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= = = �~� - = - �~� =CHARACTERISTICS OF THE LABOR �F�O�R�C�E�~� - = - 9 - �~� - -

THE CIVIliAN lABOR FORCE CONSISTS Of EMPLOYED AND UNEMPLOYED 
PERSONS 14 YEARS OLD .ANO OVER, EXCLUDING THE MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCESo THE EMPLOYED �A�R�E �~� THOSE PERSONS WHO WERE ENGAGED IN ANY WORK 
FOR PAY OR �~�R�O�F�I�T�v� WORKED ON A FAMILY FARM OR IN A FAMILY BUSINESSe OR 
WHO HELD .A JQB FROM WHICH . IHEY �W�~�R�E �- �T�E�M�P�O�R�A�R�I�L�Y� ABSENT., _ �~� �~� I 

�~�.� ..... . �~� -- -- ·- .. .. ' . '- - -. 
BY _THE MOST RECENT COMPLETE COUNT AVAILABLEe FROM THE 1960 

DECENNIAL CENSUS Of �P�O�P�U�l�A�T�I�O�N�~� THE Cl VlLIAN LABOR FORCE IN 
Ct-iESTERFIELO-,COUNTY TOTALED llv921' PERSONSo OF THESEe �l�l�t�~�3�0�7� �P�E�R�~�O�N�S� 

WERE. EMPt..OYEOv- .AND ._620 UNEMPLOYED., - . .. . .. - .... .. . . - . , . - .. - ·I 

WHILE - POPULATION �O�E�C�R�E�A�S�~�D� BETWEEN 1950 AND �1�9�~�0� BY loOle THE 
lABOR FORCE ALSO OECliNEOlt FAlliNG BY 3.,31 OVER THE OECADEo 

• .4t .. 

THE UNEMPlOYEDv AN IHPORTANT .COMPONENT OF THE POPULATION Of I 
�~�E �. �R�S�O�N�S� IN POVERTYv REPRESENTED 5o21 OF THE TOTAL CIVILIAN .lABOR IFORCE 
IN CHESTERfiELD COUNTY IN 1960e A- SOMEWHAT LOWER PROPORTION THAN THE 
NATIONAL �U�N�~�M�P�L�O�Y�H�E�N�T� RAIE - IN .l960_QF 5o6lo RANKED AGAINST THE REST OF 
THE COUNTRY9 CHESTERFIELD COUNTY HAD A HiGHER RATE OF UNEMPLOYMENT 
THAN �f�i�f�T�~�-�N�I�N�E �. �P�E�R�C�E�N�T �. �O�F� IHE .3vl35 UNITED STATES COUNTIESc 

TEN YEARS �E�A�R�L�I�E�R�~� lN 19509 �W�~�~�~� THE NATIONAL RATE Of �~�N�E�H�P�L�~�Y�M�E�N�T� 
WAS 5c3Sv-CHESIERflELO COUNTY HAD A LOWER _RATE �O�F �- �1�~�8�%�.� __ _ 

AMONG CHARACTERISTICS OF THE LABOR FORCE WHICH ARE ALSO RELATED TO 
POVERTY rs THE PROPORTION oF woRKERS HOLDING joss IN SKILLED ANo j _ 
HIGHLY PAID POSliJONSc IN COMMUNITIES WHERE .THE EDUCATIONAL ANOv 
HENCE9 ECONOMIC .OI?P.ORTUNITlES ARE t 'HHT·E09 HUS PROPORTION TENDS_ TO BE 
LOW9 IMPLYING UNDEREMPLOYMENT OF SKILLS AND THE EXISTENCE OF 
UNDERDEVELOPED HUMAN RESOURCES .. 
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I _. 
AMONG THE EMPLOYED IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 1960v ZZo6~ WERE 

OCCUPYING WHITE-COLLAR JOBSo WHITE-COLLAR .. OCCUPATIONS, AS D~FINED BY 
THE BUREAU OF THE CENSUSv INCLUDE PROFESSIONAL AND -TECHNICAL WORKERSv I - , . . . , . •·• 

MANAGERSv . OFFICIALS AND , PROPRIETORSv AND CLERICAL .ANO SALES . WORKERS. 
IN 19609 ~lcl~ OF All EMPLOYED PERSONS IN THE UNITED STATES OCCURIEO 
WHITE1.COLLAR JOBS, A PROPORTION LARGER . THAN THAT WHICH EXISTED IN THE 
COUNI'f . AT THE . SAME . TIME., . . __ . .. . -_ --.- - . 

T lKING THE PROPORTIClN OCCUPYING BLUE-COLLAR JOBS-AS THE COMPLEMENT 
OF THE PROPORTION WORKING IN . WHITE-COLLAR ~ OCCUPATIONS, EIGHTY-EIGHT 
PERCENT Of All THE COUNTIES IN THE .UNITED STATES SHOWED A LESSER ­
PERCE~TAGE Of EMPLOYED· PERSONS JN _ THE . BLUE - COLLAR~CAIEGORY _JHAN -
C~ESTERFIELO COUNTYe .NO DIRECT. INFERENCE CA~ BE ~MADE, ~HOWEVERv . THAT A 
LOCAlttY _IS POOR BECAUSE - THE - LEVEL Of BLUE-COLLAR WORKERS IS 
COMPARATIVELY HIGli. FURTHER. QUALIFI.CATIONS WOULD BE NECESSARY TO SHOW 
THE EXISTENCE WlTHIN THE LABOR FORCE OF A PREDOMINANCE OF UNSKILLEDv 
POMES~IC, AND LOW-PAID SERVICE WORKERSo . 

* ' ,. 

AN10THER RELEVANT ASPECT OF THE LABOR FORCE ' IS, ITS PROPORTION OF 
MALESv WHICH FELL TO 66o5~ IN 1960 FROM 82~3~ IN 1950, IN CHESTER~lELO 
COUNTY1

o IN THE UNITED STATES AS .. A.W}:iOLEv THE .PROPORTION OF MALESIN 
THE ... l;ABOR FORCE . ALSO DROPPED~ MOVING _ FROM ~ 78o7% HL1950 TO 67 .. 2~ lN. 
1960e A CONTINUING . lNCREASE IN THE PROPORTION OF WOMEN IN THE 
PO~ULATION ,ANO OF WOMEN WORKING CONTRIBUTED TO THIS NATIONAL . TREND. 
MORE . C}JRRENTL.Y9 . AS . OF , MARCHv 1966!1 ONLY - Mto.3~ OF ,THE NATIONS LABOR 
FORCE _WAS _ MALE., .. , ~- .. . . _ __ . - __ . ... -· - . ____ ~ ... , . . . . . . - . __ . ~-- - . 

... ---· r· --- . - -- . . 
IN 1960• ZloO% Of EMPLOYED PERSONS RESIDING IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY 

WORKE0 1 OUTSIDE THE COUNTY~ A HIGHER PROPORTION THAN THE COMPARABLE 
NATIONWIDE FIGURE OF 13.,9% FOR All PERSONS WORKING OUTSIDE THEIR 
COU~ry i IN THE SAME YEAR. 

I 
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A FARM IS DEFINED BY THE UNITED STATES CENSUS BUREAU AS A PlA~E 
COMPRISING AT LEAST lO .ACRES OF LAND DEVOTED .TO FARMING OR SELLIN~ AT 
LEASt $50 . WORTH_OF ,AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS ANNUALLY., _ -c: 

.~ - -- -· -· ·-" . . . -· - _, 

_ ACCOROI~G TO THIS DEFINITION~ 2~007 .FARMS WERE ENUMERATEO . IN 
C"ESTERFIELD COUNTYv - lN 1959 BY THE QUINQUENNIAL CENSUS Of 
AGRICUltURE. THE NUM8ER . Of FAR"$ FELl . BETWEEN 1954 AND 1959o FOR EACH 
FARM IN 1954~ . IHEIU; .. WERE ,0.,9F,ARMS _JN . l959., .;. , -"'-- -- -----· 

. . - ··.~ .... ·; ·· ·· r ··- ··· · -... 'C r 

, · .. SHALL , FARMSv THOSE . PLACES SELL-ING MORE _, tH~N $50 .Of ,Ac;iRlCUL TURAL 
~RODUCtS _ A YEAR~ YET : COMeRISING . LESS _THAN ~ lO ACRES . 6f FARMLAND~ 
ACCOUNTED FOR AoO% OF -ALL .FARMS tN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 1959o IN 
COMPARISONv THE PROPORtiON OF SMAll FARMS TO ~Ll FARMS IN THE UNITED 
STATES IN 1959 . STOOD ~ HIGHER~ - AT 645%o .. 

fARM SIZE IN THE COUNTY AVERAGED 128 ACRES IN 1959v SHOWING PLACES 
GENERALLY SMALLER THAN . THE AVERAGE FARM IN THE UNITED STATES, WHitH 
MEA~URED 303 ACRES 1N. 1959., .. --- .... . ____ . 

- . - -- - • . ·- - ·- . . . .. -- -- - ·I 
. IN THE UNilEO SIATES .OVER THE LAST TWENTY YEARSP THERE HAS BE~N A 

CONTINUING DOWNWARD TREND .. XN THE TOTAL POPULATION RESIDING ON FARMS 
AND lN IHE PERCENTAGE .Of LAND DE~OTEO _ JQ ·FARMINGo AT THE .SAME TlM~v 
THE AVERAGE ACREAGE·. AND VALUE Of. FARMS HAS IU SEN., :THESE TRENDS ARE 
IMPORTANT COMPONENTS Of THE ~ INC~EASE IN UR8AN . AND SEMl-RURAL POOR 
POPULATIONS FOlLOWING DISPLACEMENT Of -THE SMALL .FARMER BY .LARGE SCALE 
OPERATION~ - AND .. THE . ECONOMIC HARDSHIP -- WROUGHT THEREBY., - . --- , .. -

-- :·- --,--- -·--- J. 

. THE. PROPORTlON OF c lAND ~ IN FARMS IN THE UNITED .. STATES DECREASED 
FROM 51 ... 0% . IN 1954 TO .49 .. 5% IN 1959., - 50.,,5% OF THE t.,ANO IN CHESTERfiELD 
CQUNTV WAS FARMLAND IN 1959~ - A DECREASE Of lo44 PERCENT FROM THE - . 
PROPORTIO~ (,)f .L.NO lN FARMS IN IHE COUNTY .. lN l954o __ .. .. . _ . ___ l 
• •...., ~·,.. ~.. •• ---. -- -~ •• ~- • -·- ~ , .. , ••. ,. - • -··- r_. -- _.. - --- .•. -- ., - •• ·-· ~-.- ·- .. _ 

. THUS~ WHILE THE .PROPORIION OF ALL ~ LAND IN FARMLAND IN CHESTERFIELD 
COUNTY IN 1959. WAS HIGHER . THAN THE NATIONAL PROPORTION AT THE -SAME 
TIMEv THE FARHL~NO IN THE COUNTY ALSO OIMINtSHEOP IN THE SAME 
DIRECTION AS THE NATIONAL TREND DURING . THE FIVE YEARS FROM 1954 TO 
1959., .. , ·- - .. . ' ....... '·' ., .; ...... - -~- - . --' 

1 - j • 

SIXTY-EIGHT PERCENT OF ALL COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATES HAD A 
GREAJER PROPORTION OF LAND IN FARMS THAN , CHESTERfiElO COUNTYw SOUTH 
CAROLINA IN l959o I 
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-AGRICULTUREv CONTDo - ~ 

A COMMERCIAl FARMw AS DEFINED BY THE CENSUS BUREAUv PRODUCES 
AGRIC~LTURAl PROOUCJS IN A GIVEN YEAR WHOSE VALUE EXCEEDS THE COMBINED 
ANNUAl INCOME Of THE fARMER AND HIS FAMI~Yv lN AOOITIONv THE FARM 
OPERATOR MUS1r WORK OFf T-HE FARM NO MORE THAN ONE HUNDRED DAYS WtTHIN 

I . 

THE . YEAR.. _, - . · -· . 

. ~ ~~ .CHESTERFIELO -COUNTYv IN 1959v THERE W~RE lv003 COMMERCIA~ 
FARMSe CONSIOERING . THE ECONOMIC . CLASS OE THESE ENTERPRISES, 33e9% WERE 
FARMS ! WITH-ANNUAl .SALES .LESS THAN $2.500 .. 0~ SUCH FARMS. THE .COMBINEO 
INCOME FRO~ THE SALE OF AGRICULTURAL . PRODUCTS AND ANY OTHER. __ 

I •. . . 

ENTERPRISES OF .THE FARMER- AND HIS FAMILY CANNOT EXCEED $5.000. SINCE -
THE Rf=SOURCES AND ·NEEDS Qf. THESE FARMS ARE NOT TAKEN INTO .. ACCOUNT v THE 
ENTIRE CLASS CANNOT _BE TERMED . POOR., .I I USUAllY COMPRISES v -- _ _ _ 
NE~ERTHELESSv A .SUBSTANTIAl NUMBER OF ~THE FARMERS IN POVERTYo IN THE 
UNITEb STATES AS A WHOLEv THE PROPORTION OF All FARMS IN THIS LOWEST 
E_CONortc CLASS IN 1959~ l4c4%v WAS EXCEEDED BY THAT OF •CHESTERFIELD 
COUNTJv AS NOTED ABOVEc 

I. 

TENANT FARMERS RENT FROM OTHERS OR WORK FOR 'SHARES OF THE PRODUCT 
THEY OBTAIN FROM THE LAND THEY OPERATE .. lHE PROPORTION OF FARMS IN 
CHESTERFIELD COUNTY WHICH WERE TENANT OPERATED~ 26o7%v WAS GREATER 
THAN fHE COMPARABLE FIGURE FOR ALL FARMS IN THE UNITED STATESv WHERE 
l9o81 tWERE TENANT OPERATED IN l959c 
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THE TOTAL VALUE OF ·FARM PRODUCTS SOLO IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY jiN 
1959 WAS $7v154v000c 

A DISTRIBUTION OF THE DOllAR VALUE OF FARM PRODUCTS IN THE COUNTY 
IN 1959 IS SHOWN GRAPHICALLY &ELOWv TOGETHER WITH THE COMPARABLE 1959 
DISTRIBUTION FOR THE ENTIRE UNITED STATESe I 

-~ 

PERCENT Qf IOTAL FARM PRODUCT, V~LUEv 1959 

l 1 . .z 2 3 3 . 4 4 I 5 

TYPE Of PRODUCT cooc5ooeo0oeco5eoo•Ooooo5oooo0ooon5ocoo0oeoo5oooo0 

All CROPS-COUNTY I I I I IE I I I I I I l I Ill I In ~·o ~I I I I I IIi I II I I I I 70 PE~CENT 
=UoSo XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX I 

DAIRY PRODUCTS 
=COUNTY tl 
=UcSo XXXXXXXXXXXXX 

POULTRY AND· POULTRY 
PRODUCTS =COUNTY · I I I U ll I II III III 1 -_ 

=UoSo XXXXXXX 

.. 
Illliiliiii _ . 

t.VESTOCK AND 
LIVESTOCK PROOUClS 

=COUNTY 
-U.,So , xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx~xxxxxxxxxxxx 

1 1 2 2 3 3 4 4 5 
ooaa5~ooo0oooo5oooo0o9oo5oooo0oeoo5ooco0oooo5~ooo0 

I 
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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 COUNTYo 
If lSI BASED ON THE AVERAGE .VALUE OF LAND AND BUILDINGS~~ AVERAGE VALUE 
OF AGRICULTURAL - RRODUCJS SOLOv AND PERCENTS OF FARMS WITH AUTOMOBILESv 
HOME lREEZERS" . AND TELEPHONESo THE INDEX IS CONSTRUCTED SUCH THAT THE 
AVERAGE . Of . AU. COUNTIES . IN -THE . UNITED STATES IN 1959 PROVIDES A BASE 
INDEX] OF .100., 

tHE FARM-OPERATOR FAMILY lEVEl-OF-LIVING INDEX IN CHESTERFIELD 
COUNT~ IN 1959 WAS 68e COMPARED TO THE REST OF~HE NATIONv THE FARM 
fAMILIES IN THIS COUNTY HAD A LOWER lEVEL-OF-LIVING INDEX IN 1959 THAN 
SE;VEN]JV"'70NE· PERCENT OF THE 3vl35 UNITED STATES COUNTIES .. 

I 

.•• * 

t~ FURTHER ASSESS THE LEVEL Of LIVING IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 
1959t~ [ SEVERAL AVERAGE ATTRIBUTES OF ITS FARMS ARE CONTRASTED BELOW TO 
SIMilrR ·AVERAGES FOR All FARMS IN THE NATION., 

I 
P~RCENTAGE OF FARMS WITH 

I CHESTERFIELD COUNTYt~ 

I 

TElEPHONES<:> co 

29 .. 01 UNITED STATES; 65oOI 

PERCENTAGE Of FARMS WITH TRACTORS~oo 
1 C~ESTERFIELD COUNT~~ 42oOI UNITED SlATES, 72 .. 3% 

PERCENTAGE Of FARMS WlTH MOTOR T~UCKS.,oo 
1 C~ESTERFIELO COUNTYv 46c~% UNITED STATES. 58~7% 

. I 

I 

I 
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~ ~ - - ~ - ~ - ~ ~ - WHOLESALE TRADE ~ ~ - - - - -

THERE WERE THIRTY9THREE WHOLESALE ESTABLISHMENTS IN CHESTERFI~LD 
CQUNTY IN 1958w TRANSACTING TOTAL SALES -OF $1Zi560.0QO~ THESE SAl S 
REPRESENTED 4N . INCREASE Of- 3o3: lN WHOLESALE TRADE VOLUME IN tHE 
COUNtY AS1COHPAREO .. WITH 1954o MERCHANT~ WHOLESALERSv THOSE WHO BUY AND 
SELL MERCH4~QISE ON THEIR OW~ ACCtiUNT ,RATHER THAN .NEGOTliTING AS 
AGENTS~ COHP.ISED-60$6~ OE ~THE WHOLESALE ESTABLISHMENTS IN 1958v NO 
ACCOUNTED fOR - 55.3% OF- THE -WHOLESALE -DOLLAR VOLUME~ ___ ~-

. ~--~-,, -·~~-~ .. ~~-- ~--· ------···-· -----

SALES .VOLUME PER WHOlESAlE ESTABLISHMENT lN .958, $38l~OOOQ W
1

S 
~~~~:t!~:=e~~~ NAIIONAL AVERAGI; or ~9'l5v4oo SALH votu!le PER WHOLISALE 

THE TOTAl ANNUAL PAYROLL Of ALL THE WHOLESALE ESTABLISHMENTS ,N 
THE COUNTY IN 1958 AMOUNTED TO $524v000o 

- ~ - ~ ~ .~ = . ~ .,. :- ·· ""' = = =RETAIL TRADE- = = = - = ·= ~ = = - = = - = 

TOTAl REJAtl SALES FOR 1966 IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY HAVE BEEN 
ESTIMATED AT $3lw742~000o USING' POPULATION PROJECTED TO l966v $95. OF 
PER CAPITA RETAIL _SALES WERE OBSERVED! IN THE COUNTYc 1966 PER CAPJTA 
RETAIL SALES IN THIS .LOCALITYw THERE~OREg LAGGED BEHIND THE NATIO~Al 
AVERAGE . Ofi ~ $le~43 - e~R CA~ITA RETAl~ - SALESc 

·•· • - ~· ,, -- ,. : -:' J 

SEVENTY=FOUR PERCENT OF ALL COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATES ARE 
ESTIMATED TO HAVE HAO 1966 PER ~APITA RETAIL SALES HIGHER THAN 
CHESTERFIELD COUNTYa 
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RETAil TRAOEP CONTDo ~ - ~ - - - - - - - - - -
I 

THE 1966 ESTIMATED OISTRIBUTION ~ OF RETAIL SALES IN CHESTERFIELD 
COUNlY AMONG 'NINE MAJOR TYPES Of OUTLETS IS SHOWN BELOWc 

PERCENt TOTAL RETAil SALES - 1966 

TYPE Of OUTlET 
I 

l 1 2 2 3 

FOOD 1STORES 
~N~~TEO .STATES 

IIlllliiiiiiiiiillllillllllliilll 
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx~x 

EATIN1G. AND DRINKING 
PLACES II 

UNITED STATES XXXXXXXX 
I 

GENER~l MERCHANOSE IIIIIII 
. UNITED STATES XXXX¥XXXXXXXXXXX 

APPAREl 
UNITED STATES 

I. 

FURNITURE 
UNITED STATES 

I 
AUTOMOTIVE 

UNITED STATES 
I 

GASOliNE 
I 

U~f~~D STATES 

LUMBE·v - BUILOING . 
MATE,IALS AND 

. HARD~ARE __ 
UNITED STATES 

DRUG ~TORES 
UNITED STATES 

I --· :.', r~-

I ·i t II I 
.· xxxxxx 

!I 
xxxx . 
·--
llllllllllliiiillliiil 
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

UHlliHJI 
xxxxxxx 

Ill 
xxxxxx 

I III 
XXX · 

3 4 4 5 

NOTEo~e VARIETY ANO SPECIALTY OUTLETSP SUCH AS STATIONERYv JEWELRY OR 
PET SIIORES CANNOT BE CLASSIFIED IN THE MAJOR CATEGORIES SHOWN ABOVEo 
JHERE~OREv THE ABOVE PERCENTAGES 00 NOT SUM TO 100% FOR EITHER THE 
~OUNT~ OR NATIONAL DISTRIBUTIONSo 

1-
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THERE WERE EIGHTY-ONE MANUFACTURiNG ESTABLISHMENTS IN CHESTERFIELD 
COUNTY . IN 1958, ~ EMPLOYING 1 9 820 PERSO~S AND OlSBURSING A TOTAL P~tROLl 
Of S4w040,000o .PRODUCTION WOR~ERS ACCOUNTEQ FOR 9lo0' OF ALL 
MANUFACTURtNG EMeLOYEES IN T~E COUNIY~ ANQ _THEIR WAGES IN 1958 WERE 
86o2% OF ~IHE . TOTAL . MANUFACTURING .PAYROllo 

NEW CAPITALEXPENOITURES IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY AMOUNTED TO 
$~25,000 IN . l958o __ . ~ .... 

L ·-·- • . • -' ,. 

A MEASURE~F THE DIFfERENCE BEtWEEN THE COST Of PRODUCTION AN~ 
MATERIALS~ ANO . THE VALUE AEC~IVEO FQR_fiNISHEO GOOOSw .ADJUSTED BY ~ THE 
V"LUE -OE .WORK .. UI PROCESS, __ J S DESCRIBED . BY ... ECONOMISTS AS .THE ADJUS'fED 
DOllAR VALUE ADDED BY MANUFACTURE.., IN 1958\l IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTYv 
THIS VALU&WAS HEASURED 'AT $6\l629v0009 COMPARED TO THE UNITED STATES 
COUNTY .AVERAGE OF . $45wl12v000 - VALUE jooeD BY. MANUFACtUREo -

SIXTY-THREE PERCENT OF ALL COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATES HAD A 
LOWER 1958 DOllAR VALUE ADDEO BY MANUfACTURE THAN CHESTERFIElD COUNTYo 

' 
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PERSONAl FINANCE- T---

CHESTERFIELD COUNTY HAD AN• fSTIMATED 1966 POPULATION OF 33,400 
PEOPLEo THE PER CAPITA DISPOSABLE INCQME OF THtS POPUL~TIPN IN 196~ 
HAS BEEN ESJIMATEO AT $1.211~ BELOW THE ESTIMA~E OF NATIONAL PER 
CAPITA DISPOSABLE . INCOME OF $2w367 FOR . IHE SAMEYEARo 

~--. 

EIGHTY- SEVEN PERCENT OF ALL COUNTIES IN THE COUNTRY HAD A HIGHER 
PER CAPITA DISPOSABLE lNCOME . THANCHESTERflELO- COUNTY IN 1966o 

A.PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILY INCOME IN CHESTERfiELD COUNTY 
FOR 1966 IS SHOWN GRAPijlCALLY BELOW~ ALONG WITH THE COMPARABLE 
PERCENTAGES FOR THE UNITED STATES. 

PERCENT OF FAMiliES - ; 1966 

FAMILY 
INCOME 

1 1 2 2 3 

$ 0 TO 2w499 liiiiiiiiiiiiJiftlttllltlllll 
. UNITED STATES XXXXXXXXXXXXX 

I. 

$2w500 t o 3~999 Illlllilllii1IIlllllliii . 
. UtHTEO STATES ' X.XXXXXXXXXXXXXX 

$4,0QO TO 6w999 IIXIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII 
UNITED STATES XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX 

I 

$79000 TO 9w999 IIIIIIIIIll 
U~ITED STATES XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX 

l -

$10vOOO .. AND OVER IIKtlll 
UNITED STATES XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX 

~ - I ' ~- -

3 4 4 5 

!N ~ l959w CHESTERFIELD COUNTY HAD A MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME; OF $29811. 
IN 1966v THE ESTIHATED -HEDIAN - fAMILY INCOME ROSE TO $3,821. 

I : 

COMPARED TO THE REST Of THE NATION IN 1959, . CHESTERFIELO COUNTY 
HAD A 1tOWER MEDIAN fAtHL Y. _ INCOME THAN EIGHTY~ THREE PE~CENT - Of ALl. , THE 
UNITEQ STATES .COUNTIES .. THE RELATIVE STANDiNG OF THE COUNTY IMPROVED 
IN 1966~ WHENv AS STATED ABOVE~ ITS MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME RANKED LOWER 
THAN SEVENTY- THREE PERCENT OF THE COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATESo 

I 

1 

I 
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' -

OF THE IOTA~ NET DOLLA~ INCOME -IN C8ESJERFI~l0 COUNTY IN l966v 
6o5% WAS AVAilABlE TO THE 28o6% OF FAMILIES WITH LESS THAN S2v500 
INCOME. WHILE 34c5% OF THE ~ET DOLLAR INCOME WAS AVAILABLE TO THE 7o0% 
OF FAMILIES WITH lNCOMES~ SlOvOOO . AND .OVERo 

• ,,,._ >< - ••.••• ·- .,. ot•t • --·. •• • .... , -· -· ••• 

IN 1966v SEVENTY~SIX PERCENT . OF All COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATES 
HAO fEWER . fAMILIES WITH .INCOMES UNDER $2v500 THAN THE 2vl03 SUCH 
FAMILIES . IN . CHESTERFIELD . COUNTYo VIEWING THESE LOW~INCOME FAMILIES AS 
A PERCENTAGE OF All FAMILIESv HOWEVERv SEVENTY-FIVE PERCENT Of All 
COUNTIES IN THE NATION HAD A LOWER PERCENTAGE Of LOW-INCOME FAMILIES 
THAN CHESTERFIELD COUNTYo 

= ~ =- --- -~ =-==-COMMERCIAl FINANCE==---=----- ·--

I N 1960 IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTYv BANK DEPOSITS Of tNOIVIDUALSv 
PARTNERSHIPS AND CORPORATIONSv CONSISTED Of S6v623.000 IN DEMAND 
DEPOSITS AND $lv068v000 IN TIME DEPOSITSc TOTAL OEPOSITSv INCLUDING 
INTERBANK -AND GOVERNMENTAL FUNOSv AMOUNTED TO $8v29lw000 IN tHE SAME 
YEAR e 

CHESTERFIELD· COUNTY SHOWED LOWER TOTAL BANK DEPOSITS IN 1960 THAN 
62% Of All COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATESo 
""" -.. -- -- --- ---- -- - - ---- ' -- --- -~ 

IN 1956v .TOTAL BANK DEPOSIT$ IN THE COUNTY WERE 7~9% LOWER THAN IN 
1960~ OR $7~686~000c IN 1950~ SANK DEPOSXlS STOOD AT A LEVEL Of 
S5~539~000o AN- INCREASE OF 49o7 -PERCENI lOOK PLACE IN THE TOTAL 8ANK 
DEPOSITS BETWEEN 1950 . AND ~ 1960o 

SAVINGS CAPITAL .HELD IN SAYINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATIONS IN 
CHESTERFIELD COUNTY ~AS S3w880~000 IN 1960o 

FXRST TERM MORTG4GE LOANS OUTSTANDING Of $3~628~QOO WERE REPORTED 
fN l960o 
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-GOVERNMENT FINANCE~ REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES- - - - - -
l . 

1JN THE FOllOW lNG 01 SCUSS ION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT F INANCEv lOCAL 
GOVE

1

RNMENTS WITHIN A GIVEN COUNTY ARE COMPRISED OF MUNICIPALITIES. 
fOWNSHIPSv SCHOOL DISTRICTS AND SPECIAL DISTRICTSo LOCAl GOVERNMENT 
EXPENDITURES - INCLUDE INTER~GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE DATAo 

I 

~OTAl lOCAl GOVERNMENT REVENUE IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 1962 
AMOUrtTEO TO $3v32lw000 AND LOCAl GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES IN THAT YEAR 
TOTALLEO .. S3v067v000\l LEAVING .A SURPLUS OF S253v000 IN LOCAl GOVERNMENT 

I •• 

FUNOSlNCHESTERflELD -COUNTYo __ _ . , --

REVENUES - AMOUNTED T0 . $98 PER CAPITA :ANO .EXPENOlTURES TO $91 PER 
CAPI,A . BASEO ON 1962 POPULATIONo COMPARABlE LOCAl GOVERNMENT FIGURES 
FOR AlL UoSc . COUNTIES IN 1962 WERE $206 GENERAL .REVENUE PER CAPITA AND 

I . . . . . . . $216 GENERAl EXPENOITURE .PER CAPITAa __ 

~INETY-TWO PERCENT OF All COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATES HAD PER 
CAPtlA EXPENDITURES IN 1962 WHICH WERE HIGHER THAN CHESTERFIElti 

• I 

COUNTY .. ... 
I -. 
THE ~ONG TERM DEBT OF CHESTERFIElD COUNTY LOCAL GOVERNMENTS AT THE 

END .Qf 1962 .WAS . S1v570v000s SHOWING _A RISE OF $21v309 FROM THE CLOSE 
OF 1961~ SHORT TERM .DEBT OF THE MUNICIPALITIESv TOWNSHIPSv SCHOOL . 
DISTRICTS AND SPECIAL . DISTRICTSAT .THE END OF 1962 IN CHESTERFIELD 
COUNTY AMOUNtED T0 . $10"000., _ .. , _ --- , ... 
-· - I . - . , . . -

lOTAl PER CAPITA DEBT FOR THESE AREAS WAS $41 AT THE ~NO OF 1962. 
COMPARATIVELYv THE PER CAPITA GENERAL DEBT · OUTSTANOING TAKEN OVER Alt 
UNITED STATES LOCAL GOVERNMENTS AT THE SAME TIME WAS $259~ 

I 

I 

I 

;. i 
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- - - - GOVERNMENT FINANCE. CONTOo - - - - - - - - - -
I 

THE DISTRlBUTlON .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 STATESo f 

PERCENT OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT REVENUE-1~62 
SOURCE OF GENERAL 1 1 2 2 3 3 4 4 5 
REVENUE coeo5oocoOeoo~5ooooOceoo5ooeoOe~oo5ooeeOoooo5oe~oO 

PROPERTY TAX IIIIIllllllllllllllliiii 
u .. s. AVERAGE xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx~ 

UTILITIES TAX 
U.,S .. AVERAGE X 

SALES AND GROSS 
RECEIPTS TAX II 

U .. S., .AVERAGE XXX 

PAYROllvlNCOME TAX 
U«>So AVERAGE X 

STATE GOVERNMENT ' IIItliiiiiiiiillllltloeclllllllllllllll 54 PERCENT 
U.S. AVERAGE XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX 

FEDERAL < GOVERNMENT 
U.,S., AVERAGE XX 

·· ~ 

CURRENT . CHARGES llllllllllllllll 
U.Se AVERAGE XXXXXXXXXXXXXXX 

INVESTMENT 
EARNINGS 

. U.S., AVERAGE X-

MISCELLANEOUS Ill 
U.,S., AVERAGE X 

,1 1 

'i. 

2 2 

i 

I 

3 3 4 4 5 
oeoo5ooooOoo 0 o5oooeOoooo5eeooOocoe5•oooO•ooo5eoooO 
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GOVERNMENT FINANCEv CONTO. - - -

THE LARGEST ITEM OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT DIRECT GENERAL EXPENDITURE IN 
1962 lfOR CHESTERFl!ElD COUNTY WAS EDUCATIONo PUBLIC HOSPITALS RANKED 
SECONDo POLICE RANKED THIRDo THE DISTRIBUTION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
EXPENDITURES BY MAJOR CATEGORIES IS DEPICTED BELOW IN COMPARISON TO A 
SIHIUAR 1962 DISTRIBUTION FOR All LOCAL GOVERNMENTS IN THE UNITED 
STATESo 

EXPENDITURE 
CATEGORIES 

PERCENT OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES~l962 
1 1 2 2 3 3 4 4 5 

EDUCATION I I Ui I I It I !III Ill tl Il'.;~e I I I II Ill II III I I 64 PERCENT 
_U.So AVERAGE XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX . 

POLICE lilli 
UeSo AVERAGE XXXXX 

FIRE PROTECTION I 
UcSo AVERAGE XXX 

HEGHWAYS Iilli 
U0So AVERAGE XXXXXXXXX 

SEWERAGE I 
UoSo AVERAGE XXX 

OTHER I SANITATION 
UoSo AVERAGE XX 

PUBLIC ASSISTANCE I 
.UoSc AVERAGE XXXXXX 

LlBRA~IES ... 
1
u .. s., AVERAGE X 

I?UBL IE HOSPITALS I I II' I I I II I III I 
U.,So AVERAGE XX 

PRIVATE HOSPITALS 
1U.,s., AVERAGE XX 

1 1 . . 2 2 3 3 4 4 5 
oooo5ooooO~coo5ooooOocoo5ooooOeooo5~oooOoooo5ooooO 

CHESTERFIELD COUNTYv SOUTH CAROLINA 
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- - - - - - - - . - GOVERNMENT FINANCE, CONTO .. -- - .-- ~ I -

PERCENT OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES-1962 
I 

1 1 2 2 3 3 4 4 1 5 EKPENOITURE 
CATEGORIES ...... s •••• o •••• s ...... o ..... s ..... o ....... s •••• o •••• s ..... o 

HEALTH 1 
U.,S., AVERAGE X 

PARKS & RECREATI6N 
U .. S .. AVERAGE XX 

FINANCIAL ADMIN. 11 
U .. S. AVERAGE X 

GENERAL CONTROL II 
U.S .. AVERAGE XXX 

AIRPORTS _ 
U~S. AVERAGE X 

INTERESt, . GEN DEBT I 
U.S .. AVERAGE • 

PORTS -& TERMINALS 
U•So AVERAGE * 

HOUSING ANO 
URBAN RENEWAL 

. _, U.S., AVERAGE XXX 

GENERAL P.UBL SlOG 
.. U.S., .- AVERAGE X 

CORRECTION - - -
U .. S~ AVERAGE X 

-· ~ -

NATURAL RESOURCES 
U.S • . AVERAGE X 

LIQUOR STORES III 
U.S., AVERAGE • 

I 

i 

;· ·:, 

I 

1 1 2 2 3 3 4 4 5 
...... s ..... o •••• s ...... o.~ ... s ..... o ..... s ..... o ..... s.l •• o 

NOTE = THE SYMBOLv *v INDICATES A VALUE BETWEEN 0 AND 1~. 

I 
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OOOOOCDOOOOOC~OOOOOOQOOOOOOOOOOOO 

= = ~ = = = = COMMUNiTY HEALTH FACILITIES AND MANPOWER = = - = = = -

THE COMPARATIVE STATUS OF HEALTH FACILITIES AND MANPOWER IN A 
COMMt!NITY fotAV INDICATE A PROBLEM BOTH FOR . POOR _ ANO . NON~POORo WHERE THE 
AREA .IS KNOWN TO HAVE A SUBSTANTIAL OR PERSISTANt .NUMBER . OF PEOPLE 
LIVl~G IN POVERTYv HOWEVER~ - A RELATIVELY LOW - STANDING IN THE ADEQUACY 
Of HEALTH SERVICES WILL DlSPROPORTIONATELr : AFFECt THESE PEOPLE. THE 
POOR .GENERALLY UTILIZE HEALTH .SERVICES LESS . FREQUENILY. tHAN HIGHER 
INCOME PERSONS DUE TO THEIR lACK OF fUNDS ALLOCATABLE FOR MEDICAL 
~AREJ . A TENDENCY EX!SlSv -- THEREFOREv fOR HEALTH _ SERVICES TO BE 
COMP4RATIVELY lACKING IN . AREAS WITH A .. HlGH SATURATION OF P-OVERTY .. 

-- --- 1 --

l[HE RESIDENTS OF . CHEST.ERFIELD COUNTY{) SOUTH CAROLINA RECEIVED AN 
ESTIMATED -PER CAPITA DISPOSABLE INCOME OF $989 IN .l962. THE . YEAR OF 
REFE~ENCEo PER CAPITA DISPOSABlE INCOME DURING THE SAME PERIOD WAS 
$~ 11 0~9 fOR tHE UNIYED StATES AS _A WHOLE AND . $1 11 351 FOR THE STATE OF 
SOUIH CAROLINA.,_ · . 

I ' 
""' :"' -.-

=r ·' - '"]-, ...... - " - .. .. - . ,... --' ... , , -· .". . 

__ .TO GIVE PERSPECTIVE TO THE FOLLOWING MATERIAL ON THE STATUS OF 
~EALtH SERVICES IN CHESffiRFIELO . COU~TY~ - IT CAN BE SEEN THAT WHILE 
INDIVIOt,JAl ECONOMIC RESOURCES AVERAGED HIGHER FOR THE NATION THAN THE 
STATEv THE - RESIDENTS OF CHESIERFIELD COUNTY .AVERAGED LESS THAN BOTH 
tHL U~tHTEO . STATES .. ANO .. SOUTH CAROLINA lN PER CAP! IA INCOME .. _ 

~ DIRECT -~EA~~RE - OF THE ~DEQUACY OF HEALTH CARE CAN BE DERI~~D 
FROM OATA •GATHEREO IN 1962 BY THE DEPARTMENT OF HEAlTHv EDUCATION AND 
WELFARE ' ON THE NUMBERS OF VARIOUS lYRES OF HEAlTH PERSONNEL :IN THE 

I . • 

UNITEf StATES . COt.JNTI ES .. _ _ ... _ .. , _ . . . ._ . _ "" ___ . . 

P~ACTlCING IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY DURING THE PE~IOD OF REFEREN~E 
WERE .14 .. PHYSlCIANSo WITH A.IOIAL POPULATION OF 33~300 IN CHESTERfiELD 
COUNPl~ . THIS IS EQUIVAlENT JO lt2.,0 . DOCTORS . FOR EVERY 100~000 PERSONS .. 
THIS REPRESENTS RELATIYEL V lESS .. MEDICAL, CARE . AVAilABLE TO COUNTY . 
RESIDENTS . PER UNIT . POPULATION ~ IHAN _ TO THE ~RESIOE~JS _OE SOUTH CAROLINAv 
WHERE I THE RATIO STOOD AT 90~~ -- PHYSICiANS . PER 100~000 PERSONSo IN 
COMPARISON, .tHE DOCTOR-PATIENT RATIO FOR THE ENTIRE UNITED STATES AT I . , - - -

THE SAME JIME WAS l42o9 DOCTORS. PER 100~000 - P-ERSONSo . - -- . 
I , 

-- . 

I~ DOCTORS PER CAPITA~ CHESTERFIELD COUNTY RANKED LOWER THAN 
SEVENTY~THREE PERCENT OF All COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATESo 

I 

I , 

CHESTERFIELD COUNTY~ SOUTH CAROLINA 
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COMMUNITY HEALTH FACILITIES AND MANPOWER, - CONTDe---

A REFlECTION ()f CTHE COMPREHENSIVENESS QF MEDICAL CARE IS OFTEN 1 

PROVIDED BY THE -EXTENt Of DENIAl HEAltH SEQVICES . IN A COMMUNITYv ~StNCE 
A HIGH LEVEL.OF $UCH SERVICES . DOES .NOT ORDI~ARilY OCCUR IN THE ABSENCE 
Of GOOD GENERAl MEDICAL CAREo IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY THERE WERE l8o0 
QENTISTS PER 1009000 PERSONS IN -CO-MPARISON TO 22 .. 4 FOR SOUTH CAROLiNA 
AND 54 .. 1 FOR THE NATIONo ------ ·····-- ------ --;--~ ·-·--· ----- ·'.·-. ·-- . -- -- 1 

THE~GENERAL STATUS OF . HEALTH SERVICES IS ALSO CORRELATED TO THE 
NUMBER OF liCENSED PHARMACISTS IN THE CO~MUNITYo CH~STERFIELD COUNtY 
HAD 42o0 PER 100,000 PEOPLE. AS OPPOSED TO 43 .. 7 FOR THE STATE AND 66c7 
FOR THE .ENIIRE .. COUNIRYo .. _. _ _ __ 

IN THE AR~A OF HEALTH fAClllllESv THERE WERE NO HOSPITAl BEDS 
AVAILABLE LIN CHESTERfiElD COUNTY IN .. l962o 

·- ., ., • ,.,... - ~~ -·· • #•" • .,... -

·. RANKED AG~INST THE REST OF THE COUNTIES IN. THE NATION, 
CHESTERFIELD COUNTY HAD . FEWER HOSPITAl BEDS PERCAPITA THAN NINETY-"-TWO 
PERCENT . Of ,tHE .. COUNTIES., .. . , . , . - .... - -

THE TOTAt ~ NUMBER Of NURSES REGISTERED IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 
1962 WAS 33, WITHg HOWEVER, NO HOSPitAL BEDS lOCATED IN THE COUNTY AT 
THE TIME~ IN THE STATE, THERE WERE 91 .. 1 AND IN THE UNITED STATES 1~8a0 
NURSES PER 100 HOSPITAL BEOSc _ I 

IN THE AUXILARY HEALTH MANPOWER OCCUPATlON OF SANITARY ENGINEE~v 
CHESTERFIELD COUNTY, WITH NONE REPORTED~ LAGGED BEHIND THE UNITED 
STATES RATIO Of 3o0 PER 1009000o 

,, 
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HOUSING 

I 

THE CONDITIONS AND CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSING ARE ASSOCIATED WITH 
THE INCIDENCE AND DEGREE OF POVERTY !N A COMMUNITYo DATA SHOWING TH~ 
PROPEIHIES Qf HOUSING ARE~ lHEREFORE11 INCL;UOED HERE TO AI.D IN 
EVALUATING IHE LEVEL - Of LIVING IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY. 

r 
• BASIC INDICATOR . OF HOUSING ADEQUACY FOR ANY GIVEN AREA IS THE 

PERCENTAGE Of DWELLING UNITS . WHICH ARE NOT DILAPIDATED OR DETERIORATED 
ANO . CONIAIN PLUMBING FACILITiES., IN l960v 74o0% OF All DWELLING UNITS 
IN THE UNITED STATES MET THESE CONDITIONSP AN IMPROVEMENT OVER THE 
63o6% WHICH MET tHEM IN . 1950o .. 

' -· l 
IN CHESTERFIElD COUNTY IN l960v 35~5% OF All DWElliNG UNITS WERE 

SOUND AND CONTAINED PLUMBING~ AS OPPOSED TO 1950 WHEN l8e0% MET THE 
REQUISITES EOR SOUNDNESS., . 

I - . 
GHESTERF!ELO COUNTY SHOWED WORSE HOUSING CONDITIONS THAN THE 

UNITED STATES IN BOTH 1950 AND 1960., _ . . _ . _ __ 
.,j 
~HE NUMBER OF. PERSONS PER ROOM IN A DWELLIHG UNIT IS ANOTHER 

VAlUABlE . INDlCATOR OF . AOEQUAC'If Of HOUSING., iN 1960\1 OVER THE UNITED 
StATES AS A WHOl.Ev 11.,5% Of All DWElliNG UNITS WERE INHABITED WITH 
MORE ~HAN ONE PERSON PER . ROOMe IHE PERC~NTAGE Of CROWDED DWELLING 
UN!TSI. Ut . l960 IN CHESTERfiElD COUNTY . SJOOO ABOVE . THE.NATION AT .. 26~4%e 

· T~E · NUMBER ~ oF~ PERSONS occuPYING - EACH ur~11 xs ALSO ' AN . iNoicATOR oF 
CROWDED HOUSING CONDITIONS _ASSOCiATED .WITH POVERTYA EOR THE . UNITED 
STATE~ -. AS - A . WHOLEt tHE AVERAGE PORULATION -PER OWELLING _UNIT IN 1960 
WAS 3c3~ AT THE SAME TIME, IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY, THE NUMBER Of 
PERSO~S LIVING IN EACH OWELl.lNG UNIT11 .ON THE AVERAGE\) WAS 4o0 IN 1960 
AS WEll - AS . l950o - ------
.. " .,. t - . ; - -- ... - -·. 

I~ 1960v 2lo51 OF ALL SJRUCTURES IN THE UNITED STATES HAO BEEN 
BUilT ! IN 1950 , 0R LATERc THE PERCENTAGE Of STRUCTURES EXISTING IN 1960 
WHICH WERE BUILT IN 1950 OR LATER IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY WAS 23o0%v 
REVEAtiNG A H!GHER PROPORTION OF OLDER HOUSING THAN THE NATIONo 

I 
I 

I 

I 
I 

" I 

I 
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-HOUSING~ CONTDo 

TO FURTHER ASSESS THE STATUS Of HOUSING IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTYil 
SEVERAl INDICATORS Of HOUSEHOLD PROSPERITY ARE CONTRASTED BElOW T0 1 
COMPARABlE FIGURES FOR THE UNITED STATES AS A WHOLE., 

-· - --

1960 PERCENTAGE OF 
OCCUPIED DWELLINGS WITH 

. WASHI~G MACH!NESeoo COUNTY 61.,1% 
UNil,EO STATES 73 .. 7% 

FOOD FREEZERS.,.,., COUNTY 2lo4% 
UNITED STATES l8o4J 

AIR CONDITIONERSooo COUNTY 8o2% 
UNITED STAlES 12.,4% 

·, ) .: .. ,. ·- " 

TELEVISION SETSooo COUNTY 6<Jo(>J 
UNITED STATES 87o3J 

- -
TELEPHONES coo COUNTY 36o4J 

UNl TEO STATES 18.,51 

ONE CARooo ·COUNTY -- 57ol% 
UNITED STATES 56.,9% 

TWO OR MORE CARSooo COUNTY 16.,21 
UNllED STATES 2lo5J 

..... : - -

OWNER=OCCUPIED DWELLING UNITS WERE MORE NUMEROUS THAN 
RENTER-OCCUPIED DWELLINGS IN CHESTERfiELD COUNTY IN 1960a 

' ' 

f , " 

- -- -- - - -- -- - c - - -- - . - . I 
THE MEDIAN VALUE OF OWNER-OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS IN . CHESTERFI~LO 

COUNTY AT THAT TIME WAS $5~300~ - AS OPROSEO TO .A NATIONAL .MEDIAN V~LUE 
OF Sllv900o . A. OECADE EARLIERv IN . l950v TijE _MEDIAN VALUE .OE 
OWNER-OCCUPIED . OWELLINGS WAS EVALUATED AJ . $3~465 .IN CHESTERFIELD 
COUNTYP COMPARED 10 THE NATIONAL MEDIAN OF $7?344 AT . THAT TIMEo T~ESE 
DATA SHOW A GAIN OF 53o0 PERCENT IN VALUE IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY 
VERSUS A CORRESPONDING GAIN OF 62o2 PERCENT FOR THE UNITED STATE~ AS A 
WHOLE., ' 
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= =EDUCATION-

I 

IHE LEVEl OF EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT AND FACILITIES XN A COMMUNITY 
IS Al RELIABLE INDICATOR OF ITS SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUSc COUNTIES WITH A 
HIGHf INCIDENCE OF . FAMiliES Wll tH INCOMES BELOW THE POVERTY CUTOFF ARE ,, 
liKELY TO BE THE COUNTIES WITH A POORLY EDUCATED POPULATIONo _ 

I 
I 
I 

THE MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS COMPLETED -BY PERSONS IN CHESTERFIELD 
COUNTY AGED TWENTY~F.IVE .YEARS AND OVER WERE 1o6 IN 1960n CHESTERFIELD 
COUNTY HAD. THEREfOREv A LEVEL OF EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT LOWER THAN 
. I 

THE .NATION AS A WHOLE WHERE THE MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS _COMPLETED -STOOO _AT 
10~6~ TEN YEARS EARLliERv IN 1950v THE UNIT~D STATES MEDIAN SCHOOL 
YEARS COMPLETED BY T~E .POPULATION TWENTY-FIVE AND OLDER WERE 9.3~ AT 
THIS ~TIMEv MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS COMPLETED ~N CHEStERFIELD COUNTY WERE 
loOn - WHILE THE -COUNTY fOLLOWED tHE NATIONAL TREND OF AN INCREASE FROM 
J950 TO 1960 IN MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS COMPLETEDi ITi NEVERTHELESSv STOOD 
LOWE~ THAN THE UNITED STATES IN BOTH 1950 AND 1960 ON THIS MEASURE OF 
SUffiCIENCY Of EDUCATION., .. ·- ... __ .. . I 

.... . -· I - . . - . - . --. . . 

THE EXTENT Of FUNCTIONAL IlliTERACY !N A COMMUNITY CAN BE MEASURED 
I 

BY . THE NUMBER -OF PERSONS TWENTY- FIVE YEARS OF .AGE OR MORE WHO HAVE 
COMPLETED LESS THAN EIVE YEARS Of SCHOOL~ IN l960v 8o4% OF JHE UNITED 
STATES POPULATION AGED IWENlY~flVE OR .OVER HAD NOT fiNISHED MORE THAN 
FOUR - tEARS -Of SCHOOL9 -A- WORSE SHOWING THAN THAT OF CHESTERFIELD _ 
COUNTY. WHERE 28o5% -. 0f THE ADUlT POPUlATION HAD NOT .. GONE BEYOND FOUR 
SCHOO~ YEARS., IN THE SAME AGE GROUPP 41.,11 Of THE POPUlATION OF THE 
NATIOf11 HAD COMPLETEDATlEAST A SECONDARY .. LEVEl EDUCATION .COMPARED TO 
THE . l~WER . PROPORtiON . OF 2Zo4% IN -CHESTERFI~LO . COUNTYo . __ _ __ . 

. -1 .... , ___ .. -· -- .. -· .. -·-
1~ 19609 NINETY-FIVE PERCENT OF All COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATES 

HAD A \LOWER PERCENTAGE Of POPULAliON TWENTY-FIVE YEARS AND OVER 
COMPlETING LESS THAN .. fiVE YEARS OF SCHOOlo ... _ _ __ 

' - .\. - ' - .. - ' .. .. - - - . - .-
T~E PERCENTAGE OF . LOCAL GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES UTILIZED _FOR 

EOUCAT~ON IS OFTEN A GOOD INDICATOR OF IHE _EMPHASIS PlACED ON 
EDUCAT~ON BY .A COMMUNllYo AN EXPENDITURE OF Slv962pB80 WAS ALLOTTED TO 
EOUCAT~dN IN CHESTERFIELD COUNTY IN 1962, 64% OF TOTAL EXPENOITURESo 
aASED bN 1962 COUNTY POPULATION, THIS AMOUNTS TO $58 PER CAPITAv BELOW 
JHE . NA,lONAL AVERAGE Of $100 PER CAPlTAo 

f . 
CHESTERFIELD COUNTY SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS ROSE 7o3 PERCENT FROM 9wl98 

STUDENtS IN 1960 TO AN ENROLLMENT Of 9~869 STUQENTS IN 1965. 

I 

I·-
1 
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