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EXPLANATION

This reports one of a series of studies to ascertain the

levels of living of groups of people living in various parts of

the Southern Great Plains. The study here described deals with

the level of living in a "newly constructed community" – The

Ropesville Resettlement Project, located near Rópesville, in

Hockley County, Texas.

The report is based upon record books kept by 47 of the

76 project families. Acknowledgments are made to Mrs. Esther B.

Call, Regional Chief of Home Management, Farm Security Adminis—

tration, Region XII, for assistance and advice rendered in the

conduct of this study. This study is based on assistance furnished

by the Tork Projects Administration, Official Project #65–2–66–622,

and transcription and tabulation of data were done by Work Projects

Administration CImployees. - - -- - -

It is necessary to limit the analysis to those families who

had reasonably complete account books, but they appear to be a

representative sample of all families on the project, for such

items as food, household operation, clothing, housing, furnishings,

and cquipment, medical care, personal Czpenditures, education, re

creation, church Welfaro, gifts, etc., and insurance.



LEVEL OF LIVING ON THE ROPTSVILLE PROJECT

HOCKLEY cot!:TY, TEXAS

1939

Introductory Considerations

The Ropesville Resettleme:t Project has nearly attained its normal agri

cultural activity, and, therefore, an effort to describe the level of living of

the farmilies may be made. In order to learn this level cf living, the total

vºlue of goods and services consured wºs used as a reasure. This is only one

form of index ºnd is in no way a perfect form. Moreover, the data from the farm

record books did not permit an analysis of all of the factors which might enter

into the determination of level of living.

Although the fºrilies : ll came to the Ropesville Project from sub-arginal

land and had beer, selected from low-income groups, they brought with ther, diverse

cultural and personal values find practices, which hindered the establishmen.t of

a culturally uniform group and an integrated social unit. One of the major

problers of the Fºrm Socurity Adrinistration is to ºld diverse elements like

these into cultural and social unity which rust necessarily precede success in

economic rehabilitation. It may well be that later reports reſ' ºrding the project

will indicate success or failure of this rehabilitation as proportional to the

development of relatively uniform cultural values.

The Rotesville Project is located in the south astern pºrt of Hockley

County, Texas, near the town of Ropesville. The project consists of 2 pºrts -

the "old" or original project comprising 4,101 fores cf. virgin land, bourht by

the Gov. rarent in 1935, and the "new" or second pºrt, comprising i2,122 acres of

virgin land bought 2 years later. The project is prectically complete in that

all of the farm buildings have been constructed.

The project consists of 79 fºrm units, represerting 76 fºili' s rºd 316

individuals. The farilies were selected by the then Resettle::crit Adrinistration

from 19 counties in the western and northwestern pºrts of Texas. They consist

of low-incore farm fºrmilies who wºre living in subnºrginºl nre's that were being

taker, cut of cultivaticn.

The fºrm units in the project ranged fro- 12l to 313 º'cres in 1939; ºnd

cotton, forage, ºnd grain sorghurs were the principal crops.

From the 76 farilics ch the project 47 corplete farm fºily record books

were collected and surrºrized. 1/ These records were kept for the entire lz

nonth period of 1939.

l/ The FCA reco-rer.d3 to each of its borrowers th’ t he kern n fºrr tº:.d hone ac

count book, which provides space for entried showing in detril all incores rind

extenditures throughout the year, ra well rs ºn invertory of cººts rºd limbilities

at the beginning ar.d end of the year. Considerable ºssistance is fiven those

far: lies who wish it, in keeping these books. For sore farilies keeping records

is such a new experience that their books wºre riot cººplete enough to use in this

study.
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Forty-six of these were families which included riºn, wife, and children;

the other family consisted of a widow and her children, and the widow was con—

Sidered the head of the household.

These families averaged 4.4 persons, with a range from 2 to 8 persons per

farily. The ages of the operators ranged from 25 to 49 years, with an ºverage of

36 years. The ages of the housewives ranged from 21 to 43 years, with an average

of 30 years. An eighth grade schooling was the average for men and women. . Formal

schooling of some ended at the completion of the fifth grade, but one man had had

3 years of college study. The schooling of the wives ranged from the sixth grade

to college completion, with the average of schooling ending with the completion

of the tenth grade.

Farm Finances - - r

Although land is the basic factor in agriculture, its productivity from

the standpoint of family living is exceedingly elastic. Among other things, the

productivity is conditioned by types of crops raised, disposition or utilization

of the crops, and the other productive enterprises carried on. In short, the

land furnishes only the raw materials, which is the first step in the productive

process. The nature of some of these raw materials — and cotton is a good example

precludes processing on the farm. On the other hand, grºins may well be processed

on the farm and finally marketed in the form of beef, pork, poultry, eggs and

dairy produce. This processing of the raw materials normally increases the cash

returns from the farm unit and contributes important items of food to the family

at much less than their market cost. Moreover, it flattens out the highs and lows

in the curve of annual farm income and to some extent protects farm income from

the disorganizing effects of violent price fluctuations and crop failures.

The land base in the Ropesville Project consists of an average of 202 acres

per unit, which is too small, under the nºrmal climatic conditions of the area, to

furnish crºuch income to maintain an adequate family level of living under a

simple cash crop systein, but it is believed to be large enough if the unit is

operated under a diversified cash—crop-livestock syster.

The project is admittedly an experiment. The peºple, coming from diverse

areas, had little in commºn except the cormon feeling which may have grown out

of their former individual experiences in the dishcartening struggle against the

overwhelming forces of drought and depression. Many of the: were Host familiºr

rith the sirºple cash-crop system. In their new envirºnment they ºust learn a

new system if they are to rake a living. To inaugurate the diversified system.
Tºn

requires considerable cºpital resources, which they do nºt have. The Fºrm. Secu

rity Adrinistration is loaning them the needed capital, giving then technical.

guidance, and supplementing incomes with grants.

The year 1939 vºs the fourth yoar of their oxperience on the project.

All the land had been brought under cultivation, but the livestºck industry had

been little more than started. It is not proposed to bring that pºrt of the fºr:
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proºran tº full capacity with barrived c-pitºl but rather to build it by the "turn

inſ: under of earlier prºfits" so that ºfter the initial start the peºple will

virtually pull therselves up by their bootstraps, while they tre pºlying install

ne:its and interest on the ori.infl loans.

Ability. Nor-led

The size of the units has been screwhat standardized, but no ntterpt has

bern rade to stan lardize the lives of the peºple ºr their inc. r.e. Individual

intellicence, initiative, and judºrent have a vide field in which to ºperate, ani

they will be the chief fºrces in the ultimato deterrinº.tion of the fa: ilies' in

cºres and levels ºf living. A piece ºf land which was cºnsidered sufficiently

lºre to prºvide an adequate family living has be ºn rºde available to each farily.

T -ls and cºpitºl have been put within their rerch, and ºuijºnce is available to

all. Tithin limits deterºined by price and rarkets, the results in terrs cf.

levels ºf living rill vºry rainly ºcc rain, to the cbility ºf each, and are no

more predictable than the results when chillren in the classrº r, ore "iven chunks

ºf clºy, tº ls, and instructiºn by an art tºrcher.

Rºsic C. r.s ºr ra" ºne

It is planned tº issue annual repºrts re ºr in the lºvels ºf livinſ' at the

R. pesville Prºject, to recºrd and shºw the effºrts, expcri: arts, cºrrºrs, successes,

prº-ress, and set-backs ºf the prºject in zoneral ºn: the individuals ºf whºm it is

cºrn, sed with ut, ºf cºurse, revealin' the identities. In readin' this first ºne,

ar.d the repºrts tº full ºr, it sh uld be kept in ri:... th: t (l) the size ºf the

fºr-in- unit has been s revº.ºt stºr...arliz, i, (2) cºpitºl fºr buyin' prºductin

. . .s is available within zoneral lirits tº the fºrers, (3) within brea; limits,

the ferrer hirst ºf decides the extºrt tº which he will finance his business thru +,

bºrrºwed crpital, (4) ºbts are arrtized ºver a peri d ºf years, (5) cash—crºp

far-in- will n. t privile ºn adequate incore fºr the family, so diversificatin

is etc. urn 'el, (6) h re prºductiºn f fººd is enc ura-ed, ºn; (7) the prºject is

yºu:, ... This reprt sh -s ºnly the status ºf the far: s in 1939. Prºductiºn to full

cºpacity will nºt be achieved until sº e future time.

Farn fºrily living rust be c asi fºrci in relº ti n to fºr: incºre and the

ceneral prº-rºrs ºf fºrm: , pretti n - nº financing. The fºr: tºusiness differs

rarke ly frn ºther business, s in that the fºrm and h re prº intinately tssºciated.

The family lives ºn the fºr , and fºrm activities cºn: t be scºre ‘ºted sharply

frºm fºril-livin, pursuits. In f-ct, the fºrily life is ºriente : tº the farm

wrk 2: the activities ºf -ll re-bers rust be in ºr with the nº cºis f ſarºlinº.

. Usually ºch -e-ber ºf the farily cºntributes tire ºnd ºff rt tº the ºperatiºn ºf

the f-rr. he r rk ºf the h iso-ife extºn is intº the reºl: , f fºrm, ºp. rati n ºn 1

each chili has his treks which help t kerºp thr fºr: " ... in"," ºn 3 prºvides a lºr'e

Fºrt ºf the chi; :'s ciucatin. All f their effºrts n the fºrm are for the pur

r se ºf farily livin... with nº cle r-cut listinctiºns between bºsinºrs life, nº. 1

frily life, the far fºr:lies & ºr their level ºf livin- n:rtially ºn the bºsis

ºf their far-in- entern rise. Thºs, fºrr, cºin-ent, c n it; n f the livest cK,

*::: -, -, ral success in the ºr ºr rk have certain psych 1 °ic l c 1:... tºti :.s tº.ich

ºrt be c as: :-re: in the c rplex vºich, º ka s up a farer's lºv. 1 f livin' in

he ºpinion ºf his nº i-hb re.



Income and Expenditures

All the project families have five possible sources of annual income: (1)

Actual cash farm income derived from crops, livestock, and livestock products, plus

minor miscellaneous income that may conſe from sales of old machinery, or scrap

iron, or occasionally small gifts or inheritance; (2) miscellaneous employment;

(3) AAA payments; (4) FSA grants; and (5) home-produced foods. - -

There are four types of expenditures: (1) Family living expenses, which

have been subdivided into food and other living items (at this point, in order to

make the income and expenditure columns balance, the farm value of home-produced

food is included); (2) fºrm operating expenses, which include cost of fuel, all

feed, seed, and harvest costs; rent, hired labor, etc.; (3) payments on debts,

which include payments to FSA and private lending agencies; and (4) exponditures

for capital goods, broken down as to that spent for machinery ºnd for livestock.

- A comparison of incore and expenditures is given in Figure l. The families

were grouped according to the size of their incore and for each group the amount

of income and expenditures is shown. The Figure shov's family living in its proper

perspective and relation to the farm opcration on the Ropesville Project. It

shows the 1939 financial conditions of the Ropesville familios, indicating the

sources of income and expenditure. In addition, it shows the total debt obligatio.

of the families and their ability to pay off that debt on the basis of their pres–

ent income and expenses. -

Two general groups of incore are recognized in the chart - borrowed monies

and cºsh receipts from the farm, including form and non farm miscellaneous employ–

ment, MAA, and FSA grants. These cash receipts are shown in the left-hand column,

with the borrowed monies below the zero line cnd nonrepayablo income above the

line. The right-hand column represents expenditures. Below the zero line are

expenditures for capital goods, such as machinery and livestock, and above the

line are current or running expenditures. Thus it shows, among other things,

whether the expenditures of a group of families are within their income or whether

they are borroving or securing FSA grants to meet current expenses. Furthermore,

it can be readily seen whether the money borrowed is bring used to buy machinery

or livestock, and whether part of the year's income is being used for these capita:

investments.

All of the income and expenditures fall between January 1, 1939 and Janu

ary l, 1940, except for the dotted area below the base line in the incore column.

This section represents debt obligation incurred previous to Jºnuary l, 1939

and should not be considered in the balancing of current income and expenditures.

That section has been added to give a true picture of the family financial

conditions. -

In the chart the families have becn grouped on the basis of their actual

ºrm income exclusive of AAA payments and FSI, grants, but including miscellaneous

employment. After making this distribution, certain other characteristics of

the families composing the groups were ascertained. It is significant, as

indicated by Table l, that this type of income did not increase ...ith farm size,

size of family, or age of operator.
-
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Table l.- Source of receipts, indebtedness incurred before 1939, and value

of home-produced foods, size of farm, size of family, and a re of

operator; by farm income groups; 47 Ropesville Project fallies,

lº39.

: Farm incore proºp - --

Item : : $.99 : $500- 13.000-$1500-:3-000

:Total: and under: 999 ::1492 : Cl322 ::24, 22

Average receipts :

Number of families : A7 9 23 ll 3 l

Farm income less :

miscellaneous employment : $776 $38.2 $671 <l,082 ºl,239 Cl,809

Miscellaneous cºmployment : 79 24 A9 lló 255 333

AAA payments : 418 434 404 42l 569 503

FSA ºrants : l8 ll lo l& 95 -

FSA loans : 33l 374, 25l 530 lló l:4

Other loans : €4 25 83 44 ll2 80

Total :l. 636 i,250 l,468 2,220 2,436 2,879

Debts incurred before lºg} : 466 4,87 54.8 323 203 657

Farr, value of home-produced :

foods - : l8/. lC6 173 127 l:7 l. 3

Size of farm :

Mini run : lºl 153 156 153 l2] 16 O

Avºra,'e : 2)2 136 2C4 22l 125 l60

Maximuch : 313 268 2C2 3] 272 l60

Size of farily :

*"in inuri : 2 3 3 2 3 4.

Av. rare : 4-4. 4-3 4-4. 4.9 3.3 4-0

Maximum : C 8 7 7 4. 4.

A, 2 cf. operator :

Mirimurn : 25 2 25 2. 26 35

Av. raf's : 34. 35 33 36, 23 35

Maxirun : Z.) 4.9 40 46 30 35



DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL RECEIPTS AND TOTAL EXPENDITURES.

DOLLARS

NON-REPAYABLE RECEI PTS AND CURRENT EXPEN DITURES

RS

3,000H RECEIPTs ExPENDITURES SS

Home-produced. Debt retirement RS

foods T §§

- F. S. A. grants ---- Fºrs §

2,700 H A. A.A paymeits Home-produced SS -

----- - foods * *

Miscellaneous --__ | Food purchased

employment -

2.400 - Farm income ---- rººm.

F.S.A. loans ---- Machinery purchase

Private loans --- Livestock purchase

2,100

1,800

1,500

1.2OO

900

600

3OO

47 ROPESVILLE PROJECT FAMILIES, 1939

Debts incurred

before 1939
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º

2

2

900

REPAYABLE RECEIPTS AND CAPITAL INVESTMENT

1,200

UNDER 500 500-999 1,000-1,499 1,500-1,999 2,000-2,499

FARM-INCOME GROUPS ( DOLLARS )

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRiculture nEG. 39507 Bureau of AGRiculturAL Economics

FIGURE I
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Study of the chart revo: le several irport-nt facts. First is the siri

larity of the crour,t of indebted: ss. Fºur of the "roups have incurred prºcticºlly

the sºre tºtal chli.”tions. Althºu:h outside e-ployrºnt in no case contributes

an irpºrtant percentage of the tutºl incºre, the fºunt of this erºployrººt in

creſses with the size of the incorr. In other words, those whose fºrts bring in

the test ºr the ones who go out and ºct the fic st additional wºrk. It secºs thºt

thºse who have the rost ºutside emplºyment flsº have the lºr:er invest:ent in

nachinery and so nº y be expected to have tractors nrid power rºchinery. If this

is true, it is another illustration of the close relation of fºrm livin; and

rºriculture ts tº business. Thºt is, the frily uses its labor ind its tractor

*nd power nº chinery, which represent cºpital investinent rºde priºrily for farm

operation, to bring in further incore.

The cºsh outlºy for farily livinº is less than the ctual earned incore

from the fºre in erch of the incorr groups. But the corbined living rnd fºrm

operating expenses excerd the ‘ctual errned incore fron fºr operations in all

groups, except thrt vº.ich has a fºr: incore of 31500–1999. The one operator

with the largest incore hºs a total of fºrm operati::g exoense which is rººroxi

rº tely equal to his fºrm incore, not counting the other erºloyº-ent which he hºs.

It is clerr thrt the .Pricultural Adjust-ent adriinistrtion nry-ents ::.d

the incore from nonfºrm l’ bor ºre the two iters that bring fºr i.core ºbove the

conbined living expenses ºnd operating expenses. "ithout ther, the fºrmers would

be unable to rect the expr:ditºires for liviº.;', for fºr operations, ºrd for

repay...rnts of loºs. Evidently, in sore inst rices, only by borrowing roro money

vºcre the fºrrers ºble to : cºt their cla oblicatio.s. In three instºncos rore

"oney v.s borror, d thºn v- s investri in cºpitºl cºin-ºnt. Bºt tº.e. two groups

in the $1,000–22,499 ºnd ºl,500–22,999 inco-c brº cºrts investod rorº roº.º. in

cºpitºl cºuiprº fit thin they borrored, which indicat's th’ + 1 ... individuals in

thºse groups wºre using scre of their own erried incore for the purch: sº ºf

cºpitºl fºods, which ºf y incretse their incore still rore in the fixture.

Fº: ily living expºnditures thov n tºr.dency to increase with incorr, but

thr differrº.cc in ºrpºnt spºnt by the highest : ni lorſ ct incore ſºroups is only

3.326 (Table 2). The proportion" tº incre ºse in fºily living exper.ditures is not

so grrrt as thºt of costs of fºr: op' ration.

*jºrrº:tly the quº;.tity of food co...sured by wºn the love st—incore farily

is nº rºy as prººt ce th: t of the ſº rily hºving one cf the hi-her i:.corts. The

four ſºroriſ's encorrassed by incºs froz; under 350) to 22,999 shºrt : bout equil

a: curts for ford, rººking the incret sing living xpe: ditºres of the groups ſo for

the prer, so of nonfood co-odities ºrd services. In 4 of the 5 ºr ups -ore thºn

one-hºlſ of the total vºlue of foºd ºr s ºro-n on the f-rr. If th; itr" s in th: t

p-rt of the foºd rere given the cºre ret: il vºluºs rrich try woºd hºv- if they

had bºrn purchased, 6% percent of the total food vºlue would have brºn produced

on the fºr. The fºr value prº f : .ily of ho-º-º-roduced food was 31°4., tº r, tºil

value v-s 2305. (Table 9)



Table2.—Distributionofexpenditures,valueofhome-producedfoodsandoffoodpurchased;byfarm—income

groups;47'topesvilleProjectfamilies

Farm---:Fayments:Fayents::::Home—:Valueof

income:Number:Family:Farm:ondebts:onother:Machinery:Livestock:Total:produced:food

grOllo:families:living:operation:toFSA:debts:pºrchased:purchased::foods:purchased

--(farmval)

$499&under9.$343£354ºlò9$44$20$14.6$l,Olć$186$143

$500–$999234.325359933391251,368178l;7

$1000–£1499ll508663l/936 -44624l2,043197167

"lº,00–$1999346376118557562902,118187156

$2000–$24.99l6691,76747358-1073,074l/.3232

Total47A4057ll2665188l;31,543-184l:58



Charactoristics of Groups

"hen the groups, as set up on Figure l, were studied scrarately, certain

factors in each group see:ed to stand out.

-

In the case of the lovest—fare—incoºr groºn (with an incore lºss than 3500)

it was found that cash expenditures for family living al. ost equal, d cºsh fºr.

incore, rinus miscellaneous rºployment. These expenditures for this ſºrouſ, rv r

aſſed $34.3 for fºily living for an averarc-size farily of 4.2 perso:.s (Tºble 2),

where as the incore from the far-, ninus riscollaneous erploy ºnt, ºvernººd .332,

the for ºr being 90 percent of the latter. It is clear, then, that withºut

miscellaneous rºplorent, AAA pººrnts, FSA grants, *nd c rit: l borror d during

the year, it would have becn i-possible to : coorplish the fºrring op-r-tions,

cºpitºl goods invest ents, and debt retire: ent, or they could hºv, bºrn done only

at the expense of the farily's level of living.

In this low-inco; e group, horse produced foods contributed r casur bly t c

fºrily living. These foods, when ºssiºn, d a far: value, rere ºrrth i2. The

cash expºnditure for food rºounted to ºn ºverage of Cl43 nºr fºr.ily. This the

for-er repres-1.ted 57 percent of the total value of purch: sºd and hº-º-produced

food. *hen hore-produced foods were considered in relation to tº total value

of frily living, it v-s found thºt thºse foods represerted 35 pºrc; r.t. of the

total (ſt ble 3). A diversified arriculture, whºr, in it -- s possible for crops

to be rºde into us: ble focºs by rººms of live stock ‘nd live stock froducts, con–

tributed frºny irrorträt iters li; :-cºt, rilk, ºrd ' ' 's for herº use. Gardens

contributed vecºtºblºs rºd certain fruits. Much cf this ho-º-produced foºd v-s

securrd by using the tire and labor of frily --herº, thus tºrnin: th r inte

virtual profit. *- : it be n n-cº sºrry to buy all the food vs. d, “... tot-l

expºnditure would have brºn ºv. n ºr tº r "h": the firres if ic-. , since r tºil

prices would have been nºid for ril of .; food.

d fºr:, opertior, lor.º. (3%. ,7) v. re.

ºncous cºlºr:..t. On the c thºr

;: ; d fºr rº, rativ:..) vrrr co-sid, rºd• **, *

The total costs cf. frily liviz.: “

n, ºrly tric, the frr inco:..., riº.us ri

h: ºd, ºr rn tºº costs (tº t is, fºr il: l

it, relatiºn to to tº l fºr receipts (which is rinus ºn: borro-rº cº: it’l ºt, in

cludºs isc lit nº cºis ºnloº-ºrt, ºf., rnd FCA ºr ::ts) it - c foºd th: t the fºr

} west it.cº.2 ºr ºp hººd n + ºrzin of 215/., v.ich v- 3 - 2 pºrc; "t of

3c.

;".

-

*

•ºrs in this 1

their tºtal cºsh receiºts. ...is ºr in “s used for oth, r ( xpr:...i. tºrrs in rººm, c

tiºn with fºr in -, for debt retire ºr t, 3 cºiº l º ºs :::v, sº ºnt. . . tº sº a

tire, it was re....d thºt these fºr-crg had borrowed - as tº:::: *l -oº.'s for car.ºuc
* **** * *

ri 5* + Tºr i :..wº ºr... f. t. i.

c-fit lºsozia, but if, this roºf cºy tº 66 of 3339 borrºr d was rºrt, d is in

v, stººd in ti"...st, cK rºd r. chi:.cr. This hints tººt tºe bºl: ; c. rust hºw, b, ºn

nºrt: ; ; ly cr holly used for debt r, tir. ... ::t, for fºr: ºn r: irº costs, ºrd for

fºr ily livin: , xºe::ses.

ir... their fºr- bºis in ss. Oriºr rily, cºch cºn

º:... ºf a the f-rin ics in the lo--incº - ºr up cº: re' lize º 'rººt ºr fºrt.

i-cºr, in the yº-ys - herd, so tºy cº: i:… at in ºr fit—rººt irºi...,’ ca: it 2 ºrds,

it is evid, r,t th’ ‘, ‘tº, r lºvel ºf liviz. ', tºir fºr rºº rºt 1:. . cºtt, ºf the ir

dr hit retirº. r.:..t. -i ll hºvo to r ºr in at ºn : J clu", ri:::::::1: ..
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Table3.–Relationshipoffamilylivingandfarmoperatingcoststotheseveraltypesoffarmreceipts;

andpercentageoftotalvalueoffoodandfamilyliving

-representedbyhome-producedfoods

47RopesvilleProjectfamilies

1930

P

ercentliving:Percentliving:expensesare

:Percentliving:Percentlivingex—:

P

penses3rdfarmoper—

:

:

Cash:expenses:exoensesand;oftºtalfarm::tingcostsareof:Percºnt,of:Perceritof

Farm-:ofcashfarm:faxºioperating:incomeinclud—:totalfarmincome:totalvalue:totalvallie

income:income,minus:costsareof:ingmisc.crºp–:includingmiscellar:-;offoodthat:offarily

groups:miscollaneous:fºr,income:loymentandAAA:Coºsemployºt,:ishomº-:livingaccounted

:employment:Iñinusmisc,:&FSAgrant,s:AAAandFSAgrants:produced:ſorbyhome

:-:employment::-::producedfood

Under$5009018240825735

$500–$999.
£1000–$l/.99%

$1500–$1999

*2006-24% Totalave.

64 47 36 37 57

3

5

14438

log3].72

952].55

l352592

l2O3473

53 54 55 38 54

29 23



In the cºse of the socond incore group, 500 to $909, º so:evº, t different

situºtion existed. To brºin with, f ºily-livinº expenditures rrounted to 24.32

for ºn avcrº-e-size fa.ily of 4.4 persons. This is an increºse of one-fourth

over the family—living expºnditures of the first group. Farr, incore rinus is

cellancous crployſ.cnt a mounted to 3671, exceeding the first roup by 76 percr:t.

"hen for:-operting costs of the second croup were rāded to fºily-liviz.: costs,

their tºtal ºrounted to CŞ67, or l//.. percent of the form incºre rinus riccoli-nº

cus crployment. -

A lover lovel cf livinº wºuld have existed, cs wrs soºn in the first ºr up

and as will be se, n in the ºther incore ſºrours, if farily livin- had nºt been

enh.ºnced by hort-prºduced foºds. Fºr this ºr pup, the totº l of thºse had rº, ºver

are fºrm value per ſº mily of Clºº. The cash expºnditire fºr f... d5 tº inted tº

Cl57. These fºilios produced 53 percent ºf their food. Assumin, thºt it had

been necessºry to buy ºll ºf this fººd, the tºtal expenditure fºr fºrily livinº

wºuld have been considerably creater thin the so data indicºte, at the expºnse of

fºrm creratiºn cr cºpitºl—Colds invest…r.t. Or, rure ºr b-bly, the ful d

expenditurrs -uld hºvº be, n hºld dºwn.

In this incºre ºr up, rs in the first, the tºditiºnal incºre frºm riscºl

laneºus eplºrºt, A.A pººr nts, and FSA ºr:..ts played an irpºrtrat pºrt in reet

in the necessºry cºsh exper.ditures encur brºnt upºn thºse fºrili. s. Tith this

inc ºne ºrd with ut fry bºrrºr” cºnitºl, thºse fºilies re' lized -l, lº, tº ºt

21,154 in runnin- ºr current expºnses includin - i.ebt retire-ent. If it hºld n t

bº ºn fºr debt re-ay-ants, which ºcunted tº 3:27, they w tild hºv. had a rºr-in

of ºlé7, ºr 15 percent ºf their tºtal crgn receipts, which c ulº have been used

fºr ºther expºnditºres in cºnnection with the fºrcinº enterrris. : fºr example,

fºr cºitºl - is investºnent.

These firitics, s th se in the first rºup, b r- ºrd ' s

ºf c-pitºl but it was nºt invested critirºl; in cºpitºl . . . .s. 6

b rr vºi by the nºr - frrily in the rºup, only 32.4 vºs inve in such tº ls.

This, t , su --es's that the brinº.co ºf ºl.0 ºust ; :-ti – y r

rh, lly f r ºcºt retire:….t, fºr fºr ºncrºtiºn, ºrd f r frily—livinº exºses

3 h’. Vo brº n is r

in this secºnd ºr up tº be tº r tº n the fºr:liºs it, the first

i r, tir--ºnt ºn 3 - tin • , ther cºrrº.t ex: , ...sºs : it their

- 1 - is was s—ºll. In effect, it will be i-º, s, ibi º f r ther

rtial incºre frºm thrir i:-stº.t in cº fit l ºr is ºc.l. ºs,

yº r + r. . . . .” --rket c : , it i ris, it is ~ : it is f r tº ºr t .

r p rectints in : ..re cºpitºl : . is ºn ; this built up

rs f r < .iº, rsific ricultur l ºc n :::".

Tºur fºr "...iliºs

ºr up in the ºy ºf

investºrt in cºpit

tº realize r cºits

thrº, h : . . . cr

i:..ve ºt, 5 ºne f

crº-ter p.s.libi

: **

In the third fºr--i-.cº-e ºr ºr, f ºl, Cº - . 1,437, cºrt in sº

ir revºr:ts v, r tº firs'. º.º. 5 c :... ºr ºps are a tº . Inc ºr fr;
ir... fºr il-li

ri:...s riccºlºne ºus trºl ºr . .t, cºre quite neº-rly tº ºvº tir." - 1:... -:::
-

-- -
* -

fºr:- peratin: cºsts, rinºis 3, t retirºt. These c sta t + tº t 1,171,

—increas the inc -e ºf ºriº l tº Cl, Q 2, le vin ºf ficit f : 89.

-
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Family living in this group represented a cash expenditure of $508 for an

average-size family of 4.9 persons. This was slightly less than one-half of the

far: income (47 percent), rinus riscellaneous emplºyment. The farm, value of the

home-produced foºds was $197, representing 54 percent cf the tºtal value of

produced and purchased foods. Purchased foods represented an expenditure ºf

l67. These home-produced foods made up 23 percent of the total value of pur

chased and produced items of family living. Although the percentage ºf the total

value of family livinſ represented by the value of home-produced foods is some–

what less than in the first two incºme groups, it remains that the monetary value

is practically the sarie, This indicates that the families in all of the groups

have put forth equal efforts toward realizing a portion of their subsistence from

the land, livestock, and poultry. The increased living expenses are represented

by purchases ºf nonfood items, a considerable part of which arc. probably to

satisfy psychological needs.

It is to be noted from Figure l that farm—operating costs are substantially

greater in this income group, being $633 as compared tith $354 and .535 in the 2

lover income groups, respectively. Siriultaneously, investment in capital goods

was much greater than in the two lover income groups. These goods, of necessity,

required greater expenditures for fuel and upkeep, and for livestock feed and

expense. Capital investment exceeded the amount of cºpital borrowed during the

year. Under favorable circumstances, the families possessing thºse cºpital goods

can expect a material increase in income from their farms. More important is the

psychological value of the feeling of success which may be considered a real, if

not measurable, addition to thc farm families' level of living.

"ith considerable capital invested in capital goods during the year, a

certain degree of elasticity will be possible for these families in the future

in that emphasis of expenditure can be shifted frºm one type to another without

seriously impairing the effectiveness of farming operations or the level of living.

There was little retirement of debt in this group. Under favorable circumstances

they might try to retire more so they will be relieved of the burden of debt in a

shorter period of time.

The families in the fourth income group ($1,500 – 1,999) indicated the best

level of living of any group on the project. Expenditures for family living

amounted to ::/63 for an average—size family of 3.3 persons, ºr 36 percent of the

farr, income, rinus miscellaneous employment. Farm—operating expenditures minus

debt retirement arounted to $76l. Fºrily—living and frº-operating expenses to—

gether amounted to $1,224, or 95 percent of the cash fºrm incore of ºl,289.

Family living was enhanced by Cl37 worth of hºme-produced foods, repre

senting 55 percent of the total value of food consumed and 29 percent ºf the

total value of family living. Food purchased arounted to an expenditure of lj6.

Evidently these families, since their average size was small, enjoyed a somewhat

higher level of living than did the families in the preceding groups.

Total income, minus any capital bºrrowed during the year, exceeded by £90

the total expenditures including cºpitºl investment, the incºme bcing 2,203 and

total expenditures including debt retirement and investment being 2, ll&. Debt

retirement amounted to 2/2. At the same time, considerable investment was made
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in capital goods, which will cllow; fºr a certſ in Cerce of elasticity in the

hºnºlinº of farm finnn.co. Cºnsiderin: the srall ºr unt of total indebtedness, ‘

thºse ferilies, under favºrable cºnditions, will apparently soon retire their

-bliºtici.s. -- --

The fifth incore crown ($2,000–2,439) is represented by ºnly ºne frily;

thus it becºmes a case study. The rethºd used illustratrs priºrily a tochº.iduc

th-t riº.ht be used in individual case studies by cºunty su; ervisºrs fºr 3 othºrs

cºncerned with evaluating the prºgress ºf individual clients.

It is ºpparent frºm c-sual inspection ºf the chart that this vºcratºr hºs

encrged sprevant in speculative farming.

To becin with, the cash exponditure for farily living ºr lunted to 2669 fºr

a fai.ily ºf 4 persºns. This ºr unt is in excess ºf the averaße fºr any ºf the

ºther ºr ups. The crish ex; enditure fºr f ºd alºne ºnlunted tº .232, which is

higher than the aver-ge fºr any ºf the other ºr ºurs. At the sare time, the value

ºf h re-ºr duced fººds was loss thºn that ºf try ºf the lºver-incore ºr u: s. Hºro

prºduced fºod was valued at ºl.3, re; rese!.tinº. 33 percent of the tital vºluc ºf

fººd cºnsumed nnº 13 percºrt ºf the tºtal value ºf farily livin'". Cyron litures

fºr itºrs ºth r thrn farily living wºre "lso prent ºr than cºrres-ordinº ºxer. ii

tures in ºny ºf the l wrr incºre ºr uns (fi. 1).

Fºrn crerºtiz.: ex; 2nditºr e ºrre Ci,767, a sºr: ruch hi-her than tº t f

any ºf the thºr inc tº ºr u. s. Incºre frºm the fºr::, rinºis riscellane is er: lºy–

nºr.t, v- s Cl, 309 — ºnly .32 net if.cºre, a return ºf nily .0121 pºrcent. Little

cºpitºl was bºrrºri durin - the ºr r (234.), ºn ; little invest: ent vs trade in

cº; it l r ids (21C7). It fºllº's that, fºr this frily, riscoll: neous ºr lºy:ent

n! AAA payrºnts have been rsser.tirl surces ºf inc re in roºtix: the tº t^l fºrr

ºr ratin: ex ºnlitures, fºily—livin- ex ºr, litures, rz.” lebt rºt rerºr.t-the debt

; : yºrºit tº a tº 3 tº .531.

-

* > . I-.c. : o Cr irs

In ºrºrºl, ºr fºr li_i c : , ºr ºr s, it r": tº sºil th’t ºiccºlºne is

e-ply…ant, i.A. ºry-e: s , … : … ºr .tº ; - ºr 3 ºn tº ºrtºnt ºrt in ºil tº lºing

- reasºn-tie b-i-nce better, t tº i r ceiºts ºr. tº tº l exºr, it irºs. Cº. ºci lly

vºrs this true in the lºrer-inc. ºr 'rº. S.

O. : - fºr tº sº fiv. ix.c. :- -r ‘i: s , n tº ºcc unt f r the liffer nces betwº

t tº recei; ts ºf t tº 1 ex ºr litures. It vs f ºr ; thºt cert in sº -i ºx; fºr. ii
-

** - º

- * *

tºrrs were a t , lºry's ºr tore: “s sich in the fºrily rec ri tº ks. Cº. ºn ºn hºnº ºt

tr., b. .in...in, rn erº f the ºr ºr v- s is critted bºt it rºy or sºu: ' ' tº."t this
- *

a- ºr, tº i t . vºry little

"… tr., 4.7 f--ilies v. r. vi. - 1 - 3 r *h le, ºr : the sººn it f it.c 6
- -

-

-

-

º
- * --

r:... ex: ºr .itºre;..cert-in ºrner. I facts et ºt. * * * tº rs, c r *s
* * * *

-

* - - *

-

. . .
-

-rº-lizzi frºm sº wºr-1 sºrces, th: - 'st irº rººt beiv. ivºst cº tº lºvº ºt ck
- -

ºr ricts (t-blo 4.) f r 54 ºrcºt, ºr 34.64 ºfº ºf tº... . … r. -- fºr: i:.c * : *r

-
-

-

* * - * -- * * * * * *

f : …, c. : * ºr ... this sºrce. Cr-- sº its cºntriº - nº 2 * : re. ::t, , ; hº slº

- - - e * - • * * * ** * º -

i:... tº rects: (i) “nºt cºch—cr: fºr it. is nºt r * r *d ºs ºr fitº * * * (...) *

fºr cost in ºf fee : cr: s tº -ºrs ºf tº 1: …st cº - ... livºst cº ºr ºucts ºr vi -ºº:
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a more-or-less continuous flow of cash throughout the year as well as contributing

largely to the fund of home-produced and consumed foods. . . . ."

Table 4.— Sources of cash form income, 47 Ropesville Project families, lº 39

Percent of total :

Source : cash income Average per family

Dairy products : 28 $238

Hogs : 10 85

Cattle : 7 62

Eggs : 5 47

Poultry : 3 22

Other l/ : —k lO

Total : 54 $464

Crop sales : 29 242

Miscellaneous employment : 9 79

Other miscellaneous sources 2/; —é 70

Total farm income : 100 #355

l/ other livestock and produce sºles.

2/ Gifts, inheritances, miscellaneous sales, etc.

Although they have made considerable progress the families in this newly

constructed community still need assistance from Federal agencies.

Only a few years ago these families were on farms of such inadequate

physical capacity that, regardless of work and management, their reward was nothing

but the most meager living - far below the minimum requirements for health and

providing none of the intangible satisfactions. Had it not been for the Ropesvill:

Project, these families might have joined the stream of migrants. The family

living of these groups might be contrºsted with that of their less fortunate con—

temporaries as reported in Steinbeck's Grapes of rath.

Nine families had fºrm incomes of less than $500, but none of the 47 fami

lies kept their total expenditures for fºrm business and family living Within

that amount. In the next cash-fºrm—income group ($500 - $999) 23 fºmilies

had incomes within this amount, but only l() werc able to limit their expenditures

therein. A more optimistic situation is seen in the cash-farm—income group of

$1,000 – $1,499, in which there were ll families whose income fell within this

amount, as compared with l6 who had expenditures within these limits. Three

families had total expenditures of more than $2,500 but none had farm incomes that

approached that amount.

Again, it may be seen that f. payments which amounted to an average of

$418 per farm played a vital, part in meeting the fºrm and family exponditures.

Borrowed capital and grants from the Farm Security Adrinistration and borrovings

from private sources also helped. -
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(6) Personal included items of personal indulgences, as tobacco, cigar

ettes, cosnctics, jewelry, and personal services received at barber and beauty

shops -

(7) Education, recrection, church, welfare, rifts, etc. included school

Supplies, fees, newspapers, magazines, books, shows, plays, lectures, music lesson:

organization dues, cash donations for church and welfare, and gifts outside the

family. -

(3) Insurance included life insurance premiums and other investrient–type

savin rs.

To learn accurately the expenditure pattern for items of family living an

analysis "as rade of the actual and anticipated cash expenditures for goºds and

services consumed by the average family.

First, it may be pointed out that family-living items alone recuirad a

cash outlay of an average of $440 per family, or $100 per person. These families

averaged 4.4 persons each. The average farm income per family was $355. Family

living expenditures absorbed 51.5 percent of this amount. There was some varia

tion in family—living expenditures when considered by size of farm income (table

2). In those families whose fºrm income was under £1,000, the fºily-living

expenditures wore less than the averaze for all families, bring $432 for the

£500 – 999 group and $343 for the group whose incorne was under £500. However,

the size of family was practically the same as the average for all families,

being 4.4 and 4.3 persºns, respectively. Those families whº had an incone in

excess ºf ºl,000, on the other hand, spent an average ºf frºm $463 to $669 for

family living items when considered by income ſºroups. These families averaged

4.5 persons.

Planning for Family Living

all ite:is of familyAlthough the average anticipated cash exºcridit r

y, there was cºnsid—

Ar

living was only 37 below that actually spent by ench family

erable variation, over and under, when the items wore cºnsidered individually

(table 6). The iter of food shows the greatest under—anticipated expenditure —

$5l; on the other hand, household operation and clothing, tº lºrge items of

expenditure, were over-anticipated by .22 &nd ºlj, respectively (fig. 2). The

expenditures for the other iteris Yere riore closely anticinated.

e f

ari

S

i

-,

+

i

This variation had several causes. At the beginning of the year when the

farm and home plans were set up cºeratively by the fºrmers and the Farm and

Home Management supervisors of the Ferr, Security i.dºinistratiºn, it wrs assumed

that there would be very little fluctuaticn in prices during the year. Then,

because of the dietary habits of the people, nºt so much milk or so mºny home

produced vegetables were consumed as had been expected when plans were made.

This meant a heavier cash ºutlay for fººds bought at the local markets. These

families have evidently purchased food with cash which wºuld have been used for

other items of family living if the plans had bern followed. For example, certain
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of the money that was planned as anticipated expenditures for household operation,

for clothing, and for insurance was used for food since they could get along with

less than was planned for these other items.

Table 6.- Actual and anticipated cash expenditures per family fºr items ºf

family living, 47 Ropesville Project families, 1939

Itºms of fºmily living : Actual : Articipated

Tot,cl : 440 403

Food : l;8 107

Household operation : 43 65

Clothing : 39 104

Housing, furnishings, and equipment : 49 40

Medical care : 35 23

Personal expenditures : 29 22

Education, recreation, church, :

Welfare, gifts, etc. : 28 27

Insurance : 9 J.O

Cash Expenditures for Family Living, by Mºnths

Cash expenditures for items of family livinº during the first 6 months of

the year were considerably below those of the lost 6 ſºnths of the year (table 7).

The average, per family, for the first 6 mºnths rºnged frºm a low of £22 in June

to a high of $31 in March. During the second 6 mºnths, the range was from a low:

of $33 in September to a high of £66 in December. The average exponditure per

month, per family, fºr the first 6 months was $28, t:d fºr the secºnd 6 mºnths,

$45 — an increase of 6l percent. In terms ºf cash extended, the amount per month

for food expenditures remained relatively constºnt except during July, when

cºnning and perserving Yere taking place. Expenditures are affected both by the

seasonal returns from: the farr, business and by seasºnal changes in the need for

certain items. Expenditures for clothing shºved the greatest increase during the

second half of the year, particularly during October, Nove:ber, and December.

Hºusinº, furnishings, and equipment also received ºdded attention during these

rionths (fig. 3). These were items most needed at this time of the year, and, too,

money from crop scles and livestºck and livestock products was coming in. Physical

activitics were heavier and hired help had to be fed.

During the first half of the year most of the available cash was used

chiefly for fºrm operation, such as seeding, equipment, equipment upkee, , and fuel.

Data as presented shows a distribution of expenditures rather than purchases

by month of year. No attempt was made to learn the exact time the various iters

of family living were bought.
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Expenditures per Person fºr Itrºns of Fºrily Living

b. Size of Fºrily

Family living studies usurlly show that larger fºrm familirs generally have

lºrger incomes than the smaller families. This was not true rn this project in

1939, except to a small extent.

The ºvernge fºrm income rſ those families having loss thrn 5 full-time

resident members was £334 for the ye'r 1939; the rvcrge rif those forilies having

5 or more nºmbers was $363. 2/ This small difference did not ºllow the ºncrbºrs

of the lºrſ: fºrmilies to live rs well ts the micrºbers of the smºll families. The ro

were 29 smºll families, who ºveraged 3.5 persons each, ad l3 large fºrilies, who

a verged 6 persons cach. In cvrrºge of £l2O vºs spent per persons in the en ll

frºmilies for fººmily—living items, where's cnly £2l virs spent per porson in the

large families — a difference of 339 (tº ble 8). Evide it ly the average person in

the large frºmilies lºcked ºl/, of having as much tº spend for food cs did the aver

age person in the sm: ll farily, ind had $7 less for clothing.

ſ.verage expenditures per adult mºle equivalent for ll families and for

the large and sº ll fºilies are also shown in tº ble 8. 2/ This scale is really

applicable only to foci consumption but v-s ºpplied here in order thrt other

comparisons might be made. "hon expenditures for the small ºrd large fºrilios

wºre considered in terms of ndult mºle equiv lent, the difference becºme $43

instead of the $39, as computed on the per person bºsis. Pºrt cf this difference

is "ttributed to the fact th: t: merbers cf large fomilies were younger than rembers

cf the crºll familiºs.

--- - -

2/ All far,ilies studied coºls: stra of rarer.ts nd children; there were 1.c

, unattached mºrters in try of the households. +

3/ See table l?, p. 31 for tdºlt nº lº- ºrivºlºr:t scale used to wº: Pht foci . .

consumption of family members.
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Table 8.- Average cash expenditures per person and per adult male

equivalent for foods and services, by size of family l/,

47 Ropesville Project families, lºº.

All families : Small families : Large families

Per : Adult male: Per : Adult male: Per ; Adult male

person : equivalent person : equivalent person: equivalent

Food : $36 $42 $43 $50 $29 $35

Household operation : lo ll l2 lá 8 9

Clothing : 20 24 24 28 l7 20

Housing, furnishings, & :

equipment : ll 13 l; 17 7 9

Medical care : 3 9 8 9 8 10

Personal expenditures : 6 8 9 ll 4. 5

Education, recreation, : .

church, welfare, & gifts 6 7 8 9 5 6

Insurance - - - 2 2 l 2 3 3

Total - : 99 ll6 l2O lA0 31 97

l/ Small families – those having less than 5 members.

Large families — those having 5 or more members.

Average farm income for small families. . . . . . . . . . $346

Average farm income for large families. . . . . . . . 863

Avorage farm value of foods produced on the farms of

small families . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 163

Average farm value of foods produced on the farms of

large families . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 209

(l) Food expenditures.- This tabulated summºry shows that for the small

and large families, as well as when all families were combined, food represented

the largest single item of family living, being 36 percent of the total expenditures

for items of family living for each of the 3 groups. Since the total spent for

items of family living variod botwccn the small and large families, it follows that

the amount per person varicq. In the small families 43 was spent per person for

food; 29 per person was spont in the large families. -

It is impossible to detormine the relative adequacy or inadequacy of the

food consumed by the size of family but the situation was not so serious as might

appear. As the farm value of the food produced and consumed on the farm of the

small family was ºló3, and on the farm of the large family, £209, the members of

the large families apparently fared practically as well as members of the small

femilies. Here again the importance of diversified farm activities is evident.
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(2) Clothing expenditures.— Clothing represented the second largest expendi—

rture for items of family living, representing 20 percent of the total exponditures.

The proportionate amounts spent for clothing for the small-farily prºnson and the

large-family person were almost the same but there was a difference of 37 betwºrn

th-in. Expenditures for the small-family person wrre $24, and for the lattºr, $17.
*-

It got s without saying that, usually, for thºse amounts only essential garments

wºre bought. -

(3) Housing, furnishings, and cquipment.- This itºr, represented li percent

of the expenditures per person for all families, i2.5 percent per prºrson for small

fºilios, and 9 percent per person for the large families; however, in tºrs of

actual expenditures, only half as much per person was sprint tº the large fºril: , s -

37 pºr pºrson, as compared with Cl5 for the small-fi mily person. If tº ken on a

(4.) Household-operation oxpenditures.- These expenditures, rºnres, riting

altost lo percent of Hº tº I, Tº FC Toº FEFTin size for the all-f: mily Proun and for

the sº ll-family group, ºnd third in size for the large—fºrily group. They : vººrzed

$10 per person for the first group, or $4.3 per family; £12 per pºrson for the second

or 34.l, per family; and $3 per person for the third, or $4.5 per family.

(5) iſ dicºl-cºre exºnditure.- It is ºppº rent thºt expenditures for medical

cºre were not influenced by size of family. For both the srºll— and large-f::ily

person there vºs an ºverage expenditure of $3 each. This represented 3 percent cf.

the tot: l rxpenditure per person in the rll-family group, 7 percent per pºrson in

the sº ll-family group, ºne lo percent per person in the large-farily group. When

considered on a family brsis, it vºs found thºt, "…onſ: sº ll fºrilies, ºrdicºl ex

pºnditures rººred from none to $163, nd for the lºrgo fºilins this rºnze v s from

£2 to 3.31. This large rºnge rºy bº ºccounted for through the occurrence ofty

energº neies and through pºrnt of ºrlier obligatiºns.

(6) Other fºr.ilº-living rxrenditures.- This group of expºnditures — which

includes personal expenditures, education, recrºtion, church, velf re, rifts, rnd

1.svirºnce – represents l; percent of the total exper.ditures for iters of fºrily

living by size of family groups. The stall-fºily person shºrt Cl3 for iters in

this cº tº gory, vihere’s the large-facily person spent only Cl2.

It is interesting thºt food, clothing, and personal exper.ditures represe!.ted

a larger outlay of cºsh per person wrong the crºll-frily persons th: n frong the

lºrº-fºrily persons, being 376 per person aronſ; the forer ºd 350 per person

2-cºlº: thr lºtter.

Hºre-rroduced Foºds

The 4.7 f.; lilirs on the Ropesville Project consured $16,034, worth of food

an ºver--e of 34.2 per family. (The fºrm value is giv. ºn to horº-produced fººd.)

Cf this a-woºng, 33,634 worth vºs produced on the fºr: . Thus ech f 'ily, on the

aver-re, increased its oncore by .134, sirly by producing sore of its own veget: blº

ecºs, rºd dº iry ºrd nºt products, (tºble 9).

This does not give the co-plete picture. If they had boºrht the crºcor-odi

ties on the rarket, the cost would hºve be ºn 2305. The rººt rurchases lone wºuld

h' we cost .161. In chort, their food expenditures v- re cut --21, or .6 pºrcºt,

this sº win: a subctºr.tirl n-oint to be spent for c thºr iters of f : .ily living, for

fºr-oneratinſ: expenses, or for cºpitºl Foods.
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Thc two principal home—produced items were meat ºnd milk, representing al—

most 80 percent of the food that Yas produced and consumed on the farm. The rest

were fruits, vegetables, eggs, driëd beens, peas, nuts, and potatoes. As the aver

age cash expenditure for food was $153, it can be seen that the food from the form

a presented a value in czcess of that of food purchased. Food from the fºrm has

mºnt a re: l improvement in the farm way of living. Less cash was necessary for

food than would have been true were these families being rehabilitated in the city.

The considerable difference between farm prices and city prices is shown

by the fact that the food products produced and consumed on the farm would have

cost 66 percent more than the farm-price quotations (that is, the prices at which

the farmer could sell his products) had these foods becn bought at the local retail

markets. The farm value of these home-produced and consumed foods was 60 percent

of the retail prices. Milk was 50 percent higher at the local retail market, meat

69 percent higher, eggs 64 percent higher, and fruits and vrgetables, including

potatoes, were 92 porcent higher.

In making these comparisons it is assumed that foods grown and used on the

farm ºrro. of the same quality as those ºvailable in local retail markets. It may

well be that the foods consumed on the farm were of a quality somewhat be low that

preveiling in the local retail markets.

- But differences in quality for the market may not always or usually have

boon reflected in nutritive values, and these families probably secured as much or

more nutritive values from homo-produced foods than if the serie iters had be on pur

chased. - -

A probable question at this point is, just what kinds of food fire grown.

The average number of cattle on each farm was 7; the hog numbers varied

Some; but usually there were enough to provide the home supply of meat. The

poultry consisted of an average of 100 hens in a culled flock.

The principal fruits vere plums and peachés. The vegetables in the gardens

were green beans, ‘beets, tomatoes, turnips, cucumbers, rustard, lettuce, carrots,

okra, Onions, and potatoes.

The pressure cooker method of cºnning fruits and vegetables was used by

practically all the families. No collars are used for storage but large påntried

had been provided in all of the houses for storing fruits and vegetables.

Planning of the Home-produced Food Supply

- Considerable variation is found between the enticipated ºnd the actual home

produced food supply (table lo). The actual quantity per fºrily of milk produced

and used was 827 quarts below that anticipated. Meat, on the other hand, exceeded

by 237 pounds that ºnticipated. Leafy green and yellow vegetables production and

use was overanticipated by lºé pounds per family. Other items, such as eggs, dried

beºns, peas, and nuts, and other fruits and vegetables, were more closely estimated.
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Some of these variations may be accounted for by the fact that these people

had lived mainly on meat in the past — a hangover of the traditional meat—meal—and

molasses diets so common among the poorer people in the South. The Farm Security

Administration is making vigorous efforts to bring about a better balance in the

diet of the groups.

The data for the 47 families, who averaged 4.4 persons each, shows the

quantity of home-produced food consumed per family and per person. The average

for the year, per family, was l,022 quarts of milk or 0.6 quart per person per

day; 733 pounds of meat, or 0.46 pound per person per day; l35 dozens of eggs, or

l egg per person per day; and l,lö3 pounds of vegetables and fruits, including

potatoes, 0.7 pound per person per day.

Table lC).— Yearly summary of food products produced and used on the farm, 47

- Ropesville Project families, lº)

:Anticipated: Actual : Actual production

: :production : production: and use related

: : and use : and use : to that anticipated

Item : Unit:per family :por family: per family

Milk : Qt. l,849 l,022 –927

Meat :lb. 446 733 +237

Eggs - - - : doz. l45 l35 - lo

Dried beans, peas and nuts :lb. 5l 24 – 27

Vegetables, leafy green -

and yellow :lb. 44l 235 —l56

Other fruits and vegetables :lb. 767 843 4 76

Potatoes - :lb. 4.59 ll –448

Foods Canned and Stored

The families on the Ropesville Project were resourceful in utilizing fresh

fruits, vegetables, and meats for the table during season and an inspection of the

inventories of canned and stored products shows that during the year considerable

canning was done. At the end of the year each ſarily had an average of 369 quarts

of canned vegetables, as compared with l73 at the beginning of the year; ll: quarts

of canned fruit as compared with 39; and 30 quarts of canned meat as compared with

lA quarts. If a flat value of lo cents per quart is given to vegetables, l; cents

to fruits, and 25 cents to meets, the inventory value of foods canned, plus those

stored at the end of the year, exceeds the value of the food on hand at the begin—

ning of the year by $4.4 per family, which is more than double the inventory at the

beginning of the year (table ll). The value of the stored products, at the begin

ning of the year (not including cºnned products) was $6 and at the end it was $14.

The stored items consisted of fruits, vegetables, and meat products preserved by

methods other than canning. *
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There are two apparent reasons for the large increase in the canned-foods

inventory: (1) The FSA is encouraging the building up of a full yºrr's surplus

of canned focq's whereas (2) the people have not broken away from their heavy meat

and—neal-enting habits. But it is apparent that the families on the Ropesville

Project had rade better preparations for the year 1940 than they had for the year

l939.

Table ll.– Inventories of food products cºnned and stored ct the bºginning and

end of year, 47 Ropesville Project families, l039

: Inventory : Inventory : Increase

: at beginning: at end : in .

: of yºr : of ºr : invºntory

Vegetables (qt.) : 173 . 309 - 196

Fruit (qt.) : 39 ll5 76

Meats (qt.) : 14. 30 16

Value of stored products : $6 &l. $9

Value of ºll foods cºnned : - -

and stored, per family : ... 32 ;76 3.44.

SU ºf ºy

(l) In the study here reported 4,7 FS: far--fºrily record books. that hºd been

kept during the year lºg were used. The families studied ºvertised 4.4, nºrsons

each. The averº gº age of the operator was 36 years and his ºverage of sci.coling

corpleted was the eighth grade.

(2) The land bºsº in the Ropesville Project, on which these families live,

averages 2C2 acres per unit. Diversified cºsh—crop livestock fºrming ºrg prºc

ticed. The averºſe fºrm income frcr crops, livestock, livestock products, and

riscellºnsous erployment, and other niscellºnºcus sources was .255, of which 54.

percent cºe from livestock cºld livestock products. This viºs exclusive of loans,

grºnts, nr.d AAA pººner.ts. Far- ºng fºr.ily—living expenditures, including debt

retire:ent ºld cºpitºl goods investment, ºverred ..l., 54.3. AAA pºly-ºrts cºrerrºd

-418 per far. ‘ On an average, these far-ilies borrºwed .331 from the Farn Security

Adºlinistration, were given ºld in the fºrm of FSA grants, ºnd borrºwed :.6., fron

privnto sources.
-

(3) When the fºrilies were grouped by arount of far- incore, thºse who

shºwcq ºn income of Vl, 500 - ...l.,999 indicººted tº best financial conditiºn. Their

income, "inus ºxy borrowed cºpitºl, exceed.d by Jo their total expºnditures in

cluding capitºl investºnent and debt retirer.cnt. It is evident tº t t certain decre.

cf clºsticity in ºrnage:Kint of fºrm fin nce is possile for fº-ilies ºri.o h-vo a

total inco:no of at lºst this arºunt.
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(4) Of the $440 spent for family living, l;8 was spent for food, .92 for

household operation, housing, furnishings, and equipment, and 389 for clothing

The remaining $101 was distributed among the items of medical care, personal ox

penditures, education, recreation, church, Welfare, gifts, *nd insurance •

(5) Total cash expenditures per family for family living items were under

anticipated by $37. Food shoºted the greatest difference, being underanticipated

by $51, whereas household operation and clothing were overanticipated by §22 and

‘..lff, respectively.

(6) Average expenditure for family living per month per family for the first

6 months of lºg2 was $28 and for the second 6 months it was $45, an increase of 6l.

percent. Expenditures for clothing showed the greatest increase during the second

half of the year. More was also spent for housing, furnishings, and equipment

during these months. -

(7) On an average in the small families ºl20 was spent per person during

the year, whereas in the large families :,3l was spont. The greatest difference,

Cl4, occurred in the item of food expenditure. Housing, furnishings, and equip—

ment expenditures varied by : 8 in favor of the porson in the small femily; clothing

by §7, personal, education, recreation, church, Welfare, gifts, and insurance ex—

penditures varied by §6; and household operation by 4. There was no variation in

the case of medical care.

(8) Farm value of home-produced and consumed foods was equivalent to 42

percent of the total cash expenditures for family living. Their value was $184.

Meat and milk contributed 30 per cont of this amount; vegetables and fruits made

up the rest. Use of milk in the home vics overanticipated by 827 quarts. Meat,

on the other hand, was underanticipated by 287 pounds

(9) Canned foods in the inventory at the beginning of the year stood at

226 quarts; at the end of the year it was more than double this quantity or 514

quarts. Stored products were valued at $6 at the beginning and at $14 at the end

of the year. These increases in inventories represented substantial preparation

for the ensuing year.

This study was limited in scope and character, but it may perhaps stimulate

further and more extensive studies of conditions among families on resettlement

projects. There is much to learn about this new way of rural life. Moreover, with

additional information and records of progress at hand, action agencies will be

better propared to evaluate action programs both before and after they are set

to work.
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APPENDIX

Table ll.— Distribution of expenditures, 47 Ropesville Prºject

: Expenditures Pºrc Cºnt,

It on : per family ; cf. total

All exponses – total : ºl, 54.3 100

. Miscellaneous rperating expenses — :

: total - 500 33

Seed, feed, fertilizer, harvest £262 17

and livestock expense,hired labor :

Tractor fuel and auto expense : 96 6

Rent : 30 5

Unclassified - : 56 4.

Taxes, insurance, and interest : 6 l

- --

-

-

- -

Machinery and equipment — total : 258 17

Machinery and equipment purchases : l23 l2

Machinery and equipment repairs : 70 5

Debts payments — total : 191 l2

Payments on debts to FCA : 126 3

Payments on other debts : 65 4.

Livestock purchased — to tal : l£4. 1C

Cattle : 91 6

Horses : 34 2

Poultry : lº l

Other Livestock : lC l

Family livin' — total : 440 23

Fºrily living expenses 440 23
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Table lz. – Cash income and cash expense, 47 Ropesville Project

families, lº29

: : Average

: All farms : 47 farms

:

Money received .

Cash farm income : 40,177.34 $ 854.84

A.A.A. payments : l9,668.03 Al3.47

F. S. A. loans and grants : 16,393.75 343.80

Money borrowed : 3,024.96 64.36

Total money received : $79,264.08 £1,686.47

Money paid out :

Cash farm expenses : $42,868.10 $ 9.12.09

Cash living expenses : 20,671. 48 - 439.82

Debt payments : 8,964.33 lº).T3

Total expenditures : #72,503.81 £1,542.64

Cash balance : § 6,760.27 $ l43.83
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Table lj.--Adult, nale ecuivalent scale used to wei:"h food consumption

of family members

Ace : "eight (in vers of adult, ale)

(…nrº) : Child : Boy or man : Girl or workin

l : • 4

2 : .5 -

3 : . 55

4. : .6

5 : .65

6 : .75

7 : .75

g : • *

º : ... 2

10 : • 23

ll : .95 ."5

2 : .**5 . (35

13 : 1.0 1. C

4. : l.") • ‘75

l; : 1. ^5 • ?

ló : l. C5 . 5

l? : l. 1 ºr

lc tº, 59. : 1.9 • 34.

00 a. i cºver : !. .'"

...i.aºted frcr: scale of 1 * irº i , , ; c. ::: * : * cº ºligºc ºf 2. L.

..irºatric', Rº: aiiºd : :"..., an ; ; aſ L. Cº-ſles. in ":: *- : ar-, Far: lies

!ºet the X crºcºcº," "7 scºnsix, Arricultural Cz-- riºt Cº. tº ch
--- * --*ill -i º

- - - - l. 3.
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