
T h e  S ix t h  D i s t r i c t . . .  i t s  P e o p le

Broadly speaking, a region’s people are its focal point, for 
without people there can be no industry, agriculture, or 
finance. We can say with Rupert P. Vance, “People—what 
else matters?” We may take a look at ourselves in the 
Sixth District—of what divergent elements are we com
posed, native and foreign bom, white and nonwhite, men

T able 1—Population Distribution of the Sixth District 
States, 1950

(In Thousands)

Foreign-
Non- born,

State White white Urban Rural white

Alabama ..............  2,079 982 1,340 1,720 13
Florida .................  2,166 605 1,813 957 122
Georgia.................  2,380 1,064 1,559 1,885 16
Louisiana..............  1,796 886 1,471 1,211 28
Mississippi..............  1,188 990 607 1,571 8
Tennessee..............  2,760 531 1,452 1,839 15

T o ta l.................  12,371 5,059 8,245 9,186 205

and women, young and old; what are our standards of 
consumption, our skills, our educations, our employments; 
and what are our prospects for future population growth 
and development?

In his American Social Problems, Howard W. Odum 
characterizes the Southeast as the most American part of 
the nation. “By this is meant,” he says, “that part of the 
nation which, holding on to its historical priority of the 
13 original colonies and the tradition of the early settlers, 
still retains, since the turn of the twentieth century, more 
of the early ‘Americanisms’ than any other region. These 
‘Americanisms’ are usually interpreted to mean the largest 
ratio of native whites of native parents from original upper 
European stocks, small foreign population . . . agrarian in 
culture, simple in living in rural isolated life. . . .” This 
characterization is borne out by the 1950 census.

Table 1 summarizes census data on population distri
bution for the Sixth District states for white and nonwhite, 
urban and rural, and foreign-born white. In these states, 
the census figures reveal that 5 out of every 17 persons 
were non white and that 9 out of every 17 lived in rural 
areas. Barely one out of 100 persons in the region was 
foreign-born. The bi-racial quality of the region’s popu
lation is its most outstanding characteristic. In Alabama 
and Georgia, one person out of three is nonwhite, and in 
Mississippi, the proportion is almost one out of two. In 
Florida, 22 percent of the people are nonwhite, and in 
Tennessee, 16 percent.

T a b l e  2— Summary of Population Characteristics, 1950, Sixth District States

Alabama Florida Georgia Louisiana Mississippi Tennessee
Total population:

N u m b e r ..................................................... 3,061,743 2,771,305 3,444,578 2,683,516 2,178,914 3,291,718
Percent increase 1940 to 1950 ............. 8.1 46.1 10.3 13.5 — 0.2 12.9
Median age (y e a rs ) ................................. 25.5 30.9 26.2 26.7 24.6 27.3
Percent 65 years old and o v e r ............. 6.5 8.6 6.4 6.6 7.0 7.1
Percent nonw hite .................................... 32.1 21.8 30.9 33.0 45.4 16.1

Persons per household................................. 3.81 3.22 3.75 3.61 3.84 3.67
Married couples—

Percent without own household............. 6.7 7.3 7.2 6.7 6.6 7.4
Persons one year old and over—

Percent in same house, 1949 and 1950 . 77.2 71.2 75.1 80.5 77.8 77.2
Persons 14 to 17 years old—

Percent in sch o o l.................................... 78.0 82.7 73.4 79.1 77.9 77.4
Persons 25 years old and over—

Median school years completed............. 7.9 9.6 7.8 7.6 8.1 8.4
Persons 14 years old and over:

Number in labor fo rc e .......................... 1,085,226 1,098,781 1,336,924 928,626 756,896 1,199,609
Male—Percent in labor fo rce ................. 77.7 75.2 80.6 75.5 78.7 77.3
Female—Percent in labor fo rce ............. 26.4 31.2 31.7 24.6 24.8 25.7

Civilian labor force—
Percent unem ployed .............................. 4.2 4.5 3.4 4.6 3.5 3.9

Employed—Percent engaged in
manufacturing .................................... 21.8 10.7 23.0 15.1 12.6 21.1

Families and unrelated individuals:
Median income, 1949 (do lla rs)............. 1,580 1,950 1,644 1,810 1,028 1,749
Percent having incomes less

than $2,000 ........................................... 58.6 51.1 57.7 53.9 72.4 55.6
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Notwithstanding the spectacular growth in recent years 
of the District’s major cities, the region is still predomi
nantly rural in character. Only Florida and Louisiana of 
the six states have more urban than rural residents. De
clining dependence upon cotton, the development of beef- 
cattle raising and dairying, and the spread of mechaniza
tion in agriculture have stimulated a large movement of 
population from the farm to the city. In the District states, 
with the exception of Florida and Louisiana, more counties 
showed losses in population from 1940 to 1950 than 
counties with gains. Counties or parishes showing losses 
numbered 43 out of 67 in Alabama, 18 out of 49 in Flor
ida, 98 out of 159 in Georgia, 30 out of 64 in Louisiana, 
59 out of 82 in Mississippi, and 37 out of 77 in Tennessee.

Still another striking characteristic of the District’s popu
lation is its large proportion of young people, markedly 
larger than that of other regions. According to the 1950 
census, 38.0 percent of the people of the South were under
20 years of age, compared with 29.5 percent for the North-

Table  3— Per Capita Dollar Income Payments

State or Region 1930 1940 1950 1951

Alabama....................... ........... 232 269 840 950
Florida.......................... ........... 431 468 1,204 1,284
G eorgia....................... ........... 274 316 958 1,103
Louisiana.................... ........... 344 358 1,042 1,135
Mississippi.................... ........... 191 204 702 111
Tennessee.................... ........... 283 316 960 1,064
Six States.................... ........... 284 318 965 1,063
Southern States1 ........... ............279 320 953 1,066
United States.............. ........... 596 575 1,439 1,584

Tn addition to the six states, includes Arkansas, Kentucky, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and Virginia.

east, 35.9 percent for the North Central states, and 33.0 
percent for the West.

The median age in 1950 was 32.3 years for the popu
lation in the Northeast, 31.1 years in the North Central 
states, 27.2 years in the South, and 30.6 years in the West. 
Florida, with a median age of 30.9, and Tennessee, with 
one of 27.3, are above the median age for the South, but 
Alabama with 25.5, Georgia with 26.2, Louisiana with 
26.7, and Missisippi with 24.6 are below this point.

Standards of consumption in the District as revealed by 
income payments are indicated in Table 2. For the six 
states in 1949, median income ranged between a low of 
$1,028 for Mississippi and a high of $1,950 for Florida. 
Median income for family and unrelated individuals for 
the United States was $2,599 and by census areas it was 
$2,924 for the Northeast, $2,841 for the North Central 
states, $1,940 for the South, and $2,907 for the West. 
In Table 3, per-capita income payments for the six states 
for four selected years are compared with those for all the 
Southern states and the United States as a whole.

District standards of consumption are inferior to those 
in the nation, but progress is being recorded. In 1951, per- 
capita income payments in the Southeast were roughly four 
times as large as they were in 1930, whereas for the United 
States they were less than three times as large.

Skills of the District’s people cannot be precisely meas
ured. In 1922, Frank H. Neely, then Industrial Engineer

Table  4— School Enrollment, 1910-50

Percent of children 7 to 13 years old  
enrolled in school

State 1950 1940 1930 1920 1910
Alabama ....................... 95.6 92.4 88.5 80.4 66.3
Florida .......................... 96.4 93.4 91.7 83.2 70.5
Georgia.......................... 96.0 91.9 88.6 79.1 70.5
Louisiana......................  95.2 92.4 89.4 75.9 58.8
Mississippi ....................  93.2 88.3 91.3 80.1 75.4
Tennessee....................... 94.8 90.8 91.7 85.3 77.2

with the Fulton Bag and Cotton Mills of Atlanta, charac
terized the industrial workers of the South as potentially 
good factory artisans. He said, “Their lack of training of 
hand and mind makes them difficult at first as factory 
workers, but their knowledge of the English language 
makes them, when trained, a group of the most satis
factory and able artisans.” Of the individual Southern 
worker, Mr. Neely said, “Response is not quick, but when 
once trained, he develops skill and ability, which added to 
his native stability, enables him to outclass in many cases 
the workers of other sections of the country.”

In 1953, Mr. Neely’s characterization of the Southern 
worker would be about as true as it was in 1922. The Dis
trict still lags behind other regions in the matter of formal 
schooling, meaning that a larger proportion of its people 
than is true of the country as a whole have not had suffi
cient school training to enable them to read and under
stand simple written instructions. This handicap is espe
cially true of that group of workers who are 25 years old 
and over. For the current school age group, however, the 
region is doing a far better educational job. Moreover, the 
state and local authorities are now vastly enlarging their 
educational facilities in a determined effort to provide their 
young people with opportunities for schooling, whether 
they be urban or rural, white or black.

Percentage distribution by major occupation groups for 
the six states for the year 1950 is shown in Table 5. 
In employments, or in distribution developments among

Table 5— Major Occupation Groups, 1950

Group A la. Fla. Ga. La. M iss. Tenn.
Professional, technical

and kindred workers . . . 6.3 8.1 6.2 8.0 5.8 7.2
Farmers and farm managers 15.6 4.0 12.5 10.3 28.9 15.5
Managers, officials, and

proprietors, except farm . 6.8 11.5 7.1 8.5 6.1 7.2
Clerical and kindred workers 7.3 10.1 8.5 9.8 5.4 9.0
Sales workers.................... 5.6 8.0 6.0 6.4 4.6 6.3
Craftsmen, foremen, and

kindred workers.............. 10.8 13.1 10.2 11.5 7.5 11.8
Operatives and kindred

workers .......................... 18.9 13.3 19.8 15.0 11.9 18.9
Private household workers . 5.3 5.2 5.9 5.0 4.6 3.6
Service workers, except

private household........... 5.8 9.7 6.3 8.0 5.0 6.8
Farm laborers, unpaid

family workers.............. 4.8 0.9 4.0 2.3 7.3 2.7
Farm laborers, except unpaid,

and farm foremen........... 3.7 6.6 4.3 4.3 5.1 3.3
Laborers, except farm and

m in e ............................... 7.6 8.1 7.5 9.6 6.6 6.1
Occupation not reported . . 1.5 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.7
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major occupational groups, the District does not differ 
markedly from other regions. Generally, it may be said 
that a smaller proportion of the District’s people are en
gaged in professional and technical work than is true of 
other regions— 7.4 percent in this group as against 8.9 
percent for the United States. The District has more 
farmers and farm managers than is true of any other 
region: 12.7 percent in this group against 2.0 percent in 
the Northeast, 9.9 percent in the North Central states, and
5.1 percent in the West. Furthermore, it is close to the 
national average in the percentage of people working as 
operatives and kindred workers.

Certain assumptions suggest themselves on the District’s 
future population growth and development. The first as
sumption is that in the 1960 census, the Southeast, as a 
region, should show an increase in population. This as
sumption can be made if for no other reason than that the 
census for 1950 showed an increase over that for 1940.

The assumption that population gains will be experi
enced during the current decade is borne out by the popu
lation record for 1951 and 1952. Births in the United 
States boomed to a new record of 3,833,000 in 1951 and 
they exceeded 3,900,000 in 1952. At the end of September 
1952, the total population was estimated at 157,500,000. 
The rate of population growth for both 1951 and 1952 
exceeded 1.70 percent annually. The District is undoubt
edly sharing in this growth.

Secondly, the shift from an agrarian to an industrial 
economy will be accelerated in the years ahead. Existing 
trends in agriculture, notably the development of livestock 
raising, dairying, and poultry production, mean that less 
dependence will be placed upon the raising of cotton, 
which in the past has been accomplished largely with hand 
labor. Displaced farm workers will continue to move to 
the cities, attracted by job opportunities in our expanding 
industrial establishments. We have only to look at the 
employment opportunities offered by our expanding indus
tries—in oil, in iron and steel, in coal, in textiles, in pulp 
and paper making, in chemistry, and in manufacturing in 
general—to assure ourselves that job opportunities for our 
population will be found.

Highlighting the opening of new industrial employment 
opportunities in the South was a news report on employ
ment conditions made in the latter part of 1952. Speaking 
of current demands for 50,000 additional automobile 
workers, demands which cannot be filled, the report said: 
“Formerly, the auto industry used to recruit workers easily 
in the South, whenever they were needed. But now, pro
duction workers have good jobs at home in the South, and 
the special buses that used to take them to Detroit and 
back home aren’t running.”

Finally, the vigorous attack by the District states on the 
problem of expanding their educational facilities will raise 
immeasurably the economic contribution of their workers. 
Georgia’s Minimum Foundation Program for Education, 
under which additional millions of dollars are to be spent 
in building new schools and providing more adequately 
trained teachers, is an outstanding example of the vigor 
with which the Southeastern states are attempting to im
prove the economic potential of their people.

L. B. R aisty

D e p o s i t  G r o w t h  P a r a l l e l s  

I n c o m e  E x p a n s i o n

Answers to the question, “How’s business?” are usually 
couched in terms of national aggregates. Even on the side 
roads of the nation, businessmen are beginning to toss 
around such terms as “Gross National Product” and “Con
sumer Purchasing Power.” Yet the typical enterprise is 
usually carried on within a particular locality, which seldom 
extends beyond the limits of a single state. Statistics on a 
national level, therefore, do not fully meet the needs of the 
individual businessman; on the other hand, statistics for 
specific areas are seldom available. One of the best and 
most easily accessible indicators of local business condi
tions is the data on member bank deposits, published 
monthly by this bank for the six states and for the twenty- 
seven trade and banking areas of the District.

In the individual states of the Sixth District, the growth 
of member bank deposits during 1952 largely reflected a 
continuation of trends that have been evident since the end 
of World War II. Florida and Louisiana experienced the 
greatest proportionate rises in bank deposits from 1951 to
1952 as well as the greatest percentage increases since 
1945. These states also showed the greatest percentage 
increases in income payments, both in the entire postwar 
period and from 1951 to 1952. Finally, Florida and 
Louisiana actually showed increases during 1949 when 
there was a general decline in income elsewhere.

Louisiana has been making the biggest strides in in
come payments since 1945. In the Sixth District portion 
of that state, member bank deposits have increased every 
year since 1946 and deposit growth during the six-year 
period has run a close second to that in Florida. This post
war boom in Louisiana is characterized by extremely favor
able developments in both agriculture and industry. From 
1945 to 1952, income derived from agriculture rose at

M em be r Bank D eposits and  Incom e P aym ents
1945 =  100

INDEX INDEX

Note: 1952 income payments preliminary
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