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The General Condition of the Mississippi Negro 

This paper 1a a rep.>rt published by the Student Nonv1ole~t Coor­
dinating Committee, It is general and extensive 1l'\ sc•pe ra~her 
than specific and detailed, The report's purpose is three-fold: 

1, to give SNCC's M1.ss1ssippi field workers a handy reference 
source detailing statistically some of the general facts 
relating to the status of the Negro in Mi&Siaait,pi, 

2, to indic~te the dire necessity for OOJ?Ole prop,"\5e07Y'!lllllllln-
1ty centers and co1U1ty workers, and 

3, t• serve as a guideline f~r DDre detailed studies t• be 
made in the near future, 

In this study, the term "nonwhite peeple II is use,1 11,stead r,f the 
term 11Negro" in many instances. Because of the high t>ro.PCrtion 
of Negroes 1l'I the nonwhite categery, it is n~t a diatnrtin~ to 
use data that refers to "nonwhites" as dato 'ohat rere::-s particu­
larly to Negroes. In 1960, in M:1.sa1sa1pp1, 99.6 per cent •f the 
total nonwhite p,>pulati~n was Negro, and 99.7 per -0ent of the 
nonwhite 1,'arm c>peratora were Neg re. • 

Thi9 re~ort is beinG distributed b7t 
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The General Condition of t!Je t',isslsslppi m,gro 

This J)aper is a report published by the Student Nonviolent Coordi­
nating Committe.:. lt H; General anct extensive in scope l'a,her than 
sp<.,cif'!.c and tle:tailod. Th<:: .!:epori;,' s purposu is three-fold; 

1) to g;l.ve S?!CC' s M:l&si:.is.!.ppi fieltl viorkers D handy referenc: 
source dutailing sta,:i.sticolly some of the gener~l facts 
relatlng to the si;,;,·.;us oJ' the Ne~ro 1n Mississippi, 

2) to indic« tc t!le dlN, necessity ror SNCC ' □ pr·oposcd community 
centers and county workerG, anti 

3) to serve as u t,'1.lideline for more detuiled studies to be made 
in the near future. 

In this study, tbe t{.lrm 11Honv1hite peopl~" 1s useu ~stcnid of the 
term "lfogrc' 1 ir1 many in· :anccu. Because of ;;he hign proportion of 
NeBroes in the nonwhite cece:.:;ory, it is not a dl:::tor;;ion to t.se 
daca tl1at refers to "nomihit.es" as dota tnat refer3 particularly 
to Negl'oeo. In 1960, in Mississippi, 99.6 per cent of the to-.;al 
nom1hitc populatlo:, was .Negro, and 99-7 per cent of tliE: nonwhite 
r.arm opera tors were Neg1'0 . 
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PERTINENT BACKGROtJND DATA 

Growph 1n the Population, 1940-1960 

*~ber and Proportion.- 91~,722 Negroes constituted, in 196o, roughly 
of tbe total 2,178,ooo population 1n Mississippi. Between 1940 

and 1960, the total popu~at1on r.emained nearly the same (per cent 
change: -0.2), with~ more than 7% decrease in the Negro population 
compared w.ith an increase of more than (ff, amonG the non-Negro popula-
tion. (See Chart I and Table I.) • 

Although birth rates among Negroes have been consistently higher than 
tbotie among Whites, morta1ity rates are higher, average life expectan­
cy 1s lo~er and migration out of the state is considerably higher 
among Negroes than among whites. 

131rth Rates - The higher birth rates. amonr, Negroes, in comparison 
with 1:hites, are tihown in Table 2. In 1949, the rate per 1,000 among 
the Negro population was 34.8, compared with 21,8 among 1~hites. Since 
1945 there has been a significant rise in the birth rate for Negroes. 
During the depression 30's, sharp declines in birth rates occurred 
among both Nei;roes and whites. (Chart 2) 

Death Rates - Death rates among Negi;,oes con-i;inue to be higher than 
the rates for whites, though the difference in the rates has consis­
tently narrowed. (Table 3) Ii; is still a fact, houever, that the deat: 
rate among Negroes today is not as low ae it 11as for whites in 1913, 
the first y.ear for 1,Jhich we have death rate data. This 1.s largely a 
reflection of the continued loz1 standard of living Mississippi Nesroes 
exist under, in addition to a :Lack of access to adequate hospital care 
(See ~art III.) 

Infant Mortality - Infant mortality rates since 1920 for both races 
have generall;y gone dowm1ard. The. rate fo1• nob;-whites, howeve1•, 
swung up1mI'd in 1957 and continued upward until 1961 when it st,arted 
do1nmard aga.1.n (Chart IV). It takes no statistical genius to under­
stand what tbe•.figures reflect: .In Mississippi the chances of ·a 
Negro baby dying within the first year or life are at best twice 
those of a white baby. Though most babies of both races do survive, 
Negro babies have a greater chance of start.lng life with a health 
handicap. In communities where Negroes are subject; to majoP segre­
gation and discrimination, the Neg:cio baby ls much more likely to be 
born prematurely. Premature babies may get excellent care if they 
are born in or naar a hos-oital ;11th e modern center for prematur.e 
infants, but Negroes in Mississippi are lar_r;ely denied this. (Table 4: 

Significant Population Characteristics 1950-1960 

Age Dis~ribution - Table 5 compares the changes in the Negro and 
white population which have occurred among different age groups 
bet11een 1950 and 1960. During this decade the to c-al P.oPula tion of 
Mississippi remained almost the same. There was a net increase in 
the white population and a net dect'ease in the non~~lh1 te population. 
Most significant for Negroes is the large decrease in the group aged 
20 to 34. Because workers in this age group are traditionally 



:t1MIT j. ?0 ,., l.11..._, 1'14-0 ~d ft'° 

;:,. thou>A,,\cl~: 

l'i<.O 

CHAP., 3, P0aATtfRA-,c.~ 

£'1,T1, ptA 1000 p,,p~I a;#rl$tl 

13,0 

~~0~ ll,2. 

I q.3 

~-

I 
-a.o 

~ I I 11 I -~ 
Jq 13 

~ Nol<.-ll.:> 

0 W.11 I II: 

C ... i.T ~, 13;r#. fU1'1~5.1 Sfi<.t;,T«O Pt;tt.iodt 

Ra.-f-t. f'<I\ 1000 f'"P"l~ti;.., 

c.i. «rt 4, 
::r,.f.1 .. + /'116ltc..t;4d 

S011ru..: J, >, i3Jr~ ..... , ,; ikc;. 
( ... A,\ S ..._i ~ ~4~Y, ,, aY, 4 \ f. 

~7_,;.,- P.I o/ //.-., /;Js 

I 

• 

If 



• 

RepDrt for Mias. Field Staff, 

preferred 1n hiring for new employment, this change 1n age composition 
of the population ,may contribute to increased employment opportunity 
for younger Negroes. The situation may also add to the dilemma of 
employers whose hiring policies concinue to favor white workers and 
workers under 35 years of age. ( Chart 5.) 

Urban-Rural Distr>ibution - In 1960, the Negro pop1.1lai;ion was largely 
rural, there being over tuo-thirds of the Negroes in the State living 
in rural areas. Of the 79 545 persons who m:!.greted from rural areas 
into Mississi_ppi cities, only 5 ~ercent 1~ere non-white. There obvious: 
has been no significant rural-urban redistribution of the non-white 
population within the state during the last decade. This is largely 
a feflection of the fact that employment opportunities for rural 
non-whites ln the state's towns and cities are poor. (Table 7) 

County Variations - Table 8, showing tile Negro and ;1hice population 
1n 1950 and 196o for each county, reveals the high percentage of 
Negroes 1n some counties and the considerably high out-of-state mtgra­
tion taking place. There are 29 counties ~iherein Neg:eoes constitute 
more than 50% or the ~opulation. Hinds, Calhoun and Coahoma are the 
counties with the lars;eat numbers of Negroes. Tunica, Clairborne, 
and Jef~erson have the largest percentages of Negroes. The area com­
monly re--ferred to as the "Gulf Coast" has sb01m .;he only consistent 
increases in population during the last decade. This .Ls the most 
affluent economic area or regicn 1rl the state, signil'icantly. 

Cities of 10 000 or more - Table 9 shows the 18 cities in Mississippi 
that have a population 01' greater than 10,000. In all oi' these cities 
with the exception of B1loxi, Negroes constitute 20 per cent or more 
of the total population . 

Educational Attainment 

As sbol~n in Table ·10, in 1960 ,all Negroes aged 25 and over had complet 
an average of only six years of school. Tbis is five yea:r<s less than 
the average for whites. The average is even less in the rural-fru:,m 
area a where 11 high proportion of Negroes live. 

RECENT LABOR FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT TRENDS 

Negroes in the Labor Force 

Proportion in the Laver Force - The pr-oporvion of Nesroes 1n the labo• 
force is very similar to the proportion for whites. There is a notict 
able di.rrerence 1n the proport-ions ~1hen the races are divided into 
sexe, however. There is a greater per cent of Nei;i,-,o uomen, particu­
larly urban married Negro .-1omen, in tne labor force, than •,ihite women. 
The proportion of }fegro men in the labor force is noticeably lower 
than the proportion of white males. (Table 11 and Chart 7) 

Unemployment - Table 12 s.hO'tis that 1ri 196o the, average unemplcyment 
rate for Neiz:roes vies more than 50 per cent sr.:::.t •' tL:in !'~t tf ·1:r.i'ttlc 
(;than:;~:; 1:n.:tho· ratea for· the two races .fI'o~t 1950 to l9uQ w .. ::-~ I>c.1.?tiYc 
~he sa~~w TJ'As chanGc hau ~~~~ ~n ur.i'~vorablc one; resulti1'g in an 
unemploymont rate foz, lfegrces of 7 .1 purcent. ( Chart VIII) 
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Report for Miss. Field Staff, continued 
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Status amonn different Age Groups - Table 13 shows, for 1960, the varia­
tions at different ages in the labor force status of Negroes 1n compari­
son with whit.e men and women. About 67r/i of all Ni!rr;ro.l,l.en ;:.e;es 14 or over 
were in t-he labor foree compared to roughly 75'/, of ell •,rhite men. A sig­
nificantly higher proportion of Negro men under age 24 and over age 65 
vii:re in the labor force. For both Negro men and white men bet-ween the 
0 20 and 64, the rates of labor force participation were comparable. 
The pattern among women shows some significant contrasts. The propor­
tion of Negro women in the labor force \ias higher than for \ihite 
women in every age group except ages 14-19 and 20-24. Among white 
women, the rate of labor force participation drops after age 24 (about 
the average age of marriage), whereas for Negro women the rate 1ncreaa.es 
through the 45~49 age group. • 

Industry Distribution - In Table 14, it is apparent that of the roughly 
one-half million empioyed Negroes 1n the State, more than a third are 
employed 1n agrioultt1re with more than another third employed in service 
indus trie-s. Unbelievable a·s it may seem, though Negroes comprise al­
most 4()% of the total employed labor force, only about 4~ are employed 
in manufacturing and even legs than that 1n coustruction employment. 

Pattern of unemployment - Table 15 reveals that of those Negroes unem­
ployed, not more than 8% can be categorized as skilled workers. Though 
21.l~ of those unemployed were previously semi-skilled operatives or 
kindred ~1orkers, 31.9% were non-agricultural laborers and 21.55% were 
farm labore-rs. Thus, over 50',b of the unemployed Negroes were unskilled 
laborers. 

INCOME 

Income or families, 1950-1960 - Table 16 and Chart 9 present the 
median income of all Negro and white persons for the years 1950-1960, 
In 1960 Negroes bad an aver&ge annual income of $606, only 29% of the 
average income of $2,023 among whites. The ~1fforence seems parttcu­
larly ~1ide in view of the fact that a higher proportion of Negro family 
members are in the labor force. The data in the previous section on 
labor force and employment show that a higher proportion of Negro males 
under age 24 and women over age 24 are in the labor force than is the 
c.ase among whites. 

There is a relatively smaller differential between Negroes and whites 
for urban as compared ;'11.th t'UI'al persons. In 1960 the avera,ge income 
of urban Negroes was 33% of the average among whites, a decline from 
36% in 1950. The urban Negro family in 1960 had an average income of 
$871, compared with an average o~ about $2600 for whites. Between 1950 
and 1960 the average income of urban whites increased some $Boo, whereas 
among Negroes it increased less than $200. Among rural ~ersona the 
median,income of Negroes increased from #390 1n 1950 to ~474 in 1960 
when it was about 31~ of the average tor white persons. This represen­
ted a relative decline from the $390 average of 1950 when the rural 
Negro•s average income was 4;i.ir; of the average among rul','al whites. The 
money income of both Negro and white persons living on farms remained 
low and increased relatively less than that of rural non-farm and 
urban families 1n the years 1945-1949. 
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HOUSING O0NDITIONS 

Statistics revealing housing conditions for Mississippi Negroes are 
somewhat shocking. In 196o there were 207,611 housing units for 
Mississippi Negroes. Of these, 38.1% were owner-occupie~, and 61.9% 
were renter-occupied (signti'icantly out of line with the national 
proportion of owner- and renter-occupied housing). Of the 207,611 
houses,only one-third can be classed as being in sound condition; 
the others have beep classified as ei.ther deteriorating or dilapi­
dated. Of the home~ in the ~ral areas, over 75% are without any piped 
water at all, and over 9'Y! of these rural homes had no flush toilets, 
no bathtu~ and no shower. (see table 18) 
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APPENDIX TABLES 

Table 1 -- Populai;ion oi' Mississippi, by color, 1900-1960 
. 

Non1·1hite 
Year Total 

Numbar Percentage 
1960 . . . 2,17i,141 920,595 
1.950 . . . 2,17 ,914 990,282 
1940 . . . . 2,183,796 1,077,469 
1930 . . . 2,009,B21 1,011,744 
1920 . . . 1,790,61.:J 936,656 
1910 . . . . 1,797,114 1,011,003 
1900 . l,551,270 910,070 

(Source: U.S. Bureau or ~he Census) 

**** 

~Lf., Lf. 
45,5 
49.1 
50.5 
52·,5 
56.'2 
58.6 

Table 2 -- Estimated birth rates, by color, selected years, 1920-1961 

Births per 1,000 population 

Year 
Nonwhit0 ~Thite 

1961 • . . . . . . • 34,8 21.8 
1959 36.6 20.9 ' . . . . . . . . 
1955 . . . . . . . 36.6 23.2 
19io . . . . . . . . 37 .6 22.9 
19 0 . . . . . . • . . 27.3 20.9 
1935 . . . . . . . . . . . 25,1 20.a 
J.930 . . . . . . . . . . 24.0 23.2 
1925 . . . . . . . . . 23 .lf 24.1 
J.920 . . . . . . . . . . . 22,7 26.3 

(Source: Mississippi State Board of He.11th) 

Table 3 -- Death Rates, by Color, selectecl years, 1920-1961 

Deaths per 1,000 popul~tion 
I 

Year Nonwhite White 

1961 11.0 8.8 
. -

1959 11.4 B. l 
1955 1-0.2 B.7 
1950 11.2 8.0 
1940 12 .6 8.6 
1935 11.6 8.7 
1930 14.8 9.0 
1925 14 .4 8.8 
1920 . 15 .. J. 9,3 

• 
(Source: M1ss1,ss1ppi State 1loard of Realtl1) 
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Table 4 -- Deaths under l year, 1•atea for selected years, 1920-1961 

Deaths per 1,000 population 

Year Nonwhite White 
1961 . . . . . . . . 50.0 23.5 
1960 . . . . . . . . . i4.4 23.5 
1955 . . . . . . . . 6.4 24.7 
1950 . . . . . . 42.6 28.1 
1945 . . . . . . . . • 44.7 36.1 
1940. . . . . . . . 60.9 46.4 
1935 . . . . . . . . 58.6 l>7 .5 
1930 . . . . . . . . 84.5 51.0 
1925 . . . . . . . 85,7 53.0 
1920 . . . . . . . 101.l 59,9 

(Source: Mississippi state Doard or Health) 
Table 5 -- fopulat1on of Missias1pp1, by color, age, and sex, 1950-1960 

Age and Negr,o Native Born Whit& CHANGE - 1950-1960 
Sex 1950 19o0 1950 1960 Number 

tinfte 
Percent· 

]',fe.,.rn Nearo"I w 
i;al 987,935 915,722 1,179,96, 1,250,282 -72,21' 70,311 -7. - 6 
ler 10 270.68<; 27o.4oq 2c;n. ".l.1 • 26fl.678 ',,7l~J 7_0, '.;\()C 2 l 4 
_1-9 203,905 20b,586 208, 7ti' 231,572 2 1 Ol:IJ 22, 7i,· 1.3 10. 
314 11111,9,j 130,405 264,0U: 236,9'18 -56,SH -28,17 >-38.5 -10. 

·44 114,lli'j 79,386 2•~ I /1!,( 157,199 ··35,0~ -4,93( -33.b -2. 
·o,l,j 1Lf3, 430 J.49,4i.iT ?06;li5~ ,- J. -~&" ~=' J ~ :.J 6,017 44,92' 4.2 21. 
:ind over Ob,b05 7~,528 -~,ot•~ 92:0'{3 5,923 0,30 ts. 9 1. -

.~E 
·,.~£11 1i79,58o 11ll0,61ll ~P..,o 36J 6~1 6~,, -33,93~ 31, 78, -8.l 5. - -,I, .. - :J ., . -,- • l":°d,3'.ll] 133,i.40 .. er 10 135,685 J 3t:l, 456 2,771 4,83( 2.0 ? ., . 
-19 100,490 105,074 lf'l7, 4'.)l 120,35;, 4, StlLI .12, 86J 4.5 l. 
_:3LI tlb, 520 57,tl93 J. ~:I,' t!:. ll7, 012 -2ti,021. '"12,l'(· ·33,1 -·l. 
·44 52_, 755 33,9?.3 79, 81~ 77,18~ -18,832 -2, 62t -35. 7 -3: 
_.04 70,91.lO 70,053 101, 77( 122, I.I-~'.:> -oo'/ 20, fl:;1-::\7 -:20-: 
and over 33,270 35,284 41,20( 50,886 2,01-4 9, 68,:j 6 .7 2''!. 

··--- --
l,1/\LE 

38,53+11 :·~l:. otal 508,355 475,081 590,09: 628,626 -33,274 
der 10 135,000 137,947 122, 00! 127,538 2,9 1~7 f.. .; ~ ,, ., ')' :1 

• • •1 ,:" ••• , 

10~.41" -----:x-·l() 101,512 101,29'. 111,221 -1,901 ' f""\•.) : • - :i ) oi .. L I.. , 

-34 119,296 -29,88~ >- - -102,395 72,512 135, 30( • 21. .• 0•14f Z;;J , 1 f' .CL • 

-lf4 bl, 720 45,463 82,32( 00,017 -16, 2!J7 -? • 3v.:t2~. -'ll-=.2 
·64 7 ... 190 79,394 104,68• 128,897 6,?o4j24,!YL9-~-• 23 
and over 33,335 37,244 44, Ll8c 41,157 ? 90'' ·• ...,,,31 • r 7 -' 1 ~ - .) , .Jr..._ J.,J. • ~ ' -·--

>OUrce: u.s. Bureau of the Census) 
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Table 6 -- Population of Mississippi, by color and urban-rural residence, 
1960 

Residence Nat-,!. ve-born White Negro 
Male Female Male Pemale 

Urban 245,006 266,507 134,907 158,765 
Rural--

non-_rar-m 24-3,385 243,131 1~6,597 167,778 
Rural--farm 124,265 118,988 19,137 148,588 

, 
(source: U.S. Di.;reau of the Census) 

Table 7 -- Urban and rural migration, by race, 1n Mississippi, 1950-1960 

Area· Popula i;-:1.on Net Migration Natural Net 
1950 1960 Number % Inc-rease Change-% 

State 2,1i8,~14 2,178,141 -424,158 -16.3 ii.4% -0.03 
White l,l 8,632 1,257,546 -ios,4io ;-7.9 l .9 5.8 
Nom-1hi te ~90, 282 920,595 -315,6 6 -25.5 24.8 -7.0 

Urban f.07, i62 820,805 79,545 10.i 22.l 
~

5.2 
White 374,320 525,853 75,476 16. 20.3 0.5 
Nonwhite 232,842 294,952 4,069 1.4 24.9 2G. 7 

R1Jral 1,571, 75'2 1,357,336 -503,703 -27 .1 18.4 ~J.3.3 
White 814,312 731,693 -183,946 -20.l 12.4 "-10.l 
Nonwhi~e 757,44o 625,643 -319,757 -33.8 24.8 -17.4 

{Source: Mississippi State Board of Realth) 

Table 8 -- Cpunty -:Breakdol'ln of Popul.at.1on and Migr<1tion 
Net Chanse 

County -Population No. Nonlihi te 'h Nonwhite of Negroes, 
1250-19.60 

Adams' ' 37,730 18,695 49.5 -16.l 
IUcorn 25,282 ~:~l] 13.2 -14.6 
Amite 15,573 54.2 -19.1 
Attala 21,335 9,546 44,7 -17.5 
Benton 7,723 3,609 46.~ -6 ~ 
Bolivar 54,4'54 36,943 6t. -ltf. 
Calhoµn 15,941 4,346 2i.3 1.3 
Carroll 11,J..77 6,500 5 .2 -26.11 

Chickasaw 16,891 6,511 38.5 -22.7 
Chocta~1 8,423 2,520 29.9 24.3 
Clairl;lorne 10,845 8,245 76.0 -7.7 
Clarke 16,493 6,492 39.4 -17.6 
Clay 18,993 9,719 51.3 -3 4 
Coahoma 46,212 31..,582 68.3 -11. 
Copia 27,051 14.oi9 52.0 -13.7 
Covington 13,637 4,7 l 34.8 -9.l 
De:iQto 23,891 14,643 61.3 -11.4 
Forrest 52,72.2 14,752 28.0 13 .• 
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Table 8, continued LI 

Count;x Po:12ula tion Number l':!Qnwhite i !fQ!H'lh1te 
Net Change 

of Negroe1:. 
1950-1960 

Franklin 9,286 3,800 40.9 -11.7 
Ge"Orge 11,098 1,287 11.6 4-.5 
Gr>eern, 8,366 1,923 23.0 27.9 
G1•enada 18,409 9,057 49.2 -7_9 
Hancock 14,ogg 2,255 16.1 10.6 
liarrison 119,4 9 19,256' 16.1 43 .5 
Hinds 187,489 74,840 40.0 17.1 
Holmes 27,096 19,501 72.0 -20. 3 
Humphreys 19,093 13.~35 g1.8 -17.2 
Issaquena 3,576 2, 00 .1 -28.3 • Itawamba 15,080 874 5,8 -6.7 
Jackson 55,522 10,864 19.6 61.3 
Jasper 16,909 8,507 50.3 -12.5 
Jerrerson 10,142 7,645~ 75,5 -9 .1 
Jef'ferson Davis 13,540 7, 1 54 .8 -13.9 
Jones 59,542 15,447 25.9 2.9 
Kemper 12,277 7,449 60.7 -21.0 
Lafayette 21.,355 7,245 33-9 -10.4 
Lamar 13,675 2,232 16.3 6.0 
Lauderdale 67,119 23,484 35.0 0.4 
Laurence 10,215 3,861 

~
7.8 -18.9 

Leake 18,660 18,101 3.4 -11.6 
Lee 40,589 10,289 25.3 -3.5 
Leflore 47,142 30,443 64.6 -13.8 
Lincoln 26,759 8,352 31.2 -9.1 
Loundes 46,639 17,768 38.1 -3.5 
Jv!adiaon 32,904 23,637 71.8 -5.2 
Marion 23,293 7,885 33,9 -6.o 
Marshall 24,503 17,239 70.4 -2.8 
Monroe 33,953 12,021 3~.4 -12.3 
Montg.omery 13,320 5,971 4 .8 -4.1 
Neshoba 20,927 5,901 28.2 -11.5 
Newton 19,51I 6,567 33,6 -16.4 
Noxqbee 1.6,82 12.,102 71,9 -18.8 
Oktibbeha 26,175 ll,448 43.7 -2.6 
:eano.la 28,191 16,226 56.4 -7.2 
Pearl River 22, .1.1 5,190 23.2 15.5 
Perry 8,745 2,41.2 27.6 ff.I 
Pike 35,063 15,4o8 43.9 -1.9 
Pontotoc 17,-2i2 3,286 19.1 -13,9 
Prentiss 17,9 9 2,186 12.2 -6.3 
Quitman 21,019 13,304 63,3 -15,3 
Rankin 34,322 12,818 37,3 -6.2 
Scott 21,187 8,137 38.4 -13.2 
Sharkey 10,n8 7,491 69.8 -18.5 
Simpson 20,!454 7,200 35,2 -1.0 
Smith 14,303 3,247 22.7 -4.2 
Stone 7,013 1,711 24.l.i 25,3 
S~nflower 45,750 31,020 67.8 -1B.7 
Tallahatchie 24,081 15 ffOl 69.4 -20.1 
Tate 18,138 .10 42 57.6 0.7 
Tippah 15,093 2 756 18.3 -18.8 
Tishomingo 13,889 679 4.9 -15.8 
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Report for Miss. Field Staff, continued 

Table 8, concluded 
Net Change 

Countv Population Number Nonwhite I:!? N on1~h1. te of Negroes 
1950-1~60 

Tunica 16,826 13,321 79 ,'2' -24. 
Union 18,904 3,312 17.5 -8,9 
Walthall 13,512 6,100 45,1 -14.9 
Warren 42,20.6 19,759 46.8 

=l·i Wa-shington 78,638 43,399 55.2 
-l:6 WaJ'?le 76,158 5,809 35,7 

Webster 10,580 2,642 25.0 -1.9 
Wilkimion 13,235 9,428 71.2 -3.4 
Winston 19,246 8,393 43.6 -9 i 
:,:'alohusha 12,502 • 5,540 44.~ -J.6. 
Yazoo 31,653 18,791 59.4 -14.9 

(Source:. :United States J3ureau of the Censt1s and Miss. State Board 01.' 
Health) 

Table 9 -- Urban places of more than 10.000 persons, 1960 

' 
Place Total Population White and Nonwhite Nonwhite 

Male Female Male Female 

Biloxi 44,053 26,606 17,447 2,748 2,809 
Clarksdale 21,105 9,834 11, 271- 5,056 6,148 
Cleveland 10,172 4,902 5,270 l,841 2,042 
Columbus 24,771 11,022 13,749 4,542 5,396 
Corinth 11,1153 5,334 6,ll9 1,042 1,275 
Greenville 41,502 19,636 21,866 9,1-86 1.1,002 
Greenl'lood 20,436 9,303 ll,1~3 4,675 5,826 
Gulfport 30,204 15,064 15,1 0 3,030 3,306 
Hattiesburg 34,989 16,644 18,345 5,189 6,026 
.Jackson 144,422 67,619 76,803 23,854 27,702 
Laurel 27,889 13,169 14,720 4,615 5,352 
NcComb 12,020 5,574 6,446 1,531 1,882 
Meridian 49,374 22,715 26,659 7,501 9,260 
Natchez 23,791 11,073 12,718 5,633 6,710 
P.ascagoula 17,155 8,599 8,556 1,924 1,961 
'!upelo 17,221 8,158 9,063 1,841 2,300 
Vicksburg 29,143 13,422 15,721 6,o 4 7,436 
Yazoo 11,236 5,109 6,127 2,7 5 3,-441 

(Source: U.S. Dureau of the Census) 



Report for Mi.ss. Field S-caff. continued 
Table 10 -- Years of school compleLod by persons 25 or older, 1960 

1 
Race Nut~be!' 25 Years comple,ted high schoo~I 

and over none 
Nonwhite 

1-4 5-6 7 8 1-3 4 

number , 383,017 24,318 92,063 61,525 37,729 67,239 42, 5l17 16,273 
percontagE: 8.4 31.3 20.2 9,1 12 .4 11.l 4.2 

Whlte 
number 681,959 8,444 40,274 51,865 38,450 9f.i,287 156,554 168,058 
ne.roenl;egc 1.2 5.9 7.6 5,6 14.4 23.0 24.6 • ' 
I~edian gl:'ade: Nonwhite - grade 6 

White---- grade 11 
(Source: U.S. Bureau of i;be Census) 

Tabl~ 11 -- Employment status of the civilian, noninstitutional popula­
i;ior. in Mississippi, b~· color and sex, 1960 (% distribution) 

Emplo~ent 
status and White Nomihite 
sex. 

urban rural rura1 1.U'ban !'ural ri,;i;,al 
non-farm farm non-farm farm 

Both saxes: 
Total, 14 100 100 100 100 100 100 
years and ,. 

I ove,:, 

In labor force 57,6 49.3 118 ,9 58.1 45,7 45.l 

Not in labor 
force 42.4 50,7 51.J. 4J..9 44.3 41./.9 

In labor force 
employed 96.0 94.6 96,3 9J.,2 92,9 95,3 
unemployed 4.o 5,4 3,7 8.8 7.1 4,7 

Females: 
Total, 14 100 100 100 100 100 100 
years and 
over 

rn 1abor force 37,7 29 .1 24.1 48.9 30.5 21.5 

Not in la bOI' . . 
force 62 .3 70,9 75.9 51.1 69,5 78,5 

In labor force 
employed 95,3 95.0 95.0 92.0 91,7 90.2 
unemployed 4.7 5.0 5.0 8.o 8.3 9,8 

0 

6 

, 



Report for Miss. Field Staff continued 
Table 10 -- Years of school completed by peraons 25 or older, 1960 

I 
Race Number 25 Years completed high schoo'I 

and over none 1-4 
Nonwhite 

number 383,017 24 318 92,063 
percentage 8.4 31.3 

White 
number 681,959 8,444 40,274 
percen~ag<. 

" 
1.2 5.9 

Median grade: N'onwhi te - grade 6 
White---- grade ll 

5-6 7 8 1-3 4 

61,525 37,729 67,23i 42,54-i 16,273 
20.2 9.1 12. 1-1. 4.2 

51,865 38,450 98,287 156,554 168,058 
7,6 5.6 14.4 23.0 24.6 

(Sou;r-cc: U.S. ::}urc,au of the Census) 

Tab1e 11 -- Employment stai;us of the civilian, noninstitu~ion~l pcrpula­
t.;1-on in Mississippi, by color and sex, 1960 (% distribution) 

Employment 
stai;us and Whi;;e Nom111ite 
sex. 

urban rural !'Ural -urban l't!ral rura:L 
non-farm farm non-f1;1rm fal;'m 

Beth sexes: 
Total, 14 100 100 100 100 100 100 
years and 
over 

7· ,. 

In labor force 57.6 49.3 48.9 58.1 45.7 !J5 .1 

Not in labor 
force 42.4 50.7 51.1 41.9 /44 . 3 4~ ,9 

In labor force 
employed 96.0 911 .6 96.3 91.2 92.9 95.3 
unemployed /.j .0 5,4 3.7 8.8 7.] ~-7 

Females: 
Totnl, ll~ 100 100 100 100 100 100 
years and 
over 

In labor rorce 37.7 29.1 24.1 48.9 30.5 21.5 
. 

Not in labor -
f'orce 62.3 70.9 75 .9 51.1 69.5 78.5 

In labor force 
employed 95.3 95.0 95.0 92.0 91.7 90.2 
unemployed 4.7 5.0 5.0 8.0 8.3 9.8 

• 



Rep or L f'cr MLs!! . Field Sta ff, continveu 

Table ll, coni;J.nued \•Jhite Nom·ihite ... _ 
Males: iuro.in 

I rural. ry.raJ. urb;,n nofi~if'm f!1F,ii.L non-fol'm .carm 
Total, 14 

yea!'S and 100 100 100 100 100 100 
over 

79,3 70.0 72,7 70.0 63.0 69.2 In labor force 

Pot in lc,bor 20.7 30.0 27.3 30.0 37.0 30.8 
-force 

In labor force 
employed ')

,,. ~ 94.5 96.7 94.5 93.5 96.9 .. o . .) 
uner.iployed 3,7 :,' ::; 3.3 s.5 6.5 3.1 ·- ' 
(Soul."ce: U.S. J3;_.reau of the 01.r.sus) 

Table 12 -- Ra,;e of unemployment;, 1950-1960 

1950 1960 
white, non~1hite 1•1hi te ncminltc 

2.7 Lt -.. ') 4.5 7.1 
. 

(i:.ourcc: U.S. :ai..reau of the Census) 

Table 13 -- l'otal in labor for~e (percentage), by ages, 1960 

I1t,;e Mule Female 

Nom1hltc Whl\,e !for.~1hl ve White 

Tota1,1J.i 100 100 100 100 
years up 

34 ,5 16.~ llL-19 33,0 15.1 
20-211 80.3 61.J .3 38.6 !!0.8 
25-29 89.5 92.4 43.4 a9.4 
30-34 91.2 94.3 47.2 2.6 

~5=~i 91.2 93,9 48.8 44.0 
91.2 9}.2 49.l 46.0 

45-49 90.11 92.1 49.o 45.3 
50-54 87.2 89.1 46.3 ti.I . 9 
0:·-:.;,~~ 81.9 t13,9 ao.4 35.3 
60- l2.4 rl.O 30.7 26.0 
65-69 9.0 4.9 1[3 .2 14.8 ,, 

(Source : U . S . Burea1.1 of the Ce nfl_us) 



Report for Mi36. Piold St~!f, cvntinued 

Table 14 -- In<:1u3 t.·y groupln~ or employed person~, l9o0 (percentace 
ulstri.butivn) 

INDUSTRY t! ON', llllTiZ ~IHITI:. 

St.1atc ur-1~,a n hural R¼ral 3t•~c ttrb.:'.'ln ~ury.tJ. l}ur,.l 
1.._ ...... ,-~,rrn .. arr.1 n :lr. - r.i t'm nr:11 

r\griculture 3h .9 3.1 JU.V 70.5 12 .t! 1.2 b.Lf Jt7 .1 
Manu fa c tu1·inc :1. ' E.7 !j } 2.0 23,3 20.l 29.1 .20.2 
'rlholc:rnlo . ' 

t-1'acic 1.3 2.4 :i. .1 0.2 3,2 Li . \) 2.5 1.1 
Mining 0.1 0 . .2 0.1 0.1 1.3 1.3 0.9 0.8 
Tra nu:pcrta "-.i Lil. . 

I 
Communicu tion;i 
ami othCI' pub-

3.6 , •. 6 6.1 2.8 1!.c utllL ,.:.c:. u 0 3-3 1.5 3-3 
Rotoll '11t•aLic o.s 14.4 - ,, 1.7 16.t;J 20.9 16.9 7.5 , -~ 
Serv.tcc • 

1nduG·.;rico 35_9 55.1 31.7 12.4 -26.l 31.1 23.0 10.8 
Indus cl'~ not 

rcpo1,tui 2.1 2.u 1.9 1.5 1.9 2.2 1.7 1.8 

(Source: U.S. Bureau o.f the Ctn1:;u.s) 

Table 15 -- 1\18,iell' group occupotlon of the expcrlcnccd unemployed, 1960(%) 

Gro1.Jp Male Rcmn le 
1/hi.te H om·nu.1..c •.au.te Norn-trn tt; 

Professional 2.4 o.6 5-5 1.2 
Farmers .and .ra1•111 monagcro 3.2 3-5 0. l1 3,2 
lllanogers, of 1'1.c: l.a ls, propr1,Jtol'E 3-5 0.2 2.5 0.1 
01.arical anj ld.n(lrod ,·iorlccrs 1! L 0.9 18.6 o.6 
Sales 1:C\l"l(crs i; ·o 0.2 10.9 0 ::; .... -~ 
:;raftsmc:n, i'oron1en anct lcirvlrcd 28.5 10.4 1.2 0.1 
Operat.lvos and lct.ndrecl v,orlters 29.1 21.1 35.?. 5. 
Private llo\l!)C]IOld \ 1Jorkers ' 0.1 0.7 2.4 39.8 
Service t":bPl(Cft.$ ~ except p1•ivutc 

hot..tlehol1 wol'kcro 3.0 G.1 12.5 l,' .8 
Farm l::iloororc ond r ct·cm{ n !! . 8 21.:, 2. Ii 31.5 
.Laborers, ..!X~ept farm a ,t.l l!line 13.j 31.9 0.7 1.0 
Occ:upo l,.lons not repot'teJ 3-7 3.0 7,6 3.7 

(Source-: U.S. Bu.r,:;at, of' the Census) 

Table ll, -- Me(ll.'.ln l1ccme lur persons. 1950 :l!"ld 19Co 

1950 19Co 
svotc u;r-b;;:!"l J'Ur~l 3tt.ll...l! ~rban rur'.11 

Jlom~hitc t440 ~u93 $390 ,.606 ~d7l $474 - ·--
,.,.'lit,~ $1,236 *1826 $973 $2,0:.!3 ~:i:,622 $1,605 

(Source: U.S. B1.Jrca J of tho Census) 

8 
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Report for Miss. Field Staff, Continued 

Table 18 -- Negro housing in Mississippi, l96o 

State Total 

Total Rousing Units 
01·mer-occup1ed (#J 
owner-occupied(~ 
renter-occupied (I) 
renter-occupied(%) 

Condition 
Ol'lner-Occupied : 

sound 
deteriorating 
dilapida ~ed 

Renter-Occ-upied 
sounr,1 
deteriorating 
d1J.apida ted 

Water S-upply 
Hot and Cold Water, 

piped inside 
OnJ.y cold Water, 

piped inside 
Piped 1Jater outside 
No piped 1•1ater 

Toilet Facilities 
Flush Toilet, 

exclusive uoe 
Flush Toilet, shared USC 
None 

Bathing Facilities 
Bathtub or sho1·1er, 

207,611 
79,0859 

3 .1 
128,552 

61.9 

36,656 
27,545 
14,858 

33,168 
52,629 
42,755 

40,870 

39,101 
27,502 

100,138 

62,160 
7_.570 

137,881 

exclusive use 44,991 
Bathtub or shower>, sha r!ld 2,207 
No bathtub or shower 160,413 

(Source: U.S. Bureau or the cu::isus) 

Orban 

17,677 
10,005 

5,231 

15,294 
15,937 
13,680 

33,181 

30,376 
10,229 
4,038 

52,481 
6,965 

18,376 

36,333 
1,8o7 

39,684 

Rural 

129,787 
46,146 

35.6 
83,641 

64.4 

18,979 
17,540 
9,627 

17,874 
36,692 
29,075 

7,689 

8,725 
17,273 
96,100 

9,679 
605 

119,503 

8,658 
4oO 

120,729 




