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Map of Alaba~a, showinF counties, t hei r 
tOTal population , and their perc ent 
Hegro po pu lation . 

Shaded area is the " " lacY Ile lt," an area 
whe r e more than 4 4 ~ of the po pulat ion of 
the count ies is Ncrro . Conr r nssional 
Districts are outlineo with heavy linc s. 
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PART 1, POPULATION 

Growth ~n the Population 

Number and Proportion - In 1960, 983,131 Negroes constituted 
30.1% of the total 3,266,740 population of Alabama. There has 
been a steady decline in the proportion of black people to 
whites in the state , although the rate of this decrease has 
slowed in recent decades. This declining proportion of Non­
whites results most noticably from the marked increase in the 
white population, while the nonwhite population has remained 
fairly constant. ( Table 1 and Chart 1) The state as a who le 
has steadily grown in total population since 1900, while the 
nonwhite population has, in fact, decreased from what it was 
in 1940. 

Birth Rates - ( Table 2 and Chart 2 ) The llegro birth rate has 
~ncreasea considerably since the end of the depression '3 0's 
and stands at hil;her levels than the vlhite!'1. Increased llep;ro 
birth rate wou ld tend to imply better registration of vital 
statistics and/or better health facilities reducing childbirth 
related deaths . The latter statement reauires aualification 
in the light of figures that follow later in this report. The 
white birth rate has been steady to declining. The overall 
Negro population is kept fairly constant by migration out of the 
state and higher death rates; just as the white population in­
creases because of migration of more whites to Alabama than 
away from Alabama, and because of lower death rates. 

Death Rates - ( Table 3 and Chart 3 ) Overal l death rates in 
Alabama are decreasing for both whites and nonwhites. The death 
rates for nonwhites, however, remain consistently higher than 

, the white death rates. The death rate for nonwhites in 1960 was 
higher than the death rate for whites in 1925, the first year 
for which we have statistics. Clearly this reflects the results 
of separate-but-"equal" standards of living and health facilities. 

Infant Mortality - ( Table 4 and Chart 4 ) The death rate for in­
fants under one year of age is shockingly high for nonwhites as 
compared to whites . It is decreasing for both racial groups , 
but still nearly twice as many Negro babies as white babies die 
before their first birthdays . The death rate for Negro babjes 
in 1962 was at about the same level as that for white babies in 
the early 1940's -- only about twenty years behind whites in this 
matter of life. 

Fetal Death Rates - ( Table 5 and Chart 5 ) The fetal death rate 
~s a measure of the death rate of unborn children from 20 weeks 
old to their birth. It can thus be an indirect measure of the 
kin~ of care a pregnant woman receives and the conditions under 
which she lives. The fetal death rate for nonwhites has been 
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consistently high; since 1950 it has been at least twice as 
high as the white fetal death rate. There is no indication of 
a trend toward decreasing these death rates. 

Neonatal Death Rates - ( Table 6 and Chart 6 ) This statistic 
measures the number of deaths of babies under 28 days old in 
each 1,000 live births. Premature babies must receive hospital 
care during this period to assure their survival. The statistic 
thus indicates the fate of most premature babies and is a mea­
sure of the hospital and maternity care available to Negroes in 
Alabama. The neonatal death rate is consistently at least 30% 
h i gher for JJegro babies than white babies. 

Maternal Death Rates - ( Table 7 and Chart 7 ) Since 1927 mothers 
of both races have increasingly survived the perils of child­
birth. But in 1962 five times as many Negro mothers as white 
mothers died as a result of childbirth. In this same year 98.3% 
of the white mothers bore their children in hospitals with the 
assistance of a physician; only 56.5% of the Negro mothers were 
so fortunate. 

Significant Population Characteristics 

Changes in the Population - ( Table 8 and Chart 8 ) While the 
total populatlon of the state increased in the period 1950-1960, 
both the Negro and white population in the age group 20-34 years 
old decreased. A similar decrease occurred for Negroes in the 
group 35-44 years of age. This age span for Negroes, 20-44,re­
presents the period of their lives in which they are most likely 
to find employment. The greate~ number evidently choose to take 
their chances outside of Alabama. The overall increase in white 
population was ten times that of the increase in JJegro popUlation. 

Urban-Rural Distribution - ( Tables 9 and 10 ) Negroes and whites 
are dlstrlbuted falrly equally between urban and rural areas of 
the state. The main concentration of Negroes, however, is in 
the southern and rural part of the state. ( see map) Urban Ala­
bama has grown considerably in 1950-60. Both Negroes and whites 
contributed to this increase, although whites mainly account for 
the growth of Alabama cities. At the same time, Negroes left the 
rural area in greater proportion than whites. 

County Variations - ( Table 11 ) Counties located in the southern 
rural part of the state have, for the most part, lost popUlation 
in the out-of-county migration. These are the counties with the 
highest ~ercentage of Negroes. The counties that have made con­
siderable gains in popUlation are located in the northeast and 
north central parts of the state where there is heavy industry 
along the Tennesse River and The National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration has a large installation at Huntsville. Also the 
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counties on Mobile Bay have grown considerably. Each of these 
three growth areas are economically affluent. Otherwise, county 
growth reflects the general growth of the cities located therein. 
Counties with the largest population are Jefferson, Madison, Mo ­
bile, Montgomery , and Tuscaloosa. There are 21 counties 
with over 40% nonwhite population . It should be noted that nor­
thern counties have very low proportions of nonwhites. 

Urban Places of 10,000 or More - ( Table 12 ) There are 29 cities 
w~th a populat~on ~n excess of 10,000 in Alabama. Birmingham, 
Mobile, and Montgomery are the largest, and they have the largest 
number of nonwhites. Cities with the greatest percentage of non­
whites are Bessemer, Fairfield, Selma, Prichard and Birmingham. 
All but eight of these 29 cities have more than 20% nonwhite pop­
ulation. 

TABLE 1: POPULATION OF ALABAMA BY COLOR, 1900-1960 

Year Total White Nonwhite %Nonwhite 

1960 3,266,740 2,283,609 983,131 30.1 
1950 3,061,743 2,079,591 982,152 32.1 
1940 2,832,961 1,849,097 983,864- 34.7 
1930 2,646,248 1,700,844 945,404 35.7 
1920 2,348,174 1,447,032 901,142 38.4 
1910 2,138,093 1,228,832 909,261 42.5 
1900 1,828,697 1,001,152 827,545 45.3 
Source: Bureau of the Census 

CHART 1: POPULATION 1920 - 1960 in thousands 
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TABLE 2: BIRTH RATE BY COLOR; selected years, 1927-1960 

Live births per 1,000 of the population 

Year 

1960 
1958 
1950 
1945 
1940 
1935 
1930 
1927 

Nonwhite 

30.0 
29.9 
33.4 
25.9 
24.4 
24.8 
24.3 
25.4 

White 

22.0 
23.6 
23 . 9 
22.5 
21.0 
21. 7 
24.0 
27 . 0 

Sources: Alabama Department of Health 
Vital Statistics of the U.S. 

CHART 2: BIRTH RATE; selected years 

Live birth rate per 1,000 of population in each racial p,roup 
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TABLE 3: DEATH RATE BY COLOR; selected years, 1925-1960 

Deaths per 1,000 of the population in each racial group 
Excludes stillbirths and deaths in the Armed Services 

Year Nonwhites Whites 

1960 
1950 
1940 
1935 
1930 
1925 

11.4 
11.4 
14.0 
13.2 
15.2 
15.2 

8.2 
7.5 
8.5 
8.8 
9.4 
9.5 

Sources: U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Alabama Department of Health 

CHART 3: DEATH RATE; selected years 

Deaths per 1,000 of the population in each racial group 
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TABLE 4: INFANT MORTALITY BY COLOR; selected years, 1930-1962 

Deaths under 1 year of age per 1,000 live born in each racial group 

Year 

1962 
1960 
1958 
1950 
1940 
1930 

Nonwhite 

43 . 9 
45 . 0 
51.0 
46.3 
94 . 1 

105.1 

White 

23 . 0 
24 . 9 
26 . 1 
30 . 6 
55.7 
60.3 

Sources: U.S. Bureau of . the Census 
Vital Statistics of the U.S. 

CHART 4: INFANT MORTALITY, 1930-1960 

Number of deaths per 1,000 live births 
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TABLE 5: FETAL DEATH RATES; selected years, 1950-1962 

Deaths of fetuses 20 weeks old until birth per 1,000 live births 
in each racial group 

Year Nonwhite White 

1962 30.5 14.0 
1961 32.0 14.8 
1960 33.4 15.1 
1959 32.6 15.0 
1958 31. 7 14.6 
1950 36.3 19.0 

Source: Vital Statist ics of the U.S. 

CHART 5: FETAL MORTALITY, 1950-1962 
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TABLE 6: NEONATAL DEATH RATES ; selected years, 1950-1962 

Deaths of babies under 28 days of age per 1,000 live births 
in each racial group 

Year Nonwhite White 

1962 24.7 17.9 
1961 25.6 17.7 
1960 24.2 18.5 
1959 27 . 5 17.3 
1958 30.1 19.1 
1950 28.7 22.5 

Source: Vital Statistics of the U.S. 

CHART 6: NEONATAL MORTALITY, 1950-1962 

Deaths per 1,00 0 births 
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TABLE 7.: MATERNAL MORTALITY RATES BY COLOR; selected years 
1927-1962 

9 

Deaths of mothers per 1,000 live births in each racial group 

Year 

1960-62 
1960 
1950 
1940 
1935 
1930 
1927 

Nonwhite 

1.41 
1.42 
2.2 
9.6 
7.7 

1117 
11. 2 

White 

.29 

.42 

4.0 
5.3 
7.6 
6.2 

Sources: U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Vital Statistics of the U.S. 

CHART 7: MATERNAL MORTALITY, 1930-1962 

Maternal mortality deaths per 1,000 live births 
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TABLE 8: % CHANGE IN POPULATION, 1950-1960 

Decrease signified by a minus 

-------- Negro ---------- ----------- White ---------
# % # % 

A~e GrouE Inc. or Dec . Inc. or Dec. Inc. or Dec. Inc. or Dec. 

Total all ages 1,500 0.01 209,024 10.0 
Under 10 years 23 ,068 9.2 26,494 5.8 
10-19 years 13,332 6 . 8 59,517 16.5 
20-34 years -43,045 -21. 5 -42,651 -8.8 
35-44 years -22 ,723 -18.8 17,185 6.0 
45-64 years 18,704 12.9 99,102 28.9 
65 years 11,120 17.0 47,358 36.2 

• Source: U • S . Bureau of the Census 

CHART 8: %CHANGE IN THE POPULATION, 1950-1960 
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TABLE 9 : POPULATION BY RACE AND URBAN OR RURAL RESIDENCE, 19 60 

Place of residence Nonwh ite %Nonwhite Pop. White %White Pop. 

The State 983,131 100.0 2,283,609 100.0 
Urban 558,075 56.8 1,237,0 94 54.1 
Rura l Nonfarm 300,217 30.5 768,499 33 .7 
Rural Farm 124,831 12.7 278,024 12.2 

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census 

TABLE 10: URBAN-RURAL MIGRATION OF THE NATIVE POPULATION 
BY RACE, 1950-1960 

Minus signifies a decrease 

Place of Residence Poru1ation Population Net Migration 1950-1960 
and Race 950 1960 # % 

State 3,061,743 3,266',740 204,997 6.7 
White 2,079,591 2,283,609 20~, 018 9 .8 
Nonwhite 982,152 983,131 979 0.1 

Urban: 
The State 1,340,937 1,791,721 450,784 33.6 
White 886,717 1,235,811 349,094 39.4 
Nonwhite 454,220 555,910 101,690 22.4 

Rural: 
The State 1,720,806 1,475,019 -245,787 -14. 3 
White 1,192,874 1,047,798 -145,076 -12.2 
Nonwhite 527,932 427,221 -100,711 -19.1 

TABLE 11: POPULATION AND POPULATION CHANGES IN COUNTIES , 19 50 -6 0 

County 

Autauga 
+ Ba1dwin 
- Barbour 
-<libb 
_Blount 
_Bullock 
_Butler 
+Ca1houn 

Chambers 
Cherokee 
Chilton 
Choctaw 

Total 1960 
Population 

18,739 
49,088 
24,700 
14,357 
25,449 
13,462 
24,560 
95,878 
37,828 
16,303 
25,693 
17,870 

Nonwhite 1960 
Population 

7,900 
10,329 
12,850 

4,417 
836 

9,681 
10,985 
18,073 
13,869 

1,093 
4,078 
8,858 

%Nonwhite 
1960 

42.2 
21. 0 
52.0 
30.8 

-03.3 
71. 9 
44.7 
18.8 
36.7 

.10 .4 
15.9 
49.6 

% Net Chan pe s 
In Population 
1950-1960 

3.0 
19.7'" 

-14.5 
-20.2 -3 
-12.2 ... 
-16.1 -,..-
-16.0 - 1/ 

20 . 5 
-4.3 
-7.5 
-4. 6 
-6.7 
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TABLE 11 continued 

County Total 1960 Nonwhite 1960 %Nomlhite % Net Changes 
Population Population In Population 

1950-1960 

Clarke 25,738 12,751 49.5 -3.1 
-Clay 12,400 2,028 16.4 -11. 0 

Cleburne 10,911 699 '06.4 -8.3 
Coffee 30,583 6,363 20.8 -0.4 

-+ Colbert 46,506 8,982 19.3 17.6 
- Conecuh 17,762 8,088 45.5 -18.4-b 

Coosa 10,726 3,879 36.2 -8.8 
- Covington 35,631 5,751 16.1 -11.7 
- Crenshaw 14,909 4,643 31.1 -21.5-1 

Cullman 45,572 521 ·01.1 -7.i 
-+ Dale 31,066 5,607 18.0 49.2 

Dallas 56,667 32,715 57.7 0 .7 
De Kalb 41,417 821 • 2.0 -8.1 
Elmore 30.524 10,303 33.8 -3.6 
Escambia 33,511 11,459 34.2 6.6 
Etowah 96,980 14,998 15.5 3 • 3 

-fayette 16,148 2,574 15.9 -16.7 -1 
-franklin 21,988 1,232 .05.6 -14.5 
_Geneva 22,310 3,365 15.1 -13.9 
_Greene 13,600 11,054 81. 3 -17.5-8 

Hale 19,537 13,811 70.7 -6.2 
- Henry 15,286 6,965 45.6 -18.1-'1 

Houston 50,718 13,886 27.4 9.0 
Jackson 36,681 2,238 • 6.1 -5.9 .... Jefferson 634,864 219,829 34.6 13.6 

- Lamar 14,271 2,103 14.7 -13.2 
Lauderdale 61,622 7,267 ,11.8 13.7 
Lawrence 24,501 5,468 22 .3 -9.7 

-r Lee 49,754 18,296 36.8 10.4 
Limestone 36,513 7,629 20.9 2.1 

- Lowndes 15,417 12,439 80.7 -14.4 
- Macon 26,717 22,312 83 • 5 -12.6 
+ Madison 117,348 22,065 18.8 61. 0 

Marengo 27,098 16,834 62.1 8.1 
- Marion 21,837 733 .03.4 -20.0 -4-

Marshall 48,018 1,124 .02.3 6.5 
~ Mobile 314,301 101,428 32.3 36.0 
- Monroe 22,372 11,342 50.7 -13.1 
,r Montgomery 169,210 64,725 38.3 21. 8 
TMorgan 60.454 7,647 12.6 14.2 
- Perry 17,358 11,415 65.8 -15.1 
-Pickens 21,882 9,784 44.7 -10.1 
- Pike 25,987 10,745 41.3 -15.1 
- Randolph 19,477 4,976 25.5 -13.5 

\ 



TABLE 11 continued 

County 

+ ~ussel·l 
St . Clair 
Shelby 

- Sumter 
Talladega 
Tallapoosa 

~ Tuscaloosa 
- Halker 

Washington 
~\o/ilcox 

- Winston 

Total 1960 Nonwhite 1960 
Population Popula t ion 

46,351 22 , 986 
25 , 388 4 , 272 
32,132 6 , 083 
20 . 041 15 . 298 
65,495 20 , 970 
35 , 007 10 , 119 

109,047 31,328 
54 , 211 5,627 
15 , 372 5 , 30fi 
18,739 14,598 
14,858 81 

Source: U.S. Bureau of Census 
City and County ~ata Book-19G2 

%Uonwhite 

49.6 
16 . 8 
18 . 9 
7 6 . 3 
32 . 0 
28.9 
28 . 7 

'10 . 4 
34.5 
77 . 9 

.00 . 5 

TABLE 12 URBAN PLACES OF 10,000 OR MORE POPULJ\TIOll, 
BY COLOR, AIlD % IIONWIlITI:, 1960 

13 

% !Jet Chan"es 
In Population 
1 950 -1 960 

14 . 8 
- 4 . 9 

5 . 8 
-15 . 1 

2 . 9 
- 0 . 2 
15 . 9 

-15 . 0 
-1. 5 

-20 . 2 - 2-
-18.6 - S" 

Total Population Nonwhite Population .%l~om,'hite 

Alexander City 13,140 3,366 25.6 
Andalusia 10,263 2,299 22 .4 
Anniston 33,657 11,438 34.0 
Auburn 16,261 3,692 22.7 

_~essemer 33,054 18,992 57.5 
Birmingham 340,887 135,200 39.7 
Chickasaw 10,002 13 
CullMan 10,883 41 
Decatur 29,217 4,781 16.4 
Dothan 31,440 8,969 28.5 

;.I": I:nterprise 11,410 2,846 24.9 
uf' .*Fairfield 15,816 8,293 52.4 

Florence 31,649 4,8Q3 15.5 
Gadsden 58,088 12,306 21. 2 
Home~lOod 20,289 2,278 11.2 
Huntsville 72,365 10,046 13.9 
Jasper 10,799 1,948 18.0 
'1obile 202,779 65,673 32.4 
Montgomery 134,393 47,339 35.2 
Mountain Brook 12,680 152 01. 0 
Opelika 15,678 5,957 38.0 
Phenix City 27,630 10,189 36.9 
Prichard 47,371 22,316 47.1 

,fSelma 28,385 13 , 985 49 . 3 
Sheffield 13,491 2 , 441 18 .1 
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TABLE 12 continued 

Total Population Nonwhite Population %Nonwhite 

Sylacauga 
Talladega 
Troy 
Tuscaloosa 

12,857 
17,742 
10,234 
63,3 70 

3,586 
5,820 
3,874 

18,839 

Source : U.S. Bureau of the Census 

PART 2, EMPLOYMENT 

27.9 
32.8 
37 . 9 
29.7 

Composition of the Labor Force - ( Table 13 and Chart 13) The 
proport~on of wh~tes ~s very similar to the proportion of non­
whites in the labor force. Hhen broken down by sex, however, 
differences emerge. There are, for example, a greater percen­
tage of Negro women in the urban labor force, and the proportion 
of Negro males in the labor force is considerably less than for 
whites. 

Unemployment - ( Chart 14) Unemployment among lJegroes stands 
at over 40% higher than among whites. There has been more un­
favorable increase in the rate of unemployment for lIegroes than 
whites since 1950. 

Industr and Occu ational Distribution - Table 14 Indicates that 
almost tw~ce as many Negroes as w ~tes 2re employed in agriculture; 
while greater proportions of whites than Negroes are employed in 
manufacturing. Only in service industries does the proportion 
of Negroes employed outstrip the proportion of whites. Table 15 
breaks this down by occupations . It is clear which end of the 
job spectrUM is composed of Negroes -- the lowest. 

Pattern of Unemployment - Table 16 indicates the occupations of 
those persons unemployed. Among the unemployed nonwhites, 53% 
of the males and 80% of the females were among the unskilled. 
About 16% of the male nonwhite and 6% of the females are in the 
skilled category; and about 27% male and 9% females are in the 
semi-skilled class. t10st unemployment is among non-farm laboring 
and service groups. This gets as high as 47.5% for nonwhite males 
and 68.9% for nonwhite females. Thus, the cities of Alabama pro­
bably should be looked to for the greatest number of unemployed 
Negroes. 
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TABLE 13: % NONWHITES AND 'tiHITES IN THE LABOR FORCE, BY SEX, 1960 

% Composition of the labor force for racial groups 

Employment 
Status and Sex 

Male: 
Total 14 yrs. 

Urban 

and over 100 

In labor force 78.9 

Not ~n labor force 21.1 

In labor force 
employed 95.9 

In labor force 
unemployed 4.1 

Female: 
Total 14 yrs. 
and over 100 

In labor force 35.0 

Not in labor force 65.0 

In labor force 
employed 95.6 

In labor force 
unemployed 4.4 

White -------
Rural Rural Urban 
Nonfarm Farm 

100 100 100 

72.4 72.2 69.9 

27.6 27.8 30.1 

94.1 96.8 99.1 

5.9 3.2 10.9 

100 100 100 

25.3 20.7 44.2 

74.7 79.3 55.8 

94.0 94.6 92.4 

6 . 0 5.4 7 .6 

Nonwhite ------
Rural Rural 
Nonfarm Farm 

100 100 

61. 0 69.9 

39.0 30.1 

92.6 96.7 

7.4 3 .3 

100 100 

29.5 23.3 

70 . 5 76.7 

92.7 91. 6 

7.3 8.4 
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CHART 13: %NEGRO AND WHITE POPULATION IN THE LABOR FORCE 
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CHART 14: %NEGRO AND WHITE WORKERS IN THE LABOR FORCE UNEMPLOYED 
1950-1960 
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TABLr: 14: ItJDUSTRY GROUPIIIG OF L'lPLOyr:n PEP.SONS , (Percentage) 1960 

-------- Hhite --------- ------- Nonv]hi te -------
State Urban Rural Rural State Urban Rural Rural 

Industry tlonFarm Farm NonFarm Farm 

/'.gricul ture 7.9 0.8 6 .7 45.9 14 . 2 1.5 22.5 65.0 

Nanufacturing 29.2 27 .8 35.1 20.9 19.4 19.6 23 .0 10.3 

\'Iho lesale Trade 3.0 3 . 9 2 .1 1.2 1.7 2 . 2 1.0 0.4 

t1ining 1.1 0 . 6 2.5 o . 5 1.1 1.1 1.4 o • 1 

Transportation, 4 . 9 5.8 4 . 0 2.6 3 .1 3 . 8 2.3 1.4 
Communications % 
0ther public 
utilities 

Retai l Trade 16.3 18.6 15.1 7.9 A • 7 11.0 5 .9 2 .4 

Service Industries 16.0 18.9 13.3 7.9 40.1 4E.6 34 . 0 15 . 3 

Ind"..lstry not 2 .0 2 . 2 LA 1.6 2.3 2 . 6 1.8 1.6 
reported 

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census 
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TABLE 15: % E'lPLOYED PERSONS IN RACIll.L AND SIXUAL GROUPS AND 
THEIR OCCUPATIOnS, 1960 

'1ale 
Occuoation Hhi te ---riOmlhi te 

-Professional , technical 9.1 

, Farmers and farm managers 7.5 

--..~lngr' s , bffj cials, proprietors12. 3 

-... Clerical and kindred "Iorkers {; . 4 

- Sales workers 7.2 

-- Craftsmen, foremen and 22.3 
kindred workers 

'nperatives and kindred 21.3 
"lOrkers 

---Private household workers 

Service workers, except 3 . 5 
private household wkrs. 

--- Farm laborers , except unpa~r 2 .4 
and foreman 

- Labore~s, except farm 1: 5.5 
m~ne 

Occupations not reported 2 . 2 

Source : U.S. Bureau of the Census 

2.4 

9 .4 

1.2 

1. 8 

0 . 6 

8.2 

25.3 

0 . 6 

10.0 

10.0 

25.8 

2 .9 

Female 
White Nomlhite 

13.5 8 .8 

o • 8 1.7 

5.0 0.9 

30 . 9 1.7 

10 . ? 0 . 9 

1.3 

20.8 7 • a 

? • 5 52.6 

10.2 19.3 

0.8 2 .6 

0 . 4 0 . 9 

3.4 2 . 6 
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TABLE 16: MAJO~ GROUP OCCUPATIONS or THE ~XPE~IENC~D UNEMPLOYED, 
(Percentage) 1960 

Ma le 
Occupation Group 

Professional, technical 

\-Ihi te --"NOnwhi te 

2.7 

Farmers and farm nanagers l.S 

~n8r 's, officials, proprietors 3.1 

Clerical & kindred workers 4.3 

Sales workers 3 .9 

Craftsmen , foreman & kindred 30.2 
Horkers 

Operatives & kindred workers 29.2 

Private household Horkers 0.2 

Service workers, except 2.8 
private household 

Farn laborer & foreman 3 . 9 

Laborers, except foreMan 13.9 
& Mine 

Occupation not reported 4.2 

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census 

0 .4 

2.0 

0.4 

1.2 

O.S 

11. 1 

26 • 5 

0 . 9 

8.9 

5.5 

37.7 

4.8 

Female 
\.Ihi te Nor,whi te 

3.6 2.3 

0.1 1.2 

1.6 0 . 2 

21. 6 1.5 

10.9 0.6 

1.3 0 .4 

3€ . 1 9 .0 

3.4 46.1 

12.1 21. 7 

2.1 10.7 

0 . 7 1.1 

6 .4 5 .1 
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PART 3, INCOME 

:ncome of Persons, 1950-1960 - ( Table 17 and Chart 15) Median 
~ncome ~s a t~gure representing an average income; half the 
people in a group make more than this median income figure and 
half in the group make less. Thus, median income tells one about 
a large number of people who are even worse off than expressed in 
this "average." The median income for nonwhite individuals is in­
credibly low, especially in the rural area where it is $669 per 
year. In all cases, rural, urban, or statewide, Negroes make at 
best 30% less than whites . Income for white persons increased 
63% from 1950-1960; for Negroes this was only a 41% increase. 

Income of Families, 1960 - ( Table 18 ) A similar situation occurs 
for median income among families as among individual persons. In 
all areas of the state, white families earn from 40-44% more than 
Negro families. Thus, the usual solution that a family looks to 
for raising the total income for the family, namely to put mem­
bers of the family to work at as young 3n age as possible, does 
not seem to bring relief to Negro families. Wages for Negroes are 
apparently too low for this to be a favorable way out of the 
dilemma. 

TABLE 17: MEDIAN YEARLY INCOME FOR PERSONS, 1950-1960 

1950 1960 
Race State Urban Rural State Urban Rura l 

Nonwhite $616 $868 $425 $m. $1,032 $669 

White $1,455 $2,012 $1,013 $2,371 $3,008 $1,737 

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census 

TABLE 18: MEDIAN YEARLY INCOME FOR FAHILIES, 1960 

Race of 
ram~I~es State Urban Rural NonFarm Rural Farm 

Nonwhite ~ $2,OOg 
$2,568 $1,550 $1,055 

I-lhite ~$4,764 $5,779 $3,829 $2,516 

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census 
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PART 4, EDUCATION 

~edian School Years Completed, 1950-1960 - ( Table 19 and Chart 16) 
Only eight of Alabamais 118 elementary and highschool districts 
have been desegregated since 1963. The segregated schools of Ala­
bama have been improving since 1950, both for whites and tJegroes. 
The situation, as concerns school years completed (for persons 25 
years and older) still remains disgraceful for both racial groups . 
Negroes in rural areas have completed an average of 5.5 years of 
elementary school. It is easy to see what the ievel of literacy 
must be under these conditions. 

TABLI: 19: 'lEDIAN SCHOOL YEAP.S COI1PLETET), 1950-1960, among persons 
25 years old or older 

Location and Race ~ledian Years 'led ian Years 
Completed 1950 COMoleted 1960 , 

The Statec 
Total 7 . 9 9 .1 
Idhi te 8.8 10.2 
Nomlhi te 5.4 6.5 

Urban 
Total 9.0 10.3 
\>Ihi te 10.8 11.6 
lIonwhite 6.2 7.3 

~ural 
Total 7.0 8.1 
v1hi te 7.9 8.7 
Nonwhite 4 • 5 5.5 

Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census 

CIlART 16: 'lI:DIAN SCHOOL YI:ARS CO'IPLETED FOR THE STATE , BY COLOR , 
1950-1960 

1950 ----' 
5.4 

8 .8 

10.2 
1960 

6.5 
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PART 5, HOUSING 

Housing Conditions and Facilities - ( Table 20) Negro housin~ 
1S summar1zed 1n Table 20. Alabama Negroes lived in 228,408 
housing units in 1960. Of these, 42% were owner-occupied and 
58- were renter-occupied. Of all these housinp units, only 38% 
were classed as sound , 34% as deterioratinp , and 28% as dilap­
idated. The U.S. Census Bureau defines "dilaoidated" as follows 
"Dilapidated housing does not provide safe an~ adequate she lter 
and in its present condition endangers the health, safety, or 
well-being of the occupants." 36% of the Negro tenants in the 
state live in such houses. The picture is equally shocking for 
the sanitary tacilities in Negro houses. In the Cities, 28% 
of the Negro homes are without toilets; in the rural areas , 92% 
are w1thout such facilities. In the rural areas the worse con­
ditions exist: 77% of the homes have no piped water , 92% have 
no tubs or showers, and 38% of the structures themselves are 
dilapidated. 

TABLE 20: NEGNO HOUSING, 1960 

Total housing units 
O~mer-occupl.ed # 

!f, 

Renter-occupied # 
% 

Cond1tion of housinp 
Owner-occup1ed: 

Sound 
Deteriorating 
Dilapidated 

Renter-occupied: 
Sound 
Deteriorating 
Dilapidated 

Houses with water supply 
Hot and cold piped inside 
Only cold piped inside 
Piped water outside 
No piped water 

Toilet facilities 

State Total 
228,4oA 
96,687 

42.3 

131,721 
57.7 

49,497 
30,332 
16,858 

37,048 
46,681 
47,992 

70,659 
53,524 
27,679 
76,551 

Flush toilets, exclusive use 
Flush toilets, shared use 
Other toilet facilities or 

101,821 
6,854 

119,733 
None 

Bathing facilities 
Tub or shower, exclusive 
Tub or shower, shared 
No tub or shower 

• 
use 75,313 

2,733 
150,352 

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census 

Urban 
140,51R 

60,916 
43.4 

79,602 
56.6 

34,797 
18,072 

8,047 

28,346 
27,654 
23,602 

63,669 
47,881 
19,918 

9,050 

94,622 
6,719 

39,177 

68,371 
2,633 

69,514 

}{ural 
87,890 
35,771 
110.7 

52 ,11 9 
59. 3 

14,700 
12,260 

8,811 

8,702 
19,027 
24,390 

6,985 
5,643 
7,761 

67,501 

7,199 
135 

80,556 

6,952 
100 

80,838 



PART 6, VOT[R REGISTRATION DATA 

Denial of the Ri&ht to Vote - In Table 21 below we have underlined those Alabama counties 
that the civil Rlghts Dlvlsion of the Justice Department has listed as counties "in which 
denials of voting rights were found." There are 37 such counties out of the state's total 
of 67 counties. 

County 

Autau!,;a 
Bald·l1fl 
Barbou.r 

-Blbb 
Blount 

- Bullock 
-Butler 

Calhoun 
Chambers 
Cherokee 
Chilton 

-Choctilw 
- Clark-c- ~.' 

Clay 
Cleburne 
Coffee 
Co1bf!l"'t 
Conf!cuh 
Coosa 
Covington 
Crf!nshaw 
Cullman 

Population of Voting Age Whites Registered Nevroes Relistered 
Whlte Nep,ro R $ 

6,353 
22,236 

7,338 
5,807 

14,368 
2,387 
8,363 

44,739 
15,369 

8,537 
12,861 

5,192 
7,899 
6,1170 
5,870 

111,221 
21,680 

5,907 
11,201 

18,1166 
6,,310 

25,848 

3,651 
4,527 
5,787 
1,99 0 

378 
4,450 
4,820-, 
9,036' 
6,497 

782 
1,947 
3,982 
5,833 

926 
3aS 

2,985 
11,575 
3,635 
1,7911 
2,876 
2 , 207 
_ 285 

;<..1--. 
-z. '7- - I 

4,614 
16,340 

6,400 
5,692 

11,609 
2,200 
8 ,4 02 

24,557 
12,361 

7,650 
11,401 

5,560 
8,100 
7,229 
5,519 

10,901 
17,0211 

3,336 
4,203 

15,788 
6,196 

17,350 

7?6 
73.5 
87.2 
98.0 
80.8 
92.2 

100.5 
54.9 
80.4 
89.6 
88.6 

107.1 
102.5 
111.7 

91+ • 0 
7S.7 
7!1.5 
56.5 

100.0 
85.5 
98.2 
67 .1 

125 
900 
400 
200 
100 

5 
83 1 

2,000 
400 
350 
750 
150 
'+00 
350 

75 
588 

1,300 
300 
397 
835 
493 
150 

3.4 
19.9 

6 . 9 
10.1 
26.5 

0.1 
17.2 
22.1 

6.2 
44.8 
38.5 
3.8 
6.9 

~7 • fI 
19.5 
19.7 
28.1+ 
8.3 

22.1 
29.0 
22.3 
52.6 

Registered Negroes 
as a % of Total 
County ~egistrat1on 

2.6 
5.2 
5.9 
3.4 
0.9 
0 .2 
9.0 
7 • 5 
3.1 
4.4 
6.2 
2.6 
4.7 
4.6 
1.3 
5.1 
7.1 
8.3 
8.6 
5.0 
7.4 
0.9 

'" .r 

<...., 
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TABLE 21: continued 

County Population of Voting Age Whites Registered Ne~roes Re~istered Registered Negroes 
Wh~te Negro # % as a % of Total 

• County Registration 

Dale 14,861 2,743 7,400 49.8 600 21. 9 7.5 
-~Dallas 14,400 15,115 9,195 63.9 130 0.9 1.4 

DeKalb 23,878 441 19,915 83.4 85 19.3 0.4 
Elmore 12,510 4,808 9,225 73.7 275 5 .7 2.9 
Escambia 12,779 5,685 11,000 86.1 1,000 17.6 8.3 
Etowah' 48,563 7,661 32,726 67.4 1,955 25.5 5.6 
Fayette 8,277 1,291 8,500 102.7 450 34.9 5.0 
Franklin 12,412 645 10,967 88.4 350 54.3 3.1 
Geneva 11,357 1,606 7,281 64.1 14 0.9 0.2 

- Greene 1,649 5,001 1,731 105.0 166 3.3 8 .8 
.... Hale 3,594 5,999 3,350 93.2 150 2.5 4 .3 

Henry 5,165 3,168 4,631 89.7 400 12.6 8.0 
Houston 22,095 6,899 12,850 58.2 675 9.8 5.0 
d'ackson 19,298 1,175 13,599 70.5 269 22.9 1.9 
Jefferson 256,319 116,160 124,260 48.5 11,900 10.2 8.7 
Lamar 7,503 1,027 9,152 122.0 600 58.4 6.2 
Lauderdale 31,089 3,726 18,605 59.8 900 24.2 4.6 
Lawrence 10,509 2,471 9,420 89.6 645 26.1 6.4 
Lee 17,547 8,913 9,256 52.7 1,500 16.8 13.9 
Limestone 16,173 3,579 9,450 58.4 650 18.2 6.4 

-r::ownaes 1,900 5,122 2,240 117.9 0 0 0 
-Macon 2,818 11,866 3,310 117.5 1,000 8.4 23.2 
Flaa~son 54,516 10,666 21,650 39.7 1,350 12.7 5.9 

- f:larenfio 6,104 7,791 5,886 96.4 139 1.8 2 .3 
f:lar~on 12,656 403 11,191 88.4 194 48.1 1.7 
Marshall 26,997 637 19,175 71.0 50 7.8 O. 3 
Flob~le 121,589 50,793 55,025 45.3 9,488 18.7 14.7 

'" en 



TABLE 21: 

County 

- Monroe 
Rontgomer:t 
Morgan 

.".. Perr:t 
!'iickens 
hke 
Randolph 
Russell 
St. Clair 
Shelb:t 
Sumter 
Talladega 
TallaEoosa 
Tuscaloosa 
vlalker 
Washington 

- Wilcox 
Ihnston 

continued 

Po\,ulation of Voting Age ~Ihites Reeistered tleWroes Refi5tered Reeistered Negroes 
vlh~te Negro # % as a % of Total 

County Registration 

6,631 4,894 5,800 87.5 200 4.1 3.3 
62,911 33,056 29,000 46.1 2,995 9.1 9.4 
30,955 4,159 17,027 55.0 1,800 43.3 9.6 

3,441 5,202 3,235 94.0 265 5.1 7.6 
7,336 4,373 6,266 85,4 550 12.6 8.1 
9,126 5,259 7,950 87.1 200 3.8 2.5 
9,196 2,366 7,415 eO.6 1,500 6~.4 16.8 

13,761 10,531 7,878 57.2 700 6.6 8.2 
12,244 2,053 8,200 67.0 BOO 39.3 8.9 
14,771 2,889 10,650 72.1 350 12.1 3.2 

3,01'1 6,814 2,650 86.6 450 6.6 14.5 
25,635 9,333 17,866 69.7 2,650 28.4 12.9 
15,310 4,999 13,600 88.8 700 14.0 4.9 
47,076 15,332 22,869 48.6 5,000 32.6 17.9 
28,148 2,890 19,30 0 68.6 1,200 41. 5 5.9 

5,293 2,297 6,000 113.4 600 26.1 9.1 
2,634 6,085 2,950 112.4 0 0 0 
8,559 47 7,996 93.4 15 31. 9 0.2 

'., 
en 



The above statistics were taken from a 19 61 report of the U.S. 
Civil Righ ts Commission. The Commi ssion, in turn, took their 
statistics from a 1960 survey by an Alabama newspaper. There­
fore , these statistics should be considered as good estimates 
only . Percentages over 100% indicate registration roles whi ch 
have not been purged of dead persons or current non-residents. 

The U. S. Justice Department has been 1nvolved 1n legal proceed­
ings, l or threatened them) charging discr1m1nation against 
Negroes, in the following counties: 

Bullock 
Clarke 
Dallas 
Elmore 
Hale 
J ef±erson 
Macon 

Mad 1son 
tlob11e 
Montgomery 
Perry 
SUl'1ter 
~J 11cox 

In addit10n, SU1t was filed by the Just1ce Dept. 1n January, 19 65 
aga1nst the state o± Alabama's use of an extraord1narily d1t±1cult 
~1teraCy test as a voter reg1strat10n qua11ticat10n. 

At present, there are 1,3 83 ,000 wh1te people of voting age in 
Alabama; 69%, or 935,000 of them, are registered to vote. There 
are 481,000 Negroes of voting age; 19%,or 93,737 of them, are 
registered to vote. 

The Justice Department has succeeded in changing ver'y little des­
pite their maSS1ve activity. One of -.tb e reasons lies in the fed­
eral judges who have jurisdiction in such cases. Judge Daniel H. 
Thomas of Mobile hears many of the cases, especially from the 
heavily Negro populated southern counties which are in his juris­
diction. He has, for instance, denied that discrimination exists 
in Wilcox county where no Negroes are registered, saying; "There 
is no evidence that Negro applicants were treated substantially 
different from white applicants .•• None of the Negroes were intimi­
dated, harrassed, or otherwise abused." Judge Thomas has also 
complimented the Dallas County Board of Registrars and their acti­
vities in Selma. 

Governor George Wallace has also been known to step in when 
the bastions of segregation are threatened . One registrar in 
Jefferson County reported to the press recently: "I was contact­
ed ••• and told that the governor had called her ( the person who 
had appointed this registrar ) to his office and to fire me for 
registering Negroes . .. 
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To successfully register an applica must do the following 
to the satisfaction of a three memb~r Board of Registrars: 

\ 

1) Reside in the &tate for one year; his county 
6 months; his ward or precinct for 3 months. 

2) Pay state poll tax due for the 2 years immed­
iately preceeding the election in which he 
wishes to vote. (Poll tax is $1.50 per year .) 

3) Read and write any article of the U.S. Consti­
tution. 

4) Answer 4 questions from a list of 100 questions 
concerning the U.S. government, politics, con­
stitutional law, etc. The Registrars choose 
which questions he must answer. 

5) Fill out a questionaire 
ifications to register. 
in this section. 

about his personal qual­
There are 21 questions 

6) Take an oath if. support of the U. S. and Alabama, 
and disavowing connection with any subversive 
group • . 

Automatically disqualified are idiots, insane persons, illiterates, 
3.nd persons convicted of certain crimes. 

Registrars are appointed by a State Board, of which Governor 
Wallace is a , member. 

-" . , , 
J • • ... .1_ ;. ~ t 11 ... r I 
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