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SUMMARY

The present study was designed to show in what ways, if any,
aad to what extent the rural households receiving public emer-
gency reliet in October 1933 differed from their nearest
seighbors who had mot received such relief.

A sumver of differences were found. These differences not
only pointed to larger families, greater unemployment and
smaller incomes in the relief group, but also indicated possi-
ble explanations of why one group of families came to be in
greater need than the other group. Differences were found as
10 age, educational attainments, stability, family composition,
usual occupations and industries.

It must be stated, however, that the differences between
the relief and pon-relief households were not cleaacut. In
the case 01 every trait measured there was considerable over-
lapping, so that no sharp line could be drawn between the two
§roups, A considerable number of households in the non-relief
§T0Up were 30 near the position of the relief group that it is
30t surprising that many who were not onrelief in October 1933
have been obliged to go on relief since that time.

' Uoless specifically stated, in tne swuamary that follows the
differences mentioned are averages which existed not only between
the total populations surveyed but also, in themajority of cases,
between the same occupational classes in the relief and non-
Telief groups, often with other pertinent factors conirolled.

Reliet households with male heads had changed residence
&Cross County lines within the past team years to a greater ex-
teat than pad the corresponding nmon-relief households, a fact
Possidbly indicating less stability among those who eventually
Came on reljef.

e USeholds receiving relief averaged about one person larger
. lon-relief households. The normal (family of husband,
¥ile, anq children, and broken families of mother and children
:'::n‘fther and children, occurred more oftem in the reliet
the ;n the non-relief population; but the reverse was true of
U8band-wife family. The smallest type of household,
ever, - persons living alone - appeared about as often in
oneTgm“p as in the other.
thos:e heads of relief households tendea to be younger than
nale “°1 non-relief householc.ls, especially among unemployed
Sistend genale heads. The differences were slight and incon-
heads with regard to employed heads. There were more male
relieg Rder ?5 years of age and over 64 years of age in the

The thn_l in the aon-relief group.

15 yeureh“ group contained over a third more children under
8 of age than the non-relief group; and this ratio would

1



2 RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

have been little changed if the occupational distribution of
the heads of households had been the same for relief and noa-
relief groups.

The relief population contained a larger perceatage of fe-
mnales than the non-relief, the sex ratios being 104 snd 111 re-
spectively. BHouseholds with female heads comprised 13 percent
of all relief households and 8 percentof all non-relief house-
holds.

The heads of relief households had less formal education
than those of non-relief households, especially ia the older
age groups. Children of relief parents were also educatiomally
handicapped in comparison with those of non-relief parents, but
were somewhat less handicapped than the older heads.

As might be expected, the perceatage of households with a0
employed workers was much greater in the relief (26 perceat)
than ia the non-relief group (4 perceat); and the same was true
of the number of dependents per employed worker im housebolds
haviag such workers (relief 3.0, non-relief 1.8). The number
0of bhouseholds that iancluded nejther worker aor poteatial worker
was not large, but the proportios in the relief population (7
percent) exceeded that ia the non-relief (4 perceat).

Again as would be expected, fewer relief (66 perceat) than
son-relief households (92 percent), exclusive of farm operators,
reported earnings in October 1933; and of households witk such
income, those on relief earned only a third as much ($26) as
those noton relief ($82). Members other than the head coatrib-
uted a larger part of the family earnings among relief (oaze
fifth) than among non-relief households{ome eighth).

Farmers on relief everywhere operated smaller farms than
their non-relief neighbors. Bven with size of farm held coa-
stant, about 10 percent more of the relief group, or a total
of 34 percent, were without workstock.

Fewer relief than non-relief households owned cows and poul-
try.

Only half as many relief as non-relief households had no
debts outstanding on January 1, 1934; but because of lack of
credit the amount of indebtedness per indebted relief household
was a third as great ($500 compared to $1,600). If the usual
occupation and sex distributions of the heads of both groups
had been the same as in the relief group, however, the latter
ratio would nave been changed from a third to nearly a half.

By last usual occupation, 28 percemt of the male heads of
households receiving relief were semi- and unskilled industrial
laborers, 28 percent were farm tenants and croppers, 12 percent
were farm owners, 11 percent were farm laborers, 8 percent were
skilled laborers, 8 percent had no usual occupation, aad 4 per-
ceat were "white collar" workers.
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SUCMMARY 3

The occupational classes that least fregueatly resorted to
relief were professionals, proprietors, clerical workers, farm
owners, aad skilled lsborers, in order; while those with the
largeat proportions oa relief rolls were share-crcppers, fam
laborers, semi- aad unskilled iadustrial laborers, neads with
20 ussal occupation, aad farm tesaats other thaa croppers.

Bvea if the occupational distrivution in the nos-relief
group had bees the same aa in the relief group, bdetweea three
aad four times as maay relief as noa-relief male heads would
have beea uaemployed in October 1933.

By laat usual iadustry, 52 perceat of tae hale heads of re-
lief households were employed ia agriculture, 16 perceat ia
maaufacturing aad mechasical iadustries, 8 perceat ia miscel-
laneous industries, 8 perceat in traasportatioa aad commuaica-

tion, 8 perceat in m0 iadustry, 4 perceat in trade, 2 perceat

ia extraction of minerals, 1 perceat in domestic aad persomal
service, 0.5 perceat im public service, aad 0.5 perceat ia
professional service.

Mong the last usuwal industries reported by male heads of
households receiving relief, those that furnished well above
their quota to the relief population were the miscellameous
industries, forestry amd fishing, and extraction of minerals,
in the order givea; whereas those that furnished markedly less
than their quota were professional service, domestic aad per-
sonal service, aad trade. Agriculture, massfacturiag aad
mechanical industries, aad trassportation asd communicatioa,
which supplied the bulk of all relief cases, were represented
in nearly the same proportions amoag the relief asd mom-relief
samples.

Two thirds as maay male relief aam noa-relief heads would
have remained employed at their usual indestries aad occwpa
tions ia October 1933 if the ussal indestrial aad occupational
distributioas ia the non-relief group had bees the same as in
the relief group.

During the six-year pre-depression period from November 1,
1923 through October 31, 1929, those male heads of Kouseholds
who were on relief in October 1933 would have hees uaemployed
20 more tnan their non-reiief meighbors if the usual occupation
aad age distributions had been the same in the two groups.
During the first four years of the depression, however, from
Novesber 1, 1929 through October 3), 1933, the male heads of
bouseholds who were receiving relief im October 1933 would
Mave been unemployed 2.5 times as much as the correspoadiag

wn-relief heads.
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INTRODUCTION

As a follow-up of the Reliet Census taken by the Federal
Emergency Relief Administration in October 1933, a need was
felt for a survey that would describe in more detail a sample
of the rural families receiving relief in the chief commercial
farming regionsof the country, and that would compare them with
their nearest neighbors who had never received public relief.

kcordingly, tne Survey of Rural Relief and Noan-Relief House-
holds was conducted as of October 1333 in 47 sample counties
selected in 19 states and falling within 13 distinct types of
farming areas. The sample counties alome are snown on Map A.
Map B includes also the counties in the same types of farming
areas that were found to resemble the sample counties rather
closely with respect both to (1) basic economic and population
factors and (2) proportion of the rural population receiving
relief, Map C indicates all of the counties that were like the
sample counties with respect to basic economic and population
factors, whether or not they were like them in regard to the
proportion of the population receiving relief.

It is apparent that the sample counties were too fewin num-
ver to provide areliable picture of the total rural population
of the United States. Moreover, because of small area samples,
it was necessary to avoid detailed analyses by separate areas.
The chiet value of the investigation, therefore, 1lies in the
comparisons that it affords between fairly large relief and
son-relief populations im certain rural areas in the momth of
October 1933,

As additional families were forced on relief after October
1933, itis probable that an increasing proportion of the upper

. economic classes was included. If s0o, the composition and
characteristics of the relief population at later dates would
.differ somewhat from those found in this survey.

The sections on kinds and amounts of relier received, in
which relief and non-relief comparisons do not appear, are
offered chiefly as a preliminary to the comparisons that follow.

Although the essence of this study is a comparison of dif-
ferences between the relief and non-relief populations, on ac-
count of the grossness of the data it has seemed pointless to
employ refined statistical methods for testing the significance
of the differences. Instead, these differences have simply
been exhibited as they were found to exist. Several sections
included in the original field schedule do not appear in this
report as the data were found to be seriously lacking either ia
definition or reliability. These difficulties were due partly
to the unavoidable use of untrained field visitocs in some
areas, partly to the widely scatiered territory iam which the
survey was made.
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Interpretations have been confined rather closely to what
could be drawn directly from the data. Further explanation re-
quires special studies, some of which are now under way.

(N

(11)

(111)

(1v)

)

COUNTIES SURVEYED, BY AREAS

01d South Cotton

Dallas, Alabama
Linestone, Alabama
Cleveland, Arkansas
Lee, Arkansas

Anson, North Carolina

Dairy
Green, Wisconsin
Cecil, Maryland
Frederick, Maryland
Tompkins, New York
Wayne, New York
Dorchester, Maryland

Corn-and-Hoy
Wright, Jowa
Poweshiek, l[owa
Fayette, Ohio
Logan, Chio

Wheat
Meade, Kansas
Gray, Kansas
Baca, Colorado
Spink, South Dakota
Walworth, South Dakota

Southwestern Cotton
Hill, Texas
Runnels, Texas
Cleveland, Oklahoma
Payne, Oklahoma

(X111)

California

(V1)

(vin)

(VIIID)

(1x)

(x)

(x1)

(X11)

Tobacco

Todd, Kentucky

Madison, Kentucky
Sampson, North Carolina
Pitt, North Carolina

Massachusetts
Middlesex, Massachusetts
Worcester, Massachusetts

Cut-Over
Marathon, Wisconsin
Sawyer, Wisconsin

Cash Grain
Miner, South Dakota
Linn, Kansas
Norton, Kansas

Mountain
Elbert, Colorado
larimer, Colorado
lltah, Utah
Sanpete, Utah
Duchesne, Utah

New Mexico
Guadalupe, New Mexico
Socorro, New Mexico

Oregon
Tillamook, Oregon
Clatsop, Oregon
Marion, Oregon

Contra Costa, California
Riverside, California
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I. THE RURAL RELIEF SITUATION IN OCTOBER 1933

1. Kinds of Relief Received

Of the rural® houwseholds receiving relief in October 1933,
almost ome half received direct relief,? two fifths work re-
liet,? and ome eighth both direct and work relief (Table A).

TABLE A. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL RELIEF HOUSEHOLOS BY TYPE OF RELIEF
RECEIVED IN OCTOBER 1933, AND BY COLOR, SEX, AND OCTOBER 1933
OCCUPATION OF HEAD OF HWOUSEHOLD

ALt Races Wuive NEGRO
Sex ano OcTosen 1953

Dimecy Dimect Drasct

Occuration o Neao Dimct | Woma | amwo Dinect| woax | awo DinecT| Woax | aws
OF HousenoLo TOTAL |u ser | Racser | WOm% (TOTALIny (opinenier| WOR% | TOTAL Do ok [Recras] WomR
ReL1eF RELIEF Reciee

ALL Heaos 100 47 4] » 100 | 48 4 n 100 29 u6 25
MaLe Meaos 10 2 46 12 100 | w2 (L] 13 100 29 83 28
Ao 1cuLTURE 100 37 a7 16 100 | 40 (1] 14 100 8 u9 33
Famu Ownen 100 5 32 )L 100 55 33 12 100 26 22 52
Caorren 100 30 a3 27 100 38 a0 26 100 2 L] 30
OTwen Tewant 100 [ 25 9 6 [ 100] 27 | %9 w | 100 Y 61 2

Fame Lasoain 100 -] 28 10 100 | 63 27 10 100 n L} 28
Wow-AcaicuLTuad | 100 37 51 ” |[wo] 37 ° 1 | 100 | 38 33 29
Ungmeioven 100 “8 a1 11 | 100 | 49 a0 1 | wo| 29 61 10
Femars Heaos 100 89 (] 3 100 90 ? 3 100 n 21 8

There was, however, coasiderable variation from area to
area in the proportioas which obtained one or the other type
of relief (Table 1). This was partly because local circum-
stances largely detemmined the form of relief givea, _Ia the
Cash Grain, Wheat, Southwest Cottoa, Old South Cotton, and
Cora-aad-flog counties there was more work than direct relief,
with as many as nine tenths of all cases in the Casbhb Graia
couaties having some work relief during October 1933. The
counties in all of the remaining types of farming areas sur-
veyed distributed more direct than work relief. Sections
where the exteat of work relief was particularly limited were
the Cut-Over and Dairy areas, New Mexico, and Oregoa, in which
less than one fifth of the cases worked for some or all of
their relief grant. Slightly more work relief was gives to
heads of households engaged in non-agricultural vocatioas and ~
to farm tenants than to farm owaners and laborers.

As would be expected, a much greater proportiom of relief
bousebolds beaded by females than by males received direct re-
lief. In gemeral,work relief was grasted to a larger percent? .
age of Negro than of white relief households.

outsrde of centers witn 2,500 or more imhabitants.
.huor in retura for whiich 20 work was done ROr repayment made.
’huot givea i retara for work done.

9
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2, Amounts of Relief Received

The average value of the relief grant per case in October
1933 was approximately the same for both direct and work re-
lief - $12 - but since same households received both types of
relief, the average for all relief rose to about $14. The
ratio between the average value of work and direct relief
grants, however, changed considerably from one type of farming
area to another (Table B). In 9 out of 13 areas, grants for

TABLE B. AVERAGE YALUE OF DIRECT AMD WORK RELIEF 1N OCTOBER 1933, BY AREA

Avemaot Vawvg
Anga
Dingct RuLiee? Woax Revier®

ALL Angas $ 12 $ 12
OLe Soutw Cotvon .6 . <13
Sovrwuwest Corton 5 7
Tosacco 6 9
Daray 16 35
Massacnuserrs 26 27
Cut-Ovea 1% 12
Coan-ano-Hoe 9 8
Casn Gaasn 11 13
Wnear 11 12
MoumwTasn 9 10
Mew Mexico 5 [
onegon 8 8
Cavironnia 17 13
A INCLUOES ALL GASES RECELIVING ARY DIREGT RELIEP,

®  INCLUOES ALL CASES RECEIVING ANY WORK AGLIEF.

work relief were greater tham graants for direct relief.

Areas differed widely in the amount.of total relief received
per case during October 1933, In New Mexico, the average
was $5; in the Southwest Cotton counties $7; in the Dairy
counties $20; in Massachusetts $28 (Table 2). Ninety-nine out
of every 100 cases obtained less than $55, and approximately 9
out of 10 obtained less than $30, 4 out of 5 less than $20, and
one half less than $10 (Table 3).

Amount of Relief by Occupation, by Eaployment, and by Sex.
Some variations in size of relief benefits appeared also in
relation to occupation. Households whose heads were employed
in private industry during October 1933 received an average of
$2 more if the heads were engaged in non-agricultural occupa-
tions than if engaged in agriculture, although this was not
true in all areas (Table 4}, In the non-agricultural group
skilled workers obtained considerably larger reliet grants
than any other class, but this was partly because these work-
ers tended to be concentrated in areas where high relief bene-
fits prevailed. In the agricultural group, there was little

-difference by tenure. The low average for croppers was largely

" a result of their concentration in areas of small relief bene-

fits for all clients.
The average value of all relief received by female heads
was $15, and by unemployed male heads $17. Both of these
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averages, in the case of whites, were above that for employed
male heads. Among Negroes, however, female heads received
less than the average for all heads, probably due in part to
the fact that in the Negro relief group the women were as fre-
quently and as profitably employed as the men. It should also
be noted that households with male heads employed in private
industry and in agriculture were given an average of only $u
to $6 less relief during October than were households with to-
tally unemployed male heads, indicating the extreme meagerness
of the earnings of the so~called employed” men on relief rolls.

Amount of Relief by Race. In practically all areas and oc-
cupations, Negro households were given less relief than white
households. The average in October for Negro households was
$8 and for white households $14, with a greater proportion of
Negroes receiving small amounts of relief. Including all oc-
cupational classes except croppers, the differential in favor
of whites ran from $3 to $9,being especially large in the case
of the unemployed, and reaching a maximum in the case of house-
holds with female heads. The average grant received by Negro
croppers, however, though consistently smaller im every share-’
cropping area, was not usually much below that receivea by
white croppers.

It should be recalled that Negroes were concentrated in the
Cotton and Tobacco regions where relief allowances were below
average for all clients, white and Negro. Moreover, a larger
percentage of Negroes than whites had some private employmeat
while on relief. A further point is that Negroes were largely
confined to the lower occupational levels. Nevertheless, the
{act remains that there was a differential operating against
Negroes which over-rides all of these considerations. «

Amount of Relief by Size of Housenold and by Income. The
average amount of the relief grant increased with the size of
the household from about $8 for one-person households to about
$27 for households with 10 or more members (Table 5). There
was, however, a decrease in the value of relief per person
with the increase in size of household, the averages ranging
from about $8 per person in one-person households to about
$2 per person in households of 10 or more persons.

It might be aasticipated that as the usual income of relief
households (omitting farm operators) increased, there would be
a decrease in the amount of relief granted. The figures show
that this was the case within a limited range of incomes only,
and there to but a small extent. Households that had less
than $0 income in October generally obtained slightly more re-
liet than housedolds that had incomes of $10-$19; but the data
were t00 scanty to allow any comparisons with higher income
groups. Among famm operator households there was no evidence
that the amount of relief received decreased with increase in
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size of farm, even when allowance was made for the fact that
small farms were most concentrated im areas of low relief
grants.

3. Relief History of Cases Receiving
Relief in October 1933

The great bulk of the rural families receiving relief in
October 1933 were unknown to local relief agencies, where any
existed, ovbefore 1932. Very few rural families with male
heads, who made up nearly nine tenths of the total rural re-
lief load, had ever been public charges before the beginning
of the present economic depression in 1929 - 30,1 Only amomg
the remaining 13 percent consisting of families with female
heads was there an important proportion of cases with a relief
record dating further back than 1930 (Table C). Of the latter

TABLE C. NUMBER AND PERCENT OF OCTOBER 1933 RURAL RELIEF HOUSEWOLDS THAT HAD
RECEIVED RELIEF PRIOR TO, OR ONLY AFTER, JANUARY 1, 1930,
B8Y SEX AND LAST USUAL OCCUPATION OF HEAD

Séx i AT Usuar, Dccudafron ALL HousEnoLDS Peacent Wno Receiveo ReLies
0F KD O HOUSUROCH Nawatn Peacest | unaner 1o 1550 | dnewasr 1y 90
AL Heaos 5,333 100 94 6
MaLE Heaos 4,635 100 9% L
AGRICULTURE 2,%1 100 96\ 8
Faru OwnER Tua, 100 98 2
CroPPER 36% 100 93 7
Orner Tewant a7y 100 % 2
Faru LagoRer 628 100 93 7
NON—AGR I CULTURE 1,684 100 L 5
PROFESSIONAL 19 100 100 .0
PROPRIETARY 104 100 93 7
CLERICAL 81 100 9% 2
SkiLLED 314 100 9% [
SEMI— AND UNSKILLED 1,166 100 9u [
NO LAST UsuaL OCCuPATION 350 100 9 6
FEMALE HEADS 598 100 80 2

type of family, at least one in every five had received reliel
in 1929 or earlier. The number of years since January 1, 1930,
during which the family obtained some relief was also much
greater in the case of families with female heads (Table 6).

1An exect figure 1s not justified here, because the replies of the families
could not usually be checked against relief agencies®' recordsbefore 1930,
The truth of the general statement, however, 1is well estabilished by the
data.
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These statements hold true for all except two or three of
the 13 types of farming areas surveyed. It is quite provbavle,
however, that a much larger proportion of families of all
types woula have had a relief record before 1930 if more ade-
quate relief-giving facilities had existed in the rural areas
at that time. This is suggested by the fact that the highest
ratios of these chronic cases tended to occur in more progres-
sive, urbanized areas. In most agricultural regions, before
the advent of the Emergency Relief Administration, the princi-
pal organization for dealing with the destitute was the "poor
farm" to which only the most hopeless indigents were admitted.

It is, nevertheless, quite clear that most of the relief
families treated in this report were emergency rather than
chronic cases. The few male heads of householas that had re-
ceived relief before 1930 were most often farm croppers ang
uoskilled laborers by usual occupation, ! and least often
professionals and farm operators, but the differences by occu~-
pation were not great nor comsistent among areas.

A larger proportion of cases living in villages than in the
open country had obtained relief in as many as three or four
calendar years since January 1, 1930 (22 and 14 percent, re-
spectively), and this situation prevailed in most of the areas
{Table 7). The greater proportion of families with female
heads in the villages accounts for some of the difference. It
is also a fact that families of all types in need of relief
tended 10 move into the villages where it was usually simpler
to get relief than in the open country.

' One-person cases, especially among Negroes and foreign-born

whites, had regularly obtained aid in a greater number of months
during the past four years than households composed of two or
more persons. A large proportion of these one-person cases
were probably old people with no relatives able or willing to
support them. There was also a tendency for very large fami-
lies to be on relief in more months than smaller families
(Table 9). Negroes in the South comsistently reported fewer
months on relief than the whites (Table 8).

4, Public and Private Assistance, Other than
Emergency Relief

In addition to emergency relief, the Federal and State gov-
eruments distributed during 1933 various types of aia to both
relief and non-relief households. Civil Works employmeat and,
on a much smaller scale, Civilian Conservation Corps jobs were
Substitutes for emergency relief, and were largely confined to

)71!0 "usual "Ooccupatlion was defined as the last occupation at which the head
was employed before October 1, 1929, aud for oot less than three years
within the period Noveaber 1, 1923, to October 31, 1933.
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. the relief group. Agricultural Adjustment and Farm Credit
Administration benefits, designed to aid farm operator families
in maintaining their status as producers, usually, although sot
always, benefited a greater proportion of noan-relief tham of

- relief cases. More permanently available forms of assistaace -
Old Age ana Mothers' Pensions -~ reached a very small propor-
tion of the population and went to a greater extent to house-
holds receiving emergency relief than to households not receiv-

\ing such relief (Table D).

TABLE D. TYPES OF OTHER GOVERNMENTAL ASSISTANCE™ RECEIVED BY RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF WOUSEMOLDS
DURING 1933. 8Y OCCUPATION OF THE HEAD IN OCTOBER 1933 4

Percent of Housenoros Wno Recerveo Seeciziao Trre o Assistance

Trres oF GoveRuwENTAL Al Famu OPERATOA | Famm LasoRen jNow-Asnicmvuma| UnssrLoves
ASSUBTANCE OVAER THAN HousenoLos® HousenoLos | Housewoues | M ] o8
Emencency Recrer, in 1933 Now- Now- Now— Now— Lm—

Recier | ey ygr |RELIEF|Rqe ur |REVIEF| gy (gp[ReLiEPing, (op [REL1SF Ing, \qp
AnY OTner AssisTancs L1 24 66 2 61 13 L] 1n 2 23
OwLy One Trre 49 20 49 27 %8 13 51 10 a9 2
Mone Tnaw Owe Tree® 8 a 17 [ . 3 1 3 1
CiviL Womxs EmpLOYMENT 48 ? L] 7 57 8 a9 6 - 1
Civivian Conseavavion Cores 3 1 2 1 2 . L] 1 2 2
AGRiICuULTURAL ADJUSTMENT
ADwinigsTRa¥son '3 u 15 19 - 2, ) 1 N .
Fars CREDIT AouiniSTRATION 3 3 9 6 - 1 . . . .
MoTweas' Aip w6 *3) . . 1 - 2 . 1 .
O Ace Pewsions 2 . 2 . 1 - . - ] 1
MisceLLaneous® 3 5 1 ] 3 2 2 [ [ 9
®  LESS Tnan 0.5 PERCENT.
A OTHER THAN EMERGENCY RELIEF.
S NOT NECESSARILY 31MuLTANEOUS.
€ INCLUDES VETERANS' COMPENSATION ANG PENSIONS, LOANS ON ADJUSTED COMPENSATION

CERTIFICATES, COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION LOANS, AND OTMERS,
$MCLUDES NHOUSEMOLDS (N WHICH THE OCCUPATION OF Tnt NEAD WAS NOT ASCERTAIBANE.
&  PERCENTAGES 14 PARENTHESES SASED OM TOTAL MOUSEMOLDS WITw FEMALE NEADS.

Private Relief. Only about 10 percent of all October 1933
relief households reported receiving private relief in addi-
tion to public emergency relief. In the Old South Cottonm,
Tobacco, New Mexico, and California counties, however, as many
as 20 to 30 percent of the emergency relief clients were also
receiving relief from non-governmental agencies. The value of
these private grants was usually extremely small, and in many
cases the .aid consisted of supplies furnished by the Federal
government but distributed by private agencies.

Civil Works Aaministration. Civil Works employment was
available in only the last two months of 1933, About half of
the October 1933 relief cases, but only seven percent of the
non-relief households, obtained this form of assistamce in
that short time. The few non-relief families who received such
aid were supposedly in difficult circumstances, aad the C.¥.A.
job was given to keep them from having to apply for relief.
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Partly becasse of the varying cates onm which it becanme
effective in different locations, there was considerable vari-
ation by areas in the extent ot Civil Works employment. As
small proportions as 16, 22, and 23 percent of the relief fam-
ilies in the New Mexico, Tooacco, and Dairy counties, respect-
ively, and as large proportions as 84 and 85 percent in the
Cash Grain and Wheat areas, obtained this type of aid during
November and December 1933 (Table 10}). Oan the other hand,
nowhere, except in the Wheat and Cut-Over counties, were more
than 10 percent of the households ia the non-relief groups
directly affectea by the C.W.A. In the two regions mentioned,
however, 18 and 50 percent, respectively, of the non-relief
households had members employed at C.W.A. jobs.!®

There was no consistent variation in the extent of Civil
Works employment obtained by persons of different occupations
in October 1933, although in the relief population relatively
more farm laborers than others tended to be benefited (Table
DI.  Fifty-seven percent of farm laborers, and 54, 49, and ud
perceat of farm operators, non-agricultural, and unemployed
cases, respectively, were given C.W.A. jobs. In the non-relief
group the unemployed received more Civil Works assistance than
the employed. For both relief and non-reliet households, ten-
aits and croppers were somewhat more likely to be employed by
the C.W.A. than were farm owners.

Civilian Conservation Corps. Enrollment in the Civilian
Conservation Corps in all areas combined affected but three
percent of the relief and one percent of the non-relief house-
bolds. Only in the Califormia and Dairy counties did as many
as five percent of the relief cases have members earolled in
the Corps. In practically all areas more relief than non-
relief households were represented in C.C.C. camps.

Agricultural Adjustment Administration. The Agriculturalj
Adjustment Administration, set up to assist famm operators, /
benefitea 16 percent of the relief and 19 percent of the non-,
relief operators (Table 11). In many areas there were few or
00 payments of this type in 1933, In the three regions most
affected by this program - Old South Cotton, Southwest Cotton,
aad Wheat - 31, 41, and 19 percent, respectively, of the relief,
and 62, 38, and 19 percent of the non-relief farm operators .
Teceived crop limitation payments,

The difference between the percentages of relief and non-
felief operators that participated in the A.A.A. program was

llﬂ the Cut~Over region the high proportion of non-relief households which
Teceived Civil Works employment 1s explained by the real need of even
thoge househo!ds not on reilef and by the uncertainty in the early days
Of the C.W.A. a8 to the extent to which the non-reilef population shouid
e assisted. Because of the varying lengths of time it took to set up
the C.W.A, 1in different states, It 18 possible that 1n some cases the
8itustion of the sample counties in 1933 was not very typicsal.
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‘marked only in the Old South Cotton and Tobacco cousties,
where twice as large a proportion of the non-relief as of the
relief farmers received these payments. In these two areas,
-where most croppers were located, a considerably smaller pro-
portion of croppers than of other farm operators ia the aoa-
relief group reported crop or livestock paymeats. There was,
however, little consisteat difference betweeas croppers and

. other operators in the relief grouo.

Farm Credit Aaministration. The Farm Credit Admimistratios,
also designed to assist farm operators, made advasces to nime
percent of the relief and six percent of the moa-relief opera—
tors surveyed. In more than half of the areas, however, this
type of aid was obtained by more non~relief than relief farmers.
The largest proportions, from about 10 to 20 perceat, of both
relief and non-relief farmers receiving advasmces were found in
tha Md South Cotton. Tobacco, Cash Grain, and Wheat regions.

As with the A.A.A. benefits, in the Old South Cotton and
Tobacco counties a greater percentage of operators ia the aoa-
relief than in the relief group received Farm Credit Admiais-
tration aid. The non-relief proportion benefitiag from the
F.C.A. was also considerably larger in the Cut-Over,New Mexico,
and Mountain areas. Though this was the case ia most regioas,
the Cash Grain and Wheat areas were exceptions, as they were
with respect to A.A.A. payments. The F.C.A. further resembled

/ ithe A.A.A. in that share-croppers participated relatively lit-

tle in its benefits.
" Other Types of Governmental Assistance. Mothers' Aid aad
Old Age Pensions were received by only one and two perceat of
the relief cases, respectively, while only a fractiom of one
pertent of the non-relief population was affected. Rowever,
six percent of the relief and three percent of the non-relief
households with female heads reported some form of Mothers' Aid.
During 1933, three percent of the relief and five perceat
of the non-relief households reported still other types of
governmental assistance, such as Veterans' Compensation and
Pensions, loans on Adjusted Compensation Certificates, asd
Commodity Credit Corporation loans.



I1I. THE RESIDENCE, COMPOSITION, AND EDUCATION
OF RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

l. Residence

Three fifths of the rural households that werereceiving re-
lief im October 1933 in the commercial farming counties sur-
veyed in this study were residents of the open c.ouuu-y,l while
the other two fifths were located in villages of 50 or more
inhabitants (1930 Census) (Table E).

By area. however, the percentage of relief cases living in
the opea country ran as high as 84 in the Old Soutn Cotton and
Cut-Over regions, and as low as 33 in the New Mexico and Cora-
and-Hog counties. Other regions in addition to the two last
aamed, where more than the average proportion of cases on the
relief rolls came from the villages, were the Cash Grain, Moun-
tain, and California areas (Table 12).

Since each relief case was matched with two non-relief
households in the same place of residence, the distribution of
non-relief households between villgge and open country was ap-
proximately the same as that of the relief. Only in Massachu-
setts, New Mexico, the Old South Cotton, ana Dairy areas did the
open country-village ratios differ much in the non-relief as
compared with the relief population. The variation was due to
a scarcity of non-relief families in the open country in Mass-
achusetts and in the villages in the other three areas.

Place of Residence, by Sex of Head of Household. In both
the relief amd non-relief groups households with female heads
tended to congregate in villages, more than half of them re-
siding there, compared with about one third of all households
with male heads? (Table E).

Place of Residence, by Occupation of the Nale Head in Oc-
tober 1933. As would be expected, nearly 9 out of every 10
households whose male heads were cngaged im agriculture in
October 1933 lived in the open country. On the other hand,
only about three fifths of those employed in non-agricultural
pursuits were located in villages, indicating that open coun-
try residence does not necessarily imply agricultural pursuits.
Households with unemployed male heads, however, like those with
female heads, were found in villages more often than ian the
open country (Table E).

2. Changes in Residence

The greater frequency with which relief households with male
heads had changed residence across county or state lines in the
ten years prior to the survey indicates that they were somewhat

‘ouuuo ceaters with 50 or more inhadbitants.

’ﬂleo only 1) perceat of the relief households and 8 percent of the non-
rellef households had female heads, the analysis in this report 1s pri-
RArlly dased om households with male heads.

17
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less stable than their non-relief neighbors. In every area,
relief households with male heads were found to be somewhat

TABLE E. PLACE OF RESIDENCE OF RELIEF AND NON-RELI1EF HOUSEHOLDS
B8Y SEX AND OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATION OF HEAD

PERCENT
Sex, Anp OcToser 1933 RELIEF Now-REL 1 &F
OCcuPATION OF HEAD
VILLAGE Oren COunTRY ViLLAGE Oren CountTry

ALL HEaDS 39 61 36 54
MaLe Heaos 37 63 u 66
AGRICUL TURE 13 87 11 89
NON-AGR I CUL TURE 61 39 0 30
UNEMPLOTED 53 u7 63 37
FemaLt HEAUS T3 u? % a3

more mobile than the corresponding non-relief households ia
the same occupational class. For all areas and groups combined
in the ten-year period from November 1, 1923, through October
31, 1933, 36 percent of the relief and 21 percent of the non-
relief households with male heads reported changes in resi-
dence as defined above {Table F), In a majority of areas there
was not much variation from these percentages; but in Califor-
nia the proportion of households inboth groups that had changed
the county of residence within ten years was twice as great
as the average, and in Oregon almost twice as great. Mobility
was least in the Tobacco and Massachusettd regions (Table 13).

Percentage of Households tnat Changed Residence, by Occupa-
tion of the Head. Relatively few relief and non-relief house-
bolds with heads usually engaged as farm operators had made
such moves, compared with those in other occupational classes.
Fewer farm owners had changed residence than members of aay
other class. Faram laborers, on the other hand, were above the
average in this respect. It is also interesting to mote that
there was little difference in mobility between farm laborers
on and off relief.

Among nmon-agricultural households, the relationship betweea
occupational level andmobility was the reverse from that amonmg
agricultural households. Households of higher socio~economic
status, professional, proprietary, clerical, and skilled
laboring classes, were more mobile than the semi~ and uaskilled
workers. A mobility rate below the average characterized
households in which the head had no usual occupation. This
latter group, however, contained many young persons who had be-
come heads late in the ten-year period, and for this reasoa is
not strictly comparable with the others (Table F).

Frequency of Noves, by Area. The average 1nterval betweea
inter-county moves for the households that had changed-residence
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varied betweea five and six years. In every occupational class,
and in 12 out of 13 areas, the interval was from 1 to 22 months
shorter for the relief than for the non-relief households. In
the Old South Cotton area, relief families moved at relatively
short intervals, non-relief families at unusually long inter-
vals. The difference between relief and non-relief householas
was also particularly marked in the Dairy region. The time
between moves was short for both relief and non-relief families
in the Wheat, Mountain, and Oregon counties. Moves were most in-
frequent in the Cut-Over, California, Southwest Cotton, and
Massachusetts counties (Table 13)., For all areas taken to-
gether, and in both relief and non-relief groups, agricultural
and non-agricultural averages differed but slightly. Relief
households headed by farm laborers, however, moved somewhat
more frequently than other classes, in most of the areas sur-
veyed,

TagLE £, INTER-COUNTY CMAMGES OF RESIDENCE OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF
HOUSEMOLDS WiTH WALE WEADS. BETWEEN NOVEMBER 1, 1923 AND
OCTOBER 21, 193X, 8Y LAST ySual OCCUPATION OF HEAD

AveRate Numstw OF
Pencent oF ALL WEans: vga Larens
HUUSEROLDS THAT County “""Yw'
HOUSEROLDS Tmat

CuancED Resipence,
UsuaL Jccuration 19251933 CHANGED RESIDENCE

1923-1932
RELIEF NuN-REL1EP RevIEF NOm~REL 1 EF

Tora, 3% 2 5.1 5.7
AGRI CuL TURE 2u 1% R0 5.7
Owngn * 9 LN 6.3
Tewant A = 23 5.2 .9
Laguren ptc 4 bl u.9 %.1
Now~AGRICuL TURE 29 ] ®.1 5.7
PROFESSI1ONAL, PRUPRIETARY & CLENICAL u? By 5.1 %.6
SKiLLED a2 0 u.8 5.7
SEMi=S4ILLED AND UnSKILLED b 2 5.2 6.0
No Usvai OccupaTion 33 19 u.7 5.6

INCLUDES CROPPERS.

Frequency of Noves by Perioas, 1923-1929 and 1930-1933. The
Tate of change in residence was little affected by the period
Of depression. Neither relief nor non-relief households as a
Tule made inter-county moves more frequently during 1930-1933
than during 1923-1929 (Table 14). Among farm operators such
RBOves appear even to have diminished during the later period.

€re was, indeed, an appareat increase in the mobility of
heads with no usual occupation, but this was probably trace-
ale to the presence in this group of many young heads who had
Teported no moves in the earlier period. By area, a noticeable
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decline in mobility during the depression years was indicated
among the relief groups in the Oregon and Mountain counties,
and among both relief and non-relief households in California.

3. Race and Nativity

The method of choosing the non-relief sample that was used
in this study, namely, the selection of the two nearest self-
supporting neighbors of each relief case, resulted in such a
strong tendency to equalize the proportions of racial and na-
tivity groups between the relief and non-relief samples that
comparisons between them would have little significance. Ac-
cordingly, only a descriptive sketch of the racial and nativity
composition of the relief sample is given.

A great majority - 84 percent - of the heads of rural re-
lief households were whites of native parentage (Table G).

TABLE G. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS BY NATIVITY AND RACE OF MEAD

MativiTy amo Race RELIES
ALL Races 100
wniTe 92
Native 88
Fongien=80AN []
NeGro )
Ornen Races 1

Foreign-born whites: constituted only eight percent of the sam-
ple, Negroes seven percent, and other races, mainly Mexicans,
one percent,

In most areas, native whites comprised between eight and
nine tenths of all relief cases (Table 15). In New Mexico,
however, they accounted for less than one twentieth. In the
0l1d South Cotton area, the relief sample was divided about
equally, half native whites and half Negroes. In the Tobacco
area Negroes made up about a fourth of all reliet cases. For-
eign-born whites were more prominent om relief rolls ia the
Massachusetts and California regions than elsewhere, forming
about ome fifth of all cases in California and one third in
Massachusetts. Smaller but significant numbers appeared also
in the Dairy, Cut-Over, Wheat, Mountain, and Oregon areas.

U, Type of Family and Household

Four out of five of the rural households on relief rolls in
October 1933 were normal families, consisting of husband and
wife, or of husband, wife, and children. The remaining one
fifth was composed of non-family persons and broken families,
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especially umattached mea aand the mother-and-children type.
Ia coatrast with relief households, their mon-relief neighbors
included fewer broken families amd unattached persoms, but also
fewer families of husband, wife, and childrem and more fam-
ilies of only husbaad and wife (Table 16).

Normal Families. Among the normal families receiving re-
lief the husbaand-wife-children type predominated, constitut-
ing approximately three fifths of all relief households and
half of all mon-relief howsebholds. It was, however, much less
common among Negroes than among whites.

In oaly the Cash Grainm region was there a greater propor-
tion of normal families amoag relief than among non-relief
bouseholds, though in the Corn-aad~fHog and Wheat regions the
proportioas were about the same. There was an unusually low
percentage of normal families, 56 percent, among the relief
households in the New Mexico counties.

In the relief group, disregarding households with female
heads, normal families with children occorred in about equal
proportions among farmers and other employed heads, and to a
less extent among unemployed heads. The non-relief population
showed a slightly smaller percentage of such nommal families
among farmers than among other employed heads, and a relatively
low percentage among tne unemployed. The more aavanced aver-
age age of farmers evidently influenced these results. Normal
families with children were relatively more frequent in the
relief than im the non-relief population in each of the broad
occupational categories already mentioned.

The husband-wife family ranked second in importance among
family types. It occurred in one out of every six of the re-
lief households and in nearly one out of three of the non-
relief. It was most prominent among the unemployed, both relief
and non-relief, and least so among farm operators receiving re-
lief. It was much more prominent among non-relief than relief
households of all classes.

Broken Families and Non-Family Persons. Broken families and
non-family persons each comprised approximately ome tenth of
all relief households, but onme twenty-sixth and one ninth, re-
spectively, of non-relief households. Three fourths of the
broken families on relief consisted of mothers and children.
This type of broken family was found three times as oftem in
the relief as in the non-relief population. As would be ex~
Pected, it comstituted by far the largest group among relief
households with female heads. Negro relief cases contained a
Ruch greater proportion of the mother-with-childrea type thaa
did corresponding white households.

Brokea bousebolds were most numerous among the relief cases
of the Tobacco and New Mexico regions, amounting to onme fifth
of all cases.
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Anong non-family persons unattached men outnumbered unat-
tached women nearly two to one. Non-family persoas occurred
in greatest numbers among the non-relief households of the
Cash Grain area and the relief households of the New Mexico
area, accounting for over one fifth and one fourth, respec-
tively, of all cases in those regions.

Familles Including Other Persons. One out of every three
families receiving relief reported the presence in the house-
hold of some person or persons other than the husband, wife,
and their minor children. These "other persons” were defined
as adult own children, other adult relatives, minor children
other than own children of husband and/or wife, and unrelated
persons. Some of these households were families which had
combined or "doubled-up" because of unemploymeat or under-
employment; but the majority were combinations of sormal families
with unmarried or widowed adult children and disabled or
elderly relatives, such as are common during normal times.

In comparison with the relief, the non-relief population
contained somewhat more combined households, the proportion
being two households out of five. This difference was probably
due to the higher age level of non-relief families resulting
in more childrean over 21 living at home, and to the fact that
the non-relief families were better able to support dependent
relatives.

In all but the Southwest Cotton and New Mexico areas, ‘a
larger proportion of relief thanof non-relief cases were fami-
lies living alone.

Among both relief and non-relief households with male heads,
farm operator families included other persons more often than
did non-farm or unemployed families. This was true of about
two fifths of the non-relief farm households with male heads
and of slightly fewer of the relief. However, households with
female heads led in this respect, about half being combined
families. Negro households, with relatively high percentages
both of farm operators and of female heads, were more given to
combination than were white households.

The normal family consisting of husband, wife, and minor
children included non-family persons less often than any other
type, whereas unattached women and fathers with children were
most likely to be livinmg with others.

5. Size of Household

Rural households receiving relief in October 1933 were lar-
ger than those of their non-relief neighbors, the average size
being 4.8 and 4.0 persons, respectively! (Table 17). Moreover,

"l'no relief and non-reljef medians, less affected DY extreme Cases, were
%.0 and 3.0, respectively.
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this held true for households with heads of the same age, with-
in every occupational class except professionals, for each race
and nativity group except Mexicans, and in all areas except
New Mexico (Tables H. 17. 18, 19)%, There was a slijhtly larger

TABLE M. AYERAGE SIZE OF RURAL RELIEF AND WON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS BY SEX AND
USUAL OCCUPATION OF MEAD, OCTOBER 1933

Avemace Si12t OF HousewoLd
Sex auo UsuaL Occupation of Heap Recier Now-ReLrer

AL Heaos 4.8 4.0
MaLe Heaos, 4.9 4.1
lﬁlcm.lllt 5.3 _ 4.3
5.1 4,1
Crorrer 5.7 u.?
Ornea Tewant 5.6 a9
Fama Lasomer . _ 4,7 3.7
Now—AGaicuLTums 4.8 a0
Proressi0nAL 5.4 3.7
PaoeaieTaRY 4.1 3.7
CiemicaL 4.0 3.7
SxiLLEo Lasoren 5.1 4.2
Semi- aue UusxiLiee Lason 8.9 4.1
Mo Uswar Occuration 3.7 2.9
FemaLt Meaos 3.9 2.6

proportion of one~person households in the relief than in the
aop-relief sample, however, probably indicating the frequent
seed for relief among old people living alone {Table 20 and
Figure 1). Thus single-person households and households with
five or more members occurred in the relief population rela-
tively more oftea than in the noa-relief, whereas the saaller
families with two to four members were found more freguently
among the nom-relief Almost one half of the mon-relief fami-
lies but little more than ome third of the relief families con-
sisted of three persons or less. About ome fourth of the lat-
ter im coatrast to only one eighth of the former households
included more than six persons.

Size of Household by Area. Regional differences in size of
bousehold were related to variations in the prevailing occupa-
tional classes, indegree of urbanization, and in other factors.
The two highly rural soutbera regions, Old South Cottos and
Tobacco, had families of more than average size ia both the re-
liet and mon-relief populations (Table 19). This was not true,
however. of the Southwest Cotton area. Large families were also
found in the Dairy, Massachusetts, and Cut-Over areas. Com-
Paratively small average families were found in both relief
and non-relief grouwps in the Corn-and-Hog and California areas.

Relief households were generally about one person larger
than the non-relief. 1In the Mountain and Cut-Over areas the
difference was quite small, while im the Tobacco and Cash

ain regions it amounted to 1.3 persons. Only in the New Mexico

‘e smples 0f professionals oa reiief and of Mexicans were emall.
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counties were the moa-relief households larger than the relief.
This was partly due to the large asumber of broken families
among the Mexicans on relief.

Occupational Yartiation in Size of Household. In both the
relief and non-relief groups, households headed by males usu-
ally emgaged as farm operators tended to be larger than those
whose heads were not so employed (Table H).  Among the farm
operator classes, cropper and tenant families were consistently
the largest, partly because their heads were younger than farm
owers. Croppers were also concentrated in areas of large faa-
ilies. Skilled and semi- and unskilled industrial workers
raaked mext to farm operators in size of family, even exceed-
ing farm laborers in this respect. The white collar group,
from the limited evidence available, had families smaller than
asy others except those headed by females and by males with no
usual occupation. Because of the disproportionate number of
Joung men included in the latter group, however, it is not
strictly comparable with the others. The small size of families
headed by females is accounted for by the fact that they were
largely broken families.

Stze of Household by PFativity and Race of Head. For all
areas combined, Negro households were larger than native white
housebolds (Table 18). In the case of the relief group, this
resulted from the concentration of Negroes in areas where large
families prevailed among both races. Thus in practically every
instance Negro families on relief were not as large as white
fmilies on relief in the same area. The non-relief Negro fam-
ilies, however, were slightly larger than corresponding white
families in the regions where Negroes were numerous; but this
may have been due to occupational or other differences which
were not controlled.

Foreign-bora whites in the Massachusetts and Dairy areas
dad larger families than the native whites. Those scattered
through the remaining areas bad smaller families than the
lative whites ia the relief population but not in the non-relief.
In New Mexico avery large proportion of the cases included were
Mexicans, and these had larger families than did the few native
whites ia the sample. Whea all areas were considered, however,
the Mexican family onrelief had fewer members thaa the average
lative white family.

Size of Fousehold by Age of Head. Households with heads 35
to 44 years of age had the largest families, averaging 6.1 per-
80ns in the relief and 4.8 in the non-relief population (Table
17). There was a steady decrease in size of households as the
dead became older, the amallest families being found where the
dead was 65 years of age and over.
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6. Age Distribution énd Sex Ratio

Afe of Heads of Households. Heads of households receiving
relief tended to be younger than their non~relief meighbors,
but this difference was largely associated with differences in
occupation and sex between the two groups. The median age of:
all heads on relief was about 46 years compared to 49 ycars for
those not on relief {Table I). The inequality was much less

TABLE 1. MEDIAN AGE OF HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELVEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY SEX
AND OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATION OF HEAD
Sex anp OcToden 19%3 Occupation OF Meau ReLIEF NON~REL 1 EF
AL Heaos us.B8 w.0
MaLE HEaDS 45.1 4R, 2
EmPLOYED uy.5 u7.7
Farm OwneR 52.2 83.0
CHOPPER 7.1 %.9
OTnen Fanu Tewant u2.3% 43.0
Farm Lasorer 42.8 uu.3
NON—AGH i LUL TURE 4y 43.9
UNEMPLOYED : ub.u 60.5
FemaLe HEADS u9.8 60.9

between male heads engaged in the same occupation in October
1933; but relief heads were slightly younger in all occupational
classes except among croppers and those employed in non~-agricel~
tural pursuits, where the reverse was the case. Especially large
differences existed among unemployed male beads and female
heads, those on relief averaging! fourteen and elevea years
younger, respectively, than those not on relief, due to the
number of retired old persons in the non-relief group.

The heads on relief were younger tham those in the non-
relief control group in 10 out of the 13 areas surveyed (Table
21). In general, the age differential tended to be greatest
in regions of high average farm values, where mofe time would
probably be needed to acquire land ownership. The median age
of relief heads varied from 43 in the Wheat and 01d South Cotton
areas to over % in the Oregon, Mountain, and New Mexico
counties, Among the non-relief heads the range was {rom nearly
43 in New Mexico to almost 54 in the Corn-and-Hog area. The
differences were partly associated with unequal proportioas of
farm owners, unemployed male heads, and female heads ia the
populations of the several areas.

The oldest group among both relief and non-relief heads was
that of farm owners, who averaged over 50 years of age; the
youngest was that of share-croppers, whose median age was be-
tween 35 and 40 (Table 1),

Extremes of youth and age seem to have been factors predis~
posing to relief. The most noticeable differeaces is the age

hyedians are used 1n this section.
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distribution of all relief aad non-relief heads appeared in the
groups under 25 years of age, the relief showing relatively
more than twice as many heads in that age class as the non-
relief (Table 22 and Figure 2). Moreover, insix out of a total
of seven occupational and sex classes there wereproportionately
more very youmg heads of households in the relief than in
the mon-relief population. Oa the other hand, in four out of
the sevea classes there were larger percentages of very old
heads among the relief tham the non-relief.

Special interest attaches to male heads who were uneaployed
in October 1933, Less than a third of those om relief out
aearly three fifthsof those not on relief were 55 years of age
or over; and relatively more thaa four times as maay relief as
noa-relief heads without employmeat were under 25. Yet the
proportion of relief heads 65 years of age and over was greater
in the unemployed group than ia any other except famm owners
and female heads. Althowgh old age made for unemploymeat ia
the mon-proprietary occupations, it did sot result ia relief
unless it was accempanied by absence of resources.

Negro relief cases in the Old South Cotton and the Tobacco
areas contaised unssually large numbers of elderly one-persoa
families. This caused the beads of Negro relief bhouseholds on
the average to be older tham the heads of white cases. The
heads of Negro families not receiving relief, however, made up
a relatively youag group ia comparison.with those of white non-
relief households.

Bouseholds with Childremn undger 16 Years of Age and Persons
A5 and Over. Nearly two thirds of all relief households, but
less tham half of the nom-relief households, reported one or
more childrea uader 16 years of age. In every occupational
class, also, the perceatage of households of this type was
greater among the relief. They occurred in the largest propor-
tions among temaats, farm laborers, and skilled industrial
laborers oa relief, comprisiag nearly three fourthsof all house-
holds.

0ld people 65 years of age and over were found in 14 per-
cent of the relief and 18 percent of the non-relief households.
Relief housebolds coataining them were most common among the
Professional, proprietary, and farm owaer classes. Very few
lousebolds amonmg croppers aad other tesmants included aged per-
s0ms; but two out of every five non-relief househbolds with ua-
employed male heads and with female heads contained thenm.

Only abost 16 percent of all households on relief compared
with 30 perceat of those mot on relief had neither childrea
Uader 16 nor aay person as old as 65 years.

Age of Nembers of Roussholds Other Tnan Heaas. More than
balf of all members other thaa heads of relief households were
Uader 15 years of age, while this was true of less than two
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fifths in the case of non-relief households (Table 23). This
difference was due to the presence on relief of a larger pro-
portion of the lower economic classes which averaged more chil-
dren per family, to the younger age of relief heads, aand to
other factors. On the other hand, the non-relief population
was carrying a percentage of persons 55 years of age and over
more than half again as large as that carried by the relief
population. The non-relief population also included relatively
more members of the most econmomically productive ages between
25 and 45 years tham did the relief populatiosn,

Ia every occupational class, theproportionof childrea under
15 years of age was much greater in the relief than in the
noo-relief population. The highest percentage of members
under 15 years of age occurred among share-croppers on relief,
partly becasse croppers were a relatively young group, and
partly becanse they were concentrated in areas of large fami-
lies. The lowest percentages of children, on the other hand,
were fouad in households with male heads who had no usual oc-
cupation. Non-relief households whose heads were usually em-
ployed, in non-agricultural industries had a larger percentage
of children than any agricultural class except croppers. Re-
lief households, again excepting croppers, showed relatively
little difference in this respect. The greater proportion of
children among non-agricultural households, as compared with
fars bhouseholds, is probably explained by the more advanced
age of farmers.

Since female heads and male heads with no usual occupation
were somewhat older than male heads who had a usual occupation,
their childrea were also slightly older, resulting in larger
perceatages of members, other than heads, who were 15 years of
age aad over.

Sex Ratto. Households with female heads comprised 13 per-
ceat of relief households and 8 percent of non-relief house-
holds (Table 24). They were most numerous among "other races”
(chiefly Mexicaas) and Negroes, probably because of high rates
of family desertion in those races, and were less frequent
among native whites thaa among foreign-born whites.®

Ia the total relief sample, including heads and all other
aembers, the sex ratio, or proportion of males to females, was
104:100, aad in the non-relief sample it was 111:100. It thus
sppears that the relief popnlation contained a larger propor-
tioa of females thaa did the non-relief population.

‘ho P.E.R.A. research bulletin "Female Neads of Rural Rellief sad Non-Re-
iief Rousehcids, Oetoder 198B° (0-6), June 7, 1030,
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7. Education

Education of Heads of Households. The heads of rural house-
holds receiving relief in October 1933 had distinctly less
schooling than their nonm-relief neighbors. Nearly eight per-
cent of all relief heads surveyed had never attended school,in
comparison with three percent of the heads of households not
receiving relief (Tables J, K, and Figure 3). An additional 19

TABLE J. PERCENT OF HEADS OF OCTOBER 1933 RURAL RELIEF HOUSEMOLDS WHO COMPLETED SPECIF1ED GRADES IN SCHOOL, 8Y AGE AMD RACE

Ase Gaous
Nuatn of Years
ComectTED 1n AL Ases Unota 29~ 253 5%-4a 45-54 95-68 65 ase Own
Senoan frotan AW s T e ool Tovalis Tel NecadTo ran[we s refie cmol Tor aWas vefw Toradwn s 1ejNecaoiToraulin s 1| We saglTo rat Jent TeiNe ano
Torm 100.0 {100.0000.0000.0(100. 04100, 100.0|100.0{100.0[100. 0100 .0000. 0 100. 0[100. 0| 100, 01100. A100. 0 1100. 0{100.0f 100. 0 100.0
Nomt 7.5 5.¢928,3 2.1l L3 7.9 2.9} 1.8{17.5 «.2 2.835.7| 8.9 6.9| 2.1 11.5 9.4 25.2} 14.6| 10,7 #3.8
Gaapt Scuoow:
Unpen 5 19.2 | 17.636.9] 10.3 3.6] 57.9 13.1f 11.2| 33.5( 17.0 15.7| 35.a| 16.8| 14.7] %6.8) 29.2{ 22.9] 36.9| 32.4/ 32.9 30.8
-7 27.2 | 27.723.1[ 20.1| 19,5 22.§25.9) 29.6( 29.3] 53.0 35.8{ 20.7| 24.5] 25.4| 6.7} 27.00 27.2 | 29.2| 25.8| 26.% 23.6
ComrLt o0 29.1| 31.)| 7.2{30.2| 383 - 33,9 35,5/ 1e.5 29.90 31.} 5.8/30.0/36.6 6.9 25.1{ 27.4| 7.0{18.2| 19.9 L9
Hien Scroow:
1-2 9.4 | 10.0 3.8/ 17.4] 18.% 11.§ 19.2{ 15.1} 5.4 10.% 10.9 0.a| 8.1] 8.7 5.3 5.7 %8| 5.7| a.}] «.4
3 2.4 2.6) 0.1] 9.0| 10.3 ~| 3.6f 3.9| 0.8] 1.3 1l.a] - 1.7 L8 - 1.8 1.5 -~ | 2.8} 2.
Courrereo 2.8| 3. - | 9.8 10, ~| 3.6 5.9 -| 2.9/ 2.5 - | 2.4] 2.6] -] 2.4 2.2{ -| LS 1.7
Courtar:
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TABLE K. PERCENT OF MEADS OF OCTOBER 1933 RURAL NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS WHO COMPLETED SPECIFIC GRADES IN SCHOOL, BY AGE AND RACE
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percent of the relief and 11 percent of the non-relief heads
had not progressed as far as the fifth grade, having achieved
little more than the bare ability to read and write. Less
than half of the heads of relief households, compared with two
thirds of their self-supporting neighbors had completed grade
school or better.

As educational attaimnments advanced beyond those ordinarily
acquired during the years of compulsory school ‘attendance; 'the
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handicap of the heads of relief households became progressively
greater, While only one out of every 20 relief heads had been
graduated from high school, one out of six nos-relief heads
bhad progressed that far.

College training was relatively rare amomg both relief heads
and their non-relief neighbors. Onuly three perceat of the moa-
relief and less than ome half of one perceat of the relief
beads were college graduates. In addition, somewhat less thaa
one percent of the non-relief heads had post-graduate or pro-
fessional training, while no relief heads bad such traimisg.

There were significant variations in the amount of school-
ing by areas, reflecting differences in educatiomal opportémi-
ties in the various sections of the country. Areas with large
numbers of Negroes and Mexicans® had particularly bigh rates
of illiteracy. Regardless of variations from area to area in
the average amount of schooling received, however, noa-relief
heads in each area had a decided advantage over relief heads
with respect to educational attaiomeats (Table 25). The com-
sistently higher educational attainments of the aoa-relief
heads has added significance in view of the fact that they
were an older group, on the average, than the relief heads,
and hence a larger proportion of them had the more limited
educational opportunities of a generation ago.?

Bducation of Heads of Households, by Age. Theyoumger heads
in both relief and non-relief groups had had more schooling
than the older, a difference to be expected from the extemsion
of educational opportunities during receat decades (Tables J,K).

The proportion of illiteracy declined from 15 perceat among
relief heads 65 years of age and over to two perceat amoag
those under 25 years. Among non-relief heads, the correspoand-
ing decrease was from four percemt to one percent. Moreover,
the percentage completing grade school increased from 27 aad
58 for heads 65 years of age and over to 68 and 76 for those
under 25, in the relief and non-relief groups, respectively.
foout three percent of the relief heads 65 years of age aand
over had completed high school, in comparison with 11 perceat
of those under 25 years of age, the correspondisg perceatages
for the non-relief heads being 10 and 25, respectively.

Although the amount of schooling was less amomg relief than
non-relief heads in every age group, there was a marked teaden-
cy for the differences to diminish in the younger groups. This

‘om South Cotton, Tobacco, New Mexico.

Tyith the tendency toward the inclusion of a larger proportion of tho
Swhite collar®class of workers on the relief roills as the depressien coa~
tinues, 1t 18 prodadble that there will be & slight increase ia average eod-
ucational attsiomeats of heads of households receiviag relief.
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uadoubtedly reflects the general rise in educational opportuni-
ties and probably also the effects of the extension of compul-
sory school attendance laws.

Bducation of Heads of Rural Rellef and Non-Rellef House-
holds by Race. Negro heads not on relief showed less superi-
ority over those on relief with respect to amount of schooling
received thas was the case among whites (Tables J,K). Twenty-
eight percent of all Negro relief heads had had no formal
schooliag in comparison with 25 percent of the non-relief. In
fact, a larger percentage of relief heads than of non-relief
heads was reported as having completed grade school.! In
neither group had as many as one percent of all heads been
graduated from bhigh school.

The proportion of Negro heads without schooling declined
sharply in the youmger age group, reflectimg the recent advance
in Negro education. The percentage of illiterate Negro heads
raaged from 44 perceat of the relief aad 65 percent of the
mon-relief heads 65 years of age and over, to eight and
five perceat, respectively, of the heads uader 25 years of &ge.

Table 26 gives a comparison of the extent of Negro and
white education in the two areas in which large numbers of Ne-
groes were included in the sample. It emphasizes the results
of the greater educatiomal opportumities for whites than for
Negroes ia the South.

Bducatton of Children. Like their pareats, childrea of re-
lief households were haadicapped educatioaally in comparisoa
with those of moa-relief bousebolds, but the difference was
less thaa between heads 25 years of age and older. During the
Jears of compulsory atteadaance only amall percentages of both
relief and mon-relief children were not atteading school.?

Yet in view of the fact that less thas one percent of the pop-
ulatiom is so haadicapped mentally as to be unable to master

the rudiments of education, too many children 7 to 13 years of
age in each group were not attending school, a condition which
is true of the populatios in general.

No data were obtained relative to regularity of attendance.
As soon as the age of compulsory attendance was passed, how-
ever, relief children dropped out of school more rapidly than
non-relief. For example, 70 percent of the non-relief but 55
percent of the relief children, 16 and 17 years of age, were
in school (Table 27). Completion of grade school was fairly
common, but the percentage was considerably larger for the
non-relief (61 percent of all children 12 to 19 years of age!
than for the relief (47 percent) (Table 28). The rate of

lfhu was probably an sccident of sempling.

’l‘ln percent of the children inhouseholds receiving reilef and three per-
cent of the children in non-relief households.
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graduation from high school differed still more widely between
the relief and non-relief groups. Twenty-seven percent of the
non-relief children 15 to 23 years of agehad completed high
school, compared with 11 percent, or less than half as many,
of the relief children.?

As was the case with heads of households, there was consid-
erable variation by areas with respect to the educational at-
tainments of rural youth, The southern areas had a low propor-
tion of both grade school and high school graduates in compari-
son with other sections of the couatry, reflecting lower-than-
average educational opportunities and also the presence of
Negroes and Mexicans whose educational advancemeat as a group
lags behind that of white children (Table 29).  Whether the
general educational standard in an area was above or below
average, however, reljef children consistently received less
schooling than their non-relief neighbors. With respect to
completion of grade school, the differences between the relief
and non-relief groups tended to be greater in the areas with
the lowest educational standards.

Fducation of Children, by Residence. Children living in
villages received more schooling than those in the open coun-
try. In almost every age-group the proportion of children
attending school was larger for those residing in the villages
than for those in the open country, in the case of both relief
and non-relief children, iandicating the tendency toward better
and more accessible schools in villages. In each type of res-
idence, however, relief children were at a disadvantage com-
pared with their non-relief neighbors (Table 27).

Approximately six in ten relief and seven in ten mon-relief
village children 12 to 19 years of age had completed grade
school, as compared with only four in ten relief and six in ten
non-relief children of the open country group (Table 28). The
difference was even more marked with respect to high school.
In relief families the percentage of village youth who had com-
pleted high school was twice as great as that of opea country
youth. Anong non-relief youth the difference by residence,
while less, was also important, indicating the muchmore ade-
quate high school facilities to be found in villages.

Education of Children, by Race. In Negro as well as white
families, the record of school attendance and of graduation
from grade and high school was better among childrea of self-
supporting paremts than among children of parents receiving

1l"or the United States as s whole, an average of about 30 percent of the
childrenof & given age group reach the last year of high school. ®Schools
and Education® by W.H.Gaumnits in Zconomic and Socsal Probdless and Cow-
dstions of the Squthern Agpalacbt’au, U. 8. Dept. of Agriculture, Misc.
Publication No. 2065, p.103.
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relief. As in the case of heads, however, there vas a tendency
for the differences between relief and non-relief tobe greater
among whites than among Negroes.

¥hile Negro children had the advantage over their parents
of increased educational opportunities, they were still at a
definite disadvantage when compared with white children (Table
30).

8. VWorkers and Dependents

Percentage of Households without Workerg. Although twice as
large a proportion of relief as of non-relief households had
80 workers of either sexl, in neither group was the proportion
large (8 percent and 4 percent, respectively) (Table L).

Complete lack of workers occutred only in households with
male heads unemployed in October 1933 and in households headed
by females. Of the former, about one seventh of the relief but
one third of the non-relief households had no workers. The
lack of workers among the non-relief unemployed probably re-
sulted from the number of retired persons in that group. Among
households with female heads, about one fourth of both those
on relief and their non-relief meighbors were without workers.
Households with female heads, and to an even greater degree
those with unemployed male heads, however, were more numerous
in the relief than in the non-relief population.

TABLE L. PERCENT OF RURM. RELIEF AMD MON—RELIEF MOUSEMOLDS WiTH MO WDRKERS, WiTH WORKERS
BUT WITH MONE EMPLOYED, ANO WiTH MO WORKERS MOR POTENTIAL WORKERS,
BY SEX AND OCTOBER 1933 EMPLOYMENT OF HEAD

Paacent of HousewoLDS Pencent of HousenoLos Pencent or HousewoLos
410 N0 WoakEas WiTe WOAXEAS ST w1TH No Wosaxear woa
L{
Sex ano ExpLovitar or Heas @1 Tw Nomng EmeLovEo PotemviaL Woaxeas
Revier Now—Rei i1er Revier Mou-ReLier Revinr Now—ReLies
AL Heans 8 L} 2 L] 7 L}
Maig Heans
AericuLTeeg - - - - -
Now-AgeicwL Tune - - N - - -
UsewrLoven 18 ] - 68 12 32
Fusare Heaos B . 51 7 % 2
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day person 16 years of age or over 6mpPloyed, or previously employed and
8teking work, 1in October 1933, exclusive of unemployed persons 60 years
Of age and over, was considered a worker.



36 RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEROLDS

Among the households on relief, the percentage with no
workers ranged from less tham 5 ia the Cash Graim, Old South
Cotton, and Cut-Over areas to 15 in the Mountain area, 17 ia
Oregon, and 40 in New Mexico! (Table 31). These low and high
percentages were related respectively to small and large num-
bers of cases with unemployed or female heads in the same
areas. There was much more uniformity in the case of nos-
relief households. In only one area, the Corn-and-Hog counties,
were more than four percent of the households without workers,
and in only one area was the proportion less than two perceat.
In all areas except the Cash Grain the proportion of house-
holds without workers was greater in the relief than in the
non-relief population. The areas in which there were small
percentages of relief households without workers, however,
showed only slight differences between the relief aad non-
relief groups in that respect.

The proportion of households with no workers was coamsider-
able greater among small than large households. Approximately
three tenths of all persons constituting one-person house-
holds, relief and non-relief, were not workers. In the case of
two-person households less than two tenths of the relief aad
one tenth of the non-relief had no workers. Practically no
non-relief households, and only a small percent of relief
households, containing more than four persons lacked a worker.

Number of Workers per Household. The number of workers per
household with workers was 1,4 for the relief and 1.5 for the
non-relief (Table M). The figure also remained alittle saaller
for relief than for non-relief housebolds with the occupation
and sex of the head held constant.

TABLE M. AVERAGE NUMBER OF WORKERS PER RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLO
WITH WORKERS, AND AVERAGE NUMBER OF DEPENDENTS PER WORKER IN THE
SIMFJQUSEHOLDS, 8Y SEX AND OCTOB_ER 1933 EMPLOYMENT OF HEAD

SEx ANO EmMPLOYMENT NuMBER OF WORKERS PER HOUSEMOLD NUMBER OF DEPENDENTS PER WORKER

OF Head RELIEF Nown~REL 1 EF RELIEF NON-REL 1 EF
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FemALE HEADS

Among both relief amd non-relief cases headed by males,
agricultural households averaged only slightly more workers

1‘l'ms high percentage in New Mexico 18 & result of an administrative policy
Of eliminating families contalning employable male heads from the rolls
durinog the summer months and of the system of contract lLabor wheredy the
male heads are employed in the harvest fields leaving the wives and children
at home on relilef.
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per household than did those in other occupational classes.
Households with unemployed male heads were at no appreciable
disadvantage in this respect compared to housekolds whose
heads were engaged in non-agricultural pursuits. Households
headed by females, because of the usually more advanced age of
the members, averaged as many or more workers than agricultural
households with their relatively large numbers of children.

There was considerable variation among areas in the number
of workers per household with workers (Table 32), The lowest
ratio in the relief group was 1.1 in the Cut-Over area, and the
highest was 1,8 in the Old South Cotton area; while ih the non-
relief group the range was from 1.3 to 2.1.

Number of Dependents per Worker. (Of the households that
contained one or more workers, those on relief averaged 2.6
dependents per worker, whereas those mot on relief averaged
only 1.7 and this ratio remained about the same for each occu-
pational category (Table M). That the above difference was in
the main a reflection of the larger families in the relief
population is indicated by the slight variation in the number
of workers per household. Households headed by females had
about one less dependeat per worker than did households headed
by males. This was largely due to tbe smaller size of the for-
mer households. In nearly all areas relief households averaged
about one more dependent per worker than did non-relief house-
holds (Table 32). Only in New Mexico, where there was more
than the aveiage number of dependents per worker among both
relief and non-relief households, did no difference appear.
Moreover, in most areas there tended to be but little varia-
tion from the average of all areas. The Old South Cotton area,
however, had considerably fewer than the average number of de-
pendents per worker, probably because of the extemsive agri-
cultural and Negro population.

Mong the households with workers, the average nuaber of
dependents per worker jncreased steadily with the increase in
size of household. In the relief r~opulation the increase was
from 0,5 in the case of ome-person households to a little over
8 in the case 0f households with 8 or more members; in the
nop-relief population it was from 0.4 to slightly over 3 de-
pendents in similar households. This was true in spite of the
fact that the number of workers per household likewise in-
creased with size of household, ranging from 0.7 for one-person
Telief cases to 2.1 for cases of 10 or more persons, and from
0.7 to 2.6 for non-relief households of corresponding size.

Percentage of Households with No Employed Workers. Many of
the households with female or unemployed male heads that con-
tained workers had no workers employed in October 1933. Of the
bouseholds headed by females that reported workers, 31 percent
of those on relief and 7 percent of those not on relief were
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without employed workers (Table L). As would be expected, the
largest percentages of households with workers who were unem-
ployea occurred among the households of unemployed male heads.
In this group, 84 percent of the relief and 68 percent of the
non-relief had no worker employed.

Number of Dependents per Employed Worker. The relief house-
holds with workers averaged 3.0 dependents per employed worker,’
compared with 2.6 dependents per worker (Tables 32 and 34),
For the corresponding non-relief households, the figures were
1.8 and 1.7, respectively. In the case of relief households
with unemployed male heads, the average number of dependents
per worker was 2.8 and per employed worker was 3.3. The rates
were somewhat lower for non-relief households (Tables M, 33).

The average number of dependents per employed worker in the
reliel households with workers varied from 2.4 in the Mountain
area to 3.6 in the Cut-Over area, the southern, cemtral, moun-
tain, and California regions generally having lower rates than
the northeastern and Oregon regions (Table 34). In every area
surveyed except NewMexico the non-relief households with workers
had fewer dependents per employed worker than did the relief.

Percentage of Householdas witn Neltner Workers nor Potential
Workers. The proportion of householas with neither workers nor
potential workers! differed little from the proportion with-
out workers (Table L). Only seven percent of all relief house-
holds and a little less than four perceant of all non-relief
households bad no persons of either sex, 16 years of age and
over, working or seeking work in October 1933.

The percentage of households with neither workers nor poten-
tial workers changed from area to area in practically the same
way as the percentage of households with no workers (Table 31).

Percentage of Dependents Who Were Potential Workers. Only
six percent of all dependeats? in relief households and four
percent in non-relief households were potential workers (Table
35). There was also little difference between relief and non-
relief groups in the proportion of dependents who were poten-
tial workers when householas were compared according to the
occupation and sex of the head.

The proportions of dependents who were potential workers
showed little variation by area, those imn the relief group
ranging from four to nine percent, and those in the non-relief
group from about three to eight percent. In no area, however,
was the percentage of dependents who were potential workers
greater in the non-relief than in the relief sample.

1Any person 16 years of age Or over never employed dbut seeking work ian
October 1933 was considered a poteatial worker. Doing chores or helplag
witu housework was not consldered empioyment.

2Any member of a household who wes not a worker, as previously defined,
was regarded as & dependent.



III. EARNINGS AND OTHER ECONOMIC ASSETS AND
LIABILITIERS OF RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

1. Source ot Earnings

Altbough a much smaller proportion of relief than of non-
relief households had earmings in October 1933, 66 percent of
the households receiving public relief in rural areas reported
earnings from one or more sources (Table N). In two thirds of
all cases, therefore, relief was given to supplement rather
than to replace family earnings.

TABLE N. SOURCE OF EARNINGS OF RURAL RELIEF AND WON-RELIEF MOUSEWOLDS
N OCTOBER 1933

Psrcantase DisTaisvrion
Sovace oF lucows OF WowsgmoLss ia Ocrosea 1933 or Housswores
Reviur Now-ReLsar
ToraL 199.0 100.0
No Eanmimes 36.2 7.6
Homg Famm .5 : 9.8
Ovmea Fanm 5.6 3.3
Nou-AsRiCuLTVNE 22.8 30,1
Howe Famu ane Otvwga Famw 2.0 3.4
Howe Falw ano NOm-AGRICULTVRE 3.9 10.2
Momg Famw, OTmga Farm, ane Now-AsRicwiLTueg 0.2 0.7
Otuan Fanu ane Noa-AsRicuLTeag 1.2 0.9

1f the sources of earnings are broadly defined as the home
farm, other farms, and non-agricultural occupations, only 10
percent of the relief households wno earnmed an income im Octo-
ber drew their earnings from more than one source, although 14
perceat of the households had more tnan one member gainfully
employed. The difference reflects frejuent employment of more
than one member on the home farm. A somewhat larger proportion
(16 percent) of the corresponding non-relief households had
diversified earmings, and a still larger proportion (30 per-
Cent) of them had two or more members employed.

The chief single source of earnings in both groups was the
home farm, with non-agricultural occupations second in impor-
tance. It isinteresting that more tham twice asmany non-relief
as relief households with earnings combined farming with non-
agricultural employment, altnough this was confined to only
about one mon-relief household in nine.

Source of Earnings, by Area. In most of the areas surveyed
{rom one to two fifths of the relief families had no earnings.
In New Mexico, however, and in the Massachusetts and Dairy
areas, half of the relief nouseholds had no person employed.
In New Mexico, one fourth of the non-relief households also

39
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were without earnings; but in no other area did this ratio ex-
ceed one eighth of suca households.

In most areas a smaller proportion of relief than of non-
relief families reported income from the home farm, and the
same held for non-agricultural earnings. In the majority of
areas, however, more relief than non-relief households gave
"other farm" as the source of earnings - that is, the members
were employed as Iarm laborers. In the Califoraia counties,
where part-time farming is important, more than onme fifth of
both relief and non-relief households received earnings from
more than one source. In the Oregon and Mountain areas, and
among the non-relief households of the New Mexico, Cut-QOver,
and Dairy regions, there was more than average diversification
in source of earnings, again because of the prevalemnce of
part-time farming. In every area the proportion of households
that derived earnings from farming and non-agricultural employ-
ment combined was smaller in the relief than in the non-relief
group.

2. Amount of Earnings

Male heads of relief housebolds other than farm operators.
who were employed im October 1933 earned during that month
less than one third as much as their non-relief meighbors, the
average earnings being $26 and $82, respectively. The heads of
the housenolds that were on relief in October 1933 had also
earned about 30 percent less than the heads of the non-relief
households in October 1928 and October 1923. Differences in
tne age distribution of relief and non-relief heads nad little
effect on the differences in earnings (Table O).

Barnings of Nale Heads in QOctober 1923, 1928, and 1933.
Especially among heads of relief households, average earmings
in October 1933 were considerably lower than earnings in the
corresponding month of the years 1923 and 1928. In most areas
the average October 1933 earnings of heads on relief were ap-
proximately 40 to 50 percent of their October 1928 earnings,
altnough in the Old South Cotton, Southwest Cotton, and the
Corn-and-Hog regions, particularly, they fell evea lower when
compared with the 1928 level. Among the non-relief heads,
earnings in 1933 were about 80 percent of those in 1928, although
in New Mexico they were only half as large (Table 36).

In practically all regions earnings in October 1928 were
slightly less tham those in QOctober 1923, the relief incomes
being 5 to 10 percent less inmost instances, and the non-relief
about 5 percesnt less.

Variation in Earnings of Nale Heads by Age Groups. Among
both the relief and non-relief households, October 1933 earn~
ings reached a maximum for male heads between 40 and 49 years
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of age, witn a steady increase from the younger groups, and a
rather sharp decrease above that age imterval.

Cumulative Distributionof Earnings of Employed Heuds. More
than bhalf of all relief heads with earnings, including females,
earned less than $20 during October 1933, whereas less than
one tenth of the non-relief heads received so small an income
(Table 37). Almost two thirds of tne nom-relief and about one
tenth of the relief heads had earnings of more than $60. One

TABLE 0. AVERAGE MONTHLY EARNINGS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF MALE HEADS,

OTHER THAN FARM OPERATORS, WHO WMERE EMPLOYED OURING OCTOBER
1923, 1928, AND 1933, 8Y AGE GROUPS

Ocrongn 1953 Ocrosen 1923 Octouen 1928 Octoeen 1933
Act or HEao ReLies Non=REL1EF RELier NOwW—REL 1B RELI1€F NOm-—REL | EF
AL Aces $ 80 $ 111 373 31 3 2 R
Unoen 2% . . 59 L] 24 56
25 - 29 66 18 69 ae 27 72
30 - 39 82 100 ™ 103 23 &
40 - a9 %0 2% ” 119 33 »
50 - %9 9 rs 82 13 2e 86
60 - A9 65 100 52 %0 17 mn
70 awp Ovenm 51 ;1) 42 A 17 71

* LESS THAM TEM CASES. AVERAGE NOT LOMPUTRD.

third of the aon-relief but extremely few of the relief heads
earped more than $100. A part of tnis difference ia wages was
occasioned by the larger proportion of low income groups - farm
laborers, semi- and unskilled laborers, Negroes and female heads
in the relief group.

Barnings of White and Negro Nale Heads. Among botn relief
and non-relief households, approximately the same proportions
of heads of Negro and white families, exclusive of farm opera-
tors, were employed in October 1933,

The average wage of employed Negro heads on relief was $17
and of correspoanding white heads $25. Most of this difference,
however, was due toregional ratner tham to racial differences.
In the Old South Cotton and Tobacco areas, where most Negroes
were located, the differential in favor of the whites was only
one dollar.

For every area, on the other hang, there was a widespread
difference between the average wage of the white and Negro
heads not on relief ($84 as compared to $23). In tne two south-
ern areas mentioned above, there was practically no difference
between the earnings of relief and non-relief Negro heads, which
indicates the low ecomomic status of that race in the rural
South.

EBarnings of Nembers of Households, Including Heads., Forty-
five percent of relief and 83 percent of non-relief housenolds
Other than farmers had some member gainfully employed auring
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October 1933, The average combined earnings of all members
were $31 for relief and $M for non-relief households. Compar-
ing these earnings with those of heads alose, members other
than the head of relief housenolds were found to have contri-
buted almost one fifth of the total earnings of the household,
whereas other members of non-relief households contributed
about one eighth. This was in spite of the fact that a greater
proportion of non-relief members other than the head were em-
ployed. The greater proportion contributed by other members in
relief households emphasizes the low earanings of relief heads.
The effect of the earnings of other members was to decrease by
a small percentage the proportion of households in the low earn-
ings group and to increase correspondingly those in the higher
groups.

Approximately equal proportions of white and Negro households
had some member employed, but members other than the head of
Negro relief and non-relief households contributed a greater
share of the income of the family than did other members of
white housenolds. One fourth and one fifthn of the average
earnings of relief and non-relief Negro households, respec-
tively, were added by other members, whereas the corresponding
proportions for whites were about one fifth and one eighth.

Earnings by Size of Household. Among all households earn-
ings increased considerably with increase in the size of house-
hold, and were largest among relief households of nine or more
persons and among non-relief households of six to eight per-
sons (Table 38 and Figure #). The increase in earnings with
increase insize of household is chiefly explained by the earn-
ings of members other than the head.

Earnings in October 1933, by area. The earnings of heads
and of all members varied comsiderably by Area. Part of this
difference was the result of the unequal proportions of
unskilled, skilled, professional, and farm workers in the several
regions; but some of it resulted from local wage scales. Par-
ticularly low total earnings for October 1933 - $20 orless for
relief households, and $70 or less for non-relief households, -
were found in the Old South Cotton, New Mexico, and Corn-and-Hog
regions (Table 39). Rather low earnings also prevailed in tne
Tobacco and Cut-Over areas. Average earnings of more than $40
for relief and more than $115 for non-relief families were re-
ported inthe Dairy, California, and Massadhysetts regionms. The
Oregon and Wheat areas were theonly others where the non-relief
earnings were more than $100. FEarnings of heads alome varied
in much the same way as did total earnings.
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3. Size of Farms

In each of the areas surveyed, farmers on relief operated
-smaller farms than their non-relief neighbors, the median to-
tal acreages being 93 and 119, respectively (Table 40).

Acreage by Area. A number of factors, such as type of farm-
ing and tenure, affect the size of farm. In the Califoraia,
Oregon, New Mexico, Massachusetts, 0ld South Cotton, and Tobac-
co areas, acreages of operators receiving relief were much be-
low the average, the median being 26 acres or less (Table 40).
In the first four of these areas there was considerable truck
and part-time farming, while in the last two the effect of
share-cropping was, evident. The farms of non-relief operators
in the same areas were also small compared to farms of noa-
relief operators in the seven other areas. Particularly high
acreages were found among both relief and nos-relief farmers in
the Wheat and Cash Grain areas. Nevertheless, regardless of
type of farming, tenure, or area, farms operated by households
on relief were consistently smaller than those operated by
households not on relief.

Acreage by Tenure Groups. Compared to other teaure classes,
share-croppers operated the smallest farms, averagimg about 30
acres. There was, furthermore, no differeace between relief aand
non-relief croppers in this respect. In the Old South Cotton
and Tobacco areas, where most croppers were located, their farms
averaged only about 20 acres. In these same regions other types
of tenantson relief operated a somewhat larger average acreage
than did croppers, and farm owners on relief operated farms
about three times as large as the croppers. Among mon-relief
farmers the tenure differences were even greater.

There was no uniform relationship when the acreages o1 farm
owners and of tenants other than croppers were compared.

Acreage by Race. Only in the Old South Cotton aad Tobacco
regions were there sufficient Negro farmers to make an acreage
comparison with white farmers feasible. In these areas the
median acreages of relief Negroes and whites were 19 and 33,
respectively; of non-relief Negroes and whites, 30 and 74, re-
spectively. A part of the difference was the result of the
larger number of farm owners among the whites. The acreage
data nevertheless are further evidence of the well-known in-
ferior economic situation of the Negroes.

In the above mentioned regions more than half of the Negro
farmers on relief and three tenths ot those mot on reliet
operated less than 20 acres, while the corresponding proportions
for white farmers were three tenths and one teath (Table 41).
Practically all Negroes operated less than 50 acres, while onme
fourth of the white relief and six tenths of the white noa-
relief farmers operated more than that amount.
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Acreage of Part-and Whole-Time Farm Operators. Part-time
farmers, most Of them farm owmers, averaged oaly 19 acres in
the case of those receiving relief, and 44 acres in the case of
those not receiviag relief, as compared with 100 and 128 acres
of the corresponding whole-time farmer groups. The acreage of
whole-time operators inmost cases was about double that of the
part-time group; but in such areas asOregoa, California, Mass-
achusetts, aand New Mexico, where truck farmers vwere numerous,
the differeace, particularly among those oa relief, was pro-
portionally much less.

§. Ownership of Livestock

A. Vorkstock

Becanse of the mature of their comtract with the landlord,
croppers did a0t owa workstock. Amoag the remainiag farm op-
erators, however, a majority of both those oa relief aad those
20t oa relief owned oae or more horses or mules, but the pro-
portios was smaller ian the case of relief thas of noa-relief
operators. VWorkstock other thas horses aad males was a0t re-
ported although afewsmall farmers, particularly some of those
oa relief, used oxea aad other cattle for work psrposes.

Proportion of Farm Operators Other tham Croppers without
Vorzstock. Thirty-four perceat of farm owaers aad temaats
(other thaa croppers) oa relief, compared with 18 perceat of
those not oa relief, owmed mo workstock (Table P).

TABLE P. PERCENT OF MURAL WELIEF AND NON-AEL IEF FAMM OPERATORS OTHER Twan CROPPERS, WO OWNED WO
WORKSTOCK, AND THE AVERAGE WMAMER OF WORKSTOOK OWNED OW JANUARY 1, 1934, BY FARM
CPERATORS WITH WORKSTOCK, BY ACREAGE GROUPS
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As many as eight teaths of the relief and sevea teaths of
the non-relief farmers who cultivated less tham 10 acres did
80 without owning a horse or mule. With increase in the size
of farm there was a steady iacrease, among both relief and nom-
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relief farmers, in the number with workstock, uatil ian the’
larger acreage groups only one is tweaty of the relief opera-
tors was without such animals, However, ia the case of ex-
tremely large acreages there was some iacrease ia the propor-
tion of farmers lackimg workstock, probably because of the
substitution of tractors.

On practically all sizes of farms relatively more relief than
nos-relief farmers were without horses or mules.

In a majority of areas somewhat more farm owaers than teaants
{other than croppers) on relief were provided with work ani-
mals, but differeaces by tenure among noa-relief operators were
not-consisteat.

dverage Number of Workstock Owned by Farm Operators Other
than Croppers. Non-relief farmers who owned workstock aver-
aged 4.2 horses and mules, whereas their relief aeighbors av-
eraged 3.6 (Table P). However, a few areas and farms with a
great number of workstock make these averages less representa-
tive than the corresponding mediams of 2.7 aad 2.0.

Altbough in most acreage classes the relief operators with
workstock owned smaller numbers of animals thas did the mom-
relief operators, this was not always true, and the absolute
differences were generally small.

Ownership of Workstock, by Area. There was coasiderable
variation, depending on the prevalent type of farming and sise
of farm, in the proportion of farm operators withoat workstock
from area to area. At least three fourths of the relief aad
half of the non-relief operators in the California, Oregon, aad
Massachusetts regions had no workstock, but im these regioas
there was considerable part-time or truck farming (Table 42),
In the Wheat, Cash Grain, New Mexico, aad Tobacco regions, oa
the other hand, less than omse fifth of both relief and aom-
relief operators were without workstock.

Particularly in the Old South Cotton, Cora-and-Hog, Cut-Over,
and Dairy regions, and to a less extent in the Oregon and Mass-
achusetts areas, a much larger proportion of noa-relief thaa
of relief . operators possessed such stock. In the Tobacco area
there was little difference in the proportion of ownerslup of
work animals by relief and non~relief operators.

Parm operators on relief in most areas who owned any work-
stock at all usually had one team. Only in the Mountain, Cash
Grain, and Wheat areas did they average more than three ani-
mals each. In these sameregions, and also in the Cora-and-Hog
and Southwest Cotton areas, non-relief operators averaged four
or more work animals apiece.

Generally, in areas where a high percentage of farm opera-
tors owned workstock the average number of animals owned was
also large.
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In a majority of areas non-relief operators owning work-
stock averaged at least une head more than relief operators.
Part of this difference was due to the larger farms of non-
relief operators; but theconcentration of relief farmers in the
Cash Grain and Wheat regions reduced the average relief and
non-relief difference for all areas combined to a little over
half a head.

B. Other Livestock

Not oaly did a smaller proportion of relief tnan of non-
relief households ownsuch livestock ascows, hogs, and poultry,
but the relief housebolds, as a rule, owned them in smaller
numbers than did the mon-relief. More than two thirds of the
relief bouseholds, compared with less than half of the non-
relief households, had no cows (Table Q). There was less differ~
ence in the ownership of hogs, 72 perceamt of the relief and 65
percent of the non-relief households reporting none. Forty-
five and thirty-four percent of the relief and non-relief house-
holds, respectively, had mo poultry.

TABLE Q. PERCENT OF RURAL RELIEF AND MON-RELIEF HOUSEWOLDS THAT OWNtD NO
LIVESTOCK, JANUARY 1, 1934, BY 3SEX OF HEAD AND
B8Y OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATION OF MALE HEAD
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Area Vartations tn Ownership of Livestock. In almost every
area, both the percentage of housenolds owniang cows, hogs, and
poultry, and the average number of animals owned, were smaller
among relief households than among their non-relief neighbors.
The ownership of cows was more prevalent among both relief and
non-relief households in the Southwest Cotton, Cut-Over, Wheat,
and Mountain areas than elsewhere (Table #3). Hogs appeared
most generally in the Old South Cotton, Southawest Cotton, and
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Wheat areas, although even there they were owned less often
than cows. The high proportion of relief households in the
Corn-and-Hog area without hogs is due to the relatively small
number of farm operators and the large number of unskilled la-
borers on relief. Poultry was relatively common, especially
in the same areas as hogs. Massachusetts, New Mexico, and
California had the fewest households keeping food animals.
Hogs were unusually scarce in the Dairy area, while cows were
noticeably rare in the Corn-and-liog area.

The largest numbers of animals, per household baving any,
were found in the Wheat and Cash Grain areas in the case of
cows, hogs, and poultry; and in the Southwest Cotton area in
the case of hogs alone (Table 44). On the other hand, the
smallest average numbers of cows and chickens appeared in the
Tobacco and New Mexico areas, and the smallest number of hogs
in the New Mexico and Cut-Over areas.

Qwnership of Livestock by Farm Owners and Tenants. Approx-
imately three tenths of the farm owners and tenants on relief
owned no cows, but only one eighth of the corresponding non-
relief operators werewithout them. No hogs were reported by 53
percent of relief and 45 percent of non-relief farm owners,
whereas the percentages of temants owning none were 35 and 29,
respectively. Very few relief or non-relief operators lacked
poultry -~ only 17 percent of relief owners and 12 percent of
relief tenants, and less than 10 percent of the corresponding
non-relief heads. Though these figures for all areas combined
would indicate that relatively more tenants than owners were
provided with livestock, in most areas, analyzed separately,
the reverse was true. Greater concentration of tenants in
areas where ownership of livestock was most common explains
the apparent discrepancy.

The same factor explains theslightly higher average numbers
of livestock owned by tenants than by farm owners among relief
operators in all areas combined. Relief owners and tenants re-
porting such livestock averaged, respectively, 3.5 and 3.9 cows,
4.6 and 4.7 hogs, and 49 and K2 chickens ( Table R}, Non-
relief operators owned more livestock of every kind than did
relief operators of corresponding tenure.

Ownership of Livestock by Croppers. Fewer share-croppers
than other farm operators in the South owned livestock, and
the average number owned was smaller. Moreover, croppers not
on relief were little better supplied with the various types
of livestock than were those on relief, Approximately balf of
both relief and non-relief cropper households owned no cows
{Table Q). The possession of hogs was not so limited, although
about two fifths of both relief and non-relief croppers were
without them. Ownership of poultry was most common, only one
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fifth of the relief and one teath of the mom-relief cropper
households reporting none. '

Both the relief and mon-relief cropper families owning chick-
ems reported an average of about 25 ( Table R). Nou-relief
families, however, had about two cows and four hogs, whereas
relief families bad about one cow and two or three hogs.

TABLE R. AVERAGE MUMBER OF LIVESTOCK OWNED BY RURAL RELIEF AND MOW—REL1EF HOUSEMOLDS REPORTING SUCH
LIVESTOCK, JAMUARY 1, 1934, BY SEX OF WEAD AND BY OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATION OF MALE HEAD
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Ownership of Livestock by Farm Laborers. The owmership of
livestock was bardly more common among households whose heads
were eagaged as farm laborers than among mon-agricultural work-
ers. Relief status made little difference inm tkis class. Be-
tween eight and nime teaths of all farm laborers owaned no cows,
approximately the same proportioa had no hogs, and almost half
were without poultry (Table 0).

The mumbers of animals owned by farm laborers were consider-
ably below those reported by farm owners and tenants. Farm la-
borers who kad such livestock averaged less than two cows, be-
tween two and three hogs, and about 30 chickens (Table R).

Ownership of Livestock by Non-Agricultural Households. Few
households whose heads were engaged in mon-agricultural pur-
suits had any livestock, but slightly more of those oam relief
than of their non-relief neighbors had cows, pigs, or chickens,
possibly the result of the efforts of such households to sup-
Plement their meager income. More than 80 percent of the house-
bolds werewithout cows, betweem 80 and 90 percent had no hogs,
aad about one third bad no poultry (Table Q).

Among the families possessing food amimals, those noton re-
lief bad more (Table R). When relief households had such ani-
mals they consisted on the average of a cow or two, a couple
of pigs, and two dozen hens.
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Ownership of Livestock by Households with Female and Unem-
ployed Male Heads. From 85 to 90 percent of the relief aouse-
holds having female or unemployed male heads owned no cows,
and about the same proportion had nu hogs (Table Q). The cor-
responding non-relief figures were 75 and 85 percent. Approx-
imately 60 percent of the relief households with unemployed
heads and 70 percent of those with female heads were without
pouitry, as compared to Little more than half of the non-relief
households of the same types,

The average numbers of livestock owned by relief households
in these two groups who had livestock were comsistently smaller
than the numbers owned by non-relief households.

5. Indebtedness

BEighty-two percent of the relief and 64 percent of the non-
relief households reported debts (Table S). The average amount

TABLE S. EXTENT AND AMOUNT OF INDEBTEONESS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOLSE-
HOLDS ON JANUARY 1, 1934, BY THE USUAL OCCUPATION OF THE HEAD

PERCENT OF HOUSEROLDS wiTk AVERAGE AtOunT OF TuDEDTEDNESS
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hd LESS Tuan 10 cASES. AVERAGE NOT COMPUTED.

outstanding per indebted household, however, was $500 for the
relief and $1,600 for thenon-relief. The larger proportion of
property owners among the non-relief households accounts for
the difference. The borrowings of both groups were evidently
closely related to their credit ratings.

Almost one fourth of tne indebted relief households had
petty obligations ot less than $50, approximatcly half owed
less than $150, three fourths owed less than $500, and only
one eighth had incurred an indebtedness of more than $1,000
{Table 45). Among the non-relief households with debts about
one tenth owed aslittle as $50, whereas nearly two fifths owed
$1,000 or more.

Area Variatton in Extent and Amount of Indebtedness. In the
relief population, theproportion of those without indebtedness
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varied from around 5 percent inm the Wheat and Cash Grain re-
gions to more than 50 percent im New Mexico (Table 46). Ian
most areas, however, the proportion was betweea 15 and 25 per-
cent. Tnere was less extreme variation among the nom-relief
households, about 35 percent im most areas being without lia-
bilities, though the figure fell to some 20 percent in the
¥heat and Mountain regions and rose to over 40 percent in the
Dairy and Southwest Cotton areas.

Among both the relief and non-relie{ households, the amount
of indebtedness also varied greatly. In the Old South and To-
bacco regions the average obligation wasless than $22% for the
indebted relief and $800 for the indebted non-relief house-
bolds; and in New Mexico the figures were still lower. This
was partly a reflection of the large number of croppers or farm
laborers in these areas. In tne Cash Grain and California
counties, on the other hand, the indebtedness averaged more
than $700 for the reltief and over $2,400 for the noan-relief,
and reached a maximum in the Wheat area with $1,300 and $3,300
for relief and non-relief, respectively. In the Cash Grain and
Wheat regions large-scale farming accounted for the heavier
indebtedness.

Areas with large proportions of the relief population in
debt tended to have large debts per relief case. Ip the non-
relief population this tendency was less marked.

Extent and Amount of Indebtedness by Usual Occupation of
Head of Household. Particularly in the relief group, more farm
owners and tenants than heads usually employed inm other oc¢cu-
pations reported indebtedness (Table S). The greater frequency
with which non-relief farm owners and tenants other thaa crop-
pers had indebtedness, compared to other classes, is somewnat
obscured by the concentration of non-relief owners and tenants
in a few areas in which indebtedness was quite limited. In
most areas, about three fourths of the owners and tenants and
a third or more of other heads were indebted. A comparatively
large proportion of female heads, and to a less extent, male
beads with no usual occupation, croppers, and farm laborers,
had no obligations. In every occupational class there were
relatively more relief than non-relief nouseholds with indebt-
edness.

Tne average amount of indebtedness per indeoted housenold
was usually largest among those occupatiomal classes in which
the largest proportions of households were indebted. In all
classes the amount of indebtedness was several times greater in
the case of the non-relief than of the relief households. The
proprietary classes, both agricultural and son-agricultural,
were the most heavily indebted. In the case of farm owners,
the average indebtedness of relief neads was over $1,300, and



52 RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

of non-relief heads $2,600. Tenants, also, bhad large amounts
of indebtedness, as did theupper npon-agricultural classes. In
the non-proprietary occupatious, those heads employed at the
more skilled types of work, i.e., professionals, clerical work-
ers, and skilled tradesmen, generally had the larger debts.
Tne average debt of farm laborers, croppers, and semi- and un-
skilled industrial laborers was small. Though the indebtedness
of female relief heads and male relief heads with no usual oc-
cupation was low, tnat of the corresponding non-relief groups
was fairly high. The relatively high indebtedness in tne mon-
relief group was probably caused by the high proportion of farm
owners among employed female heads and by the presence of a
number of retired heads among the male heads with no usuwal oc-
cupation.



1v. OCCUPATIONS, INDUSTRIBRS, AND UNEMPLOYMENT OF
MALE HEADS AND OTHER MEMBERS OF RELIEF
AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

1. Usual Occupation of Male Heads

No characteristic of relief households is more fundamental
than the usual occupation of their heads. The occupation is
normally the source of self-support, and may be more responsi-
ble than the family itself when the latter is forced on public
relief.

Occupattonal Distridbution. In primarily agricultural coun-
ties it is somewhat surprising tofind that only a small major-
ity of male heads, im both relief and non-relief samples, were
usually engaged in agriculture. The proportions from agricul-
tural occupations were almost the same for the two groups, 52
percent for therelief and 56 percent for the non-relief. This
similarity, however, was ia part due to the method of sampling
employed, whereby each relief case was matched by the two
nearest mon-relief neighbors (Table T and U and Figure 5).

TABLE T. USUAL OCCUPATION OF MALE HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY AREA,OCTOBER 1933
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PagraieTaRY 2.1 2,6' 8.6| 2.9 3.8] 1.1} 0.2 2.0 2.6] 2.e|l 0.7 3.7 0.7
CuemicaL 1.9 1.1 L5 0.6 3.0] 0.6] 1.1 1.6 - 4.7) 5.0 1.3 2.9 1%
S«<icLee 7.9) a6 6.4 3.0] 11.6] 3.2| 10.7 5.5 2.1} 21.3| 8.6 2,0| 9.6] &9
Seat~
oty | ma| o 2.1 12.0] 30.3] 6.8 13| ant| 17.6] e6.1] 1n2| 12.0|u6.1] 30,8
Mo LasT UsuaL
OccuraTion 1.8 8.3 8.2 8.4 L9| 8.4] 8.3 9.3] 11.8 3.0| 7.3] 12.u| 6.a| 3.7

Yi}ﬁigmAthe agricultural group, most of the heads on relief
were temants other thancroppers (23 percent), with farm owners
second (12 percent), farm lavorers third (1l percent), and
share-croppers fourth (5.5 percent). When the proportions of
these several agricultural classes in the relief group are com-
Pared with the non-relief, it is seen that, in spite of an un~
koown amount of matching when taking the non-relief sample, the
relief rolls exerted a stromg selective action on certain oc-
Cupational classes, Farm owners were very much under-repre-
Sented on relief, while each of the other classes was over-
Tepresented, particularly share-croppers, and to a somewhat less
degree, farm ‘laborers and tenants.

Passing to the 4] percent of all male heads of relief house-
holds who were employed in industries other than agriculture,
the greatest part, 28 percent, were found to belong in the
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category of semi-skilled and unskilled laborers. The next larg-
est group, eight percent, was made up of skillea laborers of
various kinds. The so-called "wnite-collar" classes - clerical
workers, proprietors, and professionals - composed only four
percent of all male neads on relief. Here again, when tne pro-
portions of the non~-agricultural occupational classes in the
relief group were compared with those in the non-relief group,
inejualities were found. The semi- and unskilled laborers oc-
curred on relief rolls out of all proportion to their numbers
in the non-relief population; but each of the other classes
was under-represented on relief, the degree of under-representa-
tion dihinisning from the higher socio-economic classes to the
lower (Table V).

TABLE U.  USUAL OCCUPATION OF MALE HEADS OF RURAL NON-REL(EF MOUSEMOLDS, BY AREA, OCTOBER 1933

Soute MASSA~ Qo | Come
Usuai Occuration| A5 | losreon | muar| 1= 10~ 1ouny | wesr | W% | o | O | goun,] o] QT
REAS| Tan PO A | BACCO Cotrow | MEICO sarvs |GRAIN Corrod Hos jOven
Totm 100.0 {100.0 1100.0 [100.01100.0 [100.0(100.0|100.0 [100.0 [100.0 ]100.0 [100.0 {100.0{100.0
Achi QA Tung 59.5|67.7) 6.8 | 9.5| 53.8 [66.0| 53.8| 68.8 | 56.a | 17.0 | %2.2]| 75.3] 38.%} 67.7
Ometnt 33.6190.1( 33,9 | sl.e| ».u |35.1| as.2) .4 [83.2] 13.1] 35.30 27.2( 20.0] MW.2
Crorren 1.71 0.8 0.3 | — | 0.6 |13.35] — 1.5 | — - 0.2¢ 11,4 0.1y -~
Teuam? 13.7115.8| 7.0 | 16.1 5.7 |1%.0]| a.2] 5.1 6.0 0.7 [ 13.9! 3.t 122 5.8
Fame Lagonen 8.5/ 11.5]| 5.5 2.2 1.0 24| 5.2 30 | 27.0 3.4 2.6| 2.%| 6.2 3.0
Now-AGa | v Turt 0.2/ D.¢| 9.5 | 6.2| a5.1 | 27.7| 4a,3{ 23.9 | 31.7 | 80.8 | 03.6117.0| %6.u] 2.9
Proreasiona 2.1] 3.0 1.6 2.1 1.3 2.1 1.9 1.4 0.1 2.1 40! 0.4 2.4 1.9
Proeni ¢ rany 1.9 7.7(13.7 | 10.3} 6.6 6.3 5.7] s 1.4 9.7 | 17.3| 3.6 9.4f =.8
Qerrca 8.3 3.6 5.6 4.8( 3.8 4.8| u.6| 3.5 1.2 9.5 | 10.4| 2,8 6.8 3.6
Sxiep 10.5( 6.3| 8.6 3.7113.2 6.6 17.1| 5.0 3.¢ | 24.1 4.2| 2.8[13.7] 7.0
Sbei~ w0 bemiLeo | 16.6( 8.8 17,0 5.3| 20.4 7.9| 189 5.2 | 2.8 | 38.6 7.6| 7.8 u.u|l 12.6
No Last Usuae
Qecurarion a.g| 2.9 3.8 4.3 1.3 6.5] 1.9 7.3 2.1 2.0 4.2| 8.0/ 5.1 1.8

Occupational Distribution, by Areas. Although all of the
areas surveyed were commercial agricultural regions, consider-
able variation by area in the occupational distribution of the
heads of households whowere receiving relief would be expected
because of differences ia climate, crops, resources, and indus—
tries. Moreover, the usual occupational distribution of relief
heads would be affected by still other factors. The use of
October as the survey month would probably reduce the propor-
tion of those engaged im agriculture, particularly those em-
ployed as farm laborers, but the reduction would be unequal in
the several areas. Likewise varying administrative procedures
would unquestionably influence the occupational composition of
the relief population from state to state,

The distribution of the relief neads among the several oc-
cupational classifications mentioned above was found to be no
more uniform from one area to another than the above consider-
ations would suggest. The proportion usually employed im agri-
culture ranged from 22 percent in the urban Massachusetts
counties to 73 percent in the counties of the great plains
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Wneat region, being above average (52 percent) in the Mountain,
Oregon, Wheat. Tobacro. Southwest Cotton, New Mexico, Cash
Grain, and Old South Cotton areas, and below average in the
remainder. In 8 out of the 13 areas surveyed, agricultural-
ists were under-represented oa relief; in five (Qregon, Yheat,

Tobacco, Massachusetts, and Cash Grain) they were over-repre-

sented.

- When the agricultural group was analyzed by areas it was

X //]‘ found that farm owners were relatively numerous on the relief
\i' ' rolls in Oregon, California, and tne Cut-Over areas; farm
! owners and tenants other tnan croppers dominated in the Dairy
f area; farm owners and farm laoborers in Massacnusetts and tne
i Mountain area; tenants other than croppers in the Wneat, Soutn-
" ~west Cotton, and Cash Grain areas; tenants and share-croppers
, in tne Old South Cotton area; share-croppers in tne Topacco
larea; and farm laborers in New Mexico and the Corn-and-Hog

area. .

| Ia some respects, however, consistency did appear. Ia every
‘type of farming area surveyed, farm owners were under-repre-
"sented in the relief group compared with the control group,

/ this fact being especially striking in the Cash Graim, Old
£ South Cotton, and Torn-and-Hog areas. Share-croppers were
| over-represented on relief in all areas where they occurred in
/ any anumbers. Tenants otnher than croppers were over-represented
in 9 out of 13 areas, but toa notable extent only in the Wheat
and Tash Grain areas. Farm laborers were over-represented in

all but two areas. :

7 The non-agricultural occupational group on relief, unlike
the agricultural group, was everywhere dominated by a single
class. Semi- and unskilled laborers made up the bulk of this
group in each area, ranging from half in the Cash Grain area
to nearly nine tenths in New Mexico. They also constituted not

* less than one third of all male heads receiving relief in 5 of
the 13 areas, namely, California, the Dairy region, Massachu-
setts, the Corn-and-Hog area, and the Cut-Over area. Skilled
labor was the second largest sub-class in the non-agricultural
category receiving relief in all areas but one. The proportion
varied by areas from one tenth to unearly three tenths of all
non-agricultural relief households and was most important in

the Casn Grain counties and Massachusetts,

The "white collar" classes (professionals, proprietors, and
clericals) were most promiuent on tne relief rolls in Califor-
nia, Massachusetts, Oregon,the Corm-and-Hog area, and the Cash
Grain area; but nownere did they form as much as one tenth of
the total male heads on relief. They were especially unimpor-
tant in New Mexico, the Dairy area, tne Tobacco area, the Old
Soutn Cotton area, and the Cut-Over area, where they varied
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from 0.3 perceat to 2.7 percent of male relief beads. In all
areas, professionals made up a smaller part of the male heads
on relief than any other class, usually being coamsiderably
under one perceat of thetotal, and never more than 1.7 percent
(Californial.

1a all areas except New Mexico, semi- and unskilled laborers
formed a much larger proportion of the relief than of the non-
relief group. On the other hand, skilled laborers were under-
represented on relief in 11 out of 13 areas. The "white collar”
classes were everywhere markedly under-represented in the relief
group compared with the control group. This was also true
of proprietors and clerical workers considered separately.
Professionals were an exception in 3 out of the 13 areas, un-
doudbtedly because of their small numbers in the samples taken.

2, Occupations of Male Heads in October 1933

Wide-spread loss of the usval occupation due to the depres-
sion led to a decrease im the proportion of heads of relief
households who were employed im October 1933 in nearly every
occupational class. Although unemployment was a comparatively
sinor factor in the non-relief population, a decline occurred
there also (Table V). Ia both groups, however, the amount of

TABLE ¥. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF LASY USUAL AND OCTOBER 193% OCCUPATIONS
Of MALE WEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-REL'EF HOUSEHOLDS

Otcubairon of Waci Heass _Ll;-l“IJsuL_OCCULA‘YJUH [9‘12’,&5_1 Occvration

ReELier Non~-REL1EF RELEr Now-RELIEF
ToraL? 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
AGRiCuUL TURE 51.7 55.% u3.u 59.7
Ownen 12.4 315.6 11.5 38.6
Crorren 5.5 1.7 u.6 2.3
Tenmany 22.9 13.7 22.2 14.9
FARM Lasonen 10.9 4.9 5.1 3.9
Nou-AGRICuLTuRE u0.% 40.2 20.5 33.1
Pruressionac 0.2 2.1 - 1.8
PROPRIETART 2.1 1.9 0.8 7.9
CLERICAL 1.9 5.3 0.2 4.3
S<iLLER 1.9 10.3 2.0 6.3
Skmi- amD UnSkiLLEV LAaSOR 28.4 14.6 17.8 12.8

No Last UsuaL Occurarion

OR UNEMPLUYED L 7.8 4.4 36.0 7.3

A u,BB3 Recr1eF anu 11,003 NON-RELIEF MALE nEADS.

shrinkage differed from one occupation to amother, so that the
October occupatiomal distribution departed considerably from
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the distribution by last usual occupation. It is also certain
that the employment of many of those who were working in Oct-
ober was temporary, often nothing more thanodd jobs. The fact
that a majority of the heads receiving relief were employed in
October inagicates the inadegquacy of the employment.

Changes in the Proportion Employed in October 1933, by
Usual Occupatton. Farming was more stable than any other occu-
pation, as judged by the proportion of heads employed im farm-
ing in October 1933 compareus with the proportion usually so
employed. Tne only occupational class among relief heads tnat
maintained practically the same quota in October 1933 as usual
was that of farm tenants otner than croppers. It appears that
relatively few tenants weredispossessed, and that their places
were largely filled by the unemployed from other occupations.
There were, indeed, actual increases in October 1933 in the
proportion of farm tenants other than share-croppers in 8 out
of the 13 regions surveyed. The decrease in farm owners and
share-croppers from the number usually so employed was also
small, 7 and 16 percent, respectively, and in four areas, par-
ticularly the Cut-Over, more heads reported the occupation of
farm owner in October 1933 than gave this as their usual occu-
pation.

Among non-relief neads, there was a slight increase in farm
operators of all classes in October 1933 relative to the usual
number in every area except the Corn-and-Hog Belt.

The "white collar™ vocations, at which a small percentage
of the heads on relief were formerly engaged, had been aban-
doned by most of these heads in October 1933. The same was
true of skilled manual work, which normally claimed about
eignt percent of relief neads, but im October 1933 was reduced
to only two percent. Similarly, the perceatage of relief heads
usually employed as farm lavorers had declined more than half
in October 1933, and increasea only in the 0ld South Cotton
counties, Semi- and unskilled industrial laborers decreased
more than one third, inspite of a considerable drift into this
class of tne jobless from other classes. In tne Corn-and-Hog
area alone was tne proportion working as laborers in October
1933 greater than usual.

In tne case of the heads of households not on relief, the
skilled labor class slumped more than any other in October
1933, about 40 percent of its members being unemployed or
shifted to other occupations. The semi- and unskilled indus-
trial labor class fell off 12 percent, the "white collar"
classes not quite so mucn, and farm laborers 13 percent, All
of these declines 1in employment, however, were more moderate
than those experienced by the relief group.
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Composition of the Occupattonal Groups in October 1333 in
Perms of the Last Usual Occupation. The occupations which in
October employed the smallest proportion of outsiders - men
who were not usually engaged in thuse occupations - were skilled
labor, the professions, and farm ownership (Tables 47A, 47B).
QOn the otuer hand, farm labor, share-cropping, and, in the re-
lief group, semi- and unskilled industrial labor, showed rela-
tively high average percentages of new-comers, although this
was not true of farm labor on relief in tne Corn-and-Hog, New
Mexico, and California areas, nor of industrial labor on
relief in the Cut-Over and Oregon areas. The ranks of share-
croppers were most heavily invaded is the Southwest Cotton
area, where 43 percent of tne croppers on relief were not
croppers by last uswval occupation. Io the Old South Cotton
counties 29 percent, and in the Tobacco counties only 20 per-
cent of the croppers receiving relief in October were drawn
from other occupations and from young men just starting. In
each of these areas, a large proportion of the non-relief
heads who were croppers in October also reported other usual
occupations.

The sources of these new recruits varied with the occupa-
tion. Of the 17 percent of the farm owner class on relief in
October that had recently entered it from other occupations,
two thirds came f{rom noao-agricultural vocations or had no
usual occupation, while one third were formerly farmtenants and
farm laborers. In the Corn-and-Hog, Cash Grain,and New Mexico
areas, however, no relief nead not usually engaged in agricul-
ture became a farm owner, and there was great irregularity in
these proportions inthe other areas. Just how much ejuity was
involved in this recently acquired ownership is oot known.

One third of all the heads of relief households who were
share-croppers in October did not report share-cropping as
their usual occupation, most of them being drawn from the
ranks of those with po usual occupation, largely young men,
semi- and unskilled industrial laborers, and tenants. Twenty-
seven percent of farm tenants other than croppers were new re-
cruits, most of them having formerly been semi- and unskilled
industrial laborers, young heads and others with no usual oc-
cupation, and farm owaers (5 perceat). Skilled laborers re-
sorted to farming as tenants in appreciable numbers in the Cut-
Over, Cash Grain, and California counties.

0f the relief heads engaged as farm laborers, 40 perceat
had been employed im other occupations, or never usually em-
ployed, about 6 percent having been forced down from the posi-
tion of farm owner and 11 percent from that of tenant, while
10 percent had been semi- and unskilled industrial laborers,
and 7 percent had had no usual occupation.
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More than one third of the relief heads employed at semi-
and unskilled industrial labor inOctober had not long belonged
to thisclass., Most of these were former farm laborers, tenants,
and young men and others with no usual occupation, although
an appreciable aumber were skilled artisans, especially in Cali-
fornia and Massachusetts, and a few were farm owners. Skilled
workers on relief showed few invaders, only 10 percent.
These were drawn from unskilled laborers, farm tenants, and
heads too young or too old to have a usual occupation. It is
probable that some of those from the last two classes were
once skilled artisans who were forced from farming or retire-
ment back into their former trades.}

Composition of the Unemployed Group tn October 1933 in
Teras of the Last Usual Occupation. Semi- and unskilled indus-
trial labor contributed nearly 39 perceat of all heads of
relief bouseholds who were entirely unemployed inOctober. This
was more than three times the contribution of the next occupa-
tion, farm labor, which was responsible for 12 percent of the
idle. Skilled labor and the group with no uasual occupatioa
each supplied more than 1l percent of the jobless, and farm
tenants 10 percent. Among non-relief heads, about 25 perceat
of the relatively small number of unemployed were traceable to
the group with no usual occupation, 24 perceat to semi- and
unskilled industrial labor, 19 percent to skilled labor, and 9
percent to farm ownership, while the remaining 23 percent were
scattered among the other occupations.

The above perceatages do not apply im all areas, however,
In the Old South Cotton counties share-croppers, rather thaa
industrial laborers, furnished more (39 percent) unemployed
heads of housebolds on relief than did any other class, Ia
Massachusetts, skilled laborers led with 25 perceat; in the
Cash Grain area, farm tenants were responsible for 25 percent;
and inNew Mexico farm laborers supplied 38 perceat of the job=
less. In the case of mon-relief heads, most of the unemployed
in October weredrawn from semi- andunskilled industrial labor-
ers in seven areas, and from those with no usual occupatios
in four. In only three areas was the chief source of the ua-
employed the same for the relief and non-relief groups.

3. Industries Employing Male Heads

Usual Industries.? Only eight percent of the male heads of
rural relief households and four percent of their non-relief
neighbors in October 1933 had not been usually employed ia

1the *wnite collar® classes - professional, proprietary, and clerical
workers - are omitted from this discussion becauss of small samples.

"rn. %usual® industry was defined as the last industry at which the head
was employed before October 1, 1929, and for not less than thres years
within the period November 1, 1923 to October 31, 1933%.
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some industry within ten years (Table W). Part of these small
percentages was accounted for by natural causes such as age.
Thus, with few exceptions, the rural relief cliemts of the
Emergency Relief Administration were emergency unemployment
cases or cases earning insufficient income.

Agriculture, manufacturing and mechanical industries, and
transportation and communication formerly employed approximately
three fourths of allmale heads, with little difference between
the distributions of th e relief and non-relief groups. Among
the remaining one fourth smaller proportioss of relief than of
son-relief heads had been engaged in professional service,
public service, trade, and domestic and personal service.

TABLE W. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF MALE HEADS OF RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS CLASSIFIED
8Y LAST USUAL AND OCTOBER 1933 INDUSTRIES

rREUsTAE O ML Wikas Lasr UsvaL dapusTuy Ocruper 1933 Inuvusfry
ReLiar Nun-—REL 1 EF RELIEF WON-ReL 1e#

Torar * 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0
AGRiCULTURE 51.7 55.5 n3.4 %9.7
FORESTAY AnD Fisning 0.7 0.% 0.3 0.3
ExTRACTION OFf MingRaLS 2.2 1.5 0.2 0.8
MARUFACTURING AND MeCnaniCAL 15.7 16,3 3.% 9.4
TRANSPORTATION AND COMMUNICATION 7.7 1.6 2.7 6.1
Traot 3.6 8.9 0.4 R.3
PusLic Service 0.5 1.3 0.2 1.4
ProFEssionaL Seavice n.s 2.u 0.1 2.3
DosssTic Ao PEimsonaL Semvicet 1.1 2.3 0.% 2.2
MisceLLangous 8.5 1.5 12.7 2.2
No UsuaL 1wpusTRY OR UsempLoviw 7.8 4.4 3.0 7.3

A 0,883 agLieF An0 11,093 won—RELIEF MALE NEADS.

The importance of the different industries naturally varied
from one part of the country to another.

Industries in October 1933. 1In October 1933, after four
years of the depression, the percentage of male heads employed
in every industry had dropped sharply in the case of relief
beads, and much less sharply or not at all in the case of nom-
relief heads (Table W). The highest rates of displacement from
the uspal industry among relief heads occurred in professional
service, trade, public service, extraction of minerals, trans-
portation and communication, and manufacturing and mechanical
industries, in the order given, and the lowest rates occurred
in agriculture,’ domestic and personal service, and forestry

lAu heads reporting their occupation as farm operator were regarded as
eaployed.
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and fishing; but the first three and the last two industries
mentioned involved relatively few households (Table 48 A).
Among non-relief heads also, extraction of minerals and manu-
facturing and mechanical industries showed relatively high
rates of displacement, and agriculture and domestic service,
low rates; but in this group professional service, trade, aad
public service showed low rates as well (Table 48 B),

The proportion of male heads engaged in miscellaneous indus-
tries, usually odd jobs, showed some increase in October 1933
over the usual distribution; and the number of non-relief heads
in agriculture was also a little larger.

Nanufacturtng and Nechanical Industries. Sixteen and four-
teen percent of male relief and non-relief heads, respectively,
were usually employed in manufacturing aand mechanical indus~
tries, of which building, the manufacture of iron and steel
machinery, and lumber and furniture were most important (Table
ug),

There was extreme variation by area with respect to the im-
portance of this group of industries. About half of the male
heads in the Massachusetts area and almost a fourth in the
Dairy and California regions hadusually been occupied at manu-
facturing and mechanical work (Table 50). About ome fifth of
the relief heads but somewhat fewer non-relief heads in the
Cut~Over and Corn-and-Hog regions were ordinarily engaged in
these industries. In New Mexico there were practically none.
Elsewhere the proportions varied from about one teanth to one
twentieth of the heads on relief.

Of the heads usually working in this group of industries
only 17 percent of the relief, but 57 percent of the nonm-
relief, retained employment in their accustomed occupation in
October 1933. About 60 percent of the relief and 14 perceat
of the non-relief heads were unemployed. Tenure of employ-
ment in manufacturing and mechanical industries was particu-
larly low among the relief heads of the Old South Cotton and
California areas. In the former area, of the relief heads
usually occupied in these industries less than one tenth were so
occupied inOctober. Total unemployment affected three fourths
of the factory and mill workers om relief in the Old South
Cotton and Massachusetts areas, and almost asmany in the Dairy
area. More than four fifths of the non-relief heads usually
engaged in manufacturing, however, continued at work in these
industries.

Only four percent of all the relief and nine percent of all
the non-relief heads ia the sample were employed in the manu-
facturing and mechanical industries in October 1933, Except
for 10 percent in Massachusetts, a negligible proportion of
the heads in any of the areas surveyed were employed in these
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industries at that time. The proportions were somewhat higher
among the non-relief heads, particularly in the Massachusetts,
Dairy, California, and Oregon areas.

fransportation and Communication. Transportation and com-
munication industries usually employed about eight perceat of
rural male heads (Table 51). Only in the Massachusetts, New
Mexico, Dairy, and Corn-and-Hog regions were more thana tenth
of either relief or non-relief heads customarily occupied in
these industries.

By October 1933 less than three percent of the relief and
about six percent of the non-relief heads were still engaged
in transportation and communication.

Trade. Trade formerly employed almost four percent of the
relief and nine percent of the non-relief heads (Table 52).
Smaller percentages occurred in the southern areas - Old South
Cotton, Southwest Cotton, and Tobacco - and in the Cut-Over
and New Mexico counties; whereas larger percentages were found
in the Massachusetts and Corn-and-Hog counties, and among the
non-relief heads of the Wheat and Cash Grain regionms.

Practically none of the heads receiving relief were still
employed in trade in October 1933; but there was little de-
cline among the non-relief heads in this employment. In no
area did the proportion of relief heads still engaged in trade
exceed one percent, whereas only in California did tne propor-
tion of non-relief heads in trade decrease much below the pro-
portion usually employed.

Service Industries. Public service, professional service,
and domestic and personal service each formed the usual occu-
pation of only about one percent of relief and about two per-
cent of non-relief heads. Roughly about one half of therelief
heads in these three groups were¢ unemployed im October 1933. Ia
the non-relief population, however, only about one seventh of
the heads in public service and indomestic and personal service
and about one twentieth in professional service, had no employ-
ment., At that date, also, less than one percent of all relief
heads were engaged in these industries, but the proportion of
the non-relief so engaged remained about the same as formerly.

Forestry and Fishing., The number of male heads usually
engaged in forestry and fishing was too small to be significant
except in the Oregon and Cut-Over areas. In both these areas
more of the heads receiving relief than of those not receiving
relief had usually been engaged im these industries and were
employed in October 1933 (Table X},

Extraction of Ntnerals. The percentage of male beads usual-
ly engaged in the extraction of minerals in the areas surveyed
was also slight. Although mining was of some importance in the
Southwest Cotton, Mountain, and New Mexico areas, it employed
very few heads in these areas in October 1933 (Table(Y).
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Niscellaneous Industries. Miscellaneous industries usually
furnished work for about nine percent of all relief and two
percent of all non-relief male heads. However, in the Corn-
and-Hog area, more than one fourth of the relief heads were
usually so engaged. In most regions one twentieth or less of
relief heads and still fewer of the non-relief heads genmeral-
ly worked at miscellaneous industries.

TABLE X. PERCENT OF MALE HEANS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, OCTOBER 1933,
ENGAGED IN FORESTRY AND FISHING

PencenT OF MALE Heads
ENGAGES 1w FUKESTNY ARD Fisnine
Auea As LaST UsuaL Invustey RS Icr1oser 1933 Inoustry
h ReL1Er Nun~REL 1 EF RECIEF NON-REL 1 EF
OREGON 8.0 u.5 3.7 2.1
Cut-Ovew 5.7 1.3 2.% 1.0

Large numbers of the heads usually employed at miscellane-
ous industries continued so employed in October 1933, chiefly
at odd jobs. This was true of seven tenths of the relief and
two thirds of the non-relief. A little more than onme fifth
of the former and one twentieth of the latter in this group
became totally unemployed.

TABLE Y. PERCENT OF MALE HEADS OF FURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, OCTOBER 1933,
ENGAGED IN MINERAL EXTRACTION

PERLENT OF MALE HEADS ENGAGED
M MineRaL ExTRACTiON

AREA
As LaST UsuAL INuuSTRY [As Ocrosem 1933 tnousTey Eng:gfcu

RELIEF Now—REL I EF ReLier NOm-RELIEF INGUSTHIES
< N ik e e
Soutnwest Corron 7.0 3.4 0.9 2.1 O
NEw Mgx1CO f.A 2.6 1.8 0.% CoaL, OTneR
NQUNTAIN 3.8 1.8 0.1 1.2 CoaL, CTngR

At the time of the survey almost 13 perceat of all relief
and 2 percent of all non-relief heads reported employment at
miscellaneous industries. This increase over the proportion
usually so employed in the relief group was not general, how-
ever, being most marked in the Corn-and-Hog area, where almost
half of all the male heads interviewed had this type of em-
ployment.

4, Occupational Changes and Unemployment of Male Heads

Following the loss of their usual occupations, heads of
relief households in October 1933 were generally found to be
unemployed, or employed at occupations farther down the occu-
pational ladder. Heads of non-relief households not only
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showed greater stability of employment than did relief heads,
but those who failed to hold their usual employment weré more
likely to obtain other employment, and in so doing, to improve
their occupational status. Among all male beads reporting
a usual occupatiom, about 49 perceat of the relief and 79 per-
cent of the non-relief retained their usual occupation in
October. Approximately 35 percent of the relief and 6 percent
of the non-relief heads were entirely umemployed during that
month (Tables 54A and 54B).

A majority of the heads of housenolds who were displaced
from their usual vocations but were employed in October had
turned or returned to farming, usually as tenants, but not
infrejuently as owners of farms. In the relief group, this
was true of the "white collar" classes, semi- and unskilled
industrial laborers, those with no usuval occupation, and crop-
pers and farm owners who changed their temure status. On
the other hand, non-agricultural occupations gave work to the
largest number of relief heads who had formerly been farm ten-
ants other tham croppers, farm laborers, or skilled laborers.
Among the displaced non-relief heads, only skilled laborers
found less employment in agriculture than in industrial occu-
patioas.

Changes tn Occupatton. Farming, even when share-cropping
is included, revealed less change of persoanel and less unem-
ployment than any other occupation. Among farm operators,
owners rated highest in these respects. More than three
fourths of the farm owners by usual occupation on relief were
still farm owners in October 1933 and a majority of the re-
maining one fourth had obtained some employment, generally
becoming farm tenants (Figure 6, Table 53A), Only one in ten
farm owners by usual occupation on relief was without employ-
ment in October. Still fewer, or five percent, of the nom-
relief farm owners had left their farms, and less than two
percent were without employment (Table 53B)

Tenants showed a little less stability than farm owners.
Among those on relief about 28 percent failed to retain tneir
usual occupation in October. A slight majority of these -
some 16 percent of all tenants on relief - were unemployed,
and the bulk of the others had dropped to the status of farm
laborers and semi- and unskilled industrial workers, Among
ton-relief temants, about 16 percent were not engaged at their
usual occupatiom, but, with some exceptions, their tendency
was toward an improvement instatus, especially farm ownership.

Share-croppers showed a higher rate of occupational dis-
Placement than other farm operators, although less tham that
of farm laborers and the several non-agricultural classes.
Some 45 percent of all croppers on relief rolls were no longer
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occupied at share-cropping. Of these only ome in five had ob-
tained other employment, which was about equally divided between
farm tenancy other than share-cropping, on the one hand, and
farm and semi- and unskilled industrial labor on the other.
Approximately 80 percent of the croppers in the non-relief
sample continued as croppers in October. Moreover, practically
all of those displaced had obtained other employment, some
becoming tenants other than croppers, a few becoming farm own-
ers, and others becoming farm laborers and semi- and unskilled
workers. It is possible, however, that those who became tenaats
other than croppers were not far removed {rom cropper conditioms.

Farm laborers in the relief and non-relief groups were at
a disadvantage compared to farm operators of all temures, but
especially farm owners and tenants other than croppers, with
respect both to reteation of their uswval occupatiom aad to
rate of unemployment. Nevertheless, a somewhat smaller pro-
portion of farm laborers was unemployed tham was true of most
of the non-agricultural classes. About 72 percent of the relief
heads who were usually occupied at farm labor had lost that
employment. As many as 41 percent were totally unemployed ian
October 1933, while of the remaining 31 perceat, about two
thirds bad become semi- and unskilled industrial laborers and
one third farm operators, chiefly tenants. Slightly more
than balf of the non-relief farm laborers had left their usual
employment, aand nine percent were unemployed. A surprisingly
large proportion of these non-relief former farm laborers -
almost a third - had become farm operators (about equally
divided between farm owners and tenants other tham croppers),
whereas less tham one teanth had gone into commoa labor off
the fara.

For convenience, the "white collar" classes - professional
and clerical workers and non-agricultural proprietors ~ have
been grouped together. The relatively few representatives of
these classes on the relief rolls ltad higher rates of loss of
usual occupa.tion’l (9 in 10) and of unemployment (more than 1
in 2) than any other occupational group. One fifth of those
displaced became farm operators, usually tenants, while 14
percent accepted employment as semi~ and unskilled non-agricul-
tural laborers. Relatively few - about ome in five - of the
non-relief "white collar" workers were no longer employed at
their usuval occupations. Only seven percent were unemployed,
and of those displaced who were reemployed, almost two out of
three had become farm operators, largely owners.

Of all occupational classes on relief with the exceptioa of

1

Any °white collar® worker changing to another section of that class (e.
8., from clerical to professional work) was not considered to have changed
his usual occupationm.
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"white collar” workers, skilled workers showed the heaviest
loss of usual occupation and the greatest amount of unemploy-
ment. A little less than one fourth continued as skilled laborers
while more than ome half were unemployed. Those finding
employment in other occupations went about equally into agri-
culture and unskilled industrial labor. Skilled workers made
a relatively poor showing in the non-relief group also, where
nearly one half were displaced from their usual occupatioa,
although only 13 percent remained unemployed.

Seni- and unskilled industrial laborers, though retaiming
their usual occupation to a greater extent than skilled labor-
ers, had nearly as much unemployment. In the relief group, 40
percent were still employed in their usual capacity, im the
non-relief group, 66 percent. Forty-nine percent of those oa
relief were unemployed, compared with 12 percent of those not
on reliet. Most of the workers in both groups who obtained new
employment went into agriculture as tenants, farm laborers, or,
occasionally, owner-operators. In the non-relief group, a few
of the former laborers had apparently managed to advance their
status by entering skilled and "white collar" occupations.
These for the most part were probably young men who had been
working at common labor while preparing or waiting for some-
thing better.

In additior to including a number of very young heads of
households, the class with no usual occupation contained a
number of heads who were aged or incapacitated, or, principal-
ly in the non-relief groups, retired. It is therefore not sur-
prising that more than half of those with no usual occupation
on relief and two fifths of those not on relief were totally
unemployed in October 1933. Most of the remainder who were
working probably had only recently become old enough to enter
an occupation, and had not been employed sufficiently long to
be regarded as bhaving a usual occupation under the definition
used in this study.! Some older heads also, who could not
meet the definition of being uswally employed, had irregular
work in October, or bad had regular work for.only a short time.
Many of these were no doubt forced to find some work because
of loss of income due to the depression. A majority of the
relief and non-relief heads with no usual occupation who were
employed in October had entered agriculture, usually as ten-
ants.

Changes in Occupation, by Areas. From area to area the
rates of displacement from the usual occupation, and the de-
grees of difference between relief and non-relief heads in

’Tnc "isual ® occupation was defined as the last occupation at which the
head was employed before October 1, 1920, fornot less than three years
within the period November 1, 1923, to Octodber 31, 1933,
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this respect, showed considerable variation. In .the Southwest
Cotton, Tobacco, and New Mexico regioms, the displacement rates
for relief and non-relief heads differed less than in the other
areas. This was accounted for in the first two regions by rel-
atively high occupational stability among the relief heads,
and in New Mexico by relatively low stability in the non-
relief groups also. The widest differences occurred im the
Massachusetts, Dairy, and California regions, where relief
heads had lost their usval employment to a much greater extent
than non-relief heads (Tables 5u4A,54B).

There was also little vniformity by areas in the proportion
of male heads on relief who were unemployed in October 1933,
the range being from about 8 perceat in the Cut-Over area to
64 percent in Massachusetts. Areas where the rate of unemploy-
ment was much below the average included, besides the Cut-Over
area, the Southwest Cotton, the Wheat area, and the Tobacco
area. On the other hand, the rate was markedly above average
only in New Mexico, Massachusetts, and the Dairy area. On the
whole, there was some tendency for rates of unemployment to be
higher in the most industrialized regions (Table 55).

The situation of farm owners on relief was apparently worse
in the hignly developed Corn-and-Hog area than elsewhere.
Whereas in other areas from 15 to 35 percent of such owners
were dispossessed or had left their farms in October, in the
Corn-and-Hog regiva the percentage was 62, Also among farm
owners not om relief, 18 percent had 1lost their owner status
in this area, compared with less than 10 perceat in others,
About a third of the owmer-operators by usual occupation oa
relief in the Corn-and-fog counties were unemployed.

Retention of the usual occupation by tenants other than
share-croppers omn relief was also particularly low in the
Corn-and-Hog area, where only about one fifth, and in the Dairy
and California areas, where about one half continued as temanmts.
In the non-relief group from eight to nine tenths of the ten-
ants retained their status except in the Corn-and-Hog, Cut-
Over, aad Mountain regions, where the proportion was seven
teaths. Unemployment among relief tenasts was between 10 and
20 percent in most regions; but rose to one fourth or more in
the Corn-and-Hog, Dairy, and California regions. Tenaats not on
relief reported little unemployment, the maximum in any area
being four or five percent.

Of the share-croppers receiving relief, about two fifths in
the O1d South Cottop area, two thirds in the Tobacco area,
and seveneighthsin the Southwest Cotton area remained im this
occupation im October 1933. Corresponding figures for crop-
pers not receiving relief varied from eight to nine tenths.
More than half (53 percent) of all croppers on relief in the
0l1d South Cotton area were without employment; but otherwise



70 RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

the rates of unemployment among croppers were not high.

Only in the Corn-and-Hog, Tobacco, and New Mexico areas
were more than two fifths of the farm laborers on relief still
employed at their usual occupation. In the first two areas
and in Massachusetts, from six to seven tenths of the non-
relief farm laborers also retained their employment. Unemploy-
ment existed among three fourths of all farm laborers on relief
in the Massachusetts region, however, and among more than half
of such laborers in the Dairy and Old South Cotton regioas.
Elsewhere the range of unemployment was from practically none
to B0 percent. Among the non-relief farm laborers about 10
percent were unemployed in most areas, and none in a few areas.
It is not kmown to what extent seasomal factors entered into
these changes, but in most regions they were probably of minor
importance.

Less than one fourth of all skilled laborers on relief re-
tained their usual occupation inOctober 1933. In the Califor-
nia area the proportion fell to about one twentieth, and im the
Mountain, Massachusetts, and Wheat counties, to one teath. On
the other hand, in the Dairy, Tobacco, and Cash Grain areas
one third were employed at their usual skills. As many as
three fourths were unemployed inm the Massachusetts area, but
only one fourth in the Cut-Over region of Wiscoasian. Among
the skilled laborers not on relief the proportions employed
ranged upward to two thirds in the Massachusetts and Cash
Grain areas and to three fourths in the Wheat area. Usually
about one eighth to one tenth of these men had no job. but inm
Massachusetts and the Cash Grain regions the rate was as high
as one fifth.

¥While only 11 perceat of the semi- and unskilled indus"rial
laborers receiving relief in the New Mexico region and 15 ; er-
cent in the Old South Cotton region, were employed at their
customary occupation in October, this was true of one fifth to
one fourth in the California, Mountain, Dairy, Massachusetts,
and Southwest Cotton areas, and of three fourths in the Cora-
and-Hog area. There was less variation by areas among nom-
relief laborers, the range being from five to seven tenths.
Total unemployment overtook from four to six tenthsof all semi-
and unskilled laborers on relief in most areas; but in New
Mexico four fifths, and in the Dairy and Massachusetts areas
more than two thirds of the cases had no work. About one
eighth of the common iaborers not receiving relief were unem~
ployed everywhere except in the New Mexico and Tobacco areas,
where the rateswere five eighths and onefifth, and inthe Coran-
and-Hog region, where it was only about one twentieth.

The "white collar" classes as a rule occurred on the relief
rolls in such small numbers that ratios for this group by sep-
arate areas are not dependable.
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5. Duration of Unemployment among Male Heads

Prior to 1930, there is no clear evidence in this survey
that male heads oa relief tended to be unemployed more than
those not on relief. In the six-year pre-depression period
from November 1, 1923 to October 31, 1929 the male heads of
families receiving relief in October 1933 were unemployed an
sverage of 1.4 months annually - about 12 percent of the time
- but oaly two weeks more than the non-relief heads, who were
unemployed about 8 percent of the time (Table Z). A difference
in tme same direction prevailed in 9 out of 13 areas. It was
20t, however, consisteat by occupation. The amount of amaual
unemploymeat among farm operators by last usual occupation on
relief was 0.5 month, compared to 0.3 month among those not on
relief. Non-relief heads reporting other than agricultural
occspations also bad slightly less unemployment than relief
heads similarly esgaged, or 0.7 month against 0.8 month. Om
the other band, in the case of farm laborers, those on relief
were uaemployed an average of 1.2 months, those not on relief
1.3 months. The same was true of heads with no usual occupa-
tion, the amount of annual unemployment for those on relief
being 9.7 moaths, and for those not on relief 11.0 months.
Moreover, evea the small differences in favor of the non-relief
group in the case of farmers and non-agricultural workers can
be explaised by the unequal ages of the relief and non-relief
beads in these occupations, there being more young heads in
the relief group who were not employed during the earlier part
of the six-year period.

TABLE 2. PERCENT OF TIME MALE HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-REL1EF HOUSEHOLDS WERE UNEMPLOYED ODURING
THE PERIODS NOVEMBER 1, 1923-O0CTOBER 31, 1933; MOVEMBER 1, 1923-OCTOBER 31, ¥D;
NOVEMBER 1, 1929-0CTOBER 31, 1953

Peacent of Tivg Mare Meads Wing UnameLOYeD
Nov, 1, 1923- nov. 1, 1929 Nov, 1, 1989-
LasT UsuaL Occuration Ocr. 31, 1933 _Ocr. 31, 99 oct. 31, 1933
ReLier How—RaL 14F ReLier Mon—ReL12r Revier Now-ReLigr

Mt CLassas 16 ? 12 8 2 7
Fams Orgnatons 7 2 L} 3 9 1
Fams Lasonens 15 9 10 n ] é
Non-AgE 1 CuL TUMAL 16 6 7 5 2 8
Mo Usua. Occweation 7 79 0 92 L] 2%

In the depression period November 1, 1929 through October
31, 1933, however, relief headssuffered severely increased un-
employmeat, being unemployed and average of 2.6 months anaually,
or roughly 22 percent of the time; whereas heads of non-relief
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families reported, on the average, no increase in unemployment.
This striking divergence betweer relief and non-relief heads
since the beginning of the depression occurred in every usual
occupation, although it was less in some occupations than in
others. The widest spread appeared in the case of farm oper-
ators, those on relief being unemployed an average of 4.3
months annually and those not on relief 0.5 month. In the case
of farm laborers, the amount of unemployment was 9.5 months
for those on relief and 2.9 months for those not on relief;
while in the case of heads engaged in non-agricultural occupa-
tions, the corresponding figures were 13.9 and 3.8 months.
These differences areonly slightly decreased when the age com-
position is equalized between the two groups.

The greatest increase of unemployment in the depression pe-
riod occurred among those usually employed at non-agricultural
work, and this was truoe for both relief and non-relief heads
{(Table 2Z). In this occupational group the proportion of time
unemployed was over four times as great after 1929 as before
in the case of relief heads, and over one and a half times as
great in the case of non-relief heads. Also, the amount of
" time unemployed in the depression period was greater in this
class than in any other, except heads with nousual occupation.

In the pre-depression period, 1923 through 1929, high rates
of unemployment prevailed in the southern regions among the

heads who were not receiving relief in October 1933 (Table 56).
In these regions both the heads mentioned and those who later
came on relief were about equally unemployed. In the New Mex-
ico area the heads of the future relief households were out of
work one fifth of the time, a greater amount thar anywhere
else, Particularly low rates of unemployment occurred among
relief and non-relief heads in the Massachusetts, Cut-Over,
and California regions, where all heads were unemployed only
about one twentieth of the six-year period.

Between November 1, 1929 and November 1, 1933, however, the
trend in unemployment for those found on relief rolls in Octo-
ber 1933 was upward, compared with the preceding period, every-
where except in the Old South Cotton area, the most violent
changes occurring in Massachusetts and California. Among the
heads who never came on relief before November 1, 1933, on the
contrary, the amount of unemployment increased inonly 4 out of
13 areas, and actually declined in six areas. The New Mexico
counties, which showed the highest rate of unemployment before
1929 for heads who later came on relief, also had the largest
amount of unemployment amoug both relief and non-relief heads
in the depression period. Massachusetts ranked next to New
Mexico in this respect.

As would be expected, regions less rural in character, or
closer to urbanized sections, tended to be most affected by
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unemployment, although there were exceptions. The smallest
amount of unemployment, as well as increase in unemployment,
was experienced in the Cut-0Over region of Wisconsin. Unemploy-
ment in the Wheat region, previously about average, changed
little and hence was comparatively lowin the 1930-1933 period.

6. Comparison of Occupations and Occupational
Changes of White and Negro Male Heads

In every occupation in which both white and Negro male heads
on relief were usually employed inm the Old South Cotton and
Tobacco areas, where Negroes were an important part of the
population, proportionately more whites than Negroes were un-
employed in October 1933 (Table 57). The same was true of
heads not on relief, except in the class of semi- and umskilled
labor. Moreover, relatively more Negroes than whites remained
employed at their usual occupation in October, and this applied
to each occupation in the case of relief heads, and to each
occupation except semi- and unskilled industrial labor in the
case of nopn-relief heads. The occupations whicn were the
most stable for the Negroes, however, were also the most stable
for the whites.

The greater occupational stabilityof Negroes than of whites
in time of severe economic depression in the two types of farm-
ing regions where the bulk of Negroes was found is possibly
accounted for in part by the personal responsibility commonly
assumed by landlords in the South toward Negro croppers and
tenants on their plantations, and in part by the williagness
of southers Negroes to accept inferior employment and lower
wages than whites.

Among both relief and non-relief heads, proportionally more
Negroes than whites were usually engaged in agricultural pur-
suits. Whites were farm owners more often than Negroes, how-
ever. Relatively more whites than Negroes in the relief group
were croppers by usual occupation, hut the reverse was true of
those in the non-relief group, so that a white cropper was
over three and a half timesmore likely to appear on the relief
rolls than a Negro cropper. Very few Negroes either on or
off relief reported "white collar” or skilled industrial occu-
pations (Table 58).

7. Occupations, Industries, and Employment of Persons
16 Years of Age and Over, Other than Heads of
Households, in October 1933

About one seventh of the bouseholds receiving relief report-
ed some member or members 16 years of age and over, other than
the head, gainfully employed in October 1933. The available
occupational data for other members are very similar.to those
given for heads of households. .
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Prevatling Age of Other Nembers. Most of the other members
as defined above were under 25 years of age. This was especial-
ly true of those who were gainfully employed.

Norkers and Potential Workers. Of the male members other
than heads in the specified age classification (16 years and
over) in the relief population, half were men or boys of some
experience who were working or seeking work (called "workers"),
more than one fifth were seeking work but had never worked
{"potential workers"), and nearly three tenths were neither
working nor seeking work (Table AA). In the corresponding
non-relief group therewere proportionally about one third more
workers, half as many potential workers, and slightly few-
er males who were neither working nor seeking work.

Occupations and Industries of Other Nembers. In October
1933 more than half (57 percent) of the male workers other
than heads in the relief group, and three fifths of those in
the non-relief group, were or had been employed in agriculture
{Table AA), Of the few female workers im both groups, most
were engaged in non-agricultural pursuits.

TaBLe Aa, PERCENT OF PERSONS 16 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER, OTHER THAN HEADS, IN RURAL REL IEF
AND NON-REL 1€F HOUSEHOLDS, WHO WERE GAINFUL OR POTENTIAL
NORKIRS 1N OCTORER 1953 8y SEx

Statys as WorxtRs anu OcToBeR 1933 WaLe amo FemaLe MaLE FemaLE
EmpLovmeny ReLi€F [NON-ReL igF | ReLiEF | Non-REL1IEF| RELIEF | NONRELIEF
ToraL 10,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
WoRxens 23.3 30.5 49,5 63,9 r.6 17.0
EmPLOYTED 1% AGKICULTURE 1.5 13.9 19.7 35.9 2.6 5.1
UNeMPLUTEY, oUT PREVIOUSLY Ik
ALR UL TURE z.£ 1.1 a.3 2.9 1.6 0.3
EMPLOYED 1n NON—AGRICULTURE €.8 11.8 10.6 17.4 5.2 9.5
UNEMPLOYED, BuT PreviOusLY in NOw-

AGRICULTUNE 5.0 3.7 10.9 1.7 3.2 2.1
POTERTIAL NORKERS r.3 5.7 21.7 9.7 8.5 4.1
Ne s Tnew WORXERS mok POTENT) AL NORKERS bu.y f3.8 28.8 26.4 .9 78.9

UNEMPLUTED, BUT PREVIOUSLY 1IN

AGk i yLTUNE 2.3 0.7 3.0 1.5 2.1 0.4
UNemPLOYED, BUT PREVIOUSLY N NON-—

AGRICuLTURE u.9 A.9 2.1 2.1 6.0 8.9
Neviw EmpLOYED §7.2 6.2 23.7 22.R 70.8 69.5

More than 90 percent of the males other than heads on relief
who were employed in agriculture in October were working
as farm laborers, largely on the home farm, and more than 70
percent of those occupied in non-agricultural occupations were
semi~ and unskilled laborers (Table BB). In the non-relief
group the proportion of common laborers was about the same in
the case of agriculture, but somewhat less (58 percent) in non-
agriculture.

Domestic and personal service ranked second to agriculture
in the proportion of members of both sexes employed in relief
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and non-relief groups alike (Table 59). Trade was much more
prominently represented among non-relief thanm relief members.
The female non-relief group, which was the only one in which
professional employment was important, apparently included a
relatively large number of rural school teachers.

The percentages of members engaged in the various industries
and occupations differed from area to area. Agriculture em-
ployed from two percent of the relief and four percent of the
non-relief members in Massachusetts to more than 20 percent of
each in the Tobacco area and 20 percent of the relief and 46
percent of the non-relief members in the Old South Cotton area.
Manufacturing and mechanical industries were unimportant ex- _
cept in the Massachusetts, Oregon, and California areas.

TABLE B8. OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATIONS OF MEMBERS 16 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER, OTHER THAN HEADS ,
OF RURAL RELIEF AND MON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY SEX

Octosea 1933 Ocowpation awo Mae Femare
EwrLovment STaTus Recier Now—ReL i&F ReLier Now—ReL i g#
Toran & 0.0 100.0 100.0 100.9
EweLoveo Ocrossn 1933 30.2 53.3 1.7 4.5
AGhiCuL Tunk 19.7 35.9 2.6 5.0
Fanu Orgraton 1.3 2.2 - 0.1
Fams Lasonen 18.4 33.7 2.6 4.9
Home Fams 11.3 .7 1.9 4.6
OTnen Fams 7.1 9.0 0.7 0.3
Nou=-AGR | CUL TURE 10.% 17.4 5.1 9.5
PROFESSI10NAL 0.1 0.6 0.2 2.5
Proprigtany 0.4 1.2 0.1 0.%
CenrcaL 1.7 3.0 0.5 2.3
SxiLLes 0.8 2.6 0.1 .
UnsxicLeo 7.8 .0 4.2 4,2
Unemeioveo
Siinins Wiia 69.8 46.7 ®.3 89.5
41.0 20.3 3.3 6.6
Hotr SesximnG Woax 28.8 26.4 18.9 78.9

*  LEss tuam 0.05 seacent,

& 2,479 aecier ano 6,009 mow—reL1kr mMaLE mewsins; 6,477 meLiar ano W,978 wow-meLieF
FOMALE MEMBERS.

Extent of Unemployment among Other Nembers. Approximately
70 percent of all males 16 years of age and over other than
heads of households in the relief group were unemployed in
October 1933, compared with 47 percent in the non-relief group
(Table BB), Relatively more of the relief than of the non-
relief unemployed members, however, were seeking work.

That the earnings of females belped tokeep a small percent-
age of families off relief issuggested by the fact that nearly
15 percent of the females 16 years of age and over in the
non-relief population were gainfully employed, whereas this
was true of less than 8 percent in the relief population.

Of the members of both sexes on relief usually engaged in
agriculture who were working or seeking work in October, nearly
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a third were without employment, whereas almost half of such
members engaged in non-agricultural pursuits were unemployed
and looking for a job ( Table 60). Among similarly defined
members of households not on relief, less than one tenth of
the agricultural and about one fourth of the non-agricultural
groups were unemployed and seeking work. The minimum amount
of unemployment in both relief and non-relief groups occurred
in the case of members who were farm operators, and the maxi=-
mum in the case of skilled and semi- and unskilled industrial
laborers.

Agriculture showed a smailer percentage of members who were
unemployed and seeking work in October than any other industry,
whether the relief or non-relief group is considered; whereas
manufacturing and mechanical industries showed the highest per-
centages, except that in the non-relief group they were slight-
ly exceeded by transportation and communicatioa.

More than four fifths of themale members in both the relief
and non-relief groups whowere neither working nor seeking work
in October 1933 had never been employed (Table AA). A large
proportion of these were youths who had not yet entered gainful
emnloyment. ;

Nearly four fifths o1 all females other than heads in the
specified age classes were neither working por seeking work.
Of these, between eight and nine tenths had never been gain-
fully employed, a large proportion being housewives. There
was little difference between the relief and non-relief groups
iu this respect,

More than half of both the relief and non-relief members
who were unemployed and seeking work were without occupational
experience (Table 61). Moreover, only 5 percent of the relief
ana 10 percent of the non-relief members had experience in
occupations other than manual labor.



APPENDIX A

SUPPLEMENTARY TABLES



Digitized by GOOSIG



SUPPLEMENTARY TABLES

79

TABLE 1. PERCEMTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE OF RELIEF
RECEIVED (N OCTOBER 1933, BY AREA
Tvre oF ReLier
Aega Oimect anp
Toray Dinect Woan Womk
ALL Asgas Comeines 100 a7 ut 12
Oue Sowrw Cotrom 100 24 47 29
Soutuwast Cotrow 100 21 61 18
Toeacco 100 43 11 ub
Dasay 100 -1 19 ]
Massacuuserrs 100 64 28 8
Cut-Ovan 100 95 1 4
Coan-ano-Hos 109 43 30 7
Casn 3aa1M 100 9 18 13
Wnear 100 29 61 10
VounTain 100 49 ug 3
New Megxico 100 a1 18 *
Ongson 100 82 10 8
CaLironmia 100 71 24 5
®  Less Twas 0.5 sERcenT.
TABLE 2, AVERAGE YALUE OF ALL RELIEF RECEIVED BY RURAL RELIEF HOUSELHOLDS IN
OCTOBER 1933, BY RACE AND AREA
Avemage YaLue or ALl ReLier
Anea
ALe Races Wuite LITYT
AL Angas Comsined $ 14 $ 14 $8
Ous Soetn Corvton 12 1% 8
SovTnwest Covron 7 7 7
Tosacco 10 11 8
Dasay 20 21 15
Massacnuserts 28 8 *
Cur=Oviea 19 16 =
Coam-an0-Hoe 9 9 8
Casn Gaasn 14 14 7
Wneay 13 13 *
MountaIm 10 10 *
New Mexico ] 6 54/
Oseson [} 8 *
Cavironnmia 17 19 20

&

Twaw 10 cases.
AVERAGE POM MEXKICANS.

AYERAGES NOT COMPUTEOD.
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TABLE 3. CUMULATIVE PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF VvALUE OF ALL RELIEF RECEIVED BY
RURAL RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS IN OCTOBER 1933 BY SEX AND OCTOBER 1933
OCCUPATION OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD

Sex awp Octoses 1933 OccuraTiom of Heao of HousEmOLD
MaLt Heaos
AVERAGE VaLue AGRiCUL fURE Non-AGRICuLTURE
oF
AL ReLI€F
AL Faru OTHER| Famm Semi= anp Femave
Heaos | Totac [Owew [Crorren | TewantlLasonen|Torac®]Siieo [UnskiLieo (Unempioves | Heaos
Less tman & 09 18 20 23 26 17 22 26 16 28 12 14
s - 10 | 48 58 [ 52 12 59 54 54 4y 56 36 39
o | 15 68 19 73 88 79 80 70 51 72 56 60
. " 20 79 89 81 96 91 89 79 67 80 71 70
LI 25 | 87 94 | 90 97 35 93 83 67 85 82 81
. - 0 | 91 96 | 93 97 96 97 92 87 92 86 8y
. . 35 94 98 | 96 a8 98 98 98 90 95 91 94
. . 40 96 99 98 100 99 99 95 90 95 92 96
. . u5 97 99 98 100 99 99 98 99 98 95 98
. - 50 98 99 | 99 100 99 99 98 99 98 97 99
s . 55 99 99 99 100 99 100 99 99 99 97 99
. - 100 [100 100 |100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

A/ TOTAL INCLUUES PHUFELSIONAL, PROPRIETARY, AND CLERICAL ®ORKERS. TOO SMALL NUMSERS IN THE
SAMPLE TU ANALTZE SEPARATELY,

TABLE 4.  AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL RELIEF RECEIVED BY RURAL RELIEF HOUSEMOLOS N OCTOBER 1933,
8Y RACE, SEX AND OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATION OF KEAD OF HOUSEHOLD

Sex awo OCTORER 1933 Occuration AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL ReELIEF
OF HEAD OF HOUSEMOLD
AL Races Wive Nesro
ALt HeaDs %l $ s 8
MaLE HeaDS 13 u 9
AGRICUL TURE 11 11 8
FaRM OwneR 12 13 7
CroPPER 9 9 8 |
OTHeR TEwant 11 11 8
FARM LABORER 11 . 1 7
NOM—AGR § CUL TURE 13 13 9
PROFESSHONAL * . .
PROFRIETARY 12 12 »
CLERICAL 14 14 °.
SKILLED 17 17 .
SEMI- AND UNSKILLED 1?2 13 9
UNEMPLOYED 17 17 12
FemaLe HEADS 1% 16 7

®  LESS Tham 1D CASES. AVERAGE WOT COMPUTED.

TABLE 5. VALUE OF ALL RELIEF RECEIVED BY RURAL RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS DURING OCTOBER 1933,
BY SIZE OF HOUSEHOLD

VALUE-OF ReLIEF VALUE OF RELIEF
S12¢ of HousenoLo PER HOUSE HOLD PER MEMBER
ALl HousewoLos $ 1 $3
1 PersoN 8 8
2-3 Persows 12 5
4-5 PeRsONS 1% 3
-1 Persows 18 3
B-9 Persons -yl 2
1D PeAsons AND OVER 27 2
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TABLE 6. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF OCTOBER 1933 RURAL RELIEF HOUSEWOLODS,
8Y SEX AND LAST USUAL OCCUPATION OF HEAD AND NUMBER OF YEARS
1N WHICH ANY RELIEF WAS RECEIVED BETWEEN 1930 AND 1933,
INCLUSIVE
Pancentast DeSTAIOVTION OF NOUSENOLDS OY
Nyustr Of Yeans sevwign 1930 awo 1933
in Wuicm Amy RELIEF Was Rectivio
Sex ams Lasy
YsvaL Occurartion ALL HovsenoLss
oF Hgas 0f House-
HovLe 1 2 3 s
TovaL Yeas Yeans Yeans Yeans
ALL Meass 100 %5 28 9 8
Mare Heaos 100 37 28 9 6
AsmicuLTuRE 100 9 28 8 [}
Fanu Owaga 100 63 27 8 2
Caorren 100 60 26 7 7
Ornen Tasant 100 87 2 7 2
Fagw Lasonee 100 el 33 11 13
Nom-AsmicuLTung 100 53 31 9 7
ProrFEssionaL 100 76 24 - -
Proraigrany 100 3 51 18 6
Ciemicac 100 %8 23 12 7
SxiLLes 100 L1 27 7 8
SeMiI- An0 UnsuiLies 100 51 33 9 ?
N0 LAeT UsuaL Occuration 100 62 28 7 7
FumaLs Naaos 100 30 29 12 22
TABLE 7. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL RELIEF HOUSEMOLDS BY AREA, RESIDENCE,
AND NUMBER OF YEARS N WHICH RELIEF WAS RECEIVED FROM 1930 TO 1933,
: INCLUSIVE
Peacenrass Distaisurtion oF Nuwser OF YEanp petwetn 1930
AND 1933 1w wnicu RevLiEr Was Receiveo
Arga ViLtaost Oegn Counrtay
1 2
ToracL 3 N ToraL 1 2 . o
Yean | Yeans | Yeans | Yeans Yean | Yeans | Yeans | Yeans
ALL Ameas Cousineo 100 48 0 13 9 100 % 27 7 7
OLo Sourn Cotrom 10 8 1 4 7 100 70 17 7 6
Soutwwest Cotrom 100 78 13 5 4 100 86 1 2 1
Tosacco 100 63 33 2 ? 100 ] 55 4 3
Daimy 100 % » 26 8 100 55 23 9 13
Masgacwusetrs 100 % 33 13 16 100 3% 32 13 19
Cur-Oven 100 %0 s 4 - 100 46 52 2 o
Corm~aup-Hog 100 % 33 W 17 100 31 41 10 18
Casn Gaain 100 52 b4 13 3 100 53 34 12  §
weay 100 %8 33 2 ? 100 69 el 2 .
MovaTain 100 (] a6 8 6 10C 35 56 7 2
New Mgxico 100 51 41 5 3 100 18 22 - -
Oneson 100 76 21 1 2 100 63 » 2 1
Caciromnia 100 45 3 12 5 100 n 16 5 2

LSS Tham 0.5 egacenT,
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TABLE 8. AVERAGE NUMBER OF MONTHS IN WHICH OCTOBER 19533 RURAL RELIEF MOUSEWOLDS
HAD HECEIVED ANY RELIEF BETWEEN JANUARY 1, 1950 ANO
VECEMBER 31, 1735, BY AREA, AND B8Y RACE AND NATIVITY

Race anp Namivity
ARLA ALy Races

Native FORE ) Gu—BONN

Wire Woire Necao
ALl ARgas Cousinep 11 11 12 8
OLo >outn Cortom 9 10 hd 8
SouTweesT CoTrom 5 5 o q
Tosacco 9 ) . 8
Dainy 14 15 10 7
MASSACHUSETTS 18 13 18
Cur=Over 9 10 ]
Corm=ano~HoG 16 15 22 2
Casn Ghatm 7 7 10 1l
WHeAT 6 6 9 *
MOUNTAIN 11 1 12 ®
New Mexico 9 8 . .
OneGon 8 8 8 ®
CaLirorwia 10 3 12 17

® (£33 THAN 10 CASES. AVERAGE NOT COMPUTED.

TABLE 9. AVERAGE WUMBER OF MONTHS IN WMICH OCTOBER 1933 RURAL RELIEF HOUSEMOLOS
RECEIVED RELJEF BETWEEN JANUARY 1, 1930 ANO DECEMBER 31, 1933,
BY SIZE OF HOUSEHOLD, RACE AND NATIVITY

Race amp Naviviry
Si1ze of Houvaeworo ALL Races Native Fortign=sonn

Weite LLERT Nesae
ALL HoustmoLos 11 11 12 8
1 Person 14 13 20 15
2-3 Pamrsowus 10 10 10 8
4-5 Peasons 11 1 11 7
6-7 Prnraoxs 10 10 1% 7
8-9 Parsons 12 12 13 8
10 Pgascas anp ovEN 12 13 9 10
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TABLE 10, PERCENT OF ALL RURAL RELIEF AMD NON=RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS WITH MEMBERS
EMPLOYED BY THE CtVIL WORKS ADMINISTRATION, AND ENROLLED IN THE
CIVILIAN CONSERVATION COAPS, DURING 1933, BY AREA

PeacenT of HOUSENOLOS wiTn Memser EwpLoYeD 1N
CiviL Womrks CiviLiaw
ADMINISTRATION Consenvarion Conrs
Anga
Revier Non-Rey 1eF Revier Now—ReL 1r
AL AmEas Cowsimep u8 7 3 1
Oup Soutw Cortom a1 1 2 2
Soutweest Covrom 69 e 1 .
Tosacco 2 10 2 1
ODarny 3 6 L) 3
Massacrusetts 48 10 4 1
Cut-Oven » L] 3 3
Conneanp-Hoa 30 3 3 1
Casw Gaan 84 3 * ¢
| TV} 83 18 1 1
MounTain 37 10 1 1
New Mgxico 16 7 1 1
Ongsow w6 [} [} 1
CaLiFORNIA 53 9 7 1

® Less THan 0.9 eeacexy,

A/ CUT—OVER RELIEF SAMPLE TAKEN SEFORE C.W.A. WAD BEGUN OPEAATION.

TABLE 11. PERCENT OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF FARM OPERATOR HOUSEHOLDS
ASSISTED BY THE AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT AND FARM CREDIT
ADMINISTRATIONS DURING 1933, BY AREA

Pencent OF Faru OPERATOR HOuSEMOLDS ASSI8TED 3Y
ASmicuLTuRaL ApuusTmenT Fanw Cagost
Anea AowiNtsTaaTION AouinisTaation
Revier Nom=ReLter Recigr Non=ReLier
ALL AReas Comsrnes 16 19 9 6
Ouo Soutw Corrtow 31 62 9 18
Soutweest Cortrom 41 38 3 1
Tosacco 4 9 9 13
Dainvy - 2 - 1
Massacuueerve - - [] =
Cur-Ovan - - 1 9
Corm—ano—Hos - 3 - .
Casn Guarn 9 7 13 ]
Wnaar 19 19 21 18
Mownvain 1 1 1 12
New Mexico - 2 11
Ongeon - 1 14 - ]
CaLiroania - - - 1

®  Less twan 0.8 penctar.
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TABLE 12. PLACE OF RESIDENCE OF RURAL RELIEF AND NMOW=RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, SY AREA,
OCTOBER 1933

Percant
Anta RELigr HovsewoLes Now=Reri1ar HossuueLss
ToraL YiLiast |Oren Covuray TeraL ViLLaesl d2a Covaray

AL Antas Cousines 100 39 6 . 100 36 [}
Ove Sowtn Cotrom 100 16 [ 1) 100 ]
Soutmwest Corrom 100 kY ¢ ] 100 3 ”
Tosacco 100 % n 100 n [ ]
Oarny 100 38 66 100 20 0
MaBSSACHVSETTS 100 31 2] 100 [ 32
Cyr—Oven 100 16 s 100 b »n
Comn—ano-Hos 100 67 3 100 [ ] »
Casn Gaarm 100 52 - 100 -7 L -]
Wiear 100 32 68 100 34 [
MounTAIE 100 7 923 - a7 33
New Mexico 100 67 33 100 » [}
Ongson 100 » [} 100 Ll [ ]
CaLisoRRIA 100 L] 51 w00 « 33

TASLE 13.  INTER-COUNTY CHANGES OF RESIDENCE OF RURAL RELIEF AND NOW-REL|EF
HOUSEHOLDS, WITH MALE HEADS, BETWEEN NOVEMBER 1, 1923 AND
OCTOBER 31, 1933, 8Y AREA

Avenase Nuuses oF Ygame
Pemcant oF ALL HousenoLos Pan INTEN-COunTY MOve FoR
Tuar c":';"l“"""“ HOUBEWOLSS THAT CHANSES
Anea 923-1933 Resroemce, 1923-1933
Revi1er Von-ReL1&F RavLier Nou—RgrLigr
ALL Aneas Coudines 36 21 5.1 5.7
OLe Soutw Cotvom 30 18 4.6 6.4
Soutnwast CoTvom 0 21 5.7 5.8
Tosacco 19 11 5.5 . 5.8
Dainy 3 18 4.9 6.3
Massacnyserrs 23 13 5.3 6.2
Cur-Oven 58 30 5.8 6.3
Comn-ano-Hos 38 23 5.0 5.9
Casn Gmrainm 32 20 6.0 5.4
LLTYY S 38 : 23 4.4 5.3
Moumtain (1] 29 4.6 5.4
New Mexico 28 20 5.1 6.3
Oneson 61 36 4.6 5.1
CaLIPORNIA 71 50 5.6, 6.0




SUPPLEMENTARY TABLES 85
TABLE 14, AVERAGE ANNUAL INTER-COUNTY MOVES PER ONE NUNDRED RURAL RELIEF AND
NON=RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS WITH MALE HEADS, 1925-1929 AND 1930-1933,
BY USUAL OCCUPATION OF MEAD
Average Myweem or Inver-County Moves
Mape AwmuaLiy pea Owe Huworeo HousewoLos
UsvaL Occupation 19231929 1930-1953
Revier Now-Rec rer Revrer Now-ReLief

ToraL 8 L] 7 4
AsmricuLtuRt 8 3 6 3
Owngn 6 2 3 1
Tenanrd/ 9 s 6 4
Fasu Lasosen 10 7 8 1o
Non—-Agaicul Ture 9 6 9 6
ProressionaL, ProrrigTany, & CLERicAL 10 ? 11 6
SxiLLED 9 3 10 ?
SEMI—SKILLED AND UssKiLLED 9 6 8 5
No Usuat OccuraTiom . 5 3 12 5

A/ 1wCLUDES cCRoePeAs.

TABLE 15. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL REL IEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY NATIVITY AND

RACE OF HEAD AND BY AREA, OCTOBER 1933

Pencentace Distmisurion
Anga ALe HaTive FORE 1 Gu—808N Nreao OTnen
Races Wnite LIRS} Races
ALL Aatas Cowsimeo 100 8s 8 7 1
Oue Sowrn Corvonm 100 51 - 49 -
Sovrweest Corron 100 92 ) 7 .
Tosacco 100 73 - 27 .
Daimy 100 87 10 2 .
MassacnuseTTS 100 65 34 1 .
Cuv<Over 100 82 16 - 2
Coan—ane-Hos 100 96 2 2 »
Casn Gman 100 90 9 1 -
Wugar 100 90 10 . -
MovaTars 100 85 10 . L]
Wew Mexico 100 4 - . 96
Oreeon 100 82 17. - 1
Cavivoruia 100 72 20 6 2

®  Ltss Twam 0.5 pemcenr,
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TABLE 17. AVERAGE SIZE OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY AGE OF
HWEAD, OCTOBER 1933
AvERagE 312¢ OoF HousenoLd
AGe OF HEAD

ReLier Now-Revier
ALl Ases 4.8 9.0
Unoen 2% 3.6 3.1
25-34 4.9 3.8
35-a8 6.1 u.8
45-54 5.5 4.9
55-64 4.0 3.6
69 ams ovea 2.9 2.7

TABLE 18. AVERAGE SIZE OF RURAL RELIEF AND NOM-REL |EF HOUSEHOLOS BY NATIVITY AND RACE OF HEAD,
FOR ALL AREAS, AND FOR THE OLD SOUTH COTTON AND TOBACCO AREAS, OCTOBER 1933
ALL Aaeas
Avamase Size or Houvsenowo
NaviviTY ans Race OoF Heas
Revter Now-RELIEF
ALL Races 4.8 5.0
Wnere
Mavive 4.8 3.9
Forsisnveone 5.2 8.2
Naesno 5.0 3.5
Orsen Races 4.1 4.4
Oue Sourw Cortronm
Avemase Si1ze or MHousewouo
Naviviry ans Race or Heao
Reviar Non-ReLrer
4L Races 5.2 4.5
mive 5.1 8.4
Navive 5.1 4.9
Foraieu-soan = 3.5
Naeno 5.1 4.4
Otwea Races - =
Tosacco
Avemace Size of Houstworo
NavEviTY ame Ract of Hgao
RevLier. Now-ReLier
ALl .Raess 5.6 4.3
5.8 8.2
5.8 4.2
= 4.4
Neeao 8.8 4.3
Otusa Races 6.9 6.7
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TABLE 19. AVERAGE SIZE OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEWOLDS BY AREA,

OCTOBER 1933

Avemase Sizs of HousewoLo

Area
Revier Now-RevLier
ALL Anzas Cowsineo .8 4.0
OLo Sowrw Cotrom 5.2 4.5
Sowtnwast Covros 4.7 3.9
Tosacco 5.6 .3
Dainy 5.1 6.2
MassacHusevTS 5.1 8.2
Cur-Ovan 4.8 4.4
Conn-ano-Hos 4.4 3.5
Caon GRAIN 8.8 3.5
Wngar 8.6 4.0
MoenvAIw 8.6 4.a
New Mexico 3.9 4.8
Ontson 4.8 3.8
CaLiFoRmia 4.3 3.6

TABLE 20. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF WOUSEHDLDS

8Y SIZE, OCTOBER 1933

Peacentase DisvaISUTION
Si2€.0F HowsSENOLD

Revier Now-ReLiar
AL NHowsemoies 100.0 100.0
1 6.8 5.6
2 13.3 21.7
3 15.1 21.%
. 15.1 18.8
5 14.9 11.8
6 1.3 8.9
7 8.8 5.0
8 6.3 3.0
9 3.6 1.9
10 Paasens ane evea 5.2 2.2
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TABLE 21. AVERAGE AGE OF WEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLODS
BY AREA, OCTOBER 1933
Avenaoe At oFf Neaons
Anga
ReLinr Wou-ReLier
AL Angas Comsined 45.8 49.0
OLe Sourwn Corvom 43.3 5.9
SouTwuest Cotton u6.6 a1.7
Tosacco 45.9 49.1
Dainy 44.6 ag. 1
MassacHueaTTS 46.0 50.0
Cur—Ovas 44.6 a7.a
Cona=-ano~Hoe 47.7 33.8
Casw Guain 48.7 49.5
Wnear 2.9 8.0
Moumtaiw 51.2 49.4
Mew Mexico 50.2 82.6
Oegaon 51.4, 49.6
CaLiFORNIA 8.4 .86
I1ABLE 22, AGE DISTRIBUTION OF HEAyS Of RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOL DS
BY SEX AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF HEAD, OCTOBER 1933
s 6%
€x ANO EmMPLOYMENT Ave Unpesn 2554 P . Pl
STatus of Heap Aces 25 3= - 32~ Oves
ALL Heads ReLief 100.0 5.% l1a.8 23.9 21.8 15.2 14.8
Now-REL1£F 100.0 2.6 15.4 22.% 23.8 9.a 16.3
MaLg Meaos Revier 100.0 5.8 19.8 24.2 21.1 14.7 la.a
Nom-ReL1e¢ 100.0 2.8 16.3 23.2 2.3 19.1 4.3
EwrLoves Recier 100.0 5.6 20.5 25.3 20.7 15.1 12.0
Now-RevLigr 100.0 2.9 16.3 243.0 25.3 19.2 12.3
Famu Osasn Revinr 100.0 0.6 7.4 2.8 26.2 19.5 23.5
Nom-ReL tee 100.0 0.5 6.3 20.6 28.6 5.8 18.6
Crorrzn RELIEF 100.0 4.1 30.9 2.7 17.3 9.4 6.6
Nom-ReLier 100.0 13.5 32.2 23.6 9.1 8.1 3.5
Ornen Famu Tenant Revier 100.0 5.5 2.9 29.6 20.1 13.6 8.3
Now—ReL Lo 100.0 5.3 20.2 30.7 25.9 13.9 5.0
Fanu Lasontn Reviar 100.0 1.6 19.7 27.0 23.0 2.3 0.4
Now-Rev 1 er 100,0 10.1 2.0 17.0 22.4 15.8 10.7
NON~AGN i CuLTURE Revier 100.0 5.9 5.1 22.4 18.6 16.2 13.8
Now—RevLier 100.0 2.9 4.1 2%.7 2.0 15.6 9.
UsempLoven ReLier 100.0 6.2 18.9 22.3 21.9 8.0 17.1
Nom-ReLi1e# 100.0 1.8 15.3 13.6 1l.s 1.7 0.6
FemaLe Heaos Revtar 100.0 8.1 11.6 1.8 26.2 18.6 18.2
Nou-ReL1aF 1.0 1.2 .5 14.5 17.7 21.9 40.2
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TABLE 25. AGE DISTRIBUTION OF MEMBERS, OTHER THAN HEADS, OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF MOUSEMOLOS,
BY SEX AND USUAL OCCUPATION OF HEAD, OCTOBER 1933

Wempens OTner Twam Muaos
UsvaL Occvpation or Heao
AL Unorn | 15 oq 2530 | 3500 |ussw | 5563 |65 ame
Acts 15 Oven
ALl Heaos ReL 1 EF 100.0 | %2.7 21.4 8.6 6.1 4.6 3.4 3.2
Now-REL 1gr 100.0 38.8 23.6 10.9 8.9 7.1 6.0 4.7
MaLg Meaos RELIEF 100.0 | 52.% 2.5 8.8 6.6 4.8 3.5 3.3
Non-Reviar | 100.0 | 38.9 23. 10.8 9.0 7.3 6.0 a.7
Famu Owngr awd Tawant  REL:EF 100.0 | 3%2.% 21.% 7.2 7.1 5.8 3.0 2.9
Now-ReLier | 100.0 | 37.0 | 25.2 | 9.3 9.3 8.3 6.8 as
Caorria ReL1EP 100.0 | 62.0 16.7 9.4 4.9 2.6 2.0 .3
Now—RevLinr 100.0 | 49.3 2.9 9.0 9.1 3.7 2.1 1.9
Fasu Lasonga ReLies 100.0 | .4 19.8 9.1 6.1 4.1 3.3 3.2
Now-ReLier 100.0 39.1 2.4 1u.2 6.9 4.8 6.1 4.9
Nou—AsR 1CuL TeRt ReL1€r 100.0 | %3.7 18.7 9.4 6.7 4.5 8.0 3.0
Non—ReLrer | 100.0 | 42.8 | 19.5 | 12.a 9.3 6.5 5.6 3.9
Mo UsuaL Occuration Revier 100.0 | 47.9 25.8 7.6 5.2 3.3 6.6 3.6
Wom—ReLier | 100.0 | 35.0 | 32.3 8.7 4.3 4.3 6.5 8.9
FemaLe Heaos Recier 100.0 | .5 5.6 6.6 1.1 2.3 2.0 2.9
Now-ReL1ar 100.C 35.9 30.4 14.4 8.4 a.1 4.5 2.3

TABLE 24. PERCENT FEMALE MEADS WERE OF ALL HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF
HOUSEMOLDS, BY RACE AWMD NATIVITY, OCTOBER 1933

Pencent FemarLe Heaos
RACE AND NATIVITY ReLrer Nou—ReLres
8
ALL Racas 13
LLTRS
7
Native :; .
FoRrgiGn=sORN 1 2
Heero B 2
Ormen Races (cnierLy Maxican)
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TABLE 25. EDUCATION OF MEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLOS, BY AREA,
OCTOBER 1933
Percant of ALl Meaos
WiTn No "o ComrLeTeo Wno CowrLETo0
Ll ScrHooL 1Ne Gaaoe ScHooL Hign ScmooL
Recier Now—ReL 182 Revier Non—REL 1eF Revier Now—ReLi1gr

Mi Aneas Cowmimeo 8 3 46 67 5 16
Owe Sowrn Covrom k4 16 15 2 2 [
Soutwesst Corrom L] 1 38 61 2 1
Tosacco 27 1 14 » 2 10
Daiay 8 1 %0 75 4 17
MagsacruseTTs 8 3 » 3 7 18
Cot=Ovan 5 5 43 55 L] 9
Conw~-ane-Hos 3 1 55 ” 8 16
Casn Graia 1 e 57 3 ? 23
AT 2 2 52 b 6 16
MounTain 7 2 47 73 7 2
Naw Mgxico L] 11 5 10 [} 1
Onseon 3 1 96 76 9 22
CaLiromnia 6 2 36 68 14 2

Less tuan 0.9 rEacent,

TABLE 26. EOUCATION OF HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF WOUSENOLDS
BY RACE ANO AREA, OCTOBER 1933
Peacenr or Peacunt or Heass Percenr o Heaos
Heaoe waving Wno CowreerTes Wno CowrLETER®
Arga Race No ScwooLims 6aass Scwoor Miew ScwooL
Recier Nom-RaLtEr ReLrar #on-RavLier Revier Now-ReLier
Toraudé 20 8 21 as 3 11
36 25 7 ] . ]
Oue Sowtw
Corvom: Weite 19 7 23 L L] 3 11
Ngeno 35 26 [ 7 - .
Tosacco: Wwirve 22 9 19 L 1] 3 12
LITT L) 39 18 10 12 1 1
A LINITEE TO WHITEE AND WEGROES IN OLO SOVUTH COTTON AND TOGACCO ARGAS.

. Lese Tuam 0.9 raacany

TABLE 27,

EOUCATION OF CHILDREN IN RURAL RELIEF AND NON~RELIEF HOUSENOLODS,
8Y AGE AWD RESIDENCE, OCTOBER 1933

Parcent of CwiLoaem ATTEnsing Scmool-

ToraL YiLLaee Orsn Cownvay
Racigr Non=ReLiar Reviar Non=RgLtEP Recrar Hon=RaLIEY
5-2% 68 68 72 73 66 63
5 16 12 28 11 10 13
] 66 73 (1} 75 67 71
7-13 93 97 97 99 99 96
14-1% 83 90 91 96 78 ss
16-17 55 70 63 87 9 (1]
18-20 17 27 22 37 18 23
AN-24 2 7 2 11 2 3
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TABLE 2B. EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENTS OF CHILDREN OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON=-
RELIEF HOUSEWOLDOS BY RESIDENCE, OCTOBER 1933
Pencext of CniLoREN Percentr of CurLomen Percent of CuiLonew
5-2% Years of Age 12-19 Years orF AGe Wnd 15-23 Yeass 0F Aet Wno
RES1pENCE StiLe 1w Scroou CoMPLETED GRADE Sc«cun1 ComPLETED HigN ScwooL
Reviee Nox-RevL1eF RELIEF Nom-Revier Revier Nom-ReLigr
TovaL 68 68 47 61 11 27
VitLace 12 73 55 63 17 37
Oren Counmtay 66 6% 42 59 8 28

TABLE 29, EDUCATION OF CHILOREN OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY AREA,
OCTOBER 1933

Percent OF CHiLOREN PEmcent OF CuiLomen Percent or CriLoREN

5-25 Years OF AGE 12-19 Years oF Ace Wwo 15-23 Years of AGe Wno

AREA StiLt im ScHooL CompLETED GRADE ScmoOL ComPLETED HIGH ScuooL

RELIEF Ron-ReLIeF RELIEF Now-RELIEF ReLier NON-RELigr
ALL AREAs ComeIned 68 58 u7 61 11 27
OLo Sourw CoTrtom 51 58 1 2% [ 8
SouTHwesT CoTTON 67 70 46 68 12 28
Tosacco 58 50 10 40 1 15
DarRy 13 71 51 63 9 P}
MASSACHUSETTS 72 70 53 65 13 2
Lur-Oven 69 66 49 51 12 1
OORK—aNL-HOG 72 70 55 68 13 37
CaSH GRAIN 69 66 38 67 17 33
LTS 68 65 58 68 19 33
MOUNTAIN 68 68 b2l %9 12 30
NEw MEXICO 68 69 i) 2 1 3
OrEcON 7 67 46 64 7 3%
CALIFORNIA 78 4 65 72 20 33
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TARE 30. EOUCATION OF CHILOREN OF WWITE AND NEGRO RURAL RELIEF AMD MON-REL |EF WOUSEHOLDS,
BY AREA, OCTOBER 1933

Pencsnt or CuiLontn Percent oF CriLongs Percant or CuiLones
325 Yaans or Ase 12-19 Yeans o Ast Wno| 15-23 Yeans o Ase o
Anga Race StiL 1a Scwoon. CompLateo GRaDE ScwoOL | Comriaves Hiew Scroor
Ravier Now-RetL1er Revisr Now-ReLiar Recier Now—Re 1P
Torad/ : »yrTe %5 60 " L) [ 15
Neeno 2 57 6 10 1 3
OLe Sourn
Corvos:- ™mIiTe 5 ” 17 [T} ? 14
Neeao L] 5 (] 9 1 3
Tosacco: ™iTe » 62 10 . 1 »
Neemo t » -] 15 o [}

& LINITES 7O WNITED AND NESROES 1N THE OLD SOUTN COTTOR AND TODACCO AMEAS.

TABLE 31. PERCENT OF RURAL RELIEF ANO WON-RELIEF MOUSEMOLOS WITH NO WORKERS ANC™ W1
NEITHER WORKERS MOR POTENTIAL WORKERS, 8Y AREA, OCTOBER 1933

~

Pencent or Housswoise 'r“" or Howssusios

witn Mo Woaksas (T NaiTHer Wesnees

Assa Rap PorentiaL Wesneas

Recaer Now-Rac 18r Rav1a¢ Mon-Reesar

ALl Argas Cowernes 8 ] 7 ]
OLo Sowrn Covrom 3 1 3 1
Sovtneast Cotiom s L) : 3
Toeacco [ ] L] L}
Datay 11 3 9 3

Massacnyosrre 10 L] 10 s’
Cer=Ovan L] 2 L} 2
Coan-ans-Hos 10 ] [ ] 8
Casw Gaain 2 L} 1 L]
Wnaar 6 . ] L]
Mosntain 13 3 13 3
0 3 32 3
.27 3 16 e
CavLsrosmia 9 3 9 H]
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TABLE 32. AVERAGE NUMBER OF WORKERS PER RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLD
WITH WORKERS AND AVERAGE NUMBER OF DEPENDENTS PER WORKER
IN THE SAME HOUSEHOLDS, BY AREA, OCTOBER 1933

Averact WORKERS Avenase Derenoents
rae HousenHOLD ran Womxen
Anga
Revier Now-Revter Raciar Mon—ReLier

ALL Araas Comsingo 1.4 1.5 2.6 1.7
OLo Soutw Cottonm 1.8 2.1 2.0 0.9
Soutnwest Corvon 1.3 1.3 2.1 2.1
Tosacco 1.6 1.6 2.6 1.7
Dater 1.4 1.6 2.9 1.6
MassacHuserts 1.5 1.6 2.5 1.7
Cuv-Oven 1.1 1.4 3.4 2.1
Coan-anp-Hos 1.4 1.4 2.3 1.6
Casw Graim 1.3 1.9 2.8 1.5
LLT T} 1.2 1.% 2.9 1.8
MounTaIN 1.% 1.3 2.3 2.1
NHaw MExicO 1.2 1.3 2.8 2.8
Oneeon 1.3 1.8 2.5 1.7
CavLironrnia 1.3 1.3 2.6 1.7

TABLE 33, AVERAGE NUMBER OF DEPENDENTS PER EMPLOYED WORKER IN RURAL RELIEF AND
NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLOS WITH WORKERS, BY SEX AND OCVOBER )933
OCCUPATION OF HEAD

Avinast Nuwsaz or Dsrenetnrs
Sex amp Ocvosea 1933 sen Eurroves Woruaa
OccupaTion OF HEAD
Revigr Non-ReL1ar
ALL Heaos 5.0 1.8
MaLt Heaos 3.2 1.9 .
AcricuLTune 3.1 1.8
Now-AGRiCuLTYRE 3.2 2.0
UnempLovad 3.3 1.9
Fruare Heaos 2.2 0.9

TABLE 34. AVERAGE NUMBER OF DEPENDENTS PER EMPLOYED WORKER IN RURAL RELIEF AND
NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS WITH WORKERS IN OCTOBER 1933, BY AREA

Avinace Nuwmes oFf DEPENDENTS PR
Anea EmPLoveo Worxes

RELIEF Nou=-ReELIEF
ALL Areas Comsined 3.0 1.8
OLd Soutw Cotron 2.9 1.3
Sourweest Cortron 2.8 2.1
Tosacco 2.8 1.8
Dasay 3.2 1.8
MassacnuseTTs 31 1.8
Cur-Oven 3.6 2.4
Coru-ano-Hoe 2.8 1.8
Casn Gaarw 2.4 1.6
Wneat 3.1 1.8
Mountatn 2.4 2.1
New dexico 3.0 3.3
Ongsonm 3.1 1.8
CaLirFORNIA 2.7 1.9
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b~
TAGLE 35. PERCENT OF DEPEWDENTS (N RURAL RELIEF AND NON~RELIEF NOUSEHOLDS WHO
WERE POTENTIAL WORKERS, BY SEX AND OCTOBER 1933
OCCUPATION OF HEAD
Pascent oF OerenoeEnts Bno Wang
SEX AP EMPLOYMENTY PovenviaL Womxgas
oF Hsao
Reviee Nowm-RecLier
ALl Ngase 6 4
Ware Meane 6 [
As vag 6 4
Nou-Asricuitunt q 3
Ungureovee 6 q
FumaLs Neace 6 7
TABLE 36. AVERAGE OCTOBER EARNINGS OF EMPLOYED RURAL RELIEF

AND WON-RELIEF MALE MEADS OTHER THAN FARM OPERATORS IN
OCTOBER 1923, 1926, AND 1933, BY AREA

Averaae Eanninas
AREA Octosen 1923 Octosen 1928 Ocrosen 1933
Raveer Non=-RevLier RevLier Nom-Repter Revier Now-RevLirgr
Ase Asaas $ 80 $ 111 $ 13 $ 108 $ 26 $ 82
OLo Seuvs Cotvon 67 73 62 76 20 61
SouTnwaat Covrom 93 114 8% 110 29 84
Tosagce 50 91 48 90 25 68
Daser a8 128 84 120 (3] 98
Wassagnvsavts 93 112 98 116 g 102
Cot=Ovae 7 99 68 98 25 72
Cosu-ano-Noo 66 90 55 80 14 57
Casn Goain 14 109 67 100 30 90
Wugar 12 113 79 111 29 94
Moyntasm 71 102 62 92 30 78
Husw Mgxzico as 19 %1 71 23 37
Gegson 102 132 80 129 32 100
Cavtronaia 120 187 113 136 .2 107




96 RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

TABLE 37, CUMULATIVE PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF ALL RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF
NON-FARM OPERATOR HOUSEHOLDS WITH HEAD OR MEMBERS EMPLOYED IN
OCTOBER 1933, BY THE EARNINGS IN THAT MONTH OF HEADS AND
OF ALL MEMBERS INCLUDING HEADS

CumuLaTive PeEncenTaGe DisTnisurion of AL EmpLoveD
NON-FARM OPERATOR HOUSENOLDS BY EARMINGS OF
Ocvosen 1933
EarnINnGs HEAD ALL Mgumens
ReLrer Nom-RELIEF Recter Mox-ReELIEF

Less THaw $ 10 26 3 22 3
. . 20 53 9 ub 9
. . 30 72 1% 6% 15
. . un 78 22 72 21
L . 59 85 30 79 E 28
. . 60 /9 37 Ay 34
I 70 94 48 89 u2
— 8n 96 b 92 50
. . 90 97 62 94 56
. . 100 97 66 95 60
. L 125 99 83 98 77
. e 150 99 90 99 a4
. - 175 100 u 110 90
. . 200 100 96 100 93
. . 400 100 100 100 100

TABLE 38. AVERAGE OCTOBER 1933 EARNINGS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSENOLDSY/
WHOSE HEADS WERE NOT FARM OPERATORS, 8Y SIZE OF HOUSEWOLD

Avenaae Earwinas
Size or HousenoLo
ReLier Non=RaLi€#
ALL Houstnoros $ 31 $ 9%
1 Panson 13 a5
2 = 3 Pgasons 23 as
4 =% Pgasons 29 102
6 -8 Peasons 36 114
9 Pansons AND OveER 52 93

A/ WITH ONE OR MORE PRRSONS ENPLOYED.
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TABLE 39. AVERAGE EARNINGS OF HEADS AMD OF ALL MEMBERS OF RURAL RELIEF AND MOM—REL IEF
NOW—F AW OPERATOR MOUSEHOLDS EMPLOYED IN OCTOBER 1933, BY AREA

Nou~-Farw Oraraton HousenoiLosd/ Ciassirins
8Y Ocroser 1933 Eamnince of
Arga neasV AL Mawosnsh/
Reviar Now=-ReLiar Reviar Nou-ReLiar
ALL Amngas Comsiweo $ 28 $ 82 $ 5 $ 98
OLs Sowrw Cotron 17 99 18 69
Sowtawest Covvon 28 83 38 90
Tosacco 28 63 - 25 79
Dainy 38 108 a4 118
Magsacuesetté 7 101 58 121
Cur-Ovea 28 71 23 79
Corw—anp-Hos 18 52 20 60
c Srain 29 89 30 96
Wngat 28 93 30 103
Movrtaim 28 7 38 a7
Wew Maxico 18 57 20 %0
Orzsos 30 102 36 118
Cavironmia &1 112 52 130

A FARM OPEAATOR.

IHCLYUDES NOVSENOLES NEADED BPY FEwALES
» OLSS IN WHICH WO
OLPS 1% UNICH RO MENSEAS, INCLUSING READ, WERE PARM OPERATORS,

TABLE 80. MEDIAN ACREAGE OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF FARM OPERATOR HOUSEHOLOS
ON JANUARY 1, 1934, BY AREA

MEoian Acmeaae
Anga
Reciar Non-Rev ) €F

ALy Amzas Cousimeo B 119
OLo Sovrw Covron 28 39
Sowrnmear Corvrom 114 151
Tosacco 26 80
Oasny ” 101
Massacwvsarrs 13 31
Cut-0Over ay 81
Coamans-Hos 19# 116
Casn Grain 162 288
Wnaav 358 559
Nowntain 79 92

9 18

16 91
CavLironmia 8 13

AN SMALL SAMPLE.
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TABLE 41.  CUMULATIVE PERCENTAGE DiSTRISUTION OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON—RELIEF WHITE AND NEGRO FARM
OPERATOR HOUSEHOLDS. BY ACREAGE OPERATED DECEMBER 31, 1933

OLo SoutH CoTvow ano TosAcco Amgas

CusuLative Peacentases of Famu
Oreraton HousewoLos
Achease
WniTe Niero
Recinr Nowu-Rev1ef RELIEF Now-ReLter
Less Tuaw YO Acnmes 4 2 18 ]
. v 20 31 10 54 30
. . 50 . 16 18 9 90
. * 100 °* 93 63 96 96
. * 178 . 99 82 98 9
L * 260 L 100 91 100 100
* v 380 * 100 93 100 100
. « 500 100 97 100 100
. * 1% . 100 99 100 100
] *1,000 s 100 100 100 100

TABLE 42, PERCENT OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF FARM OPERATORS OTHER THAN CROPPERS, WHO
OWNED NO WORKSTOCK AND THE AVERAGE NUMBER OWNED ON JANUARY 1, 1934, BY AREA

PEACENT OF Famu Qwners and AVERAGE WuMBER OF WORKSTOCK
TENANTS wiTHOUT WORKSTOCK Owneo
AREA

ReLiEr Non—ReELIEF RaLier Now-Rev 10¢
ALL, Argas Comsintd 34 18 3.6 4.2
OLo Soutm Cotron 59 18 1.8 2.7
Sournwest CorTom 21 13 2.6 4.4
Tosacco 14 15 1.6 3.5
Daigy »n 19 1.8 2.7
MASSACHUSETTS 87 56 e *
Cur-Ovea 57 x 1.7 2.1,
Comru-and-Hog 36 19 2.3 3.0
Casn Gaarn 7 4 4.9 6.1
fineat 1 14 6.2 8.3
NouNTAIN 38 27 3.3 3.4
New Mexico 16 12 2.1 2.7
Onecon Tu 47 2.7 2.6
CALIFORNIA a5 61 1.9 3.2

A/ AVERAGES BASED Ow THOSE WwrnO OWNED SOwWE WOAKSTOCK.
2 LESS Twan 10 CASES. AVERAGE mOT COMPUTED.
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TARLE 03.. PERCENT OF RURAL RELIEF AND NOM-REL {EF HOUSEHOLDS THAT OWNED MO LIVESTOCK,
JANUARY 1, 1934, BY AREA

Percent oF HOUSENOLS®
Ansa
Witnout Coms Witnout Hoes WiTnowT PouLTay
Revisr Mow-RaL 1e¢ Regrer Now-REL i eF Revigr Nos-Rew tue
AL Artas Cowsiuee 68 47 12 65 L] b
OLo Soutm Cotrvom 61 32 4 2 19 1
Sovtuwest Cotron 40 21 9 %0 2 18
Tosacco 7 a8 63 a7 2 9
Dainy 86 49 93 1 ] 33
MagsacuusETTS 95 9 97 97 80 n
Cot-Oven %0 0 86 % 53 L))
Corn—ans—Hos [ ] 66 [} 13 2 51
Casn Gaain 52 % % | ] [} [
ear » 5 a8 47 22 ™
MounTAIN ] 38 12 ] 39 26
Mew daxico 94 69 N n 80 %0
Ongeon 64 (3] 87 ] a3 42
CacLtrormia 8 13 96 9 a7 k]

TASLE 44. AVERAGE NUMSERS OF LIVESTOCK OWNED BY RURAL RELIEF AND NOM-REL IEF HOUSEWOLOS,
REPORTING SUCH LIVESTOCK, JANUARY 1, 1934, BY AREA

Avenact Nuwser Avanage Nuwsea Avarace Nuwsea
or Cows oF HOGs or Pourtay
Anea
Revier Now-ReLsar Recier Non-RaL 1er Revter Now-Rei 1ar

ALL Aagas Cowsinto 3.0 5.7 3.7 1.1 LY 81
OLo Souts Cotron 1.5 2.7 2.5 5.7 13 29
Soutnwest Corron 2.5 5.5 3.7 9.0 34 100
Tosaceo 1.3 2.6 3.4 1.9 19 33
Daray 18 7.6 2.6 3.6 35 a7
MassachuseTrs 2.5 5.2 3.0 2.1V g 64
Cur-Oven 2.6 6.2 1.9 2.6 31 43
Comn-aup-Hos 1.6 5.0 2.7 2.0 23 3
Caon Graim 4.8 7.0 5.9 21.% 66 129
L 173 5.3 7.2 4.8 11.0 61 9
MounTain 2.8 4.4 2.3 4.8 LT u2
New Mexico 1.3 L4 1.6 1.6 16 19
Onteon 2.0 4.0 1.9 1.3 30 32
CaLironmia 1.2 7.8 1.6 4.5 3 198

A/ SEVERAL WON-TYPICAL CASES WHICH RAISED THE AVERAGE UNDULY wERE EXCLUOED.
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TABLE 435, CUMULATIVE PERCENTAGE OISTRIBUTION OF RURAL RELIEF ANO NOW-RELIEF
HOUSENOLDS BY AMOUNT OF INDEBTEONESS ON JANUARY 1, 1934

Cumuiative Percentases
OuTsTanDiINGg INDESTEDNESS oF AL Hovseworos¥
ReLIErF Nom-Racigr
Less Twan $ 2% 13 5
. - 50 23 11
- . 75 32 16
. . 100 37 19
. . 1350 49 26
. . 200 55 31
. . 250 62 3
. . 300 66 39
. . 00 . 71 an
. - 500 7% 7
- . 600 79 52
. . 700 -3 95
. . 800 83 %8
. . 900 83 60
. « 1,000 87 61
. * 2,000 98 76
. . 3,000 97 85
. . 4,000 98 90
. * 3,000 9% 92
. * 10,000 100 100

A/ ©OO0LS MOT I1MCLUOE THE 18 PERCENT OF Tud AGLIGP ARD THE 36 PRRCEST of Ths
NON-AELIEF NOUDENOLDS THAT MAD SO INOEDTEONESS.

TABLE 86. EXTENT AND AMOUNT OF INDEBTEDNESS OF RURAL RELIEF AND
NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLOS ON JANUARY 1, 1934, BY AREA

PERCENT OF HOUSENOLOS WiTH AvERasE AmOunT OF
No InptatgEoness InoenTEDNESS
Area
Revier Now-RaLiar Revier Non-Ruirer

AL Angas Comsinee 18 26 $ %00 $ 1,600
Ous Sowvs Cotrom 23 33 140 ™0
SovtnwesT Covvos 17 uw 400 1,560
Tosaceo 21 3 220 190
Daiay -4 2 3% 1,310
MASSACHUSETTS 16 » 620 1,710
Cur-Ovea 26 31 60 1,210
Conn—ano-Hos 9 37 20 1,3%
Casn Gaatn 7 32 10 2,850
Wygar e 2 1,53%0 3.310
Mountase 15 23 620 1,960
New Mexico 2] 36 100 2%
Oneaon 30 38 450 1,830
CaLiroamia 22 0 1,060 2,490

Fvs VALYE OF 1w0RS SASED ON THOSE WHO MAD SOME (NDESTEONESS.
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TABLE 47 &, PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS OF MALE RURAL
RELIEF MEADS BY USUAL OCCUPATION
Ocvosen 1933 Occuearion
Last Usuac
Occuration Fama Pro- Pro- SEmi- anp
Omacn | Caorrtn | Temant [ | oo | peasiomar | mrietany | CLERICAL [ SRILLED |y, qp [ UmesemoveD
Tora 100.9 10.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Omen 82.5 0.3 5.0 5.7 - - - C.u 1.6 3.7
Cropren 0.1 64.2 12 2.3 - - - 0.2 0.8 5.9
Temant 3.3 u.8 73.2 1n.2 - 3.8 - 2.9 T4 10.4
Fasoa Lancmen 2.2 3.1 3.6 60.3 - - - - n.9g 2.4
Proreas 1 omar 0.1 - L] 0.4 84.2 - - - . 0.8
Prom e TARY 0.6 1.0 1.2 0.9 - 45.3 9.2 - 2.1 2.7
Cuemrca 1.3 . 1.3 M - - 7.0 1.1 1.2 3.0
SaILLED 2.2 1.7 2.1 1.7 - 0.5 - ®.8 5.5 1.5
Stmi- a0
Ussa e 5.2 8.8 1.2 10.2 5.8 1.9 10.8 2.8 63.5 ».8
No LasT Usuar
Qccupat 1om 2.5 16.1 5.2 13 - 16.5 3.4 2.8 6.0 1.8
LESS Tran 0.05 semcewt,
TABLE 47 8. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBITION JF THEL OCTIHER 1773 OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS
OF MALE RURAL NON-RELIEF HEADS BY USUAL OCCUPATION
Octosem 1933 QccurAaTiON
Lasy Usum
Occupation
Farw ProFf s~ PROPRI- Semi= anp| Unwems—
Owner [CROPPER | TENANT [LaBORER 310NAL ETARY CLERICAL | SKILLED | UnsniLLED| PLOYED
Torae 100.0| 100.0 [ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Ownen 87.9 1.1 4.2 2.5 0.7 1.4 0.9 2.0 1.1 8.8
Caopren 0.2| 58.5 1.1 1.9 = = 3 = 0.3 0.3
Tenant 2.1 7.4 288 3.0 0.9 2.3 1.1 1.9 1.9 3.7
Famu Lasosen 1.7 4.8 4.5 55.9 0.2 0.5 0.3 0.8 3.2 9.6
Proressions | 0.3 0.3 0.3 = 86.7 0.3 0.9 - 0.1 5.8
ProPaieTARY 11 0.1 1.0 - 0.4 7%.4 9.3 1.1 1.6 6.3
Ciemica 1.1 2.8 0.7 1.2 0.4 4.8 79.7 2.7 2.4 4.1
Suiien 2.7 1.0 2.7 7.1 1.0 4.3 4.4 96.6 9.8 18.7
Sewi~ anp .
UnsuieLeo 2.4 8.1 3.9 14.5 1.1 6.1 2.7 3.8 75.5 2.0
N0 Last Usuay
Occuration 0.6 15.3 4.8 7.9 8.6 1.9 l.4 1.1 4.1 2.7




102 RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF BOUSEHQLDS

TABLE 48 A.

RELTEF HOUSEHOLDS

CHANGES BE TWEEN LAST USUAL AND OCTOBER 1933 INDUSTRIES OF MALE HEADS OF

Ocvoser 1933 Iwoustry

Last Usuac TRANSPOR— Pro- | Dosestic | Mis-
InpusTRY Acri— |Fomes— | ExTrAc— | Manurac- |TATION Anp PusLic | FEs~ | aw0 PER~ | CeL- | Unen-
ToTAL |CULTURE | TRY AND | TiOM OF | TURING AND | CovmauniCA— | TRADE |SeRvICE | Siom—| SomaL LANE- | PLOYED
F1SHING | MINERALS | MECHAN ICAL Tion AL |Semvice s

Torau 100.0{ 43.5 0.3 0.3 3.4 2.7 0.4 | 0.2 0.1 0.5 12.6 | %.0
AGR 1CULTURE 100.0| 69.8 0.1 0.1 0.7 1.9 0.1 > 0.1 0.3 47| 2.2
FORESTRY anD
Fisning 100.0( 23.8 0.2 - - - - 1.0 - - 5.8 | 39.2
ExTRACTION OF
MiNERALS 100.0( 23.5 - 9.6 0.1 0.1 - 0.3 - - 16.2 | 50.2
MANUF ACT U 1 NG

AND
MeCHANICAL 100.0| 10.3 0.1 - 6.7 2.1 0.1 0.1 - - 10.9 | %9.7
TRANSPORTAT O

a0
Cowamication  |100.0] 15.2 - - 0.6 14.4 0.2 - - 0.3 9.7 | 9.6
TRaoE 100.0| 4.9 0.8 0.9 8.1 2.8 7.1 0.2 - - 8.5 | 56,7
PusLic Seavice 100.0| 32.7 - - 3.4 - 2.0 8.8 - - 2.4 | %0.7
PROFESS 1 ONAL
SeRvice 100.0| %0.6 - - = - = - 6.1 - 0.9 | &.u
DovesTIc an0
PersowaL Semvice [100,0| 18.5 - - - 14 - 1.4 0.6 20.9 14 |45.8
MISCELLANEOUS 100.0| 5.3 - - 0.2 0.5 - - - - 71.7 | 22.3
No Usuac
ImousTRY 100.0| ®.2 - - 0.8 2.3 0.3 0.8 0.1 0.2 10.8 | 52.5

Less Traw 0.05 percent,

TABLE 48 B, CHANGES BETWEEN LAST USUAL AND OCTOBER 1933 INDUSTRIES OF MALE HEADS OF MON-REL IEF
HOUSEHOLDS
Octoser 1933 luwpustRy
Last UsuaL FORES—| EXTRAC— | MAWUFAC~ | TRAnsPOR— Domestic | Wis-
InousTRY AGRI— |TRY AND[T ION OF |TURING AND| TATION Ay PusLic | Pro- | a0 PER— | CEL~ | Umese—
ToraL [cuLTuRe/FisningMIneRALS | MecHaniCAL | Comanica- | TRADE | Service| Fes— | soma LANg-| PLOYED
TION SIOMAL | SERVICE ous
ToraL 100.0| 9.6 0.3 0.8 9.4 6.0 B.4 .5 2.3 2.2 2.2 1.3
AGR I CULTURE 100.0| 94.8 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.7 0.7 0.1 » 0.2 0.4 2.4
FORESTRY AND
Fisning 10.0( 27.4 9.5 - 1.5 5.7 4.1 - 3.2 0.3 - 8.5
ExtRACT ION OF
MiNERALS 100.0 2.5 0.1 | 4.1 6.2 1.8 2.3 - - 2.6 B4 | B.O
MANUF ACTUR 184G
AND
MECHANI CAL 100.0| 16.u4 0.5 0.1 57.2 2.6 3.1 0.5 0.2 1.5 3.5 w.a
TRANSPORTAT jON
AND
COMMUN | CAT I ON 100.0| W.2 0.1 0.5 2.9 63.5 6.6 0.6 . 0.5 2.2 89
TRADE 100.0| 9.3 - - 3.1 1.0 |73.7 3.4 1.1 1.3 2.0 | 5.1
PusLic Service | 100.0| 7.4 - = ol 2.8 2.2 | 71.4 - 05 | 02 | 1.3
PROFESS |OMAL
SeRv IcE 10.0| 6.2 - - - 0.6 1.0 1.0 |84.3 0.7 0.4 5.8
Dovestic ano
PersonaL Service | 100.0| 8.4 - 1.7 2.1 0.1 2.6 0.4 - 70.1 0.2 U]
MiSCELLANEOUS | 100.0| 17.7 0.5 - 0.4 4.7 3.4 0.8 0.5 2.7 63.6 5.7
No Usua Inoustay | 100.0| 36.9 0.1 1.1 5.6 3.9 5.3 0.1 3.6 > 2.2 | 4.2
T, (Sl et ey

Less Tran .0 percent o

s
Digitized by \x

fe
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TABLE 99. PERCENT OF MALE HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NOM-RELIFF MOUSEMOLOS, OCTOBER 1933,
USUALLY ENGAGED IN MANUFACTURING AND MECHANICAL INDUSTRIES

_1 PeAcCENT OF MaLt MeaDs
WANUFACTURING AND MECHARICAL !mDusTRIES
Revier Non—RevLie#
Toray, &/ " 15.7 4.3
SviLeine 6.2 4.6
Foos InsvaTay 0.% 1.1
Inon ame SrgeL Macwingmy 2.0 2.4
Auvo Factomy amp Rerain - 1.2 0.9
Lowsen ame FumniTune l.a 1.1
Pargn ano Painvine 0.3 0.6
Textiin insusTay 0.7 1.0
Ovnan 3.2 2.6
&/ 661 asLinr ame 1,378 wow-2gL187 MALE WEASS.

TABLE 50. PERCENT OF MALE HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AMD WON-—RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, OCTOBER 1933,
ENGAGED IN MANUFACTURING AND MECHANICAL INOUSTRIES, BY AREAS

Parcent or MaLg Heaos Ewgasto 1u
MANUFACTURING AND MeCHANICAL fNDUSTRIES

As LAST UsuaL As Octosen 1933
A/ yiseNasion Taoeatay MANUFACTURING AND

MECnARICAL Sus—InDusTRIES

PrincioaL

Revier Now-ReL 187 | RavLsgr | Now—RsLIEP

AL Angas Cowsineo 1.7 19.3 3.5 9.4 BuiLOING, IRON AND STEEL WACHINZRY
Massacausetts 47.4 48.7 10.0 35.a BuiLotnes, TexTiLe

Daiay .9 21.% 6.4 12.4 BuiLDIng, IRON AND STEEL WACHINERY
CaLironnia 23.4 2.5 2.8 1%.9 BuILDING, IRORN AND STREL MACHINERY
Grome @ | e [ wa | s | S see

Comm— sssp-Hoa 18.6 14.6 3.6 9.7 BuiLOING, AUTO FACTORY AND REPAIR
Casn Gaain 1.7 1.2 5.1 6.7 BuiLoing

BuiLoing = Recier

Lumser anp FuswiTure - Nos-ReLier
Lusdtn anD PuRNITURE - RELiIZF

Tosacco 8.2 9.5 2.4 3.7 BuiLoine ~ Now—ReLiEF

BuiLoing - Recier

Onrscon 11.2 16.9 1.7 12.¢

Mosntaim 1.8 7.6 4.3 4.7 000 = Nom=REL1g#
Soutnwest Cotron 7.5 6.6 0.9 4.l BuiLoing

Ouo Soute CoTrom 6.1 a.8 0.3 2.7 LuNsEn ano PumniTune
Wgar a6 a.Q 1.4 3.7 BuiLoing

New Mexsco 0.6 1.7 0.3 0.9 Nowe

A/ AREAS ARRANGED ACCORDING TO IMPORTANCE IN FIRST COLUMN.
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TABLE 51. PERCENT OF MALE HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS,
OCTOBER 1933, ENGAGED IN THE TRANSPORTATION AND
COMMUNICATION INDUSTRY, BY AREAS

PrACEnT OF MaLe HEADS EnGAGED 1w
TAANSPORTATION AND CO“I‘U.lCl'IOI
v As Last Usuai As Ocroeea 1333 PrincivaL TRausroRTATION AND
Area Tupustay InousTay Comea
UNICAY ION INDUSTRIES
RevLier Now-ReLIEF | ReciEF Now-ReLier
STReETS - Revitr
AL AREAS COwBINED 1.7 1.5 2.7 6.1 Rai1LROADS - NOn-ReLter
STREETS - RevLisr
Dainy 13.7 5.1 5.0 4.0 Ra1LAOADS - Non—RevLiE¢
MASSACHUSETTS 13.2 10.8 3.1 9.2 RaiLROADS
New Mexico 1.5 12.3 = 4.7 RaILROADS
RaiLroaps — Revigr
MouNTAI N 3.4 5.4 1.1 4.3 StReets ~ Now-ReLiEF
Corw—ano-HoG 8.3 15.9 3.0 13.4 RaILAOADS
CaLtFORNEA 1.2 6.9 0.9 3.9 RaiLa0ADS
Casn Grain 6.8 1.2 2.1 7.1 RAILROADS
WHEAT 9.1 5.7 2.1 5.8 Ra1LROADS
RAILAOADS - ReLiee
Cut—Oven 4.9 5.8 1.3 4.9 Garaces - Now—ReLler
OreGon 3.9 8.6 1.7 6.0 Ra1LAOASS
RaiLroaps ~ Revier
SouTHWEST CoTton 3.9 4.1 0.5 3.8 Ganaces — Now—ReLiee
StReets - Recier
OuLo Soutw CoTToN 3.0 3.7 1.0 2.6 RaiLaoans ~ Now-Revier
Tosacco 2.9 5.0 4.6 2.9 RaILROADS

A/ AREAS ARAANGEC (W ORDER OF IMPORTANCE 1N FIRST COLUMN,

TABLE 52. PERCENT OF MALE HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND MOM—RELIEF HOUSEMOLDS, OCTOBER 1933,
ENGAGED IN TRADE, BY AREAS

Percent o MaLg Hiaos Eweassd tm Thane
Arga

As Last UsvaL Inoustay As Ocrosar 1933 Insustay

Recer Now-RaLi1er RaLier Noa-ReL 1ar
ALL Argas Compineo 3.6 9.0 0.4 8.3
OLo Sourn Cotron 1.8 4.3 0.2 4.1
Soutuwesv Covron 2.3 4.8 - 4.0
Tosacco 1.8 8.9 0.6 7.1
Oatry 4.2 6.9 0.2 6.8
Wassacnusetrs 5.8 1.7 0.6 12.5
Cur-Ovan 1.% 4.6 - 3.2
Corn-ano-Hog 6.3 12.9 0.7 12.6
Casn Gearm 5.2 18.4 0.9 17.6
ear 2.7 10.3 0.1 9.5
MounTain 2.2 8.5 0.9, 5.7
Ngs Mexico - 1.9 - 0.7
Oneaon 3.8 9.9 0.3 1.9
CALiFoRmIA 5.5 6.0 0.8 1.2
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TABLE 95 A. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF MALE HEADS OF HURA\.V RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS
BY LAST USUAL OCCUPATION AND BY OCTOBER 19335 OCCUPATION

Lasy Usvar Occuration
Ocroean 1933
Occuration Owuen CroPeen | Tewaur Fasu .'M"L/ SkiLLEo Sews= am ”%ct::?-“
Lasoaga [CoLLaa® UnsuiLeeo| pation
TotaL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 ¥00.0 100.0
Oenea 5.4 0.2 1.6 2.3 5.9 3.3 2.1 3.6
Crorran a.1 54.5 1.0 1.3 1.1 1.0 1.9 9.8
Teuant 8.9 4.8 7.7 1.4 15.9 6.0 5.6 4.5
Fams Lasonen 2.3 2.2 2.% ». 1.6 1.1 1.8 (94
"Waite Cocand/ - - 0.7 - 9.9 - 0.1 1.1
SusLLEo 0.1 0.1 0.3 -~ 0.5 29,3 0.2 0.7
Squi~ And UssxiiLito 2.2 2.% 5.8 19.4 14.2 12.4 3.6 13.9
UngueLoveo 10.6 3.7 16.4 a1.2 83.3 52.9 49.1 528
A/ PROFEBBIONAL, PAOPRILTARY, AND CLERICAL WOAKERD.
TABLE 53 B. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF MALE HEADS OF RURAL MON-REL IEF HOUSEHOLDS BY LAST
USUAL OCCUPATION ANC BY OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATIOM
Last Usuac Oc;t;nno-
O:::“' 1933 Fanu nive Sewi- N0 Usua
UPAT ION Ounen Crorega | Tewant Lasonte | Corcan® SKILLED | awp Un- |Occura—
SKiILLED Tion
Tora 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Ounen 94.9 3.5 6.0 .7 6.1 9.9 6.5 5.3
Cacerse 0.1 78.3 1.3 2.4 0.5 0.2 1.3 8.1
Tenanr 1.8 9.7 83.7 9.8 2.0 4.0 4.0 16.4
Fanu Lasoren 0.3 ..2 2.6 .9 0.3 2.7 3.9 1.0
*Wnive CoLuan®d 0.4 - 1.7 1.2 79.3 5.3 4.3 8.4
S«iLrLen 0.3 - 0.9 1.1 1.6 92.6 1.6 1.6
Semi~ au0 UnsuiLieo 0.4 2.1 1.8 9.0 3.4 12.1 66.3 11.9
Untumovep 1.8 1.2 2.0 8.9 6.8 13.2 12.1 41.3

A/ PROFESSIONAL, PROPRIETARY, AND

CLERICAL WORKERS.



TABLE %4 A, PERCENT OF MALE HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON=RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS FMPLOYED AT THEIR USUAL JCCUPATION IN DCTOBER 1333, dY OCCUPATION AND AREA
Piacear or M Heaps EwpiLoveo av Usuar Occuration
Py - pih et e i
ARga A Semi= anp U=
ALL Mavg Heapsd/ Fanu Jwnga Cagpeen Tenaet Famw Lasontr  [*Wnite Cocian®® | SkiLcen Lasoren
sxiLLeo Lasoren

-+ —1 +— -- T -

RELIEF [MON—REL1E#| RECIEF {NOw~ReL1er[ReC1Ep [Mon—REL1EF| RELIEF NOS~REL t4# | RELIEF (NOw—REL 1EF [KEL 1EF [NOM—RELIEF [RELTEF |NON—RELIEP

AN i O Qi S L 4 L 4 L} e
AL Areas Comsiwed a9 3 6 % 95 19 12 84 23 u 10 9 25 53 w 66
OLo Soutm Catrow 0 a3 7 EL w 79 4] 9 35 uy 17 Ta - 9 15 uy
30uTnmEst CoTTow 64 30 au 95 85 33 as 3u 25 3% = bu 18 a7 27 54
Tosacco 53 3% a1 EL] .67 95 75 a3 LT3 68 = 9 35 0 uy 5%
Baiar 57 77 83 3 - = 47 9% 13 37 6 il 38 51 25 37
BasSaCAuSETTS 25 76 a8 97 - - - - 10 60 § T4 12 63 Fol k2]
Cor=dver %8 81 38 95 - - 70 0 29 12 - 80 20 ul al 52
Coam-ano-Hog 51 Tu 33 a2 - - 21 13 “u 7% 3 7% 17 4% k] 93
Casn GRain 52 2 57 23 = - 12 34 12 38 12 96 55 67 42 72
Wreat 50 33 56 5 - = a5 au 1 20 13 a3 10 0 3 6u
Mountain 47 78 77 32 - - n 13 31 53 26 n 1 » 2 55
New Mexico 42 55 67 91 = = 6% 92 us uz - 30 = 14 11 20
Oresom 46 5 » 32 - - 80 8l 33 L] 18 7% - u3 L) 50
CaLIFORNTA 32 70 du 26 - - 33 82 15 5 6 u3 5 43 22 60

L

A/ ALL MALE nLADS WITH A USUAL OCCUPATION,

8/ PROFLSSIONAL,

PROPRIETARY, ANG CLERICAL WOAKERS.

01

9

SATONdSNON JIITIY-NON ANV JHITHY TVENY



PERCENT OF MALE WEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON=-RELIEF MOUSEMWOLODS WNO WERE UNEMPLOYED IN OCTOBER 1933, 8Y USUAL OCCUPATION, BY AREA

TABLE 54 8.
Peacent or MaLg NHaados UmewmpLOYED, BY UsuaL OccupatTiown
Sgmi~ ang Un=
Aaga AL Mace Heaos Fanu Ownen Crorrea Tenaur Faeu Lasonen  ["Wive Corean*d/ | Sxiito Lasonea
SKILLED LaBoAge
ReLier | Nou—RELIAF|REL 18P [NOw—REL 105 [ReL1EF (NOW—REL 127 [REc1ur | NOow—REL1EF{RELIES [MOn—REL e (ReL1es [NOwR el s (REL IRF [NOW—REL 1EF [REL 16 (NOR—REL g
— —— —_—t —f —t —4— - A — t+ ——
ALL Aruas Comsined 35 6 11 2 36 1 16 2 41 9 bH 7 33 13 49 12
- - o~
OuLo Soutm Cotrom 2 18 1 53 _. = i 1 » = 30 9 88 = 63 9
Soutnwesy Corrom 19 5 3 N 3 2 (S [ b 8 % [ 9 12 44 12
Tosacco 19 5 4 - Tu 3 R u = 18 1 9 3 14 3 21
Darar 51 ? 9 1 - - 3l il 87 1 23 8 54 14 n lu
Massacnuserrs 64 12 8 1 = = - - 8 L] 12 12 75 18 67 14
Cur=Ovea 8 3 § 1 - - 5 - 3 = 29 3 23 3 13 12
Coam=ano=Ho6 0 7 3% 8 - - 24 - 2 b] 99 1 3 11 23 5
Casn Gaaiw H 2 2% e - - 2 - 4 7 7 1 3 17 52 L4
L 2TV 2 2 7 1 - - 6 3 43 '] q7 3 0 1 0 10
MounTain 3u 7 0 2 - - 19 2 ur 15 u? 6 8 13 50 18
Ngw NExico us 2 » 2 - - - 2 48 25 - 22 = 32 80 62
O=egon 35 7 24 3 - - 13 4 » = 43 1 52 3 4l 12
Cacirornia 41 8 8 1 - - 27 5 uu 14 61 14 ul 12 59 18
I | L

A/ PROFESSIONAL, PROPRIRTARY, 4ND CLERICAL” ROAKERS.

® Less Tuam 0.5 reacens.

S3TAVL XYVINIWITALNS

L01
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PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUT.-ON OF MALE WEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NOM-REL EF HOUSEHOLDS 8Y OCTIBER 1933 OCCUPATION, BY AREA

TABLE 93.

RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS
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TABLE %6. PERCENT OF TIME MALE MEADS OF OCTOBER 1933 RURAL RELIEF AND NOW - RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS WERE
UMEMPLOYED DURING THE PERIODS NOVEMBER 1, 1923-OCTOBER 31, 1933; NOVEMBER 1, 1923-
OCTOBER 31. 1929; NOVEMBER 1, 1929-OCTOSER 31, 1333, 8Y AREA

Nov. 1, 1923 Wov. 1, 1923 Nov. 1,199-
Ocr. 31, 1933 Ocr. 31, 199 Ocr. 31, 1933
Anga
ReLier Now-ReL 1ee ReLiee Non-ReLier RELIEF Now-ReL1er
ALL Artas Cowsinao 16 7 12 8 22 7
OLo SouTu Cotres 16 10 18 19 1t 4
Soutneest Covrom 13 10 15 12 15 8
Tosacco 11 10 11 13 13 6
Dasny 22 8 13 4 34 5
Massacnusatys : 21 7 3 4 38 11
Cer~Ovan 6 4 6 6 7 3
Coam-ano-Hos 14 9 10 9 18 9
Casn Gaain 15 6 12 7 22 4
Wegar 13 6 13 8 14 ]
MosnTain 16 7 11 6 25 7
New Mexico b 15 21 9 L1 ) 25
Ongaon 17 ? 13 8 2% 8
CaLironmia 12 ] 4 4 . 25 6
I4
(-4
N . .
/ o - ke
& ) .
<
g
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TABLE 57 A. CHANGES FROM LAST USUAL OCCUPATION TO OCTOBER 19%3 OCCUPATION OF WHITE AND NEGRO

MALE HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

(Ouo Soutw Cotvow awp Tosacco Ameas)

Octoser 1933

LasT Usuai Occupatiowd/

OCcupPATION FaRu Sew1— No Usuat
OwNER Cropren Tenany LABORER SxiLLED AND Occusation
UnsxiLLEd
L11ed 4

TotaL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 l"ﬁ 0 100.0 100.0
Ownen 73.8 0.u 2.9 1.0 3.5 0.2 6.8
CROPPER 2.3 2.5 1.4 2.0 2.7 14,1 9.8
Tenanr 5.3 3.2 61.1 7.1 0.8 - 5.5
FaRM LABORER 0.6 2.0 3.8 3.8 2.7 0.5 3.1
*wiite CoLLar'¥ - - - - - 0.8 -
SkiLLed - - - - 1.5 - -
Semi~ AND UNSKILLED 4.0 2.7 4.9 7.1 6.2 ”n.3 3.1
UNEMPLOTED 14.0 9.2 26.3 46.0 7.6 66.1 71.7

JEGRO

Tora¥ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 100.0
OwneR 0.7 0.2 0.3 - - - -
CroPPER - 58.2 3.6 6.8 - 15.5 21.%
Tenant 5.6 7.6 RI1.0 - - .5 3.9
FARM LABORER - 3.4 2.9 45.7 - 1.4 1.5
SkiLLED - 0.4 - - - - -
Sewi— aND UNSKILLED - 1.5 0.3 11.9 - 31.8 2.5
UNEMPLOTED 3.7 30.7 12.3 35.6 - 40.8 2.6

&/ TOO FEW CASES IN THE “WHITE COLLAR® GROUP FOR COMPUTATION.
B/ PROFESSIONAL, PROPRIETARY ANO CLEAICAL WORKERS.
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TABLE 97 8. OIANGES FROM LAST WBLA. OCCHPATION TO OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATION OF WMITE AND NEGRO
WALE HEADS OF RURAL WOMN-REL IEF MOUSENORLOS

{OLo Soutn Cotvow anp Tosacco Amgas)

LasT Usyar Occuration
Ocroasn 1933
OccupaTioN Fatu | "Buire Stmi- ano | Mo Usuap
Ownen | Crorren) Temant Lasonen [CouL ansa/| SHILLE0 Unskiiieo | Occupation
varrs
Tovau 10.0 | 190.0 100.0 | 100.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Owman 95.5 1.7 8.9 1.8 9.7 10.8 11.5 3.8
Crorren Q.9 ”R.9 9.2 17.9 1.1 4.5 10.% 18.2
Tesant 2.3 2.2 84.6 4.5 3.8 3.8 2.3 26.3
Famnu Lasorer 0.2 3.7 0.1 4.8 - 1.6 n.9 4.3
*Wni7e CoLcany/ 0.4 - 0.7 - 75.8 1.6 3.2 2.1
SuiLLEo 0.u - - 4.5 1.7 58.7 - 5.3
SeMi— AND UnsxiLLED 0.1 1.8 0.3 10.4 - 12.2 85.9 0.7
UnewrLoveo 0.7 1.3 1.2 19.4 B.9 6.8 1.7 1.8
¥BGRO
Tora ¥V 100.0 [100.9 | 10.9 | 100.0 - - 100.0 100.0
Ownen 99.2 n.% 1.5 0.4 - - 5.7 1.0
Caoreer 0.4 82.2 2.% 2.6 - - .2 42.6
Tenant E a.4 93.1 2.1 - - 15.2 19.3%
Fanu Lasonen - 6.0 2.7 22.3 - - 12.4 219
SaMt— AND UNSKILLED 0.4 2.1 - 1.3 - - u.8 10.2
UntweLOvED - 0.8 1.2 5.3 - - 17.9 5.9

& PROFESSIONAL, PROPAIETARY ANO CLEMICAL WORXERS,
&/ OO FEW CASES Im THE "SMILE COLLAR® AND SKILLED GAOUPS FOR COMPUTATION.
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TABLE 58,  PERCEMTAGL DISTRIBUTION OF LAST USUAL AND OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATION OF WHITE AND
NEGRO MALE HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND MON-REL IEF NOUSEHOLDS

(OLp Soutw Cotrom anp Tomacco Aneas)

Last Usuar Occueation Octosea 1933 Occuration
Occupation WiTE NeGRO Wi tg NeGro
Rec1eF {NowREL HEF | RECIER |Now-RELIEF | REL1EF [NON-ReL 167 | RELier | Now-ReL 16F

ALL CLasses 100.0 100.0 100.0 10.0 100.0 10.0 100.0 100.0
AGR 1L TURE 8.9 61.8 N0 88 u6.2 LK n.e a7
Owegn 9.8 ».5 CE:] 16.0 8.9 2.3 4.6 17.2
Croreen 36.8 1.6 3.7 18.0 19.2 9.4 2.4 3.2
Temant 19.0 208 u2.8 9.0 4.9 a8 .0 3.5
Famu Lasarer 3.3 0.9 2.7 4.8 3.2 1.2 3.6 1.8
Nom—AGR 1 Cue TUE 25 %.3 3.5 10.2 6.9 2.6 5.4 5.3
PROFESS 10N 0.5 1.0 0.1 0.5 0.1 1.4 0.1 0.4
PrormiETary 1.0 6.9 05 0.7 0.3 6.9 - 0.8
CremicaL 2.0 4.9 - 0.3 0.3 3.7 - 0.2
SkILLED 3.7 6.0 0.3 0.9 0.4 4.2 0.1 0.a
Semi— AN UssiLLED 133 1.5 12.6 8.2 5.8 5.9 5.2 3.5
NO Usua OccuraTion O UnemPLoTEo 10.6 5.9 12,5 10.0 6.9 4.0 2.0 3.0

TABLE 59. EMPLOYMENT STATUS AND OCTOBER 1933 INDUSTRY OF MEMBERS 16 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER,
OTHER THAN HEADS, OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

Mewogas Otuga Twam Huass

Octoser 1933 Iwoustry
RevLier Wou-RevL 1eF
Toracd/ 100.0 100.0
EmrLoveD 14.3 .6
AGRICULTURE 1.5 13.9
DouesTic AND PERsonaL Seavice 2.6 2.7
MaMUFACTURING AND MECHANICAL 1.7 2.4
TRaoe 0.9 2.5
TRAKSPORTATION AND COMMUNICATION 0.9 1.1
PROFE3S1ONAL SEAVICE 0.2 2.1
OTHER INOUSTRIES 0.9 0.9
UnenpLoven 8.7 7.4
Seex1nc WORK 2.3 10.5%
Hot Seexina Womk 64,4 63.9

A/ 8,956 RELIEF aAnD 20,983 NON-RELIEF MEMBERS OTHER THAN HEAOS, 16 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER.
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TABLE 60. PERCENT OF MEMBERS 16 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER, OTHER THAN MEADS, N
RURAL RELIEF AND NON=RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS WHO WERE UMEMPLOYED
AND SEEKING WORK IN OCTOBER 1933, BY USUAL !INOUSTRY

Praceny UngmurLoveod
anp SEExing Wonxd/
UsvaL twousTay

Revier Nou-RELier
ALL Inpustrigs 60 29
AgticoLTeng 51 8
ManyracTuming amd Mgcmamicad 56 32
TRARSPORTATION ANS CoMMUNICATION 39 33
4l 21
Tic awe ParsowaL Seavice 3 18
MiscaLLAangove . 33 : 18
Nevea EwrLovge 100 100

ll 'Hl
0CTONER,

TABLE 61. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF UNEMPLOYED MEMBERS 16 YEARS OF AGE
AND OVER, OTHER THAN HEADS, IN RURAL RELIEF AND WOM-RELIEF
HOUSEHOLDS, WHO WERE SEEKING WORK INOCTOBER 1933, BY USUAL

OCCUPATION
UsuaL Occuravion Revier Non-Revier

Torad 100 100
AgmicuLTuae 17 11

Fanu Opeanrons 1

Faru Lasoneas 16 11
Hou-AGRICULTURE 2% 35

Lasonens 21 25

Misceciantousd/ 4 10
Nevem EwpLoveD L] 54

® Less twan 0.5 rencent,

A/ 1CLUDES BKILLED, SEMI— AND VNSKILLED OCCUPATIONS.
B/ RCLUDES PAOFESSIONAL, PROPRIETARY, AND CLERICAL QCCUPATIONS.
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METHODOLOGICAL NOTE

The chief problem arising in the analysis of this study re-
lated to the reliability of the sample. The method employed
in obtaining the sample was as follows:

Twenty states were selected because of their importance
from the point of view of commercial agriculture. States in
the corn-and-hog belt, the cotton belt of the Southwest, and
the wheat belt were obvious choices. The final selection of
the states and of the counties within each state, in which the
survey was made, however, was necessarily made partly for
reasons of expediency. Within the counties (see Map A) samples
of relief cases of varying size were taken at random from the
files of the County Emergency Relief Administration office as
of October 1933, eliminating all cases residing in towns and
cities of 2,500 or more population. For unavoidable reasons,
the survey was made in the Texas and Kentucky counties as of
November rather than October 1933. Each relief case taken in
the sample was visited by an interviewer. A control group was
secured by filling schedules for the two nearest non-relief
neighbors of each relief case seen. Approximately 5,600 rural
relief households were included.

Mequate attention was not given to the problems of sampling
in the brief time allowed for putting the survey in the
field. As a consequence, when the schedules were in and
analysis was under way, the question at once arose as to the
universe represented. In the effort to answer this question
many difficulties were encountered. The variable to be mea-
sured was multiple rather than single, being the composition
and characteristics of the population receiving relief, com
pared with the surrounding non-relief population. Fvidently,
a sample that would be representative with respect to some
traits would not be representative with respect to others.
As one way out, the couhities surveyed were first grouped ac-
cording to the prevailing type of farming, except that coun-
ties which belonged in one geographical area (e.g. the South-
east) were not combined with those in another f(e.g. Cali-
fornia), even when the type of farming seemed to be the same;
and, second, certain population factors le.g. percent of pop-
ulation rural, percent of farm tenancy) were considered.
After eliminating a few counties that did nmot fit in any of
the groups formed in this way, 13 fairly homogeneous areas,
as listed below, resulted. The assumption then was that
since the chief factors that would affect the proportion and
composition of the rural population on relief were alike
among the sample counties in the same group, the characteris-
tics of the population receivipg relief would also tend to be
similar. Actual tests did not show as much homogeneity as was
desired, but much of this uncontrolled variability was cer-
tainly due to differences in administrative policies among
state and county relief officials, which were not reckoned
with in the study.
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118 RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

After the sample counties were grouped, the next step was
to discover what other counties were sufficiently like them to
be entitled to inclusion in the universe represented. Maps B
and C resulted. Map B shows all counties which resembled each
group of sample counties in respect both to basic economic aand
social factors and the proportion of the rural population re-
ceiving relief. In this relatively sparse universe, which at-
tempts in a rough way to control both background factors and
administrative policies of relief officials, the number of re-
lief cases in the total sample forms about 4.5 percent of the
total rural relief load in the universe. It is, therefore,
open to serious question as to its adequacy. This deficiency
is, of course, aggravated in the more ample universe pictured
in Map C, which included all counties that resembled the sam-
ple counties fairly closely with respect to background factors
only, without regard to the proportion of the rural population
on relief in October 1933. 1In this latter case, the number of
relief households in the sample is a little less than two per-
cent of the total relief population in the shaded areas.

In combining the data for the sample counties by groups or
areas, the figures for each sample county were weighted in ac-
cordance with the ratio of the relief sample taken in the
county to the total rural relief load of the counties that re-
semble it in both background factors and relief load, as showa
on Map B. The weights obtained from the counties in Map B
were correlated to some extent (r=.53) with those that were
calculated for purposes of comparison for the larger number of
counties in Map C. The list of the sample counties is repeat-
ed below with these weights attached. The wide variation in
the size of the weights, even within the same group of coun-
ties, means simply that some of the sample counties happened
to be representative of many counties and large relief popula-
tions, while others were found to be representative of little
besides themselves.
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METHODOLOGICAL NOTE

SAMPLE COUNTIES AND WEIGHTS BY AREAS

Area and County

" 0ld South Cotton

Dallas, Alabama
Limestone, Alabama
Cleveland, Arkansas
Lee, Arkansas

Ason, North Carolina

Soutbwestern Cotton
Hill, Texas
Runoels, Texas
Cleveland, Oklahoma
Payne, Oklahoma

Tobacco
Todd, Keatucky
Madison, Keatucky
Sampson, North Carolima
Pitt, North Carolina

Dairy
Green, Wisconsin
Cecil, Marylaad
FPrederick, Maryland
Tompkins, New York
Wayne, New York
Dorchester, Maryland

Massachusetts
Middlesex, Massachusetts
Worcester, Massachusetts

Cut-Over
Marathoa, Wisconsin
Sawyer, Wisconsin

Weight

PR o B\

N W~

™ N

(I11)

tIx}

tIv)

tx

(X1

(XI1)

(XII1)

119
Weight

Corn-and-fog

Wright, Iowa 4

Poweshiek, Iowa 20

Fayette, Obio 5

Logaa, Ohio 40
Cash Graia

Miger, South Dakota 29

Linn, Kansas 7

Nortoa, Kansas 8
Whbeat

Meade, Kansas 2

Gray, Kansas 2

Baca, Colorade 9

Spiek, South Dakota 19

Walworth, South Dakota 7
Mountain

Flbert, Colorado 1

Larimer, Colorado 9

Utah, Utah 1

Sanpete, Utah 3

Duchesae, Utah 4
New Mexico

Guadalupe, New Mexico 3

Socorro, New Mexico 1
Oregon

Tillamook, Oregon 4

Clatsop, Oregon 4

Marion, Oregon 9
California

Contra Costa, California 3

Riverside, California 2
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Bulletia G-1,

Bulletia G-2.

Bulletin G-3.

Bulletin G-4.

Bulletin G-5.

Bulletin G-6.

Bulletin G-7,

BULLETINS BASED ON THE SURVEY?

The Ownership of Livestock by Rural Relief and
Non-Relief Families, October 1933, by H. Kailin

Average Monthly Barnings of Rural Relief and
Non-Relief Housebolds Whose Reads Were Not Farm
Operators, October 1923, 1928, 1933, by W, F,
Daugherty

Baployment and Residential Mobility of Rural Re-
lief aad Non-Relief Housebolds, 1923-1933

The Unemployment of Male Heads of Rural Reliet
aad Non-Relief Households im U7 counties, by
K. H. McGill and T. C. McCormick

Industries and Occupation of Male Heads of Rural
Relief aad Non-Relief Households, October 1933,
by A. D. Bdwards and T. C. McCormick

Female Heads of Rural Relief and Noan-Relief
Bouseholds, October 1933, by A. D. Edwards

Bducation of Beads and Childres of Rural Reliet
aad Non-Relief Households, by A, D. Edwards and
Bllena Wimston

Isened by the Divieioa of Research, Statistics and Pinance, Federal Emer-

senay Relief Admimistratioa.
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RELIEF SCHEDULE

P.B.R.A. Perm D.RS.-0C

FEDERAL EMERGENCY RELIEF ADMINISTRATION
HarzY L. Horxins, Administrator

SURVEY OF RURAL FAMILIES RECEIVING
RELIEF IN OCTOBER 1933

DIVISION OF RESEBABCH AND STATISTICS
ConmraToN GRi, Directer
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128 RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIKF HOUSEROLDS

SURVEY OF RURAL FAMILIES RECEIVING RELIEF IN OCTOBER 1933

—

. Identification and Composition of H hold

11. Occupational Hiatory, Farm Tenure, and Mobility of Head of Household.
1I1. Employmeut Status of Members of Household Other Than ITead.

1V. Economic Status of Household.

V. Ty}?es and Sources of Public and Private Relief and Other Extraordinary
orms of Aid.

This survey is intended to amplify, for selected rural households, the
formation obtained by the Unempluyment Relief Census conducted through-
out the country. It will furnish bases for determining the types of rural
households receiving relief from public funds and for a prnisin the occupa-
tiona! and economic resources of tgese households. It will show also the extent
w which rural relief families have been aflected by varivus Federal, State, and
loce! forms of assistance.
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1. IDENTIFICATION AND COMPOSITION OF HOUSEHOLD

1. Schedule No..._.......... .. — Dateofinterview ....._____......cccccee.. Fieldagemt .. __.
2. Full name of head of b hold ... T
3. Residence: (a) State ... ..o (}) County ..oooieri e (e) Village _....__.... -

(d) If this family does not live in any village, check (v) here (...).
4. Color (or race) of head of household (check (v) one of the following):
(@) White_...{ ....)  (c) Mexican....(.....)  (¢) Japanese..__..........(..—.) (g) Filipino._(..)
(8) Negro.._(....) (d) Chinese ....(....)  (f) American Indian...(.—) () Other.w

5. Members of household during October 1933.

Narve ’c-"‘a. Nousza YnuCo-n.n'—l: “wu “:I:":-
R “h-n" lo::at- ""z Dﬂ.f: Hooes-
g 0 Bus or Y Bty B"‘:E ,‘.}J":E grate | 2o | oo &(i:::: ,{3:.,"{.,
_ L ] ™) [_J o - m [} ™ [ ] [+ ] [ 3
Lo _| Head
]
s
“— |
s
.- i
T i
‘*.4 L
.
lk_"_
] !
a__ | . v..........l...“.
1 __ L i
l&\;].\ b ; 1
:' If hovgehold was formed after January 1, 1930, give date of its formation .——........ ... ...
- (&) DDid Gotober housshold include » combined or “‘doublsd-ap” family? Yes () No (.._.)
®) X¢ October household included a combined or “doubled-up” family, the following:

(1) Did this combination take place after January 1, 19307 Yes (....) No (....)
(3) If %0, give line numbers of persons shown in question 5 who joined the family of head after

Januery 1, 1930
(3) Reasoas for combination
© If any members of October household did not receive relief in October 1933, give line numbers shown

in question §
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IO. OCCUPATIONAL HISTORY,

RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

FARM TENURE, AND MOBILITY OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD

8. Occupational history of head of household (include perivus of unemployment). Begin with first job for

pay. If working at home for wages, write ‘' home’’ under column (i).
TaLATION OF Rasprwcs
Mo Jos or UsuaL

Arn Ymanf Pxwino or ‘Oocoranion DxpusmaY MoxraLY

Onzunov Eanwmuos | Sase County Townadip o

O] ) [} @ (LI m w m ®

JOUSUSRURIN IS X
9. Tenure history of head of h hold ( t t, mortgaged owner, owner, manager, or partaer).

If

part-time farming, enter m{ormauon below, and reoord other occupation under question 8 sbove.

Characterize result of operation of each farm as ‘' profitable”’, ‘‘broke oven ", or "suflered loss.”

¢
Nuwnes !

Orxa-
arRp

[ )

O YEaM  Tayoas Brarve

(L]

FoiL oa Locanon
Paxrroo| N;’;'.:' ~
Fazuwol o0 1 1 RasoLr or OvensTes
ATRD Srads Commty Tewuship
(0] - w L] ®




RELIEF SCHEDULE

131

L. EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF MEMBERS OF HOUSEHOLD OTHER THAN HEAD

10. Employment status in October 1933,
years of age or over in October 1933, supply the following information.
“no”, enter a dash (—) in each of columna (c), (d), (e), (N, (g), and (b).

For each member of household, other than head, who was 16
If answer to column (b) is

1r AxawER 70 (D) 3 " YE8", QivR 18R ForLowing Data rom Last Jon ar Ustal Occuranon

[H s Pusd 1 Previous
Wea Pre. | Reousr

Lues 20Ul gt wee
NowsEa ks par F.mjioy

swowx | rioven [P0 | yerm or 1 v Mooth end
T | Reov. [AemeFormt Ty 00 Oorupation Iedastry Moty | Yeur Last Job
Laaty L] Busites, Faning [ Urual Orou:
ewor | (romly b Did ver paticn Knded
No) (Yes o nouwum.n
(No) (Yos of
No)
w | ™ ® ® o * - m

10. Continued.

If answer to (i) is “no’’, enter a dash (—) in each of columns (j), (k), and ().
is “yes”, enter a dash (—) in each of columns (n) and (o).

If answer to column (m)

[y U .| 17 o1 Furioren awp wor Brasiva Woan
W a2 Pra Ir XwmovEs v Ocrons: N ’L:”".:,':. N OcTonEs 1002 CHBCK 4D Qivs Ruason
bR Ens Ocrossa} Fom NOT AREXING Wonx

o L vred o wasf P -
Nowara (xrusss Panson

T o o Inamry SHrre) Saemr | obeer

Noy Oeoapad Eree || Y| @ Nossee
- [ ] O] & m () () 0
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IV. ECONOMIC STATUS OF HOUSEHOLD
11. Land and liveatock, January 1, 1934.

ITEM ‘ NUMBER ITEM NUMBER
(a) Acrees owned (o) Other cattle. ;
(®) Acres rented - {) Hoga
{¢) Horses and mules () Sheep. 1 .......
(d) Milk cows | (B) POUIEY .o

12. Total outatanding indebtedness of heidd of household January 1, 1934...... ... .. . ...

13. Increase in indebtedness from January 1, 1930 (or from formatiop of household, if after Janurry 1, 1930),
to January 1, 1934.

ITEM } TOTAL COMMENT
@ I 1n morteage indebted !
(1) Farm land and bufldi ST T A S A
{2, Chattel ind :

(8) House and lot in village... ... ... ...

(4) Business in viliage |

() Taxes unpeid

() Other debts (specify) | {
1.

14. Decreases in reserves from January 1, 1930 (or from formation of household, if after January 1, 1930),
to January 1, 1934.

ITEM TOTAL COMMENT

{a) Drawn on savi
@) Decrsase in chastel
() Decrease in land and build

@ Port o

ey

(s) Dw in life in
o B oo life 1
{9 Other (specily)

15. Losees or extraordinary expemses. Include all losses from January 1, 1930 (or from formation of howse-
hold, if after January 1, 1930), 0 Januvary 1, 1934.

ITEM [ TOTAL COMMENT
} S S S —
(s) Bank fail
() Losses in stocks and bends...._..._
(¢) Bad debts.

@) Fallure of oooperatives or other farmers’

() Losses of Hvestook {
N Crop f
{9) Medical care:

(1) Doctor bills.
(%) Howpital bilis.
(8) ChAidbirth

» P
#) Personal Inj
() Other lossen (apecify).
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16. Dx indebted. from Ji y 1, 1930 (or from formation of b hold if after J y 1, 1930),
hJ-'yl 1834.
Cowmin o FWe0 UsEd 90 DEsfOass 1Ssdrotissemd Tovar Coumsny

V. TYPES AND SOURCES OF PURLIC AND PRIVATE RELIEF AND OTHER EXTRAORDINARY
FORMS OF AID

17. Indicate types and sources of relief received by this bousehold during October 1933.

RAzuw Acxwey Poax op
T ' (Onse Vases
Publis or Private Noma of Agoacy Kind)
o [ - ) ]
a) Dirost ralief. | S
() Woek relief.
(s) Pood fax &
) Other (spoalfy). ... ;
18. (s) Was household known to any type of relisf agency before January 1, 19307
Y (.. No______.. () Not ascertainable.. .. .. (..)
()] Nn.m.btol months for which housebold received any relief during: 1830 1931
P 1 -
19. Other forml of assistance received from January 1, 1933, to January 1, 1934,
T MoxTn WEEN Racerves Amoore
&) Crop and Nvestosk loans (Farm Credit A )] L &
'D Advesems ea commodities (Commodity Credit Oorp
Y for aep redustion (Agrieultussl Adjustment Administes-
ten).
(1) Whest—
(3 Cetten.
® T
® O
B Hegn. S
(8 Olher (sposify) S
(@ Civilian Conservation Corps.
(6) Civil works employ
N Ve aad
(@) Loaas on adj d oo certificates.
N Mﬂ
(6) Mothees' relief or p
) Other (speuity)
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PAR.A. Ponn D.R.S.-18

FEDERAL EMERGENCY RELIRF ADMINISTRATION
Hagzy L. HOPKINS, Administrator

SURVEY OF RURAL NONRELIEF FAMILIES

‘TEIS SCHEDULE SHOULD BE FILLED ONLY APTER ENUMERATOR HAS BECOME
THOROUGHLY FAMILIAR WITH THE GENERAL DEFINITIONB AND
SPECIFIC INBTRUCTIONS (F.E.R.A. PORM D.R.S8.-17) PROVIDED
POR THIS SURVEY. A COPY OF F.E.R.A. FORM D.R8-17
SHOULD BE IN THE POBSESSION OF EACH
ENUMERATOR AT ALL TIMES

DIVISION OF RESEARCH AND STATISTICS
CORRINGTON GILL, Director
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SURVEY OF RURAL NONRELIEF FAMILIES

1. 1dentification snd C ition of H hold

II. Occupational History, Farm Tenurs, and Mobility of Head of Household.
111. Employment Status of Members of Household Other Than Head.

IV. Economic Status of Household.

V. Extraordinary Forms of Aid.

This survey, conducted as of October 1933, is intended to furnish
information for a control group of selected rural households comparable to
those included in the Survey of Rural Families Receiving Relief in October
1933. It will provide bases for comparisons between nonreliefl households and
those which have been receiving relief from public funds.
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L IDENTIFICATION AND COMPOSITION OF HOUSEHOLD

1. Schedule No. emsenemeee—e  Date of interview ... ... Fieldagent .. ...
2. Full name of head of b bold
3. Residence: (a) State .. ... .. () County .occooioonccicaicioansnse {¢) Village ...cceemeeeenee.

(d) If this family does not live in any village, check (v) here (__.).
4. Color (or race) of head of household (check (v) one of the following):

(a) White...(._) (¢) Mexican._..(...) (¢) Japancss .. (...) () Filipino ._...(...)
(®) Negro...(...) (d) Chiness___(...) (/) American Indian.. (..) ) O%hor-»h-;';.-
8. Mambers of h hold during October 1933.
Nuwsss Yzsiae Comnmsres Wae
apst | MU | rerien L il
— Belatiousiiy to Heod of Hewmbeld oler) "“&:‘ oy u‘n{-::'?'n Orde | Hign Aok :??'7
day 'f',f{ !:: Soheol | Sehee | Osllem '.')- 1, 1
&Y:
- - - -« () L] [~} -~ L] ® o~
Head
a_
-
Y
[
.
T
[
.
10,
0.
12
[T
T
T e

6. If household was formed after January 1, 1930, give date of ita formati
7. (8) Did October household include & combined or ““doubled-up” family? Yes (...) No ()
(8) If Ootober household included a combined or ““doubled-up” family, answer the following:
(1) Did this combination take piace after January 1, 1930 Yes (_..) No (...)
(3) If oo, give line numbers of persons shown in question 5 who joined the family of head after

January 1, 1930
®R for Minati
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IL. OCCUPATIONAL HISTORY, FARM TENURE, AND MOBILITY OF HEAD OF
HOUSEHOLD

8. Occupational history of head of household (include periods of unemployment).
pay. 1 working at home for wages, write ‘‘home’” under column (i).

Begin with first job for

Durstion off
Month Job or
an! Vear| Penod of
Began | Unerploy-
went

() ™

Occupation

®

Indastry

()]

Tsual
Munthty
Earnings

(L)

Resoancz
State County Towaship il
o ® [ ]

9. Tenure history of head of household (cropper, tenant, mortgaged owner, owner, manager, or partner).
If part-time farming, enter information below, and record other occupation under question 8 above.
Characterize result of operation of each farm as ‘‘profitable”’, *‘broke even”, or ‘‘suffered loss.”

Month | Namber
and Year | of Yeurs
Begsn  |Opersted

(L) O]

Full Locas

Part time] Number hon

n;mlnln. Acres Besult of
(Full,

Part) Btats County Tewnship
(0] (0] [ 4] = [ L]
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L. EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF MEMBERS OF HOUSEHOLD OTHER THAN HEAD

0. Employment status in October 1933. For each member of househoid, other than head, who was 18
years of age or over in October 1933, supply the following information. 1f answer to column (b) is
“no”, enter & dash (—) in esch of columas (¢), (d), (), (D), (g), and (h).

Iy Amewss 70 (3) @ " Y25 *, Orve Tus Forowwe Dats ros Last Jos 4t Uevsl OccTration
1f Provions
Has Por-
teo Pre- | Was Pre- [ Foeily
Lime | Tiocaly lvioms Regs| BRPOT
Nember [B80 Em-flar Employ-| 045
ved | meal oa Mooth end
®ows Boce Parm| FArm or b Uraat | 000R end
1) S Pamily Ousogaiton Lodustry Mnotnty | GO A0 000
g:" Tinihy | B Eacie oa &
o | Busiceas: pos, Recetve
N | TR
Ne)
- ] - (] - ] w [ ]
10. Continued.

If anewer to (i) is “no”, enter a dash (—) in each of columns (j), (k), and (I). I answer to column (m)
is “yes”, enter a dash (—) in each of eolumns (n) and (o).

11 Uugwe-| 17 ¥o? EunoveD awa mov Sunume Woax

Por- I Bwnores ov Osvesns 1008 1% Ocrosra 190 Caeck aNd Otve Rsa-
g oToiee | Sou’roa mor sxeaime Woax
.Ih- ployed lo 1902 was
Beva | "ot L
LI 2 Dmmt | 'orT | coeat
P Doaigpatts Endastry Monthiy | Worxt | Chas Reasea
(=] [ ] [ ] L] L] ] [ ] -
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IV. ECONOMIC STATUS OF HOUSEHOLD

11. Land and livestock January 1, 1934,

RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF ROUSEHOLDS

na Nowam

() Acres owned

(@) Acres rented.

(6) Other eatile

() Hoge.

{¢) Horses and mules.

(g) Bhesp.

() Milk cows

{A) Poultry

i dabtad

12. Total outstandi

of head of household January 1, 1934

13. Increase in indebtedness from January 1, 1930 (or from formation of household, if after Jan. 1, 1930),

to January 1, 1934.

Toras

[

(e) lncrease in mortgage indebtedness:
(1) Farm land and buildin

(2) Chatiel indebted

(3) House and lot in village.
{4) Busi in village.

(1 Taxes unpaid.

{6} Other debte (specily)

14. Decreases in reserves from January 1, 1930 (or from formation of housshold, if after Jan. 1, 1930), to

January 1, 1934.

Toras

Counsmy

(e) Drawn oo mvings

&) D in eh

(¢} D in Jand and build
(d) Forfelted Instaliment pay
{#) Dr in life §

{f) Borrowed on life |

{8) Other (speclly)

15. Loeses or extraordinary expenses.

Inclu

hold, if after Jan. 1, 1930), to January t, 1934.

de all losses from January 1, 1930 (or from formation of house-

Erzn

Toras

Cosuzmy

(a) Bank fallurea

(3) Lossss in stooks and boanda.

() Bad debte.
() Fallure of cooperatives or other farmers’

(o) Losses of k

() Crop failures.

(s) Medloal care:
(1) Doctor billa

(2) Hospital bills

(%) Childbirth
(&) Fuperal

{f) Persoval jnjurk
() Other lomes (specify)
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16. Decreass in indebledness from January 1, 1930 (or from formation of housshold, if after Jan. 1, 1930), to

January 1, 1934,
Souncy or Frwne Usas %0 Dacassse Lrsenresems ‘Toras Ooutmmary
V. EXTRAORDINARY FORMS OF AID
17. Porms of sseistance recsived from J; y 1, 1933, to Ji y 1, 1934,
o Moars Wazs Racuven Asourr
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