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SOME FACTORS ASSOCIATED WITH SOCIAL PARTICIPATION
IN TWO RURAL AREAS OF WAKE COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA

By C. Paul Marsh and Selz C. Mayo *

- INTRODUCTION

Crganizing voluntarily to meet a specific need is an important character-

istic of American rural life.

There are'three_'wa,y;by which'people may try to “mveet their needs.
Cooperatibn is one of these three fneans of meeting recognized needs. Such
coopei'ation may take se_v",e»rélifclarms, one of which is that of an orgé.nizafiph
designed to meet the needs of a specific group of peopler or the needs of aﬁ -
entire community. ) | B

| Rural sbciefy is 'generally characterized by an inéieasing m{\mber of formal
organi'zations.. Many‘bof thesé‘hewer organiz‘ations“a‘re SPécialized rather than‘
general in natu?e -; tlyxat'}is‘, the,y are designed to ser&e small s‘egments of the
people in the rufé.l ‘cbmfnunity.- A great many of these newer organizatioxzs are
sponsored by groups and ‘ag‘enc:i"es outside the co‘mmun‘ity-and, consequently, they
are planless as far as fhe entiré ruraj community is c&néerned. And, in some
cases the fact of organization ;nd the structure of the »orgarvlizé.tion are more
important to the sponsorin'gi group or agency than the funcfioné »and é;ccompliéh-

ments in the community,

% C. Paul'Marsh‘ is Research Assistant in the Départment of Rural
Sociology and Selz C. Mayo is Associate Professor, Rural Sociology, North
Carolina Agricultur al Experiment Station. ”

A major part of this report is a revision of a thesis submitted by C. Paul
Marsh to the Graduate Faculty of the College of Agriculture and Engineering of
the University of North Carolina in partial fulfillment of the requirements for
the degree of Master of Science in Rural Sociology.



M ore and more these organizations are app;ealring.to segments of the
population with specific cﬁéracteristiés. Théy may céter to rural girls of a
sfecific age; or the appéalr may be to farm boys of a slightly differént age. A
particular fa’rm‘ orgaﬁization may accept as members only farm owners; while
another similar 6rganizé.tibn may accept interested rural nonagricultural people
as Qell as farm ‘ow:riers. “ One éuch 6rganization rna;;y‘cobnsidiei" as a member only
thé head 6f the hoﬁéehold ‘who pays the dues; while another may cou?xt the entire
faniily as mémbers; Such a list could be expanded almost indefinitely, But,
even a casual réview of maﬂf rural communities will fevéal a very large number
of organizations. |

In tfze final aﬁalysis, ho@ever, the very exi.'stenge‘ of any organization
- depends upon the number of péople whé partic;ipate and the :ext‘ent‘ to which these

people participate in the organization.

"PURPCSE OF THIS STUDY

 This study shows certain variations in the extent to which rural people

participate in voluntary formal organizations and develops a technique whereby

rural people may better understand their own social participation.

The follox&ing assumptioné were fna.de by the auth‘orsl at the wery beginning
of this study of t_he vext_ier_xt,to which rural people participate in formal organi-
zations: (1) Developxpént of ihdivi&ual personality as welllva‘s‘ develdpment of a2
community is dependénf,i in né Smail degree, upon participation in organizéd
a;ctiviti'es. (2)‘ Orgé.nizé.tions are irﬁporta‘nt méans by which the indi&idual gains
new knowledge necessary for his own adjustment. Ofgaﬁizations also serve as
the means of distr‘ivbutix’lgk knowledge which has applicé.tién to é,djustments on a

community-wide basis. (3) Extensive citizen participation in social affairs is
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absolutely necessary in an adequately-.operating dem§qracy. The foundation of
this democracy ibs laid as the individual participates in activitieé for which there
are rules in his local community.

The specific purposes of the study as reported in this report are as follows:
(1) To determine the extent to which rural people participate in voluntary
formal organizations. (2) To determine the effect that certain factors have on |
the intensity of participation. (3) To develop a ‘simllale technique thch may help
rurai peoplé in their efforts to obtain a more bal-anc.ed life in their own |

- community.

DATA, POPULATION, AND METHOD

Nearly fourteen hundred people, ten years of age and over, in 435 families

were interviewed in two rural community areas in Wake County, North Carolina

during the summer of 1948.

Two community areas in Wake County, North Carolina were selected for
this study of_ socié.l partic if’ation. The data were obtained during the summer of
1948, . One of the communities is. an open-country area a‘nd is located about eight
to ten miles north of Raleigh. The second community area is located about eight
to ten miles east of Raieigh. This commgnity cohsisted of two well-défined parts:

"(2) a small incorporated village and (b).j:he surroimding area in which tiﬁe familieg
identifiéd themselv‘es with the group which included the village.

All famiiies in the two community areas were included in fhe “s‘tudy, The

| data were obtained, in the main, from the female head of the household. - In mé.ny
instances and wherevér feasible, the male head as well as other members of the
fam.ily were present at the interview. The intensity of the social participation

behavior in formal organizations was obtained for each individual ten years of



age a‘ﬁd ove,r.u,

, ’Tho data on t;hei intensityvof social pafticipétion refer only to formal organi-
zations.‘ Informal éctivities ouch as parties, viSiting, movies, etc. were not
included'riﬁ these dato. Participation activities in political parties were exciuded
also. vA‘formal or'ganiz.ation_ ‘for 'purlooses of thls stu&y‘was. defined as: ''some
active grouping, vusually but not necessarily in the community or neighborhood,
such as a c,lub, ‘lodg‘e, busine’ss oir political, or profés-sionai or religious organi-

~ zation, labor union, etc.; sub-groups of a church or other institution are to be

included separately provided they are organized as more or less independent
entities. An organization that has indep'endent‘ integrity is one that has a member- ,

ship, receives contribu‘tions‘,i anci operates through committees and officers.'
The social participatiop_scores in formal organizations were obtained by
means of the Chapin Scale. 2—-/ In this scale weights are assigned‘ to various
activities within an organization as follows: Memb}ership = 1; Attendance = 2:
Contributions or dues = 3; | Co’mmittée ﬁ:embership = 4; aod Officor = 5. The
total social participation score for an individual is ’obt‘ain_ed simply by summing
the weights assigned to eaoh acfivity- category in all ofganiza.tions ovith which the

person is affiliated.

TENURE AND PARTICIPATION

Owners participated more intensively than tenants and tenants participated

. ‘ 3
“more intensively than sharecroppers. —-/

1/ F. Stuary Chapin, Social Participation Scale, 1937. University of
Minnesota, 1638. ' ’ S o
-2/ Ibid.

3/ Owners are farmers who own all or part of the land they farm. Tenants
are farmers who rent the land they farm but furnish their own equipment and
' management. Sharecroppers also farm someone else's land but they furnish
neither management nor equipment.



Among all agricultural people on farms, average participation scores were

highest fof dwners, next highest for tenants, and lowest for sharécropper s.
Thg diffex{énces Eetween the three groups were not large, howe‘ven?,. The score of
the o.wnersvw.as only ni‘ne‘pef cent higher than that of téné,ﬁts, and the score of
teﬁanté was §n19 five per cent higher thén that of sharécroppers.

From this it appears that fhere was little differéﬁce between the partici-
| pation of owners, tenants, 'ancll' sharecroppers in forr’nai organizaiions. It must
be rememberéd, howéver, thgt Neg.roes, who had mﬁch higher scores thap
whites, were concentrated in the lower tégure groups. The relationshipbbetween '
participation and land tenure is brdught out more clearly whén the réces are |
considered separaiel?. |

VVifhin:both the Negro a;id white groups, owneré had’ higher scores than
tenants, and tenants had hi‘ghler syco‘res than shareéroppers; but the paft,ern within
the tw§ racial‘ groups"wras not the same. Among whites, the average score of
owners was 22 per cent higl’ie: than that of tenants, and the average score of
tenants was 51 per cent higher than that -of sharecroppers. |

In the Negro population,. howe’ver, while the average score of owners was
39 per cent highér thé.n the \score>‘of tbenants, the tenant score was only three per
"ce‘nt higher than“that of. sharecroppers. In shory, there wer.e importaﬁt differeﬁees :
between the scores of all thvree, tenure groups in the whife population, but among
Negr‘oes there was very little difference between the scores éf fena.nts and
sharecroppers, thoﬁght_hefe*was an irﬁportant difference between the scores of

owners and the two lower tenure groups.

4/ 95.‘_6 per cent sharécroppers; 4. 4 per cent farm laborers.
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Differences between tenure groups varied byylevel of living index as well
va‘s by race. Among Negroes with a low level of living index, 0-9, the pattern
was about the same as in the total Negro group. Afnong whites in thié low level
of living group, however, the pattern was very different from that in the total
white group. Here the average séore of tenants was higher than that of either
owners or sharecroppers. There was liffle difference between the scores of

: tle
owners and sharecroppers. o

A;nong both Negroes and whites in the interfnediate, le_véi of living group,
10-19, '—/thleanattems. with onexex‘ception, were vsimilar to t‘he pétterns in the
' total group. There waé an important differencé between the scores of Negro
tenants and sharééroppers abs well as between owners and ,thé two lower tenure
groups. In tbhis intermediate group, the score ~of owners was 38 per cént higher
- than that of tenants; while the soére of tenants was 24 per cent higher than that
of sharecroppers. Among whites in the same level of living group, the score of
owners was 43 per cent Higher than that of tenants, and the tenant score was 59 .
per cent higher than th'a.t‘of sharecroppers.

It may be conclﬁded, then, that there was an important relationship between
land tenure and participation in formal organizations; .but that this relationship
varied by race and level of living, Generally, owners pérticipated more intenqive]j
sively than tenants, and tenants participated more intensively than sharecroppers.

White owners paftiéipated more intensively than white tené,nts, and white
tenants participated more than white sharecroppers, except in the lower level of ‘

living group. In this group, tenants participated more intensively than either

owners or sharecroppers.

5/ No tenants or sharecroppers had a level of living index above 19,
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- In the Negro popul‘atio'nv, owners participated more ihtensiv’ely than tenants |
a.hd shar’eéroppers, but, except in the  intermediate level of living group, there
was little difference between thé participé.tion of tenéﬁts and sharecroppess. Even:
among N_egroes with a level- of living index above ten, the difference between
tenants ar;d sharecroppers was not nearly as great as that between owfxers and the
two lower te.nu.re grbups. This was quite different frox"n the; pattern in the white
‘popula’xtion,where there‘r was an imporéant difference bbetween the participation of

tenants and sharecroppers, as well as between these groups and owners.

LEVEL OF LIVING AND PARTICIPATION

The higher the level of livihg the more intensive was the participation in

. formal organizations.

There was an important relationship betv&;een level of living — and partici-'
pation in formal or ganiiations. With a few‘exceptioné, the highér the level of
living the higher was the éarticipation score.

In the total peopulation, parti.cipation scores went up as the level of living
went up. This ’wars not a uniform ‘strai‘ght line increase, ho‘We;rer,‘ The average
scores increased very gradually from the lowest level of living groué, 0-4, up to
the middle groupv, 10-.14, while from this group uﬁ through the highest group,
20‘-24, there was a much sharper ‘in‘cre'ase". The average score of the ;'niddle

~group was only 1. 3 points, or eleven per cent, highér than that of the lowest

6/ Level of living refers chiefly to the possession and consumption of
 goods and services. A level of living index based on the possession of such
- goods as automobile, radio, electric lights, running water, telephone, and

" mechanical refrigeration was obtained from every family, A top index of
twenty-four was possible, and the indexes of the families ranged from zero

to twenty-four. ‘
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group, but the score of tl-hveb highéét group was 7, 3\§oin‘ts, or'v‘56ﬁper cent, higher
 than that of the middle group. : | |

In considering fhe'tétal ﬁbpulation; it must be r’erﬂémberéd that all the}

» Negroes,:‘ Who had much higher éarticipation séores than whites invcvdrrevsponding
leyel of living gi?obups',A had lekvél o'fliving indexes belox.x‘r‘» fifteen. . The fact that
there was‘ little diffefence between the scores of the three ‘lo‘west level of livin‘g'
- grbups m'ay be accounted f‘éxf ’cbieﬂy by the cohcentration of Negroes in these

level of living groups.

'The pattern among open- _countiryv residents was even nﬁbre irregular,
1argeiy because of this coﬁcentfa;‘:ion of the Negro population in the lower 1e§e1
of living groups. | | o

Avmong"both whites a.rivva.eg.rove_s, the relationship between participation and
level of liifing was much more clear-cut and consistent than -inb‘the combined
racial groupé. 'Izll‘bot‘h graﬁﬁs, participation scores :*rwent‘up consistently as level
of living weﬁt up. Among all yvhites,‘ the average scéresv increasedv278 per cent,
- from 5.4 to 20. 8, ‘from the lowest to the highest group. Thié v\.ﬂas; a consistent

straight-line inérease-. Amohg white épéns country residenﬁs, also, there was .a
consistent relati_onship; Here Tfhe s;:ores increaséd 194‘per- c;ent' from the |
lowest to the higheéf levei of li\}ing group. | |

. N§ Negfo famil? had a iével of living index above fourteenbbut within the
Negro group, 'also; pa:ticiﬁation scorés ihéreaéed as iév_él of living index
increased. In the:\()'-'4 group, the avevjrva,ge score was 13, 9; while in the 10-14
'gro“up,v the a\}er'age kscoré-‘wg.sl 42 per ‘één,t higher, 19. 7._7 W‘hen_ fi've,intervalvs
are used, the average scores ,i'ﬁcreased 88 per cent, from. 10 7 in ‘the I.bwestb

‘group to 20.1 in the highest group.
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In the tétal‘ white noﬁfarm population, the range of scores was wider than
in any other group. The average sc_o‘r'es increased from 2.0 in the lowest group
to 22,2 in the highest group.

Amor'zg'uo‘pen: countrsr white nonfarm residents, however, the pattern was not
so consistent. Here the scores increased through the 10-14 group, then decreased
slightlyvin' the 15-19 group, and increased again in the 20-24 group.

| T/his irrégulaf pattern can be 'expla;ined in part by fhe very different

participation patterns that existed amohg nonfarm whites within the two open-

country areas. In the open-country community, the scores increased sharply
y 7/

from the lpwest to the ‘midéle group and then decreased in the two:»higi_xest groups
In the open-country area of the village-centered community, the scores increased
gradually through the second .highest ievel of living group, and then increased
sha.rply in the highest group. As the average scores of nonfarm whites was much
higher in the open-country community, the décréaée from the 10-14 to the 15-:19
group was great enough to bring the scofe f_ér the combined areas down also,

In the Negro nonfarm population, there was little ‘difference between the
i)articipation of the various level of living groups.

Among agricultural people on farms, the participation pattern was similar
fo that in the total farm popﬁlation. Among both whites and Negroes the scores
went up consistently as levél of living went up. |

Within land tenure groups, however, the pattern varied. Among both

Negro and white owners participation scores went up consistently as level of

7/ A similar pattern existed within other white groups in the open-
countr; community. -
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livipg index went up, but in the other tenure groups this was nct the case. There
was no consistent pattern by ievcl of living index within the tenant or sharecropper
‘and laborer group. This was true for both Negroes and whites.
In summary, then, generally, the higher the lgvel‘of living the more
intensive was the ﬁart;cipation in formal organiZations. The exceptions to this
- generalization were ﬁ,ouhd among Negro nonfarm residents and among both Negro
and white tenants and sharecroppers. In these groups théré *&a_s no clear

relationship between participation and level of living,

/

RACE AND PARTICIPATION

Negroes participated in formal organizations more intensively than

white people.

The average Negro score was 26 per cent higher than the average score of

all white people and 49 per cent higher than that' of the whites who lived in the

| 8/ - |
open country — as may be seen from the following scores:

~ Total Open Country
White 13,1 v 11.1
Negro ‘ 16.8 ' 16.5

_In these total groups, then, Négro scores were definitely higher than white
scores. However, the difference in the scores of the two races varied within

, residence and occupational — 7 gvroﬁps. The Negro scores were much higher

8/ The village participants have been eliminated here and in some other
comparisons of racial groups because of the preponderance of white people in the
~ village and the large difference between the scores of villagers and residents of
the open-country area. Of the 319 participants in the village, 309, or 97 per
cent, were white. The mean score of the white village residents was 17.4, 57
~ _per cent higher than that of the open-country white residents, 11.1.

9/ Occupation refers to major source of income of the head of household.
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than the white sco‘res vin‘ thev farm population and in the agricultﬁral population,
but amon“g ;:he nonfarm people and the nonagricultural people there was mucb less
(difvference between the scores of the two races., |
Among fai‘m residents, the average Negro score was 51 per cent higher
_fhan the white.” Among nonfarm residents, however ,b in the total group the white

score was 17 per cent higher than the Negro, but in the open-country nonfarm,’

the Negro score was 11 per cent higher than the white:

Farm  Total Nonfarm Open-country Nonfarm
White 1.1 15,6 11.1
Negro 16,8 13.3 12,3

Most of fhe difference between the participationv‘of whites and Negroes,
- then, was among those who lived on farm/s. However, within the farm popu-
Iation these .di,fferencesvaried by occupation.

There was a rnueh wider difference between the pa:ticipation of farm
Negroes and whites who were engaged in agriculture than between those engaged
in nonagricultural work. Among those engaged in agrieulture, ‘the average Negro
score was 61 per\'ncer.xt higher than the white, but aniong those notwengaged in
agriculture the Negro score was only five per cent higher:

Farm Residents

Agricultural Nonagricultural
White 10.5 ' - 1205
Negro 16.9 - 13.1

There was little diffe'fehce between the participation of the two races in
either occupaﬁorial group among nonfarm pedple. In only one group was the

~ difference as much as one point,
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i

Since mbst of the.diffe'iehvce found so faf has been within the .group living
on f‘;arms' and enga_g‘ed- in agriculture, the question of differeﬁces wﬁthiﬂ la‘.nd‘
tenure gréups cofnes up;’ Did these same cﬁfferences exist within the lapd
tenure g:l"oup‘s ? | |

When this agricultural population on farms is analyzed by iand tenure
: groups, even greater differences are revealed. Among 6vrﬁérs, ‘the average
score of Negroes was 87 per cent higher than that- of \Vhﬁ@S; In the tenant group,
the Negro score was 64 per cent higher, and among sharecroppers, the Negro
score‘ was more thah twice that of the white scores,

Participation was related to ievel of living, and Negroes had a lower level
of living than whites. No Negro household had a level of living index above |
fourteen, buj: almost half the white population lived in houscholds with indexes of
15-24, and elimirating the white people with a high level of living brings out the
differences between the races more sharf:»ly. In the total group with a level of
living index below fifteen, the Negro score was 67 per cent highér than that of
whites and in the open country it was 75 per cent higher. In the farm population
the Négro advantage was 83 per cent in the lower level of living group. In the
nonfarm group, with indexeé below fifteen, the Negro score was 18 per cent

higher in the total and 23 per cent higher in the open country:

Farm " Total anfarm Cpen-country
‘ Norfarm
- White 9.2 13 | 10. 0
Negro 16.8 13.3 12.3

Evidently, then, unless lev‘e;l of living is taken into consideration, part of
the difference between the pérticipation of Negroes and whites is concealed by the

fact that the level of living of the two races differs widely.,
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A further analysis by level of living gives additional evidence of this and
reveals another important difference; namely, the lower the level of living the
greater the diffefencé bétween the participation of Negroes and whites. (Table 1)

Table 1. Average Participation Scores of Persons Living in Households

With a Level of Living Index below Fifteen, by Race, Level of
Living Index, and Area, Wake County, North Carolina, 19438.

e = ———

Race and Level

of Living Index Total | Open Country

Total _ 13.0 13.0
Negro , , 16.5 16.5

0-4 11.8 11.4
White ' 5.4 5.4
Negro : 13.9 | 13.6

59 ~ 13.0 13.0
Negro 16.3 ; 16. 4

10 - 14 v | 13.1 13.8
White 11.7 11,2

Negro . 1.7 19.7

In the groups»in which there were enough individuals for comparison to be
made, the averége Negro score was higher in each level of livingv group by the

 following percentage:

Index Total - Open Country Farm
Total Agricultural
0- 4 156 152 137 272
5-96 106 108 116 100

10 - 14 68 76 ' 61 : 106
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In sumndafy, then, Négroés pa-rticipated‘ in formal orgaﬁizgtions more
intensively than whites. Tﬁis was eséeéi_ally true in the agribuitural populétions
on farms where Nevgz_joeé in all tenure groups and"leveyl of living groups partici-

- pated much‘ more intens"i%rely tﬁan whites in corresponding groups. The
differences webre not latge in the nonfarm and in fhe xﬁonagfiéultur'al population.

In all groups, the Negro‘es participated more intenvsively than whité people
with a similar level o.f‘livin'gl. This was especiaily true m the lowest level of
living groups. As level of living wept uﬁ, the diffefenbes_ between the pariici_

pation of Negroes and whites went down,

'RESIDENCE AND PA RTICIPATION

Participation was related to place of residen ce but this relationship was

wery different within the two communities.

People who lived in the village participated in formal organizations more
intensively than other nonfarm people. This was especiélly true among nonfarm
whites, of whom 309, or 70. 7 per cent, lived in the village. This difference is

brought out by the following average scores of white nonfarm residents:

Total - Agricultural = Nonagficultural
Total 15.6  14.7 157
Village 17. 4 o 15.1 17.7
Open countryy 11,1 9 ‘ 11,3

Because of the wide differences between the scores of{villlage and open-
 country residents, two classifications of nonfarm participants are used in com-
: paring farm and nonfarm participation: total nonfarm (including both village and

open-country residenté) and open counti'y nonfarm,
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When the’village residents as weli as the open- @ountry nonfarrﬁ residents
were included, the nonfarm score was higher than the average fafm score. fhis
waé true in the total population and in all white groups. : ,

Ho§vever, among open->country residents, the pattern was not:sso:¢lear and
consistent. Wh-eﬁ the two open-country areas were combined, there was little
difference between the' scores. of farm people and nonfarm people, but within
each area there were wide differences between the participation of the two groups.
In the open-.country area of the village-: centered community,- fé.rm residents |
participated much more than nonfarm rgissidents, bﬁt in the open-country
c\ommuhity, "just the reverse was true.

~Among all open-:country residents the farm score was 18 per cent higher
than the non'farm.r In the ?illage-.centered open-country area, however, the
avérage farm -scor‘e was v73 per cent ixighei:‘ than the nonfarm. while in the ope_n-.-
"country cdmmunity‘ the nonfarm scqrev‘_was 27 per cent higher than the farm, as

may be seen from the following average scores:

Open C ountry

Totél Village-centered Open-country
: Community Community
Farm - 13,6 14,0 12.6
Nonfarm 11.5 8.1 | 15.9

In the total open-country area, there was no difference between the scores

of nonfarm whites and farm whites. This does not mean, however, that these

scores were the same within the two open-country areas. Here, as in the com-

bined racial groups, the farm score was higher in the open-country area of the

‘village-centered community, while the nonfarm score was higher in the open-;

country community.
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Open-country Whites

Total Village-centered Open- country

Community Community
Farm 11.1 12. 4 8.1
Nonfarm 11.1 8.6 14. 4

This same pattern existed within the agricultu‘ral and nonagricultural
grdups of the white open-.cduntry residents. There was little difference between
the participation scores of farm and nonfarm people in the combined areas, while
the farm score was higher in the village-centered open-‘countr-y area and the
nonfarm score was higher in the open—icquntrry"community.

This was also true within the level of living grdups in the white population.
In the combined areas, the average score of noﬁfarm re‘sidents was slightly
higher (S per cent) than the average farm score among participants with a level
of livinggindex below 15. In the group with é level of living indéx of 15 and above,
the farm score was 6 per cent higher than the nonfarm; In both level of living
groups, the scores of farm residents was higher in the' village¥centered open-
country area; (by 54 pef cent in the lower group and 28 per cent in the higher
group) and the nonfarm scores were higher in the open: country community (by
74 per cent in the lowér group and by 50 per cent in the higher group).

Arﬁong Ne'grées, the pattern of participation by residénce was about the
same as among whites. In the village-centered éommunity, fafm people
participated mdre intensively than nonfarm peopie, while in the open: counttmy
community just the reverse was true. In the village-centered community,
howevef, the farm score was so much higher than. the nonfarm _that in the totals,

" also, the farm score was higher. This maj be seen from bthe following scores

of the open-country Negro population®:
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Total Village-centered Open-country

' : Community Community
Farm : 16.8 15.6 18.7 .
Nonfarm 12.3 4.3 22.2

Here the total farm score was’ 37 per cent higher than the nonfarm, while
in the village-centered open-country area the average scoresof farm residents
was more than three times as great as the nonfarm. In the open-country area.
the score of nonfarm participants.was 19 pef cent higher than the farm score.

The same pattern existed within Negro occupational and level of living
groups. The farm score was higher in the total group and in the village-
~centered community, but in the open-countyry éommunity the nonfarm score
was ﬁigher.

In summary, then, village residents participated in formal organizations
more than open-country residents and residencevwas definitely related to
participation in the 0pen~couhtry. The pa.fte:_‘n of participation by residence
v&és very different within the' two open: country areas, however, In the village-
centered community farm residents participated more intensively than nonfarm

vresidents, but in the open-country community nonfarm residents participated

more intensively than farm residents.

AGE AND SEX IN SOCIAL PARTICIPATION

Social participation was much lower for people in their twenties than in

the earlier years. Participation gradually increased to the highest point

between 85 and 60 years of age, and became much lower during the older years

of life..

The data in this study show that there are definite age and sex profiles of

the intensity of social participation. The follqwirig is a deséription of the phases
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on the total age profile: (1) The average individual social participation score
was higher in the 15-;19 age class as compared with the younger group 10-14
years of age. (2) The scores decreased sharply at about twenty years of age
and the low point for ’the entire age structure came in the ten years between
twenty and thirty years of age. 3(3) After approximately thirty years of age the
écores gradually increaged. The high point for the entire group was reached in
the 55-5G age class. (4) The older age groups, above 60 years of age, had
markedly lower scores thap the age class ;vith the Highest scores.
Females partiéipated more intensively than males in every age group under

55 years of age. There is some evidence that the peak in participation was
: .reached about ten years earlier for females than males -: 45-:49 for females
and 55-.59 for males.

| This sex difference was fairly great and was consistent for the white
population, Among Nergroes the pattern was not nearly so clear or definite.

g i
However, in every age group above 15-19, the Negr¢ scores were higher than

the corresponding scores for the white population.



