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INTRODUCTION

For a long time many people in various parts of the country
have made their living through. a combination of farming with employment
in industry. During the past five years the term part-time farming has
come into general use in describing this way of making a living or in
describing only the farming side of the combination. Other terms such
as subsistence homesteads, garden cities, and rural-industrial communities
have likewise been adopted. From many sources there have come at various
times proposals for publicly encouraging these combinations as a means of
improving the living conditions and increasing the security of many more
families. These proposals are varied in character, but in general may be
classified in three major groups.

1. Provision of garden plots for industrial workers in order that pro-
duce from these plots may supplement their income from industrial
employment, and aid in tiding them over seasons of unemployment.

Establishment of new communities of families, each to be provided
with a small acreage on which to raise a considerable portion of its
food, with the cxpectation that, in time, industries would locate in
such communities and provide a certain amount of supplementary cash
income from non-farm employment.

Settlement of families on small farms near communities in which in-
dustrial estabiishments already exist, where they mavy produce a con-
siderable portion of their food and may also obtain some employment
in the industries.

In view of the scarcity of factual information available for
use in formulating public policy with respect to such proposals, the Re-
search Section, Division of Research, Statistics and Finance of the F.E.R.
4., in cooveration with the Land Policy Section, Division of Program Plan-
ning of the A.A.A, has undertaken a study of this question,l/ Such public
programs as have actually been undertaken have been chiefly of the second
type, but they are too new to allow an adequate appraisal of incomes and
living in the resulting communities. In this investigation attention is
directed toward families that have already made combinations such as
might result from the first and third types. Following popular usage
these people will be referred to as rart-time farmers, meaning that they
spend part of their time operating a farm and part of their time at some
employment away from this farm, Their farms will be referred to as part~
time farms and their activities on them will be called part-time farming.

The prineipal objectives of this study are:

1. To describe existing types of combined farming-industrial employment.

l/ Since the study was undertaken the former agency has become the Division
of Social Research, W,P,A. and the latter has become the Land Use Plan-
ning Section, Land Utilization Division, Resettlement Administration.
The study has been continued by these agencies,
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To appraise the benefits and disadvantages of these existing types.

To determine the possibilities for further development of desirable
farming-industrial combinations; in particular, to appraise the extent
to which these combinations might be utilized in a rehabilitation
program,

In order to reach these main objectives, answers were sought
the following questions:

What land, buildings and equivment do existing part-time farming
units have?

What are the labor requirements and cash expenses of these farms?
That do these farms produce for home use and for sale?

What industrial employment is, or may become, available for com-
bination with farming?

What are the labor requirements and wage scales of these industries?
What living conditions are associated with these farming-industrial
combinations, and how do the part-time farmers compare in this respect
with other groups at the same occupational levels?

What are the characteristics of persons and families adaptable to a
combination of farming with industrial employment?

It is evident that answers to such questions must be given by
regions over which relatively homogeneous conditions prevail. Accord-
ingly it was decided to undertake this study first in one such region so
that the experience thus gained could be utilized in further studies in
other regions, The region selected was the Eastern Cotton Belt. Two
factors governed its choice: (1) it is an area in which it is generally
recognized that the need for a sound rural rehabilitation program is both
urgent and widespread, and (2) industrialization has been comparatively
recent and part-time farming has not vet developed as extensivelv as in
some of the older industrial regions., The study has been limited to the
three states, South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama, which comprise most
of the eastern end of the Cotton Belt.l/

In this investigatinn secondary sources of information were
first explored. The Burean of the Census cooperated in making special
tabulations of Census of Agriculture and Census of Manufactures data. A
field study was undertaken to provide the additional factual information
needed in the analysis. Thig field study included a schedule study of a
sample of part-time farm families and a sample of non-farming industrial
employees. It also included an inspection of the areas in which enumera-
tion was done, an inspection of industrial establishments, and interviews
with employers, public officials and other informed persons.

Examination of industrial employment in this region indicates
the necessity for dividing it into subregions in each of which a different
type of industry predominates. For the purposes of this study, industrial

L/ In cases where important types of farming areas within these states
extend into adjacent states data are presented for the whole areas.




employment is taken to mean any gainful pursuit other than agricul ture.
Industry, thus limited, has been divided into two groups, for convenience
called "productive industries" and "service industries." Productive
industries include those classified in the 1930 Census of Population
under forestry and fishing, extraction of minerals, and manufacturing and
mechanical. Service industries include transportation, communication,
trade, public service, professional service, and domestic and personal
service. The 1930 Census of Population was used as a basis for delimi-
tation of the subregions. The first step was to rank the productive in-
dustries of each county according to the number of persons occupied.

The important industries in each county were then marked on a map, and
the boundaries of the subregions were drawn by inspection. These bounda-
ries, shown in Fig. I, do not indicate any sharp break in conditions,

but they roughly mark out those areas in which types of industry are
sufficiently different to warrant separate study.

This report deals with combined farming-industrial employment
in the cotton textile subregion only. Another report, entitled "Employ~
ment in the Cotton Textile Industry in Alabama, Georgia and South
Carolina," ﬁ/ discusses those features of the cotton goods industry which
are pertinent to this investigation, and should be considered as supple-
mentary to the present report.

Because the population of the cotton textile area is predomi-
nantly white, end the opportunity for employment of Negroes in industry
is limited, this first report deals only with whites, Later reports will
discuss part-time farming for both Negroes and whites in the other sub-
regions studied.

a/ W.P.A. Research Bulletin, J - 2.




SUMMARY

Textile manufacturing is by far the most important industry of
the subregion surveyed and furni s the principal type of non-
farm employment. However, the industrial employment of part-time
farmers is not limited to this industry.

The textile industry is well adapted to combinations with farming
because of the 40 hour week (although competition in the industry
may eventually force adoption of a longer working week), the loca-
tion of mills where land is available within easy commuting distance,
and because the work is not heavy.

The small farming operations carried on by workers in industry did
not handicap them or reduce their opportunities for employment or
cash income below what they would have been if they had done no
farming.

Part-time farmers in this subregion, with few exceptions, work at

a regular job, and do not take time off to attend to farm work.

The daily and weekly working hours of industry are such as to allow
adequate time for farm work. Seasonal variation in industrial em-
ployment is thus not important. Members of the household other than
the head do the greater part of the farm work.

The farming studied was of two types. One was production primarily
for home use, and the other included one or more commercial enter-
prises in addition. The non-commercial type was numerically more
important although it was for the most part not included in the 1930
Census of Agriculture.

There has been a substantial inerease in part-time farming in this
subregion during the past five ycars,

More than half of the part-time farms studied in Greenville County
and more than four fifths of those in Carroll County, the two counties
surveyed, had only about one acre of crop land.

The usual farming enterprises were a small garden, a cow, a small
poultry flock, and a pig., Morc than half of the farms studied had
all four of thesc cnterprises,

Average capitalized rental valuc (5 percent basis) of non-commercial
part-time farms was $2,141 for tenants and $3,399 for owners in
Greenville County. This includes only those part-time farms which
were located outside of the company-owned mill villages,

Cash farm expenscs, exclusive of rent and taxes, on non-commercial
part-time farms averaged about $100 per year in Greenville County

and $65 in Carroll County, Sales of surplus products covered about
half of these expensecs.
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The estimated value of the farm products consumed by a typical part-
time farm family of four in Carroll County was $230 in 1934; of a
typical family of six in Greenville County with a somewhat larger
farm, $267.

0ff-the-farm earnings of all part-time farm households in 1934
averaged $816 for the heads and 3280 for other members in Greenville
County and $544 for the heads and $487 for other members in Carroll
County.

For comparative purposes a study was made of a group of industrial
workers who did no farming. In Greenville County the non~-farming
industrial households had a somcwhat higher cash income than the
part-time farm houscholds. In Carroll County the part-time farm
families had a higher cash income than the industrial families. The
differcnces are due principally to differences in type and amount

of employment available and wage scales, and are not affected by the
fact that a worker docs part-time farming.

Housing and the variety of available social organizations varied be-
tween mill villages and betwoen villages and open country. Part-

time farmers in the open country were usually without running water
and occasionslly without electric lights., As a group, part-time farm-
crs more frequently had automobiles and radios and participated more
actively in community organized social life than did non-farming in-
dustrial workers

Average incomes of the part-time farm families in 1934 were ubstantial-
1y higher than estimated average net cash incomes of full-time farm
families in the same counties.

The farm makes a substantial contribution to the feamily well being,
enabling the part-time farmer to maintain a higher level of living
than he otherwise would. This contribution is greater for & large
than for a small family.

The opportunity for home ownership, with rare exceptions, exists only
outside the mill villages, OUu‘ld( the villages slightly more than
half of the cases studied in the two counties combined owned their homes.

Opinions expressed by both part-time farmers and industrial workecrs
werc, with few exccptions, favorable to pert-time farming.

The more cormmonly cited disadvantages of part-time farming from the
standpoint of the individual, (i.c,, the heavy labor required, the
cxpense of commuting, and tnb lack of urban convenicnces) were rela-
tively unmimportent in this subregion, Under conditions that prevail
ovur much of the subregion the advantages scem clearly to outweigh the
isadvantages for those with a rural background, Mo dircect evidence




was secured in this study as to the camsonly cited disadvantages to so-
ciety in general (i.e. a depression of the general wage level and compe-
tition with commercial farmers).

Industrial employment in this subregion is not likely to increase materi-
ally in the mnear future. Cotton mill employment was about at its peak
in’'1934 and will probably decreasc, Employment in other textile indus-
tries is increasing but is still relatively unimportant. Further in-
crease in total employment must await expansion of existing industries,
introduction of new ones, of solution of the agricultural problem.

A farm of such size that it can be conveniently operated as an adjunct

to industrial employment is not sufficient by itself to support a family.
For this reason, a part-time farming program in this subregion for work-
ers who are cxpected to be self-supporting should be limited to those
who have jebs or who are likely to obtain employment in the kcen compe-
tition for the rclatively few jobs that will become available.

Even if provided with properly located small farms, most relief clients
in this subregion would not be likely to securc enough employment im
private industry to become self-supporting in the near future as part-
time farmers,
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The Covton Textile Subregion

The cotton textile subregion of Alabama, Georgia and South
Carolina is located generally in the Piedmont area of these states o/
but does not coincide exactly with it (Edigdi)gimbiinicindes
roughly 85 percent of the textile industry of these states, and has
no other single industry approaching textiles in importance (Table 1).
This subregion and the 10 counties surrounding Birmingham are the
two important industrial areas of the Southeast.

The textile industry is spread unevenly through the sub~
region, and is located mostly in the smaller towns and on the outskirts
of large cities. ILess than 10 percent of the cotton will workers live
in cities having a population in excess of 25,000 (Table 1), This
decentralization of the industry is made possible by the fact that most
of the subregion is well supplied with railroads, roads and electric
power. There is a wide variation from county to county in amount of
industry, northwestern South Carolina, particularly Spartanburg, Green-

ville and Anderson Counties being the areas of greatest concentration., 2/

The Piedmont area of North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia,
and Alabama is, next to the Mississippi delta, the most intensive cotton
farming area in the country. When speaking of the agriculture of the
region, it is desirable to distinguish between the northern and the southe
€rn parts. g/ The lower or southern Piedmont developed a system of large

Atlanta, the largest urban center in the Southeast, is quite different
industrially from the rest of this subregion, Likewise the agriculture
of its mnearby countics, because of the metropolitan influence, is quite
different from that of the rest of the Piedmont region, Hence the
findings of this report do not apply to the Atlanta area,

Those features of the cotton goods industry which bear on the part-time
farming problem are discussed in "Employment in the Cotton-Textile
Industry in Alabama, Georgia, and South Carolina". W.P.A. Rescarch
Bulletin, J-2,

The exact boundary between the two areas depends upon the rclative
emphasis placed on the verious criteria. Certain comparisons will be
made here on the basis of the type of farming areas designated by the
Burcau of thc Census of the Department of Cormerce in cooperation with
the Burcau of Agricultural Economics of the Department of Agriculture
using the 1930 Ccnsus data,
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cotton plantations with slave labor. This has since been replaced
largely by sn absentee landlord-tenant-share-cropper system with a high
proportion of Negro tenants, Cropping practices followed have been
extremely wasteful of soil resources, and much of the land has been
rendered unsuitable for cultivation. The agriculture has thus gone into
a state of decline,

The upper or northern portion of the Piedmont developed an
agriculture characterized by small "family sized" farms with white owner-
operators, This system has been conducive to more diversified farming,
and maintenance of so0il resources in a much more productive state. As
a result, the agriculture is at the present time much more prosperous
than that of the lower Piedmont. ;/ It is in the Northern Piedmont that most
of the textile industry is located. Hence it is the agriculture of this
portion of the Piedmont to which attention will be directed.

The Northern Piedmont is about 300 miles long and 70 miles
wide (Fig. 2), The surface of this erea is rolling to hilly. Steep land
borders the streams while further bsck the slopes become more gentle, Sandy
loam and clay loam soils of the Cecil series with red clay sub-soils
predominate. The sandy loam usually occupies smoother lands where erosion
has not removed the surface material. The clay loam occupies the more
sloping sites where erosion has occurred. Both of these soils are fairly
productive where the slope is not too steep. The normal precipitation at
Greenville, South Carolina, is 47 inches and the average length of the
growing season is 213 days, §/

In 1930 in the Northern Picdmont area 71 percent of the total
land area was in farms and of the land in farms 48 percent was crop land,
Seven eights of all farms were classified as cotton farms and two thirds
of the farm income was derived from the cotton crop. That small farm
units are characteristic of the arca is indicated by the fact that in
1929 the gross value of all products, including those used at home, was
under $400 per farm on 18 percent of the cotton farms, under $600 on 37
percent, under $1,000 on 72 percent, and under %1,500 on 92 percent. 3/
There were 2,752 part-time fsrms in the Northern Piedmont area in 1929
according to the Census classification. é/ These farms were scattered
throughout every county (Fig. 3).

1/ Hartman, W. A, and Wooten, H. H, Georgia Land Use Problems, Ga.
Experiment Station, Bulletin 191, 1935, pp. 48-49,
Yearbook of Agriculture, United States Dept., of Agriculture, 1932,
‘PP 916=19
These data for the Northern Piedmont area were calculated from 1930 Census
of Agriculture reports, Five counties surrounding Atlanta arc not
included,
Part-time farms ineluded all farms whoso operators worked 150 days or
more in 1929 at jobs not connected with the farm, or rcported an
occupation other than farmer, provided the value of products of the
farm did not exceed $750, This presupposes the Census definition
of a farm as comprising at least three acres unless it produces
$250 worth of farm products or more,
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The population of the cotton textile subregion is predominantly
whites Of the 2,531,000 persons in this area 32.4 percgent are Negroes.
The urban population averages 32 percent Negro, the rural non-fsrm pop-
ulation about 20,5 percent, and the rural farm population about 40 percent,
The relatively small number of Negroes in the rural non-farm population
reflects the fact that the cotton mills, employing very few Negroes, are
located mostly in rural areas. In 1930, 27 percent of the farms in the
Northern Piedmont were operated by Negroes, as compared with 40 percent
in the Southern Piedmont.

Prior to 1930, there was a considerable migration from rural
areas to the larger cities and textilc centers., Between 1920 and 1930,
the population of the big cities and textile centers increased considerably,
while with few exceptions the rural counties either lost population or
remained stationary.

It was primarily the economically and biologically most pro-
ductive age group, 20-44 years, which was attracted to the industrial
centers., In general, a low percentage of the total population on farms
(i.e., a high degree of urbanization) is associated with a dispropor-
tionately high number in the 20-44 year age group, and vice versa, as
shown in Figure 4.

As a result of this migration, a considerable part of the
population of the industrial centers of the region has a background of

farm experience., Along with this background, the tradition of large
families is significant.,
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RELATION BETWEEN POPULATION 20-44 YEARS
OF AGE AND RURAL FARM POPULATION FOR ALL
COUNTIES IN THE COTTON TEXTILE SUBREGION
OF ALABAMA, GEORGIA AND SOUTH CAROLINA IN 1930

40 60
PERCENT RURAL FARM

SOURCE: U.S.CENSUS OF POPULATION - /930




Te Counties Covered in the Field Survey:
( ville County, South Carolina, and
Carroll County, Georgila

Instead of attempting to select for intensive study a
single county which would most nearly represent the significant
conditions in the subregion, it was decided, in order to illustrate
the wide variations existing, to pick two counties presenting marked
contrasts in certain of these significant conditions. Greenville
County, South Carolina, and Carroll County, Georgia were selccted for
this purpose., The chief factors considecred in their selection were
(1) the prescnce of considerable combined farming-industriel employ-
ment in each, (2) the presence in onc county of a large number of
textile mills clustered around a city eamd in the other of a few mills
scattered in rural areas, (3) tho prescnce in onc couaty of several
fine goods mills paying higher than average wages and in the other
of only coarse goods mills paying lower than average wages, and (4)
the location of these two counties near the two ends of the long
narrow Piedmont area of the three statces,

The Census information on part-time farms was used to indicate
those counties in which considerable combined farming-industrial employ-
ment might be found for study. Greenville and Carroll Counties, with
97 and 82 part-time farms, respectively, wWere high in this respect for
the parts of the subregion in which each is located.

Both of these counties are predominantly cotton farming areas,
29 percent of all farm land being in cotton in Carroll County and 2
Ppercent in Greenville. In Greenville a lower proportion of all land is
in farms than in Carroll. This is partly explained by the fact that
the northwestern portion of Greenville is mountainous. Sige of farms,
cotton yields, and value of products per Tferm are about the same in the
two counties, The value of land snd buildings averaged $],961 per farm
in 1930 in Carroll County as compared with $3,285 in Greeuville County.

In Greenville County the trend since 1920 in both number of
farms and cotton acreage has been upward. In Csrroll the number of
farms has decreased, but there was between 1924 and 1929 a small ingrease
in cotton acreage,
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Textile mills are located both on he outskirts of cities of
considereble size end in distinctly rural areas, In the former situation
there are likely to be several mills in or near one city, as well as
industrial establishments of other kinds, The dependence of the workers
on a single mill is thus less than in the situation where a mill village
is located in the country away from all other industry. Greenville County
was selected as representing the urban and Garroll Gounty the rural
situation,

Greenville County is the most populous county in South Carolina,
having 117,000 inhabitants in 1930. While the city of Greecnville has a
population of only 29,000, the metropolitan area as defined by the Chamber
of Commerce of Greenville includes 64,000, The population of Greenville
Township increased 125 percent between 1910 and 1930, On the other hand,
Carroll County has a population of only about 34,000 and the largest town
is Carrollton with about 6,000 inhabitants,

There are 37 textile mills in Greenville County. Of the 22
cotton mills, 13 are in the metropolitan area of Grecnville city, three
at Greer, and cach at Concstec, Pclham, Fountain Inn, Fork Shoals,
Simpsonville, and Picdmont. Two finishing mills and nine other textile
pPlants are' in or near Greenville; there are two finishing mills at Taylors
and one at Travelers Rest, and a rayon weaving plant at Slater (Fig. 5).

Carroll County has 10 textile mills, There are two cotton mills
at Carrollton, one at Banning and one at Fullerville. There arc three
hosiery mills at Carrollton, two at Villa Rica, and one at Fullerville,
although the Census of Manufactures reports only five hosiery mills in

he county for 1933 (Fig. 6).

There are important differences in the products manufactured
by different textile mills, and with thesc differences are associated
differences in skill required and in wages paid, Most of the Cirroll
County cotton mills produce only yarns; spinning and carding room employees
(except card grinders) are generally paid lower rates than weavers and
loom fixers., On the other hand, nearly all the Greenville cotton mills
do both weaving and spinning, and many of them produce fine fabrics;
hence they employ a higher proportion of skilled workers who draw high
wages,

Manufacturing activity in these two counties depends to a
great extent on the textile industries. In both counties, in 1933,
over 90 percent of the wage earners in manufacturing and of the wages
collected came from the textile group, in Greenville mostly from the
cotton mills, end in Carroll about half from cotton mills, and a little
less than half from knitting mills, Tables A, B, C, and D in the Appen-
dix give statistics of menufactures in Greenville and Carroll Counties
by industrics or industry groups,
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In both counties aversage manufacturing employment in 1933 was
about cqual to 1929, but total wages declined after 1929, The fact that
employment in 1933, a deprcssion year, was so high is due to the rela-
tively steady employment in the cotton goods industry throughout the
depression and to an increase in employment in the Carrollton knitting
mills end the Greenville textile finishing mills. Figure A-1 in the
Appendix compares employment in the cotton goods industry in these two
counties with the Bureau of Labor Statistics index., The industry in
these countics followed the national trend fairly closcly.
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III. Farming Activities of Part-

Time Farmers

Scope of the Study. In selecting representative areas
for intensive study the location of farms classified as part-time
in the 1930 Census was used as a general index of the geographical
importance of combined farming-industrial employment. The possibili-
ties for further analysis of part-time farming with Census data were
also explored.

The Census definition of a part-time farm-/ does not include
all combinations that come within the scope of the present study, and
under this definition the total number of part-time farms in each of
these two countics was less than 100. In order to approach more nearly
the scove of the vresent study all farms reporting 75 days or more of
off-the~farm employment for the operator were selected. To obtain a
more detailed descrintion than is available in the regular Census re-—
ports special tabulations were made for this group of farms. In Green-
ville County there were 594 such farms, or 8 percent of all farms, and
in Carroll County 481 or 9 percent. In both counties they were scattered
throughout every township with no significant grouping in those townships
in which textile mills or other industries are located.

Information on the outside employment of these part-time
farmers, though incomplete, indicates considerable diversity of non-
farm employment. On the population schedule all persons reported their
industries, but more than half reported agriculture, evidently referring
to the industry in which they werc princinally cmployed. A wide variety
of other industries were reported.

Table 2 shows the wide variation in the number of days worked
off the farm by these farm operators. About one third worked 275 days
or more, which might be considered as full-time. Owners worked consid-
erably more days off the farm than did tenants.

These farms with outside employment were nearly as large and
produced nearly as much as other farms in the same areas., This may
mean that these farm operators worked harder, or, as seems more probable,
that while they were employed elsewhere, hired labor or members of their
families were doing the farm work.

1/ See page 3, footnote 4.
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Table 2. Percentage Distribution of Farms Operated
by Whites and Reporting 75 Days or Kore
of Off-the-~Farm Emplovment for the
Operator by Number of Days of Off-
the-Farm Employment in 1929 a/

Number of Days Greenville County Carroll County
Worked

Total Cases:

Mumber:
Percent

- 124
- 174

siopd

~ 274
and over

Average days worked ez 204

Source: Special tabulations of 1930 Census of Acriculture data.

g/

All farms in these counties reporting 75 days or more of off-farm
employment were not included in this and subsequent tabulations. In
each county a group of townships surrounding the largest city and in-
cluding the largest numbers of these part-time farms was selected in
order to limit the area under consideration to one in which relatively
homogeneous conditions prevailed, This procedure reduced the number
of cases to 441 in Greenville County and 318 in Carroll County. Those
cases where the household had moved during 1929 or 1930 onto the farm

' for which it reported were then excluded. This reduced the number to

267 and 178, respectively. Since only 42 of these in Greenville and
18 in Carroll were Negroes, the two white groups of 225 in Greenville
and 160 in Carroll were selected for this and subsequent tabulations.
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Table 3 shows how this growp of farms comvared in:acreage

with all farms in the same counties. In Greenville County almost half
of the farms in both groups were from 20 to 49 acres in size but there
were more small farms in the part-time farming group. In Carroll County
about one third of the part-time farms were from 3 to 9 acres in size,
while the modal group for all farms was 20 to 49 acres, as in Greenville
County. Thus the part-time farms were somewhat smaller than all farms
in both counties,

Table 3. Percentage Distribution, by Size, of All Farms and Farms
Reporting 75 Days or More of Off-The-Farm Employment
for the Operator, 1930

Acres in Farm

Greenville County

rroll County

All |Farms with Out-
Farms|side Emplorment

Farms with Out-
side Employment

Number

7,079 267a/

Total Farms:

Percent

100

178a/
100

160

Under 3 < % 4
3-9 14 5 52
10-19 20 11 19
20-49 49 42 25
50-99 ijie 17
10C and over 4 1kl 4

119505 Volk (T

Source: U. S. Census of Asriculture, Part 2, and
special tabulation,

*Less than 0,5 percent.

Q/This total includes Negroes in order to be comparable with the data

for all farms.

Similar relationships between these groups existed with respect
to the value of farm production. In Greenville County 76 percent of all
farmsproduced, for home use and sale, products worth $6800 or more in
1929. Of the farms with outside emvloyment 72 percent exceeded this volume
of production. In Carroll County 60 percent of the part-time farmers
raised products valued at $800 or more, as compared with 77 percent of all
farmers.,

There are many families in this subregion, with less than three
acres of land, that produce a considerable quantity of farm products,
usually for home use, Under the Census definition a farm may be less
than three acres in size provided its products are worth $250 or more.
Only 10 such farms in each of these two counties were reported for 1930.
In the present study it seemed desirable to include farming operations on
a somewhat smaller scale than those of minimum-sized farms enumerated in
the Census, especially since farm production for home use was being stress-
ed. In this region incomes of both farm and non-~-farm families average
lower than those for the country as a whole.l/ Consquently a given
amount of production on a part-time farm is likely to be of relatively
greater importance in the total income of the family,

l/Levin, M., lioulton, H. G., and Warburton, C.,, America's Capacity to
Consume, The Brookings Institution, 1934, pp. 45 and 48,




In order to include the entire range of combinations, from
a little farming and a regular job to full-time farming and a little
other employment, rather low limits were set upon the amount of each
type of employment necessary to qualify a family for inclusion in the
field survey. These limits were: that in 1934, (1) the family should
have operated at least three quarters of an acre of tillable land and/or
have produced farm products valued at $50 or more, 1/ and (2) that the
head of the household must have worked at least 50 days off the farm.
Only those cases where the same farm had been operated during both 1933
and 1934 were included. The purpose of this limitation was to exclude
part—-time farmers who were just getting established. All professional
and proprietary workers, excent small storekeepers, were excluded, since
it was considered that a different set of considerations are involved in
the case of "white collar" workers with small farms, and of "gentleman!
farmers.,

In Greenville County 190 records and in Carroll County 103
records were taken from families that met the above requirements. This
does not represent a complete census of such farms in the area covered.
The field procedure was to cover a township thoroughly, then move to
another township, and only include a large enough area to obtain the
desired number of cases, To expedite the work, where any serious delay
would have been necessitated in getting the desired information, the
case was passed by. The townships included were those in the vicinity
of the larger towns and cities. Thus for these townships most, but not
all, farms meeting the requirements were included. All data presented
in the remainder of this chapter come from these records of the field
survey.

Types of Part-time Farms. In both Greenville and Carroll
Counties the families included were predominantly those with small places
on which they grew products primarily for their own use. Most of the
farm work was done by the head of the family during spare time from his
regular employment off the farm, and by other membérs:

Tables 4 and 5 show the acreage of crop land on these farms
and the receipts from farm products sold. Most of the farmers had less
than two acres of crop land and sold less than $100 worth of farm prod-~
ucts; They were quite different in these respects from the Census group
of part-time farmers reporting 75 days or more of off-the-farm' employment.

l/Objection may be raised to calling a home which includes only an acre
garden plot a farm, especially when its owner is a full-time industrial

worker, The same applies to the mill village dweller whose only farm-

ing is the keeping of a cow. For the purposes of this study, hawever,

1t was desirable that the term farm be used to refer to any holding upon

which farming activities are carried on.




Table 4, Percentage Distribution of Part-Time
Farms by Acres of Crop Land, 1934

Acres in Greenville Carroll
Crop Land County County

Number 190 103

Total Farms: B 100 100

None 8
i ; 59
2

3-4

5-9

10-19

20-49

20 and over

o

[AVIN @) BRI ¢ BPaC IS0 a0 I |

Fercentage Distribution of Part-Time Farms
by Sales of Farm Products, 1934

Sale of Greenville Carroll
Farm Products County County

Number 103

Total Farms: Tonnent 100

None 46
1-24 6
25-49 9
50-99 3 10
100~-149 : | 12
150-199 4
200 and over 3
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There were a few cases in the group included in the field
study with sufficient land and a large enough volume of sales to be
considered as commercial or semi-csmmercial farmers. A more careful
study of these cases reveals that they were of an essentially different
type from the large group with an acre or two of land, a small garden,
a cow, a few chickens, and a pig. They were usually in the open
country, had in many cases been until recently full-time farmers, had
considerable land, machinery, and workstock, and grew corn, cotton, or
other field crops. They had at least one distinctly commercial farm
enterprise.,

Most of the cases studied fell rather definitely into one or
the other of these types, which for convenience will be designated as
non-commercial and commercial part-time farms. In Greenville County
there were 158 non-commercial and 32 commercial part-time farms and in
Carroll County 92 non-commercial and 11 commercial. The commercial type
is roughly comparable to the farms with off-the-farm employment included
in the above analyses from Census datec. The non-commercial type is
principally made up of a group which was not included in the 1930 Census.

Since 2ll part-time farms in the county were not enumerated, it
is impossible to determine accurately the relative numerical importance
of these two types. However, there secems to be no reason to expect bias
in favor of a particular kind of case within the townships covered. This
area includes the largest population and industrial centers in each county,
the sections where part-time farms are most concentrated, and where they
are predominantly of the non-commercial type. It includes only a part of
the open country region of each county where most farms of the commercial
type are found. However, Figures 7 and 8 indicate that part-time farms are
rather thinly distributed over the open country areas. In Greenville County,
for example, only about half of the part-time farms in the open country are
comicrcial. There can be little aoubt that the non-commercial type is nu-
merically of much greater importance in these counties.

It may well be pointed out here that both the group of part-time
farms described by Census data and the group included in the field survey
were chosen on the basis of the head of the household having worked a
specified number of days away from his farm., This procedure excludes those
cases where the head of the household worked only on the farm but some
other member was employed elsewhere, Since the textile industry employs &a
large proportion of both female and young workers it might be expected to
attract farmers' wives, sons and daughters, thus making part-time farming
on such a femily basis an importent type. This hypothesis was tested in
Greenville County,

The field enumerators were instructed to include, in the area
covered in this county, in addition to the group defined by the above
limitations, &ll families with the prescribed amount of farming that had
some member or members other than the head working 50 days or more away
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from the farm. Only 13 cases were found which could be included under
this provision. Ten of these were households in which the head was a
full-time farmer, and a brother, son, daughter, or wife worked at some
job not connected with the farm. In two cases the head had lost his
usual non-farm employment and was left with only the work on his small
farm. The other was a case in which four brothers divided their time
between farming and caddying on a nearby golf course, where each was
employed 25 dayse. Thesc part—time farms, where the division of labor
between farming and industry is on a femily basis, are mostly commercial
forms, and are numerically not very important. l/

Pecause of the character of the available data and what they
indicate as to the relative numerical importance of non-commercial and
commercial part-time farming, most of the discussion from this point
on will be devoted to the non-commercial group, with occasional refer-
cnces to the other group for purposes of comparison.

Location of Part-Timec Farms. The location of the part-time
farms included in the field cnumeration is showm in Figures 7 and 8.
Their grouping about the towns ond cities is evident. The majority
of these families lived near enough to their places of employment so
that transportation was not an important item. This was particularly
truec of the non—-commercinl group. In Greenville County 67 percent and
in Carroll County 93 percent of this group lived less than a mile and
a half from their work. It should be noted in this connection that about
one third of these families in Greenville County and two thirds in Carroll
County lived in textile mill villages. The distances travelled to work
from the two types of partetime farms are shown in Table 6. Those few
who were not within walking distance of their place of employment usually
drove their own carse. Frequently two or more persons rode together to
save in transportation coste

Farm Production. It has been indicated that most of the part-
time farms surveyed were town, village or suburbapn residences with small
acreages of land devoted primarily to the oroductjon of food for home use.
An examination of the opportunities for food production at the disposal
of these families and of the results being obtained from their use is
therefore of prime importance.

The proportion of all part-time farms which were of this type was

6 percent, as compared with 11 percent found by Davis and Salter in
Connecticut, M"Part-Time Farming in Connecticut", A Preliminary
Survey, Storrs Agricultural Experiment Station Bulletin 201, 1935,
ppe 30 and 3l. This figure was calculated excluding farms with no
outside labor, in order to make it comparable with the present study.




Table 6. Distribution of Commercial and Non-
Commercial Part-Time Farmers, by Miles
To Usual Place of Em:loyment, 1934

Number of Cases
Miles to Place Greenville County Carroll County

of Employment Commercial | Non- Commercial { Non-
| Commercial Commercial

92

=
=

(o))
0

Total 157
15)
66
54

1
L

18
13
o
i

None
Less than %
1k

B>

2
)
=6
Y

~3 O
LB R T RPN = B |

4
6
It

(€N

0 and over

Average number of
miles




Four important types of food were produced: vegetables and
fruit, dairy products, poultry products and pork. Table 7 shows in
detail the numbers producing the various combinations of these four
producte. Nearly one-third of the non-commercial and about three-
fourths of the commercial part-time farms produced all four types of
products,

Figure 9 shows graphically the proportions of part-time
farmers with varying sizes of the several farm production enterprises
for the different types of farms. A more detailed discussion of each
of these enterprises follows.,

In this discussion emphasis will be placed upon quantities
consumed, since the contribution of the farm to the family living is
the prime consideration. These quantities are less than the total
production bv the quantities sold, traded, given away, fed to live-
stock, or wasted. This difference is small except in the case of
dairy products where sales are of some significance.

Gardens. A vegetable garden is the type of enterprise most
common to part-time farms, All of the farms had gardens, except for 13
in Greenville County mill villages where the only farming operation was
keeping a cow,.

Figure 9 indicates considerable variation in size of gardens.
There is a great deal of variation in the contribution that a garden of
a given size may make to the family living. This contribution depends
upon the number of different vegetables grown, the yields, and the manner
in which the various crops are planned seasonally. Both Greenville and
Carroll Counties have an average frost-free growing season of about seven
months. This means that there are about five months in which the less
hardy vegetables may be consumed fresh from the garden. A number of the
root crops, such as carrots, parsnips, and turnips, and several leafy
vegetables, such as collards, kale, and mustard, may be consumed from the
garden during the colder months., In Carroll County two thirds of the
gardens supplied three or more fresh vegetables over a period of four or
five months, and about one fourth of them for six and seven months. Only
one garden supplies three or more vegetables for more than seven months.
In Greenville County more variation was reported in the length of the
garden season. It varied from two to eight months for 82 percent of the
cases with five gardens supplying three or more vegetables for nine months
and one for 12 months. These facts suggest the possibilities for improve-
ment of many of the gardens.

During the summer months the products from the garden reduce
to a considerable extent the purchase of foods. In order to measure this
reduction roughly, the part-time farmers were asked how much less their
grocery bills were during the six summer months than during the remaining
winter months. In Greenville County 82 percent of the families that had




Table 7. Distribution of Commercial and Non-Commercial
Part-Time Farms by Variety of Food Products
Produced for Home Use, 1934

Products Number of Cases

Creenville County Carroll County
Commercial | Non- Commercial | Non-
Commercial Commercial

Total 158 92

Vegetables and fruits
only

Dairy products only

Vegetables and fruits
and dairy products
only

Vegetables and fruits
and poultry products
only

Vegetables and fruits,
dairy products and
poultry products only

Vegetables and fruits,
poultry products and
pork only

Vegetables and fruits,
dairy products and
pork only

All four products

Other combinations




PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF PART-TIME FARMS
; BY NUMBER OF MILK COWS,
HOGS, POULTRY, AND ACRES IN GARDEN, 1934

GREENVILLE COUNTY S.C.— NON - COMMERCIAL

\

POULTRY \\o—xs .///
: | D

ACRES IN
GARDEN 2 ACRE

50
PERCENT

CARROLL COUNTY GA.— NON - COMMERCIAL

ACRES IN ;777s “\V %

1, 1
GARDEN Y ACR /2 ACRE

%

50
PERCENT

THIS CHART SHOWS FOR THE NON-COMMERCIAL PART-TIME
FARMS THE PROPORTION HAVING DIFFERENT AMOUNTS OF
EACH CF THE FOUR CHIEF FARMING ENTERPRISES.
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gardens reported that their grocery bills were reduced an average of
$7.60 per month. In Carroll County 88 percent reported an average
reduction of $3.75 per month. This difference was probably not entirely
the result of better gardens in CGreenville, although the Greenville
gardens were somewhat larger and produced over a longer period. As will
be shown later, incomes were considerably lower in Carroll County, and
it is probable that expenditures for food were normally lower.

The above figure does not meesure the entire contribution of
the garden. In the first place, during the garden season the family may
not only buy less groceries, but it may also fare better in quality and
variety of food consumed. In the second place, to the extent that vege-
tables are canned they serve to reduce the grocery bill during the winter
months., In Carroll County all but five percent of the families did some
canning and the average quantity canned was 98 guarts. This includes
fruits as well as vegetables - many families have a few apple and peach
trees. In Greenville County there was somewhat less canning, twenty-six
percent of the families doing none and thg average for those who did can-
ning being 86 quarts. The larger quantity of canning in Carroll County
is another reason why the difference between the winter and summer grocery
bills was less than in Greenville County. The quantities of fruits and
vegetables canned are shown in Table 8.

Table 8., Percentage Distribution of all Part-Time Farms

by Quantities of Fruits and Vegetables Canned, 1934

Quarté Canned Greenville County Carroll County

e 190 103
PBS LRSS Perient 100 100

None

=i

20-49

50-99
100-199

200 and over

Average quarts canned by those
doing caunning

The difference bhetween winter and summer expenditures for food
is further reduced by the fact that there was some storage of vegetables
and fruits for winter use in addition to canning. Both sweet potatoes
and Irish potatoes were frequently stored. Other products occasionally
stored were onions, peanuts, sorghum syrup, peas, beans, apples and
PEPPETS .
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forn. Field corn was grown by about 90 percent of the com-
mercial part-time farmers in each county, and the average production
for those producing corn was approximately 100 bushels., Only 10 per-
cent of the non-commercial part-time farmers in each county produced
field corn, and the average production was approximately 20 bushels.
Those producing corn used on the average about 10 bushels as food and
the remainder as feed for livestock.

Dairy Products. Dairy products are the most important con-
tribution of these farms to the family living. It was frequently
stated by the farmer or his wife that the cow supplied milk for the
children when they could not afford to buy it. Figure 9 indicates that
most of the families had only one cow, but that a few had two or three.
The average production of milk per cow was about 2,500 gquarts in
Greenville County and 2,300 guarts in Carroll County. The usual prac-
tice was to use about two quarts of fresh milk per day. Occasionally
milk was sold, but most of it was converted into butter. The butter-
milk was ususlly consumed by the family or fed to the chickens. Most -
of the butter made was consumed at home. Table 9 shows the quantity
of butter used by the family.

About half of the non-commercial part-time farmers that kept
one or more cows sold dairy products. Butter was the most important
dairy product sold. For those selling dairy products the average value

of sales was $66 in Greenville County and $98 in Carroll County. Dairy
broducts accounted for about three fourths of all sales of farm products
for each of these two ZToups,

Taeble 9. Distribution of Commercial and Non-Commercial
Part-Time Farm Families by Quantity of
Home Produced Butter Consumed, 1934

Number of Cases i
Pounds of Greenville County Carroll County

Butter Consumed Commercial | Non- Commercial | Non~

Commercial Commerciall

157

21
77
26
62
200-299
300 and over 13

Average pounds of butter
consumed by those
consuming butter




It is customary for textile mills in this region to have a
common pasture in which each employee may pasture his cow. These pas-—
tures are fregquently over-stocked and do not supply all of the roughage
needed. Freouentlv the cow is staked out along the roadsides or on va—
cant lots, but most of the feed has to be purchased by those who live in
mill villeges or on part-time farms of an acre or two. Thus in Table 10
it is shown that only a few of the non-commercial part-time farmers pro-
duced roughage. For those who purchased all of their feed other than
pasturage the cost was usually from 360 to $75. Some of the mills al so
provide cow sheds.

Table 10. Distribaution of Commercial and Non-Commercial Part-
Time Farmers by Quantities of Roughage Grown in 1934

Number of Cases
Tons of Roughage Greenville County Carroll County

3

Produced iCommercial | Non-Commercial Commercial | Non-Commercial

i
{

Total 157 92

i
i
1

| None 133
Liess than .75

Average for those
producing roughage & 483 o e 1.8

Poul try Products. About two thirds of the families in each
county had poultry flocks varying in size from 10 to 50 birds. Table 11
shows the gquantities of eggs consumed. Families with poultry had on the
average about 1% dozen eggs per week for the whole year.

Table 11. Distribution of Commercial and Non-Commercial Part—
Time Farms by Quantity of Home Produced Eggs Consumed in 1934

i Number of Cases

Dozens of Eggs ! Greenville County Carroll County
‘Commercial |[Non-Commercial !Commercial Non-Commercial
I

Total E 32 158 | 92
64 31

3
29
14
15

None

=0

20 - 49

B0 = €9
iO@R= 19
200 and over

{
|
i
i
|
i
\
|
Z
|
i
|
i

Average for those |
consuming eggs :
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More than half of the families consumed poul try. As indicated
in Table 12 the chicken consumed for those households that had chickens
was about one three-pound chicken every two weeks for non-commercial part-
time farm families and every week for commercial vart-time farm families.

Table 12, Distribution of Commercial and Non-Commercial Part-Time
Farms, by Quantity of Eome Produced Poul try Consumed in 1934

Pounds of Yumber of Cases
Dressed 1. Greenville County Carroll County

Poul try | Gommercial Non- Commercial |¥on—-
Consumed ! Commercial Commercial

Total ; 32 158 11 92

None

1-19

20-49

50-99
100-199

200 and over

68 48
7 3
1) g
34 ! 10
22 14
8 =

Ly

O O U

Average for those
consuming poul try

Pork. In Greenville County 56 percent of the non-commercial
part-time farmers and in Carroll County 49 percent produced pork in 1934,
even though some of the mill villages had restrictions against keeping
pigs. Most of the families had one pig but a few had two or three. The
pig was usually slaughtered in late fall or early winter, Fresh meat was
eaten for a few months and the remainder was preserved in one form or
another for use throughout the year. Table 13 shows the quantities of
pork consumed,

Table 13, Distribution of Commercial and Non-Commercial Part-Time
Farms, by Quantity of Home Produced Pork Consumed in 1934

Pounds of Number of Cases
Dressed Greenville County Carroll County
Pork Non- Non-

mmerci x !Commercial s
Consumed Co o Commercial Co & Commercial

S}
0

158 11 92

None

100-199
200-299
300-399
400-499

500 and over

70 47
s ~ 4
19 | ! 10
19 ;

16
21

ONOKW W

Average for those
consuming pork
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Fuel. Only 9 percent of the part-time farmers in Greenville
County and 3 percent in Carroll County cut wood for fuel on their farms.
This is explained by the fact that many of them lived in villages and
only 12 percent in Greenville and 8 percent in Carroll had woodland.

Changes in Size of Farming Operations, 1929-1934. The group
of families under consideration haa increased their farming operations
along all lines in 1934 as compared with 1929, More had gardens and
the gardens were larger. Likewise more had cows, pigs, and chickens,
This increase does not accurately measure the change in amount of part-
time farming in the region, since it does not take into account families
that may have given it up during this time., It 1s, however, one indica-
tion that there had beecn some increase in farming activities carried on
in connection with industrial employment. The increase was not signifi-
cantly related to diffsrences in the wage earnings of the families be~
tween the two periods for which data are available, although it may have
been relsted to carnings during the vears of lower wages between 1929 and
1934,

Cash Rcceipts and Cash Expenses. In Greenville County 66 per-
cent of the non-commercial group and in Carroll County 47 percent sold
some farm products, In most cases, however, the quantity sold was small,
and, as has alrcady beon noted, dairy products accountcd for about three
fourths of the sales. It was usually a matter of sclling a seasonal sur-
plus of milk, butter, or some other product to a neighbor, Very little of
such produce entered into regular commercial channcls. Farms on which
there was at least one enterprisc of sufficient sizec to definitely produce
beyond family necds, or at least onc crop of a type such as cotton, the
product of which is not uscd at home, comprised the commercial part-time
farm group. No analysis of the commercial enterpriscs on these few farms
has been madec,

For the non-commercial group of part-time farmers cash expenses
were in most cases in excoss of cash receipts from products sold, Table
14 shows, however, that on the average those who sold morc than $200 worth
of farm products in Grecnville County and morc than $50 worth in Carroll
County covered cash cxpenses exclusive of rent and taxcs. The more favor-
able cash balances in Carroll County are explained by a combination of
higher receipts and lower cxpenses. This is probably at least in part
associated with the lower income status of the Carroll County group which
nade it urgent for them to take advantage of every possible sourcec of
income and to reduce cxpenses to the minimum, This was accomplished by
selling as much as possible and by hiring no labor to do work that could
possibly be done by mombers of the family, The net effcct was that the
food products from the farm werc obtained at a lower net cash cost.




Table 14. Relation Between Cash Receipts from All
Products Sold and Totsl Cash Farm Expenses
Execluding Taxes and Rent on Non-Commercial
Part-Time Farms, 1934

Cash Greenville County Carroll County

Receipts Av.Total | Av.Total |Av.let \ Av.Total | Av,Total |[Av.Nct
Cash Ex- | Cash Re- |Cash Ex- Cash Ex- | Cash Ee- |Cash Ex-
ponsesﬁ/ ceipts pensest/ |ca penses?/ | ceipts pensest

Total $107 $ 63 : b a7 $/019

None 84 - 84 ) - 57

$1-49 89 25¢/ 64 o5¢/ 36

50-99 » 129 n5c/ 54 4 n5c/ -28

100-199 171 1508/ 21 1508/ -54.

200 and 517 481 L6 : 287 ~168
over

o 3 LR - eo——

g/ Rent and taxes are excluded since on most non-commercial farms they arc ac=
counted for chiefly by the home and are inercased very little by the ad-
dition of farm land.

2/ Receipts arc deducted from expenses in order to arrive at the nct cash cx-
penses of producing thosc products which arc available for family con-
sumption. Where expenscs were more than balanced by sales the rosult is a
minus quantity.

g/ Mid-points arc uscd as the average t0 measurc recceints.

Value and Tenure o@m??rt—Tigg_Fc:gi. In view of the difficultics in
arriving at significant real ostato valucs, the very simplc proccdurc was adopt-
ed of recording the rcntal charge if the property was ronted or if owned by the
operator, rccording his cstimatc of what hc could rent it for. The resulting
rental values were capitalized at 5 percent to give a figure to scrve as a rough
index of value., This method has a disadvantage, whon used in comparing tonants
and owners, in that the value is determined differently for the two groups.

In Greenville County, 45 percent and in Carroll County, 16 percent of
the part-time farmers owned thoir farms. Meny part-time farmcrs live in milg:
villages where there is little or no opportunity for home ownership. Outside
the mill villages the usual differences in economic status between owncrs and
tenants appearcd. Table 15 shows the value of real cstate for the cwners and
tenants who lived outside of mill villages. The mill village group is not in-
cluded because rents charged them by their employcrs wore low.l/and values com-
puted from them would not be comparable with the others shown herc. Thoro were
toc few cascs outside the mill villages in Carroll County for an analysis of
differences between ovmers and tcnants.

}/ Sce discussion of mill villages in.MDmploﬁﬁﬁfgih;thé“bbttoﬁ"Toxtilo
Industry in Alabama, Georgia, and Scuth Carolina," W.P,A, Resesrch Bulletin,
J=2. :




Table 15, Distri

bution of Non-Mil]l Village Part-Time Farms

in Greenville County by Rental Value Capitalized

at Five Percent, 1934

Capitalized
Value- of Real
Estate

T Number of Cases
Non-Commercial Commercial

Owners é Tenants Owners j_ Tenants

Total

Less than $1,000
1,000-1,999
2,000-2, 999
3,000-3,999
4,000-4,999
5,000-5, 999
6,000 and over

IAverage

| Hen il S

|
32 16

2

14
10
4
2

$2,141

It is evident from the data in Table 15 that in the group living
outside mill Villages the real estate of the owners was of considerably
greater value than that leased by tenants, Since the tenants Operated
considerably more land than did the owners, it is evident that the differ-
ence must have been chiefly in buildings, of which the dwelling was, of
course, by far the most important. This fact indicates that better hous-
ing conditions brevailed amonmg the owners,

In addition to real cstate, the owners had more machinery than
did the tenants although this was a minor item, since in Greenville
County 87 percent and in Carroll County 93 percent of the non-commercial
groups had no machinery other than small hand tools, Livestock was not

& very important

investment itom since the typical combination of a cow,

a pig, and 15 hens is usually not worth over $100.

The owners were not ahead of the tenants in economic status by
the full valuc of their rcal estate, since their indebtedness was greater,
Only two of the tenants werc in debt, as compared with half of tho owners,
The average indebtcdness for the owners who were in debt was $1,444,




The owners earned substantially higher wages at their employ-
ment away from the farm than did the tenants in all industries except
building and construction, The higher wages werec due both to the higher
occupational level of the owners and to the fact that a larger proportion
of owners were in industries paying higher wages. Thesc facts are shown
in Table 16. Higher earnings in this group had doubtless made possible
the purchase of part-time farm homes.

Table 16. Earnings at Off-the -Farm Employment by Non-Mill Village
Owners and Tenants in Greenville County, 193

e T R 5 Oy

e i o a e e m—— . ]

I Owners S _.“__T\n?nt B bR ]

Number of Avowagb " Tumber of | Ave rage
. Cases | Harnings |  Cases Harnings

b - e e L

Total 83 i > $660

| Building and Construction 4
Cotton Mills 1L,
Other Textiles 21
Other Manufacturing

and Mechanical 5)
Transportation and

Communication 8
Trade 24
Other

Labor Requirements of Par i g L 1tion to
Working Hours in Industry. A.con51a ion of thx mannor in which part-
time farmers divide their time between the farm and other cmployment leads
to the conclusion that the daily and weekly hours in the chief industries
in the subregion are such as to allow adequate time for the work required
on the farms. The farming is distinctly sccondary in the scnsc that thesc
men work at their jobs whenever work is available and use as much of the
remaining time as they wish for farm work, Scasonal fluctuations in indus-
trial employment are not significant in relation to farm work in this sub-
region.

Table 17 shows thc average hours per day worked on the farm by
tie head of the family and by other members by seasons. It is significamt
that during April, May, and Junc, the busicst season on the farm, the heads
of the non-commercial part-time farms averaged less than two hours of work
per day.

Daily working time in the textile mills was uniformly cight
hours, The N.R.A, codes for the industry fixed the maximum weckly hours
at 40, and the mills have adopted a working weck of five cight-hour days
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as standard. Most of the mills work two shifts, changing at two or
three o'clock in the afternoon. Thus, either shift allows several hours
of the day for farm work. It is evident that with such a day and week
the amount of work done on the farm cannot be considered as burdensome.
It may be done before or after work each day or during week-ends.

Table 17. Average Number of Hours Worked on Farms
by Heads and Other Members, by Seasons, 1934

Average Hours Per Day

Total Head Other Members
Season Non- Com-— Non- | Com— Non- Com—
Commercial {mercial {Commercial mercial [Commercial !mercial]

Greenville; County

Total Cases 158

April-June
July-August
Septe~October

. November-March

Carroll County

Total Cases '

April-June
July-August
Sept.-October
November-March

In the service industries, the N.R.A. codes were for the most
part either non-existent or ineffective. Consequently working time in
the service industries, except those that are strongly unionized, such as
the railroads, was generally more than eight hours per day and averaged
nearly 10. Workers in these industries, however, did approximately the
seme amount of farming as did textile workers.

The average number of davs worked per month varied with industry
and season as indicated in Table 18. The service industries show a great-
ér number of days worked than the textiles and very little seasonal varia-
tion. The textile industry shows a period of low employment during the
summer. This is characteristic of knitting mills in Carroll County and
the finishing mills in Greenville County. In the cotton mills, however,
the curtailment in 1934 was due to the N,Reds order limiting hours per
shift to 30 per week for 12 weeks, from June 4th to August 25th. In Sep-
tember the strike in the textile industry caused the Carroll County mills
to close for some time but it was of little etfect in Greenville County,




The summer period of low employment came after the planting
season, but it made time available for some of the later care of the
garden. It is doubtful, however, whether this period of low employment
had any appreciable effect upon the amount of farming done.

As indicated in Table 17 the family usvally did the greater
part of the work on the farm. The wife might or might not give the farm
a full day's work, but on 75 percent of the farms in Greenville and on
82 percent in Carroll the wife did some farm work., The children also
worked after school hours and often the full day during summer vacation.
Some members too old for outside employment also spent a good deal of
time working in the garden. There were only 12 percent of the farms in
Greenville and 3 percent in Carroll County on which no member of the
household other than the head worked. The wife usually tended the cow
and poultry and did some gardening. The heavier work, such as machine
work on field crops, was done by the husband, or by hired labor if the
occupation of the head was such that it did not leave him any time to
work on the farm.

Table 18. Average Days per Month Employed for Fart-Time
Farmers and Non-Farming Industrial Workers,
by Industry and Seasons, 1934 &

| Part-Time Farmers | Non-TFarming Indus, Workers

‘Apr, Uuly;Sept. Nov. | Apr. iJuly Sept.|Nov,
Industry iMay Wug.l Oct. to May |Aug. !Oct. |to

{June ! | Mar. | June ! ! lMar.

incl. ’ {incl.

Carroll County ‘ ! %

1

i

{

|

{

! i ) |

Total i : |
Cotton Mills : \
Knitting Mills i
i
|

Greenville County

Total i19
Cotton Mills 18
Other textiles ey,
Wholesale and Retail trade ' 20
Steam and Street Railroads *
Auto Agencies & Filling.Stas. *
Personal Service

Less than 10 cases.

These averages were computed from tabulations in which the figures were
grouped in intervals; hence they do not total for a whole year exactly to
the number for the year given in Table Z21.
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IV. ZEmployment and Earnings in Industryl/

Cash earnings from off-farm emvloyment are of primary importance
to the part-time farmer. The discussion of incomes in this chapter has
two purposes, first, to present the principal facts concerning the indust-
rial employment and earnings of the part-time farmers, and second, by means
of comparisons with groups of industrial workers who do no farming, to
indicate whether or not part-time farmers are at a disadvantage in earning
money from industrial employment.

The Industrial Group. The term "industrial workers!" covers a
large group of individuals of such widely varying incomes and social
status that it was decided to limit those to be included in the survey to
a few important industrial groups which would be homogeneous enough in
themselves to form a reasonable basis for comparison. Accordingly the
enumerators were instructed to btake approximately 100 schedules of white
textile workers, 30 of white workers in other mamufacturing and mechanical
industries, and 70 of white workers in the service group of industries in
Greenville County, and 100 white textile workers in Carroll County, Only
those families were included which had raised less than $50 worth of farm
or garden products in 1934 and which had a male head physically capable
of working at a full-time job during 1934 and who was employed at least
50 days each during 1933 and 1934 in certain clerical and kindred occupa~
tions, or in skilled, semi-skilled, and unskilled occwpations.g

Industry and Occupation. The part-time farmers were selected
without any regard to the industry in which they worked., Table 19 shows
the number of industrial workers and part-time farmers classified by
industry.

. Any classification of workers by skills is to a certain extent
arbitrary. In the system used hers all cotton mill operatives except
loom fixers are classed as semi-skilled. The skilled group includes
loom fixers, skilled mechanics, foremen, and overseers. Within these
groups are wide variations in rates of pay. The occupational classifica-
tion of the important industrial groups is shown in Table 20. It is
significant that there was very little difference between the part-time
farm and the non-farm groups in the proportions in wvarious occupational
classes, except in "other textiles!" in Greenville County, where there
was a higher proportion of skilled workers in the part-time farm group.

1/ See "Employment in the Cotton Textile Industry im &labams, Ceozglia and
South Carolina'", W.F,A. Research Bulletin, J-2, for a discusgion of
those features of the cotton goods industry which bear on part-time

. . farming.

2/ The occupational classification used follows Dr. Alba M., Edwards' socisl-
economic groups, See Journal of American Statistical Association,
December 1933, pp., 377-387.




Table 19, Industry of Heads of Port-Time Farm and
Non-Ferming Industrial douscholds,
1934

Industry Greenville County Carroll County
Number of Number of Numbor of| Numbor of
Part-Time'IndustrialiPart~Time§Industritl
Fermers (Workers ' |Farmers | Workers

|

Total 190 216 103
Agriculturc
Forestry

Menufacturing and Mechanicrl
Building and Construction
Food and Allicd
Iron and Steel
Paper, Printing and Allicd
Cotton Mills
Knitting Mills
Other Textiles
Independent Hand Trades
Other Mznufacturing

Transportation and Cormunication

Construction ond Maintenance of
Streets

Garages, Auto Laundries

Postal Service

Steam and Street Railr . ad

Other Transportation and
Communi cation

Trade
Auto Agencies and Filling Stations
Wholesale and Retail Trade
Other Trade Industries

Public Service (not stherwise
classified)

Professional Service

Domestic and Personal Service
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Table 20, Number in Occupational Groups by Industry,
for Heads of Industrial and Part-Time
Farming Households

Industry . Industrial: Workers Part-Time Farmers

TotalPro- |Cler-Skill-Semi- Pro- |Cler-Skill-Semi- {Un-
pri- fical ed |skill- pri- |ical ed |skill-skill-
etors ed etors ed ed

Qérroll County

3

All Industries
Cotton Milks

KnittinglMild

Greenville
- County

All Industries
Lotton Mills
Other Textile

Steam & Street
Railroads

Auto Agencies
and Filling
Stations

Q\ol esale &

Retail Trade

Personal
ServicaE/

a/ Barbers and laundry employees,
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Barnings of Heads of Households, The part-time farmers included
in the survey were, with very few exceptions, "full-time" workers in
industry. Table 21 gives a comparison of average yearly earnings, hourly
rates of pay, days worked per year, and hours worked per day for the part-
time farmers and the industrial workers enumerated. The principal differ-
ences in these figures for the two groups of workers in the same industry
are explainable by factors other than part-time farming,.

Table 21, Rate of Pay, Working Time, and Annual Earnings of
Heads of Part-Time Farm and Non-Farming Industrial
Households, 1934

@-

Part-Time Farmers Industrial Workers
Average Average Average Yearly Average Average Average Yearly
Industry Hourly Hours Full Earn—- Hourly Hours Full Earn-
Rate per Day Days ings Rate per Day Days ings
Worked Worked

Carroll County

All Industries
Cotton Mills
Knitting Mills

Greenville County

All Industries
Cotton Mills
Other Textiles
Wholesale and
Retail Trade
Steam and Street
Railroads
Auto Agencies and
Filling
Stations
Personal
Service 8/

* Less than 10 cases,
a/Barbers and laundry employees,

In Carroll County most of the part-time farmers in the cotton mill
group worked in the mills at Carrollton, while a large number of the non-
farming cotton mill group worked in the Banning and Fullerville Mills, one
of which was shut down for two months and the other for three months during
1934, This accounts for the difference in days worked and earnings of
the two groups. In the Carrollton mill village there are large areas of
tillgble land directly back of the mill houses and conveniently located
pasturage for cows. Hence a large majority of this mill's employees were
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part-time farmers, In Banning the land is difficult to work because of
the steep slopes and poor svil and in Fullerville there is a lack of
land suitable for gardens ncar the workers'! homes. Therefore, there
were only a few pert-timc farmers in these two mills,

In Greenville the table indicates that the part-time ferming
cotton mill group worked less days and earned less money than the other
cotton mill group, but by lecaving out three of thc part-time farmers,
who were extremc cases, the group averasge would show 231 days workecd in-
stead of 217 and $772 earnings instcad of $722. Only one of these three
was a mill operative; he worked only threec months of thc year in the mill
and eight months as a wood dcaler, The other two cases werc an elevator
man and a carpenter who worked 40 days and 70 days, rcspectively, in a
cotton mill,

The table indicates somec difference between incomes of the
part-time farm and non-farm groups in wholesale and retail trade, but
thc number of cases (22 each) is so small and the groups so hcterogencous
that it is not safe to draw any conclusions from this fact, The non-farm
group included several highly paid salcsmen, who werc not matched in the
part-time farm group.

The outstanding fact brought out by the table is the higher
incomcs of the Greenville cotton mill workers as compercd with the
Carroll County cotton mill group, which, as has alrcady been pointed out,
is due to the difference between the Greenville end Carroll mills. The
Burecau of Labor Statistics study of wege rates in the cotton textile
industry£ showed a median of 33,9 and an averege of roughly 36 cents
per hour, for male workers in the South in August 1934. Thus it appears
thet in gencral the Greenville mill workcrs rcecceived higher pay than the
southern average, and the Carroll mill workers lecss than thc southern
average. Figure 10 gives a comparison of the percentage of the cutton
mill workers receiving different hourly rates in Greenville and Carroll
with corresponding figures for males in southern cotton mills in August
1934 from the Burcou of Labor Statistics study. The Greenville and
Carroll figurcs cuver both the industriazl workcrs and part-time formers,
Sixty-nine percent of the Cerroll workers rcccived betweon 30 cnd 3245
cents per houre The N.R.A. code minimum roate was 30 ccnts per houre In
the Greenville group a large numbor were in the 45 to 57.5 ccnt classe

Comparison between the industrial groups in Greenville County
(Tzble 21) indicates that, on the avernge, the textile workers made about
as much per hour as the wholeszle and rctail trade groups, and a little
more than the barbers and laundry workerse. The shortcr hours and fower
deys worked by thc textile group bring their annual earnings below that
of the others mentioned, Hourly pay end total earnings of the railrocad
men are high becausc this group of 12 cases included five locomotive
engincers,
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DISTRIBUTION OF HOURLY RATES OF PAY
OF MALE COTTON MILL EMPLOYEES
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Total Family Cash Income. There is no significant difference
between the part-time farm and industrial groups in average total family
cash income from non-farm sources, except for the differences in earnings
of the heads, explained in the preceding section, Table 22 shows the
main facts about family composition and cash income. Comparing the part-
time farm and the non-farm groups in Greenville County, the average number
of employed members per household, percentage of households with only the
head employed, and average earnings of members other than head were sub-
stantially the same, In Carroll County the earnings of the other members
of the family differed for the two growps in the same fashion that earn-
ings of heads differed and for the same reason, as explained in the pre-
ceding section., In Carroll there was a greater total number empnloyed per
household than in Greenville County, but no difference between the farm
and non-farm groups in this respect.

In both counties there was a higher proportion of large families
in the part-time farm group. Tzable 23 shows the numbers of families of
various sizes and their average per capita cash incomes. A farming opera-
tion is a greater help to a large family than to a small one. The reduc-
tion in cash outlay for food is greater, there is less waste of farm produce,
and the dependent family members can help greatly with the farm work. These
reasons may have prompted many of the heads of large households to go into
farming or gardening.

The data presented here shows that the part-time farm families in
this area were able to get about as much industrial employment and earn as
much money as the comparable non-farming industrial workers families in the
same locality., This indicates that cash income from industrial employment
was not affected by whether or not the family did part—time farming. The
characteristics of the individual, the amount and type of employment avail-
able, and wage scales, are the important factors,

It should be emphasized that the earnings discussed here are for
1934, a year in which the N,R.A., was effective in the textile industry,
Whether the industry will be able to maintain the N.R.A. wage rates in the
face of keen competition and a large supply of available low-income labor
on the farms of the South is problematicel., These industrial incomee were
substantially higher than farm incomes in the same counties in 1934, as
will be discussed in Chapter VI. Some differential existed in 1929 also,
but it has undoubtedly widened during the depression. Such differentials
ordinarily exert a pressure toward equalization of earnings, but adjustments
take time, since there are resistances to be overcome. Two important ele-
ments of resistance in this case are the efforts of the terxtile nanufae~
turers! organizations to maintain the N.R,A. scale, and the constant battle
of the labor union, although weak in numbers, against any wage reductions,




Table 22, Cash Incomes, etc., of Industrial Households and Part-Time
Farm Households in Greenville and Carroll Counties, 1934.

Greenville County Carroll County

All Industries|Textile Indus.|All Industries

Indus- | Part-|Indus- | Part- Indus- } Part-
trial Time trial | Time trial | Time
Workers | Farm |Workers| Farm Workers| Farm

Average annual earnings of
head at principal employ-
ment

Average annual earnings of
members other than head
per household

Average annual income off-
farm per household a/

Percent of households with
only head employed

Average number of employed
members per household

Average size of household

Average number of dependents
per employed worker

Average annual off-farm incams
per person % $ 209

2/ Includes all sources except the farm.
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V. Conditions of Living and Organized Social Life

Some knowledge of the conditions under which part-time
farmers live is necessary in order to come to a conclusion as to the
desirability of part-time farming. Accordingly certain features of
the part-time farmers' surroundings and facilities for living will
be discussed here and compared with those of the non-farming industrisal
workers in order to discover what extra satisfactions or inconveniences
may be associated with part-time farming. Housing, household facilities,
automobiles and radios, home-ownership, education, and participation in
organized social activities are considered here. Other things more
difficult of description, as for example health, may be quite as important.

The features discussed here depend to a great extent on whether
the part-time farmer lives in the open country, in a mill village, or other
village. The textile industry is so located in relation to good farm land
that part-time farmers live either in the same communities as do non-
farming industrial workers or within easy commuting distance from town.
Hence the problem of rural isolation is not a serious one. In Greenville
County 30 percent of the part-time farmers lived in mill villages, 4O
percent in the open country, and the rest in country or suburban villages.
Of the non-farm group about one half lived in mill villages, and the others
in the city of Greenville or in other villages. In Carroll County 55 per-
cent of the part-time farmers and 85 percent of the non-farm group lived
in mill villages; very few were in the open country,

Living conditions of the mill village inhabitants depend in
part upon the policies of the mill management in the maintenance of the
villege and furnishing of facilities. The type and general state of re-
pair of the houses and the household facilities provided are fairly
uniform in any one mill village, but these things and the general com-
munity facilities vary widely from village to villaga.l/ It was observed
by those meking the study that in gencral those mill villages in which
a considerable number of the workers were part-time farmers were somc-
what better than the average with respect to housing and facilitics
furnished. These better villages had more land availgble, and farming
by the workers was encouraged by the management. This situation tended to
make living conditions for a selected group of part-time farm families
better than those for a group of non-farming industrial workers. On the
other hand, electric power is sometimes not available in the open country
without a private generating plant, but is almost always supplied in the
mill villages. The fuct that a large proportion of the part-time farmers
in Greenville live in the open country tends to place them at a disadvane
tage in this respect.

1/ For discussion of mill village facilities see "Employment in the Cotton
Textile Industry in Alabama, Georgia, and South Carolina," W.P.A. Research
Bulletin, J-2.




Housinge In general, the houses in Greenville County both
dnimasy i ] s and outside were in better repair and had more conven-
iences than those in Carroll County. Table 24 indicates the types of
repairs needed. Exterior or interior repairs such as paint, screens,
porch repairs, plastering, painting or papering, and new flooring were
most frequently required. ILeaky roofs were fairly common while a smaller
number needed general structural repairs.

Table 2/« Condition of Dwelling of Part-Time Farm
and Non-Farming Industrial Houscholds, 1934

GrEShiiiizhéaﬁngT“mEErfdii County
All In- Textile All In-
Condition of Dwelling dustries  Industrny. dustrics
Part-;In- | Part-iIn- | Part-|In-
Time ;dus—%Timu [dus- ! Time idus-

Ferm | tri-|

iFarm i - Farm jtri-

e e T LT i AU
| i : _

Total Dwellings 190 42164110 1111 i 103198

Percent Needing
Vo repairs i el
Exterior or Interior repair®/| 55
Roof Repair 5
Gencral structural repsir 11

g/ Exclusive of roof and general structural repairs.

A typical mill village dwelling in Carroll County, occupied
by a part-time farm faumily of five persons, consisted of three rooms in
e one story single family house with clectric lights but without running
water. The building was in ncved of paint snd minor Lk The annual
rental was $91, which includcd one-fourth acrc for a gurden and pasturage
for cow. Hill village dwellings of the non-farm family wore often double
houses, more crowded together and with no availabls land ncarby for a gar-
den. Also, the houscs werc not in as good condition, on the averagu, s
those of the part-time farmers. (Scs cuts of typical houscs, ppe )

Typical dwelling of a part-timc farm foamily of seven persons
in Greenvillc County was a six room, single family hiouse in good repuair
with electric lights, running water and bathroom. The annual rental,
which included 2% acres of ground, was $78.
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Part-time farmers have larger homes than industrial workers
as 1s shown in Table 25, The difference is greatest in Carroll County
where the dwellings of non-farming industrial households are smaller
than those of the part-time farmers for each size of household. Among
the Greenville textile workers, part-time farm families had larger ‘
dwellings due for the most part, to the greater size of houses located
outside the mill villages,

Table 25. Size of Dwelling of Part-Time Farm and Non~Farming
Industrial Families by Size of Household, 1934

Average Number of Rooms per Household
Greenville County Carroll County
Size of All Industries Textile.-Industry All Industries
Household Part- In- Part- In I 'Part- | In-
Time dus- Time dus- Time dus-
Farm trial Farm trial Farm trial

All Households Diail 4«8 Le8 belt Lol

person
persons
persons

i persons
persons
and 7 persons
and over

# e ssiithant 0l casess

In Carroll County, approximately three fourths of cach group had
electric lights but only a few had running water or bath facilities (Table 26),
Nearly all families in Greenville County except those living in the open
country had electric lights and running water. Electric lights were avail-
able to only about two thirds of those living in the open country and running
water to approximately one fourth. The relatively larger proportion of
part-time farmers huving bathrooms was largely due to the fact that a larger
proportion lived in mill villages which furnished this convenience .
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Table 26. Households with Specified Conveniences, 1934

Greenville County |Carroll County |
A11 Textile A1l
Industries Industry . Industries
Part- | Indus- | Part-| Indus- art- {Indus—
Time trial Time trial ime triial
Farm Farm I

Conveniences

Total Households 190 110 1 balion 98

Percent having:
No conveniences 11
Electric lights 88
Running water ’ (5
Bath

Automobiles, Radios and Telephones. A larger proportion of
part-time farmers than of industrial workers owned automobiles (Table 27).
In Greenville 41 percent of this group were 1% miles or more from their
place of employment, mnd an automobile was required for transportation
to and from work in many cases. Only 17 percent of the industrial work-
ers were 14 miles or more from their place of employment. Since 90 per-
cent of the part-time farmers and all of the industrial workers in
Carroll County were less than 1% miles from their place of employment,
distance from work cannot explain the larger number of part-time farmers
having automobiles.,

Part-time farm households possessed significantlv more radios
than did non-farming households, with the greatest difference appearing
in Carroll County (Table 27). For both groups, the percentages of
those having radios were considerably higher in Greenville than in
Carroll County. The number of telephones was too small to be of signifi-
cance,

Table 27. Households with Automobiles, Radios and Telephones, 1934

Greenville County | Carroll Chrunty
A1 Textile A1l
Industries Industry Industries
Part—i Indus= Part—! Indus- Part— " IIndus~
Time trial Time trial Time itrial
Farm Farm Tarm

Facilities

Total Households 190 216 110 Akt 1 103 g8

Percent having:
No facilities AL 20 13
dutomobile 70 48 62
Radio 74 70 74
Telephone {7

o U
[ASIRAC R v o]
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Home -Ownership. The proportion of owners was greater among
part-time farm than non-farming industrial households (Table 28)., This
difference is associated with a somewhat greater number of the indus-
tridl households living in mill villages where there is little or no
chance for ownership. However, when the comparison is limited to part-
time farmers and industrial workers living outside of mill villages, the
part-time farm group still shows a higher percentage of owners.

Table 28, Tenure of Part—Time Farmers and Non-Farming
Industrial Workers, 1934

Number of Cases
Tenure Greenville County | Carroll County
All Industries |Textile Industries ! Al1 Industries
Part- Indus- |Part- Indus- | Part— | Indus-
Time trial Time trial Time trial
Farm Farm Farm

Total 190 216 110 | e 103 98

Owners 86 28 35 2 16 il

Tenants

Mill Village 58 105 5i7 58 83

Non-Mill Village 46 83 18 29 | 14
!

Most mill employees who live in company villages have an
advantage over the others in the matter of rent. The usual charge is
25 cents per room per week which is considerably less than workers must
pay for comparable housing el sewhere.l

Education. Children 7-16 years of age of both groups who had
attended school during 1933%-34 had made approximately normal progress.
However, four percent of the part-time farm children in Greenville
County between these ages had not attended school as against nine per-
cent of those in industrial households., In Carroll County, however, 18
percent of the children of both groups were not in school during the
1933-34 term. Most of these children were seven yoars of age, and had
not yet started to school, or had left school between 14 and 16. Only
four children in Greenville and three in Carroll County were employed.

1/ See "Employment in the Cotton Textile Industry in Alabama, Georgia,
and South Carolina, W.P.A. Research Bulletin, J-2,
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Approximately half of the heads of households in Greenville
County had completed grade school and most of those had attended high
school. Of those not completing grade school, about half hed completed
four grades or less (Table 29). The amount of schooling received by
Carroll County workers was somewhat less than for those in Greenville.

Table 29. Education of Heads of Part-Time Farm and
Non-Farming Industrial Households, 1934

Percent of Heads with Specified Education
Education { Greenville County Carroll County
All Industries Textiles All Industries
Part- In- Part- ':In- Part- | In-
Time dus- !Time { dus- Time dus-
Farm trial :Farm trial Farm trial

j Number 190 ZIIE A RO ikt 103 98
Total: Percent 100 100 100 100 | 100

None

1-) grades completed

Grade school not completed
Grade school completed

1-3 years high school

High school completed

1-3 years college

College completed

i
Average grade completed i 6.0 5e

Greenville County has a free public library service with over
100 distributing points outside the city of Greenville receiving some
form of library service. i The main library in Greenville supplies books
to branch libraries, reading rooms, rural schools, crossroad stores,
filling stations, post offices, churches, clubs and homes. More than one
half of the part-time farm and approximately 4O percent of the non-farming
families made use of this service.

Social Participation. Participation in organized social activi-
ties was usually confined to the local community although occasional
femilies in villeges near Greenville were able to attend in the larger citye.

l/ Frayser, Mary BE., The Libraries of South Carolina, S. C. Agricultural
Experiment Station Bulletin 292, 1933
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In Greenville County, the villages were quite well organized. The church
was the center of social life and memoers of the family had an opportunity
to participate in church, Sunday School, adult church organizations and
young people's organizations, In some of the mill villages, community
houses formed a center for many social activities such as athletic con—
tests, club meetings, plays, Boy Scouts, Girl Scouts and other groups.

A baseball league, including teams from a number of mills, plays about
four games a week during the season. Parent-teacher!s associations and
fraternal orders are also active. Table 30 shows the availability of so-
cial organization and the extent to which families participate in them.
Except for the fact that more of the textile workers were membsrs of ath—
letic teams, their participation was about the same as for the remainder
of the Greenville County groups. Textile workers in the part-time farm
group averaged 91 attendances Der person as against 78 for the non-farming
families in 1934, Extremely small housecholds participated less in commun-
ity social organization than did larger households because children, es—
peclally children of school age, tend to increase the interest of the
family in community activities. This is responsible, to some extent, for
the favorable showing of part-time farm families in Greenville.

Carroll County villages showed considerable variation with re-
spect to the number of social organizations. The mill villages varied
from. one with only a church and an athletic club to a well organized com-

minity., The average number of attendances per person was greater for
pPart-time farm households. The figures show 56 and 29 asttendances per
berson, respectively, in 1934 for part-time farm and non-farming house-
holds. This difference is related to the scarcity of social organizations
in some of the mill villages where industrial workers live,

The part-time farm group furnished a larger proportion of the
leadership of local organizations than did the industrial households. An
average of nearly one of every two part-time farm households in Greenville
furnished an officer for a local organization, as compared to one of eight
for the non-farming group. Twenty-one husbands, 31 wives, 34 children
and 5 other members of part-time farm households were officers of one or
more organizations whereas only 10 husbands, 12 wives and 6 children of
the industrial households held office. In Qarroll Gounty, only three
bersons from the part-time and one from the industrial group held office.
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VI. Comparisons in Economic Status between Pa rt-Time
Farmers and Full-Time Farmers

Part-time farmers as agroup may be considered =s representing a
combination of the characteristics of farm and urban people. Most of those
included in this study, while evidencing a farm background, have at present
acquired more of the characteristics of urban families. Accordingly more
attention has been given to comparisons between part-time farmers and non-
farming industrial workers. However, since about one fourth of all gains
fully employed persons in Greenville County and threc fourths in Carroll
County are in agriculture, and since the mill hands for the most part origi-
n2lly came from farms, any available information about the social-cconomic

tatus of full-time farmers is pertinent.

In Greenville County the 1930 Census showed that for all farm i/
the average value of products sold or traded, plus receipts from boarders
and lodgers, was 777 in 1929. The Census did not report all ex enses, but
only the thres major cash items: feed, fertilizer, and labor. The total
for these items averaged p171. Deducting this amount from receipts lcaves
$606 to cover other dircet cash expenses, overhcad and family living ex-
penses. These data are not inconsistont with the results of a study from
accounts kept during 1932-33 by 46 rural familics in South Carolina. The
average total annual cash income available for familv necd for this group

was 3555. g/ The investmoent in resl estate, implemcnts, nrd nachinery aver-
aged $3,446. OFf this, $650 was accounted for by the dwe 1 Mo charge
for intercst and deprccisztion on this investment is conaldcrf; here.: The
amount for 1829, $606, msy be comp~rad with the aversge off-farm c~sh income

per houschold for part-time farmers in 1934 of 31,116. Farm products uscd
by the family have beon omitted thus frr bocsusc they sre roughly comperable
for all farmcrs and part-time farmors.

A similar comparison may be mede for Carroll County. For 1929 the
Census roported the average valuc of all products sold or traded plus ro-
ccipts from boarders and lodgers oen =211 farms as 9758.2/ Expenscs for feod,
fortilizer, and labor avoraged $193, leaving availablce for minor cash ex-
penses, overhead expenses and family living, 5565, which may be on“arqd
with total family off-farm carnings for part-time farmers in 1934 of 31,060,

__7 Tho—gzhht puTbLWt of ~11 ferms t! Lt“PC%OT+Od 75 QP"b or morc of outside
cmployment for tho opsrator are included since the data are not available
in such form that they can be excluded. Their number, however, is too
small to make a significant differcnce in the group °V(”WFV. As hss al-
ready been pointud out, most of the farms in th: nart-time group with
which all farwms are coA"argd were not enumeratsd in the 1930 Census of
Agriculture, and hence are not included under all farms.

Frayser, Mary E., A Study of Expenditurcs for Family Living by 46 South
Carolina Rural Familics, Gouth Carolina Agricultural Experiment Station
Buililietama 299 sl B4 in s i

Nine percent of these farms reported 75 days or more of outside employ-
ment for the operstor (See footnote 1.).




In these comparisons it should be noted that in Greenville County
28 percent, and in Carroll County, 20 percent of all farms were operated
by Negroes. Inclusion of these Negroes tends to reduce the average net
cash income, although their number was too small to affect materially
the above relationship,

The use of 1929 data for farm incomes for comparison with 1934
part-time farm incomes requires a word of explanation. Farm incomes
were somewhat higher in these counties in 1929 than they were in 1934,
The value of crops harvested in 1929 reported by the Census was $695 per
farm in Greenville County as compared with $393 in 1934, 1/ 1In Carroll
County the corresponding figures were $604 for 1929 and %510 for 1934,
In the sbsence of actual net income data for 1934 these figures may be
used as rough indices of net incomes for the two vears, since farm re-
ceipts vary much more from year to year than do farm expenses in this
region. The value of farm real estate, a further index of agricul tural
conditions, was substantially lower in both counties in 1935 than in 1930.
These facts indicate that if 1934 net income data for full-time farmers
were available the comparison would be even less favorable to this group
than that indicated above.

Table 31 shows how all farm families compare with the group of part-
time farm families studied with respect to the possession of certain facil-
ities. In both counties a greater proportion of the part-time farm families
had automobiles, running water, bathrooms and electric lights., The number
of telephones was too small to be of much significance. It is recognized
that these facilities occupy different degrees of immortance in urban and
rural standards, but they do represent actual differences in physical com-
fort and convenience in favor of the part-time farmers.

Table 31, Possession of Specified Facilities by Part—
Time Farmers and 411 Farmersd/

F_‘A | Greenville County Carroll County

Part-Time| A1l { Part-Time/ a1
Farmers Farmers Farmers | Farmers

Aty W 1234 1929 : e nyal 1229

Total Farmers 190 PRORG i s o 5,286

Specified Facilities

Percent having
Automobile

Telephone

Running water in house
Bathroom

Electrie lights

~7

@D 3
® 2V 2O

7

i

a/Data on all farmers from Census of dgricul ture, 1930, Vol. II, County
Table 12.

1/Value of crops harvested was calculated using quantities reported by the
Census for the counties and prices reported for the states.
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Perhaps a clearer idea of the comparison that is being attempted
here may be gained from the statement of a mill owner that whenever the
mill whistle blows an abundance of labor apnears from the surrounding
area. Workers have in the past been continucusly coming to town to work
in the mills. Some have returned, but most of them have remained. In
the open country near a mill village it is not unusual to sece a rather
dilapidated set of farm buildings and nearby two or three attractive new
houses which have been built by young folks who grew up on the farm, but
found mill work more attractive than farming.




VII. Case Studies of Part-Time Farmers

From what has gone before it may be seen that part-time farm-
ers are not a homogeneous group of people, but rather, they may be con-
sidered as a fairly representetive cross-section of the population of a
given area. The only thing which they all have in common is the specified
twofold source of income. A description chiefly in statistical terms of
such a group of people may not accurately describe any one '0”1ly in e
group, or convey a concrete picturc of the activities of the pcople under
consideration. For this reason descriptions of actual represen ative cases
of part-time farming are introduced.

Typical Case, Greenville County. Ths first casc to be described
is a typical non-commercial part- ime farm femily in Grecnville County.
The houschold consists of a man and wife, each 54 years old, and four
children ranging from seven to fifteen ycars. They live in the open coun-
try, seven miles from Greenville, to which both p nts commute daily in
their 1931 Ford to work in a textile mill. The head is a weaver and in 1934
worked eight hours a day for five days a veek except for threc months during
the summer when employment was curtailed to & %0-hour weck. His total carn-
ings were $864. The wife worked in the samc mill, also ag a weaveor, RO
four months and added $300 to the family incomo

This family Tents a five-room house and 4 1/2 acres: of land for

$100 a year. The house, while fairly substantial, is 25 years old, nceds
painting, and is unattractive in ge 1(*31 appoarancc. 1t docs not ‘”Vu
telephone, electric lights, or running ater.

Two and one half acres were planted in crops in 1934. These
crops included 1 1/2 acres of field corn, 1/4 acre each of sweet corn and
peanuts, and 1/2 acre of other vegetables, including Irish and sweet po-
tatoes, tomatoes, okra, peas, snap beans, lettuce, peppers, squash, cucum-
bers, onions, turnips, and mcloud. This gerden furnished a good supply
of vegetables from Junc through October with turnips somewhat c¢arlier and
later, The grocery bill was only $20 per month during the summcr, as com-
parcd with 95 during the winter. In addition 59 quarts of veget
were canned for winter use, and potatocs, peas, beans, and peanuts
stored. Sales from the garden amountsd to $#9."  The''corn crop of 1o bushels
was fed to the pig and chickens. There werec cn the plece siz pear trees
and a fig tree which together yielded 1 1/2 bushels of fruit.

The livestock consisted of a cow, = pig, and eigh chickens. The
cow produced 2500 gquarts of milk, but was dry for twe months, Two quarts
of milk per day werc uscd fresh, and about 200 pounds of butter were made
from the remainder. Thus, in 1a1t101 to f“*" ., the family had butter-
rmilk and about five pounds of butter a week f 10 months.
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The pig was killed in November when it weighed 200 pounds
dressed. Most of the mcat was curcd for use throughout the year. The
eight hens laid 25 dozen ecggs over a period of eight months, only
enough for family use during that time.

The family did practically all of the work on the farm, paying
only 35 for hired machine work. The head worked on the farm all day
Saturday and one or two hours after work each day during most of the year.
His wife fed the chickens and sometimes did the milking. Cash expenses
exclusive of rent were $70 for the year. The feed cost was considerably
reduced by the fact that the landlord allowed the use of a pasture for
the cow.

The cash value of the contribution of even this one farm is
difficult of precise determination. In the first place, quantities of
garden products are not definitely knowm, since the family used them as
needcd from day to day. More important, however, is the question of
prices to be used in evaluating the produce., Should they be what the
products could have been sold for at the farm or what the femily would
have had to pay for them on the retail market? When a particular vege-
table or other product was available in abundance he family usced much
more of it than it would have donec had it been nccessary to purchasc it.

It should also be notcd that the guantity of products grown on

this farm would be worth more to a larger family than to & smaller one.
This is So becausc lsrger quantitics of one product could be used in a
given perivd by the larger family, thus rcducing the waste from surplus.
The variety of products is thercfore very importent since with a greater
varicty more can be utilized to advantage.

Recognizing these difficultics it still scems worth while to
estimate a value for this production, assuming prices which secm reasonable
and stating the prices usecd, so that this factor may be varied as desired
by the critical reader. The chief guide in arriving at the prices used
in the following calculations was the prices paid to mill workers in this
area in 1934 when thoy sold farm products to one ancther. The ¢uantitics
deseribed above are uscd here. The importance of deiry products is clear-
ly shown.

milk @ 10¢ - 60.00
butter @ 25¢ 50,00
buttermilk @ 3¢ - 24.00
poORki @O0~ 20.00
egzs @ 20¢ - 5.00
vegetables and
fruits canncd @ 25¢ oD
15 bu. sweet potatoes
stored © $1.00 15.00
25 bu. peas, beans and
peanuts € $1.00 2,50
Fresh vegctables
and fruits 75.00
Totalivalilor . e $267525




Al though this family had moved out from Greenville to the farm
only two years before, the head had had five years of previous farming
experience, was managing this small place very well, and wanted a larger
farm. The children were all in school and all members of the family were
going to church and Sunday School regul arly. There were no organized
social activities in this community. The parents attended school through
the elementary grades. i

_Typical Case, Carroll County. The second case to be described
is a typical non-commercial part-time farm family in Carroll County.
The household consists of a man and wife, aged 29 and 39 respectively,
and their two daughters, aged four and two. They live in the Mandeville
Mill Village only one quarter of a mile from the mill where both husband
and wife work. Bach worked an eight-hour day for five days a week daring
1934 except for the month of September during the textile strike. They
worked on different shifts, however. The head ran a waste machine on the
afternoon shift and earned $516, and his wife was a spinner on the morn-
ing shift, earning $480. .

This family rents a three-room company—owned house with half an
acre of land for $90 a year. Rents in this village are higher than tho se
usually charged in mill villages. The house is in fair condition except
for the need of paint. It has electric 1lights, but no telephone or run-—
ning water. The family has a radio, but no automobile.

Virtually all of the land except that on which the house is lo-
cated was used as a garden in 1934. The vegetables grown were tomatoes,
okra, peas, snap beans, lima beans, cabbage, lettuce, peppers, squash,
cucumbers, beets, onions, turnips, collards, and sweet corn. A good sup-
ply of vegetables was available from June through September with turnips
and collards in October and November. The wife canned 45 quarts of vege-
tables. The grocery bill was reduced on the average of $8 per month dur-
ing the six summer months.

The 1ivestock consisted of a cow, a pig, and 11 chickens. The
cow produced 2,600 quarts of milk, being dry only one month. The wife
made 200 pounds of butter. They sold $27 worth of milk, butter, and
buttermilk, and had on the average two quarts of milk a day and four
pounds of butter a week for 11 months. The plg was siaughtered in Decem-
ber when its dressed weight was 250 pounds. The chickens laid throughout
the year, producing a total of 30 dozen eggs. Ten chickens were raised.
The malés were eaten and the pullets replaced the hens that were culled
from the laying flock. In this way the family had 10 chickens to eat at
various times during the year.

The mill supplied a shed for the livestock ard pasturage for
the cow. All other feed was purchased. The totel feed cost was $80,
most of which was feed for the cow. Cash farm ezpenses exclusive of rent
totalled $106. Deducting the $27 received from sales of dairy products
leaves $79 as the cash cost of the farm products used by the family. The
value of these products, at the prices used in the calculations for the
farm in Greenville County, would be as follows:
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650 gqts. milk @ 10¢ - $65.00
200 1Dbs. butter @ 254 ~ 50:00
600 gts. buttermilk @ 3¢ - 18.00
30 doz. eggs @ 204 - 6.00
20 1bs, chicken @ 25¢ — 5.00
250 1bs. pork @ 10¢ - 25.00
45 qts. canned vegetables @ 25¢ 11,00
Fresh vegetables 50.00

Moftalilivalazo @ s w $230.25

The garden was considerably smaller than the one on the
Greenville County farm and there were no fruit trees on the place. Con-
sequently, in spite of the greater variety of products grown, smaller
quantities were available for preserving for winter use. The smaller
size of the family also meant that fewer vegetables could be used. A4s a
result of these considerations the value of the products of the garden
was estimated at $50 as compared with $75 for the Greenville County farm,

The head and his wife did all of the work on this farm in 1934.
The wife milked the cow and fed all of the livestock in the evening while
her husband was working, and he did these chores in the morning. She also
helped him with the gardening,

The head was a full-time farmer until four years ago when he
moved into town and began working in the mill. Since then he has been a
part-time farmer at two places in this mill village. He thinks part-time
farming very much worth while.

There are many organized social activities in the village, but
this family takes no part except for attending church and Sunday School.
The head completed three grades in school and his wife five.

! Unusually Successful Part-Time Farmer, Greenville County. Mr.
Pickensl/ is one of the most successful part-time farmers in the Greenville
area. His case is introduced here to illustrate what may be accomplished
in combining farming with textile mill employment by persons with similar
qualifications.

One does not talk with Mr. Pickens very long before gaining a
distinct impression that he is a man of considerable intelligence, ini-
tiative and energy., His history bears out his statement that he has
never been satisfied to remain idle. He seems to possess an unusual
amount of drive to keep busy at what he regards as useful activities.

: Mr, Pickens is 38 years of age, his wife 28. They have four
chlldren ranging from four to twelve. Mr. Pickens is a weaver in one of
the larger cotton mills in Greenville. He has been with this mill for

1/ The name used is fictitious,
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seven years, and has rarely been without employment, a record considera-
bly above the average for cotton mill weavers. This mill makes fine
goods, thus requiring a skilled labor force. Wares are correspondinrgly
higher than in most mills; Mr. Pickens earned a little over 1,000 in
19%4. 1In addition to his work in the mill, he owns and operates a 15-
acre farm about five miles from his nlace of employment.

When he was 11 years old his father was permanently disabled.
His mother ran the farm for a few ye ars, but it eventually became neces-
sary for them to sell at a sacrifice. When he was about 12 years of age
he started to work in a textile mill. When he was 18 he enterecd school
at Berea College but left during his first year to join the Navy Medical
Corps in 1917. After thc war he was hon 10rably discharged and returncd
to work in a mill near Greenville where the other mancrs of his family
were then cmployed. He saved nmoney while he was working in the mill and
bought four acres outside the city limits. t thc end of threce or four
years he had improved this land to such an cxtcnt that he was ablc to
sell for morc than twice the amount he had paid. With the money rececived
for his first venture he purchased e 100 acrc farm in the lower part of
Greenville County and went into commoreial farming.

His commercial farming venture promised to be very successful,
but his wifc (he marricd shortly beforc moving to the farm)
d
v

was not sat-
So the femily
ti

isfied with rural lifc and was in poor health be Gs
moved back to the city of Greenville where they ed fﬂr a tinie in the
mill village. Five years ago, howecver, thecy d cd to move to a amall
farm near cnough to town for Mr. Pickcns to kov his cmployment and for
the family to enjoy advantages offered by proximity to the Cllibiie

During his fivec yecars of opcration of his present farm Mr.
Pickens has built a six-room, two-story brick house, doing most of the
work himsclf, and hc is now complcting the inside Llﬁlsh nge. He heas
wired the house for clectricity and put in plwabing for running watcr.
He has improved his farm to thc point where he raiscs =1l of the vege
tables, dairy products, and mecat which the fomily necds. He is building
up a smell fruit orchard and a vincysrd and alrcady has small bush
fruits and berrics well cstablishod. ¢ar he maps out some plan of
permanent improvement on the plece. st yee 1C hﬁd l%>uvlps of gardecn,
3 acres of corn, 1 zcre of wheat and 2 acros of peavine shay. Helthad
vegetables Lrom.tnu garden during all but two months of Theyear dand dam
addition Mrs. Pickens cenncd 80 quarts of vegeteblos snd 52 querts of
fruit. He grew 50 bushcls of grein ond 3 tons of hey so thet with his
5 acrcs of pasturc he spent only $10 for feed for his cow, two heifers,
2 hogs, and 150 chickens. In addition he ha ) and wheat ground for
home use. He had a good supply of milk cnd Cf throughout the year.
He also had 225 pounds of dresscd poultry, 700 nounds of pork, cnd 140
pounds of veal. Mr. Pickens did practically =21l of the work himsclf with
what littlc help his children were ca wable of giving. He spent only $8
for hired labor. He sold practically nothing, although he did hsve con-




siderable surplus. Most of this surplus was given away. Mr. Pickens is
a very conscientious member of the Baptist church and rigidly adheres to
the rule of tithing his income. He feels that "If the Lord is good to a
person, he should be generous to other people'.

The family is active in the social life of the local neighbor-
hood. Mrs, Pickens is an officer in the circulating library. Mr. Pickens
is contributing a part of his land fronting on the road for the building
of a women's club house. Both are regarded as "pillars of the churchl,

The attitude of the family seems to be strongly faverable to-
ward part-time farming as a mode of living, When asked why he felt that
i1t was the best adjustment a man in his position could make, Mr. Pickens
answered in these words, "A man likes to feel that he is building himself
a home that is his. You can't do that in the mill village. A4nother thing,
you feel independent when you have a place of your own that you can depend
on in case of a pinch. You don't feel cramped; your kids have plenty of
room to play; they learn to work and not get into mischief."

When pressed for what he regarded as the most important reason
for his having a farm, Mr. Pickens put it as follows: "I am almost forty
years old, I know that I have earned in the mill as good money as I will
ever earn, Pretty soon I will have to take less and before many years I
will be 'out?, but I will not be too old to work for a living., Now if I
get me a place fixed up so I can raise all I need to eat and something
extra to sell, I will be all set for my old age. If I can save up money
while I am working and not spend it for food and rent I can give my kids
a better education than what I have myself. When I think about such
things as these I feel more like a man ought to feel - independent and
able to do what I want to without asking anybody!'s permission."




Home of asemi-skilled textile mill worker in the open country two

miles fyrom Travelers Rest. He earned $808 in 1934, the only cash income of
the family of eight except that from the sale of one bale of cotton. He
rents this five room house, badly in need of repairs, and 45 acres of land
for $120 a year. He has 3/4 acre of garden, 8 acres of field crops, amule,
a cow, a pig, and 15 chickens. He works on the farm afternoons after 2:00
p.m. and during days when not employed. His wife and oldest daughter (11
years) do quite abit of work in the field and tend to the cow and poultry.
A fairly representative case of part-time farming :in the open country by a
textile mill worker with a large family and only one wage earner.




Home of a semi-skilled textile worker
in Greenville. The mill is eight miles distant,

making it necessary for him to live away from
home during the week. His earnings in 1934 were
$672 and his wife added $300 to the family income
by textile mill work. Head of household is 35
and has seven children. This four room house and
an acre of land is rented for $48 a year. About
half of the land is used as a garden and 15 hens
are the only livestock. Head would 1like to get
a cow in order to provide milk for the children.
Since the head is away most of the time and the
wife also works, the oldest daughter (14 years)
does most of the daily work on the farm. This
represents poorer than average conditions among
textile worker - part-time farmers.




Part-time farm home of a skilled tex-
tile worker in open country 13 miles from Green-
ville. Head drives to work daily. He earned
$040 in 1934 even though he was out of work for
two months. His working hours were 6:30 a.m. to
3:30 p.m. In the farm he worked late afternoons,
week-ends, and occasionally mornings. No other
member of the family worked out, but his oldest
son (15 years) helped on the farm and his wife
did some of the lighter work. With this help he
was able to grow 2 acres of garden, 7 acres of
corn, 3 acres of cotton, 4 acres of wheat, 4 a-
cres of peavine hay, and 1 acre of sorghum on
the 7 acres of land owned and 14 1/2 acres rented.
These crops provided most of the feed for his
livestock, consisting of amule, a cow, a heifer,
three pigs and 15 hens, as well as $135 worth of
products to sell. An unusually ambitious man who
is particularly successful in and enthusiastic
about his farming operations.




Home of a textile mill family doing part-time farm-
ing in a mill village in Carrollton. The father is rheumatic
and does not work, but two sons and a daughter work in the
mill. Together they earned $1,728 in 1934. This is an excep-
tional case in that, although living in a mill village, they
own their home, a five room house with electric lights and

in excellent condition. They have 1/2 acre of land, about
half of which is used for a garden. They also have a cow
and 25 chickens. Most of the farm work is done by the mother
and father. With three wage earners in the family of seven
the income is somewhat above the average in the village.




Eight of the ten children of a semi-skilled tex-
tile worker in Carrollton. Head earned $548 in 1934. The
two oldest daughters (at left in picture) earned a total of
$920 in the same mill. They rent a four room house (in poor
condition and with no modern improvements) and 2 acres of
land for $130 a year. All of the crop land (1 1/2 acres) is
used for a garden. The wife and children do most of the gar-
dening. They have two milk cows and two pigs. A fairly

typical part-time farmer, although with so large a family
the income is quite inadequate.




Open country home of a semi-skilled tex-
tile worker three miles from mill. Head earned
$714 in 1934, the only income of the family of
four except for $65 from the sale of dairy and

poultry products. Head owns this new brick five
room house and 1 3/4 acres of land. All of the
land not occupied by the house and yard is used
for gardening. Livestock includes a cow, a pPig,
and 12 hens. Head works after 4:00 p.m. on farm
and is assisted by his wife. A fairly typical
Successful part-time farmer.




Mill village home of a skilled textile
mill worker (loom fixer) in a suburbof Greenville.
He worked an 8-hour day beginning at 4:00 p.m.
and earned $936 in 1934. Two daughters, aged 24
and 20, together earned $916 as textile mill op-

eratives. The rent for house and 3/4 acre of
land, 1/2 acre of which isused for a garden, was
$6 per month in 1934. Livestock includes a cow,
two pigs, and 25 hens. The wife and 14 year old
son, who constitute the remainder of the house-
hold, help the head with the farm work. This
represents better-than-average conditions among
textile mill worker part-time farm families.




Mandeville Mill, Carrollton, the larg-
est in the county, and its mill village.
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VIII. Appraisal of Combined Farming-Industrial
Fmployment

It is the purpose of this chapter to bring together in a summary
those considerations, both favorable end unfavorable, which this study
has shown to be pertinent to an appraisal of combined farming-industrial
employment in this subregion. The factors which lend themselves to
quantitative measurement have already been discussed in some detail;
others of a less tangible nature will be introduced here for the first
time. To give a general answer to the question of the desirability of
combined farming industrial employment as a way of living necessitates
a weighing of these factors. However, the advantages have been sufficiently
evident to attract a large number of persons, and under conditions that
prevail over much of the area would seem to rather clearly outweigh
the disadvantages for those with a rursl background.

Combined Farming-Textile Fmployment. Part-time farming in this
area is built around the textile industry. Textile mill employment, due
to the short hours, the location of the mills, and the fact that the work
is not heavy, is well adapted to combination with farming. Ewvcn though
the mills go back to the pre-N.R.A. long hours, farm operation cen still
be carried on. Msny part-time farmers who work in service industries
which require 10-hour working days or longer msnage to carry on a satis-

factory small farm or gardening operation with the aid of other members
of the family,

The location of most of the textile mills in the open country
or on the outskirts of cities and towns makes sufficient land available,
within easy commuting distance, to a consgiderable number of the employces.
In the company-owned villages there is frequently opportunity for the em—
ployees to have gardens, cows, pigs and & few chickens. Where they nre
not permitted to kcep animels in the villege proper, the mensgement usual-
ly provides pastures and sheds for the cows cnd hogs.

Part-time farming by textile workers is by no mesns confined to
the mill villages. The villages do not house all of the employeces, and
the location of thc mills makces it convenient for meny to live on smeall
farms in the surrounding ares, A tendency was notcd in Greenville County
for part-time farmers to locate in groups in the open country. Such groups
were frequently composcd of relotives. OCften such groups effccted a sav-
ing by driving to work in one cer,

It should not be assumed that part-time ferming is confined to
textile workers. Part-time fermers are found in virtuclly cvery othcr in-
dustry clthough mony of the other industrics do not lecve as much time
availeble for farm work. The predominance of toxtile miil employment makes

o

the textile part-time fermer of predominant importance.

Contribution of thc Farm to the Family Living., Food production
on part-time farms is of significence from seversl stindpoints., In the
first place, it mrkes possible the use of most of the wage earnings for
other purposes. A study of food consumption by farm femilies in the
South Cerolina Picdmont showed that the food consumed by whitc families




in 1932 would have cost c¢n the average $510 at rctail prices. }/ These
familics actually produced 83 percent of their food. In the present study
for the part-time farm group lower »rices were uscd and hence a lower

though still substantial value ¢f home grown fcod was indicetcd. This
saving in expenditurcs for food may make possible such things as the proper
care of eyes and teeth as well as other medical attention. It may cven
permit the training of children in their special talents and intercsts.

Such advantages often mean the difference between progrcss and rettegression
for the families involved.

Another consideration is that of the importance from a health
standpoint, of the types of products grown. In this region pcllagra,
tuberculosis, and malnutrition of school children are serious problems. 2/
Milk and fresh fruits and vegetables in the diet are important in pre-
venting these diseases and disorders. In the study cited above the fami-
lies whose diets were adequate were those with cows, pigs, chickens, fruit
trees, and large gardens, and with preserved foods for winter use. A good
cow will supply a large family with fresh milk as well as butter and butter-
milk for almost the whole year. he cow is in fact most important in the
economy of a part-time farm.,

Intangible Benefits. In addition to the material contributions
of the farm therc are certain intangible benefits of part-time farming

which contribute to the family well-bcing. Chicf among these is a sense
of security against unemployment and old age. The degree of security
should not, however, be overemphasized. A typical part-time farm would
not alone produce cnough for the support of a family. It might, however,
with the aid of even a small rescrve of cash, tide the family over a con-
siderable period. With a few acres of land an energetic person after
being displaced from the mill on account of age, might add a small cash
income to production for home use. The following expressions by part-time
farmers indicate.that sccurity is an important factor in their thinking:
"would like to return to a farm becausec of approaching old age', "adds to
social security", "hope to farm extensively later", "gives sceurity to
industrial workers", "seccurity for old age espeeially beotween the age of
55, when playecd out in textile work, and that eligible for the old age
pension", "adds to social security, to fall back on if unemployed",
"gardening means much to old father who is too o0ld to do much other work"
and "to support themselves during shut-downs'.

1/ WMoser, A. M., Food Consumption and Uso of Timo for Food Work emong Farm
Families in the South Carolina Piedmont, South Carolina Agricultural
Exporiment Staticn Bulletin 300, 1935, page 29.

In 1931, the average value of food consumed by industrial familics
living in & Georgia cotton mill village was $378 and that of farm fami-=
lies in an adjacent arca $453, according to a Survey of the Cost of
Living for 57 Industrial Fomilies and for 98 Farm Familios in Georgia' by
Flmn S. Jones, Georgia Expcriment Station Bullctin 180, Decec. 1933, pages
9 and 20,

2/ Moser, A. M., op. cit., Introduction,
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Other intangible benefits are: (1) the feeling of satisfacticn
arising from carrying out an enterprise indcpendent of any bosses, (2) the
pleasure ond benefit to health derived from work in the open air, and 5)
the belief that a farm is a better enviromment than a city or town in which
to bring up children. Where the farm operation contributes emough to cqablo
onc to buy a home, there is the added satisfaction that comes from home
cwnership,

Disadvantages of Part-time Farming. Turning to the other side
of the ledger, there are several considerations that are frequently cited
as objections to combining farming with industrial employment. Some of
these are disadvantages from the viewpoint of the individual who may try it,
and others from the viewpoint of other groups or of society as a whole.

The extra work involved in caring for even a small garden and a
cow is no light task when undertaken as an addition to a full-time job. In
this subregion where a 40 hour week was general and where the head of the
family had considerable help from other members this was usually not a seri-
ous objection.

There was no indication that e farming operation in any im-
portant way handicaps a worker or reduces his opportunity for cmployment or
his cash income below what it would be if he did no farming. extile mill
executives sometimes favor the occupants of their own village uses when it
comes to a question of curtailment of the labor forec, but fow ny

a
objection to employees engaging in farm operations, and many favor it., Im
fact, some of the cxccutives who take the greatecst interest in the welfare
of their employees actively fostcr part-time farming by providing pasturoge
for cows and by plowing employecs' garden plots for them. At ¢uawt one
company lends money at low interest ratcs to enable employeccs to buy land
and building matcrials.

Where the farm is located in the country, therc is the addced
commuting cxpensce and the lack of urban facilitics. Howcver, in this
rcgion most of the part-time farmers lived in mill villages or within
commuting distance of their place of cmployment and likewisc most had
access to the same facilitics as did the non-farming group.

As another disadvantage, it is sometimes statcd that competition
for jobs by part-time farmcrs tends to depress industrial wages. Two rcasons
are given for'this: (1) tha ngaging in a part-time farm opcration robs
labor of its mobility and that because a part-time farmer hes the farm
to supplement his income¢ he will work for lowecr wages. The fl st is rather
a charge against home ovnership than against part-time farmir As to the
sccond, there is no evidence from this study thet the pouucf of this
asset by part-time farmers roduccs their vargaining pover

The competition of the part-timo fermor with commoreial farmers
is oftcn given as an argument against part-time farming. The awount sold
by non-commercial part-time farmers is small, as indicatcd in Chapvor V.
Hence the only competition with commercial farmors is in the amount of food
that the part-time farm families produce that they might otherwise purchasc.
Any study of thc possible cffocts of this small reduction in the markct for
the products of commercial farms is beyond the scope of this study.
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IX. Possibilities for Further Development of
Combined Ferming-Industrial Bmployment

The OQutlook for Industrial Employment, A farm of such size
that it can be conveniently operated as an adjunct to industrial employ-
ment is not sufficient by itself to support a family. A very considerable
portion of the family's food may be raised but a cash income is essential
to provide the other necessities. Hence industrial employment is essential
in the scheme of part-time farming and it is pertinent to inguire as to the
employment outlook in this subregion.

Cotton is the key to the industrial employment situation in this
arcéae. Employment in the service and other local industries in general
tends to rise or fall with the fortunes of the major productive industries
and the agriculture of the region. Cotton goods menufacture employs ‘about
half of all the workers in productive industries in this area, and cotton
itself 1s by far the most important cash Crop.

The number of workers employed in the cotton mills was about at
its peak in 1934, and its trend for the next seversl years will probably be
downward.l/ The progressive industrialization of this area by the building
of new cotton mills has about ceased. For industrialization to proceed,
other industries must be expsnded and new ones introduced.

A few of the smaller industries of Alabama, Georgia and South
Carolina show a rising employment trend. The clothing industry in these
three states employed 7,175 in 1933, an increase of 26 percent over 1$29.
Knitting mill employment was 11,571 in 1933, 20 percent more than.in.1$29.
liomen constitute two thirds of the labor force of these two industries.

Textile finishing in the South, where a large proportion of grey
goods is produced, will probably continue to increase slowly. This indus-
try employed 4,561, in South Carolins in 1933, an increase of 135 percent
over 1929. Total employment in textile finishing in the United States
was 66,300 in 1933. This number included those engaged in processing silk,
woolen, and other fabrics, as well as cotton. At present New Jersey and
iiassachusetts are the most important states in this industry.

Southern aegriculture is beset by many troubles. The difficulties
of the cotton farmer have been widely discussed, and it is not necessary
to go into the question here. One ominous fact is the recent decline in
cotton exports. Exports, which normally take nearly 69 percent of +the crom
and averaged over 8,000,000 bales per year from 1925 to 1933, fell sharply-
to 5,753,000 bales in 1934, and in the first four months of 1935 werc 35
percent below the corresponding months for 1934.2/ Under the AcA.A. pro-
gram¥ cotton raiscrs had more moncy to spend then they would otherwise have
had, but this program was regarded as only an expedient to cnable them to
ad just production to that volume, howcver rcduced, which could be sold at
1/ Séc'"Empicymvnt in the Cotton Textilc Industry in Alabame, Georgisa,

and South Carolina W,P.A. Research Bullctin, J-2.

27 Sé Department of Commcrce, Survey of Current Business, June, 193557
p. 1€,

Discontinued as a result of the U.S. Supreme Court dccis¥on of Jan.6,1925,
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a fair price. Therefore, the hope for improvement in southern agriculture
would appear taclie in the development of diversified farming rather than
in cotton. ¢ ‘ .

Hence the outlook for industrial employment in the next few years
in this area is not encouraging. Cotton raising and cotton goods mamufactur-
ing have been a willing team, but they cannot be expected to pull as heavy
a load in the future. Any substantial increase in industrial employment
must await expansion of other existing industries, development of new ones,
and & solution of the agricultural problem.

There is an abundant supply in labor in the Southeast. No attempt
has been made in this study to estimate its amount or the number of indus-
trial unemployed in the various subregions. Such estimates are subject to
too many uncertainties to be of any value. In the first place, no reliable
unemployment figures for such small units as counties or even states are
available. Second, many who might be classed as employed are actually under-
employed to an uncertain extent. Finally, there is on the farms of the
South a tremendous amount of potential industrial labor ;/ which could
quickly flow into any arsa offering jobs, thereby completely upsetting amy
calculations based on an estimate of the available supply of labor in a
given arca at a given timc.

Characteristics Necessary for Success in Part-time Farming. The
outlook for irdustrial emplbymeﬁ¥_in this region is such that keen compe-
tition for jobs in industry can be expected on the part of those groups now
unemployed or only partially employed. The ability to get a job, therefore,
may be the most important criterion for successful participation in a part-
time farm program. It cannot be assumed that any group that may be selected
and provided with small farms will be able to go out and obtain jobs for them-
selves in private industry. Hence the greatest possibility for more part-
time farming in the near future will be for those who have jobs or may from
time to time obtain them.

Cultivating a garden and caring for farm livestock while working
at an industrial job requirc a considerable amount of extra effort. Hence
it is obviously nct likely that anyone lacking in initiative and energy
would make much of a success of them. The most successful part-time farm-
ers apoearcd to be well above the average in these two qualitics.

Furthormore, some experience in farm work is usually essential
for the succossful operaticn of even a small part-time farm, especially
one on which there is livestock. However, a farm background is the rule
rather than the excoption even among industrial workers in this region.

l/ Woofter, T. J., Jr., "Scuthern Population and Social Planning!" Social
Forces, October, 1935.
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Relief and Rehabilitation. Very little relief was received by
the members of either group included in the study. ZIZmployment in the tex-
tile mills, the major industry of the subregion, was &s high or higher in
1934 than in 1929. The textile workers on the ro11ef rolls in Greenville
County were, according to a local relief omficaal SHHom np most part either
too 0ld to work in the mills or of the floater class ince only thos
having at least 50 days of industrial employment dnrlng 1934 were 1nc;uded
in the survey, these relief groups were excluded

The number of relief cases included in the survey was too small
for a comparison of the amount of relief received by the farming and non-
farming groups to be of any significance in indicating whether or not part-
time farming reduces the amount of reiief needed. Likewise a comparison
of the proportions of the farming and non-farming families rece eiving relief
does not indicate clearly whether or not pert-time farming tends to keep a
family off the relief rolls entirely since the effeccts of variations in
such factors as family composition, cash incomes, health, and relief admin-
istration practices could not be eliminated with so small a sample. However,
the description in Chapter III of the contribution of part-time farms to
family living shows what portion of the requirements of a given dietary
standard may be furnished by a farm of specified type. From this, taking
into account the cash farm expenses, the net reduction in relief TuOulrb-
ments attributable to the farming activities may be estimated.

There were only three cases enumcrated in the sample, all in
Carroll County, in which the relief recceivcd during 1934 exceedcd $10. Onec

industrial household rcceived $19 relief from private sources, duc to five
months unemployment of the head, during which time his leg was amputated.

A part-time farmer, having had only 94 days of industrial employment during
the year, received $75 of public relicf to care for doctors!' bills and to
replace mattresses following a contagious discase in the household. The

third case was of an 1l-person part-time farm household which wes hendicapped
by other dependents and unemployment. This houschold reccivzd $60 during i
1934,

Only 2.1 and 1.4 perc cent, respectively, of the pert-time farm and
non-farming industrial housecholds 1n Greenville County received any relief
in 1934, as against 13.6 and 9.2 percent in Carroll County. In Greenville
County, the relief reported was from public sources. More than half of the
Carroll County relief cases, however, received this heip from the Red Cross
or other private sources.

The question has frequently been raised as to whether part-time
farming could be widely used as a mesns for rehabhilita ating households now on
elief rolls. The answer involves two considerations. Fi irst,would relief

households be successful in carrying on small-scale farming operations?
Those with a farm background and a reasonable amount of energy end initia-
tive would have a good chance of being successful, although it is likely
that, as a rule, they would require some supgrvision. Such a family
under supervision could keep a cow, a hog, a few chickens and raise
garden. Second, could relief houssholds obtain industrial employm
Without a substantial increase in the demand for workers, and none




prospect here in the near future, most of the relief group, particularly

the floaters and unskilled, will be somewhat, at a disadventage in the keen
competition for available jobs, and probably cannot be depended upon con-
sistently to find sufficient employment to provide the minimum cash income
necessary for self support. However, the provision of facilities for part-
time farming for those employed on government works projects (e.g., develop-
ment of public parks and national forests) which will furnish employment
over a period of years would seem to be desirable.

Possibilities for Improving Part-time Farming, The part-time
farmers studied were doing varying amounts of farming and were meeting with
varying degrees of success. No attempt has been made to appraise their
farming methods and the efficiency with which they cared for their crops and
livestock. Doubtless much improvement is possible in the control of insects
and diseases, in livestock fecding practices, and in the cultivation of
Crops.

The amount of farming that can be done depends upon the working
hours off the farm, the health and attitude toward farm work of the head,
and the amount of family labor available. Hcnce no §efinite farm plan can
be suggested for all conditions. It was quite evident in the field work
that many part-time farmers were limited in their farming operations by a
lack of capital, and that many industrial workere wore kept from becoming
part-time farmers for the same recason, Such remarks as "I could grow
enough potatoes for the family if I could get that piccc of land across
the road", or "I would like to keep a cow but do not have the money to
buy one", were frequently heard. It is only within the past ycar that
the credit facilities of the Federal Land Banks have been made available
to part-time farmers, It is as ye¢t too early to observe the effects of
this change in policy.

The desire for more land was most cmphatically exprcssecd in the
Carroll County mill villagcs where wages were lowest and the lecast land for
gardening was available., Here the availablc land was much more intensively
used, In most mill villages those who wished to do part-time farming did
not have as much land as they needed. The lower rents charged in mill vil-
lages and the tendency for employers to favor those living in mill villages
tended to counterbalance the more favorable farming opportunities of the
open country. Interest in part-time farming has increased considerably
since most of the mill villages were built, Since they are in the open
country or on the out-skirts of towns where land values are not excessive
they could easily be planned in such a way as to allow two or three acres
of land with each house instead of half an acre., This would not be suf-
ficient for growing much feced for livestock, but wquld be enough for the
growing of vegctables and fruits for home use, and animals could be kept
if feed were purchased.,
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Emp Loyment Trand




INDEX OF EMPLOYMENT
IN THE COTTON GOODS INDUSTRY

AVERAGE OF B.L.S. INDEX FOR 1929 =96.1

BUREAU
OF
LABOR STATISTICS

o)
o
)
@
=
=)
Z
x
Ll
a)
Z

BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS

;g/gjf\;of’lo'q ENTIRE U.S.INDUSTRY DATA FROM GREENVILLE AND CARROLL
925 AVERAGE =100 COUNTIES ARE FROM SPECIAL

INDEX FOR GREENVILLE COUNTY TABULATIONS OF CENSUS OF
S.C.ADJUSTED TO MAKE 1929 MANUFAC TURERS. GREENVILLE CO.
AVERAGE =96.. INDEX 100 = 23 MILLS REPORTING IN 1929;
/2920 WAGE EARNERS. : NO SCHEDULE RECEIVED FROM 2
INDEX FOR CARROLL COUNTYV, IN 193] AND ONE IN 1933

GA. ADJUSTED TO MAKE 1929 CARROLL CO. 4 MILLS REPORTING;
AVERAGE = 96/ INDEX 100 = ONE IDLE IN 193/

93/ WAGE EARNERS :

Il










