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ABSTRACT

Differences between Spanish~-origin and other ethnic
groups of farm wageworkers were investigated by comparative analyses
of age, sex, education, migratory status, employment, and earnings.
Farmworkers vwere defined as persons 14 years of age and over in the
civilian noninstitutional population who did farmwork for wages at
some time during 1973, even if only for 1 day. Parmwork included
production, harvesting, and delivery of agricultural commodities, as
wvell as management of a farm if done for cash wages. Data were
obtained in December 1973 from the annual Hired Farm Working Force
survey conducted as a supplementary part of the Current Population
Survey, Interviews were conducted with approximately 45,000
households drawn from U461 areas, including 923 counties and
indepepdent cities, covering each of the 50 states and the District
of Colymbia. Findings indicated that: 13% of the 2.7 million persons
employed as hired farmworkers were of Spanish origin while 73% were
Anglo; 33% of the migratory farmwork force were of Span;sh origin,
63% were Anglo, and 4% were black and others; Spanish origin
farmworkers vere older and had very lowvw levels of educational
achievement; and while their farm earnings were generally glgher,
large household size, high dependency rates, and a smaller income
from nonfarm jobs reduced this economic advantage. (NQ)
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SOCIAL AND EUONOMIC COARACTENISTICS OF SPANSH-GRIGIN
HIRED FARMWORKERS IN 19739. Peslio Whitener Smitin, Economie Devel-
erment Diviston, Feonomic Researel Scrvice. (LS, Deparument of Agiseulture,
Agriculiual Peonomds Report o, 349,

ABSTRACT

f’:‘pgnia‘fm Vodn and otherethnte crouee ol e wape v sRers ore corpared Dy

¢ Spanish-ovigin
'L!IH‘\‘-’UTL’-(‘?% 1 197~ deponued heavily on agricultuce as a mijor source of
cigprlornsent wnd cainings. They appeared to have few viable altematives to
Their hm.l cariings were generally higher then these of other ethnic
urocps WOorking i ultnre: iowever, large household size, high dependency
cater itianee upon agricultzire tor Inconte mav hive reduced this
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age. N, cducation, migracory status, cnpfeyaient, aid eiaming
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Keywirds:  Hlired Tarnworkers, Farm labor, Spanish-origin farmwaorkers,
Anglo fannworkers, Black farmiworers, Migratory farmworkers,
Eiployment,

This repart wus prepared under the general direction of Robert Calt rane,
Leader, Manpower Studies Program A i, Feonomic Development Divi-
stort, ERS, George Gray and Karen Goldenhery of the Demographic
Surveys Division, Bureau of the Census, cooperated in planning the
survey and supervised field operations and data tubulation. The author
appreciates the critical review by David Brown, Gene Rowe, and Richard
Stuby. This report is 2 revised version of a paper presented to the annual
meeting of the Rural Socivlogical Society, San Francisco, Calif., August
1473
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RUVEFERE

SUMMARY

Contrary 1o the popular imgge, only o snadl proportion of the Nation's
Prarmpworkers e o Seansh orgn, but these workers deoena Beavily
nings. They appear

on agricultare as their major source of employment and aa
1o have few viahle alternatives to fnmwork,

Spanish-origin people made ap only 13 pereent of the 2.7 million people
emploved as Lired farmworers, The majority (73 percent) were Anzlo while
blacks and others made up the remaining 14 percont. Neithier were %le ish-
origin farmworkers the predominant ethnic group in the migratory fam work
force ;\n%ln AX percent: Spunish erigin, 33 percentt und oluck und othe s,

siudy finds a hizh degree of dependeriey on agriculture by the Spanish-
mworkers. They were employed in agriculture (or longer periods
during the vear than other farmworker groups. They most often ¢ited Tarm
wagework as their principal activity and, for the large majority, farniwork was
their only type of emiployment, Whet these workers did nonfarm work, it was
usually only for short periods. In addition. Spanish-origin farmworkers were an
older group of v urkers, often household heads or spouses. who had primary
responsibility for their families’ support. Thus, their earnings were probably

the majnr comribution tw famﬂy iﬂCDmE

origin far

natives to tarmwnrk Few 5pmlslm)r1gln workers left farmwnrk as they hEL ame
older, They continued to rely heavily on agriculture for their major emplov-
ment, while Anglo fanmwarkers appeared to move into “enerally higher paying
non farm jobs as they became older, with only occasional employmient in agri-
culture,

Spanish-origin farmworkers generally hid very low levels of educational
achievement. The majority had completed less than 4 years of schocling and
only a small proportion finished high school. Low levels of education may have




restriveed Spanish-origin: farmworkers” access to higher pavine, hicher status
crplovinent,

While their fami carning levels were generally hivher than those of other
cthnic groups, Large household size, high dependency rtes. and a smallec
incomie from nonfurm jobs oy have reduced this economic advantage. Fanily
financial problems may be compounded by the relatively lirge proportion of
Spansh-origin fanmworkers who were nugratory and the comparatively long
distances traveied ro do fannwork, For these workers, inereased trovel costs,

job insecurity, lhnited decess o community services while 1 rivehing, and poor
living conditions while i transit contributed o problen. ot low incone.

O
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SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF
SPANISH-ORIGIN HIRED FARMWORKERS IN 1973

Lostic Whirener Smith, Soctodosisy

INTRODUCTION

Phis veport preseints intorntion on the seeeand composttion of the Sponsh-
origtn seviient of the fnred Seoe Bitbor toree Tncwddition, v mvestisatey Jiffer-
erives botween Spanshi-origin aid ather cthnic stonps of L wageworkers by
coanpurative anady ses of aee, sox, cducgtion, nigiatory states, cmployiment  and
cirnigs.

Fanuworkers of Spaitish orgin may have escaped national attention because
they were eoncentrated it the Southwest and hecause their probleims wepe pre-
stned to he the exclusive concern ot Tocal sovermmnents (5), This attitade has
Preen reinforced by the taek of dati on eimploviient, education. and cultural
patterns of this ethnic group (61 Also. sinee Spanish-origin people have heen
lassified in the white population, they have not immediitely stood out

often clas
as a distinet group,

However, in recent vears, the Spanish-origin population has been trrgeted as o
distinet population group having problems and needs unigue o its coltural back-
gronnd and sociocconoumic composition. Increasing political organization anwng
thig group (6). expanded media coverdge of the farm labor moveraent fed by
Cesar Chavez (8, 77), and a mtional mgnpower policy which hiis come torecog-
nize that diverse groups of people have diverse needs (4, 3) have all contributed
to the revognition of the Spunish-u populution. Increasing interest i -
grrtion problems and high fertility rates. and in the roles that Spanish-origin
people play in the problems of farm Libor and poverty have made this cilmic
group an inereasing source of coneern (/7).

DEFINITION OF CONCEPTS

There has been much disagreement over the proper terminology used to iden-
wv the Spanish-origin population. There are references 1o Spanish-American.
Loom Amwerican, Chicano, Mexicano, Mexican American, hispano, la raza, and
Yoo, among others, to deseribe Spanish-origin people. Added to the wrm-
sy problem are various and conflicting definitions. Spanish-speaking,
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Spamish origin, Spanish sumame, Spanish heritage, and Spanish ancestry each
desipnate and measure a slightly different population.

Berent Congressional hearings (9) reterred to this ethinic group as Americans
Sf Spanish origin o concept and term acceptable 1o the National Congress of
Hispanic American Citizens and to several Federal agencies responsible for data
collection. The National Congress of Hispanic American Citizens includes 95
national and local orpanizations representing 3 mitlion Antericans ol Spanish
wrigin. This concept is currently used by the Bureau of the Census in its monthly
Current Population Survey (79),

Aniericans of Spanish origin, as defined in this report, include all those identi-
fving themselves as Mexican American, Chicano, Mexican, Mexicano, Puerto
Rican thving on the maindand), Cuban, Central or South American. or other
Spanish from a listing of 19 ethnic groups in answer to the following Current
Population Survey guestion.

“Which of the nativind o cihiie 2eoips on this card Bear desciilies
viour ethiie orjgin or descent?”

Gernun Scattish ( ubun

Talian Welsh Central or Seuth
lrish Mexican American American
French Chicana Other Spanish
Polish Mexican Negro

Kussian Mexicano Hlack

Fnplish Puerto Riciun

OR
Another vroup not listed

The term Anglo, while not truly descriptive of the wide-ranging origing of the
U5, white population, is used here as a convenient way to refer to white Ameri-
cans other than those of Spanish origin. Black and other, as used in this report.
meludes blacks, Negroes, and other groups not listed above, such as Indians,
Chinese, and Jupa .
Combination of various Spanish, Mexican. Cuban, and Puerto Rican groups
into one category has limitations for rescarch. particularly when dealing with the
varying characteristics of the entire Spanish-origin population. This population is
differentisted by cultural background, class, occupation, incomne, education, and
other sociocconomic factors, just as are other ethnic groups. It is possible, how-
ever, to cotcentrate on one occupational segment of the Spanish-origin popula-
tion - hired farm labor-which has certain characteristics in conunon with its
members. Furthermore, of those Spanish-origin workers doing 25 to 249 days of
farmwork, almost 95 percent were identified as Mexican American, suggesting a
fairly high degree of homogeneity of cultural background and characteristics.
Farmworkers are defined here as persons 14 years of age and over in the
civilian noninstitutiona! population who did farmwork for wages at some time
during 1973, even if only for 1 day. This work included production, harvesting,
and delivery of agricultural commodities, as well as management of a farm if
done tor cash wages. Exchange work, work done by family members without
pay, custom work, or work done exclusively for pay ir kind were not included.
Source of datz and reliability of estimates are discussed in the appendix.

Tt



SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS
Mimber and Region
Accarding 1o popular inige. Spanish-origin workers are ostly emploved as

agricultural Taborers, Related to this is the iden that the hired farm warking foree
is predominately of Spanish origin. Neither of these images is true gt the national

Jevel,

Tuble | indicates that, in 1473, only 4.4 pereent of the employed Spanish-
ofigin population was crgaged inageicultere as Ganners, frnn managers, laborers,
ot foremien. Although spproximately 30 prreent of the employed Spanish-origin
populiation wis empioved i white-collar jous, anly 12 pereent was engaged in
ligher payving, higher status professional and managerial categories. A large pro-
portion was engiged in Jow paying, lowskilled jobs, Major occupations were
woerkers and clerteals, Moore indicares that Mexjcan Ameri-

CPUTIHVeS sV
cuns “hold few professi
tianal achievenyent, luck of business capital, a cultural dissimilarity, and physi-
cally apparent membership in a low prestige group which probably eliminates

onal ., nraerad, and sales jobs becavse of low educy-

iy sales grd supervisory jobs™ (1] p. 31,
The matiomal hired farm working foree s predominately Anglo (7.3 percent).
Spanish-origin workers comprised 13 peicent of the total 2.7 milhon persons in

Table 1- aj0r occupational groups of the Spanish-origin population 16 years old
and over, Mareh 1973

Oceupational group Totl
Frploved perens [Gyearsand over. 00 L 0L 3,363,000
Perevnt
White collr: 98
Professional, technival, and kindred workers .0 0L L 0L, 6.9
Managersand administrators ... 00 Lo 54
Sales workers . L. . 3.9
Clerical and Kindred 13.6
Blue collar: .. . .. o o0 o e
Craftsmen and kindred workers, ., .00 00 oL 0oL
Operatives, including transportation ., . . ., . ..
Laborers excludingfamy o, . ... .. 0o 0L
Farmworkers: . . .. . . L. e e e 44
Farmers and farm Lunagers . .o 0 oL o L .2
Farm laborers and foremen .. . 0. 0oL oL 4.2
Service WarkerssL . .. . .. . e e e e 16.9
Serviceworkers. . .. 0oL oL L L . 15.2
Private houschold workers, . . ... . .. .. .. .. e 1.7

weau o the Census, Current Population Reporis, P-20, No, 264, “Persons
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this furce: blacks and others accounted for 14 percent. Consequently, these data
do not support the cominon belief thal most tarmworkers ave of Spanish origin,
Fven when the hired tarm labor force is examined on a multi-State regional basis
{see fig. 1), there is no evidence that the majority of tarmworkers for any region
are of Spanish origin. Although the western farm labor force included a larger
proportion of Spanish-orgin farmworkers than other areas. Anglos accounted
for the bargest proportion of workers in all regions (table 2}, Combination of the
southern and weslern regions an darea containing 95 percent of the Spanish-
origin fannworkers  still reveals o majority (61 percent) of Anglo workers, coni-
pared with 19 percent Spanish-origin, and 20 percent blick and others.?

Table 2=Distribution of farm wageworkess

by ethnic group and region, 1973

Ruwon

Froon roongp North
Nof tieaast Central South Wil Tatal

Thones, Por Thous, Petro Freogs, Pero Thows, Per Thous, Per,

Anglo ..o oL 1¥2 9D 743 97 551 S8 478 65 1964 ]
spanish-r e 7 4 1l 1 [ L] 11 215 29 RER) 13
Bhick and others . 12 & 12 2 301 31 42 3 167

“

ford® oo oL 200 e FeT o 100 852 T 73

PO 26710 100

Nmbers iy notadd o tatals due to roundime.

and Sex

The uge and sex distribution of an vecupational group often indicutes the
extent to which members are involved in or dependent upon that vecupation
for ciployment. Younger workers and women of ehildbearing age. it employed
at all, often work an g remporary or part-time basis, Older workers, particularly
male household heads with family and financial responsibilities, tend to be more
committed to an occupation on a tull-time basis. The age and sex distribution of
Spanish-origin, Anglo, and black and othor farmworkers is shown in figure 2.

The minority groups Spanish-origin and black and others -were older
(miedian ages of 30 and 38 vears, respectively ) than Anglos Guiedian age ol 22).
Wiile most Anglo workers were teenagers and young adults aged 1424, who did
farmwork on a casual basis after school and during sunumer vacations, most
Spanish-origin workers were between 25 und 34, the prime working ages. About
64 pereent of the Spanish-orgin farmworkers were classed as houschold heads or
spouses: they were prabably major contributors 1o houschold support. In con-
rrast, fess than half the Anglo farmworkers were categorized as heads or spouses
{1able 3).

All statements ol comparison apperine in Lhe s, but not pecessarily in the tables,
afe significant at the 1.6 saandard error (90 pereent) level or higher, See page 15 for more
detail on reliability of estimates anu levels of significancee.

Kl
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FARM WAGEWORKERS, 1973 FIGURE 1
By Region and Ethiic Group

&ANGLQ SPANISH. -’ BLACK &
959 d d = ORIGIN - OTHERS

FARM WAGEWORKERS, 1973 FIGURE 2
By Age, Sex, and Ethnic Group
YEARS MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE

65t 1,622(000) ggy 342 245 94 248 119
55-64 7

45.54 ;i

35.44 f—; ;,

25.34 —— _

18.24 ——]

14:17 I = ——— I R I

40 0 40 0 40 0 40
ANGLO SPANISH-ORIGIN  BLACK & OTHERS



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Table 3--Distribution of farm wageworkers, by ethnic group and household status, 1973

Franwe grgup

Howsehold sutus |- — —
Spanish- Blick and
Anglo Brigin uthicrs Fostal

Thews,  Poro Thous,  Pot. Thous.  Per. Thous.  Por

Heads and spouses L. 912 46 217 64 246 67  1.375 51
Other members L, .| 1,052 54 122 36 12t 33 1,195 49

fomt' Lo L0001 1964 100 330 100 367 oy 2671 1o0

'Numbets may notadd to wotals due to rounding.

The proportion of Anglo workers decreases in the older age groups (fig. 2).
Eaappears that, as Anglos become older, they tend (o find job altematives to
agrictlture. However, this is not true for Spanish-origin farmworkers. This work
Force seament has rebatively Laree propartions of workers at the older age levels,
wndicating limited job alternatives, Consequently, they are more likely to be
dependent on agricultural employment than Anglos for their support.

Females comprised only a small portion (21 percent) of the hired farm work-
ing force. The proportions of females varied by ethnic group, Females were
approxdiinately 30 percent of the combined Spanish-origin and black and other
groups. compared with 17 percent of the Anglos. Generally, women in the
Spanish-origin farm fabor force were older than Anglo women. There is some
evidence that they did farmwaork for longer periods of tinie during the year.
Approxing ly 66 pereent ol the Spanish-origin fenuales did farmwork for 25
days or more contrasted with 34 percent of the Anglo females, For the Spanish-

1 and black and other females who worked out of economic necessity,
nwork offered an easily accessible type of employment requiring little
education, skill, or experience.

Education

Low levels of formal education often mean that a worker can obtain only
refatively low paying types of employment with limited occupational mobility.
Farmworkers in general have heen found to have lower educational levels than
most other major U.S. occupational groups (12, 3). Farmworkers 25 years and
older in 1973 had little more than a grade school education with a median of 8.0
years, and thus were considerably disadvantaged compared to all workers 25§
years and over who had a median education of 12.4 years (18).

Educational attainment was even lower for various segments of the hired
farm labor force, particularly for these of Spanish origin (table 4). The median
number of years of education for Spanish-origin farmworkers 25 years of age
and over was 4.5 years, Funetional illiteracy 15 commonly defined in terms of
less than 5 years of education, In comparison, blacks and others were only slight-
ly higher with 5.8 median years of education: Anglo workers had a median of
9.7 years. Thus, even among a generally lower educated group of workers, a

§]
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Table 4 =Median years of school completed for all farm wageworkers, by ethaic grotip
and age, 1973

Fithnic group
Years of age Spunisii- Black and
Angla STy utfers Total?
Yours

All oo 9.1 (1.964)* 54339 6.8 (367 B4 (2671
1434 .. ... ..., .. 8.9 (1,201 700030 RO (114 8.6 (1452
Farmore ... ... .. 4.7 (763 45200 B 250 2.0(1.218)

BT I 12,1 (432) 470132 7.4 (1140) 9.6 (67 3)

45 0r more L, ..., 7.7 (33N 3u7h 34140 6.71(545)

UNpmbers may not add to totals due to reunding. ? Numbers in parentheses représent
base numbers for muadians (in thousands).

sizable wap exists between minorites and Anglos. Spanish-origin fapmworkers
23 years and over attained less than balf of the median educational levels of
Anglo workers: blacks and others achieved less than two-thirds as much educa-
tion s Anglos. The largest difference (7.4 years) occurred between Anglo and
Spanish-origin workers aged 25-44 years.

Spanish-origin workers from 14 to 24 years of age have significantly higher
levels of education than older groups of Spanish-origin farmworkers, Further-
more, differences in educational attainment between the ethnic groups at the
vounger age level are not significant. Young Spanish-origin workers had a median
of 7 years compared with 8.9 yeurs for Anglos and 8 years for black and other
wurkers.

In 1973, only 11 pereent of Spanish-origin farmworkers 25 years and over
had some high school education, compared with 35 percent of the Anglo
workers. Blacks und others also differed significantly from Anglo farmworkers
with only 25 percent receiving some high school education. Only 2 percent of
Spanish-origin farmworkers 25 years and over had finished high school, com-
pared with over one-third of the Anglos and 13 percent of the blacks and others
(table 5).

Table 5-Distribution of farm wageworkers 25 years of age and over, by ethnic group
and years of school completed, 1973

Ethnic group

School years D ——— —— e — ~—

completed j Black and

Anglo others Total

Thous, Pet. Thous. Pet. Thous. P@tr, Tlx}ms: FPer,
32 il 111 56 110 43 301 25
el | 264 34 67 33 81 3z 413 33
R B % 20 19 9 29 12 202 17
cee.... | 265 35 5 2 32 13 301 25
R 100 203 100 252 100 1,218 100

! Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.

7

12



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Migmtory Status

In 1973, there were 203,000 migratory workers in (e United Sta tes - about 8
percentoftiwhired finmmwork force.! Ol these workers, 63 percent were Anglo,
33 percent were Spaish-origin, and 4 percent were blacks and others. Thus,
persons of Spanish o rigin cormposed @ larger proportion of thee migratury workers
than they did of the twralhired furm working foree (33 pereent compared o 13
percent, see iy, 3).

While the majority of migrint workers were not of Spanishorigin . a5 often
presumied , substantial variation existed among geog raphic reggions. In the South,
over 60 pereent of the migragory workers were of Spanish origin. Thispropor
tion drops to 35 percent in thie West and to less than 0.5 percent elsewhere,
However, among Spaish origin fumvorkers,a lirger proportion werem ipratory
comparted withother ethaie groups Clable6). Ahoutone of e very live Spanish-
origin farmworke 15 was migratory, compared with one in 15 Anglos, and one in
40 blacks and othiers.

Table 6-Distribution of farm wiageworkers, by e thnic group ard migratory status. 1973

e - S e = =

Ethnic group

Migratory stuty e SR =
Klackand
Anglod urigin ot hurs Total

——

Ziows. Po. Thous. P, Thus.  Pot. Thows  Per.

Migratory L., L, L. 127 3l 6# 0 4 2 un 8
Nonmigratory . ... . .| 1837 94 m 80 158 P 1468 92
Totl

194 100 339 1o 367 1 671 100

Spanish-origin migrtory workers generally traveled greiter distapnees thar
others to do famwork, Approximately 88 percent traveled 400 nailes or rmiore *
while over hal ¥ migrgeed 1 .000 miles or yore away tfrom bome (1able 7). [neon
trast. Anglo worke s erveled for shorter distances with oxly 28 petcent nigrat-
ing 1,000 miles or move. The distunce traveled and time sperit im transit o
places of famwork canhavwe severe e ffects on the economiic welfare of s fam-
worker and his furmily, While migrant farmw orkers generally received higher
carnings than other fam wageworkers, incessed (ravel Custs. job insecurity,
limited access tocommunity services whil e traveling, isolation from family and

*Migrant workers inglude all e fors who le g their bomes e porarily o vernight toder
farmwork in aditlerent couney within the same Siateor in g differnt Sare with e xpe-
tation of eventually retupminge homeor had to wsual plaze o fresidenee . and dig Farm wyg e
work in 1wo of more Coyrties during the ycar,

* Distanee traveled incRuded only the nuiber of miles raveled from homieto place of
work and did not include tuvelto Tetem home.

13
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Table 7 -Distribution of migratory farmworkers, by ethnic group

and distance traveled, 1973

Spanish- Black and )
Miles traveled Anglo origin others Total

Thous. Pt

Thous,  Per,

Thous, P,

Thous, Pey,

Fewerthan 75. .. ... Ky 29 1 1 1 ) 40 20
75199 ., ......... 29 23 3 4 2 ) i3 16
200-399 ..., .... 10 8 5 7 1 Q) 16 8
400499 ..., . ... 12 10 11 16 - (") 24 12
500-999 .....,.... 3 2 12 19 . Q) 15 7
LOOOormore . |, ... k] 28 35 53 4 ) 74 37

Total* .........| 127 100 68 100 9 Q) 203 100

! Percentage not shown where base is less than 50,000 persons. * Numbers may not add

to totals due to rounding.

friends, and frequently poor living conditions while in transit complicated
problems of low income.
In addition, compared with Anglo migrant workers, a greater proportion of
Spanish-origin migrants were either household heads o1 spouses (table &), This
finding also suggests that the cconomic and social inpacts of migrancy are
greater for Spanish-origin migrant families, as a group, than for Anglo families.

Table 8-Distribution of migratory farmworkers, by ethnic greup and

household status, 1973

Household status

Anglo

Spanish-
origin

Black and
others

Total

Thpus.  Pet. Thous. Pet,  Thous. Pt Thous.  Pet.
Head .............| 43 34 38 56 9 Q) 90 44
Spouse .......,... 1 15 22 - ") 16 8
Others under 1§
vears . .......... 43 35 9 13 - ) 52 25
Others 18 yearsapd
OVET ., . iue,. ss 39 i [ 9 - (&) 46 23
Total? .., .. 127 100 68 100 9 ) 203 100

to totals due to rounding,

Employment Characteristics

! Percentages not shown where base s less than 50,000 persons.  Numbers may not add

Generally, Spanish-origin farmworkers were employed in agriculture for
longer periods during the year than Anglo workers. Around 26 percent worked
fulltime (250 days or more) compared with only 14 percent of the Anglos
(table 9). Conversely, 22 percent of Spanish-origin farmworkers did casual farm-



Table 9-~Distribution of farm wageworkers, by ethnic group and
duration of farmwork, 1973

Ethnic group
Days of e B it e e — =
farmwork Spanish- Black and
Anglo origin others Torul

Thous. Pet. Thous. Per, Thous, Pd. Thous.  Per

Fewer than 25. .., 900 47 76 22 110 o 1.083 41

25-149 ... ., ..., 657 13 114 34 146 9 918 4
150-249 .. . . ... 125 3 6l 18 61 17 247 9
230and aver .., ., 282 14 89 26 50 14 421 16

Towl® ..,. ....| 1.964 16 339 100 367 100 2,671 100

¥ Numbers micy not add to fotals due to rounding,

work for fewer than 25 days. Almost 50 percent of the Anglos were employed in
farmwork for fewer than 25 days. Black and other farmworkers were also em-
ployed in farmwork for longer periods than Anglos, but did not differ signifi-
cantly from Spanish.origin farmworkers.

Forty-nine percent of all Spanish-origin farmworkers cited fam1 wagework as
their major activity during the year, compared with only 21 percent of the
Anglos (1able 1Q). Instead, the majority of Anglos cited “not in thelabor fores™
as their principal activity. Students accounted for 44 percent of the Anglo farm-
workers, compared with only 19 percent of the Spanish-origin workers.

The survey data show that a large part of the hired farm work force consists
of persons whose principal activity during the year is something other than farm-
work. Many of the casual workers are students and housewives who work in the
fields for several weeks or a month during the year, especially during harvest
periods of peak labor demand. While they are an important segment of the farm

Table 10-Distribution of farem wageworkers, by ethnic group and chief activiiy, 1973

- Filrhniti gmup i

Chief activity Spanish- Black gnd
Anglo origin otlicrs Total

Thous. Po. Thous. Pet. Thous, Pet.  Thous, Pl

Farm wagework . ...} 407 M 167 49 146 40 720 27

Other farmwork' ... 119 6 13 4 23 6 155 ]
Nonfarm work ,.... 337 17 35 10 50 14 422 16
Unemployed .. .. ... 22 1 6 2 4 1 32 |

Not in lubot foree ... [ 1080 55 118 35 145 9 1,342 50
Keeping house , . ., 135 7 45 13 50 13 230 9
Attending schoopl ., B57 A4 64 19 67 18 988 36
Other .........-. 88 ‘ 9 3 28 8 125 5

Total® . ........}] 1964 100 339 100 367 100 1671 100

'Includes unpaid family labor and operating 2 farm. *Numbers may not add to totals
due to rounding,
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labor force, they are not primarily farm wageworkers. Thus. persons who do
farmswoerk for fewer than 23 days are removed from the following analysis 1o
present u picture of the carning characteristics of the core hired furm work furce.
Anglos comprised the majority (83 percent) of these cusual vorkers,

Spanisheorigin workers in the core group- those doing 25 days of more of
farmwork ~were employed in agriculture for an average of 180 days in 1973
compared with 149 days for Anglos and 146 days tor blacks and others, Approx-
imately §7 percent ot Spanish-origin farmworkers worked 150 days or more
during the year, In contrast, the majority (61 percent) of Anglo workers were
employed foronly 25 to 149 days.

Spanish-origin workers in the core group relied heavily on farmwork as their
major source of employment:only 15 percent did any nonfarm work during the
year (table 1 1). In contrast, 36 pereent of the Anglos and 33 percent of the
blacks and others did some nonfarm work. When Spanish-origin workers per-
formed nonfarm work, they averaged fewer days than did Anglo workers,
Funhermore, there is some evidence to indicate that Spanish-origin workers
averaged fewer days of nonfarnt work than blacks and vthers,

Table 1 1 -Distribution of persons who did 25 days or more of farmwork, by cthnie group
.;nd typc of wage \vnrk performed, l'?73

Ethne group

[ypeotwigework — e — — = —
pertormed Spanish- Black and

Anglo nngm athers l'csml

Thous, Pt ]hmu Per, Thous.  Per. Thous,  Per,

Farm wagework only 677 (5] 225 85 173 67  1.073 68
Farmand noafarm
wagework ., .. ... g7 36 39 13 84 33 513 32

Towal' .........] 1.064 l(lL) 364 140 258 100 1.586 100

' Numbers iy not add 1o mt;ilx due 1o rounding.

Earnizgs are perhaps the most important indicator ol economic well-being
and dependence on agriculture, There is some evidence that levels of carnings
varied among the ethnic groups. In 1973, Spanish-origin workers working 25
daysormore at farmwork averaged $3, 397m total earnings from farm and non-
farm work, conipared with averages of $2.941 for Anglos and $2.477 for blucks
und o[hcrs (mhic l”) : Furlhcrmure Sﬁdﬂis;l‘{)ﬁgiﬂ l}lrmwmkcrs rcuiv;d 92

soiree of mrnmgsa Ang!u farmworke 15 rt,u:wcd Jbuut 73 pgru:m of their cam-
ings from fanmwork,

Vuripus data suggest that the Spanish-origin famworkers® realization of rela-
tively tigher wages is characteristic only of the western region. where most of
the Spanish-crigin workers reside. A recent study of hired farmworkers in New
Yark shows that both Puerio Rican and Mexican workers have median incomes

ates of tolal vash wages do not include the value of perquisites or fringe benelits
feceived in connection with farm or nontfarm work.

l’I
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Table 12—Average nnmber of days worked and wages earned at farm and nonfarm
work, by ethnic group for all persons who did 25 days or more of
farm wagework, 1973

3 [lmu youp

Averuge days worked and = =
wages carned’ Spanish- | Black and
Anglo origin Dthcrs Total

Number of workers (Thous) .. ... ... 1.064 264 758 1,586
Farm und nonfarm;

Paysworked .. .00 o ieiesne s 190 196 171 188

Wauges carned per year oLy ... ... 29491 3,397 2477 1,942

Wages camned per day (Dal ) .. ... 15.60 16.85 14.53 15.70
Farm:

Daysworked .. ... . ... .. 149 180 146 154

Wyges earned pei vear (D()I | S 2158 3,117 2.061 2,302

Wages curied pec day (Dol )t .., 13.75 16.50 14.10 14.95
Manfurin:

Dayaworked ..ot 40 16 25 34

Woages carned per yaur (Doly ...... 781 280 416 640

Wages earned per day (Dol)® ... ... 9 20 17.75 16 95 19 00

:‘\\Lfdgk days worked times d'ul} Wiges Ny ot _ldd to annual exrnings due to fuum:L
ing. *Dailv wages are rounded to the neagest 5 cents,

below that of whites (7). A New Jersey report indicates similar results with
Fuerm Rimns .md bl.,usks eamin&, an ngic;u‘tuml imc’gme mnsidemhly be]Dw Ihél
dleldblC to make LUI“[)J!’\&UHS for All rf:gmns. data for th; South indicate that
daily farm wages for all Anglo workers were about $2.00 per day higher than
wages of Spanish-origin workers. In the West, however, Anglo workers earned
about $1.25 less in farm wages per day than Spunish-origin farmworkers.

While additional research is needed to determine specific reasons for the
difference in earning levels among farmworker ethnic groups, some possible
explanations ure suggested by these datu. Higher earning levels for Spanish-origin
workers were a result of both a greater number of days worked and higher daily
wamz (’".emrallv tarm wnges- the more lmpurtaat source ui’ Spamsh Qngm

dm!y farm wages fur al! farmworkets in the West were $18.75 fampar«:d wnh
$14.30 in the Northeast, $13.35 in the North Central region, and $12.60 in the
South. Daily wages among the nonwestern regions did not differ significantly.
Since most Spanish-origin workers were located in the West, regional variations
in wage rates partially explain the higher daily carnings for Spanish-origin
workers. Blacks and others were predominately located in the South. Anglos
were more evenly distributed across the United States.

Ahu wag; ratcs may bc: higllér fur Spanish-ﬂiigin wurkcrs bemuse uf
Mam;r mdmate !hat to the extent wnrkcr skill and gompeteney muease wnh
experience, longer work periods increase th: wurker's poiential for earnings
(13). Data in this study support that conclusion. In 1973, farm wages for ail
farmworkers increased with duration of farmwork (table 13), and a greater pro-
portion of Spanish-origin workers were employed for onger periods of farm-
work compared to other ethnic groups.

13
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Table 13~Average number of days worked and wages earned at farm wagework
for all farmworkers, by duration of work, 1973

Wages earned

Days of Numbers of Days — e —

farmwaork workers worked Per year Per day!
) o o  Doltars )

Fewerthan 25 ..., . 1,085 9 111 12.10
2574 ..., 567 46 590 12.70
75-14% _.......... 351 104 1,373 13.25
150 or more ... ... 668 271 4,244 15.65

! Daily wages rounded to nearest 5 cents,

Finally, Fogel, discussing the relatively high income ~f Mexican Americans
despite low educational levels, suggests that, *. . . the answers may lie in dimen-
sions which are difficult to measure—motivation, abilities, and labor market dis-
crimination that is less intense than against other minorities” (7, p. 18). Simi-
larly, Beckett found that California farm laborers of Mexican ancestry had
higher productivity levels. He suggests motivation and ability as “most likely

possible causes™ for the Mexican American's relatively higher earnings power in
relation to his educational attainment (2).

Spanish-origin farmworker houscholds tend to lose their slight advantage
stemming from higher farm camings when household size and number of
dependents are considered. Spanish-origin houscholds tend ‘o be larger than
other ethnic households. In 1973, there were approximately 192,000 Spanish-
origin farmworker households averaging 5.5 persons per household. In compari-
son, Anglo households averaged 3.8 members and blacks and other households
averaged 3.6 persons per household. At the same time, Spanish-origin households
had more dependents under 18 years of age—1.2 for every member 18 years and
over, compared with 0.6 for Anglo and blacks and others, Data are not availa-
ble for the core farmworker households where a farmworker did 25 days or
more of farmwork, However, it is doubtful that these households would differ
significtntly in size from the total.

IMPLICATIONS

Improvement of the general economic well-being of Spanish-origin farm-
workers depends in large part upon increased access to various types of higher
paying nonfarin employment. A partial solution to increasing nonfarm employ-
ment opportunities may lie in the development of manpower programs to pro-
vide the education and skill levels required for other types of employment.
However, program development and implementation should consider the par-
ticular attributes and characteristics of Spanish-origin farmworkers that may
suggest special manpower training needs. Their age and sex distribution, large
household size, high dependency ratio, high degree of migrancy, strong agricul-
tural dependence, and educational disabilities need to be considered in program
formulation, ] ‘7
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14



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

APPENDIX

SOURCE OF DATA AND RELIABILITY OF ESTIMATES

Source of Data

Data for this study were obta: sed in December 1973 from special questions
o the annual Hired Farm Work. 1g Force survey conducted for the Economic
Research Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, by the Bureau of the Census
as asupplementary part of the Curicat Population Survey (/7). The sainple was
drawn from 461 areas including 923 counties and independent cities, with cover-
age in each of the 50 Sta.os and the District of Columbia. The survey did not
~nd to Puerto Rico or other territories and possessions of the United States.
wpyroximately 45,000 households were interviewed.
Estimates in this report concern persons 14 vears of age or older who did

who died. entered the Armed Forces, or were no longer in the civilian noninsti-
tutional population for other reasons prior to the field collection are not
included in this report. Also not included are foreign nationals who did farm
wagework in this country and returned home before the survey. (The number of
forcign nationals admitted declined sharply after the termination of Public
Law 78 in December 1964, and in 1973 tctaled only 12,888.)¢

The estimating procedure used in this survey involved the expansion of the
weighted sample results to give estimates of the civilian noninstitutional popula-
tion of the United States by age, race, and sex. These estimates were based on
statistics from the 1970 Census of Population; statistics of births, deaths, immi-
gration, and emigration: and from the Armed Forces.

Reliability of Estimates

Since the estimates were based on a sample, they may differ somewhat from
figures obtained if a complete census had been taken using the same schedules,
instructions, and enumerators, As in any survey work, results are subject to
response and reporting errors as well as to sampling variability.

The standard error is primarily a ineasure of sampling variability. Variations
occur by chance because a sample, rather than all the population, is surveyed. As
calculated for this report, the standard error also partially measures the effect of
response and enumeration errors but does not measure any systematic biases in
the data. The chances are about 68 out of 100 that an estimate from the sample
would differ from a complete census figure by less than the standard error. The
the standard error, and the chances are about 95 out of 100 that the difference
would be less than twice the standard error.

* Unpublished information from Employment and Training Adm., U.5. Dept. Labor,
Mumber does not include foreign nationals admitted to do sheepherding or logging.
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All statements of comparison appearing in the text, but not necessarily in the
tables, are signiticant at the 1.6 standard error level or higher, and most are sig-
nificant ar a level of more than 2.0 standard errors, Statements of comparison
qualitied in some way (by use of the phrase “some evidence™) have a level of sig-
nificance between 1.6 and 2.0 standard errors.

I s presented inapp. table | are approximations of the standard errors
of various estimates shown in this report. These approximations provide an indi-

cation ot the order of nagnitude of the standard errors, rather than a precise
standard error for any specific item. App. table 2 vomains the standard errors of
estimated percentages. App. tables 3,4 and 5 contain the standard errors of esti-
mated averages. For wore detailed information on the statistical methods used
with CPS duta, see reference 17,

This report shows that there were 339,000 Spanish-origin hired farmworkers
in 1973. App. tuble 1 shows the standard error on an estimate of this size to be
approximately 34,000. The chances are 68 out of 100 that the estimate would
have shown a figure differing from a complete census by less than 34,000. The
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimate would have shown a figure differing
from a complete census by less than 68,000,

Of these 339,000 Spanish-origin farmworkers, 68,000 or 20 percent were
migratory workers, App. tible 2 shows the standard error of 20 percent on a
busis o' 339,000 to be approxinutely 3.9 percent. Consequently, chances are 68
out of 100 that the estimated 20 pereent would be within 3.9 percent of a com-
plete census figure. and chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimate would be
within 7.8 percent of a census figure: for example, this 95-percent confidence
interval would he from 12.2 to 27.8 percent.

This report also shows the average annual carnings from farm wagework for
all Spanish-origin farmworkers were $3.117. App. table 4 shows the standard
error for that level of carings, on a basis of 339,006 workers, to be approxi-
mately $145. Consequently, chances are 68 out of 100 that the estimated
$3.117 would be within $145 of a complete census figure, and chances arc 95
out of 100 that the estimate would be within $290 of a census figure:i.e., this
95-percent conlidence interval would be from $2,827 to $3.407.

Appendix table | -Standard errors for estimated numbers of farm wageworkers'

(68 chances aur of 100)

Size of estimate Standard error
25000 . Cs s P 9,000
50000 ....... P . 12,000
o000 .. .. .. ... . 18,000
250000 ... .. 29,000
500000 .., .... 42,000
Looonon . . .. ... ... 65.000
1500000 .. ..., .. ... 121,000
3000000 .. ... .. 139,000

'Standard errors for nember of persons in farm wageworker households are the same as

for farm wageworkers,
21
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(68 chances our of 100)

Base of percentage in thousands
Estimated - —— T T -
percentage 25 50 100 250 500 ) 1,000 | 2,000 | 3,000
Pereent
Jor98 ... ... . 4.9 15 2.4 1.5 1.1 0.8 0.5 0.4
S50r95 ... ... . 7.6 54 38 24 1.7 1.2 0.8 0.7
lWor90 .....,.| 105 7.4 52 33 23 1.7 1.0 1.0
150r85.......| L5 8.8 6.2 19 2.4 2.0 1.2 L1
or8 ....,..| 140 9.9 7.0 4.4 31 2.2 1.4 1.3
Sor75. .. .., ] 151 107 1.6 4.8 34 24 1.5 1.4
3iorés .. .| 166 11.8 8.3 5.3 37 2.6 1.7 1.5
56...........] 174 123 B89 55 39 38 1.7 1.0

! See footnote, app. table 1.

Appendix table 3 ~-Standard errors of average number of days of farm wagework

(68 chances out of 100)

Average number of Base ol average in thousan.' of
days of farm wage- farm wageworkers
work per year per — 1T
person 50 100 230 500 | 1,000 | 2,500 { 3,000
10............::: 1.2 1.0 07 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.2
. 35 3.1 2.2 1.5 1.3 0.9 0.7
1 I 1 ) 7.2 5.7 4.0 34 2.3 2.0
100...............] 192 136 96 6.8 5.0 3.3 2.9
150..............: 197 140 95 6.8 3.6 2.4 2.1
200...............] 155 1LO 7.0 5.0 3.0 2.0 1.7
250, .. ... 00 oo | 103 8.0 5.0 3.5 1.3 0.9 0.7
300.. ... ... 7.1 5.0 3.0 2.0 0.8 0.5 0.4

Nore: App. table 3 pertains (o averages cemputed from distributions allowed to vary
aver the entire range of days worked. Standard crrors for truncated distributions (e.g.,
workers with fewer than 25 days of farm wagework) are somewhat smaller.
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Appendix table 4—-Standard errors of average annual earnings from farm wagework

68 chances our of 100

Average dollar Base of average in thousands of
earnings from farm wageworkers
farm wagework per — B T T
Year per person 50 100 150 500 | 1,000 | 2,500 { 3,000
150, ... .. ... .. 3 22 14 10 2 6 5
BO.............. 58 41 16 19 16 11 10
500 ..............] 118 84 53 41 35 23 21
750,.............] 118 126 80 64 54 16 33
1,00, .............] Zi9 155 98 85 68 45 41
2000..............| 314 223 141 132 96 64 58
3000, .............] 31 235 149 138 99 66 60
4000, .............] 340 241 153 141 100 67 61
5000..............] 34 244 155 142 100 67 61
6,000, .............] 346 245 156 142 100 67 61
Appendix table 5—Standard errors of average daily earnings from farm wagework
{68 chances out of 100)
Average dollar Base of average in thousands of
earnings from farm wageworker
farm wagework per ———— A B e -
day per person 50 100 250 500 | 1,000 | 2,500 | 3,000
500..............| 060 042 027 019 0.4 009 008
7.00..............| LI13 .81 51 .36 .26 17 A5
900............,.] 146 1.04 .66 .66 .35 23 .20
11.00. .............| 152 1.08 .65 53 43 .28 25
13.00..............| 1.54 1.09 .69 55 47 31 .27
1500, .............|] L3537 LIl T 56 S50 .33 .29
1700, .............] 1.5%9 1.13 .73 57 52 .34 .30
19.00. .............] L6l L.15 .75 59 53 35 31
2100, .. ...........| 1.62 1.16 .76 .60 .54 36 3l

REFERENCES

1. Bauder, Ward W, 7
1972 Minority Groups in the Hired Agricultural Labor Foree of New York,
Paper presented before the Rural Sociological Society, Baton Rouge, La.

2. Becketr, James W,
1966  The Domestic Farm Laborer-A Study of Yolo County Tomato Pickers,
Research monograph No. 2. Davis: Dept. Agr. Econ,, Univ. Calif,
3. Beale, Calvin and Gladys Bowles
1965 The Population of Hired Farmworker Houscholds, AER-84, Washington,
D.C.: Econ, Res. Serv., U.S, Dept. Agr.

18

23

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

v 4q,

Briggs, Vernon M., Jr.
1973 Chican
1973 lmplications of Neninstitutional Considerations upon the Effectiveness of

Manpower Programs for Chicancs. Austin: Center for the Study of Human
Resources, Univ, Texus,

Bullock, Paul

1970 “Employment Problems of the Mexican American,” in John Burma (ed.),

nd Rural Poverty. Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins Univ, Press,

Publishing Co., Inc.
Fogel, Walter
1965  “Lducation and lncome of Mexican-Americans in the Southwest,” Mexjcan

Al an Study Projeet Advance Report 1, Los Angeles: Grad. School of
Bus,, Univ, Calif,
Cirebler, Leo, Joan Moore, and Ralph Guzman,
1970 The Mexican Amierican People. New York: The Free Press.

s
<1975 Feonomic and Sodal Statistics for Americans of Spanish Origin. Hearings
before the Subcommitiee on Census and Population of the Committee on
Post Oftiee and Civil Service, 94th Congress, Ist Session. Serial No, 94-8.
March 21,
. Ray
Rural Workers in Rural Labor Markets, Salt Lake City, Utah: Olympus
Publishing Co,
Moore, Joun W,
1966 Mexican-Americuns: Problems and Prospects, Wisconsin: Institure for
Research on Poverty, Univ, Wisc,
Rapton, Avra
1969 A Socio-Economic Profile of the 1965 Farm Wage Force, AER-157, Wash-
ington, D.C.: Econ. Res, Serv., U.5. Dept. Agr.
Rosedale, Donald and John Mamer
1974, Labor Management for Scasonal Funmworkers. A Cuse Study. No, 741,
Murch, Culifornia: Univ. Calif,
Rowe, Gene and Leslic Whitener Smith
1975 The i e Foree of 1974, AER-289, Washington, D.C.:

1976 Ho E
hensive lmployment and Training Act of 1973, AER-324, Washington, D.C.:
Econ, Res, Serv., ULS. Dept. Agr.
Thatch, Daymon W,
1975 Income Characteristics of Farm Laborers by Ethnic Groups in New e
New Brunswick: Agr. Exp. Sta,, Rutgers Univ,
LLS. Bureuu of the Census
1963 The Cur Populiation Survey - A Report on Methodology, Paper No, 7.
Washingion, D.C.: U,5. Govt, Print. OfT.

ey,

il Attainment in the U.S.: March 1973 and 1974.” Current
Population Reports, Series P-20, No. 274, Washington, D.C.: U.5. Govt.
Print. Off.

in the United States: March 1973, Current
ington, D.C.: U.S. Govt,

‘Persons of Spanish-Origi
Population Reports, Series P-20, No. 264. Was
Print. Off.

19

24



U.5. DEPFARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE POSTAGE AND FEES PAID

ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20250 AGRICULTURE
R I—— AGR 101

OFFICIAL BUSINESS TH'RD CLASS

PENALTY FOR PRIVATE USE 5300

ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE
Economic Development Division

The Economic Research Service (ERS) develops information on a broad
array of issues for decisionmakers at all levels—including members of Congress,
USDA policy officials, State and local administrators, farmers and farm organi-
zations, and consumers. ERS, through its Economic Development Division (EDD),
provides information to help improve the conditions of rural life in the United
States. It collects, analyzes, and publishes data on population, employment,
incomes, farm and nonfarm workers, job skills, and education levels. [t also
evaluates changes in rural communities—schools, housing, medical services,
public facilities. -

25

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



