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46 SMALL BUSINESS AND THE COMMUNITY

TasLE 23.—Income distribution in Arvin and Dinuba

-

Arvin Dinuba Total
Income bracket -
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number Porcent
UNder $750 . ccoaencccmnmccaccccecmnmnanae 10 8 28 14 33 12
$751 80 $1,250 aece e iaccccneaas - 22 17 27 13 49 15
$1,251 L0 $1,750. .. ... ~ 15 12 18 9 23 10
$1,751 to $2,250....... 22 33 16 61 18
$2,251 to $2,750... 25 20 2 13| 82 16
$2,751 to $3,250 : s 6 5 19 10 : 25
$3,251 €0 84,250 oo ceeeen 9 7 19 10- 28
$4,251 to $5,250 - 1 1 7 4 8
$5,251 to $11,000...... 5 4 13 8 18
. Over $11,000.... - 5 4 9] - 8 14
Total. : 126 00| . 200 100 326
Not recorded... : 5 13 18 |....
Total . 131 |oceennee- 213 |oeamemannn SR "7 ) I,

BSource: Schedule data.

The estimated. median income of the four major occupational
groupings in Arvin and Dinuba is shown in table 24. Dinuba bas a
slightly higher median income than .Arvin, a difference that results
from the large size of the low-income labor group in Arvin as com-
pared to Dinuba. The figures on the income of farm labor are the
same for both communities but the proportion of farm laborers is so

much lower in Arvin that the average is reduced. A comparison of
income per person, rather than per family, would show a greater

divergence between the two communities, since Arvin, with smaller
median incomes, has larger families.

Tasre 24.—Estimated median income of major occupational groups: Arvin.and

nuba
Occupstional group - , Arvin | Dinuba
White-collar worker. .. . . ' : 83,00 83,650
Farm operator...__. - 3, 750 2,850
'arm labor 5 B : 2,000 2,000
Other labor ) - 1, 600 2, 000
All gainfully employed ; y 2,100 2,350

Source: Behedule data.

Some occupational differences in income are particularly of interest.
In Arvin 70 percent of the farmers and white-collar workers and 36
“percent of the laborers were above the median income. In Dinuba
the proportions are 65 and 40 respectively.® The difference in the
_ g:sition of the farm operator in the two communities is also significant.
| Arvin the farmer has a higher median income than the white-collar
worker while in Dinuba the reverse is true. This difference is clearly
{:gected in the social position of these two groups, as will be shown
er. :

¥ The association between social phenomena analyzed and the differences between the two communities
were comclmted by a variety of techniques. Computations of chi'square and T were considered most ac
curate and a table of results is presented in Appendix F. Chisquare shows the probability of any ditference
being the result of ch ,and Tisa 0 of degree of association roughly corresponding to the correlation
coefficient. The variation in income was determined to be significant and the degree ofrelationship between
occupation and income in the two ‘communities i about-the same magnitude.




