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QH&PTSR I
IN0DUSTION
BACKGROUND OF THK PROBLEM
Of the muny fund mental problems confronting us

tocay, perhcps few cre so {mportant to our nationsl welle
being =28 the oondition of zgriculture nd the £:rm pone
gxlgtian wiich iz reslity 48 vitsl to aur existence.
Consecuently, the study of rurzl society and of the
human side of :griculture is hoth pertinent nnd neccs-
sary in formulating . complete -nd worxkedble progr m of
national economioc :nd socisl czotion, This f.ct wus
reanliged dy ‘resident T™heodore oosevelt when in 1208 he
sppointed his now fumous Country Life Commission, scylug,
"our civiliz«tion rests =t bsttom on the wholesomensas,
the attractivensas, ~nd the cpuploteneas, n8 W8ll ns the
prosperity of 1life in the country.” lmn.ce the report af‘.
th-t comsiiaslon. ther: has been =2 aignifio-nt n-tionsl
interest in the problems -nd -elf:wre of rur:l pesnle, =nd
out of this interest h-s origin: ted the “meric:n “ountry
life ‘ssocintion, which promotes discussion of the
problems Of country life and facilitutes their solution
in aiding rural iwprovement.

The past decnde his seen a growth of significant
interest in the study of rursl problems centering in

farm st ndards of living us evidence of rural well-heire,

1 Report of ‘ife Commiss=ion, .turgis aond
d ~OW O!’. ' e ﬁt




Faerticularly sisce the %orld %sr with the chongling eco-
nomie conditions end ren1d4 changes in hsbits of consumpe-
tion has more sttention bogn devoted to the study of the
prevailing standerds of living, ~?nere is an increasing
recognition of the uses of such material in desling with
the ocurrent social end economic problems in plananing for
oonxodity ptoductian snd diatrlbutién, in educztion, in
nousehold purchesing snd econsumption, snd in wmexing usec
of home resourcss, v
revalling stondardes of living have been descridsd
and portirayed for meny states, dbut Colorado is asmong
those remaining few in which 1ittle =zttention has been
devoted to this 1nportant phuse of soelial improvement,
In view of the feet that there is increcsed interest in
& mpore aderucte and sefficient way of living, it is high
time that s0me informution should be g~ thered to show
what femlilies or groups of f:amilies in Colorsdo do in
regsrd to the uses of foods, oelothing, shel ter, und
other less materisl gfoods and services. Gueh informstion
furnishes e buokground for taking sdvantage of sugcested
mecns for improving farm family living., [he spending
of the family ;ncomo is toirny largely in tﬁa hancs of
the homema ier, eond the manugement of it involvees nuch
more than going shopping end paylng dills, . :nowledre
of how and for what the aveilebls money 1s spent is
sssentisl tO wise manegement, It involves the weighing

of needs cnd desires, the maxing of decisions =nd ohoices



and the careful consideration of tbeir.effect upon tae
life of the family.

Plans for the future agricultural activities of tae
state center ar~urd the pussibilities for satisfactory
living on the farm. It is belleved that, through the
cooperation of farm familles in supplyling information
concerning the present cost and quality of rural living,
valueble information can be obtained and published for
the benefit of those interested in comparing their living
with that of others for the purpose of better halancing
their distribution of expenditures for family living.

PURPQSE OF ETUDY

Since this 1s the first sociological study of farm
family living attempted in Colorado, it is felt that no
definite conclusions pertaining to a measure of the
standard of living of the families interviewed are justi-
fied, but that attention should be more concentrated on
deriving & comprehensive and satisfactory method of study
.adaptable to Colorado farm families. An analysis of the
material gathered in this study will bte presented prineci-
pally for the purpose of providing an index indicative of
what might be expected with regard to Colorado farm

fanilies from & study sufficiently extensive in scope to
Justify constructive conclusions.
Thié study was undertakens
First, to develop and test a method for



studying farm femily living in Colorado;

Second, to analyze in detail the aggregate
family living of a group of farm families
located in one of Coloradoe's major type-of-
farming areas, The analysis will provide
ags coaplete a picture as possible of the
content of living of the group, will indi-
cate variations in the distribution of
family expenditures among the various goods
and services used, and will enable compari-
sons with the living of families in other
areas,

The writer wishes to stress that the iiaitation of
this study is suech that comparisons of this material
with that presented in studies of other states, for the
purvose of measuring the standards of Colorado farm
families in general, are unjustifiable. However, it is
hoped that this preliminary work will stimulate discus-

sion and study of standards of living in Colorado.

Studies of family living have been made in the
United States ever since the close of the Civil War,
These first American studies were concerned primarily
with the relationship between capital and labor as it
influenced the living conditions of the working classes.

S8ince a great amount of the material dealing with

family living is either not availsble or would need to



be translated from the original Frensh and German
manusceripts, use has beea wade of the resuwes o7 these
early studies which hsave been msde by recognized
suthorities of family living. Carle C, Ziamerman and
Merle E. Frampton togetaer prepured the manuscript,

nd toclety, and Zimnersan nhes prepares s detalled

report of the cowion theories of ceonsuaing nal:ivs and
standards of Living; his manuscript is entitled,

Livin These two studies

are the wost coaplete reviews of tiie progresg of investi-
gation in family living and are used ss a bhaslis for this
r@vieé »f iiterature orimerily fecuause they contlain a
resume of materiasl not avalisble in tne orlginsl copy.
Zismerwan's asnd Fraapton's material providezan analysis
of the comuson concepts of csusumptian and livimg tog-ther
vith a review of invertigations wmiiieh have been carried
on both in the United Stutes and 1in other countries,
Particular attention has been glven t0 tne worxs of
Frederic Le Play and frnst Engel snicn have contributed
greatly to the current mathods of investigation and
snalysis of family living.

Among the earlier American students of fanily 1live
ing were Jonn Rae {1738-1872) and H. C. Carey (17395-1579),
However, the worx of these twd men was ¢losely related to
economics and government; tanelr work was generaslly
considered as theory ian the field of politicel economy,
and the manuscripts of both are entitled, Principals of



Political Fconomy. Rae advanced the theory that "the
amount expended for necessities tends to become propor-
tionally less while that for luxuries increases."e Carey
stimulated much thought concerning the wages and conditions
of the laboring classes, and set forth the 1dea that "man
desires to malntain and to improve his condition."3 Carey
was among the first American studentes of family living to
use the term %"standard of living",

¥dany early Eurcpean studies of expenditures for
faaily living have been preserved, some dating as far
back as the year 1400. However, the European works do not
have any significant bearing on Aamerican family living

studies except those made in Europe by Frederic Le Play

(1806-1882) and Ernst Fngel (1821-1396)., Le Play's

manuscripts entitled, Les Ouvriers Europeens, and,
Les Ouvriers des Deux Monder, contribute much in the

field of methods of study. Engel concentrated his
attention on the method of data analysis rather than on
the methods of collecting the data; in his reports

entitled, Die Lebenskpsten, Dor Xostenwerth Des Menschen
as Rechnungsbuch Der Hausfra d _Seine Bedeutun

im Wirtschaftsleben Der Nation, he introduced the use of
statistical measurements as a means of accurate analysis
of the material well~being of a family or a group of
2 Zimmerman, Carle C., Consumntion and Standards of

Living, Van Nostrand Company, New York, 1936,pp.461-482.
3 Ivid., p. 462,




families. A more detailed account of the Le Play and
Engelian methods of investigation and analysis will be
given in a later section of this thesis,

Since 1820 about five hundrec fanily exnenditure
studies have been made in the United States. [Host of
these have been concerned only with the goods and ser-
vices consumed by the families investigated, but a few
have included other aspects of family living. <£ince
- exlsting studies are too numerous to list and discuss in
detzil, the writer chooses rather to mention a few of the
more important contributions in the field of standards of
living with particular reference to those dealing with
the farm family and its standard of living.4

In 1301 the United States Lepartiment of Commerce
and Labor studied the families of £5,440 wage-earners,
low-salarled employees, tracdesmen, and professionals,

All investiguations were limlited to those families whose
earnings were under $1200 a year. The report of this

study is entitled, Cost of Living and Retail Prices of

Food. In 1904 Louise B. More made a study of the living
cost of some two hundred families on tne lower west side
of New York City; the report of her study was entitled,
Wage Farners' Budgetss A Stndy of Standards and Cost of

Living in New York City. The families selected for study

4 See Williams, Faith ¥,, and Zimmerman, Carle C.,
Studies of Family Living in the United States and
Other Countries, United States Devartment of Agricul-
ture, Miscellaneous Publication No. 283,

Washington, 1935,




were those acquainted with the tnvestigstor and were
quite willing to cooperste in the study. In 1307, Fobert
C. Chapin conducted s study of four hundred familles in
New York City. This studvaas the outgrowth of a requeszt
for sueh an investigetion by the Hew York Etate Confereuce

of Charities and Correction, The report 2f this investi-

fortingments Families in New York Ci Shortly after
this period of investigstion, F. H, Strelghtoff asserbled
and enalyzed all available date on living conditions znd
costs of inéustrial people {n Americe. Tuils atudy
entitled, Report on The Cost of Living, was sponsored by
the New York State Factory Investigastion Commlssion and
sought to deteraine the asount of income negessary for
11ife in siznle decenoy among industrial workers,

The next series of studies of any izsortance began
after the close of the Morld ¥sr and gsve rise to & new
group of students of fanlly living who were particularly
interested In bringing the rursl fasily &ndllts stendards
of living to public attention, Ellis L. Rirkpatrick
began his inveztigstions of faram faxrily 1living and
contribtuted the most complete set of data curreatly
availsble, His study entitled, The Farser's Stsndarg of
Living, describes the spending and consusing practices of
£886 fars familiesr of selected localities in eleven ststes
and covers the period, 19PE«.1984, At this same time,

Carle C, Zimmerman and John D, Slsck began a series of



investigations of farm families. The more important of

these studies are entitled: How Minnesota Farm Family

omeg are Spent; terpretation of a One Year's Study,
Family Living on Suecessful Minnesota Farms, and, Factors

Affecting Expenditures of Farm Family Incomes in

Minnesota. These principal contribu?ions slong with
other studles of standards of living of families of
various income levels in cities, towns and villages, and
rural areas, have provided sufficient material to enable
broad rural-urban comparisons of family well-being.
Future investigators should have sufficilent background
material slready gathered to enable more direct and
specific attention to current problems of farm family
consumption and expendliture than has heretofore been
possible, primarily on account of the laeck of available
data. Many agencies in many states are sponsoring inves-
tigations into family living costs and expenditures, and
such organizations as the Soecial Science Research Council
and the United States Department of Agriculture, Buresu
of Home Economics, are circulating monographs outlining
methods of studying various aspects of family well-being,
Such contributions as Carle C. Zimmerman's Consumption
and Standards of Living, and Carle C, Zimmerman's sand
Merle E., Frampton's Fami.; snd Society, with their clear

discussions of develcopment in methods of investigation,
have done much %o promote greater interest in scientific

investigations in family living. Ellils L., Kirkpatrick
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was one of the first contributors of material dealing
solely with farm families which has served as a timely
answer to those who would know more about the true state
of affairs on our farms and in our egricultural communi-

ties. His complete report, Ihe Farmer's Standard of

Living, based on six years of scientific study in the
field of farm family living, presents the most outstand-
ing information available on all the elements that enter
into a standard of living, such as 1ncome, housing, food,
education, religion, and recreation, It is also
approprlate to include in this resume of material the
contribution of Robert 8. Lynd and Alice C., Hanson to
the report of the President's research committee on
soclal trends.5 This material describes in detazil the
trends in family habits of buying and consuuming.

Although all material dealing with family living
has not been mentioned in this review, the writer feels
that the more importsnt studies have been recognized,
particularly those dealing with the farm family and its
standard of living.

DEFINITION OF TERMS

For the purpose of this study the term standard of
living is defined as the varlety, quantity, and quality

of goods both purchased and furnished, used to meet the

5 *The People as Consumers®, of Eggent Social Trends in
’

the %%%ggd States, McGraw-H1ll, New York, 1953,Chapt.XVII,
PP =911,
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physical and soeial needs of individusl Fumiliec ur
groups of umilies, on ihe wverny e, ‘@dng Yhieos oxds
are food, clotrdng, sousing, furcishings, Laisehald
operction, education ¢nd =dwencement, religion, comuu-
nity participstion, issuranee wnd savings, and personal.
femily living iuplies & content of living, or goods
used for living purposes,

Coet of “iving 1is =o messure sF the wvolue of farm

family living, the eoat of goods and services both pure
cheged end furnished will be used, Cuost includes the
caesh szxpenditure plus the estimated volue of £00ds DPOe-
duced and consuned at home, In using cost se o Dessure
of living in th;s study, 1t is possidle only to regard
the goods and serviees consumed nz basic with no etiempt
to measure the degree Of proper use nade of these besic
needs, Thersfore, tie comperisons mcde through the une
of cost or value we o moasure ¥lll be 1in terms of the
total value of family living ws indicated by the dise
tribvution of this total among the wincipsl groups or
goods and services cousumed or ussd by the farm families.
The schudule 1s tne list Of questions Oor items which
has been preparud or th éurp&ae o7 regording the spe-
cifi¢ informution desired., 1In this study, atsention was
perticularly zivaen to the degree of sdecusieness of the
sohedule and fte adaptability to exaansiv§ausa in

studies »f farm fanily living in Colorado.

& Sse aprendix for copy of schedule used in this study.
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i fepm family, generally spassiag, consists of ¢
husbend and wife, with or witisut ebildren, or of sither
parent with children, 1living on & fsrue towever, oo
thie nurpose of this study, 11 individuals, not neces-
sarily rel ted, livins togeitnar s & unit, were conside
ored as nmaxing ap & family. In following this poliey 1t
wes made certein Shat all persons in the fumily sxoup
were included in the same food budoets There were o few
cases where hired mean lived in the family e part of tw
YOSaI . .In these cases the [opod estirstes included thne
nired men, but none of the other items of expeandituras
included Hir«c men,

~the farn operator snd homenncer in eseh Tamily are

usunlly nlso husband end wife respectively and have
final suthority in f=rm snd family 2abtbers, fas larn
operetor is tie perzon resnoneible for the activities of
feyming, and, perallel to this, tie homese-er 1s the
person responsible for the domssiiec duties within the
Tarm home.

The farm coasists of ell land opersted by the ferm
operator in esch family, ei ther w=ith or without the ng=-
sistance of the moembers of hie femily, or hired peruons
living outeide nim family. The lund operated by ¢ parte
nershlp within the {fsmily is slso considered «s one farm,
£ farm mey congist of more then one Struct sad muy bo

7
opersted under different tenurews,

7 "efianitions”, i ;
AgTicul ture Vaiume ’

ne inited Sta




13

A Tars owper 18 e farm opsrator owning all Or &
part of the land he farms,

5 ferm tenent i8 o farm operstor nold owning any

pert of the lsnd he Purus, 211 elunzaifications ol foo-
{1tes into ownar or tenunt [roups vers deteralnsd dy the
tenure steius of the fore ospersior in esoh cnse,

furenaced living consists of the estimated amount

of geph exrended Cor the goods and services consumed snd
unad,

Jarnished liviang consists of the estimsted valuse of

ull goode produced on the farn snd consured in the honme,
sbbentlion is onlled to the policy followed of esti ting
the v:lues on the b-sls of #w.~t the gonds w0 1lé ve
gold for st the i-cal marcet rother than whct they would
have cost nad@ they been puroh-sed,. lthough hau#ing
facilitles afforded Ly the firm dwslling cunnot be cone
sldered ss furnished by the furm in o« btrue sense 5f the
mesaing of the term furnished, neithsr is it proper to
consgider the usa of tha “urm dwelling s somethins nur-
chesed 50 far as rent for one year is coneerned, “"Dllowe
ing tue nolicy used in many ferm family living studies,
10 percent of the esti-nited value of the Purm dwellins
was arbizrarily'tﬂxan &8 the usnnusl v.lue of rent, Mils
marcentoge cleso includes tuxes, insarcpnce, repairs, and

a8
intorest on the investzent.

8 Kirxpetriok, “1lis 1., Ihe "nemers Standaid of livinge,
Century Compuny, €W YoTR, Load, De 107e
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The sohedule year oonsists of the period of tims

covered by the study, This study coverg the itwelve-
month period feptember 1, 1955, to luguet 31, 1937. Mis
period will be referred to throughout this thesis s the
sghedule yenr.

The agpregote funily living consists of the wide

roange of items entering intoc the family living. In
general, no completely uniform scheme of classification
of these goods, facilitles, snd servieces has Leen dae-
viged for previouns study. ‘ilowever, avnilsble studies
show that the clsasificationsiased have been fairly urnie-
torm for foud end clothing, slthough these anre fra-iently
subdivided differentiy. The items which ure most 4iffi-
cult to cluesify und which seemingly nre most divided cre
those reiated to less meoterlisl or cultural nsseds, Varios
terms hsve been ussd Lo describe this group of goads,

but the one mogt censrally used spoears 5 be "advenee-
ment.” Usually there sre no rules involved so important
that the classifieation of the items in one wsy or
snother ie ubsolutely es:entisl to the value of the

Btudy f{tself, <The trouble comes from the fuet thot there
is sa yet no genersl zgrzedent undéd conserusntly no asge
sursnce that the claussificcliions usged by the different
authorities give generclly coumpurabls results, althoueh
in gensrel the conclustions of the different suthorities
msey be sound znd simiisr, [he classifiostion »f form

famlly Living go0ds used in the unolysis of the dute in
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this investigation foll ws very closely that used by
z111s L. Xirkpatrick in his studies? The following out-
line shows the main groups of goods classified, together
with the lists of goods tnd fucilities ineluded in the
main group as used in snalyzing the materlel in this
study.

CLASSI )E_FARM FAMILY LIVING. GOQDS

1. Food includes meats, poultry and dalry products,

syrups, honey, flour, vegetables, fruit and nuts,
and grocéries and other food produets, including
all food purchased from bakeries and delicatessen
stores, .180 included are ©ll foods produced znd
consumed at home, 21l meals purchssed by Tamily
members while asway from nome are included im food
cos s,

2+ (lothing includes «ll g.rmenis and materisls pur-
chased, zll sewing expenses, dry-cleaning snd pres-
8ing, end shoe repairing hired or purchusasd, 70
aceount of the time spent by family members in
doing any of these tusiks wuas considered in the ex-
penditures and costs,

4o tousing includes tuxes, lnsurance on the dwelling,
improvements, repairs, and depreciation on tae
dwelling during the year; 10 percent of the total
estimated velue of the furm dwelling is used arbi-

trerily as the annual cost of rent., For the pur-

% Kirkpatriex, Tllis 1., op. ¢it. pp. 29-30,
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poss of tails study, sll houging w:s congldersd
as Turnisned Ly the Tfornm.

4, QUperation includes fuel counsisting of coel, wood,
Keroscne, gusoline, natural g8, etc, purchased
by the furm, electricity, water for househnold
nurnposes, ice, insursnce on furnishingz snd
ecuioment, hired domestie helpn, leaundry suvplies,
telephone, and repairs on home sculpment, coap,
mrntohes, snd any freight or treansport:tion ax-
‘penges incurred in connection with family and
household business., sutomobile oper-tion sxpene
4iture hes been excluded.

s Furnisiings snd portesble eculoment ineludes cleaning

e-uipment, Turniture, fl:or covering, ornanents
for the 8welling, music:l instruments, r=dic
{considered sensrstely fronm other musical inetru-
ments), lighting ocuipmend, tublewsre, kitehen
utensile including cunning e ulpment, electriczl
enpliances, leundry & ulnment such 8 wushinge
mechines, ironms, ironing-dosnrds, wringere, etc.,
8 toves and heasters, sewing e-uipment including
gewing machines, refrigerotion eculpment, bedding
and housshold linems, curteins snd window shades,

and toosls for use in tha hinuse,

“
%

e Healdh melirtenance, siciness, birtho ond deuths cone

eists of doctorst, dentists’, ocullsta’, nurses’',

and hoerital services; maedieline, sunplies, snd
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spplisnces; and jeuths, includling cemelory eX-
2ONnseLH,

7. .Aucation and ndvanoement consists of expenditurses

for achool booxs =nd suppliea, tuition, otihwyr
fezs, tronsportation, and living expenses for
family membere attending school cwuy fronm ihone
resdlng metarial such as bBooxs other than sehool
hooks, paners, mnd magezinos) religious wnd chare
{tuble donr tions, gumes of entert&inmeﬁt {checic=
ers, aaspds, otc.); coomercisl amusements such ua
moving pletures, plays, duncing; athle tles in-
cluding e~ulnment and attendsnce, clubs, lodess,
and fratern 1 orgsnizetions; and expenditures for
vocation end plessure trips.

8¢ Insurence cnd avings consists of 1ife, hezlth, und

sccident lnswantce, savings uwecounts, and invest-
ments in real sutste, or zny swt of governmentisl
o private stoois snd bonds, or interest in any
aort of anterprise,

9y _ersonal includes those items ususlly considered us
uged by the individuul fomily membars exclusively,
sueh o8 tollet poods, dentifrices, burbers!?
gervices, besuty shop sarvices, nersoncl jewelry,
tobreco gnd gbtimilents, stationary snd ooat ge
st mna.

It {8 not claimed thut the forsgoing clessification

18 anderu=te in all respects, hut clong with the first
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purpose of thie investigetion, nemaly, %o davelop and
teat a method for studying form family living 1n Coloe
redo, tulis trisl claasitieatiah is subject 10 further
devslopuent; explanation of several points in connection
with §%3 aduptation to this study will be nmnde in the
disouselon of the method of study used, among these
polnts to be discussed are the onmission of sutomobile
gxpend itures and the 1aclusion of water for housechold

purposee =8 an {aportant item under operating cosis,
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CRAPTER IX
SCOVE ARD KUTHOD OF STUDY

PRYPARATION WD SORANGII NT 28 TISLD TCOHEDULE

Systemntio studies of Tsrm family living hove been
mede in the United States for the prnet 1wo doendes,
Most of then have.been eoncerned primerily with the
@00ds ond services consumed «nd used by the families
investigated, but = few have included some cspects of
6 less material n-ture, "The met:0ds of collecting
dntae in thege investigetions hove varied sl11 the way
from & brief cuestionnsire sent by moil ssking for eae
timntes of expenditures for food, clothing, shelter, and
all other items nurchased, to ¢ detniled cmse record
kept by sn investig tor living wi th the fomily studled,
The majority of studies in thisg country, however, hove
uged the mchedule method, 1in which information is obtaine
ed from sech fumily in one or twy e remal interviews,
with the use of schedules providing entry of the data by
a field agent.”l It is obvious th-t, bogause of varying
conditions »nd Aifferent sgriculturnl maotices throughe
out the United Otatem, no one schedule form could de da-
vised which waxid‘be adaptadle to £ll agricultural locale

1 woodhouse, Chuose G,, znd »illioms, Paith L,, Comparie
son of .chedule end ceoount lethods of Collecting dﬁfﬁ

on Pemily EIvfgg, United oLetes Lep rument 0F £rie
cu re, lechnlical Bullstin Ho, 086, 1933, p.2.
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ities, 1o meot these varying conditions, investicstors
must follow c¢ifferent procedures in using the schedulss
s well s 1n oacing uase of Gifferent types Of schedules
best conforming to the serticulur neese of the cres 1o b
studlied, Two distinctly different gensersl methods of
study have been used, nemely, the record method and the
&&rvey method, Ihe record method, as itz neme 1mplies,
involves the keeping of & regulsr ccesunt of sll expens
dituree for family living together with o record of the
kinds snd smounts of all goods supplied by the fuorm,
Thege records ure <ept by = responeibls member of the
family being invostigated, ususlly with some degree of
supervision by the investigztor. Tthe scheduls, o
survey, metihod conslstas of personsl interviews mude by
the investigator during which estimstes of the cuanti-
tios and monsy values of sll items entering into the
famlly living are supplied by the honeneser =nd are
entered into o premred sohcdule by the inveotigator,. It
is not elaimed‘thﬁﬁ insccurscies do not cecwur, even under
the most favorsble circumstances, but sthe assumntion is
made thst tho overestimates of sonme families are compen-
sated by the underestimutes Of others and tast the avere
ages would @raseht in genaral o« trus nicture,

One of the major purposes for undertaiking this

£ ‘se oodhouse, Chase G,, end williams, Felth 1.,
_0_2. 01t-, Pe e
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investigation was $o Jevelop and test a method Of study-
ing farm Temily living in Col 'rade. Thls included the
development of u schedule adaplable to use in Colorado,
and 1t 1g felt that the survey method 3f study is more
sppropriate in an attemnt ot developing a sulteble ached-
ule, since personsl contect with farm fomilies by the ine
véstigatar affords a better knowledge of the problems
involved, Therefore, tihe schedule used wes dovelopasd
far the survey method of investigation, The information
called for on the schedule developed for this study ine
eludes the ruantity, kind, end cost of gaads and services
purchased, tne cuantity, kind, and value of goois fur-
nished by the farm without direct money psyment, and the
savings eccumulataed durine the yser. Tacause of the i1
slusion of tig lutter items the terz "™money veolue of
family living” is used throuphout this thesis, excapt
where refarence i made $0 motusl ocash cutlsy for gouds
snd services, in wialoh cuse tie term "family expesnditure”
is employed, The contribution of unnaid lebor of femily
membere to the fsmily livine is 10t included in the ine
vestigation, In addition to the information coneerning
the strictly materisl g£00ds used by the farm “amilies, an
attempt is mede ﬁo show the extent of marticipation in
sommunity affairs.

Generally specking, the schadule developed for use
in Colorudo veries but little from that used in most

fara fomily living studles., In &1l clussifications of
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fora busisess financing, expenditures fall into the

three broad groups of Csrm operstiosr, farm family livioe,
and ianves$ment., Howver, o prohlem srises in deternine
ing jJust vhst should be ineladsed in @.ch of thess cute-
gories, and ts wint extont specific expendlitures shomld
be divided andng the three groups. Sore polloy must Le
foll.wed in divorcing Tarm famlly living expenditures
fron the farm operstion expenditures aad fara invostaents,
1f 1t 1s intended 40 Jeal wWth faurm Tamily livine only.
AY best, any olassification of expenditures into those

of farmiug, femily living, =nd investment is ardbitrary,
because of the ontrance of the problem of Jjolnt costs,.
For exampls, expenditures for the purchase of autmﬁobiles
ond trueks may be nurtly investment and purtly replace-
ment, and «t the s-me time thls scuipment serves both the
faorm family 08 the business of [ rm opsr.tion, Colorado
sgrioultursl pr:ictioes -re sueh that & form trucei ls cone
sidered of a8 much lmport:nce s a passenger cutomobile
or aore, und in muny c:ses the truack is of the plok-up
type nad is used for both fu.m operstion snd Tamily uass.
In the scheduls used «nd the snulysis made im %.is in-
vestig:tion, expenditures for automobile purchzse nd
operation h-ve not been iscluded with furn fomily ex=-
penditures, dbut will be presented sepurstely, in o bdrief

way, later in thia report,
spother item which wrrants speci:l mention vs§ pew

culiar to the Color:do :sreu studied is th ¢ of the purchase
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of water for household use, due to the unfitness of the
evallable water source on the furm for housenold use,
ilthough the expendi ture for water is not a great iten,
the common pructice of purchasing water makes it signi-
ficant,

s/lthough the schedule used is less detailed with re-
gard to =n account of the items purchased than the sched=-
ules used in meny recent fanily living studies, it is felt
th=t the preliminary nature of this study for the purnose
of arriving ot & suitable method of farm family investi-
gation in Colorado can best be attalned by a schedule less
detalled in nature,

It 1s a universal practice in 2ll family living in-
vestigations 1o obtain dzata pertaining to the composition
end characteristics of the families studied as well as to
ageertain the tenure st tus of the f .rm operator. 4in at-
tempt was clso mede to get sonme dzta which would indieste
the smount of net cash spendable income derived fro~ the
ferm during the schedule year =vaileble for family living.
Specisl significance was attsched to the frcilities ap-
pearing in the faerm dwellings together with the size, age,
and estimated value of the furm dwelling. o further ex-
planation of the érrangement of the schedule scems neces-
BETY, a3 @& detailed aceount of the classification of the
items entering into family living hus been glven in the
gection dezlin: with “"lefinitions™ in the introductory

chapter, wnd the main groups Of goods and servioces appear
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in the scnedule in . bout tie sswe order =8 suown in the
outline of the clusgsificution.

Loecombination of the Le iley =-ud the Engelisn zocthe
ods of investiontion omd unclyele is used in muging tnle
study., .8 mentioned in tie introductory chapter, the
Earopean studies of Frederic lLe :lay und srast Zncel dure
inz the midile of tue ninetsentsh century gave rise to
aniversally used methods of fumily livimg investigation
wiioh are recognized by contexsorasry suthorities us
sound buekerounds for =1l modemrmn studies of family living.
Acoording to Le Flay, the standard of living is closely
related to the sociczl structure of the family., ur, as
Le Play expressed it, ".1l1 of the scts which canstitute
the existence of o workim fumdly sooner or later tend
to influence 1ts income usnd expenses,” ﬁ Contrary to
le Fluy's theory, .ngel emphnsized the mnterisl sspects
of living. Ingel contended taut "an cocurcte and truthe
ful easure of tho meteriecl well-being of a people can
be provided by c¢alculating the percentege of fomily ex-
penditures used to buy food.‘é 2 1.y, = professor in
“eris, gsterted an investicetion of the cost of living
about 1830, sach yenr for & susrter of o century he
& “immerman, Iarle C. und rompton, .o, fomily on’

. E%Eiﬂﬁi- fle¢ Van ostrand Co., Hew York, 19350 p. 7.

immermcn, Csrle ., Consunption ~nd "tundards of
Living, L. Ven Nostrend Co., @%w TOTR, L1000, De S04
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@pent a purt of uls vaoction studylng the living con-
distions of worgingumen's f.milies fn various couatbrics
of urope. is metlhod of study wee sirictly tae c.so
maethod, Tter loe.iling Tomilios, through the rsolsbunce
of clergyne: =nd te.chers, le luy mude arrengessats to
live with suen funily untll e obssined sulliclent in-
fﬁrmatian Lo oropuse = DONOErwnpli. Lé Jlay emphesizel Yhe
luportonce of wetulled study of the 1ndividunl femlliiese
irnet nesl concentruited nis offorte more on noiuods
ol nnﬁlykina dJube than 1n colleceting 1t. o wpplizd bhe
stztliatic:l nothod of unnlysis to _veilatla Sotn, inclue
ding that collected by le Tleyse Thidwh u carasful fncle
yais he crleul-isl the dlstrinstion of the sxpenditires
erpong the principel kinds of goods used dy femilics ons
gonstructed o i:ble showing the peresnisge >f sxpendie
turcs for verious purposes #iih luhoring ecloss, middlie
clne8, sid wslleto=lo I xilice represented. '8 o rusult
of his o lealations »nd comparlaons, ggel formal.ted
saver-=l orincliples #hich finye boconme nown 38 nosl's
Lews of Gonsamption?

In coubining the gonoercl proc2iurss used by "e “lay
and ngel in their stuldiss, 75 »1.ns ".v2 boon Ffollowed
in mexing this Investle-tion. Tan 8¢ £or ca such wue
pogalible, the osce mothod wus usvd In eollocting inforie

tion on form femily livioe 1o svder 85 muke poasidble

$ See Zimmermcn, Carle (, , ope Cit, pPpe 38«40 and J735-3470
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¢ better sxplonading of why ivecomee ~re grent o they
cre, The other poliey 50 he followed through the nres
sentetion of this m:terl 1 1§ thet of srerentins & bu-
leted &t offording ¢ mesnsurcrent of relntionshipsg
het-eon the groups 3r itoms f.r whick the form “-mily
expenditur-s »rs mnrde,

CYLTOPION AND G BCUISTION CF Autc 8TUNTYD

For o prelirinery ircuiry into the standrrd of
living in form homesa, en cpren in which there exists
samething nesr « uniform level of living appecrs best,
This 18 nerticularly true wiere zn «ttemnt is msde to
determine the aluptability of o method of = tudy,

Conditions 1o (oloredc frrm Tamilies woproesching
unpiforeity scomed lirely to rrevsil in the irripntad
ferming arens. Therefore o snell locnlity repregentaw-
tive of tyre~ofefarming nren S-a, the major asron of the .
northern ol .:r 4o irric:ted district, cseerad supropri-te,
The consensus of opinlon of county extension seents, the
Larimer County Iransurer, und the larimer County Tax
Asges8or led to the selectlon of the srmony and Tiemnath
district southenst of Tort Colling, Col.rado us fairly
representntive of the typs of npriculturzl netivity sn-
gaged in by farm families of the ‘orthern Cslorndo irri-
gated district, 1%t wns further “sterninsd through osti-
metes thot there were aporoximantely slichtyefive furm
8 See Toye of forming recs in color.do, Colorado igrle

culturnl)l ‘Xporiment Ctation ulletin o, 418, pp.d2 and
95-1028, 1835
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Temilies living within the loczlity selected a8 typlecl
of the aren,

The 'nrmony-licnath locullty is situcntad oo Lhe
western ordey of the .orithern Col v irric tod sresn
counslgte of Jhoud twendly & Uure mlies of lund., 4 go2d
portios of thilg lsnd, owever, is cuovored by bodles of
wabter slored up Oor &rrig.tlon purplses. .us Cominent
type ul orope produged is the ¢ Bi ¢rup veriely consiste
ing of sugsy beels, hay, frult, sndé vegetsbles, _uring
the fell snd winter monthe « gre .t number of ¢.ttle and
sheep sre ved wnd wre mereted In Lhe exrly £pringe
roultry ond c’iaairyvgzraﬁuct-s cre proiuced in war<etsbie
vusnbditics, decuuse of tie uecessity of irrigeation ond
tue type of Grops erowa, bie size Of tue turug i8 relas-
tively saell, e vuriege sice yungime round 10 ueres,
Jee land is fn e LigL state Of cullivation widd ls omed
for tie woe b pudt Oy [Rlesvas wowssie ding tue lund theme
selves 03 by lhelr cescenGuliless (Owaver, tuere nre a
E€rect meny sbvssnlee owners, und the percentige of raenters
is relotively uighe 1in prenerai, LWie cie: selacied for
6LUGY he® o R seXonnve of Lolng wellekopt wihivl would De
notiesuble even Lo & ¢ 8.l SLserver,

N, wr
L”-e»‘x;- LI N S 9

ate for the study ware oht- in8d BY the survey

method with the use of o sche dils, e field wmorg wus

7 See Mmp X
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conducted curiung the Tall wod wiiter of 1837, cnd covers
the period [eptewber 1, 1936, 49 sugusi Cl, 1237, Tire-
fore, sll date pregented in this theslis periuin W e
twelve-month period covercd hy tLhe atudy,

The forn famillies ineluded in this study w+re 29-
lected on tho hagie of both tusbund né wife's belno
réﬁresentad in the femilv, 7Tt mus 2ricsinadly »lennrd ®©
gexclude 1% funiliss not heviayr the fara opsrutor und
the homemn-er .o husbund nd wile resnectively; e mire
pose for thils limit: tion wus «nt efTort furt'sr to control
the offect which varlations in remilise would huve upon
the aniformity of practices of the distribution of the
family expenditures, Jovever, three exceptions vere mode
to thie policy. In one cuse the wife of the furm operas
tor wes deceused snd the homenoker wes the gduiughter-ine
law, In every cusge, nowevar, Liere were doth husbad ond
wife represented, I tuwo cuses daughters were g@r?srnﬁg
the active household dutises ond the sons ware setinge -8
farm operntars, «lsiough the parent: wer: living in the

% by : P
HOERLINTOT «

femily and were considered form operntor and
4 liet of nemes of voasible coonerating familics wrs
gooured from perconsg Ciniliar with the arsa $o bHo studied,
48 &1rea§y'sta$@ﬁ, relisble esticetes ifadicated thant
there were cpproxiamately eishty-five farm families .otue
ally eng-ged in agriculture within the armony-Timnsth

study arss. However, becauss of the eliminstion of = faw

irreguler families, for exanple thore in =which either the



hugband or wife was dsceussd Oor .ud Lbgen LY Cifiﬁg Lhe

sciedule yoor, tugether whth & few refusals ta cooperate,
the aumsber of sossible Curm funiliss wvellable for oAy

fa

was Turdher limited, It is tie opioion of tiae iavesllie

R ByY e
JA B S 3

gotor thwt the &5 fTamllies consiating o 158

"m

represented in this study, arc wbaut fifty percent o7 tus
total nuzber in the wres ctadled,

*v \nl a g-‘,,:\--a.:jIA?
A HR IR wJ ol o d f bk

Ho ¢loin %o sbsolute zcecurscy is acde in comnection
#ith the filcld Z2zte guthered, Resullts wmere tabul:izd
frog estincstes given by individual ?urm'waaen Mr tha
business of the Lsusoholds, with some sxceptions where

the farm oporutor also contribitsd. . dthourt the indivie

5».)4
fd

guel fonlly records woy oot sriseat o true pleture, is
felt that tre aver.ge of 31l Pxnilies studled rovides a
feir index to the Mmilics included iy this etady znd «l®

othgr fauiliss of the some general conposition liviae

4

under si1-.il'r conditions, Hile ~ost homnsmokers &8nt no

e
<

ageounts »f sxpsndivuires, praciticully 11 were able $
give gn coptincte, Ietterg expl dinine the noture of the
proposed stuly wores maeiled in asdvinee to most of ths
nomenakers whom the 1av-gtis tor zoixpeeted to intervizo,
L eopy of the adé&nc@é letter w.iled to the homems ers is
nown in the usppendlx, In a fow oxsgr, hovever, tho
fnvestipgstor ws nged o return lztsy, thersby giviane
the coopersting homemalker suffllicient tlre tao orepeare a

more sacurr 8 coceount o the Cuiusshold bhusiness copndusnted
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Guzing VLo sehuuuly ¥SLle
Foupr of fhe firm women ¢ullsd upon refused 53 ¢ooper-

o, glvinge w8 o pecuson Snot 1Y #0uld 2t be paxeibls Jor

¢

Ty * - s R g = ; eyt - IR 2 - o o S PEAE he .
tazs o provide zgagonobly acourate ngblowlieg, Tom
a
* ey - i 47 % Foree Y Yy n g g CHN g 1 e
thege 20 records vears ghh. ins’, Jnose who mpc willing

Lo try ty oive the infora tion o 1lled for hed litile or

no &i*‘fi culty 1 fur ratbimntan, 3y e vhoals it
is felt that the relizh y oestiov.ted gogia

valuss of living i this sa3:dy conparss Devm o bly «iin
thant of thooe sasgursd 1n othsr sinlinr aobadles.
The ade usey OFf the scenodiule used §0 e study (111

he tooen up loter iIn thileg thesis long #dth suggrossiioons

o P 5 W T et SO S N L JR & * L. - g o
and pocom o o tions Tor oltercations Ia it oroopesent,
T N e LR ~, bkl RS £ ~
LI 15 ¥ e

In the melan,; tse analysis of dut. 111 consist of
stotligtlion) tebulotionsg snd interpretation snd dilscuseion
of matarisl Cur She purpore o7 nraseenfing, o8 fur s
roe8idle, o cuantitutive wnslysle of itio content of
foemily livings; this will be gunnl-omentod by Jdsgerintive
ease raports Tor Tomilies ia an effort to pilectire furither
the areveiling stundard of liviar of the zumdle group.

In order 0 2t at soxe anifors nmelhod of comparison,
throughout the pragent-tisn of tho meterl l 3he arincinel
distinetion =ade will e th-t betwean the ower wand tensant
faora operctors, Tebhuletions will a2ls: be shown 2f voriae
tione uccording to size of Tmilics anad cost of living

ETOUDS
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Probable errors caloulated in two instances for the
sample of owner :nd tenant families indicate thut the
sample taken provides re~sonably reliable data., The
standard error of the difference of the two means shows
that no éomparisan of the dats of owner and tensnt
famllies, for the pur@ose of druwing conclusions, is
Jusgtified in this report because the element of chance
in the sanple most 1;;gly aceounts for the small 41ffer-
ences shown. A éasefiption of the statistical method
of caleculations together with the calculated results are

given in the appendix of this thesis,
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CHaPTER IIIX
RIBULTS Q¥ CUBRVEY

COMIQEITIuN ARD C7:0R CTZRIGTICS OF FAVILIAS

In the ¢roup of 48 farm fuoxilies inveasti . nted, it
wes found t:et e high procortion were opareting farmes
inheritsd or rurchzsed directly from relcotives and that
meny of the femiliss rentinz farms ~ere rentings from
inmmediate relatives ndé reslly were prospective omers
of the farms,

Teble I, Temure Staotus OFf Farm Pamilizs  tudied

211 families Mll=owner Prurt-owner® Tenant

Number Ysrce~t Mumber Percent Humbor Percent Number Hamoent

42 100,0 19 45.8 5 12,0 18 42.8

fenure ututuse <Teble I shows the proportion of

omners, p ri-owners, and tenants among the fa=rm families
studied, ‘mong the coopersting familissg, 19 or 45,2
percent were full owners, 5 or 12 percent owned a part
of the land opersted, end 1€ or 42,8 percent rented all
of the land operated. 1t wos thought just ag important

to show how well tenants may live s t> 80w how well

*tarteowners cunsist of those £ ra operators owning a
part of thelr form ond renting =dditionel lond, TFor
the nurpose of this study, prt-owners will bs included
with the full-owners,
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owners may live; consecuently the mejorlty of comparie-
sone mede throughout this discussion of farm farily
living will Vbe thnt of owner operstor family living
with tenma:t operstor family living. For practieal pur-
noses, part-owner fomilies #ill be Ineluded witih fulle-
owner families,

| fesides the farm operatuwr ang homenaser, and ths
ehildren of both or eithber, a smull proportion of fuuie
ilies included such persons ns parents of farm onerstor
or nomoms:er, SoN8e-in-lsw snd Jeushlturseinslew, otiwr
minoy enildren, and nirsd men, Mz few cases of mis-
czllanecus persons appecring in Tusiliss seemingly did
aoct affect the usuel distrisuiioa of fmally living,.

s

The fara operators avernged aboutl 47 yeurs of

]

o]

]
which =a8 about 4 yeurs sore tian the averuge age of
the homemalers,

&ize of Jmaily. Contrsry %o genorui vplnion, tenant

Pamilies wore 0% lurger thun owner Tumillies,  Owever,
tenant fmilies ceported o gre. ter asuadbsr of ohildron
{porsons in this Jamily under 1 yeo.rs of agel, and =
smaller auaber of odult oesdors {(rersoas in toe family
aver ld yeurs of sge), tawun aig owaer famiiles. his
faet ag rapartéd by tae fura famililes studisd miabds
indicete that after tae cihilaoren reuch tue sdult stage
wore of tne annuul income is ovellable Por investment,
gith the resualt that Doro luad iz surcusssd and the

faplly entars Las oWner Claus.
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Teble II. Size OFf Family By “umber Of asdults and
Children At Home, By lenure Ltuius

umbher of Yanilies

Itam
Yot wnar fnont
A1l Tenmilizs i o4 18
fotael Fsrsons 18 Gx 25
AVEILLG Slge
af family Se& S e SeB
Jotul eilliorpcn” 7¢ il 3
ovar 1 yesrs ab 12 K
oLl bo Yuoro DL s 26
Totel adalte®? 108 8% 39
Hupber cluildren
nep fasily
o & 5 =
1l 13 2 5
o 11 7 4
3 A 4 %
s 3 1 2
5] 1 1 G

Teble II shows tint there were 102 persons reaiding
in the 42 familisse during the schedule yesr. uwnel
femillas sverage 3.9 persouns uss oampeared with an sverse
of 3.5 prrsons por fomily for tenents. iowever, it must
be remembered thnt no special 1 portence ean be atiaehaed
to thile difference hecnise the variontion is pradably duc

to chanice in the selesction »f the smmple. A complets

&

Totel eulldren rafurs 3 calldren coticlly livine
&t home durlng the schedule year.

**¥ sdulte inelude alli nersons in the family 18
waard of a2e uwad avor.

<
Ly
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account of the method of statisticel calculation as
well as the results of the calculations is given in the
appendix. The most freéuent number of children appear=-
ing in owner and tenant famillies was 1. However, for
both owmner and tenant femilies aslmost 28 large a number
of families reported 2 or 3 children as reported 1, No
data}were obtained concerning the number of children
living eway from home, but statemcnts made by the home-
meker st the time of the interview usually included
this information, and it is the impression of the writer
that the cases reporting children sway from home were
usually of owner families,

Bducation of Fernm Operztor and [omemsker, .8 notsd

from Teble Il1I, little difference is shown in the amount

of schooling of farm operator and homemaker in owner and
tenant families, in the lower education sttalinment groups,
that is, below the 10th grede. However, in the higher edu-
cation groups, 3 owner families report both operator and
homemaker ag having stteined an educztion of the 10th

grade or more together with some college training as
compared with only 1 tenant fsmily. In 2 owner families
and 1 tenant family, both ferm operator and homemaker

had one or more yeais of college training,
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Table III, Educational :tisinment Cf Parm Jperator
nd omemexer 3y Tenure totus

#duceationsl attainment of farm
operator ond homemaier of anch -
fomily, grouped according to  roval Owner Tenant
sducstion completed

All Tamilies 42

s
1%

18

Both farm operator snd hompemaker
8th grede or less 18 11 3

Elther furs opercior or home-
sa<er less than 8%h groefe snd
the other Ath grede or more

]
L]
th

Gither farm operator or homee
maxer Ath or 8th grade snd the
other 9th or more 10 5 S

Both farm operstor snd homemoker
10th gr«de or more 3 1 2

c4dther farm operstor or home-
mager lOLh grede or more and
the other one or morse ysure in
college 1 1l

o

Both farm operstor znd homemaser
ons Or morse yasrs ia ocollegs O

[
et




Table IV, Educational At'sinment Of Farm Operator
Anc Homemsker In 42 Farm Families, By Age Group

¥

Grades Age '
COM* e, :
pleted A1l sges Under 35 35 - 55 Jeear S5

Farm Home Psrm Home Farm Home PFarm Home
oper. meXer oper. mAXEYr Oper. me:er oper. maker

Total 42 42 12 15 24 22 6 5
8 or less 32 20 5 3 a2 13 5 4
g - 10 3 15 3 5 e 8 - -
11 - 12 5 5 4 4 1 1 - -
One or

MOre years
college 2 4 - 3 1 - 1 l
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Tabls IV shows the educstionsl attsinment »f furm
operztors and homemakers nceording %o nges It cun ba
seen from the tzhle th-t the homensers in all age
groups report o higher adncational sttulnment seore than
do the farm operubtors. .nother significent churscters
istio {ndicataed in »th furm operator und homemaxer
groups ig tizat the educstional etteinment is lower se
the sge incroases, This trend micht indionte th&t 8GQ e
oational Preilities hed improved and hwé become more
acecosssible for the younger Jarm Oornerstors snnd honge
narers, owaver, e reports of the 42 Mmilles studied
show that 83 percent of fora oper tirs snd homerwiiars
of £1} spes 418 not comolete - ordinury high sclovl

aduacantion,

8ize of wellineg, he Curn dwellings occunied by

the cooperuting farn "amiliss were not new bulldings

in any cnse. he average so® wus about 43 yesrs, since
most of them sre the uriginal houses built on the furus,
fable V shows thst the me jority of ths dwellings wers
batwsen S0 =nd 49 yours old, .ad that only 3 nave been
constructed during the pnst 19 yvesrs, fenant dwallings
show o sligintly higher represent tion in the older age
groups. Mais might indicate Liat the Jricianl farn
owners constructing the dwellinass hnve retired Crom the

1

"]
[

farm snd that the renters of thase furms oscoudy oo

dwelling wheroas the owners tend to purchase fCurms hiaving



40

Y-d

(2
ry
]
&

(2
}..J

rzlatively newer dwellinge or r.ve constracted 4o

since ae-uiring owwrship,

Table V. we OF surm Zwollings By Tenure Status

’ Tumber of dwellings
Age of dwelllings -

DY ¥= s rot=l Ovmer Tenant
Totazl =11 groups L3 24 13
14 - 12 3 I b
30 - 23 3 3 5
30 - 39 14 3 3
L0 - 49 1z 87 4
50 =2nd over ¥ 3 3

The aver=:ge number of rooms of the dwellings of farm
owmbrs was 8.,5; farm teuunts had dwellings consisting
of 6.6 rooms. The size of furm dwellings ranged Tron
S rooms up to 9 rooms with the greatest number raporting
8 and 7 rooms esch. Table VI shows the number of dwell-
ings of different sizes for both owner snd tensnt fimi-
lies. The difference in size of owner dwellings znd
tenant éwellings appeurs to have littla significsnce when
attention is called to the fucet that the averuge number
of rooms per person in tenant dwellings was slightly
higher than the sume for owmeor dwsllings, the average
Tor tenunts veing 1.8 .ooms Der nerson us compared with
1.7 roons per merson for owners, This “zet together

with tuble II showing more adults residing in owner



Table VI, Size 0 ¥Farm Dwelling By Tenure “tatus

Number of fsmilies

Number of rooms 411 roons Jedrooms
per dwslling T TEAS T lenant COLAl vmer en-nt

a3 2 3 5!
3 17 15 7
4 11 a 5]
5 e 2 8 L 2
6 13 € 5 1 1 -
7 10 a 5
8 a8 3 -
9 3 3 1
Total families 47 24 13 L Z AR &
AVaroge nunner
rooms per forily 3,7 3,8 5.6 3.3 5.9 3.0
. Average number
TOOS per neroon et l.7 1.7 . 9 .2

dwellings indicates thet tenunt dwellings compare favor-
abiy with owmer dwellings in siza. Table VI also shows
the relative ude uaoy of bedrooms for owner cnd tenant
dwellings, ?ost'families reported 2 or 3 bedrooms per
farm dwelling, the runre being Trom 2 to 5 bedrooms per
dwelling with an avercre of 3,5 for owner dwellings and
3 bedrooms for tenant dwellings. 4s in the comparison
of tenant dwellings and ownsr dwellincs with reference

to the totzl number of rooms per person, the ten.nt
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families appe=r to h:ve sleepning cuarters compcring

favorably in size with those of owner familles,

Table VII. 'etimuted value Of rarm “wellings
3y Tenurs tetus

sstimoted value  _ “umber of dwellings
of dwellings Totel owner Tenant
Totel =ll groups 43 24 18
+900 « 900 1 -- 1
1000 - 1499 6 3 3
1500 - 1999 16 7 2
2000 - 2499 11 8 3
2500 - 2999 2 1 1
3000 - 3499 2 1 1
3800 and ovef 4 4 -

Value of 'welling, Me v lue of dwellinge raaged

from .800 to 3000 for ter:nts, J/able vII shows the
estimuzted vulue of f.rm dwellings was higher for owners
than for tenants, No specific date were gnthered to
show such a distinction, but on the buasis of observation
the writer suggests thnt the principgl resson fTor this
higher velustion for owner dwellings is & botter stste
of repair =nd possibly better loc~tions. The wveruge
estim=ted volus of 41l f.rm dwellings wos 8400, ‘The
majority of houses were of wood frame construction (29),

but many were built of red brick (9); following next in
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order of number appecring were stucco (3) and log house
{1).
WOD R FRbngVEMANTS AN> P CILITIYS

It mucst not be asgsumed th:t the farm femilies ine
vestigated enjoyed moiern imorovements and home resourses
comrpareble $o0 the apperent edecuacy in the size of cwelle
ing.‘ ‘rodadbly = better Jjudgment of the type of living
provalling in the farm femilies studied can de made
through a desoription of the facilities present in the
home then oan be afforded even when the actusl amount
end distribution of monsey spent in ony one year are
known,

Teble VIII, Feoilities Tresent In Frrm Dwellines
By Tyne Of Preility And Tenure Utatus

Tym of f-oility {umber of fonilies

Total Cwner  Tenant
Totel families 42 24 18
Rlectricity 8 18 10
Hot end c¢old running water 8 7 1
Colé running weater i9 12
Central heating 4 4 -
Bathroom 9 8 1
Kitohen sink . 37 22 15
Telsphone : 35 20 15
Some but not ell facilities 38 20 15
Completsly modern | 4 4 -

sverege f£aellities per family 33 Se? 27
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Table VIII shows thi:t only 4 farm dwellings sut of
the entire 4% inveatireted could be considered complete-
ly modern, th t is, huviag =11 fnellitice racorded in
the studys The 4 modernly e uipped dwellings were oce
eupled by f-rm owner fumilies, ihe moet common Cfuoili-
ties in order of ths number appanring wsere kitehen sink,
telephone, slectricity, uné cold running ester niped ine
to the zitehen, Thirtyeeight frmilies reported some bHut
not a1l fucilitiss, The svarsge number of focilities
per dwelling for tne 42 frmilies 1a 3.5 It can he scen
that the tensnt frmilies 1l behind on #he average of
1 fecllity per dwelling in comparison with Jwner fome
1l1ics, Only one tsnant family reporte&@bethroams COm=
plete with hot «nd cold running water, wheresc 13 ownerx
faxilles reported these fzoilitisse The use of elacirie
city was fsirly well re»resented in both tenant ans
owner femiliss, The tresence of o« telenhone in 35 of
the dmellings micht sesm Qnusual, hut the type of girie
culture engnged in by these form onerctors necessitutes
culex and fre~uent mariet custations, which nicrht indi-
gcate thnt more modern «g£riculitursl prictices than ine
proved waye of furm fomily living sre the rule, In
gonnection with home {ucilities 1t se=enms elso aporonpriate
to report thaet a2ll 45 families inveatiguted Hud one or
mors automobiles, snd many Led -otor trucxke in addltion,
The uese of trans»rorietio: freilitics «ill be t:ixen un in

more tgeétull later in this thesis,
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Table IX, iverage Cost Of All irincipal Goods and
Services Of 42 Farm families, Dy Tenure “tatus

Iten All‘families Owner fanily fenant family

Total
families 42 24 18
3ize of
tmount Per- Amount Fer- Amount Per-
cent cent cant
Total val-
ue living

per femily  1158,21 100,0 .1203,04 100,08 .1100,77 100.0
Value pur- ’
chased
liv&ng per 768.19 5567 720.12 05,48
Tanily

3

724.94 558

Value fure

nished

living per 387,02 3443 412,81 34.4 375,83 34.2
Tanily

Total val-
ue living
par person 308,14 100.0 416,46 100.0 304,82 100.0

Yalue pur-

chased

living per

person 20250 * 203.30 * 200.75 ®

Value fur-

nished

living per -

person 105.53 * 106,55 * 104,07

* Percentnges for value of living per person are the same
a8 those glven sbove for value o living per family.
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DICTRIDUTION OF EBXDENDITURTS FOR PANILY LIVING.

Beuring in mind ¢t "aspragate family living” cone
sists of the wide range of items sntering into the family
living «nd emong wiich the fumily exnenditures must be
dis triduted, sttenticn will now be centered on the total
value of 11 goscs ussd, ineluding the proportion of the
totai vaelue Of goods furnished by the {srm and consumed
by the frim femily. Value of 1ivi ng und the distribu-
tion of expendlitures far sll rurnoses snnually comprise
sn importent prrt of the well-being of the family. It
i a partisl maosure of the énjoymﬁnt el gntisfaetion
derived fron £ rofomily living; the whole measure must
inelude the -~uszntities and kinds of ¢oods and scervicss
surchased and the munner of c¢onsunming tiem, The limitaw
tions of thiis study d&o not nermit = detailed snnlysis of
ell the factors which ne=sd to be taien intc ¢ msliderstion
reletive tu the satisfoetions gaeined from different types
of expenditures. Tharefore, this nresentstion concerns
1teell eseentinlly with anclyring the sxpeanditures in
such a menner that a fair »icture can he had of the
content of living of the oroup of 42 farm fnmilies in-
vestigated, v

The avernge value of farm family living for the
twelve-onth pariod ueptember 1, 189:8, %o sugust 81,

Ll

1937, of the 3i owner sndé 18 ten nt Tumiliss investipeted,
is given in Table YIX. The valua of living furnished by

the ferm 1e giown separately Trom that nurghosad,
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The averuge value of zll goods consumed for s11
fumilies is 71159,21 per femily. The figure for owier
families is .1203.04, while that for tenant fuailies is
110G ,77 per fzmily. ['he averafe ver p»urso: velue oF
living for both purchesed snd furnished goods is pricti-
cally the same for both owner znd tenant families, 71t
is shown thuat 34+2 percent of the :verage totsl velue of
femily living for =211 fumilles is supplied directly fron
the Tarm,thus indicating a prectice Of the "live-st-
home™ plan to a considerable extent. he similaerity of
the figures for owner and tenant families is the nost
significant feature of Table IX.

When the distribution of the totel cost of furm
family is considered =s shown in Table X, some contrusts
appear betwsen the distribution of living costs of ownsr
end tenant famllies.

Food. Table X shows that for sll 42 furm fomilies
practicslly one third of the value of living went for
food and tust about half of the food was'produced at
home, “hen a comparison of food purcheuses is musde hHe-
tween owner and tenant families, the tensnt fomilies
appear Yo produce 3 percent more of the food used and
therefore purchuse less food than owner fomilies, 1t
must be remembered that no signifiesncs c¢an be attached

to this difference due to the eitry of chance into the

semple, A complete measure of the relisbility of the

sample 1s given in the appendix.
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Clothing., Expenditures for clothing very very little
among the owner end tenant familiés, belneg mround 12.5
percent of the total cost of living for both tenent and
owner families,

Bousing. :#& wae pointed out esrlier in this report,
tenaqt dwellings were egtimeted s being less vsluable
than those of owners, This is of course rsflected in the
cost of housling se& shown in ?able Ze Cwner fearn femlly
velue of housing sversged zbout 3 percent more then thet
for tenente. fFor ell femilies the average per femily
cost of housing was .197.38 or 17 percent of the everege
totel eost of furm family living.

In the expenditures for household operation, which
absord en averuge of slightly more then 10 percent of the
total cost of living for sll families; owrer femilies
spent sbout 2 percent more in the oper tion of the house-
hold affairs then did tenunt femllies., Table X shows
that « minor part of the costs of household operstion,
in the form of fuel tuken Trom the furm, was furnished
and consisted of less than 1 percent of the costs of
operction in £11 coses, on the averuge., It is interest-
ing to observe that tenant families ¢stimated that thelr
use of avallable fuel on their rented farms eguals thot
supplied by the owner operated farms for home use,

Furnishings. Fform ownsr and tenant f:milies report

about the same uveruge expenditures for household furnishe

ings, the saveruge being .83.45 or 7.7 percent for the 42
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Of bxpenditures Among The Principel Croups Of
Gcods And services Used By 42 Farm Pamilies,

By Tenure CZtatus

i
Item All femilies Owner femily Tenant f=mily
Total
families 42 24 18
Size“of
family 38 Se¥ DD
Amount - Par-~ Amount Per- amount Per-
cent cent ent
Totel $115%.281Y 100.0 $1203,04 100,00 :1100.77 100.0
Food - 382,45 32,9 381.12 38R2.5 370.88 33,
rurchased 182,40 16,5 208,75 17,3 170.861 1lo.4
Marnished 190,05 18,4 182,37 15.1 200.27 18.1
Clothing 147,92 12,7 157.45 13,0 135.22 12,2
Housing* 197,38 17.0 220.41 18,3 136.866 13,1
Operation 123,83 10.56 136.41 11,3 105.85 8.5
rurchased 113,64 2.8 128,29 10.4 96,77 2.7
Purnished** 9.59 of 10.12 8 82,38 o8
Furnishings 29,45 77 91.41 TeD S8 84 7.8
Health £3465 Sed G375 5.4 60,83 S5
dueation
2nd
advancement 73,98 G e& 53,16 4,5 97.72 8.8
Insurance
and
Personal 31459 2.7 32,00 2.8 21.05 2.8

* Ten percent of the estimsted volue of the form dwell-
zs8 the annusl cost of housing and wns cone
sidered furnished by the farm.
** Fuel furnished by the supply of wo on tie farm was

ing wes used

included with the ususl operation

exXpense s,
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farm familles included in this study. ilowever, Table I
in the appendix shows more clearly the comparison of ten-
ant families und owner fsmilleg with regsrd to the arti-
cleg of furnishings which they purchssed. Clezning
ecuipment (brooms, mops, and dust pans principally),

rank first in the number of Tumilies purchasing, and is
followed, in order of the number of famillies purchesing,

by xitchen utensils, lighting ecuipment, floor covoring,

b~

and furniture, It is noteworthy to observe, in Table
of the appendix, thst 12 faulllesg, or 28,5 parcent o7 all
fumilises reported the purchase of some form of electrieal
applianes; however, only 3 of these were tenant families,
A5 8 whole, the tenent femilies comprre favorsbly with the
owner families 1in the purchase of housshold furnishings
and seruipment, snd in gome cuses raunit higher than owner
families in both the number purchasing and the average
expenditdre.

Heal th expenditurcss for owner familles and tenant
families are similer in smount with 5.4 percent of the
average c¢ost of living golng for this group of goods and
services.

Zducation and Advsncement. One of the striking

features of Table X is broughtout by the difference

shown in the amounts and proportions of family expendi-
tures golng for educstion and advancenment in owner fam-
ilies and tenent families. Almost twice as mueh monsy

1s spent by tenant familles, investigated in this study,
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for educstion and advasncement as that reported by omer-
families., Iiowever, it is portinent to sugcest that the
expenditures by tenant familics for education in excess
of that spsnt by owner families for the same purpose are
likely due to the presence Of & larger zumber of c¢hil-
drea of schosl sge in tenant f{emilies, =8 snowm in M=ble

Ii.

Table XI. Average oxpenditure For Certsin Items Cf
Advancenent In 42 Parnm "smilies, By Tenure tStatus

All familles cwner Tenant
Item = i :
amount rer- Amount Per- Amount Per-
cent cent cent

Total
gxpenditure (73,85 100,00 ,5¢,04 100,0 197,81 100,.0
Formal

education %0604 D448 18,83 SSet 39,50 71.2
Seading

muterial 13.23 - 17.9 14.12 25,1 12,05 12,3
Religious

contributions 3,80 13.4 10,83 19,9 3,66 2,8
Vacstion 4,50 8,0 SI-4¢) 11.2 2.11 2.1
rntoertainment o756 Nedk Le(34 8,9 1 .38 443
Other « 90 1.5 .92 1.3 .88 1.2

Table XI shows that other than expenditures for edu-
eation, owner families included in this study spent
about twice as much for advancement zs did the tenant
Ttamilies. For resding mnttcr, religious and charitsdle
contributions, vacation, entsrtainment, ste,, owner fam-
ilies spent on the aversge of . 48.21 each ¢s comparsed
with only $28.,11 per family spent by tenent families, or
to put it another way, owner families spent about 38,46

percent more money for asdvancement than did tenant fam-
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ilies. However, 1t must be remember=d that tenant
families spent 37,5 percent more money for educsation.

Insurance, 1Life, Healtn, and accident insurance
was alwost the only sort of savings for which figures
could be secured, It is the opinion of the 1lnvesti-
gator that homemakers were hesitant to divulge such
personsl matters s savings, even in those csses that
d1d mske investiments or put away savings during the yean
Therefore, "savings"™ in this study consist only of forms
of insurance premiums psid during the schedule year. Ais
shown in Table X, exnenditures for this uzversged . 43%.54,
Or 4.2 percent of the total cost of living smong the
42 farm familes., The average proportion of the totsl
cost of farm fawily living goling for insurance weas
almost ldentieal for both owner and tensnt families,
this being about 4.2 percent per family,

Personal. #iscellanecus personal expenditures, con=-
sisting of such items as jewelry, tollet articles, bare
bers' services, tobécco, etc., averaged U1l.59 or 2,7
peréent of the aversge total cost of living per femily.
Contrary to what might bé expected, these cxpenditures
were almost identicel among owner and tenant families,
This might suggest thot Iin the case of owner fanrllies
and tenant families, the personel expenditures wsre
made for only those items necescary to ps:rsonal eare
and need, excepting the use of tobacco, and this is such

a universal habit thet little cifference in expenditure
would be expected.



53

Table XIT, - zveruge Distribution Per Pemily of Crsh
vxpenditures Tor family living
Goods nd ‘ervices “urchinsed,

3y Tenure

e A2

P

HONE,
or 42

tus

s riocipal
~arm ramilies

S

ITtem 311 Tomiliies

Gwmer Temily

Tonunt fomily

Suva.iir>

fapiliss %2 S4é 18
ize ot
fimily 58 D Gel
amount Praw moant BR3 o Ssant 55 o2
cent cuent cent
lotal vale
ue living
per fepily .1159.21 100,0 1830003 1060 110077 1000
Purehasged )
Livine * TRE.13 1l00,0 720412 10C,0 784,94 10C.0
Clothinge 147608 16,4 167,48 1349 135.258 18.8
Operction 113.54 1442 13483 1h,.%2 5477 138
furnishinge B8.40 11.7 Pledl 1lle5 TR ,83 11,.¢
‘iep) th fHeB4 Bl "5¢7TH B el n0, 37 R
fdugation
sl
deval@ment 73.97 ‘3 .? :.l\ 7.1 }7¢ 72 13;‘1
Insursnes
and
savings 49454 Beb D89 De $5 4138 S
Parsonal 31.59 4,1 HENY EANY) 3L.00 % o

* rurchaesed living consiste of sll roods und servicee
for widet wetuul oush is epent,

Table iIl shows the svar«ge dlstribution of ec-«sh

expenditures smong the items purcnused by odwner
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end tenant fumilies, lthough the owner femilles

spend slightly nore cush, the pereentsge distribution
of eash exnenditurez fur owner and tenant fomiliss does
not 44ffer greatly. In matvters of food purehsses,
clothing exnenditures, snd opsrotion expsnzes, the
owner families srend s crester proportion of the Samily
budéet then do the tepsnt Temilies, “tiention iz srcdn
callied to the fret thet tenant femilies spand elnost
double the amount for oducation nnd sdvencement thet
owner families do,

Teble XIII, . verage lListribution Per family uf The
Koney vValue Of Psrm Ffurnished Living. Over The rine

cipal Items Furnished, For 4IZ Trrm Frmiliee,
3y Tenure Itstus

Item All families Owner {amily Tenant funily

Total

families 48 o4 18

Size of

family Seb e Se
Auountd B Fral) Amount Tere amount  ere

cent cont cant

Total vale

ue living )

par feuily J1100,81 100,00 1203464 100.C $1100,77 1000

Mrnished

living® 367,08 100,.C 412,21 1C0.0 378,88 1000

Food 190,08 47.8 108,37 44,1 200,52 52 e

iousing 197,38 40,7 B820,4)Y B3,2 136,78 443

Fuel BB Bed 10,12 ek NGB8 Hed

* Furnished living coneists of those goods furnirned by
the farm and used at home. .1 satimated value of theue
furnished goods was derived by using the nrice for whieh
they oould have been marketed.
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In the matter of farm supplied goods consumed in the
42 farm fanilies, Table XIII shows that the value of
these goods was slmost ecuaily 6ivid§§ between fo0d cnco
nousing; furnished fuel compriséd only 2.4 perccent of
all furnished goods, Fhereas DB,2 parcent of the total
value of =11 furnished goods in the 18 cooperzting fam-
ilies was food, only 44.1 percent of all furnished goods
in the 24 cooper.ting omner fumilies consisted of fozd.
Almost the same proportion in rsverse was true in the
cage of nousing; owner faumilies reported o furnished
value of 53.5 percent of «ll furnished goods as housing
ag compered with a reported velue of 41,3 going for
housing or eli furnished goods by tenant femilies. The
avercge percentage of all furnished_gosés comprised of
furnished fuel waos procticslly the same for owner and
tenant femilies,

Table LIV indicetes the veristion in averuge distri-
bution of cost of living in relution to the total value
of living of the 42 form families., It can be rczadily
observed from this taeble th«t -s the totul velue of
living increused, the percent:ges spent for food de-
creaged, the percentiges spent for clothing snd cpera-
tion remained proectically the same, furnishing expendi-
tures increcsed grestly, he.lth exvenditures varied very
Jittle in the higher aznd lower groups butbt inerecsed in
the middle group, educction and udvazcement inereused

greatly, insurence and savings incrsused, but psrsonal
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Table XIV, Average Uistribution Of Cost Of Living
among The Principsl Goods ~n¢ Services, Classsifiec
By Valus Of Family Living, sor 42 Farm “smilies

Value of living
Under 21000 S10C0 - 71429 J1BD¢ sndé over

Iten
Amount Ter= Amount Pepre amount [sr-
cent cent cent
Total +B3G.,15 100,00 1843.48 1060,0 .J1792.,37 100D
Focd 326,00 38,8 404,80 32,5 474,75 264
Clothing 114,53 13,5 155,46 12,5 218,87 11.8
Housing 154,21  18.3 207.375 16.6 581,25 15.6

Operation 94,63 11,2 131.56 10.5 175,57 5.7

Furnisidngs 39.35 4,95 82 .66 6.6 221.12 123
HUealth 36,47 4,0 91.53 763 7587 4.2
wéucation

and ,

Insurance

and

suvings 30457 3.0 03 .80 4G 120 .37 O oF

expenditures remeined sbout the sine, In general Table
XIV indicates that s the totzl vulue of living of the

42 ferm fomilies included in this study incressed, the
proportion going for the priasry vhysical needs (food,
clothing housing, and household operotion), tend to de-
crease, while the proportion going for other items enter-
ing into farm femily living tend to increuse, .uch an

indication folluws olosely the theory advanced by
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Zrnst ingel in which he sald, "The poorer an inuividual,
& family, or = psople, the greatér must be the percentage
of the income necessary for the muintenance of physic:l
sustenance, and egein of tils & grexter portion must be
allowed for food.“l

‘sse of .utomobiles. 4s pointed out ¢t the begin-

ning of tnis thesis, becuuse of the overlepping of zuto-
mobile ussge witt the business of farm ogération and
family trunsportation, expenditures for automoblle opera-
tion are tre-ted separateiy from those cadcerned directly
with fur: femily living. ‘Et is felt that this policy
elimin: tes thé difficultf involve: in arriving =t a reasone
ably sccurcte estimate of the portion of automobile opere
tion expenditures attrivutable to fomily living, cnd at
the sume time does Qot nateriuvlly affect the description
given of the itemé entering mors specificﬁlly into farm
faemily living,

Upon inquiry into the use nuede of tue automobile for
family travel, it was found tuat little use wus made of
the zutomobile solely for the enjoyment of the femily.
Rough estimetes made by tne furam fumilies indicute tunt
not more tusn <5 percent of tie ussge Of the wutomodblle
is for family enjoyment only. Usuzlly affairs concerning
voth the {arm and the farm family sare stiended to jointly

where use of the automoblle is involved. Therefore, the

1 Zimmerman, Cerle C,, Consumption ~nd Ltundards of
Living, T. Ven HMostrond Company, o7 jori, 1200, D. 40
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expendi tures for sutomobile oper~tion siven here nre the
total expenditures and :re 10t classified partly ss to
farm business and pertly os to foro family usage.

All 42 furm families ineluded 1n this study reported
the ownership of one or more automoviles, slithough in 3
ceses the sutomoblles were of the “pickup"™ type znd wers
used jolntly Yor fumily enjoymenti and farm business.
Besides the automobiles, the majority of femiliss also
reported motor trucks used vrimarily in the f:rm Opera-
tion. Thg zutomobiles were in most coses tie lower-
priced wmakes ond avoruged sbout J years in age. Hight
families stasted thot the cutomobiles licd been purchased
gsecond-hund, The reports of the unumber of cutomoblles
purchased during the schedule year show that 7 farm fam-
ilies of the 42 investigated purchnsed, or rether trzded,
automobliles., Only 1 of the 7 familics reporting auto-
mobile trades during the schedule yesr traded for &
used automobile; the 8 other femlilies trzdsd for new
ones, Only O familiss reported any sutomobile 1lnsursnce,
The estimmted cost of sutomobile onerction for the sched-
ule year was an cversge 5 90 per fumlly; this included
expenditures for gcs, oll, and greuse, licenses, repairs,
and tires., o account of the depreciation of velue wes
coneldered beé&:se of the apount of sccounting which wodd
have been 1involved in sdjusting depreciztion of the auto=-
mobile to the uge, type, and extent of reppirs., snother

complicating Tuctor involved in zn attempt to determine
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the cost of automobile operstion lmvolved the purch:ise
of gusoline, “eny faorm femilies reported thzat susoline
Aas purchosed in wnolesasle lobte Tor tine oper.tion of
power farm maochinery wnd th t the gosuline and o0il usad
in the automobile wers sunplied "rom tals source, tisrs-
by muning 1t impossible to get wn cccurate gstimute of the
ampunt used. The Tigures znd stotements presented acre
call sttention to the Jjoint uss of e autonobile for
ferm and fumily uce, “The autonobile is used for any-

thing from taxing pleasire drives and #oliang 15 chiurech on

the one nend to the hauling of prodice, milk, egss =nd

pigs to mirxet on the other hxund.” The use of the zuto-
mabile in both form operstion and form femily living is
continuully incressiag, and zs indicuted in this study,
1t remalns for an asccurnte und setisfoctory method to be
derived for accounting the portion of cutomobile usage

and expenditiures chargesble to furs family living,

2 drkpetrick, ©£llis L., The leoracr's {tendard of Living,
The Century Co., New Yor:, 1920, D. 160.
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Purticipation in Comomunity orgenig-tions. The part

which farm families tae iu the socisl sctivities cond

organizstiong of their communities is rocognized ag an

important element in their femily living, Tro’itionslly,
Tuble aVve _xtent Jf Particip:ztlion In Gpecified (ypes

“uf Soeisl Orgsnization Of 42 Ferm Tenilies,
3y Tenure Ststus, and

wumber Of Pamilies nd Persons Perticipatiang.

Humber of families zné porsons

Tg';’jﬁf reporting participution
ization  fotal Owner Tenant
Pamiliec* Persong’ Families” Persons’ vamilies” fersons”

Religious S8 142 228 &e 16 6&
Scenonl B 12 4 7 2 ]
Farm 9 12 7 10 2 2
Youtih € g 4 & 2 5]
Fraternal 8 3 4 & % o
Civio 4 4 3 3 1 1
Yomens ' 18 1% 12 15 4 4

*Families refers to the fumilies re~orting members af-
FITiated with organizations. lersons refers to the
nunber of nersons actunlly af¢Iiic fod wityh orgunizations
and does not refer to the totel mawder 2f norsons in ths
families,

one of tie chief rural institutions is the church,

nhle XV shows the exbtent of purticinstion in the exigt-
ing community organizations. o messurement 1s attempted

to show the degrse of regularity with wailch the reporting

femilies cttended the community offuirce. Iy for the
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most attended organizastions were those of a religious
nature, Table fV showe that 38 of the 42 famllies in-
eluded in this study ere associnted with religious or-
ganizations, snd that the 35 families are composed of
142 persone sctively associmted with the religious
organlzations. Orssnizetions connected with the church
include women's missionary unions snd church boards,
but prectically no ectivity of this nsture wns rsported.
Considerable interest w=s reported in connection with
the community schools, s indiczted by the fact that

8 families renorted some zffili=«tion of this nature.
The organizstions sponsored by the county =gricultural
and home extension agents consist of those shown in
Teble XV as Farm lrgsnizations =nd Youth Oreanizations,
They include ~11 boys' and girls! clube, livestock or-
ganiz&iicns. sugur beet growers' associctions, home
economics clubs, and sewing clubs, HNine families re-
ported affilistion with farm, and six with youth or-
ganlzations, Fight {srm femilies reported members =of-
filiated with some form of froternel organization; there
is ©1so an indication of civic-mindedness, sas indic=ted
by QFfamilies who reported a«ffiliations of this nsture.
Yomen's clubs were well represented umong the owner
families, but not so muech so among the bvenant fomilies;
12 owner families represented byl persons reported mem-
bership in one or more women's c¢lubs, but only 4 tencnt

families reported such affilictions. In general, it cun
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be segld that the 24 farm owner femilies znd the 18

farm tensnt faemilies included in this investigstion =zre
fairly well represented in the community organizations,
egpeclially those pertaining to the chureh, Contresry to
popular opinion, no difference appears between the church
attendance of owner snd tenant femilies. Howsver, most
of the tensnt families resort fewer arganizétion af-
Tiliutions than do owner fomllies., .dthough not to the
sume extent, the indicsted lacik of socisl perticipution
by the 18 tenant families inecluded in thig study is in

keeping with rindings in nunercus studies,

idditional Improvements Desired, The 42 farm fam-

11ies studied were asxed to stute whot improvements

they were looking forwerd to ma<ing o8 800 5s meuans

and circumstances permitted. The replies to the cuestim
were obtalned so as to get first, second, and third
choices. Table XVI shows the replies, classified by

type of improvement desired ond whether first, second,

or third ecehoice., 2y far the largest number of improve-
ments wanted was In the nature of home convenilences.

The outstanding items ure piped witer system, electricity
zitchen range, and electric refriger tor. urtieulzr

note should be made of the number of homemaiers sIPre ssS—

3 ¥olb, J. iIs and 3runner, Bdmund ded,, A Study of
Rural Society, foughton Mifflin Co., New Yori,
[ po 21
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ing a desire for more modern homes, and glec of the

‘eXpressed degire of tenant homezciers 00 hone owner-

ships 48 nroviously eudwn in Tgble VII, &8 of the 44

Table AVIe adcltionel Living Inprovenents

tesired By 42 Porm familice

" Pirst tecond nird
fotal ghoice chovice ehoiee

Total 128 4z GE

Conveniences:

“lectiric power 14 2 b
Centrsl beating 4 - 1
Hator system o0 S 1=
Bnthroon 5! 1 2
Zlectric wusher S 1l 1
Zitohen range g & b
Iceless refrigerstor G P B
T.ectric vacuum & - Z
“iteen sink & 1 -
Furnishiners:
Purniture 1S & 4
Pians & 1 1
Arndis 2 - -
Iiving inorovoments:
Bounowel deullie il Y -
Yew dwslline & o -
Sereened porch 4 - -
{ew poren 1 1 -
wore winéows 1 - i
swelline painted 1 - -
Flower gorden 1 - -
Jdscellanenus:
murenase fornm 7 77 -
c2w autonoltlle o - 1
Hove to towm 1 1 -

432

ol ol S SRR VRS RENE

]
o+

Hk and

e

LI

Lot ol

ol |

“Cunsist of tenant furilies onlye

Parm families invagtioated re~ort alasctrie
#ble 10 the dmalling) thin s ~ riicay vly
in vioew of the destire ex roesgad by 141 “orm

slactric nowar, thus showlnge th ¢ 11 farn

ooy nvnlle

“eriliss

*amilies

for
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investiguted either elready have electric power in the
homs oF regurd cloetri3¥iy &8 the most desireble facile
ity whiok they hope to secuire, Tossibly the preszent
anngttctaoﬁory BOUrce of weter supply on the farms for
fﬁlllyynll. rotultths in slmost svery csse studied in
the purchese of iator, ie reflected in the desires of
a aargc ﬁuﬁber of the ferm faumiliss for s system of
ruanang water in the farm dwelling,
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SHAPTR IV
COMPARIZON 2ITH Fa¥ILIo o oW OPHLR P 1o

For the purpose of faining an idea of how tha 42
farm fomilieg under considerstion compsre with those in
other stutes with regard to the distribution of expen-
ditures, Teble AVII may be used, The d=te for the 2385
ferm femilies in 11 states wus secured through s study
conducted by the nited States Jepertment of .griculture
during the years of 1622, 1923, and 1924, The duts
shown for the 28806 ferm fumilies were zdapted from
Bulletin No, 1486 of the United Stutes _epsrtment of
&griculturof

Since the classificntion in genersl is parsllel fop
the two studies, they coun be compored very well., The
everage sige of Tomilles of the 2886 fumilies is slighte
ly larger than tint for the 42 Col r.do furm fumilies
included in this study. The 2853 familiss show » higher
velue or ooet of living and o largsr proportion of goods
produced on the furm than 40 the 42 Coloredo families,
In general, the 2888 furm families of 11l strtes snent
more on the eavernge for food, c¢lothing, and oper-tion,
but lower average emounts for housing, furnishines,

health, educu:tion and advencement, nersonal goods, nnd

1l Kirkpstriok, Hilis L., :
The Century Co., Hew York, 29, PPe
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insurence, than did the 42 Colsrado farm femilies.

However, for many reasons it 1s not possidle to draw

any conclusions from the compsrisons of these fara
Table XVII, Comparison Of Percentage Tistributions

Of usxpenditures Of 4Z Colorndo Farm Femilies
And 2886 Fsrm Femilies Of 11 States

42
It Colorado Families of2
en Families 11 states
Humber of families in study 42 2886
Average size of families 3.8 4.4

Totel velue of goods per fumily <1159.21 41598.00

otal velue of goods per person S 508458 . 363.40
Totel Percent 100.0 100.0

Food | 32.9 41.2
Clothing 12,7 14,7
‘ousing ' 17.0 12.3
Oper«tion 10.7 13.3
Farnishings and eruipment 7.7 2,5
Health Ded 348
Léuecsztion and sdvencement S0 o5
fersonal 247 2.8
Insurunce . t.2 2.6
Proportion of living purchnsed 65.7 57.2
Proportion of living furnished 4.2 42.8

2 Kirkpatriock, Ellis L., op. cit., pp. 66 &nd 67.

This study wns muade by the United utetes .epurtment of
Agriculture during 1922-1924, =nd was conducted under
the supervision of Illis L. dripetrics.
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families., The ztudy of the 2297 families weo conducted
over n decsde g0, and undoubtedly pricss of £530d8 ae
well e buying nreetlees hevs changed since these dntg
wore guthered, Particulsarly in connection with food
prices it 1s wsell to montion the changee in wricer as
ghown by 1 dex numbers. ‘he indsx numhsrs ah wing the
genarsl trend of retuil food prices paild by farmers for
comzoilties used in family living prove tiant prices puid
by feraers for comzodities wecrs gre:ter duriags 1322,
19283, and 1924 {(the period during wihich the study of
288¢ farm familises in 11 stetes was made), than thoss
prices pnid by lermors for the same comumodities during
the pariod coversd in this study, 135" and 1937. Jor
instance, during 193~ the indax number -wnc 150 for the
prices pald by farmers for comaodities used in family
living, but 4in 1937 the index number for prices pold by
farmers for the same commodities had lecreaseld to 123,
9 the dreis of these 1adex numbers it is safe to scy
that in 1937 farmers r.iéd ~bout 22,5 nercent lesss for
comodities used in family livine thon they paid for

tha sume comnodities in 1823, If the retail orices of
conmoiities were grecter in 1923 then in 1837, 1t =lso
follows thnt the farmer recelved « higner price for the
comuodities which he maprate 3 tals in turn would place
a higher value on the goods which were nroduced and cone
sumed ¢t home, Therefore, it is evident that the grester

agount of expenditures for oo ghown DY the 2048 farm
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families in 11 states when compured with the reported
asmountse spent for focod by the Chlorcds "rauilies, cnn be
pertinlly expleined in the hirher cost of food nreviile
ing at t&g ti~e whon the study of the 28398 frrm farilics
WG made:J Aﬁathﬁrlfsotar entarine ints the aigher 1o
portisn of food exnenditures by the 2228 furm 7.milies
16 that of tie size of fumily. The 2096 frura families
in 11 st%ctes reporteé larger Pomilics on the averags
than d1d the 42 Colorado femilies, Vovever, cvan with
the differences in proveilins »rices o the differ-
ence in family size, it musnt he dhaserved in Teble KVII
thot the velue of living renorted ©or tne 208% farn
families is considernbly grestsr thsn that revorted by

he 42 farm families in this study,

2 Bureaun of sgricultural Economics, .nlted Itates ee
partment of Jgriculture, fhe 'cricultural Situation,
Volume 4, iumber 4, ‘eshifngton, - Til L, LuaG, Ds ote
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COMUENTS COVCHANING SCUERULE UJn 0 AW BUTHSL 0F TN
The schoiule ss developed nand ugad in this study

neade some slterntion in order to conform better to the

neadsg for studving ferm family living in Color:do,

Farm fomily Yet Income, Ao atrtempt wae made in this

1nveet1gatiss t5 secure n gunnery of «11 € m ergh roe-
celpts and exveanditures for tie schadule ysrr in arder
that some relationship mirht be shom hetwesn the net
incorme and $the ocmount of cash azpendltures for furm
femily living, ‘orever, the stienmpdt at securing dnto
pert ining to cesh rocelpts ond expenditures wes renere-
8lly unsucreesTul prinmarily hescouse of the conplic zed
noture of farm businage tronsections =tich necesesiltote

an acourete end detolled syateom of rcegountine,

Comrngition of Tlet.e Tho eomnositiorn of e usuel

dlet apprared so uniform among the 42 ferm familics
studisd thut the fnvestizstor ie of the oninion th ¢

such inform:tion contrlwutes little to the stidy. Thuroe
for, it ie felt ti.-t the collection of such d-te, whiech

are merely senumersted and do not measire any condtisio

eould he discontinued without materielly affecting th:
ga of a Term Tamily livine study,

Agpecte of (ost Per Cenita, Oines the sex composi.

tion of tho family ead the are 5 the “enlly menmbers

alfect the distribution of the sxoenditures for “anmily
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living, 1% is felt that more ntsention shoulé be Cevoted
to tnie aspect of femily iiving., In the matler of clo-
sning expenditures, for exanple, 1t oppears il ¢ bellr
idea of sxpenditures could be hed 1 the purehasse of
olothing wers obteined by Tunily members rathsr theaa for

the entire Tnmily €8 & Eroud.

ethod of  sndling calth ixoenditures. In thia

study the policy wss folluwed of including expendliures
for births, desths, znd funerals with sxpendltures for
nealth salatenance. The inveatigator sugsests thet this
policy be discontinued in subsscusntl i.vestigstions of

ha inclusion

54

farm Samily living in Colorudo, beosuse
of such relatively infrerusnily ocecarring expenditures
d4storts whint would otherwise bhe o falrly sccurste ac-
gount of expenditures fur healtih msintenancs, The oX-
ponses connectad with births, @atﬂs,vuné funerals
could be olassifisd sepuraisly from thoss pertsininge
essantinlly to health,

Sugrested Improvemsnts in ‘ethod o7 Investimetion.

A8 pointed out at the beginning of tnis rsport, the
survey method was used in collecting data from the 42
forn femllies oooperating in this investigstion. Jler-
tain imgrsvam@at&'in the acheduls assd bave bean sugrasl-
ed, and in cddition it is felt that come improvemsnts
in the method »f investicution ars partinent,

It would seen that o belter balencsd investigntion

af fapm family living could be nmade i bobtn Canily
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living and farm mencgenent situdiss were conducted con~
currently for the some families, This poliey wmould

- 50lve the nroblem of ssouring dste congarning net farn
fanily incone with L{ts relation %o the Pamily living
0o=%8, 1t 1ls evideunt tiwt sn arrungenent such us tﬁia.
suggested would necessitels ¢ deviation from the Juvrely
aurvéy methode, namely, the survey and $he gooount methe
ade, would be used, It hes been found is one ztudy ihat
g combingtion of the survey aad socount methoda of cole
lsoting data for farm families coanstitutes a satisfocw

. 1
Sory form of ianvestigation,

1 wWoodhouse, Chase G. and Silllams, Faith ¥,, Comparis
son of Scheduls sad scoouny dethods of Collecting ate
on Family Living,  United Disztes lepartment of Agricule
ture, Techaleoal Bulletin Ho. 389, 1933, 5pe 50=dl,
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farm family living. In eddition, date were secured
pertaining to the composition and characteristices of
the ferm families and their extent of participation in
the soeiel organizations of the corwmunity,

Statistical celeulations mensuring the reliability
of the sample studied shows thzt the sample is rsliable
but thut no conclusive proof of variations among ownsr
end tensnt families is justified, bzcsusc the varietloas
in the asnects of femlly characteri:ties and composition
as well as in family living are so smell that they are
very likely due to chance, Therefore, the comparisons
made in this study are not intended $to show a distinet
measurement of the variations in owner and tenant fam-
ilies ineluded in thils study, but will show only 4if-
fersnees in reports.

Of the 42 farm faomiliss investigated, 57.2 percent
were form owners and 42,8 percent were farm tenants,

Osmeyr Pamilies averaged 3.2 persons and tenant
families averaged 3.6 persons. However, tenant femilies
reported a greater number of fumily members under 16
yvears of age.

Homemakers renorted a.higher average cducational
attainment than farm operatorc; however, little differ-
grice was reported between the educstion of owners and
tenants, [he reports of all 42 farm families show that
83 pereent of farm operstors and homemekers d&id not

complete a high school sducation,
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The uvercge ugﬂ of furm dwellings as reportsed wua

bebant Teally dwellings o7 « sllgntly larger reisra-~
sentetion in tie older wgy groups. There mpsecye o De
1ittle dilfference in the wverage zize of owner and teiw
ant dwsllings, ss tie svevusge £or euch wasg sbout 7
rooms psur dwelling. The sooe in&ié@%}en ig true in tae
gozparison of ihe number of bedrocms in ownox asnd tens
ant deellings, cs the aversge number wus «hdout § per
ﬁselliag. The everngs vulue of dwellings wus 2100 and
showad & glichtly highsr value for owsnsr wwe‘linﬁ than
for tenunt dwellings.

only 4 of tﬁe 42 furm dwellinse in the study had
all nodern Psollitisas, Fars teqwent dwellings sversgsd
one facility fewer thsn the number reported im owner
dwellings, The 48 fsrsm dwelling: peported s $o3sl of
140 or an aversge of 3,3 facilities each; tne owner
dwellings wveraged 3.7 fae&;i%iﬁs 38 gompared with 2,7
facilitiss averaged by tesnant dwelilines,

‘The frmilias gpent an sverare of 21108.81 esen Por
all purposes of family living during the scheduls yeoaorx
and of this, . 7RE.1% wug srent in cushe The fara fure
nished faaﬁ, houging, and fusl 0 $he average valus of
+O87.02 psr fomily., Owners spent an aversge of 790,13
in onsh, and lenante 784,84, Owners supplied rood,
fuel, ond housing from the faras to the velus of 413,89

uid tenanis [J75.83. Jor the entire group of familiss
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ebout 5.7 porcent of the total vaolue Oof living wes
purcheced, asd cbout 34.3 peresnt wes furnished, Ten-
nbs produced shout B pereent more ol the ool used
und therefore purehesed legs food than owners, ov
only one item, that of sdueztion and advancement, did
the expenditures Of tensnt fumilice on %he averuge &%=
cand that of owner fumilics, ‘lowever, in genersl thape
sppeared 1ititle-varistion in proportions of expenditurse
for 4ifferend items a8 ronorsed Ly owner and teaant
familisoe

spproxinately 23 percent of tue &zpeéﬁitar&s for

automobile opsration wes esbimmbed stiributable o farm

#

family usse., 411 48 Tersm femilisse reporidsd ownership of
one or nore sutomobiles. sven families reported sutos
mobile trades during the soheduls yesr, and sli but ons
trade was for & new gutomoulle, The sstimated cost of
gutomobils operantion Tor the achedule yuar, oxelusive
af daprecistion, was an average of 8 per Tenily.

Almost 21l families reported some church eatisadonce,
Other opgenizations stitended dy the 42 farm Tamilles
ware agricultursl, sdueaticnsl, fraternal, eivie, and
womens' clubs, The extent of atiendsnoe by owner foue
ilies exceed that of tenant families 1n o1l cotivitiss
except those of a relipious or fraterasl naturs.

By far the lergest nucher of i@grév@meats Zasirad
by the 4& Tarm families wes in the nsture of home cone

venlisncoes, The outstanding itoms naned ss dssirsd wore
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a piped water system, electricity, kitchen ranpe, and
iceless refrigerator, 4ll femilirg nos alrecdy heving
slectricity in the dwelling exrressed & desire for that
feeility as » £irst choice,

A comparizon of the distribution of expenditures se
reported by the frrm f&milies 1nclu&e£ in this study
with the study made of 2888 farm frmilice ia 11 sintes
indicrtes thet the Colorado £ rm families studied have
a value of living distibuted over the items entering
into the living =hich in gensral compares favorably
with that of the 2826 farm fazilies in the 11 states,
“hen it 1s conslidered that the stucy of the 2886 ferm
families wos mnde during the ye=ares of 1383, 1223, and
1934, when fo:d priges were higacr then they were .wuring
the periosd of time covered by this etudy, it spresnrs
even more lisely that thers is 1ittle difference in the
food consumntion of the 48 ferm femilies as compared

with that of the 5826 farm families,

used and tae met0d of investisotlon followed ia con-
ducting thisz study are generally satisfactory, lowever,
he fosls juatiriedAin me<ing a fow suggestions which
might be of value to othepy who wight undertaie investie-
gations in the sene geners) floléd s this cne, he Tol-
lowing sugreations zeem pertinent snd constructive:

le Tringrily bacauss of the complicated nature of

farm business transaectione, an attempt et scourins data



perdaining %o cash reeelints and suypenditurce ws gon-

Tod
voik

1]
-
A
o
*
W

vr:lly unsueccessful,  The wrltor foels thu
could bs solvod I both fandly living ond fur annarae

mont abadics wore coptucted coneurrently Tor Lhe same

amon:; {.w Prrz
thot reason 1t 418 . of seen eceszury o include this

smaberial in the discussion. 1% 1is the wpiltor's oplinion
tnzat bhe gollisetion 52 such dota could v dlcoontinuad

RS ¥ My Yoo e T o A S S .
githout materizlliy affecting the valus of the s3udy,.

3¢ Ths effect of the sax compos!
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e
er W
ol
e
SO
I
I
fmn
T
g

and the ase of the Tamily members is n
dlatribvution of expenditures for fumily living. Thores
fore, it e Talt thot more sttentlon should be devoled
3 this v;axct of Trmily living,.

%;. The writer susrests tholb sxpenditures Oor heslth
and sileiness be tobulated separstely Trom those incure
rad by dosiths snd fTunerals.

O the basis 2f & comparison of schedule and segount
methods of collaeting dnta on family livins neds by the
Taited Stotes Deonrtment of sorisullure, s combination
of the $w0 methods gsenms to constitute o satisfact N e
Porm for fnvesticeting farm fenlly living., The writey
is of the opinlon thot such o edmbinution of methods
gould 311 ely resull in less cotinntion by eooperating

Parm Toodlies 17 16 wore spplied Y2 wuse in Colorado.
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The preliminary nature of this study with 1% 1line
t£2@ poone eonnot bo considered as an adequate measure of
eopm fanile 1ivine {0 $he northern Colopado irrirnied
Atstrict. in snelveis oFf the meterisl sotherad In this
atudy hes besn sresented princinslly for tho Durnone

of providing nn index indicatlive of whnd nicht he @xe

i Bo Colarado form Parllies Trom o

pﬁateé:ﬁit& I
study #:fficiently extensive in ne2p2 0 Ingtify con-
structiv@.caﬁalusiOﬁs. Tharafors, 4t is hone thnt the
sregentation of this study will stiulete discuscion

and Tarther atwly of ctundnrds of living in Coloarado,
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Statistical Measurement of the Reliability of
the Sample from which the Average Nuwnber of
Persons per Family will be Compared

by Tenure Status *

Owner fawriiles Tenant famiiies
(24) (18)

Arithmetic mean 3.8 persons 3.6 persons

Etandard devistion
from the mean

=\
N

Probable error of the mean
(the error which will not be
exceeded by 50 percent of
the cases).

1.21 persons 1.33 persons

.167 persons .21l persons
PE . LN %S ' ‘

n
Interpretation

The probable error can be interpreted as meaning that if
another sample were drawn from the same population, the chaances
are that 50 percent of the familles would notl vary more than
.167 persons for owners, and .21l persons for tenants, from the
true mean of the number of persons per famlly in the sample.
Since the probable error is ressonably smail, {t provides
evidence that the sample is reliazble. Since the probable error
varies with the size of sample, itis to be expocted that the
probable error of the tenant families is larger than that for
owner familles because the number of tenant families included
in the sample 1s smaller,

# The source of formula used In these calculztions
is: Arkin, Herbert, and Colton, Raymond R., An Qutline of
Statistical Methods, Barnes and Noble, 1935, pp.34 and 119-124.



Statistical Measurement 6f the Significance
of the Differences in the Average Size of
24 Owner and 18 Tenant Families Included

In this Study

Difference of two means of size of family

¢o SR

—

Nl N_‘.

&"D: \(LW7 + \_:ﬁ, 2% Pavsens

pATS 18
Average size of owner families 3.8 persons
Average size of tenant familles 3.6 persons
Actual difference .2 persons
Standard error of differences +4 persons
Interpretation

A difference as large as 1.2 persons (three standard
errors of the difference between the two means) might arise
due to chance, according to the statistical formula. Since
the actual difference (.2 persons) is much less than this

difference which could be expected due to chance

(1.2 persons),

it is very likely that the difference is due to chance and
that the difference of the size of the owner and tenant fawmi-

lies in this study 1s not significant.



Statistical Measurement of the Reliebility of
the Sample from which the Average Value of
Furnished Living per Feamily is
Compared by Tenure Status

Owner families Tenant fzamilies
(24) (18)

Arithmetic mean $412.91 $375.33

Standard deviation
from the mean ' £95.43 £95.15

= \ e (<)
N

Probable error of the mean
(the error which will not
be exceeded by 50 percent
of the cases) $13.16 $15.13

= &
PE. 2. LI5S
(N

Interpretation

The probable error can be interpreted as mecaning that if
another sample were drawn from the same population, the chances
are that 50 percent of the famillies would not vary more than
$13.16 for owners, and $15.13 for tenants, from the true mean
of the average value of furnished living per family In the
sample. Since the probable error varies with the size of the
sample, 1t is to be expected that the probable error of the
tenant famillies is larger than that for owner families because
the number of tenant famillies included in the sawmple is smaller.
However, since the probable error for both owner and tenants is
reasonably small, it provided evidence that the s=znple used in
this study 1s reliable.




Statistical Measurement of the Signiiicance
of the Difference 1ln the Average Value of
Furnished Living per Family of <4 Owner
and 18 Tenant Famllies Incliuded in

This btudy

Difference of two means of size of family

o \C%+ ¥,

Nw

ﬁ&SS-S‘i*_ G106 %. 32 :$27'7Z

2y I8

&o*

Average Value furnished living Eowner families)  $412.91
Average volue furnished iiving (tenant famiiles) £375.8
Actual difference 37.0

Standard error of differences $29.72

Interpretation

A difference as large as $89.16 (three standard errors
of the difference between the two means) might arise due to
chance, according to the statistical formula. Since the
actual difference ($37.08) is much less than this difference
which could be expected due to chance ($89.16), it is very
likely that the difference is due to chance and that the
difference of the ateragé value of furnished living between
the owner and tenant families in this study 1s not significant.



Table A. Uistribution of Value of ¥arm Family Living Over All Items Used, For
24 Owner Operater Farm Families

Schedule Total Food Clothing Housing Operation TFurnishings Health Education and Personal Insurance

number advancement
1 $ 972 $338 $ o8 . $200 $ 87 $ 79 $ 37 $ 44 $21 ¢ 68
e 1290 459 93 150 108 257 50 23 31 118
3 1393 387 155 350 175 183 47 54 48 58
4 1338 584 170 220 118 86 50 20 58 - 32
5 1111 372 212 220 121 8 26 37 25 80
6 1474 381 233 240 131 124 75 86 62 142
7 1078 337 115 3200 138 55 24 39 £2 48
8 1123 358 108 150 210 114 90 36 29 28
9 1430 441 182 220 140 191 52 . 94 29 81
10 1072 287 120 180 120 53 123 40 27 42
11 757 300 93 180 100 14 43 18 9 —
12 1322 481 192 150 170 22 53 192 28 24
13 1100 - 314 107 200 142 40 197 52 20 28
14 994 384 133 250 117 15 14 46 12 23
15 e 235 130 120 84 43 75 16 23 48
18 892 377 177 120 73 32 55 20 28 -—
17 886 373 133 200 101 29 21 9 20 _—
18 923 388 125 150 78 67 28 17 32 28
19 864 278 138 120 108 127 19 14 17 43
20 973 351 152 220 123 24 38 21 12 32
21 1739 545 230 450 175 53 45 102 54 85
29 1580 402 320 370 265 43 60 78 48 _—
23 2202 586 173 180 183 407 296 207 20 150

24 1588 409 190 350 207 128 50 89 65 100




Table B. Distribution of Value of Farm Family Living Over All Items Used, For
18 @¥snant Operator Farm Families

Schedule Total TFood Clothing Housing Operation Furnishings Health  Education and Personal Insurance

namber advancement
1 $1333 §487 §215 - $180 $109 . $ 28 $ 45 $213 §s57 $ 65
2 1000 425 178 150 118 13 18 23 38 - 30
3 1037 293 180 100 88 8 18 198 22 32
4 1491 343 72 300 20 - 84 505 80 37 —
5 2073 372 115 220 i7nl 895 10 61 75 154
6 1615 672 285 200 121 10 45 158 , 34 a0
7 1554 474 205 280 164 84 51 184 26 76
8 1718 338 185 200 117 149 50 6807 24 38
9 854 380 83 150 131 23 15 26 16 30
10 622 208 85 100 50 13 20 10 26 22
11 872 273 105 150 81 26 80 7 22 8
12 805 = 317 117 100 108 44 18 22 47 32
13 942 330 130 150 131 64 38 34 17 48
14 709 294 88 150 86 13 8 30 12 48
15 890 264 74 180 102 47 80 28 23 82
16 712 330 137 60 75 18 27 26 , 7 12
17 759 309 96 150 93 . 48 18 21 13 11

18 768 269 104 180 90 22 39 13 23 28




Table C -Nuuber ind PercentaBe Of Families Purchasing Household Furnishings And
¥zuipment And Average Cost Of Purchases, By Tenure Status.

Al]l families Owner Tenant
Average expenditure Average expenditure Average expenditures
Per family All Per family All Per family All
Number Percent purchasing families Number Percentp urchasing families Number Percentpurchasing families

Total 42 100.0 $89.45 $89.45 24 100.0 $91.41 $91.41 18 100.0 $86.84 $86.84
Furniture 15 35.7 62.83 22.26 9 37.6 37.88 14.20 6 33.3 98.00 33.00
Floor covering 17 40.4 13.94 5.64 14 8.3 12.21 7.12 3 16.6 22.00 3.68
Lighting 18 42.8 5.61 2.40 .9 37.6 6.383 2.37 9 50.0 4.88 2.44
Kitchen utensils 31 73.8 6.93 5.11 14 58.3 6.35 3.70 17 94.4 7.41 7.00
Table ware 4 16.6 9.14 1.52 2 8.3 15.50 1.28 5 27.7 6.80 1.83
Laundry 4 8.5 52.25 4.97 3 12.8 33.00 4.12 1 5.7 110.00 6.11
Sewing 2 4.7 72.50 3.52 1 4.1 60.00 2.50 1 5.7 85.00 - 4.72
Refrigerator 5 11.9 1986.20 13.35 4 16.6 212.75 35.45 1l 5.7 130.00 7.22
Flectrical 12 28.5 6.58 1.88 9 37.6 7.00 2.83 3 16.6 5.33 .89
Musical 1 2.3 10.00 .24 - —_—— 1l 5.7 10.00 55
Radio 8 19.0 55.62 10.59 6 25.0 45.00 11.25 2 11.1 87.50 - 9.72
Ornaments 3 7.1 4.68 «33 3 12.86 4.66 .58 - —
Cleaning 42 100.0 5.02 5.02 24 10000 8.75 8.75 18 100.0 2.72 2.72
Cooking stove 1 2.3 60.00 1.42 - ———— 1 5.7 60.00 3.33
Other 5 11.9 13.80 1.64 1l 4.1 6.00 25 4 22.2 15,75 3.50




Account of an Interview with iMrs. W.

oot t—

Mrs. W. keeps the records ané conducts the greater portion
of the farm business., There are only two in the family, Hrs. W.
and her ‘husband, but during the busy portion of the faraming
season one or two hired men boarc and room in the W. home.

# T find that the sale of milk, butter, chickens ané eggs,
wore than takes care of the grocery bill. I have a cherry
orchard and a large garden as well as a few apple trees, sc I
can a large quantlity of frult and vegetables each yezr. 1 use
oleomargarine for cooking and sell all the butter except that
portion which we eat. However, I usuailiy sell the cream without
going to the trouble and expense of making butter.®

"I believe in having as many of the home facilitlies us
possible, and that expiains why I have purchased an electric
sewing machine, a heatrola, an electric range for cooking, a
new radio, and a steam coocker.?

fWe don't have much lelsure time so we don't attend church
and I am not a Fclub-woman.® It takes about all of my time to
keep the farm recorés straight, and to lcok after the chickens
and dairy. I do enjoy listening to the radio, anéd I read the
newspapers, some farm journals and popular magazines. Hy
husband and I ¢idn't get so much education in school, but we
have learned a lot through the practical tezchings of experience.®

"We were hard hit by the depression anéd it has been hard
going, but we have managed to get along. My poultry and dairy
have sure been a means of paying for the groceries during the
lean years." :

*I keep a fairly good record of the farm and household
expencitures, but there are so many little things which cone up
that keépling an accurate and complete record is cifficult. I
believe that it has been wmore profiteble to rent a fuarw rather
than to own one cduring the pasti five or six yeurs.®

fLots of women have usked wme why I stay on & farm. I like
to feel free and indepencent, and I can do just as I plesse here
on the farm. As I have found out during the past five or six
years, one can produce more food at home for home use, and that
sure helps to lessen the strain during periods of depression.m



Account of an Interview with Mrs. A,

®"Yes, we have a coufortabie place, but it isn't pala for.
We bought it just before the depression and have been lucky to
Keep the interest and taxes pald up. Then too, we have
improved the place some by bullding & barn and other out
bulldings.”

"I have lots of chicxens, and the woney whicii cowes in
from the sale of milk, cream, €ggs, and chickens wore than
takes care of the grocery bill. I have iots of canned rruits
and vegetables also which help out. I also maxke all of our
Jelly and Jam which aimost entirely takes the place of syrup
or honey which woulé have to be purchased, We are hard working
folks, and I belleve in having plenty of good food. Our home
dezonstration agent 1s very helpful in suggesting new ways of
preparing food and I also xnow several awemvers ol the Home
Econouics Departuent there af the coileges my daugnter is
taking work there now."®

"We are hoping to be able to improve the house some 300n.
%We need running water badly. At present we haul our wnter for
household purposes from the Fort Coliins city water supply.
We don't have electric ilghts yet either, and it sure would be
nice to have them, I'd ra:ther have electricity than running
water, if I have to make a choice.®

"Yes, I belong to two clubs for women, anc I am & 4-H Ciub
leader. My daughter has been a 4-H member for several years.
Ky husband i3 so busy with the furu work that ne doesn't attend
any organizations. We attend church sowme in Fort Colliins, but
not regularly.®
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Account of an Inteprview with #rs. D.

"1l be glad to give you what information I can, but
I do not keep a record of how I spend money. In fact, we
don't have wuch to spend. We produce wost of our food here
on the farm, and I sell cream and eggs in Fort Collins to
take care of the groceries which we buy.?

nOf course it is nice to own a farm, but we have found
it more profitable to rent during the past few years. Jur
house doesn't have all the aodern conveniences sucih as
running water and central heazting, but even if we owned the
farm, I am sure that we couldn't afford these anyway.®

?Our children attend the schools and we carry them to
and from school., We attend the German Lutheran Church in
Fort Coliins. Outside of these trips, we do very little
riding around. We don't belong to any orgznizations
excapt for my husband who belongs to the Beet Growers!
Association, but this doesn't have a program of any sort.”

"We stay at home pretty close beczuse during the sumrer
the beets and hay keep us busy, and in the winter my husband
feeds about two hundrec sheep.?®
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Account of an Interview with Udrs., P«

The P. family iives about five miles southeast of Fort
Coilins. There zre five neubers of the famlly, two sons, one
daughter anc the parents, Hr. P. hss lived for forty years
in this comsunity. For tne pzst twenty yesrs Mr. ?. nzg
rented a one hundred and thirty acre farm, all under irrig=tion.
He would like to purcnase the farm, bput at the times wnen he
hag been able to make the financial arrangements to purchase,
the owner has been unwilling to sell. Hrs. P. does all of the
nouse work with the assistance of the fourteen year oid dsughter;
they slso look after the poultry anc dairy. #rs. P. reports
that she sells about $40 worth of poultry and dairy products
each month in Fort Collins. The garden supplies sufficient
fresh vegetables for family use during the susmer, and also
about fifty guarts of canned vegetables were canned last year.
M¥rse P. z2ys that she makes her own house dresses as well as
w208t of tne clotnes of her daughter.

The eldest son attends Color:do State College znd 1s in
nis second year. The othgr t«#o cialldren sre in High School.
drs. P. says that i¥ iz not suecn a2 grest added expense to have
a son in college because he drives to and frow collese euch
day, and transports three other students who share the expenses.
The c¢cocllege son also has a milk route which he ilooks after each
day while he is in Fort Coliilns attending classes,

®0ur house is over forty years ¢olé and need repair. The
bath room is in s very bad state of repalr. We haven't bought
any furniture for seversl years.®

®The housework occuples wost of my time and I dontt have
much leisure time. We do g0 to chmrel f3irly reguisrly, and I
aia 3 sember of two womens'! clubs which meet conce or twice a
month. Then we visit with the neighbors some too.t®

f®e hope some d4y to own our fara which will give us more
incentive to waxe needsd ilamprovesents, but at the precsent time
it takes practicaliy all the income to finince the fary, and
there is little left for bdbuylng some of the things needed for
the house. Then too, there are two children who will want to
attend college, and they must be looked out for; this mesans
that something must be put aside for their education.®
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Fort Collins, Colorado

Dear Mrs.

A study of the source, amount, and use of the annual
income available for farm family living in Colorado will
be undertaiken within the near future as a cooperative
effort of the Research Division in the Departument of
Economics and Soclology of the Colorado SBtate College of
‘Agriculture. This study will be the first of its kind
ever made in Colorado, and 1ts success will depe largely
upon the cooperation of menmbers of the farm families in
giving the necessary information to ¥r. Ralph W. Roberts
of our research staff who will conduct the field work
necessary in this study.

It is to be understopd that ail information gatihered
is strictly confidential and the results of the study will
be presented without any reference to the cooperators in
so far as identifying thex is concerned. The purpese of
this proposed study 1s not to present individual cases,
but rather to get an accurate picture of the entire group
of families included in the sample. A presentation of
this sort will provide some basls whereby individual
families may compare their particular problems with those
of other families living under similar circumstances. A
comparison of this type will emphasize the strong points
as well as the defects in management of the imdividusal
family finances. This comparison will also enable a family
to find the extent to which the value of family living
depends upon the cash income available for purchasing goods
for family use, and to what extent upon home produced itens
used by the family.

We earnestly seek your cooperation in this study, and
for your further interest we are inclosing a sumzary of
some factors contributing to an improved standard of living.

Very truly yours,
0laf F. Larson

Associate Rural Sociologlst
College Experiment Station



SOME FACTORS INVOLVED IN THE IMPROVEMENT
OF STANDARDS OF LIVING

How may farm living be improved? It has been suggested by
some that the way to improve living on a farm 1is to quit farmipg.
However, other more optimistic and practical methods of imp?ov1ng
farm family living have been outlined. These may be summarized
as follows:

le By Increasing Farm Incomes. —-- More available income for
family 1living creates a greater expenditure for family needs and
desires. @Give a farmer more income and he will get the better
living,

2 By Redistributing The Uses Of The Present Income. —- Some
farmers are in such circumstances that they can safely afford to
reduce investment in additional land and farming equipment, and
can use the extra money for better housing and better living. On
the other hand, the extent to which farmers should follow the lead
of some city classes in spending a greater portion of their incomes
in present consumption is a debatable question. However, there are
many rural families who are not in a finsasncial position to reduce
investment expenditures, but should rather increase payment on
mortgages or extend their land holdings and farm equipment. An
increased amount of home-produced living would contribute towards
an increase in the cash spendable income which could be used for
investment.

S« By More Efficient Spending. -- A better use might be made
of the proportion of the income already being spent for family
living. This is a place where students of home economics can
undoubtedly be of much servdce. This suggestion applies to all
classes of farmers, and especially to those who can not afford to
reduce other expenses in order to have more funds for family living
improvemente.

4s By More Profitable Use of Spare Time. -- Many phases of
farm living are not objects of money expenditure. The production of
food at home, ‘the improvement of the farmstead and the farm house,
and the utilization of leisure time--these are important matters and
shoulad be given more attention. Studles in several states have
shown that there are striking differences between communities of the
same income level in the extent of o mnunity participation and
soclally profitable leisure time activities. This side of Ffarm
living offers g great opportunity for improvement without requiring
much cash outlaye
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: The ranid changes which have occurred in consymption hahits
in the United States since the World War have given rise to a
growing interest in the study of standards of living. There is
an increasing recognition of the uses of such statistics in a
wlde variety of present day social and economic problems in
planning the production and distribution of those goods which
are used in the home, in education, in household purchasing and
consumption, and in making use of home resources.

Prevailing standards of living have been described and
portrayed for many states, but Colorado is among those few that
remain in which little attention has been devoted to this impor-
tant part of social improvement. In view of the fact that there
1s increased interest in a more adequate and efficilent way of
living, 1t is high time that some information should be gathered
to show what families or groups of families in Colorado do in
regard to the uses of foods, clothing, shelter, and other less
material goods and services.

Until within the past few years most standard of living
studies were concerned with towns and cities, and farm living
was compared wlth standards set up by the town and city centerse.
Considerable comment has arisen as to the advisability and fair-
‘ness to the rural families in making such a comparison. Farm
families seek to improve their pesition in agriculture through
improvements on the farm, and therefcre it can be said that
there is less conspicuous display in farm family living when
compared with urban family living, due to the differences in
consumption habits and the more narrow variety of goods angd
serdces purchased by the farm family.

What use can be made of the information gathered through
studles of farm family living? The information pertaining to
the distribution of the annual expenditures among the principal
groups of goods and services for farm family living is of interest
and use in several ways. Families of different composition or
make-up may check the costs or values of the goods and services
which they use against the averages for other families within the
same areae Such a comparison will give a family some hint of
the ways wherein its own living differs from the averages for
some other farm famllies within the same area ‘as well as in
other sections of the United States.

A further way in which this information is of wvalue is in
calling attention to the goods furnished by the farm and the
valuable addition which these make to the family living. Farm
families often have little réalization of the total amounts or
the value of the milk, cream, eggs, poultry, pork, beef, vegetables,
frults, and other products which are produced on their own farms
for household use. Various studles in other states have shown that
the value of these home produced goods makes up a great part of the
family living.
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Finally, such information furnishes a background for taklng
advantage of suggested means for improving farm family living.
Widely circulated suggestions for improving diet, for example, can
be better judged when the family knows the money value of foods
furnished by the farm and the total cost of foods provided by
direct purchase. Decisions as to the advisability of purchases of
certain items for the family are easler if the amounts usually
spent for these items by groups of families 1in the same circum-
stances are knowne.

The spending of the family income is today largely in the
hands of the homemaker; the management of this income involves
much more than going shopping and paylng billse A knowledge of
how and for what the available money is spent 1s essential to wise
managemente It also involves the weighing of necds and desires,
the making of declisions and choices, and the careful consideration
of their effect upon the 1ife of the family and upon its planse

Plans for the future agricultural activities of the state
center arouml the possibilities for satisfactory living on the
farms It is believed that through the cooperation of farm families
in supplying information corc erning the present cost and quality of
rural living, valuable information can be obtained and later
published for the benefit of those interested in comparing their
living with that of others for the purpose of better balancing
their distribution of expenditures for family living.

(6303-37)



PAMILY LIVING SCHEDULE County

Confidential Septe .1, 1936e-Auge 31, 1937  Enumerator
Colorado State College Date filled Scheds Nooe .
Depte of Economics and Sociology
Ao Name P.0. Location
Be Color and Nativity Tenure Status
Acres Operated Acres Owned

[ et WA X,
Ce Personal Da o -r ¢ Cruanne s ——— .

Educalb ion
Line |Relat ionship Yeor {Mose In |Last
Noe to Head of in | Marital | School |Grade Reason Not
of Household | Sex [Birth |Hslde Status [Yes | Mo [Compe | Occupation Working
1 2 3 n 5 6 7 181 9 10 11
1 ¢
2
3
N
5
6
{
8
9
10
11
12
13 :

De Number births during schedule year
Number deaths during schedule year

(6131-37)



Ee Summary Statement, all cash receipts and expenditures

for year of studye.

Nature of Transaction

Receipts

Expondita

Gross Cash Receipts (Farm)

l1-Fixed Investment Sales

2-Livestock

3-Livestock Products

U4~Crop Sales

_PeMiscellaneous

Total (Farm)

Gross Cash Expcnse (Farnm)

l-Fixed Investment Purchases

2-0ther " n
3-Operating (labor,fertilizer,etcs)
Total (Farm)

e cseosssess s

Net Cash Farm Receipts

Gross Cash Receipts (All Sources)

l-Farm

2-Qutside Earnings (All Mombers)

I=Money Borrowed

4-Other

Total (A1l Sources)

ross Cash Expense (All Purposes)

!

1l-Farm

2-Interest Paid .

®# e s 080080

3-Debts

P s 0o bdboosecvevae

Y_Other Property

Totel (All Purposes)

i

Het Cash Spendacle Income

¥

Cash Expenditures for Family Living

Accumulation or Deficit

o—a -
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F. THE FARM DWELLING

le Total number of rooms o 6e Lighting Facilities
2¢ Indoor water supply ( ) Kerosene
( ) Running hot & cold () Gasoline
( ) Running cold only () Electricity
( ) Hand pump only Ts Source of electric power
) None () Power line
i. Bathroom, yes ( ), no ( ). ( ) Home plant
« Kitchen sink, yes ( ), no ( ). Other, specify
He Type of heating facilities 8+ Cooking fusel
() Central furnace ( ) Wood, coal, cobs
() Stoves other than kitchen. ( ) Kerosene or gasoline
( ) Fireplace ( ) Electricity
( ) XKitchen stove only { ) Natural gas
Other, specify Other, specify__
¢ Is your dwelling house coenstructed of wood? , Brick?
Stucco? , or Other materials?(specify) N
10« How o0ld is your dwelling house? yearss

1le How much do you e stimate your d'welling house to ‘be woerthy $

Estimated annual housing cost (10% of est. value of d'w‘elling)

$




: é. Food

le Total cost household food purchased.
2¢ Cost meals away from home (family members)

3e_ Value of specified food items furnished by -fam and consumed gt hone.

Item Value Remarks ltenm Value Remarks
Flour Canned Vegs
Honey Stored Vege
Milk Fresh Vege
Cream Melons
Butter Berries
Eers Cherries
Chickens Apples
Turkeys Canned Fruits
Lard or Sube Dried Fruits
Pork
Beef
Mutton
Fish

Spuds

Total




e Composition of usual diet. (Check)

5

Pur—~ Fur- Pur- Fur-
Item chased |nished| Remarks Item chased | nished] Remarks
| Flour Melons
Sugar Berries
Syrup i Canned fruits
Honey Dried fruits
Tea Canned Vege
Coffee Stored Veg.
Milk Fresh Veg,
Crean Oranges
Butter Bananas
Oleomargine Cherries
FEees Apples
Chickens
Turkeys

Lard or sube

Pork

Beef

Mutton

Fish

Spuds

" Yams

He Clothing Costs of Family Members
l, Total cost purchased clothing.

2¢ Cost materials for homemade clothing
3e Cost of cleaning, shoe and other clothing repair




I.

Expenditures for Health, Sickness, Births, and Deaths

le Births (other than doctor & nurse fees) ¥+ Dentist
2e¢ Physician and surgeon 8. Oculist and glasses
3¢ Nurse & other attendants 9« Other Expenses
44 Hospitalization 10e Total (1-9) costs incurred
5e Deaths, including cemetery expenses 1lle Cash paid during year for
6 Drugs, supplies, appliances health costs incurred prior to
survey year
Jo Formal Education
le School books and supplies 4, Transportation
2e Tuition e Living expenses if attending
3e Music lesson fees, etce school away from home
K. Household Operation Expenditures’
1. Fuel purchased 7. Ice (for hsld. use)
2e Value and kind fuel furnished 8. Domecstic help
3e Light 9« Repairs on home dwelling
Uy Water (for hslde use) 10e Insurance on nome and equip~
He Telephone ment.
6e Laundry supplies
L. Transportation Expenditures
le Year auto purchased 7+ Cost for sched. year
2e Make and model 8« Mileage for year
3e Purchase price_ 9« Per cent mileage for family
4 Insurance and license use
B¢ 0il, gas, g rease 10e Train and bus fare (other
6e Repairs than business)




Ms Household Furnishings and Equipment

1, Cleaning equipment 8e Table ware
2s Furniture 9e Kitchen utensils
3e Floor covering 10, Electrical sppliances
Le Ornaments 1le. Laundry equipment
e Musical instruments 12+ Sewing equipment
6e Lighting equipment 13. Refrigeration equipment
T« Radio 14, Other
Ne Advancement Expenditure

ls Religious donations 9e Boocks other than school
2¢ Charitable donations 10s QOther
3e Moving pjctures
b4y Plays Number Cost
De Dancing 11, Daily newspapers
Os Athletics Weekkly newspapers
e Vacation and pleasure Farm journsls

tpips Women's magazines
8¢ Club organ. dues Popular magazines

Os Miscellaneous Personal
le Toilet goods 4, Beauty shop
2e Cosmetics He Personal jewelry
3¢ Barber 6« Tobacco
7e Other

Pe Insurance and Savings During Year

1, Life Insurance a. Savings (bank and postal)
2e Health and sccident ins. ¢ Investments




g

Qs Social Participation

Family Members ;
Type Participating Remaxks Re What three things would
4 Religious you most like to have to
add to your family's
standard of living?

School 1l
2o
Adult education e

Farmers orgs

S. What things were purchased

during the year on the in-

Youth ] stallment plan or on credit?
_Athletic
2+.Have payments been completed
Fraternal on these articles?
3eIf not, how much remains
unpaid?
Patriotic ,
Community
(6131~37)
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by
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FARY FAMILY LIVING IN THE NORTHERN
COLORADO IRRIGATED LISTRICT

The past decade has seen the growth of significant
interest in the study of rural problems centering in
farm family standards of living as evidence of rural
well-being.

Prevailing standards of living have been described
and portrayed for many states, but Colorado is anong
those remaining few in which little attention has been
devoted to this important phase of social improvement.
Therefore, it seems pertinent that some attention be
given to developing a method of studying farm fanily
living in Colorado.

The first purpose of this study was to develop snd
test a method for studying farm family living in Colo=
rado.

A second purpose of this study was to analyze in
detaill the aggregaté femily living of a group of ferm
families located in one of Colorado's major type-of-
farming areas,

Many Buropean studies of expenditures for family
living have been muade, some dating as far back ss 1400,

The principsl “urope:sn studles which have significant



bearing on :merican family living studies have been
those of Frederic Le Plsy (1806-1882), which have con-
tributed much in the field of methods of study, and
Ernst Engel (1821-1896), who introduced the use of sta-
tistical measurements as a method for en accurate anal-
ysis of materiel well-being of a family or = group of
families,

Since the close of the World War many studies have
been made of ferm family living., Ellis L. Kirkpatricek
begcn his investigutions of farm family living znd cone
tributed the most complete set of deata currently aveil-
able, His study pertains to 2886 ferm families of
selected localities in eleven states snd covers the
period, 1922-19224, ilso of major importance are the
contributions of Carle C. Zimmerman and lerle E.
Frampton which hove done much to0 clzar the way for an
improved scientific method of investigation in femily
living.

‘the preparstion and arrangement of the field sched-
ule used in this study follows closely that which has
been used in other studies except that it is not con-
cerned with as much detailed information, All information
was secured through a personsl interview with each fame
ily included in the study; this is kxnown as the "survey
method, "

A combination of the Le Play and the ingelian meth-

ods of investigation and enalysis is used in meking
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this study. ILe Play's method of study was strictly

the case method, Engel concentr:ted his efforts more
on methois of analyzing data than in collecting 1t.
Therefore, in combining the general procedures used by
Le Play and Engel in their studies, two plans have been
followed in making this lnvestigation., In so far as
such was possible, the case method was used in collect-
ing information on farm family living in order that the
materials could be interpreted with reasonable accuracy.
The other policy followed through the presentation of
this material 1s that of presenting tabulated deta af-
fording a comparison of relationships between the groups
of items for which the farm family expenditures are
made.,

It was decided that for a preliminary inguiry into
farm family living, an area in which there exists some=-
thing near a uniform level of living would be best;
after discussing the selegstion of such an area with re-
liable snd informed persons, it was decided that a
small locality representative of the northern Colorado
irrigated district seemed appropriate. The consensus
of opinion of relisble persons led to the selection of
the Harmony and Timhath locality southeast of TFort
Collins, Colorado, as fairly representative of the
northern Colorado irrigated distriet,

The field work was conducted during the fall and

winter of 1937, and covers the period of September 1,
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1936, to August 31, 1937, Therefore, all data pre-
gented in this thesis for the families studied pertain
to the twelve-month period covered by this study,

The ferm familles included in this investigztion
were selected on the basis of both husband and wife
being represented in the family, In most cases the
husb nd and wife were farm operetor and homemaker
respectively., A list of names of possible cooperating
femilies was secured from persons familier with the
area to be studled, and letters explaining the nature
of the proposed study were mailed in advance to most of
the homemakers whom the investisator expected to inter-
view,

Celculations indicate that the sample is statisti-
cally reliable, but no conclusive proof of variations
among owner and tenant families is Justified becsuse
variations in the reports given by the farm families
are o small that they are very likely due to chance,
However, a parallel comparison was made of the reports
given by owner and tenant families preimarily to deter-
mine if the same method of investiration would result
in similar reports.for owner and tenant families.

Of the 42 farm families investigated, 57.2 percent
were farm owners and 42,5 percent were farm tenants,

Owner families averaged 3.9 persons and tenant
families averaged 3.6 persons. Tenant families report-
ed a greater number of family members under 16 yesrs of

age.



Homemckers reported a higher average educational
attainment than farm operators; however, little 4if-
ference was reported between the education of owners
end tenants. The reports of all 42 farm families show
that 83 percent of farm operators and homemakers did
not complete a high school education,

The average age of farm dwellings as reported was
about 42 years for botﬁ ower and tenant families, but
tenant family dwellings show a slightly larger repre-
sentation in the older age groups. There appears to
be 1little difference in the zverage size of owner and
tenant dwellings, as the average for each was about 7
rooms per dwelling., The same indicetion 1s true in the
comparison of the number of bedrooms in owner and ten-
ant dwellings, as the average number was ebout 3 per
dwelling, The average value of dwellings was reported
to be $2400 =and showed a slightly higher value for
owner dwellings thzan for tenant dwellings.

Only 4 of the 42 farm dwellings in the study had
all modern facilities. Farm tenant dwellings averaged
one facility fewer than the number reported in owner
dwellings. The 42 farm dwellings reported a total of
140 or an average of 3.3 facilities each; the owner
dwellings avereged 3.7 facilities as compared with 2,7
fecilities averaged by tenant dwellings.

The families spent an average of J1159.,81 sach for
all purposes of family living during the schedule ycar,



and of this, 762,19 wes spent in cash, and ;Z37.0% was
furnished.Owners supplied food, fuel, and housing from
the farm to the value of 412,91, and tenants 375,83,
For the entire group of families sbout 65.7 percent of
the total value of living wes purchased, and about 34.3
percent was furnished, Tenants produced bout 3 per-
cent more of the food used and therefore purchased

less food than owners. For only one item, that of edu-
cation and advancement, did the expenditures of tenant
families on the average exceed that of owner families,
However, in general there zppsared little variation in
proportions of expenditures for different items as
reported by owner 2nd tenant families.

Approximately 25 percent of the expenditures for
automobile operation was estimated as attributable to
farm family use., All 42 farm families reported owner-
ship of one or more automobiles. Seven families re-
ported automobile trades during the schedule year, and
all but one trade was for a new automobile, The esti-
mated cost of sutomobile operation for the schedule
year, exclusive of depreciation, was an average of .96
per family.

Almost all femilies reported some church attendance.
Other organizationsyattgnded by the 42 farm families
were agriculturel, educational, fraternal, civiec, and
womens! clubs. The extent of attendance of owner fam-

ilies exceeds th:t of tenant families in 2ll asctivities



except those of a religious or fraternal nature,

By far the largest number of improvements desired
by the 42 farm families was in the nature of home con-
veniences. The outstanding items named as desired were
a piped water system, electricity, kitchen range, and
iceless refrigerator, All families not already having
electricity in the dwelling expressed a desire for that
facility =s a first clioice.

A comparison of the distribution of expendi tures as
reported by the farm familles included in this study
with the study made of 2886 ferm families in 1l states
indicates that the Colorsdo farm families studied have
a value of living distributed over the items entering
into the living which in general compares favor:bly with
that of the 2886 farm families in the 1l states. ¥hen
it 1s considered that the study of the 2886 farm famil=-
les was made during the years of 1922, 1923, and 1924,
when food prices were higher than they were during the
period of time covered by this study, it appears even
more likely that there 1s 1little difference in the food
consumption of the 42 farm families as compored with
that of the 2886 farm families.

The investigutor is of the opinion that the schedule
uged and the method of investigation followed in con-
ducting this study are generally satisfactory. How=
ever, he teels Justified in meking a few suggestions

which might be of value to others who might undertake



investigations in the same genceral field as this one,
The following suggestions seem pertinent and construct-
ive:

1., Primarily because of the complicated naturz of
farm business transactions, an attempt at securing data
prtaining to cash receipts and expenditures was gener-
ally unsuccessful. The writer feels that this problem
could be solved if both family living and farm manage-
ment studies were conducted concurrently for the same
families.,

2. The tabulstions revealed that the usual diet
among the f-rm families in this study was uniform; for
thet reason it did not seem pecessary to include this
materisl in the discussion., It is the writer's opinion
that the collection of such data could be discontinued
without materiaslly affecting the value of the study.

3. The effect of the sex composition of the family
and the age of the family members is noticeable in the -
distribution of expenditures for family living. There-
fore, it is felt that more attention should be devobted
to this aspect of family living.

4, The writer suggests that expenditures for health
and sickness be tabulated separately from those incur-
red by deaths and funerals.

On the basis of a comparison of schedule and account
methois of collecting datas on family living made by the

United States Department of ‘grieculture, a combination



of the two methods seems to constitute a sztisfactory
form for investigating farm family living. The writer
is of the opinion that such = combination of methods
would likely result in less estimation by cooperating
farm familles if it were ~pplied to use in Colorado.

" The preliminary nature of this study with its limi-
ted scope cannot be considered as = measure of adeguate
farm family living in the northern Colorado irrigated
district. An analysis of the material gathered in this
study has been presented principally for the purpose of
providing an index indicative of what might be expected
with regard to Colorado f rm families from a study suf-
ficiently extensive 1in scope to jJjustify constructive
conclusions, Therefore, it is hoped that the presenta-
tion of this study will stimulate discussion and further

study of standards of living in Colorado.

“ fE. '\é\‘\\l
a0k STATE COLLECE OF A, & i i

EEE O FUR N TSV G757 7 ,'#‘;LJH



	1001
	1002
	1003
	1004
	1005
	1006
	1007
	1008
	1009
	1010
	1011
	1012
	1013
	1014
	1015
	1016
	1017
	1018
	1019
	1020
	1021
	1022
	1023
	1024
	1025
	1026
	1027
	1028
	1029
	1030
	1031
	1032
	1033
	1034
	1035
	1036
	1037
	1038
	1039
	1040
	1041
	1042
	1043
	1044
	1045
	1046
	1047
	1048
	1049
	1050
	1051
	1052
	1053
	1054
	1055
	1056
	1057
	1058
	1059
	1060
	1061
	1062
	1063
	1064
	1065
	1066
	1067
	1068
	1069
	1070
	1071
	1072
	1073
	1074
	1075
	1076
	1077
	1078
	1079
	1080
	1081
	1082
	1083
	1084
	1085
	1086
	1087
	1088
	1089
	1090
	1091
	1092
	1093
	1094
	1095
	1096
	1097
	1098
	1099
	1100
	1101
	1102
	1103
	1104
	1105
	1106
	1107
	1108
	1109
	1110
	1111
	1112
	1113
	1114
	1115
	1116
	1117
	1118
	1119
	1120
	1121
	1122
	1123
	1124
	1125

