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‘The Relationship Existing Between the Extent of Education snd the

Relief Status of Bural Houssholds in South Dakots
INTRODUCTION

The problem

Durin; the past six years a great desl of attention has been
centered upon the problem of cering for the needy persons in this
country, Tuls problem has been thrust most férelbly upon the attention
of the genersl public with the crestion of numerous emergency relief
agencles, HNever before hes general public reliel been extended to so
many people, and never before hes the feder:l government entersd into
the realm of relief giving, to-such & great extent, Depreseion,
sugmented by draughtl in zlmost ell the sgriculturgl states in 1934,
brought the mumber of persons cared for by the Federal Emergency
Relief Administration to over fifty per cent of the total population
of these states, South Dakota having one of the largest relief loads.

Buch has been done in the last few years in trying to
determine the causes of the rolief situstion and the cherscteristies
of the peopls on the relief rolls. There sre many fectors underlying
the relief situation, but it is very difficult to maxe definite state~
gents as to just what influence esch of these factors has had. There
wag the economic depression which dld not greatly affect the sgricul-
tursl states until the drought years intensified the situation,
Seversl years of below normel rainfall snd crop fsilure served to
deplete the resources of the rural people so thet large numbers of
them were forced to apply for assslstance. A number of things sueh
as sise of farm, type of farming, mansgerial sbility, snd also

attempts to farm large areas of submarginsl land, Luwve probsbly elso
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added their bit to bringing about such an intense need for public

relief, Personal charncteristics of the elients themselves such as

age, sex, size of household, ete, have some bearing upon the relief
status of the household or individusl, but ths elements of person-
ality, which csmnot be meusured, probably hove much to do with

thelr dependency also.

A& nuaber of generalizations, or hyprs.t.hoaeu, have been
developed concerning messurable characteristics of households; smong
which is the beliefl that the members of non-relief households are
better educated than sre the members of relief households, Studies
along this line have been made in various other states and thelr
results seem to polnt to this genersl conclusion, If this is true
in other states it immedistely relses the question of whether it is
true for South Dakots az well. Educztion is s factor which may be
controlled to & greater extent then most fagctors which are related
to the relief situastion. For this resson it seems thet, il there
is any aaeociatioﬁ 'betmmn educrtion snd relief status, very definite
steps should be taken to plan our eduecatlonnl system so that it w»ill
be of practicsl value in helping to prevent future situstions sueh as
we have been experiencing.

Before we csn begin any such plen it 15 very necessery that
we have data with whieh to work, The present study will attempt to
prove that in the six counties surveyed in South Dakots the members
of non-relief households have more educction, as messured by the last
grade of school completed, then have the members of relief households.
This same ldez wae brought sut in 2 study mede by Dr. Paul H. Landils

in three countics of South ¥rkots, Miner, Spink, sand Walworth. This
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thesls, however, uses 11,990 schedules collected in six othér counties

of South Dukote, as compared to 287 in the previous study. If this
hypothesis can be proved for this sample of the rursl sress of South

Dakota 1t will add etrength to the belief that this 48 generslly true

_ of relief groups in all rural sreas,

Previous studies in this field

As I have stated previcusly, seversl studies have been made
in other states dealing with this problem. In October, 1933, it wes
found in a study made of three counties of &isixth Deltota thet the non-
reliefl heads of households and thelr wives had completed from a
fraction of & yesr to two yesrs more gredes of school than had the
group receiving emergency relief. 1 ‘hen the results of thh seme
study were combined for 2 number of stotes 1t was found that in all
sreas surveyed the rurasl households receiving rellefl had less schoole
fng than did the rural households who did not receive relief.?

A survey of six rurzl problem aress in the United States
wag made in the summer of 1985, covering representztive counties in
the zreas in which about one-half of the rursl population of the
United Ststes lives. In this study it ses found that the aversage
extent of education of the relief households in these areas was low,
and this was considered es one of the re;nscns for the high relief

IM.s

lpendis, Paul H., "Rurel Relief in South Dakote," S, Dak. Agr. Exp.
Sta, Bull, 289, p. 25, 1954,

2®Baucation of Hesds and Children of Rursl Relief snd Non-relief House-
holde"~-Division of Resesrch, Statistics and Finance, Federzl Imer-
gency HRelief Aduinistration--July 24, 1985,

SBeck, P. G, and M. C. forster, "Six Fural Problem Areas,"--Reseereh
Section, Division of Kesearch, Stutistics and Finance, Fmer&l Euere
gency Relief Administration.-J.



=

T s

b Lo o

Studies, made of this problem in other states, although they

very in details, seem to pdint in the same generzl direection -~ the

relief households huve received less formal education than have those
households »hieh did not recelve relief. In ﬂab&na it wes found
that, "The average achool nttsinment for all adults is & little past
the fifth grade, the females showing & slightly higher attainment
than the males, The average educational sttainment for the preseat
out-of=gchocl poyulatiot; in the United Stetes ss a whole is beyond
the eighth grade, and st least hilf of the parents of the preésent
generation of school children gained an eighth grade educstion.
Conservatively speaking, the relief group under consideration is
therefore st least three grades belo» the average for the United
States as a whole.¥d

Similar conclusions were reached in Colorado where, however,
only the youth 16 - 24 yesrs of sge was considered. Here it was found
that ®"School was bg?.ng attended by less than one youth in five, 18 per
cent. By age groups, less than half or 48 per cent of those zged 18
snd 17 were in sehool as compered to the 1930 average of 60.4 per cent
for the rursl part of the ata‘lte; one in eight, 12.8 per cent of those
18 - 20 were in school compared to 74.8 per cent of all rural youth
that age in the state in 1830, An insignificant number, 1.6 per cent,

of those 21-26 were in school."5

4offeomer, Harold, "Bducstion and Rehabilitation in Alebems Parm
Households Receiving Relief," Alabema Polyteechnic Institute Bulletin,
'clﬁ m’ “0‘ 7’ p. Hnly, 1955.

‘Laraon. Olef F, and John E. Wilson, ®Rural Youth snd Relief in
Colorado® Issued by Cooperative Plan of Rural Research between -
Colorsdo State Agricultural Experiment Station, Fort Colllas,
Colorado and Rural Section, Diviaion of Soelal Research, Federal
Works Progress sdministration, pe 6.
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And agein in the s=me study "School zttendence was not low
bacause & lerge proportion Iof the youth had already gradueted from
nigh sehool or college; on the c:»ritr&ry, enly 18 per cent hed finished
high school end more of the youth 16 - 20 had gone thus far than had

those 21 - 25. OUf the younger meles, 44 per cent had some high school
work as compared to 34 per cent of the males 21 and over; hslf of the

®emslos aged 16 - 20 had secured some high school training In eontrest
to 41 per cent of the older femalea."

Teanessee hos found that "Of the 2,873 heads of relief house-
holds studled, whites and Negroes combined, about 17 per cent have never
attended sny school, 54 per cen.t have only schooling through the fourth
grede, 20 per cent have completed the elementary sehool, snd less than
8 per cent have any high school or college trsining.

*3f the 1,8%]1 wives of heads of relief households studied in
this report, hites and Negroes combined, about 15 per cent have no
schooling wh:tever, but 24 per cent have advunced beyond the seventh
grade, and less then 8 per cent hawve any high school or college tpeining.

*0f all the children of relief households, whites and Negroes
ecombined, 468 per cent of those 8 yesrs eof age have never attended school,
Of children 15 to 19 years of sge, only 10 per cent haeve completed the
eighth grade; and of those 20 to 25 yenrs orl age, only 14 per cent have
no schooling whatever, snd less than 16 per cent have received Wnin; .
above the elementary gradee, '

"A very high percentage of the children € to 15 years of age
do not attend school, slthough they fall within the sge of compulsory

‘Larfson, 0laf P, end John E. Wilson, op, cite P. 7.
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attendence. On = percentege busis, more girls than boys #re in school
in every tenure gmup.'7 |
A far western state, 'ﬁasinington, adds 1ts evidence to that
proviously ecited, snd sgain we find that the hesds of relief house-
holds have less sducation than do the hesds of non-relief households,
It states that "There iz o definite relstlonship between the amount of
education of heads of households and thelr degree of dependencys
Dats e 1ndicate. rather strikingly thet in the relief group =
there 12 a much larger proportion of heads of femilies who have had
very Mi%tle educction end & much smaller proportion of those who
have gone to high school or eo].iega."8
The following is the summary of a study made of the educstion
of relief houceholds in Virginias
"l. Approximately the same percentsge of rural relief
children, October 1835, as ef sll rur:zl children in
lsw.were in sechool; & much smaller percentsage of rursl
relief youths than of sll rurcl youths were in schocl.
2. Both Begro ehildren asnd youths on reliefl ghowed higher
school attendsnce than whites.
5« A lower percentage of relief children but s higher
percentsge of rellef youths in the open country than
in villages were attending sehcol,

7 . .
Allred, Cherles E, and Benjemin D, Raskopf, ®Educationsl Status of
Farsl Relief Families in Tennessee, £ Preliminary Report," Cooperative
Plan of Rursl Kesearch-—-Tenncssee Apricultursl Experiment Station,
Pederal Works Progress Administration, Tennessee Works Progress
Adeinietrstion--November 15, 1926, pp. 11-iii,

‘x.mm, Peul He, Haze Pritcherd, snd Melvin Brooks, "Rural M
Rellef in Washington,” Stite Uollege of Hushington Ape, Exp, Sts,
Ball, 534' July, 1938, Pe Sle
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4. 0Of pupils 10-17 yesrs of ags who were attending school,
77 5% of the Hegro and 89.1% of the white were over age
for thelr grade vlscements,

5. Hearly one~third of all relief persons 16-64 years of
age either never attended achool or had eompleted ne
wore than the third grade. Less than 168 had ever
attended high school or college.

8. Educzzt.ionla; attainnent of relief persons 16-84 yesrs
of age decreased withl a8C.

7. vhites were better educeted then Negroes, femsles
better oducated than meles, and villagers betber
educated then open. ecuntry residents.® ? (Comperisons

were of relief persons 16-84 years of age).

Method used and ares surveyed

The data used in this thesils were secured from a survey of
rural population mobility in six counties of South nakota.” The
survey wss cerried on by the Rursl Sociology Department of South
Dakote State College in cooperation with the South Dskots Emergency
Rellefl Adminigtrstion and later the Soﬁth Drkote Horks Progress
Administration. It vas under the general supervision of the Divisian
of Furm Populstion end Burel bife of the Buresu of igricultursl

Leonomice of the Depsritment of Agriculture, The schedule used wes

ummel, Bs L., ¥. ¥, Sure and C. G, Bennett, "Education of Persons

in BRursl Heliefl Households in Virginias, 1985," Socisl Research Division
of Pederzl Works Progress Administration, Virginis Polytechnie
Institute, Jenuery 1837, p. 1.

I0me gats used in this thesis were contained in the Rural Population
Hobllity schodule, but they were not being used in the more general
sgtudies resulting from this survey, since it was found that there
was very little relstionship between the extent of educstion and
the mobility of the pepulation. :
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‘planned by Dr. C. E. Lively of Ohio State University and Dr. Conrad
Tasuber of the Division of Furm Population and Rursl Life,

The counties surveyed, éuster, Bidrmunds, Heakon, Kingshury,

=

% Tripp, and Turner, may be considered & representative sample of the
;!' rural areas of the state. (Fig. 1)

3 Thege six counties were chosen minl_y to represent six

g distinct farming sreas of South Dakote, although some other factors
% played & part in their seleetion. Tripp County wss the first to be

30‘5*_

selected and studied, It 13 locited largely in the moderste livestoek

feeding sree, where whest and hay raising snd easttle feeding is carried

i

on.n It wae selected also becau;se it wes the center of the most severe

wind erosion srea in the state snd sn umsuslly lerge proportion of

%
&
5
'I
5

its farm population wos receiving emergency rellef,

Haakon was the second county chosen, It represents the
central farming and gresing ereaJ® Custer County =us chosen as
representative of the Bleek fills ares, 2ud slso becsuse there were
& number of indications that wmany of the people rho were nigreting

from the drought stricken counties were coming there. HEdeunds County

.
I_-
= is typlesl of the extensive smallegrain ares 2 while Turner Gotndy:
S
L‘ represents the intensive livestock feeding aven, 1t Kingstury County
&

is about midwsy between these two, being in an ares that raises much

smell grain, but which zlso haeg some ivestock .18

These counties contained in 1980, 10,5 per cent of the rural

llﬁogars and Flliott, "Types of Farming in Scuth Dakota,® p. 4=8.

%'X’O 4-6.
18504 p. 46,
uihiﬂ Pa 4’5.

Pe 4-6.
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population of the stste, 2.9 per ceat of the rursl farm population,
and 11.9 per cent of the ruial non-ferm populations

The sohedulel® used, contoined deta on the personsl sharse-
teristics of the household as well as the residentisl and oecupational
history of the household from Jenuery 1, 1929 t-o January 1, 1938, The
survey wes made ss of Janusry 1, 1035, snd the dsts were secured by a
personal intervier with & responsible meuber of sach household sho wus
living in the county at the time the survey wens conducted, snd who had

been living in the county on Jsnuery 1, 1985, 4All rellef dsta were

secured direetly from county relisel records.

These utar_viou were made either by reliefl workers, or certi-
fled WPA workers, under the directlon of college trained supervisors.
After careful editing, the schedules vere tslliled in the Hural Soclclogy
Department of South Daiota State College. A total of 12,088 ussble
mo&nles were collected in the six countiss. Out of this nuzber 11,980
were found to contein dete on the last grede of school completed by the
head of the hmehé]‘.d. It is these 11,330 schedules which are used as
the besis for the present study,

u&mpyofthoschadulewﬂlbetoumiinthelppendix.



Definition of Lerms
A Bousehold is 2 group of related or unrelsted persons who

live together aus g unit,

& pon-ralief household is one which had received no emergency
reliefl in either of the yezrs 1932 or 1084,

A relief bousehold is one shich received emergency relief
eithor in 1933 or 1934 or during both yeers,

Open gountry includes all plsaces having a population of less
than fifty persons.

A yillege is sny center of populatiom, incorporated or
‘mrpomhd, having a powlatit;n of 50 to 2,499 m

The head of the household ie the oldest femily head in the
household, '
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| EDUCATION OF HON-RELLEF AND RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS
Heads of households ‘

Bollef Ststus snd Educetion. Table I shows & comparison of
the last grade of school completed by the heads of non-relief snd
relief hmfschold:s in six counties of South Dakots., When the total
households were considered it was found thet the non-relief household:
heads had a distinet advantage over the relief heads, Only 285.2 per
cent of the non-relief WB of houszeholds hsd completed less than
elght grades and 45,1 per cent had completed only eight grades as
compared with 30,6 per cent and 50,8 per ecent respectively for the
relief group. 4 larger pemntx;ge of the non-relief than of the
relief group had completed grades sbove the eighth, Eight and sixe
tenths per cent of the non-relief heeds of houscholds had completed
high school as compared with 4.9 per cent of the rellef group, while
the difference wes even lurger in the percentage having one or more
yeurs of college educations Ten por cent of the non-relief group had
completed one or more years of weollege while only 2.6 per cent of
the relief group had completed that many years of aschool. This would
indicste & rather definite relationship between the rellefl status of
the household and the extent of educstion of the head of the house-
ho].d.r’ Let us go on snd see how far this reletionship holde true.

Besidence and Education. Table II shows that the heads of
households who lived in the open country had completed fewer grades
then have the hesds of village houssholds. In order that the open
country group, which conteined the largest proportion of the relief

Weupayeotion of Heads nnd Children of Sursl Relisf snd Nonerelief
Houscholde,® on, cit, pe 1 - "Heads of rural households receiving
relief had had considersbly less schooling than their non-relief
neighbors.” See also footnotes 1 - 7.
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group, will not mske our conclusions bissed we will make a Mthu-
comparison -- a comparison of non-relief and relief households »ithin
the open country snd village diﬁaima.

When only the heads of those households loeated in the open
country are conazldered the difference in the mumber of grades completed
is less, but it is still significant, Seventy-seven snd two-tenths per
cent of Ithe nonerelief group and 81,8 per cent of the relief group had
eompleted elght grades or less. Of the non-relief heads of households
18,5 per cent had completed from ons to four years of high school
while only 16,0 per cent of the rellef group had done so, The percent-
age attending or finishing oone.ge was smell in both groups = 4.2 per
cent of the heade of non-relief households snd 2,1 per cent of the
relief hends.

Now consider the heeds of village households. Here the
differences are much more strikinge Only 5544 per cent of the none
relief group hsd completed eight grades or less, while 77.8 per cent
of the relief group had not progressed bayond this poini in school.
Twenty-ecight and nine-tenths per cent o the non-rellef heads had
completed from one to four years of high school, as compared with
18,0 per cent of the relief group. Almost three times as many heads
of non-rellef households (8.2 per cent) than of relief households
(3.2 per cent) had attended college, while over seven times as many
non-relief heads, than relief heads, had flalshed four years or more
of college.

The number of the heads of households, who hed completed
any grade beyond the elghth, was considerably less than half the




< ,;:\L
/ R
 TAEL: I. HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS I SIK S.UTH DAKOTA CoUNTIES mnnpxg( )
» BELIEF OTATUS, nbSIDANCL, AND LAST GRADE OF SCHOUL COMPLETED = /&
LS : : ‘-"-"'_ . ‘\\
{ lu:‘:;nc. Lugt grade in school eompleted A
: Under filne to Thirteen- Sixteen
T 3 ? &
WCf status otal ei@t Eight M - Twelve 4 fteen or _sore
. Humber : :

Totzal :
Honerelief 5318 1373 2547 894 510 214 278
lel_ior 2 8074 1859 5058 704 263 118 3a

try ;
Hon-relief 2932 881 14856 400 144 70 b%
Reliefl 4638 1448 £3549 547 187 72 25

Villsge _
Hon-relief Z 542 1112 484 88 244 225
Relief 14%8 411 © 708 157 1c2 48 14

Per cent .

Totel
Honerelief 10C.0 222 43,1 15.1 8.8 7% 4,7
B‘n'f 100.0 50.8 50.3 11.6 4.9 2:0 0.‘

try
Nop—relief 100.0 28.3 48,9 13.8 4.9 2.4 1.8
Relief 100.0 1.2 50.6 11.8 4,2 1.6 UeS
Nonereliefl 100,0 18,2 872 16.6 12,8 8.2 75
R‘liif 100.0 28.'6 4902 10.9 701 L2 lto

TABLE 1I, HE&DS OF HOUSEHOLDS IN SIX SUUTH DaXOTA COURTIES CLASSIFIED BY
BESIDENCE ALD LAST GRADE IN SCHOOL COMPLETED

Residence
Under Rine to Thirteen- Sixteen
Rumber

Total 11390 s32 5602 1598 809 432 n7
Open-c untry 7571 2279 3784 247 341 142 78
Village 4419 a53 1818 851 488 280 2E9

E : Per cent
 Total 100.0 . 27.0 48,7 13,3 6.8 2.8 2.6
et Open-country 100.0 0.1 5040 12.5 dod 1e3 1.0

‘SCUTH DAKOTA STATE COLLEGE LIBRARY
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‘total number in 1l eases, tut it is worth while to note that the non-

reliel group had a significantly larger percentsage finishing the grades
above the eighth than did the relief group.
Age of Hend ond Eduertion, It iz s generally accepted theory

that the older gemerstion of people liviag today have had, on a whole,

much less formal education than the younger people. In Tebles II1 und
IIIA this fuct 1s corroborated both for the non-relief and relief
groups, ond the open coundry and village. Az the age of the head
inereased the number, +/ho had w#platexd eight grades or fon:",
ineressed, 18 This fagt wus shom more msrkedly for the non-relief
heads, but i1t was also true for the relief heads, Here, however, the
percentage completing only eight grades was levgest, even for the
younger heads of households, Although the open country hesads had not
completed &3 meny grades of school as the village heads, the relation-
ship between oge and lsst grade of school completed still holdas, The
only csse in which it did not hold true was in the completion of
college by the open country snd the totsl reliefl groups. Hers the
reverse was true, 1t mey be thet these persons had at one time a
better economnie situstion which ensbled them to attend college, while
the younger heads have never had sufficient money.

Since we have seen that the same hypothesis is true of both
the non-relief and relief groups, thst is, the older the person the
lese formal education he has received, let us turn to & consideration of
how the non-relief snd relief heads compare within each age group.

Bpyis statement is supported by evidence found in the study of relief
snd non-relief households previously eclted, also m 411lred ops cit,

end Husmel gp, cike
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TABLE I1I.A. HEADS OF HOULHIOLDS IN SIX SOUTH DAKOTA COURTILS CLASUIFILD BY
RESIDENCE, KELIEF STATUS, AGE, AND LAST GRADE IN SCHOOL CUMPLETED

g"‘"—-—-——‘_ - —
Residence, ‘ . Last grade in school completed
R #C houd, Und Nine to Thirteen- Sixteen
and relief T er ‘ iine
status e eight Had eleven T"?‘“ fifteen or more
Per cent '
Totsl
Ron-reliefl
Under 25 100,0 1047 39.1 17.5 17.7 8.2 848
36 - 54 100.,0 21.2 4%.7 17.8 Ted . B8 44
86 & over 100.0 8.9 2444 3.6 4.9 8.2 B0
Relief _
Under 35 100,0 21le9 52.0 14.1 B8 . Bol 0.4
55 - 54 100,06 = 81.9 50.2 12.1 3.4 1.2 . 08
55 & over 100.0 £8.9 4807 7«9 316 1.8 . 1e3
Open country
Honerelief
Under %5 100.0 l4.4 52.9 15,8 11.5 3.0 2.9
&8 & over 100.0 88,2 45.8 9.2 5.t 1.8 1.8
Relief .
Under 35 100.0 2.5 £4.0 l4.2 7.8 13 0.2
85 - 54 100.0 52.8 5041 12.1 2.0 1.8 0.4
86 & over 100.0 7.5 ° 48.4 Be5 5.2 1.3 1.%
Villege
Non-rellef
Under 35 100.0 7.2 262 19.5 23.6 18.1 10.4
%5 « 54 100.0 14.3 57.8 20,0 11.8 8.5 76
E5 & over 100.0 30.0 43.1 10.1 B 4.8 5.7
Relief
Under 35 100.0 203 45,9 15.7 13.7 5.8 a2
35 - 54 100.0 25.8 51,0 12.3 4.9 2.1 1.0
55 & over J.WQO 55.8 49.4 6.‘ &.8 2.0 0.9




~16-

The most striking_diffomnces were in the m :hnwm
under 55 years of sges Ouly 10.7 per cent of the non-relief heads
of this age had completed less than eight grades as eompared with
2149 per cent of the relief group of this age. - Forty-nine and
eight-tenths per cent of the nonw-relief group had completed eight
gredes or less vhile 72,9 per cent of the relief group had not gone
beyond -ﬁe eighth zrmle.l Tue percentsge sttending or finishing
high school was J5.2 per cent of the non-relief group as compsred
vith 2Z.4 per ceni of the reliefl group. Fifteen per cent of the
m—rnliii“;:id gone beyond high .aohool, but only 2.7 per cent of
the relief group hed done so, In the open country the differences
were not quite so etriking, but still the heads of the non-relief
households had completsd s luorger number of grades of school than
had the relief heads, Here 67.5 per cent of the non-relief hesde
had completed eight grades or less, while 78.5 per cent of the relief
group had not gone heyond the eighth grede, FEleven snd five-tenths
per ceat of the nonwrelief heads had completed high school, while
only 7.8 per cent of the relief hesds had gone this far in school.
The number attending, or finishing college, wes 5.9 per cent of the
group who had recelved no relief, as compured with 1.5 per cent of
the group who had received relief.

In the village the differcnces were much grester, Here
only 3%.4 per cent of the non-relief group hed not gome bayond the
eighth grade while 66,2 per cent of the relief heads had not had
further schooling, ITwenty-three snd six-tenths per cent of the non-

relief group had eompleted high school, 13.1 per cent had had from

onetothreeyearscfcollegetmininx,andlﬂ.&pormthadm-
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I TABLE V. HOUSHIOLDS IN SIX SOQUTH DsKOTi COUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY RESIDENCE,

) ' * RELIFF STATUS, AND AGE OF THE HEAD OF THE HOUSEHOLD
Mg —_— —
E | Residence and Age of head
a relief status Total  Under 55 years 35-54 years 55 years or over
‘il x Number
i Total |
iy Non-relief 5916 1151 2867 1898
Relief 6074 1510 2092 1472
” Open-country _
Non-relief 2983 . 556 1480 897
Relief 4638 113 2460 1047
1% Village
. Non-relief 2985 598 1387 1001
& Relief 1436 379 682 425
I* Per cent
! _ Total ' :
[ 'O‘-reliaf 10000 1904 4805 8201
a Relief 100.9 24.9 50.9 2442
: Open-country
b Non-relief 100.0 18.9 50.5 80.6
i hli.f 100.0 240‘ 55.0 22.6
4 Village
. Non-rolief 100.0 19.9 46.5 35,6
| Relief 10Q.0 2644 44.0 29,6
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pleted college, as eennared with 18.7 per cent, 5.3 pcreent, and
1.1 per cent respectively of the relief groupe

| The same general conclusions may be drawm for the heads
of houceholds who were I0-54 yenrs of sge snd those who were fifty-
five years of age sud over, In all cases, the non-relief group,
when compered with the rellsf group, had a smaller proportion
cmloﬁng eight grades or less, while this same group had a
larger percentzge who had .completed high school and taken some
college work or had completed college. The contrast beween tho
non-relief snd relief groups in‘ the nusber completing eight grades
or less was not £0 nmarked as the age of the hesd inereased, tut it
weo great enough to be significant, while the differences were guite
significant for the higher grades.

From Tables IV and IVA® it mey be concluded that in sil
gge groups the non-reliefl heads of households bad sn sdvantage over
the heads of relief households as far sz formal education was con-
serned, Ihe contrasts were the greatest for the group of heads who
were less than thirty-five years of uge, tat the same conclusion was
also true for the older heads of households.

When the differences in the age of non-relief asnd relief
hesds of households were conaidered, these conelusions seem sven
wore significant, The relief group wms s wach younger group than
wag the non-relief group, (Table V) both in the open country snd
the village. Since the extent of oducation was much greater for the
younger heads in both groups it would geem that the relief group wae
at 5 wether serfous dissdvanteze 8o fer as education was concerned.

18, 1708 IV snd IVA and Tebles VIT - XITIA =111 be found in the
Appendix.
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Fig. 3 Age and Education¥* of the Heads of Householdsi
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Bex of Head ond Educstion. e heve considersd the edueation
of the heads of households within each age group. Let us now eonsider
the contrasts in educstion of the monerslief and relief groups shen
the groups are divided as to the sex of the head of the household. The
same gensral stalement can be made of both the male and female hesds
of households — thut the non-relie? group had conpleted wore gredes of
sohool than had the relief group. Of the male heads of households
only 68,5 per oent of the non-relief group had completed elght grodes
or less, whils 81,5 per cent of the rellef group hed completed no more
grades than this, Twenty-three and five~tenths per gent of the non=
relief group had had some high school work or had completed high school
while only 16,F per cent of the reliel group hed completed this much
school, Ten per cent of the non-relief group had had one or more
yesrs of college work, but only 2.4 per cent of the rellef group had
done so,

¥hen the femele heads of hoursholds =re considered the
differencez although quite great, were not so striking, In the group,
which had not received relisf, B4.2 per cent had coupleted eight
grades or less, bat in the group whiech had recelived rellef, 7!-1 per
cent had not gone beyond the elghth grede. ?wentywm nnd M
per eent of the noa-relief group had finlshed one or more years of
high school, as compared with Z1.2 per cent of the reliel group. Six
and six-tenthe per cent of the non-relicef group hed finished from one
to three yesrs of college, while 5.0 per cent had completed college
or had tokern postgraduste work. The corresponding percentages for

the relief group «rn 5.1 ner cent and 1.8 per cent.



TABLE VI. HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS IN 3IX SOUTH DiaXOTi COUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY
SEX, RELIFF STATUS, ARL LAST GRADE OF SCHOOL COMPLETED

8ex of head ' Lest grade of school completed
end Under Hine to Thirteon- Sixteen
relief status Total gt EBt  oven TR Sl | 0w Sere
= Rumber
Mele
Non-relief 5523 1233 2306 797 452 275 260
Relief 5763 1754 2936 860 277 102 34
Femcle
Hon-relief 595 140 241 97 58 59 18
Relief 21 105 119 44 22 16 5
Per cent
Mule _
Bon-relief 100.0 2842 4243  15.0 845 5.1 4.9
Relief 100.0 30.4 50.9 1l.5 4.8 1.8 0.6
FYemule
Non-relief 100.0 28,6 40.6  16.4 9.8 6.6 8.0

‘Relief 100.0 55,8 38,5  ld.l Tol . Sud 1.8
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Size of fousehold gnd Iducation of the Head, In Tables VEX
and VIIA the non-rclief and relief households sve clssslfied eccording
to the size of the household and the 1lsst grede of sehool completed
by the head of the housshold, There seems to be z decided difference
in the pumber of grades completed by the heads of households consisting
of seven or more persons snd by the hesds of households consisting of
less than seven persons, . 2 much lerger proportion of the heands of the
seven or more perscn houssholds had completed less than eight grades
and fewer hud completed eight or more grades than hsd the headl of
smaller households, %his was espeseislly true of the largest households,
but the same relationship held true between the households consisting
of four Lo six persons mnd the houssholds consisting of one o three

"peraons. The heads of households, eonsisting of four to six persona,
had & slightly larger proportion completing less then sight grades,
while the proportion completing eight or more grades was slightly
asmaller, These sane'relationships held true for both non-relief and
relief houssholds, open country snd village, The element of age
probebly enters in here. The hesds of the larger households would,
in most cases, be somewhst older than the heade of the amaller house-
holds which would probsbly sccount to some degree for the lesser

extent of oducation of these heads,
We have seen thot there seems to be = relationship between

the size of the housshold znd the education of the head of the house-
hold 2@ If we compare the non-relief snd rellef hesds of each size
of household we find that in the households conslsting of one to three

'”nus relotionship wea also brought out in & study made by Allrved in
Tennesses.
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persons only 84,5 per cent of the non~relief hesds hed oe-le edght
gredes or less while 78.% per cent of the relief group had net gone
beyond the elghth grade. Twenty-three and nine-tenths per cent of the
non~rolief group hed finished from one to four years of high school ag
compared with 17.5 per cent of the relief group, Eleven and six-tenths
per cent of the non-reliel group had finished one or mmﬂ of
nﬂm-@e only 52 per cent of the relief groun had had this much
education.

In the four to six person households the diffm' between
the nonereliefl and rellef groups were slightly larger, but the same
general relationships held true., Sixty-six and nine-tenths per cent
of the non-reliel group had completed eight grades or less, vhile 80,1
per eent of the rellef group had not gone beyond the eighth grade in
school, JTrenty-four snd five-tenths per gent of the noneroilef group
had one or more yesrs of high aschool and 848 per cent hed completed
some oollege work as. compered with 17.5 per cent snd 2.4 per cent
respectively of the reliel group.

In the largest households the differences In education of
the non-relief sand relief heads were much the sume, OSeventy-five and
four-tenths per cent of the heads of the non-relief households had
completed eight grades or 1lose, 18,1 per cent had had one or more
years of high school, and 5.5 per ecent had completed one or more
years of college, c;a compared with 88,8 per cent, 11.7 per cent, and
1.5 per cent respectively of tie relief households,

Phese ssme differences between the non-relief and relief

households wers ab:';arvéd 1a both the open country and the villages,
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although the differences were elightly less in the open eountry and
8lightly greater in the villages., The heads of the non-relief house~
holds, no metter how large the household, had a distinet advantege
over the heads of the relisf households as far as the extent of
education of the head wez concerned,
Ogeupation of the Head and Educstion, . Fhen the oceupation
of the head of the houschold wez related to the last grede in school
completed by the head (Tubles IX =nd IXA) the differences betwwen the
non-relief and relief groups were much lees significant, or uniform.
All occupatlons, except the agricultursl =ad the not geinfully
employed, were over-represented in the non-reliel group. The farm
owmera und the not gainfully employed showed practienlly no differ-
ences in the extent of sducation. In the other occupations there
wea & slight tendeney for the relief group to bave less education
than the non-relief group. This tendeney wmas not uniform snd no
definite conclusions .can be drawn from it. It did appear, however,
that 4in those occupations which have the mors highly educated
members there wus & much smaller proportion recelving relief, For

: instance, out of & total of 529 porsons in the professional group
only 21 or 6.4 per cent had recelved rolief in 1827 or 1934. It
may be puld, therefore, thot although within specific occupations
there was little difference between the extent of wducation of the
- non~relief snd reliefl groups, there wes a distinct teadeney for the
groups who were better educated to remsin off the ralief rolls.
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Other Members of the Household

The other members bi‘ the household were divided into the
wives of the hesd of the household snd others. The others included
ehildren and other relstives. These wmere further subdivided inte
those »ho wero ia school and those who ware not.

Age and Baugation of the ¥ives of the hesds of hougoholdas
In Tebles X and XA the sge and educstion of the wives are presented,
Huch the same genersul cox;ulnsion way be drawn for the wives as for the
heade of houscholds, slthough the wives seem to have completed more
yoers of school, both in the non~rellef and relief groups, then had
the heads of householdg, For t.b.s;se wives under thirty-five years of
ege the differences in extent of education between the nonerslief and
relief groups were much mcre pronounced than they were for the older
groups, Only 54,8 per cent of the non-rolief group had completed
eight grades or less while 54.4 per cent of the relief group had not
gone beyond the eight:h grade, Forty-six and one-tenth per cent of
the nonerelief group hsd had some high school work, or had finished
high sehool, end 38.7 per cent of the rellef group had done so. In
eollege attendance, the difference wus greater, 14.8 per cent of the
nonerelief group heving had one to thrse yeurs of college, and 4.3
per cent having finished college as compsred to 6.9 per cent and 5
por cent respectively of the relicf group.

For the alves between the ages of thirty-five and f1fty-
four years the dlfferences were nob guite so striking. The relief
group bad 11.9 per cent mors then the non-relief group who had
completed eight grades or lees. The non-relief group had 28.4 per
ot completing st lesst some high school and lie.4 per cent completing



Fig. 4 Age and Educationi of the Wives of the Heuds of Householdsi#

Per Cent
100

90}
| | Non-Relief

8oL ’ Relief

70}

60}

40

20

10

Under 8 9-12 13-16 Under 8 9-12 13-16
8 8
Under 35 35-54 i 55 and over

8 9-12

¥ Measured by the last grade of school cohpleted.
*% Based on Table X.




L4

«25=

one or more years of couege, The correspending proportions for the
relief group were 25,9 per cent snd 540 per cent, In the group éf
wivee fifty-five years of sge or over the dufammgs were much less,
but still significent, The nonerelief group hed 75,0 per cent who
had never gone beyond the cighth grade, tut the rellef group had

T9e4 per cent, The difference nas slight in the high sdmol yoars,
19,1 per cent of the non-relief wives hzving attonded or finished
high school se compared to 17,8 per ceat of the wives of relief heads
ut there was & much grester differsnce in the college yoars, tho
proportions being Le8 per cent and 2.8 ver cent raspectively.

. The same gonersl trend wes true for both the open oanntry'
end the village. The differcnces betwesn the non-relisf and relief
groups were lesc In the open coualry ihon they were in the villsge,
but in both places the non-relief group hed = distinet sdventage over
the relief group, sopecially in the younger age groups. The differ—
ences grew less so aps lncreesed and in the open country the group
fifty-rive yeers of sge or over seens Lo have reversed the trend
found in 811 other groups. Here the relief group had a slight sde
vantage over the non-rellsl group, Ofer 750 per cent of each group
bad not gone beyond the eighth grade, however,

Age and Eaugatdon of other perscne ot in school, Tables

XI and XIB shows the extent of education of the other persons in the
household who were not in school. Agein we find that 28 age increased
the extent of education decreased. The group between the ages of
sixteen and twenty-four years shouwed & much greater extent of eduehtion
than the older g;“x*oués. ‘flerz, lozs thean five per eent of any of the -

non-relief groups had completed less thsn elght grades, while 3,0 per
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eent of the total rellef group, 8.5 per cent of the open country

relief group and 1l.1 per eent of the village relief group hed

completed less than eight grades. Thirty-six and nine-tenths per

~ eent of the non-relief group hsd completed only elght grades snd

48,1 per cent of the relief group had finished, but had not gone

beyond the eighth grade. In the open country the corresponding

mm 40,4 per cent and 52,6 per cent, and in the village

were 14,5 per cent and 27.4 per cent. The non-relief groups sll hed

8 larger proportion asttending, or finishing high school, than did

the relief households, the proportions of the total being 45,1 per

cent and 6.9 per cent, of the open country 35.6 per cent and 52,7

per cent, and of the village €1.9 per cent and 56,1 per ceat. Oollege

attendance showed even greater differences., Thirteen and seven-

tenths per cent of the non-relief persons hed sttended or finished

college as compared to 6.0 per cent of the relief group. In the

open country the pmporuona were 10,4 per cent and 8,2 per cent

respectively, and in the village were 19,8 per cent and 5.4 per cent.
In the group 25 - 34 yesrs of age there is a decided tendency

for the extent of educstion to be less, Ten and four-teaths per cent

of the non-relief group had completed less than eight grades and 57,1

per cent had completed only eight grades. The eorresponding proportions

for the relief group were 19,1 per cent and 45,5 per cent, A smaller

mumotthiaagegmnpﬂwnoftbemermmm

more than eight grsdes. Ihirty and four-tenths per cent of the

persons from non-relief households had sttended or finished high achool,

and only 2548 per cent of those f{rom reliefl hougeholds hed done so. The

percentages for the college years were 22,1 per Ceft of the nonerelief
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group and 11,6 per cent of the relief group. The seme general
conclusions were found for this age group, also, in both the open
country and the village,

For those persons thirty-five years of 'age or over, the
extent of education was still less than for either of the other two
age groups, Seventy-four and four-tenths per cent of the non-relief
groups and 87.2 per cent of the relief group had not gone beyond the
elghth grade. Eighteen per cent of the non-relief group had hed
from one to four years of high school, as compared to 9.9 per cent
of the relief group, while the proportions having gone beyond high
school were 7.8 per cent and 2,9 per cent respectively. Huch the
s GifTerances seve funnd 1 Doth the opes conitisy et Sha MENER
although the extent of education wes somewhat greater in the village.

Sex snd Kduoction of other persoms mot in schools In Tables
XIT snd XIIA this same group of persons wes divided according to sex.
Here again it was found thst the non-relief persons had completed more
grades than had the relief persons. Of the non-relief males 56844 per
cent had not gone beyond the eighth grade as compared to 63.8 per cent
of the meles from relief households, Thirty-four and six-tenths per
cent of the non-relief group had attended or finished high school, and
9,0 per cent had finished one or nore yeers of ecollege, as compared to
ﬂwwmtw&swrcmtofmmnefm

The seme generel statement can be made in regard to the
females, that is, those from non-relief households had completed more
Motamlmmuﬁmm&dhmm. Forty~four and
five-tenths per cent of the non-relief group had completed eight grades
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or less, 35,2 per cent had completed one or more years of high schoo},
and 20,5 per cent had attended or finished college., The proportions
for the relief group were 53,0 per cent, and 24,2 per cent, end 12,8
per cent respectively, |

In both the villages and the open country the males and
females from non-relief households had completed a larger number of
grades of school than had .the males snd females from relief households.
The differences were loss in the open country snd greater in the
villiages.

It is interesting to note also thet in both nonerelief and

~rellef groups the females had completed more grades of school thsn

had the males in the corresponding group.

Sex and Education of persons i schooly, In Tables XIII and
XIIIA we have those persons sixteen yesrs of age or over who were still
attending school, Here agein it wes found that the non-relief group,
both meles and femsles, had completed more grades than the relief
group, This wes especlelly true of those who had finished high sehool
and those who had finished one or more years of colleges The fact .
that more of the non-rclief group had completed some college work may
be largely an indication of better economlc conditions and too much
wedght should mot be laid on this evidenee. It appears, however, that
the relief group lags behind the non-relief group even in the grades
below the eighth, indiesting perhaps a greater degree of retardation,

This is particulsrly true of the males. Seven and three-
tenths per cent of the males from relief households had not yet
completed the eighth grude;, as compered with 1.5 per cent of those
from non-relief households, For the femsles, there was very little
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difference in those completing less than eight grades, tut a larger
proportion of the relief group than of the non-relief group had
comploted only eight grades.

The same general conclusions were reached for both the
open country and the villsge., The proportions of persons froa non-
‘relief and relief households who were still attending school were

approximately the same,
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SUMBARY ARD COHCLUSIONS

1. The heads of non-relief households had completed more
grades of school then had the heads of relief houssholdse Over fifty
per cent of both groups, however, had not gone beyond the eighth grade.

‘2. e heads of open country households had not completed as

many grades of school s had the heads of village households, tut in
both the open country and the villages the heads of non-relief house-
holde, hsd completed more grades than had the hesds of relief households.

B The younger heads of houssholds had completed more grades
than hed the older heads., The non-relief heads in esch age group,
m, had completed more grades thon had the relief heads in the
Bame age group.

4. There was very little difference in the smount of
educetion thet the msle and female heads of households had had, but
both male and femele heeds of non-relief households had had more
education than the heads of relief householdse

. 5. As the size of the household increased the extent of
education of the heed decressed, Fithin each group the non-relief
mmmmnmmmwermwm.

6. Although within specific occupations there wes little
difference between the extent of education of the non-relief and relief
groups, there was & distinct tendency for the groupe who were better

sducated to remsin off the relief rolls.
7. The wives of the hesds of non-relief households had

completed more grades of school then had the wives of the hesds of
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relief households in every age group, This wes true for both the
open country and the village as well es for the total group.

8. mothorperamamtmyeareofmaromm
mmtha&oolmedividedintoagemupa,andbym In
every age group and in both sexes the members of non-relief house-
holds had completed more grades then had the members of relief
households, '

9. The persons sixteen years of age or over from non-
relief households who were still in school had completed more grades
than had the corresponding group from relief households.

Conclusions
This study has shomn that the hesds aend other members of
non-relief households in six South Dekota counties have had more
educstion, as measured by the last grade of school completed, then
have the heads and other members of relief households in the same
six counties, If this is teken 28 representative ot?ll the rural
sections of South Dakota it seems to indicate tl}s:t:.l/co:neatim is one
of the factors shich hes helped to place households on the relief rolls.™
Everyone will agree thet at least & minioum amount of
education is necessary for successful participation in contemporary
American life., Since this is truec and since we have found that the
members of relief households have less education than the members of
non-relief households it seems to me that educstion is one of the very
vital points to be considered in making any plans for the rehabilitstion

of rellef familiecs or for helping to prevent the recurrence of such

wide spresd need for relief,

* See footnote on page 32.
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Tt does not scem that the present system of education is

adequate for the demands of our rurcl life. Education does not

necessarily meen formal schooling beyond minimum essentials, but
1tahou1dnaet.thenedaofmalpeoplctoa mmmm

1t does today, The present system of eduestion in South Dakots

should be 80 revised that 1tl would provides (1)‘ adequate preparation

for the every dey problems of rural life; and (2) schools aveilable
wmpermammazu&snthatmmmme;p.m“
lmcwmmaamwmummtlmu

far as desired,
g It should not be concluded, however, thut the lack of educttion
slone will be responsible for & household!s needing rclief. There are meny
other factors which czn be shown to have & relatiomship to the relief status
of households in rursl zrease The fact that in the rural sreus of South
Dakota the members of houssholds receiving relief have less education then
do the members of lzous;holds which have not received relief may be not so mich
an indicution that educution is the fuector which keeps these househclds off
relief as 1t is that the personality traits and the better economic conditions
which %eep peorzle in school mey be the very traits und conditions which are
& lurge fuctor in praventing the need for relief. There seems to be evidence
to support this in the fuct thit there is a fairly large number of those who
Have had high school and college training who have been receiving reiief. “!‘h:ls
would indicste perhaps that better economic conditions are the basic fuctor
in sreventing the need for x;elief 48 well as providing for & better educ:tion.

In order to show tn wshat extent the educationsl fuctor was re-

sronsible for the relief atztus of the households it would be necessary to
measure both the iy e of sducstion which had been received und the personzlity
truits of the individuals concerned, but this =us beyond the scope of the pro=
sent study. It‘night have been possible to show more exsctly the effects of

education upon reliel status if each of the various fectors affecting the

|

relief status had been exsmined znd correlated with it while the remaining
factors were being held constant, but this 1s an intricste problem of multiple

correlation anslysise




TABLE III, HEADS OF HOUSEHULDE IR SIX SOUTH DAKOTA COUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY
BESIDENCE, EELIEF STATUS, AGE, /ND LAST GRADE IN SCHOOL COMPLETED

nasid;uce, Last grude in school completed :
age of heed,
and X'Oliet T : Under i Hine %o mimﬁn" W
sietus el eight e eleven Teslve fifteen or more
_ Number
Total
Hon-relief -
Under 38 11581 128 450 200 204 35 78
25 - 54 2867 807 1254 S01 213 157 126
85 & over 1898 842 843 183 a9z 82 74
Relief '
Under 355 1510 33 | 788 218 140 28 8
55 - 54 2002 9858 1558 275 108 57 18
58 & over 1472 548 717 1ie 58 26 17
Open country
Honerelief
Under 25 556 a0 204 856 84 17 18
35 - 54 1480 408 750 28 50 39 20
58 & over 897 242 411 82 B0 14 17
Relief
Under 25 113 254 811 81 a8 15 2
35 - 54 2480 808 12 297 75 44 i0
58 & over 1047 31 507 83 34 13 18
Village
Non-relief
- Under 586 535 4% 156 11é 140 78 8z
85 - 54 1387 1989 524 277 183 118 1086
55 & over 1001 8500 432 101 63 45 57
felief
Under 35 279 77 174 82 52 20 4
35 - 54 682 182 ze2 78 3 § 18 8
68 & over 428 162 210 27 18 13




TABL: IV_, fiE.ADb OF HOUSEHOLDS IN SIX SCUTE DAROTA CUUNTIES CLASUIFIED BY
RESIDENCE, AGE, RELIEF STATUS, AND LAST GRADE IN SCHOOL COMPLETED

and E er : Hine to Thirteen~ Sixteen
relief ststus Total eight Eight eleven . Twelve fifteen or zore
Humbsyr
Total
Under 86
lionereglief 1151 123 4560 201 204 25 78
Rellef 1510 851 785 b2 B4 140 85 8
5 - B4
Bonerelief 2887 07 1254 10 as 187 126
A Relief 5002 385 1553 75 108 R 18
4 55 and over
4 Ron-gelief 1898 643 B4% 188 95 62 74
Relief 1472 543 717 118 5% 26 17
Ef' Open country
e Under 35
I Honmreliel 556 80 294 85 64 17 16
i Relief 125 254 611 181 88 15 2
e £5 - 54 _
- Nonerelief 1480 408 7%0 228 50 29 20
".- Relief 2460 803 1281 297 76 W4 10
i &5 and over
i Noen=-pelief 897 543 411 82 20 14 17
i Relief 1047 591 507 83 %4 1% 13
’ Village
I Under 28
Noneraliel B85S 43 156 116 140 78 [+
- Belief 279 77 174 52 52 20 4
5 - 54
Hon-reliefl 1287 139 524 277 183 118 106
Kalief 682 182 822 78 31 15 5]
58 and over
Honerelief 1001 800 452 01 83 48 57
Belief 425 152 210 27 19 13 4




TABLE IV.A, HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS IN SIX SOUTH DAKOTA COUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY
RESIDENCE, AGE, RELIEF STATUS, AND LAST GRADE IN SCHOOL COMPLETED

-l'rn.tdnnoc,
age n’m' Last grade in school completed
Under Hine to Thirteen- Sixtesn
relief status Total elgnt Bght o ven | SWelve sigy
Per cent
Total
Under &5
Honerelief 100,0 10.7 29,1 17.5 17.7 8.2 8.8
Rolief 100.0 21.9 52,0 14,1 9.3 a3 Ced
55 - 54 .
lonwrelief 100,0 1.2 43.7 17.8 7e4 5.5 d.4
Relief 10040 51.9 50,2 12,1 Ted 1.9 0.8
55 and over = .
Ronw-ralief 100,0 §2.9 4444 3.8 4.9 33 2.9
&u.f 100.0 3809 ‘807 7‘3 5" 1.' 1.1
Open country
Under 36
Nonerellef 100.0 14.4 5249 15.3 11.5 3.0 29
BRellef 100.0 22.5 54.C 14,2 7.8 1.5 0.2
25 - 54 '
Hon-reliefl 100.0 27.6 43.4 15,7 S.4 2.8 1.8
BRolief 100.0 32,8 50.1 12,1 3.0 1.8 0.4
55 and over
Nonereliel 100.0 8.2 45.8 9.2 8.8 1.6 1.9
Relief 1000 373 48.4 8.5 3.2 1.2 1.8
Village
Under 38
Hon-yrelief 1000 7«2 28.2 19.6 25.8 1%.1 10.4
35 - B4
None-relief 10040 14.3 57.6 20.0 11.8 BeS 7«8
Kelief 100.0 28.8 S1.0 12.8 4.9 2.1 1.0
55 and over
Honereliefl 1000 30.0 4%.1 10.2 B8 4.8 5.7

Relief 100,0 55,8 49.4 6.4 4,5 2,0 0.9

4
ke
b
B
|



TABLE VIL, ‘HEADS OF HOUSKHOLDS IN SIX SOUTH DAKOTA COUNTLES CLASUIFIRED BY
RESIDENCE, RELIEF STATUS, SIZE OF HOUSEHOLD, ARD LAST CRADE OF ECHOOL

COMPLETED
B e e e e et e e e e ot e b =y o4
becidence, size Last grade of school completed
of household, !
and Under . Hine to. Thirteen- Sixteen
relief status _ Total  gigng  PEht groven  T*elV®  mipeen or more
Buzbey
Total
Ronerelief
1-~-8 221 7ns 1582 450 820 197 177
4 -8 2228 431 298 78 188 102 90
7 or more 472 187 ‘189 86 24 15 n
Relief
1-3 2257 642 1228 260 152 57 20
4 -8 2885 779 1371 50 120 49 18
7 or more 1032 4327 459 24 27 12 3
Open country
Honwrelief
1-5 1488 &7l 884 189 89 48 34
4 -8 1187 254 618 180 42 b § 17
7 or more 828 126 138 41 13 5 2
Relief
1~-38 1677 478 877 189 86 28 12
4 -6 2121 616 1098 B4 838 34 1
7 or more 840 856 879 74 19 10 2
Village
Non-relief
1-58 1798 244 678 251 231 181 143
4 -6 . 1036 157 3832 218 124 81 78
7 or more 149 41 51 25 11 12 a
Relief
1~-8 6880 187 %48 7 57 29 8
4 -6 564 188 276 é6 37 15 13
7 or nore 192 81 80 20 8 2 i




TABLE VIL.As HEADS OF HUUSEHOLDS IN SIX SOUTH DAKOTA COUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY
RESIDENCE, RELIEF STATUS, SIZE OF HOUSEHOLD, AND LAST GRADE OF SCHOOL

COMPLETED
Residence, size
o housuliadd Last grade of school completed
and Under Hine to Thirteen- Sixteen
relief status Total eight Eight  rgven ' T"Y®  pifteen or more
Per cent
Total
Honmrolief
‘ - 8 100.0 2201 44.8 1700 7.5 ‘06 4.0
7 or more 100.0 Z5.4 40.0 14.0 5.1 5.2 2.5
Relief
1 -3 1000 27.5 82,0 11,0 8.5 244 0.8
4 - 6 100\.0 29.0 51-1 1300 4.5 1.8 0.6
7 or more 1600 42.5 44,5 9.1 2.3 1'2 0.8
Open countyy
; Ronerelief
2 1 - 8 100.0 26-1 ‘8.1 1400 6.2 8-2 20‘
i 4 - 3 100.0 2801 51.7 13.5 TeS loa M
i 7 or more 1000 53,0 42.8 12,7 4.0 0.2 0.6
Relief s
1-3 100.0 .4 52,5 118 546 1.7 Ce?
‘ - 5 lm.O 29.1 51.5 15.‘ 5.9 1.8 0.5
E Village
Honwrelief '
‘ - 6 100.0 15.2 57-0 21.0 12.0 7.8 700
b 7 or more 10040 2745 5442 18.8 7.4 8.1 8.0
b Relief
i 1 -2 100,0 24.5 51.2 10.4 8.4 4.3 1.2
4 -8 1000 £8.9 49,3 11.7 8.6 2.8 0.9




TABLE VIII1., HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS IN SIX SOUTH DaXOTA COUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY
RESIDENCE, RELIEF STATUS, SILE OF HOUSEROLD, ARD
COMPLETED

55T GRADE OF SCHOOL

-

Residence, size

Last grade of school completed

s - Und Hine to Thirteen- Sixteen
and or - e :
relief status - eight Eight  reven Twelve fifteen or more
Kuzber
Total
1.3 persons
Honwrelief 4w | 716 1262 450 320 197 177
Relief 2357 843 1228 260 152 87 20
4568 persons
Non-relief 2928 431 996 578 188 102 20
Relief 2685 778 1271 580 120 49 18
7 or more persons
Non=yrelief 472 167 189 86 24 15 11
Eelief 1082 437 483 234 o7 12 8
Open eountry
1-3 persons
Nonereliel 1423 271 654 139 a9 48 54
Keliefr 1877 . 478 877 189 95 28 12
4-8 persons
Hon-reliefl 1187 37 613 160 42 21 17
Rellief 221 616 1093 284 Bz 84 11
7 ormore persons
Honerelief 223 128 158 41 13 3 2
Relief 840 356 373 74 18 10 2
Village
1-3 persons
Honerelief 1798 B44 878 281 £51 151 148
Kglief 880 167 348 71 57 29 g
4~8 persons
Nopwreliel 1086 157 285 s 124 81 78
Rellief 564 163 278 8e 7 185 5
7 ar mre SONnS
lon»regi.:f 149 4 51 25 1n 12 9
Relief 192 81 80 20 8 2 1




TABLE VIII.A. HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS I8 SIX

RESIDMNCE, RELIEF STATUS,

SOUTH DAKOTA COUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY
SIZE OF HOUSEHOLD, AHD LAST GRADE OF SCHOOL

COMPLETED
Residence, ai — S—
of household A _ Last grede of school sompleted
and . : T Under E Hine to ‘ Thirteen- Sixteen
relief statms "7 g M o " Twilw e or mve
Per cent
Total
1=5 persons
HNonwrelief 100,0 2Le2 42,5 14,0 Je9 Sl L
Holier 100,0 275 §52.0 11.0 845 2.4 0.8
4~8 persons
Honwprelief 1000 22,1 44.8 17.0 75 4.6 4.0
B.li.f 100.0 28,0 51.1 13.9 4.5 1.8 0.6
7 armore persons
Nonwrelief 1000 554 4G.0 14,0 Sel 8.2 2ed
Helief 100,0 42,2 44,5 9.1 2.6 1.2 0.8
Open country
1-3 persons -
Muﬂf 100,0 . 28,1 “vl ulo 6.2 5.2 2.4
Reljef 100,0 28.4 52,8 11,2 5.6 1.7 Oe
4-6 persons
Honerelie! 100.0 2Bl 51e7 13.5 3¢5 1.8 1.4
7 ormare persons
Mlief 100.0 59.0 42.8 12—.7 4.0 00’ 608
follel 106,.C 42.4 45.1 8.8 Rl 1.2 Ce2
Village
1-3 persoas
Nonerelief 100,0 13.1 27.7 14,0 12.8 8.4 8.0
Relter 100,0 24.5 51,2 1044 8.4 4,3 1.2
4~8 persons
Honereliel 1000 15.8 §7.0 21.0 12.0 T3 7.0
Beliaf 100,0 28.8 48,3 11.7 6.8 2.8 0e3
7 or mare persons
Nwmlief 100-0 2705 Zie8 1'5.8 7.4 801 6.0
ﬁouef 100.0 4202 41.7 10.4 ‘02 1.0 0.5




TABLE IX, HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS IN SIX SOUTH DAKOTA COUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY
QCCUPATION, KELIEF STATUS, AND LAST GRADE OF SCHOOL COBPLETED

0 tion S o
ceups
of the hesd — e e
and T Under - to rieen-
otal elght Eight e Twelve .7, =
' Huaber '
Farm omers ,
Nonerelief 18756 845 862 242 84 50 4
Relisf 1986 875 888 2458 74 41 15
Farm tenants ' _
Honereliel 802 162 458 23 %8 19 5
Relief 2447 709 1328 85 114 28 5
Fara laborers
Hon-reliefl a7 n 57 7 10 b § b |
Relier 36 2 55 12 2 - =
Professionsl )
Nonwrelief 08 2 16 19 20 n 180
Relief a 1l 5 3 2 7 5
Proprietors,
managers and
officials
Hon~-rollefl 286 124 582 190 156 93 4
helief 115 25 58 13 1 3 2
Clerks and
kxindred woriers
Honwreliefl 442 b 136 115 23 50 12
Holief 77 3 ka4 ie 11 9 1
Skilled and
senieskilled
Honereiief 529 a5 248 107 49 25 7
Helier 195 84 107 29 18 8 1
Unskilled
Honwrelief 534 90 160 55 22 g 1
Relief 225 68 1 a 3 6 -
ot geinfully
Honerelief s51  17€ 241 8 40 13 L
Relief g8z M1 469 1G4 50 18 10




TABLE IX,A. [EADS OF HOUSEHOLDS IN SIX SOUTH DAKOTA COUNIILS CLASSIFIED BY
OCCUPATION, RELISF STATUS, AND LAST GRADE OF SCHOOL COMPLETED

Occupation of Last grade of school completed
the head and Und i
Totey  vnder ine to Thirteen— Sixteen
rellefl astatus Otf*‘l elght Tight sleven Tuelve fifteen or more
Per cent
Honerelief 1000 T45 ’ 45.4 12,9 . 4.5 1.8 p #%
Relief ! 100,0 24,9 45.8 12.8 .8 2.1 U8
Farm tenzants .
Relief 1000 20,0 54,3 10.7 4.7 1.1 A Gel
Fara laborsrs
Honereliafl 1060 12.6 8545 B0 11,8 1.2 1.2
Relief 1000 28.1 59.3 12,5 23 s -
Professional
Non-reliefl 100,0 0.8 5.2 Be2 845 23.0 58,5
Relief 1000 4.7 14,8 14,2 S5 o, 7. 20.8
Proprictors,
menagers snd
officiale .
Hon-relief 100,0 12.8 8.8 18.% 15.8 9.3 4.2
“naf ].C0.0 2107 46.1 11.5 18.5 2.‘ 1.’
Clerks and
kindred worlkers
lonwreliel 100,0 8.8 £0.6 5.8 21,0 1l.5 27
fellef 1000 11.7 40,2 20.8 14,5 11.7 1.3
Skilled and
Semi-skilled
Nonwrelief 1000 18,0 46.9 20.2 549 4.7 1.5
Rellef 100.,0 17.4 54,9 14.9 9.2 3.1 0,6
Unskilled
Honerelief 100,0 26,9 47.2 16,5 8.8 1.8 0.3
R‘ucf lwoo 50.2 55.8 9'5 4.0 207 s o
ot gainfully
employed
Nonepreliefl 100,0 I240 48,7 123 7.2 f.d 13

Belief 100.0 8Z.3 48.8 10.8 Se2 1.9 1.0




TABLE l. WIVES OF THE HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS IN SIX SOUTH DAKOTA COURTIES CLASSIFIED
BY KESIDuGCE, aAG:, RELIEF STATUS, AND LAST GRADE OF SCHOOL COMPLETED

—— —— —— — r——— ]
Residence, Le d ; 5
Son oF ‘abies — 18t grade of school ecompleted |
of heads and T er . Mine to Thirteen~ Sixteon
otal elght Eight el . Twalve P04 e
Husber
Total
Undexr 58
Ronerelief 1498 87 587 261 a2 208 80
Reliel 2016 278 818 388 581 140 10
55 - 54 :
Bonereliel 28 433 828 586 284 1839 87
Helief 2516 od¥ 1145 89 208 103 28
85 and over : :
Renerelief Bl6 262 350 105 51 50 i8
Relief 812 130 2008 64 45 11 8
- Open ecountry
Under 25
fion-reliel 654 3 240 123 141 89 13
Relief 1545 210 847 291 278 112 7
35 -« 54 !
Non-rellef 1189 283 545 187 95 59 20
Rolier 2050 512 348 282 164 84 20
56 and over :
NHonwrolief 288 128 189 L5 15 v 9 -]
Rellef 424 135 208 %0 =6 ¢ v 9 g
Village V’@
Under 35
Noneprelief T89S 34 147 133 41 137 47
Belier 470 63 171 97 103 28 z
55 - B4
Non-reliel 1053 150 SEL 209 168 150 a7
Relief 468 15 197 T? za 19 g
556 and over
Nonerelief 428 1%8 161 57 58 2 15
Rellef 172 58 a8 24 9 2 —




TABLE XA WIVES OF THE HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS IN SIX SOUTH DAXGT: C.UNTIES CLASSIFIED
BY HiSIDENCE, AGE, HELIEF STATUS, AHD LAST GHADE OF SCHOOL COMPLETED

Lest of school completed

of heads snd Under Kine to Thirteen- Sixtesn
relief stotug Total  oignp Bleht  Goven T™1VE aimteen or more
Per cent
Total
Under 3b : ,
Hon-relief 100,0 7.0 . 278 18.7 £7.4 14,8 4.5
Reliaf 100,0 15,8 40,8 19,3 18,8 8.8 - 0.5
35 - 54
Nonerelicl 100.0 18.8 9.0 17 .8 11.8 8.4 2.0
m‘f 100.0 :E 45.5 1": .H 801 4 -1 0-9
55 and over :
Honerelief 1000 52.1 42,9 129 8.2 B.7 P2
Open eountry
Under 35
Nonerelief 100,0 a0 8.7 13.8 21,5 10.8 L0
55 - 54
Nonereliefl 1000 £3.8 45.8 15.7 8,0 8.0 9
Rel’-Ef 100.0 .:’:5.0 45.? 15.7 8-0 ‘-.1 1.0
55 and over
Hoperelief 1000 8245 48,7 17.4 8.5 2.3 OB
Relief 100,0 n.x A7 .9 Q.2 8.2 L1 1.4
Village
Under 25
nob‘nllef 100.0 4.6 13-3 18-C 3:?-6 Iﬂo" 60‘
25 - B4
fonereliefl 106,0 1447 Lie? 15.8 0 12.3 4.5
Relief 100.0 8.1 42,5 18.5 5 ed 4, Nab
58 snd over
Ron-reliefl 100,0 k3 ! 7.6 188 ) 4,3 P




OF SCHOCL CUMPLETRD

TABLE XI, PERSUNS* SIXTEEN YEARS OF AGE OR OVER NOT IN SCHJOL IN SIx SoUTH
DAKOTA CUUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY KESIDENCE, AGE, RELIGF STATUS, AND LAST GRADE

mmand » Logt grade of school eompleted
S Under Hine to ~ Thirteen- Sixteen
v «
::z);ga L g Tem oleven  "®1V®  rtcteen or more
Humber
Total
16-24 yoors :
Honereliefl 7108 3 779 284 668 282 - 28
Relief 2865 287 1278 410 847 188 &
2834 yoors
; Nonerelief asz 23 TER 10% 127 141 70
Y Relief 70! 154 519 2% 84 87 15
X 55 yeers or
over
Honerelief 1024 502 480 107 78 58 21
Relief 881 w60 &78 &7 PR 18 2
. Open country
18-24 yeurs
Nomepreliefl 1587 62 a70 182 0% 150 11
Relief 2350 200 12387 ZB2 476 140 5
£8-54 .
Honerelisl 617 T4 238 80 76 66 34
Relief 557 117 258 82 86 - 51 10
35 years or
over '
Honerelief (53 §.3 208 301 51 5 22 8
Relief 580 714 e53 2 1€ 14 1
Village
16-K4 yeuars _ . x
Non-relief 758 23 103 102 .?os 122 27
Heliefl 518 BT 141 78 211 28 -
Elmld yerrs y
lon-relief 358 4.3 85 4% a3 75 56
Relief 115 17 83 15 23 18 5
38 yesrs or
Owr % & 3
Bonerelicfl 409 o9 152 1] !'8 4 1%
Relief 151 52 75 10 3 4 1

# Other then househeold heads and thelr wlves,



TABLE XIA. PERSUNS® SIXTEEN YZ4RS OF AGE OR OVER NOT IN SCHOOL IN 81X SOUTH
DAKOTA COUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY KESLDENCE, 4GE, RELIEF STATUS, AND LAST Gi4DE
OF SCHOOL COMPLETED ,

R T S e S e TR s S s = —

Residence, : Last grede of school completed
age, and Under filne to Thirteen. Sixteen
m ' Total eight Rt eleven Twelve fifteen or more
Per cent
Total
1624 .
Nonerelief 100.,0 4.3 26.9 18,5 Zl.8 11,2 1.8
WQf 100.0 9.0 48 = 14 03 PE 8 5.8 Da %
Lhmid
Nom-relief  100,0 10.4  37.1 1449 1745 14,8 7 o8
Relief 100,0 19,1 45,5 ° 11,8 12.0 Jeb - % §
&5 years or
m . .
Honerelief 106,0 23.5 44 43 10.4 7.6 B85 o
Relief 100,0 3.0 48.2 8.2 A 4 248 C.3
~ Open country
1674 yesrs
.Mlia‘ 1000 4,8 49,4 154 e P B8 0.8
Helief 100.0 Beb 528 14,1 13,8 B0 N2
£H=34 years "
Nonerellief 100.0 12.0 48,7 130 12.1 10,7 55
Relief 100,0 19.9 48,7 11.8 Jedh 8.7 1,7
&b years or
over
Honereliefl 1000 5540 42,9 BoZ 4.2 B8 1.8
Rellef 100,0 40,4 47 .8 8.0 5.0 Feb Q.2
Village
16~-24 years
um.mief 160.0 t'- .8 1"; .:".? 15 .6 48.5 15 .2 : .B
3011»01' 100.0 11.1 27.4 15.1 41.0 5*4 ——
2iwd4 yours
Nonerelief 100.0 Ted 18.% 1728 27 o5 P2e8 10.7
Reliefl 100,0 14,8 78 o8 130 8.2 B 4,3
&5 years or :
over
Rellef 100,0 Shed 43.7 6.8 8.0 248 Na7

# Other than household heeds and their vives.



TABLE XII, FERSONS* SIATEEN YEARS OF AGE GR UVER HOT IN SCHOOL IN SIX SOUTH DAKOTA
COUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY RESIDENCE, SEX, RELILF STATUS, AND LAST GRADE OF SCHOOL

CUMPLETED :
Residence, @ Lest grade of school
sex, and Under Nine to Thirtcen- Sixteen
stat:: Total  gant Elpght cleven 1"e1V®  sipmreen  or more
Number
Total
lale
Honwrelief 254 298¢ 378 296 454 148 56
Relief 2815 489 133z 247 82 E7 8
Female :
Ron-rellief 1845 153 8z1 219 430 503 &
Relief 1841 g BE6 189 L 4 188 14
Open country
Mzle
Honepelief 15%8 216 8or 18’? 240 7€ 21
Reliefl 2161 547 238 ot 58 9 8
Pemale
Konerelief 1058 2 453 126 1886 148 zg
Relief 1312 i8¢ 544 154 252 186 b £9)
Villsge
lizle s
Honerelief 718 B 174 109 £44 76 25
Relief 454 a0 158 688 188 14 2
Female = ' -
Hon-relief 782 78 18z 98 s 1A 158 4 )
Relief 529 47 22 ZE 171 9] 4

% QOther then h useheld hesds und their nives.



TABLE XIIA, PERSNS* SIXTELN YRAKS OF 4GE OR OVER NOT IN BCHEOOL IN SIX SOUTH
DAKOTA COUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY KEGIDERCE, SEX, RELILF STATUS, ARD LAST GHADE
OF SCHOOL GUNPLETED

Residence, Last grade of scheool completed
sex, and Und
er Nine to Thirteenw Sixteen
::i‘i:: Total o3eng Fleht eleven twelve fifteen or more
Per cent
Total
Kale
Non-relief 100,0 13.1 435.85 15.1 21.5 85 2.5
Helief 1000 16,3 58,58 1%.3 14.8 2.2 0.5
Female :
Honerellef 100,0 10,58 2.7 11.9 PBeB 18,4 £.9
Relief 1000 14.2 8.8 11.56 20 1l.9 Ned
Open country
Mele
Nonerelief 100,0 14,1 52,2 12.2 15,6 4,5 1.4
Helief 100.0 16,1 7.1 1.9 11,6 1.8 C.B
Female
Non-relief 10C,.0 11.8 43,6 11,9 15,9 14,0 Yel
B‘lief 1&.0 1.4 .? 41.5 11.? 19-;1 13..5 ‘:108
Village
Male
Non-relief 100.0 11} 24.2 15.2 540 10,6 403
Relief 10040 17.8 54,8 16,0 s 4,0 ok
Female
Hon-reliefl 1000 98 205 11.8 38,8 15,8 Hel
Ralief 100.1" 14.5 98.0 10;8 m =el 1.2

# Other than household heads and thelr wivea,



PABLE XI1I. PERSONS® CIATEREN YLARS OF oGE UK OVLR IN SCHOOL IH 5124 SOUTH DAKOTA
COUNTIES CLASCIFIED BY RiSILRNCE, SEX, RELILF STATUS, AND LAST GILADE OF SCHOOL

COMPLETED
S —— ———— o e
Residence, Lagt grade of school completed
sex, and Under Hine to Thi
ricen- oSixteen
::it:: : Total . qgnt EiEBt  oven THRIV® sipreen  or more
Ruwmber
Total
Hale _
Hon-relief 455 7 2 257 &7 #4 1z
Relief 452 33 58 prie T [ 34 - 1
Female
Non-relief 481 5 16 €27 84 52 %
Relief be0 3 48 B4 80 =0 ¥
Open country
Hale
Hon—relief 194 2 20 118 74 29 bt
Relief 38 <& 48 21 &9 10 —
Female
Honerelief 233 & 11 167 28 21 B
Relioef B8 7 B9 274 Sl 17 —en
Village
Hale
None—ralief 281 4 g8 14¢ 48 86 9
Relief 117 8 8 83 z 4 1
Femsle
Hon-relief 28 pia g 154 433 31 7
Relief 122 1 7 ac 12 g 2

# Other then household hesds snd thelir oives,



TABLE XIXIA, PERSONS® SIXTEEN YEARS OF AGE OR OVER IE SCHUOL IN 51X SOUTH Da£0T4
COUNTIES CLASSIFIED BY RESIDEHCE, OEX, LELI-F STATUS, AND LAST GRADE OF SCHOOL

CUMPLETED
Residence, Last grade of school completed
sex, and U
reld nder Hine to Thirteene Sixteen
e Total ocight Elght oleven T‘wel're - fifteen or more
atatus )
Per cent
Total
Hale - :
Muef 1&.0 p T 6.2 58,5 4.7 1805 308
Reliefl 100,0 TeB 12,4 65.5 11.5 Zel De?
Female
Non-relief 100.,0 1.1 8.5 84,4 18,2 ;i B 18
Reliet 100.0 1.5 803 7-"'.0 15."$ ?. ;)o‘ﬂ.
Upen couniry
Mele
Bon-reiief 1000 1.5 10.3% 53,3 12.4 15.0 18
Relief 10C,0 TS 14.% o 11.6 30 e
Female
Non-relief 100.0 - 4.7 7C0 18,0 B0 e
Relief lm.o 1.8 9.3 85.8 113. :’ 4_.3 -—
Village
Hale
Hm—"liet lmos 1-5 3ol 5404 18.5 ?101 Ted
Rau@f 100.0 808 8.8 71.0 1l.1 Zed CeB
Fenale
Non-relief 1000 0.9 2.2 58.8 2145 8.6 Zel
Relief 100.0 0.8 57 75.8 15:8 fed 1.6

. Other than houschold heads =nd their wives,
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Rural Population Mobility

L (1) Name of head of household ........ 0. ... . .. .. i iiiinnrennn
R R T e [P IRPAR AP | e e S I R e s 3

II. Place of residence:
EPEStateR .o o - o sk (2) County.............. (B) Villages . 508 . o
(4) If not living within the limits of any village, check (x) here ( )

1. Did this household receive any public reliet:
(1) Durirng 19337 Yes ( ) No ( ) Not ascertainable ( )
(2) During 1934? Yes ( ) No ( ) Not ascertainable ( )

(3) Moath of last relief during 1934 ... . . ... . ... .. .. .. ... ...,



IV. Members of Household and All Living Children of Head of Household

T
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BB e e IR s e e
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23

24
25
26
27 |
28
.' Code

29
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31
32
33 |

b ¢ Household and All Living ! (1)
ARETR f%‘hﬁ‘;;?negg g{ead of Household -
4 e e AR rea . L Sy el
Relationship to head ‘Head

=

(2)

3)

-

=o|oo~1¢>cnu>oaw»-a]

: |

1

| If employed: Occupation

W as person attending school? (yes or No)
! Last year of school completed

: Age

"~ Answer For All Persons 16 Years Old or Over

(5)

(6)

)

(8)

(9):

Schedule No.. . ....: ..

(11)

z)

(138)

(14)

Sex (M. or F.

Color or race and nativity

Marital status (S.. M., Wid., Sep., Div.) ;

Age at first marriage

Residence: Longest continuous: This county%
This State. . "

Total: This county

This State

Place where reared: Place (specify)

County (specify )‘

e S

State or county: (specify)

S

e

Number of years at that place

Number of years spent on farm, age 8 to 16

Industry
Code

not employed, or employed a* work relief :
Month and year last regular employ-
ment ended

Last regular employment: Occupation

Industry

Code

Residence Jan. 1, 1929: Place (specify) .

o [

County (specify)

State or county (specify)

Was person employed Jan. 1, 1929? (Yes or Np

Ocecupation

Industry

Was person in this household Jan. 1,
1935?, (Yes or No)

— .

If “No”:
Residence Jan. 1, 1935: Place (specify)

County (specify)

State or county (specify)

.........

If child has ever left home, give age at leaving'

......




V Remdence Hlscozy of Head of Fam11

January J o 1928 to date of Survey.

A istory of Family, January 1 192.8 to Date of Surve:

riid momi 7 -

SI‘PI;‘LEMP \!'I‘ .\RY OCCUI‘ AT‘]ON

F FARM: OPERATOR

= - : ‘!“ =S Tl = SO S
Bfonth and ! ’ 1t |
Month and Code Open
Yeoar ‘Moved (Do not Place Coun- County Qt'tte or Country
Moved to Away wTite (Specify) try (Specify) + (Specify)
T'his Place From in this Check
This Place |jcolumn) . |
1
1) ?) (A) 3) 1) (5) (6)
=== e N R I AR O O A ..
i
)
T
1
|
| }
2 i
| * :
| j ;
) ! :
H i i
I : ?
[ )
1
! {
| |
: L - sl bl I
CODE: / B i G H
|

MAIN QCCI 'PATION |
t ! =
| Code L Code umber RN T
: onshe
Occupation Industry (Do Inot Occupation PR (\:3‘11':" Agres 'fg nl,aonl(n(')'r:}‘
lx‘xv rtttxfs in this perated
column) column)
(3) «) [ (C) (5) () (D) [ (8)
| i 2
- | I + =
| 1 i
! d
|
i t
[ | j !
o . . : !
' | |
3
’ | ;
' »
|
4 4
' |
| | |
| | ]
1 ] |
' J i . b
‘ I
1
I" ‘ ! iy
eroe ! i
9
i :
i i .’
4 | [
t
|
1 ! | o I
"t
i |
t
i e resarened
| | Rk .
1l !
-~ ] o . eesearesereet
- i o |
i L M N 0 P Q R
Schedule completed ..............,. e . . S S
(Month) (Day) (Year)

(Signature of parson filling out schedule)
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