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SUMMARY

The industrial development of a rural area affects sources of
income and the ways of living of rural families. To provide infor-
mation on such a situation in the South, a study! was made of rurai
levels of living and consumption patterns in 1945 in two Mississippi
counties where industrialization was increasing. Three main
purposes of the study reported in this publication are: (1) To
describe the levels of living of the rural consumer units in the two
counties; (2) to compare the levels of living of farm and rural non-
farm consumer units; and (3} to appraise the use of a “gplit”
schedule in an enumerative survey. The first two purposes are
discussed in part 1 of this report, detailed data being presented
in tables 1 to 44, and the third purpose is discussed in part 2. A
description of the methodology is given in appendix A, which in-
cludes tables 45 to 53.

In discussing the levels of living, indicators are used, since the
final product of family living, that is, the satisfaction of wants or
some other family goal, cannot be measured. Indicators include
such inputs in family living as current expendifures, home-pro-
duced food, housing facilities, and durable goods owned, They
can tell mueh about the level of living in spite of the fact that
some families make more efficient use of their inputs than others
do. Another indicator used in this study is the average dietary
level attained by the group during a summer week in relation to
the recommended dietary allowances of the National Research
Council.

The level of living of the rural consumer units in Lee and Jones
Counties, Miss,, is partly shown by the fact that expenditures for
family living averaged $1,200 for a family size of about four per-
sons in 1945, and other outlays of the family (gifts and welfare,
taxes on personal property and income, and poll taxes) amounted to
about another $100. The average cash family income was $1,600.
The halance of the family money, about $300, was used to inerease
the asset position. Savings in the form of cash on hand and bank
deposits were low, averaging about §40, but the net increase in
U. 8. Government war bonds purchased during the year averaged
about $250.

' The survey on which this report is based was planned, the schedules
designed, and the field work executed under the direction of Margaret G. Reid,
former Head of the Family Economies Division (now with the University of
IHinois), in cooperation with Dorothy Dickins of the Mississippi Agrieultural
Experiment Station. All sample data presented in this report were com-
puted under the supervision of Elizabeth Davenport. The material on the
nutritive value of the diets was prepared by Faith Clark, Ennis Blake, and
Lillian Fincher, Marsha Froeder assisted throughout preparation of this
publication.



2 RURAL LEVELS OF LIVING

About a third of the rural consumer units in the two counties had
net cash family income between $1,000 and $2,000; more than a
third had less cash income; and less than a third had from $2,000
to $5,000. Industrial employment was an important source of
income to many of these people. Over half of the average family
income came from wages and salaries.

Food produced at home and used during the year was an im-
portant noncash consumption item. When valued at average prices
farmers received in Mississippi that year for similar products, the
average value was about $275.

The houses of these rural people averaged about 4.5 rooms. Only
a third of the consumer units had running water in the house. Less
than a tenth had power washing machines, and less than a third
had mechanical refrigerators. Radios were relatively common,
with radios in usable condition in about three-fourths of the houses.

Eighty percent or more of the rural consumer units in-the two
counties, a3 measured by the nutritive value of food used during a
week in the summer of 1946, met the recommended allowances of
the National Research Council for six out of nine of the dietary
essentialg considered. For the other. three nutrients, about 70
percent of the consumer units had food available for consumption
that met the recommended zallowances.

Farm and rural nonfarm families are known to have different
consumption patterns, but in comparing their levels of living,
there is increasing evidence that further eclassification of farm
families would yield more homogeneous consumption patterns.
Furthermore, the number of families living on farms, producing
for their own use but selling little or no farm produce, has increased
along with the spread of industrialization to rural areas.

A contribution of this study is the subdivision of the farm con-
sumer units into two groups: (1) Farm consumer units selling at
least $200 worth of farm products (half of the rural units), and
(2) farm consumer units with little or no sales of farm produets
{more than a fourth of the rural units). The rural nonfarm
consumer units were less than a fourth of all the rural units.

Based on the available indicators, the rural nonfarm consumer
units appear to have higher levels of living than the farm consumer
units. Of the farm consumer units, these selling little or no farm
produce appear to have higher levels of living than those selling
at least $200 worth of produce. In diet quality during a summer
week, however, the farm consumer units selling little or no farm
produce fared better than either of the other groups. Not only did
the farm consumer units selling little or no produce have ready
cash from nonfarm employment for their food purchases but they
also used relatively large amounts of home-produced food,

The third purpose of this study——to appraise the use of a “split”
schedule—is methodological. The length of the interview is a
major problem in an enumerative survey. On_e method suggested
to shorten the interview for a particular family and still provide
the needed detail on expenditures is the use of a split sechedule.
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This involves breaking the set of desired information info several
parts and then asking about one part, as for example, food expen-
ditures, of one group of families; and asking about another part,
say housing expenditures, of another group of families. The
results are put together in the summarization of the reports to
give a picture of the average expenditures for all categories of
the family living budget for all the families studied. Such a pro-
cedure was used in this study. In addition, a complete schedule
was taken for a control group of families.

In part 2 of this report, the experience with the split schedule
is described and the relative cost and the quality of the resulting
estimates are evaluated. It was found that the split-schedule
technique was open to considerable field error. If required a larger
sample than did a complete schedule; it increased travel and super-
vising costs. All in all, the split schedule was found to be 2 rela-
tively expensive procedure, The interview time for a particular
family, however, was reduced in comparison with time spent when
a complete schedule was used. The types of analysis possible
when the split schedule i3 used are somewhat limited. The rela-
tionships between items on the various schedules cannot be studied
in any detail. This was not a serious limitation in the analysis
planned for this report.

The experience gained from this survey would indicate that the
split-schedule technique probably should not be attempted in a
survey of a heterogeneous population especially if interrelation-
ships of several factors are to be studied. The experimental use
of the method for farm families in Lee and Jones Counties, Miss,,
was undoubiedly made under more favorable conditions than
those of many surveys in that the population studied was relatively
homogeneous.



PART 1. LEVELS OF LIVING OF FARM AND
RURAL NONFARM CONSUMER UNITS

Scope of the Survey

This survey was made in Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., in 1946.
The income and expenditure data refer to the calendar year 1945.
Nearly 1,200 families and single consumers gave information on
their total expenditures for family living or on those selected
expenditures requested, The consumer units asked to give this
information were selected by an area sampling method to be repre-
sentative of all rural families in these two counties. (See Method-
ology. p. 90, for description of sampling procedure.) Families and
single consumers living in the open country or in centers with a
population of less than 2,500 were ineluded.

The Counties Studied®

Lee and Jones Counties are in no sense considered to be typical
of Mississippi as a whole., They were purposively selected for
this study because they represented areas outside the Mississippi
Delta where there has been a shift away from cotton, and where
development of small industries was acecelerated by wartime
activity. Furthermore, these two counties provide a picture of
southern rural areas with recently increased industrial develop-
ment that are not close to Jarge urban centers. The largest Missis-
sippi city, Jackson, is about 60 miles from Jones County and more
than twice that far from Lee County. New Orleans, La., is about
100 miles from the edge of Jones County, and Memphig, Tenn,, is
about 70 miles from Lee.

Urbanization within the counties is limited. In Jones County,
the largest city is Laurel, which had a population of 21,000 in 1940,
One other town had a little over 2,500 people in 1940. In addition,
there were 7 centers with from 100 to 600 population. In
Lee County, the largest town, Tupelo, had a population in 1940 of
about 8,000. Of the small towns in that county, 3 had populations
of about 1,000 (2 of these lie only partly within Lee County), and
13 had from 100 to 600 people in the 1940 Census.

The rural people in Jones County are not only ecloser to urban
influences than are those in Lee County, but they have greater
opportunities for off-farm employment. Just prior to World War
I1, the value added by the industries of Jones County was more

“Backgrounq information in this section is from Census of Population.
Census of Agriculture, or Census of Manufactures of the designated year.

1



SCOPE OF SURVEY 5

than twice as great as the value of its agricultural production. In
Lee County, on the other hand, the value of agricultural products
sold was greater than the value added by its manufactures. During
the war, the increase in industrial activity was more marked in
Jones County than in Lee. In 1947, Jones County ranked first in
the State in terms of value added by manufactures. Manufac-
turing and agriculture were nearly on an equal footing in Lee, and
that county ranked tenth in the State in terms of value added by
its industries in 1947.

Both before and after the war, there were small food-processing
plants and some garment manufacturing in Lee County. In Jones
County the food industry had the most establishments in 1935 and
1939, but by 1947 it was second. World War II not only brought
buginess from military activities to Jones County, but also resulted
in congiderable increase in manufacturing focusing on wood
produets such as lumber, fiberboard, furniture, and paper produets,
making that indusiry first in ferms of number of establishments.

Historically, Lee County agriculture has been devoted to cotton.
In 1929 almost three-fifths of its cropland was in cotton. At the
end of the war, cotton was still the major crop although consid-
erable diversification of farming had occurred over the years. In
1945, a little more than a third of the cropland was in cotton.
Tenancy and cropping, long associated with cotton farming, were
relatively high., The number of farms decreased nearly 10 percent
during the war, which was almost entirely a decrease in farms
operated by renters and share croppers. In 1945 owners made up
two-fifths of all farm operators. -

Jones County is situated in an area where a large percentage of
the land is successfully farmed, although a considerable part of it
is not suitable for the production of row crops. Although cotton
is not as important there as in Lee County, cotton and corn were
the major crops. Other important crops include sweetpotatoes
and vegetables. In contrast to Lee, a comparatively high per-
centage of farm operators own their farms. In 1945 almost four-
fifths of all farm operators were owners. The number of farms
had changed little from 1940 to 1945. Nearly half of the farms in
Jones County in 1945 were producing primarily for home uge,

The Consumer Units Studied

Previous studies have shown that patterns of spending differ
considerably between (1) farm-operator consumer units and (2)
consumers living in villages or in the open country on plots of land
where no farming operations are performed. The rural families
and single individuals in this study, therefore, were classified for
analysig into farm and rural nonfarm. - The farm units comprised
three-fourths of all rural consumer units in Lee and Jones Counties,
and the rural nonfarm, one-fourth.

It should be noted that the terms, “farm’ and “rural nonfarm'
are not synonomous with the terms, “open country” and “village.”



6 RURAL LEVELS OF LIVING

In Lee County about a third of the rural nonfarm units lived in the
open country and two-thirds in villages. In Jones County, about
three-fourths of the rural nonfarm units lived in the open country,
and a fourth in vilages. Some of the farm consumer units lived
in the villages, usually on farms within the village area. In a few
instances the farm operator lived in a village and operated a farm
in the open country.

In areas where many families live on acreages large enough to
be congidered farms or on small plots with enough production for
home use to be considered farms, yet conduct only nominal farming
operations, the classification of all such families in the farm group
has limitations. It is therefore helpful to classify the farm con-
sumer units into two groups: (1) Those who sold at least $200
worth of farm produects in 1945; and (2) those who lived on farms,
put sold no farm products or Jess than $200 worth that year.? With
a few minor exceptions, this breaking point put inte the first farm
group the share croppers and those farm owners and tenants who
reported farming as their major occupation and who had positive
net farm income. The few operators who did not live on the farms
they operated fell in this group. The first farm group represents
half of the rural consumer units in Lee and Jones Counties.

In the second farm group all the consumer units produced some
food for home use. Because they had some expenses in ¢conneetion
with their farming operations, and because they sold little or no
produce, nearly all of them had negative net farm income.*
Nearly two-thirds of the family heads of these units were wage
worke&'s; some of the others operated businesses; and others were
retired.

The second farm group represents more than a fourth of the
rural consumer units in Lee and Jones Couniies. The presence in
these counties of industries which offered off-farm work oppor-
tunities was one reason for the large number of farm families in
this group. In some cases these were industrial workers who had
moved out from the city. More frequently, they were farmers who
had curtailed their farming operations to take advantage of the
off-farm employment or who had maintained small-scale produc-
tion, largely for home use, by supplementing their income through
the off-farm work. The housing shortage was also a factor in the
size of this group.

Before describing in more detail the types of consumer units in

* The essential point in this division is the size of the farm business, not the
source of the family income. For example, the farm-operator family selling at
least $200 worth of farm products would be considered in the first group even
though the wife teaches school or the operator himself worked off the farm.
For an analysis of these data by source of the family income, see The Rural
Family and Its Source of Income, by Dorethy Dickins, Miss. Agr. Expt. Sta,
Bul. 481, 34 pp., illus. 1951,

4 A few units in this group were share croppers and a few others had no
income other than that from farming. A few families in this group had
farmed only during the last few months of 1945 but were included because
classification was based on whether they had farmed during the year.
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each of the farm groups and in the rural nonfarm group, the
definition of “farm” used in this study should be noted.

Pefinition of a farm consumer urit.—A farm consumer unit is a
family or a single consumer who reported (1) operating a farm
in 1945, or (2) having 3 acres or more, or {3} having less than 3
acres buf either having a cow or raising farm produce worth as
much a3 $250 that year. This definition of a farm is essentially
the same as that used in the 1945 Census of Agriculture except
for farm units of less than 3 acres. In the 1945 Census, such
small units were considered to be farms only if $250 or more
worth of products were produced on them for home use or for sale.
In this study, ownership of a cow was accepted as an indicator
that enough food was produced for home use to meet that defi-
nition.? The definition of a farm used in this study is therefore
somewhat broader than that used in the 1945 Census of Agricul-
ture, and results in the inelusion of additional families in the second
farm group (farm families selling little or no farm products).
Many of the families in the second farm group were classified as
farm units because they owned a cow, but some classified as farm
units for that reason fell into the first farm group.

Farm: Unibs With at Least $200 Farm Sales®

Nearly all of the farm operators in this group considered farm-
ing to be their major occupation in 1945, and nearly all were
farming in the same county before Pearl Harbor (table 5). Only
a few of these operators were single consumers (table 4). The
farm families selling at least $200 worth of farm products aver-
aged 4.4 persons, which was larger than the average for other
farm or rural nonfarm families. Although dependency allotments
and veterans’ payments were an imporiant source of income to
many farm-operator families, a2 somewhat lower proportion of the
consumer units in this farm group received such income in 1945
than in other farm and rural nonfarm units studied (table 26).
In the $1,000-34,999 cash income classes of this group, three-fifths
of the consumer units had some wage or salary income,

Negroes made up a larger proportion of the $0-$999 cash income
class in this group than of the same income elags of the other farm
group or of the rural nonfarm. This is closely related to the fact
that z third of these operators were share croppers. (For detailed
data on sources of income by race and tenure, see fable 27.)

= An gppraisal of the ownership of a cow as an indicator of a farm is given
in the Methodology, p. 87

*In the analyses presented in this report, each of the two groups of farm
families iz shown with the data for Lee and Jones Counties combined because
of the small number of sample cases in Lee County in one farm group and in
Jones County in the other farm group. Preliminary analysis did not reveal
significant or consistent differences between the counties in the consumption by
either of the two farm groups. The small number of cases, however, may
account for this: (See Methodology, p. 100, for discussion of thiz combination
and presentation of selected data for farm consumer units with the two
counties shown separately.)
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Farm: Units With Less Than $200 Farm Sales’

About two-thirds of the heads of families or single consumers
living on farms selling little or no farm produce considered wage
work their major occupation in 1945, The proportion was even
higher in the two higher income classeg, (f such wage workers,
40 percent considered farming as their major occupation before the
war. Nearly all were living in the same county before the war.

In the lower income class, the retired persons were an additional
important component. Before World War II, nearly all of these
retired persons were either farming or had already retired. The
great majority of them had been living in the rural areas of the
same county in 1941,

Half the consumer units in the lower income class of this farm
group had no wage or salary income. Nearly a fifth of the units
were receiving old-age assistance or other relief payments, which
averaged $260 per family receiving them. Almost a tenth were
getting veterans’ payments, which also averaged about $260 per
family receiving them. Only a small number had income from
pensions or annuities. Dependency allotments were an important
source of income in 1945. About a third of the aggregate income
for the group came from pensions, relief, allotments, or cash gifts.
Nearly two-thirds of these lower income units living on farms but
selling little or no farm produce had a net decrease in savings or
other agsets, or a net increase in debts for the 1945 year (table 28).

Rural Nonfarm Units®

The rural nonfarm families and single consumers in Lee and
Jones Counties tended to have higher cash income than the con-
sumer units in the second farm group. They produced, however,
considerably less food for home use. The average size of the
consumer unit was three persons. The head of the family in about
two-thirds of the rural nonfarm consumer units was a wage
worker, and in about a fifth, he was a professional, business, or
clerical worker. Before the war, about a fifth of these wage
workers had been farmers. Most of the rural nonfarm families
and single consumers had been living in rural areas of the same
county in 1941. A little over 10 percent, however, lived in towns
of 2,600 or more before the war,

Single consuiners are relatively important in the lower income
class of the rural nonfarm units, especially in Jones County. As
in the lower income class of the second farm group, retired persons
represented a large proportion of this group. Dependency allot-
ments, old-age asgistance, other direet relief, veterans' payments.
and cash gifts made up an even larger proportion of the aggregate

* Bee foolnote G, p, 7.

® Date for the rural nonfarm consumer units are shown for the two counties
separately, but there is no intent to strese in this report differences between
the counties.
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income for thiz lower income nonfarm group than it did for the
similar class of the second farm group. About half of these units
at the end of 1945 had a net decrease for the year in their asset
and liability position.

Indicators of Level of Living

The level of living as used in this report refers to the existing
situation of the families with respect to current eonsumption and
living conditions, not the standards or goals of the families with
respect to these items. “Living” cannot be discussed here in the
broad sense of family and individual achievement and satisfaction,
because of the problem of measuring the quantity and quality of
living attained as shown by satisfaction of wants or some other
family goal. Rather, indicators of the level of living are used.
Indicators include the inputs in family living such as expenditures,
family production of such items as home-produced food or fuel,
current use of housing facilities, and use of durable goods.
They can tell much about the comparative levels of living of various
groups of families, even though some families make more efficient
use of their inputs than others do. Another indicator is the dietary
level attained in relation to an objective yardstick for good nutri-
tion such as the recommended dietary aliowances of the Nationai
Research Council, In these terms, the nutritional adequacy of the
diets of various consumer unit groups can be deseribed and
compared.,

Additional problems involved in drawing conclusionsg from such
data should be noted. The available data are limited ; for exampie,
no material is included on labor by family members in household
activitiés. No attempt has been made to evaluate the relative
importance of the particular indicators nsed or their importance
as a group relative to other indicators of the level of living.

Situation of Rural Consumer Units
Net Cash income

The amount of income that a family has over the years limits
the level of living that can be attained. Therefore, the income
of families for any one year can be used as an indicator of their
probable level. Considering all the rural consumer units in Lee
and Jones Counties in 1945, more than two-thirds had cash
income that year under $2,000. Over a third had less than $1,000,
averaging a little more than $500 (tables 1 and 26).

The cash income level was higher for the rural nonfarm con-
sumer units than for those living on farms but selling little or no
farm produce., The cash income level of the latter group was, in
turn, higher than that of the farm consumer units selling at least
$200 worth of farm products (table 1). Cash income iz es-
pecially difficult to use as an indicator of differences between
farm and nonfarm levels of living because of differences in home-
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produced food and farm-furnished housing and fuei which affect
a family’s need for cash income. When the average amounts
of income remaining after food, fuel, and housing expenditures
have been deducted are compared for the three rural groups, it
is found that the rural nonfarm consumer units had more cash
available for other items of family living than did the farm groups.
They thus probably had a higher level of consumption of such items
than did either of the farm groups. The average income minus
average expenditures for food, fuel, and housing was as follows:

Farm: Units with at least $200 farm sales, hoth counties.. ... .. $1,028
Farm: Units with less than $200 farm sales, both counties.._.._.......... 1,073
Rural nonfarm units:
Lee County ... e 1,248
Jones County ... o e e i 1,330

TABLE 1.—-INCOME: Distribution of consumer units by income

[Rural farm and nonfarm familiea and single cenzumery, Lee and Jones Counties, Misy,, 184E]

Met family iucoine
Rural farm and rural

-
&
g

nonfarm consumer unita —[ . Y i 5
Neasive | to-tone | $1i00 | e | szo00
o (2} @ ) @ L om®
Pereent Fercent Poreent Percent Fercent | Percent
Farm: Units with 2t least i
$200 farm sales, both i
countiea. _ .______ . .. 100 : 2 44 30 17 2
Farm: Units with Jess ]
than $200 farm sales,
both counties___ ___. . 100 1! 28 38 31 2
Rural nonfarm units: |
Lee County__._.______ 100 0 27 » 39 2
Jones County _ . ______ 160 gy i 18 3¢ 36 7

t Less than 0.5 percent.

Net Change in Assets

A year’s net increase in assets shows the extent to which the
consumer unit used eurrent income to improve its asset position,
although the absolute level of savings would be a far better indi-
cator of the degree of security the consumer unit enjoys. In the
net income class of $0-$999, each of the rural groups had an aver-
age net decrease in its asset position. The income classes with
$1,000-$4,999 net cash income in each of the rural groups had net
increases, with liquid assets (war bonds, eash on hand, and bank
deposits) and real estate the most important forms of saving
(tables 24 and 25).

The average increase in the asset and liability position for the
year for each of the rural groups was very similar, a little over
$300 per consumer unit. However, in relation to cash income the
ratio of savings was highest among the farm consumer units sell-
ing at least $200 worth of farm produce. An appreciably smaller
proportion of the first farm group than of the rural nonfarm
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group had a nmet increase. (For the net change in assets and
liabilities by race and tenure, see table 29.)

Family Living Expenditures Other Than Heusing,
Fuel, and Food

Family living expenditures other than housing, fuel, and food
are considered first becaunse farm-furnished goods put cash ex-
prenditures for living on a different basis for farm and nonfarm
families. The average of such expenditures was about $700 per
rural consumer unit, or about $600 per farm unit selling at least
$200 worth of farm products and about $800 per farm unit selling
little or no farm produce and per rural nonfarm unit (tables 6
and 7). When differences in the size of family are considered, the
variation between the three rural groups becomes even more pro-
nounced, The first farm group spent about $135 per person, the
second farm group spent about $200 per person, and the rural
nonfarm, about $280,

Medical care expenditures have special interest as an indicator
of levels of living. About three-fourths of the rural consumer
units had an expenditure for doctor’s care during the year (table
21). There was little difference among the three rural groups in
this respect, The average expenditure per consumer unit having
such an expense was $32 per farm unit selling at least $200
worth of farm products and about $40 per farm unit selling little
or no farm produce and per rural nonfarm unit. Approxi-
mately 8 percent of these rural consumer units reported that one
or more persons in the family received some free medical care
during the year. About half of the free medical care reported
was doctor’s care and about half wag county nurse’s care.

About a third of the rural consumer units had an expenditure
for dental care during the year. This percent varied little among
the three rural groups. The average dental expenditure per
consumer unit having any that year was nearly $30.

The proportion of the farm consumer units in Lee and Jones
Counties, Miss., having expenditures for physician’s ecare and
dental care and the average dollar expenditures are similar to
the estimates for white families living on farms in Tennessee in
1944.°* The income level was lower in the two Mississippi counties,
but it is possible that the medical facilities were better in the two
Mississippi counties than in the State of Tennessee as a whole.

For additional detailed data on family living expenditures other
than food and houging, see tables 12 to 14 and 17 to 20; for other
family outlays, see table 23.

Housing Facilities and Durable Goods

The average rural dwelling in the survey contained about 4.5
rooms. The farm houses were somewhat larger than the rural

¢ PENNOCK, JEAN L., and SPEER, ELISABETH L. CHANGES 1N RURAL FAMILY
INCOME AND SPENDING IN TENNESSEE, 1943-1944, T. 8, Dept. Agr. Mise. Pub.
a66: 62, 1949,
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nenfarm (table 15), but farm families were also larger. In terms
of the persons per room, rural nonfarm houses were somewhat
more spacious. Families cooperating in the housing part of this
study were asked to estimate the currént market value of the
house they lived in. Based on these estimates, the average farm:
house was currently worth a little over $1,800 (table 11).

Only a third of all the rural consumer units in these counties
had. running water in the house. Only about 25 percent of the
farmers selling at least $200 worth of farm products had running
water, while 40 percent of the farmers selling little or no farm
produce had it. Of the rural nonfarm, 45 percent in Jones County
and 53 percent in Lee County had running water in the house.
Flush toilets were in less than 10 percent of the houses in the first
farm group, in less than 20 percent of the houses in the second
farm group, and in about 35 percent of the rural nonfarm houses.

Power washing machines were owned by less than 10 percent
of all the rural consumer units in the two counties. Mechanical
refrigerators were owned by about 30 percent. Ownership of this
type of household equipment is related to the existence of electric
power lines ag well as to income. Lower proportions of the con-
sumer units in the first farm group had power washing machines
and mechanical refrigerators than in the other rural groups.

Radios were relatively common. About three-fourths of the
rural consumer units had radios in usable condition.

Automobiles were owned by & little more than 40 percent of the
rural consumer units in 1946 (table 6). More of the farmers
selling at least $200 worth of farm products owned automobiles
and ysed them for the family (46 percent) than did the consumer
vunits in the other rural groups. This is related to the dual use of
a car on the farm for business and for the family. As shown by
expenditures, use of the automobile for family tranaportation,
however, was somewhat greater in the group of farm units selling
little or no farm products than in the first farm group, undoubtedly
because of their more frequent off-farm employment (table 22).

Food Expenditures and Home-Produced Food

All the farm consumer units and nearly three-fourths of the
rural nonfarm units used some home-produced food during the year
(table 8). Home-produced food is extremely important in the
aver-all picture of rural family living, It is also the most important
difference in the patterns of consumption of the three rural groups.

In this report, to obtain a common denominator to use in totaling
various kinds of food produced for home use during the year, the
value of such food has been estimated at the average prices
farmers in Migsissippi received for similar produects that year. A
constant set of prices was used for all consumer units.

The consumer units living on farms but selling little or no farm
produce did not produce quite as mueh food for home use during
the year as did those farm units selling at least $200 worth of farm
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products, even on a per person basis (table 9). They produced and
used as much milk and eggs as did the latter group, but only about
half as much meat and two-thirds as much fruit and vegetables.
Their food expenditures were three-fourths again as high as the
farm consumer units selling at least $200 worth of farm products
and nearly as high as those of the rural nonfarm units that pro-
duced considerably less for home use (tables 8 and 10). Those
farm consumer units selling little or no farm produce not only had
relatively large amounts of home-produced foed, but also cash from
nonfarm employment for their food purchases.

There are many difficulties involved in adding together an
estimated value of heme-produced food and cash expenditures for
food and thus getting comparable totals for these rural groups.
Such a comparison is distorted if some food valued at the retail
prices rural people pay is added with other food valued at prices
farmers received for similar products. Even with these limita-
tions, however, it seemas clear that the food consumption per person
is higher among the consumers living on farms but selling little or
no farm produce than that of farm consumer units selling at least
$200 worth of farm products. The relative consumption of rural
nonfarm people is less clear. The most than can be said is that
their food consumption probably is not higher than that of persons
living on farms but selling little or no farm produce.

From these data on annual food expenditures and the relative
importance of home-produced foed in the living scheme of rural
consumer units during the year, nothing can be deduced about the
dietary level achieved by these rural people. Estimates used for
this purpose are based on the more detailed data on quantities of
food used in a week, obiained with the use of the food list
{appendix D).

Since all members of a household shared the food served in the
home, and since it is impracticable to separate from the family’s
food that eaten by farm help, boarders, or others not included in
the consumer unit, the information given in the following section
refers to food for the entire household, although the 1945 income
of the principal consumer unit in the household was used for
classification purposes.

Dietary Levels

The dietary levels of the rural consumers in the two counties
were relatively high as measured by the nutritive value of the
quantities of food used in a week during the summer of 1946,
adjusted insofar as homemakers reported, for food fed to animals
or thrown away.!® For six dietary essentials, 80 percent or more
of all these rural housekeeping units had food available for con-
sumption during the summer week that would furnish the National

10 Bap Methodology, Quantities of food, p. 101. Also note that farm food
consumption is knowm to vary with season. No data are available on the
dietary levels of the consumer units surveyed in the two counties in other
segsons of the year. -
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Research Council’s recommended dietary allowances (table 2).
For the other three nutrients, caleium, vitamin A valqe, and
ascorbic acid (vitamin C), about 70 percent of the units had
food that furnished the recommended gallowances. (Also see
tables 31 to 35.)

TABLE 2.~—DIETARY ADEQUACY: Percent of consumer units meet-
ing the National Research Council's recommended allowances
for calovies and 8 nutrients, by income

[Rural farm and nonfarm housekeepinw families and single comsumers, Lee and Jones
Counties, Misa., summer L1346}

Rurai farm end rural posferm l Food | Pro- Cae Vit This- |[ Ribo | Niae Mg:i:r-
comnmer i, comty tadast i | | g | 00 [ |l i | it | (B
{1 {2) (3} (4} (5} {£} (7 LT -} an
Fs,rmf: Unitsl witll;to z;lt‘ least ‘
AT S/leS, th eoun- !
fng% __________ L so| 85| 75 90| 72) 93 89 ) 80| e
09899 __ ... .. ... 731 79| 73| 87| 681 90| 6| 72| 61
LOOO-1,999. ... ... .. 83| BR | 741 937 73| 98| 89| &7 72
2000-4999_ . .. .. an | 98| s2|100] R2 ) 98|10 | 92 =6
Farm: Units with less than
$200 farm saleg, both coun- : i _
ties? _________._.....__.. 83| 88| 7ei 92] 78] 67 90| w84 7Y
0999 . _____._......_. g7 | %01 81 961 79100 W 1
1,000-1,999 .. .1 83t sai s1logrl 75| o9 92 82| wm
2000-4999 ... .. . ... 81| 85| 71| 84 82 5] 841 SO 74
Ruyral nonfarm units: ! . |
TeeCounty?® ___. .. .| 75 T 59 77| 51 81, 76i I, 466
0999 .. b x| 73l ossl 681 38 76 82| 66 71
1,000-1,999 ... ... 71 781 49| 76l 39 S0 7B, 66| Al
2000-4999_ . . ma| 781 67 84 67| 84: 73 80| 78
Jomes County 2. ... | 78] K51 58| 91 78 w1 ] 82 83| 71
0900 _ .. "lwol77] 55 03] 72| s0! 86| ss| 71
1L,000-1,89G .. . .. .| RO] 87 ) 55| 96| 741 96 Rl | 87 72
20004900 ... .. 7 84| 50| 821 w66 85 M1 l 70 L s

L Adjusted for nutrient losses in cooking, Sece Methodology, Nutrient Losses in Cookinyg, p. 112,
? Includes housekeeping consumer units with negetive incomes and incomes of 35,000 and
over, not shown szeparately,

Of the rural groups considered in this report, the consumer units
living on farms but selling less than $200 worth of farm products,
with their twofold advantage of large quantities of home-produced
food and income from off-farm employment, attained the highest
dietary level. The other farm units that sold at least $200 worth of
farm products and the rural nonfarm units in Jones County had
diets that were only slightly lower in quality. The rural nonfarm
units in Lee County had the poorest diets. They used the least
home-produced food and had the lowest value of purchased food
eaten during the week, per person.

The outstanding difference between the rural groups in the
quality of their diets was in ealcium. Three-fourths or more of
the farm consumer units met the National Research Counecil's
recommended ecaleium allowances, but only three-fifths of the
rural nonfarm units did. This difference can be traced to differ-
ences in the available quantities of milk, of which the farm con-
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sumers had much more generous supplies, mostly from their own
cows. The farm consumer unifs used an average of a little more
than 534 quarts of fluid milk per person during the summer week
{table 39). The diets of the rural nonfarm units in Lee County
were markedly shorf in vitamin A value, only half of those units
having recommended amounts, compared with three-fourths of the
rural nonfarm units in Jones County and three-fourths of the farm
consumer units, This shortage in the Lee County rural nonfarm
diets was largely due to their using smaller amounts of vegetables
and fruit.

Any comparison of diets of farm and nonfarm consumer units
is clouded by the fact that families in Jones County were visited
later in the summer than those in Lee County. Farm data from the
two counties have been combined and the distribution of the units
in the two farm groups by week of collection was approximately
the same. Data for the rural nonfarm consumer units are shown
for the two counties separately., The Lee County rural nonfarm
food list data for a week are heavily weighted by the early summer
weeks, while the Jones County data are heavily weighted by the
later summer weeks. {See Methodology, p. 92.) The Jones County
rural nonfarm consumer uniis reported that they used much larger
quantities of some fresh fruits and vegetables, especially tomatoes
and melons, than did the Lee County rural nonfarm units (table
37). For melons especially, which some households reported using
in extremely large quantities, this difference is the result of
seasonal availability. Since tomatoes and melons are good sources
of vitamin A value and vitamin C, much of the difference in the
iwo counfies in the amounts of these nutrients in the summer diets
of the rural nonfarm units is probab%y due to differences in the
survey period.

Home-produced food was most important in the diets of the
farm consumer units selling at least $200 worth of farm products.
In terms of nutritive value, the home-produced food furnished
nine-tenths of the vitamin A value and ascorbic acid in the diets,
about three-fourths of the calcium and riboflavin {one of the B
vitamins), and half or more of the other nuirients for which
caleulations were made (table 30). Although home-produced foed
was not as important in the diets of farm consumer units selling
little or no farm produets as in the diets of the first farm group,
the home-produced food of the seecond farm group accounted for
half or more of all the nutrients, except food energy, iron, and
niacin {another B vitamin). The second farm group purchased
food in much larger quantities than the first farm group.

In comparison with the farm units, the rural nonfarm consumer
units in both counties produced relatively small quantities of their
food, Home-produced food provided from 40 to 50 percent of the
vitamin A value and ascorbic acid, and less than 30 percent of the
other nutrients considered. '{For additional detail on a week’s
food, also see tables 36, 38, and 40 to 44.)
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Effect of Differences in Income

Much of the difference in the levels of consumption of the farm
consumer units selling at least $200 worth of farm products, the
farm units seling little or no farm produce, and the rural nonfarm
units is due to differences between the groups in cash income level.
The average cash income of the first farm group is about 20
percent lower than that of the second farm group. The latter, in
turn, is about 20 percent lower than the average income of the
rural nonfarm in thege counties. The question may be asked:
When consumer units in the same dollar-income class are com-
pared, are there any differences between the rural groups in the
average level of consumption? _

Classification by Income

To answer the above question, the consumer units in each of the
rural groups are classified by net cash family income in 1946.
Because of the number of cases, the income classes are somewhat
broad: $0-$999, $1,000-$1,999, and $2,000-$4,999.: The clagsi-
fication, however, does not hold cash income completely constant
between the groups. Although the average income for a class
tended to be the same for each of the rural groups, there were
some differences (table 26). In comparing the rural groups for a
given ineome class, care must be taken that consumption differences
that might be due to differences in cash income are not attributed
to type of rural group. Also it is necessary in interpreting such
comparizons, to take into account differences between the groups in
other factors affecting consumption such as family size, stage in
the family life cycle, tenure, and race. Some of the data in this
report are available by tenure and race. In those cases, the latter
factor can be explicitly considered.

The same income classification was used for the farm and the
rural nonfarm groups. The classification by income is used to show
whether the differences between the rural groups in levels of living
are due to income differences or other factors.

Family Living Expenditures Other Than Housing
and Food

When the family living expenditures other than food and housing
reported in table 6 are put on a per person basis, and when differ-
ences among the three groups in the average income per person
within the same dollar class are considered, the expenditures
indicate Jess difference between the level of living of the consumer
units living on farms but selling little or no farm produce and the

* The first farm group, farm consumer units selling at least $200 worth of
farm products, is shown on the tables in this report with an additional income
bresk at $500. The $500 breaking point divides those consumer units with
less than $1,000 income into two nearly equal groups. '
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rural nonfarm units than between the two farm groups. This is
most clear in the two higher income classes.

Another way to consider this problem is to combine the data
for each of the three rural groups so as to standardize the income
distribution and the relative proportion of consumer units in the
two counties within each group. (This procedure holds constant
the distribution of units among the income classes for each rural
group, but does not control differences among the three groups in
the average income within a given dollar income class.) Such
standardized data show much the same picture as found above
{fig. 1) The second farm group and the rural nonfarm consumer
units spend more for each of these categories of family living
expense on a per person basis than do the farm consumer units
selling at least $200 worth of farm products. This relationship
holds true on a consumer unit basis as well, except for clothing,
medical care, and “other” expenditures.

The apparent difference shown in figure 1 beiween the spending
of the rural nonfarm congumer units and those in the second farm
group is probably due to differences in the income distribution
within a given income class that have not been eliminated by the
standardization procedure (table 8). Some of the difference
between the two farm groups may also be due to this. factor

o

Housing Fa s—

Faclhtxes such as hot and: cold running water and flush toilet
are associateéd 6ot only with-income, but also with tenure, elec-
tricity, and loeation-in relation to g population-eentexr. Of the
consumer u 1;:3 with $1,000 upfo $5,000 income, the yura} non-
farm consum"‘umts and the farm units that sqld Ii;tle or no
farm produte had better housing facilities than the units in that
income range-in-the ﬁrsi:'farm group.

Although Tegd than & fourth of the lower income rural nonfarm
group had rmmg& ér in the house, housing facilities of that
group were séhatderably better than in either of the lower income
farm groups. There was little difference hetween the housing
facilities of the two farm groups in the lower income class, The
housing facilities'of - the farm units in the first farm group were
closely related. to_tenure...The tenani ot share cropper hanng
these faclhtzes ‘was rare. {fable 16).

Dietary Levels

The hlghe,r th& aash famély income of the consumer umts in the
first farm group-—thdse selling at least $200 worth of farm prod-
ucts—the higher the money value of their food and the proporhon
of consumer units having recommended quantities of the various
nutrients. The dietary level of the consumer units in the second
farm group—those selling little-or no farm produce—however,
was not higher for units with cash incomes between $2,000 and
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FOOD - $ 200 farm sales
200 |- Farm: Units with _
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CLOTHING
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* Includes food received as pay or gift

Ficure 1 —Expenditures for family living of rural consumer units per person, standardized by a constant income and county

distribution, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss,, 1045
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TABLE 3.—EXPENDITURES;

Per persom and per consunier unit gverages, stundardized by income and county

t{Rura! farm and nonferm families wnd single consumers, with net income $0-§5,000. lee and Jones Counties, Miga., 19461

. i it
Frpenditure Valgersived withot
BRurat farm and :ursé ponfarm _ Net T
Consuroer uiifa and county peoma House- Furnish- R
. ! . Trane- | Medics! ;
Total Frod Housing op:‘r(;lgon rx?;:;ﬁt Clothing ii, pori:?:on Car‘:‘ Other Faod Housing
431 [¢4] &3} {4} [&3) {6} v} (8) [ 9 (10} £11) (i2) (13)
. | A | i
Per person averages standardized by income and county?

Ferm: Units with at least ; i |

$200 farm sales . ____._.. $322 $227 $72 $7 $21 $12 $56 320 $15 | $24 $84 | $40
Farm: Unite with legs than | !

$200 farm salea____._____ 386 337 122 13 34 21 58 36 18 35 73 | 53
Rurel nonfsrm units_ . _____ 551 461 171 40 50 24 68 £2 28 40 26 i 30

Per consumer unit averages standardized by income and county?

Farm: Units with at least I : |

$200 farm sglen_ . _._____| $1,481 | $1,040 $329 $34 $95 $54 $257 ! $02 $70 3109 $387 | 5186
Farm: Units with leas than ! !

$200 farm sales . _______ 1,427 1,246 450 48 126 79 215 | 132 66 130 270 1495
Rursl nonfsrm unita_ . ... _. 1,487 1,244 461 104 134 66 184 | 113 70 107 70 136

e M — I PR WSS U SN d
Per consuiner unit averages, not stendurdized®

Farm: Units with at least . I

$200 farm snlen_ . _ ... .._.; $1,240 $925 $200 $26 $38 $50 $222 $77 65 395 $373 3174
Farm: Units with less than

$200 farm eales_ . ___.____| 1599 1,374 517 49 128 5 233 ! 150 77 145 206 198
Rural nonfarm units: i

Lee County . ___ . _______ 1,816 1,405 485 128 143 71 237 127 70 124 85 168

Jones County _______._._. 1,861 1,520 582 139 135 88 199 158 85 134 o4 124

) Peraonel care, recrestion, resding, tob

and bank service charges.

2 These averages were celeuluted by giving, within esck of the three anslvaia
groups, u constant weight tc exch of the two counties, and a constant weight to

, tormel ed

, and such mis-
cellanecus items as healith and accident inwursnce, funersl expenses, legal fees,

each of three

net income classes {$0-$99%; $1,000-3$1,959
effects of differences betwoen the three analysia groups in the distribution of

. $2,000-32,498). The

cases between the counties and among the income elasses are thus removed,

* These averages were caleytated from the uctum] distributions ss reported in
the ssmple aurvey,
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$5,000 than for those with incomes less than $1,000.'* The
result is that in the higher income group, consumer units in the
first farm group had considerably better diets than did the con-
sumers in the other farm group. At the lower end of the income
distribution, those living on farms but selling little or no farm
produce had better quality diets and also food of higher money
value during the survey week.

The data on the rural nonfarm units in Lee County showed
the same general relationship between income and diet quality as
shown by data on the first farm group; that is, the higher the cash
family income of the rural nonfarm consumer units, the higher was
the proportion of units that had the recommended quantities of
most nutrients. In Jones County, family income had relatively
lttle influence on diet quality. Of the consumer units in the upper
end of the income distribution, those in the first farm group had
diets of better nutritive quality than did the consumer units in
either of the other two groups. In the lowest income group, con-
sumer units in the first farm group and the nonfarm group in
Jones County had diets of approximately the same quality, both of
them being somewhat better than the rural nonfarm consumers in
the same income class in Lee County.

* The average monhey value per person of the home-produced food of the
consumer units was considerably lower in the higher-income c¢lass than in the
lower income class and the difference was not made up by higher expenditures
for food. This apparent reversal of the usual income effect on the week’s food
expenditures and diet quality may be explained in part by the relative mobility
of this group. A larger proportion of this entire group of farm families had
lived on the same farm for less than a year preceding the summer interview
than of families in the first farm group. Also, the proportion of those of the
second farm group with incomes between $2,000 and $5,000 that had moved
within the year was somewhat higher than the proportion in the lower income
groups. The greater mobility of this higher income group is reflected in the
somewhat smaller quantities of food per person produced at home by this
group, particolarly vegetables. These differences in mobility do not fully
explain the atypical relationship between income and feod expenditures. Other
factors in the analysis pertaining to the elasasification by income or by farm or
nonfarm status may account in part for thia.



Tabular Summary

TABLE 4.~—CHARACTERISTICS OF CONSUMER UNITS:

Size of consumer unit, age of head, race, and tenure,
by income

|Rural farm and nonfarm families and singie consumers, Lee mnd Jones Counties, Miss, 1845] °

Conmer ubit ste Age of bead ; Race | Tenure
—_ — - e e -—\_”--—...-i F— ._ — - __'. —_— _..l__,-__-.-._. ————
Runl{ farm dapdtr?:s" Inog:farm wlnm“{i;:ﬂ \Im':I;L Nuwber of persona _ ! i ! ] l ! l "
i o . 3 i
countis wRERG ThatlyIncofhe sy o A‘;?;:“ T T T Average 315” - ! Il ‘ o4 | yenrs | “‘ hite | Negro lownemern:em} zm:::
1 2 sord | 5or6 ‘;';::e 38 | vearn ; yEArs ' .orovcr ; [ | | pera
(n [v4] (3} (4} {8 1] 63} {81 @) [§3U] i (il) {12} | (13 1 a8 ! Q5 1 (16 § (i iI (18}
¥ : Units with at i L $200 § Number| Percont | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | ¥ umber; Percent | Percent Ptrunt Percm!!Pammt Pereent| Percent| Pevcent | Poveent |Percent
arm; Units w ] y ;
seles, both t:ounltiesaé_ ﬁa_s _______ 8. r."_}_ 4.4 l 21 23 35 23 17 [ 48.2 2 13 271 44 I 14 78 22 5| 23 23
0-98%_ _ . ... 39+' 2 29 35 23 11 }47.7 4 17 23 39" J 17 65 3h 40 1. 25 35
0499, .. L. 3.5 3 36 a7 17 T 1488 a| 16 17 42 26 65 32 | 46 24 30
500-999__ . _____ .. _.__..__._..] 43 1 24 34 27 14 {46.8 3 17 29 36 15 65 3, 35 26 349
1O00-1,999_ . __ T, 4.9 1 18 371 22 22 (483 i 9 31 47 12 86 14 57 27 18
P 2, 00064 ,999_ o oo 1.8 2 14 aZ| m 23 149.5 ¢ 12 22 a7 9 94 1 £t 10 4
arm: Units with less th 200 f
sales, both counties *_ __ sn‘ _____ 3_ rm 4.0 5, 22| 3% | 25 | 10 [45.7 47 20f 30| 30 16 [ &% 11 I TR B
0999 .. ... .. TR A X1 13 41 30 13 3 1519 4 l 132 16 31 36 75 25 [ I -
1000-1,909_ _______ ... ... ... 138§ 2 21 47 . 23 7 1428 7, ‘25' 29 29 HY 92 b SR TRURR IR
20004899 _ . _......__._. ....| 48 i ‘l 8 38| 34 17 (43.2 i) 21 i 41 34 3 99 1 - .f'___ N PR
Rural its: :
lﬁa?‘?o‘ﬁfﬁ““ __________ 31l el sl oas] n| 24zl el =) 80 300 12| 9t e .. o
0-999_ ___ ____ ____.. ... .. 23 ! 18 l 5353 21 6 ¢ 524 9 9 9 35 38 61 24 ’ __________
1000-1,999_ .. __...... ;3807 &1 27 43 i 5 0 }39.1 7 29 ’ 37 27 3] 3 : 7 P -
2,000--4,998___ _____ .. 3740 | 28 48 20 + |[41.8 4 22 40 28 I 6 98, 2 _..__|_ [
Jones County 2. _______ 28 12 36 42 ! o] 2 416 12 26 24 271 11 B5: 15| . oo oo
0-900___ 0| x7) oat| e8] 10f o o2 13 221 ol 37 28| o7 33 ]
LOOD-1,999_. . . [ 27 12 44 35 ! 6. 3407 14 32 ' t4 26 ] 12 31 19 _|__ I
20004999 _____________. - b 34 1) 24 62 12 |, 113800 8 28 1 42 19" 3 90 | } S0 PR DRI P,
— SN S S [ S S SN DI SENUNUIN AUUUURIT SN QU . R JEN SR N NN SU—

! In yenr-equivlent persons. Hee {iloazary for definition.

2 [neludes conpaumer nnits with negative incumes and incomes of 35,000 and over, not shown separately,
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TABLE 5.~—CHANGE IN OCCUPATION AND RESIDENCE:

1846.  AJl consumer unita ineluded lived, in 1945, in the open country or in = village with lesy than 2,500 population according to 1940 census)

Distribution of consumer units by unit head’s oceupation
and by residence in 1941, by income and wunit head’s occupation in 1945
{Rural farm end nonfarm familieas and single consumers, Lee gnd Jones Counties, Mies,, 1946. Based on only those consumer units that existed in both 1941 and

Oeoupation before Paarl Harbor

Repidence before Pearl Harbor

All con- Community of less than 2,500
o iy Sopfarm, | somer Profer- Out of I Town of
i dollars}, sation, and both Farm | sionsl | g, | Bervies | o the e SR
Cleure i Tod2 tofluna| TOW | oper\ponfamh | ciflh o QUS| pioved | labuy | Tetsd | Tathe |mmother| | L | msw
olerical vounty BAne State
State
n (2) &1 €3 {a} (@) ()] 8 &) (10} (an (12) (13) 4
Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Pereent | Percent
Farm: Unita with at least $200
farm gales, both counties. . ______ 100 100 91 3 3 1 0 {8) 100 95 3 Q] 2
Under $1,000. .. ____ ... _ 511 100 o7 1 2] 0 0! 100 94 4] @® 2
Owners____.______.._______ 22 100 95 2 3 0 0 ) 100 98 1 0 1
Renters._.__.___._......__ 13 100 97 ® 1 2 L] 1] 100 8% 7 0 4
Share croppers. . ... __._____ 16 100 99 1] 1 0 1] 0 100 a1 7 1 1
1,000sandover..___.._._.___ 49 100 85 7 7 1 1] ) 100 96 2 0 2
Owuers. ... _______. 3 100 83 8 8 1 0| & 100 96 1 0 3
Renters. .. ______ . ____..___ 10 100 50 4 6 0 0 0 100 94 4 0 2
Share croppers...._________ 5 1060 92 0 8 o 0 0 100 94 6 0 0
Farm: Units with less than $200
{arm sales, both counties. ______. 100 100 48 9 a6 2 {5} 5 100 8¢ 5 1 &
Under $1,000____ .. ... _.____ 28 100 64 5 17 2 1 11 100 94 3 0 3
Professional, nonfarm busi- .
ness, clerical . .__________ 2! 100] (4 0] Q) Q) ) ) 100 | ) ® ) ®
Wage and service workers 7. _ _ 11 100 62 3 31 4 0 0 104 94 4 0 2
Othera®_ _ ... . .. ___ ... 156 100 69 0 8 0 2 21 100 94 3 L 3
$1000 end over__ ____..______ 72 100 41 11 43 3 0 2 100 87 6 1 6
i’rofessional, nonfarm busi-
nesa, cleriead . ... _.______ 12 100 20 57 23 ] 0 0 100 81 12 0 7
Wage and service workers7_ __ 53 100 40 2 54 4 0 0 100 B8 4 1 7
Others®_ ____ .. . ________. 7 100 ® " (*) )] (%) ) 100§ ® ) Q] *
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Bural nonfarm units:
Lee County__ ... ....
Under $1,000______.._____.
Professional, nonfarm busi-
ness, clerical. . _.____..
Wage and service workers ?.
Othera®_ _ .. _ .. . .. _._
$1000 and over. . __._____.__
Professionsal, nonfarm busi-
ness, clerical . . _._.____
Wage and service workera?_
Others®. ________.___....
Jones County ... ... _..
Under $1,000. ... __....__.
Professional, nonfarm busi-
ness, clerieal . __ ... ___
Wage and service workera ?_
Others® .. ____.__
$1,000 andover . _______._
Professtonal, nonfarm busi-
ness, clerieal ____._____
Wage and service workers 7.
Others_ . ______________

B8 Buwe—

0
¥
2

21
¢

55

14
74
&)

Lo en
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*

-

)

= e e
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S eeTo

¢

o
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-y i o

b

®
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*

a3
92

*
92

92
80

84
78

)
&9
94

&)
92

100
ki

59
74
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1
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)

()

¢

WO W G2

o Tt

b I e ]

b 0

—
-
"t

]
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—
-
—

,-.
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t Those consumer units thef existed in both 1941 snd 19456 made up 92 percent

of the ferm units in 1945 and 78 percent of the rural nonfrrm units in 1948,

¢ Industrial, hired farm, and domestic workers,
. ¥ Persons in the service occupations, such as barbers, and those in the pro-

tective services, both civil and military,

+ Persona tiot actively seeking employment such as housewives, students, mnd

retived persoms.
¢ Lean than 0.5 percent.

& Eatimate not shown becsuse there are 1oo few caves in the semple in this
clag,

7 Industrial, hired farm, and domestic workers; persons in the service occupa-
tions and the protective services.

® Unemploved persons and those out of the labor foree, plus a few persons
in the less than 3200 gross cash farm income group whose only acuree of income

was farming.
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TABLE 6~—FEXPENDITURES FOR FAMILY LIVING, BY INCOME: Percent of consumer units having expenditures
for major categories of family Living, and average omounts spent

{Rural farm and nonfaym families and single consumers, lee and Jones Coupties, Misa,, 1945)

S S e e e . )

=
Poan ! . !
i Total j | ‘Tragsportation

| Mineel-

. |
E.] ., - - L H
et s ot sontary OB | U | RERE g | e S | e | a |T°h.ml‘:3;*;::i lanecun
uetflmilymccmeclann(gollnrs_! fai::ﬂy i . ing ? i ?P;l;a_" H e;?]:::ll:" ! ini 1 Auto- | Oibar care ORI CATE ation : ing U tien | expendi-
living ‘ i ! I I moblie ‘I 1 ; i . i ‘ tures 3
. f H ! I
(1) I @ o . 1 OB ) i@ I (8) 1' o g ! oan ioa2) l {13y ¢ (14 (15} (18}
———— e i T ._J_.._____l__ U I __._.l e —— i __| RS S
I Percent of consumer units having expeaditures

Fearmm: Utiits with at Jeust $200 1© =1~ _I B e T R e B l
farm sales, both counties ©._. e i 9%, 28 P o | 99 | N 48 ! 957 @6 74 72l R2T 59 85
0-998__ .. . e 100 ] 100 ‘ 1% ] 100§ b1 S I S § 4 96 . @2 ¢ 57 ; H8 ! 46 83
0-49G____. _. .. woi w0l 141 100 8 () 1 8 I 2] 611 65, 871 351 77
HOG-999_ . .. . | 100 | 11]'0'I 23 1 100 | 99 | (N | 33 j 91! 90 64 | S5 884 A4 87
10001999___..._._._.. o100 98 g 23' 190 ; o8 )y 1 49| 5 U8 84 | 8 Wi 71 86
2,000—4,999 ...... | e W0 & | 100 1 100 | iy v 75 97! 95 a6, 98 72 ‘| 76 91

Farm: Units with less {hsn | : ! ; | I | i ! f
$200 furm salex, both countiess | 100 1 100 |4zl o0 97 Gy o 40 97 94 83 91, 77 [ 57 8K
0-999_.____ . . e 100 100 24 1 HY) 44 ' 0 12 uwr | W LA N4 i 37 Q2
1L,oD0D-1,998. .. _. L L I L1 | a8 ;o0 | L0 3 B S TR . G 941 4, 04 LTS EY | 87
2,000-4,908. S 100 l o . 81 100 s [of) ) LN, a4 | 05 g3 wi+v 7T TR X

Rural nonfarm units: . : I ! ! | ; : i | ! : | !

lee County *_ .. _. . . ... _| 100 | 10U | a5 | HM 93 0 (N | 37t a6 | 4t - W 76 ¢ T4 : n i Ri )
099 .. 05 a0l toof 851 wel RsL oy P 15| 56 9l 94 8% 591 21 %
LOOO-1,999 ____ _._ 1 10 160 Ox 10h . oy Uy | 27 76 | R8 1 095 bl RO Tl -l 47 3
2000-4,999. 0ol e ! oy 05 ) 0 a6 e6i 91! 10 g | ez T 48 100
Jones County 5. LN 99 se L 100 o3 1 ) . 400 Ty a2 i 100 21 7% 67 1 34, 80
0809 . .. ... ... .. o0 1eG | 751 100 GL Yoy 1 a7 94 100 a4 ! 48 . BT 4 | 1+
LOOO-1,099. _ . . o0 100 84 14} P o b 24 s a3 100 &1 To ot 43 Nl
2000-4,999. .. __ R | oo | a7 Looo7 100 i G4 I [RRTE 131 ou 1o 90 | ) J_ ¥4 I 45 J 54
R I S S ST SR, [ E Y UVUOE SN ESSNUN SRS N
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! \ulagt- (xpt-ml:tuwx for all consumer uanits

Farm: Units with at lesat $206 , ~ 7~ 777

farm sales, both counties *..___ $955  $305 | $28 %94 ¢ 854 .
999 . L. . . 636 237 . 11 - 62| 31
0499 _____________.__. | 373 205 . 47 17 l
500-899 . ... . . 5. %wsl 11 72! 10l

1L,000-1,998 . __ ... .. 1076 | 3451 26’ 105 63 |

2,0004,999_______ 1,583 | 426 L) 0. 88

Ferm: Units with less then _ L !

$200 farm sales, both counties® | 1,434 536 | 53 l 132 i 78

0-999_________ .. _._._. 698 27 1 26 72 33

1,000-1,9%9_ ___ . _ .. _ ___ 1,319 415 45 120 I 86

20004969, _._______ . LOR5 699 H 183 98

Rural nonfarm units:

Lee County ¢_ 1,461 498 135 164 74
0900 _.__.. 542 2i6 39 o0 22
1,000-1,998. .. __. 328 488 | 120 160 81
2,000-4,999_ . . _. 2059 | 681! 196 214 13

Jones County *_ . _.__ 1,677 | 637 | 154 | 147 94
0995 __ .. __ .. ... fi6y | 277 34 91 34
1,000-1,999 o280 s | 13l 104 73
2,000-4,999__._ . _..... 2. 188 RO7 $118 IR 131

—_ _ . P | . - —_

NoTk.—ltalicized figures are expenditures reported by leas than 10 of the

copsulner units participating. This indication ia omitted for column 7

¢ Exciudes share to bosrders and farm help, A few contumer umts had no
food expenze becsuse they obtained food from their own grocery stores or
received free bomrd.

1 Al housing expenditures: Family dwelling, vacstion dwelling, and lodging
whﬁe traveling, Vscnt;omng, working away from home, or at schosl. For farm
d exp le only insuranee, when zeparunhle from farm
expeneen, and repairs. All other housing sxpenses are ecnsidered farm-opersting
expenses. For nonfarm dwellings, expenditures include rents, tzxes, Interemt,
insurance, and repairs.

1
+

R e e m e

' 313

L
=
-
L
=]
2

D $226 | $67 . S14 ; $29: $67 . 319 |
13;| 32, 6] 17 58y 12, 4. 18| 4 12
ug | B! 5 17| s 1] 4 180 4 3
43 . 33 T 18, 39 13, 4 19 4 14
22| 0. 190 35| 1] 21 | 6 32! 39 12
429 | 138 | 33 ‘ 56 | 94 ' 3| 1] 34 boar 19
240 | 126 | 36 ] i | %25 31} 9| 39, 1 16
tor | 231 el 1s| sl % el 19 3 12
927 122 | a6 30] s9) 20! 10| 36' & tt
12| 205 38| 65| 97| W[ 1| 50 ! 2%, 2B
256 | 991 37 34 71| 25 10| 3, 7 15
740 8| 10| 2§ 26 s, 3l w! 2 12
283 91| s3] 28] 33! 22| 1] 30 | 4 12
352 | 142) 530 st 14| 0 1wl sl 1w 18
220! 135 | 85| ar| w5 @ J 3, 38| ¢ 19
B ) 0]y TLo3) w!lo® 7
1741 9| 4 82| 30 6| 2! 91 15
/| 26| 0| 0| s 3 | wp A 8,
U I S B S o s T I ..

4 Fuel, utilitien, and other household onperating expenses.

1 Oy the fumily shere of the sutemobile expenses.

3 Ineludes hurinl, heeith, end mecident insuranee, funergl expenves, legzl and
other fees, bank nervice charges, money lwt or stolen, and interest on money
borrowed for family wae. For nonferm consumer units only, includes sarden
expenses and feed fur chickens for family food sapply.

% Includen consumer units with nexative incomes and incomes of $5,000 and
over, not shewn separstely,

* Percent not availablie.

* Less than 30.00. Reported by less than 10 of the consumer units partici-
paLIng.
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TABLE 7.—EXPENDITURES FOR FAMILY LIVING, BY RACE AND TENURE:

penditures for major categories of family living, and average amounts spent
[Rural farm and nonfarm families and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss.,, 1946]

Rural farm and rural nonfarm
COUAUMEr units, eounty, race,
and tenure

Farm, units with at Jeast §200
farm sules, both countics:
White___ _____ . ________.
Negro__...___ el
Owners._.__..
Renters_ .. __
Share croppers_ .
Farm, units with less than
$200 farm sales, both counties:
White. . _ . R
Negro_. ____________. .._..
Rursl neanfarm units:
Lee County:
White_ .. _.__._.. ..
Negro. - o ... ..
Jones County:
White_. . ____ o
Negro__. .. ..

Total
expendi-
tures
for
family
living

100
100

100
100
100

104)
100

100
100

100
100

ﬁuud 1

0%
114

99
100
100

M)
1040

100
100

94
100

Hous-
g 2

32
19

43
14

44
18

G6
u2

74

Percent of consumer unils hoving ex-

- Fornish Transportation Miacel-
o Bt o | P st | e |t || | B
- - n, Cal T a&bion g i -
gpars | S | | o [ e | v (208 ton. | srbou
5 6) Lep ] (8} [} 10} (1 (12) (13) {14) (15) (16)
Percent of consumer units having expenditures
106G 0% {f) 54 46 94 96 80 85 80 60 86
1040 99 (&) 16 64 97 99 55 38 89 55 81
100 99 I\] 62 44 o4 5 80 90 76 57 87
140 100 (% 37 52 95 99 67 62 86 61 83
100 97 (5} 17 70 97 97 63 38 96 62 &
130 08 (5} 44 % 97 a6 8h 94 76 60 8?]
140 8 (5} 1 76 L[00 93 59 47 100 21 62
wo| w4 | 4| e8| e2| or| 79| 79| 70| 38 80
160 83 (5} 0 a6 83 100 42 25 75 33 33
100 95 (%) 45 70 91 100 85 85 687 37 81
100 03 (&) 11 e 98 100 65 37 68 23 75

9¢
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| Average expenditures for all consutner units

Farm, units with at least $200 - e 7

farm sales, both counties:

- White_ _____ _...__ ... ___ $1,064 | 8322 234 | 8109 $60 | §249 E50 | 316 $35 ) $79 | $24 7 $28 $9 312
Negro.. ..o Gl4 247 11 54 33 1449 i9 10 13 27 7 2 13 4 15
Owners_________.___ weeweo| L1137 339 43 116 | . 62 261 G0 15 37 89 26 g 27 10 14
Renters_ ___.__..___... R 825 255 10 T8 49 210 59 18 27 50 14 3 25 8 10
Share croppers. .- . _._.__ 663 274 4 52 38 170 20 12 17 28 7 2 21 4 14

Farm, units with less than

$200 farm sales, both countica:

White__________ i eooo) 1,497 Al 56 137 82 253 141 34 47 81 32 10 40 13 17
Negro__.___.______. I 830 | 364 20 67 30 156 2 54 25 84 iz 1 18 1 16
Rural nonfarm units:
Lée County:
White_ .. . .. ... ______ 1,556 827 141 171 a1 273 i10 40 38 77 28 11 37 7 15
WNegro_ - .. __._____ 559 224 76 a5 11 90 0 7 8 16 5 2 14 2 9
Jones County; .
White_ .. _____ . _._._..__| 1,788 | 670 171 180 a7 232 149 36 a9 112 35 17 40 10 20
Negro_ ... oo _____. 1,022 [ 441 55 74 75 147 &4 30 24 61 15 4 27 1 14
Note—TItalicized Sgurez arc expenditures teporled by less than 10 of the expenses. For nonfarm dwellings, expenditurez inciude rTents, taxes, interest,

consumer units participating. This indication is omitted for column 7,

1 Excludes share to boarders and farm help. A few consumer units had neo
food expense because they obtained food from their own grocery stores or re-
ceived iree boa

% Al housing expenditures: Family dwelling, vacation dwelling, and lodging
while traveling, vacationing, working away from home, or at school. For
farm dwellings, expenditures include only insurunce, when separable from farm
expenses, and repairs. All cther housing expenses are considered farm-operating

insurance, and repairs.

# Pyel, utilities, and other household operating expenses.

4 Only the family share of the automubile expenses.

& Includes burial, health, and accident insurance, funeral expenses, legel and
other feca, hank service charges, money lost or stolen, and inlerest on money
borrowed for family use, For ponfarm consumer units only, includea garden
expenses and feod for chickens for femily food aupply.

* Percent not available.
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TABLE 8.—VALUE OF FOOD:

Percent of consumer units having expenditures for food, percent receiving food

without direct erpenditure, and average amounts reported, by income

| Rural farm and nonfsrm families and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss, 1945,

Exciudas share

to boarders and farm help.|

Expendituren for food 1

Rural farm and rural nonfarm
cORALINEr wnits, coundy, amd net

}’erﬂ'nt of consuiner units having expend:ttires or Treceiving food without dtre{'t Pxpend:ture

Qutpide the home

-

t work

(5)

{6}

Y O

e e } -“'eto‘i?-E;l
Toepla
| At acheol I Other * i
[ (73 ! {8}

i
family income clase {dollaral l Meals
|  Total? . served at r ]
] hpmpe 3 i Tetal ]
i | ! A
in e b e W ,f
—_— - o a - - By - —
Farm: linits with at least $200 f o i T A i
farm saies, hoth counties . . . . 'r 99 | gg | 36
0-999 o 100 100 I 80
0-499 f 100 | 100 77 |
500-999, 100 II r 83 1
1,000-1,999 | ay | g1 i
2.000-4,999 : 100 | b l 25 |
Farm: 1 nits with less than 3200 ‘ : |
farm sslies, both counties ® ; 100 | HY} [ 92
0-999 . .. ... | 100 ' 100 | 79 |
1,000--1,899_ . . ... . 100 | 100 93 |
2,000-4,998.. | 100 100 | 99 |
Hural nonfarm units: : ! f |
Lee County & | 100 9 | BT
(--909. i HVA N 97-! 36 1
IOOOIQ‘)‘LI__ o . 100 | 03 9% |
’00(149‘.}9. o 100 © H 98 |
.l(mes(mmt\'._ e . G99 | 98 | 84
0-999 .. _ ... . .. 100 | 100 ! ?2'[
1,000-1,999_ | ot 100 | as -’ 2.4 :
7 a4

2,000-4,999 » |

18
4
4
4

24

30

48
25
42
49

33

3
37
48

41

12 -
am

59

25 {') 8O
17 ] | 73
g1 o 74
2B 0 | 73
st o 88
0 " 1 a¢
33 ] 84
21 O 66
28 - ) | 86
41 {% l 93
13 (%) ' 78 |
0 " 53
17 " a5
22 * #4
18 o) 84
I {* 70
B2 &y 86
28 bt

ST

Vatue of food received withoul
direct expanditure

e e e e
! |
i “e::f Uft.her food.
g TECALY! an gitt, pay. or
Poral | gift, pay. or [ relmf hone-
relief & ' i 7
I_ |
£ 1 {1 i (331}

SRR -
mGT ) 100
100 ) 100
| 100 IR 100
- 100 o 100
A I
i }
100 { ‘ 100
i 100 ® 100
| 100 Q) | 100
100 B 100
i 3 o ! 76
Bl B
'i 6 ?.; ‘- 82
) @ | 65
861 | 81
! A 87
; 69 | * | i
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! Average expenditures or value of food received without direct expenditure for all consumer units

Farm: Units with at feast $200 '~~~ ’Jﬁ“ . T r_""—_
farm ssles, both counties .. __ .. $304.55 $259.10 $40.25 $13.75 $9.85 $2.75 $13.00 | 337285 $i.95 $370.70
0999 . ___ il 236,556 216.05 16.60 1.05 3.20 1.65 8.70 320.15 1.60 318.55
0499 . ... ... 205.15 186.65 15.50 7] 485 2,20 7.55 209945 2,20 297.25
S00-999___ _ - l 258,35 234,40 17.30 f.13 b.45 120 9.50 334.55 1.15 333.40
1,000-1999, . ___.. __ .. : 34545 291.80 33.70 21.80 13.95 3.00 14.95 415.30 1.10 414,20
20004999 ____._ .. . I 426.20 336.05 - BQ.RO 35.20 ¢ 17.45 4.00 2115 470,30 4.70 465.60
Farm: Units with fess than $200 | i i
farm sales, both counties* __ | 53585 424,00 : 85.96 31.16 l 13.75 6.25 24.80 208,10 6.40 201.70
0-999 . . _ . . - 296,75 i 257.70 39.05 20005 1 4.30 4,40 10.30 251.75 500 248.75
1,000-1,999_ ____. o 48900 . 390.75 87.65 41.80 14.55 4.95 26.35 270.05 3.16 266.90
2,000-4,999_. . .. . . i 680.15 523.60 133.85 R80.60 18.30 7.5 27.40 357.56 6.00 351.55
Rural nonfarm units: ! i |
Iee County® . . o .| 49800 380.55 83.65 | 52,10 H.85 9.65 25.05 83.10 12.70 70.40
o999 . .. ... : AR50 ! 197.60 15.00 ! ;) ] R .90 7.50 72,20 5.05 67.15
1,000-1,9499_. . 468,40 i 3668.45 71.85 3685 ¢ [F {7 Rt 24.80 76.15 29.80 468.35
2,000,399 . o 651.35 500.45 | 14290 84.40 11.05 i {1.80 : 35.65 H01.20 465 96.55
Jones County *. i 636.70 ! al515 . 105.20 ¢ 49.90 | 4.85 - 22 50 | 27.95 52.05 11.06 41.00
e e ! 376,90 256.55 ¢ 13.20 Lo G iI.10 10.65 71.55 8.75 62.80
1,000-1,009. | . 51030 . 44500 ] 6115 3030 245) 9865|1875 ! 4175 10.95 30.80
2,000—4,599 . ot KOG, 60 648.05 . 154.20 I 89,95 I 5.60 | 19.65 36.00 57.60 13.85 43.75

MNorE.—Itailcized figures are expenditures reported by less than 10 of the con-
sumer units participating. This indication iz omitted for columns 7 and 10.

t Includes expense for yoests as well as hers of the unit;
inelodes ocutlays for tips.

* Includes bonrd for nenhouseheeping convumer brits not shown separately.
A few consumer units had no food expensea because they obtained feod from
their own grocery stores or received free board.

# Tpeludes coat of food prepered at home but ezten swsy from home.

+ Reptaurant meals; food bought tc be eaten with meals carried from home;
and meals enten while traveling and on vecation.

t Inecludes ice cream, candy, gum, pewnuts, popcorn, sendwickes, bottled drinka
and beer, and similay drinks.

¥ Inciudes velue of meais received in payment of services rendered and re-
ceived free =t schools and as relief. Also includes the value of meals received
as guests besed on the number received in excess of those furnished. Value was
estimated at the cost to the eonsumer vunit if the meuls hed been eaten at home,

7 Inelydes wvalue of food other than meals received in payment of services
vendered, av & gift, or a5 relief. Value of such food is estimated by the con-
sumer uhit at the price 1t would have paid at the most likely place of purchase.
Home-produced food is valued at eatimated prices farmers recelved In this State
for similay products, A constant set of prices is used for all consumer unita.

% Includes conmumer units with negetive incomes and incomes of $5,000 and
over, not ahown separately.

¥ Pevcent not avaitable.
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TABLE 9.-—HOME-PRODUCED FOOD FOR HOUSEHOLD USE: Average value, by tncome

[Rural farm and nonfarm fzmilies and single consomers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., 1045, Home-prodeced food is valued at estimated prices farmers received
in this State for aimilar products. A constant sel of pricss 15 used for al! eomsumer unitsi

rotal ! Meat, poultry, Gsh, and game | Vegetables and fruita B . Fi Sirapa
Rural [srm and rural sonfarm Total e | PeEDREE oury | Strups,
cunsemer unils, couniy, and net home- | AR Whole [ ) beuans. mael, vl
tamily income clans {d(:i“““} ;n;zrl{)&:c?d . il Total | Pork I Poultey | mt(a)atthgid Total sl::?it::ﬁsﬂ ?:2:_:‘ Fnims' ani?tt;‘ “ c;’ggls t;g;'
| | figh € potatoes | tabies | OORS
f?} (2) ; {3 l1J {a} (6 ! (.'} (&) I HO} {11 {12.} {1.3) (14} {15}
Dedlars - Dollors Idu!!urs Liollurs : Dielfoars bol!ars Didlars | Prollars Dui!ars Dedlors Duftura 1)0!&0!’3 Dyltars | Dollars
Farm: Units with at least $200 ; | :
farm sales, hoth counties | ___ 3069 415 B 100 72, 25 3 118 33 83 22 ) 10 10
0-0Gug. . I 314 37 74 52 60 1 20 2| M2 31 53 18 4 1o 7
0-49G_ .. e 269 35 o3 ! 77 o4 14 4 47 | 29 51 17 4 G 11
H00-899___ e el 329 36 B2 &7 [$5) 21 N 155 a2 s | 19 4 11 4
I B00-180. . . .- 415 48 i 114 K327 4 132 36 0 2 H) 10 9
000—4 REIeLr S 468 47 ug 135 94 I 34 7 45 a7 83 25 11 8 24
Fartn: Units with Jess than $200
farmn sales, both countics ¥ . 2843 A0 o7 37 | 36 | 17 4 50 19 48 13 3 3 4
0-99Y . - I 233 I 26 74| 5l [+ 17 1 72 15 42 15 3 a 2
LOGO-1,99% . o 260 33 92 0 4M 30 13 3 Fid) 17 4G 13 2 & 4
2,(H0-4,5999. | e 3R o i14 I [513] 41 21 4 63 25 il 13 4 i 3
Rural nonfarm units: | I
Lee County * . . o 531 13 I =20 [ 27 i 19 2 14 3 () M )
0999 .. L. 61 11 3 ‘ 25 14 i1 N w2 3 15 4 () ) ()
L,00G 1,994, oo 42 1 0 17 7 163 0 13 1 10 2 %) 0 0
2,000 -4,99¢. o . 5Y 510 N | | A5 15 11 23 1 18 4 ) ] 3
Jones Cdunty * . . 32 9 I o1z 3 8 1] I I 9 1 ) ) '}
0-8499 _ . ___.. . 40 13" O 14 ¢ 3 11 {*y 12 2 7 3 W, 1 0
1,000- 1,999 e | 25 7 H ‘ 8 3 4 1 9 1 7 1 () () 0
2.000- 4,999 el ‘ 41 0 15 4 10 | 1 16 2 13 1 (') 3] Y
—— _ U Jp ,..._._._..__.l_____i —e
NoTe. —-This table omits indication {by jtalics) of production reported by less * Inciudes game.

than 10 of the consumer units participatime. # Includes eonsumer umils with negative incomes end incomes of $5,000 and
U The amounls shown in this column are larger than the amounts for home- over, not shown separstely.

produced foed included in table %, column 11, a5 those exclude the value of food 4 Less than $0.50.

consamed by boarders and farm help.

0¢
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TABLE

LRurzl farm and nonfarm families and sinxle consumers, Lee and

Rural farm and rural nowfarin
consnier wnite, county, aml nat
family ingome class (dollars)

{n

10.-—MFEALS SERVED AT HOME:

nteal, and average number of meals served at home, by income

f

Farm: Units with at leas) 3200

farm sales, bhoth connties !
008
0-404_
H-909 .
1,000 1,988
2,000~ 4 994

Farin: L]lllt.h with less than R 200

fartn sales, both comties !
0-Q08 -
1,000 1,909

D001 000,

Rural nonfarm units:
Lee County ' .. .

0060 o
1
|
|
|
|

1()(]01‘]‘)9_ .

2(}0[}—4‘}99 oL
Joneb (,Qunty Al B

G-009__ el oo

1,800~ iQ‘.)E} -

ZUOU 4‘3‘]‘) .

! Person-meal expendilures are obtained by dividing the total amount spent

0-49
)

Lrereent

aK
41
47
37
42
23

—_

)

.

DN W Al —D w15l

-

3

Consumer units having food and beverages at home

5.0 99
(3
Peregnt

45
46
41
A0
39
ot

37
27
4%
35

28
49
] 24
it
0

l[ 10.0-14.9
| (4}

FPereent

13
)
14}
11
16
13

a1
37
29
31

37
24
42
44
26
38
: 32
{ 19

by the family in 15 for food served at home by the number of meals served.
2 g members of the consumer unil and Ruests,

farm help are excluded.

# 1,082 meals during the year {21 meals per week) iz equivalent to 1 person.
Mezls for members of the consumer unit and guests are included.

Mesls scrved to hoarders and

I teble 4,

with expeudiburcs per person per mesal

1 {in cents}
15.0-19.% 20.0-24 %
{5) (h)
Frereent . Per.':cn!
3 1
2 1
p- 0
1 1
2 1
8 0
15 4
5 4
16 0
14 7
14 8
3 3
12 10
22 53
32 13
10 14
32 12
41 17

Jones Counties, Miss.,

25.0 or over

7

Pereent

*)

O Moo

17

4
13
17

1845]

Ezpenditure
PET DETSOR
per megz)

Dollars

0.06
.06
06
06
06
.08

.11
08
10
1

Mealy
served
pEr peraon
per week 2

(G

Nuzulber

215
22,0
23.0
218
PN
211

204
19.9
204
20.0

20.0
21.0
19.4
20.0
20.8
23.0
20.5
208

Percent of conswumer units having specified expenditures per person per

{ Bize of
consuImer
uuit in

equivalent

persunsg #

Nrmber

Pl 0T B 80
farke ris e BN RIS FE RN

P NG 1S 1S
pi-Res Rilty o B Ol

column 2, a year-eguivalent person is
weeks; only members of the consumer

1 Inciudes consumer uanits with negative incomes end incomes of $5,000 and
over, not shown separately.

& Less than 0.5 percent.

1 person in

the comsumer unit for &2
unit are included,

AUAFIWIKGS Ev104avl
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TARLE 11.—VALUE OF HOUSING:
without direct expenditure, und average amounts reported, by ineome

[Rural farm and nonfarm families and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., 1845]

Percent of consumer units having expenditures, percent receiving dwelling

Hural farm and rural nanfarm
eonsuIngr units, eounty. and set
frmily income clasa (doliars}

{14

Farm:
0-999_ . .
0-499 _ |
500-9 __
1,000 -1,999 .
FParm:

2,000-4989.

Rural nonfurm units:
Lee County 7_ . _ .
0

Jones County 7. . .
0-909___. .
1L0O0-1,996. .
2,000-4,999_ __

Units with uf least $200 ©
farm sales, hoth counties 7.

Units with less than $200
farm sales, both counties .

Total, nll
houxing !

2

i)

*

i

 expanditures

Total

Phus value
received
without

dirert
expenditure

(3} |

g
)
[R)]
o
U
&8}

Family dwelling

Ocoupancy
value of
dwelling 2

4]

Reutal
value

© Value received withowt !
direct nxmndxlum !

received

an kift
nr pay

{5}

Tatal

(L]

a7 2
G 3.
a5 5
9% 1
a7 2
s L i
0 t ‘
Wy 10 |
0 3
100 | 5
445 9 |
4 18 |
41 10
a0 . 4!
43 2
-\l.., : 39 !
RER 23

4G ; )

Hent

o

P(‘l'l £t uf conAIIner units havmg Hpﬁndlturm Or receiving housmg without direct expendlt.urP

Expenditures

lepairs

%)

_Taxen,
interast,
aad

(9}

j I,

L inauranse 4|

Lxpendi-
turea for
other
housing *

{1

(%)
(%)
(%}
(5

{5}
(Bt

[
(*}
*
(4

IR — =

[

20

12

10

14!

)
-

37 |

24
N

30

g

=<3

21

9
17
32
19

9

L]

s

N

i "
*)
| (t)

.
i {¥)
I

*)
Y
M
“

*)
(*}
(%)
"
| {*)
¢)
&)
*)

[

. Additions or
improve-
mente to

{amiiy
dwelling *

on

I

._.
Srinmrng o

16

10
31

Y

f—
Lot -

14

15
16

6&
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Average expenditures or value of houst

g received without direct expenditure for all consurmer umits

Farm: Units with at least $200 : T T I A
farm sales, both counties 7. ©o8210.75 ' %204.65  $IRI.00 ! 5155 82210 l &r.e0 v 81795 $3.15 £5.50 | $7.50

0998 . o o 139.58 | 13540 12500 . 260 780! 40! $5.65 gan 3.10 | .85

0499 ; 144.55 146045 126.00 3.50 595 | 8 : G50 ! 30 1.10 ! 3.85

.- e 13270 123.00 S0 9.00 70 | 7.20 L10 : 2.40 | 430

10001999, .. . ... ... .. f 25050 18800 7S | 25.40 | 1.40 2200 2.00 B H.85

20004999 .. . .. 31115 263.00 0 i 17.15 3.50 ! 38.35 . 3 23.85 \ {570
Farm: Units with less than $200 | . ' | ) | | | :

farm sales, both counties 7. ... 249,20 3390 0 18800 6.25 | 37.95 .20 28,54 ! 3.20 15,2 'I 63.83

0999 . .. - ! 153.00 144.05 111.00 | 13.15 19.90 ! o ! 19.20 , a0 6.25 | 18453

1,000-1,999_ . _ i 216.10 - 201,15 . 18200 | 5.80 ! 43.35 | 2.30 39.30 170 145 . HB.25

2,000-499%9. . ... __. | 357.35 331.65 285.00 | -t 44.45 ! G450 2186 3 H.40 . 253500 131.00

Rural nonfarm units: f : : | | , , !

Iee County 7. .__. .. . .. i 30410 23,00 156.00 | 11.50 123,50 . 8285 2035 ! 15.30 .45 . 17.75
0998 .. ... . . ... 134.50 . 14430 95.80 - 18.55 34.75 ! 25.40 1.75 7460 4.0 i
5,000-1,998 . . ... . 230,20 24890 129.00 G050 1THLLG 80.75 19,25 1815 - 4,50 12,30
2,000-4999 ... ... .. 42225 . 40815 - 217.00 | &80 | 182,95 l 108.25 2, 21.60 13.30 | 7.680

Jones County 7. . ___._. . 293,40 27675 . H7.00 19.90 139.85 - 094.05 3335 12,45 14,15 25.50
0999 . ... _ ... 1 14085 1310 0 eL00! 2370 33400 2295 665, 380 RUI 240
1,000-1,594%. . e 244,45 24225 8800 ¢ 2535 0 12890 87.45 31.00 10.45 | 230 31.50
2,004,998 . __ l 34215 32218 126.00 | 148 I 151.05 - 123,85 {180 1 1540 17.00 3400

MoTE.—Ttalicized fienres are expenditures or value veported by leaz than 10 farmhonse and 19 idered = fErm-uperating expense,

of the consumer units participating.
&, 8 and 10,

' Inciudes rents] value of housing other than the family dwelling recetved
®% gift or pay by individesl membera of the consumer unit.

“ For farm consumer units this is the vccupancy value of the farm dwelline
on both rented and owned farms, For nonfarm consuimter units it is the
occupaney value of vwned dwelling, Occupancy ralue i# estimeted sa 10 per-
sent of the conrumer unit's estimate of the current value of the dwelling.

3 For farm conaumer units this is the rent paid for their family dwellings
by the few constimer units that did not live on the farma they operated.
For all other renters and share croppers, rent paid for the farm includes the

This indication is emitted for columns 2, §,

t Wor farm dwellings, this ja only the insurance clearly sepurable from farm-
operating expenses. All other Insurance, taxes, and interest paid for the
fumlly dwelling nre incloded with farm-opernting expenses.

5 Includes awned or 1ented vacwtion dwelling; lodging while travelink or on
vacation, while working awey from home, and while at school or college.

W This is an asset and therefore does not enter into expenditure for or value
of houaing.

7 Ineludes econsumer units with negative incomes and incomes of ¥5,000 and
over, not shown separately.

& Percent not aveilnble.
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TABLE 12.—FURNISHINGS AND EQUIPMENT:

[Rura! farm and nonfarm families and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., 1945]

Percent of econsumer wunits having expenditures, and average
amounts spent, by income

Other equipment

|

g Furni + i
Rural farm wad rural nonform | gi0i%g, | andfoor. | forniverennd | -7 ) Hogshold | Miscellaneous ¢
family incomae class (dollara) equipment {  eoverings ! equipment 2 Cleaning ¥ Laundry * Glass, chins,
silverware
(1} 3] (3) {4} (5 (6} {7} &) @)
Percent of consumer units having expenditures
Farm: Units with at least $200 {7 ~ - ) ’
farm sales, both counties 7___ __ o4 44 85 89 45 21 64 78
-99%_ . ____. a9 34 R4 87 44 11 a2 73
0-499._ . ... 98 18 74 81 33 6 33 78
S00-999_ ________________ 99 45 90 92 48 T 14 5 69
LOOO-1,899 ... _.__ 98 o4 84 92 46 31 71 77
20004999 ______________ 100 53 92 92 44 32 78 &9
Farm: Units with less than
$200 farm sales, both counties 7_ a7 47 50 90 34 29 70 54

0999 __ ... _.... m———— 94 34 75 75 28 9 64 83

LOOO-1909_ ______________ 98 47 32 94 36 34 73 85

2,000-4,999_ . ___._.... 98 o4 80 93 35 33 67 87

Rural nonfarm units: '

Lee County 7. . __ _._.._. a3 43 66 84 31 30 64 81
0999, ____ 85 21 53 68 21 9 38 65
1,000-1,990__ . _._._._.. G5 16 71 %5 37 37 63 85
20004999 ____________ 96 54 70 94 32 36 82 58

Jones County *___ _________ G4 50 59 80 22 28 69 75
0999 . .- 91 26 a7 54 22 16 38 52
1,000-1099_______ _____ 97 A0 56 82 18 25 71l 78
2,000-4,999_____________. o4 59 65 90 22 40 76 84

¥e
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Average expenditures for all consumer units

Farm: Units with at least $200 {_' : ) '_'
farm sales, both counties ”. . - £51.05 | £21.30 $14.80
9B L. I 30.75 | 12.80 9,05
0-499. . _ .. __ .. __._. [ 16.55 4.85 G.15
500-909 1. 4025 | 1%.05 11.00
1,000-1,999___ ___________. 62.60 | 25.35 15,04
20004999 _____ .. _..__ 87.55 36.95 19.85
Farm: Units with less than
$200 farm sales, both countics 7. 78.30 31.05 24.60

909 __ 32.70 8.6 14.10

1000-1,999_ . _____ ____. 846.30 35.65 27.05

2000-4,890 . _____ . _.___ 48,20 36.25 30.90

Rural nonfarm units: [

Lee County 7___ . ____..._. . 74.20 20,20 18.05
G999 ____._ [, 21.80 f0.50 3.40
1,000-1,999_ . . _____. .- B0.85 23,90 18.95
2.000-4,999 . . __________ 112.65 46.15 29 85

Jones County 7__ _ _.______. 03.65 45.25 19.30
D999, ... 34.405 15.20 6.90
LOK-1,999_ _ . ____. 73.15 35.65 13.75
20004999 . __.__.. ; 131.15 74.35 22,15

NoTe.—I[talicized figures are expenditures reported by less than 10 of {ihe
congumer units participating.

1 Includes dining room, living room, bedroom, porch, and lawn furnilure, and
all types of floor coverings, textile and nuntextile.

¥ Includes all kitchen fuvnituve, refrigerators, eouk stoves, small electric and
canning equipment, kitchen erockery, glassware, pols angd pans, thermos boltles,
refrigerator dishes, cocking knives, measuring spoons, strainers, can apeners,
and the like.
for serving.

* Includes vacuum eleahers, carpet swecpers, brooms, brushes, fioor waxers,
paile, refuse conmtainers, and the like.

+ Includes washing machines, ironers, self-heating irons and flatirons, wash-

Dues not include silver ur any glassware, dishes, or Aatware used

$3.00 $1.40 $1.80 $R.55 $3.20
230 1.25 .30 3.40 1.85
1.85 1.15 05 L15 135
2.65 1.30 45 4.90 1.90
3.25 1.45 1.60 0.00 3.95
3.90 1.80 2.40 18.05 4.60
3.40 1.50 1.95 9.35 6,45
1.80 A5 Ba 4.30 2.45
3.95 1.20 2.00 8.95 4.50
3.90 1.60 270 11.60 12.25
3.20 2.60 2,20 - 10.75 2.20
1.55 60 .30 3.75 1.50
2.h4 1.00 2,25 8.35 3.85
4.85 5.35 3.50 16.85 13.10
2.80 70 2.85 12.10 7.65
1.50 L4f) 1.30 5.80 2.95
2.65 1.00 1.60 11.80 3.70
3.40 .60 a2.40 13.75 11.50

tubs, wringers, ironing boards,
in Jaundering.

& Ineludes bed linen, blankets, pillows, towels, table linen, curtains, draperies,
slip ecovers, and the like, and ¥ard goods and other materials used in making
uny of these.

# Inelodes healing stoves, sewing machines, lamps, clocks, fans, pictures,
electric light bolbs, baby equipment, boggage, trunks, howsehold tools, hard-
ware, shades, eioset equipment, typewriters, file cahinets, other miscellansaus
equipment and furnishings, and repairs and cleaning of furniture snd equip-
ment.

7 Ineludes comsumer units with negative incomes and incomes of 35,000 and
over, not shown separately.

clothes baskets, pins, and other equipment used
L3
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TARLE 13.—HOUSEHOLD OPERATION—FUEL AND ICE:

Average expenditures for all household vperation and for

Jfuel and dce, pereent of consumer units having and average value of fuel received without direet expendi-

ture, by tncome
_{Rnrat farm and

Fapenditures for fuel and ice

Rurul farm snd rural nealann . Px;)nlltt}ili.:{ures :

Cconaumer unita, sounty, aud uer or :
famnily incone cluan {dollars) "l]n;;{::?{::{dl Toral © Rulbid faels

| ]
{0 : 2 i i 4
—————— e —— - et e e . | Cee = - I . .
; faallars fdaftars Frthires
FFarm: Units with at least 3200 : .
larm sules, hoth connties 133.95 4:2.%0) 25,45

a-999_ . . _. ' 34,10 20643
0~499. . i 26,15 14,20
H-099. 3040 2

LOOD-1,9088_ 5300 32.00

2 000—4 999 43.35 . 2910

Farm: Units with foss than $200 ! i
furm sales, both counties b 132.140 | 5013 2760

0-699__  ____ . . ] T 36,55 ! 2110

LAO00-1,99%. .. 120035 2,45 ¥

200-4,909. 18345 | 6380 . 0

ltural nonfarm units:

Lee County? __. .. 164.30 6240 43.35
009 G020 H3.50 16,15
1,000-1,994__ .. 154.65 615 46.6{
’0()0 49‘?9 214,50 0 39.65 - 37.40

Juones (Juunt_\' 2 . 1474 4050 . 2345
0-99y_____ . - G140 40,65 21.00
1LO00-1,999 : 104.05 43.45 . 2TES
2,000- 4,999 _ 188.55 41,30 21.35

Note.—Italicized flgures are values reported by less then 10 of the consumer
units participating, This indieation is omitted for columna 3-6.

! Includes utilities and other operation items shown in table 14,

? Coal, coke, briquettes, and wood.

4 Fuel oil, kerouene, and gasoline vsed ms fuel,

* Includer rent of freezer locker.

¢ Al fuel received witheut divert expenditure is vslued ai estimmted prices

nonfurm families and sincle consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., 1846

Furl received without direct expenditure »

Heame-produeed Cft ar

Fiquid Tueels # lee Fotel » L - -t pay, unils
Unitshaving + Ameunt 7 i having
{a : 131 7 6y . [ uu;
freehaps Fhilderrs Fraffura Freree e .")oﬂ'ure J)p‘r(‘f.rlf
5.0 %75 153,10 o 44.75 i
4.50 0 6.6 N2, 35400 | i
5.75 620 BLIG 8A 14,40 1 3
7000 7.50 3360 NO 13,60 1 0
1160 T4 - 1195 73, +4.95 4 0
T 9.13 34,40 a9 .' 34.40 lp 0
. | . ' 1
12.30 - HL2S 30,66 ST 30.65 | it
775 770 3690 571 3690 | 0
LIS 10,46 3%.20 5T 38,20 | 0
1855 12,20 13.00 3. 13.00 0
11.35 770 2.60 ! 12 ‘ 1.80 ! )
8.30 5.05 245 i5 5 265 | U
1240 ° 715 ; 500 ¢ 12 245 7
12,75 950 ; 35 14 g6 U
1140 0.05 ! 10,15 23 9.45 | t
14,85 1.80 11.90 35 | 1150 0
.00 1010 1430 31 14.30 | i
12.65 14430 | 6.80 13 | 395 i !

furmers veceived for mimilar ilems, A constant set of \'}'ricen is used tor all
(-unﬁumm‘ unita,
' Includes value of fuel received as gift or pay, not ahown separately,
" Avernges, ms in other tables, sre based on the total number of consumer
units in each class, nol on just those units haviag the hpeciﬁt‘d item.
4 Includes consumer units with negetive incomes and incomes of $5,060 and
vver, not ahown sepurstely

9¢
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TABLE 14.—HOUSEHOLD OPERATION—UTILITIES AND OTHER:

Average expenditures for utilities and for other

selected items of household operation, by income

o fRural farm and nenfarm families and single consumers, Iﬁand Jones Counties, Miss., 1046]

Utikilies (ther household cperation items
HRural farin snd rural nonlsrm e [ S — e e —
(-onau!'ﬂ.ell' unita, county, and ner :I : : H 1 hold | 1 d Stationers
family income clase {dollars) i Total' ! Klectricity J Telephone Total ¢ J t (1)1:?; Y vt d Supplies 1 péatl:g:? '
1 i
W @ @ ) 5) [ @ | o | ® )
Dollur= Dl Drollars Dotlarys { Dutlars Dotlare J Dollars | Duollars
Farm: TUnits with at lenst $200 _ 1 . |
farm sales, both counties € _ _ . 21.70 18.00 1.55 29,45 l 2,25 || 7.25 | 14.25 i 5.05
0-999___ . __ .. ... 12.10 | 10.00 .30 16.20 25 70 11.50 3.15
D 6.90 | 6.60 - 30 1420 05| 40 | 10,40 2.65
S00-999 . ___.. 0 _ _.i 15.55 12.25 .30 17.50 A0 95 | 12.20 3.50
1,000-1,996_____ .. e - 18.45 16.85 .65 3155 1.20 5.45 15.40 ¢ 5.60
20004999 . ___ . __ ___ 47.80 30.35 2.80 46,80 4.90 15.60 17.70 8.15
Farm: Units with less than ;
$200 furm sales, hoth counties ¢ 37.20 26.40 2.10 45.05 ] .15 11.00 19.60 7.685
0-999______ . ... 15.05 9.15 1.25 20,50 || .90 3.85 12.00 3.30
LO0O-1,99% . _ . _. ___ ___ 34.50 26.20 RS 43.40 440 10.25 |} 20.10 8.15
2,000-4,999_ . ____.. . 55.40 38.85 3.93 64225 ; 1055 | 18.80 | 23.55 %$.35
Rural nenfarm units: i | i
Lee County ®-. ... .. _.. .. __| 42.30 22.60 7.00 59.60 7.20 | 24.35 i 16.45 | 575
099y .. 10.55 .90 90 | 16.15 | 30 410 | 7.65 | 3.06
1,000--1,999 = . o ! 43.10 17.75 6.85 50.40 6.55 19.45 | 13.35 J 10.15
2,000-4,999, _ . . 62,15 34.80 10.55 92.70 | 11.30 } 42.04 | 23.65 1085
Jones County 8.0 .. . _ | 0.55 19.85 3.45 | 6575 ! 12,90 2110 15.80 ; 8.00
0999 . ... . . ... ! 19.70 13.55 .05 | 31.05 | 9.15 | 5.15 ‘ 10.80 5.75
1,000-1,990 . 21.80 13.05 1.06 38.30 | 3.55 1115 | 12.60 | 7.35
2,004,999 __ _i 52.30 24.35 3.30 91.95 I 20. 31.40 | 20.30 i 9.60

MNo1E~-~This table omits indication (hy italics) of expenditures reported by
less than 10 of the comsumer units participating.

1 Inciudes expenditures for gas, water, well and cistern repair,
roat office box, which are not ehowan separately.

= I]nclulies moving expense and freight and express charges, not shown sepa-
retely.

3 Ineludes wages, cAarfare, and eash gifts to household help such as general
woerker, cook, and beby gitter, Does not include such payments to help for

und rent of

’ sewing or to » murae hired primariiy for nursing even thoukh she asaista with

the housewark,

1 Laundry and cleaning supplies; miscellaneous household expenses such ae
ateel wool, furniture polish, Ay spray, paper napkine, and flowers for the house.

& lacludes telegrams.

¢ Ingludes ecngumer unity with negative incomes and inecomes of 36,000 and
over, not shown sepsratsly.

AAVRATENS dVINGVy
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TABLE 15.—FAMILY DWELLING, BY INCOME:

{Rural farm and nonfarm familios and single consumers, Tee and Jones Counties, Miss.,

Rural farm gnd reral nonfarm
COREUREr Units, county, and net
family income clgas {dollars)

Farm: Units with at least $200
farm sales, both counties ?

1,000-1,99% _____________.

2 0()()—4 9uG_ el
Farm: Units with fess than
3200 furm sales, both counties 2

D-999_ __ . _______.._____

1,000-1,999.

20064990 0T

Rural nonfarm wnits:
Lee County *______. _.

1 {)()0 i, 9'.-}5} ____________ -
2{)0{}4999 el
Jones (ounty L
0999 _ L.

LOOG-1,900. ... _..

2.000—4,999 -

|
|
I i ooms
dw: climlz
|
l

)

.\ wpbher

L
=3

VR R O b
W@ I =t

00 €0 s b s 82 0
= v 2l el sl VY]

-

Pumip or
gistern
vutaide ?

{3)

Percent

64
70
o
85
Litd]
44

a3
76
58
34

!

Average number of rooms and percent of dwellings having speci-
fied housing facilities and household equipment

Housing facilities

Running water

Caold
only

Percenr

15
11

L]
14
17
24

21

)
23
34

20
12
32
45
20
i3
21
24

Hot and
cold

13}

Pn—re:rt

26

is

7
16
24

24
12

7
44
25

7
14

39 |

--% Tubor

sherwer

i0
34

25

2
23
41

3%
15
27
66
34
19
24
43

0
|
|
I
|
|

Fiusk
Loblet

(7J

Fercent

l Power
» wasbing
l machine
i
i

10

I Inchudez pump or ¢iglern on porch, and well without nump.

2 ineludes consumer unils with negative incomes and incomes of $5,000 and

over, not shown separately,
# Less than 0.5 percent,

Househoid equipment

Refrigerator
el
9 {10}

Fercent | Percent
25 | 40
15 37

9 29

19 42
20 51
53 24
35 47
12 49
39 48
50 40
51 36
24 35
46 34
70 24
31 45
10 43
19 54
43 43

Home
[reezer

(11)

Percen!

*)

SOODoOO0, MRNO~ woSmoD

Prewuagre
CATREr

(12}

Percent

27
22
21
22
28
44

24

b
33
30

12
3
5

22

11
9
3

17

Hadio in
uaabie
condition

. Parcen!

68
57
54
58
78
&

78
&4
85
90

82
a9
88
a2
73
43
75
80

8¢
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PABLE 16.-—-FAMILY DWELLING, BY RACE AND TENURE: Average number of rooms and percent of dwellings
havmg specified housing factlities and household equipment

IRural farm and nonfarm families and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counlies, Miga., 194h]

I Housing incilities Household enquipment
Ruzal farm aud rural neufarm Rogm : :
cousumer units. county, bR i%_ ? Pump or Running water Power Refngetator Hadio in
race, and tenure dwelling gatern |————T1 | Tuber Flush washing | " -o——-=-— | Pressure usable
outside 1 E::IIS Hcrz)iidur shower toilet machine |agooponioal Tee CHTLIST condition
(0 (2} 3 4 (5) 8) 7) 8) 9) {10} (11) (1 '2.)
Number Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent ] Percent FPereent Percent Pergent Pereent
Farm, units with at least $200
farm sales, hoth counties:
White________________.__._ 4.0 60 18 13 18 13 9 34 42 35 81
Negro o .o 3.7 75 0 0 Q 2 g 34 8 36
Owners____ . _ ... ___._.__ - 5.3 57 "3 13 23 16 10 3% 42 35 82
Renters___ .. _.__ _ ___.___. 4.0 73 2 2 2 2 5 10 490 23 66
Share croppers_ - ________. [ 3.5 71 6 2 0 0 2 5 a4 12 39
Farm, units with less than $200
farm sales both counties:
hlte___._ _________________ 4.8 51 22 19 26 20 11 a7 46 25 41
Negro___________ _ IR 3.5 74 3 0 { 0 Q 0 59 9 26
Rural nonfartn units:
Lee County:
White. ... oo .. _. 4.3 34 30 27 41 41 15 55 28 13 85
Negro ... ... . 3.8 a7 17 (M} ] 8 [H] 8 50 ] 50
Jones County:
White. .. ... .. 4.3 37 20 29 39 3% 10 35 45 13 74
Negro. ... 3.2 49 21 0 7 7 i 7 40 2 44

1 Includes pump or cistern on porch, und well without pump.

AAVIKINNS Ey1Ndvl
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TABLE 17.—WOMEN'S CLOTHING: Percent of women and girls 16 years of age und vver having expenditures,

and average erpenditures per person, by income

{Rural farm and nonfarm families and single consumers, Lee gnd Jones Counties, Miss, 1045, Rased un el women and gitls 16 yeurs of age and over whe werc
members of the conzutmer unit at any time in 1945]

] . . . 1 N
Rurai farm and rursl nonfarm Fotgd  Hateoeaps Light- UoMborts, | e Corsrta, | Uther Night- Hosiery. .
[T e, . i ¥ = Slips - 3 PO .jat. shiors
ity inaome apnn (danaray | elotiing * ;1 QNG vemtors T Blewsen o T et pwiams | A0kle
[$3] ! ) 3 o o owm P ow W 1Y) 1) RS T (L 2 I § F47
O PRI A . w
Percent of persons hm mg ex pendlture: ;
Farm: Units with at least $200 ; ; . ! . . - : S ;
furm sales, both countiess. .. | i 31 a4 3 IV L 62 25 ') ; 23 ('} | 9 =
0-980.... . . | 0 25 2 65 51 w0, ¢ T S L B 9 o
0-499 . . o 100 15 2 19| 411 8 ¢y b 93 &
500-999. ... . . . i 100 33 35 71 iy b I E L) w!oo¢t O
1,000-1,999. ... ... 99 ; 2 32 7l o 71 70 280 9% 7
2,000-4,999 o8 | 18 i1 20 T azlo 381 9 | 98 g
Farm: Units with less than $200 | . ; ’ ) : | i . |
farm sales, both countiesz. .. . OV 33 . H) r L L 61 2 1) : 26 1 {*) . H £
0-999_ . e A\ 1% | 15 6, 32 s [P B 83 =
1,000-1,999 ) i 100, 31 21 81 i)y ! T3 By® 270 ) ez
2,000,999 . 100 7 41 {1 83 (L 39 4] | 24 {*) , R b
Rurai nonfarm units: [ ‘ ' : i | i
Lee County *.. . . ; 100 10 30 oy 66 | 35 @ S U N a2
0959 o 100 ) 23 9 37 . g % g0 83
1000 19‘)9 100 41 3% 3! i) 79 33 L] ' 33 ') I 94
20004999 @ . | 100 % 2% 830 ) | 70 ¢ B 3, | 44
Junes County *. . ag - 33 20 SO {53 57, B 6 34 B8
G999 . _ S u% 20 - A G371y 45 187 (9 2010 (! 58
1,000-1,990. . . OO 39 . @y B3, 9 0 3ty 305 (0 86
s 82 IS 7 WM 10 AT 90

2,000-4,990. . . .. . 95 a0



Farm: Tinits with at least $200
farm sales, both rounties?. .
o808 . .
0498 . _
S00-099 .
1,000-1,99¢
2 0004.999

Farm: Units with less than 5200

farm sales, both rounties
0999 ... ...
1000—1 QQJ

2,000-4998 - . . ...

Itural nonfarm units:
Lee County 2. _

1,000-1,999 .
2000-1,000
Jones County 4. . .
999 o
l 00— 1, Q!]q
2000 4, 9‘}‘}

185

2,70
L

200

#.20
1.70
i

1.40 !

t.60

L

zeEnHE

o
[

LI L

110
1.30 ¢

Average expenditures for ali persons

L
-

Hhoaxi
af—

[

AL

—
o

R
[T S

—
LS v B
.:' b

]

— T b [ B
S ] —
32

oy
gg

[5.95

RIL AL ) Ry |

REZ

b

1865

NoTE.- -ILaticized figures mre expenditures reported by less than 16 of the per-

sons participating. This indiestion is omitied for columns §, 9, and 11,

! Includes coats, vaincoats, jackets, snits, slacks,
smocks, work uniforms, housecoats, robes,
accessories, and other articles of clothing not shown separately.

shorts, play suits,
house atppers,

Bprons,
rubbers, zaloahes,

$2.45 343 SONF SA45 RLIG
150 205 .30 1.50 65
LSG . 180 45 Lih 75
130 © 225, 20 L S
215, 365 40 2601 LO5-
ass B2 2000 4300 230
H |
R0 1.15 1050 RATER 1.76
60 .45 . g 140 b
200 40 18 280 2.35
390 0 500 163 290,  LI3
t | .
£00 1200 180 290 185
1.20 ¢ 1.45 - LA A M
105 190 140 . 335 1.65
5305 490 2750 B85 . 230
320 . 540 195 1 8. 235 -
1.80 - 255 S5 206 LI
280 . 510 I3 295 1.60
280 585 135 . 4153 3.30

7 Ineindes uniun soits, pepties, and bloomers.

=

RS KL 1010 L
s
>

o0 9
Eabe e B —
LE DOALES

==
ey
B

3.6¢

170
430
110

3.50

265 °

3.25
1.05

o
it e

12.50

6.65
12.60
14.5a
1270

5,90
11,95
13.50

8 Inelndes consumer units with negative incomes and ineomes of $5.00¢ and

vver, hat shown separately.

4 Percent not avaijlable.
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TABLE 18.—GIRLS’ CLOTHING: Percent of givls 2 to 15 years of age having expenditures, and average expendi-
tures per person, by ineome

[Rural farm and nonfarm families and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss.,, 1945. PRased on all girls 2 to 15 years of age who were members of the
consumer unit at any time in 194§

, - |
Rural farm and rurai nonfarm Total Hats, cups, Light- Skirte, i Cther Night~ Hasiery,
coprume umte cowntpamd et | ooy | ober,, | ety | Do |GGG | e owuder [ sowne | SOEN ) Show
) (2) 3 () (5} (®) @ (8 ) am i {n
_________ R I SR
Percent of persons having expenditures

Farm: Units with at least $200 |7 B R N
farm sales, both counties #______ 08 24 63 87T [ 9 35 & 14 (4] o8

0099 L. 97 19 55 52 ) 27 {*) 7 1) 97
0499 03 18 46 53 ] 29 (*) 11 (%) 93
500-999. ___. el 100 21 63 52 () 25 (*) 5 (4 100

LOG0-1,999_ . ... .. . ___ 100 31 63 62 {4 45 (9 12 (9 100

2,000-4,999 .. .. g5 23 76 58 ) 31 () 28 ) 95

Farm: Units with less than $200
farm sales, both counties *____ __ 05 19 60 73 {*) 49 (4 14 ) 94

0999 _________ . . _______ 100 23 51 74 ) 23 (4 23 () 100

L,OOO-1999_ ... .. . __. 85 14 54 67 () 42 () y ] 81

2,000-4999_ _____ ________. 100 22 67 78 ) 62 ) 16 {4 100

Eural nonfarm units:

Lee County $______________. 100 30 67 63 ey 54 (*} 26 ™ 96
1,000-1,999_________ _. 100 41 76 76 ) 59 4 24 () 100
2,000-4,999_ _ ______. L 100 30 67 67 ) A0 ) a3 () 93

Jones County &_____ ____ . G0 22 a1 67 *) 35 {1 35 () 99
1000-1,999__ .. .. .. 100 14 56 5% {4 39 %) 30 o 100
2,000-4,999_ . _. 100 27 44 68 ) 27 ) 40 ) 99

44
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Average expenditures for all persons
Farm; Units with at least 3200 R I R R N e
farm sales, both counties 3. _.__ $321.05 £0.45 $2.70 $4.50 $1.45 $1.35 $2.55 3040 $£1.90 $7.90

0-999_ ... R 21.15 .25 L.50 4.05 90 1.00 1.45 B0 1.25 5.80
0499 __________ .. 19.30¢ 20 1.15 3.20 1.25 1.30 1.60 85 1.15 5.90
0999 __ . ________ 22.45 30 1.5 4.70 .65 .80 1.30 .10 1.30 575

1,000-1,999 . _______ oo 32.55 H5 2.95 4.45 1.40 1.50 3.15 .40 2.05 ].45

2000409 _______________ 45.90 .60 4.50- 7.30 2.25 1.65 3.80 .80 2.85 10.65

Farm: Units with less than $200
farm sales, both countieg*__ .. _. 41.35 25 3.00 0.00 3.00 2.45 2.70 .50 2.05 9.40

0999 .. ... I 30.85 20 1.20 5.60 40 .60 2.45H 90 1.80 7.80

3,000-1,999_ _______ I, 30.55 25 2.15 6.55 245 2.15 2.50 .30 1.65 7.20

2,000-4,999__ .. ___ IO 51.65 30 4.00 11.05 3.05 3.15 3.85 14 2.40 11.25

Rural nonfarm units:

Lee County .. oo . ... 5H1.85 1.00 4.00 8.05 3.00 1.90 2.80 1.60 2.30 10.45
1,000-1,009_ ________ . 45.70 1.50 4.55 8.15 .30 1.70 3.20 1.60 1.90 8.75
2,000,999 _ _______ e 57.90 B0 4.35 8,00 4,55 1.80 3.00 1.55 2.60 11.45

Jones County ¢ __________ _‘ 42.80 35 3.60 10,55 240 1.60 2.95 1.30 2.056 8.60
1,000-1,999_ . _ . ______.__ [ 347.35 d5h 2.00 10.00 2.50 1.80 2.50 1.06 1.80 6.90
2,000-4,999____._____ _-__.] 40.65 45 325 .28 1.15 Rt 3.10 1.50 2.20 9.15

NoTE—Italicized figures are expenditures reported by less than 10 ot the per- % Includes comsumer units with negative incomes and incomes of $5,000 and

song participating. This indication iz omitted for columns €, &, and 1 over, not shuwn separately,

2 Inecludes ceats, raincoats, jackets, suits, slaeks, sghorts, ‘pla.y sults, ApProns, 4 Percent not available.

smocks, housecoats, robes, house slippers, rubbers, gaiosbes, aceessories, and & Inclules ¢onsumer units with negative incomes, and incemes of under $1,000
other articles of ¢lothing not shown separately. and of $5,000 and over, not shown separately.

2 Includes union swils, panties, and bloomers.

AGVIHANS I¥V1NgV.L
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Pereent of men and boys 18 years of uge and over having expenditures, and
average expendilures per person, by income

| Rural farm and nenfarm fumilies and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Mivs.,, 1945. Based on sll men and bovs 15 vears of sge and over whe were
members of the consumer unit at any time in 1945]

TABLE 19.-—MEN’S CLOTHING:

Rural faznt aud rural nonfazm : Fotai l Hals and ]’mﬁ;?r?;:m I - iI Naparate | Overajls | Ty ! lr . R:}:}lge;u

PR e, SIS clothig ' capn s:z*;rgm [ e eoveniny i Underwent - Shot - bente

| . 1

] ! o R I | | @) () ‘ (9 | as | an
I ' i i
i Percent of persons havmg expcndltures

Farm: Units with at least $200 : i T . i '
furm ssles, both counties ¥ : a8 Y ! 30 200 39 i (4} (4} (4} ! {4 16
-999_ _ e . 99 ) a3 ! 1l 33, {4} ; {t} } 8] ) 16
0499 . . _ .. 949 (" i 20 7. 28 1) I {*) i £4) ' {9 15
HOO-G99_ __ . . a9 ') ' 26 14 37, (%) ! {4 | {1 | {4 17
1,001 99‘71_ e o a7 ') 34 1% | 42 | (4) . {i} : (%) I (4 16
2.000-4.999_ 100 S B+ 42 Wwreoomorw w 15

Farm: Units with less tharn 8200 . i : : | | _

farm sales, both counties 3. a7 {*) ! 32 21 43 i (*) I {%} % f (*} 7

0-58% _ . ___ 99 (*) I 24 21 20 . ('} *) ('} (*) 8

1,000-1,990_ .0 0 100 (% 28 15 | () " J * 8

2,000-4,99G___ . 93 {*) I 39 25 i 47 . ] (%) {%) i {4) 7

Rurul nonfarm units: . | | ‘

Lee County*_ . _ . _ 97 %) i 25 34 0 | () [ I i) ; () 12
0999 .. . 96 ) ‘ 4 12 19, (" - ) ¥
1,000-1,999 . .. 95 *) 14 26 : 38 ‘ {1 4 Gy %
20004999 . 98 ('} | 23 . 15 48 {9 () ') | ) 16

Jones County .. . : a6 ) | % B i 37 I {%) {4} {4 : 4] 2
0989 .. __..._. ! G8 (*} : |9 21 \ 19 () (*) i*) : {1} (}
1,000-1,999_ 92 ¢y 37 24 | a1l () NG 1
2,000—4,999_ . 1 *) : 27 36 13 i I ) ) i '} 1

U R i S SO SO . - e e

145
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Average expenditures for all person=

Farm: Units with at least $200 1 | 1
farm sales, both countiess_ . . $354.05 ¢ $3.75 $3.05 |
99s. . L L 37.70 2.65 2.
0499 . . . 0T 3dwes 285 1.60 !
500-999 0 39.75 .45 245 |
1,000-10089 .. .. ... . . 57.10 3.55 3.70

2000-4909_ __ ___. . _ . 53.90 580 3.75

Farm: Units with less than $200
farm sales, both countiess _ . . 555 3.5 2.50

0999 . ________.___._ _ . 40.8(} 1.85 i60

1,000-1,999 .. 3630 4.05 2.70

2000-5.999 . $9.95 350 3.65

Rural nonfarm units:

Tee County *__  ____. R 77.85 4,55 2.95
0994 ___. R 29.25 190 B0
1000-1,008 . 50.50 2.80 5.05
2000-4.996 .. 94.80 6.95 2.80

Jonea County?. . . ... __. $6.30 3.45 3.45
0-9949__ e oo oo 30.30 1.60 1.95
L00-1,999. . . . 5485 260 4.05 |
2,000-4,9499 : 8240 145 3.6 II

NoreE.—Italicized figures sre expenditures repovted by less than 10 of the per-
spng participating, This indicslion is omitted for columnz 3, 7, 8, 9, &nd 1G.

1 Includes overcoats, topeouls, raincosts, separste suil coats snd vests, knitted
shirts, lightweight swenlers, shorls, nightwenr, bathrobes, house slippers, acces-
wories, and other articles of elothing not shown sepzralely.

$6.25 {  $3.35
275 235!

245 165,

3.15 280

5.30 3.30 !

14.00 535"
L

675 430

780 I.83 1

4.80 425 |

8.00 540 |
i

16.55 190 .
©.80 80y

7.70 463

22 80 6.45 |
1305 | 505!
7S 160}

9451 440 |

85 1 540 |

i T

so25 | $725! $320 .  $9.10 ] $0.65
7.50 545 - 230! 7.10 60
7150 523 240 6.80 | 60
775 560 225 7.30 ! £0
10.70 7.00 3.50 | 8.95 | 70
1095 | 10.50 485, 1340 ‘ 65
9.00 8.10 4350 1008 i 30
6,55 .25 3.35 7.00 ‘l S
345 7.75 4.00 ; 475 | 20
10.75 9.45 a4g0 i 1125 ! 30
10.00 X.95 3401 1020 45
7.70 4.25 180 - 6.60 A
.60 8.15 2,95 258 46
9,50 9.85 385  1L70 1 4
8.15 6.95 1,65 | 141560 | A0
4.45 2.85 145 | 5.55 1 0
6.85 7.00 3.10 1 7.55 . 05
10.00 6.95 R LI 12,46 3 “

* Includes colion trounaers,

% Includes coRsuiner units with negsative incomes and incomes of $5,000 xnd
uver, not shown separately.

+ Pereent not availabie.

& Lewn than 36060,

Tteported by less than 10 of the persons participating.
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TABLE 20.——BOYS’ CLOTHING:

[Rural farm and nonfarm families and single consumers, Lee and Jones Countiea, Miss,, 1845,

Rural farm aod reral noofarm

consuner units, county, and not
family income class (dollars)

(1)

Yarm: Units with ut least $200 |

farm sales, both counties 7. . __.
0-999

1,000-1,909 "

2,000-4,999_ ..
Farm: Units with less than $200
far&ngsa]es, both counties 3______

Rural nonfarm units:

Lee County *_ ____._ __ e
1,000-1,909_
20004996 T .

Jones County &__ ___ ________
1,000-1,999. .0
2.000-4.999 77

Total
clothing 1

tures per person, by ineome

Jackets, | .
A vl I o
swentera
{2} {4} (5 (6)
e = .
! 46 16 17
{*) ar 2 1
) 232 14 11
*) 44 6 12
() 45 20 a2t
'| + 74 28 25
| {4} 44 i8 15
{1 28 0 2
4 43 14 6
('} 435 26 23
M 47 13 35
) 48 3 20
(') 52 21 34
{*} 14 5 22
) 40 5 g
() 37 4 17
R S .

consumer unit at any time in 1945]

(veralla,
coveralln #

{7)

Shirta
and
hlousea

8

Percent of persons having expenditures

Underwear

Percent of boys 2 to 15 years of age having expenditures, and average expendi-

Rased on all hovs 2 to 15 years of age who were metnbera of the

Rubbers,

rubber
boota,
artina

(11}

9%
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¥arm: Units with at least 3200

farm sales, both counties3_____. |

Parm: Units with less than $200

farm sales, both counties *. __.
999
1,000-1,999__

Rural nonfarm units:
Yee County 5. _ . __
1,000-1,999 ... ... .. i
2,000—4,999,_ e .-
Jones Connty ¢_._ .. ____ I
1L,000-1,999_ ____________.

$20.20
21,95
23.05
21.35
31.30
42.60

34.40
19.40
29,890
41,45

46,00
43.40
48.55
37.30
22.8i}
42,10

$0.75
.50
30
.65
R4}
1.10

4d
.45
a0

.54

80
.85
Rt
40
Ri%
.35

$2.50
2,06
1.50
2.35
2.45
3.70

2.60
LIu
2.70
2,95

2.95
2.3
3.80
2.65
1.795
275

NoTe.—Italicized figures are expenditurcs reported by less than 10 of the per-
sonz participating. Thig indication ia omitted for columns 3. 7,
? Includes overcoats, topcoats, raincosts, separate auit coats, knilted shirts,

lightweight swenters, sun suits, knpilted suita, shorts, nightwear, bathrobes,
house slippers, aceessovigs, and other articles of clothing not shown separstely,

2 Includes cotton trousers.

8,

&, and 10.

Average expendilures {or all porsom

$1.70 $0.95
70 .55
1.95 56
40 .55
2.30 1.35
2.80 1.25
1.90 1.10
0 15
1.05 .85
3.15 1.60
1.70 2.90
A0 2.30
270 3.05
70 2.70
30 60
80 2.95

85.70 |

4.60
8.25
4.30
580
8.30

6.75
4.55

e
o
LTl

NS mME o NG

| =T 0N e QoS et O
R = e = R R

2 Includes consumer unils
over, not shown eeparalely.
+ Percent not available.

5 Includes consumer units with negative incomes, and ibcomes of under $1,000
and of $5,000 and over, nol shown separately.

L $2.90 32.10 $6.20
2.35 1.70 5.35
2.30 1.60 5.95
2.40 1.75 2.10
2,90 2.20 6.15
4.40 3.00 8.35
2.65 2.45 7.40
1,25 1.05 4.70
2.45 2.20 7.25
3.05 2.95 8.20
3.8 3.35 9.45
3.60 3.85 10.30
4.05 3.15 8.95
2.70 3.45 7.35
185 L.75 505
2,15 4.95 8.25

!
|

with negative incomes and incomes

£0.30
20
(5
.30
.40
30

20
AU
15

25

.
b5
")
7]

[}
K%

of $5,000 and
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TABLE 21.—MEDICAL CARE:

by income

[Rurai farm and nonfarm families and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss.,, 19451}
e e e e e e o
I| , : Neray |I \chmue‘
Rural farm and rural nenfurm Total Phyaivian,  Helraction _ b ARher Hemsitai ! : ?mmn‘:; . I drugs,
consamer unita, eounty, sod net medical ' surgeon, Aad Deatist ¢+ pragli- '_3' B0 gnpinlanee . SPR AT et l mrapdd 1l
family imcore ciass {dolfars) T spreiabist elagar: . tiener 7 o :5;‘:;:;!; - ! upplianees,
i ! . | [ | ' testa ® supplien ¢
{1 Poah [+ ; {31 il [ 18] (U {108 {1
. Percent of consumer units Il.nm;, ex]mndlturps ur {ree cure
Farm: Tinits with at least 3200 : ' I . N o i I
farm sales, hoth counties ®. . 96 - 73, 13 30 1 4 7 I 3 | 4 % %)
OQQ‘?_....__. ______ o6 67 ¢ 5 24, 3 3! 2 20 & *)
0499 .. _ 92 36 50 29 3| 2 0! 3; 0 )
S00-99¢__ . 49 75 3 p: ¢ B 2 4 ] 3 1.y (*)
1,000-10899_ . _____. : 98 | 50 . 22 34 4 3 3l 2l gy ! {*)
2,000—-4 999 _____ N 95 Bt 28 42 b 14 \ a2 1wl ¢ ! {*)
Farm: Units with less than ! ! : i . i ! : ) i
$200 farm sales, both counties 45 i1 it - 34 2 N 2 AR A T T &)
0998 ___ . __ .. _ R a7 75 13 1 14 23 .9 4 70 (%) %)
1,000-1,999 . . G4 61 ' 13 50 0. 4" 3 R L I
2,000—4,909 . 95 T 21 a0 R 5 I i (")
Rural monfarm units: ' : ' : ! ! : |
lee County*____ . . . | 97 i 16 37 1 16 4! 5 (|
0-999. . S 94 62 6 . 0 0’ 0 3.M 1 &
1000—1 99’9 A 1 95 76 . 10 34 14 12 ] IR L T 1?)
2,@0-—4 999 . . 100} 86 . 28 50 2 30, ] 14 %} ")
Jones County® ... . . - 100 71 13 32 i 17 10 : T ")
0-999___ . . . 100 62 - 16 28 G 0. 1 A ] 7y
1,000--1,9094 . 00 73 - 13 33 7 19 10 ¢ 4 %) ")
2000—4999 _______ O 73 14 31 - Y. 20 12 g . (") ?)

Trepay-

ment for

redical
care U

Percent of consumer units having erpenditures, and wreraye anmounls spent,

- —
s R N TR

=R Y |

-
L= TR

—

1314
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Farm: Units with at least $200 | 7| T T
farm sales, both counties® ____ $66.85 | $23.40 ‘ $3.00 | $7.20 |
0999 _____.__ . ____.__... J| B7.50 ;1845 | NI 4.60
0499 . ... _. | BL25 2080 125, 775
500-999 1 TIII1T 3875 1675, 74 2101
1,000-1,999_ . 01 6125 | 1950 5501 7.50
2,000-4,999. . __________ 9350 374851 &d5 !l 1040
Farm: Units with less than ! i ! .
$200 farm sales, both counties®.| 8100 ! 2775 350, 11.15!
0-989. ... ... . ... _. 6420 | 22y ! yea i Lan!
L,006-1998 . . . ... lesasc 18800 205, 5.460
2,000-4,998___ . .. J 9705 3780 5535 2005
Rural nonfarm units: | | I o
Lee County 5. __ . .. ... . -] 7134 | 2070 | 3.00 9,50 |
0099 .. e | 2600 LLIO 10 130
1,000-1,909. o 33331 200 460 .
2,000-4,999 . '113|50 = o650 1820
Jones County ¥_ L 1T S 235 0 1135
0-998. ______ . N 71.:')0 i - SR
L000-1999. . ... 1 8190, 1A K75
2,000-1.999_ . _ P o400 250 . 1805

NoOTE,—lialicized fgures are expenditures reported by less than 10 of the con-
sumer units particinating. This indication is omitted for eolumne 10, 11, and 12,

+ Inclodes cuses where the consumer unit reported a lump sum covering twoa
or more types of medical care. Such expenditures reported only in a lump
sum are exciuded from columns 811,

9 Includes osteopathd, chiroprarctors, naturepaths, and chiropodists.

# Exelodes examinations and tregtments received as part of hospitalized ill-
nesd and X-rays taken by dentist, Kxcludes laboratory tests muade by the phy-
sician or while the patient was hospitalized.

+ Includes sraduste, practical, and visiting nurses, county heatlh officers, and
midwives.

+ Exeludes vitamin and mineral preparations (clasged as faod and included

Average e\pendltun** for all vonsumer unilx

$0.00 | $6.00 | $0.25 | $0.60 | $0.40 ; $16.00 | $0.85 ... _...
00485, 0 600 300 435 (0
400 a0 | 0 L0 05 1540 06 ,._.__
A5 485, U5 20l 501 1350 0
L35 a0 F 0 300 200 1215 2.00 |
200 &2 Tt fre) 110, 260 195
: : ! I '
50 3001 am 100 15, 26951 230
) A e AT L3 ) . A0
0. tA0 45 LA 0 L300
1.0 : 205 0, 205 0, S N
! ! ! 1 H
L OB A 1.75 24 1425 1.65 -,
0 0; 0 A0 0 5.2 40
150 0 A00 0 200 0 1630 851
L, 18.60 A5 285 B 16 W0 315
4200 1603 - 195 L3O 205 2250 0 165
1585 0 JE L R AL 360 250
LY L83 L0 1955 ¢ 75!
| IVETI P 1 B! fa0 .0 L5 2240 300 .

Includes adhesive

in lable #1 and household ruppliea such ns disinfectanta, g
wheel chairs, and

tupe, bandages, aterile cotton, syringes, trusses, crutches,
artificinl limbs,

% Jncludes hoapitalization and medical serviee nlana.

T Received by nne or more members of the consumer unit. Hased on expari-
ence with other surveys, these figures may be somewhat of an understatement.

* Inciudes conwumer units with negative incomes and incomes of $5000 and
uver, not shawn separately.

¢ Percent nol aviilable.

v Lean then $0.05. Repurted by less thun 10 of the consumer onits partici-
pating.
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TABLE 22.—AUTOMOBILE AND OTHER TRANSPORTATION !

Average expenditures, by income

[Rural farm and nenfarm fzmilies and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., 1945]

Automobile and truck for family and business use 1

Automebile and truck for family use

Other transportation

1 .
Conearion anite. couney. and pos ‘ Operation
family income ¢lass (doliars) expajn\;.ﬁ:urvs P(:;;:Sa;e ----' el ._Gsao]jne T Totsi Purchase ? | (peration L.ocal Other &
Tofal Tires ¥ ol Other 4
[£3] [¢4] {3} 4y {5) (&) 7 (8) (3} {10} (11} (12)
Brollars Lrollars Drallurs Dollars Dollars Drullara Dollars Drollara Droligrs Dallars Dallars
Farm: Units with ut least $200
farm sales, hoth counties 5_ _ | 13110 36.30 04.50 16.30 46.85 31.64 66.70 1500 51.70 .45 4.55

0-890____ . ___._ ... ___ 70.05 25.25 44 80 8.00 21.60° 15.20 31.58 11.45 20.10 4.80 1.60
489 .. . 74.10 32,80 41.60 6.95 20.756 13.90 30.00 11.9¢ 1810 3.10 1.80
S00-990 . _____. . 66,80 19.45 47.35 8.85 2225 16.25 32.85 11.16 21.70 5.85 1.45

1000000 .. .. __ 126.15 38.75 87.40 i6.65 43.25 27.50 70.20 15.85 54.35 14.05 4.65

2000-4999___ _  ___ | 24215 2225 | 219.90 32,50 | 112.10 75.30 | 138.25 8.30 126.95 20.85 11.70

Farm: Units with less than 3200
farm sales, both counties ___ __ 154.65 47.95 | 106.70 16.10 56.50 33.70 | 125.55 38.45 87.10 22,65 12,85

0-88%_ __ ______ ... U 31.05 4.80 27.05 3.0 12.50 11.15 23.10 4£.50 18.60 9.70 4.75

1,000-1,899__ _____ .. ____. .| 132.30 40.50 91.80 15.20 46.65 2085 | 122.08 40.10 81.95 27.90 K00

2,000-4,999_ _ ___ . _.__. ___ 242.05 77.500 | 164.55 26.00 87.20 51,35 | 20515 66.55 138.60 24.65 13.00

Rural nonfarm units:

Lee Countys. .. ... .__. . __| 10195 24.55 77.40 13.50 38.15 25.75 99 .40 24.56 74.85 14.55 17.60
Q99 . ... 20.75 0 20,786 .10 10060 4.75 1840 0 IR.40 4.00 £.00
LODO-1,9949_ . . . .. . _ 90,90 S83.80 57 60 8.35 27.40 20.85 90.90 33.80 57.60 22,25 10140
2,000 4,999 .. __. 146.75 1900 | 127.75 21.80 84.45 41.50 | 141.85 18.00 122.85 27.04 26.35

Jones County 5. __. . ____. . 172.20 3865 | 133.50 16.70 67.50 49056 | 134.95 80.65 104.30 25.05 8.80
0-899 ______.____ _ ... 35.00 23.70 11.30 1.60 580 4.20 25.05 14.50 1055 8.56 1.95
1,000-1,8%9 _ _____ . . ____ $9.30 1700 H2.30 6.90 33.30 12.10 48.65 17.00 31.65 30.75 12.95
20004999 .. ___ ____._! 28325 FrIO | 21215 27.75 | 103.70 80.70 t 246.15 54.95 191.20 28.05 12.05

Nore,~—Italicized fizures are cxpendityres reported by less than 10 of the con-
sumer units partieipating,

t Covera cars and truchs used suviely or partiy for family living., Expenses
for ecars and trucks nsed for husiness are handled as farm or other business
expense.  Aliceation between family and business uze s made on Lhe consumer
unit's estimate of provortion chargeable ta cach,

2 Computed by deducting trade-in allowance from gross price. Gross price
is contract price plus excise and sales taxes and carrying charges,

? Includes tubes, retreading, recepping, angd tire repairs. Purchases are net;
trade-in allowances have been deducted, i
1 Includes repairs, licenses, insurance, garage rent, parking feea, accessories,

tolla, fines, and damages to sthers.

& Includes bus, railroad and airplane transportation, mnd the purchase and

ypkeep of bicveles and motorcycles used mostly for school or work.

® Includes consumer units with negative incomes and incomes of $5,000 and

over, not shown separately.

08
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TABLE 23.—GIFTS, COMMUNITY WELFARE, RELIGION,

AND PERBONAL TAXES!:

outlays, and average amounts reported, Ly income

IRm 1'] t"lrrn nml nrmf?um fan'u]ma and =.1TI$‘:]!’.‘ _consumers, L(t nnd Tnm_s FOU‘J’\LI?~ h?issl Tﬂfﬁ_]_

Gifts, commiunity welfare,

Rural farm and rural nonfarm
CODSUMET units, county, and net
family ineome cluss {dollara)

IO

|
!
] having
|
|

(1} (?)
Pcrcent
Farm: Tinits with at least $200
farm sales, both counties *______ I 98
0-999______________________ 96
0499, ___ L. ... a7
500999 [ a6
1,000-1,990_ _______..____. 99
20004900 ________ ________. 100
Farm: Units with less than $200
farm sales, both counties *__ 95
0-999_ _ _______ __.__..__.. 89
1,000-1999 . 0 | 94
2,000-4909. | 100
Rura! nonfarm units: l
liee County *_ . __ . __. I 06
(}—999_.._”.._________..____ 94
1,000-1,806_ ___ .l .. 95
20004999 _ _________ ... a8
Jones C()uuty _______________ 96
0-999 _________..__._ __. 77
LOO0-1999.._____.. __._ 99
2,000—4,99‘]__ [ 104

and religion 1

| Amoung 2

(3)

l Doﬂars

46,30
27.25
17.40
33.80
44 .80
52.95

645.30
33.580
37.55
111.20

67.95
19.70
45.55
106.05
7L
18.75
52.20
73.50

._N-(;TE_—_Itn];E:-lZeE_ laur_e" _a.re -alh]:;y:s “rep.f-n't,ea.j: by- less than

sumer unils participating.

1 (3ifts to persons cutside the eonsumer unit; contributions Lo Community

"
~)-
|
-
l
|

Total ‘
TCuits | .., [
having | Swount 2 ll

) ()

Pt:r(en! DUHﬂfb
61 | 3090 :
39 6.10
35 1.40
102 .30
75 14.20
96 03.75
78 || 21,10
44 | 6.45
82 ] 4080
9% 150,45
73 8E.70
21 160
83 2495
9| 157.75
77 | 11110
32 .90
76 37.90
o1 | 10085 ]

Chest, Red Cross, war relief, chureh, missions, and similar organizations.

2 Averages, as in olbor tebles, are Lascd on the tolal number of consumer
units in aach class, not on just those units having

the specified outlay.

’ 1 0._. uf-.l...he_h_c url-

Peorsonal taxes

Federal income

Uity
Luving

j (6

Froreent

35
it

61
22
70
82

g1

)
63
02
ik
20
a3
u4

|

| Aviount 2
i
. 7}

.I“ ;uﬂms h

I 20.30
5.15

50
R.28
12.40
91.65

79.20
5.45
3%.50
148,10

86.00
1.20
23.50
152.55
107.35
&.85
35.75
185.05

|

1
4 Foy Tlﬁ!’!fdrm (onaumer umts nut,omoh;le taxe:s Are not lncluded ext.ept. whew

Personal property ¥

U nits
having

16
4
7

30

14
7
7

22

Amount 2

4:50

Pereent of consumer units having

Poll

Uinits
haviug

{10)

Percent

52
34
29
37
64
§1

66
37
73
82

{

Amount ¥

1.90
1.00
2.10
2,35

1.20
2
.00

2.10

1.10

40
12o

T -
P L=
[==R=221

il is impeossible to ceparate them from the tolal personal property taxes paid.

over, not shown separately.

+ Includes consumer units with negative incomes and incomes of $5,000 and

5 Persunal property taxes of farm consumer units are not shown because no

attemipt was made to separate them from tnxes on farm egquipment.

AIVIKIKNS AVINGV]L
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TABLE 24.—NET CHANGE IN ASSETS AND LIABILITIES:

| Rural farm and nonfarm familien and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Mixs., 1945,

Averuge change in selected items, by income
Net chenges between beginning and end »f 1945 resuiting from

selual transactions, not those duc to appreciation or depreciation in valye of property where no sale hes occurred. Averages are for all consumer units in clase ]

Cas i I Investment in-— . Impr:)vc—
o] P : i ment. i
" nonfurm on hand {:{i;.\"::;l- ins :;:iﬂ Lt Cther Sirt-jul Maort- ) ’ [astalt- family
:{o?:alp;?;’::lni?:fic%\:;:;r& a:néu:nﬂ ’:":; (Es?&k mé:;lld | pr;i;:;m;g 1?%3;::-‘:; i ::iurrl':,‘{ s;ﬁe. :1?:?'3 m::za. Facm, | bi:}:ii;;rm ati:t"n{i]ltlﬁgr
o . = " Py * . o * S
amily income clnas (dollars) elm‘:::'e S o ehange | ﬁ:‘("r;‘:;: e ey ! increese ! change * | ““MMEET [ ohange 4 ch:?'f;‘; . i or ﬁ:‘ renl estate,
I ! net change | change &
i w Lom L ow | w e @ (s 9 am ., an a2
Doltors Bollars + Daflors Duflurz i Drollurs fioflars Dollars Dultars | Dollars o Lobhrs Prollars
Ifarm: Units with at least $200 { | | i ;
farm sales, both counties & . . . 29 arg . 12 B 5 1 1| H ~73 —3i ! 1)
0-999 . ... e e e —117 384 3 2 1 -1 . L 8 - 329 -14 4
0489, . . - —121 10 ! 2 a -5 i 8 | L6 | —61 0 B
500-999% . .. . 114 634 | 4 oy 1, 14 4 | 3: —509 =23 4
FOOO-1,999_ . e S0 4+ k] 2 1 —19 12| 11 a1 0 14
2000-4999_ ... . . _ _ 3l 262 25 0 I8 o) — 43 ‘ 4| 277 | 144 20
Farm: Units with less than $200 : ! | i ‘
farm sales, both countiess. . .. 21 HWG . 16 I 20 It 4 2 i a1 a3 . 64
0-99%_ . ... A —~53 § 3 a5l 3 ) 0‘ 0 -8 0 18
1,000-1,999_ ... __ . _. — 435 7t I 10 g 15 -1 - I LU 44 { 38
2,000-4,998 L 63 128 31 w30 25 ; a 2 | 106 | 129 131
Rural nonfarm units: : ; : i
Tee County® _. .. .. _. 28 168 | 38 9 20 47 ! 3, 2 T 108 18
0-99% . __ .. .. —21 2. i {7 f 0! Iy | I 01 {7}
LOOO-1,899_ . . . 133 31! 20 1 11 —4 i | ... .. 0 =16 32
2000-499% . . . . .. l —d44 ‘ 363 | 69 23 39 123 3 ] 20 341 &
Jones County ¢ __ . . . A 121 123 29 28 2 122 - ol 14 - i 204 | 32
0-999_ __ ... .. _..... ! 7 2 1 22 2 - o .. 13 | 2
LOOO-1,999_ . .. _. o i31 : 50 14 i 12 —b Ii 13 |. - ___| —8 48
2000-4990_ __. _ . N 60 | 127 | 34 60 1 33 339 i & E: T | 619 ! 33
HNoTe.—I[talicized figuresa mre changes reported by less than 14 of the cone 1 Incluodes amounts vnpaid on purchases made during the report period and

sumer units participating. This indication is omitted for cola. 3, 7, 8, and 1L,

1 Ineludes poetal savings.

3 Net changes in the principai of mortgages and other debts secured by liens
on owned dwelling, home farm, or other real estate. Includes net changes in
principal of notes pivern as security for nonferm business loans.

% Net changes in the principz! of notes (excepting those securing nonfarm
business loana} secured by other than lien on resl estxte.

amonnts prid on purchases made prior to the report year.

% Structural sdditions and improvements on the family dwelling snd other
renl eatate except the family farm.

¢ See footnote £, on p. B3 apposite.

* Less than $0.50. Heported by less than 10 consumer units participating.

% One comeumer unit (onweighted} in this cisss scld farm real estate and
made a large investment in . 5. Government war bands with the proceeds.

o
o
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TABLE 25.—UUNITS HAVING CHANGE IN ASSETS:
decrease in selected assets,

{Rura] farm and nonfarm f{amilice and single contumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Mias.,, 1845,

Hural farm and rural nonfarm
consumer unita, county, and net
family income rlape (dollars)

|
Farm: Units with at least $200 !
farm sales, both counties?_. .. __ f

2000-4,999. __ ..
Farm: Units with less than S&OO
farm sales, both counties ®___ _ .

Rural ncnfarm units: i

Lee(‘ounty'._..,____.._____ .

10001999_ oo |
3(1)0—41}99____

Jones C(Junty’.. R
0-989_ . . . _ ... _ . .
LOOO-1,000_ o
2000-4999 ... . .. .}

¢ Cash on hand and batuk deposits !

Percent of conswmer unils having increase and those having

by income

Net change in aseetp between the bazlnmns' and end of 1946
resuiting from actual money transactiona]

L. 8. Government war bonds

incl\r:;m deg'::;so Purchaged ’ Holt
(2 @ ) ( (a)
Percent Percent o Percent E FPercent

34 72 31 | 4

21 28 15 3

) 39 3 4

19 20 I6 2

45 15 33 6

55 11 72 6

2 | 23 | 16 | 16

3| 31 10 4

17 ! 25 19 18

18 | 13, B8 a7

38 | 32 | 15 10

21 29 B 3

46 | 24 | 32 10

4 40 | R0 16

| 23 45 21

35 | 13 9

1_, 23 31 12

2 70 ; 38

16 |

1 Tacludes posial savinge.

¢ jncludea conaumer units with negative incomes and incomes of $5,000 and over. not shown sepayately.

Lie insurance

|

{ther pernonal

Sokial security

5t

premiums paid, | property sold, tax, net
nel, increane ; nel decrease increase
| .
(6 J M j ®
FPorcent ) Percent J Percent
17 il 2 28
bt f 2 11
a9 3 i 6
10 1 9]
19 3 | 38
31 0] 66
29 2| 62
10 2 | 25
23 2 73
A2 2 J s
46 5 | 62
0 3 | 15
49 2 I Fi:4
72 8 BG
36 | 4 313
4. 1 i 26
25! 3. 67
6 ! RG
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TABLE 26.—SOURCES OF INCOME, BY INCOME:

Rural farm and rural noofarm
Consummer nnits, county, and net
family income clasa (dollura)

(1}

Farm: Units with at least $200
farm sales, both counties?__. ___

10001998, . ... .. . . ..

20004899
Farm: Units with loss than $200
farin sales, both counties 7_ .

0-899__ ___ _.

1,000-1,999_ . . .

20004999

Rurzl nonfarm nnits:

Lee Counly ¥_______. I,
0989, .. ..., .. -
1,000-1,899. ... .. _
2.000-4,94% o

Jones County ¥ ______ __ __
G-999_ . . __. .__ e
L0001 00 . .. ...

Not

cash

plus
noneash
ncome

2y

SOUrCES, and aperage amounts received
[Rural farm and nonfarm families and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., 19461

All
sources
{net
family
in¢otue)

(4}

100
100
. 100
100
100
160

o
G
106
00
100

100

100 |
160 |-

104
1

{3}

Percent of consumer units receiving income

From specified

Net cash income from—-

e e
Non- .
b fa;?n Wagdea Roon&crs Depend-} Eggiﬂ:;

it n £rn

::ti?i—m sa?al‘ies b-:a:?dcrs sllgg- éﬁ;g:_

I;ﬂ;f; inet} 3| (net) ments persong 4
il
) _J i} {®) {3 [81}]

Percent of consumer units having specified income

) 44 8 16 5
") 28 5 G 7
*) 23 4] ¢ 5
%) 32 5 16 b
] 63 6 27 5
{*} 74 7 22 4
%) 75 ] 22 8
£ 52 7 2% ]
I\ 82 8 28 8
1%} 00 3 18 IS
* 73 10 29 12
%) 38 15 207 18
* s 0 39 17
%) 06 6 22 4]
(5} TH 12 i 12
%) 46 26 23 12
{5} 76 5 40} il
*) 93 i1 17 14

Hent
from
prop-
erty

{net})

(853

J— .

LR I

=

[
mHEIo® Qs =)

—
el ]

Direct
relief
pay-

mentad

{12}

-
B SrO000 G0 ba O e

]

A =

{yther er
Veter Ipensigns] o
Pay- emai- | MO0
ments s‘ljes come
am | aa | as
7 I
4 g1 (5
5 ol ®
6 01 ™
8 4 (®)
15 21 ®
8 41 (8
14 2| @&
12 2| ®
12 57 (8
p 31 ®
17 53 ()
12 61 (%)
16 1@
9 | M
14 3] ®
4| 1| ®
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Farm: Units with af least §200 .
farm snles, bholh counties? _ _| $2,022 ) 3627 | 31395 | 8605 | &

0900 . . e . 1,069 n22 547 335
=499 oL 814 ALD ant 166
500-9493 ... . . . - 1,276 532 ’ 744 472

1,000-1,%39 . .. e 2,089 654, 1,405 630

2,000-4900 B A = S00 0 2,984 (1,144

Farm: Units with less than 5206 }
farm sales, both counties 7 S 2,25 0 552 1,702 (=105

=999 _ . | 0910 435 535 | —90

1,000--1,59459 . o . 1,955 495 1,457 |- 130

2,000--4,9%  __ .. ..., 3416 697 2,719 | 490

Rural nonfarm units: : ;

Lee County ™. _._. .. . . . ... 2215, 280 1,935 | ...
0-900. . __ | 7251 208 319 |
1,000-1,999. L o s 240 1,514 | ...
2,000-4,999. . . ... . 38111 365)| 2046 ...

Jones County ? bowaary gy 225 | 2052 .. ..

EE L | T 224 826 | .. _
1,000-1,000. . .- ooobo1s90 | 188 | pa02 |0 LD
20004000 . . 3236 | 239 2997

Average cash and/or

nancash income received for all consumer units

140 | $434 3 £99 35| 312 35 833 &F 1 850
28 76 2 34 8 7 8 12 0 a2
41 52 3 0 4 3 8 & 0 26
27 96 i 71 7 10 7 19 Q 34
21 470 4 148 & 13 ® 48 17 46

177 | 1,282 f 171 8 23 & 73 4 29

194 | 1,292 6 178 22 14 19 44 b 29
65 | 338 3 87 a2 ) 47 21 12 21
83 | 1,119 9 252 23 7 10 i i 9

323 | 2,170 2 186 15 27 3 39 & 36

219 | 1,352 4 208 46 11 24 45 19 7
70 126 b 167 7 13 %6 27 & 2
20| 964 7 316 55 8 0 65 29 0

349 2,272 2 159 1f i1 3 af 19 19

204 | 1,548 34 207 38 30 15 38 4 34

2| 276 20 128 ] 20 44 27 0 3
17 | 894 2 304 85 a1 17 31 é 45
145 |2,461 78 171 at} 18 0 58 4 2

Note—Itntlicized ficures arc receipls repoerted by less than 10 of the con-
sumer wnits participaling.  This indication 5 omitted for columna § and 15,
and for the nonfarm units in column .

* Home-produoced food, farm-furnished housing end fuel, cccupanecy value of
awned noenfarm deecllings, und food, housing, fuel, clothing, and furnishings and
equipment yeceived as gift, pay or relief. Home-produced food and fuel con-
aumed are valred st cstimaled prices Tarmers teceived in this Stale for similar
producis. A constant set of prices ix vsed for all consumer units, Gift, pay,
or relicf items: are valued by the consumer unit at prices it would have paid
at the most likely place ol purchase.

2 Adjusted for depreciation of 5 percent of market value of farm buildinge
on owned farms, excluding family dwellings, and of 15 percent of market value
of farm equipment owned at end of 1946, Alse adjusted for change in the
farm inventory.

® Net of occupational expenses much as toocls, supplies, equipment, technical
publications, and union dvea.

+ Not In the consumer unit.

5 Includes old-ape sesistance and aild te dependent children.

€ Includen jncome from sale of produce by ponfarm consumer units, periodic
insurance payments, royalties from oil leases, net income fram business owned
but not operated py the unit, interest and dividends, and other money received
by the unit not entered elsedhere.

? Includes consumer unita with hegative incomea and incomes of $5,000 and
over, not shown separately.

4 Percent not available,

? Leas than 30.60. Reported by lesa than 1) of the consumer units partici-
pating.

AAVININ OIS IV INgvVL
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TABLE 27.—SOURCES OF INCOME, BY RACE AND TENURE: Percent of consumer wunils receiving income from
specified sources, and average amounts received
| Bural farm and nonfarm fsmilies and single consumers, Lee znd Jonex Counties, Miss., 1945]

| : Net cash ineame from -
Bural farm and rural nonfarm ! (::lt\ Non- r I Nen- I | s Ond
FOUBUMET Unjts, county, race, o oplus ci'::_l’ w;}iﬂ | Farm farm  Wagen Roomer‘;| L}epend-{ gl?;:;r:; ) }:ﬁ:’; Ldirect ! Veter- pen'&;:f“ Qther
and tenure | noncash ! come {net opera- | business :Imql b and el?cv from | prop- rehe_f : sms_ snd oia:_h
I neame _f&ﬂlil}' (;E’egr; 2 I e:;it:ér: | ﬁ?l’?ent)e'?‘! (E?;Et?p' l?\e?l“.‘! ﬂtrher I Brty M ll:;?!{!‘; ; !r?:r};ts ‘npui- come *
1 ~ income} : ?ne”' | | peragns 4 i {et) i i
It | {2) ] ' 4 i E T N 5! | [ TR U TR [ TR 4 b [EY: TR 1] {14} | {13}
U I T PR B e N e L
‘ }’er{'ent of consumer units ha.vmg apecified income
Farm, units with at least $200 | TV | T S I
farm sales, both counties: i ] : i |
White . ____ . L i 1007 100 100 | B 16 ; 5 6 3 3 21
Negre .. .. ... . ... .. ! 100 | 100 100 6 20 7 2, 2 3 Y
e SN NG I S . S T [ S ;

Owners_ . .. 100 100 100 (’} I 4 Tr' ! 16 4 9 2 8 20

Renters_ . ._.. ) 100 | 100 100 ‘ | 33 31 15 8 1 5 ‘ 7 1| &

Share eroppers ©oton ! 100 100 m ‘ 14 1 19 f 0 2l 5 0 ¢

Farm, units with less than $200° ! : ! | i i
farm sales, both counties: i ! I ! i
White_ _____ . __ . o 100 | 100 Wwei 88 (M 127 , 7 )] 7 3 R [ ()
Negro.. . [ 00| 100 ool 97t L 2%, 2l g 10 i 1 12 s LY
Rural nonfarm units: - i ! : | .

Lee County: I o ; ! | : .| . = |
White_ ______. ’ 0G0 5 100 [ @) ; 71 | I 30 300 6 12 21 Uy
Negro . _ . L 100 () 100 ’ Pm 75 81 17 1 8 0 33 8 Gy

Jones (,ouutv ! ! i ! ! i | :

‘hite. . . w0l ey w0y I | 7. 13 2% 13 {1 S 18] 2o
Negro. . . T w100 o Wz | 26 70 0 4 2180
: LU J A R e e e SN S SN S

94
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; Avernge vish and; or honeash income received for all eousuioer wots

e TR T, - -

;-‘arm, mits with at least $200 ;1| f : . , ! ; : ]

arm gales, hoth counties: ; | : ‘

White_ __ . __ o . l_ $2,208 | $715 [ £1,583 | $642 | 5174 5524 I ¥4 $100 B9 $15 6 | 8§40 b $63
Negro _. . ... LD7s | 358 E T7 | 471 108 1 o8 a ! 21 ] 4 1
(hwners. . | 2,559 758 1,801 b)‘Z "4b 636 4 97 & 22 a 36 & &9
Renters_ ... ... . . 1,568 532 1,036 608 234 | 2 102 12 1 [ a5 10 7
Share croppers. ... _. o Li%& | 398 785 | 48R | 11 153 | 4 108 | 3 {1 40 a2 a 3

Farm, units with less than $200 | . . [ | .I | : I : \

. ! ! i

far;\l?hﬁes’ bo.ﬂ.n (mmt_u_w L0 238 | 572 | 1,812 |-118 !l 213 11.395 T 17t 3l sl el a5 w82
Negro. _._._ . 1,106 1 311 795 —2 39, 452 i 240 13 0 127 361 0 2

Rural nonfsrm units: | ] | | i ’

County: i ; i
White.___._ . . . . .. ! 2,352 294 2,058 ]- 241 | 1,439 4 | 218 50 12 7 \ +7 F 27 9
Negro. . ... 903 ] 151 753 I Tizt aes o 1 110 8 01 s8¢ 25 0! 1

Jones County: _ : P 5 ; i | )

White_. .. ... . .. .| 2,525 242 2283 .. .! 236 | 1,634 40‘ 200 43 | 3y oa6 al k) o

Negro. ... .. ST vs00| 1251 Tist | e e oo o ; P I B J 106
- AR D SN OO A S M ENN SRS S __.L___ I i I

MNore.—Halicized figures are receipts reported by less than 10 of the con-
sumer unita participating. This indication is omitted for columns 6 apd 15,
and for the nonfarm units in column 2.

t Home-produced food, farm-furnished housing and fuel, occupaney value of
owned nonfarm dwellings, and food, housing, fuel, clothing, and furmishings
and equipment recaived as gift, pay, or relief, Home-produced food and fuel
consymed are valuyed at estimated prices farmers received in thia State for
similar products. A constant set of prices is used for all consumer units. Gift,
pay, or relief jtems are valoed by the consumer unit at prices it would have
raid at the most likely place of purchase.

9 Adjusted for deprecintion of 5 percent of market valne of farm buildings
on owned farms, excluding family dwellings, and of 15 percent of market value
of farm equipment cwned at end of 1545, Also adjusted for chenge in the farm

inveniory.

2 Net of occupational expenses suech as touls,
publleations, and union dues.

4 Not in the consumer umnit.

7 Ineiuden old-age assistance and aid io dependent children.

Y Ineludes intome {rom sale of produce hy nonfarm consumer unlth periodic
inzurance pavmenid, royalties from oil lenses, net i from b owned
hut not operated by 1he unit, interest and dividends, and other money received
v the unit not entered el:sewhere.

" Pereent not available.

A Louy than $0.50. HReported by leas than 1f# of the c¢onsumer units partici-
poting.

supplies, equipment, technical

AAVIKILNS AVTINGYL
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TABLE 28.—SUMMARY OF RECEIPTS AND OUTLAYS, BY INCOME:

Percent of consumer units having specified re-

cetpts and outlays, percent having net surplus and net deficit, and average amounts received and disbursed

____l_ Rural farm and nonfarm families and single consumers, Lee gnd Jones Ccunhea, Mins., 19457

. Outlays for - - [ Aspeta and liebilities
: Inhe;xt?;::ra _ . . | e+ e e
ét:;‘::n{::’;’n;’;dc;ﬁ;:iy“:;;é“]‘;::; fal\:‘:fi'ly ; i e | Gilts and neifarei ‘-ielected taxes 2 | Uinita baving Bal-
fumily income claes doliars) income | -o- - l_ li_aquly  R— - | ; ’\acl e oo | nDCE 3
s iving 1 change 3 :
i}a;::’i:lsg FAmount? I blx;i::::q Amountt I;In?::'l; \maunt” :néqr::m de?r::sc ch!::(:ge
[$3] 2} 3 (4) (il ! {5) e} [L Y] (1) ) (12 (13} [RE VI
b Dotlars Percent | Dollars | Dollars | Percent | Dollars | Percent | Dollars | Dollars | Peveent | Percent | Perveent i Dollars :
Farm: linits with at least $200 | i ; i ;
farm sales, both coumtier & | . i 1,385 3 3 855 , g% 471 e1, 31 331 63 37 3] 34

0899 . . . ___ ... .___ 547 b f 36 [ 96 27, 39 6| —77 15 85 ¢t ] -44
0499 ______ ..., A 304 1. 5 73 97 17 35 1 |—188 22 74 0 —
H0-999. ... I 744 2 I 875 a6 34 42 3 — 61 39 0 30

LOOO-199%  _________. 1,405 1 5 LO76 99 453 75 14 247 78 22 0 28

2 000 ~1 R 2,984 0 0 1,683 100 83 96 34 | 1,46 96 4 0 178

Farm: Units with Iess ‘than 3
farm seles, both countiess__. 1,702 3 L} 1,434 g5 it 75 81| 304 69 30 1| —173

0-999_ __ _ _______. .. as5 7 & 698 29 34 49 6| —H43 32 63 3 —90

1,000-1,999 _ . ... 1,457 0 0 1,319 a4 38 82 41 146 78 22 0 —87

20004909 _____ . - 2719 2 20 1,965 104 111 5 150 570 87 i3 0 - 587

Rural aonfarm units: ;

Lee County .. ___ . o1,93h ! 4 4 1,461 96 [ils] 73 89 337 75 24 I —14
0999 ... L HI L 4 542 o4 20 21 2| =70 il 46 4 29
1.000-1,599%_ . _ . . L LB I { 1,323 95 46 83 25 106 75 25 0 11
000-4999 . B A 51 4 12 2,009 a8 106 U8 158 G325 jats] 12 L] H)

Jones County 5. ____ .. _. . 2,152 5 2 1,677 96 72 77 il 319 75 24 1 —22
0908 L. . - 326 19 ki 669 77 19 32 -3t 55 45 0 —33
1,000--1 999 . . . 1,402 7! & 1,280 99 52 76 33 148 | 73 27 0 108
2000-4,999. . . . 0 2047 | 1 II N 2,188 160 74 94 13131 I a2 | 84 16 i g 42

: 1 i [

" "Nores.—Italicized i;gs.;rcs are rece:ms or nut!ms reported by less than 1{ of

the consumer units participating.

1 Averages, us in other tabies, are based on the total number of consumer units

in each class, not on just Lhose units having specified receipts or outlays.
2 Feders! income, personzf, property, and pol taxes.

T Amount of discrepancy belween average meney receipls {income. inheril-
ance, #and giftd, plus decrease in net warth) and average dinbursements {expandi-

+ in year-aquivalent persona.

over, not shown separately.

teres plus increase in net worth}
Bee Glessary for definition.
* Includes consumer units with negative incomes and incomes of $5,00G and

Hize uf
conpuler
unit £

N wmber

-
L

sl ot ad ol
EBESo i

P210 — 1S B0 W NI 0
=

Lol e I S |

* Three consumer units {unweighted) in this class each Incressed their money

ard war-bond savings between $2,060 and 55,000,
P Less than £0.50. Reported hy less than 18 consumer wniits participating.
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TABLE 29.—SUMMARY OF RECEIPTS AND OUTLAYS, BY RACE AND TENURE:

Pereent of conswmer units having

specified receipts and outlays, pereent having wet surplus and net deficit, and wverage «a mounts received and

disbursed

Rural futro and rural nenfarm Nev
CONALIMET unita, county, race, family
and tenure inenme
(n td)
Dollars
Farm, units with at least $200
farm sales, both counties:
White_ ... ... ... 1,683
Negro_. ... ... 717
Owners_ _.__.________. .i 1,801
Reuters. .. __._...___...._..| 10306
Share eroppers_ .. ... ______ : 788
Farm, units with less than §200 |
farm sales, both counties: :
White.__.._.__..._._....| 1812
Negro. ..o oo ; 795
Rural nonfarm units, i
Lee County: |
White. . _________.__... Coar 2,058
Negro___._____._.._.._. e 752
Rural nonfarm units, ‘
Jones County:
White_ ____.. . ... ..__.... ] 2,243
Negro. . o cvemeeriaa oo i 1,354

NoTE.—]talicized -figures are receipia or Oilﬂﬂ}'s ;eporleﬂ -l;y_le‘:s_s':m-iﬂ_uf

the comaumer units participating.

i Averages, us in other tables, sre baged on the total number of consumer
units in each clasa, not on just those units having specified receipts or nutlays.

| Hural farm and nonfarm families and single 2onsumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss, 1945)

i, (ratlaya for-- Assete and liabilities
i ]nlneﬁih@;lcn e I .
x t : . .
I and ki i Gifta and welisre| Selected taxes 3 . Unita having ! Bal | l:'(l?lll:ﬁ:]i!r
'l_._.._. —mpre———|  Family | [ (‘t;l\;?\tj.{l! i __|__ TR anve J L unie 4
¢ Unita | living | g Units ! Net | Net | No |
huI\!:u-g |"”""u""1 ! hal;{:us: !Anmuntl ha]\?;nqg i"mu“ml | increase | decr:lse | change :
I ; i : : : i :
6 I BT BT 1 b oe N G aop Loy oA Lo dah e
!E FPerceat | Dallurs Dc:i_fars | Perce.nt! D.oiiar.s | Perr.mti Datlars = Dollars | Percent f Percent : Percent :i Dotlars | Nimber
o | N O
L2 3| 064 | o7 A6 sl 42| 427 67| 33 0l - 43
6 1| 614 | o' a1y 8| 1| W 5 ‘ ) 0] 24| a7
e e ! - , f. ,
3 | g, L1370 891 66 0| a2 513 65 | 33 i 4. 38 4.0
4 \ 2 835 l 97 iI 26 53 ‘ 4 87 ab | 44 | 0| o} +.8
HE ! 603 © 04t 170 325 3 Th I td . 36 . 0 31 5.1
1 | H . H I i )
| | ! i ! ! ! ! ! | I
3l ol oaae7 ) 04, a9 820 86 B30 7 T 1, —160 ! 10
0! 0. 850 ¢ 100 21 2 14 ] —47 0 47 ! 35 8. —43- 3.6
o | L B |
! | . I 1 _ i i X !
3! ! 560 97! 781 780 96 349 75, 24| 1, 10y 3.1
S 25 B9 92 19 25 | rrloawr o TB 22 | 0 ; —28 28
T T A O O A O R
5 ] S5 1,788 951 817 Rl 1280 3201 72 | 2% 0] -34; 2%
| 1 ‘ h | 1,022 | 100 19 51 42 I 249 92 | 2 i 61 60 | 3.0
R i — e I

* Federa] income, personel proeperty, and poll taxed.

*

5 Amount of discrepuncy between average money receints

{income, inherit-

ances, and gifts, plus decrease in net warth) and averake disbursements (ex-

npenditures plus increase in net worth).
+ In vear-equivslent persons,

See Glosaury for definition.
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TABLE 30.—NUTRITIVE VALUE OF DIETS:

'[Rm-ul farm anl nonfarm housekeeping families snd single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss.,, summer 19485,

nutrient loss in nreparstion and cooking of food. BHee Glomaerry for definition of notrition unit]

Averages per nulrition unit per day from food consumed at home

from all sources and from home production, by income
Values calculaled without sdjustment for

R e e e e e
Hural farm and rursl nonfarm N | i ; i
cnfr:::;;};rh:z;;::t;?é 2(;;:;&{&3?21;;9:. “‘:"12?;; | Prodcin Culeium | From F ‘ff:}g‘é“ A Thismine Ribeflavin Niacin Aa:gitjbm

m @) ) mo | o 7 ™ @ (19
I'ond from all sources
| ———— e
H Irternational
£nluries {irectis lrams Milhgrams [nite Milligrams Milligrams Milliprams Milligrams
Farm: Units with at least 200 i
farm sales, both counties®. . __ 3,920 101 1.45 19.9 9,450 3.25 3.20 23.6 160
[ | 3,67 93 ! 1.31 18.8 8,310 3.06 2.99 217 149
0499 . ___ . o 3,830 o6 1.24 19.4 11,220 3.18 3.03 22.8 165
500-98%. . ... 3,580 a2 1.36 18.5 8,210 2.98 2.96 21.1 139
1,000-1,999 . A | 4,040 107 1.61 21.0 9,970 3.46 3.38 25.2 176
2 000—4 999_ o 4,360 t1h L.56 : 21.4 9,170 3.44 3.46 25.7 163
Farm: Units with Jess than 5200 :
farm sales, both counties! ! 1,140 106 & 1.42 204 9,900 3.31 3.33 24.7 168
0999 ___ ... ... L +,400 115 ' 1.64 220 9,780 3.51 3.68 26.4 i66
1,000-1,999 __ _ : 4,220 108 ¢ 1.45 20.5 11,11 3.45 3.54 24.9 177
2000-4995___. . . i 3,930 08, 1.30 14.5 9,090 3.09 2,96 23.6 1 158

Rural nonfarm units: : ] |

Lee County ! .. . 3,730 84 1.18 6.8 5,670 2.65 2.59 21.3 123
0-999_ __ . ... . . 3,810 88 1.24 16.6 4,790 2.66 273 19.9 121
1,004 199(} . ot 3,410 83 ¢ 1.00 ! 158 . 4,360 2.47 2,36 19.7 102
2.000-4,99¢_ _ o 3,820 . 44 1.12 : 17.G ¢ 6,620 2.80 . 2.71 23.0 134

eres Cmmt-_v LI . ! 3,870 E A 1.14 i 20.1 ¢ 9,290 3.14 2.89 24.5 165

........ . oL 3,500 91! .08 19.7 9,330 3.09 2.68 24.3 155
Y L000-1,999_ . . I 3,920 i 103 4 118" 20.% 9,220 3.25 2.96 24.4 165
000—4 999. e 3,640 I 96 1.07 ! 19.0 8,750 298 2,72 23.3 162
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|

Food from home production

I

l

‘.

[ Fnternational !

flaluries {ivums raems Milligrama TTngfs Mitliyraws l Milligrams Milligrams Milligrams«
Farm: 17nits with at least $200 i | ] i

farm sales, hoth counties ', _ . | 2,400° i¥9 1.13 ! 11.9 | 8,810 2.01 4 2.46 12.7 146

0999 . L.l L. i 2,240 G2 LOL i VL2 8,810 1.86 | 2.27 ! 11.5 138
0489, ... 2,280 63 94 114 | 10,820 1.96 2.26 | 123 151
s00-999___________. [ 2,220 62 1.056 1.1 7,750 1.80 2.28 | 1i.1 130

LO00-1,999 ... ___ 2,490 T4 27 12,7 9,450 2,19 2.64 14.0 166

20004900 ____ _______.__ 2,650 7 1.25 12,56 8,000 214 2.68 13.8 140

Farm: Units with ess than §200
farm seles, both counties®_ ___ . 1,970 59 1.01 9.4 8,280 1.66 2.28 10.3 137

0099 ..o 2,100 89 1.22 ‘ 10,4 7,860 1.79 2.68 114 132

1,000-1,099_ _ _________.____ 2,000 G4 100 | HAS [ 9,860 1.83 2.53 1.3 153

20004999 _______._.__.. 1,780 o B X 7,350 t.44 1.87 9.0 125

lural nonfarm units: ; :

Lee County ' ____ . _ ... __ 80 20 .30 3.4 2,410 49 .65 3.9 a7
G999 ________ _.__.__.__ 750 22 .30 4.1 2,390 57 97 4.4 70
1L000-1,009_ . __ I 530 19 | 246 [ 3.1 | 1,600 44 .61 3.8 43
2,000-4809 . _ 870 19 31 3.4 3,000 49 68 3.9 61

Jones County 1. ___ _._._.. 700 A 28 5| 3,780 83 .80 56 51
0999 _ .. __._. - - 780 i 2000 4.7 F 4,360 T8 .89 5.0 i
,000-1,999 . ______ 810 27 36 a5 3,900 .93 R 5.6 x5
2,000-4,90% . . 800 23 25 A1 JI 3.780 | .81 T2 9.6 86

I ‘ i :
MNore.—This table omits for the rural nonfurm groups indicaijon (by italies) ! Includes housekeeping consumer units with negative i and in

of putritive values obtained from home production by less than 10 of the house-

keeping conaumer units parlicipating.

of 25,000 and aver, not shown separvately.
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TABLE 31.--F00D ENERGY AND PROTEIN:

specified quontities of food energy and protein per nutrition unit per day, by tncome

{Rural! furm and nonfarm housekeeping families and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss, summer 1946]

Ruyral farm snd rural nonfsrm
conguller uhiie, county. and nat
fornily income class {dollers)

(1}

Farm: Units with at least $200 °
farm sales, hoth counties ! .
0-999_. __  _____.. _ .

1000—1‘)9‘}_
2000—-4999

Farm: Units with less th.m 8"00

furm sales, both counties

Rural nonfarm units:
leeCounty ... .. . _ __._.
0~-999
1,000,990 _ _
2000'—4999____ ..
Jones Countyl,_.__ St

Fund energy, in calories

Protein, in grama

1

- 'n I g.: P 3.500- | 4. - 5 i . N 5 —

j Yol e ! 23;0% | %g%%_ i xS ! Py ‘39 | a2 00| Totat | Vder | 4% pis
£2) | 13 I 4} i {3 143} I {7 l (8} | (S} k] (11} £12) (13}
Perccm Percent | Pereent ! Pereent Percent I Percent | Percent Pe'rcsu! Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent

H i

wof 10! ! !l o, =] 14 100 2{ 18[ 28
0067 MW 1l 16 15§ 22 8 12| 100 4 17 30
100, 11 14 12 16 25 4 &7 100 4 18| 30
000 20 91 19 41 20 3 16| 100 4 16| 3l
100 4 11, 18 12 =20 19 161 100, © 12 25
001 2 8 R 1B] = 27 M 108, 0 27 28
wop 5 12 14 1 17 23 18 il we! o 12| 31
100, 4 9 11 8 251 29 41 1001 0 11 21
e[ 5 12 1 21 25 14 12| 100 ] 1 30
00 7. 12| 17} 16| 2| 17 o | 100 ] o] 15| 37
00| 18 12 17 0 24 15 9 w0j 3] 20| 40
we ! 15 15 12 12 18 19 ¢ 100; 6| 21 37

1 I TV B VO B (T R 7 sl 100 | 5 17 16
we, 16! w| 2 10, 18 16 4] wo! 6] =22] 34
100, 101 11 1t o2 23t 15 8] WOl 0 150 32
06 16| 4 17 32' ¢! 0, 12] 100 1 22 28
W' 3 17 70 2t 19 7] w0 O 12 30
we: 15l 12] 15 J 151 % 91 7! 100 } 0 161 40
SIS VS IO AN SR S SN U —

1 100-
i
o

Percent

21
21
20
22
16
31

23
24
22

| 26

24

125-
149

{15}

Percent

—
b ba
| SO

Distribution of consumer units having food ut home that furnished

150 and
and over

{18}

Percent

18
12
17

-]
26
19

14
27
19
14

9
6
12
10
13

19
11

* Includes hovaekesning consumer units with negative incomes snd ineomes of $53,00¢ end over, not thown separately,

é9
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TABLE 32—CALCIUM AND IRON: Distribufion of consumer units hoving food at home that furnished specified
quantities of coleium and dron per nutrition unit per day, by income

| Rural farm and nonfarm housekeeping families and single consumers, Lec and Jones Countics, Miss., summer 1948]

Iron, in milligratos

Caleiun, in grams

Rura! farm and rural noofarm

i
|
couaumer units, connty, and net e T R At Rt B - T [
family income clasa {dollurs) | Total Under 47— 1.0 LA L80and | o) Under ’ 80— 12.0- 1640~ 200- 1240and
| 067 009 1.39% .79 ! over 8.0 1149 [ 59 19.9 2348 over
(13 | {2 ! (3 (4} (5} (6 imn (%) ) (10) l (11) (12) {13} {14)
' Percent l Perccnt | Percent | Pereent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent , Pereent | Percent | Percent | Percent
Farm: Units with at least SZOU ‘ 1
farm sales, both counties 7. . _ 100 0 16 22 i8 35 100 2 8 19 20 18 33
0—999_....____... [ l 104} 13 14 25 19 20 100 3 10 19 25 17 26
0-499_ ____ 100 16 18 20 13 33 160 2 12 18 22 19 27
500-999_ e . J 104} B | 12 28 22 27 L0 3 Q 20 27 16 25
1,000-1,980. . __ __ . __ . 100 1 20 19 14 41 104 0 7 17 14 14 47
2000-4,999_ ___________.____. | 100 2 16 16 24 11 100 L H 20 16 29 35
Farm: Units with less than $200 i J :
farm sales, both counties!______ . i 100 ! i ih 24 25 30 100 0 8 22 17 i ar
0999 .. . ______ . . .. i 100 ] 14 28 2 32 100 0 4 14 19 7 af
LO00-1999 _ . ... .. ] 100 8] 11 23 26 32 100 L] ] 24 18 16 33
2,000—4 999 ... . | 100 9 20) 20 26 25 100 0 il 21 15 22 31
Rural nonfarm units: : i
Lee County V.. . ... _. R LY 12 29 34 13 13 L0 3 20 24 20 ] 14 14
0-999____.____._ el 10H) 15 25 24 21 15 100 [} 25 15 1h ! 15 18
LOOO-1,990______ . _______ . 100 ¢ 12 4) ) Pt 7 12 . 100 2 2 a6 10 r 1} )
2000-4,999__ . ... ..., 1060 10 II 22, 421 14 12 100 2 14 16 } 32 16 20
Jones County . . _. ... _. 1) I 14 25 i 23 21 14 100 0 9 14 30 21 26
0-999_._ . L . 100 | T ar ! % 2.l 7 100 1 6 17 39 14 23
] 000—1,999__ e e o 100 ! 13, a2 13 I| 23 20 100 G 4 14 33 ! 15 34
2,000-4,999_. .. ... ... Wo . 19 22 | 31 ; 14 E 9 100 L] 18 17 22 ‘ 22 21
. H 1 L 1

1 Incindes housckeeping consumer units with negative incomes and incomes of $5.000 and over, not shown separately.
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TABLE 33.—VITAMIN A VALUE AND THIAMINE:  Distribution of consumer uwiits having foud at konyz that fur-
nished specified quantities of vitemin A value end thiamine per nutrition unit per daoy, by income

| Rurat farm and nenfazrm honsekeoping families and single consumers, in Lee xnd Jones Counties, Misg., summer 1846]

i Vitnmio A value, in International aita Thiamine, in milligrams !
Hural farm god rarsl nonfarm ! I e
CONRAMET BNits, county, and ner h ) T S Tyt T Ty H .
family ineome clase {dollars Tean)  LRder B000- - 3000-; 7.000- 10000-§ W06 | g0 Under 1.50- , 1.80- ! 2.10- 1 240- | 3.00- 3.00
) S000 4600 6890, 9008 | 14099 {and over, pobanTo1ve ; 200 | 230 2.89 3.59 ond over
o L@ R | @ | W@ an L an o . am ou | an o
. ; Prreent ! Pereent | Pereent l Pereent ' Percent i Percent | FPereenl ' Percent Percrn!i Percant | Percent | Percent | Percent| Pereent | Percent
Farm: Linits with at least 200 | : { ‘ , ] ! : i ’ : .l
farm sales, both counties®. . .1 100 . A 20 20 20 12| 177100 . 3: Eg 8 0] 19 15 41
0-99 .. . .0 L 100 9; 24 28 ¢ 17 g 15 104G ¢ 4 6| 11} o2 16 33
0490 ... . W0C 7o I50 3, 1l 8| 15| w08l 21 7! 14 g 18 17 32
FEE 1S T S €4 ST £ B 1) 210 15 9 15 108 - i1 t 8 12 21 14 33
LOO0-r808 0 0 1000 W 17 18 20 1: 22 104 0 2 B 9 I4 17 50
2.000-4,99_ . . R 1.0 2 a0 140 17 30 20 14 100 | 0 2 o 12 23 13 45
Farm: 1Inits with lers than $200 | I | i ; _ |
farm sales, both counties*. . | 100 ' 220 i a2 20 16 20 160 ) 3 8 1l 20 16 41
6889 . ... 100, 3! ®! 16| 19 29 15| 100 {}| 0 6 41 15| 20 55
1,000-1,84%. . _ . _ __. P €11 B4 3 221 20 19 121 24 100 0 4] 7 IT! 25 14 34
20004999 ______ A I P 1. 18: 38! 232 121 14 100 1 4t ] By 19 14 i 35
Rursal nonfarm units: : i ! : i : : i i
Lee County® el 00| sl o3t o0l 1l 9 2 10| 9l el w2 n! 20| n 25
0999 .. .. D100 181 43| 18| 12 9 gl w06 12 12 g 15; 15] 15 22
1000-1,999_ . . ____ ¢t 108 i 27435 | 22 12 2 2 100 71 12 20 57 24 12 20
2,000-4999. . __ ... .__ | 160 6 27 22 2430 12 4 100 14 fi 4 12 20 14 ?2
dones County 2. __ o0 1, 7 | 14 20 19 9] 100 ] 4 9 £l 24 24 30
999 ___. - - 100 | 14 ol 27 19, 13! 14 180 f 4 10 1 ‘ 17 33 23
1,000-1,999 _ ! o9 17l o150 i 14 260 100 1 3 g 3| 31 15 38
2,000-4,999.. . 0o 12,19 ‘ 12 227 24 11 100 9] 6] 10 6. 20| 24 i 25
: i L i : . P

! Without adjustment for nutrient loss in preparation and cooking of food.
2 Includes housekeeping consumer units with negative incomes and incomes of 5,000 and over, not shown separately.
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TABLE 34.—RIBOFLAVIN AND NIACIN: Distribution of consuner wnits huving food at home thet furnished
specified quantities of riboflavin and niacin per nutrition wnit per day, by income

| Rural ferni and nonfarm houwsekeeping familics and single consumers in Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., summer 1046]

Hiboflavia, o milligrams ! ' Niacin, tn milligrama !
Hural furi el reral nonfarm i . . A L o b i o R o N
FORUINGT Ui, couniy, aih nid : - i \ : Ir h
family ineene clasa Tohursd Tl r nf‘ll‘r | 1RO L U 1R K F IR Tt S R ) S| Total 1Under W0A- 158 ¢ 20 ) 240~ | u00
" Dien g e gen 359 0 860 amdews, OR300 | iie b osuw | 288 | 298 jendaver
; : ; ! ] i ; . i .
&) e A I LI P gm0 b oam D oad boas o)

."anrm‘ .ffrcrru' Pm-urf ."’n'crarf .f’frfm! Prrtml’ Pcr('un‘ f’!rmm‘ ."l:rcen.'l'i-’frcn:l' Pcrrfu.rlf’crceurl Pn‘rrmrlf‘ercmf Percent

Farm: Units with at loast %200 . : | : ':
farm sales, both counties ®. {0t 5 40 i3 10 11 fo - 30 . W0 9! 41 9 i3 | 16! 20
0999 . HLH 11 I 16 | 13 ) 13 220 100 | 4] % 28 [ 14 i2 22
0-494 100 121 Bl 14 - 13 - 14 W 25 | 100 ¢ no 14! 20 . 15 . 11 26
RGBT . 10 10 7 14 ¢ |15 SR 1 173 2o 0 2. 21 R 17 12 240
1,000 -1 099 o 8 i g O bt 5 Sl ol 100 s 11 22 37
ERLLIER RUIR [N 0 2 \ St 3 3 I8 - 35 1M 3 7 I 25 | 8 3 i 37

Farm: Uit with loss thun 3200 : : : ! : ! H : .
furtn sieles, both counties? W) b T i 15 tey . 3 0! I: 10 . 19 inlo2 30
Q.00 L0 3 19 0 o S°o834 I, 0 7, Mt 174 3
3,000--1 (09 . . T} - 1 T i 2 13 It . a7 w0 20 12 15 . 18 : 26§ 27
2,000-4,599 " I T S SR T S S POR £ 20 106 0, 10 27 7] 201 26

ltural nonfarns units: : : : i i : \ : ; ) : | ; E
Lee County * 0o 10 6. a7 21 16 6 13t owor 7!l 200 13 19 Iy
0 999 o 00 IND 65 19 15 I8 6 W00 15 12 U8 9| 2] (5
LK) -1,9499 1K} 17 | {1 ing HE iy . 2 12 . HY 7 17 I 32 12 i %5 | 17
2,000 1,999 BNt 3 23 4o 11 16 A N it 1K} o 12 30 14, 18 2
Jones County 2 S S g2 4 11 23 IR - i7 . 0 0 12f 2 4! 30! 265
1 99% . . B 12 2 14 ay ! 200 4 7 t00 i 4! 36 (¢ 17 20
§,000-1,909¢4 R E (O 12 10 o 23 1} 14 23 ¢ 100 . 0. 1t 18 . 17 . 1 | 30
2,000-4,994 L oo 10 134 [ 12 = 27 3 14 190 0. % 32, T 24y 19

! Without adivstment for nuirient loss in preparation and cooking of food,
2 Includes housch2eping consumer units with neghtive incomes and jncomes of 55000 and over, not shown separately,

ARVICINAS AVTINEVL



TABLE 35.-—ASCORBIC ACID: Distribution of consumer units having food at home that furnished specified
quantities of uscorbic ucid per nutrition unit per day, by income

lRural furm and nonfarm housckeeping families and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss,, summer 1946]

A o aed, § il 1
Rurad farm and rural nonfarn Asvcorbic amd, in milligrama
consumer units, county, and net S - e S - s . - - F——_ S

family income class (dollars) Totnl Under 50 30 74 75-00 100-124 125-146 130169 200 and over
i (2 &Y £ {3 i} 7 ) . £
. Perevat Fereent Pereent FPerceat ' Privent : fercent Peroent i Fereent
Farm: Units with at least $200 farm sales, hoth .
counties 2. o . . 100 a . ® Lt 11 12 14 : 24

0-99%___ . _. . . 1K) 4 11 - 24 12 i 13 X 26
0499 . . . . . 100 2 6 2y 8! - 14 31
HO0-90 . . 100 t 14 21 16 ! 131 111 21

1,000-1,999. . . . . 100 - G T 15 - L 12 15 37

2000-4,999____ L e . i) 2. 3 R 15 16 . 25 29

Farm: Units with less thun $200 farm ssles, botl : ; . : :
connties? . ... . . . - 2 I 12 13 14! 21 32

¢-999_ . - 100 3 3. It i 8t e 22 36

LOOO-1,999_ . o o . 10 2. 5 a9 12 ! 21 29

2000-4999 . . . . 100 1! N 17 & 15 41 19 31

Rural nonfarm units: . i i !

Lee County 2. . .. . . . . A 100 | 9! 13 15 17 12 14 I8
5-099. . o 100 | 12 12§ 6 % 6 | 18 20
1,001,999 . L 100 17 | 12 . 2 10 | 12 19 10
ANHY 3489 . . . 103 [ =~ I 15 . H 16 2l 21

Jones County 2. . o . 100 5. 11 ¢ 13 10 | L 14 38
099G . . . . 100 - ' 16 g 12 11! 23 92
1,000-1,999 o - 100, 3 14 0 ! 2 11 46
2000-4999 . . . R HO 6 5 a2 G 13 It 34

e e e e Lo . d. — o - - I C e

* Without adjustment for nutrient lass in preparation and covking of food.
 Includer housekeeping ecnsumer units with negative incomes and incomes of $5.008 and over, not shown separately.
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TABLE 36.—HOUSEHOLD SIZE: Averuge size during surcey week in eyulealent persons and nutrition wnits,
by income

THural favig aml nenfzrm bousckeeping famibics aml single consumers in Lee and Jones Counties, Miss, sbmamer 1946

Houseliold size in eguivalent natrition unigs =

ad racad wenianm Household
vounty, aimd net - '&I-E:: ‘I“‘ N X
" ;J{:‘lrlmlin?; VPowd Frofein Caleium Tecin Vitamin Thimane  Wibollavin I Xuein Asrarhic
S cuengy N A value ! ! = . weied
i1 : 1y i3 ! 14} (3} 1] . m : (=} - ] S1CEENA T
\Jrrm’rrr Nuemider rambr‘r Number  Nawther \um"u-r Nuurber Navweler | Number | Npwlor
Fapm: Uinits with at least, $200 Lo .
sndex, Both countios * 140 367 113 .51 127 3403 3.99 katn 3.50 FIS]
(). 1K} AN 339 gos 1.4 ERHH H6d 382 EATh 3.32 $.851
{RTEH] B 305 342 38N 457 B¢ 307 3o 301 . 340
AU i1 del t.in 4.066G 40 BT 304 - ERUT 4.5t 400
[RL1. 6NN §.80 BN 4.07 rht 464 40 3.0 |. 1.5 BRLH 153
RACIRERHT . 152 102 1.51 BRI 473 441 3471 434 347 33
Fary:; Units with loss than S2060 [ : : !
sales, Jasth countios 4 ol ANl 434 KBTS Jdd 3.27 340 307
{014 . BT 20 BRLA 3.6 3.35 313 27N 3.10 208
PO 1,000 3.6 310 344 0 AR} 3.062 334 .04 - 385 3.04
2,000 1,044 481 LI 44 ald .60 417 - 317 1.30 .77
Plural sonbarm units: ] : . . .
Jae Conpty 4 BN 2HE 3.10 3o g0 BALN 2.4t RAIH 2w
13 404 251 IS s 4 2.3 2H) 2.6 2 R 2AM
LO00-1.9490 . BT Y ERt1] 3.7 3.39 3.15 2K EAE IN AN
ERCLISERE 351 - 2405 341 - ERUIE 3.33 ¢ 2.4 3.31 2,94
Juntes County 3.0 .32 EX LI 300 . 234 233 2358 2.33
-y 3N vl 20, 2038 204 L.y 2010 1.x1 |
OGO 1,990 . 254 209 251 2.91 20 219 2420 2,19
2,000 - §9‘§‘ . P 316G 24 .02 332 i 291 2.61 2921 241 ;
1 Mee (Hossary, Eauivalent person. 4 inelwies housekeesines consumer units with negntive incomes and incomes of
s Bee CGlossacy, Wutritton unit. 23,080 and over, not shown separalely.
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TABLE 37.—F00D USED AT HOME PER HOUSEHOLD: Average quuntities of 11 food groups vsed at home in « week
from all sources and from home production, by income

{Rursl ferm and nonfarm housekeeping families and single consumers, Lee znd Jonew Countics, Miss., summer 19461

Raurel farm and rurel nonfzrn Milk F Mean bl)r_\' Poratoes, Toi- ]E‘:;f?n (\:EE ‘ S . pﬁ)&a::-’u
o ite, . - ‘f\ta‘:’, _ tewy . e eans T T toee reltow o -'l_.lgar.
oy i Bl oy £ 5 ol al equiva- ! GRY o MRes o PQIMY ndpe, WS sow O SEOY  GQEE S eweetsd | Lhour
. ' | huts : fraits tables fruitss | | alent)?
. N 3 i . - B :
() R R R TS F TS B VRN BT T @ - wy L an (1)
S o sy o e T ol
Food from all sourcees
i . Ahwarty | Pouads | Lorens . Pounds Founda Pounds . Poundr - Pounds Firnpeds Pounds | Pounds
Farm: Units with at least 3200 fxrm | : : . !
sules, both counties. . T $.05 EXH 587 (U 5545 .58 0 1824 0 (6T 4.45 21.32
o-bow L2924 509 1LPT 0 449 42 SRT T BA6 0 15TI $00.30 492 1884
=408 | 18.29 4.89 ° 1.61 : 4.62 a4 684 BYE - 141 TLZB 3.76 | 16.95
S00-9949_ ____ . .. ... I L% | 2 5,40 : 1.89% 440 AT 521 641 1633 5280 4.03 20.14
LOOO-1,999 . . _. .l 3098 582 ¢ 2,24 .26 39 7.94 } 0,77 | 22851 79.63 4.63 | 24.51
2, BOe% L. .. 3215 T4 265 8.53 ¢ T3 G127 1140 108D 70.82 6.09 : 24.75
Farm: Units with less then $200 farm | ] H ' ' : : ' ' |
seles, both ecunties®_ . __ .. .. ... Co23.14 D23 186, 637 A8t 627, AB7 . 17030 o8%8 | 505 l 19,20
0995 _.___ . _______ ... .. - | 2498 $.64 ¢ 1.6¢ .30 23! 5,43 | 7.28 . 1588 44.18 4.40 17.43
LODO-1999_ .. ____. . _ ... _. L2412 . a.07 + 1.46 5.07 36 ¢ 6.63 | 718 1872 85.51 4.53 17.60
S000-4999. ... . _| 2848 S48 218 7.4l A48 586 11,11 : 1961 68.30 6.28 21.65
Rural nonfarm unita: . : ' ! H ;
lee County 8 _. _ | 16.06 4.93 1.78 +.7% A0 4.68 2851 10016 13.49 3.61 ¢ 13.56
o999 . . . Lo oL ' 13.59 ¢ 383 | 1.45 2.7 a2 3.37 3.44 ¢ 7.66 8.79 288 10.66
1L,000-1,999_ .. .. .. | 1541 ° 509 f 1.88 4.48 63 | 4.31 .78 . 9.30 1 1037 3.20 13.46
20004999 ___ . _.. .. o 18.36 ‘ 550 1.98 577 73 . 5,69 7520 1223 1852 1.16 | 15.51
Jones County®... . __.._....___ 12.86 3.00 1.43 5.0t | 30t 3.26 ] 7.03 ¢ 1378 ¢ BTG 3.42 1 12.97
0-998_ .y uee| 214 .58 379 AL 1683, £11. 994} 5501 2721 1035
T000-1,999_ . . .. | 12.29 | 2.70 1,18 +.41 .24 3.44 540 i 1373 49.67 3.22 | 12.96
20004999 . .. ... | 1376 328| 181; 540 42 30 9 ’ 1473 | 5294 3031 1313
; i .o . - A
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FPuod Droms e pradushon

) . | Waarta | Paunds Dozens @ Poumds | Powuds i Pounds ! Pounds | Founds | Paund: | Pounda | Pounds
Farm: Units with at least $200 farm ; ; | ! i - ! : ; I
sules, both counties® __ . ______ iI 24,16 | 4.65 1.46 ! 3.61 ; 0.13 ! (.39 7.15 | 17.99 | 61.09 | 167 ¢ 6.67

0-999_ ___ __ ______ .. .. ] 2041 102 J 1.72 2.84 . A1 .38 560 1 1549 ;. 3596 ¢ 1.67 | 5.86
0499, .. ... ... ... ..o 1641, 3.09 1.57 206 .09 6.23 | 585 ;0 1445 0 56,59 | 1.63 | 4.93
S00-990_ . . .. ... | 23l15: 4.32 1.82 275 ¢ 13 4.79 542 . 16211 4870 1.70 ! 6.50

LOO-1999_ ... ... L.._..._ - 2831, 5.16 2.18 4.4 10 !I .58 4.27 22.79 . 75911 164 7.59

20004599 ______ ... e 3009 566 24R | 9.35 | 23 T8 K84 ‘ 1862 1 57.22. L.91 - #.20

Farm: Units with less than $200 farm ! i ; | : : i i : . :
sales, both counties®. __ .. _ co.oo 2132 do8 ;160 272 03 507" 588 ‘ 16.54 | H8MG L LTT 2.72

0999 __ . ... ... ... i 225660 248 ! 1.45 3.21 L 1,60 4.08 ; 1487 ; 4004 .32 . 3

LODO-1,999 . ... ... . ._| 21.22 2R . 1.36 J 254 0 5.40 | 199 | 1575 ] 7841 : 1.28 2.45

20004999 .. . . . .o 2004 i 340 ¢ 1.99 | 2.64 ;J 08 488 | 749 17751 8249, 27967 2,46

Rural nonfarm wnits: : ! | 1 ; i i : ! ‘

Lee County % _ .. __ .. . . 4.38 ; i t 79 1.14 04 2.04 | 1.40 6.62 | 4.11 A8 13
0999 ___________ . ., 3.88 | 91 65 97 07 1.96 | 1.00 J 5.95 | 3.43 ) 48 . Rir
100001999 ... ... _....... 434, 821 03 1.40 10 237 | 1.59 530 | 2481 28 ! 0
20004909 ... .. L1l 502| 62| s 11 o| 313! 160 J €16, 576 66 22

Jonea County ®._ _ ... ... ... .. 2.95 | 34 .01 1.09 | .03 1.0, 329 817 [ 26.58 | B7 45
0900 __ . L.._. 1.10 A2 | 36 81 ] .30 ; 97 | 4.49 37.28 L.15 | 49
1000-1,999_ . .. __ . _._. 3.89 41 ] .54 B1 0 1.15 | 270 - 7.73 [ 2580 | A2 B4
200004999 __ .. . ... .. 2.62 22 68 1.30 08 1.43 f 492 1014, 25.32 :| 0 30

: i : i i P

Note.—This table omits mdication {by italica) of quantilies used by less 5 [ncludes soups ehiefly vegetables. Includes the fresh cquivalent of dried

than 10 of the b keeping T units participating. fruits.

1 Bee Gloesary, Milk equivalent, ¢ Ineludes candies, jams, jellies, preserves, puackaged dessorts, Bnd the sugsr

? Ingludes bacon and salt pork, cquivalent of purchased ready-to-est poddings and soft drinks.

* Excludes bacon and selt pork. Includes prepaved dishes chiefly meat. ! Bee Glossary, Flour eguivalent of yrain products.

4 Ineludea chocolate mnd cocom, Includes the dry equivalent uf canned dry 8 [neludes housekeeping consumer units with negative incomes snd incomes of

beane and peas. $6,000 and over, not shown eeparately.
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TABLE 38.—F00D USED AT HOME PER PERSON: Average quantitics of 11 foed groups used ul home in a week
from «dl sources and from home production, by income

TRoral farm apd wenfarm housekerping familics and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counlies, Miss., summer 1946]

! | f 1
Tueal Fartn amd ruarad uenfarmg Mk Ft Meray Iilry ! Potatues . Lama- : L,;':(E: I l\-":-:::-r I \\- [I I-'Ps';:rli:‘l'-‘
ST i, v o ne T falks ! N ] - . LIS capt- | Tiea. . : . slles SUELP.
UII:I |1l)i]T\("rill:t!:>l:r.1.tl\ ('].“lj;:{t-‘l’(ltﬂ‘ln!':.‘!l : "J'felill\ll: ol b i mf’il.:ll:.? [ and peas, pi:::'(;eﬂ Ioritrus 3\:];: i ld{i;;ld. [oswects® (‘5:!1‘1:“.:-
1 . i uutsl i fruits | tubles . fruilss . . lentyr
o T Nt 5T T ¢ € B L L
i Food From all sourees
(hiwts Fornds ; fiozens | Mot ,I Fownds Hroooefs Fravavds Hounds ;. Poneds o Ponpds o Pouaels
I5rm: Units with ot Jeast 8200 farm . ! : . : .
sules, both counties . . s LAy 46 - 129 Q10 [0 S TR 75 ST U 1 RN Pr 0 - SR 1 ) I 154

0999 . 0 L. S 538 1.2 A3 1.0% | 10 142 Lo . 350 LLaG a5 ! R YY)
0409 . B E A I A3 ! )R & I (. SR S 1 S U8 1 B WO 1
S00-900 0 A i T R I A3 L00 d1 7 VI8 1451 370! 1185 90 1.56

{,0060-1,990 L ) G301 ! 142 AT 1.30 - K 1.65 | 229 i 47N 1699 R . a1

2,[XK) - 1‘3‘?‘) . i Nl 107 | L 1.81 BRI 1.93 . 242 104 1500 i | S

Furm: Units with less than s’(lﬂ fartn | : . . . i : : :
saler, both vounties *, PG 125 R I O 150 207 W2 L2 1.59

0-099 . ' 7.06 1.3 . A 1.581 - 07 1.67 ° 204 13.49 ! L2 i 4.92

1,000-1,%040 Lo Bad 129 A2 1.20 ¢ 00 1Ly 183 i 4248 2176 115 AR

20004999 : 5.200 L Ad 1.3 A0 1.22 231 .08 0 14.20 130t 1.a0

Rursl nonfarm uniks; i ; i . ' ; ) .

Lee County ». IV W W L A8 L3S LTS w307 0 LUG 300
o-n0g . I 1.21 i LOG 2 1.33 1.38 ¢ BELUE 345 113 1 1.20
1,00K- 1,900 4.82 142 B3 137, A5 1.21 [, 2.0 200 RO 377
2000 -4, 990 1820 1M sCIL IR PO A9 149 198 321 - 4N6 Loy 4.07

Jones Connty _ 423 | 49 37 LG 00 L0700 2810 4810 17860 L12 1
O-GoY_ 3.36 - 04 b Lt | 050 gl 150 | 1360 2413 . 119 | 404
LOOO-1,04% . : 140 RIZ I A 1.3] ; 09 1.24) 1.8% . 4.0 17.36 r12 | 4.0
2,000 - i‘J‘)‘] E Lo 3.05 A a2 1.56 ¢ e .13 RALT HL T 15.30 . L4 ! 3.80

e e e e e e e e — e e e e e e e R P, _
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Farm: Units with st least 200 farm

sales, hoth counties®
0-999 . . I
O-499_ 0 .
HOO-40% _
1,000-1,099. ..
20003999 . __

Farm: Units with Jess than :‘ﬂ{){) fu.r.m“:

sales, both counties »
0-09%_
LOOO-1,999.  _ . .
2000-1,009 ..
Rural nonfarm units:
Lee County ¥
0-09% . .
1,000-1,999
2,000--4,999
Jones County 5. ..
O=% . .
1,000-1,999 .
2000-1.900_

IPood fromi home production

1
1

Qunrls

5.4G |

4.93
4.41
H.24
H.8)
37

5,10
6.37
a2.40
4.16

1.29
1.0
1.22
ta2

Rirs

AR
1.3t

i

. Note.—This table omitz indication {by itslies) of quuniitics used by persons
in less than 10 of the huusekeeping consumer units pariicipating.

1 8ue Glossury, Mitk eguivalent.
* Includes bacon and salt pork.

s Exeludes bacon and =alt pork. lncinden prepared dishes chiefly meat.

¢ Includes chocolate and cocon. Inciides the dry equivalent of cenned dry

heans and pend.

- : : - !
t Paunda i Flazens !| Pounds | Pounde E Pounds Pounds Pounds Prunds Pounds 1 I'ennds
LO6 . 0.45 0.42 0.03 1.45 1.62 4.09 13.88 (.38 1.82
47 42 A8 03 1.30 1.35 3.74 13.52 40 1.42
96 42 B0 02 1.68 1.57 3.88 17.90 44 1.32
g8 41 62 .03 1.08 1.23 3.67 11.02 38 1.47
1.08 48 54 02 1.08 1.93 4.75 15.82 34 1.58
1.20 D2 1.13 08 1.63 1.88 3.94 1212 41 1,74
73 1 B .M 1.21 1.36 3.06 14.08 42 L)
A 41 41 0 1.30 1.15 4,20 L1.3! 37 58
74 35 K% o 1.37 1,27 4,01 19.95 32 H2
71 41 b .02 [.02 1.56 3.69 16.91 H8 .51
22 .23 34 02 78 41 1.95 1.21 14 4
36 26 38 03 77 39 2.34 1.35 19 03
.23 26 39 03 Kili] 44 1.48 .70 08 {
16 21 29 4] B2 42 2.14 1.5l 18 AW
11 20 36 01 36 1.08 2.69 8.74 A 1h
18 .18 36 tH .13 43 1.97 164.35 .51 .22
14 1 et 0 40 A 2.70 9.02 18 it
ECT 20 38 02 1 41 1.42 2.93 7.32 .20 00
P e P -

5 Includes soups chiefly vegetables.  Includes the fresh equivalent of dried
fruits.

v Includes condics, ikme, juilies, preserves, packaged desserts, and the sugar
cquivatent of purchused ready-to-cat puddings and soft drinks.

7 See (Glossary, Flour equivaient of grain products.

% Includes housekeeping consumer unils with negative incomes and incomes of
$5.600 and over, not vhown aeparately.
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TABLE 39.—F00D USED AT HOME PER PERSON: Awverage quantities of milk, eream, ice cream, cheese, and fats
and oils used «t home in a week from all sources and from home production, by incone

{Rural farm and nonfzrm housekeoping familics and single consemers, Lee and Jdones Counties, Miss.,, summer 19461

! 'Ailk, eveum, ice rroam. cheese [ Fatn, wils
i I ———— - - . e e e e e — -
Bural farin sid reesl woniarn i Mitk i ] : ! i i |
it bs ok A OV . 7 S
h b L} 5, L] b B _“ . : , . N | ag- . . ™ . P Ly &
| P i I:{I)I’;T:- ! crle;;m : Cheare I Fabal . Table futs : salt pork | .-Iu(:rtli::ring . dressing
! | Maiad : | i ' [ :
11y = 13 i i) 15 ' 16 i i i | 5t (i)
- o _ . _. . et e el e
; Food from all sourees
) e el e el e e e
i eunrts ' Pounds ' Pounds i Poinds 1 Poands | Poueds . Pounds  Pownds V' Pownds
Farm: Dsts with at least 3200 fartn ! : i X , } i 1 !
xales, both ¢ounties 2_ . ! 5.70 | 0.03 ¢ 0.06 - .07 1.37 ! 0.37 | .38 0.58 | 0.4

0-999 : , 5.92 | 03 06§ 04 .25 ' 36 ; 33 | 53 03
0499 . ! L6, 03 | 08 i 03 ! 1.31 ! 38 - 35 .55 | 03
AH-999 . : 3.50 .03 | B4 04 1.22 | .35 32 33 02

1L,000-1,99% : L 6.05 ; 03! 05 .11 1,421 a4 42 62 04

‘_’,{)00—4 999 ! £.50) EH 8 R 1.57 | 43 44 61 U8

Farm: Umt.smthleasthanszoofarm , ' P : | ! i i
sales, both countiea? | 5510 22 a2 07 125 . 3 24 Ol 07

0-999 . _ . 8.81 06 14 ] 07 1.31 ; 3¢ | 37! A7 08

l,{)(}O—-l,QQQ_ i I A8 20t .06 1.29 : 40! 2K A6 A5

T000-4,009 . . . $.55 37 29! % 1.14 , 36 1 A8 A9

Rural nonfarm units: ! i | . i ' : )

Lee County ? . . 103 i 07 REN 145 37 41 B2 A0
0-4989_ . . _ . . o 14.43 21 08 | A 1.51 | 40 51 I A7 04
1,000-1,899_ . : 3.61 B340 03| 12, 142 .34 43 520 12
20004999 . . : £16 19 07 | 17, 1.44 . a7 41 Al pe

Jones County * . . 341 - 33, A7 140 449 .30 6! A7 . A6
0999 S 296 31 05 - o - 44 29 15 47 | 03
1,000-1,4999 : 3.33 . A1 13 .18 ReA I 2K g2 AR 06

20600 -4,900 . 3250 24 24 i A4 RIER CHG S A2 07

ol
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IFond {rom hotne production

LQaarts Pueneda P Puends Fonnds Porped= 1
Iarin; Units with at Jeast 3200 farm | . ‘ '
sales, both vowtties 30 548 n- [ER1 1} 106 0.3% -
0994, . £.92 o 04 g 07 B
0-499_ L , . ) L3G 3] ki TS 0 A5 36
500094 . o 523 0. Ri% 0, AN 34
1,000-1,096_ . o 588 o A 0l 1.0% 32
3,000-4 a8 f 8.36 | ¥ 04 0 1.20 Ay
t'arm: Units with less than $200 farm . : ! : ' :
~ales, both counties *. 507 (U 0 ¢ T3 33
04599 - . . .36 0, 05 - 1 B9 a2
1,000-1, 999 . A37 O Nl 0 T4 3K
2000—4 099G _ ER VA [ 14 4] g1 32
Rural nonfarm units: ! i i : :
Lee County * L 0 1) . g PR g2
0999 0 . : 1.52 0 ot 0| .38 16
1,000-1,996 . .. . . o 1,22 0 0, g 230 g2
2,000--4,999 . N 1.32 0! 0! 4. i6 .11
Jones County 2. 97 . O 0. A 06
0999 _ K . 0 0 98 on |
1,000-1,20% 1.36 0’ 11 0- A M
2.000-4,960 a5 0 02 0 KV i RV
i i . R |
Note.—This table omits indication {by italics) of guantities uned by persuna 2 Ineludes

in les than 10 of the housekeeping consumer units participuting,

1 Tneludes cooking and saisd oils, not shown separately.

Fouinls Poumis Frornds
L1 1 041 |
24 L
et 3R
2. A
34 A
35 A5
16 240
21 16
At L
A2 2
A A8 :
4 A6
1 10
02 03!
030 02
07 1 03,
A2 Rt NS
Ay A2

{
{}
0

L]

0
4]

it
0
0

iy
O
0

{
{}
0
0

housekeeping consumer units with negative incomes and incomes of
26,800 and over, not shown xeparately.
4 Less than 6.0086 pound.
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TABLE 40.—F00D USED AT HOME PER PERSON: Avercye quuntities of egys; meat, poultry, fish; dry beans wnd
peas, nuts; potatoes, sweetpotatoes used at home in a week from all sources and from home production, by income

| Kieeal farm and nonfurm howsekeeping fumilies and single vonsumers, Lee and Jones Counlies, Miss., semmer 1946

S e e e e e

i Potnme‘

: Mot poultry, sk B Diry brans gnd peas, nuts swert potitoos
Ef,‘:,r,.‘i:niz:',“nﬁ”d ural mm([im " . L o . . . o ___.._”._. e i PREEEE
167 benkts, county, aod b pgn : . T L Fatr 1 ™V Tl [
faraily ineame clnss {(dullarel ’ © Turall ' Heef . Dokt Poultry ‘gnlei:- : e(il?f\zt— ! b_ﬁm:s lﬂh;llllml | Poraoes ; Hweet.
. X i Frsh i lentt ‘md‘ weaght} ! DOERtOeL
: . beas i
(n TV TS T Y S O T S o 0o TR I s
e e ) . N . : ; : . L
! Food from all sources
© Bozens ' Punrds . Puolsets : Ponde | Pognds I Praveds | Pounds : Pounds | Pounds . Pounds | Prumds
Farm: Units with st least $200 farm ° ! ; : : : . : . :
sales, both eounties * B 11 29 424 02T 063 (07 0 0. 027 0.0 - 138 0.20
0-999. . . . : 43 1.08 | 19 26 52 o7 A0 03 07 LK g
0464 _ . ‘ A3 1.24 ! 2 S 10 b9 5y K3 135 ! G
500-4999 . _ A3 100 - AT % A0 Al O 06 | .09 ! .09
§,000-1,99% . o 47 i 10 | g2 . D8 i AR 142, .23
2,{)00—4,999_ I : a6 1R A4 830 9 RE o H 0% 18RS M
Farm: Units with less than $200 farm : i . ! ! . : ; .
sales, hoth countiss s . ' A4 1.52 i A1 31 BN 13 0y - g2 ! 6! 1,26 ¢ i
0-999_ . _ I ! 1, .81 A 36 T2 G .07 . 02 04 1.34 . 33
L(80~1,909 . ot A2 126 30 27 AT 6 00 02 07 188 0
2,000-4,95% . . oo 451 15d A0 | 3t A a2 - 4 01 R RS W) ri 1
Rural nonfarm units: l i ; | ! ; : : | : i
Lee County *. . o a2 141 30! E 13 | 12 ARG 08 09 187 01
0-09%_ . . : - 1.06 B} l 40 Jo | AWy 20 N O 1.32 .01
1,000-1,984 : i I 1.37 ¢ RN gn i A O A5 RE RGUN 121 1
2,000-4,999 o N R T 35 e A2 AL g 08! A0 147 022
Jones County ®. . 47 165 | 53, 23 il HY R Nt KIGW A A4
0-984_ _ . . i 25 1.6 65 | 2! 45 06 NIL RO A 58 A5
LOOG-1,99%. . . . o 41 1.51 ; Bl N .39 4 .09 ! 04 D4 104 | Bt
20004999 . . 5 527 LA ah | .30 | AT e, a2 05 86 1.08 08 | Ot
. : i - . Poon o oV i ] RS R

ONTATT A0 S19ATT Tvaod

A b, b, P b i -



Foud frow home production

Lhazwps Houndds 0 Ponefs et Fronpels Frotrafs Frowneds fhonepls Tl Prenedfs v Prownds
Parin: Units with sl least, 8200 farm o . i
=itles, Doth counties . : 045 052 003 1o 063 (001 . nn3 0.4y 001 125 0.20
[VI1 1511 T . A2 A AN R al Ay AW A2 .01 LO7T s
0 499 .o . A2 SO .01 A8 Al A4 02 19) AX2 {19 Y
SO -9 . : A 42 (0 A1 AU ¢ 03 03 [ A AR
1.000-1,9% . o . ; A3 e 01 43 g0 0 a2 0 02 1.3% ¢ 23
U004 R : a2 1.13 RIS Ak 53 A2 05 IS T L4l - K4S
IParm: Units with less than $200 farm ) : . _ . :
sales, both counties 3. : 3 NI A= Al A5 ul 1" iy s 23
o-98% . 0 . . A1 a1 (LI AW it g0 0 0 4] Rl A2
1000 -1 w09 : 35 B ] Kih ol i 0. 0 0 IV 27
2.000-1,099 CH T d0 03 . 07 o1y 57 s o=
Rural nenfarm nnits: : : : ! . . : ;
Lee County » . ; 23 a3 o ! 25 01 a2 A2 Q. T4 =
0-960.___ . . . : 26 a8 03 RLINE 24 ) 03 . .03 0 g 0 ;
1,001 1,996 . 2 A0 f 05 S 0 A3 A% 0 A Q P
2,000-1, %) . 21 , Bt 02 01 21 A (LIS a - 0 R " "
Jones County ». . _ 200 A 01 01 B4 s 01 ol 0 S BULEE o
0-990 . L A6 Lo (1 1] 36 0 0 0 0 & 0 =
1 000-1,9949 . . o A9 R A 14 ' A7 0. 0 ., O 450 A5 =
2,004,904 . . 20 h (Lo .0 ST A2 02 (U A g ;
e e e O S, v
MNoTE,~ This iable vmitls indicslion (by ialies) of quantities used by persons 4 Tpelades chocolate nml coeow, not shown separately.
in lesz than 10 of the housekeeping consumer units participating. ! Ineludes the Jdry cquivalent of canned <dev heans and peas.
1 inecludes Junch meats, variety meats, game, and prepared dishes chiefiy meat,  Ineludes heuscheeping conzumer units with negative incomes swnd incames of
nol shown separalely, 35,000 amd over, not shown separately.
¢ Kxeludes bacon and salt povk. U lassn than 0008 pound.



TARLE 41.—F00D USED AT HOME PER PERSON :

production, by income

Average quentitics of tomatoes, citrus fruits; leafy, green and
yellow vegetables; other vegetables and Fruits used af home in a week from all sources and from home

_ _|Rural fartn and nonfarm houcelieeplng families and single consumers. Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., summer 1544]

Tomatoes, citrus fruits

Leufy, xreen, :
| yellow vegatablea |

Other vegetables and Mruits

Rural farm and rural nonfarn Tomatuves Citrus fruits | T v Other vegetablex : Or,her lruncs
copauiner uaits, eounty, and net ; ! I i
family income ';?anst{dol?nr:ig Freah | SGanned, | | c 4 | Fresh Canned.
Tatal 1 Fresh Canped | Fresh (“::.‘:3:':3' frozen ‘ Total 2 I‘ Fresh F:.:I;:n' Total Excluding E‘lrl?i:fln'-;
| i ! 0 nielons
) 2 (3} l 1) {3 (6} | (73 ‘ (10) {11) [I (12 (LY (14
Food from all sources
. — I U
Mounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Founds | Pounds i Pounds | Pourds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Poumls
Farmm: Units with at least $200 I
farmn sales, both counties ¢ . _ ____ 1.67 1.63 0.02 0.16 0.12 4.10 0.04 204 1.78 0231 12,72 0.76 0.42

0999 . {139 1.37 .02 12 .07 3.75 05 1.71 1.49 16 | 12.60 | 76 ) 25
0499 ... I 1.80 1.58 02 14 08 3.88 10 2.05 L.89 15| 1682 881 29
500-999_ . _ . ___ .. _ ... _. 1.27 1.25 02 12 06 3.67 .03 1.52 1.27 A7 1 10.21 ‘ .70 .22

L000-1,999. _____ . ________. 1.97 | 192 02 .16 A1 476 02| 2651 234 30 1342 73, .52

20004999 . ... ... 1.95 1.90 02 .26 .21 3.97 07 1.71 142 28| 1256 E B4 l T3

Farm: Units with less than $200 . : H
farm ssles, both counties*_ __ . . __ | 1.60 1.58 .02 .26 .21 4.21 08 2.1 £.76 23 14.30 | 99 A

0999 ... .. __.__ 1.89 1.69 0 25 2 4,24 .24 197 1.76 A9 11.2% 96 ; B4

1,000-1,900. 0 T T 145 | 143 01 18 20| 424 027 244 | 223 1] o2 83l 40

2,000-4,999_._ __ ______ 1.72 1.68 04 .37 22 4.04 . 04 173 1.39 201 1215 117 32

Rural nonfarm units ‘ ! ' | :

Lee County *.__ .. | 86 RL .04 .57 82 2.90 09 1.65 1.25 ¢ .36 1.81 60 1 41
0988 __ ___ . ... . _._.... 72 7l 01 4R .18 3.01 01 1.47 1.01 | 44 187, .M |’ 12
1,000-1,999_ __________._ __. 81 73 03 49 a2 245 .15 1.34 80 39 1.16 | A8 | 40
2,0004,999.. .. .. - 93 .87 05 87 .38 3.13 .08 1.89 1.56 ° 31, 220 | g4 37

Jones County ¢ .- -] 1.89 1.63 02 .38 24 4.43 11 221 1.99 A6 1488 1 1.261 y 7
0-999.. . ____. I I 1.49 131 10 A7 .14 4.26 10 238 2.22 | 08 | 2150 I 16
1,000-1,999_ . ____ . _._. ! 1.36 1.34 A2 32 21 4.71 08l 237 2.00 20, T8 1757 .31
2,000-4,090. ... ..., 207, 201 0 33 26| 436 100 175 L5360 1334, 97 21

i N _| . i3

9L
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Foed from home production

i ! : : i I i H : i ;

| Pounds | Pounds | Pounds l Pounds [ Piunds | Pounds © Pounde @ Pownds | Pawnds . Poaunds | Pounds ! Punnde j Pounds
Farm: Units with at least $200 | ! ; : | ; : : i | i
farem sales, Loth counties ¢ .. _ - 162, Ls0' 00 0 0 4081 003, 199 1L.76 7 0215 1155 0.46 .34

0999 ... .. .. . 136 135! &) 0. 0 369: 05 166 147 0 4 1LT0 0 48 16
0499 | .. . . o LBT ¢ L5T ¢! 0 (VIR X f 0 199 LB dd 15778 A2 A3
300-999. . .. .. .. ' 1287 122 01 0, 0} 365 .02 447| L2 350 638 52, AT

1000-1,900 0 . . . . .., 1937 18l 02 0 00 473 020 262 233 29 1276 4001 44

20004990 . . ... . . LRR: 18 02 0 0F 391 03: 166| 140 26 980 32 66

Varm: Units with Jess than $:204 : : : : . . : : i ; . .
farm zales, hoth eounties* . __ .. 1.36 {, 135 .01 0! 0° 3ns, - ST S 1 I 2000 1200 A 22

08999 .. .. . L i L15  3.15: 0 (L 0: 397 230 L8 .51 A7 .30 A .33

1,000-1,899 . ceeo o L2700 126 01 i (L 0 308! 02, 219 ! 201 BENER I AR 25

2,000-4,999 .. . AU S 1054 TR 1 N LL 4 3.66 ¢ 031 133 125 26 820 R 10

Rural nonfarm units: ! : : , : ; : i ; ) :

Lee Couniy ' . o A1 .39 L] 0 0 192 03 RYEE 87 20 A2 13 RE
4-999 e, A 39 J: 1L (1] 0 i 233! 01 104 Y 20 S04 24 U7
LOOO-1999__ ° . . Ad A0 0 0 0 1.4l 07 - a7 36 221 A1 KU A
2,000 -34.99% . A2 A1 .01 0 i 213 U1, A .84 AL A7 Ry A

Junes County +. .0 L. . LOK . 105 18 0 0 265 . 04 130 . 13y il 7.36 . 37 KT
0090 . - 4 36 ¢ 0 (L U  L97 ¢ Le2: 1.53 4 AT Aty
1,000-1,999. .. ... _.__. i M 940 ) 0! 1, 2,64 06, L4 1,24 A6 T4 Rit L
2,000-4,99% o 142137 0 0 0F 280 03 M6l 7T 0% 639 2 N

s O SUVNUUY OO S PP SO Ft SN O SO : .

No1e. —This table vmits indication (by italicr) of quanlities vsed by persons # Ineludes the fresh equivalent of dried fruits.

in lees than 10 of the honsekeeping consumer units participsting. * Includes housekeeplng eonsumer uniis with negative incomes nnd incomes of
! Includes tomalo soup, not shown separately. $5.000 and over. not shown scparately,
¢ Ineludes soups chiefly vegetables, nol shown sepurntely. ! & Lews than U006 vound.

LAVIVINOS dVINEvVL

LL



TABLE 42.—F00D USED AT HOME PER PERSON: Avperage quuntities of sugar und sweets, wnid grain products s
used af honie in @ week from oll sourees and frowm home production, by income

[Rural Tarm aml nonfarm houscheeping familics and single consumers, Loe and Jones Counties, Miss., sammer 19415 ]

RUENT, SWeots . Girin prodasct s
.
1 i
Liwrad faruy wnd rural nenfaom : Flir. other eereal products : Hukery produects
CONSUNICT BNiks, connty et -~
fomily ineoine class fdellars) P X - R - . l i ;
Tural - Sugar n\]r_.]s es, T Wint Other : . i (e
miney eotivie- 1 ‘” ° i lour, four Coriimeal . Herail . tuked
Jent. & : o ! Hiaes : ' g ls
! . : _ : !
(n L 1 i S N : &Y : e

Foad From ! sourees

A0 STIALT TYHIA

FaTITE : St PRI ] : Freveuefs Frownd= T el P recis Payes I Fowads
Farm: Umts with at least 2K f.mn i ) : ] ; :
sales, botl connties ? 1.0 043 037 145 203 0.0 R TR (LR .19

o-" : RILEE a7 h +4.22 1.3 02 208 33 A7
0- 449 s Lol A0 B34 4.0 . 101 01 20h 370 A7
S00-9499 ; RITI a0 O 423 - .08 : M2 204 31 A7

1000 - 1,499 . S A a3 4.76 ERLLES 03¢ 2.30 I T 4=

20004990 ; 124 A A EXTT 195 03 230 42 33 =

Farm: Unifs with less than $200 farm : : ) : ; : ; : . ) )
anles, hoth counties : 1.21 AT Al 300 o 03 L2 ) 31 [

0-999. 1.24 0 i {40 - ;!, T 05 1.R2 . A 33

1,008} - 199‘} 115 1Y 86 3 L7 A2 L5 ol | i)

’000 ERLITE 1.31 E Y Al 353 1.79 04 1o, Oy _a2

Rural notfaenm units: ) ’ , ! ; : : )

Lee County 4 1.0y A5 250 J.2 141 A A6 B 35
(--0049 . .13 Al a1, 3.60 1.63 11 1.%3 B R
1,000-1,964 _ ALV ) 22 301 . .23 03 1.58 N2 k1
2,000-4,949¢%_ 104 - A0 et 322 LG . 00 1.4% S 2

Jones County ¢ 12 A2 34 330 Fh A2 .23 1.00 - 33
0-999 [ 2 43 3.7 1.85 .01 1.45 MK 26
1,000 1,00 1.2 A2 33 9.2 st - 01 [ S 40
2,000 i‘J'}Ll LI 106G i Lo 1

AT e 2,90 [} oL



Faud from home production

Foundz Frannr< Faunds Fonnids Pounids Prouneds Fownds Prunde 7 Fawweda

Farm: Units with at feast 3200 farm : ; |
sales, hoth counties ® . (L35 i) (.20 ¢ 1.at - 4 ] 1.50 ° [ 1]
0-999_ . . A ' 23 1.42 0. G .41 0 ¢
0490 . . A4 0. .20 - 132 1 g 1.31 O | 0
A00-908 . AR 01 25 1.47 g 0: |90 T 0! )
LOBG-1,990_ . o 34 G A% 158 0 0, 1.a7 0! 0
2,000-49906_ . . o 41 0, 21, 1.74 i - 0, 1.69 ; 0| 0

Farm: Units with less than $20%) Farm - ! . ; i : : : '
sates, hoth counties®. .. .. . I A3 (4} i 4, G5 0 0, Gt (O 1]
0009 ____. .. e o 37 0. 23 S 0 i) A3 G| 0
1,000-1,999 . . . . . 32 o 09 B2 0 0 KA 0! 0
2,000--4,999. S SRy 21 51! b 0 ALY ol 0

Rural nonfarm units: ; : i ; ’ ; . i
Lee County ° . 4 6l 01 0l o o4 ol 0
O-098_ . . . A4 0 2 03 i 0 03, 0 &
1,000-1,90G_ . R0 4 (I 0 g 0 O 0 0
2,000-4,99 . I8 0 0 R 0 L 06 )] E G
Jonex Connty * 22 0 85, 15 | 0 0 NER 3 1)
G-G499 . _ L 0 20 22 0 0. 2 g o
1.000-1,999 . Is o o | 22 0 0 23 0! 9
2,000 -4,9499 20 - 0 08 0’ 0 Rt N i | v

e i JR— —— ‘- N B Y ._,..1__..__.__..__ N

Note.—This table omits mdication {by Haliesy of gquantities nsed by persons
in Jess than 18 of the houvdekeeping consamer units participating.

U Includes entliss, jums, jellies, preserves, package! desseria, end the suger
eqguivalent of porchased ready-to-eat poddings and soft deinks, not shown
separately,

2 Inciudes grain eguivalent of prepsred and partially preparved dishes and

soups chiefiy wrain: aise uncooked wsnd rvesdy-prepared cevenls, net shown
separately.

s inclodes hoosekeeping consumer units with negative incomes and incomes of
35,008 and over, not shown sepsrately.

¢ Less then 0.0066 pound.
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TABLE 43.—VALUE OF FOOD AT HOME BY FOOD GROUPS : Average value per household for o week of 11 food groups
and gecessories used at howe, from wll sowrces and from home production, Dy tucome

{Itural farin and nonfarm housekeeping families and single conkumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Misa, summer 1918, Home-produced food and fomd received as
#ift or pay are valued at average prices paid for fool purchased; the price ueed for each analysis group was the averape price paid for Lhe pavticular food by the
consumer units in that group during the survey week]

- P . S ] e e =
TRural f i 1 T ! n ! i Miik | E‘ \ : h'“',\‘ . Pota- Touin- Lealy. | Other | L !
urnd Tarm sand rural nenbarm X THaRe- y T - ! Alean, ealis o toes, DOgresEn. ovegn- . i Crrain .
conaniuer unils, county, avd net - hold : f;;”d | nrl:ui‘- ; F‘:I: I Egg ; pouliry. - omnil P oaweets | t.‘;"’" vellow | tables ; :‘““:"lr‘ 5 prod- | n‘?:-':? 4
family income elass (dollars) | sige ! ! ! l':(_": u ! i . \ fisli 1 peas, P opotas FI I:‘f"_‘ B T R T AraEs
| ; | N H H Congla [y LLLLLE S P W YNy i Iruits | N
1 H . n i
. ; ) ) o . . . ! i . . -
4 ! (y 1 3 i V%) 1 {a) Lo ‘, it BT " {1 [E F R ) l! iR Ly fL
i N H H . 1
—_—r— e - ——————— .. oo —- e e i e e s e mh i e m e i L e ———e e

i I'ronny all sourees

S - e . S e e . | -
i ' i : ! : i
Noniber ; Frotiars | Dottars i| Drtliees v doftars | Dollors © Doftors . Balbrs Dallaes © Dhothores

1rMivrs I Fruffar s l Fhalieres . Dallorys

Farm: Units with ot least $200

[arm salrs, both countiesd. | 44000 200 307 222 03 23y O 065 g 204 427 - 0% 2020 0.4
[LESEELI 114 7T 3 2 LT 280 LSl : 13 60 R I Y T i 1 MK LT2 i1
0499 492 0 N 225 210 A2 1 1t 88 1.2 77 i1 > ST Y FLE i )
SUG-H0G 442 0 16,33, 205 .54 A LTH 1Y 44 A3 ELXF - 3.80 B0 185 40
1,000-1,994 480 UTAF 0 R0T 0 228 T4 2440 137 R3O 1720 L8692 82, 2850 4w
2000-4,999 SO 4T 2Ry b 288, RO 3000 0 AOE O Las 2200 5770 Lt 263 )

Farm: Units with less than $200 . ‘ i : ‘ : : I : ; ! ! !

[arm sales, hoth counties 1 odds 22 34500 2830 T 249 18 B8 Lig G 241, L79 . 129 b9 .03
0990 - . 354 22440 3560 188 T 353F 0 0B B39 123 213 5TR 76 1LHG ] 1
101K 1,40 393 2060 318, 2191 7l 200 . 1} AD A28 IR 482, LIO 1 1¥A ST
2,004 1,999 181 24.43 406 2388 AT 321 AR A3 133 ) 234 401, 202 266! A

1taral nonfarm units: ! ) : : : : : ' ! ) ! : '

Lee County 5 _ o3 1316 2030 170 B 2040 8 28! a6 13T L26 | B BN T AR
0 -599 . 254 934, 178 129 A6 106 ¢ 12 A7 AU griorun I S 38
TOHO - 1,590 . ;o 83.a7 D s 2020 L2 AT 0 LY 16 BLTER T4 20 Lot &) I 1.45° 39
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TABLE 44.—VALUE OF FOOD AT HOME AND AWAY: Average value of all food for o week, average expense for
purchased food, and avereye value of fuod, produced at home per household and per person, by income
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PART 2. APPRAISAL OF SPLIT-SCHEDULE
TECHNIQUE IN ENUMERATIVE SURVEYS

The length of the interview is of great concern in enumerative
surveys. The interview should be long enough to obtain the neces-
sary details for analysis and for providing accurate totals, On
the other hand, it should not be so long that the guality of data
collected is impaired by fatigue or boredom of the respondent or
by an unfavorable attitude of the respondent to surveys of this
type. One technique for shortening the interview time with a
particular family is to use a “split” schedule. This involves break-
ing the set of desired information into several parts, each part thus
becoming a “split.” Then the questions on factors by which the
data are to be classified for the analysis are repeated on each split
schedule. The sample is also divided, a particular split schedule
being used in only part of the interviews. Assuming that the
sampling process is well carried out, the data on average expendi-
tures may be expected to be the same, whether derived from adding
up the “splifs” or from a complete schedule.

One purpose of the enumerative survey of 1945 rural con-
sumption in Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., was to appraise the
split-schedule technique. The survey was designed to use such a
technique with the farm families included in the sample. The
farm families were divided inte four groups; three were inter-
viewed with split schedules and one with a complete schedule
as a control. {The field procedures and the rotation of the split
and the complete schedules in the survey are described In the
Methodology.) The anticipated advantage of the split-schedule
method was to shorten the interview time with a given family.V?
The foreseen disadvantage was that the total number of families
interviewed would have to be larger than if only the complete
schedule were used. :

The experience with the split schedule in the family living survey
in two Mississippi counties can indicate possible problems and
costs to other research workers who may wish to consider the
problems of the method in relation to the advantages of the
shortened interview time with a given family. The use of the
split schedule in this study can be appraised in terms of (1) costs—

12 Another possible advantage would be to increase the sample efficiency by
varying the sampling rate in accordance with the variability of the type of
family living expenditures covered by a particular split. A sampling rate that
varied between the split schedules was neot attempted in this study, however,
because (1) the relative variability of the brond expenditure categories were
not known exactly, {2) the same relative variability does not necessurily
apply to the items within the broad categories, and (2) the sample weuld have
vequired an even more complicated design.
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sample, interview, administrative, (2) the quality of data obtained.
and (3) problems in analysis.

Costs

Sample

A major increase in the cost of an enumerative sample survey
when the information desired is split into several sehedules is due
to the larger size of sample required. In the family living study
made in Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., the total amount of infor-
mation needed was divided inte three parts, each part becoming
a split schedule. Since each farm family interviewed using a split
schedule gave only one-third of the expenditure data (plus the
necessary information for classification of families), the size of
the sample needed to be ai least three times as large as that
required if all the desired data had been obtained from each
family on a complete schedule. (In addition in this study, a
control group was used of families from whom complete schedules
were obtained.)

In designing the sample for a survey using split schedules, the
tolerance limits of sample data that would be acceptable when
complete schedules are used must be narrowed. Not only must
each subsample provide data of an acceptable reliability, but also
the differences among the subsample average values must be held
to a selected minimum amount. Thus the size of the sample should
be increased somewhat to insure such parallelism of the sub-
samples. In general, then, it can be said that if the complete
amount of infermation desired is divided into “n" split schedules,
the size of the sample will have to be more than “n” times as large
as if only a complete sehedule were used,

In this survey in Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., all eligible
families in the selected areas were asked to participate in the
survey. The increase in the size of the sample when split sched-
ules were used over the size needed for only complete schedules
required a corresponding increase in the number of areas vigited.
This meant additional travel over that required if only a complete
schedule had been used.*

Interview and Administrotive

Travel lime.—The average travel time per schedule is especially
important in rural surveys. In the study in Lee and Jones Counties,
Miss., the travel time averaged nearly an hour per schedule,

“In a survey design that calls for visiting all families in an area to
determine eligibility and then interviewing only a portion of the eligible
families, an inerease in the size of the sample of eligible families would not
require & corvesponding increase in the number of dwelling units visited to
determine eligibility. The increase in travel and dwelling units visited in
such a case would depend on the original sample design.
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whether for a complete or split schedule, The travel time involved
in the split-schedule portion of the survey was more than three
times as great as the travel time involved when the complete
schedule was uged, because of the increase in the size of sample
(see zbove),

Length of interview.—The average length of interview for each
of the split schedules (excluding the introduction, establishing
whether a consumer unit was eligible, and the conclusion) com-
pared with the average time for a complete farm schedule are
ay follows:

Clothing split . - oo 1 hour 45 minutes
Food split o i . 1 hour 30 minutes
Housing sphit ... oo ____... 1 hour 30 minutes
Total, three splits .._..._..... e 4 hours 4% minutes
Complete farm schedules ... .. ... 3 hours

Thus, for data collected in Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., using
the split schedule, the interview time was increased by more than
50 percent.

Refusal rate.—In the Migsigsippi survey there was a very low
rate of nonparticipation of eligibies—only 2 percent—but this
cannot be attributed to use of the aplif schedule. All consumer
units that refused to cooperate in the study did so before they
knew what kind of schedule was to be used. Moreover, there were
no refusals part way through the interview, which suggests that
the longer complete schedule {of the length used in this survey)
was not a handicap. The high degree of cooperation is probably
due to two factors: The location of the study, and the sponsorship
of the survey by the Mississippi Agricultural Experiment Station
jointly with the Bureau of Human Nutrition and Home Economics,
Rural families in the South tend to be somewhat more willing to
provide family living information than those in some other areas.
The second factor, theugh immeasurable, is undoubtedly impor-
tant. In other surveys, the split schedule might be an important
factor in reducing the number of uncompleted schedules.

Supervision and {raining.—There is little doubt that the in-
ereased complications in collection procedures infroduced by the
rotation of various types of schedules makes additional training
and supervision of interviewers necessary. Some of the difficulties
in carrying out the sample design in the survey in Lee and Jones
Counties, Miss., resulted from flooded areas and other factors
beyond the control of the field supervisor, so that not all the diffi-
culties with the sample can be attributed to the split schedule. But
the use of the split schedule complicated the field supervision
problem far beyond the amount foreseen in planning this survey.
In general, the more complicated the design of the survey, the
greater the difficulty in adjusting to unpredicted field problems.
Increased supervisory costs are necessary if the quality of the data
is to be maintained. ’
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Quality of Data

In appraising data obtained from split schedules, one important
question is whether the data will *add up” so that the reported
total receipts will balance within reasonable limits of the total
outlays, even though many components of the balance may be
obtained from different groups of families. Whether the data will
“add up” depends first upon the subsamples representing the
same universe. If, for example, the income distribution varied
between the subsamples, the average receipts and outlays would
not balance and this failure to balance would not be accounted for
by the type of schedule used. In this survey the subsamples for
the various types of split schedules that most nearly represent the
same population are the farm units in the open country selling at
least $200 worth of farm produce in Lee County. The character-
istics tested were Income, tenure, race, and size of the consumer
umnit.

For the farm consumer units living in the open country of Lee
County that sold at least $200 worth of farm produce during the
vear, the number of consumer units in the subsample for each
split and for the complete schedule ranged from 67 to 81, All
consumer units in a group may not have had receipts or expendi-
tures in a particular category: the averages shown are based on
all units in a group.

Kplit Complete

zehedule selioduls

Net family income . . . . ... §1,233 21,042
Inheritance and gifts e 2 4
Total receipts .. ... ... . iieieicea.o 1,235 1,046
Expenditures for family living .. 914 839
Gzifts, taxes, net change in assets and liabilities. . ........ 330 194
Total outlays - .. ... . ... 17244 1,033
Difference hetween total receipts and outlays ......._....__. 9 - 13
Difference as a percent of receipts ... ... 1 1

The balancing difference between receipts and outlays obtained
from the split schedules is the same as that from the complete
schedule for this group of farm consumer units in Lee County.
The relatively low balancing difference is comparable to that found
in other family living studies made by the Bureau of Human
Nutrition and Home Economicg in which complete sehedules were
used. A study of farm families in the State of Tennessee in 1944
gave an average balancing difference between the reported receipts
and outlays of 2 percent.’ The farm families ¢overed in that study
were spread over a larger geographic area and a greater income
range than the group in Lee County. The split schedule technique

¥ PENNOCK, JEAN 1. and SPEER, ELISABETH . CHANGES IN RURAL FAMILY
INCOME AND SPENDING IN TENNESSEE. 1843-44, TJ. 8. Dept. Agr. Mise, Pub.
666: 31, 1949,
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might be expected to produce an even greater balancing difference
if a less homogeneous group of farm families were studied.

The discussion on quality of data has been in terms of averages
tor groups of families. The split-schedule technique may also
affect the quality of data from a particular schedule. The fact that
a split schedule does not balance income and expenditures for
each family interviewed may affect the accuracy of the data
obtained. The lack of balance on a complete schedule is a “flag”
to the interviewer that additional information is needed, whereas
the split schedule provides no such indication. This balance prob-
lem was not acute in the survey in Lee and Jones Counties, Miss.,
probably because it was a survey of families with lower incomes
and with less variability in expenditures.

In other areas and types of studies, the lack of a check on incom-
plete reporting in the split schedule might be a serious drawback
to the use of the split-schedule rather than the complete-schedule
technique. Other family living studies have indicated that when
schedules are designed in the same degree of detail, the complete-
ness of data from a partial schedule is likely to differ from that
obtained from complete schedules. Reporting on a partial sched-
ule has been found in other studies to be espeecially incomplete
with respect to assets and liabilities and income.

The selection of one or two categories of family spending for
inclusion on a particular split schedule may emphasize those cate-
gories more than they would be emphasized on a complete schedule.
Thus, the quality of the resulting data may differ from that ohb-
tained with a complete schedule. For example, the housewife
interviewed may respond differently when she is asked to help
with a food expenditure survey than she would when asked to
cooperate in a family living expenditure survey which includes,
among other items, food expenditures,

The variation in the interviewer’s introductory remarks when
a complete schedule and the various split schedules are used is
net known, but it would be possible for a biasing factor to be
introduced in such remarks. The direction of such a bias is not
known, although the possible difference would probably be more
pronounced in the sections by which the split was labeled (1. e..
food, clothing, housing) than in sections such as income and auto-
mobile expenditures which appeared on all splits as well as on the
complete schedule. No evidence, however, was found of such bias.

Among the farm consumer units living in the open country in
Jones County and selling at least $200 worth of farm produce,
there seemed to be a tendency for the averages of food, clothing,
and housing expenditures obtained by the use of the split sched-
ules to be higher than the averages from the complete schedules;
but difference in the characteristies of families covered by the split
and the complete schedules, such as income, could account for the
differences in the averages, In no other group were consistent
differences found that might indicate biases due to greater
emphasis on a spending category with a split sehedule than with a
complete schedule.
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It is possible that the shorter interview involved with a split
schedule provides more accurate data than the complete schedule
because it takes less time and therefore is less likely to tire or bore
the respondent. In the survey in Lee and Jones Counties, this
would tend to be most noticeable in the section on clothing expendi-
tures since that section usually came at the end of the complete
schedule interview on annual income and expenditures.® An
interview in which the complete schedule was used took nearly
twice as long as that with the clothing split (see p. 85).

Some differences were found in the data on average clothing
expenditures by age and sex groups obtained by the complete
schedule and those obtained by the clothing split schedule, for
groups of families where the two subsamples appeared to be
parallel, but the number of cases inveolved did not permit clear
conclusions as to the absence or presence of bias due to differences
in reporting on the two types of schedules. This illustrates the
problems involved in drawing conelusions from an experiment
such as was carried on in this survey. The multiplicity of inter-
related factors makes it very difficult to get a large enough sample
to obtain conclusive results, and the possibility of several types
of biases operating in various directions further complicates the
problem.

Problems of Analysis

The use of the split schedule in this survey limited the analysis
of income and total consumption relationships and the interrela-
tionships among the categories of family living expenditures.
Analysis of such relationships for individual families was not
posgible. With this exception, the use of the split schedule did not
impair the analysis of rural family living expenditures in the two
Mississippi eounties,

With a few exceptions, the income-expenditure relationships for
various categories of family living expense derived from split
schedules provide useful information. Income was obtained on
each of the split schedules because it is a major part of the deserip-
tive data needed for classification of consumer units. Thus the
income-expenditurerelationship for a particular category of family
living expense is obtained from one group of families. The income-
expenditure relationship for total family living and the relative
ranking of the income-expenditure relationships of the major
categories, however, are put together from three groups of families.
It is possible that even though each subsample is large enough to
give reliable estimates for the average of the particular expenditure
with which it is concerned, the sample may not be large enough to
provide an adequate picture of the relative consumption of the
varions categories unless this has heen allowed for in the design of

** The reporting on the food list for a week followed the reporting on the
annual data, so that the information on annual clothing expenditures was
obtained about three-fourths of the way through the total interview for
complete schedules.
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the sample. Individual families have particular problems to which
they adjust their expenditures. Unusual family needs such as
large medical bills or school expenses in the group of families
covered by one gplit but not in the groups covered by the other
splits may cloud the interrelationships shown.

Evidence on these points cannot be obtained from the survey
in Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., by comparing the control group
of complete schedules with the split schedules, because the number
of schedules in the sample does not permit simultaneous breaks
by type of schedule and by income, Estimates for farm consumer
units pooled from the split schedules and the control group of com-
plete schedules, however, can be compared with data from a survey
of 1944 income and cxpenditures of white families living on
farms in the State of Tennessee, which was bared on a comuiete
schedule.’”

The income-expenditure relationship for total family living of
farm units selling at least 8200 worth of farm produects in the two
Mississippi counties, estimated from the split and complete
schedule data, is similar to that estimated for white families living
on farms, from the study in Tennessee. Most of the categories
of family living expenses do not show the same income-expenditure
relationshins in the two studies. (Some of this undoubtedly is
due to semole variation.  However. the inccome clasticities for
most of the major categories rank in the same relative order when
three broad groups of ranked order are considered.

fiiveoace clasticity Fatcne povesnies paits with  Feow fomiMes (white),
cngos @t least §200 farm sales, Tenncssee, 1844
Foeoend Joics Conirtics,
A isg., To45
Less than (.60 Faad Food
Houschold operation Houschold operation
Med'eal eare Medical care
Personal care
0.60-0.79 Pavsonal care Vuornishings and equip-
Parnizn'ngs and equip- ment
ment Clothing
Clothing Housing
Roereation
0.80 and over ITousing . Recreation
Transportation Transportation

*The income-expenditure relatienships discus=ed ave those haszed on the
interquartile range of the income distribution, and have been approximated
from graphs of average expenditures claszified by income.

Accordingly, the use of the split schedule does not appear to
preclude relating income elasticity estimates from varying sub-
samples. If the split schedule is to be uged in an income-expendi-
ture survey of a more heterogeneous population than that in the
rural areas of the two Mississippi counties, additional difficulties
might be encountered in making such comparisons.

’" Jee footnote 13, p. 86,
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Sample

The universe studied was the rural farm and rural nonfarm families or
single consumers in Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., in 1945. The sample was
designed to permit {1} comparisons of these groups, and (2) an evaIuatton of
the “split” schedule method of making a survey. The term “rural” was
defined, as by Census, as towns of less than 2,500 population, and the open
cogntry.

The sampling plan provided for surveying the two counties by the same
method but as independent units, The villages and open country areas were
surveyed separately. Both open country and village areas in each county
were determined by random selection of naturally bounded areas, with the
areas defined by the Masier Sample of Agriculture. Approximately 400
rural farm and 150 rural nonfarm consumer units were to be interviewed in
each county, a ratio of 8 farm to 2 nonfarm units. The sample plan alsc
provided that at least 90 of the rural nonfarm consumer units surveyed in
each county live in villages. In all, 1,191 families and single consumers were
interviewed.

It was not possible to defermine in advance either the number of areas that
would have to be surveyed, or the distribution of the areas between village
and open country. The sample could not, therefore, be made self-weighting.
The village areas were surveyed first unti the desired number of schedules
was obtained, and then the same procedure was followed in the open country
areas. Because the areas were listed in random order, interviewing could
stop after the completion of any avea. All eligible consumer units visited
were asked for the schedule data.”

The few families interviewed that had been in existence less than a year
have been excluded from all tables in this report. Within a family, however,
a person was included if he had been a member of the unit for a week or more
during 1545,

Collection of Schedules

Field Procedure

During a week’s training session, the interviewers, who were local residents,
were instructed by the field supervisor from the Bureau's staff in survey
procedure and in the use of the schedule forms. In addition, the interviewers
were given written instructions and definitions for each schedule item. They
were furnished with county highway maps and zerial photogxaphs on which
the sample areas were outlined and numbered. The field supervizor maintained
a loeal office in each county throvghout the enumeration.

' Enumerators were instracted not to interview consumer units with
permanent residence out of the segment, persons who were members of other
consumer units, and single consumers in the armed services during all of
1945,

o
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in Lee County several of the open-country arcas that were among the
lirst to be visited were flooded at the time of the survey, and other areas
farther down on the list were substituted. At the end of the survey, the
original areas were visited and sufficient information obtained to characterize
the families. With vespect to farm-nonfarm distribution, number and age
of family members, race, and the proportion of wage earners, no significant
differences were found hetween the families in the flooded areas and those in
the areas substituted. The propdrtion of renters, however, was significantly
greater among the substituted farm families. Also, the two sets of families
were located in diffevent parts of the county. Adjostments for geographie
location within the county or for tenure were considered. but the effect was
negligible and therefore such weights weve not introduced,

In Jones (County about 10 percent of the viliage areas that should have
heen surveyed were inadvertently cmitied. Additional areas that were
surveyed produced encugh schedules to offset those that would have been
tuken in the omitted aress. The omitted areas were scattered throughout the
<ample villages and no serious bias appears to have been introduced into
the sample,

Twenty-nine eligible families did not provide the required data. They made
up slightly over 2 pevcent of the eligible families asked te participate. A few
providing the annual data refused to complete the list of u week’s food
expenditures. In view of the low refusal rate, no attempt was made to
measure the magnitude of the bias introduced.

Balancing Schedules

After an interview based on a “complete” schedule was concluded, the
enumerator was instructed to check the balance within the schedule. (Com-
plete sehedules were tuken for one-fourth of the farm operator units and
for all rural nenfarm consumer units.) The purpese of this check was to
ascertain whether the information appeared reasonable and whether the
agent should ohtain additional information from the family. The arbitrary
rule was established that schedules would be accepted without further check-
ing with the family if the total money receipts and total money disbursements
balanced within 10,5 percent for farm operator complete schedules and within
3.5 percent for rural nonfarm schedules.

For those schedules that did not balance within these limits, the agents were
specifically instructed not to manipulate fizures te force a balance but to
make every attempt to find where, on the schedule, errors were made. They
were told that a schedule might not balance because entries for items might
have been overestimated or underestimated ov items might have been over-
looked, and that an additional visit to the family interviewed might be neces-
cary, Presumably, schedules would be accepted if after a check with the
family, the total money receipts and outlays reported still did not balance
within the prescribed limits. In this survey, snch discrepancies did not occur.

Information Requested

Each consumer unit was asked to supply information on annual family
living expenditures (or the selected aspects called for on a particular split
scheduled and income for the ealendar vear 1945, In addition, each unit was
asked about the size of the family and other selected family characteristics.
Those for whom a complete schedule or a housing split was used, were also
asked about their housing facilities at the end of the year.

Those for whom z complete schedule or a food split was used were also
asked about home-produced food in 1945 and additional detailed questions
about food consumption in the week preceding the interview, Information
was obtained on quantities of food estimated to have heen used that week
at home or carried from home in lunches, the cost of purchased food used
during the week, and the number of meals served to persons in the household
hy sex and age, and for adults by degree of physical activity, Consumer units
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were asked about any household food reported on the food list that was dis-
posed of as feed for animals and waste. Edible food bought especially for
animals and gifts to persons outside the household was excluded from the
quantities reported on the food list.

The food lists represent a week’s food consumption in June, July, or the
first half of August 1946, Collection of the food lists from families in Lee
County began during the first part of Jung. By the end of June food lists
had been gbtained in Lee County from 80 percent of the rural nonfarm families,
nearly half the farm families selling less than $200 worth of farm products,
and a smaller proportion of the other farm group.

In Jones County collection of the weekly food data came several weeks
later, starting during the latier part of June. Only about half the families
in Jones County had been visited by the end of July. Collection in both
counties was completed around the middle of August (table 45). Food data
for Jones County, consequenily, represent a somewhat later period than
for Lee County, This difference in timing affects the availability of fresh
fruits and some fresh vegetables, important confributors to the quality of the
diets. For the two farm groups, the effects of this difference have been
chscured by combining the data for the two counties, This faet, however, is
not important because the distributions by week of colleetion in each county
are similar. The differences in timing need to be taken into account, however,
in using the rural nonfarm data.

TABLE 45.—DATES OF COLLECTION OF F0OOD LISTS: Distribution
by week of collection

[Rural farm and monfarm housckeeping families and single consumers, Lee and Jones
Connties, Miss.,, summer 1946]

Rural farm

—— e -1 Rural nonfarm

Week: ! Units with at least Unita with le 5 t! an [ unita
ending ! $200 ferm sales i $200 farm sales
| ’ ] [ : "
i . Lee |3 o Le Jones | Lee | Jone
| Total Cou:ty : Ct?l.?:?y : Total | Cou:ty | C:))lx:ll::}’ | Cou:ty} C(?I:ln:}‘
m e w e el o e e
" Percent . DPercent FPercent | Prreent | Fercent l Pereent | Fercent | Percent
Total__..i 1001 100 100 100} 100 100 100 | 100
—— Jp— H _,—.—-__.I__._.-\_ | . —
June 1. ... .. L0 0 0ji o0l ol ol 2| 0
b T 3 6 | 0 1 21 0 11 ¢ 0
15 . __._ 2 4 Q' 4 13 0 15 ! 0
220 I 37 5. 15| g2l a2 4
20 7 mwir 17t g 1, 10} 5
July 6..._ . __ s 13 1. G- i 3 5 1
13..... . 5. 1. 100 1 17 R 6 i 6
200110 15 16 13 1 17, 13 g | 12
27 ... Iy 9. 19 s O 19 i} 1A
\ug. 3. .. 13 h 21 ¢ 15§ 1 21 | 8. 27
m_.._ .. _. 11 0. 24 - 165 - 0 23 . 2 25
oy Ll 5 G i0 . 61 i} L 2

o=

A complete annual schedule and a week’s food list are reproduced in ap-
pendixes C and D. A glossary of terms used in this report is included as
appendix B.

Split Schedule .

On each of the three splits, questions on only selected aspects of family living
expenditures were included. One =split covered clothing, medical care, and per-
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sonal care. Another covered purchased food and home-produced food for the
year. The third covered housing, furnishings and eguipment, household
operation, education, reercation, welfure, transportation, and asset and
llablhty items. In addition, a central core of questions on family char-
acicristics, income, and automobile expenses (purt of which enter Into farm
income) was asked of all consumer units. (The three split schedules covered
among them all questions appearing on the complete schedule.) The wording
for a parficular section was exactly the same on the complete and on the
pertinent split.

The interviewers were instructed to visit dwellings in a specified order in
each sample area and to rotate the four kinds of schedules for farm families
in a specified order. A fourth of the interviewers staried with each schedule
type. This eycle was to be used by each interviewer as she went from area to
area, and nonfarm units scheduled were not to affect the rotation scheme. If
a farm family was net at home at the time of the first visii, that family was
taken out of order in the route pattern, that is, the kind of schedule that would
have been used for that family was used for the next eligible farm family at
home,

About 10 percent of the farm schedules collected under circumstances
subject to the contrel of the interviewer were taken on the wrong kind of
schedule. The indications are, however, that this introduced little bias because:
{1) Misunderstanding of the instructions on the part of a few interviewers
caused many of the errors but the ineorrect procedure was followed con-
sistently; (2) only one interviewer showed partiality for any particular kind
of schedule and her rotation errors amounted to less than 1 percent of the
total number of schedules collected; and (3) average family size or income
are either similar for all kinds of farm schedules, or the differences are not
in the direction that would indicate that the interviewer purposely varied the
rotation plan.

Two factors relating to the rotation plan were beyond the control of the
interviewer. Schedules were 1o be rotated in the order the families were
scheduled, not in the order in which they were called on. Therefore, if
enough families had to be taken “out of order,” 2 bias might be introduced
into the sample. Only 2 percent of the familics fell into this category.
Furthermore, due to unavoidable transportation delays, the split schedules
were not delivered on time in Lee County, and the interviewers used complete
schedules for all farm families visited the first few days. After the split
schedules arrived, an adjustment was made in the collection plan for farms.
Nevertheless too many complete schedules were collected in the village areas.
This discrepaney in the ratiec of completes to splits was adjusted for in
combining Lee County open country with village schedules. (See Weights.)

Weights

Weipghts were developed based on the sample design and field eolleetion
problems and modified slightly to allow their application by machine tabula-
tien. There are four possible ecombinations: (1} Lee and Jones Counties'
schedules within each of the favm and the rural nonfarm groups; (2) open
country and village schedules for each of the farm and rural nonfarm groups;
{3y farm and rural nonfarm groups fo give a total rural; and {4) complete
and split schedules for evpenditure data for farm consumer units.,

Weights for combining Jones and Lee Countles depend upon the sampling
rates in the two counties. BSince three times the proportion of Jones County
families were visited as of Lee County families, the relative weights are 3
for Lee County to 1 for Jones County, These weights were applied in com-
bining the farm schedules {sec Clazzifieation of Consumer Units, p, 97).

The weights for combining open country and village schedules for each
of the farm and nonfarm groups would be 4.4 for open-country schedules to
1 for village schedules in Jones County, and 1.3 for open-couniry schedules
to 1 for village in Lee County. These fractional weights were modified ta
integral weights to permit application in the machine tabulation of the data.
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TABLE 46.—CONSUMER UNITS INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY: dActuul and weighted number of consumer units
reporting on complete or split schedules, by income, ruce, and lenure

|Rural farm and nonfarm families and single consumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss.,, 1845)

Number participating ! Weighted oumber ¥
! i Eplit schedules 2 For expenditures 3
Hural farm and rurad noafare consumer units, i I ccee =1 For famil e e e e e e
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: : wedieal eure 1 food ¢ :;d ot hf:r ;
| - i , . : -
e} | () : (&7] i 14 ) (5 <} ; & : @ [
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counties:
White . o e cw e
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The meodified weights of open country to village were 1 to 4 in Jenes County
and 1 to 1 in Lee County. The accuracy saerificed here is not great and was
not considered to bz worth the higher tabulation cost of using fractional
welghts,

When the data for farm and vural nonfarm groups ave combined o give a
totul for all rural units. the weights used vary with the vype of data. For
family characteristics, invome, and automobile expenses, the farm and the
nonfarm sechedules ave combined in 4 1-to-i relztionsiin, For all octher data,
the schedules are combined with a weight of 2 for each farm schedule to a
weight of 1 for each rural nonfarm schedule.

Weights for combining compleie and spiit schedoles need be considered
only for farm conszwzer units, The split schedules as well as the completes
carried the sume information on charaeteristics, incoms, and automobile ex-
pense so that for these dals the splits and compleies ean be ecombined in a 1-to-1
relationship. TFor other expenditure items, however, the original schedule
design and the field collection must be considered. The simplest weighting
sehemie, and the one used here, is to combine the data from the complete
sehedules and that from the periinent splits in a 1-to-1 rvelationship for Jones
Couniy and for the open country in Lee County., For schedules from the
village areas of lLec County, however, field eollection problems described
above required that the expenditure data other than aulomobile expenses be
weighted together from the comiricte schedule and the pertinent split, giving
only half as much weight to the complete as to the split,

Table 46 shows the number of consumer units participating and reporting
on complete and split schedules in the groups analyzed. This number indicates
the sample frequencies for the analysis groups shewn in the various tables
throughout this report. There are at least 10 consumer units participating in
each analysis group for which consumption estimates are shown. In most of
the tables, data on average expenditures ave accompanied by the percentage
of Tamilies and single e¢onsumers making the specified purchases. The per-
centage can bhe uzed mth the number of cases in the aroup shown in table 46 to
indicate the number in the sample making the particular expenditure.

Estimates of expenditures made by small numbers of conzumer units in the
sample tend to have Jarger sampling errors than those for groups with larger
numbers. Averages have been shown in the tables even though the number
of cases buying a particular item is small. This has been done to enable
users of the daia to make other comhinations than the categories into which
goods and services have been classified in this report. As an aid to the
reader, averages are shown in italics where the zample frequency for the
number of consumer units purchasing arn item in less than 100 (This aid
is not uzed where the percent of consumer units invoived is not available.)

Alzo shown in table 46 are the weighted numbers with the weights for the
four types of comhinaticns discussed above., The weighted number of con-
sumer units in the various glouna anzlyzed should be used {1) for deseription
of the population studied ov (2} as weights in computing averages if other
combinations of the consumr units are desived.

Classification of Consumer Units

Appraisal of Definition of Farm

The definition of a farm used in this study is discussed on page 7. Tt
was the intent in planning this study io meet the definition of a farm
estahlished by the 1943 Census of Agriculture: A tract of land of three acres
or more ¢n which some farming operations are performed or a tract of less
than three acres if $250 or more worth of products were produced for home
use or for sale. There is reason to believe, however, that underenumeration
of small farms cecurs when the agent is given no more than this definition as
a working guide. Alse, respondents whose production iz for home use
rather than sale have difficulty in valuing their produce, To provide a
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systematic method of probing to secure the information necessary to defermine
whether the small unit should be classified as farm, the family with less than
three acres was asked if it had a cow. QOwnership of a cow was considered
as an indicator that home production of milk and other dairy products plus
garden produce which the family might also raise, would be worth $250 or
more. If such were true, the unit would qualify as z farm under the definition
to be approximated. If the family did not have a cow, a further question
was asked to determine if farm production for home use or sale was worth
3260 or more. :

An interesting methodological point here is the effectiveness of ownership
of a cow in these southern counties as an indicator of & “f.arm,” according to
the definition used by the 1945 Census of Agriculture. This can be examined
only with the complete schedules and the foed split schedule because those
are the only schedule types including information on home-produced food as
well as farm sales. Of those schedules, without introducing special welghts,
60 percent of the units classified as “farm™ becasse of ownership of a cow
did have enough home-produced focd and cash sale of farm products {o total
3250 or more. Thus 40 percent were misclassified as *Censas farms.™ ** In
this comparison, the food produced by each family was valued after the sched-
wles were collected, at the average price Mississippi farmers received for such
products that year. Of those complete schedules and food splits misclassified
by this indicator, half were from families living in the open country and
half from families living in villages.

The other aspect of this question is how many families with less than
three acres and no cow would the Census definition have classified as farm.
This can he checked, since further questions were asked of such families ahout
the values of their farm production. Only nine families {or 1 percent of sll
participating families classified as farm in this study) with less than 3 acres
and no cow alsc reported on the record card question that they had 3250 or
more farm production during the year.

Therefore, it seems that ownership of a cow in the two Mississippt counties
studied classifies too many units as farms in comparison with the number
that would be classified as farms by the 1M5 Census of Agriculture definition.
On the other hand, the use of ownership of a cow as an indicator, seldom
omits units that would be classified as farm by the 1845 Census definition.

Effect of Definition of Farm
on Conclusions Drawn

Families classified as farm in this study that would have been classified as
rural nonfarm if the 1945 Census of Agriculture definitions had been applied
strietly, fall in the second farm group—farm consumer units selling little
or no farm products. About half of the units in the second farm group were
classified zs farm beeause of ownership of a cow. If it is assumed that
40 percent of the cow owners were misclassified as farm units, based on the
estimate previously discussed, then 20 percent of all the families in this
second farm growp should have been classified as rural nonfarm. This
undoubtedly has some effect on the finding of this study, that the spending
of the consumer units living on farms hut selling little or no farm produce
is similar to that of the rural nonfarm consumer units. 1t is impossible,
however, to evaluate precisely the extent of this effect, since all the schedules
cannot be identified,

The hest indication available iz the comparison of all those units in the
second farm group that were classified as farm because of cow ownership
with the other units in the seeond farm group, (Most of the latter group

Y This does not mean, however, that 60 percent of these families would
have answered “‘yes” if they had been asked during the interview whether
they raised $250 or more worth of farm products. Such a percentape might
have been more or less than the 60, and the individual families involved might
well have been differant,
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are either living on 3 acves or move, or are families who reported “yes” to
the initial guestion as to whether they operated a farm.} These two com-
ponents of the second farm group are vompared with respect to selected
expenditures and charactevistivs in table 47,

These data indicate that the general conclusion of this report would not
have been markediy different if ownership of a ¢ow had not been substituted
for the wording of the 1945 Census of Agriculture definition of a farm when
the farm unit contains less than 3 acres. Possible effects may be noted in
more detzil, The estimates of the amount of home-produced food used in
the home would be amony the itoms most affected. The difference in the
home production of food between the farm unit selling at least $200 worth of
farm products and the faim units selling little ov no farm produce would prob-
ably net be us great as the amount shown in the report, When put on a per
person basis, the difference might disappear. The average cash expenditures
for food during the year by the second farm group would be somewhat lower
than shown in these tables, but that average would probably still be more
similar to the amount spant by vural nonfarm consumers than to the amount
spent by the farmers =elling at least 200 worth of farm produci=.

TABLE 47.—Selected charucteristios and vaependitnres of farm
consitimer units with less than 3269 furm sales
jLeo and Jomes Counties, Miw, 19%43]
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The classification brought into the xecond farm growp a larger proportion
of village units than would have heen obtained had the 1945 Census definition
bheen used. This undoubtedly affected the estimates of housing facilities, The
conciusion that the rural nonfarm consumer units had more modern housing
facilities than the second farm group would probably be strengthened hy
data computed using the 1945 Censux of Agriculture definition of farm and
rural nonfarm., The conelusion that the second farm group had somewhat
more modern housing facilities than the favm units selling at least $200 worth
of farm products would be weakened, but probably would still hold. The
conclusion on the housing facilities of selected income grouns of these three
rural groups alzo probably would not be affected.
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Combination of Data From Two Counties
for Farm Consumer Units

It is desirable to present the data for the two counties separately. Lee
and Jones Counties, Miss., are not contiguous. One county is more indus-
trialized than the other and the rural people are nearer to urban centers in
that county than the other. This might affect the relative consumption
patterns. Furthermore, if an cbserved relationship in one county were also
observed in the other county, the analysis is strengthened.

The number of rural nonfarm consumer units sampled is large enough to
show the data separately for the two counties, but the number of farm units
surveyed is not large enough when divided into the two groups accprdmg_ to
the size of their farming operations. The number of sample farm units selling
at least $200 worth of farm products is small in Jones County, and the pumber
of farm units sampled that sold Iess than $200 worth of farm produets is small
in Lee County. It is difficult to attribute differences {or lack of differences)
between the counties in expenditures of farm families to the true situation
or to sampling variation. Becaunse of the sample size, the farm consumer unit
data are presented in the basic tables for the two counties combined. Summary
tables, however, showing major sources of income and expenditures of farm
consumer units in each county are included in tables 48 to 52.

Comparison of Survey With Census Data

The survey data showing certain characteristics of the population can be
compared only roughly with data provided by the Census in the rural areas
of Lee and Jones Counties, Miss, Differences were expected because of (1)
different universes—households or all dwelling units are described in the
Census, and consumer units, in this survey (zee p. 113}, (2) different classi-
fication within the universes—the Census definition of farm is different from
that used in this survey (sce p. 7), and (3) differences in time—the Census
of Housing refers to 1940, the Census of Agriculture to January 1, 1945, and
this survey to December 31, 1945, for the items eonsidered.

This survey Iindieates that a greater nroportion of dwelling units have
certain facilities than the Census shows. For example, 29 percent of the
farm consumer units in the sample have running water. According to the
Census, § percent of the dweiling units on farms had running water as of
1948; by the beginning of 1945, 14 percent of the farms had running water
in the dwelling unit, This survey shows also a greater proportion of rural
nonfarm consumer units having running water than the 1940 Census showed
for rural nonfarm dwelling units. There are no 1945 Census figures for the
rural nonfarm groups.

The same pattern prevails for other facilities sueh as flush toilet and hath-
tub or shower and for equipment such as radis, and mechanical and ice
refrigerators when the survey data are compaved with the 1940 Census. Also
the number of rooms per dwelling unit is, on the average, a half rpom larger
for the sample than reported in the 1940 Census, for both the farm and
nonfarm dwellings.

Reporting by consumer units, rather than households, may yield a larger
proportion with modern facilities in their dwellings because households of
several consomer units might be expected to have better housing than single-
unit households. It has previously been observed that the housing facility
estimates for the farm units in this survey would probably have been lower
if the 1945 Census definition of a farm had been used (n. 99 . Undoubtediy
there were increases in the number of farmhouses electrified and in the
installation of housing facilities such as running water, during 1945,

The average age of the farm operator was 47 as reported for both the survey
and the 1945 Census of Agriculture.

The race distribution in this survey was compared with that in 1940 Census
data for the entire rural population of each county. In such a comparison
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the classification factor is not a problem. In Jones County, the survey
showed B7 percent whiie consumer units, while 82 pereent white households
were reported in the 1040 Census, In Lee County, the survey figures were
alzo higher than the Census figures—80 percont as compared with 72 percent.
(Changes from 1940 to 1945 are not importanui, judged by Census data for
farm operators.)

Conclasions as to these Jifferences e noi clear cut. The comparison of
the survey with the Censns data would seem to indicate that the total rural
population of Lee and Jones Counties is less well off with respect to housing
facilities and equipment items than the sample. The considerations discussed
above, howover, suggest that the differences between the survey and Census
data are not as great as would at first appear. Nevertheless the comparison
indicates that bias ip the sample, if it exists, is very likely in the direction
of yielding overestimates of characterstics associated with ownership of
household equipment items.

Nutritive Value Analysis, Week's Food List

Composition values used.—In calculating the nutritive value of a house-
hold’s food during a week, food composition values published in 1945 by the
Bureau of Human Nutrition and Home Economies in Tables of Food Composi-
tion in Terms of Eleven Nuttrients * were used. For {oods not included in
that publication, values were based on other compilations, on original data in
the literature, or on results of analyses made in the laborateries of the
Burean.

The tables of food composition used in compueting nufritive values provide
data on the composition of food “as purchased” or as it is brought into the
kitchen, Allowance is made for refuse such as bones, rinds, and peelings that
are usnally discarded in preparing food, and some allowance is made for
slght defects in fruits and vegetables, The composition values do not
aliow, however, for loss due to spoilage in the home nor for excessive wasie
incurred in the preparation or serving of foods. WNor is any allowance made
for losses due to cooking.

In this report, no allowance has been made for small quantities of minerals
that are probably obtained by individuals from their drinking water or in
baking powder and firming agents. Nor has the energy value obiained
from aleoholic beverages been taken intg account.

Quantities of food.—The gquantities entered on the food st were those
estimated by the homemaker to have been used in household food preparation
during the 7 days preceding the interview. Quantities included food that
was purchased as well as that produced at home or received as a gift or in
return for services rendered to others. Average quantities are reported in
tables 37 to 42.

Before the nutritive value of the diets was computed, quantities of food
reported on the food list were adjusted downward for any guantities reported
as not having been eaten by members of the household, such as food fed
to animals, spoiled, or wasted, Adjustments in guantities of fat were made
upward or downward in accordance with data supplied on fat drippings used
or not used during the week., Students of dietarv survevs, however, will
recognize the many difficnities inherent in obiaining accurate waste data,
aspeecially for fat. Because many farm families commonly feed milk, table
scraps, and sometimes specially preparved food such as corn bread to dogs,
cals, and chickens, the problem of obfaining reliable estimates of the food
actually eaten by household members is more difficult in farm than in city
SUrveys.

For some consumer units, estimates of the calorvie value of the week's
food were very high, indicating that quantitics of food that had been fed
to animals or thrown away had not been reported in full by the homemaker.
Underreporting of such food, especially of milk fed to animals, alse probably

. 8. Dept. Agr, Mise, Pub. 572, table 2.
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TABLE 48.— EXPENDTURES FOR FAMILY LIVING, BY COUNTY: Percent of farm consumer units having cxpenditures %
for major categories of family living, by income

[Rural furm familiex awd singhe consumers, loe and Jones Counties, Miss., 1945}
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L Mxeludes share to boarders and farm help. A few consumer units had no
fuod expense because they obtained food from iheir own grocery stores.

2 All housing expenditures: Family dwelling, vacation dwelling, and lodging
while traveling, vacationing, working away from home, or at school. For farm
dwellings, expenditures include only insurance, when separable from farm
expenses, and repairs. All other housing expenses are copsidered farmi-opern-
ating expenses, For nonfarm dwellings, expendjtuyres inelude rents, iluxes,
interesi, insurance, and repairs,

% Fuel, utilities, and other hguschold operating expenses.
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+ Only the family share of the automobile expenses.

& Includes burial, health, and accident insurance, funeral expenses, legal and
other fecs, bank scrvice charges, meoney loat or stolen, and interest on meney
burrowed for family use. For nonfarm consumer upits only, includes garden
cexpenses and feed for chickens for family fond supply.

¢ Ipoludes consumer upits swith negative ineomes and incomes of §5000 and
over, not shown separately,

* Percent not available,
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TABLE 49..—EXPENDITURES FOR FAMILY LIVING, BY COUNTY: Average expenditures for major categories of
fmm.’y Living, by income

[Rural farm families and sinzle consumcrs, Lee and Jenes Counties, Miss,, 18458]
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NOTE— Nalicized firures are expenditures reporiced by lees than ten of the
consumer vanits participating, This indication & omitied for column 7.

1 Excludes share to boarders and farm help.

2 Al housing expondilures: Family dwelling, vacution dwellin:, aad ladzins
while traveling, vacalioning, wocking away from home, or at school.  For farm
dwellings, expenditurcs include only insuranee, when fepaoeable from farm
expenses, and repaiva. Al other hoasines e sulered Farm-operal-
ing capenses. For honfzrm dwellings, expend v oinch.de renis, laxes, in-
teresl, insurange, znd ropaira,
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2 Fhei, utilities, and other bouschold operating expenses,

d Oniv the family share of the avlomobile expenses,

3 Tneludes burial, h?aith, and secident jnsurance, funeral expenses, legal and
other fees, bunk serviee charges, money lost or stolen, and intevest on money
borrowed fur family nse. For nonfarm consumer upils only, includes zavden
crponses and [2ed for chickens for family fond supniy.

+Tneludes conspmer units with negative imeomes aod ineowes of 53,000 and

over, not shown separately.
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TABLE 50,—SOURCES OF INCOME, BY COUNTY; Percent of furm conswmer unils receiving tneome from specified

Hural Iarw cousumer units, i
nat. [amily income class

idollars) and county :
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|
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least 3200 farm sales:
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Yarm, units with less |
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Jongs County 7 .__ .|

sources, by income

| Rural farm families and single zonsumers, Lee and Jones Counties, Miss., 19456]
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swned norfarm dwellines, {oml, havsing, fuel, elothine, and fornishings and
vaaipnwent received b= it pay, or relief,  Home-produced food and fuel con-
sumed are valuml al cstimated prices farmers veceived in this Stale for similar
roductz. A constant ser of prices s used for 2l consumer onits,  Gift, pay, or
redief itoms are valued by the consumer unil at prices it would have pzid at the
most likely place of purchase.

T Adjusted for deprecinlion of I pereent of markel value of farm bulidings on
owned farms, exciuding family dwellings, and of 15 pereenl of market value of
farm equipment owned at ond of 103 Alse adiusted for chanpe in the farm
mvoenbory.
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A Nel of geenpational capenses speh g denls, snpplics, cguipment, teehaical
publeations and arion docs,

' Hotin the cousbimer unil.

©lneludos oldeaere e anec amt aid T dependeas chibboea.

¢ includes ineame from sabe of prodoce by ponfarm eonsisaer onits, periodic
insuranes payvieents, rayallies from ol jeases, net incone from business ownel
bt et vpeeraied by the unit inierest and dividends, and ather money received
by the unit not entesed ehewhere,

* Tneludes consumer units with negative income: and incomes of 253000 aad
aver, nol shown zeparatuiy.
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TABLE 51.—SOURCES OF

ural farm consumer uuits, ({:i}ll
net family ineome class plus
{dallars) and vounty sl
imoLne
(2
. Liolbris
Farm, units with af
feast $200 farm sales:
Loe Comnty 7. . | 1,059
Jonrs Couaty 7. ... 2,109
0-99%;
Fee County . . 1,030
Jones County - - i,i15
0 499:;
Lee County__ . TR0
Jones County . . 85%
508-999: [
Lee County . 1,233
Jones County ] 1,349
1,000-1,99%:
Len County . 2,005
Jones County__ | 2,316
2,004,009
Lee Lounty wey 3,651
Jones (.feunty C.] 3,982
Farm, units with less
han 3200 farm sufes:
Lee County ? 1 24030
Jones Clounty 7. .y 2967

INCOME, BY COUNTY:

[ Rural farm families and single consumers, Lee snd Jones Counties, Miss., 1945)
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-4909: { : : ' ' ' '
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1,000-1,999: i ! . : | ! R : ! )

Lee County__ 1,802 | 488 . 1404 | —129 0 168 | 1,004 : (5 | 2631 #7 & i ", a0 a 0
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Note—Ilalicized Nirures are veeeipts reporied by less than 10 of the congumer
unils participating. This indication is omitled for columns 6 and 15,

1 Home-produced food, Tarm-furnished housing and fuel, occupaney value of
owned nonfarm dwellings, food, housing, fuel, clothing, and furnishings and
eqguipment received as gift, pay, or relicf, Home-produced food and fucel con-
sumed are valued mt estimated prices farmers received in this State for similar
producis. A constant set of prices is used for all consumer units.  Gift, pay, or
relief items are valued by the consumer nnit at prices it would have paid at the
most jikely place of purchase.

z pAdjusted for deprocintion of 5 nereent of market valne of farm buildings on
owned farms, excluding fumily dwellings, und of 15 perceni of market value of
farm equipment owned at end of 1045, Ao adiusted for change in the farm
inventory.

A Nel of peoupationn] exponses such as toeels, supplivs, cquipment, technicnl
publications, union dues.

i Nol in the consumer unit.

% ineludrs old-age assistance and aid to dependent ehildren. o

@ Ineludes income from sale of produce by monfarm consumoer umily, periodic
insurance payments, royalties from oil leases, net income from business owned
bt mot operated by the unit, interest and dividends, and other money received
by the unii not eakteved clrewhere,

T Inclides consumer units with negalive incoemes and incomes of §5,000 and
over, pot shown sepaceicly. L.

" Lesy thun $0.50. Hepurled by less (han 10 of the consumer wnits partiel-
pating.
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TABLE D2.—SUMMARY OF RECEIPTS AND (UTLAYN, BY COUNTY:

Percent of conswmer wiits harivyg speeified

receipls and outloys, percent hacing et svrplus and net defiedt, and arerage comonnts yreeeived and disbuysed,

by tnconie
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112 RURAL LEVELS OF LIVING

has resulted in overestimates of the quantities of protein, minerals, and
vitamins in the diets. The nature of the food that was thrown away (not fed
to animals), however, probably was such that not all dietary cssentizls were
overestinmated to the same exrent as were ealories, since many of these calories
were probably from fat drippings and the separable fat of meat cuts that
contain little protein, minerals, and vitamins,

Adjustments for these reporting errors, if they could be made, would prob-
zbly have more effect on the percent of consumer units with high nutritive
values (rables 31-35) and the averages in rable 20 than on the percent of
consumer inits meeting the National Research Council's recommended dietary
allowances (table 2}.

Nutrient losses in* cooking.—Since most foods undevgo cooking or some
other form of preparation with consequent reduction of nutritive value, it is
imporlant when evaluating the adequacy of diets to take account of such losses,
particularly in the most vulnerable vitamins. Accordingly, the average
quantities of thiamine, riboflavin, niacin, and ascorbic acid retained in the
food as eaten have been estimated, taking account of usual eooking practices.
These quantities are shown in table 58. On the basis of the data in this
table, the percentages of consumer units meeting NRC allowances for these
four vitamins have been adjusted downward for presentation in table 2.

Nutritive valne of food per nutrition unit— ¥For foed energy and each nu-
trient, the nutritive content of the feod eaten during the week was divided by
seven and by the household size in equivalent nutrition units. The result is
the average quantity per day of food energy or a gpecified nutvient per nutri-
tion unit where that unit is talken to be a physically active man.

Average consumption per persen.—Average quantities of and expense for
food consumed per housechold for a group of households were divided by the
average household size in equivalent persons for that group to obtain averages
per person.

Yalue of home-produced food—In valuing the food used during the week
that was obtained without direct expenditure, that is, produced at home or
received as gift or pay, average prices pald for food purchased were used,
The evaluation was made for each analysis group, using the average price
paid for the particular food during the survey week by consumer units in the
group.

The annual home-produced food used during the year was valued at average
priees received by farmers in the State for similar products. In the few
cases that the average price received was not known, an estimate was used.
A econstant set of prices was used for all consumer units.

TABLE 53.—Vulues for 4 vitaming after adjustment for cooling
losses

[Rural farm and nonfarm housekeeping families and sinele consumers, Lee and Jones
Counties, Mise., summer 1946

! Averaze vitamin value per wutrivion unit per day
arter adjustment for cooking lusaes 1
Ruyrad farm and rural nonfarm S

consumer units, and county : i

| Thismine | Riboflavia i Nidrin AS:&:ibic
1% , 12 : £ : i1) ; {3
! U Mi¥grame . Mufigrams 0 Midligrams Miffigrams
Farm: Units with at lenst $200 farm : : :
suales, both eounties . _ . _ .. . 270 - 3.02 218 121
Farm: Units with less than 3300 {arm ' ! i |
sales, both counties_ . _ . ___ . 2.76 - 3.16 | 227 | 127
Nonfarm: , i | |
Lee County . __ . ____._____._ i 220 243 19.8 90
Jones County__ ... ____.__.__ ! 262 273 | 225 124

U Adjusted by factors based on averaze consumption of food groups by consumer units Blr-
veyed and estimated cooking practices,



APPENDIX B, GLOSSARY

Assets and liabilities——The schedule included information only on the
change during the vear in assets held by the consumer unit and of liabilities;
no questions were included on total value of these items. With the exception
of change in inventory of crops and livestoek (see below), only changes result-
ing from actual mohey iransactions were included. Changes in value of
assets resulting from changes In gifts of nonecash goods received, classified
as assets, were excluded from the computation.

Net change in inventory.—Inventories of crops and livestock were
cbinined as of the beginning and end of the =chedule year, The changes
in the quantities inventoried were valued at constant prices based on
data of the Bureau of Agriculiural Economies.

Consumer unit——Either (1} a group of two or wore persons related by
klood, marriage, or adopiion living together in one dwelling unit with some
degree of dependence on a common or peooled income for their major items
of expense (referred to as a family); or {2) a single consumer living as an
independent financial unit either in a scparate dwelling or as a roomer in a
private housenold, lodging house, or hotel, In rare cases, when the individuals
concerned recognize financial interdependence, unvelated persons may be
tieluded in one consumer unit, The term “cousumer unit” supervsedes that
of “economic family” as that term was used in earlier publications of family
incoma and expenditures studies, In this study 2 group of related persons
Living together was considered a conswmer unit unicss =eparation of finances
was clearly defined.

The few consumer units interviewed that had Leea iu existence less than
a vear have been excluded from all tables in this report. Within a conszumer
unit, however, a person is inclnded if he had been a member of the unit for
a weck or morve during 1945,

Economic family.—A consumer unit of two or more pervsons. {(See Con-
sumer unit)

Equivalent nutrition unit.—Sec Nutrition unit.

Equivalent person—.A mecsure of household size obtained by dividing the
Ltolal rumber of meals zerved to all persors in hourehold duaring the
weak of the food list by 21, the usual number of nouls served to each person
in a week. Meals for an entire week were expressed as 21, even though the
food was apportioned into more than 21 servings for infants and invalids,
or fower than 21 for pevsons habitually not eating breakfast or lunch. The
count of family meals included meals carvied from home sunplies, but excluded
meals purchased and eaten away from home and any received as gift or pay.
Tach meal served to any person in the household, regarvdless of sex, age, and
degree of physical activity, was considered equally imnortant in this measure
of household size. ’

Expenditures for [amily living.—An exnenditure is defined as the purchase
price of a commodity bought or the cost of a zervice received, whether or not
paymant wag made in the schedule year. Financing, shipping and delivery
charges, tips, excise and sales taxes are considered part of the expenditure,
Discount and trade-in allowances are deducted from the gross price to arrive
at the expendituve. All purchases of duvable goods except dwellings and
improvements to dwellings are elassed as current consumption expenditures,

The consumption categories used in classification are: Food, housing, house-
held operation, furnishings and equipment, clothing, auvtomoebile, other trans-
portation, personal care, medical care, recreation, tobacco, reading, formal
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114 RURAL LEVELS OF LIVING

education, and miscellaneous Tamily expenditures. The nature of the goods
and services, rather than the purpose for which they were used, govern the
clagsification. For example, special clothing for games and sports is included
in clothing, traveling expenses for vacations under automobile or other trans-
portation, and board and rcom for children away at school under food and
housing rather than education. Exceptions to this principle of classification
are school books, radios, and musical instruments; school books are classified
under eduveation, radios and nwusieal instruments under recreation,

Farm.—Land, in ane ox more tracts, on which some agricultural operations
are performed by one person or partnership, either alone or with the
assistance of members of the household or hired employees. A tract of more
than 3 acres was considered a farm if any agrieultural operations were
conducted, and a tract of less than 3 acres was so considered if there was a
cow or if the pross agricultural product was valued at $250 or more in 1945.

Farm operator.—A person responsible for the operation of a farm, per-
forming the labor himself with or without assistance, or directly supervising
the operations, Farm operators may be owners, managers, renters, or share
croppers, and have been classified by tenure as follows:

Owner.—A farm operator who owned all or any part of the operated
farm at the end of the report year, Manager: have alzo heen included
in this group.

Renter.—A farm operator who rented the entire operated farm at the
end of the report year. The vent may have been paid in cash, with a
stipulated share of the crops raised, or may have heen a combined cash
and share payment, A renter generally owns his own stock and equip-
ment, and assumes entrepreneurial responsibility. A family or single
consumer operating a farm rent-free was considered as a renter.

Share cropper.—A farm operator who worked land on shares with work
stork and machinery furnished by the landlord, Under a share cropping
agreement, the landlerd vsually makes all importent decisions relating
to the farm businesz and superviszes the operations.

Flour eguivalent of grain produets.—Includes the weight of flour, meal,
cereals, pastes, and prepared mixer added to two-thirds of the weight of com-
mercially haked goods and to one-fifth the weight of canned cooked mixtures
chiefly grain and hominy.

Food accessories.—Inecludes such miscellanecus items as tea, coffee, salt,
vinegar, leavening agents, flavoring, and condiments.

Food groups.—All foods have been classified into groups having similar
nuteitive values or used the same way in meals. (8ee heading of table 37.)

Household.—The household included any guests, farm lahorers, household
help, hoarders, and family members who shared in the family food supplies or
food expenditures during the survey week.

Housekeeping consumer units.—Families and single consumers who pre-
pared some meals at home during the week for which food list data were
reported.

Income.—The income convept used throughout this report is net family
ineome, which is the sum of the consumer unit's net cash farm income, net
carnings from employment, net income from nonfarm business, crafts, and
from roomers and boarders, and cther income such as rents, interest, dividends,
royalties, veterans' payments, dependency allotments, pensions, and publie
asgistance. Certain of these components are explained helow.

Farm income—Net farm income is the sum of receipts less expense.
with sdjustment for change in inventory of crops and livestock and for
depreciation on farm equipment and buildings. Ineluded in gross cash
farm income are receipts from sale of erops and livestock and from
crops placed under Government loan, Government payments in connection
with farming practices, and receipts from custom work performed. In
the ecase of share renters and share croppers, only their share of the
sales was recorded, Included in farm expenses are cash rent; real and
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personal property tuxes: interest on farm mortgages and other indebted-
ness connected with the farm business; insurance on farm buildings,
equipment, crops, and livestock; labor costs, including eontract work and
machine hire: materials, feed, and stock: veterinarian and breeding
fees; repairs to farm buildings and machinery; operation of farm
machinery, ineluding that portion of the automobile cperation expenses
assigned by the operator to farm use; storage and freight charges; and
purchased food served to furm lahor,

Furm crop and livestock inventories were obtained as of the beginning
and end of the schedule year. The change in inventory was valued at
constant prices based on data of the Bureau of Agricultural Economies
as to the estimated prices received hy furmers iu Mississippi in 1945,

Purchase and sales of farm equipment Jo not enter into the computa-
tien of farm income, but are considered us changes in assets, Deprecia-
tion was computed at 5 pevcent of the market value of farm buildings
on owned farms, excluding dwellings, and at 10 percent of the market
value of farm equipment owned at the end of 1045, The value of farm
buildings and equipment was estimated by the respondent.

Income from wages and salaries.—Cash wages from all employment,
odd jobs, and easual work, and tips and bonuses received in connection
with employment. Amounts tabulated are adjusted for occupational
expenses but withholdings mmade by the employer for Federal income
tax, old-age and =urvivors' Insuprance, other retirement funds, group
insurance, et ceiera, are not dedueted in computing net income from
wages and salaries.

Income from mnonfarm business and crafts.—Gross receipts less ex-
penses of operating the business, Purchase of major equipment waas
not considered to be an operating expense. Earnings of professional and
other self-employed persons were treated as nonfarm business income.
The schedule provided for the computation of nonfarm entrepreneurial
income as the sum of profits withdrawn from the enterprise and profits
left in the enterprise if the respondent was unable to give detailed
information on the operation.

Income from roomers and boarders,—Receipts from roomers and
hoarders less the cost of meals served to hoarders. The cost of meals
served to boarders is computed from food purchases on a per capita
hasis,

Income, noncash.—The value of goods obtained without direct expenditure
Noncash income does not enter into the income conecept by which consumer
units are claxsified. Following are the components of noneash income:

Home-produced food.—Estimates of the quantities of food produced
or gathered by the family in the schedule year, whether or not consumed
in the schedule vear, were obtained from the respondents and evaluated
on the basis of average prices farmers recelved in the State for similar
preducts, using data from the Burean of Agricultural Economies. In
the few cases that the average price received wus not known, an estimate
was used. A constant set of prices was used for all consumey units.
{See Methodolegy, p- 112, for method of valuing home-produced food uzed
in a week and reported on the food list)

Other fovd.—Estimates of the number of meals received as gift, pay.
or relief during the year were obtained from the respondents. Meals
were valued at the average expenditure of the consumer unit for meals
prepared at home, plus the value of the unit's home-produced foods.
Estimates of the quantities of food received az gift, pay, ov relief were
valued by respondents at prices the consumer unit would have paid at
the most likely place of yurchase.

Fuel.—The amount of fuel produced on the farm and used in the home
or gathered by the family at no expense and fuel received ax pift or
ray was estimated by the respondent. The value was estimated at a
constant set of prices for all consumer units,
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G. YARM FECRIPPS AND DISBRIIEFTS (cont'd.)
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af wriocipal apd intarest 40, Fired farm JAboT,,....ccv.iiauiin
saparately, eater total in 34 41, Machine hire, cmbract vark.u..es
mnd £411 the following: 42, Idvestsok bought
n, Amunt of regular paywent o Cattle,..ooinniniiiaianan vav
3 b Pigs mnd BopBicasavsnaarnsannn
b, Freguenay of paymnhs; ; ¢, Sheep, lamba,.... ranas
mmthly | sesimomunlly i 4, Horses, males.... v
soarterly ___ wmually o Pralbry.oeniaas re
o, Total susber of payments 43, Tood, bay, straw......coivenivane
that heve bewa oads wp to 44. ¥eterinarim: aod bresding fees...
oand of 1945 A5, Seads, plaots At bTeB...ae o inn
4, Original woount of | If mora than 350, dess sny of 1t
sortgage §__ i constituts an iovoatwant?
&. Term of vears for which Lamok §
wrtgage TUna |45. Partllimar, Lo, oovvvaniinaeene |
t, Intarmet rate wnroett 47. Spray, inmectioides, fmgicidues..
g Payments inoluds tnxss 48, Cimving, tegring, ttes {if oot
mod Snsuranoe daducted from 1 or Jusieian.nn e
Ten ¥o __ 49, Contadners, tWlng....ovvaniacaris
If yeu, mmount s___ 153, Hurdwate, tools, haroess {inglud-
L. Total ammust patd mbove | Ang repadTal e uirneniiann s
I_ugu!n- oaymmte & '£l, Machinary:
¥5. Priscipal paymntsy oo loans for n. Purchess urice 1
Zarm budinm ol .,y ciiiiiinraraariie b Amount padd 1y 19S5 . ... .. .
36, luterest peyweats om lowss for -, 2. Balmce dum  §
Farm PuminaBE. .ou it riaaian 152. Repalrs &0 wathiDerY, ics,eresans
97, Tarw Lend asd buildisge bought T 163, Fusl, vil for fars machindry..,..
&. Purchass prioce,,.., % 54, Other opsrating sxpeness of farm
b, Amrmt pald (down peywent Bl oY e b ia e ch s a
md installesnts paid in (55, Storage, freight ohergw e
1948 ... D . lm'ﬁ- Torn naencintlon dus®ssvuresrers
o, Nortgage or other dwhi 67, Techoicel pablioatlonm ey risen
T ORI 158, Otbar
5. ezt pald in 1545 oo opsrating
sxpatipad of previous yERTE... .44
G0, Tobal (30 407G 5970mareacsannns N
62, Amount cwed r
.:plntua at ?L-lm Tlg"ﬁg?f....

Wat forw divburseweat s (ﬁ-sﬂ.ﬂ




B, INVENTORY

On hend|On hend
Tten 1/1/4% |12/31 45
(a) ) (o)

Crops (not under Government loen)

1, Corn (bushels)....o.oevseernnas
2, Other grain
3. Hay (ton8)ieeeiioriocoraenansne
4. Cotton (bales).cs.vrneerennnns
5« Other

Iivestock (Cive number of each)

5. Fastening steers and heifers...
7o A1l o'ber cattle sod calve
8, Hogs aod pigS.circisncnnns

Hens, pullets, fryers mi!.on
11. Othar poultry...cueeen.
12, Horses and mules......c.cen0nee

esvese

13. Market velue of farm equipment owned at end of 1945
U, (For farm ownars only) Mariet value of buildings oo faras ownsd and
operated by this family, excluding this family's dwelling



I. OFEFA CASH FECIIFTS

Team Broaiphn
{u} ()]
T DRpendmncy lLobmanbe. i iosrise crrrntrms s s e $
2, Other contributions Tor mupport from persans mot in wocnowic feally. . ..-.oi-a.
3. Veteran's paymots snd pnelans. . .ooo oo ian ittt arsrsans
4. Direst cpsh relisf paymnts aod vouchers, jacluling Old Age hsslataoce, ASd
L6 Depondent Chiliren, ALd to the BLInd...veisrasreemerrsnansrnresonssenes .
5. Other ownslous, incluling Soclal Security payments bl ctber ratirewsat
Sonefitin: wEploTIMGS COMMGESELOD, vour v sriir ey
6. tent fros recl sstate [lnoluding furs real estate) leen oXpEnSE. . Foouiciirnny
%. Proossds from sele of real srtete (cther than fare or wparated buslnasa)...ee.
A, Ietevest peysents Teceived from barde, savings wocoumty, morhgages snd lowns..
§, Divideods frem whooks md COpATAtLTEd.. oo -ovreni oin Cenrasaiaainann
10. Proowsds from the sale of ytacks amd boods (ot ¥ar Bonds) or saturing
Anvaptmants.. ... ErreesrEEtseEEsarn rrrmaere e T ieeemrram e aars
11, Prinoipal paywente recelved an mirignges, potes mi obheT lomR#...-i.ae-iaainn
17, Feriodlo peywents zeosived from lomarwce, enculties, trunt fupds......o00es .e
1%, lasp sus paymests reopived from ingursnce
IR 7 T LR AR L LR L A LA A Rt b
b, Othef.a,i-:on-- P PPN
. TRoyulties from L N TS T .
15 “oosy borrowsd for Zemdly TAving.e.sarorerriomeninrn i es
16, Proowsds frow e sale of parmcaal property. .. werrnanmris
17, Icheritsnos sod giftm.............. T TR LR S PE T R .
1], Mot movsy incoms or logs from usiness ovnad ot not aparatad by feaily
manbaT. . darararaas R AL LR
19, Otber
20, %obal [T thru 19} cocuninornnanunnninsinnanes aeeeas P . crenene B
21, D3d your family, crosldering avarybody, huwe exrs, leas or about ibs swee
smount of soney m bad and on depoalt in baxke, and postal saviogs, st e
wod of 195 as st the Wgincing!
e
Iaus
S
29, {1f mers or legs} Tow mch wore {or Tana) oo iori ot e H

|
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J.  uUmoCRilE
Care owosd ot end of 1945
Toar houghh Bew, umd Model yuar [T™
(n} {v] () {8
L1 9
NI n__
3. §_ 19__

Propordion of cor uge for (4, 5, md & mowy wdd to 100 pevomst):
4. Tamily purpowes; shovping, visiting, cwmrch, achoal, weetings of all

types md pleasurs t7ips, vaoshicos. i peroent
5. Driving &5 ad fros ln‘layunt.‘.....-.-...... - peroent
G, Parm oo CUBMT TWYDE BN, oo terotousroaamriipen nantbrnstrtasssaatiinns Tt
[ 1] Expaase
7. Coa [oomphe By #1852  0F Bluyoiseeenseiicomrrsnaaarssmarsismniinssassannaas |8
{a) (1)
a. Total miley driven Cullems por wwak
. Miles par galloo A Jumssy = I3
0. Prios par galle § b, Fall z13
o. Winter =13
{Total -[» 45z c) 4, %elog %13

®. Total gallond--....
1. Priom par pollon.. $

(Total = & x £}

8, 011, changes sod paovote sdded. . .onieane

9, Tiras =l tubas, tire repalrs, recappiog, #tdee.vesss- trareissarrnay

10, Driver's llownses, tage, wtemps, hup-ctlma, wto.

21, Tomorenos. . ceriiiiieiiiines —
12, Papairs, parts, srvics...

11, Gerags reot, parking, tolle

14, Tines, damages Tald tc otheFl.. . ..aveiarr-unn

15, Aocwspories, other overating expmess. .

.

17, Yotal (7 thro 28, _

1%, Amount owed nt emd., sias

19, Bat ooarating avpenss (1?*18)....., . e 1
Car bemght 1 1945

20, Gross or asking priom, lncluding sales tA¥....,coveiicaua. §

71, Traduein al)owmror. ..o iiiriair s sases e anas &

22, Wot priow (20-21%....

2, Nusber of ingtalleent bayweots oontracted for.........

26, Wusder of isstsllment paysemts sade in 1045 ,

27, lmewnt vaild in 1946 (25 x 26)....

# ob cer A
29, Tapenditure ou purchese (23 + 27 + L
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¥, Fn EXTERDINRES

t Expenws
Tren | far ywaz
(a) .

Food ot hows: bought for the bousehold to e umed af homs or cartied from hooe in
untioed moals or given o plaow of cash for school lunch prograss

1. Routind purchatsB. ..o« ... b e A e PR e eeeeanaran
=, Grocery storw
b, GConmral store
&, Rolling store
4. Pare (rosd steand, ouxd market, direct from fara)
&, it dalivery
f. Drug storw
g+ Candy atore, lce groan perler, sode fountein
h, Other

2. o 1 expimdibn not incluled wbove
& Suger and other food £OT Camming....iv-vvviriiniroiiiiii i .
b Mant, fruit, vegebnbles o put in locker; mimals bougih to sl
€. Dthar Wulk Durcheas®®, ..., cooininnn oo nnien .
4. Titapin snd mineral preveratlons.......... ..

Ppard for nophousslbeping osrecne or feaiiles
. Woale ver day: 1 73 __ (Patd: per week $ or per wonth $

munber of pericds U Fenerrmararaaa

Yoals bought sway fros hose by fawily wechera
4. Yeals =t school [Vesal price ver senl : ousber saaly por wesk

nunber weslka mer yEar Tl s e .
5. Surplenenis to packed uq:ls carried Lo school.
S, Yezls while traveling or on vACKEIOn,.........
To CENoT AAlE BALED BEWF.L . 0 ououmnaman e h e e e caas e .

Swnute snd 4rinks weny froz home
- Ioe exesms, candy, gum, pemnuita, DOUCAMM. ... sraunanan semeaarac i anaa

8. Hob doge, hadturpers, tendwiches, #tg, (oot regular menls).
10, “otiled drinks, beor and sieilar drdolie.. . ovvoiiiriiiiiiiies
11, Amssnts p=id oo 1044 ford and grocery bills 1o 15,
17, Total (Y *brw IR} .00 hen e aetis
13, Aoounte owlag on 1945 food nnd grocery ‘oilh 3t em‘l of ytaru..‘.

L4, Net food expemtliirn (12 - 13%........-0. e P PR

Yalue of food razeived without direct arpenditure
15, Yumbar of oeals recelvei (omitting thom antersd in E i)
16, Tmlue of other food recoived ss pift, pay o reltef ?




1. YOOD MOUXED arp WILD FRUTTS AND GA'E SLCURED IN 1945 FOR MOUSEXOID DEE

Itan Onit{dmenant
{a} O RO
Mant end ivestock oroducts
1. Pork, including 1ac |dressed veight).. . . ___
2, Crickenal Teywes [Ho. : average drevsed welght . .|
3 Osher  {Fo. . awerage dresmd welight _ IB...... o W
4. Ducke _ turiceys __ Tdresmed weiBbtleociiien.oiioini i Iy,
Sa Dthar voultry (drevesd welghth.......] 10,
6. Tem: _ m?__{d.r.!nﬁnigh‘b).....“.....i..‘........A,......‘.“..--.-.. i:. —
7« laad® . Sgthem , goat __ (dresssd might)...... e awenan .
A, Tuubrts {dressed might)..cunn oo s e et et b,
%, Coms i1 N
0. Flah (drassed weight ___ live weight __ Y........ooo N
11, Egpe: nuwber per wedk
o Pall Finter #pring dot)
12, Tools ailk: quarts per dey .
Suneer Fall Tintar Spring LT
a, Do this quastity of whole milk inglude milk weed to oaie duiter, coesa,
and cheses? Taa __ Mo
b. If no:
{1} Quantity made for ume by bousshold
(a) Boster._....... T vaesraas]| lba
(b} Crasm .. ........ e rd st ea L eEEaaa i aaa i caarraaa e veweveral Qe
(o} Chuwmm..orcrneeounn. e e R a e ATt ta e ra s raarr et PO I | 9
{2} Quantity of wila sad bubterill remlting from toese preducts used uy |
Lousebold
(a) Tcle mile....... PO e by E e sdeaetaaa et reaian cean| 4%
(1) Bubtardilie . an.urercainaraaanaeoes e e . at.
Taputablas, fruit aln producte: Suaptity for housebold cwd fresh or
atorad, iqmntny harvextsd leax quantity seld, givem wemy, fad $0 aniwals or lowt
through epotings}
13, Swmat oot Bt OB R e s ocr e i ratir s ca e ledebttiaa ey _—
14, Irieb potatoas,.......... P e vt baaann N R
15, Pemeute,, ......... Wae i beeh meeeeaerea b [ P —
16. Pecans . "thar mut: |
17, Lattucs. ...... B S PP N T
I, Rmdlwbeg. ..o e e s . e
1%, Egenlant............. P . . .. i S
20, Watermelone. ..o il . P T
21, Captaloun _ , other mlemm.....ioiioiiaaons I
2, Strup __  hemay ...l I
3. fergum. ... N
24, Corn owel e ] ——
5. Fonloy... SN
T e A
7. Thole wsheat flowr _ L L T T Y T
P POROOID. . triinhi i anrsan e




1. P00 PRODICKD AND WILD FRUITS WD Gavi SEQFED I¥ 1945 FOR AOUSEHOLD USE {cont'd,)

Zuant ity
wtored o

usad frash
i

Na, afi'hit
unite |

L L)

Qumntity precegeed

Cacoed or
briosd {(jo-

¢lude

Wo. ofiiit | af

unbty

{a)

[0} el - ¥ou . He,
Tnit | of

apits . ~unih

| Frosen 1 Dried
| ?

Tl

L]

46,
47,
8,
4e,
5.

b7 P

.
5.
54.

R,

English. ... ...

—

Gl i (o I{ (r}

(8}
I

(RN |

Beans! green, WAY, wnap .. |
Sotter, lima, cther -

Tomab OB, .. vt |
Greens: mustacd, oelilmrds, |
|

wild, ste..oe e

Cabbage. . ......-

—+

Tavpern..
Oniomg, ..,
(thar vagetables

Tapatadle wirtures not :
inclnded above

v Sow =iz.....
b, Ploklem. o crianeianas
¢. Other '

LT

144

Jamg, jellias
TARATY S
Mo. of Unit

WM

XX

xx_|unity

RELS

i

Apples,., ... .o e .
Figoaao nn. vaan

wrries, ... .. Niaanaaaata :
Oiher frult '

B N A

Trult aizxtures act
iagluded above

4 -

"t the food listed above!
Vas moy glven to ralatless,

friends, rired help, achocla,

orgmniz=ticnat
"ogd Propertlon Ay A=runt

Yar any fad to plge, poultry,
Tets, fther moimnlaet

Teod Frov~Tiien or Amount

Was any lost through
wpollmgat

Tood Propertion or Amsunt



2

7.

i

%

T

TRSCRIMICY OF RYSING AWD TAGILITIEY

Toabar of reoss

{Do not comt, alomstn, Bathy, halls used ocly us paswage or FLOTume Fpane, agre
Mrohas, or Weskfard nosies pol Wpataked from b1 kitchen by & coaplete wall.)

Wumbar of pordee:  soemed P el
Yeder wmpply for chubral purpoms {Chage oos)

& Puming watsr, hot wd aold

¥, Rusining weter, oeld mly Cy Dibwr

%, Fomp or olwters in yprd

o Fusp in itk
4. Musp or cigtem en porch

5+ Fo wataT on 3w

o opat 4tY

Drickdng watary og vlace ; not an ol
(If 2ot = vlace) Bow far &5 you dave to o to geb dtt

Honwe hgpr

el
»

L]
# Tltchen pink witbout draln
b Citaben sink with drain

9. Tud or shower
4, Flush 4ol let

Vaslly bwiy

R, podegn faal ref'srl gerater
b Ica refrigmrator

@ Powsr waahlng wechine
d. Zelf-penting iran

%, Yrsgsure cannar

f. Home freszer
Locker

§« Swwlng smchine

b. Radin: in ums
out of repalr

FET
111

Valuoe of boviss

% Farlly's satizebs of walus of thair dwilling 3
be dgent's satiwate of value of the dwlling ¥

Ten

)
I

1]

be (If saoe) Aow far do you v 4o go
_— e



ROUSING EXPRIDITURE

Ttex
{a}

|Zxpacse
()

Erpenditure on houss oF houmis soomied

1,
2
kS
4.
LS

b

BAmt (moeTars OB GBL¥) . i e iiirrr i ottt it FU.
Tazes pod itoterest [200farE bowr oBly).iesesn-rsatsrranrnrrinnanns
Vertgugs principel payments {pamfers home oS 1 3 O
Towarane {if oo bhouss md Furndters oniF)l..er-asrasiiiiirniranorians J .
Renfars house purchased for famlly ooCupency

»

B Prrchummd PraO.sri otsoribtanicraraserrrarbarssaasrsnrtrmmsrisarmany
b, Caak pald {down payment and installments paid in 135) crcvevsivnerarocsisrnnnes
c. Mortgage oT other debt mswImd. ., . .....emreeiraiinnnsiirnnineia, ¥

Teppirs nad improvemioby meds wod paid for by faslly
{1f ltumized cost ceinob be chiairmd, snter cosck instswl of smpunt
ol giva totsal cost in S}

-

n, Palnting.-interier snd sxterier--and pgplrhmslng
B Roofing. . .areeriririanniairian
o, Tepaira to phusbing..........
4, Ingtuilation of plusbiDg..cuveurcterivrrinnnnnan aaartrans
#, Tupalre to benting systes..........
£, Ioatmllation of DAating Eyetem, i .cossetimmrarninrrnas
%K. Repalire to wiring.. . .oovionnanle
b Instaliation of slegbrichéyice . iiaricririiraniimirrirnanranisiass
1. Revairs $o welly, foundationm, porches.i.cirrriianses
§. Ad2itiem of roomB, DOTCOEEL 4 uauirarsis i irrradatta ittt b
k. Fitohen cuphoards and other atornge spacs sdded. ... . iciieivenrinaes
1, Dther

|
I

I

By TORRL (8 EIU Bluvarrasuronecornratrascastssnnusanssstossrnnsennnces [ renen

Other houming axpanss

8.
9.
10,
1L

Tk AXDOLRt IO TACALAON DML esir o rrrrme s ator bt ra s i s e saa b bRty
Indging while tramilng of on weablon ...iiiiiiiri i reens
Lodping while working away Trom DOmE, ... occivririrrrissirimrasirrsiasrans
Iodging at 2abool. . cvieraiisiriinrairrri i
Amount vatd in 1945 o houwlsg eTpeness locurred prier o 194G, ...,

12,
1.

Total, ftens I thru di.ieianiiennns T
Amcunt cwing ab wod of year on exceneas Locr el 1o 1945 seani e raripia e

4.

Ret housing expanditure {32130 vvurrn vasriinriiraiirioraiiatiiiiniiiiiiiiiaas

Aousing receivedwthout dlrect sxeamss [Mam me emtriss for fars home)

LN
16.

Valus of bousing receivef by esntire fanily witBout BETMRME. ..o ictiarscmsrsnsinn
Talue of housing Tecsived by indlyidusl meabsrs withool sxpaned........iccovmneqiae




0. WXMEWILD CFRASTON

Poel, iow, upiliting and mezvios parchamed

]
g
g
£
:

o

Iten

i
£y
it
4
H

iv)

|
e

Al

peey wxpsagnsal || |11k

PO C T

3. Colm, h-iq-mhu.......‘..u....
4, Tood

L . P T T T PT T PY PR

e Kindling wosd,....c.ovivniniiiins
5. Tarowens (00m2 31V .. 0iiirciininrare-
6, Casolina (net for car or fars machinery'.....
7. Toal vil (oot for fazw -ﬂhlnlry)...-.....-..
B. Gan (theluitng tank paa »nd oardida)e........
Oy Blaotr oy, cooninevenatiorsanporrnatanininy
0. Dparstion of bom sleskrio plak....cvvaeiees
1. ®slephona, 1noluting lovg distence.........00
12, Taker rent or well revalrt. ici,nna
13. umt of freepar logkar...irreinarremnns
M, Bagn aed baxss for frosen food........
1%, Service charge m food for lodker...........0
16, Lmmdry eomt Piku..snssicnasananissnmnnnnen
17, Wages. for bousshold belp

o Pegular So bousw..ooiiiiiaen

b, Togular in yard or garden........

0. Spediml.i. i iaisiiniininianiiainenas
18, tniforms md gifts for houssbold bmlp...

wens sanegpane |10 1]}
TR

sa [T T

Y

L]

DR TR

19, Total (1tems 1 thre 1B} . cuiiicnuciarnnnanan

Mutocisle

70, Lawodry soppllss: housshold {wot toilet] soap, sowp nowders, sbrrch, bluaing,
blenches, stc.: 1yw for waAlIOg BOM, - .ot iaraissantmrsasrtassrattantennbanrinnnirnns
?), Claming mmpplins; soocuring powdar, stesl wool, amacois, Bompless lathar, ats,.....
72, Poliakes, sto, i floar wax, furniturs polish, silver pollsh. .. .iuiiuuiiiuniiiniin ua
7. Poper supplies: tollet paper, peper napking, paper towels, war paper, yhalf paper,
L T T T R T T R N L LT T R
24. Tly epray, fly paper, oot and cther inesct powdsr, dd.lin!ouvnn for boms use mly..
%, Pottad plenty md cut flowers for the housd.......... el dmedbemh ek
26, Telngrass, statiooary, vostuge, mailing cartons not for Fa'k or Tusiness use....
2V, Mg llaoscun)  mbches, candles, lam wicks, mouse trepw, sddi.aejuiaenrenas

B, Potal (20 thog 270ereors vronermsoaennors P e ettt

Pusl recmived without chune e
ITten Tyoe Asount, it
' {v) {o) (d)
29, ¥ars furnizhad,
. Citt or pay....
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P. TURIIEINGE AND DETIRWENT

Item
()

Litchen 5} 3]

Expmss
(v)
1. Titohe furnitoret tebles, chalre, atools, Cobinets ..ocerinnceaaninn PR I‘
2. Mathanionl TAFELEATREOE . \0ccreraunrnnreitonnans T T
3. Los box, lce TeITLERTREDR wou e viae it or s rrrsrsananteatomtaaaaaiaas u.‘.‘[_—'____
4. Cook atova e
e Blaotrde cvvemrcncroietinnainaniians . i
b, Gas (isoluding tenk g- anl umm) |
B DADBE savtniranraransiran s intannraasrsiarranaas .. e —
5, Elsctricel kitchen squipment (other thao :.Mgu'diu: nd. .
By PYommurs OMDDESE o :-uscasnnsmatoirasarscansssnsassinn-tires . T
7. Pruit jars, lldm, rubbers wnd othsr ceuoing equipssot -. —
8. Things used to take cars of thy ailk--for homs use only....... e T
G GLhar pots M PEOE wir.ociiinie i e -
10, Prasmurs aauol PERE oiocescnn s imanunrraraans PP
11. Iltchen crodkery wod glesswars {1m1ua.\n; baby mu-a) - | —
12. Tharmos bottley, lunch kibe md baskets < vorecoraiereianiine, T
1j. Paring knives, buicher inives, meaparing spoons sod ﬂu like .. ._....._._._..
14, Otbher kitchen squipnent - ... ..o e Fatmaeamaaa s eoeal
1
Gleseware, Chins ood Silverwars ‘|
15 Cluawwers mnd d1ehAE -coiormeiriiiiannens e e vl
. Tlatware—inives, forkcs, md ypoons ...... e vel
1

1?

Claning Bquipment i

18.
9.
o,

Salt acd pevper shakers, Ses pots sod other serving pleces ...oocuaoiaiinny)

Facuum cLOSEMT ..o ciicrcriia i

Carpst pweopar -..... b iianmre e
Brooms, brushea, BOPS ... --. [
Prile, dust pmog, other olaming uquipmt

Salf-haating iroas ......

Flat frons ..o casns
Yaghtube, bosrds, wrtngon. Pollerw ivavenians
Iran!ng boards, covers, baskebs, pins, polas, ‘uu. e dartsEErer e .

ATt L Dy e Ao



». FOONISINGE AND EPITPMNT (Conttd)

Item
(o

Emwshold Linecy sod Other Taxtiles

A, Fltohas towels, Alahslotha vvvenenrunranrrereeens bt e
29. Emd towsls, Baih towsls, wasticloths, bath mats, shower unrn.l.n- .......
3. Madleqioths, 0l cloth, place sats, napking, dridge sats .........l. .
. Shestw, pillowcages, madtreps pads end oovers ....
32, Bsdgpready mod couch COTEEE seiv-csrrrenran
33. Afghma, quilts, blemkats ....coinirsens
34, Pillowsl ted md #0f8 «ovvuiinnnenssrinnes
35+ Rendy-sada draparies, <artalns, slip sorer

wod lebor fOor maldng o:.cvo-corrrtraaraaianes

Purniturs eed Floor Coverings
3. Buge, carpebe, TOF PARE (u..eaiiiiiaisararies
37+ Lixolesm, othar nom-texsila floor coverings .-
3. Living roow sultes cooveinniininain e
99, Dining zoum Mlbmm rovvcerrenaiees P
40, Badroom suibes covereei-oioin PO e P .
4. Beda, ooks, ardbe ..o orleiaiiien .
42 Emtireasen, badeprings ..ol
43. Devecports, couches, simdis oounbes - ..
A4, Dressarn, cbeads avt v .
49. S1dab de, baffat i henmaanaes .
46. Desis, bockoasea, m.lﬂn rasanarain s
R T e U
48, Chadrs, henches, stosle -oiooiiiiino i .
49. Porch wnd garden PUTBLAUT . oocseeiarisinens v (R e, .

Mucel lansouy Parsdabiogs mod Eoolpeech

0. Electric light bulbe, lusp chisteys -......... [P, Cere et .
51, Jeating sioves, portsbls hesders ... .
2. Sewing maohingk o.ocooionerpioariiain
53. lempa, olocks, fens, mirrurs, plohares, Yases,
54+ Baby squipsect: bassinat, pens, carrlsges, #40. -..-.
5. Bogange, tOOKE c.oieiiiaiiiineoas R R
56. Bouaahold toolw, bud shades, Blinds .
57. Cther miscellonecoy equipsest md fornishiogs .....
58, Repelra md clesolag of Purniture and squipmech - oo vreoniineuonnie s
59. Asount pedd in 2945 on geoarel serchandise, incloding cl.othhc. bought
price to]ﬂ‘i ...... Perdraeiteieeenan: faa e satagesssamananan +x

60, Total (1 828 53)avs..oonrninmroeonennnronns DT

&l. Amcant owing wb the and of 1945 @ .mr-l merchandise, iocloding c‘luth.\-q1

bought during yewe

£2. et aXpmditil® {BOAL}+ersswnerermneecrorecstne oo . \

63, Yalus of furmishi wd squipsent reasived as gifh or pay 3




I3
Q. TRAVEL AKD TRANSPORTATION OTHER THAH NTTOMCRIIE
Ttem Expemwe
: {a} {b)
1. Local trawl; bus, tnxl, share in omr pool,...ccavea...t. [
2, Other trewsl: bus: rellread, Includisg pellmen) plaok; #4C, sccarernicecarnia,
3. Dicyels and motorcyels used sostly for schosl or work, including purchess,
THpRir mnd UPKEAP. cciis et e e R P T
4. Amounts pald to 1545 @m blcrcle or moterwycle Seught prior to 1MS........
S. Totml [1 thea 4).secvssnreronnns e treereimaieseas
6. Anountw owing at snd of 1945 on 196': omn\uturu...... e
7. Rat szpemiiture (Feblo i s
B, Provorticn of szvenses for buwiness) paroant
A, EDOCAPION
Item Expoum
{a} (v}
1. S8chool or crllege books, vwoer, pancile mid othber muppliss....covaviiisvariases [
2, Tultiom Teos, laboretory fess and apecisl les+ens ruch ex musjc, ot dancing
And things 14108 EHAL . caeanrreavrrratrtaen arrmar s . Peraian
T T T I =i T PO caeees 8
3, FRRLIGICH, COMMMRITY WELFARE AND GIMS
Itan Expongs
[o} {u)
1, Thurch, siasious, Sunday zchool mnd other ralipioum orgenizatinns........ veaaes |B
2. nod Cross, Comeunlty Chest or War Tupl, U.5.0., bhoswital driven mod othar
chafitidm. ., o iiiniiiiaieoa P T I LT
1, Charttabls pifts Dot to orpanizad chAT L @S cuiraairirroransrsrrnrnunrnrsnnion
4, Cifts to relativas outyids the scomozic family eod to friends; monay glftl
and tha cost of prasootd, ., ....... e e
Fa Totml {3 bhont A, uusesurtrmcsennocetarmsas i aartraa s s 't
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7, MADDIG, EECEEATION AND TORACCO

Item
{=

=
i

P
1. Twily newspacars, sithar by mbeoription or single copies
2. ¥aekly Dawepapers, sither by sebacriptlon or slogle copie

Recraatiom
B, Mult movie ticksts: mstar ____ ab T '
T Childrem's sovis ticleis: mnhr at L IREEE
8. Mwlasicay te plays, doncws, leptures, scocerts, aeva, ball gomme, ato..
9. Tove, gumes and play stuinmeat. ... ..
10, Sperta squivemt, gports Tess, sopolles, 1)
11, Mdlng borses, bicycles, mstoreycles for pleasurs; pu:rehuo, uplobwp, ToobAleve,.e iy
12, Doge, birde, or other potl, wurchass, food, owre, licenses, squipsent, #tc....i.....
13, . .
Ww.
15, Phencpraph, locludiag rep.irn........................ . .
15, Plans, organ, guiter, violin, drum, born, harmociom, or otber musical instrumente:
Yoning and TeTRATE. oL Laa e s e e e e fareanmaamaraan
17, Shest mosio, phanogrsph ragords end peedles, song bouks,
18, Prissw, decorstions, sod fwvors for partiss or holldays, Christmas decorstions, ﬂ.c.
19, Duoss to spoial end recrestional cloba such as country cluba, Girl Reservaws, Girl
med Boy Socuts, Wommn's olubs, lodges wuch as Masans, Eastersn Ster, ete.......... ‘.
20, dmrunt paid in 1945 on aboes Ltems bought prior 50 LMG...coaiiiaiiin s

Pobmapo
A, Cl;mthl
b B T - R
29, Smoking tchaooo, chawing tobaocd, wmdf. .o
24, lel. uimﬂh nmn. cigarstte md clgar bolders, lighters, lighter ﬂuld

+ ddera, clpurebte ComEE.. ... iiiairriirsra e

-

[

. nmumm.... ..... P P
%, Aemb owlng at the smd of 1945 on 1945 ourchassw exclumive of tobwoce ltews........

7. Wt expanditure 46 26 {25 = BB) . i iiiiciii ittt it it it et tanian

0T T T

a7 W




0, INVESTWERTS WD VISCELLAEOVS

Tten Expetan
O] (»
B 3 T . “
2. Parnonal oroverty taf... .

.
4.
B
6.

7

1%

1ife inenrencs presiues, .
Murlsl lagnrance paysmts...
fenlth mud socident inmurenos...... .
Tusaral of u fenlly mawber! flowers, wresatihs, -urln
T uvieewn of oRmetETY 1ot ireriaeiaiiiari et s sty
Logal and ctber fwes wuch ns Botary fwes, sarriege lioscws, birth cartificate;
Twwyer's faw in comection with boveshold effaire; fess for heving iooem tax
L T T L L L L LT L R T T e T
Mmk churges for srvioe, dwecke or wafe deposit box...
“ent of post offlos bom, .
Moving expanss wad eXoress and freipht chargu (m fnr- or ot.hn buln-u
sxaapt for dallvary of Lhings boughtas i icimiaraarir i it i e
Mocay lowt or wtolen) esownts padd m artlcles that wers r.pomu.d: rent pald
on & bouse oot camPAed. L.l irre s P pasarEreranedtan
Interest m wooey borrowsd for family use (nnt farw ar othor [T ET T ) R,
Principal paywsmts ssds ou waney horrowsd for fanily use (pot farm or other
LT3 T 5 SO .
fental ranl sstate Pought..... F T retbaarrara ittty

% Purchase price

%, Cash sald [deme Daymaot wd intnlleaote patd 4o 195).. .0 ivuaminraecoas ceaa
o, Martgage glven L
Trincipal saywenta oo raal estate rented cubiiaieociieaienn

Imnrevemsnta on and additionz to real sstete rented sut .-

Stocks mpd bowds {notVar Bonds), sharws in cotmeratives, st

TOERL {1 BT 1700 ucssrrernoreonneinesnanionasersrionasdtitnnetonnntnnebontotons

W IH 11



¥, MEDICAL Cafik

Hasber of mymbars

rwimiving puld care Total |Hosber of
Thaw ouce tr wors aTpaame | meders
U wmd Teder for tha freceiving
orer u Faar fres cars

(¥ (o} : {a} (s}

{n)
1, Porvicien, evecialist, murgeon (LT Poiiieonerees
2. Oibar oractitiooer: chiroorector, ok th, #to,

T Dwatiet, . oiisiinii eyt amtan
4. County haalth offioers =l murmes,
5e Bownitnl CAP.vuuaiinrnnsanaiies
B Astulunce {if paid woarately',.
7. Privete {trained) oorse...,...
8. Practica) vurme..,..o.oin.s
R T
10, labrrat:ry tasty md I-rav..
10, Pyu towte mod glusmaloocnne.oiiiinncrinrsnranens

12, Prevayssct of health cara
a T

T - PR P

b, Hospital inwurmos mly,
L 1
17, Yedicinew and frogs....viaeea
14, Vedicel aprlisnos wed Prolns. .oooiiiinoiriirnanas TXrx
1%, Gther
16, I resoocdert cmot swoarAts the cowt for two
¢r moru of the above items, en‘er the lioe
moakers bere and FEl1 B, o, and dioeiianrinaraans

ol

it
L]

¥
)

17, Anormt pmid Lo TOMK m mdlcal bllls locerred

BThor 80 15 . viiuinmrrnnrssanra saninany rex =X

18, Total {1 5 [TV e iarmrursrmnarinrnsmmansonmranser | g0 o P

19, Ammmt owiog at the wad ¢f 1945 en wdical bills incorred during the J""“"

Toxt Tamlly seabers have ao
call for treatmmut sinom Pearl Parbost

T} Tont faclly cembere have cover gone to m dénkist wrowpt to hawe a tooth pulled?



SOCIAL PRRTICIPATION

Pill for hands of the faaily, nll married covples, sed unssrried oblildesm 14-2%

Viasting~ abtemded o trips oede during April snd Hay

Yeoiings of form Mmetlings ar Trips to A tewn with
erganizations: social affairs of & porulation of
Ml kinde of A=R Clube, Howe Chamber of Com- |3chool functionai (Saginl, civio, B,000 {30,000 | 2,900
Taally mesbers |churd: meatings |Demomatration morce, busineas |Athletic wvents, |literary and or to to
snd churck Cloba, Fare Puress| or professionsl |playe, programe, misiclsl clubs wors (50,007 |10,000
wocial affsirs AA, TEA, otc, clubs, labor F.T.i oestings nnd orpganizations _1,! _?J
organizatioas
{n) (%) (e} {8} (e} (e {g) | fn) {8}
Rumbar Fuaber Fusier Nuwber Nusber Husber 'Numbar |Buosbsr
[
T
|
T
Y 2 Y
Litw s In Lex liie In Les Ilie: In Jrms il
Sewphiis Varidlm {wmliect § contest) {seleck 3 oesrest)
Inckson Coluabus Turele Coluabin
fireingras Clarkedale Aerdwen Brookhaven
Hw Orleans Craaowond Amary UeCouk
e AlDacy Torest
In Jones lila: tOxford Flligrille
Lanzal Crumate
Fattlesturg
lgridim
Gulfport
Biloxd

Hetohey

£l
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I. TERWHAL CoE

Item

(u}

Fapenmm

(b}

I 3 T T T T
2. Tooth ~asts and nowdar, mouth =ash mnd ctber dsakal preparations.
3. Shariog soapa and cTesms wnd othar shaving preparstions.......
4, Dursacant worss ml other besuty shop varvioes (for the wife).
f. Fal? mots and other barber shon warvioes {for thw Dushend?, ... .
&. Pamaty and barier shop servios for other wembers of the family..,...ccocvcrvrsas
7. Commtics wuch as powder, rouge, 1ipstick, crouss, dapdersnt, oall wolish,

Band lobion, shampoos wod badrdyes, perfuwe mnd the 1A, .. .ioneiiriartneannns
B, Cleanwing tiwsuss nod smdtary MUPlies. o reeenrsrinnienians.ecnsnsnennes veas
9. Al kinda ¢f parsmal brushes--halr, Somth, sheriog sod clsthas brusbes:

neil #ilas snd other menicure squipesnt; raxors sad blades mod oftwr

articles f0r pATEonAl BYoomlng. v s ertia it m e bbb nan bbb nara s iah i

T T = S S SRS

i

T-I. CENESAL CIOTHING EXPENTES

Itea Expsnss
{a) ()
1, Tard poods umed or 4o be umed for SloRBdng.ivsieesnraiianssaainmanninennnns e B

7. Thresd used for mwing snd mending, dsrning codton..
3. Putterna, trimmdrge, taps, Yuttans, riveers, ate..
4. Xulbting, crotcieting yarn wnd thrend far gwrmsnbs..
%. Paid halp for sewing, talloring, altersbions,......
6, Thoe repairs, shinaw, polish, leoes, #t¢...0cn0eis
7+ hny other sxrrensa on clething such ms ingursaos or rentel of unifores and othar

L L

MRS iddk e saba i mrma Ay

T

B. Total (1 BRPG T0erorvnenreanarsnrsmensnrontinmasonrsseeantontnsnnsonsessnerannns
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T-11, CLOTIING: Women ol girls 2 years of age wod over
Tanily mashpr . - K _
T CRothing bought Hona-sads 7 Othar gars
iyl e ola manty rac'dy
drilole of alpthing Price fotml |Meds Irow [Uads frea  pitey, pay,
Pusber P atat el goods| famd oF M
writels other saciel Mowng®
(=) {x) {a} (8 () e 1) (g)
¥o. No. [P
1, Drugnasi am-pl.m ar - - -
v pleos. . S L] i —
T ¥
: 1
6 Blovass, mikbed shirty..
7. Lightwelght wweatery.....
8. Ovaralle, oovarslly,
LT T .
9. Play & mun yults, abiccts.
0. dprens, pmocics. ., ........ R
- Toiforse............. ... I el
- Xaary comh, with ar withe
oub furr fur gomt. . .
J- Light comk, cape... ...
4. Badpoost. . ..0. ..., ) O N -
5. Raty, omps, barats. besd
wrarfe, othar besdwesr. ..
4 Moy veeine e,
To Aodlebe. . - ooaiiiio
i, Bhoesr pusps, extfordy,
shrmpe .o, —
—_— ——
lo Lusther, folt bootnl
tannle ahoas . Ce——t L L

Houee aMopars. ..., ...,

-




Taally sember T Y Fenily oember
Clothing bought Bong-anis  (Gifts, Clathing bewght
Teady=made clothing pay, Tendy-made
Frice fotel |MOdY FroalMade | Fhend- Prics | mqpoy  (Made froalleds |vhang.
Husbar| per soxt yaxd fron | pom Ruzber| par cast yard from | ma-
¢ article m(wdl secke| domna" artiole goods aacky| Aownp"
v _| (e} &) D () | {g | () | (e L) fa) £
G S C R ki
T . DN - L o
R A S I brra et
PO | [ I A—
! : N
I
: L | N |
T T
1 '
r —_
: e
—— ; - — ] e
i
i
| e ——
- | }__. e




14

Y-17, CIOWDC: Vosen wad girls 2 years of sge md over — Contimed

Taully membar

Clothing bousgbt Bone-nnde Chbay par-
clothing sants Tea'ds

Article of clothing - P::.C Tobal  |Mads from [lhh from gifbs, par,

arblele cont yurd gools] gy sucis| downs®

(= L {o) (2) (a) i 2] {g)

Z3. Bubbers, rubtber boots,
soloshas, aroMas......- . s 4

22 MMPEei e

23, Undan suita, combina-
LiODM vt

2. Undsrwaiotn, vouts..... e

25. Blaongrs, pmties. e-..-s

2. Corawts, girdlea,
bressleves......... e

S O g §

27. Wightyg pajomaa. ... -

28, Bougecomts, zcbes,

2. Dywes or school glovaes,
aittens, ..o PP

11

Ao, Work gloves...- ... oot .

11. Aendhage, pUTsSB: .- 1omas .

32. Bandikarchlefs... -....-.-

33+ Zellmrs, dickeys, neck

34. Usbrelles, gwrters,
balte, e wmaffs, othar
ASCUAROTIEN. - . -, P

35. Jewslry, watches....... .

2, Bathing guits, spacial
uniforas mnd costonss
for progrias snd

38 Talue of clothing, yerd
goods or swcics Tecaived
from sommons cutside the
sconomic famdly as gifs

or pay 4



e Family wember
Clathing bought : Rosa-nals Cifin, Clatbing bought 7 2 itea
ranty=sade .. Clothlag ey, e ol ey
Frice | goe,r |dsde frooitade “hand- TPrice | 00 _-i”‘—m. Tr om| Madd '
Buaber| per cost yurd | from | we— . Rasbar' pap ot from h-“-.
artisle ods | paciky| doena arlcle !B wlil vaciks| dowas®
(b (=) {»} e ) (b {2 {a) (n [
Koo | Bo. | Be. o S T
PR € SUNS WUNIN SV SR S | 1
- 1
|
! T
' ‘- L i ;
i
|
: 4 T : :
—_— = | } :
' : k i i
L + ! : .
—~ b ! . :
— e - — e ——— - —_ ¢
i | e e
! | L N
—_ e —— - ;
' .l .
! i
| 1 i .
: : | )
| : B IS S
| ;
. | :
b . } i
i ;
$ 3
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T-1121. CIOTRINGY

Many acd boys 2 yewrs of ags and over

Article of clothing

(o) °

Facily zesbay

Clothing bought

ready-snde

Home—ards
clothing

Other gor=
amts rec'd:

Fumbyer

4]

Prica
gor
nrticle

{s}

Total Hads from

sost

{a)

ord goods
()

Mate from
fand or
cEier vackel
{1)

giftn, pay,
N
g™
{g}

2

0.

1L

12,

13

4.

15.
16.

Work clothest Overalls,
coreralls, osbton
trousers, JUMpArg.......-

%o

Ho.

Ra.

Overalls wrn to achool. .

Buits—-drezs or busl

Siack suits... . .. PN

Sevorste trousmry-~droes
or borinesy. .. oro0iaen .

Seperate suit conka mng
rastp--draay or buslnems

Thildren's wun raids,
shorts, knitted sulte. ...

Conta: Orercoats, top-
cohts, ralocoaby. ...,

Spow wuits, leggings. ...

Tackets, Muckinews,
Ludry Sweobers. .. .raceer.

Lightweight rwaaturs,
wesak ond knltbed shirte.

Tcass, buainess, or
achool ahirte, bl .

York, othar shirts.......

Lress, bupicase or
school haty, Ceps... ...

Tork hats, unting cape..
Drexs or achool shoas. ...




Feally asabar [ Fomily meater
Clothing baught Roma-mady GAftn, Clathing bought Homsmonte {iLfts,
aade olothing _ \pay, | Tesdpemsde | clothlng _ ipey,
Price Total Hade from|Mate |“hand- Brice | g0 linde froofMeds |"hmad-
Ml par cont yard from | oe- Hosber| per conb yurd from | ma—
articlel ocds packs! downa artials| goods wacks| downs®
(v | {o) (4} (o) (801 (&) 1(v) | (o) (4 (O] (o | g
Bo.” | Moo | he Bo | He. | .
: s ) 1 3
+ ; |
T ]
. |
i
1] i
R Y IS |- .
. | T
. ! f
: 1 '
i f
-
_ -
1 '
| P —— [
— LLE = - maamn L | =




Y=TI1. CLOTEIWG) ken snd boys 2 yasxs of age od over -- Jonhinced

Artizie of olothing

_is

nawbar

| Pamily

Tiothing bought
rendy-unie

glething

Other g
ments rea'dy

Feioe Total

coet

]

P
wriicie

(o)

Mady from
yurd goods

{a}

Nads from

faed oT

other sacke
{f)

gifta, peg,
"hand-ne-

dowag™

i

17

18
13,

Tork shoam oF boots......

Yo

Houpnsllppars......

Bubbers, rubbér boot:
F* o 1T TR, Ve

BEV.D."s, undes suity....
Undazshirts, underweists.

Desss, buainess or sobool
gloves, sittens. . ...

Work gloves.......ccoa0uu

Bmlkarchiefs. . ... .......

Balty, Zartars, mis-
pandars, anr mffs,
sonrfe, vther Lon

_-_,.|. .

-

Fatahes, jewslry........ .

Bathing m:its, spacial
uniforng ar costumes fox
progeaus or crgandpati

[ TR

Whai was the total valos
of clotbing, yard goods,
or seoky receivad from
sonetxa oubeide soanomic
family sa gift or pagt



- Family mamber Faniiy weober _ .
Clothing bought Hempmnada Gifea, Clothing bought Eane-mady Ciftm,
T nade | clothing PR, Zondy-rnda olothiog Lo
ll’rlm Toksl ¥ado fron|inde " Price Total Wade from|Mods |"bend-
Fusber] par cont yurd from | me— Fasber] par cost yard Irom | me- .
articla goods | gacky| downa' article goods | sacks, downa
D) (a) {2 te) | (g} Q) | (o g ! ta {(nl] e
- e, Ho. | Be- | Fo- Ho. | K.
BRI NN SN L RS . $ 3 | |
1
[
o 1 . i
4 ; : |
! | | 1
! i ! ] L
1 ! [ = I
R !
o L. T
o |
I !
. ! R .
| : :
! ! . L :
T " . ' H
i ' ; | 1 i 1 !
' t— 1 f > ) 1
1 . i ' i | . ! H
? ’ '. [ '. L
: . A | . i
' ) | '
i |
- i
i i Ii .
. : |
e N e —— et
_———— J— ! _! i — e m— [ —
i I
1 '
: : [
[ " : - !
—- T - — - e T
I
. —_——— —— —— e — = ' A— —— :
- 'i" ; X P i
: 3 S R . = S




T-1¥. CZIOTIING: Inante and children under 7 ysars of age

Toady-cils THowa-nde clntring
" Hotal

|ade froniade from

Ottm? grruemts
recti: pgifts,

Article of clothing

. Ne.  wer o womt | pwrd feed or  [Omy, “hand-oo-
article " poods  Cethor segies downa't
{al_ (CLI £ L} (o) W ] e
- D "3 Te. %o, Yo,
1, Zemalete lavetta........ L I
2, Dressts, rompars, mlay T |
apd mun salts, slieso,.o b L L R s
i I
'
—— P e s e e e
3. Crerailsg, mitield eadts, et e e e e e e A me e
4. Zomts; coat satg, mow : _I

. Comep nlatring

mite, legginge.....rues

SwaAb#TS, S4CINEE0. . eia. 1

Shlrts, weste, bwade.,., * .

Wropmers, wimemne, X :

ASEELIOWREL L aeas e s " . R _
: 1

DiMBARd. . il e .

Tanticst rabher,

Eralning, o vieiniiaas .

Caps, bocls, hemmmbs. ..,

Stackinra, s
BOULISE, i

fandals., . periaae
aib=e, other =cceusemes,

Sawmls, alch

Blanwets, .

Total {1 shre 13}, .,...

£

Frat was total valie of
clething, ward sngde,

ar mocks reoeivad from
zengore futfide scomocic
Tapily as gifh o1 ney” z



vy, CLOTHING IKVENTORY

To bo taloen for the baats of the feaily, ail earrled ctaples, and uncarzied childrso .25

Towsp and girle

hrticls of
2lothing

{n}

Ruaber
{x)

Funbar of
years owoad

Paxlly ssuber 1, Winter cost

member 2, Bpring coat
3, Falt bab

Tanily mabey 1, Finter coat

anber 2. Soring coat

3. Fait hat

Fanily mteher 1, Winier comd

runter 2. ing zoat

3. Talt hat

“on mnt boys

artisle of
clothing
{a)

Hudber
{¥)

Husber of
yenra owned

(<)

Funlly meaber 1. Wool yuit

o 2. Ovarcoat

%, laather or
wool jacket
Mt i

Panity meober 1, Mol =it

nustar 2, Orsrcomt

. Leather or
wool fackmt,
Wackinaw

Fauily mater 1, Yool yuit

anber 2, Overcoat

3. Isather or
worl jacioey,
Mn.ck inaw
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Z, BALARCE
Item wnd souToa {Inttial balsncs !m\nhd balmce
(=) ! () i O]
Disbuy 3 ! 1
PNt Yerght ot vork  (F 11101 it

2. ODocupatinoal sxpwomm {E 11 1};
1. Retivemnt deductions  (F 11 #)°
4. ¥et chenge in war bonds  {E 15,
Bu Nat looomm tar paymirty {E 13} i
b, Heusahold copft | k

disburssnect ¥ (F2) ;
7+ Bualnese disbusrsements (r 1 !
8, Farn diwbur mmemts (¢ 62} 1
9. Ingreass in moowy oo bheod ! |

and in back {1 2); i
10, utomsbile operation {71} ;
11, fatombile porohase [F 21 .
12 Tood 4.4 14)| ;
13. Aousing {x 14):
14, Fuel, win, (015 2 1
15, Wateriale (o280 X
16, Purnishings & squipment {F 52” |
17, Other travsl (a7 .
18, Taucation (w 3)| .
19, Cifts and walfare (25
20, Reading, Tecruntioo (® 27} 1
21, Mucellanwcun (v 18! i
22, Medical care (¥ 20) ;
23. Parsoosl oars (X 1) T
24. Clething, general (r-1-8)°

. Clothing, women * girle {T-11-37).

%, Clothing, men & boys  (Y-111.33).

ga, Clothing, iafwnts vty -
2H, Total, f thra 77} % .

iphe
. Otiwr manbers in house- I
bold {C94):8 ]
0. Vages wod salaries (£ 11 1)) L

41, Bousshold crafis receipts (F 1)!

32, Othar buntrass =scaipte (F 6 or
r 18)

33. Groza furn receista {6 29)

34. Other momy reosipts (I 19) I

35. Decranse in ~ovey o hand

or_in beak )]
%, Total (2 thru ) _43 3

37, Difforence betwwan 23 wd %

B, Ditferance an o peroeat of lerger X g
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MISSISSIPPI AGHICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION

Budget Bureau ¥o.

i

in cooperation with roval ires
A. IIENTIFYING INFORMATION UNITED STATES IEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE A2 o2
Bureau of Human Nutrition and Home Zconomics DO NOT FILL
Comty Washington, D. C. ===
1
Interviewer
- Rural Family Living in Lee and Jones Counties 2
Assignment No. 3
Tocation FOQD LIST 4
5
The information given will be strictly 6
Sample Area No. confidential and will be seen only by i
7 days covered: sworn employees of the State and Federal
From to governments. 8
B. mumormonusmnrmusmnmmmma' 7 DAYS
Specify if | Quantity used Bought food
frozen, tnit: Code: T 20(:0"[' FILL
canned, t. , * Quantity of food in pounds
Food dried,’ [Wumber £ e Pri . P Expense
cured, ?t doz. , B ice and Unit Total Home Bought | 1 o;
ready.. units cup, o ‘produced g fcaoug t
cooked etc. oods
(a) (v) e} | (a) (e} (£) () (B) (1) [6)]
MILK, CREAM, ICE CEEAM, CEEESE
1 MELk: Whole «..oevennennnnnnennnnnn.... xx $ for s
2 Buttermilk_ skim_ ochocolate ...... = for
3 Dry: whole_ skim_ otber = for
4 Evaporated ..............iiliallL., xx for
5 Condensed = for
6 Croan: Heavy_ light_; sweet_ xx for
7 Ice cream xx for
8 Chwese: Cottage ............ P RPN xx for [
9 Cremm civeiiiiiiiiieiei ey xx for I
0 Awerican .................... ERRRT PP = for i
\1 Otber xx for I

joe following pages for pages 2 through 12 of the food list.



J00D USED (Contd. )
Food Food Food Tood
(a) {w) (2 ()
TATS, OlI8 30 lewb wd mtton: Chops....... 45 Bhelifish: Shrimp oyster_ TOMATORS , CITRUS FEUIT
°mr : T t 0o
12 Batter...........oiciiiiii. 31 Rosstt Bome in_ boned ... Ta steTlsheTTed T 56 _ Juice_,
32 Btewing, souwp, grinding: -

13 Mergarin®.....c.uceiuennnnnnns

16 Salad, eook‘hgail..
17 Salad dressing_ French
mayonnaise

sesrescicnnnnnne

18 BaoOnas cevriiiieiraaanss
19 Salt pork..
ROGS, MEAT, POULZRY, FISH

20 BgESec. ttritsitenttieneninns

21 Beef: Steak, rounds Bone in_
bODAd 4siiiiiiiiiiiaiiiiiiany

Steak, other: Bone in_ boned
Roast, ridb: Bone in_ boned ,
Roest, other: Bone in_ bomed

Boiling, stewing, soup:
Bone in_ boned iecc...veene.

2% Oroud..ciiivieeiiiiiiiennnns

27 Veal:s Roast: Booe in_boned ..

26 Cutlets, al:apn Bone in
boned .

D P R

2
2
24

23 Stewing, soup, grinding:
Bone in boned ei.iveinnsas

Page 2

Bone in_ bomed ...........
33 Pork: Chops.c-eovsnveneernnas
34 Bea: Bone in_ boned ......,
Loin rosst; Bone in_ boned .
BoISAge. .t eeteriiiiniienane
Shoulder_ ham hooks

Cansdisn baoan_ -plnrlbl
other
38 Variety meats: Liver.........
39 Kidney braing hexrt_
ohutu-naga tom_
sweetbreads tripe
other
40 Other meats: Rabbit
other geme
41 Vieaers_ bologna  saleai
snoked | ssusage qhd h-_
veal loaf_ deviled hem
other
42 Pounltry: Chicken
(we.s live dressed  dramm ).

43 Trkey_ duck  guines_

other
(W.: live_ dressed  drewm )

44 Yish: S;llon tune fish
8ardines ..........iilieeine

45 Other fish

»
%»
3

(W Live  dressed_ dresm ).

Page 3

47 Mixtures, chiefly meat,
poultry, fish:
Chicken nocdle dinner
chili con carns_ codfish
Cakes  oorned beef hash
deviled orsb_ meat ten
revioli t.nlu othr

TRY MATURE PEAS AND BEANS, NUTS

48 Pess: English field
‘other 3
lextils . ...oc.eeeineinees

49 Beana: Navy liss iidoey_
othex

57 Puree_ paste SBCE_oo.i.ne
58 Catsup, chill seuoe
tomato soup .e.iiiennin..
59 Orenges_ juice_ ;
tengerines luaquats_
60 Grepefruit  juice_
61 Lemons_ Juice_; limes_.....
GREEN AND YELIOW VEGETABLES
62 Collardse.. eeeeraronnnnnas
(33 LU
64 Mustard greens...c.e...ce..s
65 Spinacheecs.ereeiieennnn.,

50 Soybesmse.....eiuiionineiniss 66 Turnlp greems.......... veese
51 Pemmut utber................. 67 Bast tops_ Brussel sprouts_

52 Peanntss In shell  shelled ...

53 Muts: Almonds  shredded
ooconut_ pm walouts
other mats

POTATORS

chard ch.icory escerole
pmhy poke_ dmd.-llon
other

68 Asperagus: Green_ white ...

t 69 Beans, green lima snd butter:
In shell shelled - SERTRN

Sholled_ munshelled .......
70 Boans, snap: Green  yellow .

54 WMite posatoss................ /1 Soybesns: Green.............

% P t“:‘" yous: Pale 73 Cobbage: Green white_ red .

yellow

Page 4

72 Broccolieseevviennnnnn.n. .o

Chiness .........,.
leas

74 Iattuon Headed

Page 5

091



Food Tood Food Food

(a) (8 () ()
GRIEN AMD YELLOW VEGETABLES OTEER FRUIT GRAIN PROIUCTS 126 Grits: Unbolted_ dbolted ...
(Contd.) 93 Watermelon...coeccveverersse 110 Bread: Wnite (W 127 Bomdnyessereesvovoonvaneare

7% English pesat Shelled

77 Tield peas: Shelled
unshelled ooecneriirecisacnae

78 Peppers_ pimdento_......
79 Coxrotsecscvceccn-es
80 Puspkin_ other green snd
yollow vegetables
OTHEB. VEGETABLES
81 Boots.. ovenres
82 Couliflower...oveeeens
83 Celeryr White_ green ce...c.eo

84 Green corn: Yellow  white_ :
In bask_ busked on oob_
cub off COb_esrencscces ceersee

85 Onlonss Mabure green se......
86 Butabages_ turnips_se..cccoce
87 Bquesb: Summer_ winter .......

88 Oucusbers_ radishes_ eggplant
mishrooss_ parsaips selsify
sat_ other

94 Cantaloup  other melon
95 Pineapple_ Jjuice ...
96 Strawberries_ juice .......

97 Blackberries  blueberries
cranberries  raspberries
other berries
berry juice

98 Apples_ smce  Jjuice  butter
99 BONMOK.. ceonsesreeterotoces

100 Cherries  Julos ....ccevene

101 Figs juioo_...............‘

102 Grapes  juice_.........

103 Peaches_ nsctar_ juice ..

caes

104 Pears_ DeCt8Z_.:cocrceevone
105 Pluoms_  juice c.....-
106 Prunes  Juios_.e.u.coeereee
107 Badsing  ourrants ececc...ee
108 RIuberbeecescscrcrasncaarce .
109 Apricots  dates fruit

89 Pickles_ relishes_olives .....
90 Soups: Ready-to-serve

9 C A

92 Dehydraked

e et

3

Page 6

ictail  other frult
fruis juice

(SRS

Page 7

1 loaf )
111 Crusbs, bread, crackef.....
112 Whole whest (Wi.:

1 loaf )
113 Rys_ puspernickel other

bresd
(wt.: 1 loaf B

114 Crackers, not sweste........
115 Calos,
116 Pie

117 RBolls_ cookies  doughuuts
othex

118 Flour: White, plednec......e
119 Self-risinge........-.
121 Soybemn floure.....
122

Prepared flour mixes

123 Buckwhest_ rye_ potato_
other flour
124 Corn meal: White: Unbolted
bolted ce.one--

125 Yellow: Unbolted  bolted ...

Page 8

128 Rice: White_ ocomverted
DIOWD eccevronesn

129 Rolled osts, oatmeal.......
% o] ]‘arina_-hoat cereal barley_
131 Cornstarch taploca
other uncocked cereal _
132 Ready-to-sst cereal: Tloked:
Bran_ corn  rice wheat ..
Puffed: Corn_ osts_ rice
whest_covirenacrsiiiaraes
Shredded wheat_ brem
other
133 Maceroni  spaghetti_ noodles
134 Mixtures, ohiefly greln
products: Spaghbetti in
tomato sauce_ rice in
tomato seuwoe_ maceroni sod
choese dipner  other
SUGARS, SWEETS
135 Sugars Woite......
1% Brown suger_ maple suger .
137 Molasses  sOrghtl eeeece.-o
138 Sirups Corhe..-sievesscocs
139 Ceos_ maple_ other
140 HODBYeo.oocororeerororesaass
141 Jellies_ joms_ preserves ..
142 Candy: Chocolate_
other
143 Prepared desserts: Gelatine
puddings ice cream
rennet_ other
Pege 9

191



SIf’:g:fx}:, if Qtnnhtyu::c:l ]coae. Bought food 1O ¥OT FILL
canned, Qt., : Quantity of food in pounds
Food dried,”  [Wumber| 7 { B | Price and Unit o
S el s F et [ | i
cooked ete. | ‘ foods
(o) ® @ | @ || ) @ | » | @ )
144 Chocolate = | $ for $
145 Cocoa ... xx 1 [ for
146 Bottled drinke, penny drinks ... xx J i for
147 Beer and similar drinks .............. xx | for
148 COLLO® v evvveenneanrineane s, xx J for
xx ! for
xx for
xx for
152 Yeast: Compressed ATy ceeierieninin xx for
153 Salt xx for
154 Vinegar xx for
155 Spices, herbs ........ xx for
156 Bxtracts, £1AVOrs vevvveneu......,... xx for I
VITAMIN AND MINERAL PREPARATIONS '
157 Cod, other fish liver oils ........... xx = xx xx xx xx
158 Vitamin capsules ..................... xx xx xx xx xx xx
159 Mineral preparations: Iron_
calcium_ other xx = xx xx xx xx
160 Mineral and vitamin capsules ......... xx xx xx = xx xx

91



. BEPRY OH rars

1, 8, Did you uss o smvs for conidng all tha fob drippinge you gt froo bavan, mest
md poultry st weekt Toa Ho

by If no, abowt bow mohb 444 you o nob uss far foodl thupe, oup

2, Did yom hore sboat Lhe same, pors, o liss reclaimsd (wnlvaged) fut m bend
=t the snd of tha wesk than pt the beginolng of the weak? Inoluds fat smyed for use
inln.t.llmnﬁngnﬂfﬁibhhﬂ'ﬂn‘.htehhmfﬂﬂlﬂ)wiﬂﬂ Count woy
Int turoed In to the tutehet for dwsh duflng thi woak, wb AF 1t stil]l wexs In the
hons g the md of the waak,

Chedc one By how mudh?

o Jostherrsirvinanan
Ty MOTBacsataniiiaan
&, Loasaianiianiinie

D, RXPORT ON GARPACE AWD FOOD FED TO AHIMALS
1, Was sy edible ford reporbed sbove pub lote the gerbege or fad to molsmls? Iaclude
food that waa still edibla snd fosd that spsiled in csaldag or wnils mored, Do oot
Inalule usasd Fefute mach as plis and peelings of fruits snd vegetalies oF Fiwile
and boom of mlat, Yes _ Ho
2, If you, tall Whah tha focds ware sl hew aoh was bhrown misy and fed to anieals.
Tood Clack what bar Guantbi by
Gooknd | Dnoooked
. SONCE] (O TEAISHAALE POl BOUGHT MR NIER,

Item Grooery | (amarel |Traveling ' Dmlry b 'Tarmr Ch'ner
whore ‘ wtore wiors  |{dslivery)i werlws |

(o) 1 {e {a) {«) (! fnd

Phobuusosrarssannann |
|7 P [
"

Ot dniry products |

1
FEA%. i irairrrreravey | 1
|

Frult,opeecniinnnns . i
Vepwbalilofecrprrvavs |
SiTup, BOYgIiMyy.,aa | [
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| Vttained Haceived Brmght mnd Betwwen-nenl food and
[ last 7 deye I‘G.!su] (;T:‘“ fron family as gy utar, wewr Wnle drivk; sopplessnts to
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