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o - Income and:0ccupations of Southern Rﬁral,Blacks:
L . ~ Changes during the 1960's
by |
v Coe o !
Thomas A, Carli , : , : o
William Nicholls pointed to prdgress made in the South in‘the_areafbf g
civil rights since the mid-1950's and its effect on éhe~sb,called "Sdutherh‘ 1
_tradition“ at last years AAEA meetings [2]. Given fecent efforts to break -
the barriers of racism, ﬁrogress‘on social fronts should eventually be re-
- flected in the econbmic'condition of the people. If indeed blacks are being .
" assimilated into the mainstream of society, the economic differences between

blacks and whites would be expected to have diminished over time. The purposév

f . i
! . ¢
i

of fhis paper is to explore the economic prbgfess'ofvrqral Southern blacks

over the decade of the 1960's.

.'ThélBlack Population .
The U.S. bléck~populétion'hasvinéreased gbout zaﬁpercenf since 1960
(table_l). The,greatést iﬁéfease took plaée Outgidévthe 14 Soufhern Statgsi
. included in &hig anélysis.(figuré 1). The black‘poﬁﬁlaﬁion ianhe>Southv

incfeased‘only 6 percent during the period compared to 39 percent increase

i

outside the South. In 1960, approximately 58 percent of the U.S. blacks re—
sided in the South. 'Largely because of outmigration, the proportion was re-

‘duced to 52 percent by 1970.

‘ ul/ Agricultural Economist, National Economic Analysis Division;'Economic
Research Service, U.S.D.A. Views expressed are the author's and do not
necessarily represent those of the U.S. Department of Agriculture.



Table 1. Black Population of the United States by Region and Residence
1960 and 1970 :

Regioﬁ and , : :
Residence : 1960 : 1970
- - - - - 1000 Persons - - = = = = = = = = - - - =
United States : . 18,849 ' - 22,550
Urban : (13,792 : 18,339
Rural nonfarm—-——-———————: 3,575 - 3,764
Rural farm : 1,482 - 447
Non-South : 7,871 10, 967
Urban : 7,437 10, 602
Rural nonfarm—----—----: 405 - . 350
Rural farm- : 29 15
South : 10,978 11,.583
Urban : : 6,355 7,737
Rural nonfarm—-—--—————- : 3,170 3,414
Rural farm - : ‘ 1,453 - 432

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population, Detailed Characteristics,
PC - Series D, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C.,
1960 and 1970.




’ Fiéuré-l: Black Population in Fourteen Southern States, 1970

(1000 Persons)
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| Thé,ﬁajority of the'U.S.,blaék population resided in @rban areas iﬁ'1970, .
‘priﬁérily centrai cities [4];',Howe§er, 31 percent of thenﬁéuthern Blagks liveé.
in rural’aréas aﬁdiwére mainly rural nonfarﬁ residents. rS@uthern rural blacks
accouﬁt for.almést‘86 pefcent of the U.Sfrrurgl black popuﬂatiop. |

Thé Southern rurél biaék populétionrdecreased by more than l;miilionrpersons

during the decade of the 1960's. The numbét“of Sout@ern,rurai nonfarm,blacksr
increase on1y_ab6utAl pefcent over the pgriod..'Howefef, thetSouthéfn‘blagk
_farm populaﬁiéh.deCreaSedralmost 72 percent. Ey,19705 less‘thanv4 percent,of

Southern blacks livéd on farms compared td 13 percent in 1960. vThué, migration

from Southgrn farms accounts for most of the decrease in the Southern‘rural blaék :

‘population.

: Measures of Economic Progress
Changesiin the level and sources of money,iﬁcoﬁe are fhe

'priméry indicators of economic progress used in the study. Money incomes iﬁ?

. clgdesvﬁaggs énd-Salarigs;vfarm and nonﬁarm $elf employment inéqme; soéial
-security.ofvrailroéd retirement benefits; public assistance; interest; divideﬁds;
T . ) : L . . ‘ o
‘net property rental income; income from pensions, annuities, and trust funds;
royalties; and Other éaéh income. All income—data‘ﬁere converted to ;970

" constant dollars to observe real income gains.

.

Median income}ié the measure of central tendency or level of income used
in the analy3155 Thé median is influenced less by extreme values than the mean;
;The benchmark forrevalﬁation will be the Southern‘white populatibn.l>Cunceh£ration
will be on the ratio 6f median incomé ofAblackS»compared to whites, the annual ”
compound'ratevofﬂgrowth in median:income, and the income gap. The income gap

is defined as the difference between median income of whites and blacks.

/
-
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- The income gap is a key indigator of‘ecoﬁomic prbgreSs. If the ébsolute
difference in median income betwee; two groups is decreasimg:-over time, then
the relative incéme position is more nearly alike. If the income of‘blacks

1 , .
is considerably 1ess than whites, the income of blacks must grow at a higher

rate justvto»maiﬁtain,the income gap. It is also possible for the ratio of
medién.incomes té increase even thouéﬁ the income gap may be widening. Thus, f
ali three indicators; income gap, rate of growth, and ratio of median incomes;
are importapt when analysing economic progress. |
Occupation is an important detérminant,of income. If blacks are moving
out bf occupatioﬁs which typically pay low wages into higher paying jobs,
then ingomes shbuid improve. In thé following, employed.pexsons.ére grouped
iﬁto eight basic'Lccﬁpational classes; professionals and mamagers, sales and
clerical workers; craftsmen and foremen; operatives; nonfarm laborers; farmers
and farm m@négérs; farm laborers; and service and private househqld workers.
Based on currentvpopulatioh survey data [5] for 1969, professionals and managers,
an& craftsmeﬁ and foremen are the highest paying occupations for men while farm
and nonfarm laborers receive the least. For women, professional and managers,

‘and craftsmen and foremen pay the highest while farm laborers, and service and

ppivate household workers receive least.

t

Data

The decennial census of population of the U.S. for 1960 and 1970 is the
2/

primary data source used in the analysis [2,3] For 1960, ethnic breaks for

data on income and occupation were nonwhite and white. Nonwhite includes

Negroes and other minorities such as the American Indian. Persons

2/ The rural farm-nonfarm residences shown in the individual published
PC (1)-C census volumns for 1970 are incorrect. The data presented below are
from special corrected tabulations obtained from the Bureau of the Census.
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Aof Mexican birth or ancéstry who'bere not definitely Indian_d; anothérfnpnwhite
werevclassified as White.r Negroes accounted for approximétely 98 percent of.
tbe nonwhltevpdpulation in the South in 1960. ‘Thus, incbme and occupation
Viﬁfbrﬁatiqn for nonwhites was used as a proxy for the negro population;
Conclusibns are based on tWo-observations,,1960 and 1970. ‘Bécéuse measures

of economic progress are sensitive to the base period selected, results from other

studies will be used to supplement the analysis.

Levels and Sources of Income

Levels of Income

~

Althdugh Sohthernvrural blacks\madé conéiderable income gains during tbe

decéde of the 1960'3;'the,incqme gap between blacksvaﬁd Vhitesvwidenéd 6Vef thévpériod
~.‘(Tables 2 and 3). Thé grbwth rate in median income of blabk faﬁilies'exceeded

tbat for whites, however, the growth rate was not large enough to close the

income gép;k For example, black fural farm family mediaﬁ income increased 8;l"

percent‘annually betﬁéen l959 and 1969, 2.6 percentage pointé faster thanqur whibes.

HoweQer, tdrmaintain the $2,l?0 income gép bf 1960, medlanyincome of black farm
vfémilies'would have to:. have grown ét 10 percent annually. The éctual grqwth rate
was 1.9 percentage poinfs lebs than tbe rate needed to maintain the income gap.

Thus, the difference in median inbome between white and black farm familleé was

$§60 more in 1969 tban in 1959 (figure 2). The iﬁcomé gap widened even though

the ratio between medlan 1ncome of black and white farm famlllés increased from

42 percent in 1959 to 52 percent in 1969. A 51m11ar result was obtained for black

rural nonfarm families as well as urban families. |

3/

The income 31tuat10n for rural unrelated black individuals over the decade

was exceedingly poor. Not only did the absolute income gap widen but the ratio

of black to white median incomes was also lower in 1969 than in 1959. The annual

rate of growth in income for rural black unrelated individuals was less than for

3/ An unrelated individual is a member. of a household who is not related to anyone
else in the household, or a person living in group quarters who is not an inmate of

an 1nstitut10n.

§



Table 2. Income Levels of Negro and White Families and Unrelated
in the South, 1959 and 1969 1/ (1970 Constant Dollars)

-7 -

Individuals

!
\
E

.o

2.630 750

: White Negro : ;
:  Number: Median : Number: Median : Income : Ratio
Residence Year : (1000): Income (1000): Income : gap : of
f : :A : : ? Incomes
; dollars - dollars dollars %
; Families »
Rural farm 21959 ; 1,202 3,770 257 1,600 2,170 : 42
1969 : 763 6,580 85 3,450 3,130 | 52
‘Rural nonfarm 1959 ; 3,197 5,500 605 | 2,400 3,100 44:
1969 : 4,021 7,890 665 4,200 3,690 | 53
Urban 1959 ; 6,645 7,780 1,379 3,780 4,000 49
1969 ; 8,431 10,380 1,665 5,740 4,640 55
; Unrelated Individuals
Rural farm 1959 102 1,110 31 820 290 74
1969  : 91 1,820 14 1,130 690 62
Rural nonfarm 1959 : 713 1,390 173 1,010 480 68
. 1969 : 816 1,750 187 1,120 620 64
Urban 1959 : 1,913 2,060 564 1;270 790 62
1969 : 3,348 1,730 900

66

!/ Statistics for 1959 are for nonwhites which proxi for Negro.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population, General Social and

Economic Characteristics, PC-Series C, U.S. Government Printing Office,

Washington, D.C., 1960 and 1970.
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Table 3. Annual Cbmpound_Ratés of Income Growth for Negro and White Families
' and Unrelated Individuals in the South, 1959 and 1969. 1/
(1970 Constant Dollars)

: Actual rate grdwth s Rate of . Gap deficit
Regidence : s : growth for gap : rate of
: Negro . : White H maintence : - growth
== == === ===- ===~ Percent - - - - === === ==~
: o Families
Rural : 8.1 5.5 - 10.0 1.9
Rural nonfarm——----- : 5.8 » 3.7 7.2 ‘ 1.4
~ Urban ' -1 4.3 2.9 5.4 1.1
: | Unrelated Individuals
Rural farm-——-—=—=——: 3.3 5.1 6.4 3.1
Rural nonfarm—-----—- : 1.0 ’ - 1.6 2.2 1.2
Urban---- : 3.1 ' 2.5 3.8 0.7

1/ Statistics for 1959 are for honwhites which proxi for Negro.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population, General Social and
Economic Characterists, P.C.-Series C, U.S. Government Printing-
Office, Washington, D.C., 1960 and 1970.




- Figure 2 Income Position of Southern Farm Families, 1959 and 1969
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vunrelated"whites;:further evidence‘of.deterioration in income position, Although
‘drban-black unrelated individnals made relative'income,gains, their income éap
also widened over the period |

An analy31s of data developed by Weitzman [6] also sn@ports the notion that
.blacks made relative income gains while at the same time the black-white income
gap did not cloSea‘ Weitzman/developed constant 1967 dollar income distributions forh.
l,U’S. white families and families of Negro and other races from Current Population
v‘~Survey data collected each March by the Bureau.of the Census. Weitzman's data
cover the period,l947’to 1968. The income gap for.two.periods.was'regressed
~against time to detect significant trends, The regression for 1947 thru 1968
hwasbhighly significant andhshowed the estimated income gap widening by $63 annually
over that period. However, the regression for 1959 thru 1968 was not significant
suggesting that a discernible trend was not present in the data. Although
: Weitzman s data did not show the income gap widening between 1959 and 1968
neither did it show:the gap'closing. |

Has any portion of‘the black population achleved income parity w1th whites?
Other studies p01nt out that young husband—w1fe families residing in the North
and West inrwhich both partners-worked were able to achieve family incomes
comparable to whites [4] The workinngife was the key element in achieving
'parity for this group. In general, the proportlon of black.families with high
incomes‘is still far helow that‘of‘whites.

Can the median‘income-of blacks ever equal that of whites if the incomebgap
is‘currentlyvincreasing?. As long as the rate of growth in income of blacks
- exceeds that of whites, parity of income is possible. For.example, black  rural
farm families wonld'have,the same‘median income as whites in‘l995_if the past
rates of income‘growth for the:respective groupsscontinne into the future

. (Figure 3). The income ga? would continue to increase through the 1970's.



Figure 3. Median income of black and white Southern-rurai—farm families-1960 - 2000
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HoﬁéVér,vaﬁging the»decade'of‘th§>l9807s, the inCoge:gap*%@@ldvdeqreaée‘finally'
“'rgaéhiﬁg :ero'in‘1995.$/  Simiiarly Sduﬁhérn rﬁral.nonfa?é biéck familieé”ﬁouid;'
aéhievevincome péfity by 2000 and Soﬁthefﬂ;urbaﬁ“black:faniiiés'byv2012.

Sources of Income

Both black aﬁd'wﬁitevfarm faﬁilieé have.ﬁgépﬁe msrév@ependent on wage and
bsalary income for famiiy iiying:durihg the‘decadé;ofvthe 3960}5; blaqks'felYing :
K :more on that Soﬁrcev£h§n.whités‘(tablé 4);5VBiack-farm fénﬁlies‘éfé.alsd ébmewhat o

more dependent on chial securiti and public aséistanée im@eme;\.Althédgh sources
‘éf‘i%come‘to rufal nonfarm white families héve'éhangéd oﬁlj slighfiivsiﬁeé 1959,»
- blacks afe ,dependingr‘mo»r‘e on wages andbbl.es.s'o_rl self eﬁploymen't iﬁcome, |
‘Whités aré'moré iikely to havé‘self-éﬁployﬁeht iﬁéomg thanvare blacks
(table 5).T‘For‘example; less thannl in 10 rural pdnférm bﬂack'families,héd seiff
vémp}ojﬁeﬁt:income cdmpared to l in'5 rufal nonfarm whitewiamilieé. Rurél,blaék
ifami;ieé aﬁéjﬁvtiges as_likély:to havelpﬁbliC‘aésistanée imc¢méAéé Whiteé.fﬁThié,
wéﬁl&'bg éxpec;ed bé;ause u.s. blacks-are 3vtimes aé*likely'téjhéve incbme;atf’
'offbéiéw';ﬁeépovertyxlevei'[4]; “Iﬁiadditioﬁ;vthe iﬁcidenn@.of'povertybis higﬁe¥
‘"_ in téeEquthfa@ong~blacks than in other.regions;.‘ - |
v 0ccupation Mix

i

Occupatibns“df'rural maleg

: The proportion of rural black males in farm related oEcupatiéns decreased
over the decade of the'l960's_while thevproportioﬁ-in operative and craftsmen
type jobs increased (table 6). This result is the.combiﬂed'effect_of twqiforces.-.

The first and most important force is the migration of farm blacks to Southern

" 4/ The compound interest formula is an exponential function. As long as the rates
- of iﬁterest are different, the functions will intersect at some point in time.

Eventually the income base for blacks becomes large enough so that incremental in-
come increases exceed those of whites. - '

5/ Sources of income b

y race:fOr 1959.are available at the U.S. level
Published_State data sh v el

. only. . .~
ow income by source for all families only. ’



Table

Sources of Income for all U.S. Rural Families, 1959, and Southern Rural Families, 1969,
“by Ethnic Group

......... P Sources of Income .

Ethnic ¢ ; Self-employment Y Other Income ; ‘
Year Group e Wages =+ Total : Nonfarm : Farm ¢+ Total : Social ¢ Public : - —Other
: : : : : : Security : Assistance :
————————————————————— Percent . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
A i Rural Farm
1959, Nonwhite 52 32 16
1969 Negro . 69 18 3 15 13 7 3 <« 3
1959 White ‘ 45 43 . 12
1969 White 56 33 7 26 - mw 41 6
. _ T Rural Nonfarm
1959 Nonwhite 78 7 _ ' 15
'1969  Negro 85 43 11 5 4 2
1959 White , g0 12 | 8
1969 White | 78 12 11 1 10 g 1 5
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population: 1960, Sources and Structure of Family Income. Subject

Report, PC (2), U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 1964.

U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population: 1970, General Social and Economic Characteristics,
PC-Series C, U. S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 1970.




Table 5. Distribution of Families by Source of Income, All U.S. Rural Families, 1959, and
Southern Rural Famllies, 1969, by Ethnic Group.

Percent of families with—-

Year :  Ethnic R e Self-employment 1 ' Othervlncome' 3 __
: Group ¢ Wages -:-Total : Nonfarm : Farm : Total : Social : Public =  :Other
: : N S _ : -3 : Security :“Assistanc : N
- e e me e dm ww e e e me e s Percent ———————— -- - - - —- - b— - - -
N Rural Farm
11959 Nonwhite 64 s - : | 3%
1969 © Negro | 76 I 5 B 29 185'””,}; 1
1959 whice 56 72 - - 43
.‘.-1969  White 68 | ' '12 _ 64 28 74 25
' _ | o ey S Rurel'Nonfarm‘ | o ' '
1959 Nonwhite 82 15 | 41
1969 Negro, 84 4 s s 2009
1959 White o8 22 e s “ B
1969 White "] 84 12 s "1 S 210 s 2

Source:  U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population: 1960, Sources and Structure of Family Income
' Subject Report PC (2), U.s. Government Printing Office, Washington, D. C., 1964.

- U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Populatlon 1970 General Social and Economic Characteristics,
PC-Series C., U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. ' o



Table 6. Occupations of Employed Southern Rural Males by Race, 1959 and 1969

/

Rural farm : __ Rural nonfarm
1959 ; 1969 : 1959 ; 1969
Occupation ‘ :Nonwhite : White : Negro : White : Nonwhite: White : Negro : White
e T R R B Percent - - - = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = .=
Professionals and Managers-: 0.9 5.8 2.6 9.2 3.0 ' 17.9 4.2 19.2
Sales and Clerical Workérs-: 0.5 4.6 1.8 5.9 : 1.6 11.0 3.2 10.8
Craftsmen and Foremen------ : 2.5 8.9 7.7 14.4 7.7 24.5 14.0 - 27.5
Operatives-——--—mmmmmmmm-em=i 9.5 12.1 18.8 14.4 2%.6 © 26.6  30.0 24.5
Nonfarm laborerg—--—--———---—- ; 8.4 3.9 11.6 4.6 27.3 7.7 21.9 7.1
Farmers and farm Managers--: 39.3  50.9 23.8 4.1 6.8 43 1.9 2.5
Farm laborers--—-—m—m——-mm-=i 37,1 12.5 27.6 8.5 21.4 4.3 14.7 3.3
Service and private :> | : : _ » ,
household workers===—==-=--: 1.8 1.3 6.1 2.9 - 7.6 . - 3.7 10.1 5.1
Numbex , (1000) . : 288 1,226 77 702 525 2,622 562 3,470

Source: U.S. Bureau of Census, Census of Population, General Social and Economic Characteristics, PC-Series C,
U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 1960 and 1970.
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urben_areas ér oﬁtside‘the South, :The second involves chaegesfamoﬁg occupetiocs
; fcr those ﬁho reﬁein'in rural arees. Thes by 1969 the ccCﬁpation mix forvblack
males had changed much more than for thelr whlte counterpaxts.» Although whltes

also left farm occupatlons, they tended to move into higher paylng profe331onal
. if

. » - » | ﬂ
or craftsmen type jobs; ' o S } , . o i

.{_ Black males still- held a dlsproportlonate share of the low paying occupatlonsv

~in 1969 (table 7). For example, 32 percent of the employed nonfarm laborers in

. rural areas were black in 1969 although blacks comprised only 13 percent of all

- employed  rural males. This represents some 1mprovement from 1959, however, Wheﬁ
40 percent of the nonfarm laborers were black. Thefe hes elso been some increase

in the proportion of craftsmen and sales jobs held by black males,over the period.
] ' ‘ ' \

Occupations of rural females

The most freduent occupation claes for employed black females was the
service andbhousehold worker group both in 1959 and 1969 (table 8); Withip*
tﬁe occupaticnyclass, privete hoﬁsehold Work'predoﬁinatedf Over the decade,
hOWever, the proportion of employed black»women in operative type jobs~increased
: subetantially; Thie represented not'onlybe ehift out of service and household
work but alsc a significanc decline ic farm employment’especially for black -
f%rm‘females; ‘The propdrtion of'Elack females in professionel andvealee jobs,‘
also increased substantiallyvove: the feriod./ The shift among occupations noted
for blacks did not occur for employed rufal white fe@ales. The distribution
among occupations for white femeles was almcst the same in 1969 as in 1959.'
"~ White females wefe moet.freqcently employed»in operative, and seles—clericai»
type jobs. | | |

Employed bleck rural females aleo held a~disprcportionate,share of low

—

_ paying occupations in 1969 particularly farm laborer and serviceyand private

household jobs (table 9). Some“progrese'was made in operative jobs where the

»



i , |
* Table 7. Percent of Employed Southern Rural Males that are Black by Oécupation,
: o 1959 and 1969.

//’

OccupaFion ' , ; 1959m" : 1969
‘ ‘ m - - - Percent = = = = = = == = = = = =

‘,Brbfessionals énd Managers-4—; 3 | ‘ 3 3

Sales and Clerical Wéfgers—-—; 3 | 4,

Craftsmen and foremen—————-;-; : 6 I ‘ 8

Operatiyes ’ : ; ' 16 SR o 16

Nonfarﬁ‘labérers‘ , ,: : 40 . ' S 32

Farmers and farm mahagers—-;—; : 17 ' . . , | - 11

Farm laborers : ; 45 L _ - 37

Service and brivate :

household workers-————ff—-——: 29 2 : . 24

Totalvémpléyed males————;-———; 18 SR "13

Source: U.S. Bufeau of‘the_Census, Census of Population, General Social and Economic
Characteristics, PC-Series C., U.S. Government Printing Office. Washington,
D.C., 1960 and 1970 ' o : '




Table 8. Occupatioqswpf Empldyéd‘Scutheranural Females by Race, 1959 and 1969

; Rufal farm _ : Rurci nonfarm ‘
| R - e 3 S R 95—
Occupation ¢ Nonwhite : White : Negro : White : Nonwhite : thfe ¢ Negro i :Whim
-Professionals and Managers—---f: 5.9 15.9 12.6 18.0° 7.9 17.0 9.1 1§.4
Sales and clerical workers—-—f—; S L1 2.4 6.5 29.1 | 1.9 334 ‘c6,4‘ 3.2
Craftsmen ana;fareﬁen-;--—--é--: 02 1;1_ 1.3 2.4 o 1.2 L2 2.6
' Operativeg=--- - -t 43 26.1 23.0 26.2 IR A 29.0 = 24.;"u - 27.6
‘Nonfarm laborérs. : biv6.7 k‘ 0.5 1.2  1.4H_ “ ‘ “lbl‘. 0.7 2.0 1.5
' Farmers and farm managers-f-—ﬁ-: 1007 9.1 3.5 4.9 L5 0.5 . o.3}c S 0.2
‘Farm laborers »i 31.8 ', 9.9 8.9 ,‘ _'3,3 | :'7,8 1.0 4.6 0.9
Service and household workers—-: 45.3  13.0 - 43.0 4.7 1.0 17.2 523 16.6
Number (1000) : 93 327 35 282 281 1,084 “"'373‘ f 1,855

. ;
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census. of Population, General Social and Economic Characteristics, PC—Series C,
"U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D C., 1960 and 1970



+ ‘Table 9. Percent of Employed South
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thern Rural Females that
1959 and 1969 -

are’

Bléck-by Occupation,

|

1

‘ |

Occupation x v t
|-

: 1959 : |
. T Percent ~ - = - - - - - = ; ---
" Professionals andeanagers—-———--; 11 iO ' 4. !
Sales,énd Clerical wérkers---——--; 1 4
C:;ftsﬁen’ahd foremeﬁ ; 6 8 |
_Operatives- ; 7 14 ~‘v ‘ ﬁ
Nonfarm laborers ; 31 20:_~
Farmers and farm-m?nagérs--——---Qg 29 10 \
Farm laborers-- : 54 44 R ’i
Service and private household ;
»workers_ : 51 38
: 21 ) 16

Total employed females

- Source: U.S. Bureau of Census, Census of Population, General Social and Economic

Characteristics, PC - Series C, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington,

D.C., 1960 and 1970.
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proportion of employed black feﬁales increased from 7 percent in 1959 to 14
percent in 1969. E

i . : j
One factor which affects the type of job held by an individual is education.

There has been a noticeable increase in the attendance amung young blacks ?

at colleges and universities [4]. The proportion of blacks completing high f
kschool has also increased. Continue improvement in the level of education - !
may well aid blacks in obtaining higher paying professiomzl and craftsmen typé

jobs.



~2% -
i Conglﬁding'Remarks
Income is a key indicator of economic progress in Qur‘soéiety{ Al-
though most rural Southern blacks made relative'ihcqme éains during tﬁe
‘dec%de of the 1960'33 census data suggests that the income gap between
whiﬁes and| blacks Widehed over the period. MigfationAto éities may improve
the incomé position of blacks relative to farm living, but growth in incomé
of Southern urban blacks has not been great énough to close the income gép‘
with urbgn WﬁiteS. Southerqirﬁral black famiiies faired Well'compared‘to
black unrelated individuals whose relative an& absolute income position
. | :
deteriorated over the decade.
iBOth blacks and whites are>becoming mqrebdependent on wages and salary
income for family living. This is especially trﬁe for blacks liviné on
farms. |
Some ﬁpwardroccupational mobilitj occurred,'howevef, Southern rural blacks .
arelstillddiséroportionately represented in iow paying chupatioﬁs. Blacks
shed farm related occupations over the decade whilg the proportion in operative
type;jobs in%reased. Much of the decrease in farm employment can be accounted

for by?migration of blacks from Southern farms to cities. The large proportion

of blacks in lower paying jobs helps to explaindthe income position of the grou
. / ’

relative to whites.

| Is economic parity with whites possible for Southera ‘rural Blacks? Oniy if~
_ the incom65'o£rblacks continuebto grow at a faéter rate than those of whites will
income differences deminish over time. But,.progress will bé‘siow, perhaps
faking as long as 25 years in the case of black Southern farm families if the;.
relative growth rates that occurred in the l960fs continue into the-l970'sband
;1980f81” To achieve income parity in less time, future growth rates must be

-

even higher for blacks relative to whites.
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