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AMONG THE EMPLOYED IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 1960. 22.6% WERE
OCCUPYING WHITE-COLLAR J0BS. WHITE-COLLAR.OCCUPATIONS, AS DEFINED BY
THE BUREAU. OF THE CENSUSe INCLUDE PROFESSIONAL ‘AND_TECHNICAL WORKERS,
MANAGERS, . OFFICIALS AND PROPRIETORS,. AND CLERICAL AND. SALES WORKERS.
IN 1960: 41.1% OF _ALL EMPLOYED PERSONS . IN THE UNITED STATES OCCUPIED
WHITE-COLLAR JOBSy A PROPORTION LARGER THAN THAT WHICH EXISTED IN THE
COUNTY AT THE SAME.TIME. . _ .. .. . .. - - — 3

TAKING THE PRUPDRIIGN OCCUPYING BLUE-CULLAR JOBS AS THE CUHPLEHENT
OF THE PROPORTION WORKING IN WHITE-COLLAR_OCCUPATIONS, EIGHVY-EIGHT .
PERCENT OF ALL THE COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATES SHOWED A LESSER_ .
PERCENTAGE OF EMPLOYED PERSONS IN THE BLUE_COLLAR CATEGORY_THAN .
CHESTERFIELD COUNTY. NO DIRECT. INFERENCE CAN BE MADE, HOWEVER, THAT A
LOCALITY_IS POOR BECAUSE_THE LEVEL QF BLUE-COLLAR WORKERS IS 3
COMPARATIVELY HIGH. FURTHER QUALIFICATIONS WOULD BE NECESSARY TO SHOMW
THE EXISTENCE WITHIN THE LABOR FORCE OF A PREDOHINANCE OF UNSKILLED,
DOMESTIC, AND LOW-PAID SERVICE NURKERS»

ANOTHER RELEVANT ASPECT OF THE LABOR FORCE IS ITS PROPORTION OF
MALESs WHICH FELL TO 66.5% IN 1960 FROM 82.3% IN 1950, IN CHESTERFIELD
COUNTY. IN THE UNITED STATES AS_A WHOLE, THE PROPORTION OF MALES IN
- THE _LABOR FORCE_ALSQO. DROPPED, MOVING _EROM.78.7% IN 1950 10 67.2% IN.
1960-. A CONTINUING INCREASE IN THE PROPORTION OF WOMEN IN THE
POPULATION AND. OF WOMEN WORKING CONTRIBUTED TO THIS NATIONAL . TREND.
MORE CURRENTLY, _AS OF MARCH, 1966; ONLY 64.3% OF THE NATIONS LABOR
FORCE _WAS . HALEo o s e i e 8 g  GRIE sy S - 3UH
IN 19601 21.0! OF EHPLOYED PERSONS RESID!NG IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY
WORKED OUTSIDE THE COUNTY, A HIGHER PROPORTI(QN THAN THE COMPARABLE
NATIONWIDE FIGURE OF 13.9% FOR ALL PERSUNS HORKING QUTSIDE THEIR
COUNTY IN THE SAME YEAR. S L : 4 1
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.. A FARM 1S DEFINED BY THE UNITED STATES CENSUS BUREAU AS A PLACE
COMPRISING AT LEAST 10 ACRES OF LAND DEVOTED .TO FARMING OR SELLING AT
LEAST $50. WORTH. OF AGRICULTURAL PRGDUCTS ANNUALLY» N :
- ACCORDI&G TO THIS DEFKKITIONo ZeOO? FARHS HERE ENUHERATED IN
CHESTERFIELD COUNTY; _IN 1959 BY THE QUINQUENNIAL CENSUS OF
AGRICULTURE. THE NUMBER.OF FARMS FELL BETWEEN 1954 AND . 1959o FOR EACH
FARH IN 1954, THERE WERE 0.9 FARHS IN. 19599 i aen 1R S A6 S A 1% 4l o8

SHALL FARHSs THOSE PLACES SELL!NG HORE THAN 550 OF AGRICULTURAL
PRODUCTS _A YEARy YET COMPRISING LESS _THAN LO ACRES OF FARMLAND, 2
ACCOUNTED FOR 4.0% OF ALL FARMS IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 1959. It
COMPARISON, THE PROPORTION OF SMALL FARMS TO ALL FARMS IN THE UNITED
STATES IN 1959 STOOD _HIGHER,; AX 6o52. : 3

FARM SlZE IN THE COUNTY AVERAGED 128 ACRES IN 1959, SHOWING PL ACES
GENERALLY SMALLER THAN.THE AVERAGE FARM IN THE UNITED STATES, WHI
MEASURED 303 ACRES IN.1959. ... .. .. e gis

. IN THE UNITED SIATES OVER.THE LAST THWENTY YEARSy THERE HAS BEEN A
CONTINUING DOWNWARD TREND .IN.THE. TOTAL POPULATION RESIDING ON FARMS
AND IN THE PERCENTAGE.OF LAND DEVOTED TO FARMING. AT THE SAME TIME,
THE AVERAGE ACREAGE AND VALUE OF FARMS HAS RISEN. :THESE TRENDS ARE
IMPORTANT COMPONENTS OF THE INCREASE. IN URBAN_AND SEMI-RURAL POOR
POPULATIONS FOLLOWING DISPLACEMENT OF YHE SMALL .FARMER BY .LARGE SCALE
OPERATIONS AND.-THE ECONOMIC HARDSHIP WROUGHT THEREBY. . .. .

. THE PROPORTION OF .LAND_IN FARMS IN THE UNITED STATES necaeassb
FROM 51.0% IN 1954 TO 49.5% IN 1959. 50.5% OF THE LAND IN CHESTERFIELD
COUNTY WAS FARMLAND IN 1959, A DECREASE OF 1.44 PERCENT FROM THE
PRBPORTION OF LAND IN FARMS IN THE COUNTY IN 195&c .  _ . ___

_ THUS, WHILE THE PROPORTION OF ALL .LAND IN FARMLAND IN CHESTER*IELD
COUNTY IN 1959 WAS HIGHER THAN THE NATIONAL PROPORTION AT THE_SAME
TIME, THE FARMLAND IN THE COUNTY ALSO DIMINISHED, IN THE SAME :
DIRECTION AS THE NATIONAL TREND DURING THE FIVE YEARS FROM 1954 10
1959, . .. 5. et i B i

" SIXTY-EIGHT PERCENT OF ALL counrzés IN THE dntreo srnresmnidr&
GREATER PROPORTION OF LAND IN FARMS THAN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY, SOUTH
CAROLINA IN 1959.

& 5
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A COMMERCIAL FARM, AS DEFINED BY THE CENSUS BUREAU, PRODUCES .
AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. IN A GIVEN YEAR WHOSE VALUE EXCEEDS THE COMBINED
ANNUAL INCOME OF THE FARMER AND ‘HIS FAMILY.' IN ADDITION; THE FARM .
OPERATOR MUST WORK OFF THE FARM NO MORE THAN ONE HUNDRED DAYS WITHIN
THEYEAR.. - oo ar Lol 9

IN CHESTERFIELD :.COUNTY, IN 1959 THERE WERE 1,003 COMMERCIAL
FARMS. CONSIDERING. THE ECONOMIC. CLASS OF THESE ENTERPRISES, 33.9% WERE
FARMS WITH._ANNUAL .SALES LESS THAN $2,500. ON SUCH FARMS. THE COMBINED
INCOME FROM THE SALE OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND ANY QTHER. - ;
ENTERPRISES OF THE FARMER.AND HIS FAMILY CANNOT EXCEED $5,000. SINCE
THE RESOURCES AND NEEDS OF THESE FARMS ARE NOT TAKEN INTO_ ACCOUNT, THE
ENTIRE CLASS CANNOT _BE TERMED .POOR. IT USUALLY COMPRISES,.. =
NEVERTHELESS, A SUBSTANTIAL NUMBER OF THE FARMERS IN POVERTY. IN THE
UNITED STATES AS A WHOLE, THE PROPORTION OF ALL FARMS IN THIS LOWEST
ECONGMIC CLASS IN 1959, 14.4%, WAS EXCEEDED BY THAT OF CHESTERFIELD
COUNYY, AS NOTED ABOVE. : -

oo e T

TENANT FARMERS RENT FROM OTHERS OR WORK FOR 'SHARES OF THE PRODUCT
THEY OBTAIN FROM THE LAND THEY OPERATE. THE PROPORTION OF FARMS IN
CHESTERFIELD COUNTY. WHICH WERE TENANT OPERATEDy 26.7%, WAS GREATER
THAN THE COMPARABLE FIGURE FOR ALL FARMS IN THE UNITED STATES; WHERE
19.8% WERE TENANT OPERATED IN 1959. -

) 4 : hl
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THE TOTAL VALUE OF FARM PRODUCTS SOLD IN CHESTERFIELO COUNTY IN
1959 WAS $7,154,000.

A DISTRIBUTION OF THE DOLLAR VALUE OF FARM PRODUCTS IN THE COUNTY
IN 1959 IS SHOWN GRAPHICALLY BELOW, TOGETHER WITH THE COMPARABLE 1959
DISTRIBUTION FOR THE ENTIRE UNITED STATES.

§ -

PERCENT OF IGTAL FARM PRGDUCT VALUE@ 1959

_ 1 < By 2 3 . b’ % b laalt
TYPE UF PRUDUCT .0000590QOOOOO050003‘0090&5.000000005000000000500’00

ALL CROPS—COUNTY ITTEITRINIRIRICIIINIT«o-ILINITEERIIIIIN 7O PERCENT

~UaSa XXXXXXXXIOOXX XXX LAXXXKXXXKKXKXKKK XXX XKXK XXX
DAIRY PRODUCES ;
-COUNTY  I1I

=UoSs AXXXXXXXXKXXX -

POULTRY AND POULTRY
PRODUCTS -COUNTY  [TLITEIITIIIEIEIL. i
—UsSo XXXXXXX : !

LIVESTOCK AND S e SO : ey ;
LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS g G o : A
-COUNTY ITEETETRINIE
=UsSo XXXXXKXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

1 1 2 2 3 3 4 & 5

00005000OOOOQOSOOOOOdQOOSOOQ00_000OSOOOQOOQODSD0000
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THE FARM-OPERATOR FAMILY LEVEL-OF-LIVING INDEX IS A GENERAL
MEASURE OF THE ECONOMIC WELL-BEING OF THE _FARM POPULATION IN A COUNTY.
IT IS BASED ON THE AVERAGE _VALUE OF LAND AND BUILDINGSs; AVERAGE VALUE
OF AGRICULTURAL PFRODUCTYS SOLD; AND PERCENTS OF FARMS WITH AUTOMOBILES,
HOME FREEZERS, AND TELEPHONES. THE INDEX IS CONSTRUCTED SUCH THAT THE
AVERAGE OF ALL COUNTIES IN_THE UNITED STATES IN 1959 PROVIDES A BASE
INDEX OF .100- ; - o " 25 Bt 2 s

IHE FARH=DPERATDR FAMILY LEVELﬁOF-LIVING INDEX IN CHESTERFIELD .
COUNTY IN 1959 HWAS 68. COMPARED TO THE RESY OF THE NATION, THE FARM
FAMILIES IN THIS COUNTY HAD A LOWER LEVEL-OF-LIVING INDEX IN 1959 THAN
SEVENTY-=ONE PERCENT OF THE . 39135 UNITED STATES COUNTIES.

. » &*

TO FURTHER ASSESS THE LEVEL OF LIVING IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN.
1959, SEVERAL AVERAGE ATTRIBUTES OF ITS FARMS ARE CONTRASTED BELOW TO
SIMILAR AVERAGES FOR ALL FARMS IN THE NATION. )

PERCENTAGE OF FARMS WITH TELEPHONESooo
CHESTERFIELD COUNTY, 29.0% 3 UNITED STATES,; 65.0%

PERCENTAGE OF FARMS WITH TRACTORScoco , » :
CHESTERFIELD COUNTYy 42.0% - . UNITED STATES, 72.3%

PERCENTAGE OF FARMS WEITH MOTOR TRUCKSeoo . o L
CHESTERFLELD COUNTY, 46.8% -  UNITED STATES, 58.7%

Bl

s
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THERE WERE THIRTY-THREE WHOLESALE ESTABLISHMENTS IN CHESTERFIELD
COUNTY IN 1958, TRANSACTING TOTAL SALES OF $12:560,000. THESE SALES
" REPRESENTED AN: INCREASE OF 3.3% IN WHOLESALE TRADE VOLUME IN THE
COUNTY AS. COMPARED WITH 1954. MERCHANT WHOLESALERS, THOSE WHO BUY AND
SELL MERCHANDISE ON THEIR -OWN ACCOUNT :RATHER THAN NEGOTIATING AS
AGENTS; COMPRISED _60.6% OF THE WHOLESALE ESTABLISHMENTS IN 1958, AND
ACCOUNTED FOR 55.3% OF .THE WHOLESALE DOLLAR VOLUME..  _ .. _ 3

' SALES VOLUME PER WHOLESALE ESTABLISHMENT IN 1958, 338170609 WAS
LOWER THAN THE NATIONAL AVERAGE OF $995,400 SALES VOLUME PER WHOLESALE
ESTABLISHMENT. . ._._ ._. . _ __ =" - ;

THE TOTAL ANNU#L PAYRDLL OF ‘ALL THE HHDLESALE ESTABL!SHHENTS IN
THE COUNTY IN 1958 AMOUNTED TO $5Z4c000o

s mie e te e ~REFAIL TRADE= = = = = =< ‘= = e = = =iz =

TOTAL RETAIL SALES FOR 1966 IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY HAVE BEEN
ESTIMATED AT $31,742,000. USING POPULATION PROJECTED TO 1966, $950 OF
PER CAPITA RETAIL SALES WERE OBSERVED IN THE COUNTY. 1966 PER CAPITA
RETAIL SALES IN THIS LOCALITY, THEREFORE, LAGGED BEHIND THE NATVIONAL
AVERAGE OF._ 519463 .PER CAPITA RETAIL SALESe. s

SEVENTY=FDUR PERCENT OF ALL COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATES ARE
ESTIMATED TO HAVE HAD 1966 PER CAPITA RETAIL SALES HIGHER THAN
CHESTERFIELD COUNTY.
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THE 1966 ESTIMATED DISTRIBUTION OF RE%AIL SALES IN CHESTERFIELD
COUNTY AMONG '‘NINE MAJOR TYPES OF OUTLETS IS SHOWN BELOW.

TYPE OF QUTLET

£00D STORES .
UNITED STATES

PERCENT TOTAL RETAIL SALES - 1966

1 1 2 PXRTT e 4243 g9 15

00005...Qoocﬂvsﬂ0‘000‘005000000.0705000.0‘.0.5.0000 i

Re870888888000038032080083388228

CXXXXXXXAXXKXXX XXX XXX XXX

EATING AND ORINKING

PLACES .
UNITED STATES

GENERAL MERCHANDSE

. UNITED STATES

APPAREL .
UNITED STATES

FURNITURE
_ UNITED STATES

AUTOMOTIVE. .
UNITED STATES

GASOLINE. _ .

_UNITED STATES

LUMBER, BUILDING .

MATERIALS AND
HARDWARE

UNITED. STATES

DRUG STORES
UNITED STATES

poag

CXXXXXXX

Il
XXXXXXXX

IITIINI
XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

IR0 N
XXXXXX .

11
XXXX ..

ITELTLTETEIRTTEITRINIE
XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

S103888388

I11
XAAXXX

ITLI

XXX

TR RO R T S TR S L e

oo.poﬁooooOqobpSoo"o“oOooo‘qS’q{éoﬁ.Ooe‘ogSooocQoo'.-5’0 a4 9;0

NOTEocso VARIETY AND SPECIALTY OUTLETS, SUCH AS STATIONERYy JEWELRY OR
PET_STORES CANNOY BE CLASSIFIED IN THE MAJOR CATEGORIES SHOWN ABOVE.
THEREFORE; THE ABOVE PERCENTAGES DO NOTY SUM TO 1008 FOR EITHER THE
COUNTY OR NATIONAL DISTRIBUTIONS.
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THERE WERE EIGHTY-ONE MANUFACTURING ESTABLISHMENTS IN CHESTERFIELD
COUNTY. IN 1958, EMPLOYING 1,820 PERSONS AND DISBURSING A TOTAL PAYROLL
OF $4,040,000. PRODUCTION WORKERS ACCOUNTED FOR .91.0% OF ALL
MANUFACTURING EMPLOYEES IN THE: COUNTY, AND_THEIR WAGES IN 1958 HERE
86.2% OF IHE "TOTAL MANUFACTURING PAYROLL. =l nd

oy NEH CAPIIAL EXPENDITURES IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY AMOUNTED YO
53259000 EN_-1950. . 1J33 133830 02 a5 03 0 4 3

A HEASUREUOF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE COST OF PRODUCTION AND
MATERIALS, AND THE VALUE RECEIVED FOR_FINISHED GOODS, ADJUSTED BY. THE
VALUE . OF WORK_.IN PROCESS, IS DESCRIBED BY ECONOMISTS AS THE ADJUSTED
DOLLAR VALUE ADDED BY MANUFACTURE- IN 1958 IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY,
THIS VALUE WAS MEASURED AT $6,629,000, COMPARED TO THE UNITED STATES
COUNYY AVERAGE. OF $45,112,000_VALUE ADDED BY MANUFACTURE.. . .

SIXTY=THREE PERCENT OF ALL CGUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATES HAD A :
LOWER 1958 DOLLAR VALUE ADDED BY MANUFACTURE THAN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY.
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CHESTERFIELD COUNTY HAD AN ESTIMATED 1966 POPULATION OF 33,400
PEOPLE. THE PER CAPITA DISPOSABLE INCAME QF THIS POPULATION IN 1966,
HAS BEEN ESTIMATED AT $1,211, BELOW THE ESTIMATE OF NATIONAL PER
CAPITA DISPOSABLE. INCOME OF $2,367 FOR THE SAME YEAR. i

" EIGHTY-SEVEN PERCENT OF ALL COUNTIES IN THE COUNTRY HAD A HIGHER
PER CAPITA DISPOSABLE INCOME THAN CHESTERFIELD. COUNTY IN 1966.

A PERCENTAGE DESTRIBUTION OF FAMILY INCOME IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY
FOR 1966 IS SHOMN GRAPHICALLY BELOM; ALONG WITH.THE CONPARABLE
PERCENTAGES FOR THE UNITED. STATES. ;

PERCENT GF FAHILIES -1 1966

FAMILY i oo - SR tR B
INCOME e o00050000009005000000o'coSo‘-ooé‘aoqoeSo‘.ooOooocSooo.0
$ 0 TQ 2,499 IETTITESITITTRIETRCERIENIERIT

-UNITED STATES XXXXXXXXXXXXX

$2e506 I0 3,999 IIIII[IIIIIIIII!IIIIIIII
UNITED STATES ~ XEXXXXXXXXXXXXX. 2

$4,000 TO 69999- FIIDINEEONIERIREIRIRNINIINLILINI
.. UNITED STATES XEXXXXXXXRXXXKXXXXXXXXRX XX XXX XX

$7,000 T0 9,999  TRITITEINEL. ..
"UNITED STATES  XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

$10,000 AND OVER  ITfEfII

"UNITED STATES xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

Ty

- TV %h SR 3 \ 8- A

IN119599 CHESTERFIELD COUNTY HAD A HEDIAN FAMILY INCG“E ‘OF $2n811.
IN 1966, THE ESTIMATED MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME ROSE TO $3, 821.

c HPARED TO THE REST QF THE NATIGN IN 1959' CHESTERFIELD COUNTY .
HAD A.LOWER MEDIAN FAMILY.  INCOME THAN EIGHTY-THREE PERCENT OF ALL.THE
UNITED STATES COUNTIES. THE RELATIVE STANDING OF ‘THE.COUNTY IMPROVED
IN 1966y WHENy AS STATED ABOVE, ITS MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME RANKED LOWER
THAN SEVENTY-THREE PERCENT OF THE COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATES.
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" OF THE TOYAL NET DOLLAR INCOME IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 1966,
6-5% WAS AVAILABLE TO THE 28.6% OF FAMILIES WITH LESS THAN $2,500
INCOME, WHILE 34.5% OF THE NET DOLLAR INCOME WAS AVAILABLE TO THE 7.0%
OF FAMILIES WITH INCOMES.$104000 AND OVER. .

IN.1966v SEVENTY-SIX PERCENT OF ALL COUNTIES lN THE UNITED STATES
HAD FEWER FAMILIES WITH INCOMES UNDER _$2:500 THAN THE 2,103 SUCH. &
FAMILIES. IN. CHESTERFIELD COUNTY. VIEWING THESE LOW-INCOME FAMILIES AS
A PERCENTAGE OF ALL FAMILIES, HOWEVER; SEVENTY-FIVE PERCENT OF ALL
COUNTIES IN THE NATION HAD A LOWER PERCENTAGE OF LOW-INCOME FAMILIES
THAN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY. g7

S

T W

IN 1960 IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY, BANK DEPOSITS OF INDIVIDUALS,

" PARTNERSHIPS AND CORPORATIONS, CONSISTED OF $6,623,000 IN DEMAND.
DEPOSITS AND $1,068,000 IN TIME DEPOSITS. TOTAL DEPOSITS, INCLUDING
INTERBANK AND GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS, AMOUNTED TO $8,291,000 IN THE SAME
YEAR. ... . ... BX%) XXXKXEXD XXREA ;

" CHESTERFIELD COUNTY SHOWED LOWER TOTAL BANK DEPOSITS IN 1960 THAN
62% OF ALL COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATES. : g i
"IN 1956, ‘TOTAL BANK DEPOSITS IN THE COUNTY WERE 7.9% LOWER THAN IN
19605 OR $7:,686;000. IN 1950, BANK DEPOSITS STOOD AT A LEVEL OF
$50539,000. AN INCREASE OF 49.7 PERCENT TOOK PLACE IN THE TOTAL BANK
DEPOSITS BETWEEN 1950 .AND 1960, . - o
" SAVINGS CAPITAL HELD IN SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATIONS IN
CHESTERFIELD COUNTY WAS $3,8805000 IN 1960.

FIRST TERM HORTGAGE LDANS OUTSTANDING OF 5596289005 WERE REPORTED
IN 1960-- : : '
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IN THE FOLLOWING DISCUSSION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT FINANCE, LOCAL
GOVERNMENTS WITHIN A GIVEN COUNTY ARE COMPRISED OF MUNICIPALITIES,
TOWNSHIPS,; SCHOOL DISTRICYS AND SPECIAL DISTRICTS. LOCAL GOVERNMENT
EXPENDITURES INCLUDE INTER-GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE DATA. . .. . _

TOTAL LOCAL GOVERNHENT REVENUE.[N CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 1962
AMOUNTED TO $353215,000 AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES IN THAT YEAR
TOTALLED.$3,067,000, LEAVING A SURPLUS OF $253,000 IN LOCAL GOVERNMENT
FUNDS IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY. . = IR, e
EVENUES _AMOUNTED TO.$98 PER CAPITA AND EXPENDITURES TO $91 PER
CAPITA BASED ON 1962 POPULATION. COMPARABLE LOCAL GOVERNMENT FIGURES
FOR ALL U.S. COUNTIES IN 1962 WERE 3206 GENERAL REVENUE. PER CAPITA AND
$216 GENERAL EXPENDITURE PER CAPITA. .. SRS B e T E e S

NINETY°THO PERCENT OF ALL COUNTIES@IN THE UNITED STATES HAD PER
CAPITA EXPENDITURES IN 1962 WHICH WERE HIGHER THAN CHESTERFIELD
COUNTY., .. . . o, o o S B i - P 4
THE LONG.TERR DEBT OF CHESTERFIELD COUNTY LOCAL GOVERNMENTS AT THE
END OF 1962 WAS $1:570,000, SHOWING A RISE OF $21,309 FROM THE CLOSE
OF 1961. SHORT TERM DEBT OF THE MUNICIPALITIES, TOWNSHIPS, SCHOOL .
DISTRICYS AND. SPECIAL DISTRICTS AT THE. END OF 1962 IN CHESTERFIELD
COUNTY AMOUNTED T0O.$10,000. R e z 0 .3

TOTAL PER CAPITA 'DEBT FOR THESE AREAS WAS 541 AT THE END oF 1962.
COMPARATIVELY, THE PER CAPITA GENERAL DEBT OUTSTANDING TAKEN OVER ALL
UNITED STATES LOCAL GOVERNMENYS AT THE SAME TIME WAS $259.
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THE DISTRIBUTION OF REVENUE. RECEIVED BY LOCAL GOVERNMENTS IN THE
COUNTY BY SOURCE OF GENERAL REVENUE IN 1962 IS SHOWN GRAPHICALLY
BELOW, IN COMPARISON WITH A SIMILAR 1962 DISTRIBUTION FOR ALL LOCAL
GOVERNMENTS IN THE UNITED STATES. '

PERCENT dF LOCAL GOVERNMENT REVENUE—lb62

SOURCE OF GENERAL 1 1 2 2 3 3 4 4 5
REVENUE . .0..5‘.0.00..05.v°°°°¢....500.000.0.5.0.0000005‘.0.0
PROPERTY TAX IIIIIIIIIII!II!IIIIIIIII

U.S. AVERAGE XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX!XXXXXXXXX!X*XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX*

UTILITIES TAX.
U.S. AVERAGE X

SALES AND GROSS
RECEIPTS TAX . II
UoS. AVERAGE XXX

PAYROLL , INCOME TAX
U.S. AVERAGE X

STATE GbVERNﬁENT CEIRRLRRRITRITIINERNETocRINEIZIRINININI 54 PERCENT
UoSoe AVERAGE XXXXXAXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX
‘ 3li : :
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT
UsS. AVERAGE XX

CURRENT CHARGES . ITITIIITTIIIRIIX
U.S. AVEBAGE XXXXXXXXXXXXXXX -

INVESTMENT
EARNINGS
‘UsS. AVERAGE X

MISCELLANEOUS 7 SAEE e 3t e
U.S. AVERAGE X . .

1 1 2 2 3 3 4 4 5

+ o000500000000,0500o0.0°oeis..oQOooo.5t.on.onoSoo.oo
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THE LARGEST ITEM OF LOCAL GOVERNMENTY DIRECY GENERAL EXPENDITURE IN
1962 FOR CHESTERFIELD COUNTY WAS EOUCATION. PUBLIC HOSPITALS RANKED
SECOND. POLICE RANKED THIRD. THE DISTRIBUTION OF. LOCAL GOVERNMENT
EXPENDITURES BY MAJOR CATEGORIES IS DEPICTED BELOW IN COMPARISON TO A
SIMILAR 1962 DISTRIBUTION FOR ALL LOCAL GOVERNMENTS IN THE UNITED
STATES. - bl = b Sl P

- - - -

PERCENT OF.LDCAL-G6VERNﬁENT EXPENDI TURES~-1962

EXPENDITURE . IS M s T N
CATEGOR]ES 1 onooSoo000000050060000005-oocOooonSoao.eOﬁ.00500000
EDUCAT ION  IIINETINERINIERITINEIYS..TITIIIIRIIEIINI 64 PERCENT

UaSo AVERAGE XXAXXXXAXXXXAXXXXXXXXXXXXAXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

POLICE ' LI
- U.So AVERAGE XXXXX

FIRE PROTECTION _ I
U.S. AVERAGE XXX .

- 7

HIGHWAYS 88881
UoSo AVERAGE XXXXXXXXX

SEWERAGE i
UoSo AVERAGE XXX

OTHER SANITATION
U.S. AVERAGE XX

PUBLIC ASSISTANCE I
UoSo AVERAGE XXXXXX

LIBRARIES. ..  _
U.So AVERAGE X.

PUBLIC HOSPITALS _ ll!l[!llltllt[
U.S< AVERAGE XX - i

PRIVATE HOSPITALS
U.S. AVERAGE XX .

iF| 1. k- & 2 3 3 4 5 5

°OQOSO000000005000000000500000000050“OOOd0.05000°0
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EXPENDITURE
CATEGORIES

HEALTH
U.S. AVERAGE

PARKS & RECREATION
U.S. AVERAGE

FINANCIAL ADMIN.
U.S. AVERAGE

GENERAL CONTROL
 UeS. AVERAGE

AIRPORTS e
U.S. AVERAGE

INTEREST, .GEN DEBT
‘UeS. AVERAGE

PORTS & TERMINALS
U.S. AVERAGE

HOUS ING AND
URBAN RENEWAL .
; U.S. AVERAGE

GENERAL PUBL BLDG
. UeS.. AVERAGE

CORRECTION . .
UcSe AVERAGE
NATURAL RESOURCES
UeSo AVERAGE
LIQUOR STORES .
" UsSe AVERAGE

NOTE — THE SYMBOLs
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- = = = = = = COMMUNITY. HEALTH FACILITIES AND MANPOWER — = = = = ~ -

'HE COMPARATYIVE STATUS OF HEALTH FACILITIES AND MANPOWER IN A
COMMUNITY MAY INDICATE A PROBLEM BOTH FOR POODR. AND NON-POOR. WHERE THE
AREA IS KNOWN TO HAVE A SUBSTANTIAL OR PERSISTANY NUMBER OF PEQOPLE .
LIVING IN POVERTY, HOWEVER, A RELATIVELY LOW.STANDING IN THE ADEQUACY
OF HEALTH SERVICES WILL DISPROPORTIONATELY _AFFECT. THESE PEOPLE. THE
POOR GENERALLY UTILIZE HEALTH SERVICES LESS.  FREQUENTLY THAN HIGHER
INCOME PERSONS DUE TO THEIR LACK OF FUNDS ALLOCATABLE FOR MEDICAL
CARE. A TENDENCY EXISTS, THEREFORE, FOR HEALTH SERVICES TO BE

DHPQRATIHELY LAGKING IN_AREAS WITH A_HIGH SAIURAIXUN -QF POVERTY.

ESTIMAYED PER CAPITA DISPOSABLE INCOME OF $989 IN 1962, THE YEAR OF
REFERENCE. PER CAPITA DISPOSABLE INCOME DURING THE SAME PERIOD WAS
$2,059 FOR THE UNITED STATES AS_A WHOLE AND $1,351 FOR THE STATE OF
SOUTH CAROLINA. . __ . e 1 s e ke i L s
TO GIVE PERSPECTIVE TO THE FGLLQHING MATERIAL ON THE STATUS OF
HEALTH SERVICES IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY, IT CAN BE SEEN THAT WHILE
INDIVIDUAL ECONOMIC RESOURCES AVERAGED HIGHER FOR THE NATION THAN THE
STATE, THE RESIDENTS OF CHESTERFIELD COUNTY AVERAGED LESS THAN BOTH
THE UNITED. STATES AND.SOUTH CAROLINA IN PER CAPITA INCOME. . . .
A DIRECT MEASURE OF THE auEQUAcv OF HEALTH CARE CAN BE DERIVED
FROM DATA GATHERED IN 1962 BY THE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION AND
WELFARE' ON THE NUMBERS OF VARIOUS TYPES OF HEALTH PERSONNEL IN THE
UNITED STATES. COUNTIES. = . e iR e e

PRACTICING [N CHESTERF!ELE COUNTY DUR[NG THE PERICD DF REFERENCE
WERE 14 PHYSICIANS. WITH A _TOTAL POPULATION OF 33,300 IN CHESTERFIELD
COUNTY, . THIS IS EQUIVALENY TO 42.0_DOCTORS FOR EVERY 100,000 PERSONS.
THIS REPRESENTS RELATIVELY LESS MEDICAL CARE AVAILABLE TO COUNTY.
RESIDENTS PER UNIT_ POPULATION THAN TO THE RESIDENTS OF SOUTH CAROLINA.
WHERE THE RATIO STOOD AT 90.4 PHYSICIANS PER 1005000 PERSONS. IN
COMPARISON, .THE DOCTOR-PATLIENT RATIO FOR THE ENTIRE UNITED STATES AT
THE SAME TIME WAS 142.9 DOCTORS PER 100,000 PERSONS. . =

IN DOCYORS PER CAPITA, CHESTERFKELD CGUNTY RANKED EO&ERATHAN
SEVENTY-THREE PERCENY OF ALL COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATES.

CHESTERFIELD COUNTY; SOUTH CAROLINA PAGE CP-043



OFFICE OF ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY ... INFORMATION CENTER
f SOCIAL PROFTILE

~ = = — ~ COMMUNITY nEALfH'FACIthIES Ano’nAhpduER.'codTn; e s

B REFLECTION OF ¢ THE COMPREHENSIVENESS OF . MEDICAL CARE IS OFTEN
PROVIDED BY THE EXTENT OF DENTAL HEALTH SERVICES IN A COMMUNITY, . SINCE
A HIGH LEVEL OF SUCH SERVICES DOES _NOT ORDINARILY OCCUR IN THE ABSENCE
OF GOOD GENERAL MEDICAL CARE. IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY THERE WERE 18.0
DENTLESTS PER 100,000 PERSONS IN._ COMPAR!SON TC 22.4 FOR SOUTH CAROLINA
AND 54 1 FOR THE NATION.,-“;‘, T gt i s o ST £y R

THE GENERAL STATUS OF HEALTH SERVXCES IS ALSO CURRELATED TO THE
NUMBER OF LICENSED PHARMACISYS IN THE COMMUNITY. CHESTERFIELD COUNTY
HAD 42.0 PER 100,000 PEOPLE. AS OPPOSED TO 43.7 FOR THE STATE AND 66.7
FOR THE_ENTIRE..COUNIRY. _ A <oy 2208 X :

IN THE AREA OF HEALTH FACILITIESu THERE WERE NO HOSPITAL BEDS
AVAILABLE IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 1962. St .

RANKED AGAINST THE REST OF THE COUNTIES IN THE NATIONv
CHESTERFIELD COUNTY HAD. FENWER HOSP!TAL BEDS PER CAPITA THAN NINETY-THWO
PERCENT . OF .THE COUNYIES.. . sl gtk .

THE TGTAL NUHBER OF NURSES REGISTERED IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN
1962 WAS 33, WITH; HOWEVER; NO HOSPITAL BEDS LOCATED IN THE COUNTY AT
THE TIME. IN THE STATE, THERE WERE 91.1 AND IN THE UNITED STATES 118.0
NURSES PER 100 HOSPITAL BEDS°_ ot

IN THE AUX!LARY HEALTH HANPGHER OCCUPATIGN 0F SANITARY ENGINEER,

CHESTERFIELD COUNTY, WITH NONE REPORTED; LAGGED BEHIND THE UNITED
STATES RATIO OF 3.0 PER 100,000,
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THE CONDITIONS AND CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSING ARE ASSOCIATED WITH
THE INCIDENCE AND DEGREE OF POYERTY IN A COMMUNITY. DATA SHOWING THE
PROPERTIES OF HOUSING .ARE, THEREFORE, INCLUDED HERE TO AID IN
EVALUATING THE LEVEL.OF LIVING IN CHESYERFIELD COUNTY. .. .

.A BASIC INDICATOR OF HOUSING ADEQUACY FOR ANY GIVEN AREA IS THE
PERCENTAGE OF DWELLING UNITS WHICH ARE NOT DILAPIDATED OR DETERIORATED
AND _CONTAIN PLUMBING FACILITIES. IN 19609 74-.0% OF ALL DWELLING UNITS
IN THE UNITED STATES MET THESE CONDITYIONS, AN IMPROVEMENT OVER THE.
63.6% WHICH MEY THEM IN 1950.. . . .. _. .. . . e 2.

IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 1960, 35053_06 ALL DWELLING UNITS WERE
SOUND. AND CONTAINED PLUMBING, AS OPPOSED TO 1950 WHEN 18.0% MET THE
REQUISITES FOR SOUNDNESS.. .. .. 3 ,

CHESTERFIELD. COUNTY SHOHED HORSE HOUSING CONDITIONS THAN THE
UNITED STATES IN BOTH 1950 AND 19600 £ .

THE NUHBER UF.PERSONS EER-RDOH IN A DWELLING UNIT IS ANOTHER
VALUABLE INDICATOR OF _ADEQUACY OF HOUSING.: IN 1960, OVER THE UNITED
STATES AS A WHOLE,; 11.5% OF ALL OWELLING UNITS WERE INHABIVED WITH
MORE THAN ONE PERSON PER ROOM. THE PERCENTAGE OF CROWDED DWELLING
UNITS IN 1960 IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY STOOD ABOVE THE NAYION AT 26.4%.

THE NUMBER OF PERSONS OCCUPYING EACH UNIT IS ALSO AN. INDICATOR OF
CROWDED HOUSING CONDITIONS ASSOCIATED WITH POVERTY. FOR THE. UNITED .
STATES_AS A _WHOLE; THE AYERAGE POPULATION PER DWELLING UNIT IN 1960
WAS 3.3, AT THE SAME TIME, IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY, THE NUMBER OF
- PERSONS LIVING IN EACH DWELLING UNIT, ON THE AVERAGE; WAS 4.0 IN 1960
- AS WELL AS 4o T G G S S U Sl e oo ey A

: IN 19609.27b53 aF ALL STRUCTURES IN THE UNITED STATES HAD BEEN
BUILT IN 1950 OR LATER. THE PERCENTAGE OF STRUCTURES EXISTING IN 1960
WHICH WERE BUILT IN 1950 OR LATER IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY WAS 23.0%,
REVEALING A-HIGHER PROPORTION OF OLDER HOUSING THAN THE NATION.
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TQ FURTHER ASSESS THE STATUS OF HOUSING IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY,
SEVERAL INDICATORS QF HOUSEHOLD PROSPERITY ARE CONTRASTED BELOW TO
COMPARABLE FIGURES Fua THE UNITED STATES AS A WHOLE.

o

1960 PERCEﬂTAGE oF  .:' o '
OCCUPIED DWELLINGS WITH :

WASHING MACHINES... COUNTY . - - . . 61.1%
. . . . UNITED STATES . 73.7% .
FOOD FREEZERSoo. . COUNTY - _ 21.4%
) UNITED STATES 18.4%
AIR CONDITIONERSooo . COUNTY 823 :
. UNITED STATES - - 12.4% £
TELEVISION SETSeoo COUNTY . | 69.6%
. UNITED STATES 87.3%
TELEPHONEScoo COUNTY 36.4%
UNITED STATES 18.5%
ONE CARocoe . COUNTY . . 57.1%
UNITED STATES 56.9%
TWO OR MORE CARS...  COUNTY 16.2%
. ik UNITED STATES . 21.5%

i < g . 4
o5 o e o ¥ S 3

OWNER-QOCCUPIED DWELLING UNITS ﬁERE MORE NUMEROUS ‘THAN
RENTER‘GCCUPIED DWELLINGS IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 1960.

THE HEDIAN VALUE OF QHNER°0CCUPIED HOUSING UNITS IN CHESTERFIELD
COUNYY AT THAT TIME.WAS $5,300, AS OPPOSED TO A NATIONAL MEDIAN VALUE
OF $11,900.. A DECADE EARLIER, IN 1950, THE MEDIAN VALUE OF :
OWNER-OCCUPIED DWELLINGS WAS EVALUATED AT.$3,465 IN. CHESTERFIELD . .
COUNTY,; COMPARED TO THE NATIONAL MEDIAN OF $7,344 AT THAT TIME. THESE
DATA SHOW A GAIN OF 53.0 PERCENT IN VALUE IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY
VERSUS A CORRESPONDING GAIN OF 62.2 PERCENT FOR THE UNITED STATES AS A
WHOLE.
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THE LEVEL OF EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT AND FACILITIES IN A COMMUNITY
IS A RELIABLE INDICATOR OF IVS SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS. COUNTIES WITH A
HIGH INCIDENCE OF FAMILIES WITH INCOMES BELOW THE POVERTY CUTOFF ARE
LIKELY TO BE THE COUNTIES WITH A POCRLY EDUCATED. POPULATION.

THE MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS COMPLETED BY PERSONS IN CHESTERFIELD
COUNTY AGED TWENTIY=FIVE YEARS AND OVER WERE 7.6 IN 1960. CHESTERFIELD
COUNTY HAD, THEREFORE, A LEVEL. OF EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT LOWER THAN
THE NATION AS A WHOLE WHERE THE MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS COMPLETED _STOOD_AY
10.6. TEN YEARS EARLIER, IN 1950, THE UNITED STATES MEDIAN SCHOOL
YEARS COMPLETED BY THE .POPULATION TWENTY-FIVE AND OLDER WERE 9.3. AT
THIS TIME, MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS COMPLETED IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY WERE
7.0 WHILE. THE_COUNTY FOLLOWED THE NATIONAL TREND OF AN INCREASE FROM
1950 TO 1960 IN MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS COMPLETED, 1Ty NEVERTHELESS, ST0OD
LOWER. THAN THE UNITED STATES. IN BOTH 1950 AND 1960 ON THIS MEASURE OF
SUFFIt!ENCY OF EDUCAYION. AR SR A B i

BY THE  NUMBER OF PERSONS TWENTY-FIVE YEARS OF AGE .OR MORE WHO HAVE .
COMPLETED LESS THAN EIVE YEARS OF SCHOOL. IN 1960, 8.4% OF THE UNITED
STATES POPULATION AGED TWENTY=FIVE OR OVER HAD NOT FINISHED MORE THAN
FOUR _YEARS OF SCHOOL, A WORSE SHOWING THAN THAY OF -CHESTERFIELD . _
COUNTY, WHERE 28.5%.0F THE ADULT POPULATION HAD NOT.GONE BEYOND FOUR
SCHOOL YEARS. IN THE SAME AGE GROUPy 41.1% OF THE POPULAYION OF THE
NATION HAD COMPLETED AT LEAST A SECONDARY_LEVEL EDUCATION COMPARED TO
THE. LOWER .PROPORTION OF 22.4% IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY. . .. . ___

TEE EKTENT oF FUNCTIONAL ILLITERACY IN A CUMHUNITY CAH BE HEASURED

IN 1960; NI&ETYﬂFIVE PERCENT OF ALL CDUNIIES IN THE UNITED STATES
HAD A LOWER PERCENTAGE OF POPULATION THENTY-FIVE YEARS AND OVER.
COMPLETING LESS THAN.FIVE YEARS OF SCHOOL. . Lt :

THE PERCENTAGE OF.LOCAL GOVERNMENT. EXPENDITURES UTILIZED FOR
EDUCATION IS OFTEN A GOOD INDICATOR OF THE EMPHASIS PLACED ON
EDUCATION BY A COMMUNITY. AN EXPENDITURE OF $1,962,880 WAS ALLOTVYED YO
EDUCATION IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 1962, 64% OF TOTAL EXPENDITURES.

- BASED. ON 1962 COUNTY POPULATION, THIS AMOUNTS TO $58 PER CAPITA, BELOW
THE NATIONAL AVERAGE OF $100 PER CAPIFA. __ . - s

CHESTERFKELD CGUNTY SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS ROSE 7.3 PERCENT FROM 9:198
STUDENTS IN 1960 TO AN ENROLLMENY OF 9.869 STUDENTS IN 1965.

* & B % &
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