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This difference . .in nuwber or households or other than rar::, 
operators is also reflected in the change in the a'Jera[!;e n•:r::oer 
of occupied dwelling units or dwellings per farm. The average 
number of occupied dwellings per farm was 1.18 in 1940 and 1.07 
in 1945. Undoubtedly a con~derable part of this difference 
was the result of changes in definitions and procedures. This 
difference in the averages represents approximately 600,000 or 
the decrease in the number of enumerated farm dwellings between 
1940 and 1945. The occupants of these dwellings in 1940 would 
have totaled approximately 2,400,000. 

Difference in method or enumeration (Le., the visitation 
or every dwelling unit in 1940 and of operator households only 
in 1945) is estkated to have resulted, as previously mentioned, 
in the underenumeration +n 1945 of the rarm population in sec­
ond, third, etc., households on farms by possibly as r.:uch as 
850,000. 

A: substantial decrease representing actual change in the 
number of occupied dwellings on farms is associ a ted with the 
decrease in n·wber of farms. hetween 1940 and 1945. During this 
period the numbe1· of resident farm operators decreased by 
a-pproximately 240,000. (This statement assumes that the nonre­
ports as to residence are distributed in proportion to the 
reports. The C\ifference in the numbers actually reporting res­
idence on the farm amounted to only 4'3,481.) A shift of 186,000 
dwellinv,s from "occupied" to "unoc.,upied" status ::etween 1940 
and 1945 is indicated by an increase in the number of unoccu­
pied dwellings on farms in 1945 over the n~mber of vacant farm 
dwelling units reported in 1940 (727,961 in 1945 as compared 
with 541,698 in 1940). This difference represents an under­
statement of the number of dwellings vacated, as some might 
have been torn down and others might not have been considered 
as dwellings in 1945 beca•1se they had been converted to other 
uses or had become uninhabitable. Also, a subsequent check of 
the enumeration indicates a considerable underenumeration or 
unoccupied dwellin[S in 1945. In addition to dwellings vacated, 
there was a loss in dwellings on farms attributable to dwell­
ings on tracts of land no longer included in the farm enumera­
tion. The total net loss associated with the decrease in number 
of farms would amount to at least 238,000 occupied dwellings if 
a minimum loss of approximately one occupied dwelling is assumed 
for each farm lost. This decrease would account for a change 
of approxlmate!y 1,000,000 in farm population. 

Differences between 1945 and 1940 in the average number of 
persons enumerated per occupied dwelling, or dwelling unit, ac-• 
co>:mt for a very S\lbStantial part or the difference in the farm 
pop•llation figures for the two years. A part of this difference, 
previously discussed, was ~ttributable to the underenumeration 
of persons in second, third, etc., households on farms. If an 
adjustment is made for this underenumeration of persons in sec­
ond, third, etc., ho~seholds on farms, the average number of 
persons would be 3.89 for 1945 as compared with 4.25 for 1940. 
This difference in the average number of persons reported per 
dwelling would account for an additional difference between 
1940 and 1945 of abo:;t 2,000,000 in farm population. 

The approximations presented above are subject to consider­
able possibility of error. It is not possible to separate 
accurately tte differences due to changes in definition and pro­
cedures from the actual changes. However, the approximations 
indicate that a considerable part of the aormal decrease· in the 
number of farm dwellings ·and farm population betweea 1940 and 
1945 occurred because of differences in ctefini tion and proce­
dures. Because of these differences, the figures as published 
constitute a substantial overstatement of the actual changes. 
In makiag comparison of data for the two years, the effect 
of changes in definitions and procedures must be carefully 
considered. 

l<'arm worke·rs. -The 194:5 inquiry called for the number or 
Persons·l4 years old and over working on the farm the equiva­
lent of 2 or more days during the week ending ,Tanuary 6, 1945. 
The inquiry was divided into three parts in order to obtain 
separately the number of farm operators, unpaid members of the 
opet'ator•s family, and hired laborers. The enumerators were 
instr\:lcted to re·port the number of persons working at farm work, 
1ncl1:lding farm chores. Persons working at housework and con­
tract constr1:1ctfon work and inmates of institutions were not to 
be reported. 

The week ending Jan. 6 represents a low period or agricul­
tural employment for the United States as a whole. The fig­
ures, therefore, on number of farm workers should not be taken 
as representing the total employed in agriculture. The number 
of workers may appear low -in some areas, not because the workers 
were not there, but for such reasons as inclement weather, etc., 
which kept some workers from actually working the equivalent of 
2 or more days. 

A person working full time at son.e nonagricultural occupa­
tion miP;ht have spent a sufficient amount of his spare time in 
the mornings, evenings, or week ends to make up the required 
equivalent of 2 days at farm work. This might be true of a farm 
operator, other family worker (housewife, children in school, 
etc.), or a hired farm worker. 
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In 1945, as in previous censuse~ difficulty was encountered 
in securing data on farm labor. The replies to the labor 
inquiries were influenced to a great extent by individual enumera­
tors. In some cases, answers were not secured for the farm 
labor inquiries. In other instances, persons engaged in house­
work and children under 14 years old were included, even though 
the inquiry was worded to exclude them. There was a tendency 
to report the maximum number of persons, especially hired work­
ers, employed during the year. Sometimes the operator was 
included with the other family workers in addition to being re­
ported separately. The average date of enumeration was the 
latter half of ·~!arch. It is probable that some enumerators ob­
tained the number of persons working at the time of visitation 
instead of during the week ending Jan. 6. for most areas, 
there is an increase in farm activity with the advance in the 
season. Thus, the number of workers reported would be greater 
than if enumerated for the specified week. Many errors of these 
types were found ln the editing process. Even when such errors 
were apparent, adequate corrections in the numbers and types of 
farm laborers were difficult to make. It was especially diffi­
cult to detect instances of incomplete reporting. 

Information on number of persons working on farms (as re­
ported for individual farms) was first obtained in the Census 
of 1935. In that year the inquiry called for the number of 
famiiy workers (the farm operator and members of his family) 
and the number of hired help working at farm work the equlva­
lent.of 2 or more days during the first week of January, the 
week following the census date. In 1940, similar information 
was secured for two specified weeks (March 24-30,. 1940, and 
September 24-30, 1939), the first immediately preceding the 
census date and the other 6. months earlier. In this inquiry, 
laborers hired by the month, by the day or week, and other hired 
labor (including piecework and contract labor) were reported 
sepa:ra·tely. The 1940 information is not comparable with that 
obtained for 1945 because of differences in the specified weeks. 
The 1935 data are comparable with those for 1945 in respect to 
the week specified but the 1935 inquiry did not speci.fy any age 
limit for the worker. In 1940 and 1935, no mention was made of 
farm chores. Differences in the wording of the inquiries and 
in the schedule arrangement, as well as the aforementioned dif­
ficulties of enumeration in each census, may affect compara­
bility of the data for the different censuses. 

In each decennial population census., persons in the.labor 
force are tabulated by occupation. These statistics from the 
population censuses are not comparable with those obtained in 
the farm censuses and therefore are not included in this chap­
ter. Persons with agricultural occupations may not have been 
actually working the equivalent of 2 or more days during the 


