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SmJIE EFFECTS OF THE WA!? UPON THE FARM LABOR SITUATION 
IN NORTH CAROLINA Y 

by 

. 2/ C. Horace Hamilton . 3/ J. T. Wakeley 

I. 

Farm lahor policies during wartime must be based upon facts--systemati­
cally collected and analyzed rather than upon rumors or upon publication of 
exceptional cases. The state and national departments of agriculture, world.nl:; 
in close cooperation with the North Carolino. Agricultural Experiment StCl.tion, 
made a systematic statewide sample survey of tho farm labor situation during May 
of this year. In addition to collecting data on agricultural employment and wnges, 
these agencies also obtai.ned information relative to the number of men and boys 
who had loft farms betweon Docemb(~r l, 1941, and May 1, 1942, in ordor to entor 
military servico, or to onter nonagricultural employment. It is tho purposo of 
this rO:&lort to summarizo tho results of this part of the sunrey. Other facts 
obtained from the survey hD.ve been published by tho state o.ud fedoral dopc.rtmonts 
of agr:i.cul ture. 

50',000 MEN AND YOUTHS LEAVE FARMS 

Between December 1, 1941, and rJlay 1, 1942, approximQtoly 50,000 mon Qnd 
boys left the farms of North Carolino., This movomeut is o.t tho rQto of 10,000 
each month nnd is very likely continuing oven now. About 44 percent of thoso 
leavi.ng ontered somo brQnch of the armed forces and the remainder entered upon 
somo nonagricultural occupation. 

Those 50,000 wQrtimo migrants consti tutod about 9 porcont of all mD.lps 
above 14 years of ago on farms and 10.5 percent of thoso betv-roon 14 o.nd 65 years 
of age. The singlo men between 20 and 45 Qccot.mted for 28,000 migrants; and about 
two-thirds of those single mon went into tho armod forcos. During the fivo,..month 
period, at least 29 percent of singlo men of draft age living on farms December 1, 
1941, migrated--19 pGrcent going to tho armed forces and 10 percent to nonagricul­
tural employment. 

Othor Qgo groups wero less Qffectod. Only 8,000 marriod mon 20-44 loft 
fo.rms, and only onc-tenth of those wont into rn.illtary service. Those mQrried mon 
constitutod 0. little less than 5 porcont of tho avail8.blo men in that clCtss. Tho 
youngstors, 14-19 years of Qgo, mado up 12,300 of tho migrants, but only 3,600 of 
these wont into military sorvico--tho remQindor goinS into somo dofenso industry 
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or some other nonagricultural work. These 14-19 youths made up 9.5 percent of the 
farm labor supply in that class. 

Only 1#600 of the migrants were from 45-65 years of age; and these 
constituted only 1.4 percent of the available workers in that populat ion group. 
None of these entered tho anned services. The oldest group, abovo.65 yoars 'Jf ago, 
contributed a negligible number, less than 100, to tho migration, and of courso 
none of these wont into tho annod forces. 

Tho following table summarizes all of the above fncts and prosonts o.t 
the same time some additional deto.ils. 

l Ag e '--G-r-o-u-p--s---------

~~~~~~~~~~._G_r_a_n_d~T_o_t_a~~~~1_4~-=1=9==:==~=~_~_~_.1~~45~64 I :65-U~_ 
Men and boys living on farm.s Apri 1 1, 1940 

Toh"l (1940 Census) 559,869 130,061 96,250 170,Z~'28 121,286 41,944 

Men and boys leaving fams December 1, 1941-Mny 1, 1942 
Total 49,868 12, 34J~ 27,697 8,116 1,647 66 

FDr annod forcos 22,083 3,571 17,721 791 0 0 
For non-fann work 27,785 8,1'11 9,976 7,325 1,647 66 

Porcent of Den smd boys leaving fo.rms 
Total 8.9 9.5 28.8 4.8 1.4 0.2 

For annodforcos 3.9 2.8 18.'1 .5 0.0 0.0 
For non-fo.rm work 5.0 6.7 10.4 4.3 1./i 0.2 

CONCLUSIONS 

The facts just presented reveal only 0. part of the farm labor picture. 
Obviously tho mo.le fann labor supply is being rapidly depIcted. As the 'i,ar 
continues, fann lobor Shortages are expectod to become more sorious. As fer tho 
present, fe.rIDGrs are CLttGr:1ptinG; to meet .the omergoncy by using more fr.cmily labor. 
Farm women, youngor boys D.nd girls, as well as the aged aro playing ('.nd must play 
o.n incroasing part in mooting fCLrm labor shortagGs. Recent SUTVOYS by the U. s. 
Depo.rtment of Agriculture shOVe that womon and girls alroCLdy make up over 20 per­
cent of th0 farLl lo .. borers on North Carolina farms--cmd furthormore that this sroup 
is increasing steadily. 

,Not .only aro farmors feclinE; i:;ho loss of fo.;ilily labor, but they aro 
finding it more and more difficult to obtain wo.ge workers from Il0Qrby tcrvms and 
cities, particularly during the hnrvest soasons. Farm we.ge ratos are stoo.d1ly 
rising and constitute o.nc,thor index of decreasing labor supply. Tho incro(!:,sing 
cost o.nd scarcity of farm labor is loadi,ng to a higher cost of producing f~u':m 

products on tho one hand o.nd possibly docronsod production in SODO aroas. If 
presont tendencios continuo, o.s they:t:los'b surely 'will, thero will bo noed for I'1.oro 
drastic action on the part of the gover:tJI!1ont in nooting fnrm labor shorto.gos, 



particularly during harvest seasons. Failui'e totako such action Day lead to 
further pressuro for increasing fO.rm prioes o.nd hence 'inflation • 

. ".PPENDIX 

A Noto on Method 

The data for this study of North Caroline, rural malo populc,tinn w'3ro 
takon from a rocent fann le.bor ol11.JJ!leration conducted jointly by statisticians 
of the Bureau of .i:l.gricultural Econonics of the U. S. D. A. [mel the N.C. Sto.to 
Department of Agriculture. Aerial phot~graphs used in tho seloction of sample 
farms and descdptivo data for the sD.nplo fc,rrns vmre made available by thestato 
.AAi:.. offico. 

The Sample: Each county in the stc\"f::;o was first divieled into Z0110S on 
tho basis of farm population and t."l.cres of land planted in crops. Each zono was 
then divided into sections two miles square, and from.'·hYo to six. of theso wore 
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cho sen at ro,ndom from each zono. Fron each section a sD.nplo group of fi va ad,jacont 
fanns was chosen to represent the area; throe· fo.r:r:1S wero usod in tho samp1e and 
tho renaining two were used as 0.1 ternatos. This procedure yielded t1pproxinatoly 
two percent of' the toto.l numbor of farms in the stato. 

The fi va farrrts from each section were ranked in order 1vi thout regard 
to their. characteristics for sampling purposes o.nd the first three were onumerated; 
tho remaining two wore used o.s alterno.tes in case, the onumerator wasun8.ble to 
conto.ct one of tho first throe fanns. 

Enumeration: This job yms greo.t1y simplified for tho enu.merator since 
tho exact identifico.tion [.,nd loc3.tion of the fann.s could bo detornined with the 
aid of the aeri£'cl photographs 8.'TD.ilable. T re questiormniro usod by i.~he enunoro.tors 
included one group of itens on the nunbGr of nales living on tl1.o fo.rn und whether 
they were working on or off the fe,rm. A sGcond group of iteras investigated tho 
number of males loaving tho farm betwoen December 1) 1941, [mel May 1, 1942, for 
tho :u"'I!led forces or .for nonQgriculturt..ll work. Both t;1'oups of items were C1'OS8-
classified by the selected age groups. 

\ Estimates: Tho usual prodedure for rnaking popu1ation estiraates is to 
compute an average for the samp1e data on 0. "per i'arn1t or "per acre cropland" 
basis or the liko, and theE multiply that avorage by the tobJ. numbor of so.mplin[~ 
unj.ts. In this sODp10 the ilper fo.r111" a-v-crage was found to bo larger than the 
ste,to averago. In order, to ccrrocrt for-'diff6'ro116t~s in fc:.f'rl size. 0..11 ud.5ustod 
"'"lor f" ..... " c""'" ':r~ .. ."" l--t O b 0 'ThO 0 1 th .1-' cu,;} <.,,0 "-!..,G on 0. J:'opu ,-c lon aS1S was USOG.· 18:lS ,{110wn l-:S 0 :rOi~r08'-

sion method and is"appiied by taking into account tho relationship between tho 
number of persons living on a fa.rrXl and the cropland in the fann. l l. 

1/ A method for making this adjustment is' described in an unpublished mo.lluscript 
by Walter A. Hendricks, Agricultural Statistician, B. A. E •• U. S. D. A. 
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Accuracy of the Results:: ,It is interesting to note the close l:J.greemont 
between Table "~ based on this survey, and T,able :1., taken from', the U. S. Census 
of Population, 1940, though the ~igures arc not oxnctly comparable bocause of 
the two-year interval between tho populations represented. 

The accuracy of the rosults of this 'survey may be attributed in no small 
degree 'to the loyal coopor8.tion and efficient work of the local enumerators ompl'oyod, 
under the direction of the Crop Reporting Service, by tho Agricultural Marketing 
Service of the U. S. Department of Agriculture. 

Conclusion: Tho study procedure just described can be usod wherevor 
there is available supplementary information for use as a base for expansion. 
Possible sources for this material include tho U. S. and state Censuses, 'wi. data 
or assessor's data. This study demonstrates the possibilities of sample censusos 
covering a wido range of subject :matter.' 

TABLE I. 

Male Population on North Carolina Farms April 1, 1940, by Ago 
and R ~, , * ero;?", opo~ine; ,~i'$iri-ict.s 

Crop-Reporting Total Ago Group 
Districts 14-19 I 20-44 I i16-64 66-over 

" 
State 559,869: 130,,061 266,578 121,286 41,944 

District '1 45,041 ,.10,201 20,787 9,882 4,171 

District 2 79,675 18,282 37,704 17,381 6,308 
0-

/; 

Distritlt 3" 66,939 16,125 32,~80 14,001 4,533 

District 4 72~169 15,911 33,118 16,564 6,576 

Distr-ict 5,- - 64,016 14,705 28,818 14,979 5,514 

District 6 ,75,074 17,241 38,626 14,960 4,247 

Distri~ 8 65,107 15, 9'81 29,819 14,420 4,887 

District 9 91,848 21,595 45,426 19~099 5,728 

>I; Sixteenth Census of U. So~ Population, Second Series, Characteristics 
of thePopulati.on, N.' C.--1940 
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TABLE 11. 

Male Population on North Carolina Ff.l.rns May 1, 1942 by Age and Crop 
Reporting Districts 

Crop Reporting 1~. Grou~ 
Districts & Type Totc.l ~ ... 

l':~~~~:I~arrie~ -- . -45':64 of Work 14-19 total 

state: total 541,430 131,,1.33- 243,618 73, ],94 170,424 130,182 
In farn work L.1:61,471 115,936 203~457 57,764 145,693 116,603 
In non-fam work 53,283 8~658 33,654 l2~'l:50 21,204 ' 9,414 
Others 26,676 6,539 6,50'7 2,980 3,537 ~,165 

District 1: total 40,247 7,343 17, 729 L:1:,403 13,323 1l,803 
In fam work 35,064 6,481 15,01 Z 3,441 11,576 ll,151 
In non-farm work 3,204 425 2,127 585 1,542 547 
Others 1,979 437 .582 377 205 105 

District 2: total 86,081 ' 21,477 37,75fl lZ'938 24,020 20,914 -, 
In fan!l. work 72,465 19,305 30~892 10~009 20,883 18,201 
In non-fam work 8,496 1,257 5 480 ., . 2,438 -3,042 1'170 , , 

Others 5,120 915 l,38!:! 481 - 90 il 1,243 , , 
'District 3: total 56,761 17,236 23,889' 8,913 14,976 12,152 

In farm work 51,239 15,966 21,398 7,820 13.,578 11,547 
Ir~ non-farm work 2,327 322 1,582 661 921 238 
Others 3,19q 958 909 432 ,177 367 

District 4: total 72,254 17,244 30,623 10,685 19,938 21,065 
In farm work 54,04 L1 . 12,677 22 ~052' 6,413 15,639 17,760 
In non-.fam. work 12,30t;i 1,873 7,377 3,'148 3,929 2,612 
Others 5,905 2,694 1.194- 82"1 370 693 

District 5: total 59,949 13,356 25,210 '. 7,891- 17,319' 16,200 
In farm work 49,482 11,156 19,777 5,848 13,929 14,206 
Innon .. fnrm work 8,714 1,95<:1 4,995 1,831 3,164 1,689. 
Others 1,'(53 246 438 212 226 305 

- -

District 6: total 68,739 15,885 34, '111 8,503 26,208 13,986 
In farm work 62,428 14,950 31,666 7,683 23,983 12,711 
In non-farm work 3~396 342 2, 379 728 '1,648 597 
Others 2,915 . 593· 669 92 577 678 .. ,/ 

// 

District 8: total 60,426 13,713 27,02~ 7,307 19,715 14,461 
In .. /f"arm work 19,206 12~240 20,919 5,619 15,300 12,653 
~ non-farm work 8,296 1,239 5,572 1,407 4,165 1,306 

i Others 2,924 234 531 281 250 502 , 

District 9: total 96,973 24,879 48,680 12,564 34,116 19,601 
In fam. work 87,543 23,171 41,,736 10,931 30,805 18,374 
In non-farm work 6~545 1,246 4,145 ' 1,352 2,793 955 
Othors 2,885 462 799' 281 518 272 

( .. 

65-over 

36 "'97 ".:..t. .. 

25,475 
1,557 
9,465 

3,375 
2,415 

105 
855 . 

~.~ 933 
4,067 

289 
1,577 

3,484 
2,338 

185 
961 

3,322 
1,555 

443 
1,324 

5,183 
4,343 

76 
764 

Ll,157 
3,101 

81 
975 

5,230 
3,394 

179 
1,657 

5,813 
'1,262 

199 
1,352 
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TABLE Ill. 

Number of Males Leaving North Carolina Farms betweon Decenber 1, 1941, 
and May 1, 1942, by Ago and Crop Reporting Dis-tricts 

and Total I A g e G r 't' U P s 

6 

Destination 14-19 20-44 45 .. 64 1 "65-ovor 
total 1 single I m.arried I 

:state :' total !I"tlGB 12,342 35,813 27,697 8,116 1,647 66 
" For Amed Forces 2i~(H~3 3,571 18,512 17,721 791 0 0 

For Non-Agric. Work. 2,., "8~. 8,771 17,301 9,976 7,325 1,647 66 
District 1: total 3,537 992 2,324 1,742 582 221 0 

For Armed Forces 1,506 246 1,260 1,119 141 0 0 
For Non-Agric • Work 2,031 746 1,064 623 4'11 221 0 

District 2 : total 8,O35 1,785 6,823 5,223 1,600 327 0 
For Armod Forces 3,692 412 3,280 3,200 80 0 0 
For Non-Agrie. Work 5,243 1,373 3,543 2,023 1,520 327 0 

District 3: total 4,294 1,253 2,950 2,382 568 91 0 
For Arnod Forces 1,735 276 1,459 1,421 38 0 0 
For Non-Agric. Vv'ork 2,559 977 1,491 961 530 91 0 

District 4': total 7,451 1,576 5,652 4,673 979 223 0 
For Armed Forco's' 3,389 471 2,918 2,744 174 0 0 
For Non-Agric. Work ~,062 1,105 2,734 1,929 805 223 0 

District 5: total 6,320 1,293 4,492 3,410 1,082 479 56 
For Armed Forcos 3,077 462 2,615 2,559 56 0 0 
For Non-Agric. Work 3,243 ' 831 1,877 851 1,026 479 56 

District 6: total 5~160 1,759 3,218 2,335 883 173 10 
For Armed Forcos 2,512 847 1,665 1,563 102 . 0 0 
For Non-Agrie. Work 2,648 912 1~553 772 781 173 10 

District 8: total 5,308 1,449 3~ 743 2,595 1,148 116 0 
For Arm.ed Forcos 1,979 '·Z08 1,771- 1,622 149 0 0 
For NOYl .... AgY'ic 0 Work 3,329 ,. 1~241 1,972 973 989 116 0 

Distrioi:; 9~ tC'i~al 8~863 2,235 6,661 5,337 1,27'1 17 0 
,For P.l,r1~~JJ cl }ilorGG S 4,193 ' 649 3,544 3,493 51 0 0 
For Nbn-11.g.ri.c,{' Wcrk 4,670 1,586 3,067 1,8<1:'1 1,;~23 17 0 

\ 
\ 


