
XXXII HOUSING-GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS 

It is not possible to obtain a precise measure of units in all 1-
dwelling-unit structures, because semidetached structures con­
taining 1 dwelling unit were combined with those containing 2 
units.2 Of all units, 64 percent were in 1-dwelling-unit detached 
structures and 3 percent were in 1-dwelling-unit attached struc­
tures. Only 3 percent were in semidetached structures containing 
1 or 2 units. The proportion of units in all 1-dwelling-unit struc­
tures, therefore, is between 67 and 70 percent. 

Although the over-all pattern was the same as in 1940, there 
were significant changes in the tenure groups by type of structure. 
Owner-occupied units in 1-dwelling-unit detached structures 
increased 55 percent since 1940; in 1950, owner units represented 
73 percent of all occupied units in such structures, whereas in 1940 
they represented 57 percent. 

During the decade, renters in 1-dwelling-unit detached structures 
showed a 23-percent decrease. On the other hand, there has been 
a significant increase in the rental units in multi-unit structures: 
particularly those with 5 to 19 dwelling units which increased 39 
percent. This increase reflects the expansion of the number of 
moderate-sized structures in the rental market, most of which 
were in large garden-type developments. 

TABLE 0.-DWELLING UNITS BY TYPE OF STRUCTURE: 1950 
AND 1940 

1950 

Type of structure 

Total Urban I Rural 
nonfarm 

I 

___ I ___ 

All dwelling units _________ 45,983,398 29, 569, 073, 10, 056, 382 

1 dwelling unit, detached 1 ______ 129, 430, 916 14, 645, 000 8, 695, 541 
Other 1, and 2- to 4-dwelling 
unit---------------~-- _________ 11, 474, 815 9, 999, 298 1, 221, 113 

5 to 9 dwelling unit__ ___________ 2, 137, 954 2, 027, 658 102, 244 
10 dwelling unit or more ________ 2, 939, 713 2, 897, 117 37, 484 

Percent_ ___ ------------- 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 
--- ------

1 dwelling unit, detached 1 ______ 64.0 49.5 86.5 
Other 1, and 2· to 4-dwelling 

unit •• _______ • __ ------ ___ ------ 25.0 33.8 12. l 
5 to 9 dwelling unit_ ___________ , 4.6 6. 9 1. 0 
10 dwelling unit or more ________ 6.4 9.8 0.4 

Rural 
farm 

---
6,357,943 

6, 090,375 

254,404 
8,052 
5, 112 

100.0 ---
95.8 

4.0 
0.1 
0.1 

1940, 
total 

---
37,325, 470 

23, 897, 61 2 

0 
5 
3 

9,499, 56 
1, 492, 14 
2, 436, 15 

100. 

64. 

25. 
4. 
6. 

0 

5 
0 
5 

1 1950 figures Include occupied trailers and the 1940 figure includes "other dwe1ling 
places." 

QUALITY OF HOUSING 

Bathing and toilet facilities, water supply, kitchen sink.-As 
measured by plumbing facilities, there were significant improve­
ments in the quality of housing from 1940 to 1950. The propor­
tion of dwelling units with private flush toilet inside the structure 
increased from 60 percent in 1940 to 71 percent in 1950, repre­
senting an increase of over 10 million units. Units with private 
bathtub or shower rose from 56 percent to 69 percent, also amount­
ing to over 10 million units. Nevertheless, in 1950, there were 
still almost 13 million units lacking private flush toilet and nearly 
14 million units lacking private bathtub or shower; each of these 
figures is about 2 million smaller than the corresponding 1940 
count. 

Improvements since 1940 were greater for rural-farm units 
than for either rural-nonfarm or urban dwelling units, partly 
facilitated by the increased availability of electric power for 
pumping water into farm dwellings. 

As with other facilities, there were marked differences between 
urban and rural-farm units in the proportion having running water 
and the proportion equipped with a kitchen sink. While almost 
all urban units had running water and a kitchen sink, less than 
half (43 percent) of the rural-farm units had inside piped running 
water and little more than half (55 percent) had a sink. For 
farm housing, kitchen sink and inside piped running water are 

2 See p. xvn for further explanation. 

TABLE P.-TOILET AND BATHING FACILITIES: 1950 AND 1940 

1950 

Subject II 
1940, 

Rural I Rural total 
Total Urban nonfarm farm 

---
All dwelling units _________ 45, 983, 398 29, 569, 073 10, 056, 382 6, 357, 943 37, 325, 470 

TOILET FACILITIES 

Number rePorting ___________ 45,261,040 29, 204,261 9,802,878 6, 253, 901 36, 769, 610 
Flus~ t_oilet inside structure, exc us1ve use __________________ 32,334,831 25, 363, 475 5, 239, 674 1, 731, 682 21, 966, 878 
Flush toilet inside structure, shared ________________________ 1, 839, 352 1, 654, 570 160, 374 24, 408 I, 826, 962 
Other or none ___________________ 11,086,857 2, 186, 216 4,402, 830 4, 497, 811 12, 975, 770 

Percent ______ ------- ____ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 
Flush toilet inside structure, 

exclusive use __________________ 71. 4 86.8 53. 5 27. 7 59. 7 
Flush toilet inside structure, shared. _______________________ 4.1 5. 7 1. 6 0.4 5.0 
Other or none ___________________ 24.5 7.5 44. 9 71. 9 35. 3 

BATHING FACILITIES 

Number reporting ___________ 44, 776, 197 28, 919, 792 9,669,405 6, 187, 000 36, 649,481 
Installed bathtub or shower, 

exclusive use __________________ 31, 022, 259 24, 164,843 5, 012, 816 1, 844, 600 20, 606, 386 
Installed bathtub or shower, shared ________________________ 1, 733, 952 1, 560, 315 15.0, 758 22, 879 1, 722, 576 
No bathtub or shower ___________ 12, 019, 986 3, 194, 634 4,505, 831 4, 319, 521 14, 320, 519 

Percent _________________ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 
Installed bathtub or shower, 

exclusive use __________________ 69.3 83.6 51.8 29.8 56. 2 
Installed bathtub or shower, shared _____________________ • __ 3. 9 5.4 1. 6 0.4 4.7 
No bathtub or shower ___________ 26.8 11.0 46. 6 69. 8 39.l 

important measures of quality. A substantial number of farm 
units, 14 percent, had a kitchen sink although they did not have 
piped running water; many of these had hand pumps inside the 
house. Approximately 42 percent of the farm units had neither 
facility. 

Condition and plumbing facilities.-The quality of housing is 
best revealed by its physical characteristics such as structural 
condition and plumbing facilities. While such factors as design, 
light, ventilation, and type of neighborhood also reflect the quality 
of dwelling units, it is not feasible to measure them in a large­
scale census enumeration. However, these elements are usually 
closely associated with condition and plumbing facilities. 

Data on condition are combined with data on plumbing facilities 
in order to provide a more comprehensive measurement of quality 
than is possible by the use of the plumbing items alone. In rural 
areas, such a large proportion of dwellings lack plumbing facilities 
that it is not practical to use them as the sole indicator of housing 
quality. In urban areas, while plumbing facilities are an impor­
tant element in the determination of housing quality, the mere 
presence of facilities does not preclude the possibility of seriou~ 
housing deficiencies on other counts. 

Approximately 6 out of 10 dwelling units in the United States 
had the essential plumbing facilities of private bath, private 
flush toilet, and hot running water, and were not dilapidated. 
By this standard, nonfarm housing was of much better quality 
than farm housing; the ratios were 7 out of 10 for nonfarm dwelling 
units and 2 out of 10 for farm dwelling units. The poorest houses 
were those which were dilapidated or lacked running water inside 
the structure; the percentages were 15 for nonfarm and 60 for 
farm housing. Generally, renter-occupied units were of lower 
quality than owner-occupied units; units occupied by nonwhite 
households were of much poorer quality than those occupied by 
white households. 

In the 1940 Census reports, the quality of dwelling units was 
indicated by the combination of data on state of repair and plumb­
ing facilities. Because the concepts of "dilapidation" and "need­
ing major repairs" represent different measures of structural level, 
the 1950 and 1940 results combining condition and plumbing 
facilities are not comparable. Further, the 1950 data recognize 
the availability of hot running water as an indicator of quality. 


