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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION
Prior to 1931, the problem of rclief in Iova was not of momentous
concern. Although previous to 1929 the nroblem of caring for the poor
was steadily becoming more acute, it was not until the fall of 1931
that it became apparent o statc-wide emorgency existed. In the summer
of the following year the problem had assumed nation-wide proportions,
and by the ecnd of 1952 the combincd efforts of loccl commnitics were
no longer adecquote to cope with the ever-inercesing relief burden.
Several countics had reached their constitutional limits of bonded in-

debtednege und it was impossible for them to raisc thi funds ncecessary
to meet the nceds of the unemploycd. In Januory 1933, the State
Emergency Hellef Committee was uppointed to take over the administration
of relief in Iowa and to carry on nogotiations for the advunce of funds
from the Federal Governaent. At the tine this committec wos cppointed
88,771 Jowa feouilies were receiving unemployment or drought rclief, and

3 mey be scen Iron rigure 1, this number increased nmaerkedly during the

next two yecrs and by Decenber 1934, 62,664 families he

y OL5 il been placed on

the relief rolls.

From the foregoing statements it is apparent that most of Iowa's
relief population ceme into existence over o comparatively brief period.
In trying to solve 2 host of problems which have arisen with respect to
the care of this group of individuals, little time hos been devoted to
a curcful study of their traits ond characteristic

s. Various opinions

L~ 4 | S ~ i 1F " =1 o - . e by = 5 ’ . 4 - .‘.;1 + e . 1 - . pa = = L -
neve been auvacea reg LOINE UG ch reciodr ol he UncempiLoycc; but thes

vicewpoints range from those which classify all relief clients as indigents,

L
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onally responsible for their ill-fate, to those which place the en-

blame upon our present economic discster. This greut diversity of

Lnion suggests the formulation of judgments bascd upon inedequate in-

tion ond points to the need for a study which will cssemble cond

Lyae datu pertaining to a varicty of socicl and ceonomic cheracteristics

| —

this sector of the population. Suth a study should aid in cstablishing
nore mature and accurate conception and a morcqusciul classification

the unemployed than is otherwisc possible. It should also afford =

=
Q
-
&
=

cms °nd should scrve o3 one of
ases for forcecasting future trends.

‘e present study was undertosen for the purpose of obtaining a

Lter understanding of lowa's reliefl enscs--with speciosl rcierence to
I

termining the major socisl and economice fretors vhich arc responsible

the unemployment of the unemployed. It is olgso intended to provide
bagls for cstimatin the permanent relief load.

Wore specifically, the objectives of the study may be outlined as

[
o~
-

A, To determine some of the factors which moy be laportant in
forcing a Tfamily toward the cconomic nargin and finally to relicf:
L.G., illness, lack of cducation, lersu family, size of ferm,
J U Li."”', wise
B. To furnish dote nccessary to sn estimate of the permanent relicf
r by

Le Hepirating employables from uncmployables

<o doturmining the approximaete numb

Pi & who may be cored for

under & gocial security prosrcn vhich includes old-az:

%
—

D

4 =1 i i | = 3 '1" ' -] 3 W AR R alal 4 ] 1 1 . 11
!"-_.p‘.ll....]....-"!.lu, olCHENICSS 111 512X --'1(?1-." ,il'."l_.h.‘_f['g' _{}:_n__j'l_'_-]'-lﬂj #*JC.




£»

determining the occupational cl:ssification of relief

M

clients in order to analyze their prospects of re-
absorption into their regular occupations und to cscer-
tain the adjustments which will be required before they
can be re-employed.

[0 present material which may be useful to projects utilizing

relief personnecl

1. providing Information for planninz publie works which

will be adapted to the occupational copacities of relief

clients
«« proviaing information vhich will be useful in mcking
applications for housingz, subsistence homestead projccts,

+\.-' t.‘ ‘:_: [ ]

Sclection of Sample

Three mujor factors were considered in galecting representative

v W0

sampling of counties from which to gather data for the study; namely (1)

percentege of urban population, (2) relative size of casc Lload, and (3)

)

L

type ol geographicazl area. Figures 2 and 3 show thet the thirteon

countlies included in thc study constitute a fair semplins as based on thc

three foregoing criteria. slthough there is rcle tively slight pre-

e

ponaerance of counties with a heavy relief burden, it is belicved that

Kk

.-: . :: _.'i.f.-:_h i |...| :.-Ir_..l’l ‘L-. 11- ] G ¥ i_ n :"‘f"._- L ] ¢ L IR 1+ = ex g 1 11 ~ t-
thl t J 4 10t suf 1Clent GO aitrect the raosults 31enii I.LM.I'l'_.L:,’.

With the exception of Linn, Polk, and Plymouth Counties, information

W v a1 el % HmrE ety ae 3 M e 212 . * : .
wos obtained on practically all families receiving work, direct, or
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drought relief at the time the drta were being collectedt. In those
counties where complete coveruge was not obtained, cn cffort was made

to include rural and urban families according to their representation

in thoe t« load, cts in Des Moines cnd

Furthermore, all precin
Cedar Ropids were sampled so that all elasscs of the population might

be represented fairly in the study.
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GENERAL CH+RACTERISTICS OF IOWA'S RELIEF POPULATION
The purpose of Chapter II is to pregent a factual description of
the more significont social and economic characteristics of Iowa's re-
lief population and to analyze various individual factors which have
been responsible for forcing families to the economic margin and finally

to relief, Tn order to understand better in what respects the relief

population is similar to, and in what respects it is different from, the
genersl population, comparisons have been made between the two groups

whenever the particular subject under consideration seemed to warrant

such an anclysis.

Helief houscholds on the wholc tend to be larger than those in thq

not strikingly large, it

.
i

total populstion. While this difference i
nevertheless suggests that this factor may have becen at least partly
responsible for forcing certain femilics to seck relief. Chart 1 shows

that approximatcly 9 per cent of the families included in the investiesation

mpoged of »ne person only, 48 per cent of ts to three, 30 per cent of

four to five, and 15 per cent of six or more . The median size for the

Ihe 6,510 cascs studied represent 26,267 individuals, which means that
the average-sized Towa relief group is eomposcd »f slightly over four
ersons. The average—-sized family for the total population in the

- L Fr '
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COMPARATIVE DISTRIBUTION OF NUMBER OF PERSONS
PER HOUSEHOLD IN RELIEF POPULATION AND NUMBER
QF PERSONS PER HOUSEHOLD IN GENERAL POPULATION

OF ENUMERATED COUNTIES
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population studied is 3.7 and for the total population, %.3%,
fhen the rural-urben distribution of counties is considered, it is
noted that there is a direct relationship between the percentage of rural
population and the average size of the relief group. The average sizc
for the largely urban counties is 5.8, for the slightly ond modcerately
urban, 4.5, and for the rural, 4.6. Furthermore, 14 per cent of the
totel in the largely urban counties arc frmilies of onc member, whereas

-
.

only 3 per cent of the families in tha rural countics nre of this sige.

AU the other end of the scale, 18 per cent of the urben cases rre familics
of six or morc pcersons, wheress 28 per cent of the rural cases fall in
this cctegory. These differences arc no doubt lergely expleinable by
the fact that farm familics cre in general larger thin non-form feamilies,

slmost two-thirds of the totzl number of frmilies enumerated have
one¢ or nmore dependent childrunﬁ. Twenty per cent of the casss hove one
child under sixtecn yeurs of age, 17 per cent have two, 1l per cent have
thrue, and 17 per cent have four or nore, Thus, slightly over 40 per
ceat of the totel population represented in the sumple sre children under
sixtecn years of apge.

fhe lergely urban counties huve moro familics with no children under
sixteen years of age (42%) thon the slightly and nodorately urben (3%%)
or the rurzl (27%). For households reporting children in this - e group

the cverage nunber for the largely urban countics is 2.6

countics, 2.8.

N — —— S e——— S —

< The date for tho total populuation throughout tha study were zathered
fron the United States Census for 1930. It should be pointed out that
the relief populition is also included in tho total populction so that
thi comparisons aade fron to time ere not between the relief znd the
non-relief population. The results vwould vary only slichtly from those

1 £

ybtained, however, if this type - f comparison were to be made,

0
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Under sixtcen yusrs »f aze
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oeventy-four per cent of the czses had no births in the family
during the past three years, 20 per cent had one birth, 6 per cent had
two, and 7 per cent had three. .« lorger proportion of the femilies in
the rural counties than in either of the two groups of urban counties
have hud one or morc births since 1932, which no doubt rcflects the
situation in the general population, since studices have shown that birth

rotes are higher for rural thun for urban arces.

Length of Time Knowm to Helief fgency

.

lable §* shows that approxim:tecly one-scventh of the ceses have been
known to o relief agency for less than six months nnd one-third for less
than one yecr., Thirty per cent of the coscs have been known from twelve
to tventy-three months, 2% pcr cent from twenty-four to thirty-five

5

months, and 15 per cent for three years or over.®

Chart 3 shows that 2 larger poercentage of cases in the urban than
in the rural countics have been on relief for an cextended period of time.
at leost 4% per cent of the cascs in the rural arcas hove been on the
relief rolls for less than one yecor, 91 per cent for less than two years,
and 98 per cent for less than three years, leaving only 2 per cent who
have been known to ¢ relief agency for three yesrs or more. On the other
hand, only 27 per cent of the cuses in the urban districts have been on
relief for less than onec yecur, 50 per cent for less than twe ycars, and

nin

78 per cent for less than three yesrs, leaving 22 per cent who have been

* Unless otherwisc specified, the tables referred to ore to be found in
Appendlx A,

| . " Y =15 - | ; T i -
Y Dated from about May, 1935, when most of the dato were collected. These
cases were not noeessarily on relicf continuously during this period,
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Known U0 4 reilel agency for three years or more. The fimires for the

- v - e

slightly and moderately urban counties fall betwecn these two extremcs

loble 39, which comparcs thc femilies livine on farms with those
residing in town indicates that 66 per cent of the former zroup and 30

per cent of the latter group have been the recipiocnts of relief for le

LA

S
than one year, wherecs 18 per cent of the former and 39 per cent of' the
latter have been on relief for two yeors or mora. The nveragze leagth of
time knovm to a relief cgency is fourtecn months for the farm eroup and

twenty-onc months for the urbzn group. hese figures are evidence of

nteln themselves

[

the fact that those in the rural orecs w ra abla t T

=

Wl tho 1gsistance for 2 longer tim en thos. i the urban district
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counties enuiaerated, GC3XLINS the saiplin goaecwnet Linlted, the dota in-
dici te that o tmmch hizher percentzge ol the rallel populitisn than ' the

general population hove relatives wno are not self-supporting.
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countics have slightly fewer relief cases with female heads (85) than

L8

¢liher the slightly and moderctely urban (11%) or the larrely urban
counties (10%).

Although relief houscholds with fomsle heads arc comparat

i.--
i
"‘:
T

e
et
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Ln number, they constitute & resl problem, csp cially in the rural areas.
Thelr very limited rcsources and the absonce of an adu

i normally a worker form 2 scrious handieap., TFurth rmorc, ncarly S0 per

ceat have one or morc depeadent children, whicli makes it practically
Lmpossibl Lo the L0 Scexk l]ii.al.{.r;r"'J. LU

On il Dasls o the tobnl > fll] Lg ail 1lgs i per cocnt ol th hoads
of relief houscholds zre single, 78 ber cent marrd d, 8 per cent widowed ,
tnd the remcining 7 per cont cither sepurated or divorced. The rurale

urban classification of countics shows that 74 per cent of the urban
cascs ore marricd as compared with 87 por cont of the rural cases, but

uie proportions for cll other morital gr ups arc slightly hircher in the

when the femcle hocds of relief families are econsidered scparately,

Lhic aistribution runs aos follows--1l per cent ginecle, 8 p&ct ecnt afrried

ey

1 r. .3 ; " ¥ | ' i ' : i . 2 3 ==
L per cent widowed, and &9 per cent sep ,ed or divorcaca., Thus

obvious thot relicef houscholds with female heads arc n inly of th

¥ i --..| ¥ L] F |5k |'l'1: 3 B | [ = =~ T o i v "" ¥ 1 w 1 o . 1 ] - )
LDIOKCND I4LLy TYTCe 1lie tnls 12C0 LS Not surprisin ’ LT 18 neverthelegs

Hy } . - 3 P | 1 e R e "4 ] y ' A oo -
Yoy th2 staoto s wholc 89 por cnt of the heeds of fasrilios are




=10

significant, since in the vast mujority of such cases no male member
18 availzoble for employment,

olightly less than one-seventh of the fomily heads have been married
less than five years, whereas opiroximately one-fourth have becn morried
twenty-five ycars or more; the remzining cases bein fairly evenly dis-
tributed between these two extremes. Jlthough the foregoing distribution
18, of coursc, closcly related to the cge of the herd of the family, it

neverthecless suggests that o large proportion ol the coses had been

married for scveral yzours of the tine they beecanc knovn to the relief
1ECGNCY .
The vest aniority of the hoads of poliet scholds (91%) fall
iNC VILSUL ALJorivy o0l tnc nciao ol L1 NOUSCNoLdS \9Lk) 1IC1L

between the ages of tienty cnd sixty-four; only onc-tenth of one per cent
being under twenty yveurs of cge and 9 pur cent sixty-five or over. The

cases are quite evenly distributed within cuch five year group betweon

[—

limits include 68 per cent
ol the total. Oeven per cent are betrvocen tweaby ond twenty-four years
ol fge and 1E per cent arce betwecen filty-five and pixty-four,

The only sienificent difference shovm betveen rurel ecnd urban

counties with respect to the cge distribution is that 15 per cent of the

1]

cascs 1n the slightly ond moderatoly urban countlies ore sixty-five yeors
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pooulation in the slizhtly ond nmodcrately urban counties is probably due
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—
-
¥
)
| -
-
—*
>
s
#
o
e

to the retirement of 4
the relatively iow cost of living in such ploces, and the

tendency for younz people to migrate to the larger cities.
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under twenty-five, as compared with 3 per

on the other hand, 9 cent in the
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of age or over, as comparcd with 13 per o
differences are perhops duc to the fact t

groups ell c¢stablished in

were 1

age distribution

of families in the total populs
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group are sixty-five years

ent in the latter group. These
at many in fthe younger age
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affected by the depression than th o had held o position for a2 number
of years, A certaln percentege of persons over sixty-five years of age
were already recciving old apge pensions th the study wes started,
ond furthermore a higher percent: of such individuals are undoubtedly
belng cared for by relatives, or by various chariteble and fraternal in-
stitutions, than is true for the younge: groups.

For the total number of rcliicef' cuses analyzed, 96 por cent of the
heads are of the white race, 3 per cent ore negroes, tnd 0.4 per cent of
some other color. The proportion of rtcgroes in th socmple studied is
ne _'"]_:; f"!_'g‘_ timcs < A ng i he total population of th stat oy 0.7
per cent of whom are necroes. £11 of the cascs in the rural counties ar

nite, o8 compured with 98 per cent for the slightly and modercstely urban,
cnd 94 per cent for the largely urban countics; the latter zroup of
counties contains not only nigher percentage of negroes but alsc
» N el A T

Based on male heu is only, since the cge distribution for female heads

is not wiven in the U. S. Census for 1930,
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PERCENT

COMPARATIVE AGE DISTRIBUTION OF HEADS OF
RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS ANDL MALE HEADS OF ALL
FAMILIES IN ENUMERATED COUNTIES
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lirger proportion of other races t
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that for the heads

born in this
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[wenty-threc per
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cent have lived in the prescnt locclity for tuenbly vears or more. Only
4 per ceat moved from onc county movuiier during the preceding wvear,
nd 52 per cont have lived in the community in which they are now r siding
betwvecn on ncd ten years.

roadly spcakingz, the population in the slizhtly and moderately urban
countics has been less mobi han that in the largoely urb nd rur
countics, Iy fOormer grouj i1 countlice mtains n LY rol 'i'u’,l:_.a'
high propor n of families vho h2ave resided in the presen locality for
at least twenty years, but als mparatively L percent ho hav
lived in thc 1 | locadlity for les th £1ivi ]

The mot iznificant shown by tht abov Lzures is that there

country.
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have been comparatively few changes in residence among the relief popu-

8
iatlion curing the depression years. the relief policy, in effect, pre-
vents thelr movement clscwhere. ©Since they ere not forced to make o
change in residence for purposes of seeking cmployment, there is no real

incentive for them to do so., It scems apparent, however, that in somc
ingtances those on relief constitute an execess of population in their
county, and that they meoy not reasonably cxpect to be re-abdorbed into

i i,

their former employment even with the return of prosperity For example,

.-'J' .
in Appanoose County, mining production hos continucd during the depres-
sion at neerly thc same rate us during the years 1926 to 1929 Yet
over four hundred miners in this county arc on relief., Thus, unless
edditional markets arce found for Iowa coal or unless other employment can
be secured for these mincrs it will cventually be necessory for them to

: - i o : : oy ;
migrate to other counties. olmilar considerations no doubt apply to
other areas, and although the discontinuence of relief would force un-
employed groups to seck elscwhere for work, it would require scveral
years of tricl ond error te reach a2 better eouilibrium in the distribution
of the population, and it scems that gpecific attempts must be made to
find new employment for thosc who constitute such an excess population,

For the relief group 2s a whole, 76 per cent live in houses (1% in

duplex h*uJ;;),t? per cent occupy apartments, flats, * TOJNsS, &nd o per

.
This does not refer to changes from one neighborhooad to another, but

3
rather from e tHwn o anothoer or from e comminity GO unosiner.

-
1.,} e . I 3 : . =" - . ry TR e o o R
I‘ Or & mMoXre C ?::1] L J|_,-,_' clescrintioinm 11 18 S1LtuntlLoan

Appanoonse County'" by the Committee on Population and Sheial Trends

the Inwa State Planning Board.
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cent mcke their homes in shocks »r similar type: iwvellings. As is
Lo be exXpected, & much higher percent I’ the relief populztion in the

for the three classcs of counties. This suggests the need for improving
housing conditions in some > the rurel areasy as Ll a8 in the urban
centers,

Table 17 shows that 10 per cent of the families surveyed occupy
oneé room only, 11 per cent live in two rooms, 15 per cent in three, and
the remaining 66 per cent in four or more. The median number of rooms
for the largely urban counties is 5.9, for the slightly ond moderately
urban, 5.9, and for the rural, 5.2,

The above firures are made more signlflicant vhen 10 is reallzed that
in the sample studied seventy-two fomilies of four or more persons live
in one room mnd 191 femilics of the some gize live in two rooms. One
hundred and five families of gix or more persons live 1n three rooms
nd cighty familices of eight * more pergons live iIn four rooms. In
ther rag, o nst 11 per cent he tot 363 occupy very congested
uerters, a mev be evidenced bv the 1 > ohat h ] A I 1
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however, striking differences arc to be noted. In the largely urban

A 4 f: __‘-L‘r

ST - - 1 . “ o o R e - i WU | ] i
countleg only 1l per cent reside 1in good" neighborhood, as contrasted

- = ol Nl el el W N

with 46 per cent in theé rural counties living in this type of surroundings.,

n the other hand, 40 per cent of the cascs in the larpcly urban counties

are to be found in the "poor" sections of the town, wherets only 12 per
cent in the rural counties live in a "poor" neighborhood. No doubt the
-,

nbscnce of slums and of congested arcas in the open country accounts for

thege differences.

e | . 1 - T I = I Pt -~ -
A3 hes been pointed out by the Commitit on Health and Housing of
the Iowa State Planning Board, the relief population, especiolly in the
¥ 3 - i beonr 4 3 ) - : T e A Nao e ~
larper towns, tends to be concentroted 1n the poorest reas and "as the

income necessitated cheaper rentals were forced to move into
noizhborhood, cnd it is significent that ncarly one-half of the totel re-
lief families in Dubuque who «re now living in the worst areas of the

city once inhabited better quarters. The map on the following page shows

concentration of relief cases In the poorer gections of Des

LIl rl? :I: £ J.'-'.l !1, U f‘--IJ. \ ‘u.. i..l-_.tL 1 1r'r.1ll._. Il cCuLn | ], Lrl. t ™ I L ™
exist i rospect he relief population. The ) * egnvironment int
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fiovever, sincc 1t 18 Irequently impossible to raise an
pprecifble sum ol money tnrough the sule or refinancing of o home, such
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periods of unemployment. In other words, housc ovmershlp as @an economic
188et 18 of doubtful voalue in times of cmergency.

In the counties surveyed, the proportion of home-owmers among the
rellef population (21%) is considerably below that for the zeneral popu-

1 diff'crence in the per-
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he munber of relief cases Lling in some of the occupational

cttegories 1s too small to stote definitely that very little difference
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Chart O shows that approximately &t
households fall in the occupational clagsification

ers, 18 per cent are classified as

operctors and laborcrs, 8 per cen

.

T

elief Houscholds

et

- ﬂi.

8 per cent of the heads of relief
3
of unskilled labor-
skiiled laborers, 14 per cent as farm

stic ond personal worker 3

;1, Ll

per cent as proprietors, managers, ond officials, per cent 2s office
workers, and 2 per cent as professional and technicsl workers. It is
apparent from these figures that the great majority of the cases studied
are manual vorkers of various dogrecs of skill, ond that public works

as a form of unemployment relief will ovide me of the men with jobs
for which they arc fitted by training an xperionee, However, approx-

imately 15 per cent o

labor, or heve not been accustomed

portunt that they be provide

] with jobs adapted to their

4 - : | g & i
phiysically incepacitated

of

{ -
[

to this vors, and it is im-

type

men are forced into employment for which they ure unfitted, the social

and psychologicol s well zs the physicsl effects which are likely to
1SR B y pPily

accrue are upt to prove detrimental to those concerned. Thus, any

program which furnishes pork ror the uncmploy hould provide suitable

labor for "vhite-collar" rkers, cven though thoy forn dparatlively

snell minoritv of he total coscs.
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CISTRIBUTION OF HEADS OF RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS
ACCORDING TO uUsuAL OCCUPATION
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S 2 means for rehabilitating the rural
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terest to note that only 14 per cent of thc

ag their usual occupation. HNo doubt mony

cxperience, but the number of such casce end thi

perience could not be determined from the rocords on file in the

rolief offices. Som:

than others with respect to rural rchobillitation,

study ol individucl communitlics thocn is possible

completely understand situation. Howuver, mn

countics included in th
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regoerd to t proportion of thc relicf cosc ho h
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Proportion of the Helief Population Usually Engagcd in Various
vceupations Compared with the Proportion of the Total Population
Enpgoged in Similar Occupations
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mestie workoers 1.0 Ll

]
Uthéers 34 1.9
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Lt should bc pointed out that tho comparison of the relief population
ith the total population is not abagnlutely rolid since different
occupational clesgsificotions were used (the dotz for the total popu-
lation were obtaincd from the following Pleonning Board report --Sinn
1900-1930) , but
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cent of the cuses have had emplovment of one or more months' duration

ince first known to the relief cgency, whercos 62 per cent have not

had any such amployment, even though some of them have bein on relief for
five yeurs or morc. These foets iadicste that it has beanl difficult for

these uncemployed workers to obtuin even temporary employment, and that
the opinion voiccd by many people to the effeet thoat thosw on ralicf
should be uble to pick up cnough odd jobs to at lerst subsist, is com-
trary to the fucts.

Chart 6, which compares the various occupational groups with respect

| ] £ ]

0 theo ~L~-'1<i’--h of timc out of work befor ."'.R"k"l_f"ti.il:- I'aLler , shows that the

skilled or semi-skilled cnd the domestic workers hud boen uncmployed for

the longest pcriods of time, whercis the common laborers :nd the agri-

e

cultural workers had been unemploycd for the shortest periods of time,

.

furthermore, us showm by Chart 7, a larger proportion of thosc who may

bc clagsified vs skilled, domestic, or unsgkilled workers, than of those

=

Y

Lad one or more

—
et

in the "white~-collar" and cgriculturcl groups, have

[

Lemporary jobs since first going on rclie

hgsuming that cconomic conditions were "normal" before 1930, an
ttempt was made to determinc the regulcrity of employment of the heads
f these relief femilics when they, supposedly, had an opportunity to work,

n | n
Ll T B | . v
regulor

The rcsults indiczte that 62 per cent of the cascs were

' . ) N e g - Nt s eyl A A :
workers before this d: Ley, &J per Collt CI'C L.’IL.:*_'Ul [ iaua ¢ pe ccnu

aere "cusunl", Five per cent of the totnl had hid no previous work;

L]

these refer mostly to younz persons who
widows who were not gainfully employed prior to the death of their husbands

oince the irregularity in employacent of some of the workers auring

- - S - - - 411 |"-' A B5is i " 1= 1 ® d-qr w - o
the years of prosperity aay hove been duc to sickness or other factors




MEDIAN NUMBER OF MONTHS OF UNEMPLOYMENT OF HEAD S
OF RELIEF HOUSE HOLDS BEFORE FIRST CONTACT WITH
RELIEF AGENCY BY VARIOUS OCCUPATIIONAL CLASSES
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for which the individuzl himself was not directly responsible, information
was tlso obtained regarding the work-record of all ccses during the time
they were employed. These data reveal that 75 per cent of the total
number cnumerated have a "good" record, 21 por cent o "fair" record; and

4 per cent u "poor!" record. Thus, if these figures are to bc accepted

48 o truc indication of the performonce of thesc individuclg, it bBcoms
avident that the uncmployment of & large mujority of the cascs is not due

A

to the fact thut their work he

n

been legs satisfactory thon that of em-
ployccg in general. .nd thosc who lack ability in their porticular

occupation or are shiftless and hophazard in their work, znd hence will
probably aever support thcir fanilies vithout souc degroe of dependency

on charity, apparently form only o sanll nminority of the total cascs.

Health

An estimote ws to the health stotus of the heads of the relief
houscholds studied shows that 79 per cent have "good" health, 15 per cent
"fair" health, and 7 per cent "noor" heelth. Taken vs a vThole, the
group having "poor" hexlth has bcen knovn to the relief agency for a
Llonger period of time than the other two groups. Furthermorce, the sc-
curing of cmployment is practicclly iapossible for those vwho arc chronicall;
in poor health, and it scems that ¢ large share of thos 'ho fall in this
croup will most likely always be dependent upon public or private charity.

[n approximately one-fourtn of the cescs studied, thce head of the
family suffers from chronic disabiliuy. Four per cent of the cascs are
crippled or deformed, & per cunt ave afflicted with hernics, 2 per cent

have eye or cur defectg, one per cent are hondicupped by nervous or mental

disorders, whilc 14 per cent ard suffering from other disabliities, such
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A8 18 to be expected, the proportion suffering from chronic dis-
L1ty 18 closely related to cge; 47 per cent of the coses sixty years
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fomilies.

involved i

rchabilitation

e d

Slightly over 98 per cent of all relief heads surveycd cre able to
spcak, read, and write English. &snd no doubt many of thosc who connot

rcad or write English are a

centage 1s not ncecegsarily

threce.

One per

not udvance 3 far as the e
third did not complete an e
high percentage of the remo
eighth grade, leuving only

level of attainment. Only

from high school, «und

Thosc¢ who were gradua

of the total group.

ffairly significont var

'—Il
po!
e
-
-
TPy

ble to gpeck it, so that the rom: per-

Fa

composed of those who are unable to do all

ended school anc n additional 35 per cent did
izhth grade. In other words, morc than one-
Lementary school education. 4 comparatively
ining cuscs (41%) stopj nt the end of the
about onc-fourth who continucd beyond this

about onc out of evoery eloven wns graduated
than onc out of every forty attended college.
om college comprised less than onc per cent

intions with respect to the smount of schooling

reccived by relief heads 2re to be found among the various types of
counties. The rural countics contain relatively fewer illitersatcs and
gsncller proportion who never ati nded school than do the other groups.
But thoy also incluadd nelatively fewer cases wh dvanced beyond thi
grade school level. The hizheSU percentags f the cases adveneing beyond
the eighth grade is to be found 1n the slightly and moderately urban
counties, but 15 per cent ol thig group dropps ut at the end of the
ninth grade, sc thal the urbun countics have proportion \bely more hizh
school and eollege graduates thon th ther groups.




Chart
of relief housc¢holds
shows little

In Mmor:

grades. the

of the relief heads

¢gducational attainm

fact remalns

a minimum of an eighth grade education,

1.8 G

of educction alon

problem. No doubt

but other foctors hi

I-‘lll L:‘,’ '.:' I,]'l., * CCI T JI-

farms. Even in

in the open country, which is rar

in the state ag a

ceiving only drought relief (feed

8B, which compares the
with that of the
difference
advanced stages of

bececomes quite noticea

the rural countics

rII.I‘I !. ll Jl ‘l';‘l »®

educational attainment of the heads

general population of corresponding

between the two groups for the lower

educntion, however, the handicap

ble, and taken as &« whole, their

nt is below that for the general population. Yet

thut two-thirds of the heads of relief households have

it seems evident that lack

ana

relatively unimportant factor in the unemployment

vt

in forcing familics to relief,

grant simificonce.

The Farm Group

the totzol number of familics surveyed live on

=,
'IJ

f.')l’ij.:rr J per cent of the case reside

below the percentage of such cases

E

Y Morcover, many of thesc fumilies were re-

r sced), which is usually of very

temporary nature., Hence, the data indicate that the farm population as
a whole has becen much less dependent upon outsld ald than has the urban
and village population,
Of those livin nm fEPﬂJ, per enc ar tenants, 1 'ent ar
]_:-;. - . * " —d 1 - +.- o P ACMIT 1 .'. N 1 '1-- orJNins - I....-_
This comparison is not strictly accuratc DCCEUB Al G gTOUps are
slightly differcnt and becmuse the figures 1or the total population
were nbtained from the Iowa Census for 1920, 8o U Lhey arc now
somewhat out-of-date.
D : , T nt KB e : ' wrnl a +9%r TS
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ulation Liv n farms; of thesc appraximat Ly -helf are owmers.
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unemployed renters, 17 per cent owners, 1l per cent farm laborers, and
O.4 per cent are former owmers. Thus, as might noturally be expected,
the lower cconomic groups among the farm population are over-reprcscnted
on the relief rolls,

Al though the data with respect to the size of farm are inadeguate
in many cases, the returns from six counties show that a very high pro-
portion of the rural rellef feamilies live on farms of only a few ocres.

Iwenty-8ix per cent of the farms occupicd by the relief houscholds in-

3

cluded in the investigation arc under ten acres, 40 per ccnt are under

signiiicant when 1t 18 reallzed that the rverage-slzed 1arm in Lowsé 1S

1 1 o = s x - P . 2t =l sy EYY e e - 3 TS O S
.*I-l.._-'ll." .Yy OVer 160 acres. L!u.:u-’ SUggCst poss1oL IKNE8328 1n proposed
- 4 = i ‘ i . =k | L Dyl = - : 4L = - | 3 | " = P 3 A Y L e
attempts to rehabllitate the relief population by means of part—time

ferming on small acreages.




The Town Emergency Relief adminigtration hes pointed out that the
prosperity of the state is generally conceded to be dependent upon the
status of the two mzjor cosh crops, corn and hogs; and that the prosperity

of the farmer determines the prosperity and welfare of the greater portion
of the population of Iowa. Thercfore, some of the underlying and immediote

-

czuscs of the emergency relief problem were: "(1) Steadily deelining

merket prices of the principel agriculturcl products of thoe stote. (2) The
conscquent decline in the value of farm lond, (5) Farmers' inebility to
cecomplish any substanticd reduction in form property indebuedness. (*1:1
The large number of foilures cmong couniry DUNKS. (5) Constant increase
in form property taxes. (8) The scrious drought of’ 1Yo4.
e |

Since all of the foregoing f'anctors are of an economic nature, however,

the question still remaing o8 TO whether there are certain causes in--
herent in the relief group itsclf which help to explein why this sector
of the population is forced to scek aselstance, while ot he game time
approximately six-scventhg ol L families in the state are self-supporting.
obviously involves many difficulties
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an individual problem.
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[herc are, however, certain general ceusges not attributable directly

Lo economic conditions which help to explain the relief situation, and

1 partial nswer to the ]JI"D]‘-JJ.L. ] unaer congsirderation wes 1um f_:“.!!*.?il 15

-
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Chepter I. For instance, it was pointed out that (1) 9 per cent of the
heads of relicf hougceholds are uneuployoble because of old age, (2)
<4 per cent oare suffering from chronic digabilities, (3) 33 per cent wer:

2 tal =, ol | v 3 T Sab (i . O i el g = ¥ ot o 1 Q20 i L A ' & ¥ 4 =
casual or irrcgular workers before 1930, (4) 34 per cent have less than

cent arc femeles who arc unem-

e

an eighth grede education, and (5) 4 per

cent of the

—
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ployable becousc of dependent children. TFurthermore, 23

.

[

relicf femiliecs are composed of six or more members, (2) 3 per cent have

experienced serious illness during the past two years, and (3) 3 per cent

5w

live on farms of less than fifty
By making certain comparisons between the relief population and the
general population it was shown further that no single factor seems to
meke for a sharp demarcation between the two populations. No attempt
was mode, however, to anclyze the relationships among the various items

- et L¥ ]

in order to determine the proportion of the relief population affected
by various combinations of factors. In other words, the problem which
still remains is to determine the perceatage of cases who are not only
chronicelly disabled but also huve a poor educntion, the percentage who
are chronically disabled, have & poor education, and were irrcgular

workers beforc 1930, etc. Obviously a combination of all of the factors

other things being equal, those individuals who are chronically disabled
and have o poor cducation are more handicopped by the present day com-
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a good education, or those who are healthy but have a poor education,
cte., It should be pointed out further thut the anclysis of the proportion

of ceses affected by ecch individurl factor, or combination of fa
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has not been made to indicete the relative importance of eachj
as an oid in estimating the total effect of all of the factors selected
for study, which was the ultimate objective of this phasc ef the inves-
tigation.

In carrying out this analysis a reprcsentative scmplc ol
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cmong the various foctors.”

Thi tabl DIl th follc .i_:l‘_- Do ) hich furnishoes ummary of the
findin;s, shows that for he group as T L T o T
re offected by one of the faetors, 19 per cent by two, 7 per cent by
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with dependent children are considered to be unemployable, these cases
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ere exceluded from the ross—-tabulation.




consideration, and in approximately 40 per cent of these cases a poor
employment. record is combined with poor health; thug, it seems that a
large proportion of the persons in this group were not directly or

wholly responsible for their lack of steady employment.

Table 2

Proportion of Cases in Each Occupational Group Affected
by Various Single Factors or Combinations of Factors

Occupational Group

lled or Un- Do~ :'.E_:T'i— All
skilled skilled mestic culture Occup,

"White oki
Factor Collar" Semi

Females with children 4.4 0.0 1,2 38,7 0.0 5
oize of farm 0.0 BT i S, 0.0 2.8 1.
Large family Ca7 B.Z% : 3 7

Poor health LESL 7.0 Ok 4.6 { e 6.8
Irregular amployment 8.9 10.8 8.8 5.7 3.6 7

Seriousg illness 1.5 1.4 Use 0.0 0.2 Ut
Education S 8.8 2.8 8.0 14,1 10.9
I'wo of above factors it 19.7 7.6 By 20.4 18.8
Three of above factors Rl 7.6 (s 4.6 8.4 7.4
Four of above factors 0.0 1.0 L7 1.1 l.%

I:} ver (.:f:' :f((f-'.l r's O fl & ,"-' - ‘u'. . -lJ : . :‘: ? . l- : . ? 4 . E "; R ‘:t
5.6

iy ‘L J :-:'1
ive of above factorg 0.0 Q.2 0. € 0.0 0.4 0.2
No factors 9948 2.0 8l.8 15.9 £8.9 29.1

Total 100.1 99.8 100.1 100.2  99.8 99.9

When the varioug occupational groups are compared with respect to

the various frctors selected for study certain fairly significant

o B Tl R

differences can be noted. Widows with dependent children are largely
Limited to the "whitce collar™ and doméstic workers; the proportion of
large families is especially high in the agricultural and skilled or semi-
skilled groups; the proportion affected by poor health is highest among
the "white collar" workers, and the proportion having a poor cmployment
record is hirshest among the skilled or semi-skilled workers; and a poor
mong the agricultural and unskilled workers

education is much more common
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'he combination of two faclors found most requently among the

LLE i - ] 11 &Mt ol 3 3 v % AT . Lr =y _— . . L
white collar", gkilled or semi-gkilled, and domestic groups is poor

health and poor employment record, wha the mopt frequent combination
ong the unakilled and agricultural groups is lerge family and poor

cducation., The largest combination of three factors cmong the skilled
or scmi-gkilled workers is poor health, poor employment record, and serious
iliness during the past two yeoars; among the unsgkilled and domestic
worliers, poor heelth, poor employment record, and poor education; eond
aniong the agriculturcl workers, large family, poor hecalth
cation. 1t may also be mentioned that the "vhite collar" and domestic
groups include compzratively few who &re affected by more thsn one factor,
and that the former group has the highest percentage of cases affected by

none of the factors cnalyzed, whereas the latter group has the smallest

pcrcentege of such coses.
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One of the most significant shown by the analysis is that

only 28 per cent of the cases are affected by more than one of the factors
selected for study and less than 10 per cent arc affected by morc than
two. When thesc findings src combined with the fact that none of the
contributing causcs analyzed werc found for <Y per ccnt ol the cases
.‘,*_-_[*_[j___"i’ B 7 may be secen tliot ¢ _]1"_ !_}‘H;H_’li”;-i_t‘.'ﬂ ol the heads of relief

houscholds have at least a fair amount of cducation, ar ln gooa 'j:x,--j_ﬁ_h,

i

and had regular employment before 18950. Thus, marginal workers, wi
would be the first to be laid off uand the¢ last to be hired, apparently
form but o small proportion of the tot Ll cascs.

'he analysis as & whole indicates that & high percentage of the cases

on relicf ars representative generclly ol workers ln tieir particular occu-

. I . . e -1 - ¥ W T s 11 1-L"I" ol B T I"rl 3w
pation, and for this retson hey cannot be directly blamed for theix
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fe to conclude that no blanket

our totsl economic structure, over which




1t has been pointed out in the preceding chapters that a lerge per-
contege of the cases on reliefl appezr to be as well oualificd for employ-

went in their pa

-1

'ticulur occupation as the gencral run of thosc who have
retedlned thelr jobs throughout the depregsion. Thercfore, assuming the
return to normal industrial conditlong, it acems likely that the largecst

=

share of l[owa's permancnt relief loud will consist of thosc who are in-

[

eligible for gainful employment.” With this view in mind, the present
chapter was desipned to scpurate the amploy:ables from the unemployables
and to estimatc the proportion of relief cases who muy be chred for under
an adequate soclal sccurlty program.

In carrying out this analysis, a representutive sample of
was selected for study. Cross-tabulations were then made between all
items pertaining to the employabiiity of varioug members of the family,

so that, there would be no duplications of individuals in the final per-

Of course, as wos shown in Chapter II, sonec occupations and som
counties have becn affected much more drastically by the depression than
others, so that several cases will most likely never be reabsorbed intc
thelr former occupations. Thus, & congiderable amount of time will un-
£ the creation Of new types of work to help
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ioubtedly be requlrecd
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L. accupaitions Al 1i 2. JUT LI 1oTr'e, Mminy variables, which cannot
bu controlled scientifically, enter in to make an accurate prediction
' ved that an
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Chirt 9, which furnishes = summary of one phuse of this investization,
shows thot approximately 58 per cent of oll individuals on selief in the
state arc eligible for employment, wherens 82 per coent are inenpable of
vorking or cre not secking work.™ The former group is about equal Ly
divided between heuds and other members of the family, while the latter
group 1s composcd very largely of children and mothers of thesc children;

Leaving only » sagll minority who are ineligible beceuse of old sge or

Chert 10, which presents inforaction pertaining to femili s, rathe

=1 . ple 4 1 15 v W T i T ~f
rl-11+_' L- [ i qlq.‘ I I L lll_; Lild 3 1 . | -‘i i [} }Il ] 1 i ~.‘.'f"|., 11 = = ':
the cuges would full in the group contanining no persmns cligible for em-
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ploym nt it 1l cnses wh L1 pirtl L1y inc pacitatea ] ]'Jynll_‘f:.'_lj_dr weare

included, but since thesc porsons arc celigible for certain types of work,

have becn congldered os caployables It should pérhaps be added

further, that of those families contalning only one employable member, in

nearly onc-fourth of the cases thia individucl is child, who will not
neecssaril support Ui cntire 1 L.l van thougn h is able to obt: L1
s Gy WOIrK,

hen the hcads of relief households are considercd sepnrately, it
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or to seek work. This prhase of the sh

of the now on relief may bec cured for by the

CAben

includes old age assistance nnd mothers!

institution of uncemployment and illncess

r"l‘l\ I‘ I‘LJE t : I‘ :.:

sceurity benefits, with the greducl return of

ment, and with the creation of new types of work

of, thosec who constitute an excess in their |

gocms reasonable to conclude

solved,

social security progre
pensions,
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Furthermore,

onee and other

to regular employ-

migration

articular occupation, it

problem will be largely




CHAPTER V

In brief, the present study was designed (1) te furnish facts re-

gording the generol characteristics of Iowa's r

1ief population and to
determine whether this group of individuals differs in certein fundomental
respects from the total population of the statey (2) to present data which
would lead to & better understanding of the reasons certain families have
been forced to rclief; and (3) to secure information which mey be valuable
in planning the present and future needs of relief clicnts.

ininr to the heads of the relief
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The results of the investi
houscholds show that (1) 90 per cent arc mele and 10 per cent femcle, (2)
96 per cent are white, slightly over & per cent black, and less than one
per cent ol some other -.'L'.E_J.}_'.-l', hi..} 94 per cent were born in the Unlted
States and 4 per cent are of foreign netivity, (4) 65 per cent have
resided in the present locality for over ten yecrs and only 4 per cent for
less than one year, (5) 7 per cent are single, 78 per cent married (of
th{?fil_,, 65 per cent have been married over ten years and ﬂ[l.l.‘f ]'.*; per cent
for less than four ye s ) > ' per ‘cen
cent widowed. As to the familics: (1) their median size (3.7) is

slightly higher than that for the general population of the state (3,3),

1 3 +] a7 ol Al 1 nr i 7 yOTY  NOaT -~ +
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: : 2 AT O . 1 +hro ™ more 3 ; pa—
c s, one to two births in <L pal cent, cnd threec or more in one pex
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cent, (5) 76 per cent live in & housc, 21 per cent in an apartaent oI
11001-’-”:’ na 3 P r ccnt in a ‘st LoKx or gimjilar L:‘.,'IH, of dwel l]ﬂr:'; in Eli?}ltj_:,r

over 11 per cent of the cases there are two Or more persons per room,




(4) 6 per cent reside in the open countr 7/, ana of thepse 56 per cent live

on farms of less than fifty =2cres, :nd (5) 41 per cent of the cescs have
Ninety-eight per cent of the hecads of relief houscholds arc able to

read, write, ond speak English, and only one per cent have never attended

school. Forty-one per cent passed the elghth grade, ond sn additional

<0 per cent continued beyond this level of attainment; however, only 7

per cent complcted o high school education and less than one per cént were

graduated from collecge. The cmount of formal educution reccived by the

relief heads is on the average somewhat below that for the general pop-

ulation of corresponding ages, but the fact that approximately two-thirds
of the cases in the former group have o minimum of an eighth grade edu-

cation would indicate that a lack of cecducation, when taken alone, has not

-

been resgpongible for forcing many familics to relief,
[he usual employment of slightly over half of the heads of relief
families was in unskilled or semi-skilled occupations, whereas only about

L=

8 per cent may be classed as "white collar" workers. On the other hand,

only 16 pcr cent of ¢ll guinful workers in the state are employed in un-
skilled or scmi-skilled occupations, and nearly one-fourth f

" tion. Vhen this finding i1s comblned with the

=
L
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white collar" classg
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tact that the employment record Wis Lormed ocood" for threc out of four

12 heods of relief

houscholds were not inefficiont or uncualified workers in thelr poarticular
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occupation, but that they were cngfgca 1l hos. types ol jobs which have
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In addition to the differences found between the relief population

and the total population with respect

ol
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amily, educational attain-
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ment, and usual occupation, it was discove (1) a higher percentage

01 the relief heeds are below 2& years of age and o lower percentaze above

w yeers ol age than is true for all hecads of families in the state; (2)

'.

nome ownership is much less common among relief than among non-relief

&
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femilies; and (3) the average-sized farm for the rural group is consider-

ably below that for the stote as a whole. None of these differences makes

3

for & clear discrimination between the two populctions, however, snd there

18 a great deal of overlapping in cvery instance. Murthocrmore, z study
of several traits, which arc inhcrent in the relief populetion itsclf and

which may heve been responsible for leading familics to relief indicated
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N2t the aggregate of these 1actors Dy no means cxplains why some fomilies

hers ar: 2s yot self-supporting. Thus, it secms
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wvident that gencral economic conditionsa, rather than the personal traits
nd choeractoristics of the relief populction, arc mostly responsible for
the unemploymont of the unemployed.

A study of unemploycbles on the reliof rolls revealcd that 86 per cent
of the familics include onc¢ or more employasble members, whercas in 14 per
eent of the coses no person in the houschold is eligihble for work. About
2l per cent of the rcelief heads arc inceli gible for all typcs of enployment
tnd on additional 22 per cent have a chr mnic disability, the nat
which makcs it practically impc asible for them to compete satisfactorily in
certain !',1;;;-_1‘- of fw‘.u_;l'.il".-*-i--!';:‘i. fhis part ol th LNV i.?'..i._":fi 14 .'l.Il‘..'Lc’.‘_.-. a
further thot about 20 per cent oi tlic cases no n relict
by the prusent socizl sccurity program, and that a ry high proportion of
the remaining cases are qualified to return to T gulor enployment whenever

1 Fa

the opportunity 1s alloracd.
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NUMBFR OF YEAES HEALD OF FAMILY Hi3 RESIDED 1IN PRESENT LOCALITY

Lees than <0 or Intire Total |
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TABLE, XVI

?I}}Ei; {“}f lJ_LlllllfrlN'Lf ';t'.d:-ﬁ_'-.rlﬂ._'.,!- f_l-q_-...'-Ti.' _!.IJ" -_T' 'L'J‘.u.;.l_ll

1 hpart- Total
| ~ 1 ; ' iy === VLo y la s P i o Jr P
L Lounty House ment Flat papleX Shis ek [looms Dthers LaSes |
| Dubucue 50«3 6.8 -8 BT S 50 14.4 0.8 1545
| Linn 71.2 9.0 0.3 5.6 15.3 0.6 353 |
ol 70.1 1.l Ol 0.1 1.1 17.1 __D.4 1448 |
|
! {

Urban 6l.6 9 .

o2
to
-

|

}. 4
g
L]
cn
-
tn
-

o

O 3126 !

Appanoose 97 .6 0.2 Q.7 0.9
Henry 82.6 el 11

L]

n O

[ ] -
=] ¢ O

8

Monona 84.7 Ded ) 87 = o4l
Plvmouth 95.0 P e 40 .
Tama B83.8 G0 DS S b Ce D 196

Slightly or

Moderately gl.1 0.4 0.5 0.1 2l T 0.8 1861
Urbun

L o

Humboldt 60.6 14.1 7 g | 5.6 R c«B 5.6 Tl

s
T 1 a1 g o “ ~ - - — = -
I"L EOK.LLI‘L IE}', " :-. vl = ? I:_- - -.'_ll {_J - gf.l I o) i '7 1

S10UX 8
Jinnebago Bt : _
worth B R 11.1 ko5 2o a0

Rural 85.1 7

r.
o
=)

e ———— e —— —

b

All Counties 75.0 6.1 5.1 0.9

o
os

0.7 6098




TABLE XVII

™ " — X gy

- T T POt 1T I : 1
NUdBBRH OF 1."__”:-1‘-.1_,.- 414 111_‘-_111‘.,’_..11 L:i".;l.ﬁu GUANDLILND

F Go nty One 10 Three Four rive 1X or more f:sﬁij

i - o
| Dubuque 6.9 10.4 16.9 2].1 4.4 22.1 8.2 1306
:. -'.,iiln l{.:l-;-j'l LI -":‘. ll-'-li l..;-l ' ™ f’ 1_.:_ - 6.:_" “I 1
i_,__l.lf:; 1"_:.!..31‘ l.l.-u::' l_ll:._.-' 1{,:]-']? f:'ll':.-' 1:._]151‘ -:::'l.? 111‘:

Urban ) 15 | 110 13.6 203 19.3 15. % = 2969 |

ad @ N

!"-E'.f‘-" .;-n{-JCI »J'E: : ‘rf! 1*‘? L] I LJ L] 1. ::‘-L L] LJ J-'::‘- 'If- 7 - 'E_J l I-d -:.}-rﬂ..ll' !
Henry Lod Qe 1 B! 2l « 0 17 <8 16.1 4,9
‘t HONOond l re kK 1'-:_.! l-"-i.‘l 1"_'}‘;':, _J'.i;.r: .r'l-:f-. .-LCH-? 5‘:5

i [
Plymouth Ted S 17.5 %0.0 27 o5 12.5 40
. .

.
n

1
o o . y - 27 o~ 1o 0 1¢ |
il _.h].._ ‘+ a0 a | Je A b..'il'.., Qi el L w o) .L‘.-.-;'..- ..'p.n_:l"_ i
slightly or *
~1 ¥ " 1 > C 1 ' 4 1 ) 1 i "
i J'-ibl 116 l‘u' ‘-.J'I? .1_1_--# 13ed) ) e n i L-L ) » & b R A 1.-.;
Urban |
o Ol - ——— ~
Humboldt Bt 8.9 12.5 6.8 15.% 7.9 - 112

1
£xe9 270 12.3

en N
0

Aookuk 3o . 9.9 e 299 |

Sioux <8 B.8 B.l 1.1 el <07 2l.8 168 |
¥innebago Ted 13.5 16.7 14,6 18.7 11.6 14.6 96

| iorth 7.1 17.9 17.9 25.7 11.9 9.5 84 |

r

|

Rursl 2.0 B.6 10.6 18.F8 e 16.8 17 .3 1053

ill Counties 9.7 118 13.3 20. 8 20.7 14.6 S

L
.
O}
cn
£




TAaBLE XVI1L

TYPE OF LEIGHBORHOOD OR SURROUNDINGS IN VWHICH FasmlLY LIVES

Total
alr 'oor Cuses

=3

| County Good
buque

|
Linn 10 | 88.9 18 |

Polk 10.7  50.1 39,2 125

Urban -_:,_'J:J. 3 49 .1 29.9 ]E?G

! C 7 Y ol ~ -~ -
Appancose 1.8 ST 6440 681

H enry 5«9 59 .4 gy E\..] 7

liononi 84,7 11.9 % e

CH
™
R
C
'
-
o~
A
-]

Plymouth €+ 4

b |
4
| o
g,
Y
-
(&
ot
FAN|
:-\

Tama 40.4 40.8
slightly or _
Moderately 5843 309 50.8 1
Urban § | - N rrlven - e

ol e e m— o ——

-
__'\.

703

g

Humboldt

—
L...
-

M
h—:'
L]

N
': —
L]

e

(o,

Keokuk
Sloux 09«6 5440 6o 280
— O o E, . 12 = Qc
Ninnebago 9.6 ST § 16.3 ug!
!
30y I r e
| Worth Japu 28 o 4 0840 15.6 &J%
A 4 f ‘:l i) ] ™y I
I{LLI‘L‘]_ ez o - _l.-l’-_l - ??l__; ‘
All Countles 50.6 H9 .3 50«1 3743 |

e b =




PERCINT

AGE

OF

X1X

Lu“:'I 3 ) H'-r

AU MITTT L
WAL L.Lﬂ-ll".

e -
.rIu.l.P_r

1 = ~ |
ICount' Yes 3 No Total CLJPJ!
- vt : 22
! |
| Dubuque 21.7 7845 1440 |
I { ]
|Lin1 18.0 82.0 509 l
| - ) _ bl '
| Polk 19.9 ~ 80.1 1462 E
i i
| Urban 20.5 719.5 2941 !
|
|
;bpliﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁ 0w 7643 835
- _ — "
IIE;'HT"}' _le:_' .,-‘."I -.‘31? . F *_rf’.L:
wWonon:. l'l;::}t -_TI ';I' | w : ) J;}'
i Plymouth 15.0 B9l 40
Tome e ) (647 i el
>lightly or
woderately 20.0 80.0 1869
Urban . ! P TR L B
Humboldt 1€ 57« 8 LLS
Keokuk 303 6. 37&
| Sloux Chei) TC7 484
Yiiniebago A 69,1 a7
L.’.OI"‘Lh Lt et . 87 .8 90
I Bk L :r‘-. -g ? '-'i"l _J 1].flIE
| | 1 r‘DLlr tJ. il s _J ?I«.}a '-J ‘!_14_“8
|




PER C
PER C;_...JT OF TOTaL

ENT

OF RELIEI

TABLE

AX

j.’C'PJIJf:rF] OL"E rJTII.':'.[ lN' 1 I'IL. vl e ;

POPULATION OVWNING HOMES CO
JI.J H"Il;u L--.--- rr-...F._::':il.rI:-;I;J)

(FOR (

T r
il 1J. I.J_Iu

WITH
§ .

Relief Population
(Per Cent Owning Homeés)

Total Popul

ation
(Per Cent Owning

!10:435}1

1.7

19.9

L. E {
il e o

59.1

'_I.

I

1| Jrban

\ ST eL
|

1 np) Padlon o e

!

| Henry

|

I

| Wionoana

Plymoutl

Toma

20.5 54,9
; 0 I‘;F ::?'-ﬁ

&8 60.6
16.0 00. <

15.0

i
i.:n_. = -.':l

Ul‘h-il-._

slightly or

woderuteldy

‘}{.} ™ ':-:

—n C— i ———

49.7

I.:IU'- i_l

— % - — e
Hamboldt 1P 51 .4
Keokuk 30.9 63.0
Sioux Lls D 00, &
innebago S50.9 04,1
dorth _
11 y ] 25.0 39 s UJ
2. RS A o
Ll L 'jillll!ll.i"-?-.! <le0 O4.7 i
LR e e S e e U L T I




TABLF

XX1

PERCENTAGE OF CaSES VHO OWN AN AUTOMOBILE
b : ,
| County Yes No Total Cases

I

j
| Dubugue
|

-

Ann

70.8

1586

549

£ PPAnoose
Henry
sMonona

Plymouth

re= -
L ame

b
"IJ
.

o

7.0

Poll} 23.8 76.2 1460
Urban 20.0 80.0 5185

—
5.0 94.0 513

e o e e R
ollghtly or

Moderately

| Urban
I
Humbo ldt

14.5 85.5 1506
37«9 62.1 95

o
o

1034

Al Counties

ol 2o

s -




TABLE XXII

OCCUPATIONAL CLASSIFICATION OF HELD OF FiuWlILY

Counts ) { 0 y: e 3 4 O 6 { 8 3 v Cases
Dubugue P 0.6 3«8 Dok 28l XS 3.9 1lB.4 Z3.4 9.8 6.9 a8 1416
Linn 2.6 0.6 Cad 4.7 14.3 11.4 5+ 6 Q.k 5.7 135.8 9.6 0.3 342
Polk 1.6 0.7 4.6 o D @ e, 7 A | 4.7 10.8 47.9 7 A 1.7 0.2 1465

Urban o 0.

o

4.0

(&)
on
(48]
co

124

14.0 34.8 9.2 4.8 0.5 ORRS

o
na

L =
R

Appanoose 0.7
Henry De e

;5- J.
9.9

-

[ ]
o
en
[ ]
l—l

'-.—-
L]
o g

O.6 4.7 67.1 10.4 e D& 869
9. S«8 R7.2 10.8 21.9 232

A
-
(&~

[ ]

€N W

1=;'jilonr; _.']-rf rl} " T - - :_ - L.;. -t? - t; (:I . 1-:..’ .-i- = ]. :_]1 -{.-'I il“:‘- 5 :-F.I- - E]' f:;l. 2 F’ IE,.:'E}
Plymouth 2.5 10 : 55.0 7.5 22.5 0

erll' L [ =™ o fem ) Ul e . ot Fom Tl |
‘ama ool Dao tal e A6 {8 Q0 84 &£7F Dok e <18

Slightly or |
Moderately 1.4 0.5 2.0
Urban

H
[
=
0
-
CN
™
Te
4
{0
tn
n*
-
1 8
-
-
-
H
"

Qed 191

[T

Humboldt 1.9 O.9 1.9 20.2 Bed ol o (G 131 | 0.9 50.0 108
Keokuk L6 0.8 Led 18 9.3 e 2 1.8 R5.9 4.0 41.9 375
Sioux 1:0 | [=h 2.1 2.9 12.4 5.0 } 9.5 22.5 99 358.0 484
winnebago 1 | Ded .0 Hail Sl 2.0 <0 4.1 20.4 19.4 31.7 08
Wworth Ded Yok  Ela@ 8.9 cet Ye.2 46,7 ey Al 5 a0

| Fural l.4 1.2

o' ]
al
=,
L]
on
’._J
| ]
H=s
on
L
W
Fa)
[ ]
-
=-J
L]
et
e
.
n

4.8 S7.9 1155

411 Counties : 0.7 Y | 2l 2046 T4 2.9 9.9 &Bed 8.5 4.1 & 5 8292

"

X- Professional & Technical; 0 - Managerial
o&6 - Semi-skilled; 7 - Unskilled; 8
juniors

1l - Office workers; 2 - Salesmen; 3&4 - Skilled
9 - Farm operators and luboTers; v - inexpericnced
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I4ABLE XXTII

s P Ll aal s e i = il Ty e 'l * L3 - AT T - ¥ Y ] ] _"-1
NUUWBER OF WmONTHS SINCE HEAD OF FaulLY VWAS STEADILY EWwPLOYED™

: 60 or Still Total
| County 0-5 6-11 ) «4-35 36-47 48-59 Jore Employed Cases |
. 1deil 20.4 14.8 386 05} % .9 1112 |

105 13.0 14.6 0.6 390

L:LlL'\.-l i-.\; e iF ™ Fj l ::r - -':l'
Linn 16.1 v

B o [
M
n

) M 1.._.-"‘] -
L]
|

e
Polk 22 .8 11l.6 12.7 11.8 10.0 B.2 13.8 9.1 1323
Urban 15.9 1d. 14.3 125 14.5 11.6 10.7 6.0 2767 |
APPOIIoO0SEe ee l 15 5 £5e9 14.7 6.9 8.8 10.8 510
Henry B8l Sowd 3.l 14.1 38 6.4 185
wWonona ol e D 6.1 30.0 207 SRS 16.4 547
Plymouth 18eO 7 <O 46.0 D.4 ek Sal 37 |
Tama 2. 3.8 25 21.9 12.8 17 .4 196 | -
Slightly or i
Moderately 172 13.9 8.9 17.1 6.9 11.7 fed 1275
Urban
Hamboldt 70.7 12.0 Ba7 S.d 2 P ¢ Cel > Pa
Keokulk 5e2 15.0 34 .8 22.0 10.: 12.1 213
Sioux Bel Be7 3354 327 6.0 Sl Bad 0.9 £5é|
Winnebago 3.9 6.1 <l.8 9.8 Del 7.6 D.4 9L
worth 9.5 S 381 10.7 Q.4 3«5 ol B4
Rural 14.9 13.6 307 23.0 8.5 6.3 4.0 L0 975

A : : : : : :
osteady employment 13 considered to be of one or wmorc months'

duration.




EMPLOYMENT

TABLE XX1IV

RECORD

0F HEAD DF

Fas 1LY

Pl"_-ﬂl't(}'i.l. th

Tama

22.0

i sn)

10.7

Totel
._Uounty Good Fair Poor Quaeai
Dubugue
Linn Sy - 5246 10.3 301
Folk 80.5 _ 15.4 4.1 1596 |
Urban 76.3 18.4 Ds D L6697
Appanoose 69.1 £5.8 | 815
Henry 87 .6 3.6 2.8 218
Monon: 93.3 2% L.4 ,ﬂ?‘
42.5 27,5

Slightly or

moderately
Urbun

175

Humboldt
Keokuk
Sloux

.-.iI'lI:E"t'J.'.;":fJ

ir i
i 1'} o s
=

e B

Rursl

|
|
|
|
|
|

411 Counties

a

Th4as




Tiki.-‘L..l K;{"f

REGULARITY OF EwPLOYMENT OF HEAD OF FAMILY BEFORE 1950

“ No Previous Total
County ._Work Casuel  Irreguler  Regular Cases |
Dubuque 6.9 0.5 4.2 88.4 1034 |
I
|
Linn 6.6 31.1 He. & 10.1 316 |
Polk 5.6 A 56.9 57.3 1421 |
|
Urban 5.2 4.8 2645 65.5 2771 |
P !
Appanocose 0.5 24 74,6 R T 617
Henry 1.8 0.9 Ga7 9l.1 PAA
|
monona § 9,6 B89.3 564
Plymouth 5.0 Rl A% 60.0 40
Tame =
Slightly or
0.4 L.7 Of+O 60.4 1446

Moderately

Urban

Humboldt, 16.0 el 51.9 8l
Keokuk

3ioux 15.7 549 9.2 71.% 466
Winnebago 1.5.6 10.5 2es9 51l.0 96
Worth e {Os0 el e 89
Rural 12.1 6.1 2le5 60«5 132
411 Counties 4.8 Gol 9.0 6.1 43}9;




TLBLE XXVI

County

Fair

Dubudue

14.7

19.6

10.8

7.0

13.4

Appanoose

Henry

10.1

aononea 7 4o pen | 7
IJlJrnlr}uTJh ? ? . !,_} [ F.:' -‘ I - a f_}l r:.lf:l
Tama. 93.5 4.6 1.9 577

slightly or
uoderately
Urbean

H Ll.J.]'.'-D Lfit

| Aeoxulc

L

10UX

e

innebago

+ I

14.5

4l . %

| ¥
.' L‘ (W
—

| :
' nll Counties

i "y
o 4 N |

i .
D |_,r

— -




TABLE XXVI1I

CHRONIC LISABILITY OF EEAD OF FAMILY
Vencreal icntal Neryous Crippled- Lye or Ear Other Tchmli

| County ___None _Diseuses Disorders bUlscoraers _ nernia  Deformed Defects Disorders Cases

Dubuque 53« 4 0.1 0.4 1. De 00 ST 17.3 1491 |

Linn 63l 0.9 Lo oo e ST 18+9 Ok |
 Polk 83.8 D D.d KeB 1.9 1.0 10.1 1442

Urban 701 O3 0.8 St 546 e O 1:.3 Sel?

APPENOO0 3t TR 1.0 | 1 § 0.5 0. Sal el 18.1 873

Henry 88.9 1.7 lad Lo el 0.9 OeB 2d0

jonona 8l.6 0:% Kot ) ol 1.0 30 1.8 0.4 066 |

Plymouth 67 5 Las O«0 2.0 <0.0 0 :

Toma 85.1 D e & 0.9 346 bad o'l el

slightly or

mModerately 78.3 0.6 1.8 0.5 0.9 Sed e D 12.1 1955

Urban

Humboldt 386 € S 1.8 Selk tel 116

Keokuk 8l1.9 0.5 0.5 L.6 1.6 1.3 13.0 382

>iou 77.6 0.4 0.4 .8 S 1.4 LLa7 187 |

Winncbage 61 .S 1.0 Dol B2 1.0 2«8 27

orth e A e e T T | Lot (0 A ol * i S B S e 20

nural Tisb Jait () es el 3.9 s 185.0 117%

|
|
} L] ? I - 8 O . Il: :: - I:’J' :;_"' - 'r_:' :’ - 5 l lr..p} T 5 6-"4'8; |




TABLE XXVIII

CHRONIC DISABILITY OF CTHER «EZBERS OF THE FAulLY

Vencreal wental Nervous Crippled- Lye or Ear Other Total
County None Diseases Disorders Disorders Hernia Deformed Defects Disorders Cases
Dubuque T3.9 152 0.9 S.1 DaD 15.8 1332
Linn 69.3 0.9 1.7 o 1 17 .8 542
Polk 85.7 0.2 0.6 BvS 1.8 0.5 10.8 102%8

P_I
L] L]
¢ +__'_‘

O
W
LN O

Urbean 118 0.1 1.0 1.2 0.7 el R0 4.% 2696

< 1.4 ek Lesd 5l1
Henry 03.1 o4 0.9 0.9 Lo L3E
rionona 03.2 0.2 0.4 8 0eD 0.5 4.1 562
Plymouth & % Con) e Lo 15340 40
Tema 953 1 e 0.9 La8 . e
Slightly or

Woderately 88.0 O.4 3 | - 1570
Urban ‘
Humboldt 60.1

Appanoose 78.3 1§40

e
b_l
o
L]

ot

7
o

e
L]
C
L]
C
-
h\-\
|
)
P_....I'
L]
C»
o
L]
==

2.6 5.9 1.7 2.6 5.9 21.2 118
Keokuk 86.8 0.5 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.8 0.8 10.0 381 |
Sioux 78.1 0.4 0.8 0.8 0.8 1.3 17.8 183
iiinnebago 58,0 547 1.1 5.7 4e5 25.0 88 ‘
worth 92.0 ; U 3ed ded 87

Rurcl T8.7 O.% 140 L | 0.7 1.6 [ Izt s 1113

1
L L *y

o

1157

All Counties 80.9 0.2 1l 0.9 0.8 22 1.8 12.7 5425 \




TABLE XXIX

MEABER OF FAMILY SERIOUSLY ILL DUKRING PAST TWO YEARS

Totel
County None Father Wother 3011 Daughter Cases

fabuque 76.6 9.1 7el 5.8 5.4 1301
Linn

Polk 84.4 2.2 6.0 a7 1.3 1342

Urban 80,5 8.1 B.5 2eb 2.4 ~643

Appanoose

-

Henrvy 93.5 4.3 1.5 0.7 139

glonona

™
(53]
™
(@3
T
w

Plymouth 84.6 7.6 2.6

Tama

5litﬁltly or
moderately 91.5 el Le'f 0.6 | B 178
Urban

Humboldt

KReokuk 98.1

Sioux 06.9 0.2 0.9 1.0 1.0 489
Winnebago 8l.5 4,3 8.7 s0 Cep Qg

Worth 87 .7 2ol 0.6 4,5 89

Rural 94.5 0.7 1.8 1.7 : 846

——— e

] -i'l-ll Coun.i-i{:-.; 8‘.‘.. L] 1'_1-' 'r..-;l E: :.j'l ::.. : L] :‘-'I---I :a'l- ]- ESE{.’?‘




lllll

I-I.I.i IE:" L _I.: JIL}'L }'a

NUMBER OF DEATHS IN F.ulLY DURING PAST THREE YEARS

—_

| Three Total
| County None - One Two Or umore Cuses

Dubuque 94.4 5.3 0.1 0.2 1450
Linn 95.9 5.8 0.2 341

Polk 05,3 0.8 0.2 0.7 1417

Urb{ﬂ EJ'IJ L] i‘:} nr,'i - "f: {j L] ;-, U L] 'i: 15 ::08

Appenoose 92.8 Lad 0:3 26 877

Henry 97 .8 Rk RIL

Monon 95.3 1.3 0,4 557
Plymouth 97 .5 2.5 40

Tamz 96.4 5.6 - 193

Slightly or
oderatcly 04.8 34 € . & Lyl 1699

Urbon

Humboldt (e 8e5 el 0.8 118

Keokuk 98.8 l.2 326

Sioux 95.6 1.4 182

Winneb.go 100.0 98
! T 1 M 1 1 I
\_iorth )44 1.1 4e0 90 _|
: E
Vs o o - ]
4 Rural 05.9 Dek Uesa 0.5 1114 |
| |
: 1
. |
| 411 Countics 04,6 1.6 0.2 0.6 60R1 |

f
!
|




TABLE XXXI

PROPORTION OF HEADS OF FauILES 4BLYE TO
SPE«K, READ, «ND VRITE ENGLISH

Coun ty

Yes

Total Cases

Dubuque

| Linn

Polk

98.7

97.6

97 .0

1487

340

|

Urban

97.8

-

sppanoose
Henry
mMonona

Plymouth

0.4

1913

Keoltuk 100.0 581
Sioux 99.2 0.8 483

| #innebago 99.0 1.0 98
orth 100.0 89
i ] 9.5 0.5 1120

n1l Counties

',i'ﬁl ' E—

6500




TABLE XXXI11

PER CENT OF RELIEF POPUL.TION REPORTED ILLITERATE
COMPARED WITH PER CENT OF TOTAL POPULATION (FOR COUNTIES INUWERATED)

Relief Population

Total Population

County (Per Cent Illitercte) (Per Cent Illiterate)
Dubuque i s 0.7

Linn el 1.0

Polk 3.0 0.7

Urban Rel 0.8
ApPPAN0o0sE el Ced

denry 0.4 1.6

Monona 1.1 0.5

Plymouth

Tama 1.8 1.4

slightly or

Moderately 1.5 1.5

Jrban

Humbeoldt

Keokuk

Sioux 0.8 0.8 ﬁ
Winnebago 1.0 0.9

yiorth

Rural 0.9 0.8

4ll Counties 1.7 0.9




TABLE XXXI11

EDUCATIONAL ATT&INWENT OF HE:D OF FawILY (HIGHEST GRuDE FuS3ED)

College Total
| County 0 1-4 5 8 7 a 9 10 11 12 1 : 3 4 Cases |
| Dubugque 0.2 6.5 4.5 7.3 9.0 43%.8 4,8 5.1 2.2 7.5 1.4 0.2 i.4 510 |
Linn 0.9 7.5 4.2 6.3 10.3 39.2 8.2 6.9 4.2 9.3 3.0 332
| Polk 2.5 15,2 7.1 B.86 6.0 30.9 8.2 8.0 4.4 6.0 04 0.8 0.1 8.9 679

=
H
Q
-
1=
-
X
P_.l
O
[ ]
(9]
cn
L]
(o}
=~
o))
]
£
LN
D
L ]
-
-..4
-
0} ]
o
8
L]
3
a_q
-
o
(-
-
A

0.5 0.1 0.9

[
cn
Ay
[

i .

| sppanoose 1.0 23.5 11.8 10.3 10.8 23.4 5.9 4.4 5 5.9 1.5 204 |

| Henry 0.5 10.7 4,4 8.8 9.7 48.4 4.9 44 2.4 4.9 34 0.5 0.5 1.5 205

| donona 10.4 b 11.9 6.0 B50.B 5.0 ok 25 2.0 134 [
| Plymouth 8.8 11.8 8.8 8.8 44.1 5.9 11.8 34 =
‘ Tzma 0.5 8.8 o 5 B.l 48.8B 2.5 8.1 6.1 9.B 2. 198

Slightly or
l‘lDdEfflt‘;ly J\:.}I':' J.lrl“_t ?-r.t :ji"'n ?Sl:j :.30-:'::' lE‘Jl-'-r_.-l 51{_} -?]-H E'I-Jl :_SI? Oltj Gil UI"..:
Urban

Humboldt £«

=-J
=]
n

{ v S ' 8 28 1.8 109
Keokuk Tad 6.l T2 6.6 46.1 D8 Oe i Fed 1052 Ded 0ad 0.6 362
Sioux 0.5 Gad 5.9 15.4 10.3 42.7 ted 540 1.6 Dal ged 0.% 0.5 0.2 1g
winnebagoe
Worth

T

Rural 0.7 6. 6.1 11.3 B.3 40.1 Ot Dol 2e6 ok 0.8 O.4 O.2 0.5 913

L Jlll C"}lm‘;l":_; lcl ‘-_jug ﬂ-l :jo{:j 6115 K;U-b E}-E G-O 5-5 ?10 l'?-‘ 015 Otl O"E 3209 |




TABLE XXXIV

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF TOTAL POPULATION
(Twenty-one Years of Age and Over)

1

! Rural 12.7 11,2 1439 8.l 29.3 3,1l 4.6 1.9 7.0 e men Qg XY |

' County 1-4 5 6 7 8 S 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 |
| Dubuque 155 6.1 " 8.6 B.7 38,4 2.2 538 1.6 BE L8 3.9 LD 2o i
| Linn 15.2 8.1 7.8 4.6 26,7 5.6 6.1 3.5 12.7 3.0 3.5 1i6 3.8
| Polk 13, 5.9 8.0 4.2 30.0 4.0 5.7 3.2 14.8 3.3 3.9 1.8 6.0 !
| Urban 13.1 65 7.0, 5.0, 80,7 3.8 54 3001350 229 5.4 1.6 4.7 i
| 1
{ Appanoose 19.3 12507  IRNT T ToF 2409 3.5 39 2J5 8de ALy day aus vazanl I |
| Henry 9.8 9.0¢ 16:0 4.8 28.0 5.0 5.7 24 %9 397 3% 14 350 | — |
| lionona 2%.6 9.8~ 11.8 5.7 22 5.0 4.9 2.2 .0 L3 14 B8 15| |
| Plymouth 11.6 8.6 12.2 7.7 37.7 2.9 4.1 1.9 6.4 1.9 2.0 0.8 2.2 |
| Tame 13.2 31,68 14.8 5.3 2060 3.0 4.5 2.6 7.9 51 2.3 T2 25 |
| Slightly or 3 [
Moderately ST 10.4: 13,4 Bad £8.8. JF.4 4.5 2.3 T.8 2.3 2.2 0.0 1.9 |
Urbun i ]
Humboldt 14,5 1D 13:4 B8il g6l 3.8 el e b {8 D e i+2 2.1 | ]
Keokuk 13.2 17.2° 16.7 5.1 216 4.0 50 2.5 7.2 29 2.0 1.0 IE |
Sioux 11.4 8.0 14,1 106 .5 <0 Sel 1.8 6.4 ;R 1.8 0.7 1.8 !
Viinnebago |
| Worthn
|




PROPORTION OF

T4BLE XXXV

RELIEF C.SES RESIDING ON FARMS

No

Total Cases

| County
|
| Dubuque

Linn

Polk

98.4

97 .0

Uﬂl‘l

1474
358

1363

Henry
Monons
Plymouth

Tama

10,7

Urban 1.7 8.5 5175
J'.?j__.,-'!nﬂﬂ._'re lOo::- Urj- 1'L 8?9

87 .8
3 -
Ej 1"1 L] Id_)

100.0

84.8

o
p—
o N

061

slightly or
woderately
Urban

88.7

Humboldt

Keokuk

Q8.3

85,2

Sioux O 94.8 481
Winnebeg & & B4,5 97
VWorth 8.0 9.0 88
fural 2.0 91,0 1147

inll Counties

94.0




TABLE XXXVI

PER CENT OF FARM FAMILIES IN RELIEF POFULATION
COMPARED WITH THE PER CENT OF FARM FAMILIES IN TOTAL POPULATION

—

County

Relief Population

Total Population

I

| Dubuque

Linn

Polk

Urban

Lppanoose
Henry
gonona

Plymouth

10.9

W i
e e

11.3

Hamboldt,

K 2000

a;;t. 11;[-': G[r IGT.’._-

Sioux a2 48.9
Winnebago 1555 55.6
1!1‘.)1‘1..-}1
Fural 9.1 50.2
1 - - w I{
‘ Jl.!_ {rfjunr,Lf_‘»..- bI'\.}
353




RELATION OF HEAD OF FAMILY TO FARM

ot f illae

TABLE XXXVII

Fi.rmer+ Unemployed Total

County Ovmer Tenant Laborer Ovner Lhenter Cases
Dubuque

Linn 50.0 25.0 12.5 12.5 8
Polk

Urban 50,0 25.0 125 12,5 8
Lpprnoose 0.8 65.3 £.8 11.1 72
Henry 21.0 51.6 47 .4 19
mMononn 9.6 6l.5 17 .2 Le9 U.6 SR
Plymouth

Tama 8.0 60.0 24,0 8.0 2O
slightly or

Moderately 15.5 59.5 10.1 0.6 14,3 168
Urban

Humboldt

Keokuk 15.4 36.5 T 40.4 52
Sioux

Winnebago 14.3 P 28.6 2l.4 14
Worth

Rural 15.2 56.4 12.0 56.4 66
| Al11 Counties 16.5 52.1 10.7 0.4 0.2 242




NUuWBER OF ACRES 1IN FARW

TABLE XXXVI1I1

== —

Under Over Total |
County 3 5-9 10-19 20-49 50- 99 100 Cases |
Hubuque
Linn
Polk
Urban
j,pl‘r.:,[lﬂﬂdl'j_ ll";' 1515‘ T-O 2:‘,115' :::’:4.0 29-6 ?-.I_
Henry 17.9 gl | 10.7 " | e sl 2 vl 28
Monons
Plymouth
Tamo DD e D 25.0 16.7 __16.7 B 24
Slightly or
woderately 11.4 15.4 0.8 179 RR.8 Rk.8 123
UI.'".' Il
Humboldt
JII-'LG'GI‘;IJII lCr.rl'J ?.1 3|J.5 ?vl 3518 28
Sloux
_lorti
Furel il 13.9 2«8 38.3 0.6 o7 «8 26
| |
i |
lLll Counties 1l.3 15.1 B.% 22.6 18,9 25.9 155?
i




No. of uonths Known to Relief Agency

= § B

TABLE XXXIX

FARM AND NON-FARi RELIEF FAMILIES RELATED TO
NUMBER OF MONTHS KNOWN TO RELIEF AGENCY

Is Residence on Form?

To taf‘-.].H
Yes No Per Cent Cases”
60 or over 1.6 3.9 J.8 25
48-59 ! 1N 5.8 Oul L9
o6-47 el 6.8 6.5 387
24-35 135.5 4.2 L3O 1405
12-23 5.7 30.5 30 « & 1803
6-11 527 16.5 1743 1054
0-5 RO R 14.5 151 901
 Per Cent 100.0 100.0 100.0
Total Cases” 370 5604 5974

'LE]{C lud ing Unknowns




Ti/BLE XL

MARITAL STATUS ARD SEX OF HEADS OF RELIEF HOUS*HOLDS
m

llo. of Children Under 16 Yeors of Age

Five Total |
None One Two Three Four or uore Per Cent Cases

5 | Single (k) 91.0 5.2 2.2 0.5 0.8 0.3 100.0 366
E | Merried (i) 26.9 21.6 19.2 12.5 8.8 11.0 100.0 4844
3 Separated (i) 59.1 10.8 1D D 10.8 Seb Reld 100.0 83I
E Divorced (i)  77.8 BBt 6.0 4.3 0.8 100.0 117 3
o | widowed (i) 66.6 11.3 6.9 5.4 4.4 54 100.0 203 T
'E 3ingle (F) 92.3 (S 1.5 100.0 65
'g darried (F) 48.0 14.0 0.0 10.0 6.0 2«0 100.0 S0
o
Ef Deserted (F)  25.0 25.0 50.0 100.0 4
= | separatea (F)  32.3 27.6 21.2 10. 2 6.3 2.4 100.0 127
é Divorced (F) 39.0 20.5 20.5 10.5 9.5 100.0 105
" |uddow (¥) 59.7 16.9 7.8 5.8 5.3 4.5 100.0 243

Per Cent 55.8 19.7 17.0 10.9 7.5 9.0 100.0

Total Coses’ 2225 1220 1054 676 468 564 8207

wExcluding Unknowns




T+BLE XL1

NU4BEK OF PERSONS 1IN RELIEF GROUP
RELATED TO NULBER -OF ROOMS IR LIVING GQUARTERS

Number of Persons in Relief Group

10 or Tot&l;
0-1 e—-3 4-5 6-T7 8-9 More Per Cent Cases
One 3 o SO J.8 1.2 0.3 0.8 9.7 ol2
- Two 14.0 16.5 9.3 S8 3.9 0.8 Il.2 591
=
o
2 Three 8.6 175 § 2, 10.2 6.5 5.9 13.6 720
Gl
© Four 7.8 20.7 26..1 2l.3 19.3 17.6 . P 1116
s
o
—g Five 0.8 0.8 i DO e K 9.8 28 .6 £eeD 1188
=
Six S, 8.5 B 19.0 ol e 26.1 12.8 676 |
sSeven |
. or More DD Ted 9.1 1hkaS 19.0 0.2 9.1 478 |
Per Cent 100.0 10C.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
| Total Cases 463 2024 1607 762 306 119 5281

* Excluding Unknowns




Occupational Classification

TABLE XL11

OCCUP:.TIONAL CLASSIFICATION OF HEADS OF RELIEF HOUSzHOLDS

RELATED TO

HOME OWNERSHI1P

Doeg Family Own Home?

Yes No Per Cent Totel Cases*
x000-x999 2t 78,9 100.0 114
0000-0999 2745 72.5 100.0 51
1000-1999 22.5 7745 100.0 182
20002999 2346 76.4 100.0 157
3000-3999 27 .1 72.9 100.0 654
4000-4999 24.3 75.7 100.0 448
5000-5999 13.53 86.7 100.0 195
6000-6999 18.2 81.8 100.0 680
TO00-7999 2l.1l 78.9 100.0 2987
8000-8999 18.7 81.3 100.0 529 |
9000-9999 1545 84.5 100.0 807 1
V000-V9e9 27.3 72.7 100.0 oo |
Per Cent 204 6 79.4 100.0
Total Cases 1263 4859 6122

*Excluding unknowns




No. of Months Known to Relief Agency

OCCUPATIONAL CLASSIFICATION OF HEaDs OF RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS

TABLE XLIII

RELATED TO NULBER OF WONTHS KNOVWN TO RELIEF AGINCY

Occupztional Classification

x000 0000 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 8000 7000 8000 9000 VOOC _}
to to to to to to to to to to to to FPer Total
%999 0999 1999 2999 3999 4999 5999 6999 7999 8999 9999 V999 Cent Cases”i
60 or
Over 1.8 9.1 2.6 3.6 3.8 2.5 4.0 4.0 4.4 B.5 0.8 12,5 3.8 226 |
48-59 1.6 1.8 3.5 5.9 45 5.0 2.6 5.7 0.9 16.F 3.6 215
56-47 4,5 @5 5B 4.2 7.9 B 14T 6:7 TL b 2.6 83 6.8 397
24-35  23.2 15.9 20.5 24.1 29.1 28.8 26.0 28.8 25.1 18.4 11.1 4.2 23.3 1396
12-23 31.2 31.8 320.0 27.7 26.4 28.3 31.6 27.3 30.2 26.5 43.5 37.5 31.0 1858
6-11 17.9 9.1 17.4 22.3 17.9 13.8 11.9 14.4 14.8 19.2 26.9 B.3 17.3 1036
_0=5 el.4 31.8 22.1 16.3 11.6 14.0 7.3 15.8 13.5 18.2 14.2 312.5 14.4 866
Per
Cent. . 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Tota lu_
Cases” 112 44 190 166 632 435

177

596 2297

473

848

R4 5994

*Excluding Unknowns

—-08-




TABLE XLIV

TYPE OF WORKER HEADS3 OF REL1EF HOUSEHOLDS WERE BEFORE 1930
RELATED TO NUMBER OF WONTHU KNOYN TO RELIEF AGENCY

Type of Worker Before 1930

o
Proevious
Vlork

Casual

Llrregular

Regular

P'-}I'
Cent

Total

Cascs

— e e—— e =t =3

60 or over 7.1

48-59 S8
06-47 Ga2
=35 150
12-25 5349

6-11 19.6

15.6 7.1

ia-] ; ) a o)
1._'f!- ‘:EI?

L.8

2.9

0.6

6.0

51.6

16.1

16.0

4,1

J.8

6.8

15.5

l{jll

208 |
194 |
347
1267
1512
791

7169

No. of wonths Known to Rclief Agency

Per Cont

100,0

100.0

L.

Total Cascs’ 240

o197

0088

Ixeluding Unknovms




STATUS OF HEALTH OF HEADS OF RELIEF HOUSFHOLDS

TABLE XLV

RELATED TO NUWMBER OF MONTHS KNOWN TO RELIEF AGENCY

Status of Health

|
|

&y Good Fair Poor Per Cent Total Cases |
% | 60 or over 545 4,2 0.7 37 219 -i
:* | 48-59 3,5 3¢ 4.4 3.6 210 |
-

E | 36-47 6.7 6.4 6.0 6.6 387 |
; 24-35 23.8 21.4 19.7 25,2 1366

E 1R2-23 30.0 33.6 29.06 30.5 1794

%: 6-11 16.9 20.6 16.9 17.5 1028

E U= 15.6 1065 L7 7 15.0 881

: Per Cent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

=~ | Totel Cases® 4651 869 385 5885 |

"Excluding Unknowms




Age of Head of Family in Years

CHRONIC DISABILITIES OF HEADS OF
RELIEF HOUSEHOLDS RELATED TO AGE

TuBLE XLVI

Chronic Discbility of Head

Yes No Per Cent Total Cases
;?5 or. over 69.1 30.9 100,0 123
70-74 59.0 41.0 100.0 161
65-69 44,8 55,2 100.0 268
60-64 36,1 63.9 100.0 407
55-59 29.9 70.1 100.0 551
50-54 31.3 68.7 100.0 687
45-49 23.4 76.6 100.0 685
40-44 24.9 75. 100.0 751
3530 21.5 78.5 100.0 741
30~54 15.6 86.4 100.0 721
25-29 11.3 88.7 100.0 680
2024 7.3 92.7 100.0 463
Per Cent 24.7 75.3 100.0
Total Cases 1542 1696 6238

“Excluding Unknowms




Date Last Employed One lionth or lore

TYPE OF VORKER HEADS OF KELLIEF HOUSEHCLDS WERE BEFORE 1930

-84

Ta 45 I.I-I.L YLLU]. 1

KELATED TO DATE La3T EJPLOYED ONL WONTH OR MORE

Type of Worker Before 1930

i No r
| Previous Per Total
| flork Casual lrregular Regular Cent . Cases’
' 1930 ox |
Before 5.1 15,8 13,7 14.1 13.7 562
1931 2.9 11.3 7.5 12.3 10.6 434 |
1932 11,0 9ed 11.7 13.0 1255 510
| 1933 12.5 11.53 16.1 16.5 16.0 656
Jan. 1, 1934 to
June 30, 1934 28.0 15.5 17.4 15.6 16.5 674
July 1, 1934 to
Dee. 31, 1934 19.9 22.0 16.3 14.6  15.5 635
Jan. 1, 1935 to
Moy L, 1935 20+ 6 14.9 175 13.9 15.€ 6Ll
Per Cent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
| Totel Cases™ 136 168 1089 2699 4092

*Excluding Unknowns
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TABLE XLVIII

PER CENT OF CASES IN EACH OCCUPATIONAL GROUP AFFECTED
BY VARICUS SINGLE FACTORS OR COWMBINATIONS OF FACTORS

WHICH MAY HAVE BEEN RESPONSIBLE FOR FORCING FAWGILIES TO RELIEF

"White All

Factor Collar" Skilled Unskilled Domestic /Agriculture Occupations
3 D& 4,2 4.5 5.7 4.0 4.4
& 4.4 3.0 « & 38.7 3.6
3 O.% & Reb it
G 6.7 B2 6.7 Oedd 9.1 8%
o 1 e | 7.0 SR 446 7ol 6.8
6 8.9 10.8 8.8 57 3.6 o
7 leb 1.4 1e2 0.2 0.9
8 3.0 8.8 12.8 8.0 14.1 11.0
0 39.3 eleD 31.8 15.9 £8.3 9.1
5-4 1.4 0.4
5=5 0. 0.1
5-6 0.7 0.4 0.8 0.2
3-8 1.0 0.2 0.5
$=5 3.0 el 1.2 R 1.6 sl
5=-6 3.0 1.6 1.9 1.1 1.7 1,6
4=T 0.4 0,2 0.8
4-8 0.7 5.9 4.5 l.1 78 4.4
o-6 Be7 546 i 4.6 1.6 el
5.7 0.4 0.5 s
o-8 Lek e B 5.6 34 14 s
67 0.7 0.8 1.0 0.6
6-8 Deid L6 1.1 2ok 2l
7-8 0.7 D€ 0.8 0.2
3-4-6 0.6 0.2
2-5-6 0.2 0.1
3-5-8 0.4 0.1
5~4-T § 0.% 0.2 0.2
5-4-8 0.7 0.2 C.l
2_6-8 0.2 0.1l
4-5-6 1.6 0.5 0.4 0.7
4-5-7 0.4 D2 0.2
4-5-8 0.7 0.4 i F 2ol 142
4-6-8 4 L+ .4 i M= €
A-6-7 0.2 Oaé 1.1 0.8 0.3
A_T7-8 0.2 0.2 1.0 0.4
5-6-7 0.7 1.8 0.2 0.7
o-6-8 1.6 Hal B4 1.0 1.8
5-7-8 0.2 0.1
6-7-8 0.5 0.% Q.8




-8 6~

TABLE XLVIII (Continued)

"White _ All
Factor Collar" Skilled Unskilled Domestic Agriculture Occupations |
d=4-6-8 0.2 0zl f
3-4~6-T 0.2 0.1
3=4-5-6 0.1
3-4-5~8 0.4 O.1
4-5-6-7 0.2 O 0l
4-5-6--8 0.4 0.2 ol 0.6 0.4
4-5-7-8 0.4 0.1
4-G-7-8 | 1.0 0.2
4-5-6-7-8 0.7 0.2 0.1
S—4-5~-6-8 0.4 O«

1-01d Age; 2-Widowed; 3-3ize of Farm; 4-Large Family; 5-Poor Health;
6-Poor Employment Record; 7-Scrious Illncss in Family; 8-Lack of
Education; 9-No Factors
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COUNTY

RELIEF POPULATION

Name of Enumerator

Case No.

To be answered from cuse record card:

e B e B0 0 B 4

-.\';“;J

N O

e
P
i

N

P

-

Fae I e

-

i

[ S

In or near what town does client recside?

Date of Enumeration

Is head of family: single? married? separated?
widowed?

vex of head of foamily?

Number of rooms in present living quarters?

divorced?

Does family owvn home? Mortgage?

(a) Doecs fanily occupy a housgg?
(b) If not, what type of living quarters?

Is residence on foarm?
If' residence on farm:
(a) What is relation of hecad of fomily to farn?
Laborer? Foracr owmcer? Unecuployed renter of h
(b) How many acres on fara?
Is casc transicnt?
Nuaber of persons in relief group?
fuaber of children under 167
How nany pcersons in fanily are eligible for work?
sge of hend of fanily?
Head of fanily was born in what country?

Owner? Tenant?
ouse or roons?

What is the regular trade or occupation of head o
Chronic disability of head of family, if any?

f faaily?

Chronic disability of othcr liember of fanmily, if

Ruce of hecud of fenmily? "]

How long rcsided in present locality (in yeurs)?
o L y

any?

How longz married (in yﬂhfﬂ)?_ .
Last steady job of head of family:
(a) Length of time employed (in months)?

(b) Kind of job?
How long hts case been known to relief agency (in
Number of births in family during past three year
Occupational classification?
amount of budgetary deficiency?

d
ta

months)?

"3

otatus of health: good? fair? poor?
Employment record: good? fair? poor?

Does head of family speak, recd, and write English?

Date last employed one month or more?

Serious illness in family during past two years r
weeks continuously in bed:
What member of family? What illness?  Length

squiring two

of time 11179




A A
(LS

a7 o

QDO .

.‘.__1
as

40,

Number of deaths in fumily during past three yoors?

Hos any adult member of family ever been arrested (except for
treffic violation)? (a) What member

(b) ¥hat wes the charge? _ (¢) Approximately when

&

- i3
N el =l ol
arrcg L.rt;’.t.i

Hos sny child in fomily been arrested? (a) What was the
charge? (b) iApproximately when arrcested?

Whut type of worker was head of fumily before 19307 HNo provious
work? Casual? Irrcgular? Rcgular?

Does fomily have un automobil:?

I'ypi of neighborhood or surroundingg in which family lives:
zood? fair? Poor?

liow moany relatives of the client are on relief?

[8 cagse applying for old =ge pension?

(2) Is ecse applying for cny other kind of pension?

(b) If so, what kind?

f

Grade last reached by head of family?




INSTRUCTIONS FOIit USE OF SCHEDULE

Date may be secured from cuase record card, occupation c: rd, or
directly from socizl worker.

(uestion

tuegtion

Luestion

Question

uestion

(uestion

Question

Question

faucstion

T = o=y
-'1."';-1" 15 L 1..,[_’.-&

Luestion

L:

6(z)

6(b)

&

Use the Post Office Address.

Place a check after the appropriate answer. "Head

of family" refers to person who hus been or is likely
to be the principal contributor to tho support of the
fumily. This will be the man of the femily, cxcept-
ing in cases of widows or similar exceptions,

Do not count the bathroom, pantry, ete.

: This means a whole house without oxeeption--do
not consider shacks, box curs,cte. 8 & house.

Type of living quarters mey be: shecks, store,
apartment, barn, rooming house, part of duplex
housc, etc.

L]

Thi

01

ct L[

refers to the opon country. & housc ot the
own, c¢ven though outside of the city limits
not to be considered a8 a farm.

Tenent refers to renter whether he pays rents in cash,
in service, or in produce.

This includes all persons in the group whether working
I-.}l-h n tl 1\? 'Il};..lng.

This refers to the cnildren of head »f fumily or
children for whom he »r she is responsible.

This refers to all men 16 years >f age >r over cble to
work, ond to all 2ble~bodied women 16 yeors of =g
or aover who ore ocvoilable for work. Note: £ woman

v7ith children under 16 is not to be considered aveilable

for work.

This question 1s to be angwered to the nearest ye=a
nnd should be done accurately.

[

This refers to any disability which is permanent or
recurring end is likely to affect the social or oc-
cupational status of' the person concerned. In case of

doubt, include the defcet.




.00~

L

Question 18: May bc aznswered by white, negro, oriental, Indian, cte.

westion 20: This mcans dote of first marriage. If separcted, di-
vorced, etc. include this date, and if remarried in-
clude this date,

uestion 21

One month or more is to be rcgarded as © steady job.
Do not include C,.W.A. work or any other work connected
with relief funds.

Question 22: Occupational clessification refers to the following
general occupationcl divisions: professional-technical;
proprictors, managers, officlals, office workers;
salesmen andrkindred workers; skilled and foremen in
building ¢nd construction; skillced and foremen in
manufacturing and other; semi-skilled in building and
construction; scml-skilled in manufacturing ond other;
unskilled laborers; domestlic and personal services
farm opcrators and laboroers; incxperienced juniors.
Write dom numbcr as given i.e. 3024, ete. If more
than one is given include ¢ll of them (in order of
ability or preference if possible)

Question 28: Yes if he can do all three; no if he can't do all
three-—otherwise include which he can do.

Question 36: Classification of neighborhood. Good--gingle family
dwellings in a condition of repair better than average;
in general, homes are those of familics who are com-
fortably well-off, or well-to-do. Falr--single family
dwellings in fairly good condition and apartments that
arc well kept vp and not over-crowded. lHomes of
familics in gencral who arce in modcrate circumstances,
wvhere the houscs arc not in any markced state of neglect
or deterioration. Poor--shacks ¢nd run-down dwellings,
or apartments in poor repair and over-crowded. An
arce that is obviously neglected and in & state of
deterioration, where buildings arc unpainted and
tumble-dowm.

(uestion 37: dumber of relatives should be counted in terms of
cases of familes who are relctives.

In cstimating time in yeors, be accurate only to tho neearest year;

however, in cases wherc length of timc is less than one ycur, estimate the
froctional part te the necrest one-fourth ycar,

whole month.

't

In estimating time in months, be aecurate to the neores

"yes" or "no", do nok

In cuscs where question can be answered by
| give any ather answer.




P-———_'

Conduct survey so that (1) if work must be stopped at cny time, the
results up to thet point will constitute a fair sample of the county,
(£) if it is not possible to complete all schedulcs, thosc completed will
meke up & fair sample.

1

I

A
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