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ABSTRACT o
The objectives of this study were to determine the

anatomy, typology, and conditions surrounding low incomes ‘in the

Coastal Plain of South Carolina and to determine the measures most

suitable to reduce low income within the area. A sample of 1,000

househclds was selected and stratified amcng the 10 counties and
between the open-ccuntry rural area and the rural place in proportion
to the number of rural households. Data were collected on the

characteristics of economically deprived households and on the .

-
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socioeconomic conditions of the sample, including physical ]
characteristics, skills, unemployment, adult training, and job

mobility. Major findings were that: the area was experiencing a rapid
rate of non-farm growth; outmigration has been extensive; housing was
inadequate; scholastic achievement was directly related to the

education of the parent; the dropout rate was high; heads of

households had little formal education but were willing to change

jobs; and most of the working-age population expressed interest in
upgrading their skills. Tables (data) were presented with a profile

of economically deprived households. (PS)
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PREFACE :

This report is one in a series on the conditions of poverty among rurai
= people within selected areas of the United States. Included _in these re-
ports are the Coastal Plain, the Mississippi Delta, and the Ozarks.

-

This is the second report on the Northeast Coastal Plain of South Caro-
lina. An earlier report, based on preliminary county data, was published to
S provide immediate information to interested groups.

The second report presents findings on the interrelationships between
familly income, race, age, education, training, employment, aspirations, and
other attributes of the rural population. It is not a study in depth. It
is an interim report on some of the area's major problems--problems that may
influence both the rate and direction of future growth and development.
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SUMMARY 2
s

This study of human resources in a 10-¢ounty area of the Northeast Coast-
al Plain of South Carolina disclosed severe and persistent prob 1 :ms--problems
that preclude easy or quick solutions. Implied needs of the rural population
are more jobs; improved housing; greater educational opportunities for youth;
training, retraining, and job placement services for adults; and programs of
public assistance. The success of programs to provide these needs will dépend
largely on the attitudes of the area's rural inhabitants, their capacity for
self-improvement, and their willingness to accept change. Although the re-

sults of the study relate—specifically to the 10-county area, -this area is

believed to be typical of the rural environment of the broad Coastal Plain
Region. . Y

AR

Based on its history, the study area is experiencing a rapid rataz of non-
farm growth. During the ‘decade ended 1966, nonagricultural employment in-
creased by 63 percent. But the number of nonfarm jobs has been insufficient
to provide employment for youth entering the -labor force, for people desiring
to supplement inadequate farm incomes, or for people seeking to shift from .
farm to nonfarm occupations. .

Outmigration from the area has been extencive, particularly among non- ’ .
whites and young adults. The number of nonwhites who have migrated during -
the last quarter century exceeds the number who remain. Of the rural child-
ren who left home '"to stay' during the decade ended 1966, more than half left
the area. Three-fifths of the nonwhite youth, compared with one-tenth of the :
white youth, migrated to the Northern States. “~

The inadequacy of housing occupied by many of the poor presents a prob- .
lem whose solution may be difficult. .Their extremely low income prevents a «
remunerative rental market for improved housing. Also, a large proportion
occupy farm housing either rent-free or for services assocjated with farming.

The types of incentives needed to-achieve improvements in farm housing will
probably differ from those governing the nonfarm rental market:

Despite uniformly high aspirations expressed by parents for their child-
ren's education, scholastic achievement of children was directly related to
the education attained by their parents.  Many children were seriously re-
tarded in school. Relatively few children reared in rural households com-
pleted high school--only 1 out of 4 children in seriously- deprived households
and 2 out of 5 'n deprived households. The consequences are found in the
high proportion who were employed in low skill occupations.

Perpetuation of income deprivation in the Coastal Plain, or in the receiv-
ing communities, in the case of outmigrants, seems assured if the school drop-
out rates of 1955-66 continue. The retarded educational achievément of child- -
ren reared in deprived homes suggests the need for increased emphasis on pro-
grams of education and environmental conditioning, both at school and preschool
levels. Other educational innovations may also be needed.

Heads of economically déprived'households had extremely low levels of
formal education. A fifth were illiterate; half were functional illiterates,
having compleced less than 5 years of schooling. Relatively few of their
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spouses were employed, mostly at farm labor and domestic service. Apparently,
many women were not in the labor force because they either did not believe

that jobs were available.or lacked the skills required for jobs that were avail-
able. . ..

Most of the working-age population expressed interest in upgrading their
skills. Training, retraining, and job placement services for adults are ur-
gently needed if income improvement is to be realized within the present genera-

tion. Remedial education is a probable prerequisite for many of those in greats,
est need. . - .

A high-proportion of household heads were willing to change jobs, even
if they haa to move within the area or commute to secure better employment.
Relatively few, however, were willing to move far from the area. And most
household heads showed a strong preference for job security over income.

Programs of public assistance for heads of economically deprived house-
holds and others in need must differentiate broadly between (1) those whose
“ potential warrants public investment to update their skills and other ificome-
producing resources at their disposal and (2) those whose potential for self-
help is seriously limited by age or physical disability--cases in which welfare
and other transfer payments appear to be more efficient alternatives.
— , - Ly
"7 'The significance of these groupings is as follows: -
* A fifth of the heads of economically deprived households were
65 years of age or older. It is unlikely that they can materially
improve their incomes through increased productive employment. An
additional fifth of household heads were under 65 years of age and
partially or.totally disabled; most of them were between 55 and 64
years of age. Direct transfer payments .-must bulk large in p:ograms
to provide the minimum needs for these groups.

% Three-fifths of the heads of economically deprived households
were under 65 years of age and apparently able-bodied. More than half
of them were males under 45 years of age; a third were males 45 to 64
years of age. Females comprised the remaining 15 percent. The large
number of young male household heads and their spouses offers great
potential for programs of adult job training and other measures to
increase their skills and income-producing resources. The remaining
productive life of this group warrants considerable public investment,

* Household heads in the age group 45 to 64 present a complex
problem. They are often referred to as being '"boxed in'' because
their advancing age makes both training and occupational adjustment
difficult. Most are, or were until recently, employed in agricul-
ture. Their occupational skills have become obsolete due to the
rapid technological changes in farming. The problems of .this group
and the types of assistance needed will vary with age, education,
training, work experience, and attitudes toward change.

Research currently underway is examining the specific characteristics of
household heads. It is only through knowledge of their needs, capabili-
and aspirations that successful programs can be developed.

-1y -
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CHARACTERISTICS OF HUMAN RESOURCES IN THE RURAL SOUTHEAST
COASTAL PLAIN , . . WITH EMPHAS IS ON THE POOR

by

Jackson V. McElveen l/

. ' - BACKGROUND

1 4

Rural poverty has long been a problem of national concern. Despite high
levels of employment and rising incomes among the population generally, poverty
remains a way of life for about one-third of rural Americans. Furthermore,
there is evidence that migration of the rural poor to the central cities of
the Nation intensifies the problems of urban slums. The national commitment
to combat poverty seeks to attack its causes in rural America before the prob-
lems of the rural poor are transferred to the more volatile conditions of our
cities.

The Coastal Plain of North Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia has a
long history of underemployment of human and physical resources and resultant
low incomes, particularly among the rural population. It is a highly agri-

"~ cultural region that has undergone and-is undergoing rapid technological

changes in farming. These changes have centered largely around the mechani-
zation of farm operations, the attendant reduction in labor requirements, and
the consolidation of farms into fewer, but larger units. The need for occupa-
tional and other adjustments by rural people has been acute. Retarded indus-
trial growth and lack of l1ocal nonfarm jobs have caused-heavy outmigration of
population from the region. Many who remain have substandard- incomes because
of both limited job alternatives and insufficient skills to fill the jobs

that are available.

These problems led to the creation in December 1966 of the Coastal Plains
Economic Development Region, under provisions of the Public Works and Economic
Development Act, with a Regional Commission to develop and implement a program
that will increase the area's economic growth. 2/

Although programs of economic growth are aimed at total resource develop-
ment, they must center on the human resources, for ultimately it is:people who
must make the changes and who create the environment within which change takes
place. It is only to their needs, their capabilities, and their aspirations
that programs can successfully be directed. ‘

1/ Agricultural Economist, Economic Development Division, Economic
Research Service, U.S. Departmﬁnt of AgricuLtgre, in cooperation with the
Department of Agricultural Economics and Rural Sociology, Clemson Univer-
sity.

2/ Public Law 89-136, 89th Congress, S. 1648, Aug. 26, 1965,

>




OBJECTIVE

The Office of Economic Opportunity, the Economic Research Service, and
the South Carolina Experiment Station began a study having as its broad objec-
tive the following: (1) To determine the anatomy, typology, and conditions
. surrounding low incomes in the Coastal Plain; and (2) to determine the selec-.
tive measures most suitable to reduce the incidence of low income within the
area. ; ) - o

As part of the overall objective a survey was made of a sample of rural

. ) households in 10 counties of the Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina.
, i+ These counties were Clarendon, Darlington, Dillon, Florence, Horry, Lee,
Marion, Marlboro, Sumter, and Wil)iamsburg. The survey and study had_the
following specific objectives: (a) to determine the distribution and scurces
of income for rural families in order to measure the resources avaiiable for

income improvement; (b) to study educational achievement, work experience,
F and other training of rural families; (c) to learn the status, occupation,
and location of family members who have migrated; and (d) to discover attitudes
of rural people that will facilitate adjustments to more efficient use of
human resources.

Results of the survey relate specifically to the !0O-county area of the
Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina. This ares, however, is believed
to be typical of the agriculture and rural environment of the broad Coastal
Plain Region. In the northern Coastal Plain extending downward into the five
eastern-most counties of the survey area, agriculture is oriented primarily
around tobacco. The.five western survey counties typify the far- - area
extending downward into Georgia in which cotton and soybeans are rtant
crops -along with tobacco. Thus, the results of the study of the nc, theast
Coastal Plain of South Carolina have application to a much broader region.

s~ SAMPLING PROCEDURE

A sample of 1,000 rural households was determined to be sufficient to
accomplish the objectives of the study. It was stratified among the.10 coun-
ties and between the open-country rural area and the rural place in propor-
tion to the number of rural households.

"Open country'' was defined as the area outside the corporate limits of
cities, towns, and villages. Unincorporated towns, villages, and areas with
well .defined '"block structure' housing were also excluded from the open country
sample. A '"rural place' was defined as a town, village, or other area having
"block structure' housing and a population of less than 2,500. Excluded from
the rural place, however, were areas classified as suburban. These were pri-
marily the urban fringe of towns and cities with 2,500 or more population.

The pre-enumeration estimate of the number of rural households in the
. area conforming to these definitions was 57,700; thus the predetermined sample
of 1,000 households yielded a sampling rate of 1.733 percent. The survey
data presented in this report are, for the most part, based on the actual
number of households interviewed, For some purposes, it may be desirable to

- 2
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expand these numbers to reflect area totals, Multiplying the numbers by the
expansion factor of 57.7 will give an estimate of area totals for the house-
holds from which the sample was drawn (57.7 x 1.733 percent = 100 percent).

. Since the estimates are based on sample data, they are subject to sam-
pling variability. They may differ somewhat from the results vLhat would have
been obtained from another sample or from a complete census of the area, using
the same questionnaire, instructions, and interviewers. Because of basic djf-
ferences in definition and procedure, estimates of the rural population, the
farm population, and the number of farms for the survey area are not fully

comparable with data obtained from the censuses of popuiation and agriculture.

A more detailed discussion of sampling variability and comparability, together
with a table of standard errors, is contained in the appendix,

DESCRIPTION OF THE NORTHEAST COASTAL PLAIN OF SOUTH CAROLINA

The Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina is highly rural with an
economy dependent largely on agriculture. Comprising a fifth of the land
area of South Carolina, it accounted for more than two-fifths of the total
agricultural production in 1966 (figure page 4). With a heavy emphasis on
such cash crops as tobacco, cotton, and soybeans, the area marketed 55 per-
cent of the State's total crop production.

The area had a 1960 population of 464,000, nearly a fifth of the State
total. Florence and Sumter, each with 1960 populations of around 25,000, are
the largest towns in the area. Other towns, principally county seats, range
from 3,000 to 8,000 populations. These are typically local trade centers
that provide farm supplies and services.

Recent Trends in Agriculture, Industry, and Population

Changes in the economy of the Coastal Plain have been rapid and diverse
during the decade ending in 1966. To fully document these changes would

.require a study in itself, and any attempt to capsule them incurs risk of

oversimplification. Nevertheless, the salient highlights of change as it

has affected rural people and farm workers are integrai to ianternretation
of this study.

Agriculture.-- Cotton is grown on 60 percent fewer farms than a decade
earlier, mostly vn land well-adapted to mechanical operations: Eighty-three
percent of the 1966 crop was harvested mechanically. Relatively few cotton
sharecroppers remain; the seasonal labor needs are largely hired on a wage
basis.

Tobacco production still requires intensive use of farm labor. Although
many laborsaving techniques have been and are continuing to be adopted, com-
plete mechanization is not foreseeable at this time. Under stringent market-
ing and production controls, however, the tobacco acreage has been reduced
by nearly half over the 1956-66 period. Laborsaving technology applied to
a reduced acreage has substantially decreased the total farm labor require-
ments. The number of farms growing tobacco decreased by half in the decade
ending in 1966, with much_of _the reduction apparently among cropper units.

——
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Soybeans, the wonder crop of the Coastal Plain, have replaced much of the
acreage previously devoted to corn and, more recently, to cotton. Soybean pro-
duction increased more than tenfold during 1956-66, rivaling cotton in total
acreage and value of production. Although soybeans have bolstered the agri-
cultural economy of the area, the crop offers little in the way of new jobs for
unskilled farm workers since its operations are completely mechanized.

Tobacco was the major cash crop on 85 percent of the farms included in
the household survey, while cotton was fcremost in importance on 10 percent
of the farms (table 22). By tenure of farm operator, slightly over half of
the farmers were owners or part owners, 38 percent were sharecroppers, and _
8 percent were cash renters. Nearly three-fourths of white operators were
owners. or part owners, compared with a third of nonwhites. Ninety percent
of all sharecroppers operated tobacco farms.

Measured by gross value of agricultural cutput, farms in the area are
relatively sma2!l; the majcrity produced less than $5,000 annually. The smal!
size is influenced by the inclusion of sharecropper units as farms. Among
white farm cperators, relatively few of whom are sharecroppers, two-thirds
sold products valued at $5,000 or more and a third, in excess of $10,000.

Over 80 percent of nonwhite farm operators, three-fifths of them sharecroppers,
sold less than $5,000 of farm products.

"Nonagricultural industries.--Nonagricultural employment in the Coastal
Plain increased by 33 percent during the decade ended 1966. Of particular
significance to the economy of the area was an increase of 17,000 jobs in
manufacturing industries (table 23). 1In 1965, the payroll from manufactur-
ing industries.approximated the gross raceiots from farm marketings. The
rate of growth in manufacturing--80 percent during the decade--was more
rapid than that for the entire State. |If this rate can be sustained, it
holds promise of eventually alleviating the current problem of underemploy-
ment. The actual number of nonagricultural jobs created, however, was far
less- than the number of youth who entered the labor force, probably even
less than the number who sought to change from farm to nonfarm occupations
during the decade.

Population adjustments.--Many persons have migrated from the area in search
of better jobs. Of over 200,000 oersons under 20 years of age in 1940, nearly
half Lad left the area by 1960 (table 24). ©f those 20 to 29 years of age in
1940, a third were no longer in the area by 1960. Thus, it is estimated that
two-fifths of the population of the Coastal Plain under 30 years f age had
emigrated during the 20-year period.

Emigration was heaviest among youth; the majority who left were in their
twenties. Emigration was also much greater for nonwhites than whites. Of
158,000 nonwhites under age 30 in 1940, nearly 3 out of 5 had left the area
by 1960. Despite the greater outmigration of nonwhites, the nonwhite popula-
tion of the area increased slightly over the 1940-60 period because of an
extremely high birth rate. The proportion of nonwhite to total popuiation of
the area, however, decreased from 54 percent to 48 percent.




According to household survey data, these trends have continued through
the mid-1960's. The present addresses were obtained for children who had left
home to stay during the 10 years immediately preceding the survey. More than
half of these no longer lived in the 10-county area (table 1). For nonwhites,
more than 70 percent had left the area, the majority having emigrated to cities
of the Northern States. The number of nonwhites who emigrated from the Coastal
Plain during the last quarter century exceeds the number who remain.

Outmigration of population is common to most agricultural regions of the
Nation. |t is probable that the growth and strength of the American economy
have depended heavily upon a population willing to move in search of better
economic opportunity. Yet outmigration can also have debilitating effects
on a region. |Its Selectivity of certain skills, occupatiors, and educational
training may handicap local economic growth. The ioss of young adults de-
creases their ratio to the very young and the elderly, placing an extra burden
on those who must support schools and other social services. But irrespective
of the merits of outmigration, its reality is part of any appraisal of current
conditions within the area. Its effects are demonstrated or implied in much
of the information and analyses that follow.

General Characteristics of the Rural Population

The estimated number of rural households in the study area in 1966 was
58,000 (table 2). This is the number located in open-country rural areas and
in towns and villages of less than.2,500 population. 3/ About 50,000 house-
holds (87 percent) were located in the open country and 8,000 were in towns
and villages.

" Some 254,000 persons lived in the rural area of the Coastal Plain in 1966.
The population was divided in about the same proportion as the households,
222,000 (86 percent) lived in the open country and 32,000 lived in rural places--
towns and villages of less than 2,500 population.

Race, Residence, Age, and Size of Household

Of the total households, 55 percent were white and 45 percent were non-
white. h/ The household population was in the reverse proportion, however.
This was due to the larger size of nonwhite families--an average of 5.4 per-
sons, compared with 3.6 for whites (tables 3 and 25). Even though nonwhite
households averaged nearly 2 persons larger irrespective of residence, there
was a wide range in size of these households. A third contained 3 persons or

3/ Excludes the suburbs or built-up residential areas adjoining towns of
2,500 population or more. See the Sampling Procedure and Appendix for addi-
tional detail.

4/ Of the 453 nonwhite households, LUk (98 percent) were Negro, 5 were
American Indian, and 4 were classified as other nonwhite. For all practical
purposes ”nonwhlte" and ''Negro'' are. synonymous in the data and analyses.
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Table 2.--Expanded estimates of total rural households and population, by residence
and by race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

: : White : Nonwhi te
Residence . : Total : households households

Number Number - Number

Number of households , : 31,677 26,138
By area of residence: :
Open country : 26,19 23,541

5,481 2,597

By .arm-nonfarm residence: :
Farm operator households : 9,578 8,481

Nonfarm households : 39,756 22,099 17,657
Percent Percent Percent

Percentage of households................ :
By area of residence : 100.0

Open country : §2.9
Rural place : . 17.1

By farm-nonfarm residence : 100.
Farm operator households : ’ 30.
Nonfarm households : .

Percentage by race: : )
All households : 100.0 .

Open country households : 100.0 .
Rural! place households... H 100.0 .
Farm operator households : 100.0 .
Nonfarm households : 100.0 55.6

Number Number Number

Population in households 113,726 140,383
By area of residence: :

Open country population............. : 222,259 94,223 128,036
Rural place population : 31,850 19,503 12,347

By farm-nonfarm residence: : -
Farm population : 38,717 47,602
Nonfarm population : 167,790 75,009 - 92,781
. * Percent Percent - Percent
Percentage of population by residence: - _— _—
By area of residence : 100.0
Open country population : 82.9
Rural place population : 17.1

By farm-nonfarm residence : 100.0
Farm population : b,
Nonfarm population 6.

Percentage of population by race: :

Total population......... tesecsascanan :
Open country population ;

Rural place population
Farm population

Nonfarm population




Table 3.--Number of persons in rural households, by residence and by
race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

Place of residence . .

: - Farm _ : Nonfarm
Number of persons . . Total operator  : operator

households . |, ccholds : households

Pct.. No. Pct.
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e - .
less while, at the other extreme, a fourth were households of 8 or more per-
sons. Among nonwhite farm households, averaging 5.6 persons, 30 percent con-
tained 8 or more persons.

White farm operator households, averaging 4 persons, were substantially
larger- than the average of 3.4 for white nonfarm_households; proportionately,
the variation was greater than for nonwhites. The white open country and
rural place households averaged an identical 3.6 persons; nonwhite open country
households were larger than those in rural place.

Heads of all rural households had a median age of 48.5 years. There was
only slight variation in age between white and nonwhite heads with median ages
of 49 and 48, respectively. About a fifth were under 35 years of age and a_

——fifth-were-65-years or older (table &)

Table 4.--Age of heads of rural households, by residence and by race,
Northeast Ccastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

~

Place of residence

Age of heads

) : . Farm operator " . Nonfarm
. Total . households . households
No. Pct. No. Pct. No. Pct.
All households.........: 1002 100.0 313 100.0 689 100.0
Under 25 years....: sk 5.4 8 2.6 Le 6.7
25-34 years.......: 142 14,2 26 8.3 - 116 16.9
35-44 years.......: 228 22.8 88 28.1 140 20.2
L5 _sh years.......: 217 21.7 89 28.4 128 18.5
55-64 years.......: 177 17.7 66 21.1 11] 16.1
65 years and over.: 184 18.4 36 11.5 148 21.6
Median age.....: 48.5 L48.9 L48.4 £
White households ......: 549 108.0 166 100.0 383  100.0
Under 25 years ...: 32 . 5.8 5 3.1 27 7.0
25-34 years .... el 77 14.0 11 6.6 66 17.2
35-4k years ......: ilb 20.7 47 28.3 67 17.5
L5-54 years ......: 124 22.6 51 30.7 73 19.1
55-6L4 years ......: 98 17.9 35 21.1 — 63 16.4
65 years and over.: 104 18.9 17 10.2 87 22.7
Median age ....: 49.2 48.9 Lo 4 -
Nonwhite households ...: 453 100.0 147 . 100.0 306 100.0
Under 25 years ...: 22 4.8 3 2.0 19 6.2
25.34 years Ceeeeal 65 14,3 15 10.2 50 16.3
35-44 years ......: 114 25.1 U3 27.9 73 23.8
L5-54 years ......: 93 20.6 38 25.8 55 18.0
55-64 years ......: 79 17.4 31 21.1 . L8 15.7
65 years and over.: 80 17.7 19 12.9 61 19.9

Median age ....: 47.8 48.9 : L7.0




In comparing the heads of farm and nonfarm households, the median ages
are also similar but the distributions differ considerably. Relatively few
farm household heads were undgr 35 or over 65 years of age, 11 percent in
each case compared with more than a fifth of the nonfarm heads. This is to
be expected since a number of retired heads, most of whom are 65 years or
older are included in the general population. The fewness of farm operators
under 35 is additional evidence of the limited number of opportunities for
youth in farming during a period of sharp contraction of labor needs.

Nativity and Environment . -

The rural population is highly indigenous to the area. Nearly 90 per-
cent of the household heads were born in their county of residence or in an
adjoining county; only 4 percent were born outside the States of South Caro-
lina or North Carolina (table 26). Most had lived in the immediate area
all their lives. Heads of farm households were longer residents than those
of nonfarm households, nonwhites longer residents than whites.

Virtually all heads and spouses of farm households as well as those of
nonwhite households were reared on a farm or in the open country. Heads and
spouses of nonfarm households (whites, in particular) were not quite sc ex-
clusively farm reared. This is influenced by the "rural place" households,
predominantly white. It may also indicate greater mobility of the white
population within the area (not to be confused with the obviously greater
outmigrational mobility of the nonwhite population).

Education

Schooling.--The median years of formal schooling of heads of households
was 7.6 years. Their wives had a somewhat higher educational attainment, a
median of 9.6 years. A fifth of household heads and a third of their spouses
had completed high school. The levels of schooling and proportions complet-
ing high school were approximately the same for the farm and nonfarm popula-
tions (table 27). :

The educational levels of white heads of households and their spouses
were substantially higher than those of nonwhite households~-medians of 9.4
years and 5.3 years, respectively, for white and nonwhite heads and 11.9
years and 7.5 years for their spouses. In white households a third of the
heads and half of their spouses had completed high school, compared with 6
percent of nonwhite heads and 19 percent of their spouses.

Literacy.-2A11 heads and spouses who had completed less than 6 years of
schooling were asked whether they could read or write. It was assumed that
those with 6 years or more of schooling were literate. The survey showed
that a fifth of all heads of both farm and nonfarm households were illjterate.
Approximately a third of nonwhite compared with a tenth of white heads were
illiterate. Only 10 percent of the spouses were illiterate; however, the
rate was 3 percent for whites and 18 percent for nonwhites. The illiteracy
rate for nonfarm spouses--12 percent--was twice that for farm spouses.




Employment and Unemployment

Heads of households.--About 80 percent of all household heads were in
the labor force, the remaining fifth being retired, disabled, or housewives
(female heads who were not gainfully employed). Unemployment, defined as
those without jobs who were actively looking for work, was relatively low--
3.4 percent of the labor force. A slightly higher proportion of nonwhite
than whi;e household heads were unemployed, 3.7 percent against 3.2 percent
(table 5).

Since farm operators were employed byraéfinition, unemployment was con-
‘fined to heads of nonfarm houséholds. éﬂ Their unemployment rate was 4.3
percent. - R

" The unemployment rate for the heads of rural place households was at a
slightly higher rate of 5.5 percent, compared with less than 3 percent for
heads of open country households. This was probably due to the greater
availability of farm work for open country residents. 1t also suggests that
conventional methods of computing unemployment are inadequate to portray the
state of well-being in rural areas. The problem of low income usually results
from underemployment rather than actual unemployment. A person working at
an irregular seasonal farm job may be counted as employed even though the
extent of his employment during the year is relatively small.

Other factors also influence a low unemployment figure. Since few
alternatives to farmwork exist for the unskilled, they are likely to remain
either in the area doing farmwork or to leave the area in search of better
employment. Additionally, many of the poor occupy farm housing rent-free
or for services. For these, loss of job entails loss of housing as well.

Spouses of heads of households.--One of the outstanding characteristics
of rural households in the Coastal Plain is the small proportion of wives
who are employed. Spouses of heads of households were gainfully employed
in 27 percent of the households interviewed in the survey. Only 39 percent
of the spouses were in the labor force, the rest being principally house-
wives. By race, U4l percent of white spouses were in the labor force com-
pared with 34 percent for nonwhite. The extremely low rate for farmhold
spouses (30 percent) is due-to the exclusion of un,aid family labor in farm-
ing as employment. That about half of spouses of rural place households
were emp loyed is probably indicative of better employment opportunities for
women in small towns as opposed to open country.

Unemployment of spouses, as measured by conventional methods, was 13
percent of those in the labor force--9 percent for white spouses and 21

- percent for nonwhi'te, 15 percent for opencountry and 8 percent for rural

place spouses. |t is believed, however, that even these relatively high

5/ Persons who considered themselves to be employed at a regular job
or occupation were counted as employed whether or not they worked during
the week of enumeration.
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rates fail to measure the full extent of unemployment. An alternative method
of computing unemployment for spouses is developed in a subsequent section
of this study. 6/

Total Household Income From All Sources

Information was obtained from each household on the total income of all
members from all sources in 1965, the year preceding the survey. The median
income obtained was $2,733, with relatively small differences in income between
residential sectors (table 28). The 1960 Census of Population reported a
median rural family income for the area of $2,346 (based on 1959). To the
extent that the series of data are comparable, there has been some income
improvement. Even so, family incomes are considerably below the $3,800 median
for the urban population of the Coastal Plain in 1959 or the $4,600 median
for all urban families in South Carolina in 1959. The Census data for family
income exclude the income of unrelated individuals living in the household,
while this income was included in the household survey. This is believed to
be relatively minor since there were few unrelated individuals with incomes
in the survey households. Much more important, the household survey excluded
about 15,000 households in the residential areas surrounding towns of 2,500
population or more, counted by the 1960 Census as rural. These households
would be expected to have many of the known characteristics of suburbia, in-
cluding much higher than average incomes.

' The median income of $1,748 for nonwhite survey households was far below
the average for the drea or any rural residential sector; it was only two-
fifths the median of $4,500 for white households. The 1959 median income
for all nonwhite households (both urban and rural) in the Coastal Plain,
however, was $1,338. This suggests a substantial improvement in nonwhite.
incomes. Much of the indicated improvement was the reduction in nonwhite
households with incomes below $1,000--from 40 percent in 1959 down to 27
percent in 1965. Four-fifths of nonwhite survey househo lds, however, had
incomes below $3,000 in 1965. This figure is.frequently used to denote the
threshold of poverty.

A1l told, 55 percent of survey households had household incomes of less
than $3,000. Their identification by residence and race was 'as follows: 83
percent were in the open country while 12 percent were in touns or villages;
30 percent were farm operator households and 70 percent were nonfarm house-

_ holds; one-third were white households and the rest were nonwhite.

INCOME AND HOUSEHOLD SIZE AS INDICATORS OF RELATIVE ECONOMIC DEPR{VATION

Any measure of economic deprivation is relative to the standards and
values of the society that imposes criteria of need. In this richest of
nations we are justly concerned over the needs of a segment of our popula-
tion that would be judged affluent by comparison of their material possess-
ions with those of the masses of persons in less advantaged nations of the

6/ See Potential Unemployment of Spouses, page L3,
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world. Along with our ever-growing wealth, our measures of need are continu- .
ally reappraised., But economic deprivation, as used here, is intended to
measure- more than a fixed bundle of material goods. Basically, it is believed
to represent failure of families and individuals to participate in our cul-
tural-and material abundance.

The most common index used to measure need is family income, Currently,
an annual family income of $3,000 is frequently used as representing the
minimum level of adequacy to provide an average family with what are termed
the essential needs. This level of money income, taken in conjunction with
many other family and household characteristics, indicates that Substantial
numbers of rural households in the study area suffer from substandard incomes.
More than half of the 58,000 rural households reported incomes from all
sources of less than $3,000 in 1965, .

A Better Measure of Relative Need

Use of $3,000 to delineate a level of income adequacy, as with any other
specified amount, is arbitrary, Besides, it fails to distinguish between
the variety of family situations that determine need--the size of family,
members' ages, and members' assets and liabilities--factors that may inten-
sify or mitigate need.

The stages in the normal evolution of the family cycle, for example,
Create vastly different situations concerning need. The income reouirements
of a newly married couple are obviously less than those of families with
young dependent children. Families with only preschool children may have
less income needs: than those with older children requiring increasing expend-
itures for food, clothing, school, and socjadese®™ities. On the other hand,
the income requirements of older families whose children have left home would
be expected to decline, but with advancing age may come increasing expenses
for medical care. Among older families, however, there are frequently mitigat-
ing circumstances not measured by income alone. Many may be living from-their
accumulated savings; they may own their homes and have other investment capital;
their needs for food, clothing and social activities may also be less.

Although some farm-families may require less cash than nonfarm families
for food expenditures because of producing some of their own food, they fre-
quently have to pay more for many nonfood items. Even though nearly all farm
families reported having a garden, only 15 percent produced all of their
vegetable needs and only 40 percent produced at least three-fourths of their .
vegetables (table 29). Two-thirds of the farm families reported raising.
livestock and poultry for home consumption. Only 6 percent produced all of
their meat and 19 percent raised at least three-fourths of their meat. While
many nonfarm families also had vegetable gardens, these provided substantially
less of their vegetable needs. Relatively few nonfarm rural households pro-
duced meat for home consumption, .

Most immediate of .the factors determining need, however, is size of
fami ly. Other-factors held constant, need is in direct ratio to the number
of persons who é?e dependent on a given income. Most studies by home econo-
mists and others. to determine minimum income needs for familjc. are based on
family size,
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There is extreme variation in family size among Coastal Plain households.
One and two person households comprise more than a fourth of the families
(table 30). At the other extreme, a fifth are households containing seven
or more persons. Even greater variation in family size occurs among the” "
lower income groups. A third of households with annual incomes of less than
$3,000 contain one and two person families, while nearly a fourth contain
seven or more persons. Here the effect of race becomes dominant. Most white
households in the lower income groups contain one to three persons; those of
nonwhites are considerably larger.

To obtain a better measure of need than that provided by household in-
come alone, five categories of relative need based on household income and
size were developed (table 6). The categories were developed jointly with
researchers working on related studies in other regions for the purpose of
coordinating research efforts and providing interregional comparisons. Esti-
mates by Orshansky of minimum income needs for families by number of persons
in family were used as a guide in making these groupings. 7/ Although the
range in the frequency distribution of income does not permit absolute pre-
cision in the groupings, the categories are believed to be an improvement
over simple groupings by income.

W

Classified by this method, households in Classes | and 2 each comprised
a fourth of all rural households in the Coastal Plain. Even allowing for
many imperfections in the method of classifying these households, there ap-
pears little doubt that income deprivation is a serious problem in nearly
half of all households in the study area.

Characteristics of Economically Deprived Households

Population

The poor are largely nonwhite (table 7). Although nonwhite households
comprised less than half of the study area, they accounted -for nearly three-
fourths of households in Classes | and 2, Class | households, representing
the most serious income deprivation group, were four-fifths nonwhite. Due
to the larger size of houséholds in Classes | and 2, they comprised 57 per-
cent of the rural population (tables 8 and 31).

The burden of income deprivation falls heavily on youth--59 percent of
the persons in deprived households _were under 20 years of age. 0f all youth
under 20, two-thirds lived in households classified as economically deprived.
For nonwhite youth, who comprised nearly two-thirds of all rural youth in the
Coastal Plain, the chances of being poor, as defined, were nine out of ten.

Income deprivation is alSo an affliction of the elderly. More than half
of those 55 years of age or older were in Class 1 and 2 households, compared
with 47 percent of the age groups 20-54 years. The relationship between age
of the population and income deprivation, however, is substantially different

7/ Orshansky, Mollie, Sociai Security Bulletins, January and July,

1965.
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Table 6...Household size-income class: Relative income deprivation based on relationship of
income to household size 1/

Household income ; Class
: | H 2 H 3 H 4 R 5 H Total
: Criteria for establishing classes
$0-9999. . ¢ciieniinnnnnnn : 2 or more | person a- -—- .—- .
. : persons
$1,000-81,999...........: 5 or more 2.4 1 person ——- .= .
H persons persons
$2,000-$2,999........... : 9 or more 4.8 2 or3 | person ——- .-
H persons persons persons
$3,000-84,999.....:..... : ——- 8 or more 4.7 20r 3 | person
H persons persons persons
ss.ooo’s7 0“99 ...... PP cne .o 9 or more “-8 .'-3 -
: ) persons persons persons -
$705°°-$9.999 ........... : na - -ne 6 or more '-5 cn-
: persons persons
$10,000 and over........ H ——- —— —— 9 or more 1.8 -—-
persons persons

Number of households

$0-$999....cneennnnnn.. 128 38 - - - 166
$1,000.$1,999........... : 9 99 15 - - 205
$2,000-$2,999........... : 25 80 61 n - 1727
$3,000-$4,999........... : - 26 91 60 7 184
$5,000-$7,499........... ;- - - - 81 56 137
$7,500-$9,999........... : - - - 13 L9 62
$10,000 #nd over........ H - - - - N N

Total.......... s P 243 167 165 183 1002

: Percentage distribution of households

$0-$999.......cereen.n. :o52.5 15.6 . - . 16.6
$1,000-$%,999..... cerean s 37.3 40.7 9.0 - - 20.5
$2,000-$2,999.......... . 10.2 32.9 36.5 6.7 - 17.6
$3,000-$4,999........... : - 10.7 54.5 36.4 3.8 18.1
$5,000-$7,499.... ,..... : . - - 49.1 30.6 13.6
$7,500-§9,999........... : - - - 7.9 26.8 6.4
--$10,000 or more.,..,....: - - - - 38.8 7.1

TOt8leurevrnenennsnenet  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  10€.0

1/ Relative income deprivation classes: Class l-=seriously deprived; Class 2-.deprived;
Class 3--marginal; Class L--probably not deprived; Class S--definitely not deprived.

Source: Developed jointly by agricultural economists and rural sociologists working on re-
lated studias in the following ragions: Coastal Plain, South Carolina; Delta, Mississippi
and Louisians; Ozarks, Arkenses end Missouri. These categories grew out of the need to define
income deprivation mors precisely then provided by income alone and for uniformity in making
comparisons of deta by reglons.
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Table 8.--Household size-income class: Populaticn by race, Northeast
Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

- - arenne —— — - —

Total s
Total classes Class 1 ¢ Class 2
1l and 2 - I

Population by age

joo oo oo
0 oo o¢

!
|

All households ...eecevecccess
Less than 20 years .........
20-34 YeArS scccverecccncnns
35-54 years ....cccceecnonne
55 years or older ..........

1,485
300
421
318

White households .............
Less than 20 years .........
20-34 years ....cccccc000000
35-54 years ......cc0c0000en
55 years or clder ..........

482
207
61
95
119

Nonwhite households ..........
Less than 20 years .........
20-34 years ....cecccceveces
35-54 years ..c..ccn00cesnee
55 years or older ..........

2,042
1,278
239
326
199

°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
°
.
L
°
°
°
°
°
°

All households ....cccceeveene
Less than 20 years .........
«20=34 years .....ccc0000000
35-54 years ...cccveeccccees
55 years or older .......c...

L]
AN WW [« M WO RV, I W)

was~o0nn
NONWBS
L]
NNV N
wnosrww
L]
~SNWwVoOWn

White households ....ceceveene
Less than 20 years .........
20-34 years ....ccceevcvcces
35-54 years ....ccvovncenene
55 years or older ..........

Wk = NN
£ O O W

s fs pus fus pus
S
[ ]

O BN

Nonwhite households ..........:
Less than 20 years .........:
20-34 years oo ¢ec¢sccscscrse :

35_54 years ..............;7.:
55 years or older .... .....:

L -]
.
L]

[+
[ -]
L]
b
-~
L] L]
o

WiwwWwiNN
[=RV,]

L]

o oo

W
.
-~




for white and nonwhite households. - Among white households a fourth of the
population in Classes 1 and 2 were 55 years of age or older, compared with
a tenth of the nonwhite population.

Housing, Facilities, and Equipment

Nearly all families in Classes | and 2 lived in single-detached housing,
mostly located in neighborhoods of mixed racial composition (table 32).
About a th-ird owned their homes; nearly half occupied housing rent free or
for services usually associated with sharecropping or farm labor. Less than
a fifth paid cash rent and of these, most paid less than $20 a month. Hous-
ing was generally poor. Two-fifths of all dwellings were rated dilapidated
and an additional "two -fifths were deteriorating. Less than a fourth had hot
and cold running water, a flush toilet, or & bath or shower. Programs to
upgrade these housing conditions cannot be financed through the regular home-
improvement loan program with the occupant or owner- repaying the loan.

Most housing in the Coastal Plain ranged from 4 to 6 rooms in size.
Dwellings occupied by the poor averaged 4.8 rooms, only slightly smaller
than ‘the average of 5.2 rooms per dwelling for the area. Due to the larger
size of families, however, a relative overcrowding of population was appar-
ent among households in Class 1. Here, the average of 1.3 persons per room
was one-half greater than the area average of .8 persons per room.

Virtually all dwellings had electricity, an essential to many home con-
veniences. About three-fourths of the households had a radio or television;
85 percent had an electric or gas refrigerator; two-thirds had an electric
or gas stove; about half had a washing machine; two-fifths had a deep freeze;
and more than half owned an automobile or_truck.

Marital Status

Husband and wife families accounted ¥or Four-fifths of all study house-
holds (table 9). The rest were those in which the head--in most cases a
woman ~-was widowed, divorced, separated, or never married. The incidence
of income deprivation was much. greater for households headed by women. Two-
thirds -of such households were in Classes | and 2. They comprised more than
a fifth of all heads of economically deprived households.

For all households, the proportion with the spouse missing was slightly
higher for nonwhite than white households, 24 percent and 18 percent, respec-
tively. Among economically deprived households, the reverse was true. A
third of white households, compared with a fourth of nonwhite, represented
broken families. This was due to a higher incidence of widows among white
households in Classes | and 2.

Family Composition

The marital status of the household head assumes social significance to
the extent that children are involved. The absence of one parent frequently
creates financial problems as well as those of caring for and supervising

20
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children. Also, in households in which there are no children, the income

requi rements may be less; undoubtedly, the needs are different from house-
holds with children. .

Housel ids were grouped on the basis of whethar children of the house -
hold head 1 ved at home. Children of the head were present in 72 percent of
all househo Is--about two-thirds of those white against three-fourths of those
nonwhite. / income class, however, only three~fifths of white households in
Classes 1 ¢ » 2 contained children of the head, compared with four-fifths of
nonwhite ho rtholds. This probably reflects the somewhat older age of white
household k- :ds in these classes.

Of all nouseholds containing children of the head, about 15 percent were
broken home: (one parent missing), with small variation by race. Among house-
holds in Classes 1 and 2, however, broken homes comprised a fifth of nonwhite
and more thas a fourth of white households. )

Thus, white households classified as economically deprived differ from
nonwhite households in these respects: (a) A smaller proportion contained
children cf tke head; (b) when children of the head were present there was a
greater likelihood that one parent was missing.

Extended Familijes-

Broken homes in the Coastal Plain, however, are not so numerous in the
primary families as in secondary family units .living with the primary family.
These secondary units are termed extended families--households in which another
family unit, usually a married child of the head or the child's offspring,
also resides. Extended families may also contain parents or other relatives
of the head. . «tended families were much more prevalent among nonwhite than
white households. ‘“his is a partial explanation of the larger sizes of non-
white households. Ixtended families are known to resull from income depriva-
tion--a condition ui.der which children frequently continue to live with their
parents after marriage. 7

Households with extended families were grouped on the basis of whether
the secondary family contained dependent children. Those with dependent
children were further grouped by whether the children's parents were present
or whether they comprised a secondary broken home. Most extended families
contained dependent children of the third generation, i.e., grandchildren of
the household head. In virtually all“Cases at least one parent was missing;
in'most cases both parents were missing.

Four-fifths of the extended families containing dependent children were
in Class 1 and Z households; these were predominantly nonwhite. The mos t
prevalent situation was one in which the children lived with their grand-
parents and neither parent was present. Many are believed to represent cases
in which both parents have migrated out of the area.
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Thus, the burden of poverty is intensified for these household heads of
advancing age and for these youth who are victims of broken homes. Both prob-
ably exemplify an aftermath of the massive outmigration of young adults, par-
ticularly nonwbite, in search of better job opportunities. The burden is also
borne by those who must pay the added cost of schooling, health facilities,
and other social overhead expenses for these children.

-

[—

Education of Children N

~

It is probable that one of the major consequences of poverty is its im--
pact on the lives of youth, for through youth the consequences may be passed
to future generations. Two-thirds of all dependent children in rural areas
of the Coastal Plain were in households defined here as economically deprived.
These children are now in the formative years of preschool and school activi-
ties--years in which the values that are established and the schooling obtained
will influence not only their lives, but those of a generation yet to come.

Parents were asked a series of questions relating to education and school.
Two of these were: How much education do you think your children need to get

along well in the world? How much education do you expect your oldest son or
daughter now in school to get? Their answers were compared with the school
achievement of children still at home and that of grown children who had left

home to stay during the 10 years previous to the-study. .

Practically all parents believed that at least a high school education
was needed for a child to get along well in the world (tables 10 and 34). The
proportion of parents who believed at Teast @ high school education was needed
increased from 86 percent for Class | households to 100 percent for Classes k4
and 5. This association is shown in greater detail for individual income groups
and for white and nonwhite households separately.in table 35. While the edu-
cational level given by whites was slightly higher than by nonwhites, within
income groups there was little variation by race. It is likely that the smaller
proportion of parents believing that college was needed, among the lower in-

- come groups, was conditioned by the reality that they lacked the financial

means to provide a college education for their children. Of greater signifi-
cance, however, is the relatively high value all parents placed on education.

But the record of scholastic achievement of children of Class | and 2
households falls far below that which their parents believed is needed. 0f ~
all rural youth who left home to seek their fortunes during 1955-66, over
half did not complete high school. Three-fourths of these school dropouts
were reared in households defined here as economically deprived. Only | child
out of 4 from Class 1 households completed high school and about 2 out of 5
from Class 2 households.

The consequences are shown in the occupations now held by these youths
who are mostly stiil in their 20's (table 36). More than half of the youths
from Clas 1 househalds were employed as laborers; 10 percent were employed in
various seryices; a fourth had achieved blue-collar status as craftsmen and
operative,, piacticatly none were in white-collar or professional occupations.
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The somewhat higer educational attainment «f youths in Class 2 households is
associated with a decline in low skill occupations and a corresponding increase
in blue-collar, white-collar and professional o.cupations. The same relation-
ship extends through households in Classes 3, 4, and 5.

When judged by the standard that completion of high school is a minimum
educational requirement, the scholastic achievement of children of economic-
ally deprived households appears as a shocking failure. On the other hand,
the median years of schooling completed by children of Class | and 2 housew
holds was twice that for the heads of these households (table 10). Despite

these shortcomings, this represents generational progress that should not be
ignored.

Parents were also asked how much formal schooling they expected their
oldest child still in school to get. The expectation for daughters was slightly
higher than that for sons, an indication that their daughters, as a group,
were probably doing better scholastically than their sons. But even for sons,
more than three-fourths of parents in Class 1 households and 85 percent of
Class 2 households expected at least completion of high school.

This appears to hold promise of educational improvement for-children
currently in school. On the other hand, the parents' expectations may be
overly optimistic. The educational progress of children in school indicates
that a serious problem still exists among Class | and 2 households. Of all
schoolchildren 10-14 years of age, a tenth were 2 years or more below their
age-grant level, 8/ (table 37). In the 14-19 age group, the number similarly
retarded had increased to a fifth. Poor grades and age-grade retardation have
long been considered a leading cause of failure of children to complete high
school.

In households whers une or more children (either at htome or who had left
home) did not finish high school, information was obtaine« on why the youngest
of these children dropped out of school and the age at which he dropped out,
The youngest dropout was believed to be more representative of the current

reasons why children do not finish high school and the ages at which they
drop out., -

Of the variety of reasons, ''needed at home to work" was reported by about
a fourth of households in Classes 1 and 2. This was followed in order by "got
married or pregnant,' 'refused to attend school,! and 'wanted to go to work,"
each accounting for roughly a fifth. It is notable that ""opoor grades'' was
given as the major reason in only about 5 percent of the households (table 38).

Twice as many nonwhite households, as opposed to white, had a child that
dropped out of school. By race there was some variation in the reasons why
children dropped out of school; more of the nonwhite households gave !'needed
at home to work;'' more of the white households replied 'refused to attend,"
and ''got married." For income groups irrespective of race there is little

§/ A child was considered below age-grade level if there was a 2-.year
lag between his age at last birthday and the corresponding grade of school
completed assuming that he entered Ist grade at age 6. Thus, a child who
was |1 years of age at the time of the survey in the spring of 1966 was con-
sidered below age-grade level if he had completed %ess than the 3ra grade .
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Table 10.--Aspirations of parents for their children's educations and educational
achievement of children, rural households by household size-income class, North-
east Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

. .

| tem :Unit ; Total :Class | .Class 2;Class 3.Class bL.Class 5

. . y
H
i

Education parents think

Median years of schooling
completed:

children need: : :
X Households reporting.......: No. : 749 204 174 119 124 128
: Less than high school....: No. : 46 29 13 4 - -
High school or more......: No. : 703 175 161 115 124 128
Percent of total.......: Pct.; 93.9 35.8 92.5 96.6 100.0 100.0
.Education expected of oldest ; :
student son: : s
Households reporting.......: No. : 418 137 88 62 69 62
Less than high” school....: No. : 50 31 13 4 1 1
High school or more......: No. : 368 106 75 58 68 61
Percent of total.......: Pct.: 88.0 77.4 85.2 93.5 98.6 98.3
Education expected of oldest : . o _ ———
student daughter;— — - Ty T T -
Households reporting.......: No. : 385 133 9l 55 58 Lg
Less' than high school....: No. : 20 11 7 1 - 1
-~ High school or more......: No. : 365 122 84 54 58 47
Percent of total.......: Pct.; 94.8 91.7 92.3 98.2 100.0 97.9
Educational achievement of :
children 10-24 years of : :
age attending school: : : .
Children reported..........: No. : 1,055 Loy . 256 128 147 117
In school at age-grade @ : ) ’
leveleeeeeeeneeerensansat NOw ¢ 930 319 233 120 143 115
In school below age- : :
- grade level 1/...oevvvvet No.o ¢ 125 88 23 8 b 2
: Percent of total.......: Pct.: 11,8 21.6 9.0 6.3 2.7 1.7
Educational attainment of : :
children who left home to :
stay, 1955-66: : .
Chllidren reported..........: No. : 706 231 179 93 100 103
Less than high school....: No. : 370 169 1 Lo 37 13
- High school or more......: No. : 330 62 68 53 63 90
Percent of total.......: Pct.: 47.6 26.8 38.0 57.0 63.0 87.4

Heads of households........: Yrs. 6.1 4.5 5.3 8.1 . 7.5 9.5
Children who left..........: Yrs.: 11.7 9.1 10.8 12.2 12.3 12.9
‘,‘ 1/ Two years or more below the grade that should have been completed if the child

entered the first grade at 6 years of age.
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-achievement by their children; nor should an immediate transformation be ex-

discernible pattern to the reasons given. Three-fourths of all households
that had a child drop out of school were in income g9roups below $3,000; those
dropouts in households above this income figure were too few on which to base
conclusions.

More than half the children dropped out of school after they had reached
age 16 (table 38). White children continued in school until a slightly olcder
age than nonwhites. . .

To sum up brlefly, the expressed values of parents for education of their
children, while varying somewhat by économi¢ circumstances, were uniformly
high. Chuldren in economically deprived households, however, performed far
below their parents' expectations. This w{de disparity between parents' aspir.’
ations and actual scholastic achievement of children suggests parentsl inter-
pretation of desired response. Their responses may have been conditioned by
the publicity given in recent years to the problems of uneducated youth. Ex-
tension programs through radio, television, and other media have been aimed ¢
specifically at this target group. |If so, this is welcome evidence of the v
success of such programs, for it is with parents that progress toward educa-
tional improvement for children must begin. But the realization by parents
of the essentiality of schooling does not immediately engender educationa!

pected. The parents in question appear to be seriously handicapped both
culturally and financially, in the means to overcome this educational defi-
ciency.

The median education of Class 1 and 2 household heads was 4.5 and 5.3
years, respectively. |t may be reasonably assumed that a majority of them
were functionally illiterate. There was a direct association between educa-
tion of the family head and educational attainment of children who left home.
In cases in which the household head had less than 5 years of schooling, only
28 percent of the children completed high school (table 11). An educational
level of 5 to 8 years for the head was associated with a high school completion
rate for children of nearly half. For families in which the household head
had completed 9 or more years of schooi, four-fifths of the children complcted
high school.

A scarcity of books pur«ias:d fot their children to read was indicated
in the response to the questin *'Did ‘ou (or do you) buy books for your chil-
dren to read" (table 40). Tn s -»ule be icgically expected purely on the
basis of income available fo* sucy!'Mi-- .rims." Most-parents responded that
they made their children do t ei* st x: | homework and that they would try to

prevent them from quitting s¢ oo . B, nearly half of the parents in eco-
nomically deprived households cis ‘it aow the names of any of their children's
schoolteachers., It seems equall ike y that they, in turn, were not known

by the teachers. A communication «iap retween parents and teachers could ex-
plain part of the difference between parents' expectations and children's
scholastic progress. The extremely low formal schooling of parents in these
households could present a barrier to communication- through usual written
reports and records.
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Table 11.--Education of children who ieft home 'to stay" during 1955-66 by
education of head of rural household and by race, Northeast Coastal Plain
of South Carolina, 1966

Education of head of household

:Less than :5to 8 .9 years
: 5 years . years . or more

Education of child who left " Unit ° Total

All children who left : No. : 699 256 259 144
Did not complete high school : No. : 368 183 158 27
Completed high school : No. ;331 73 141 117

Percent completing high school.: . h7.4 28,5 L7.2 81.3

White children who left : No. T 299 54 144 101
Did not complete high schoocl .y No. 123 Ly 62 17 -
Completed high school : No. : 176 10 82 8L
, Percent completing high school.: . : 58,9 18.5 56.9 83.2

Nonwhite children who left .. : No. : Loo 202 155 43
~_Did not complete high school.....: No. -+ - -245 _ 139 . .. 96 - 10
Completed high school : . : 155 63 59 33
Percent completing high school.: . . 38.8 31.2 38.1 76.7

Use of Community Services

A communications gap also appears to exist not only with school but with
the large part of contemporary community services. Even though a fifth of
these households had used the services of the county health nurse during the
preceding year, fewer than 10 percent had any contact with the services of
the public library, the county extension agent, the home demonstration agent,
the vocational agricultural teacher, or the offices of the Soil Conservation
Service, Forest Service, or Farmers Home Administration (table 40). Some of
these services are highly specialized and oriented largely to land ownership,
but others are oriented to many of the problems of these households. Their
failure to use these services raises a number of questions. Are these services
available? Are they aware that these services exist? Are they cognizant of
their need for the services that are available? Are the services sufficiently
adapted to their needs or, although cognizant of such services, are they un-
willing to participate because of pride or the stigma associated with the
service?

The insularity of the poor is also evidenced by the lack of organizational
memberships of the households. Orly the church appears to provide a common
__communication medium. About 19 out of 20 families attended church services;
" more than three-fourths indicate¢ regular attendance. Church groups also had
attendance from ahout half of tha households. o
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Family Income by Source

Number of income recipients.--The number of income earners in a house-
hold is a measure of their participation in the labor force. Frequently, it
is a measure of the economic well-being of the household. Information as to
number of income recipients was not obtained from households with a total family
income of $10,000 or more. For the remainder of the households, no distinc-
tion was made here as to kind of income-.whether it was wages or salaries, net
business receipts, or property income--whether it was a full-time or part-time
job, and the amount of income received.

For all households, approximately half had only one income recipient
(table 41). Most of the remainder had two income recipients. Only about 10
percent of households had three or more persons with incomes.

A slightly higher proportion of farm than nonfarm households had only.
one income earner., The rew:on is that fewer wives of farm operators are in
the labor force (unpaid-far:ly labor on the farm was not considered employ-
ment for purposes of this «tudy). Three-fifths of nonwhite farm households,
for example, contained ¢nly one income recipient. Among nonfarm households,
however, 14 percent of ihose nonwhite reported three or more persons receiving
income, compared with 7 percent of those white.

">~ When related to household size-income class, the number of persons receiv-
ing an income appears to be important (table 12). Only two-fifths of the house-
holds in Classes | through 3 had two or more earners, compared with three-fourths
or more of those in Classes 4 and 5, This is, of course, related to differences
in the makeup of the population--the high proportion of children and elderly

"adults in Classes | and 2.

The household head was by far the chief income recipient, accounting for
60 percent or more of the total family income in three-fourths of all house-
holds.

Household status of income recipients.--Households in which there was no
emp loyment comprised 15 percent of all households in the Coastal Plain. These
were households that were completely dependent on nonwork sources of income. A
slightly higher proportion of white than nonwhite households had no employment.
Two-thirds of all households with no employment were in Classes | and 2, defined
here as economically deprived. These accounted for two-fifths of all white

households in these classes, again, reflecting the advanced age of the popula-
tion,

The two predominant family work situations, head only and head and spouse,
accountad for three-fifths of all households with employment, comprising a
higher proportion of white than nonwhite households. Whether or not the head
and spnuse both work appears to be an impertant determinant of economic well-
bei~g, the proportion increasing progressively from 10 percent of Class | house-
holds t» nerly 40 percent of Class 5 households, Among white households an
ever- stronger relationship exists. The same relationship appears to exist among
nonwhit2 households. The few nonwhites in Classes 4 and 5 prevent a valid com-
parison. One out of four households with only the head working was seriously

¥
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Table 12.--Income and employment characteristics of rurai households, by household size-income class and by race,
Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966 -

Houschold sizc-inconc ¢lass

1tem : Total : Class 1 : Class 2 : Class 3« Class 4 Class 5
. ¢ No. Pet, No. Pee.  No. -Pet.  Ne. Pet. No  Pet. ~ No. Pet.
Number of persons reporting income: i . -

Households reporting. . . . . .: 930 100.0 244 100.0 243 100.0 167 §00.0 164 100.0 112 100.0
Nome. . .., ..000 0.t 13 1.4 8 3.3 4 1.6 i 0.0 1 0.6 0 0.0
Ome . . ... v veeenatd 480 S1.6 138 S6.% 135  35.6 95  58.7 67 40.9 42 37.2
TWO o & v i ...t 345 37.1 65 26.6 79 32.5 57 34,1 83  50.6 61 54.0
Three . . . . ..:...0..: 58 6.2 14 5.7 15 6.2 Q 5.4 19 6.1 10 8.9
Four. . « v v v v v v v ot 17 1.8 9 3.7 2 0.8 3 1.8 "t 1.8 0 0.0

. Five. . . . ... oo v vt 12 1.3 6 2.5 6 2.5 0 0.0 i 0.6 0 0.0
SIx , L. e e e 3 0.3 2 0.8 1 0.4 G 0.6 g 0.0 0 0.0
Sevem . . . .. 4 .. 0. . .t 3 0.3 2 0.8 1 0.4 0 0.¢ 0 0.0 0 0.0 ]
Not reporting . ... .. .,.,: l eea 0 ---. 0 «a- 0 == i eee Q e-- ¢
Not applicabled/. _ © . . 170 g 2 0 - 0 --- 0 -mn 0 -e- 71 eee
Proportion of total family income :
veceived by houschold head: : L.

Households reporting. . . ., . .: 912 100.0 238 100.0 235 100.0 166 {00,0 162 100.0 }i11- 100.0 * . °
Nome. « . . v oo eeuawa: 21 2.3 ] 3.4 9 3.8 3 1.8 1 0.6 0 0.0
Less than 20% . , .~ .. ...: 11 1.2 1 0.4 2 0.9 2 1.2 4 2.5 2 1.8
202397, . . . i 4 e ...t 81 5.6 12 5.0 13 5.5 8 4.8 17 10.5 1 0.9
40-59%. + . v v o S e e ..t 131 1404 32 134 26 10.2 22 13.3 32 19.8 21 18.9
60-79%. . v . v v v i a ...t 128 14.0 19 8.0 28 11.9 21 12,7 28 17.3 32 28.8
80-997. . . ... ... ... 95 10.4 31 13.0 25  10.6 16 9.6 12 7.4 11 9.9
All L v s i e 475 5201 135  56.7 13, 57.0 9%  56.6 68  42.0 b 39.6

Not reported. . . . ..., ...: 19 ae- 6 «-- 8 - ) 3 ee- 1 -e-

Not applicablel/. . . ., . .,: 71 ... 0 =.. 0 --- 0 --e 0 - k) J—

Employment characteristics by race:

All households. . . ..., ., :1,002 100.0 244 100.0 243 100.0 167 100.0 165 100.0 133 100.0
No employment . . . . ., ., .: 146 14.6 46 18.9 52 21.4 2% 14.4 14 8.5 10 5.5
Headonly « . . ... ....: 413 4l.2 99  40.6 101  41.6 5 44.9 63 38.2 75 41,0

) Spouse anly . . 4 ., . .. .3 23 2.3 8 3.3 5 2.1 6 3.6 2 1.2 2 .l

Y Head and spouse . . . ., ..: 217 21.7 25 .10.2 32 13.2 39 23.4 51 30.9 70 383
Head and children . ., . ..: 77 1.7 26 10.7 17 7.0 10 6.0 16 9.7 8 4.%
Spouse nd children . . , . .. 3 0.3 2 0.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 .3
Head, spousc, and children. . : 45 4.5 9 3.7 16 6.6 4 2.4 6 3.6 10 5.5
Head, other related . . . . .: 22 2.2 11 4.5 3 1.2 3 1.8 3 1.8 2 1.1
Spouse, other related . , , . : 2 0.2 0o 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.5 .
Other . . . . ........: 5S4 5.4 18 1.4 16 6.6 6 3.6 10 6.1 4 2.2

Whice houscholds. . . . . . .. : 549 100.0 44 100.0 88 100.0 106 100.0 139 100.0 172 100.u
No employment ., . , . . ,, ., : 91 16.6 18 40.9 33 37.8 19 17.9 13 9.4 8 4.7
Head only . . . . wW . ... 223 40.6 12 27.3 31 35.2 51 48.1 56  40.3 73 42,4
Spouse only . . . s .. .. .2 11 2.0 2 4.5 0 0.0 S 4.7 2 1.4 2 _1.2
Head and spouse , . . . . .. : 140 25.5 2 4.5 7 8.0 19 17.9 45 32.4 67 9.0
Heed and children . . ., .. .: 33 6.0 3 6.8 8 9.1 5 4.7 -10 7.2 7 4.1
Spouse and children . . . ., : 2 0.4 1 2.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 —
Head, spouse, and children. .: 21 3.8 0 0.0 3 3.4 2 1.9 6 4.3 10 5.8
Head, other related . ., ., ... : 3 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.9 0 0.0 - 2 1.2
Spouse, other related , . . , : 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 - 0,0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Other . . ... ......v: 25 4.6 6 13.6 6 6.8 4 3.8 7 5.0 2 1.2

. Nonwhite households . . ., . , . : 453 100.0 200 100.0 155 100.0 61 100.0 26 100.0 11 100.0
No employment , . . ... ..: 55 12.1 28 14,0 19 12.3 5 8.2 1 3.8 2 18.2
Headonly . . . . ... ...: 190 41.9 87 43,5 70 45.2 24 39.3 7 26.9 2 18.2
Spouse only . ., ., . .. ...: 12 2.6 6 3.0 5 3.2 1 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0
Head and apouse , , , .. ..: 77 17.0 23 11.5 25  16.1 20 32.8 6 23.1 3 273
Vead and children., . . . ..: &4 9.7 23 11.5 9 5.8 5 8.2 6 23.1 1 9.1
Spouse and children ., . , ., . : 1 0.2 1 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Heal, spouse, and children. . : 24 5.3 9 4.5 13 8.4 2 3.3 0 0.0 0 0.0
Head, other related . .. ..: 19 4,2 11 5.5 3 1.9 2 3.3 3 11.8 0 0.0
Spouse, other related , , . . : 2 0.4 0 0.0 1 0.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1
- Other . . .. . .. .....: 29 6.4 12 6.0 10 6.5 2 3.3 3 11.5 2 18,2
l/Data were not obtained for households with total family {ncomes of $10,000 or more.
. - 29
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deprived. Only one out of eight households with both the head and spouse work- -
ing was in that deprivation class.

Sources of income,--Two-thirds of all rural households had only work sour-
ces of income, the proportion being slightly higher for nonwhite than-.white
houscholds (table 42). An additional fifth of households reported nonwork in-
come in addition towork income. Households dependent entirely on nonwork
income accounted for 13 pertent of all households. Most of these were white
households living from property and retirement income. Two-thirds of all house-
hulds depending entirely on nonwork income were in Classes | and 2 (table 13).
These comprised a third of all white households in these classes.

In summary, the number of persons receiving income is closely asso-
ciated with economic well-being. But it is not so much the number of persons
who work as the quaiity of their contribution to household income. Many
children, for example, may work seasonally or on weelends. Economic well-
being was closely associeted with whether or not the spouse works in additiou
to the head of household. Among sources of income, households differed princi-
pally in the larger proportion of those white, mostly in Classes 2 and 3, that \
are dependent entirely upon retirement and property income.

SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SAMPLE POPULATION

Household incone, as used here to measure zconomic well-being, includes
the incores of all members of the household. While a majority of rural house-
holds in the Coastal Plain contained simple fami'y units consisting of head,
spouse, and dependent children, a sizable numb-y 1+ e>tended families that
include members of three or four generations. In:wmes of a small number of -
unrelated individuals are also included. Houschoid income includes both work
income {(wages, salaries and net business receipts) and nonwork income (income
from property, retirements, compensations and welfare). As was shown, approxi-
mately a third of households reported nonwork income and in about half of the
households, members other than the head were employed.

Physical Characteristics

Age of Household Heads

Heads of rural households in the Coastal Plain were fairly evenly dis-
tributed by age groups and by race. Among white households there was a close
association of decreasing economic well-being with advancing age. Nearly a
third of all white households in Classes 1 and 2 had heads that were 65 years
of age or older; heads that were 55 or older accounted for well over half of
these classes. There was no apparent association between age of head and eco-
nomic well-being among nonwhite households (table 14).
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Sex of Household Heads

Households headed by women had much lower incomes. As was shown, two-
thirds were classified as economically deprived (table 7). While households
with female heads made up only 16 percent of al] households, they comprised
a fifth of households in Classes | and 2. By income groups, the association
is more apparent. Among households with less than $1,000 income, 35 percent
had female heads; among white households with less than $2,000 income, 36
percent had female heads (table 43), o

As mentioned previously, female heads were either widowed, divorced,
separated, or never married. About three-fourths were widowed. As would
be e¢xpected, they are older. Half of white female heads and a third of non.
white are 65 years of age or older. They comprise a third of all house-
holds in which the head was 65 or older (table 4b).

Disability of Household Heads and Their Spouses

A fourth of all household heads were disabled--14 percent partially and
11 percent totally (tables 14 and 45). Disabled heads were about equally
divided by race. Half of all heads of white households in'Classes | and 2
were disabled. Disabled heads were even more numerous in nonwhite households
in these classes, but comprised only about 27 percent of the total house.
holds.

As would be expected, many of the disabilities are associated with advanc.
ing age. About U5 percen:i of al) disabilities were among household heads
who were 65 years of age; three-fourths of all disabilities were accounted
for by those over 55 (table 48). Approximately the same relationship pre-
vailed by race of household head except for a hicher Proportion of disability
among nonwhiies after age 65.

Ninety-two percent of heads without disabilities were empioyed, compared
with 62 percent of those with partial disabilities and only 7 percent of the
totally disabled (table 47). of those employed, nearly two-thirds of the
disabled were farmers or farm laborers.. Nearly a fifth of al) heads whose
major occupation was agriculture were partially or totally disabled. Agricul -
ture, unlike many other occupations, can utilize workers in varying degrees
of activity. Many who would be unable to meet the labor demands of a nonfarm
job can manage a farm operatior, farm at reduced scale, or perform certain
types of farm labor. It is probable tha: many of these, if it were not for
farming, would not be in the labor force at all.

Among farm operators, the proportion of partial disabilities is approxi-
mately the same as for the remainder of household heads, including those who
are not in the labor force (table 48) .

While partial disabilities were at approximately the same rate for beth
the head and spouse, total disability among Spouses was only 2 percent (table
49). Disability was slightly higher for nonwhite than white spouses, Dis.
ability of spouses was closely associated with economic well-being. A fourth
of spouses in Class | households and a fifth of those in Class 2 were disabled.
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In all, two-thirds of households wi;h disabled spouses were in households
defined as economically deprived. .

Disability among spouses wculd also be expected to be associated with
advanced age. <‘he fact that fewer spouses than heads were totally disabled
is probably due to the extremely low proportion of spouses who are in the
labor force. The household heads, employed largely at physical labor, could
be totally disabled by ailments that would not necessarily disable a spouse
from doing housework.

Skills

Education by Age

[ .!f

Formal schooling of the population is inversely associated with age;
that is, younger age groups tend to have more schooling than older ones. This
is because of the progressive improvement in schools and their increasing ac-
cessahility to all. It is a!go probable that each new generation is aided
in this respect by the accomplishment of the preceding one.

. The median years of schooling for all rural heads of households in the
Coastal Plain was 7.6 years, meaning that half had completed less than this
amount of schooling. By age group, the median for heads 65 years of age and
older was 5 years, or half that for heads under 35 (table 15). The propor-
tion of heads completing high school declined with advancing age. Only 14
percent of heads 65 years or older finished high school.

The nedian education of white household heads was 9.4 years, compared
with 5.3 for nonwhites; about a third of white ana only 6 percent of nonwhite
heads had completed high school.

The - jes of white household heads ‘were closely associated with educa-
tional at-ainment. More than-two-fifths of those under U5 years of age had
completed high school; a fourth of those 45-64 years of age; a fifth of those
65 years of age and older. The median educational level rose from about 8
years for heads 65 or more to nearly 12 years for those under 35.

Among nonwhite heads, there was a sharp increase in median years of school-
ing from &4 years for those 65 or older to 8 years for those under 35. The
proportions that completed high school, hawever, were only 14 percent of the
age group below 35. Among older age groups, the proportion finishing high
school--6 percent or less--apparently was not associated with age.

In examining the present educational attainment of the population of the
Coastal Plain, or any.other area that has experienced a rapid outmigration of
young adults, one must be cognizant of the effects of outmigration and its
selectivity for many of those who have achieved higher education. This would
be-particularly true of the nonwhite population among whom® emigration has
been greatest. It cannot be assumed, for example, that the high schools of
the Coastal Plain graduated only 14 percent of nonwhite rural males in the
under 35 age group nor, for that matter, only two-fifths of white rural males.
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Employment Status by Education

Approximately a tifth of household heads were not working (table 16).
0f these, more than half were retired, a third were totally disabled, and the
remainder were housewives not in the labor force. The vast majority of these
were in the lower educational groups. This would be expected of the retired
because of the association of advanced age with less formal schooling, men-
tioned previously. Disability is also associated with advancing age. Unem-
ployment also appears to be higher among those with little schooling.

A slightly higher proportion of white than nonwhite heads were not in
the labor force--23 percent and 19 percent, respectively. A slightly higher
proportion of whites were retired. Unemployment was about equally divided
by race, but the rate of unemployment was higher for whites when expressed
as a proportion of the groups in lower educational levels.

Occupation by Education

Occupation is an important measure of the quality of the labor force.
For many jobs in professional and technical categories, prescribed. amounts of
formal schooling are set as minimum requirements. The white-collar occupa-
tioas, for example, usually require sufficient schooling for proficiency in
reading, writing, and accounting procedures. The blue-collar skills for crafts
and mechanical operations will usually require proficiency in following written
instructions and solving simple arithmetic problems. These also usually re-
quire special training and experience-not measured by formal schooling alone.
Farm and nonfarm labor, domestic service, and many other service occupations
are usually considered low skill occupations in that work is often performed
under close supervision and the tasks frequently require little formal edu-
cation. The variation in types of jobs, however, covers a wide range in both
skillc » . experience. Many of these would also require minimum levels of
literacy for following written instructions. i

Approximately four-fifths of all househoid heads were employed (tables 17
and 50). The white-collar occupations were very closely associated with years
of schooling. Slightly less than a fourth of heads had completed high school.
These high school graduates held nearly two-thirds of all white-collar jobs,
including professional, management, clerical and sales. The jobs held by high
school graduates were, in order: white-collar--43 percent; farming-.27 per-
cent; blue-collar--2k4 percent; and nonfarm labor--6 percent.

More than two-fifths of all blue-collar occupations--craftsmen and oper-
atives--were in the educational groups 8 to 11 years. These occupations com-
prised a third of those reported by this educational group followed by farming,
25 percent, and labor, 20 percent.

Two-thirds of all farm and nonfarm laborers had less than 8 years of school-
ing. Of the educational group with less than 8 years of schooling, two-fifths
were farmers, two-fifths laborers, 10 percent blue-collar, and the remainder
private household and service workers.
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Farming was not associated with educational attainment. It is extremely
likely, however, that many of the farmers in the lower educational groups are
sharecroppers. As such, they would more nearly fall in the category with farn
and other laborers. ‘

By race of household head, the relationships between education and occu-
pation are similar to the total; within each race there is evidence of increas-
ing skill of occupation associated with increasing education. For white heads,
this relationship is clearly discernible. For nonwhites, however, there are
too few in the higher educational groups for valid observations concerning
higher skilled occupations.

Education by Class of Relative Economic Deprivation

) Education of household heads was closely associated with economic well-
being. Among households in Classes | and 2, nearly half had completed less
than 5 years of school; only 1 in 25 had completed high school (table 18).
The proportion of heads completing high school increased progressively from
2.4 percent of Class 1 to nearly half of Class 5 households. The general
relationship of increasing economic well-being with increasing education was
observed in both white and nonwhite households. ‘Economic well-being is also
directly associated with education of the spouse. The proportion completing
high school increased from 6 percent of Class | households to two-thirds of
Class 5 (table 50). Women without educational training are even more handi-
capped than men in securing employment because they are unable to do jobs
demanding physical strength. Their principal alternatives are domestic
service or certain types of seasonal work in agriculture, with the lTatter
rapidly disappearing due to increasing mechanization. This largely explains
the low proportion of spouses from economically deprived households in the
labor force, -~ -

Besides economic well-being being highly dependent upon whether the spouse
is employed along with her husband, the education of the couple appears to be
directly correlated. Thus, along with increasing education of the head of
household, there is increasing probability that his wife is also emp loyed at
a job that is commensurate with her educational training, This emphasizes
the dual role of education of both head and spouse on economic well-being.

Household Income by Employment Status

As mentioned previously, household income is a composite of income received
by all individuals from all sources--work income such as wages and salaries and
net business receipts and nonwork income consisting of rent, interest dividends'
retirement annuities, disability compensations, and welfare. As was shown,
emp loyment by other family members, particularly wives, is associated with
increasing economic well-being. However, the household head was the only in-
come recipient in two-fifths of all households and received 60 percent or
more of the income in three-fourths of all households (tables 12 and 13).

Thus, relating the employment status and occupation of household heads to
total household income from all sources has validity orily to the extent that
they are the major income earners.
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Approximately four-fifths of all household heads were in the labor force
(table 51). This proportion rose, however, from 64 percent of those with house-
hold incomes of less than $1,000 to 95 percent for those with incomes of $5,000
or more. Unemployment was only 3.4 percent of the tctal civilian labor force
but 5 percent among households with incomes below $2,000. Household heads that
were not in the labor force comprised a third of all households with incomes
under $2,000. These were principally retired heads but also include totally
disabled heads and female heads that gave their major activity as "housewife."

Occupation and Economic Well-Being

Household income is closely related to the occupations of heads of house-
holds. Slightly more than half of those who were employed were in households
with total incomes of $3,000 or more, compared with on.y 20 percent of those
who were not in the labor force (table 52). A high proportion of professionals,
managers and officials, clerical and sales workers, and draftmen and operatives
were in the upper income groups. Farmers dominated the highest income group--
$10,000 or more--as well as some of the lowest income groups. This is a result
of including sharecroppers in the same category with other farmers. White heads
of households dominated the higher skilled occupations and the higher income
categories; nonwhite heads were predominantly in low skill occupatnons and .
dominated the lower income categories.

Slightly more than half of household heads were employed in the nonfarm
sector of the economy (table 19). Half of all white-collar workers were in
households in Class 5. Blue-collar workers were slightly lower in economic
well-being; about a fourth were in Classes | and 2, along with half of non-
farm laborers. It is the agricultural sector that contains most of the low
skill jobs and iow incomes. These are farm sharecroppers and farm laborers.
Four-fifths of farm sharecroppers and 90 percent of farm laborers headed house-
holds that were classed here as economically deprived. Most of these were
nonwhite. For detailed occupation by household size-income class, see table 53.

Average Hours Worked Per Week

The average hours worked per week were obtained for all employed heads
except those whose major occupation was farm proprietor. Included in the
estimate are farmers whose major occupation was nonfarm and all farm laborers.

The majority of household heads were employed full time (table 54). Only
7 percent reported a workweek of 35 hours or less. Half were included in the
36-45 hour group that brackets the standard 40 hour workweek., The sizable
proportion working 46 or more hours per week (44 percent) is probably attribut-
able to the peak demands of agriculture at the time of the survey as well as
dual job holding.

A higher proportion of nonwhite than white heads reported less than a
full workweek, 11 percent and 4 percent, respectively. Additionally, 4 per-"’
cent of nonwhite heads reported seasonal or irregular employment. Thus, it
would appear that about 15 percent of nonwhite heads are employed only part
time.
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Table i9.--Major occupation of heads of rural households, by household size-income class and by
race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

Household size-income class
Total 1+ 2 : 3 : 4 : 5

Major occupation

----------------------- Numbereeccececacccccaaacaan
A1l household headSeseeeeoeoenesnsvonooccsseel 787 181 166 133 138 169
Nonagricul tural SECtOFeeeee.veurvsnsnacecnst 420 42 79 89 93 117
White-collar skills 1/...iveeesceosccnccost 118 1 8 18 29 62
Blue—collar skills 27...everneeencennnas.t 186 1" Lo 38 50 47
Nonfarm laborers 3/ .c.uu.venieunnnnneesat 116 30 31 33 14 8
Agricultural SeCtOr.eeeeeeeeerssososccccocel 367 139 87 Ly Ls 52
Farm proprietors B/. .. ciiuiuinecnceccneat 147 23 19 25 35 b5
ShareCroPPerS.cececeeeecesssoscsocsocscesl 120 57 37 13 7 6
Farm 18bOrers.sscessscecseessssesennsseeet =~ 100 59 31 6 3 1
White household heads.eeeeeeereeevescoonnaneal’ 423 20 - 49 80 15 159
Nopagricultural SEeCctOr..e.e.eeeveccoooosoesses 275 4 24 55 81 11
White-collar SKillS.seeeeooesooooocscsoest 103 - 3 14 26 60
“TBlue~collar SKillSiseeeeceasesoonnnsssseesd ~ 132 1 14 26 L6 45
P ONTATM 18DOTerS.seersessoeocecccscsonosel 4o 3 7 15 9 6
Agricultural SEeCtOr.e.eeessoeesoocccocsancsl 48 16 25 25 34 48
) Farm proprietors..ceeceeececsvecesssoessss 104 s 9 18 29 41
SharECrOPPErS e eesesessoocsensnccnsnncnoel 33 3 1 7 b 6
Farm laborers...eeeeeeeceeseenecessonnnnsl 11 4 5 - 1 1
Nonwhite household heads...oeevereencnscesseel 364 161 117 53 23 10
Nonagricultural SectoOr.cieeeeeseoossoscocest 145 38 55 34 12 6
White-collar sKillS.,.eeeeeeereoonsconaneel 15 | 5 4 3 2
Blue=collar sKillS.eeeeeeeoensonsoosocooe? s4 10 26 12 4 2
Nonfarm 1abor..eeeeeessceeecscocscooscesel 76 27 24 18 5 2
Agricultural SeCtOr.iveceeeveeensosscossnoest 219 123 62 19 1 ]
Farm Proprietors....cueeeciossssoscnsocnast 43 15 10 7 7 b
ShareCrOPPerS,suseeceerorescnccsascnoneret 37 53 26 6 2 -
Farm 18borers.eeeseeeseecceensooscosscnsel 89 55 26— — 6 2
----------------------- Percentececceccccncccccanam
All household headS.eeeeeeeeecenssocesonsocess 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Nonagricultural SeCtOr...evvveevecosveccaesl 53.3 23.2 47.6 66.9 67.4 69.3
White-collar sKillS..eeisvoeooooooonoeseat 15.6 0.6 4.8 13.5 21.0 36.7
Blue-collar skillS..eueeeeeesoooonssoceesl 23.6 6.1 24,1 28.6 36.3 27.8
NONfarm 18bOr.ceeeeeeecceooceconssonnoonst 14,7 16.6 18.7 24.8 10.2 4.7
Agricultural SeCtor.siiieeeeeeecesocecoonoeet 46.6 76.7 52.4 33.1 32.6 30.8
Farm ProprietorS.seeeessceccscosencossssesd 18.7 12.7 1.4 18.8 25.4 26.6 °
ShareCrOPPerS, vssesserorcocscoscsccsonest 15,2 31.5 22.3 9.8 5.1 3.6
Farm 1aborers.ceeeeesssceeecccccsscoconnst 12.7 32.6 18.7 4.5 2.2 0.6
. Al] household headS.eeeecesssoccoeososcccnseest  100.0 23.0 21,1 16.9 17.5 21.5
Nonagricultural Sectore.ceeecececeecensnsasat  100.0 10.0 18.8 21.2 22,1 27.8
White-collar skillS.ieeeeecensioececeoeas? 100.0 0.8 6.8 15.3 24.6 52.5
Blue_collar skillS.usseessaseoseossoscaest 100.0 5.9 21.5 20.4 26.9 25.3
Nonfarm 1abor..eesecessecsecvecescsecensst  100.0 25.9 26.7 28.4 12.1 6.9
Agricultural SeCtOr.eeeeeeeeceecccennvcecest 100.0 37.2 23.7 12,0 12.3 14,2
Farm Proprietors.eeeeeeceeeesscosssccsnces 100.0 15.6 12.9 17.0 23.8 30.6
ShareCropPers.cceescescossssccoscsscosssst 100.0 47.5 - 30.8 10.8 5.8 5.0
Farm 1aborers..eeeessscecsccnccesoocneasst 100.0 59.0 31.0 6.0 3.0 1.0

1/ Professional, technical,proprietors, and managers, except farm, clerical, sales, and kindred.
Z/ Craftsmen, operatives, and service workers, except private household. .

3/ Includes private household workers.

B/ Excludes sharecroppers.




Unemplozment

UnemploymeQEkin Last & Years

Employed heads of households (excluding those whose major occupation was
farming) were asked a series of questions in 1966 relating to unemployment
during thé previous S.year period. These were: (a) Have you been unempioved
during the last 5 years? (b) how many times were you unemployed? (c) what
was the total length of time you were unemp loved? and (d) how many other jobs
have you had in the last § years? ,

Of the employed labor force, 12 percent reported that they had been un-
employed at some time during the last § years (table 55). This percentage
was fairly uniform among age groups, except for those over 65 and those under
25. In these age groups the numbers responding to the questions were too
few on which to base a valid conclusion regarding differences. Most emp loyed

- heads 65 or older had farming as their major occupation; hence, they were not

asked the question on unemployment.

Of those who were unemployed at some time curing the last § years a major-
ity were unemployed more than once., About half of them were unemployed §
months or longer. There was no apparent difference in the proportion of un-
emp loyment during the last 5 years by race.

Different Jobs Held in Last 5 Years

The number of different jobs held in the last § years can indicate
(a) the extent of an individual's mobility with respect to changing to higher
paying jobs or (b) the extent to which an individual has difficulty securing
and keeping a regular job. Thus, the responses to the question 'How many
other jobs have you had in the last § years?'" cannot be interpreted without
reference to a number of other attributes, such as education, occupation,
and income.

Nearly three-fifths of employed heads had held the same jobs during the
5 years immediately preceding the survey (table 55). A slightly higher pro.
portion of nonwhite than white heads had held the same jobs. The number of"
other jobs held increased with decreasing age of head.

Potential Unemsloyment of Spouses
Yy P

As was shown, unemployment among heads of households was relatively low,
amounting to 3.6 percent of the labor force. Spouses had a considerably higher
unemp loyment rate of 13 percent. 9/ It was believed, however, that traditional
methods of determining unemployment understated the number of persons who

9/ To determine unemployment, all heads and spouses that were not employed
were asked if they were looking for work and what they were doing to try to
find a job. To be considered unemployed, a person needed to have recently
made some effort to find a job, ranging from registering at the unemployment
office to merely asking friends about jobs. This is approximately comparable
to Bureau of Census and Bureau of Labor Statistic's procedures,
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desired jobs and who might look for a job if they thcught one was avail-
able. All spouses who were not in the labor force were asked '"if a job were
available for which you were qualified, would you acci:pt employment?'!

Two-fifths of spouses that were not in the labor force indicated that
they would accept a job (table 20). By race, thr:e-fifths of nonwhite spouses,
compared with a fourth of white spouses, desire. employment. Among spouses
in Class 1 and 2 households, this proportiun was more than half. |

If those spouses who desired a job were added to the rolls of the unem-
ployed, their potential unemployment rate would rise to 46 percent. Potential
unemp loyment, as defined, would then account for a third of white spouses,
three-fifths of nonwhite spouses, and more than half of spouses of Class |
and 2 households,

Converted to expanded totals for the area, 13,500 spou.es of rural house-
holds would be available for employment. This compares wit1 15,300 who were
actually employed. It is improbable that all spouses who indicated that they
would accept a job would do so if the opportunity were present, It is highly
unlikely that all are employable in terms of age, health and, particularly,
education and training. The data are believed to be illustrative, however,
of the magnitude of joblessness among women.

Adult Training and Job Mobility

Interest in Adult Training

Household heads and spouses were asked whether they would take education
or special training courses it such courses wzre available and free of charge.
About half of all household heads and slightly more than half of the spouses
answered ''yes' (table 56). Three-fifths or more of heads and spouses of Class
1 households indicated a desire for training. These should logically have
the greatest economic incentive for self improvement. Their somewhat greater
expressed interest in adult training is also ausociated with the greater pro-
portion of nonwhites. Three-fifths of all nonwhite heads and two-thirds of
nonwhite spouses indicated interest in training courses: the respective pro-
nortians for the white population were 43 percent and 47 percent, respectively
(table 57).

The types of training most frequently desired by men were crafts, 61 per-
cent, and industrial operations, 13 percent. Women requested training for
industrial operations, clerical and secretarial jobs, professional and tech-
nical work, and service skills, in that order. There was a progressive prefer-
ence for white collar over blue collar training associated with increasing
economic well-being (as indicated by Classes 1 through 5).

The uniformly high interest in job training irrespective of categories
of relative economic need indicates that other factors are also responsible
for determining interest, such as age, health, formal education, work experi-
ence, family and occupational responsibilities, and attitudes toward change.
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Table 20.--Would spouse who was not in the labor force accept a job if one
were available for which she were qualified, rural households by house-
hold size ~income class and race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Caro-
lina, 1966

All spouses not in the labor force
Race and household . -
size-income class : Tota! . Would n9t . would.
reporting ; . accept job . accept job
| ecesrccccrcccen- Number-ceeeccecrcccacacaaa -
? X el

Spouses by race: :

All SPOUSES...ev e enuenansanat 467 276 191
White............... cesecoeas : 254 190 64

| Nonwhite............ cereseaadt 213 86 127

Spousesvby household size-income :

class: | .

A1l spouses.......... e eeeeeeadt L67 ] 276 191
Class 1....cvevnnnn. N .2 144 60 84
Class 2......covivvnnnnnnn. ..l 101 57 Ly
Class 3......... ceeeeas ceeeaal 79 51 28
Class 4......... Ceeeeerenaaaat 70 50 20
Class §5...c.vvun.n. ceeeeaaaad 73 58 15

-------- eememcesPercenteccecccmccacmcaaa.

All spouses....... Cheeeeeaaaan : 100.0 59.1 40.9
White......oiiiiinnnnnenaaas 100.0 74.8 25.2
Nonwhite.......c.civvvnnnennn 100.0 Lo.4 59.6

All SPOUSES. .. ivveieennsiansaaat 100.0 100.0 - 100.0
White..........coeuen... R 1 7 T 68.8 33.5
Nonwhite...........ciiveuenaas 45.6 31.2 66.5

ATl Spouses.......i..cveeeen..i 100.0 59, 1 40.9
Class l....ovuann... ceeesaaaat 100.0 41.7 58.3
Class 2.......... cetiienaaaaad 100.0 56.4 L3.6
Class 3......c...... ceeeeeann : 100.0 . 6h. 35.4
Class 4............. Ceeraen. .3 100.0 71.4 28.6

. Class 5........... teectosaneat 100.0 79.5 20.5

All spouseS........... ceenee. oo 100.0 . 100.0 190.0
Class J.iineeiiinneennnnnnnn. . 30.8 21.7 4.0
Class 2............. - 21.6 20.7 22.0
Class 3.....ccevuun. R : 16.9 18.5 4.7
Class b, .. ciiiiiieiiennnnnnes 15.0 18. 10.5
Class 5...,cciiiiiennn.. ceeast 15.6 21.0 7.9
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The high interest in training by adults also has possible significance
to present or proposed adult training programs in the Coastal Plain. Job
training is frequently viewed as a direct means of aiding those in greatest
need by upgrading their skills and economic productivity. But many of those
in greatest need may lack.the educational and other attributes to advance
beyond simple manual skills. A local demand for even these skills may be
lacking because of insufficient local economic growth. Under such circum-
stances it is likely that adult training, in order to be effective, must be

* viewed in the perspective of upgrading the entire labor force as a means of

stimulating overall economic growth and employment within the area.

Interest in Changing Jobs or Moving

A1l heads of households were asked a series of questions regarding their
willingness to change jobs for higher pay, to commute to better paying jobs
in other locations, and to move from the community, if necessary, in order
to secure higher income.

Over half of them indicated a willingness to change to a higher paying
job (table 58). For Class | household heads, whose incentive to change jobs -
would seem greatest, this proportion was 60 percent. The median wage needed
to induce a change in jobs was about $55 per week for Class | heads ~nd ranged
upward to more than $100 per week for Class 5 heads. Nonwhite head-, also
generally having a greater economic incentive,shoved greater willingness to
change jobs than white heads-.63 percent and 46 percent, respectively (table
59). The median wage required to induce a change of jobs, $55 for nonwhite
and $95 for white, is a differential that probably reflects their current
relative economic status.

Although most rural household heads would change jobs for a price, less
than a third were willing to move or relocate 50 miles to secure such a job.
Again, greater potential mobility was shown by heads of Class | and 2 house-
holds (39 percent and 30 percent) and by nonwkite heads (38 pe:cent) than
was true of all heads.

Relatively few household heads (16 percent) wers willing to move 200 miles
or more to improve their incomes. Heads of.Class | nouseholds and nonwhite
heads indicated a slightly greater willingness of about 20 perzent.

In evaluating the willingness of household heads to move in search of
better job opportunity, we must recognize the massive outmigration from the
area that has already .aken place and the probable selectivity of the pro-
cess. To a large degree, the questions on willingness to migrate were asked
of those who, for various reasons, did not join this vast stream. They would
be expected to differ in their attributes from those who left.

In a phase of a study directed specifically to the heads of farm house-

holds in the Coastal Plain, Marr concluded that potential mobility increased
with decreasing age and economic status, but was not related to formal
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‘educational achievement. 10/ Thus an expressed willingness to become mobi le

does not necessarily impart a capacity on the individual to improve his eco-
nomiv status through mobility. Many heads of farm households who expressed
willingness to change jobs or move to new locations were handicapped because
they had little formal schooling. The rather high potential for mobitity of
heads of Class | households and of nonwhite heads, together with the lower
educational achievement of these groups, suggests that Marr's conclusions
regarding mobility of heads of farm households may be equally valid for non-
farm heads,

Income Versus Jnb Security

The choices an individual makes regarding change are influenced by his
outlook on an uncertain future and his willingness or unwillingness to dis-
card something familiar and sure for something untried, and hence, unsure.

In a choice between the present and a higher paying job, for example, an iuadi-
vidual must weigh the chances for additional income against his appraisal of
the risk or uncertainty associated with the new job.

Heads of households were asked to select which of three types of jobs
they preferred: ({a) a job that pays only a moderate income but which you
are sure of keeping (b) a job that pays a good income but which you have a
50/50 chance of losing or (c) a job that pays an extremely good income if
you succeed at it, but in which you lose almost everything if you don't suc-
ceed. '

Eighty-five percent of them chose the job paying only a moderate income
but having high job security. In Class 1 and 2 households, 90 percent of
them preferred job security over income; only | percent and § percent, res-
pectively, had a high preference for income over job security, Since the
questions were not asked in households having a family income of $10,000 or
more, the full scale of ircome versus job security is not available from the
study. It is significant, however, that a fifth of heads of Class 5 house-
holds chose income over job security. This probably reflects the alternative
job opportunities open to persons with the education and skill levels typical
of heads in Class 5 and the general shortage of lower skilled jobs ar reascn-
able pay.

By race, there was a higher preference for security among nonwhites than
among whites. This would be expected due to the preponderance of nonwhites
in the lower income groups. Also, if a nonwhite believes that job discrimi-
nation exists, he may take a job with greater security but lower pay.

PROSPECTIVE

The severity and the historical persistence of the problems in the
Coastal Plain precludes easy or quick solutions. -The stvdy reported here,

.

10/ Marr, John Michael, An Analysis of Potential“farm Labor Mobility in
the Northern Coastal Plain Region of South Carolina, Ph.D. Dissertation,
Clemson University, 1367.
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however, has pointed out a number of characteristics of the population and the
area that are of probable significance to both programs of assistance for the
poor and those of human resource development,

The low quality of housing occupied by the rural poor presents a complex
problem. Only one-third own their housing. The greater .proportion occupy
rent free or for services relating to farm sharecropping and farm labor., Even

.though this rent-free housing is incremental to their incomes, it also incurs

an occupational obligation. Generally, they are not free to change occupa-
tions without also changing housing. On the other hand, since there is little
demand for this housing except by agricultural workers, there is little eco-
nomic incentive for owners to make substantial housing improvements, except
those sufficient to obtain the quantity and quality of agricultural labor that
they need. Public programs to substantially improve the housing of many of
the rural poor will require different types of incentives from those govern-
ing the commercial rental market,

What the poor scholastic achievement of youth from economically deprived
households points to is the need for special programs of preschool training
and other types of environmental assistance. New educational approaches may
be needed to overcome the apparent obstacles to many of these children complet-
ing high school.

As an aftermath of the massive outmigration of young adults, large num-
bers of dependent children are left with their grandparents. Their parents
work and pay taxes to other areas. This places an extra burden on local edu-
cational and other social services. Some method of transfer payments may be
needed to equalize the burden. : :

Training, retraining, and job placement services for adults appear essen-
tial if income improvement is to be realized within the present generation.
Programs of adult remedial education are probably a prerequisite for many of
the population in greatest need. The prospects for success of such programs
are enhanced by the expressed desire on the part of people to help themselves.
Their high interest in job training and their willingness to change jobs are
essential to the success of such programs. Their reluctance to leave the area
and their high preference for job s_.curity over income will need to be taken
into account if such programs are to elicit their full participation.

Programs of assistance to economically deprived families and individuals
must differentiate broadly between (a) cases in which their potential for self-
help is seriously lirited--cases in which welfare, social security, and similar
payments appear to be a more efficient alternative and (b) cases in which their
potential warrants public investment to improve the skills and other income
producing resources at their disposal. .

The factors that limit an individual's income earning capacity fall logic-

‘ally into two general types:
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(1) Factors that reside largely in physical limitations of advanced age,
disability, and sex, which are not amenable to change 11/ and

(2) factors that are subject to modification through programs of educa-
tion and training. These include largely the skills and attitudes of the labor
force. - :

The two types are not mutually exclusive. The capacity of the individual
for change is tempered by the combination of his physical and acquired charac-
teristics. The limitations of advanced age or disability, for example, are
modified by education and attitudes. Thus, in reality, the solutions to many
human resource problems may involve mixtures of self-help and welfare assis-
tance. The classification is useful primarily as a starting point for defin-
ing the wide latitude of these problems and to indicate the course for further
study. Research currently underway may modify this class:f:cat:on as additional

information is brought to light.

A Profile of Economically Deprived Households

Households in Classes | and 2, defined as economically deprived, may be
meaningfully grouped in the following categories based on the age, physical
health, and sex of the household head. The significance of these groupings

is as follows:

Household heads 65 and older.--0f all sample household heads 65 years of
age and older, 57 percent were in Class | and 2 households, defined here as
economically deprived (table 21). Problems of income and need for this older
age group are not likely to be solved through increased productive employment
on their part, but rather through welfare, and other types of assistance. For
these households the adequacy of their coverage by social security and other
retirement programs is particularly important, as are their asset positions and
their heaith and housing problems.

Disabled household heads under 65.--0f all rural heads of households in
this category in the sample, 65 percent were in Class | and 2 households. While
the need for nonwork income bulks large in many of these situations, for many
others increased productive work is feasible. Since the household heads are
all urder 65 years of age, many have useful productive lives provided they can
be trained or retrained to better utilize their talents. It js possible that
a person is disabled for his present occupational skill, yet is adaptable to
training for new ski'lls within the limlts of his health. The types of dis-
abilities, along with other attributes, determine this group's potential for
training or retraining. The potential of the spouse for income improvement,
in these cases, may be greater than that of the household head.

11/ Sex was considered a physical limitation in tfat certain occupations
requ:xxng physical strength are generally closed to women. Race was not con-
sidered to be a“limiting factor even though it is a generic or physical charac-
teristic that is not amenable to change. Any adverse effects associated with
racial differentiation are considered to be amenable to change.




Table 21.--A profile of heads of rural households based on age, disability,
and sex, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

Household size-income class

-

Age, disability,and sex : Classes : Classes -
Total : land 2 : 3 to5
------------ Numberecacccncacanana

A1l household heads...cvceveeneeenncnnens : 1,002 L87 515

Heads 65 years of age or older......... : 184 - 105 79
‘Heads under 65 years of age: :

Bisabled...cieeeeeeceecnosannannnnanel 139 91 L8

Not disabled...ciiavereeerecncnncnnanat 679 291 388

Males 45-64 years of age...........: 240 92 148

Males under L45.years of age........: 373 157 216

Females.............;.a.;,,...s....: 66 L2 2L

ledmmmcc et Percente-eeeiomcaaaax

All household heads.....coveevuvioeceneesl 100.0 100.0 100.0

Heads 65 years of age or older.........: 18.4 21.6 15.3
Heads under 65 years of age: :

Disabled...coveeeenneannanan eraeecas : 13.9 18.7 9.3

Not disabled....cccvivenscnesnnnenanat 67:8. © 59.8 75.3

Males 45-64 years of age...........: 24,0 18.9 28.7

Males under 45 years of age........: 37.2 32.2 “41.9

FemaleS..eeeeeecnnccncnnes Ceteeesast 6.6 8.6 L.7

ATl heads...oveeeenneeecesessaassanasssssas 100.0 L8.6 51.4

Heads 65 years of age or older......... :  100.0 57.1 42.9
Heads under 65 years of age: :

Disabled...oceeueeencecncensaansnseaaas 100.0 65.5 34.5

Not disabled....c.iceeeerinsennnnnnns : 100.0 42.9 57.1

‘Males 45-64 years of age...........: 100.0 38.3 61.7

Males under 45 years of age........: 100.0 42,1 57.9

FemaleS..eoveueeececnesaccnasansnasas 100.0 63.6 36.4
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Able-bodied male household heads 45 to 6k4.--To the extent that advancing
age may limit types of adjustments involving either extensive training or geo-
graphic mobility, this group is frequently referred to as '"boxed in." Many are
still employed in farming; many others have until recently worked in agricul-
ture. These are probably the chief victims of the mechanization of agriculture
in that their skills have become obsolete. They comprised 19 percent of all
household heads in Classes | and 2. The problems of this group are extreme ly
diverse because of the wide span in age and the probable variation in educa-
tion, training, work experience, and attitude toward change. Their family
responsibilities, the resources they have at their disposal, their willingness
to train, and other attributes will dictate the types of individual remedial
assistance needed.

Able-bodied male household heads under 45.--The remaining productive life
of this group warrants long-range jnvestment by society for training, retrain-
ing, business loans, and geographic relocation, if needed, to secure better
jobs. The needs of these families are greater than those of other groups be-
cause of the high incidence of dependent children. The potential of these
families to improve their incomes is also greater. They comprised nearly a
third of all economically deprived households.

Able-bodied female heads under 65.--Women heading households have many of
the same problems as the categories of male heads discussed previously. The
distinct difference of many other problems, however, warrants separate treat-
ment. Within this group are widows who are living from savings and estate
income and incorrectly included in the category. Some of the most extreme
cases of -need are also in this category.
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APPEND IX

., Measures of Sampling Varfability

The data are based on a 1.733 percent sample of rural households and are
subject to sampling variability. This can be estimated from the following
takle: .

Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages

Estimated - - Base of percentage (number)
percentage * : : : H : : : :
25 : 50 : 75 : 100 : 150 : 200 : 300 : 500 : 1000
---------------------------- Percentage--------------------------
2 or 98..... 2.8 2.0 1.6 1.4 1.1 1.0 0.8 0.6 0.4
5 or 95......: b4 3.1 - 2.5 2,2 1.8 1.5 1.4 1.0 0.7
10 or 90......% 6.0 4.2 3.5 3.0 2.4 2.1 1.7 1.3 0.9
15 or 85......¢ 7.1 5.0 4.1 3.6 2.9 2.5 2,1 1.6 1.1
20 or 80......: 8.0 5.7 L.6 k.o 3.3 2.8 2.3 1.8 1.3
25 0or 75......: 8.7 6.1 5.0 4.3 3.5 3.1 2.5 1.9 1.4
35 or 65,.....: 9.6 6.7 5.5 L8 3.9 3.4 2.8 2.1 1.5
1+ IR 10.0 7.1 5.8 5.0 4.1 3.5 2.9 2.2 1.6

Chances are about 2 out of 3 that the difference due to sampling variabil-
ity between a sample estimate and the figure that would have been obtained by
interviews with all households is less than the standard error. The chances
are about 19 out of 20 that the difference is less than twice the standard
error and 99 out of 100 that it is less than 2% times the standard error-

The standard errors are relatively large for percentages based on small
numbers., Also, the standard errors are proportionally larger for small per-
centages than for large ones.

When comparing two sample percentages, for example, the percentages com-
pleting a given grade of school between separate groups, the standard errors
are somewhat larger than those shown in the table. The standard error of the
difference between two percentages is approximately the square root of the sum
of the squared standard errors of the two estimated percentages considered
separately. |f the standard error as computed is greater than the difference
between the percentages, it is doubtful that a meaningful difference exists,
for the probability is approximately | out of 3 that a difference equal to the
standard error could occur due to chance. o

For base numbers and estimated percentages falling between those given in
the table of the standard errors, linear interpolation will provide results
that are satisfactory for most purposes. Formulas for computing the standard
errors and for computing more appropriate odds can be found in most statistical
textbooks.

52

-




Comparability of Data with 1960 Census of Population

—-The Cénsuses of Population and Housing define rural population as all per-
sons living outside cities of 2,500 or more population or living outside areas
defined as ''urban fringe" (the suburbs .r urbanized areas adjacent to cities

of 50,000 or more). 12/ This study excluded the census-defined rural households
in built-up residential areas adj?cent to towns of 2,500 to 50,000 as well,

These areas were excluded because the characteristics of their populations
are typically urban rather than open-country rural or small town. The areas
excluded from the rural samples were usually the residential sections of towns
extending beyond the city limits. In some cases, the area was an unincorpora-
ted residential subdivision that might be several miles from the city,

Some 15,000 suburban households classified as rural by the 1960 Census
of Population were excluded from.the study. Thus, of 72,550 rural households
counted by the Census, only 57,700 (80 percent) were encompassed by the study,
which materially affects the comparability of. the data with 1960 Census data
on rural population and housing.

Comparability of Data With 1964 Census of Agriculture

The 1964 Census of Agriculture was taken in the fall and winter of 1964
with an average date of enumeration for the study area of about mid-December.
The Census enumerated all farm operators irrespectivVe of where they lived.

About 10 percent of census farm operators did not reside on the farm they opera-
ted. The household survey, taken in the spring of 1966, had a time lag - of
nearly 13 years. The Census definition of a farm was used, along with many
other census terms and definitions. The survey, however, enumerated house-
holds and, in the process, determined whether the household head operated a
farm.  Thus, census farmers were not included in the survey if they lived out-
side the area defined as rural.

Nonresident farmers are typically whité owners and part owners who operate
fairly large farms. Lack of full coverage of some of these could explain the
fact that survey farms are somewhat smaller than census farms and have a
slightly higher proportion of nonwhite tenants.

12/ For a more detailed discussion of Census definitions see U. S. Bureau
of Census, U. S. Census of Population: 1960, U. S. Government Printing Office,
Washington, D. C., 1962,
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Table 22.--Tenure of farm operator and gross sales of farm products by major farm enterprise and by race,
Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966 B

Tenure and gross sales of :

Major farm entezrorise
farm products by race : Total reporting . Tobacco _ - Other : Not reported

No.  Pct.  No, Fet.  No. No. Pet.
313 100.0 263 4.0 15 -
311 100.0 263  100.0

130 41.8 107  40.7

37 11.9 29 11.0

120 38.5 108  4l.1

24 7.7 19 7.2

2 —e -

All farm operators. .
Reporting tenure. .,
Full owners ., . .
Part owners ., . .
Sharecroppers . .
Other tenants , .
Tenure not reported

166 139
165 139
91 75
31
33
10
1

White farm operators.
Reporting tenure, .
Full owners . . .
Part owners . ...
Sharecroppers , .
Other tenants , .
Tenure not reported

Nonwhite farm cperators
Reporting tenure. . .
Full owners . . . .
Part owners ., . . .
Sharecroppers , , ..
Other tenants . , .
Tenure not reported .
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All farm operators. . . .
Reporting sales of farm
products ., . . . .
Less than $50 . .
$50-$249. . , . .
$250-$499 . . . .
$500-$999 . . . .
$1,000-$2,499 . .
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White farm operators. . .
Reporting sales of farm
products . . . .
Less than $50 . .
$50-$249, , , . .
$250-$499 . ., . .
$500-$999 , . . .
$1,000-$2,499 . .

-
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$2,500-$4,999
$5,000-$9,999 ,
$10,000-$19,999
$20,000 or more
Not reported. . .
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Nonwhite farm operators .,
Reporting sales of farm
products . . .
Less than $50
$50-$249, . .
$250-$499 , .
$500-$999 ., .
$1,000-$2,499
$2,500-$4,999
$5,000-$9,999
$10,000-$19,999
$20,000 or more
__Not reported, , ,
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Table 23,--Nonagricultural establishments: Number, cmployment, and payrolls, 10-county area of Northeast

Coascai

Plain, South Carolina, sclected years, 1956-66 -
Ltem Po19s6 P 1960 1 1961 (1963 P 1964 1965 1960
Number of nonagricultural establishments: H
Mining . . & .70 o0 Lo i e e g e el 6 2 2 4 3 6 6
Contract construction, ., , . w . ¢ o 4 o v o o ¢ 384 263 247 T 259 285 568 605
Manufacturing , , , , , . e e .t 446 373 366 375 376 519 535
Transporcacion and other publir utilities ve et 161 126 122 132 133 225 243
Wholesale trade o « v v v v v v 6 o o oo oo o ¢ 357 206 216 228 222 420 428
Retafl trade . . .. . . . o v v o o o o oe .t 2,19 1,089 1,090 1,111 1,118 2,548 2,543
Finance, insurance, and real estuce e e e e s o s - 339 148 153 148 180 538 572
Services , ., . . e e e e e s e o . . $1/1,065 324 319 363 389 1,578 1,630
Unclassified esCablishnents s s e e s e e w3 175 ——- - .- - 86 102
Employment in nonagricultural establishments: :
MInIng . . o v v v o 4 0 s 0 S e e e e e e d 11 .- -—- .—- -an - ———
Contract construction, , . . . . . ... . . ¢ 3,937 3,677 2,698 3,300 3,506 5,091 6,457
Manufacturing , . « v . v o v v o o « » ¢ s 5 20,780 23,332 24,930 29,839 31,005 32,509 37,748
Transportation and other public ucilicies A 2,003 2,102 2,141 2,367 2,418 2,619 2,779
Wholesale trade . . . . v ¢ v o ¢ o oo o o o 8 2,873 2,225 2,299 2,559 2,658 3,284 3,454
Retafl trade, ., ., s v o v ¢ 6% o % oo o o s & 13,118 11,900 11,704 12,696 13,137 14,879 16,422
Finance, insurance, and real estate , ., . .., : 2,115 1,474 1,570 1,675 1,815 3,298 3,451
Services s . . v s s s e e o o e o0 e e o $1/6,432 3,327 3,539 4,127 4,387 8,457 9,535
Unclassified escablishmcncs e e e W e e e e e s 262 - —-- ——- - 51 96
Payrolls in nonagricultural establishments($1000) : -
Mining, . . . . .. ¢ o it v vt v e oot 24 .- — —-- - ——- -
Contract construction , ., , ., ., . ¢ . .. s 8,19 12,402 8,422 10,607 11,679 14,892 24,584
Manufacturing , , ., . . .+ .t 55,272 76,121 62,508 110,174 122,721 126,920 152,660
Transportation and ocher publlc ucilicles PO 5,920 8,043 8,566 10,312 11,053 11,372 13,324
Wholesale trade . o v ¢ ¢« o o ¢ o o o o o0 o o ¢ 8,040 8,224 8,632 10,470 11,094 12,688 14,168
Retafl trade, . . . 4 % v v v % o o o v o o0 o & 25,988 28,293 28,585 33,735 36,514 39,232 44,504
Finance, insurance, and real estate , , , . . , ¢ 7,064 5,903 6,270 7,492 8,349 13,824 15,272
Services, , , , . We e e e ¢ e e 4w e s s $1/12,536 6,738 7,349 9,322 10,421 19,208 22,784
Unclassified escablishmencs NP | 440 ——- ——— -—- —— 88 248

A/Noc comparable due to a change in definition.

Source: County Business Patterns, U.S. Department of Commerce, Burcau of Census, reports for the specified years.

Table 24.--Outmigration of population, by age group,

Nortreast Coastal Plain, South Carolina 1940-60

Total population
1940 : 1950 : 1960 : Net
Age group : Population : Age group . Population : Age group Population :p;z:m;g:::::;y
Under 10 years 103,810 10 to 19 years - 93,844 20 to 29 years 56,724 47,086
10 to 19 years 99,898 20 to 29 years 68,494 30 to 39 years 55{433 44,465
20 to Eg-zfars 75,781 39 to 39 years 56,845 50 to 49 years 49,106 26,675
Less than 30 years 279,489 10 to 39 years 219,183 20 to 49 years 161,263 118,226
Nonwhite population _
Under 10 years 59,861 10 to 19 years 53,125 20 to 29 years 23,241 36,620
1C to 19 years 56,362 20 to 29 years 34,683 30 to 39 years 22,179 34,183
3?_52_39 years 41,797 30 Eg 3?_Zears 25,868 40 to 49_Zears - 20,241 21,556
Less than 30 years 158,020 10 to 40 years 113,676 20 to 49 years 65,661 92,359

" Source: Censuses of Population, Bureau of Census, Department of Commerce.

55




Table 25.--Number of rural households and population, by age group and by race, North-

east Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

: : White : Nonwhite
Ltem : Total : households : households
¢ Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Number of households. . . . . : 1,002 100.0 549 100.0 453 100.0

Farm operator householdsl/,: 313 31.2 166 30.2 . 147 32.5

Nonfarm households2/. . . .: 689 68.8 383 69.8 306 67.5

Open country householdsd/ .: 862 86.0 454 82.7 408 90.1

. Rural place households4/, .: 140 14.0 95 17.3 45 9.9
Population of households. . . : 4,404 100.0 1,971 100.0 2,433 100.0

Farm operator households. . : 1,496 34.0 671 34.0 825 33.9

Nonfarm households. . . . . : 2,908 66.0 1,300 66.0 - 608 66.1

Open country households . . : 3,852 87.4 1,633 82.9 2219 91.2

Rural place households. . .: 552 12.6 338 17.1 214 8.8

Average size of households :

All households. . . . . . . : 4.4 - 3.6 -——- 5.4 -——-

Farm operator households. . : 4.8 —— 4.0 -—— 5.6 -——-

Nonfarm households. . . . . : 4.2 -—- 3.4 -——- 5.3 -——-

Open country households . . : 4.5 -—- 3.6 -— 5.4 -=-

Rural place households. . . : 3.9 - 3.6 -——- 4.8 -——-

Population by age group :

All households. . . . . . . : 4,404 100.0 1,971 100.0 2,433 160.0
Less than 5 years . . . .: 485 11.0 170 . 8.6 315 13.0
59 years . . . . . . .. s . 606 13.8 205 10.4- 401 16.5
10~14 years . . . . . . . : 641 14.6 230 11.8 411 16.7
15-19 years , . . . .. . : 536 12.2 213 10.8 323 13.3
20-24 years ., . . . . . . : 261 5.9 131 6.6 130 5.4
25-29 years . . . . . . . ¢ 192 4.4 102 5.1 90 3.7
30-34 years . . . . . .. : 178 4.0 84 4.8 84 3.5
35-44 years . . . . . . .: 489 11.1 250 12.7 239 9.8
45-54 years . . . . . . . 414 9.4 232 11.7 182 7.5
55-64 years . . . . . . . : 299 6.8 166 8.4 133 5.5
65 years and older. .,. . : 303 6.9 178 9.0 125 5.1

Average size of household . : 4.4 -——- 3.6 —— 5.4 -

Farm operator households. . : 1,496 100.0 671 100.0 825 100.0
Less than 5 years. . . . 127 8.5 48 7.2 79 9.6
5-9 years . . + . . . . .t 204 13.6 73 10.9 130 15.8

= 10-14 years . . . . .+ . . ¢ 243 16.2 94 14.0 149 18.1
1519 years . . .- . . . ¢ 202 13.5 79 11.8 123 14.9
20-24 years . . . . . . .t 79 5.3 42 6.3 38 4.6
25-29 years . . . . . . . : 42 2.8 18 2.7 24 2.9
30-34 years + . o . 0 . .2 58 3.9 30 4.5 29 3.5
35-44 years + . . . 4 4 .2 196 13.1 105 15.6 91 11.0
45-54 years . . o . . . . ¢ 174 11.6 91 13.6 83 10.1
55-64 years . » . . . 4 . 3 114 7.6 55 8.2 58 7.0
65 years and older. . . ¢ 57 3.8 36 5.0 21 2.5

. Continued
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Table 25.--Number of rural households and population, by age group and by race, North-
east Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966--Continued

T : ! : White : Nonwhite
} - Item : Total : households : households

| + Number Percent Numbexr Percent Number  Percent

r Nonfarm households. . . .. 2,908 100.0 1,300 100.0 1,608 100.0

: Less than 5 years . . .: 358 12.3 122 9.4 236 14.7 ’ -

5-9 years . . . . . . ¢ 404 13.9 131 10.1 272 16.9

10-14 years . . . . . . : 398 13.7 139 10.7 258 16.1

15-19 years . . . . . . : 334 11.5 134 10.3 199 12.4

. 20-24 years . . . . .. : 180 6.2 89 6.8 - 92 5.7

25-29 years . . . . . . : 151 5.2 83 6.4 68 4.2

30-34 years . . . . . . : 119 4.1 64 4.9 55 3.4

35-44 years . . . . . . s 290 10.0 144 11.1 148 9.2

45-54 years . . . . . . s 241 - 8.3 141 10.8 100 6.2

F 55-64 years . . . . . . : 186 6.4 111 8.5 76 4.7

65 years and older. . . 247 8.5 142 10.9 104 * 6.5

Open country households. : 3,852 100.0 1,633 -100.0 2,219 100.0

Less than 5 years . . .: 433 11.2 140 8.6 293 13.2

5-9 years . . . . ¢ . .1 534 13.9 165 10.1 369 16.7

10-14 years . . . . . .+ 570 14.7 194 11.9 376 16.9

-15-19 years . . . . . . s 378 12.1 173 10.6 294 13.3

20-24 years . . . . . . : 176 5.9 109 6.7 “117 5.3

25-29 years . . . . . . : 169 4.4 86 5.3 83 3.7

30-34 years . . . . . . : 161 4.2, 80 4.9 81 3.7

35-44 years . . . . . . : 426 11.0 214 13.1 212 9.6 ot

45-54 years . . . . . . s . 353 9.2 188 11.5 165 7.4

55-64 years . . . . . . : 248 6.4 135 8.2 113 5.1

65 years and older. . .: 265 6.9 149 9.1 116 5.2

Rural place households. .: 552 100.0 338 100.0 214 100.0

Less than 5 years . . .: 52 9.4 30° 8.9 22 10.3

5-9 years . . . . . . . : 72 13.0 40 11.8 32 15.0

10-14 years . . . . . . : -71 12.9 36 10.7 35 16.4

15-19 years . . . . . . : 69 12.5 40 11.8 29 13.6

20-24 years . . . . . . : 35 6.3 22 6.5 13 6.1

25-29 years . . . . . . : 23’ 4.2 16 4.7 7 3.3

30-34 years . . . . . . : 17 3.1 14 4.1 3 1.4

35-44 years . . . . . . : 63 11.4 36 . . .-10.7 27 12.6

45-54 years . . . . . . : 61 11.1 44 13.0 17 7.9

55-64 years . . . . . . : 51 9.2 31 9.2 20 9.3

6.9 29 8.6 9 4.2

65 years and older. . .: 38

ﬂlLHead of household operated a farm. -
2/Households other than farm operator households, irrespective of farm or nonfarm
location.
3/Households outside towns, villages or other areas with "block structure' housing.
E/Towns and villages of under 2,500 population except for the urban fringe of towns
of 2,500 population or more.
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Table 27.--Years of schooling completed for household heads and spouses, by residence
and race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

Years of schooling completed® Heads of households
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Table 27,--Years of schooling completed for household heads and spouses, by residence
and race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966--Continued

. Years of schooling completed f Heads of households f Spouses
s - ]
¢ Number Percent Number Percent
Nonfarm households . . . . . .: 688 100.0 511 100.0-
Nome . . v v ¢ v v v o o o 45 36 . 5.1 14 2.9
l-4 years. . « « « « « o+ o ot 165 23.8 74 —14.3
2y 5'6 yearso o o o o o o o o o8 112 1604 60 1107
X 7 years. ® o o o o o o s s oS 48 700 36 700
Byears. . . . « 4 o o o o .t 86 12.5 50 9.8
9-11years . . . + o o o o o3 103 15.0 107 21.1
R - I 13.8 128 25.0
13"15 years. « o o s o o o e 29 502 23 405
} 16 years or more . . . . . Ji_ 14 1.3 19 3.7
Median years . . . . . . ot 7.8 9.6
White households . . . . . . . 549 100.0 451 100.0
Nonme « ¢ o ¢ o o o o o o « o8 15 2.7 4 0.9
leb.years. . « « o . « « .+t 60 10.9 18 4.0
5"6 yearSO o 6 o o o o o o o8 68 1204 35 708
7Tyears. o ¢« o v o 4 o o« ot & 8.9 . 3 7.5
8Byears. . . .+ v + 4 4 s 4 ot 69 12.6 43- " 9,5
9-1l years . . . . . . . . ¢ 114 20.8 T 94 20.8
12 years . . + 4 4+« + o+ o ot 120 21.9 138 35.0
13-15 years. « « . .+ . . 2 35 6.4 34 7.5
16 years ox more . . . . . .t 19 3.5 31 6.9
Median years ., . . . . . & 9.4 11.9
Nonwhite households. . . . . .¢ 452 100.0 344 100.0
Nome . o o v v 0 v v v o o ot .27 6.0 _ 11 3.2
l=4 years, . v . « . + « . .t 184 40.7 82 23.8
5«6 years. . . o+ « 4 4+ o . o8 107 23.7 64 18.6
"'r * 7 years. * 6 o o o o o o o o 20 404 28 8.1
Byears. . . « 4 o 4 o o 4 o3 41 9.1 42 12.2
9"11 years ® 6 & 6 o o o o o: 47 10.(4 80 2303
12 years . . + o 4 4 o 4 o o3 15 3.3 28 8.1
13=15 years., « o « o o o o o8 7 1.5 6 1.7
16 years or more « . « o o of 4 0.9 3 8.9
Median years . . , . . . .t 35.3 7.5
Illiteracy : :
All households ., . ., . ., . . 209 20.9 76 9.6
Open country households. . .: 191 22.2 - 70 10.2
Rural place households . , .: 18 12.9 6 5.5
Farm operator households . .: 61 19.5 16 5.6
Nonfarm households , ., . . . 148 21.5 60 11.7
White households . , . . . .:+ 48 8.7 13 2.9
Nonwhite households, . . . .¢ 161 35.6 ___ 63 18.3
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Table 29.--Proportion of yearly food needs produced at home, by residence of head of household
and by race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

Item

Place of residence

-2 Total : Farm H Nonfarm

Vegetables H

All households reporting. . . . . . : 995 100.0 311 100.0 684 100.0
Nome. . . v ¢ ¢ o o o o o o o = o 2 _ 265 26.6 15 4.8 250 36.5
Fourth. . . . . . .. .. .. .. 321 32.3 91 29.3 230 33.6
Half. . . . . . ¢ o s v o s o+ .2 174 17.5 79 25.4 95 13.9
Three-fourths . . . ... .. . .: 146 4.7 79 25.4 67 9.8
- 5 89 8.9 47 15.1 42 6.1

Not reporting . . . . . . « . « o . ¢ 7 - 2 -——- 5 ---

White households reporting. . . . . : 543 100.0 165 100.0 378 100.0

- NONE. o ¢ ¢ o 0ue o o o o = o » o 2 168 30.9 12 7.3 156 41.3
Fourth. . . . . . . ...+ . . .2 151 27.8 40 24.2 111 - 29.4
Half, . . . . . . e 0 0 v o o vt 80 14.7 39 23.6 41 10.8
Three-fourths . . . ... .. .. : 86 15.8 <3 26.1 43 11.4
3 58 10.7 31 18.8 27 7.1

Not xeporting . . » « ¢« ¢ o« o o » o ¢ 6 -—- 1 ——- 5 —

Nonwhite households xeporting . . . : 452 100.0 146 100.0 -306 100.0
Nome. & . o v o ¢ o o o o o o o o 2 97 21.5 3 2.1 9 30.7
Fourth. . . . . . ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o+ . .2 170 37.6 51 34.9 119 38.9
Half. . . . . ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o & &2 9% 20.8 40 27.4 . 54 17.6
Three-fourths . . . . . . . . . . ¢ 60 13.3 36 24.7 24 7.8
All . . . . . . . e e e e e ee et 31 6.9 16 .11.0 15 4.9

Not reporting . . . . .. . . . . . 1 --- 1 -——- —-- -

Meat :

All households reporting, . . . . . : 999 100.0 312 100.0 687 100.0
Nome. . v+ o = o o o« o s o =« » « ¢ 636 63.7 110 35.3 526 76.6
Fourth. . . . . . . .+ ¢ ... .2 19% 19.4 81 26.0 113 16.4
Half. . . . . ¢ ¢ o v o ¢ o o & o 2 87 8.7 62 19.9 25 3.6
Three-fourths . . . . . . . . .". ¢ 53 5.3 39 12.5 ... _ .14 2.0
4 1 29 2.9 20 6.4 9 1.3

Not reporting . . . . ¢ ¢« & & &« « o ¢ 1 ——— 1 ——- —— R

White households reporting. . . . . : 548 100.0 165 100.0 383 100.0
Nonme. . = v &« o ¢ o o ¢ o o & .t 38 70.1 59 35.8 325 84.9
Fourth. . . . . . . .+ o ¢ ¢ « o2 72 13.1 37. 22.4 35 9.1
Half. . . . . . . o v ¢ o v o comesd 43 7.8 30 18.2 13 3.4
Three-fourths . . . . . ... . . 28 5.1 23 13.9 5 1.3
- 1 21 3.8 16 9.7 5 1.3

Not reporting . . + ¢« . . . . . . . ¢ 1 -—= 1 - ——- ——-

Nonwhite households reporting . . . : 451 100.0 147 100.0 304 100.0
None. . = v o ¢ ¢ ¢ v o o s o » o2 252 55.9 51 34.7- 201 66.1
Fourth. . . . . . . . .. .. . .3 122 27.1 44 - 29.9 78 25.7
Half., . . . . ¢ ¢ o v ¢ ¢ v o o o2 44 9.8 32 21.8 12 3.9
Three-fourths T 25 5.5 16 10.9 9 3.0
All e s e e e s e 8 1.8 4 2.7 4 1.3

Not reporting .

)

e oy

62.

. —




, 1966

30.--Number of persons in household by family income and by race of head of household, Northeast Coastal Plain of South
, Carolina

Tabi
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Table 31.--Number and

percentage distribution of rural population, by age and race and by houschold size-income class, Northeast

Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

Houschold size-income class

Age and race H Total : Class 1 : Class 2 :_Class 3 : _ Class & i Class 5
: No. Pct. No. Pct. No. ,Pet. No. Pct. No. Pct. No. Pct .

Total populatfon. « . . « = : 4,404 100.0 1,497 - 100.0 1,027 100.0. 626 100.0 653 100.0 601 100.0
Under 5 years = = o o o o 3 485 11.0 209 14.0 117 11.4 70 11.2 55 8.4 34 5.7
5-9 years . . . 0 e ..t 606 13.8 . 271 18.1 13 12.8 83 13.3 7% 11.3 47 7.8
10-146 years . . . . . . o 2 641 14.6 282 18.8 147 1%.3 65 10.4 91 13.9 56 9.3
15-19 years « o o o o o o 536 12.2 191 12.8 137 13.3 79 12.6 67 10.3 62 10.3
20-24 years o o o . 2 0o o 1 261 5.9 60 4.0 68 6.6 41 6.5 [71 6.7 48 ¥ 8.0
25-29 years ¢ ¢ o . o . . : 192- 4.4 41 2.7 41 4.0 31 5.0 45 | 6.9 34 5.7
30-34 yeatrs . . . . . 0 . : 178 4.0 24 2.9 46 4.5 21 3.4 35 5.4 32 5.3
35-44 years . . o . . s .0 489 11.1 140 9.4 9% 9.2 75 12.0 88 13.5 92 15.3
»45-54 years . . . . o . .3 414 9.4 96 6.4 9 8.9 63 10.1 66 10.1 98 16.3
55-64 years . . ¢ . . oo = 299 6.8 % 4.9 78 7.6 47 7.5 39 6.0 61 10.1
65 years or more. « . o o = 303 6.9 89 5.9 7 7.5 51 8.1 49 7.5 37 6.2

Total white population. . . : 1,971' 100.0 183 100.0 299 100.0 384 109.0 539 100.0 566 100.0
Under S ycars v o ¢ o o & 2 170 8.6 12 6.6 35 11.7 45 11.7 46 8.5 32 5.7
5-9years « . . . ... o2 205 10.4 15, 8.2 2% 8.0 53 13.8° ~ 66 12.2 47 8.3
10-14 years . « ¢ o o o 3 230 11.7 2% 13.1 36 12.0 38 9.9 78 14.5 54 9.5
15-19 years . . o o o o o3 213 10.8 27 14.8 34 11.4 43 11.2 51 9.5 58 10.2
20-24 years . o . o o o o % 131 6.6 10 5.5 20 6.7 2 , 6.3 33 6.1 &4 7.8
25-29 years . . . e o o % = 102 5.2 3 1.6 11 3.7 23 6.0 35 6.5 30 5.3
30-34 years .+ . s . o o o = 9% 4.8 2 1.1 15 5.0 15 3.9 30 5.6 32 5.7
35-46 years .« . . . .. o2 250 12.7 22 12.0 23 1.7 41 10.7 77 14.3 87 15.4
45-54 years . . . . . . .2 232 11.8_ 17 9.3 33 11.0 40 10.4 51 9.5 91 16.1
55-64 years . . o . 0 . . ¢ 166 8.4 23 12.6 3 10.4 25 6.5 29 5.4 58 10.2
65 years or more. . o o o % 178 9.0 28 15.3 37 12.4 37 9.6 43 8.0 33 5.8

Total nonwhfte population . : 2,433 100.0 1,314 100.0 728 100.0 242 100.0 114 100.0 35 100.0
Under Syears . v o o o . ¢ 315 12.9 197 15.0 82 11.3 25 10.3 9 7.9 2 5.7
5-9years . o o o o . 02 401 16.5 256 19.5 107 4.7 30 12.4 8 7.0 0 0.0
10-14 years o o o o v 4 . 3 411 16.9 258 19.6 111 15.2 27 11.2 13 11.4 2 5.7
15-19 years . . . . . . & : 323 13.3 164 12.5 103 14.1 36 146.9 16 14.0 4 11.4
20-25 years . . . oo o o % 130 5.3 50 3.8 48 6.6 17 7.0 11 9.6 4 11.4
25-29 years . . o o - 0 o @ 90 3.7 38 2.9 30 4.1 8 3.3 10 8.8 4 11.4
30-34 years . . . . . s o : 84 3.5 -42 3.2 31 4.3 6 2.5 5 4.4 0 0.0
3546 years . 4 4 v 0 8 . 239 9.8 118 9.0 n 9.8 34 4.0, 11 9.6 5 14.3
45-54 years . . o oo . 7T 182 7.5 79 6.0 58 8.0 23 9.5 15 13.2 7 20.0
55-64 years . . . . . o= 133 5.5 51 3.9 47 6.5 22 9.1 10 8.8 3 8.6
65 years or more. . o . . : 125 5.1 61 4.6 40 5.5 14 5.8 6 5.3 4 11.4

Table 32.--Selected characteristics of rural housing by household size-fncome class, Northeast Coastal Platn
of South Carolfna, 1966
Ites B Household size-income class i
: Total : Class 1 : Class 2 : Class 3 H Class & :  Class 5
H No. Pct. No. Pet. No. Pct.  No. Pet. No. Pet. No. Pet.

Tenure of occupancy H -

Households reporting . . . = 1,001 100.0 244 100.0 243 100.0 166 100.0 165 100.0 183 100.0
oms . . ., 5600 o6t 539 53.8 66 27.0 97 39.9 99 59.6 122 73.9 155 8%.7
Rents o 2 o o o 0 = o 2 462 - 46.2 178 73.0 146 60.1 67 40.4 43 26.1 28 15.3 -

Not Teportinge « « ¢ o . o 1 -—- - -—- - - 1 ——— - - - ---

¥ nthly rental : .

Houscholds repoxting ., . . : 459 100.0 176 100.0 145 100.0 67 100.0 43 100.0 28 100.0
Rent free. o o o - o . o 2 237 51.6 107 60.8 80 55.2 25 37.3 18 41.9 7 25.0
Rent fn kind o« « o o » . ¢ 56 12.2 27 15.2 17 11.7 &4 6.0 5 11.6 3 10.7
Less than $20. . . . . . : 97 T 21.1 37 21.0 28 19.3 24 35.8 4 9.3 4 14.3
$20-$29. . . o 4 b 0w .2 31 6.3 &4 2.3 10 6.9 10 14.9 3 7.0 4 14.3
$30-939. . . .. L. et 16 3.5 1 0.6 6 4.1 2 3.0 4 9.3 3 10.7
$40-849. . - . oo .ot 11 2.4 --- - 3 2.1 2 3.0 5 11.6 1 3.6
$50-959. 4 0 0 v 0 0.t 1 0.2 --- --- ——- - --= -—- - --- 1 3.6
$60-969. . + o o0 5 -2 6 1.3 - -—- ~—- --- -—- - 3 7.0 3 10.7
$70 or more. o o . . s .= 4 0.9 --- --- 1 0.7 - ——— 1 2.3 2 7.1

Not reporeing. . . . . . . : 3 -—- 2 .- .- -—- 1 - - --- - ———

Type of dweclling : . - —

Households reporting . « o : 997  100.0 243 100.0 241 100.0 166 “100.0 ~ 165 100.0 182  100.0
Single . « o ¢ o e o0t 962 96.5 239 . 98.4 233 96.7 158 95.2 160 97.0 172 94.5
DupleX ¢« o o o o o o & & 12 1.2 1 0.4 3 1.2 5 3.0 --- --- 3 1.6
Moleiple . . o o . 0 0 .2 2 0.2 2 0.8 —— - -—- ——— - -—- - -
Trafler o o o o o 2 0 o ¢ 15 1.5 1 0.4 &4 1.7 - -—- 4 2.4 6 3:3
Other. . « . . e o ¢ o =2 6 0.6 ——— —-- 1 0.4 3 1.8 1 0.6 1 0.5

Not reporting. . . . . . .: 5 == 1 el 2 - 1 - --= -- 1 -~

Cont inued
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Table 32.--Selected characteristics of rural housing by
of South Carolina,

household size-income class, Northeast Coastal Plain
1966--cont inued

Houschold size-income class

Iten : Total : Class 1 : Clasgs 2 : Class 3 : Class & : Class 5
:  No. Pet. No. Pet. No. Pct. No. Pct. No. Pct. No. Pct.
Running water :
Pouseholds reporting. . . . : 1,002 100.0 244 100.0 243 100.0 167 100.0 165 100.0 183 100.0
Coldonly . . . ... ..: 108 10.8 31 12.7 38 15.6 26 15.6 9 5.5 4 2.2
Hot and cold. . . . . . . : 502 50.1 28 - 1.5 72 29.6 95 56.9 137 83.0 170 92.9
~ Inside hand pump. . . . ., : 40 4.0 18 7.4 12 4.9 4 2.4 5 3.0 1 0.5
Outside hand pump . . . , : 303 30.2 151 61.9 99 40.7 35 21.0 12 7.3 6 3.3
Well. . . . . ... ... 22 2.2 7 2.9 9 3.7 3 1.8 1 0.6 2 1.1
Neighbor. , ., .« . % % . 18 1.8 5 2.0 “10 4.1 3 1.8 ——- --- ——- -
Spring or creek . . . . ., : - ——- - ——- - .- - -—- .- .- ~—- -
Other = « . . .. . . . . ¢ 9 0.9 4 1.6 3. 1.2 1 0.6 1 0.6 - ---
Type toilet facility H —
Houscholds reporting. . . . : 999 100.6 244 . 100.0 242 100.0 165 100.0 165 100.0 183 100.0
Nome. o o o o v v v o0 43 4.3 24 9.8 - 10 4.1 8 4.8 1 0.6 - -—-
© Outhouse. . . . . o .. .3t 429 42.9 183 75.0 151 62.4 56 33.9 29 17.6 10 5.5
Chemicals o . . . . . . .2 1 0.1 == - == L - - Ll 1 0.5
Flush + . . .. ... .1 526 52.7 37 15.2 81 33.5 101 61.2 135 81.8 172 994.0
Not reporting . . .. .. .: 3 - - .o 1 .- 2 m—- me={ .- - -
Bathtub or shower :
Households reporting. . . . : 1,002 100.0 244 - 100.0 243 100.0 167 100.0 165 100.0 183 100.0 N
No. v o o v oo o v o v it 487 48.6 207 86.8 168 69.1 67 40.1 33 20.0 12 6.6
Yes . . o . . o0 ...t 515 51.4 37 15.2 75 30.9 100 59.9 132 80.0 1n 93.4
Racial composition of H -
R neighborhood H - -
Households reporting. . . . : 1,000 100.0 243 100.0 243 100.0 167 100.0 164 100.0 183 100.0
All white . . . . . .. . : 248 24.8 11 4.5 34 14.0 49 29.3 67 40.9 87 47.5 .
All negro . . .., . ., .: 143 14.3 61 25.1 43 17.7 25 15.0 11 6.7 3 1.6
Mixed . . . . . % . . ..t 609 60.9 171 70.4 166 68.3 93 55.7 "86 52.4 93 50.8
Not reporting . . .. ., . . : 2 - 1 .- - --- e I T 1 -—- - ---
. Condition of dwelling H
° Houscholds reporting. . . . : 1,000 100.0 244 100.0 243 100.0 166 100.0 164 100.0 183 100.0 I
Sound . . . . ... ... 422 42.2 41 16.8 58 239 73 44.0 101 61.6 149 81.4
New/nearly new. . . . . : 148 14.8 10 4.1 23 9.5 21 12.7 36 22.0 58 31.7
Excellent upkeep. . ., . : 276 27.4 31 12.7 35 14.4 52 31.3 65 39.6 9 49.7
Deterlorating . . . . .. : 2i5 31.5 91 37.3 97 39.9 54 32.5 ‘47 28.7 26 14.2
7 Exterior paint. . . . . : 125 12.5 29 11.9 35 . 14,4 25 15.1 23 14.0 13 7.1
Interior paint/paper. . : 115 11.5 33 13.5 36 14.8 18 10.8 18 11.0 10 5.5
Unfinished jinterjor . ., : 75 7.5 29 11.9 26 10.7 11 6.6 6 3.7 3 1.6
Dilapidated ., ., . . .. .: 263 24.3 112 2538 88 36.1 39 23.4 16 9.7 8 4.3
Floor, ceiling, and wall:
Ba8. + . 4 4 s e W .3 28 2.8 11 4.5 12 4.9 3 1.8 1 0.6 1 0.5
- Holes, cracks .. .« + o = 55 5.5 23 9.4 13 5.3 9 5.4 8 4.9 2 1.1
Broken/falling plaster. . : 10 1.0 5 2.0 2 < 0.8 2 1.2 1 0.6  eew  =e-
Broken windows/screens. . : 48 4.8 24 9.8 17 7.0 5 3.0 2 1.2 -—- ---
Inadequate original con- : .
struction . ... ... : 122 12,2 49 20.1 44 18.1 20 12.0 4 2.4 5 2.7 h
Not reporting . . . .. . . : 2 -~ - - .- - 1 - 1 -—- - -—-
Number of rooms : B
e — . grea H holds reporting. . .-, : - -998 100.0 2644 100.0 2642 100.0 167 100.0 164 100.0 181 100.0 o
. - lroom. . oo o cvw ez 4 0.4 1 0.4 2 0.8  cee o .. eee 1 0.6 £
2rX00m8 . 0 4. g omet 15 1.5 6 2,5 9 - 3.7 - - - - -—- -
3rooms o .o ov. s oe ..t 62 6.2 22 9.0 25 10.3 9 5.4 3 1.8 3 1.7
. Grooms . . . ... ... 225 22.5 73 29.9 66 27.3 43 25.7 23 14.0 20 11.0
N Srooms . .. ... o o st 253 25,4 74 30.3 63 26.0 40 24.0 40 24.4 36 19.9
6roms . . ... .w .t 251 25.2 47 19.3 50 20.7 42 25.1 54 32.9 58 32.0
7roms o « o« o o o4 ..t 121 12.1 15 6.1 20 8.3 20 12.0 30 18.3 36 19.9
8rooms .. . ......: 37 3.7 4 1.6 4 1.7 10 6.0 7 4.3 12 6.6
9 rooms or more . . . . o : 30 3.0 2 0.8 3 1.2 3 1.8 7 4.3 15 8.3
Not reporting . . . . . . -: 4 - -—- .-~ 1 cee -—- - 1 ——— 2 ——-
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Table 33,--Marital status and mily composition of rural houscholds, by race and by houschold size-income class, Northeast
- Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

Item : Household size-income class
: Total : Class 1 Class 2 : Class 3 : Class & Class 5 °
: No. Pct.  No.  Pet.  No.  Pect. No.  Pet. Mo,  Pet. No.  Pct.
Marital status of head :
. White households . + « % . « % o o » -5 549 100.0 4 100.0 88 100.0 106 100.0 139 100.0 172 100.0
Never marrfed. . . . o o o = o o o of 18 3.3 2 4.5 5 5.7 2 1.9 4 2.9 5 2.9
Married. . . o v o c% o o & 5 o o o3 G451 32.1 32 72.7 58 65.9 87 82.1 119 85.6 115 90.1
Widowed. . o ¢« . . ¢ ¢ ¢ o . & o ¢ ol 67 12.2 8 18.2 . 23 26.1 13 12.3 14 10.1 9 5.2
Divorced . . . ¢« . c-c ¢ 0 o o oo ol 5 0.9 1 2.3 0 0.0 1 0.9 1 0.7 2 1.2
Separated. . . ¢ o o o e s o s o of 8 1.5 1 2.3 2 2.3 3 2.8 1 0.7 1 0.6
Composition of primary families :
‘ White households . . o . + « ¢ o » » o 549 100.0 44 100.0 88 100.0 106 100.0 139 .00.0 172 100.0
With own children. + . . ., .~ . .3 368 68.5 26 59.1 53 60.2 r 67.0 107 77.0 119 69.2
Both parcnts present . . . . © . .3 328 _59.7 17 38.6 41 46.6 62 58.5 96 69.1 112 65.1
One parent wmissing :
Widowed™ = & v o o o 0 v v oo ot 43 7.8 9 20.5 12 13.6 7 6.6 11 7.9 4 2.3
Divorced or separated. . . . . .: 3 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.9 0 0.0 1 0.6
Never married. o . . . . . . . o 2 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.2
. No own children. . o+ v o o ¢ o« o o1 173 31.5 18 40.9 35 39.8 35 33.0 32 23.0 53 _ 308
Composition of secondary family units :
White se:ondary families . . . . . . .3 68 100.0° 14 100.0 14 100.0 11 100.0 14 100.0 15 100.0
With dependent children. . . ~ . . .t 31 45.6 10 1.4 6 42.8 "3 27.3 5 33.7 7 46.7
. Both parents present . . . ., . . .3 7 10.3 1 7.1 2 16.3 [} 0.0 1 7.1 3 20.0
One parent wissing H
. Widowed. . . « . o o o 4 o . Wt 3 4.4 1] 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 20.0
Divorced or separated. . . . . .: 5 - 7.4 3 21.4 21 7.1 0 0.0 1 7.1 0 0.0
e e e - -Never married. v v . e . L2 2. 2.9 1. 7.1 -1 7.1 0 - 0.0 0 0.0 0 - 0.0
Both parents missing . . . . . . .2 14 20.6 5 35.7 2 14.3 3 27.3 3 21.4 1 6.7
No dependent children. . . . . . . .3 37 54.4 4 28.6 8 57.2 8 3.7 9 64.3 8 53.3
Parents of head or spouse. . . . . .: 20 29.4 2 14.3 4 28.6 2 18.2 6 42.9 6 40.0
Other. ¢ o« « v % ¢ o o o & o o o & o8 17 25.0 2 14.3 4 28.6 6 54.5 3 21.4 2 13.3
Marital status of head H
Nonwhite households. . . . . . . . . .: 453  100.0 200 100.0 155 100.0 61 100.0 26 100.0 11 100.0
Never marrieds o o o . . . . P 15 3.3 8 4.0 4 2.6 .. .1 1.6 1 3.8 1 9.1
Married. . o « ¢ ¢ ¢ o o 0 o o o . 2 345 76.2 151 75.5 115 7.2 51 83.6 18 69.2 10 90.9
. Widowed. . . . v ¢ o v ¢ ¢ v o o o o8 72 15.9 . 30 15.0 28 18.1 9 14.8 5 19.2 0 0.0
Divorced . . . . . ¢ v ¢ o« o &+ . . .2 2 0.4 2 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 (] 0.0 0 0.0
Separated: . . . . . ¢ . . . o e . ol 19 4.2 9 4.5 8 5.2 0 9.0 2 7.7 0 0.0
Composition of primary families H
S Nonwhite households. . . . . . . . ., .t 453  100.0 200 100.0 155 100.0 61 100.0 26 100.0 11  100.0
With own children. . - . . . . &~ . . 341 75.3 165 82.5 114 73.5 39 63.9 17 63.4 6 54.5
Both parents present . . o . . . .2 281 62.0 131 65.5 95 61.3 36 59.0 14 53.8 5 45.5
One parent missing :
Widowed. &+ . ¢ . ¢ . o .. . 2 40 8.8 .21 10.5 14 9.0 2 3.3 3 11.5 " 0 0.0
) Divorced or separated. . . . . .: 16 3.5 11 5.5 4 2.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1
Never marrfed. . + . . . . . . . 5 - & 0.9 2 1.0 1 0.6 1 1.6 - 0 0.0° 0 0.0
. No own children. . + . + . + . . . .t 112 24.7 35 17.5 41 26.5 22 36,1 9 34.6 5 45.5
Composition of secondary family units :
Nonwhite secondary families. . . . . .: 126 100.0 723 100.0 33 100.0 9 100.0 8 100.0 3  100.0
With dependent childrens . . . . . . 93 83.7 55 75.2 25 75.8 7 77.8 5 62.5 1 33.3
Both parents present . . . . . . . 8 6.3 5 6.8 2 6.1 0 0.0 1 12.5 0 0.0
One parent missing :
T Widowed. . v . o b e e e e e ol 8 6.3 5 6.8 2 6.1 1] 0.0 0 0.0 1 333
Divorced or separated. . . . . of 8 6.3 5 6.8 1 3.0 1] 0.0 2 25.0 1] 0.0
Never married. . + o o . o « . o 5 4.0 1 1.4 4 12,1 1] 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
- Both parentsmissing « . . . . o .2 64 50.8 39 53.4 16 48.5 7 77.8 2 25.0 ] 0.0
No deperdent childrem. . . . . . . .¢ 33 26.2 18 24.7 8 24.3 2 22.2 3 37.5 2 66.6
Parents of head or spouse. + . o o .3 13 10.3 8 1.0 2 6.1 0 0.0 2 25.0 1 333
Othere « o o e o o v o o o o o o o 2 20 15.9 10 13.7 6 18.2 2 22.2 1 12,5 1 33.3
-~
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school, by race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

Table 35.--Household income by amount of cducation parents think children nced and amount expected of oldest student

son still in

Education parents think

Family income

children need Total

t  Under
s $1,000

s $1,000-
s $1,999

$2,000-
$2,999

~$3,000- $5,
$6,999 $7,

000-
499

$7,500-
$9,999

$10,000
or more

No.
A1l households with children: 759
Rcvorting education. + .
1«5 years. « « o ore o
6-9 years. + + o o % o
10-11 years. . . « .

12 years + v . = .
13«15 years. . . .

16 years or morec . « o
Trade, business school
Not reporting. . . . . .
No children. v . o v« . ©

3
8
35

81
305.
14

WNO®WBn O

White households with chil-
dren. « ¢ o ¢ ¢ % o o % o
Reporting education.
1-5 years. . . . .
6-9 yearse o« o o .
10-11 years. . . .

o8

12 years . . .
13-15 years. . .
16 years or more . . .
Trade, business school
Not reporting. . . . .
No children. o+ . . . . . «. ¢t

W N
NP OO
.

.
PO MmUNOOO

Nonwhite households with
children. . « + . - . .«
Reporting education. .

1-5 years. . . . .
6-9 years. + . o
10-11 years. .

12 years . . .
13-15 years. .

16 years or more . . .
Trade, business school
Not reporting. . . . .
No children. . + « « « « »

FS\OW\OFOO
Y .

wy
\OQC’\'&\OL\QO

All households with student
SON ¢ o o o ¢ % s o & o o
Reporting education. .

1-5 years. . ¢« . . .
6-9 years. « . + & &

s
(=]
o
b

10-11 yearse « o+ o

12 years . . . » .
13-15 years. . . .

16 years or more . .
Trade, business school
Not reporting. -
No student Son . . +« + « »

L pee
wNewso O

b
NONNONNO

White households with stu-
dent Son. o« « o % ¢ o o %
Reporting education. .

1-5 years. « o . « .
6-9 years. . . . . .
10-11 years. . . « .

8

[
whOOWOO

.
SfUVOVWEOWOCO

12 years . + . .
13-15 years. . .

16 years or more . . .
Trade, business school
Not reporting. - . « . .
No student son + . + « + o

w
«

Nonwhite households with
student Som . . . . . .
Reporting education. .

1-5 years, . . . . .
6-9 years. . . . . -

s
(=]

£
AWM ~O
.
NN WNOWO

10-11 years. N

12 years . ¢ o .« .

13-15 years. . . .
16 years or more . . .
Trade, business school
Not reporting. . « « o
No student son . . . + o .

-

[

No.
100
97
1

2
10
58
9
15
2

3
66

P~
[-N-I o)

vwooMhwwo

[

P
pos b N e
O N~ O

w

OO Ot e e OO SN

wd
0
er
o

P
= [=]
NWMOVOVWONMFO
. ..

s

.
WO We~CO

s
(=]
b

OO~ OoO0OO0CO0O
h

N N W
. . .

]
]
'
.
onprOO0OOOC

s
(=1

WS NN~O
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u
Table 36.--Age, cducational achievement, present address, and occupation of children who left home to stay during 1956-66, rural
h holds, by h hold size-incowe class, Northcast Coastal Plain of South Carolina
item : Houschold size-income class
: Total : Class 1 :. Class 2 : cClass 3 : Class & : Class 5
t No. Pct. No. [Pcts No. Pct.  No. Pct. No. Pct. No. Pct.
Present age of child who left: :
All age 8rOUPS = « « « ¢ 4 ¢ « 4w ¢ v . @« . .3 707 100.0 231 100.0 180 100.0 93 100.0 100 100.0 103 100.0
Less than 15 « o o v v v v v o v oo v vz 2 0.3 1 0.4 een  --- “es ee- ——- .- 1 1.0
T 95 13.4 38 16.5 22 12.2 13 14.0 10 10.0 12 11.7
1 2028 4 i i i i e e e e e e e e e e e 322 45.5 117 50.6 83 46.1 36- 38.7 47 47.0 39 37.9
25229, ¢ i i e e e e s e e i e e e e ese 214 30.3 56 24.2 46 25.6 40 43.0 35 35.0 37 35.9
30-34. ¢ ¢ v e e e e d e e e e e s 48 6.8 14 6.1 18 10.0 3 3.2 1 1.0 12 11.7
35539, 4 4t e e i e e e e e e e e et 19 2.7 3 1.3 9 5.0 e==  -e- 5 5.0- 2 1.9
4 G0-64. . o . i i it e e et e e e e e et 3 0.4 1 0.4 1 0.6 1 1.1 N ~—e  eee
y 45289, ¢ v i 4 e e e e e e e e s e e e et 3 0.4 1 0.4 1 0.6 =ec  aa- 1 1.0 cee  se-
- S0 orolder. « « ¢ « o« o« o o 0 . PO 1 .0.1 -—- == -——— e - “ma 1 1.0 «-- -—-
Education of child who left: :
~ Reporting education. . + . . . . o . . ... 706 100.0 231 100.9 179 100.0 93 100.0 100 100.0 103 100.0
> NOME ¢ v v v v 0% ¢ o o o e oo o o oot 2 0.3 2 0.9 ~-- .- L - eee e eem
16 yearS. « v v o v o e o o ¢ 5« « o« « . 3 38 5.4 22 9.5 11 6.1 3 3.2 2 2.0 === ee-
5-6 YCAES. ¢ ¢ ¢ v 4 S e e e e e e o 4 os .t 60 8.5 36 15.6 19 10.6 ==  --- 5 5.0 === -
f 7 YEArS. v o v i v e e it e e e e e ez 49 6.9 21 9.1 13 - 7.3 8 8.6 6 6.0 1 1.0
Byears. o’ o i e o v e e e v e e e w ..t 58 8.2 32 13.9 16 8.9 5 5.4 3 3.0 2 1.9
9=11 YEALS « ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 ¢ o o o 4 o o o oo o3 163 23.1 56 24.2 52 29.1 24 25.8 21 21.0 10 9.7
12 yearS & v v o v v v et et e e e o . e 2063 34.6 58 25.1 60 33.5 36 38.7 44 44.0 45 43.7
13-15 YearS. « , o o ¢ e v o o ¢ 0 o o4 o2 67 9.5 4 1.7 5 2.8 12 12.9 12 12.0 3% 33.0 _
16 ycars ormore . . . . .o . v ... .t 26 3.7 eee ee- 3 1.7 5 5.4 7 7.0 11 10.7
Not reporting. - o ¢ v o o o v 0 0 0 v o 4 .2 | ——- === 1 --- === em= L mee _se- == === _
“"Median Years ¢ . . L% e e v v e e o .. 11.7 9.1 10.8 12.2 12.3 12.9
Present address of child: :
Reporting address. . .« . v oo o o« . . . <t 700 100.0 230 100.0 179 100.0 92 100.0 97 100.0 102 190.0
South Carolina or North Carolina: -
Same or adjoining county . . . . . . .2 244 34.9 64 27.8 56 .31.3 32 34.8 48 49.5 [ 43.1
Outside same or adjoining county: . . :
~ Less than 100 miless &« v o ¢ 0 0 & o ¢ 58 8.3 9 3.9 14 7.8 5 5.4 14 16.4 16 15.7
Grcater than 100 miles . . . . . . . ¢ 66 9.4 21, 9.1 7 3.9 15 16.3 4 4.1 19 18.6
Outside South Carolina or North Carolina : . - .
In southern United Statesl: “ s o8 .3 56 7.7 16 7.0 15 8.4 5 5.4 10 10.3 8 7.8
In northern United States?/. . . . .. : 269 38.4 118 51.3 86 48.0 33 -35.9 19 19.6 13 12.7
Elsewhere in United S*ates . . . . . .3 9 1.3 2 0.9 _1 0.6 2 2.2 2 2.1 2 2.0
Not reporting addresse . . e o « o & o o o © 7 --- 1 ee= 1 - 1 --- 3 em- 1 -
Present occupation of child: : . - - R .
~Reporting occupation . . . .. . . .. s .3 451 100.0 155 100.0 159 100.0 57 100.0 63 100.0 67 100.0
Professional, technical, and kindred - . : 33 7.3 2713, &4 3.7 6 10.5 11 17.5 10 14.9
Farmers and farm managers. . . . . . & & : 17 3.8 6 3.9 77 6.4 e=s  mea e mee 4 6.0
. Managers, officials, and proprictors, H .
CXCCPL faIM v v v o ¢ o o o o © o o & o 3 10 2.2 1 0.6 2 1.8 o= --- 1 1.6 6 9.0
Clerical and kindred . . . . . . .+« . &3 37 8.2 1 0.6 4 3.7 4 7.0 12 19.0 16 23.9 R
Sales. % o 0% o % ® e e et e e et 20 4.4 3 1.9 5 4.6 6 10.5 1 1.6 5 7.5
Craftsmen, foremen, and kindred. + . . 3 67 14.9 15 9.7 15 13.8 13 22.8 14 22.2 10 14.9
o ) Operatives and kindred « + o ¢ ¢« o o o = 2 57 12.6 25  16.1 18 16.5 2 3.5 5 7.9 7 10.4
Privatc houschold workers. . . . + o« o . = 18 4.0 7 h.5 6 5.5 2 3.5 2 3.2 1 1.5
Sexvices other than private houschold. . : 38 8.4 15 9.7 10 9.2 5 8.8 4 6.3 4 6.0
Farm laborers and foremen. . . « « o . « ¢ 23 5.1 20 12.9 2 1.8 == - 1 1.6 «=-  =e-
Laborers, except farm. < « « « « o o . . ¢ 131 29.0 60 38.7 36 33.0 19 33.3 12 19.0 4 6.0 -
. Not reporting occupation . . . . . . . . .2 256 === 76 --- 71 --- 36 --- 37 --- 36 ---
Y/south Atlantic and South Central States.
2/Rew England, Middle Atlantic, and North Central States. N
-
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Table 40.--Selected measures qf home environment and comaunity participation, rural houscholds by houschold size-income class,
Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966
.- .
Houschold size-income class
Total : Class 1 : Class 2 : Class 3 : Class &4 : Class 5

Item

Pct, No.  Pet,
Did (docs) parent buy books for childrem to rcad?

Houscholds reporting . + o+ o 4 « ¢ e e e 0t 100.0 100.0 107 100.0
NO o 6o o 00 a o 00w 12.2 1.8 1 0.9
o0 e et 41.2 39.4 44 41.1
26.9 44.0 58 54.2
21.1 13.8 4 3.7
0.6 0.9 0 0.0

6

70

Yes, sometimes . . . o .
Yes, many timess . o o
Schoolbooks only ., . .
Religious books only .

Not reporting. e e

Not appucablt'_li o« o e e

Did (does) parent make children do school
hoanework?
Houscholds reporting

0 o o o o ¢ o o o :.
Yes. . . . v o ..
Didn't need to . . o . .

Not reporting. .,
Not npplicahl%‘/ .

Did (does; parent know names of any children's
teachers?

Households reporting .
No.....\..'..;‘
Ye8. o v v o0 v o v on

Not reporting. PRSI

Not Appucable.!) S .

Nunber of families in last year using service of:
Library. . o ¢ o o 0 4 0 o
Public health nurse: . . «
Extension agent. , .
Demonstration agent.
Voc. &g. teacher . ,
SCS agent, , . . . .
Forest ranger. ., , .
FHA agent, . + . .+ «

06 00 oo 00 oo 00 o0 os s an
MR
o o

0 s B pus
o o e

S ULN00 00O
. .
AWOWVESONS
[N SE N N XN
IR
DN OO O=O
WO ™D

o o o e ®
Wowoadsmndo
WU oroN &Y
N

OO OANOON

Attendance at church services:
All households reporting . . .

Regularly. . . . . .+ . .

Often. . o 4o o % o o o %
Seldom o o ¢« v 4 0 4 o

-
o
o
.

o
-

No..o..o

QN&“Lg

Attendance at church groups:
All households reporting . . 4
Regularly, , . . .
. Often. . . .. .
Seldom . . ., . .

141

No..ooowo
Not reporting. .

4» 00 60 00 00 se oo 00 oo oo oo oo oo oo oo oo oo o o0 s»
=
w
.
N
s Uy

yNo children or children too young for questions to be applicable,

'El{llC

PAFullToxt Provided by ERIC




Table L41.--Number of income recipients in ruval households, by place of resi-
dence and by race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966
. -, : Place of residence
Number of income recipients . Total : Farm : Nornfarm
No. Pct. No. Pct. No. Pct.
A1l households..... cetereveeet 1002 - 313 - 689 -
Classified by number.......: 930 100.0 271 100.0 659 100.0
? NONE.sieeeoearonraareneneet 12 1.3 - - 12 1.8
: 1 PErSONeeeeecssesonas.ones- 480 51.6 157. 57.9 323 Lkg.0
2 PErSONSeeeevsoevvvveoanst 345 37.1 86 31.7 259 39.3
3 PErSONS.eceverracrssenast 58 6.2 18 6.6 Lo 6.1
L persons.cieeeecesraneess 17 1.8 L 1.5 13 i.9
i D PersSONS.ceeerceccsensaat 12 1.3 3 1.1 9 1.4
6 PErsSONS..eeeveorescanest 3 0.3 2 0.7 ] 0.2
7 OF MOre PersoNSseececess 3 0.3 ] 0.k 2 0.3
Unclassifiedisesusennnnnosss 72 - L2 - 30 -
White householdS..vevreersnnss 549 - 166 - 383 -
Classified by number.......: L79 12J3.0 125 100.0 354 100.0
NONE:.veevsoooovavosoonoas 1.0 - - 5 1.4
] PErSONeeeeeeseosvonvones 247 51.6 69 55.2 178 50.3
2 PErSONSeee esovcovesvoss 191 39.9 L3 3.4 148 41.8
3 PErSONS.eeesessosccesvoet 27 5.6 10 8.0 17 L.8
L personS.cecececrcrcvenes L 0.8 2 1.6 2 9.6
D PErSONS.eseerercssoncast L 0.8 ] 0.8 3 0.8
6 PErSONS.ceeeesceroccnees - - - - - -

7 Or MOre PersoONS.eeececses 1 0.2 - - 1 0.3
Unclassifiedisseeeensoeseest 70 - I 29 -
Nonwhite households..........: L53 - 147 - 306 - -
Classified by number.,.....: L51 100.0 146 100.0 305 100.0

NONE. eeeesearonsannnnaeeat 7 1.6 - - 71 2.3
) PErsON.uceieeciaracnsest 235 51.7 88 60.3 147 47.5
2 PErSONSeeeesssevesasanst 154 34.1 43 29.4 1N 36.4
3 PErSONSeecesecovsocsveat 31 6.9 8 R 23 7.5
L persons.cicececcssaneast 13 2.9 2 4 1 3.6
5 PErSONS.eeeerocsrenvssss 8 1.8 2 .4 6 1.9
6 PErsONS..veerrecssnaness 3 0.7 2 1.4 ] 0.3
7 OF MOre PersSONSececeesss 2 0.4 ] 0.7 ] 0.3
Unclassified.iseseeerocennsst 2 - 1 - 1 -
74
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Table 42.--Income source of household head, by residence and by race, North-
east Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

Place of residence
Total : Farm : Nonfarm

Source of income

No. Pct. No. Pct.

All households : ‘
Classified by source.veeeeees: . 100.0 646 _  100.0
Both work and nonwork......: 184 20.5 129 20.0
Work sources only.eeece.eost i 78.4 395 61.1
Welfare only.ieieesiocenesst 24 -
Other non-work only...eoee.s 90
Both welfare and other.....: 11
Unclassifiedieieceeececeonenst 88

White hiuseholds : .

Classiiied by source.,.......: 470 124 100.0 346
Both work and nonwork......: 95 - 29 23.4 66
Work sources only...ceeveees 296 95 76.6 201
Welfare only...cocuviennnass 7 -

Other non-work only: seesuest 65

Both welfare and other,....: 7

Unclassifiedeiosieierennnoanst 79
Nonwhite households :

Tlassified by source.,.......: LYy 100.0 300
Both work and nonwork......: 89 18.1 63
Work sources only....e.0e..: 309 79.9 194
Welfare only.iieeeceeenenset 17 . - 17
Other non-work only.seeee,..: 25 .

Both welfare and other.....: L

Unclassified.ivvevennennneneet 9
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Table 33.--Sex and race of ! 2ads of rural households by total household income, Northeast Coastal Plain
‘ = of South Carolina, 1966

. Household income
Sex and race $ .Total :@  Umer : $1,000- : $2,000- : $3,000- : $5,000- : $7,500- : $10,000
: : $1,000 : $1,999 : $2,999 : $4,999 - $7,499 : $9,999 : or more

: ~=-=-Number

All household heads . » . . . : 1,002 166 205 177 184 137 62 71
Malee ¢ ¢ o o o o o o o0 o2 844 108 154 158 164 131 60 69
Female. o v o o o 5 o o o o & 158 58 51 ~19 20 6 2 2
White household hecads . « . . ¢ 549 - 143 67 74 121 117 58 69
Male. o o s o v oo o oo o8 476 24 40 62 106 114 57 67
Female. . . . « + ¢ +» o0 &+ ¢ 73 19T 21 12 15 3 1 2
Nonwhite household heads. . . : 453 123 138 103 63 20 4 2
Male. o o o o o o s 6 o o o ¢ 358 84 108 96 58 17 3 2
Female. ¢ ¢ v o o @ @ o % o & 85 39 30 7 5 3 . 1 0
: - ceemrecccmmen s aman Percent-- -- -
All houschold heads = » « .« « ¢ 100.0 100.0 1000 1,0.0 100.0 100.0 <100.0 100.0
Male. . o« © o o o % o o o %z 84.2 65.1 75.1 89.2 ¢ 89.1 95.6 96.7 97.2
Female. « « « « + + » s o« » ¢ 15.8 34.9 24.8 10.8 110.9 4.4 3.2 2.8
White household heads . . . . : 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Male. = o o ¢ o o o o oo o2 86.7 55.8 68.7 83.8 87.6 97.4 - 98.3 7.1
Female. o o, o o o+ o o o » » = 13.3 44.2 31.3 16.2 12.4 2.6 1.7 2.9
Nonwhite houschold heads. . .': 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Male. ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o o o o ¢ 81.2 68.3 78.3 93.2 92.1 85.0 75.0 100.0
. Female. « « ¢« + o+ . » o » 3 18.8 31.7 21.7_ - 6.8 7.9 15.0 25.0 0.0
All household heads , . . . . : 100.0 16.6 "20.5 17.7 18.4 13.7 6.2 7.1
Male. o » v o o o ¢« ¢+ » o ¢ 100.0 12.8 18.3 18.7 194 15.5 7.1 8.2
Female. . . « v ¢ v ¢ o o « ¢ 100.0 36.7 - 32.3 12.0 12.7 3.8 1.3 1.3
White household heads . . . . : 100.0 7.8 12.2 - 13.5 22.0 21.3 10.6 12.6
Male. v o o o « o o » » « » ¢ 100.0 5.0 9.7 13.0 22.3 24.0 12.0 14.1
Femalev . o« « « » » » » » » ¢ 100.0 26.0 28.8 16.4 20.6 4.1 1.4 2.7
Nonwhite household heads. . . : 100.0 27.2 30.5 22.7 13.9 4.4 0.9 _ 0.4
Male. ¢ o ¢ ¢ & ¢ o o o » ¢ 100.0 22.8 29.4 26.1 15.8 4.6 0.8 0.5
Female. » « o o o o o o . . 100.0 4559 35.3 8.2 5.9 3.5 1.2 0.0

Table 44.--Age ?of heads

rural house}xolgs 'y sex and by race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

Sex and race

Age of household head

- i Tetal T Usder 35 ¢ 3534 : 3546 : 45-55 1 55-6h : 65 and over

. - ) 3 - Number=-c-cecmeccecmcccccmaccmec e cccccem e
All household heads . . . . . .: 1,002 54 142 226 217 177 184
Malee o o v o v o s oo o a2 <B4B 49 134 206 194 139 122
Female. « o« o« o o o o o ¢ o o~ 158 5 ¢ 8 22 23 38 62
White household heads . . . . .: 549 32 77 114 124 98 104
MAle: v v o o o o v oo o o o o8 476 - 30 75 108 114 80 69
Female. .”% % + . o o o o o of 7 2 - 2 6 10 18 35
Noawhite household heads, . . . 453 22 « 65 114 93 79 80
Male. v o o o o 5o g oo o of 368 19 59 98 _ 80 59 53
Pemale.r.....i....: 85 3 6 16 13 20 27

, : - --~Percent -
All household heads . . . . . .: 100.0 5.4 ' 14.2 22.7 21.6 17.7 18.4
"Male. . . . 0 e . .0 ... 100.0 5.5 15.2 23.3 22.0 15.7 13.8
Female. ... ... 0. .. 100.0 3.2 5.1 13.9 14.6 24.1 39.2
- White household heads . « . . .: 100.0 4.9 13.0 T .20.7 22.6 17.9 *18.9-
Male. « o « o o o o o o &+ w3 -100.0 6.3 15.8 22,7 23.9 16.8 4.5
Female. . . « « o« o o « o . ¢ 100.0 2.7 2.7 8.2 13.7 24.6 47.9
Nomwhite household heads. . . .: -100.0 4.8 14.3 25.1 20.6 17.4 17.7
Male. v v v o s o v o o . . o8 100.0 5.2 16.0 26.6 21.7 16.0 14.4
Female. . . . o« o o o o . . ot 100.0 3.5 7.1 18.8 15.3 23.5 31.8

: pR——
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Table 47.~-Occupation of heads of rural households, by level of disability and by race, Northeast Coastal
. Plain of South Carolina, 1966 ST
[
: Level of disability
Esployment status and occupation by race : Total : Not : Partially : Totally
: ; : disabled : disabled : disabled
: No. Pct. No. Pct. "~ Ne, Pet. No. Pct.
All household headS. « . o « o « ¢ s « o o » » ¢ 1,001 100.0 750 100.0 142 100.0 .109 100.0
Employed . . . ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ o o o o 0o o o2 787 78.6 690 92.0 89 62.7 8 7.3
Professional, technical. . . . . . . . ¢+ 33 3.3 31 4.1 2 1.4 ——— eoe
- FParwers, farm managers . o . « o « o o o o 2 267 26.7 223 29.7 39 27.5 5 4.6
> Managers, officials, proprietors, except . :
1 fAIM. . ¢ ¢ 4 ¢ ¢ o o o o o o s e e 0 oo 50 5.0 44 5.9 6~ 4.2 e aee
* Clerical workers . . o « ¢« « « o o o = » o ¢ 10 1.0 9 1.2 1 0.7 .- ==
Sales workers. . « ¢ o« ¢ ¢ o o o o o o o o2 25 2.5 23 3.1 1 0.7 1 0.9
Craftsmen, foremen « « « ¢ « « o o ¢ o o o 2 84 8.4 80 10.7 4 2.8 ——— ~ee
Ope:atives............,.;.: 78 7.8 74 9.9 3 2.1 1 0.9
x . Private-house workers. . c e e o e st 13 1.3 9 1.2 4 2.8 ——— we-
F Service workers, except p:iv L€ ¢ o o o o 2 24 2.4 19 2.5 5 3.5 - e--
Farm laborers and foremen. . « . « ¢ ¢ o o ¢ 100 10.0 82 10.9 8 12.7 ——— -
Laborers, except farm. o « « ¢ « « ¢ o « o 2 103 10.3 96 12.8 6 4.2 1 0.9
- Mot cmployed . . . . . c ¢ ¢ e e o 0 00 oo 214 21.4 60 8.0 53 37.3 101 92.7
Unemployed o o o« o « o o o o « o oo o o o2 28 2.8. 10 1.3 12 8.5 6 5.5
. Retired. « o ¢ o o o e 0 o 6 o o o 0 o o o2 104 10.4 33 4.4 28 19.7 43 39.4
: Disabled . « ¢ « « ¢ ¢ « o s a s o o o oo 2 ~ 58 5.8 2 0.3 7 4.9 49 45.0
Housewife. . o « o« « ¢ ¢ s o ¢ o o e o o o2 24 2.4 .15 2.0 6 4.2 3 2.8
wWhite household heads. . . . . . . ¢ ¢ ¢ o« « & 2- 548 100.0 415 100.0 71 100.0 62 100.0
- Employed . . « « ¢« ¢ ¢ « o ¢ o 0 o o 0 o o3 423. 87.2 375 90.3 44 62.0 4 6.5
Professional, technical. . . . « ¢« ¢ « ¢ + ¢ 25 4.6 24 5.8 1 1.4 -te cee
Farmers, fatm BaNagers . . . « « o o o o o 137 25.0 1164 27.5 20 28.2- 3 4.8
Managers, officials, proprietors, except . : -
£arMe © ¢ o o ¢ o 0 6 o s o s o o s o o8 2" 44 8.0 41 9.9 3 4.2 - e
Clerical workers . . « « ¢« c .o o o o o o o 2 9 1.6 8 1.9 1 1.4 e ce-
Sales WOrkers. . o+ « « ¢ ¢ o ¢ e o s o o o3 25 4.6 23 5.5_ 1 1.4 1 1.6
Craftsmen, foremen . « « « « « « o o o o o 2 70 12.8 67 16.1 3 4.2 c— cee
_OpPeratives . « ¢ ¢ « o« o o o o o o 0 o s ot 52 9.5 50 12.0 2 2,8 c—e oo
Private house workers. « + « ¢ ¢« « ¢« « o+ o 2 2 0.4 i 2 2.8 e =—-
Service vorkers, except private, . . . . . : - 16 1.8 7 1. 3 4.2 ——— -
Farm laborers and foremen. « « « = o o o o ¢ 11 2,0 6 1.4 5 7.0 —w we-
Laboxers, except farm. . . ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢« s o o o 2 38 6.9 35 8.4 3 4.2 ——e e
- Not employed o« « o o ¢ o o ¢ o o o o o o o o 2 125 22.8 40 9.7 27 -38.0 58 93.5
Unenployed.........../.—i.'...: 14 2.6 4 1.0 7 9.9 3 4.8
Retired. o« o o o o o o 06 06 0 ¢ o 06 0 0 o3 67 12.2 26 6.3 16 22.5 25 40.3
] Disabled . . ¢ ¢ ¢ o0 o« ¢ o ¢ 0% o s o o 29 5.3 1 0.2 R 28 45.2
- Housewifee ¢ v ¢ ¢ « ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ 06 0 ¢ o2 15 2,7 9 . 2.2 4 5.6 -2 3.2
Nonwhite household heads . . . ¢ « ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o 2 453 100.0 335 100.0 71 100.0 47 100.0
Employed + o« ¢ « o o o e e o e o0 o o s 3 364 80.3 315 . 94.0 45 63.3 4 8.5
Professional, :echnical. s e o s s e e s et 8 1.8 7 2.1 1 1.4 coe wee.
FParmers, fam MANAZEES o &+ o o o o o o o o 2 130 28.7 " 109 32.5 19 26.8 2 4.3
Managers, -officials, proprietors; except . : - -
. farme « o o o o o o o s o o b e oo o s el 6 1.3 3 0.9 37 4.2 eme -e-
. Clerfcal Workers « « o« o o o + s s+ s« ¢« o2 ° 1 0.2 1 03  ee- --- c—— —--
Sales WOLKCES: o o o o o o o o o o o o o o 3 e ee- com oo coe  mee o ee-
Craftsmen, foremen . « ¢ ¢ o « ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o ¢ 14 3.t .13 3.9 1 1.4 B s
; Operatives « o s.e o ¢ o o o o 0 oo o o o3 26 5.7° 24 -7.2 1 1.4 1 2.1
i Private house vorkers. . + « « « ¢ o o o o 2 11 2,4 9 2.7 2 2.8 eee ---
) Service workers, except private. i . . o o ¢ 14 3.1 12 3.6 2 2,8 eer wee
" Parm laborers and foremen. . . . . ¢ . o o 2 89 19.6 76 22.7 13 18.3 e’ cm-
. “Laborers, except farm. . . . 4+ . ¢ o . o o2 65 "14.3 61 18.2 3 4.2 1, 2.1
Not employed . o 4o ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ 6 oo o« o o3 89 19.7 20 6.0 26 36.6 43 91.5
Unemployed . « « ¢ ¢ v o v o o v oo o203 14 3.1 6 1.8 5 7.0 3 6.4
Retirede o o o ¢ o o o.c o o o o o ¢ o o o2 37 8.2 7 2.1 12 16.9 18 38.3
Disabled + o o o ¢ o o s 0 o e 0 o e o 0ol 29 6.4 1 0.3 7 9.9 21 44.7
Housewife., o . ¢ o o o ¢ o o o o o o o o o 2 9 2.0 ~6 1.8 2 2.8 1 2.1
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Table 48.--Level of disability of head of household, by place of” residence
and by race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

~

Place of residence

Oisability of head : Total : Farm Nonfarm
by race : househo I.ds ¢ operator househo | ds
] : ¢ households
: Eg; + Pct. No. WPct. No. Pct.A
All neads reporting....z...: 1001 100.0 313 100.0 688  100.0
Not disabled.ccevecennen. : 750 74.9 265 84.7 485 70.5
Partially disabled.......: 142 4.2 43 13.7 99 4.4
Totally disabled...s..... : 109 - 10.9 5 1.6 104 15.1
Not reporting...cce... cecesl 1 - - - 1 -
white heads reporting...... : 548 . 100.0 166 100.0 382 100.0
Not disabled............. : 4is 75.7 140 84.3 275 72.0
Partially disabled.......: 71 13.0 23 13.9 48 12.6- -
Totally disabled......... : 62 ° 11.3 3 1.8 59 15.4
Not reporting..... ceeessscet 1 - - - 1. -
Nonwhite heads reporting...: 453 100.0 147 100.0 306 ~ 100.0
Not disabled.............: 335 74.0 125 85.0 210 68.6
Partially disabled.......: 71 15.7 20 13.6 - 51 16.7
Totally disabled.........: - 47 10.4 . 2 1.4 45 14.7
Not reporting......... Yeenal - - - - - - -
_ -
) - &
.—-.-...._._/r’ .
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Table 49.--Education, literacy, and disability of rural spouses, by houschold size-income class, Northeast Coastal Plain of Soith

Carolina, 1966 -
ltes B Household size-income class
: Total : Class 1 : Class 2 : Class 3 : Class & : Class 5
: No.  Pet. No.  Pet. No.. Pet. No.  Pet. No.  Pet. No.  ket.
Educatfon of spouse: H
All spouses reporting education. : 795 100.0 186 100.0 172 100.0 137 100.0 137 100.0 163 100.0
Nove . . . v o0 o v o oo ot 15 1.3 10 5.4 4 2.3 1] 0.0 1 0.7 0 0.0
1-4 years. . ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o o » o2 100 12.6 60 32.3 22 12.8 13 ., 9.5 5 3.6 0 0.0
) 5-6years. . . . 00002 99 12.5 40 21.5 33 19.2 13— 9.5 6 4.4 7 4.3
TYyears. . ¢ o o o o« oo o0z 52 7.8 21 11.3 12 7.0 12 8.8 11 8.0 6 3.7
Byears. . ¢ v o o o 0% oo oz 85 10.7 18 9.7 3z 18.6 14 10.2 11 8.0 10 6.1
9-11 YEars . v« . c o o - w2 174 21.9 26 14.0 42 24.4 & 32.1 34 24.8 28 17.2
12years . o o v oo o o o o oz 186 2.4 10 5.4 20 11.6 35 25.5 49 35.8 > 442
13-15 years. « + ¢ e o o s o oz 40 5.0 1 0.5 5 2.9 6 4% 11 8.0 ot 10.4
16years or mot® . . . o . . o 34 4.3 0 0.0 2 1.2 0 0.0 9 6.6 23 14.1
Mot reporting. « v o o ¢ o o o o ¢ | B [ [ ) B 0 --- [
Median years . . . . . . . = .2 _9.6 6.2 8.5 10.1 12.0 12.4
. Literacy of spouse: :
With less thin 6 years school. « : 216 ~-= 110 === 59 --- 27 --- 13 --- 7 - B
Reporting literacy . « . » « »: 210 100.0 107 100.0 58 100.0 26 100.0 12 100.0 7  100.0
Cannot read or write . » + »: 61 29.0 40  -37.4 - 15 25.9 b 19.2 1 8.3 0 0.0 ®
Can read and write . . . . . : 134 63.8 . 58 56.2 39 67.2 19 3.1 11 91.7 7 100.0
Read only. . . . . .. ...: 10 4.8 7 65 -2 3.4 1 3.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 .
Weite only . o = o o . o . o2 5 2.4 2 1.9 2 3.4 1 3.8 0 0.0 0 0.0
- - - Yot xeportinmg. . ¢ o o o .o o2 6 --- 3 -e- 1 == 1 - 1 -}- 0 -ee
Disability of sp H T == I
Reporting. « . ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ v s o o o 3 796 100.0 186 100.0 172 100.0 138  100.0 137  100.0 163 100.0
- Mot digabled . . - . . . s o2 683 85.8 141 75.8 141 82.0¢ 121 87.7 123 89.8 157 96.3
- Partially disabled . . - . . ~: 98 12.3 38 20.4 27 15.7 15 10.9 13 9.5 5 3.1
Totally disabled . . . . . . . : 15 1.9 7 3.8 4 2.3 2 1.4 1 0.7 1 0.6

Table 50.--'0ccupation of employed heads of households, by education of head and by race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina,

- 1966
hd - : Edezation of epployed 'housc)'f-ld,heads. -
Occupation ; Total ® xonef 1-4 ytatsf 5-7 yea.—sf 8 yeaxs: 9-11 yearsi 12 yea*a 313-15 yearsi“ ::::s or
White esployed household heads . ~: 423 8 33 86 43 97 110 28 18
Professional, technical, kindred : 25 --- - 1 1 4 5 7 -7
Managers, officials, proprictors,: . ot
except farm ¢ v 0 o o 0 . 0 e o2 & .—- } S 2 4 13 18 3 3
Clerfcal and kirdred « . . . + o ¢ 9 .- 1 - = 1 — e S 2 .
Sales workers. . - - . . . oo s 25  eme eme —— 1 § " 15 3 1
. Craftsmen, foremon o o o o o o % ¢ 7 3 2 17 11 19 16 2 -——- -
Operatives . . . . . s 0 o o = o 2 52 1 ——- 8 6 17 19 1 —— -
Private household. . . . + . . . : 2 --- 1 --- I ee- PO --- o -
Sexvice workers. - . . ¢ o o . o 3 10 —— 1 _ 5 2 2 - - -—-
Laborers, except farm and mine . : 33 1 11 8 7 3 6 - aea |
Farwers and farm managers. . - . ¢ 137 2 12 41 10 30 26 9 7
Farm laborers. . . o . . o o o o ¢ 11 1 4 4 - 2 —ea [, -
Nonwhite employed houschold heads. : 364 - 18 144 102 ~ 37 "60 1% 6 3 ;
Professional, technical, kindred : 8 -——- 1 1 - - _—— - 3 3
Managers, officials, proprictors,: .
except farm . . . . . o o s . o2 6 -— - 5 R aee asa 1 ———
. Clerical and kindred . . o« o &+ 2 1 ---i -e- ——— 1 ——— -—- -—— ——-
Sales workers. o« ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o ¢ o2 - -~ - —— ——— ——— [ -——- ——
- Craftamen, foremen « v ¢ o ¢ » o ¢ 4% 1 H 2 2 2 2 --- -
TT Operatives . . . . s . e e e . et 26 .—- 6 4 7 7 1 1 -—-
Private household. ¢ « v ¢ o o + 2 11 1 4 4 2 e-- [ ana . _———
: Service workers. . « - o o o oo 2 14 -—- 4 3 4 2 1 ——- ——
. Laborers, except farm and mine « : 65 5 21 . 19 9 6 b z=- -
Farmers and farw managers. . - . @ 130 3 63 36 — ] 14 5 1 —— -
- Farm laborers. . . o o . . . o .3 89 8 " 40 28 4 9 - ——- ——— - -
- T, .
v ) N . |
F3 s |
' | ' :
o co- - .
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Table 52.--Occupation of employed household heads, by total family income—and by race,Northeast Coastal PIain of

South Carolina, 1966

Fanily income

Occupation : total :  Under : 51,000- : 52,000~ : $3,000- : $5,000- : $7,500- : $10,000
. 3 $1,000 : $1,999 : $2,999 : $4,999 : $7,499 : $9,999 : or more
h : Nunbef--r=vmecccranmcucccnenncesmancna e
All employed household heads . « « . .z * 787 94 140 143 157 129 59= 65
Professional, technical, and kindred: 33 - 2 4 .5 7 11 4
Managers, officials, proprietors, :
except farm . . . o ¢ 5o o sne cec ol 50 o1 3 4 8 14 4 16
Clerical and kindred . « + + « + « of 10 -——— -—- -—- 2 6 —— 2
Sales Workers. « « « » o o o o o o i 25 -—- 1 1 6 5 8 4
Craftsmen, foremen . o « » = o » » of 84 2 4 13 24 26 11 4
Operatives . . « o o o o o o o o o o3 78 1 4 17 20 22 10 4
Private households « = « « « «» o - o3 13 6 6 -—- -— 1 -—— [
"ervice workers. . . o o o o % o o ol 24 R 1 7 7 5 3 1 -—-
Laborers, except ‘famm and mine . . .: 103 5 15 34 35 - 11 ~ 1 2
Farmers and farm managers. . « « « o 267 43 58 49 43 32 13 29
Parm laboXers. . « o « « = » o o » o2 100 35 40 14 9 2 == ——
: Pexcent ————
All employed household heads . . . . .: 100.0 - 11.9 17.8 18.2 19.9 16.4 7.5 8.3
Professional, technical, and kindred: 100.0 -—- 6.1 12.1 15.2 21.2 33.3 12.1
Managers, officials, proprietors, :
except farm . » . o . v+ . oo o o 100.0 2.0 6.0 8.0 16.0 28.0 8.0 T 32.0
Clerical and kindred . . . . « . » .t 100.0 ——— -— -—— 20.0 60.0 -——- 20.0
Sales workers. « « + + « « « » » - o 100.0 —— 4.0 4.0 24.0 20.0 32.0 16.0
_ Craftsmen, foremen » « « » » « » « o2 100.0 2.4 4.8 15.5 28.6 30.9 13.1 4.8
Operatives . . . o« « « » » » o o = »3 100.0 1.3 " 5.1 21.8 25.6 28.2 12.8 5.1
Private households . . . . = . . . .t 100.0 46.2 46.2 --- -—- 7.7 --- -—
Sexrvice workers. .« . » - - . o« +» o3 100.0 4.2 29.2 29.2 20.8 12.5 4.2 -—--
Laborers, except farm and mine . . .: 100.0 4.9 14.6 33.0 33.9 10.7 0.9 1.9
_ Farmers and farm managers. . . . . .: 100.0 16.1 21.7 18.4 16.1 11.9 4.9 - 10.9
Faro laborers. . + o ¢ v o » o » » .3 100.0 35.0 40.0 . 14.0 9.0 2.0 -—- -—-
- - I3 . Nunb
White employed household heads . . . .2 423 12 29 55 - 97 111 56 63
Professional, technical, and kindred: 25 ——— ——— 2 4 5 10 4
Managers, officials, proprictors, :
except farm « « « o o o o o s o o b 44 -——— 2 4 5 13 4 - 16
Clexfical and kindred . . « « « o + o3 9 -—— ——— -—- 2 5 ——— 2
Sales Wworkers. « = + © = » o o . % o3 . 25 —— 1 1 6 5 8 4
Craftsmen, foremen . « . ¢ « » o + of 70 1~ 1 8 21 24 11 4
Operatives . . « - = + ¢ o o o+ o3 52 .- 1 5 11 22 9 4
Private households - « « « « + & « o3 2 2 -— -——- -— -—- -—- -—-
Service workers. « ¢ o o s o o o o o2 10 ——— 3 1 2 3 1 -——
Laborers, except farm and mine . . .: 38 — 2 11 14 9 1 1
Farmers and farm DAN3gers. . « « » of 137 7 14 2> 31 24 12 28
Farm laborers. . . =« ¢ o ¢ o o o o .3 11 2 5 2 1 1 —— -==
Nonwhite employed housechold heads. . .: 364 82 111 88 60 18 3 2
Professional, technical, and kindred: =~ 8 --- 2 2 1 2 1 ———
Managers, officials, propriectors, : - .

. @XCePt £ATM + o o o o oo s e e o ol 6 1 1 .- 3 1 -——- -—-
Clerical and kindred . . . « . ... 2 1 -—- --- --- -—- 1 -=- -—-
Sales workers. . « « = o o o o o o o3 === ——- — -—- -——- -——- -—- ——
Craftsmen, foremen . « . + « +» o+ o o2 14 1 3 5 3 2 —— ---
Operatives . . . . . ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o of 26 1 3 12 9 - 1 =

~—Private households . . . « « «» .+ + ¢ 11 4 6 -—- -—- 1 ——- -——
Sexvice workers. . . . o ¢ o o o oo ol 14 1 4 6 3 -— -— -——-
Laborers, except farm and mine , . .: 65 5 S 13 23 21 "2 ——— 1
Farmers awnd’ farm managers. . - » - .2 130 36 ) [ 28 12 8 - -1 1
Farm laborers. - . - . . o . o . o oz 89 33 35 12 8 1 - -

J .
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Table 53.--Eoployment status and occupation of heads of rural houscholds, by household size-income class and by race, Northcast
Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

Household sizc-incame class

Esployment status and occupation : Total : " Class1l Class 2 : Class 3 : Class & : Class 5
: No. Pct. No. Pct. No. Pct. No. Pct. No. Pet. No. Pct.
All houschold heads . . ~ . . « . « . : 1,002 100.0 244 100.0 243  100.0 167 100.0 165 100.0 183 100.0
Employede . . % « o v o v o o« o o3 787 78.5 181 74.2 166 68.3 133 79.6 138 83.7 169 92.4
Professional, technical . . . . . : 33 3.3 1 0.4 3 1.2 4 2.4 10 6.1 15 8.2
Farmers, farm managers. . . . - < «: 267 26.6 80 32.8 56 23.0 38 22.8 42 25.5 51 27.9
Managers, officials, proprictors, :
except farm . . . . L% .. o ot 50 5.0 —- ees S 2.1 7 4.2 9 5.5 29 15.8
Clerical workers. « . . . . . s . .2 10 1.0 _=ce o= o= eem - ee- 7 4.2 3 1.6
Sales workeES . « o ¢ . . v . oL .2 25 2.5. —ee mee - ee- 7 4.2 3 1.8 15 8.2
Craftsmen, foremen. « o o v o o o . ¢ 84 8.4 5 2.0 12 4.9 20 12.0 21 12.7 26 14.2
Operatives. . . . . ¢ v v ¢ oo o o2 78 7.8 [ 1.6 15 6.2 16 9.6 23 13.9 20 10.9
Private house workers . . . . . . o2 13 1.3 8 3.3 3 1.2 1 0.6 1 0.6 L
Service workers, cxcept private . . : 24 2.4 2 0.8 13 5.3 2 1.2 _ 6 3.6 1 0.5
Farm laborers and foremen . o~ « . . : 100 10.0 59 25.2 31 12.8 6 3.6 3 1.8 L1 0.5
Laborers, except farm . . . . . . . 103 10.3 22 9.0 28 11.5 32 19.2 13 7.9 8 4.4
Notemployed. - . . . . %v o o o o o ¢ 215 21.5 63 25.8 77 31.7 3 20.4 27 " 16.3 14 7.6
Unemployed. « . . . + % o v o . o & 28 2.8 10 4.1 10 4.1 4 2.4 3 1.8 1 0.5
Retdred o« o o ¢ ¢ o o 6 o 00 o o @ 105 10.5 23 9.4 40 16.5 16 9.6 14 8.5 12 6.6
Pisabled. . = . & coreee T e e 58 5.8 21 8.6 21 8.6 9 5.4 6 3.6 1 0.5
Housewife . . . . .« . . ... .27 26 24 9 3.7 - 6 2.5 5 3.0 4 2.4 B
White houschold heads .. . . . . . o . . 2 549 100.0 44 100.0 88 100.0- 106 100.9 139 100.0 172 100.0
Employed. . . « ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ v ¢ % o o . & 423 77.0 20 45.4 49 55.7 80 75.5 115 82.6 159 92.4
Professional, technical . . .. ., : 25 4.6 ame eee 1 1.1 2 1.9 8 5.8 14 8.1
- Farmers, farm managers. . .. . . . : 137 25.0 12 27.3 20~ 22.7 25 23.6 "33 23,7 . 47 27.3
Managers, officials, proprictors, -
except farm. . o . . v 4 e e .00 8l 44 8.0 B 2 2.3 5 4.7 9 6.5 28 16.3
Clerical workers. . « . o v o o « « 9 1.6 ——- ee= L R 6 4.3 3 1.7
Sales workers +« . . .+ . e .0 0 o 25 4.6 “ie eem T e eme 7 6.6 3 2.2 15 8.7
Craftsmen, foremen. o « o o « o o o ¢ 70 12.8 1 2.3 -6- 6.8 18 17.0 19 13.7 26 15.1
Operatives. . . . . o« . ¢ v ¢ v 02 52 9.5 L 3 3.4 8 7.5 23 16.5 18 10.5
Private house workers . . . . . . ¢ 2 0.4 2 4.5 B L B .- =
Sexvice workers, cxcept private . . : 10 " 1.8 —e eee S 5.7 ade  mee 4 2.9 1 0.6
Farm laborers and foremenm . . + . 11 2.0 4 9.1 5 5.7 me eee 1 0.7 1 0.6
Laborers, except farm . .~ . . . . w2 38 6.9 1 2.3 7- 8.0 15 14.2 9 6.5 6 3.5
Not employed. « « o ¢ « o v ¢ o o o 2 126 23.0 24 54.6 39 44.3 26 24,5 24 17.4 13 7.6
Unemployed. o o v v v o o o o o o o8 14 2.6 1 2.3 6 6.8 3 z.8 3 2.2 1 0.6
Retired . . ¢« o ¢ v ¢ 0o s 0 v o .2 68 12.4 11 25.0 19 21.6 12 11.3 14 10.1 12 7.0
Disabled. v ¢ « ¢ ¢ ¢ o v v v o o2 29 5.3 9 20.5 10 11.4 6 5.7 4 2.9 m== e==
_Housewife . . o~ .. .. .. ... .2 15  -2.7 3 6.8 4 4.5 H 4.7 3 2.2 L
Nonwhite houschold heads. o s « o o . &+ ¢ 453 100.0 200 100.0 155 100.0 61 100.0 26 100
Employed. . o . v e % v ¢ ¢ o o % o« 2 364 80.3 161 80.5 117 75.4 S3 86.9 23 88
Professional, technical . - ., . . ¢ 8 1.8 1 0.5 2 1.3 2 3.3 2 7
Farmers and farm managers . . . . . : 130 28.7 68 3.0 36 23.2 13 21.3 9 3%
Managers, officials, proprictors, : B
eXcePt fAMM. w v v v v oo v b o @ .l 6 1.3  eee ae- °3 1.9 2 33 - -e-
Clerical workers. . « . v o . . + o ¢ 1 0.2 Y B e aee 1
Sales Workers . . . . ¢« v o . 0 o o : mem eem R .. e R B
Craftsmen, foremene v o = ¢ o o o o 2 14 3.1 4 2.0 6 3.9 2 3.3 2
Operatives. . v o v o o % @ o o = o 2 26 5.7 4 2.0 12 7.7 8 13.1 -— -—-
Private house workers « . -+ o . . ¢ 11 2.4 6 3.0 3+ 1.9 1 1.6 1
Service workers, cxcept private . . : 14 3.1 -2 1.0 8 5.2 2 3.3 2
Farm 'laborers and foremen . . . o » = 89 19.6 55 27.5 26 16.8 6 9.8 2 -
Laborers, except fu.® « « .« o o . o 2 65 14.3 21 10.5 21 13.5 17 27.9 4 15.4
Not employed. .%. o o v o . v o . .0 f 89 19.7 39 19.5 38 24.5 8 13.1 3 11.5
Uncwployed., . . o"¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ o v o o ¢ 14 3.1 9 4.5 4 2.6 1.6 = == ---
Retdred . . . . . % i oo oo ooz - 37 8.2 12 6.0 21 13.5 - 6.6 - -e-
Disabled. » « ¢ . v . o v oL .. o2 29 6.4 12 _-6.0 11 7.1 3 4.9 2
Housewife . . o . o oo o o o o o . 9 2.0 ¢ 3.0 2 1.3 --m --- 1 3.8
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Table 5k4,--Average hours worked per week by head of household, by residence
and by race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolipa, 1966

Hours worked per week

Place of residence

at nonfarm job

Total Nonfarm
5 ; No. No. No.
A1l heads with nonfarm jobs..... : 520 L6 - L4 -
Reporting hours worked........ : Log 0.0 L6 100.0 453 100.
0-25 hOUFS.ececeseooencacoss : 17 3.4 2 4.3 15 3.
26-35 HOUrS.eeneeseeosessnss : 18 3.6 2 4.3 - 16 3
36-45 hoUFS.eveeeesecnsonsss 1 246, . 9.3 26 56.5 220 L8
L6_55 hOUrS.eeseeeceseacccees 141 8.2 9 . 19.6 132 29
56-65 hoUrS.u.veeeesnsansnest L6 9.2 6 13.0 Lo 8
66-75 hours..ceeeseeesesnnssas 14 2.8 1 2.2 .13 2,
,76 or more hours............ : 8 1.6 8 1.
“Irregular hoUFS.eeeeeeeeenn. .9 1.8 -39 2.
‘Not reporting.ecececcceccescs eees 21 - 21 -
" White heads with nonfarm jobs...: 286 257 -
" Reporting hours worked........ 278 249 . 100
.~ 0-25 hOUFS..eeeoeenoacscnanst b 1k 3 1
26-35 hOUrS.veeereoess eeeenst 7 6 2.
36-45 hourS....veeeenesaseas: 134 120 48.
L6-55 hOUFS.:eeeeeesneseeses Bb 77 30.
56-65 hours...eeeeeeneioanes : .9~ 24 9.
66-75 hourS.eeveseses Preeeeasd 12 - 11 L,
76 or more hoUrS..ceeveeeeens : 7 7 " 2.
Irreguiar hours...ceceeceses : I ] 0.
Not reporting.cceecececeesncsse 2 8 8
Nonwhite heads with nonfarm jobs: 234" - 217 -
Reporting hours....eeeeeeeeess :221 100.0 204 , 100.0
© 0-25 hOoUrS.eveesesacassoasas : 13 5.9 12 1 5.9
26-35 hOUFS.ceereessenanansss 11 ‘5.0 10 L.9
36-45 hoUFS.eeveveconoens eeot 112 50.7 100 H9.0
4655 hours....eeveeueeseeess 57 25.8 55 27.0
56-65 hoursS..eeeeeesesonans .17 7.7 16 7.8
6675 hours...iveeeeassnsnss : 2 0.9 2 1.0
76 or more hours...... 1 0.5 1 0.5
Irregular hours...eevee. veeol 8 3.7 8 L.0
-Not reportingeeeeeeeceases ceest 13 - 13 -

1/ Excludes household heads whobe major occupation

/

was farm proprietor.
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Table 55.--Age of heads of

rural houscholdswhose major occupation was nonfarm, by extent of uncmployment and other jobs held in
last 5 years and by race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

Age of houschold head

85

Leem s Total : Under 25;  25-34  : _ 35-4h _:  45-54 i 55-64 i 65 andower
: No. Pct. No. Pct. No.  Pct. No-  Pct. No. Pct. No. Pct. No. Pct.
Unemployed in last 5 years: : :
All heads reportings . . « . o .t 509 100.0 41 100.0 111 100.0 150 100.0 116 100.0 72 100.0 19 100.0
No o v o0 e v 0w b v wth on 449 88.2 32 78.0 100 90.1 134 89.3 101 87.1 63 87.1 19 100.0
YeSe o v o0 v v e v e e e et 60 11.8 -9 22.0 11 9.9 16 10.7 15 12.9 9 12.5 ] 0.0
Not reportinge o . o v v . . . .2 10 --- 2 --- 4 === 0 --- 3 --- L --- 0 ---
Not applicablel . . _ . 1l 1l 483 --o 1 --- 27 e 7% .. 98 -o= 104 === 165 ---
How often cmployed: ) :
All heads reporting. . . . . . .z - 58 100.0 10 100.0 11 100.0 14 100.0 15 100.0 8 100.0 =--- ---
ONCE & v v v v v s o6 = v o W2 25  43.1 7 70.0 6 54.5 4 28.6 6 40.0 2 25.0 0 0.0
Twice. - o v . ¢ o v v v o W o2 6 103 , 0 0.0 1 9.1 2 14.3 3 20.0 /0 - 0.0 0 0.0
. Three. . o o v v v v v w0 o o3 6 10.3 2 20.0 0 0.0 2 1.3 1 6.7 17 125 0 0.0
Over three . . . . 5 wei-e-wma3 - 10 -417,2 1 10.0 2 18.2 2 14.3 4 26,7 1 12.5 0 0.0
Seasonal . . . .. . 4 . .t 6 10.3 0 0.0 1 9.1 2 14.3 1- 6.7 2 725.0 0 0.0
Other. . . .. . . ¢+ 4.+ 2 5 8.6 0 0.0 1 9.1 2 14.3 0 0.0 2 25.0 0 0.0
- Not reporting. . . . . . . . . .t 12 a-- 1 a-- G wiee L 2 --- 3 - 2 --- S0 Se-
. . . -
How long uncmployed: : ) . . X
All heads reporting. . . . H 56 100.0 9 100.0 10 100.0 15 100.0 15 100.0 7 100.0 --- -~
Less than 1 month. . . . H 8 1.3 [N 2 20.0 0 0.0 2 13.3 [} ¢.0 0 0.0
- 1 tod4dmonths. , , . . . H 18 .32.1 3 333 .4 40.0 S5_..33.3 5 33.3 1 1.3 0 0.0
e 5to 8 months. . . . . . H 9 16.1 1 11.1 3 30.0 3 20.0 2 13.3° 0 0.0 0 0.0
9 to 12 months . . . . . 8 14.3 1 11.1 1 10.0 3 20.0 2 13.3 1 14.3 0 0.0
= Over 12 wonths . . . . . . ., .: 9 16.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 26.7 3  20.0 2 28.6 0 0.0
Seasonal . . . s . v . o4 0. . el 1 1.8 -0 0.0 o* 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 14.3 0 0.0
. Other. ¢ & o v oo o o o va ot 3 5.4 0 0.0 - 0 0.0 o 0.0 1 6.7 2 28.6 o 0.0
Not reporting. .". . . . . . . .1 14 --- 2 - 5 == 1 --- 3 --- 3 --- 0 ---
. Unemployed in last 5 years: : i ) -
. White heads reporting. - . . . .. 281 100.0 23 100.0 65 100.0 76 100.0 69 160.0 38 100.0 10 100.0
No o o v vt v v v fammar « o2 252 89.7 =17 73.9 63  96.9 70 92.1 59 85.5 3 86.8 10 100.0
Yese o o o o v v v v hw a e Wt 29 10.3 6 26.1 2 3.1 6 7.9- 10 14.5 5 13.2 0 0.0
Not reporting. o o o « . o o o o8 4 ene 2 --- 1 --- 0 --- 1 --a [ i T | Qe
Not applicablt‘.‘.i e e e s e e e ot 264 - 7 s-- 11 --- 38 --- 54 --- 60 --- 9% --r
Nonwhite heads reporting . . . .: 228 100.0 18 100.0 46 100.0 74 100.0 47 100.0 34 100.0 9 100.0
. NOo ¢ o o v v v s o v o o o3 197 86.4 15 +83.3 37  80.4 64 86.5 42 89.4 30 88.2 9 100.0
) Yes. ¢ o v v v 0 0 0 . . ol 31 13.6 3 16.7 9 19.6 10 13.5 5 10.6 4 11.8 0 0.0
Not reporbing. o v o v 4w w0 o a8 6 --- 0 --- 3 --- 0 —-- 2 --- 0 ---
- Not appl cabled/ . . .. ... 219 --- 4 --- 16 -—- 40 --- PP 4 -m- n -
/Nu-nbcr of other jobs held in last : M -
5 years: T -
All heads reporting. . . . . . .: 497 100.0 41 100.0 111 100.0 150 100.0 116 100.0 72 100.0 19 100.0
Nene « = ¢ ¢ o o 0 = v oo = o3 333 67.0 18 43.9 67 60.3 109  72.6 79 68.3 58  80.5 15 78.9
1. e e e e e s e s e st 9%  18.9 13 31.7 20 18.0 28 18.6 22 18.9 8- 11.1 3 15.8
O 44 8.8 6 14.6 14 12.6 8 5.4 13 11.5 2 2.8 1 5.3
3. 0 e e e e 13 206 1 2.4 4 3.6 4 2.7 1 0.9 3 4.2 eae ---
Be ¢ o ¢ o o o o Hoe e e = ol 8 1.6 1 2.4 6 5.5 "1 0.7 voe === - -e= D
2 4 0.8 2 4.8 .- 5.3 - e=e 1 ~-- 1 1.4 - ==
- ) - BOrmMOTC. o o h . e e e .o Wl 1 70,3 1 2.6 - mee oo eee A L cee  e-- oo eee
Not reporting. . . . ., . .., .t 22 --- 2 e 4 =e= 1 =-- 6 --- 5 e-- 4 e
Not applicablel/ . , . . .. . .: 483 --- 1 - 27 - 78 --- 98 --- 104 - 165 ---
White heads reporting.w . « « .z 279 100.0 23 -100.0 65 100.0 76 100.0 69 100.0 38 100.0 10 100.0
~-Nome » « . . ... .. ... . 181 4.8 9 39.2 36 55.4 54 71.0 46- 66.€ 31 81.6 7 70.0
e T 56 20.1 7 30.4 13 20.0 16 21.0 14 20.2 4 10.5 2 20.0
B -2 30 10.8 4 17.5 11 16.9 5 6.5 8 11.6 1 2.6 1 10.0
s 3 e i e e e 62,5 1 43 2 3.0 1 1.3 I 1.4 1 2.6 === ---
R L T ) 1 43 3 46 eem e T — —— e
L T 1 43 mee --- —— - c—- e 1 2,6 o= ---
- B OTROLC. + v % v o o 0 o o oI === === o= mae wme mes L eee ees N L emm =e-
. - Not Teportinge o o o o o o o o of 6 --- .o o= 2 --- ——- me- 1 --- 1 - T2 eee
Not .,pplicabl(‘.l.l e e o e ww ob 2664 --- 7 --- 11 --- 38 --- 54 --- 60 --- [ [ ——
Nonwhite heads reporting . . . .: 218 100.0 18 100.0 46 100.0 74 100.0 47 100.07 34 100.0 9 100.0
Nome . . v w v o o™ o o o ¢ o2 152 69.7 8 44.4 31 67.3 55 74.3 33  70.2 27 79.4 8 88.8
1o v o o v e o v o o o 2 & e ot 38 17.4 6 33.3 7 15.2 12 16.2 8 17.0 4 11.7 1 11.2
- = 2 S 14 6.4 2 11.1 3 6.5 3 4.0 5 10.6 1 2,9 -e- oo
e 7 3.2 e e 2 4.3 3 4.0 L 2 5.8 coe a--
Ao o o et e e e e e e e e st 4 1.8 cee wes 3 6.5 1 1.3 | -ee oo == mee oo mee
B T T 2 0.9 1 5.5 —ee  e-- oo ee- 1 2.1 --e -ea cen  eew
6 OF MOTC. o o v o o o o o_omel 1 0.5 ~ 1 5.5 e eee —e eew e mee e, ees — eee
Not reporting. . . . . . . o~ . o2 16 --- 1l --- T2 e 5 =e- 4 eea 2 ee-
Not. applicablel/ . . . . . .. .: 219 --- 4 = 16 --- T 40 - 44 o 44 --n N e
1/Yeads whose najor occupation wa. Zarming and heads who were not employed.
B -
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Table 57.~~Interest of rural household heads and spouses in courses of special training, by race,
Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966
Item Total White Nonwhite
: No. Pet. No. Pet, No. Pet.

Household heads: : ;

Reporting on willingness to train . . . . . . .. . ¢ 969 100.0 529 106.0 440  100.0
NOw ¢ o ¢ o o oo o s o o D Y /] 48.7 304 57.5 168 38.2
YeS &+ v v v o s s % ¢ o s s o s o s s s s s s . . s 497 51.3 225 42.5 272 61.8

Now training. . . . . . . . ¢ . ¢ v o . .. o« e e 17 --- 10 --- 7 - .

Not reporting - . . . .« . ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ & ¢ o o & R 16 «-- 10 ---- 6 ---

Type training head desires: :

Reporting type of training desired. . . . . . . . . : 412 190.0 189 100.0 223 100.0
Professional, technical, etc. e e e s e e e e sl 33 8.0 23 12.2 10 4.5 -
Farmers and farm managers . . . o« « « . . PP 8 1.9 4 2.1 4 1.8
Managers, officials, proprietors, except farm . . 5 1.2 5 2.6 —— -

Clerical workers. . . o « o « ¢ % o o o & o o o o ¢ 5 1.2 5 2.6 e wee

Sales WOXKEr'S . o v v &+ ¢ o o o ¢ o o o » » ] 2 0.5 2 1.1 - ..

Craftsmen, foremen, etC. =« « ¢ ¢ o o o o o o ¢ o« ¢ 253 61.4 110 58.2 143 64.1

Operatives, etC. . . + v v v o o = + & e e . s, 52 12.6 20 10.6 —-- 32 14.3

Private house workers . . . . . . . « + o & & o + ¢ 6 1.5 cee ee- 6 2.7 _

Service workers, except private . . . . . . . . . s 12 2.9 4 2.1 8 3.6 R
Farm laborers and foremen . . . . . . . . . .. . 3 0.7 2 1.1 1 0.4 -
Laborers, except farm - . . . . . . e I V) 4.1 7 . 3.7 10 4.5

Housewife . . . . ¢ ¢ % ¢ ¢ v v o o ¢ ¢'s v v o o3 1 0.2 1 0.5 B

General education . . . . &+ . . ¢ & ¢ s s o oo ot 15 3.6 6 3.2 9 4.0

Not xeporting . . o v v o o & o o s o o o o o o « 84 --- 35 - e-- 49  .--

Spouses: : -
Reporting on willingness to train . . . . . e « . st 765 100.0 441 100.0 , 324 100.0 )
CNOe v e e e s e e e e e e e e s P I & ¥} 44.1 235 53.3 102 31.5

YeS o o o v 4 s o @ o o s 6 s s 06 060 s 0 a o0 o1 428 55.9 206 46.7 222~ 68.5

Nowtraining. . v v « o v v v 4 4 v v o v v o ¢ 0 ot 19 "oad 5 e-- 14 «e-

Not reporting . . ... . . . . . .. O S VAR 6 --- 6 ---

Type training spouse desires: :

Reporting type of training desired. . . .. . . J . : 350 100.0 166" 100.0 184 100.0
Professional, technical, etc. S AR 3 ¢ 17.4 39 23.5 22 12.0 -

~Farmers and farm Managers . . . . « o + o o 4o o o I === -e= me eee - e
Managers, officials, proprietors, except farm . . : 4 1.1 - &4 2.4 ——— me-

Clerical workers. . » . . + 4 ¢ ¢ o o s ¢ o o &+ & 67 19.1 53 31.9 14 7.6

“"Sales workers . . . . . . . . 4 . . o e e e ee 2 0.6 2 1.2 - aee
Craftsmen, foremen, etc. . . . . . ¢ o o « & . . 15 4.3, 12 7.2 3 1.6
Operatives, etC. . . . &+ & o s o o o & & o« e e . 97 27.7 19 11.4 78 42.4
Private house workers . . « + « « o &+ o o o o &+ & 20 5.7 - eew 20 10.9
Service workers, except private , . . . ... .: 52 14.9 22 13.3 30 16.3 .
Farm laborers and foremen. . . ./. c e e e e e 23 _ 6.6 12° 7.2 11 6.0
Laborers, except faxzm . . . . . . . . e e e s e s 9 2.6 3 1.8 6 3.3

NOt YePOrting . « o v v v o o o o o o o o o o o 0 o i 18 === 40  .ee 38 ---
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Table 58.-=Job and geographic mobility

i

. Plain of South Carolina, 1966

potential £or heads of rural huuseholds, by houschold size-incowe class, Novtheast Coastal

iten

Houschold sizc-income class

H Total Class 1 : Class 2 Class 3 ¢ Class & : Class 5
. ¢ No. Pect, No, Pet. No, Pet. No. [Pet. No., Pet. No. Pet.
Would head change to higher prying job if he -

could continue to live in community? B ~

Reporting. o o ¢ o ¢ ¢ o 6o 6w w o o o o o5 927 100.0 242 100.0 243 100.0 167 100.0 163 100.0 112 100.0
NO ¢ o e vt e oo o o5 o o0 oo owaeadt 426 45.6 98 40.5 116 47.7 77 460 83 50.9 52 46.%
Yese o 0 0 vt t e e e v e e e e we o S0l 54,4 144 "59.5 127 52.3 90 53.9 80 49.1 60 53.6

Mot TCPOrtinge o o o o o o o o o o 0 o o o of 4 eee 2 eee 0 e-- 0 «=- 2 nee 0 ee-

Not applicabled/ | ., . . .« . ... vyt 71 eue 0 -en 0 --- 0 --- 0 0 -

How much must the Job pay weekly? H

Reporting. « v v ¢ o ¢ o 6% o o o o o oo o3 502 100.0 144 100.0 127 100.0 89 100.0 81 100.0 6% 100.0
Less than §30. o 0 ¢ v ¢ ¢ 06 0 6 o o o of 9 1.8 9 6.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 [ 0.0
$30-839, o % G o o v o e e s s e e need 29 5.8 20 13.9 8 6.3 1 1.1 0 0.0 0 0.0
S40°8490 o 4 o o m v e e d . e e e we ot 62 12,4 33 22.9 20 15.7 5 5.6 3 3.7 1 1.6
$50-$59. . . L S U : 87 17.3 43 29,9 28 22,0 10 11.2 5 $.2 1 1.6
$60-869. v ¢ v o v 4 e s e b e s e . 0. ot 61 12,2 20 13.9 22 173 13 1446 6 7.4 0- 0.0
§70-879. ¢ v & v v i i b s e e e et 1 144 1% 9.7 22 17.3 21 23.6 11  13.6 3 4.9
$80+889. ¢ v v o v o v B e s v a4 oo oz &) 8.2 1 0.7 15 11.8 8 9.0 7 8.6 10 16.4
$90-899. & ¢ v v o 4 e e s c e s e e ot 23 4.6 1 0.7 4 3.1 7 7.9 6 7.4 5 8.2
$100 OF MOKC o « o o o o o o o o v 0 o $ 119 23.7 3 2.1 8 6.3 24 27,0 43 53,1 41 67.2

Not Yeportinge o v o o o o o o o o o o o o 33 4 eee 2 aee 0 «-- 1 wee 1 - 0 ---

How far will he comnute? H =

REPOXEING. o ¢ o o o o o o o o 0 o o o ¢ o o8 S00 100.0 142 100.0 127 100.0 90 100.0 80 100.0 61 100.0
Less than Smiles. o o o ¢ om0 o o v o o o8 25 5.0 14 9.9 5 3.9 3 3.3 2 2.5 1 1.6
510 miles o ¢ ¢ 0 0 0 o s e e o0 e e 72 144 29 20.4 18 14,2 13 14.4 9 11.3 3 4.9
1004 mileSe o o o o 4 o o o % o 0 0 a9 e 79 15.8 29  20.4 18 14.2 13 144 11 13.8 8 13.1
1519 mileSe o o o o % 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 e 99 19.8 29 20.4 28 22.0 13 14,4 13 16.3 16  26.2
2029 mileSe o o o % e e e 0 e 06 o0 e 112 22,4 24 16.9 33 26.0 22 24.4 22 27.5 11  18.0
30-39 mileB. v o ¢ o4 e e 4 o e 0 e o3 53 10.6 10 7.0 14 11.0 13 144 8 410.0 8 13.1
40-49 miles. o v o 0 o e e 0 4 e s e 0. o 28 5.6 3 2.1 4 3. 8 8.9 7 8 10.0 5 8.2
50mileS OFMOLE « o o o o o o o ¢ o o o o2 32 6.4 4 2.8 7 5.5 5 5.6 7 8.8 9 14.8

Not TCPOTLING: o o o o 66 o o o ¢ o & o = 2} 6 --s 4 ... 0 =»- 0 --- 2 .- 0 .-

Would hcad move a distance of 50 miles if he

could find better cmployment there? 3

REPOrEINBe o % ¢ o o o o o o o 0, s 0 s o $ 927 1000 242 100.0 243 100.0 166 100.0 164 100.0 112 100.0
T s 661 71.3 147  60.7 170 70.0 119 71,7 133 81.1 92 82.1
Yese ¢ ¢ ¢ o o v e 0 e e e e e 266 28.7 95 39.3 73 30.0 47  28.3 3 18.9 20 17.9

NOt Feportinge o o o o o o % o'e o o o o 4 een T2 ees 0 w-e 1 eee 1 e 0 -

Not applieablel/ . . . . .. .. ..., n .- 0 --- 0 --- 0 --- 0 --- n ..

How much must the job pay weekly? -

Reportinge . o v o v ¢ ¢ o ¢ 0 o o o o o 2€< 100.0 94 100.0 73 100.0 47 100.0 31 100.0 20 100.0
less than $30. . . o ¢ v ¢ v 6 o 6 o W 1 0.4 1 1.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
$30-839, 4 ¢ o b e b ot s b e e e e s 7 2.6 8 6.4 1 1.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
§40-349. . ¢ . v e e e e g e e e e 16 6.0 12 12,8 4 5.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
§50-959. ¢ v v 4o %t e 0w el oe e 31 11.7 19 20.2 9 123 2 4.3 1 3.2 0 " 0.0
$60-869. ¢ . . n v e 0 e v e 0w 35 13.2 22 23.4 9 ., 12.3 2 4.3 2 6.5 0 0.0
§70-879. v v v ot e o v v e e et s 41 15.5 11 1.7 22 204 6 12.8 2 .5 0 0.0
$80-889. + v v v e n e v e e e e e 37 1.0 11 11.7 9 12.3 12 25.5 5 16.1 0 0.0
$90899. + ¢ v o o b 4 e m 0 e b e e s 10 3.8 - 1, 1.1 5 6.8 3 6.4 1 3.2 0 0.0
$100 OF MOXC & % o 4 % o 0 0% o o o o 87 32.8 11 11,7 14 19.2 22 46.8 20 64.5 20 100.u

Not reportinge . o o % o o o ¢ o o o o ¢ o of 5 ee- 3 -es 0 --- 1 .- .. T 0T e

Would head move a distance of 200 miles to get:

a better paying job? : - — .

Reportingi o o o % o ¢ o ¢ 0 00 o o o o o of 242-100.0 241 100.0 166 100.0 164 100.0 112 100.0

TNO o TV e e e e w e e e e e e e el 194 80.2 202 83.8 134 80.7 137 83.5 99  88.4
Yes. & o i i i b s e e e e . 48— 19.8 39 16. 32 19.3 27 16.5 13 11.6

Not reporting. o o o v o ¢ o o o . 2 .- 2 eae 1 -ee 1 == 0 ...

Not applicablel/ . . . .. ..., TE F— 0 --- 0 --- 0 coen 0 --- 7N e

Kind of job head prefers: , H

Reporting. . o o v o o v o o o o o o o o o 42 870 100.0 231 100.0 219 100.0 156 100.0 158 100.0 106 100.0
Low income, high job sccurity. . . , . . .t 745 85.6 214 92.6 194 88.6 130 83.3 128  81.0 79 7.5
Medfam income, fair job security . . . . o2 62 7.1 1% 6.1 15 6.8 13 8.3 15 9.5 5 4.7
High income, low job sccurity, . .. . ... 63 7.2 3 1.3 10 4.6 13 8.3 15 9.5 22 20.8

Not TePOLLINGe o o o o v o v o o o o o oo ot 61 ame 13 --e 2% .- 1 e 7 --- 6 ooe

Not applicablel/ . . ... ... .00ous 71 .es 0 --- 0_--- 0 --- 0 --- 71 -

1
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asked of heads of households with total family incoumes

of §10,000 or more.
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Table 59.--Job and geographic mobility potential for heads of rural households by

race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966

{tem Total White Nonwhi te
_ No. Pct. !9; Pct. !2; Pct.
Would head change to a higher paying :
job if he could continue to live in :
the communitv? -

REPOIrting..veevenrvnnnnnas e eeeeeet 927 100.0 470 100.0 44y 100.0
L« A P S V1 Ls.0 260 54.4 166 37.0
XS, vttt ittt rnrena Ceeees 501 54.0 218 45.6 283 2.0

NOT reporting..vieeeennenneenoneenat 4 - 2 - 2 -

Not applicable 1/..........c.uue.s, : 71 - 69 - 2 -

How much must th-. jobr pay weekly?+

Reporting.......vvvveeniunnnnnesasns 502 100, 219 100.0 283 100.0
Less than $30 ....ovvvvvvnnnennns : 9 1.8 - - 9 3.2
$30-$39........ e earreer e, : 29 5.8 2 0.9 27 9.5
T A 62 - 12.4 12 5.5 50 17.7
§50-859. i ittt ittt it 87 17.3 4 6.4 73 25.8
$60-969. ..ttt rerereenaat 61 12,2 18 8.2 43 16.2

S - [+ 1Y - T 71 lh.[ 24 11.0 47 16.6
$80-989. . ittt ittt 4y 8.2 27 12.3 4 4.9
$5C-$99........ et reeneeeee H 23 -46.— "0 9.1 3 1.1
$100 OF MOr€.evervunnevnneenneneat 119 23.7 102 L6.6 17 6.0

"ot reportingi. . vieeeiiiiiiiinnans 4 - 2 - 2 -

~How far will he commute?

REPOFLING. s sevrennn.s eveereee...i 500 100.2 218 100.0 282 100.9
Less than S miles............ eeead 25 5.0 4 1.8 21 7.4
Sl0 mileS.iierieeenrennnennoonnat 72 4.4 23 10.6 Ly 17.4

2 10-th miles..oiiiiiiiiiiiien..r 79 15.8 39 17.9 40 .2

B LTS T I 1 P SR 59 19.8 43 19.7° 56 19.9
20-29 mileS.cueeevnnenernnnnnnnoes 112 22.4 %6 21.1 66 23.4
30-39 mileS.ueienernnnneennnnnnss : 3 10.8 27 12.4 26 9.2
Lo-49 miles.......ovuens. I 28 5.6 17 7.8- 1 - 3.9 - .
S0 miles OF MOr€....vuvrrnnnnnenst 32 6.4 19 8.7 13 4.6
Not reporting......... ..vuuenun.st 6 - 3 - 3 -
* Continueda-
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sased Table 59.-~Job and geographic mobility potential for heads of ruvral households, by
race, Northeast Coastal Plain of South Carolina, 1966-~continued

Item . Total ’f White f Nonwhite
No. Pct. No. Pct. No. Pct. ]

Would head move a distance of 50
miles if he could find better
employment there?

o sn se 00 oo oo se 0e ee]ee

7 .
‘ Reporting...i.2veeeceeencensnn. .es 927 100.0 478 100.0 LL9 100.0
NO..ovurnnn hesessssesas ceesecaassl 661 71.3 381 79.7 280 62.4
YeS...ouunn. teeesceseene e ...t 266 28.7 97 0.3 169 37.6
Not reporting.....ccceeeieccacaneas .2 4 - z - 2 -
i How much must the job pay weekly? :
T RePOrting....coceeoscceceececcsesssl 265 100.0 97 100.0 168 100.0
Less than $30......0ceeenencanenss 1 0.4 - - 1 0.6
. . $30-839....iiiiiincncncnnnniennest 7. 2.6 - - 7 4.2
L1 1. T R 16 6.0 2 2.1 4 8.3
$50-959. . c0piiiinciiiinrononcnnast 31 11.7 5 5.2 26 15.5
$60-969...cceitiecinnincincnenaaat 35 13.2 5 5.2 L] 17.9
$70-579.ccceiireriencnoccnscncnst L] 15.5 10 10.3 31 18.5
$80-889. ... ittt . 37 14.0 10 10.3 27 16.1
$90-999....ciciiicneincocnnccnnasl 10 3.8 2. 2.1 8 4.8
$100 OF MOre..vceecececoccnnncanst 87 32.8 63 64.9 2L 14.3
NOt Ieporting...cceeeccecesccccncaat 5 - - 2 - 3 - -
Would head move a distance of 200 :
miles to get a Letter paying job?

Reporting...ccceevevesceccncencaaaas 925 100.0 L77 100.0 Lu8 100.0
R S - 82.8 ko9 85.7 357 79.7
YeS.ioionoonosesnocesoccancnsnasat 159 17.2 68 14.3 91 20.3 .

NOt Feporting..cccceeceneneennnnaast 6 - 3 - 3 -

-

-Kind of job head prefers:

- Reporting....ceveececcescceccceaneaas 870 100.0 L43 100.0 427 100.0
Low incorme, high job security....: 745 85.6 361 81.5 384 89.9
Medium income, fair job security.: 62 7.1 3! 7.0 31 7.3
High income, low job security.....: 63 7.2 51 dk 12 2.8
NOt reporting..ceeeecececcccaccncanss 61 - 37 - 24 -

1/ Questions on job and geographic mobility were not asked of heads of households
with total family incomes of $10,000 or more.
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