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Introduction
As one of the base programming areas of Extension, economic 
and community development (ECD) touches a wide array 
of stakeholders residing and/or working in Mississippi 
communities. Through educational programs and technical 
assistance activities, Extension faculty in the Mississippi State 
University Department of Agricultural Economics work with 
individuals, businesses, civic and professional groups, elected 
and non-elected community officials, and other stakeholders 
to address issues in both rural and urban communities across 
the state. The goal of this publication is to provide a history of 
this area of Extension programming, discuss the reasons for 
its continued importance, and highlight several programming 
activities that these faculty provide to clients.

History of the Cooperative 
Extension Service
Cooperative Extension was established in 1914 with the 
passage of the Smith-Lever Act. But Extension has roots that 
long precede the passage of this historic piece of legislation. 
Agriculture clubs and societies began in this country in the 
late 1700s. The farming journal American Farmer encouraged 
farmers to share their achievements and methods of solving 
problems beginning in the early 19th century.

While the Smith-Lever Act charged Cooperative Extension 
with a mission of “diffusing among the people of the United 
States useful and practical information on subjects related to 
agriculture, home economics, and rural energy,” the Bankhead-
Jones Act expanded the mission amid the Great Depression. 
The Act’s phrase “the development and improvement of the 
rural home and rural life, and the maximum contribution 
of agriculture to the welfare of the consumer and the 
maintenance of maximum employment and national 
prosperity” formalized the rationale that the unique concept 
of cooperative extension should expand beyond the farm and 
the home to work with the communities where workers are 
employed and residents live.

After the Bankhead-Jones Act was passed, this area of 
cooperative extension has undergone many name changes 

and programming directions, but the basis of this work has 
remained constant with extension’s mission outlined in the 
Smith-Lever Act. It has been suggested that the function of 
extension is as follows:

1. Diffusion of information
2. Development of interest in and recognition of 

significant problems
3. Encouragement of planning the best ways and means of 

solving the problems recognized
4. Stimulation of appropriate action by the people themselves 

by the decisions they have reached

These functions, particularly considering extension’s three-fold 
funding mechanism (federal, state, and local funding), provide 
effective insight on how community resource development 
programming should be implemented.

Community Resource 
Development Focus
One of the most striking explanations of the need for extension 
and the community resource development programming 
area can be found in President Dwight D. Eisenhower’s Special 
Message to Congress concerning a program for low-income 
farmers. In this message, Eisenhower stated:

In the wealthiest nations where per capita income is 
the highest in the world, more than one-fourth of the 
families who live on American farms still have incomes 
of less than $1,000 [approximately $11,172 in 2023 
dollars]. They neither share fully in our economic and 
social progress nor contribute as much as they would 
like and can contribute to the Nation’s production of 
goods and services.

Curtailed opportunity begets an economic and social 
chain reaction which creates unjustified disparity in 
individual reward. Participation diminishes in community, 
religious, and civic affairs. Enterprise and hope give 
way to inertia and apathy. Through this process, 
all of us suffer.
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These words, as true today as in 1955, provide a comprehensive 
expression of the need for cooperative extension’s community-
related programming efforts to continue. Evidence has shown 
that the rural-urban wage gap is rising, the civil activities 
and engagement of people are falling, and the labor force is 
declining in population and capacity.

While data from 1955 is not readily available, Figure 1 
demonstrates the gap between real (adjusted for inflation) 
per capita farm proprietor income and real per capita nonfarm 
personal income for the U.S. As shown in the graphic, the gap 
between these metrics widened over the 1969 to 2022 period. 
The year 1973 is the only time when the two metrics were 
close to being equal, mainly due to increased levels of farm 
income resulting from very large increases in grain exports 
to the Soviet Union. This led to dramatic, albeit short-lived, 
increases in agricultural commodity prices and the “hamburger 
boom” that resulted from increased marketing efforts by fast 
food restaurants.

Figure 2 presents the metro-to-nonmetro per capita income 
gap for Mississippi with adjustments made for the estimated 
differences in the cost of living between metropolitan and 
nonmetropolitan areas. Income (which includes salaries 
and wages, transfer payments, government social insurance 
contributions, adjustment for residence, dividends, interest, 
and rent) is likely a more meaningful metric than the wage gap. 
This figure shows a different situation for Mississippi than for 
most other states; namely that nonmetro incomes are higher 
than metro incomes in the state when adjusted for parity 
between prices. This is mainly due to the cost of housing in 

Figure 1. Real per capita personal farm proprietor income versus real per capita nonfarm 
personal income.

Source: Bureau of Economic Analysis and the St. Louis Federal Reserve Bank, presented in 2023 dollars.

metro areas versus nonmetro areas. For goods, utilities, and 
“other” categories, the average percentage difference between 
metro and nonmetro area price parities (a measure of the 
relative prices of goods and services purchased by households) 
is 1.5 percent for 2008–2022. However, the average percentage 
difference in price parities for housing between 2008 and 2022 
is 45.1 percent; in other words, the cost of housing in Mississippi 
nonmetro areas is less than half of the cost in metro areas. 

While this change is erratic over time, there is only one year 
(2018) where nonmetro incomes are lower than metro incomes 
when adjusted for parities (this was due to a relatively sharp 
decrease not only in the price parity measure for metro 
housing but also a drop in the price parity measures for metro 
goods and metro utilities. This situation is likely present in 
Mississippi because the Mississippi population is fairly evenly 
split between metro and nonmetro areas (the 2022 Mississippi 
nonmetro population was 51 percent of the total population). 
This is not the case in most other states. For example, the 2022 
Alabama nonmetro population was 23.4 percent of the total 
population, and the 2022 Tennessee nonmetro population 
was 21.6 percent of the total population. These statistics infer 
both unique challenges and opportunities for ECD Extension 
programming in Mississippi.

The scope of extension programming in this area has changed 
over the years. The Smith-Lever Act specifically mentioned the 
area of rural energy; this legislation was passed as widespread 
electrification was taking place in the country’s more urban 
areas, and the legislation’s authors likely saw the benefits of this 
energy source for agriculture.
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The Rural Development Program Handbook was developed 
by the chairs of 31 state rural development committees to 
outline a comprehensive effort that would address the issues 
in President Eisenhower’s letter to Congress. It is important 
to note that while this rural development program was not 
explicitly a Cooperative Extension program, Cooperative 
Extension administrators chaired 29 of the 31 state rural 
development committees that contributed to the report.

The handbook identified three objectives that closely aligned 
with President Eisenhower’s letter. These objectives are:

1. To expand industry in underdeveloped rural areas and 
widen the range of off-farm job opportunities

2. To help families that have the desire and ability to stay in 
farming gain the necessary tools, land, and skills

3. To help people in underdeveloped rural areas enjoy better 
opportunities for adequate education, vocational training, 
and improved health

In 1975, the National Association of State Universities and 
Land-Grant Colleges (now known as the Association of 
Public and Land-grant Universities or APLU) commissioned 
a task force to provide a report to the Extension Committee 
on Organization and Policy (ECOP). Titled “Community 
Development: Concepts, Curriculum, Training Needs,” this 
document expanded the national view of community resource 
development programming. 

Figure 2. Mississippi income gap (nonmetro per capita income as percentage of metro per capita income).

Source: Bureau of Economic Analysis: Real per capita personal income by portion and regional price parities by portion. 

The association’s task force report identified eight areas of 
community development on which Cooperative Extension 
educational programming should focus. These included:

• community development as a concept
• learning concepts 
• sociological concepts
• geographic concepts
• political concepts
• economic concepts
• feasibility concepts
• property rights concepts

In addition to the above focus areas, the report outlined several 
concepts that the task force deemed essential. A brief overview 
of these concepts includes:

• Community – one or more groups of people interrelating 
for the attainment of goals in which they share 
a common concern

• Development – the process of progressive change in 
attaining individual and community goals

• Community development process – an open system of 
decision-making whereby those comprising the community 
use democratic and rational means to arrive at group 
decisions and to take action to enhance the social and 
economic well-being of the community

The latest “evolution” in community development Extension 
programming from a national perspective came from the 
Denver Team, a group that met in Denver, Colorado, in 2004 
to formulate a systematic method to address the underlying 
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tenets of Extension programming in community development. 
This team developed the basic foundations for implementing 
community development Extension programming across 
the nation and, by Extension, in Mississippi. This foundation 
is divided into three basic components, with specific subject 
areas in each component.

• Understanding communities and their dynamics

 � basic understanding of community
 � community situational analysis
 � community power structure
 � community economics
 � community demographics
 � social action process

• Developing successful community initiatives

 � principles of community development practice
 � ensuring broad-based participation and bringing 

people to the table
 � participatory planning
 � implementation and project planning
 � facilitating group meetings
 � building community collaborations
 � evaluation and feedback

• Areas of specialization and emphasis

 � economic development diversity and vitality
 � local government
 � natural resources
 � group process and facilitation
 � organizational development (including nonprofits 

and volunteerism)
 � leadership and civic engagement
 � public issues education
 � community services
 � workforce development

Around the United States
An examination of the Extension Service websites and the land-
grant institutions’ programs of 1862, 1890, and 19941 revealed 
several organizations that have community and/or economic 
development programming refer to this programming by 
various names (see the Appendix for a list of the institutions 
reviewed and the websites, if available, for these types of 

Extension programs). This examination revealed that these 
programs are branded in several different ways including, but 
not limited to:

• community development
• communities for a lifetime
• community vitality
• business and community
• economic development
• leadership and civic engagement
• land stewardship
• community resource development

The branding of the program area by a particular Extension 
service or program tends to highlight the major efforts of 
the institution in the area. For example, while a program 
branded as leadership and civic engagement may well offer 
economic analyses as part of its efforts, it appears, at least 
from the website analysis, that major emphasis is placed 
on engagement-type programming activities. Furthermore, 
it seems plausible that various units or sections within an 
Extension service or program would refer to individual ECD 
efforts by labels different than the overall program effort. 
For example, the Mississippi State University Extension 
Service refers to this program area as community on its 
website, but specialists within the Department of Agricultural 
Economics tend to refer to it as economic and community 
development since economic analysis is where most of those 
specialists’ efforts lie. 

The website examination revealed that all but five states (Alaska, 
Arizona, California, Colorado, and Connecticut) have at least 
one Extension service or program that offers economic and/or 
community development programming for residents2. Figure 
1 provides information on the numbers and types of Extension 
services/programs from 1862, 1890, and 1994 institutions that 
offer these types of programs. Twenty-four states only offer 
these programs through an 1862 land-grant institution (many 
of these states, particularly in the Northeast, do not have an 
1890 or 1994 institution). Florida, Georgia, and Maryland only 
offer these types of Extension programs through their 1890 
institutions. Nine states had this type of programming offered 
through both 1862 and 1890 land-grant institutions, and eight 
states had this programming offered through both 1862 and 
1994 institutions (see Figure 3 on page 5). 

1  The 1862 land-grant universities are institutions of higher education in the U.S. 
that are designated by a state to receive the benefits of the Morrill Act of 1862, 
with their missions to focus on the teaching of and research in agriculture and 
the mechanical arts. The Morrill Act of 1890 was passed with concerns over 
segregation in the former Confederate states and required these states to either 
create a land-grant institution for Black Americans or to provide evidence that 
race was not an admission criterion for their existing land-grant institutions. 
The Equity in Educational Land-Grant Status Act of 1994 further expanded 
the land-grant system to include tribal colleges in 13 states, primarily in the 
southwestern and midwestern U.S.

² While institutions within these five states may offer this type of programming, 
the authors could not find information regarding programming efforts on 
these institutions’ websites. Likewise, particular institution types (1862, 1890, 
and 1994) in other states may offer Extension programs that address the areas 
commonly considered to be included in ECD, but information regarding these 
efforts was not readily available.
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It is important to note that even if a particular Extension 
service or program did not appear to have a programming 
emphasis in this area, it does not mean that the institution is 
not accomplishing valuable work in this area. It simply means 
that these programs cannot be readily identified by examining 
the institution’s website. For example, the Institute of Food 
and Agricultural Sciences (IFAS) Extension at the University of 
Florida reports substantial impacts in the community resource 
development arena (https://pdec.ifas.ufl.edu/impacts/
crd.pdf), but no link describing the program can be found. 
Likewise, faculty in the University of Georgia’s College of 
Family and Consumer Sciences are focusing on the community 
development area (https://www.fcs.uga.edu/people/bio/
jermaine-durham), but resources describing the community 
development programming area could not be found.

In addition, there are many institutions that engage in this 
type of work but are not typically considered to be land-grant 
universities. The University of California Irvine School of Law 
sponsors the Community & Economic Development Clinic to 
focus on issues of community and economic development in 
low- and moderate-income populations.

Economic and Community 
Development Extension 
Programming in Mississippi
The ECD programming area within MSU Extension is the 
broadest of the four base programming areas, which 

Figure 3. States that offer economic and community development programming 
through at least one land-grant institution.

include agriculture and natural resources (ANR), family and 
consumer sciences (FCS), and 4-H youth development (4-H), 
as well as ECD. 

ECD programming in Mississippi touches virtually all 
Mississippians’ lives through various direct and indirect efforts. 
From providing current economic information to elected 
officials and public policymakers to educational programming 
designed to help low-income families manage their income 
and expenses, ECD has various educational resources 
designed to help Extension professionals address community 
problems and issues.

To develop an effective ECD Extension educational program at 
the community level, it’s important to define the program area. 
Some in Extension have defined ECD as anything that does 
not fall into the ANR, FCS, or 4-H programming areas. However, 
this type of logic leads to a mixed set of activities that does not 
encompass or contribute to an educational program.

ECD faculty in agricultural economics at MSU have developed 
the following definition:

Economic and community development is a process by which 
community members collaborate to make group decisions and 
take actions to enhance the community’s economic and/or 
social well-being.

The process focuses primarily on assisting communication 
in the decision-making process through effective facilitation 

https://pdec.ifas.ufl.edu/impacts/crd.pdf
https://pdec.ifas.ufl.edu/impacts/crd.pdf
https://www.fcs.uga.edu/people/bio/jermaine-durham
https://www.fcs.uga.edu/people/bio/jermaine-durham
https://www.law.uci.edu/academics/real-life-learning/clinics/ced.html
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and intensive subject matter analysis, as well as providing 
educational and technical assistance resources to help 
the community implement programs focusing on the 
economic and institutional components identified in the 
decision-making process.

While the decision process will change depending on the issue 
being addressed, several factors should likely be considered 
regardless of the issue. These include an analysis of the change 
forces that are present within the community, shifts in the 
types of employment and business/industry structure that 
have occurred over time, the role that local government plays 
in addressing the issue, and the role of existing economic 
and social organizations as well as the emergence of new 
organizations that affect the issue.

The preceding definition of ECD Extension programming has its 
foundation in the following definitions of its components:

Development
Development is a common term that can mean many things 
to different people. In this context, however, the term has a 
very specific meaning. In our ECD Extension programming 
efforts, development is a process through which community 
(and hopefully) individual interests, wants, and needs can be 
attained through an expanded, intensified, or adjusted use of 
available resources. Sustainable or long-lasting development 
typically includes identifying community and individual 
interests and pursuing resources that allow the objectives to be 
realized and the goals achieved.

The goal of “development” in this context is to improve 
the quality of life for the community’s members or 
residents. In other words, development should be a process 
of improvement.

Economic
As was previously mentioned, many facets to a community can 
be “developed” to improve the quality of life for its members. 
These include working with a community to enhance civic 
engagement for a more responsive government, developing 
a pre-K educational program for children, and many others. 
This implies that there are many facets of the geographic 
“place” that we refer to as community where the Extension 
professional can devise educational programming to facilitate 
or form collaborations that enhance the opportunities for 
residents to have access to higher incomes, an increased 
number of jobs, and a better overall quality of life.

Economic educational programs that help stakeholders 
achieve the above objectives can take many forms. Subject 
matter specialists in Mississippi provide several products that 
stakeholders can use to gauge the state of their local economy. 
A partial listing of these products include:

Economic Environment
1. A series of eight municipal and county profiles that 

describe the state of various economic sectors. These 
profiles are located at http://extension.msstate.edu/
economic-profiles.

2. Extension faculty perform numerous economic impact/
contribution studies focused on economic activities 
occurring within a community. These studies include topics 
such as the economic impact of the opening (or closing) 
of a major tourism venue, the economic impact of the 
emergence of an industry or business in the community, the 
economic impact of spending by visitors to a local crafts 
festival or rodeo, or the economic impact that a potential 
grocery store or other retail establishment would have on 
the local or regional economy.

3. Extension faculty also perform specialized analyses of 
an individual community’s ability to support a specific 
type of business. Past analyses have included the ability 
of the community to support additional apartment-type 
housing in an area that is experiencing significant economic 
growth or a grocery store in an area that has typically been 
considered a food desert.

Business Assistance and Planning
1. Extension faculty have presented educational programs 

focused on helping potential small business owners improve 
their personal financial wellness and readiness to become 
better equipped to start a small business.

2. The Bricks-to-Clicks Marketing Program provides 
practical and effective instruction to business and nonprofit 
managers in the use of social media marketing strategies.

3. Extension faculty have participated in and/or led several 
interdisciplinary teams to assist potential entrepreneurs 
in determining the feasibility of value-added enterprises 
(both agricultural and non-agricultural enterprises). Specific 
studies have addressed such potential operations as custom 
livestock slaughter facilities and tourism enterprises that 
may evolve as part of a disaster recovery effort.

4. Extension faculty in agricultural economics have 
collaborated with faculty at other universities to develop 
and teach economic development strategies designed to 
identify factors critical to retaining and expanding existing 
businesses in the local community. These programs are local, 
place-based efforts that can provide tremendous insight 
into the issues faced by businesses that are an integral part 
of the community’s social fabric.

5. Extension faculty work with public utilities in developing 
financial management plans, cost analyses, and utility 
rate decision tools. These studies provide government 
entities and non-profit corporations with the information 
needed to determine the true cost of public services (water, 
wastewater, natural gas, and garbage pickup) so that 
equitable and efficient rates can be developed to cover the 
current costs and future capital expenditures necessary to 
maintain the utility for future service and environmental 
sustainability.

http://extension.msstate.edu/economic-profiles
http://extension.msstate.edu/economic-profiles
http://brickstoclicks.extension.msstate.edu/
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Community
The definition of community is one of the most difficult 
concepts to understand that we deal with concerning 
Extension programming. Working with a community means 
working with people with a similar set of interests and/or goals. 
It is generally accepted that to affect real and sustainable 
change, the community must be place-based; that is, it will 
likely encompass some specific geographic area. However, 
this area should not be limited to “artificial” boundaries such 
as city or county borders. In many cases, the community 
may be an area comprising parts of several cities or counties 
without containing the whole. It should be realized that the 
geographic area and the people who define the community 
may vary greatly depending on the type of problem or issues 
being addressed.

In addition to the economic programs outlined above, MSU 
Extension works with community leaders (both elected and 
non-elected) and other stakeholders to address issues that may 
be either conducive or detrimental to a sense of community in 
specific places. These programs include the following:

1. Extension personnel work with local communities to 
develop and implement local, place-based community 
planning activities designed to address such issues as 
race, poverty, and economic development that can have a 
significant impact on the community’s sense of inclusion 
and ability to attract new (and retain existing) residents.

2. Extension faculty provide socio-economic data to 
community and non-profit leaders to use in securing funds 
for community-oriented projects such as cultural museums/
centers, community centers, and upgrades to existing 
community buildings.

3. Extension personnel collaborate with community 
stakeholders and external parties (government agencies, 
philanthropic organizations, etc.) to address specific issues 
or initiatives that are critical to the presence of community. 
These collaborations can address issues such as disaster 
recovery, racial reconciliation, poverty, or broadband 
internet accessibility throughout the state.

In the Department of Agricultural Economics, Extension faculty 
focus on a variety of needs for our clients in the state. Specific 
areas addressed include, but are not limited to:

• the Extension Center for Economic Education and 
Financial Literacy

• assisting the Office of Broadband Expansion and 
Accessibility of Mississippi in developing a 5-year plan for 
broadband expansion and access

• public utility rate analysis and financial management
• the Bricks-to-Clicks Marketing Program for businesses, 

non-profits, and tourism organizations
• economic impact and contribution analysis to determine 

the economic spillover effects of industries and sectors 
within a specific region

• economic profiles describing the state of a specific region’s 
economy. Standard profiles are focused on the economics 
of retail trade, poverty status, the health sector’s economic 
contribution and status, the economic contribution of 
agriculture, and the general economy’s economic status. 
Geographic areas include the state, counties, towns/cities, 
congressional districts, and Extension regions.

• focused economic analyses of specific regions and 
business sectors

• business retention and expansion visitation programs
• entrepreneurship and small business development
• community strategic planning

Delivery of Economic and Community 
Development Programming
There are many strategies that can be effective in delivering 
ECD subject matter to community-based stakeholders. 
One of the most used methods is the direct delivery of the 
material or analysis by the subject matter specialist to the 
stakeholder or end user (including the development and use 
of interdisciplinary teams). This is usually the method that 
is used in Mississippi by agricultural economics faculty due 
to the technical nature of the subject matter and the lack of 
educational opportunities to train county- and area-based 
faculty and professional staff. While this method has proven 
to be relatively effective, it is likely not as efficient as it could 
be. This inefficiency may be remedied by specialists offering 
an increased number of educational opportunities to county- 
and area-based faculty and professional staff to equip them to 
deliver these types of materials; that is, to more fully develop 
the so-called “train the trainer” models.

Another method that is often used in the economic and 
community development area involves the subject matter 
specialist equipping the county- and area-based faculty and 
professional staff to deliver content to end-user stakeholders. 
Program areas where this has been successful are typically 
more closely aligned with the traditional Extension education 
program planning model and have included activities such 
as community strategic planning and its components (i.e., 
community listening sessions), identification of areas of need 
for community-oriented services and activities, identification 
and development of new community facilities or upgrades of 
existing facilities, and identification of activities and programs 
that contribute to the development of a sense of community 
among area residents; again, this could be delivered by area 
and county Extension professionals through a “train the 
trainer” model.

Finally, ECD faculty in agricultural economics have delivered 
synchronous and asynchronous online training (including 
podcasts) in the areas of Vibrant Communities, Local Flavor 
(local foods), and Bricks to Clicks.

http://brickstoclicks.extension.msstate.edu/
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Program Identification, Development, 
Implementation, and Evaluation
Unlike states such as Minnesota and Wisconsin, the 
development and delivery of educational programs in 
Mississippi in the ECD area tends to be different from the 
development and delivery of programs in the agriculture and 
natural resources and family and consumer sciences areas. 
These program areas have subject-matter-trained county 
and regional agents and specialists who often take an active 
role in planning, developing, and implementing programs 
in those areas.

In Mississippi, the ECD programs are primarily identified, 
developed, and delivered by state specialists. But the program 
planning and development process is basically the same. First, 
a client need is identified. There are several methods that can 
be used to identify the need. The New Jersey Agricultural 
Experiment Station’s webpage “Conducting Needs Assessments” 
(https://njaes.rutgers.edu/evaluation/resources/needs-
assessment.php) provides information on several methods 
of conducting needs assessments that can be used in 
determining the needs of stakeholders. In particular, the 

“Needs Assessment Primer” defines a “need” as the gap between 
what is and what should be or what is desired to be. 

Two current Mississippi ECD programs specifically use this 
gap to articulate the needs of stakeholders. First, the Bricks-
to-Clicks program considers the gap between the current 
level of business profits and the desired level of these profits. 
Second, the economic development program recognized that 
there was a gap in the information that community leaders 
possessed and the information that they needed to possess to 
make informed decisions regarding the strategies that could 
be adopted to increase jobs, incomes, and the quality of life in 
their communities.

Once the need is identified, adequate research must be 
undertaken to determine the strategies or methods that would 
be effective in bridging the needs gap. In the case of the Bricks-
to-Clicks program, it was determined that effective use of social 
media platforms as marketing tools would bridge this gap for 
small- and medium-size business owners. For the economic 
development program, Extension specialists worked with 
stakeholders to determine the information that was needed 
for those stakeholders to make better informed decisions. For 
this program, a number of strategies was envisioned, including 
economic profiles for the municipalities, counties, and regions 
of the state, appropriate methods to analyze issues, and 
educational materials to explain the concepts addressed by 
faculty members in the department.

As previously mentioned, these materials and analyses have 
primarily been delivered by specialists and other faculty, mainly 

due to the technical nature of the analyses. However, there are 
multiple opportunities for county and regional educators to 
become involved in the process. The majority of the economic 
profiles found at http://extension.msstate.edu/economic-
profiles have accompanying PDF presentations that can be 
used by county educators to present the material to audiences. 
In many cases, specific analyses, particularly economic 
impact and contribution analyses, have been provided to 
county faculty, and those faculty have explained the results 
of those analyses to local stakeholders and community 
leaders. Furthermore, these publications showcase the work 
of Extension by providing research-based evidence of its 
educational programming impact.

An ideal situation would be for county/regional educators to 
work closely with the analyst to examine the issue, assist in 
developing the analysis, and present the results to local leaders 
and stakeholders. This approach has many benefits for the 
local community.

Conclusion
Extension programming in economic and community 
development is a vital and vibrant component of Mississippi 
State University Extension. Faculty members in Agricultural 
Economics, as well as other units within the Mississippi State 
University Extension Service and the Extension programs 
at Alcorn State University, maintain a variety of programs 
designed to assist Extension professionals, elected officials, 
community and business leaders, and residents to develop and 
achieve a vision for their community. For more information, 
please contact one of the following faculty members or your 
local county Extension office.

Alan Barefield

662.325.7995

alan.barefield@msstate.edu 

James Barnes

662.325.1796

james.barnes@msstate.edu 

Devon Mills

662.686.3215

d.mills@msstate.edu 

Becky Smith

662.325.1793

becky.smith@msstate.edu

https://njaes.rutgers.edu/evaluation/resources/needs-assessment.php
https://njaes.rutgers.edu/evaluation/resources/needs-assessment.php
http://extension.msstate.edu/economic-profiles
http://extension.msstate.edu/economic-profiles
https://extension.msstate.edu/county-offices
https://extension.msstate.edu/county-offices
mailto:alan.barefield@msstate.edu
mailto:james.barnes@msstate.edu
mailto:d.mills@msstate.edu
mailto:becky.smith@msstate.edu
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Appendix
The websites of these universities were reviewed by the authors to identify which extension services/programs featured 
community and/or economic development programming.

1862 Institutions
Alabama (Alabama Cooperative Extension Service)
Urban Extension
https://www.aces.edu/blog/category/urban-extension/

Alaska (University of Alaska)
No program shown

Arizona (University of Arizona)
No program shown

Arkansas (University of Arkansas)
Business and Communities
https://www.uaex.uada.edu/business-communities/default.aspx

California (University of California)
No program shown

Colorado (Colorado State University)
No program shown

Connecticut (University of Connecticut)
No program shown

Delaware (University of Delaware)
4-H, Personal, and Economic Development
https://www.udel.edu/academics/colleges/canr/cooperative-extension/first-state-impacts/

Florida (University of Florida)
No program shown

Georgia (University of Georgia)
No program shown

Hawaii (University of Hawaii)
Community Development
Hawai’i Communities for a Lifetime – communities for aging populations
https://cms.ctahr.hawaii.edu/cflexternal/
Small Business and Ag Development
https://cms.ctahr.hawaii.edu/ce/Programs

Idaho (University of Idaho)
Community Development
https://www.uidaho.edu/extension/community

Illinois (University of Illinois)
Community and Economic Development
https://extension.illinois.edu/global/community-and-economic-development-impact

https://www.aces.edu/blog/category/urban-extension/
https://www.uaex.uada.edu/business-communities/default.aspx
https://www.udel.edu/academics/colleges/canr/cooperative-extension/first-state-impacts/
https://cms.ctahr.hawaii.edu/cflexternal/
https://cms.ctahr.hawaii.edu/ce/Programs
https://www.uidaho.edu/extension/community
https://extension.illinois.edu/global/community-and-economic-development-impact
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Indiana (Purdue University)
Community Development
https://extension.purdue.edu/cdext/index.html

Iowa (Iowa State University)
Community and Economic Development
https://www.extension.iastate.edu/communities/

Kansas (Kansas State University)
Community Vitality
https://www.ksre.k-state.edu/community/

Kentucky (University of Kentucky)
Community and Economic Development Initiative in Kentucky
https://cedik.ca.uky.edu/

Louisiana (Louisiana State University)
Community
https://www.lsuagcenter.com/topics/community

Maine (University of Maine)
Business and Community
https://extension.umaine.edu/business-community/

Maryland (University of Maryland)
No program shown

Massachusetts (University of Massachusetts)
Community and Economic Vitality 
https://ag.umass.edu/resources/community-economic-vitality

Michigan (Michigan State University)
Business
https://www.canr.msu.edu/business/index
Community
https://www.canr.msu.edu/community/index

Minnesota (University of Minnesota)
Community Development
https://extension.umn.edu/community-development

Mississippi (Mississippi State University)
Community
http://extension.msstate.edu/community

Missouri (University of Missouri)
Business and Community

https://extension.missouri.edu/topics/business-and-community

Montana (Montana State University)
Community Vitality
https://www.montana.edu/extension/communitydevelopment/index.html

https://extension.purdue.edu/cdext/index.html
https://www.extension.iastate.edu/communities/
https://www.ksre.k-state.edu/community/
https://cedik.ca.uky.edu/
https://www.lsuagcenter.com/topics/community
https://extension.umaine.edu/business-community/
https://ag.umass.edu/resources/community-economic-vitality
https://www.canr.msu.edu/business/index
https://www.canr.msu.edu/community/index
https://extension.umn.edu/community-development
http://extension.msstate.edu/community
https://extension.missouri.edu/topics/business-and-community
https://www.montana.edu/extension/communitydevelopment/index.html
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Nebraska (University of Nebraska)
Rural Prosperity Nebraska
https://ruralprosperityne.unl.edu/

Nevada (University of Nevada – Reno)
Community Development and Vitality (ag-based)
https://extension.unr.edu/community-development.aspx
Business Management and Economic Development
https://extension.unr.edu/business-management-economics.aspx

New Hampshire (University of New Hampshire)
Community and Economic Development
https://extension.unh.edu/community-economic-development

New Jersey (Rutgers University)
Extension – no program shown
Experiment Station – Office of Research and Economic Development
https://ored.njaes.rutgers.edu/

New Mexico (New Mexico State University)
Economic Development
https://extension.nmsu.edu/areas/econdev.html

New York (Cornell University)
Community and Economic Vitality 
https://cals.cornell.edu/cornell-cooperative-extension/our-work/community-and-economic-vitality

North Carolina (North Carolina State University)
Community 
https://www.ces.ncsu.edu/categories/community/

North Dakota (North Dakota State University)
Leadership and Civic Engagement 
https://www.ces.ncsu.edu/categories/community/

Ohio (Ohio State University)
Community Development 
https://comdev.osu.edu/

Oklahoma (Oklahoma State University)
Business and Community
https://extension.okstate.edu/

Oregon (Oregon State University)
Business and Economics 

https://extension.oregonstate.edu/business-economics
Community Vitality

https://extension.oregonstate.edu/community-vitality

Pennsylvania (Pennsylvania State University)
Business and Operations
https://extension.psu.edu/business-and-operations

https://ruralprosperityne.unl.edu/
https://extension.unr.edu/community-development.aspx
https://extension.unr.edu/business-management-economics.aspx
https://extension.unh.edu/community-economic-development
https://ored.njaes.rutgers.edu/
https://extension.nmsu.edu/areas/econdev.html
https://cals.cornell.edu/cornell-cooperative-extension/our-work/community-and-economic-vitality
https://www.ces.ncsu.edu/categories/community/
https://www.ces.ncsu.edu/categories/community/
https://comdev.osu.edu/
https://extension.okstate.edu/
https://extension.oregonstate.edu/business-economics
https://extension.oregonstate.edu/community-vitality
https://extension.psu.edu/business-and-operations
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Community Development
https://extension.psu.edu/community-development

Rhode Island (University of Rhode Island)
Energy Literacy

https://web.uri.edu/coopext/programs/energy/
Land Stewardship

https://web.uri.edu/coopext/programs/land/

South Carolina (Clemson University)
Agribusiness
https://www.clemson.edu/extension/topics/index.html

South Dakota (South Dakota State University)
Community
https://extension.sdstate.edu/community

Tennessee (University of Tennessee)
Community Economic Development
https://utextensionced.tennessee.edu/

Texas (Texas A&M University)
Business and Community
https://agrilifeextension.tamu.edu/topics/#business-community

Utah (Utah State University)

Business and Community

https://extension.usu.edu/business-and-community/index

Vermont (University of Vermont)
Business and Community
https://www.uvm.edu/extension/business_community_development

Virginia (Virginia Tech University)
Community and Leadership
https://ext.vt.edu/community-leadership.html

Washington (Washington State University)
Community and Economic Development
https://ced.cw.wsu.edu/about/

West Virginia (West Virginia University)
Community, Business, and Safety
https://extension.wvu.edu/community-business-safety

Wisconsin (University of Wisconsin)
Community Development
https://extension.wisc.edu/community-development/

Wyoming (University of Wyoming)
Community Development Education
https://www.uwyo.edu/uwe/programs/cde/index.html

https://extension.psu.edu/community-development
https://web.uri.edu/coopext/programs/energy/
https://web.uri.edu/coopext/programs/land/
https://www.clemson.edu/extension/topics/index.html
https://extension.sdstate.edu/community
https://utextensionced.tennessee.edu/
https://extension.usu.edu/business-and-community/index
https://www.uvm.edu/extension/business_community_development
https://ext.vt.edu/community-leadership.html
https://ced.cw.wsu.edu/about/
https://extension.wvu.edu/community-business-safety
https://extension.wisc.edu/community-development/
https://www.uwyo.edu/uwe/programs/cde/index.html
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1890 Institutions
Alabama (A&M University)

Urban Extension

https://www.aces.edu/blog/category/urban-extension/ 

Alabama (Tuskegee University)

Community Resource Development 

https://www.tuskegee.edu/programs-courses/colleges-schools/caens/cooperative-extension-program

Arkansas (University of Arkansas Pine Bluff)

No program shown

Delaware (Delaware State University)

No program shown

Florida (Florida A&M University)

Community and Resource Development

https://cafs.famu.edu/cooperative-extension/crd.php

Georgia (Fort Valley State University)

Community Development and Outreach 

https://ag.fvsu.edu/extension/community-development-outreach

Kentucky (Kentucky State University)

Community Leadership Development

https://www.kysu.edu/academics/college-acs/school-of-ace/co-op/community-leadership-development.php

Louisiana (Southern University and A&M College)

Community and Economic Development 

https://www.suagcenter.com/page/community-and-economic-development

Maryland (University of Maryland Eastern Shore)

Community and Economic Development

https://wwwcp.umes.edu/extension/

Mississippi (Alcorn State University)

Community Resource Development

https://www.alcorn.edu/academics/schools-and-departments/college-of-agriculture-and-applied-sciences/land-grant-
programs/asu-extension/program-areas/community-resource-development/

Missouri (Lincoln University)

Community and Leadership Development 

No website

North Carolina (North Carolina A&T State University)

Community and Rural Development

https://www.ncat.edu/caes/cooperative-extension/community-and-rural-development/index.php

https://www.aces.edu/blog/category/urban-extension/
https://www.tuskegee.edu/programs-courses/colleges-schools/caens/cooperative-extension-program
https://cafs.famu.edu/cooperative-extension/crd.php
https://ag.fvsu.edu/extension/community-development-outreach
https://www.kysu.edu/academics/college-acs/school-of-ace/co-op/community-leadership-development.php
https://www.suagcenter.com/page/community-and-economic-development
https://wwwcp.umes.edu/extension/
https://www.alcorn.edu/academics/schools-and-departments/college-of-agriculture-and-applied-sciences/land-grant-programs/asu-extension/program-areas/community-resource-development/
https://www.alcorn.edu/academics/schools-and-departments/college-of-agriculture-and-applied-sciences/land-grant-programs/asu-extension/program-areas/community-resource-development/
https://www.ncat.edu/caes/cooperative-extension/community-and-rural-development/index.php
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Ohio (Central State University)

Community and Economic Development

https://www.centralstate.edu/academics/science/extension/community-and-economic-development

Oklahoma (Langston University)

Community and Economic Development

https://langston.edu/academics/school/agriculture-and-applied-sciences/alumni-and-advisory-board/

South Carolina (South Carolina State University)

No program shown

Tennessee (Tennessee State University)

Community Resource and Economic Development

https://www.tnstate.edu/extension/agriculture_natural_resources.aspx

Texas (Prairie View A&M University)

Community and Economic Development

https://www.pvamu.edu/cafnr/extension/community-and-economic-development/

Virginia (Virginia State University)

No program shown

West Virginia (West Virginia State University)

Community and Economic Development

https://wvstateu.edu/public-service/wvsu-extension-service/communities.aspx

1994 Institutions
Michigan (Bay Mills Community College)

Community Resources

https://legacy.bmcc.edu/about-bmcc/governance-administration/land-grant-department

Montana (Fort Peck Community College)

Community Resources and Economic Development 

https://www.fpcc.edu/special-projects/ag-department/extension-services/ 

Wisconsin (Lac Courte Oreilles Ojibwa Community College)

Community Resources and Economic Development

https://www.lco.edu/lcoou-extension 

Minnesota (Leech Lake Tribal College)

Community Resources

https://www.lltc.edu/resources/extension-service-and-community-education/ 

Nebraska (Little Priest Tribal College)

Community Resources 

https://www.littlepriest.edu/lptc-extension/ 

https://www.centralstate.edu/academics/science/extension/community-and-economic-development
https://langston.edu/academics/school/agriculture-and-applied-sciences/alumni-and-advisory-board/
https://www.tnstate.edu/extension/agriculture_natural_resources.aspx
https://www.pvamu.edu/cafnr/extension/community-and-economic-development/
https://wvstateu.edu/public-service/wvsu-extension-service/communities.aspx
https://legacy.bmcc.edu/about-bmcc/governance-administration/land-grant-department
https://www.fpcc.edu/special-projects/ag-department/extension-services/
https://www.lco.edu/lcoou-extension
https://www.lltc.edu/resources/extension-service-and-community-education/
https://www.littlepriest.edu/lptc-extension/
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Nebraska (Nebraska Indian Community College)

Community Resources

https://www.thenicc.edu/lifelong-learning/lifelong-learning.php

Washington (Northwest Indian College)

Community Resources

https://iq3.smartcatalogiq.com/en/Catalogs/Northwest-Indian-College/2021-2023/2021-2023-Catalog/The-NWIC-
Cooperative-Extension-Office

Michigan (Saginaw Chippewa Tribal College)

Community Development

https://www.sagchip.edu/copy-of-our-history

Montana (Salish Kootenai College)

Community Resources 

https://extension.skc.edu/who-we-are/

South Dakota (Sisseton Wahpeton College)

Community Resources 

https://www.swcollege.edu/newswcollege/sponsored-programs/swc-extension-program/

North Dakota (Sitting Bull College)

Community Resources and Economic Development

https://sittingbull.edu/about/community/agriculture-extension-program/

North Dakota (United Tribes Technical College)

Community Resources 

https://uttc.edu/about-uttc/our-history-mission/land-grant-college/

Michigan (Keweenaw Bay Ojibwa Community College)

Community Resources

https://www.kbocc.edu/land-grant/

Minnesota (White Earth Tribal and Community College)

Community Resources

http://www.wetcc.edu/extension.html

https://www.thenicc.edu/lifelong-learning/lifelong-learning.php
https://iq3.smartcatalogiq.com/en/Catalogs/Northwest-Indian-College/2021-2023/2021-2023-Catalog/The-NWIC-Cooperative-Extension-Office
https://iq3.smartcatalogiq.com/en/Catalogs/Northwest-Indian-College/2021-2023/2021-2023-Catalog/The-NWIC-Cooperative-Extension-Office
https://www.sagchip.edu/copy-of-our-history
https://extension.skc.edu/who-we-are/
https://www.swcollege.edu/newswcollege/sponsored-programs/swc-extension-program/
https://sittingbull.edu/about/community/agriculture-extension-program/
https://uttc.edu/about-uttc/our-history-mission/land-grant-college/
https://www.kbocc.edu/land-grant/
http://www.wetcc.edu/extension.html


Figure 1 data table. Real per capita personal farm proprietor income versus real per capita nonfarm personal income.

		Year

		Per capita farm proprietor income

		Per capita nonfarm proprietor income



		1969

		40,035.29

		64,950.54



		1970

		39,001.54

		66,706.47



		1971

		38,566.56

		68,644.93



		1972

		45,452.94

		70,147.15



		1973

		69,027.74

		70,165.17



		1974

		54,801.93

		69,934.66



		1975

		48,929.04

		71,531.94



		1976

		40,492.56

		72,639.50



		1977

		37,472.01

		73,061.29



		1978

		41,129.82

		73,010.04



		1979

		40,374.99

		72,901.46



		1980

		25,196.36

		74,850.96



		1981

		30,679.12

		75,882.17



		1982

		26,358.92

		77,942.69



		1983

		16,889.35

		79,876.72



		1984

		31,308.59

		80,847.77



		1985

		31,040.48

		81,869.55



		1986

		32,566.14

		83,447.37



		1987

		38,853.32

		83,648.82



		1988

		37,654.36

		85,230.69



		1989

		42,746.99

		86,414.99



		1990

		43,111.90

		87,474.07



		1991

		37,723.84

		88,863.78



		1992

		44,202.48

		92,042.54



		1993

		38,959.28

		92,340.14



		1994

		41,438.40

		92,732.17



		1995

		31,490.15

		94,047.44



		1996

		44,097.08

		95,945.32



		1997

		39,975.58

		97,846.73



		1998

		37,058.53

		101,334.99



		1999

		37,035.38

		102,879.66



		2000

		38,749.32

		106,408.26



		2001

		40,305.74

		108,715.71



		2002

		33,310.58

		109,783.01



		2003

		46,760.80

		111,568.83



		2004

		60,656.43

		113,352.38



		2005

		56,263.95

		114,182.80



		2006

		42,808.77

		116,867.20



		2007

		48,556.70

		118,871.69



		2008

		49,717.37

		121,984.88



		2009

		41,110.53

		123,322.81



		2010

		48,147.50

		127,511.92



		2011

		65,777.58

		130,706.00



		2012

		64,987.23

		131,548.24



		2013

		85,564.70

		128,384.22



		2014

		71,442.10

		130,228.04



		2015

		59,733.33

		132,513.48



		2016

		46,853.82

		132,868.40



		2017

		50,567.30

		135,042.23



		2018

		42,272.63

		136,713.65



		2019

		43,611.96

		138,821.68



		2020

		51,117.16

		155,800.88



		2021

		66,612.68

		157,450.89



		2022

		65,312.16

		143,983.09







Figure 2 data table. Mississippi income gap (nonmetro per capita income as percentage of metro per capita income).

		Year

		Nonmetro as a percent of metro



		2008

		1.0231231



		2009

		1.046



		2010

		1.04



		2011

		1.0265



		2012

		1.0598



		2013

		1.037



		2014

		1.0374



		2015

		1.0371



		2016

		1.0603



		2017

		1.0845



		2018

		0.9986



		2019

		1.0119



		2020

		1.0392



		2021

		1.028756



		2022

		1.020862







