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SUMMARY

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

A number of differences were found. These differences not
only pointed to larger families, greater unemployment aond
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
to age, educational attainments, stability, family composition,
usual occupations and industries.

It must be stated, however, that the diflerences between
the relief and pon-relief households were nmot cleaacut. In
the case o1 every trail measured there was considerable over—
lapping, s0 that no sharp line could be drawn between the two
groups. A considerable number of housebolds in the noo-relief
group were so gpear the position of the relief group that it is
not surprising that many who were notonrelief in October 1933
have been obliged to go on relief since that time.

Unless specifically stated, in tne summary that follows the
differences mentioned are averages which exisied not only between
the total populations surveyed but also, in themajority of cases,
between the same occupational classes in the relief and apun-
relief groups, often with other pertinent factors coatrolled.

Relief housebolds with male heads had changed residence
across county lines within the past ten years to a greater ex—
tent than had the corresponding non-relief households, a fact
possibly 1ndicating less stability among those who eventually
came on relief.

Households receiving relief averaged about one person larger
than non-relief households. The normal family of hasband,
wife, and children, and broken families of mother and children
and father and children, occurred more oftem in the relief
than in the non-relief population; but the reverse was true of
the husband-wife family. The smallest type of household,
however, - persons living alcone - appeared about as often ia
one group as in the other.

The beads of relief bouseholds tended to be younger than
those of pon-relief households, especially among unemployed
male and female heads. The differences were slight and incom-
sistent with regard to employed heads. There were more male
heads under 25 years of age and over B4 years of age in the
relief thas in che aon~-reiiel group.

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

1



2 RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF ROUSEHOLDS

have beea little chamged if the occupational distribation of
the heads of households had beer the same for relief and non-
relief groeps.

The relief population contained a larger percentage of fe-
Rales than the non=relief, the sex ratiogs being 104 and 111 re-
spectively., Households with female heads comprised 13 percent
of all relief households and 8 percent of all non-relief house-
holda.

The heads of relief housebolds had less formal education
than those of non-relief households, especiully in the older
age groups. Children of reliel parents were also educatioaally
bardicapped iz comparison with those of pon-relief parents, but
were somewhat less handicapped than the older heads.

As aight be expected, the percentage of households with no
eaployed workers was much greater in the relief (20 percent)
than in the non-relief group (U percent); and the same was true
of the number of dependents per employed worker inm households
baviag such werkers (relief %.0, non-relief 1,8). The number
of households that included nejther worker aor potential worker
was not large, but the proportion in the relief populatioa (7
percent} exceeded that in the sop~relief (4 percent).

Again as would be expected, fewer relief (6§ perceat) than
non-relief households (92 percent!, exclusive of farmoperators,
reported earnings iz October 1933; and of households with such
income, those on relief earned only a third as much {$26) as
those noton relief ($82}. Members other than the head coutrib-
uted a larger part of the family earsings among relief {onme
fifth) than among non-relief householdslone eighth).

Farmers on relief everywhere operated smaller farms than
their non-relief neighbors. Bven with size of farm held con-
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 mno
debts outstanding on January 1, 1934; but because of lack of
credit the amount of indebtedness per indebted relief household
way a third as great ($%00 compared to $1,600). If the usual
Jccupation and sex distributions of the heads of both groups
nad 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 vaskilled industrial
laborers, 28 percent were farm tenants and croppers, 12 percent
were fara owners, 11 percent were farm laborers, Bpercentl were
skilled laborers, 8percent had no usual occupation, and 4 per-
cent were "white collar” workers.



STMMARY 3

The occupational classes that least frequently resorted to
relief were professionals, proprietors, clerical workers, farm
owners, and skilled laborers, in order; while those with the
largest proportions on relief rolls were share-croppers, fars
laborers, semi- and unskilled industrial laborers, peads with
80 usual occupation, and farm tepants other tham croppers.

FEven if the occupational distribotiomn in the non-relief
group had been the same as in the relief group, Detweez three
and four times as many relief as mon-relief male heads would
bave been unemployed in October 1933.

By last usual imdustry, 52 perceat of the hale heads of re-
lief honseholds were employed in agricultwre, 16 perceat ia
manufacturing and mechanical industries, 8 perceat ir miscel-
lanegus industries, 8 percent in transportatioa sad communica-
tion, B perceat in no industry, U percent im trade, 2 perceat
in extraction of winerals, |1 perceat in dowestic and persomal
service, 0.5 percent in public service, amd 0.5 perceat ia
professional service.

Mong the last usual industries reported by male heads of
households receiving relief, those that furaished well above
their quota to the relief population were the miscellaseous
indusiries, forestry and fishing., and extraction of mimerals,
in the order given; whereas those that furnisied markedly less
thar their quots were professional service, domestic and per-
sopal service, and trade. Agriculture, manufacturing and
mechanical industries, and trassportation and communicatioa,
which supplied the bulk of all relief cases, were represeated
in pearly the same proportions among the relief asd mop-relief
ssaples.

Two thirds as many male relief as son-relief heads wounld
bave remained employed at their usual industries and occupa-
tions in October 1933 if the usual industrial aad occupatiocmal
distributions in the non-relief group had been the smme a3 ip
the relief group.

During the six-year pre-depression period from November 1,
1923 through Octobér 31, 1929, those male beads of liocuseholds
who were on relief in October 1933 would have hees unemployed
20 wore tnan their non-relief neighbors if tbe usual occupatiom
and age distributions had been the same in the two groups.
During the first four years of the depression, however, from
November 1, 1929 through Octover 3l 1933, the male heads of
households who were receiving relief in October 1933 would
bave been uneamployed 2.5 times as much as the corresponding
son-relief heads,



INTRODUCTION

As a follow-up of the Relief 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
tarmiag regionsof the country, and that would compare them with
their nearest neighbors who bad never received public relief.

kcoraingly, the Survey of Rural Relief and Noa-Relief House-
holds was conducted as of October 1933 in 47 sample counties
selected in 19 states and falliasg 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 ecomomic 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 populatios
factors, whether or not they were like them in regard to the
proportion of the population receiviag relief.

It is apparent that the sample counties were too fewin aum-
per 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 chief value ¢of the iovestigation, therefore, lies in the
comparisons thkat it affords between fairly large relief and
son-relief populations in certain rural areas in the moxth of
October 1933,

As additional families were forced on relief after October
1933, it is probable that an imcreasing proportion of the upper
economic classes was included. If so, the composition and
characteristics of the relief population at later dates would
differ somewhat from those found in this sarvey.

The mectioss 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
eaploy refined statistical methods for testing the significance
3f the differences. Instead, these diiferences bhave 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 in
definition or reliability. These difficuities were due partly
to the opnavoidable use of untrained field visitors in some
areas, partly to the widely scatiered territory in which the
survey was aade.
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Interpretations have been confined rather closely to what
could be drawn directly from the data. Further explanation re-

RURAL RELTEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEROLDS

quires special studies, some of which are now under way.

(1

(e

(v

D)

COUNTIES SURVEYED, BY AREAS

01d South Cotton
Dallas, Alabama
Linesione, Alabama
Cleyeland, Arkansas
Lee, Arkansas
Awson, Morth Carolina

Nairy
Green, Wisconsain
Ceci1l, Maryland
Frederick, Maryland
Tongkins, New York
Wayne, New York
borchester, Maryland

forn-and-Hoy
Wright, Towa
Poweshiek, Towa
Fayette, Chio
Logan, Chio

Wheat
Meale, Kansas
Gray, Kansas
Baca, Colorado
Spink, South Dakota
Walworth, Scuth Dakota

Sputhwestera Cotton
Hill, Texas
Hunnels, Texas
Cleveland, Oklahoma
Payne, Oklahoma

{¥1) Tobacco

Todd, Kentucky
Madison, kentucky

Sampson, North Carolina

Pitt, North Carolina

(VII) Massacnusetts

Middlesex, Massachuselts
Worcester, Massachusetts

{VIII) Cut-Over
Marathon, Wisconsin
Sawyer, Wisconsino

(1YY  Cash Grain
Miner, 3outh Dakota
linn, Ransas
Norton, Kansas

{xn Mountain
tlbert, Colorado
larimer, Colorado
fltah, Urah
Sanpete, ltan
Puchesae, Utah

{XI) New Mexico
vuadalupe, New Mexico
Socorre, hew Mexico

{XI}} CQregon
Tillamaok, Gregon
Clatsop, Oregon
Marion, Oregon

(XI11) California
Contra Costa, California
Riverside, California
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I. THE RURAL RELIEF SITUATION IN OCTOBRR 1933

i. Xinds of Relief Received

Of the rural® howseholds receiviag relief in October 1933,
almost ome half received direct relief,? two fifths work re-
lief,? and one eighth both direct and work relief (Table 4).

TABLE A. PERCENTAGE OISTRIBUT ION OF RURAL RELICF NOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE OF REL HEF
RECEIYED (% OCTOBER 1933, AND BY CCLOR, SEX, AND OCTOSER 1953
OCCUPATION OF HEAG OF HOUSEHOLD

ALL Races WHiTE NE&Ry
Sex aMp Ocvomen 1933 1
DIRECT DimECT| Dianct
OCCUPATION OF HEAD Gt | Woax | anD ﬁu:c'r Wors | amo DimecT| Moww | oo
9F HOUSEMOLD Totat (o 1er [Recse | o¥% (TOTol|gg) yur|Recier| MOR% | TOTAL g, or [Reyige| MORX
RELIEF RELIEF ReCier
e

AL Heaps 1 u?r al 12 100 ug L] 11 wno 29 a6 25
MALE Henos m (74 a6 12 100 42 5 13 100 29 a3 8
Al s CuL TURE 100 ar ur 18 100 { a0 5 s 190 18 89 35
Fafu DwnER 100 L) 32 u 100 o] 33 12 100 26 22 52
Cappren 100 an u3 2t [ wo| ag 26 | o0 | 22 L »
OTHER Tewant 100 25 59 B we| 27 59 | 100 7 51 32

Faru | aBOREA 100 A2 28 10 100 &3 27 10 100 k3 L] 25
Mon—AG# | CULTURE 100 33 5t » 100 37 2 1n 100 38 » 29

U Eraén, 07 ED 100 4B al 11 100 a9 L) 11 100 29 3] 10
FemiaLE HEAOS 1% as -] 3 100 90 ? 3 100 7 21

There was, however, congsiderable variation from area 10
area in the proportions which obtained one or the other type
of relief (Table 1}). This was partly because local circus-
astances largely determined the form of relief given., Ia the
Cash Grain, Wheat, Southwest Cotton, Old South Cotton, and
Cora-and-flog counties there was more work than direct relief,
with as many as nine teaths of all cases in the Cash Grain
counties having some work relief during October 1933. The
counties in all of the remaining types of farming areas sur-
veyed distributed more direct thaa work relief. Sectioas
where the extent of work relief was particularly limited were
the Cut-Over and Dairy areas, New Mexico, and Oregom, in which
less than one fifth of the cases worked for some or all of
their relief grast. Slightly more work relief was givea to
keads of households engaged in non-agricultural vocatioms aad
to farm tenasts than to farm owners and laborers.

As would be expected, a much greater proportion of relief
households headead by females than by males received direct re-
lief. Ia general,work relief was granted to a larger perceat-
age of Negro than of white relief households. '

loutaide oI centers with 2,500 or more iahabitants.
'hlut In return for which no work was 4one nor repayment sade.
) ’ltuct gives i3 retars for work doans.

9
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2. Amounts of Relief Received

The average value of the relief grant per case ia October
1932 was approximately the same for both direct and work re-
lief - $12 - but since some households receivea botb 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). 1In 9 out of 13 areas, grants for

TABLE 8, AYERAGE YALUE OF DIRECT ANO WORK RELIEF In GUTOBER 1933, BY AREA

AveRaoE YaLvE
Anga
Dinect Reciert Worn ReLser?

ALy Angas B 4 $ 12
dre Soute Corvrom 6 11
SourTnwesT Covran 5 7
Tonacco 5 9
Darar 16 3%
MANSACHURETTE 26 27
Cuv-Oven 1% 12
Conm-nnp-Hos 9 g
Casm Gaaia 1% 13
WuEAT 11 12
Haumtaew 9 10
Naw Meaico 5 [
Onecou a g
Cacironmia 17 13
A INCLUDES ALL CASES HECKIVIMG ANY OIREGT RELIEP.

» INCLUDES ALL CA3ES AECEIVING 4nY WORN RELIEF,

work reliei were greater than grants for direct relief,

Areas differed widely inthe 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 cbtained 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).

Amwount of Rellef by Cecupation, by Employaent, 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 receivedg 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). Is the non-agricultural group
skilled workers obtained considerably larger reliet grants
than any other c¢lass, bput this was partly because these work-
ers teuded Lo be concestrated in areas where high relief bene-
fits prevailed. Ip the agricultural group, there was little
difference by tenure. The low average for croppers was largely
4 result of their concentration in areas of small relief bene-
fits for all clients.

The average value of all relief received by female heags
was $15, and by unemployed male heads $17. Both of these



THR RURAL RELIEF SITUATION IN OCTOBER 1933 11

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 ia 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 ams in agriculture were given an average of only $u
to $6 less relief during October than were households with to-
tally unemployed male heads, indicatiag 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. Iacluding all oc-
cupational classes except croppers, the differential in favor
of whites ran from $3 to $9,being especially larye in the case
of the unemployed, and reaching a maximum in the case of house-
tolds with female heads. The average grant received by Negro
croppers, however, though consistently smaller ia every share-
cropping area, was ot usuvally much below that receiveq 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 cliests, white and Negro. Moreover, a larger
percentage of Negroes than whites had some privale employment
while on relief. A further point is that Negroes were largely
confined to the lower occupational levels. Nevertheless, the
fact remains that there was a differential operating against
Negroes which over-rides all of these consideratioas.

Amount of Relief by Size of Housenold ana by Income. The
average amount of the relief grant increased with the size of
the household from about $B8 for ome-person households tG 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 anticipated that as the usual income of relief
households (omitting farm operators) increased, there would be
2 decrease in the amouat 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 310 income in October gemerally obtained slightly more re-
lief than households that had incomes of $10-$19; but the data
were 190 scanty 1o allow any comparisons with higher income

roups.  Among farm operator households there was 20 evidence
ﬁhat the amoust 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 in areas of low relief
grants,

3. Reliaf History of Cases Receiving
Relief in Octobar 1933

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

TABLE C. KUMBER AND PERCENY OF QUCTOBER 1933 RURAL RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS THAT MAD
RECEIVED RELIEF PRIOR YO, DR DNLY AFTER, JANUARY 1, 1330,
BY SEX AND LAST USUAL OCEUPATION OF HEAD

Sex And LAST Ususe Docuratsan AL Housgnouos zzuc::r WG RECEIVED RELIEF

OF Mead of Housedalo Nuus ek PERCENT Jnn::: ]:";;” dan:::.lrovm

Mt Hesps 5,235 00 L] H

MaLE HEADS o, 53 o] 93 5

AGRYCUL B RE 2.%91 100 96 4

Faaw Dwnen T44 100 %6 2

CROPPER 304 100 93 7

OTwen TEnan? [: £l 00 k] 2

FARM LABGRER 68 100 L) 7

HON—AGRICULTURE 1,584 00 9% 5

PAOFESS 10N AL 19 100 100 9

PRGPAIETARY 10a 120 9z ?

CLemiga 21 100 98 2

SkILLED 3 100 96 L)

SEMI+ AND UNSKILLED 1.156 100 Su 3

No Last Usuae Cccurarion 350 10¢ o4 [}

FeuaLe HEADS 590 1ac [ 4] -]

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

lln exact figure 1s not justified here, because ths replies of the famllles
could nol ususlly be checked agalnst Tellefl agencles' recordsbefore 1930,
The truth of ths general statement, however, 1s weli estabilshed by the
date.
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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 probavle,
however, that a much larger proportion of families of all
types would have had a relief record before 1930 if more ade-
quate relief-giving facilities had existed io the rural areas
at that time. This is suggested by the fact that the highest
ratios of these chronic cases temded 10 occur in more progres—
sive, urbanized areas, In most agricultural regions, before
the advent of the Emergency Relief Administrationm, 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 oftes farm croppers ana
unskilled laborers by usuwal occupation, ' and least often
professionals and farm operators, but the differences by occu-
pation were not great nor consistent among areas.

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

One-person cases, especially among Megroes and foreign-born
whites, had regularly obtained aidin a greater number of months
during the past four years than households composea of two or
more persons. A large proportion of these one-person cases
were probably old people with no relatives aple 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 91, Negroes in the Soputh comsistently reporied 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-
eroments distributed during 1933 various types of aid to both
relief and mon-relief households. Civil Works employment and,
on a much smaller scale, Civilian Conservation Corps jobs were
substitutes for emergency relief, and were largely confined to

Lthe “ususl "occupatlon was defiped as the last occupatlon at which the head
was emPloyed Defore Cctober 1, 1929, and [orf ROt less than three years
1lth1n the perlod Novembsr 1, 1923, to Ccteber 31, 1933,
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the relief group. MAgricultural Adjostment and Farm Credit
Administration benefits, designed w aid farm operator families
in maintaining their status as producers, usually, although zmot
always, benefited a greater proportion of non-relief thaa of
relief cases. More permanently available forms of assistasce -
Old Age ana Mothers' Pensions - reached a very small propor-
tion of the population and went to a greater extent 10 house-
holds receiving emergency relief than to households not receiv-
ing such relief (Table DJ.

TABRE D. TYPES OF OTHER GOVERMMEWTAL ASSISTAMCE™ RECE IVED @Y RURAL RELIEF AND WOR-REL (EF HOUSERGLDS
AR ING 1933, BY DCCUPATION OF THE HEAD IN OCTOBER 1953

PercenT OF HoustnoLos Wno RECEIVED SPECIFIED Tyrs OF AssiSTANGE

Trees of GovismagaTaL AL [Fun OranaTon! Fame Lasonen [Now—AGhicntims | UseurLOYEP
Asslatance OTHER THAN Hou senow08? HEUSENOL B8 Hou BEMOLOS } 3 “ (13
Ewensencr Recinr, 1n 1983 no Non- Now— Now— L“_

Renotr | gg, gr [RECARF| Ry oy |RECIEF Re op|ReLter gy o Ruvies o, op
Sx OTHER ASSHSTAMCE 5 2q 66 » 61 13 L n 52 23
Onir Owe Trpe ug 20 49 27 L] £} 51 16 a9 2
Moae Tran One Trpe® ] u 17 ] 3 . 3 1 3 1
CoviL Workd Empeovmiur af T L 7 57 B n9 [] - 1
Civivian Consgavarvion Conrs 3 1 2 1 4 . L ] 2 2
AcmicuLTuai Absuatwest
Aty 1 3TAAT I ON & 1 16 19 - 2 - 1 - .
Fams CAEDST Aduanmi STRATION 3 3 9 6 - H . . . .
MoTneRs' Aip u6Y* a3 . - 1 - 2 . 1 -
QLo AGE PENZIONS 2 - 2 - 1 - - - L] 1
MusceLLantousS 3 ] 1 L] 3 2 2 L) L] 9
® LE3S Than O.% PERCENT.
A OTHEN THAM EMERGENGT RELIEF.
. WOT MECESSARILY Simug FAREQUE,
€ INCLUGES VETERANS' COMPLESATIOW aNO PENSIONS, LOAMS OF ADJUSTED COMPEN3ATION

CEMTIFICATES, COMMODITY CREQIT CORPORATION LOANS, ANRD OTHERY.
INCLUDBES HOUSEMOLES (W WHICH THE OCCUPATION OF THE MLAD WAS woT AJCEATAINABLE.
t PERCENTAGES (m PAREATALSES Ga3E0 On TOTAL WOUSENDLOS i TH FEMME WNEAD3.

Private Relief. Only about 10 percent of all October 1933
relief households reported receiving private relief in addi-
tion to public emergency relief. Ia the Old South Cottonm,
Tobacco, New Mexico, and California counties, however, as many
as 20 to 30 percent of the emergeacy relief clients were also
receiving relief from ason-governmental agencies. The valueof
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 daministration. Civil Works employment was
available in only the last two months of 1933, About half of
the October 1933 relief cases, but only seven perceat of the
non-relief households, obtained this form of assistance ia
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 because of the varying cates on which 1t became
effective in diflerent locations, there was considerable vari-
ation by areas inm the extent ot Civil Works employment. As
small proportions as 16, 22, and 23 percent of the relief fam-
ilies in the New Mexico, Topacco, 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 ald during
November ana December 1933 (Table 10}. On the other hand,
nowhere, except im the Wheat anu Cut-Over counties, were more
than 10 percent of the households in the non-reliefl groups
directly affected by the C.W.A. In the two regiens mentioned,
however, 18 and 50 percent, respectively, oi the non-relief
households had members employed at C.W.A. jobs.!

There was no coasistent variation in the extent of Civil
Works employment obtained by persons of diliereat occupations
in Ocrober 19%3, although in the relief population relatively
more farm laborers than others tendea to be penefitea {Table
D). Fifty-seven percent of farm laborers, and A4, 49, and U4
percent of farm operators, acn-—agricultural, and unemployed
cases, respeclively, were given C.W.A. joos. In the noo-relief
group the unemployed received more Civil Works assistance than
the employed. For both relief and non-relief households, ten-
anis and croppers were somewha!l more likely 1o ve employeu Dy
the C.W.A. than were farm owners.

Civitian Conservation Corps. Enrollment in the Civilian
Conservation Corps im all areas combined affected but three
percent of the relief and one percent of the apn-relief house-
holds. Oaly in the California and Dairy counties did as many
as five percent of the relief cases have nembers enrolled in
the Corps. In practically all areas more relief tham non-
relief households were represented in C.C.C. camps,

Aéricuitural Adjusiment Administrotion. The Mgricultural
Agjusiment Administration, set up 1o assist famm operators,
benefitea 16 percent of the relief and 19 percent of Lhe non-
relief operators (Table 11}, In many areas there were few or
no payments of this type in 193%. In the three regions most
affected by this program - Old South Cotion, Sourhwest Cotton,
ang Wheat - 31, 41, aog 19 percent, respectively, of the relief,
ana €2, 33, and 19 percent of the non-relief farm operatlors
received crop limitation payments,

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

1In the Cut-Over reglon the high proportion of non-reilef households which
recelved Clvll Works employwment 1s explalued by the real need 0f even
those househo!ds not on reiliefl and by the uncertainty In the eariy days
of the C.W.A. a3 to the exteal to which the nop-reile! population shouid
be asslsted, Because C¢f the varylng lengths of tlge It took to sel up
he C.W.A, 1in different states, it 18 possibie that 1n some c&ses the
l1tuatlon of the sample countles ia 1933 was not very tyolcal.
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marked only in the Old South Cotton and Tobacco counties,
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 comsiderably smaller pro-
portion of croppers than of other farm operators in the noz-
relief group reported crop or livestock payments. There was,
however, little consistent differeace between croppers aad
other operators in the relief group.

FParm Credit Administration. The Farm Credit Administratios,
also designed to assist farm operators, made advances to nine
percent of the relief and six percent of the non-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 proportiona, from about 10 to 20 percemt, of both
relief and non-relief farmers receiving advances were foynd ia
the Md South Cotton. Tobacco, Cash Grain, and Wheat regioas.

As with the A.A.A. benefits, in the 0ld South Cotton and
Tobacco counties a greater percentage of operators ia the pom-
relief than ia the relief group received Farm Credit Maiais-
tration aid. The non-relief proportion benefiting from the
F.C.A. was also considerably larger in the Cut-Over,New Mexico,
and Mountain areas. Though this was the case in most regions,
the Cash Graie and Wheat areas were exceptions, as they were
with respect to A.A.A. payments. The F.C.A. further resembled
the A.A.A. in that share-croppers participated relatively lit-
tle in its besefits.

Other Types of Governmental Assistance. Mothers' Aid aaad
O0ld Age Pensions were received by ouly one and two perceat of
the relief cases, respectively, while only a fraction of one
percenat of the mon-relief population was affected. FRowever,
six percent of the relief and three perceat of the non-relief
households with female heads reported some formof 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 Veteraas' Compensation aad
Pensions, loans on Adjusted Coapensation Certificates, and
Commodity Credit Corporation loans,



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

}. Residence

Three fifths of the rural households that were receiving re-
lief in October 1933 in the commercial farming counties sur-
veyed in this study were residents of the open country,l while
the other two fifths were located in villages of B0 or more
inhabitants {1930 Census) [Table El,

By area. however, the percentage of relief cases living in
the open country ras as high as B4 in the 0la South Cotton and
Cut-Over regiocns, and as low as 33 in the New Mexico and Corn-
and-Hog counties. Other regions in adaition to the two last
pamed, 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 vill:a.ge and open country was ap-
proximately the same as that of the relief. Only in Massachu-
setts, New Mexico, the0ld South Cotton, anaDairy areas did the
open country-village ratios differ much in the non-relief as
compared with the relief population. The variation was due tg
a scarcity of non-relief families in the oper country in Mass-
achusetts and in the villages ir the other three areas.

Place of Reaidance, by Sex of Head of Housenold. In both
the relief and non-relief groups bouseholds with female beads
tended lo 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 in agriculture in
October 1933 lived in the open country. On the other hand,
osly about three fifths of those employed ia noa-agricoltural
pursuits were located in villages, indicating that open coun-
try residence does not necessarily imply agricultural pursuits,
Housebolds with unemployed male heads, however, like those with
female heads, were found in villages more often tham in the
opea couniry (Table E).

2, Changes in Residence

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

1
Outside centers with 30 or more 1nhabltants.

2

8luce only 13 perceat of the rellsl houssholds and & parceat of the non-
ralief households had femaie heads, the anaiysls Ip this report 1s pri-
‘lllll! based on households with maie 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 [. PLACE OF RESIDEMCE OF REL(EF AN MON-RELIEF HOUSEMOLDS
BY SEX AND OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATION OF READ

Peacent

Sex, ang OcvoBem 1933 RELIEF NOM-REL 1 EF
Cccupation QF HEAD
VILLAGE OreEn COUNTHT YiLLage Oren Countar

ML HEADS 39 34 6 54
MaLe HEADS 1 3] 3 &5
AGRA UL Tuke 13 a7 (S ]
Nuk-AGRICuL TuRE 61 59 ™ 30
UNEMPLOYED 55 u¥ 63 57
Fewark HEaus B ur k] us

more mobile than the correspording nom-relief households im
the same occupational class. For all areas and groups combined
in the ten-year period from November 1, 1923, tkrough October
31, 1933, 36 percent of the relief and 21 percent of the non-
relief households with male heads reported changes ir resi-
depce as defined above (Table Fl, In a majority of areas there
was 1ot much variation from these percentages; but in Califor-
aiathe proportion of householdsin both 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 Massachusetts regions (Table 13).

Perceniage of Households tnar Changed Resldence, by Occupa~
tion of the Head. Relatively few relief and noun-relief house-
holds with heads usually eagaged as fara operators had made
such moves, compared with those in other occupational classes,
Fewer farm owners had changed residence than members of any
other class. Farm laborers, on the other hand, were above the
average in this respect. It is also interesting tc note that
there was little difference in mobility between farm laborers
on and off relief.

Awong non-~agricultural households, the relationship between
occupational level and mobility was the reverse irom that among
agricultural households. Households of higher soci¢o~economic
status, professional, proprietary, clerical, and skilled
laboring classes, were more mobile than the semi~ and unskilled
workers. A mobility rate below the average characterized
households in which the head had no usual occupatios. This
latter group, however, contained many young persops who had be-
come heads late in the ten-year period, and for this reasom is
not stricily comparable witk the others (Table FI,

Frequency of Noves, by Area. The average 1nterval betwees
iater-county moves for the households that had changed residence
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varied between five and six years. In every occupational class,
and in 12 out of 13 areas, theinterval was from 1 to 22 months
shorter for the relief than for the non-relief households. In
the 01d Scuth Cotton area, relief families moved al relatively
short intervals, unon-relief families at uguswally lomg ianter-
vals. The differeance petween relief and mon-relief householas
was also particularly marked in the Dairy region. The time
between moves was short for both relief and nosn-relief families
in the Wheat, Mountain, and Oregon counties. Moves were mostin-
frequent in the Cut-Over, California, Southwest Cotton, and
Massachusetts counties (Table 13}. For all areas taken to-
gether, and io both relief and non-relief growps, agricultural
and pon-agricultural averages differed but stightly. Relief
households headed by farm laborers, however, moved somewhat
more frequently than other classes, in most of the areas sur-
veyed.

TRBLE F. INTER=COUNMTY CMANGES QF FESINENCE OF RURAL HELIEF AND NON-REL IEF
HOUSEHOLDS %I TH MALE HEAQS, HETWEEW MOVEMBER 1, 1923 AND
OCTOBER 31, 1623, 8Y LAST USUAL OCCUPRTION OF MEAD

AvERAGE NumBER OF
Percemt OF Mo Yeans #er futen-
HOUSEHGLDS AT 5’”“"" u‘”‘r'“
CrAnGED RESIGENCE, QusEnoiog Tnat
Ususn DCCUPmtion 19931933 CAANGED RESIDENGE
15231932

RELIEF Non=HELIEF RELI1EF Non=—REL  EF
Tota % 21 5.1 5.7
RGRI LWL TURE Iu 1% 5.2 5.7
sLPe Y 2 5 LA 6.2
Tewant * 3% a3 5.2 55
LABURER 8 2y 4.9 Lt
NuN-AGA L CuL TuRE % 2 5.1 5.7
PRFESSIONAL, PRUPRIEZARY B CLEHICAL u? = 5.1 5.5
IRILLED 02 0 u.B L)
SEMim3StLLED AND UnSAriLkD 37 * 5.2 5,0
Mo Usuae Decupatian 33 19 u.? %.5

A 4RCLUDES CRUPPERS,

Frequency of Moves by Periods, 1923-1929 and 1930~1933. The
rate of chaage in residence was little affected by the period
of depression. Neither relief nor non-reliel households as a
rule made inter-county moves more frequently during 1930-1933
than during 1923~1929 (Table 14).  Among farm operators such
moves appear even to have diminished duriag the later period.
There was, indeed, an apparent increase in the mobility of
beads with no usual occupation, but this was probably trace-
able to the preseace in this group of many young heads who had
reported 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 ia the Oregon and Mountain colnties,
and among both relief and non-relief households im Califoraia.

3. Race and Nativity

The methqd of choosing the nom-relief sample that was used
in this study, namely, the selection of the two nearest self-
supporting neighoors of each relief case, resulted inm such a
strong tendency 1o egualize the proportioss 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 pativity
composition of the relief sample is given.

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

TABLE G. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL RELIEF HOUSEHOLOS BY NATIVITY AMD RACE OF NEAD

MATIVATY anp Racs RELIEP
Aut faces 100
L TR{] 2”2
Warive a8
FoRgiun—aann [ 4
Niazo ’
Otugn Nacus 1

Foreign-bora whites constituted only eight perceat of the sam-
ple, Negroes sevem percent, aad other races, maianly Mexicaas,
one perceat.

In maost areas, native whites comprised betweem eight and
nine tesths of all relief cases {Table 15). Ia New Mexico,
however, they accousted for less than one twentieth. In the
0ld South Cottom area, the relief sample was divided about
equally, balf native whites and half Negroes. Im the Tobacco
area Negroes made up about a fourth of &lL relier cases. For-
eign~bora whites were more promineat om relief rolls ia the
Massachusetts asd California regions than elsewhere, forminmg
about ome fifth of all cases in Califormia and one third in
Massachusetts. Sealler but sigaificant nombers appeared also
in the Dairy, Cut-Over, Wheat, Mountain, and Oregonm areas.

5. Type of Family and Housshold

Four out of five of the rural households on relief rolls ia
October 1933 were sormal families, comsistiag of husbaad amd
wife, or of husband, wife, and childrea. The remaining one
fifth was composed 0f non-family persona and brokes families,
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especially unattached men and the mother-and~children type.
In contrast with relief households, their noa-relief neighbors
included fewer broken families and unattached persoans, but also
fewer families of husband, wife, and children and more fam~
ilies of oaly hustand and wife {Table 15).

¥ormal Fomilies. Among thé normal families receiving re-
lief the husband-wife-children type predominated, constitut-
ing approximately three fifths of all relief households and
half of all non-relief households. It was, however, much less
common among Negroes than amoag whites.

Io only the Cask Grain region was there a greater propor~
tion of normal families among relief than among non-relief
households, though in the Corn-and-fog and Wheat regions the
proportions were about the same, There was an unusually low
percestage of normal families, 56 percent, among the relie{
households in the New Mexico counties.

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

The husband-wife family ranked second im importance among
family types. It occurred in one out of every six of the re-
lief housebolds and in wearly ome ocut of three of the non-
relief. It was most prominent among the vnemployed, poth relief
and non-relief, and least so among farm gperalors receiving re~
lief. It was much more prominent among non-relief than relief
households of all classes.

Broken Faallies and Non-Family Persons. Broken families aad
non~family persons each comprised approximately one tenth of
all reliet households, but one twenty-sixth and one ainth, 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 often in
the relief as in the non-relief population. As would be ex~
pected, it constituted by far the largest group among relief
households with female heads. Negro relief cases contained a
much greater proportion of the mother-with-children type thanm
did corresponding white households.

Broken bouseholds were most aumerous among the relief cases
of the Tobacco and New Mexico regioms, amounting to ope fifth
of all cases.
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Anong non-family persons unattached men outnumbered unat-
tached women nearly two to one. Non-family persons occurred
in greatest numbers among the noa-relief households of the
Cash Grain area and the relief households of the New Mexico
area, accoontiog for over one fifth and one fourth, respec-
tively, of all cases in those regions.

Pamilies 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
compined or “doubled-up® because of unemployment or under-
employment; but the majority were combinaticns of normal families
with upmarried or widowed adult children and disabled or
eloerly relatives, such as are common during normal times.

In comparison with the relief, the non-relief population
contained somewhat more comvined housebolds, the proportion
being two households out of five, This difference was probably
due to the higher age level of ron-relief families resulting
in more children over 21 living at home, and 1o the fact that
the non-relief families were better able to support dependent
relatives,

Ia all but the Southwest Cotton and New Mexico areas, a
larger proportion of relief than of 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 noa-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 nermal family consisting of husband, wife, and minor
children included gon-family persons less often than amy other
type; whereas upattached women and fathers with children were
most likely to be liviag 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,

Lme relisf and pon-rellel medisns, le8s affected by eitrems cases, werse
.9 snd 3.0, Tespectively.
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this held true for housebolds with heads of the same age, with-
in every occupational class except professionals, for each race
and nativity group except Mexicams, and in all areas except
New Mexjco (Tablea H. 17. 18. 19}, There was » slightly larger

IABE H. AYERAGE SVZE OF AURAL RELIEF AND MOW-RELIEF HOUSEWDLDS BY SEX ANMD
USUAL OCCUPATION OF HEAD, OCTOBER 1333

| AvERAGE S1ZE DF HOuUSEMOLD
SEx AuD UsuaL OCouraTion OF Heap RELIEF 1 HoW—RELIEF

ML Heaos u.g ] 4.2
WAL E HEADS L a1
AGAICULTURE 5.3 4.3
Omnes 5.1 4.1
Caorres 5.7 4.7
G1aER TemanT 5.6 u.9
Futw Lusoner a7 3.7
Now—AGd 1 GULTURE 4.8 4.0
PROFESS1ONAL 3.4 3.7
PROPRIETARY .1 3.7
CLeRicaL 4.0 3.7
SuaLLEéd LABORER 5.1 4,2
Sexi- awd UnSKILLED LABGR 89 4,1

Mg Dswal Occuration 3.7 2.9
FemaLt Haaos 3.9 2.8

proportion of oase-person households in the relief than in the
non-relief sample, however, probably iadicatisg the frequent
aeed for relief among old people living alone (Table 20 and
Figure 1}. Tbus single-person housebolds and househbolds with
five or more members occurred in the relief population rela~
tively more often than in the non-relief, whereas the smaller
families with two to four members were found more Ifrequently
aong the non-relief Almost one half of the zon~relief fami-
lies Gut little more than one third of the relief families con-
sisted of three persoas or less. About one fourth of the lat-
ter in contrast to only ome eighth of the former households
included more thas six persons.

Size of Household by Area. Regional differeaces in size of
household were related to variations in the prevailing occupa-
tional classes, indegree of urbanization, and ia other factors.
The two highly rural southern regioas, Old Soutk Cortom and
Tobacco, had families of more than average size iam both the re-
lief and mon-relief populatioas {Table 19). This was not true,
however. of the Southwest Cotton area. Large families were also
found in the Dairy, Massachusetts, aad Cut-Over areas. Com~
paratively small average families were found in both relief
and non-relief groups in the Corn-and-Hog and California areas.

Relief households were generally about ote person larger
than the non-relief. In the Mountain and Cui-Over areas the
difference was quite small, while in the Tobacco amd Cash
Grain regions it amounted to 1.3 persoms. Ounly in the New Mexico

‘ 1110 sanples of profesalonsls on reliel apnd of Hexicans wers amall.
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counties were the zon-relief housebolds larger than the relief.
Tais was partly due to the large number of broken families
among the Mexicans on relief.

Occupational Fariation in Size of Household. In both the
relief and non-relief groups, households headed by males usu-
ally ergaged a&a farm operators tended to be larger than those
whose heads were not s¢ employed (Table H}). Among the famm
operator classes, cropper and tenant families were consisteatly
the largest, partly becanse their heads were younger thaa farm
owners. Croppera were also concentrated in areas of large fam-
jilies. Skilled and semi~ and unskilled imdustrial workers
ranked next to Iarm 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
sy others except those headed by females and by males withk mo
usual occupation. Because of the disproportiozate pumber of
young men included in the latter group, however, il is not
strictly comparable with the others. The small size of families
headed by females is accounted for by the fact ithat they were
largely broken families.

Size of Household by Natlvity and Race of Head. For all
areas combined, Negro households were larger than natjive white
households (Table 18}, Im 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
instasce Negro families on relief were not as large as white
families on relief in the same arca. The non-relief Negro fam-
ilies, however, were slightly larger than correspoading 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-born whites in the Massachuwsetts and Dairy areas
had larger families than the pative whites. Those scattered
through the remaining areas had samaller families than the
native whites in the relief population but not is 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 in the sample. When all areas were considered, however,
the Mexican family onrelief had fewer members than the average
native white family.

Stze of Rousenold by Age of Head. BRousebolds with heads 35
.to 44 years of age bad the largest families, averaging 6.1 per-
sons ia 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 smallest families being found where the
head was 65 years of age and over.
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6. Age Distribution and Sex Ratio

Afe of Heaas of Households. Heads of households reckiving
relief tended to bDe younger than their non-reliefl neighbors,
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
TaBRLL 1, MED IAN AGE OF HEAOS OF RURAL RE.IEF AND NON-RELEF HOUSEMILIZ, 3Y SEX
JND OCTOIER 1922 CCCUFATION OF HEAD
‘Su AMD Dcruatu IQ" occupnnm- ar Huu REL | EF : Sou-RELIEF
— [ — e e — _
ML HEADS .R.A : am,
MaLt HExon u%, 1 | e
EmPLarED (LS | [T
Faim OmngR R2.2 ! 5%.7
Crupper . T ! =
OTHEA Faww TenanT . ! us.0
Farm LaBarek wz.2 bu, %
Non—Aau i Luy TURE d4i u i 4%.9
UNEMFLUYED L I €n 8
Femac € HEags : 4g._a | 0.3
—_— -— e —

between male heads engaged in the same occupatios in October
1933; but relief heads were slightly younger in all occupational
classes except among croppers and those employed in non-agricul~
tural pursuits, where the reverse was the case. Especially large
differences existed among unemployed male heads and female
heads, those on relief averaging® fourteen and eleven years
younger, respectively, than those pnot on relief, due to the
number of retired old persons in the nop-relief group.

The heads on relief were youpger than those in the non-
relief control group in 100 out of the 13 areas surveyed (Table
21). In general, the age differeatial 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 0ld South Cottom
areas to over 5 in the Oregon, Mountain, and MNew Mexice
counties. Among the non-relief heads the range was from nearly
43 in New Mexico to almost 54 in the Corn-and-flog area. The
differetces were partly associated with unequal proportioas of
farm owners, unemployed male heads, and female heads in the
populations of the several areas,

The oldest group among both relief and non-rehef heads was
that of farm owners, who averaged over B0 years of age; the
youngest was that of share-croppers, whose median age was be-
tween 35 and 4O (Taple 10,

Extremes of youth and age seem to have been factors predis-
posing to relief. The most moticeable differences im the age

YMeolans arw uset 1n this sectlon.
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distribution of all relief amd non-relief heads appeared in the
groups under 25 years of age, the reliel showing relatively
more than twice as many heads in that age class as the non-
relief {Table 22 and Figure 2}. Moreover, in six out of a total
of seven occupational and sex classes there were proportionately
more very young heads of households in the relief than in
the non-relief population., On the other hand, im four out of
the seven classes tbere were larger percentages of very old
heads among the relief than the gon-relief.

Special interest attaches to male heads who were uneaployed
in October 1933, Less than a third of those on relief out
nearly three fifthsof those not on relief were B5 years of age
or over; and relatively more than four times as many relief as
non-relief heads without employment were under 25. Yet the
proportian of relief heads 65 years of age and over was greater
is the unemployed group than in any other except farm owners
and female heads. Although old age made for uaemployment in
the non-proprietary occupations, it did oot result in relief
unless it was accompanied by absence of resources.

Negro relief cases in the Old South Cottons and the Tovacco
areas comtained voysually large pumbers of elderly one-person
fanilies. This caused the heads of Negro relief households on
the average to be older thaa the heads of white cases. The
heads of Negro families not receiving relief, however, made up
a relatively young group in comparison.with those of white non-
relief households.

Households with Children unaer 16 Years of Age and Persons
A5 and Ouver. Nearly two thirds of all relief households, but
less than half of the non-relief households, reported one or
more childgren under 16 years of age. In every occupaticnal
class, also, the percentage of housekolds of this type was
greater among the relief. They occurred in the largest propor-
tions among tenants, farm laborers, and skilled industrial
laborers cn relief, comprising nearly three fourthsof all house-
holds.

0ld people 65 years of age and over were fouad in 14 per-
cent of the relief and 18 percent of the non-relief households,
Relief households contaiming them were most common among the
professional, proprietary, and farm owner classes. Very few
households among croppers and other tenants included aged per-
sons; but two out of every five non-reliel households with up-
eaployed male heads aad with female heads contained them.

Only about 16 percent of all households on relief compared
with 30 perceat of those not on relief had neither children
under 16 nor aay person as old as 65 years.

Age of Nembera of Households Other Than Feaas. More thas
half of all members other than 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
ditference 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, and to
other factors. 0On the other hand, the non-relief population
was carrying a percentage of persoas 55 years of age and over
more thas half again as large as that carried by the relief
population. The non-relief population also included relatively
more members of the most economically productive ages between
25 and U5 years than did the relief population.

In every occupational class, theproportionof children under
15 years of age was much greater in the relief than in the
non-relief population. The highest percentage of members
under 15 years of age occurred among share-croppers on relief,
partly becawse croppers were a relatively young group, and
partly because they were concentrated in areas of large fami-
lies. Tbe lowest percentages of children, on the other haand,
were foupd in households with male heads who had no usual oc-
cupation. Noo-relief housebolds whose heads were usually em-
ployed in pon-agricultoral 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 proportios of
children among mon-agricultural housebolds, as compared with
farm households, is probably explained by the more advanced
age of farmers.

Since female heads and male heads with no uswal occupation
were somewhat older than male heads who bad a usual occupation,
their children were also slightly older, resulting in larger
percentages of members, other than heads, who were 15 years of
age and over.

Sex Ratio. Housebolds with female heads comprised 13 per-
cent of relief households and 8 percent of non-relief house-
holds {Table 2u}. They were most numerous among "other races”
Ichiefly Mexicans) and Negroes, probably because of high rates
of family desertiosn in those races, and were less freguent
among native whites than among foreigam-born whites.!

Io the total relief sample, including heads aad all other
aembers, the sex ratio, or proportion of males to females, was
104:100, and in the non-relief sample it was 111:100. It thus
appears that the relief population contained a larger 'propor-
tion of females than did the pon-relief populatios.

1
Sea¢ F.E.R. 4. rasesrch builetin *Female Neads of Rursl Rellel and Non-Re-
liel RMousshclaa, October 1983° (0-8), Juns 7, 1985,
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7. Education

Education of Heads of Aouseholds. The heads of rural house-
holds receiving relief in Qctober 1933 had distinctly less
schooling than their non-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

‘il.l J. PERCENT OF HEADS OF OCTOSER 1933 QURAL MELIEF MOUSERCLOS WHO COMPLETED SPECIF IED GRADLS N SCHOOL, 8Y AGE AME RACE

‘or Gacur
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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 tham 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 attainments advanced beyond those ordinarily
acquired during the years of compulsory school attendance, the
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handicap of the heaas of relief households became progressively
greater, While oaly one out of every 20 relief heads had been
graduated from bigh school, oune out of six non-relief heads
had progressed that far.

College training was relatively rare among both reliei heads
and their non-relief neighbors. (Only three percent of the non-
relief aad less tham one half of oune percent of the relief
heads were college graduates. In addition, somewhat less than
one percent of the non-relief heads had post-gradeate or pro-
fessional training, while no relief heads had such trainminag.

There were significant variations iz the amount of school-
ing by areas, reflecting differences in educational opportuni-
ties in the various sections of the country. Areas with large
numbers of Negroes and Mexicanms! had particularly high rates
of illiteracy. Regardless of variations from area to area ia
the average amount of schooling received, however, non-relief
heads in each area had a decided advantage over relief heads
with respect to educational attainments (Table 26}. The com-
sistently higher educational attainments of the aon-relief
heads has added significance in view of the fact that they
were an older group, oan the average, than the relief heads,
and hence a larger proportion of them had the more liaited
educational opportunities of a generation ago.?

Bducatton of Heads of Households, by Age. The younger heads
in both relief and non-relief groups had had more schooling
than the older, a differeuce to be expected from the exteusion
of educational opportunities durisg receat decades (Tables J, K

The proportion of illiteracy declined from 15 percent among
relief heads 65 years of age and Over 10 two percest amoag
those under 25 years. Among non-relief heads, the correspond-
ing decrease was from four percemt to ome percent. Moreover,
the percentage completing grade school increased from 27 and
P8 for heads 65 years of age and over to 68 and 76 for those
under 25, in the relief and non-relief groups, respectively.
Mout three percent of the relief heads 65 years of age aud
over had completed high school, in comparison with 11 percent
of those under 25 years of age, the corresponding perceatages
for the non-relief heads being 10 and 25, respectively.

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

lm.d Bouth Cottom, Tobacco, New Mexico.

'um: the tendsncy toward the loclusion oI & larger proportion of the
"white collar®class of workers on the raliel rolls as the dsdPrassion ¢op~
tigues, i1t is Drobable that there will be & slight Llacraass 1Lk average ad-
ucaticoal attainmeats of heeds of houpsholds receiving Tellel.
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uadoubtedly reflects the general rise in educatioral opportuni-
ties and probably also the effects of the extension of compul-
spry school attendance laws.

Fducation of BReads of Rural Relief and Non-Reliaef House-
holds by Race. Negro heads not on relief showed less superi-
ority over those on relief with respect 1o amount of schooling
received than was the case among whites {Tables J,K). Twenty-
eight percent of all Negro relief heads had had no formal
schooling in comparison with 25 perceat 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 sany as one percemt of all heads been
graduated from high school.

The proportion of Negro heads without schooling declined
sharply in the younger age group, reflectimg the recent advaace
in Negro education. The percentage of illiterate Negro beads
rasged from 44 perceat of the relief amd 55 percent of the
non-relief heads 65 years of age and over, to eight and
five percent, respectively, of the beads under 25 years of age.

Table 26 gives a comparison of the exteat of Negro and
white education im the two areas iam which large numbers of Ne-
groes were incladed im the sample. It emphasizes the results
of the greater educational opportunities for whites thaa for
Negroes ia the South.

Rducation of Children. Like their parests, childrea of re-
lief households were haadicapped educationxlly is comparisoa
with those of mos-relief households, bwt the difference was
leas than between heads 2% years of age and older. Duriag the
Years of compulsory attendaace only small percentages of both
relief and mon-relief childrea were not attemding school.?

Tet in view of the fact that less than one percemt of the pop-
ulation is so hamdicapped mentally as to pe unable to master

the rudiments of education, 100 many childrer 7 to 13 years of
age in each group were mot sttending school, a comdition whick
is true of the populatios in geaeral.

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

*m. nas probably an accldent of sampling.

"ﬂn bercent of the chbildren 12 housaholds receiving rellef and three per-
cent of the chlldres ip nop-relisf houssholds,
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gradvation from high school differed still more widely betwees
the relief and non-relief groups. Twenty-seves 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 comsid-
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 country, reflecting lower-than-
average educational opportunities and also the presence of
Negroes and Mexicans whose educational advaacemeat as a groop
lags behind that of white children ITable 23], Whether the
general educational standard in an area was above or below
average, however, relief children coasistently received less
schooling than their non-relief neighbors. Witk respect to
completion of grade school, the differences between the relief
and eon-relief groups tended to be greater in the areas with
the lowest educational standards.

KEducation of Children, by Residence. Children living ia
villages received more schooling tham those is the open coun~-
try. In almost every age-group the proportion of childrea
attending school was larger for those residing ia the villages
than for those in the open country, in the case of both relief
and non-relief children, indicating the tendemcy 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).

Mpproximately six in ten relief and seven in ten non-relief
village children 12 to 19 years of age had completed grade
school, as compared with oply four iz tem relief and six in tes
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 open country
youth.  Amomg non-relief youth the difference by residence,
while less, was also important, iandicating the much more ade-
quate high school facilities to be found in villages.

Education of Children, by Racs. In Negro as well as white
families, the record of school attendance and of graduatiom
from grade and high schocl was better among childrem of self-
supporting parents tlhan amonrg children of parents receiviag

1!0:- the United States as & whole, an average of about 30 perceat of the

chlldrenof & glvel Age Eroup reach Lhe Laat year of high schocl. *Schools
sa¢ Education® by W.N.CGaumnits in Fcomomic amd Social Probiems and Cow-
ditions ¢f ths Jouihern Jppclaochians, U. 5. Dept. of Mgriculture, Mliasc.
Publication No. M5, p.103.
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relief. As in the case of heads, however, there was a tendency
for the differences between relief and non-relief to be greater
among whites than among Negroes.

While Negro children had the advantage over their pareats
of imcreased educational gpportunities, they were still at a
definite disadvantage when compared with white children (Table

.

8, Workers and Dependents

Parcentage of Households without Workers. Although twice as
large a proportion of relief as of non-relief househelds had
00 workers of either sex', in neither group was the proportion
large (8 percent and ¥ percent, respectively) (Table L}.

Complete lack of workers occurred only in housebolds with
male heads unemployed in (ctober 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 neighbors were without workers.
Households with female heads, and to an even greater degree
those with uvnemployed male heads, however, were more numerous
in the relief than in the non-relief populatien.

TMILE L.  PERCENY OF RURM. RELIEF AMO MOM-REL)EF HDUSEHOLDS WITH MO ORKERS, WiTw WORKERS
GUT WITH MONE EWPLOYED, AND ¥ITH WO WORKERS NOR POTENTIAL WORMERS,
BY SEX Ml OCTORER 1933 EMPLOYMENT OF NEAD

PLNCENT OF HOUBENOLOS PEACENT OF HouSdrowps PERCERT OF MOVBENOLDS

Wit WoRKERS BT WiTH Hg Toamin- wom
WiTH NQ WoAKER3
Sex anp EurLovaent of e wiTH NONE EwmGTED PoTEnTra Wanaens
RIL1GF Wou—ReL 1 EF Rev e Wou—RELIEF Revaer Non-RiL)aF

ey Hesss L] L} » . 7 L]
MaLe HEapy
AGRECUL Taeg - - - -
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UsempLovED 1 ) 84 ] 12 7
Fomare Heans -] 2 31 7 -] 3

1

Aay person 16 years of age or over enployed, or praviously smploysd aand
sasking work, 1in October 3955, exclusive of unemploysd persons 60 years
of age and over, was cossidsred s worker.
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Among the households on relief, the percentage with no
workers ranged from less than 6 in the Cash Grain, 0ld South
Cotton, and Cut-Over areas to 15 in the Mountaie area, 17 in
Oregon, and 40 in New Mexicol! I[Table 31). These low and high
percentages were related respectively to small and large num-
bers of cases with unemployed or female heads im the same
areas., There was much more uniformity in the case of asoa-
reliel households. In only one area, the Corn-and-Hog counties,
were more than four percent of the housebolds without workers,
and in oely one area was the proportion less than two percent.
In all areas except the Cash Grain the proportion of house-
holds without workers was greater in the relief thas in the
non-relief population. The areas in which there were small
percentages of relie{ households without workers, however,
showed only slight differences between the relief and noa-
relief groups in that respect.

The proportion of housekolds with no workers was consider—
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 amd
one tecth of the non-relief had mo workers. Practically no
non-relief households, and only a small perceat of relief
households, containing more than four persons lacked a worker.

Number of Workers per HBousehold. The oumber 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 samaller
for relief than for con-relief households with tke occupation
and sex of the head held constant,

TABLE W, AVERAGE NUMBER OF WORKERS PER RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF +HOUSERDLD
WITH WORKERS, AND AVERAGE NUWBER OF DEPEMDENTS PER WORKEIR !N THE
SAME HOUSEWOLOS, BY SEX AND OUTOBER 1933 EMPLOYMEST YF KEAD

T o

NUMBER OF WORWEMS PER HOUSEnOLY o Humptr oF DEPERDENTS PER WORKER

SEX AND ENFLOTMENT
oF Heao
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Mmong both relief amd non-relief cases beaded by males,
agricultural households averaged omly slightly more workers

ALL Heans 2.6 i 1.7

AGRILCULTURE
Mok~ AGRicuLTYRE
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Irnis Ligh percentage in New Mexico {e a result of an sdm'nistrative policy
of elialnatiag femilies cootalning empl.yeble male heads from the rolls
during the sumasr months and of the system Of contract labor whereby the
Akl e heads are sADloyed In the harvest f1eids Llsaving thewives and chlldrem
&t bome on rejlef.
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per bousehold than did those ia other occupational classes.
Housebolds with umemployed male heads were at w0 appreciable
disadvastage ia this respect compared 1o housebolds whose
heads were esgaged ia nos—agricultural purseits. Housebolds
headed by females, because of the usually more advasced age of
the members, sveraged as maay or more workers thaa agriceltural
bhousebolds with their relatively large suwmbers of childres.

There was cossiderable variation amomg areas ia the aumber
of workers per household with workers (Table 32), The lowest
ratio ix the relief grosp was 1.1 is the Cat-Over area, amd the
highest was 1.8 in the 0ld Sosth Cotton area; while ik the mom-
relief growp the range waa from 1.3 to 2.1.

Nunber of Dependents per Worker. Of the hossebolds that
costained ome or more workers, those ox relief averaged 2.6
depeadents per worker, whercas those aot on relief averaged
oaly 1.7 aad this ratio remained about the same for each occe-
pational category (Table M). That the above differesce was in
the main a reflectioa of the larger Iamilies im the relief
populatioa is isdicated by the slight variatiom im the asmber
of wrkers per household. Housebolds headed by females had
about ofe less dependest per worker tham did housebolds headed
by males. This was largely due to the smaller size of the for-
ser howscholds. Ia aearly all areas relief homselolds averaged
about omne more depemdest per worker tham did sos-relief hosse-
holds (Table 32). Ouly in New Mexico, where there was more
thax the average mumber of depemdents per worker ampag both
relief aad aos-relief houscholds, did a0 differesce appear.
Moreover, ia most areas there teaded to be bat little varia—
tion from the average of all arean. The Old Sowth Cottom area,
however, kad comsiderably fewer than the average mamber of de-
pendents per worker, probably becamse of the estemsive agri~
cuitural asd Negro popslatioa,

dmoag the howseholds with workers, the average nmmber of
depeadents per worker iscreased steadily with the increase in
size of howsebold. Ia the relief populatioa the iscrease was
from ©,% ia the case of ose-persoa hoaseholds to & little over
8 iz the case of bousebolds with 8 or sore members; in the
mor-relief population it was from 0.4 to slightly over 3 de-
pendents in similar bouscholds. This was true in spite of the
fact that the sumber of workers per hossedold likewise in-
creased with size of howsehold, raaging from 0.7 for cee-persoa
relief cames to 2.1 for cases of 10 or more persoss, sad from
0.7 10 2.6 for mom-relief howscholds of correspomding size.

Percentafe of Foassholds witk Fo Employed Workers. WNaay of
the housebolds with female or muemployed male beads that com-
tained workers had 20 workers employed iz October 1933. Of the
thluhold- beaded by femxles that reportied workers, 31 perceat
of those oz relief and 7 perceat of those 30t oa 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 oL unemployed male heads.
In this group, 84 perceat of the reliei and 68 percent of the
non-relief had no worker employed.

Number of Dependents per Eaployed 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 ieads, 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
relief households with workers varied from 2.4 in the Mountain
area ta 3.6 in the Cut-Over area, the scuthera, central, moun-
tain, and California regions generally having lower rates than
the northeastern and Qregon regions (Table %4). In every area
surveyed except NewMexico the non-relief households withworkers
had fewer dependents per employed worker than did ihe relief.

Percentage of Housenolds witn Neltner Workers nor Potenilial
Worrers. The proportion of householas with neither workers nor
potential workers® differed little from the proportios with-
out workers {Table L). Ooly seven percent of all relief house-
holds and a little less than four percent of all non-relief
households had no persons of either sex, 16 years of age and
over, working or seeking work in October 1933,

The percentage of householas with neither workers nor poten-
tial workers changeua Irom area to area in practically the same
way as the perceatage of householas with noworkers {Taple 31).

Percantage of Dependents ¥no Were Potential Workers, Only
six percent of all dependents” in relief householus and four
percent in non-relief households were potential workers (Table
351. There was also litile difference between relief and non-
relief groups in the proportion of dependents who were poten-
tial workers when householas were compared according 1o the
occupation and sex of the heaa.

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

1‘&1 persou 1& years of age Or over pever employed but seeking work 1o
October 1933 was considersd a potsntisl worker. Dolug chores or helplog
Wity housework was not coosidered empioyment.

'Any member oOf a household who wWas pot & worker, as previousiy defined,
wa3 regarded as a& dependent.



I1I. EARNINGS AND OTHER ECONOMIC ASSETS AND
LIABILITI®ES OF RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

l. Source of Earnings

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

TABLE N. SOURCE OF EXRWINGS OF RURAL WRELIEF AMD NDN-RELIEF HOUSTWOLDS
'k OCTOBER 175%

PEAGENTAGE DiSTRIBUTION
SowHCE OF IwxcoMt OF HOusewuLOoS *w Ocrober 1933 OF HOuBENGLUS
ReLter Non-RevigF
ToTay 7.0 132.0
Ny Earniugs .2 1.6
Houe Faku n.s 39.8
OTHER Fanm 5,k 3.3
NUw—AGRICUL TURE 22,8 34,1
Hout FAAW ww0 DTHER Fabw 2.7 34
HowE Fadwm anpg NON—-AGHI Lyl TURE 1.5 10,2
Howe Fafu, OrnEn Fagu, awd NOW-ASRICULTURE a.2 0.7
DtmeER FaRM aAND NOWw-RGHICULTURE 1.2 0.9
!

[f 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 earmed an income in Qeto-
Der drew their earnings from more than one source, although 14
percent of the housenolds had more tnan ¢ne member gainfully
employed. The difference reflects frejuent employment of more
lnan one member on the aome farm. A somewhat largetr proportion
(16 percent} of the corresponding non-relief households had
diversified earnings, and a still larger proportion (30 per-
ceat) of them had two or more memoers employed.

The chief single source of earnings ia both groups was tihe
home farm, with non-agricultural occupations secound in impor-
tance. It isinteresting tnat wore than twice asmany nom-relief
as relief households with earnings combined farming with noo-
agricultural employment, altaough this was confined to only
about one non-relief nonsehold in nine.

Source of Barnings, by 4rea. 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 Massaciusetts and Dairy
areas, half of the relief householas had no person employed.
In New Mexico, ome fourth of tne nom-relief nouseholds also

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

Io most areas a smaller proportion of relief than of noa~
relief families reported iocome from the home farm, and the
same held for noam-agricultural earnings. In the majority of
areas, bowever, more relief than non-relief bhousebolds gave
"other farm" as the source of earnings - that is, the members
were employed as larm laborers. In the Califormia counties,
where part-time farming is important, wore than one fifth of
both relief and non-relief nouseholds received earnings from
more than one source. In the Oregon and Mountain areas, and
among the noa-relief households of the New Mexico, Cut-QOver,
aod Dairy regions, there was more thanm average diversification
in source of earnings, again because of the prevalence of
part-time farming. lIn 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 mon-relief
group.

2. Amount of £arnings

Male heads of relief bouseholas other than farm operators
who were employed in October 1933 earmed during that mosth
less than oame third as much as tpneir nmon-relief neighbors, the
average earnings being $26 and $82, respectively. The heads of
the housenolds that were on relief im Qctober 1933 had also
earned about 30 percent less than the heads of the aoa-relief
households in October 1928 and October 1923, Differeaces in
toe age distribution of relief and non-relief heads nad little
effect on the differences in earnings (Table O).

Barnings of Male Heads in Qclober 1923, 1928, and 1933,
Especially among beads of relief housekolds, average earnings
in October 1933 were considerably lower than earrings in the
corresponding month of the years 1925 and 1928. In most areas
the average October 1933 earnings of neads on relief were ap-
proximately 40 to 50 percent of their Ociober 1928 earnings,
although in the Old Souts Cotion, Southwest Cotton, and the
Corn-and-flog regions, particularly, tiney fell even lower when
compared with the 1928 level. Among tpne non-relief heads,
earnings in 1933 were about BO percent of those in 1928, although
in New Mexico they were oaly half as large (Table 36).

Io practically all regions earnings in Qctober 1928 were
slightly less thas those in QOctober 1923, the relief incomes
being 5 to 10 percent less inmost instances, and the aoa-relief
about 5 percent less.

Variation in Sarningas of Nale Heads by Age Groups., Among
both the relief and noa-relief households, October 1933 eara-
ings reachbed a maximum for male neads between 40 and 49 years
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of age, wile a steady increase from the younger groups, and a
rather sharp decrease above that age iaterval.

Cumulative Dtstribution of Barnings of Eaployed Heads. More
than half of all relief heads witn earnings, including females,
earned less than $20 during October 1933, whereas less tham
one tenth of the non-relief heads received so small an income
(Table 37). Almost two thirds of tne nop-reliel and apout one
tenth of the relief heads bad earnings of more than $60, One

TABLE 0. AVERAGE WONTHLY EARNINGS OF RURAL RELIEF UND NOM-RELIEF MALE 4EADS,
OTHER tHAW FARMW QPERATOAS, WHQ WERE EMPLOYED QURING GLTOBER
1923, 1928, awD 1933, BY AGE GROUPS
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third of the nou-relief but extremely few of the relief heads
earned more than $100. A part of tnis difference in wages was
occasioned by tne larger proporiion of low income groups - farm
laborers, semi- and unskilled labgrers, Negroes and female heads
in the relief group.

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

The average wage of employed Negro heads on relief was 317
and of corresponding white heads %29. Most of this difference,
however, was due toregional ratper than to racial Jifferences.
In the Old South Cotton and Tobacco areas, where most Negroes
were located, the differential in favor of the whites was omly
one dollar.

For every area, on the other hana, there was a widespread
difierence between the average wage of the white and Negro
beads not on relief (%84 as compared to $23). Ip tne two south-
era areas mentioned above, there was practically no differeace
between the earnings of relief and non-relief Negro heads, which
indicates the low economic status of that race in the rural
South.

Rarnings of Nembers of Households, Including Reads. Forty-
five percent of relief and B3 percent of nop-relief housenolds
other than farmers bad some member gainfully employed auring
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October 1933. The average combined earnings of all members
were $21 for relief and $34 for non-relief households. Compar-
ing these earnings with those of heads alone, members other
than the head of relief housenolas were found to have contri-
buted almost one fifith of the total earniangs 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 ip
relief households emphasizes the low earnings of relief heads.
The effect of the earnings of olber members was to decrease by
a small percemtage the proportien of honsehglds in the Low earn-
ings group and to increase correspondingly those in the higher
groups.

Approximately equal proportions of white and Negro bousebolds
had some member employed, but mempers otner than the head of
Negro relief and non-relief nousebolds contributed a greater
share of the income of the family than did other members of
white housenolds. (ne fourth and one fiftn 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 ome fifth and one eighth.

farninds by Stze of Household. Among all households earn-
ings lncreased considerably with imcrease inthe size of bouse-
hold, and were largest among relief households of nine or more
persons and among non-reliel households of six to eight per-
sons (Table 33 and Figure ¢}, The increase in earnings withn
increase invsize of household is chiefly explained by tbe eara-
ings of members other thao the head.

EFarntngs in October 1933, by area. The earnings of bheads
and of all members varied coasiderably by Area, Part of this
difference was the result of the unegual proportions of
unskilled, skilled, professional, and farm workers ino the several
regions; but some of it resulted from local wage scales. Par-
ticularly low total earnings for October 1933 - $20 or less for
relief households, and 370 or less for non-relief households, -
were found inthe Old South Cotton, New Mexico, and Corn-and-Hog
regions (Table 39). Ratber low earnings also prevailed in tne
Tobacce and Cut-Over areas. Average earnings of more than $40
for relief asd more than $11%5 for non-relief families were re-
ported in the Dairy, California, and Massachusetis regions. The
Oregon and Wheat areas were theouly others where the non-relief
earnings were more than $100. Farnings of heads alone varied
in much the same way as did total earnings.
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3. Size of Farms

Ian each of the areas surveyed, farmers on relief operated
smaller farms than their non-relief peighbors, the median to-
tal acreages being 93 and 119, respectively (Table H0}).

Acreaga by Areg. A sumber of factors, such as type of farm-
ing and temure, affect the size of farm. Ia the Califoraia,
Oregon, New Mexico, Massachusetts, Old 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 coasiderable 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 non-
relief operators iz the seven other areas. Particularly high
acreages were found among both relief and non-relief farmers in
the Wheat and Cash Grain areas. Nevertheless, regardless of
type of famming, 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 10 other temure classes,
share-crappers operated the smallest farws, averaging about 30
acres. There was, furthermore, no difference between relief and
von~relief croppers in this respect. In the Old South Cottom
and Tobacco areas, where most croppers were located, their farms
averaged only about 20 acres. Io these same regions other types
of tesantson relief operated a somewhat larger average acreage
than did croppers, and farm owners on relief operated farms
aboutl three times as large as the croppers. Jmong non-relief
farmers the tenure differences were even greater,

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

Acreage by Race. (Oaly in the 0ld Souts Cotton and Tobacco
regions were there sufficient Negro farmers to make an acreage
comparison with white farmers feasible. In these areas the
meglian 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 evideace of the well-knowm 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 relief
operated less than 20 acres, while the corresponding proportions
for white farmers were three tenths amd one teath |Table 41).
Practically all Negroes operated less than 50 acres, while one
fourth of the white relief and six tenths of the white non-
relief farmers operated more than that amcugt.
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dcreage of Port-and Whole-Time Farm Operators. Part-time
farmers, most of them farm owaers, averaged omly 19 acres in
the case of those receiviag relief, and ¥ acres in the case of
those not receiviag relief, as compared with 100 and 128 acres
o1 the correspoadiag whole-time famrmer groups. The acreage of
whole-time operators inmost cases was about double that of the
part-time group; but ir ssch areas as(regoa, Califoraia, Mass~
achusetts, and New Mexico, where truck farmers were ngmerows,
the differesce, particularly among those om relief, was pro-
portionally much less.

8. Ownership of Livestock

A. Norkstock

Because of the mature of their comtract with the lasmdlord,
croppers did not ows workstock. Amoag the remainiag farm op-
erators, however, a majority of both those on relief and those
#ot on relief owned one or more horses or mnles, but the pro-
portioa was smaller ia the case of relief thams of noa-relief
operators. YWorkstock other tham bhorses aad mules was ol re-
ported although afew smail farmers, particularly some of those
ol relief, used oxem aad other cattle for work purposes.

Proportion of Farm Operators Other than Croppers without
¥orrstock. Thirty-four perceat of farm owners asd teaaats
{other than croppers! oa relief, compared with 18 perceat of
those aot on relief, owned mo workstock (Table P).

TALE P. PERCENT OF RURAL RELIEF AMD NCO-RELIEF FARN DPERATORS OTWER Twad CROPPERS, BO OWED WO
WORNSTOCK, AMD THE AVERAGE MUMBER OF WORKSTOCH OWNED ON JMGUMTY I, 1333, BY Faml
OPERATORS WETH WAKSTOON, BY ACREME GAOLPS  °
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As many As eight temths of the relief and sevea tesths of
the nop-relief farmers who cultivated less than 10 acres did
80 without owning & borse or mule. With increase in the size
0l fara therewas a steady iacrease, among botk relief and noa-
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relief farmers, in the number with workstock, until in the
larger acreage groups only one in twenty of the relief opera
tors was without such animals. However, in the case of ex-
tremely large acreages there was some increase in the propor-
tion of farmers lacking workstock, probably because of the
substitution of tractors.

On practically all sizes of farms relatively more relief thban
acn~relief farmers were without horses or mules.

in a majority of areas somewhat more farm owners than tenants
{other than croppers! on reliel were provided with work ani-
aals, but differences by tenure among non-relief operators were
not-copsistent,

Average Number of WorkstockR Owned by Farm Operators Other
than Cropperas. Non-relief farmers who owned workstock aver-
aged 4.2 horses and mules, whereas their relief neigbbors av-
eraged 3,6 (Table P}. However, a few areas and farms with a
great number of workstock make these averages less represeata-
tive than the corresponding medians of 2.7 and 2.0.

Although in most acreage classes the relief operators with
workstock owned smaller aumbers of animals than did the non-
relief operators, this was not always true, and the absolute
differences were gemerally small.

Ownership of Workstock, by Ares. There was considerable
variation, depending on the prevalent type of farming and size
of farm, in the proportion of farm operators without workstock
from area to area. At least three fourths of the relief aad
kalf of the non-relief operators in the California, Oregon, and
Massachusetts regions had no workstock, but in these regicas
there was considerable part-time or truck farming 1Table 421,
In the Wheat, Cash Grain, New Mexico, and Tobacco regions, on
the other hand, less than one fifth of both relief and non-
relief operators were without workstock.

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

Parm operators os relief is most areas who owoed any work-
stock at all usually bad one team. QOaly in the Mountain, Cash
Grain, and Whkeat areas did they average more than three ani-
mals each., In these same regions, and also ia the Corn-and-Hog
and Southwest Cotion areas, non-relief operators averaged four
or more work animals apiece,

Generally, in areas where a high percentage of famm 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 ovne head more than relief operators.
Part of this difference was due to the larger farms of noa-
relief operators; but theconceatration of relief farmers in the
Cash Grain and Wheat regions reduced the average relief and
non-relief differeace for all areas combined to a little over
kalf a head.

B, Other Livestock

Not only did a smaller proportion of relief tpan of non-
relief housebolds ownsuch livestock ascows, hags, and poultry,
but the relief households, as a rule, owned them 1in smailet
pumbers than did the non-relief, More than two thirds of the
relief housebolds, compared with less than half of the non-
relief households, had no cows (Table Q). There was less differ-
ence in the ownership of nhogs, 72 percent of the relief and 6%
percent of the non-relief households reportiang bone. Forty-
five and thirty-four percent of the relief and non-relief bhouse-
holds, respectively, had no poultry.

TAGLE q. PERCENT OF RURAL RELIEF AKD NON=RELIEF HOUSEMOLDS THAT OWHED NQ
LIVESTOCK , JaNUaRY 1, 193w, BY 5t% OF NEAD AND
9Y OCTOBER 1657 QCCUPATION DF waLE HEAD
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drec Vartations in Ownership of Livestock. In almost every
area, both the percentage of ncuseholds owning cows, hogs, and
Poultry, and the average number of animals owned, were smaller
among reiief households than among their non-relief neighbors,
The ownership of cows was more prevalent among both relief and
noa-relief households in the Southwest Cotton, Cut-Over, Wheat,
aod Mouvntain areas than elsewhere [Table u3). Hogs appeared
0S5l generally in the Old South Cottor, Soutawest Cotton, and



48 RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSRHOLDS

Wheat areas, althoogh even there they were owned less often
thas cows, The high proportion of relief housebolds in the
Corn-and-Hog area withoet hogs is due to the relatively samall
nunber of farm operators and the large number of unskilled la-
borers on relief. Poultry was relatively common, especially
io the same areas as hogs. Massachusetts, New Mexico, and
California had the fewest households keeping food apimals,
Hogs were unusually scarce in the Dairy area, while cows were
noticeably rare in the Corn-and-Rog area.

The largest numbers of animals, per household havimg any,
were found in the Wheat and Cash Grain areas im the case of
cows, hogs, and poultry; and in the Southwest Cotton area is
the case of hogs alone (Table u4). 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 bogs
in the New Mexico and Cut-Over areas.

Ownership of Livestock by Farm Owners and Tenants. Approx-
imately three teaths of the farm owners aasd tenants oan relief
owned no cows, but guly one eighth of the correspoading noa-
relief operators were without them. No hogs were reported by 53
percent ¢f relief and 45 perceat of anon-relief farm gwners,
whereas the perceatages of tepants owning nore were 35 and 29,
respectively. Very few reliel or pon-relief operators lacked
poultry - only 17 percent of relief owners and 12 perceat of
relief tesaats, asd less than 10 percent of the correspondinsg
non-relief heads. Though these figuores 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 tenamis is
areas where ownership of livestock was most common explains
the apparemt discrepaacy.

The same factor explains thesligbtly bigher average numbers
of livestock owned by tenants than by farm owners among relief
operators in all areas combined, Relief owners and temants re-
porting such livestock averaged, respectively, 3.5 and 3.9 cows,
4,6 and 4.7 hogs, and 49 and %2 chickens l Table R). Non-
relief operators owned more livestock of every kisd than did
relief operators of corresponding tenure,

Gwnership of Livestock by Croppers. Fewer share-croppers
thaz other farm operators in the South owned livestock, aad
the average nuaber owned was smaller. Moreover, croppers mot
on relief were little better supplied with the various types
of livestock than were those on relief, Approximately half of
both relief aad mon-relief cropper households owned no cows
{Table Q). The possessioa of hogs was mot so limited, although
aboul two fifthds of boib relief and non-relief croppers were
without them. Owaership of poultry was amost cosmon, only oae
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tifth of tbe relief and one tenth of the non-relief cropper
households reporting none.

Both the relief and non-relief cropper families owning chick-
ens reported an average of about 25 [ Table R). Nou-relief
families, however, had about two cows and four hogs, whereas
relief famiTies had abowt ope cow and two or three hogs.

TAILE R. AVERAGE WUMEER OF LFVESTOCK OWNED &Y RURAL RELIEF AMO NOM-RELIEF HOUSEHQLOS REPORTING SUCH
LIVESTOON, JwmssRY I, 19%&, &Y SEX OF WEAD AND BY OCTOBER 1935 OCCUPATION OF MWALE HEAD
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Ownarship of Livestock by Farm Laborers. The owaership of
livestock was bardly more common among households whose heads
were engaged as farm laborers than among non-agricultural work-
ers. Relief status made little differemce im this class. Be-
tweea eight and mine tenthsof all farm laborers owned no cows,
approximately the same proportiom had po hogs, and almost half
were without poultry (Table Q),

The numbers of animals owped by farm laborers were comsider-
ably below those reported by farm owners ana tenants. Farm la-
borers who had such livestock averaged less than two cows, be-
tween two and three hogs, and abomt 30 chickeas (Table Ri.

Ownership of Livestock by Non-Agricultural Households. Few
bouseholds whose beads were engaged in non-agricultural pur-
suits bad aay livestock, but slightly more of those on relief
thas of their non-relief neighbors had cows, pigs, or chickens,
possibly the result of the efforts of soch households to sup-
pPlement their meager income. More than 80 percent of the house-
holds werewithout cows, betweem BQ and 90 percent had no bogs,
aad apoul ome third bad no poultry (Table Q).

Amoug the families possessing food animals, those noton re-
lief had more (Table R). When relief households had such api-
mals they consisted on the average of a cow Or two, a couple
of pigs, and two dozea hens.
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Ownership of Livestock by Households with Female and Unem-
ployed Xole Feads. From 85 to 90 percent of the relief nouse-
Bolds baviog 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 B9 percent. Approx-
imately 60 percent of the relief hmouseholds 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
householos of the same types.

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

5. Indebtedness

Eighty-two percent of the relief and 64 percent of the nop-
relief bouseholds reported debts (Table S), The average amount

TABLE S. EXTENT AND AMOUNT OF INDEBTEDMESS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON=RELIEF HOUSE-~
HOLDS ON JANUARY 3, 1§34, BY THE USUAL OCCUPATION DF TME HEAD
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outstanding per ipdebted household, however, was 3500 for the
relief and $1,500 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 fourtb of tne indebted relief households had
petty obligations ot less than $50, approximatcly half owed
less than $150, three fourtks owed less than $500, aad ooly
one eighth had incurred an indebtedness of more than $1,000
tTable u5). Among the non-relief households with debis about
one tenth owed aslittle as $50, whereas nearly two fifths owed
$1.000 or more,

Area ¥artation in Extent and Amount of Indebtedness. In the
relief population, theproportion of those without indebtedness
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varied from around 5 percent in the Wheat and Cash Grain re-
gions to more than 50 perceat in New Mexico (Table u6). In
most areas, however, the proportion was between 15 and 2% per-~
cent. There was less extreme variation among the mon~relief
hooseholds, about 35 percent in most areas being withoot lia-
bilities, though the figsnre fell to some 20 percent ian the
¥heat and Mouatain regions and rose to over 40 percent in the
Dairy and Southwest Cotton areas,

Among both the relief and non-relief bouseholds, the amount
of indebtedness also varied greatly. In the Old South and To-
bacco regions the average obligation wasless than $225 Ifor the
indebted relief and $800 for the indebted non-relief house-
holds; and in MNew 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 retief and over $2,400 for the non-relief,
and reached a maximom in the Woeat area with $1,300 and $3,300
for relief andnon-relief, respectively. In the Cash Grain and
WYheat regions large-scale farming accounted for the heavier
indebtedness.

Areas witk larpe proportions of the relief population iz
debt tended to bhave large debts per relief case. In the non-
relief population this tendency was less marked.

Extent and Amount of Indebiledness by Usual Occupation of
Bead of Household. Particularly in the relief group, more farm
owners and tenants than heads usually employed 1n other occu-
Pations reported indebtedness {(Table S}. The greater frejuency
with which non-relief farm owners and tenmants other thas crop-
pers had indebtedness, compared to other classes, is somewnat
obscured by the concentration of non-relief owners and tepants
in a few areas in which indebtedness was gquite limited, In
most areas, about three fourths of the owners and temants aad
a third or more of otber heads were indebted. A comparatively
large proportion of female heads, and to a less extent, male
heads with no wswal occupation, croppers, and [arm laborers,
had no obligations., Jn every occupational class there were
relatively more relief than noa-relief households with indebt-
edoess, '

The average amount of indebtedness per indeoted housebold
was usyally largest among those occupatiosal 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 tban of the relief households. Tie
proprietary classes, Dboth agricultural and mom-agricultural,
were the most beavily iadebted. In the case of farm owners,
the average indebtedumess of relief heads was over $1,300, aad
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of non-relief heads $2,600. Tenants, also, had large amounts
of indebtedness, as did tbe upper non-agricultural classes, Ia
1ne non-proprietary occupations, those heads employed at the
more skilled types of work, i.e., professionals, clerical work-
ers, and skilled tradesmen, generally bad the larger debts,
The average debt of farm laborers, croppers, and semi- and up~
skilled industrial labdorers was small. Though the indebtedness
of female relief heads and male reliel heads with no usual oc-
cupation was low, tnat of the corresponding noa-relief groups
was fairly high. The relatively high iadebtedness in tne non-
relief group was probably caused by the high proportion of farm
owners among employed female heads and by the presence of a
pumber of retired heads among the male heads with no vsval oc-
cupation.



Iv. QCCUPATIONS, INDOSTRIRS, AND UNEMPLOTYMENT OF
MALE HEADS AND OTHER MEMBERS OF RELIEF
AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEROLDS

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 respomnsi-
ble than the family itself when the latter is forced on public
relief.

Occupational Distribution. In primarily agricultural coun-
ties it is somewbat surprising tofind that oaly a small major-
ity of male heads, in both relief and non-relief samples, were
usually engaged in agriculture. The proportions Ifrom 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 in part due to the method of sampling
employed, whereby each relief case was matched by the two
pearest non-relief meighbors (Table T and U and Figure 5).

TABLE T. USUAL OCCUPATIDN OF MALE HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY AREA, OCTOBER 193]

e [y Ca T Sou Ty - Hass C o |Con Cu
e =1 1o o, Esr A | SouT o 8T
UswaL CooupaTIOoN | aag,y I‘:‘u Omeson] Betar oanialeacco| " C:r:u- MEX1 GO .::: GRaim can:- :u:e Oven
Tovae 100.0 |100.0] 2000 | 100,0] 100.0 [100.0(100.0 | 100.0| 100.0| 30.0100.0( 200.0 100.0{100.0
Aeaicu Tung n.1| 6.2 5t0| 12.7] 39.9 T0.9| 38.6] #a.2| 62.3| 20.7] 5.0 M.6|31.4| 512
[ T oAl 28 27| 22.8 W2|1%e| 18.8| 19.3] 10.0] 5.5 66| 8.8} 3] SLT
Caoeren 55| o 2.4 - 1.8 | 32.% - 9.4 - - 0.6] 3.9 L3 -
Teaany 22,9 | 16.6] 13.7| 3ee]| 4.7|150f B.2| ¥.7 1.9 L] 455 B.5s| 47 134
FaRe LASOREN 10.¢ | 7. 5.0 10,8 13.5] 6.7 10.3 3.1 48,30 | 1Lo 1.8 20,1| 6.0
Nou-Aca ) CuLTuRL 0% | 308 3.0| 191} %8| 219 B.5| %.2| 2.0] 73| 29.0) 16e]| 623 eh.)
PROFESS | Omae 2| o o6 o2 17| 02| - - 03| oé6| 07] as| -1 0.6
Pugen etany 21| 2 6.6 29] 38| L1} o2 2.0 - 26| 2.2] o] 37 ar
CLEmicaL Ly 1, LE{ o6 30| 0.6] LI L6 - .1 sel 13| 2.9] 1=
SuiLLEd 19| o4 e.a]| zof 106 5.2 w7 %s| 21| 2.3 8.6 2.0( 9.6] =9
Skwi~ asd
wocte | ma|2ud 2.1 12.6) a3 (16,8 a13] 1m1| 17.6] e61f 1s2| 2.0[a6.1] 30
NG LasT UsuaL
QCCuraTI 1.6 6.5 &2 8a L8| 84| 8.3 95| 17.8| 30| 13| 12.a 6.4 3.7

Within the agricultural group, most of the heads on relief
were teanants other thaacroppers (23 percent), with farm owners
second (12 percent), farm lavborers third |11 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 pon~relief, it is seep that, in spite of an un-
known amount of matching when takimg the non-relief sample, the
relief rolls exerted a stroang selective action on certain og-
cupational classes. Farm owners were very amuch uoder-repre-
sented on relief, while eacn of tie other classes was over-
Tepresented, particularly share-croppers, and to a somewhat less
degree, farm laborers and tenants.

Passing to the U1 percent of all male heads of relief house-
holds who were employed in industries other tham agriculture,
the greatest part, 28 perceat, were found to belong in the
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category of semi-skilled anduaskilled laporers. The pext 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 heads on relief, Here again, when the pro-
portions of the mom-agricultural occupational classes 1o the
relief group were compared with those in the non-relief group,
inequalities were found. Tbe semi- and unskillea laborers oc-
curred on relief rolls out of all proportion to their mumbers
in the nom-relief population; but each of the other classes
was under-represented onrelief, the degree of under-representa-
tion diminisbing from the higher socio-ecomomic classes to the
lower (Table ¥},

TABLE U.  USUAL QCOUPATION OF MALE HEADS OF RURAL WOM-RTLVEF HOUSEWOLDS, BY AREA, DCTOBER 1933

P e . i | To- BT o | 0|
- -
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Profeasiona, 211 50| o6 | 21} 15| 4| 19| 14| 0| 2.1% wo| 0w, 28| 19
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SxiuLep 10.3; 6.3| 8.6 | i3z | 66|11 wp | %2 | 21 ue| 28137 T.0
Seui- w0 usicLEs (18,6 B.A | 17,0 %) 2004 7.9| 49| G2 | 4.8 | 35.4 7.6 .8 .4 12.6
Ho LAST Uswa

Ceamarion aqi 2.9 3.8 | a3 1.3 | &8 t9| 72| 21| 20| €2 .oy 5.1 L8

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

The distribution of the reliefl neads among the several oc-
Cupational classifications mentioned above was found to be no
more uniform {rom one area o another than the above coasider-
ations would suggest. The proportion usvally employed in agri-
culture ranged from 22 percent im the urban Massachusetts
counties to 73 percent in the counties of the great plains
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Whneat region, beiag above average (52 percent] in the Mountain,
Oregon, Wheat. Tobacco, Southwest Cottom, New Mexico, Cash
Grain, and Old South Cotton areas, and below average in the
remainder. Ia 8 out of the 13 areas surveyed, agricultural-
ists were under-represented oa relief; in five i(Oregon, Wheat,
Tobacco, Massachusetts, and Casn Grain) they were over-repre-
sented.

When the agricultural group was analyzed by areas it was
found that farm owners were relatively numerous on the relief
rolls in Oregon, Califoraia, and the Cut-Over areas; {amm
owners agd Lenants other tnan croppers dominated in the Dairy
area; farm owners and farm laborers in Massachusetts and tne
Muun_ta.in area; tenants other tnanm croppers in the Waneat, Soutn-
west Cotton, and Cash Grain areas; tenants and share-croppers
in tne 0Old South Totton area; share-croppers in tne Tooacco
area; and farm laborers in New Mexico and tne Cora-and-Rog
area.

In some respects, nowever, consistency did appear. In every
type of farming area surveyed, farm owners were under-repre-
sented 1n the relief group compared with the control group,
‘this fact being especially striking in the Casn Grain, Oid
South Cotton, and Coro-and-Hog areas.  Share-croppers were
over-represented on relief ia all areas where they occurred in
any oumoers. Tenanls other 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-represeated in
all but two areas.

The non-agricultural occupational group om relief, wunlike
the agricultural group, was everywhere domipated by a single
class. Semi- and unskilled laborers made up the bulk of this
group in each area, ranging from half ion the Cash Grain area
to nearly nine tenths in New Mexico. They also constituted not
less than onme third of all male heads receiving relief in 5 of
the 13 areas, namely, California, the Dairy region, Massachu-
setts, the Coru-and-Hog area, and the Cut-Over area. Skilled
labor was the second largest sup-class in the non-agricultural
category receiving relief in all areas vut ome. Taoe proportion
varied by areas from ome tentn to uearly three teanths of all
nop-agricultural reliel households ana was most important in
the Cash Grain counties and Massachusetts.

The "white collar” classes {professionals, proprietors, and
clericals) were most prominent on tne relief rolls in Califor-
nia, Massachusetts, Oregon,the Coru-and-Hog area, and the Cash
Grain area; but nownere did they form as mucih as one tenth of
tae total male heads oo relief. They were especially unimpor-
tant in New Mexico, the Dairy area, the Tobacco area, the 0Old
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 heads. In all
areas, professicoals made up a smaller part of the male heads
on relief than any other class, usuwally being cobnsiderably
uader one perceat of the total, and never more tham 1.7 percent
{Califoraial.

Ia all areas except New Mexico, semi- and unskilled laborers
forsed a much larger proportioa of the velief than of the nome-
relief group. On the other hand, skilled laborers were under-
represeated 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 aad clerical workers considered separately.
Professionals were an exceptiom im 3 out of the 13 areas, ua-
dovbtedly becaunse of their small nuambers in the samples takem.

2, Occupations of Male Heads in October 1933

Wide-spread loss of the usuval occupation due to the depres—
sion led to a decrease in the proportion of heads of relief
housetiolds who were employed iz October 1933 in nearly every
occuypational ¢lass. Although unemployment was a comparatively
minor factor in the non-relief population, a decline occurred
there aiso (Table V), Ia both groups, bowever, the amount of

TABLE v. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF LAST USUAL ANO OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATIONS
QF WALE WEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND WON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

BCcuPATsON OF MaLe Heros LasT Usuab Occu“r_lg:___g_c_:uan 1933 Ocecuration

RELIEF Now—-RELIEF RELIEF NOn-RELIEF
Tata® 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
AGRICULTURE 5.7 55,9 43.4 59.7
Gwnen 12.u 5.6 11.% 8.6
Cuorpen 5.5 1.7 u.6 2.3
Temant 22.9 13.7 22.2 14.9
FARu LapoRen 10.9 u.s 5.1 1.9
Mom—AGRICUL TURE ug.n a0, 2 20.% 33.1
PruFEsSStONAL 0.2 2.1 - 1.8
PROPAIETARTY 2.1 7.9 0.5 7.9
CLERLCAL 1.9 5.3 0.2 4.5
SerciER 7.5 0.3 2.9 5.3
SEMI- AND UwSkiLLEL LABOR 2B.u 14,6 17.8 12.8

Mo Last Usuar OQCCuPaTian

0% UnewPrares T.8 “,u 35.0 1.3

shrinkage differed from one gccupation to amother, so that the
October occupatioaal distribution departed coasiderably from
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the distribotion by last wsual occupation. It is also certain
tnat the employment of maey of those who were working in Oct-
ober was temporary, often nothiag more thanodd jobs. The fact
that a majority of the heads receiving relief were employed in
Qctober indicates toe inadeguacy of the employment.

Changes in the Proportion Employed tn October 1833, by
Vgual Occupation. Farming was more stable tham any other occu-
pation, as judged by the proportion of heads employed ip farm-
ing in Octoper 193% compared withn the proportion usually so
empluyed. Tne only occupational class among reliefl heads tmat
maintaiced practically the same quota in October 1933 as usual
was that of farm tenants other tham croppers. It appears that
relatively few tepants weredispossessed, and that taeir places
were largely {illes by the unemployed from other occupalions,
There were, indeed, actual increases in October 1933 in the
proportion of farm tepants other thap share-croppers im 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, aad 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 heads, there was a slight increase in farm
operators of all classes ian October 1933 relative to tue usual
number in every area except the Corn-and-Hog Belrt.

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 QOctober 1933. The same was
true of skilled manval work, which normally claimed about
eignt percent of relief neads, but in October 1933 was reduced
to only two percent. Similarly, the percentage of relief heads
usually employed as farm laborers had declined more than half
in Octoper 1933, apd increased omly in the 01d South Cotton
counties, Semi~ and uoskilled industrial laborers decreased
more thas ome third, inspite of a considerable drift into this
class of tne jobless from other classes. Ia tne Corn-and-Hog
area alone was the proportion working as laborers in Qctober
1333 greater tuan usueal.

In tne case of the heads of households mot on relief, the
skilled labor class slumped more than any otber in (Qctober
1933, about 40 percent of its members being unemployed or
shifted to other occupaticns. The semi- and usskilled indus-
trial labor class fell off 12 perceat, the "white collar”
classes not quite so mucn, and farm laborers 13 percent. All
of these declines in employment, however, were more moderate
than those experieaced by the reliel group.
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Coapogition of the Occupational Groups in October 1933 ln
Terms of the Last 0sual Occupation., The occupations which in
October employed the smallest proportion of outsiders - men
who were not usually engaged in thuose occupations - were skilled
lavor, the professions, and farm ownership (Tables u7A, u7B),
On tke otner hand, farm labor, share-cropping, and, in the re-
lief group, semi- and uns«illed industrial labor, showed rela-
tively high average percentages of new-comers, although this
was not true of farm labor on relief in tae Corn-and-Hog, New
Mexico, and California areas, nor of industrial labor on
relief in the Cut-Over ana Oregon areas. The ranks of share-
croppers were most heavily invaded in the Southwest Cotton
area, where 43 percent of the croppers om relief were oot
croppers by last uspal occupation., In the Old South Cotton
counties 29 percest, and in the Tobacco counties only 20 per-
cent of the croppers receiving relief in October were drawn
Ifrom other occupations and from young men jaust 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 recentiy eatered it from other occupations,
two thirds came f{rom nosn-agricultural vocatioans or had o
usual occupation, while one third were formerly farmtenants aand
farm laborers. Inthe Corn-and-Hog, Cash Grain,and New Mexico
areas, however, no relief head not usually engaged in agricul-
ture became a [arm owner, and there was great irregularity in
these proportions inthe other areas. Juost how much equity was
iavolved 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 ausval 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 percentl 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 owaners !5 percent). Skilled laborers re-
Sorted to farming as tepants in appreciable numbers in the Cut-~
Over, Cash Grain, and California couaties.

0f the relief heads engaged as farm laborers, 40 percent
had been employed in outher gccupatioss, or never usually em-
ployed, about 6 percent bavisg been forced down from the posi-
tion of farm owner and 11 perceat from that of temant, whbile
10 percent had been semi- and usskilled iadustrial laborers,
and 7 percent had bhad no usual occupation.
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More than one third of the relief heads employed at semi-
and unskilled industrial labor inOctober bad not long belonged
to thisclass. Most of these were former farm laborers, teaants,
and young men and others with no usual occupation, although
an appreciable aumber were skilled artisass, especially in Cali-
forania and Massachusetts, and a few were farm owaers. Skilled
workers on relief showed few invaders, oaly 10 percent.
These were drawn from umskilled laborers, farm tenants, and
heads too young or toco old to have a usual occupatiom. It is
probable that some of those from the last two classes were
once skilled artisans who were forced from farmiag or retire-
ment back into their former trades.!

Compostition of the Unesployed Group 1in October 1933 in
Terns of the [ast Dsual Occupation. Semi- and unskilled indus-
trial labor coantributed nearly 39 percent of all beads of
relief households who were entirely uzemployed inOctober. This
was more than three times the coatribution of the next occupa-
tion, farm labor, which was respounsible for 12 percent of the
idle. Skilled labor and the group with po usual occupatiom
each supplied more than 11 percent of the jobless, and fara
tenants 10 percent. Among non-relief heads, about 2% percent
of the relatively small number of uwnemployed were iraceable to
the group with no usual occupaticn, 24 percent to semi- and
unskilled industrial iabor, 19 percent to skilled labor, and 9
percent 1o farm ownership, while the remaining 23 percent were
scattered among the other cccopatioms.

The above perceatages do not apply im all areas, however,
In the 0Qld South Cottonm counties share-croppers, rather tham
industrial laborers, furnished more (39 perceat) unemployed
bheads of households on relief than did any other class. Ia
Massachusetts, skilled labgrers led with 25 percent; inm the
Casb Grain area, farm tepants were responsible for 25 percent;
and inNew Mexico farm laborers supplied 38 percent of the job-
less. In the case of nos-relief heads, most of the unemployed
in October weredrawn from semi- andunskilled iandustrial labor-
ers im seven areas, and from those with no usual occupatioa
in four. In oply three areas was the chief source of the ua-
employed the same for the relief and pon-relief groups.

3. Industries Employing Male Heads

Usual Industries.® QOnly eight percent of the male heads of
rural relief tousebolds and four perceat of their non-relief
seigabors in October 1933 had not been usually employed ia

111:. "white collar® classes -~ prolessional, proprietary, and clerical
Workers - sre omittsd from this discussica bscause of saall samplea.

"l'n. "ugual®™ induatry was dafiped as the last joduatry ct whicia cthe haed
was smployed before October 1, 1929, and lor oot less Lhan tares yeare
withio the pericd November 1, 1923 LO Qdctober 31, 1433,
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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 clients of the
Emergency Relief Administration were emerpescy unemployment
cases or cases earning imsufficieat 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 proportioms of relief than of
non-relief heads had been engaged in professional service,
public service, trade, and domestic and persomal service.

TABLE W. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF MALE HEADS OF RELIGF AMD NOM-RELILF HOUSEHOLDS CLASSIFIED
BY LAST USUAL AND OCTOBER 1933 INDUSTRIES

InpusTRY OF Mark Praus ; Last Usust lwpusTkr Dotuneh 1973 tmpuntar
RELIEF Nuw=REL ) EF RELIEF | HUN=RELLEF
t

Tora, * 170.8 .o 0.0 0.0
AGRICUL TR st 7 55.5 H3.u 53,7
FokESTRY anp FISHiMG 0.7 0.5 o8 0.8
EXTRACTION OF MINERALS 2.2 1.5 0.2 2.8
MAWUFICTURING ANO MECRANICA 1%.7 .3 1.5 d.u
TRANSPOKTATION AnD COMMURICAT)ON 7.7 1.6 2.1 6.1
Taape 3.0 a8.9 ¢.u a1
PusLic SeRvice 0.% 1.2 0.2 1.4
PagrFEssionaL SERVICE n.% 2.4 0.1 2.3
Domgstic anp PENsSOMAL SERvicE 1.1 2.3 A4 2.7
MrsceLLAREOUS a.5 1.5 12.7 2.2
No UsuaL lwousTAY oR UneweLoves 7.8 5.4 35.0 1.3

A U,BO3 RELIEF anD 11,093 wOM—RELIEF WALE AEADS.

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

Industries in October 1933. In October 1933, aiter 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 non-
relief heads {Table W). The highest rates of displacement from
the usual industry among relief heads occurred in professicnal
service, trade, public service, extraction of mimerals, traans-
portation and communication, and manufacturisg and mechanical
industries, in the order given, and the lowest rates occurred
in agriculture,’ domestic and personal service, and forestry

3
All heads reporting their occupation a3 [arE ODSTator wers regarded as
Mmployed.
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and fishing; but the first three asd the last two industries
mentioned involved relatively few households (Table 48 A),
Among non-relief heads also, extraction of mimerals aad 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, and
public service showed low rates as well (Table 48 B},

The proportjon of male heads engaged in miscellaneocys indus-
tries, vsuvally odd jobs, showed some increase in October 1933
over the usual distributiom; and the number of non~relief heads
in agriculture was also a little larger.

Nanufacturing and Nechanical Industries. Sixteen and four-
teen percent of male relief andson-relief heads, respectively,
were usually employed in manufacturing and mechanical indus-
tries, of which building, the manufacture of iron and steel
machinery, and lumber and furpiture were most important (Table
4gl,

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 regioas hadusvally been occupied at manu—
facturing and mechanical work {Table 50). About cne fifth of
the relief heads but somewhat fewer non-relief heads in the
Cut-Over and Corn-and-Hog regions were ordinarily emgaged in
these industries. Ino New Mexico there were practically none,
Elsewhere the proportions varied from about onme teath to ome
twentieth of the heads on relief,

Of the beads usually working in this group of industiries
only 17 percent of the relief, but 57 percent of the aon-
relief, retaioced employmeat ig their accustomed occupation in
October 1933, About 60 percent of the relief and 14 percent
of the npon-relief beads were unemployed. Tenunre of employ-
meat in manufacturiag and mechanical industries was particu-
larly low among the relief heads of the Old South Cotton amd
California areas. In the fommer area, of the relief beads
usually occupied in these industries less than one teath were so
occupied inOctober, Total unemployment affected three fourths
of the factory and mill workers on relie!f in the Old South
Cotion and Massachusetts areas, and almost asmany in the Tairy
area. More than four fifths of the non-relief heads usually
engaged io manufactuoriag, bowever, continued at work in these
industries.

Goly four percent of all the relief and nine percent of all
the non-relief beads in the sample were employed in the manu-
facturing and mechasical industries in October 1933, Except
for 10 percent im 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 Massachbusetts,
NDairy, California, and Oregon areas.

Transportatior dand Communication, Transportation and com-
mugication industries usually employed about eight percent of
rural male heads {Table 51). (nly iz the Massachusetts, New
Mexico, Dairy, and Corn-and-Hog regions were more thana tenth
of either relief or non-relie! heads customarily occupied ia
these industries.

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

Trade. Trade tormerly employed almost four percent of the
relief and sine percent of the ncn-relief heads (Table 52).
Smaller percentages occurred in the southern areas - OLd South
Cotton, Soutbwest 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 beads im 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 pto-
portion usually employed.

Service Industries. Public service, professional service,
and domestic and personal service each formed the usuwal occu-
pation of only about one perceat of relief amd about two per-
cenat of non-relief heads. Rougily about one half of the relief
heads in these three groups weré unemployed inm October 1933. Io
the non-relief population, however, oniy about one seventh of
the heads inpublic service and indomestic and persomal service
and about ome twentieth in professional service, bad no employ-
ment, At that date, also, less thas one percent of all relief
heads were engaged in these industries, but the proportionm of
the mon-relief so engaged remained about the same as formerly.

Forestry and Fishing. The aumber of male heads usuaily
engaged in forestiry and fishing was too small 1o 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 bad usunally been engaged in these industries and were
employed in October 1933 (Table XJ.

Extraction of Ntnersis. The percentage of male heads usnal-
ly engaged in the extraction of minerals in the areas surveyed
was also slight. Although mining was of some importasce in the
Soutbwest Cotton, Mountain, and New Mexico areas, it employed
very few heads in these areas in October 1933 (Table Y},
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¥iscellaneous 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-fog area, more than one fourth of the relief heads were
usually so engaged. In mosl regions one tiwentietn or less of
relie! heads and still fewer of the non-relief heads general-
ly worked at miscellaneous industries.

TABLE X. PERCENT DF MALE wEADS DF RUAAL RELTEF AND WOW-REL IEF HOUSERILDS, JCTIBEA 1933,
ENGAGED N FORESTRY AND FISHING

Piicent oF Mak HMEADS
Inoasea v Fukkstay amg Fisning

Anea A5 LAST Usual Iauustey ps Jcrouer 1933 Iwpustar

ReLiEr Kur-REL JEF REv 1 EF I Non—RELIEF

et com e ) Tus 5.7 z
Cut=Owen 5.7 1.3 2.5 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 wmore than one fifth
of the former and one tweatieth of the latter im this group
became totally unemplayed.

TABLE ¥. PERCERY OF MALE HEADS F FURAL RELIFF AND WOM-REL IEF HDUSEMGALDS, DCTOBER 1983,
ENGAGED !N MINERAL EXTRACTIDN
T

i PEACEmF OF MALL HEADS EwkacED
rw MiuEdae ExTRACT IO

ARea A5 LaST Usual IwoustRr |As Dcroees 1933 fapustar EnuC::Fm-

o - RELIEF NOWw-RELIgF RELIEF Now—REL EF InSUSTRIES
SouTwmest Corton 7.0 1.4 6.5 2.1 o

Niw WExIGO 6.h °.6 1.8 0.5 CoaL, Drmew

MOuRTalR 1.8 .8 G.1 1 1.2 | Coac, Ormen

At the time of 1the survey almost 13 percent of all relief
and 2 percent of all nmom-relief heads reported employment at
miscellaneous industries, This increase over the proportion
usually so employed in the relief group was oot 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 Maie Heads

Following the loss of their usual occupations, heads of
reiief households in October 1933 were generally found to be
unemployed, or employed at occupations f{arther dowa the occu-
pational ladder. Heads of non-relief bouseholds not only
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showed greater stability of employmeat than did relief heads,
but those who failed to hold their usual employment weré more
likely to obtain other employmeat, and in so deing, to improve
their occupational status. Among all male heads reporting
a usual cccupation, about 49 percent of the relief and 79 per-
ceast of the non-relief retained their usval occupation in
October. Approximately 35 percent of the relief aad § percent
of the non-relief heads were entirely uaemployed during that
month (Tables S4M and 5481},

A majority of the heads of housesolds who were displaced
from their usual vocations but were employed in October had
turned or returned to farming, uswvally as tenants, but not
infregquently as owaers of farms. In the relief group, this
was true of the "white collar” classes, semi- and unskilled
industrial laborers, those with no usual occupation, and crop-
pers and farm owpers who changed their tenure 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 than croppers, farm laborers, or skilled laborers.
Among the displaced non-relief heads, omly skilled laborers
found less employment in agriculture thas in industrial occu-
pations.

Changes tn Occupattor. PFarming, ever whea share-croppiag
is included, revealed less change of personnel and less unem
ployment than aay other occupation. Among farm operators,
owners rated bhighest im 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 temants (Figure 6, Table 53A}. Only one in tea
farm owners by usual occupation om relief was without employ-
mept in October, Still fewer, or five percemt, of the non-
relief famm owners had left their farms, and less than two
percent were without employment (Table 53B)

Tenants showed a little less stability than farm owpers,
Among those oa relief about 28 percent failed to retaia their
usual occupation in October. A slight majority of these -
some 16 percent of all tenants om relief - were mnemployed,
and the bulk of the others had dropped to the status of farm
laborers and semi- and unskilled industrial workers. Among
non-relief tenants, about 16 percent were not engaged at their
usual occupatiom, but, with some exceptioms, their tendency
was toward an improvement imstatus, especially farm ownership,

Share-croppers showed a higher rate of occupational dis-
placement than other farm operators, although less than that
of farm laborers amd the several noo-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 one 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 continuved as croppers ia 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 becase temants
other than croppetrs were not far removed froa cropper conditioms,

Farm laborers inm the relief and non-reliefl groups were at
a disadvantage compared to fam operators of all tenures, but
especially farm ownpers and tenants other than croppers, with
respect both to retention of their usual occupatioz aed 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 perceant of the relief
heads who were usually occupied at farm labor had lost that
employment. As many as 41 percent were totally unemployed in
October 19%%, while of the remaining 31 percest, abonl two
thirds had become semi~ and vnskilled industrial laborers asd
one third farm operators, chiefly tenants. Slightly wmore
than half of the pon-relief farm laborers had left their usual
employment, and nine percent were unemployed. A surprisingly
large proportior of these non-relief former farm laborers -
almost a third - had become farm operators (about equally
divided between farm owners and tenants other than croppersl},
whereas less than one tenth had gome into common labor off
the farm.

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 Kad higher rates of loss of
usual m:r.'lq:oation1 (9 in 10! and of unemployment (more than 1
in 2] thas amy other occupationmal group. One fifth of those
displaced became farm operators, usually tenants, while 14
percent accepted employment as semi~ and vaskilled non-agricul-
tural laborers. [Relatively few — about one in five - of the
non-relief "white collar™ workers were 1o losger employed at
their usual occupations. Only seven percent were umemployed,
and of tbose displaced wko were reemployed, almost two out of
three had become farm operators, largely owners.

Of all occupational classes on relief with the exceptios of

1

Ay °*white collar® worker changiag to enother sectiom of thet ciass (s.
.. from clerical to professional work) was Dot considersd to have changsd
his usual gccupation.
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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 continaed as skilled laborers
while more thar opme half were upemployed. Those {indiug
eaployment in other occupations weat aboul equally ianto 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 wseal occupation,
although only 13 percent remained vaemployed.

Semi- and unskilled imdustrial laborers, though retaining
their usval occupation to a greater extent than skilled labor-
ers, had pearly as much unemployment. In the relief groump, 40
percent were still employed in their psual capacity, in the
gon-relief group, 66 percenst. Forty-nine percent of those om
relief were unemployed, compared with 12 percent of those mot
os reliet. Most of the workers in botk groups who obtained new
employment went into agricultiure as temants, farm laborers, or,
Qccasionally, owner-operators. Ia the mop-relief group, a tew
of the former laborers had apparently managed i¢ advance their
staxtus by enteripg skilled and "white collar" occepations.
These for the most part were probably young men who had been
working at cosmon labor while preparing or waiting for scme-
thing better.

Ia addition to including a number of very young heads of
households, the class with no usual occupation contained a
ousber of heads who were aged or incapacitated, or, priacipal~
ly ia the non-relief groups, retired. It is tberefore mot sur-
prising that more thae half of those with no usual occmpation
on relief amd two fifths of those not on relief were totally
sunemployed 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 baviag a usual occupation under the defimition
used im this study.! Some older heads also, who could aot
meet the definition of being ussally employed, bad irregular
work in October, or bad bad regular work for.only a short time.
Many of these were no doubt forced to find some work because
of lo3s of iacome due to the depression. A majority of the
relief and moa-relief heads with no usual occupation who were
employed in October had emtered agriculture, uwsually as tem-
aats,

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

"no %asual * occopation was defined as the 1last occupation st mich tae
Bead  was employed bafors October 1, 93, forost lesa thasa thres years
witala tae period Movember 1, WES, to October 31, 1938,
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this respect, showed considerable variation. In the Southwest
Cotton, Tobacco, and New Mexico regions, the displacement rates
for relief and non-relief heads differed less than in the other
areas. This was accounted for in the first two regioss by rel-
atively high occupational stability among the relief heads,
and in New Mexico by relatively low stability in the non-
reliet groups also, The widest differences occurred in the
Massachusetts, Dairy, and Califorpia regions, where relief
heads had lost their usval employment to a much greater extent
than non-relief heads (Tables 5S4 A, B4B).

There was also little uniformity by areas in the proportion
of male heads on relief who were unemployed iz October 1933,
the range being from about 8 percemt in the Cut-Over area to
64 percent in Massachusettis. Areas where the rate of paemploy-
mept was much below the average iscluded, 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 snemployment to be
higher in the most industrialized regions (Table 55).

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

Retention of the usual occupation by tenants other thas
share-croppers om rtelief was also particularly low im the
Corn-and-Hog area, where only about ope f{ifth, and in the Dairy
and Califoraia areas, where about one half continued as tenaats.
In the non-relief group from eight to mime tenths of the tem-
ants retained their status except inm the Cora-aad-Hog, Cut-
Over, and Mountain regions, where the proportion was seven
teaths., Uzemployment among relief tenaats was between 10 and
20 percent in most regioas, but rose 1o one fourth or more im
the Corn-aad-Hog, Dairy, and California regiozs. Tenaats aot oa
relief reported little unemployment, the maximum in any area
being fosr or five percent. '

0f the share-croppers receiving relief, about two fifths inm
the Old Sowth Cottop area, two thirds in the Tobacco area,
and seveneighthsia the Sonthwest Cotton area remaiped in this
occupation in October 1933, Correspomading figures for crop-
pers not receiviasg relief varied from eight to nise tenths.
More than half (53 perceat) of all croppers on relief in the
0ld Sowth Cottom ares were without eaployment; but otherwise
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the rates of unemployment among croppers were not high.

Only in the Corn-and-Pog, Tobacco, and New Mexico areas
were more than two fifths of the fara laborers on relief still
employed at their usual occupation. In the first two areas
and in Massachusetts, from six to seven teaths 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 regioms.
Elsewhere the range of unemploymeat was from practically nose
to B0 percent. Among the npon-relief farm laborers about 10
percent were uvnemployed in most areas, and none in a few areas.
It is not known 1o what extent seasomal factors entered into
these changes, but in most regions they were probably of minor
importance.

Less than one fowrth of all skilled laborers on relief re-
tained their usual occopation inQctober 1933. 1In the Califor-
nia area the proportion fell to about cne twentieth, and in the
Mountain, Massachusetts, and Wheat counties, to ome tenth. On
the other hand, in the Dairy, Tobacco, and Cash Graia areas
one third were employed at their usual skills, As many as
three fourths were unemployed in the Massachusetts area, but
only one fourth im the Cut-Over region of Wisconsin., Among
the skilled laborers not on relief the proportions employed
ranged upward to two thirds io 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 in
Massachusetts and the Cash Grain regions the rate was as high
as one fifth.

¥hile only 11 percent of the semi- and unskilled industrial
laborers receiving relief in the New Mexico region and 15 per-
cent in the Old South Cotton region, were employed at their
customary cccupation in QOctober, this was true of one fifth to
one fourth in the California, Mountain, Dairy, Massachuseris,
and Southwest Cotton areas, and of three fourths in the Corn-
and-Hog area. There was less variation by areas among non-
relief laborers, the range being from five to seven tenths.
Total unemployment overtook from four to six teatbsof all semi-
aid unskilled laborers on relief in most areas; bur in New
Merico four fifths, and ip the Dairy and Massachusetts areas
more than two thirds of the cases had no work. About one
eighth of the common laborers not receiviog relief were unem—
ployed everywhere except ir the New Mexico and Tobacco aress,
where the rates were five eighths and one fifth, and inthe Coru-
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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8. Duration of Unemployment among Male Heads

Prior to 1930, tbere is 80 clear evidence in this survey
that male beads 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
tamilies receiviag relief in October 1333 were unemployed an
average of 1.4 months annually - about 12 percest of the time
- but only two weeks more than the non-relief heads, who were
usemployed about 8 percent of the time (Table Z). A difference
in tee same direction prevailed in 9 out of 13 areas. [t was
pot, bhowever, comsistemt by occupation. The amount of annual
uaemployment among farm operators by last usual occupation om
relief was 0.5 month, compared to 0.3 month among those mot oa
relief. Noa-relief heads reporting other than agricultural
occupations also had slightly less unemployment than relief
heads similarly empaged, or 0.7 month against 0.8 month, On
the other haad, in the case of farm laborers, thase on relief
were uaemployed an average of 1.2 montbs, those not on relief
1.3 months. The same was true of heads with no usval occupa-
tion, the amouat of annual vnemployment for those on relief
beirg 9.7 moaths, apd 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 pon-agricultural workers cag
be explained by the unequal ages of the relief and non-relief
heads in these occupations, there being more young beads in
the relief group who were mot employed during ke earlier part
of the siz-year period.

TAMLE 2. PERCENT OF TIME MALE MEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AMD NON-RELJEF HOUSEMOLDS WERE IMEWPLOYED IR (NG
THE PERIDOS MOVEMBER 1, 1923-OCTDRER 31, 19%3; MOVEWSER 1, 19Z3-0CTORER 3, B3;
MYEMBER 1, 10D-OCTOBER 31. WF

PERCENT OF Timg MALE HEaps WREAE Unearioved
Nov. 1, 923~ Nov. 1, 192 wov, 1. 9%
LasT Usua OccupaTion Ger. 31, 1933 xcr. 31, B9 ocr. 31, 193
L 1 EF Now-REL 1%F RELVLF Noa-ReL 1nr LTIe] 1 Nga—Re ae
Mt Cuasses 16 7 12 8 » 7
Fame DeEratons 1 2 5 3 9 1
Fams Lasoness 19 9 0 n D 6
NON=AGR | CyL TURAL 16 L] 7 5 2 L}
B0 Usua Doowratios ] ™ [} 92 % o5

In the depression period November 1, 1929 throwgh October
31, 1933, however, relief heads suffered severely increased un-
smployment, being unemployed asd average of 2.6 months amnvally,
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 betweez relief aad 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 wnemployment was 9.5 moaths
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 ipcrease of unemployment ic the depression pe-
riod occurred among those usvalily employed at non-agricultural
work, and this was true for both relief and noun-relief heads
{Table Z}. In this occupational group the proportion of time
unemployed was over four times as great after 1929 as bdefore
in the case of relief heads, and over one and a half times as
great in the case of aon-relief heads. Also, the amount of
time unemployed in the depression period was greater im this
class than in any other, except heads with mousval occupation.

Ia the pre-depression period, 192% through 1929, high rates
of unemployment prevailed in the southern regions among the
hesds who were not receiving relief inOctober 1933 (Table 56).
Ir these regions both the heads mentioned and those who later
came on relief were about equally umemployed. 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 tban anywhere
else. Particularly low rates of unempioyment occurred among
relief and non-relief beads in the Massachusetts, Cut-Over,
and California regioms, where ail 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 upemployment increasedipoanly 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 bad the larges:
apount Oof unemployment among both relief aud nom-relief heads
in the depression peried. Massachusetts ranked next to New
Mexico in this respect.

As would be expected, regions less rural ia character, or
closer to urbanized sections, tended to be most affected by
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saemployment, although there were exceptions. The saallest
amount of vaoemployment, as well as increase in unemploymeat,
was erperieaced in the Cot-0ver regior of Wiacomsin. Unemploy-
meat in the V¥Wheat region, previously about average, changed
little and heace was comparatively lowins the 1930-1933 pericd.

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

In every occupation in which botk white and Negro male heads
on relief were wusually employed in the Old South Cotton and
Tobacco areas, where Negroes were an importaat 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 uaskilled
labor. Moreover, relatively more Negroes than whites remained
employed at their wsval occupation in October, and this applied
to each occupation in the case of relief heads, and to each
occapation except semi- and umskilled industrial labor in the
case of non-relief heads. The occupations whica 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 whkere the bulk of Negroes was fourd is possibly
accounted for in part by the perscnal responsibility commonly
assumed by landlords in the South toward Negro croppers and
tenants on their plantations, and in part by the willingaess
of southera 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 agricaltaral pur~
suits, Waites were farm owners more often than Negroes, bow
ever. Relatively more whites than Negroes in the relief group
were croppers by usual occupation, but 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
tolls than a Negro cropper. Very few Negroes either om or
olf relief reported "white ¢collar" or skilled iadustrial occu-
pations (Table 581.

7. Occupations, (ndustries, and Employment of Persons
16 Years of Age and Over, Other than Heads of
Households, in Dctober 1933

About one seventh of the bousebolds receiviag relief report-
ed some member or members 16 years of age and over, other thas
the head, gainfully employed is October 1933. The svailable
occupational data for other members are very similar to those
given for heads of households.
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Prevailing 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.

Norkerz and Potential Workers. (0f tihe 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 mor seeking work (Table AA), In the corresponding
non-relief groop therewere proportionally abcut one third more
workers, half as many potential workers, and slightly few-
er males who were neither working nor seeking work.

Occupations and Indusiries of Other Nembers. Ia October
1933 more than half (57 percent! of the male workers other
thar heads in the relief group, and three fifths of those is
the non-relief group, were or had been employed in agriculture
(Table AA}. Of the few female workers in both groups, most
were epgaged in nom-agricultural pursuits.

TRALE &, PERCENT OF PERSONG 16 YOARS OF AGE AND OWER, OTHER THAN MLADS, |N RURAL RELIEF
AND NXON—REL IE & YOUSEHOLDS , WHD WERE CAINFUL OR POTENTIAL
_ WORKLRS IN OCTOPER 1965, AY SEX

— e & .
Sratys as WeRcews ano Octoser 1933 I MaLE ano FemALE MALE FEmaLE
. EupLovuiat KT lNo-—Pt__LlLf ReL1er | Wow—ReLierF| RELIEF | NOWREL (EF
+
Tova no.a 100.0 0.2 100.0 100.0 0.0
Noaains 243 .5 ug.s 63.9 7.6 11.0
EuBCOTED sn Auk ILULTURE 7.5 1.9 19.7 15.9 2.5 5.1
Lsxmbioréa, aut PREVIDUSLY 1k
EFC RN ST e 1.1 g.3 2.9 1.6 Q.3
EnPLCTED 1 MON—hoHIluL TYRE €2 | 1.8 1o.# 174 5.2 9.5
LHtaPLovan, Eu1 PReuiGUSLY 1n HOm— !

Lo leul Tunt s 3.7 plad] 1.7 3.2 2.1
PUTENT 1AL #ORuERS s | s 217 9.7 8.5 4,1
REvTnth MORKEXS NOR POTENIIAL MORREKS (] .8 e ?6.u 78.% ™.9

UNEMFL OYED, BuT PREYIQUSLY 1w
Aaw 1ouy Type 2.3 ) a7 3.0 1.5 2,1 C.4
UMCMPLOYED, BuT PREYIQUSLY 8 NOm— ‘
AGA tLuL TyRg u.a A.G 2.1 2.1 f.0 e.9
Sieew Ewpiosta st | osh2 7.t 22.8 .8 6.6
'
e ; A

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 ip non-agricultural occupations were
semi~- and unskilled laborers (Table BB). Im the non-relief
group the proportion of common laborers was about the same in
the case of agriculture, but somewhat less (58 perceant) 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 son-relief groups alike (Table 59!. Trade was much more
prominently represented among non~relief than relief members.
The female non-relief group, which was the only one in which
professional employment was important, apparemtly included a
relatively large pumber of rural school teachers,

The percentages of members engaged in the variocus ipdustries
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 U6
percent of the non-relief members in the Old South Cotton area.
Masufactoring and mechamical industries were upimportant ex-
cept in the Massachusetts, Oregon, and California areas.

TABLE BB.  CCTORER 1933 OCCUPATIONS OF MEMBERS 16 YEARS OF AGE ANOD OVER, OTHER THAN HEMDS
OF RURAL RELJEF AND NOM-REL IEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY SEX

GcroaEn 193 OcousaTion awp MALE FimaLt
Ewplovisgnt STaTiY ReLeF Hon~RECIEF Rev k¢ Man-ReLigr
Totw & ¥o .0 1m,0 100.0 108
EwrLorep Ocrones 1§33 30.2 53.3 1.7 w.s
AGRICULTUNE 19.7 .9 2.8 5.0
Fans Opgaaton 1.3 2.2 - 0.1
Fam | ABQREN 8.4 55.7 2.6 4.9
Hout Faem 1.3 R.7 L9 1.4
OTuen Farn 7.1 9.0 9.7 0.3
MON—AGRI CUL TURE 10,5 17.4 5.1 9.%
PROFESIIONAL 0.1 a.6 0.2 2.9
PeobritTan? o.a 1.2 0.1 0,5
CLeareaL 1.7 1.0 0.5 2.5
SHrLLes 0.8 2.6 0.1 .
Uuaxrcien 1.5 ».o a,2 n.2
e oven 69.8 16,1 %3 8.5
SERdING WORK

Nof SELKiwc Woax L0 20.3 1.2 k.8
28.8 26.4 18.9 8.9

LESS Tran 0.05 remcenT,
& 2479 neLigr anp §,00% woM-AEL1EF WALE aemmtna; 6,077 miLitF anp W, 970 mow—RELIEF
FidaLs MEMNERS,

Extent of Unemployment amgng¢ Other XNembers. Approximately
70 percent of all males 16 years of age and over other than
heads of households in the relief group were umemployed in
October 1933, compared with 47 percent in the mon~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 helped tokeep a small percent-
age pf fanilies 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 iess than 8 percent in the relief population.

Of the members of both sexes on relief usually engaged in
agricolture 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 pot 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 amcunt
of unemployment in both relief and non-relief groups occurred
in the case of members who were farm operators, and the maxi-
mem in the case of skilled and semi- and vunskilled industrial
laborers. .

Agriculture sboweo a smaller percentage of members who were
unemployed and seeking work in October than any other industry,
whetber the relief or non-relief group is considered; whereas
masufacturing andmechanical industries showed the highesi per-
centages, except that inthe non-relief group they were slight-
ly exceeded by transportatiocn and communication.

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

Nearly four fifths ot all females other than heads in the
specified age classes were neither working nor seeking work.
0f these, between eight and nine tenths had never been gain-
fully employed, a large proportion bLeing housewives. There
was little difference betweer the relief and non-reliefl groups
1u this respect.

More than half of both the relief and non-reliefl members
who were unemployed and seeking work were without occupational
experience (Table 613, Moreover, only % perceant of the relief
aaa 10 percest of the ron-relief members had experience in
occupations other than manual labor.
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TABLE 1. PERCEMTAGE DaSTRIBUTION OF RURAL RELIEF WOUSEWQLDS 8Y TYPE OF RELIVEF
RECEIVED IN OCTOBER 1933, BY AREA
Trre or Ravter
Amea QiaecY amp -

Tortay DingeT Wosx WoAx
ALe Apsas CoWpiwgd 100 47 L1} 12
Ove Sourm CoTTom e 2u y7 29
SOuTA#EST COTTON 100 21 61 18
Tosacco 100 43 11 46
Datmy 100 8y 10 [
WASSRCHUSETTS 180 Gu 28 a
Cor=Ovin a0 99 1 L
Conm ano-Hos 100 43 50 ?
Cass Srarn 100 9 18 13
WREAY 190 29 61 10
Moysrain 10G (3] 48 3
Wew Mexico 130 al 18 -
OnEson 100 8z 10 8
CaLiFoRup 100 1 24 L)

* Lenn Tuaa 0.9 remcawt.

TABLE 2, AYERAGE YALUYE OF ALL RELVJEF RECFIVED BY RURAL RELIEF HOUStHOLDS (K
OCTORER 193%, BY RACE AND AREAR
AVERAGE YaLul 0F AvL ReLakr
AREa
AL Races Wuite Wecng o
Aui ARtss Cousrwae $ L4 [ Y] $8
OLe Sowtn Covtow 12 13 ]
SautwuwesT Corron T T T
Tosacco 10 11 8
Dasary 20 21 15
MASSACHUBETTS 28 8 .
Cur~Oven 1% 18 b
Conu—ame-Hoe 9 9 B
Casn Ganun 14 1% ?
uELr 1% 15 .
BoynTaiw 10 10 .
Mew Mexico 5 3 L1
Geteon B B -
Canirasnia 17 1% 20
LESY Tusk 10 CANESN tomFuTED,

A/ AVERASE FOB MEKICANS

AvEMAGES wOT
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TABLE 3.

RURAL RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS N OCTOBER 1933 BY S£X AND OCTORER 1333
OQCCURATION OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD

CUMULATIVE PEACENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF #ALUE OF ALL RELVEF RECEIVED BY

Sex awp Octoeen 1933 Qceurarion of Heao oF Howseworp
Mace HEAnS
AYERAGE YaLuE AGR) CuL TUNE Nou=—AGRICYUL TURE
a¥
AL RELIEF
(RS Fama OTmer| Fama Sewi— aup Feaare
hnu Tovay [Dwwen Xnarren | TenantLasonar [Tota | Sciicee [UnseiLsen |UngarLoren | Heans
LEss Than 2 5 18 o | 23 26 17 22 26 16 8 12 1
. . 10 ug 58 | 52 12 59 5u LT} uq 56 36 39
' M 15 11-] 197 7% a8 19 80 0 -3} 12 56 60
- . 20 79 By ¢ 8 96 91 43 79 67 80 71 10
- . S 8T P4 | g0 97 95 93 83 [ 4] :1] 82 81
- . % {9t 96 | 93 97 96 47 92 B7 92 -1 ay
- - 25 94 98 | 9% 98 se 98 L] 30 95 91 94
. - ug EL 9% | 98 100 29 99 95 90 55 92 96
. . u% 37 93 { 98 100 99 99 a8 93 48 93 98
- - 5 | 98 99 | 99 100 99 5% 98 99 98 97 99
. . 5 99 99 | 99 100 9% | 100 99 99 99 97 99
- - 100 1100 | 100 100 o0 | 100 100 j100 100 100 100 100
-
I TUTAL ¢ hGLbuls PkuFLLaiOnal, PROPRIETARY . ARD CLER{CAL SORLERNS. FOD SMALL WUMBERS N THNE

SAamPLE TO AsdLYIE SEPAARTELY,

TaBLE 4.

8Y AACE, SEX AND DCTDBER 19%3 DCCUPATION OF HEAD OF WOUSEHOLD

AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL RELIEF RECEIVED BY RURAL HELIEF HOUSEHOLDS IN OCTOSER 1923,

Skx asp OcTORER 1933 Jorweartion

AVERAGE

VaLvE ©OF ML RELIEF

OF HeAD OF HousenaLD
i Races Tt TE Kesno
&L Hesos t tw $8
MaL € Heaos 13 o 9
AGR 1 Cuy TURE 1 1t 8
Famm OWHER 12 13 T
Chorven 9 9 L]
Jtnen TewanT 11 n ;]
Fakw LagaweR n 1 7
MG AGR | Cul TURE 13 13 9
PROFESS ( Orde - - .
PROPRIETARY 1> 12 .
CLERICAL 14 o .
SMILLED 17 t7 M
3EMi- AND UMSsiiyED 1z 13 9
UNEWPLOTED 17 17 12
Frmare Heaes 1% 16 7

*LESS Tmaw 1D gasEs.

AVERAGE NOQT COMPYTED.

TiRLE 3.

BY SITE OF WOUSEHOLD

VALUE OF Ati RELIEF RECEIVED BY RURM, REL 1EF HOUSEHDLDS DURING OCTOBER 1943,

G2k O HOUSKnOLD

Ak HOUSEROLDS

1 PaRsoN

A% Pyasony

4% Persons

7 Peasous

B3 Persows

0 PersdMs a3d OVRR

WaL vg-0F HeLikF
PER HOUSE Wik 0

Ve ut OF RELIEF
IR WEMBEN

LT g
g
1z
15
L]
n
Fil

£

LS REERUEE N
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TABLE &. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF OCTOBER 1933 RURAL REL(EF WOUSEROLDS,
BY SEX AWD LAST USUAL OCCUPATIQON OF HEAD AND NUWBER OF YEARS
IN WHICH ANY RELIEF WAS RECEIVED BETWEELN 1930 anp 1933,
19CLUSIVE
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF MOUSEROLOY 37
BuusEn oF TRARS PEfwiin 1930 aws 1933
iw Waigw Any RsLIEF Wan RECEIVED
Stx N0 LasT
BeuaL OccuraTisu ALL HOuBEWOLRY
oF Heap or Howsa-
HoLe 1 2 3 a3
Torae YRak Yeany YEans Yeans
ALl HEsas 140 a5 8 9 8
WaLe Hepacy 10¢ 57 28 9 [
ABUICULTURE 100 29 7 8 3
Faau Osudt 106 63 27 ] 2
Cacrren 100 L1d] 26 7 T
Orwen Tauauwry 100 67 24 1 2
Farw Lanoman 100 L)) 33 n 13
Nou=AgRiCULTuly 100 55 31 -] 1
PROFCRIaNAL 100 16 24q - -
Frosmietany 100 49 31 14 6
CLemicaL 100 52 23 12 1
SmiLLER 100 L] 27 7 a
SEwi- im0 UnsmiLies 190 51 13 9 1
Wo LasT Usuik Occuratiom 100 &2 Y 7 1
FEuaLe Neasa 100 » 20 12 22
TaBLE 7. PERCEMTAGE DISTRIGUTION DOF RURAL RELIEF WOUSEHOLOS 8Y AREA, RESIQENCE,
AND NUMBER OF YEARS IN WHMICH RELSEF WAS RECEIYED FROW 1930 TOo 1933,
INCLUSIVE
PswcanTast DistaipuTion oF Nywsen oF YEans pevseen 1930
AND 1933 s wwicw RELIEF Was Receivep
Area YinLast Gegn Countay
1 2 3 u 1 2 3 L]
Torar Torvay
Yeaw [ Yeara | Yeans | Yeaas Yeaa | Yeans| Yeans | Yaans
Aci AREas Counrrgd 190 '] » 13 £ 100 » 21 T 1
Our Souts Covron 190 b ] tL L] 7 100 n 17 ? 1]
Sowtnenst Catrom 100 8 13 5 u 100 -] 11 2 1
Tosacco 100 63 33 2 2 100 = 55 4 3
Dainy 00 % o % 8 100 ] 23 9 i3
Massacwuserry 100 » 33 15 16 100 % 52 13 19
CuteOvin 100 = % q - oo L] 52 2 *
Conmanp-Hog 100 » 53 1 17 190 3 41 10 ]
Casn Gaatn 100 52 ] 15 3 we 53 » 12 ]
Taar o L 3 H 7 100 ] » ? .
HORNTAIN 03 L] as g [} «G 39 55 7 2
New Merico 100 n 41 ] 3 100 18 22 - -
Onngcn 100 16 21 1 2 100 6% » 2 1
LI TATY 100 43 » 2 % 100 7 16 5 2

LABS Tmam O,5 sERCENT,
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TABLE B. AVERAGE WUMHER OF MONTHS [N WHiICW QCTOBER 1933 RURAL RELIEF NOUSENOLDS
HAD RECEIVED AnY RELICF GETWEEW JANUASY 1, 19350 AND
DECEWMBEN 31, 17%%, BY AREA, AWD By RACE ANDG NATIVETY
RaCE awg MaATIVITY
-
Awes AL RacEs
WaTive Faggica=RoRN
WITE i TE Neong
ALL AdEAS ComBiwen il il 12 9
Ao aouts COrios ? 0 . [}
SautHwesT Carvow s ] - 8
Towatco 9 3 - 8
Dany 14 15 10 7
MAYSACHUSETTS H: 13 18
Cur-=dvee 9 19 a

Conn-ann-HoG 16 15 22 2
Cazn GRaew ? 7 10 1
et -] 1 9 i
daunTaim 11 1 32 -
New MEX (CO -] B - .
Qugsom a a g .
CaLiFcAmIa i} 3 12 17

LEss Tram M0 CABES. AVESAGE NOT COMPUTED.

TABLE 9. AVERAGE MUMBER OF MOMTHS ¥ WHICH OCTOBER 1333 RURAL RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS
RECEIVED RELJEF BETWEEN JAMUARY 1, 1930 anD DECEWRER 31, 1933,
BY StZt QF MCUSEHGLD, RACE AND NATIVITY
. Racg Awp Mattwarrw
Size or Hougenure fLe Racis Narrve FORLIGe=0ONW
Nesna
LITRY] LLIRA
y-_—.

AL Howstmoloy 11 11 12 8
L Penaon 14 13 Fal 1%
2-3 Pinsons 10 10 10 a
4-% frmions 11 11 11 T
6~T Peasons 10 10 1% T
8-39 Parsous 12 12 13 ]
10 Pawsoas ano gvan 12 13 ] 10
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TABLE 10. PERCEMY OF ALL RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEWMOLDS WifH MEWBERS

EMPLOYED 8Y THE CIVIL WORKS AQMINISTRATION,
CIVILIAN COMSERVATION CORPS,

AMD EWROLLED W THE

DURING 1933, 8Y aREA

Perceat of HousenoLos witw Mewser EmsLoveo 1w

Civie Woaxa CeviaLsn
ADMYNISTRAT 10N Cosstrvarion Conss
AREX
RELIEF Naw=ReLses ReLier Non-ReLgrF

ALL MEAS ComeineD u T 3 1
OLp South CoTToM L1} 1 2 4
Souvawest COTTOM 69 . 1 .
Toaacco 2 10 2 1
Datnr 3 [ L] 3
MaSSACHUSETTS 8 10 [} 1
Cur-Oven A 50 5 3
Cotw-amp-Hog 0 5 5 1
Casw Gaain o 3 . .
Wkt a5 18 1 1
MoUNTAIN 37 10 1 1
New Mexigo 8 ? 1 1
Owegon L] L} L] 1
CaviFoRmia 53 9 7 1

¥ LESS Tham 0,5 PERCENT,

A CUT-OVER RELIEF SAMFLE TANES NEFORE C.W.4. HAD BEGUN OFERATION.

TABLE 11.

PENCENT QOF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF FARM QPERATOR WOUSENQLOS

ASSISTED BY THE AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTHENT AND FARW CREDIT
ADMIKISTRATIONS OURING 19335, 8Y AREA

PERGINT ©F Fanw Oramaton HOUSENOLRS ASS13TRES BT

AGRICULTVAAL ADuuaTmEn?

Faru Cagp: v

Anta Rowimiafnateon AsMimizTRATION
Revrar Now=Rec ter Revrer Non-REL rar
ALL Aaeas Cowdimap 16 19 9 €
Oun Sgutw Cortow 31 62 9 19
Soutrwesy CoTrom L} 58 3 1
Tosacea L] 1] 9 13
Dasmy - 2 - 1
MAssacwusETTS - - q -
Cer=Ovan - | - 1 9
Conm-awo=-Has - 3 - b
Casw Graiw 9 7 13 4
Whdat 19 19 21 la
Hovarsin 1 1 1 12
MEw Mexico - - 2 11
Onesoun - 1 12 5
CavLirormis - - - 1

. LESE THam O.% PRRCENT,
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TaBLE 12, PLACE OF RESIDENCE OF RURAL RELIEF AMD NON~RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY ANEA,
STYT0BER 1933

—— —_——
l Pemce wt

A2Ea ' RELIEF HouseiWoups Naw=-REL1&F HOUSEWOLOS

TataL ViLLass [Oskw Coumrer Tarss ¥YiLLase |Ores Commvay
AL ANgas Cowsswrp 100 3% 61 100 36 o
Oup Sourn CotToN lo0 113 L3 100 ] =»
SoutHees1 CoTTON 100 Fid B 100 > ko]
Toaseco 100 ) n 100 n ]
Ossnr 10 BL 86 o 20 80
Magsacmvieria 100 n &9 100 -] 2
Cur=Over 100 14 84 100 1. -4
Co o 400 HoRt 100 67 33 10 ] E)
Casw Gmarw 100 57 « 106 ar 53
Wmeay 100 3z L] 100 3 66
MOUNTA | 8 ials] L1 53 100 a7 53
Mew Mexico 100 67 33 100 89 ]
megon 100 » 53 100 37 L]
Capsrommin 100 » %1 100 =t a3
TABLE 13. INTER-COUNTY CHANGES OF RESIDENCE OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-REL JEF

HOUSEMOLOS, WITH WMALE HEADS. BETWEEN NOVEMBER 1, 1923 AND
OCTOBER 31, 1933, A¥ AREA

Avefage Muwgee ar Yeaws
PemcedT OF ALt HousewoLps PER INTER-COUNTY WovE FoR
THAT TWawGED REniofwceE H

QVSENGLDY Twat Cramgep
Aaga 1923-1333 REsipEwte, 1923=-1333

RELitF Sow-RELIEF RELVE" Wom-REL lnr
ALL ARegad CouBiwgp 16 21 5.1 5.7
dep SoutH LaTTam 30 18 u.8 6.4
S0uTwEEST Coutfon L 1] 21 3.7 3.8
Toanceo 19 11 5.5 5.4
Darmr 57 18 u.9 6.3
MassacHusETTS 23 13 5.3 6.2
Cur=Oven 1] 30 5.8 .3
Come anp-Mps za 23 5.0 5.5
Casu GRAvN 17 20 6.0 L %]
WHEAT 54 23 4.9 5.5
MounTh ¥ 4o 2% 4.6 5.8
New Hexico 28 26 5.1 6.3
Jreson 61 36 4.6 3.1
CaLiroruia 11 50 5.8 5.0
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TABLE 18, AVERAGE ANMNUAL FWTER=~COUNTY MOVES PER ONME HUNDRED RURAL RELIEF AND
NON—RELIEF WOUSEHOLDS WITH MALE HEADS, 1923-1923 AND 1930-:933,
BY USUAL QCCUPATION QF HEAD
AVERAGE Nuamgd Of INTER-CQuuty Moves
Mast AsauAlry ren Owe Muwphre HousewoLos
Ugual, Occeration 19235-1929 19301953
ReLiEr Now-ReL 1eF Reciqr Won—ftaL rer

TaraL L] L] 7 »
AGmicuLTUNE 8 H & 3
Duwir & 2 3 |}
Teaautd/ 9 ] [ [
Famu LASORER 1o 7 ] 0
Mom—ALR rLUL THRE 9 6 9 ]
Pearessiosa., Frosmictany, & Cremicas 1} 7 Il &
SHsLLED 9 5 0 ?
Sesi-sniLLeo Ano Ussxivieo 7 3 8 5
Mo Usuac Occurarion 5 H 12 3

A7 INCLUDES CAOPPENS.

TABLE 15. PERCENTAGE DISYRYIBUTION OF RURAL RELIEF HOUSENOLDS, BY RATIVITY ANO

RACE OF WEAD AND BY AREA, OCTOBER 1933

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION
Mga A T Wative FoaK i Gu—aohn Ne dQruen
L]
Races Wwive LITRE are RaLER
AL Aweas Cosermed 100 Bu 8 T 1
Oud Souvn CoTtige 100 L1 - L] -
SouTmuisy Covtom 100 od - 7 -
Towatco 100 75 - 27 *
Oawmry 100 a7 10 2 .
HARBACHUSETT S 100 ] %4 1 .
Cur—Oven 100 a2 16 - ?
Coan-anc-Hos 100 1] 2 2 .
Casm Goatn 100 90 9 1 -
LT 100 $0 1v . -
Hognrata 100 L] 10 5
Waw Mgareo 100 . - 96
Gagecon 100 8z t? - 1
CaLsronmis 100 T2 20 é 2

*  Ltse Tean 0.5 riNcent.
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TABLE 17. AVERAGE SIZE OF RURAL RELIKF AND WON-RELIEF WOUSEWCLOS, BY AGE OF
HEAD, QCTORER 1953

AYERALE S1IE OF HOUSEWOLP
AGE 0f Hpao
REL1EF Non-Revt EF

ALy Asns .8 1.0
Unoan 29 3.6 3.1
25-34 4.9 5.8
3944 5.1 u.g
4554 5.5 4.5
5564 5.0 3.6
65 aND ovEn 2.9 2.7

TABLE 18, AVEQAGE SrZ€ OF RURAL RELIEF AND NOW-RELIEF HOUSEMOLDS BY NATIVITY AND RACE OF MEAD,
FOR M.L AREAS, AMD FOR THE OLD SOUTH COTTON AND TOBACDD AREAS, OCTOBER 1953

ALL AREAS
Avarace Srxe oF HousgwoLn
BATIVITY aue Racs ar Hiae
Recrer Now-RELiap
AL Races 4.9 4.0
[ L1511
Matave 4.8 3.9
Forsisuvaonn 5.2 4.2
Nesro 5.0 4.5
Orune Racss g.1 4.4

Tue Sowrn Corvon

Avemact Sirze oF HousemoLa

NaviviTv aue Race orf Mesp
RELiLF Wow-ReEvrar

1L @aces 5.2 4.5
Wnitr 7.1 .4

WaTive 5.1 L'}

Foagisn~sann - 3.3
LITTY.] 5.1 .4
OTwae faces - -

Tosacco
Avemacd Si17g pF HousgmoLo
MaT1viTY awg Ract oF Mgpao
RiLier Now-Revses

4t Racsa 3.6 w3
Wusre 5.8 ..2
LIYIRTY 5.8 4,2
Fousisnrsaema - 4.8
Bxaao L | v.s
Oruan Races 6.5 5.7
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TABLE 19. AVERAGE SH2€ OF RUAAL RELIEF AMD WOM-RELYEF HQUSEMOLDS BY AHEN,
OCTOBER 1933

AREA

ALL AmExs Commintd

Qe Soute Cotrow
SouTuwetst Coffon
Tomsgeo

Daanr

Maggacagyeres
Sut-Oviw
Coam—aa0-Haa
Casn Glaem
LLLENS

Haustarne
New Mgxrco
Jeecom
TALIFORNIA

RELIEF L-
- ]

AVERAGE SiIE OF HOUBENOLD

a
@

[ERC RN |
= ghoa )

EE&EGW

[ AR NV
w R0 o [ -

Now-ReL1g#

&
[=]

& Bk

A Do

£ e R
[=~JC L i VY

[PETN
LN

" TABLE 20. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL RELIEF AMD NON-RELIEF WDUSEHOLDS

BY SI1ZE, DCTOBER 1933

_{_ PERCENTAGE DiathipuTION
Si2x oFr Hovaexaia

RELIEF NON=RELIEF
ALy Howsemoups 190.,0 100.0
1 Peapon 6.4 5.6
2 Pemaons 3.3 21.7
3 Peesans i%5.1 21.5
N Pensans 15.1 9.
3 Pfgasons 14.9 11.8
€ Prrgors L3 8.9
T Pensens 4.8 5.0
] 6.3 EN
9 3.6 1.9
19 Prxaowa aad svgm .2 2.2
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TABLE 21.

AVERAGE AGE OF WEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND WON-REL 1EF HOUSENOLODS
BY AREA, QCTRBER 1933

AvERASE AGE oF WEaDR

Anga
RaLvas Nou-Reirnr
ALL Areas Cossiwgo ws.0 49.0
Oco Soutn CoTtom 3.3 85.9
SautnmeaT CoTTox 8.6 87,7
Tosacco .9 49,1
Daiar an.6 9.1
MASIACHUBETTS 86.0 30.0
Cyr~Ovan ané at.a
Conu—ani—Hoe .7 550
Casn Gearw “w.q 49.4
WHEAT u2.9 ag.0
Mouwnzain 5.2 .9';
Hew MEx €0 50,2 ..
Oneson 5l.4 9.6
e, 6
CALIFORRIR ..
TABLE 22, AGE DISTRIBUTION OF WEADS OF RURAL RELFIEF AND WON-RELIEF WOUSE HOLDS
8Y SEX AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF WEAD, OCTOBER 193%
1]
Sex anv EmeLoTmEnt AL Unsen 2938 sm-wa | na-ns | 55-64 ane
Starws of Heap Asee 2% - Oven
ALL Heaps ReL £F 100.0 .5 .. 25.9 1.8 15,2 .0
NomRELite | 100.0 2.6 15 n. 25.8 9. 16.3
Myt Heapy ReL 1y 100.0 5.8 19.8 8.2 21.1 1s.7 ™8
Nou-REL 1 UF 100.0 2.8 16.3 25.2 .3 19.1 x.5
EwrLortr RELITS 100.0 5.6 20.% .3 20.7 18.1 2.8
omHEL1RF 100.0 2.9 6.3 .0 .3 19.2 12.3
Fame Qwngn RELI&F 100.0 0.6 1.4 n.e 26.2 9.5 245
Wow—REL var 0.0 0.5 6.3 20.6 28.6 .8 8.6
Cnorrea RELver 0.0 | w1 30.9 21,7 17.% 9.4 6.4
Mou-REL 185 100.0 3.5 52,2 3.6 2.1 8.1 3.5
Ornea Famw Tewanr ReLrer 100.0 5.9 2.9 29.6 20.1 13.6 s.3
Mou-Rew i EF 100.0 5.3 20,2 3.7 25.9 13.9 .0
Fanm Lnponen Revanr 00,4 1.6 19.7 n.0 25.0 2.3 w.a
Now—HELsnr 100.0 I0.% -m.0 17.0 n.. 1%.0 10.7
NON-AGRICULTURE ReLrar 100.0 5.9 a.1 2.8 w6 | 162 13.8
Mow—ReL 1 gF 106.0 2.9 .1 .7 .0 1%.b 9.5
UngurLorie Risler 3.0 6.2 8.8 22.3 1.9 n.0 17.1
Wom-RELIEF .0 1.8 153 5.6 l.a 17.7 0.6
Fewsir Huses RELier 1000 ®.i 1.6 21.% 26.2 1. 81 w.2
Nom—REL S0P 9.0 1.2 .5 18.% n.7 21.9 0.2
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TABLE 23. AGE DISTAIBUTION OF MEWBLAS, OTMER THAN 4EADS, OF RURAL RELIEF AND HOM-RELIEF MOUSEHDL DS,
BY SEX A JSUAL OCTUPATION F HEAD, OCTOGER 1333

= e
MeMsERS Ordea Tuam HEaDS
Usua, JCeuration 6F HE —: T f ] !
ot EMRER G dsau | 25esu {334u |ussu | %66u ‘65 Awo
GES | 1% } . Qwew
! !
AL HEw0s HEL 1EF 1.3 2.7 0 2lu ; oB.s 5.1 u.g 54 | 32
Mau-Reier | 1200 | 3.2 ! 255 | op 1,3 .11 5.0 I uwT
[ ; ; ! b
MaLg "EADS REL1EF 105.9 2.5 , 2.5 3.3 5.5 - l 3.5 3.3
worzecer | 1m0 | 383 1y [wla D3l [ 975 1 s 103
I
FaRM DWHER A4} TExa=T REL 184 17.a 57.5 2ty . T2 T 5.8 3N ‘ 2.9
NowRecier | 1009 {373 [ 252 | 9l 3.3 | a3 4 1 4.8
) b | ‘- |
ZuareeR HEL1£F W0.0 | 62,0 157 | g 49 2.6 2 u
Now-—PEL1es 1.0 | +3.3 - 2u.9 I 3.0 .1 xt 2.1 ]
: I
Fagm { agoRt?d KELYEF 1M.n ) 53y 128 9. €.1 #,1 13 3.2
won-Reuier [ 1m0 ) osar | 4.2 6.5 . w.a 6.1 4.9
!
Now-dga s cus Tyse RELi6# 0.0 | 357 |87 | 9.4 b &7 | 45 | wp | 1o
NoW-Re rte 100.0 | u2.9 | 19.9 | 12,4 5.3 £.% 1 5.6 3.9
)
No W s B ;
D UsuaL decurstion :fxw—;r W0 | w3, #18 | 7 5.2 ) 33 | 46 1.6
ON-REL K 190.0 4.0 ; 523 1 87 ) ouy ! ogz ] a.9
i i | ' ’
Femant Heapy CeLage = S5 0 MLE : 65 ' 1.1 2 } 2.0 2.9
NoNREL IEe 5 95 ‘ 5.0 j1e i L I
! | I
e S IR S [

TABLE oo, PEATINT SEWMALE WEADS WEAE OF &LL »€ad3 JF Iu3aL RELIEF AND ROM-RILIEF
NIUSEHILDS, HY RACE AND wWaTiv:Ty, JCTOEER 17313
. e

‘- Fracent FEM4_E HEADS
Ra: LR ETY N T 1 - -
AZE AND NATHY ot
ALy Races 13 a
LLEREY
Natyve 11 T
Forg1Gu=B0aN 13 8
NEGRQ 15 7
Dtuexr Rarps lewigruy dearcan) 50 21
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TRBLE 29.
QCYCBER 1933
PERCEMT OF ALl HeaoS
#iru No Who COMPLETED Wno CoweLETED
ARes SCAGOLING GRADE ScrooL HiGn 5cHO0L
[
;- Bep:er l New—RELIEF RELIEF NOR—RELILF | REL SEF Now-RELIEF
Ai AAEAS TuwB(MeT ‘ 3 E 3 16 61 ] 5 1&
|
Jp SouTtH Carvow ‘l 27 ! 6 15 25 2 5
SOUTHWEST JOTTON <+ ! X ) ! 61 2 1
Toaacco i 2 u \wol s 2 10
Darnt ! 3 | 1 w1 1 4 17
HAL5LTAUSETTS i 3 | 3 ! 59 i T 18
Cut=Dver 5 : 5 43 45 4 3
Corw-ano-Hag kS ! 1 | 5% 17 a |
CasH GRaIN 1 I = i 57 78 7 l 23
WrEaT 2 i 2 t 52 io] 5 1 5
! | ) I I :
MauNTacn 7 i 2 7 T3 | 7 22
HEw MEXICO ! Wi 1 : 5 | w0 ; 2 { 1
JREGon : X 1 i 3% B ' 3 22
CAL IFQRNIA 6 j 2 41 96 [ | 14 & o]
e e — . d

LESS Tuam 0,5 PERCEWT.

EQUCATION 3¢ HIADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSENOLOS

TABLE Z€.
37 RACE AND AREA, OCTOBER 1333
e !,_ ———— —_——
PERcewT oF {  PedAcewT OF HE4DS PeocENT OF HEADS
MEans KAVING % ¥no ComriEtie W0 COMPLETED
ARE & Race Kc 5cwooLinG Geape Scuoay K1en Scuaoy
HELIEF nnn-neunsri RELIEF MOM—RELIEF REL1es Mow-ReLier
TorTaL Wh i TE 20 a 21 4% 3 1t
Necao 36 25 1 :] - L]
Ocve Sawtn
CoTton: AniTE 19 7 23 a 3 11
Neuko 15 25 [3 7 - .
Towscco:  Wwite 22 4 15 4k 3 1?
NeGro 39 18 10 12 1 1
i . j S——
A LIMITED TO WHITES ARD NEGROES W OLD SOUTH COTTOM AwD TORAGCD AREAS.
. LEds Tnamw 0.5 PERCENT

TABLE 27, EQUCATION OF CRILOREN IN RURAL RELVEF AND MDN-REL JEF HOUSEHOLDS ,
BY AGE AND RESIDENCE, OCTOBER 1933
PencenT Of CuiyonERr AITERDI NG ScHodi-
AGE oF
CaiLOREN TotaL YiLLbas Jean COUMERT
(Yeans) |
Ree 1er NOM-REL1EF fif_l Ngn-RELAES ReLies Non—RELIEE
+— I
5-2% 63 68 12 75 11 [} ]
5 16 12 28 11 10 13
6 [ 15 6a 75 §7 T
T-13 95 97 97 59 35 96
la-15 g3 90 21 96 18 88
16-17 55 10 65 a7 39 (1]
18-20 17 27 22 37 1s 23
21~24 2 7 2 11 2 L]
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TABLE 28, EQUCATIONAL ATTAINMENRTS OF CWILDRER OF RURAL RELLEF AND NON-
REL IEF HOUSEMOLDS BY RESIQENCE, OCTOBER 1%33
Peacent or CurLomrw FERcENT OF CwiLanEs Peacent of Cmicowen
3-28 Yranms oF hag 12-19 Yeams or Ase Wndl 15423 YEARS OF AstWue
REstaewce STiLL 1w ScrooL ComprLETED GRADE Scnooy CowrLzvid Hiaw Scueoy
ReLier Nou-RELIEF RELILF Non-RevLaer Recyr Non-RaLanr
Tovay 6a 58 a? 61 11 Y
YrLLads 72 73 L] (1] 17 n
Qren Countar 66 65 2 29 a ]
TABLE 29. EQUCATION OF CHLLOREN OF RURAL RELIEF AND MON=-RELIEF HOUSEWILDS, BY AREA,
OCTOBER 1933
PIACENT OF CWILDAEN PENCENT DF CaiiDwen PERCERT of Cuappagw
5-2% Yeaks oF Age 12=13 YEar3 oF Ase Wwo 15-25 Years of Aar WO
T STILL 1N SCHOM ComrLeTzo GrADE SCmODL CoupLETED HiGn Scwoct
REL IEF Row—ReL 1er ReLer Nom-ReL rar RELIEF Non—Rge 12F
At Angas Comed imeo 68 48 LE) 61 11 27
Oue Sourw Corrom sl ) 11 26 q [
SouTnwest CorTom 61 o uh &8 1z =
Tosaceo . 50 10 L1 1 15
Dainr T3 71 3% 69 9 =
MASSACHUSETTS 72 x 5% 55 13 -]
Cur-aven 65 & ug 5t 12 u
CORs- & n0—H0G 12 0 )3 & 13 7
Casn Grain 59 66 5 67 17 13
WHEAT 68 65 8 68 19 33
MOuNTLIN ] & b % 1z j /]
Wiw MEvico 68 & 1a 2 1 [
Omegon IT 67 w 54 7 5
CaLroemi s " ™ 53 T2 0 33
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TAME 33, EDUCATION OF CHILDREN OF WHITE AND WEGRO RURAML REL(EF AMD NOW—REL 1EF HOUSEMOLDS,
BY AREA, DCTDBER 1933
PERCENT OF CHILONEW PERCENT OF CHiLDrEn PRACENT OF CwiLpRER
5-25 Yzans or Aoz 12-19 Years OF AGE WNO| 1323 Yeans of Ace Wwo
ARES Raca STILL N Scmoo CoMPLETED GMAGE SEmOOL | Coweieten Hicw Scwoor
RELter Now-REL 1 EF REL1EF HON—RELVEF RILIEF Hon—REL1ES
Tatard ire 35 0 1] 45 y 15
Hesro 0 57 L3 1g i 3
Ouo SowTe
CoTTOoN: ™ItE L 5 17 o8 7 1a
Nesao 49 57 6 9 3 3
Tosaceo: Waite sa 61 13 ug 1 12
neoao 58 5ﬂ 8 5 0 3
& LIMITED TO WRITES AND MESROEN (N TNE OLG 30UTH COTTON ANO TOBACCO AREAS.

TAME 51, PERCENT OF RURAL RELIEF AND WOWN-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS WITH WO WORKERS AND'WITH
NEITHER PORKERS NOR POTENTIAL WORKERS, 8Y AREA, DCTOBER 1933

Prrcaut ar NouskwaLes Frncawr or Howsswoies

witn Ng WORKERS wiTn NuiTwin Wornsay

Anga wod PoTesrtiaL Wosssas

Recixs Now-REL 1 EF Rev iEF Npn-RuLter

ALl Apeas Camuiwep -] q 1 [}
OLe Soutn CoTtom 3 1 3 1
Souruwest CoTTom -] q 5 3
Towacco ] L] 7 L]
Oarny 11 3 9 3
KassaCwysETrs 10 4 10 L)
Cuv-Oven 4 2 . 2
Conn—sno-Hos i ] a [}
Casa Gratw 2 . 1 a
PHEAT [ n ) L[]
MounTan 15 3 13 2
Mew Wenico a0 5 32 3
Oneson .17 3 16 2
CaLtFORmIA g 3 9 5




9y

RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

TABLE 32. AVERAGE NUMBER OF WORKERS PER RURAL RELEEF AND NON-RELIEF WOQUSEKRTLD
WITH WORKERS ANO AVERAGE MWUMBER CF DEPEMDENTS PER WIRKER
iN THE SANME HOUSENOLODS, &Y AREA, OCTOBER 1933

Avemace Modcsns Avedace DerenpEnTs
FER HouwsiwaLe Fen Wonkem
AREa
Revaer Now-RiLinr Ravier Nou—-RgLIEF

Aue Amgay Cowpiwgn 1L.% 1.9 2.6 1.7
OLs SouTw CoTrow 1.8 2.1 2.0 0.9
Sowtnwest Cutrom 1.3 1.3 2.7 2.1
Tasacco 1.6 1.6 2.6 1.7
LIYLY] 1. 1.6 2.9 1.6
MASSACHUSETTN 1.5 1.6 2.5 1.7
Cwt=Oven 1.1 1.w 3. 2.1
Cotu-suo- Haa 1.4 1.4 2.3 1.6
Casn Grara 1.3 1. 2.8 1.5
WREAT 1.2 1.5 2.9 1.8
MONNTA I 1.5 |98 2.5 2.1
Wew Mixico 1.2 1.3 2.8 2.8
Cmacon 1.3 1.8 2.% 1.7
CaLirannta 1.3 1.3 2.6 1.7

TABLE 33, AVERAGE WUMBER OF DEPEWDENTS PER EMPLOYED WORKER IN RURAL RELIEF AND
NOW-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS WITH WORKERS, 8Y SEX AMD OCTORER 1933
OCCUPATION OF WEAD
Avemace Wowesa oF Ducsnagnts
Sta amo OcTomen 1953 eex EurioTER WomuRR
dccuratian ar Heao
faLagr Won—Rayaer
ALl MEWOS y.0 1.8
Mart Heavs 5.2 1.%
AGNICULTHRE 3.1 1.8
Now-RoricueTyng 3.2 7.0
UnturLOTED 3.3 L.9
FemaLe Mgpaoy 2.2 c.9

TABLE 34,

AYERAGE wuUMBER OF DEPENDLNTS PER EWPLOYED WORKER

IN RURAL RELIEF AND

NON—REL JEF HMCUSEHOLDS WITH WORKERS IN OCTOBER 1635, BY AREA

Avendak WNymnir OF DEPUNDENTS PER
Anta furLoven WoRNER
ReL1eF Maw~REy 1 gF
AL. AmEsS Compruep 3.0 1.8
OLe Saurw Cortrow 2.8 1.3
Soutwmgsr Corron 2.8 2.1
Tosacco 2.9 1.8
Daiky 3.2 1.8
Halsarwny3e 1T LI 1.8
Cur—Oven 3.6 2.8
Lomn—sup-Mos 2.8 1.8
Casw Guarm 2.7 1.6
LYY 3.1 1.8
Mowwiary 2.8 2.1
LITRT YT Ty 3.0 3.3
Outcon 1.1 1.8
CavLironnta 2.7 1.9
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TABLE 58, PERCENT OF DEPENRENTS I8 RURAL WELIEF AND WON-RELIEF WOUSEMOLDS WHO
WERE POTENTIAL WORKERS, BY SEX ANO OCTOBER 1933
DCCUPATION OF HEAD

PErcinT oF DEPpubEnta Wno WIRE
SEX AND EuPLOYMERT PoTuLnTiay, Womagsa
of HEa®
RivI&F Nan-RALiIEF
ALL Neaws é a
SaLk Manaw ] [
[XLIEITR LT 1 6 L}
Nou~AGRLEULTYRE . 3
Ungarroves 6 [}
FEmaLE MEaps & 1

TASLE 36. AVERAGE OCTOBER EARNINGS OF EMPLOYED RURAL RELIEF
AND NON-RELIEF MALE HEADS OTHER THAN FARM OPERATORS IN
OCTOBER 1925, 1928, AND 1933, BY AREA

AvEmsce Eammisss
Abna ocrasen 1923 Ocroser 1928 Ocroser 1933
Revstr Mon=ReELIer RevL)EF Hon-RELIEP Revier MoW=RELIEF
AL Aeess $ 80 $ 111 $ T3 § 108 $ 26 $ 82
Oue Soutw Cavron &7 73 62 76 0 61
SouTswger Cavraw 93 11¢ 8% 110 2% a8
Tomaccs 50 91 4B 90 25 L1}
Qéiar 88 129 ag 120 a3 8
Sannacnyntip 93 1)2 98 116 8 102
Cur-Qran Ia 9% 1] 8 a5 2
Conm-sap-Hos 1] 90 55 Be 1 87
Casm Sarin bl 109 67 120 30 90
| LTT 72 113 79 111 29 u
[ LTTE T ] T 102 52 92 30 78
fkw Mexico L1 79 ) 11 25 37
Cesasn w2 152 80 129 32 100
Caciranmia 120 17 113 136 42 107
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TABLE 37. CUMULATIVE PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF alL RURAL RELI1EF AND NON-RELFEF
NON-F kRM QPERATOR HOUSEHOLDS WITH HEAD DR MEMBERS EMPLOYED 1IN
OCTOBER 1933, BY THE fARNMINGS 1N THAT MONTH OF WEADS AND
OF ALL WMEMBERS (MCLUDING WEAQDS

CumiLATIVE PENCENTAGE Disvmuswrron of ML EwevOven
Now=-Famm QP ERATOR HOWSEWDLOS BT EARNINGS OF
Ccrowen 1933
EAnNIHES Heap ALL MEwpERs
Revnes Nom—REL 1 EF RECIEF Hom-ReLier

Leas tuam § [0 26 ] 22 3
. . n 53 9 (1] ?
. . 30 72 1% 65 15
. v a0 18 22 12 21
. ] 53 a3 30 9 28
. . 60 a4 37 aa 34
. . 70 94 45 89 a2
. . g0 96 sa 92 50
e 90 g7 62 ] 56
« s 100 9t 65 9% 60
[ 125 99 3. 98 T
. . 1851 94 %0 99 Ba
. - 178 1 95 100 %
. . €0 100 96 100 93
. ' L5 4] 100 100 100 100

TABLE 38. AVERAGE OCTOBER 1933 EARNINGS OF RURAL RELIEF AND WOW-RELIEF WOUSENOLDSS/
WHOSE WEADS WERE NOT FARM OPERATORS, BY SIIE OF NDUSEMDLD

Avemase Lanniuss
S1z& or HowsamoLp
L1197 1) Nou—RaLieF
ke HousgwoLns $ 31 $ 9
1 Peasaw 1% 5
2 =3 Parjoun 25 38
% -5 Fgaaons 2 102
6§ -8 Parsous 36 118
9 Pirsdus Awp over L F4 95

A WiTa ORE 0N NQAL PEASONS AMPLOTED.
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TABLE 33, AVERAGE CARNINGS GF HEADS anD (F ALL MEMHERS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF
MON-FARM OPERATOR HOUSEHMOLOS EMPLOYED 14 DCTORER 1§33, BY 4REA

Wow-F aAw JeeaaTur HousewaLpsd CusssiFico

P et ZcTosen 1333 Enawings 0F

ARER Heapd ALt Mewmens$

ReL gk WON-RELIEF REC1EF Nau—RELIEF

ALL Aagas CowdiwEd $ 2u $ 82 $ 31 $ gu
0Lb 50uTw TOTTONM 17 59 18 59
SosTuwear Catvow 28 3] 38 30
Tosarco 24 63 25 5
Casnr 38 104 13 1:8
MasancHuUSETTYS u? icl 48 123
Lvr-Qven 24 Tl 2% 1%
Conn- awp-Hos 14 a2 20 60
Cesn Grarw 29 By 30 96
LETYY 28 $3 30 Lo3
MOuUNTALN 26 17 38 ar
N¥ew Mexica 18 37 20 40
OnEGon 30 102 36 114
CaALIFOREIA 4l 112 52 130
é IMCLYOES MHAUSEWOLOS nes0dD Y FEWALES.

AOUBENOLDS 1M Whics O WAAD WAS & FifW OPEEATOR.

HOUBENOLDS IN WNICH NO MWEMBENS, INCLUD |NA WEAD, WEAL Faku OPREATORS,

TABLE 43, MEDIAN ACREAGE OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF Fadw OPERATOR MJUSEHOLDS
ON JANUARY 1, 1034, BY AREA

MEpianw ACREAGE
ANE A T
RELIEF Nos~REL)EF
ALt Angas Comsinen 93 119
QL9 Sourtm CoTTow 24 39
SowraweaT CoTTON 118 151
fomateo 26 L]
Oarmy ? 101
NASSACHUSETTS 13 31
CuT~Over a4 a]
CoMne aup-HOG 194/ 116
CasH GRuiw 162 283
MHEaT 354 559
MoumTatm 79 %2
¥ea ¥Exico 4 18
Onecan 1& 41
CaLiFonmia 8 13

A SMALL SawFLR.
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TARE U1, CUMULATIVE PERCENTAGE DISTRISUTION OF RURAL RELIEF ANOQ MOW—RELIEF WHITE 4ND MEGRD Famsd
QPERATOR WOUSENOLDS. BY ACREAGE OPERATED OECEMBER 31, 1933

Duo SouTn Cotrom ano Toaacco Amtas

Lomuiative PERCENTAGES OF Famw
QrERATON HOUSEu DY
Acagase
L 1311 Ne&ao
REc1eF Hom=ReL ¢ EF RELLEF Now-RyL iEF
Less Twan 1D hChes e 2 18 é
. . 20 . il 10 44 20
. . g - 16 » G4 90
. v 100 * 93 63 96 96
’ A . 9 B 9 29
. 4 260 . 100 81 100 100
" v a0 . 100 93 100 10
. ' 500 - 100 97 10 100
. « 780 - 100 ] 100 100
' *i000 - 100 100 100 100

TABLE @2, PERCENT OF AURAL RELIEF ANO MOW-REL IEF FARM OPERATORS OTHER THAN CROPPERS, wi)
OWMED NO WORKSTOCK AND FHE AVERAGE WUMBER OWNED OB JAMUARY 1, 1958, BY AREN

Peacinl oF Fame Owatmy Anp AVERAGE NUMBRER OF WORKITOCK
TEwANTS w1 TnouT NORKSTOCH Cuwep
AMEA

REL 160 Mon-REL rer REL1EF Woa—RuLrer
AL Aness Couninen 54 18 3.6 8.2
Mo 30urn Catrom » B 1.3 2.7
Sautwwear CoTTom n 13 2.5 “.n
Toascco 14 15 1.4 5%
Darnr L2 9 1.8 2.7
Ma3aACNUSETTS 87 55 . -
Cur=Quaa L1 o ! 2.1
Comm-ann-Hos 3% 9 2.% 8.0
Cagn GARIN 7 4 .9 6.1
LI 17 v 5.2 8.3
soyutain 8 n 35 LN}
Ngw MEaice 16 12 2.1 1
Onecon Ty ar 2.7 2.6
Casifommia as 51 1.9 3.2

S B I B

A/ AVEAAGES BASED ON THQAL wwd OWNED SOwE WORKSTOCN .
*  Less tean 0 cases.  avERAGL HOT COMPUTER.
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TABCE U3, PERCEMT OF RURAL REIEF AND WOM-REL IEF HOUSENOLDS THAT OWMED MO LIYESTOX,
JARNARY 1, 1938, BY AREA
PERCERT OF HOouSEWL b8
amih
) tagut Cows WiTnowt Hods WiTwout Pourvay
RELIEF Now-Revier | Racier | mowRoLier Ravinee Non—ReL res
AL ARpas Cougimed 68 ar 12 65 L1 -
Oup SouTn CoTToM 117 52 as = 19 11
SourwussT Calton uo 2 uy %0 o] 18
Tosacco 5 ag 63 57 » 19
DaIn? a5 43 9% ™ 2] 33
MASSACHUSETTS 95 ay 97 97 0 n
CutmOver 53 . 86 % 3 1
Corurut—Hos 88 [ 8a E ] ] 3
Casn Geain 52 20 L] L) 41 ]
YAt B 3 ua ur 2 ~
douataIn 8 » T2 & » ]
Ngm dExice M 59 91 n B0 0
Omrson L] 43 87 L] a3 a2
CaLvvomnin o iy} ] [ 47 n
TaBLE Y4, AVERAGE NUMSERS OF LIVESTOCKX OWMEQ BY RURML RELIEF IMO NOW—RELIEF HOUSEWOLDS,
REPORTING SUCH LIVESTOCK , JAMUARY ), 135, BY AREA
AvErach Nusaer AVERAGE Muwgen AveRasE Nymigd
of Cowy oF Hods of PouwTay
Anpa
RaLieF Non-ReLier RivigF Mom =Ry g r REL g Hou=Rev e

ALL Axgas Cowsimio 1.0 5.7 5.7 1.1 31 8l
O Soutw Covrow 1.% 2.7 2.5 3.7 133 2
Seuthwest CoTTom 2.5 5.5 3.7 9.0 n 180
Toastco 1.3 2.6 5.4 1.% ] 53
Darav l1a r.s 2.5 3.6 " ol
MAYSAEHYSETTS 2.% 5.2 3.0 2.1 W W &
CwT-Gven 2.6 6.2 1.9 2.5 n a3
Con~anp—Hos 1.6 5.0 2.7 2.0 3 k]
Casw GHAiN 4.8 1.0 5.9 21.6 3 173
Wwant 5% 1.2 4.3 11.¢ 23} )
MOuMTA I N 2.8 4.4 2.3 4.8 LT 42
New Npxico 1.3 L.s 1.5 1.6 16 19
Oneson 2.0 a.0 1.9 1.3 30 52
CaLisonuia 1.2 7.8 1.6 “.9 » 198

y SEVEARAL NOR~TTRICAL CABES WRIGH KAISD THE AvENASE vERWLY WERE ERCLUDES.
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RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

TABLE u5,

HOUSEHOL DS BY AMOUNT OF

CUMYLAT|YE PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF

INDEBTEQONESS ON JAMNUARY 1, 1938

CuMmuLATIVE PERCENTAGES
Quistanpine INOEITEINESD or ALl Horsimorpa
ReLiEr Hou~-RaLier

Less twam 5 29 13 5
e an 3 11
- : 75 32 16
" . 100 37 13
- - 150 a9 26
. * 200 5% N
. . 250 62 36
- ‘ e 66 19
- . 400 1 a9
b " 00 1% 87
- o1 L 52
* ) 1ao g1 35
* b 80a a3 58
o agn an 0
" * L.o0d 87 L1
- . 2,00C 3u %
- . 3,000 97 a8
- u.ooe 98 90
N * 9,000 90 ¥2
. 10,000 100 100
A/ POLS NOT yMgLwOE THa 18 SERCLNY GF YHE KA slFr adp Twe 95 PURCEAT OF Tag

WOM—ARL IR AOUIENOLDS TRAT HAD A0 ImORETAORESS,

TABLE 46, EXTEWT AMO AMOUNT OF INOEBTEDNESS OF RURAL RELIEF ANQ
WNW-REL LEF HOUSEAOLDS ON JAMUARY I, 1938, AY AREA
PRACENT OF HOUSEROLDY wifw AVERAGE AMOUNT OF
No IwpewTEDNESS IMDEATEONESS
Amga
RELies Non-REL 1EF Recrer Nou-Riw 1er

AL Asqan Comes iwéo 18 3% $ 50C $ 1.600
Ove Soyra LoTTom 3 33 o ™o
Sovtuwes? CoTiom 17 uy w0 1,360
Tosacco 21 n 20 790
Darny 22 uz 30 1,310
MAYIACHPLETTS 16 b 0 i, 10
Cur-Ovan 26 3 #60 1,21t
Cokm=nno-Ho% 19 37 280 1,3%
Casm GRAIN 7 52 110 2.950
Wenar a 2 1,50 5,310
WownTain 15 23 640 1,960
Maw M ICe 35 % 100 2%
Omuaon 0 B 50 1,830
Cay IFORwIA 2 © 1,060 2,4ag

A/ AVEASE YALUE OF )WONBTEONESI SaSED ON THOIE WG mAD SOME IWOESTEDNEIS,
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TABLE a7 &, PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS OF &ALE RURAL
RELIEF MEADS 3Y USUAL OCCUPAT IDN

Ocvoaen 1933 Occurarion

Last Usuac
Occukation Fama Pro- Pro- Star- a
Oneen | Croeren | Tewsd | | ooney [ resnomar | mmievaey Cormicar | SUnskd | ey, gq | LiERLETED
S
ToraL .o e | 1000 1.0 1m0 0.0 0.0 .0 100.0 .0

O 825 0.3 5.0 5.7 - - - 0.4 L6 37
Lrosren 0.1 64,2 1.2 2.3 - - - a.2 0.8 5.5
TEmant 3.3 48 73.2 1.2 - 35.8 - 2.9 1.4 0.
Fama Lancmer 2.2 5.1 2.6 80,3 - - - - 11.9 124
Prore s ona 0.1 - . au 8.2 - - - . 04
Frorw (£ TARY c.6 1.0 1.2 0.9 - B3 9.2 - 2.1 2.7
Cisnicn, 1.3 * 1.3 . - - 7.0 1.t 1.2 3.0
SwiLen 2.2 1.7 2.1 L7 - 0.5 -~ B8 5.5 1.5
Semi— an0

s iLED 5.2 8.8 12 02 15.8 1.9 08 2.8 €3.5 ».8
No LasT Lsua

Oceuypat ion 2.5 1.3 - 5.5 3n 2.8 6.0 1.6

16.1 5.2

LE38 Tran 0.05 MERCEST,

TABLE 47 3. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTIIN OF THE OCTOBER 1333 OCCUPATIJWAL GROUPS
OF MALE PURAL NON=-RELIEF HEADS BY USUM OCCUPATION
Jeronen 19333 OccuraTion
LasT Usua
decuration
Famu PRoFES~ | FRoPR)— Semi— and| Unite—
OwneR [CROPPER [TEMANT JLABGRER |  3.0WAL eTanY [CLERICAL| SILLED | Unsiip 6D rLOYED
Toram 100,0| 130.0 | 193.0 | 160.0 100.0 100.0 | 10,0 | 100.0 1000 | W00
Ownzy arn 1.1 4.2 2.5 0.t 1.4 0.5 2.0 1.1 8.8
Cageren 4,2 58 5 1.1 i.9 - - - - G.3 0.3
Tenant 2.1 7T.a| Ta.% 2.0 0.9 2.3 1.1 1.3 1.9 3.7
Famu Lamoaie 1.7 8.8 (N1 55.9 0.2 0.5 a.3 "R 3.2 5.6
Paoryssiowa 0,3 0,9 0.3 - 84.7 0.3 on - 0.1 5.8
ProfeigTant 1.1 0.1 1.0 - 0.8 .4 9.5 1.1 1.6 6.3
Connvem 1.1 2.8 o.r 1.2 a.8 4.8 .7 2.7 2.4 L
Sx e 2.7 1.0 2.7 1.1 1.0 a3 8.4 .5 9.8 18.7
M- ang
UngeriL ey 2.4 a.1 5.9 .3 1.1 6.1 2,7 5.8 75.8 .0
B¢ Lasr Vaum
Ocoweation 0.6] 153} 4.8 7.9 8.6 1.9 1.4 1.1 .1 n.r
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TABLE 48 A,

CHAMGES BETWEEN LAST USUAL AND OCTDBER 1953 INDUSTRIES OF MALE HEADS OF
RELAEF HQUSEHOLDS

OcTomer 1933 Anpustay

T
LAST UsuaL LLT Pro- | Dosestic | Mis-
1 2DYBTRT Ao |Fomes— | ExThag— | Wawrat— | TATION Anp Pusiic |FES | ax0 Per- | caie | Umise
ToTaL foulTuRe | TRY AMG | TION OF |TuRING Amb |Comamrta | TRAGE [Service | SIan—] SoMa | (e | moTER
Framing | Mymeass |MecramicaL Tiow A | ServicE ey

Torac 100.0{ 435 | 0.3 0.3 X 2.7 o4 | 02 0.1 0.5 126} %0
AGE ICULTURE 100.0; 9.8 0.1 0.1 a.7 1.9 |01 : c.1 0.3 4.7 | 2.2
FORESTRY amD
Fiamma 100.0| 23.8 | &.2 - - - - 1.0 - - 5.8 | 0.2
ExmRacTiom oF
HineRaLS 100.0f =5 | - 9.8 o1 ol | - 03 | - - 8.2 %02
sk AC T U G

T

MECHANIEAL 100.0| w3 0.1 - 8.7 2.1 0.1 0.1 - - 0.9 | 9.7
TRAsBAOATAT 108

AN
SO 1 CATH O 100.0] B2 - - 0.6 Li.4 0.2 - - 0.3 9.7 | %6
Tame toa.¢] w5 | D8 0.9 8.1 2.8 2l .2 - - a5 | 56?7
Pusic SERYICE 100.0| 2.7 - - L X - 2.0 8.8 - - 2.4 {507
PRoFEsaLoNAL
Semvice 1.0 W6 - - - - - - 6.1 - 0.9 {&.u
OoEST IC A

Pegsomar Service [100.0| 18,5 - - - 14 - 1.4 0.6 0.9 14 |58
MiscELLANEQUS 0¢.0( 5.3 - - 0.2 0.5 - - - - 71.7 | 225
Ma Lsua

sy t00.0| ®.2 - - 0.8 2.5 0.3 c.8a 0.1 0.2 10.8 | 525

LESS Tiwn O.05 memcenT,

TABLE 48 B. CHAMGES BETWEEN LAST USUAL AND OCTOBER 1933 INDUSTRIES OF MALE NEADS OF WON-RELIEF
HOUSEHOLDS
Gerosen 1933 rupusTay
LasT UsuaL ForEs~| ExThaC= | Mowrace | Thumeon— Oougaric | My
lnpusTar Agki— (Tay awp[Vion OF | Fuming ano) TATION AWd] Puswic | Peo- [aw Pre- | cEr= | U
TotaL [cuLTuRgFisaiucMinERaLs | Meowanicas | Comumice-| Traok | Setwice| Fes- | sow | pag-| Poves
Tiok Sioma | Servict | oug

Tova, Wo.0| w6 0.3 @8 9.4 6.0 a.% 1.5 2.3 2.2 2.2 1.3
AGR ICULTURE UD.0| 848 0.1 o1 0.8 0.7 0.7 0.1 . 0.2 0.8 2a
FORESTRT ang
Frsnime .0 24 8.5 - 1.3 7 41 - 3.2 0.3 - a8
ExTRACTION OF
Wingnags Wo.0| 2.5 0.1 | 4.1 8.2 LB 2.3 - - 2.6 8q | BO
Moy 4CTLM 1 NG
g
Sechanica Ww.0| 16y [ L] 0.1 5.2 2.6 31 0.5 0.2 5. 3 39 | mas
TRANSPORTAY 1OW
("]
Cona 1 24T 08 w0.0| W2 o1 0.5 2.9 3.5 6.6 06 - 05 2.2 a9
Tmaoe wo| 93 - - 5.1 1.0 wr 3.9 Ll 1% 2.0 5.1
Puwy 1¢ Semvict .o e - - 4.2 2.8 2.2 | 714 - 0.5 0.2 | W3
Pacrissom
Saav ice w.o| 62 - - - 0.6 1.0 1.0 |83 0.7 0. 5
Dowsric aw
Prasoss, Sewvice | ¥D.O( 84 - 1.7 2.1 0.1 2.6 0.8 - 0.1 0.2 | na
MSCE L A DS w.o| 17.7 0.% - 0.a 4.7 3.8 0.8 %] 2.7 |sx8 5.7
N Uyl lmusmey | IOD.0[ 36,9 0.1 L1 5.6 3.9 5.3 e.1 5.6 - 2.2 | &i.2

LEs8 Tran .09 seacEst,
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TAMLE %9,

PERCENT OF WALE WEADS OF RURA RELIEF AMD NON—RELIFF HOUSEMOLDS, OCTOBER 1953,

USUALLY ENGAGED 1% MANUFACTURING AWD MECHARECAL I1NOUSTRIES

Pancant ov MaLe Heaon

HANWFACTUR 1AG ARD MECHANICAL INBWATHIRD
Revi1Lr Nou-REL IRF
Torm & 1.7 .3
Buteoing 6.2 4.6
Fooo |spestay 0.9 L1
InoH ANO STEEL MACHINERY 2.0 2.9
AwTo FRCTORY amD REPAIR 1.2 0.9
LUMMER aND FummiTuRe l.a 11
ParLn aNd PriaTing 0.5 0.8
TextiLe InsusTary 0.7 1.0
OTuEn 1.2 2.6
A 961 maibr Ane 1,578 won-SELIRF MALE WEARS .

-

TABLE %), PERCENT OF MALE HEADS OF RURAL REL IEF aMD NON-RELIF nOMSEWOLDS, OCTOBER 3335,
ENGAGED 1N MANUFACTURING AND WMECHANICAL INDUSTRIES, BY AREAS
PEACENT oF WaLk Heaod EmcagEs In
MaARUFACTURING AND MiCHARICAL [NOUSTRIES
PRINC P b
A3 LasT Usuac As Octoser 1933
Akead npusTAY tupusTRY NANUF ACTUR LR ANE
MecHanicaL Sub-InpusTares
ReL1er | Mo-REvCIEF | RELIEF | Nom-RELiEF
AL Arans Cousinds 15.7 183 3.5 9.0 BujLo1uG, Imom ash STREL WACHINERY
MABBACHUBITTS a7.d a7 ©.0 .4 BuiLoing, Textice
Dasey m.9 2.5 6.u 12.4 BUILDING, INOR smD ITEEL WACHINEAY
Caivoania 25.4 2.9 28 9.9 BerLoinG, IxOw ang BTEEL WACHINERY
BuiL0ine = RELier
Cut=0van .2 2.5 4.2 5.1 TEXTILE = Now-Ras 1EF
Conu— anp-Hos 1.6 1.6 3.6 9.7 Bytrping, AvTD FACTORY aED WEFAIR
Casn Ganin 11.7 7.2 31 5.7 BuiLviag
Buitping — Revrer
[T 1.2 5.9 7 12,0 LuMsts ang rulniTune — Mom=Rey 10F
LuwEER AND FURNITURE — RELIGF
Tovacco 8.2 9.5 2.4 5.1 By iLosnG - WoahlEy EAF
BuiLoimg = RECiER
MNounTaty 1.9 1.6 5.3 ..? Foga - Xow-Recicr
SouTnwesr CoTTou 1.8 6.6 0.9 LI} BuiLding
Oue Sovre CoTTow 6.1 .0 0.3 2.7 LuwnEn ane Fumnitung
Wagat [ X 1 a2 LN 3.7 Buiding
Haw Muxico 0.6 1.7 0.5 .9 Home

“ ARMAR AMMEANAER ACCOARISS TO (MPRETARCE '0 FIRST COLMNN.
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TABLE 51. PERCENT OF MALE HEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND NON~RELIEF HDUSEHOLDS,
OUTOBER 1933, ENGAGED IN TwE TRANSPORTATIOMN ANG
COMMUNICATION INOUSTRY, BY AAEAS

PEACENT OF MaLE Heaps EwGacep in
_ _Taamseorravion anp CoMmnICATION
Y As LAST UsuaL As JcToBER 1333 PaincipaL THANSPORTATION Anp
HE A
[wpysar JuousTay ComaynuiCATION THDUSTRIES
RELEF | Non—ReLses| Reuier Now-REw 1 EF
STREEYS — RELIEF
ALL ARELS COMBINED 1.7 1.6 2.7 6.1 RaiLrOADS — Now—ReLiEF
STREETS — RELIEF
Darar 1y N 5.0 u.0 RarLmores — Now—RELIEF
MASSACHUIETTS 13.2 10.8 3.1 9.2 Qi k0r0s
Mew MExica 0.6 12.3 - a4, RALLADAGS
Rasngans - Revrer
MounTain 3.4 5.4 1.1 4.3 STREeTs — Wom-ReLieF
Comu—ano-Hae 8.% 14.% 3.0 13.4 RaiLmoans
CALIFORN/ A 1.2 5.3 0.9 1.9 Racirgass
Casn Ganiw 5.8 1.2 2.1 1.1 RAILROAOS
WHEAT 5.1 5.7 2.1 5.8 RatLkoAps
Aa1LROADS - RELIEF
Cut-Ovga 4.9 5.8 1.8 4.0 GaRAGES — Non—ReLier
OmiGon 5.9 8.6 1.7 5.0 RaILAOARS
RaiLagass - Revier
SOuTHwE ST CoTras 3.9 4.1 0.5 1.8 GanaceEs — Now—Re tEF
STAEETS = Resaer
Qo Scutw Corrom 10 3.7 1.0 2.6 RarLapans — Mon-—RELIEF
Tasacco 2.9 5.0 4.6 2.9 RasLADADS

y AREAS ARRANGED I ORDER OF IMAORTANCE W FIRST COLUMN.

TABLE 52. PERCEMT OF MALE MEADS OF RURAL RELIEF AND MON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, OCTOBER 1933,
ENGAGED IN TRADE, 8Y AREAS

Pracent oF MaLE Heaps Encakio 1w Trape
Awga

A3 L&ST Usual imDusTRY A3 Ocrosen 1933 tepustmy

REL(QF Mou ey | EF ReEL1eF Mon—evL i EF
ALL Amgay Coudinep 3.6 3.0 Q.4 8.3
Mo Sours Cortom 1.4 4.3 9.2 LN}
SouTwwgsr Covvow 2.3 4.8 - 4.0
Yosacco 1.8 a.a 0.6 7.1
Oarar 4.2 6.9 a.2 4.8
NASSACHYIETS 5.8 1.7 0.6 .y
Cut=Oven 1.5 4.6 - 3.2
Comp=aNp-Hie 6.3 12.9 0.7 12.6
Cass Guarw 5.2 18.8 0.9 11.6
AT 2.7 10.3 9.1 9.8
NOUNTA LN 2.2 2.5 0.9 5.7
Wew Myzico - t.3 - o.r
Qason 5.8 9.9 2.3 L9
T rronn 5.9 8.0 0.8 1.2
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TABLE 93 A, PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF MALE NEADS OF RURAL REL1EF HOUSEWOLDS
BY LAST USUAL OCCUPATION AMD BY OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATION

LasT UsuaL Ocecurarran

Qcrtomen 1933
Gccuration owwnn | Crorsnn [ Temanr Fana [ TWUTE [ e Sewi= '3.-_‘;{.'.’.“
Lasoasn CO!.LII'M UaskiLiasl maTion
ToTaw 100.0 120.0 100.0 100,90 100.0 100.0 9.0 100.0
Ownge 75.8 0.2 L6 2.3 5.5 3.3 2.1 3.6
Cagrren 0.1 54,5 1.0 1.3 1.1 1.0 1.9 9.8
Teuant 8.3 u.e 7.7 7.4 13.9 6.0 5.6 .5
FARM LANORER 2.3 2.2 2.9 28.4 1.6 1.1 1.8 4,7
T GouLanth/ - - 0.1 - 9.9 - 0.1 1.1
SKILLED 0.t a.1 0.3 - 4.5 LA G.2 a.7
Semi= Anp UngkiLitd 2.2 2.5 5.8 19.4 1.2 12.4 ».t 115
UssibLovED 0.6 35.7 6.4 a}.2 3.3 52.9 Q.1 »ns
A/ SNOFUSSIQHAL , FROFRINTANT, ANG CLERICAL wOANERS.
TABLE D3 8. PERCENTAGE DISTRIAUTION OF MALE HEADS OF RURAL WOW-REL!EF HOUSEHOLDS BY LAST
USUAL OCCUPATION anG BY OCTOBER 1933 QCCUPATION
Last UswsL Occuration
Ccrosen 1933 Fanm “WNiTE Sewi— ko Uspay
Oecuration Twatn Caorrgn | Tewant Lasoeen | Corian® SKIMLED { apwp Une | Occumaw
sxiLLED Tion
TaraL 100.0 100.0 1.6 100.0 i00.0 ; 100.0 100.0 | 100.¢
Oureen 949 3s 6.0 w.7 6.1 .9 6.% | 5.3
Croerin a1 79.3 1.3 2.4 0.5 0.2 1.3 8.1
Tenant 1.8 9.7 83.7 ®.8 2.0 4.0 .0 16.4
Faa Lasonen 0.3 4.2 2.6 .9 0.3 2,7 3.9 1.0
“Wnite CorLan'd’ X - 1.7 1.2 79.3 5.3 u.3 B.4
SxiLLee 0.3 - 0.9 1.1 1.6 22,8 1.6 1.E
Sgwi— ang Undmsiko a.d 2.1 l.8 9.0 34 2.1 | 6§.3 1.9
HuEMPLOYED lg 1.2 1 2.0 8.9 6.8 13.2 i 12.1 41.3

A/ PROFEBSIONAL, FPROPEIETARY, amj CLERICAL wORNESS.
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TABLE 56.

PERCENT OF TIME MALE HEADS OF OCYOBER 1933 RURAL REL{EF AND MOM —RELLEF HOUSEHOLDS WERE

UNEWPLOYED DURING THE PER10DS WOVEMBEH 1, 1923-OCTOBER 31, 1933; NOVEWMBER 1, 1927~

OCTOBER 31, 1923; wOVEMGER I, 1920-0CTOSER 31, 1333, BY ARCA

Nov. 1, 192% Nov. 1, 1923~ Nov. 1,192
ger. 31, 1933 Qer. 31, 138 Ocr. 31, 1933
fryy
RpLter Non—RELLEF ReLatr Nom~Rgy (EF RELEF Nam—REL 1 EF

ML Areas Comsiwed 16 7 12 8 22 7
Oue Soutw Catrom 16 10 18 15 14 4
Soutnwest Cartam 15 10 13 1z 1% B
Tosscco 1 10 1 13 13 &
Dainy e 4 2 13 u 3 ]
HASSACHASITTS 21 ? & 4 » 11
Cur-Oven ] 4 ] 6 T 3
Cotw-anv-Hoe 14 9 10 9 18 9
Cann GRaln 16 ] 12 7 22 4
tat 13 & 13 8 1 5
Nouwtarm 16 7 11 6 25 7
MEw Mesico o] 1% 21 9 &5 s
dneean 17 7 13 8 % :]
Caci{FoRnIA 12 4 9 L] 25 [
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RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEROLDS

TABLE 57 4. CHANGES FIXM (AST USUAL OCCUPATION TO OCTOBER 1933 OCCUPATION OF WHITE AND NEGRO

MALE WMEADS OF RURAL RELIEF HOUSEMOLDS

(DL Sautw Covtom awe Tomacen Aneas)

Last Usuar Dccurationd’

OcTomsr 1933
Ociupation Famu Sewi— Mo Usuad
Owmen Cnorrga Temant Lancnen Surieo AND OCCUPAT o
U LLE
veire

ToTay 10%.0 0.0 0.0 100.Q 1&.0 w0 ¥wo.o
Owner r9.8 0.4 2.9 1.0 3.5 9.2 LX:]
ChopreR 2.3 .5 1.y 2.0 2.7 4.1 9.8
Tenant 5.3 5.2 st 7.1 0.8 - 5.5
Famu LANONER 0.6 2.0 1.8 .4 2.7 0.5 3.1
"Wnite CoLLan "8/ - - - - - 0.8 -
SKILLED - - - - .5 - -
SEMI- AND UNSKILLED u.g 2.7 4.5 Tl 6.2 .3 1.1
UmEupL OTED 14.0 49.2 26.3 46,0 7.6 66.1 Ly

] ¥IGRO

Terad 10,2 190.9 100.0 100.0 - .0 0.4
OwneR a7 0,2 n3 - - - -
CruppEn - 547 5.6 £.8 - 15.5 21.5
TENANT .6 7.5 &’1,0 - - .5 0.9
FaRM LasaAgn - 5.8 2.5 5.7 - 1.4 1.5
SKILLED - 0.4 - - - - -
Siui- AMD UNIKILLED - 1.5 0.3 11.9 - 3.8 2.5
UneMrLOYEQD 3.7 0.7 12.3 3.6 - 4.8 .8

A&/ TOO FEW GASES IW THE “WHITL COLLAR" GROUF FOA COMPUTATION.

LY

PROFEIZIONAL, PROPRIETARY Anp CLERICAL wORMERS,
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TABLE 5T @, CHANGES FROW LAST USUAL OCCOPATION TO OCTOBES 1971 OCCUPATION OF WNITE AMO REGRD
MM E HEADS OF AURAL WOM-HELIEF HOUSEMOLOS

(Ouo Soutn CoTtom awe Tosacco AReas)

LasT UsuaL Occuravion
Ocrosen 1933
OCcuPATION ommen | Caoeren| Tesant Farw | *WiTE SeiLEp Stui~ AWD No Usuac
LABORER |CoLLan*S/| Un3g1LLEQ | OCCUPATION
ViITE
ToTan 13,0 | 1@3.0 102.0 | 100.9 1n0.Q 100.¢ 100.0 100.0
Dewgr 95.5 1.7 8.9 1.8 9.7 1.8 11.5% 3.8
Caoerer 0.4 ™A 45,2 17.9 1.1 n,n 10.5% 8.2
Tenwant 2.3 1.2 84.8 .5 3.8 1.8 2.3 26.3
Famm LasoRer 0.2 3.7 G.1 id.8 - 1.6 a.9 a3
"WniTE Covkand 0.4 - 07 - 75.4 .6 32 .1
SwiLLee L} - - 3.9 1.7 58,7 - 5.3
SeMi= AMD Un3K LLED 0.1 1.8 a.3 | 10.4 - 12.2 83.9 0.7
UsewrLoTed a.7 L3 1.2 10.u 8.9 6.8 1.7 1.8
G
Taru ¥ we.p (1000 | 0.0 | 100.0 - - 000 100.0
Owng & 99.2 n.% L5 0.9 - - 5.7 1.0
Caorrer n,4 82.2 2.5 22.6 - - u.2 u2.6
TeManT - B.Y j: A g 2.1 - - 15.2 19.5
Fatu Lanoher - a.n 2.7 82.3 - - 12,9 1.7
Sesi~ AND UNSKILLED 0.4 2.1 - 1.3 - - .8 10.2
UnewrLOTED - ¢.B 1.2 3.5 - - 17.9 5.9

A/ PROFES3(ORAL, PRORGIETARY AW CLERICAL WORNEWS.
& Too FEW castd 1n THE "wNILE COLLAR® AND SKILLED GAGUPS FOR COMPUTATION.
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TABLE 5B, PERCENTAGE DHSTRIGUTION OF LAST USUAL ANG QCTOBER 1953 OCCUPAT ION OF WHITE AMD
HEGRD WALE HEADS OF RURAL Rtt. IEF AND NOW-RELIEF WOUSEHOLDS

(O Sautw Cotror amc Tosscco AmEss)

LagT Usud QeouraT ion Corosen 1983 DecueaT om
OcouraTim LT NEGAO M) TE MNGRO
REL1EF '[Muu REL1EF | NoweREC1E% | RELIEF [NowREL 6% | REL (68 | Nose-RELIEF

ALl Conssey ;.0 I 100.0 1%0.0 @0 100.0 180.0 rwuo 0.0
AGR (CW, TWRE 0.9 1‘ 6.8 M0 p ;] ub.? L : .6 n.7
Owngr 98! BS ug 150 8.9 L A8 4.6 172
e T T %8 “ 7.6 .7 8o 1.2 .4 . =.2
Temant 19.¢ 1 x4 42.8 a.0 .9 a.s 3.0 5.5
Fami Lasonen 3.3 c.5 2.7 LN 3.2 1.2 L6 18
HOw-4GA | i TSI E 05 2.3 13.5 10.2 6.9 2.6 5.4 5.3
Puoressom a.% 1.0 0.1 as a.1 1.4 0.1 0.9
Paorw(erane 1.0 ! 6.9 05 0.7 a3 [R] - na
CuemicaL 2.0 4.9 - 0.3 0.3 3.7 - 0.2
SniLLED 3.7 6.0 6.3 0. o4 4.2 .t [«X'}
Sewi- awa Unesw(LLED 13.3 1.5 12.5 8,2 5.8 5.9 5.2 3.8
Mo Usys JocuraTion ok UnEumoren 10.6 2.9 2.5 10,0 6.9 5.0 =.0 3.0

TABLE 59,  EWMPLOYMENT STATUS AmD JCTOGER 1933 INDUSTRY OF WEMBERS 16 YEARS DF AGE AND OWER,
OTHEN THAN HEADS, OF RURAL RELIEF ANQ MOM-REL (EF HOUSEHOLDS

Mennens OTHER Twan Hiama

JcTonEr 1933 {mgusthy
ReL1EF Nou-AEL L ar
Tora &/ 0.0 100,0
Emeiuren 14.3 .8
homicuLTone 7.3 13.9
Cowgstic anb Peasamar Simvice 2.6 *n?
Mawur aCTURING AND MECHAMICAL 1.7 2.4
Tmage 0.9 2.3
TRANSFONTATION AND CotmubCATION 0.9 1.1
PROFESSONAL SERVICE 0.2 2.1
Otren lnpuataies 0.5 0.9
UngurLoren 8%.7 Ta. e
SeIxing WORK s 10.%
Hor Seex)ws Mork tq,u 63.9

A 8,955 RALIEF N0 20,503 WOS-AELIEF MEMBIRS OTMER Tann nEabS, 16 TRARS OF A&E AN OviN,
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TABLE 60. PERCENT OF MEMBERS L6 YEARS OF AGE AMD OVER, DTHER TWAN HEADS, 1N
RURAL RELIEF AND WON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS WHO WERE UNEMPLODYED
AND SEENING WORK IN OCTOBER 1933, 8Y USUAL 1KQUSTRY

PERCENT UNEMPLOTEQ
AMp Seexing Worud/
Usual Iupysiny

RevierF Nom=ReLies
ALL fwousTRICS S0 23
AsRicuLToRe 3l 8
Manuractuting ane Mecnaaigac 56 32
TRANBPONTATION aAND COMMUNICATION 39 33
Teape ul 21
Dowestic Ane Pimsonac Spavice 1 13
MiscecLantaus 53 18
¥pvew EmPLOYED 100 100

& BEMS VBVALLY ENGAGED IM THE SPECIFIED INDUSTRY wno
» ng UNEMPLOYED AMD SEExLME WOAK IN OCTORER, {933, €a-
FRESAED A3 A PENCEMTAGE OF ALL MEMBERS UBUALLT ENGARED
im TME (NDYSTEY WHD WERE WORKRING OR SEEKING WORK 1w

ocTaRER,

TABLE bl. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF UNEMPLOYED MLMBERS 16 YEARS OF AGE
ARD OVER, GTWER THAM HEAGS, !N RURAL RELIEF  AND MON—REL(EF
WOUSEHOLDS, WHO WERE SEEKIMG WORK t# OCTOHER 1933, BY USUAL
OCCUPAY 10N

UswaL Cccuravion RELILF Now—RELIEF

ToTag | 108 10D
AGRICYLTURE 17 11

Fauu Crenarors 1

Famu LaBoRERS 16 11
NOu-AGRICULTURE 25 38

Lasorersd’ 2l 25

WyscecLanenysy 4 10
Nevem EwPLOTED 58 54

®  LEss THas 0.5 seecEnT,

A/ 1=CQUOES SmILLED, SEmi— AwD NASKILLED GCCUPAT 10WS,
8/ IMCLUDES PROFESIIQNAL, FROPRIETART, AND CLERICAL OCCUPAT IDNS.
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METHODOLOGICAL NOTE

The chief problem arising in the analysis of this study re-
lated to the reiliability 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 core-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 takem at random {rom 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 reasoss,
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 coatrol group was
secured by filling schedules for the two nearest mon-relief
neighbors of each relief case seen. Approximately 5,600 rural
relief households were iacluded.

Adequate attention was not given to the problems of sampling
in the brief time allowed for putting the survey io the
field. As a consequence, when the schedules were in and
analysis was under way, the guestioer at ounce arose as to the
universe represented. In the effort to answer this gquestion
many difficulties were encountered. The variable 1o be mea-
sured was muitiple rather than single, being the composition
and characteristics of the population receiving reliei, com-
pareg¢ witn the surrounaing non-relief popslation. Evidently,
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 thkat coun-
ties which belonged in one geographical area le.g. the South-
east} were not combined with those in another f{e.g. Cali-
fornial, even when the type of farming seemed to be the same;
and, second, certain population factors (e.g. percent of pop-
ulation rural, percent of farm tepancy} were considered.
AMtier eliminating a few counties that did not fit in any of
thbe groups formed ir this way, 13 fairly homogemeous 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 iz the same group, the characteris-
tics of the population receivipg relief would also tead to be
similar. Actual tests did not show as much bhomogeneiiy as was
desired, but much of this uancontrolled variability was cer-
tainly due to differepnces in administrative policies among
state and county relief officials, which were pot reckoned
with ie the study.

117



118 RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF ROUSEHOLDS

After the sample coumties were grouped, the next step was
10 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 and
social factors and the proportion of the reral population re-
ceiving relief. In this relatively sparse universe, which at-
tempts in a rough way to contrcl 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 adeqeacy. This deficiency
is, of course, aggravated in the more ample pmiverse pictured
in Map C, which included all couaties that resembled the sam-
ple counties fairly closely with respect to backgrousd factors
only, without regard to the proportion of the raural 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 lcad of the counties that re—
semble it in both background factors and relief load, as shown
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 im
the size of the weights, even withia i1he same group of coun-
ties, means simply that some of the sample counties happened
10 be representative of many counties and large relief popula-
tions, while others were found to be represemtative of little
besides themselves.
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METHODOLOGICAL NOTE

SAMFLE COUNTIES AND WRIGHTS BT AREAS

krea aad County

0ld South Cotton
Dallas, Alabama
Limestonse, klabama
Cleveland, Arkazsas
Lee, Athapsas
Aason, North Carglina

Southwestera Cotton
Hill, Texas
Runzels, Texas
Cleveland, (Qklaboma
Payoe, Oklaboma

Tobacce
Todd, Kentucky
Madison, Kentucky
Sampacn, North Carolina
Pitt, horth Carolina

Pairy
Green, Wiscoosin
Cecil, Maryland
Frederick, Marylaad
Tompkins, New York
¥ayne, New York
Dorchester, Marylamd

Massachusetts

Middlesex, Massachuserts
Worcester, Massachusetls

17111} Cur-Over

Marathon, Wiscopsin
Sawyer, Wisconsis

Weight

suwa R

LSRR ]

> Je )

{11

(D3 4]

v

3 U

(xn

IXIT}

(XIELH

Coro-asd-fog
Wright, Iowa
Poweshick, Iowa
Fayette, Qbio
Logan, Ohio

Cash Grain
Mimer, Scutd Dakota
Linn, Kansas
Nortoo, Kmasas

Wheat
Meade, Kamsas
Gray, Kansas
Baca, Colorade
Spiak, Sonta Dakota
Yalworth, South Dakota

Mountain
Flbert, Colorado
Larimer, Colorado
Utan, Utah
Saapete, Utah
Duchesae, Utab

New Mexico
Gusdalope, New Mexico
Socorro, New Merico

Oregon
Tillamook, Oregog
Clataop, Oregon
Marion, Oregon

Califorsia
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Weight

828 a

wBemnw @ -3

£ D

o s e

Contra Costa, Califoraia 3

Riverside, Califormia
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Bulletia G-1.

Bslletin G-2.

Bulletin G-3.

Bulletin G-4.

Bulletia G-5.

Balletiax G-6.

Bulletia G-7.

BULLETINS BASED OF THE SURVEY!

The Ownerskip of Livestock by Rural Relief and
Non-Relief Families, October 1933, by B. Kailia

Average Monthly Barnings of Rural Relief and
Non-Relief Households Whose Heads Were Not Fam
Operators, October 1923, 1928, 1933, by W. F,
Daugherty

Baployment and Residential Mobility of Rural Re-
lief and Non-Relief Housebolds, 19231933

The Unemployment of Male Heads of Rural Relief
and Noa-Relief Households in 47 counties, by
L. B. McGill aad T. C. McCormick

Iadustries aad Occupation of Male Heads of Rural
Relief and Non-Relief Housebolds, October 1933,
by A. D. Bdwards and T. C. McCommick

Female Heads of Rural Relief and Non-Relief
Households, October 1933, by A, D. Bdwards

Bducation of Heads and Childrea of Rural Reliet
and Non-Belief Households, by A. D. Edwards and
Ellen Winstoa

!Mu ¥y the Division of Rasearch, Btatistics and Finance, Federal Mmer-
gemsy Rellef Admimiatration.
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F.ARA. Fors DR S.-4C

FEDERAL EMERGENCY RELIRF ADMINISTRATION
Hinzy L. HOPXINA, Adminisirator

SURVEY OF RURAL FAMILIES RECEIVING
RELIEF IN OCTOBER 1933

DIVISION OF RESEARCH AND ETATISTICS
CORRINGTON GRL, Director



128 RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIFF HOUSEHOLDS

SURVEY OF RURAL FAMILIES RECEIVING RELIEF IN OCTOBER 1523

1. Identificatior and Composition »f Hozsehold.
Ik Occupational History, Farm Tenure, and Mobility of Head of Household.
I, Employment Status of Members of Honselald (thar Than ead.
IV, Economie Status uf Houssholi.

v, Ty]?es and sources af Pablic and Private Relief and Ocher Extraordinary
orms ul Aid.

This wtrsay is mtended to awplify, for selected rural households, the
mformustion atainsd by the uemnploy meot Relief (Census cooducted through-
cut the couptry. |t will fumish bases for determining the i¥pes of rura]
households recerving relief from public funds and for appraising the occupe-
tional apd sconcnne re<ovirces of theos huusebolda. It w1ﬁ show also the exdent
to which rural relief farneies have heen affected by various Fedornl, State, and
loral forms of assiztance
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1. IDENTIFICATION AND COMPOSITION OF HOUSEHOLD

1. Schedule No. Date of interview ... .o Fieldagent . —
2, Foll name of hoad of boweehold ... ... e R
1. Desideron: (a) State .. eeaen mommmmm e (&) County _......__ . ... . (c) Village ..__________. -

(d) If this family doee nut: live in any village, check (¥} heve {__.).
4, Color (or race) of head of housebold (check () one of the following):

{a) White__{ ..} (c) Mexiean_...{_....}] (e Japaness.___ ... () () Filipino._(..}
{8) Negro...(...) {dy Chinese ....(....)} {f) Amarican Indian .. (...} (A} Other ...

5. Membery of household during (October 1933.

S Ir NTMBER YRikp CDT i ‘.:I‘:-

] me—— o | o e S

lan II.TYI é‘:& ;::::, m 'n‘.:i mi[‘;‘.ﬂ“ J}‘;i.:r
w o) ® | w w @ w i om ! oe w® [
S B - - U SN SO I -------- U
2 U SUUUUUUNN SO PRI SNPRRN  SIN AN SO S L
B TS S 3 L I —
4
&
s
T
1
[
| L
n_
"
%
14 e
8. If housebold was formed after Jannary 1, 1930, give date of its formation ... - - R

7. (8} Did October honsehold include & combined or “doubled-up’’ familyt Yes (_.._‘r No {.._.)
{#) If October household incinded & combined or ““doubled-up”* family, answer the following:
(1) Did this combination take place after January !, 10307 Yes (...} No (...}
(2) If so, give line numbers of persous shown in question 5 who joined the family of haad after
J 'y 1, 1930 — - e ——— -
(3) Reasors for e
{) If sany mamban of October bousehedd did not resdve relisf in October 1988, give Line nombery shown

= question &




130 RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

1. OCCUPATIONAL HISTORY, FARM TENURE, AND MORILITY OF HRAD OF HOUSEHOLD
t). Begin with first job for

8. Qocupational history of head of b hold (inciud jouda of ' t)
pay. ltwnrhnguhomeform,wnh“hom mdceohmn(i)
Dunanon o Rinink
o o (GRS SN T
By - Tam— [ Commty Towmbip -4
w [ - ) - [ - ] ]
R

9, Tenure bistory of bhead of howschold (eropper, levant, Torigaged owner, om,numgu orpuh-').
If part-tima [arming, enter information below, and record other under
Charsctarise result of operstion of sach farm as " profitabls’ ,“bl'ohsnm" or “*wuffored low.”

Mowry [N FUL O | wmmen Lacsma
m Yus "o""-‘_'i Tuwens Sriven r’-: fmend T R o Ovenawew
el Bt O e ivls. Camty Township
[ ] [} L] »

i ™ - L] -
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II. EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF MEMEERS OF HOUSEHOLD OTHER THAN HEAD

10. Employment status in October 1633. For each member of housebold, other than head, who wee 16
yoars of age or over in October 1933, supply the following information. If answer to column (b) is
“no™, enter a dash (—) in esch of columns {¢), (d), (e), (D), (g), and (k).

I AnewRa TG (b) I “YEa", O3 Taa Froowree Data ror Lt Job ot DarTal OOCoranon

L"':’-’.‘.’ "caar |
woai
o it b Einpias-
nan L e mant wm
Nouszs| Kk- ‘meny on | 00 Home etk wad
Suo Farmor i Tauml
T | Ry e T P - sl (FertorTl
WRE | rnn, | e TRl [ ethin Hacind
o | Busoeasr bos. F
Mo | (Ye o w—v"
(Naj (e ow
Hy)
a L] (U] on {0 )] [ [ )

18. Cobtinued.
If anawar to (i) is *'no™, enter a dash (—) in each of columns (j), (k), and (1). I{ anawer L column {m)
is "“yes”, sntar & dash (—) in each of columns (n) and ().

I v ZmntTee A AzxxTen Woma
W o Paa Ir EaTLOTID I OCTORES LOW orioes] || Gcroska, (N CHBGE LxD drve st
o Bu Orcrossa| Tow wor fumxnee Woax
T orani 190 wan -
smowE (ACPaN 84
LIRS o8 Dl ST | Clmk
Hel Greapucion bl Enie || tmer{ @ Y
- ) L] L] L] Ll In> L]
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RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF BOUSEHOLDS

IV, ECONOMIC STATUS OF HOUSEHOLD

11. Land snd Bvesiock, Janoary 1, 1934,

ITEM HOMBRR ITEM NUMBEK
(#) Acriw owned - 4 () Other omithe
() Aeren rected . ) BHogaoooooooe e -
(} Horsos and mules (s} Hheep.
() Milk sowy (h) Poultry. ...

12. Total outstanding indebtednem of head of homehald January 1, 1934
Incresse in indsbiednass from January 1, 1930 (or from formation of housebold, if after Janurry 1, 1930),

13a.
to January 1, 1834,

ITEM

' TOTAL | DOMMENT

@) I in indak

(1} Yurm haod and trafldt

(Z, Chbateal indebted

(%) House and ot in village_ _

(4) Busivese io village.. . ...

(M) Tares unpaid

{#) Ctber debim (specify)

14, Deocreasvs in rmervm from Junuary 1, 1930 {or fiom formation of household, if afisr Jpnuary 1, 19300,

o January 1, 1934,

ITEM TOTAL COMMENT
(a} Demnwn oo eaving
W D {n shath
(@ D 1n laad and buildings.
(@ Pouf 0 Paymerte I - .
» De i Hife b S ——
[ oa e i ; R
(g) Otbee (opeelly). ... - E ......
15. Loenes or ex i axpeness, Incude all losses from January 1, 1830 (or from formation of house-
bold, if after January 1, 1930), to Junuary 1, 1934. '

TOTAL

(w) Bank Eallure

(@) Bad debta.

() Fallure of soopemilves or other farssam’

{s} Leswes of Nvawbosk

B Crop 1

(@ Madieal care:
{1} Dowbor Bl

(%) Hospital hifla

) Chikbirth

[

w

#) Puwwosal tnjuri -

() Otber bonmis tapaaity)
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18. Decrosss in indebted trom Ji Y 1, 1830 {or from formation of h hald if after J y 1, 1930),
1o January 1, 1084,
Soymm or Py Teas Y0 Demuir Drsestessam Torar Commere

¥. TYPES AND SOURCES OF PUBLIC AND PRIVATE RELIEF AND OTHER EXTRAORDINARY

FORMS OF AID
17. Indicate {ypes and sources of relief received by this b hold during October 1933,
i Reroey AoEwer Foma O
T ) T v,
{ Puble r Primmy Hama of Apvacy k' o
[ i 5] L] i ] L]
(s) Direct relief I. .............................
) Work reiief i
(e} Foad for Hvestotk 3 SN NS S
() Qrkhat (spucdfy) "
;é (8} Was housabald known tu nny typa of rahe! ageney bal'on Ju:u.nry 1, 19307
Yen ) Noo{ )] Not uearlnn.ble {_..)
(3] Number of months for which hnusahold recsived any relisf during: 1930 1931
1932 ... 1933
19. Other fortus of ssaistance received from January 1, 1933, to Fanuary 1, 1034

Trre

Mosts WENY RBCRITED ]
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FESA. Funs DAL -3

FEDERAL EMERGENCY RELIEF ADMINISTRATION
Hamey L. HOPKINS, Administrator

SURVEY OF RURAL NONRELIEF FAMILIES

THIS SCEEDULE SHOULD BE FILLED ONLY AFTER ENUMERATOR HAS BECOME
THOKOUGHLY FAMILIAR WITH THE GENERAL DEFINITIONS AND
BPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS (F.E R4 FOEM D.K.5-17) PROVIDED
POR THIS SURVEY. 4 COPY OF FER.L FORM D.RS-17
KROULD RE IN THE POSSESSION OF EKiCH
ENTTMERLATOR AT iLL TIMES

DIVISION OF KESEARCH AND STATISTICS
CORMNGTON GILL, Director
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SURYEY OF RURAL NONRELIEF FAMILIER
[. Identification and C dtion of H hold

I Octupational History, Farm Tanure, and Maokdlity of Head of Bousehold.
TII. Employment Status of Mambers of Housabold Othar Than Hoead.

IV. Economic Statua of Household.

V. Extraordinary Formoa of Aid,

Thin sarvey, conducted ms of October 1933, ia intended to furnish
information for a control group of selected rursl households comparable o
those included in the Survey of Rura] Familise Receiving Reliof in Oclober
1933. It will provide bases for comparisons batween notrelief houssholds and
those which have been receiving relief from public funds.



NON-RELIEF SCHEDULE 137

L [DERTIFICATION AND COMPOSITION OF BOUSEHOLD

L Schedule No. .. . .. Datoolinterview ... Fildagemt .
3. Full nans of head of b hold .
3. Resid (s) Stats @ County . (o) Vilege .
(@) If this faoily does not Kre in any village, check (v) bare ().
4. Color (or ruce) of head of houshold (cheek (y) one of the following):
(¢) White___(_} (¢) Mexican__.(_) (s) Jupanese ... _..( ) () Filipina ()
@ Negro__{_) (o Oxi () (f} Amezican Indian () () Other.. ...

5. Membezs of housahold during October 1933,
Nwnintt: Yoits Cobinwres Wi
et | pulten i 38 oy
_ | SETRT S S .- :E"‘: Favie 3;-'.'- T B i || e
S| G | G| B | dene | ot [ (T Igl:
L] - o b - oy w L] L] 43 L]
1. __| Basd
2
.
—
L
s
T.
[ =
.
| | U U UUUU Y NIV WUV SV ROV N SSSI AU A, S
n. r
n.
s
1"
|1 .
6. If homahold wes formed after Janusry 1, 1080, give date of its { 4
7. () Did October } hald inelnds a combined or “doubled-ap” family? Yes () No ()
@) I Ovsober hoamshold indaded & combined or ''doubled-up” family, answer the foflowing:
(1) Did this eombination take piace after Jonuvary 1, 19307 Yes (...) No ()
(2) If 90, give fine numbers of p shown in question § who joined the family of head after

J y 1, 1930
(3) Reasons for combination
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IL QCCUPATIONAL HISTORY, FARM TENURE, AND MORILITY OF HEAD OF
ROUSEHOLD

8. Occupstional history of head of household (include periods of unemployment}. Begin with firet job for
pay. I working at home for wages, wiite * home " under column (j).

[} of] Rzsoaws
i T ettt of Coexpution Ingustey Mottty
]
Pegma | U - Eami LD
rmpley oo Haie Coumtr Trwaaklp ..
@ e ) (] (o3 [ 2] L 3 [ 1] [

4. Tenure history of head of household (ctopper, tenant, motigaged owner, owner, mansger, of partaer).
If part-time farming, enter information below, and record other occupation ynder question 8 above.

Chmudm result of operation of each farm as “profitable ™, '*broke even ", or “'suffered losa.”

Pull or Lotatien

Monith | Namher Part-rime| Nucber
o Vme [ Ve | Teersu  [Fumoy| tow Rasult of Cperation
Bephn | ipminted edt, | Oper Btate Couialy Tewnakip

) ) L (&} @ m @™ (L] L.
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III. EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF MEMMERS OF HOUSEHOLD OYHER THAN HRAD

0. Employment status in October 1033. For each member of housshold, other than head, who was 18
years of age or over in October 1933, suppiy the following information. If anawer to column (b) is

“no”, eater & dash {(—) in sach of columny (c), (d}, (e), (), (g), snd (b),

I Avrwxs o (0 B “YE» ™, Orrs 123 Foliswoed Dats o Lt Joa ot Opval Oofvraton
Bt Par- b
Pre- | Wan vy | Suitior
- n.:um-Jm
Ngmber [Bui KRt bt T o0 By
oy enion | Fumort Downt |, Mowh 1od.
T | B e Ot — oIy i
Qo | ramy Dol paiisa Rnded
il
i
-
-l om - L L] [ ]
10, Continusd.

X answer to (i) s “no ", snter o daab (—) in esch of columne (i), k), snd (1). If sbawer Lo colomn (m)
is “yos"’, entar & dash (—) in sech of columns {n) sad {o).

Ruorovee. Exxxey Wi
Wea P [U3 SEprEvay vam——— :.um i e (o]
va Ba- Octeba | P08 7OR Bot Brsxive Woax
Khmpe [Fhiredin =
*"_.' a .“-‘” w Chaskt pe—
Nea} Gorvpotien Rarsiogs g: o)
- L] @& = L] -y =) -
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1.

-

IV. ECONOMIC STATUS OF HOUSEHOLD

Land and livestock January 1, 1934,

RURAL RELIEF AND NON-RELIEF ROUSEHOLDS

I

(a)
(]
]
€]

Acres ownad

() Orther satile

Acras rented

) Home

Hotses snd mulem

{s) Bbawp.

Milk sown. [ S

—~.§ (N Poultry.

12,
13

indahiad

Total ou di

of head of b

Lald ]

, 1084
Increase in indebtadnms from Junuary 1, 1930 (or from Iorn.bon of bousehold, if after Jan, 1, 1830),

to January 1, 1934,

Nxx

‘Tevik

Cosnepare

(a)

m
{)

Insrenss in morigage indebisdness:
(1) Farm land and buildh

(1) Chattet L lad

{2) Houm and lot in village

Othar debla (apeaily)

14,

'nnruerv—tmmhnm 1, 193¢ (or from formation of houmbold, if after Jan. 1, 1930}, to

Junuary 1, 1934,

Iz

Totat

Comuowy

(o)
£
(<)
(@)
w

@

Drawn on mripge oo

Decreass in

Decrasso in land and

Forfeitod installment puy

Ix in Life i

Borrowed on Iife i

thar (spacily) [

15.

Loases or sxtraordios

ry expensss.
hold, if after Jan. 1, 1030), to Jenuary 1, 1834.

Include afl lossse from Jaouary 1, 1930 (or from formation of house-

Torat

Comemer

(s}
(L]

W
L]
1]
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16. Decrvass In indebtednem frum January 1, 1030 (or from formation of housshold, if after Jan. 1, 1030), o

Janvary 1, 1934,
Booacx o Prwoe Taxe 1o Deogiss Tapyrrpamm ToraL ‘Oomux
¥. EXTRAORDINARY FORMS OF AID
17. Forms of assied b d from J. ry 1, 1933, to Janvary 1, 1034,

Trs Mowrs Wrxs Rypomves

ARy

{s) Orop and lveastock loane (Farm Credit Admick Jon)
() Advanses oo sommodities (Compaadity Tradit Corp

™ e for arep Tedwetk

{4

1) Whiead.

) Cotion

® Tob
(&} Corn.

® Hom

(0 (lbar (apetly)
{d) Clvilian Conservaiion Carps.

(9 Qivil works smploy
{fi Velsrans’ oo and

{9} Loans on adjosted th

A Old-age relial.

(0 Motbers® relief or ponsb

() Othar {specity)




