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Try to get data on where farm workers came from , who left farms for

war work . Try to show they came from poor areas , remained same in

better areas , or even increased .
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p . 500 Cite est from 1951 rept on " Underemployment ofRural Families " that c . 2m of the 6 m farm families were
"seriously under employed " in 1945-50 ( & those were good years )

P. 501 Find these under employed people in south , andeleswhere in " rougher and less productive areas .
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Chap3Machines

Yet

efficient on level, stone free land.

gurlyfind fewer machines/aure there tham onongul.!we

are more



I
p . 503 : Trend of conc . Says itxinerøsæ before mecnanization ,

areal differences in farm income not so great . (no proof
doubt ) . Machines changed it . " The farms increased in size in the
more level and more productive areas , and machinery was used to
replace human labor wherever possible . " XBxzxin

" But in the less productive areas , where the land was too hilly
for the use of power machinery , farm population continued to increase
and hand labor methods prevailed . "

Except in n.e. , left hills for city work ( I doubt ) . & in
productive areas of south ( which we can explain are really
large farms ) "But with these exceptions it appears that commun
ities of low- income , underemployed farm families nave
developed in areas of relatively unproductive agricultural land ,

where power and machinery are not readily adapted . "
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Large tendguily topay higher

wage scale,voluntarily or via unions

They can, bes h. MPlaber,used

un intensively



War, declineoffm workers &A output, & most camefrom myslareas, com Ipove it?

I'm workers 5147 p 29. (Ofto some smallno. who have 8090Land)

( 2.3 % fms hv. 43 % area ; 1.940 have 26 % products sold; 22%7 74 % productssold
ve. Im op.ns.

12.4m Urban depress, laberques found, despire for depress1930

'35 max

140

min

145 min

147 max

*53

12.7m

11.0m

10.0
.13 yr for boom, later leaverformforcity. Urban opps.

count.
10.4

8.6 (prelim. est) (Family, 6.7; hired, 1.9)
thom so is

any otherkind16fm wages have nisen more
lureofcity offin thatcounte



Leg. where

Ave. gross
p . 289 Quoting Wilcox & Hendrix , Underemployment of Rural Families .

There are 1m farm families , giving essentially all time to fmg ,

an able -bodied operator of working age produced only one- third as much

as workers on the medium- size commercial famil , farms "

( so , even tho they didn't measure
output on the farms was $825 .
marginal productivity , as they should , it must have been low )

(& rent practically zero )

Mostly were in south , very few in west , some in north

South : 70%; north 26% ; west 4%..
" small commerci Iarms

South.58%, North 37% ,57% were owner operators , 43% tenants .

And another group of 500,000 on

operator is substantially under employed .

est 7% 60% of them are owner - operators .

over
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produce

p . 501 : Having cited 2m underemployed .families are from one - third to one -half as productive
'Workers in these farm

from one - third to one -half as much per worker -- as workers on themedium size , commercial family farms or workers in the average ruralnonfarm family . The low productivity per worker results fromidleness during certain seasons of the year and from using handlabor methods in producing crops on relatively unproductive soil .

— 5168
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Also, busty, to
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Had these thingsbeen done, wemight

say MP low on better land. But hun't bn.



Abandonment

Contrast hi &lo

large I smallfm. K
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Good landgrousdiff
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the labor cd come as 0-09: wd. be more ei.



vs Hammar
p . 175 : "It takes better than average managment to obtain

the full potential productivity from superior land and livestock . "

(i.e. not tncy , & not meager use ) ( but much mgmt per acre )
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Sweeten, handicrafts flourished

aming mgnl,small-for hill

folk. Off- site jobs,etc.

2-a, p5 152-a, 221 et.etseg.



low, stands tooftheir incomes are to
reason theyareandwil he high.

are overcrowded on the
- bes124 , p.3

p . 377 " Small - scale farms & part - time & nominal units comprise
2 million farms , or about 2/5 of all farms . These contribute less than

Smallfarmm, 10% of the total agricultural production and only 5% of the value ofsales . "land. Thinks
poor farming units ( gross incomes $500-1,200 ) , most in " low - income farming

areas " ( meaning low land value ? ) such as Appalachian , southeast , &

Del a states . 1/4 are sha re - cropper units . Few of the small - scale
farms are retirement units ; most provide major source of the farm
family's income .

1

This certainly goes vs. Weeks 'Weeks ' generalization . Show to him .

(Just take Vt . , cf to Ill . Ill . , high land values , large ownershipunits . Vt . , reverse .
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s519 p . 6 : sample of small NC farms , not part but full time : only 51%

available labor was used in " income generati g uses "

A

:

1
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Nore ( 14

ņ

Duern, Wm.C., etal. Farm & Forests of E-n Ky in Relation to

Pop-n & Inc.

p . 14

On ave. hillside, 114 man-hn yields 15 bushelscom , or

For laber itself they est 5-104/hn. In 1940.
or 13

Breathitt Cty, Quicksandarea, e-n

Ky aes but 507, 1947. Lexington: Holky, '47 .

.18
33/26.0

23 /
290
264

26

Confirms mygurlbeliefs. Mostproducts consumedon

Pop.very mobile, in lout.
1(4): Ky.

1940 ag Census,""Breathitt Cty :

Valueof landI beligs, $3.3m
,71m

2.59 m

1818-1920, allcut over, large scale, no replants.

amfm .

...bldgs
land

Landas To

Ky .

7990,

134/hr.



ch.3 :
laber cd. be

ag.
withdrawn from ag, not reduce outputatall.
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Low MP.of Labor

p.141. Poland, est.}



Chap 3 : In Kashmir , before land reform split up large estates ,
majority of labor was idle 6-8 months of the year . ( NY Times ,
7-14-50 , p . 9) (No doubt the large estates had much idle land ,
too . On this , might check Times , j1 14-50 , p.5p ; and N- 3-50 p . 8 )


