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Bow to Use this Report

If you are a teacher, county or home agent, clergyman, county
official, farmer, worker, or businessman, and are interested in your
county:

1. Turn to the Appendix where you will find a 1list

of all the counties of the United States arranged by

States and degree of rurelity.

2. PFind your county in this 1list. This will help you

to understand the tables and charts in the body of this

publication. In this way you may size up your county

by studying the general tendencies of all the counties

that have the same percentage as yours of population

that is classified as rural farm.

3. Pinally, you may wish to obtain ratios on specific

j;tems for your individual county by consulting the re-

ports of the Bureau of the Census or by writing to the

Bureau of Agricultural Economics.



TRENDS IN RURAL AND URBAN LEVELS OF LIVING

By GRACE L. FLAGG and T. WILSON LONGMORE,
Social Scientists
Bureau of Agricultural Economics

CONTENTS

Page

Introduction......oveeiiiiiie it i, e e C et ettt 1
Population trendse .. .ueeeeenereneeneenennnoaeneeeine teeninaas 6
Economic status,....... e teneeaaan ettt . 6
Bank deposits and E-Bond sales. ............................... . 10
Retail stores............... e e e e et 10
Wholesale and service establishments............. ................ 10
Household FacilitieSe. . vuenie e iieiinneearerenansnoenaenannns 25
Rural health needse......oceveeneneenn.n e e 38
USE 0F HOBDIBALSe et ettt e i eeeteerene iiiteeseeennnnannanenns 38
Availability of hospital BedS... ... vevvenreenneeennnneeennnanns 44
Number of physicians......... ceeenanens Citeces it neses e . 44
NUmber OF GOt BEEe ¢t oo esoe s vt tnn e eeseeennnesnrneanonnennenns 46
Years of school completed and school attendence,................. 46
Level-o0f-=living IndeXeeee oot erineiiieenneenrnssneconoencnnns 55
Conclusions........ e ettt e e e e e 55
Appendix....... et ae e sttt e 58

INTRODUCTION

This bulletin analyzes significant rural trends in selected level-of-
living items for the United States and the nine geographic regions. It is
meant to accompany two other reports in which rural-urban differences for
the United States and major regions are analyzed. 1/

Data are presented for 1930, 1940, and 1945, and more current figures
are given when avallable. The technique of analysis generally employed is
as follows:

1. All counties in the United States are sorted into class intervals
of 10 percent according to percentage of rural-farm population in
1940;

2. Each level-of-living item is tsbulated by class of countiqs;

&, Ratios for each class of counties are calculated for selected
level-of-living items; and

4, Ratios are computed for regions end the rural-farm, rural-nonfarm,
and urban population for specific items in cases in which no county
data are available.

1/ McKain, Walter C. Jr., and Flagg, Grace L. Differences Between Rural and
Urhen Levels of Living, Part I Nationwide Comparisons; Part II Kegional
Variations. 3ur. Agr. Econ. 1948. /Processed/
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The basic question analyzed in this pudblication is, How influential
a factor in the level of living is the dominance or lack of dominance of
farming as a way of 1ife in a county? Results shown are based upon com-
plete coverage of counties of the United States rather than upon a sample
as used in the previous reports, This allows a more refined regional
anelysis using nine census geographic regions instead of only the three
‘major regions - North, South, West - previously used. 2/

The county is the only unit of local government of significance to
farm people that is found universally in the United States, It is the
only unit of local government for which data are generally available.
Farm residence and the rural environment associmted with it have a pro-
found influence on the way of life. Therefore, it seems reasonable to
use the relative importance of the farm population in a county as a basis
of classification of rurality. The percentage of a county's population
that is classified as rural-farm is used as an indicator of the rurality
of that county.

A total of 3,074 ?gyntiol (including Distriet of Columbia and Yellow-
stone Park in Wyoming) were classified by percentage of rural-farm
population in 1940 (fig. 1 and tabdble 1). The modal class (largest single
group) of counties is between 50 end 60 percent rural-farm, containing
545 counties or 18 percent of the total. Only 12 counties are rural-farm
to the extent of 90 percent and over. Regional variation in the distri-
bution of counties according to rural-farm population is evident. The
modal class of counties in the Middle Atlantic States is less than 10
percent rural-farm compared with 70 to 79 percent in the East South
Central region. Thus the Middle Atlantic States make up the leas{ rural
region and the Eazt South Central States the most rurel region in the
United States. The number of counties varies by region from 67 in New
England to 621 in the West Forth Central region,

Table 2, which gives the distridbution of population in 1940 dy class
of counties, shows that 45.5 percent of the total population of the United
States lives in counties that have less than 10 percent rural-farm popu-
lation and that only O.1 percent of the population lives in counties of
90-percent rurality and over. This shows the urban character of the

2/ Worth included New England (Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts.
Bhode Island, Comnecticut), Middle Atlantic (New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl-
vania), Bast North Central (Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin),
and West North Central (Minnesota, lowa, Missouri, North Dakota, South
Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas).

South included South Atlantic (Delaware, Maryland, District of
Columbia, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina. South Carolina, Georgia,
Florida), East South Central (Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi),
and West South Central (Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas).

West included Mountain (Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico,
Arizona, Utah, Nevada) and Pacific (Washington, Oregon, California).

3/ Data for the 24 1ndeg;ndfnt 13193 of Virginla are included in the
counties in which they are located.



PERCENTAGE RURAL-FARM POPULATION, 1940

SEN
[ )

ok
AR

IS
3

722, %y

PERCENT

Under 20
o . \ : E3 20 - 39
......... SRR i} 58 AR - Y 40-49
) , 50-59
BER 60-69
Xy 70-79

SOURCE: BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

BAE 47412-X

FIGURE 1. - At first glance, this map may be surprising, because it indicates that the population of
the western part of the United States (from the Rocky Mountains to the Pacific) is primarily urban
and the population of the Southeastern States is largely rural. The reason, of course, is that an
incorporated town of 2,500 or over 1s classed as urban - and many farmers and ranchers of the broad
grazing country and the irrigated sections live in small towns, whereas many people in the South-
east live either on small individual farms or, as sharecroppers, on plantations.



Table l.— Counties of the United States according to pwcenuge of the popula.ti.on of the county classified as rural-farm by
the United States Census of 1940 ‘

. . Counties — -
New Middle East . West South East West B
Rursality class Eng- Atlen- North = North Atlan- South South = Moun— United
land _tic - Central Central  tic _Central Central  taim  Pacific States
: Number Number Number Number Number " Number Nmnber Number Number -/ Number
H : . ‘ o ‘ o 1
Total ] 67 150 436 621 555 364 470 278 133 3,074
Under 1C percent: : 22 49 28 9 40 9 19 20 10 206
10 = 19 " : 23 31 56 18 40 8 29 41 31 277
20 - 29 - : 7 39 54 38 43 9 28 45 32 295
30 - 39 . : 8 20 88 62 54 21 49 49 30 381
40 - 49 . : 4 10 94 107 63 37 76 53 19 463
50 -5 " : 3 - 74 193 77 43 96 10 545
60-69 " : - 1 34 142 97 77 107 15 1 474
70 - 79 o : - - 8 38 o4 97 53 6 - 296
80 - 89 » : - - - 1z 45 56 2 - - 125
90 and over® : - - 2 2 7 1 - - 12
: ‘ . _Percentage of all counties o \ _
: Percent Percent Percent Percent ' Percent ‘Percent  Percent Percent Percent = Percent
Total : 100.G _ 100.C 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0  100,0 100.0 100,0 __100.0
Under 10 percent : 32. 32 6.4 1.5 7.2 2.5 ‘ 4,0 7.2 . 7.5 647
20 - a " N 10.5 26.0 12.4 ‘ 601 7.7 2.5 6.0 16.2 24.1 9.6
30 - 3 . s 11.9 13,3 20.2 10,0 9.7 5.8 10.4 17,6 22.6 12.4
40 - 49 " 3 6.0 (%4 21,6 17.2 11.4 10.2 16,2 19,1 14,3 15.1
50 = 59 . t 4,5 - 170 3,1 13,.¢ 11,8 20,4 17,6 73 17.7
60 ~ 69 . $ - 0.6 708 9 !._7_0_5_ 21.1 22.8 - 5.4 0.7 15,4
70 - 79 " t - - 1.8 6.1 16,9 26,6 113 2.2 - 9.6
80 = 89 . : - - - 1,9 8,1 15.4 2.5 - - 4,1
90 and over® t - - - 0.3 Q.4 1.9 0.2 - - 0.4
H
H

y Dtétrict of Columbia and Yellowstone P;rk counted as counties.

Base figures are from Bureau of Census
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Table 2.~ Percentage distribution of population of the United States according to county
population classified as rural-farm, 1940

: Population
s ] H 3
Rarality olass : Urban t Rural-farm t Rural-nonfarm t Total
‘ T T
Total : 74,423,702 30,216,188 27,029,385 13,669,275
Under 10 percent : 51,468,559 1,592,887 6,832,672 50,894,118
10-19 * : 9,582,254 2,448,570 4,904,336 16,935,160
20-29 * : 4,804,749 2,634,540 3,190,049 10,629,338
30-3 * : 3,641,026 3,720,498 3,331,630 10,693,154
40 =49 * = 2,424,018 4,275,967 2,782,278 9,482,263
50590 * : 1,451,065 4,946,908 2,617,517 9,015,490
60 -69 * 771,052 5,149,084 2,043,399 7,963,535
70-79 * . 257,703 3,751,718 1,043,581 5,053,002
80~89 * 23,276 1,591,067 274,278 1,888,621
90 and over " - 104,949 9,645 114,594
'
: .
: Percentage distribution.
: Percent Percent Percent Peroent
Total : _200,0 100,0 100,0 100,0
Under >10 percent 69,2 5.3 25,3 45,5
10-19 » 12.9 - 8.1 18.1 12.9
0.2 * : 645 8.7 11.8 8.1
30-39 * : 4,9 12.3 12.3 8.1
40 - 49 . ' 3,3 14,2 10.3 7.2
50 = 59 . 1 1.9 1644 9.7 6.8
60 = 69 . 1,0 17,0 7.6 6.1
70 - 79 » : 0.3 12.4 3.9 3.8
80 - 89 . : (/) 5.3 1.0 1.4
90 snd over * 1 - 0,3 W) 001

y Less than 0,05,

Base figures from Bureau of Census.
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vopulation of the United States as a whole., Only 23 percent was
rural-farm in 1240. The table also reveels that most of the rurel-farm
population tends to fall in the middle rurality classes; almost three-
fourths lives in counties that range from 30 to 72 percent rurality.

POPULATICN TRENDS

Figures on population are available from the Censuses of 1930 and
1940. Data for 1942 are based on county estimates by the Bureau of the
Census; those for 1948 are based on county estimates by the publishers
of the magazine Sales Management.

Proporticnal distribution of the total population of the United
States remeined fairly constent between 1930 and 1940 (table 3). Sig-
nificani internal shifts of populetion from relatively rural counties
to urban counties occurred between 1240 and 1948, however. The per-
centage of the population living in the least rural counties (under
10 percent) increased from 45,5 in 1940 to 48.1 in 1948. Furthermore,
the percentage of the population living in counties whose population
was half or more rural-farm decreased from 18.2 in 1940 to 15.5 in
1948.

This movement awey from the farm was undoubtedly intensified by
World War II and the processes of industrialization. Although the
over-all total population of the United States increased considerably
vetween 1930 and 1948, all rurality classes above 50 percent rural-farm
had smeller population figures in 1948 than in 1930. This reflects
clearly the internal movements of population from farms to cities.

ECONOMIC STATUS

According to the July-August 1949 issue of The Farm Income Situation,
net inccme from agriculture amounted to 7 percent of the national income
in 1940, whercas the farm population comprised 23 percent of the total
population., In 1947, however, net income had risen to 10 percent end
farm populatior had fallen to ebout 19 percent.

For the United States as a whole the average value of farm products
per farm is inversely related to rurality, but this relation is not con-
sistent in all regions (teble 4). TFor example, in the East North Central
and tountein regicns the 20 - 29 percent rurality class had the highest
aversge value per farm, but in the West North Central region the 40 - 48
percent rurality class had the highest average value of farm products.

Farms with value of products under $400 were most prevalent in
both the more urban and the more rural classes of counties. The high
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Table 3.~ Distribution of population of the United States according to county population
clagsified as rural-farm, by regions, 1930, 1940, 1943, and 1948

1 [}
Reglon and percent : Populstion N 1 Percentage distribution
rural-farm 3+ 1930 . 1940 1943 1948 1 1930 1940 1943 1948
1 s
United States :122,775.046 131,669,275 127,307,884 143,823,400:100,0 100,0 100,00 100.,0

:
Under 10 percent : 55,664,343 50,804,118 60,785,109 69,164,300; 45.3 45.5 47,8 48,1
10 = 19 : 15,185,486 16,935,160 17,114,319  19,560,500: 12.4 12.9 13.4 13.6

20 - 29 * i 9,773,779 10,629,338 10,166,236 11,675,300: 8.0 8,1 8.0 8.1
30 - 39 - : 9,914,304 10,693,154 10,003,262 11,445,500: 8.1 8,1 7.9 8.0
40 ~ 49 *  : 8,976,913 ~ 9,482,263 8,580,593  9,631,100: 7.3 7,2 6.7 6.7
50 - 59 . : 8,747,564 9,015,490 7,903,702  8,670,300: 7,1 6,8 6e2 6.0
60 - 69 * 1 7,790,075 7,963,535 6,789,764 7,365,500 6.3 6.1 5.3 5.1
70 - 79 " : 4,822,175 5,053,002 4,306,755  4,574,800: 3,9 3,8 3.4 3,2
80 - 89 * : 1,798,375 1,888,621 1,568,217  1,641,500: 1.5 1.4 .2 11
90 and over “ ! 102,032 114,594 89,927 94 600: 0.1 0.1 0,1 0ol
3
New England :_8,166,341 8,437,290 8,087,809 9,375,700 1000 100,0  100,0 100,0
Under 10 perceat 3 6,433,292 6,629,198 6,418,605  7,417,400: 78,8 78, 5 79.4 79.1
1o - 19 1 1,123,725 1,188,478 1,135,494 1,331,200 13,8 14,1 14,0 14,2
-29 " i 223,702 227,905 191,982 229,300: 2,7 2,7 2.4 25
30 -3 ) Tt 277,265 282,716 247,843 290,300: 3,4 3,3 3.1 31
40 - 49 . 1 69,767 70,199 58,818 68,100: 0.3 0.8 0.7 0.7
50 - 59 - : 38,590 38,794 35,067 39,400; 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.4
b
Middle Atlantie 1 26,260,750 27,539,487 25,796,511 28,949 400;100 0 100.0  100,0 100.0
Under 10 percent 120,519,860 2 1,493,706 20,170, zo,170,""134““"‘_‘—""zz,797,aoo, 78,2 78,1  78.2 768.8
10 - 19 : 2,510,933 2,652,011 2,542,497  2,729,600: 9.6 9.6 9.9 9.4
20 - 29 » + 2,292,198 2,408,050 2,196,467  2,438,500: 8,7 8.7 8.5 8.4
30 - 39 = 4 74018 757,665 692,814 757,900: 2,7 2.8 2.7 2.6
40 ~ 49 . : 213,601 217,382 185,607 214,200: 0.8 0.8 0.7 0.8
50 - 59 " : - - - - - - -
60 - 69 » : 9,221 10,673 8,992 11,400: (y) (1/) ) (1))

H b}
East North Central :_ 25,297,185 26,626,342 26,098,118  29,579,300:100.0 100.0  100,0 100.9

Under 10 peroent : 12,498,204 13,067,441 13,374,406 14,952,800: 49.4 49.1 51.2 50.5

10 - 19 " ;74,105,648 4,476,265 4,436,245  5,146,000; 16,6 16.8 17,0 17.4
20 - 29 "y 2,201,317 2,441,279 2,305,360  2,667,000: 9.1 9.2 8.8 9.0
30 - 39 * 1 2,468,496 - 2,585,893 2,364,307  2,713,200: 9.8 9.7 9.1 9.2
40 - 49 " 1 1,931,348 2,033,194 1,852,706  2,107,600: 7.6 7.6 7.1 7.1
50 - 59 * 1 1,278,470 1,355,345 1,194,678  1,347,000: 5.0 5.1 4.6 4,6
60 - 69 * 1 542,014 565,100 485,797 550,4001 2.1 2.1 1,9 1.9
70 - 79 » H 91,688 101,825 84,619 95 300: 0.4 C.4 Q3 0.3
West North Central : 13,296,915 _ 13,516,990 12 ,263,345 _ 13,765, aoouoo 0_100.0 100,0 10040
Under 10 peroent s 2"_“""‘—'_""‘—991 873 3,178,710 3,234,863  3,644,400; 22.5  23.5  26.4  26.5
10 - 19 + 1,210,644 1,266,709 1,166,218 1,343,901 9.1 9.4 9.5 9.8
20 - 29 " : 1,197,945 1,235,783 1,156,637  1,338,300: 9.0 9.1 9.4 9,7
30 - 39 * 1 1,417,047 1,450,337 1,294,469  1,480,800s 10,7 10,7 10,6 10,8
40 - 49 * 3 1,758,068 1,763,300 1,533,152  1,725,6003 13,2 13,1  12.5 12.5
50 = 59 " 1 2,548,471 2,493,312 2,116,837  2,320,000: 19,2 18,5 17.3 16.8
60 = 60 * ¢ 1,733,110 1,681,683 1,402,593  1,525,800; 13,0 12,4 1l,4 11,1
70 - 79 * 370,464 377,207 305,902 331,300: 2,3 2.8 2.5 2.4
80 - 89 g 67,537 68,495 51,450 54,4001 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.4
90 and over * 1,756 1,445 1,224 © 1,300t (/) (1)) /) ()
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Table 3.~ Distritution of population of the United States acoording to ocounty population
: classified as rural-farm, by regions, 1930, 1940, 1943, and 1948 {continued)
i ] - B 3 —_—— -
Region and percent : Population 3 Percentage distribution.
rursl-farm 3 1030 1040 _ 1943 1948 3 1930 940 1943 1948
B 2
-‘South Atlantio $.15,793,589 17,823,151 17,701,066 ~ 19,462,300:100,0 100,0 100,0 -100,0
Under 10 percent s+ 3,758,224 4,582,030 5,268,397  6,137,400: 23,8 5.7 20,8 3.5

10 = 19 * 4 2,312,770 2,730,587 2,839,861 = 2,934,500: 14,6 15.3 16,0 15,1
20 - 29 " ;1,248,394 1,433,488 1,376,383  1,523,300: 7,5 8,0 7.8 7,8
30 - 3% " : 1,520,668 1,689,905 1,627,419 1,803,800t 9.6 9.5 9,2 9,3
40 - 49 * 4 1,604,510 1,765,850 1,628,380  1,768,900: 10,2 9,92 9.2 91
50 = 59 * 3 1,583,362 1,688,923 1,523,839  1,642,800: 10,0 9,5 8.6 8.4
60 - 69 * 3 1,704,565 1,781,329 1,579,612 1,679,700: 10,8 10,0 B.5  B.6
70 = 79 * ;. 1,460,944 1,533,489 1,344,727  1,429,6001 9.3 Bs6 7.6 7.4
80 - 89 *» , 583,220 600,601 497,343 526,700 3.7 3.4 2.8 2.7
90 and over " 2 16,932 16,949 15,105 15,600: 0,1 0.1 0.1 0.1
t :

Fast South Cemtral i1_ 9,687,214 10,778,225 10,081,940 10,787,700:100,0 ~ 100,0 100,0 10%,0
Under 10 percent : 1,542,474 ,686, ,840, »975,300: 15.6 o6 . o3
10-19 % 3 726,590 838,740 873,674 974,300: 7.4 7.8 8.7 9.0
20 - 29 " 4 379,806 429,175 431,453 494,100 3,8 4,0 4.3 4.6
30 = 39 bl H 755,889 856,310 812,932 = 885,800: 7.7 7.9 8.1 8,2
40 - 49 * : 940,201 1,057,392 1,021,103  1,097,700: 9.5 948 10,1 10,2
50 = 59 * ;1,027,076 1,107,592 1,010,050  1,080,500: 10,4 10.3 10,0 10,0
60 = 69 " 3 1,502,989 1,599,354 1,376,884  1,459,300: 15,2 14,8 13,7 13,5
70 - 79 " s 1,930,879 2,066,557 1,770,075 1,839,400t 19,7 19,2 17.6. 17,1
80«89 " ; 988,440 1,050,951 879,517 911,8001 1040 9,8  Be7 8.5
90 and over * i 72,780 85,319 65,690 69,3001 0.7 0.8 0,6 0.6

H

“.cr : :
West South Central 3 12,176,830 13,064,525 12,299,770  13,867,9003100,0  100,0 100,0 _100,0
Under 10 peroent i 2,609,070 3,048,845 — 3,357,381 3,808,3001 R D3 273 274

10 - 19 . 3 800,340 1,042,388 1,089,638 1,317,300t 6.6 8,0 8.9 9.5
20 - 29 » H 723,467 773,618 778,644 856,700: 5.9 5.9 6.3 6.2
30 - 39 » t 1,305,969 1,369,047 1,254,912 1,409,800: 10.7 10,5 10.2 10,2
40 = 4 . s 1,639,190 1,655,664 1,465,906 1.667,4003 13,5 12,7 11l.9 12.¢
50 - 59 * 1 1,823,459 1,838,362 1,561,613  1,753,200: 15,0 14,1 12.9 12.6
60 - 69 . t 2,201,091 2,224,370 1,850,851 2,08,700: 18,1 17,0 15,0 14.8
70 = 79 » H 904,493 932,776 772,610 849,500;: 7.4 7.1 6.3 6.1
80 = 89 o 3 159,178 168,574 139,907 148,600: 1.3 1.3 L1 L1l
90 -and over * 1 10,564 10,881 7,908 8,400: 0,1 el 0.1 0.l
1 : 3
Mountain 1__3,701,789 4,150,003 4,019,718 4,401,6003100,0 100,00 100,0 100,0
Under 10 percent : 848,621 940,865 1,008,776 1,114,0001 22,9 22,7 25,1 25.3
10 = 19 » t 648,860 734,620 732,767 810,500: 17,5 17,7 18,2 18.4
-20 - 29 » 1 659,263 770,823 - - 764,954 887,200: 17,8 18,6 19,0 20.2
30 = 39 " % 509,496 584,778 547,533 5768,900: 13.8 14.1 13,6 13,1
40 = 49 " t 540,618 594,878 518,190 554,600t 14,6 14,3 12,9 12.6
50 = 59 " t 359,518 387,963 339,773 344,4003 9,7 9.3 8.5 7.8
60 ~ 69 . t 91,706 94,98 78,903 82,3002 2.5 2.3 2.0 1.9
70 = 79 . t 43,707 41,148 - 28,822 28,7001 1l.2 1.0 0.7 0.7
L
Pacific t_ 8,194,433 9,733,262 10,959,607 13,633,700:100,C 100,0 100,C 100,0
Under 10 percent : 4,462,707 5,266,479 6,111,985 7,316,700t 54,5 54,1 55.7 53.7
10 - 19 * 3 1,655,976 2,005,362 2,297,925  2,973,2001 20,2 20,6 21,0 21.8
20 = 29 . t 757,687 909,217 964,156  1,240,900: 9,2 9.3 8.8 9.1
30 - 39 * g 944,556 1,116,503 1,161,033 1,525,000t 11.5 11.5 10,6 1.2
40 - 49 . t 279,520 324,404 316,731 427,000: 3.4 3.3 2.9 3.1
50 - 59 . 88,618 105,199 101,645 143,000: 1.1 1.1 0,9 1.0
60 - 69 LI 5,369 6,098 6,132 7,9003 0,1 Oel  0el 0.1

1/ Less than 0,05 percent

Base figures for 1930, 1940, and 1943 from Bureau of Census,
1948 figures estimated by Sales Management.
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Table 4,- Average value of farm products per farm and percentage of all farms with value
of farm nroducts under $400, 1939

t - Average Farms with ; 3 Average Farms with
Region and percentage 1 value of value of pro=; Region and percentage, value of value of pro-
rural=farm t farm ducts under ; rural-farm ¢ farm ducts under
t  products $400 r o _products $400
t Dollars Percent . ' Dollars Percent
i H
United States : 1,282 33,7 ; South Atlantio ;998 3752
Under 10 peroent + 1,797 39,1 s Under 10 percent ', 1,766 49,1
10 - 19 1,679 36,2 H 10 - 19 " ¢ 1,120 47,9
20 - 29 » © 1,603 31.6 t 20 - 29 " 799 48,1
30 - 39 " ¢ 1,531 31,0 H 30 - 39 . 987 37,6
40 = 49 " t 1,490 28,8 ! 40 - 49 . 893 3746
50 = 59 " 1,312 28,8 t 50 = 59 " 907 33,4
60 - 69 . 957 33.4 H 60 = 69 " 855 3342
70 - 79 " 727 4042 : 70 =~ 79 " 813 31,8
80 - 89 . 581 48,2 H 80 = 89 " 675 41,3
90 and over " 533 60,4 t 90 and over * 830 59,0
! T
New England 1,747 37,1 +  East South Central t 596 ) 50.3
Under 10 percent 2,183 3748 : Under 10 percent . 747 60,9
10 = 19 1,527 38,4 : 10 = 19 " ) 737 56,4
20 = 29 » 997 45,1 : 20 = 29 " : 623 54,0
30 - 39 " 1,942 2847 . 30 -« 39 " . 627 52,6
40 = 49 " 1,156 40,2 40 = 49 " 733 50.5
50 = 59 » 1,653 2549 : 50 = 59 . 645 49,6
60 = 69 » - - 60 = 59 » 595 47,1
70 = 79 . ‘ - - 70 = 79 ol 567 49,1
80 = 89 " H - - 80 - 89 " 512 52.4
90 and over “ H - - 90 and over " 461 60,1
Middle Atlantic ¢ 1,687 2944 t West South Central ' 995 3747
Under 10 percent ¢ 1,744 33,4 : Under 10 peroent 1,545 47,9
10 - 19 b - 1,910 294 : 10 = 19 . 1,520 a5,7
20 - 29 » ¢ 1,631 28,7 ! 20 - 29 . 1,601 32,2
30 - 39 . t 1,478 26,8 : 30 = 39 » 1 191 4146
40 = 49 » i 1,626 23.4 : 40 = 49 - 1,092 34,7
50 - 59 . : - - . 50 - 59 . 966 38,5
60 = ¥9 " : 873 33,4 : 60 = 69 " 840 35,5
70 - 79 " : - - : 70 = 79 . . 812 37.3
80 - 89 " : - - . 80 - 89 . . 576 45,9
90 and over * : - - A 90 and over " : 350 71,0
East North Central 1,475 25,5 . Mountain . _2,085 3140
Under 10 percent i 1,481 37.3 . Under 10 peroent . 2,211 35,8
10 =19 . © 1,454 31.2 . 10 - 19 . 2,158 35,6
20°= 29 " 1,616 25,0 ! -29 » . 2,398 29,9
30 - 39 o 1,582 25,0 . 30 - 39 » . 2,153 2947
40 = 49 " ¢ 1,594 20,9 . 40 - 49 » 2,242 27,8
50 - 59 " 1,313 22,0 . 50 = 59 o 1,831 30.1
60 = 69 » i 1,126 26,0 ) 60 - 69 » 1,489 40,9
70 = 79 » 1,023 24,4 : 70 = 79 . 1,215 34,3
80 = 89 " : - - . 80 - 89 . . - -
90 and over ® $ - - : 90 and over * . - -
West North Central 1,679 20,9 . Pacifioc . 2,549 32,0
Under 10 percent ¢ 1,686 34,8 : Under 10 peroent . 2,891 33,1
10 - 19° ;1,589 '30,7 ; 10 = 19 .2,9% 33,5
20 = 29 o ¢ 1,873 21,0 . 20 = 29 » 1,995 38,8
30 - 39 . ;1,653 21,8 : 30 - 39 » 2,469 29,3
40 = 49 - ¢ 2,025 17,5 : 40 = 49 . 2,762 25.3
50 = 59 . i 1,844 1665 ; 50 - 59 » 2,247 25,9
60 = 69 ) i 1,393 2.4 ; 60 = 69 . 1,226 42,2
70 = 79 - : 921 34,41 . 70 = 79 - - T -
80 =~ 89 » 938 4045 : 80 - 89 » . - -
90 and over * 1,994 22,4 . 90 and over " e - -

Base figures from Bureau of Census
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percentage of such low-income farms in urbsn counties is due to part-time
farming by city dwellers. In 1939, the Bureau of the Census counted as

a farm any tract of land of less than 3 acres if its agricul tural products
were valued at $250 or more.

Retail sales serve as an indirect measure of income of the population
(table 5). Data are available for 1939 for all counties. Table 5 shows
that retail sales per capita are inversely related to rurality for the
United States and all regions; that is, the higher the retall sales per
person, the lower the rurality of a county. Similar relationships pre-
vail for wholesale and service establishments (table 6).

Bank Deposits and E-Bond Sales

Rural counties in 1944 hrd smaller bank deposits and E-Bond sales
per capita than did urban counties (tsble 7). The functional relation
between percentage of rural-farm people in a county and these items is
very close in all regions. The southern regions have lower per capita
deposits and E-Bond sales than the other regions, even when counties
are controlled for rurality.

Retail Stores

For the United States as a whole and in each region the number of
retail stores per 100,000 nopulation increased between 1929 and 1939
{table 5). This increase was no*ed in every rurality class except two
thet lie in the East South Centrel region. During this period the West
North Central and HMountain regions showed the largest relative increases
in total number of stores =znd the East South Central. Middle Atlantic,
and South Atlentic regions showed the smallest increases.

The most striking change was the decrease in number of general
stores (fig. 2) in rural counties, along with increases in food stores
and filling stations. Eatinz and drinking places iacreased in each
class, but more in urbrn counties. In general, other kinds of stores
chaonged relatively little between 1329 and 1939; drug stores were the
most stable. Dun and Bradstreet found thet drug stores operating in
1939 had been in existence for sn aversage of about 18 years.

WHOLESALY AND SERVICE ESTABLISHMENTS

Wholesale establishments 4/ are relatively more prevalent in the
most urhan cless and ‘the middle rurnlitj classes of counties (with

g/ Wholesale trade includes: Wholesalers, manufacturer-owned gales out-
1ets, petroleum bulk stations, agents, drokers, and assemblers of farm
oroducts.
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40 to 59 percent rural-farm population), but the sales per capita are

less in the middle rurallty counties (table 6). Kinds of service establish-
ments are more numerous in urban classes of counties, but are found in
relatively large numbers in all classes of counties. §/ .In genersl, sales
per capita of wholesale establishments, the number of services per 100,000
population, and receipts for services per capita are inversely related

to rurality.

GENERAL STORES IN FARMING
AREAS OF YVARYING RURALITY

STORES PER 100,000 POP. 7

400 ’
300 | , 1929 -

200

100 o= ! N\ 1
| | ‘ '1939 |
] |

O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
POPULATION LIVING ON FARMS (PERCENT)

B -
[

BAE 47406-XX
FIGURE 2, - The general store continues to be the most prevalent business
establishment in rural counties, The more rural the county, the larger
the number of general stores per 100,000 population. Between 19239 and
1939 there was a marked reduction in the number of general stores in
both urban and rural counties. By 1939, there were only 4 general stores
per 100,000 people living in counties where fewer than 10 percent of the
people were farm families; end 335 general stores per 100,000 total
population in counties where more than 90 percent of the people lived
on farms.

" 5/ Services include: Barber and beauty shops, cleaning and pressing
establishments, laundries, photogrephic studios, advertising agencies,
credit bureaus, packing and crating services, warehousing, automotive
repair and service stations, shops for other repairs, custom industries,
landscepe gardening, and circulating libraries, etc., eotc.



Table 5.~ Retail ‘trade estadlishments per 100,000 population, 1929 and 1939, and total sales per capita, 1939, according

to _the population of the county

classified as mrtl—ram, by regions

Rurality olass

:
]
3
t Under . 90 and
Xind of business Unit ¢ 10 10-19 20-29 3039 40-49 50-59 60-69 70=-79 80-89 over  Total
e . ‘
United States H .
H
Total all stores-19& number : 1,306 1,237 1,246 1,194 1,107 1,064 932 785 681 732 1,198
1939 mumber : 1,410 1,392 1,405 1,363 1,309 1,262 1,107 911 777 831 1,339
H
Total sales=-1939 dollars ; 402 @ 345 306 267 222 189 142 105 70 . 46 316
H
3
Food stores-1929 number : 516 390 2347 304 250 224 198 179 153 109 391
1939 mamber ¢ 496 414 399 366 346 327 319 315 296 284 424
“Genaral stores-1929 number 14 62 101 126 148 176 216 259 322 486 85
1939 number 4 17 28 40 50 64 91 117 176 335 30
General merchandise stores-1929 number : 45 44 46 49 49 45 41 37 23 4 44
o 1939 number 3 37 34 36 41 42 42 43 40 32 20 38
Apparel stores-1929 number : 128 97 87 70 55 46 30 17 7 - 93
1939 namber 3 109 85 76 63 49 39 27 18 8 1 81
Furniture and household b :
appliance stores-1929 number 3 52 53 53 52 47 42 31 19 9 - »8
‘ 1939 number 43 44 45 44 39 35 25 16 12 3 40
Automotive establishments-1929 number @ 43 68 77 76 70 67 46 27 16 10 56
1939 number 3 34 54 63 65 64 61 44 27 17 11 a5
Filling stations-1929 numbex 3 76 126 131 131 125 118 98 78 S1 58 99
’ 1939 : number : 131 214 240 252 256 249 215 161 108 92 183
Lumber, building material and H
hardware stores-1929 number 3 62 77 9 . 94 100 103 73 30 14 6 73
1939 number 45 58 73 81 93 101 - 73 36 19 17 60
Eating and drinking places-1929 number : 126 116 112 102 93 87 72 52 3 22 109
1939 number : 263 255 244 224 201 190 147 93 53 37 231
Drug stores-1929 number 3 54 45 42 43 43 45 = 40 30 2 8 47
1939 number 3 50 42 40 40 41 42 . 36 28 19 9 44
Other stores-1929 number : 184 159 159 147 127 111 87 57 34 29 153
1939 number : 198 175 161 147 13 112 87 60 37 22 163

41



Table Se~ Retail trade establishments per 100,000 population, 1929 and 1939, and total sales per capita, 1939, according
to the population of the county olassified as rural-farm, by regions (continued)

Rurality class

t
:+ Under 90 and

_Kind of business Unit 10 10-19 20~29 30=39 4049 50=59 60=-69 70=79 80=89 over ‘Total

New England
Total all stores=1929 number : 1,266 1,349 1,311 1,297 1,465 1,246 - - - - 1,281
1939 number < 1,407 1,590 1,715 1,433 1,738 1,410 - - - - 1,445
- Total sales=1939 dollars . 408 369 312 270 288 247 - - - - 393
Food stores~1929 number 532 428 363 3ie 373 228 - - - - 503
1939 number - 508 481 541 382 503 397 - - - - 500
Genersl stores-1929 number - [*) 75 167 163 231 254 - “ - - 31
1939 number - 4 22 55 64 84 72 - - - - 11
General merchandise stores-1929  number 48 62 65 57 67 39 - - - - 50
1939 number : 40 50 57 46 73 36 - - - - 43
Apparel stores=1929 number : 128 121 109 106 92 65 - - - - 125

1639 number : 112 103 102 88 ri) 64 - - - - 109 .

Furniture and household H
appliance stores-1929 numbexr : 50 61 58 52 56 54 - - - - 52
1939 : number 46 58 56 51 48 57 - - - - 48
Automotive establishmenta-1929 number : 54 77 70 - 79 73 83 - - - - 59
1939 number 41 68 71 55 65 49 - - - - 46
Filling statione-=1929 number : 85 147 90 111 136 117 - - - - a5
1939 number - 139 256 295 299 358 325 - - - - 168

Lumber, building material and :
hardware stores=1929 nunber : 54 78 85 94 87 =~ 119 - - - - 60
1939 number 41 65 83 74 80 80 - - - - a7
Eating and drinking places=1929 number : 94 82 71 80 65 67 - - - - 91
1939 number - 207 208 164 142 157 119 - - - - 203
Drug stores=1929 number 49 43 46 40 43 39 C- - - - 48
1939 number 51 46 50 4] 43 28 - - - - 50
Other stores~=1929 number 163 175 187 197 242 181 - - - - 167
‘ 1639 aumber : 218 233 241 191 252 183 - - - - 220

€I



Table S.~ Retail trade establisbments per 100,000 population, 1929 and 1939, and total sales per capita, 1939, according
‘ to the population of the county classified as rural-farm, by regions (continued)

: Rurality class
H
t Under 90 and
Kind of business Unit : 10 10-19 20-29 30=39 40-49 50-59 6069 70=-79 8089 over Total
Y
Middle Atlantio : ‘ .
2 ‘
Total 2ll stores=192 number 3 1,420 1,435 1,335 1,488 1,544 - 1,213 - - - 1,417
1939 number ¢ 1,485 1,606 1,472 1,560 1,624 - 1,668 - - - 1,499
Total sales-1939 dollars : 390 346 299 287 263 - 119 - - - 374
Food stores~1929 aumber : 604 518 392 360 343 - 292 - - - 568
1939 nomber : 580 526 452 416 434 - 422 - - - 558
General stores-1929 number 17 S8 126 182 228 - 379 ~ - - 37
1939 number 4 16 = 37 61 70 - 122 - - - 10
General merchandise stores~1529 number 13 50 48 - 43 53 44 - 33 - - - .49
B ‘ 1939 npumber 3 44 39 34 45 48 - 56 - - - 43
Apparel stores-1929 number : 155 120 97 97 80 - 22 - - - 144
‘ 1939 number : 132 103 83 7S 60 - 28 - - - 123
Furnitwr e and household ]
appliance stores-1929 nuwber ¢ 57 62 57 68 66 - 22 -~ - - 58
‘ 1939 number 44 50 47 ®Q 37 - 75 - - - 45
Automotive establishments-1920 number : 42 - 74 77 9 94 - 65 - - - 50
‘ 1939 number 29 50 64 76 75 - 3] - - - 36
Filling stations-1929 nurber 3 55 132 124 143 190 - 173 - - - 72
1939 number 99 231 240 292 337 - 375 - - - 132
Lomber, building material and t
‘hardware stores-1929 number 3 67 97 o4 127 125 - 54 - - - 74
‘ ‘ 1939 number 3 46 62 69 96 102 - 112 - - - 51.
Eating and drinking places-1929 number 3 114 101 105 104 109 - 54 - - - 112
1939 number : 248 265 220 214 213 - 150 - - - . 246
Drug stares-1929 number i 51 37 35 41 37 - 22 - - - 48
1939 number 49 39 35 o] 40 - 28 - - - 47
Other stores-1929 number 3 208 188 185 222 228 - 97 - - - 205
1939 number 3 210 216 191 196 208 - 272 - - - 208

I



Table Se= Retail trade establishments per 100,000 populatien, 1929 and 1939, and total sales per capita » 1939, sccoriing
‘ to the population of the county classified as rural-farm, by regions (continued)

Rurality class

:

H

: Under 90 and

Kind of business Unit 10 10=19 20=29 30=39 4049 50=39 6059 70=79 80=-89 over Total

)

East North Central :
Total all stores<1929 number :1,183 1,197 1,295 1,252 1,255 1,207 1,043 1,031 - - 1,206
1939 nuber :1,319 1,352 1,433 1,477 1,466 1,461 1,323 1,335 - - 1,369
Total sales~1939 dollars 406 342 321 273 248 222 187 175 - - 347
Food stores=1929 numher 444 372 359 313 276 243 196 214 - - 383
1939 number = 450 388 373 368 344 318 290 286 - - 406
General stores—1929 numbar 7 42 80 99 124 162 200 227 - - 50
1939 number 2 10 23 29 35 55 86 97 - - 15
General merchandise stores-1329 number a0 38 43 49 49 41 35 26 - - 41
1939 number 30 29 35 40 39 37 33 29 - - 3z
Apparel stores=1929 number ! 116 103 98 83 b4) 65 52 47 - - 102
1939 number * 96 90 84 73 64 50 41 38 - - 85

Furniture and household :
appliance stores-1929 numbexr ¢ 46 51 57 58 57 52 40 22 - - 50
1339 number ! 36 43 47 51 47 43 36 27 - - 41
Automotive establishments~1928 number : 49 73 90 96 95 88 75 52 - - 67
1939 number : 33 57 70 80 82 80 72 65 - - 52
Filling stations-1929 numbey : 75 117 126 124 124 121 84 129 - - 93
1939 mmber ¢ 128 210 230 267 282 294 257 269 - - 188

Lumber, building ms terial and :
hardware stores=1929 number : 63 88 1i3 124 135 137 120 104 - - 88
1939 number * 47 69 92 110 122 128 118 121 - - 73
Eating and drinking places-=1929 number ° 129 112 122 105 110 103 82 94 - - 119
1939 number = 285 252 285 259 255 273 224 266 - - 273
Drug stores=1929 number ' 52 45 43 42 43 42 36 38 - - 48
1939 number ° 49 a0 39 40 39 39 33 38 - - 44
Other stores-1929 number 162 156 164 159 157 153 123 78 - - 160
1939 ounber 163 164 155 160 157 144 133 99 - - 160 -

a1



Table 54~ Retail trades establishments per 100,000 population, 1929 and 1959, and total salss per capita, 1939, according
to the population of the county classified as rural-farm, by regions (continued)

Rurality class

H
: Under _ 90 and
Kind of businesns Trrid 3 10 10-19 20=29 30-39 40~=49 50=59 Q9 T0=79 8089 over Total

H

West North Central 3
Total all stores=1929 number: 1,254 1,238 1,292 1,244 1,238 1,210 1,103 964 711 114 1,214
1939 nwmber: 1,411 1,425 1,525 1,480 1,565 1,532 1,410 1,210 899 623 1,464
~Potal sales=1939 dollars: 444 381 341 296 271 223 181 132 64 36 306
Food stores-1929 nurber: 433 356 313 255 211 185 159 135 99 57 274
1939 number: 429 380 368 316 305 300 280 248 223 208 342
General stores-1929 numnber: 9 43 72 108 129 161 1985 270 366 57 107
1339 number. 3 14 13 34 42 54 79 124 228 - 37
General merchandise stores-=l929 nuwmber. 45 34 45 44 45 38 31 36 16 - 40
‘ 1939 npumber. 32 25 35 38 42 41 37 35 22 - 36
Apparel stores-1929 nurh exr: 107 105 100 85 75 62 48 28 10 - 81
‘ 1939 nanber 87 88 90 75 68 52 38 22 13 - 69

Furniture and household ‘
appliance stores~1929 numb er: 47 49 58 61 59 57 46 26 8 - 52
1939 mmber: 36 45 47 51 52 46 29 20 16 - 42
Automotive establishments=1929  number: 51 80 99 97 105 103 90 58 21 - 85
) ‘ 1939 number. 36 56 74 80 91 88 73 54 33 - 68
Filling stations=1929 number 95 110 137 126 121 114 95 96 53 - 110
1939 number. 181 226 285 288 314 315 303 275 168 346 266

Inmber, building material and .
hardware stores-1929 numb e 77 99 135 144 177 190 169 98 36 - 139
1939 number 46 75 110 128 179 . 192 168 105 38 - 124
Eating and drinking places=1929 number. 148 112 109 108 107 102 91 77 30 - 112
' 1939 numbexr- 315 278 277 255 261 246 233 182 76 - 267
Drug stores=1929 numb er. 68 57 49 52 55 S8 50 42 19 - 57
1939 number: 58 50 49 48 53 56 49 42 16 69 53
Other stores~1929 ' number 174 193 175 164 154 140 129 98 53 - 157
‘ 1939 pumber 188 138 172 167 158 141 121 103 64 - 150

9T



Table Se= Retail trade establichments per 100,000 population, 1929 and 1939, and total sales per capita, 1939, according
to the population of the county classified as rural-farm, by reg:mns (contined)

Rurality class

Under 90 and
12 10-19 20-20 30=39 40=-49 950=59 60-69 _70-79 _ 80-39 over Total

rira re ar es v

Kind of business Unit

Sbuth Atlantic

Totzl 211 stores-1929 nutber - 1,220 1,004 987 1,006 915 915 851 795 741 980 991
1939 rumber + 1,234 1,089 1,091 1,131 1,034 988 975 8935 830 985 1,080
Total sales=-1933 dollars © 344 268 227 221 163 150 124 100 71 68 223
Foad stores~1929 number - 500 337 309 310 260 265 245 215 189 189 329
1539 number : 442 372 375 381 352 342 332 322 317 372 376
General stores=1929 nusher ¢ 25 92 134 159 192 200 226 261 335 496 147
1939 rumbher : 7 a7 38 46 68 77 98 120 1690 183 53
General merchandise stores=1929 number 43 38 43 44 43 44 43 . 36 20 - 4]
1939 npumber 31 3 34 38 40 41 44 338 26 6 35
Apparel stores-1929 number - 192 66 59 50 34 28 20 14 5 - 53
1939 . number . 89 62 55 52 ‘3a 30 21 16 8 - 52
Furnitnre and household

appliance stores-1929 number 46 33 33 38 30 25 20 15 9 - 33
1929 nurmber 37 32 2% 36 29 24 20 16 15 - 30
Automotive establishments=1325  number 41 4) 38 43 33 33 26 23 13 29 35
1939 number 29 34 38 42 32 33 30 23 17 23 31
Fillirg stations-=1929 number 84 197 114 112 117 117 105 90 67 112 101
1539 purber 126 167 197 214 212 192 204 182 157 2n 175

Lumber, building materlal and ‘ .
hardware stores=1929 number - 51 By 35 a3 35 31 25 135 14 12 37
14939 number 32 29 30 34 31 31 28 23 18 12 30
Zating and drinking places~1923 number 123 109 87 79 61 64 47 4l 25 53 82
1939 number 245 205 ° 150 154 115 103 83 70 46 71 160
Drug stores-lQZQ number 51 39 35 32 29 30 29 24 17 12 36
) 1939 number 42 34 31 29 29 27 27 23 17 12 32
Other stores=1929 number 152 97 92 96 380 78 65 57 42 77 97

1338 nunber 153 108 $7 103 92 88 83 62 49 35 10¢

Al



Table S.~ Retail trade establishments per 100,000 population, 1929 and 1939, and total sales per capita, 1939, according

to the pgpghtiqn of the county classified as rural-—farm, by regions !continued)

Rurality class

3
H
t Under : 90 and
Kind of business ~ Unit  : 10 10-19 20-29 30=39 40-49 50-59 60-69 _70~7¢ 8089 over Total
. B = . B . !
East South Central H
]
Total 211 stores-1629 number 3 1,042 1,068 1,002 866 873 877 843 735 650 682 863
1939 number ¢ 1,145 1,041 997 921 961 949 916 824 744 790 938
t
Total sales=1939 dollars 307 333 222 199 153 147 114 * < 70 44 171
3 ‘ ‘
Food stores-1929 number 3 399 356 345 234 243 235 196 168 144 91 245
1939 number ¢ 406 361 393 326 362 339 338 306 291 265 343
Genersl stores-1929 number 37 78 121 179 201 232 277 278 313 485 205
1939 mumber 3 9 23 16 76 ‘72 100 112 130 184 364 90
General merochandi se stores—-192Snumber : 43 a5 47 a4 49 47 43 36 25 5 41
1939number 32 32 27 32 38 38 46 42 37 25 37
Apparel stores-1929 - number 76 67 64 41 32 32 21 1a 8 - 36
1939 nuntber 3 70 65 65 42 34 33 23 18 9 1l 36
Farniture and household 3 ‘
appliance stores-1929 number 3 41 a2 36 37 31 29 23 18 9 - 28
1939 number 33 32 34 30 28 28 23 16 12 S 25
Automotive establishments-1929 number @ 36 35 34 34 34 33 26 23 14 7 29
1939 number 25 25 28 29 30 30 26 22 15 10 25
Filling stations-1929 number i 61 72 9 64 58 62 58 53 40 54 58
1939 number : 120 114 123 117 136 139 133 117 78 49 120
Iumber , building material and H
hardware stores-1929 " number ¢ 44 39 34 34 35 32 32 21 12 4 30
1939 number 30 29 22 27 32 28 33 26 17 19 28
Eating and drinking places-1S29number 3 132 170 119 88 81 70 61 47 34 15 81
‘ 1939pumber ¢ 225 190 168 138 128 116 92 74 54 26 125
Drug stores-1929 number 3 55 48 36 35 33 30 33 28 22 7 35
1939 .number 3 a7 40 35 27 28 27 28 24 19 7 30
Other stores-1929 number : 118 116 87 76 76 7 73 49 29 14 75
1939 number 3 148 130 86 77 73 71 62 49 28 19 79

8T



Table Se~ Retall trade establishments per 100,000 population, 1929 and 1939, and total sales per capits, 1939, according
to the population of the county classified as rural-farm, by regions (continued)

Rurality class

Under 90 and
Kind of business Unit

10 10=-19 20-29 30-39 40=-49 50«59 60=69 70~79 80-89  over Total

West South Central

1o en o0 oo o0 85 20 s o

Total all stores-1929 number: 1,255 1,155 1,172 1,133 1,033 1,010 895 785 648 786 1,056
1939 number: 1,349 1,368 1,369 1,292 1,251 1,168 1,063 957 744 937 1,223
Total sales=1639 dollars: 381 346 281 218 205 166 134 114 72 29 237 .
Food stores-1929 number - 460 348 340 315 251 234 197 163 96 114 293
1939 number - 416 421 432 405 382 355 334 356 278 312 384
Genersl stores=1929 number 18 72 78 119 116 153 185 217 315 548 119
- 1939 number - 5 17 19 35 38 52 81 85 164 386 42
General merchandise stores-1929 number: 39 52 56 57 59 59 48 39 26 - 50
i 1939 number. 30 34 43 51 47 52 48 44 30 9 43
Apparel stores=1929 number . 74 63 64 46 41 33 26 22 11 - 45
1939 number . 63 67 63 41 39 29 23 18 7 - 42
Furriture and household B
appliance stores-~1929 , nuzber : 42 a4 47 49 42 38 31 22 11 - 39
: 1939= number : 38 39 42 37 35 28 24 16 8 - 3
Automotive establishments-1929 number 45 52 66 53 52 47 33 27 16 - 45
- : .~ 1936 npumber - 42 .49 60 53 59 51 38 29 1€ - 46
:l'illing stations~-1929 1929 number 116 142 151 155 161 156 125 102 56 10 136
1939 number 184 211 232 239 251 238 203 163 93 110 211
Lumber, building material and : :
hardware stores=1929 . number 48 52 73 63 67 61 50 31 12 10 ‘54
1¢3g” number : 43 47 68 58 69 65 S4 -39 21 9 54
Eating and drinking places-1929 number : 197 144 135 119 100 90 81 67 42 28 120
1939 number 293 289 238 218 187 166 146 115 66 74 208
Drug stores-~1929 nufsber 65 . 64 53 54 50 52 46 38 30 10 53
1939 ) . nuxcher: 52 53 a7 47 46 45 41 35 .25 9 46
Other stores-1929 T number 151 122 109 103 94 87 73 57 33 66 102

1939 © number 180 161 125 108 - 98 87 7l 57 34 28 115

61



Table 5.~ Retail trade establisbments per 100,000 population, 1929 and 1939, and totzl sales per capita, 1939, according

to the population of the county ohssiﬂed as rural—farm, by regions (continued)
Rurality class

s
]
3
t Under 90 and
Kind of business Unit S 10 10-19 20-29 30-~39 40-49  50-59 60=69 70=79  80=89 over Total
2
Mountain ]
3 .
Total all stores-1929 number: 1,264 1,167 1,204 1,122 1,038 944 822 700 - - 1,135
1939 numbers 1,399 1,374 1,471 1,421 1,343 1,315 1,101 1,018 - - 1,385
]
Total sales-1939 dollars: 482 349 360 297 265 230 152 127 - - 344
B
Food stores-1929 number s 393 311 285 253 202 163 140 128 - - 280
1939 number: 375 329 348 344 287 285 256 292 - - 333
Generll stores-1929 number: 31 100 91 129 144 167 259 160 - - 105
1939 b ers 9 33 29 40 57 64 121 75 - - 37
Geneml merchardise stores-1929 numbers: 34 46 48 48 46 43 24 41 - - 43
1939 number: 26 39 35 43 41 42 18 27 - - 36
Apparel stores-1929 number: 104 79 75 52 45 38 13 21 - - 69
. 1939 numbers 84 pAS 64 51 42 32 1 17 - - 60
Furniture and household 3
applisnce stores-1929 number: 50 54 S1 47 45 38 18 11 - - 47
193¢ number 44 42 46 42 37 35 14 14 - - 41
Antomotive establinhnmtt—lgzg numbers 66 75 85 83 74 74 48 50 - - 74
1939 number: 53 61 69 65 73 67 42 39 - - 63
Filling st‘tions—lgzg numbers 101 116 138 124 115 al. 83 69 - - 114
1939 ‘ © numbers 196 253 268 292 291 270 230 194 - - 258
lamber, building material and [
hardware stores~1929 numbers 60 72 86 93 107 108 70 80 - - 83
1939 numbers 39 S8 73 79 92 114 81 78 - - - 70
Eating snd drinking places-1929 number; 131 107 123 93 77 74 57 44 - - 104
1939 number: 271 262 283 253 225 231 197 146 - - 256
Drug stores-1929 numbers 58 42 46 46 49 47 36 34 - - 48
1939 numbers 53 40 45 45 " 46 46 35 34 - - 46
Otbher stores-1929 numbert 236 165 176 154 134 101 74 62 - - 168
1939 numbers 249 186 191 167 152 129 96 102 - - 185

0%



Table S,~ Retail trade establishments per 100,000 population, 1929 and 1939, and total sales per capita, 1939, according

to the population of the county classified as rural-farm by regions

(continued)

p—

L

Rurality olass

C —— e ——

3
%
!
t  Under 90 and
Kind of business Unit _ 10 10-19 20-29 30=-39 40=49 S50-59 60-59 70-79 80-89 over  Total
:
Pacifioc 3
: t
Total all stores-1929 number ¢ 1,410 1,430 1,395 1,402 1,305 1,157 1,099 - - - 1,405 -
1939 number : 1,614 1,625 1,573 1,548 1,500 1,360 1,656 - - - 1,598
. t
Total sales=1939 doliars t 488 423 377 369 309 242 175 - - - 442
H
Food stores-=1929 number t 458 383 346 362 275 2338 279 - - - 413
1939 number ¢ 436 410 386 366 332 337 508 - - - 414
General stores-1529 number 1 8 57 82 82 113 149 242 - - - 38
1939 number 2 12 18 22 37 47 131 - - - 10
Seneral merchandise stores-1929 number : 37 48 53 51 58 56 3?7 - - - 43
1939 number : 39 40 40 42 52 44 16 - - - 40
Apparel stores=1929 number : 125 105 87 80 57 37 37 - - - 109
1939 number : 120 92 75 72 44 37 16 - - - 101
Furniture and household :
appliance stores-=1929 nurber 68 66 60 60 57 42 19 - - - 65
. 1939 number 65 55 50 49 45 39 66 - - - 59
Automotive establishments=1929 number ° 66 86 87 89 95 78 75 - - - 76
1939 number - 49 73 77 84 79 68 115 - - - 62
Filling stations=1929 number @ 121 186 200 209 181 178 130 - - - 155
1939 number : 195 259 284 286 293 274 295 - - - 231
Lumber, building material and t
hardware stores—1929 number 70 86 87 94 125 104 75 - - - 80
1939 number 57 73 82 84 118 100 66 - - - 68
Lating and drinking places-1929 number @ 166 154 129 h¥ad 94 80 56 - - - 151
1939 number @ 318 346 314 300 265 225 197 - - - 313
Drug stores~1929 number : 64 46 50 45 57 50 56 - - - 56
1939 number 51 45 45 44 52 43 66 - - - 48
Other stores-1929 number : 227 213 214 209 193 145 93 - - - 219
: 1939 number = 282 220 202 199 183 146 180 - - - 247

15
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Table 6.~ Wholesale and service establishments, by regions, 1939

]

t — _Establishments

H Wholesale % Service

H 3
Region and percent t Per 100,000 Sales per Per 100,000 Recelpts per
rural—-farm t population capita population oapita

t  Number Dollars Number Dollars

%

United States t 151 418,00 491 25,98
Under 10 percent 1 182 729,74 604 40,90
20 - 29 » t 131 196,54 426 16,92
30 = 39 " : 132 140,63 411 14,31
40 - 49 d t 148 121,94 404 11,23
50 = 59 » t 155 117,10 387 84,99
60 = 69 . 1 122 86,04 349 7.35
70 - 79 . 1 68 54,14 300 5.86
80 - 89 ol H 28 24,49 263 4,20
90 and over * 1 14 13,24 349 3,24

t

New England 3 120 375,86 538 27,95
Under 10 percent : 127 445,07 560 31,18
10 = 19 » 1 81 124.19 436 17.90
20 - 29 . : 100 118,69 518 14,36
30 - 39 . t 133 132.36 480 11.81
40 - 49 » [ 97 83,98 531 12,69
50 = 59 o ? 82 73.13 392 8,15

! .

Middle Atlantic 1 165 687,42 584 36.43
Under 10 percent t 187 847,11 ~ 628 42,52
10 - 19 - : 88 135,57 451 17.47
20 - 29 » 1 86 116,17 407 13,10
30 - 39 b H 82 92,54 384 11,90
40 ~ 49 . t 7€ 65,16 389 10,33
5 - 59 . 3 - - - -

60 - 69 . 1 66 3.19 525 10.2
t

East North Central t 152 421,55 487 27,41
Under 10 percent t 698,07 S51 40,24
10 - 19 . t 120 198,66 430 19,70
20 = 29 » H 136 178,16 421 16,63
30 - 39 » 1 139 120.18 436 13,54
40 - 49 . t 164 130,18 444 11,44
50 = 59 - H 154 113,55 403 8,99
60 = 69 » ] 139 75.23 363 7.27
70 - 79 . 1 132 61,39 310 6497

1

West North Central 1 245 429,68 529 20,88
Under 10 perceat t 254 1,125.08 643 42,63
10 = 19 » ] 196 514,75 500 25,34
20 - 29 d ] 240 409,47 539 22,05
30 - 39 b : 207 153,01 511 16.48
40 - 49 » 1 271 162,69 523 12,97
50 = 59 . ] 273 140.59 501 10,12
60 =69 " ] 256 105,58 432 7.82
70 - 79 " ] 173 61.26 388 5.33
80 - 89 * ] 47 13,96 228 2.73
90 and over * H - - 138 -
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Teble €4~ Wholesale and service establishments, by regions, 1939 (Continued)

[}
: _ Establishments
) ! Wholesale t Service

Region and percent :  Per 100,000 Sales per  : Per 100,000 Raceipts per

rural=farm : population capita : population capite

¢« Number Dollars Number Dollars

South Atlantio P o5 25).09 350 17,28
Under 10 percent 153 . 541,58 503 37,05
1O = 19 d H 102 304467 315 17445
20 = 29 " ¢ 90 167,09 317 13,40
30 =~ 39 - H 24 130,66 302 12,85
40 - 49 b H 68 110,74 294 8,72
50 = 59 d H 65 130,61 266 7416
60 = 69 " H 67 103,41 298 64 66
70 = 79 " ¢ 51 56,60 282 502
80 - 89 * 3 30 23433 278 4,15
S0 and over* t 24 15,16 301 502

East South Central H Al 171443 317 12,09
Under 1@ percent : 114 366,03 398 25,70
1¢ = 19 b c 138 683,01 349 26464
20 = 26 - : 58 164,79 296 " 15,41
30 - 39 . : 77 136451 269 11,94
40 = 49 " : 56 80425 277 8496
50 = 39 » ! 70 1064 44 309 8487
€0 = 69 " : 65 85,51 319 7407
B0 = 89 L ¢ 25 25,28 266 4437
S0 anéd over" 3 9 14,19 357 . 2495

West South Central . 141 263,490 428 17,78
Under 10 percent i 196 704,60 561 37,00
10 = 19 . : 175 368,83 483 26426
20 - 29 " ; 167 250474 453 17.56
30 - 39 i : 126 133413 412 12,02
40 - 49 - : 140 111,75 414 12,09
50 =~ 59 » 123 86,82 382 9,30
60 = 69 " 99 61635 349 787
70 - 79 » 84 56473 276 7420
80 = 89 . : 30 27,96 21z 3,87
90 and over" - 37 4,50 386 3012

Mountain : 174 261,05 447 19,98
Under 10 percent . 222 612475 615 ) 37404
10 - 19 " : 13) 190,59 396 17,68
20 = 29 - . 159 212424 437 21,10
30 - 39 " 173 148,37 413 14452
40 = 49 hd 164 111,81 385 11,15
50 = 59 " : 190 97,08 367 8,05
60 =~ 69 - H 202 78,10 256 4449
70 = 79 . t 134 49,38 219 ) 3467

:

Pacific H 205 518,71 696 42,72
Under 10 percent $ 251 761,74 846 58,33
10 = 19 » s 145 269,81 550 27,58
20 = 29 hd : 146 190490 509 23,68
30 = 39 " H 156 230403 494 22430
40 = 49 » s 17e 162437 478 17,64
50 = 59 - . 148 120,70 412 11,19
60 = 69 " : 115 39,85 443 6,07

Base figures from Bureau of Census
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Table 7,= Bank deposits and E Bond sales per capita, by regions 1944 y

- _Bank deposits

Region ¢ E~Bond :Region 1+ Bank deposits E-Bond
and H sales 3and t sales
rurality H Total Time irurality 1 Total Time
: Dollars  Dollars Dollars : t Dollars Dollars Dollars
] 3 1
United States 1 774 281 92 :South Atlantio 3 413 119 69
0=9 1 1,218 453 123 : 0 =9 s 853 257 133
10 = 19 1 578 247 93 1 10-19 : 388 105 76
20 - 29 : 497 185 7% 3 20 =29 3 298 8l - 55
30 - 39 : 440 145 69 : 30-139 : 336 110 53
40 = 49 1 363 98 64 i 40 = 49 ! 230 67 41
50 = 59 1 313 70 60 :+ 50~ 39 1 217 50 36
60 = 69 : 232 46 42 i 60 = 69 : 188 45 31
70 - 79 : 167 28 30 1+ 70-79 150 35 28
80 - 89 - H 112 21 20 1 B0 = 89 100 34 20
90 and over 73 13 15 1+ 90 and over 109 46 27
New England 1,093 672 97 :Zast South Central 294 64 48
0-9 1,202 714 103 : 0-9 564 148 87
10 = 19 800 612 86 . 10 =19 : 528 132 82
20 - 29 537 384 47 1 20 = 29 : 357 99 68
30 - 39 499 344 51 : 30 -39 : 305 70 45
40 - 49 389 278 3 : 40 = 49 : 245 54 48
50 = 59 321 184 36 ¢ 50 -59 H 248 41 41
60 = 69 - - - 1 60 - 69 B 220 39 33
70 = 79 - - - i1 70 =79 K 168 24 28
80 - 89 - - - : 80 = 89 119 16 21
90 and over - - - : 90 and over 69 8 12
Middle Atlantioc : 1,358 524 102 :West South Central 403 48 68
0=9 : 1,577 584 111 : 0=9 764 117 117
10 - 19 633 336 79 : 10-=19 : 542 75 88
20 - 29 547 298 64 : 20-~29 416 44 77
30 = 39 509 273 61 : 30 - 39 319 28 67
40 - 49 : 465 282 58 : 40 = 49 304 25 57
50 = 58 - - - ! 50=59 265 17 47
60 - 59 292 188 34 : 60 =69 207 14 34
70 = 79 - - - 1 70 =79 159 10 26
80 = B9 - - - : 80 = 89 102 11 16
90 and over - - - : 90 and over 57 - 9
: : .

Xast North Central 713 243 109 : Mountain 542 133 85
0F9 += 963 4 aZ . 0=9 877 258 113
10 = 19 t 520 231 98 : 10 =19 H “554 137 94
20 =29 H 505 194 77 t 20 = 29 : 510 111 85
30 = 39 t 469 184 70 30 - 39 413 88 i
40 = 49 : 448 166 67 40 = 49 372 81 61
50 = 59 : 376 161 57 1 50 =59 339 55 69
60 = 69 305 143 51 ¢t 60 = 59 193 23 62
70 = 79 : 235 120 38 1 70=79 . 246 50 55
80 - 89 - - - t 80 = 89 P - - -
90 and over H - - - t 90 and over H - - -

H : H :
West North Ceatral @ 523 132 92 tPacific H 1,152 474 143
0=9 1 896 233 115 ¢ 0 =9 t 1,453 619 162
10 - 19 t 504 176 99 : 1019 t 861 364 131

- 20=29 t 520 134 92 : 20 =29 : 734 265 116
30 = 39 1 407 94 79 '+ 30 =39 H 774 271 104
40 - 49 1 444 105 95 :+ 40 = 49 3 yphl 201 113
50 = 59 t 3% 86 89 : 50 =59 : 623 90 201
60 = 69 s 298 61 70 1 60 =69 3 357 79 74
70 = 79 1 220 41 5 1 70-79 : - - -
80 = 89 t 126. 11 32 3 80 -89 : - - -
90 and over 1. - - 113 ¢ 90 and over 1 - - -

3 __ H

}/ Total 1940 population used for per capita basis,
Base figures fram County Data Book, Bureau of Censuss
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HOUSEHOLD FACILITIZS

In general, the use of household facilities on farms increased
substantially between 1930 and 1945 in all rurality classes (table 8).
There is & direct relation between the rurality of a county and the
use of household facilities —- the more urban the ‘county the larger
the percentage of farm people who have conveniences.

RADIO SETS ON FARMS IN AREAS
OF YARYING RURALITY

% FARMS

80

60

40

20

0 :
0O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
POPULATION LIVING ON FARMS (PERCENT)

BAB 47410-xx
FIGURE 3. - Farmers in even the most rural counties had made great progress
in 1945 (compared with 1930) in getting radios. Nearly 80 percent of the
farms had radios by 1945 in counties where fewer than 10 percent of the’
people lived on ferms; and more than 50 percent of the farms had radios
"in counties where more than 90 percent of the people lived on farms. Ap-
parently many of these radios were battery sets or were run by individual
farm power plants.

Radios incressed most and were more prevalent than any other facility
in all regions (fig. 3). Central heating is the least prevalent, but, of
course, its use is influenced by climate. Definite gains in the use of
running water were made between 1940 and 1945, but the average incidence
ijs still low, especially in more rural counties. In all rurality classes
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the percentage of farms which had telephones decreased between 1930 and
1940 but increased between 1940 and 1945 (fig. 4). This 1940-45 increase
wgs not equal to the 1930-40 decrease, however, except in the most urban
class of counties. The use of electricity has increased more rapidly
than any other item except radios (fig. 5). Increases in electrified
farms are particularly striking in the.squthern regions where, in generel,
the use of all facilities is less prevalent than in other regions.

TELEPHONES ON FARMS IN AREAS
OF VARYING RURALITY

% FARMS l I

N 1930 -
40 |
30 —~
20
10

' |

0 !
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
POPULATION LIVING ON FARMS (PERGENT)

BAE 47409-XX

FIGURE 4, - By 1945 (the last year for which county figures are available)
farmers had not yet put back all the telephones they had teken out be-
tween 1930 and 1940. The only exception was in counties where less than
10 percent of the people iived on farms - in those counties about 45
percent of the farmers haed telephones in 1945, compared with about 43
percent in 1930 and only a little more than 30 percent in 1940.




Table 8= Perceatage of farms with selected household facilities, by regicns, selected yesrs

Under 90 and

; Rurallty clase
Regicn and item . Total ; 10 10=1¢ 20-2G 303G 40-49 50=59 60=69 70=79 B0=89 over

Percent ; Percent Percent Percent FPercent Percent Percen Percent Percent Percent Percent

United States

20w aa en

Runnimg water im

dwellings: 1545 1/ 24,0 : 53,0 43,4 35,0 30,6 2344 1847 12,9 Be6 649 445
1940 1/ 175 ¢ 45.7 37.1 2843 2442 16,5 12,3 745 4,0 3.2 3,0
1930 2/ 15,8 : 40,4 33,2 26.1 22,5 16,1 12,5 7e3 2,9 2,0 1.¢
Water im bathroem, 1930 2/ 8.4 : 25,1 16,0 13.4 12,0 83 6.2 3,4 1,5 1,1 1,1
Batktub or shower, 1940 1/ 11,5 : 33,8 25,9 18,4 15,9 10,6 745 4,2 2,3 1,9 1,9
Flush toflet, 1940 1/ 11,0 & 33,8 25,7 17,9 15.1 9,9 6e7 3.6 2.2 1.8 1,8
Cemtral beating, 1940 1/ 92 1 2747 18,5 15,1 11,2 G4 75 3.7 11 007 0.6
Electricity: 1 i
1945 3/ 44,5 1 72,4 65¢4 59,0 5346 4743 4044 29.4 ‘23,3 19,2 166
1940 3/ 28,6 : 6343 51.5 42,1 3648 29¢6 2343 14,8 10,9 942 743
1530 2/ 13,4 ¢ 41,6 29,9 22,7 19,2 12,7 Oe4 4,8 2.4 1,7 1.6
: R
Mecharical refrigeration, :
1540 3/ 14,6 ¢ 365 = 284 21,3 16,2 14,4 10,5 6e7 5.5 4,7 Se2
Radio: £
1945 g/ 68,0 ¢ 7647 7446 74.1 72,1 70,6 70.1 64,5 54,8 48,6 5240
1940 58,5 i 776 73.9 715 6746 62,9 58,9 49,5 37.8 311 32.5
1930 3/ 2048 : 3948 33,6 30,8 2643 23,9  21.6 13,2 4,5 2.2 248
Telephome: Rural=-farms ‘
1945 3/ 29,8 1 45,4 40,1 38,5 34,7 34,9 32,9 22,1 9.6 545 5e7

1940 %/ 21,5 32,2 2844 2749 2543 25,8 24,5 16,6 7.1 Sel 4,7
1930 2/ 34,0 @ 43,3 4242 44,4 41.2 40,2 39,8 2747 13,2 10,¢ 14,6

wa wm

12




.Table 8o,= Percemtage of farms wi.th selected housechold facilities, by regions, selected years (@nting_ed)

Rurality clase

e 30 he on 05 00 0

Under ‘ 90 and
Region and item Total 16 10-19 20-29  30=39 404G  350-59  60-69  70=79  80=8% _ over
‘ Percent ; Percent Perceat Peroemt Percemt Percemt Peroeat Percemt Perceat Fercext FPercemt
New England :
Runsing water ia . ‘
dwellings: 1945 1/ 63,4 . 72.2  6l.4 5346 564C 5242 61,0 - - - -
1940 1/ 5647 1 66,1 54,8 47,8 51,4 47,3 6048 - - - -
1930 2/ 63,9 : 70.5 62,1 63,1 57,0 61.9 60.G - - - -
Water im bathroem, 1930 2/ 2602 . 38,6 23,8 16.1 19.2 1€.1 18,5 - - - -
Bathtub or shower, 1940 1/ 3543 ;. 49,4 34,5 23,3 264C 20,5 28,C - - - =
Flush toilet, 1940 1/ 3840 51.9 371 25.€ 29,5 23.9 3049 - - - -
Central heating, 1940 1/ 2742 4044 24,5 1740 21.1 1647 19,5 - - - -
Electricity:
1945 3/ 764C 83,3  T76e4 6442 6547 7042 6942 - - - -
1940 3/ 69,8 98,5 6644 4643 45,1 5009 4846 - - - -
130 2/ 42,9 : 61.7 39,5 29,2 31.7 3040 25,5 - - - -
Mechamical refrigeration, H
1940 3/ 2944 1 43,7 29,6 14,1 19,0 13,5 22,6 - - - -
Radios t
1945 3/ 84,5 : 85,2  85.0 84,6 Ble4 8641 81,7 - - - -
1930 4/ 44,6 : 55,5 445 36,4 34,4 3644 43,6 - - - -
Telephome: Rural—farmg ’
1945 3/ 61e4 67¢1 61,0 5548 5649 49,2 5244 - - - -

1930 2/ 6lel - 65,8 60,0 57,4 60,8 4943 6242 -

86



Table 8.~ Percentage of farms with selected household facilities, by regions, selected years

(continued)

Rurality class

H
3
¢t Under 90 and
Region and item Total : 10 10-19 20-29  30-35 _40-49 50-59 60-69 70=79 80-89  over
Percent t: Percent Percent Percent Peroent Percent Percent Percemt Percent Percent Percent
3
Middle Atlantic :
H
Running water in :
dwellings; 1945 1/ 48,5 : 53,9 5349 42,6 45,9 48,€ - 19,7 - - -
1940_1/ 42,0 : 48,9 45,8 36.4 38.5 42,9 - 12.9 - - -
1930 2/ 37,9 4,2 39,2 34,3 37.5 43,8 - 16,0 - - -
]
Weter in bathroom, 1930 2/ 17,8 : 22, 20.7 14,9 15,0 16.8 - 3.¢ - - -
Bathtub or shower, 1940 1/ 27,0 33,9 3.5 22.2 21,8 23,9 - 5.5 - - -
Flush toilet, 1940 1/ 27,9 3 34.8 32.4 23,0 22,7 25.3 - 4,2 - - -
. H
Central heating, 1940 1/ 28,1 1 38,9 29.4 24.€ 20,0 a.s - 6.4 - - -
1
Electrici tys H
1945 3/ 70,9 1 73,7 75.4 66.9 69.5 70.4 - 41.1 - - -
1940 3/ 53.5 1 593 58.9 49.2 48.6 48.7 - 19.0 - - -
1930 2/ 31,9 & 40,9 37.1 27.9 24,3 24,0 - 11,0 - - -
3
Mechanicsl refrigeration, t
1940 3/ 27.4 1 35,6 32,4 23,7 19.3 18,0 - 8.2 - - -
3
Radio: H
1945 3/ 77.7 78,0 79.5 75.3 78.7 80,2 - 77.5 - - -
1940 3/ 79.1 : 82,5 80,9 77.0 76,9 76,0 - 70.6 - - -
1930 4/ 42,0 ¢ 46,3 45,5 38,5 9.1 41,9 - 13,4 - - -
‘ ]
Telephones Rural-farm; H
3
1945 3/ 42,0 1 43,6 43,9 39,9 41,6 42.8 - 9.1 - - -
1940 3/ 2.0 31 28,4 29,7 28.2 30.4 31.3 - 6.7 - - -
1930 2/ 45,3 1 42,3 44,7 45.1 48,9 50.6 - 16.8 - - -

66



Table 8,— Percentage of farms with selected household facilities, by regions, selected years

(continued)

Region and item

Total

Rurality class

Under
10

10~19

20-=29

30~-39

40-49

50=59

6059

70=79

80=89

90 and

over

East North Central

Running water in
dwellings: 1945 1/
1940 1/
1930 2/

Water in bathroom, 1930 2/
Bathtub or shower, 1940 1/
Flush tollet, 1940 1/

Central heating, 1940 1/

Electricitys

| o4 3/
1940 3/
1930 2/

Mechanical refrigeration,
1940 3/

Radios —/
1945 3
1940 3/
1930 3/

Telephone: Rural=farm:
1945 3

1940
1930 Ej

Fercent. Percent Fercent FPeroent FPerceat Fercent Fercent Perceat FPevcent: Fercent Peroent

30,3

2067 .

21,9

e b
13,8
13,8

22.6 H

6565 .
45,2
21,0 -

20,4

7944

790
‘365

47.2
35,0
580

PR

W 4e a es se 5e Se 88

47,7
37.4
2945

17,2
23,9
29,2

42,7

76,8
£9,8
41,7

41,)

82,2
8547
47,7

553
36,8
37,6

40,3
29.0
2649

12,3
19,4
19,8

31,2

80,9
83,6
41.7

48,7
34,1
5549

28.7
20.1
2109

10,3
14,2
14,3

2448

6649
5C,1.
23,7

21.1

8046
80,2
39.0

50,43
37.8
60,2

28,4
19,3

2203

97
13,2
13,2

2246

6543
48,)
2046
20,3

7647
7849

37.1.

46,8
34,6
5847

26.4
17.4
2048

9.1
1147
11.5

16,3

52. 4
4,7
16,3

17,2

78,2
36,1

48,4
37,1
61e5

2640
15,3
13,5

6.9
95
9.7

15.5

61.0
40.5
15,6

12,9

794G
76¢3
31.t

43,9
32,6
5740

24. 5
1569
18,3

5.7
7.4
7.3

12,2

5242
32.2
10,8

845

771
71.7
2642

38,8
30,7
S52.4

1063

5769
36,9
6.7

7.8

80,42
7307
23,2

30,9
21,5
ac.9

08¢



Table 84~ Percentage of farms with selected household facilities 2 by regions, selected years (continued)

Rurality class

- or

Under 90 and
Region and item Total ; 10 10-19 20-=29 30--39 4049 5059 60=69 70=79 80=39 over

Percent: Peroent Peroent Percemt Percent Percent Peroent Percent Percent Percent Percent
West North Central

Running water in

dwellingss 1945 1/ 18,7 43,2 27,1 2609 19,3 22,5 18,4 12,7 82 7.0 36,0

1940 1/ 13,5 35,4 1847 20,4 14,2 16,5 13,6 849 4.4 Sel 30,3

1930 2/ 16,2 2649 21,6 2245 16,1 19.0 17,2 12,2 6e2 694 25.4
Water in bathroom, 1930 2/ 8,5 17,2 11,7 11,4 B9 10,8 9,0 Sed 2.4 2,3 11,7
Bathtud or shower, 1940 1/ 9,0 2646 12,6 13,7 947 11.5 9,2 5.1 2.3 . 2.4 10,9
Flush toilet, 1940 1/ Be5 i 26,5 12,4 12,9 943 10,83 8.6 447 240 240 8e3
Centrzl heating, 1940 1/ 14,0  : 31,9 20,4 18,4 13,1 1669 1499 10,1 Se0 245 5¢2
Electricity: i

1945 3/ 4,6 Tieh 5569 52,4 43,1 49,6 41,7 31,4 22,7 12.9 29,7

1940 _g/ 25.3 . 61,5 39,0 35,2 26,5 31,0 25,2 16,9 9o 8.1 28,7

1930 2/ 13,2 33,8 21,4 18¢5 13,2 15,6 13,3 8,8 4,8 3.3 8,2
Mechaniocal refrigeration,

1940 3/ 10.9 3647 16.5 17,8 13,0 13,7 1042 57 3.1 3.3 943
Radios

1945 3 82e6 . B2.0 52,9 82,5 81,5 84,1 8345 82,2 78,2 7345 80,7

1940 3/ 7448 81,8 794 7806 7443 78,5  75.3 71.9 63,4 53,5 8345

1930 3/ 39,2 . 47,7 40,8 42,0 37,2 445 41,9 36,2 20,8 14,1 43,1

Telephone: Rural=farm:

1945 3/ 5545 5642 58,0 591 54,4 64s9 59,7 49,4 3246 2.4 2640
1940 3/ 43,9 - 39,8 4446 454 43,7 Sle4 47,8 39,0 24,9 1740 20,9
1930 2/ 6541 5942 6649 68,7 6546 7345 7042 5849 40,7 3.1 28,7

1€



Table 8o= Perocentage of farms with selected household facilities, by regioms, selectsd vears (comtimued)

Rurality olass

Unader 90 and
Region ;nd item Total - 10 10=-19 2029 30=39 4049 50=59 60=69 7079 80=89 over

Perceat Perceat Percent Percent Perceat Percent Percent Percent Percent Perceat Perceat

South Atlantic

Ruraimg water in

dwellings: 1945 1/ 15,4  :37,9 2942 21.5 20,5 16,3 12,4 1049 9.9 1046 10,0
1940 1/ 542 3045 22,8 14,4 13,5 91 6o8 Se4 4,8 Sel 8.8
1930 2/ 643 22,2 16,1 849 9.9 6e3 52 3.5 3.3 3.3 4,8
Water im bathroom, 1930 2/ 3,9 16,6 11,2 565 5.7 3.8 2,9 2,2 1,8 1,7 3,5
Bathtud or shower, 1940 1/ 6,1  :23.3 171 904 8+9 Se7 4g4 365 2.8 2,8 7.2
 Flush toilet, 1940 1/ 6ol 23,4 17,2 96 %1l 5.9 404 346 2.7 2,8 7.2
Ceatral heating, 1940 1/ 1.9 7.1 648 340 3,7 2,0 1,2 0s7 0,5 0e5 2,4
Electricity: :
1945 3/ 34,8 52,9 52,3 45,1 44,8 37,2 33,3 28,1 2544 25,8 23,5
1940 3/ 19,9 39,3 37,9 28,3 27,6 21,5 18,1 14,1 13,0 13,2 16,9
1930 2/ 6sl 21,3 15,9 9.3 9,8 6ot 4,9 3,2 2.8 247 3.9
Mechamical refrigeratiom,
‘ 1940 3/ 11,4 2648 23,9 17.4 15,5 11,8 9,8 8.1 606 6a7 13,1
Radiog
1945 3 5343 59,9 61,3 6040 60,5 5540 52,2 49,5 47,8 48,8 45,8
1940 3/ 41,7 5545 566 52,1 52,1 44,8 3940 36,2 34,5 34,2 34,6
1930 4/ Sel  116.4 13,5 7.8 849 5.5 3.9 2,9 2.1 2,2 6e2

Telephome: Ruralefarmg

1945 y 10,2 23,7 21,2 1249 15.3 10,8 ‘9l 645 S5e2 €.6 77
1940 3 761 13,6 14,7 845 11.0 7e2 67 4,6 4,1 640 4,7
1930 _/ 1l.1 16,8 2045 12,8 15,5 11.5 10,9 7.9 76 1047 4,1

(49



Thblp 8= Percentade of farms with selected household facilities, by regions, selected years (continued)

Region and jitem

Total:

East South Central

Running water in
dwellings: 1945

1
1940 %; A
- 1930.2/

Water in bathroom, 1930 2/
Bathtub or shower, 1940 1/
Flush toilet, 1940 1/

Central heating, 1940 1/

Electricitys

: 1945 3/
1940 3/
1930 2/

Mechanical refrigeration,
1940 3/

Radio;
1945 j/
1940
1930 3/
Telephone: Rural=farmg

1945 3

1940 E/ v
1930 2/

Rurality class

10-19

2029

30~39

4049

50=59

60=059

70=~79

80-89

90 and
over

Percent: Perceant Percent‘ Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percenﬁ Percen;

846
4.1
2,5

1.6
2,7
2'7
1.1
25,3

12,4
3,0

7.1

53,9
3743
3.4

9.9
13.4

32,9
2046

P 1447

- 15,8

9e3

942

6049

40,8

i 21e5

" 6643

6146

T 15,2
* 2043

23,90
17,9
847

Ge7
12,7
12,8

646

46,5
29,8
10,4

2047

58. 7
3045
84

1740
12,2
14. 7

13,3
646
494

3,0
4.8
4,8
0.8
34,7

17,9
4,4

94

48,4
33,7
3¢5

767

9.0

11,3
546
3.4

2,2
3.6
345
1,5
30,8

153 5
4,7

9,7

60,2
45,9
4.8

12.4
13,9

12,3
660
4,0

297
4,0
3'9

1,8

33,3
16,6
4,4

10,1

5867
43,8
4,8

12,3
8¢5
14,1

8.5
442
2.9

1,8
2,8
2.8
0.9
2749

14,4
3.8

8,2

55,1
39,6
44 1

12,8
16,2

7e4
3.2
242

1.3
2,1
2.0

0.8

2342
11,4
245

640

5646
39,3
3.8

12,4
1042
17,5

6e8
247
1.8

1.0
1.5
146

0e4

22,1
9«7
2.0

5.2

52'4
34,4
2,4

7.3
Se7
11,6

4,8
2.2
1.3
0,9
1,4
0,8
16,1

79
1‘2

369

45,3
28,0
1.5

243
1.5
0.9

0e5
0.9
0.8

03

14,7
S¢S
1.0

4,2

51.4
31.3
1,1

467
4,3
15,6

139



Table 8,~— Percentage of farms with selected household facilities, by regions; selected vears (comtimued)
hutgp S : > ‘
Rurality cless

.
H
s
H
H

Under ‘ ' 90 and

Repgicn and item Total . 10 10-1¢ 20=29 30=29 4040 S0=5¢ 60-£G 70=79  B0=£9 over
B ' Peroent :Percent Percent Percemt Percemt Percent l:e_:_z"cent Percent llg‘r_celt Percemt Percent

West South Cemtral

~Running water in

dwellingss: 1945 1/ 18,5 49,2 27,5 27,1 23,5 18.8 169,$ 15,1 8,7 6,2 4,9

1940 1/ 11,6 37,8 20, 20,2 16,1 12,0 12,4 865 4,4 1,8 0,8

1930 2/ 840 2541 12,8 14,5 11,1 845 Gu6 6e5 2.4 0e9 0.7
Water im bathroom, 1930 2/ 4,6 17.1 862 942 648 4,7 Se3 3.2 1,4 0.6 0.5
Bathtub or shower, 1940 1/ 648 2742 13,4 12,7 10,3 608 6.8 4,2 247 1.2 o2
Flush toilet, 1940 1/ Se0 24,6 11.C = 10.2 842 4,9 4,3 2.6 2.1 1.1 0.2
Central heatimg, 1940 1/ 0e5 1.2 0.4 1,0 Ou4 0.6 0,2 ] 0.3 0,1 0,04
Electricity:

1945 3/ 29,6 63,1 39,5 36,8 32,6 30,8 3C.7 2644 18,4 1842 . 17,4

1940 3/ 13,7 . 45,0 20,4 21,1 15,4 14,7 13,2 1.2 7e7 S.¢ 3.€

1930 2/ 3,7 16,9 647 6.9 64C 3.6 3e7 2.5 1.4 0.8 1.3
Mechamical retrigeration, ‘

1940 3/ 945 - 29,8 1647 17,4 13,7 10,5 8,8 6o 5.1 349 Oa5
Radlo: ‘ |

1945 3/ 6165 6943 59,4 61,32 5746 6243 63,7 62,4 5648 5765 61,6

1940 3/ 43,3 59,6 44,9 51,9 44,7 4642 44,7 42,6 34,4 30,3 30,4

1930 4/ 6e2 17,4 645 1140 746 7e7 645 S¢0 2.8 .4 1.9

Telephone: Rural=farms

1945 %/ 1347 29,5 15.0 1845 13,3 15,6 14,6 . 1247 7e€ 3.4 5.8
1940 8e7 1642 8e6 11.6 To 9.9 9.8 8e8 5.2 245 4,9
1630 g_/ 1645 22,1 13,6 2044 16.1 1847 19,5 16.8 97 3.8 19,0

45




Table Be= Percentage of farms with selected houschold facilities, by regions, selected years (ocontimued)

3
Rurality class

2
2
3 Under 90 and
Region and item _Total : _ 10 10-19 20-29 30=39 40-49  S0=59 60=69 _ 70-79 8039 over
‘ Percent: Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent ?eroen_t Percent
Mountain :
Running water in
dwellings: 1945 1 32,8 . 49,0 45,0 39,6 33,0 28,4 2549 19,3 14,4 - -
1940 ‘ 23.1 £ 42.3 33’7 : 31,1 26.2 19.6 15.3 7.9 7.6 bl -
1930 _/ 20.0 : 37.4 27.5 26.8 21.7 17.3 12.8 10.2 ng - -
Water in bathroom, 1930 2/ 10,9 - 23,0 15,4 15,5 12,2 9.4 57 3.9 3.1 - -
Bathtub or shower, 1940 1/ 14,0 - 27,9 20,6 20,0 15.8 11,6 8,3 4,2 442 - -
Flush toilet, 1940 1/ 13,1 : 27.4 19,2 18,8 14,9 10,8 7e6 . 346 3.4 - -
Central heating, 1940 1/ 5¢0 : 8.7 Sel 549 5+6 4,2 4,5 2.9 3,5 - -
Electricity: ‘
1945 3/ 51s9 60,9 54,6 57.2 52,7 52,1  47.8 36,7 29,1 - -
1940 3/ 35.3 51.6 45,4 39.5 . 39,1 33,3 2949 16,1 16,8 - -
1930 2/ 20,4 42,0 31.3 27,5 23,0 17,5 11,5 543 4,9 - -
Mechanical refrigeration, ‘
‘ 1940 3/ 18,8 30.1 2046 24,9 21.4 17,9 14,0 6ed 4,6 - -
Radio:
1945 3/ 72,1 7246 7.4 7145 7143 71.2 7443 7246 7646 - -
1940 3/ 6744 - 74,7 67,3 71,0 70.5 6745 65,8 S51a7 5640 - -
1930 4/ 2449 29,2 25,0 25,3 2643 23.4 23,9 23,0 29,2 - -
Telephone: Rural=farmg ‘
| 1945 §_/ 2946 37,2 28,7 35,0 3.3 3141 2244 19,7 24,2 - -

1940 %/ 19,0 * 22,7 1945 22,3 20,2 2040 14,7 12,2 1641 - -
1930 2/ 2843 29,5 24,9 33.8 30,2 32,3 2243 18,8 23,0

!
'

199



Table 8.~ Percemtage of farms with selected householi facilities, by regioms, select=d years (comtimued)

Rurality olass

Under ‘ 90 amd

t
3
Region amd item Total : 10 10-19  20-29 _ 30-33  40-49  50~59 __60-69  70-79 _ 80-39 over
Percent: Percent Percent Perceat FPercent Percent Percent Perccut Peroemt Perceat Perceat
Paciric :
Runniag water im B o ‘ ‘ ‘
dwellinga: 1945 1/ 6248 - 73,3 6340 64,5 61,5 59,4 . 45.1 7542 - - -
1940 1/ 64,9 : 83,8 74,8 60,2 61,2 59,8 40,3 54,0 = - -
1930 2/ 59:7 - 78,8 69,0 54,7 54,5 54,5 38,4 43,1 - - -
Water im bathroom, 1930 2/ 43,2 65,3 53,0 3648 38,5 35,4 19.9 20,4 - v = -
Bathtub or shower, 1940 1/ 46,7 6549 5649 41.1 43,2 41,2 22,9 3245 - - -
Flush toilet, 1940 1/ 42,8 63,0 53,7 37.5 38,3 366 1949 29,1 - - -
Central heating, 1940 1/ 660 10,5 641 Se4 Se4 603 3.9 2,7 - - -
Electrioity:
‘ 1945 3/ 71,2 7749 69,3 72,5 TLe6 68,4 6044 8740 - - -
1940 3/ 6049 88,5 63,5 574 59,3 53,1 39,9 7645 - - -
1930 2/ 52,9 7349 59.1 47,5 5246 4042 29,4 = 45,5 - - -
Mechanrical refrigeration, ' ‘ ‘
1940 3/ 37.6 45,7 41,9 31.2 39,0 34,8 2645 1245 - - -
Radio: ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
1945 3/ 7642 77e7 7243 80,8 7S.4 774 7749 90,9 - - -
1940 3/ 818 : 87,5 8245 81,2 81,2 8045 7643 81,3 - - -
1930 4/ 36,0 4648 39,3 35,1 31,4 37,6 28,9 44,2 - - -

Telephome: Rural~farms

1945 3/ 37,2t 44g2 37,5 370 34,3 40,6 295 5945 - - -
1940 %/ 2649 35,3 2647 26,1 23,9 31,5  21.8 39,3 - - -
1930 2/ 40,7 38,1 38.1 42,9 39.0 48,4 40,7 54,5 - - -

o 20 se es 3

9¢

1/ Baged om total farm dwelliamgs 1945 amd total rural~farm dwellimgs 1940,
2/ Based om all farms reportimg,

3/ Based om occupied rural-farm dwellingse

4/ Based oa rural-farm families

Base figures from Bureau of Cemsus, -
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ELECTRICITY ON FARMS IN AREAS
OF VARYING RURALITY

% FARMS | | |
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POPULATION LIVING ON FARMS (PERCENT)

BAE 47408-%X

FIGURE 6, - Farmers who live in urban counties are still much more likely
to have electricity than those who live in rurel counties, although an
increesing share of the farms are being electrified in both rural and
urban counties. In 1945 (the last year for which county data are
available) more than 70 percent of the farms had electricity in counties
where less than 10 percent of the people lived on farms; less than 20
percent of the farms had electricity in counties where more than 90
percent of the people lived on farms.

Surveys by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics in 1947 and 1948
indicate that 37 percent of all farms in the United States had tele-
phones durirg the year ended July 1, 1948, an increase of sbout a sixth
from 32 percent in 1945. Thus, the number of farms with telephones is
-slightly more than half the number that ar® furnished electricity from
a central station. By regions, the proportion of ferms with telephones
ranged from 12 percent in the East South Centrsl States to 72 percent
in New England. It is estimated that 8 out of 10 farms had radios in
July 1947. 8/

8/ Estimates by Bureau of Agriculturel Economics for 1948.
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RURAL HEALTE NEEDS

Throughout the United States the crude birth rate is higher in
rural than in urban counties (teble 9). The trend in births was up-
ward between 1940 and 1946, with the greatest increases in the more
urban counties. In 1946 there was less difference between birth rates
in rural and urban counties than in 1940. In both 1940 and 1946 the
birth rates were higher in the southern and Mountain regions than else-
where. '

In all classes of counties crude death rates declined between 1940
and 1946. Generally speaking, the rate is higher in the more urban
classes of counties, In 1946, however, there was less difference be-
tween death rates in high and low rurality classes than in 1940.

The rate of infant mortality declined strikingly in all rurality
classes between 1940 and 1946 (table 9). The smallest decrease was
in counties having less than 10 percent rural-farm population; the
tnfent-mortality rate in rural counties is no longer far above the rate
in urban counties, This favorable trend undoubtedly is related to more
widespread use of hospitals at childbirth (table 10). In 1946 the in-
fant-mortality rate increased with rurality up to classes having 30 - 39
percent rural-farm population and tended to decline thereafter, the most
rural class having the lowest rate. The southern and Mountain regions
had the highest infant-mortality rates in 1946, despite the fact that
their rates declined more percentage points between 1940 and 1946 than
was true in any of the other regions.

Use of Hospitals

There has been a notable increase in the use of hospitals for
childbirth since 1937 (fig. 6). Although this increase was noted in
all regions and in all rurality classes of counties, the more rural
clesses showed the greatest increases. For the United States and for
certain regions (New England, Middle Atlantic, West North Central, and
West South Central), counties with 40 to 59 percent rural-farm popula-
+ion showed the greatest increases in number of births in hospitals.

Increased use of hospltals was more marked between 1940 and 1946
than between 1937 and 1940. This is due partly to the longer period
involved and partly to the scarcity of doctors during the war and to
the higher incomes which made it possible for more people to use
hospital facilities. For the United States as a whole there was a
higher percentage of hospital births in 1946 than in the most-favored
class of counties (under 10 percent rural-farm) in 1940 and 1937. This
ig also true for all regions except the southern regions.
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BIRTHS IN HOSPITAL IN FARMING
AREAS OF VARYING RURALITY

Y% ALL BIRTHS

0 . ' \
O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
POPULATION LIVING ON FARMS (PERCENT)

BAE 47407-XX

FIGURE 6. - In urban counties, most babies are born in hospitals; in
rural counties, most are not, But even in the most rural counties
(where more than 90 percent of the people live on farms) a rapidly
increasing share of the babies are being born in hospitels (neerly
30 percent in 1946) compared with less than 10 percent in 1940 and
only 1 percent in 1937.

"As births attended by physicians in hospitals increased, those
attended by physicians not in hospitals and by midwives decreased. In
only the southern regions (South Atlantic, East South Central, and West
South Central) was the number of births attended by midwives large
enough to attract attention.
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. Teble O¢= Crude birth and death rates and infant mortality according to the population
) of the county classified as rural-farm, by regions, 1940 and 1546

. Births per Deaths per Infant deaths per
Region and .- 1,000 population . 1,000 population 1,000 live birsh
rurality class 1946 1/ 1940 ' 1946 1/ 1540 1946 17 1540
' : Number Nunver Numb ex Nurber “Number  Number
United States - 22,9 ) 17.9 9.7 . 10.8 33.8 47,0
Under 10 percent ¢ 21,5 15.8 9.9 11.0 31.3 40,0
10 - 19 " : 23.7 18,3 9.9 1i.2 - 34,9 46,8
20 - 29 ® : 23,4 18,7 101 1l.2 34,9 50,9
30 - 39 " 244l 19,5 - 9.8 11,0 37,9 54,6
40 -~ 4G " 23,9 19,6 ' 9.6 10.6 36,2 52,6
50 had 59 " 24.2 20.3 9.2 1040 36.0 51.?
60 = 69 " 24,5 2047 847 9.6 3543 5446
70 - 79 " 2647 22,5 8,3 942 36,1 54,4
80 ~ 89 b 28.3 24,3 - 8.1 9,0 35,7 . 55,4
90 and over " 28.1 24'5 7.4 - 7.4 : 27.1 47.3
New Euﬂ‘}an 2065 .- 15.7 ) 10.5 11’7 31.7 3&2
Under 10 percent - 2043 15,2 104 = 11,4 ) 30,7 37.4
10 - 19 T 2047 1645 11.3 12.6 33,8 40,3
20 - 29 w 2045 17.2 : - 12,3 14,4 38,2 4549
30 -~ 39 " 23,4 206 97 1146 - 39,7 5647
- 40 - 49 " ; 24,4 19,2 12,8 14,2 30.1 54,1
50 - 59 " ¢ 21.¢@ 19,9 10.1 13,3 35,9 34,9
Middle Atlantic C 2047 1543 1046 11.2 30,4 39,9
Under 10 percent : 2043 14,8 10.3 10,8 29,5 38,2
10 - 16 22,1 1640 12,2 12,7 33,1 43,0
20 - 29 " i 22,8 18,0 - 1l.4 12,2 © 33,3 47,6
30 - 39 ® o 2244 18,0 12,0 12,8 35,5 43,3
40 -~ 49 . 2l.4 17.9 12,1 13,6 ' 33,2 45,6
50 - 59 " - - - - - -
60 - 69 el 23,2 2341 - 6eB 10,2 22,6 60,7
East Nortb Centrasl °’ 21.B 17,1 10,0 11,0 31,2 3942
Under 10 percent . 21.5 1601 9.6 10.4 29.9 34.8
- 10 =« 19 o 22,4 18,0 Oe7 11,0 33,5 41,5
20 - 29 . S 224) - 17.9 10.4 11,8 31,2 43,9
30 - 39 " 21,9 17.8 10.7 11,9 . 33,6 44,]
40 - 49 " 215 17,8 10,9 12,0 31,8 41,5
50 = 59 » 2242 18,5 10,7 11.6 30.7 44,4
60 = 69 " 21,9 1941 © 104 1l.1 31,4 45,9
70 = 79 " 1 22,6 20,3 1045 10,4 39,4 43,5
West North Central t 2149 17,4 9.8 1042 30.8 39,2
Under 10 percent : 22,0 15,8 10,0 1C.8 30,6 34,2
10 - 19 ;21,9 1647 1046 11.0 32.1 39.1
20 = 29 - 1 2244 17,3 Se7 10,6 30,5 3949
30 =39 W 22,0 17.8 10,0 10.4 31.3 43,8
40 = 49 b : 21,5 17,7 10,5 10,4 30,6 38,1
50 = 59 " t 21,5 18,1 - 966 9.8 30,7 39,6
60 - 69 " < 22.2 18.8 R _9'2 9.2 - 30.2 41.8
70 = 79 " M 2201 19.4 8.8 9.1 31.2 46'6
80 - Bg . 2007 18.4 B 6.8 7.4 24.0 ‘8.3
90 and over ® - -

19,2 Be3 9e2 545
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Table 9p~ Crude birth and death rates and infant mortality according to the population

of the oounty classified as rural-farm, by regions, 1940 and 1946 {continued)

:
. " Births per Deaths per Infsnt deaths per
Region and s 1,000 population 1,000 population 1,000 live births
rurality class ; 1946 1 1940 1946 1/ 1940 ' 1546 1/ 1940
¢ Nurber Number Number Number Number T Number
South Atlantic 1 25,4 2048 869 105 38,0 5742
Under 10 percent t 21.7 17.6 9.0 11.8 37.6 5002
10 - 19 " 2749 2043 962 1C.0 3661 5247
20 - 29 " ¢ 25,4 20,5 9,0 10,0 3845 5648
30 = 39 - ; 25,6 2044 9¢5 11,1 376 57.9
40 = 49 " : 2604 2240 849 10,2 38,6 60,6
50 = 59 " : 2843 23,1 847 10,C 41,5 62,7
60 - 69 » 2746 23,3 8,6 10,0 393 6441
70 - 79 " 2748 24,1 860 962 37.1 5945
80 - 89 " 2762 23.9 7.9 9,2 37,5 62.2
90 and over " 2346 2442 11,5 12,2 575 39,0
East South Central : 2740 21,8 Y4 1Ce4 38,5 55¢7
Under 10 percent 2540 1942 10,0 12,2 38,8 54,&
10 - 19 " ¢ 2444 1966 96 1l.4 41,3 56,5
20 - 29 . 2543 2041 .Be9 12,0 40,3 64,4
30 - 39 " 2747 22.,0 849 10,0 42,8 605
40 = 49 - 28,2 21.6 8.9 10.1 37,4 60,9
50 = 59 - 2649 21.8 9,0 10.C 39,1 54,9
60 = 69 » 27,2 2145 9e6 10,5 37.8 5560
70 = 79 " 28,4 23,2 Be B 965 3649 5248
80 - 89 - ¢ 29,9 25,6 Be4 G2 3642 5345
90 and over * 30,0 25¢2 648 646 23.6 4942
West South Central : 24,9 20,0 843 9.7 3747 6l,2
Under 10 percert 25,9 19,3 Bl € 10,5 38,0 62,1
10 = 19 " 2642 2047 Be3 1067 38,6 6346
20 - 29 " 282 2l.4 9,0 10,5 4345 74,1
30 - 39 n 275 21,1 846 10.C 44,0 750
40 - 49 " 23,8 19,4 8.6 9e € 387 6le6
50 - 59 » 23,3 19,9 8,4 Q4 34,3 5446
60 = 69 " 224 2040 7.4 8e7 33,2 5543
70 = 79 » 2343 2080 703 Beb 32,0 5243
80 - 89 » : 24,3 2065 6.6 Te€ 2961 4449
90 and over ® : 17,7 21,7 440 6.C - 4646
Mountain 2649 22,0 D¢ 10e2 4243 6240
Under 10 percent 2543 19,2 10.4 12,0 33,5 47,4
10 = 19 " 2749 22,8 9e2 9«8 42,7 61,0
20 - 29 » : 25,8 21,7 9.1 10,4 3746 6447
30 - 39 " 28,4 23,7 95 9.9 47,5 69,1
40 « 49 " s 2746 23.C 9,2 Ge2 5067 64,8
50 = 59 " s 29,0 2447 9.1 963 50,7 6747
60 - 69 b : 2448 21,2 841 A6 573 8645
70 - 79 bl : 2942 15,5 10.5 66l 68,0 5947
Pacific : 220 1642 95 11,5 30,9 37.8
Under 10 percent ¢ 2149 14,8 9.9 11,6 28,43 3249
10 - 19 " H 23,0 17,9 942 11,6 3243 41,2
20 - 29 " : 20,9 1648 10,1 12,3 3245 3720
30 = 39 » 2244 1847 849 1140 38,0 4943
40 ~ 49 . 20,8 18.4 Te7 10.C 31e6 41,4
50 = 59 " 18,9 20,5 6e9 9.3 39,2 40,0
60 - 69 . 21.1 12,0 10.9 12,1 35,9 -

1/. Calculated on 1948 population base, estimated by Sales Management,

Base figures are from the Bureau of the Census, 1930, 1940 and Federal Security Agency,
Office of Vital Statistics, 1946,
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Table 10,~ Percentage of births attended by physicianr and midwife according to the population .
i of the county classified as rural-farm, by regions, 1937, 1940, and 1946

N Percentage of biriths attended by = =
: Physici&n in : Physiclan not :
Region and : ~hospital 3 ~in hospital 3 Midwife
rurality class 1937 1940 1946 1 1937 1940 1946 : 1937 1940 1946
: Percent Percent Percent : Percent Percent Percent: Percent Percent Percent
2 H : .

United States T 44,8 5548 824 3 4446 3540 12,2 1240 8.7 5.1
Uader 10 percent 7243 8047 0440 1t 24,9 17,3 4,8 246 1.8 1.1
10 - 19 " t 49,9 6363 88e4 & 45,7 33,1 960 4,0 342 2,2
20-29 % T 40,2 53,0 8345 & 533 41,0. 12,5 6el 565 3.7
30 - 39 " H 29.8 43.3 77.6 H 60.4 48.0 16.5 4 e.q 7.8 5-4
40 = 49 " 1 19,2 34,8 Tle7 : 6740 53,4 20.4 : 12,8 11,0 7e3
50 = 59 - 1 13,6 2804 66s1 : 67,6 55,0 2247 ¢ 17,5 15,4 1046
60 =~ 69 bl b4 7.0 18.1 52.9 s 66.5 58.0 31.0 : 25.1 22.7 15.5
70 = 79 » : 2¢4 10,0 38,9 : 57,4 5268 3543 : 38,9 35,9 25,2
80 -~ 89 » : 0.9 645 27,9 i 4640 44,0 34,2 : £1.9 48,5 3743
90 and over " ©oa Co7 5.8 276 : 42,6 41e9 398 1 53,8 49,8 28,4

- . s

New England . 6745 7943 9549 . 31,8 20,0 4,0 Qg 4 02 (1/)
Under 10 perc-nt v 7549 84,9 97,4 : 23,3 14.5 2,5 : 065 042 { _/2
10 = 19 T 47,3 7104 95,1 : 52.6 2862 - 4,8 0,1 0.1
20 = 29 " t 37,8 52,4 87,6 . 6242 45,2 12,0 f_]_./} 0.2
30 -39 " i 23,7 39,5 7742 7643 58,4 22,4 1/ 046
40 = 49 » H 21,7 3763 T9e4 ¢ 78,3 61,4 20,0 - - -
50 = 59 . 1 23,0 48,6 . 83,5 : 7740 S1l.4 14.5 - - -

H :

Middle Atlantio s__67¢5 7647 - 93.4 t 30,6 2244 643 1,7 0,8 0e2
Under 10 percent 1 7445  B2.6 9542 t 23,3 16,4 4,5 2.1 1.0 03
10 - 19 L 54.8 68.1 92.3 H 44.1 31.4 ' 7.5 H 0.9 0.4 0.1
20 =29 % & 4047 52,7 B4l t 5B.9 47,1 15,8 3 042 0.1 _1_/
30-39 " t 35,8 52,1 83,9 i 63,6 47,5 15,9 't 02 0s1 1/
40=45 " i 2546 45,5 78,3 ¢ 7361 54,0 21,6 0,5 0.2 1/
50-59 * : - - - = - - ¢ - - -
60 - 69 " t - 13,0 3747 t 9840 85,0 6243 1,0 1,2 -

H 2 . 3

East North Central : 524 6446 916 3 45,9 3540 82 ¢ [¢X ) 0.2 Os
Under 10 percent H 7046 80,1 950 3 28,5 19¢5 4,8 08 . 0s3 0.1
10 - 19 : 5442 6646 9440 : 45,5 33,1 5,9 1 0,2 01" (1/
20 = 29 » 1 41,9 54,7 89,9 : 57.8 4449 99 0s2 0p2 1
30 = 39 » 1 29¢5 46,3 87,7 : 7040 53,1 12,1 : 0.3 Ol y
40 = 49 " B 19,4 39,2 8243 : 79.8 6043 17,4 1 0.6 0.2 Ced
50 « 59 ® 15,9 34,9 799 : 83,5 64,4 19,6 1 0,2 02 Oel
60 - 69 ) bl 10‘1 27.8 72.9 H 89.0 71.0 26.6 H 0.5 0.3 0.1
70 = 79 i 1.4 22,6 73,1 @ 9648 7249 2645 1.0 046 0.1

: . 3 B 3

West North Centrel 4444 5645 88,6 : 53,2 41e6 10,7 @ 1,2 1.1 Oe4
Under 10 perrent t 80,0 8646 96,3 : 18,6 12,6 362 ¢ 1,3 Oa7 04
10 = 19 1 62.4 73,5 95,0 1 37,0 2642 4,8 1 0,2 042 (8}
20=29 * t 5542 65,1 94,1 1 44,2 3446 5,8 ¢ 0.4 0Oe1 (1/)
30 - 39 - H 44,0 52.2 89,0 t 54,7 4646 10,5 @ 0.6 045 0s3
40 - 49 . i 36,0 52,0 89,4 1 62,7 47,1 10,2 0.4 Oe4 0.1
50 = 59 " ¢ 19,9 39,5 Ble9 1 776 58,3 17,0 1.0 1,1 045
60 - 69 " i 15,8 32,7 75¢5 1t 7843 62,8 22,5 1 2,9 2.6 1.2
70 = 79 . t 8,1 24,6 62,5 ¢ 78,9 65,4 34,6 6.1 4,9 1,0
80 = 89 » : - 17,3 4842 1 Bl,9 66,0 47,0 : 10.3 8,9 1.2
90 and over * t - 75.0 100,0 : 100,0 2540 - 3 - - -
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Table 10— Percentage of births attended by physiocian and midwife accor. 'ng to the population
of the county classified as rural-farm, by regions, 1937, 194 and 1946 (continued)

Percentage of births attended by -~

Physiolan in t Physician not

A :
Region and _hospital in hospital 3 Midwife

rurality class 1937 - 1940 1946 1937 1940 1946 : 1937 1940 1946

Percent Percent Percent : Percent Percent Percent: Percent Percent Percent
. 1 -
50,4 43,5 21,0 2641 23,5 14,0

South Atlantic 22,9 32,6 6447

Under 10 percent

«-..u..-cau“nnu

$
H
t
t
H
63,3 7068 8642 ¢ 27.8 2009 8,6 8.7 8,2 Sel
H
H
]
1

:

t
10 ~19 26,2 42,4 7448 62,2 48,4 18,8 1l.1 869 6,2
20 - 29 » 1846 30,9 67,6 6340 ° 51,8 22,6 : 17,8 16,9 9.5
30 = 39 - 17,9 26,48 6642 60,3 53,8 2244 1t 21,0 18,8 11.1
40 = 49 . B 963 19,0 55,4 61,3 S5,0 27,7 1t 2845 254 1644
50 = 59 " : 842 15,2 48,3 ¢+ 52,5 48,5 27,5 1 38,5 35,9 23,8
60 - 69 - i 44,6 1047 40,9 5l.4 47,6 3142 43,4 41,2 2746
70 = 79 bl : 244 9,0 37:2 1 49,7 46,9 32,7 t+ 47,0 43,5 2945
80 - 89 » : 042 6e 4 31,2 = 46,0 44,9 31,8 : 52,8 47,9 3645
90 and over " t 3,8 7ol 24,5 3646 363 2747 1 58,3 556 46.8

Py . 1
East South Central 3 13.3 = 20,7 504 : 5740 51,9 31,7 = 2942 270 17,4
Under 10 percent t 47,4 61,6 8ls2 : 47,1 34,0 14,8 51 4,4 3.8
10 = 19 t 4049 4842 72,0 : 5061 44,0 21,1 8.8 72 3.8
20 = 29 - 1 2845 3546 5942 i 43,3 30,8 20,6 28,0 24,2 20,1
30 = 39 . H 11,9 18,2 52.3. 70,2 6544 367 t 17,5 16,2 10.8
40 = 49 . s 763 15,6 52,9 1 68,0 622 34,4 13 24,2 21,8 12,5
50 = 59 » : 7ol 12,4 4643 3 6045 56e5 34,2 3 32,0 30,8 19,3
60 - 69 " x 3,3 8¢7 37,6 t 65,0 6le6 42,5 1 31,3 29,4 19,6
70 = 79 - - 1,7 646 33,7 1+ 58e3 5543 39,5 39,4 375 2645
80 -~ 89 " 4 1‘4 5.4 23.9 H 43.5 42.1 35.1 H 5454 51.9 40.5
90 ‘nd_. over " oz 0.2 5.7 27.5 3 40‘6 40.9 41.4 2 56.3 51.7 . 26.3

- - H . H
West South Central : 2543 38,6 7064 1t 54,1 43.4 171 : 19,0 1642 11,7
Under 10 pemnt H 62.0 70.5 88.4 ] 27.2 21.2 5.6 H 10' 705 5.6
10 -~ 19 » 1 46,6 5747 80,1 :. 37,7 2847 9e7 - 14,1 12,1 9e4
20 = 29 -’ t 25,4 4042 68,9 : 51,1 3046 16,3 2246 19,2 14,0
30 = 39 - ] 17,0 33,0 6le7 t 58,9 45,9 21.4 21,9 18,4 15,3
40 -~ 49 fod 3 14,1 31,4 67,8 3 67.4 52,3 19.8 @ 17,3 14,3 11,5
50 - 59 b H 11,2 26,6 64,4 ¢ 6944 S6e4 22,8 t 17.4 14,6 12,0
60 - 69 b ] Se2 1844 55,4 ¢ 7060 S5B8e9 28,7 1t 23,0 2045 15,0
70 ~ 79 " t 14,6 12.4 41,1 3 38,6 51,2 31,9 t 37,6 33,6 25,8
80 - 89 " H 07 11.8 3842 : 54,9 46,9 3246 ¢ 40,9 39,3 28,0
90 and over * H 0,4 o4 2545 i 66,8 61,0 5547 1 27,3 25,0 12,8
Mountain 1 43,9 6044 87,2 : 48,1 32,8 8,7 2 5¢5 Sel 246
Under 10 percent : 7242 8l.7 94,3 : 25,7 1644 4,8 ¢ 1.6 1.2 063
10 = 19\ : 4243 5849 87,0 : 50,6 34,9 Q2 3 5.3 4,6 2.5
20 - - M 46.8 55.9 90.4 : ’48.4 29.9 6.8 } ] 3.6 3.3 2.1
30 = 39 o : 35,5 53,7 83,6 . 52,7 36,1 Ge6 8e4 8.7 S.1
40 = 49 " . 2644 4744 78,5 : 6342 45,1 15,1 1 6e3 Se7 3,5
50 = 59 " H 24.3 45.6 81.9 H 59.7 41.3 11‘5 H 10.1 808 4.1
60 - 69 . : 22,6 44,7 74,0 : 49,1 3845 13,0 20,8 12,7 6e2
70 - 79 . : 19,8 5246 90,2 : 7066 44,3 6,8 4,0 1.9 (o]

. H t
Pacific ' , 7648 8643 9743 3 21,49 13,1 22 % 0e9 Q¢4 02
Under 10 perccnt i B8543 905 98,1 3 13,2 8.8 1.5 1.2 045 0s2
T 10 - 19 H 7540 84,5 96,7 : 23,9 15,0 3,0 : 046 0.2 [o7% ]
20 = 29 $ 70.7 84.9 97‘5 H 28,5 - 14. 2.2 i 0.4 0Q3 Oel
30 - 29 bt H 6240 77.8 95,1 + 3647 21,4 4,2 0,5 Oel 0,2
40 - 49 » t 52,0 7649 97,1 1 47,0 2240 2.4 3 042 0,1 0l
50 = 59 . H 4] .3 8041 96,6 : 57,2 18,4 2,7 1t 0,2 0.3 (138}

60 = 69 " s 2241 58,9 98,2 1 77.9 41.1 1.8 ¢ - - -

1/ Less Than 0,03 peroent. .
Base figures are from the Bureau of Census, 1937, 1940, and Federal Security Agency,
Office of Vital Statistics, 1946, '
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Availability of Hospital Beds

The number of general hospital beds per 100,000 population was
computed for the United States and each region akcording to rurality
classes of counties (table 11). Medical authorities consider that 4.5
general hospital beds per 1,000 population (450 per 100,000 population)
are needed for adequate hospital care, but this number is attained in
only a few of the most urben classes of counties. In the United States
as a whole the number of hospital beds per 100,000 population declined
between 1930 and 1947 from 360 to 326. In this period (1930-47) the
population of the United States increased 17 percent while the number
of beds in general hospitals increased only 6 percent. Regions with
the highest proportions of rural-farm population (West North Central,
South Atlantic, East South Central, West South Central) showed an in-
crease in ratio of hospital beds per 100,000 between 1930 and 1947,
whereas the more urban regione (New England, Middle Atlantic, East
North Central, Mountain, Pacific) showed a decrease. Small geins
made in three of these regions (New England, East North Central, and
Pacific) between 1930 and 1942 were lost by 1947.

In the most urban counties - those having less than 10 percent
rural-farm population -~ the ratio of hospital beds per 100,000 de-
creased from 492 in 1930 to 396 in 1947. But in the most rural counties,
having a rural-farm population of 90 percent and over, the ratio increas-
ed from 12 to 20. This latter increase was partly due to shifts in
population from rural to urban counties, as well as to an increase in
the number of hospital beds.

In counties having 80 - 89 percent rural-farm population the
number of hospital beds per 100,000 increased from 18 in 1930 to 34
in 1947. But rural counties still lag in number of beds, and the need
for hospital facilities continues to be greater in rural than in urban
counties, The figures indicate that general hospital beds are not in-
creasing in proportion to growth in population and are not adjusted to
internal population shifts,

Nuphe f P ic

The number of physicians in the United States increased from
156,268 in 193012/ to 175,146 in 1940, or 12 percent, while the ratio

7/ Teken from American Medical Directory, 193l.
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Table 11.- Hospital beds per 100,000 population according to the populatiorm of the oounty
classified as rural-farm, by regions, 1930, 1942, and 1947

1 Hospital beds per t t Hospital beds per

Region and ] 100,000 pepulation tRegion and 3 ) 100,000 g:guhtion .

rurality class 3 1930 1942 1947 srurality class 1930 1 194

: ' s Numb er Number Fumber s Number %ber “Number

1 ] K] )

United States 1 360 352 326___ :South Atlantic 1174 279 288
Under 10 percent 1 492 490 396 1 Under 1O peroent 1 250 516 387
16 - 19 hd 1 449 383 363 t 10 =19 s 302 355 421
20 - 29 » t 399 340 347 1 20=29 " t 206 269 301
30 = 39 ol 1 252 261 288 31 30 - 39 bl : 194 262 252
40 = 49 o t 186 182 212 t 40 = 49 » t 116 151 187
50 = 59 hd t 130 148 185 t 50 - 59 . t 138 158 250
60 = 69 - : 70 93 127 t 60 - 69 b t 66 105 137
70 - 79 " 1 52 55 72 gt 70=79 . ? 29 46 62
80 -~ 89 bl : 18 23 34 1 B0 - 89 b s 9 17 31
90 and over " : 12 16 20 1 90 and over " H - - -

[ t 1.

New England t 429 478 387 = 1 East South Central :_ 169 _182 224
Under 10 purcont t 469 519 407 : Under 10 percent 1 365 419 419
10 = 19 s 318 3N 336 ¢+ 10 =19 " t 443 422 419
20 =29 hd s 251 253 242 1 20~ 29 " t 386 327 413
30 - 39 " t 209 231 243 t 30 - 39 " s 171 202 221
40 = 49 b t 165 239 335 ¢+ 40~ 49 » t+ 129 109 184
50 = 59 hd t 179 253 249 1 50 -~ 59 . 1 172 170 201
60 = 69 " T - - - ] 60 - 69 " t 71 n 119
70 = 79 » T - - - 1 70=79 . t 42 66 82
80 = 89 b T - - - Y 80 - 89 » I 25 30 4]
90 and over " s - - - 1 90 and over " 1 16 a2 27

H 3 4

Middle Atlantio : 578 438 389 : West South Central :__ 199 232 266

Under 10 pemont : 601 481 412 1 Under 10 percent : 407 447 442

10 = 19 : 496 304 333 3 10«19 » s 476 420 362
20 - 29 b s 561 295 305 ¢+ 20 =29 » 1. 226 301 336
30 - 39 bt s 397 261 263 t 30 - 39 - 1 14 149 191
40 - 49 b s 229 105 140 '+ 40 - 49 » s 169 202 236
50 « 59 . : - - - t+ 50 =59 . 1 105 132 164
60 - 69 hd : - - - : 60~ 69 hd 1 67 78 116
70 - 79 " t - - - t 70 - 79 . s 19 46 63
30 = 89 . t - - - 3 80 - 89 » H 19 - 13
90 and over * t - - - 3 90 and over " t - - -

3 : '

Fast North Central s 326 359 316 tMountain t 740 431 372
Under 10 peroent s 417 467 365 : Under 10 peroenrt s 682 703 460
10 = 19 s 353 357 344 : 10 =19 11,517 473 411
20 - 29 " s 288 316 318 s 20 =29 " s 557 398 383
30 = 39 d t 174 202 225 : 30 - 39 b s 628 K381 312
40 - 49 " t 161 162 186 t 40 - 49 " : 500 235 258
50 = 59 hd 1 102 142 148 1 50 ~59 " s 278 237 260
60 - 69 " s 57 84 112 t 60 - 69 " t 266 553 287
70 - 79 hd t 26 86 99 t 70 - 79 hd 12,128 197 337
80 = 89 hd t - - - 1 80 =89 » t - - -
90 and over " t - - - t 90 and over " Tt - - -

1 t ]

West North Central s 319 348 363 - 1Pacific 1 420 432 310
Under 10 percent 1 594 626 536 1 Under 10 peroent 3 449
10 = 19 : 447 443 466 $ 10 =19 t 488 482 299
20 = 29 . L t S00 538 554 ¢ 20 =~ 29 » t 487 383 3
30 - 39 bl s 370 405 447 t 30 =139 . 1 289 369 428
40 - 49 » s 213 - 233 257 ¢ 40 - 49 » 1 251 265 - 206
50 - 59 " s 113 126 150 1 50 - 59 " t 288 287 292
60 = 69 hd 1 73 100 134 t 60 = 69 " H - - -
70 - 79 " t 43 32 55 g 70«79 " H - - -
80 = 89 . t - - - t 80~ 89 » T - - -
90 anl over " T - - - 1+ 90 and over " : - - -

-

Base figures from Hospital Numbers of the Journal of the Ameriocan Wedloal Assoclation
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of physicians to population increased only .5 percent. from 127 to 133
(table 12). But the ratio between physicians and population declined
rapidly between 1940 and 1946 - from 133 to 92 - so that in 1946 it
was 28 percent under the 1930 ratio. All rurality classes in all
regions declined in number of physicians per 100,000 population between

1940 and 1946. They fell below the "standard ratio" of 100 physicians
per 100,000 population except in the most urban class of counties.

Table 13, which shows the trends in number of physicians by States,
discloses that most States lost physicians between 1918 and 1921 partly
‘because of the influences of World War I. In several States having a
high percentage of rural-farm population this trend continued through
World War II and to the present.

The ratio of general practitioners to population is usually higher
in less rural classes of counties. This relationship is particularly
exaggerated for medical specialists who have a tendency to concentrate
in cities,

Fumber of Dentists

The number of dentists available to the civilian population of the
United States decreased from 75,094 in 1941 to 61,321 in 1946, or about
18 percent. The rates of change in number of dentists have been fairly
uniform throughout the range of rurality but the decrease in the ratio
of dentists to population tends to be greater in more urban counties
- (table 12). The data show that the number of dentists in urban counties
has lagged far behind the increase in population but the shortage of
dentists continues in rural counties.

YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED AND SCHOOL ATTENDANCE

Information as to years of schooling was obtained from the 1940
Census and was tabulated by rurality classes (table 14). Years of school
completed for persons 25 years old and over is closely related to rurality.
The relation is negative, which means that counties with relatively high
percentages of the population that had completed 5 or more years of
school tend to be the least rural counties.

- The relation is even more clear for the percentage of the population
who had completed high school (table 14). In this case, whereas 27 per-
cent of the population 25 years old and over in the most urbandass of
counties had completed high school, only 8 percent of the population
of the most rural class had fared as well.
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Table 12,~ Physicisns and dentists per 100,000 population aocording to the population of

the county classified as rural-farm, by regions, specified years

1 Physicians H Dentists

Region and H 4ll :1General t Specialists

rurality class s 1930 1940 1946 : 1946  _: 1946 i 1941 194¢

tNumber Number Number Number Number Number Number
:

United States s 127 133 92 59 33 57 48
Under 10 percent 1 162 177 120 67 53 80 64
10 = 19 : 124 126 82 54 28 50 43
20 - 29 - t 115 118 79 57 22 47 40
30 - 39 " + 103 100 68 55 13 40 36
40 -~ 49 " : 95 89 61 54 7 37 32
50 = 59 o : 85 78 54 49 5 32 28
60 = 69 ot : 75 67 47 44 3 23 22
70 - 79 " t 65 56 39 38 1 15 15
80 = 89 » 1 55 45 32 32 w/ 8 10
90 and over ™ T 48 39 29 29 - 7 8

]

New England 1 142 161 108 68 _ 0 . 67_ 60 ___
Under 10 percent t 147 170 113 68 45 72 64
10 - 19 " : 130 142 94 70 24 50 48
20 - 29 " 1 118 118 95 84 11 30 48
30 - 39 » 1 98 94 70 64 6 34 39
40 - 49 " + 116 115 105 100 5 26 29
50 - 59 " : 114 103 86 86 - 23 29

Middle Atlantic 1142 169 129 79 50 74 62
Under 10 percent : 151 182 142 83 59 81 66
10 - 19 . 113 130 89 66 23 S5 45
20 - 29 e s 106 119 84 66 18 47 435
30 - 39 " : 110 118 75 66 9 46 40
40 - 49 . t 96 107 76 70 6 40 43
50 = 59 " 3 - - - - - - -
60 = 69 » : 54 37 33 33 - 19 22

1

East North Central $ 130 133 93 63 3% .68 .50
Under 10 percent 1152 162 110 66 44 87 65
10 = 19 + 116 117 83 57 26 54 40
20 = 29 o + 116 116 83 63 20 57 34
30 - 39 b 3 105 101 75 65 10 48 36
40 - 49 » - 106 100 70 65 5 49 34
50 = 59 " t 91 85 61 57 4 41 21
60 - 69 » + 73 72 50 49 1 34 21
70 = 79 " ¢ 59 62 a4 42 2 27 13

West North Central 127 123 B4 57 .27 67__ . 60
Under 10 percent ¢ 192 187 113 53 60 101 81
10 = 19 bt 0 141 133 96 57 39 77 71
20 - X bt 0 154 160 103 57 46 66 60
30 - 39 . : 126 121 8l 63 18 63 57
40 - 49 . + 105 100 73 66 7 61 56,
50 = 59 . 1 93 85 62 59 3 52 49
60 - 69 » 1 76 70 52 51 1 41 38
70 - 79 " 1 60 48 36 35 1 25 25

- 80 = 89 » ;1 44 38 19 19 - 15 10
90 and over " t 57 - - - - - 82
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Table 12,~ Physicians and dentists per 100,000 population according to the population of
the county classified as rural-farm, by regions, specified years (continued)
H ' 1

1 ___Physicians K Dentists

Region and t All :_General Specialistss

rurality class : 1930 1940 1946 1946 1946 1 1941 t_ 1946

tNumber Number Number Number Number Number Number

South Atlantioc : 109 110 _ 67 43 24 27 29
Under 10 percent 17196 157 103 52 51 58 48
10 = 19 - : 114 111 63 36 27 20 29
20 - 9 " - 96 91 60 42 18 20 24
30 = 39 bl ¢ 94 95 59 43 16 23 26
40 - 49 " : 78 73 50 43 7 - 17 20
50 = 59 " r 71 67 46 39 7 14 17
60 = 69 hl s 65 60 43 39 4 13 16
70 - 79 » s 56 52 37 35 2 12 14
80 -8 " i 46 40 29 29 /) 6 10
90 and over * 1 71 89 46 46 - 12 7

, ‘ :

East South Central i 97 86 57 41 16 26 24
Under 10 percent s 153 144 84 42 42 48 37
10 - 19 e + 155 140 85 46 39 49 43
20 - 29 ot 1 105 98 71 40 31 30 30
30 - 39 . 1 106 94 60 43 17 .26 26
40 - 49 " 1 94 75 51 43 8 24 22
50 - 59 " s 83 73 55 45 10 20 23
60 = 69 l 1 80 67 45 41 4 19 19
70 = 79 " T 72 59 39 37 2 15 15
80 - 89 - 1 58 A6 33 3z 1 9 10
90 and over ™ t 41 29 26 26 - 6 6

' .

West South Central 1 107 104 65 45 20 32 28
Under 10 percent t 161 162 91 45 46 54 39
10 - 19 » : 156 141 87 51 36 44 35
20 = 29 . : 113 116 62 46 16 37 a
30 - 39 d : 95 88 58 49 9 28 26
40 = 49 " 91 88 54 46 8 27 25
50 = 59 - 84 77 48 44 4 23 21
60 = 69 i 8l 70 A7 44 3 18 18
70 = 79 " 68 56 40 -39 1 14 14
80 = 89 " : 60 - 53 38 38 - 8 8
90 and over * s 57 46 25 25 - 9 13

H

Mountain s 121 120 81 54 27 50 44
Under 10 percent 1 208 205 125 58 67 84 71
10 - 19 - t 113 112 75 56 19 48 40
20 - 29 el "3 113 115 82 58 24 45 40
30 - 39 » 1 88 83 63 55 8 39 34
40 = 49 . 1 B84 81 56 51 5 36 34
50 =59 % 1 76 72 42 42 () 30 24
60 = 69 " s 46 63 28 28 - 13 9
70 = 79 - ¢ 59 56 31 31 - 10 -3

Pacific ¢ 162 160 102 55 - 47 81 67
Under 10 percent = 202 197 126 58 68 104 83
1C - 19 » + 132 136 8l 53 28 60 51
20 = 29 " 1 121 116 70 52 18 54 52
30 - 39 . ¢ 93 93 63 49 14 46 42
40 = 49 » : 84 88 52 51 1 40 41
50 = S9 . + 73 68 50 43 7 31 30
60 = 69 " : 37 49 33 33 - 49 49

{1/) Less than 0.5,
Base figures from American Medical Directory for 1930 and 1940; and for 1946 from
Health Services for the Rural Child, The Jourmsl of the American Medioal Associatlon;

— e i

Jentists for 1041 from Americun Dental Association,
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of physicians, by States, selected yvears
(1912 = 100)

1906 1909 1912 1914 1916 191€ 1921 1923 1925 1927 1929 1931 1934 1936 1938 1940 1942
Us So 89 08 100 104 106 108 106 106 107 109 111 114 118 120 124 128 132
Alabama 88 95 100 104 106 105 99 96 94 93 93 91 88 87 86 Ré 88
Arizona 82 100 100 118 124 135 154 151 153 159 166 200 189 211 228 240 249
Arkansas 89 98 107 102 102 100 94 B89 85 81 7 76 73 74 7N 70 70
California 84 90 100 112 119 124 142 158 175 186 198 212 220 228 237 250 250
Colcrado 87 95 100 101 98 97 103 106 104 102 102 107 106 109 109 111 106
Connecticut 85 91 100 104 107 109 111 110 120 126 129 138 148 154 160 166 174
Delaware 90 89 100 107 106 107 107 108 104 102 106 113 122 128 133 138 146
De Co 81 91 100 105 110 92 125 143 134 137 145 135 137 147 159 166 336
Fleriga 64 81 100 121 136 133 132 138 149 183 182 181 189 199 . 213 234 245
Georgia 92 96 100 108 113 1ll4 113 108 103 97 87 96 93 91 91 93 93
Idaho 62 82 100 106 105 109 114 108 99 95 94 91 92 98 101 101 106
I1linois 94 98 100 102 107 111 107 107 108 109 111 124 115 3117 120 122 126
Indiana 98 106 100 100 98 9. 89 87 85 84 82 82 81 81 82 83 B4
Towe 96 99 100 102 103 110 97 96 92 90 86 86 86 8 B85 84 85
Kansas 86 99 100 106 100 99 95 93 88 85 82 81 80 81 79 77 76
Kentucky 104 1203 100 101 100 97 92 88 B4 83 81 80 78 77 77 77 75
Lovisiana ‘ 80 93 100 105 107 107 104 107 103 106 106 108 110 111 114 128 135
Maine 95 102 100 102 102 100 94 91 88 87 86 B4 84 82 84 84 86
Maryland 92 102 100 113 116 115 120 119 117 121 123 126 133 138 143 152 156
Massachusetts 95 99 100 103 104 105 106 106 110 111 113 117 124 129 133 140 143
Michigan 99 100 100 102 106 112 112 113 118 125 130 136 138 143 150 155 159
Minnesota 86 97 1200 105 108 113 116 123 125 132 136 136 140 145 151 156 160
Mississippi 88 102 100 102 1102 98 B8 89 B85 84 81 78 76 75 74 75 76
Missours 99 105 100 103 106 100 98 97 96 95 94 93 92 91 89 88 86
Montana 65 81 100 113 124 129 119 111 103 99 98 95 94 94 102 105 109
Nebraska 93 99 100 104 106 109 109 107 104 103 100 99 99 99 095 91 91
Nevada 96 123 100 108 107 110 102 97 90 90 90 91 97 103 103 116 121
Yew Hampshire 92 96 100 100 98 95 91 87 85 83 82 81 86 84 88 93 98
New Jersey 81 85 100 104 112 109 113 117 124 130 140 151 170 180 188 202 208
New Mexice 51 85 102 104 100 106 100 93 85 A3 85 87 961 93 97 102 104
Hew York 8l 95 100 103 106 107 110 114 119 126 134 142 154 162 173 183 18¢
North Carolina 79 95 100 107 114 122 121 120 123 126 127 128 133 139 144 148 155
North Dakota 76 93 100 97 99 102 93 87 82 84 84 87 86 89 86 g7 8eg
Ohlo 103 104 10C 105 107 108 108 108 108 110 112 115 117 119 121 124 125
Oklahome. 71 163 10C¢ 100 101 102 100 99 96 94 93 95 92 91 90 90 87
Oregon 67 75 100 110 114 111 110 111 113 118 122 122 126 129 133 14C 143
Pernsylvania 88 97 100 102 101 101 200 99 98 1C1 104 106 111 114 116 119 119
Rhode Island 97 % 100 101 103 100 104 100 102 104 106 112 121 123 125 128 128
South Carolira 80 89 100 107 1l1C¢ 112 114 107 103 103 102 101 104 105 106 110 112
South Dakota 84 93 100 104 104 207 101 97 93 93 190 SO 90 86 82 | 76
Tennessee 89 96 100 102 104 104 100 97 94 9O 360 ®”E  BAg 88 o7 87 89
Texes 82 98 100 102 106 106 105 102 102 104 105 110 113 114 115 117 118
Utah 71 B84 100 104 109 114 116 116 118 121 119 115 122 127 133 135 137
Vermont 95 98 100 101 98 % 87 82 79 78 73 73 76 74 74 77 81
Virginia 82 94 100 103 108 118 108 126 107 106 107 119 113 116 119 122 124
Washington 63 €5 150 1C1L 104 104 110 198 109 111 113 118 123 126 130 135 137
Vest Virginia 86 95 130 102 105 107 105 107 197 107 138 109 109 109 11l 112 112
Wisconsin 2 95 100 103 136 106 104 105 107 109 113 117 125 128 130 133 134
Yiyoming 74 86 100 101 107 108 114 112 129 1)1 99 100 101 111 133 117 112

Dat« on number of physicians “aken from the American Medical Directory,
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Perocentage of persons 25 years old or over who have completed 5 or more years of soheol,

according to the population of the county classified acs rural=farm, by regions, 1940

Percentage completing -

.
-

Percentage completing -

Region and t 5 years sRezion and s 5 years
rurality class 1 or more High school srurality class 3 or more 1i¢h school
:  Percent Percent H 3 Percent Percent
b H H
United States : 35,1 2441 tSouth Atlsntic 1 75.5 2049
Under 1C percent : 87,1 27,1 : Under 10 percent ! 8346 26,3
10 - 19 " t 87.1 26,0 : 10 - 19 " ' 8Ce7 25,1
20 - 29 " t 87,6 24,3 t 20 = 29 e : 7565 19,5
30 - 39 b i 8543 22,6 30 =239 " 74,8 1846
40 -~ 49 i : 83,4 2C,7 ¢ 40 - 49 " 7041 16,0
50 = 59 . t 82,1 18,7 50 = 59 » 6743 15,1
60 = 69 » ¢ 7648 la,7 : B0 - 09 - 65,9 13,6
70 = 79 " : 6943 11,¢ i 70 =79 d 64,4 1168
80 = 89 " 3 64,3 10,0 : B0 = 89 » 63,4 10,8
90 and over " : 65,7 77 90 and over " 64,7 11,5
New England ! 88a1 27,9 :Kast South Central 73,9 1643
Under 10 percent ! 87.4 2842 Under 1C percent 83,2 2345
10 - 19 ! 90.1 26,9 10 - 19 " 7G4 6 24,)
20 = 29 . 94,4 28,43 {20 - 29 ol 7329 21,1}
30 - 39 » ' 8847 24,7 30 -~ 39 b H 7649 187
40 - 49 - : 95a1 2640 40 =~ 49 . : 7344 15.4
50 = 59 » 94,0 25,6 50 = 59 " t 71,3 14,3
60 « 69 » - - 60 -~ 69 *® : 7243 17.2
70 -~ 79 » : - - 70 - 79 . : 68,7 11,4
80 = 89 l : - - 80 ~ 89 " : 63,5 9,6
90 and over * : - - 90 and over “ t 674 66
H B H .
Middle iAtlantio ‘ 854 B 22,2 Wes+* South Centrzal 775 21,8
Under 10 percent 84,49 22,5 Under 10 percent 83,8 31,0
10 = 19 ol 87.4 2 10 = 19 " ¢ 79,0 29,1
20 = 29 bl 90,4 2048 20 =~ 29 » 777 2540
30 - 39 » 92,2 2142 30 ~ 39 » 73,6 20,6
40 =~ 49 » : 91,2 19,7 40 =~ 49 " t 7723 14,4
50 = 59 ol : - - 50 -~ 59 » : 772 16,9
60 ~ 69 " 61,6 12,8 ¢ 60 - 69 . 7442 13,9
70 - 79 " : - - ! 70 =79 " 6842 11,5
80 = 85 o ‘ - - i 80 - 89 " 6446 8,9
90 and over ™ - - : 90 and over * t 805 7ol
East North Central _ 89,8 2443 Mountain B 87,8 3Ce5
Unéder 10 percent 89,2 26,1 ‘Under 10 percent : 91,1 36,9
10 - 19 " 90,2 24,1 10 = 19 87,3 3147
20 = 29 - K 90,9 23,8 20 - 29 " 88,5 3049
30 - 39 " : 9l,) 22,5 30 - 29 bl : 87,3 27,8
40 = 49 - 909 21,4 40 - 49 " : Bs.l. 26‘0
50 = 56 - 90,3 19, 50 « 59 - 85,7 23,3
60 = 69 » 88,7 15, 60 = €9 » T3 2043
70 = 79 " 86,9 1442 70 - 79 " 80,8 2043
80 = 89 * - - 80 « B9 " - -
90 and over ® . - - - 90 and over ™ - -
West North Central 91,5 2544 tPacific 9le6 35,7
Under 10 peroent H 92,0 30,0 t  (nder 10 percent : Q240 40,4
1C = 19 3 91,7 29,8 s C - 16 i . 89,7 31,6
20 =29 . : 93,0 29,0 t 20 =29 -~ . 910 29,0
30 - 30 - ' 9la4 25,8 s 30 = 39 b . 89,1 2648
40 = 49 . : 92,3 24,6 1 40 = 49 » , 91,3 28,5
50 = 59 . : 91,9 21,9 ¢ 50 - 59 - . 90,7 2547
60 = &9 = 89,2 17,9 3C - 69 » 92,3 21,8
70 = 79 hd 8561 13,8 70 - 79 . - -
80 - 89 » 82¢5 11,3 A0 = 289 " - -
90 and over 97,4 22,0 90 and over ® - -

Base figures are from

the Bureau of Census,
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Table 15.. Percentage of persons 25 years o0ld and over of ruralefarm
and urban population who completed 4 years of college or had no

rma)l schooli by re 940,
sPercentage of population 25 years old and over
Region i_4 years co e t Nos ears

‘ tRurel-farm Urban :Rural~farm Urban

United States 1,3 567 4,7 3.6
Few England 2,9 5,0 3.4 4,2
Middle Atlantic 2,0 5.3 2.5 5.4
East North Central 1.3 5.1 1.5 2.5
West North Central 1,1 6.0 1.3 l.4
South Atlantic 1,3 6.7 Ted 3.4
East South Central 0.9 5.2 6.6 3.6
West South Central 1,0 6.3 7.9 4,2
Mountain 2.1 7.6 6.0 2,1
Pacific 2,9 7.4 3.2 1.9

Bureau of Census

Relatively more urban people 25 years old and over finished college
than rural-farm people in all regions of the country (table 15). Widest
differences between farm and urban population in respect to college edu-
cation were in the South Atlantic, West South.Central, and Mountain
regions, and smallest differences were in the New England and Middle
Atlantic regions.

Looking at the other end of the scale of educational attainment,
the percentage of the population without -schooling was only slightly
larger among rural-farm people than among urban people = 4,7 percent
and 3.6 percent. Furthermore, regional data were not consistent with
the above fact, as rural-farm people had smaller proportions without
schooling in four regions -~ New England, Middle Atlantic, East North
Central, West North Central, This is partly because of the large numbers
of foreign born who have immigrated to northern cities.

For the country as a whole, a greater percentage of children in
urhban areas in all age groups attended school than did rural children.
School enrollment, in general, declined relatively between 1930 and
1940 (table 16). In this period there was a general drop in school
attendence, particularly among those 10 to 13 years of age, but the
decline was most pronounced in the East South Central region, perhaps
because many children left skhool to go to work,

In all regions except the East South Central, however, there was
an increase in attendance of those 15 to 19 years old, indicating a
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Table 16,- Pércentagc of school attendance by age, region, and urban and rural population,
19392 and 1940

Percentege of cspecified age groun

(years), 1930

Total
Fopulation category 5=24 5 6 7-9  10-13 14 15 16<17 18-19 20  21-24
Pcte Pols Pcts - Pcts Pcte Pote Pct, Pct, Pct, Pcty Pot,
Ue Se 58e2 2060 66,3 93,0 97,1 9249 B4,7 57,3 25,4 13,1 Se9
Urben 58,6 29,6 7646  95.% 98,5 96,0 89,4 60,5 26,4 14,8 6.9
~ Rural nonfarm 578 12,7  6l,1 97,3 - 95,9 92,3 83.4 57,2 - 25,7 12,0 4,8
Rural farm 57.7 9.5 93,0  55m.0 9448 8844 77,8 52,0 23,1 10,2 4,0
New England 6)e7 34,9 B2,0 97,2 98,9 95,9 85,7 54,9 25,5 1l4.°? 6,9
Urban 61e7 3942 84,5 97,4 99,0 96,3 B6,7 55,2 26,1 15.6 T4
- Rural nonfarm 61.] 272¢7 T5¢4 96,7 98,7 95,0 83,7 54,8 25,7 12,3 5.0
Rural farm 61.8 16.7 68.6 96.? 98.7 93.1 79,6 51.6 24.5 11.7 5.1
Middle Atlantic 58,8 25,9 7547 9642 98,7 96,2 88,4 53,3 21,8 12,3 5.9
Urban 58,2 29,2 78,9 96.4 98,7 96,7 89,9 54,7 21,9 1l2.7 6ol
Rurzl nonfarm 60¢3 17e8 68,9 95,9 98,7 94,9 84,7 49,6 2l.4 10,9 4,9
Rural farm 6led 13,2 6l.l 95,2 98,9 94,9 82,9 47,.] 20,6 10,3 4,7
East North Central 60,5 249 7643 96,7 98,8 96,4 90,5 62,2 23,1 1249 6¢2
Urtean 50,6 31e7 80,1 9648 98,9 97,9 94,1 65.2 25,2 13,7 6e7
Rural nonfarm 6242 1549 7le4 96,7 98,6 9643 9043 63,2 2745 12.9 5.6
Rural farm 6242 11,5 6846 Q6,6 98,7 9245 8065 52,4 23] Ge4d 440
West Nerth Central 61e4 30,7 79,6 96,7 98,5 9349 84,5 59,2 28,7 1l4a9 67
Utbsn 61e3 A9¢8 87,7 9743 98,8 96,5 90,4 64,0 31.7 = 18.5 Be7
Rural nonfarm 6348 21e5 774l 9646 9844 95,7 89,6 7048 3642 173 649
Rural farm 60,5 1960 7442 9642 98,4 91,1 77,5 50,2 22,% 9¢9 4,1
South Atlantic 53,5 7,0 51,2 88,2 94,0 85,2 73,4 48,0 21.6 10,7 444
Urban 53,6 13,0 64,1 93,7 9741 89,5 78,0 52,2 25,3 1349 640
Rurd nonfarm S5l.4 494 4749 BBg4 94,3 B4,6 Tl.4 44,9 19,1 8,8 3.2
Rural farm 54,7 4,9 44,6 B4,6 91,8 83,0 T7l.€ 46,8 20,1 9,0 34
Fast Soutl Central 54,2 9.9 48,9 86,7 93,8 88,1 79¢2 53¢ 24,0 11,2 442
Urban : 52,6 11,0 61,8 93,4 97,1 91,8 82,1 54.2 25,0 12,6 4,9
Rural nonfarm 5246 8.1 48,3 88,0 94,4 B8,7 79,5 52,5 23,86 11,3 4,0
Rural farm 55,6 10.) 4442 8347 9244 86,6 T8l 5249 23,5 1046 349
West South Central 53,6 Tol 44,0 £5,6 94,1 B8,7 79,9 57,4 25,7 1l.6 4,5
Urban 53,1 13,1 5207 90,8 9742 9149 83,2 60,6 2844 14,1 Se7
Rural nonfarm 53,4 4,8 44,6 B6,8 04,6 89,4 Bl,1 60,2 27,4 1l.2 4,2
Rurel farm 54,0 4.5 38,6  Bl,0 92,2 86,8 77,8 54,5 23,1 9.5 3.5
Mountsin 61e4 13,6 64,7 93,5 97,6 94,6 87,7 66,8 33,5 17,2 7,3
Urban 6246 24,1 7343 9544  9B,7 96,7 91.1 71,8 37,7 21,8 1042
Rural nonfarm 59,7 98 6247 9344 9746 94,4 B7,6 66,0 30,4 13,6 S5¢0
Rural farm 61,6 ‘700 9862 9147  96e2 92,6 B4,5 62,2 3l.2 14,° 5.7
Pacific 63,5 29¢4 7742 96,0 98,9 98,0 95,0 79,7 38,8 21.C 9.9
Urban 63,4 38,8 82,9 96,1 99,0 98,4 96,6 B4,0 40,8 122,9 11,2
Rursl nonfarm 61.9 1903 7048 95,9 9847 9743 93,0 73,6 33,3 15,8 6.8
Rurel farm 65.5 641 96,0 98,2 .97,1 91,8 T7l.1l 36,6 17,9 7e2

7ol

Continued
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Teble 164= Percentage of school attendance by age, regior, and urban and rursl population,
1930 and 1940 (Continmed)

Percentage of snecified age group

(years), 194G

Total

Population category 5-24 5 6 7-0  10=-13 14 15  16-17 18-19 20 21-24
Pote Pots Pols Pote Pots Poks Poiy  Pot. | Pofs  Poty | Pot,

Ue Se 57.7 18,0 69,1 94,3 95,5 92,5 87.€ 68e7 28,9 12.5 S5el
Urban 588 2847 7967 96,7 9744 96,0 93,4 75,6 31,7 14,5 6ol
Rural noenfarm 57,7 11.C 6445 94,7 95,8 92,9 87,2 €7.6 27.5 10,7 3,8
Rural farm 557 648 5645 9C,.1 91,8 8661 7764 56,8 23,9 Se2 3.2

New England e? 3145 8349 9742 9747 9645 94,0 71,86 29.86 12,8 S5e4
Urban 60s1 J6ed BGeS 9744 97,9 970 9544 72,9 29,9 13,0 S.6
Rursl nonfarm 60,6 21,1 7843 9648 97,2 95.3 9lel 71,0 30,3 12,5 4,5
Rural farm 6040 14,1 72,9 9649 97,4 93,9 85.7 62,9 27,3 10,5 443
Middle Atlantio 50e6 2749 82,0 9648 9744 96,5 94,7 75,6 29,0 12,1 S5e2
Urtan S50e#4 32,2 BS540 9648 9742 96,7 95,7 77,6 29,6 12,9 563
Rural nonfarm 602 1845 T6ed 97,0 97,6 96,4 93,2 73e3 . 28,3 10,2 44,1
Rural farm 59,0 1248 680  96e7 97,8 95,4 BBe8 6240 23,8 8e3 3,2

East North Central 59,8 24,2 79,0 97.2 977 95,7 92,3 7560 297 12,C 52
Urban 59,82 31,9 83,7 97.3 97.8 9741 95, & 79, € 31,8 13,7 Se9
Rural nonfarm 6064 1542 73,2 97¢0 9745 95.6 91,8 73,2 286,32 9.9 3.8
Rural farm 59,1 10,7 707 97,1 974 91,8 82,9 6247 24,0 " 749 342
West North Central 60,3 27,0 80e8 97,0 97,1 92,6 8642 69,6 30,6 13,6 546
Urban 6067 4642 8841 9744 97,7 96,1 92,9 7645 35,1 17,2 72
Rural nonfarm 6l,9 18,0 77.8 96,9 9742 94,4 89,9 7543 33.4 13,9 502
Rural farm 58,9 1442 75, 9648 96,6 B8842 TTe8 59,7 23,8 8e7 3,5
South Atlantic 53,9 Se7 55.8 63,3 SeD 88,9 799 5549 22,8 9.9 3.6
Urban 53,7 1047 66,0 95.8 96,8 93,1 8643 63,7 27«3 13,1 Se3
Rural nonfarm 53,C Jed 5364 9348 95,5 89,7 80,3 55,2 20.3 8¢l 265
Rurzl farm 54,6 3,8 50,7 91led  93.3 85e.1 74¢5 50.2 20,0 7.7 2.4

East Sovth Central 50,2 444 4645 82,0 84,5 80,8 73,4 S53.4 2448 10,8 3.6
Urtan 54,4 6e6  60.7 0449 9642 92.5 85,92 63,7 28,9 13.3 4,9
Rural nonfarm 50,3 3.1 45,6 84,5 87,0 84,0 76,1 55, 24,3 10.2 3,2
Rural farm 48,) 4el 41,7 76,0  TRB  T4,6 67,0 48,2 22,7 9,5 3,0

West South Central 56,1 S5e8 5345 9244 94,2 BY.5 82,0 62,3 27,7 12.1 4,5
Urban 5547 10,2 5847 94,9 9644 92,5 R643 67.3 30,8 14,9 Se¢7
Rural nonfarm 56,5 3.4 51.8 93,5 95,2 90¢5 83,2 64,2 2769 11,3 3.7
Rural farm 5641 4,0 50.9 50,0 92,2 86,7 78,2 5763 24,€ Q.8 3,4
Mountain 6042 10,4 64,48 85,2 96,€ 94,3 8Ge€ 74,1 35.7 16.6 645
Urban 61,0 18,8 72,7 96,9 979 G823 93,1 79,5 40,1 204€ 8,7
Rural nonfarm 59,8 6.8 62,7 9663 97e5 95,0 89,9 7247 32,4 13,1 4,4
Rural farm 5846 4,7 57.9 0243 94,1 91,3 B4,9 68,4 32,8 14,3 Se3
Pacifioc 6l.4 2846 79,6 97.1 9768 97,0 9543 84,4 40,8 19,4 8eC
Urtan 6le 6 40,2  BEe4 9743 9745 9744 G645 87,9 43,2 21,9 9e3
Rural nonfarm 59,9 18,0 73,3 96,7 97.4 96,4 93,8 79.4 34,4 13,7 5e0
Rural 63,3 53 65,5 9648 97,9 9642 92,9 78,8 39.4 16,7 6e5

Us Se Census of Population, 1930 and 1940,
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greater emphasis upon high-school training. This trend did not continue
through the World War II period when many left high school to enter
industry or the arued services.

The value of school property per pupil in 1939-40 was less than half
as much in rural schools (defined as all schools in places of less than
2,500 population) as in urban areas - $185 as against $405, respectively
(table 17). The greatest rural-urban differences were found in southern
regions. For example, in the East South Central region, the value of
property per pupil enrolled in rural schools was $57, compared with $214
in urban schools.

The average teacher's salary in rural schools the country over in
193940 was approximately half the amount paid to urban school teachers -
#959 as against $1,955. Rural-urban differences were more pronounced in

‘the north central regions. This is due in part to low pupil-teacher

ratios in these regions and small average enrollments per school build-
ing in places where consolidation has been slow,

Table 17,= Value of school property, average salary of staff, and number of pupils enroclled
in urban and rural) schools, by regions, 1930-40
1+ Value of school : Average salary :_Average number of pupils eanlf]Zed
i property per $ per member of t Per member of : Per
Region t pupil enrolled : instructional t  instructional 1 Dbullding
t s staff s_steff s
s Urban 3§ Rural 3 Urban , Rural ¢ Urban ; Rural 3 Urban ; Rural
sDollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Number  Number Number = Number
United States : 405 185 1,955 959 30 26 353 66
$
New England 435 280 1,942 1,212 28 25 271 82
Middle Atlantic  : 492 350 2,482 1,362 29 25 452 84
East North Central = 451 302 1,976 1,077 31 22 378 57
West North Central - 404 230 1,642 770 29 19 239 31
’ ;
South Atlantic - 3 265 123 1,345 850 32 31 278 136
East South Central : 214 57 1,151 634 34 33 384 81
West South Central : 254 122 1,334 799 33 28 3651 73
Mountain . 303 234 1,666 1,078 32 22 352 53
Pacifioc : 435 166 2,194 1,908 29 26 362 52
]
H —_— S R
Statistios of State School Systems, 1939-40, Federal Security Administration,
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LEVEL-OF-LIVING INDEX

Level-of-living indexes were computed on the basis of data from

the 1930, 1940, and'1945,censuses of Agriculture, on four items related
to level of living of farm operator families. / The items on which
the indexes are based include: (1) Percentage of farms with electricity
in the farm dwelling; (2) percentage of farms with telephone in farm
dwellings; (3) percentage of farms with automohiles; and (4) aversge

value of products sold or traded in the preceding year per farm report-
 ing (edjusted for changes in purchasing power).

The level-of-living index rose 20 points from 1940 to 1945, coupared
with only 5 points during the decade 1930-40. The accelerated rise in the
level of living of farm operator families, from an average annual increase
of 0.5 index points in the period 1930-40 to 4,0 points in the period
1940-45, must be attributed in part to the general prosperity during World
War II and a generally rising standard of living in the United States.

Table 18 shows the close relation that exists for the country as a
whole between rurality and level of living., As rurality increases the
level-of-living index consistently declines. Changes in the level-of-
living indexes since 1930 have not been uniform over the entire range of
rurality. In fact, the changes in low-rurality (more urban) classes of
counties were greater than in high-rurality classes. Yor example, the
index of the least rural class of counties (under 10 percent) increased
from 94 in 1930 to 136 in 1945 - a rise of 42 points -~ while the highest
rurality class (90 percent and over) increased only from 31 to 37, or 6
points. The more urban counties seemed to fare better during the period
1930-45 than rural counties.

The most pronounced gaing in level of living between 1930 and 1945
occurred in the Middle Atlantic and Pacific regions - both increased 39
index points., The least gains were made in the East South Central and
West North Central regions; they rose only 14 and 18 points, respectively.

CONCLUSIONS

The situation as to most of the items covered in this analysie is
unfavorable for farm people who live in counties that have relatively
hizh rurality. BRural-urban differences in these items are not due en-
tirely to the fact of residence on farms; it is rather the proximity
of farm homes to urban centers that seems to count. For example, if
the telephone is computed for the farm population only, and is sub-
jected to analysis by rurality, its lack seems closely related to
rurality; the same is true if the telephone is computed on the basis
of total population. But this does not mean that farm people- were

8/ Indexes FTor 1940 and 1945 were analyzed in a release of the Buream of
Agricultural Economics dated May 1947, entitled Farm Operator Family Level
of Living Indexes for Counties of the United States 1940 and 1945, by

Margaret Jarmen Hagood. The 1930 indexes are from unpublished data
prepared by Dr., Hagood.
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Table 168,~ Index numbers of level of living of farm operators, according to the population
~of the oounty classified as rursl-farm, by regions , 1930, 1940 and 1945

(United Stl.tes 1945 = 100)

Teglon and t t Region and ]
rurality class 321945 1940 1930 3 rurality class 31945 1940 1930
% ] )

United States t_100 80 75 :South Atlantio t 65 49 42
Under 10 peroont : 136 111 96 : Under 10 peroent 3 100 ™ 59
10 - 19 1 125 103 90 ¢ 10 =19 : | 95 72 S7
20 = 29 b s 118 ‘94 87 s 20 - 29 b H 72 57 47
30=~-39 * s 114 91 85 ¢ 30 -39 . ) 79 60 52
40 -~ 49 . s 114 90 85 3§ 40 ~ 49 » H 67 51 43
50 = 59 . 3 104 v2 B8l : 50«59 hd 3 59 45 39
60 - 69 " ] 79 61 62 1 60 - 69 . t 54 40 35
70 -« 79 . ' 55 41 4 1 70 =79 . Y 49 37 32
80 - 89 . H 42 32 32 § 80 -89 hd ] 49 37 33
90 and over® t 37 A 31 : 90 and over" t 58 46 38

3 ] ]

New England 137 115 106 :Last South Central s 48 35 34
Under 10 percent ¢ 159 133 121 : Under 10 percent ) 94 74 61
10 - 19 . + 135 116 102 : 10 - 19 » H 73 59 44
20 -29 . + 113 93 R 1 20=-29 °* ' 54 39 32
30 - 39 . ¢ 130 106 104 ¢ 30 - 39 " ] 59 43 37
40 = 49 » s 113 94 87 &+ 40 -4 . 3 62 45 39
50 « 59 ol 1 122 106 100 1 50 =59 » : 53 40 37
60 - 69 - t - - - t 60«69 » ] 49 36 K]
70 = 79 b T - - - 3 70«79 . 3 42 30 3
80 - 89 o t - - - 3 80 =89 hod t 30 22 25
90 and over" T - - - t 90 md over* 1 23 15 19

H 3 1

Middle Atlantic .3 139 114 100 :West South Central H 81 62 57
Under 10 percent : 154 126 108 : Under 10 percent 1 136 111 88
10 = 19 - 1 l4 118 102 ¢ 10-19 . 3 117 90 78
20 = 29 . 1+ 130 107 95 1 20 - 29 hd 3 105 85 74
30 = 39 » T 129 106 94 1 30~ " 3 86 64 60
40 = 49 . : 130 103 94 1 40 - H hd H 91 67 62
50 - 59 o 1T - - - 3 50 =59 » t a3 64 60
60 - 69 " 3 85 67 67 1+ 60 = 69 . ] 64 49 46
70 = 79 b ] - - - 1t 70=79 » ] S0 38 - 37
80 - 89 . 1 - - - ¢t 80 -89 o s 36 23 24
90 and over" 1 - - - ¢t 90 sand over" t 24 13 21

T ] 1

Fast North Central 3 13 109 100 _sMountain 1 115 91 83
Under 10 percent 3 148 124 112 1 Under 10 percent t 4 96 v
10«19 hd t 139 117 102 1+ 10-19 " t 106 91 83
20 - 29 » 1 131 109 100 : 20 = 29 . : 113 90 83
30 = 39 . : 135 112 101 : 30 -39 . : 120 98 87
40 -~ 49 hd t 136 113 104 : 40 - 49 . H 121 96 89
50 = 59 . 1 124 101 96 : S50 =~ 59 " 1 115 88 80
60 = 69 hd :+ 107 89 87 31 60 -~ 69 » : 100 69 64

70 - 79 » : 105 84 80 1 70~79 . H 96 78 n
80 = 89 - 3 - - - t 80 -89 d 3 - - -
90 and over" : - - - 3 90 and over" 3 - - -

t 1 ]

West North Central 1 125 100 107 sPacific 3 150 121 111
Under 10 percent : 145 124 116 : Under 10 peroent 3 161 137 125
10 = 19 . s 135 111 114 ;3 10 -19 t 154 124 112
20 - 29 . t 136 109 114 ¢+ 20-29 " t 136 12 105
30 - 39 hd t 126 102 108 2 30 = 39 @ 3 149 121 110
40 ~ 4 ol : 142 112 117 ¢ 40 - 49 hd r 166 129 119
50 ~ 59 L s 131 104 112 ¢ 50 =~ 59 . t 141 108 104
60 ~ 69 " 1 112 91 100 3 60 -~ 69 » 1 158 118 109
70 - 79 . [ 93 74 82 + 70=-79 " ] - - -
80 -~ 89 d 3 87 72 -78 ¢ BO -~ 89 . 3 - - -
90 and over* s 72 78 68 3 90 and over" ] - - -

Base figures from Bureau of Census.
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actually on complete equelity with nonfarm people in the same county;

it does mean that the difference between ferm and nonfarm people at a
given degree of rurality is less than the difference between farm people
living et widely different degrees of rurality.

It is also clear from the analysis that a classification of
population according to rurel and urban residences does not provide
the necessary detail for understanding rural life today. Increasing
variability in the conditions under which farm people live imposes a
need to study rural life on a scale ranging from the most isolated
rural environment to the densely populated metropolis.

Almost without exception, the data demonstrate a relation between
farm levels of living and degree of rurality, Rurality itself, of
course, is made up of several factors that plaey important parts in the
level of living, Certainly, such factors as relative density of popu-
lation, scale of organization, and standards of living determine to a
large extent the availability and utilization of goods and services.
But just how great an influence each factor has is difficult to say;
future study and analysis should be aimed at isolating such factors.

In many important items -~ notably electricity and radios on farms
and births in hospitals - the differences between farm families living
under wide ranges of rurality are narrowing. Trends in a few selected
items, such as the percentage of farms with telephones and running water
in the dwelling, show no indication that the differences bhetween rural
and urban areas are narrowing. However, the 8lst Congress passed a bill
providing funds for extending telephone lines into rural areas.

All nreass of the country have had generally increasing birth rates
combined with declining infant mortality but the birth rate has risen
fagter in more urban areas, Infant mortality has declined faster in
more rural areas than in urban areas. As a result of this process the
impacts of births and infant deaths are more equally distributed than
heretofore among rurael and urban communities.

The relative lack of medical personnel and facilities in rural areas
has changed little since 1930, and any small trend toward equalization is
obscured by the more important fact that over-all personnel and facilities
for the country as a whole have not kept pace with an expanding population.

All these facts point to the interlocking nature of the modern rural
communi ty with expanding urbanicenters. One way to raise the levels of
ferm people's living is to improve their local community organization,
which will make availahble to them the services and facilitles that are
so essential if they are to have parity in level of living, But if
local areas cannot readily be made self-sufficisent for modern living it
is imperative that rural people "tie in" to broader communities in order
to sustain a standard of living that will rise to a satisfactory level,
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Counties of the United States Classified by
Percent Rural-Farm Population, 1940 :
(Arranged by State and Alphabeticelly Within Each 10 Percent Rurality Class)

ALABAMA ALABAMA (Cont,) ARKANSAS ARKANSAS iCont.;
Under 10 percent 70 = 79 (Cont,) 10 - 19 60 = 69 (Cont,
Jefferson Coosa Garland Prairie
Mobile Crenshaw Pulaski White

Cullman Sebastian Yell
20 - 29 Dale
Calhoun De Xalb. 30 - 39 70 - 79
Etowah Fayette Cuachita Baxter
Montgomery Henry Union - Calhoun
Limestone Chicot
30 - 39 Macon 40 - 49 Cleburne
Tuscaloosa Marengo Bradley Cleveland
Walker Marion Dallas Crittenden
Marshall Hot Spring Cross
40 = 49 Monroe Jefferson Lee
Baldwin Perry Miller Lonoke
Chambers Pickens Marion
Colbert Randolph 50 - 59 Mississippi
Escambia Sumter Arkansas Montgomery
Madison Winston Ashley Randolph
Morgan Boone Ste Francis
Russell 80 - 89 Clark Searcy
Shelby Cherokee Craighead Sharp
Talladega Greene Crawford Van Buren
Hale Johnson Woodruff
50 = 59 Larar Phillips
Bidb Lawrence Polk 80 - 89
Covington Lowndes Pope Fultom
Dallas Wilcox Saline Izard
Fouston Scott Lincoln
Lauwderdale ARTZONA Sevier Madison
Lee Under 10 percent Washington Stone
Ste Clair Pima
- Tallapoosa ’ 60 = 69 90 and over
Washington 10 - 19 Benton Newton
Cochise Carroll
60 = 69 Gila Clay CALIFORNIA
Barbour Greenlee Columbia Under 10 percent
Butler Mohave Conway Alameds
Chilton Santa Cruz Desha Inyo
Clarke Yavapal Drew Los Angeles
Elmore Faulkner Marin
Franklin 20 - 29 Franklin Plumas
Geneva Maricopo Grant San Diego
Jackson Yuma, Creene San Francisco
Pike Hempstead San Mateo
- 30 - 39 Howard
70 = 79 Graham Independence 10 - 19
Autauga Pinal Jackson Amador
Blount Lafayette Contrs Costs
Bulloeck 40 - 49 Lawrence Humboldt
Choctaw Coconino Little River Kern
Clay Logan Lassen
Cleburne 50 = 59 Monraoe Mono
Coffee Nava jo Nevada Monterey
Conecuh Perry Nevada
60 - €9 Pike Orange
Apache Poinsett Riverside



CALIFCRNIA (Cont,)
10 = 19 (Cont.)
Sacramento
. San RBernardina
Santa Barbars
Santa Clare
Santa Cruz
Shasta
Sierra
Siskiyou
Sclaro
Taolumne
Ventura
Yuba

20 - 29
Alpine
Butte
Calaveras
Del Norte
£l Dorado
Mariposa
Napa
Placer

San Joaguin
Sap- Imis Obispe
Trinity

3C - 39
Colusa
Fresno
Kirgs
Imperiel
Lake
Mendocino
Modoc
Sonoma
Stanislaus
Tulare
Yolo

40 - 49
Glenn
Merced

San Benlto
Sutter
Teliama

S0 - 56
Maders

COLORADO

Under 10 percent
Clear Creck
Denver -

£l Paso

Lake

Pueblo

San Juan

60

COLORADO {Cont.)
10 - 19
Arapahoe
Cheaffee
Gilpin
Las Animes
Mineral
Summit
Teller

20 = 29
Alamosa
Boulder
Fremont
Gunrison
Hinsdale
Huerfano
Jefferson -
Larimer
Otero

" Routt

Sen Miguel

30 - 39
Adams
Bent,
Eagle
Grand

La Plata
Mesa
Moffat
Ouray
Park
Pitkin
Prowers
Rio Grande

40 - 49
Archuleta
Cone jos
Ceatilla
Garfield
Jackion
Logan
Mortezima
Montrose
targan
Rio Blanco
Saguache
Weld

50 -~ 59
Race
Cheyenne
Crowley
Custer-
Delta
Doleres
Douglas

COLORADO (Cont.)
50 = 59 {Cont.)
Kiowa

Kit Carson
Lincoln
Phillips
Sedgwick

60 - 69
Yoma

70 - 79
Flbert
Washington

CONNECTICUT
Under 10 percent
Fairfield
Hartford
New Haven

10 = 19
‘Litchfield
Middlesex
New Londen
Windham

30 - 30
Telland

LELAWARE
Under 10 percent
Hew Castle

30 - 39
¥ent

40 = 49
Sussex

DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA
Under 10 percent

FLCGRIDA
Under 10 percent
Bay
Rroward
Charlotte
Dade
Dixie
Duval
Escambia
Frerklin
Gulf
Les
Yartin
Monroce
Orange

FLORIDA (Cont.)
Under 10 percent
Palm Beach
Pinellas
St. Johns
Sarasota
Voluela

10 - 19
Brevard
Citrus
Collier
Hendry
Highlands
K 11sborough
Lale
Manatee
Osceela
Polk
Putnam
St. lucie
Seminole

20 - 29
Alschua
Clay

De Soto
Flagler
Irdian River
Lecon
Nassau
Okeechobee
Pasco
Taylor
Wakulla

30 ~ 39
Calhoun
Glades
Hernando
Levy
Literty
Marion
(kaloosa

AC - 49
Baker
Columkia
Gacdsden
3anta Rosa
Sumter
Union
¥alton

50 - 59
Hamilton
Hardee
Jackson
Jefferson
Washington



FLORIDA (Cont,)
60 ~ 69
Bradford
Gilchrist
Holmes
Lafayette
Madison
Suwannee

GEORGIA

Under 10 peroent
Bibdb

Chatham

Fulton

Glynn

Muscogee
Richmond

10 - 19
Chattahoochee
Clarke

De Kald
Dougherty
MecIntosh

20 = 29
Baldwin
Clinch
Floyd
Spalding
Troup
Upson
Ware

30 - 39
Bryan
Camden
Charlton
Cobb

Hall
Lowndes
Polk
‘Whitfield

40 - 49
Bartow
Ben Hill
Chattooga
Coweta
Echols.
Newton
Peach
Stephens
Thomas
Tift
Walker

61

GEORGIA (Cont,)
50 = 59 :
Barrow
Brantley
Catoosa
Clayton
Colquitt
Crisp
Decatur
Bffingham
Evans
Greene
Habersham
Lamar
Libverty
Long
Sumter
Telfair
Toombs
Wayne
Wilkinson

60 = 69
Appling
Atkinson
Bacon
Bulloch
Butts
Carroll
Cherokes
Coffee
Cook
Dade
Douglas
Elbert
Emanuel
Fannin
Gordon
Grady
Gwinnett
Haralson
Jackson
Jasper
Lanier -
Laurens
McDuffie
acon
Meriwether
Monroe
liontgomery
Pickens
Pulaski -
Putnam
Rabun
Randolph
Rockdale

GEORGIA (Conts)
60 - 69 (Cont,)
Stewart
Taldbot
Tattnall
Treutlen
Walton
Washington

70 - 79
Berrien
Bleckley
Brooks
Rurke
Calhoun
Candler
Clay
Columbia
Crawford
Dodge
Dooly
Early
Franklin
Gilmer
Glascock
Harris
Henry
Houston
Irwin
Jeff Davis
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson
Jones
Lumpkin
Marion
M tchell
Morgan
Murray
Paulding
Pierce
fuitman
Schley
Screven
Seminole
Taliaferro
Taylor
Terrell
Turner
Warren
Wheeler
White
Wilcox
Wilkes
Worth
80 - 89

Baker
Banks

GEORGIA (Cont,)
80 = 89 (Conte)
Dawson
Fayette
Forsyth
Hancock
Hart
Heard
Lee
Lincoln
Madison
Miller
Oconee
Oglethorpe
Pike
Towns
Twiggs
Union
Webster

IDAHO
Under 10 percent
Shoshone

20 - 29
Ada
Bannock
Blaine
Clearwater
Nez Perce
Valley

30 = 39
Bear Lake
Benewah
Bolise
Bonneville
Caribou
Elmore-
Fremont
Kootenai
Lemhi

Twin Falls

40 - 49
Bonner
Canyon
Cassisa
Clark
Custer
Franklin
Gem
Latah
Lewis
Madison
Oneida
Payette
Washington



IDAH0 {Cont.)
50 - 59

Goosing
Tdaho
Jefferson
Jerome
Lincoln
iiinidoka
Power
Taton

60 - 69
Butte
Cwyhee

ILLINOIS
Under 10 psrcent
Cook
TPage
Kane
Lake
Madison
Peoria
Rock Island
2+, Claijr
Winpsbago

10 - 19
Adexandsr
Franklin
Kankakee
Le Salle
Macon
Sangamon
Tazewell
Vermillion
Will

20 - 29
Adams
Champalgn
Coles
Henry
Jackson
Knox
McLean
Wacoupin
Marion
Morgan
Randolph
Saline
Stephenson
Whiteside
Willismson
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TLLINOIS (Cont,)
30 - 39
Hoone
Bureau
Carroll
Cass

" Christian

Clinton
Crawf ord
De Xalbp
De Wittt
Dionglas
Tdigar
Tulton
Grandy
JeZferson
Lee

Logan
MeDonough
MoHenry
Mason
Massao
Montgomery
Perry
Pulaski
Yiahash
Warren

() - 43
Rond

Clay
Edwards
Effingham
Ford
Greene
Hanecock
Troguels
Jersey

Jo Daviess
¥endall
lLawrence
IAvingston
Marshall
Menard
bercer
donroe
Moultrie
Ogle
Piatt
Pike
Putnam
Richland
Scott
Union
White
Woodford

ILLINGLS (Cont,)
30 - 59
Browa
Clark
Taystts
Gallatin
Hardin
Henderson
Schuyler
Shelby
Stark
Washington

50 - &%
Calhonn
Cumberland
Hamiltoa
Jasper
Johnaon
Pope
Wayne

INDTAMA

Under 1) percent
lake

Marion

3%, Joseph
“ianderburgh
Vigo

10 - 19
Allen
Uelaware
Elkhart
Floyd
Grant
Jdoward
La Porte
radison
T4 ppecanne
Wayne

20 - 29
"lacktford
Cass

Clark
fayette
Heary
Knox
Monroe
Vermillion

0 - 39
Bartiholomew
Clay
Tlinton
Deartorn

De Kalb
Fountain
Gibson

INDLANA (Gonte))
30 = 39 {Cont.)
Greene
Huntington
Jackson
Johnson
Lawrence

amt

Mont gorery
rorter

snelby
Sullivaen
Watash

40 = 493
Adems
Henhon
Boone
Davieca
Decatur
Dubois
Hamilton
Hancocs
Jay
Jefferson
¥osciusko
Marshall
Morgan
Newton
ilobhle
Parke
Perry
Pike
Posey
Randolph
Rush
Steuben
Tipton
sarrick
White
Whitley

50 - 59
Carroll
“ulton
dendricks
Jasper
Jennings
Martin
Dhio
Orange
Owen
Putnam
Ripley
Scott
Spencer
Starke
Union
Wells



INDIAMA (Cont.)
60 - 69
Crawford
Pranklin
Yarrison
la Grange
Pulaski
Warren
fiashington

70 =79
Frown
Switzerland

TOWA
inder 10 percent
Polk

10 - 19
flack Hawic
Des Moines
Dubugue
Linn

Scott
Wapells
Woadhury

20 - 29
Cerro Gordo
Clinten

Lee

Marshall
Muscatine
Pottawattamie
Webster

30 - 39
Appenoose
Floyd
Hardin
*Johnson
Marion
Page
Story
Union

40 - 49
Zenton
Boone
Buchanan
Ruena Visia
Carroll
Cass
Cherokee
Clay
Dallas
Dickinson
Trmet
Fayette
Harilton
Harrison

IOWA (Cont.)
4 - 49 {Tont,)
Henry
Humbalit
Jazper
Jefferssm
Jones
Incag
lahaska
ills
Monroe
Montgomery
C'3rien
Poweshiek
Sac
Wright

50 - 59
Allamakee
Bre:mner
Butler
Calhoun
Cedar
Chicka saw
Clarke
Clayton
Crawford
Decatur
Delaware
franklin
Fremont
Greene
Grundy
GCuthrie
Howard
Ida

Towa
Jackson
Yeokuk
Kossuth
Lonisa
Lyon
Madison
14 tchell
lfonona
Osceola
Palo Alto
Plymouth
Pocahontas
Shelby
Sioux
Tama
Taylor
Van Buren
Warrea
Washington
Wayne
Winnebago
Winneshiek
Worth ’
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JOWA {Cont.)

60 = 69
Adair
Adams
Aududbon
Davis
Hancock
Ringgold

KANSAS

Jnder 10 percent
Sedgwick
Wyandotte

10 - 19
Geary )
Leavenworti
Shawnee

20 - 29
Barton
Chernkee
Cowley
Crawford
Douglas
Ford
Johnson
Montgomeary
Reno
3aline
Seward

30 - 39
Allen
Atchison
Bourbon
Butler
Ellis
¥Fluoney
Franklin
Harvev
Lahette
Lyon
Morton
Neosho
Pratt
Rice
Riley
Wilson

40 = 49
Barber
Rrown
Clark
Cloud
Comanche
Dickinson
Edwards
Ellsworth
Greeley

KANSAS (Cont.)
40 = 49 (Cont.)

Greenwood
Hamilton
Harper
Legan
McPherson
Marshall
Mitchell
Korton
Pavwnee
Russell
Scott
Sherman
Stavens
Sumner
Thomes

50 = 59
Anderson
Chase
Chautauqua
Clay
Coffey
Decatur
Joniphan
Flk
Grant
Gray
Haskell
Kearny
Kingman
X4 owa
Lane
Marion
Meade
Miami
Morris
Nemsaha
Ness
Osage
Jsborne
Ottawa
Phillips

Pottawatomi e

Repudlic
Rooks
Rush
Stafford
Stanton
Wallace
Wichita
Woodson

60 - 69
Cheyenne
Gove
Graham
Hodgeman
Jackson



KANSAS (Conts)
€60 = 69 (Conte)
Jeffersen  *
Jewell
Lincoln
Linn
Rawlins
Smith
Trego
Wabatnsee
Washington

70 - 79
Sheridan

XKENTUCKY

Under 10 percent
Boyd

Canpbell
Jefferson
Kenton

10 - 19
Bell
Fayette
Harlan
McCraclken

20 = 29
Franklin -

30 = 39
Boyle
Daviess
Henderson
Hopkins
Letcher
Ma.son
Muhlenberg
Perry
Union
Webster

40 - 49
Bourbon
Caldwell
Carrell
Christian
Clark
Fleyd
Fulton
Greenup
Hardin
Montgomery
Cldham
Warren
“hitley
Woodford

KENTUCKY (Conte)

50 = 59
Boorne
Estill
Graves
Farri son
Jessamine
Johnson
Lvon
McCreary
dMadison
Marshall
Nercer
Nel:zon
Pike
Rowan
Scott
Shelby

60 - 69
Ballard
Barren
Bath
Bracken
Bullitt
Calloway
Carlisle
Carter
Crittenden
Fleming
Gallatin
Grant
Henry
¥nox

Lee
Lincoln
Livingston
Logan
McLean
Marion
Meade
Nicholas
Obic
Powell
Pulsski
Rockcastle
Simpson
Taylor
Todd

7C - 79
Allen
Anderson

Breckinridge

Butler
Edmonson
Garrard
Grzyson

KERTUCKY (Cont,
70 = 79 {Cont,
Fancock
Hart
Hickman
Knott
Larue
Laurel
Lawrence
Lewis
Martin
Owen
Pendleton
Robertson
Spencer
Trigg
Washington
Yayne

80 -« 89
Adair

" Breathitt

Casey
Clay
Clintor
Cumberland
Green
Jackson
Magoffin
Menifee
Metcalfe
Monroe
Mor gan
Russell
Trimble
Wolfe

G0 and cver
Elliott
Leslie
Owsley

LOUISIANA

Under 10 percent
Jefferson
Crleans

10 - 19

Caddo

Calcasieu

Fast Baton Rouge
Ste BPernard

Ste Charles

20 - 2
Ouachita
Rapides

Ste John the Baptist

Ste Mary
St. Tammany

LOUISIANA (Comt,)

30 - 39

Allen

Iberia
Therville
Jefferson Davis
Laf ourche

La Salle
Plaquemines

St., James
Terretonne

40 = 49
Acadia
Ascension
Grant
Jackson
Lafayette
Vermilion
Washington
Webster
Winn

50 « 59
Assumption
Beauregard
Bossier
Caldwell
Cameron
Concordia

East Feliclana
Sabine
Tangipahoa
Verron

West Baton Rouge

60 - 69
Avoyelles
Claiborne
Evangeline
Lincoln
Livingston
Madison
Morehouse
Natchitoches
St. Landry
Ste Martin

70 - 79
Bienville
Catahoula

De Sote

East Carroll
Pointe Coupee
Richland
Tensas

Union



IOUISIANA (Cont.)
80 - 8¢
Franklin
Red River
St. Helena
West Carroll
West Feliciana

MAINE -
Under 10 percent
Androscoggin
Cumberland

10 - 19
Kennebec
Penobscot

Sagedahoc
York

20 - 29
Hancock
Xnox
Oxford
Piscataquis
Washington

30 = 39
Aroostook
Franklin
Somerset

40 - 49
Lincoln
Waldo

- MARYLAND
Under 10 percent
Allegany
Raltimore

10 = 15

Anne Arundel
Montgamery
Prince Georges
Washington

20 - 29
Dorchester
~ Wicomico

30 - 39
Carroll
Cecil
Frederick
Howard
Kent
Somerset
Talbot
Worcester

MARYLAND (Cont. )
40 - 49
Caroline
Harford
Queen Annes

50 - 59
Charles
Garrett
St, Marys

60 -~ 69
Calvert

MASSACHUSETTS
Under 10 percent
Rerkshire
Fristol
Essex
Hampden
Middlesex
Nantucket
Norfolk
Piymouth
Suffolk
Worcester

10 - 19
Barnstable
Dukces
Franklin
Hampshire

MICHIGAN

Under .10 percent
Dickinson
Xeweenaw
Marquette
Oakland

Wayne

10 - 19
Calhoun
Crawf ord
Delta
Genesee
Cogebic
Houghton
Ingham
Iron
Jackson
Kalamazoo
Xent

luce
Macomb
Muske gon
Saginaw
Schoolcraft
Washtenaw

MICHIGAN (Cont.)
20 - 29

Alger

Ray

Berrien
Chippews.

Grand Traverse
Mackinac
Roscommon

3t. Clair

30 - 39
Alpena
Baraga
Charlevoix
Cheboygan
Emmet
Ionia
Tosco
Lenawee
Manistee
Midland
Moaroe
Ottawa

3t. Joseph
Shiawaasee
Wexford

40 = 49
Benzie
Branch
Cass

Faton
Gratiot
Iapeer
Livingston
Mason
Menominee
Ontonagon
Oscoda
Otsego
Presque Isle

50 = 59
4Allegan
Antrim
Barry
Clare
Clinton
Hillsdale
Isabella
Kalkaska
Lake
Mecoste
Montcalm
Montmorency
Ogemaw
Van Buren

MICHIGAN (Cont.)
60 = 69

Alcona

Arenac

Huron

Leelanau
Newaygo

Oceana

Osceola

Tuscola

70 = 79
Gladwin
Mi ssaukee
Sanilac

MINNESOTA ‘
Under 10 perceant
Hennepin
Ramsey

10 = 19
St. Louis

20 - 29
Coolk
Dakota
Lake
Olmsted
Winona

30 - 39
Anolca

Blue Earth
Brown
Clay

Crow Wing
Koochiching
Mower

Rice
Stearns
Washington

40 - 49
Beltrami
Big Stone
Carlton
Chippewa:
Freebormn
Goodhue
Itasca
Xandiyohi
Lyon
Martin
Nicollet
Nobles
Pennington
Pipestone
Scott
Steele
Wabasha



MINNESOTA (Cont, )
50 =« 39
Recker
Benton
Carver
Cass
Cottonwood
Douglas
Faribault
Fillmore
Houston
Le Sueur
McLeod
Mille Lacs
Polk
Redwood
Rock
Sherburne
Stevens
Swift
Naseca
Watonwan
Wilkin

60 = 69
Chisago

Dodge

Grant

Hubbard
Isanti
Jackson
Kittson

Lac qui Parle
Lake of the Woods
Lincoln
Mahnomen
Meeker
Morrieson
Murrsy
Normsn

Otter Tail
Pine

Pope

Red Lake
Renville
Sibley

Todd

Traverse
Wadena
Wright
Yellow Medlicine

70 = 79
Altkin
Clearwater
Kanabec
Marshall
Roseau
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MISSISSIPPI
Under 10 percent
liarrison

10 - 19
Forrest
Jackson

20 - 29
Adams
Hancook
Lauderdale
Warren

30 = 39
Hinds
Pearl River

40 = 49
Jones
Pike
Stone

50 = 59
Alcorn
Grecne
Grenada
Lowndes
Perry
Washington

60 - 69
Clarke
Clay
Coahoma
Copiah
Franklin
George
Lamar
Lee
Leflore
Lincoln
Marion
Monroe
Rankin
Wayne
Wilkinson

70 - 79
Attala
Rolivar
Calhoun
Chickasaw
Claiborne
Holmes
Humphreys
Lafayette
Lawrenoe
Madison

MISSISSIPPI (Cont. )

70 =79 (Cont.)
Montgomery
Newton

Ok tibbeha
Panola
Prentiss
Scott
Simpson
Tippah
Tishomingo
Union
Webster
Winsten
Yalobusha
Yazoo

80 = 89
Ami te
Renton
Carroll
Choctaw
Covington
De Soto
Jasper
Jefferson
Jefferson Davis
Kemper
Leaite
Marshall
Neshoba
Noxubee
Pontotoc
tmitman
Sharkey
Smi th
Sunflower
Tallahatclie
Tate
Tunica
%althall

90 and over
Issaquena
Ttawamba

MISSOURT

Under 10 percent
Jack son
St. Louils

10 - 16
Buchanan
Jasper

5t, Francois

20 - 29
Clay
Cole
Greene
Marion

MISSOURI {(Cont.)
30 - 39

Adair

Audrain

Roone

Cape Girardean
Jatferson

Linn

Pettis
Randolph

St., Charles
Saline

Scott
‘Nashington

40 -~ 49
Callaway
Clinton
Cocper
franklin
Grundy
Henry
Lafavette
Lawrsnce
Livingston
Madison
Phelps
Pike
Vernon

50 = 59
Atchison
Barton
Bates
Butler
Caliwell
Carroll
Carter
Cass
Tunklin
Gasconade
Gentry
Holt
Howard
Tron
Johnson
Lewis
Lincoln
Macon
Mississippi
Moniteau
Montgomery
Newton
Nodaway
Perry
Platte

Ray

Ste, Genevieve
Shelby
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MISSOURI (Cont., ) MONTANA MONTANA (Cont.) NEBRASKA (Cont. )
. 60 = 69 Under 10 percent 60 - 69 50 = 59
Andrew Deer Lodge Chouteau Boone
Barry Silver Bow Garfield Brown
Camden Golden Valley Burt
Cedar 10 - 19 Judith Basin Butler
Charitoen Cascade Liberty Chase
Clark Lewis and Clark Treasure Cherry
Crawford Missoula Wibaux Clay
Daviess Colfax
De Kaldb 20 = 29 70 - 79 Deuel
Dent Custer Carter Dundy
Harrison Glacier McCone Fillmore
Howell Granite Powder River Franklin
Knox Mineral Garfield
Laclede Musselshell NEBRASKA Greeley
Miller Park Under 10 percent Harlan
Monroe Powell Douglas Hitchcock
Morgan Toole Johnson
New Madrid Valley 10 - 19 Kearney
Osage Yellowstone Lancaster Merrick
Pemiscot Morrill
Polk 30 - 39 20 - 29 Nance
Pulaski Beaverhead Adams Nuckolls
Ralls Dawson Dodge Saunders
Reynolds Fergus Hall Seward
St. Clair Flathead Sheriden
Schuyler Gallatin 30 - 39 Thayer
Scotland Hill Box Butte Thurston
Shannon Jefferson Buffalo Valley
Sullivan Linocoln Dakota Washington
Taney Wheatland Dawes Webzter
Warren Gage
¥ayne 40 = 49 Hooker 60 - 69
Wor th Broadwater Lincoln Antelope
Carbon Madison Boyd
70 - 79 Madisén Redwillow Cedar
Ben ton ‘Meagher Scotts Bluff Cuming
Christian . Phillips Custer
Dade Prairie 40 -~ 49 Dixon
Dallas Roosevelt Cass Frontier
Hickory Rosebud Cheyenne Garden
McDonald Sanders Dawson Hamilton
Mercer Furnas Holt
Oregon 50 - 59 Grant Howarad.
Putnam Big Horn Jefferson Knex
Ripley Blaine Keith Logan
Stoddard Daniels Kimball Pawnee
Stone Fal lon Nemaha Pexkins
Texas Lake Otos Pieroe
Webster Petroleum Phelps Polk
Wright Pondersa Platte Rook
Ravalli Richardson Sherman
80 - 89 Richland Saline Wayne
Bollinger Sheridan Sarpy
Douglas Stillwater Thomes 70 = 79
Maries Sweet Grass York Blal ne
Ozark Teton

Gosper



NEBRASKA §Coqt. ;
70 = 79 (Cont.
Loup
Stanton
YWheeler

80 - 89
Arthur
Hayes
Xeya Paha
McPherson
Sioux

30 and over
Banner

NEVADA

Under 10 percent
Clark

Lsmerslda
Ormsby

Storey

Washoe

White Pine

10 = 19
Elko
Humboldt
Lander
Lincoln
Mineral
Nye
Pershing

20 - 29
Eureka

30 = 39
Douglas

40 = 49
Lyon

50 - 59
Churchill

NEW HAMPSHIRE
Under 10 perocent
Hillsboro
Strafford

10 - 19
Belknap
Carroll
Chanhiye
Coos
-Grafton
Merrimack
Rockingham
Sullivan
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MEW JERSEY

Under 10 percent
Atlantic
Rergen
Camden
Cape May
Essex
Hudson
Mercer
Middlesex
Monmouth
Morris
Ocean
Passaio
Union

10 = 19
Burlington
Cumberland
Gloucester
Salem
Somerset
Warren

20 - 29
Sussex

30 - 39
Hunterdon

NEW MEXICO
10 - 19
Bernalillo
Colfax
Grant
Hijalgo
Lea
Santa Fe

20 - 29
Curry
Eddy
Guadalupe
Inna
Sierra

30 - 39
Chaves
Lincoln
Otero

Quay

San Miguel
Valenoia

40 - 49
De Baca
Dona Ana
McKinley
Sandoval
Seocorro
Torrance
Union

NEW MEXICO (Conmt.)
50 - 59

Catron

Harding

Rio Arrida
Roosevelt

Taos

60.- 69
Mora

70 - 79
San Juan

NEW YORK
Under 10 percent
Albany
Bronx
Broome
Chemung
Erie
Xings
Monroe
Nassan
New York
Oneida
Onondagde
Queens
Rensselaer
Riochmond
Rockland
Schenectady
Westchester

10 = 19
Chautauqua
Dutchess
Essex
Fulten
Herkimer
Montgomery
Niagara
Orange
Putnam
Saratoga
Suffolk
Ulster
Warren

20 - 29
Cattaraugus
Cayugs
Clinton
Columbia
Cortland
Franklin
Genesee
Greene
Hamilton
Jefferson
Livingston
Ontario

NEW YORK (Cont, }
20 - 29 (Cont.
Oswego
St. Lawrence
Seneoca
Steuben
Tompkins
Washington

30 - 39
Allegany
Chenango
Madison
Orlesans
Otsego
Sullivan
Tioge
Wayne
Wyoming

40 =~ 49
Delaware
Lewis
Schoharie
Schuyler
Yates

NORTH CAROLINA
Under 10 percent
Dare
New Hanover

10 - 19
Durham
Forsyth
Gaston
Guilford
Mecklenburg

20 = 29
Alamance
Buncombe
Cabarrus
Carteret
McDowell
Pasquotank
Rowan

30 - 39
Burke
Catawbe
Craven
Cumberland
Davidson
Richmond
Rockingham
Stanly
‘Wake

40 - 49
Caldwell
Cleveland



NORTH CAROLINA (Cont.)

40 - 49 (Cont.)
Haywood
- Henderson
Iredell
Montgomery
Moore
Orange
Pamlico.
Randolph
Rutherford
Vance
Wayne

50 - 59
Beaufort
Bertie
Brunswick
Edgecombe
Halifex
Lee

Lenoir
Lincoln
Nash -
Polk
Scotland
Surry
Transylvanisa
Wachington
Wilson

60 - A9
Anson
Avery
Camden
Chatham
Cherokee
Chowan
Currituock
Davie
Graham
Granville
Harnett
Hertford
Hyde
Martin
Pender
Perquimans
Person
Pitt
Robeson
Tyrrell
Union

70 = 79
Alexander
Bladen
Columbus
Duplin
Franklin

NORTH CAROLINA (Cont.)

70 = 79 (Cont.)
Gates
Eoke
Jackson
Johnston
Jones
Macon
Mitohell
Northampton
Onslow
Sampson
Swain
Warren
- Watauga
Wilkes
Yadkin

80 - B9
Alleghany
Ashe
Caswell
Clay
Greene
Madison

" Stokes
Yancey

NORTH DAKCTA
20 - 29
Burleigh
Cass
Grand Forks

30 - 39
Stutsman
‘Ward

40 - 49
Barnes
Morton
Remsey
Steark
Williams

50 « 59
Adams
Benson
Bowman
Purke
Dickey
Eddy
Foster
Golden Valley
McIntosh .
Mercer
Pembina
Ransom
Richland
Sioux
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NORTH DAXOTA (Cont.)

50 = 5¢ (Cont.)
Traill
Walsh
Wells

60 - 69
Bottineau
Cavalier
Divide
Emmons
Grizgs
Hettinger
Kidder

La Moure
McHenry
McLean
Mountrail
Nelson
Pierce
Renville
Rolette
Sargent
Towner

70 - 79
Dunn
Grant
Logan
MoXenzie
Sheridan
Slape
Steele

80 = 89
Billings
Oliver

OHIO

Under 10 percent

Cuyahoga
Franklin
Hamilton
Iucas
Mahoning
Montgomery
Stark
Surrad t

10 - 19
Allen
Belmont
Butler
Clark
Columbiaasa
Erie
Jefferson
Lake
Lorain
Marion

OHIO (Cont.)
10 - 19 (Cont.
Richland
Sciote
Trumbull
Tuscarawas

20 = 29
Ashtabula
Athens
Crawford
Fairfield
Greene
Guernsey
Jackson
Licking
Mismi
Muskingum
Sandusky
Seneoca

30 - 39
Ashland
Auglaize
Champsi gn
Coshocton
Hancock
Hardin
Harrison
Hocking -

Huron
¥nox
Lawrence
Logen -
Ottawa
Perry
Portage
Ross

Van Wert
Warren
Washington
Wayne
Wood

40 - 49
Carroll
Clermont
Clinton
Defiance
Delaware
Fayette
Gallias
Highland
Medina
Meigs
Pickaway
Preble
Shelby
Williams
Wyandot



QHIO (Cont.)
50 -~ 59
Adams
Brown
Darke
Fulton
Geauga
Henry
Madison
Mercer
Morrow
Paulding
Pike
Putnam
Union
Vinton

60 «~ 69
Holmes
Mouroe
Mor gan
Noble

OKLAHMA ‘
‘Under 10 percent
Oklahoma :
Tulssa

20 - 29
Comanche
Garfield
Kay
Ottawa
Washington

30 =39
Carter
Cleveland
Muskoree
Clamilgee
Osage

Fayne
Pitteburg
Fottawatomie
Serinole

40 - 49
Reckharm
Canadian
Cralg
Creek
Custer
Grady
Jackson
Latimer
Le Flore
To gﬂ n
Murray
Notle
Nowata
Pawnee
Pontetoc

Stephens
Texas

OKLAHOMA (Cont.)

40 ~ 49 (Cont.)
Woods
Woodward

50 - 59
Alfalfa
Blaine
Bryen
Choctaw
Cimarron
Garvin
Greer
Harper
Hughes
Jefferson
Kiowa
Mayes
Pushmataha
Kogers
Tillman

60 -~ 69
Adair
Atoka
Caddo
Coal
Co%ton
Fllis
Grant
Harmon
Haskell
Johnston
Kingfisher
Lincolr
McClain
McCurtain
Yarshall
Okfuskee
Segquoyah
Wagoner
Washi te

70 - 79
Beaver
Cherokee
Delaware
Dewey

Love
NcIntosh
¥a jor
Roger Mills

OREGON

Under 10 percent

Multnomah

10 - 1§
Clatsop
Klamath

20 - 29
Baker

0

OREGON (Cont. )
20 = 29 (Cont.)
Coos
Deschutes
Harney
Jackson

leke

Lane

Lincoln
Marion

Union

30 - 39
Benton
Clackamas
Columbia
Crook
Curry
Douglas
Grant
Josephire
Tillarmook
Umatilla
Wasco
Wheeler

40 = 49
Gilliem
Hood River
Jefferson
Linn

Polk
Washington
Yamhill

S50 = 59
Malheur
Morrow
Sheyman
Wallowa

PENNSYLVANIA
Under, 10 percent
Allegheny
Peaver
Pleir
Cambria
Cameren
Carbon
Dauphin
Delaware
Fayette
Lackawanna
Lehigh
Iuzerne
Mont ¢ onery
Northampton
Northumberland
Fhiladelgphis
Schuylkill
Washington
Westmoreland

PENNSYLVANTA (Cont, )

1C = 16
Berks
Clinton
Cumterland
Flk

Erie
Lawrence
Lebanon
Lycoming
McKean
Mercer
Mifflin
Venango

20 - 29
Armstrong
Pucks
Putler
Centre
Chester
Clearfield
Columbia
Forest
Franklin
Huntingdon
Indians
Jefferson
Lancaster
Monroe
Montour
Pike
Somerset
Union
Waxrren
York

30 - 39
Adams
Redforad
Bradford
Clarion
Crawfoxd
Greene
Perry
Potter
Snyder
Tioga

40 = 49
Juniata
Sullivan
Susquehanna
Wayne
Vyoming

60 = 69
Fulton



RHODF. ISLAND
Under 10 percent
Bristel
¥Xent
Newport
Providence
Washington

SCUTH CAROLTNA
10 - 19
Charleston
Richland

20 -~ 29
. Greenville .

30 - 39
-Greenwood
Spartanburg
Union

40 ~ 49
Alken
Anderson
Beaufort
Chester
Lerchester
Geor getown
Laurens
Pickens
York

50 - 59
Abbeville
Bemberg
Cherokée
Darlington
Fajrfield
Florence
Jasper
Lencaster
Lexington
Marion
Newberrv
Sumter .

60 - 69
Allendele
Herkeley .
Chesterfield
Colleton
Dillen
Rempton_
Eershaw
Marlbhoro
Cconee
Crangeburg

70 = 79
Barnwell
Edgefield
‘Horry
McCorrd ok

SOUTH CAROLINA (Cont.)

80 - 89
Calhoun
Clarendon
Lee

Saluds
Williamsburg

SOUTH DAKOTA

10 - 19
Lawrence
Minnehaha
Pennington

20 - 29
Brown
Codington
Davi son
Fall River
Hughes

30 - 39
Beadle
Custer
Walworth
Yankton

40 - 49
Buffalc
Dewey

Lake

50 - 59
Bon Horme
Rrookings
Brule
Rutte
Clay
Corson
Day
Faulk
Grant
Jackson
Jerauld
Jones
Xingsbury
Lincolr
Meade
Potter
Shannon
Spink
Stanley
Todd
Unton -

60 = 69
Aurora
Rennett
Campbell
Charles Mix
Clark
Deuel
Douglas

SOUTH DAXOTA (Cont.)

6C - 69 (Cont.)
Bammds
Gregory
Faakon
Hemlin
Hutchinson
Hyde

Lymen
McCook
McPherson
Marshall
Mellette
Miner
Moody
Perkins
Roberts
Sanborn
Trirp
Turner
Ziebach

70 - 79
Hard
Hanson
Harding
Sully
Washabaugh

BO = 89
Washirngton

9C and over
Armstrong

TENNESSEE
Under 10 percent
Davidson
Hamilton

1¢ - 19
Knox
Shelty

20 = 29
Marion

30 - 39
Pradley
Campbell
Grundy
Madi son
Roane
Sullivan
Washington

40 - 49
Anderson
Blount
Carter
Hamblen
Loudon

Maury

TENNESSEE (Cont, )
40 - 49 {Cont.)
Obion
Polk
Rhea
Scott
Unicoi

50 = 59
Bedf orrd
Coffee
Decatur
Dyer
Frarklin
Henry
Lewis
MeMinn
Montgomery
Morgan
Putnam
Rutherford

60 - 69
Benton
Carroll
Chester
Cocke
Cumberland
Dickson
Gitson
Bardeman
Hardin
Henderson
Fickman
Humphreye
Lawrence
McNairy
Marshall
Perry
Robertson
Sequatchie
Surmer
Van Puren
Warren
Weakley
VWhite
Wilson

70 = 79
Bledsoe
Cheatham

. Claiborne

Crockett
De Kalb
Fentress
Giles
Creene
Hawkins
Houston
Jefferson
Johnson
Lake
Laudeydale



TENNESSEE (Cont,)
70 «~ 79 (Conta)
Lincoln
Monroe
Cverten
Sevier
Smith
Stewart
Tipton
Trousdale
Vayne ]

~Williemsor -

80 =~ 89
Cannon
Clay
Fayette
Grainger
Haywood
Macon
Melgs
Moore
Pickett
Union

90 and over
Hancock
Je.ckeon

TEXAS
Under 10 percent
Bexar
Crane
Dallas
Ector
El Paso
Galveston
Harris
Jefferson
Potter
Tarrant
Upten
Val Verde
Vebb
Wichite
Winkler

10 =~ 19
Aransas
Brewster
Crockett
Culbersen
Gray
Gregg
Hutchinson
" Kinney
Loving

TEXAS (Cont.)
10 = 19 {Cont.)
Maverick
Midland
Moore
Nueces
Presidio
Reagan
Reeves
Taylor
Terrell
Tom Green
Travis
Vard

20 = 29
Andrews
Cameron
Chambers
Dallam

- Gaines
Howard -
Jeff Davis
Jim Hogg
Kleberg
Lubbock
Mclennan
Nolan
Pecos
Refugio
Stephens
Sutton
Uvalde
Yoakum

30 - 39
Archer
Brazoria
Brown
Carson
Comal
Dimmit
Duval
Eastland
Grayson
Hardin
Hidalgo
Irion
Kerr

La Salle
Libverty
Matagorda
Oldham
Orange
Palo Pinto
Randall
San Patricio

TEXAS (Cont.)
30 - 39 (Cont.)
Shackelfcrd
Smith -
Starr
Victeria
Wilbarger
Young
Zapata
Zavala

40 = 49
Angelina
Bee

Bell
Eowie
Brazos
Brooks
Coldwell
Calhoun
Childress
Deaf Smith
Denton
Frio

Hale

Hall
Hansford
Hardeman
Hays i
Eemphill
Hudspeth
Hunt
Jasper
Jim Wells
Johnson
Jones
Kaufman
Kimble
Lampesas
Llano
McCulloch
Menard
Mitchell
Montgomery
Navarro
Ochiltree
Polk
Roberts
Rusk
Schleicher
Sherman
Sterling
Walker
Wheeler
Willacy

TEXAS (Cont,)
50 - 59
Anderson
Atascosa
Bastrop
Baylor
Callahan
Cherckee
Clay
Cochran
Coleman
Colorado
Concho
Cooke
Dawson
De Witt
Donley
Edwards
Fllis
Erath
Flovd
Foard
Garza
Gillespie
Glasscock
Grimes
Guadalupe
Harrison
Hartley
Hill
Jack
Jackson
Kendall
Kenedy
Knox
Lamar
Limestone
Lipscomb
McMullen
Mason
Medinsa
Montague
Motley
Nacegdoches
Newton
Parker
Real
Runnels

" San Saba

Scurry
Swisher
Terry
Throokmorten
Titus
Trinity
Wharton
Williamson
Wise



TEXAS (Cont,)
60 - 69
Armstrong
Austin
Bandera
Fosque
Briscoe
Burnet
Camp
Cass
Collin
Collingswor th
Coman che
Coryell
Cottle
Crosby
Delta
Dickens
Falls
Fannin
Fayette
Fisher
Fort Bend
Freestone
Gonzales
Hamilton
llaskell
Henderson
Hockley
Hood
Hopkins
Karnes
Kent
King-
Lamb
Lavacs
Live Oak
Lynn '
Marion
Milam
Parmer .
Red River
Robertson
Rockwall
Sabine
Somervell
Tyler
Upshur
Van Zandt
Waller
Washington
Wilson
Wood

70 - 79
Bailey
Blance
Burleson
Castre
Coke
Franklin
Goliad

TEXAS (Cont.)
70 = 79 (Cont.)
Houston ’
Lee
Leon
Madisen:
Martin
Mills
Morris
Panola
Rains
San Jacinto
Shelby
Stonewsll

80 - 89
Berden
San Auvgustine

UTAH
Under 10 percent
Salt Lake

10 - 19
Carbon
Garfield
Iron
Juab
Sanpete
Sevier
Tooele
Utah
Weber

20 - 29
Beaver
Fmery
Grand
Kane
Millard
Sunmit
Wasatch

30 - 39
Cache
Davis
Piute
Washington
Wayne

40 = 49
Box Elder
Mor gan
Rich

50 - 59
NDaggett
Uintah

60 = 69
Duchesne -
San Juan

VERMONT
10 - 19
Bennington
Chittenden
Rutland

20 = 29
Washington
Wind ham

30 - 39
Caledonia
Issex
Franklin
Windsor

40 = 49
Lamoille
Orleans

50 - 59
Addison
., Grand Isle
Orange

VIRGINIA

Under 10 percent
Arlington
Elizabeth City
Eenrico

Norfolk

Roanoke

Warwick

1C - 19
Alleghany

20 ~ 29
Camphell
Chesterfield
Fairfax
James City
Prince George
Tazewell
Wige

York

30 - 39
Albemarle
Augusta
Dinwiddie
Frederick
Henry
Montgomery
Nansemond
Princess Anne
Prince William
Pulaski
Spotsylvania
Warren

" 40 - 49

Acoomac

VIRGINIA (Cont,)
40 = 49 (Comt.)
Buchanan
Charles City
Clarke :
King Williem
Lancaster

Lee )
Northempton
Page
Pittsylvania
Rockbridge
Smyth
Washington
Wythe

50 - 59
Amherst
Bath
Botetourt
Dickenson
Giles
Creensville
Loudoeun
New Xent
Nottcway
Orenge
Rockingham
Shenandoah

Stafferd

60 = 69
Bedford
Culpeper
Fauquier
Glouocester
Grayson
Henover

Isle of Wight
King George
Mathews
Middlesex
Northumberland
Prince Edward
Russell
Southampton
Westmoreland

70 = 79
Appomattox
Bland
Buckingham
Caroline
Carroll
Craig

Essex
Halifax"
Highland
Lunenburg
Madison
Mecklenburg
Nelson
Rappahannoock



VIRGINIA (Cont.)
70 = 79 {Cont.)
Richmond
Scott
Surry
Sussex

80 - 89
Brunswick
Cherlotte
Curberland
Floyd
Fluvanna
Franklin
Greene
Xing and Queen
Loul sa
Patrick
Powhatan

90 and over
Amelia
Goochland

WASHINGTON
Under 10 percent
King

10 = 19
Cowlitz
Grant

Grays Harbor
PaciYic
Pierce
Skamanie
Spokane

20 - 29
Asotin
Chelan
Clallam
" Frarklin
Jefferson
Kitgap
Kittitas
Mason
Snohomi sh
Thurston
Walle Walls

30 - 39
Clark
Columbia
Lewis

Pend Oreille
Skagit

Wha tcom
Yakima

4

WASHINGTON (Cont.)
40 - 49
Adams
Garfield
Klickitat
Iincoln
Okanogan
Wahkialum
Whitman

50 - 59
Benton
Douglas
Ferry
San Juan
Stevens

60 - 69
Island

WEST VIRGINIA
Under 10 percent
Brooke .

Hancock
Logan
Ohilo

10 = 19
Cabell
Fayette
Harri son
Xanawha
McDowell
Marion
Monongslia
Raleigh
Wood

20 - 29
Berkeley
Boone
Marshall
Mercer
‘Mineral
Mingo
Taylor

30 - 39
Greenbrier
Jefferson
Lewis

" Randolph
Tucker
Wyoming

40 = 49
Morgan
Pleasants
Preston

WEST VIRGINIA (Cont.)
40 ~ 49 (Conte?} -
Wayne
Wetzel

50 - 59
Barbour
Clay
Mason
Nicholas
Pocahontas
Putnam
Surmers
Tyler
Upshur
Webster

60 = 69
Grant
Hampshire
Hardy
Ritchie
Roane

70 - 79 °
Braxton
Doddridge
Gilmer
Jackson
Lincoln
Monroe
Wirt

80 - 89
Calhoun
Pendleton

WISCONSIN

Under 10 percent
Milwaukee

10 - 19
Brown
Douglas
Kenosghs
La Crosse
Recine
Winnebago

20 - 29
Ashland
Dane

Eau Claire
Iroen

Mani towoc
Oneida
Outagamie
Rock
Sheboygan

WISCONSIN (Cont.)
20 - 29 (Cont.)
Vilae

Waukeshs

30 - 39
Dodge

Ford du Lac
Forest
Jefferson
Lincoln
Marinette
Ozaukee
Walworth
Wood

40 ~ 49
Chippews
Columbia
Florence
Grant
Green
Green lLake
Langlade
Marathon
Portage
Saulk
Sawyer
Washington
Waupeca

50 - 59
Barron
Bayfield
Calumet
Crewford
Door
Dunn
Towa
Juneau
Kewaunee
Lafayette
Marquette
Monroe
Oconto
Pepin
Pierce
Price
Richland
St. Croix
Shawano
Washburn

60 -~ 69
Buffalo
Clark
Jackson
Polk
Rusk



WISCONSIN (Cont, )
60 = 69 (Cont. )
Trempealeau
Vernon
Waushara

70 - 79
Adams
Burnett
Taylor

WYOMING

Under 10 percent
Natrons

Sweetwater

Yellowstone Nat'l Park

WYOMING (Cont.)

10 - 19
Albany
Carbon
Laramie

20 - 29

Hot Springs
Sheridan
Uinta

30 = 39
Lincoln
Niobrara
Teton
Weston

5

WYOMING (Cont. )
40 = 49
Big Horm

- Converse
Fremoat
Johnson
Park
Platte
Washakie

50 - 59
Campbell
Goshen
Sublette

60 - 69
Crook



