TR e %P



-
FLORIDA'S OLDER BOPULATION/

—

By

T. Stanton Dietrich,” Ph. D.
Florlda State University

<§esearch Report No. ?)

%Dtirement Research Dlvision
lELOR A.STATE IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION
walter E. Keyes, Director

Tallahassee

January, 1952



FOREWORD

This study of changes in Florida's older population during
the Twentieth Century was prepared by Dr. T. Stanton Dietrich,
Aséistant Professor of Sociology, the Florida State University,
in cooperation with the Retirement Research Division of the
Florida State Improvement Commission. It constitutes the
second of a series of research reports which, it is hoped, Will
contribute materially to our knowledge of older people in
Florlida and thus lay the groundwork for an action program. The

first report, The Retired Population of St. Petersburg: Its

Characteristics and Social Situation, appeared in November, 1950,

During 1951 the Florida State University cooperated with
this agency in carrying out studies of white persons aged 60.
and over living in St. Cloud and Winter Park. The Florida State
Improvement Commission for its part during the summer of 1951
surveyed white retired persons residing in Orlando and West Palm
Beach, the field work being performed by graduate students of
the Unilversity of Florida. Social scientists of the Florida
Agricultural and Mechanical College joined with this Commission
at the same time to study Negroes 60 years of age and over in
the West Palm Beach community. Reports of these projects are

now in preparation.
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Florida has been receiving important numbers of aged
migrants for decades and, as Doctor Dletrich indicates, there
is every reason to belleve that the trend will be intensified
during the present decade. Our best hope for coping with the
problems of social adjustment created by this influx of older
people lies 1in careful study of the migrants and their impact
upon both local communities and the state as a whole. Such
study, to be of maximum benefit, must focus on all persons in

their later years, not merely those who are retired.

Irving L. Webber, Supervisor
Retirement Research Division
Florida State Improvement Commission

iit



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page
ForewOrd , . . . « ¢ ¢ o ¢« o ¢ o « o0 o o o o 0 i1
List of Tables . . + ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢« o o o o s o » v
List Of MapS « ¢ v v ¢ ¢ v o o o o o o o o o o o o vi
List of FIgZUres . ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o o o o o o o o Vi1
SUMMAYY + o o o o o o o o o o o o s o o & o » o o Vi1
Introduction . . . . + . « ¢« ¢ v ¢ 4 e e .. 1
Extent of "0ld Age" in the United States . . . . . 8
Growth of Florida's Older Population . . . . . . . 12
Migration of Older People . . ¢« & ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ « o « & 19
Racial Composition of the Older Population . . . . 22

Proportion and Number of White Persons in
the Older Population e e e e e e e e e e 26

AppendixX . . . v 4 4 i e e e e e e e e e e e e e 31

iv



LIST OF TABLES

Table Page

1l Percentage of Population 65 Years 0ld and Over, by
Race and Residence, for the United States, Regilons,
and Fl or 1da : 1940 [ ] L L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] (] L[] L ] [ ] L] [ ] 23

Appendix

A Population of the Unlted States and Florida, Total and
Persons 65 Years 01d and Over, White and Nonwhite,
1900-1950 . . . . . . . . . . . . . L] . . . . . . . . 31

B Percentage Increase of the Total Population and the
Population 65 Years 0Old and Over, United States,
1900-1950 e ¢ o o o o o e o s o e & o e o e o o e o 32

C Growth of Florida Population: Total Population, Popu-
lation 65 Years 0l1d and Over, and Population Under 65
YeaI'S of Age, 1900-1950 ¢ o o o s e 8 e e 0 e e » o o 33

D Growth of White Population in Florida: Total Population,
Population 65 Years 0ld and Over, end Population under
65 YeaI‘B Of Ase, 1900‘1950 . ¢ o . . . . ] o o . . L3N 34

E Growth of Nonwhite Population in Florida: Total Popula-
tion, Population 65 Years 0ld and Over, and Population
under 65 Years of Age, 19001950 . . + « ¢« + « &« » « . 35

F The Nonwhite Population as a Percentage of the Total
Population, United States and Florida, 1900-1950 ., . . 36

G Composition of the Population 65 Years 0ld and Over, by
Race, Florida, 1900'1950 0 0 . . . . . 0 '] . O . . . . 36

H Estimated Annual Growth of Population in Florida, by
Natural Increase and Migration: 1940-1950 . . . . . . 37

I Procedure for Estimating Population Over 64 Years of
Age, Florida, July 1, 1950 . . +. © v v &« v o« o « &« « « 38

J Percent of Population 65 Years 0ld and Over, and Racial
Distribution of Total Population, by States, 1940 . . 39

K Percentage of Population 65 Years 0ld and Over, by States
United States, 1950 .+ « v v v o o o o 0 0w ooe



IT

III

LIST OF MAPS*

Page
Percentage Change in Population of the United States,
by state, 19)"‘0"1950 . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 . . . 0 . 3
Percentage of Population Aged 65 and Over in the
United States, by State, 1940 . . . . . . . .. . . . . 15
Percentage of Population Aged 65 and Over in the
United States, by State, 1950 . . . . ¢« ¢« ¢« ¢ ¢ o ¢« o o 17

* Maps and figures used in this study were prepared by

Robert W. Mohrfeld, of the Retirement Research Division
staff.

vi



Flgure

II
ITI

Iv

VI

VII
VIII

IX

XI
XII

XIII

LIST OF FIGURES

Growth of Population in Florida: 1900-1950 . . . . . .

Annual Growth of Population in Florida by Natural
Increase and Net Migration: 1940-1949 , . . . ., . . .

Life Expectancy in the United States for White and
Nonwhite Population: 1900-1948 ., . . . . ., . . . .

Percentage of Population 65 Years 0ld and Over in the
United States, Actual and Estimated Growth: 1900-2000

The Comparative Rate of Growth of the Total Population
and the Population 65 Years 0l1d and Over for the
United StateS: 1900-1950 . ¢ o e e e o e o . * o 0

Cumulative Percentage Increase of the Total Population
and the Population 65 Years 0ld and Over for the
United States and FlOI‘ida: 1900—1940- . . . . . . . .

Proportion of Population 65 Years 0ld and Over, Florida:

1900-1950 e« o o o 8 o o ¢« o e o o * e *« o+ o * e o o [

Number of Persons 65 Years 0ld and Over, Florida:
1900-1950 * e o o 0 e o ¢ o e o * o e e o e o o e .

The Comparative Rate of Growth of the Population 65
Years 014 and Over and the Population Under 65 Years
of Age, Florida: 1900"1950: . . . . . . . . . . . °

Proportion of White and Nonwhite Persons in Total
Population and Population 65 Years 0ld and Over,
Florida: 1900"19 Oo ¢ 6 e 2 & e e o e o v e e .

Proportion of White Population 65 Years 0ld and Over
in the United States and Florida: 1900-194%0 ., . . . .

Population 65 Years 0ld and Over by Race, Florida:
1900"1940 ¢ e e e e e e ¢ 0 o 9 ¢ 9 0 e e ° e 6 e s o

Cumulative Percentage Increase of the White Population:

65 Years 0ld and Over, and Under 65 Years of Age,
Fl Ol"ida: 1900'1940 . . . . e o o . . . . . . . ° .

vii

13

16

18

18

20

25

a7

28

30



SUMMARY

Few states have equalled the phenomenal growth of Florida's
population during the current century, Since 1900, the popula-
tion of Florida has increased from 529,000 to 2,771,000-~-more

than 400 percent,

Almost 40 percent of this increase occurred in the.past ten
years, Between 1940 and 1950 Florida's population grew by
867,000--more than twice the increase for any other ten-year
period this century-;and no other state, except for Arizona
and Californla in the Far West, exceeded Florida's 46 percent

population inecrease,

Contributing to this remarkable upsurge was the migration
of large numbers of people from other parts of the country. Over
two-thirds of the increase between 1940 and 1950 was accounted for
by more than a half-million newcomers from other areas, While
Florida was gaining 591,000 new residents, the remainder of the
South was losing over 2,000,000 people to other regions,

Perhaps one of the outstanding features of the vast move-
ment of some 60,000 annual arrivals in Florida during the past
decade has been the large proportion (16,5%) of older people
among the migrants, It has been estimated that of the 592,000
new arrivals in Florida since 1940, approximately 97,000 were
65 years of age or older in 1950: 41,000 were over 64 years old
when they arrived, and another 56,000 were between 55 and 64
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years old,

Since 1940, the older population of Florida has increased
by 80 percent--from 131,217 in 1940 to 237,495 in 1950--and by
1950 it represented 8,6 percent of the total population; in
other words, by 1950, one out of every 12 persons was over 64
years of age, During the 50-year period since 1900, the older
population increased by 1604 percent compared with the 392

percent increase for the population under 65 years of age.

A vast majority of these older migrants to Florida are
white persons--hence, in 1940 less than one-fifth of the popula-
tion 65 and over was nonwhite, although over one-fourth of the
total population was nonwhite., Moreover, Florida was the only
state in which the proportion of white persons in the older ages
was considerably higher than in the total population. This 1is
another indication that many older white people are moving to

Florida,

There can be littlé question In view of the evidence that
the sharp rise in the number and proportion of older people will
continue during the 1950-1960 decade, Florida therefore faces
the prospect of the very real and challenging problems attending
adjustments to a rapidly aging population. '

To anticipate the extent and intensity of these problems

of soclal adjustment will require that social scientists under-
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take careful studies., Planning for the immediate and future
social and economic needs of the old-age group so that younger
people will not be unduly burdened poses a serious and complex

problen,



FLORIDA'S OLDER POPULATION

T. Stanton Dietrich
Florida State University

Introduction

At the halfway mark in the Twentieth Century, the final
official figures of the United States Census reveal that the
number of Florida residents has edged very close to the 3,000,000
mark. Since 1900, the population of Florida has grown from
approximately 529,000 to 2,771,000, an increase of more than
2,242,000 people (Figure I). This represents an increase of
overiuoo percent for the first half of the present century, or,
to state it another way, it shows that four-fifths (80.9%) of
Florida's growth has taken place in the past fifty years, and
almost one-half (49.4%) has occurred within the last 20 years.

In the latest census period (1940-1950), almost 900,000
persons were added to the population of Florida, the greatest
numerical increase for any ten-year period in its history. 1In
terms of percentages, the 46 percent increase for 1940-1950 was
not quite as large as the 52 percent growth during the 1920-1930
decade; however, only California (53%) and Arizona (50%) showed
larger relative increases (Map I). When compared with the
growth of other states and with the 15 percent increase for the
United States, the population inocrease for Florida in the past

decade assumes phenomenal proportions.

Obviously, this extraordinary population increase has vast
and far-reaching implications for the various aspects of social
life in Florida. There are few other data that so readily detect

and analyge the direction and potential intensity of social



FIGURE I

Growth of Population in Florida: 1900-1950
(In thousands)
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change in a society as do reliable and adequate facts concern-

ing the population characteristics of a community.

In order to undergtand the significance of population
changes, it should be kept in mind that over a period of time
several factors may contribute to bring about an increased
population: the birth rate may increase, the death rate may
decrease, or the number of persons coming into an area from
other places may increase. Actually, the unusually large pbpu-
lation increase in Florida during the last decade was due to
the operation of all three of these factors. The birth rate
rose from 17.6 to 23.3, the death rate declined from 11.2 to 9.5,
and migration into the state was very high. It is estimated
that 275,000 were added by natural increase (excess of births
over deaths) and 597,000 by migration to Florida from other
areas--all told, an increase of 867,000 (Figure II); this is

almost equal to the entire population of the state in 1920.

However, a large numerical or percentage increase of a
population is not the sole, or even the most important, clue to
impending social changes which, in turn, forecast potential
social problems. The real significance of an increasing popu-
lation is found through analysis of the various types of people
who contributed to the increase: were there more men than women?
Were they mainly white or nonwhite people? Were they rural
or.urban residents? Was there a largé number of children in
the below-school-age or in the school-age groups? How many were
in the so-called labor force or employed group? How many were

in the older age groups, particularly over 65 years of age? These



FIGURE II

Annual Growth of Population In Florida
by Natural Increase and Net Migration: 1940-1949
' (In thousands)
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are but a few of the many types of population groups that should
be studied in order to evaluate the full social meaning of a
population increase such as that experienced by Florida in

recent years.

Instead of attempting to present a complete analysis of
Florida's population, this study 1s limited to one of the most
striking features of the population growth--the sharp rise in

the number and proportion of older persons.

For this purpose age 65 will be used as the lower limit of
"old age." The selection of 65 is purely arbitrary; it is
generally recognized that aging is a process which proceeds at
various rates in different individuals and that chronologic
age often tells l1little about effective physiological and mental
age. But it is convenient to segregate the population aged 65
and over for study because many census tabulations employ that
classification. Furthermore, 65 is the age at which primary 0ld
Age and Survivors Insurance benefits are payable and at which
retirement is compulsory for many employees. It 1is necessary to
keep in mind, however, the many shortcomings of age 65 or any

other calendar bench mark as the beginning of old age.

Since it 1is well established that the favorable climatic
conditions of Florida have over a long period attracted winter
visitors to the state, it 1s logical to suppose that a number of
‘these annual visitors, particularly among the older or retired
persons, have been induced to establish permanent residence in
Florida. It is known, for instance, that several communities,

such as St. Petersburg, St. Cloud, Winter Park, Lake Worth,



T

Melbourne, and Bradenton, already have especially large numbers
of older people, What 1is not known definitely, however, 1is the
exact extent to which people in the older ages represent a

disproportionate share of the state's population.

To secure more adequate and rellable information about the
extent of old-age and retirement problems in Florida, the Gover-
nor in 1949 issued an executive order directing the Florida State
Improvement Commisslon to study the matter and establishing a
Citizens Committee on Retirement in Florida. The Improvement
Commlission subsequently activated a Retirement Research Division
tc devote its full attention to getting the needed facts. One
study of the older population in St. Petersburg already has been
completed and a report has been published, 1 and others are under-
way in St. Cloud, Winter Park, Orlando and West Palm Beach.2
Early last year, the first Southern Conference on Gerontology
at Gainesville discussed various problem aspects of an aging
population and planned further research programs. At Florida
State University an informal Committee for Research in 01d Age
and Retirement has been set up to coordinate the work of various
departments and divisions. All these events are evidences of an
increased interest in the need for initiating and carrying on

more intenslve studles of older people in Florida.

lSee Irving L. Webber, The Retired Population cof St. Petersburg:

Its Characteristics and Social Situation, Tallahassee: Florida
State Improvement Commission, November, 1950,

2See the Foreword of this report,
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There are a number of relevant questions for which answers
still are lacking. For example: How many "old" people are there
in Florlida? 1Is the number and proportion increasing, and if so,
how great are these increases? What is the racial composition
of the aged groups, that is, how many are white and nonwhite, and
is this an important consideration? In other words, is the problem
of an aging population any different for Florida than it is for

other areas throughout the United States?

Perhaps attention can be focused more clearly on this
questlon 1f a demographic picture of the older population of the
United States is first presented. Such a procedure will provide
some basis for comparison and may serve also to indicate certain

problems peculiar to Florida.

Extent of "0ld Age" in the United States

Historically, the presence of old people in a society is
certainly not unusual, but in a modern complex society like that
of the United States, characterized by a highly developed in-
dustrlal economy, the problem of an aging population is of
serious concern. In the first place, life expectancy in the
United States has increased from 47 to 63 years in the relatively
short span of a half-century (Figure III); secondly, there are
very few employment opportunities available for older persons;
and finally, there are only limited provisions in the form of
pensions and assistance programs for the old-age group. Therefore,
a sharp rise in the number of older persons, together with the
fact that this group faces the prospect of a longer period of

"retirement" or perhaps dependency, tends to emphasize the need



FIGURE III

Life Expectancy in the United States
for Eﬁige and ﬁon—wﬁ%%b Populations,
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vol. 33, No, 9, Feb, 16, 1951, p. 167.
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for directing attention to this segment of the population.

The avallable data fail to indicate any drastic reduction
in the growth of the older population in the near future. On the
contrary, many more of us can expect to reach the age of 65 and,
having reached that age, can expect from 10 to 20 more years of
active life. Furthermore, there is little possibility that the
restrictive immigration policies of 1924 will be modified so as
to permit large numbers of younger people agalin to enter the
United States from other cduntries, a development which would
tend to reduce the proportion of the older population. Also, it
may be expected that the trend of a declining birth rate, despite
the "baby-boom" of the post-war years, will continue. This
willl mean, of course, fewer children added to the population,
with the result that older people will constltute a larger propor-
tion of the population. The 1950 Census showed that the proportion
of older people increased strikingly in spite of the offsetting
influence of the high birth rates of post-war years.

Describing the population in the older ages as a percentage
of the total population may, in itself, prove to be misleading.
It is true that until 1930, less than five percent of the popula-
tion was 65 years old or over, and that by 1950, the percentage
was slightly above eight percent (Figure IV). But these rela-
tively small percentage figures loom much largef when translated
into absolute numbers. From a total of around 3,000,000 in 1900,
the older group had mushroomed to more than 12,000,000 by 1950,
and about two-thirds of this 9,000,000 increase took place with-

in the last twenty years. In view of current trends in birth
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FIGURE IV

Percentage of Population 65 Years 01ld and Over in the United
%Eates, chuaI and Estimated Growth: 1900-2000
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Source: APPENDIX, Table A, and "Forecasts of the Pop-
ulation of the United States, by Age and Sex:
1945-2000," POPULATION SPECIAL REPORTS,
Series P-46, No., 7, Sept. 15, 1946,
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and death rates and the restricted immigration to this country,
it is not improbable that by 1960 the number of older people
will reach the formidable total of 18,000,000,

Another important consideration 1s the comparative growth
of the older population in relation to the total population.
In every decade since 1900, the increase of the older age groups
has far out-run the growth of the total population (Figure V),
with the result that during the past fifty years older people
have increased 300 percent compared with only 98 percent for

the entire population (Appendix Table B).

It is not surprising, therefore, to find the problem
of o0ld age attracting widespread attention, not only because
of the rapid rise in the number of older persons, but also
because of the realization that a large proportion of these
people will be economically dependent upon the younger members
of society, especially upon those in the working-age groups
(20-45). 1In Florida, where the population has increased so much
more rapidly than it has for the nation, the questions may well
be asked: to whatAextent are older people represented in this
increase, and is the problem of an aging population similar to,
or different from, that in the United States?

Growth of Florida's 0Older Population

In 1940, the proportion of older people in Florida (6.9%)
was approximately the same as for the United States (6.8%). Since
the percentage of persons 65 years old and over is the most
frequently used statistical index of old age, on this basis there

would appear at first glance to be little need to be unduly con-
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cerned about the problem of older people in Florida. Further-
more, there were in 1940 19 states which had higher percentages,
(Map II) and an additional 12 states with lower percentages but
with greater numbers of old persons than Florida. It would be
easy to conclude from these data that the problem is at least

no greater in Florida than it 1s in other sections of the country.

A closer look at the data demonstrates, however, that the
gross percentage of older people does not tell the whole story.
One central fact 1s the unusually rapid increase of Florida's
population, especially in the older groups, since the turn of the
century. Between 1900 and 1950, the rate of growth of Florida's
population was three times that of the United States, but more
noteworthy 1s the fact that from 1900 to 1940 older people in
Florida increased 841 percent compared with 193 percent for the
entire nation. (Figure VI; see also Map III.)

When a population increases as rapidly as that of Florida,
a small percentage difference may signify the addition of a
considerable number of people. For example, back in 1900 the
proportion of Florida's population 65 years old and over was
less than three percent, in 1940 it was about seven percent, and
by 1950 8.6 percent was in the older age groups (Figure VII).
Offhand, an increase of five or six percentage points over a
period of fifty years appears to be rather small, but this "small"
percentage point difference represents an increase of approxi-
mately 117,000 older persons from 1900 to 1940 (14,000 to
131,000), and since 1940, an addition of 106,278--almost equiva-

lent to the entire increase of 1900-1940 (Figure VIII).
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FIGURE VI

Cumulative Percentaie Increase of the Total Population

and the Po ation 65 Years 0Old and Over
for the United States and Florida: 1900-1040
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The--growth. of - the--elder population is strik-
ingly shown whenlit is compared with the growth of
the population under 65 years of age (Figure IX).
The rate of 1lnorease for the older people was about
21 percent a year, compared with a rate of six

percent for the population below 65 years of age.

Migration of Older People

Between 1940 and 1950 the population over 64
years of age in Florida was increased in several
ways: (1) the number surviving to age 65 or older
from the 55-64 year age group was greater than the
number leaving the older population through death or
migration; (2) a greater number of persons 65 years
of age or older entered the state from other regions
than left the state; and (3) a large number of persons
between the ages of 55 and 64 entered the state and
survived during the ten year period to enter the group

over 64 years of age.

It was estimated (see Appendix Table T*) that the
population over 64 years of age on July 1, 1950 was
239,854, an increase since July 1, 1940 of 107,236,

The following summary indicates the probable sources of

Florida's older population in 1950:
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38,485 (16.0%)
104,794 (43.6%)
55,669 (23.3%)

40,906 (17.1%)

239,854 (100.0%)

Survivors from the 1940 group
who were over 64 years of age.

Those surviving to the 65
years and older group from
the group that was 55-64
years old in 1940.

Those survivors of the 55-64
age group who came to Florida
between 1940 and 1950.

Those over 64 years of age
who came to Florida between
1940 and 1950.

These estimates indicate that about 97,000, or

40 percent, of Florida's older population in 1950

were new arrivgls into the state since 1940; or, to

put it another way, of the 592,000 persons who came

to Florida during the 1940-1950 decade, about 16.5

percent are now over 64 years of age. About 41,000

(7%) were over 64 years of age when they.arrived and

an additional 56,000 (9%) of the new arrivals who were

55-64 years old survived to be over 64 years of age by

1950. Thus, it seems apparent that one of the factors

which has contributed to the rapid increase of Florida's

older population has been the large number of people who

are coming to the state in the later years of their life.



Racial--composition is. another factor which must
be considered in relation to the proportion of older
people in the population, for it has an important in-

fluence on the percentage figure,

Raclal Composition of the Older Populétion

As was shown earlier, the white population in
the United States tends to live about eight years
longer than the nonwhite group (Figure III). It is
therefore obvious that the percentage of older per-
sons in a population may be affected by the propor-
tion of nonwhite people. For the United States and
the several reglons, the percentage of older persons
varies inversely with the proportion of nonwhite
population; the Central States have the highest per-
centage of older people and the lowest percentage of
nonwhites; while just the opposite 1s the case for
the Southern States. It should be noted, however, that
the low proportion of old people in the Southern States
is not due entlrely to the large nonwhite population,
The white population itself has only 5.6 percent
among the older group, largely because the Southern
States are a rural region and a large proportion of
children in both racial groups 1is the characteristic

of such regions.



23
Table 1,

Percentage of Population 65 Years 0ld and .Over,
By Race and Resldence, for the
United States, Regions, and Florida: 1940
(Source: U. S. Census, 1940,)

b5 Years and Over ~~__  Nonwhite
Region Total White Nonwhite Total b5 & Over Rural
United States 6.8 7.1 4.8 10,2 7.1 Ly 5
Northern States 7.1 7.3 4,0 5.1 2.8 26,2
Southern States 5.4 5.6 4,9 25.3 22.8 65.2
Central States 7.7 7.8 5.0 3.7 2.4 41,6
Western States 7.5 7.6 4.6 3.8 2.3 41,5
Florida 6.9 7.8 4,5 27.2 17.8 - 45,1

From the data in Table 1 two generalizations may be made:(1)
The proportion 65 years old and over is slightly higher for
the white group than for the total population, and(2) the pro-
portion of nonwhite population 1s slightly higher for the total
population than for the older people., The inference is that
the percentage of nonwhite population tends to decrease slightly

che proportion of older persons in the total population,

The variations for Florida, however, appear too large for
these generalizations to apply. This may be due to the rather
unusual situation in Florida which has characteristics that tend
both to increase and to decrease the proportion of older people.
On the one hand, only 45 percent of the population is rural,

a factor that should tend to increase the proportion of older
people; on the other hand, 27 percent of the people are nonwhite,
which should decrease the proportion. Since its rural popula-

tion is about the same, relatively,as that of the United States
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and its nonwhite population almost three times as great, the
proportion of older persons in Florida should be expected to

be somewhat smaller. However, both the United States and Florida
have about the same proportions; therefore, the explanation of
this fact apparently lies not so much in the percentage of
nonwhite persons in the total population as in the percentage

among the older age groups.

A detailed analysis of the nonwhite older population for
each state, which is too long to present in detail at this time,
brought ouq/izteresting and significant fact. Every state
except Florida tended to follow’the same pattern as that shown
above for the various regions: the proportion of nonwhites in
the older groups was very close to that in the total population,
and in all but three states, the proportion in the older grodps
was lower. Florida was the only state or regional area that
showed a difference of more than four percentage points between
the proportion of nonwhites in the total population and in the
older age groups. In the total population 27.2 percent were
nonwhite, but in the older age groups there.were only 17.8 percent
(Figure X). 1In other wordé, the percentage of whites in the

older ages was considerably higher than expected on the basis

of the data for the rest of the country.

This might be interpreted to mean Florida has an unusually
large number of its white population surviving to the age of 65
or older, but a more plausible explanation 1s'that a large number
of older whifte people are migrating to Florida to retire. At

any rate, the number and proportion of white people in the older
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age group 1s sufficiently large to warrant special attention.

Proportion and Number of White Persons in the Older Population

One of the most striking features associated with the
growth of Florida's population has been the amazing increase
in the white population, especially the older white population.
Proportionally, the white population represents about three-
fourths of the total population and about four-fifths of the

older people (See Figure X above).

It will be observed when the proportion of older persons
in the total populations of the United States and Florida are
compared (Figures IV and VII) that Florida did not equal or sur-
pass the national percentage until 1940. But a quite different
picture 1s presented if the white older groups are compared.
Not only has the increase in Florida been more rapid since 1900,
but since 1920 the proportion has been higher than for the
United States (Figure XI).

In terms of absolute numbers, the older white population
had increased from 8,500 in 1900 to 108,000 in 1940; in other
words, of the 117,000 older persons added to the population
during this period, 99,500 or 85 percent were white people
(Figure XII). For the same period, the nonwhite older population
has grown from 5,500 to 23,300, about one-fourth the increase for

the white group.

The tremendous growth of the older white population is

remarkably shown by a comparison with the growth of the group
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FIGURE XII

Population 65 Years 0ld and Over by Race,
Florida: 1900-1940

(In thousands)
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under 65 years of age (Figure XIII). The 341 percent increase |

of the younger population over the 4O-year period is dwarfed
by the 1175 percent gain of the older population.

It is clear from this brief survey that the percentage of
the total population 65 years old and over does not reveal the
real or entire picture of the old-age problem in Florida. It
becomes obvious, on the contrary, on the basis of both numbers
and proportions, that the aged population may well constitute

a very real problem in Florida,

Therefore, it appears imperative to learn more about this
increasingly important segment of the population, But if studies
of older people are to be undertaken, it will be necessary
to know more than simply how many there are in the state. It
will also be essential, before embarking on an ambitious action
program, to know where these older members of the population are

living,

It 1s planned, as the second part of this study, to investi-
gate the location of older people with respect to rural and
urban resldence and with respect to the various sizes of the
towns and cities in which they were residing at the time of the
1940 census. It is hoped that such an analysis may give some
clues as to the preferences of older persons in establishing
thelr homes in Florida. Such a study will provide the basis
for a comparative analysls with 1950 census data when it becomes
available in order to ascertaln whether the older population
is concentrated in certain selected towns, cities, or sections

of the state.
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FIGURE XIII

Cumulative Percentage Increase of the White Population:
65 Years 01d an% over, and Under 65 Years of Age
Florida: 1900-1940
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Source: APPENDIX, Table D.
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APPENDIX

TABLE B

PERCENTAGE INCREASE JF THE TOTAL POPULATION
AND THE POPULATION 65 YEARS OLD AND OVER
UNITED STATES: 1900-1950

32

Total Population Poggiaﬁ:gnoggiYears

-—‘ Docade Accumilative Decade Acoumulative

Period Increase ncrease Increase Increase
1900-~1910 2&.0 21.0 28.2 28.2
1910~1920 4,9 39.1 24.9 60.1
1920-1930 16.1 61.6 34,5 115.3
1930-1940 7. 73.3 36.0 192.8
1940-195”0 14.5 - 98,3 36.6 300.0

Source: General Characteristics of Population of the United

States» PC-° No. 1 2/25/51+ Preliminary Report s and
Vital statistics_naxes in the United sgateso op. cit,
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APPENDIX
TABLE F

THE NONVHITE POPULATION AS A PERCENTAGE JF THE TOTAL POPULATION
UNITED STATES AND FLORIDA s+ 1900-1950

Year United States Florida
1900 12,1 ' 43,7
1910 11.1 41,1
1920 10,3 M,1
1930 10,2 29.5
1940 10,2 e71.2
1950 10.3 21,8

Source: Appendix Table A

TABLE G

COMPOSITION OF THE POPULATION 65 YEARS OLD AND OVER
BY RACE » FLORIDA » 1900-1950

Year White Nonwhite
1900 60.6 39.4
1910 70.7 29.3
1920 79.0 21.0
1930 8.8 15.2
1940 82,2 17.8
1950* 87.6 12,4

* Estimated Source: Appendix Table A
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TABLE H,
Estimated Annual Growth of Population in Florlida
by Natural Increase and Net Migration: 1940-1350

|_Increase or Necreagsa |
Estimated Net Natural

Period Population Total Migration Increase|| Births Deaths

1940-1950 867:000 | 591620 | 275:380|| 507,72k k32,30l

July 1» 1940[1,922,000 [136:000 | 121916 14084 351523} 21.439
July 1» 1941[2,058:000 [116,000 | 97+279 17:721 39,012 21:291
July 1» 1942]2,173:000 [2U5,000 | 223460 21540 3,718 | 22,178
July 1s 1943 (2,418,000 |-49.000 ~7a:7u3 24,743l U7.974 b 23:231
July 1 194l {2,369 000 51 +000 24,910 26:090|| 49,012} 22,922
July 1, 1945 (2:420:000 11,000 | -17:920 28,920 51:592 } 224672
July 1» 1946(2:431,000 {109 000 75177 33+823|| 57273} 235450
July 1+ 1947 (2+540,000 661000 304385 35+615|] 59942 | 24327
July 1, 19482606000 734000 37247 35753 60:663} 24:910
July 1» 1949 (2+,679:000 {110:000 | 72909 37+091|| 63+015} 25:924
July 1» 1950|2:789+000

Births and Deaths: based on Florida Vital Statistics» 1949s (Supplemental
No. 1) adjusted to July 1 of each year.

Population Estimates: "Intercensal Population Estimateg:! Population
Reports (U, 8. Census Bureau) Series P-25: No. 47>
March 9» 1951,

Net Migratinn: difference between excess of births over deaths and the
estimated population,
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Procedure for Estimating
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Population Over &4 Years of Age

Florida: July 1» 1950

Number Estimated to be Over 64 Years 0ld

Number estimated to be over 64
years oldsy July 1. 1940 1324618

Less the number of deaths (over 64)

1940-1949 9k4+133

Number over 64 years old who
survive to July 1» 1950

Number 55-64 years old July 1. 1940
who survive to 65~T4 age group of
July 1» 1950

Number expected to be over &4 years old July 1: 1950

Difference between the number expected and the
number estimated to be over &4 years old due to
migration,

2391854 *

385

__16063n
12873“8

401906

* Baged upon April 1 1950 Census

*» Number 55-64 years old July 1 1940
Less Number of deaths (55-64) 1940-19k49

Number that could survive to the
65~74 age group July 1» 1950

Number estimated to have survived from
55-64 age group to 65-T4 age group

Difference between expected and estimated
survivals due to migrants 55-64 years old
who survive to 65-74 age group

1445150
322306

104 1794

160,463

551669



Per Cent of Population 65 Years O0ld and Over: and

TABLE J.

Racial Distribution of Tntal Population
by States: 1940

39

Per Cent af Populatinn
65 Years 014 and Over

Racial Distributinn

Tontal Population

65 Years & Older

state Total Whit Nonwhite Whiggw Nonwhite White | Nonwhite
' i 6.8 1| 4.8 || 89.8 10.5 92.9 !
ﬁorthern States | 7.1 . .0 L, ~ hl ‘glig‘ 2, -
Maine 9.5 | 9.5 7.2 '99.%“" .3 | 99.8 | 0.2
New Hampshire 9.9 9.9 6.4 99.9 0.1 99.9 | 0.1
Vermont 9.6 9.6 8.5 99.9 0.1 99.9 | 0.1
Massachusetts 8.5 8,6 6.3 98.6 1.4 99.0 1.0
Rhode Island 7.6 7.6 5.9 98.4 1.6 98.7 | 1.3
Connecticut 7.5 7.6 4.7 98.0 2.0 96.8 | 1,2
New York 6.8 7.0 2.9 95.6 4.n 98.1 1.9
New Jersey 6.7 6.8 4,2 94,5 5.5 96.6 3.4
Pennsylvania 6.8 7.0 4.0 95.2 4.8 97.2 | 2.8
Delaware 7.7 8.0 5.8 86.5 13.5 §9.9 |10.1
Maryland 6.8 7.2 4.9 83.4 16.6 88,1 11,9
Washington: D.C. | 6.2 7.0 4.1 1.5 28.5 81.1 |18.9
West Virginisa 5.3 5.4 3.7 93.8 6.2 95.7 | W.3
Southern States | 5,4 5.6 4.9 4.7 25.% 77.2 [22.8
Virginia 5.8 6.0 5.1 1.3 | 24.7 | 18.1 |21.9
North Carolinas | L4 4.6 3.9 71.9 28.1 75.2 |24.8
South.Carolina |[L,3 4.y 4.1 57.1 42,9 58.5 141.5
g,;org;a 2.1 5.2 3.9 65.3 3.7 66,6 33.-2
orida . 7. . 72.8 27.2 g2.2 |17,
Kentucky 8"% 6.6 7‘% 92.5 7.5 91,2 é B
Tennesseeo 5.9 5.9 5.9 82.5 17.5 82.6 |17.4
Alabama 4.8 4.8 4.7 65.3 3,7 65.7 |34.3
Mississippi 5.3 5.5 5.0 50.7 49.3 53.0 |[U7.0
Arkansas 5.5 5.6 5.1 75.2 24,8 77,0 [23.0
Louisiana 5.0 5.1 5.0 64.0 36.0 6.3 |35.7
Oklahoms, 6.2 6.3 5.5 90.1 9.9 91.1 8.9
_Texas_ PR . ,..%-l 85.5 14,5 86.0 |14,0
Central States 7.7 1 7. 0 96.3 3.7 97.6 | 2.4
ohio 7.6 | 8.0 | &.7 9.1 L9 797,60 | 3.0
Indiana 8.4 8.5 5.6 96.4 3.6 97.6 | 2.4
Illinois 7.2 7.3 4.5 95.0 5.0 96.9 3.1
Michigan 6.3 6.4 3.2 95.9 4.1 97.9 2.1
Wisconsin 7.7 7.7 4.7 99.2 0.8 99.5 | 0.5
Minnesota 7.6 7.6 6.3 99.2 0.8 99.3 | 0.7
Iowa 9,0 9,0 7.8 99.3 0.7 99.L4 0,6
Missouri 8.6 8.8 6.3 93.5 6-5 9502 )-I'.S
North Dakota 6.1 6.2 4.7 98.4 1.6 98.7 1.3
South Dakota 6.9 7.0 5.5 96.3 3.7 97.1 2.9
Nobraska 8,0 8.1 5.7 98.6 1.4 99,0 1.0
Kansas '8.7 8,8 7.7 96.3 3.7 96.7 3.3
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TABLE J (Continued)

Per Cent of Population 65 Years 0ld and Qvore and
Racial Disgtribution nf Total Population

Per Cent oI Porpulatinn l Racial Distributinm
65 Years 01d and Over |6 opulation |0Ob Years & older
State Total |White | Nonwhite||white | Nonwhite | White | Nonwhite
Wegtern States| 7.5 7.6 |4.6 96.2 |3.8 97.7 | 2.3
Montana 6.5 6.5 bl 96.6 |3.4 7.0 | 3.0
Tdaho 6.0 | 6.0 |8.2 98.9 |1.1 98.6 |1.,4
Wyoming 5.0 5.0 |5.2 98.3 |1.7 98,3 | 1.7
Colorado 7.7 7.7 7.4 98.5 |1.5 08.6 | 1l.4
New Mexico 4.4 L4 4,2 92.6 | 7.4 92,8 | 7.2
Arizona 4.8 | 4.8 |4.5 85.5 Q4.5 86.5 03.5
Utzh 5.5 5.5 |Lu.8 98.7 |1.3 98.8 |1,2
Nevada 6.2 5.9 [0.2 g4 .4 |5.6 90.7 |9.3
Washington 8.3 | 8.4 |5.3 97.8 |2.2 98.6 | 1.4
Oregon 8.5 8.5 6.0 98.7 |1,3 99.1 |0.9
California 8.0 8.2 4.1 95.5 | 4,5 97.8 |2.2
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TABLE K

Parcentag? of Population 65 Years 0ld and Qver: by States:
United States: 1950

State | Number | Percentage
United States 12,322,000 g,2
Northern States 3868477 8.6
Maine 93565 10.2
New Hampshire 57 1894 10.9
Vermont 39+53Y4 10,5
Massachusetts 452,000 9.6
Rhode Island 70418 8.9
Connecticut 1761830 8.8
New York 12851000 8.7
New Jersey 407 »000 g
Pennsylvania 901 »000 8.6
Delaware 261320 8.3
Maryland 1631588 7.0
Washingtons D. C. 561816 7.1
West Virginia 1381512 6.9

gouthern States ] 2 7@%} 6.
felnls — STuT575 AN
North Carolina 2251332 5.5
South Carolina 115,014 5.4
Georgla 219 ')126 6.4
¥Florida 237 8.6
Kertucky 2%%'@%% €.0
Tennessee 2341957 7.1
Alabama 198,571 6.5
Mississippi 152946 7.0
Arkansas 145,999 7.8
Iruisiana 1761789 6.6
Oklahoma 193,838 8.9
Texas 523 »000 6.8
Central States_ 4,029,582 9.1
Bhio DR 7581000 9.5
Indiana 361017 9.2
I1linois 751000 8.6
Michigan 453 »000 7.1
Wisconsin 309,977 9.0
Minnesota 269:309 9.0
Iowa 2731195 0.4
Missouri 4261000 10.8
North Dakota 43,196 7.8
Sruth Dakota 551287 8.5
Nebrasgka 130:379 9.8
Kanses 194,222 10,2
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TABLE K (Continued)

Percentage »f Population 65 Years 0ld and Over: by States
United Statess» 1950

State I Number | Percentage
Western Htates 1+51036] 8.0
Montana 50 884 8.6
Idaho 43,538 7.4
Wyoming 18.165 6.3
Colorado 115,591 847
New Mexico 331052 4.9
Arizona Ul 246 5.9
Utah 42,417 6.2
Nevada 10,986 6.9
Washington 211 2460 8.9
Oregon 133028 8.7
California 867 1000 8,2



