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This is the first of five reports
dealing with selected aspects of the
quality of life in Mississippi. In-
cluded in this repori is statistical
information for the State as a
whole. The four reports to follow
contain information on copunties
grouped according to Districts of
the Cooperative Extension Service.

Because quality of life is a com
plex phenomenon, no claim is
made that this report presents a
complete picture. It is based,
however, on the assumption that
part of quality is reflected in quan-

Preface

tity. When it is observed, for exam

ple, that median family income for
Mississippi  families more than
doubled during the 1960’s and that
the magnitude of the increase ex-
ceeded the rate of inflation, it is ap
parent that quality of life im-
proved, at least in the sense that
the families are able to afford more
of the goods and services available
in the marketplace.

Not all of the indicators are
positive. There are still many
families with incomes below the
poverty level, and there are still

people with limited education. This
senies of repurls attempts to show
both the positive and negafive
changes in the quality of life for
Mississippians in the 1960°s. This

parlicular report is designed.

primarily to orient the reader to
some of the general statewide
trends. The four reports to follow
will be more detailed and therefore
the information should be of more
use to personnel In action agencies
working on a county or regional,
rather than a state wide, basis.
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In this bulletin we present some
quantitative measures of the quali
ty of life in Mississippi, namely,
family income, family puverty,
employment, educativn, housing,
health, and welfare. Of particular
interest are changes in these
measures. In general, based on
these, the quality of life in Mis-
sissippi improved between the last
two censuses.

All of the econumic indicators
shuowed an improvement. Median
family income mure than duubled
while the number of families
classified as puverty families
dropped frum just uver 30 percent of
the families to 29 percent.* The
labor force increased by 6 percent
while unemployment dropped frum
5.4 percent in 1960 tv 5.0 percent in
1970. Even though the ccunemicin
dicaturs shew animpruyed quality
of life, the income levels of blacks
and females continued tv lag
behind those of whites and males.

The educational level of Mis-
sissippians also improved between
1960 and 1970. When this improve-
ment is viewed in light of i..e fact
that Mississippi does not haye a
compulsory schuol attendance law,
it takes on additional significance.

Summary

If “une’> hume i» vne’s castle,”
the quality of huousing fur Mis
biaaippidnb shuuld be t.lobel}
related to theis quality of life. Home
uwnership incrcased fur  all
cdteguries of Mississippians ex
amined cural urban and white
black). Examination of plumbing
facilities and the number of per-
suns per roum showed that there
was a substantial increase in the
number of huuses with hut and culd
piped water and 4 substantial
decrease wxwept in urban arcasy in
the number of huuses with nu piped
water. With respect to number of
petsuns per cuony, the results show -
ed a decrcase in esery calegory,in
dicating a decrease in crowded
humes between 1960 and 1970.
Huusehuld cunveniences that
make life mure comfurtable, eg.,
JJuthes washers and deyers, hume
freezers, and T.V,, increased for all
types of Mississippians in the
1960’s.

The health indicators examined
shuned a decrease in the infant
mortality rate, this lower rate. may
indicate better health facilities, a
better home environment and
better access tu health facilities. In
addition, health facilities for the

aged and infirm increased con-
siderably in the 1960’s. The only
area where little or no progress was
made between 1960 and 1970 was
in the number of doctors and den-
tists per 1,000 population and in the
number of hospital beds per 1,000
population.

Welfare payments, on the
average, increased between 1960
and 1970. The increase was greater
than the increase in the cost of liv-
ing index for the same period, in-
dicating that Mississippians
receiving public assistance ex:
perienced an increase in their
quality of life in the 1960’s.

These indicators show that, in
general, the quality of life for Mis-
sissippi families has improved.
One must be careful when looking
at generai trends, however,
because even though the criteria
examined- indicate that most Mis-
sissippians experienced an im-
provement in the quality of life.in
the 1960°s, this does not mean that
all groups benefited equally or that
some groups did not actually &x-
perience a decrease in théir quality
of life.

»This drop may be due in part to the new index used by the U. 8. Buréau of Cénsus,




Changes in Quality of Life
in Mississippi: 1960-1970

According to the Nativnal Guals
Research Staff, cunwern abuut
what 1s now called quality vfhfe'is
not new 1n Asnerican life, and rare-
Iy has anyone advocated national
policies to promote growth only for
its own sake.,”- Until recently,
however, widespread acceptance of
continued econumic growth as a
virtue apparently has been based
on the assumptivn that progress
can be measured in terms of quan
titative growth.

The recent surfacing of interest
1n quality uf life must be viewedin a
positive way, but this interest must
not be allvwed to vvershadvw in.
terestin the quantitative aspects of
Iife, because in many respects
quantity reflects quality. Whenitis
pointed out, for example, that
miilions of families in the United
States live in poverty {(defined in
terms of income), the conclusion is
unavoidable that quality of life for
them must be something less than
desirable. Not only 1s the existence
of poverty a contradiction of
American values; it also 1s a
negative commentary on the
American economic and political
systems.

The purpose uf this repurt is tv
present quantitative infurmativn
about various aspects vf quality of
life in Mississippi. Included in the
report is information pertaining to

Economic Indicators---One
of the most widely used measures vf
the state of any society is that class
of indicators of production, dis-

Thuse why vperate within the
framework of nativnal policy and
with a nvrmative commitment to
alleviating puverty, vften ask what
they can.dv to improve quality of
life in Mississippl. This question
puses two major problems. One of
these pertains to the complexity of
the term “quality of life.”” Because
it defles precise definitivn, except
at theindividuallevel, persunswho
“engage the enemy,” so to speak,
find themselves in a maze of
perceptivns, ideas and notivnsthat
dv nut cvincide at all points. Thus
they are faced with seemingly in-
surmountable barmers at the out
set.

The vther problem is that of
deciding where limited resvurces
can be utilized most effectively as
inputs, This problem-is particular-
ly acute for USDA personnel who
must function within the con-
straints of time and fund
limitations, On the other hand,
USDA personnel, especially those
involved in research at
Agricultural Experiment Stations
and those involved in action
programs in the Cooperative Ex-
tension Service, do have the advan-

Purpose

incuvme, poverty, employment,
educativn, housing, health, and
weifare. Twv main vbjectives guid-
ed the cumpilation of statistical
data for the report. (1) providing a

Quality of Life Indic¢ators

tribution, and consumption of
goods and services. At the national
level the GNP (Gross National
Product) and the GNI (Gross

tage of experience in dealing with
sucial and economic problems. The
value of this experience, however,
is vitiated to some degree by the
fact that quality of life is so com-
plex.

Planners can, however, move
beyond- these difficulties through
the use of partial data for arriving
at definitive insights and decision-
making. This does not solve the
problems, but it does enable
researchers and action agency per-
sonnel to function within the
parametlers of the problems.

The use of partialdataisnothing
more than the examination of some
of the information that pertains to
quality of life. Examination, of
cvurse, implies something more
than simply observing facts and
fipures. For planning purposes,
researchers and action agency per-
sonnel must examine the informa-
tion from a normative perspective.
That is, they must ask what thein-
formation means in {erms of their
efforts to alleviate conditions that
constitute negative aspects of
quality of life or that act as barriers
to improvement of that quality.

statistical description of social and
economic conditions in Mississip-
pi, and (2) providing a measure of
change in those conditions over a
ten-year period.

‘National Income) are summary

measures of the “state of the na-
tion” in‘economic terms. _
Althougly gross measures of per-

‘Toward Balanced Growth. Quantity with Quality. A report fo the President by the National
Goals Research Staff, July 1870, U. 8. Government Printing Office, Washington, D. C., P. 25.

2For an atiempt to expiicate the term, see Ronald C. Powers, “What Is Quality Lffe‘_C?nﬂch_'-S in
Values,” Achieving Quality of Life in the Countryside. Proceedings of Fortysixth Con-
ference of the American Country Life Association, Inc., Ames, Iowa.
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formance in the economic system
have some atility, it is only by.ex-
amining more refined measures
that program planners gain needed
insights.

Median Family Income- There
were 534,444 families in Mississip-
piin 1970 and their median family
income was $6,071 in 1969°, slight-
ly more than iwice that of 1959

(Table 1). Also, median family in-

come of Mississippians more than

doubled from 194910 19594 The me-
dian family income of all United
States families‘increased from 35,
660°in 1959 to $9,586 in_1969, only
about 69 percent.

As is true of all such measures,
median family income obscures
large variations, Only when. the
measure -is viewed for several
different grouping of families does
a more detailed picture emerge.

Viewing median .income as a

measure of;iiuality'of life, it.is ap-
patent that Mississippi families en-
joying ‘the highest quality of lifé
were white, lived in;an urban area,
and were headed by males between
35-and-44 years of age (Table 1);
Those experiencing the lowest
quality of life were black families
living-on-a farm and headed- bya.
female under 25 years of ‘age.

The highest incorne. for blacks
was for urban families-with- male

3U, 8. Bureau of the Census, Census- of Population: 1970. General Social and Economic
Characteristics. Final -Report PC{1)-C26 Mississippi. U.S. Govemment Printing Offzce,

Washington, D; C.

*Increases in income must be evaluated in light of inflation. For examplé, although medzan formily
income for the state.increased-by 110.5 percent from 1959-to 1969, real income increased by 58.0
percent, L.e., purchasing power did improve,

Q




heads betueen
age

Both biah and whiae females
who headed famihies were older
than male heads uTesprtine of
plare of residence Female famals
heads alsv were different from
males in that their luwest income
level was in the Under 2.7 age
group for all three resdential
¢ lasses whereas the low esg inome
level for all male heads woisan the
"R and ulder” grosp -Table 2

Female heads had a lawer imtial
incame level than did males -hath
biad k and white: and reashed thew
highest income devel at higher
ages Thas reistienshags heid £ all
three ressdential « Lasses

The families with white m.aie
heads had significant adsy antages
mer ather famidies. no matter
where they ved giveninome asa
measure of the Lamilies ability o
compete an the marke? plae fiar
gouds and servies

The greatest improvement in
familv income from 10790ty 101H9
Mok SApETIE M ed I!_\ bl h rural
farm famidies  fdlowsed by white |
rural farm tamihes Tabic + 0 Jur
ing this e riond \TI--:--.;';I: Fonmatios
expenenced a0 actual it reas o
purchasing prosver rlacve e the
natienal average

( rhan white tamilies e xpenendc
ed the least smprovement but the
i ome from whiuch the different
familv tvpes -moved cannat be g
nered Rural farm families haoth
black and white were o+t the hottam
of the scalein 1959.4nd " rhut the
gap tetween their incompes and
thuse of wurban famihies
narrower in 1969 than 1o 1939

Fumy Poterts Shghtly mare
than one half {all famibes in Mis
sissippl were (lassified as poverty
families in-1959. In 1969, the figure
had dropped to 29 percent. It is
probable that the figure for 1969 is
more realistic than the one used for
1959, because the index used for

and M vears of
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Table 2. Médian Family Incomé Comparisons By Pluce of
‘Residence, Race and ‘Sex of’ Hoﬁg’ebold Hecd and, A;e of;
Hmliﬁldﬂua Hiﬂillip’p‘i, 1908; - - Lo .

Placeof -~ .- _;_hinuiinﬁ '
Residence -~ - A(eof NN
Ra.cennd‘sex Ineome - jl’él_l e -
’. Yeaf'& e
iUrban: - S
‘White malé head' 1&@00 35-4:4
Black-nvale head 5873 25=31 N
‘White female:head 3,691 A58k
Black female head 2,351 4534 :
Rural Nonfarm
‘White. malehead
Black malé:head:
‘White féinale head - - 2,694
‘Blackfeiﬁakhead" R '"m
Rural’l"tm
Wlm‘e nale head - 6”?94
Black:male]ieed 3,286-
‘White remaieheaJ 3168 45
Blacirfemalehead 15044 - - f'f

e = -._t.

:Source: Tablel of tlns repqrt-
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Table 3. Median Familyincome By, Ruce At Y
Mississippi;. 195_9,3.!:&19@, With Coﬁlinﬁlo

‘Riice andPlice ~ g
of'Res:dence

r—

‘White . Y
Urban I D49
Rurai Nonfarm
sRura'l Farm

“Black _
Urbarn B {
Rurai”Nonfam L

gGenei&defidfm omic L, AR
‘Migaisaipbis US: Gwm.i.f Fintin

1969 represented a significant im- The rate of" family poverty ranged :
provement over earlier measures.® from.alow of 11-percent for urban-

sThe new index allows for differences in the cost of Lving between farm and nonfarm
families. It also accounts for differences infamily sizeand sex of family head,
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families with a male head between
25 and 44 years of age (blach anu

Mﬁ»querty*

[t

Ifl-?

Tabie 4: Number of Families: With Intome:|

' E

white combined) t¢ a high of 47 per-
cent for black rurai farm families
with a female head under 27 years
of age 1'Table-31

Pusverty remains 2 problem in
Mississipp: and the fact that more
than vne-fiurth of the families 1n
the state fell heliw the prverty level
in 1969 leas es nodoubt that quality
uf hife fur the state as a & hole s less
than 1s desirable

Employment iIndicators--.
The total «nilian labur tone 1n
Misstssppi increased trom 71 s
In 9% o T s n 19T e

an o eonmrderable varatien,
hiwever aceording torase sexand
Ppiace of residence The black taber
force decreased by 42,239 whiic the
white labor furce inercased from
FELRTULT N FIER S By

The number ut-w hite femaies 1n
the labor furce 1Dt reased trom L3,
195 an 1900 o (99577 4 1970
‘Table White males i reased
b 2% 750 for the same time penogd -
can 1ncredse of abut 9 percent
Among blacks, the decrease of 16
pereent during the decade wis aec-
counted  lor almast wholby
males

Partuipation inthe Labur forcein
urban areas tncreased by ahout 20
percent during the 10 woars hat
vnly abuut vne percent o the in-
«rease wasaccounted fur by blacks.
In 1960, 248779 members of the
labor force were classified as rural
nonfarm residents. By 1970 this
component of the labor force had
increased to slightly moxe than
306,000 and most -of thig increase
was accounted for by whites.

The nuinber of rural farm
residents classified as members of
the labor force decreased by almost
50 percent from 1960 to 1970. The °
largest decrease occurred among
black males, The number declined

‘were “followed. by, whi

Level By:Place ot.'Bes:denoe,; Sez:~ mdA;e ot Fﬂm_l_yiﬂ

sissippi; igsew.

Residenice.

e
Urban, .
AR families
Male:Head- 4. .:-3
‘Female Head‘ e

Black -~ -
M’al’e ‘Hedd
g Fama!e Headﬁ

RunLNonfam
All:fam vilies:

Male&.l ad ’i‘*
Female Héad

Blabk ';
Ma!e(Head-! oo
EemalesHeadv Syt

Rurq] Farm o
All- families .
MaleHeade LA o

. females
with a loss-o6f.only lﬁ percent

Unemployment---Unemploy~ -
ment xr%opped from.’5.4 percent in.
tO

60 0 pefeentin 1970: Theun:.
employment rate in. 11970 ranged:
from 2.4 percent for urban white
males to 14.9 percent for rural-

?arm black females. In 1960, com-

parable rates were 3.5 and 9.8. For
.-all males the unemployment:rate

by 70°percent in the decade. White dropped from 4.9 percent in 1960 to

males, with a loss of 42 percent

% Nonwhites is not synonymous-with btccks, mcluded&m the nonwhzte category are blacks and otkers,
such as American Indians, not classified as “whites, % * -

o =

RIC
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38 percent in 1970, but the-rate

43

R

-

aaa :
remaxned essentially the same for
females.

Industrial Shifts---Industrial
shifts ‘tefer to changes in. the
‘number.of persons employed in the:
major sgectors of the economy:
_Although most of the occupational
categories. showed growth- from
1960 to 1970 ag‘nculture experlenc-
ed a srgmf cant decreage,. :par-
ticulaily- among. nonwhites ¢ Non.
whites; on. ;!1_9 other .,hand, ex--

+

‘.‘
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Table 5 Civilian Labor Force (People: 16 years of age -and older) ‘By- Race, Plac&of,ﬂemdence@n_d

Sex,“hﬁssnsmppl, 1960: and 1970 With Compmsons. D !‘m . . e R
i Place of - - RN g s f ’ ,‘ aChange fro;mﬁ A
’Resldence : 1960 . " - CA9%0. - L T 1050461968 -
_‘and'Race. e ol Male ;__' .Fenme, e Male . ‘_"_‘j_";Eot_ﬁal_o*_ Male MR Female
TheState = kil ' T TR
White (16. and over) 302,944 143,145 331, 699 199, B1%.2" *28“?55 ,ﬁ;_-,;tgg,g‘sg,
‘Employed 290,333 “136 273 32188.4, 191’ 262% %31,55,1 +1§;4;;@§3‘*'
Unemployed 12791 6872 9.815 8315 % ¥ = 2 §7e +;*1 443
% Unemployed &2 '4 8 30 42 Lo

Black (16: .4nd’ overy 166,972 93 837 £ i25; 507 .. 9805
Employed 156,488 90, eis i1e 709- 87524
‘Unemployed 10,484 218" ‘8798 10529
% Unemployed: 6.3 3;3‘ . 0 e

Urban )
Whites (16 .and. over): 125,759 ‘72 89l 155 807 104“4’?'?', ,
Employed 121;270- 69; ‘g 152@,58 100,597 -
Unemployed 4,489 3*302, 3:149: )
% Unemployed 85 B

Blacks (16. and: gvet) 55,529 _50;556 53482
Employed ’ -49 90'1
TUhembloyed: :
% Unemployed

Rursl: Non-Farm
‘Whites. (16 and- oveér)
Employed
Unemployed
% Unemployed

‘Blagks (16. dnd over)
Employed.
‘Unemployed
%: Unemployed

~ Rural:Farm.
Whitss (16 and’ Over)
Employed
Unemployed:
%Unemployed

Blacks: (16 and over)
" Empléyed
‘Unemployed

% Unemploysd




’I‘abie,-ﬁ. Employed;«l.abor Fo:wby Economii:;Sectoa’:, Rac;é an&
M1 10601

¥ M‘al i ';*‘q’z‘ﬁélq

iMdnufacturing 63934
'I‘ranspor{atlon*

. _6 0ig: -1
HealthSe?irice‘s i 4’403 ‘,’10‘470"' 45

Agncu!ture ?3 803?' 3¢
Constructlon
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“Table7: Educstional Levels of Residents 25 Years onge mouunymiéif"_ derice; Sex;and]

"l.ee lluuunn. 19607and 19702,

"Where pe‘ﬁon of Spanuh'l‘anmge not mchulpd -
1 U:S. Bureau of the Census; U:S, Cenaiss. ofthefopuktwn:“tw ‘Ges
Chamctemtm¥ Mississippi. Final: R@port PC{1)-26C. -

Pkeeot '}I’othnpnlltinn ‘Median Years! Co-plahll '
Residence | 28-YearsOld: | ofSchool | _Omeio | Comiple
iSex.aidRace | and OMeér | Completed | Eight'Years] High 8
1960 :mo 11900 - 1870 (1960 1970 {:
_ Nmbu‘ ] _ -
Urbén e e RS
- Males: a _ ' T
White 133387 161985 122 125 236 (72
Nonwhite: 59108 61,778 62 77 63 372
Females ‘ s
White 150,313 1891i0: 122 124 287 4
Nonwhite 78258 84570 72 86 635 52
Non:Fsrm T
Males: . eI
White 126028 163805 96 108 438 Uy
_Nomwhite  6155¢ 71,647 45 60 762 898
. White__ 132270 175978 . 103 113 .. 362204
_ Nonwhite 73939 3618z 63 77 43 638
- White 69718 376X 88 106 525
Nonwhite 36 18095 45 55 808
Feriiales: ) ) ~
White 70243 38897 99 L4 405
Nonwhite 6Pl 19%7T g4 5 I8

2 U8, Bureau of the Censis. Census of the Poplation: 1970, General So
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perienced sgnificant gains in
other categories. In educational
services and in health servicesnon
white females more than doubled
their numbers. Nonwhite males
alsu increased their numbers in
those two categories (Table 6.)
Education Indicators---
Education contributes to quality of
iife in two ways. One of these, the
aesthetic, i3 a highly personal
matter and the value of education
in this regard dues not lend ifself to
quantification. The other-way by
-which education- contributes to
quality of life is seen in the well
documented relationship between
education and eaming power; i.e.,
in general, the more formal educa-

rank
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tivn une has the mu:e muney uvne
can earn.

The leve! of education -of Mis-
sissippians.improved from 1960 to
1670 for buth whites and non
whites, males and females, and for
all three residential groups (Table
7.). Urban white males appeared to
be the best educated of all groups,
with 19.2percent having completed
four or more years of college. Non-
white residents, although thelr
educational achievements did ifa-
prove, Tagged behind whites as
they have historically. Rural
residents also confinued fo lag

behind urban residents, butthe per--

cent increase beiween 1960 and
1970 for those with four or more
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years of college was greater for the
rural residents.

Housing Indicators---
Housing -as: a-quantifiable dimen-
sion of quality of life is evidenced
by home ownership, selected plum-
bing characteristics, number of
persons per room, and selected con-
veniences; i.e., clothes dryer,
clothes washer, home freezer and
television.

Home ,Ol;unersk ip---Asmeasured
by the changes in home ownership
there wagvast improvement from-
1960 to 1970 for white and black
Migsissippians:in both: 4arban and-
rural .areas, Although the total
number of owned homes decreased.
for both white and blackrural farm




‘Table 8. Selectulﬂonsmg Characterzst:cs By PJace of Resfdiiné andlhm,lﬁnutppl, 1960‘ m&"

1970& L -
Place of - R
{Residetice ‘Owner Cold’ Eijml SRR :
and:Race ‘Occupied AT
N %

Urban

‘White L

1960 100257 645

1970 141,801 680
Black o

1960 32913 423

1970 42,688 482
‘Rural Nonfarm

White

1960 94,268 684

1970 149591 715
Black =~ T "7 T T

1960- 28,380 386

19?0 44.082 49.9' U
Rural Farin:

White _

1960 54,310 807

1970 33,849 90.5

Back - 7 3

1960 17,666 31_,6

1970' 9495 490

Mlniuippl. Final Report HC (1)-28.

i2():8. ﬂimeauof the Cénsuy. C’emw of Hg”m‘ 149@ g

;(13-328 Mnssiuippl
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residents, the rate or percent of
ownership increased (Table 8.).

Owner-uccupied housing units
represented 66.3 percent of the total
numbei s dlluccupled dwellingsin
the state in 1970. For 1960 the
figure was 57.7 percent. Thelargest
propurtionate increase in owner-
ship was achieved by rural farm
blacks. The lowest increase was
achieved by urban whites but the
percent of ownership in this group
1n 1960 was twice that of ruralfarm
blacks.

Plumbing Characteristics.~One
of the most significant im-
provements. in level of living or

quality of life is the addition of
piped water in the home. For rural,
nonfarm whites the increase in
number of homes with hot and cold
piped water was 81.7 percent.
Although there was a decrease
from 1950 to 1970 in the number of
rural white farm homes with hot
and ¢old piped water, the propor-
tion increased.

The increase in rural nonfarm
black homes with hot and cold
piped water was morethan 380_per
cent. For rural farm blacks the in-
crease was 154 percent; however, it
should be noted that the base from
which this percentage was com-

14

puted was-rather small Still, the

‘proportion of rural-homes with no

piped water was large for blacks.
More than two-thirds of the rural
farmhomes of blacks had no piped
water in 1970.

Persons Per Room---The quality
of life for both white and black
owners and renters (as.megsured:
by privacy or lack of crowdedrieas)-
improved from 1960 to 1970 (Table
8.). Renters were living in- more-
crowded conditions -than were
owners in both 1960 and 1970 The:
conditions for-blacks were worse
than those for whites, at least.in
‘terms of apace and privacy:




C'onueniences»-As with other
measures of quality of life, con-
ditions improved for buth white
and black residents in both urban
and rural areas (Table 9.). For ex
ample, in 1960 about 90 percent of
the white urban homes did not
have a clothes dryer, but by 1970
that figure had dropped to 52.6 per-
cent. The addition of these and
other conveniences obviously
reflects improvements in the quali-
ty of life.

Health Indicators---The
chances of infant survival reflect

not only the medical services
available but also such things as
the nutriticn of the mother, the
child, and the adequacy of con-
ditions in the home. The infant
mortality rates for blacks and
whites In Mississippi decreased
between 1960 and 1970 (Table 10.),
and the gap in infant mortality
between the two races narrowed
considerably.

Hospital Beds, Physicians and.
Dentists---There was virtually no
change in the number of
physicians or dentists per 1,000

population (Table 10.). The number
of hogpital beds per thousand pop-
ulation did increase by about one
bed between 1960 and 1970.

Senior Citizens---The number.of
people 65 years old and: over -in-
creased from 190,029 in 19607 to
222,320 in 1970°. Facilities for-the
aged or infirm and the use of these
facilities also increased (Table 11.),
The number of patients served dur-
ing each year increased by 228 per-
cent. New admissions were up from
1,741-in 1960 to 7,037 in 1970.

The increasé in new admissions

" U.S. Bureau of the Census. General Population Characteristics 1970 PC (1).26B. Mississippi,

" U8, Bureau of the Census. General Population Characteristics 1970 PC (1).26B. Mississippi.
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could, of course, refleci several
different trends, one of which
might be a greater willingness of
the aged and infirm to utilize the
services available. The Medicare
and Medicasd programs probably
had an impact on the increase in
the number of patients admitted to
institutions for the aged or infirm.

Welfare Indicators---The
number of participants in the
various public assistance

programs changed noticeably. The
number receiving old age
assistance and aid to the blind
decreased while the number receiv

ing aid tv dependent children and
aid tv the permanently and totally
disabled increased (Tablc 12.).

All types of recipients had an in
crease in average monthly
payments. Adjusiing these in-
creases for the change in purchas-
ing power of money showed that

the increase was real, that the
purchasing power of welfare
payments {old age assistance ex
cepted) was indeed larger in 1960
that in 1970. Thus, the state fwith
the aid of Federal programs} not
only assumed some responsibility
for a larger number of people in
need, but also increased its
monetary support.

Table 12 Pubhc Ass.stance Payments By Programs, hhsmss:ppl 1960 aud 1970. AR

1960
Typeof Averdge Number of
Expenditure Monthly: Recipients:
Payments ’ ]

Old:Age:Assistance. 34 58- 80,260. :
Aid to-Dependent | | |

Children 9.36 78,044

Aid-to the Blind. 38.44 6,244 : ; 2;123-
Aid’to Permanently : T e E
-and totally Disabled 3461 12,509- o ,15_3.3@3 e 21‘930
Total for State 197057 SR NP i 919?538

*Saiirces:’ The source  for the 1960 data is the U.S Buresn of the Cenm, Staﬂst:carﬁbatrdctoftﬁelrn-
ited'States: 1951, 1956,.1960- 1967 {88th. Edltmn) Washmgton, D.C,,[ 1#67} T

The source for the:1870data is the Missizsippi State’ Deparhnentnf PubtheIfarc, Pubhc’WeIf "efiﬂ
sts:sszppz Annuat “‘Report. Jaty 1, 1969 - June 30, 1 970 , .

R P .-.‘-1.-‘...-..1..1._“__1._; T - -.c;s.-_w

Comparison of Selected Indicators For Mississippi,
The East South Central States, and The United States

Mississippians experienced more
change in some quality-of-hfe in-
dicators than did residents of other
Southern states and the United
States as a whole (Table 13.).The
most apparent change was the
relatively greater increase in me-

There are no easy solutions to
social problems, but action agen-
cies with mandates toengage:n ac-
tivities that wiil have significant
ympacts on problems must deal
with them to the best of their
abihities. As part of theirinput they

dian family income. Even with a
real income increase of 58 percent,
however, the 1969 incomes of Mis
sissippians were still below those of
their neighbors.

Unemployment declined in Mis-
sissippi over the ten years but not

Implications for Action

should utilize as much factualdata
as they can possibly bring to bear
on the problems they attack.

The role of action agency per-
sonnel with respect to factual data
requires them to perform two
related tasks. First, they must be
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by as much as it did for neighbor-
ing states or for the TJnited States.
Plumbing facilities improved much
less in Mississippi than in the East
South Central States and in the
United States.

able to identify the types of data
relevant to their particular
problem, Second, they must be able
to determine the meaning of these
Facts in light of their problem For
example, this report shows that in
1970 about 29 percent of the
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familtes 1n Mississipp had an in-
come below the puverty level, Lut
ttus fact by itselfhas httle valuefor
action agencies. If poverty 15 view-
ed as a social problem, personncl of
action agencies with assignments
to combat puverty must seek ad-
ditional facts about poverty-
stricken families before they can
effectively deal with the prublem.
Having obtained additional fadts,
they must then ask what the facts
mean with respeut to theurr agency
resources.

The second task, data interpreta
tion, 1s critical. If puverty is viewed
as the misfortune of the individual,
action agencies will tend to focus
on programs designed to help
poverty-stricken people meet cer-
tain needs, e.g., housing, educa-
tion, medical care, eic. If, on the
other hand, poverty is viewed as
the manifestation of a flaw in the
system, action agencies tend tu
focus on ways to eliminate theflaw
by altering the system. The
difference pointed out here 1s that
of focus.on causes versus focus. on
symptoms. For the great majority
of action agencies working at the
local level a focus vn symptoms is
appropriate in most instances, but
those agencies must be aware that
a symptoms focus aims for the
alleviation of certain undesirable
aspects. of a particular social
problem and not the solution of the
problen’ itself.

As a means of assisting action
agencies 1n the identsfication and
interpretation of data, two models
are presented here. One is a
symptoms-focused model and the
other 1s a cause-focused model.
Both models use poverty as their
problem base, but the basic
procedure could be adapted tu any
problem. Moreover, they can be
utihzed at different levels, that is,

from concrele action programs fo
abstract thevretival vrientations.

The basic pruvedure involved in
the models 1s simply that of reduc
ing an abstract or cumplex term to
fess comples ferms. Part of their
uttlity is the fact that they provide
a type of blueprint for deductive
treatment of wmplex phenumena
in terms of cawses and char
acteristics, ie., “symptoms”. These
mudels, therefure, should be useful
in both research and action
Programs.

A word of caution is in order con
cerning use of these models, name
is. the intertelatedness of causal
facturs and “symptoms” is nut por
trayed explicitly. Morevver, the
models should not be viewed as
cumplete in the sense that they list
all causes and allsymptoms. There
is no reason, howes er, why usersof
the models could not expand them
and thereby increase their
specificity.

To illustrate the utility of the
udels, an action agency, viewing

family. pusverty from the causal

perspective, might ascertain that
the majur cause of a Jack of ade
quate family income I1s the
breadwinner’s lack of a saleable
skill \Figure 1.}. On thebasis of this
information the agency would
logically fous its remedial efforts
on training programs to upgrade
his work skills.

Such programs, however, must
be based not only on information
pertaining to the poverty-stricken
family, but also on knowledge of
employment opportunities in
various skill areas, e.g., sheet metal
work, building trades, etc. It is, in
other words, an exercise in futility
tv train workers for non existing
jobs. Moreover, to assume'that up-
grading the breadwinner’s work
skills will have thedesired effect of
alleviating the ‘symptoms” of
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puverty even with a higher paying
job is risky. The family’s patterns
of consumption may be eritical; for
example, the need and “ordesire for
plumbing facilities may be very
luw in the family’s scale of
privnities but at the same time may
be very important in terms of
health and sanitation.

Viewing family poverty from the
sy mplums perspective, another ac:
tion agency might determine that
its most significant impact could be
madein relation to housing {Figure
2). Still another might define its
major helping potential as that of

‘promuting and assisting in the

dev elopment of local organizations
to improve conditions through
cooperative action.

One characteristic of both
models is that they can be read
from either the right or left
Reading from Ieft to right is a
deductive exercise; for example, in
the causai model two direct causes
of family poverty are listed and the
reader is led to a second cause level
wherein 2re listed sgeveral suf-
ficient causes-of_the direct cause.
Cause Level I, in other words, lists
causes once reroved from the
problem. A typical statement
drawn from the causal model is’
family poverty may be caused by
inefficient- use of resources, which
in turn may be caused by lack of
knowledge which-is a result of in-
adequate education.

Specific recommendations for ac-
tion programs are not listed in.
this report for two reasons. First,
the statewidedatain thereport are
not sufficiently detailed to permit
the planning of highly focused
programs. Second, personnel of ac-
tion agencies.who have both train-
ing .and experience 'in problem-
solving -are more- knowledgeable
and better equipped to work on
problems from the action base.




ORECT CASE CHSE 1
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FIURE | A MODEL FOR ANALYSIS OF POVERTY WITH THE FOUUS O/ CAUCES.

PROBLEM PARAMETERS " SYMPTOMS " REMEDIES
= -OF PLUMSING - - =
nG DETERORATED .
HIGH MEDICAL COSTS, : THIS COLUMN 1S
IGRORANCE OF PERSONAL HYGIENE  § LEFT BLANK BECAUSE
EALTH NADEQUATE DIET § \RRIOUS AGENCIES
INACCESSIBILITY TO PROPER i KNOW BEST WHAT
HEALTH CARE i RESOURCES THEY
OF USE OF HEALTH CARE i CAN 8RING TO BEAR
I i ON THE SYMPTOMS
FOVERTY i LISTED.
mmﬂ<umto FORMAL ZOUCATION
LACK OF VOCATIONAL TRAINING
UNDEREMPLOYMENT
TYPE OF WORK .
UHEMPLOTMENT
CIRATION CK OF PRODUCTIVE INTERACTICN
LACK OF ORGANIZATIONAL TIES

FIGURE 2. A MOOEL FOR ARALYSIS OF POVERTY WITH THE FOCUS ON STMPTOMS.

Miamssipp: State Cnuversity does not discriminate on the grounds of race, color, religion, sex, or neiional origin,

o wmﬁﬂw :
ERIC 20 ——— -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




