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This paper dis a report puklished by the StudentiNonV1olent Coor -
dinating Committee, It is general and extensive in scope rather
““than Spe01f10 and'detailed. The report's purpose 1s threefoldv
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lu to give SNCC 's MlSSlSSlppi field workers a handy reference.
source detailing statistically some of the general facts
‘relating to the status of the Negro in MiSSLSSlppl,

2, o 1ndlcate the dlre nece531ty for GOEQ's proposed community
“  centers and county workers, and :

3. to serve as a guideline for more detailed studies to be made :
in the near future.

e el thlS study, the term "nonwhitc peoplc is used 'instead of the 1O
~ferm "Negro" in many instances. Because of the high proportion of ¢
“Negroes in the nonwhite. category, ‘it is not a distortion to use -

data that refers to "nonwhites"” as data that refers particularly
 to Negroes. In 1960, in Mississippi, 99.6 percent of the total
‘- nonwhite population was Negro, and 99.7 percent of the nonwhite
farm operators were Negroes., ;

“This report is belng disﬁributed by

THE COUNCIL OF FEDERATED ORGANIZATIONS (COFO)
1017 Lynch-Strect:
Jackson,; Mississippil :

ONE MAN - ONE VOTE

“OOFO Publication # 1 | 5 ; Labor Donatedﬂ
‘October, 1963 <



Report for Miss. Field Start

PERTINENT BACKGROUND DATA

,uGrOWth in the PoDulatlon, 1940-1960 | Gl i o)

- Number and Proportlon =< QIG5 1R Negroes constituted, in 1960, roughly
42% of the total 2,178,000 population in MlSSlSSlppl Between 1940 -
and 1960, ‘the total populatlon remained nearly the same (per cent
change: *O.Q),.with a more than 7% decrease in the Negro population,
compared with an increase of more than 6% among the’ non-Negro popula- "
tion (See Chart I and Table I. )

Although birth rates among Negroes have been con31stently hlgher “than

- those .among whites, mortallity rates are hlgherj average life expectan-
*~ ¢y s lower and migration out of the state is considerably hlgher
among Negroes than among whites.

| Birth Rates - The hlgher birth rates among Negroes, in comparison .
with whites, are 'shown in Table 2. In 1949, the rate per ‘1,000 among
the Negro population was 34.8, compared with 21,8 among Whites . Since
1945 {here has been a significant rise in the birth rate for Negroes:

During the depression 30's, sharp declines in birth rates occurred -
among, both Negroes and whites. (Chart 2°) 4 v »

;‘D@gth_ﬂa_gg = Death rates among Negroes contlnue to be: highepst than
the rates for whites ‘though the difference 1n the rates has eonsis-= i -
tently narrowed. (Table 3)' It is 'still a Tact, houever, that the deat]

‘1 rate among Negroes today is not as low as it was for whites 'in 1913,

the first year for which we have. death rate data.  This is largely a
- reflection of the continued low ‘standard of ljv1ng Mississippl Negroes

exlst under, 4in adoltlon to a 1ack of access to adequate hospltal care BT

(See Chart III.)

Infant Mortality -/Infant mortality rates since 1920 for both races:
have generally gone downward.  The rate for non-whites, however,

swung upward in 1957 and continued upward until ‘1961 when it startedﬁ
downuward again (Chart IV). It takes 'no statistical genius to under-
‘stand what the figures reflect:  In Mississippi the chances of a
Negro baby dying within the first year of 1life ‘are at.best twice | ,
those jof’ a white baby. Though most babies of  both races do’ survive,
Negro babies have a greater chance of starbing ‘1ife with a health

it handlcap In communities where Negroes are subJect to major segre-=

gation and discrimination, the Negro baby 1s much more likely to be.
. born, prematurely Premature babies may get excellent care Aif they
“lare born in or near 'a hospital with @ modern center for premature SRR
‘infants, but Negroeo in Mississippil are. largely denied this. (Table 4)

Significant Population CharacterlsticsL,1950 =1960

Age DlSuPlbUblOH - Table .5 compares the chanwes in the Negro and
Jwhite population which have occurred among different age groups
“between 1950 and 1960. During this decade the total population of
Mississippl remalned almost the same. ,There,was'a net increase, in
the white populatlon and a net decrease in the non-white population.

h"Mout significant for Negroés is the large decrease in the group aged -

20 to 34 Because workers in bhlS age group {are tradltionally
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<:;Negroes in the Labor Force

i

5 Repnrt Por Miss. Fleld Stafty A

referred in hlring for neyw  employment, “this: change in age composition

vof the . population may contribute’to 1ncreased employment opportunity

for younger Negroes. :The situation may also add to/the dilemma o
employers whose hiring‘policies continue to favor white workers and

workers under 35 years of age - (Chart 5. )

v;‘Urban Rural Distribution =i o 1960 the Negro population/was largely
¢« rural,ithere béing over fwo- thirds of the Negroes in the State living
- in rural areas. 'Of the 79 545 persons who migrated from rural ‘areas

into Mississ1pp1 cities, only 5 percent were non-white. There obviousl;
has been no significant rural-urban redistribution of the non-white
population within the state during the last decade. ' This is. largely

‘a feflection of the fact that employment opportunities for rural -
‘fnon whites in Bhe: state's towns and 01ties are//poor, (Table 7) f

:f‘County Variations = Table 8, showing the Negro and white population'
[7dn 21950 and 1960 for each’ county, reveals the high percentage O]
[1 Negroes in some counties and the considerably high out-of-state migra-

tion: taking place . There ‘are 29 counties wherein Negroes constitute

. more than 50% of the population. Hinds, Calhoun and Coahoma 'are' the{,'

counties with the largest numbers of Negroes. 'Tunica, Clairborne,

‘,z and/ Jefferson have the largest percentages of Neégroes. The area com~
* ) monly referred to as the "'Gulf Coast! has’ shown the only consistent

y

increases in population during the last decade. This is 'the most

8 affluent .economic area or regicn in the state, s1gnlficantly

’ Cities of lO OOO or more r Table 9 shows the 18 cities in Mississ1ppi
. that 'have 'a population’ of greater than lO 000.  ‘Intgll ofi these cities.

with the exception of Biloxi, Negroes constitute 20 per cent o ‘more

}'of the total population.
f’Educational Agtatnment [yl /A0 il -'\;wj- o T

hs shown in'/Table 10, in 1960 all Negroes aged 25 and over had completed
| an average of only six years) of achool i ) This/ isifive years. Tess than
' the average for whites.' The average.is ‘even less in the rural farm b g
| areas. where a high proportion of Negroes live ‘ .

RECENT LABOR FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT TRENDS

IR

:'Eropgrtiog ;n _the Labor Force = The proportion of Negrbes in the labor

'force is very similar to the proportion for whites. - There is a 'nopice-
' able difference in’the proportions when the races are divided into.

. sexe, however, There is a greater per cent of Negro women,, particu—:'

- 1larly. urban married Negro women, ,in'the labor force, than white women.

| The proportion of Negro‘men in the labor’ foree isinoticegbly: lower ‘

‘than the proportion of white males. (Table 11 and Chart 7). ,

”;Unemnlovment = Table 12 shows that, in 1960 the average ' unemployment
rate for Negroes was more than 50 per’ cent greater than that of whites
| €hanges in-the rates for-the two races frou 1950 to 1960 .were ‘vo ativer

' “4he sawmes . This change hasg becn an, unfavorable one; resulting in an

,»unemploymont rate for Negroes oh e percent (Chart VTII)
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Report for Miss. Field Staff, continued

Status among different Age Groups - Table 13 shows, for 1960, the varia-

tions at different ages in the labor force status of Negroes in compari-

son with white men and. women. About 67% of all Nézsro,gen zges 14 or over
were in the laber force compared to roughly 75% of all white men. A sig-
nificantly higher proportion of Negro men under age 24 and over age 65

W%re in the labor force. TFor both Negro men and white men between the
9 20 and 64, the rates of labor force participatien were comparable. ,
The pattern among women shows some significant contrasts. The propor-
tion of Negro women in the labor force was ‘higher than for white '

- women l1n every age group except ages 14-19 and 20-24. Among white
women, the rate of labor force participation drops after age 24 {about
the average age of marriage), whereas for Negro women the rate increases
through the 45-40 age group.’ s - G chE el

 Industry Distr¥ibution ~ In Table 14, it is apparemt that of the roughly
one-half million employed Negroes in the State, more than a third are
employed in agriculture with more than another third employed in service
industries. Unbelievable as it may seem, though Negrocs—eqmprise al-
most 40% of the total employed labor force, only aboufy are employed
in manufacturing and even less than that .in coustructicm employment.

Pattern of Unemployment - Table '15 reveals that of those/Negroes unem-
ployed, not more than 8% can be categorized as skilled workers. ‘Though
21.1% of those unemployed were previously semi-skilled operatives or
xindred workers, 31.9% were nom-agricultural laborers and 21.55% were

farm laborers. Thus, over 50% of the unemployed Negroes were unskilled
laborers. - T S i e ;

by 0 - INCOME

Income of families, 1990-1960 - Table 16 and Chart 9 present the
aedian income of all Negro and white persons for the years 1950-1360.
In 1960 Negroes had an average annual income of $606, only 29% of the
average lncome of $2,023 among whites. The difference seems particu-
tarly wide in‘view of the fact that a higher proportion of Negro family
ggmbers are in the labor force. . The data in the previous section on
Labor force and employment show that a higher proportion of Negro males

‘nder age 24 and women over age 24 are in the labor force than is the
;ase among whites. i L : g

‘here is a relatively smiller differential between Negroes and whites
"or urban as compared with rural .-persons. In 1960 the average income
»f urban Negroes was 33% of the average among whites, a decline from
3% 1in 1950. The urban Negro family in 1960 had an average income of
2371, compared with an average of about $2600 for whites. Between 1950
ind 1960 the average income of 'urban whites increased some $800, whereas
suiong Negroes 1t increased less than $200. Among rural persons the
sedian-income of Negroes increased from #390 in 1950 to §47M in 1960
sHen it was about 31% of the average for white persons. 'This represen-
.ed a relative decline from the $390 average of 1950 when the rural
iegro's average income was U41% of the average among rural whites. The -
ioney lncome of both Negro and white persons living on farms remained
. -ow and increased relatively less than that of rural non-farm and
‘rban families in the years 1945-1949, '
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'Report for Miss Field Staff, continued

‘Table 6 =~ Population of Mississippl, by color and urban rural re81dence,r

19 60 ) l' : i S { : 1
‘Re31dence e Native-bornnwhite v ‘Negro ¥
f ‘ : Male . |  Female wlgchaie il S gtmale 5
Ufbén A nf v'_245,006l. 566,507 ‘ 134,967 ‘158,765\u
PR eE B Ol Y A R e i ; : AL i
- 19 ) non=farm 20434385 11 “2U8, 1 307 P 1 56, 5O | O T804
’?Rura1~—farm 124,265 | 118,988 149,137 )¢ 148,588 i

(Source U.S. Bureau, of the Census)

:Table 7 = Urban and rural mlgratlon, by race,‘ln MlSSlssippi, 1950 1960

‘Area 7 o Population RS Net Mlgration | Natural |° Net DA
1950 1960 ' Number ALy . | Increase| Change-% |
! State - 12,178 91l 2,178,141 —424 158~,—16;3 19,44 | ~0.03
© White {1,188,632|1,257,546|7108,470 { 7.9 14.9:1 5.8
~ Nonwhite $90,282| . 920,595 (-315;688 -25.5‘ 24,8 |'-7.0
“Urban " 607,162| 820,805 | 79,545 | 10.7 22,1 13525
White = 370,300] 525,853 55476 /11168 v 20037 BOL5
Nonwhlte 232,842 294,952 4069 4. 24 Dl (g 126, T
i Rural _1,571,752 1,357,336‘—503,703 e (R T g s T ale s T
_ White.{ 814,312} 731,693 |-183,946 |-20.1 B2 Uil O 8l
Nonwhite 757,440| 625,643(-319,757 |-33.8 Rl L8 o=l A
(Source MlSSlSSlppl State Board of Health) :
2 Table 8 -- County Breakdown of Population and Migration Al i
Net Change
Countx : Populgtion i e iNG NonWhite | % Nonwhlte ~ ‘of Negroes,
SR P! ot bR ; 1950-1960
Adams U eI R0 , '18,695‘ 8 49,5 i Pt g
Al Eorn < L 05 28D T : 3,333 , SO G oL TG
USSR A P i : S 443 s Tah GG T By Db G il
{ATRala UERCE Bl 9,546 e v L LTS
Benton - Tl ‘ B 0098 M i g ‘46;g j W e
G Boldyar v 5, ek | T el Ll DB ~140nh
' Calhoun. 1659l L e bl g S0l B 3G i Pt a8 A
Barrold it Tl Tl it e & 6,500 ; ? 58.2:" -26.4
. (Chickasaw 16,891 TR SN EERIS SRS SR R o o #2210
_.Choctaw v 8,423 P e DEIR DG R Ao o) oU.3
Clairborne 10,845 8,245 . 760 i TS
Clarke W16 493 01 2 G EUR2 i T 39.4 17,67
SiClay ) 18,003 aU A 9L 10, el 53 hER G 7
' Coahoma ' 46,212 ENe 31582 il /m B8R S =11.4
Copia i\ 4 27H0517 L e AIORG &t B The Bl G s L Al 3
Covington i F3u637.° k. (s IR e e RIS O] ) L0,
. Desoto S 238G e 4 v Y 5] > (LU ABLIRE R 56T BT hiseEL ol
5

SN OrTeR B T L BRI R LAY Iy, PR I U NS, 13.
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Report for MlSS

Field Staff conuinued

7:Table 1O -= Years of school completed by persons 25 or older, 1960 '

Race |Number 25 Yea S| completed ] i high schoo’
Gl MR Rt tand Yover s inohe 3ot 4 5-6 T 5B 1=3 L '
- |[Nonwhite 8 8 5 : USRI Qe : : {
‘number | 383,017 |24,318| 92, 063 61 525 37,729 {67,239 42,547 L6273
percentage : S i S L 3 : 20.2 9.11{" 12,4 Il.l cl 2

White ' | oy iy 25 el SR '
number 681 959 8,444 40,274 51,865~ 38,450 98,287 156 550 | 168,056
percentage B 1.2 Bt Wy S5 6 14 23 O 2L .6

Median,grade :

Nonwhlte ~ grade 6
White m=e grades 1l

(Source U S Bureau of the Census)

Table 11--- Employment status of the civ1lian, nonlnstitutlonal popula=
960 (% distribution)

tion in M1351331ppi, by color and 88X,

rEmployment , -
status and 'White, 'Nonwhite ]
sex. R e R e R ERPEAT
(e UAd Lapbang | rural rural -urban rupal’ ol rural
s \ non-sfarm | farm ) non-farm | farm’
| Both sexes: e i o
Total, 14 100 100 100 1004 =15 X00 AT l00!
years and ; <F il ; et
pren. | il % | ‘
In labor force | 57.6° | 49.3 UBYON A BE A | hs 45,1
4&, Not in labor - ; , : ff' . “?1’> A7
forge i Al iy 5O D O ST 41.9 4.3 4h9

l]"n /8 b i'ormp ) ) 5 ‘ : i , ' i ol :

employed 96.0 QU6 96,3 91.2 92.9 95.3%
|/ unemployed 7o e T BT LB Tk A7

r-—-—‘—-_._._.... el 208 ‘ L PPt v _ e | BTNV S S ARY B A \SL 5 NS RS A T R 2E :

Females: : : v i :

' Total, 14 100 100" i, 10057 "L 0D 100 100
years and’; o e B ' :
OMET ety » e .

Inlabor force | 37(7 | 29.1 2h.1 u8.9 | 3005 21,5

; Notfin 1abor b i Jlaey ; | ¥

: Orce f A i 62 ;3 ) O. ; 0 o L5 ’1'1‘ ‘ ) 6 0 ! 8. ¥

In labor force . g 9 I 5 : '\‘~9»5 i

A employed . = - 9553 95\, 0% 5 050 19200 gl L T 90.2
5] unemployed 4T 5.0 5.0 o0 8.3 9.8
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"Rebbft for Misé Field Staff,

Seontinued 4

Table 14 == Induoury grouping of employed; peruono, 1960 (pércentage~
| /- distribution) . R e
= - - 2 - : : :‘v - : T ; 1‘
INDUSTRY < | NONWHITE L WHITE : %
B s State Urban Rura}m Rgg%%l State {Urban Rur%arm g£%1 !
Agriculture Bheg 1131 ] PLO.| By TR IS Yok B S 0 SV DR R Yo
Manufacturing e B Bt o e o Bk DROBH A ) ool 1 20,2
Wholesale L heal Ly L A e
ppLade TR E g s bR o LS Al ta s vk
e e Ol J 052 SR BRI BB Eaainie (Sl orae 0.8
Transportatlor’  f ‘ ‘ : : 1
Communications LAt oS oy 2 A A
and other pub- NS AT RS e e T : Sal ey s : :
i Tte il itiess. % Quf BR80T ki D 478 2B 1 343 2-5
|Retail Trade 1535 (L B WOFS Gl g d O 3600 F 2o gkl (16,0 TiH
Service | il e ; W T A S 4 :
I dndustries 3%eSi ) 954 3157 422 B 0Bt 37O 23 00 10.8
Industry not it c ey : bE b A : '
| reported el 2.6 LR A 1590262 17 1.8
(Source U, S8, Bureau of thu Cunsu°) “ :
( Taple 15, an MaJor group occupatlon of the' experienced unemployed 1960(%)
- Group | L__Male ‘ . G ) Female e AT e B
; T i White Nonwhite | ‘white Nonwhitel
| Professional 2. L ok6 5.5 1.2
Farmers and farm managers. 312 28 T 0.4 B2
|Managers, officials, propr1etors";3‘5 , o0 20 2.5 S04
|Clerical and lindred workers A4 i 019, T8, bl 0106
Sales workers ’ h.o¢ Q2% 4 | 09 % D5
Craftsmen, foremén and kindred 2335 104 IR 0.3
Operatlves and kindred: workers 291 SN SBGE U o 2Dk
Private household workers ORI 07D 2N ©39.8
Service workers, except prlvate e Gy By - S :
3 hougehold workers /. $ 3000 Lol il 12,5 158
Farm laborers and foremen s ol 8 21.5 2Bl %) BTl
J{Laborers, except farm aad mine! TS r 35 319 QA l,O
|Occupations not reporte e WG 0 el
(Sourcc Uas, Bureau of bhe Census) o :
! Table 16 —i Modlan 1ncome for persons, 1950 and 1960
L1950 1980
state |urban .| runal statc urban |, rural
Nonuhife B4bo 18693 || $390 | 8606 | $871 | $uTh |
wnité' _4‘ $1;236 $1826 4973 $2;023 5o 622 181,605
(SoUPce yls Bureau of ek Census)
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| CSource:

i

No bauhtub on shower'

U S Bureau of the Cunsuu);

120,729

Table 18 e Negro hou31ng in Missis sippi
e ; ; R AT -
State Total Urban’ Rural
Total Housing Units sl RO 00 WUEIRIBRH S L S PG R
,owner~OCQUpied/§# (79,059 32,913 ., i PR
| | owner-occupied (% aetog L Rerlip i g N385 645 )
renter-occupied. g 1287, 552« 4h 911 AB35 0L By
4 erenter-occUpied’ %) 619} L 5Ty5 644
| Condition o ey
Owner Occupled R : 4 i et :
sound 36,656 VOLERET 18,979!
deteriorqtlng 275545 1 1Q,005 17,540
| dilapidated 714 858 5,231" ',9’627 _
‘Renter- Ocdhpleu s : ' ] i
! sound ! 33,168‘/ 55 294 Sl L,
deterlorawlng 52,629, Fh 15,937 /436, 692
dllapidated Lo 755 13,680 29,075
| water Supply ; X S TR
<]l ~Hot’ and Cold Water, ’ ; ; AL N g AT
/| piped inside Lo, 870" 33,181, e
Only cold Water, : : : i
plped inside 39,101 30,376 I8R5 iy
‘Piped water outside 2302 V105229 SRl ra D
No -piped water RS 1003 138 ) 4,038 96,100
Tollet Facilities :
~/Hlush Toilet Zore e
iexclusive ndge W 62,160 et \ 39, 679
Flush. ollet, shared use 7,570 Sy re Gl L (P05 (L
Norie. /it 21375881 118,378 - Lt 119,503
Bathing Fa0111t1es .
Bathtub or. shower,~ i PR 6 , ; R
. exclusive use X QLS O9T 936,333 8,658
Bathtub or “shower, shared 2,207 /- 80/ L 400
160, 413/ . 39,684




