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ABSTRACT

!• Educational Status of Rural Reliof Families in Tennessee:

1* Of 2,873 heads of relief households studied (whites and Negroes
combined):

17 per cent have not attended any school
54 per cent have 0-4th grade schooling
20 per cent have eighth grade schooling
8 per cent have attended high school

(These percentages are about the ssune for the wives of these
relief clients)

2. Male farm operators, white and Negro, have more formal schooling
than female operators, but this situation is reversed in the
rural non-farm group.

3. Among farm tenants a larger percentage of Negroes than whites
have some schooling.

4. Negro relief farm operators are better schooled than Negro non-
farm relief clients.

5. A larger proportion of both white and Negro farm operators in
the open country have some schooling than rvural non-farm clients^

6. White farm owners are better educated than their wives, but the
reverse is true among farm tenants and laborers.

7. Forty-six per cent of all white and Negro children of relief
clients, 8 years of age, have not attended school.

8. Of all white and Negro children 15 to 19 years of age, 10 per
cent have eighth grade schooling* Of all white and Negro
children 20 to 25 years of age, 16 per cent have eighth grade
schooling.

9. A larger percentage of both white and Negro girls than boys are
reported in school, in practically every age group.

10. The schooling of white children of farm tenants is inferior to
that of children of farm owners, or of non-farm relief clients.

II. Relation of Education to Economic and Social Status of Relief Clients
In Tennessee:

1. Relief family heads with the most formal education have the small
est families. The average size of family for all white and
Negro relief heads with no schooling is 5 persons; for heads
who have eighth grade education, 4.6 persons; for those with
high school training, 3.5 persons; and for those who have at
tended college, 3.2 persons*

iv.



2» Tho average size of farm operated by white owners on relief who
have no schooling is 16 aoros j for those who have oighjbh
grade schoolingi 23 acres; emd for those with schooling above
the eighth grade, 47 acres. Those figures are 11, 13, and
16, respectively, for white farm tenants.

3. Tho average value of property owned by white male relief clients
is lowest for those having no schooling ($110), and highest
for those who have above 2 years of high school education
($722).

4. T/hite and Negro relief households with better educated heads
have more livestock, gwdens, and canning enterprises, than
those with less schooling.

III. Education of Farm Owners and Tenants in Tennessee;

1. In almost all of the 22 counties studied, over three-fourths of
the white farm operators have no high school education. In
the surveys made, the percentage of white farm operators, with
no formal education whatever, ranges from none in Madison
county, 1920, to 29.5 in Monroe county, 1925.

2. In general, white farm owners are better educated than white
tenants, but the reverse appears to be true among Negro oper
ators.

IV. Education of Farmers' Wives and Children in 4 Counties of
Tennessee;

1* In each of the 4 coiuities studied, 66 per cent, or more, of the
wives of white and Negro farmers have not attended high school.

2. In 3 of 4 counties, wives of both white owners and tenants are
better educated than their husbands.

3. Both white and Negro bpys and girls are retarded in their educa
tional progress, as indicated by the large percentages above
14 years of age who have not completed the elementary grades.

4. Almost all white and Negro farm children have some education,
in contrast with the large percentage of their parents who
have no formal education.

5. A larger percentage of white boys than white girls 7 to 25
years of age are reported in school, but the reverse is true
among Negro children.

6. A larger percentage of girls than boys (whites and Negroes com
bined) 20 to 25 years of ago, have schooling above the eighth
grade.
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VI.

Relation of Education to Social and Economic Status of Parmers in
Tennessee:

1» In each of the covinties studied the white farmers with high school
and college education have smaller families than do those with
less schooling*

2* There is little relation between the size of Negro farm owner
families and the education of the family head; but among Negro
tencuits the better educated heads have smaller families*

3* Among the families studied, Negro farmers have larger families
than white farmers in every educational group*

4* The value of family living obtained from the farm increasea with
the education of the farmer, whether the farm operator be
owner or tenant, white or Negro*

5* White farm operators with better education have more conveniences,
literature, and music in the home than do farmers of little or
no schooling*

6* In all but one county the better educated white and Negro farmers
operate larger farms, have more capital invested, have larger
farm labor incomes, and have a greater net worth than do farmers
of little or no education*
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INTRODUCTION

Purpose and Scope of Study

This is a preliminary study of the educational status of r\iral people

in Tennessee, and the relation of education to certain social and economic

conditions. The data are analyzed and presented graphically by age, race,

tenure, sex, residence, and such other classifications as are justified

by the sample.

Parts I and II deal with the education of rural people on relief, the

data on which the reports are based being obtained from a study of 2,873

relief households in 12 representative counties of the State. Assembling

emd analyzing these data was a cooperative project between the Division of

Statistics, Finance, and Research, PERA, Washington, D, C.; the Tennessee

Emergency Relief Administration; and the Agricultural Experiment Station,

University of Tennessee. The information represents a 50 per cent sample

of 2,663 relief households in ton counties from June tp December, 1955,

and 210 households in two counties for Juno, 1934.

Parts III, IV, and V, deal with the education of 2,570 farm operators

in 22 counties of the State. The dates of the surveys vary, from 1917

to 1936. Data on each county represent a study of more than 50 farmers.

Little information has heretoforo been published on the education of

rural people in Tonnessoo, including tho relief population. A study of

the subject is desirable as a basis for a well-planned system of adult

education; in planning a program for children and unemployed yo\ing people

who will remain on the farm or continue their school work; to onablo col-

legos to bettor train teachers for rural schools; and to aid s^ricultural

workers in formulating plans of farm organizaticHi and management.

vii.
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Ifethod cf Presentation

Each of the five parts of the report was published in monograph

series by the Department of Agricultural Economics and Rural Sociology,

Tennessee Agricultural Experiment Station. Each of the psirts, therefore,

was edited as a unit and includes a table of contents, summary, intro

duction, and bibliography. The work has been accomplished with consid

erable care as to accuracy and detail. Clerical assistance consisted of

TIVPA workers and stenographers.

Limitation of Data

The attempt has not been to treat the data exhaustively, but rather

to present the most important information in non-technical form. Acknowl

edgment is made in footnotes and bibliography for information secured from

other sotirces.

The sample secured from the various counties, when broken down by

race, sex, age, social, economic, and educational groupings, is relatively

small. For this reason, before final conclusions are drawn regarding the

situation in a particular county, a study based on a larger sample is de

sirable.
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Education of Heads of Rolic.f Households

1. Of the 2,873 heads of relief households studied, whites and Negroes
oonibinod, about 17 per cent have never attended any school, 54 per cent
have only schooling through the fourth grade, 20 per cent hove completed
the elementary school, and loss than 8 per cent have any high school or
oollogo training.

2. Among v/hito farm operators on relief, tho younger heads have attained
higher grades than those of advanced years; and male heads have more
schooling than female heads.

A higher percentage of Negro male farm tenant and laborer heads, com
pared with whites, have some schooling; but in tho higher grades tho
oducatitai of white hoads is superior.

3. In tho non-farm group, tho younger hoads have progressed farther in
school than those of mature years; and female heads are better educated
than male heads, the reverse of that found among farm operators. Negro
hoads have inferior schooling, compared with white heads in this group.

4. Non-farm white hoads, both male and female, havo moro schooling than
form operator heads. Tho educational status of Negro male and female
relief hoads appears to bo higher among farm operators than in tho non-
farm group.

5. White form operators who reside in villages attain higher schooling
than those living in open country, but a larger percentage have never
attended any school. Ir the non-farm group tho hoads living in towns
and villages havo mere schooling than those in tho open country. Negro
male non-farm heads living in the open country appear to bo better edu
cated than those living in tovms and villages.

6. There are wido variations in the educational status of relief heads
when compared by counties, possibly duo to differences in educational
standards, school facilities and types of farming.

Education of Wives of Hoads of Relief Households

7. Of the 1,831 wives of hoads of relief households studied in this
report, whites and Negroes combined, about 15 per cent have no schooling
whatever, but 24 per cent have advanced beyond tho seventh grade, and
loss than 8 per cent have any high school or college training.

8. Middle-aged wives of white farm ovmer relief households have moro
schooling than cither the older or younger ago groups. White male hoads
of farm ovmer households have moro schooling than their wives; but the
wives are bettor educated than the women who are heads of farm ownor
households.

ii.
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iii.

9* The younger wives of white farm tenant and laborer relief households
are better educated than those of middle age or advanced years; and the
wives in these households have more schooling than their husbands.

10, In the white non-farm households on relief, the younger wives are bet
ter educated than those in the older age groups; and the wives have re
ceived more schooling than their husbands.

Education of Children of Relief Households

11. Of all the children of relief households, whites and Negroes combined,
46 per cent of those 8 years of age have never attended school. Of chil
dren 15 to 19 years of age, only 10 per cent have completed the eighth
grade; and of those 20 to 25 years, 14 per cent have no schooling whatever,
and less than 16 per cent have received training above the elementary grades.

A very high percentage of the children 6 to 15 years of age do not at
tend school, although they fall within the age of compulsory attendance.
On a percentage bsisis, more girls then boys are in school in every tenure
group.

12. Of white farm owner children on relief 7 to 14 years of age about 19
per cent of the boys, and 15 per cent of the girls have never attended school
About 18 per cent of the boys, and 40 per cent of the girls 15 to 19 years
of age have completed grade school. Many farm boys and girls first enter
school when they are considerably over six years of sge.

13. Approximately 13 per cent of the boys and girls in white farm tenant
and laborer relief households 7 to 14 years of ago have no schooling. In
the 15 to 19 year age group 30 per cent of the girls and 18 per cent of the
boys have completed grade school. Boys and girls of the farm tenant and
laborer group are, as in the case of farm owner children, retarded in their
school attendance.

14. About 14 per cent of both boys and girls 7 to 14 years of age of the
white non-farm group on relief have never attended school; but this per
centage is less than 11 for boys and 9 for girls in the 15 to 19 year ago
group, which indicates that many non-farm boys and girls begin and continue
school in their teens.

15. The educational attainment of Negro children is low, compared with
whites, bub a lower percentage of the younger age groups have no schooling,
indicating better educational opport\mitios for Negroes in recent years.

V-' iT, y'r:; - • v:- - -
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. CHAPTER I
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INTRODUCTION

This is a preliminary report on the educational status of rural people

on relief in Tennoss®®, by ag®, race, tenure, sex, and residence. It pre

sents in graphical and statistical form the educational status of members

of rural(^) households who were accepted by relief agencies.
Data an which the report is based were obtained from surveys of 2,873

relief households in 12 representative counties in Tennessee. Those sur

veys were a cooperative project between the Division of Statistics, Finance,

and Research, PERA, Washington, D. C., the Tennessee Emergency Relief Admin

istration, and the Agricultural Experiment Station, University of Tonnossoe.

Fimds were furnished by the FERA to the TERA, the organization solcotod to

serve as disbursing agent.

One of these surveys, DRS-109A, entitled Survey of Current Changes in

the Rural Relief Population!^^ consisted of 2,663 schedules roprosonting a
50 per cont sample of all relief households in 10 of the 12 counties shown

iu Figure 1. The other Survey, DRS-60, entitled Survey of Rural Problem

Areas comprised 210 schedules of relief households in tho other two

counties, Blodsoo and Graingor. Both surveys secured information on tho

economic and social conditions of rural households on relief. Tho present

report, howovor, deals only with the educational status of relief clients.

(1) Rijiral refers to open country and to all contors with a population under
5000.

(2) Tho location of the countios studied la shown in Figure 1.
(3) Schedules in this survey woro taken from June to December, 1935.
(4) Schedules in this survey woro token Juno, 1934.

1.
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2.

It is planned to take up the other aspects in a later report.

Little information has "been published on the education of relibf clientE

in Tennessee. A study of the subject is desirable as a basis for a well-

planned system of adult education for the large number of uneducated people

on relief; in planning an educational program for children and unemployed

young people; to provide for future relief on the basis of classification

of work for unemployablos; and to develop a general program for raising the

level of living of families now on relief who are suffering from unemploy

ment, neglect, and other causes.

The sample in each county whon broken dovn by race, sex, ago, and

tenure, was relatively small. Before final conclusions are dravm regarding

the situation in a given county a moro thorough study is desirable.

Grateful acknowledgment is made to Dr. J. H. Pearson, United States

Office of Education, Washington, D. C., and Dr. J. E. Avont, College of

Education, University of Tennessee. Through them a number of WPA workers

wore made available who rendered valuable assistance in tabulating tho data

on which tho report is basod.
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GHjCETER II. [.■ A'' ■

EDUCATION OP HFADS OF RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

Tho oduoational status of the heads, of relief housohelds is low, as i

indicated by tho large number who have little or no schooling, and by tho

small proportion who have attended schobl beyond the elementary grades. Cf

tho 2,873 relief heads studied, whites and Negroes combined, approximately

one-sixth have never aotcndod school ai all, and slightly mere than half
have no schooling above the fourth grade# Furthermore, only 29, or one per

oont of tho folief heads, have received any collogo trainings and only 7.4

per cent have gone beyond tho ei^.th grade.

Education of Farm Owners

Among farm owners on relief, tho yoxmger white male^^^ heads have at
tained higher grades than those of advanced years. This might bo expected

due to the increased educational opportunities and to compulsory school

attondande. Tho percentage who have not attended school is about 24 for

those 45 yoors 6vor, and 14 for those from 15 to 29 years of age

(Figure 2)i About 20 ^r cent of the heads 15 to 29 years of ago havo

Eduoatiai

No Schooling

Abovo 7th Grade

0
r

Per Cent

10 15 .20

taxBeiixaisaaaxst^^
' ^ - *. ♦ i. »* ♦ t * 111 ♦ j

I

25

—• • V> N.' • i "

15-29 5S3 30-44 G!I3 45 and over
Source: Based on Table I.

Figure 2. Per cent of white male farm ovmor heads of relief households
having specifiod schooling, by ago, 12 counties of Tennessee, 1935

(l) Tho sample of fomalo farm owner heads Is small for comparison by ago
groups.

4.



 
 

attained schooling above the seventh grade, compared with 13.3 per cent

in the 30 to 44 year age group, and 12.4 per cent in the group 45 years

and over.

White male heads appear to have advanced farther in school than fe

male heads. A higher percentage of the female heads, compared with male

heads, have not gone to school, and a lower percentage have training

above the seventh grade (Fig\n*e 3). Many of the female heads vmdoubtedly

Education

No Schooling

Grade 1-4

Above 7th Grade

10

Per Cent

20 SO 40
T T

, , . . . . filff M ri^l yi % I
* ♦ I > « ♦ > » / t . . . . a. 1 «4 > , > t t ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ > ^ t W * * »1

1
Males Females

Source: Based on Table I.

Figure 3. Per cent of white farm ovmer heads of relief hoiiseholds
having specified schooling, by sex, 12 counties of

Tennessee, 1935

quit school in oarly years in order to support the othor members of the

household, or assume family responsibilities.

There are only 13 Negro farm owner heads of relief households, two

of which are females (Table l). Although this sample is very small, it

is noteworthy that qqo owner has no schooling, nine have education above

the fourth grade, and throe have school work beyond the seventh grade

(2) In the 12 counties studied there are 1,095 Negro farm owners, of
which 13 or 1.2 per oont are reported on roliof. Four counties are
roportod as having no Negro farm owners; those are Blodsoo, Stewart,
Cocke, and Anderson, whore there are few Nogro farm owners in tho
entire farm population.
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TABLE I. PER CENT OF FARM OWNER HEADS OF RELIEF HOUSEHOIDS HAVING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY AGE, SEX, AND RACE, 12 COUNTIES OF

TENNESSEE, 1935

f No Grade 1 High All

Race, Sex, and Age Sohool- School 1 School College Heads

1 ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

Whito(Males) 15-29 13.8 25.0 41.7 8.3 5.6 5.6 0 100.0 56

3Q-44 15.9 38.9 31.9 8.8 .9 2.7 .9 100.0 113
45 and over 24.2 36.4 27*0 10.1 1 1'7 .6 0 100.0 178

Total 20.2 36.1 3G.3 9.5 1 1.8 1.8 .3 100.0 327

(Females) ** 23.0 47.8 18.8

•

OC

1 2.1 0 0 100.0

OC

Negro (Males) ** 100.0 ll
(Females) ** 100.0 2

* Unless otherwise dosignatod all data in this report are based on the
county surveys mentioned in tho introduction.

** White femalo and Negro heads not shown by age and educational groups duo
to small number in sample. Notation is made in all tables whoro sample if
small to be representative.

Education of Farm Tenants and Laborers

The younger white male farm tenant and laborer heads of relief house

holds roach more advanced stages of education than do the older age groups

(Figure 4). Thirteen por cent of tho farm tenant and laborer heads of the

Per Cent

Education

No Schooling

Above 7th Grade

1 1 1

77?i1 »I 11 1 1 I'l r . . 1 »» 1 1 1 t
* * * 1

1

1
15-29 30-44 fTTTl 45 and over

Source; Based on Table II.

Figure 4. Per cent of whito male farm tenant snd laborer heads of
relief households having specified schooling, by ago, 12 coun

ties of Tennessee, 1935

youngest age group have no schooling, compared with 26 per cent of the

oldest ago group. Tho younger heads also have attained more education

above the seventh grade, reflecting, as in tho case of farm owner heads,

tho bettor educational opportunities In recent years.



Ifhite female heads have slightly less educational preparatim than

males. This is true both in lack of schooling and in training beyond the

seventh grade (Figure 5). About 18 per cent of all the female heads have

not attended school at all, compared with 16.2 per cent of male heads; and

Per Cent
10 15 20

a

Education

IJo Schooling

Abovo 7th Grade

Males lZZJ Females

Source: Based on Table II.

Figure 5. Per cont of white farm tenant and laborer heads of relief
households having specified schooling, by sex, 12 cotinties of

Tennessee, 1935

only about 14 per cont of the female heads have progressed beyond the eeventh

grade, compared with 17 per cont of the males.

A lower percentage of Negro male heads, compared with whites, have not

attended any school but the schooling of white heads is superior in the

higher grados (Figvro 6). A large percentage of the Negro heads attend

Per Cent
Education 0 10 20 30 40 50 6,0

No Schooling

Grade 1-4

Above 4th Grade

Abovo 7th Grado

{ V. ; I 1 i
r' 1 >

.\*4 t ♦ « 4 . .......

M M t 11 f.

EZS Whites ES3 Negroes
SoTirce: Based on Table II.

Figure 6. Per cent of male form tenant and laborer heads of relief
households having specified schooling, by race, 12 counties of

Tennessee, 1935

(3) possibly duo to the small sample.



�  

8.

school through the fourth grade, and then the percentage rapidly drops. Al*

though thert are cftly 49 Negro heads in the sample, it appears that they

have taken advantage of what education they could obtain, since the percent-^

age with no schooling is lower than that for white heads. A comparison of

white and Negro heads by age groups is shown in Table II.

TABLE li. PER CENT OF FARM TENANT AND LABORER HEADS OP RELIEF HOUSE
HOLDS HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY RACE, SEX, AND AGE, 12

COUl^TIES OF TENNESSEE, 1935

Race, Sex, and Age
No

School*

xng

Grade

School

High
School College

All

Heads

1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

TOiite (Males) 15-29
30-44

45 and over

13.0

11.8

26.1

35.2

42.5

37.7

27.8

28.4

26.4

17.7

12.2
9.0

4.5

3.7

.5

1.8

1.4

0

0

0

.3

100.0
100.0
100.0

334

510

345

Total 16,2 59.1 27.7 12.8 5.0 1.1 .1 100»0 11S9

(Females^ 15-29
30-44

45 and over

0

23.5
26.1

25.0
29.4

39.1

50.U

35.3

26.1

25.0

5.9

8.7

0

5.9

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

100.0

100.0

100.0

16'

17'

23'

Total 18.0 32.0 35.7 12.5 1.8 0 0 100.0 56

Negro(Males) 15-29
30^4

45 and over

$.1
17.7

4.8

54.5

52.9

61.9

18.2

17.6

23.8

&.1
11.8

4.8

0
0

4.7

9,1

0

0

0
0

0

100.0

100.0
100.0

11

17'

, 21

Total 10.2 5V.2 20.4 8.2 2.0 2.0 0 loC. 0 49

(Females) 1100.0 8^

** Not shown by age and educational groups due to the small sample.

Education of Non-Farm Ifeads

In the non-farm group, the younger heads have progressed farther in

school than those of mature years. In the case of white male heads, for

example, 27 per cent of the heads 45 years of age and over have not attend

ed any school, and about 9 per cent have gone beyond the eighth grade; in

comparison, only 10 per cent of the younger age group have no schooling,

and about 17 per cent have some high school or college training (Figure 7).

Among the white female heads, the younger age groups as in the case

of male heads, arc better schooled. Female headS of the non-farm group are

better educated than male heads, the reverse of that found among farm ownor,..



 

 

Education %
Per Cent

9.

No Sohpoling

Above 8th
Grade*

EXi:. A\'\\\\\<^\\N
f'•'« w .; I 1 1 i i 1

f * * * * ' f
r 1 1

30

* Comparison above the eighth grade is used where
the sample is adequate.

Source: Based on Table III.

Pipre 7. Per cent of white male non-farm heads of relief households
having specified schooling, by age, 12 counties of Tennessee, 1935

and farm tenant and laborer heads. A larger percentage of the male heads

have never gone to school, and 6 per cent fewer male heads have gone beyond

the seventh grade (Figure 8).

Education
Per Cent

10 2P
"T

No Schooling

Above 7th Grade

f-

I I -
SE^ Males iTTTn Females
Source: Based on Table III.

Figure 8. Per cent of white non-fstrm heads of relief households having
specified schooling, by sex, 12 counties of Tennessee, 1935

Negro heads of relief households of the non-farm group show inferior

schooling, compared with white heads. Approximately 33 per cent of Negro

male and female heads have not attended any school, compared with 16«2 per

cent for white males, and 13.6 per cent for white females. Furthermore,

only about 1 per cent of the Negro male heads, and iA per cent of the Negro

female heads have education above the eighth grade, compared with dDout 13

per cent for white males, and 16 per cent for white females (Figure 9).
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Education

Males

Per Cent
iO 20

T
30 40

Wo Schooling ^ ^ ^ ^
j'" ''' •'' • • 1-' 1 1 1 f I • I i'm I

Above 8th Grade

Females

mWA'AW£*:K*^.
u

No Schooling

Above 8th Grade

Whites Gva- Negroes
Source: Based on Tftble III,

schooling, by race, 12 counties of Tennessee, 1935

A comparison of the educational status of non-farm heads of relief
households, by race, sex, and age is shown in fable III#

TENNESSEE, 1935

The samples are small to bo representativ©

No

School
Grade

School

"T:T~

High
School

Race, Sex, and Ago All

HeadsCollege
r4ing

Over 12 o.White (Males) 15-29
30-44

45 and over

Total

10,1 34,7 25.8 12.9 4,4 10,5 1,6 100.0 24812.5 27,034,1 13.9 4.1 5.4 3.0 100.0 29627,0 31.1 18,7 14 3,7 3,7 1.7 100,0 2416, 33,4 4.1 .6 4.1
(Females) 15-29

30-44
45 and over

6.8 25,4 32.2 18.6 3,4 8,5 5.1 100.0
100.0

100.0

5913,0 22.0 28.0 19.0 4.0 11.0 3,0 lop18.1 39.1 17,1 13.3 2,9 5,7 3,8TotalJj^.T 102576 24,6116.7 3.4 TUc73.8
Negro (Males) 15-29

30-44
45 and over

41.2 23.5

56,5

37,5

11,8

13.0

16.6

23
100.0

100.0
100.0

13.1 17.4
39,6 4.2 2,1

48Total 32.9 39.8 14.8 11.4 171(J'omalos; 15-29
30-44

4 5 and over

100.0 8816.7
31.3

44.4

41. 35.3 8.3 100.0

100.0

100.0

10070

43.8 12.5 6,2 6,2 16*44.4 11.2
18*To^al 43 17
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Education of Heada ̂ by Tenure

vmito Male and Fomalo Heads.- Non-farm white male and female heads

have more sohooling than farm operator heads; and among farm operators,, farm

tenant and laborer heads appear on the average to have attained more edu

cation than farm owner heads• About 26 per eont of the non-farm male head^

and 32 per cent of the female heads, have schooling above the seventh grade.

In ooftiparison, 17 per cent of tho males and about 14 per cent of the females,

of farm tenant and laborer heads, and about 13 per cent of tho males and 10

per oont of tho females of farm mnor heads, have gone beyond tho seventh

grade (Figure 10), A higher peroontago of both male and female farm owner

heads have never attondod any school, compared with the non-farm, and farm

tenant and laborer groups.

Education

Males

No Schooling

Above 7th Or ado

Females

No Schooling

Above 7th Grade

For Cent

0 5 10 15 20 2S

I r
>jV.\ : \

30 35

• • I • 1 I I I tt I ' H I t t,|

11.''*''' ''''' j'' *'' * "j' * Y
C2SQ Farm OwnorsiSSa Tenants Non-Farm

and Laborers

Source: Based on Tablo IV.

Figure 10, Per oont of white male and fomalo heads of relief house*
holds having spocifiod schooling, by tenure, 12 counties of

Tonnessee, 1935

Although a higher percentage of white male farm tenant and laborer

heads, compared with farm ovmor heads, have schooling above tho seventh
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grade, a slightly greater porcontago of farm owner heads have educatioo

agoro the tenth grade. The percentage of farm cftmefs having no schooling

(20.2 fcr moles and 23 for fcmalos) is considerably greater for farm owner

heads than for either the non-farm or form tenant and laborer elientm.

Of the white family heads of the non-farm group, about 9 per cent of

tho males and 12 per cent of the fcmalos have complotod 11 grades or more.

Those percentages are almost Identical with those found in a study of tho

education of heads of relief families in tho Eastern Cotton Belt. The high

educational statxis of the non-farm heads is attributed to tho fact that this

group eontains a oensiderablo number of younger, bettor-sohoolod family

heads, living in villages and towns, who were formerly employed at non-

agricultural occupations
I

Negro Male and female Heads TBiilo tho number in each tonuro group

of Negro relief heads is very small, it appears that tho educational status

of male and femalo heads is higher among farm owners, and tenants and la

borers, than among the non-farm group. Over 32 per oont of tho Negro male

and femalo heads of tho non-farm group have no schooling, while this por

contago is less than 11 fcr male heads of tho farm owner, and farm tenant

and laborer groups (Toblo IV). Purthormoro, loss than 28 per oont of tho

non-farm Negro males have education above tho fourth grodo, while among

farm owners these percentages are above 63, and among farm tonants and

laborers abovo 32.

(4) Boole, p. G., and Porstor, M. 0., Si* Rural Problem Aroas, p. 92, FERA,
Biviflion of Rosoarch, Statistics, and i'lnonce, Washington, D. C., 1936
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TABLE IV. PER CENT OF HEADS OF RELIEF HDUSEHOLDS HAVING SPECIFIED
SCHOOLING, BY TENURE, 12 COUNTIES OP TENNESSEE, 1935

No Grade High All

Raoo, Sox, and Tenure School School School nCibllcgo Heads

ing 1-4 5-r 9-10fll-12(Over 12 % No.

White (Males) I '
Farm Ovmers 20.2 36.1 30,3 9.5 1.8 1.8 .3 100.0 327
Form Tenants

and Laborers 16.2 39.1 27.7 12.8 3.0 1,1 0 100.0 1189

Non-Farm 16.2 33.4 24.1 13.6 4.1 6.5 2.1 100.0 785

(Females)
Form Owners 23.0 47.8 18.8 8.3 2.1 0 0 100.0 48

Farm Tenants
and Laborers 18.0 32.0 35.7 12.5 1.8 0 0 100.0 56
N on-Farm 13.6 29.6 24.6 16.7 Lid 8.3 3.8 100.0 264

Negro (Males)
Farm Owners 9.1 27.3 54.5 0

— "'1

9.1 0 0 100.0 11"
Farm Tonaits 1
and Laborers 10.2 57.2 20.4 8.2 2.0 2.0 0 100.0 49

Non-Farm | 32.9 39.8 14.8 11.4 1.1 0 0 100.0 88

(Females)
Farm Owners 100.0

m

2
Farm Tenants

and Laborers
N on-Farm 32,6 43.4 17.4 2.2 2.2 2.2 0

100.0
100.0

a
46

♦ Small sample in each educational group.
•* Percontagoa not shown by educational groups duo to small sample.

Education of Heads, by Residence(5)

Farm Owners.- Of 520 farm owner heads reporting residence, one lived

in town, 24 in villages, and the remainder in open countryj This sample is

small to justify a comparison of the educational status of farm owners

living in open country and in villages. There are, however, no farm owners

living in villages who have eduoati^ obove the eighth grade, while 4 per

cent of the farmers living in the open country have education above this

grade.

(6) Open country includes all territories outside of communities with a
population of 50 or more.
Villages includes all centers with a population of 50-2499.
Towns includes all centers with a population ̂ f 2500-4999.
Cities includes all centers with a population of 6000 and over (city
cases wore not included in this study of relief clients).
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y<>y« Tenants and Laborers»« A Much higher percentage of the i^te farm
f 6 )tenant male heads^ 'IWing in villages have no schooling than those residing

In the open country (Figure 11 and Table V). Possibly many of the poorer-

Education

Per Cent

100 6 10 15 20 5 30

No Schooling

Above 8th Grade

^ * slTA k * 1' f i f nvn •X ft » t f t 11 « t t » ♦ * t « 1 > >-i ♦ S ̂

2

r

nI f > i

j. 1 1
SSa Open Country 125.1 Pillages
Source: Based on Table 7*

Figure 11» per cent of white male farm tenant and laborer heads of
relief households having specified schooling, by residence, 12

counties of Tennessee, 1935

schooled farm tenant and laborer heads shifted into villages during the CWA

where relief was thought to be more easily obtained* Heads residing

in villages attain more high school training, probably an indication of

greater aocossibility of schools in villages*

TABLE V. PER CENT OF WHITE MALE FARM TENANT AND LABORER HEADS OP
RELIEP HOUSEHOLDS HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY RESIDENCE, 12

COUNTIES OP TENNESSEE, 1936*

No Grade High aTT"
School School School College Heads
ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

White (males)
Open Covmtry 13*9 41.1 28.2 13.6 2.6 .4 *2 100.0 1034
Villages 24.7 27.9 30.1 11.8 3.2 2.2 0 100.0 93

Wen-Farm Heads«» The educational status of white male non-farm relief

heads residing in towns and villages is higher than that of those living in

(6) Only 4 male and female heads report residence In towns, 4 female heads
report living in villages, and only 9 Negro heads report residenee in
towns and villages*
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thfr optn country. Of the white wile heads liring In opon country^ niftre than

16 per cent haro no edhoellng and lees than 9 per cent hare echooling beyond

grade school. Ixi conparison, about 14 per cent of those liring in Tillages,

and a^out 11 per cent of thoso in towns, haro not attended school, and ovor

20 per cent have gene beyond the eighth grade (Figure 12).

Education

No Schooling

Abore 8th Grade

0
l"

per Cent

6 19 ,15
T

' »*aaaavvefa*af.v*>i«a*f*evi
taa«aa*eia*ead

rrr
aaeaettoa>eeaae>aaa*4»aaaai.444444

ffl® C§^try SSS3 Villages 6223 Towns
Sourco: Based on Table VI.

Figure 12. Per cent of white male heads of non-farm relief house
holds haTing specified schooling, by residence, 12 counties

of Tennessee, 1955

White non-farm female heads living in the open country have, as in the

case of the males, loss Schooling than those in towns and Tillages(TSbls Vl]i<

TABIE VI. PER CENT OF NON-FARM HEADS OF RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS HAVING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY RESIDENCE, 12 COUNTIES OF

TENNESSEE, 1936

Grade riigk *' ai" '■
Race, Sex, and Residence School •School School College Heads

ing 1-4 5-7 3 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

White(Males)Open Country 16.4 37.7 22.4 15,0 4.4 3.8 .3 100.0 366
Villages 14.2 26.2 24.0 15.0 7.7 11.2 1.7 100.0 233
Towns 1 11.6 26.1 24.6 17.4 6.8 10.2 4.3 100.0 69

(Females}Open Country 11.0 36.8 25.1 18.1 .6 5.8 2.6 100.0 155
Villages 6.9 15.5 36.2 6.9 12.1 13.8 8.6 100,0 68
Towns 8.3 29.2 16.7 16.7 4.1 25.0 0 100.0 24 »

Negro(Male8iopen Country ,

40.0 20.0 20,0 13,3
,, _X_ L__

100.0 15 »
Villages 16.7 50,0 23.3 3.3 6.7 0 0 100.0 30»
Towns 1 22.6 51.6 22.6 3.2 0 0 0 100.0 31»

(Females )Cpen (Joimtry 38.d 23.0 38.8 0 0 0 0 1C50.0 iS*
Villages 31.6 31.6 21.0 10.5 5.3 0 0 100.0 19*
Towns 0 0 0 0 0

* Sample small to be representative.
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Eleven per cent living in open oount*y have not gone to school, and 9 per

cent have education above the grade school* On the other hand, about 7 per

cent of the female heads living in villages, and 8 per cent of those living

in towns, have no schooling, and over 34 per cent of female heads in vil

lages and 29 per cent in towns have formal education above the grade school*

A smaller percentage of the white female heads, compared with male

heads have no schooling in all types of residenoe; and s larger percentage

have some edueation in high sohools and colleges*

Negro male^'^ non-farm heads of relief families living in open covintry
appear to be bettor educated than those living in villages and towns (Figure

13)* This may be an indication that many of the Negroes in the non-farm

group who have little or no school training are forced into towns and vil

lages in order to obtain omplc^ent, and later relief*

Edueation

No Sohooling

Above 7th Grade

30 40

III,... . , , , I H I ........ .1

AXWWlVnSKH — ̂ -

^ Stry CT~vim^^rnG2a Towns
Source; Based on Table VI*

Figure 13* per oont of Negro male non-form heads of relief house
holds having specified sohooling, by tenure, 12 ocuntios

of TonnosGee, 1936

Education of Ho by Counties

A study of the education of heads of relief households, by counties,

indicates wide variations* In Payette County, for example, over 23 per cent

of the heads have formal education above the grade school, and less than 7

(7) VoXogro female heads report residing in towns, and only 19 report
living in villages*
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per cent have no schooling (Figuros 14 and 15). In Graingar County, on

tha other hand, only 3.5 per cent have attended high school or above, and

about 47 per cent are reported as having never gone to school.

County

Fayctte
Franklin

Cocko
Henderson
White

Blount
Williamson

Hawkins
Anderson
Graingor
Bloasoo
Stewart

Per Cent

10 15 20

L;Li2bji53B2i

J / V, 
i' ' y,,

Source; Based on Table VII.

Figure 14. Per cent of heads of relief households having schooling
above the eighth grado, by counties, Tennessee, 1936

(Whites and Negroes Combined)

The data on education by counties are probably affected by dif

ferences in educational standards, school facilities, and school appro

priations, but they do indicate the typo of rehabilitation program neces

sary or desirable in these counties.

Another factor that may affect the educational status of relief

heads is the type of farming area in which the counties are located. The

production of special Orops adapted to certain regions of the State con

tribute toward the migration of certain types of people, which may have

a bearing upon the educational status of such people foxaid on relief.

Then too, the poorer farming areas usually have the poorest school sys

tems when factors such as training of teachers, length of school term,

and general school facilities are considered.
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County

Stewart

Poyctto
Henderson
Cooke
Hawkins
Bledsoe
Williamson

Anderson
Blount
Franklin
White
Grainger *

Per Cent

10 20 30

HP

^XSiL.

1

* A smaller sample was secured for Grainger County, whioh
might bo partly responsible for the high porcontago ro*
porting no sohooling#

Source; Based on Table VII.

Figure 15. Per cent of hoods of relief households having no school?^
ing, by counties, Torinossoo, 1935
(Whites and Negroes combined)

In Table VII it may be noted that, while oollege training is rela

tively rare among the relief heads, some persons with college training are

apparently unable to postpone application for relief.

TABLE VII. PER CENT OP HEADS OP RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS HAVING SPECIFIED
SCHOOLING, BY COUNTIES, TENNESSEE, 1935 .
(NUITES AND NEGROES COMBINED)

Counties

No

ISchool-

ing

Grade

School

1

1-41 5-71 5

High
School

^-lO 111-IS
College I

All

Heads

Over 12 j % No.

West Tennossoo

Payotto
Henderson

6.9
8,0

23.9

36.4

28.3

31.5

17.4

17.1

12.6
2.7

9.3

4.3

1^6

0

100.0

100.0

247

187

Central Tennessee

Stewart

Williamson

Franklin
yTiite

East Tennessee

' Bledsoe

5.6

17.4

18.9
29.3

47.6

42,3
30.3

32.7

25.4

19.9

22.9

20,9

20.2 H .4
15.3 I 1.0
11.4 I 4.5
10.4 I 3.5

0

3.6
6.0

2.3

.8

.5
6.0

.9

100,0
100.0

100.0

100.0

248

196

201

345

Anderson

Blount

Grainger
Hawkins
Cocko

16.6

17.4

17.8

47.0

16.1

15.2

43.7

39,9
44.0

22.6

38,3
34.8

24.6

28.9

24,2

23,5

29.7
29.7

7S7T

12.6

9.2

8.3

3.4

11.1

12.7

■nrr

2.0
1.7
1,3
.9

2,9
2.5

.5
2.3
3.8

0
1.6
5.1

0
.6
• 6

2,6
.3
0

100.0
100,0
100.0
100.0
100,0
100.0

199
346
157
115
316
316

757TTSFSr 1Tr:T "3^77 "STT "373 '1.0 noo.u



OHflPEER III

EDUCATION OP WIVES OP HEADS OP RELIEP HOUSEHOLDS

Of th« 1,831 w1t»8 of tho heads of relief households who reported edu-

oational status (whites and Negroes combined), about 1& per cent have never

attended any sohool, and 28 per oent have not progressed as far as the fifth

grade* About 24 per oent hare seheoling abers the serenth grade, but less

than 8 per cent hare attended hi^ school, and less than one per oent (0«6)

hare oollege training*

Educaticm of Vfives of Farm Owners

Uiddle»aged wires of white farm owner households en relief hare more

schooling than either the younger or the older age groups (Figure 16 and

Table VIII). The fact that wires orer 44 years of age hare education equi

valent to the ycxmger age group, in spite of the increased educational op

portunities in recent years, signifies that a great many farm girls still

quit school and marry at an early ago. The largo percentage in each age

group who hare never gone to any sohool is evidence of the need for adequate

. Per Cent

Age 0 10 20 30 0 10 20

15 - 29
30 • 44
45 and ororPSS

No Schooling SSS Above 7th Grade
Source: Based on Table VIII.

Figure 16* Per cent of white wives of farm owner relief households
having specified schooling, by ago, 11 counties of

Tonnesseo, 1935

educational opportunities for girls In the country, and for enforcoment of

OMnpulsory sohool attendance.

19.
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tm£ VIII. PER CENT OF '^IVES OP FARM 0T7NER HEADS OP RELIEF HOtn®-*
HOU>S HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY RACE AND AGE, 11

COUNTIES OP TENNESSEE, 1936

L
Grado High All

Raoe and Ago School Sohoel Sohool College Wives
ing 14 6-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over IE % No.

Wliite 15-29 33.3 28.6 7.1 tt ^•4 0 100.0 42
"' ' " 30-d4 23.0 26.4 30.8 14.5 1.1 3.3 1.1 100.0 91

45 and ovet 28.1 39.4 20.2 10.1 2.2 0 0 100.0 89

^Poial 26.1 SS.9 SS.l 11.5 "1.4"" i;8 .4 loo.o 222

Negro Total 9.1 27.3 9.0 27.3 0 0 100.0

Fran ®n examination of Figure 17 It ieeae that white male head* of

farm ovmor relief hfniBoholds have more formal training above the seventh

grade than female hoada{ and the wivea on the average appear to have alight-

ly higher education than their huabanda or the aromn who are heads of relief

heuteholda, KoHOver, it may be noted that a larger poroentage ef the wives

have no aoheoling, eonqiarcd with male and female heads• No female heads

Per Cent

Sex

Wives
tfale Hoada
Female Heads

10 20 0 10 29
r

WV^VVVVCN

X X
No Schooling fSSS Above 7th Grade

Figure 17, Per cent of white wivea, and heads of farm owner relief
households having apocified aoheoling, 11 counties of

Tonneasee, 1935

TABLE IX. PER CENT OF WHITE WIVES, AND HEADS OF FARM OWN® RELIEF
HDUSEHOLDS HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, 11 COUNTIES OF

TENNESSEE, 1936

>«x
No

School
ing

Grade

Sohool

Migi'j
School College Total

1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 6vor Iz % No.
Wivea 26.1 32.9 26.1 11.3 1.4 1.8 .4 100.0 222
Uale Heads 20.2 36.1 30.5 9.S 1.8 1.8 •3 100.0 327

Female Heads 23.0 47.8 16.8 8 .3 2.1 0 0 100.0 48
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hwr® training abov© the tocond year of high school, whoroas 2.2 por cent of

the wiroo havo completed the lact years of high school or have sops oollogo

training (Table IX).

Education of yrivos of Eorm Tonsmts and Laborers

Among the white male heads of farm tenant and laborer households on re

lief, the younger ago group have the most formal schooling as has beon pre

viously pointed out. This is also true of the wives of those households.

About one-fourth of the wives over 44 years of age havo not attended any

sohool, and loss than 15 por cent have gone beyond the seventh grade; in

comparison, loss than one-tenth of those 1« to 29 years of age havo no

schooling, and about 28 per cent havo oomploted the seventh grade (Figure 18).

Por Cent

15 - 29
30-44
45 and over

20 ■f 10 20 30

No Schooling Above 7th Grade
Soxtroe: Based on Table X.

Figure 18. Por cent of white wives of farm tenant and laborer relief
households having specified schooling, by ago, II counties of

Tonnesso©, 1935

Hegfo wivos ef farm tenant and laborer heads of relief households in
Ahe 16 to 29 year ago grcup aro, as in the case of white wives, bettor

edttoated than those in the older ago groups• The educational status of

Negro and white wivos is shown in Table X.

The wivos of white farm tenant and laborer hoods of relief house

holds aro not as handicapped educationally as either the male or fomalo

'1 '• r' lVf
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fKBlZ X. PER CENT OP WIVES OP PARM TENANT AND LABORER HEADS OP RELIEF
HOUSEHOLDS HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY RACE AND AGE, 11

COUNTIES OF TEOTIESSEE, 1935

Race and Age
No

School
Grade
School

H

Sc

i-gh
10 ol College Wives

ing 1-4 5-7 e 9-10 11-12 Over l2 % No.

White 15-29 9.7 24.5 37.6 22.9 3.2 2.1 0 100.0 433

30-44 10.9 33.3 35.6 15.1 ! 1 3.1 1.1 .9 100.0 357

45 and over 25.0 1 33.3 26.9 12.2 1.9 .7 0 100.0 156

Total 12.7 1 29.3 S5.1 18.2 2.9 1.5 .« loo.o 949

Negro 15-29 , 11.8 ] 23.5 52.9 5.9 i 0 5.9 0 100.0 17*

30-44 15.0 40.0 25.0 15.0 5.0 0 0 100.0 zo*

45 and over ' 30*0 j 20.0 30.0 10.0 ! 0 10.0 0 100.0 liJ*

Total 1 17.0 1 29.8 36.2 10.6 1 2.1 ' 4.3 0 100.0 47

* Small sample.

heads (Figure 19) About 13 per cent have no schooling, compared with about

16 por cont for male heads, and 18 per cent for female hesids. While the

wives excel their husbands in schooling above tho seventh grade, there

Sex

Wives

Male Heads
Female Heads

per Cent

20 0 12 £0_

AvWWWWWl

No Schooling iXWI Above 7th Grade

Source : Based on Table XI.

Figure 19. Per cont of white wives, and heads of farm tenant and
laborer relief hotiseholds having spoeifiod schooling, 11

counties of Tennessee, 1935

appears to be littlo difference in their educational status in high school

and college training. Tho education of female heads is noticeably lower

than that for male heads or their wives, none of the female heads having

completed more than the second year of high school (Table Xl).

-'-V
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TABLE XI. PER CENT OP WHITE WIVES, AND HEADS OP PARM TENANT AND
LABORER RELIEP HOUSEHOLDS HAVING SPECIPIED SCHOOLING, 11

COUNTIES OP TENNESSEE, 1935

Sex
1 Grade High
1 School- School School College Total

1 1-^ P, -V 8 9-iC 11-12 Over 12 % No.
Wives 1 12.7 29.3 3b.1 18.2 2.9 1.5 .3 100.0 946
Made Heads 1 16.2 39.1 27.7 12.8 3.0 1.1 .1 100.0 1189
Female Heads 1 32.0 35.7 12.5 1.8 0 i 0 100.0 56

Education of 7.1 vos of Non-Farm Households

Among the non-farm group, the younger wives have attended school long

er than the older wives. About one-tenth of the wives of the 15 to 29

year ago group have no schooling at all, and about one-third have schooling

above the seventh grade. Of wives 46 years of age and over, about one-

fourth have no schooling, and about one-fourth have training abo-TO the

seventh grade (Figure 20). In educational preparation above the grade

school, there appears to bo little difference among the age groups esccept

that ncaio of the wlvos of the oldest ago "group have attended college.

Ago

15 - 29
30 - 44
45 and over

10

Per Cent

20 0 10 20 30
I I 1 1 1 1 1

1

fe-'J No Schooling i\\\N Above 7th Grade
Source: Based on Table XII.

Figure 20. For cont of white wives of non-farm relief households
having specified schooling, by age, 11 counties of

Tennessee, 1935

The educational status of Negro wives of non-farm relief households is

considerably lower than that for white wives; and it may be noted in Table

XII that the same relative educational differences in the age groups exist



 

 

Among Negro wives as among white wives*

24.

TABLE XII. PER CENT OF WIVES OF NON-FARM RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS HAVING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY RACE AND AGE, 11 COUNTIES OF

TENNESSEE, 1935

Race and Age
Ho

School-1

ing

Grade

School
High

School College
All

Wives
1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

Vlhito 15-29
30-44

45 and over

9.9

11.9

24.8

20,2

27.5

28.6

35.2

33.2

20.9

19.8

13.5
12.4

7.9

6.7

2.8

5.8

6.2

10.6

1.2

1.0

0

100.0
100.0

100.0

242

113

105
Total 13.5 24.4 31.7 1^.1 6.5 6.9 .9 100.0 540

Negro 15-29
3 ©-44

45 and over

9.5

22.2

25.0

19.1

50.0

45.8

57.1

16.6

20.8

9.5

5.6

4.2

4.8

5.6

0

0

0

4.2

0

0

0

100.0

100.0

100.0

21*
18 »

24*
Total 19.1 38.1 31.7 6.3 3.Z 1.6 0 100.0 ""8'3

* Small sample*

The wives of white non-farm heads of relief households have slightly

more formal education than the male heads of this group, but slightly less

oduoation than the female heads (Figure 21). It appears that females in

the non-farm group have more favorable educational opportunities, and do

Sex

Wives
Male Heads
Female Heads

0

r
10 20

'--A.
m

Per Cent

0 10 20 30

r

1
No Schooling LwM Above 7th Grade

Source: Based on Table XlII.

Figure 21. Per cent of white wives and heads of non-farm relief
households having specified schooling, 11 counties of

Tennessee, 1935

not marry before they have attained sons schooling. A comparison of male

and female heads, with wives of the non-farm group is shown in Table

XIII.
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TABIJ; XIII. PER CENT OF WHITE ̂ VES AND HEADS CF HON-FARJI ml1?F
HCUSEHOLDS HAVINO SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, 11 COUNTIES OF

TENNESSEE, 1335

No Grade High
Sex School School School Collego Total

ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 fo

o
•

Wives 13.5 ,24.4 31.7 16.1 6,5 6.9 ,9 100.0 540

Male Heads 16.2 33.4 24.1 13.6 4.1 6.5 2.1 100.0 785

Female Heads 13.6 29.6 24.6 16.7 3.4 8.3 3.8 100.0 264

Education of Wives, by Tenure

The schooling of wives of heads of relief households, among the var

ious tenure groups, has been discussed but no comparison of their relative

educational status has been made* Figure 22 shows that white wives of the

non-farm group have more formal training above the seventh grade, and a

lower percentage report no schooling at all, than do the wives of farm

owners, or farm tenants and laborers. It also seems that on the average

Per Cent

Education 10 20

"T
30

No Schooling
v.v vT - ;% ; ,. ♦u 11., - V, , V t -n
* t * ̂  * a. « ♦ « « » * ♦ ♦ «,i i

Above ?th Grade :vuv;v\v\Vvrrrv\vv\^',-T^
m

4 - I
tU r»'<. U .'t.. . . V.A Iif 'if f •■•.If.ii.l 1 '.'jl ;.l> \||,%UI >jl ■ 1.4 >iM V1il,4J.|J

Pot. Oroers CM ^ ES3- l«a,-POTand Laborers
Source: Based on Table XIV.

Figure 22. Per cent of white wives of relief households having
specified schooling, by tenure, 11 counties of Tennessee,

1935

the wives of farm owners have less schooling than the wives of farm tenants

and laborers.

The educational status among Negro wives of relief heads appears to
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be higher among farm operators than among the non-farm group, although the

sample is small to be representative. This agrees with the findings pre

viously discussed, regarding the education of Negro male and female heads,

where the educational status of Negro relief heads is highest for the farm

group. A comparison of the schooling of Negro and white wives by tenure

is shown in Table XIV#

TABLE XIV. PER CENT OP vriVES OF RELIEF HGUSEKLDS HAVING SPECIFIED
SCHOOLING, 11 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE, 1935

No Grade High All
Race and Tenure School School School College Wives

ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

White

Farm Owners 26.1 32.9 26.1 11.3 1.4 1.8 .4 100.0 222
Farm Tenants & Laborers 12.7 29.3 35.1 18.2 2.9 1.5 .3 100.0 946
Non-Farm 13.5 24.4 31.7 16.1 6.5 6,9 .9 100,0 540

Negro
Pej-m Owners 7.7 23,1 38.4 7.7 23,1 0 0 100,0 13
Farm Tenants & Laborers 17.0 29.8 36.2 10.6 2.1 4.3 0 100.0 47
Non-Farm 19.1 38.1 31.7 6.3 3.2 1.6 0 100.0 63

* Small sample.
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CHA.PTER IV

EDUCATION OF CHILDlffiN OP RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

Although the children of relief households have better educational op

portunities than their parents, a large number have received no schooling;

a great msoiy are retarded; many are not now attending school, though of

school age; and the majority drop out of school when they are past the age

of compulsory attendance.

Of all children on relief, whites and Negroes combined, over 46 per

cent 8 years of age have never attended school. This percentage is 14 for

children 7 to 14 years of age, but drops to 9.9 for those 15 to 19, indi

cating that many children begin school in later years. Of all the children

15 to 19 years of age, only 10 per cent have completed the eighth grade.

About 14 per cent of all young persons between 20 and 25 have never

attended school; less than 16 per cent have received training above the

grade school; and only 1.5 per cent have attended college.

Education of Children of Farm Owners

About 19 per cent of white farm boys, and 15 per cent of white farm

gitls 7 to 14 years of age in farm owner relief households have never at

tended school (Figure 23). In the 15 to 19 year age group this percentage

is about 12 for boys and 10 for girls, indicating that many farm boys and

girls first enter school when they are long past six years of eige. Boys

have less education and are more retarded in school work than girls. Only

18 per cent of the boys 15 to 19 have completed grade school, and this per

centage is about 30 for the 20 to 25 year age group. In comparison, about

40 per cent of girls 15 to 19, and 35 per cent of the older age group have

completed grade school* Approximately 2 per cent more girls than boys of

27.
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Sex and Age IC

per Cent

20 0 10 20 30 40

Males 7-14

15-19
20-25 ."a

Females 7-14
15-19
20-25

^esESSiSi
SrmS3SS5SSSSSSSSS

SSSSSl

Schooling E3Above 7th Grade
Source: Eased on Table XV*

Figure 23. Per cent of white children of farm owner relief households
having specified schooling, by sex and age, 10 counties of

Tennessee, 1935

the 20 to 25 year age group have advanced beyond the grade school*

Of the 16 Ifegro boys and girls whose educational status is reported,

in the farm owner group, three have completed the eighth grade and one has

attended high school (Table XV).

TABLE XV. PFR CENT OF CHILDREN OF FARM OTOER RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS
HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY RACE, SEX, AND AGE, 10

COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE, 1935

No Grade High All

Race, Sex, and Age School- School • School College Children

ing 1-4 0- 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

White . l.Iales ) 7 -14 18.6 64.3 15.6 1.1 .4 0 0 lOC.O 269

15-19 12.3 38.5 31.2 12.3 4.1 .8 .8 100,0 122

20-25 14.6 36.0 19.1 16.9 2.2 9.0 2.2 100,0 89

(.Females) 7-14 15.3 [65.3 18.4 0 l.C 0 0 100.0' 190
15-19 10.4 20,8 29.2 31.3 7.3 1.0 0 100.0 96

20-25 19.2 23.1 23.1 19.2 3.9 9.6 1.9 100.0 52

Negro (Males) 1 100.0 9
(Females) It lOD.O 7

* Percentages omitted by age suid educational groups due to small sample.

Education of Children of Farm Tenants and Laborers

Slightly over 13 per dent of both boys and girls 7 to 14 years of age

of white farm tenant and laborer households on relief have never attended
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school (Figure 24). This percentage is lov/er in the 15 to 19 year ago

group, being 10 for boys and 7 for girls which, as also in the case of chil

dren of farm owners, appears to indicate that these children have been

Sex and Age 0

Males 7-14
15-19
20-25

Females 7-14

15-19
20-25

per Cent

10 20 0 10 20 30 40

JL

30 No Schcoling iS3Above 7th Grade

Source: Based on Table XVI,

Figure 24. Per cent of white children of farm tenant and laborer
relief households having specified schooling, by sex and

age, 10 counties of Tennessee, 1935

retarded in their school work. Over 30 per cent of the girls in the 15 to

19 year age group have completed grade school, compared with less than 18

per cent of the boys. The percentage attaining eighth grade schooling is

greater in the 20 to 25 year age group, being about 35 for both girls and

boys, indicating that many farm boys and girls probably first enter grade

school when in their teens.

About 7 per cent more girls than boys in the 15 to 19 year age group

have comploted high school, but in the 20 to 25 year age group a slightly

higher percentage of boys have gone to high school. This indicates that

more girls drop out of school in this age group or that boys continue their

school work longer.

The educational status of children among Negro farm tenants and

laborers is low. Of Negro boys and girls 15 to 19, about 30 per cent of

the boys and IC per cent of the girls have completed the eighth grade.
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and 10 per cent of both and girls have gone to high school. In the

20 to 25 year age group no boys or girls have completed the eighth grade,

and 20 per cent of the boys have never attended any school. This evidence

of more schooling among the younger age groups denotes the recent advance

in Negro education.

The educational status of white children, especially in the older age

groups, is higher than for Negro children which may reflect the effects of

better educational opportunities for whiites in some rural areas. A con-

parison of thie educational status of white and Negro children of farm

tenant and laborer households on relief is shown in Table XVI.

TAEIE XVI. PER CENT OF CHILDREN OF FARM TENANT AND LABORER RELIEF
HCUSEHCLDS HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, 10 COUNTIES OF

TENNESSEE, 1935

Race, Sex, and Age
No

School

Grade

School

High
School College

All
Children

ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

White (Males) 7-14
15-19

13.6

1 10.1
70.7

33.6

14.8

38.4

.9

13.1

0

3.5

0

1.3

0

0

100. 0

100.0
627 •
229

20-25 1 12.9 31.7 20.6 ^1.8 7.9 4.9 0 100.0 101

(Females) 7-14 [ 13.2 70.4 15.2 .8 .4 0 0 100.0 521

15-19 7.5 26.5 35.5 19.0 10.0 1.5 0 100.0 200

20-25 11.c 26.R ic6.8 23,2 6.1 6.1 0 100.0 82

Negro (Males) 7-14
15-19

12.
0

76.6

40.C

10.6

30.0

0

20,0

0

5.0

0

5.0

0 ,
0 '

100.0

100.0

47

20*

20-25 100 .0 5**

(Females) 7-14 9.8 82.9 7.3 0 0 0 0 100.0 41

15-19 IC.G 20.0 60.0 0 10.0 0 0 100.0 10*

20-25
1 I I

100.0 1**

* Small sample.
** Not shown by age or educational groups due to small sample.

Education of Children of Non-Farm Households

Both boys and girls of the white non-farm group have been retarded in

their educational progress. About 14 per cent of both boys and girls of

the 7 to 14 year age groups have never attended school, but this percentage

is less than 11 for boys and 9 for girls in thiO 15 to 19 year age group

■2' ■;
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(Figure 25). A higher percentage of both bqys said girls 20 to 25 years of

age have grade sohocl education than those 15 to 19, which indicates, as in

the rase of children of farm owners and tenants> that many non-farm boys

Sex and Age

Male 7-14

Female

15-19

20-25

7-14
15-19

Per Cent

0 10 20 0 10 20 30 40

3 1 1 1 1

ww;. nW-aaWWWWWj

P

\A\\V>^\VV\AyAA\\\\\A\\i

No Schooling SS3 Above 7th Grade
Source: Based on Table XVII.

Figure 25. Per cent of white children of non-farm relief households
having specified schooling, by sex and age, 10 counties

of Tennessee, 1935

begin and continue s<!hool in their teens. Or iris in this group remain in

school longer than hoys. In each age group a lower percentage of girls than

beys have never attended school. About 11 per cent more girls than bcyS

in the 20 to 25 year age group, and 2.per cent in the 15 to 19 year age

group, have trainirfg-above the seventh grade. In the 20 to 25 year age

group, 8 per cent mere girls than boys have attended high school or college.

The educational status of non-farm bov» and girls is ldw«-.O.f the

Negro beys 15 to 19, only 8 per cent have completed the grade school and

none have any high school training. Of those in the 20 to 25 year age group

none have gone above the seventh grade. Although there are but few Negro

girls in each age group, they appear to have advanced farther in school

work than Negro boys. Of 22 Negrc girls 15 to 10 years of age, 11 have

progressed above the seventh grade, and 7 have gone to high school; while

of 37 boys in this age grcr3.p only 3 have gene beyond tV.e seventh grade and
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only 1 has attended high school. A compsLrison of the education of white

and Negro boys and girls is shown in Table XVII.

TABLE XVII. PER GENT OF CHILDREN OP NGN-FARM RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS
HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY RACE, SEX, AND AGE, 10

COLWIES OF TENNESSEE, 1935

i No } Gr ade High All
Race, Sex, and Age School- 2ohool School College Chi].dren

1 ing 1-4 5-? B 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

White (Males) 7-14 1 14.1 71.1 13.8 .8 .2 0 0 100.0 602
15-19 10.6 24.6 36.9 16.1 5.9 4.7 1.2 100,0 236
2C-25 14.3 25.5 30.6 13.3 2.0 12.3 2.0 100.0 08

(.Females) 7-14 14.0 68.3 15.3 2.2 .2 0 0 100.0 45b
15-19 8.9 27.9 33,2 13.7 5.8 8.9 1.6 100,0 190
20-25 12.2 13.5 33.8 16 .2 4.0 16.2 4.1 100.0 74

Negro (Males) 7-14 13.2 71.7 13.2 0 1 1.9 0 0 100.0 53
15-19 16, 56.0 20.0 8,0 0 0 0 100,0 25*
20-25 16.7 33.3 50.0 0 0 0 0 100.0 12*

(Females) 7-14 10.4 71.7 14.9 3,0 0 0 0 100.0 67
15-19 18.2 22.7 31.8 9.1 18.2 0 0 100.0 22*
20-25 100.0 6 *

♦ Small sair.ple.

Education of Children, by Tenure

There appears to be little difference in the educational status of

white children of the non-farm and farm ovmer groups, but the children in

both of these groups have attained higher grades than have those of farm

tenants and laborers. About twice as msmy children of the farm owner and

non—farm group have attended high school or above as have children of farm

tenants and laborers. Although a smaller percentage of the white children

of farm, tenants and laborers have no schooling compared with non-farm, and

farm owner children, a noticeably smaller percentage have education above

the seventh grade (Figure 26), A larger percentage of the children of

farm owners have no schooling at- all, compared with the other tenure groups.

However, those who remain in school, even if they enter when long past

school age, advance farther. A larger percentage of girls than b#"boyB in



 

 

Tenure and Sex

Male
7arin Owners

Farm Tenants

Ncn-Parm
Female

Fiarm Owners
Farm Tenants
Won-Farm

Per Cent

10 20

& Laborers

4 Laborers

10 20

_ 1 1 \\SS\A
SWWI

sxss\sy

No Sohocling E3 Above 7th Grade

Sovjroe; Based on Table XVIII.
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Figure 26. Per cent of white children 7 to 25 years of age of
relief households having specified schooling, by tenure,

10 counties of Tennessee, 1935

each tenure group have at^.ained grades beyond the seventh grade (Table XVIIllt

Among Negro boys, a larger percentage of the non-farm group have never

attended school, and a lower percentage are educated beyond the.;fteveijth

grade, compared with the farm tenant and laborer group. It appears that

TABLE XVIII. PER CENT OF TOITE AND NEGRO CHILDREN 7 TO 25 YEARS
OF AGE OP RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY

TENURE, 10 COUNTIES OP TENNESSEE, 1935

Color, Sox, and Tenure
1 No
School

ing

Grade

School

High
School

1
College

All

Children
1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

White (Males)
Farm Owners

Farm Tenants & Laborers

N on-Farm.

16.2

12.6

13.2

52.5

57.7

54.6

20.2

21.1

21.4

6.9

6.1

6.0

1.7

1.7

1.8

1.9

.8

2.5

.6
0

.5

100.0

100.0

100.0

480

957

936
(Females)

Farm Owners

Farm Tenants 4 Laborers

Non-Farm.

14.5

11.6

12.6

46.2

55.C

52.9

22.2

21.4

21.5

11.8

7.6

6.4

3,2

3,4

2,0

1.8

1.0

3.8

.3

0

.8

100.0

100.0

100.0

338

803

762

Negro (Males)
Farm Owners
Farm Tenants & Laborers
Non-Farm

9.7
14.5

61.1
62.2

20.8
20.0

5.6
2.2

1.4
1.1

1.4
0

0
0

100.0

100.0
100.0

72
90

(Females)
Farm Owners

Farm Tenants & Laborers
N on-Farm

9,6 89.2

56.8

19.3

20.0
0

4.2

1,9

4.2

0

3.2

0

0

100.0

100.0

100.0

7*

52

95

* Sample too small to compare by educational groups.
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more emphasis has been placed on education by the rural Negroes, or that

the Negro boys with little schooling have drifted to the towns and vil

lages . It may be noted that Negro girls of the non-farm group appear to

have higher education than those of the tenant and laborer group although

the percontago having no schooling is also slightly higher. Over two-

thirds of all the Negroes in the State, prior to 1933, have resided in the

rural sections, which may partly account for the better education of Negro

children in the country and their high educational status, compared with

the non-farm group A lower percentage of Negro girls in each tenure

group, compared with boys, have no schooling at all. Also, Negro girls

appear to have advanced in school farther than boys in the farm owner and

non-farm groups.

School Attendance of Children

A very high percentage of the children of relief clients age 6 to 15

years do not attend school, although they fall within the age of compul

sory attendance. This is especially true of children of farm owners. Over

28 per cent of those children 6 to 9 years of age are not in school, but

this percentage is about 18, for the 10 to 13 year age group (Figure 27).

This indicates that many of the children are late in starting their edu

cational preparation. After the age "of compulsory attendance is passed

the children drop out of school very rapidly.

Of all children 6 to 25 years of age, a higher percentage of white

girls are in school than white boys. On a percentage basis, more girls

are in school in every tenure group (Figure 28). Among white,farm owners.

(l) Caliver, Ambrose, Rural Elementary Education Among Negroes, p. 1;
Office of Education, United States Department of Interior, Washington,
D. C.
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•^ , Figure 27. Per Cent of white male children of farm owner relief
households in school, by age, 10 counties of Tennessee,

1935

a larger number of the boys stay out of school than in the other groups,

which partly accounts for the larger percentage of farm owner children mth

no schooling, compared with children of farm tenant and laborer households.

Race and Sex

White (Males)

Negro (Males)

(Females)

Per Cent

IC 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
T—r T

..... . . . . 4 . . . 4 . 4 4 t 4 . . * « > 4 «> . i . . . .. « .

(Femai es)
' r * • jl' * ** ************ * * * * ^

S \ \\ V W W \ Ww \ \.V\ \i
t M * 1 t

yr V
i : I ■ \ ' ^2

Farm Owners iSS Farm Tenants GS Uon-Farm
and Laborers

Source: Based on Table XIX.

Figure 28. Per cent of children in school, 6 to 25 years of age, of
relief households, by race, sex, and tenure, 10 counties

. of Tennessee, 1935

A larger percentage of Negro than white boys and girls in the farm

tenant and laborer group; and a larger percentage of Negro girls thajn white
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girls in the non-farm group, hire been Ja tohool.

Table XIX gives the school attendance of all children on relief by-

race, tenure, sex, and age groups.

TABLE XIX. SCHOOL ATTENDANCE OF CHELDLEN ON RELIEF; PER CENT Ox^'
CHILDREN IN SCHOOL, BY AGE, SEX, AND RACE IN 10 COUNTIES

OF TENNESSEE, 1935

AGE j FARM GTliNERS FARM TENANTS AND LABORERS NON- FARM
In In In

School Total School Total School Total
11 ■- No. % No. % No.

White (Males)
6-9 1 71.7 92 70.2 399 73.1 279

10-13 1 81.7 126 84.0 357 85.5 242
14-15 1 70.7 41 64.6 147 62.3 106
16-17 1 21.1 38 32.4 105 34.6 78
18-20 1 7.4 68 9.8 132 18.8 8521-25 j 2.0 51 2.4 83 7.4 68

Total 1 51.0 416 1 59.2 1223 61.2 858

1 White (Females)
6-9 83.5 97 73.3 352 77.5 236

10-13 83,5 115 87.5 303 85.4 226
14-15 61.0 41 76.6 128 69.0 126
16-17 26.7 45 29,0 124 37.1 62
18-20 17.2 29 24.7 89 29.1 79
21-25 17.9 28 1.6 62 8.5 59

Total 63.1 355 64.3 1058 65.2 788

1 Negro (Males) *

6-9 100.0 2 57,9 19 66.7 30
10-13 50.0 4 83,3 36 75.0 28
14-15 0 0 90,9 11 84.6 13
16-17 0 1 40.0 5 25.0 4
18-20 0 1 50.C 2 13.6 22

21-25 0 1 0 3 0 7

Total 44 .4 9 71.1 76 53.8 104

Negro (PeiLales \ '
1*

6-9 75.0 4 57.0 25 65.7 35
10-13 33.0 3 I 69.5 19 91.7 36

14-15 100.0 1 1 60.0 5 70.0 20
16-17 0 0 7 77,8 9
18-20 0 0 j 33,3 3 33,3 9
21-25 C 3 i 0 3 0 7

Total 1 11 1 61.3 62 69.0 116

♦ Sample small in the older age groups.

. •///.
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A higher percentage of children of non-relief households in every ago

group attend school than of relief families (Fig\ire 28). Of 3,061 chil

dren of relief families, 7 to 13 years of age, 82 per cent are in school,

whereas the percentage is slightly above 90 in the general population. As

their age increases a leu*ger number of children of relief families drop

out of school, than is the case with children of the general population.

Age

7-13

14 - 15

16 - 17

18 - 20

Q_ 10
•r-j

20 30
' \ "

Per Cent

40 50 ?P 70 80 90 l(p
I i i I T

J. 1 1
iSa Non-Relief 12.3 Relief

Source; 1930 Census of Population.
DRS-109A and DRS-60 schedules
representing 4,720 children.

Figure 28. Per cont of children of relief and non-relief population
in school, by ago groups, 12 counties of Tennessee,

1930 - 1935

(Whites and Negroes oombinod)

Children of relief households are late in getting started to school.

As previously discussed, a larger percentage of children 10 to 13 years

of age attend school than those of the 6 to 9 year age group. This may

also be true of the general population but Census data, which only gives

school attendance of children 7 to 13 years of age, do not permit a com

parison to be made.
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GENERAL STOaiARY

Size of Family

All Relief Fandlies Family heads with the most formal education
have the smallest families. The average size of family for all white
and Negro heads with no schooling is 5 persons; for heads who have eighth
grade school education, 4.6 persons; for heads with high school training,
3.5 persons; and for heads who have attended college, 3.2 persons.

Farm Owner Families.- I'Hiite farm owner heads of relief households
who have completed the last two years of high school have families av
eraging 1.1 persons less than those having only grade school education,
apd 1.3 persons less than those who have not attended any school.

Farm Tenant and Laborer Families.- The average size relief family
of white heads having no schooling is 5«3 p)er8on6, or 0.2 persons larger
than those having only eighth grade training, 0.8 persona larger than
those having high school training, apd 2.3 persons larger than those who
have attended college.

Non-Farm Families.- The average size white non-farm relief family
of heads having either no schooling or education upder the eighth grade
is 4.5. The average size becomes smaller as the education of the heads
increases, being 3.2 persons for families of heads who have attended
college.

Comparison by Occupation and Tenure.- In every educational group,
except the college class where the sample" is small, the heads of white
non-farm relief households have smaller families, compared with farm
owners, tenants and laborers. Farm tenants and laborers with education
above the eighth grade have larger families than owners, whereas among
the groups having eighth grade schooling or less there is little dif
ference in size of familv.

Size of Fgmilies, by Counties.- When the heads of relief households
are divideH~into educational groups by counties, the heads of the larger
size households have less education than those with smaller families.

Size of Fsurm

Farm Owners.- The average size of farm operated by white owners on
relief who haveno schooling is 16 acres. This is 7 acres less than that
of owners with eighth grade schooling, and 31 acres less than those with
education above the eighth grade.

The average nxusbor of acres operated by white farm owners on relief
is Itirgor in every coxmty for those having schooling above the fourth
grade. In practically every educational group farm owners operate larger
farms than tenants.

ii.
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Farm Tononts«- The averago size of farm operated by white farm
tenants on relief is 11 acres for those who hove not attended any school,
13 for those who have oomploted only the eighth grade, and 16 for those
who have high school education# Farm tenants on relief with education
abovo the fourth grade operate larger farms than those with loss school
ing in all counties except Cocko and Blount, whore there is no difference.

Valuo of Property and Indebtedness

All Relief Clients#- The average valuo of property owned by white
males is lowest for those having no schooling, and highest fcr those who
have above 2 years of high school training, the amounts being $110 and
''.IZZ respectively. However, clients with no schooling have the lowest
debts, averaging $64 per household; while those with education above 2
years of high school have an average debt of $292, Although relief
clients with most education have the largest debts, they also possess
more property; thus, their net resources are larger than those with less
education#

The average net rosourcos of white female heads with schooling
above the fourth grade are groator than those with fourth grade educa
tion or below; and the resources of females exceed those of malos in
each educational group#

The average not resources of both white male and female relief
clients, with fourth grade schooling or less, are greater than those of
Negroes of both soxos#

Farm Operators#- Among white male farm operators on relief, tho
bettor educated have tho higher not resources#

Non-Farm Heads#- The average net resources of white male non-farm
relief' clients who are educated beyond the fourth grade are )164 greater
than those who have fourth grade education or less#

Fann Operators ecid Non-Farm Heads Compared.- The average net re-
sour ceiF^fTP'anr'oTimer~r"oTrer~?rren^i~^x^eeaTT^ose of farm tenants and
laborers, and of non-farm clients in each educational group# Among
clients who have not completed the fifth grade, farm owners average four
times the not resources of both tho non-farm clients, and tho farm
tenant and laborer clients. In tho group with fifth grade education
or abovo, both farm owners and ncxi-farm clients excel the farm tenants
and laborers in average net resources#

Home Production Used ̂  Family Living

Farm Owners#- The white households with bettor educated heads
ropor^ETiorG linstock per family, and a larger percentage report having
some livestock than those with less education. Of each 100 owners with
schooling above the fourth grade, six more report gardens than do those
with less education; five more report dairy cows; three more report
poultry; two moro report canning enterprises; and nino more report hogs #
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""^hite female heads with higher education also possess more resources
than those with less schooling.

■j'arm Tenants and Laborers.- Among farm tenants and laborers on re
lief a, larger percentage of the better schooled group report the various
resources. Heads having schooling above the fourth grade have two and
one-half times as many dairy cows per family, about twice as many hogSi
and slightly more poultry than those vrith less education. Over 58 per
cent of all tenants and laborers (all educational groups combined) have
no dairy cows, and almost half own no hogs.

Farm Owners and Form Tenants and Laborers Comptu"ed.- Of each 100
white farm operators who have nbt progressed beyond tiie fourth grade,
about twice as many oivners as tenants and laborers report dairy cows;
slightly more have hogs, gardens, and are engaged in canning enterprises.
These differences are relatively the same among operators with education
above the fourth grade.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

This is a preliminary report on the relation of education of Tenn-

essuo rural^ ^ relief clients to their social and economic conditions#
But littlo data have heretofore been a.vailable on this subject.

Do the rural relief clients with the higher education have larger or

smaller families than those of less schooling? Do they operate larger

size farms? Own more property? Have loss debts? Maintain higher levels

of living? Are persons with the better education found less frequently

on the relief rolls?

In a previous report in this series the educational status of these

rural relief families was presented# This report endeavors to answer the

above questions, such information being of fundamental importance in

making plans for the permanent rohabilitation of relief families. Data

of this kind are also desirable as a basis for formulating long-time

social policies designed to develop programs for raising the standards of

living of families on relief#

Data on which the report is based are obtained from surveys of 2,873

relief families, in 12 representative counties of Tonnosseo. Those sur

veys have been a cooperative project between the Division of Statistics,

Finance, and Resesu'ch, FERA, Washington, D. C#; the Tennessee Emergency

Relief Administration (later transferred to the Tennessee Works Progress

(l) "Rural" refers to the open country, and to all other centers with
a population under 5,000#

1. .
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Administration); and the Agricultural Experiment Station, University of

Tennessee, Knoxville, Tennessee. Funds for the study have been furnished

by the FERA to the TERA, and later the TV/C, the organization seleotod to

serve as disbursing agent•-

One of these surveys, DRS-109A, entitled Survey of Current Changes

f 2 )in the Rural Relief Population; 'consisted of 2,663 schedules representing

a 50 per cent sample of all relief households in 10 of the 12 counties

shown in Figure 1. The other survey, URS-SO, entitled Survey of Rural

(5)Problem Areas, ccanprised 210 schedules of relief families in the other

two counties, Bledsoe and Grainger.

All of the information presented is based on case study interviews

with families when these households applied for relief, the data being

obtained in onsv/er to a series of questions on printed schedules. The

sample in each county, when broken down by race, sex, age, and tenure, is

relatively small. Therefore, before any definite conclusions can be

drawn regarding the situation in a particular county, a much more thorough

study is desirable.

Grateful acknowledgment is made to Dr. J. H. Pearson, United States

Office of Education^ and Dr. J. E. Avent, College of Education, University

of Tennessee. Through them a number of WPA workers have been made avail

able who rendered valuable assistance in tabulating the data on which

the study is based.

(2) Schedules in this stxrvoy have boon takbn Juno to December, 1935.
(3) Schedules in this survey have been taken June, 1934.

. • • • • V • •
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CHAPTER II

SIZE OF FiaiILY(^-)

A large family may or may not be a factor in making relief necessary,

depending iA,pon the extent to which the members can be gainfully employed

in support of the family.. However, most of the members of the large-size

relief families consist of children who are attending school or are too

young to work, and of unemployables.

All Relief Families

Households on relief tend to be relatively large where the hesais

have schooling below high school. Of the 2,586 households reporting size

of family, none contain more than 6 persons where the heads of the fam

ilies have received education above high school (Figure 2). Furthermore,

'x'-

Number Persons
in Household

Per Cent

10

10
11 None

None12 or more

L_J
Source; Based an Table I.

Figure 2. Per cent of heads of relief households having schooling
above the eighth grade', by size of family, 12

counties of Tennessee, 1935
(Whites and Negroes combined)

(l) "Family" represents the number of persons at home who are dependent
upon tho head.
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of the 29 households composed of IX or more persons« none of the heads

have schooling above the eighth grade* A considerably larger peroentage

of the one-person households have high school or college training. In

general, as the size of family increases the percentage of heads having

formal training above the grade school is lowor. Family heads vdth the

most formal education have the smallest families. The average size of

family for all white and Negro heads with no schooling is 5 persons;

for heads who have eighth grade education, 4.6 persons; for heads with

high school training, 3,5 persons; and for heads who have attended col

lege, 3.2 persons (Table l)» In over 83 per cent of the families having

more than 4 persons the head did not attain the eighth grade.

TABLE I. PER CENT OF HEADS OF RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS HAVING SPECIFIED

SCHOOLING, BY SIZE OF FAMILY, 12 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE, 1935
(VTilTES AND NEGROES COMBINED)

N\inibcr Persons No Srado
—ss.

aTi
in School- School School College Heads

Household xng 1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

1 23.9 25.7 20.3 10.2 3 .4 11.9 6.8 100.0 59
2 20.2 36.7 20.9 11.6 4.0 6.0 .6 100.0 302

3 15.6 33.5 26.6 15.7 4.3 5.6 .7 100.0 447

4 14.3 35.0 25.8 16.6 3.5 3.2 1.6 100.0 434

5 14.4 38.3 27.5 11.7 4.5 2.9 .7 100.0 418

6 13.0 34.0 33.4 12.4 3.9 3.0 .3 100.0 332

7 16.6 44.4 26.5 10.4 • 8 1.3 0 100.0 241

8 14.8 42.6 28.4 11.4 1.7 1.1 0 100.0 176

9 22.7 34.1 28.4 8.0 4.5 2.3 0 100.0 86

10 31.7 36.6 21.7 5.0 5.0 0 0 100.0 60

11 20.0 46.6 26.7 6.7 0 0 0 100.0 15

12 or Over 14.2 35.8 28.6 21.4 0 0 0 100.0 14

Average Size*
of Family 1 5.0 1 4.7 4.7 4.6 3.5 3.5 3.2 4,8

* The average sizo of family, by educational groups, was calculated by
dividing the total nmber of persons in these households by the total
nmber of families*



Farm Ovmer Families

yfhiteB.- Approximately one-fifth of the white heads of 1 to 2 per

son households have attended school above the seventh grade, compared

with one-eighth in the households composed of 7 or more persons (Figure

3). There arc no heads among farm owners who report college training,

which may indicate that the bettor schooled farmers are not forced to

sock relief.

Number Persons

in Household 0

Per Cent

10 15 20

1-3
4-6

7 and Over
I I

Source: Based on Table II.

Figure 3. Per cent of heads of white farm owner relief households
having schooling above the seventh grade, by size of family,

12 coimties of Tennessee, 1935

The average size of family is considerably larger among the groups

with the least education (Table II). Farm owner heads of relief house

holds who completed the last two years of high school have families av

eraging 1 person loss than those having only grade school education

or those who have not attended any school.

TABLE II,

HOLDS

PER CENT OF HEADS OF VHITE FARM OV'NER RELIEF HOUSE-

HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY SIZE OF FAMILY,
12 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE, 1935

Number Persons No Grade High All

in School School School College Heads

Household ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

1-3 U,l 28.2 2S;9" 14*1 2.S 3.8 0 100.0 78

4-6 17.3 35.3 33.1 10.5 3.0 .8 0 100.0 133

7 and Over 18.0 45.0 25.0 10.0 1.0 1.0 0 100,0 100

Average l^izo
of Family 5.3 5.7 5.2 5.1 4.6 4.0 0 5.4
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Negroofl«- There were only 13 Negro farm owners on relief* Those

with families of 1 to 3 persons have education above the eighth grade,

while those with larger families have schooling below that grade*

Farm Tenant and Laborer Pgimilies

l".TiitOB«- The heads of white farm tenant and laboror households

having tho least schooling have the larger size families. Among the

households of 1 to 3 persons, 5.2 por oont of the heads have more than

elementary school training, whilo In the households with 7 or more por«»

sons this percentage la considerably lower being 2.8 (Figure 4).

Number Persons
in Household

Per Cent

2 3 4

1-3

4-6
7 «id over

bS*

L X X
Source: Based on Table IIIf

Figure 4. Per cent of white farm tenant and laborer relief households
having schooling above the eighth grade, by size of family.,

12 counties of Tennessee, 1935

The average size of family for heads having no schooling is 5.3

persons or over 2 persons larger than for families where the heads have

college training (Table III).

Negroes.- Although the sample of Negro heads of tho tenant end

laboror group is small, it appoars that the heads with littlo or no

schooling have tho larger sizo families. Tho average size of families

of heads with education loss than tho fifth grade is 6 persons, which

is 2 persons loss than households in which tho hoads havo attcndod

high school.

• , 

•VJ'

- •'t A-, tSLo •



 

 

� 

�  

 

, ,v"

8.

TABLE III. PER CENT 0? HEADS OP FARI.; TENANT AND LABORER RELIEF
HOUSEHOLDS HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY SIZE OF PAillLY,

12 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE, 1935

Number Persons 1 i?o Grade High All
in School Schoo! School Col lege Heads

Household ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-10 n-iz Over 12 % No.

I'Tiite 1-3 15.1 39.7 27.7 12«3 3.8 1.0 .4 100.0 292
4-6 13.1 37.7 31.0 13.8 3.3 1.1 0 100.0 542

7 and Over 17.5 39.4 29.2 11.1 2.5 .3 0 100.0 315
Average Size
of Family 5.3 5.2 5.2 5.1 5.0 4.5 3.0 5.:

Negro 1-3 9.0 45.6 9.0 9.0 100«0 nr
4-6 8.0 48.0 24.0 12.0 4.0 4.0 0 100.0 24*

7 and Over 12.5 56.2 25.0 6.3 0 0 0 100.0 16*
Average Size
of Family 6.0 5.9 5.5 5.5 3.0 4.0 0 5..5

Non-Farm Families

TlTiites«- Almost one-third of the heads of non-farm households of

1 to 5 persona have schooling above the eighth grade, compared with one-

eighth of those with families of 7 or more persons (Figure 5)» The av-

erage size family for hoods having no schooling or education under the

eighth grade is 4»6, and the size of household is smaller as the educa

tion of the heads increases, being 3t2 persons for families where the

heads have attended college (Table IV).

Per Cent

in Household

1-3
4-6

7 and Over

i" i "T ^

.a

r 1 : 1

'*"4'

Source: Based on Table IV.

Figure 5. Per cent of non-farm relief households having schooling
above the seventh grade, by size of family, 12 counties

of Tonncsaoo, 1935

'. -'i
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Negroes»« Among Negro non-farm relief heads there appears to be

little correlation between the size of family and their education. This

might be due to tho lower death rate amtmg children of the bettor edu

cated families.

TABLE IV. PER CENT OP

SPECIFIED SCHOOLING
HEADS OP NON-PARil RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS HAVING
, BY SIZE OF FAIRLY, 12 COUNTIES OF

TENNESSEE, 1935

Number Persons No GraAe liigh All
in School So hoc! School College Heads

Household ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-lU 11-12 Over 12 % No,
TlVhite 1-3 14.5 28.5 22.2 16.2 4.6 ii.8 2.2 IM.O 3S6

4-6 13.3 81.4 25.2 15.5 5.5 6.7 2.4 100,0 420
7 and Over 21.9 40.4 24.7 8.2 1.4 3.4 0 100.0 146

Average Size
of Family 4.6 4,6 4.6 4.2 4.1 3.6 3.2 4.4

Negro 1-3 ^4.6 40.4 7.7 1.9 0 0 160.6
4-6 21.8 47.3 21.8 7.3 1.8 0 0 100.0 55

7 and Over 15.4 61.5 7.7 7.7 7,7 0 0 100.0 \Z*
Average Size
of Family 4.0 4.4 4.1 4.0 4.5 0 0 4.1

Size of Family, by Occupation tind Tenure

In eyory educational group, except tho college class, tho heads of

the non-farm relief households have the imaller size families (Figure

6). There appears to be little difference in tho size of families of

farm ovmors smd farm tenants and laborers, where the heads have educa

tion below high school. However, farm tenant and laborer hoads with

education above tho eighth grade havo larger familios than ovmors.

This may indicate that form ownor hoads with highor education are bet

ter able to stay off of relief rolls.

-U; V. t ;.
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Number of Persons in Household

0 1 2 3 4 5 6Education

No Schooling fi I s f I I n > I I I f I t H I I n I I I I ̂  1 I I
* * * * >

5-7

8

9 -10

11 -12
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* * * *
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College

All Relief
Clients

s

t 11 n M t ! * t it t i I M till ■<.<■* I

n.................^. .,P)^f

'>vC4:»v;4:4V.v>>r4v:.v:4T4V»v>:4W4v:
^*®t^'VXV4.%'%'*.'WV4.%XliW*.V%*,V%%XVVVi. . 4 4 4. <»111 i I f t n I mI* ■ 11 f f I Y n n > I y,i t i n I Y I i t M $ 1^1,1 'I ^

t^S Farm Owners K\M Tenants gg Non-Farm
and Laborers

* There have been no farm owners with college educa
tion on relief, and only one farm tenant.

Source: Based on Tables II, III, and IV.

Figure 6. Average size of white relief households of heads having
specified schooling, by tenure and occupation, 12 counties of

Tennessee, 1936

Size of Family, by Counties

The size of family of white relief households varies from 5.3 per

sons in Hawkins County to 4.3 persons in Fayette County (Figure 7). As

previously discussed, a number of factors sure rosponsiblo for the

variation in the size of relief families when compared by counties, such

as mobility of families on relief, tenure, and type of farming area.

When the heads of these relief households, however, are divided into

educational groups, it appears that the heads of the larger size house-

■ '-".V
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Number Persons in Household

County

Hawkins
Blcdsoo
Cocko
Hondorson
Stewart
Williamson
Franklin

Anderson
Grainger
Blount
White

Payette

r T

'f7} vC •

Source: Based on Table V.

Figure 7. Average size of white relief households, 12
counties of Tennessee, 1935

holds hare less education than those which have smaller families. This

is true in each county studied. For example, in Cocke County the heads

of relief households who have foiarth grade schooling or loss have fam

ilies averaging 5.7 persons, while heads who have schooling above the

fourth grade have families of 4.3 persons (Table V),

TABLE V. AVERAGE SIZE OF FAMILY OF WHITE HEADS OF RELIEF
HOLDS*, BY EDUCATIONAL GROUPS, 12 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE,

HOUSE-

1935

County
^"Krs^s Per Pamily Within feach yd^a^t^naTSroup™"
Grade 4 and Below Abovo Fourth Grade Average

Hawkins 5.4 5.2 5.3
Bledsoe 5.3 5.0 5.2
Cocke 5.7 4.3 6,1
Henderson 6.3 4.2 5.1
Stewart 5.1 4.1 5.0
Williamson 5.0 4.0 4.9
Franklin 5.0 4.6 4.9
Anderson 4.9 4.0 4.8
Grainger 5.0 4.0 4.8
Blount 5,1 4«4 4.6
White 4.6 4.1 4.4
Fayette 4.7 4.0 4,3

* No county with less thtai 100 households.

, ^ .yrvj-.
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dEki^ER III

SIZE OP FARM

, '•i'* ■■."v

Farm Owners

When 11 covmties are grouped together as a representative sample,

white farm owners with higher schooling in general operate the larger

farms# The average size of farm operated by owners on relief who have

no Bohooling is 16 acres. This is 7 acres loss than that of owners with

eighth grade schooling, and 31 acres loss than those who havo education

above tho olomontory grades (Figure 8). Whon tho farm ownors are divid

ed into two groups, by size of form operated, it is found that, of E12

0
Education- X"

10

No Schoolini
Grade 1 -

5-7
8Above 8 ^ j ^

Average Number Acres
20 30

rT
40

T"
45

T"

1 1 1
Source: Based on Table VI.

Figure 8» Average size of form operated by white farm dwners on
relief, by educational groups, 11 oevaitios of Tennessee, 1935

who own forms averaging above 9 acres, 20 per cent have schooling above

the seventh grade; while of the 147 whose farms average below 9 acres,

only 12 per cent have education above the seventh grade*

Of the 19 farm owners on relief who have farms under 3 acres, none

havo education above tho seventh grado* On the other hand, of 15 farm

owners who operate farms above 100 acres, seven have schooling above

tho seventh grade*

12.

^ \A-yr :•

f f.'-
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Tablo VI shows tho number of farm owners on relief by educational

groups, and the average acreage of farms owned by the relief clients

within each group. Although the sample of Negro operators is probably

small to be reprosentatire, Negroes operate smaller farms than do whites*

TABLE VI. AVERA® SIZE OP FARM OPERATED BY WHITE AND NEQIO FARM

Eduoati<»i of Heads
Slse of Farm Operated (Acres; kum^er of Operators

Whites ifogroes ^TMtes Negroes
No Schooling 16 3 72 1
Grade 1 • 4 18 17 131 4

5-7 19 8 86 3
8 23 0 67 0

Above 8 47 9 13 2
All Oporators 20 11 359 10

In tho 11 counties studied in Toxmossoo tho avorago sixo of farm

operated by white owners on relief is 20 acres, whereas in a relief study

in North Dakota, farms operated by relief clients average 350 acres

Farm Tenants

Tho size of farm operated by white farm tenants on relief is 11

acres for those who have not attended any school, and 16 for those who

have high school education (Figure 9)* When tho farm tenants ore

divided into two groups according to size of farm operated, it is found

that of 350 who have farms bolow 9 acros, 12 por cent havo education

above the seventh grade. Of 481 tenants operating farms above 9 acres,

19 per cent have schooling above the seventh grade.

(l) Grillette, J. M., and MoCrae, J. A», Analysis of the Farm Relief Load,
p. 7, North Dakota ERA and Division of ResearoFi, Statistics, and
Finance, PERA, Washington, D. C*, Juno 1935.



  

�

u.

Education

AvoTago Htunbor Acres
4 8

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

Above 8

12

as

JL 1
Source: Based on Table VII.

Figure 9« Average size of form operated by white farm tenants en
relief, by educational groups, 11 counties of Tonnossee, 1935

Table VII shows that farms of Negro tenonts on relief ecre larger

in some oases than those of whites* This sample is small to be repre

sentative, but this difference might bo due in part to the fact that

over 60 per cent of the Negro tenants are croppers who operate large

farms.

TABLE VII. AVERAGE SIZE OP FARM OPERATED BY WHITE AND NEGRO FARM
TENANTS ON RELIEF, BY EDUCATIONAL GROUPS, 11 COUNTIES OF

Education of Heads j Size of Farm OperateSTfAcrosT Number of Operators
Whites Nogrecs Whites Negroes

No Schooling 11 11 137 2
Grade 1-4 IS 13 333 14

5-7 15 13 228 5
8 13 36 100 3

Above 8 16 24 33 2
All Operators 13 16 B31 26

. - "S • . • •••'

• ' -i*. ' 

Size of Farms, by County

Form Owners.- The avorago number of acres operated by form owners

on relief is larger in every county for those having schooling above the

fourth grade (Figure 10), The wide county variation in size of farm is

due in part to the type of farming* In Henderson County, for example,

the average size of farm operated by rollof clients with schooling above
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County 0

Bonderson
r

Average Number Acree
10 20 SO 40 50

T T
60 70

T
80

T

Franklin

Bledsoe

«vi.^vk.xxxww\m.xxvvvvv^^^

s'■#.• S- ty :■ y.--, u iT?,.r-vs>r^ • •. -.vj
WWWMXXXXXX^XXXXXXWWXXXXV

"^11 liana on

Payotte

Stewart

Cocke

White

Blount

Hawkins

Anderson

xxxxxxxxxxxxxx*

'•

J L
Above fourth grade ESS 0 to fourth grade
** No cases reporting
Source: Baaed on Table VIII.

Figure 10. Average number of acres operated by white farm ovmers
on relief, by educational groups, 11 counties of Tennessee,1935

the fourth grade is 74 acres and the average size of farm of the non-

relief(^^ population is 112 seres. In Anderson County, on the other hand,
farms operated by relief clients with education above the fourth grade,
average only 7 aoro«, but those of the non-relief clients average only

61 acres.

Farm Tenants.- Farm tenants on relief with education above the

fourth grade, operate as an average, larger farms than do those with less

schooling in all counties except Cocke and Blount (Figure 11). The si?e

of farm of tenants on relief, as in the case of farm owners, appears to

(2) 1935 Census of Agriculture.
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: „■'' • County 0
r

10 20 30 40 50
"T

60

"

Blodsoo

VTilliamson

Frtaiklln

Fayotto

Stowort

Whito

Hondoraon

Blount

Cooko

Anderson

Hawkins

HHi

•» V \

1:^

mao

I 1 1 j 1
Above fourth grade ESS^ bo fourth grade
Source: Based on Table VIII.

Figure 11. Average number of acres operated by whito farm tenants
on relief, by educational groups, 11 counties of Tennessee, 1935

vary almost directly with the size of farms of the non-relief population,

being relatively smaller* In Bledsoe County where the average size farm

of tenants on relief who have education above the fourth grade is 60

acres, the average size of non-relief ^ farms is 65. On the other hand,
in Hawkins County whore the average size of farms of tenants with school

ing abovo tho fourth grade is 7 acres, the farms of non-relief tenants

avoreigod only 41 acres.

In practically every educational group tho farm owners on relief

operate larger farms than tenants as shown in Table VIII.

(3) 1935 Census of Agriculture.
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TABLP VIII. AVERAGE NUMBER OP ACRES OPERATED BY WHITE FARM OWNERS
AND TENANTS ON RELIEF, BY EDUCATIONAL GROUPS, 11 COUNTIES

OF TENNESSEE, 1935

Acres Operated by Owners Acres Operated by Tenants
County 0 to Fourth Above Fovjrth 0 to Fourth Above Fourth

Grade Grade Grade Grade

Renders on 6 74 12 14
Franklin 46 63 20 22
Bledsoo 43 60 21 60
Williamson 26 43 26 37
Fayetto 0 30 16 18
Stewart 18 19 15 18
Cooke 12 16 9 9
White 16 17 15 17

Blount 9 13 11 11
Hawkins 7 9 5 7
Anders on 6 7 6 7

Average |1 11 22 12 15
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CHAPTER rv

VALUE OP PROPERTY AND INDEBTEDNESS

The resources and liabilities of relief families may be regarded as

one index of their former earning capacity and spending habits. Misfor-

tme, resulting in lack of material resources in relief households, has

undoubtedly placed many rural people in need of outside aid, regardless

of their educational status. Howorer, if information regarding economic

and educational status is known, many families, vindor the proper super

vision, might be partly or completely rehabilitated if they ore provided

with assistance.

All Relief Clients

White Males.- The average value of property owned by white males

is lowest for those having no schooling, and highest for those who have

above 2 years of high school, the amounts being $110 and $722 respectively

(Figure 12).
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Figure 12. Average Value of all property of whito male heads of
relief households, by educational grQups, 9 counties of

Tennessee, 193$
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Over four-fifths of all relief clients with education below the

eighth grade own property worth less than $172, or below the avobago of

all educational groups* Among non-property owners, 30 por cent have

schooling i but Mly 13 per cent of those owning property have no schooling•

Of 1,008 relief oasos studied, 13 por cent report no indebtedness*

The average debt for those reporting liabilities is $99. Clients with no

schooling have the lowest debts, averaging $64 per household, while those

with education above 2 years of high school have cui average of $292

(Figure 13)»

Dollars

Education 0 100 200 300I 1 r
No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10
Over 10
Avereige

Source: Based on Table IX.

Figure 13. Average debts of white male heads of relief house
holds, by educational groups, 9 counties of Tennessee, 1935

Although relief clients with most education have the largest liabil

ities, they also possess more property, and their not resources aro con

siderably larger than those with loss education (Figure 14).

The average value of property reported by white male relief clients

exceeds their indebtedness by $84, which indicates a relatively low eco

nomic status of the majority of people seeking relief, regardless of

their education (Table IX). The gonoral lack of rosources, evident in

all educational groups, rather than the amount of indebtedness, is the
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Figure 14. Average net resources of white male heads of relief house
holds, by educational groups, 9 counties of Tonnessoe, 1935

TABLE IX. AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL PROPERTY OF WHITE LIALE HEADS OF
RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY EDUCATIONAL GROUPS, 9 COUNTIES

OP TENNESSEE, 1935

Education
Average Value Aver age Average Net
of Property* Debts** Resources

No Schooling 0110 064 046
Grade 1-4 145 74 71

5-7 171 92 79
8 241 126 115

9 -10 285 172 113
Over 10 722 292 430

All Groups 0 195 0 99 ■? 84
cases ** cases

more significant thing in the study of the economic condition of relief

clients. For instance, non-relief farms, in one of the oomties studied,

have an average mortgage debt of |3,396, compared with $452 per mort

gaged relief farra.^^^
Ifhite Males and Females.- The average net resources of female heads

with schooling above the fourth grade are 012 greater than those with

fourth grade education or below, and the resources of females exceed those

of males in both educational groups (Figure 15).

(1) 1930 Census of Agriculture.
Allred, C» B., Raskopf, B. D., Matthews, 11. T., Tosch, 0. A., Rural
Relief and Rehabilitation Possibilities in Williamson Comty, TShnes-
see, p. 28, Cooperative Plan of tlijral Research, May 1936,^ Bibliographyll
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Figure 15. Average not resourcos of white male and female heads of
relief households, by educational groups, 9 counties of

Tonnossoo, 1935

The average value of property owned by white female heads of relief

households is §39 greater than that for males, and their average debts

are §5 less. Although the females with schooling below the fifth grade

have incurred higher debts than males, they own more property, which

gives them greater net resources. A ccoiparison of the value of property,

and of debts, of male and female relief clients by oduoational groups is

shown in Table X.

T\BLE X. AVERAGE VALUE OF PROPERTY AND DEBTS OP WHITE IIALE AND
PEl'ALE HEADS OF RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY EDUCATIONAL GROUPS,

9 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE, 1939f

Education
Average Property Value Average Debts
Halo 8 Females Malos Females

Grade 0-4

Above 4th Grade
§136
233

§203
236

§ 71
128

§ 82
103

All Heads $18S $222 § 99 § 94

Negroes.- The net resources of Negro female relief clients are also

greater than those of rfialeS, in both educational groups (Figure 16).

Female heads with higher education possess considorably higher not re-

sovrcos than those with little bchooling, the rovorso of tho situation

■r'a

' ■ '' M



Dollars

Education 0

Grado 0-4

Abovo fourth

i t * 111 I t |,»j

50

T
100 150

Avoraec

22.

SS Fonalos CS3 Males
Souroo: Basod on Table XI.

Figure 16. Average not resources of Negro male and female heads of
relief households^ by educational groups, 9 counties of

Tennessee, 1935

among male heads. The average net resovroes of female heads who have

little or no schooling, are '57 greater than these for male heads; whereas

females who have schooling abovo the fourth grado have resources averag

ing 5116 more than males.

Among Nogroos on relief, it appoors that fomalo heads who have con

siderable schooling, havo accumulated more property, and less debts, than

males of the same eduoational status. In the groups with little school

ing, female heads have less debts, but also less property (Table XI).

TABlJi: XI. AVERAGE VALUE OF PROPERTY AND DEBTS OP NEGRO MALE AND
FEMLE HEADS OF RELIEF HOUSEHDLDS, BY EDUCATIONAL GROPPS,

Education
Average Debts

Males Females Males Females

Grade 0-4

Above 4th Grade

$ 89
91

5 54
167

$59
70

$17
30

All Heads 5 90 ' ̂  55 $63 $21

• 73 males; 29 females.

Negroes and 'Whites Compared.- The not resources of both white male

and white female relief clients, with fourth grade schooling or loss, oro

greator than those of Negroes of both sexes (Figvare 17). Among clients
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Figure 17. Average net resources of heads of rolief households, by
educational groups, race and box, 9 counties of Tennessee, 1935

who are educated beyond the fourth grade, the resources of Negro male

heads are considerably smaller than those of white heads; but those of

,(2)Negro females are higher than those of white female headsi ' Negro

females in this educational group have smaller debts than the whites.

However, the average net resources of all Negro females, regardless of

education, are less than those of white females.

Farm Owners

Among white male farm owners on relief, the bettor educated have the

higher not resources. Those with schooling above the fourth grade have

an average property valuation of $457, and average debts of $215. Those

with fourth grade education or less own property averaging $310, with

debts of $124. Although the debts of the farm owners with the most edu

cation are higher, the value of their property is still higher, thus

giving them greater net wealth (Figure 18).

The average value of property, and debts, of white and Negro farm

(2) Possibly duo to small sample.

A.-
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300

Figure 18.. Average net resources of white male farm ovmer heads of
relief households, by educational groups, 9 coxmtios of

Tonnossoo, 1935

owner relief clients is shown in Table XII. Although the sample is too

small to compare white and Negro females by educational groups, it may be

seen that the average net resoixrces of Negroes of both sexes are lower

than those of whites.

Education

TABLE XII, AVERAGE VALDE OF ALL PROPERTY AND DEBTS OP FARM OTVNER
HEADS OP RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY EDUCATIONAL GROUPS, 9 COUNTIES

OF TENNESSEE, 1935*

Average PropertyValue Average Debts
fees

Males I Females
Negroes
Males

Whites
TISTSs females

Negroes
Males

Grade 0-4

Above 4th Grade

$310
457 ♦* ♦*

All Heads

$124
215

**

*♦

»*

3302 TOT
* 104 white males; 16 white females; 7 Negro males; no Negro foma
** Inadequate sample.

OSf

Farm Tenants and Laborers

?rhito male form tenants and laborers with fourth grade education or

below have slightly higher net resources than those with more schooling

(Figtn*e 19). The better educated possess more property, but have incur

red more obligations.

As in the case of farm owners, there are too few in the sample of

whit© females to compare by educational groups. However, there is little
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Figure 10. Average not resources of white male farm tenant and
laborer heads of relief households, by educational groups,

9 coimties of Tennessee, 1935

difference in the average net resources of all white male and female

heads (Table XIIl). Male clients have more property but more debts.

TABLE XIII. AVERAGE VALUE OP ALL PROPERTY AND DEBTS OF FARM TENANT
AND LABORER HEADS OP RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY EDUCATIONAL GROUPS^

9 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE, 1935»

Education
Average Property Value Average Debts

Whitos Negroes TVhitos Negroes
Males Females Males Females Males 1 Females Stales Females

Grade 0-4 $110 ** ** $65 **

Abovo 4th Grade 128 ** *♦ * * 91 1 ** ** **

All Heads $118 ??99 566 $se $ 78 1 $64' '■ 549 515

7 —- w f W

** Inadequate sample.

Net resources of male Negro heads are lower than those of whites*

Both Negro male and female heads average the same amount of property, but

Negro females have less debts.

N on-Form Heads

The average not resources of white male non-farm relief clionts who

are educated beyond the foiarth grade are $164 greater than those who

have not completed the fourth grade (Figure 20),

The group of better educated clients have average property valued at
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Figure 20, Average net resources of white male non-farm heads of
relief households, by educational groups, 9 counties

of Tennessee, 1935

$338 and debts of $127, compared with $118 and $71 respectively, for those

with schooling below the fifth grade.

White females with little education possess more property but have

incurred more obligations than males of the same educational status.

Among those who havo more schooling, the rovorso is true (Tablo XlT)«

TABLE XIV. AVERAGE VALUE OF ALL PROPERTY AND DEBTS OP NON-FARM
HEADS OF RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS, BY EDUCATIONAL GROUPS, 9

COUNTIES OP TENNESSEE, 1935*

Education

Average Proporty Value Average Debts
WhiLtcs Negroes Ltes Negroes

Malos Females Males Fomales Malos Females Males Females
Grade 0-4

Above 4th Grade
$11B

1 338
$197
262

J3 85

118
5 63
142

71

127
$ 62
102

$ 59
70

3 17
29

All Heads 1 $232 $236 $ 97 $ 78 5 98 3 94 $ 65 3 21
* 285 white males; 113 white females; 36 Negro males; 22 Negro females.

Among Negro non-farm heads, the average not resources of both males

and femAles are higher in the better schooled groups, as is the case of

white heads. Negro females, in each educational group, possess higher

average not resouroos than do males*

White Male Heads, by Occupation and Tenure

The average net resources of farm owner relief clients exceed those

of farm tenants and laborers, and those of non-farm clients, in both
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educational groups (Piguro 21). Among clients who have not completod the

fifth grade, farm owners average four times the not resources of ncn-farni.
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Source: Based on Tables XII, XIII, and XIV.

Figure 21. Average net resources of white male heads of reMef house
holds, by tenure, occupation, and educational groups, 9 counties

of Tennessee, 1935

and farm tenant and laborer clients. In the group with better education,

both farm owners and non-farm clients excel the farm tenants and laborers,

in average net resources. The land owned by farm owners on relief ac-

coTints for the high valuation of their property compared with other tenure

groups.
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CMPTER V

PRODUCTION USED IN FAlvilLY LIVINg(I)

In this ehft^dr a study is made of the gardens, canning projects,

and livestock of relief families, by educational groups.

Farm Owners

^^te Males.- In each of the factors considered, which contribute

toward batter family living, a larger percentage of the better educated

owner-operators report thoso resources than of the loss educated group.

Of each 100 owners with training above the fourth grade, six more report

gardens than do those with less education; five more report dairy cows;

three more report poultry; two more report canning enterprises; and nine

more report hogs (Figure 22).
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Figure 22. Per cent of white male farm owners on relief reporting
various rosouroes, by educational groups, 9 counties of

Tennessee, 1935

(1) Many of the schedules of relief clients contain no data regarding
resources, which accounts for the small number Ifl some samples.

28
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Only a small percentage of relief clients in each educational group

report certain of the resources. For instance, over 40 per cent of both

groups report having no hogs.

That a comparatively large percentage report having some kind of

garden, and as engaging in canning enterprises, is partly due to the fact

that relief agencies encouraged these projects in the various coxmties.

The households with better educated heads have more livestock per

family than those with loss education* liale farm owners who have advanced

beyond the fourth grade average 0.7 more hogs per family, and slightly

more dairy cows and poultry than those with loss education (Table XV).

TABLE XV. PER CENT OP WHITE FARM OWNERS ON RELIEF REPORTINO VARIOUS
RESOURCES, AND NUlfflER PER FAJvilLY, BY EDUCATION GROUPS,

9 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE, 1935*

Education of Family Heads
Per Cent Reporting; Males Females

Grade 0-4 Above Fourth Grade 0-4 Above Fourth

Grade Grade
Gardens 92.0 98.0 60.0 98.0
Dairy Cows 75.0 80.0 33.0 80.0
Poultry 71.0 74.0 66.0 74,0
Canning Enterprises 71.0 73.0 49.0 73.0
Hogs 51.0 60,0 32.0 60,0
Nxunber l^er Ipamily:
Dairy Cows 1.2 1.4 1.0 1.1
Poultry 27.0 28.0 20,0 31.0
Hogs 1.2 1.9 1.1 3.3

males) 14 or more cases reporting each enterprise among females.

White Females.- Although the sample within each educational group is

small, from the cases studied it appears that female heads with higher

education possess more resources than do those with less schooling. While

the females with least schooling have fewer resources than males of the

same educational status, the bettor educated group of females report more

gardens, poultry, and hogs than the loss educated group.
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Whites and Nogroos.- No comparison of whites and Negroes can be

made due to the small sample of Negro relief clients* Of the nine Negro

households, six report having gardens and poultry, but only three report

a dairy oowV hogs, or canning.

Farm Tenants and Laborers

Italos«- Among farm tenants and laborers on relief, a larger'

percentage of the bettor schooled group report each of the resources than

in the group with little schooling (Pigviro 23).
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Figure 23. Per cent of white male farm tenants and laborers on relief
reporting various resources, by educational groups, 9 counties

of Tonnossee, 1935

Over 58 per cont of all the tenants and laborers (both educational

groups combined) have no dairy cows, and almost half own no hogs.

The average number of livestock per family is also greater where the

provider has better education. The heads having schooling above the

fourth grade have two and ono-half times as many dairy cows per family,

about twice as many hogs, and slightly more poultry, than those with loss

education (Table XVI).
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TABLE XVI. PER CENT OP WHITE FARM TENANTS AND LABORERS ON RELIEF
REPORTING VARIOUS RESOURCES, AND NUMBER PER P/VMILY, BY EDU

CATIONAL CEOUPS, 9 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE, 1935*

Per Cent Reporting:
Grade 0-4

Education of Family Heads
FemaleMale

Above Fourth
Grade

Grade 0-4 Above Fourth

Grade
Gardens

Canning Enterprises
Poultry
Hogs
DS-iry Cows

ly:

88.0
78.0

71.0

52,0
39.0

92.0

84.0

74.0

56,0

42.0

81.0

72.0

40.0

16.0

25.0

92,0

84.0

59.0
27.0
36.0

Poultry
Hogs
Dairy Cows

20.0

1.2

1.0

23.0

2.3

2.6

16.0

1.0

1.0

20.0
2.1

1.1or more male cases reporting eao^T^nfer^iBT;
12 or more female cases reporting each enterprise.

Females.- A larger percentage of the better educated group of

female clients report h; ving the various resources, compared with those

of little schooling. Among females with little schooling, 84 per cent

have no hogs, 75 per cent no dairy cows, and 60 per cent no poultry.

Among the better educated females these percentages are 73, 64, and 41,

respectively. The relative percentage differences smong females in the

educational groups are greater than among males, but a higher percentage

of males report the various resources in each educational group (TableXVl).

yfhites and Nogroes.- A smaller number of Negro relief cases, com

pared with whites, report each typo of ontorpriso. Of tho 33 Nogro re

lief cases, only 5 have hogs, 8 havo dairy cows, 19 have poultry, 24 do

canning, and 27 have gardens. This sample is too small to justify a com

parison by educational groups, but it shows tho general lack of these

enterprises among Negro clients.
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Comparison of Rosources of Ovmors, and Tenants and Laborers

Of the farm operators who have not progressed beyond the fourth grade,

about twice as many owners as tenants and laborers report dairy cowsi a

slightly higher percentage have hogs and gardens; and a slightly smaller

percentage arc engaged in canning enterprises (Figure 24). The percent

ages reporting poultry are the somo for both groups, but farm owners pos

sess a larger number per family.
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Figure 24. Per cent of white male farm operators on relief with
grade 0 •• 4 schooling reporting various resources,

9 counties of Tezmessee, 1935

Among farm operators who have gone beyond the fourth grade, 38 por

cont more owners than tenants and laborers report dairy cows, a slightly

larger percentage have gardens, but a slightly lower percentage report

canning projects and hogs (Figure 25),

It is noteworthy that in both educaticsial groups, farm owners report

considerably more dairy cows but that there are relatively small differ

ences in the other enterprises. It appears that farm tenants on relief

tend to have less resources of the kind that require larger investments.
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Figure 25. Per cent of white male farm operators on roliof with
schooling abovo the fourth grade reporting various re~

so\arces, 9 counties of Tennessee, 1935
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GENERAL SUMMARY

1. The eduoetlonal atatua of farm operators in different areas of Ten
nessee varies oonsiderably in surveys made but a few years apart. This
variation is probably due to differences in the ability of eountios to
finance education, to urban influences, eind mobility of farm operators;
also possibly in some cases to differonces in methods of soouring tho
data.

E. In almost all of the 22 counties studied, over three-fourths of
the white farm operators have not attended high school. This pereontage
is abovo 95 in throe counties. Tho poroontago of farm operators with
no formal education whatever, ranges from none in Madison County in
1920 to 29,5 in Monroe Counl^ in 1925. In a survey of Ovorton County
in 1936 about 10 per cent of tho operators have not attended any school.
Few of the operators in any of the surveys have attended college#

3. In practically every farm survey the educational status of white
farm owners is higher than that of white farm tenants. Tjjo reverse
appears to bo true among Negroes, farm tenants being bettor schooled
than owners.

4. Porn operators under 44 years of ago have better education than
those who are 45 years of age or older. This is true for both white
and Negro owners and tenants.

5. Low educational attainment among farm operators is also character,
istio of other states. In surveys mode in several other states more
than 55 per cent of the farm operators have education boloiw the
eighth grade.

my, ̂

•O' •,

•

v.T': -T' 'i- / ■••• • ■ ■

iii.



 

Chapter I

; ' introduction

This la a prelinlnary raport dealinj irtth the eduoatlon of farm
operators in Tennessee. The purpose ef the study is to brinj tojether,
in graphic and statistical form, arailable information on the educa
tional status of select groups of form operators analyzed by raoo.
tenure, and education*

The data on which the report is based are obtained from surveys of
22 counties, representing 2.670 schedules. The dates of these sun^ys
vary, the earliest being made in Knox County in 1917, representing
73 schedules. The latest surveys have been made in Crockett and Over-

ton Counties in the summer and fall of 1936 respectively, and comprise
261 schedules The location of the counties studied; authority for
the survey; and date, kind, and number of schedules of each survey,
is shewn in Table I and Figure 1*

No attempt is made to treat the data of these surveys exhaustively,
but rather to present information in non-technical form.

The sample in many counties, when broken down by race, sox, ago,

tenure, and educational groups is relatively small. For that reason,

before any final conclusions are drawn regarding the.educational situa

tion within a particular county, a more thorough study is desirable.

Grateful acknowledgment is made to Dr. J, H. Pearson, United States

Office of Education, Washington, D. C., and Dr. J. E. Avont, College of

(1) More schodulos in thoso surveys havo boon secured but are not
included in this report since they are not completed.

A
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Education, Tftilversity of Tannesaw. Through thorn a number of WPA workers

have been made available who rendered valuable assistanoe in tabulating

tho data on which ihe report is based*

TABLE I. KIND, DATE, AND NUMBER OF SCHEDULES OF EACH SURVEY,
22 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE

dounty Kind of Survey Date Nunibor of
Schedules

Knox

Washington
Overton
6 Counties Combined
(Hardin, Chester,
Henderson,
Shelby, Gibson,
Obion. Woakloy,
Henry)

^arm Management (i;
(1)
(2)
(3)

19W
1925
1925
1932

^8
52

56

75

Crockett Farm Management and
soil Conservation (4) 1936 125

Maaison

Williamson
Montgomery
Overton

Standard of Living (5)
It II II

II II II

(6)

1920
1920

1921
1936

145 ' ■"
152
164
136

Pickett
Monroe
Bledsoe
Roane
Campbell
Scott
T^'^hite

Farm Survey ^7;
tl II

II If

II M

n II

II 11

It "

1922
1925
1925
1931
1932
1932
1932

140
200
229
302
400
190
133

(2) Dopartiaont of Agricultural Eoo nooiics, and Agricultural Extension
Service, University of Tonnossoo.

(3) Agricultural Extension Service, University of Tennessee*
(4) Agricultural EconiMnios Department, University of Tennessee, United

States Bureau of Agricultural Economics, and United States Soil Con
servation Service, and Agricultural Adjustment Administration*

(5) Dopartmont of Agricultural Economics, University of Tonnossoo, and
United States Bureau of Agricultural Economics*

(6) Department of Agriculttiral Fconomios, University of Tennessee and
Resettlement Administration*

(7) Department of Rural Education, Research Students, University of
Tennessee*

A knowledge of the educational status of rural people is desirable

as a bMis for a well-planned program of both adult and ohild eduoaticn.
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for thoae who have little or no schooling; to enable the tbiversity to

better train teachers for rural schools; and to make the work of the

country schools more nearly meet the needs of the farm communities.

Many factors have a direct bearing on the edueatiaial opportunities

within the counties which should be borne in mind when considering the

educational statue of rural people. One of the most important is the

comparative ability of the counties to finance governmental services,

such as education.

A study of tho fiscal capacity of Tennessee counties was

in 1935 by the Department of Agricultural Economics and Rural Sociology,

Tennessee Agricultural Experiment Station. In this study consideration

was given to the ability of tho counties to finance services on a per

capita basis. The ranking of the coxaities is shown in Table II.

TABLE II. RANK IN FISCAL CAPACITY PER CAPITA OP THE COUNTIES
STUDIED IN THIS REPORT, COMPARED WITH THE 95 COUNTIES

County Fiscal County Fia oal County Fiscal
Capacity Capacity Capacity

SheIby 1 Weakley 18 White 60
Knox 4 Henry 20 Henderson 61
Madison 6 Williamson 24 Hardin 65
Washington 7 Roane 28 Chester 67
Gibson 8 Counpbell 37 Scott 73
Ob ion 11 Crockett 44 Overton 76
Montgomery 14 Monroe 49 Bledsoo 84

1 1 iia
Pickett 96

Tosch, C« A., Comparative Ability of Toanessoo Counties to
Finance Their Governmental Functions, Cooperative Plan oT
Kural Research, Tennessee Agricultural Experiment Station, FWPA,
and TWC, 1935.

TsTsy fiscal capacity is meant the present relative tax paying ability
of counties, based upon both resources and liabilities. Examples of
factors used in determining tho fiscal capacity of counties are:
estimated true wealth, net agricultural income and retail sales.
Federal and State aid, total tox levy, net public debt, number of
children under 15 years of ago, amount needed to raise the value of
school property to |185 per child of school age, and other factors.

" *
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Two other important factors whioh influence educational opportun

ities are soils and urban influences. In general, areas having favorable

soil and topography have comparatively high financial capacity. Also

the oconomio influence of cities hove a direct bearing upon the fiscal

capacity of a county, and in turn upon the ability to finance education.

The location cf the counties studied in relation to soil groupings eind

urban centers is shown in Figures 1, 2, end 8.
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(Ob ion Montgomery Pickett^ Sootts
We

i Overton-*j^^r ^

Wllliamflonriiu^'^^®
Henry

is son
Knox

Cro

nderson
cane

adison

Monroe
Bledsoe♦HardinChester

'^Shelby
Figure 1» Location of counties studied In this report
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Source

Mississippi Bottom
Central West Tennessee Plateau
Eastern West Tennessee Plateau
Highland Rim

Soil Groups, Department of Agricultural Economics, Univer
sity of Tennessee (unpublished map)*
Figure 2, Natural soil divisions of the State*

Central Basin
Cumberland Plateau
East Tennessee Volley
UngJea Range

uon

O ohvillo
O xvill

O
o

o
o

Mo phis

0o 20 000 200 000
andChattanoogc

Source: Census of Population, 1930.

49,000 Over

Q ^^-s, 100,000_ 19.000 f ^ to
9;000 ^^199,999

Q10^000

Figure 3* Location and size of oitios having over 5,000
population, 1930



Chapter II

EDUCATION OP YfHITE FARM OPERATORS

(Ovmers and Tenants Combined)

Of the surveys made in 22 counties, only a few include information

on education by sex, race, and tenure. In some of the counties only

data on the education of farm owners are available, while in others the

education of all heads of households (tenants and laborers combined) is

given.

In this chapter consideration is given to the educational status of

white male and female hoads, farm owners and tenants combined. The data

are shown by year of survey, frowesurliest to latest, for comparison.

In the following chapters the education of farm operators, by age, tenure,

ftTiH sex is shown; and then the education of farm operators compared with

those of other states.

Williamson County, 1920

Of the 135 white farm operators studied, about 18 per cent have

no schooling and slightly more than 62 per cent have not attained the

eighth grade (Pig\ire 4). A larger proportion of the owner-operators

Education 5

Per Cent

10

r T
15
T T

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10

11 -12 _
Above 12 BBS

f—r

i.
Source: Based on Table III.

Figure 4. Per cent of white male and female owner and tenant heads of
farm households having specified schooling, Williamson

County, 1920

"(Tl Ninety-two of these operators are owners and 43 are tenants.
6.
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have fifth to sovonth grade schooling than any other oduoatienal group*

Nino of the operators have somo oollogo odueation*

Madison County, 1920

In the survey of Madison County all of the 88 farm operatorst^) re>

port having some sohooling, btrt about 70 per cent have not completed the

eighth grade (Figure 5). A larger proportion of the operators have first

Education

Grade 1-4

5-7
6

9 -10
11 -It

Above 12

Per Cent

Zl.
1 i 1 1 t 1 T~1

. 1

mSi
r^i 1 1 1 1 1

Source: Based on Table III*

Figure 5* Per cent of white male owner and tenant heads of farm
households having specified schooling, Madison County, 1920

to fourth grade sohooling than any other educational group* Four of

the operators have stsno oollogo education*

Montgomery County, 1921

There are 102 white farm operators in this survey Of these about

7 per cent have not attended any sehool and about 81 per cent have not

reached the eighth grade (Figure 6). A larger proportion of the opera

tors have first to fourth grade schooling than any other educational

group. Only 2 have attended college.

(2) Fifty-three of these operators are owners and 55 are tenants. No
female operators are reported in this survey*

(3) Sixty-three of these operators are owners and 39 are tenants*



 

 

- ' v.;V-: \ -"

8.

Education

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10
11 -12

Above 12

5

T

Per Cent

10 15 20
T T T

25

T
30
"T

35 40

T

. . V>-v.V,- V, w vr<;r\ -.j. v;;,

I 1
Source: Based on Table III.

1 1

Figure 6. Per cent of white male and female ovmer and tenant ho^ds
of farm households having specified schooling,

Montgomery County, 1921

Pickett Couniy, 1922

The educational attainment of the white farm operators of the

Pickett County survey in 1922 is lower than most of the other counties

studied. Of the 140 operators, d)out 21 per cent have no schooling,

and almost 86 per cent have education below the eighth grade (Figure 7).

A larger proportion of the operators have first to fourth grade school

ing than any other educational group. Only one has some college training.

Education

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10

11 -la
Above 12

\ T

Per Cent

10 15 20
T ■f" f-

± X ± ±» there are no farm operators in thijTeduoatlonal grdtp
Source: Based on Table III.

Figure 7. Per cent of white male and female owner and tenant heads
of farm households having specified schooling,

Pickett County, 1922

Monroe County, 1925

The educational status of the 200 white farm operators of the

Monroe County survey in 1925, is also relatively low. Almost 30 per

• rj\\ ;
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cent of the operators have no schooling, and 88 per cent have schooling

below the eighth grade (Figure 8). A larger proportion of the heads

have first to fourth grade schooling than any of the other educational

groups. None of the operators have attended college.

Education

Per Cent

10 15 20 35 40

No Schooling
Grade 1 • 4

5-7
8

9 -10
11 -12

25

I t t ( I I
Source: Based on Table III.

Figure 8. Per cent of white male and female owner and tenant
heads of farm h^seholds having specified schooling,

Monroe County, 1925

Bledsoo County, 1925

Of the 229 white farm operators- studied in Bledsoo County in 1925,

about 7 per cent have no schooling and about 76 per cent have no eighth

grade educaticm (Figure 9). There is no difference in the number who

Per Cent

Education

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10

11 -12
Above 12

10

T"
15 20 25

T
30

T"
35

~r

J L X 1
Source: Based on Table III.

Figure 9. Per cent of white male and female owner and tenant heads
of farm households laving specified schooling, Bledsoo County,1925

:c.-

' v: -.r.—
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have first to fourth grade schooling and those who have fifth to seventh

grade schooling. Two of the operators have attended college,

Roane County, 1931

There are 302 white farm operators in the Roane County survey of

1931, Of these slightly more than 16 per cent have not atteiided any

school, and 46 per cent have education below the eighth grade (Figure 10).

A larger proportion of the operators have eighth grade schooling than

any of the other educational groups# Nineteen of the operators have at

tended oollogo, 10 being collego graduates.

Education

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10
11 -12

Above 12

Per Cent

10 16 20 25

i.± 1
Source: Based on Table III*

Figtare 10, Per eent of white male and female csmer and tenant heads
of form households having specified schooling,

Roane County, 1931

Campbell County, 1932

In the survey of Campbell County about 6 per cent of the 400 white

farm operators report no schooling, and about 58 per cent have not at

tained the eighth grade (Figure 11), A greater percentage of the

operators have fifth to seventh grade schooling than any of the other

educational groups, Thlrty-ono of the operators have gone to oollege,

7 being college graduates.
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Education 0

Per Cent

10 15 20

"T
26

"T
No Sohooling SSSIa^^SSS
Grade 1 - 4

5-7
8

9 -10
11 -12

Above 12
T

Source: Based on Table III*

Figure 11. Per cent of white male and female owner and tenant
heads of farm households having specified schooling,

Cam^ell County, 1932

f*

White County, 1932

Of the 133 white farm operators studied in White County in 1932, 12

per cent have not attended any school, and 65 per cent have education

below the eighth grade (Figuro 12). A considerably larger percentage

of the operators have fifth to seventh grade schooling than any of the

other edvioational groups. Two of the operators have some college train

ing.

Education

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
6

9 -10
11 -12

Above 12

Per Cent

10 15 20 25 50

asm

Source: Based on Table III.

Figure 12. Per cent of white male and female owner and tenant
heads of form hoxiseholds having specified schooling.

White County, 1952

r: 
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Scott County, 1932

Less than 1 per cent of the 190 white farm operators of the Scott

County survey in 1952 havo no schooling* About 54 per cent have educa®

tion below tho eighth grade (Figure 13). A larger proportion of the

Per Cent

Education 0 6 10 15 20 25 30
r i ^ 1 ^ i r

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5 - 7.
. 8

9 -10
11 -12

Abovo 12
J ^ L

Source: Based on Table III*

Figure 13. Per cent of white male and female owner and tenant
heads of feurm households haying specified schooling,

Scott County, 1932

operators have fifth to seventh grade schooling than any of tho other

educational groups, but the percentage exceeds that for the eighth grade

by only 1*6. Nine of the operators have attended college*

(4)
Eight FoPw Tennessee Counties (Combined), 1952

In eight counties of West Tennessee, about 5 per cent of the 73

selected white farm operators have no schooling and less than 30 per cent

have education below the eighth grade (Figure 14). A larger proportion

of those operators have eighth grade schooling than any other educational

group. Nine of the operators have attended college*

(4) Seventy-three Farm Management schedules are combined from tho fol
lowing counties of West Tennessee: Hardin, Chester, Henderson,
S^iolby, Gibson, Obion, Weakloy, and Henry. The schedules are com-
bined diie to the small senile within each eounty* Slicty-one of '
these operators are owners and 12 are tenants•
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Education

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10
11 -12

Above 12

Per Cent

. 10
T

15 20 25

I
Source: Based on Table III.

Figure 14 * Per cent of white male owner and tenant heads of farm
households having Specified schooling, 8 counties of

'"est Tennessee oombinod, 1932

Crockett County, 1936

Of the 125 white farm operators in the Crockett County suiTrey of

1936, less than 2 per cent have no schooling and about 53 per oent haver'

not attained the eighth grade (Figure 15). A larger percentage of the

operators have received fifth to seventh grade schooling than any other

educational group. Six of these operators have attended college.

Per Cent

Education 20 25 30

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7

® ' ' ' ' '

8

9 -10
11 -12 i

Above 12 mamMOM

-J 1., 1
Source: Based on Table III.

Figure 15. Per cent of white male and female owner and tenant
heads of farm households having specified schooling,

Crockett County, 1936

(5) Seventy-nine of these operators are owners and 46 are tenants.
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Overton County, 1936^^^

About 10 per cent of the 136 farm operators included in the Ovorton

County survey have not attended any school, and 70 per cent have schooling

below the eighth grade (Figure 16). A larger proportion of the operators

have first to fourth grade schooling than any other educational group.

Seven of the operators have attended oollege.

Education 0

Ko Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7

8
9 -10
11 -12

^ovo 12

10

Per Cent

15 20 25 30

T
35

1

-J 1 1,.
Sourco: Basod on Tablo HI.

Figure 16. For cont of white malo owner and tenant heads of
farm households having specified schooling, Ovorton

County, 1936

Comparison by Counties

A fair comparison of the educational status of fam operators can

not be made by counties due to the different years in which the surveys

have been mode. However, Table III gives a summary of the percentage of

operators in each county who are illiterate or who have reached each

stage of schooling. In most of the covtnties over throe-fourths of the

operators have not attended high school, this percentage being above 95

in Pickett, Monroe, and Bledsoe Counties.

Pew of the operators have attended college, and in many cases the

(6) Of these oporators 107 are owners and 29 are tenants.
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TABLE III. PER CENT OP V,TJITE MLE AOT) FEMALE TENANT AND 0T7HER HEADS
OF FARM HOUSEHOLDS HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, 22 COUNTIES

School-

ing
County

Williamson
Madison
Montgomery
Pickett

Monrce

Bledsoe
Roane

Campbell
White

Scott

8 Counties

Coirbined
Crockett

Overton

17.8

0

6.8

20.7

29.5

6,6
16.2

5.5
12,0

,5

2.7

1.6

10,3

or ado
Date

Schoo! School Collego Total of Sur
5-7 6 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No. vey

21.5 22.9 9.6 9.6 11.9 6.7 100.0 135 1920
36.4 33,0 15.9 6.8 3.4 4.5 100.0 88 1920
38.2 36,2 8.9 5.9 2.0 2.0 100.0 102 1921
40.7 24.3 12,2 1.4 0 .7 100.0 140 1922
38.5 20.0 8.0 1.5 2.5 0 100.0 200 1925
34.9 34.9 20.5 .9 1.3 .9 100.0 229 1925
6.0 23.8 36.8 5.3 5.6 6.3 100,0 302 1931
25.2 27.0 19.2 7.0 8.3 7,8 100.0 400 1932
19.5 33.8 18.1 11.3 3.8 1.5 100,0 133 1932
22.1 31,1 29.5 3.7 8.4 4.7 100.0 190 1932

6.9 19.2 26.0 19.2 13.7 12.3 100,0 73 1932
23.2 28.0 24.8 11.2 6.4 4.8 100.0 125 1936
34.6 j25.0 16,4 4,4 2.2 5.1 100.0 136 1936

operators who have some college education have previously been teachers.

In general, the educational status of farmers in the counties of

West Tennessee appears to be comparatively high.
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CHAPT2R III

EDUCATION gP IfAUB PARK OPERATORS, BY TENURE

Are younger farm operatera better educated than those of mature

years? Do farm ovmers have better education than farm tenants? Are whito

farm operators better educated than Negro operators? In this chapter an

attempt is mado to answer those questions*

Separate tabulations on the educational status of farm owners have

been made for 9 counties, and in 6 of these the educational attainments

Of owners are oompared with those cf tenants. The results of the surveys

are presented by year the survey has been made, dating from earliest to

latest.

Education of White Male Farm Owners, Knox County, 1917

Less than 3 per cent of the 73 whito farm owners in the Knox County

survey of 1917 have no schooling, and about 53 por cent have not attained

the eighth grade (Figure 17).

Per Cent

JO 15 EOEducation 5

1 1 T T
25
"T"

30 35

No Schooling
Grade 1*4

5-7
8

9 -10

11 -12
Above 12

1
Source: Based on Table 17.

i. 1

Figure 17. Per cent of white male farm owners having speci
fied schooling, Knor County, 1917

It is significant that §uch a large percentage have gene boyond the
grade school. About 29 per cent of the operators have high S(jhool edu
cation or moro, and over 16 per cent have attended college#

16.
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The younger farm ovmers have the better education. Of the ovmers

15 to 44 years of age about 62 per cent have schooling above the seventh

grade, compared with about 36 per cent of those 45 yoars of ago or older

(Table IV).

TABLE IV. PER CENT OP WHITE MALE FARM OWNERS HAVING SPECIFIED
SCHOOLING, BY AGE GROUPS, KNOX COUNTY, 1917

Ag*
No

School

ing

Grad«

Sohool
High

School College Total
1-4 5r7 j 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12

15 - 44

Over 44

3.2

2.4
19.3

14.3

16.1 9.7

47.6 123.8
12.9

2.4

9.7

2.4

29.1

7.1

* 31
42

Total 2.7 16.4 34.3 i 17.8 II 6.9 5.5 16.4 75

Fducatlon of Male Operators, by Race, Age, and Tenure, Montgomery
County, 1921 ~~~~~

Farm Owners

Tiito Male Owners.** Of the 58 white male^^^ farm owners in the

Montgomery County survey of 1921, all have some schooling, but about 72

per cent have not attained the seventh grade (Figure 18).

Education

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10
11 -12

Above 12

10

T
20 

T~
30

"T
40 _i5

> 5ns;:;c.

± 1
* There are no owners who have not attended school

Source: Based on Table V.

Figure 18. Per cent of whito malo farm owners having spocifiod
schooling, Montgomery County, 1921

(1) Five white female owner-operators are reported in this survey. One
has no schooling, 3 have first to fourth grade education, and one
has fifth to seventh grade schooling.
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The younger farm owners in this survey have the best education. Of

those 15 to 44 years of age over 33 per cent have schooling above the

seventh grade, compared with 25 per cent for those who are 45 years of

age and over (Table V).

Negro Male Owners." The educational status of Negro farm owners is

low* Of 26 Negro male^^) farm owners, 23 per cent have no formal educa
tion, and nono have oduoation above the seventh grado (Figure 19). Only

3 of the Negro farm owners are under 44 years of age, so no comparison

of their educational status can be made by age groups.

Edtioation

Per Cent

10 20 30

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

6 - T

40

"T
50 60 70

Source: Based on Table V.

Figure 19. Per cent of Negro male farm owners having specified
schooling, Montgomery jCounty, 1921

^Ite and Negro Male Owners Compared.- Negro male farm owners of

Montgomery County in 1921 have infSrior education, compared with white

owners. Over 27 per cent of the white owners have education above the

seventh grado while no Negro owners have schooling above this grado

(Table V). Furthermore, about one-fourth of the Negro owners have no

schooling at all, while all of the white owners have some education.

(2) There are 2 Negro female owners who report first to fourth grado
schooling.
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TABLE V. PER CENT OP MALE FARM OWNERS HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING,
BY RACE AND AGE, MONTGOMERY COUNTY, 1921»

No Grade High
Race and Age School School School College Total

ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-lU 11-12 Over 12 % No.
Negroes (Total) 23.1 6^.4 U.5 0 0 0

■.Q IW.O 26

Whites (Total!) 0 29.3 43.1 12.1 10.3 3.5 1.7 100.0 58
Age 15-44 0 22.2 44.4 16.7 11.1 5.6 0 lOo.o 18

Over 44 0 32,5 42.5 10.0 10.0 2.5 2.5 100.0 40

* The sample of^ Negro owners is too small to be shown by age groups.

Farm Tenants

VHiite Male Tenants.» Of the 59 white tenants in the Mcntgomory

County survey of 1921 about 15 per cont havo no schooling, and over 92

per cent havo not oomplotod tho eighth grade (Figure 20).

Education 0r 10
—

Per Cent
20 30 40 50
T

Ne Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

Above 8 ^
1 1 1

Source: Based en Table VI.

Figure 20* Per eent of white sude farm tenants having speeified
sahooling, Montgonery County* 1921

The younger tenants ef Montgosvery County ore better edueoted than

those of more advance years. Of the tenants under 45 years of ago 42 per

cent have schooling above the fourth grade, compared with 26 per cent of

those 45 years ef age and over.

Negro Male Tenants.- Tho educational attainment of Negro male ten

ants is low. Of the 34 tenants, about 15 per cent have no schooling and

97 per cent have schooling below the eighth grade (Figure 21).
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Education

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

0

r
10

T

Per Cent

20 30

"T
40

"T
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T"
60 70

J L
Source: Based on Table 71.

Figure 21. Per cent of Negro male farm tenants having specified
schooling, M<aitgomery County, 1921

'^ite and Negro Male Tenants Compared»- The educational status of

Negro tenants is lower than that of white tenants. About 36 per cent of

the white tenants have schooling above the fourth grade, compared with

23 per cent for Negro tenants (Table VI).

TABLE VI. PER CENT OP MALE FARM TENANTS HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING,
BY RACE AND AGE, MONTGOMERY COUNTY, 1921

1 Ho

1 School-
I ing

Grade

School

H

Sol

Lgh
hool College Total

1-4 S-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

Negroes (Total) | 14.7
HVhites (Total) | 15.4

61.8

48.8

20.5
28.2

3.0

5.1

0

0

0

0

0

2.5

100.0

100.0

34 »

39

Ago 15-44 1 5.2
Over 44 | 25.0

47.4

50.0

91.6

25.0

10.6
0

0

0

0

0
i_

5.2

0

100.0
100.0

19
20

arc under 44 years of ago.

Farm Owners and Tenants Compared

yrhite Operators.- The educational attaiiunent of white male farm

owners is higher than that of teneuits. There are no farm owners who have

not attended school, whereas over 15 per cent of the tenants have no

schooling (Figure 22). Over 70 por cent of the white owners have educa

tion above the fourth grade, cwnpared with about 36 per cent of the white

tenants.
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» There are no farm owners having no schooling.
Source: Baaed on Tables V and VI.

Figure 22, Per cent of white male farm operators having specified
sohooling, by tenure, Montgomery County, 1921

Negro Operators.- Negro farm tenants In Montgomery County are bet

ter educated than Negro owners, the reverse of the situation among white

operators. Twenty-three per cent of the Negro owners have no schooling,

oompared with about 15 per cent for Negro tenants (Figure 23) Over 23

per cent of the Negro tenants have schooling above the fourth grade,

compared with 11 per cent of the owners.

■Si.,:-.

Education

No Schooling
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Grade 1-4
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Above 7
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uSr
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1 I
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♦ There are no Negro owners having schooling above the seventh
grade. ®

Source: Based on Tables V and VI.

Figure 23. per cent of Negro male farm operators having speci
fied schooling, by tenure, Montgcmory County,

1921

mm
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Eduoatlon of Male . arm Operators^ by Race, Age and
WTlllamaon County^ 1920 """"

Tenure,

Farm Ovmers

Vfhite Male Owners«" Of the 90 white male(®) farm owners in the

Williamson County survey in 1920, about 17 per cent have no schooling and

about 63 por cent have education bolow the eighth grade (Figure 24).

Education

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10
11 -12

Above 12

0

r

Per Cent

10
T

15
"T

20

"T

s

Source: eased on Table VII.

Figure 24. Per cent of white male farm owners having spcified
eehooling, Williamson County, 1920

Over 42 per cent of the white farm owners under 45 years of age

have schooling above the seventh grade, compared with 34 per cent of

those over 44 years of age (Table VII).

TABLE VII. PER CENT OP WHITE MALE FARM OWNERS HAVING SPECIFIED

No Grade High
Age School School School College To b̂al

ing 1-4 5-7 e 9-10 11-12 Over 12 No.

15 - 44 19.2 15.4 23,1 7.7 11.5 15.4 7.7 100.0 26
Over 44 15.6 26.6 23.4 12.5 3.1 7,8 11.0 100.0 64

Total Ifi.l" 23.3 25.S 11.1 5.6 10,0 10.0 100,0 50

Negro Male Owners.- There are only 5 male and 1 female Negro owners•

These are over 45 years of age and report no schooling.

TsJ There are 2 female farm owners. One has an eighth grade education
and the other has attended the first two years of high school.
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Farm Tenants

White Male Tenants.- Of the 43 white tenants in the Williamson

County survey of 1920, about 21 per cent report no schooling and about 63

per cent have education below the eighth grade (Figure 25).

Education

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10
11 -12

Per Cent

i I

L ±
Source: Based on Table 7III.

Figure 26. Per cent of white farm tenants having specified
schooling, Williamson County, 1920

Over 66 per cent of the tenants xmder 45 years of age have school

ing above the fourth grade and 16 per oent have no schooling. In com

parison 50 per oent of the tenants over 44 years of ago have education

above the fourth grade and 31 per cent have no formal education (Table

VIII).

Negro Male Tenants.- The educational status of Negro tenants is

low. Of the 13 Negro tenants, about one-third have net attended any

school.

TABLE VIII. PER CENT OF MALE FARM TENANTS HAVING SPECIFIED
SCHOOLING, BY RACE AND AGE, WILLIAldSON COUNTY, 1920

Race and Ago
No

School

ing

Grade

So hod

m
Sc

Lgh
'lool College Total

1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.
Negro (Totalj 30.1 50.8

16^6
23.0 0 7.7 0 7.7 100.0

43tote (Total) 20.9 23.2 4.7 16.3 16.3 0 100.0
Age 15-44

Over 44

14.S
31.1

18.5

18.8

26.0

18.8
1A
0

18.5

12.5

14.8
18,8

0

0

100.0'
100.0

27

16
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Farm Ovmers and Tenants Compared

yTiite Operators«- A larger percentage of the farm tenants have

eighth grade and high school education than farm owners. On the other

hand, a smaller percentage of the farm owners have no schooling (Figure

26). There are no tenants having any college training, whereas 10 per

cent of the owners have attended college#

•• •.
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♦ There are no tenants having any college training#
Source: Based on Tables VII and Vril,

Figure 26# Per cent of white male farm operators having speci
fied schooling, by tenure, Williamson County, 1921

Education of Male Farm Operators, by Race, Age, and
Temnre, Madison County, 1921

Farm Owners

Owners#- All the 63 white male farm owners in the

Madison County survey of 1920 have some schooling# About $4 per cent
have schooling below the eighth grade (Figure 27)#

The younger farm owners are bottor educated than those of mature
years. Of the owners under 45 years of age, 65 per cent have schooling
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Ediooation 0
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Source: Based on Table IX.

Figure 27. Per cent of white male farm owners having specified
schooling, Madison County, 1920

above the seventh grade, compared with 24 per cent of owners over 44

years of age (Table IX).

Negro Male Owners»- There are only 8 Negro male owners in this

survey. Of these 1 has no schooling, 4 have not reached the fifth grad^

6 have not completed the eighth grade, and none have schooling beyond

the eighth grade,

TABLE IX. PER CENT OP I/IALE PARH OWNERS HAVING SPECIFIED

Race and Age
No

School

ing

Grade

School
Hi

Scl10 ol College Total
1-4 5-7 8 9-lU 11-12 Over 12 % Be.

Negroes (Total)
&o«3

100,0 8»

-BTWhites ^Totai; 35,8 13,2 7.6 Ifltt.O
Age 15-44

Over 44

0

0

10.0

39.3

55,U
36,4

25,0

5,1

10.0
9.1

10,0
3.0

10,0
6.1

100.0
100,0

20
33

♦ Not shown by educational groups due to small sample.

Farm Tenants

White Male Tenants.- All of the 35 white farm tenants in the

Madison County survey of 1920 have some schooling, but about 77 per cent

have not completed the eighth grade (Figure 28),
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Figure 28* Per cent of vhite male farm tenants having specified
schooling, Uadison County, 1920

Of the tenants under 45 years of age, over 66 per cent have school

ing above the fourth grade, ccnpared with 11 per cent of those over 44

years of age*

Negro Male Tenantsi»- Negro tenants in the Madison County survey

have little schooling* About ono-fifth have not attended any school,

and about 96 per cent have not finished the grade school (Figure 29)*

Education 9.
Per Cent

10 20 30

. ;;V.2
No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

59,2

JL
Source: Based on Table X.

Figure 29. Per cent of Negro male farm tenants having specified
schooling, Madison County, 1920

The younger Negro tenants have better education than those of older

ages* About seven per cent of those under 45 years of ago have no school

ing, and 30 per cent have education above the fourth grado* In comparison,

more than a third of thoso over 44 years of ago have not gono to school,

and 9 per cent have schooling above the fourth grade (Table X).
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fABLE X. PER CENT OP MALE FARM TENANTS HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING,
BY RACE AND AGE, MADISON COUNTY, 1920

No Grade High
Race and Age School Schoo; School College Total

ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

Negroes
Age lb - 44 7.4 63.0 22.2 7,4 0 0 0 100.0 27*

Over 44 36.4 64.5 9.1 0 0 0 0 100.0 22*

Total 20,4 59.2 15.3 4.1 0 0 0 100,0 49

Tirhites

Age 15 - 44 0 34.6 34.6 26.9 3.9 0 0 100.0 26*

Over 44 0 88.9 11.1 0 0 0 0 100.0 9*

Total 0 48.6 28.6 20,0 2.8 0 0 100,0 35

samp]

'White and Negro Tenants Compared.* Negro male tenants have inferior

education compared with white tenants. Among white tenents there are no

heads who have not attended school, and over 51 per cent have schooling

above the fourth grade. Among Negro tenants 20.4 per cent have no school

ing, and only 20,4 per cent have gone above the fourth grade (Figure 30).

Per Cent
20

_______ 48.6
t'-'o'ty't'-'t'tvy £223 59.2

X X 1

Education

No Schooling

Grade 1-4

5-7

Above 7

■Whites I'.'.vi Negroes
♦ There are no white tenants with no schooling in the sample.

Source: Based on Table X.

Figure 30. Per cent of male farm tenants having specified school
ing, by race, Madison County, 1920

White Farm Owners and Tenants Compared

■White male farm owners of Williamson County have higher education

than tenants. Over 22 per cent of the owners have education above the
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eighth grade, compared with less than 3 per cent of the tenants (Figure

31),

Per Cent
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* There are no tenants having education above the second year of

high school.
Source; Based on Tables IX and X,

Figure 31, Per cent of white male farm tenants having specified
schooling, by tenure, Madison County, 1920

Education of White Male Farm Owners, Washington County, 1925
About 2 per cent of the 52 white male farm owners in the Washington

County survey of 1925 have no schooling, and about 42 per cent have school?^
ing below the eighth grade (Figure 32).
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1
Source; Based on Table XI,

1

Figure 32, Per cent of white male farm owners having specified
schooling, Washington County, 1925
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Younger farm cavners have the better eduoation. Of those under 45

years of ago all have schooling above the fourth grade, whereas of those

over 44 years of age 16 per cent have only fourth grade education or

less (Table Xl).

TABLE XI. PER CENT OP WHITE ilAIE FARM OWNERS HAVING SPECIFIED
SCHOOLING, BY AGE, PIASHINGTON COUNTY, 1925

-ITS 6rade kigh
Age School School School College Total

ing 1-4 5-7 6 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No

15 - 44 0 0 56.4 31.8 13.6 9.1 9.1 100.0 22

Over 44 3.3 13.3 30.0 33.4 6.7 3.3 10.0 100.0 30
"total 1.9 7.7 32.7 9.6 5.8 9.6 100.0 52

Eduoation of White Male Farm Owners and Tenants
(^ver^on County, 1925 and 1956(4J

Farm Owners

There appears to be little real difference in the educational status

of farm owners in Overtc. County in 1925 and 1936.^®^ Of the 56 owners

represented in the 1925 survey about 4 per cent have no schooling and

60 per cent have not attained the eighth grade. Of the 107 owners in

the 1936 survey about 10 per cent have no schooling and 66 per cent have

not finished the eighth grade (Figure 33).

A slightly higher percentage of the owners in the 1936 survey have

fifth to seventh grade, and college education, than do those of the 1925

T4r The 1936 survey is not yet completed. Of the 200 schedules which
are to be secured 136 are used in this study.

(5) The low educational status of the owners of the 1936 survey is partly
due to tho facts that many of the schedules have boon secured from
a poor section of the county, and that the owners are of advance
years. Only 21 of the 107 owners studied in 1936 are under 44 years
of age, while 23 of tho 56 owners of the 1925 survey ore reported
under 44 years of ago. Also, this is a re-survey and whenever pos
sible the enumerators have secured records from the same men covered
in 1925.
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Source: Based on Table XII.

Piguro 33. For oent of white malo farm owners having specified
schooling, Overton County, 1925 and 1936

survey, but the reverse is true in the high school group.

The younger farm owners of both the 1925 and 1936 surveys are better

educated than those of advance years. Of the owners under 45 years of

ago in the 1925 study about 52 per cont have schooling abovo the seventh

grade, compared with 33 per cent of those over 44 years of age. Also of

the owners in the 1936 study under 45 years of age 48 per cont have

eighth grade schooling or above, compared with 30 per cent of those over

44 years of ago.

Parm Tenants

No farm tenants aro reported in tho 1926 survey and only 29 in the

1936 survey. Tho tononts in tho latter eurvoy have loss education than

the owners. About 34 per cent of all owners in the 1956 study have

schooling above the seventh grade. In comparison, about 17 per cent of

the tenants have advanced beyond the seventh grade (Table XII).



 

 

31.

TABLE XII. PER CENT OF TVHITE MALE FARM OIWERS AND TENANTS HAVING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY AGE, OVERTON COUNTY, 1925 and 1936

Tenui'e

and

Age

No

School

ing

Grade | High
School 1 School College Total

1-4 1 5-7 1 S |9-iU 111-12 Over 12 ^ 1 No.
(1925 Surve;y)

Farm Owners

Age 15 - 44
Over 44

4.3

3.0
21.8
42.5

21.8
21.2

26.1
18.2

17.4

9.1
4.3

3.0
4.3
3.0

100.0

100.0

23

33
Total ^.6 33.5 31.4 ^1.4 12 .5 3.6 3.6 100.0 56

(1936 Surve;f)

21

86

Farm Owners

Age 15 •• 44
Over 44

0

12.8

!
28.6i23.8 !14.3
32.5 ;24.4 j22.1

19.0

1.2

9.5
1.2

4.8

5.8

100.0

100.0
Total 10.3 31.8 !24.3 }Z0.5 4.7 2.8 5 .6 100.0 107

Farat Tenants* 10.3 44.8 27.6'10.3 3.5 0 3.5 100.0 29

♦ Not shown by age groups dw to small sample,

Education of Selected TMte Male Farm Ovmera and Tenants,
£ Counties of Yfest Tennessee (combined), 1932(6)

Farm Owners

Of the 61 farm owners represented in the survey of 8 counties of

West Tennessee in 1932, about 3 per cent have no schooling, and 28 per

cent" have education below the eighth grade (Figia-e 34).

Education 0
Per Cent

10
T T

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7

9 -10
11 -12

Above 12
I ,1 I L

f-

-f VrV}

Source: Based on Table XIII.

Figure 34. Per cent of selected white male farm owners having
spocifiod schooling, 8 ooiaities of West Tennossoe

(Combined), 1932

(6) The educationalstatus of thoso operators is probably not represents"
tive of the operatcrs of the county as a whole since these operators
have been seleotod to koop farm management records.
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The youngor owners have tho bettor education. Of those under 46

years of age, about 62 per cent have schooling above the eighth grade,

compared with 26 per cent of those avttr *44 years of age (Table XIII).

TABLE XIII. PER CENT OP SEU5CTED WHITE HALE FARM OWNERS AND TENANTS
HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, 8 COUNTIES CP WEST TENNESSEE

(COMBINED), 1932

Tenure and Age
No

School
Grade
School

High
School College Total

ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 7" No.

Farm Owners

Age 15 - 44 2.9 0 6.9 29.4 20.6 26,5 14.7 100.0 34
Over 44 3.7 11.1 37.1 22.2 14.8 0 11.1 100.0 27
Total 3.3 4.9 19.7 ' 26.2 18.0 14.8 13,1 100,0 61

^arm Tenants
Total 100.0 12*

* Not shown by educational groups due to small sample

Fturm Tenants

Of the 12 farm tenants one-third have schooling below the eighth

grade. The samplo is too small to justify a comparison with farm owners.

Education of White Male Farm Operators, by Tenure,
Crockett County, 1956

Farm Owners

Of the 79 white^*^^ farm owners in the Crockett County survey of

1936, less than 3 per cent have no schooling, and about 52 per cent have

education below tho eighth grade (Figure 35).

Thu youngor ovmors of Crockett County have tho bettor education.

About 41 por oont of tho owners undor 45 years of ago havo schooling

above tho eighth grade, ocanparod with 14 por oont of those over 44

(7) There are also 4 Negro owners in this survey. Three of these have
first to fourth grade schooling, and one has an eighth grade educa
tion.
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Education 0

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5 - 7

T

For Cent

10
T
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T
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ihove 12
1

Source; Based on Table XIV.

Figure 35. Per cent of white male farm owners having specified
schooling, Crockett County, 1936

years of ago (Table XIV).

TABLE XIV. PER CENT OP TTHITE MALE FARM OWNERS HAVING SPECIFIED
SCHOOLING, BY AGE, CROCKETT COUNTY, 1936

No Grade High
Age School School School College Total

ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % No.

15 - 44 0 27.3 9.1 22.7 18.2 13.6 9.1 100.0 22
Over 44 3.5 19.3 35.1 28.1 7.0 1.7 5.3 100,0 57

Total 2.5 21.5 27.9 26.6 10.1 5.1 6.3 100.0 75

Farm Tenants

Of the 46 white male^®^ farm tenants in the Crockett County survey

of 1936, all have some schooling, but about 54 per cent have not attained

the eighth grade (Figure 36).

Education

Grade 1-4
5-7

8

9 -10
11 -12

Above 12

0

c T

Per Cent
101

T
so

T
30

-V'V" V-

X X
Source: Based on Table XV.

Figure 36. Por cent of white malo farm tonants having specifiod
( ^ schooling, Crockett County, 1936

(8) There are also 2 Negro farm tenants in this siorvey who have fifth
to seventh grade schooling.
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The younger farm tenants have the better oducation. Of those under

45 years of age, 75 per cent have schooling above the seventh grade, com

pared with 50 per cent of those over 44 years of age (Table XV).

TABLE XV. PER CENT OP WHITE MALE FARM TENANTS HAVING SPECIFIED
SCHOOLING, BY AGE, CROCKETT COUNTY, 1936

No Grade High V

Age School School School College Total
ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-lZ Over 12 % Ho.

15 - 44 0 12.6 12,5 31.S 18.8 18.8 6,2 100,0 16«
Over 44 0 33.3 36.7 16.7 10.0 3,3 0 100.0 30*

Total 0 26.1 28.3 21,7 13,0 8.7 2.2 loo.o 46

* Sample is small to bo representative.

Farm Owners and Tenants Compared

There appears to be but little difference in the educational status

of farm owners and tenants in the Crockett County survey in 1956. A

larger percentage of farm owners have eighth grade and college education,

but more of the tenants have attended high school (Figure 57)•
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Above 12
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ii t..' I u tiiin til 11 • f • 'iH,itiiitiiu.iit.i f M■ t,' u t > 1
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Owners C23 Tenants
Source; Based on Tables XIV and XV.

Figure 37, Per cent of white male form operators having specified
BChooling,by tenure, Crockett County, 1956
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CHAPTER IV

EDUCATION OP WHITE FARl<i OV.'NERS, ̂  STATES

Low educational attainment among farm operators characterizes the

findings of surveys in other states* Several recent studies have been

made, and in practically every survey over half the farm operators have

schooling below the eighth grade*

Results of these surveys from 3 other states are shown, with sim

ilar data for Tennessee of approximately the same date. The information

is not intended as a state wide comparison of Tennessee with other states,

since tho counties or communities surveyed may not represent the states

as a whole*

Education of White Farm Operators in Louisiana and Tennessee,
1936 and 1936 ^

In a study of the population of a selected "cut-over" area in

Louisiana, it is found that about 62 per cent of tho white heads of farm

families have schooling below tho eighth grade (Table XVI)* There is

little difforonco between the educational status of these operators and

those covered by surveys in Tennessee counties at about the same date.

TABLE XVI. PER CENT OP WHITE FARM OPERATORS HAVING SPECIFIED
SCHOOLING, SURVEY IN LOUISIANA, 1935, AND TENNESSEE, 1936

No Grade ' Blgti
Stato School School School Collogo Total

ing 1-7 8 9-12 Ovor 12 % No*

Louisiana 5.9 56*1 14.6 22.9 .5 100.0 205
Tennossoo

(Crockett County) 1.6 51*2 24.8 17*6 4.8 100.0 125
(Overton County) 10.7 53*5 26.8 7,2 1.8 100,0 56

v/AX X .bX J OXIVA UlUXWtly Jj • 1- • f eUAU, F I Y f iviCitlOlXOl £\ ciy )

The Population o^ a Selected "Cut-Over" Area in Louisiana,
Bulletin 268, Louisiana Agricultural Experimo^nt Station, and
FERA, 1936.

35.
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Education of White Farm Operators in Illinois, 1930, and
Tennessee, 1951

In a study made in 4 rural townships in Illinois in 1931, it is

found that about two-thirds of the farm operators have schooling below

the eighth grade and less than 5 per cent have schooling above high

school. In Roane County in a surrey one year later, about half the oper

ators have schooling below the eighth grade and about 6 per oent have

schooling above high school (Table XVII)»

?ABLE XVII. PER CENT OF WHITE FARl^I OPERATORS HAVING SPECIFIED
SCHOOLING, SURVEY IN ILUNOIS, 1930, AND TENNESSEE, 1951

State
Grade School ^gh School College Total

^ - 7 6 - U Over 12 % Mo.

Illinois

(4 Townships) 66.4 29.0 4.6 100,0 238
Tennessee

(Roane County) 46.0 47*7 6.3 lOO.O 302

Sources: Based on Tcd>le III, and Lindstroin, D. E., Forces Affoctinj^
Participation of Farm People in Rural Organisation, Bulletin
f 4^3, Illinois Agricultural EScperimen'fe Station, 1936.

Education of White Farm Operators in Iowa, 1916, and
Tennessee, iWo

In a survey made in a rural township of Iowa in 1916, about three-

fourths of the farmers have not attended high school, and this peroontogo

is about the same for fsirm operators of 2 Tennessee counties 4 years

later (Table XVIII).

TABLE XVIII, PER CENT OF WHITE FARM OPERATORS HAVING SPECIFIED

SCH30LIHG, SURVEY IN IOWA, 1916, AND TENNESSEE, 1920

State
Oraae Sohool High Sohool College Tbtal

0 - B 9 -12 6ver l2 % No.

Iowa
(1 Township) 75,3 15,3 9,4 100.0 85

Tennossoo

(Williamson County)
(Madison County)

71,8
85.3

^ "ttT WJ

21.5
10,2

6.7
4.5

100.0
100,0

135
88

.1
— —— " — — —— — — w — —'— o » — ~ —

Survey of Lone Tree Tawn8hip,Clay County, Iowa, Bulletin 193»
Iowa AgTTcultural Experiment Station, 1920*
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Sohooling of White Farm Operators and Wives Confined,

ii Sta^, 1922-1924 QT

In a study made of "The Farmer's Standard of Living" by the United

States Department of Agricultvire in cooperation with colleges and univer

sities from 1922 to 1924 it has been found that fcirm operators, repre—

sontative of 12 states of Eastern United States, have low education

attainment.

Of 2,316 families 56 per cent of both operators and wives reported

having only eighth grade schooling or less. In but 13,7 per cent of

the families did both husband and wife have high school training, and

only 2.5 per cent have attended college.

. ; W*" ' 
W- %

/
¥. f y

vwr."

/ i- k V*- •

* 'f

c ''c// ...

V ' f' }■ i w' '4*^' •

4-, . i.-i'v'.vr'.v

(l) Kirkpatriok, E. L., The Farmer's Standard of Living, United States
Department of Agriculture, department Bulletin f 1466, 1926,
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GENERAL SlMviARY

Educatiop of Farmers* Wires

1. In each of the four counties studied 66 per cent, or more, of the
wires of farm owners and tenants combined hare not gone to high school,
and less than 7 per cent hare attended college* The percentage of farmers*
wires haring no formal schooling raries according to the cduity, date of
surrey, and tenure. In Williamson county in 1920, 13.7 per c-ont of the
wires of white farm owners and 9,7 per cent of the wires of white tenants
report no schooling; while in Madison county, the same year, all the
white farm owner and tenent wires hare some schooling. In Orerton county
in 1936 about 7 per cent of the wires of farm operators report no formal
education.

2. V.Tiite wires under 45 years of age, of both farm owners and tenants,
hare higher education than wires 45 years of age euid orer. Howerer, in
2 counties a slightly larger percentage of the younger wires hare no
schooling. Among wires of Negro farm operators there appears to be lit
tle difference in the educational status by age, possibly due to the
fact that most of these wires are of adrance years,.compared with the
whito wires studied.

3. Negro wires hare less education than white wires of both farm owners
and tenants.

4. In two counties the wires of white farm owners are bettor educated
than those of white tenants; in one county tenants' wires hare slightly
more schooling; and in one county there appears to be little difference.
In the one county where comparisons couW be made there appears to be
little difference in the educational attainment of wires of Negro owners
and tenants.

5. In three of four counties, wires of both white owners and tenants are
better educated than their husbands. This is also true of Nogro wires
in two ooiinties.

6. Surreys in other states indicate as low educational status of farm
wires as in Tonnessoe. Orer half the wires of farm operators in other
state studios hare not attended high school.

Education of Farmers' Children

1. Both white and Negro boys and girls are retarded in their educational
progress, as indicated by the largo percentages abore 14 years of ago
who hare not completed the olomontary grades.

iii.
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iv.

2. Almost all owners* and tenants' children 7 to 25 years of age have
some schooling. In contrast a larger percentage of their parents have
no schooling.(1)

3. In the 4 counties studied, more white farm girls than boys in the 20
to fe 5 year ago group have schooling above the eighth grade, and in 2
couAiios girls have bettor education than boys in every ago group. In
2 coUntios boys appear to have made more rapid progress in the elementary
gradds.

4. Rogro farm boys and girls have loss schooling in every age group
than white children.

5. Children of white farm owners have superior education, compared with
children of white tenants. Among Negro farm children there seems to bo
little difference in educational status, by tenure.

6. A larger percentage of boys of white farm owners, 7 to 25 years of
ago, are reported in school than of girls of this age group; this is
also true of white tenant children in 3 of the 4 oovinties studied.

Among Negro children in the 2 counties studied, more girls than boys
of both owners and tenants are reported in school.

"V . •* - «.•»' -« V

■ A . . T V
i

V

(1) Allrod, C. E., and Raskopf, B. D., Education of Farm Owners and
Tenants in Tennessee, Department of Agrioultural teoonomios on3~
Rural S0^0logy. University of Tennessee, January 1936.



CH/IPTER I

INTRODUCTION

In a preTious bulletin the education of farm owners and tenants in

22 counties of Tennessee was presented. ^ The present report deals with
the education of wives and children of farmers in those counties for

which such data are available. It presents in graphic and statistical

form available information on the schooling of wives and children of

farm operators, analyzed by race, tenure, sex. and educational groups.

The number of schedules in many of the samples is small, making final

conclusions unwarranted without further study.

It is expected that this will prove of value in forming the basis

for better-planned rural educational programs; in making the work of

rural schools more nearly meet ths needs of farm communities; in deter

mining tho best educational level for oxtor.sion programs; for comparison

with other states; and.in connection with later studios.to measure edu

cational progress.

Data on which this report is based are obtainei? from surveys made

in Williamson. Madison, Montgomery, and Overton ooimties^^^ and represent
455 schedules. The location of the counties studied; authority for

the survey; and date. kind, and number of schedules in each study are

shown in Figure 1.

(1) Ibid., p. iv.
(2) Madison county is representative of the cotton type of farming area;

about 65 por cent of its farm operators are tenants, and 43 per cent
Negroes. Montgomory county is in tho dark fire-cured tobacco area
of the Northern Highland Rim; over one-half its operators are tenants,
and ever 25 per cont Negroes. Williamson coimty represents a general
livestock farming area, is below tho State average of 46.2 por cent
in tenancy, and only 13 por cent of its operators are Nogroes. Over-
ton county represents a general, self-sufficing farming area, has a
tenancy rate of 46.2 per cent, and enly 14 farm operators in the
county are Negroes.

"T I-r'l



 

 

 

»
•
•
•
•
•
*
•
*

V
*
 *
 *
 •
 ♦

)
M
o
n
t
g
o
m
e
r
y

f
 
*
 
«
 
«
 
*
 
*

•
 i
 «
 
«
 
»

*
 *
 •
 «
 
»

*
 •
 «

T
•
 "V
*V

v
I
v
A
V
A
V
^
 W
i
l
l
il

✓
T

T
T

T
T

X
r
t
H
 4
 «

 i
 •
 »
 f

vi
v.

v!
;;

^'
•
 f
 4
 ♦

♦
♦X

j-
iZ

iX
iZ

id

f4
«
'^

^
*t

«
4
«
4
*V

1
4
*
4
4
4
*
4
4
*
A

^
l4

4
-4

4
»
4
 W

*^
I 

• 
»
 

♦ 
•

a
m

s
o

n

is
o

n

■1'
:

•;
 

V, 
^

r
Fi

gu
re

 1
, 

Lo
ca

tio
n 

of
 c

ou
nt

ie
s 

st
ud

ie
d 

in
 t

hi
s 

re
po

rt.

DA
TE

 O
F'

ST
O

DY
 A

TO
 N

Dl
ffl

ER
 (

F 
SC

HE
DU

LE
S

C
ou

nt
y

K
in

d 
o

f 
S

ur
ve

y
D

a
te

N
um

be
r 

o
f 

S
ch

e
d

u
le

s

W
il
li
a
m

s
o
n
*

S
ta

n
d
a
rd

o
f 

L
iv

in
g

1
9
2
0

1
2
5

M
a
d
is

o
n
*

II
tf
 

II
1
9
2
0

1
2

9
M

on
tg

om
er

y*
n

II
 

II
1
9
2
1

7
7

O
v
e

rt
o

n
**

n
II

 
II

1
9
3
6

12
4

'
■ 

■,
(•

 
-

OW
L. 

.o
jT

B 
.»

.w
v. 

oo
o.

. 
iU

B.
L.o

 
uj

f 
uj

to
 

o
i 

jig
ri
cu

iT
ju

ra
j. 

lic
on

om
ic

s 
an

d 
H

u
ra

l 
S

o
ci

o
lo

j
U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 o
f 

Te
nn

es
se

e,
 a

nd
 t

he
 U

ni
te

d 
St

at
es

 B
ur

ea
u 

of
 A

gr
ic

ul
tu

ra
l 

Ec
on

om
ics

.
♦♦

 T
his

 s
ur

ve
y 

is
 b

ein
g 

ma
de

 b
y 

th
e 

De
pa

rtm
en

t 
of

 .A
gr

ic
ul

tu
ra

l E
co

no
mi

cs
 a

nd
 R

ur
al 

So
cio

log
y,

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 

of
 T

en
ne

ss
ee

, 
in

 c
oo

pe
ra

tio
n 

w
ith

 t
he

 R
es

et
tle

m
en

t 
A

dm
in

is
tr

at
io

n.

to

■* 
.?

v
v



�  

W -

,v;» :

-fS ■'

3.

Valuable asslBtanee in tabulating the data on which this report is

based has been rendered by WPA workers made available by Dr. J. H.

Pearson, United States Office of Education, Washington, D. C., and Dr.

J. E« Avent, College of Education, University of Tennessee.

In considering the educational status of rural people there are

several factors whioh should be borne in mind, as they have a direct

bearing on educational opportunities, and are instriimental in causing

variations within counties. Probably the most important of these is the

comparative ability of covinties to finance public functions, including

education.

A study ©f the fiscal capacity of all Tennessee counties was made

in 1935 by the Department of Agricultural Economics and R\iral Sociology,

Tennessee Agricultural Experiment Station. The coiaities studied in

this report have comparative rank among the 95 counties of the State, in

fiscal capacity as follows: Madison, sixth; Montgomery, fourteenth;

Williamson, twenty-fourth; and Overton, seventy-sixth.

Important factors which affect fiscal capacity are soils and urban

influences. Areas having the most favorable soils and topography in

general have a comparatively high financial capacity; and the economic

influence of cities have direct beturing upon the finances of the county.

The location of the counties studied, in relation to the size of cities

and soils, is shown in Figures 2 and 3.

fS) Allred, C. E., Atkins, S. W., Marshall, J. H., Collins, W. E., and
Tosch, C. A., Comparative Ability of Tennessee Counties to Finance
Their Governmental Functions, Cooperative Plan of Rural Kesearoh,
Tennessee Agrioultural Experiment Station, FWPA, and r"C, 1935.

V a„ •
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CHAPTER _n

EDUCATION OP FARIvERS' WIVES

Williamson Covinty, 1920

Wives of White Farm Owners

,(1)About 14 per cent of the 81 wives of white farm owners^"^' in Wil

liamson co\anty have not attended school, and 52 per cent have not com

pleted the eighth grade (Figure 4).

Education 0

Per Cent

10

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10
11 -12

Above 12

20

T
30

J L
Source: Based on Table I*

Figure 4. Per cent of wives of white farm owners having
specified schooling, V^illiamson Cotinty, 1920

The yoiinger wives have attained the highest education- Of the wives

15 to 44 years of age, 45 per cent have schooling above the eighth grade,

compared with 24 per cent of those over 44 years of age (Table l)» A

larger percentage of the yo\inger wives, however, have no schooling*

TABLE I. PER CENT OF WIVES OP WHITE t'yiM o^/^/NERS HAVING SPECIFIED
SCHOOLING, BY AGE, WILLI/bS:';^ COUNTY, 1920

Age
Mo ]

School

ing

Grade

Schoo!

High
School College

—th

%

Wives

No.
Schedules1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12

15-44

Over 44

22.6

8.0

6.4

16.0

22.6

28.0

3.2

24.0

25.8

8.0

6.5

10.0
12.9

6,0

100.0

100,0

31

51

Total 13.7 jl2.4,25.9 16.0 14.8 8.6 8.6 100,0 81

(1) There ore also 3 wives of Negro farm owners* Two of those report
no schooling, and the other has not attained the eighth grade*

5.



 

6.

In general, the wives of white farm owners in Williamson county are

better educated than their husbands. About 74 per cent of tliem have

schooling above the fourth grade, compared with 60 per cent of their

husbands (Table II). The wives of these farm owners, however, have

slightly less college training, and a smaller percentage have completed

the last two years of high school*

TABLE II. PER CENT OP miTE FARM OV>'NERS AND WIVES HAVING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, WILLIAi:SON COUNTY, 1920

1 lio Grade r 'm'k'h -1 Total

1 School School School College
%

No

ing 14 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over l2 Schedule«

Farm Owners | 16.7 23.S 23.3 11.1 5.6 10.0 10.0 100.0 90

Farm Owners' i

wives 1 13,7 12.4 25.9 16.0 14.8 8.6 8.6 100.0 81

Wives of White Farm Tenants

.(2)One-tenth of the 31 wives of white farm tenants^^' in Williamson

county have not attended school, and slightly more than half have educa

tion below the eighth grade (Figure 5).

Education 0

Per Cent

10 20

No Schooling
Grade 1 4

5 - 7^
9 »10
11 -12

1—r
30

There ave ne wives having eighth grade schooling only, and
none having schooling above high school-

Source: Based on Table III.

Figure 5. Per cent of wives of white farm tenants having
8pecifie,d schooling, Williamson County, 1920

(2) There arc also lO wives of Negro farm tenants. Two of these have
no schooling, and none have attained the eighth grade.
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The sample of -wiTes of farm tenants is too small to be compared by

age groups, but of those wives under 45 years of age one-fifth have

schooling above the tenth grade while none of the wives 45 years of age

or older have education above this grade.

The wives of farm tenants are bettor educated than their husbands.

About 10 per cent of the wives have no schooling, and about 39 per cent

have education above grade school, compared with 21 per cent of their

husbands who have no schooling and about 33 per cent ̂ ho hi"ve education

abovo grade school (Table III).

TABLE III. PER CENT OF WHITE FARl/i TENANTS AND WIVES HA.VING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, WILLIAiiSON COUNTY, 1920

No 1 Gracie jAbove Grade Total
School School 1 School No.

ing j 1-4 b-8| 9 - 12 Schedules

Farm Tenants 20,9 1 18,6 27,91 32,6 100.0 43
Farm Tenants' Wives 9,7 !| 29,0 22,6j 38,7 100.0 31

Wives of White Farmers and Tenants Compared

Tenants' wives are about ten years yoiuiger, on the average, than

owners' wives. This probably accounts for the fact that wives of farm

tenants in Williamson county have bettor education than those of farm

owners. A larger percentage of wives of tenants have schooling above the

eighth grade, and a lower percentage have little or no schooling

(Figure 6).
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Figure 6. Per cent of wives of white farm operators having
specified schooling, by tenure, Williamson County, 1920

Madison County, 1920

Wives of Farm Owners

Education 0

Per Cent

10

Grade 1-4
5-7

8
9 -10

11 -12
Above 12

T T
20 30 40

'T-v-X'

f>5«fi5jrsfe?!4S5i

c J.

Source: Based on Table IV.

Figure 7. Per cent of wives of white farm owners h<,vlng
specified schooling, Madison County, 1920

V. ■,

8.

50

White Wives.- All of the 44 white wives, in the Madison county

survey, have some schooling and over 55 per cent have schooling above

the seventh grade (Figure 7). The largest percentage have fifth to

seventh grade schooling.



 

 

Tho younger wives of farm owners aro better educated than those of

advance years. About 46 per cent of the wives under 45 years of age have

gone beyond the eighth grade, oompared with only 5 per cent of those

who are 45 years or over (Table IV)»

TABLE IV. I®R CENT OF VHVES OP WHITE FARM OWNERS HAVING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY AGE, liADISON COUNTY, 1920

Age
No

School -

ing

Grade

School

High
School College

Total

%
No*

Schedules1-4| 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 over 12

l6 - 44
Over 44

U
0

4.2

25.0

25.0

65.0

25.0

5.0
20.8

0

5.3
5.0

16.7
0

100.0

100.0
24

20
^tal^ 0 12.2 32.7 24.5 10.2 10.2 10.2 100.0 44

The wives of farm owners are better educated than their husbands*

About 55 per cent of the wives have eighth grade education or better, com

pared with 36 per cent of their husbands (Table V).

TABLE V. PER CENT OF WHITE PARl^ OIWERS AND WIVES HAVING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, feADISON COUNTY, 1920

No 1 Grade

School-| School
High

School College

I[•otal

<
No.

Schedvilesing 1 1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12
Farm Owners

Farm Owners'

Wives

0 128.3

0 (l2.2
35.8

32.7

13.2

24.5

9.4

10.2

5.7

10.2

7.6

10.2

1. 1.0

100.0

53

44

Negro Wives.- The six wives of Negro farm owners report having lit

tle schooling. Two have not attended any school, and tho other 4 have

not attained the eighth grade. The sample is probably too small to jus

tify a comparison with white wives.
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Wires of Farm Tenants

White Wives»- About 77 per cent of the 31 wives of white farm ten

ants in Madison county have schooling below the eighth grade (Figure 8).

Thore are no wives without some schooling, but none of them report college

training* The sample of wives of farm tenants is small, and this may be

the reason there is little difference shown in the educational status of

the younger and older age groups.

Education 0

Per Cent

20

r T
40 60

Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10

11 -12

1 I

Source: Based on Table VI.

Figure 8. Per cent of wives of white farm tenants having
specified schooling, Madison county, 1920

Farm tenants havo less education than their wives. About half tho

tenants in the Madison county survey have Ec>oollrg below the fifth grade,

and less than 3 per cent havo gone to high school. In comparison, one-

fourth of tho tenants' wives have education below tho fifth grado, and

16 per cent have attended high school (Table Vl).

TABLE VI. PER CENT OF VrHITE FARM TENANTS AND WIVES HAVING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, MADISON COUNTY, 1920

No Grado High Total
School School School College No.

ing 1-4 b-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 .T^
b Schedules

Farm Ten«mts 0 48.6 28.6 20.0 2.8 0 0 1 ')u, 0 35
Farm Tenants'

Wives
0

25.8 51.6 6.6 12.9 3.2
.

0 100.0 31
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Per Cent

20

Negro Wives.- Less than one-tenth of the 48 wives of Negro farm

tenants in Hadison county have schooling above the seventh grade, and

one-tenth have not attended any school (Figure 9).

Education

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10

Source: Based on Table VII.

Figure 9. Per cent of wives of Negro farm tenants having
specified schooling, lladiaon County, 1920

The younger Negro wives appear to have the best education. Of 34

wives iinder 45 years of age all have some schooling, smd 4 have educat^pOn

above the seventh grade. Of 14 wives over 44 years of age 5 have no

schooling and none have training above the seventh grade.

The wives of Negro tenants have better education than their husbands.

Twenty per oent of the Negro tenants have no schooling, and about the

same percentage have advanced beyond the fourth grade. In comparison, 10

per cent of their wives have not attended any school, and 54 per cent have

schooling above the fourth grade (Table VII).

TABLE VII. PER CENT OF ITEGRO FARM TENANTS AND 'VIVES HAVING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, IJ^ISON COUNTY, 1920

■Tn—:
School

ing.,

Grace
School

High
School College

Total ■

%
NO.

Schedules1-4 5-7 8 y-iu 11-12 Over 12
Farm Tenants 20.4 59.2 16.3 4.1 0 0 0 100.0 49
Farm Tenants*

Wives 10.4 35.4 45.8 6.3 2.1 0 0 100.0 48
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White and Negro Wives Compared.- Wives of the Negro farm tenants

of iiadison county have inferior schooling, compared with white wives.

About 46 per cent of the Negro wives have schooling below the fifth grade,

and only 2 per cent have high school education. In comporiaon, 26 per

cent of the white wives have training below the fifth grade, and 16 per

cent have attended high school (Figure 10).

Education

No Schooling

0 10 20 30

'' I • I ' I

Grade 1-4

5-7

40 50

I ' !
60

M ■. I PI M . I I I H ♦ I t ; » W

9 -10

Above 10

f t I I l"i M I H
yiit > it t u t * 1
ia

3
JL

1 J- l i . 1
i Negro Wives

4'- '

White Wives
• None reported

Source: Based on Tables VI and VII.

Jigvire 10. Per cent of wives of white and Negro farm tenants
having specified schooling, Lladison county, 1920

Yfives of White ?nrm Owners and Tenants Compared

Wives of farm owners in JIadison covmty appear to bo bettor educated

than those of farm tenants. Fifty-five per cent of the wins of owners

have training above the seventh grade, compared with about 23 per cent of

the wives of tenants (Table VIII).

JL.
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TABLE Till. PER CENT OP WIVES OP ITOITE PARLI OWNERS AND TENANTS

No

School

ing

Grade

School

High
School College

Total

No.

Schedulos1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Ovor 12
^arm Owners*

Wives 0 12,2 32.7 24.5 10.2 10.2 10.2 100.0 44
Farm Tenants'

Wives 0 25.8 51,6 6.5 12.9 3.2
0

100.0

Montgomery County^ 1921

Wives of Parm Owners

White Wives#- Although none of the 52 farm women in the Montgomery

county survev have had college training, about one-third hare high school

education, and 58 per cent have schooling above the seventh grade

(Figure 11).

Education 0

Per Cent

10 20 30

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7

8

9 -10
11 -12

Source: Based on Table IX.

Figure 11. Per cent of wives of white farm owners having
specified schooling, Montgomery coxmty, 1921

Of the wives of farm owners under 45 years of age 37 per cent have

high school education, and about 9 per cent have no schooling. Of those

45 years of age or over, 30 per cent have attended high school and all

wives have some schooling*
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A larger percentage of the wives have eighth grade and high school

training than do their husbands (Table ix). None of the wives have at

tended college, and one farm ovner has a college education.

TABLE IX. PER CENT OP tthITE PARL O'^TIERS AND WIVES HAVING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, LOFTGOIFRY COUNTY, 1921

No

School

ing

Grade | High
School 1 School

j Total
College 1 j No.

1-4 5-71 8 S 9-10111-12 ^ver T2 f % jSchodulos
Farm Owners

Farm Owners'

Wives

0

5.8

29.5

15.4

43.1il2.1
»

21.l:23il

10.3j 3.5 S 1.7 jlOO.Oi 58
19.2 15.4 1 0 jlOO.oi 52

Negro Wives.- Of 25 Negro wives of ff..rir owners in this Study 16 por

cent have no schooling, and only 4 per cent have attended high school

(Figure 12).

Education 0 10

Per Cent

20 30 40

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7

9 -10

±

Source: Based on Table X.

Figure 12. Per cent of wives of Negro farm owners having
specified schooling, llontgomery county, 1921

Although the sample is small, it appesirs that the wives of Negro farm

owners are better educated than their husbands. Only about one-tenth of

•the husbands have schooling above the fourth grade, compared with 44 per

cent of their wivos (Table X).
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TWBU? X. PER CENT OP NEGRO FARM CWERS AND WIVES HAVING SPECIFIED
SCHOOLING, MONTGOiERY COUNTY, 1921

No

School

ing

Grade 1 High
School f School College

Total

%
No.

Schedules1-4 5-7 1 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12

Farm Owners

Farm Owners'

Wives J

23.1

16.0

65.4

40.0

11.5 j 0 || 0 0
40.0 j 01 4.ol 0

r-+ il '

0

0 i

100.0

100.0

28

25

V^hlte and Negro Wives Compared•> Wives of Negro farm owners have

less schooling, compared with white wives. About 58 per cent of the white

wives have schooling above the seventh grade, compared with only 4 per

cent of the Negro wives (Table XI).

TABLE XI. PER CENT 07 FIVES 07 ̂"HITE AND NEGRO FARM QViffiuS HAVING

No

School

ing

Grade

School

High 1
School {college

f A. J.

Total

j No.
% Schedules1-4 j 5-?! 8 y-iu 111-12jOver 12

White Wives 5.8 115.4121.1 ,23.1
Negro Wives | 16.0 |40.oj40.0| 0

19.2 • 15.4j! 0 j 100.0 ! 52
4.0i 0 f 0 5 100.0 i 25

1 5 S J

Wives of Farm Tenants

?niite '■'■''ives." One-tenth of the 33 wives of white farm tongmts in

Montgomery county have no schooling, and only ono-tonth have education

abovo the seventh grade (Figure 13).

Education 0 10
T

Per Cent

20 30

No SchaoHng
Grade 1-4

5-7
e

9 -10

i T
40 50

;

-L

Source: Based on Table XII.

Figure 13. Per cent of wives of white farm tenants having
specified schooling, Montgomery County, 1921
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Of th® 19 wives under 45 years of age one has no schooling, and 3

have education above the seventh grade. On the other hand, of the 14

wives 45 years of age or older, 2 have no schooling and none have attained

the eighth grade.

In this county about the sane percentage of white tenants and their

wives have attended high school, but raoro husbands thaui wives have an

eighth grade education (Table XII)•

T4BL^ XII. CEIIT OP if'HlTP FARM TFNANTS AND WIVES HAVING SPECI
FIED SCHOOLING, MDNTCOMERY COUNTY, 1921

No

School

ing

Grade
School

High
School Collef^e

t
'otal

No.

Schedules1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 %
Farm Tenants 0 48.6 28.6 20.0 2.8 0 0 100.0 35

Farm Tenants'
Wives 9.1 33.3 48.5 6.1 3,0 0 0 100.0 33

Negro Wives.- None of the 33 wives of Negro farm tenants in this

county have schooling above the eighth grade and 15 per cent havo not at

tended any school (Figure 14). There is but little difference in the

educational status of older and younger wives of Negro farm tonsmts.

Education 0

Per Cent

20
T

No Schooling
Grade 1 - 4

5-7

8

30

T

J- X _L X X

Source: Based on Table XIII.

50

Figure 14. Per cent of wives of Nogro farm tenants having speei-
fiod Bohooling, Montgomery county, 1921
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"fives of Negro farm tenants are better educated than their husbands.

On a percentage basis about twice as many Negro wives have schooling above

the fourth grade as their husbands (Table XIII).

TABL? XIII. PER CENT OF NEGRO FARM TENANTS AND WIVES HAVING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, IIONTGOMERY COUNTY, 1921

No Grade Hlgh j Total
School School School College 1 i Wo.
ing 1-4 5-7 8 9-10111-12 OVer I'S "1 % Schedules

Farm Tenants 20.4 59.2 16.3 4.1 0 ! 0 0 100.Q 49
Farm Tenants' }

Wives 15.2 45.4 33.3 hii- 0 t 0 0 ! 100.0. 33
i 1 ' ' 

White and Negro """ives Compared.- Wivos of Negro farm tenants have

inferior schooling, compared with white wives. About 58 per cent of the

white wives have schooling above the fourth grade, whereas less than 40

per cent of the Negro wives have training beyond this grade (Figure 15).

Education 0

No SohcKsling

Grade 1-4

5-7

Above 7

Per Cent

20 30

I 11 . ;

M I . . M 1 i . V I rrrr^'TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTrT mrrrr,

M 1111.: r> i i t M n M I •«(**»»«<

* * i t t « * i ' A I 4 A I

nTTTTrrrm'ii

±

(23 White Wives Negro Wives
Source; Based on Tables XII and XIII.

Figure 15. Per cent of wives of white and Negro farm tenants
having specified schooling, Montgomery county, 1921

"•"fives of White Farm Owners and Tenants Compso'ed

The wives of farm owners have bettor education than tenants' wives.

About 58 per cent of the farm owners' wives have schooling above tho
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sovonth grado, comparod with only 9 per cent of tho wires of farm tenants

(Figure 16). Only 3 per cent of tho tenants' wives have attended high

Education 0
— r

>' 11. n . I
1 •No Schooling

10

Grado 1-4

5-7

8

Per Cent

20
-T r

30 40 50

fc m I I M I ♦.

> I M ♦ M I . . t V I I t . I I J . I Mjh

> U W t « » M U » U I * < I'* i . O
* • t 4 t . * 4 t . > . . . 4 . 1 . . . . J

. ^ » '» i i»» . t ♦ '»'»■»"111'l 1111 IT rr. I i'I'I ri n (^ I ;'ri M 11'I f 1
Above 8 i i i * i f 1111111 > 1111111 * * t > 1111 m 11 t.t u 1111 m 11 i,t f J

-t 1 X
CuBOwners' Wives Tenants' Wives

Source: Based on Tables IX and XII.

Figure 16. Per cent of wives of white farm owners and tenants
having speoified schooling,Montgomery County, 1921

school, whereas about 36 per cent of the ov/ners' wives have done so.

Wives of Negro Farm Owners and Tenants Compared

There appears to bo little difference in tho educational status of

wives of Negro owners and tenants in Montgomery county. A larger percent*

age of the wives of Negro farm tenants have first to fourth grade school

ing and schooling above the seventh grade, compared with wives of Negro

farm owners. On the other hand, more owners' than tenants' v;ives have

fifth to seventh grado education (Figure 17).

Education ^
No Schooling

Grade 1-4

20.
Per Cent
20 30

• f « f I I II I I c

-5P

I I I I t I I I I I M I <

rr?

Above 7

It TTTT ITT T I ^ i » I I M ♦ I ^ I f'1
t, M t •

X

?uj50vmers' Wives 6SS Tenants' Wives
Source: Based on Tables I and XIII.

Figure 17. Per cent of wives of Negro farm owners and tenants
having specified schooling, Montgomery county, 1921
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Overton County, 1936

Wives of White Farm Owners

About 6 per cent of the 96 wives of white owners in Overton county

have not attended any school, and 76 per cent have not reached the

eighth grade (Figure 18). Only 5 have a high school education, and one

has attended college.

Per Cent

Education 0 10 20 30 40

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7

ine^^S" T 1 1 ] 1 T

8

9 -10
11 -12 Ut

Above 12t
Source: Based on Table XIV*

Figure 18. Per cent of wives of white farm owners having
specified schooling, Overton county, 1936

Of the 32 wives under 45 years of age, 3 per cent have no school

ing and 25 per cent have gone beyond the seventh grade; whereas of the

64 wives 45 years of age and over, 8 per c^nt have no schooling and 23

per cent have schooling above grade seven.

The wives of farm owners in Overton county on an average have

less education than their husbands. About 34 per cent of the owners

have education above the seventh grade, compared with 24 per cent of

their wives (Table XIV).



^
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TABLT XIV. PER CENT OF TOITE FARM O^/NERS AND ̂ fiVES HAVING

SFECIFIT^D SCHOOLING, OWRTON COUNTY, 1936

No Grade High Total

School School School College Ko.
ing 14 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % Schedules

Farm Owners 10.3 31.8 24.3 20,5 4,7 2.8 5^6 100.0 107
Farm Owners'

Wives 6.3 29.2 40.6 18.8 3.1 1.0 1.0 100.0 96

15-44 3.1 21.9 50,0 15.7 3.1 3.1 3.1 100.0 32

Over 44 7.8 32.9 35.9 20.3 3.1 0 0 100.0 64

Wives of White Farm Tenants

Seven per cent of the farm tenants* wives have no schooling, and 68

per cent have education under the eighth grade (Figure 19). Only one

of the wives has attended high school.

Education 0

Per Cent

10 20
1- i M,

T"

No Schooling
Grade 1-4

5-7
8

9 -10 pKB

30

T
40

m

±. X

Source; Based on Table XV.

Figure 19. Per cent of wives of white farm tenants having
specified schooling, Overton county, 1936

In general, it appears that the wives of farm tenants are better

educated than their husbeuids. About 71 per cent of them have schooling

above the fifth grade, compared with 45 per cent of their husbands

(Tablo XV).

TABLE XV. PER CENT OF '^THTE FARM TENANTS AND WIVES HAVING

SPFCIFEED SCHOOLING, OVFRTON COUNTY, 1936

School
Grade VArh ' 1 Total
School lOOl College

%
I'JO.

ing 1-4 b-7 8 9-10' 11-12 Over 12 Schedules

Farm Tenants 10.3 44.8 27.6 10.3 3.5 0 3.5 LOO.O 29

Farm Tenants'

Wives ^4 21.5 39.2 28.5 3.6 0 0 LOO.O 28
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Wives of White Farm OvixierB and Tenants Compared

On the average, there appears to be little difference in the educa

tional status of farm owners' and tenants' wives in Overton county* A

higher percentage of tenants' wives have eighth grade schooling, but

none of the wives of tenants have schooling above the tenth grade (Table

XVI). (Tenants' wives are younger than owners' wives).

TABLF XVI. PER CENT OF ̂ .IVES OF WHITE FARM OPERATORS HAVING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY TENURE, OVERTON COUNTY, 1936

Owne r s • ^'ives

Tenant!^ ''"'ives

No

School-

ing
TTi
7.1

Grade

School

1-41 5-71 8
29.240.5
21.5 39.3

TO"
28.5

High
School

9-10111-12

TU
3.6

"TTTT
0

College
Over 12

TTTr
0

Total

TToT
<

TOO
100.0

Schedules

"or
28

Education of Farmers' Wives, by States

In surveys made in other states it is found that the educational

status of farm women is low. The percentage of farm operators' wives in

other states having schooling below that of high school varies from

about 83 per cent in a farm survey in Iowa in 1916, to 53 per cent in a

survey in Illinois in 1930.

The percentage of farmers' wives having some college education is

low. In the Illinois survey in 1930 only 7 per cent of the farm opera

tors' wives have had some college training, and in surveys previous

this the percentages are considerably lower (Table XVII).

.'v • It V

««' ''I't -laftfii. -'t
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TABLE XVII. PER CENT OP WHITE FARM OPERATORS' ̂ .TEVES HAVING
SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, SURVEYS IN FOUR STATES

(Wives of Owners and Tenants Combined)

Date
state School School College No. of

OC
t

o

9-12 Over 12 Schedules Survey
Iowa (l)
1 Township 82.8 14.5 2.7 100.0 76 1916

Tennessee(2^
Williamson Co. 66.0 27.7 6.3 100.0 112 1920
Madison Co • 77.4 17.3 5.3 100.0 75 1920
If^ntgomery Co. 77.7 22.3 0 100.0 85 1921
Overton Co. 88.7 10.4 0.9 100.0 96 1936

Oklahoma(3}
5 Counties 77.9 20.2 1.9 100.0 480 1928

Illinois [i)
4 Townships 52.8 40.2

h. T-nt—
7.0 100.0 222 1930

(1) Van Timgeln, George, H., A Rural Social Survey of Lone Tree Town-
ship. Clay County, Iowa, Bulletin ,^193, Sowa ICgrrcIirtuFar Experi
ment Station, 1920.

(2) Data for Tennessee counties based on Tables I, III, VIII, IX, XII,
and XVI.

(3) Fernandes, Grace, Educational Factors Influencing the Activities of
Earm Home -leaker s, bulletin yj' 182, Oklahoma Agricul'burai Experiment
Station, 1928.

(4) Lindstrom, D» E., Forces Affecting the Participation of Farm People
In Rural Organization, Bulletin # 4?37 Illinois Agric^turlT Experi
ment Station, 1936.

These educational data are not intended as a state-wide comparison

of Tennessee with other states since the studies may not bo representa

tive of the state as a whole, either in Tennessee or the othei* states.

. ' . .v --w ,r '. vr', :
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CHAPTER III

EDUCATION OP CHILDREN OF FARMERS IN WILLIAMSON

bOUNtV, 1^213

In this chapter consideration is given to the educational attain

ment of 247 children 6f farm operators in Williamson county. There are

179 children of farm ODmers, of which 11 are Negroes. Of the 68 chil

dren of farm tenants, 10 are Negroes.

Children of Farm Owners

White Children.- A higher percentage of girls than boys have

eighth grade education, in each of the age groups studied. Of white

children 7 to 14 years of age about 7 per cent more girls than boys have

completed the eighth grade (Figure 20), In the 15 to 19 year age group.

Age

7-14

15 - 19

20 - 25

100

Per Cent

20 40

rTTTTTTTTl

mm
t . U t ^ I » M * I > * ^ I H » M i . 4 M . M I I 4

: I 4 * I I » 4 . I « • 4. 41441 1 , ..41114411411114 « » > M

j- JL

Cui' Boys ISB Girls
Source: Based on Table XVIII.

Figure 20. Per cent of children of white farm owners having
eighth grade schooling or above, by sex and age,

Williamson County, 1920

over 38 per ^ent more girls than b^s have eighth grade schooling, and

in the 20 to 25 year age group this percentage is- above 11.

Both boys and girls are retarded in their educational progress, as

indicated by the largo percentages above 14 years of age who have not

23.
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completed the eleraentsurv grades. Farm boys are especially retarded in

their school work, since more bovs of the 20 to 25 year age group than

of the 15 to 19 year age group have completed the eighth grade. This

indicates that farm boys probably stay out of school during busy work

seasons on the farm and continue their elementary training until late

in their teens.

On a percentage basis, more girls than boys attend school in every

ago group up to the eighteenth year (Figviro 21). After eighteen the

girls drop out of school moro rapidly than boys, and in this study no

Age

7-9

10 - 13

14— 15

16 - 17

18 - 20

21 - 25

20

Per Cent

40 60 80 100
1 ' i ' ! ' 1 ' 1 '

r 1
r» rn * • • i i rri- r. vt r r. » * rri-ri • » rf i i * rr» f * • • f v t ..«*»*

' * * * *

k 1 » f

f^f I f » M I M Ml M < I . ♦ ♦

sfiegasssBBEad

I > . . I J . . . I I f t I t I 4 . i i I . M i t I'M. M i t j V . . . . f i . k
t t . ̂ . A A 1 . * . . . 4 . . .!

I U U M 11 I *
A 4 A 4 W . I * > » »l

(323 Boys sad Girls

* There are no girls in school in this age group.

Source: Based on Table XVIII (Recalculation).

Figure 21. Per cent of white farm owners* children in school,
by ago and sex, Williamson oounty, 1920

girls 21 to 25 years of age are reported in school. The percentage of

boys and girls in school rapidly declines after the ago of 17 is passed.

Considering all the white children of farm owners, a larger per-

contago of boys attend school than do girls, the percentages being 77

•nd 67, respectively. This is partly duo to the largo number of beys
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who continue to stay in school after thoy ore past 17.

Only 4 of all of tho white children in this study have jMib attended

any school. Three of these are reported over 19 years of age, and one

seven years of age.

Negro Children.* Of the 11 children of Negro farm owners none have

schooling above the eighth grade, yet all are over 14 years of age. Tho

sample is too small to justify comparison with white children or to

separate by age groups. The education of children of farm owners by

race, sex, and age is shown in Table XVIII.

TABLE XVIII. PER CENT OF CHILDREN OF FARM OTTJERS HAVING SPECI
FIED SCHOOLING, BY RACE, SEX, AND AGE, WILLIAMSON

COUNTY, 1920

Race, Sex and Age

White(Males) 7-14
15-19
20-25

(Females; 7-l4~
15-19
20-25

Negro(Males; 7-25
(Females) 7-25

Grade
School

0 - 4*1 5-7 8
44.7

0
10.0

0

7.4
TD77-
28.6

39.5
42.8
23.4
7177
4.4

14.8
"5077
42.8

7.9
3.6

16.7
T777
4.4

11.1
0

28.6

High
School

7.9
35.7
23.3
"577
30-4
18.5

TT
0

11-12

0
17.9
23.3

College
Over 12

0
0

3.3

43.5
22.2

IT
0

—n-
17.3
26.0

IT
0

%
100.0
100.0
100.0
w:7
100.0
100.0
W77
100.0

♦ Only 4 of tho white children have not attended school.
*» The sample is too small to separate by age groups.

No.
Schedules

38
28
30

T2~
23
27
T*i"
7**

Children of Farm Tenants

White Children.- Ho comparison can be made of tho educational

status of tenant children by age groups, due to the small sample, but

some estimation of their educational attainment may be secured by com

paring tho education of the boys and girls of farm tenants of all agos.

A slightly higher percentage of girls than boys have schooling

above the eighth grade (Tablo XIX).

■C ' ■

M.
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TABL^ XIX. PER CENT OF CHILDREN 0? FARM TENANTS HAVING SPECIFIED
schooling, by race, sex, and age, WILLIAMSON COUNTY, 1920

Race, Sex,
and Age

No

School

ing*,

Grade

School

High 1
School 1 College 1 No.

Sched

ules1^ b-7 8 9-lU 11-12 Over 121
White

(Males) 7-25
(Female) 7-25

3.1

0

37.5

19.2

18.8

34.6

15.6

15.4

15.6

19.2

9.4

7.7
0

3.9

100.0

100.0
32

26

Negro
(Males) 7-25 0 100.0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0 4
(Female) 7-25 0 66.7 33.3 0 0 0 0 100.0 6

ie white or not attended school.

The boys and girls 6f these farm tenants are retarded in their

school progress, as are the children of farm owners. More of the chil

dren 20 to 25 years of age have finished the eighth grade, compared with

those who are 15 to 19. Considering all age groups, more boys than girls

7 to 25 years of age are reported in school, the percentages being 74

smd 70 respectively.

Negro Children.- Of the 10 children of Negro farin tenants none

have gone above the seventh grade, but 6 are over 14 years of age.

Children of White Farm Owners and Tensmts Compared

The boys and girls of white farm owners in the Williamson county

study have better education than the children of tenants. In the 15 to

19 year age group, throo-fourths of the children of farm owners have

completed the eighth grade, compared with one-half the children of

tenants (Table XX). About t^vice as many children of owners as of ten

ants, in the 15 to 19 year age group, arc found in high school and

college.

In the 20 to 25 year age group, about the same percentage of boys

and girls of owners and tenants finish the eighth grade, but 11 per cent
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mor© children of owners attend high school and collegoi

TABLE XX. PER CENT OP CHILDREN OP WHITE PARM OWNERS AND TENANTS
HAVING SPECIPIED SCHOOLING, BY AGE GROUPS, WILLIAMSON COUNTY,

1920

(Girls and Boys Combined)

Tenure and Age
Eighth Grade
and Above

High School
and College Per Cent

No.,
Sc^dulds

Owners 15-19 75 71 100.0 51
Tenants 15-19 50 36 100.0 14
Ovmors 20-25 72 58 100.0 51
Tenants 20-25 71

_

100.0 17
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CHAPTER W

EDUCATION OP CHILDREN 0? FARtPRS

M IiJUDISON COUNTY, 1920

In this chapter consideration is given to tho educational status of

281 children of farm operators in Madison county. There are 101 chil

dren of farm owiors, of which 21 are Negro children. Of the 180 chil

dren of tenants. 111 are Negroes.

Children of Farm Owners

White Children.- In Madison county moro boys than girls in tho 7

to 14,and 15 to 19 year ago groups completed tho eighth grade, but tho

reverse is true in tho 20 to 25 year ago group (Figure 22).

Per Cent

Aee 0 20 40 60 80 100, , I t I 1 1 1 ■!
I

7-14
M I ( i i M i * * I I I I I I

4 I 4 4 4 I W 4 U . .'t . H U 4 I M i t . . 4 I 4 » i U M i ; t 4 ♦ » 4 , M I t I I t I I .1
■*,.t' *' *' 1 * * * * ♦ »*'15 - 19

20 - 25
1. •.. u.. t •

EZil Boys ®23 Girls
* There arc no girls in this group who have complotod the eighth

grade.

Source: Based on Table XXI.

Figure 22. Per cent of children of white farm owners having eighth
grade schooling tind abovo, by sex and ago,

Madison county, 1920

The fact that a larger percentage of girls than boys, in the 20 to

25 yoar ago group, finished tho eighth grade is not duo to their staying

in school Idngor but rather to thoir consistent attendance. About 66

28.



� 

29.

por cent of all tho boys are reported in school, compared with 47 per

cent of girls. This seems to indicate that girls advance more rapidly,

duo to not being kept out of school so much to help with farm work.

Both boys and girls arc retarded in their grades. About 46 por

cent of the boys, and 50 per cent of tho girls, in the 15 to 19 year

age group have not completed the eighth grade; and in the 20 to 25 year

age group this percentage is oven higher, being 69 for boys and 57 for

girls.

Negro Children.- Of the 21 children of Negro farm owners, only one

has an eighth grade education yet 11 are over 17 years of age. This

sample is small for comparison by either age or race, but the inferior

schooling of Negro children is indicated in Table XXI. More girls than

bovs of Negro farm owners are reported in school.

TABL^^ XZI. PER CENT OF CHILDREN OF FARM QwiNFRS HAVING SPECIFIED

Race, Sex,
Grade High No.
School School College Sohedr

1-4* 5-7 8 y-iu 11-12 Over 12 % ules
Whites

CMales; 7-14 60.0 13.3 20.0 6.7 0 0 100,0 15
15-19 0 30.8 15.4 30.8 23.0 0 100.0 13
20-25 12.5 25.0 31.3 12.5 12.5 6.2 100.0 16

(FemaleJ 7-14 50.0 50.0 0 0 0 0 100.0 16
15-19 16.7 33.3 0 33.3 16,7 0 100.0 6
20-25 7.1 14.3 35.7 14.3 28.6 0 100.0 14

Negroes
(Males) 7-14 50.0 33.3 16.7 0 0 0 100.0 6

15-19 50.0 50.0 0 0 0 0 100.0 2
20-25 75.0 25.0 0 0 0 0 100.0 4

(Female.) 7-14 100.U 0 0 0 U 0 100.0 4
15-19 100.0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0 2
20-25 100.0 0 0 0 0 100,0 3

There are no children of farm owners who have not attended school.

.. -\v -I
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Children of ?arm Tenants

Children.- Although the sample is possibly too small to be

representative, a greater percentage of girls than boys in the Madison

county studv have eighth grade schooling, in each of the age groups above

14 years (Figure 23).

Per Cent

Age 0

7-14

15 - 19

20 - 25

2

10 20 30 40
T

3

m-rwrrvvTi

Boys iBB Girls

* There are no girls in this group having eighth grade
schooling.

Source: Based on Table XXII.

Figure 23. Per cent of children of white farm tenants having
eighth grade schooling and above, by sex and age,

Madison county, 1920

In Madison county 69 per cent of the boys of all ages are reported

in school, compared with 65 per cent of the girls. The percentage of

boys in school in the 7 to 14 year ago group is considerably higher than

that for girls.

Negro Children.- Among children of Negro farm tenants a higher

percentage of girls than boys have fifth to seventh grade schooling, in

each of the three ago groups (Figure 24). There are no Negro boys or

girls who have attained the eighth grade, yet 23 children are over 19

years of ago, and 52 are over 14 years of ago.

Kv,.
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Per Cent

20 30 40A.go 50 60

> I > I n 11 1
7-14

rrrrm rrrrrrrs rrrm

15 19

I M . I > . t U

20 - 25
nxi'
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Source: Pased on Table XXII.

Figiiro 24. Per cont of children of Negro farm tenants having
fifth to seventh grade schooling, by sex and

age, Madison county, 1920

About 61 per cent of the girls are reported in school, compared with

57 per cent of the boys.

I'Vhite and Negro Children Compared.- The educational attainment of

children of Negro farm tenants is low, compared with children of white

tenants. None ef the Negro boys and girls attained the eighth grade and

over 50 per cont in each age group have not advanced beyond ths fourth

(Table XXII).

TABLE XXII. PER CENT/OP CHILDREN OF FARM TENANTS HAVING SPECI-

Race, Sex and Ago Grade School High School Colleee No.
0-4* 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % Schedules

y/hito (Males) 7-14 70.8 25.0 4,2 0 0 0 100.0 24
15-19 27.3 36.3 9.1 27.3 0 0 100.0 11
20-25 16.7 50.0 16.7 0 16.6 0 100.0 6

(Pomalos) 7-14 72.2 27.8 0 0 0 0 100.0 18
15-19 20.0 40.0 20.0 0 20.0 0 100.0 5
20-25 20.0 40.0 0 20.0 20.0 0 100.0 5

Negro (Males) 7-14 13.2 0 0 0 0 lOO.O 38
15-19

20-25

64.3

69.2

35.7

30.8

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

100.0

100.0
14

13
(Females) 7-14 85.7 14.3 0 0 0 a 100.0 21

15-19 60.0 40.0 0 0 0 0 100.0 15
20-25 50.0 50.0 0 0 0 100.0 10

» Only 2 children of farm tenants have not attended any school.
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Sixty-nino por cent of all the white boys, and 65 per cent of tho

white girls, arc reported in school, compared with 61 por cent of tho

Negro boys and 57 per cent of the Negro girls.
-

Children of White Farm Oivnors and Tenants Compared

The boys and girls of white farm owners in Madison county havo

hotter education than tho children of white tenants. In tho 15 to 19

year ago group, on a porcontage basis about twioo as many children of

owners havo eighth grade schooling (Table XXIII). In the 20 to 25 year

ago group, almost throe times as many children of farm owners havo

finished tho grade school.

Z'i

■'■'-y-'12

TABLE XXIII. PER CENT OP CHILDREN 0? WHITE FARM OWNERS AND TENANTS
HAVING EIGHTH GRADE SCHOOLING, BY AGE GROUPS, MADISON

COIRTTY, 1920
I Eighth Grade and Above Por Cent No. SchedulesTenure and Ago

Owners 15-19 64 100.0 1 19
Tenants 15-19 38 100.0 1 16
Owners 20-25 70 luo.o 1 50
Tensmts 20-25 28 100.0 I 11
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CHAPTER V

EDUCATION OP CHILDilEN OP FARljERS

^ MONTGOhFRY COUNTY, 1920

In this chapter consideration is given to the educational status of

365 children of farm operators in Montgomery county* Data are available

for 201 children of fann owners, 83 of the children boing Negroes; and

for 164 children of farm tenants, 102 of which arc Negroes.

Children of Farm Owners

YHiite Children*» In this study a larger percentage of girls than

boys, in each of the throe age groups have eighth grade schooling or

above (Figure 25).

Per Cent

Age 0 20 40 60 80 100^ ^ j

7-14

|i 111111,1111»I m 111111111111 It !■ n n I u n 'n m r. M u t M 11 n > t M .
IS - 19

|l I I » » I < H . *1 I l'< I H'l'l H I VI I I I H H H 11 M . . . . t t 4 « I I ■>
20 - 25

Ui4-' Boys Girls
♦ There are no boys in this age group having eighth grade

schooling*

Source: Based on Table XXIV*

Figure 25* Per cent of children of white farm owners having eighth
grade schooling and above, by sex and age,

Montgomery County, 1921

A noticeably larger percentage of both boys and girls in the 15

to 19 year age group, compared with the 20 to 25 year age group, have

finished the eighth grade* This is an indication of increased educa

tional opportunities in recent years.

33.
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Onlv one girl among the farm owners' children has attended college.

Although the girls are better educated than boys, a larger per

centage of boys are reported in school. About 88 per cent of the boys

are in school, compared with 67 per cent of the girls.

Fegro Children.- Among the children of Negro farm owners, a higher

percentage of girls than boys in overy ago group have fifth grade school

ing or above (7igure 26). None of the Negro boys have reached the eighth

^ge 10 20 30 40

14

15 - 19

20 - 25

T

5^

50 60 70

t~r-rvT rT*-T TT TTTTTTTT[» » * \ « ♦ *1* * * 1^ * * * •* » * * <

CIZ3 Boys Girls

* There are no Negro boys in this group having fifth grade
schooling.

Source: Based on Table XXIV.

Figure 26. Per cent of children of Negro farm owners having fifth
grade schooling and above, by sex and age,

Montgomery county, 1921

grade, yet 17 ere over 15 years of age. Only 5 of the Negro girls have

an eighth grade education, but 35 are over 15 years of age. Sixty-eight

per cent of all girls of Negro farm owners are reported in school, com

pared with 62 per cent of the boys.

White and Negro Children Compared.- Negro boys and girls have in

ferior schooling in every age group, compared with white boys and girls

(Table XXIV). Of the 70 white children above 14 years of age, 84 per

;.A
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cent have schooling above the seventh grade; whereas of the 52 Negro

children of tho same age only 9 per cent have eighth grade schooling or

above«

TWBL^ XXIV. FT:K cent 07 GHILDRFN 07 PARI' OMERS HAVING
<?p7cified schooling, by race, sex, and age,

RONTGOIPRY COUNTY, 1921

Race,Sex, & Ago Grado School High School ICollego No.

*

1 1

o

5 - 7 8 9-10 ^11-12 Over 12 % Schedules

White(wales )7-14 66.7 33.3 0 0 0 0 LOO.O 21
15-19 9.1 9.1 9.1 27.3 45.4 0 lOO.O 11
20-25 9.5 28.5 4.8 33.4 23.8 0 100.0 21

(Females J7-14 40.8 S7.0 18.5 3.7 0 0 27
15-19 0 4.7 23.8 38.1 33.4 0 p. 00.0 21
20-25 0 23.5 n .8 23.5 35.3 5.9 100.0 17

Ne gr 0 (iaalo s Jl -14 roo.'o~ 0 0 0 0 0 fe.o ' 18
15-19 66.7 33.3 0 0 0 0 100.0 3
20-25 85.7 14.3 0 0 : 0 0 100.0 14

(Females j7-14 54.6 15.4 0 0 u LOO.O 15
15-19 58,9 17.6 '17.6 5.9 0 0 1 LOO.O 17
20-25 50.0 44.4 5.6 0

:J
0 0 LOO.O 18

2 arc Negroes.
owners who have no schooling and

Children of Farm Tenants

y.Tiite Children.- ^^fhite boys and girls of farm tenants in Liontgomery

county have low educational attainment. In the 15 to 19 year age group

none of the boys, and but one-third of the girls, have attained the

eighth grade. In the 20 to 25 year age group none of the boys, and only

6 per cent of the girls have eighth grade education (Table XXV). Eighty

per cent of both boys and girls are reported in school. Appfurently a

large percentage of the boys and girls attend irregularly and do not com

plete their grades.

Negro Children.- In the 15 to 19 year age group, 8 per cent of

the Negro boys and 6 per cent of the girls of Negro farm tenants have
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rinlshed tho ©iphth ^rade. In tha 20 to 25 ydar ago group nono of tha

boys hava reached the fifth grade, and 55 per cent of the girls have

schooling above the fourth grade. About 90 per cent of the girls of

Negro farm tenants are in school, compared with 72 per cent of the boys.

y.Tiite and Negro Children Compared.- Vi^hen the samples of white and

Negro children are broken down bv age groups, the small numbers in each

educational group may not be representative. It oppears, however, that

there is little difference in the educational status of children of white

and Negro farm tenants. The figures are shown in Table XXV.

TABL^ XXV. PER CENT OP CHILDREN OP PARli TENANTS HAVING SFECIPIED

Race, Sex, & Age Grade School High School College

W*. * A ,

No.
U-4* 5-7 8 y-10|ll-12 r)ver 12 Schedules

White (liales) 7-14 81.8 18.2 0 0 0 0 100.0 11
15-19 100.0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0 3
20-25 100.0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0 2

^Females^ 7-14 J. 1 • 1 S.6 0 0 100.0 18
15-19 50.0 IS.7 33.3 0 0 0 100.0 12
20-25 43.8 43.8 6.2 6.2 0 0 100.0 16

Negro(lSales) 7-14 95.7 4.3 0 0 0 0 100.0 23
15-19 58.4 33.3 0 8.3 0 0 100.0 12
20-25 100.0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0 9

(Pemales) 7-14 87.5 12.5 0 0 0 0 100.0 24
15-19 18.7 75.0 6.3 0 0 0 100.0 16
20-25

» tni _ ^

44.4 38.9! 5.6 11.1 0 0 100.0 1 18

are Negroes.
no schooling and these

Children of White Farm Owners and Tenants Compared

Children of white farm owners have better education than those of

tenants. In the 16 to 19 year age group, 81. per cent of the boys and

girls of farm owners have attended high school while none of tho children

of farm tenants in this ago group have any high school training (Table

XXVI). In the 20 to 25 year age group, 61 per cent of the children of

i. :■
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owners h?JV0 gone to high school, compared with 6 per cent of the children

of tenants.

TABLE XXVI. PER CEWT OF CHI^^DRFN OF FTilTE FAEIi O^'TJERS AND
TENANTS HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY AGE GROUPS,

LIONTGOIIIIY COUNTY, 1921

Tenure and Age
Eighth Grade
and Above

High School
and College Per Cent

1 No.
1 Schodiles

Owners 15 - 19

Tenants 15 -19
91

27
81

0

100.0

100.0
1 32
L 15

Owners 20 - 25

Tenants 20 -25

68

11

61 lOO.U
100.0

58
I 18

A.11 of the children of tenants are over 15 years of ago, and should

have attained the eighth grade, but less than one-third have completed

elementary school in the 15 to 19 year age group, and ono-tOnth in the

20 to 25 year age group.

Children of Negro Farm Owners ai^ Tenants Compared

A higher percentage of the Negro farm owner children 15 to 19 years

of age have eighth grade schooling than do Negro children of tenants,

but the reverse is true in the 20 to 25 year ago group (TaMb XXVII).

TABLE XXVII. PER CENT OF CHILDREN OF NEGRO FARM OY'NERS AND
TENANTS HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY AGE GROUPS,

MONTGOMERY COUNTY, 1921

(Girls and Boys Combined)
II 1 1 1 1 1 II

Fourth Grade Eighth Grade No.
Tenure and Age and Above and Above Per cent Schedules

Owners 15 - 19 40 20 100.0 20

Tenants 15-19 64 7 100.0 28

Owners 20-25 34 3 100.0 32
Tenants 20 - 25 37 15 100.0 27

In general, it seems that there is little difference in the educa

tional status of Negro children of different tenure. This is also true

among the Negro parents.
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CHAPTER VI

'■v.
EDUCATION OP CHILDREN OF WHITE FARMERS ) > 'I"!.

IN OVERTON COUNTY, 1936

This chapter is devoted to a consideration of the educational attain

ment of 351 children of farm operators in Overton county. Data are avail
able for 270 children of farm owners and 81 children of farm tenants.

No Negro children are included in this survey; only 14 farm operators in
the entire county are Negroes.

Children of White Farm Owners

About twice as many boys as girls of farm owners, in the 7 to 14

year age group, have attained the eighth grade but the reverse of this

situation is true in the older age groups (Figure 27). In the 15 to 19

Age

7-14

15 - 19

20 - 25

10

Per Cent

20 30 40 50 60 JO J8P

f . * ♦ . I I . . 14 i M I M t M 1 M'l -1

* I I I . I t I . 1 . I I I I I I ( t » t . I I M I I I I I > M < M I t t I I t

Boys Girls

Source: Based on Table XXVII.

Figure 27. Per cent of children of white farin owners having
eighth grade schooling or above, Overton county, 1936

year ago group 52 per cent of the boys and 44 per cent of ths girls have

not attained the eighth grade. In the 20 to 25 year age group, 42 per
cent of the boys and 24 per cent of the girls have not completed grade

38.
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school. TPifty-two per cent of all of the boys arc roportod in school,,

compared vdth 38 per cent of the girls.

A comparison of the educational status of farm owner children by

SOX and age groups is shown in Table XXVTII. Although some of the parents

TABLE 'QCVIII. PER CENT OF CHILDPJIN OF '"HITE FARL 0?rFERS HAVING

Sox and Age
Grade School High Schoo 1 College

^ *

No.
1-4 5-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 12 % Schedules

White (Males)
7-14

15 - 19

20 - 25

47.0

15.2

8.3

37.3

37.0

33.3

11.8

28.3

20.8

3.9

15.2

14-6

0

4.3

18.8

0

0

4.2

100.0

100.0
100.0

51

46

48
(FemaleB)

7-14 67.6 24.3 2.7 5.4 0 0 100.0 37
15 - 19 12.8 21.3 23.4 21.3 17.0 4.2 100.0 47
20 - 25 2.4 22.0 34.2 9.8 14.6 17.0 100.0 41

of those children arc without formal education, this is not true of

their children, which is an indication of bettor educational opportuni

ties and better attendance.

Children of ̂ "Tiito Farm Tenants

Among the children of farm tenants, girls appear to have more educa

tion than boys in the group under 15 years of age (Table XXIX). None of

TABLE XXIX. PER CENT OF CHILDREN OF ?HiITE FARE TENANTS HAVING

Sox and Age |Graclo School High School College
%

No.

Schedules1-4 b-7 8 9-10 11-12 Over 1^
(Males) 7-14

15-19

20-25

77.8

41.7

18.8

22.2

33.3

31.2

0

16.7

31.2

0

8.3

12.5

0

0

0

0

0

6.3

100.0

100.0

100.0

18

12
16

(Females J 7-14
15-19

20-25

65.0

0 ;

16.7

35.0

,00.0

8.3

0

0

50.0

0

0

25.0

0

0

0

0

0

0

lOO.O
100,0

100.0

20

3

12

-
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tho boys or girls under 15 have attained the eighth gmdo, but a higher

percentage of girls hhvu fifth to seventh grade schooling.

About 69 per cent of all girls of tenant farmers are in school,

compared with 44 per cent of tho boys.

The samples of children in tho groups above 14 yoars of age are

small, but it appears that a largo percentage of both boys and girls ter

minate their education at an early date. Of tho 43 boys and girls 15

years of ago and over, only 7 have any high school training.

Children of White 7arm Owners and Tenants Compared

Among tho white children of farm operators inOvorton county tho

boys and girls of owners have a higher educational status. Tho owner

children have the greatest advantage in education above the eighth grade

(Table XXX). In the 15 to 19 year age group, four times as many boys

TABL^ XXX. PER CENT OP CHILDREN OF TOITE FARM AND TENANTS
HAVING SPECIFIED SCHOOLING, BY AGE GROUPS, OVERTON

COUNTY, 1936

Tenure and Age
Eight'k Grade
and Above

High School
and Above Per Cent

No.

Schedules
Owners

Tenants

15

15

- 19

- 19

57

20
31

7

100.0

100.0
93

15
Owners

Tensoits

2u
20

- 25

- 25

66

61

39

21

100.0
100.0

SO
28

and girls of owners, compared with tenants, have the advantage of high

school and college training, and in the 20 to 25 year age group twice i;;,,, .

as many owner children have advanced beyond the eighth grade.
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GENTSR/U. Smii'ARY

In each of the counties studied the white farmers with high
school and college education have smaller families than do those with
less schooling. There is little relation between the size of Negro
farm owner families and the education of the family head; but among
Negro tenants the better educated family heads have smaller families.
Among the families studied, Negro farmers have larger families than
white farmers in every educational group.

The value of family living obtained from the farm increases with
the education of the farmer, whether the farm operator bo owner or
tenant, white or Negro.

T.Tiite farm operators with better education have more conveniences,
'literature, and music in the home than do farmers of little or no
schooling. A higher percentage of white owners than tenants report
these factors.

Negro farmers have little in the way of conveniences, literature,
and music.

In all but one county the better educated white and Negro farmers
operate larger farms, have more capital invested, have larger farm
labor incomes, and have a greater net worth than do farmers of little
or no education.
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INTRODUCTION

This is a preliminary report on the relation of education of Tenn

essee farmers to their social and economic conditions* In a previous re-

port(l)the educational status of farmers in 22 counties of the State was

presented. The present report shows the relation of the education of

these farmers to such social factors as, size of family, value of family

living, and conditions contributing to better living standards; and such

economic factors as size of farm, capital invested in farm, net worth of

farmer, and labor income of the farmer. Where the size of sample jus

tifies, an endeavor is made to analyze these factors by race and tenure.

Schedules from 840 farmers in 15 covinties of the State provide the

information on which the report is based. In the consideration of some

factors data from fewer schedules are available, since the surveys vary

as to date, purpose, size, and number of schedules.

Before taking up the education of farmers in relation to their

social and economic conditions, there are several points which should be

bomo in mind, as thov influence the variations among counties. One of

the most important of theso is soil. Areas having the most favorable

soils and topography generally have bettor educational opportunities, and

their farmers maintain a higher standard of living, due to greater farm

income. The location of the counties studied, in relation to their

soil typos, is shown in Figures 1 and 2.

Two other important factors causing coimty differences are size of

county and extent of urban dovolopmont. The looatiffli of cities having

over 5,000 population, is shown in Figure 3.

(1) Allred, C. E., and Raskopf, B. D., Education of Farm Owners and
Tenets in Tcnnossoo, Department of Agricultural Economics Dn3~Rural
Sociology, University of Tennessee, January 1937.

(2) Allred, C. E., Hondrix, W. E., and Raskopf, B. D., Regional Com-
parisons of Rural Standards of Living in Tennessee, Tennessee Agri
cultural fxperiment Station,~TWPA, and"TWFA, July 1936.
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A studv of the fiscal capacity^®^ of all Tonnossoo counties was

made in 1935 by the Department of Agricultural Economics and Rural Soci

ology, Tennessee Agricultural Experiment Station. The counties studied

in the present report have comparative rank among the 95 counties of the

State, in fiscal capacity, as shovm in Table I.

TABLE I. RANK IN FISCAL CAPACITY PER CAPITA CP THE COUNTIES
STUDIED IN THIS REPORT, COLPARED WITH THE 95 COUNTIES

OP TENNESSEE, 1935

Fiscal Fiscal Fiscal
Covinty Capacity , County Capacity County Capacity
Shelby 1 Ob ion 11 Crockett 44

Knox 4 Montgomery 14 Hendersc»i 61

Hadison 6 Weakley 18 Hardin 65

Vfashington 7 Henry 20 Chester 67

Gibson 8 Williamson 24 Overton 76

Source: Allred, C. E., Atkins, S. W., Marshal ., J. H., Collins, W. E.,
and Tosch, C. A., Comparative Ability of Tennessee Covinties to
Finance Their Governmental Functions, TJobperativePlan of Rural
Research, Tennessee Agricultural Experiment Station, PWPA, and
TWC, 1935.

The information contained in the present report is not intended as

a State-wide county comparison, since the ssimple may not be representa

tive of a particular county and since only one-sixth of all the counties

were studied. An important value of the data is their possible use as

a basis for forming better rural educational programs; to measure the

social smd economic condition of farmers, by educational groups, to be

used as a basis for later comparisons; said to aid agricultural workers

in formulating bettor plans of farm organization and management.

(3) By "fiscal capacity" is meant the present relative tax paying abil
ity of counties, based upon both resources and liabilities. Examples
of factors used in determining the fiscal capacity of counties are:
estimated true wealth, not agricultural income and retail sales.
Federal and State aid, total tax levy, net public debt, number of
children under 15 years of age, amount needed to raise the value of
school property to $185 per child of school ago, and other factors.
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RELATION OP EDUCATION OF FARMERS TO THEIR SOCIAL CONDITIONS

CHAPTER 1

r(l)SIZE OP FAMILT''

Considerable data are aTailable on the size of* farm families, but

little information has been published regarding the educational status

of farmers in relation to size of family. This chapter is devoted to

answering the following questions: Do the better educated, farmers have

larger or smaller families than those of less schooling? Are the fam

ilies of farm owners, of various educational groups, larger or smaller

than those of farm tenants? How does education affect the size of fam

ily of Negro farm operators, compared with white farm operators?

Data on which this chapter is based are taken from 679 schedules,

representing 14 counties. Of the 459 schedules of farm owners 37 are

Negroes; of the 220 tenants studied 96 are Negroes.

White Farm Owners

In each of 7 rural surveys the white farm owners with high school

education or higher have smaller families than do those with eighth

grade schooling or less. The greatest difference in size of family

occurs in the Montgomery county survey in 1921 where white farm owners

with elementary schooling or less have families averaging 6.9,persons,

compared with 3^1 persons for households where the owner has high school

or college training (Table II).

(1) "Family" represents the number of persons in a home who are depend
ent upon the head of the household.

4.
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TABLE II. EDUCATION IN RELATION TO SIZE OF FAIULY, WHITE FARM
GWiNERS, 14 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE

Co\mty
Average Size Family Number of Schedules

Education Education
Grade 0-0 Above 8th Grade Grade 0-8 Above 8th Grade

Knox, 1917 5.7 4.7 47 20

Williamson, 1920 5.8 3,6 59 20

Madison, 1920 4.7 3.0 38 10
Montgomery, 1921 5.9 3.1 46 15
Washington, 1925 5.3 4.3 38 12
Overton, 1925 5.4 4.8 45 11
8 Counties of West

Tennessee ̂ Jom-
bined), 1932(2) 4.3 4.0 33 28

The least difference in size of family between comparable education

al groups occurs in West Tennessee, where the average size of white farm

owner families with high school or college education is only 0.3 persons

less than in families where the owner has eighth grade schooling or less.

In the more recent surveys there is less difference in size cf family

between the two educational groups, possibly because ell farm operators

are becoming better educated, and because factors other than formal educa

tion, such as declining birthrate, are affecting the size of family.

Negro Farm Owners

Although the sample of Negro farm owners is small, there is little

apparent difference in their size of family affected by education. The

households where Negro farm owners have fourth grade schooling or above

average slightly more persons per families than those in which the owners

have less than fourth grade schooling (Table III).

(2) The farm owners of the 8 counties of West Tennessee are combined due
to the small number of schedules secured from each county.

(3) Baker, 0. E., The Outlook For Rural Youth, Bureau of Agricultural
Economics, Washington, D. C., T5M7



TABLE III. EDUCATION IN RELATION TO SIZE OP FAMILY, NEGRO FARM
OWNERS, 3 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE, 1920-1921

Covmty
Average Size i^ami'ly kumder of Schedules

Education Education
Grade 0-4 Above 4th Grade Grade 0-4 Above 4th Grade

Williamson, 1920 6,2 0* 4 0*
Madison, 1920 6,3 7 4 4
Montgomery, 1921 6.8 7 16 9
Average S.7 7 24 13

* There are no Negro ovmers in this group

Only 3 of the 37 Negro ovmers have an eighth grade education or bet

ter, and all are of advanced age, which partly accounts for the little

difference in size of family bv educational status. Then too, the educa

tional attainment of the Negro ovmers varies considerably by counties.

In Williamson county none of the 4 Negro owners report any schooling; in

Montgomery county none of tho 25 ovmers have education above the seventh

grade; but in Madison county, of 8 owners 3 have eighth grade training.

No comparison of the size of Negro farm ovmer fsunilies in 1920 can

be made from tho census of agriculture. However, the average size of all

rural Negro families in these 3 counties, according to the 1930 census

is 3,4 persons. This indicates, if the sample of Negro owners in the

present study is representative, that a decline has occurred in the size

of household of Negro operators.

White and Negro Farm Ovmers Compared

In surveys of Vfilliamson, Madison and Montgomery counties conibined

tho average size family of white farm owners is smaller than that of

Negro farm owners in each educational group (Figure 4),(4)

The average size of family of white farm owners having fourth grade

education or loss is 1,2 persons smaller than families of Negro farm

ovmers of the same educational status. Among ovmers vdth schooling above

(4) The sample of tho 3 comties are combined to secure a more represent
ative sample for comparison.
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Figure 4. Education and size of family of white and Negro farm
owners, Williamson, Madison,and Montgomery counties,combined,

1920-1921

Source: Based on Table IV-

the fourth grado the households of Negro owners averaged 2.3 persons

larger than white owner households (Table IV). The larger size of Negro

TABLE IV. EDUCATION IN RELATION TO SIZE OF FAMILY, WHITE AND
NEGRO OVniERS, WILLIAMSON, MADISON, AND MONTGOMERY COUNTIES

County and Race
Average Size Family Number of Schedules

Education Education
Grade 0-4 Above 4th Grade Grade 0-4 Above 4th Grade

Williamson (White)
(Negro)

5.5
6.2

5
0

29
4

50
0

Madison (White}
(Nepo)

5.1
6.3

4
7

12
4

36
4

Montgomery (White}
(Nepo)

5.6
6.8

5

7
21
16

40

9
Average (TThite}

(Negro)
5.5
6.7

4.7
7

62
30

126
7
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wncr fftmiliea nay be partly due to the older average age of oper»

atore, oompared with whites, and to the fact that a larger propcrtioa of

the members of Negro households do not leave the farm*

White Farm Tenants

The better educated white farm tenants, of the 4 couoities studied,

average smaller families than do those with less schooling. The greatest

difference occurs in Williamson county, where farm tenants who have gone

above the fourth grade have families averaging 1*9 persons less than

those with no education or who have advanced no farther thjui the fourth

grade (Table V).

TABLE V. EDUCATION IN RELATION TO SIZE OP FAMILY, WHITE FARM
TENANTS, 11 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE

County
1 Average Size I'amily Numlber of Schedules
1 Education Education

Grade 0-4 Above 4th Grade Grade 0-4 Above 4th Grade

Williamson, 1920 5.9 4 17 22

Madison, 1920 5.3 5 17 17
Montgomery, 1921 5.5 4.2 25 14

Average 5.6 4.4 59 53

8 Counties of West

Tennessee (Com
bined), 1932* 5.5 4.6

2
10

» This sample is too small to be representative* It is not included in
the average of the counties due to the later date of survey*

But few of the fsirm tenants studied have schooling above the eighth

grade, hence the average size of family is given for groups who have

education only through the fourth grade and above the fourth grade. How

ever, as the education of the tenant increases the tendency is toward

smaller families.

Negro Farm Tenants

Families of Negro farm tenants with schooling above the fourth grade

have households one person larger than those in which the head has not

reached the fifth grade (Table Vl).
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TABLE VI. EDUCATION IN RELATION TO SIZE OF FAMILY, NEGRO FARM
TENANTS. 3 COUNTIES OF TENNBESEE

County
Average Size ^'amily Numb"or Schedules

Edlucation Education
Grade 0-4 Above 4th Grade Grade 0-4 Above 4th Grade

Williamson, 1920
Madison, 1920
Montgomery, 1921

5

6.6

6;2

3.8
5.3

5.9

8

39

26

5

10

8
Average 6*3 5.2 73 23

White and Negro Farm Tenants Compared

Negro farm tenants have larger families than white tenants, in both

the group having schooling below the fifth grade and the one above the

fourth grade (Figure 6)» The difference in size of family between educa

tional groups is about the same for both Negroes and white®, but in each

group the families of Negro tenants are larger#
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Figure 5. Education in relation to size of family, white and Negro
farm tenants compared, Williamson, Madison, and Montgomery

counties, combined, 1920-1921

Source: Based on Tables V and VI.
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White Farm Owners and Tenants Compared

Among white farmers, the arerage size family of owners having fourth

grade schooling or less is about the same as for tenants. The same is

true among white owners and tenants having education above the fourth

grade.

Among Negro farmers of fourth grade training or less the owners

have slightly larger families than tenants; and among operators who have

gone above the fourth grade the owner families are about 2 persons larger

than tenant households (Table VII).

TABLE VII. EDUCATION IN RELATION TO SIZE OP FAMILY, WHITE AND
NEGRO FARMERS, BY TENURE, WILLIAMSON, MADISON, AND MONT-

Whites Negroes

County and Tenure
No. Persons in Household No. Persons in Household

Education Education
Grade 0-4 Above 4th Grade Grade 0-4 Above 4fch Grade

Williamson

(Owners) 5.5 5 6.2 0*
(Tenants) 5.9 4 5.0 3.8

Madison

(Owners) 5.1 4 6.3 7.0
(Tenants) 5.3 5 6.6 5.3

Montgomery
(Owners) 5.6 5 6.8 7.0
(Tenants) 5.5 4.2 6.2 5.9

Aver age
(Owners) 5.5 4.7 6.7 7.0
(Tenants) 5.5 4.6 6.3 5.2

So\arce: Based on Tables IV, V, and VI.

The average age of white owners is about 13 years above that of white

tenants. Among Negro operators there is little difference in the aver

ts® ®-S® tenure. This partly accounts for the difference in size of

household by educational groups. Unfortunately the n\amber of schedules

available do not permit subdividing by age groups in addition to color

and tenure.



CHAPTER II

VALHE OF FAIIILY LIVING

In this chapter is discussed the relation of education of farmers

to the value of family living. The analysis is divided into two parts.

In part (a) is presented the relation of education to the value of family

living obtained from products furnished by the fsorm, and family expendi

tures obtained from farm funds In part (b) information is presented

relative to the education of farmers, only to the value of items for fam

ily use furnished by the farm.^^^

(a) - Williamson, Madison, and Montgomery Counties, 1920-1921

Among the farm operators of these 3 coimties the value of family

living increases with the education of the operator, whether the farmer

be owner or tenant, Negro or white. In Montgomery county, fcr example,

the average value of family living increases from |1,067 for white farm

owners with schooling less than the fourth grade to 11,863 for those

having high school or college training (Figure 6). The same relative

(1) Standard of Living Sijrvey in Williamson, Madison, and Montgomery
counties,~rrepartment of Agricultural Economics and Rural Sociology,
University of Tennessee, and United States Bureau of Agricultural
Economics, 1920-1921.
Data from 434 schedules showing the value of family living consisting
of (l) products furnished by, and used on the farm, such as poultry
and dairy products, fresh and cured meats, fruits and vegetables, farm
crops, fuel, and value of rent of house; and (2) family expenditures
obtained from farm fvinds as clothing, groceries, personal insurance,
recreation and entertainment, medical services, house furnishings
bought, tuition suid school costs, use of family auto, charity, and
personal and luxury items.

(2) Farm Management Surveys, Department of Agricultural Economics and
Rural Sociology, Extension Service, University of Tennessee, 1925,
1932, and 1936. Data from 220 schedules of farm operators in 11 coun
ties dealing with the value of items for family use furnished by the
farm such as, livestock and livestock products, and sources of income
such as man and machine work, rent from buildings, wood used, and
other soTirces. These data do not include family expenditures ob
tained from farm funds.

11.
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Figure 6. Relation of education of families to the value of family
living, Montgomery county, 1921

* There are no Negroes in the sample having schooling above the
eighth grade.

Source; Based on Table VIII.

increases are evident among Negro owners, and among white and Negro

tenants. The average value of family living of white owners is consider

ably higher than that of either Negro owners, or white or Negro tenants.

Negro owners have a higher average value of family living than the

white tenants, in the lower educational group.

In Madison and Williamson counties practically the same situation
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aj^ars to exist as in Montgomery, but the small number of schedules

in some of the groups does not warrant definite conclusions (Table VIIl),

TABLE VIII. RELATION OF EDUCATION OF FABLERS TO VALUE OF FAMILY
LIVING, WILLIAMSON, MADISON, AND MONTGOMERY COUNTIES, 1920-21

Education of "•armer Total Number ̂
County, Tenure, and Race High School of

Grade 0-4 Grade 5-8 and College Schedules
Williamson

Farm Owners (Whites) $1070 $1171 $1664 84
(Negroes ) 487 0* 0* 3

Feurm Tenants (Whites) 705 711 1084 41
(Negroes) 486 550 0* 11

Madison

Farm Owners (Whites) 1028 1210 1283 49
(Negroes) 548 938 0* 7

Farm Tenants(Whites) 672 716 760 35
(Negroes) 495 659 0* 49

Montgomery
Farm Owners (Whites) 1067 1203 1863 57

(Negroes) 532 619 0* 25
Farm Tenants(Whites) 467 571 637 39

(Negroes) 443 447 0* 34

(B) - Eleven Counties of Tennessee, 1925, 1932, and 1936

Farm households in which the operator has high school or college

education, in the 11 counties studied, use more farm products for family

coisumption than do the fsumilies in which the head has eighth grade

schooling or less.

Among white farm owners in Overton county the average value of farm

items for family use is $424 in households in which the operator has

schooling below the fifth grade, and $594 for families in which the head

has attended high school or college (Figure 7).

In Washington county the value of farm items used by the family is

also greater among the households whose heads possess the better eduoatien.

The farm families of Washington county have a higher average value of
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Figure 7. Relation of education of white farm owners to the value
of items for family use, Overton and Washington covinties,

Tennessee, 1925

Source: Based on Table. EC.

items for family use, in every educational group, compared with those of

Overton county.

In surveys including 47 schedules from 8 counties in West Tennessee

in 1932, and 125 from Crockett covmty in 1936, as in the studies already

discussed, the farm operators having the better education secure a higher

average value of items for homo use than do the farmers with less formal

schooling (Table IX).

In Crockett county the average value of items for family use is

higher, in each educational group, for tenants than for owners. This
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TABLE IX. RELATION OF EDUCATION OF TOITE FARUERS TO THE VALUE OP
ITEHS FOR PAHILY USE, 11 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE

County, Tenure, and Race
Education of Farmer Total

High School Number
Grade 0-4 Grade 5-8 and College of Schedules

Overt on, (1925)
Farm Owners $424 $431 $594 29

Washington (1925)
Farm Owners 623 663 714 19

8 Counties, West Tonn- .
essee Combined.(1932)
Farm Owners 172 247 366 39
Farm Tenants 110 139 280 8

Crockett, (1936)
Farm Owners 197 201 308 79
Farm Tenants 247 266 364 46

may bo aecountod for by tho fact that the tenants of Crockett county

are bettor educated than owners when they are separated by ago groups,

the average age of the tenants being about 13 years younger than that

(5)of owners.
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CHAPTER III

HOIiE CONVENIENCES, LITERATURE, AND MUSIC

Whit9 EacnarA.

One ne&sxire of the standard of living is the number of convenisnoes

used in the household, the number and type of periodicals read, and the

availability of music in the home.

Data from 318 schedules of white farmers in Williamson, Madison,

and Montgomery counties indicate that those white farmers with the bet

ter education have more modern conveniences, literature, and music than

do farmers with little or no schooling. This situation is true in each

of the 3 counties, and for both owners and tenants. Also, a higher per
centage of owners than tenants, in each educational group, report these

conveniences.

Among the educational groups, there are wide variations in ths per
centages of farmers reporting the various factors. For instance, in
Williamson county, 18 per cent of farm owners with loss than seventh

grade schooling, and 78 per cent of those with eighth grade education or

more, own refrigerators; while none of the farmers in the Montgomery or
Madison coxaity surveys have this convenionoe.

On an average, over half of all households, where the operator has

schooling bolow the eighth grade, have no modern homo conveniences, edu

cational literature, or music facilities whatever; and there is also con
siderable lack of these facilities in households in which the operator
has eighth grade education or more (Table X).

16.
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TABLE X. PER CENT OR WHITE FAliM FAMILIES IfflPORTING CERTAIN
C0H7ERIENCES , LITERATURE, AND liUSIC, BY EDUCATIONAL GROUPS,

WILLIAI.ffiON, MADISON, AITO MONTGOMERY COUNTIES, 1920-21*

Item County
Farm Owners Farm Tenants

Education Education
Grade 0-7 Above 7th Grade 0-7 Above 7th

Furnaces Williamson 0 3 0 0
Madison 0 0 0 0
Montgomery 0 0 0 0

Oil Stoves Williamson 3 45 0 33
Madison 0 0 0 0

1 Montgomery 25 37 0 0
Kefrigerators| Williamson 16 3 45 '

Madison 0 0 0 0
I Montgomery 0 0 0 0

Power "asnersjWilliamson 7 10 3 15 
Madison 0 0 0 0
Montgomery 0 0 0 0

Daily Papers Williamson 40 80 25 39 ■'
Madison 1 50 66 28 50Montgomery j 52 86 18 50

Weekly Papers! Williamson j 35 70 23 36
Madison 16 33 14 33
Montgomery | 27 32 17 28

Religious I Williamson 30 65 12 55
Papers Madison 16 50 3 50

Montgomery 22 31 11 50
Magazines Williamson j £4 53 6 36 "}iadison ] 33 50 3 50

Montgomery 1 53 63 14 50
Farm Joxarnal | Williamson 55 85 40 75

Madison 50 100 33 53
Montgomery 54 86 30 66

Educational Williamson 37 60 24 63
Books Madison 50 66 54 60

Montgomery 94 100 69 75
Pianos | Williamson 38 S3 0 44 ■j Madison 0 50 0 01 Montgomery | 27 38 0 0

88, in Madison county, and 124
no farmers reporting the item a

farm operators in
in Montgomery county,
zoro is used.)

fu liamson county,
(Where there are

The farm journal occupies the most important place in the literature

road, by both owners and tenants, in each educational group; and the

daily paper is reported in a larger percentage of the homes than is the

weekly.
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Figure 8 shows the relation of education of white farm owners to

some factors contributing to their standards of living. The sams cor

relation exists among both white owners and white tenants of 3 counties,

as shown in Table X.

Item

Farm Journal

Daily Paper

Refrigerators

Weekly Paper

Educational
Books

Religious
Papers

Pismos

Magazines

Oil Stoves

Power Washers

Furnaces

Per Cent

30

.wwwswv

V^I

it;

V«Mnn.VMKWMMW%%VVIjtt

1
Above 7th Grade tSS3 Grade 0-7

Figure 8. Per cent of white farm owners reporting certain home con
veniences, literature, and music, by educational groups,

Williamson County, 1920

* None reporting.
Source: Based on Table X.

Negro Farmers

The lack of modern hohie conveniences, literature, and music in

Negro farm households, and the low educational status of Negro operators,

makes difficult the evaluation of their social conditions by educational
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groups. In Montgomery cotinty, out of 60 Nogro farmers none report fur

naces, oil stoves, or power washers; 2 report refrigerators; 7,daily

papers; 8, weekly papers; 5,magazines; 11, farm journals; 35,books; and

3, pianos. Proportionally the Negro farmers with some education possess

more of these factors than those with no formal schooling, but the small

size of sample does not warrant definite conclusions.
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PART II

RELATION OP EDUCATION OP FARMERS TO CERTAIN ECONOMIC FACTORS

CHAPTER IV

SIZE OP FARM

Most farm studies show that as the size of the farm increases the

labor income increases. The question then naturally arises as to whether

the farmers with the better education operate the larger size farms. An

attempt is made in this chapter to show this relationship, by race and by

tenure. Information presented is taken from 778 schedules of white and

Nogro farmers in 15 counties of the State.

White Farm Owners

In all but one of the 15 counties the white farm owners with high

school and college training operate larger farms than those with schooling

Average Size Farm (Acres)
County

Knox, 1917

Williamson,
1920

Madison, 1920

Montgomery,
1921

40 80 120

^ . 4 . . . . . . . 4 . t . * . * .

160 180

wm

vV

1

4VBaXXXX»XXX«XXXXXXXXXXXll»XXXXXXXXVtXXXXXXXXXXWXIW
I ' * I I H I 1,1

Overton, 1925

SSS
t I I I 41 1

Washington,
1925

XXXXXXXXXXXXIXXXXVMIXXXXXXXXXXWXXXTOXXXXXXXXXXX
4«4**«44*4^4*i 4^ 44444*. 44**^44

XXXXV

Eight counties
West Tenn.^,„r
Combined, 1932r

%iixaxxxxxxwia!tXMM»gLXxaxxvixaaxxxxii>xwxixxxxxwkXXXXX

vxxvikXxxxxxxx^voxxsaKomaKCrockett, 1936
'jt '4 t. tt^

I I H < I I I '<

X

Above 8th Grade K'-Q't Grade 5-8 EZlD Grade 0-4

Figure 9. Average size farm of white farm owners, by educational
groups, 15 counties of Tennessee

Source: Based on Table XI.
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below the fifth grade (Pigxire 9). In all of the studies the farmers

having no formal training operate the smaller farms.

In Crockett county in 1936 the farmers vdth the most education pos

sess the smaller units. This may partly be accounted for by the fact

that the smaller intensive farms in this county have a high average labor

income.

THiite Farm Tenants

In 3 of 4 counties studied the farm tenants with high school and

college training farm larger units than those of less schooling. In

Williamson and Montgomery counties, tenants with high school education or

above operate farms averaging 87 acres larger than those who have fifth

to eighth grade schooling, and 99 acres larger than those who have not

advanced beyond the fourth grade (Figure 10).

County

Williamson,
1920

Madison,
1920

Montgomery,
1921

Crockett,
1936

Average Size Farm (Acres)
20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180

:: 'JO;

* ♦ t f * t t M I I M t J

Mill
SIi 11 i * * * *

Above 8th Grade iV\N Grade 5-8 GSl Grade 0-4

Figure 10. Average size farm of white farm tenants, by educational
groups, 4 counties of Tennessee

Source: Based on Table XI.

As is the case among farm owners, the bottor educated tenants in

Crockett county oporato the smaller more intensive forms#
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Negro Farmera

Among Negro farm operators, whero the size of sample justifies com

parison, tho farmors with schooling above the fourth grade farm larger

units than those with fourth grado training or loss*

Of 26 Nogro farm owners in Montgwnery county with fifth to oighth

grade schooling, tho avorago size farm operated is 54 acres, compared

with 47 acros for those who have less schooling*

In a study of 82 Negro farm tenants in Madison and Montgomery coun

ties, those with the bettor schooling operate slightly larger farms, as

shown in Table XI*

TABLE XI. AVERAGE SIZE OF FARM, BY COUNTY, RACE, TENURE, AND
EDUCATIONAL GROUPS, 15 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE*

Education of^ ^arm Owners "Education of Farm Tensmts
County and Race

Grade 0-4 Grade 5-8
Above

8th Grade 0-4 Grade 5-8

Above

8th
Knox, 1917 (WhiteJ 104 166 177 0 0 ' '6'
Williamson, 1920

(White) 119 134 151 67 79 166
Madison, 1920

(White)
(Negro)

103

0

134

0

174

0

40

32

53

37

67

0
Montgomery, 1921

(White)
(Negro)

110

47

161

54

181

0

38

19

48

21
157

0
Overton, 1925

(White) 142 176 189 0 0 0
Washington, 1925

(White) 115 164 177 0 0 0
8 Counties of West

Tennessee Combined
1932, (White) 127 156 187 0 0 0
Crockett, 1936

(White) 105 81 67 109 69 44

* Source; Based on 510 schedu!Les of wliil:e farn1 owners. .60 white :'arm
tenants, 26 Negro farm ov/ners, and 82 Negro farm tenants* (Each
sample contains 26 or more schedules; 0 indicates none in sarple).

In each county studied, and in each educational group, the average

size of farm operated by Negro owners and tenants is smaller than for

white farmers*



CHAPTSR V V •,'■ - ■ ■

CAPITAL INVESTED HI FARM BUSINESS

One nieaauro of the size of farm business la the total amount of

capital the operator has invested, including the value of his farm, equip
ment, livestock, value of supplies on hand, suid amount of operating cap
ital* In this chapter data from 761 schedules, in 15 county svrveys, are
presented showing the relationship of education of farmsrs to their in

vestments*

Hifhito Farm Owners

In all except Crockett county the farmers with high school and col

lege training have a larger capital investment in the farm business than

do those of loss or no schooling (Figuro ll)»

4000

Dollars

8000

«■» « * 4 « . 4 * t . . . . . * * * * ^ . 4 * 4\\ * * . . 1

rii 1111 M i i 4 « « 4 4 * * 4 . 4 4 . 4 * . > * ^ , I , I . I I

County

Knox, 1917

Williamson,
1920

Madison,
1920

Montgomery,
1921

Overton,
1925

Washington,
1925

4 4 4 « * « 4 * 4 . 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 * 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 * » 4 t

8 Counties of
West Tenn.
Combined, 1932['^^' "
Crockett,

1936

LLAJ.

SJ25?

I i 1111 t I I > i i

111 V r I«
t * ft* * tl♦♦»»«««

12.000 16.000 20.000

Above 8th Grade CSSSS Grade 5-8 /y^ Grade 0-4
Figure 11* Average amount of capital invested by white farm owners,

by educational groups, 15 counties of Tennessee

Source; Based on Table XII.
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The higher average value of investments for the farm owners with the

least schooling in Crockett county may be accounted for by the fact that

one farmer, with little formal schooling, has a capital investment of over

♦65,000.(1) Also many of the other farms appear to be over-capitalized.

White Farm Tenants

White farm tenants with high school and college training have greater

average investments than do those with loss schooling, as shown in 12

covinty surveys (Table XII).

TABLS XII. AVERAGE AMOUNT OP CAPITAL INVESTED BY FARMERS, BY COUNTY,

County and Race
Education of Farm Owners Education of Farm Tenants

Grade 0-4 Grade 5-8

Above Bth

Grade Grade 0-4 Grade 5-8

Above 8lh

Grade
Knox,1917 (White) ? 7,662 ?13,473 513,545 0 U 0
Willisunson, 1920

(TThite) 14,050 17,044 19,308 $1,304 $1,657 $3,388
Madison, 1920

(White)
(Negro)

4,770
0

15,632
0

19,553
0

6,595
3,412

7,127
4,343

7,767
0

Montgomery, 1921
(White)
(Negro)

5,220
4,001

14,497
8,450

16,981
0

3,044
2,307

4,212
2,864

6,204
0

Overton, 1925
(White) 3,695 3,762 9,090 0 0 0

Washington, 1925
(White) 10,261 15,251 16,669 0 0 0

8 Counties of West

Tennessee,Combined
1932 (y/hite) 2,934 4,815 8,589 1,175 1,686 2,005
Crockett, 1936

(White) 6,287 4,963 4,635 1,520 2,160 3,442
* Based on 491 schedules of white farm owners; l61 white ?8Lrm tenants; 26
Negro farm owners; and 83 Negro farm tenants. (0 indicates none in the
sample •)

In the same educational groups the investment of tenants is lower

than those of owners. However, the average investment for tenants with

high school and college training is higher in Montgomery and Madison

(i;The average capital investment of the farmers in tho Crockett County
survey is $5892.
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counties than is that of farm oMvners with schooling below the fifth

grade.

Negro Farmers

The average investment of Negro farm tenants with fifth to eighth

grade schooling in lAdison and Uontgomery counties is $557 greater than

that for Negro tenants with fourth grade schooling or less (Figure 12).

County and
Tenure"

Madison

"" Farm Tenants

Montgomery
Farm Tenants

Farm Owners

4,000

Dollsurs

0 2,000
1 ' 1 T

6,000 8,000

iSiSSSSSSSSSSSSli

I - ' i ' ' • 1

Grade 5-8 ESS Grade 0-4

Figure 12. Average amount of capital invested by Negro farmers, by
educational groups, 2 counties of Tennessee, 1920 - 1921

Source: Based on Table XII.

In Montgomery county the investment of Negro owners,in the better

educated group, is twice as large as those of the class having less educa

tion. Negro owners have a larger investment than Negro tenants when the

same educational groups are compared.

Table XII shows that the average investment, of Negro farmers is gen

erally lower than that of white farmers of the same educational groups.

However, the investment of Negro owners and tenants of the higher educa-

ticMial groups in many cases exceeds that of white farmers of low educa

tional attainments.



 

CHAPTER VI

LABOR INCOl;®

(1)One of the best measures of farm success is the labor income#

In this chapter consideration is given to the relation of the farmer's

education to the labor income from his farm. Schedules from 208 *hite

farm owners, in 11 counties, form the basis of the information presented.

In each covinty studied the labor income is highest for the group of

white farm owners who have high school or college training, and lowest

for those with little or no schooling (Figure 13).

n

3
rH

PU

$250

200

150

100

50

0

w 50

a

100 -

150

200

m
w

r\s

m

''•i- '' 'Vu" .: It .V

8 Coimties,
West Tennessee,
Combined

i

i
i

m

m

m
h

Over ton

Washington
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Figure 13. Average labor income of white farm owners, by educational
groups, 11 counties of Tennessee, 1917-32

Source: Based on Table XIII.

(l) Labor income is the farm income less a certain per cent on the aapital
invested and the estimated value of unpaid family labor. Farm income
is total receipts minus total expenses.

26.
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In three counties the farmers with fourth grade schooling or less

average no labor income. In Knox county in 1917 the greatest difference

occurred in labor return between the educational groups; farmers with

schooling above the eighth grade averaged $236 labor return, compared with

$-12 for those with schooling below the fifth grade.

The farmers of Washington county, studied in 1925, who had high

school or college training did not receive a net profit, but the negative

difference between the farmers of this group and those with little school

ing is $156 in favor of the operators with the better education (Table

XIII).

TABLE XIII. AVERAGE LABOR INCOUE OF WHITE FARM OWNERS, BY

County Education
Grade 0-4 Grade 5-8 Above 8th Grade

Knox, 1917 $ -12 $ 88 $236
Washington, 1925 -177 -128 -21
Overton, 1925 -116 8 19
8 Counties of West

Tennessee, Combined,
1932 44 93 186

While the farmers with high school or college education in Overton

county havo an average labor income of $19, those with schooling below

the fifth grade average a return of minus $116.

Although farm owners with little schooling, in 8 counties of 7fost

Tennessee (combined), have an average labor income of $44, those with

schooling above the eighth grade average $186.



CHAPm VII

NET WORTH

In this chapter is shown the relationship between the education of

the farmers and their net worth. Information is based on 410 schedules

from Williamson, Madison, and Hontgomery counties, 1920 and 1921. Data

are analyzed by race and tenure*

White Farm Owners

When 190 white farm owners of the 8 counties are divided into 3

educational groups it is fouid that the average net worth of those with

high school and college training is considerably higher than the average

for the lower educational groups (Figure 14).

135,000

30,000

25,000
a

20,000

i
m
1*55!

15,000

10,000 » « «
t ¥ «

i
» »*
• » »
» » «

» 4 »
* * 4

5,000 » 4 t
4 4 4

i4 4 4
4 4 4

4 4 4
4 4 4
» 4 4 4j

Williamson Madison Montgomery

Above 8th Orade GS3 Grade 5-8 Grade 0-4

Figure 14. Average net worth of white farm owners, by educational
groups, 3 counties of Tennessee, 1920-1921

Source; Based on Table XIV.

(l) Net worth is the total value of a farmer's holdings including oper
ating expenses and intimgiblos, minus the farmer's total indebtedness,

28*
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In Hadison and Montgomery counties, the average net worth of farm

owners having even fifth to eighth grade schooling is several times great

er than that of farmers having little or no schooling.

Tfhite Farm Tenants

A study of 113 white farm tenants in the 3 counties shows that ten

ants having the higher education have the greater net worth, in vailiam-

son county tenants with high school emd college training have an average

net worth about 3 times as great as that of tenants with fourth grade

schooling or less (Figure 15).
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Figure 15. Average net worth of white farm tenants, by educational
groups, 3 counties of Tennessee, 1920-1921

Source: Based on Table XIV.

In Madison county there appears to be less difference in the net

worth of white tenants, those with high school and college education av

eraging $190 greater than those with fourth grade schooling or less.

Among the farm tenants of Montgomery county, those in the highest educa

tional group have an average net worth almost 3 times as great as those

in the lowest educational group*
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Ne^ro Farm Ovmers

Of 26 Negro farm ovmers in Uontgomery covmty none have schooling

above the eighth grade. However, Negro owmers with fifth to eighth grade

education have 5 times the average net worth of those with fourth grade

schooling or less (Figure 16).

Dollars

Education

Ora3d 5-8

Grade 0-4

0
r

1,000 2,000 3.000 4,000

±

Figure 16. Average net worth of Negro farm owners, by educational
groups, Ilontgomerv county, Tennessee, 1921

Source: Based on Table XIV.

Negro Farm Tenants

A study of 81 Negro farm tenants in Madison and Montgomery counties

shows that the bettor educated tenants have a larger net worth (Figure 17).

Countv and
Education

Madison
Grade 5-8

Grade 0-4

Montgomery

Grade 5-8

Grade 0-4

Dollars

200 400 600 800 1000 1200

m
■ss

Figure 17. Average net wnrth of Negro farm tenants, by educa
tional groups, Madison and Montgomery counties, Tennessee,

1920 - 1921

Source: Based on Table XIV.

Although the number of dollars difference between the two educa

tional groups is not very great, it is significant because of the low

average not worth of both groups.
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Farm Ownerg and Tenants Compared

Table XIV shows the relation of educatim of white and Negro farmers

to their net worth#

TThite farm tenants, when compared with white farm owners of the same

relative educational groups, average lower net resiources. But in two of

three counties the group of better educated tenants have a higher net

worth than form owners with little schooling#

TABLE XIV. AVERAGE NET WORTH OP FARliERS, BY RACE, TENURE, AND
EDUCATIONAL GROUPS, WILLIAISON, UADISON, AND

MONTGOLERY COUNTIES*

County and Education of Farm Owners Education of Farm Tenants
Race Grade 0-4 Grade 5-8 Above 8th Grade 0-4 Grade 5-8 Above 8th

Williamson,
1920 (White) $10,411 $14,097 $34,677 $1,755 $2,398 $5,062
Uadison,
1920(^liite)

(Negro)
1,207

0

21,135
0

31,467
0

1,306
1,019

1,450
1,223

1,496
0

Uontgornery,
1921(T"'hite)

(Negro)
1,508
728

11,819
3,935

21,152
0

756

626

1,226
733

1,901
0

w I X4.V xcu

tenants; 26 Negro farm owners; and 81 Negro farm tenants.
(0 indicates nono in the sample#)

Negro farm owners of the same relative educational groups have

greater net resources than Negro farm tenants# Also, Negro farm owners

v/ith fifth to eighth grade schooling have higher average net resources

than white owners of fourth grade schooling or less; too, they have great

er resources than most educational groups of white farm tenants#
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