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HIGHLIGHTS

The attainment of some education beyond high school is becoming
an expéétatiOE @f pérscns in all ségments of mééern S@ciety The

apggrtun;t;esi The poverty Papulace pr@v;ﬂes one example cf thls
problem. '

In Alabama poverty is widespread and predominant in many
counties. In 1970:

- twenty-five percent (25%) of the State's persons were poverty-
stricken :

- twenty-one percent (21%) of all families in Alabama were
poverty-stricken

-~ forty-seven percent (47%) of all black families fell below

. the poverty level :

-~ poor families had more children (an average of 3.2 children
per family) than non-poor families (2.4 children per family)

- mean income for families below the poverty level was $1,988.00
compared to $8,357.00 for families of all income levels

~ while 94 percent of the heads of poor families in the labor
force were employed, only 53 percent worked full-time

- forty-nine percent (49%) of the heads of poor families were
not in the labor force

~ sixty-three percent (63%) of the heads of poor families had
attained eight years or less of formal schooling

- median school years completed for the poor was 7.6 years
compared tﬁ 10.8 years for persons of all income levels

-~ the majcrlty of the. paverty populace (58%) resided in urban

areas

: This poverty, exper rienced by so many of the State's citizens,
forms very strong barriers to postsecondary education. The various
factors impeding advanced educational attainment for the poor include:
— financial barriers associated with small incomes and large
! families, the high cost of advanced educational training,
- the decreasing purchasing power of the dollar, and the lack
of full-time employment for heads of poor families
- motivational barriers induced by parental attitudes and norms,
and peer pressures
- academic barriers brought abaut by inadequate educational pre-
paration, and inappropriate substantive requirements for aa=
missions to institutions of higher education
- geographic barriers resulting from the inadequate and inef-
ficient location of postsecondary institutions '

A Accessible postsecondary educational opportunities which are
responsive to the fluctuating needs of the labor market will play
"a’key~rcle in eliminating poverty.
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The Institute of Higher Education Research and Services is
an agency of The University of Alabama. Part of its mission is
to identify and analyze crucial educational issues which confront
our state and its people.

Poverty in Alabama is both widespread and intense. It is a
social issue which should command our attention, our resources,
and our skills as a people to work toward its elimination.

Increasing access to postsecondary education is a topic of
continuing interest to IHERS. We engage in training projects,
conduct seminars and workshops, and design research Prajects=é
all with the intent of creating more educational Dp;értunity
tailored to the needs of our citizens and with incfeasiné ease of
success,

I am delighted Mary Lee Shannon, an outstanding social science
researcher, has joined our Institute staff. She has produced here
a careful review of the elements of poverty in Alabama and related
these to postsecondary education in this state.

This is a sigﬁifiéant study for all citizens in Alabama and
the South. I commend Ms. Shannon's work to you.

May I state, too, that this study and publication are sup-
ported, in part, by a generous grant to the Institute from thé

Carnegie Corporation of New York. This support, however, does

v



not imply that the Corporation should be held responsible for
the design or findings of this study. The Institute alone is
responsible for the format, analysis, and interpretations in
this study.

Thomas Diener

Director
IHERS
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In recent years governmental interest in postsecondary
education for all citizens has increased significantly. Stu-
dent aid programs have grown steadily since 1970. New measures,
such as the Basic Educational Opportunity Grant (BEOG), have
been developed and initiated. The assumption that financial
aid alone will increase educational Qppértunity and accessi-
bility for the poor has motivated both state and federal
monetary provisions. |

The cost of tuition, books, and lodging is a recognized
barrier to postsecondary education fgrlthe poor. That motiva-
tional, geographic, and academic factors may also influence
~educational attainment is a recent consideration requiring
additional investigation and analysis. -

Assaciatéa with the trend to view 'the problems of post-
secondary education for the poor in a broader perspective, is
an awareness of the relationship between education and the
demands of the labor market. Occupation and income are often
affected by educational training, but advances in education

abor market. Thus educational’
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institutions must be aware of the demands of the labor market

and provide students with marketable skills and talents.
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The present study has been undertaken with the belief

ondary education and that it is frequently accompanied by dis-
tinct motivational, academic, and geographic factors. It is
hoped that the author's perspective along with the data will

provide an understanding of impoverishment and its implica-

This report represents the efforts of numerous people.

The author wishes to express her gratitude to the following
persons:

Dr. Thgmasig_ Diener, Director of the Institute of Higher
Education, for the ideas and direction offered throughout this
project; Dr. Albert E. Drake, Professor of Statistics, and
Ms. Otis Holloway Owens, Associate of the Institute of Higher
Education for their invaluable time and suggestions so readily
provided.

A special thanks is extended to Ms. Marilyn Emplaincourt,
Staff Associate of ™e Institute of Higher Education, for her
editorial assistance and aid in verifying the numerical data.

A final thanks is offered to Gail Morgan, staff member of
the Institute of Higher Education, for her typing assistance.

Mary Lee Rice Shannon
The University of Alabama
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

éne of the gféatest burdens éxgérien;ed in American Sc%
““cietymtadayhiswthat~cfwPQvertyfmwThis~is;wcfmegurse}Mneithér~“j“j*&'
‘& new nor a startling statement. Poverty is an issue that
has prompted national awareness. But accompanying this aware-
ness has been a aisagreement concerning the best way to ana-
lyééﬁéaverty. The economic view maintains that income or
income deficit is the major cause of poverty and its concur-
rent problems. The non-economic view suggests that certain
values and norms (ige.; aisériminaﬁi@n and indifference) of
the dominant society are the cause of Pcverty; It should be
realized, hcﬁevér, that poverty is not controlled by one-
factor; it is multi-causal. Therefore, bcth §Qsiti@ns must

It is with such an eclécti:.view that this paper is
being presented. The aim is ﬁo look at poverty in Alabama
and to try to understand its implications in regard to postsec-
@nééf?'éﬂugatian. While a statiStical account of the inci-
dence of poverty and its geographic éi:t;ibutian is covered,
greater emphasis is placed on the delineation of barriers
to éduéétién;aue to poverty (including family and individual

characteristics, academic, geographic, and financial barriers)
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" JLlected in 1970 by the United States Bureau of the Census.

- and the analysis of these limitations on Alabama's poor. Fi-

nally, the importance of linking Alabama's manpower needs-and

labor market responsiveness with increased educational oppor-

tunity must be stressed if education in this State is to be

“SOURCES OF DATA AND METHODOLOGY

The majority of numerical data used in this paper was col-

#L ¥

Other éﬁétistics were supplied by Thé Univefsity of Alabama's
Center for Business and Economic Research (CBER), the Alabama
Commission on Higher Education (ACHE), and the Alabama State
Department of Education. Additianal sources included various
articles and books written on the subjggémaf poverty and
postsecondary education.

The methodology for this study consisted of extensive data
gathering, analysis, and description. The census éata used
concerning income, poverty status, education, and employ~
ment were based on a 15 percent sample of the population
rathérrthan on a 100 percent count. In all cases, the data

were multiplied by the appropriate reciprocal of the sampling

rate to obtain a population estimate. These estimates have an

error rate of less than one-half percent at the 95 percent con-

fidence level (U.S. Department of Commerce, 1972a: App. 46-50).

4
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LIMITATIONS

Since the scope of this stuiy invglvedvtha compilation
-A_and analysis @fmnuméricalldatamrelatingmtequVérty~ani~§sst-
secondary e@u;atian, no survey or "participant obgervaticn,"
i.e., in-depth, face§tosfaée analysis involving the researgher
and the study group, was included. Therefore, it was a dif-
ficult tésk to evaluate thekfull implications of the effects
of poverty on huﬁan beings by merely l@akiﬁg:at numerical
data.

e

cgmpaunding:the problem was the fact thét the census data
relied upon were somewhat dated, and there was the possibility
of undéfénumé:atign of the poverty poPuiacé (Siegel, 1974).
MQIEQVEE; since much of the information compiled by the Bureau
of the Census was based on a sample of the pagulatiGﬁ; the pre-
cision of the estimates used ‘is reduced. This lack of accurate,
systematic data cgnéerningjalaﬁama‘s poor and their relation ﬁc
postsecondary education poses a distinct problem to erﬁcaticnal
planners in terms of ér@viding increased and effective education-
al opportunities for the paverty—strickeﬁ segment of the popula-
tion. Nevertheless, it is hoped tha£ this analysis will prompt
definite action in regard to further examination of the problem

and sincere efforts to remedy the situation.
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CHAPTER II

A SURVEY OF ALABAMA'S POVERTY POPULACE

The incidence of pavarty in Alabama is very hlgh. Twentyi
fiﬁevgercent (25%) of alluﬁa§sans in Alabama and twenty per-
cent (20%) of the State's families ranked at or below the pov-
érﬁy level in 1970. The poverty index used h=re was adopted
by a Federal Interagency Committee in 1969. It takes into acsﬁ
count.- such factors as family size, sex, and age of the 1nd1V1d—
ual or the head of the family, place of residence, and the to-
vntal amourit éf‘inccme accrued by the inaividﬂél or the wage
earners in a family. An economical and nutritionally adequate
food plan designed by the U.S. Department of Agriculture aids
in determining the poverty thresholds (U.S. Department of Com-
merce, 1970:108). If the total money incgﬁgﬁaf thé individual
ér family ésiless!than three times the amount of the economy
food plan, they are classified as poor.

Between 1970 and 1974%, the estimated disposable per capita
income (i.e., income remaining to persons after payment of per-
sonal taxes) in Alabama increased 41 percent. However, due to

inflation, the purchasing power of the dollar decreased from

*This year provides the most recent published data on.
poverty thresholds and economic information for the State
of Alabama.

16
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$1.00 in 1967 to $0.86 in 1970 and to $0.68 ;n 1974. There-
fore, while dollars=-in-hand increased 4i pagcent betweean 1970
and i%?é, the actual value or purchasing ﬁéwer of tﬁat income
énly:incfeased liiB Eeréent (see Table 1). Dﬁréﬁg thé'sa@e
iﬁimévgafiod thébnaticnal poverty income levels inQEEESEﬁ:EPE
- proximately 35 perce£t_(see Table 2). This level also chaﬁgés
yearly in response to the annual rate of inflation. The im-
plication ﬁére is thétgthose poverty families or persons with ;J
increased earnings are probably enduring the same impoverish-
ment now that they égperienééd in 1970; and those families:@r
- persons whose income has not increased areJSﬁffériﬁg an even
greater need.

The distribution of Alabama's poverty @n,a-&cunty level
is shown on Map 1. Counties with greater than 30 percent of
their famlllés and individuals below poverty are extréated
and represented on Map 2. These counties include Barbour,

. Bullock, Butler, Choctaw, Conecuh, Crenshaw, Dallas, Greene,

Hale, Henry, Lamar, Lowndes, Macon, Marengo, Monroe,. Perry,

Ei;kansj Sumter, Washington, and Wilccx;

It is noteworthy that all of the counties that had a
predominatly black population in 1970 (Sumter, Greene, Hale,
Dallas, Wilcox, Lowndes, Bullock, and Macon,) are .included
among the counties with the highest degree of poverty. Al-

ﬁhaugh the Bureau of the Census classifies more than slxty

17




MAP 1
Percentage of Persons and Families
in Alabama with Income Below Poverty,
by County,1970
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" percent (60%) cf the population of most of these counties
as rural, the ﬁaj@rity of poverty-stricken Blacks in-Ala=b
bama live in urban areas, while the majority of impoverished
Vthiﬁes"arér;u:;lugesidggts (see Table 3). While there are
numerically more poverty-stricken white faﬁilies (93,61&}
than poverty-stricken black families (86,821), an'examination
of percentages suggests that Blacks bear a éréatér degréee of |
- poverty than Whites. Nearly 47 percent of all blaék“féﬁilies‘”'
iﬁ Alabama are poverty-stricken compared to lB;S.Pércaﬁt of
all white families. An even greater percent of all biaik per-
sons (52.8%) are classified as#ﬁﬁér,éémpéféaqﬁﬂ 15.7 percent
of all Whites. It should be n@tea-that a person iSHEQBSidé:Ed
"poor" when the individual's income falls below the poverty
level, while a family is. listed as poverty-stricken when the
total income of all the family's wage earners is less than the
appropriate poverty threshold. |

The Bureau of the Census created two variations of the
poverty definition when the poverty index was modified in
1969. One utilized 75 percent of the index to show those
persons/families with very great neeﬂ; the other used 125
- percent of this index to show those persons/families who
bordered on being paverty-strickeni In 1979, ;7!3 percent

of all families and 32.5 percent of all persons in Alabama

20



fell below the 125 percent level (see Table 3). The étan='
dard thresholds established in 1974 exceed the 125 percent .
variatiéﬁ of 1970, thereby significantly increasing the
~number of people classified as poverty-stricken and desig-
nating a new group for the 125 percent category. |

A wide range‘éf characteristics® mark Aiabama‘s poverty
populace. These charéctéristicé are shown on a county basis
‘in Table 4 and on a statewide basis in Table 5. The major-
ity of family heads éré!bétween the age of 25 and 64 and
have zero to two related children under the age of 18. 1In
therfivé counties with the greatest percentage of péaﬁ (i.e.,
Greene, Lowndes, Bullock, Wilcox, and Hale) the average num-
ber of related children uniar_the age of 18 is high. Lowndes
County leads with an average of 4_6 children per family. Wil-
cox and Bullock CDﬁﬂ%iéS:féliow With éﬁ average nggig child-
ren. Hale County's poor families have an average of 3.8
children and Greene caunt?'s families average 3.7 children.
The statewide average is 5.2 children per poor family. -

The mean income for families in 1970 was $1988.00 and the

*The discussion on these characteristics is based on
numerical information taken from the U.S. Department of
Commerce, Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population
for Alabama. Any data not taken from the Census will be
so designated. .

21
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the total income of families and unrelated individuals and -—
their respective poverty levels) was $1632.00 (see Table 6).
In the five counties with the greatest poverty populace the

mean family incomes were generally lower gg&/ﬁhe$§efi;its,_,,,v,Ww"

were higher. Greene County had the lowest fiean family in-

Hh

come of $1773.00 and the highest mean income agfié;t o}
$2217.00.

The other four gguhtiés were as fallaﬁs; Léwﬁaas;
$2035.00 mean family income, $2040.00 mean income deficit:
deficit; Bullock $1810.00 mean family income, $1981.00 mean
income deficit; and HéiéﬂcDgnty, $1858.00 mean family income,
$2047.00 mean incéme deficit. According to the U. S. Bureau
of the Cen%usj 22.8 percent of Alabama's poor families re-
ceived public éssisﬁéncé in 1970, but a greater  percentage
of families from each of the five counties listed above were
given public aid. The Pefcéntagés raﬁged from 25.3 percent
in Bullock County to 37.7 percent in Wil;gx Eéﬁﬁﬁy (see Table 4).

Slightly over 50 percent (91,517) of all heads of poor
familiés in Alabama are in the labor force; of these 85,934

(or 94%) are employed and 5583 (or 6%) are unemployed. The

=

remaining 49.5 percent (89,913) of all heads of poor families

are not in the labor force (see Table 5). Most of the peraénéf
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in this latter category are "students, housewives, retired

workers, seasonal workers enumerated in an 'off' season who
R ) 4 = 4’ —

__ sons who cannot work because of long-term physical or mental . . .

illness or disability" (U.S. Department of Commerce, 1970:103).
Of those heads who are employed, 60.5 percent are either
craftsmen, foremen, operatives, or service W?EKEIS- Related
to these employment figures is the fact that 63 percent of

the heads of poor families have attained eight years or less

of formal schooling.-

of poverty in the State and generally has described some
characteristics of the poor population. 1In order to achieve .
a greater unéerstanding of poverty it is necessary to take
an in-depth lé@E at associated factors.

This paper concerns itself with thé education variable as
it affects thélgcori While lack of education is not the
ultimate "cause" of poverty, in almost every case it is an

apgaiént factor.
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CHAPTER III

BARRIERS TO POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION FOR THE POOR

the non-economic variables but to expand on the economic as-
pects. This is prabablyldué to the difficulty involved in
trying to quantify the subjéctive; However, to fully apﬁ-
preciate the restrictions that poverty imp§SEs on higﬁer
education it is imﬁerati%e to discuss and to substantiéte
~wherever possible the non-economic asgects'(e_g.,-afﬁituaes
and values) as ﬁéll as the more apparent finénéiﬁi'faétcf;
élthaugh values, attitudes, and personal éharacteristics
play important roles as barrieré to higher education for the
poor, it is not suggested héré‘that these factors are the
direct causes of poverty. Nor are they considered as part
'of a "culture of poverty," but réther as an inevitable re-
action to a constant state of need. When iooking at the
‘differences of the poor, the inciinaticn may be to assume
thatlthislvariance is the cause of their Er@b;ems? Instead
. of blaming the poor, it wQu1§ seem to bé more constructive
and more realistic to look to the community or ﬁc the social
.environment for the root causes of poverty (Ryan, 1974; Watchel,

1974). For instance, in the case of education, perhaps the

In many poverty studies the tendency has been to note . .
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schools themselves should be questioned concerning their role

in fostering or depressing achievement.
It cannot be disputed that the attainment of high levels

_of education is rapidly becoming the norm in today's society..

ut as more and more people complete college, the marginally

[an]

édﬁcaﬁed person becomes increasingly less able to function.
This is due to tﬂe fact that an éxgéctatian of some college
education has been "built into jobs, into the éc@namy‘s con-
-sumption techhéicgy, and into other aspects of non-vocational
life" (Tussing, 1975:35). It is, therefore, neces%ary to
iﬂeﬁtify any barriers f@ éestsecgndaryieaucaticn Ehat the poor
experience and to find some means of reducing or eliminating
them. Motivational, aaaéémic, gecéraphig and financial limita-

tions on the poor are explored in this paper.

In
it

Family Characteristics

Educational attainment is determined to a great extent
by the socio-economic status of the faﬁily, an attribute which
lies outside the individual's control. Excluding economics,
.the parents' norms, values, and orientations work in the sociali-
zation process to either encourage or discourage educational

attainment (Morgan, 1974:307). The parents' behavior which
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is linked to their own socialization and educational attain-
ment begins to stimulate (or ﬁot stimulate) their thld:én's
goals early in life. If the parents are not highly gducatéa
and were not taught to value education by their own parents,
‘then they may not be inclined or even able to teach these
values to their children.

In Alabama, 63 percent of the heads of poor families have i
attained eight years of schooling or less.. About 95,000 or
eightyéthrée percent (83%) of these did not complete the eighth
grade (see Table 7). For heads Qf-PQQT blacﬁﬁfamiliés, 67 per-
cent have completed only some elementary éducatién; 59 percent
of the heads of poor white families fall into this category.

Higher educational attainment for the poor is qgite;lcw;
Threéégercent (3%) of all poor family heads have completed one
ta.th:ée years of college; 4.5 percent of the heéds of poor
white families have completed some college in contrast to

1.6 peréént of the heads of poor black families. Less thén
two percent of the héads of all poor families are college
gfaduatea (see Table 7).

The median school years completed are 7.6 years for all =
heads of poor families: 8.2 years for heads of poor white -

families and 6.9 years for heads of poor black families. It
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poor' Whites is 3.8 years below the median for all whites,
while the median for poor Blacks is only 1.1 years below
the median for all Blacks. These figures'suggést thaﬁ
Blacks of all economic levels in Alabama have experienced
greater barriers to education than have Whites.

When differentiating between urban and rﬁral residence,
it can be seen that educational attainment increases for
persons éf all income levels in urban areas. This is most
likely due to increased éducational opportunities in these
areas and an environment which places greater emphasis
on schooling. Educational attainment is much lower for
persons of all income levels in rural areas (see Table 8).
Because the number of poor in some counties is so high, and
because the poorest counties are also rural counties, the
median school years écmglefga for each county's total pop-
ulation falls far below the 10.8 years median for the State
(seelTable 9). In the five-pggrest counties the medians
for the total population range from 8.3 years for Greene
County to 8.8 years for Wilcox County.

In addition to educational attainment of the parents,
the size éf the family may influence a person's chances
of going to college. A large number of siblings could have'

a negative effect on educational attainment, by increasing
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competing needs for the family's already too limited resources.
"Education, in part, is an investment decision made on ﬁéhalf
of the individual by his parents, Thus, one would expect that
families which are more burdened by the cost of education will
be less likely to invest in it" (Morgan, 1974:306).

The mean number of children under the age of 18 for poor
families in Alabama is 3.2 eom§aréé‘t@ 2.4 for all other
families. It has already been shown that in all counties in
Alabama, the size of poor familiés is.larger than‘tha? of the
State's non-poor families (see Table 4). Thus, finaﬂéial
burdens for these families are extreme.

Often college enrollment data provide additional iﬁsigh%
concerning these barriers. In Alabama, the enrollment figures
provided by the U. S. Bureau of the Census for persons 16-24
years old in 1970 raise some guestions. Accepting the hy-
pothesis that parental attitudes and educational attainment
influence the desire for college, one w;uld suspect t..at fewer
poor pérsgns (whose parents have had little formal education)
woul enrolled in college than all other persons. However,
-th% census data suggest that more poor persons (except Blacks)
are enrolled in college than persons from all income levels
(see Fable 10).

.t is the premise of this author that a valid comparison

28
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between the figures for persons with income below poverty
and persons from all inc@me levels cannot be made. There
are several reasons fér this argument. First, the data
presented do not include students iiving in dormitories

or students from Alabama who are aftending out-of-state
colleges. A large number of poor students in Alabama at-
tend junior colleges which do not have aérmitcriesi More-
over, it is most likely that those stﬁdeﬁts who are able to
attend out-of-state colleges, and thé majority of students
living in dormitories represent the non-poor. Therefore,
it is felt that a substantial number of non-poor students
are not enumerated in the data provided.

While a comparison of the data between poor persons and
persons of all income levels éann@t be made, an examination
@fhthe figures for persons with income below Pavéity is use-~

" ful. fgirteen percent of the males 16-24 years old with in-
come below poverty were enrolled in college in 1970; only 7.5
percent of the females in this category attended college. 1In
differentiating between black students and white students, an
excessive disﬁarity is néteﬂ;  Twenty-four percent (24%) of
Alabama's poor ﬁhité males were enrolled iﬁ college in 1976-
E;mpared to féur percent (4%) of the Pcor black males. The

discrepancy is not as extreme for females, although it is still
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large. Ten percent (10.4%) of the poor white females 16-24
years old were enrolled in college; 5.5 percent of the poor
Blacks in this category weré college students. Again, these
data point to an inordinate inequality in access to post=
secondary education for Blacks.
o

It should also be noted that on an urban/rural ﬁasisg
a sizeable difference in enrollment figures becomes apparent
(see Table 10). Twenty-one percent (21%) of all pégr males
and 11.7 percent of all poor fémales living in urban areas
were enrolled in college in 1970. Butvin.rural areas, only
4.3 percent of all poor males and 2.6 percent of all poor
females were college students. For poor urban Blacks the
percentages of persons enrolled in college (6.5% males; 8.0%
females) was notably higher than for poor Blacks in rural
areas (i;B% maleé: 2_5% females). It has already been shown
that heads of poor families in the ;urallareas QEJAIabama have
completed less formal schooling than have heads of poor urban
families (see Table 8). The urban/rural énréllménf data point &
-to several possibilities. - First, advanced educational op-
portunities may be fewer for persons in rural areas than for
persons residing in urban areas. A second, and concurrent,
p@ssibility is that of attitudes. Since educational attains

ment has been marginal for heads of poor families in rural
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areas, their attitudes and training may be influencing the
lower rate of college enrsllment for their children.

While the personal attitudes of heads of poor families
in Alabama regarding postsecondary education have not been
surveyed, these data do provide some indication that atti-
tudinal barriers may be present. As stated, many researche:s
(Morgan, 1974; Ferrin, 1970; Astin, 1972; and others) main-
tain that parents' attitudes concerning education are formed
by their own educational attainment and socialization, and
that these values, which will be passed on to th%}r children,
will be weak or non-existent if their educational background
is inadequate. Accepting the above hypothesis, then, it is
assumed that the educational values instilled in taday'sr
poverty-stricken youth by their parents may be insufficient
to motivate their desir; for a college education or to equip

them with the tools na:essary for success in college.
Individual Characteristics

Capability is one very basic resource possessed by an
individual that must be capitalized to insure educational

success. There are two factors which comprise the concept

of capability--cognitive skills and achievement motivation

(Morgan, 1974:308). A part of one's cognitive skills is
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biologically controlled; the other part is socially acquired

(Wilbur, 1975:11). Of greatest concern here is the part that

is acquired. |
The role of the parents; béha?io; and attitﬁ§é§ in affec-

ting a person's learning capacity ha® been discussed. In ad-

nitive skills and achievement motivation. Lack of intellectual

challenge from friends and acquaintances will do little to in-

crease a person's academic or vocational aspirations. It has
been suggested that this lack of motivation in part derives
from a very realistic perception of the limited educational
opportunities that have been available to the péar; The prob-
lem is aggravated by the fact that the rewards or benefits
accrued by increased educational attainment are not immediately
realized nor are they even guaranteed. Thus the length of time
involved in the education process defers gratifications and
increases the tendency for one to give up or to drop cut of
school. As one's friends drop out of school, a person's will
power to remain in school is severely threatened. S££aents
then find marginal employment more enticing than long-range
educational possibilities (Willingham, 1969:9).

Many researcher% feel that these motivational fact@ré are
g;eater barriers to postsecondary education for the poor than

lack of finances.
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Enrollment figures and years of school completed provide
a possible indication of this lack of motivation. 1In Alabama
in 1970, 62,113 (or 52.5%) of the persons 16 to 24 years old
who were classified as poverty-stricken were not enrclled in
regular sah@aling of any kind. "Regular" schooling includedr
training leading to an elementary school certificate, high
school iigigmaiér college degree. Attendance at a business
or trade school, or adult education classes wasxngt counted
(U. S. Department of Commerce, 1970:97). Of those persons
not enrolled in school, 29 percent had only completed eight
years of schooling or less. Another 35 percent had not com-
pleted high school. Over 37,800 (61%) of these people were
between the ages of 20 and 24, but only two percent (2%) had
completed four years or more of cgllege‘(see Table 11).

By differentiating on the basis of sex, race, and urban/

=

rural residence, a number of differences becgmeigppa:ént (see
Table ll)g More poor Whites !1.0.4%) had completed some col-
lege *training than had poor Blacks (3.7%). A greater per-
centage of poor persons living in urban areas (10.0%) had
received some college training than had those living;in rural
aréas;(BEB%)f On the basis of sex and race, farmgoar Whites,

a similar percentage of males and females (11.0% and 10.0%
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respectively) had completed some college education, while

the percentage of poor black females with some college train-
ing %ﬁcéeiéd that for poor black males by 2.5 percent (4.7%
females; 2.2% males). The iiffereﬁces between males and fe-
males in both urban and rural areas were very small.

These percentages appear to substantiate the hypotheses
that poor Whites and all poor persons living in urban areas
have had greater opportunities for obtaining advanced édﬁca;
tional training than have poor Blacks and all PCOY persons
living in rural areas. However, the data for all poor persons,
regardless of race, sex, or residence suggest that a large
number of poor persons not enrolled in school are lacking
advanced educational training., Lack of opp@rtunity.\financea;
and motivation are all possible explanations for these figures.

The years of ischool cgmpletea!far heads of poor families
in Alabama provide another dimension to the picture. Fifty-
two percent (52%) of Alabama's headé of poor families have
less than an elementary education. While the years of school
completed for these people are, on the whole very low, by
taking the factor of age into account, it can be seen that

the educational level of the State's poor adult population
years old or older in 1970, 83.9 percent had an eighth grade
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education or less.- Fewer than three percent (2.3%) haé com-=
pleted some e@llege. The educational level for heads 25 to
64 years old was a little higher. Fifty-eight percent (58.2%)
had completed only eight years of school or less, but almost
four percent (3.9%) had completed some vears of college. The
gréatesﬁ céntrast was seen in the under 25 yearé éld‘graﬁp
where the number with an e;eméntarg education or less was
reduced to 25 percent and‘thé number with some college train*
ing iﬁcréased to 17.7 percent (see Table 12).

It is apparent, however, that the number of persons com-
pleting college is not kééping pace with the number attending.
The change in the percentage of heads of families who had com-
pleted four or more years of college was small. Less than one
percent (0.8%) of the heads of families in the éléest group
fell into this category compared tGEB_S percent of the young-
est heads of families—-; change of only 2.7 percent.

It should bé-n@téd that the increase in percentages for
heads of poor white families with some college has gone from
3.1 percent for the over 65 years old group to 26.1 percent
" for the under 25 years old group. However, for heads of poor
black families the increase is much less--from 1.1 Ee;cent
for the oldest group to 5.1 percent for the youngest group

(see Table 12).
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Quantifying the factor of motivation in the educational
attainment of the poor is extremely difficult if not impos-
sible. Heverfﬁeiéssé the above data suégest that definite
barriers to education do exist and that these ;ré seen most
dramatically in the area of postsecondary education. While
the role that‘métivatiqn plays in éiucaﬁicnal attaiﬁmént can-
naﬁ be measured exactly, it would be unrealistic and unwise
to assume that it is of little or no importance in the edu-
cational process. Taking such an abstract fact@r as poverty
into account necessarily complicates the search for a solu-
tion. But, a Saiutign that does not include all facets of

the problem becomes a barrier itself rather than an aid.

Academic Barriers

As the State of Alabama continues to move toward increased
college access, a great number of thé-new_stuéents entering
postsecondary education will be the finanéially poor students
who, more often than not, may also be poorly prepared aca-
demically due to weak or inadequate educational experiences -
in elementary and secondary schools. Because of this situa-
tion, a number of pr@cedﬁral and substantive college admis-
sions requirements have come under a great deal of attack.

Included among these are entrance examinations, general
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educational requirements, course pre-requisites, and various
bureau::atiﬁ procedures.

Both procedural (forms) and substantive (standards) ad-
missions requirements are set by Alabama's colleges and univer-
sities. Application forms and high school transcripts are

Eighty percent (80%) of the State's colleges and universities
require application fees, but fifty percent (50%) of these |
will waive the fee gr delay billing for those students who
are financially handicagge& (ACHE, 1972a:21). These fees

#

range from $5 to $50, but less than twenty percent of the

L *»;;:::. i

sgﬁgéi;'charge more than $10 and the majority of those who
do are private institutions. The junior c@llegesﬂrequifing_,
raﬁ;aggliaaticn feé-zhargé the $5 minimum.

Application deadlines for Alabama's colleges and uni-
versities piaviae ample time after high school graduation
or completion of the academic year at college for the stu-
dent to complete %pplicati@n to another school. Ninety pér%
cent (90%) of the colleges and universities aaceét applica~
tions upita t&é or three weeks before registration; forty
percent (éé%) have no deadline, or accept applicants through

the registration period (ACHE, 1972a:24).
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of procedural requirements are considered ipran admissions ap-
plication. However, in Alabama, enough leeway is provided to
minimize the pctengia}§ﬁi§§iers most often aSSQQiatei with these
requirements. It is the suhétantive reguirements that are most
eaéily quantified, given greater emphasis in admissions decisions,
and often cited as the greatest aéadémic barriers to the poor. |
High school grade average, test scores from the Scholastic Ap-
titude Test (SAT) and American College Testing (ACT), and, for
transfer students, the college grade point average (GPA) are

some examples. Alabama junior colleges have an open aﬂﬁissians'

policy, so their students are not affected by these substantive

Aptitude or achievement test scores are required by all
private junior colleges, 90 percent of the public senior in-
stitutions, and 75 percent of the private senior colleges.
On the whole, private colleges require a higher ccmpésiéé
score than do the state institutions. Over one-third of the
public institutions either allow for a sliding score or do
not utilize a cut-off score for the tests. In every school
(except one private four-year institution), however, the
scores are giveﬁ some ccnsiderati@; in the admission deci-

sion. In addition, seventy percent (70%) of the colleges

%)
Qo
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who utilize these substantive requirements maintain that en-
tering freshmen must have a "C" average for their high school
studies. Eighty percent (80%) require a college grade aver-
age of "C" for their transfer students (ACHE, 1972a:26).

There are certain skills necessary for success in the
aeademié setting, but those of greatest imgartance are eém—
petent reading and writing abilities. The problems associated
with substantive college requirements often stem from a lack
of these basic skills. 1In addition, it has been suggested
that the aptitude ﬁéStE;émPlQYEd by colleges and universities
are culturally biased (Fé:&in, 1970:11).

Many of Alabama's poor youth lack adequate reading and
writing skills, and many of the substantive aamiséisns re-
quirements which act as barriers to the poor are present in
Alabama's colleges. Therefore, in planning for increased
educational opportunity for the poor, it will be imperative
that such academic barriers be studied, and, wherever ééssiblé,

eliminated.

Geographic Barriers

There are a number of geographic factors associated with

rural areas which limit access to higher education. For
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instance, open spaces and small numbers of people influence
education costs and create difficulty in service coordination

(Thomas, 1972:109). Out-migration from rural areas to cities

poor persons, which in turn decreases the responsiveness of
thé‘ééﬁﬁﬁy'svtax structure. And, most obviously, student
access to colleges is hampered by distance.
In Alabama.;the counties with the largest proportion
of the p@vgrty populace, Qith the exception of Déllas County,
have fairly small total populations (see Table 13). Only
two of these counties, Lamar and Washington, gained in popu-
lation between 1960 and 1970. The remaining 17 counties lost
population, ranging from a 2.4 percent loss in Dallas County
to a 21.7 percent loss in Greene County (see Table 12). 1In
addition, the population projections to the year 2020 for
these counties show a continued loss in population for Bul-
lock, Butler, Choctaw, Conecuh, Greene, Halé,vHénry; Lowndes,
Marengo, Monroe, Perry, Sumter and Wilcox (?BER, 1975:12).
The distribution of gub;ic and private two and féurayear
institutions, and state technical schools in Alabama is shown
on Map 3. 1In various studies on college attendance, it has

been shown that communities with public junior volleges usually
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atéendiﬁg college. Moreover, cgmmunltles that lack pcst=
seeaﬁdary education instltutlgns of any ‘kind have the lowest

: pércentagé of high school graduates attending college (Ferrin;
1970:23). kThe 15 counties with the highest'rate of highv
school graduates attending ccllegé are ngstgn, Hénry, Walker,
Dale, Geneva, Coffee, Marsh 111, Fayette, Etéwah. Marion,
Montgomery, Covington, Randolph, Morgan anébFranklin; Nine,
of these counties have public junior colleges located in their
area, and four have a mixture of postsecondary institugi@né'
(ACHE, 1972b:5).

Public junior ecllegeé are supposedly most responsive to .
.low-income students because of their low tultlgn and cpen=‘
;dcar pcllcles | But,-ln Alabama, only two of the State's
20 public junior colleges were placed in a egunty with a high
percentage of poor people (see Map 3), and @ﬁé"@f these_schacls
had not been accredited by the Sgutherﬂ‘éSsaEiat;Qn of Colleges
and Schools as of Januagy, 1976. There is one unaccredited
publié‘junigf college and one public four-year institution
in the predominately Black counties (ngteri Greené, Hale,
Dallas; Wilcox, Lowndes, Bullacégand Macon). Two state tech-
nical schools are located in the area but they do not provide
a wide range of career alternatives to the poor.

In an effort to eliminate the distance barrier, the State




 Board cf.ﬁéucaticn has provided bus tfanspcrtaticn to the
juniar cclleges. The service areas for these junior écllegés
aré shéwn on Map 4. For the poor counties, however, the ser-
vice areas are extrémély large and cannot be adéquately suP—
ported by the t;anspcrtatlcn that is Prav;ded. It is- obvious
that; in pr;gr educational plannlng, the geggraphlc barriers‘
expérlenced by the majcrlty of. the poor population were nat
effectively reduced and that the educational interests cf'the

poor were not protected in the planning process.

Aside from sééialfethnic factors, inability to pay is
one of the g:éatestwlimitatiens affecting higher educatiagél
access today. The poor student, if he ﬁas;thé*éuality or
guantity.af:edﬁcatian'tc gain acceptance to a Céllégé or

university, must defray direct costs (tuition, fees, books,

-as well as the indirect costs of foregone personal income

and reduced contribution to family suppart (Ferrin, 1970:8).
Expected self-help from suﬁmer or term-time jobs and parEﬁtél
Z_éantributign are necessarily limited for the poor.

In 1970, mean family inc@mé for the poor, by county in
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fGIVWaShingtanvceunty. The average number of éegéndénf,childﬁ
ren for thése poor families ranged frém 255 iﬁ:WiES£§n County
to 4.0 in Lowndes County, which indicates increased financial
burden. Althqugh estimated per capita income has inéreasea
since 1970, the gain has been ineffective due té‘inflaticn
and the decreasing purchasing power of Eh;'dcllai (sée Tablevl);
When ﬂalgplatiﬁg financial need f@rvstudenfs, the College
Scholarship Service suggests that éxgéctéi ﬁatental écnt?ibu%:}
‘tion to the defrayal of expenses be included in‘tﬁ§ éstimate.
_;These_ccntributians are to be derivedufrémwiﬁccme;Whithgegsfmv;ll;;;
ceeds the money applied to the maintenénéeAaf the fémily’s'
~basic rneeds, e.g., food, ciatbingpjshaltér,?ana h§alﬁh‘fAQHE!.
1972b=44)_ However, those families classifiea as p@veftyef‘:.
stricken by the Bureau of the Census do not have enough income

to p:cviaé for these basic needs, let al@né pay for or céntris

bute to a‘:éllege education for their éhiliren. Mean income
deficits’:ange from $1307.00 for caviﬁgt@n County to $2217.00

for Gfe%ﬂe County.

The Alabama Commission on Higher Education showed costs
for the typical full-time undergraduate student auriﬁg the
academic year 1970-71 ranging from $94S for commuter stuéengs
atrblack'twc—year public colleges to $266§ for resident stu-

dents at white four-year private colleges (AEEE, 1972b:11).




These costs wguid require an extreme_and impéssiblé percehtagé
of the poor family's inaéme. In addition, those familiés with
income that fell below the 125% poverty level would also finﬂb
CéllégérexPéﬁSEs-tQ be an extreme hardship, ifrneﬁ an impasgf
sibility.

Some self-help is expected of the college student in
payment Qfgthese exPénsss; Manieé'are to be eafned'thﬁaughv
summer ox term—timebjcbs, But employment @pgéftgni#iéé f@f
pocrvstuﬂénts‘may be reduced due to fémily income, race; edu-
caticnai;levél,Jétciﬂ(ACHE;-1372b38);«wMoreovezé~if_thé fié*“-““““9
naneiaily poor Stuaent’algé suffers fr@m béing academically
défiéient, then a part-time job may be detrimental to écademic
success.

Several financial aid programs supported by the U. S. Of-
fice of Education are évailab;é to college students in‘Alébama
on the basis of financial need. They are Basic Educational Op-
portunity Grants (EEDG), Supplemental Educational Opportunity
Grants (SEOG), College Wcrk%Study; National Direct Student Loans
(NDSL), and Guaranteed Student Loans. Ehese_grénts ahd loans’
are available for colleges and universitieé; junior colleges,
vocational schools, technical institutes, hospital sch@als of
nursing, aﬁa proprietary schgc;s_. Unfgréunately; monies fcr

these grants and loans are not limitless. While BEOG and the

N =

others have increased the educational opportunities for many
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students in the State, the present demand for financial aid

- is greater than thé_suPply! There are still many students

who need assistance. Moreover, sixty-three percent (63%)

of the poor families in Alabama have children under 18 years

- old, with an average of three children per family. To pro-

vide increased educational opportunity for these children,
as well as the present college~age group, remedial actions

must be continual and future-oriented. -

Family resources are an important independent influence

on children's educational attainment. “Parental and peer =~~~ 7

group education levels may also affect a person's educatianalr
ability and motivation. iWhile parental attainment may have
the greatest effect on children's educational attainmént,
(Morgan, 1974;323), it is less amenable to change than in-

come or family needs.

There is another factor which must be considered before
responsible fecamméndatigns can be made. This is the employ-
ment variable. Education alone may not be the éﬁs&er-t@'the
end of poverty if the labor market is not responsive to the
educated person. "Unless job opportunities iﬁérease in pace
with the size and scope of educational pragrams; the products
are likely to be heightened aisillusigns, bitterness, and

competitiveness among rural poor. Under these circumstances,

47



¢

féﬁe-likeiy cutcamévsf such prcgrammingrwaula éev£é $pu£’the
'ratercf Quﬁsmigratian éf the eﬁglayablé éacr“:(Tthés.
1972:107). 'LikewiSé; equal épg@rtunity in %m?lcymenﬁ would
‘be ineffective if the apgr@pfiate éiucaticnal tiainiﬁngere
absent. ihe following p:cviaes agzqverviéw1cf thegr@blems
of ﬁnémpleyﬁEﬁt and'qndérem§i§ymént exgerienced by Alabéma‘s

.poor.




CHAPTER IV

EDUCATION AND EMPLOYMENT

Any antipoverty strategy that is té succeed must be based
on some analysis of the labor markét_ It is ésséntial that
both the weéknésses of those who find themselves impaverishéd
and the inadequacies éf the marke£ structure which préviées
onlf poverty wages be understood.

A great deal of emphasis has-béeg placed Qn_éducatiﬂn

'ias”tﬁé”mEéﬁS“farichaﬁéiﬁé'éﬁéfé”éééﬁémié*gEéﬁﬁél“"1£“£Eé”f“@“”wwwmmmn

been suggested that education has a defiﬁitévimPagt on the

' . wage rate a man éarﬁsi -;nhg;abama“iq»lgiQ, this was.apgarent;
Fifty-three percent (53%) éE the males 18 yéars old or over
and 89 Péféent of the females 18 yeérs old or older who were
earning an income but had less than eight years ﬁfhférmal
seﬁcéliﬂg%WEre making less than $3,000.00 a yeaf_bkLess than
one Pércent‘fOiS%) of b@éh the males and females of this same
!éducati@ﬁal level (iie.,.less than eight years of schc@Ling)
were: earning $15,000.00 or more. In contrast, 29.2 percént
of those men with one to three'years of :éllegé and 8.9 per-
cent of those with four or mare;yéaré of college made less
than $3.CODVOD, but 30.3 percent of those witﬁ four years of"

college or more made over $15,000.00 (see Table 14).
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:.A quiék indicéticn of this re;atiénship’is seéh.By com-
paring meaﬁ.inccme to years of schaal éaﬁpleﬁed;r'FQI.all men
.with less than eight years of s¢hceling.iﬁ.i§70, the mean in-
income also increased (see Table 14). For all.men with fgur,.k‘.
‘or more years of college the mean inEDmEFWE$ $13,52Q.dQ. Mea;v;gzi
incomes for al; women wé:e less than halfnﬁhat for men:aﬁ |

every level of educational attainment. Moreover, many stu-

dies have concluded that educational returns to white males

1974;‘Eiemi, ;975)- It can be seen in Téﬁlé 14 that ES’thég;'
eéuéati@ﬁé; 1évél rcse; increases in.meaﬁ income for blaek.
"males were not aslsubstantial as’f@r7Wﬁﬁtérmalési For both
white and black females retu:n%'fram'educatibn'wereblﬂwi While
aiscriminatian_wasrthg Ercb@ble cause of lawvréturns to all
Blacks and to wémen. anathér éxplanaticn for the low réturns
téiwﬁité females was the relatively low full-time- labor force
Participatiqn rate in 1970 (Niemi, 1975:94). Théref@fe,— while
eduéatian.@ften influences wage Iété,.raéé is one factor that
interacts with‘the education variable to m;dify its:effeet

on wages.

' Educational attainment, skills, and training are indi-

vidual characteristics which affect type of occupation. In
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- élabama in 1970, 147,541 males and females were emplﬂféd!as
Eréfessignal, técﬁnigai,gr kindréd wcfkers; Gé-thgse,.S,égc
’(§r42;5%) had an eleméntary education or less, but iGS,?ES_
(or 71.7%) had some écllege traiﬂiﬁg, In contrast, 117,228

' persons were service workers (éxéééﬁ;p?ivaté hgusghaldj?

- 36,973 (or 31.5%5 had an eleméntérybeduéatianhgﬁi1355; 8;562
(or 7.3%) had some cé%légé training (see Table 15). The

majority @f blue collar, farm,and service jgbsbwere held by

persons who were ngg'high school graduates and ‘the majority

" of white collar jobs were held by high school graduates and

‘Pérsans with some college training. ; |

The g:éatest percentage of males who iéaé%d\pQVi ty

: fémiliés in 1970 were employed asizfaféémen. QPéraélVé;, and

laborers. Only 3,487 of the 68,853 men who were in the iabor

 force.were unemployed. The majority of female heads of poverty

families worked as service workers and operatives. Only 2,096

of the 21,651 classified as in the labat force were unemployed.

However, for those men and women who worked, gverléc percent
were not employed the full 52 weeks of the year (see Table 16).
There are several implications in these data. First, un-
employment does not appear to be the major cause of poverty
for persons in the labor force, but underemployment or less

E

than full-time employment is certainly a factor. Second,

-
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éducaﬁi@n plays an important role in type of job held. The
majority of the heads of poverty families work in positions
. which hormally pay low wages. This fact, tied with the prob-

lem of less than full-time employment, provides one explanation

It is necessary to question whether the poor are im?gveri
ished because of lack of marketable skills, and whether added
~training or adequate education will find a :esp@nsivé%labgr

market. The counties with the greatest amount of poverty

1

" are the. counties that @ffef“thg fewest qualitywjobféppqrtuni;“““““”W'

ties. Their major industries in 1972 were agriculture; ap-

parel, lumber and wood manufacturing; service and miscellaneous:

- found in every industry and most occupations, pq?e?ty wages’
are concentrated in agriculture, non-durable gacas manufac-
ture, :étail trade and personal services. Dgerativés,'labérérs,
and sales clerks are most Proné to suffer (Blﬁééﬁané,’1974=196)i
ihése are the types of positions held by the majérity of heads
of poor families (see Table 16). ‘

The indiviﬂuai characteristics of education, skill,
- training, and health make up a person's "human capital” (Watchel,
»19742185)_ The differences in ﬁ£252‘variables among indivi-

duals, although dependent upon race, sex,and age, have a
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definite influence on type of occupation. A labior market
~cannot be responsive to individuals that lack this human
capital. It can expand if the resource of skilled labor is
available. Therefgra; formal education plays a key role in

an expanding economy.
CONCLUS IONS

The impact of poverty in Alabama is severe. An inoxrdi-
nate number of persons and families in every county of the
State are imgaverisﬁéd_' in séme;ééuﬁtiés:ﬁére“thaﬁmﬁéif’éf
théép@pulaticn.is Pcvertyéstrickeni- Increased cost of living
‘and decreased purchasingxécwer of the dollar intensify this
hérdshigg

The deEilitating effects of poverty are exposed by pro-
filing Alabama's poor. The mean income for poverty-stricken
families in 1970 was $1,988.00. Fifty percent of the heads of
pavertyastricken families. could not prcvide'an income because
thay-were either institutionalized or were students, héusewives
or invalids. Of thase'Perscns who did work, almost half were
unable to secure full-time employment. Over 52 percent of the
heads of poor families had not completed elementary school.
Another 11 percent had completed only the eighth grade.

Lack of educational training may be the most crippling
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:aESaﬂvantage af,pcverty;"fer income, wages, uc;ﬁpaﬁiéﬁ;%ﬁd ?_f““
eﬁ?icymgnt aré inflﬁénged 5y.edu¢atian$l attai#ﬁéﬁﬁ.»AEﬁti'
financial need is n@t the sole barrier‘tc‘advéneed“eﬂucatien
s Ecr thé pécr_ Scclal norms and ﬁélues. academlc pracedures;:;, 
and gecgraghlc variables can alsalprcduce savére abstacles b
-to postsecondary eduzatlcn, .

. In’AlaEéma in 1970, énly 10 percent-@f tﬁE“p§r$§ﬁsli§=§4ﬁffﬁ
years old with incomes belaw poverty were enrolled in ccllege;;a,
of thcse whg were not enralled in schecl, over 60 percént !:{ ~
- had-not “even-completed high school. The acé&emlc re§u1ré; :L;}fi
‘ments of aptitude tests, entrance examlnatlcns, ‘and high E;ff*"
school grade average for admissions to ;nstitutlans éf_gééﬁéi
educaticn are insurmountable fgi these persons. Yéfvthé 
raspcnse has been to place publlg junlar calleges in areas ‘l‘
that do not best serve the needs cf the pagr;" I

Therefafé, steps must be taken to aileviate thesg bar-
éiérs_ Pastseegnda;y education must develap a fléxlbillty
to meat the flnEhElal gasgraﬁhlc. mctlvatlanal ‘andjagas’
demic needs of new students, and a social cemmitmenﬁiﬁhieh‘.
is exerciéeﬂ in a way that benefits‘the ccmhﬁnitg aé é'ﬁhélé_ :
In so écing, postsecondary education will bécéme an‘cppér—
tunity that is available aﬁd desirable to all people iﬁ

Alabama.
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TABLE 1: ESTIMATED PER CAPITA INCOME AND PURCHASING POWER
OF THE DOLLAR--ALABAMA: 1970 AND 1974

1970 1974 Percent
Change
Per capita income® $2948. 00 $4215.00 43.0
Disposable,. per capita
income™** $2572.00 $3632.00 41.0
Real, disposable per
capita income*** $2211.92 $2462.49 11.3
Purchas;ng power of the
dollar™ (1967=51.00)
consumer price $0.860 $0.678

Source: Center for Business and Economic Research, The Uni-
versity of Alabama. Economic Abstract of Alabama:
1975, pp. 45, 46, and 56.

*per capita income: derived by dividing the total current in-
come of all state residents by total population. It is measured
before -deduction of personal contributions to social security,
government retirement and other social insurance programs.

DlSpcsable per capita income: the income remaining to persons
after Paymént of personal taxes,

***Real disposable per capita income: derived by multiplying dis-
posable per capita income by the purchasing power of the dollar,
thus elimlnatlng inflation and showing actual income with full
purchasing power of the dollar.

*Purchasing power of the dollar: measured by the consumer and

wholesale price indexes for 1970 and 1974, using 1967 as the
base year.
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TABLE 2: WEIGHTED AVERAGE THRESHOLDS AT THE POVERTY LEVEL
BY SIZE OF FAMILY AND NON-FARM, FARM
RESIDENCE: 1970-1974 (IN DDLLARS)

TOTAL ' ~ NON-FARM FARM
1970 1974 Percent 1970 1974 1970 1974
_ Change - _ N
Parsons . i
under 65 1888 2557 35.4 1893 2572 1641 2197
65 and over 1749 2352 34.5 1757 2364 1498 2013
Families . ,
2 persons 2364 3294 39.3 2383 3312 2012 2819
3 persons 2905 3910 34.6 2924 3936 2480 3331
4 persons , 3721 5008 34.6 3743 5038 3195 4302
5 persons 4386 5912 34.8 4415 5950 3769 5057
6 persons . 4921 6651 35.1 4958 6699 4244 5700 -
7 persons or more 6034 8165 35.3 6101 8253 5182 7018

Source: U. 5. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population, Detailed
h Characteristics: Alabama, p. App. 27. U. S. Bureau of the Census,
Current Population Reports Consumer Income, Series P-60, No. 102
“Characteristics of the Population Below the Poverty Level: 1974"
p. 1l46.

* . , ' . . \ . - )
Poverty thresholds are computed on a national basis only. No attempt
has been made by the Bureau of the Census to adjust these thresholds for

‘regional, state, or other local variations in the cost of living.
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TABLE 3: POVERTY STATUS OF FAMILIES AND PERSONS BY RACE

AND URBAN AND RURAL RESIDENCE, FOR ALABAMA: 1970

WHITE

_BLACK

ALL INCOME LEVELS

Families

Urban
Percent

Rural
Percent

Persons
Urban
Percent
Rural

874,659

508,977
58.2%

365,682
41.8%

3,368,487

1,950,906
57 .9%

1,417,581

42, 1%

INCOME LESS THAN POVERTY LEVEL

Families
Percent of
Urban

" Percent
Rural _
Percent

Persons
Percent of
Urban

Percent
Rural
Percent

180,666
20.7%
84,139
46 .6%
96,527
53.4%

all families

857,248
25.4%
413,557
48.2%
443,691
51.8%

all persons

125% OF POVERTY LEVEL

INCOME LESS THAN

Families
Percent of

Persons
Percent of

238,587
all families 27.3%
1,094,871

all persons 32.5%

687,543
388,230
56.5%

299,313 .

43.5%

2,479,735
1,397,448

56.4%

1,082,287
43.6% -

93,614

13.6%
35,601
38.0%
58,013
62.0%

388,930
15.7%
159,021
40.9%
229,909
59.1%

3
'

131,134
19.1%
533,383
21.5%

186,092
120,044 .
64.5%
' 66,048
35.5%

883,995
550,176
62.2%
333,819
-37.8%

86,821
46.7%
48,388
55.7%
38,433
44.3%

467,196
52.8%

253,759
54.3%

213,437

45.7%

107,143
57 .6%

559,877
63.3%

‘Source:

U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population,

General Social and Economic Characteristics: Alabama,

Pp. 185-186.
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SeLTETo
R = o]

Ea L ' ey = 8

Persons 57150 13,304) 4,788 5,256/ 6,462} 6,4%| 8,934|20,395| 9,224) 3,731 7,227 | 6,9%8| 9,707] 3,906
4 of all persons B w6 8.8 02 42 09| 408 0.8 55 o B8] 2] %5 12

Families 1,169 2,678 2,039| 1,08 1,667 1,269| 1,741 4,348| 1,888 904 1,666 {1,418 1,968 965
§ of all families Do 1.9 5.9 2.8 2.2 46,7 0 16,60 109 2.1 24.8] 3.4 2.8 8.8

Mean £amily incone $1,959 2, 08L) 81,912 2,200/, 809 $L,810(52,239] 52,0092, 196| §1, 851 51, 859 51,978 32,07 82,04
Mean inccme deficlt ) 81,729) 81,659,615 L, 624/ 51, 35 51,9851, 598 61, 58| $1, 473 81, 44 1. 455 K1, 81751, 75e{ 1, 302

Percent receiving 2.6 1640 2.3 245 175 25,3 3.5 20| .1 125 18.9] 2.3 2.9 0.2
public assistance |

Number with related T88| 1,864) 1,335 646l 717, 793] 1,133 2,722 1,1@7' 440/ 86| 06| 1,262 465
children under 18

Mean mmber of related 340320 34 380 300 39 3.6 300 350 3.0 28! 35 e 1l
children wnder 18

Persons 7,724117,762|11,309| 6,200.8,644 7,416 10,653 27,099{12,129| 5,007{10,090 | 7,980(12,147 4,907
% of all persons L7300 503 45,00 323 62.8] 48,5 2.2 3.5 32| 40.2] 48,3 45.6 .2

Families - 1346 3,684\ 2,466) 1,322) 2,252 1,494| 2,222/ 5,948 2,606| 1,213 2,36 | 1,729 2,545 1,200
v § of all families 5.9 0.6 .40 3.3 30,00 549 207 2] 2.5 %3] 52| 8.1 B5 B9

Scurce 0.5, Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Pogjlat;cn General Scx:;al and Emm;mc EharEtCﬁerlstlcs Aiabazra
p. 374=379, | o

.[1{C - 8

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE 4 Continued

i
oo |

. |
= |

Persans
§ of all persons

Families
§ of all families

Mean ncone defilt

p.lbl:.c a_ss;stanee

Number with related
children under 16

Mean nimber of related
children wder 18

2:531 :
3.3

649
2,3

81,790
81,312

29,0
283

2,7

1,872
19.9

$1,993
$1,389

23.9

1,044

3.0

111,076

2.4

2,150
18,7

$1,984
§1,546

21,1
1,538

2.9

7,000
45,0

1,384
3.5

§2,089
SL,778

3.5
9l

3.5

3,364
37

634
23.6

4,51
§1,30

215
44z

31

9,849
29,1

2,91
24.5

81,981
$L,307

1,209

3.1

4,01

5,953
5.4

1,365

38.3|

81,907
§1,550.

30.3

760

3

11,957
23.‘2—

3,051
.3

81,834
§1,296

16,6
1,53%

2.6

7,61
169
1,6

§1,808

§1,51
16,7
1,147

2.8

21,65
0.2

4,062
35

2,005
$1,%?

3,19

3.5

1 1.8

12,898
30,9

'3;453

0.4

§1,706
$1,397

1,589

a7

9,078
28,0

1,795
2.9

82,116

1,613
%2
1,119

§1,58

10,176
2,109

%1
52,100

1,346

33

09

.3

19,179
05 |

4470
e

006
{1,458

2,3

29

INCME LESS THAN 125%
Persons

% of all persons
Families

% of all fanilies

3,554
3.6

870
2.8

10,960
3.6

2,603
2.7

14,207
28.8
3,212
24,5

8,213
52,1

1,775
45.5

4,105
8.7

B66
3.3

12,259
3.2

3,041
2.5

7,017
534
1,664
4.7

16,909

32.6

4,355
30.4

10,875
2.0

2,632
0.3

25,869
41.6
5,053
3.2

16,783
40.2

4,494
%3

11,740
3.2

2,451
30.0

12,696
3.5

2,758
2.8

5,88
61
o

Eqmce U5, Bureau of the Cenajs 1970 Census of Pﬁpulatmn, General Saclal and Bconamiic Cﬂxa;actenstlcs Alahama,

p. 374=379,
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aggoieT |

thossoes |

TIOESTTSF I |

0

% of all persms

Fanilies
% of all familieg

Mean family income
Yean income deficit

Percent receiving
public assistance

Nimber with related
children inder 18

Msan nmber of related
children under 18

4,59
2.3

1,107
2.6

81,906

§1,333

2.3

509

6,161
2.9

1,508
23,5

$1,738
$1,457

25,0

760

2,7

6,438
29,5

1,553
25.4

§1,930

§1,382

30.0

1Ll

2.9

6,949
6.5

1,286
53.6

113

82,07

3.7

949

37

8,651
5.9

1,574
4.7

51,858
§2,047

2.7

1,12

3.8

5,165
39.0

1,099
3L.6

$1,855
$1,647

26,6

630

3.2

13,836
U1

2,075
19.9

51,983

§1,523

1,841

3.2

9,530
4.4

2,34
2.1

$L7T
s1,43

2.9

1,224

21

119,974
18.8

4,13
14,5

51,9% 51,50
51,675 5,680

205
16,260

3.0

5,529
3.9

1,364
34

2.0

644

3.0

14,260
2.3

3,390
18.8

51,934

51,468
20.0
1,857

2.9

8,302
30,9

1,952
7.3

§1,919
$1,567

26,5
1,120

3.2

13,026
23.4

2,321
17.9

§2,153
§1,437

19.9
1,381

3l

10,306

2%.6

2,31
2.7

$2,102

§1,540
2.5
40

3.3

INCOME LESS THAN 125%
(F THE POVERTY LEVEL

Parsons
§ of all persons

Families
% of all families

6,416/

B3

1,647

3.6

8,160
3.3

2,190
2.5

8,107
.1
2,03
13,

1,214
68.4

1,450
60.4

10,069
63.8

1,02
54,6

6,179
46.6

1,362
3.2

17,490
L1

3,912
26.2

13,216
3.8

3,241
30.8

159,236
4.8

32,84
18,7

1,632

6,393
44.8

{L.2

18,885
21,9

4,508
25.0

10,4%
38.6

2,54
3.3

16,787
21.5

3,33
23,9

1,000
3.9

3,105
29,2

Source: U.5 Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population, General Social and Econamic Characteristics: Alabama,

b, 3-379,
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TABLE 4 Continued

|

E

TRE O

Percent receiving
public assistance

Nmber with related
children under 18

Mean mumber of related
children under 18

1,918
6L.8

1,358
50.5

$2,035
§2,040

3.1

1,064

4.0

10,288
46.5

1,8%
34

82,042

31,88

LT

1,34

3.5

25,633
14.1

5,447
11.6

§2,087
§1,589

19,0
3,637

3.2

10,92
46.4

2,44
40,2

$1,799
§1,961

30.5
1,525

3.3

5,510
2.1

1,490
2.5

$1,79

$1,323

18.9

644

12,373
23.0

3,104
20.8

§1,921

51,332
17,6
1,519

2.7

13,199
2.5

14,401
18.7

$2,053
sLL

2.4
10,665

3,2

9,381
5.1

1,751
34.3

2,080

81,824
23,9
1,200

3.8

41,168 14, 464
%1 10,9

7,755] 3,333
18.7] 16.2

§2,159 (81,875
§1,782 [$1,508

15.2| 19.9
5,864 1,890

34| 29

6,974
§1.5

1,393
iL]

52,030
$1,702

30,0
903

3.6

8,189
40.5

1,633
32.5

§2,09
§1,703

BG.ﬂ
1,027

3.8

9,126
3.9

1,810
29.8

52,032
§1,679

20,0
L,140

34

5809
2.0 -

L
189

194
7

3.l

OF THE POVERTY LEVEL

Persons
§ of all persons

Families
§ of all families

8,751
61.9

1,593
59,2

11,897
9.9
2,281
15,1

34,313
18.6

1,546
16.1

12,561
53,0

2,566
4.9

1,675
32.6
2,044
30.9

16,3%
0.3

4,175
28,0

94,39
0.1

19,136
Ly

10,713
5L.5

2,148
2.1

51,074|19,037
0.9 4.8

10,216 4,465
A6 2.7

8,575
5.1

1,17
50,7

9,84
1.9

2,059
41.0

10,445
2.0

2;216
36,5

Ay
94
1,808
3.9

Source: U8, Bureau of the Census; 1970 Census of Papulati;n,_;;;ﬁgggzé§;ﬁﬂl and Economie Characteristics; Alabare,

i

65 ;



TABTE 4 Continved

TOOROTT ML

g : 1
TTresSsSTRT |
AT e

| ehopeTTEL |

Persons 15,902| 7,139| -8,116| 8,707 16,362| 8,652| 26,615 14,668| 5,816| 9,238| 4,093
3 of all persons B3| B 22| L] 56| 5.9 58| 262 B.I| 56.8| 4.7

Families . 3,5 1,595} 1,802 L,651| 3,327| 1,826 5,286| 3,51| 1,168| 1,622 1,066
§of all families 8.2) 2.8 1870 4.9 208 203 1990 2.6] 35| d6.4] 2.7

Mean family income | $2,126 §2,015 | $2,098| $1,827 | $2,263| $2,15L 1 $1,967 | $1,801 | $2,295 | $1,898| §1,799
Mean income deficit | §1,733| §1,530| $1,387 | $1,998 | $1,464| $1,496 51,655 $1,550 1,592 $2,177 1 §1,389

Percent receiving
public assistance | 16,6 16.6 17.6{ 33.5| 28,5| 32.0[ 2.0 2.8 204 7| 2.5

Nmber with related |
children wder 18 | 2,201 89| 1,123| 1,126 2,105| L,12L| 3,306| 1,869| 77| 1,211 559

Mean number of related ‘
children under 18 350 320 290 37 350 32 320 28| 340 3.8 25

~ Persons 19,372| 9,538| 10,626 | 10,322 22,4091 11,488 | 32,879| 19,389 | 7,182| 10,528 5,459
% of all persons 2.9 M4l 800 60.9] M9} M3 0.6 M.6| 42| 64.6] 39

Families 4,022 2,20 2,442| 2,002| 4,556| 2,567| 6,885| 4,823| 1,443 1,959 1,404
%cfallfanilie;si BI| N1 5.4 48] 85| 86 29 A7 BI| 561 30.0

~ Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population, Gene,r;al Social and Boonanic Characteristics:
- Alabama, p. 374-379, B

i8 i | b7
EKC |

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

.os
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TABLE 5: FAMILIES BELOW THE POVERTY LINE
BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, FOR AL:BAMA: 1970

PERCENTAGE  PERCENTAGE
NUMBER OF ALIL SIMILAR DISTRIBUTION
FAMILIES

TOTAL 181,430 20.7 100.0

Age of Heads
Under 25 13,472 20.0 7.4
25-44 57,099 l16.1 31.5
45-64 60,980 18.8 33.6
65 or over 49,879 39.2 27.5

Number of children under

18 related to heads
None - 67,238 19.2 37.1
l -2 51,198 15.1 28.2
3 -4 35,686 25.7 19.7
5 or more . 27,308 58.1 15.0

Educational attainment

of heads
8 years or less 113,923 36.7 62.8
1 - 3 years of high school 37,663 20.6 20.8
4 years of high school 21,651 9.6 11.9
1 - 3 years of college 5,656 7.5 3.1
4 years or more of college 2,537 3.1 1.4

Employment status of heads
in the labor force

Employed : 84,921 12.9 4

In armed forces 1,013 6.4

_Unemployed ‘ 5,583 : 33.3

w o
~ o

Not in labor force 89,913 48.6 49.5

Occupational classification

of heads
Professional or managerial 5,489 3.7 0
Clerical or sales worker 5,270 6.1 .9
Craftsmen, foremen, and :

operatives 33,405

Service worker 17,973
Nonfarm laborer 12,172
Farmer/farm laborer 10,612

B WD b

W W e
© 0N M
L]

Characteristics: Alabama, pp. 861, 879, 889, 902 and 920.




TABLE 6: POVERTY STATUS OF FAMILIES BY INCOME
DEFICIT AND TYPE OF INCOME, FOR ALABAMA: 1970

L3

Income Below Poverty Total _ White.

Total families | 180,666 - 93,614

Mean income ~ $1,988.00 - $1,841.00 $2;147;ébiff
Income deficit $1,632.00  $1,358.00  $1,927.00 .

Percent receiving income
of specified type

Earnings 65.4 58.6 72.8

Wage and salary - 59.6 5
Self-employment 9.8 1

Social Security 35.4 39.9 30.6 |
Public Assistance 22.8 - le.4 . - 29.7.
Other Income ' 12.3 15.1 9.3

Source: U.S. Bureau of the éensus.’;929'ggnsuaﬁgmeg;g;atign,

] General Social and Economic Characteristics: Alabama,

p. 185; and U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of
Population, Detailed Characteristics: ~Alabama, p. 926.
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TABLE 7: POVERTY STATUS OF FAMILIES, BY YEARS
OF SCHOOL COMPLETED AND RACE OF HEAD,

53

FOR ALABAMA: 1970
.Years of School __TOTAL ) “WHITE
Completed Number Percent Number Percent
TOTAL 181,430 | 100.0 94,101 1DD?QM;gy;'T"’”‘
Elementary ﬁ ;A .
---Less-than-8 years 95,000 | 52. 44,241 | 47.0 50,663 58.2
8 years -1 18,923 10.4 11,516 | 12.2 7,387 8.5
- High School
1 - 3 years 37,663 20.7 19,008 20.2 18,614 21.
4 years 21,651 11.9 12,888 13.7 8,707 l10.0
College .
1 - 3 years 5,656 3.1 4,270 4.5 1,382 1.6
4 vyears 1,739 1.0 1,487 l.6 248 .3
5 years or more 798 .4 691 .7 97 i

Source:

U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 CEnsus of ngulatlon, Detalled_

Characterlstlcs, Alabama, P. 920.
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TABLE 8: MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS COMPLETED BY HEADS OF FAMILIES,
BY RACE AND RESIDENCE, FOR ALABAMA: 1970

BLACK

i
STATE ' ‘

" All incomes
Income below poverty

b=
N
.
o 1

o

Ll

V]
L]

0o

All incomes
I

ne below poverty

oo

: N.A. 8.
o7 8

AR

RURAL NON-FARM

All incomes

Income below poverty

W
Lo )

oo
L]
~] e

All incomes
Income below poverty

o WO

®
=
[

.
|5 ]

N.A.: not available

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census,

19?0 Census of Population,
Detailed Characteristics, Alabama, pp. 920-923.
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TABLE 9:

BY COUNTY,

INCIDENCE OF POVERTY AND YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED
FOR ALABAMA: 1970

Incidence ,
.gf g verty School Years

es (%) Completed

~ County’

" Incidence
ef poverty
milies (%)

Autauga
 Baldwin
Barbour
"Bibb
‘Blount

© Bullock
_ Butler
Chanmbers
Cherokee
Chilton
Choctaw
Clarke
Clay

Cleburne

Coffee
Colbert
Conecuh
Coosa,
Covington
Crenshaw
Cullman
Dale
Dallas=
DeKalb
Elmore
Escambia
Etowah
Fayette
Franklin
Geneva
Greene
Hale
Henry

19,
.9
35.
.8
.2
.7
31.
16,
19.
21,
24,
35,
.8
8

17
29
22
46

29

28!
22,

6

9

1

O gy

1
8
4

3

19.9
18.7

35.

5

23.6

24.
i3

38

21.
14.
31.

29

17

24.
23.
.4
53.
44,
31.

25

5

3
8

5
.4
21.
25.
.4

9
1
6
5
6
7
6

b
VWWVOWNYWYO
w "

b b
w w " w " '] » ] » "
NWODWOoORUBNOOW

Iy
LS I v R s NIV REN I S I o S T R T Lrn | I %

g O OHOWVWYO
L] Ll L] L] L] L]

: -
WOOWWOOOWONIWMI

=
L L] [ L]

0

W
0 I TS O

Houston
Jackson
Jefferson
Lamar
Lauderdale
Lawrence
Lee
Limestone
Lowndes
Macon
Madison
Marengo
Marion
Marshall
Mobile
Monroe
Montgomery

‘Morgan
- Perry

Pickens

‘Pike

Randolph
Russell
St. Clair
Shelby
Sumter

Talladega

Tallapoosa
Tuscaloosa
Walker
Washington
Wilcox
Winston

N
[ ]
L]

L] [ ] L] L] L] L]
FNNWNOUNOODR U0 WD DG

R = et L bt N B R bt L U B b DO e W
HOORDONOKNOMN®.A S
; ] _

La
B |
Ll

Ln

4%
W
0

27.4
28.2
21.8
18.7
44,9
20.8
20.3
19.9
23.6
31.5
46.4
22.7

Source:

U.S5. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Censﬁs of Population, General

PP.

Social and Economic_ characterlstlcs-
350-355. :
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Alabama, pp. 374- -379 and

S;hcaL,YEai
Completed.

[
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;i;‘.females 16-24

gff ~ Percent enrolled in college
" Males 20-24

- Percent-
. Pemales 20-24 -

,7E

AL_L INccm LEVELS

"Liales 16-24"

‘ R@f: -

‘ (Data exclues : 1nmates of lnstltutlans, membérsﬂ,f ;
o callege students in aermltnrles and students attendlng callegés out af:jtat

edTFdfée wiivlng in b

Number enrclled in ﬂcllege
‘Percent enrolled in college|

- Number enralled in cnllege
- “College graduates -

College graduates
Percent

INCONE BELOW POVERTY

Males 16-24
Nunber entolled in college
Percent enrolled in college
Pemales 16-24 :
 Nunber enrolled in college
Percent enrolled in college
MdlES 20‘24
Percent
Females 20-24
" College graduates

| - T STATE
TOTAL

7j BLACK

TDTAL"' E

Percent

240;765

131,015
12,9
260i5l5
19,337

1.4
113,963
75,212

. 4.6
134,253
7,315
5.4

56,519
1,472
13,2
61,665

4,622|

1.5
21,386

529

2.5
25,742
174

13,91
e
88,959
4,816

6,161
6.1

25,644
6,185

24,827

104
12,011
am

4.0
11,18

3.0

175,9'57'
21,100
o154
187,016

54
101,684

24,1

2,578

567
14

54,.474;
3,874

73,118

5,31
R
24,829

385
L5

32,367

1,141

“‘.3;5.5- .

30,786
1,264
4.1

36,757

2,037

5,5
9,342

52|
0.5 |

14,329
207

'24g533 *‘7t ﬂ .

05 995 - N.A,

154,530| WA, |4
15,260{ . | 4,

9.9
68,024

se| |

58|

82,133
5,925

29,630
21,3
33,172
3,871

12,380

'382|

3.1
15,129
635

7.2 |

NA,
6,317 -

N.A,

Wy

N.A,

N-A-

4.2 |

N.A, |2]

16,437|

1,071
6.5

20,419

1,618
8,0
5,229

20

0.4
8,506

143|

1,7

26;889:

‘28g493“

10,613

4 077 RN A
_inA?_- ;;’7”:i
'“ﬁ152}7 ﬁ ‘ﬁ:f"“ L3

45 939}:{

7| 52,120 |

N

- N,

LS|

4,3

751

26

9,006

147. |

139

L3

‘N‘iAg'

. N!Ai

:14m349 Lo

SRR
1y
16,38
a9

a6

4113- I

3
0.8
5,823
- b4

NA,: Infarmatlan not ava;lable from the publlshéd census data for Alabama.“__ L

Saurce. U §. Bureay ef the CEHEUE, 1970 Census af Pﬁpulaticn, Detalled Eharacter;stlﬂs Alabama,. jéf
p 966 967 and pP 980 981 P o EE T A

o+

SR




EDR AI.ABAMAJ 1970

TBLE 11 PDVERTY STATUS OF EERSDNS NDT EHRDLT.ED IN SCHDOL ‘BY_YEAR
OF SCHDDL CONPLETED, AGE SE}{,AND;‘;M‘CE '

- INCOMB BELOW BOVERTY .

State 7‘

omL |

BﬂmK

| .TDtal 16- 24 Years 0ld
" No.school completed
wwLwElemgntary :1-7 years
8 years
T High School: 1-3 years
- 4 years

| Ccllege 1-3 years |

4. years or more |

‘,fMalés 16-24 Yearg Gld
" Yo school campleted
Elementary '1-7 years
‘ 8 years
High, School; 1-3 years
4 years
College: 1-3 years
4'yaars or mote

. Pemales 16-24 Vears 0ld
© L Mo schanl campléted
| Elementary 1-7 years
 B'years. |
~ High School: 1-3 years
4 years
College: 1-3 years

‘i‘

4 years or more |

| Nunber

R
1,94

“9;956

16,209
211562'

18,209

2,894 |
11309 |

26,415

953
5,193 |
3,108

B,349
7,143
1,140

529

35,698
1,021
4,763

| 3,101

13,213

| 11,065

1,754

Percent

100,0

ol
16,0 | 4;
10,0 3,

34.7

4,7

100 0
3.6
19,7
11.8
31,6
27,0
4.3
2,0

100.0
2.9
13,3
8,7
37,0
31,0
4.9

28,217 |1
24
| 16,01
311512
3. 336 |
%0

6.

21| Lo 3_7f

780

2,2 ]

12,382 | 1
31|
2,385
1,632
3,647
3,03
887
4

15,8351 1

351
2,119
1,611
5,846
4,324
1,011
573

Emeéf-Fercent

0.0

00.0.
2.6
19, 3

13.2

29,4
24,5
7i21

3.8

00,0
2,2

13.4

10,2
36.9
27,3

6.4

361

N“mbEf or | per

33;808;f?5"i?;,;

5 436,vi,.~“j 3,61

12 043;
1@ 525;x5;4~ *,:t; ;;‘ 32,11.8,009] 26,4

l14g004_
o)
1471 10,
4,69 | 33.5 (4

4,007
253

5|

19,804

670
2,633

1,483]
7,352

6,729
70|
07 L

18|

.Oi‘4 !

100 0

1.93,221

525|
1,923

1,788
6,919
6,350

~l 376|
‘ 541 _

Rl W

11000 | 16,

63 W |

2,7

10,0 2
;\9;3

36.0

33,0

7.2

R

7v lDD;Q . :;;i
TR
| e
AETYI
86
‘;:'D;E:%t il

i

source: U.S, Bureau of the Censts; 1970 Census omen;ulatLanL_Detalled Cha:actérlatlﬁs Alabamap

pp. 980-986.

‘ 2!5*.1”f£
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TABLE 12: PQVERTY STATUS DF HEADS OF FAMILIES BY YEARS
OF SCHOOL COMPLETED, AGE,AND RACE, FOR ALABAMA: 1970

13,472 | 100.0 113;079 109?0' 49,879 ‘| 100.0

1 8 years 2,190 le.

. 6 56,606 | 47.9 | 36,204 | 72.6
1,170 | 8. 0.3

4
12,132 | 10. 5,621 | 11.3-

7lé3 years | 4,424 32.8 28,172 | 23.9 _ 5,067_
4 years 3,299 24.5 16,513 14.0 1,839

College: T
1-3 years 1,920 14.2 . 2,990 2.5 746
4 years or more ' 469 3.5 1,666 1.4 402
0

White 8,123 | 100.C 55,764 |100.0 | 30,214

- Elementary:’ _
less than 8 years 1,076 13.2 23,965 | 43.0 (0
8 years 651 8.0 6,213 11.1 4,652

High School:
1=3 years 2,316 28.5 12,77
4 years 1,962 24,2 9,41

College: _ .
1-3 years 1,686 20.8 1,974 3.5 ; 610 .. 2.0
4 years or more - 432 5.3 1,423 2.6 323 1.1

ILess than 8 years 1,105 20.7 32,582 52.4 16,976 86.5
8 years 519 | 9.7 5,903 9.5 95 | . 4

"1-3 years 2,108 39.5 15,357 | 24.7 1,149 | 5.8
4 years 1,331 | 25.0 7,048 11.3 328 1.7

1-3 years 234 4
0

4 1,012 1.6 136 0.7
4 years or more 37 7 0.4 0.4

229 79

Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population, Detailed Characteristics:
Alabama, p. 920, \ ‘
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TABLE 13: ALABAMA COUNTY POPULATIONS--1974 AND 1970
AND PERCENT CHANGE IN POPULATION--1960 TO 1970

1970

Population

Percent
Change .-
lSSD—lQ?O

1970

;E@Eﬂmf

‘ Erenshaw

jDallas
Dekalb

o E]J[Eré .
: Escambla

Etowah

- Fayette
Franklin
Geneva
Greene
Hale
Henry

24,460

59,382
22,543
13,812

11,824
22,007

103,092

36, 356
15, 606
25,180
16,589
26,724
12,636
10,996
34,872
49,632
15, 645
10, 662

34,079

13,188
52,445
52,938
55,296
41,981
33,535
34,906
94,144
16,252
23,933
21,924
10,650
15,888
13,254

I
mw
W

+ 1

[ |
el s
L]
O WD 0O B O L WD U B B I GO~

OO WS WO MU W

[ I

*

+ 4+ + + +
H+ 4+

[ |
=}

+ +
~J

P +4+ 1 ++ 41
WRHHOONBOHRNSUH&O

[
| a1

WAII~100ONIO N O s o UL D OO &

Montgamery
. | Morgan

Jackson
Jefferson
lamar

Laude:ﬂal% ’

Lawrence
Iee
Limestone
1owndes
Macon
Madison
Marengo
Marion
Marshall
Mobile
Monroe

Perry
Pickens
Pike
Randolph
Russell
St. Clair
Shelby
Talladega
Tallapoosa
Tuscaloosa
Walker
Washington
Wilcox
Winston

56,574
39,202
644,991 | -
14,335
68,111 -
27,281
61,268
41,699

12,897
24,841
186,540
23,819
23,788

54,211
317,308 -

20,883

167,790 -

77,306
15,388
20,326

25,038

18,331
45,394
27,956
38,037
16,974
65,280
33,840

116,029

16,241
16,303
16, 654

ALEEF L

Source: Center for Business and Econamic Research, The University of Alabama. Ecancnuc .Z;
Abstract of Alabama: v

1975, p. 6.
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- TABLE 14 INCDME oF PERSDNS 18 YEARS OLD AND OVER,
BY YEARS OF SCHDDL CGMELETED RACE AND SEX, FDR ALABME 1979 -

 ": s VN 7 A
5 1-3 Yea;rs 4Years ff”?l’ﬁiiéazs_ 4Yearsarbhre

0 265,210) ~— | 80,388| —— |218,606| —-- ZM£W‘ﬁ@#‘lMQE>>4~“B&ﬂ4

withDvere | 248,100( 100.0 | 76,667 | 100.0 {20L374] 100.0 | 260,558] 00,0 | 99,054 | 00,0 o,36)
o 9%orless  |13L,90| 5.2 | 26,95| 3.1 | 56,860| 2,2 | 49,060( 18.6{ 28,17 [ 2.2 7,13
S 43,000 to $9,999 Mﬁ&ﬂ£4MR.QEEM%EMQEMRQEJEM{EgEmL;
810,000 b0 $14,999 | 6,38] 2.5 | 4,58] 5.9 mﬁajamrﬁywmungwwpgﬁ
cooSlM0ormre | L7 07| L0 L4 | 4400 22| I8 43| 8365| 8.4 {2644 03
o Menlneme | $3,315] = | 84,7 = | 5,30 = S — | ) — s =

" Fenales 18 Yoars | | S e R i IR (BN D
- 0ld and Over 265,053| ~= | 95,805| = |285,0| —— | 352,754] — | 106 141"‘-—e§_i 09,408 | =
With Incone 173,897 100.0 | 59,996 | 1000 116,338 200,0 | 225,001 00,0 | - 72,343 [ 200.0 | 56,05k | 00,0 -
$2,99 orless | 154,897 891 48,073] 80.3 |117,69L| 9.9 | 104,357 50.8] 40,109| %64 |15,09] 27,0
3,000 t0 $9,999 | 18,775) 10.8 |1L,560( 10,3 | 48,267 293 | 107,205 41,6 | 29,97 dL4 |30,08L| 6.l
S000tos499 | 2Lf ol | 12| 03 | o 05| 24m( L1 LA, 2l | 28%| 5l

o Ss00ormre | 6| 006 9| 01| 2| 03| Lol 05| 0| L0°|'L,05) L&
© Mean Inone SLUB| = |SL709) | §220| == | 31500 | $3,20{ — |$5,700 — -

wE |
Over: Mean Inocme 33634 === | 85,002 = | 5,875 == | $1,215) -=— | §1,523| —— B13,970| =~ v

- Females 18 Years 0ld . | . I IR I E
ad Overs Mean Tnore | §1,490) —— | $1,920| === | S410| == | $3,364] wwn | $3,32| = 85,72 -

S B
- Males I8 Years 014 and : - B
O NemDoote | 0759 = | $3498| weer | 34| e | SH0U5) e | GhOG2| e [$10L|

 Pemles 18 Yews 0l | | | . A R I
o Over e Tneme | 61,12 —— [ S48 - | $1,509| == | 2,038 — | 0] = |G59| =

ource: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population, Detaileﬂ Qﬁ:acteristlcs mﬂbara,p 123,




TABLE 15 OCCUPATION OF EMPLOYED PERSONS BY EDUCATIDN AKD SEX FDR ALABRMA; 1979

. Elementary | ngh Sﬁhﬁﬂl CDllége o
WL Tncome el | Total |(8 years [1-3 years|4 years l 3 Ygars 4 Years
orless) | |~ e

~ Males employed, 16 years old and over 749,851 (205,899  |174,405 |219,096 | 74,476 |75,975
Professional, technical, kindred 81,874 | 2,004 | 4,389 | 15,954 15,788 |43,639
| Managers and administrators, except farm | 76,780 | 8,842 |12,218 | 26,242 | 13,448 16,030 ..
sales workers - 48,083 | 4,480 | 9,495 | 17,833 9,752 | 6,523 -
Clerical and kindred workers 45,696 | 4,327 | 8,380 | 19,215| 9, 925 3;549**{

Craftsmen and kindred workers 172,792 | 51,260 | 48,333 | 59,433 10, % 3,00
(Operatives, except transport' - [120,000 | 43,069 | 34,634 | 36,325| 5,178 | 794 -

-, Transport equipment operatives 53,109 | 20,829 | 16,667 | 13,299| 2,05 259
- Laborers, except farm 67,502/ 33,235 (18,907 -| 12,652| 2,451 | 257

Farmers and farm managets P09 | o413 | e85 | 33| e b 6
Farm laborers and farm foremen 14,986 | 10,270 | 2,851 | 1,299 420 | 146

Service workers except private household | 48,716 17;%56 13,887 | 12,960 3,678 | 83571f;

- Private household workers 116 664 | 289 | 1| 28 | 4-:U;

Pemales employed, 16 years old and over 443,464 | 84,439 (107,658 |164,668| 44,776 | 41,923 -
. Professional, technical, kindred workers | 65,677 | 1,596 | 3,828 | 13,911| 11,847 | 34,495 =
Managérs and administrators, except farm | 16,871 | 1,855 | 3,710 | 7,098 2,327 | 1,881
Sales workers ... 29,79 | 3,828 [10,117 | 12,562 2,714 | 573 -
Clerical and kindred workers . 120,836 | 4,080 | 16,965 | 73,314 21,495 | 3,982

o+ Craftsmen and kindred workers 8,799 | 1,908 2,951 | 3,229 - 550 | 161
Operatives, except transport 81,088 | 23,320 |31,182 | 24,907| 1,522 1571
Transport equipment operatives 2,149 | 624 718 686 100 J
Laborers, except farm | 4,851 1,55 | 1,812 | 1,304| 150 20

5% g9 | vl sl »
1,571 m | oWl 0| 10

II—'

Farmers and farn managers
Farm laborers and farm foremen

U'l\ =

!
2,795

IM

Service workers except private household | 68,512 | 19,617 [ 23,892 | 20 9541 3, 523 | - 526
Private household vorkers 1 40,781 | 23,939 | 11,267 | 5,038| 463 . 74

o “yurce: U,S, Bureau of the Censug, 1970 Census af PGPUlatan DEtEllEd Characteristies Alabama, Ps ESSF
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TABLE 16: BOVERTY STTUS OF FAVILIES WL CIVILLAY HEADS, BY BNPLOVHENT STATUS, WEEKS

WEEKS WORKED IN 1969
TOTAL  50-52_ 40-49  27-39 26 or Jess Did not work in 1969

Families with Male Heads 126,699 38,017 15,106 8,716 13,163 51,697
Head Emploved 65,366 35,979 13,218 6,911 6,926 2,332
Professional, technical |

or kindred - 1,808 1,022 209 152 283 142
Managers and administrators 2,892 1,983 406 119 248 136
Sales workers 1,607 911 245 116 243 92
Clerical and kindred workers 1,546 894 185 129 254 84
Craftsmen and kindred workers 12,093 6,081 2,641 1,448 1,546 377
Operatives except transport 10,890 6,057 2,380 1,033 1,030 390
Transport equipment operatives 6,947 3,951 1,434 836 523 203
Laborers except farm 11,860 5,639 2,976 1,465 1,376 404
Farmers and farm managers 5,230 3,425 751 58 349 177
Farm laborers and farm foremen 5,033 2,842 1,071 584 455 81
Service workers except

private household 5199 3,064 868 481 572 214
Private household workers . 261 110 52 20 47 32

Head Unemployed 3,487 683 786 621 994 403
Head Not in Labor Force 57,846 1,355 1,102 1,184 5,243 48,962 )
Families with Female Heads 53,718 9,99 3,831 3,422 7,284 * 29,185
Head Employed 19,555 8,990 3,289 2,307 3,341 1,628
Professional, technical and S |

kindred workers 582 204 87 101 9% 94
Managers and administrators 207 109 26 28 3l 13
Sales workers 521 235 99 66 85 Y,
Clerical and kindred workers 1,590 510 171 222 482 205
Craftsmen and operatives 3,475 1,606 647 382 515 325
Laborers except farm 312 134 63 51 53 11
Farm workers 349 141 58 53 63 34
Service workers except private

household 5,330 2,473 942 634 918 363
Private household 7,183 3,578 1,19 770 1,098 541

Head Unenployed ' | 2,0% 265 ' 108 239 738 746
Head Not in Labor Forre 32 067 74l - 434 876 3,205 + 26,811 o

rce: U,S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of ngulatlon, Détélléﬂ Characterlstlcs Alabama,
[:R\ji . , 0
e p. 902, - | B 7 O
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