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�Motherhood Statistics� 
 
I suppose everyone must find a 
certain feature of the U.S. Censuses 
more intriguing than others.  
Surprises lurk everywhere, such as 
when the census official took note 
of every individual�s middle name 
or where he recorded the local 
birthplaces such as city or county, 
in addition to the required state or 
country.  My own personal favorite 
set of statistics are those recorded 
in the 1890 thru 1910 U.S. 
Censuses, but mostly commonly 
seen in 1900 and 1910 U.S. Census 
records.  Those figures are what I 
call the �motherhood statistics� and 
they are the numbers recorded 
regarding how many children a 
woman had given birth to, and how 
many of those were still living at 
the time of her enumeration. 
     Sometimes large portions of 
whole families can be lost or harder 
to find due to the great records 
void between the 1880 and 1900 
U.S. Censuses caused by the 
destruction of most of the 1890 

enumeration schedules (Only a very 
few remnants of this census remain, 
which was destroyed in a 1921 fire 
at the Commerce Building in 
Washington, D.C., however no 
records survived for Harrison 
County).  If a couple married in the 
1870s and had children, those 
children can virtually disappear by 
the time they can be counted as 
adults of the 1900 U.S. Census, 
and that is assuming they stayed in 
the same county or region.  If a 
couple moved and/or if their oldest 
children were daughters, it can be 
even more difficult to find out if 
the children died or were married 
before 1900 using census records 
alone.  And so the statistics 
regarding how many children were 
born to a woman and how many 
were still living can be a great 
�heads-up� in telling you to be on 
the lookout for other genealogical 
resources for children who don’t 
appear with or near their parents in 
1900 or who were born after 1880 
and who died or were married 
before 1900. 
     1890 U.S. Census:  While 
largely still only evident to the 
modern researcher in the 1900 and 
1910 U.S. Census records, the first 
census to actually feature 
�motherhood statistics� was the 
1890 U.S. Census.  The 
instructions to census takers in 
1890 were as follows: 
     Mother of how many children, and 
number of these children living.�This 
inquiry is to be made concerning all 
women who are or have been 
married, including those widowed 
or divorced.  The answers should 
be given in figures, as follows: 6�5; 
that is, mother of six (6) children, 
of which five (5) are living. If a 
woman who is or has been married 
has had no children, or if none are 
living, state the fact thus: 0�) or 3�
0, as the case may be. 

     1900 U.S. Census:  The 
instructions to census takers in 
1900 directed that the question 
only �applies to women, and its 
object is to get the number of 
children each woman has had, and 
whether the children are not living 
on the census day.�  In column 11 
of the 1900 schedules the census 
taker was to enter the number of 
children born to the woman, and 
that if she had none, they were to 
write �0.�  Stillborn children were 
not to be considered in the count.  
In column 12 the census taker was 
to record the number of those 
children accounted for in column 
11 which were still living on June 1, 
1900 (Census Day of the 12th U.S. 
Census), regardless of their 
residence at the time.  If the 
woman had not had any children, 
or if they were all dead, the official 
was to enter a �0� in the column. 
     1910 U.S. Census:   For this 
enumeration, instructions were a 
little more specific than those of 
the earlier two censuses.  Women 
who were married, widowed, or 
divorced were to be asked the total 
number of children she gave birth 
to during her lifetime, including 
children by any former marriage as 
well as by her present marriage.  
Children that her then-current 
husband may have had during a 
prior marriage, even though those 
children were then members of the 
family, were not to be included in 
the total count for that woman.  
Again, stillborn children were not 
to be considered, and if the woman 
had never had any children, �0� 
was to be written in both columns 
11 and 12. 
     The instructions for column 11 
(�Number of children now living�) 
the instructions were the same as 
for 1900, record the number of 
those children accounted for in 
column 10 which were still living 



on April 15, 1910 (Census Day of 
the 13th U.S. Census), regardless of 
their residence.  If all the children 
recorded in column 11 were dead, 
column 11 was to be filled in with a 
"0." 
     While the instructions differ 
slightly in detail the 1910 U.S. 
Census schedules largely contain 
the same information, and the 
1910 statistics can be used in the 
same way as the 1900 figures, only 
for a shorter timespan.  The 1910 
numbers are also helpful in 
corroborating the 1900 
enumeration’s “motherhood 
statistics.” 
     They have helped me many a 
time, but be aware that there are 
problems with these numbers just 
like all of the others statistics 
recorded in the U.S. Censuses.  For 
instance, if a woman married 
several times, the number of 
children recorded may refer to 
children by all her marriages, or 
just those of her latest, or maybe 
only those still at home, depending 
on how the question was 
interpreted. 
     And as with all U.S. Census 
enumerations, the numbers which 
can be seen today are only as good 
as the knowledge of the person who 
happened to answer the door on 
the Census Day of that year. 
 

 

To Find the Degrees, 
Count the G’s 
 
Do you get confused when you 
can't figure out who your mother's 
nephew's daughter's son is (Answer:  
Your first cousin, twice-removed).  
There are many charts and 
diagrams available for genealogist to 
use to determine the degree of 
relationship between two cousins, 
but I never seem to have one on 
hand just when I need one.  So, 
instead, I simply count the G’s, that 
is, I count the number of letter G’s 
that there are in the word defining 
the ancestor, such as grandfather, 
great-grandfather, great-great-
grandfather, and so on.  Of course, 
this formula will work with female 
ancestors, too!  ;-). 
     So if you find someone who 
shares a descent from your great-
great-great-grandfather Abraham 
Langley, and that there are just as 
many generations between him and 
Abraham Langley as between you 
and “Ol’ Abe,” just count the 
number of G’s there are in great-
great-great-grandfather, of which there 
are four, and that means that you 
and your relation are fourth 
cousins to each other. 
     If your cousin's descent is 
determined by more or less G’s, i.e. 
generations of descent, than you, 
then take the lesser number to 
define the term cousin and the 
difference between the two 
numbers to define removed.  So if 
Abraham Langley is your great-
great-great-grandfather (4 G’s) and 
if Abraham Langley is your cousin's 
great-great-grandfather (3 G’s) the 
lesser number is 3, meaning you are 
third cousins, and the difference 
between 4 and 3 (4 - 3 = 1) is one, 
meaning you are 3rd cousins, once-
removed. 
     It’s as simple as . . . “Gee Whiz!” 

Reading Books Backwards 
and Taking Notes 
 

 
 
It was once said that you can always 
tell who the genealogists are in a 
library by the way they read a book, 
that is backwards, from the index, 
to see if their ancestor or other 
relation is mentioned in it, and 
then referring to the body of the 
book if they can find a familiar 
name in the index.  If the title of 
the book intrigued you enough to 
pick it up and look at the index in 
the first place, then you should at 
least photocopy the title page of the 
book.  You can then use the 
backside of the photocopy to keep 
notes on about what you found, or 
didn't find, in that book.  If you 
keep a file or notebook of these 
photocopies you can have a ready 
resource easily at hand, a virtual 
mini-library of the books you have 
read from the back cover to the 
front while looking for your 
ancestors or cousins, as well as the 
notes you took while looking at 
those books. 

~ 
Notable Quote 

The man who has not anything to 
boast of but his illustrious ancestors 
is like a potato—the only good 
belonging to him is underground. 

Thomas Overbury. 


