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. TO BE RECOGNIZED. AS WOMEN OF FOR THEIR CONTRIBUTIONS {IN
. ABILITY AND UNDERSTANDING, THE HOME, FARM AND COMMUNITY:
" AND AS A VIABLE SOCIAL FORCE -THEY EXPRESSED LACK OF “

CHAPTER ONE
X w§

INTRODUCTION TO THE REVIEW OF RESEARCH LITERATURE ON WOMEN
IN RURAL AMERICA

Over fiffy'yeérs ago, wemen et two agricultural
confefénces(1f completed a list of demands. In 1976, parti-—
cipants qﬁ a confefeﬁce on rural women and girls(2) also -
compiled a list. In jaxtaposition, the positions. held then

and now are remarkably similar:

1922 apd 1926 ' L1916
R

THE WOMEN DESIRED RECOGWI:HE WOMEN DESIRED RECOGNLTION,
OF THE VALUE~OF THEIR -WORK, FULLER UTILIZATION OF THEIR

" TO BE CLASSED AS "WOMEN," ABILITIES, AND GREATER RESPECT

NOT ®FARM" OR "RURAL"™ WOMEX, IN LAW AND PUBLIC, CONSCJOUSNESS

CONFIDENCE AND SELF ESTEEM,

' AND THE NEED TO EDUCATE _
THOSE IN POWER TO RECOGNIZE
THE COMPETENCE AND POTENTIAL OF
WOMENc

-

These lists express the feeling that women in '

(1) See "Wwhat Do Women Want" in Appendix A for informa
tion on the 1926 National Coungress of Farm Women, and Atke-
son (1926) for a report of the 1922 Agrlcultural Conference

called by President Harding,
(2) From a report catied "Consultatlon Session on u-

cational Equlty for: fgi Wwomen and Girls," held Jun¥, 1976,

in Wisconsin and onsored by The Advisory Counc11 on Wom-

en's Educat%gp - P:ograms, Washington, D.C. - - :
/’ & . . . " . o

o
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_rural~areas are not being recognizeelﬂrespeCted or utiii:ed'
to an adequate extent as 1nd1v1duals.. Implicit in these de=- -
mands is a desire for identity and self fulfillment.

Although there have been marny changes in rural life in fifty
years, women in.1976 voice concerns very similarmto those of

their foremothers.

Recehtly, there has been much discussion and media'
attention focueing on women in rural areas, eépecially on
women in farming° Emerglng topics in thls dlscu551on in-:
clude the "changing role of farm women" and the "female or
uoman" farmer(3 " Although the term "woman farmer" may soon
be as outdated as "lady doctor," it does point out the pre--
valent societal assumption that farmers are male. There are
two themesf'a):womeg who are'farmers are unusual,,therefore
the prefix "woman" or'"female":before "rarmer?land b) there
is a change in the réles that women perform on the farm.

There is also a dec1ded empha51s on women in the
role of "farm wifen in the popular literatire. Just as wom{.
en.as a .whole are termed "housewives,"‘ﬁomenlresiding on |

farms are currently referred to as "farm wives."™ The naming

- D D D P D WD WP D WD wn G W G WD ED wS -

(3) Representative articles 1nc1ude-_~~
a) Marjory Hart —hanglng Role of the Farm Wom--
gri-Wwomen Newsletter, October 1976. -
b) "Women Farmers," Newsweek, November 8, 1976.
c) Jean Todd Freeman, "Today's Farmer, Tough, Compe-
tent and Female," Redbook, May . 1976.

d) "Wwhy Dpid You Become a Farm Wife?" Farm Wife News,
November 1976. . .

o
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.~ of these vomen as.wives, with the attachment of a location
"houseﬁ ahd nfarm," limits how and what women are being des;
/;\ . cribed. Women in rural areas who do not live on farms and
§ women.who a are. not wives have less media v1sib1¥}ty. :
Because of thls attentlon on womén in nommetropol-
itan areas, espec1a11y wcmen on farms, it is tlmely to delve
into the research which has been done 1n this area in the
past, what research is presently being updertaken and what
research copcefns acé émerging for the futufe. The review .
which follows sef&es as a contribution to the task of doeg-f
.menting the consequence‘of women's:subordinate place in so-

cietr and whit effects this has had on women who live in the

% . .
rural Onited States as reflected in the research.

eview of the Research

]
5
e

S The following chronological revievw examines re--

¢ search literature concerning women in rural areas. This re-

search begins in the 1930's and continues to the present.

The review:
Ealt . ' "
{#1) traces the development of the research,.
. 2)'ana1yzes,the kinds of research undertaken,

3) examines problems and solutions identified in

" the research,
4) -looks at how reeearch is affected'byAevents,
and |
Sy evaluates how research has affected women and

vomen's needs and issues.
3.




“i. Thé review also serves as a resource for those who
wish tsccOﬁpare the differenéeé between women and theifICOn-
" cerns duelto‘fheir location ip"rurél rather than urban ar-
eas, qupoupded‘uith their‘Status as women. In some cases,
the;researcb also deals with class and race. . SR
The term "rural" in this work is generally defined
as all openlcounﬁry‘aﬁd places with.tofal populations less

B}

thén 2,500 persons. Thus, rufal vomen includeathose who
live on farms (census categbry rural farg),,in the open
. counfry,'and in small towns and~villages (censhs Eategory
rural non-farm). However, some étudies reviewed did not
.specify in these terms the naturg qf the rural “population
*studied. The term "rural America" is a-populaF'term used_tb
define the rurai United States. As used here, it does no;g
include the other Americas. Of the twenty-three studies in
_this revieg,.fifteen utilize urban;réfal comparison varia-
bles. U | )
’ fFollowing the review is a diécuséioniof research
methods andntheories, a list bf research questions and needsa
for the future and a concludinqvcdmmentary on the_p;esent‘
status of wdﬁen in rural areas. Tﬁefcoméenfary‘is‘based on
‘popuiar literature,lattifude surveyga%nd'current events.
All research studies included in this revieh are
abstracted in APbendix A, entitled,"Annotated-Bibiiography R
" of Women iniRural hmerica.;  Popuiér literatﬁre, monographs,
agricultural bulletins on the subject of United States

rural-based women are also included in this bibliog;aphyQ

b | o »
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References in the text to the»bihliograbhy are. by notation

of the author's last name and year of publication.
Itenms found in library reference indexes, ijournals.

such‘as;ggrgl ociologx, more general bibliographies, a

CAIN(U)_pomputer search that promided 183 citations, an

ERIC(S) search of 29 citations, exhaustive correspondence

worldvwide with other researchers and professionals concerned
with this topic, and searches in librarieé.and universities
in Boston, New York City, Philadelphia, and University Park,

Penﬁsylvahia, are the basis of material reviewed. 1all ti-

tles which could be located were reviewed. Jitles which

could not be located or related publications are {%cluded in

. o~
o- Al <

‘Appendix D, entitled "Bibliographic Addendum." Thére is a
separate nmonannotated bibliographic listing on women in

rural areas worldwide (Appendix C). This international bi- -

H

Mbliography is less exhaustive than the main bibliography,
but includes‘recent articles provilled by the CAIN search. and

therefore-supplements the already existing annotated“bibli-i

]

" ography on "Women in Worldwide.Development" (see Buvinic in

Appendix E, entitled "Biblicgraghy of Bibliographies of Wom-

(4) The CAIN (CAtaloging and INdexing) data base is
the machine-readable file generated by the National Agricul-
tural Library and corresponds to its printed publication,
the Bibliography of Agriculture. Approximately 12,000 re-
cords are added each month. The on-line file goes back to
1970. R , S
(5) The ERIC (Educational Resources Information Cen-:
ter) data base is maintained by the U.S. Office of Educa-
tion. Each month about 1,000 new reports and 1,500 new-
journal articles are added to the on-line file, which gées

~ back to 1966.

- . A . -
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en in rural America"). For the review, research based on
. a \

quanitat}ve data was selected fgr analysis from the rest of

the materizl found in the bfbliodraphic search. This re-
search was then analyzed as to time, author, place, termi-

nology, source of funding, methodology, data base, purpose,

‘content and regsults. Through this operation it became ap-

parent that the chrdhological ordering of the research was

"~ the best>way to present it for review-purposes. The analy-\

sis of the research is therefore linked to historical ev- -
ents. Since the focus of this review is research about wom-

en, the treatment of women in the research and the way this

‘treatment has changed over tinme prov1ded appropriate head-

ings for the five decades covered in the review.

Qverview
In order to examine criticaliy how women have been
and are belng percelved and what this means in terms of so-
c1olog1cal,theor1es and porspectlves, sexism has to be taken
into account. Much research is UnaVOldlDQIY'and uninten-
tionaily sexist, because it is undertaken w1th1n a.soc1ety
that has 1nstitutlona112ed sexism, From its beginning in

1848 until todayy the woman’s movement has fostered the

jdentification and definition of the nature of sexism just
as the civil rights movehent focused attention on the nature

of racism. Both "isms" are present when people and institu-

tions differentiatea solely on the basis of sex or race.

,hlthough there is a differentiation on the basis of people's



caéabilitiés, inteliigence and phys%cai char§cteristics,
there,is.mpre';akiéfion intrasex tha% igtersex.‘ The only
substantiated Qifferen;iaticn on the'&asis of sex concerns
the reproductive.functioné.. Hiétoricallya this function has
carried over to define all of women's activities.

" Attitudes, values’ and societal definitions of wonm-
‘en's roles, importance and place, have caused two ser{pgs
and interrelated oversights notéble in research on women{.
In a'diséussion on planﬂing.and ;ohen in developﬁent, Irene
Tinker(6) refers to these as. the errors of omission and re-"
inforcement. t . ' : ' é
: The.error of omission océﬁrs when researchers fail
to ack;og$§dge the traditional productive roles which wom;n
'p1a§. Forﬂinstangg, wo@en'havé always been fafﬁers, not
just in the senée.éf the “farmer" as.we envision the man be-
hiﬁd the plow, and now on' the éombine, but in th§>sense of
.the womaﬁ tilling the 1and; proaucing_and,p;0cessing food,_
cafing for'livestock and:bearing and caringlfo} children. v
She cannot be accurafely'tefmed a "hired hand,"™ or "unpaid
family laborer," .and sﬂquld'no more be primarily'identifigd
as the mfarmer's vife" than should the male be'bfimarily
idehtified as tﬁe'"farmer's husband.” she is.a fafmer.

Besigfs being farmers, women are also_farm manag-

ers, breedefs, and ranchers, and occupy countless othér oc-

—

cupational categories associated with agriculture in their

(6) see Tinker and B;amsen, the  vIntroduction: The Sem-
inar on Women in Development," (1976), in Appendix C.

7
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own right. There is no single type ofi"rural" woman. Some

. ',  live and’ vork on family ﬁarméﬁ Some live on corporate. farms

——

n rural

A\]

and live more like suburban vomén. Others live

.o ‘éOlnunities, or rﬁral non-fafn‘areas.
of women who live on the foup million farms in hg\\\\
‘e United States, 92 percent are part of husband-wife teanms.

Seventy-four thousand womeén .own and manage farms, and 4.5

‘percent Of all farms Are headed by women. Women farm work- -

- ¢ -

ers nake'up,one-fiftﬁ of the agribulturally employed as of’
1976, but vomen have an unemployment rate of’u;Q bercent.
compared to male agriculture workers of 2 percent. Thé ma- -
jority (57 ﬁércent) of unpaid. farm laborers are wvomen. Wom- -
en pursuing educatid™s in agricultural fields has risen from
2.6 percent in 1966‘tg 13.5 percént in 1974 and to 26 per-

°

cent in 1976, .
‘ ~ What are other .facts about.womgn in Fural Ameriéa?
A quarter of the female pqpulaﬁion lives there. Tﬁe median
eafnings of year-f@und, full-time women'worke£s in agricul-v'
tural occupationg are 1eé§ than half %hat of_ned: $2,503
cdnpared ﬁo $5,619. WOméﬁ in agriculturg,ﬁot only earn less
than nen; but .entry level éositioﬁs are lower for women and
chances for promotions énd'raises are lfss than for men
(Knotts and Kuznik, 1975).. |
| iWOmen/in rural areas who work for wades outside
the home are, a’ growing force as more and more enfer the la--

bor market. Rural women who are employed are most likely to

be 20-24 years of age or between uo;ss, vhich means that

8
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many leave ghe labor force during the child-bearing and
child-rearing .years. Generally speaking, about two-thirds
of rural women participate in the labor market on a
full-time basis. Most work woﬁen do.is low‘paid or’unpaid
labor(?).'

The recent focus on the nchanging role of farm'

women" can be looked at from a different perspective. Have

vomen's roles changed, or is there now an acknowledgement of

the productive pdrt women piay? WHomen may have been over-

1)

looked. A more appropriate descriptibh of what is happening

méy be "the changing consciou;ness of wohen and men about
the role of women on farms." ;

| The other problenm éﬁ research whiéh Tinker deé-c
cribes is the error of reinforcemént. The error of rein-
forcement occurs‘wheg §§searchers reinfarce values. "already
in existence in'the society, which reétricts women's acﬁiv}-
ties to household, chiid-bearing”and chilh-rearing' .
tasks"(8). ‘ |

In this review, for examplé, although all twenty--

three studies involved éopics cbncerning vomen in rural ar--

-

eas, seven directly focused on farm wives and six on farnm

women, making a total cf thirteen who looked at the farm po- -

pulation (4 percent of. the population). Of the eight re--

’ ;
 w e - - - -

(7) Statistics from: The Congressional Clearinghouse
on Women's Rights, Washington, D.C. and A Statisgdical Por-
trait of Women in the U.S5., U.S. Census Bureau Series P-23
No. 58, washington, D.C.: ©U.S. Government Prin+ing oOffice,
April, 1976. . ' s’

(8) Tinker, op. cit. - "

12 .
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searchers who studied zural or "rurban" areas and women in"

3

S ‘general all-but..one researcher focused on these womeﬂ’nn Py
,.14,' .. . < 4

- terms of the1r pOSltlon as w1ves, mothers and members of fa-'
ﬂllles._ A total of eight studies vere done pr1nc1pa11y on
women as W1ves,fand that is how they are termed in the stu--
dles. Only tvo studles.focused on glrls.ﬁ Very few studies

“'focused on women aS’éersons, with the roies of‘uife'and

* mother as part of the total makeup of the individuals in--
volved. Woghkn are not very uisible in the literature, and
uhen_they‘appear, they are mdst frequentlz,exanined in ligkt
ofotneir roles as wives and:mothers.

(Researchers,’both male and fenale,;are submeréed

"in particular berspectives that, ~when oonsidering the whole
.spectrum of human experlence and involvement,:cannot*and.

: should not cont1nue to 1nf1uence.social'science}research
‘Stereotyplng by sex is no ‘more va11d now- than ever in the
‘past: ' | | :

'fil _ ' In the 1ntroduct10n to Anothgr{i (9f,n illman .

".

and Kanter state the1r reasons for collectlng and publlshlng
a book of research rev1ews¢1n dlfferent areas of soc1ology
_and how they relate to vomen.‘ Thelr purpose is aptly stat-

_ ed,‘and th1s rev1ew of the research on; women in rural Amerl-y B

ca vas undertaken for slmllag,seasonS°-

RPN _\‘
- B o= K

—r

Q: , .. | ‘ | (1¢?r R
(§) Marcia Hiliman‘and,Rosabeth Moss Kanteru(eds.),

¥ J”. ' gtggr Yoice: Feminist Perspectives-on-Social Life and So-:
s - Ci a1:5c1ence, New York: Anchor Books/Doubleday:, 1975.. .

« Cw




Our purpose was no* primarily tc see whether
women are treated. stereotypically in social sci-
ence, although that might be an unavoidable fea-:
ture of ‘the anralysis. Nor do we wish to res-
trict our exploration to examining women's ne- -
‘jlected participation in the ‘social world
{several excellent collections, such-as Hu--
ver's(10), meets this needl. Instead, we wish
to reassess the bas1c»theor1es, paradigms, sub-:
stantive concerns, and methodologies of sociolo=-
gy and the social sciences.to see what changes
‘are needed to make social theory and research
reflect the multitude of both fetiale-and male
realities and interests. We also wanted to pro-"
vide critical bibliographic reviews of existing
studies about women to help orient the readers.
vho wish to do further reading and research.
(P v111)

In their collection;'nillman and Kanter outline

some 'themes which emerge in the research which limit conven--

ltional social science. These points fit under the general

headlngs of Tinker's errors of omission and re1nforcement.

Under errors of omission comes the 1dea of amplifying soc1al

>

'sczence research to 1nc1ude areas not previously researched
In this review, the sectlon on research guestlons is a llst

of these om1ss1ons. Some of the areas were not researched

-,

.,r

due‘tp he - one-s1ded vision 1nvolved when researchers do not

1‘;» )
Al

- go beyond a vlew of women forged out of traditional s001etar

':attitudes wvhich more recently have heen rroperly brénght

:into'perspective with - current data (11). Superceding these '1;

(1.0) Joan Huber (ed.), Changing Womer ip ‘a Changing So- -
ciety, Chicago: The University of Chicago Press,u1973.

(11) Joan Huber, "Review.Essay' Soc1ology " Signs, ‘a
Spring 1976. .. - B .
| 1M _ : .
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example, as active partners and individuals, not'simpiy

"farm wives."
Another bias 1nc1uded under the om1s51o._¢zd rein-‘
iforcement headlngs and uhlch threads through much of the re=-
search on women is that the supportlve, expressive, informal
~and priuateiside of life is ignored or not valued as a focus
'for research. | | .

St111 another basic error is generallzlng wlthout
regard to sex as z factor. Studlés purport to be about g
"people".when the data is actually cn men. Sex of research- -
ers, funder, informants and/or subjects-ls not taken intofp
account Différencesyin male-female response are not-re‘-
corded. These ‘differences- are somet1mes cruc1a1 to the ana-~
lysls, s1nce women and men occupy d1fferent spheres and en- -

A
2,

tertain different perspectives. For example, in a’ﬂaﬂo\lnf

‘ ' . oA
ternational Harvester's nationwide p21ll of 1,000 farm
, . ‘ .

households,:uhen asked, "If something}happened.to the, hus-}
band in’pour household, could the wife'successfnii; mahage
the farm.operation?" women.and,men;had difﬁerent respcnses.
" while 56 percent of the men said vomen could either manage
: the’farm alone or with help, é1 percent of the womenidec--vl'
lared they could do 1t._ A questlon the survey did not 1n-? .....

c1ude was: "If som=th1ng happened to ‘the wife in your

household could the husband successfully manage the: farm

’operatlon?"




CHAPTER TWO
. - REVIEW OF THT RESEARCH LITERATURE OF WOMEN IN RURAL .AMERICA .

omsg~eaéllh Use-of Tim

N
4

Soc1ologica1 research focusing'primarily on women
ldld not emerge until the late 1920's and early 1930's, ‘'when
four researchers studied the use of time by women. They .-
- compared time: spent in different tasks using urban, rural’ .
SR farmjand rural nonfarm categories. These studies included """"
ina Crawford's "The Use cf Time by Farm women" (1927), Maud
Wilson's "Use of Time by Oregon Homemakers" (1929), Grace'
Wasson's'"The'Use of Time by South Dakota Farm Houwﬂwxers"
(1930) and Lucy Studley's "Relationship of the Farm Home to
'Farm Business" Qﬂ931). These four women were prompted to
carry out'these'studies by the passage of the Purnell Act of
1925, in}which congress appropriated funds to support re- - . !
search‘in rural areas. :The Purnell'ﬁational Committee on -
‘i;Rural Home Management'studies.chose_“The“Present.Use of Time
,by'Homemakers" as one of their national priorities._ These
-hfour studies, sponsored by the agricultural experiment sta-

tions in Minnesota, South,Dakota, Idaho and Oregon, nursued-yn

this directive.

3
‘l‘.\‘h

_The findings: showed that women“ﬁn farms .spent .lon-

ger hours working in and outside the home than?their urban;»“ﬁ;’“”
//_ .
_fs——f——
counterparts. .£ord~f6und “that "in comparing the use of P

time by farm homemakers with- that of town homemakers, %he

oo e
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greatest differeuoe found is in the_amount of tine“spent on
the other or outside uork; and that‘differenoefis to 'be ex-:
pected. Farm women spent 5.8 percent of their t1me on th1s
‘division of labor in contrast to 0.1 percent spent by town
women"_(1927:8). S

In the category of most wanted purchasable 1tems,. _

the Crawford study ‘also found that farm women desired plum-%

"blng,and‘llghtlng systems.' Toun women preferred electrical %m

aﬁpliances and new furniture (1927:12). 1In addition;:the

L PR

same study reflected the ideal ‘and goals of the time: .
. . v -" . - - ' r“r;

One of the main objectives in the present method

of teachlng Home Economics is to instill into

the minds of girls the idea that no nobler pro-:

fession exists than that of homemaker. There _
are the chosen few who have a specfal talent but —
are not gifted or trained in the art of homemak-

ing, who prefer to leave the household respons1-<

bilities to servants and render their services

to the family by continuing their former profes-

sions. _ (1927 12) ' : % -

™

- Women were seen 1n llght of ascr1bed and well de;~
J-fined r01es, and in Crawford's oplnlon, those ‘women who re- -
jéctedithe societal norms were: a) somehow unfit or igno-
rant of domestic,work. and oY“of-a socdoeconomic level to .

have nousehold and child care'duties‘taken care of by domes-:

S
e T

tic helpo ' , o
. —

e

Theseﬂstudiesfiére"igrl“*cant because they were

,the first in which the behavior of women in rural areas.was

‘looked at as the primary object of study. Definite differ- -

t .ol .

L



cences were found in the 1ifesty1es; situations and needs of
vomen in rural and urban-areas...The government had decided
to fund suqh projects'and made the'studies\of management of
time,and enerqgy in the home'a national.pridrity;

It is also important to noteﬁthelray women were
termed.in the various studies. For example, Crawford tdtled'
her study "The Use of Time by Farm Women," and Wasson and

Wilson used the occupational status, "homemaker" in their.

. X & . .
~titles. Studley, although her study was essentially a time

study as weld, titled it."Relationship of the Farm Hone to

Farm Business." By_analyzing the‘way terminoiogy changes

. . - . .
— [

A\

over tine,gthe frame of reference of the researchers can be

— _ A

Although very. s1mp1e in de51gn, these four

traced and'identified.

¢

ground breaking studles paved the, vay for the recognltlon of

the contrlbutlon of the vomen 1n rural Amerlca, brought out

1 ot
ot

specral concerns of women in rural. areas, and fostered other

research of th1s type.

imes™ 7 . .

In the  thirties,— researéh’ientwinto'areas beyond

t1me studies of women and their contrlbutlon as homemakers.

173 —

General-egonomlc depress1on and reduced househbidslncomes

forced research to focus on the economic problems of women
o ¢ : ’ ' ° ’ .

bt}

fin rural areaso Studies'done in this decade singled out

uomen and thelr economlc needs, requlrements and poS1t10n.
L

B

_ The studies 1nc1uded orie Hatcher's "Rural Girls 1n-the

-

o
o | 15.
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o

.rC1ty for Work"™ (1930), E. L. uorgan°s "Rural Women aud the
Works Progress Programs: A Partial Aua;ysis of Levels of .
Living" (1937),'and Margaret Hagood's "uothers'of the South:

_"y Portriture of'the-White Tenant Farm Women" (1939) . |
. Hatcher studied the migration.of rural girls who

left farm backgrounds to seek work in the oities. The study
concluded that- rural girls wvwere forced to migrate iu.order

" to find emle.,oyment.,'j Employment opportunities in rurai‘areas,

'were scarce, [=]e] women m1grated to t he c1t1es where they

>

found service type employment. The generzl cultural empha-i
51s‘on marrlage and homemaklngxfor thelr age group was ap--
parentnln this stuay,and.studles)at the t1me._ For a des-f
5 ,cripton,’seefNora'uiller's ﬁThevGirls in‘tbe.Rural'Familxn
1935y . : | . . e . [T ;
Morgan et alc.,inytheir analYéiscof womeu'aqd the
'-Works'Progress Admiufstration, ooncluded tﬁat the 553‘women
vho partioipated'in thefsewing-room program reguired.the as- -
fsistanoe to survivellehe study seemed to try(to justlfy the‘

'program, not in terms of whether the program was necessary

so mudh as 1t was in terms of the neces51ty of prov1d1ng

programs for women. Ehe study went into great deta11 in
order to glve more “than adeguate ev1dence that the women in -
the sample requlred outsldeasslstance° The fact that the
‘majority of the women vere’ marrled requlred the ver1f1catlon
of their posltlon as’prlnc1pa1 wage earnerp under the as-

sumption that married vomen had nérﬁustificatiou.for seeking

»employment;




‘The researchers also advised'that the employment
needs of persons who came within the scope of the program,
and others of its type, should be determlned in advance
(1937:29). This could be taken to mean that the pressing
needs of women be-takenfinto account before deve;oping pro-

. grans. ‘Women in the study, for example, desired training
for clerical, agr1cu1tura1, manufacturlng professlons and
trades, and. serv1ce occupatlons as well as the sewing exper-:
ience, | | L

:Hagood_(1939)_exp1ored the deprivation and-sufferF

S - ‘ing of the white tenant farm.women. It was one of the first

. N

“studies to bring_out role strains for w0men, by analyzing
theVStress of thesejwomenjs triple rolesgas'mdther,'
housekeeper and field. 1aborer.‘_‘7i'“--4 M,f, .

| These stndies were a def1n1te departure from- the__”_i
- ‘concerns of the'ear11er decadeo' The scope ogpvomen under
concern videned dec1ded1y, and came to includewyoung ﬁomen,

1

s1ngle women, tenant farmers, and wvomen who were not employ-

%;___;_able Ln—thenpravate—sector—because—o%—lack—of—aob—oppotrnn1-'
ﬂ t1es and the1r age, tra1n1ng, and experlence,> The studies
a11 concerned women who were workers both in ‘and out of .the
tradltlonally def1ned female sphere of ° the household, and
‘dealt’ with the economlc and social rea11t1es faced hy uomen
.of varylng agey pos1tlon and background B |
~ ’”v | Although not spec1f1ca11y on women,;another study

et ‘at this:tlme.deserves attentlone_—In 1932, Walter W11cox(et

‘al. published a study_entitied "Relaticn .of Variations in

17
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" of familles'lndlcates ‘that. the farmers were ent1re1y,r1ghtw

N
the Human Factor to Financial Returns'in Earming." This
study attempted.to looklat the success of.dairy farmers'and
asgects such as. their prior experience in farming(‘intellec-
tual aptitude, inheritance of property, genetic makeup, at-:
tdtudes ahd.motivation, ?or part of'the study, the farmers
'were-asked to rank 15 items ﬁhich in their opinion contri;-
buted to their occupational"success° fn'this ranhinq. the
_.item "cooperatiOn‘of'wives" appeared second highest'on the .
‘iist, coming.afterlfirst ranked "e;perience in farming.ﬁ
The study aiso found a high degree.of.relationship between
'partnershlp of the women and the earnings of the farm.-
‘ The researchers apparently 4id not expect the fac—-
"'tor of the "wife" to have so much 1mpact in the study. They

'explarn, "A comparlson of the earnlngs of these two groups

~ -
”

in giving so much credit for their success in”farming to the
-cooperation of their.wives" (1932:15) . The researchers de—- R
flned the1r idea of cooperation by stat1ng ". ; . a11 those

ways in whlchgthe wife of a farmer may or may uot be of

help, some of whlch ares: helplng make the f“rm‘pians-—takﬂ_

s

DU

1ng an act1ve 1nterest and understandlng the many farm prob-:'

lems, assrstlng-ln maklng‘ad]ustments of the farmfbudget, - y
. \ ‘ . o .
and helplng occas10na11y w1th the chore work!” (1932-15). -

For these researchers the idea that a uoman con-
. ' . o .\‘
~ tributed *o the farm‘in~a significant way, or even under-L
. \ 1
stood farm problems, was treated with surprise and acc0mmo-f

datlon,' The focal p01nt of t\is study was men, and as a
. ™~ . .

.
.
N
~
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faéter of subsidiary importance, their "wives." The study
also included the'"effect of grown sons at home." No men--
tion was made of daughters except a}at inlene table.children
vere cateporized by sex.

iomen During the Sscond World War

g

-While during the-thirties‘researchers looked at
women in their .own rightﬂhin the-following decade research
on women ceased- as the U.S. entered_the war. Millions of
“women iere recruited'into the Women's Land Army, which
helped keep agrxcultural-productlon a11ve durlng “%the labor

ndraln (See Colv1n,n19u2; Hall 19u3 and 1945 and "Need for

.deen in-hériculture,t 1944y . Although'no research_was
_found to include in. thﬂs rev1e#, it is important to remember
that during the war years vomen wvere 1n the flelds perfqrm-
1ng_every concelvable tyre of agrlcultural task. The women
iﬁ the Land Army represented naried.backgrounds, occnpaf

tions, classes and ages. As research moved into the next

decades, the performance record of women from both rural and

urban areas (women from urban areas participated in tha2 Land

—
e

e . o N .
Army or came out td*the“fieidsuto_help\gnﬁzeekends and holi-

days) was forgotten. In the 1950's and 60's, the trend was
to look at women as they relatea to men and famlly life--as
wives and mothers--and restr1ct the analysis to the spheres

whlch 1nc1uded these functlons.'

‘ x : 22
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In the 1950's, women reappeared in studies. In
1951 Paul handis published "Two Generations of Rural and Ur-:
"ban Women Appraise Harital Happiness.®" Landis found no dif=»
ferences in the marital happlness of rural and urban women.
He d1d find that economlc factors were the most men+1oned in
regards to marital bllss, problems or adjustments.-
. . , : Robert Blood Jr., in his 1958 study, "The Divi-
p_s1on of Labor in City and Farm Famllles" conf1rmed hls hy-
pothesls that farm women performed a larger share of

~ i

 household tasks than c1ty wives and that fhey "helped" their
- - husbands w1th their work. Blood's f1nd1ngs reaff1rmed‘those
that came out of the time stud1es of over tventy,years éar- -
lier. The result of Blood's study was the 1dent1f1cat10n of_
the separation of the work place from the place of residence
o for most urban husbands as one major d1fference between ur- -
ban and farm fam11y life. Concurrently, "farm womenllnvest
' substant1ally more time and energy ir tasks around the Home
| whlch contr1bute directly to the bhys1cal or f1nanc1al well .
belng of other famlly members" (1958-173). ' 2

" In his dlscuss1on, BIood suggested that urban wom- -

" ' .
! : en were "SpOllEd" and farm women were “Amazons" (1958 173).

Wonderznaﬁout"loud“why~farmlnomen spent g0 much more t1me on

— e

tasks in- and out” of the home, he concluded that\It‘?as~1m -

. pr ’ ﬂ.\“'»\
the nature of farm1ng as an oCCupatlon, which "1nvolves many L
'tasks whlch requlre llttle strength or skill and for whlch ..

' women can therefora ‘be utilized as helpers"_(1958.173)._

20 . B Yl
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Near the conclusion of his stﬁdy,.Blood mentioned the fact
that the median urhen family inoome in 1954 was almost don- -
ble that of farm families. This eccnomic factor more than
any other would seem to be a mcre reasonablemuay of account?~
ing for tﬁ%’fact that farm wcmen, far from being some spe-
cial Spec1es of superwomen, were normal and productive vem=
bers of farmlng oparations whlch requlred and needed the1r
part1c1patlon in order to survive.. In Blood's frame of re-
ference,\however,nwomen and men were placed in weil deli;~
) o

neated categories, and in the case of fatt women, defined as
abnormal and incapable.. . \ _ :

Murray Straus conducted two studies, "The Role of
theﬁwife in the Settlement of the Columbia Basin Project"’
(1958) and "Family Role Differentiation and Techhologicel
“Change in Farming" (1960), whicﬁ also'placed men and women

.......

into cetogories. In the flrét study he concluded that

-

‘Myives of high- success farmers were found to be a better ad-

justed; more optimistic and perseverlng group than were the
wives of . iow-income settlers" '(4960-250). His definition
'of "better adjusted" 1nc1uded the acceptance of male doml-'
nance by the "high group" wlves (1958 62),(1).

'i:.?"“” 'In the later study, Straus used the idea of a

' "w1fe role factor" where the wife's ab111ty to play an

'"1ntegrat1ve-support1ve" role was tested in regards to tech*
"‘r-e‘\1\) “The subs1d1ar1 role expected of femalec is equated

with the make-up.of_an unhealtihy individuval in Inge K. Bro- -

‘verman, et al., "Sax Rolée Stereotfpes A Current Apprais--

al," Journal 'of Social Issues, Vol. 28 (25 L

[}

———
—————

-~
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nological competencé of the husband. The functiéns of a

voman who‘played*an "integrative-suppoftive" role were de-
fined as.mainly faﬁily oriented and ewotionally supportive,
rathér than fafm-qrienfed and work cogtfibufions (1960:225) .
Low successcgrOup wives were those women who exhibited a

genefal nlack of orientation™ to the homemaking role

——
—_—

(1960:223).

L)

°

—

_ - Straus characterized women in this manner:

e

R

For thé high competence group, technological
complexity, perhaps beyond the wife's knowledge
or skill, apparently attenuates the possibili--
ties for the wife to make a useful managerial
contribution. {1960:225) '
. ‘ ” )

- He did not find a causal relationship in regards
to whether the wife's ability to play an

- . .

"integrative-supportiven role faéilifated her husband with
regard fo‘technoLogical competence, or whether' it was the

husband's increasing<techno{ogica1 compeyence which encour-
. . B (- : ' a :
aged the wife's emphasis on the "integrative-supportive"

role. :Just4as'in the earlier analysis of the Blood (1958)

stud&,'lncome level may have a'more probable:bearing on
- technological ¢hange-in.farming‘and the resultant éhift in
‘the visible role enactmept-b§ husband and.wife. These stu-

dies, by trjing to find relationghips betveen §tereotypica1

visions of "wives" and farm success, technological advance-
ment, or participation in farm work, show how woman's posi- °-
. . 4 >ho _posi

‘tion can be misinterpreted by not viewing her as an indivi- .

dual participant within a larger framework.

22 '
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n

,_,Although overall structural forces had beeu“a fac- -

tor for research in the thirties, and women were critical in’L

¢

carrylng U.s. agrlculture through the war,, the fifties saw
research&che to focus on the 1nd1v1dua1 levelt//Woﬁen vere

L - —
vieved as "wives," on a one—s1dedL,pafticular1st1c~leve1.
: ereLgee

o
J—

This perspectiqeirestffcted women to a sphere delineated by
males and described in male‘terms. Economlc factors, evi-

dent in the .earlier studie= and brought out by women's pro-'

ductive function during the forties, were;not stressed.
- . ¢ i .. ’ -

.These studies laid the basis for work done'infthe,so's which =

continued to wiew womeu;dnia'similar, restricted manner.
| E. A. Viikeuing.oegau his.studies of joint decia"w
" sion making in the late 50's but because most of his uork on
this subject was publlshed in the 60's, a d1scussron of h1s

studies will be included in the follow1ng.sectlonﬂ

In the'1960's, studies of uomen were carried out
\\\;n\regard to position iu.the family, role differentiatiohf“
decisio;\ﬁaking marital hagpiness, migratory status;mand
patterns in edui;t;ogj\fertlllty and emuroyment Except for
two studies, wvomen were vaewed ‘principally as "wives."’
E. A. Wllkenlng, together with other researchers,',
conducted a ;umber ofbstudiesdon joint decision making and
’asbirations in regard to farm families. . They include:
l"Joiut Decision Haking»in Faru Fauiliesfas aaFunction of

Status® and Role,™ 1958; "A Comparison of Husband and Wife

- ' 23
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c uaking of Farm Husbands and wives in wisconsin,"°1967'

¢ -

"Aspirations and Task Involvement as Related to Dec1s1on

uakiug among Parm Husbands and wives ",1968° and "COnsensus

- a— [

in Lspirations for Farm Improvement and Adoption of Farm
. :

¢ Practices," 1969. K

o

Wilkening discovered a curv111near re]ationship .

:

between income and the level of joint dec1sion making. This

¢

3 type of decision making is lov in both h1gh and low 1ncome

o families (1958).' His findings were that the lnvolvement of
3

the husband and wife 1n decision maklng pertaining to family

>

and farm is a product of the goals and means for attaining '
" these—goals, which may change over t1me, as vell as a pro--'

_ duct of 1nst1tutionalized def1n1tions of husband and wife

° L -
° >
.

roles. . y . .

~Wilkening was skeptical of the simplistic model of

s ‘task segregat1on as seen in earlier studies, and was. to con--

clude that "While the d1v1sion of labor between farm and

44

- household was expected, the d1v1slon of labor w1th1n the fa-~

mily area between hushand and wlfe suggests the responsibll--

1ty for family tasks follow the 1nterests and availability
'ﬂ?ﬂ; .of the spouses rather than follow1ng traditional role expec-5

Id

tations that the woman ought to be responsiblebfor all
L f'household tasks"-l1967:711).4'Hhile_therepwasi"a tendency
B for»aidivision of labor betveen'farm and family tasks,"
Abhilkeningﬁalso;found that:ﬁfarm.wives”who participate highly
. . : - , IS

- T




in the farm area do not part1c1pate hlghly in the household

- !
18

. areay and those who part1c1pated hlghly Lpﬁipmestlc chores

RPN

.do not necessarily participate highly in household mainte-

nance and 1n children's soc1a112at10n" {1967:710) .

I

In h1s 1969 study, Wllkenlng found that consensus
in aspirations between ‘husband and wife is associated with
. 3
hlgherCadoptlon than when only one spouse has hlgh aSplra-~

tlons. The foxeeﬁ theory that practlce adoptlon is higher

vhen the husband has hlgh and the vlfe has low asplratlons

~

for farm 1mprovement than when the opposlte is true was not

~supported. In the d1scuss1on, W1lken1ng states, - *

We haveée. presented here further evidence that the
nature of the farm enterprise is affected by the
role of the wife. Specifically, our data show
- that the aspirations of the wife in comblnatlon
with those of the husband have consequences for
the adoption of different types of 1mproved farm
‘practices. .The nature of the conseguence varies
accordlng to the type of practlce and is condi- -
tioned by the level of farm income and by the
wife's 1nvolvement in the business side 'of the
farm enterprlse.. ; ‘ {1969: 193) « -

Ve .
T Just as in the Wllcox study of 1932, wllkenﬂpg and
“Guerrero substantlated«the fact ‘that yomen play an Lnfluen--
tiai_role on the farn. But'fhe.study’categoriaed the input'”
of the.%omai in the‘fcilcelna manner, %She is mobe conce:ned'
~with practicesufhaf are observable and affect immediate cash’
eublayaas well-as return, whereas the husband is spmthati
nore eoncernedluith the management aspects-of.the land and
iivesbock.’»The consequences of these nanagement’practiees
for'egonomic_refu;n; for prestige, or fer labor-saving may
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notibe as appbarent to the wife" (1969:193). These research--

- ers! analysié of the findiﬁgs clearly portrayed the vomaﬁ as
being shortsighted and less astute than her husband. When
‘two people act in concett to opérate a family farm, general-
izing about the t&o-in the manner abo;e nakes the reséarch-~-
ers fall into the same traé theif.sfudf just.refuted. That
is,-categoriiatioﬁ on tﬁeﬁbasis of.sé& is not valid in the
intg;pretétibnlof the data:

o Lee Burchinal (Correlates of.ngritai-Satisfactign
for ﬁural.uérfied Copélés, 19613 iooked'at rpral;urbanAgif- 
ferenqés invmarital;satiéfaction, just as Landis (1951} had
ten yearé earliet. As in the earlier s£udy,'no significant
difgerénce was found as to place of re#idehce;'

Gerald Hindhém,~in his 1963 study, "Formal Parti-
cipation of'uigfant Housewives in éﬁ Urban Cbmmuni&y," ob-

R

served'"hqusewiées" who liv¢d in cities but migrated from
-rurai areas. For the;purpcses of thié_review,”there’is
nothigg notable to report. (For a recent \case study ap;
proach to this issue and a look af the problems facing women
who migra;e “rom -rural to~urbgn areas see Kahn, ﬁ973).
In 1966 Geraldiné Terry, et al. studied the "Labor -

- Eorce'cﬁaraéteristics of Women in Low-Income Rural Areas pf

the South.". This was a,ﬁarked depaf§u£e>from_the line of

" previous research and from the focus on women as wives. It

examined the labor force experience of wdmen,'their atti-

tudes toward employment, and lookéd at the participation bffg-ﬂ?ﬁif

" “women in the labor force as related to their position in the

' ) . .

[N
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. 1
. family, age, educatieﬁ, and ievel of living.."As compered-to
national staﬁistics on,women}ﬁthese women ﬂad less educa-
‘tion, were slightly older, and were willing to work for re-
latively lower wages than the average.

In 1969 and 1970, James D. Tafver, et al. also.
varied from the focus on women as wives. Tarver examined
the relationship between fe;t;llty, years of fo;mal’educa-
tien achie?ed,‘the nunber of enployed women and the urban-
rural continuunm k"Gre&ients.of Urban Influence on the Educa-
tionel, Employment, and Fertility Patterns of Women," 1969;
and."Urban Influence on the Feftilityland Employment Patf" -
terne of*wemen Living‘in Homogeneeus.Areas,"}1970).‘ Tarver
found that the closer to a rurel erea, the hiéher the fer-

: tility level among women, tbe lower thelr level of . formal
o educatlon, and the lower the proportlon of employed women..
Dlstance from metropol;tan areas d4id provide 51gn1f1cant_-

-~

differentials among women in rural and urban areas.

ies: Women Egerge

2€eventi xom
: - . TR _
The Terry .and Tarver studies marked“fhe beginning
of reszarch in the seventies which c1a851ty Women s women

in the tltles and studlea, breaklng out of the ear11er focus -
on women as wlves."Of these studles, the term "yomen" or

ri

: "women" appears in“ﬁhe;tifles of all of the nine studies’ ex-
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'cept twvo, which retain the term~"wivesa“ Obviously, in some

‘points out a shift of focus. -

P
v .
N v

studies the terminology used reflects the goals of the stu--

‘dy. Noting this change in the naming of women, however,

o % . .
Although some research continues to show women

" primarily as wives and mothers; with men as the focal point,

in other works an attempt is made to look at women.as the

objects and or1g1nators of studv and in their own & g it
Taking these studies from early to mid seVentles[ﬁthe.folb
lowing patterns and areas of concern can be ohserredf'
stanley Eitzen, in his "aA studj-of Voluntary Asso--
ciation HemhershipslAmong Middleclass Women™ (1970), looked |
at rural-urhan comparisons'of noiuntary association member- -

ships among women. He found that residents of small rural

" towns had fever of. these memberships than re=1dents of uore

urban towns and 01t1es.

In 1972, two stud1es followed the. Tarver tradition

~ by looking at women and patterns of fertility, . employment

and education compared to urban women. Bruce Gardner, in
his study, " Economic Aspects of the Fertiiity of'RuraL:Farm
and Urban ﬁomen;? found that?hyﬁpurely economic‘standards,

the number of children'born per family was affected by cer--

" tain variables. The more education and higher the income of

- the female, the fewer children. The more education and in-

come .of the male, the more children. hlthough Gardner stat- -

) ed that he found significant.rural-urban differences, he did

not elaborate on these differences, preferring'instead to

ety s
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say that the "variabples in the estimated fertility function,

except for race, work in essentially the same way for both

ruraldfarm and urban pepulations" (1972:523).

James Swvweet, in his study, T he Emélbfment7of
Rural Farm.Wives"1(1972);'fbund‘that rural farm women were
entering the laber foree in growing numbers. His study was

an attempt to raise issues in regard ‘to rural women in the

- work force. He found that women in the South were more

Iikely te be emﬁloyed in the work force, farm women livihg‘
in metrorolitan areas were more likely.to have a paid job,

employment rates te2nded to increase W1th higher. levels of

-educatlon, and womén marr1ed to men with nonfarm jobs had

higher rates of employment than women married to men in farm

jobs. - He also listed five research,_quest:lon'= for further

study 1n the area,

Barbara Sawer 's ‘study, "Predictors of the Farm
Wife's Involvement in éeneral,nahagement and Adoptien Deci-~

¥

'sions" (1973), examined the activities which led to women's

involvement in decisions. As Wilkening had found, decision-

“making was found to be a joint effort based on many. factors.

The woman's involvement came from her participation and in-
volvement in the farm activities in which she had an inter- -
est.

In 197&, Harold Feldman ‘and Hargaret Feldman con- -

Ancted a study which found role conflict amcng rurban (small

towns and surroundlng areas) welfare women.- The study,

called "The Relatlonship Between the Famlly and Occupatlonal

A
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Functioning iu a Sample of Rurban Welfare Women," found con-

flicts between commitment to hcme and family and the pres=-

j‘“.sures and neces51ty of working at a paid job. This was the

first study- since Hagood (1939) and Terry (1966) to look at

the'problem of women who have paid employment o“ts1de the

home and also maintaln responsibility for home and famlly.
wAs the Feldman and Feldman study states, "working women are

different from-men who work in that their employment brings

on a. second job, adding the fmale' task of provider to that

‘of homemaker, wife and mother" (1974:36). In this study,

the women received less help in the housework from their

_ husbands than they.did from their. children. In addition,

the women experienced guilt feelings about receiving assis-

tance for these duties (197&:#8-99). As in the earlier Ha--'

'+ good and Terry studies, this“study concerned low income,

velfare, or tenant farm wcmen.

'In 19/&, Terrf, et al. updated their 1966 study by

*looklng at the "Changes 1n Labor Force Character1st1cs of

Women in Low-Income Rural Areas of the South " They found

'that the'voman's pos1t10n in the famlly-greatly influenced

her employment;nthat for those women who'worked, eduqationall

o

attainment and race had more bearing on occupational choice

than did family position; and the difference between the la-

~gor force-participation rate of farm wives and other women

decreased con51derably between 1960 and 1966.

In Jeanne Hafstccm's 1974 study, “"Early Background

-and Later Life Style,"™ women v1th farm, rural and urban

«
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- backgrounds wvere compared. This is another study which exa-"

ﬁineé.rural-urban differpnces and women--this time the ef4 
fect of a womaﬁ‘s early environment.and her later aspira- -
tions,~sa£isfactions,.and'attitudes.

. This study confined itself to a discussion of wom-
en as vaés. No:significant-diffefences-we:e found among

Tural-reared, farm-reared, and urban-reared wives in charac-

" teristics of family size,_ages of wife and husband, number

of years married, family income and frequency of money prob- -

.lems. Almost half of the women were employed outside the

home. Educatipnilevels did tend to differentiate; urban-
reared uivés had more formal schooling and farm-reared wives
the least.

On decisicn-wmaking, théfsamplevshowed ruralfurbaﬁ

" differences on two questions--which' friends the fanily wéuld

‘see, ard the number of children to have. In regard to these

questions ﬁhefstudy fouhd: - ®"rural-reared wives are living

in somewhat mére egalitarian families than the other tvo

- groups. . When one spouse'was primarily responsible for de-

‘ciding these questions, the urban and rural-rearéd wives,

rather than theirhhusbanés,-iere more likely to make the de-:
cisions. However, the orposite was true of_fqrm-réared
wives™ (1974:2).

Attitudinél differences vere aISO'fouhd which

' showed farm-reared women to be the most traditidnally or-

iented of the three groups.

In the Marlys Knutson and Dean Schreiner study
DA .3
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("Inconme Returns for Working Women by Place of Residence,"

1975), an important difference between rural-urban women and
their income was found. Their findings:
_ " "

The results of the inccme differential model inm-
ply that the woman living. in an SMSA area earns
more than the woman in a non-SMSA, nonfarm area,
all other factors held constant. The data show
that the income of a woman in a non-SMSA, non--
farm area was 82 percent of the income of a wom-
an in a SMSA, nonfarm area with the difference
in the cost of living between the two regions
~estimat=d at about 85 percent (as computed for
one policy program). Thus, the income differen-
tial may be slightly greater than the estimated
cost of ‘1living d1fferent1a1./ ‘ (1975:48)

td

The last study included in the revieu is Philip

Fulton's "Setting of Social;Contact.and Status Advancement'
’-Throuéh Marriage: A.Study of Rural Women" (1975), in which
he looked at status advancement of rural women through mar-
-~ riage. The ~only rural urban difference found was the fact

that a woman? s-"positlye‘personal characterlstlcs" were more
significant.in a'rural setting than an unban one. These at-
tributes vwere defined as intelligence,.academic perfornance,

concern for mcbility, and aspirations (1975:46). The study

concerned vomen finding "pr OTlSl1g‘}ﬁS ands." A woman's

status was measured by . looklng first at hér father's, then
her husband's 1ncome(2). In thls:study, women were again

viewed as they relate to men._

(2) A crlthue of stratlflcatlon by this means is found
- in Joan Acker, "Woaen and Social Stratification: A Case of
Intellectual Sexism," in Joan Huber (ed.), thgg;ng Homen in

a Changing Society, Chicago and -London: The University of
Chicago Press, 1973. i , )
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The studies in the seventies show a branching out’
and expansion of'research.since 1927, ﬁhenl;na Crawford
looked 5£ "The Use of Time by Farm Women." Now there is an
e&aminationfof women in rural areas aad'employment, educai\
tion, fertility, position in the family, status, decision ,\\\
makiag,‘association membership, aspirations,'attitudes,_ . \ N
earnings and\involvement in management. For the first tinme, |
women are:researched in regard to their position as indiQi—-

duals within a family and individuals whc participate in the

labor force (both in and outside of the hcme). There con-:

" tinues to be research conducted by comparison with urban ar-

Y

eas as well.

N
What do ¥We Know?

" From these studies At is'eéident-that women's role

in rural areas has warranted studies specifically about.wom-

en. It can also be concluded that comparisons can be made

regarding women and their situation in rural areas as op- -

~posed to women and their sitﬁa{jon in urban areas. What we

know specifically about women im.rural areas as a result of

AN
\

these studies is not clear cut, because more gquestions arise
From the research than concrete answe}s. These s%udies
serve almost to substantlate women's 1nfluence and partner-

ship, whereas in. research concerning men and\"people," their

\

position as contrl?utors is taken for granted\\\élnce re-

search has now .shown that women are there, and*cbgtributing,=
it is now beginning to expand on the problems and iés:es

Y
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facing women as individuals who inhabit and experience a

different_iorld than men.

Many of the studies in thislireview were conducted

i

_from an identifiable perspective that'ﬁay.or may not show

women in a realistic light. We do know that the research on

women in rural apéa§ is changing focus, and that this ampli- -

fied perspective and.differeqt approach may opén up expanded
and new lines of research. |
In the f&%}ovipg disc@ssion, dominant themes and,
iséues'&hiqh come out of the research are examined in the
light of research foci and methods. Many of the gquestions
which come out of the r@searcﬁ are cited in régard-to issues

and problems identified through research, and constitute a

list of researchable guestidns which is included as a sug-

<

<

;gestion for future studies.



. CHARTER THREE.

%

WESEARCH: ACHIEVTNG A BALANCE

Al

Introduction
As Grace E. Frysinger, chief home ecbnomist for

the United States Department of Agficuiture,'stgted in
1925(1), "Rural Women have been analyzed, péfronized, and
carfoonizeq, but .they have never been eulogizéd; ideéliéedh
and immorialized." iFifty‘years later it can be's;id that
women in rural a;eas have_ been analyzed,_p%}fénized, car-

| toonized, eulogized, ;$d idealizel if not immortalized. Now
it is time to stop.patronizing as well as idealizing her.

It is time to look at woman as she really is, in all her di-

versity, complexness and humaness.

earch for Jdentity and Recognition

The
In the introduction to this revievw of the research

literature of women in rural’areas, the two lists of demands
: . ¢ )

by women point to undeniableAfacts of life for women as in-

>

:dividuais;- Women do not have recognition of thelvalﬁe of
their work.: Women do nét fegl that they are £eal contribu-~
tors to soqiety. Similarly, . in the‘preqeeding review of the
' research literature, womén are primariiy regarded in subgi-'

diary roles, their identity forged through men, and their .

3]

(1) ° See Frysinger (1925, 1930, and 1934).
. : »35 .
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position explained as they relate to men, which is through- -
Qﬁt desgribed in male terms. Although women a;e glways
"there® (2), their contributions just as important and vital
to society as that of'nen, they have gone unnotijiced éndvun-‘
dervalued to varying degrees depending on the times.

. . Ca
Adrienne Rich ccmments:

Outside of women's studies, though liberal male
professors may introduce material about women
into their courses, we live with textbooks, re=-
search studies, scholary sources, and lectures
that tredat women as a sub$species, mantioned only
as. peripheral to the history of men. In every
discipline where we are considered, women are
perceived as the objects rather than-the origi--
nators of inquiry, thus primarily through male
eyes, thus as a special category. (3)

. 4 .
Y Compound this criticism with the use of male in-

formants in studies, and.the result is a view of women sift-

ed through yet énother masculine 1ﬁyer. .This problem of vi- -

4

sibility is referred to in Prevelou's "The Invisible Wom- -

an"(u) and in Ardener's Perceiving WOméh(S).l‘

. Examining the studies included in the review of

the research literature cn rural women, a pattern appears

Millman and Rosabeth Moss Kanter (eds.), Garden City, New
York: Anchor Press, 1975, p. 144. ‘
* ‘(3) ~“Adrienne Rich, "Toward a Woman-Centered Universi-
ty," The Chronicle of Higher Education, July 21, 1975.
h -(4) 'See Presvelou (1975) in Appendix C. - '
‘ (5) 'Ardemer, Shirley (ed.), Perceiving Women, New
York: Halstead Press, 1976. . :

©
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research on the same par with other factors which constitute

b

the list of variables. Whether stated or not, some research

paradigms imply the'use of the dependent variable, success .

of men, and the independent variable, women's cooperation.

The Wilcox (1932) study exemplifies this point._ The study

‘specifiCally focused on men. .The importance of the "factor"

of the_"wife's involvement" came as somewhat remarkable to
the researchers. In this and_other studies, the torm wife,

a role, is used to name woman, an individual. In a selec-

b] D ©

“tive review of urban sociology, Lyn H. Lofland(6) found that

. women "“aire part of the locale or neighborhood or are des--

cribed like other important aspects of, the setting such as .

income, ecology or demog;aphy--hut largely irrelevant to the

analytic action.. They nay reflect a qroup's social organi-

zation and culture but they seenm never to be in the process

. - 3
- . . . ~
: .

of creating it" (p.145). . SR “i C "

- e .

"

Rural sociology's treatment. of women inﬁicates a-
. -

similar pattern.. Women are examined as to how they contrl-'

\ N

bute to the farm's success; what kind of nnvolvement (if

any) women have in. the management and. adoption of technolog--

ical advances in farming, their role-in dec1sion making:‘how

~a

rural women adiust, feel or achieve status in marriage' hom
theg spend their-“time in and outside the home (but always in

relation to it) ; the conflict they have between family and

employment commitments- and the effect that their rural’ lo-

(6) Lofland, op. cit.
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”ﬁ¢&t;oh has on feriility,,educgtién,and employﬁeﬁt'lévexs.

:ﬂfﬂéﬁéﬁﬁﬁfé.bdntinualiy yiewed«as_to‘how they secondarilz af=""
Tﬂgéé£ a ior1d wHk§gjfhe “seri;uSﬂ husiness iS-thé’doﬁain of
,;péué' When fésearcﬁidéés exanine-}émeﬁ;s ;ﬁgividﬁal‘§;tu€?;
'&7ition,.it is.in relatioﬂ‘tquhgqﬁbﬁzéiqédf;éflﬁy for example,
the conflicts,wémen'éxﬁérigﬁée.when thgy have;paid eﬁploy;;
'hén_t'.. R et L e | : .‘
.w izA “ )' ;,No mention is made Sf uomen yﬁo?1ivé.andiwo;x dh |
;w;Fﬁ l tﬁei: ovwn, vomen's life as it dog; nét'rglgte to children o
;_gnd husband, ‘of women's actiVifie;{as_c:gators of gdciéty.,.
' Althougﬁ;childr;n ;ighfioccﬁpy,anﬁraéfion of.amidméq's life- -
ER - e L

tine, and sﬂe may or may not be“harri?d,'the'familial fuﬁc-l
.tidhs of women afe’éiémiped‘either:as an’iﬁtegrﬁiﬂbr}geri--
bhérallpatt:df-thg'tesearch which goncefﬁs:;oméﬁ. tsimilar;-
1}: there-is the aséﬁqption that all women livé in a nuélear;
_fﬁmily,“iithichiﬂdren'anan'm5£e "head}ﬁ?Aﬁxhépt for fhev
3!:¢Ehreehstﬁdié§“0n low-income women (Hagood, i§39; Terry, 1966 °
5f j "§ﬁ5»19iﬁ;“and Feldnan;wj973).¢ﬁé claSS’and race aspects and
L wanén‘arefalso neglééigd. - "‘ o {lln e '_;.' K
v .z . clio Presﬁe;ou{ in ﬁThe Inviéibxe ﬁomanﬁ(a).ek-f . j>

e ' '

S ARSI . S , - A P T -
. “plains a method of looking at women and research_ahich %W;I’F\\\"

cludes the factor of women- not beinglddnsideréd,as-créatg;a-~efi

) of c_n:_]_tlure:‘ . o . ' . I o ' ~ . "g'
T The concept of §ogia1'visibilityidgaHSFattention
' .. to and assesses the degree of women's effective .

S (7 - Presvelou, op..cit.
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participation in productive agricultural tasks
and helps fo determine the social recognition
arising from such participation. In other
words, the mere.fact that women work in the
L.flelds, thus producing goods for family consump- -
‘tion, is not a sufficient indicator of their ef- -
,”'fective soc1a19v1s1b111ty.' social recognition
. 7. 77"by society is also required. The usefulness of
“w ' "this concept lies in the fact that it -enables
*» . one to evaluate the effective involvement of
women-in production tasks both from the view=-
. points of efficiency of their efforts and of
. their self-actualizatlon. K (p.SO)

This guestlon of se;f-actuallzatlon is extremely g‘

'important. It brlngs us back to the list. of demands by wom= ‘. -
eﬁi 'Rememher,'the women de51red reqognltlon, utilization oﬁl
their:abilitiEs, andlgreater ‘respect for their‘contribﬁf?

”fk‘ ‘tioms.v Why do uomen feel th1s way’ Beoause womemtare invi--
';ff— sible, muted _appendages, members of a1x111ar1es, occupy po--
| smtlons of lesser status, and perform service functlons for
‘men. r"heir reguest for the rlght to =e1f-actua112atlon is

Ecruc1a1* :i SRR L

Few wcmen can ach1evc self-actuallzatlon in a so-:

ciety where the“male‘serves as the focal point around whlch

t

all others revolve. Joan Huber;.in the introduction to

‘Changin g Women in a- Cha_glng Soc1e_1(8), states "ge live in

an achlevement soc1ety, even though a. substant1a1 majorlty
of all'Amerlcans suffers-restrlcted,opportunlty because of

© . »1.h

uan ascrlbed status" (ps 12).

. el

" (8) Joan Huber (ed.), Changipg Women in a Chapging So- -
- ciety-, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1973
et ‘ ’ . B 42 :




tity and recognition is her -economic dependence on the male

Since woman has a clearly.defined position, sStatus
and. sphere of actualization which are attached to her a

birth, it is extremely difficult for her to participate in a

.society structured for and around men (9).

g ‘ .Anptherfrelated aspect to woman's search for iden- -

Py

society. ‘There is much debate as to whether{women's econom-

ity as well. This relates to the" value placed on the work

that women do, which in turn relates to their recognition

' and status.

As Mayra Buvinic(10)_points out:

‘Women's attainment of egual status with men de-*

they possess over activ1ties in which they take
part . . . (but this does not) seem to answver :
the broader question of whether wecmen's control
over economic resources is perceived by the mem-
- beErs. of the society as granting women a rela-
: tively high status. . (p.13)

*Buvinic feels it is important to investigate what

: indicators of women's status are perceived as’meanlngful by

¢

the members of soc1ety under. study.

These considerations:' women's participation in
production, society and culture; the dontrol she possesses

over the ectiVities which affect her; the value society

- {9) “Phis is a‘sipilir situation for minorities, who
are likewise ascribed a status based on race.
(10) 'See Buvinic (1976), in Appendix E.

- -
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piaces on her participation; and the subsequent recognition
Tshe:receives, are all interrelated They are important to
the discusslon of the research and the ‘manner in which it is

conducted These con51deratons also link Tinker's(11) ideas

i

- of the errors of omission and reinforcement discussed in the

introduction. Omis iom, in that vomen's traditional roles

e

ing vomen's aCthltleS to those of household, child bearing

2

_andichildrearing functions.

I

In the following section, the’ research paradigms

' and'methOds are examined further.

rating- Research

Jessie Bernard has outlined feminist critiques of

SOClOlOglcal theory and methodology(12). She‘ashsfthe qnesf
thD’ "Can soCiology_transcend sex? With respect to both
contents and method;h (p..lQ): This is the same guestion
that needs to be asked of rural: soCiology as eVidenced by
the research conducted to date. Bernard's view of sOCiology”
is thatmit is a science of gg;g'society’and'also algalg sci~ -
ence orisociety (p.19)f In other words, sociology is. a stu--

dy of male soc1ety in terms of the perspective used, the

'questions asked nd the values reflected Tt is a male
4 .

(T1$«~See Tirker and Bramsen (1975), in Appendix Cc. .
(12) -Jessie Bernard, "My Four Revolutions: An Autobig- ..
graphical History of the ASA " in Huber, op. , c1t {Includes
a critique of Parsonian functionallsm, interactionism, amd
exchange theory).v
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science in terms of the methodology and'technicai_predilec—~
tions utilized.
Essentially, there are two major problems which

.Bernard c1tes- factual»and paradigmatic. In the review of

~ the research, the factual problems are revealed by-examining . -

the types of substantive'questions vhich are-raised ‘in the
‘research. Some of these questions are: ﬁou do farm wives
use'their time? Why do married women need W.P. A. programs?

-How do wives contribute to the success of farms’ How ha@pi-

. 1y married are rural as compared to urban women? How do

”wives affect decision making? How do mothers coordinate’
work in and outside~the home? .Hoﬁ do you predict.the farm
‘wife's involvement in general management and adoption_deci-
sions? | )

J ..By looking at these questions, ve can:get.an idea
-0of the focus.of the'research, “he perspective of the reser-

archer, and his or her attitudes concerning the researcb.

_;It 1s a1so informative to consider the fact that these kinds

-

of_questions\are the only ones asked regarding women_in fif-

.fty years of research.' One might ask if these were the only

research concerns regarding men, would they be adequate,or
fair? X ' e .

In addition to looking at. the questions that were
researched, it is important to examine questions not asked.
These questions are dealt with in a detailed“section on re;
search guestions which foIlows'this discussion.

The second prohlem,-paradigmatic,.invodves a look

42
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. . .I‘
. .
at: research methods. Bernard points cut the constant battle'

between t he sc1entific approaoh compared to the humanistic

}

'approach, or by any other name, the;statistical versus case,

quantitative'versus gualitative, agency!versus communion and’

so on, which has caused much controversy among researchers

~in the soc1al sc1ences° P_esently, "hard" data, and the

"scientffic" approach holds‘svav. The problem %ere is not

wvhich ‘method is better orAmore-effective--but what effect
the one method which is now most utilized has on the study

~~
of womeno In choos1ng a method which sees variables, i e.

sex as a variable, or woman as a variable,\the ipdividual

woman, as we have seen in this reView, is put into a set in

'fwhich she does.not belong. She is placed side by side and'

equated with dissimilar factoys. In the,Hilcox study, ad-

L

mittedly the most overt ekample} "cooperation of_wife"'uas

included in a list of fourteen other variables which could

N\

contribute to the success of the farmer (all males). Here

we have a classic example of two people runnifng a farm where'

_____—___—

the male is related to the activity, and the female is re-v

"lated to variables that make or break him. Why is this the‘

‘‘case?

»

FOr an answer, we must look at the broader level.'

-The whole scope of ‘human activity containc innumerable ac-

tivities which every individual experiences.' In our.soc1e-
ty, some activities more than others are equated-with"fe-‘
males, others -with males; This has_led to the recognition .

of two spheres, or worlds;-the_one in which females typical--

~ 43 -~
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ly 1nhabit and the one in whmch males typlcally inhabit.
Bernard forms thesé two spheres 1nto a typolog[ based on
Parsonlan var1ab1es(13):

¢ .

STATUS WORLD ~° -~ CASH-NEXUS WORLD

=R (FEMALE) (MALE)
bonds: : love/duty , - -monetary exchange
characterized by: .ascription S achievement '
S -~ diffuseness . . . . specificity
particularism : universalism ’
‘ collectivity . - self-orientation
v o ’ -orientation - = - :
p ~ affectivity . emotional
' ' neutrality
preferred way to ~ everyone's needs "competition If~,n‘ . -
to allocate- met to the extent . {best man wins)

poss1b1e

These =pheres are also commonly referred 4o in the
llterature as the expre551ve-support1ve side of 11fe

(1nforma1 network) as compared to the 1nstrumental s1de of

e

i 11fe (formal network). Like - all_“ypologlesw—they“are polar

f:;;_“—'fypes and are 111ustrat1ve, not meant to be_taken llterally
as-descrlptorS‘of a whole class of people or,_in this case, .
.theutwo sexes._ hnt just aspsex role stereotypino?has~fnter-i
fered_with‘researoh,‘so‘has the omission of the world to
wnion.gomen are ascribed. o ‘ | ‘

| "Within the schema tnen: we have twofworids: fne

-sphere w1th whlch women are associated and the sphere with

which men z:e assoc1ated..,Further, women's sphere is cir--

(13) 1Ibid., p. 20
| g
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‘
eumscribed by her child bearing amd ehildrearinngunctions
and HKer dmties as“"vife." uen s sphe"e 1ncludes every+h1ng
jelse in the polltlcal, soc1al and economic Jorld Women
.(and female chlldren) and their world are subs1d1ary, and:
‘.therefore not ‘as valued as*’ the world for men (and male chll?f
~dren). VWithin each sphere, women ahd men have sex role at-
u,titudes; expeetations and enaetments., Sex role expectations"
are crdCial here, for what-individuals'actually do in reali--
_ty can be .in varlance with the prescription."The'study of
society'canﬁbe colereé by too rigid attituﬁes about what
vomem:andemen should do, and are expected to do, and also by
what valme'is piaeed on activities performed hy'womeh and .

me n.

The”morld'mhich.women inhabit iz not examlned in
the research, or giveh importance. fhe choice of technique
“most researohers use'stresses the "male" side over ‘the
"female" s1de. " The "female" sphere is more dlfflcult to ‘re-
search for reasons whlch ‘'will be given shortly, but stress
“of the“"male" side is also a result of the use of the male"
sc1ence of soc1ology that Bernard describes.

| Examples of the results of this emphas1s ‘on the
"pale" side of life abound. The class;c example is the onej'
' eited ln the recent study "A Re-Examination of thef. “
.éross-dultural PrinciéleS'of-Task-Segregatldn and Sex_Fole
Differentiation im'the Family" (14) . ‘Joel Aronoff and Wil-

“liam Crano state: ' _ ' - . : -



°

I their analysis of the family as a social sys- '
tem, Parsons and Bales(15) applied this.categor--
ization d1rertly. ‘"Considered .as a sqcial sys-:
_ tem, the marriage relationship is c1ear1y a dif- ,
4 ferentiated system . . . (the) ‘more instrumen- - - -
" tal role in the subsystem is taken by the hus--
’¢. .. band, the more .expressive by the wife ., . . :
E (the) husband has the primary adaptive responsi--
bilities, relative to .the outside s1tuat10n i .
R 'vhereas the wife is primarily the g:ver of
love o« o o &M _ (p. 13)

—t

The results of ‘the Aronoff and Crano:sindy»show

-\/'

that the instrumental role is .distributed continuqus;y,‘and

not in a dichotomous fashion. The feature'fhat charaéter---”
izes.the family is that of role sharing, not segregation.

In other words, in réality women and men must act in an in- -

vstrumentaluor expressive fashion depending on the situation.

Problems arise when stereotyped views of how women and men

Ed

should act (sex role expectatlons) color researchers' exami= -

[y
v

natlon of thelr data.
The research 1nc1uded in the rev1ew, espec1a11y

that whiqh was conducted in the 1950's‘and 1960's,.offers

further'examples. _Elbod's}stndy (1958) Fharacterized women

who "helped" .their husbands as Amazons. How else to explain

' thelr 1nvolvement in farm ‘chores? Straus (1958) equated

success of farms wlth vomen's nonpart1c1pat10n and suppor-‘

t1ve stance. While W11ken1ng-cr1t1c1zed and refuted'tne

nstereotyplcal views of task segregatlon on farms and 1n de-

cision maklng (1958,1963f1967,1968, and 1969), as,dlsqussed_

_ &
14) See Aronoff and Crano- (1975), in Appendix c.

(15) T. Parsons -and R. Bales Family, Socialization and .-

i — - i A S S S — — — — - — e

I teraction- Process, Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1955.-
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previously in the review, in his 1969 study with Guerrero
gthe con< ludrng d1scusslon agaln categorlzed 1nd1v1dua1s on ..
~ the basis of sex(16).

Considering these examples,‘lt 1s not surpr1s1ng

to flnd that Ain these studles the 1nstrumenta1 half of the -

dyad, or women's relation to the instrumental half, is exa- -

hined, .This is partly due to the ease of studying the in-
Asrrumental side of life rather than éoihg through the proh--
lem 6f'identifying and collecting data on the 1ess>Visib1e
and uncharted express1Ve-support1ve act1V1t1es of all hu--
‘ mans. This lack of empha51s on the informal is also due to.
the male bias iW'research, which automatically eqﬁates,in-
strumehtality withrmen;l Wilkening ekplains in-the outset of

w:»his 1967 study:

This paper is. concerned only with conjugal role
differentiation in the instrumental-task and de=:
cision-making areas. These include child-care
and discipline and care of the household as well
as tasks and decisions in the farm area.. It is
not concerned with those activities which are
primarily of an expressive nature, such as pro-
viding affection, emotiounal support and integra-
tion of family members. - (p.703).

Fhile he correctly 1nc1udes household tasks and

‘aspects of' the supposedly "female" sphere in Wlth 1nstrumen-"

(16) It is interesting to note that during the 50°'s
and early 60*s (when women were ‘seen most stereotyplcally in
the research) researchers were excluslvely males. Histori--
cally, women initiated research on women in rural areas, and
women have been active in research in this area for the last
ten years. Sex of the researcher, however, does not exclude
her .or him from performing reearch which contains sexist
b1as. o -

u7h "
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-_tality, he does admit to not’ being able to include the ex-
| pressive{sidb of life in ‘he scope of his study. - Likewise,
‘Aronoff and Crano(17)_express the same type of limitation of.

their study due to lack of Aatas

A complete examination of the general theoreti-
cal propositions, of course, should require a
cross-cultural analysis of expressive as well as
the instrumental role. While the data available
in Murdock's Etnnographic Atlas, the data source
employed in this study, are ideally suited for
an examination of the degree of dlfferentlatlon
‘in the instrumental réle, Murdock has not pro--
vided material that can be used to examine the
distribution of expressive behaviors across fa-
mily members. . .Therefore, this report must focus
‘most particularly on the data that are available
or the study on the 1nstrumental role. o ¢
- 15)

\ Research has avoided half the spectrum of human
act1v1ty, ﬁust as it has focused on men,’or people,ewhlch on
closer examlnatlon can turn out to be male "people. Slnce
1nstumentallty\¢= equated Wlth the male Sld° of llfe, thls

2\

1s ‘'what is examlned. A striking research need is to explore

>
=4

the equally important but devalued part of human life-~<the

\

expressive, nuturing, supportive side. Without an analysis
‘ " \ .

. . . ° '\\ . .
offthis side sociology\can not purport to 'be the study of
\

soc1ety, but rather the s{udy of one side of soc1e+y. By

the same token, fertlllty SGUGIeS of men, or the1r roles as

fa;hers andbhusbands, are also neglected areas of research.
Research should avold s1mple categorlzatlons des-

: \
crlbed in-.the Aronoff study 1n the follow1ng manners

(17) Aronoff and crano; CPe. ci;:
BT B
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Categorization by contrast often leads to false
° clarity, and nowhere has this problem been more
apparent than"in the study of this variable in
the behdvior of small groups.. Attempts to fit
group members into separate, nonoverlapping
- roles have typically led to. generallzatlons of
disappointingly weak flndlngs e o e s1mp1e di-
" chotomization (should) be avoided and: « o« task
o variation 'in groups (should) be’ v1ewed as a more
continuous variable, concéptualized in terms of
thée proportion of revelant acts emitted by the °
varlous members of the gtoup. T {p. 18)

.

As far as research on women in rural areas is c®n- - .
cerned, the emphasis on one sector of human activity over -
the other, and the omdssion(and undervalued place” afforded-
‘women, has'left;much'work to be accomplished for, rural so= -
ciologists aﬁd‘other researchers;'-ﬁhen*researchers start ‘
out with a Frame'of‘reference that does not address;issues
v1tal to women, or  when they ido not consider the sex of the

nd1v1dua1s as a factor, or fa11 to take 1nto account atti--
‘tudes about what should be done by women versus what women
actually do, research falls to adequately describe vomen or‘

meét,vomen'slneeds.i Solutions derived from such research

can be inappropriate. Perspect%yes make a difference.

Hales and Females and Male/Femal Teanms:

——emimanin Same SmemSEmeS -

'Three-glfferent.Perspect____

Another aspect of this discnssion is the different

j perspectives. women have of their contributions, compared-to

~a

how men percE1ve their contrlbutlons, and how women and men
together evaluate, what women do. In a 1975 Internatlonal

_ Haryester survey(18) of 1,0Q0 farm households, responses
(broken-down according to who answeredethehquestions, m%le,'
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female or bcth) were recorded regarding the women's contri--
2T . ,
butlons~on the farm. On four different questions, women

percelved the1r contrlbutlon, involvement and responsibili-

ties outside of thelr tradltlonal ‘phere to be greater than

l/

what men-percelved.l Coupleslsometimes afforded the highest

- percentages totwemen.; _ : o , .
Forﬂexample, seventy percent of the men felt the
innolvenent of the "farmwife" in the actnei operation and
management of the farm had increased from what it was a gen-
eration.ago} while 86 percent . of the women felt it haq.t
On another gueetion, 38 percent of the.womengcomFr
pered to only'js perc%nt of the‘ﬁen, said t@e portion'of ﬁbe%‘
“"farmwife's" total work time on .farm work (help?ng with
- livestcék;'gperating equipment, working,in the fields and
. " other chores) occupied at ieaét ha1f her time or more. lOn
the ‘other hand, 43 percent of the nen seid-women spent less
+han 10 percent of her time on farm chores wh11e 27 percent

of .the women sa1d this was true.

v

Conversely, 70 percent of the men sald;mQSt of the

_"farmwife's"»respon51h111t1es are concerned with menaging
the home. Fifty-three.percent of the wonen and Sq'percent
of the couples sa1d their respcn51b111t1es are almost equal-
1y dlv1ded between home and famlly and management and/or op-

"eration of the farm.

(18) 1International Harvester Farm Forum #U4, "SOUndinq
- 0ff on the Role of Women in Farming," Editorial Research,
Meredith Publishing Services, "1975. '
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I These responses p01nt out the need to assess 1n--

-4

v

e . Finally, 76 péercent of the farm couples who an-

swered the survey felt 1t necessary for the "farmv1fe" to ,

f

take an -active role in the business side of the farm opera- -
tion to make it a success. Sixty-nine percent of the women
said their active role is necessary but only 48 percent of

the men thought so.

volvement of women on farms from an 1mpart1a1 perspective. -

There should be a method of accurately documenting vomen's

actual involvement;;mTraditional sex role expectations and

s

actual life experiencey, how women are at variance wlth their

.roles, and how people subsequently perceive women. /29 dev1f;’

'ate frpm their expected behavior, are important research

concernk. : , . I~ . .

?

“

. ( . .
Summary o - : -
 Jessie Bexrnard aptly states: ' L s

c

T am not, therefore, asklng what soc1ology can
do for women--for example, by filling in the

- ‘'gaps on our knowledge about -them, itself a sig--
nificant contribution--but rather what women .
(and sympathetic male colleagues) can do for so--
ciology. How they can correct some of'its de-

- fects by overcoming deficiencies, broadening its
perspective, opening up new areas, asking new
questions, offering new paradlgms- how, in
brief they can make sociology a 'better instru-
ment for understanding, explaining and inter- -
preting the way modern societies operate.

(19) '

. LN o '
o L eeeescecscenea® oo eoe
L

o

(19) Bernard, op. cit.



- show the 1nterdependence 1nherentL1n'act1v1ty, 1s already

virginia Cyrus explains:

- . .

Soqiologists{are not the only ones who have work

to do. These ideas are surfacing in allareas of research.
. : . | .

o

‘The-feminist perception of the interconnected-
ness of all human beings exposes .the impossibil- .
.- ity of “great"™ accomplishments occuring in iso- - -
- lation and thus undermines all traditional his- -
E tory. . (20) _ - ’

The negatlon of -the paradlgms which are unba--'

[

lanced, vhlch do not 1nc1ude a11 of human life and ne1ther

o

revolutlonizmng sociologlcal 1ngu1ry. Researchers can no. - -

longer afford 1ncomp1etenes§. Thls is where the search for

_identlty and recognition of. vomen beglns--by not- grant1ng

'flnd1v1dual men greatness and then calllng for a hand for the

.

,"llttle woman behlnd the«man." The fact is that women have ,

-~

and always w1ll be bes1de men, therefore their ach1evements T
need no longer go unrecognlzed the1r search fQF;ldQntlty
unfulfllled. ,The "changing.role of ﬁonen“ may be a'misnom4

er. Whlle it is true that women s roles are changlng, 1t is

\‘ a
‘ -x-r«l’ "

more the case that soc1ety is flnaldy acceptlng and recog-

’

nlzlng the value of 'the work women have always done. In

tarn ﬁomen are recognizing_fhe necessitymfor'control of

'their'actinifies, and that they have the right to participa-

'tlon anﬁ;ﬁelf-actuallzataon 1n the whole range of human ac-

\-‘If‘

tivities.

. &—L .. ‘ ---. .............. .-.-- .

. {(20) VirginiaMCyrus, “"New Feminist Hlstory," Pennsyl-
vania NOW, September 1976, p. 8. - L N
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=~ .. - CHAPTER FOUR ' e
RESEARCH CONCERNS

The most comprehensive statement that can be pade
.about the research of women in raral areas is that there has

been a lack of it. Not only is there a lack of research,
) - -

: -but‘alsO'a lack of current and h1stor1cal data, 1nd1cators
-2 7 and descriptors.. This, dlscusslon .of research issues and
questlons includes those not addressed in the research,,and

;suggests areas -where, research mlght be expanded Research
T issues- are discussed in cateqorles as follows:«ﬁ . , !

1. General issues which encompass broad areas

N &

S+ 7 2..Specific issueS'including:
a) those  areas that need sabstantiation and documen- -
tation of women's contribution and active role, and

b) those areas that déal with the prcblenms and.needs

© cf women in rural areas.'

.-

It is dlfflcult to 1solate those research problems“

.

‘.. Iy

ﬁhat spec1fica11y affect rural -based wonmen. Plrst, concern

e wlth women cannot be restricted, as has been done in the

. rpast, to certa1n spheres, 1.e.‘home, children and reproduc-'
. LY . . N M :

Second, many rural 1ssues are equally app11cab1e‘

.to urban and suburban peorle. ' -
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'f':; of their geographic"location,-tﬂe'solﬁtions are likely to. be

N differeﬁf in rural_and urban‘settings. Afcr.example,>rebro-

-.ductive.health is é?primary concern to mdst wamen, but méet-
ing the needs of women inp rural épeis would require distinc;;

tive research, policy ang Programs. Hany issues that have

been examineg from a rura) Perspective. The research needs

listeq here ‘are for the‘purpose of suggesting-research which .

issues into the social Science study of women, A1l fornms of
Lésearch, whether theoreticai, Policy or applied,.are'im-

Plied by these suggestions,

." ' ' 1. Rural-urban Differences: Rural*hrban Compari-
sons have been widely used ip research. ' Are there definable

fural-urban differences in regard to women's concerns? Are.

. A1) Arlene Kaplan Daniels, wmp Survey of Research'con—-f
Cerns. on Women'sg Issues, " pProject op Status ang Education of
Women, Association«of American Colleges, Washington D.c.,

_ May,'1975, : . N
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solutions to the proalems of urbanfﬂksed women appiicable to .
rural-based women? Research suggests that there are
' raral-agban differences which ;an be Cpmbared.fr'juxtaposed.
General life options, as well ‘as educafional,.fértility,vre-
ligioas and employmeat pattéras:vary according to geggraphic‘
location. “Such faétorsxas child care services, access to
public'transportagion, pqpulafidn'density, health services,
accessibility to support‘grqupé, migration patterns, eavi-
ronmeatal factors, and.family s£ructureiare just a few of
the areas which;poée differenf prob1ems and solutiQns de-
_ pending on the setting and the sex. Activities undértaken,
timevspent'in activities and econamfc effects of women in
" the labor market, in the‘household and in child care, or as
~se1f-employed»ihdividuals can be researchad with considera-
tion to place of residence. | | |

Isolation has been a ¢ontinuing.prob1em for women:
in rural afeas. Spatial concerns such.as access to services
and rural lifestyle wiﬁh its advaatages and disadvantages

-are'factors in addreésing the"aeé&s”of women.
2. Status and Position:v Women's "place": TheQ
study of wpmen'in the rural United States contributes to ‘the
de?elbbment of theoriea to explain’womén's subordinate poai-.
'tion\in.viftaally”ail'societies and in all time peribds(2).
Théré are many questionsito address: 'What are the origiha

_ (2) Historically, there is evidence to support the idea
of the existence of egalitarian societies and matriarchy
which predate recorded history. There are also societies
-today which have remnants cf this phenomena. See:
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of this inequity? why are women's activites less valued
;.rhen ﬁhcse of men? By what means‘can women best achieve
seif?actualization and social visibility?: What are the det-
erminates- of women's scatus, role’identit§ and mobiliry(B)?
"Traditicnalhgender role expectations and“actuel behavior re-
sult in pressures, confllcts ‘and threats to ind1v1duals.

How and why are women's actlons at varlance wlth their ex-"

pected behavior? How do Males and females 1n,rura1 areas

~
,-.(

perceive behav1or in regards to gender role expectatlon’
. What are attitudes about women in rural areas and how accu-
rate are these beliefs? jﬂcw dq conflicting 5; divergenti
..perspectives develop? Researchers have used women's rela-
tlonshlp to men to.compute status and mob111ty. how valid
.areuthese methods? How are establlshed procedures such as
the census bureeu's policy of automatlcelly'a551gn1ng“a male
ﬂhead"‘to every famiiy’except those with no adult males,
prejudicing thehway‘dare are.aualyzed?‘ | -
What effect does religion have on the status of
. women? Religiou‘and ﬁhe church piey'a pervasive role in
»many rura1 communltles. In isolatedcareas, churches may. be

the main or only source of social intercourse and soc1a1 ac-

tivities. The church sometimes serves as the 1eglt1m1zer

Frederick Engels, The Origin of the Family, -Private Proper-

ty, and the State. New York: Pathfinder Press, 1972.., &

(originally published in 1884), and Evelyn Reed, Egggg_g

Evolution. New York: Pathfinder Press, 1975.

R {(3) For a current analysis of the défintion of status.
and role in regard to women see: Mayra Buv:nlc (1976:17) in

Appendlx E.

T,
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for social change. Attitudes, values and positicns.formed
by individuals from the teachings of the various churches
and adherence to the different ihterprefatith‘of the Bible

(or other religious books) are influential in defining wom-

3

en'skstatus. The influence the varying sects have on shap-

N

ing attitudes about wémen could be a topic of research;

3. childrén and ?amily: Historically women and

‘children have been under the dohinion of men. Just as wom-

gn!é "place" has been faken for ‘'granted, so has ch%ldren's
"place™ béen a component of pafria:chal society (4). Chil-
dren often occupf valuable and important places-in fural-af-
éaé aﬁa take acti§e parts. in family farms and seasonal agri-
cultural Qork, for exémple. Reséérqh might be doné on chil-
dren in rﬁral areas in regagds_td geﬁdér roie idehtifiéa-
tioh, contributicn io society,'énd éimilarities betwégn
their status.and women‘s status. In particular, reseafgﬁ
coﬁld be done on girl;'in‘rural-areas'in regard to some of

- 2 ) .
the same criteria.outliﬁéd here for research on'women..

Anoihé;/f:eguently held_assuﬁption is that the fa-

e

‘mily is nuclear .in fecrm with a male "head". TFrom this a
S i-

sumption stem generalizations about decision making,

sion 6f “labor and gende: roles. How would aralysis of tkese

subjects differ if single pefsons and alternate family

(4) Hence the sayings: _
: " wygpmen®’s Flacde is in the Homen
"Children Should te Seer and Not Heard"
BUT
"It's A Man's Worlan
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.structures.were considered? Does the so-called "extendedu
family 1nf1uence the pos1tion of women In rural areas?

4. Double Jeopardy--Sex, Race, Ethnic{Background
and Poverty Studies could be done which focus on non-nnqlo
-females in rura1 areas to describe the conseguences of sim-
ultaneously fac1ng two or more forms of discrimination. PO~
verty and its higher incidence in nonmetropolitan areas and
‘among women, Blacks and otner'minorities, could be explored.
Studies of low inconme, tenant: subsistence and migrant women
would further our understanding of the re1ationship of
wealth, power and status as it affects women. -

| 5. Political and Economic Influence; What,controlv
do vomen;nave'over their lives? .Whatjpower do women have in‘
the political and-economic spheres? Wnat is ‘the result‘of
women's underrepresentation among policy makers;_on\boards“J
and commissions, in law and government and agencies?: How
does the activist position (as ev1denced in American
Agri-Women, for example) in 1obbyinq, picketing, and organ- -

izing serve to change women's influence and political aware-

ness?

LAY

6. Sooial Movements and World Perspective: How do
movements for social change‘affect women?‘ What effects do
the feminist and civil rights novement have on women and
‘;their oosition in;rural areas?. How do women fit in the nis-;
torical“and evolutionary process?‘ From aiworldwide perspec~

tive, what is the relative status of rural-based women in

the United States? What ¢omparisons can be‘made?' Do we

-
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have information and indicators.qith’vhich to measure and
compare women's contributions in the United States; to women
in other countries? For example, how can we measurne women*s:
contrlbutions in comparlng rural areas in developln coun- :

tries to the U.S.(S)?' What are the effects of p011 ical and

economic systems and women in rural areas? -

v

Issues for Research Consideration: Documentngigg
J{ E There_are many areas that_require an.analysis of

' women's ag;ga;_cpntributions in society. This aaalysi
.weuld reQuire objective observation and recordinq*of_women!s
activities. Some of these'areas are: |

. 1. "Farmvlves": Although there has been much re-
search”ea_vomeh who live on farms, it has been done in re-
gard touwomen as helpers,-mcrhers and'wives. Fesearch bﬁ

married women who live on farms mlght expand to examine wom-

en's roles as partners in farmlng. . ’ -

2. Rural Based Woemen: Much research has concen- 

trated on women described as "farmwives." Documentation of

'
T

the role of women in rural areas who are not described as |

wives or who do not live on farms is ﬁeeded.-}studies of

women as farmers, miners, ranchers, breeders, foresters and |

who are in other rural-based occupations would be useful.
(5) For a comprehens1ve 11st of issues concerning women
worldwide see: ™The World Plan of Ac*ion of the World Con-
ference of the International Women's Year" in the Report of
the World Conference of the International Women's Year, U.N.
. Publication Sales, No. E. 76.IV.1, New York: United Na- '
_ tions, 1976, p. 9-43. . '
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. Information is also needed on rural nonfarm women who hold
traditionally defined "female" occupations, including home-
makers. Just as sex stereotyping prejudiCes research about

S,

women, stereotyping women in rural areas as Daisy Haes} i
h111b1111es, uncouth, unschooled or barefoot breeding ma-ﬁ
chines requlres that research produce facts to replace
myths. -

) . 3. Time Studies: Research about rural-based?women
"began in'the 1930's with a study of time'budgets and home-
makers. :Reséérchers in the last half of the 1970's could
conduct similar time budgetostudies of the Peak-time activi-
t1es of women in rural areas. Along with this, research
',about the actual division of labor, respons1b111t1es and de-
c1s10nfmak1ng patterns, abcut whlch studies have been done,
could be expandeo. .

4. skills: Research which documents the expertise
and skills of country women is needed to add to the under-
standing of life in rural areas and women. .  This 1line oflre-
search would‘also~be helpfui to make better rural-urban com-
parisons, where education is often egquated with ye;rs of |
fcrmal schooling. |

. 5. InformaleFormal Structures: Studies are neeQed
on the structural and interactional ccntext of women com-
pqred to'men, the expressiVe-supportive side of life and in-
,formel structures{s6). éxamples of‘this are:

(6) For a prev1ous discussion of +hls pc1nt, refer to
Chapter 3, "Research: Achieving a Balance.

60 s
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o o a) Active and passive: Women are often por-
trayed in the background, or periphery to the action.
ReSeareh on .women as initiators of action:and creators of

'-3egi:ure is needed

! 'b) Detalls- Hhat 1nformat10n do we have on
;%3sqmen and translocal act1v1ty,\for 1nstance, women as
{shoppers, errand runners, organlzers of social activi-"
ties, volunteers and as involved with transport%ng chil=- -
", dren.and attendingdscheol‘neetings? "In husband:G;fe team
';farmlng, thle the male may spend a large part of the day
dbing ohe major project (corn-plantlng for example), ‘the
female may be in charge of’everything else: meal prepa--
ration, milking supervision,'livestock'tending, ehild'
care, fetching supplies, and bookkeeping;l Hef much do we
pay attention to the variety and anonnt of vork women
perform in this respect? M J
| c) Supporf'Groubs: ’What‘kind of sdpport.do
‘women in-rural‘areas receine?_ %hat groups do’ they bond
tb, and what role do familial ties Blay’ What support is-
:there for women who do not occupy tradltlonal female
Spheres, and does thls alter their behav1or° In urban
areas, women who exhlblt so-called vdeviant" behav1or can
find others like her. What alternatives are there for
women in rural areas? Do’'girls in rural areas lack mee;

~dels or examples of women who are non-traditional?
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Specific Issues: Meeting Needs and pddressing EEQQ;I,QQS-

"+ The following list contains suggestions for re- -

',seafcﬁ which would look at problems of concern to

R

,rural-based vomen as evidenced by past and current confer-
ot Y

ences vhere these concerns were. voiced, populat literature
and’ in some of the research material.

1. Economics: Studies are needed to expiore the

‘relationship of women to the means of production ir rural-

~ areas, to see how economic forces affect women. & study

such.as this could include factors of income, labor férce”
participation, mechanization, unemployment levels and wonm-

en'é'participation in farm and ranch operatiof and‘managé-

ment, and marketihg {including roadside_markgting, farmer's

: mérketsvahd‘coqperatives). ‘Sfudy of the ecgyomic forces

which involve women in traditional men's work (salarigd) but

which do not involve men in traditional women's work

1

(unsalaried or low paying) and effects of this ﬁhenomenafggf?

role expectation, role eractment and role strain could be

done. ..
2. Reproduction, Fertility and Sexuality: Is

motierhood women's only identity and fulfillment? ‘There has

been much.research on women as mothers. What do we know .

"about the undervalued role of fathers, fertility of meh or

men's parental responsibilities? Women's vital role as

bearers, carers and socializers of the future labor force;

--child -care centers; .and. parenting require research which en-

v

compassééjthe role of the rale, a realistic view of the fe- -

& ' [,
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~male, and rural concerns. ‘Sexual standards énd_the sexual
jdentity of women is another area that is relatéd to.the
above.  How do attitudeé regarding sexuality affect women in
rdral areas? , ' .

3. Life Options: What choices do women and girls
in rural areas have regarding life options? IS marriage
théﬁr‘primary occupational ppportunity; -How do these cﬁoic-
es éﬁange over time? What are the realitiesi;ompared ;o the .
choices?

4. Hiératioﬁ: Reéearch abouf women wh6 migrafé'
from rural to ufban areas, and their éxperienqe in cities as
well as women ﬁho migrate from urban to rural areas and
their experience, could be expanded.

e ' 5. Crimes Against Women: There is a.lot of atten-’
~ tion focused on rape and household violence, which includes
beatiﬁés ggg‘sexual abuse c¢f women and girls. Facilifies
,and;gFoups to help_wbmén.and girls who are victims of-rape
and household'violéncé{éﬁdvdbuse are not as available in
rural areas as in urban'greas{ pata are neédeﬁ to fiﬁd-oug
the extent and charactér of'women-specific.Crime; in ru;al-
areas. | ‘ |
| 6. Media Influences: How dc‘media and mu;ic'rein-
force at;}tudes about women? To whatvextent doés éountry
music accufately portfay women in rural areas? Do T.V., mo- .
tibn pictures,.magazines-analadvertisemenfs adequately re-

fiéct rurél life ‘and women?
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CHAPTER FIVE

COMMENTARY ON THE STATUS CF WOMEN IN RURAL AMERICA

Since the beglnning of the 1970's, researchers
have_documented the fact that sexism has been prevalent %n
sociali‘science research and society(1). _This review of the

 literature has shown further evidence of the invisibility
end subordinate place of women in rural areas in studies

“about them.y.Today the need to draw attenﬁion to and recog-
nize sexist attitudes towards women in rural areas is still
necessary.

~ At a session on "The Economics of the Farm Fami-

1y;" for exampl=, iurlng the 1976 Amerlcan Agricultural Eco-

'f°nom1cs Association ueetlng, a paper vas presented by one of

the panel members (all.men) ca11ed the’ "Value of the Produc-
: o

~

tive Ti&e of Farm Wives" (2). 1In it Huffman suggested that
"wives" who hold jobs outside the household should "invest

in skills that raise the productivity of their time in both

-------- - o - - - -
)

(1) Joan Huber, "Review Essay: Sociology" Signs,
Spring 1976. o ' .

. (2) Wallace E. Huffman, "The Value cf the Productive
Time of Farm Wives:” Iowa, North Carolina and Oklahoma,"
presented in the session on "The Economics of the Farm Fami-
ly,” Américan Agricultural Economics Association ueetlngs,
Pennsylvania State UOniversity, August 16, 1976.
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identlty as 1nd1v1duals and contri

geared to women automatical

W
<

/

actfvities. For example, "when outside work is nonfarm work
skills for nursing and elementary school teaching are useful
in both the household and the market" (p. 8). According to
Huffman, women are only nuseful® to ‘others in terms of their
activ1ties in the house, care and teaching of young ch11dren>
and care of the sick (as nurses, not doctors)
Attitudes such asdthese only serve to limit the

vocational~choices open to women.’ According to the Adv1sory;
Council on ,fomen's Educational Programs(3) , the educational

needs of women include training women on the basis of. thelr

ors in rural areas.

Farm'women and girls are often ex ed from educational

services which are related to farm produ¢tion. Progranms

and unjusti 1y attach to

them vocations which are consigered se;-specific.

The Cooperative Extension Service of the land
grant colleges and‘universlties for example, almost without‘;“
exception employ women wath backgrounds in home economiCs to'

teach women, and pr1mar11y men wlth agr1cultural backgrounds.

to work with men. For the ‘majority of women and-girls in
[}

geared to channel them into tradltlonal roles. The'Farmers
Homo.Admlnlstratlon's advanced.leadershlp school has an en-

rollment of 72 men and -two women. This "tracking"® system is

(3) Kathryn F.. Clarenbach Associate Professor of Pol-
itical Science, Urniversity of W1scon51n, 1n Rural Women's~

catlonal Progranms, Washlngton, b.C., January, 1976.
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o~

unngalistic cons1der1ng the labor force part1c1patlon of
$ uomen. nost women wlll spend 20- 25 years worklng out51de
‘the home to support themselves and thelr famllles., WOmen

ulth rio skllls oruulth tralnlng 1n traditlonally female, low

’?? PaY1ng jobs are not eQUIPPed to effeCtlvely compete in the

labor market and are-at a dlsadvantage regarding 1ncome

W
%

level. . M
T S o : - Y

The tran51tlon towards v1ew1ng uomen as persons
. flrst, thexr sex a secondary factor, and the task of balanc-

ing nﬂgaglons by sex 1ntroduce contradlctlons.' An example

) "-—. ToE

rgomgs out of the. pqpnlgr literature. Included in Agricul-
_tural Educatlon magazlne's 1975 edltlon on women are“two ar-d
_ tzclesyln-part1cular_wh1ch 1llustrate th}s,contradlctlon.
o .; One, entitled "Some uyths hbout Women Agricultural'
| Teachers" (Greggfet 31.,'1975), toncluded~that women in
5agaicultural education shouldfngt’limit'theLr talents to
i.vteaching ornamental horticulture an%-related-fields,”in
;whichfwomen have been.traditionally channeled. 'On the same
page in ;he.magarine, the conclusions of another?artdcle,
fcalledv"shouldIWe Ehcourage-Women to Enter Agriculturalkgduﬂr
:catlon7" (Reynolds and- Walker, 1975) appeared In the.opin-'
1on of these researchers, women should be encouraged to en- -
;roll in agr1cultural programs to tra1n for entry level
< sklylsiin.ornamental horticulture and in compaamon animal
care. *hey further state that wvomen should teach agricul-

h_tural.occupatlons in’ elementary schools because they relate-

..
- . - . . o .
B et el ! . ’ -
) .
G .- :
- EETe

- .,-‘ . .v"*a-
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| ) .
/
'better to younger students. They conolude that in this way, //

women enter1ng agricultural occupations "would not present a’ /

threat to men"(p. 270)." . » S ‘ ‘ /

These examples show an ev1dent conf11ct between' /
‘those that consider womenuenterlng traditional male spheres
'as thresats, and therefore attempt to keep women in "their /
proper place," and those that cons1der i+ beneficial and ‘/

Y

t1me1y to recognize women as individuals with the rlght to/

»

free choice. ‘ ‘ ./

The Situation Facing Women

Now'we‘are at avpointvwnere the situation of women
is being affected by a recent and ong01ng econonmic cr1s1s
wyach brings work force and educatlonvoutbacks, 1nf1atlon,
higher taxes, and shrinkind employment"opportnnities./rWomen

~can expeot fener:child oare services, health and repr%dqu

.. ) /
tive care services, jobs, housing and education opportuani-
-

ties. mhelr overa11 economlc status is nct prom1s1ng. o
Accordlng to a report by the 0.S. Comm1ss1on on

Civil Rights(ﬂ),:from 1960 to 1974, unemployment raﬁes det-

,,.-r'—

orated for both whi‘e and b1ack females. Full-tlme

fdll-year whlte female 4 rn1ng= fe11 from 61 PEICE t +o—56

1 f

bercent of whlte male earnlngs from 1939 to- 1973,/wh11e

s -

“,mlack female earnlngs were rising from 51 percent{to'69.per—
\ '_ P - ‘
.cent of fully employed black males. Also, the probability

(4) Lester C. Thurow, "The Economic Status‘of Minori-
ties and Women," Civil Rights Digest, -‘Winter-Spring. 1976.
P67 |




" of black femaies hclding a job‘in the top 5 percentfof the

percent: 1960~ 1970) while the probablllty of a whlte female

holding‘a joeb in the.top Supercent of the earn;ngs dlstr;bu-

tion has deteriorated"(s percent to 4 percent). The conclu-

c.sions of this report show that while white females are still

e

much better off than black and other minority females, all

of the relevant variables (except labor force partlclpatlon

rates) are moving in the d1rect10n of lowering the earnlngs

of wh1te‘fema1es relatlve to-males. Con51der1ng the fact

" that black females are.wdrse of £ eccnOmically, all females

are partlclpatlna more in the labor force and getting less

for thelr efforts. g
| Although the media and public oplnlon believe that

women have "cnme a long May,ﬁ they are not even on a track

to economic parity with ‘men.

<

First, all women in the U.S. face discrimination

in employment, pay, education and life options to some de-

gtee in all phases of :their lives. Sexism_is'institutional-
ized, and this fact.isythe'cause of why women feel a iaCk of
visibility; need for status and recognition aha respect as
competent individuais. one reaeoa wcﬁen feel this way is

evident. In a money econonmy, women as unpaid workers, or

underpaid and'underutiliied_wcrkers clustered in support and.

: Service'jgbs such as domestic help, clerical, nursing and ’
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elementary school teaching, occupy. the lowest rungs on the

socioeconomic ladder.< The Dictionary of Occupational Titles

published every ten years by the U.S. Department-ef Labor

'(lasf.edition in 1970) elassifies rothering and homemaking

skills ih the 1owest possible”skill co&e, in fact, the occu- -

pation of dog ;;a;ggg is given a hlgher numerical ratlng(S).
. Women's .status is determlned through’menu She
serves in the reserve labor army. 'If she is a married woman
on a: farm, the tax laws are written so- that she has to prove
cr1pp11ng 1nhe;1tance tax, or go through'a compllcated and

expensiﬁe procedure to have her participation on the farm

coﬁnt by interpreting the 150 major changes in the Tax Re-

form 2Act of.1976, and initiating'aqtion to insure her owner-

- ship rights(6).,

. A woman has to face the fact that she is supposed
to "“keep her place" as a woman, and if a woman is in a mi--

nority-group as well, she must deal with the fact that she |

is expected to 'keap her piace" because of race, ethnic ori--

gin and even age and sexual preference.

In rural areas, womeun have even less optlons, so-

’

e w— - ——— i i - -—————

——r‘:'

(5) Egqual Rights Mcnltor, Volume 2 #11, November, De-

" cember 1976, page 5.

(6) See "To Form A More Perfect Unlon- Justice for
American Women, " report of the National Commission on the
Observance of International Women's Year, 1976, p. 13. Sece
also "How Did Farm Wives Fare in Federal Estate Tax Reform?"
Farm Wife News, November 1976, p. 24 and laura. lane, "You
Won A Victory--Zstate rax Reform," Farm-Journal, November
1976, p.26 ~b. '
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cially, politicélly and'educationally. Geographically a

~_woman is at a disadvantage.. Distances create problems and

there is lack of public trahSpqrtation and even roads. _With

little or no employment opportunities open to women in rural

areas short of farming, marrying someone who is able to sup--

port her or limited service and professional work, women are

forced to urban areas to find employment; In some areas,

women are»nqi_eﬁ%gring into Jjobs that ﬁere t;aditionally
ciosedito her sﬁﬁh as minipg, factory work (in the.higher
paid jobAéatégories) énd fcrestry. Scaréity of jbb opportu-
nities fof women isvoﬁé of the reasons that rural areas are
the only geoéraphic‘areas that ha&e a larger male to -female

ratio. VNationwide, women ou;nﬁmber men. For .,all these-

. problems, including isolation, rural areas have many-advah-‘

fages and these examples are cited to point out problems

that vwomen experience in rural areas that are different than.

e

those p;oblems faced by urban women.

‘.Poverty and problems of fhenelderly.are liﬁked‘to
this.issue. Women are more likely té be in poverty.than'
mép, and there ié auhigher incidence of poverty in nonietrq-
politan areas (7). Almost.half (u6bpercentf of all families
in po&erty,in 1974 were fanilies he;ded by womeﬁ;Lwhich ac-
count for 13 peréent of "all families(éy. 'The population of

- vt - - - - - - -

‘Level: 1974, U.S. Census Bureau Series P-60 No. 120, Wash-

1ngton D.C.: U.S. Governrent Printing Office, January,

'(8) A Statis%igal gortfaig of Women in the
Census Bureau Series P-23 No. 58, Washlngton, D.
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" elderly is‘disproportionately;female: due to the longer life

expectancy rate of females (up to 7 vears on the average).
The”elderly ingrural areas have nary difficulties in raceiv-

1ng medical "attention and gettlng to health care: fac31 t1$s,

just to name one example.

ral women face double jeopardy. They are first

subject to Tess prestige as women, and secondly as residents

of rural areas. As voiced in their ccncerns in the intro-

duction, women seek to educate the nonrural population on
the position of women in rural areas. The media'imageyin

1922 prompted women to declare at a convention: "We resent

. keenly fhe present fashion of the'magazines and neyspapers'

.

to belittle country women, in stories représenting her as
haV1ng few home convenlences and apparently fewer

brains" (9). In 1976, rural students feel "put_downﬁ in

'échools,.ﬁomen lack self esteem(10);.an& the media contipues
to perpetuate the image of women in rural areas as . that. of
Daisy Mae, the Waltons and Beverly Hillbillies.

R 0f all the "isms" that plague society, there can

be added "urbanism" [also called "Metropoliana" by the Rural

America, Inc.. (1% 1, which Clarénbaéh(12) defines in this

Government Printing Office, April, 1976. - :

(9) This conference, held Januafy 23, 1922.,is refer-
red to in Atkeson {1926:294).
' (10) Consultation Session on Educat10na1 Equlty for

‘Rural Women and Girls, held in Madison, .Wisconsin, June,

1976, for *he Advisory Council on WOmen's Educatlonal Dro~'
grams, Washington, D.C.

(11)  Rural America Inc,, 1346 Connectlcut.Avenue N.W.,
Wwashington, D.C. : ' :
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way: - "In a society which views itself as predominantly ur-
ban and prides.itself on the 'higger is‘betterf notion,

rural dwellers become one more m1nor1ty. When rural values

and 11fe styles are de-valued by others and often subjected

to ridicule, 1t becomes 1ncreas1ngly d1ff1rult for people to
retain pr1de in *heir values and in themselves" (p- uO)
‘Besides fac1ng double jeopardy in the1r status as

women, and then as res;dents-of rural areas, women also face

the burden of the "Double Daym{13). It is docimented that

women in rural areas spend more time working inside and out--

side the home (Blood; 1958) than their urban counterparts.
Women are generally u1t1mately respons1ble for home and

children whether‘they_have_outs;de farm chores or_outs1de

paid employment that they must do as well. »thle women have
~entered traditionally male spheres, men are not applying for

AN jobs defined as "women's work."f>ObViously, the reason.is'

N
that "pen's® work is work with higkher pay, status, fringe

.beneflts and personal sat1sfa\t:on. {Not that it has to be

L\

~-

that wayj. Many vwomen face tte "doulle day" as well as the

.pressure that she function as per sex role scrlpt dictates;

forever pleas;ng, attractlve, supportlve'and nonassertlve.'

s

-{12) ° cClarenbach, op. cit. _ . C il
(13) From the title of a film, "The Double Day," 1975
United Nations' £ilm for International Women's Year wh1ch

“,concerns wemen in South Amerlca.

7.2 ‘ . , .
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making, bqérds, agencies and program“policy which affect
their lives.. In a speech by_Cérol Forbes, director of the
Congressional Clearinghouse -on Women's Rights and the legal

counsel for the House Subcommittee on Family Farms and Rural

.bevelopmept, Shevpointed.out;ﬁhe systematic'exclusion‘of

women in government and influential positions(14). Forbes

listed numerous examples, one of which cited the .United
States_Depaftmént’of Agriculture's 162 Boards and Commis-

sions. Of 2,283.positions on these committees in 1976, only

o

77 were filled by women. As Forbeé explained, women's right

to know {(which includes her full access to edhcatién and =

"political decision making), affects hgf right to contribute

to decisions which affect her life, which in turn. influence
her participation and therefore expands her right to know.
Women in rural areas are recognizing their power

as women, and exercising their right to know, contribute and

- participate. Early women leaders who were involved in wom-

en's rights to participate (such'&s ﬁother.Jonéé, Caroline
Hall,.uary Léase, Florence Reeée, Aqht'ﬂolly dackson,,So-

journer Truth, Frances Perkins, Grace Frysingér, ang ﬂary

Mayo to name a few) are ;$garded.as heroines gnd modeis.

The. motto of the American Agri-Women is "We can do it . . .

.together.n

Althoﬁgh many cf these women claim they are not .,
feminists as such, they are using their power as women to

(14) carol Forbes, speech before the American
Agri-Woman Convention, Kansas City, November, "9V6..
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become political aetivists, 1obbjists,.public speakers,

hpublic relations and promotion experts in the areas of fair

crop prices, farm legislation, estate tax laws, and agricul-

tural-issues."As marjory Hart puts it, "Farm wives . ..

.can speak intelligently about markets, national and interna=-

tional, fertilizers, pesticides profit and loss, investments .

¢

and returns" (15).
It is interesting that Hart must'emphasize_this
point, as if intelligent wcmen were rare. Hart must pointN

this out, however, because until recently women were not

'listened to.

Few listened to women until the women's movement
reappeared on the. scene a-decade afo and rpaved the way for

women +o0 be heard. At the same time, worldwlde events,

" which 1nc1ude ‘the economic and political rea11t1es of the

world food demands and population projections, put women at
the focal point. Excellent work has been done concerning
women in develorpment and wemen's role ir agriculture and po-

pulation on an internationzl leve >2e Appendix CYy. Con-

. sider also the "Percy Amendment," section 113 of the<Foreiqn a

A551stance Act of 1973, whlch requlves that the UO.sS. b11a-

teral development a551stance programs authorlzed in

"Sections 103 to 707 of the Act, be administered so-as to

giie particular-attention to those programs, projects, and
activities.which tend to integrate women into the naticnal

Pl

. (15) Marjory Hart "The Changing Fole of the Farm Wom-
en" in the Voice:of the Rmerican Agrl-Women, October 1976.

7y
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economies of forelgn countries, thus 1mprov1ng thelr status
and a551st1ng the total deve%ppment effort. | In thls.coun-
'try, women's vital role 1n'reprOQuctlon‘and food.pgéducfion,
and her participation in;éural life has not been considered
a problem requiring such aglégislative mandate. _The_Con--

- gress has recognized the problem abrbad, but has not inves-

tigated women's status in rural areas here at hone.

On a November 1976 mofning*f,v..farm7sh0w in Geor-'
gia, a ycung. farming couple is inferviewéd. It is clear =
.from the introduction that both work hard on the farm.asx:
.tﬁey stfuggle go.qgt startéd on their owh. Throughout the-
half hour; the men do the talking. The woman>sits patient-
ly, and the modgrato%'addresses her briefly, but dbeé not
1€t her answer. Instead, he ansvérs for her or turﬁs back

to her husband for the respbnse.

o

.
.

In a small communlty in rural Pennsylvanla,.women
talk of their, years in farming, and dlscuss women's libera--
t{rn.‘ It is evident from the converSat;on thaf they have a
deép commitmeﬁt té religion ;hich to them'cal;s'for submis-
siveness anﬁ service to their hﬁsbahdsc :fhéy are afraid
they wil;jﬁloSé their husbands" if they make any overt move
" toward équity in theif 1ive“ | ’

~ Country muéic stations ﬁlay fiusic that tells women
’fo ";tand by your man" and to abide by the double stan- S

dard (16) . .. - 78
. L .
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Media and religion~p1aann important role in the

shaping of consciousness of women and -men. DeepASeéted at-

titudes about women are evident in the‘popdlar literature.

An eXam@le comeshfrom the Novenmber, 1976 issue of "F;rm‘ﬁife
News." 1In a story aﬁouf a woman who takes over sole manage-
ment of a 1,000 acre farm'afterdher husband7die§, ancient
'be]iefs about women are expressed by two Offiéials in her
area. These beliefs inciudé the idea that wcmen will break
down.if afforded_respohsibi;ities.and become hysterical and
out cf ccntrol if left on their own. Historically; one fac-
tor in men's dominibn over women has been precisely to pro-
tect woman and keep hernunder'control beééuse she is sup-
posedly -an emo+ional, flighty, weak and sometimes poisohous
1nd1v1dua1(17). o

s

5f These attitudes emerge in the article "Female

Farmer Keeps Farm in the Family":

One man advised her +- -ive up. "I thought she
was attempting to do tuou much," Lewis says, '"But
she has done a terrific 5ob 1n taklng over
Bill's place."
J.B. Morgan saye he feared Mary would have
s a nervous br=2akdown because she had so much on
"~ her mind. But she didn®t. "She has self’con-'
+rol and poise," he says with adm1rat10ﬂ'g
(p.U46) [ lad

N

LV
J~

a8

(176) Cornelia Flora and. Sue Jchnson, "Discarding the
Distaff: New Roles for Rural Women," in Rural Shciology in
the U.S., Thomas Ford (ed.), Ames, Towa: Iowa State Univer-

- 51ty Press (in press). _
. {17 Eorsemary Puather, New Woman, New Earth- "Sexist
-Ideologies and Woman's Likeration. -New York:. Seabury

_Press, 1975. . o , !
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At first glance, these comments appear to be com-

bliments. In actyality, they are patronizing and gratui- -

\
tous. If women commented on a man in such a way, it would

/

ndt be acceptable.

\ ' The first step in any liberation movement is the

recognition that a group must regain pride, self esteem, °

identity, self confidence, and utilization of their abili-

‘ties.\ This process involves the throwing off of myths that

\ >

/
hold the gfﬁup back and "keep them in their place." WOmen in

\

'rura1 areas are starting to manifest this development. They-

-

are educating themselves and the pubiic.to the fact that

1

they have valuable skills which are now sought out by- the

dominant vrbav culture., Skills part1cu1ar1y assoC1ated with

women in rural areas include midwifery, herba1 medicine,
canning, pbttery making, +ann1ng, weav1nq, gardenlng,'anlmal

care, Foraglng, food processing, butcher1ng and 51m11ar ac-

\

tivities.

-

Recent issues of "Farm Wife News" advertise tee

shirts, coff%e mugs, commeratlve plates,’scarves and jacketS'

with, the slogan "T“m Proud. to be a Farm Wife"™ and "I'n Proud
to be a Farmer's Daughter." Although_these slogans portray

women as "w1ves" and "daughters" (contrast this to- the slo-.

" gan advertlsed for boys~ "It Proud to be a Country Boy,"

there'is none for men), it 1s <t111 51gnlf1cant in the de-

rs\

velopment of prlde, concept of self and her1tage. The next

~

slogan should be’ "I*m Proud to be a Country Woman (or G;rl)"

"~ and hopefully, sooner or later, slogans will be unnecessary.
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In the words of one Ohio farmer,

A

If T am in fact a "liberated woman," what then
is all the beefing about? Perhaps it is direct-
.ed hit-and-miss at fate--at culture, religion,
and society ih general=--for perpetratlng the
myth ‘of inequality.

I suspect much of _'he angulsh is directed
inward, the scars gre within me--so deep that I
can never fuily accept the truth that woman is
not less *Tan mankind._

I.weep that /I have no daughters to whom I
can pass the truth. . But, oh, my sons-shall
know! (18) . . '

. (18) Leimback (1974). . . L
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ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY CF WOMEN . IN RURAL AMERICA:

- In *he biblicgraphy the publlcatlons are listed
according-to the author's last name. Multiple authors are
cross-referenced. Authorless articles are listed alphabeti=
cally according to the first.word in the title. Titles are
in bold face for ease of, scanning. - A ~upplementary ‘Eist of
citations follows the annotated section and is organlzed.by
year of publication. This listing is chronologically ord-
ered from the present to the cut off point for this bibliog--
- raphy, 1900. The studies cited in the bibliography) based on
"hard" data arc not singled out from the rest of the arti-
cles, monoqraphs, and agr1cultural bulletins, bvt where data
were used, it is indicated in the annotatio .: TN
_ ‘ The subsequent appendicies each ha'e a short in- \
troduction. For information on the sources of these publi-
cations, please refer to the introductory chapter of this
publication. ° : '

o

- THE LABOR OF WOMEN IN THE PRODUCTION OF COTTON
Allen, Ruth RAlice
~Arno Press, Chicago. 1933.

A pioneering analysis of the economic role of wom-
en.in American agr1cu1+ure, this study focuses on
° women farm laborers in the Texas cotton 1ndustry
" . Deals with the develcpment " of women's political
consciousness, the- indus rializdtion of Southern
agriculture and .the probtlems of farm laborers.

AMERICAN COUNTRY LIFE ASSOCIATION :

A report of the Rural Home Conference. ."ILooking Forward

with the Rural Home and Community," XIII(2), Februnary, 1935.
Rsport of a conference attended by 300 rural hom -
makers from 24 stat.s wbdch focused nationwide at-
tention on the rural home.

PHERICAN COUNTRY LIFE CORFERENCE
The Placz2 of the RFural Ccmmurnity in Farm Policy Maklng.
Proceedings of the 28th meeting. 1949.

Mrs. Chailes Sewell, Adminis rative Director, As-
. sociated Women, Amernican Farm Bureau Federation is
. a lone voice for wcmen in a panel discussion on

"Wwhat Does Agriculture Need?" :
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ASSOCIATED COUNTRY WOMEN OF THE WORLD
United States Printing Office, Washington, D.C. "1937..

- - Proceeriings of the third Triennial Conference held

in. Washington, D.f. -in 1936 and attended by 6,100

‘country women from 22 nations. Contains speeches

and transcripts of discussions on such sectors of

raural women's .ives as economics, resources, elec-

trification, education, health and social activi-"

ties. Speeches by Rc ~eve1t Catt, and other no-
tables of the day.

THE WOMAN ON THE FARN
Atkeson, Mary Meek :
The Century Company, New York and London. 1926.

Based on thousands of letters received from farm
women, this book reflects the values of farm wonmen
in tt 20's., House, family, <and farm hints by the
author are of limited interest. The sections de-
voted to summarizing what they farm women wrote in
these letters, however, offer insights into their
lives and condition. :

e

WOMEY IN FARM LIFE AND RURAL ECONOH({ -

htkeson, Mary Meek
Annals of the American Academy of Political and Soc1a1 Sci- -

ences, 143:188-1S4, May, 1929.

Discusses the role of the farm women. Author

st:r+es tha*t farm women tend.not to work in the

co: . ‘and wheat fields, they work with crops re--

guir -3 »and culture, or with dairy or livestock.

e ‘More woren are working on and managing farms.

' Farnr families are moving to towns and cities to
a1in conveniences they don't have on the farm.

RWOMEXY [8 THE U.S. DREPARTSEaAT OF AGRICULTURE

3aker, Gladys L..

Aaricultural RHistory 50:/1):190-20%, January, 1976.
Hiztorical survey,of th: role of women-in the
i.S.D.A., inclrdinc &statistics on percentage of
womer. employed, th.¢ir resit_ons and salaries.

Bertrand S=2o Terrv
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THE 21t "ON OF LABOR IN CITY AHD FARB FAMILIES

Bloc: ~“pert 0, Jr. '
Jour: of Marriage and the Famlly, 20:170-17&, 1958.

A ~1954-55 Detroit area study of 731 housewives:
from the metropolitan area compared with a repre-
sentative sample. of 178 farm wives living in three
‘ounties west of Detroit. A sampling of - eight
nusehold tasks were investigated. Findings con-
.irm the two major hypotheses that (1) farm women
do perforn a larger share of houset-ld tasks than
city wives and (2) more of them hclp their hus-
bands with their work. . The author points out that
in 1954 the median urban .family income was almos*+:

double that of farm families. L.s attitude on
women's farm participation is traditicnally or-
ient<d. ‘ ‘

Ross See Wilcox. -

BLACK WOMEN IN AHBRICAI AGRICULTURE
Brown, Minnie Miller
Agricultural History 50(1)-202 212, January, 1976.

Traces theé role of Black women 1n’ American agri-
culture during the last twvo centurles, from slav-
erv to the present. o

HZPHERDESS OF ELK RIvER VALLEY
Brown, Margaret Duncan
Golden Bell Press, Denver, Colo. 1967.

parsonal account of a woman who goes into sheep
farming and hamesteading after h~r husband dies.

k4

ey
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ONE WOMAN®S WORK FOR. FARM WOMEN: THE STORY OF MARY A. EAYO'S
PART IN RURAL SOCIAL NOVEMENTS ) }
Buell, Jennie

Whitcomb and Barrows, Boston; Mass. 1908.

: The biography of "Hcther Mayo", a Michigan woman
‘who lived in a rural community. Explains the his-
"~ tory of the Granae, and hovw it brought women to-
gather, being t.e organization where women and men
were equal, an® Mayo's work in it. Although there
was this equality, there  were special "Woman's
Work" Committees to improve =schouls, raise money,
look after the: sick, make the Grr je more home-
like. Explains Mayo's work in the Women's .Section

of the Farmer's Institute. -

CQBBBLATES OF MARITAL SATISFACTION FOR PURAL MARRIED COUPLES

Burchinal, L=e G. .
Rural Soc;ology, 26:282-289, 1961.

This study tested the : rital satisfaction of

: rural and small ¢town haslt:nds and wives. Varia-
¢ bles teste¢? were the 2duc 'ional levels of hus-
bands and %i s, ".e o=cu.ation of the husband arAd
age ¢: ffer 1u»s Dbetween husbands and wives. The

studv wss ¢ n2 to determine if factors associated
wit v marital " satisfaction. alsc extend to
ru. 1 - L¢3 couples. Results seemed to indicate

that |, uesralizations bmsed on urban couples could
«not be extended tc rur:l couples.

Cnail*cr See Terry

. "ANOTHZR WOMEN®S LAND ARMY2" .
Colvin, Esther M. B
Independent Woman, 21:102-104, April, 19u2.

Tells of plams to form the Women's Land Army to
fill the shor-age <c¢f farm labor du.ing World War

IT. 'This article pcints out that women are al-
ready wocking in a “"permanent" land army, women
wvho are farmers, farmers' wives, and the vast num- o
ber of migrant farm workers. It also reviews the
Women®'s Land Army which operated during World Wwar

“T. Argues +ha*t a lcgical doméd4ic "army" should
~mohilize everyone, regardless of. 2qe or sex, in a
. to:zai war effort.

N
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THE LADY AND THE LAND: SOME SCIERTIPIC AND SUCCESSFUL WOMEN
FARMERS OF ANEBRICA. ‘ ‘

. Comstock, S. ' : :
Colliers, 45:20-21, septemter, 1910.~ - ... .

Notes the mcvement of women to farms and the ten-
dency of the women to be well versed in agricul-
ture and gquick to adopt new methods. The article
is t saries of short interviews with women who run
surcessful farms and: have galned the admiration of
male farmers.

THE USE OF TIME BY FARK WOMEN ‘
Crawford, ~"ya 2Z. R
Unlver51ty af Idaho Agrlcultural Experiaent Station
Bulletin 146, January, 1927.
Sample of 81 Idaho farm and town women's use of
time is compared in ten major categories. Farm
women spe~t more time on out:cide work, vuot less
sleep and had fewer modern ccnveniences than town
"women. Author ir ‘ludes comme:nts on homemaking as
a Drofe551on versus other careers fcr women.

THE AMERICAN COUNTRY GIKL
Crew. Martha Foote . o
- Fred..rwck A stokes Company, New York. 1915.

An extensive look at the situation of girls in the

mral U.s. at the turn of the century. Many top-
»Cs are covered, including division  of labor, en-
viornment., educafion, organizaticns, code of.eth~
ics and h=alth, -

o
o
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VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE PROGRAMS - EMPHASIS ON FEMALE
INTERESTS

Curry, Charles ' :
Agricnltural Educatlon Maga21ne, 47¢12), June, 1975.

Fxamines-trends in *ncrea51ng number of- females in
. agriculture class2s and <gquestions four major as-
- sumptions made in regard to female students: (1)
men and wvomen ha - same learning abilities, (2)
- same desire to work after graduation, (3) male
teachers can adjust to teach female students, and
i primary purpose of vocational agricvlture is
-fo preparation for Jjob entry on the secondary
lavel. Concludes that sex biases must be examined
and proagram should relate to both sexes egually.

'
f

,“‘QprnbusCh .Sae Heer

A STUDY OP VOLUNTARY ASSOCIATION HEHBERSHIPS AMONG

MIDDLECLASS “WOMEN . N
"Eitzen, D. Stanley.a . -
Fural Soc1ology, 35:84-91, March, 1970.° i

EI

A rural-urban( comparlcon study in Kansas shrowed
+ha* while sex and soclial class make no difference
when certain variables are considered, community
size makes a considerable difference in oraaniza-

. tional Jjnvolvement. . Residents of small rural
towns 1ave fewer of these nremberships +han resi-
d=nts 5 more urban towns and cities.

THE WOMAN®S SPHERE
Elsing=r, vVera
Pural im=rica, p. 5, Fovemter, 1931.

Taken fror an address before the American Farm Bu-
rzau Federation; discusses the activity of women
on +he farm, as ‘consumers and budgeters, partners
+o men, organizers of the home and of farm organi-

- -za*ions.

FARM WIFE TELLS HOW I HELP MY HUSBARND
Farmer's Digest, €9-74, March, 197 %.

-

1 round table discussion of four dairy farm wi?es.

; ' \ .
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DO YOU WANT YOUR DAUGHTER TO MARRY A FARMER? WHAT ruRH WONEN
THINK ABOUT FARN LIFE '

Farmer's Wife !

Webb Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. 1922.

The Farmer's Wife asked its 750,000 readers na-
tionwide the question which is the title of this
pamphlet. 7,000 responses in which 94% answered
yes. Some reasons for the affirmative answer: (1).
women earh independent income on _ the farm, (2)

farmer and wife automatically home and business
partners, (3) farm life gives women an opportunity
for coustructive occupation, (4) farmer and wife
“boss" +heir own business, {(5) if husband dies,

women can go on with the business and keep the fa-
mily at home, (6) farm woman is not a drudge. Ne-
gative responses said: (1) nothing ‘o lighten the
labor and  monotony, (2) age too rast, (3) - farm
wlfe not the social equal to city 51ster,_(u) gfarm
d"udge instead of wife and mother, (5) farm wohan
lacks educational -influences which broaden scope
of vision. Includes 68 sample letters and. the
three which won prizes. )

"THF FARN WOH!V ANSWERS THE QUESTION-WHAT DO PARH WOMLN
WANT 2" )

" Farmer's Wife = , ..
Wwebb Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn., 1926.

This pamphlet ‘is a summary of a three day confer-
ence called by the American Country Life Associa-
“tion and the Farmer's Wife Magazine. Twenty farm
women in leadership positions conferred in chica-
go. Discussion ccntered around such topics as the
status of farm women, citizenship, economics, hcmné
organization, equal rartnership, and community de-
velcopmant. ’ ' ‘

»

C g ’ ) ' )
! >’ ,, ‘
. ’ L@
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THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE FANILY AND OCCUPATIONAL

FONCTIONING OF A SANPLE OF RURBAN WELFTARE WOMEN

Feldman, Harold and Margaret Feldman .

The Cornell Journal of Social- Relations, 9(1):35-52, -

Spring, 1974, O ”
The r«lat‘onship between two soc1él institutions
is explored: * the family and the ﬁocqupatlonal as
they relate to each other in thé~cise . of low in-
come women. For these women, hav1n_/a problem at
home had a direct impact on their ‘working, and
“their employment had repercussions at home. The
data is from a study of 1,3°5 .women living in
small towns and surrounding areasﬁ e difficult

., position women find 'themselves in concerns both
the internal and external demand that they have a
prlmary commitment to home and family and yet must’
work in order mnot to bé considered a parasite on
society. ' - :

"

Frank . See Osterberg R

THE FARNM WOMEN TODAY
Frysinger, Grace E.
Rural America, 8-10, March, 1934.

Discontent on the farm and the desire +to mlqrate
to +h2 cities are explained as wcmen's problemso

MARKETING PROBLEMS OF RURAL WOHEN. WHAT THE COUNTRY WOMEN
OF THE WORLD ARE DOING . .

Frysinger, Grace E.
Liaison Commlttee of Rural wWomen's Organlzatlons, London,

1930, p. 125. N

chief honme ecépomist of the USD: zurveys coopera-
tive marketing in the U.S., marketing activities
and problams of rural women, the cooperative marlk-
ting associations and what these marketing Oppox-
*UPL‘“QS nean for fdim women. :
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?HE COUNTRY'GENTLE“OBﬁNt ROF WONEN TAKE THE LEAD
., Frysinger, Gracs E. .
' The (Country Gentleman, May 16, 1925, -

/

Frysinger, Extension Home Economist, USDA, dec-
‘ ares a great new mnpvement of rural women who have

¢ - been "analyzed, ratrcuized, and cactoonized, but
they hava neveL hceh aylogized, idealized, and im-
T.mortalized." lks of new awareness of transpor-

tation and communlcatlon which gets the rurail womn-
anvout of her isolation, and an educational move-
ment where 1,2%9 tralned .home. economists worked
wvith 500,000 rura‘ wemen in a proqram for better
rural llfe and leadershlp training.

SETTING OF SOCIAL CONTRACT AND STATUS ADVANCEMENT THROUGH
MARRIAGE A RESTODY OF RURAL WOHMEN
Fulton, . N.

Fural 8001ologyp uo:us-su, Sprlnq, 1975,

This study investigates the 1nc1dence of margiage
mobility among 134 young women from a rural area.
in Michigan. The dependent variable, social mo-
bilhity through marriage, was measured by comparing
th£ Duncan Socioeconomic Index score for each wom- -
an's father's occupation at. the time of her high
school graduation and her husband's score at the
end of the post high school decade. Findings
showed  that women who met their husbands after
moving to an urban setting were generally found to
be more intelligent, to have waited longer to mar-
rv, and to be more likely to have - received posi-
tive pa~>2ntal encouragement for status improvement

: than - ¢ case for women who remained in rural
areas.  intelligence was found to be strongly
associatea with marriage mobility. A woman's

"yositive personal characteristics" were more im-
_portant for marriage mcohility. in a rural sncial
contex’ +han in an urban setting. v

L
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- ECONONIC ASPECTS\QF THE FERTILITY OF RURAL-PARM AND URBAN
5 ‘WOMEN : - . o

: Gardner, Bruce:' )

Soughern Fconomic Journal, %18-%=24, April, 197?.

jg/ ~ This. study explained a substantial fraction of
' variation in fertility, for both the rural-farm
and urban populations. An increase in the oppor-
tunity cost of time was associated with decreasing
. family size, while increase in income yié&lded lar-
~ ger families. In comparirg rural-farm and urban
fertility behavior, ‘both ppeared to respond to
differences in 1Inconme, wipes and schooling in ba-
- sically the same way. i ' . . .
‘N ‘ L . ) . . -
WE SAGEBRUSH POLKS \ T ) . (
. Greenwood, Annie Pike
e Applepop-gentury, New York. 1934.

v

" Personal Account of 1life on a farm in Idaho with
_incitefuY chapters on education, birth, death, re-
creatiof, outdoors, sex, war, politics, faith and
economics. Told hy & woman who .disdalned farm wom-

en, thén‘became one.
, _

SOME MYTHS ABOUT WOMEN ‘AGRICULTURE TEACHERS

Gregg, Ted, Dennis ‘Hampton, and E.M. Juergenson

_Agricultural Education Magazine, 47(12):273, 1975. :
Sutvey s2nt to superviscrs of 20 women agriculture\_“
+sachers in california showed that the ten common'

. myths associated with female teachers were not
substantiated. Some of these myths include: wom-
en should limit their teaching to ornamental hor-
ticulture,. women cannot handle large animals, will
not d» dir*y jobs, will not be accepted. : \

-~

\ .
ustafson See Hafstrom
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EARLY BACKGROUNL AND LATER LIFE STYLE: WOMEN WITH FARH,
RURAL AND URBAN BA.: GROUNDS ARE COMPARED ‘ .
Hafstrom, J. L., M. M. Dunsing, and A. W. Gustafson
Illincis Agricultuzal Experiment Station, Ill. Pesearch,
16 (4y:18-19, 1974, \\;7 :

This article explores a woman's early environment:
farm, nonfarm, or rural and how it affects her la- -
ter aspirations, satisfactions and attitudes.
Some differences, that were found included: Educa-
tion: urtan-r¢ared uomen had ccmpleted morr

- schooling; cisiom-making: +hen one spouse wis.
primarily r&sponsible for de. isic§ making, the ur-
ban and rural women' were mc llkéilqib make then,
but the opposite was truv~ -+ farm " wives; a*ti-
tudes:’ some strong atti’ + differences were
found);mong selected gues’ farm wives rende”?
to be

more traditionall: o ted.

"MOTHERS OF THE SOUTH: PORTRITURE OF THE WHITE TENANT FARM
WOMAN ‘

-
3

Hagood, Margaret Jarman S
Universigy.of'NortH carolin: ’ress, Chapel Hill. 193°.

Presentation of case material and a short summary
of certain quantitative results of a study of, 129
women from white tenant farm families ir a group
of 12 counties in the Pledmont section of North
.. fCarolina. Study to determlne what effect the high

» , léevel of fertility and low socio-economic 1level
had on the lives of women with children., Find-
ings: Trey suffer . the direct consequence of a

long continued cash crog“gconomy,.underqo extreme
; : so®ial imvoverishment from the lack and unequal
- Aistribu+tion of institutional services, ané bear
Q\y/fhe brunt of egional tradition which subjects
+hem *0 class a sex discrimination. The?samg;?

was compared with an equal number from Georgi
Alabama, Mississippi and Louisiana. Includes sec-
. tions on the <vpes of faras in the study, life of:
. 7-+he tenant women and interpre€tation of the find-
",»> inags. Shows how these women have triple rolcs of
" mo+her, housekeeper, and fleld laborer. '

e
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THEY'RE GETTING IN THE CROPS
Hall, Florence
Independent Woman, 22:194-196, July 1943, .-'\

The director of the Women's Land Army explains the

qualifications for and the function of the Women's

Land Army. 211 types of women were recruited’ to
"perform agricultural work during war time.

THE NATION'S CROPS NEED YOU
Hall, Florence
, Independent Woman, 24:187, July 1945.

Recruitment article by the director of the Women's
lLand Army. Calls for three quarters of a million
women from all occupatlonal backgrounds to do em-
ergency farm work.

Hampton See Gregg

WOHEN IN TBE AGRILULTURAL SETTLEMENT OF THE NORTHERN PLAINS
Hargreaves, Mary #w.M.
Agricultural History 50(1):179-189.,

Historical documentary on women and the settlement
of the North American Plains, 1870-1940. Informa-
tion on pioneer farm women, the hardships and
loneliness faced and the impact of technological
changes. : '

THE BARTER LADY: A WOHAN FARMER SEES IT THROUGH
Harris, Evelyn N
Doubleday, Garden Clty, New York. 1934,

The diary of a woman widowed with five children
and her adjustments to being poor. Deals with the
problems and challenges of being a farmer, and the
discrimination she comes up against because she is. .
a woman. :

P
N

94

97




RURAL GIRLS IN THE CITY FOR WORK
Hatcher, Orie Lathanm

-A study made for the Southern Woman's Educatlonal Alliance.

Richmond, Ganrett and Massie. 1930.

A study of 255 young (median age, 20) rural women
from West Virginia, North Carolina, Virginia and
Tennessee who migrated to the cities of Durham and
Richmond to work. Includes a survey of the life
and occupations of the.sample in the city, includ-
ing 12 personal accounts; their backgrounds, rea-
sons for coming "to the city, comparison of their

and guidance, and the statistical tables. Econom-
: ic reasons . were the most cited as_to why these
" . women migrated to the city. Most of the sample

came from farm families.
<

Hearnden See Howard

W

EVALUATION OF WORK BY FENALES, 1940-1950
Heer, D. M. and S. M. Dornbusch -~
American Journal of~Sociology, 63:27-29, 1957.

Correlatlons were computed between level of income
and female - participation in. the 1labor force.
White women are changing their evaluvation of work
and non-white women ware beginning to cha&sge. The
values of non-white wcmen are apparently following
the same pattern of change as those of white women
but with a time lag of more than a decade.

WHAT COUNTRY WOHEH USE
" Howard, Louise and Beryl Hearnden (eds )
.George Allen and Unwin, Ltd., london. 1939.

2 survey -f resources women in rural areas use
worldwide. Includes wool, flax, cotton, henmp,
hides and skins, wood and bark, animal, vegetable
and mineral products, and scrounge materials. Il-
lustrated with an introduction on_the skills of
country women. '
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WHAT IS THE ROLE OF TODAY'S FPARM WOMEN?
International Harvester Farm Forum, 2(4), 1975.

", A panel discussion of the chanding roles of farm
women, . with a focus on a " woman rancher fronm Wyom-
ing and a couple who share farmlng flfty fifty.

Juergenson See Gregg ~

HILLBILLY WOMEN | -
Kahn, Kathy N
Avon, New York. 1973.

Bersonal accounts of 19 poor, white women in
southern BAppalachia, some of them activists
(Florence Reece) in ccal and mine struggles, mill
workers and rural wcmen migrants to the «city
{Cincinnati). ' : :

1

- WBY. SO FEW? (Women “n Agricultural Occﬁpations)
. 'Knotts, D. and R. Knotts
- Agricultural Education Maga21ne, U7¢12): 269 276, June, 1975.

Women do not participate in agriculture because of
early conditioning, occupational counseling, so-
cial attitudes, attitudinal and institutional 1i-
mifations. Recommendations to educators, adminis-
trators and employers to facilitate the,transition
of women enter:ng the field of agrlculture are
given. S :

!

INCOME RETURNS FOR WORKING WOMEN BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE
Knutson, M. and D. Schreiner
.Current Farm Economics, -Cklahoma Agrlcultural Experlment
_ Statlon, 39-49, 1975. :

: This study is concerned with +the role of place of

.7 - ~residence in determining income returns for work-
ing women in the 30-44.. year age range. Data used
are from the National longitudinal Surveys by Ohio

State University's Center for Human Resource—Re- _
search on the 1labor market experience of 5,083 .
women for 1966. Results implied that women. 11v1ng e
in an urban area earn more than women in a -
« non-urban non-farm area. .
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INSPIR&TIOR'S TRE SOLUTIOR

Kren D. ! ‘
Agricultural Education Maga21ne u7(12)-28u June 1975.

" One page article on how %o stimulate interest
among women to . choose vocational .agriculture in-

struction as a career.

- WOMEN IN AGRICULTURE IR A TWO-!ERB COLLEGE -
Kuznik, Anthony i
Agricaltural ?ducation Hagazine,’u7(12), June, 1975.

Sudden emergence of significant.number of women in
agricultural education. Impact is yet to be felt:
on the; job_ at present, females get less than males
in terms of salary, raises and promotions.

TWO GENEBATIORS OF RURAL AND URBAN HO!EH APPRLISE MARITAL

"HAPPINESS
Landis, Paul H. '
Washington Agricultural Experiment Qtation, Bulletin #52&
March, 1951, ‘
Study based on 1,000 women, mothers and daughtersh
. married and unmarried with some connection to thé
State College of Washington, judged marital happi-
ness on the basis cf negative and positive fac-
tors. No differences'between rural and urban wom-
en vere. found on reasons given for. marital happi-
‘ness and unhappiness except that higher propor-
tion of rural than - urtap daughters indicated that
they consider sexual adjustment .a major problem in
marriage. - Economic factors were the most men-
tioned in regards to marital happiness and unhap-

piness overall. . -

i
%

@ DOROTBEA ‘LANGE LOOKS AT THE AMERICAN COUNTRY WONAN

Lange, Dorothea
Amon Carter Museum, Fort Worth and Hard Ritchie Press,

Los Angeles. 1967.

*A photographic essay of women and rural areas.in

. the west and south from the 30's through the 50's.

‘ ". A beautiful grouping of photographs that need no
explanation. - . o

L
. e
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'CONTRLSTS IN URﬁAN AND RURAL FAMILY LIFE

Leevy, J. Roy : '
American Soc1ologlcal Rev1ew, 5(6) : 948-953, December, 1940.

This study of 1,000 rural and 1,000 urban Illinois
families from 1934-38 showed that they had similar
cultural patterns in spite of the difference ‘in
location of home and mode of making a living, but
the degree to which it -is manifested differs. Ur-
ban families had modern water supply, used a budg-
et, used bakery products, more religious materials
while rural families had gardens, -did their own
laundry, canned and vere mcre rellglcus in regards “
to activities. '

WOMEN IN URBAN AGRIBUSINESS
Leibelt, D. C. _ .
Agricultural Education Magazine, 47(12): 285 June, 1975.

Personal ideas of a teacher of agrichltureﬂ One
page and no information. -

A THREAD OF BLUE DENIN
Leimbach, Patricia Penton
Prentice-Hall, Inc, New Jersey. 1974,

..o -t A cempilation of thoughtful contemporary essays by
an Ohio farm woman - about country living--from
working on the 1land to loving children. The es-
says intimately portray the changes in rural life,
herself and those arcund her. .

‘Lloyd .See Wilcox

THIS WAY OF WIFE: REFLECTIONS OF 800 COUNTRY FOHEN

Longwell, Maude (ed.)
Farm Journal, Inc., Countryside Press, Ph11adelph1a. 1971.

~ "+ 7 An anthology of letters and verses .originally

o published in Farm Journal as "Letters from Farm
Women." Reflections of 800 women over a 2% year
pericd. ‘ :
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~ SHORT OF HELP? HIRE WOMEN
Lorang, Glenn .
Farm Journal, July, 1972.

Discusses the benefits in hiring women innlall
types of farm jobs,; tncluding traditionally male

held job;r

WHO CARES THAT A WOMANS®S HORK IS WEVER- DONE?
Mathur, Mary E. Fleming
Indian Historian 4(2) :11-15, Summer 1971.

o

Historical and modern'perspectives on women in Am-~

erican Indian cultures. Stresses women's work,
its economic importance and its relation to power
and status. : ’

RUORAL~-URBAN DIFFBREHCES IN?ISPIRITIONS
Middleton, Russell .and Charles M. Grigg
Rural Sociology, 2&:3&7-354v 1959.

The data for this study are drawn from a 20 per-

.t cent. sampllng of public high school seniors in
 Florida in 1954-55. The final sample consisted of
2,183 twelfth grade students. TResidence of the
.students in rural and urban communities as defined

by the census was the independent variable. That

rural youths have lower occupational and educa-
tional aspirations than urban youths receives par-
tial support. VNeither study showed any signifi-
cant differences ty residence on the’ occupational
or educational aspirations of white females.

R
THE GIRL IN THE RURAL FAMILY
Mlller, Nora . .
Unlver51ty of North Carollna Press, Chapel Hill. 1935.

A case study of homellfe in several different fa-
mily situations (mountain farm, coal mining, cot-
~“ton farm, etc.) is the basis of this book empha-
sizing the nged for educatlng ‘the out-of-school

. female. The author worked in agricultural exten-
sion and the last chapter, "Instructing +the Girl
in the Family" outlines programs ¢to help a female
through the transitional stage to a seemingly ine-
vitable family - 1ife of her own. Recommendations
are that she be schooled in homemaking. '
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NEED FOR WONEN IN AGRICULTURE (subtitle ander
WOMEN IN INDUSTRY) : -
Monthly Labor Review 58: 1248, June, -1904.

Explains the activities of the Women's land Army, -
. a sector of the U.S. Crop Corps, who are called
"Farmerettes." Women in the "Land Army" work in
the fields, dairy barns, » and poultry vards; drive
tractors and perform heavy farm tasks: do cotton
v chopping, corn tassling, hay .pitching, wheat har-
vesging and peanut shaking. C

° \
\

3

RURAL WOMEN AND THE WORKS PROGRESS PROéRAH: iaPARTIAL'
[of : n

ANALYSIS OF LEVELS OF LIVING
Morgan, E. L., J. D..Ensminger, and M. W. Sneed- .
University of Missouri College of Agriculture Agricultural

Experimen} Station Research Bulletin 253, April, 1937.

-

Data on 553 rural women in Works Progress Adminis-

tration sewing rooms in 12 selected counties in

_ Missouri showed that their education level, skills

s and position as principal wagd earner require then
to seek employment and receive this assis*ance.

~—

NEBRASKA PARM WOMEN: DOING A MAN'S JOB IN A MAN'S WORLD
Nebrask@'s New Land Review. - Walthill, Neb., Center for
Fural -Affairs. winter 1¢75. -

Women who do field work on Nebraska's farms. This «
short article points out that the women's .contri- .
"bution often makes the difference between the
farm's succe’ss or failure.

¢

THE MS. FARMERS: AN ADULT CLASS FOR FARM WOMEN
Oldfield, B. and J. Wise- :
Agricultural Education Magazine, 46(10):226-227,
-April, 1974. ' :
A description* of an adult vocatjonal. program for
farm women in Cclark County, K ucky, which was
organized along +traditional lines of classes on
 gardening, cooking, first aid, record . keeping,
etc. Done in outline form, it gives no details. »

\ o 103
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WHY MORE FARM WOMEN ARE WORKING
Osterberg, Mary lLe=2 and John N. Frank
Farm Wife News, 6(4), April, 1976.

- This article hypothesizes reasons why morq) farm
women have outside jobs: ' changing role of women,
electrification, moudern conveniences, -economic
necessity due to rising costs, more educated wom-
en, and changing social attitudes. ‘

"AUTOBIOGRAPAY OF MOTHER JONES
Parton, Mary Field (ed.) - o
Charles Kerr and Co., Chicago, 1925.

Mary Harris Jones®" 1life story. A heroine and

leader in miners® struggles and the labor movement

" * in the U.S., Mother Jones is a legend. For nearly

' fifty years she 1l€d miners in strikes .across the

ration, organized women " and champfoned children's
-riqhts. - : ' ' ’

Pond See Wilcox . - .
- . 4

<

.SHOULD WE ENCOURAGE WOHER TO ERTER AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION?

-Reynolds, Carl L. and Robert W. Walker

‘Agricultural Zducation Magazine, 47(12):272-274, June, 1975.

Discusses the need to encourage women to enroll in
agricultural occupations programs to train for en-
try level skills in . ornamental horticulture and
companion animal care-° tecause, the authors main-
-tain, women are less oriented to production agri-

culture and rzlate to younger students, thus fit--
ting them to teaching agriculture in .the primary

schools. Their conclusion is that _this proposal
"does not present a threat to men"™and that it
would “Yenhance" these types of agricultural occu-
pation's. . ; -

>THE JOURNAL OF A COUNTRY WOMAN

Rogers; Emma Winner ‘ g

Eaton and Mains, New York; Jenning and Grahan,
Cincinnati. 19172. ‘ '

Flowery journal of a well-to-do woman who lives

art-time in the country.
P ‘ Yy
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PREDICTORS OF THE FARM WIFE'S IIVOLVEHENT IN GENERAL

BANAGBHRNT AND: ADOPTION DECISIONS LN
‘ Sawer, Barbara J. _ o
Rural Sociology, 38:“12-26, Winter, 1973.

N

This study examines the wife's involvement in de-
cisions concerning ‘the general management of farm
business and decisions leading to the adoption of
agricultural innovations. Things found to be con-
tingent on involvement were the wifet's
farm=-information- seeklng activity; her involvementﬁ’
in farm tasks; and size of farm, family, and.in-
come.

HISTORY OF THE ASSOCIATED CdUNTRY WONEN OF THE WORLD

AND OF ITS MEMBER SOCIETIES
Scarborough, Neve

John Wadsworth Ltd., The Rydal Press, London. 1953.

: |
History of the .emergent and unifying forces which
became the 'A.C.W.W. and its history. Includes a
list of the constituent societies and their histo-
ries, 41 of whlch are U.S. based.

WOMEN FOR THE SURVIVAL OF AGRICULTURE

Schultz, M., L. Heuser and J. Furber

Michigan State Horticultural Society Annual Report, 101;
Annual Meeting~104, 1973. , _

Raports of the activities of an organization com-
prised of wives of farmers who are- activists in
fighting for the rights of farmers and spreading
education about farming. This movement has spread
nationwide and is presently called American
Agri-women, a na%lonal coaliticn of farm women and
farm women's organizations formed ‘in 1974 for the
purpose of uniting together to-promote agriculture
~for the ™"benefit of the American people and the
world.' : -
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"MORE WOMEN THAN MEN - *~ . .
Skrabanek, R. L. "
Texas Agricultural. Experament station, Texas Agricultural
Progress, 20(3) :23-26, 1974. o .

"

-~

~Popu1atign statistics wvhich showed a trend of more

- men to women except in rural areas of Texas, but

' - overall a decline in the sex ratio. Author pred-

‘ icts, the trend will result in marriages of yournger
men to older women, breaklng the traditional pat-

’ tern. '

ADVENTORES OF WOMEN FOR' THE SURVIVAL OF lGRICULTURE(HSAH)
Steffens, §.

Annual Report: Horticwltural Society-of MiChigapl‘1973f
159-161, 1974:95-98. : - 72 ‘

Report of WSAM activities.

.

FAMILY ROLE DIPPERENTI%TION AND TECHNOLOGICAL CHANGE IN
"FARMING

. Straus, Murray A. 3

ﬁ@pral Sociology, 25:219-228, 1960.

REEEN

Y, "N Data for a sample of 903 Wisconsip farm families
tested the existence of a "wife role factor" in
the understanding of the technological behavior of
farm opsrators. No causal relation was demons-
trated as to whether the wife's ability to play an
"integrative-supportive" role facilitates, her hus-
band- as regard to technological competence, or
whether it is the husband's increasing technologi-
cal competence which encourages the wife's empha-
sis on the "integrative-supportive" role. The
study focuses on traditionally defined sex roles
and suggests that the."wife role" factor should be
included in farm practlce adoption research.

Lo
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. THE ROLE OF THE WIPE IN THE SETTLEMENT OF THE. COLUMBIA
- BASIN PROJECT -
Straus, Murray A.
. Journal of Marriage and the Family, 20:%9-64, 1958. ~'
e ++ High success. families tended to be characterized
: by role specialization, as evidenced by the
high-success farmers' wives feeling that~  major
farm and financial decisions should .be made pri-
marily by the husband, and by th& amount of effort
vhich these women put 4imnto home>focd preservation
and their nonparticipation in farm work. Wives of
high-success farmers were also found to be a bet- )
ter adjusted, mores optimistic and - persevering )
group than were the wives of the'low=-success sett-
- lers. ! -

~

L]

. RELATIONSHIP OF THE FARM HOME TO FARM BUSTNESS » -
pa

Studley, lucy A. egl .
Minnesot'a’ Agricultural Experimefit Station Bulletin 279, 1931.

The first part deals with the average daily con= '
sumption of different commodities the farm produc-
es. The second part igives statistics of all the
hours of work on the farm. For the farm wife, 1 -
and 172 héurs a day were devoted to cleaning dairy
utensils and: work with poultry, and these activi-t
. ties made up hef 'main farm duties outside of
housework. . ' b

a

THE EMPLOYMENT OF-RURAL FAREM WIVES
. ,»Sweet, James &. ,
~ ' ' Rural Sociology, 37:553-577, December, 1972.

--A study of employment patterns of rural farm wives
using a 0.1% sample from the 1960 census. Employ-,.
ment differentials among rural farm wives are com
pared with those " amcng urban wives. Findings:
farm women have fever employment opportunities,
.higher fertility, less education, more traditional
views on women's.role and greater economic need.
Also compares rural farm and rural. nonfarm women
and examines differential patterns of employment.

i » : .
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GRADIENTS OF URBAN IN?LUENCE ON THE EDUCATIONAL, EMPLOYMENT,

AND PFERTILITY PATTERNS OF iOlEl
Tarver, James D. .= ) ‘ , )
Ru¥al Sociology, 3u 356-367, September, 1969. .

’ ]

Study to dgtermine whether significarnt rurgl-urban

differencestamong selected characteristicsYof wom-
: en still existed in 1960 over previous periods in
history. Data used came from 208 counties con-
taining and surrounding *Atlanta, Georgia; India-
napolis, Indiana; and Omaha,- Nebraska.  Findings:
fertility of women increased . directly vith dis-
tance from the nearest metropolltan center, formal:

education/ proportionate number of employed women

declined. as distance from the metropolitan center
increased; the number.of children born declined as
the population size of the: urbanized area of SMSA
increased; and the proportionate ‘number of em-
ployed females and .of those completlng 12 or more
years of formal education increased, directly with

the population. size of the urbanlzed area. /

URBAR INFLUENCE oN THE PERTILI?Y AND ENPLOYRENT PATTERNS'

OF WOMEN LIVING IN HOBOGEREQUS AREAS Lo
Tarver, James D. et al. o
Journal of Marriage and the Famlly, 62(2)-237 2“1, uay,

Research to determlne whether rural and urban wom-
en living in homogeneous areas pxhlblted ‘different
patterns of behavior-,in 1960  using same data as in

" Tarver (1969) but restricted to 81°coynties. Find-..

ings indicated that both city size . and distance
from the selected metropolitan centers "do affect
the pro tionate number of employed females, the
percentage. employed declined ~consistent1y with
city-size. The fertlllty of .women increases con-

sistently with distance from the metropolitan cen-

ters but fluctuates irregularly wlth increasing
size of central city. ; ’
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THE LABOR FORCE<CHARACTERISTICS OF WOHEN IN LOW INCONE RURAL
AREAS OF THE SOUTH .

Terry, Geraldime B. and Alvin L. Bertrand P oo

Louisiana State Univers1tz Agrlcultural Experlment Station
-Bulletin -116, June, 1966.

v OF Alabama, nlss1ss;9p1, Nor'th carolina® and Ten-'%

3

< Data of 1,781 women from 30 counfies in 7 southern
states were analyzed to determine the work pat-: é
terns of women in loow. income rural areas. .These o
women were found to be less educated, slightly
: older, and willing %o work for fela%lvely low wag- -
4 es when compared to national averages. °

e
o

-y

CHANGEZ IN .LABCR FORCE CHARACTERISTICS OF WOHEN IN LOW

"“INCOME RURAL AREAS OF THE SOUTH
.Terrv, Geraldine B. and J. L. Charlton

U.S. Soil Conservation Service, Southern Cooperatlve P
Service 185, (Mississippi,. Arkansas and Louisiana
Agrlcultural Experlment Statlons), ‘June, 1974.

Changes between 1960 “and 1966 in the“ labonmforce—f—-_ e
characteristics-of-women in- low-lncome rural areas

nessee were exam ned., Findings: one of the most
dimportant Influe;ces on a woman's employment is
her - pqsitlon‘ infthe family; for those women who
- workéed, educational attalnment and race . had more
' bearing on occupat10na1 chbice than did family po- -
. sition; and.the..difference between the labor force
participation-rate of farm wives and other women
decreased considerably between 1960 and %966.

COUNTRY WOMEN: A HANDBOOK FOR THE NEW FARI!ER : .
Tetrault, Jeanne and Sherilyn Thomas P
Doubleday/Ancish New XOrk. .1976. .

< 2 comprehens1ve collection of articles from Coun=- -

#  try VWomen. magazine whick * is a resource for:
back-to-the-land farmers. Information on how to
get started, animal and poultry care, soil and
“planting and much more. Reflects. the idea of in--

: terdependence of - self, land and animals.:

<

-

[
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FAEMER'S WIPE
Thayen,  J. V.
Forum, 76:146-149, July, 1926.

Personal éqccunt of a well educated farm wvife.

bl
&)

Thomas = See Tetrault - ' ' p

THE USE OF TINE BY SOUTH DAKOTA FlRH'BOHEHlKERS _
Wasson, ‘Grace E.

Scuth Dakota State College Agricultural Experlment
Station Bulletln 247, March, 1930.

The average time spent on various act1v1ties of -
100 South Dakota farm homemakers is the subject of
this study. Activities include: food prepara--
.tion; care of house, clothing, family; management,
sleep and rest; eating meals; care of self; lei--
sure; farm work; other work and ‘misceglaneous.

Findimgs—includes the average ~working week for
the homemakers was 66 hours and ten minutes.
About 50% of the time spent in homemaking is used-
for food provision for the family. "‘Theu%
amount of time spent on farm work was 11 hours, 15
minutes, however, more than 75% mcre time /is de--
-votéd to farm work during spring and summer. The
rural homemaker averages 8 hours, 36 minut sleep
‘per night and has 3 hours leisure time per/day. '
. ¢ . : . - )
WHAT DO FARM WOMEN WANT? . ._f
therafy Digest, p. 50, August 21, 1926. '

Report of a meeting of a nat10na1 commlttee of re-‘
~ presentative farm wcmen held “at Chicago,where the
" follovwing needs were outlined: better sanltary

conditions, more conveniences, contacts,’ better

educational advantages for the children, " time, a

bank account, recreation, recognize. the poetry and

charm cf country 'life, pink underwear (make. it
silk), 1literature, recognition of the value of
their work, to be classqd as ‘wvomen-not "“farm wom- -
en" and women of - abllity and understandlng.

o
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RELATION OF VARTATIONS IN THE HUHAN FACTOR TO
FINANCIAL RETURNS IN FARHING

‘Wilcox, Walter W., Andrew Boss and George Pond
Minnesota Agricultural Experlment Station Bulletln
288, Minneapolis, June, 1932.

/
'Seventy-twoy dairy farrwers ;anked social ré%ger
than technological factors which ccntrlbuted ‘to
the financial success of :their farms. O /flfteen
1tems, the farm operators' .top three ch,1ces were
prior farm experience, cooperatlon of helr wives .
"varlable,’

and ambition to ' succeed. ‘The
“cooperation of wives" was significant. The
hlgh earning group received more help from their

w:l.ves.

THE HOUNAN PACTOR IN THE MANAGENENT OF INDIANR FARMS

Wilcox, Walter W. and 0.G. Lloyd :
Purdue University Agrlcultural Experlment Statlon,

Lafayette, '1932.

Flndlngs vere 51m11ar to those in study by Wllcox,
Boss and Pond.’ » . s

~
~ o

JOINT: DECISION MAKING IN FlRH FAMILIES iS A~ FUNCTION

OF STATUS AND ROLE
Wilkening, E. R. ' )
_Amerlcan Soc1olog1ca1 Rev1ev, 23:187-192, 1958.

‘ Studv whlch hypothe51zed that joint 1nvolvement sz

- husband and wife declines with the degree of com- -

mercialization of the farm enterprlse or jecint de-
cision making of husband and wife is a function of
the extent to"which farm and family decisions are
-viewed as having joint consequences for-both farm
and home. There is a curvilinear relationship
__ between farm income and joint involvement of hus--
. ‘band and wife . in major decisions. "Both: the low
and the high income groups tend to ‘be character--
ized by low Jjoint decision maklng. The involve-
ment of the husband and wife in decisions pertain- -
ing to family and farm:is a product o#f the goals
and means for attaining those goals, which may.
change over time, as well as of institutionalized
definitions of husband and vife roles. :

a
Y
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DIHE!/IQﬂ OF ASPIRLTIOB, WORK ROLES AND DECISION BAKING

OF FARM HUSBAEDS AND WIVES IN WISCOERSIN
S Wilkening, E. A. -and Laskshmi K. Bharadwaij
Journal of Marriage and the Family, 29: 70’-711, November,
‘ 1967. .

Dimensions of aspirations, work roles; -and deci-
'sion making are-delineated for 500 Wlscon51n farm

. families (husband and wife). Résults indicated
“that there is a 'specialization in decision making
as well as’° in the performance of instrumeértal
‘tasks with joint involvement in gertain areas.
The values placed upon specific goals reflected
the individual sponse's own 1nteresﬁ and involve~
ment in thenm. «

ASPIRATIONS ANQATASK INVOLVENENT AS RBLITED TO DECISION
MAKING AMONG FARR HUSBANDS AND WIVES . .
Wilkening, E. 2: and laskshmi K:" Bharadwaj

Rural Sociology, 33:30-45, March, 1968.

Measures of the dimensions of“aspirations, alloca-
tion of tasks and involvement in decisions ~¥f hus~-
_bands and wives are outlined. Findlngs ars - .mi- .
“lar to Wilkening and Bharadwaj (1967). :

CQBSENSUS IN ASPIRATIONS FOR FARM IMPROVEMENT AND ADOPTION
OF FARM PRACTICES ’ .
Wilkening, E. A. and Sylvla Guerrero . .

. Rural Sociology, 34:182-196, Junc, 1969.

This study of 500 Wisconsin farm couples tests the
combined effect of farm husbands' and wives' aspi-
rations .for "farm improvement on the ad0pt10n of
. different types of improved farm . practices. - The -

results show that consensus in aspiration between
husband and wife 1is associated with higher adop--
‘tion' than when only one. spouse has high aspira-
tions. This article presented further evidence .
that the nature 'of the farm enterprise is affected-
by the role of the wife.
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A COMPARISON OF HUSBAND AND WIFE RESPOHSES CONCERNING
WHO MAKES FARN AND- -HQHE DECISIONS

Wilkening, ‘E. A. and B. Morrison 5 . .
"Jonrnal of Marriage and the Pamily, 25: 349-351, August,
1963.. : . - ~ '

A pilot study of 61 farm families in wlscon51n"
(one county) on involvement in decision making.
. : Results indicate that there is reater agreement
upon wvhether or not .matters ;epg discussed than
upon whether the decision wa usually joint or
made by orne spouse or the othér. More accurately
deécribes whether there ic ixvolvement rather than

who dec1des a partlcalar mgtter.

- / oL . . . ‘; \,

o / -/ 4 l’ S .
o / ! P
: wouﬁ ‘ON inz FARA t

Wl 1see, Honore N

'Harper s Weekly, pp. 32-34%, July 11, 1914,

- J 'Report on the digcontent of farm wcien:  their
N : hardships, isolat on, and anonymity. Recognition
of this problem/by the Department of Agrlculture

'in terms of rural women's unpaid contribution to i

N ' society. Seemn 1in terms of farm . efficiency, and.
that the woman's role is domestic and her respon-~

sibility is to contribute to the social 1life of

~ . the farm to make itj"pleasant."
N .. USE :OF TIHE BY ORBGON HO!E!AKERS
SN " Wilson, Maud L

Oregon State- Agrlcultural Experlment Statlon Bulletln 256,
November, 1929.

. . study of the time distribution .of 288 Oregon farm
i homemakersy 71 country non-farm‘homemakers and 154
T . non-count non-farm homemakers .include hours
" spent on all the activities - dur1ng a day. PFarm
homemakers were found to spend 1onger hours work-.
ing. : ‘ ’
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PORHLL PLR”ICIPATION OF !IGBAIT HOUSBHIVES IN BN URBAN

COMMUNITY ‘
Windham,: Gerald 0.

Seciology and Social Research, 47:201-209, January,. 1963.

. The association between migrant status and the

' Wise

formal social participation patterns of 1,470 mar-

ried, white housewives in the Pittsburgh metropol-

itan " area is examined. Wives who have always
lived in Pittsburgh belong to moére organized

' groups, 2ttend more meetings and hold more power

positions in organizations than do wives born in.

other cities or in rural areas. The relationship}
persists vhen education is .controlled. Howeverj™

participation is related to length of residernce in
the community.” -

I
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APPENDIX B

Supplemenfary List to the Annotated Bibliogfaphy
by Date of Publication-
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CITATIONS ORGANIZED BY YEAR, 1976 = 1900

1975-1976

'l

WOMEN IN THE U.S. DEPARTNENT OF AGRICULTURE
Baker, Gladys L.
Agricultural Flstory 50(1) : 190~ 201, January, 1976.

BLACK WOMNEN IN ABBBICAN AGRICULTURB ‘
~Brown, Minnie nlller -

Agrlcultural Hlstory 50(1) 202 212, January, 1976.

k]

WOMEN IN IHE AGRICULTURAI SETTLENERT .OF THE NORTHER! PLAINS
Hargreaves, Mary W.M. :
Agricultural History 50 (1):179-189, January, 1976.

'WHY MORE FARN WOMEN ARE WORKING
Osterberg, Mary Lee and John N. Frank
Farm Wife News, 6(&), Aprll 1976.

‘COUNTRY WOMEN: A HANDBOOK POR THE-NEW FARMER <
Tetrault, Jeanne and ‘Shérilyn Thomas .
Doubleqay/Anchor, New York. 1976. -

VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE PROGRAMS -~ -ENPHASIS ON PEMALE
INTERESTS . _ T ' :
Curry, Charles o :
: Agrlcultural Education uaga21ne, u7(12). June, 1975.

"

Y

SETTING .OF° SOCIAL CONTRACT AID STATUS ADVARCE!BHT THROUGH
HABRIAGB‘ A RESTUDY OF RURAL WO!EI '

. Fulton, P.N. ~

Rural 50c1ology, UO 45-54, Sprlng, 1975. -

SOME UYTHS ABOUT WONEN AGBICULTURE TEACHERS
Gregg, Ted, Dennis Hampton, and E.M. Juergenson
Agricpltural Education Magazine, 47¢12):273, 1975.

{

WHAT IS THE ROLE OF TODAY'S FAKN WOMEN?
International Harvester Farm Forum, 2(4), 1975.

s
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WHY SO FEW? (Women:in Agricultural Occupations)
Knotts, D. and R. Knotts - . '
Agricultural Education Magazine, #47(12):269,276, June, 1975.

INCOME RETURNS FOR WORKING WOMEN BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE

. Knutson, M. and D. Schreiner

Current Farm Economics, Oklahoma Agrlcultural Experlment
Statlon,h39 -49, 1975. _ .

INSPIRATION®S THE SOLUTION

_Agrlcultural Educatlon Magazine u7(12) 284, June, 1975.

UOHEN IN AGRICULTORE IN A TWO-!EAR COLLEGE
Kuznik, Anthony
Agrlcgltural Education Magazine, 47(12), June, 1975.

- WOHMEX IN URBAN'AGRIBUSINESS
‘Leibelt, D. C. S
“Agrlcultural Vducatlon Haga21ne, u7(12):285, June, 1975.

NEBRASKA FARM WOMEN: DOING A MAN'S JOB IN A MAN'S UORLD
Nebraska's New Land Review. - Walthill, Neb., Center for

Rural Affairs, Winter 1975.

SHOULD WE ENCOURAGE WOMEN TO ENTER AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION?
Reynolds, Carl L. and Robert W. Walker
Agricultural Education Haga21ne, u7(12)-272 27u June, 1975.

3 . N

A @

N B 1973-1974

EARLY BACKGROUND AND LATER LIFE STYLE: WOMEN WITH PBRH,
RURAL AND JURBAN BACKGROUNDS ARE COMNPARED

Hafstrom, J‘ L., M. n. DunSJng, and A. W. Gustafson
'Illinois Agrlcultural Experiment Station, Ill. Research,
16(4y:18-19, 19vu ' A '

.

C o ) o .

A THREAYP OF BLOE DENIK.

Leimbach, Patricia Pen+on .
'Pren+1c°-Ha11,Inc., New. Jersey 1974.

AN
.
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THE MS. FARMERS: AN ADULT CLLSS FOR FARM WOMEN
0ldfield, B. and J. Wise . _
Agricultural Education Magazine, 46(10):226-227, April, 1974.

LD

MORE WOMEN THAN MEN . ¢

Skrabanek, R. L.

‘Texas Agrlcultural Experiment Statlon, Texas Agrlcultural
Progress, 20(3):23- 26 1974,

CHANGES IN LABOR PORCE CHARACTERISTICS OF WOMEN IN LOW
IRCOME RURAL-AREAS OF THE SOUTH = = — e
Terry, Geraldine B. and J. L. Charlton _

U.S. Soil Conservation Service, Southern Cooperative
Service 185, (Mississippi, Arkansas and Louisiana
Agrlcultural Experiment Stationmns), June, 1974.

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE FAﬂILY APY. OCCUPATIONAL
FUNCTIONING OF A SAMPLE OF RURBAN WELFARE WOMEN
' Feldman, Harold and Margaret Feldman
The Cornell Journal of Social- Relatlons, 9(1) 35-52,
"~ Spring, 197u '

HILLBILLY WOMNEM
Kahn, Rathy
Avon, New York. 1973,

PBEDICTOBS OP THE PARH WI?E'S INVOLVENENT IR GENERAL G
MANAGEMENT AND ADOPTION DECISIORNS ' '

. Sawer, Barbara J. '

. PRural Sociology, 38:&12~26, Winter, 1973.

WOMEN FOR THE SURVIVAL OF AGRICULTURE

Schultz, M., L. Heuser and J. Furber.

Michigan State Horticultural Society Annual Report, 101;
Annual Meet1ng-10u 1973. : ‘

ADVERTURES OF. WOHEN POR THE SURYIVAL oFr AGRICULTUBE(USA!)
.'Steffens, S. :
.Annual Report: Hortlcultural 50c1ety of Mlchlgan, 1973: .
159-161, 1974¢ 95 ~98. , . e
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©1970-1971-1972

—_—

- ECONOMIC ASPECTS OF THE FERTILITY OF RURAL-FARM AND URBAN
WOMEN ¢ .
Gardner, Bruce , .

Southern Economic Journal, £18-524, April, 1972.

SHORT OF HELP? . HIRE WOMEN ) ‘ ' o
Llorang, Glenn S .
Farm Journal, July, 1972. , : . /

L Ve

- THE EHPLOYHBNT OF RURAL FARM WIVES
Sweet, James A.
Rural Sociology, 37:553-577, December, 1972.

‘FARN WIPE.TEiLS“HOW I HELP HY HUSBAND -
" Farmer's Digest, 639-74, QarCh, 1971.

a

THIS WAY OF WIFE: REPLECTIO!S OF 800 COUNTRY WO!EN

Longwell, Maude (ed )
Farm.Journal, ~nc., Coun+ry=1de Press, Phlladelphla. 1971.

WHO CARES THAT A WOMAN'S WORK IS’ NEVER DONE?
Mathur, Mary E. Fleming
Indian Historian 4{2):11-15, Summer 1971.

-

A STUDY OF VOLUNTARI ASSOCIATIO! MENBERSHIPS AHONG
BIDDLECLASS WOMEN .

Fitzen, D. Stanley

Pural Sociology, 35:8&-91, March, 1970.

DRBAN INFLUENCE ON THE PERTILITY AND EMPLOYMENT PATTERNS
OF WOMEN LIVING IN HONOGENEOUS AREAS ‘.

farver, James D. et al. O

Journal of Marriage. and the, Famlly, 32(2) :237-241, May,
1970. o : -

119

116 -




il

Los Angeles. 1967.

1960's .

GRADIENTS OF -URBAN INFLUENCE ON THE EDUCATIONAL, EHPLOYHENT,
AND FERTILITY PATTERNS OF HOHEN
Tarver, James D. . >

-Rural Ssociology, 3u:356—367, September, 1969.

CONSENSUS IN ASPIRATIONS FOR FARM IH“ROVEHENT AND ALOPTION
OF FARM PRACTICES
Wilkening, E. A. and Sylvia Guerrero

Rural Sociology, 34:182-196, June, 1969.

ASPIRATIONS AND TASK INVOLVEHEIT AS -RELATED TO DECISION
NAKING AMONC FARM HUSBAEDS AND WIVES

Wilkening, E. A. and Laskshri K. Bharadwasj.

Rural Sociology, 33:30-45, March, 1968.

" SHEPHERDESS OF ELK RIVER VALLEY

Brown, Mardaret Duncan ‘
Golden Bell Press, Denver. 1967.

DOROTHEA LANGE LOOKS AT THE AHERICAH COUNTFY HOHAN
Lange, Dorothea
Amon Carter Museunm, ‘Fort Worth and Wward Ritchie Press,

v

DIMENSIONS OF ASPIRATION, WORK ROLES AND DECISION MAKING
OF FARM HUSBANDS AND WIVES IR WISCONSIN
Wilkening, E. A..and Laskshmi K. Bharadwaj

~Journal of Marriage and the Famlly, 29:703-711, November,

1967. . R

THE LABOR FORCE CHARACTERISTICS OF WOMEN IN LOW INCOHE

.RORAL AREAS OF THE SOUTH

Terry, Geraldine B. and Alvin L. Bertrand
Louisiana State University Agricultural Experlment Statlon
Bulletin. 116. June, 1966. = v

A COHPKRISON OF HUSBAND ARD WIFE RESPONSES CONCERNING v
WHO MAKES FARM AND HOME DECISIONS

Wilkening, E. A. and D. Morrison . '

Journal of Marriage and the rarily, 25: 349-351, Augast, 1963.

120

117



. s :
FORMAL PARTICIPATION OF MIGRANT HOUSEWIVES IR AN
URBAN CONNUNITY
Windham, Gerald oO. -
Soc1ology and Social Research, 47:201-209, January, 196 3.

CORRELATES OF HARITAL SATISFACTION FOR RURLL MARRIED COUPLES
-Burchinal, lee G.
Bural Soclélogy, 26:282-289, 1961.

FAMILY ROLE DIFPFERENTIATION AND TECHNOLOGICAL CHANGE IN
‘FARMING

Straus, Murray A.
Rural Sociology, 25:219-228, 1960.

¢ . 1940's - 1950's

RURAL~URBAN DIFFERENCES IN AYPIRATIONS
Middleton, Russell and Charles M« Grigg ' .
Rural Sociology, 24:347-354, 1959. . R o

 THE DIVISION OF LLBOR IN CITY lND FARH FANILIES
Blood, Robert 0. Jr.
Journal of Marriage and the Family, 20: 170-17&, 1958.

-~

¢ THE ROLE OF THE WIF%’IR THE SETTLEMENT OF THE COLUHBIA
BASIN PROJECT _
- Straus, Murray A. . ' :
' Journal cf Marriage.and the Family, 20:59-64, 1958. =

JOINT DECISION MAKING IN FARNM PlHILIES AS A FUNCTION
OF STATUS AND ROLE
Wilkening, E. A.

American Sociological Review, 23:187- 192, 1958.
' ,

EVALUATION OF WORK BY ?EHALESfi19n0-19SOF ' :
Heer, D. M. and S. M. Dornbusch .
American Journal of Sociology, 63:27-29, 1957.

R -, . . o
f~¢ . ‘; 2
v : ) 2
. R I3 ~

. , - R R - o
o . | A 121 )




o
s

)
8

HIST6§Y OF | THE ASSQCIATED COUNTRY WOMEN OF THE WORLD--
AND OF IT§ MEMBER. SOCIETIES ‘

Scarborohgﬁa Neve

John Wadsvbrth Lvd., The Rydal Press, London. 1953.

TWO GENERATIONS OF RURAL ‘AND URBAN WOMEN APPRAISE MARITAL ~

HAPPINESS -
Landis, Paul H. ’ -
Washington Agricultural EXperlment statlon, Bulletin #5240,
March, 1951,

3

fﬁ

3

AHERICAN COUNTRY LIPE CONPERERCE
The Place of the Rural Community in Farm Pollcy uaklng.

gProceedlngs of the 28th meetlng, 1949,

THE NATION'S CROPS 'NEED !OU

" Hall. Florence
- Independent Woman, 24 187, July 19“5.

: o /
é;ED FOR WOMEN IN AGRICULTURE“(subtitle under

- WUMEN IN INDUSTRY)

2

C .

, -

Monthly Labor Review -58: 12&8, June 1944,
N o J :_- ~“

THEY'RE GETTING IN THE CROPS
Hall, Florenge’ :
Independent Woman, 22219&-196,~Ju1y 1943,

s

"ANOTHER WONEN'S LAND ARMY?® . . . "
Colvin, Esther M. )
Independent Woman, 21:102-104, April 1942.

CONTRASTS IN UkBAN AND RURAL PAHILY LIPE
" Leevy, ‘ROY '
Amerlcan Soc1ologlcai Rev1ew, 5(6)-9uu 953, December, 1940.

3
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’ ' . 1931-1939

HOTHERS OF THE SOUTH' PORTRITURE OF THE WHITE TENANT FARN

-WONAN
Hagood, uargaret Jarman
;University of North Carcllna Press, Chapel Hill. 1939.

| HHAT COUNTRY WOMEN USE
Howard, Louise and Beryl ‘Hearnden (eds.)
George'gllen and Unwin, 1td., London. 1939.

%y

'ij~-  ASSOCIATED COUNTRY WOMEN OF THE WORLD : !
: United States Printing Office,ﬁwashlngton, pD.C., 1937.-

»

RURAL WOMEN AND THE WORKS PROGRESS PROGRAM: A PARTIAL

~ ANALYSIS OF LEVELS OF LIVING o

-+ Morgan, E. L., J. D. Ensminger, and M.-W. Sneed

" University of Missouri Coliege of Agrlculture, Agricultural
Experlment .Station Research Builetin 253, Aprll 1937.

~ a

—_—

ANERICAK COUNTRY LIFE ASSOCIATION . . :
A report of the Rural Home Conference. "Looking Forward "
with the Rural Home and Community," February, Vol. XIII,
No. 2, 1935.

v' ‘u ) Y ’ i+

= _ THE GIRL IN THE RURAL FABILY

' Hlller, Nora
S ‘Unlver51ty of North Carollna Press, Chapel Hill. 1935."

.o °

THE FARM WOMEN TODA! _
" . Prysinger, Grace E. . v ' _ -
C . Bural America, 8~ 10, March, 1934.

WE sacnnnusa POLKS . — e

Greenwood, -Annie Pike. L P
- Appleton-Century, New York. 1934. C e

) THE BARTER LADY: A hounn FARMER SEES IT THRQQGB~
. Harris, Evelyn - o ‘ ' .
” Doubleday, Garden Clty, New York. 1934, L.

g !
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g

288, Minneapdldis, June, 1932.

THE LLBOR OF WONEN 1IN THE PRODUCTIOR OF COTTON -
Allen, Ruth Alice

Arno Press, Chicagaq. 1933

THE HUMAN FPACTOR IN THE HlﬂlGEHENT OF INDIANRA FARNS

. Wilcox, Walter W, and 0.G. Lloyd

Purdue University Agricultural Experlment station,

’ Lafayette, 1932.

Taz'wOHAN's SPHERE ' : .
Elsinger, Vera S ' L ¢
Rural America, p. 5, November 1931. :

-RELATIONSHIP OF THE FARNM HOHE TO PARH BUSINESS
- Studley, Lucy A. ’

uinnesota Agricultural Experiment Station Bulletln 279,
1931.

\ o 1930 S .

MARKETING PROBLEHS OF RURAL WOHEN. -WHAT THE COUNTRY WOHEI_

'OF THE RORLD ARE DOING

Frysinger, Grace E.

Liaison Committee - of Rural Women's Organizatlons, London,

1930, p. 125.

RURAL GIRLS IN THE CITY FOR WORK

Hatcher, Orie Latham, _ .
A study made for the Southern WOman' Educational Alliance.

Richmond, Garrett and Massie. 1930.
*

THE USE OF TINE BY SOUTF DAKOTA FARH HOHEHLKERS .

Wasson, Grace E. . .
South Dakota State College Agricultura1 Experimental
Statlon Bulletin 247, March, 1930. -

R
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1920%'s
WOMEN INTFARBQ&fPE AND RURAL ECONO!!.

_Atkeson, Mary Neek '
Annals of the Aherican Academy of Polit1ca1 and Social

o Sciences, 143:188-194, May 1929

| E USE OF TIKE. BY OREGOI HbBEﬁlKERS

wllson, Maud
‘Oregon’ State Agricultural Experlment Station Bulletin 256,
No“ember, 1929. - .

THE USE OF TINE BY FARN WOMEN

Crawford, Ina Z.

Unlver51ty of Idaho Agrlcultural Experlment Statlon
Bulletin 1UG January, 1927.

THE WOMAN ON THE FPARM
. Atkeson, Mary Meek
The Century Company, New York and London. 1926.

"THE Pnnu WOMAN ANSWERS TBE QUESTION-HBAT DO FARHNM WOHEN
WANT?" -

Farmer's Wife ' . : )

Webb Publishing~Company, St. Paul, Minn., 1926.

I . L

ia )

WHAT DO FARN WOMEN HANT’
‘therary Digest, p. 50, August 21, 1926.

PARMER'S WIFE
Thayen, J. V.

——

T s

= Sl

-

——Forum, 7631 6~149,—July—19265

”

THE COUNTRY GENTLEHO!AI‘ RURIL WO!BiLTlKE THE LEAD

Frysinger, Grace E. .
The. Country Gentleman, uay 16 1925,

ndroslosanpn! bé MOTHER JONES
Parton, Mary Field (ed.) - v
Charles Kérr and Co., Chicago. 1925. .

125
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- DO -YOU WANT YOUR DAUGHTBR TO !ARRY l FARMER? WHAT FARN WOMNEN

THINK ABOUT FARN LIFE
Farmer's Wife ‘ ‘ '
Webb Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. 1922.

>

. . ' ' 1900~-1979

TBE AEEEICAN COUITRI GIRL
' Crow, Martha Foote ~
Frederick a. Stores Company, New York. 1915.

) : B - . - .
WONEN ON THE Pnnp ~ o : _— 4
Willisee, .Honore .

‘Harper's Weekly, pp. 32-34, July 11, 1914.

THE JOURNAL Of A COUNTR!kHOlll
Rogers,. Emma Winner

‘Eatcen and Mains, New York;. Jennirg and Grahan,
‘Cincinnati. -1912.

-

THE LADY AND THE 'LAND: SOME SCIENTIFIC AND SUCCESSFUL WONEN
PARARRS OF AMERICA : »

. Comstock, S.

Colllers, 45:20- 21, September, 1910.

ONE WONMAN'S WORK FOR FARN WOMEN: THE STORY OF - MRARY A. HMAYO'S
PART IN RURAL SOCIAL HOVEHENTS o :
Buell, Jennie ) )

Whitcomb and Barrovs,.Bosten, Mass. 1908.

1 . ’ ¢ - . o
.
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BIBLIOGR!PHY OF WOMEN IN RURAL AREAS WORLDHIDE,
1967 - 1975

co * The foilowing is a- list of citations concerning .
women in rural areas outside the United States. It is ar-:
~ranged alphabetically by the author's last name. Where
country of origin of the publication is kmown, it is indi--
cated in, parentheses after the title. For additional items,
refer to Appendix E, "Bibliography of Bibliographies of Wom= -
en in Rural Areas," especially Buvinic, 1976.

-

,IHH RURIL 'Olll's PERCEPTIOB or DRBAN AND RURAL LIFE
(Canada)
"Abell, Helen C.

Paper presented at the Rural Sociological society Annual
neeting,1971 ! *

PULL TIME PARMERS AND WEEKERD WIVES: AN lllL!SIS-OF

~ ALTERING CONJUGAYL ROLES (Kenya) "

. Abbott, sSusan - - s
uicroforms-ERIC ED. 104 593, 20 PP- » November, 197&. o

-~ : B . . 3

" arn;cn's FOOD PRODUCERS .- ‘IMPACT ON CHANGE, RURnt WONEN .
o (Africa)’ : . A
Ekistics, 40(236):46-51, 1975,

g
3 .
4 )

‘A NULHER E O TRABALHO, CARACTERISTICAS DO TRABALHO FEMININO
. NO BPOCA ACYUAL/WONEN AND WORK,: cnangcrna:sr:cs OF FENALE
A WORK IN THE C Tg!ggg;g!_}EQCBMJPortngair’ — _
—f——~“"-“—1gia“—Férnanaa

Estudos soc1ais e Corporativos, 7: 90-112, December. 1968.

THE PUSBAYD IS THE ENPLOYER (Third Horld) T
Ahmed, W. . T .
Ceres, 8(2) 28 -31, April, 1975.




" Confederazione, Nazionale Coltivatori Dlretti Centro

' WOMEBN IR PRIMITIVE SOCIETY: A REEXAMINATION * OF THE
CROSS=CULTURAL PRINCIPLES OF TASK SEGREGATION AND SEX ROLE
DIFFERENTIATION IR THE FANILY (862 societies)
- . Aronof€, Joel and William D. Crano -
"Amevican Sociological Review, 40:12-20, Pebrnary, 1975.

. Baxter See Bindary

URBAN-RURAL DIFFEREICES IN THE REL!TIONSBIP BET'BBI HO!EN'S

EMPLOYNENT AND FPERTILITY: A PRELI!IN!R! STUDY (Egypt)
Bindary, Aziz; Colin B. Baxter and T.H. Hollingsworth
Journal of Biosocial Science 5(2):159-167, April, 1973.

IL HOVIHENTO PB!!IIILE E NELLA CONUNITA RURALE/PE!ININE
MOVEMENT -IN THE RURAL COMMUNITY (Italy)
Biondi, Guiliana and Sandra Gioria

Nazionale del Movimento Femminile, Rome, 1972, ue pps.

—
-~

INTEGRATION OF. wWon : DEVELOPHMENT: WHY, IHEﬂ;. HOW
(International) : : . -

Boserup, Ester ana Crlstina Llljencrantz

;' United Natlons Development Program Pamphlet, May, 1975.

e

‘"“fn'ounnvs ROLE IN BCO!O!IC DEVELOPHENT (International)
Boserup, Ester ' o '
St. uartln's Dress Inc., NWew York. 1970. .. — oo 00"

Bramsen See Tinker

Buntind segfgéllis- o . RV

B ZEBEDELSKHLEN! A PROBLEH JEJICH CASU/FARE WIVES ARD PROBLESS

RELATED TO THEIR WOBK® TIBE (Czecyoslovakia)

Burian, A. .
Ekonomika Zemedestvi, 9(7):208-211, 1970,
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IS THE PAMILY ESSENTILL TO THE FILIPINO? (Phlllipines)
Castillo, G.T.

‘Ceres 8 (2): 32-3&. April 1975.

Ca}on See Van Haeften

RURAL CHINESE WOMEN AND THE SOCIALIST REVOLUTION: AN INQUIRY
INTO THE ECONCMICS OF SEXIS! (China) '

Chan, A.

Journal of Contemporary Asia ‘4(2):197~ 208, 1974.

L]

CHINA: GIRLS GET BORED ON THE FARN (China)
Economist 247:35-36, April, 1973.

3

BLURRED IMAGE (Africa)

. Conde, M.
‘Ceres 8(2) 37-39, Apr11 1975.

Cran> Sée Aronoff

A

KAN LANDBRUKET KREVE LIKFSTILLING?/CAN AGRICULTURE CLAIN
EQBALITY? (Norvay)

Dahl, 1. oo ‘

Norsk Landbruk 19 16 = 17 September, 1972.

SEX RGB PATTERNS OF LABOR FORCE PARTICIPATION (40 conntries)

Denti, Ettore .
International Tabor Rev1ew, 98 {6) :525=-28 and 536=550,
Decembér, 1968. . :

" FORMATION DES - AGRICULTRICES: UN MONTAGE AUDIO-VISUAL DANS
LES VOSGES/TRAINIEG OF WOMEN raaazas- AN . AUDIO~VISUAL

ASSENBLAGE IN VOSGES (Prance)
Dentzer, M.T. ~ —~ ‘ : -
L'Information Agricole, (Darls) 035 50, Apr11 1973. L

" LE TBAVAIL DES AGRICULTRIdﬁstlﬂsl’ZE'ViENNE/ WORK OF FARM

WOMEN IN VIENNE (France) - _ -

. Dentzer, M.T. . . .
L'Information Agricole, (Paris) 450:43-45, September, 1974. .

-
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CHLNGIRG STATUS OF WOBEI IN RURAL INDIA (India)
Dhindsa, Ragwinder Kaur
. Urbana, 1968, 245 pp. -

-

STATUS OF VOHBR IN RURLLICHIIA (China)
Diamond, N.
Bulletin of Concerned ksian Scholars 7¢1: 25 32, 1975.

LA SITUATION SOCIALE DE LA PFERMIERE~-SA PARTICIPATION AU
TRAVAIL DE L'EXPLOITATIOHN/SOCIAL SITUATION OF THE WOHEK ON
_.THE FARN (Belqiul) .

Evaraet; H. . e : : . -
Brussels, 1972. '

Fleischer See Muller

\

NBKB PROMJENE PORODICE I POLOZAJA ZERE © RURlLlOJ SREDIRIb
POLJSKE/ CERTAIN CHANGES 1IN THE FANILY AND THE POSITIOU OF
- WOMEN IN RURAL POLAND (Poland)

First, Ruza . .

Scciologija Sela 6:19-20,'1967, Qan.-June, 91-97.

: GESUNDHEITLICHE SCHADIGUNGER BEI DER BAUERTN/HEALTB IIJURIES
OF THE PARHBR'S WIFE {Germany)

Celler, L. : “
Grune 98(36) 1276-1280 September, 1970.,, P

4

Gioria See Biondi

L'BVOLUTIOR DU TRLVIIL DES. PENKES EN AGRICULTURB/DEVBLODHERT
" OF WOMEN LABOR 1IN AGRICULTURE (France) .
Gregoire, F. ‘

La Vie Agrlcole de la Heuse 85:10, April, 1975.

Q y

Greﬁal ‘See Kahion

v
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EDUCATION OF RURAL VWONEN IN WEST PAKISTAN - A STOUDY 1IN
DEVELOPNMENT PRANEWORKS (Pakistan)

Hashmi, Salinma

(Lyallpur) West Pakistan Agricultural University Press,
1968. : ) A o _

Hauser See Oberwaler

SOCIOLOGICAL SURVEY OB THE SITUATION OF COURTRY WOHEN IF THE
SOUTH WESTERR TRleDANUBIAI REGION (Hungary)

dolacs, Ibolya

Keszthely, Mezogazdasagi Akademia, 47 pp., 1971.

Hollingsworth see Bindary

DIE BAUERIN IN UNSERER ZEIT/P!RH 'WONEN IN OUR TINE (Getnany)’

Ineichen, B.
- Grune, 102(23):809, June 1974.

'Jain See Sharma }

BERUPSPRUPUNG POR BAUERINNEN IN DER OSTSCHWIBZ/YOCATIONAL
PESTING FOR FARN WONEN IN EASTERN SHITZERLAND (Switzerland)
Kaderli, G.

Grune 10"(23) 812, June 197u,

THE ROLE OF THE FARNMER'S WIFPE IN DECISION-HAKING (India)
Kahlon, A.S., R. Kaur, and K. Grewal

Journal of . Research, Punjab Agrlcultural " University,
Ludhiana 10 (1) :114-119, March\{iz3 '

Kaur See Kahlon - ' -\\
AN

. ' ST N o -
DIE LANDFRAU - PARTNERIN DES POhTSCﬂRITTS/ THE FARM ‘WOHAN - -
A PARTNER IN PROGRBSS (Germany) :

Agrarsoziale Gesellschaft RAgrarsoz ges Materlalsamml 9,

August 1970.

182

129



114

LAPORAN PENJELENGGARAAN LATIHAN PENJULUHAN WANITA TARI/ .
BEPORT OF AG%ICULTUBAL EXTEESION TRAINING FOR WOMEN .
(Indonasia)

Indonesia Direktorat Penjuluhan Pertanian,
Dijkarta, March, 1972.

‘Liljencrantz See Boserup (1975)

.
o

DIE MODERNE FRIU IN DER T.ANDWIRTSCHAFPT/THE MODERN WIFE IN
AGRICULTURE (Germany)

Agrarsoziale  Gesellschaft Agrarsoz ges Materialsamnml
90 35 =36, April 1970. : -

)

HItABBBITBRAUS-UlD:WEITERBILDUNG AN BEISPIEL DER ZIELGRUPPE
ORTSBAUERINNEN/COOPERATIVE TRAINING AND FURTHER EDUCATION
WITH THE EXARPLE OF THE WOHEN'S FARNER GROUP (Germany)
Oberwaler, L. and M. Hauser

Forderungsdienst 22(7):229-242, July 1974.

INTEGRATING WOMEN INTO DEVELOPMENT (International) '
World Bank Pamphlet :
Washington, D.C.

)

ISPOLYZOVANIE ZHENSKOGO TRUDA V NARODNON -KHOZIAISTVE/
UTILIZATION OF THE WORK OF WOMEN IN THE KATIONAL ECONOMY
(Soviet Union) 1 _ .
.Mikhailiuk, Valentina Borisovna .

Moskva: "Ekonnomika" 149 pp. 1970.

DIE FRAU 'IN DER SOZIALISTI?CHEN LANDWIRTSCHAFT/THE WOMEN Il
SOCIALIST FARHMING (East Germany)

Muller, I., K. Fleischer, and H. Reichel
Kooperation 9(4):165-168, april 1975.

NETWORK FOR SURVIVAL (Kenya)
Nelson, N.

" Ceres 8(2): 42-45, April 1975.

DIE HITARBBiT DER BAUERIN IM BETRIEB/CONTRIBUTION dP THE

- FARMER'S WIFE ON THE FBR! (Germany)

Nussbaumer, ‘J. <
Grune,. 97(7/2):239-2&3, February_1969.
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CONTEXT AND POSTURE: NOTES OR SOCIO=-ULTURAL ASPECTS OF
WONEN'S ROLES AND FANMILY POJ.ICY Il CONTBHPORARY CUBA (Cuba)
Oleson, Virginia

Journal of Marriage and the Family, 33 548-560, August 1971.

‘e

'KOBIETA =-: CO TRZECIN PRACOWNIKIEN PRZEMYSLU ZBOZOWO- -

HLYNARSCKIEGO/EVERY THIRD WORKER 1IN THE GRAIN MILLING
INDUSTRY IS A WOMAN (Poland)

Osicki, E. and K. Rasosz

Przeglad Zbozowo MIWnarskl 16 (5) :10-12, March 1972.

. VLIYANIYE NoOVOI PROIZVODSTVfNNOI ROLI. ZHENSHCHINY NA YEE
POLOZHENIYE V SENYE/THE INFLUENCE OF THE NEW ROLE OF WOMEN
IN PRODUCTION ON THEIR POSITION IN THE PAMILY (Soviet Union) .

Ostapenko, I.V.
Sovetskcya Etnografla 46 (5):95-102, Sept.-Oct. 1971.

S

PARTICIPATION OF - WOMEN £ IN RURAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS
(International) ~ -

Food and Agr1cu1ture~ Organization of the United . Nationmns,

Rome, 1973.

\

IL RUOLO DELLA DONNA NELL®AZIENDA AGRICOLA/THE WOMEN'S ROLE

ON THE FARM (Italy)
Inberciadori, F.P..
R1v1sta Storica Agrlcoltore 1u(1) 121~ 1uu, April 1974.

= DIE ARBEIT 'DER FRAU IN LANDWIRTSCHAFTLICHEN NEBEN-UND

ZUEBRBRBSBETRIBBEN/WORK CF WOMEN IN SUBSIDT!RY‘AND PART-TIHE
FARMS (Germany)
Potthoff, H.

Forderungsdlenst 18 (6) : 1.94-19% » June 1970.
) 4

A

DIE SUZIALE UND EKONOMISCHE SITUATION DER BAUERINNEN IN DEN

"LANDWIRTSCHAFTLICHEN PFAMILIENBETRIEBERN DER BUNDESREPUBLIK
"DEUTSCHLAND/THE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC SITUATION OF FARM WOMEN .

ON FANILY FARNS OF THE PEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERHAK! (Ge*many)
Potthoff, H.

.Forderungsdlenst 18(2) u7-56, February 1970.

.

'THE INVISIBLE WOMAN (Third worla) .

Presvelou, C. . ) .
Ceres, 8(2):50-53, April 1975.°
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PATICIPACAO DA MULHER NO MERCADO DE TR!BALHO/P!RTICIPATIOR
OF WOMEN IN THE LABOR HMARKET (Brazil) .
Rabello, Sylvio ¢ -
Instituto Joaquim Nabeco de ‘Pesquisas Sociais, Recife 19%35

1&9 pPP. | | y . ' 6

Radosz See Osicki T ' : R—

LY e -

Reichel See Mull2r _ o

S THE ROLE OP WONEN IN BURAL DEVELOP!ERT (International)
Food and Agriculture Organization of +the United Nations,
Rome, 1975. : . : ),

VENEZUELA DEMONSTRADORA DEL HOGAR-EXANPLE OF WOMEN 1IN
./ NONFORHAL RURAL EDUCATIOR (Venezuela) :
Ruddle, Kenneth " . o
Community Development Journal 9(2):140, 1974. ¢ , ,

N od

WOMEN 1IN RURAL CHINA-RORK PATTERN§ AND PERTILITY GOALS
- (China) ‘ % N .
Salaff, Janet ¢ . ' a _ v
‘Paper presented at . the Annual Meeting of +the American
Psychological Association, August 1974. o o

LA. PARTICIPACION DE LA ESPOSA CAMPESINA EN LA TOMA DE
DECISIONES Y EN LA PRODUCCION 'AGROPECUARIA/PARTICIPATION OF
THE RORAL WONMAR IR HAKIIG -DECISIONS IN AGRICULTURAL
PRODUCTION (Mexico) " -
Salviaro, Faria and Nino Velazquez . v . ) .
Agrociencia 12:57-68, 1973. '

v

- DIE MITARBEIT DER BAUERIN 'IN DER AUSSENWIRTSCHAFT/THE SHARE
OF THE FARHER'S WIFE IN FIELD WORK ' : '
Schewczik, Richard
Wien, 1971. . -

- WOMEN AND FANILY IN 'RURAL TAIWAN (Talwan) o
’ " Schroder, D. ° .
_ American Anthropologlst 77(N 117, 1975.




ATTITUDES OF PUNJABI. RURAL WONEN TOWARDS SOME PAMILY
PLANNING !ﬂlSUR!§/fﬂ’/” . S
‘ sharma, M.L.—and K. Jain :
Jab Agricultural Dniversity Journal of Research

,’)uh .
__—"" 8(2):252-256, June 1971.

A NOTE ON RESEARCH INTO THE USE OP FEMALE LABOR 1IN SIERRA®
LEONE. AGRICULTURE (Sierra Leone)
Spencer, Dunstran

Njala Univer51ty College, Paper.

3

N

°

‘e i ia
PBR UN NUQVO RUQLp DBLLA DONEA !ELL'AZIEhbl AGRICOLD/A NEW
ROLE OF THE WOMAN IN AN AGRICULTURAL FARM (Italy)
a Stignani, R. M. .
T L'Agrlcoltore Ferrarese 74 (10): 196-200, October' 1970.

WONEW AND woaLD(:manopu’ElT“(c’:onection of essays)
Tinker, Irene and Michele Bo Bramsen, Eds.

0verseas Development Council, 1976.

’ ENGULFED IN HYTHS (Central lmerica)
Torricelli, D.G. ' . .
_Ceres 8(2):46-49, April’ 1975.

NOHE ELEHENT! POZYCJi "SPOLECZNEJ KOBIETY . WIEJSKIEJ/NEW
ELEMENTS OF THE SOCIAL -POSITION OF THE COUNTRY WONER -
(Poland) ’ e ; :

~ Tryfan, Barbara

Kultura i ‘Spoleczenstwo- 12(2) 123-13a April-June 1968.

'HOMTN AND PAMILY IN RURAL TAIWAR (Taiwan)
Tsarumi, E. '

International Journal of Comparative 50c1ology 15(3-&) 456,\_
1974, )

e -

LT SUGGESTIONS TO ENHANCE THE ROLE AND STATUS "d¥ THE RUBAL
- WONEN OF, BOLIVIA (Bollvia)
Turner,; Jane C B '
Dnited States Aiéﬂ;y-for.lnternational Qeyelogmeﬁt, Bolivia.
' ' | T e ' re

\ A . .l

~

<
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) LJ’STRATBGL PLPER POR IBTEG ATING LES° DEVELOPED COUHTR!
*.y'BURAL WONEN INTO. THEIR NATIONAL ECONONIES (International) _
“Van - Haeften, Roberta ‘K. and Douglas D. Caton c
Agency for International Development Washlngton, p.C. =~ -

c.-_:‘.;. SR ) ) . ) ..\

.fpyeianuEi :Seeﬁselviano : fo o L v
; R \.,A’_' ) \‘ . o Lo . .

.

PARDA/A STUD! OF lUSLI! UOHEI'S LIFB IR HORTBERN INDIA
A ':Vreede-de ‘Stuers, .Cora '
RSO Assen (Netherlands)=Van Gorcum, 1968 128 pp.

R . . ?’ f . a

JMQ . THB BOLB OP ’WOHBN IN AGRICULTUR!L; CHANGE IN SARAWAK
: 1959-1964 (Sarawak) 2 I R T e
Wallls, H. M, " o - T
'fw In: Buntlng, A H., Change 1n Agrlculture, 677-685, 1970.

) \

WOHEN AND TBCBNOLOGI In DEVELOPIIG COUNTRIES (Third world)
Ward,\Barbara E. o '
Impact of sc1ence on Soc1ety 20(1) 93-1ou Januaryﬁharch
1970. "= . _ ST : . s

A

<

HOHEN AID THE Pl!ILI Il RUR!L TlIHAl (Taivan)
. " .. Wolf, Margery. .
o Stanford Unlver51ty Press, 1972 235 pp. - o

wongn IN DEVBLOPHENT (International) "
Pamphlet of - the Agency for Tnternatlonal Development

Q.
- . -~

WOHEN OF APRICA-TODL! AND TO!ORROH (Africa)
Un1ted Nat1ona1 Women's Program 1975 booklet

e . . R - L ‘
N 'OHBN'SﬁRCLE IN FUTURE DEVELOPNENT (International) i :
i . literacy work_u(3):1-26, January-March 1975. L o

LN
h_,

, TEE WORLD POOD PBOGBA!BE AHD UOHEN'S JINVOLVB!EUTA'IN
: DBVELOP!EBT (International) . o
e T The Food ..and Agricultural Organlzatlon of the United -
SR Natrons,“1975. i . N o LT = W

-

> ”~ . N . [
* . . ] '

HBHBN AND AGRlCULTURAL PRODUCTIOR IN !USLI! SOCIETIBS
Youssef, Nadia H. , r./
. Paper presented for the Semlnar on "Prospects for GHdowth in
Rural Societies: With. or Without .Women," Princeton, New
- Jersey, December, 1974. ’ : :

~
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BIBLICGRAPHIC ADDENDUH _ g

The following list consists of entries arrangednalpha-

e ey

'.ﬁ,/’

. .l . ,\i.‘\‘k
‘Cornell, 1945, o Lo ,2//{ '\{
] : . ot ;
N 1 > O . .~\\; ‘ . e /

HARKETING OF FARK PRODUCTS BY FARM WOMEN

betlcally by the author's last mname which—are—not—included——-——
ir the previous sections for varidbus reasons. Some do not _

. fit the .specific-requirements for the earlier sections, but ’
are closely related to the topic of rural women. Some are

' unpubllshed papers. Others could not be located although in

- *.some cases this may be due to-the fact that the original re- -
_ference was 1ncomp1ete or iréorrect. Others are.articles
"that are "deadends." - Approprlate comments :follow the en--
‘tries. Where no comment is made, it indicates a related ar- = -
ticle. corrections and additions to this list or the previ--:

ous bibliographies are welcome and will be added to a compu-
terlzed master list f11e.' Send to:

Id

Bl
:3

v . ) K

Bibllography of Women in Rural Areas

Department of Ag:lcnltural Econonmics and ﬁural 50ciology
Weaver Building 4 .

The Pennsylvania state Oniversity N
University Park, Pennsylvania 16802.

American Farnm Bureau’ Federation Survey of eleven states. .
Chlcago, June’ 1932 - 18 pp. -

(e v

Could not locate.-

PARH tOOPBRATIVBS AND FlRu HOHEI S )
Anderson, W.l. ~ . ' !

l/l ) o o V“‘./V@ /_/ .;/./ )
» Could noE‘logate. g -!/’{\L;)w /7A/{

m/t),/'/

FARM WOHEN AND THF SERVTCES OF A FPARMER'S COOPERLTIVE 1 CE

Mo e
> Anderson, W.A. - o _ RINE N
.. Cornell, 1945. - . . ‘ A

£y

-~ Ccould not locate.
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APPLICATION OF LABOR LEGISL&TIOE TO . THE PRUIT AND VEGBTABLE
CIRNING AND PRBSFRVIHG INDUSTRIES
R Bulletin of the ‘Women's Bureau #176, U.S. Department ofu
if—-o ' labor, Mashington, D.C., 19&0. '

.+ -Documents the Women's Bureau act1v1t1es in upgrad-
= + 'ing conditions in the canning industry. Women
wvere the major labpr force for processors.. S
’iRQUSTRIiL AND OCCUPATIONAL DISTRIBUTION OF CHICANA WORKERS
Arroyo, L.E. L _—
Aztlan #4:343-382, Fall, 1973.

Could not locate.

CHARACTERISTICS OF FAMILIES ON SMALL PARMS
Bauder, Ward W. :
Bulletln 6&&, June 1956

'HBASUR§HBNT”0F FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS IN FARN FAMILIES OF
CENTRAL  NEW YORK _ e

Beers, H.W.
Cornell University Agrlcultural Experlment Statlon nem01r

’ 183, Ithaca, 1935.

"CANONICAL ANALYSIS OF FARM SATISFACTION DATA . -
Bharadwa j, Lakshmi and Eugene A. Wilkening - = . B
Rural Sociology 38:159-173, Summer 1973. - -~ -

THE SPIRIT AND PHILOSOPEY OF EXTENSION WORK R T

Bliss,. R.K. (ed.) R : o e N

Epsilon Sigma Phi ¥ oo S '-'*-usz : m

: o : . . o

Includes: "Exten51qn Work wlth WOmen-Ite Place _{
and Importance”, .p. €3 and’ "Home Demonstratlon : \
Work=Its Beglnnlngs," p. 66., o ¢

THE BOOK OF RURAL LI?E .

"(10.-volume encyclopedia .0f rural life) o : o

Vol. 10: 6070 -79, 1925 1nc1udes “"The wOman Farmer",' ~ e Ce

o

Could not locate.'




]
..'/

'CR[TICAL PROBLEHS OF YOUNC FA!ILIES IN GETTIIG ESTABLISBED
IN FARMINGC

. Bradford, derence A. _ ,
Journal of Farm Economics, 35,;195u. -

. ....__..: . /\\ .- . = Ay

) . ;o ! ' ’
s o K : . . S .

OPINIONS OF TEXAS VOCATIONAL DIRECTORS ON EMPLOYING
WONEN VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE TE!CHERS :

Brown, H.D. : o
'Agricultural Educatlon u7(2) 36 August 197u& ot

a .

‘THE PAR! PAFIL! IN A KENTUCKY HOUNTAIN NEIGHBORHOOD

Brcwn, James’ S.

Kentucky Agricultural Experlment statlon o . '

‘ Unlver51ty of Kentucky, Lexlngton, Bullet;n'587, August 1952.

THE FAHIL! GROUP IN A KﬁNTUCKY HOUNTAIN FARHING COHHUHIT!
Brown, James ‘S.

Kentucky Agricultural Experiment Statlon, Unlver51ty of
Kentucky, Lexington. .

. COMPARATIVE -TOWN MEETINGS: -A SEARCH FOR CAUSATIVE MODELS '
OF. PEHININE INVOLVENMENT IN POLITICS WITH NEW OPERATIONAL
DEFINITIOKS. OF A HELL CALLOUSED DEPENDENRT VARIABLE
Bryan, Frank M.
ERICT 1975...,

AN

,\w f\ _

ANOMIE, ALIENATI AnD ASPIRATIOBS AHONG uIDDLE CLASS WOHEN
.Burgess, M, Elai \
Unlver51ty of Kansas

Could not locate.. -
) . - \ K

. . \\
THE AMERICAN WOMAN,HER CHANGING SOCIAL, ECONOMIC - ff*%i,

POLITICAL ROLES, 1920-1970 | e L

Chafe, William Henry - o S

Nev York oOxford U. Press xiii, 1972, 351 pages. i
s

e _ o méf;f‘

ronsofrzn HOMER oo — v P

Civil Rights Dlgest 6 66- 8], sﬁrlng 1974,

Could not locater
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e

.WOBEH AT WORK OUTDOORS {Labory Force)
Cross, J. ~

0.S. Soil tonservatlpn Service

Soil Conservatlon 39 (11) 9-10, . June 1974.

f Lo .2

e -/ "NEW DISHBS TRIED BY SHALL TOWN HOHEH!KERS IN 195“ AS

L COMPARED WITH 1943 _ , _ .
Dickens, Dorothy ) ' E '
-Rural Sociology 21:295-297 195€6. - :

‘An example of r1d1culous articles-bdrliehedjabodt'

rural women.

I

WONEN, WORK AND PROTEST IN THE EARLY LOWELL MILILS:
‘"THE OPPRESSING HAND OF lVARICE UOULD EUSLAVE Us
~Dublin, T. . :

"Labor Hlstory 16:99- 116, W1nter.1975-

HOHEN, A CONTIRUING SOURCE OF FARN LABOR v o
Pagln, Irene _
Hashlngton, D.C., March 1947,

\/Vﬁ ,
AV/ncbmplete reference, could not locate. .
-’,-..\ -‘.- ) N /'?—" 2
S . . . ) ~p -.,‘/ -

THE SUCCESSFUL FAMILY }
. Ford, Helen W. ' L
Kansas. State College Bulletln 16 7 ©.July 1932.°
. N o \ A .
Coudd not locate. ' '

- . ~.

' NEW WONAN; CHANGING VIEWS-OF wonnx 1N THE 1920's,.
Freedman, E.B. h
Journal of Amerlcan Hlstory 61 372-393, Summer 197&._

A o Ana1y51s of women after the rlght to vote was won.

1

_VALUE OF A wounn's WORK IN THE FARn nOnE"” L
Funk, Warren C.. ~ :
" Farm Management MontHly 3(&) 1u2, Apr11 1915.

Could not locate.
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,'IH!GBS OP AHERICAN RURAL EOHER IN THE NOVEL

- Goodman, -Charlotte " .-

University of nlchigan Papers in Women's Studles,
1:57=70, June, 1975. T

WONAN'S NEW PLACE ON THE FARE
Heuser, L.

Proceedings of the Annual Conventlon of Natlonal Peach
Counc11 32D:114-119, 1973.

Tho

Could not locate._

WONEN®'S OCCUPATIONS THROUGH SEVER DECADES
Hook, Janet W. |, ' :
U «Se Women s Bureau Bulletln #218, Hashlngton, D C., 1947.

\

WOMEN IN THE WORLD: L COMPARATIVE STUDY
Iglitizin, Lynne B. - » S -

Incomplete citation.

-AGRIBUSINESS MEN AND WOBEI
Jones, F.I.,.

ACE (Amerlcan Assoc;atlon of Agrlcultural College Edltors)
5S4 (u) 66 81, December 1971

, T

- .'HOB WOMEN HELP' TBBIR FnRHER «COOPS - SO
-LeBeau, ‘Oscar R. .
U.S. Farmer CooperatlveCSerV1ce C1rcu1ar 15, U.S. Government
Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 1956. - : -

Could not locate.
WOHEN" A" DEHOGR!PHIC, SOCIBL lND BCONOHIC PRESENTATION

‘ Linden, Fabian and Axel
N Conference Board, Inc., New: York 1973. -

HOW FPAMILY LABOR AFFECTS WISCONSIN FLRBING

Long, Erwvin, and Parsons .

.Madison: Wisconpsin Agrlcultural Experlment Station
Bulletln 167, 1950. ; v oo

- Could not locate.
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' JOBS NO: LONGER "POR BEN OBL!"
Madigan, V.J.
"Pacific Bank and Bus1ness 63(5) 2u 25, October 1973.

- .
'

Cquld not locate.

. THE EMPLOYMENT OF WOMEN IN THE PIIBAPPLE CAHNERIES OP HAWAII
Manning, Caroline - el
Bulletin of . the Women#s/ﬁuf’&n, Rc. 82, U. S. Department of

I

T iﬁborLﬁgasthgton1 -“b.c. . . -

‘DBIB!'TRAINIHG POR’BUBAL WOMEN i ‘ i
Marsden, A.W.. .
Indian Dalryman 2&(10) 257 -260, October 1972.

 NEIGHBOR AND KIN .
Matthews, Elinor M. - ‘ s
Vanderbilt University.

? Could not 1ocete. Looks at a uiddle Tennessee
b Hill Community. S ;

MANY SISTERS: WOMEN IPF CROSS-CULTTRAL PERSPECTIVE |
Matthiasson, Carolyn J. (ed.) ;
Free Press, 1974. _ : -

v ' ) . " Could not locate.-

AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION PROGRAN IN THE UNITED STATES -~ WOMEN
GRADUATES, STUDENT TEACHING, TEACHING OBSERVATION AND"~
SUBJECT MATTER SPECIALIZATIORN _ ;
" McMillién, Martin B. et al. 4 4
“Dept. of Agr1cu1tura1 Educatlon, Unlver51ty of ulnnesota,
‘St. Paul, 1971. ' : . o S )

THE. BBERICAN PABB WOMAN AS SHE SEES HERSELF

Mitchell, Edward Bedinger . .
U0.S. Department of Agriculture Yearbook, 1914, washingtony
-D.C.,.311- 318, A915. ‘ .

o~ 1
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THE ‘SOCIAL- AND .ECONOMIC CHLRLCTERISTICS OF WOMEN IN VIRGINIA:
"THE LABOR MARKET STATUS OF RURAL WOMEN )

- Moody, Barbara J.

-fPaper presented at the seminar on "Prospects for Growth in
Rural Societies: With or Without Active Participation of

R WOmen," Princeton, N. J., December 1974.

Results'suggest lack of employment opportun1t1es

for females in the sample (women in four counties

as compared . to statewide figures) and that rural
women are more adversely affected by social ard
demographic factors; than females in -the state as a o
whole. Variables include marital status, ag3, '
nunber of children and education.

TRAINED ARNY" OF 'YOUNG FARM WOMEN READY FOR VICTORY DRIVE IN.
~ BATTLE OF FOOD PRODUCTION

-National Farm Youth Foundation

Dearborn, Michigan, c. 1942, 11 pp.

>~ Could not-locate.‘
. -

UOﬁEN, A COETIRUIRG SOURCE OF FARK LLBOR
Peck, Ruth J.
 U.S. Extension Service, March 19u47.

.

S FAMILY PLANRING AMONG RURAL AND URBAN WOMEN
’ - Ptiaktep, P.
T Journal of Studies in Family Planning U(229), 1973.

‘Could n\t locate.

~,

EFFECTS OF FARH OWBERSHIP ON RURBL FANTLY LIFE
Roberts, Harry W.
Social Forces 24, 19&5-&6.

«Could not locate.

3 .
FUNCTIONAL ORIERTATIO! OF ﬂISCORSIR.PnRH WONEN TOWARDS
MASS MEDIA :
Ross, John E. and Lloyd R. Bostian
Madison: University of Wisconsin Department of- Agricultural
Journalism, Bulletin 33, 1965. :

- Could not locate.-~ "f
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' URBAN LIFZ AND BREAST FEEDING: A SOCIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS
Rutzen, . Eobert ' : )
Sociological Symposium 8:.5~72, Spring 1972.

-

on breast feeding. Exposure to urban society w
associated. with .decrease in trad1t10na1 brea
feeding. ‘

‘Explores impact of urban ‘versus rural life stYlg;{
a
st

THE ADVANTAGES OF FARN LIFE

Sawtelle, Emily Hoag LT .

Digest of an urpublished manuscrlpt Washington, D.C., 1924,
29 pp. ' . L '

a ‘study of correspondence and interfviews with -
eight thousand farm women. Ldécated in the Nation-
al Agricultural Library. C

WOMEN IN AGRICULTURE ST .
..Scott-Kemmis, D. '
Agricultural Gazette of New SOuth Wales 85(2) 5, Aprll 197u

This is a two paragraph note about * two women who
have a farm in New South Wales.

BELPHATE FOR unn IlDEED- THE IHAGE OF THE FRONTIER WOMAN
\ Stoeltje, Boho
- Journal of American: Folklore 88 25-&1, January 1975

.Good hlstorlcal reference.

A 'PRELININARY ANALYSIS OF FACTORS RELATED TO SEX-ROLE
IDEOLOGY AMONG RURAL-ORIGIN 1"'EEALES

Stokes, C.S. and F.K. Willits .

Paper presented at the annual meeting.of the ‘Rural
SocioXogical Society, Montreal, Canada, August, 1974. Penn
State Tniversity, Department of Rural Sociology. '

- REPORT ON RURAL-URBAN WOMEN'S CONFPERENCE

Thigpen, Mary J.

OUnited States Department of Agrlculture, Farm Securlty
rAdmlnlstratlon, Washlngton, 1939..

Himeographed report of a conference, April 13-3&}
1939. Could not locate. . .
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: UNREALISTIC ‘DEVELOPMENT OF FRANFS OF ASPIRLTION!L RBPERENCE
-OF RURAL  NEGRO AND WHITZ GIRLS: - A REFUTATION OF POPULAR .
. THEORY . . : e '
' Thomas, ‘Katheryn ‘Ann ' '
Texas A, and M University, College Statlon, Texas
‘Agricultural Experiment station, ‘August- 1971.
' Focuses on g1rls from rural east TeXas.
_ : . ",

~

"WOMEN IR TODA!'S HORLD :

Trotter, V. . ‘
American Cooperataves, Amerlcan Institute of Cooperat1ves,
157~ 169’ 1974, -

Could not locate. e

BLISHED SOURCES OF INFOR!ATIOI ABOUT Pan WGHEN

e, Alfred Charles.

(ssociation of American AgriCultural.Colleges and
‘Experiment Stations, Proceedlngs of the 30th Annual
Convention, 1916, PpP- 40~-107, Burllngton, Vermont, 1917.  *

Could not locate.
\

HOW THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OP AGRICULTURE CAN BETTER !BET THE
NEEDS  OF FARN HOUSEWIVES

U.S. Departmant of Agriculture, report ‘number 103 U.S.
Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 1915.

: Could not' ocate.

a

WOMEN FARM IORKERQ}\THE 1943 smon! OF THE wouzn's LARD ARn!
OF THE U.S. CROP CORPS
U.S. Extension Serv1qe, Washlngton, D C. 1943.

\

THE FARMER®S WIPE HELP§\HIN THE WAR .
U.S. Farnm Securlty Administration, Washlngton, D C.,
June 19&5 8 pp.

Ccould not.locate, ' \\- . '~ .

"GDIDBS ‘FOR WARTIHB USE OF HOHEN ON FARES
U.S. Women's Bureau, Special Bulletin ‘Number 8, D.S.
Government Pr1nt1ng Office, Washlngton, D.C.,’ 19&2.
\‘ Y )
Could not locate. \
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Bl .‘OHER AND 'ARTI!B FARR WORK, A Study of Blght Hidwest
PR States

R Valentine, Prancis V.

Washington, D.C., 1944, 18 pp.

S Coﬁld.notH16C§te.-

THE - PARN WO!AN'S PROBLEHS ‘
Ward, Florence E. .
U0.S. Government Prlntlng OfflCe, Washlngton, D.C.,..71920.

Could not locate.

'WOMEN'S EMPLOYNENT IN VEGETABLE CANNERIES IN DELAWARE
Bulletin of the Womén's Bureau No. ,62, U. S. Department
of Labor, Washlngton, D.C., .1927. . o

©

JONEN IN THE PRUIT-GROﬁIId.lleCAllIDG INDUSTRIES IN THE

STATE OF WASHINGTON: - A STUDY OF HOURS, WAGES AND CONDITIONS-. ~

Bulletin of the Women's Bureau No. 47, U.S. Department of
- Labor, Washington! D.C., 1926. -~ ~ : . |
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° - . BIBLIOGRAPHY OF' BIBLIOGRAPHIES OF
g 'WOMEN IN RURAL AREAS: .

" WOMEN AED WORLD DEVELOPMENT--AN ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY . -
Buvinic, Mayra

. American Assoc1at1on for the Advancement of Science
.0verseas Development Council, March, 1976. "
e 1976-1977 CATALOG BIBLIOGRAPHY ON THE APPALACBIAN SOUTH
- {Includes a section on 'MOUNTAIN WOMEN) - .
- Council of the S6uthern Mountains Bookstore,
o ;.  CPO: 2307 Berea, KY aouo3., :

¢ WONEN IN RUR!L SOCIBT!-‘A! AHHOTATBD BIBLIOGRAPHY »

‘ 'Kestner, Jean. - _ <

T e Commonwealth Bureau of Agrlcultural Economlcs,
: Oxford, uarch, 1972. .

]

o » Includes entries puolished "~ between _the years - -
M . % 1967-1971. e E . _

l‘ R . . o »\
WOMEN IN THEIR SOCIETY: A -SELECTED BIBLIOGRAPHY OF
"PAKISTAN AND OTHER ISLAHIC COUlTRIEs ‘ -
Mayo, Molly- '
Ford Foundation, Iglamebad, Paklstan, January, 1976.'

WO!EN AED THE APPLACHIA! REGIOl' l BIBLIOG?APB! "
Hlelke, David M.

. The Center for Contlnulng Education, Appalachlan
State ' University, Boone, North tarolina, October, 1976.

- - R ) . hd . . ~

o RURAL'WOHBR WORKERS 1IN THE ZOTB'CBﬁTURY:
- AN ANHO!A!ED BIBLIOGRAPHY.- ~ '
- Moser;’ Collette and Deborah Johmson

Center fow Rural Manpower, and Public Affairs, o)

N - Special Paper ‘No. 15, Michigan State University, ,
. ¢ East Lan51ng, chhigan, August, 1973. , i .
i N ’ - |
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Periodicals Concerning Women in Rural America
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FARF WIFE NEWS
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202. a ' S C

- MOUNTAIN LIrn'ann"wonx

PEbeDiCALS CONCERNING WOMEN IN RURAL AMERICA

A.  General
: )

" ANERICAN  AGRI-WOMEN IE‘SLETTER

7907 01d Naches Road s
Naches, Washington 98937, - . .

COUNTRY WOMEN = L C e
Box -.51 E s

‘Albion, california 95410. -

Suite 42 -
733 N. Van Buren

The Magazine of the Appalachian SOuth
Council of the Southern Mountains

Draver N o -
Clintwood, Virginia 24228,

RURAL ANERICA .
Dupont Circle Bldg. - - °

1346 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036.

o

‘THE WOMAN'S NATIONAL MAGAZINE

The Woman's National Farm and Garden Association, Tnc..
Birminghanm, chhlgwn

-

B. Historically, perlodlcals associated w1th the A55001ated
Country Women of the World :

WHAT THE COUNTB! WOMEN OF THE WORLD ARE DOING
Chapman and Hall Ltd., Lcndon, c1930. "

152
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. THE COUNTRYWOMAN .
. Associated Country Women of the World, London, 1939-1955.

» COUNTRY GENTLEWOMAN'S LEAGUE
. lLane,. Laura and Sara Bulette .

“Records, Reports and Papers of the ACWW, 1936-1955.

i L o

‘e
.

c. Perlod1c§1 assoc1ated with th Women'S'Land‘Army,
United States e\ﬂ
-\

2

" YHE PARNERETTE - | « .
Camp standards committee of the Women's Land Army of America, .

New York,,1918.~ . S

4

D." Periodical which later joined with Farm Journal

FARNER'S WIFE
Webb \Publishing Company
St. ul, Minnesota e

'Operated_uhtil 1939.

. " 153
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Corrections for the Bibliography may be sent to.

: Bibliography of Wbmen in Rural Areas TSI
_fDepartment of Agricultural Economics and Rural Sociology TR

SRR Weaver Building: '\ . - _ e
TR The Pennsylvania State University _ T
T iﬁ" : University Park,,PA. , l6802 e S
D S D N T
. \_ = f . ..'\n :"-3:_:. ’ ¥
}f ,Funds for.the research have been provi&éd by the Pennsylvania .
L - Agrieultural Experiment Station under-the auspices
%% . .. v of Project 2097 , ‘ . -
4 fi ‘s :’.'. ‘- ‘ ' ‘ . ..l. 1}
’ . . ! e ..' .
'The Pennsylvania Agricultural Experiment Station offers research ‘
rograms and materials without regard‘to race, color, or national origin
<« ¥ —"ﬁle R
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