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FARM EMPLOYMENT, NOVEMBER 1, 1934

Employment of both family and hired labor on farms of crop reporters was

‘;L)ower on November 1 of this year than any other November 1 during the l2-year
wperiod covered by the record. This record low level of employment resulted from

the uwnusually low production of all important fall harvested crops except potatoes
and pears. Total employment on farms of crop reporters declined slightly less than

- the usual seasonal amount, novertheless, from the extremely low level of 311

persons employed per 100 farms on October 1, On Novembor 1, only 284 person3 worc
cmployed, a decrease of 27 persons from the previous month, The 1928-1932 five-
Jear average seasonal decline amounted to 31 porsons, of whom 10 were family workors
and 2L were hired workers per 100 farms,

Family labor declined more than séasonally this year, by 13 porsons, whilo
hirod labor dceclinod by 14,por 100 farms, or only two-thirds of tho soasonal
avorago amount, Tho number of family workers ermployed on November 1 was reported
as 204 persons per 100 farms, while 80 persons were erployocd as hired labor. No
data are available for Noverber 1, 1933, but in November 1932 family labor amounted

fo 218 persons and hired labor 89 persons, a total of 307 persons employed per
100 farms,

With the harvesting of potatoes, deciduous fruits and cotton ncaring com-—
pletion, total employment of farm labor declined sharply in some arcas. In New
England the decline averaged 52 persons per 100 farms. The declines were 60
persons per 100 farms in the South Atlantic, 37 in the East South Central and
32. in the West South Central States. In the Rocky Mountain and Pacific Coast
arcas the declines worc 51 and 47 persons per 1CO farms, respectively. Total
omployment of family and hired lsbor in the Middle Atlantic and Corn and Whea’ Bolt
States declined noderately and about scasonally. The declines averaged 10 persons
per 100 farms in tho }iddio Atlantic, 10 persons in the East North Central and
9 persons in the West North Central States, where corn harvesting, fall plowing
and the sowing of winter wheat still engoged the attention of farmers on November 1.

Wage Rates for Cobton Pickers, 1924-1934

. An annual series of piece-work wage rates for cotton pickers by States from
1924 to date is published in this report for the first time, Wage rates for the
United States as a whole declined steadily from $1.25 and $1.27 per 100 pounds of
seed cotton picked in 1924 ang 1925, with a slight increase in 1927, to 41 cents
in 1931, Wage rates increased 19 cents to 60 cents per 100 pounds from 1931 to
date, A fairly close correspondence of wage rates with prices received for cotton

gk . cottonseed is shown by comparing the price index with wage rates, The index

eclined from 212 per cent of the 1910-1914 average in 1924 to 47 per cent in 1332,
Prices rcceived for cotton and cottonseed have increased since 1932, and the

index stood at 107 per cent of pre~war on October 15, 1934, Wage rates tend to
follow the trend of prices, but nminor fluctuations in average annual prices are not
glways reflected in wage rates, since the size of tho cotton crop to be picked

is also a factor affecting wage rates. In 1934 the comparatively high wage rate

of 90 conts per 100 pounds of seed cotton picked was reported in Arizona and Califo-=
nia, while in South Carolina and Georgia the low wage rate of 50 cents per 100
pounds was reported, The same relative positions were held by these States in

1924 and 1925,
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EVPLOYMENT ON FARMS OF CROP RZPORTERS, NOVEMBER 1, :
1934, WITH COWMPARISONS 1/ .

Estimated number of persons employed per 100 farms on farms of crop reporit-
ers as based on réports from 19,040 farmers., Data for previous months appear in

current issues of Crops and Markets.
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Family Labor,
Septely, 1933. - - - - - - - - - -
Oct. 1, 1933 225 160 170 172 175 300 362 266 199 182
Nov. 1, 1933 - - - - - - - - - -
Sept.l, 1934 224 159 176 173 175 298 366 249 214 173
Oct. 1, 1934 217 E4 172 167 171 292 358 243 186 16l
Nov. 1, 1934 204 153 172 162 167 263 381 226 165 162
)
Eired Labor ’
Septe.l, 1933 - - - - - - - - - -
Oct. 1, 1933 105 135 98 58 51 166 105 119 102 346
Nov. 1, 1933 - - - - - - - - - -
Sept.l, 1934 88 120 83 52 47 153 102 68 98 226
Oct, 1, 1934 94 140 94 60 48 169 120 73 g7 209
Nov, 1, 1934 80 89 84 55 43 138 120 58 57 1el
Fanily and Hired Iabor Cormbined

Sept.l, 1933 - - - - e - - ~ - -
Oct. 1, 1933 330 295 268 220 226 466 467 385 301 528
Nov. 1, 1933 - - - - - - - - - -
Sept.l, 1934 312 279 259 225 222 451 468 317 312 399
Oct. 1, 1934 311 294 266 227 219 461 478 316 273 370
Nov., 1, 1234 284 242 256 217 210 401 441 284 222 323

l/ Questions on the numher of family and hired workers were omitted from the‘
questionnaire in Septenber and November 1933, -Consequently, no information is
available for these dates.
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FARM EMPLOYMENT, DECEMBER 22,1934
Employment o?éarm labor on farms of crop reporters declined less than season-

~ally from November.1 to December i:but dropped, né#gftheless, to the lowest level |
- for December 1 during the 12-year period covered by the record. The number of per-

sons employed per 100 farmé wéé‘fepbrtéd a51267 dn December 1 compared with 284 on

Noveﬁbe{ laﬁ;Thévnuﬁber of family’workers declined from 204 persons per 100 farms on
November 1 to 861 persons a moath later. The employment of hired labor made about

the usual seasonal decline, dropping from 80 persoﬁs per 100 farms on November 1 to

66 persons on the first of December. No data are available for December 1, 1933,

but in 1922 the total number of pefsons employed per 100 farms was reported as 286,

ér:19 more than on December 1 this year.

The record low level of farm empioyment which has prevéiled throughout the fall

of this year is a result of the sharp reductions in the production of fall harvested
- crops fdllowing the severe and widespread drought. The sharpest declin¢ during
‘November was reborded in the South Atlantic States, where family and hired labor
~combined fell from 401 persons employed per 100 farms on November 1 to 376 persons
“on December 1. Cotton picking reached its peak in late September, but the number

of per$ons engaged at this task feil off somewhat in the latter half of October and
- sharply in November. Tobacco harvesting was well under way in September but practi-

cally completed in November. The most moderate decline occurred in the West North
ﬁntral States, where employment on farms of crop reporters has been at comparative—~

ly low levels during each of the last six months of the year.



