that census material has been available there have
been more migrants from other states in the union and from other
nations living in Colorado than Coloradans living outside the State.
In 1870 there were 32,285 more people living in Colorado but born
outside than there were persons born in Colorado but living else-
where.

The largest net gain through migration that the State has ever
had was 470,033 persons in the decade immediately preceding 1910.
Each decade before 1910 showed a greater net increase than the pre-
ceding one. Since 1910, however, the reverse has been true.

Increases and decreases through population changes have affected
counties as well as the State. Between 1900 and 1930, population
increases ranging from 100 to 200 percent took place in Delta, El-
bert, Huerfano, Jefferson, Larimer, Mesa, Montezuma, Montrose,
Otero, Rio Grande, Routt, Bent, and Grand Counties. In Prowers,
Phillips, Weld. Kiowa., Kit Carson, Morgan, Logan, Cheyenne,
Washington, Yuma, Lincoln, and Baca Counties, an even greater
increase occurred.” Changes which occurred between 1920 and 1930
in various counties are indicated in figure 11.

Population increases between 1920 and 1930 occurred in 38
counties. The growths of 67.1 percent in Alamosa, 64.5 percent
in Arapahoe, 51.5 percent in Jefferson, and 40.3 percent in Adams

"Hafen, Colorado, the Story of a Western Commonwealth, p. 291.
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were the greatest in the State. In 7 of the 35 counties the increase
was less than 5 percent. The high rate of increase in the irrigated
areas of the State, as well as in certain more newly settled counties
in the southwestern portion, deserves notation.

Twenty-five of Colorado’s 63 counties had a smaller popula-
tion in 1930 than they had in 1920. In 7 of the 25 counties the
loss was less than 5 percent. San Miguel and Summit (both pre-
dominantly mining counties) with a loss of 58.6 percent and 42.7
percent, respectively, experienced the greatest decreases.

Distribution of Colorado’s Population in 1930

Figure 12 shows the distribution of population in Colorado as
of 1930. The high density of population in the better agricultural
and mining areas, as well as in the business and industrial centers, is
evident.

Estimated Future Growth

Because of the variety of factors which might influence the
growth, it is impossible to predict the exact growth of the future
population of Colorado. (For preliminary 1940 figures by counties
see fig. 51 in appendix.) It is possible, however, to make certain
assumptions regarding conditions which will influence future changes
and to predict accordingly. This procedure has been used by Thomp-
son and Whelpton.® They calculated two sets of population esti-
mates; the first is based upon the assumption that there will be no
migration, while the second is based upon the assumption that the
migration will be like that which occurred between 1920 and 1930.

If there is no internal migration (to or from other states), the
total population of Colorado will continue to increase rather markedly
in the future (fig. 13). There will be approximately 1,104,000
persons in 1940 (preliminary 1940 census figures for Colorado show
1,118,820): 1,160,000 persons in 1950; and 1,188,000 persons
in 1960.

With a migration like that which occurred between 1920 and
1930 the population of Colorado would continue to grow after 1930
but the rate of growth would be retarded. In 1940 the number of
persons would be 1,082,000; in 1950 the number would approach
1,111,000; and by 1960 it would rise to 1,120.000. The signi-
ficant feature about this predicted trend is that if future migration
is like that which occurred between 1920 and 1930 it will retard
the growth of the population of the State, while before 1920 internal
migration contributed to this growth.

With no rural to urban pepulation movement between 1930
and 1960, the rural population would increase rather rapidly; the

$W. Thompson and P. K. Whelpton, Estimates of Future Population by Staics
(Washington, ID. C.; National Resources Board, 1%34).
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Figure 13.——Trends in population increase of Colorado; past trends, 1860 to 1930 ;
predicted trends, 1940 to 1960. It is evident from the past trends, as well as
from predicted trends, that population increase in Colorado is leveling off.

urban population would decline slightly during the first decade but
with increased acceleration later. In case the migration were like
that which took place between 1920 and 1930, the population in
both rural and urban Colorado would increase until 1950; there-
after the rural population would still increase and the urban would
begin its decline. A major reason for this decline would be a decrease
in the birth rate.

Assuming there would be no migration, both the rural farm and
the rural non-farm people would increase in numbers between 1930
and 1960. The former, however, would increase most rapidly.
With migration like that which took place between 1920 and 1930
each class would make some growth but it would be much smaller

than if there were no migration.
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Summary The population of Colorado has grown very rapidly
—_— since establishment of the Territory. In 1860
there were 34,277 persons in this Territory. By 1930 the number
had risen to 1,035,791. The future growth will probably be less
rapid. The rate of growth has not been uniform, however. The
greatest increases in the population of the State occurred between
1870 and 1890, and between 1900 and 1910. The rate of growth
declined between 1910 and 1930.

Even though Cclorado's population has increased sharply since
the settlement of the area, the average density of population for the
State in 1930 was less than one-fourth that of the United States.
The changes in densities by counties have been sporadic Changmg
population densities reflect the relative prosperity of mining, in-
dustrial developments, and varying agricultural practices and con-
ditions.

Interstate and international migration have contributed to the
growth of Colorado’s population. In 1870, 26,889 of the State’s
39,864 persons were born in some other state, and in 1930 the
number of people born in another state but living in Colorado had
risen to 512,764. According to the United States Census there have
been more persons born elsewhere but living in Colorado each decade
than there have been Colorado-born persons living outside the State.
Every state in the Rocky Mountain region showed a net gain because
of interstate migration which occurred prior to and during the three
decades ending in 1910, 1920, and 1930 with the exception of Utah
where a net loss was reported in each decade. There was a greater
net gain reported for Colorado during each decade than for any other
state in the region.

In 1870 there were 1,235 persons born in Colorado but living
in another state, and in 1930 this number had risen to 251,316
people. The period which showed the greatest net gain for Colo-
rado through interstate migration was the decade ending in 1910.
At this time the number of migrants to Colorado exceeded the num-
ber of Colorado emigrants by 470,033, The decrease in the net
gain since then may be partially attributed to the fact that Colorado
migrants to other states have increased materially.

Rather large population changes occurred in the counties be-
tween 1920 and 1930. The number of inhabitants decreased almost
one-half in some counties, while in others an increase of more than
50 percent occurred.



Part II..—Composition and Characteristics
of the Population

Age and Sex

Some Implications of The changes which have occurred
Age and Sex Composition in the age and sex distribution of
Colorado’s population have a number
of implications. The decrease in the proportion of children in the
total population has a direct bearing upon the future needs of the
school. The declining birth rate throughout the State has already
been reflected in decreased school enrollment in the elementary grades.
School officials should be cognizant of these trends when considering
any building program. In families where the number of children
is smaller, less of the income will be needed for the bare necessities
of life: perhaps more can be spent for cultural advancement. The
decrease in the number of children in the total population means that
if Colorado is to have any large increase in her future population, it
will probably come through migration from other states.

The decline in the proportion of persons in the productive age
groups implies added financial burdens upon those who belong to
this class. These burdens assume considerable importance in the
light of the fact that there is such a pronounced increase in both the
number and the demands of the old-age group. The burden is light-
ened somewhat by the fact that there are fewer children to support
than formerly. In this sense the changes in the age distribution
mean that formerly people in the productive age groups spent a large
proportion of their income to support children; today it is spent to
support the aged. During the last few years some people of national
reputation have questioned the extent of this transfer of support.
They have intimated that some evidence indicates that security for
the aged has been achieved at the expense of lessened opportunities
for youth.

The changing age distributions have a number of implications
for the industries of the State in the future. With a declining birth
rate and an increasing number of older persons in society, industry is
faced with an aging labor supply. The industrial policy of setting
the upper limit of employment age for new workers at 40 years is
directly contrary to the trends in the age composition of the popula-
tion. Whether or not industry can continue such a policy despite
these trends is a problem.

Studies have been made which show that, in addition to old
age benefits and insurance. consideration should be given to the prob-
lems of possible employment of older workers not ready for retire-
ment. What are the possibilities of adult education and other meas-

24
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ures as means of enhancing the usefulness and increasing the joys of
an aging population?®

Other problems center around the fact that older people tend to
be more conservative and less hospitable to new ideas than the younger
folks. They think in terms of the past. Frequently they seek peace,
not opportunity. Their greater leisure, and in some cases economic
security, often give them an advantage in the affairs of the community
and its social organization.’ An aging population also means an
increase in the death rate.

Variations throughout the State in age-sex distribution indicate
that the adult burdens of feeding, clothing, and rearing children are
much less in some counties than in others. The problem of state
support of schools and libraries and health and recreation facilities
assumes new significance when this unequal distribution of financial
burden to rear children is considered. The equalization of funds 1s
not only important because of the differences in the proportion of
children from one area to another; it is also significant because many
of the children reared in an area of high birth rate move to the city
and become a part of the productive age group in that area where
the birth rate is low. Numerous studies have shown that areas having
a high ratio of children to adult population are usually also areas of
meager economic resources.!

Historically, this movement of youth from the country to the
city has been a drainage on the economic and human resources of the
country. During the last few decades the farms have fed. clothed, and
educated a large proportion of the young people who have later joined
the productive population in the city. The financial importance of
this movement has been stressed by strudents who have studied it.
Baker estimates that the net migration of farm youth to cities between
1920 and 1930 represents a contribution of about $§14.000.000 from
the farm communities to the cities of the nation.??

It must not be assumed that all the results of rural-urban migra-
tion have been negative: many have been positive. The migration
of persons, even youth, from the country to the city has prevented a
rather serious overpopulation problem which would have arisen in
rural areas. Thus these movements have facilitated adjustments be-
tween human and natural resources.

The difference in the number of males per 100 females among
various nationality and color groups and in various cities illustrates
some of the selective factors at work in any migration movement.
Pueblo has been noted as an industrial city and has attracted more of
the male sex. Colorado Springs, a residential and recreational center,

“The Problems of n Changing Population (National Resources Committee pub-
lication [May 1938]), . §. pub
1y H., Kolb and deund des Brunner, 4 Study of Rural Society, (New York:
Houghion Mifflin, 1935), p. 236, Yo fRew York:
1Kolb and Brunner, 4 Study of Rural Society, np. 175-99.
0. E. Baker. “Rural-Urban Migration and The National Welfave”, Annals of
the Association of American Geographers, Vol. XXIII, No. 87, June 1933, pp. 60-126.
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has attracted both sexes more equally. This illustrates that in cases
involving international migration the male sex moves most frequently.

The trend toward an equalization of sex ratio in Colorado has
had its effect upon the social structure of the State. Traditionally,
women are more staunch supporters of law and order than are men:
they promote schools, libraries, and health clinics, as well as other
types of social, educational, and cultural organizations. Counties
with low percentages of women are frequently lacking in such services.

Aspects of Age and The age composition of Colorado’s popula-
Sex Composition tion changed decidedly between 1890 and
1930. The trends may be summarized
briefly as follows: There was a slight decrease in the proportion of
the population in the younger age groups, a decided decrease in the
proportion of persons between 20 and 34 years, and a great increase
in the proportion of the population 45 years of age and older. In
1890, 10.8 percent of Colorado’s population was under 5 years of
age, compared with 9.2 percent in 1930 (fig. 14). The age groups
20 to 34, inclusive, accounted for 35.3 percent of the population in
1890 in contrast with 23.1 percent in 1930. Persons 45 years of
age and over constituted approximately one-eighth (12.8 percent)
of the persons in the State in 1890 and rose to nearly one-quarter
(24.6 percent) of the population in 1930 (fig. 14).

Age-Sex

The age-sex distribution in 1930 was not uniform throughout
the State.’> FEach county had its own peculiarities. When an age-
sex pyramid is drawn for each county it is possible, however, to
classify the counties into four general groups.

More than three-fourths of the counties of the State (47 out of
63) had a population which when presented graphically was com-
parable to Adams County (fig. 15). This group is heavily weighted
at the base, suggesting a large proportion of young people. The
percentages gradually taper off with increase in age. Another strik-
ing feature about this distribution is the excess of males over females
in each age group, especially after 15 years.

The second most important type, numerically, included 10
counties and was typified by Routt County. As in the case of the
former counties, there is a large base, indicating a high proportion of
children, and a smaller proportion of females than males. The per-
centage of females declines over each 10-year period, and in that sense
the females reveal a different trend than the males. The males decrease
in each age group, 5 through 34 years of age, show a rather sharp

increase between 35 and 44, then decrease rather abruptly thereafter.
13The age-sex pyramid is one of the bhest methods of depicting variations in age-

sex distribution. The voungest age group is placed at the bottom of the pyramid and
each succeeding older group is superimposed upon the preceding one.
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Five counties were included in the third type illustrated by
Gilpin County. This group had an excess of males over females,
with an increase of males in each decade 25 through 55 years. The
variations in proportions of females were sporadic, with a generally
declining trend. The small percentage of persons falling in the
younger age groups is especially noticeable in this category.

THOUSANDS
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::i It 238414
= 216349
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200
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Figure 14.—Number and percent changes in the age distribution of Colorado’s popu-
lation, 1890, 1910, and 1930. Between 1890 and 1930 there was a slight
decrease in the proportion of the population in the younger age groups. a
decided decrease in the proportion of persons between 20 and 34 years, and a
great increase in the proportion of the population 45 years of age and over.
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Figure 15.—Age-sex distribution for counties, 1930.

The four age-sex pyramids

on this figure typify the age-sex distribution in counties which, on the map,

are crosshatch-marked correspondingly.
crosshatch marking are typified by the pyramid marked ““Adams."

For instance,

the counties without

This pyra-

mid, with the longer bars at the base, indicates a larger percentage of the popu-

lation in the younger age groups on both the male and female sides.

A large

proportion of the counties in the State had an age-sex distribution comparable

to Adams County.

Same applies to

fig. 17.)

(Line above age group 75 and over represents

0 "

unknowns.
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Denver County was unique in itself. It was characterized by
a very small percentage of its total number in the younger age groups
and an excess of females over males in every age group over 15 years.

Age-Residence

Not only was there a decided difference between age and sex dis-
tributions from one county to another; there were likewise numerous
age and sex variations when the population was classified according
to residence. An examination of figure 16 reveals that the age com-
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Figure 16.—Dustribution of Colorado population by age arza’ residence, 1930. The
larger percentage of urban residents were in the older age groups, and in direct
contrast the larger percentage of farm residents were in the younger age groups.

position of the rural farm population in 1930 was in direct contrast
to the urban population, while the rural non-farm or village class
in most instances was midway between them. The rural farm popu-
lation had a larger proportion of its population in the younger age
groups from 1 to 19 years, and in the urban class each age category 20
years and over exceeded the one immediately younger.

Age-Sex-Nativity

Different nativity groups, both in 1900 and in 1930, showed
distinct variations in the proportion of the total population in various
age categories (fig. 17 and appendix table 2). In the native white
population there was a normal distribution with a large proportion
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of younger people and declining percentages with increasing age. The
foreign-born whité presented an almost completely different picture.
They had but few persons in the younger years, more than 90 percent
being accounted for in the age groups above 25 years. The age and
sex distribution of the native-born of foreign or mixed parentage
approximated more nearly that of the native whites than it did that of
the foreign-born white.

There were some differences in the distribution by age-sex and
nativity between 1900 and 1930. The differences between the native
white and the native white of foreign or mixed parents were greater
in 1930 than in 1900. At the beginning of the century there was a
larger proportion of the foreign-born population in the age groups
25 to 34 and 35 to 44 than 30 years later. Among the females, in
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Figure 17.—Age and sex distribuiion by nativity group. Colorado, 1900 and 1930.
The native white populaticn, designated by the white bars. showed in both
1900 and 1930 a larger proportion of younger people and declining percentages
with increasing age. The foreign-born white, designated by the black bars,
showed an almost completely diffcrent picture. The native white of foreign or
mixed parentage approximated the native white more nearly than they did the
foreign-born white.
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1900, the greatest concentration was found in a younger age group
than among the males.

Sex

Colorado’s population has always had a preponderance of males
over females. In 1860 the ratio was 95.4 males to 4.6 females (fg.
18). Ten years later the proportion was 62.2 percent males and 37.8
percent females. In 1880 the proportion of males rose slightly over
the preceding decade, the ratio being approximately two to one (66.5
percent to 33.5 percent). Since 1880 the percentage of males has
gradually decreased and in 1930 there were 51.2 percent men and 48.8
percent women.

The ratio of males to females in Colorado has been about the
same as that of the Rocky Mountain States at each decade since 1870.
There were considerable differences between the sex ratios of Colorado
and the United States up to and including 1890. Since 1900 the
differences have been relatively small.
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Figure 18.——Percentage distribution of population by sex for Colorado. Rocky
Mountain States. and Untted States, 1860 to 1930. The male proportion of
Colorado’s population. predominant 1n 1860, had decreased by 1930 until the
male and female proportions were almost equal. This was also true in the
Rocky Mountain States area. The ratio for the United States remained almost
constant.
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Sex Ratio by County

In 1930 there were extreme variations among the counties in the
number of males per 100 females (fig. 19). San Juan County with
187.5 men per 100 women had the greatest excess of males, while
El Paso County with only 92.7 males per 100 females was the
greatest opposite extreme. In all but 3 (El Paso, Denver, and Boul-
der) of the 63 counties in the State, the men outnumbered the women.
Nine counties had more than 130 males per 100 females, and in 21
counties the ratio was more than 120 to 100.
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Figure 19.~—Males per 100 females by counties, Colorado, 1930. In all but three
counties (those entirely white on the map) there were more men than women
in 1930. Keys to the crosshatch marking refer to number of men per 100

women.

The striking feature of figure 19 is the close correlation between
sex ratio and type-of-farming and mineral areas. The irrigated sec-
tions in the norcthern, midwestern, and southern sections of the State
are obvious. The dry-farming and ranch areas are clearly delimited,

as are the mining areas.

Sex Ratio by Nativity and Color

When Colorado’s population is classified by nativity and color,
significant sex ratios become evident. Figure 20 shows the number
of males per 100 females among the native white, foreign-born white,
and the Negroes. The trend lines which are supetimposed upon the
figures representing Colorado indicate the sex ratios in each of the
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cities considered. In 1890 the number of men per 100 women in
Colorado among the native white, the foreign-born white, and the
Negroes were 136.4, 194.4, and 137.8, respectively (see appendix
table 3).

The ratio of males to females in Pueblo was much greater than
in any of the three groups for Colorado and was larger than that in
either of the cities except the Negroes of Denver. Among the native
white of Pueblo in 1890 the ratio of men to women was 166.8 to
100; among the foreign-born white the ratio was 264.4 to 100;
among the Negroes it was 183.2 to 100.

The excess of males over females in Colorado declined over each
period between 1890 and 1930. At ecach interval, however, the sex
ratio of Pueblo exceeded the State average, the State average exceeded
Denver, and Denver exceeded Colorado Springs.
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Figure 20.—Number of males per 100 females by nativity for Colorado, Denver,
Pueblo, and Colorado Springs, 1890, 1910, and 1930. The excess of males
over females for each nativity group in Colorado declined over each period
between 1890 and 1930. At each interval, however, the ratio of males to
females in Pueblo (dotred line) exceeds the state average (figures), the state
average exceeds Denver (solid line), and Denver exceeds Colorado Springs (dot-
dash line).
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Figure 21.—Males per 100 females in Colorado and the United States by age groups

and residence, 1930.

In all age groups 5 and above there were more males per

100 females in the rural farm classification than in the rural non-farm or in

the urban.

compared with the United States as a whole.

The line representing the United States trend shows how Colorado
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Sex-Age-Residence

The ratio of males to females classified by age and residence in
1930 indicates significant variations. In the younger age groups the
ratio remains almost the same. Beginning with the years 15 to 24,
there are 123.6 males per 100 females in the rural farm group (fig.
21). There is a slight decrease in the next age group, but thereafter
a constant increase is seen until one reaches those persons 65 years of
age and over, where there were 177.7 men per 100 women living in
rural areas. In urban areas there were fewer than 100 males per 100
females in each age group except among those 65 years of age and
older. The sex ratio of the rural non-farm population was midway
between the rural farm and urban in every age group after the first.
A comparison of the United States trend line with that of Colorado
reveals that beginning with the age group 35 to 44 there were more
males per 100 females in each residence group in Colorado than in the
United States. In some age groups below 35 the United States
average exceeded the Colorado average, while in some other groups the
situation was reversed.

Summary Trends reveal that Colorado’s population is aging.
_— The proportion of the population in the younger and
productive years is decreasing, and the percentage of people in the
older group is increasing.

The age-sex distribution of the State in 1930, classified on a
county basis, was not homogeneous. The age-sex distribution in
each county may be classified in one of four general types. Forty-
seven of the 63 counties, mostly agricultural, were somewhat similar.
Each one had an approximately equal sex distribution, a large per-
centage in the youngest age groups, and declining proportions with
- increasing age. A second type of counties, part agricultural and part
mining, had more males than females, with males in the younger and
middle age groups predominating. The third type had a small per-
centage of children or young folks and more men than women, espe-
cially in the early and late middle-age class. The age-sex pyramid of
Denver County was a different type than any other. In Denver
there was a relatively small proportion of children or young people,
there was a large percentage of the group in the productive age cate-
gory, and there were more females than males, especially in the age
groups 15 through 34.

The age-sex pyramid of the native white was different from
that of the native whites of foreign or mixed parents, or the foreign-
born white. Among the native white there was a large proportion of
children. Among the foreign-born there was a very small percentage
of children or young people. A larger proportion of persons among
the foreign-botn was to be found in the middle and old age categories
than in either of the other nativity groups. The distribution of the
native-born of foreign or mixed parentage was usually between the
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extremes of the other two; it approximated that of the native white
of native parentage most nearly.

There have always been more men than women in Colorado.
The excess of males over females was greatest in 1860; it has grad-
ually approached an equal ratio since then.

The excess of males over females was greater in 1890 than in
1930. The ratio of males to females was greater among the foreign-
born white than among the native white or the Negroes. It was
greater in Pueblo than in Colorado as a whole, or in Denver or Colo-
rado Springs, for the decades ending in 1890, 1910, and 1930. Colo-
rado had more men per 100 women than did either Denver or Colo-
rado Springs for each of the decades just mentioned.

The variations in the sex ratio of Colorado counties are extreme:
In 1930 San Juan had 187.5 men to 100 women compared with
El Paso County which had only 92.7 men per 100 women.

The sex ratio varied among nativity groups, persons of different
color, and from one city to another.

Migration from rural areas to urban areas is evidenced by the
relatively high proportion of the rural population under 19 years of
age. In the city there was a relatively small proportion of the total
group below 19 years of age and a rather high percentage in the older
groups.

Rural-Urban Characteristics™

Some Implications of The declining proportion of Colorado
Rural-Urban Distribution people who can be classed as farm pop-
ulation raises numerous questions.
Some of the most important concern functions of institutions and
types of legislation. The Colorado Experiment Station and the Colo-
rado Extension Service were established to serve farm people. If the
farm group continues to decline in proportion to the total population,
will there be demands on the part of other residence groups for similar
organizations? Perhaps they will request part of the services of the
Experiment Station and Extension Service.

If the farm people in Colorado continue to become a smaller
percentage of the total population, what will be the legislative effects?
Will there be as much interest and consideration given to farm prob-
lems? Will the increasing proportion of rural non-farm people, living
in villages, compete or cooperate with agricultural interests for govern-
mental appropriations and services? WIill the village group become
a bargaining bloc and join sides with urban or rural interest, depend-
ing upon the possible gains?

Between 1933 and 1936 the proportion of the population on
relief was greater among rural non-farm people than among farm

1Urban population is that residing in cities and other incorporvated places having
2 500 inhabitants or more. Rural farm population as classified by the 1930 census
included all persons living on farms, regardless of occupation; and as classified hy
the 1920 census included in addition the farm laborers and their families who, while
not living on farms, nevertheless lived in strictly rural territory. Rural non-farm
population includes all rural population not classed as rural farm.
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groups. Only a small percentage of village laborers enjoy the values
of the recent social security legislation. In schools the problems of
both the farm and city are given consideration, while little or no
effort is made to understand conditions and problems in the village.

Mobility between farms, villages, and cities causes some very
difficult problems of social, institutional, and other types of adjust-
ments. Very little is known concerning the effects of migrants from
rural areas upon the characteristics and institutions of the city popula-
tion.’* What contribution has education to offer toward the solution
of these problems? Could legislation be enacted which would help

alleviate some of them?

In agricultural counties the presence or absence of urban groups
is closely related to the natural resources. As soil fertility and available
water increase, the probability of a thriving urban area as a service
center for the surrounding open country becomes greater. Under such
circumstances farmers need not travel far to obtain adequate medical,
library, economic, and other types of services. The absence of ade-
quate centers usually implies difficulties for the farmers in getting
needed 1nstitutional assistance.

Aspects of Rural- The proportion of Colorado’s population liv-
Urban Distribution ing on farms declined each decade between
1870 and 1930 with the exception of the 2.1
percent increase reported in 1890 (fig. 22). The percentage living
in cities showed a consistent growth from 1870 to 1910. From 1910
to 1930 the proportion remained almost constant. In 1920 and in
1930 the proportion living in villages was nearly twice as great as it
was during any of the three previous decades. In 1930 approximately
one out of every four persons in Colorado lived on the farm, one
resided 1n the village, and two had homes in the city (fig. 22).

The percentage of Colorado’s people living in cities in 1930 was
smaller than the average for the United States (fig. 23). Forty-nine
and eight-tenths percent of the population of Colorado lived in rural
areas as compared with 43.9 percent for the United States. The pro-
portion of Colorado’s population living in cities of various sizes was
about the same as in the United States. In both Colorado and the
United States slightly more than one out of every four persons (27.8
and 29.6 percent, respectively) lived in cities of 100,000 or more.
A slightly smaller proportion of Colorado’s population lived in cities
of 10,000 to 100,000 than was found in the United States.

The distribution of the rural and urban populations by counties
was not uniform throughout the State in 1930 (fig. 24 and appendix
table 4). Denver County was all urban. Thirty-nine of the 63
counties had no urban population in 1930. Adams County with
16.8 percent urban, and Lake and Pueblo counties with 77.0 percent

BT he P7oblems of a Chmmma Population (National Resources Committee pub-
lication [May 1%3871),
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Figure 22.—Percentage distribution of Colorado population by residence. 1860 to
1930. The proportion of Colorado’s population living on farms declined each
decade between 1870 and 1930 with the exception of the decade ending in
1890. The percentage living in cities showed consistent growth from 1870 to
1910, then remained about constant. In 1920 and in 1930 the proportion
living in villages was nearly twice as great as in any of the three previous
decades.

.0
COLORADO
M 00,000 0R MORE 22 10000 10 25,000 2.500T0 5,000
25,0000 100,000 E= 5,000 71010,000 C—J RuRAL

Figure 23.—Proportion of population living in rural areas und in various sized
cities, Colorado and United States. 1930. The percentage of Colorado’s popu-
lation living in rural areas in 1930 was greater than the average for the United
States. The proportion living in cities of various sizes was slightly smaller
than the average for the United States in each size except cities of 5,000 to
10,000. Keys to crosshatch marking refer to size of cities.
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and 75.9 percent urban, respectively, had the lowest and highest
proportion of urban population in the counties with both types (fig.
24). Forty of the 61 counties in the State in 1910 had no urban
population, compared with 41 of the 63 counties in 1920.
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Figure 24.—Percentage distribution of rural-urban population by counties, Colorado.
1930. Thirty-nine of Colorado’s 63 countics. as indicated by the crosshatch
marking on the map, had no urban population in 1930.

The density of rural farm population varied significantly from
one county to another within the State. The number of counties
with the varying densities per square mile were as follows: Seventeen
counties had less than 1 farm person per square mile; 14 counties
ranged between 1.0 and 2.5 persons; 20 counties varied between 2.6
and 5.0 persons; 7 counties had densities between 5.1 and 7.5 persons;
and in 3 counties the densities ranged between 7.6 and 10.0 persons
per square mile. Boulder County, with 9.2 farm persons per square
mile, had the greatest concentration of farm population, while Hins-
dale and Mineral Counties with an average of 0.1 person per square
mile were lowest in density (fig. 25).

Summary The proportion of Colorado's population living on
EEE— the farm decreased each decade from 1890 to 1930.
In 1890, 42.5 percent of the people in the State resided on farms, 12.5
percent in villages. and 45.0 percent in cities. By 1930 the propor-
tion living on farms had dropped to 27.1 percent. while those living
in villages had increased to 22.7 percent and those in urban areas had
risen to 50.2 percent.
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The proportion of Colorado people living in rural areas was
larger in 1930 than was the average in the United States. Thirty-
nine Colorado counties had no urban population, 1 county (Denver)
was entirely urban, and the remaining 33 varied from 16.8 percent
to 77.0 percent urban.

Density of farm population in counties of the State varied in
1930 from 0.1 person per square mile to 9.2 persons per square mile.
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Figure 25.—Number of rural farm persons per square mule, by counties, Colorado.
1930. The density of the rural farm population varied in 1930 from 0.1
person per square mile in Mineral and Hinsdale Counties to 9.2 persons per
square mile in Boulder County. Keys to crosshatch marking refer to number
of farm persons per square mile.

Nativity
Some Implications of Colorado has been spared a number
Nativity of the Population of social and economic problems be-

cause most of her population has been
native-born white. Some delinquency and crime, as well as personal
and social disorganization, however. have been caused by cultural
conflict. Parents who are foreign-born frequently expect their chil-
dren to live by standards of the parents’ native country regardless of
the inapplicability of those standards to the new residential area. Con-
flicts between youth and old age are often caused by basic differences
between attitudes, ideals, and approved behavior patterns of the coun-
tries where each was born. Because there is a decreasing proportion
of foreign-born in Colorado, one may expect that problems which are
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related to and caused by foreign culture patterns will probably decrease
in the future.
Aspects of Nativity Colorado i1s, and always has been, peo-
In Colorado Population pled predominantly by native-born
whites. In 1860 only 7.8 percent of
the population was foreign-born; this proportion rose to 20.5 percent
in 1880 but declined very gradually each decade thereafter; it was
9.6 percent in 1930 (fig. 26). The proportion of the total popula-
tion in Colorado which was foreign-born was greater than the pro-
portion which was Colorado-born in 1860, 1880, and 1890. For
each remaining decade the proportion of native-born Coloradans was
greater than the foreign-born. The proportion of the total popula-
tion which was made up of persons bern in Colorado increased each
decade between 1860 and 1930 with the exception of 1880, while
the percentage of other native-born (persons born clsewhere in the
United States) has decreased. In 1860 only 0.1 percent of the
persons living in the State were born here, while in 1930 about two
out of every five persons (40.5 percent) were native Coloradans. On
the other hand, 92.0 percent of the people living in the State in 1860
were born elsewhere in the United States and by 1930 only 49.2
percent could be so classified (fig. 26).

The total number of foreign-born people living in Colorado
increased each decade from 1860 to 1910 and decreased thereafter
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decreased steadily, from 1880 to 1930.
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(fig. 27). There were 2,666 foreign-born persons living in Colo-
rado in 1860. This number rose to 129,587 persons in 1910, then
declined to 99,875 in 1930,
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Figure 27 .—Number of foreign-born persons living in Colorado, by decade, 1860
to 1930. The number of foreign-born persons living in Colorado increased
each decade from 1860 to 1910 and decreased thereafter.

Nativity in Colorado Compared with Rocky Mountain States

Each decade between 1860 and 1930, Colorado had a smaller
proportion of its population which was foreign-born than the aver-
age for the Rocky Mountain region (fig. 28). For the decades 1860,
1870, and 1880 the proportion of foreign-born in Colorado was
much smaller than the average for the Rocky Mountain region; since
then, the differences have been small. In 1860, 1920, and 1930 the
proportion of foreign-born in the United States was greater than it
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was in Colorado; the opposite was true between 1870 and 1910
(fig. 28).
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Figure 28.—Percentage foreign born of total population. Colorado. Rocky Mountain
States, and United States, 1860 to 1930. The percentage of Colorado's popu-
lation which was foreign born has always been smaller than that of the Rocky
Mountain States, but except for 1860, 1920, and 1930 was larger than that
of the United States.

Nativity by Counties

As mentioned earlier, there was a decline between 1890 and 1930
in the proportion of Colorado’s population which was foreign-born.
This decline was not only true for the State as a whole, but it char-
acterized every county within the State except Huerfano where there
was an increase of 5.1 percent (fig. 29). Of the 63 counties in the
State in 1930, only 55 were in existence in 1890. During this period
most of them experienced a decline of 50 to 80 percent in the pro-
portion of the total population which was foreign-born. The number
of counties falling within the given range of change are as follows:
In 1 county, Pitkin, the decline in the proportion of the population
which was foreign-born was less than 10 percent hetween 1890 and
1930; during the same period, 3 counties decreased between 20 and
29.9 per cent: 4 decreased between 30 and 39.9 percent: 5 decreased
between 40 and 49.9 percent; 19 decreased between 50 and 59.9
percent; 11 decreased between 60 and 69.9 percent: 12 decreased
between 70 and 79.9 percent: and 4 decreased between 80 and 89.9
percent (fig. 29). The four counties in which the greatest changes
occurred were Conejos, Lincoln, Yuma, and Baca. The sugar-beet
and mining areas in the State still had the largest proportion of for-
eign-born people in 1930.
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Nativity by Residence

The nativity of Colorado's population, classified by rural and
urban residence, did not change significantly during the first 30 years
of the twentieth century (fig. 30). The changes which occurred
within the State were distributed rather evenly in both rural and
urban areas. During each decade the proportion of native white
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people living in the country was higher than in the city. Over the
same period there was a preponderance of native white of foreign or
mixed parents living in urban areas. About the same proportion of
foreign-born white were to be found in the city as in the country.

The proportxon of Negroes living in the city has been slightly
higher than in the country, while the percentage of other races has
been largest in the country. The proportion of the total population
listed as other races, distributed by residence, remained almost con-
stant between 1900 and 1920 but increased greatly, particularly in
rural areas, between 1920 and 1930 (fig. 30).

Summary At only one time 1n Colorado’s history (in 1880)
E— has there been as many as one out of five persons in
the State who was foreign-born. Since then the ratio has decreased.
In 1930 less than 1 in 10 was born on foreign soil. The percentage
of Colorado’s population born within the State has increased each
decade and other native-born have gradually decreased.

Since 1860 the percent of the total population of Colorado which
has been foreign-born has been smaller than the average for the
Rocky Mountain area. Until 1920 the proportion of Colorado's
population which was foreign-born was larger than for the United
States.

On the average there was a slightly higher percentage of native
white people in rural areas than in urban areas in Colorado in 1930.
The opposite was true for foreign-born white.

Nationalities and Racial Groups

Some Implications of A study of the foreign-born people who
Nationality and Race settled 1in Colorado during the early years
of statehood reveals that most of them came
from the countries of northern Europe. These people have been con-
sidered the most desirable immigrants in the nation. However, dur-
ing the second and third decade of the twentieth century the flow of
immigrants shifted from northern Europe to southern Europe and
Mexico and with the result that some aspects of a racial problem have
developed in the State. An alien background, a lack of education,
and the handicap of a foreign tongue have been factors which have
contributed to the development of a system of caste and class in
Colorado. Native whites or foreign-born whites from northern
Europe generally refuse to associate with the Mexican immigrants or
to ascribe to them equal social status. In some counties of Colorado
there is considerable agitation for a dual school system, one for
Mexicans, another for whites. An item which lends to the com-
plexity of the problem is the fact that the birth rate among the
Mexicans is more than twice as great as among the Americans and




September 1940 POPULATION TRENDS 47

it is much larger than is necessary to maintain a stable populatlon
There are no immediate prospects that the Mexicans will be assimi-
lated by the native or foreign-born whites. The present attitudes
and culture patterns of the latter indicate continued social discrimina-
tion, and perhaps other types of discrimination, against the Mexicans,
with appalling economic, social, and moral costs.

The increase of Mexican people in Colorado presents a chal-
lenge to the State. Any intolerance which Coloradans may show
toward the cultural differences of the Mexicans may damage the self-
respect of these people and conflict with the family loyalties and ideals
by which they live. In communities where law and order prevail,
the lives of the people are governed by ideals, attitudes, loyalties,
and tradition. It is easy for the American to scoff or hold in ridicule
the standards which govern the lives of the Mexicans or any other
ethnic group, but it should be realized that it is much easier to
destroy the ideals of these people than it is to build new ones for
them. A person without ideals is like a traveler without a compass
to give direction to his activity or a brake to give control.

The German-Russians as an ethnic group have been very insist-
ent upon maintaining their own mode of life even in an American
setting. There is evidence, however, that education and increased
facilities for communication and contact with the dominant culture
in Colorado will facilitate the assimilation of these people.

There is but little evidence to indicate that any of the other racial
groups will constitute a problem for Colorado in the near future. A
few Negroes, Chinese. Japanese. and other racial groups have resided
in the State for some time, but they have not increased rapidly. and
little conflict has arisen between them and the Americans within the
State.

If the United States continues its present restriction of immigra-
tion. problems related to the assimilation and Americanization of the
foreign-born will probably be fewer in the future in Colorado than
they are at present.

Aspects of Nationality Numerically. the Germans were the larg-
And Race Distribution est foreign-born nationality group in
Colorado for the half century 1880-
1930 (fig. 31 and appendix table 5). The English were the second
most numerous foreign-born element and the Swedish were third.
Each of these was among the six ranking foreign-born nationalities
for each decade between 1880 and 1930. English immigrants were
most numerous in 1880 with 8.797 persons. The Germans took the
lead in 1890. 1900, and 1910 with 15.151 persons for the first
decade, 14,606 persons for the second, and 16,908 persons for the
tblrd English immigrants were second in 1890 and 1900 with

1rThe birth rate indicated here is hased upon a Colorado Txperiment Stution
study of 470 families of sugar beet laborers in 1939, Data are to he published later.
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14,406 and 13,575 persons, respectively. The Italians were the sec-
ond ranking group in 1910 with 14,375 persons and the English were
third at this time with 12,928 people. Russian immigrants (German-
Russian) were the most numerous foreign-born group in 1920, num-
bering 16.669 people. Italians with 12,580 ranked next, and Ger-
mans, numbering 11,992, were third. Mexican immigrants totaling
13,144 outranked any other foreign-born group in 1930, Russians
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Figure 31.—Ranking nationalities in Colorado foreign-born population, 1880 (o
1930. Mexicans. not among the first six foreign-born nationalities until 1920,
ranked first in number in 1930. Russians, coming into the first six in 1910,
were the most numerous foreign-born group in 1920 and were second in 1930.
Germans, first in 1890, 1900, and 1910, dropped to fourth in 1930.
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with 12,979 were next, and Italians, accounting for 10,670, were
third.

The relative importance of the various nationalities at different
decades seems significant. The Irish, the Canadians, and the Scotch-
men were numerically among the most important foreign-born nation-
ality groups living in Colorado during the last two decades of the
nineteenth century. During this time the Mexicans and [talians were
relatively few: the Italians, however, ranked as one of the six most
numerous foreign-born nationality groups in 1900 and each decade
thereafter. The Mexican did not rank as one of the six most impor-
tant nationality groups until 1920, at which time they were fourth.
Ten years later they outnumbered any other nationality.

Figures 32 and 32 ({cont’d) show the distribution of the
eight major nationalities as of 1930 (foreign-born and native white
of foreign or mixed parentage) by counties. A clustering of groups
is very evident in a number of cases.’” In 1930. the British and
Germans were distributed quite evenly throughout the State (fig. 32
and appendix table 6). The Swedish, Danish, and Norwegians were
especially concentrated in the central and north central sections. Most
of the German-Russians were in the sugar beet producing sections.
The Canadians were scattered throughout the State, while the Slavs
were found most frequently in the mining and steel mill areas as well
as in the northern irrigated section. A large majority of the Italians
were located in the Denver metropolitan area and in the mining areas.

Racial Distribution in Colorado and Rocky Mountain States

In 1930 more than 9 out of every 10 persons (92.8 percent) in
Colorado were white.’s Mexicans accounted for 5.5 percent, Negroes
1.1 percent. other 0.3 percent, and Indian 0.1 percent (fg. 33).7°

The racial distribution differed a great deal among the various
Rocky Mountain States in 1930. In Arizona. for example, about one
out of every four persons was a Mexican (26.2 percent) while in
New Mexico there was nearly one out of seven (13.9 percent). One
person out of 10 in Arizona was an Indian compared with nearly 1
out of 14 in New Mexico. None of the states had a very high per-
centage of Negroes, but Arizona was highest with 2.5 percent. Utah
and Idaho had a lower percentage of Mexicans, Negroes, and Indians
than any other state in the region.

There is no immediate prospect of Colorado being peopled by
any of the other minor races in the State. Persons belonging to the
Japanese and Filipino races showed some increase during recent

1"Such interpretations are made in the light of the total population distribution.

1Tt ix necessary in this study 10 use the term white, Mexicans, Negroes, ete., as
it is used in the census. See 15th U, 8. Census, Vol. 2, p. 35,

¥0Other races not shown on this graph include Chinese, Japanese, Filipino, and
all others not specified. In no state in the Rocky Mountain area do they constitute
as much as 1.0 percent of the population.
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and Germans were distributed quite evenly throughout the State.

The British
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decades, but their numbers are still relatively small (fig. 34). The
census of 1920 showed 2,300 Japanese persons in the State; 20 years
later there were 3,213. No Filipinos were recorded in 1910, only
47 1n 1920, and 250 in 1930. The Indians showed a slight decrease
in total numbers between 1910 and 1930, while the Chinese declined
about one-third over the same period.

The proportion of Colorado’s population classified as white
decreased 4.8 percent between 1910 and 1930. Mexicans constituted
0.4 percent of the total population in Colorado in 1910 and 5.6
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Rocky Mountain States. Colorado did not have the largest percentage of any
one race.



September 1940 POPULATION TRENDS 55

THOUSANDS HUNDREDS
4+ ~

3213

5
QLRKS
QR T
K

>
O
XX

R
2
ZRXXX

v
X3
%%

>
S
Pa%!

2
X2
2

-.

LKL
%

ot

S

TR
:0:0 ..
XXX

Q

R
K2

P

X

1910

©
W
o

%a¥ava

0 S XA
INDIAN JAPANESE

FiLiPING
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percent in 1930 (fig. 35). The percentage of the State’s population
classified as Negro actually declined slightly during the period indi-
cated, while all other groups combined remained almost constant.

The numerical increase of the Mexicans between 1910 and 1930,
as well as the changes in their nativity, are shown in figure 36. There
were 3,269 Mexicans in Colorado in 1910 and 57,676 1n 1930, an
increase of 1,664.3 percent.

The nativity of the Mexicans in Colorado changed materially
over the pericd. The censuses of 1910 and 1920 showed that about
three out of four Mexicans (76.4 percent and 74.6 percent) were
foreign born, while in 1930 the situation had reversed to where
slightly more than three out of four persons listed by the census as
Mexicans were natives of the United States (fig. 36).
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Figure 35.—=Percentaye changes (n the racial distribution of Colorado, 1910 to 1930.
The proportion of whites and the proportion of Negroes decreased between
1910 and 1930, the proportion of Mexicans made a large increase, and all
other groups combined remained almost constant
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Figure 36.—Numerical increasc and changes in the nativity of Colorado’s Mexican
population. 1910 to 1930. Of the 57,676 Mexicans in Colorado in 1930,
77.8 percent were born in the United States, while of the 3,269 in Colorado
in 1910, 76.4 percent were foreign born. The increase in number of Mexicans
in the State between 1910 and 1930 represents an increase of 1,664.3 percent.

Summary Until the beginning of the twentieth century, persons
_— from northern Europe (Germans, English, and Swed-
ish) were the most numerous foreign-born persons in Colorado.
Since 1900 the German-Russians, Italians, and Mexicans have been
numerically the largest foreign-born groups. Nationalities have
tended to congregate in certain sections of the State.

In 1930, Colorado’s population was more homogeneous than
that in some states in the Rocky Mountain region and less homogene-
ous than that in others. Three states had a smaller proportion of
total population classed as white than did Colorado. Colorado
ranked third in percentage of Mexicans, second in percentage of
Negroes, and lowest in proportion of Indians.

Arizona and New Mexico had the most heterogeneous racial
population, while those of Idaho and Utah were the most homo-
geneous.

Mexicans are the only large racial group in Colorado which is
increasing more rapidly than the whites.

The Family

Some Implications Some aspects of the variations, as well as
Concerning the Family the decline, in the average size of family
have been considered earlier. The de-
crease is undoubtedly related to a number of factors, such as a
decrease in the proportion of the total population which is rural,
changes in the philosophy of life, emancipation of the woman, devel-
opment of new values, and other interests and demands. The varia-
tions in fertility ratio between rural and urban areas may be reflec-
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tions of the differences just mentioned or they may be due to differences
in a knowledge of birth control.

There are a number of problems related to the differences in
sizes of families. Numerous studies have shown rather conclusively
that the largest families are found among persons in the lower income
levels. Becanse of the relationship between economic status and other
factors it has been concluded that . . . “‘at present, families in the
occupational groups characterized by superior education and enlarged
opportunities have on the average fewer children than families handi-
capped by meager education and limited economic and cultural re-
sources. A negative relationship between Icvel of cultural-intellectual
development and reproduction may operate as an imperceptible drag
on cultural advance. This drag can be offset by ameliorative social
action, extensive provisions for public education and the stimulating
impact of technological advance. - But no civilization can be stable
or progressive over a long period unless it is able to establish a posi-
tive relation between reproduction and health, culture and social ideals

. Tt is hardly necessary to argue the fact that poverty means handi-
capped child development. Present differential birth rates subject a
disproportionately large number of children in each generation to the
blighting effects of poverty. Furthermore, the larger average number
of children born to poor parents places an unequal share of the eco-
nomic burden of replacing the nation’s population on the very fami-
lies that are least able to bear this special responsibility.’’2°

The trends in the proportion of married males and married
females between 1890 and 1900 are contrary to expectation. One
wculd anticipate that when there are more males than females in
society and the proportion of single males exceeds the proportion of
single females, the marriage rate among the females would increase.
That this is not the case is seen in figure 43. One partial explanation
of the situation is that in any society the proportion of females who
possess the attributes and characteristics which lead to marriage remains
almost constant and the ratio of marriageable males to females makes
little difference in the proportion of females who actually get mar-
ried.

The increase in percentage of divorced persons., both males and
females, reveals a change in the moral code and a lessening of the
religious taboos and inhibitions.

Classification by residence shows numerous differences in the
marital status of persons 15 years of age and over. The low per-
centage of single females on the farm confirms the old adage to the
effect that there is little use for unmarried females on the farm. The
larger proportion of unmarried girls in the city is an index of the
opportunities which the city affords them. The large percentage of

2The Problems of a Changing Population (National Resources Committee pub-
lication [May 1938]), pp. 11-12,
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widowed females in the city likewise suggests where the opportunities
are available.

That divorce is more tolerated in the city than in the country
1s shown by the relative proportion of persons who are divorced in
each area. Rural people, on the whole, seem to look with more dis-
favor on divorce. Divorce and the actions of one who is divorced

are frequently “juicy” gossip in rural areas, whereas but few know
or care about it in the city.

The Family The average Colorado family was smaller in 1930
In Colorado than it was at any previous decade during the his-
tory of the State (fig. 37). The average size was
4.3 persons per family in 1870; it grew to 4.7 persons in 1880, and
reached the maximum size of 4.9 persons in 1890. Thereafter it
declined gradually until 1930 when it was 3.6 persons.

There were more two-person families in Colorado in 1930 than
any other size: approximately one out of every four families (25.2
percent) were so classified (fig. 38). Three-, four-, and one-person
families, in order named, were the next most numerous groups. There
was a larger proportion of one- and two-person families in Colorado
than in the United States. Eight and nine-tenths percent of Colo-
rado’s families have seven or more persons, compared to 10.9 percent
for the United States as a whole.

There were approximately as many people living in medium-
sized families in 1930 as there were in 1890 (fig. 39). In 1890,
49.1 percent of the population belonged to families averaging four
to seven members, while four decades later 48.5 percent of the people
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Figure 37.—Averuge size of fumily (n Colorado by decade, 1870 to 1930. The
average Colorado family was smaller in 1930 than at any previous decade in
the history of the State.
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belonged to families of this size. However, there were nearly twice
as many people belonging to small families (one to three persons) in
1930 as there were in 1890, while the reverse was true for large
families (eight persons and over). Seventeen and five-tenths percent
of the population belonged to small families in 1890 compared with
31.9 percent in 1930. One out of three persons (33.4 percent) came
from families of eight or more in 1890, compared with one out of
five in 1930.

Fertility

The number of children under 5 years of age per 100 women
20 to 44 years of age is one of the best indexes of fertility that is
available. Using such a measure it is evident that the fertility rate
for Colorado and the United States declined between 1910 and 1930
(fig. 40). In 1910 there were 53.3 children under 5 years per 100
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women 20 to 44 years of age in Colorado. This compared with
50.3 children 20 years later.

The fertility of the average urban woman in 1930 was only
slightly over half that of the rural woman (36.7 compared with
68.0 children per 100 females). Between 1910 and 1930 the fertility
of the average urban female in Colorado decreased less than one-third
as much as that of the average rural female (1.7 in contrast to 6.1
children). Comparisons made on the State level for either rural or
urban women or for the total of the State show that the decline in
the fertility of the average woman of the United States between 1910
and 1930 was more consistent than that which occurred in Colorado.

Size of Family by Residence and County

An examination of figure 41 reveals that the average rural farm
family is larger than the rural non-farm or the city family. The
average size of the rural farm family in 1930 was 4.3 persons com-
pared with 3.8 persons for the rural non-farm and 3.7 persons for
the urban.

There 1s considerable variation in the counties between the
average rural non-farm family and the rural farm family. This is
clearly shown by figure 42. Two counties in the State (Denver and
San Juan) did not have any rural farm people listed in 1930. In 57
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Figure 39.—Proportion of Colorado population in various sizes of families, 1890
and 1930. The percent of Colorado’s population in families of 4 to 7 persons
was almost the same in 1930 as in 1890, but the proportion in smaller families
had increased in 1930 and the promotion in larger families had decreased.
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Figure 40.—Number of children under 5 years of age per 100 women 20 to 44
years, by residence. Colorado and United States. 1910 to 1930. The fertility
rate for both rural and urban women dechined in both Colorado (represented
by figures) and the United States (vertical line) between 1910 and 1930.
Although the rate declined more sharply among Colorade rural women than
among Colorado urban women, the rural women in 1930 were still having
almost twice as many children as the urban women.
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Figure 41.—Size of famdy by residence, Colorado. 1930. The average size of rural
farm family was 4.3 persons compared with 3.8 persons for the rural non-farm
family and 3.7 persons for the urban family.
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Figure 42.—AMedian size of rural farm and rural non-farm fanilies by counties,
Colorado, 1930. Sedgwick County. with an average of 4.17 persons per rural
farm family and 3.36 persons per rural non-farm family. had the greatest varia-
tion within a county.

of the remaining 61 counties rural farm families were larger than the
rural non-farm, and in four counties (Alamosa, Jackson, Moffat,
and Park) the non-farm family was slightly larger than the farm
family. Sedgwick County, with an average of 4.17 persons per
rural farm family and 3.36 persons per rural non-farm family, had
the greatest variation within a county.

There were a number of differences among counties and also
among various sections of the State. Generally speaking, the average
rural farm family and rural non-farm family was smaller in the
mountain regions than in other regions. The largest families were
found in counties which have a relatively large proportion of irri-
gated land.

Marital Siatus

A number of changes occurred in the marital status of Colo-
rado’s population over 15 years of age during the 40-year period
which ended in 1930 (fig. 43). The changes were greatest among
the males. In 1890 only 40.7 percent of the males were married,
while in 1930, 60.0 percent were married. In other words, two
out of five males over 15 years of age were married in 1890, com-
pared with three out of five 40 years later. Other major changes
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Figure 43.—Trends in marital status of persons 15 years and over by sex, Colorado,
1890 to 1930. Among the males the percentage of those married increased,
as did the percentage divorced and the percentage widowed. Among the fe-
males, the percentage of those married remained almost constant. the percentage
of those who were single decreased, and the percentage divorced and the per-
centage widowed increased.

which occurred among males during the period studied were as fol-
lows: At the earliest date 54.7 percent were single: by 1930 the
proportion had dropped to 33.0 percent. The proportion of males
who were widowed increased from 3.3 percent in 1890 to 5.0 percent
in 1930, while the proportion of divorced persons rose from 0.4
percent to 1.8 percent over the same period (fig. 43).

The percentage of females who were married remained almost
constant between 1890 and 1930. The proportion of single women
decreased by 4.0 percent, those who were widowed increased 2.3
percent, and the percentage divorced rose from 0.6 percent to 1.8
percent (fig. 43).

Marital Status of Colorado, Rocky Mountain States.
and United States Population Compared

The percentage distribution of Colorado’s population 15 years
of age and over by marital status did not differ materially from that
of the Rocky Mountain States or the United States in 1930 (fig.
44). There were a number of variations, however, between the sexes
in each area. Among the males of Colorado there were 33.0 percent
single, against 23.2 percent for the females. Sixty percent of the
men were married, in contrast with 63.3 percent of the women.
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More than twice as many women as men were widowed (11.3 per-
cent and 5.0 percent. respectively). The proportion divorced was
equal, 1.8 percent for each sex (fig. 44) .2
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Figure 44.—Percentage distribution of population 15 years and older by marital
status, Colorado, Rocky Mountain States, and United States, 1930. The per-
centage distribution of Colorado’s population (represented by the figures) 15
years and older did not differ materially in marital status from that of the
Rocky Mountain States (dotted line) or the United States (solid line).

An analysis of the marital status of Colorado’'s population by
sex and residence reveals some rather large variations (fig. 45). There
were 7.1 percent more single males on the farm than in the urban
areas and 4.2 percent more than in the villages. The percentages of
women who were single in urban, farm, and village areas were 24.5,
22.4, and 21.4 percent, respectively. It is interesting to note that
the urban areas had a lower percentage of single males and a higher
percentage of single females than either of the other residence groups.
The proportion of married men was greatest in the city (62.1 per-
cent), the village was next with 59.2 percent, while the farm was
third with 56.6 percent. Seven out of every 10 (70.9 percent) farm
women were married, compared with 6 out of 10 (59.1 percent)
urban women and 2 out of three (66.6 percent) village women.

Persons who were widowed were to be found in greater pro-
portions in the urban and village areas than on the farm. The pro-
portion of widowed females having urban residence was nearly two
and one-half times as great as on the farm, (13.7 percent and 5.9
percent, respectively; fig. 45). The percentage of widowed females
in the village 1s nearly twice that of the farm (10.4 percent and 5.9
percent). The percentage of divorced persons was more than twice
as great among urban residents as among rural farm people. The
percentage of divorced in the villages was less than in the cities, but
more than on the farm.

2AThe differences between the sum of the percentages for males and females and
100 percent equals the percentage whose marital status was not ascertainabte,
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Summary The average-sized family in Colorado was 3.6 per-
E— sons in 1930. This was the smallest in the history
of the State. Colorado had a larger percentage of its population in
one- and two-person families in 1930 than did the United States,
and the proportion of its people belonging to families of seven or
more persons was smaller than in the United States as a whole.

There were practically the same number of middle-sized fam-
ilies (four to seven persons) in 1930 as in 1890. However, the
proportion of the population belonging to small families was 17.5
percent in 1890 and 31.9 percent in 1930. Thirty-three and four-
tenths percent of Colorado’s population lived in families of eight or
more persons in 1890, but only 19.6 percent came from this size of
family in 1930.

The fertility rate among Colorado women 20 to 44 years of
age decreased between 1910 and 1930. There was less decrease
among urban than among rural women. The fertility rate in Cola-
rado was less than that of the United States in 1910 and 1920 but
greater in 1930.

The average farm family in Colorado was larger than the
average non-farm family; this observation was also true on the county
basis. Generally, families in the irrigated areas were larger than
families in dry-land areas and in mountainous areas.

Trends in the marital status of males 15 years of age and over
in Colorado since 1890 indicate the following: A decrease in the
proportion who are single and an increase in the proportion of those
married, widowed, and divorced. Over the same period the pro-
portion of married females remained almost constant. As with the
males, there was a decrease in the proportion of single females and
an increase in those widowed and divorced. The marital status of
Colorado’s population 15 years of age and over corresponds very
closely to that of the nation as a whole.

When comparisons of marital status are made on the basis of
farm, village, and urban residence, the following is evident: The
farm and the city have the greater proportion of single males and
females. The highest percentage of persons married is found among
the urban men and farm women. Among the city females and village
males the greatest proportion of widowed is to be found. The per-
centage of divorce is higher among both males and females in the
city than in the village or on the farm.
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Occupation and Employment

Some Implications Concerning The reduction in the percentage
Occupation and Employment of persons gainfully employed
probably means an increase in
the relief roll. It represents a tragic waste of human resources, it
lessens the possible contribution to the common good, and it impairs
individual development and happiness. All the causes for this de-
cline in the proportion of employed are not known. Undoubtedly
replacement by machinerv and partial exhaustion of certain natural
resources have been contributing factors.

The fact that the trend lines depicting the employment of males
and females are opposite would suggest at least three things: First,
changes have occurred in the mores or folkways, allowing women to
work outside the home; second, females are now performing a number
of tasks formerly performed by men: and, third. job opportunities
are developing more rapidly for women than for men.

The employment of women, even those married, outside the
home raises pertinent questions regarding the future functions of the
home and a number of related institutions. Perhaps only a small
proportion of married women with children work, but what help
is needed for those who do? Should the school curriculum and pro-
gram of a child whose mother works be the same as that of the child
whose mother does not work? Should the church program and other
organizations function differently for each? To date society has not
been able to measure accurately the various effects upon the family and
society which result from the employment of married women.

Changes in the proportion of persons employed in various occu-
pations over a period of time suggest the relative importance of each
occupation in the field of total employment. An increase in pro-
fessional service indicates the trends toward specialization, and also
an increased dependence upon others. An increase in clerical service
1s a reflection of the growth of bureaus, governmental functions, re-
search, experimentation, taxes, and laws.

Aspecis of Occupation Between 1910 and 1930 both in
And Employment Conditions Colorado and in the United States
there was a decline in the propor-
tion of all persons employed and in the proportion of males employed.
The reverse is true for females and for married women (fig. 46).
Over the entire period considered, each of the latter two groups ex-
perienced an increase in the percentage employed, with the exception
of the United States females 10 years of age and over.

" Between 1870 and 1900 the proportion of Colorado’s total

population 10 years of age and over which was gainfully employed
was larger than the proportion in the United States as a whole. From
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1910 to 1930 the percentage of persons 10 years of age and over
who were employed was slightly higher for the United States than
for Colorado. The same may be said of Colorado males and United
States males (fig. 46).
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Figure 46.—Trends in the percent of males. rotal population, females, and married
women gainfully employed, Colorado and United States, 1870 to 1930. The
percent of Colorado’s total population gainfully employed showed a general
downward trend after 1830. The percentage of the male population employed
was on the downward trend, while the percentage of the female population
employed showed an opposite trend.

A greater percentage of United States females 10 years of age
and over were employed between 1870 and 1930 than Colorado
women of the same age category (fig. 46 and appendix table 7).
Identical observations may be made with reference to the employed
married women 15 years and over.

Employment rate among women 15 years and older in Denver
in 1930 was higher than in either Colorado or the United States
(fig. 47). This was true for each marital or nativity status and
each color or race, with the exception of the single and unknown
(marital status unclassified) foreign-born white. In this last-men-
tioned classification, employment rate in the United States was 3.8
percent higher than in Denver.

A comparison of the employment rate for women of Colorado
and of the United States reveals a higher percentage of employment
for Colorado in the following categories: Among the native white,
those married, widowed, and divorced; among the foreign-born
white, those widowed and divorced: and among the Negroes, the
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Figure 47.—Percent of women 13 years and over gainfully employed. by nativity.
color, and marital condition. Colorado. Denver, and United Stutes. 1930, A
greater percentage of the women in Denver (dotted line) were employed than
was true for either Colorado or the United States.  This was true for each mari-
tal or nmativity status and each color or race, with the exception of the foreign-
born white women who were single or whosc marital status was unclassified.
In this classification the percentage of the females in the United Statcs as a
whole (solid line) was slightly higher than Denver's.

married, widowed. and divorced. With United States women, em-
ployment is highest among those who are single and unclassified
native whites, single and unclassified and married foreign-born whites,
and each of these two marital statuscs among the other races.

Employment of Negro women in 1930 was higher as a group
than any of the others. The rate of employment of the single and
unclassified foreign-born white was also high.

Trends in Gainful Occupations

Trends in the proportion of Colorado population gainfully em-
ployed in various occupations have been very crratic in most cases.
In 1860, 82.4 percent of the population gainfully employed was en-
gaged in the extraction of minerals; 10 years later only 13.1 percent
was so occupied (fig. 48 and appendix table 8). In 1870 the percent-
age employed in mining rose to 28.7 percent and with the exception of
1900 has been declining in tmportance since then. This was a de-
cided change. In 1860 mining employed mote than four times as
many people in Colorado as all other occupations combined, and in
1930 only public service and forestry and fishing employed fewer

people.
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Agriculture, almost non-existent in 1860, accounted for 38.5
percent of the gainfully employed in 1870 but dropped again to
include only 13.4 percent of the workers in 1880. Between 1880
and 1920 there was an increasing proportion of all employees in the
State engaged in agriculture. Slightly over one-quarter (26.4 per-
cent) of all persons were gainfully employed in agriculture in 1930—
a decrease of 0.7 percent over the preceding decade. The proportion
of the total gainfully employed in industries changed but little be-
tween 1880 and 1930. This is likewise true for those engaged in
public service, in forestry and fishing, and in communication and
transportation.

The proportion which found employment in domestic and per-
sonal service increased from 1860 to 1890 but declined each decade
until 1920, then rose slightly. Three occupations, clerical, profes-
sional service, and trades, showed slow but consistent gains in the
proportion of persons gainfully employed each decade between 1860
and 1930.

Summary Since 1880 there has been a declining proportion of
R Colorado’s population 10 years of age and over gain-
fully employed. In 1880, 64.0 percent was so classified. This per-
centage fell to 48.2 in 1930.

When the total gainfully employed is broken down by sex, it
is seen that the proportion of females who were working actually
increased from 1870 to 1930; thus the total decrease in employment
occurred among the males. The proportion of women in Denver
who worked, regardless of marital status, nativity, color, or racial
stock was greater than the average in Colorado or in the United
States. A larger proportion of Negro women worked than of any
other group.

Numerous changes have occurred in the proportions of Colo-
rado’s population employed in various occupations. Mining, once
very important, employed a relatively small percentage of the total
of workers in 1930. Agriculture and industry have always engaged
a large proportion of the State's gainfully employed. Public service
as well as forestry and fishing employed a relatively small but con-
stant proportion of workers from 1860 to 1930. The proportion of
the total group employed in clerical work, professional service, and
trades increased each decade. Transportation and communication
retained almost a constant proportion of workers.

Education
Some Implications of An increase in the proportion of persons
Education in Colorado of school age attending school means

among other things (1) additional edu-
cational costs, (2) a higher average educational accomplishment, (3)
greater skills, and (4) less illiteracy. If the schools impart the knowl-
edge and skills which they are supposed to, an increase in the per-
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centage of persons in school means more intelligent participation of
persens in solving the problems which are necessary for constructive,
happy, and abundant living in the home, the community, and the
nation.

Aspects of The trend in the proportion of children
Education in Colorado 7 to 20 years of age in school was up-
ward between 1910 and 1930. This
was true for both Colorado and the United States (fig. 49). During
each decade there was a larger percentage of Colorado children 7 to
20 years of age in school than the average for children of the same
age in the United States. The proportion of children in school
declined as age increased.
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Figure 49.—Percentage of population 7 to 20 years attending school, by age, Colo-
rado and United States, 1910 to 1930. The trend in proportion of persons

7 to 20 1in school was upward from 1910 to 1930 in both Colorado and the

United States, with Colorado exceeding the United States. The proportion of

persons in school declined as age increased.

A classification of children of school age by nativity reveals
differences in school attendance (appendix table 9). The differences
do not become large. however, in the younger age groups 7 to 13,
Among the foreign-born only about half as many persons 7 to 20
years of age attend school as among native white or native white of
foreign or mixed parentage (appendix table 9).

Nliteracy

There was a higher rate of illiteracy among females than among
males in Colorado in 1930 (fig. 50). Considering persons over 10
years of age, 3.1 percent of the females, compared with 2.5 percent
of the males, were illiterate. Among people over 21 years of age
the rate of illiteracy rose to 3.9 percent for women and 3.1 percent
for men. Illiteracy in rural Colorado in 1930 was nearly twice as
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high as in urban areas. The percentage of persons not able to read
and write decreased between 1920 and 1930 (fig. 50).
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Summary In each of the decades ending in 1910, 1920, and
_— 1930, there was an increase in the percentage of chil-
dren who attended school. The percentage of Colorado children in
school was above the national average. School attendance of foreign-
born white 7 to 20 years of age was much smaller than for native
whites of native parentage and native whites of foreign or mixed
parentage.

In 1930 the inability to read and write was more prevalent
among females than among males; it was nearly twice as high in
rural as in urban areas but was less in 1920 than in 1930.
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TABLE 1.—Colorado population densities by counties, 1870
ro 1930.

Density per square mile

Counties 1870 1890 1910 1930
Adams .00 L. 7.0 16.0
Alamosa ... Looo0 Lo 11.8
Arapahoe 1.4 27.5 12.2 26.9
Archuleta ... 0.7 2.7 2.6
Baca ... 0.6 1.0 4.1
Bent 0.1 0.9 3.3 6.0
Boulder 2.4 18.8 39.7 42.5
Chaffee ..., 5.7 7.0 7.5
Cheyenne ..., 0.3 2.1 2.1
Clear Creek 3.7 16.4 12.8 5.5
Conejos 0.4 5.2 8.1 7.8
Costilla 1.1 2.0 3.1 4.9
Crowley ... e Ll 7.3
Custer ... 4.1 2.6 2.8
Delta Ll 2.2 11.4 11.8
Denver ... L. 3679.0 4963.2
Dolores ... 1.5 0.6 1.4
Douglas 0.3 3.4 3.8 4.1
Kagle ... 2.3 1.8 2.4
Elbert ... 1.0 2.9 3.5
E] Paso 0.4 8.4 20.4 23.4
Fremont 0.4 5.4 11.7 12.1
Garfield ..., 1.4 3.3 3.2
Filpin 34.7 45.1 31.3 9.2
Grand ..., 0.3 1.0 1.1
Greenwood* 0. oo el i
Gunnison ... 1.4 1.8 1.7
Hinsdale (..., 0.6 0.7 0.5
Huerfano 1.2 4.5 8.9 11.4
Jackson ... Ll 0.6 0.8
Jefferson 3.0 10.0 17.6 27.0
Kiowa R, 0.7 1.6 2.1
Kit Carson ..., 1.1 3.5 4.5
Lake 0.3 37.3 28.6 13.2
La Plata ..., 3.0 5.8 7.0
Larimer 0.2 2.4 9.6 12.6
Lias Animas 0.6 3.7 7.0 7.5
Lincoln ... 0.3 2.3 3.1
Logan ..... 1.7 5.2 10.9
Mesa L. 1.4 7.0 8.2
Mineral .00 L 1.4 0.7
Moffat  LLo.0 0 Laaee i 1.0
Montezuma — ..... 0.6 2.4 3.8
Montrose ..., 1.7 4.5 5.2
Morgan ... 1.2 7.4 14.2
Otero ... 2.0 9.8 19.4
Ouray ... 14.5 6.8 3.4
Park 0.2 1.7 1.1 0.9
Phillips ... 4.6 4.6 8.4
Pitkin ... 9.1 4.5 1.7
Prowers ..., 1.2 5.8 9.1
Pueblo 0.9 12.9 21.5 27.1
Rio Blanco  ..... 0.3 0.7 0.9
Rio Grande  ..... 2.7 7.3 11.1
Routt ... 0.4 1.1 4.1
Saguache 0.1 1.0 1.3 2.0
San Juan ... 3.1 6.8 4.3
San Miguel ... 2.2 3.6 1.7
Sedgwick ... 2.0 5.8 10.5
Summit 0.1 2.8 3.1 1.5
Teller  aeeas e 26.2 7.6
Washington ..., 2.1 2.4 3.8
Weld 0.2 2.9 9.7 16.2
Yuma = eaees 2.2 3.6 5.8

*Kxisted 1870 to 1874 only.
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TABLE 4.—Percentage distribution of Colorado rural-urban
population by counties, 1930.

1930 1930
County Rural Urban County Rural Urban

Adams 83.2 16.8 Lake 23.0 77.0
Alamosa 40.6 59.4 La Plata 58.4 41.6
Arapahoe 64.8 35.2 Larimer 48.7 51.3
Archuleta 100.0 cee Las Animas 67.4 19,6
Baca 100.0 Lincoln 100.0
Bent 72.4 27.6 Logan 63.9 6.1
Boulder 46.8 53.2 Mesa 60.4 506
Chaffee 37.1 62.3

Mineral 100.0
Cheyenne 100.0
Clear Creek 100.0 Moffat 100.0
Conejos 100.0 el Montezuma 100.0
Costilla 100.0 e Montrose 69.6 30.4
Crowley 100.0 e Morgan 75.8 24.2
Custer 100.0 e Otero 56.5 43.5
Delta 79.3 20.7 Ouray 100.0
Denver e 100.0 Park 100.0
Dolores 100.0 e Phillips 100.0
Douglas 100.0 . Pitkin 100.0 .
Eagle 100.0 e Prowers 71.2 28.8
Elbert 100.0 . Pueblo 24.1 75.9
Bl Paso 32.9 67.1 Rio Blanco 100.0 -
Fremont 68.6 31.4 Rio Grande 73.8 26.2
Garfield 100.0 ces Routt 100.0
Gilpin 100.0 e Saguache 100.0 .
Grand 100.0 Ce San Juan 100.0
Gunnison 100.0 e San Miguel 100.0
Hinsdale 100.0 e Sedgwick 100.0
Huerfano 67.7 32.3 Summit 100.0
Jackson 100.0 e Teller 100.0
Jefferson 100.0 Ceee Washington 100.0
Kiowa 100.0 s Weld 81.2 18.8
Kit Carson 100.0 R Yuma 100.0




TABLE 5.—Ranking nations in Colorado’s foreign-born popu-
lation, 1880 to 1930.

1880 1910
1. England 8,797 1. Germany 16,908
2. Ireland 8,263 2, Italy 14,375
3. Germany 7,012 3. England 12,928
4. Canada 5,785 4. Russia 12,759
5. Sweden 2,172 5. Sweden 12,446
6. Scotland 1,673 6. Austria 11,582
1890 1920
1. Germany 15,151 1. Russia 16.669
2. England 14,408 2. Ttaly 12,580
3. ILreland 12,353 3. Germany 11,992
4. Sweden 9,659 4. Mexico 11,087
5. Canada and
New Foundland 9,142 5. Sweden 10,112
6. Scotland 4.339 6. England 9.588
1900 1930
1. Germany 14,606 1. Mexico 13,144
2. England 13,575 2. Russia 12,979
3. Sweden 10,765 3. Italy 10,670
4. Ireland 10,132 4. Germany 9.988
5. Canada 9,797 5. Sweden 8.328
6. Italy 6,818 6. England 6,893




TABLE 6.—Nationality origins of foreign-born white by coun-

ties, Colorado, 1930.

Dan-
Brit- Ger- Swed- 18 Rus- Cana- Ital- All
County ish man ish ;‘Ig?_ sian Slav  gjan ian others
wegian

Adams 209 303 170 139 394 1038 99 390 326
Alamosa 35 38 35 17 11 5 10 18 44
Arapahoe 359 271 265 177 51 64 142 71 252
Archuleta 10 2 5 6 .. 1 6 10 7
Baca . 16 22 1 7 12 2 10 .. 10
Bent 54 30 38 9 19 5 29 1 54
Boulder 596 246 362 146 266 150 167 315 454
Chaffee 136 12 50 10 12 90 60 224 116
Cheyenne 28 51 22 2 7 8 12 1 26
Clear Creek 80 29 70 20 3 4 28 i2 23
Conejos 22 12 8 8 1 5 8 .. 22
Costilla 9 10 7 15 1 . 5 5 11
Crowley 15 64 10 5 139 7 13 15 24
Custer 33 68 4 1 1 13 22 ki 18
Delta 105 65 48 19 44 39 55 59 114
Denver 6,412 3,969 3,600 1,297 3,885 2,583 2,546 2,874 4,16¢
Dolores T 16 5 4 1 15 6 12 28
Douglas 3 39 217 24 3 5 13 .. 46
Eagle 51 24 60 23 2 10 34 39 50
Kibert 49 92 41 23 3 88 15 4 42
El Paso 9517 445 332 153 115 291 393 198 363
Fremont 409 116 59 33 20 264 91 669 101
Garfield 126 99 40 17 47 23 60 203 137
Gilpin 56 24 25 12 1 1 10 17 28
Grand 2 25 33 14 4 7 15 .. 55
Gunnison 84 83 55 6 .. 216 14 169 88
Hinsdale 8 2 4 2 1 .. 7 1 4
Huerfano 284 83 2 8 16 421 38 553 355
Jackson 27 9 41 6 1 2 8 1 18
Jefferson 419 381 315 10z 165 176 138 106 328
Kiowa 14 31 11 2 5 3 3 . 18
Kit Carson 19 78 30 31 97 23 16 1 43
Lake 216 56 115 17 7 276 68 75 1566
La Plata 180 99 57 33 8 50 46 175 134
Larimer 287 290 245 135 1,502 24 158 28 145
Las Animas 168 151 49 30 31 315 75 1,723 587
Lincoin 2 65 30 8 33 11 12 4 21
Logan 99 183 54 49 959 33 79 144 98
Mesa 282 168 84 59 48 86 128 224 184
Mineral 14 10 7 2 .. .. 6 1 2
Moffat 54 24 12 15 4 45 26 4 44
Montezuma 49 43 22 15 1 5 34 9 21
Montrose 86 65 35 30 156 10 50 69 50
Morgan 76 127 65 174 1,025 29 65 60 100
Otero 89 88 35 94 241 22 67 51 69
Ouray 48 15 32 4 2 4 25 57 41
Park 27 22 27 5 4 2 i5 6 12
Phillips 25 98 81 17 11 2 13 .. 15
Pitkin 59 31 57 16 .. 70 2 108 27
Prowers 64 77 28 30 76 8 35 26 30
Pueblo 892 481 355 126 216 1,737 296 1,458 768
Rio Blanco 32 17 9 8 1 4 13 1 18
Rio Grande 51 56 25 6 7 2 26 8 51
Routt 153 75 45 18 16 88 59 95 292
Saguache 39 33 24 4 1 17 i9 20 30
San Juan 60 i5 57 8 8 86 10 121 95
San Miguel 27 14 30 8 .. 2 19 60 75
Sedgwick 25 70 35 21 129 18 13 1 56
Summit 23 13 45 12 .. 3 11 7 10
Teller 165 51 100 19 6 16 41 30
Washington 45 149 23 40 91 24 31 .. 50
Weld 508 455 812 163 3,029 245 254 159 579
Yuma 34 148 41 34 456 4 26 1 54




TABLE 7.—Percent of persons 10 years old and over gainfully
employed, 1870 to 1930, Colorado and United States.

Colorado United States
Year Total Males Females Total Males Females
1930 48.2 74.9 20.0 49».5 76.2 22.0
1920 49.0 76.8 17.8 50.3 78.2 21.1
1910 52.9 81.3 18.5 53.3 81.3 23.4
1900 51.3 80.1 14.9 50.2 80.0 18.8
1890 58.7 85.5 15.3 49.2 79.3 17.4
1889 64.0 87.0 10.1 47.3 78.7 14.7
1870 57.9 85.0 4.2 44.3 74.8 13.1

TABLE 8.—Percentage distribution of persons 10 years and over
gainfully employed, by occupation, Colorado, 1860 to 1930.

Occupations 1860 1870 1880 1890 1900 1910 1920 1530

Agriculture 0.8 38.5 13.4 19.2 20.3 25.0 27.1 26.4
Forestry and

fishing 0.1 0.3 0.6 0.8 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.3
Extraction of

minerals §2.4 13.1 28.7 10.9 13.0 8.4 6.4 4.3
Manufacturing

and mechanical

industries 7.9 11.3 16.4 20.5 19.4 22.8 20.2 19.0

Transporta-
tion and com-

munication 1.8 10.6 8.4 9.2 8.4 9.6 8.8 8.7
Trade 3.1 6.0 6.8 7.6 9.3 11.6 12.5 13.6
Public service

not elsewhere

classified 0.2 2.0 0.9 1.2 1.0 1.3 1.9 1.7
Professional

service 1.4 1.9 3.6 4.6 5.9 6.2 6.8 8.3
Domestic and

personalservice 2.2 16.1 20.4 21.7 18.5 10.5 9.0 10.2
CGlerical

occupations 0.1 0.2 0.8 4.3 3.9 4.9 7.1 7.5

TABLE 9.—Percentage of Colorado population 7 to 13 and 7
to 20 years of age, by nativity, attending school, 1920 and 1930,

7Tto1l3 7to 20
Nativity and race 1930 1920 1930 1920
All classes 96.8 93.9 773 73.2
Native white of native parents 97.3 94.1 80.0 75.3
Native white of foreign or mixed 97.8 95.1 73.0 12.5
Foreign-born 96.7 83.7 44.7 49.0

Negro 96.7 93.2 74.7 68.0
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