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PREFACE

This analysis of family expenditures forms volume II of the Study
of Consumer Purchases in Chicago. Volume I dealt with the in-
comes received by Chicago families. It provided the background
for the present section, which is a study of the manner in which the
family incomes were spent.

The Chicago survey was part of an investigation conducted in 1936
by the United States Bureau of Labor Statistics in 32 cities varying
in size and representing different sections of the country. It was
paralleled by a study of small city, village, and farm families con-
ducted by the Bureau of Home Economics of the United States De-
partment of Agriculture. Both surveys, which together constitute
the Study of Consumer Purchases, were administered under a grant
of funds from the Works Progress Administration. The National
Resources Committee and the Central Statistical Board cooperated
in the Nation-wide study. The plans for the project were developed
and the administration was coordinated by a technical committee
composed of representatives of the following agencies: National
Resources Committee, Hildegarde Kneeland, chairman; Bureau of
Labor Statistics, Faith M. Williams; Bureau of Home Economics,
Day Monroe; Works Progress Administration, Milton Forster; and
Central Statistical Board, Samuel J. Dennis.

The present study may be distinguished from previous investiga-
tions of family living in that it represents the first effort to study the
incomes and expenditures of all strata of the community simultane-
ously. Past studies of family consumption have generally been con-
fined to a limited income and occupational group, or to a particular
locality. Such isolated studies did not throw light on the relative
position occupied by the particular group under investigation in the
population as a whole. They did not reveal how the consumption
pattern of one group in the population differed from that of families
in another occupational group or income class.

The present study of family expenditures will permit comparisons
among different sections of the country and among communities of
varying degrees of urbanization. It covers a wide range of family
incomes, from those just above the relief level to incomes of more
than $10,000. It was planned, moreover, so as to supply a sample
that would allow for comparison among different occupational
classes and among families of varying composition.

v
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VIII PREFACE

The analysis of the family expenditures in the following pages
shows them to fall into three main groups: (1) Those expenditures
which, though increasing in dollar volume as income rises, neverthe-
less take a declining proportion of total expenditures for current family
living, (2) those which absorb increasing proportions of total expendi-
tures as the amount of income increases, and (3) those which maintain
a relatively constant proportion of total expenditures at different
income levels. _

In the first group are the two largest items in the usual family
budget—expenditures for food and for housing. The two items
which in general are next in importance, clothing and automobile
expenditures, behave in the opposite way and belong to the second
class, accounting for increasing proportions of expenditures as income
rises. Expenditures for household operation and furnishings, recrea-
tion, education, and for contributions and personal taxes also have
this tendency. Intermediate between these contrasting groups are
to be found most of the other main categories of expenditure, including
medical care, personal care, reading, and tobacco, which absorb a
relatively constant share of the total family expenditure throughout
the income range.

One of the most striking findings in the analysis of family expendi-
tures is the position of the automobile in the present-day family
budget. Even in a large metropolitan center like Chicago, where the
ownership of an automobile may be more of a problem than it is in
smaller communities, substantial outlays for the purchase and opera-~
tion of a car are made by many families of very moderate incomes.
Having but little relationship to the occupation of the breadwinner
or to the composition of the family, the ownership of an automobile
seems to be chiefly a question of whether the family budget can be
stretched to include it.

When we compare the incomes with the expenditures of the sched-
uled families, we find that there were some families at all income
levels whose expenditures were less than their current incomes, and
some that incurred deficits for the year. In the net average, how-
ever, the expenditures of those families that had incomes below the
median, for the group covered in the Chicago expenditure study,
outran their current incomes, while those with incomes above the
median accumulated increasingly large surpluses.

When families are classified on the basis of composition and size,
or of occupational classification, to see how these factors may influence
the pattern of living, it becomes clear that family food expense at all
income levels varied directly with the size and composition of the
family; in general it showed but slight relationship to occupational
category. In Chicago, families of wage earners tended to have larger
food expenditures than those of other groups at the same income level,
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PREFACE IX

but the difference was mainly due to their larger families. Expendi-
tures for housing, on the other hand, seem to be rather definitely
related to occupational classification; wage earners showed the lowest,
business and professional families the highest outlays in proportion
to income. Composition of the family seems to be much less im-
portant than income and occupational status in determining expendi-
tures for housing.

The analysis of expenditures in the following pages is for the most
part in terms of averages for groups of families at given income levels,
for six occupational categories and for seven family type groups.
Examination of the expenditures of individual families in these groups
usually reveals a wide range avound the average, not only in the
case of expenditures for medical care or automobiles, but also with
respect to the more constant items in the family budget, such as food
and housing. It is evident that even current income, while it is the
great determinant of American family expenditures, is far from being
the sole determinant of how those expenditures are distributed.

In view of the fact that responsibility for parts of this survey was
shared by persons outside the regular staff of the Bureau of Labor
Statistics, the Bureau takes pleasure in acknowledging the services of
Thomas Hogan, Stanley Johnson, Trusten P. Lee, and Conrad
Reibold, assistant supervisors.

Acknowledgment is also made to Frances Valentine, Jesse R. Wood,
Jr., and William Loudon, who were in charge of computation and
tables; Joseph A. Smith, in charge of machine tabulation; Dorothy
McCamman, who served as chief check editor; Marie Bloch, Ethel
Cauman, Lenore A. Epstein, and Verna Mae Feuerhelm, who were in
charge of editing and review.

Isapor Lunin,
Commissioner of Labor Statistics.
Aprin 1939.
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Bulletin No. 642 (Vol. II) of the
United States Bureau of Labor Statistics

Family Expenditure in Chicago, 1935-36
Chapter 1
Introduction

The analysis of the family income and expenditure data obtained by
the Bureau of Labor Statistics in the Study of Consumer Purchases
is divided into three parts, of which the present volume represents the
second. Volume I showed the distribution of Chicago families by
income class, occupation, family type, nativity, and home tenure.
The second and third parts of the analysis both are concerned with
date on expenditures for family living. In the present volume, this
analysis will be confined mainly to a consideration of the size and
relative importance of expenditures for the main categories of family
living, with only incidental reference to constituent items in these
categories. As in volume I, variations associated with income, occu-
pation, and family type are of primary concern. The third part of the
analysis involves a study of the detailed items included in each major
group, and will take the form of special commodity and service
bulletins to appear later as bulletin 648.

The Study of Consumer Purchases in Chicago has shown that
family incomes in that city aggregated more than $1,327,000,000
in 1935-36. Half the families had incomes under $1,412; half had
incomes above this figure. Slightly less than one-third of the families
in Chicago were found to have incomes under $1,000; another two-
fifths to have incomes between $1,000 and $2,000, and 28 percent to
have incomes of $2,000 or more.! These figures on the distribution
by income refer to all families irrespective of nativity and family
composition and include families that received relief sometime during
the year aswell as those that remained independent of public assistance.

The survey of family expenditures in this city was intended to show
primarily the way in which expenditures vary with income and certain
other characteristics of the family. It was therefore limited to white
families that included husband and wife, both native born, and that
received no relief during the year.?

1 See Bureau of Labor Statistics Bull. 642, Family Income and Expenditure in Chicago, 1935-36. Vol. I,
Family Income.

3 The purpose of these qualifications was to eliminate as far as possible factors of economic stress, broken
family ties, and alien customs which might tend to obscure the relationship of income, occupation, and family

1
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2 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

The sample of families whose expenditures were studied in Chicago
was further restricted by excluding all families with incomes under
$500, and by limiting the occupational groups represented in the
lower and upper portions of the income scale.?

The collection of expenditure schedules was confined to seven
family types, eliminating thereby the least frequent types in the com-
munity. The types included, which are shown pictorially in figure 1,
may be described in terms of the number and age of members other

than husband and wife, as follows:
Type
I No other persons (families of two).
II One child under 16 (families of three).
III Two children under 16 (families of four).
IV One person 16 or over and one or no other person, regardless
of age (families or three of four).
V  One child under 16, one person 16 or over, and one or two others,
regardless of age (families of five or six).
VI Three or four children under 16 (families of five or six).
VII One child under 16, and four or five others, regardless of age
(families of seven or eight).

Since, in Chicago, families of the first seven types include almost 97
percent of the nonrelief native white families including husband and
wife, it is apparent that the omission of the larger families did not
materially affect the results.

These various limitations resulted in the selection of a sample of
families whose average income was higher than the average for all
families in Chicago. Half of the families represented in the section
of the Chicago investigation dealing with consumer expenditures were
found in the income brackets above $1,860.*

type to family expenditure patterns. Since native white families greatly outnumber all other racial and
national groups in Chicago it seemed wise to confine the restricted resources available for the survey to a
study of the expenditures of this relatively homogeneous group.

Half of Chicago’s families are native-born white, about three-eighths foreign-born white, and practically
all of the remainder Negro. In certain communities where Negro families constituted a substantial portion
of the population, a separate sample was taken to provide information on the expenditures of Negro families.
This was generally true of the communities studied in the Southeast.

$ In the income classes between $1,250 and $5,000 all occupational groups were represented. Above $5,000
only business and professional families were studied, while between $500 and $750 only wage-earner families
were included, and hetween $750 and $1,250, only wage-earner and clerical families. Families with no gain-
fully employed members were eligible in the income range between $500 and $5,000, but all expenditure data
for this group were analyzed separately.

Certain other minor eligibility requirements were imposed to eliminate families whose living patterns are
not adapted to statistical analysis.

See appendix A, on sampling, for a complete list of the eligibility requirements.

¢ The fact that they were in general at a somewhat higher economic level than the total family population
in Chicago was due in part to the omission of the relief group and of families with incomes under $500 from
the expenditure survey, and in part to the fact that Negro families, the foreign born, and the ‘‘incomplete”
families as a group, had a less favorable income distribution than families including husband and wife, both
native born. It follows from this fact that no attempt is made to describe the expenditures of an “average
Chicago family.” Rather the purpose of this study is to show the distribution of expenditures at different
income levels of the bulk of the families containing husband and wife, and to show the further influence on
the expenditure pattern of family composition and occupational status.
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4 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

The expenditure schedule used in the Study of Consumer Purchases
provided for recording information on family expenditures classified
under 16 categories, varying in urgency from food and shelter to re-
creation, gifts, and minor items of a miscellaneous character. The
schedule contained information also on such matters as the size and
facilities of dwellings occupied, and on the ownership of automobiles
and household equipment, including radios, phonographs, mechanical
refrigerators, washing machines, and vacuum cleaners. In addition
account was taken of transactions during the report year that in-
creased or decreased the family assets or hiabilities.®

Expenditure data covering the year 1935-36 were collected from
2,711 Chicago families.® They show that as family income increased
the number of dollars spent for each important group of consumption
goods and services increased. The relative increase with income in
expenditures for the different groups of items was not the same, how-
ever.” Thus, expenditures for transportation increased more rapidly
than income. On the other hand, while more dollars were spent for
food and home maintenance by families at high incomes than at low,
these two important groups declined in relative importance over the
entire income range. Below the median income, all the major con-
sumption categories except food, home maintenance, and medical care
received an increasing share of income. After a certain income level
was reached, however, each major consumption category except that
representing gifts, contributions, and personal taxes received a
declining share of income.

The demand for food and home maintenance is so urgent that the
average family with an income of $500 to $750 spent 7 percent more
than its current income for these items alone. (See table 1.) Families
in this income bracket constituted 7.5 percent of the total number of

% See glossary, appendix B, for definitions of the various catagories of expenditure and the items included
under each.

¢ These families constituted a sample composed as nearly as possible of the same number of families in
each income class, within each family type and each occupational group. Since this method of collection,
by design, failed to preserve the proportions of the several groups that were found in the population of
families eligible for the expenditure schedule, it was necessary to use the proportions obtaining in the eligible
sample as weights for all averages that represented combinations of occupational groups, of family types, or
of income classes. See appendix A, for a description of the method of sampling.

7 While the present study represents an investigation of differences in expenditure patterns of families at
different income levels, it provides inferential though not direct evidence on how any given group of families
would alter the apportionment of their spending if their incomes were raised or lowered. Thus, it is con-
venient to express differences in expenditures among families at different economic levels as relative changes
with income. The relative increase over the income range in the outlay for a given category provides an
indication of the “elasticity” of expenditures for that category. Elasticity may be measured in terms of the
percentage increase over a given income range in average outlay for the category (as in ch. IX), or it may be
indicated by a comparison of the increase in average expenditures for the category in question with the
increase in income or in total expenditures. Since the expenditure base has generally been used in the dis-
tribution of family expenditures, it has been convenient throughout the greater part of the report to speak
of expenditures for specific groups of items as being relatively elastic or inelastic, according to whether
amounts spent constituted an increasing or decreasing proportion of total expenditures. It will be apparent
from tables 1, 2, and 3 that the elasticity of any category is much lower when computed in relation to income

rather than to expenditures, because of the influence of deficits at the lower economic levels, and of savings
in the upper portion of the income scale.
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INTRODUCTION 5

white families in Chicago, but only 4.2 percent of the total number of
native white nonrelief complete families. Their total expenditures
exceeded their current income by 30 percent. (Wkile the term
expenditure is used, it must be recognized that some part of this deficit
accrued in the form of unpaid bills and loans, and part was met by
withdrawals from past savings.) Average deficits became smaller at
succeeding income levels until, among families with incomes between
$1,750 and $2,000, aggregate savings exceeded aggregate deficits.
The incomes of the families falling in this bracket averaged $1,875,
and it is of considerable significance to find that the point at which
average families began to make a small saving was the point below
which half the families covered in this part of the Chicago survey are
found. Above $2,250, the average net surplus rose rapidly, and at-
tained a size amounting to one-fifth of total income for the income
group $5,000 to $7,500.

TaBLE 1.—Distribution of adjusted family income !

Percentage of adjusted income represented by *—
Money value of current family living
Avels
age ad-
Income class ijlilcsgfe Cloth. Contri- Net
Home |ing and| Trans- | Medi- bl;glgns Other "‘i“" s
Total | Food 3| mainte-| per- | porta- | cal o |itemar| P
: nance* | sonal | tion s | care slt))nal S
care taxes ¢
130,.6 | 56.3 50.3 9.4 3.8 3.5 L5 5.8
1141 | 46.3 41. 5 10. 4 4.3 5.0 L1 5.5
108.5 | 41.4 38.1 10. 4 5.7 4.0 1.4 5.5
102.8 | 39.2 35.8 10.0 5.5 4.2 1.8 6.3
101.0 | 36.6 340 10.5 6.4 4.8 2.0 6.7
98.2 ! 33.3 33.5 10.7 %5 4.2 2.3 6.7 2.2
96.4 | 31.4 3L.9 11 8.3 4.4 2.7 8.6 4.1
96.2( 322 314 11.0 7.1 4.7 2.7 7.1 4.1
9.5 29.1 30.0 11.6 8.4 4.3 3.0 7.1 6.8
88.3 | 26.9 27.4 10.7 8.0 4.0 3.9 7.4 1L5
86.9 | 25.7 27.6 11.8 7.8 3.9 3.6 6.5 13.2
87.1| 24.2 25.8 i1 6 9.0 4.4 5.5 6.6 13.2
80.1 19.3 26.2 10.1 8.5 3.9 5.8 7.3 19.8
80.9 | 16.9 25.0 12.4 8.5 3.3 6.7 8.1 18.5
64.8 | 1L0 19.1 8.8 6.2 1.5 11.8 6.4 34.7

1 The adjusted family income figure used in this table represents total tamily income as used in the income
classification (money income plus the value of housing received without money expense), and in addition
the value of food and fuel obtained without money expense.

3 The value of current family living plus surplus (or minus deficit) does not equal exactly 100 percent of
adjusted family income b of the net balancing difference. See glossary, appendix B and Tabular
Summary, table 1. .

3 Includes expenditures for food and the value of food obtained without money outlay.

4 Includes expenditures for housing, household operation and furnishings and equipment, and the value
of housing and {uel obtained without money outlay. .

3 Includes expenditures for automobile purchase and operation, and other transportation, .

¢ Excludes sales taxes, which were included in the expense for the items to which they applied; automobile
taxes, which were included in automobile operation expense; taxes on owned homes, included in housing
expense; and taxes on other real estate, which were deducted from the gross income from such property.

7 Includes expenditures for recreation, reading, education, tobacco, and miscellaneous items. .

8 Net surplus represents the excess of average money income over average current money expenditures.
See ch. II. ~ Average net deficits declined from 30.6 to 1.0 percent of adjusted family income in the income
classes below $1,750.

The level at which a family lives in any given year depends not
only upon its current income, its past savings, and its credit standing,
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6 FTAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

but also upon goods and services received without money expense.
The most important of these nonmoney items for most families is the
unpaid services of the housewife, but it is so difficult to secure an
adequate evaluation of these services, that this factor in income was
omitted from this survey. It was possible, however, to secure data
on the value of housing received by home owners without money ex-
pense in the year of the survey, of housing received as gift or pay, and
of food and fuel received without money expense. The data given in
table 1 include all these nonmoney items in the figure given for total
income, and in the appropriate categories under the heading ‘‘money
value of current family living”’ ® as a percentage of total income. Itis
of considerable interest, however, to follow average consumption pat-
terns at successive income levels without regard to the source of the
funds used, and without regard to savings. The distribution
given in table 2 shows expenditures for the major categories as a
percentage of total expenditures for current living, and throws into
high relief the changes in emphasis which follow changes in income
status. The same facts are presented graphically in figure 2, which
shows expenditures at different income levels for the various groups
of items, with averages for each category cumulated on the sum of the
preceding categories.

TaBLE 2.— Distribution of money value of current family lLiving, by major groups

Average Percentage of money value of current family living 2
total
Ty Contri
Income class value o i onurl-
° current | | Home Olond® Trans- | Medical| PUHODS | otner
ami o in- porta- and per- |
nvingyx tenance peg:(;gal tion care sonal | items
taxes

$500-$749__________________ $893 43.1 38.5 7.2 2.9 2.7 L1 4.5
$750-$999. - 1,036 40.5 36.4 9.2 3.8 4.3 1.0 4.8
$1,000-$1,249__ - 1,207 38.9 356.8 9.8 5.4 3.7 1.3 5.1
$1,250-$1,499____________._. 1, 408 38.2 34.9 9.7 5.3 4.1 1.7 6.1
$1,500-$1,740_______________ 1,637 36.2 33.7 10. 4 6.3 4.8 2.0 6.6
$1,750-$1,999____.__________ 1,842 34.0 34.1 10.9 7.6 4.3 2.3 6.8
$2,000-$2,249______.__.____. 2,036 32.6 33.2 11.5 8.6 4.5 2.7 6.9
$2,250-$2,4909______.___.__.. 2, 283 33.5 32,7 11.4 7.4 4.9 2.7 7.4
$2,500-$2,999______._____.__ 2, 556 311 32.2 12.4 8.9 4.6 3.2 7.6
$3,000-$3,409___________.___ 2,858 30.5 31.0 12.1 9.0 4.6 4.4 8.4
$3,500-$3,999_______________ 3,241 29.6 31.8 13.6 9.0 4.4 4.1 7.5
$4,000-94,999 ______________ 3,879 27.7 29.7 13.4 10.3 5.0 6.3 7.6
$5,000-$7,499_________._____ 4,776 24.0 315 12.7 10. 6 4.9 7.2 9.1
$7,500-$9,909_______________ 6, 989 20.9 30.9 15.3 10.5 4.1 8.3 10.0
$10,000 and over...__.__... 10, 552 17.0 29.6 13.6 9.5 2.3 18.2 9.8

L See glossary, appendix B, for definition of money value of current family living.
2 See table 1, footnotes 3-7, for definition of categories included in the money value of current familyliving.

8 Throughout the bulletin the term “‘expenditures’ is used to include both money expenditures and the
estimated money value of certain items obtained without money outlay during the year. The terms ‘‘total
expenditures for current living”’ and “money value of current family living” are thus synonymous and will
be used interchangeably. Since nonmoney items of consumption have been recorded only for housing, fuel,
and food, money expenditures for all other categories represent the only measure of family spending for those
categories.
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8 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

Food, most urgent of the essentials of living, absorbed a larger pro-
portion of total expenditures than any other category up to the
$1,750 level. Food and home maintenance (housing, household
operation, and furnishings and equipment combined) accounted for
more than three-fourths of total expenditures among families with
incomes below $1,000. The very urgency of these items means that
there is a disproportionately small expenditure for other items at
low incomes. As family incomes rise, the number of dollars spent for
food and home maintenance also increases. But proportionately
other family needs assert themselves vigorously and the relative
expenditure for food and home maintenance declines. Nevertheless,
among Chicago families in every income class except the highest
studied ($10,000 and over), these two groups of items account for
more than half of total expenditures.

Expenditures for clothing and personal care generally took the
third largest share of total expense. Unlike the food and home
maintenance items, such expenditures increased in relative importance
as well as in absolute amount as income rose, approximately doubling
as a proportion of the total between the bottom of the income scale
and the $3,500 level. In the highest income brackets, the share
received by such expenditures varied from one income level to the
next with no clear indication of further relative increase.

In a metropolitan area like Chicago, the ownership of an automo-
bile is far from being a necessity, and for 90 percent of the families in
the lowest income groups expenditures for transportation represent
only trolley and bus fares, with an occasional week-end trip to a resort
on Lake Michigan or a railroad excursion to visit relatives or friends
in the country. Ten percent of the families with incomes under
$1,000, however, reported the ownership of an automobile on which
they spent on the average about $62 during the year. The percentage
of families owning automobiles rose very rapidly, and among families
above the $3,500 level, the proportions exceeded 75 percent at each
income interval, reaching 100 percent in the group with incomes of
$7,500 to $10,000. The rapid growth within a generation in automo-
bile expenditures to rank among the major categories in the average
family budget probably represents a more striking change in spending
habits than has ever before occurred in an equal period of time.

At almost all income levels except the lowest and the highest, expend-
itures for medical care constituted, on the average, between 4 and
5 percent of current living. These average expenditures ranged from
$24 among families with incomes of $500 to $750 to $266 for families
with incomes of $7,500 or more. The variations concealed in the
average expenditure for medical care at any given income level,
however, tended to be greater than those found in expenditures for
any other category. At every income level up to $7,500, there were a
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INTRODUCTION 9

few families which reported no expenditures for medical care, while
at every income level above $750, some families incurred expenses of
over $400.

The category designated “contributions and personal taxes’” in the
present study differs in character somewhat from the other groups of
expenditure items. Insofar as gifts made to persons outside the eco-
nomic family are balanced by gifts received, such expenditures con-
stitute a part of family consumption. Sums spent for items such as
money contributions toward the support of individuals or institutions,
and personal taxes, represent aspects of family spending that aré less
directly converted to goods and services consumed than are expendi-
tures for the other categories. Nevertheless, for taxes and contributions
to religious organizations, at least, the families making such expendi-
tures receive returns in a variety of forms that constitute important
elements in their pattern of living.

As would be expected, expenditures for this group of items were the
most elastic among the categories of expenditure. The increase was
very gradual, however, at the income levels below $4,000. At the
$4,000 level the average expenditure was $246, or more than 6 percent
of the total money value of current living, as compared with $10, or
approximately 1 percent of the expenditures of families with incomes
under $1,000.

Among the families with incomes below $2,250, contributions to
religious organizations formed the largest portion of the expenditures
for this group of items. The proportion of such contributions in the
total for this group decreased rapidly as income increased, while the
share spent for the support of relatives increased, and formed the
largest portion of these expenditures for families with incomes above
$3,000. Gifts to persons outside of the economic family fluctuated
between 20 and 30 percent of the total for this category among families
with incomes between $1,000 and $7,500. Contributions to the Com-
munity Chest and other welfare agencies never exceeded 10 percent of
the outlay tor this category of expenditures, and averaged less than $5
for the year among all families with incomes below $3,500. In con-
trast, even families in the lowest income group tended to give slightly
more than $5 a year to their church, Sunday school, and other religious
institutions.

Amounts reported for taxes under this heading do not include the
types of taxation that are most important to low-income groups.
Thus, sales taxes were included in the expense for the items to which
they applied. Automobile taxes were included in automobile opera-
tion expense. Taxes on owned homes were treated as an expense of
home ownership, while taxes on other real property were deducted
from the gross income from such property. Income taxes and personal
property taxes are, however, included here. They amounted to no
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10 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

more than $7 a year, on the average, among families with incomes of
less than $3,500, but increased rapidly, as would be expected, among
families in the higher income brackets. Considerably less than 1 per-
cent of total expenditures were taken by such personal taxes among
families with incomes below $5,000. In the three succeeding income
intervals, however, these taxes accounted for 1, 3, and 7 percent,
respectively, of total expenditures.

Expenditures for recreation as such, tobacco, reading, education,
and miscellaneous items have been grouped in tables 1 to 3 under the
heading ‘“‘other items.” Tobacco received about 2 percent of total
current expense at every income level, and books, newspapers and
magazines about 1 percent.

Expenditures for recreation, like those for clothing, increased in
successive income classes rapidly enough to account for an increasing
proportion of total expenditures over the income range. The amounts
spent constituted only 1.4 percent of total expenditures among families
receiving less than $750, but approximately three times this percentage
among families receiving $5,000 and over. Up to the $1,250 level
admissions to motion pictures took more than half the total recreation
fund, and even up to the $5,000 level average expenditures for motion
pictures were greater than for any other related group of items in this
category.

In a community as highly urbanized as Chicago the distribution of
money expenditures (table 3) is very similar to the distribution of
money value of current living presented in table 2. The value of
housing obtained without money expense in the year of the survey
was the largest nonmoney item in the value of family living. Hence
home maintenance is the only consumption category representing a
consistently larger proportion of total value of family living than of
money expenditure. The difference between money expenditures
and the money value of family living averaged as much as $230 at the
$10,000 and over income level and as little as $21 at the $750 to $1,000
level. Total value of family living was 7 percent greater than money
expenditures at the lowest income level surveyed, where a relatively
large proportion of the families were home owners, and food received
without money expense was of greater importance than at higher
income levels.

The change in the expenditure pattern over the income range may
be summarized by a comparison of the distribution of the money
expenditures of Chicago families with incomes of $500 to $750 and
those with incomes of $10,000 and more. At the lowest income level
covered in the Study, expenditures for clothing, personal care, and
transportation together absorbed only slightly more than one-seventh,
and the remaining goods and services less than one-ninth as large a
share of total money expenditures as did food and home maintenance.
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INTRODUCTION 11

Chicago families in the highest income bracket, on the other hand,
spent two-thirds as much for the minor categories as for food and
home maintenance, and over one-half as much for clothing, personal
care, and transportation.

TABLE 3.—Distribution of money expenditures for current family living, by major

groups
Percentage of total money expenditures
Ave{age
total ex- "
Income class pendi- Home | Clothing | Trans- |prodical gogt“g‘é' Other
tures! | Food | mainte- |and per- | porta. ical|tloms and | Duner,
nance ? |sonalcare| tion3 care | personal | items
taxes ¢

$500-$749_ oo $830 [ 42.0 38.4 7.7 3.1 2.9 1.2 4.7
e cmmm——————— 1,016 39.8 36.6 9.4 3.8 4.4 1.0 5.0
$1,000-$1,249_ . _._.__.___ 1,165 39.2 34.5 10.1 5.6 3.9 1.4 5.3
$1,250-$1,499_ ... __._.___ 1,353 38.1 32.8 10.1 5.7 4.3 1.8 6.2
$1,500-$1,749_____ ... 1, 605 36.7 32.5 10.7 8.5 4.8 2.0 6.8
1,760-$1,900_______________ 1,799 34.5 32.8 1.1 7.8 4.4 2.4 7.0
$2,000-$2,249___________.____ 1, 986 33.2 31.6 11.8 8.9 4.6 2.8 7.1
$2,250-$2,499_ . ____________ 2,222 34.2 31.1 11.7 7.6 5.0 2.8 7.6
2,500-$2,999_ . ____________ 2, 479 317 30.5 12.7 9.3 4.7 3.3 7.8
$3,000-83,498_ ____________._ 2,741 315 28.4 12.7 9.4 4.7 4.6 8.7
$3,500-$3,999. ... 3,145 30.1 30.1 14.0 9.3 4.6 4.2 7.7
$4,900_ . ... 3, 760 28.3 27.8 13.8 10.6 5.2 6.5 7.8
$5,000-37,499_______________ 4,619 24.3 29.6 13.1 11.0 5.1 7.5 9.4
$7, $9,999 . .. ... 6, 851 21.1 29.7 15.6 10.7 4.2 8.5 10. 2
$10,000 and over___________ 10, 322 17.2 28.1 14.0 9.7 2.3 18.6 10.1

1 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this study.

1 Includes expenditures for housing, household operation, and furnishings and equipment.

3 Includes expenditures for automobile purchase and operation, and other transportation.

4 Excludes sales taxes, which were included in the expense for the items to which they applied; auto-
mobile taxes, which were included in automobile operation expense; taxes on owned homes, included in
housing expense; and taxes on other real estate, which were deducted from the gross income from such
property,

3 Includes expenditures for recreation, tobacco, reading, education, and other items.

The ensuing report will attempt to indicate the answers to questions
toward which the investigation was directed. For example: As we
move up the income scale, which categories of expenditures rise with
greatest regularity? Which are most irregular? How do these
changes in expenditures vary as between smaller and larger, or
younger and older families or, let us say, between the wage earner
and professional groups? At what income level do families definitely
enter the market, or recede from the market, for particular kinds of
goods and services? Which are relatively urgent items in the family
budget; which assume the behavior of luxuries?

It is hoped that consideration given to questions like these may have
a bearing on such problems as the establishment of just wage scales;
the development of family budgets; estimates of national consump-
tion; the relative taxability of successive income strata in the com-
munity; the feasibility of current marketing programs and—in the
large—the problem of keeping production in balance with consumption
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Chapter II
The Family Balance Sheet

The balance sheet for families studied in Chicago may be presented
by comparing current money income with money expenditures for
current living. Such a balance sheet, calculated for groups at suc-
cessive economic levels, measures the changing relationship between
income and consumption along the income scale, and brings to light
the prevalence among low-income groups of spending financed through
deficit, and in the upper income groups, of surpluses that account for
rapidly increasing proportions of total income.

At every income level up to $10,000, some families made annual ex-
penditures in excess of their current annual incomes, while others
saved something during the year. Among Chicago families in every
income class under $1,750, comprising two-fifths of those giving
consumption data, average money expenditures exceeded average cur-
rent money income. {See table4.) At theincome level of $500 to $750
the excess averaged more than $200 for the year. To make up this
difference the families drew on savings, bought on eredit, or contracted
loans. Among families with incomes of $1,750 and over average
money income exceeded current money expenditures by amounts that
rose steadily in successive income classes, until, for those with incomes
of $10,000 and over (average money income, $16,047) the excess
averaged about one-third of money income.

TABLE 4.— Average money income and money expenditures for current family living !

Money Mone;
expendi- expendi-
Money tures for Income class Money | tures for

Income class income | current income | current

family family

living living
$621 $2, 658 $2,479
888 3,121 2,741
1,000 3,635 3, 145
1,314 4,334 3,760
1, 589 5, 809 4,619
1,833 8, 505 , 851
g, 063 186, 047 10, 322

@
-
joy

1 The difference between average money income and average money expenditures equals the average
net surplus or deficit, shown in table 5, except for the balancing difference (never as much as 5.5 percent
of total receipts or disbursements, whichever was larger, for any scheduled family); the net balancing differ-
ence is given in the Tabular Summary, table 1.

12
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THE FAMILY BALANCE SHEET 13

Current income and family resources.—Over an extended period of
time most families may be expected to strike a balance between income
and purchases plus savings. This does not mean, however, that in
any given year a family will match current expenditures with current
income. The older family may be living on the capital as well as
the income of its past accumulations. The young head of family with
good prospects may assume obligations, perhaps on furniture or an
automobile, beyond the income of the given year. The family of a
business or professional executive may show little deviation in yearly
expenditures, in spite of variations in annual income, even though the
result is a current surplus in some years and a deficit in others. A
large emergency expense for medical care may make it necessary to
entrench on savings or encumber future income. Ordinarily a family
in the lower half of the income scale will not be able to make a cash
purchase of a durable good like a gas range or a suite of furniture out
of current earnings, and often not out of available savings. Hence,
in a given year, it is to be expected that a fraction of the families will
increase their liabilities for the purpose of improving the level of their
living while others are keeping well within their incomes and perhaps
reducing their liabilities on last year’s commitments.

It should be noted, in this connection, that the year covered by the
Study of Consumer Purchases was not a “normal”’ one for a sub-
stantial proportion of the families. Incomes of many of them had not
recovered from reductions resulting from the depression. However,
business conditions were improving and wage rates, as well as employ-
ment were on the increase. It is understandable that after restricted
buying for several years, families began to incur obligations beyond
current income, predicated upon the hope of steady employment
and future increases of income. Thus, the net deficit for a family or
a group of families recorded in the period of the Study may not reflect
a chronic tendency to live beyond income, but rather an optimistic
outlook in 1935-36 regarding future income. This interpretation is
supported by the data on net installment obligations for Chicago
families, which show that, in general, the installment commitments
carried over at the end of the schedule year were somewhat greater
than those with which the year began.!

Had the Study of Consumer Purchases been conducted at another
stage In the business cycle, the surplus and deficit record would
perhaps have been different in some important respects. At some
later date family balance sheets may be studied for a number of
successive years, to determine the regularity with which families
balance net increases in assets against net increases in liabilities.
Meanwhile, an examination of the surpluses and deficits of Chicago
families for the year 1935-36 shows that in several income groups

1 See details of surplus and deficit items, ch. VIII.
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14 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

there must have been families with strikingly unbalanced budgets for
the year. These cases are apt to distort the averages for the group.
Such instances of random fluctuation in the sample need not, however,
obscure the dominant pattern shown by the data.

Surplus and deficit by income levels—The figures given in table 4 for
money income and total money expenditures for current family living
represent averages for the entire group of families at the given income
levels. At each interval along the income scale, however, there were
families that showed a net surplus for the year. (See table 5.)2 On
the other hand, there were families at every income level except the
highest that ended the year with a deficit. Finally, there were a
few families at most income levels that broke even for the year, and
reported neither surplus nor deficit.

TABLE 5.— Average net surplus and deficit

Families having Families having | Average net surplus

surplus ! deficit 1 or deficit (-5’
Income class b ol N ol Perc en‘t-

ercent- | Average | Percent- | Average age of
age amount age amount |ATOUNET| o ey
income

$500-$749__ . ____ . 22 $78 70 $316 —$204 —33
7508009, ... 44 41 55 237 -13 —13
$1,000-81,249_ ________ . ... 52 60 43 218 —63 —6
$1,250-$1,499 ... ... 58 79 38 199 —29 -2

$1,500-$1,749_ _ ___________ ... 66 88 28 215 -3 ™
$1,750-$1,999_ __________________________._. 73 163 26 298 42 2
$2,000-$2,249_ _____.______________._______ 77 184 21 255 87 4
$2,250-$2,499 . . ... ... 7 217 23 278 98 4
$2,600-$2,999_ _ 76 329 22 292 185 7
X ,499 85 498 14 379 371 12
$3,500-$3,999 90 587 10 354 491 14
$4,000-$4,999 88 728 12 421 589 14
$5,000-$7,499 94 1,333 5 1,288 1,181 20
$7,500-$9,999_ 99 1,617 1 1, 000 1, 599 19
$10,000 and ove 100 5,647 | |eooio. 5,647 35

1 Excludes families whose schedules showed an exact balance for the year.

¢ For a reconciliation of the average net surplus or deficit with the difference between average income and
expenditure, as shown in table 4, p. 12, see Tabular Summary, table 1.

*Less than 1 percent.

2 Table 4 shows the average reported money income and the average reported money expenditure for
current family living. The average surpluses and deficits shown in table 5 are compiled from detailed re-
ports of changes in assets and changes in liabilities. These detailed reports were treated as part of the
record of money disbursements and money receipts to determine whether the total reported money dis-
bursements balanced with the total reported money receipts. As used in the present study the term dis-
bursements includes money expenditures for current living and amounts spent to increase assets or decrease
liabilities, while receipts includes money income and funds used for family living which were obtained
through decreasing assets or increasing liabilities, A schedule was accepted if money receipts and money
disbursements agreed within 5.5 percent. It follows from this method that the difference between average
money income and average money expenditures shown in table 4 will not agree precisely with the average
surplus or deficit for all families shown in the last column of table 5. (See discussion of balancing difference
in glossary.)

Except at income levels of $5,000 and over, the net balancing differences among Chicago families were
negative, by amounts that did not exceed $15 in any income class. No attempt was made to force a balance.
It would have been impossible to account precisely for these minor discrepancies without unduly prolonging
the field interviews. They may have resulted from errors in estimating income, expenditures, savings or
deficits. In any event, the average differences were too small to be significant.
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THE FAMILY BALANCE SHEET 15

Only about one family in five in the income class $500 to $750
reported a surplus, but more than half of those in every income group
beginning with $1,000 kept money expenditures below money income.
Among the families studied that had incomes of $5,000 and over,
more than 95 percent had a surplus for the year.

The average amount of the surpluses for families that reported them
was under $100 in all income classes below $1,750. Thereafter the
average amount increased rapidly at successive levels, growing to
more than $1,000 at the $5,000 level, and to more than $5,500 among
the highest income group studied, whose incomes averaged more than
$16,000. (See fig. 3.)

The average deficits of families that did not make ends meet, on
the other hand, were $200 or above throughout the income range.
They varied between $200 and $300 up to the $3,000 level, with no
tendency toward either increase or decrease in relation to income.
Among the deficit families that received $3,000 and over, the average
amount of the deficit was above $300. Although there were no Chicago
families in the highest income class studied that did not accumulate a
surplus, those with deficits in the groups receiving $5,000 to $10,000
reported an excess of expenditures over income that averaged more
than $1,200.

When surpluses and deficits are averaged together for all families
at a given income level, surpluses were not large enough, nor suffi-
ciently numerous, to outweigh deficits until the $1,750 level was
reached. Those receiving $1,500 to $1,750;, however, came close to
achieving a balance, since average net deficit was only $3. Above
$1,750, the average net surplus rose rapidly, and attained a size
amounting to one-fifth of average money income for the income group
receiving $5,000 to $7,500.

While the frequency and amount of surpluses were thus closely
related to income, the averages presented here partly obscure the
wide variations among families in the same income class in the balance-
sheet record for the year. As an illustration of such variation, one
clerical family containing husband and wife only in the income class
$1,000 to $1,250 reported current expenditures aggregating $988, and
a surplus of $55. Another clerical family of the same composition
in the same income group spent $2,194, and incurred a deficit of $1,162.
Similarly, in the upper part of the income scale, two independent
professional families of this type, both in the income class $3,500 to
$4,000, reported total expenditures for the year that differed by more
than $4,000. Thus, one had a surplus of $1,791 and the other a
deficit of $2,216.
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THE FAMILY BALANCE SHEET 17

" Surplus and deficit among occupational groups.—In spite of fluctua-
tions,® some fairly consistent differences appear among families in
different occupational groups when current money incomes are balanced
against total money expenditures. Families classified as wage-earner
and clerical reported smaller average expenditures, at most income
levels, than did those in other occupational groups. Those in the
independent professional and salaried business categories tended to
have the highest average expenditures at a given income level.* As
a corollary, families of clerical workers and wage earners with incomes
of $1,750 or more had net surpluses for the year, while in the other
occupational classifications average net deficits—in some cases sub-
stantial—were incurred up to a higher point in the income scale. (See
table 6.)

TABLE 6.—Average total money expenditures and met surplus or deficit (—), by
occupational group

Inde- :
Inde- . Salaried
Wage ; endent | Salaried
Income class C pe p A -
earner lerical bulslign?sg profes- | business ‘;{3,’}’;,51

sional

Average total money expenditures !

$1, 356 $1,356 $1, 203 $1, 436 $1,407 $1,372
1,613 1,618 1,518 , 641 1, 599 1,518
1,773 1,811 1,868 1,819 1,819 1,887
1,964 1,971 2,026 2,335 2,117 2,020
2,236 2,211 2, 202 2,326 2,273 2,147
2, 557 2,388 2,401 2, 503 2,640 2,430
2, 668 2, 616 2,945 2,943 2, 899 2,813
2,953 3,057 3,286 3,335 3,288 3,278
3, 690 3, 857 3, 688 3,708 3,954 3, 500

Average net surplus or deficit (—)

$1,250-81,490. ... —$37 —$19 —$5 —381 —s$97 $28
$1,500-$1,749_ ~15 -1 56 =73 8 75
$1,750-$1,999. 70 36 —45 1 5 —5
$2,000-32,249_ 110 94 48| *—250 —54 107
$2,250-$2,499_ 93 119 30 82 i
$2,500-$2,099- 138 255 273 89 78 137
$3,000-$3,499_ 429 481 202 187 223 320
$3,500-$3,999- 615 545 a1 308 304 308
$4,000-84,999 T TTTTTTTTTIITTTOT 534 556 722 665 504 661

* See footnote 3, p. 17. .
1 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this study.

3 The sequence from substantial average deficit to substantial average surplus was continuous when the
data were analyzed by income alone. Irregularities appear, however, if an analysis is made by occupa-
tional or family type categories, since the averages were based on smaller numbers of families. These ir-
regularities resulted from wide variation on the part of individual families from the average for the group.

The effect of one unusual case may be illustrated by referring in table 6 to the independent professional
families at the income level $2,000 to $2,250. One family in this group with a net income of $2,004 had total
expenditures for the year (exclusive of life insurance and other investment items) of $4,236. This family
purchased an automobile, spent $686 for house furnishings, and then toward the end of the schedule year
incurred a high funeral expense. The family was one which in past years had enjoyed higher incomes
and was able to draw $3,400 from its savings account in making disbursements during the year. If this
family were excluded, a small net surplus would have been indicated for the whole group, rather than a
net deficit of $250.

4+ In the case of an independent professional or business executive family that was listed in one of the low-
income classes, the relatively high expenditure total sometimes gave a truer picture of the family’s social
and econormic level than did the low net income figure reported for the current year,
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18 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

Salaried professional families reported high average surpluses, as
compared with families in other occupational groups, at four of the
five income levels between $1,250 and $2,500, although, at succeeding
levels, their surpluses were generally smaller than those of wage-
earner, clerical, and independent business families. Examination of
the data on average number of persons per family ® indicates that
size of family was not the primary factor accounting for this showing.

Surplus and deficit among family type groups.—In accordance with
expectations, the data show that the more members there are in the
family the higher the income level at which average income is sufficient
to cover average expenditures, or, on the other hand, at which average
net deficits will give way to average net surpluses. (See table 7.)
When the contrast in family size was particularly marked, as between
families containing only husband and wife, and those that con-
tained seven or eight members, there was a clear-cut distinetion in
respect both to average total money expenditures and to the balance
between income and expenditures. Thus, while the former reported
average net surpluses at all income levels beginning at $1,500, the latter
reported average net deficits up to the $2,250 level. These families
also showed the smallest net surpluses at all succeeding levels. Cor-
respondingly, the smaller families spent less for goods and services
than the larger, the difference in average outlay varying between
$65 and $2,321. In the majority of the income classes, the average
total money expenditures for the large family type exceeded those of
the two-person families by more than $200.%

5 See Tabular Summary, table 2,

6 These substantial differences in total money expenditure and in surplus or deficit obtained in spite of the
fact that there was no appreciable difference between the 2 family types in the average amount of their
incomes within comparable incomne classes. Up to the $5,000 level the income differences between the small
and large family groups did not average more than $75 in any income group. (See Tabular Summary,
table1.)
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TaBLE T.—Average total money expenditures and net surplus or deficit (—), by
family type

Family type !
Income class
I 1I III v v VI VII
Average total money expenditures ?

$750-8999_ - $945 $963 $990 | $1,085 | $1,453 | $1,078 | $1,153
$1,000-$1,249_____________ -] L1104 1,182 1,126 ( 1,245 ] 1,204 ( 1,101 1,489
$1,250-$1,499________.____ - L,355 ) 1,279, 1,411 | 1,372 ¢ 1,332 | 1,390 1,486
$1,500-$1,749. --1 1,560 1,593 1,636 1,638 1, 565 1,634 1,751
$1,750~81,999_ 1,745 | 1,762 | 1,845 1,788 | 1,908 | 1,889 1,880
$2,000-$2,249_ 1,082 1 1,067 | 2,020 | 1,950 | 1,993 | 2,042 2,082
$2,250-$2,409___ 2,185 | 2,244 | 2,264 | 2,219 | 2,179 | 2,268 [ 2,250
$2,500-$2,999___._________ -] 2,371 2,458 | 2,638 | 2,460 | 2,549 | 2,450 2, 586
$3,000~-$3,400_____________ | 2,731 2,840 | 2,675 | 2, 2,937 | 2,846 2,873
$3,500-$3,999________._... | 3120 3,328 | 3,204 | 2,936 | 3,266 | 3,309 3,343

,000-$4,999_ .. ___.__ --| 3,607 | 3,793 | 3,996 | 3,703 | 3,888 { 3,754 3,852
$5,000-$7,499________.__ .| 4,118 1 5,040 | 4,652 | 4,610 | 4,753 | 4,077 6, 439
$7,500-89,999 o 6,889 | 6,705 | 6,849 [ 6,886 | 6,339 | 6,131 7,860

Average net surplus or deficit (—)

$750-$099_ .. —$43 | $—-50 | —$99 | —$186 | —$517 | —$175 | —$206
$1,000-$1,249_ —71 —16 —13( —126 | —112 —411
$1,250-81,499_ —54 39 -39 —64 2 —52 —08
$1,500-$1,749. _. 36 22 —10 —44 —6 —-27 —143
$1,750-$1,999___ 85 94 20 34 —90 —13 —10
$2,000-$2,249.__ 98 100 59 112 82 62 —57
$2,250-$2,499___ 130 109 104 67 80 95 45
$2,500-$2,999___ 270 262 23 214 57 185 120
$3,000-$3,499. .. 388 325 365 501 200 311 196
$3,500~$3,999._ 546 391 497 665 280 290 268

,000-$4,999___ 734 618 517 650 384 4 407
$5,000-$7,499___ 1,822 723 944 | 1,320 857 | 1,305 —600
$7,500-$9,999___ .. 1,222 | 1,960 | 1,559 | 1,872 | 1,453 | 2,223 803

1 The 7 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, as follows:

Type
I No other persons (families of 2).
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II 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
III 2 childrenunder 16 (families of 4).

IV 1person 16 or over and one or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).

V 1child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).

VI 3or4children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).

VII 1child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).
 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this study.
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20 FPAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

The difference in total money expenditures between the small and the
large family types in the same income class is significant mainly at
the lower income levels where it appears that, regardless of income,
there is a certain minimum below which large families cannot reduce
their expenditures. At the higher levels, where a greater variety of
choice is possible, the differences in total expenditures as between
large and small families were less consistent and apparently less
significant.”

Differences in average total money expenditures were by no means
so clear-cut between families with three and those with four members.
Families containing two children generally spent somewhat more than
families with only one child, and showed a slightly less favorable
balance at the end of the year. Up to the $2,000 income level families
with three or four members, at least three of them adults, spent more
than families with one child, while at succeeding levels the older
families generally had smaller average total expenditures than did
families with one or two young children. This suggests that at the
lower income levels, when there are one or more adults in a family,
in addition to the husband and wife, expenditures for the essentials
cannot be reduced so low as when there are only young children, since
the food and clothing requirements of adults are greater. At the
higher income levels, however, where families have more latitude in
their outlays, young couples with one or two children appear to spend
more freely than families with at least three members 16 or over.

In most income groups up to the $4,000 level, families with three
or four children spent more than families with one or two. The

7 Although the data thus indicate a fairly consistent relationship between family size and the amount of
surplus or deficit, it should be pointed out that differences in occupational distribution within the several
family types occasionally have the effect of obscuring the real relationship existing between size of family and
the balance sheet record. For example, the group of families of type VI, with incomes of $1,000 to $1,250,
shown in table 7, had an average net surplus of $9. On its face this figure seems remarkable, when com-
pared with the showing of family type I (husband and wife only) which had an average net deficit of $71 in
the same income class. The explanation appears from a more detailed analysis of the group, as follows: In
the incomne class $1,000 to $1,250 schedules were taken only for wage-earner and clerical families. A majority
of the families in the clerical group at this income level reported money expenditures exceeding money
income, in both family type groups, whereas, among the wage-earner families, those spending less than in-
come outnumbered those spending more. (See supplement to Tabular Summary, table A.) However,
according to the distribution of wage-earner and clerical families obtained from the sample of eligible families
in Chicago, there were almost four times as many wage-earner families as clerical in family type VI, while
in type I there were not quite twice as many in wage-earner as in clerical occupations. Hence, in deriving the
weighted averages for families of the two types at this income level ($1.000 to $1,250), nearly four times as much
weight was given to the surplusreported by wage earners as to the deficit of clerical families of type VI, and less
than twice as much weight to the wage-earner surplus as to the clerical deficit in family type L.

Tt will be seen, therefore, that the average net surplus of $9 for families of type VI, in comparison with the
net deficit of $71 among families of type I, did not reflect primarily the influence of the large family as com-
pared with a smaller one. It implied rather, that in Chicago the relatively large families of type VI, which
managed to keep off relief even though the family income was below $1,250, happened to be mainly in wage
earner occupations; and that those large wage-earner families had learned how to live within their modest
circumstances. What was actually measured in the tables by family type (all occupations combined) was
not the effect of family type as an isolated influence so much as the condition found, over the whole com-
munity, with respect to the group belonging to that family type.

Differences in family type distribution among the occupational groups likewise may affect the averages
reported for such groups.
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average total money expenditures of such families tended to run below
those of families which contained the same number of persons but
included at least three adults.

There seems to be ground for concluding that the addition of a
third or fourth child has less bearing on family expenditures than does
that of a first or second child. Moreover, the addition of an adult
appears to increase family expenditures more markedly at succeeding
income levels than does the addition of another child. Nevertheless,
the differences by family type, so far as total money expenditures
are concerned, are not consistent enough—except as between the
smallest and largest family types—to justify any definite ranking on
the basis of number and age of the family members.

Surplus and deficit items.—The present chapter has been concerned
chiefly with a consideration of the relation between money income and
money expenditures, and the net surpluses or deficits reported by
families in the several income, occupational, or family type groups.
There remains the question as to what kinds of deficit and surplus
items were reported, and their relative size among the different groups
analyzed. Such information throws light on the means by which
families financed expenditures that were in excess of income, and the
forms of saving adopted by those that ended the year with a surplus.
This analysis will form the subject matter of chapter VIII, following
the discussion of expenditures for current family living.

8 See supplement to Tabular Summary, table A, and appendix D for analysis of family type differences
within each occupational category.

Possibly one reason why the relationships among family types were not altogether consistent is that the
family types themselves did not represent entirely consistent differences in composition. Thus, as between
family types V and VI, the former, by definition, contained one child under 16, one person over 16, and one
or two additional members of unspecified age, in addition to the husband and wife. The person over 16
was in some cases but 17 or 18 years of age and the family in general of about the same age class as those
included under family type VI (three or four children under 16). Again, the extra adult was not necessarily
a son or daughter but might be a parent of the husband or wife, in a family with one or two small children.

In another case, a family of type V might consist of parents well along in years with two or three grown
children and one only under 16 years of age.
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Chapter I11
Food

Chicago families consistently spend more for food than for any other
category of consumption, regardless of whether current family income
is $500 or $10,000.! Average amounts spent for food by the families
studied increased steadily at successive income levels, from less than
$1 per day among families with incomes between $500 and $750 to
almost $5 a day among the relatively few families with incomes of
$10,000 or more. For the majority of the families, the proportion of
total money expenditures devoted to food was roughly one-third.
Between the income classes $1,500 to $1,750 and $4,000 to $5,000 the
average amount devoted to food nearly doubled, although the propor-
tion of total money expenditures allocated to food declined by more
than one-fifth. At the lowest income level studied ($500 to $750),
more than two-fifths of the total went for food alone. (See table 8
and fig. 4.) Among those families which reported incomes between
$7,500 and $10,000, on the other hand, food absorbed only about one-
fifth of total money expenditures.?

The declining importance of food is more marked when measured in
relation to income than when compared to total expenditures. At the
lower income levels, for instance, where current income was typically
less than total expenditures, food took a larger share of money income
than of expenditures. At the other end of the income scale, where
food represented 17 percent of money expenditures, it accounted for
only 11 percent of money mcome. (See table 8.)

1 When expense for household operation and furnishings is added to housing expense proper and the sum
treated as one expenditure category, food ranked second in the upper part of the income range.

2 The category of food included not only expenditures for the family’s regular meals and for miscellaneous
items like candy, soft drinks, and liquor, but also a considerable part of the family’s entertainment bill. It
was not practicable to keep apart the recreational and the food-consuming aspects of what was spent in eat-
ing out—to separate the restaurant checks for night-club and after-theater parties, for example, from those
for family meals away from home. The range of choices of the various families in respect to the use of meals

as an auxiliary to entertainments, communal activities, and ‘“‘going out” thus tends to complicate the prob-
lem of comparing the food expenditures of families at different income levels.

22
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24 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TABLE 8.-— Average money expenditures for food 1

Average food expenditures
Per family
Income class
Percentage Per meal
of total | Percentage ggr :q%lv&-
Amount | money ex- | of money nt adu
pendi- income 1
tures 3

$500-749_ . e $348 42.0 56.0 $0. 111
$750-$999. _. 404 39.8 45.5 .130
$1,000-$1,24¢ 457 39.2 41.9 .143
$1,250-$1,499__ 520 39.1 40.2 .164
$1,500-$1,749__ 589 36.7 37.1 . 181
$1,750-$1,999__ 619 34.5 33.8 . 186
2,000-$2,249.__ 660 33.2 32.0 .188
761 34.2 32.9 .221
786 3L7 29.6 217
863 3L5 27.6 .238
944 30.1 26.0 . 254
1,065 28.3 24.6 . 268
1,125 24.3 19.4 .270
$7,500-$9,999__ 1,445 21.1 17.0 .282
$10,000 and over.. L iimiaaan 1,780 17.2 1.1 . 366

1 Data were collected on the value of food obtained without money expense (meals and other food received
in lieu of pay, the products of home gardens, and meals and other food received as gift). The value of such
food was included both in the figures for adjusted income and in value of current family living, but the aver-
age amounts of such free food reported by Chicago families were so small that money expenditures for food
approximate very closely the level of food consumption for all the families covered in Chicago except at the
lowest income level. Among families with incomes of $500 to $750 the value of free food was $37, which was
equivalent to one cent per meal per person. Data on free food and on the total value of food are presented
only in the Tabular Summary, table 3.

2 See glossary, appendix B, for definitions of expenditures and income.

Expense per meal per equivalent adult*—In marked contrast to the
decline in the percentage of total money expenditures devoted to food,
the average expense per meal per person rose steadily at successive
income levels. (See table 8.) Families at the lowest income level
surveyed allocated 42 percent of their total money expenditures to
food, yet they spent on the average only 11 cents per meal per person.
Families at the median income interval for the group studied ($1,750
to $2,000) devoted 34 percent of their total money expenditures to
food, but they spent, on the average, between 18 and 19 cents per meal
per equivalent adult. Families at the top of the income scale, with
17 percent of their money expense going to food, averaged almost
37 cents.

Expense for food away from home.—The changing character of the
expense category labelled ‘“food” is exemplified by the proportion of
total food expense allotted to food consumed away from home, as
distinguished from food served at home or carried from home. At
succeeding income levels there was a steady increase in the proportion
of total food expenditures which went for eating out. Families with

3 Money expenditure per meal per person was computed on the basis of total expense for food (except for
food eaten while traveling) divided by the number of equivalent adults who were members of the household.
Persons who werein the household less than the full year, and children whose food consumption was less

than an adult’s, were counted as fractions of an equivalent adult. For methods of computation and the
fractions of a standard food unit assigned to a given age, see glossary, appendix B.
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incomes between $500 and $750 devoted only 3 percent of total food
expense to this purpose, and only families with incomes of $1,750 and
over spent as much as 10 percent of the food dollar, on the average, for
food away from home. (See table 9.) On the other hand, families in
the income levels above $7,500 spent one-fourth or more of their
total outlay for food in such manner.

TABLE 9.—Average money expenditures for food away from home

Total food away from
home
(;thgr
Mealsat | .9°
Income class I;er?:ll }aﬁg werk ?rvgg
oftotal for
Amount expendi- home
tures

BB00- 8749 . e $12 3.4 $9 $3
$750-$999______ 14 3.5 9 ]
$1,000-$1,249___ 24 5.3 18 6
$1,250-$1,499___ 41 7.8 30 1
$1,500-31,749___ 52 8.8 36 16
$1,750-$1,999___ 73 11.8 55 18
2,000-$2,249___ 74 11.2 56 18
$2,250-$2,499___ 100 13.2 70 30
$2,500-$2,999___ 128 16.0 87 41
$3,000-$3, 162 18.8 104 58
$3,500-$3, 176 18.7 106 70
$4,000-$4,999_ 241 22.8 148 93
$5,000-$7,499._ 246 21.8 133 113
$7,500-$9,999_ 409 28.3 169 240
$10,000 and over_._.. 535 30.0 206 329

At the lower income levels, food away from home consisted chiefly
of meals at work. (See table 9.) In other words, this item partook
more of the character of an occupational expense than of recreation or
entertainment. Among families with incomes of less than $1,750,
two-thirds or more of the amounts spent for food away from home
came within this category. At higher incomes, however, this kind of
expenditure decreased in importance until, at the $7,500 level, it
accounted for less than half of the total expense for meals out. At
the same time, the other more strictly recreational items included as
food away from home assumed increasing importance.*

Food expense by occupational group.—At the income levels at which
all occupational groups were covered in this study ($1,250 to $5,000),
the differences in average food expenditures among the various
groups were not striking. (See table 10.) In general, wage-earner
families spent more for food, at a given income level, than did families
in the other occupational groups. Since their total money expendi-

¢ These figures are taken from detailed data on food expenditures, to be published in a later bulletin.
Preliminary examination of these data indicates that, when family income was less than $5,000, food away
from home (exclusive of meals at work) consisted chiefly of such items as candy, ice cream, soft drinks, and
the like. It would seem that the purchase of candy, ice cream, and drinks, be it only in 5-cent units, is fairly
common even when family income is low, but to eat meals away from home, except when at work, is appar-
ently not customary except when the family income is well above the median.

Similarly, the average amounts reported for meals at school, and especially board at school, constituted a
negligible proportion of the expenditures reported for food away from home.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



26 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

tures for current living tended to be somewhat below those of the
other groups, the proportion of this total devoted to food was rather
uniformly high among the wage earners. Independent professional
families at most income levels ranked next to the wage-earner group
in average dollar expenditures for food. Nevertheless, since the
total expenditures for current family living of the independent pro-
fessional group were relatively high, the proportion of the total
devoted to food was in general considerably lower than among the
wag-eearner families. Families in the salaried occupational groups
spent least for food in terms of both dollar expenditures and the ratio
of food expense to total money expenditures.®

TABLE 10.— Average money expenditures for food, by occupational group

Inde-
Inde- . Salaried
Wage : pendent | Salaried
Income class Clerical | pendent f profes-
earner : profes- | business
business fessional sional
Amount

5{ ,250-$1,499_ . .. $549 $504 $483 $500 $486 $504
$1,500-81,749__ 602 581 59 558 54 516
$1,750-$1,9909_ _ __ 619 611 668 645 603 604
$2, 000—$2,249. .- 666 648 668 669 693 661
$2,250—$2,499- . 794 762 697 741 738 688
$2,500—$2,999_ - 846 745 767 776 830 712
$3,000-$3,499_ _ 907 852 6 905 845 791
$3,500-$3,999 997 918 959 942 908 986
$4,000-%4 ,999 ______________________________ 1,074 1,197 976 1,042 1,021 943

Percentage of total money expenditures !
$1,250-$1,499__ 40.7 37.2 37.4 34.9 34.5 36.7
$1,500-$1, 37.3 35.9 38.9 34.0 34.3 33.9
$1,750-$1,999 34.9 33.8 35.8 35.5 33.2 32.5
$2,000-$2,249 33.9 32.9 33.1 28.7 32.7 32.8
$2,250-$2,499. 35.6 34.4 31.7 31.9 32.5 32.0
$2,500—$2,9 33.2 31,2 32,0 29.9 31.6 29.3
$3,000-$3,499.. . 34.1 32,7 30.1 30.8 29, 2 28.2
$3, 49! 33.7 30.0 1 28.2 27.7 30.0
$4, X 29.2 31.0 27.2 28.1 25.9 26.3

1 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this study.

Although wage-earner families had high average food expenditures,
they reported relatively low expense per meal per person. This
results from the fact that the wage-earner group tended to have larger
families, and a greater number of persons 16 years of age and over
than other occupational groups.® Their high average food expense
was thus the result of family size. In this respect, families in the inde-
pendent professional category were at the other extreme, with the
lowest average number of persons per family. Thus, with average

5 At all income levels the families with no gainfully employed members spent less for food than did the
families with earners; and at most income levels the nongainfully employed group devoted a smaller
proportion of their total money expenditures to food expenditures than did families in the other groups.
It will be remembered that the families in this occupational class were not included in the tables showing

all occupational groups combined. Their food expenditures are given in Tabular Summary, table 2.
¢ See Tabular Summary, table 2, for average number of persons per family,
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expenditures for food per family nearly as high at given income levels
as those of the wage-earner families, their expense per meal per person
was naturally higher. (See table 11.) Similarly, the two salaried
groups in general had higher expense per meal per person than did
the families in the clerical and independent business categories, though
in average total food expense the relationships were reversed.’

TaBLE 11.—Average money expenditures per meal per equivalent adult, by occupa-
tional group

Inde- :
Inde- . Salaried
Wage . pendent | Salaried

Income class Clerical | pendent . + profes-

earner business Is’fgf;;s’l business | “i,ra1
$1,250-$1,499_ ... $0. 168 $0. 157 $0. 150 $0. 158 $0. 158 $0. 178
$1,500-$1,749_ . __ e . 178 .187 .181 .215 175 171
$1,750~$1,999_ . __ ... .182 . 185 . 194 . 205 .190 . 208
$2,000-$2,249_ . ... .181 . 186 .196 .231 .208 . 208
$2,250-$2,499__ .22 212 . 200 .222 . 247 . 218
$2,500-$2,999 .219 . 203 .222 . 252 . 246 .213
$3,000-$3,499 .229 . 236 . 240 . 258 . 253 . 236
,500-$3,999 .239 . 253 . 259 . 235 . 247 .294
$4,000-$4,999 .242 .201 . 262 . 269 . 267 . 256

One factor in the ability of the wage-earner families to keep food
expense per meal per equivalent adult relatively low was the compara-
tively small amount which they spent for food away from home.
Although the differences are not entirely consistent, families in the
wage-earner group tended to have low expenditures of this type, as
compared with families in the other groups at the same income levels.

Food expense by family type—When the average food expenditures
of families of varying composition are compared, much more clearly
defined differences appear than among families of the various occupa-
tional groups. These differences reflect chiefly the number of mem-
bers in the economic family and to a lesser degree the age of those
members. The two-person families almost uniformly spent the least
for food, with the families containing one child coming next, and the
large families containing seven or eight persons ranking highest in
average food bill. (See table 12.) The greater cost of food for an
adult than for a child is reflected in the generally higher average
food expense for families of type V than of type VI. Both contained
five or six members, but the former had from one to three persons
over 16 years of age in addition to husband and wife, while the latter
contained only children under 16 in addition to the parents.

7 Further light may be thrown on the questions as to whether families in different occupations differ in
their level of expenditures for food by an analysis of the several occupational groups within each family
type. (See supplement to Tabular Summary, table B.) While such figures show variations from group
to group, they chiefly reflect differences in individual family customs, to be expected from the small num-

bers on which the averages are based, and do not reveal any consistent differences related to occupational
classification.
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28 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TaBLE 12.— Average money expenditures for food, by family type

Family type!
Income class
I II III v \' 21 VIiI
$750-$990_ .. ... $356 $386 $436 $429 $566 $428 $505
399 450 481 481 588 468 579
496 473 565 548 587 602 707
525 582 632 560 666 698 712
536 590 670 607 744 725 789
523 629 729 684 772 737
627 768 770 816 821 840 947
644 734 816 805 853 1,020
738 806 868 8421 1,035 | 1,038 1,080
827 903 961 911 | 1,106 | 1,025 1,177
808 | 1,053 | 1,099 | 1,036 | 1,329 | 1,071 1,361
903 , 1,120 | 1,171} 1,333 { 1,147 1,836
1,296 | 1,100 | 1,393 [ 1,428 | 1,544 | 1,647 2,107

1 The 7 family types, distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband and
wife, were as follows:

Type
I No other person (families of 2).
I1 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
111 2 children under 16 (families of 4).
IV 1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).
V 1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).
VI 3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 ot 6).
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).

The differences in average food expenditures among families of
different size is illustrated by a comparison of the proportion of total
money expenditures devoted to food. Quite clearly, the larger the
family, the greater the importance of the food item. (See table 13.)
Among two-person families, food never accounted for as much as 40
percent of total money expenditures at any of the income levels
covered. But among the families containing seven or eight members
(type VII), it took two-fifths of the total at all incomes up to $2,500.
Again, the husband-and-wife families devoted less than one-fourth of
total money expenditures to food at incomes of $4,000 and over, while
families with three or four children under 16 and those with five or six
members other than husband and wife spent more than one-fourth of
the total on food even when income amounted to $7,500 and over.

It is noteworthy that, especially at the lower income levels, food
expenditure was more rigid among the larger than among the smaller
families. Thus, for example, among families containing three or four
children under 16 there is little change within the income range from
$750 to $1,750 in the proportion of total money expenditures devoted
to food. A similar situation may be observed in connection with
families containing seven or eight persons in the income range from
$1,500 to $2,500. At higher income levels, however, the proportion
of total money expenditures allocated to food declined about as rapidly
among the large as among the small families.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



FOOD 29
TABLE 13.

Percentage of total money expenditures devoted to food, by family type!

[Horizontal lines mark income interval in which food takes from one-quarter to two-fitths of total family
expenditure}

Family type ?

Income class
I II I v v VI VII

1 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this study.
1 The 7 family types, distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, were as follows:
Type
I No other person (families of 2).
II 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
III 2 children under 16 (families of 4).
IV 1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).
1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).
3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or eight).

S«

TABLE 14.—Rank comparison, by family type, of (A) the average money expenditures
for food per family and (B) average money expenditures per meal per equivalent

aduli !
Family type 2
Income class I II 111 v v VI VII
AIB|AIB|(A[(B|A|BI/A|B|A|B|A|B
7 1 6 2 3 |34 (4-5 |34 1 5 |4-5 ] 2 7
7|1 1} 6] 2{34| 334 4| 1| 6| 5} 5| 2 7
6 1 71 2| 4| 3| 5| 4| 3| 6] 2( 5| 1 7
7 1| 5] 21 4| 65| 6 4| 3| 6! 2| 3| 1 7
7 1 6] 2| 4| 3| 5 4| 2| 6§ 31 5| 1 7
71 1 6 2| 4] 3| 5| 4 2| 6; 3] 5[ 1 7
7] 1156 2561 4| 4| 3| 3| 61 2| 5 1 7
7 11 6] 2| 4| 4] 61 3| 2| 6| 3| & 1 7
7 1 6 2 4 4 5 3 |2-3 6 |12-3 5 1 7
71 1 6| 2| 4| 4( 5 3| 2| 6| 3] 6] 1 7
711 51 2| 3| 41 6 3 2| 6{ 4 6| 1 7
7 1 6 2 5 4 3 3 2 5 4 7 1 ]
6 1 7 3| 5| 4| 4} 2| 3| 7| 2| 5] 1 ]

1 Low numbers in the A columns indicate high dollar expenditures per family; in the B columns, low num-
bers mean high per person meal expense. Tied ranks indicate approximately equal expense, by family
of different ty{)es.

2 The 7 family types, distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, were as follows:

Type
I No other person (families of 2).
II 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
III 2 children under 16 (families of 4).
IV 1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).
V 1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of § or 6).
VI 3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6). .
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).
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30 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

While average dollar expenditures for food were thus directly
related to family size, expense per meal per person showed a consistent
inverse relationship. (See table 14.) The two-person families, which
had the lowest total food expenditures, had without exception the
highest expense per meal per person. The seven- or eight-person
families, with the largest expenditures, had the lowest expense per
measl per food-expenditure unit. It was not until the latter families
reached the $4,000 to $5,000 income level that their average expendi-
tures per meal per equivalent adult equaled those of the two-person
families with incomes of $1,000 to $1,250.8

Such differences are explained in part by the fact that unit food costs
are commonly somewhat lower when food is purchased and prepared
in relatively large quantities. It is probable, also, that large families
purchased somewhat cheaper foods than did small families, and that
at the lower income levels they generally had less adequate diets.
Certainly the small families spent more on food away from home,
which undoubtedly helped to increase their expense per meal per
person.

Summary.—At all income levels, food was the most important
category of consumption among the Chicago families studied. Al-
though average food expense increased less rapidly over the income
range than total money expenditures, it was only among the families
with incomes of $10,000 and over that it accounted for less than one-
fifth of the total.

While part of this increase was due to a more generous and probably
a more adequate diet among the higher income families, a part was
also undoubtedly due to the increasing importance of the luxury
items. This is typified by the increasing importance in the food
budget of expenditures for food away from home. The rising expense
per meal per person at successive income levels probably reflects
both factors.

Occupational classification seems to have much less to do with food
expenditures than does family composition. Wage-earner families
in general had rather high average food expense, due chiefly to family
size, which was slightly larger than among the other occupational
groups.

The relationship between family composition and average food
expense at given income levels was very close. The larger families
spent more for food, both in dollar amounts and in proportion to their
total expenditures. These larger sums were not proportional to the
differences in family size, however, so that an almost perfect inverse
correlation appeared between family size and expense per meal per
person.

8 8ee Tabular Summary, table 3.
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Chapter IV

Home Maintenance

Next to food, housing is the most important category in the family
budget. As in the case of food, average money expenditures for
housing (together with fuel, light, and refrigeration) ! increased almost
without exception from one income level to another among Chicago
native white families. (See table 15.) Again, as in the case of food,
however, these expenditures increased at a rate less rapid than total
income, and the percentage of total expenditures allocated to housing
declined as income increased. It absorbed, on the average, about
one-third of total money expenditures among families with incomes
of $1,000 or less, one-fourth among families up to the $2,250 income
level, one-fifth from there to the $4,000 level, and one-sixth even for
families with incomes of $10,000 and over.

TaBLE 15.—Average money expenditures for home maintenance

Total home main- Household opera- | Furnishings and
tenance Housing'! tion 3 equipment
Percent- Percent- Percent- Percent-
e ches e e el ot
otal otal 0 otal
Amount money Amount money Amount money Amount mone
expendi- expendi- expendi- expendi-

tures ¢ tures 3 tures 3 tures &
$500-$749_ $318 38.4 $286 34.6 $26 3.1 $6 0.7
$750-$999 372 36.6 325 32.0 30 2.9 17 1.7
1,000-$1, 401 34.5 335 28.8 36 3.1 30 2.6
$1,250-$1,499_ _ 444 32.8 366 27.1 48 3.5 30 2.2
1,500-$1,749. _ 523 32.5 428 26.68 57 3.5 38 2.4
$1,750-$1,999_ ____________ 591 32.8 465 25.8 68 3.8 58 3.2
$2,000-$2,249____________ 629 31.6 481 4.2 84 4.2 64 3.2
$2,250~-$2,499_ _ 690 31.1 517 23.3 105 4.7 68 3.1
$2,500~$2,999_ _ 754 30.5 554 22.4 124 5.0 76 3.1
$3,000-$3,499_ _ 777 28.4 545 19.9 153 5.6 79 2.9
$3,500-$3,9 947 30.1 651 20.7 180 5.7 116 3.7
$4, % 1,045 27.8 688 18.3 259 6.9 98 2.6
$5,000-$7,499__ 1,371 29.6 842 18.2 407 8.8 122 2.6
$7, $9,999____ 2,036 20.7 1,190 17.3 681 10.0 165 2.4
$10,000 and over_____._._ 2, 898 28.1 1,663 16.1 950 9.2 285 2.8

1 Includes all current money expenditures for the family home and for the vacation home (mortgage
interest, taxes, repairs, and insurance for owned homes and rent for rented homes), and expenditures for
lodging for family members away from home, including room rent-at school. Expenditures for fuel, light,
and refrigeration are combined with expenditures for housing, since rent as paid by many families included
one or more of these items. The net money value of the occupancy of owned homes, or of housing received
as pay or gift is not included in this column.

tIncluding household help, laundry, telephone, and other items of household operation, but not fuel,
light, and refrigeration.

3 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this study.

t Expenditures for fue), light, and refrigeration are combined with expenditures for housing alone since,
in many cases, the rent figure included one or more of these other items.
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32 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGQ

Total money value of housing.>—Money expenditures for housing by
no means represent the total value of the housing utilized during the
year by these Chicago families, since many of them occupied owned
homes whose rental value exceeded current outlay for upkeep, and
some lived in dwellings that were provided as part of pay, or as a gift.
In the case of home owners, a sum, “imputed income from home
ownership,” was added to money income, representing the difference
between the rental value of the home for the months of occupancy
and the expenses incurred as a result of ownership. For many fami-
lies this income was a substantial item. In the case of families that
received housing as gift or pay the rental value also was treated as
an addition to income.

Accordingly, the data on average value of housing provide a better
measure of the level of living as far as housing is concerned than do
figures for money expenditures alone. The ‘income’” from the
family’s equity in an owned home (when occupancy value is greater
than current expense) thus takes the form of housing rather than cash
income. For an accurate representation of total income and total
consumption, therefore, such nonmoney items must be added to both
sides of the family balance sheet.

On this basis the importance of housing, when measured in terms
of its value in relation to total expenditures (or total money value of
current family living) is somewhat greater, at income levels above
$1,000, than the ratio between money expenditures for housing and
total money outlay. Housing absorbed from one-fourth to over
one-third of total expenditures at all income levels up to $2,500, and
one-fifth of the total even for families with incomes of $5,000 to $7,500.
(See fig. 5.) The total value of housing increased somewhat more
regularly with income than did the current dollar expenditures for
housing, as might be expected when account is taken of the increasing
proportion of home ownership, and therefore of the increasing amounts
of imputed income from housing at the upper income levels. (See
table 16.)

2 It should be noted that great caution must be exercised in making any comparison of the housing data
reported in this chapter with those presented in vol. I, ch, V and VI. The discussion in vol. I based on the
short schedule used with the large random sample centered mainly about the rents for family homes reported
by renting families and the rental values of owned family homes, while this chapter deals primarily with
money expenditures and the money value of housing for all families regardless of tenure and includes expendi-
tures for lodging away from home, In_ vol. I, money expenditures for fuel, light, and refrigeration were
included only when they were covered by the rents reported and it was therefore impossible to give the
rent figures without them; in this chapter, such expenditures are in all cases included. The imputed value
of home ownership as reported on the family schedule and presented in vol. I, was an estimated figure;
the data in this chapter on nonmoney value of housing reflect the actual housing costs reported by home
owning families. Finally, in vol. I, the averages at any given income level, for all families and families of
specified occupational groups included the larger families (types VIIT and other) which did not furnish

expenditure schedules, and the averages for all families and families of specified type groups include families
with no gainfully employed members, which were treated separately in the analysis of expenditures.
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Fig. 8

HOUSING AS A PERCENTAGE
OF TOTAL EXPENDITURES
AT SELECTED INCOME LEVELS
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34 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLE 16.—Housing: Average money expenditures and average money value !

Money expenditures Money value of
for housing ? housing 3

Income class Percentage 1:,‘}‘&?,’,‘;25"

of total value of

Amount money |Amount* current

expendi- (am?ly

tures 2 living 3
$286 34.6 $310 34.9
325 32.0 329 319
336 28.8 365 30.3
366 27.1 413 29.3
428 26.6 456 27.9
465 25.8 501 27.2
481 24.2 527 25.9
517 23.3 574 25.1
554 22. 4 622 24.3
545 19.9 654 22.9
651 20.7 734 22.6
688 18.3 793 20.5
842 18.2 976 20.4
1,191 17.3 1,317 18.9
1,663 16.1 1,885 17.9

1 Averages based on all families: Renters, owners, and those that received housing as gift or pay.

2 Tncludes expense for fuel, light, and refrigeration.

1 See glossary, appendix B, for definitions of expenditures and money value of current family living.
4 Includes the value of housing and fuel received without money expense.

Money expenditures for household operation.—Household operation
accounted for less than 4 percent of total money expenditures for
families with incomes below $2,000, 5 percent or more for families
with incomes of $2,500 to $4,000, and almost 10 percent for families at
the income level of $7,500 and above (table 15).

This category included two main groups of items: Household help,
for which the proportion of families reporting expenditure increased
markedly with income; and supplies ® and other services, which were
in the expense account of all families. The average outlays for sup-
plies and for telephone, laundry, and miscellaneous services increased
somewhat less rapidly than total expenditures. They amounted to
$26 for families with incomes of $500 to $750, $65 for those at the
median income interval ($1,750 to $2,000) and $241 for those in the
highest bracket. (See table 17.) At the lower income levels, these
expenditures were attributable chiefly to laundry and cleaning sup-
plies, with telephone coming second. For families with incomes
below $1,250, such supplies were the largest single item; above that
point, families incurred a larger average expense for laundry sent out
than for laundry and cleaning supplies. At most income levels above
$1,250, too, families spent, on the average, only slightly less for tele-
phone service than for laundry sent out. Only at the $5,000 income
level and above, however, did expenditures for telephone service
average as much as $4.50 a month *

3 Excluding fuel, light, and refrigeration.
¢ Based on tabulation of individual items asppearing in a later bulletin,

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



HOME MAINTENANCE 35

TasLE 17.— Average money expenditures for household operation 1

Paid household help
Famili " Other
'amilies reporting | services
Income class Total and
Amount supplies
Percent- | Average
age expense
00— 8740 - e $26 | $26
780-8990 _ e B0 | 30
1,000-$1,249_ e cemaeen 36 $2 5 $40 34
1,250~-$1,499_ _ 48 1 4 25 47
1,500-81,749_ _ 57 1 1 100 56
1,750-$1,999_ 68 3 6 50 85
2 000-$2,249 __ 84 9 12 75 75
2,250~-$2,499__ - 105 17 19 89 88
2,500-$2,999 _ - _ . e 124 28 27 104 96
$3,000-$3,499__ 153 48 39 123 105
3,500-$3,999__ 181 70 42 167 109
4,000-$4,999. _ 259 119 63 189 140
5,000-$7,499_ _ 407 245 78 314 162
57,500-$9,009 o 681 452 93 486 229
$10,000 a0d OVer . _ o icecameeno 950 709 91 779 241

1 Other than for fuel, light, and refrigeration, which were included with expense for housing proper.

In contrast to expenditures for supplies and miscellaneous services,
those for household help absorbed an increasing proportion of total
money expenditures at succeeding income levels and exceeded the
former at the $5,000 level. The average payments of all families
for household help amounted to less than $10 a year among families
with incomes below $2,000, more than $100 for families with incomes
of $4,000 and more, and $700 for those at the highest level. The
rise in these averages reflects in large part the increasing proportion
of families that reported help. (See table 17.) Household help was
employed by about 1 in every 20 families with incomes below $2,000.
Among those with incomes of $7,500 and more, 9 in every 10 families
reported payments for household help, some of the remainder re-
ceiving this service as part of rent.

The rise in the average outlays for household help, per family
employing help, suggests, furthermore, that with rising incomes
Chicago families employed full-time help more frequently than
part-time help and similarly, trained servants more commonly than
general workers. Among families with incomes of $5,000 and more,
for example, more than twice as much was spent for full-time as for
part-time help.®

Money expenditures for furnishings and egquipment.—Furnishings
and equipment absorbed, on the whole, a rising share of total money
expenditures up to about the $2,000 income level, where they com-
prised 3.2 percent of the total. At higher incomes they constituted

§ Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin,
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in general a somewhat decreasing share of this total. Available
evidence indicates that expenditures in this category weére largely
for furniture and such types of household goods as require frequent
replacement. However, at most incomes above $1,750 there were
fairly substantial expenditures for refrigerators, chiefly electric.®

As regards expenditures for durable goods of the type here con-
sidered, wide variations among families are to be expected because
some already have these items, while others have still to acquire them.
In addition, these variations are also due to the varying tastes and
habits of individual families. Every family differs in most of its
expenditures from the average for the group. The range of varia-
tion among families at a given income interval is often greater than
the range in averages between succeeding income levels. Most of
these variations are obscured by the use of averages for families of a
given occupational group or family type at a given income level.

Expenditures for home maintenance.—When expenditures for hous-
ing, household operation, and furnishings are combined into the
broader category, home maintenance, the influence of the largest
constituent, housing, is apparent in the decline over the income
range in the relative size of the category. Thus, the total value of
home maintenance, including the money value of housing and fuel
obtained without money expense, declined from nearly 39 percent of
the value of current living at the $500 to $750 level to slightly under
30 percent for the group receiving $10,000 or over. In terms of money
expenditures alone, the relative decline was slightly greater, since the
nonmoney value of housing was much higher at the top of the income
scale than at the bottom. The value of home maintenance equaled
or exceeded that for food as low in the income scale as the $1,750 to
$2,000 level. (See table 2.)

Occupational differences in money expenditures for housing.—When
current money expenditures for housing are compared for Chicago
families in the six occupational groups, clear differences are to be
found. The families of wage earners at most income levels had the
lowest expenditures, followed in general by the clerical group, while
families in the independent professional category ranked highest
(table 18).7

¢ Based on tabulation of individual items appearing in a later bulletin.

7 This is in accord with the rent data secured in the large random sample studied in Chicago, which indi-
cated that at most income levels wage earners paid the lowest rents, followed by families of clerical workers
while families in the business and professional categories spent the most for their housing. (See vol. I,
ch, VL)

These occupational differences in average expenditures for housing persist when families of different
occupational classification are compared, holding income and family type constant. (See supplement to
Tabular Summary, table B, and appendix D.) Among the smaller families (types I, II, and III), in par-
ticular, those in the wage-earner group at most comparable income levels usually spent less than those in
other occupational groups, while families in the independent professional category were at the other extreme.
This difference tended to be greater in the upper than in the lower part of the income scale.
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TaBLE 18.—Housing: Average money expenditures and average money value, by
occupational group

Inde- :
Inde- : Balaried
Wage : pendent | Salaried
Income class earner Clerical glelz;idrg’x;ts: profes- | business g{gxf]%sl
sional
Average money expenditures !
$1,250-$1,499_ ... _________________..___. $345 $394 $392 $461 $430 $404
$1,500-$1,749.__ 415 446 405 500 468 433
$1,750-$1,999__ 448 483 490 535 460 475
$2,000-$2,249._ 462 480 536 526 506 541
$2,250-$2,499. . 523 493 557 637 540 515
,500-$2,999. 523 559 576 619 638 530
$3,000-$3,499__ 466 512 687 657 591 508
$3,500-$3,999__ 556 619 631 772 784 653
$4,000-8$4,999___ .. 500 705 694 822 758 688
Average money value ?
$391 $441 $475 $510 $430 $414
455 455 440 51 46 469
488 511 541 572 508 520
507 535 574 588 546 543
562 570 £31 703 575 562
567 639 642 688 691 655
576 649 804 687 665 693
721 701 676 838 818 723
639 768 834 968 845 809

! Includes expense for fuel, light, and refrigeration.
¢ Includes expense for fuel, light, and refrigeration and the value of housing and fuel obtained without
money expense.

Occupational differences in the total money value of housing.—OQOccupa-
tional differences in the total money value of housing followed the
pattern found in expenditures for housing. When the money value of
housing received without money expense in the year of the survey is
added to current money expenses to obtain the total value of housing,
approximately the same occupational differences appear as in the case
of money expense alone. Families in the wage-earner group ranked
low, followed by the clerical group, with independent professional
families at the other extreme.?

The value of housing obtained without direct money outlay repre-
sented primarily imputed income from owned family homes. A few
families reported imputed income from the ownership of vacation
homes. Only a small number received rent as pay or gift, although the
amounts were often substantial for the families that received rent in
return for services. Salaried professional and clerical families reported

8 These occupational differences were characteristic of families classified in each of the composition groups
except those with three or four children under 16 (type VI) and those with five or six members other than
husband and wife (type VII), which were not sufficiently numerous in the individual occupational categories
to warrant generalizations concerning them. (8ee appendix D.)

It is possible that business and professional groups spend the most for housing partly because of the use

of their homes for entertaining clients and colleagues, a use that is in part an occupational expense, but
one not easily separable from the family expenditures with which it is associated.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



38 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

slightly more rent received without money expense than other
occupational groups.?

With one general exception, the relative amount of imputed income
shown for all families at a given income level was determined by the
proportion of families owning their homes. Home ownership was most
common in Chicago among the wage-earner and independent business
families, and least common among families in the professional and
salaried business categories.’® Nevertheless, independent professional
families ranked with those in the independent business and wage-
earner groups in respect to the average amounts of imputed income
received.! It would appear that the value of owned homes, or at
least the value of owners’ equities, was relatively high among owning
families in the independent professional group, corresponding to the
comparatively large average rents paid by renting families in this
occupational category.

Occupational differences in household operation expense—At every
income level between $1,250 and $5,000, families in the wage-earner
group had the lowest average money expenditures for household
operation, and families in the independent professional group, with
one exception, the highest. (See table 19.)

Families in the independent professional and independent business
groups with incomes from $3,500 up spent more on the average for
paid help than for other household operation expenses. Families in
the independent professional and salaried business groups commonly
had the highest expenses for supplies and other services, while wage
earners feli at the opposite extreme.®* Expenditures for laundry sent
out generally constituted the major item of other household expense
among families in the several occupational groups at comparable
income levels between $1,250 and $5,000, although they were relatlvely
small for wage-earner families.

Household help, except for business and professional families with
incomes of $4,000 and more, was usually employed on a part-time
rather than a full-time basis. Among families of wage earners and
clerical workers average expenses were greater at most income levels
for part-time than for full-time help. Among families in the business

9 See Tabular Summary, table4. Ministers, resident physicians, and in some cases teachers, in the salaried
professional group, resident apartment house managers, in the clerical group, and janitors and boarding
house managers, in the wage-earner group, are those most likely to receive the use of living quarters (with
housekeeping facilities) as partial payment for services. The relatively large amounts of ‘“free’” rent reported
by clerical families may be partly accounted for by the fact that some families were classified as clerical
on the basis of earnings reported by children in families of janitors or apartment house managers who
received rent as pay.

10 See Tabular Summary, table 4-A.

11 See Tabular Summary, table 4.

12 Asin the case of housing expenditures, these occupational differences are characteristic of families classi-
fied in each of the first five family type groups. The contrast between wage-earner and independent profes-
sional families was particularly marked, however, among the husband-and-wife families and those of types
IVand V.

18 See Tabular Summary, table 5. .
U Based on tabulations to appear in a later bulletin.
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and professional categories outlay for part-time help was greater only
at incomes below $2,500.® Expenditures for domestic help were most
substantial among independent business and independent professional
families, and were of lesser importance among families of wage earners
at corresponding income levels.!®

TaBLE 19.—Average money expenditures for household operation,! by occupational

group
Inde- .
Inde- : Sslaried
‘Wage : pendent | Salaried
Income class Clerical | pendent 2 rofes-
earner Pisiness g;ofes- business | Df ool
onal
$1,250-$1,499 $44 $53 $55 $77 $67 $53
$1,500-$1,749 50 67 56 68 58 60
$1,750-$1,999 59 71 94 99 85 77
$2,000-$2,249 74 85 85 107 1056 127
$2, $2,499 93 109 131 174 115 100
$2,500-$2,999 107 133 140 183 130 115
$3,000-$3,409_ __ 106 146 211 237 186 156
,500-$3,9 128 164 207 309 215 179
$4,000-$4,999 182 249 269 373 302 238

1 Other than fuel, light, and refrigeration.

Occupational differences in money expenditures for furnishings and
equipment—When the several occupational groups are compared
with reference to the amounts spent for furnishings and equipment,
their relative positions are quite different from those noted in the
case of housing and household operation. (See table 20.) Wage
earners ranked high in this type of expense, in general considerably
higher than the families in the clerical group at comparable income
levels. Families in the independent professional category, on the
other hand, tended to fall in the lower half of the scale with respect
to these expenditures. 7

TABLE 20.— Average money expenditures for furnishings and equipment, by occupa-
tional group

Inde- :
Inde- : Salaried
Wage : pendent { Salaried
Income class earner Clerical gglslid];rég profes- | business Efg,ﬁ?f
sional
$37 $18 $9 $24 $46 $36
48 21 33 35 20
62 55 31 27 54 109
68 64 59 81 56 40
88 59 45 29 48 64
90 68 73 50 77 73
116 7! 67 73 66 54
133 129 126 109 85 94
103 88 131 73 67 134

18 Based on tabulations to appear in a later bulletin.

1 See Tabular Summary, table 5.

17 Examination of the data for the six oceupational groups within each family type separately indicates
that, while the differences are not large, they are quite consistent, with families of each type in the wage-
earner group tending to have high expenditures. Other differences are less marked, but families in the inde-
pendent business or professional group most often ranked low. (See supplement to Tabular Summary,
table B.)

113992°—39——4
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40 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

Among all groups of families, most of the expenditures for furnish-
ings and equipment went for furniture and such household goods as
linen, china, and kitchen equipment. This was especially true among
families in the business and professional categories, where in most
cases from 85 to 100 percent of the total went into this type of pur-
chase. Among families of clerical workers, and particularly of wage
earners, a larger share of the total (and among wage earners, a larger
average amount) went for the purchase of the larger items of house-
hold equipment, chiefly electric refrigerators and, to a lesser extent,
washing machines and vacuum cleaners.

The somewhat larger average expenditures of wage-earner families
for furnishings and equipment, incurred particularly for such articles
as refrigerators and other substantial furniture items, may be ex-
plained partly by the fact that outlays for furnishings and equipment
are influenced by the type of dwelling occupied. Hence, the greater
tendency for business and professional families to occupy modern
fully-equipped apartments finds reflection in fewer purchases of such
equipment on their part. In their greater outlays for refrigerators,
vacuum cleaners, or washing machines, the wage-earner families tend
to make up for the difference which was found between their relatively
low rents or rental values and the higher ones characteristic of the
white-collar occupational groups. In terms of total cost for home
maintenance, therefore, differences among the occupational groups
become less important, suggesting standards of home maintenance
at given income levels more nearly comparable than are indicated by
the data on housing and fuel, light, and refrigeration.

TaBLE 21.— Average money expenditures for home maintenance, by occupational

group
Inde- .
Inde- : Salaried
Wage : pendent | Salaried
Income class Clerical ndent _ < profes-
earner usiness ;;irgllgsl business siopal
$1,250-$1,499__ ... $426 $465 $456 $562 $543 $493
$1,500~$1,749. __ 513 541 482 601 561 513
$1,750-$1,999.__ 569 609 615 661 599 661
$2,000-$2,249._ 604 629 680 714 667 708
$2,250-$2,499_ 704 661 733 840 703 679
$2,600-$2,999_ 720 760 789 852 845 718
$3,000-$3,499. 688 728 965 967 843 808
$3,500-$3,999. 817 912 964 1,190 1,084 926
,000-84, 785 1,042 1,094 1,268 1,127 1,060

Expenditures for home maintenance among family type groups.—In
contrast to the rather clear differences found among families belong-
ing to the various occupational groups, the variations in average
money expenditures for housing among families of different type were
by no means consistent. (See table 22.)*

18 When the current housing expenditures of families of types I through VI within each occupational
group are compared, no clear differences are found except in the salaried professional group. In that group,

families of type IV generally had relatively low expenditures while the larger families, type V in particular,
had most noticeably high expenditures. (Seesupplement to Tabular Summary, table B and appendix D.)

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



HOME MAINTENANCE 41

TaABLE 22.

Housing: Average money expenditures and average money value, by
family type

Family type !
Income class

I II III v \A Vi VIL

Average money expenditures ?

750-$999 . o $321 $284 $277 $375 $492 $354 $329
$1,000-$1,249. 342 327 311 352 350 327 354
$1,250-$1,499. .. 345 386 362 381 358 360 369
$1,500-$1,749.__ 440 430 409 444 404 401 415
$1,750-$1,999__ 475 450 463 461 463 509 447
$2,000-52,249. . 499 503 429 456 513 519 439
$2,250-$2,499_. _ 519 542 526 487 526 523
$2,500-$2,999_ 5956 588 525 508 567 516
$3,000-$3,499_ 6 541 463 622 584 544
$3,500-$3,999_ 698 740 608 606 811 509
$4,000-$4,999_ 84 828 664 650 718 587
$5,000—$7 499 88 889 826 711 1,016
$7,500-$9,999___ 1,254 ( 1,210 | 1,165 1,232 933

329 317 384 396 3 394
413 381 450 416 410 398
445 433 491 473 421 4

469 490 533 514 519 507
532 489 540 560 559 511
857 556 617 580 550 577
617 665 611 580 655 692
691 675 611 704 624 649
27 762 728 739 879 715
833 891 778 834 913 718

1,254 | 1,360 | 1,305 | L1385 | 1,271| 1,007

1 The 7 family types, distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, were as follows:

Type
I No other person (families of 2).
II 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
III 2 children under 16 (families of 4).
IV 1person 16 or over and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).
V 1 child under 16, 1 person 186 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).
IV 3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).

? Including expense for fuel, light, and refrigeration.
3 Including expense for tuel light, and refrigeration, and the value of housing and fuel obtained without
money expense.

Home ownership tended to be most common among the largest
families (type VII) and those containing at least one adult in addition
to the husband and wife.® Families with three or four children
generally came next, while those containing only one child least fre-
quently owned their homes. Thus, as would be expected, home
ownership was most characteristic of the older families studied.

When the nonmoney values of housing were combined with current
money expenditures to make up the total value of housing, as shown
on table 8, it appears that families with three to six members, at least
three of them over 16 (types IV and V) clearly tended to rank high.?

19 8ee Tabular Summary, table 4-A.
% Within each occupational group, but particularly in the salaried professional and clerical groups, families

of types IV and V generally ranked high and those of types I and II tended to fall at the other extreme.
(Sce appendix D.)
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42 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

It is Interesting to note that families with one or two children
ranked somewhat higher in respect to the total value of housing in the
upper than in the lower portion of the income scale. (See table 22.) On
the other hand, two-person families and those with three or four mem-
bers, at least three over 16, had relatively higher values, as compared
with the other groups, at the low income levels. In general, families of
adults seem to be more “house proud,” to use Peixotto’s phrase,® than
are others. Families with small children have more urgent demands for
their available funds at the low income levels, but, as income permits,
expand their housing facilities at a relatively rapid rate.

One consequence of the comparatively large housing expenditures of
the husband-and-wife families at the lower income levels appears in
their relatively more spacious quarters (table 23). At almost all in-
come levels studied in Chicago, they reported an average of twice as
many rooms as persons, a higher ratio than for any other family type.
Families of three or four members, at least three over 16, came next,
with an average of from 0.62 to 0.80 persons per room. Families of
five or six persons (types V and VI) had fewer rooms than household
members at the lower income levels, while the largest families (type
VII), whose housing took on the average the smallest proportion of
the family budget, had fewer rooms than persons at all income levels.

TaBLE 23.— Average number of persons per room, by family type

Family type !
Income class

I II 111 v v VI VII
$750-$999_ . .. 0.58 0.78 0.88 0.80 0.96 1.17 1.56

, ,249_ . . . . . . .
$1,000-$1,249. 51 88 95 78 1.06 1.15 1.35
$1,250-81,499___ 56 .80 .89 78 1.06 1.09 1.26
$1.500~$1,749___ 54 76 .86 72 .96 1.02 1.31
$1,750~$1,999___ 53 72 .85 70 1.02 1.08 1.27
$2,000-$2,249_ 50 64 .90 74 .90 1.05 .23
$2,250-$2,499._ 48 72 .82 68 .97 1.02 1.26
$2,500-$2,999_ 53 66 .80 68 .97 .96 1.15
X ,499_ 49 62 .75 66 .89 1.00 1.15
$3,500-$3,999._ 48 66 .75 62 .90 1.00 1,17
$4,000-$4,999_ 50 66 .74 67 .95 .91 1.17
$6,000-$7,499_ .44 .86 .82 .63 .78 .96 110
$7,500-89,999 - e .58 .61 .71 .68 .74 .82 1.14

1 The 7 family types, distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband and
wife, are asfollows:
Type
I No other person (families of 2).
II 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
II1 2 children under 16 (families of 4).
IV 1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).
V 1child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).
VI 3or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).

With respect to expenses for household operation there is but slight
relationship to family type.”? When these expenditures are broken

21 Peixotto, Jessica B., Getting and Spending at the Professional Standard of Living, New York. Mac-
Millan Co., 1927.

22 When a comparison is made of the household operation expenditures of families of the several types
within each occupational group, differences are not consistent, but there is a clear tendency for families
of type II to rank high and those of type V to rank low. (See supplement to Tabular Summary, table B,
and appendix D.)
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down into their component items, it is found that at the low income
levels,® telephone service bore a higher ratio to other expenses for
two-person families than for larger families. Among families with
one child under 16, laundry and cleaning supplies tended to be a larger
item than laundry sent out up to the $1,250 income level; for families
with more members, this relationship persisted to a higher income
level. The total expense, however, is not consistently correlated
with family size or type.

Employment of household help showed a much more definite
relationship to family type, the average sums thus expended being
definitely larger for families with all children under 16 (types II,
IIT, and VI) than for the families containing a larger proportion of
adults (types I, IV, V, and VII). For most family types, part-time
help was more commonly employed than full-time, at least until the
upper income levels were reached. Among families with all children
under 16, amounts spent for full-time help exceeded those for part-
time help at income levels above $2,500, but among the other families,
only at & much higher level.?

There was little consistent difference among family types in expendi-
tures for furnishings and equipment, as table 24 shows, although in
general the younger families (types I, II, III, and VI) tended to spend
somewhat more than did the older families (types 1V, V, and VII).
It seems reasonable that the younger families, which are in the process
of building up the equipment of their homes, should make heavier
expenditures than the more mature families at the same income levels.

TABLE 24.— Average money expenditures for furnishings and equipment, by family

type
Family type !
Income class
I II III v v VI VII
$750~$999.__ $24 $11 $19 $3 $25 $26 $22
$1,000-$1,249 33 30 32 34 15 38
$1,250-31,499. _ 46 17 38 13 13 52 14
1,500-$1,749_____ 34 41 57 38 24 22 28
$1,750-$1,999_____ 71 69 44 49 62 45 31
$2,000-$2,249____ 71 54 90 62 50 45 46
$2,250-$2,499__ 79 65 74 57 73 31
2,500-$2, 67 93 96 64 88 64 77
$3,000-$3,499 101 76 62 70 65 65
,500-$3, 165 155 77 75 117 78 160
$4,000-$4,999 108 58 108 93 154 85
$5,000-$7,499__ 144 84 116 123 126 139 119
$7,500-$9,999_ .o 163 365 292 99 133 320

1The 7 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, as follows:
Type
I No other persons (families of 2).
II 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
III 2 children under 16 (families of 4). .
IV 1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).
1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).
VI 3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6). .
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).

<

2 Based on tabulations to appear in a later bulletin.
 Based on tabulations to appear in a later bulletin.
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44 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

When all expenditures for home maintenance are considered, as a
group, as in table 25, we find no consistent relationship among family
types throughout the income range. At the lower income levels, the
younger families (types 1, II, III, and VI) showed a tendency to
spend less on home maintenance than did the largest families and
those that contained adults in addition to husband and wife (types 1V,
V, and VII). At low income levels, families composed primarily of
persons over 16 may be inclined to put more emphasis on living
quarters than the families with young children, with their higher
expenditures for household help and medical care, can afford to do.
Furthermore, the adult family requires more space than a family of
the same size with young children.

TABLE 25.— Average money expenditures for home maintenance, by family type

Family type!
Income class
I II 111 v v VI VII

$750-8999. o $373 $323 $331 $410 $547 $414 $380
$1,000-$1,249_ 416 388 376 426 378 455
$1,250-$1,499___ 442 454 446 439 415 454 423
$1,500-$1,749.___ 536 531 514 542 475 480 484
$1,750-$1,999_ 620 585 576 572 585 622 545
$2,000-$2,249_ 668 641 612 592 627 656 542
$2,250-$2,499.. 699 705 705 696 622 701 631
2,500-52,999_ 769 839 837 707 692 748 673
$3,000-$3,499_ 797 950 756 667 816 830 719
,500-$3,999_ 1,004 [ 1,109 | 1,073 803 867 | 1,152 897
$4,000-$4,999___ 1,021 1 1,193 , 2 982 | 1,008 | 1,196 796
$5,000-$7,499___ 1,305 1,452 1,383 1,397 1,298 1,183 1,856
$7,500-$9,999__ . 2,336 | 2,249 | 2,256 1,915 | 1,735 2,121 1, 547

1 The 7 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, as follows:

Type
I No other persons (families of 2).
II 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
III 2 children under 16 (families of 4).
IV 1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).
1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).
VI 3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or 6 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).

<

In the upper part of the income scale, families with young children
tend to overtake those with adults in respect to home maintenance
expenditures. As income permits, the younger families expand their
housing facilities at a relatively rapid rate. Furthermore, the higher
family incomes in the adult family types often reflect the presence of
several earners and may therefore provide a lower level of living than
the same income to one earner with a family of young children.
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Chapter V
Clothing and Personal Care

Clothing,'! one of the three major categories in a family budget,
absorbed a much smaller proportion of the total expenditures for
current family living than did either food or housing. Among Chicago
families with incomes between $500 and $1,000 the total expenditure
for clothing was only one-sixth that for food, and only about one-fifth
the amount spent for housing (including fuel, light, and refrigeration).
But while the proportion of total family expenditures devoted to food
declined with increasing income, the proportion devoted to clothing
increased. The differences between the amounts spent for these
groups of items were therefore relatively less at the higher than at
the lower income levels: Families with incomes of $5,000 or more
spent approximately one-half as much for clothing as for food, and
approximately two-thirds as much for clothing as for housing.

The expenditures made for clothing by the Chicago families studied
were more elastic than for most other groups of items, the chief excep-
tions being the automobile, and contributions and personal taxes.
Clothing expenditures, which at the income level of $500 to $750
averaged only $46 per family, or 5.5 percent of total money expendi-
tures, reached a peak average of $1,289, or 12.5 percent of the total,
among families with incomes of $10,000 or more. (See table 26 and
fig. 6.)

TABLE 26.— Average money evpenditures for clothing and personal care

Clothing and per- s
sonal care combined Clothing Personal care
Income class Per{cter;;taige Pelrfcgnttalge Pertcfntga].ge
of total of tota. of to
Amount money ex- Amount money ex- Amount money ex-
penditures! penditures t penditures !
$64 7.7 $46 56 $18 2.2
95 9.4 74 7.3 21 2.1
118 10.1 93 8.0 25 2.1
137 10.2 109 8.0 28 2.1
171 10.7 136 8.5 35 2.2
200 11.1 164 9.1 36 2.0
______ 234 11.8 192 9.7 42 2.1
261 11.7 212 9.5 49 2.2
315 12.8 261 10.5 54 2.2
346 12.7 287 10.5 59 2.2
$3,500-$3, 441 14,0 371 11.8 70 2.2
$4,000-$4,999 520 13.8 440 1.7 80 2.1
$5,000-$7,499._ _ - 604 13.1 513 11.1 91 2.0
$7,500-$0,999_______.______.__ 1,071 15.6 913 13.3 158 2.3
$10,000 and over__.____________.... 1,440 14.0 1,289 12.5 151 15

1 See glossary, appendix B, for definition of expenditures that was used in this study.

1 Purchases of all wearing apparel, accessories, and jewelry, and expenditures for cleaning and pressing
and for materials and paid help used in home sewing were classified as expenditures for clothing in this
investigation.
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46 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

Expenditures for clothing thus behaved like those for a luxury
commodity, with average outlays very low at the bottom of the in-
come scale, but increasing as income rose, not only in amount but in
relation to total expenditures. At the upper income levels these
amounts purchased not only the garments required by the climate
and the conventions, but an increasing proportion of comforts and
even luxuries, as style and variety became factors of increasing
importance.

The very small expenditures for clothing at the lower income levels—
less than $100 per family, on the average, for all families with in-
comes between $500 and $1,250—are more easily understood if we
bear in mind that frequent exchanges of clothing are made between
family members, that when rigid economy is necessary, articles of
clothing are often made and remade at home, and that frequent gifts
of new or partly worn clothing are received, particularly by families
with children. Preliminary data are available which suggest the
importance of clothing gifts received from persons outside the economiec
family. They show, at all income levels, that the average value of
such gifts to infants under 2 years of age was greater than the average
amounts spent for their clothing. The value of clothing gifts to
children 2 to 11 years of age was, on the average, at least one-fourth
as large as the outlays for their clothing, at income levels up to $2,000.
Although the value of clothing gifts was relatively less important for
older family members, such gifts were reported by a substantial
proportion of the families.?

Average expenditures for personal care—Since expenditures for
personal care (including barber-shop and beauty-parlor services, toilet
articles and cosmetics) are closely related to those for clothing, it
seems appropriate to consider them here. It might be expected that
outlays for personal care would be far more elastic than those for
clothing, but the contrary is the case. As table 26 indicates, the per-
sonal care expenditures exhibited a marked degree of consistency in
their relationship to the family’s total expense. At all income levels,
they accounted for approximately 2 percent of total money expendi-
tures for current family living, although average amounts expended
increased from $18 to $158.2 Families with incomes between $500
and $1,750 spent one-third to one-fourth as much on personal care as
on clothing, while those with incomes of $5,000 or more spent only
one-sixth to one-eighth as much. The relatively constant share of total
money expenditures allotted to personal care by the families studied
is indicative of the extent to which barber-shop and beauty-parlor
services, as well as toilet articles and cosmetics, have become an

* Based on tabulations of data for white families in Chicago and New York, combined, to appear in a later
bulletin.
# This situation is not peculiar to Chicago, but is paralleled by the tabulations for other cities.
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fig. 6
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48 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

integral part of the level of living of native white families even at the
lower income levels.

Expenditures for personal care were classified into two major
groups: Personal service, including barber shop and beauty parlor
expenditures; and toilet articles and cosmetics.* Chicago native
white complete families with incomes of $1,000 or more showed an
average expense of $2 a month for total personal care, but only those
with incomes of $2,250 or more averaged as much as $2 per month for
personal services alone. Families with incomes up to $1,750 devoted
slightly less than one-half of their expenditures for personal care to
services at beauty parlors and barber shops.

Expenditures of husbands and wives—At all the income levels
covered in the Chicago survey, the wives tended to have higher clothing
expenditures than their husbands.® For incomes below $2,500, the
wives’ clothing bill was from 10 to 20 percent higher than that of the
husbands. Only at the $5,000 level did the clothing expenditures of
the wives begin to exceed their husbands’ outlays by as much as
one-fourth.

For personal services,® on the other hand, at least in families with
incomes under $2,250, the husbands spent larger amounts than the
wives—enough larger so that, when expenditures for clothing and
personal services are considered together, the average figure for hus-
bands was approximately equal to that for wives, and at several income
levels greater.

At first consideration it may seem surprising that husbands spent
more than wives on personal services. At the lower income levels it
is likely that the major portion of these outlays (which did not, after
all, reach an average of $10 per year) was devoted to haircuts. This
was undoubtedly a larger item for men than for women. It is often
possible for women to care for their hair at home at very small money
expense.

At incomes above $2,250, the average expenditures of wives on
personal services exceeded those of the husbands, reflecting an
increased use of beauty-parlor services.

Comparison among occupational groups.—For any of the income
brackets between $1,250 and $5,000 (within which all the occupational
groups were represented) we find little evidence that the occupational
factor influenced the average family expenditure for clothing or
personal care. None of the occupational groups varied appreciably
from the general pattern, in which clothing and personal care together
took about 10 percent of the total family expenditures at $1,250 to
$1,500, rising to approximately 14 percent for families with incomes

4 See Tabular Summary, table 7.
8 S8ee Tabular Summary, table 6.
§ Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



CLOTHING AND PERSONAL CARE 49

of $3,500 to $5,000. (See table 27.) Such differences as do appear
will be noted in the distribution of the family clothing expenditures
between husband and wife, and parents and children, discussed
below.

TABLE 27.— Average money expenditures for clothing and personal care as a percentage
of total money expenditures,! by occupational group

Independ-{Independ- . Salaried
Wage 5 Salaried
Income class Clerical { ent busi- | ent pro- : profes-
earner ness fessional business sional
$1,250-81,499_ _____ . __ 9.6 10.9 10. 6 9.2 10.0 10.2
$1,500-81,749_ ... 10.8 10.4 10.3 10.8 10.9 11.6
$1,750-$1,999___ 10.9 11.7 10.6 9.6 10.8 11. 4
$2,000-$2,249_ 12.1 12.0 10.7 1.7 115 10. 4
$2,250-$2,409_ 11.0 12.1 12.9 13.6 12.7 12.2
$2,500-$2,999. 117 13.5 13.0 12,8 12,3 4.1
$3,000-$3,499_ 13.8 12.6 12.2 11.8 12.3 11.6
" 909 s 13.3 14.5 15.5 14.6 12.7 14.3
$4,000-$4,999__ . __________ . ____________. 14.3 13.6 13.4 12,1 14.4 14.4

1 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this Study.

Examination of the individual schedules indicates that differences
among families within any one occupational group at a given income
level were frequently greater than differences in the average clothing
expenditures of families in different occupational groups; and often
the differences among individual families at the same income level
were as great as the difference in average expenditures at nearly
opposite ends of the income scale. Such wide individual differences
are due in some part to the number of family members, other than
husband and wife, for whom clothing must be provided. They are
also due to differences in the amount of free clothing received by
different families, and to the fact that during the report year, some
families purchased major items of clothing, such as overcoats, and
some did not. They reflect also wide divergences in family tastes
and habits, particularly at the upper income levels, where there is
greater freedom of consumer choice.

With reference to personal care alone, the only considerable differ-
ence to appear among occupational groups concerns primarily the
wage-earner families. Below $3,000, families of wage earners ranked
low; that is, spent a relatively small proportion of total outlay for
personal care, while those with incomes of $3,000 or more ranked
relatively high. This change is due in large measure, of course, to
the greater number of gainfully employed members in wage-earner
families in the upper income brackets.

Expenditures for beauty-parlor and barber-shop services were
small at all income levels to $5,000, never averaging more than $1
per week per family.” Those in the wage-earner category at most
income levels spent as little as any group, while the outlays of those

7 S8ee Tabular Summary, table 7.
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in the independent professional and salaried business categories were
generally the largest.

Clothing expenditures of husbands and wives, by occupational group.—
Rather clear-cut differences appeared in the average clothing expendi-
tures of husbands and wives in different occupational groups, as shown
in table 28. Both husbands and wives in the wage-earner families
ranked low; that is, spent the least, for clothing. This was uniformly
true in families with incomes of $2,500 and more. The expenditures
of husbands in the professional and salaried business families generally
exceeded those of husbands in other groups. Among the wives, the
average expenditures were largest in the salaried professional group,
followed in general by those in the independent professional category.
The relatively small clothing expenditures of both husbands and
wives in the wage-earner group were apparently due principally to
the larger families characteristic of that group in Chicago, and the
consequently greater pressure on incomes at every level by families
in this as compared with the other groups.

TaBLE 28.—Average money empenditures of husbands and wives for clothing, by
occupational group '

Independ-|Independ-| Salaried
Wage Clerical ent ent Salaried
pro- : profes-
earner business | fessional business sional -
Income class = - - = o -
=1 a g g g g
: 2 2 2 z 2
Hig|H|BlE|B|HIE|R]IE|4d]|E
$1,250-$1,499__________________________ $34 | $38 | $45 | $45 | $36 | $41 | $45 | $34 | $34 | $42 | $45 | 42
$1,500-81,749__ ____________ 48 50 49 | 47 42 45 52 64 45 51 50 71
$1,750-$1,999__. | b4 59 64| 59 ] 561 64] 62| 47| 62| 56| 69 73
$2,000-$2,2: 65| 66| 65| 73| 59| 73| 54| 95| 76} 69| 55 6
2,250-$2,4 701 67| 64} 78] 64) 99 87} 115} 8| 98| 73 91
2,500-$2,999._ 72 79 8 92| 79| 951103126 | 87| 104] 96| 126
$3,000-$3,499_ 861 92| 95| 105| 98 106 ; 106 | 118 | 102 | 106 | 91 122
3, - 87 {111 | 119 | 137 | 149 | 160 { 134 | 182 | 118 | 134 | 136 | 153

In examining table 28 it may be seen that for the clerical group,
the expenditures of husbands were relatively larger when family
income was between $1,250 and $2,250 than at higher levels. This
relationship seems to indicate the pressure felt by men in this group
to maintain a certain norm as regards dress and grooming, even on
a2 small income. At the income levels above $2,250, the clerical
workers apparently do not feel it necessary to go much beyond that
norm. At these levels, the element of choice becomes a more im-
portant factor; the average expenditures of husbands in the business
and independent professional groups increased more rapidly with
increases in income than did those in the clerical group.

Average expenditures of husbands for personal services were re-
markably uniform, both at succeeding income levels and as among
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different occupational groups (table 29). Apparently there is a
minimum below which it is difficult for the man in a metropolis to
reduce these expenditures, regardless of occupational category. On
the other hand, even at higher incomes, men do not tend to spend
much more than this minimum. Occupational differences in the
expenditures of wives, while not large, were somewhat more clear-cut.
At incomes below $1,500, they spent less than the husbands in each
occupational group; at incomes of $2,500 or above, they spent more.
In general, wives in the two professional categories tended to spend
somewhat more than others.

TasLE 29.— Average money expenditures of husbands and wives for personal services,
by occupational group
Independ-|Independ-| : Salaried
Wage | (igrical ent ent Salaried
pro- 2 profes-
earner business | fessional business sional
Income class 3 = - po = -
g g g g g g
Hls|H|E|H|BE|(H|BE|H]E|RH|B
$7 $3 7 $8) $51 $7| $5|%10| $4] $8] $7 ] $10 $5
8 7 7 9 10 8 g1 10 9
8 7 10 8 7 7 8 8 8 7 8 12
8 7 11 9 8 61 15| 19 101 11 8 11
9| 8f 10| 127 9} 17| 12| 18! 12] 12| 10} 13
9t 10{ 107 10| 10} 13] 13| 17} 12| 15| 10| 12
10 10 11 12| 11 151 10 20] 11 191 10 14
12 13 12 19] 18| 20 13 23 13 18 12 22
11 141 14) 26| 14| 23| 129 18| 12| 20| 13 2¢

Erpenditures of families of varying composition.—When families of
different composition are compared with respect to average family
expenditures for clothing and personal care, it is evident that the age
of members other than husband and wife had as much influence on
this category of expense as did the number of such members. The
largest families spent the most, followed by those with three or four
members other than husband and wife, at least one of them under 16
and one 16 or more.® The families with two children under 16 were
in about the same position as those with one or two persons other than
husband and wife, at least one of them 16 or over. Families con-
taining only two or three persons (type I and II) and those with
three or four children under 16 tended to have the smallest expendi-
tures.

In view of the differences in expenditures for all items among fam-
ilies of given types, the relationship is somewhat different when the
comparison is based on the share of total money expenditures absorbed
by clothing and personal care. (See table 30.) The families con-
taining only children under 16 (types II, II1, and VI) tended to spend

# See Tabular Summary, table 2.
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a relatively small proportion of the family total on clothing and per-
sonal care. The couples without other members (type I) spent more
of their expenditures on clothing and personal care than did the young-
child families, but did not rank so high in this respect as the families
with three or more persons 16 or over (types IV and V). The fact
that families with three or four children under 16 generally devoted a
smaller proportion of their total money expenditures to clothing than
did three- or four-person families with at least one member 16 or over,
in addition to husband and wife, may be explained as due to two
factors. Since the style factor is relatively unimportant with refer-
ence to children’s clothes, they can be outfitted at considerably less
expense than adults, even though clothes must be purchased more
frequently for them. Moreover, as mentioned above, children are
much more likely than adults to receive both new and partly worn
clothing as gifts.

TABLE 30.— Average money expenditures for clothing and personal care as a percentage
of total money expenditures,! by family type

Family type *
Income class

I 1I 111 v \' VI VII
9.8 10.5 9.5 7.8 8.1 8.2 9.0
9.4 1.5 10.5 9.4 9.4 8.4 12.6
10.8 9.6 9.2 10. 4 11.1 9.6 9.4
10.7 11.1 10.5 9.8 1.5 10.8 12.2
11. 4 10.6 10. 4 11.9 11.8 10.0 11. 4
11.4 11.2 12.3 12.1 11.6 12.1 13.7
11.7 11. 4 1.5 11.7 13.0 12.3 13.0
$2,500-$2,999__ 11.3 12.2 11.8 13.4 14.2 12.9 14. 4
$3,000-$3,499_ 13.2 11. 5 13.3 11.8 13.4 13.0 13.8
13.9 14.2 12.8 14.2 14.7 12.9 15.3
13.3 13.1 13.2 14.5 13.5 12.7 16.2
12.5 11.5 13.0 13.4 16.6 12.6 11.4
14. 4 10.6 12.9 18.6 12.7 14.2 16.3

1 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this study.
? The 7 family types, distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, were as follows:
Type
I No other person (families of 2).
II 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
ITI 2 children under 16 (families of 4).
IV 1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).
V 1e¢hild under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of § or 6).
VI 3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).

It should be noted that, while the largest families studied tended
on the whole to rank high in the proportion of total expenditures
devoted to personal care, this was less true of those families with

incomes between $750 and $2,500.° Although expenditures of this
type were on the whole remarkably inelastic, it seems likely that the

9 See Tabular Summary, table 2.
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demands of a large family on a small budget were too pressing to
allow these families to devote much to personal care.!

With reference to the distribution of personal care expenditures,
another point is worth noting. The two-person families and those
containing at least one person 16 or over, other than husband and
wife (types IV and V) tended to allocate a larger share of expenditures
for personal care to barber-shop and beauty-parlor services than other
families. Families containing seven or eight members, on the other
hand, quite consistently devoted a larger share of their personal care
expenditures to toilet articles and preparations than families of other
types.!!

Expenditures of husbands and wives in families of varying composi-
tion.—As might be expected, the proportion of the total family clothing
expenditure used for the clothing of husbands and wives tended to
vary inversely with the number of persons in the family. It constituted
approximately four-fifths of the total for families with one child, but
less than one-half the total among the largest families studied (type
VII) with families containing three to six members ranging between.
(See table 31.) The age of members other than husband and wife
was likewise a factor determining the proportion of family clothing
expenditures used by husbands and wives; families containing two
children under 16 ranked higher in this respect than those containing
one or two persons other than the husband and wife, at least one of
them 16 or over; families containing three or four children ranked
above those with three or four members at least one of them 16 or
over. Furthermore, the rankings are remarkably consistent through-
out the income scale.

When families of all types and occupational groups were combined,
the average expenditures of wives for clothing generally exceeded
those of husbands, as already noted. But there were marked family
type differences in the relationships between the expenditures of hus-
bands and wives. Among the two- and three-person families (types
I and II), wives took a larger share of total clothing expenditures
than did husbands at all except three income levels. (See table 31.)
Among the larger families, however, and particularly those with two
to four children under 16, as well as those containing seven or eight
members, the average expenditures of wives were quite frequently
smaller than those of husbands, even at income levels of $5,000 and
above.

10 It should be remembered also that type VII was a heterogeneous group of families, consisting of seven
or eight individuals, from one to six of them children. Among families of this type with low incomes, the
ratio of children to adults was relatively high, in which case personal care expenditures might be expected
to below. Among families of this type in the higher income brackets, there were in most cases several adults,
some of whom were supplementary earners. Among such families, expenditures for personal care would
naturally be high. In fact, at income levels above $2,500, families of this type devoted a higher proportion

of their total expenditures to personal care than did families of any other type.
it Bep Tabular Summary, table 7.
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TaBLE 31.— Average clothing expenditures of husbands and wives as a percentage of
total clothing expenditures, by family type !

Family type ?
I3 II IIT Iv v VI VII
Income class

=) o o o L] o =]
8 g 2 g 8 g g
ol |H||EB|B|E|B|B|BE|D|B|@O|E
41.9| 56.8| 34.6| 46.2| 27.6| 34.2| 27.7| 27.7| 22.8| 18.5( 33.8| 18.3| 16.7| 27.4
45.1| 53.7| 36.4| 47.3| 32.3| 33.3| 33.3| 31.1 16.7| 17.8( 29.6| 47.9 16.9| 14.9
47.9] 50.4| 34.4| 38.7| 26.9| 35.6| 24.6| 28.9{ 21.0] 21.0| 27.6| 21.9] 21.0| 14.9
46. 5] 52.7| 39.0| 40.4| 31.6| 29.5| 31.7| 31.7{ 22.9] 20.8| 28.4| 22.0| 16.8| 12.4
47.9( 52.1| 41.8| 39.9| 32.2| 34.2| 28.9| 26.6{ 20.7| 22.3| 29.7| 25.3| 21.3{ 18.4
44.3| 53.5| 36.1| 41.5| 32.4] 32.4| 31.6| 31.6{ 21.4] 20.3| 26.9| 26.4] 19.9{ 17.5
42. 5| 57.0] 38.0| 38.5| 35.8 32.5} 24.3| 29.9{ 22.0| 23.8| 28.8| 27.9| 17.2( 12.8
46.3| 53.2| 37.9| 46.8} 30.2| 37.4| 24.8; 32.1| 19.6( 19.3{ 31.7; 27.5] 15.3( 13.7
42. 5] 57.5| 37.9) 45.2| 33.8| 31.1| 31.2| 29.2| 21.6( 23.4| 31.1| 29.8| 17.4| 17.7
46.3| 53.1} 35.8| 49.1| 37.9| 37.6] 28.9| 34.6( 20.6| 22.6[ 27.8] 36.1| 14.9] 17.6
41.7| 56.3| 41.4| 41.8( 29.9( 44.7| 28.1( 32.5| 24.1{ 24.8| 32.1| 28.5] 17.7( 15.4
40.1| 57.6| 31.1| 49.1] 31.8] 34.8| 26.3| 30.5| 24.7| 22.7| 29.6| 28.9 . 1] 18.2
33.9; 64.7| 29.4| 50.2| 36.9( 36.8| 28.6( 43.6| 25.2| 33.7( 30.9| 36.3| 18.4( 29.5

1 See Tabular Summary, table 6, for average dollar expenditure of husbands and wives.
2 The 7 family types, distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband

and wife, were as follows:

Type
I No other person (families of 2).

II 1 child under 16 (families of 3).

III 2 children under 16 (families of 4).
IV 1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).
1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others regardless of age (families of 5 or 8).
VI 3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).

3 The clothing expenditures of husbands and wives in families of type I will not add to 100 percent when-
ever a family classified under this heading included a third person who was a member less than 27 weeks,
provided clothing was purchased for that person. See glossary, appendix B.

<

The greater elasticity of expenditures for clothing among wives
than among husbands is not difficult to explain. In families with
small children, and in the large families, the wife is only rarely an
earner, so long as the husband is present in the family group. The
husband, on the other hand, is usually the chief and often the only
earner; he is, therefore, under greater pressure to maintain a certain
minimum of expenditures in this field, even at the lower income levels.
Thus, while the expenditures of husbands in the largest families
studied averaged two-fifths to three-fourths those of husbands in the
two-person families, the expenditures of wives in those larger families
averaged only one-fourth to less than three-fifths the amounts spent
by wives in the two-person families. The advertisers may tempt a
woman to spend lavishly for her personal appearance, but the wife
in a large family with a limited budget will reduce her own expendi-
tures drastically, not only by foregoing the services offered in beauty
parlors, but even more effectively by making and remaking her own
clothes, and minimizing the style factor in her expenditures.
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Chapter VI

Transportation

Transportation expenditures and income.—The elasticity of the trans-
portation item in the budgets of the Chicago native white families
studied offers eloquent testimony to the mobility of the American
family. Although it must yield to food and shelter in the amount of
average expenditure, there is no mistaking the readiness of the average
family to increase expenditures for transportation asrapidly as increased
income will permit. Thus, the families at the bottom of the income
scale spent on the average less than one-tenth as much for transporta-
tion as for food. At the other end of the scale, families spent on the
average almost one-half as much for transportation as for food. Be-
tween families that received $750 to $1,000 income and those that
received 10 times as much, $7,500 to $10,000, average expenditures for
transportation multiplied more than eighteenfold. The share of total
money expenditures absorbed by transportation thus increased from
less than 4 percent among families with incomes below $1,000 to
between 10 and 11 percent for families with incomes over $4,000.
(See table 32 and fig. 7.)

TaBLE 32.— Average money expenditures for total transportation
Pex}cgnttsige Per‘cgritalge
of total of total
Income class Amount money ex- Income class Amount money ex-
penditures 1 penditures !
$26 3.1 $230 9.3
39 3.8 258 9.4
65 5.6 293 9.3
76 5.7 398 10.6
103 6.5 508 11.0
141 7.8 731 10.7
175 8.9 1, 006 9.7
168 7.6

1 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this study.

This category of expenditure included three main items: Expense for
automobile purchase (gross price less trade-in allowance on old cars),
expense of automobile operation, and other transportation, local and
interurban. An effort was made to eliminate from the family expendi-
tures all transportation expense properly chargeable to business
carried on by family members.! All other transportation was included,
msiness purposes was treated as an occupational expense and deducted from income.
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TRANSPORTATION 57

however, from trolley trips to and from school and office to week-end
or holiday trips made by automobile, train, or boat. Part of the rapid
expansion in average expenditures for transportation at the upper
income levels is doubtless attributable to more frequent and more
extended holiday trips.

Automobile purchase.—Chicago families with incomes of less than
$1,500 devoted on the average less than 1 percent of their total money
expenditures to the purchase of automobiles during the schedule year.
Those with incomes of $5,000 or over, on the other hand, allocated on
the average about 4 percent of their expenditures to this purpose.
Only about 4 percent of the families with incomes below $1,500 pur-
chased cars and the average price paid—Iless than $200 per family
purchasing—reflects the fact that the purchases were chiefly of used
cars. At higher income levels, the proportion of families purchasing
cars during the report year increased ; more than one-third of the Chi-
cago group surveyed at or above the $5,000 income level reported
automobile purchase during the year of the study. The average
price paid by these families, in addition to trade-in allowances, was
over $600. (See table 33.)

TABLE 33.—Average money expenditures for automobile purchase and operation, per
famaly reporting such expenditures

Automobile purchase Automosbhlilg owner-
Income class Average

Percentage Percentage

of families gveé'ggg of families | SXDOTSS

reporting | ®XP reporting i opn
B500-8749 e 3 $33 15 $27
$750-8999_._____________ .. 1 100 12 58
$1,000-$1,249. 7 114 30 90
$1,250-$1,499_ ] 180 28 100
$1,500-$1,740___. 7 357 42 95
$1,750-$1,999____ 12 300 52 117
$2,000-$2,249____ 14 203 66 138
$2,250-$2,499____ 11. 418 51 139
$2,500-$2,999____ 18 317 70 163
$3,000-$3,499____ 19 426 62 182
$3,500-$3,990____ 16 456 77 208
$4,000-$4,999.___ _ 25 480 79 257
$5,000-$7,499.___ 32 625 89 273
$7,500-$9, 39 664 100 382
$10,000 and over. 41 722 92 476

Automobile operation.—The proportion of families owning cars was,
of course, considerably larger than the proportion purchasing, at all
income levels. Ownership increased fairly steadily from 10 percent
of the families with incomes of $500 to $750 to 90 percent of all
families having incomes of $5,000 and over. At each level, as might
be expected, the average expense of automobile operation for all
families was considerably greater than the average expenditure for
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automobile purchase. Starting at less than $10 for families with
incomes under $1,000, the average expense of automobile operation
exceeded $200 for all families at each income level from $4,000 up.
At the lower level, it was less than 1 percent of total money expendi-
tures for all families; at the upper, it took from 4 to over 5 percent of
the total. If the average expenditures of operation are computed
per family owning an automobile, the increase is very consistent, from
less than $100 among the owning families with incomes below $1,250
to over $350 for the families with incomes of $7,500 or more. (See
table 33.)

Much of the rapid increase in average expense, computed on an
all-family base, is to be explained in terms of the increasing percentage
of families owning and operating automobiles. Some of the increase
is attributable to the more extensive use of the automobile by the
owning family. Among families with incomes of $4,000 and over,
the data suggest that automobile owners used their cars with increasing
frequency for week-end and holiday trips for the family, as well as for
local transportation.

At all income levels, the largest single item in automobile operation
was the expenditure for gasoline, with repairs, insurance, licenses, and
oil following in importance. As might be expected in a metropolitan
center such as Chicago, garage rent and parking also constituted an
appreciable item.?

Other transportation.—In contrast to expenditures for automobile
purchase and operation, average expenditures for other transportation
by the Chicago families studied increased slowly at succeeding income
levels, While “other’” transportation constituted 80 percent of
total transportation expenditures among families with incomes of
less than $1,000, it amounted to only 14 percent of the total for
families with incomes of $5,000 and over. Thus, in the income
ranges covered by this investigation, it was at the low income levels
that expenditures for public conveyances bulked largest among total
transportation expenditures. Among families with incomes higher
than those of the families cooperating in this study, however, expendi-
tures for transcontinental and overseas travel may exceed the amounts
spent for automobile transportation.

For families with incomes up to $3,500, expenditures for trans-
portation other than by the family automobile accounted for from 2 to
3 percent of total money expenditures for current family living; at
higher incomes they took a slightly smaller share. At all income
levels up to $2,500, these expenditures consisted almost entirely of
expenses of local transportation, chiefly trolley car and bus fares.®* For
families with incomes of less than $1,500, these local transportation

2 Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin,
2 Based on tabulations sppearing in a later bulletin.
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outlays on the average exceeded expenditures for automobile operation.
At higher income levels, however, local transportation expenses re-
mained remarkably stable, while average expenses of automobile opera-
tion shot up rapidly. Among families with incomes of $7,500 and
over, other transportation included a substantial sum for railroad and
other interurban travel, which was probably largely pleasure and
vacation travel.

Average transportation expense by occupational group.—When all
transportation expenditures are considered together, families in the
salaried professional group tended to rank somewhat higher than any
others, particularly at income levels of $2,250 and above. For the
other ocecupational groups the rankings were by no means consistent.
(See table 34.) The average expenditures of families in the wage-
earner and salaried business groups showed the most marked increase
over the income range in which comparisons are possible. The ex-
penditures of these two groups were six and one-half times as large
at the $4,000 to $5,000 income level as at the $1,250 to $1,500 level.
Over this same income range, the average expenditures of families in
the independent professional group multiplied less than threefold.

TaBLE 34.— Average money expenditures for transportation, by occupational group

Independ-|Independ-| .
Wage ent ent | Salarieq | Selaried

Income class carmer | Clerieal | 4 | profes- | business g{glt]esl-
ness sional 8
Total transportation
$77 $75 $104 $85
101 107 124 92 91
141 131 147 138 183 171
165 180 169 267 226 147
172 155 137 142 210 197
206 178 192 258 196 240
228 233 220 214 268 416
292 309 316 249 230 338
480 366 308 420 405

$1,250-$1,499_ . $64 $73 $60 $104 $64
$1, 500—$1 749___ 72 84 90 73 79 89
$1,750—$1,999_ .- 107 101 104 105 126 90
$2,000-$2,249.. _ _ 127 150 104 157 97 138
$2,250-$2,499_ _ _ 115 125 103 109 135 144
$2,500-$2,999 . 208 150 150 167 150 171
$3,000-$3,499_ 168 159 160 165 198 239
$3,500-$3,999_ 192 222 228 214 191 203
$4,000- $4,999_ 343 278 21 225 269 193

Other trapsportation

$1,250-$1,499__ ________ . $38 $43 $27 $55 $43
$1,500-$1,749_ 36 41 29 40 34 63

$1,750-$1,999_ 45 44 33 43 41
- 42 43 36 89 44 59
44 60 31 47 44 60
62 65 44 39 46 53
65 64 42 74 78 64
52 69 48 80 55
117 85 49 45 53 8
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If comparisons are made of average expenditures for automobile
operation and other transportation combined, families in the salaried
professional group again rank high particularly at income levels of
$2,250 and above, while those in the other groups show no consistent
relationship. (See table 34.)

When transportation other than by automobile is considered
separately, however, families in the independent business group are
found to have had the lowest expenditures at almost every income
level. (See table 34.) Families in the clerical and salaried pro-
fessional groups, on the other hand, shared high rank in respect to
other transportation expenditures.?

Among families with incomes of $1,250 to $1,500, except those in
the independent business category, other transportation costs ex-
ceeded those for automobile purchase or operation. At the income
level $2,250 to $2,500, and in general at higher incomes, automobile
operation constituted the largest transportation expenditure for
families in all occupational groups.

When the average automobile operation expenditures of car-owning
families in the six occupational groups are compared, no significant
differences are to be found. (See table 35.) On the other hand,
some variation appears in respect to the average net expense for
automobile purchase per family purchasing, as shown on table 35.
Wage-earner and business families tended to spend more for pur-
chase than did clerical and professional families. In view of the
wide variation from one income level to another in average expense
for automobile purchase, however, these differences were probably
due in large measure to chance fluctuation.

In view of the elasticity of expenditures for transportation, which
has already been commented on, it seems reasonable to expect that
if there were marked differences in the general expenditure patterns
of families belonging to different occupational categories, these
differences would stand out in connection with amounts spent for
automobile transportation. So far as the native white families
surveyed in Chicago are concerned, however, the average amounts
spent at a given income level seem to have little relationship to the
occupational group in which the family was classified. Both the
expenditures and the share which they took of family expenditures
seem to be chiefly a question of income and of the particular tastes
and habits of the family.

4 When family type and income are held constant, a significant occupational difference appears in such
expenditures, with independent business families ranking low, doubtless due to the tendency of small
enterpreneurs to live near their places of business. (See supplement to Tabular Summary, table B,
and appendix D.)

$ An examination of average expense for automobile ownership and purchase by families of different
occupational groups, with family type and income held constant, revealed no significant occupational
differences. (See appendix D.)
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TABLE 35.— Average money expenditures for automobile operation and purchase, per
family reporting, by occupational group
Inde- .
Inde- : Salaried
Wage . pendent | Salaried
Income class earner | Clerical gg';gg; profes- | business gfggf{
sional
Automobile operation, per owning family
$1,250-$1,499 $100 $111 $70 $100 $97
$1,500-$1,749_ 9. 93 115 79 107 87
$1,750-$1,999 115 112 131 119 157 105
$2,000-$2,249_ - 135 147 101 144 143 141
$2,250-$2,499__ 137 144 136 107 147 147
$2,500-$2,999_ - 178 144 180 156 149 166
$3,000-$3,499_ - 198 161 164 233 179 206
1500-$3,909__ 1T TTTTTTTITTIT 177 207 247 176 177 290
$4,000-$4,999. 269 268 230 209 260 144
Automobile purchase, per family purchasing

$1,250-$1,499_ $240 $67 $27 | e $71
$1,600-$1,749 362 329 425 $62 $217 100
$1,750-$1,999 262 300 430 250 380 426
$2,000-$2,240_ 271 231 310 407 806 225
$2,250-$2,499 _ 518 486 330 682 265
$2,500-$2,999_ 400 215 247 253 383 345
$3,000-$3,499 500 384 429 245 438 454
$3,500-$3,999_ 435 483 550 500 355 409
R 623 463 413 332 604 785

As a matter of fact, there was surprisingly little difference among
families of different oceupational categories in the proportion reporting
automobile ownership. And,in spite of the fact that in a metropolitan
center like Chicago automobile ownership might be expected to be
less common than in smaller cities, these proportions were uniformly
rather high. At income levels of $1,750 and above, with but few
exceptions, half or more of the families in each occupational group
reported automobile ownership. (See table 36.) The relatively small
differences among families of different occupational groups suggest
that the automobile was chiefly a vehicle for recreation and conven-
ience, purchased by most families as soon as their finances made it
possible.

TaBLE 36.—Proportion of families owning automobiles, by occupational group

Inde- .
Inde- . Salaried
Wage : pendent | Salaried
Income class Clerica! | pendent ? profes-
earner business profes- | business sional
sional
26 27 47 49 25 39
38 46 53 42 42 31
54 51 54 52 54 40
63 73 67 61 37 56
52 45 53 58 62 57
82 59 59 82 70 71
52 59 72 39 67 85
79 74 73 76 77 82
84 72 79 86 83 80
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62 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

Among families with no gainfully employed members, the propor-
tion owning cars was below 50 percent at all income levels. A cor-
respondingly small proportion of such families purchased cars during
the report year, although the few that did, spent substantial amounts.
At several income levels, the average amounts spent for automobile
operation were low, but those with incomes between $1,250 and $1,750,
and between $2,500 and $4,000, spent as much on the average as did
the families in any of the six occupational groups. At all income
levels, their average expenditures for transportation other than by
automobile were low. Of course, these families with no employed
members had no expenses for transportation to and from work, and
their recreational travel seems to have been very largely by automo-
bile.® -

Transportation expenditures by families of different type—When
families are grouped according to composition, a number of significant
differences appear. The husband-and-wife families (type I) tended
at most income levels to have relatively high total transportation
expenditures, while the families containing five to eight members
tended to be at the other end of the scale. (See table 37.) If the
total figure is separated into its constituent items, however, a some-
what different relationship appears. Two-person families at most
income levels spent the most for automobile purchase and operation,
but had lower expenditures for other transportation. The largest
families studied (type VII), which at most income levels spent least on
automobiles (both purchase and operation), ranked high on ex-
penditures for other transportation. Families with three or four
children under 16 tended to rank fairly low in all three types of
expenditures.

In average expense for transportation other than by the family
automobile, the families of seven or eight members (type VII) ranked
first or second at most income levels. (See table 37). Next to
them came the families containing at least three persons 16 or over
(types IV and V). These three types of families were most apt to
have two or more earners. The families containing only children
under 16, in addition to the husband and wife, tended to have the
lowest expense in this field, probably because of the lower fares for
children on public vehicles and the tendency of families with children
to live within walking distance of schools. The differences among
family types in expenditures for ‘“other” transportation were
fairly consistent, although they tended to be small, as might be
expected in view of the relative inelasticity of such expenditures.’

6 See Tabular Summary, tables 2and 8.

7 A test of family type differences, with income and occupational group held constant indicates that in
each occupational group the families with children under 16 generally ranked low, and the largest families
studied and those containing at least three persons over 16 ranked high. (See supplement to Tabular Sum-
mary, table B, and appendix D.)
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It is worthy of note that while families of two or three members spent
more for automobile operation than for other transportation at all
income levels above $1,750, it was only at the income levels above
$3,500 that this was true among families of seven or eight members.

TaBLE 37.—Average money expenditures for transportation, by family type

Family type 1

Income class
I II III v v VI VII

Total transportation

$750-$999___ _________ . $30 $37 $33 $53 $70 $46 $32
$1,000-$1,240 ______________ . ___________._. 65 63 47 110 31 34 57
$1,250-$1,409_____________________ . _________ 86 55 107 79 47 48 64
$1,500-91.749.__________ ... 126 75 89 125 73 99 124
$1,750~81,999 . __________ .. 160 158 166 120 102 94 97
$2,000-$2,249____________________________..____ 237 202 154 152 122 112 99
$2,250-$2,499_ . ____ ... 228 167 174 125 164 120 99
$2,500-$2,999 . __________.__ .. ... 278 203 201 224 187 166 148
$3,000-$3,499. _______ . 298 256 276 275 202 158
$3,500-$3,999_______ ... 308 262 277 333 271 178 272

000-84,909 .- 473 308 431 381 361 355 336
$5,000-$7,499 . ______ .. . ... 468 832 396 428 470 554 523
$7,500-$9,999__ 881 | 1,259 666 575 615 668 1, 349

$750-8999_ _ e eeaoeen $30 $37 §33 $47 $70 $46 $32
$1,000-$1,240_ .. - 52 58 41 94 31 34 57
$1,250-$1,499_ . 83 55 69 71 47 48 53
$1,500-$1,740_____ . 74 68 85 93 73 74 77
$1,750-$1,009___________________ ... 104 133 97 101 96 72 77
$2,000-$2,240_ . ______________________. ... 170 148 110 127 111 103 87
$2,250-$2,499_ _____________________ . 149 107 124 106 141 96 94
$2,500-$2,909__________ ... _ 198 161 189 183 131 128 139
$3,000-83,499 ... 206 194 168 160 165 167 145
$3,600-$3,909____ . ___ . 286 208 205 195 220 178 217
$4,000-$4,900. __.___________________._________ 274 241 332 316 221 251 236
$5,000-$7,499_ ... 280 313 274 309 331 410 375
$7,600-$9,999_______ .. 581 486 390 479 339 248 657

28 34 32 30 31 44
37 43 38 43 37 25 42
42 38 42 35 38 24 48
44 43 31 53 52 28 53
45 34 36 53 53 35 49
$2,250-$2,499 55 33 34 62 69 34 74
$2,500-$2,999. 56 50 44 75 57 36 70
$3,000-$3,499 73 47 38 58 90 70 88
$3,500-$3,999. 44 46 54 60 93 53 96
$4,000-$4,999 76 44 49 98 71 52 73
$5,000-$7,499. 59 40 43 79 84 75 98
$7,500-99,999_ .. 64 161 65 ui 75 18 138

1 The 7 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, as follows:
Type
I No other persons (families of 2).
IT 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
III 2 children under 16 (families of 4).
IV 1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).
1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).
VI 3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6). -
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).
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64 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

A striking feature of average expenditures for ‘‘other’’ transporta-
tion was their tendency to increase but little in most family types at
successive income levels. In a number of cases, while family income
increased $1,000, average expense in this field rose less than $10.
Among families containing two children under 16, within the income
range between $750 and $3,500, average expense for transportation
other than by the family automobile fluctuated only between $30 and
$44. A similar though less marked tendency toward ‘‘terracing”
of these expenditures appears for the other family types (see table 37),
and furnishes clear evidence of the inelasticity of this category of
expenditure.

The proportion of families owning cars varied rather erratically
from one income level to the next, although the general tendency
for the proportion to increase over the income range was clearly
marked. (See table 38). Among husband-and-wife families (type I)
with incomes of $2,000 and over, more than half owned automobiles.
This was true in the case of the families with one or two children
(types II and III) at incomes of $1,750 or more, and of families with
three or four children (type VI), at incomes of $1,500 and over. On the
other hand, only at the income levels above $2,500 was automobile
ownership reported by one-half or more of the largest families surveyed
(type VII) or those containing five or six members, at least three of
them 16 or over.

TaBLE 38.— Proportion of families owning automobiles, by family type

Family type 1
Income class

I 11 III v v VI VII
$750-$099 7] IR 14 31 32 p- 1 IR
$1,000-$1,249 24 32 14 66 3 10 16
$1,250-$1,499 36 13 32 31 17 42 32
37 34 47 50 32 60 42
44 63 52 43 51 29
82 64 59 70 47 57 37
65 54 56 34 51 53 26
70 63 75 76 58 72 85
64 80 80 54 54 63 51
78 87 77 73 72 82 T
6 76 95 6 80 82 89
80 97 94 94 75 95 93
100 100 100 100 100 100 100

1 The 7 family types, distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, were as follows:
Type
I No other person (families of 2).
II 1child under 16 (families of 3).
III 2 children under 16 (families o. 4). .
IV 1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).
V 1child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).
VI 3or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or § others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).

On the whole, families with children under 16 tended to report
automobile ownership more frequently than did families of the same
size containing persons 16 or over, when comparisons are made over

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



TRANSPORTATION 65

the whole income range. Joint family outings are probably difficult
for families with children except in an automobile. It is likely
that among families owning cars, at the lower income levels, much of
the family recreation was taken in the form of automobile travel.

TaBLE 39.— Average money expenditures for automobile operation and purchase, per
family reporting, by family type

Family type !
Income class -

I I 111 v \'% VI VIL

Automobile operation, per owning family

4 4

$5,000-$7,499__
$7,500-$9,999. . .. 789 | 1,537 613 436 726 627 692

1 The 7 family types, distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, were as follows:
Type
I No other person (families of 2).

II 1 child under 16 (families of 3).

III 2 children under 16 (families of 4).

IV 1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).

V 1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).

VI 3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).
VII 1 child under 186, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).

An inverse relationship appeared between family size and average
expense for automobile operation per owning family. (See table 39.)
Although the rankings were by no means uniform, the husband-and-
wife families tended to make the largest average outlays, and the
seven- or eight-person families the smallest, with the other family
types falling. between in the order in which they are numbered. A
roughly similar relationship appeared in average expense for auto-
mobile purchase per family reporting such purchase during the
schedule year. (See table 39.) At most income levels, the two-
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66 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

person families ranked high and the largest families surveyed (type
VII) and those containing three or four children under 16, ranked
low with less clearly marked differences among the other families.

In conclusion, it is perhaps worth emphasizing again that the most
noteworthy thing about automobile ownership is, not the differences
among families of different composition or occupational classification
at a given income level, but the rapid increase with family income.
The same generalization holds true with reference to transportation
expenditures as a whole.
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Chapter VII
Minor Categories of Expenditure

The major family expenditures, for food, home maintenance, cloth-
ing, personal care, and transportation, absorbed about 90 percent of
total money expenditures of Chicago native white families with in-
comes between $500 and $1,250; less than 80 percent of such expendi-
tures of families with incomes between $5,000 and $10,000; and less
than 70 percent of the expenditures of those with incomes of $10,000
and more. Thus, at succeeding income levels, families had a pro-
gressively larger share of their money expenditures to devote to the
combination of necessities and luxuries included in the categories of
medical care, recreation, tobacco, reading, education, contributions,
personal taxes, and other miscellaneous items. (See table 40.)!

TaBLE 40.—Average money expenditures for the minor categories as a percentage of
total money expenditures

Percentage of total money expenditures !
Con-
Average

Income class tota) Med- ttril(}:]‘;'
amount| apn ieal Recre- | To- | Read- | Educa- and | Other

care ation | baceo | ing tion per-

sonal

taxes?
8.8 2.9 1.4 2.0 L1 0.2 1.2 ]......
10.4 4.4 1.4 2.1 1.2 .2 1.0 0.1
10.6 3.9 1.8 2.0 1.1 .2 1.4 .2
12.3 4.3 2.2 2.2 1.2 .4 1.8 .2
13.6 4.8 2.2 2.4 1.1 .5 2.0 .6
13.8 4.4 2.6 2.1 1.1 .8 2.4 .6
14.5 4.6 2.8 2.0 1.1 .8 2.8 .4
15.4 5.0 3.1 2.1 1.1 .8 2.8 .5
15.8 4.7 3.3 2.1 1.0 .9 3.3 .5
18.0 4.7 4.0 2.2 1.0 1.0 4.6 .5
16.5 4.6 3.3 2.1 1.0 1.0 4.2 .3
19.5 5.2 3.7 1.9 1.0 1.0 6.5 .2
22.0 5.1 4.7 1.7 .9 1.6 7.5 .5
22.9 4.2 5.3 1.5 1.0 1.6 8.5 .8
310 2.3 4.1 1.2 .8 3.4 18.6 .6

1 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this study.

1 Excludes sales taxes, which were included in the expense for the items to which they applied; auto-
mobile taxes, which were included in automobile operation e%)ense; taxes on owned homes, included in
housing expense; and taxes on other real estate, which were deducted from the gross income from such
property.

It should be noted at the outset that there is no clear line of division
on the basis of urgency or elasticity of demand between the major

1 At no income level below $4,000 was more than 5 percent of total expenditures devoted to any one of
these minor categories.
67
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68 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

categories of expenditure discussed in previous chapters and the minor
categories to be treated in this chapter. At all income levels, but
notably at the higher levels, the food budgets of most families included,
in addition to a subsistence or even a comfort minimum, expenditures
for entertaining and for candy, liquor, and the like for family consump-
tion, Certainly at the higher income levels there is an element of
conspicuous consumption in expenditures for home maintenance and
for clothing and personal care. Although some expenditures for
transportation are an essential part of most family budgets, an
automobile is rarely a necessity to a family living in a metropolis with
adequate transportation facilities. Yet automobile purchase and
operation contributed a substantial sum to the transportation expend-
itures of many of the Chicago families studied.

Expenditures for medical care, on the other hand, although in the
group of minor expenditures, are in but small measure a matter of
free consumer choice. Examination of the Chicago schedules indi-
cates that even at the low income levels, families were frequently
called on to make very substantial expenditures for medical care.
Moreover, emergency expenditures of this type often necessitate sub-
sequent reductions in the so-called major expenditures. Contribu-
tions to commmunity welfare and to religious organizations also repre-
sent expenditures which low income families may feel obliged to
incur, and certainly taxes are involuntary expenditures.

The total amount devoted to these so-called minor categories of
expenditure thus depended largely upon the individual family situa-
tion during the year for which expenditures were reported. It is
quite normal for families to differ widely from the mean with respect
to amounts spent op these categories. For that reason, average
expenditures for these categories are less representative of the ex-
penditures of an individual family in any given year than are the
amounts spent on a more stable and recurrent category such as food
or housing. Particularly with reference to the data for families of a
given type or occupational group, it must be borne in mind that,
more often than not, the averages reflect the presence of some families
which reported no expenditure during the year for the specific cate-
gory, and of others which reported substantial amounts.

Expenditures for medical care.—At almost all income levels except
the lowest and the highest, expenditures for medical care constituted,
on the average, approximately 4 or 5 percent of total money expendi-
tures. (See fig. 8.) These average expenditures ranged from $24
among families with incomes of $500 to $750 to $266 for families with
incomes of $7,500 or more. For the bulk of the Chicago families,
expenditures for medical care exceeded those for any other minor
category.
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The variations concealed in the average expenditure for medical
care, at any given income level, however, tended to be greater than in
respect to almost any other category. An examination of the dis-
tribution of Chicago families by the amounts spent for medical care,
as shown in table 41, supports this generalization. At every income
level up to $7,500, there were a few families that reported no expen-
diture for medical care, while at all but one income level above
$750, some families incurred expenses exceeding $400. That expen-
ditures for medical care did tend to increase at succeeding income
levels, however, in spite of these wide differences among individual
families, is indicated by the shift in the proportion of families that
had expenditures under $40 and over $200.

TasLE 41.—Percentage distribution of families according to the amount of money
expenditure for medical care

an | Noex- $400
Income class fam. | pendi- |Under| $10- | $20- | $40- | $60- | $80- | $100~| $200-| $300-) '\ &
ilies turet rt(zl- $10 | $19 | $39 | $59 | $79 | $99 | $190 | $299 | $390 over
porte

$500-$749. .. __._ ... 100 7 38 23 12 7 3 4 [ 28 SN DRI [P,
$750-9990________________ 100 4 26 16 17 12 7 1 15 1l ™ 1
$1,000-$1,249____ | 100 4 18 13 28 18 2 10 21 (* {-——-
$1,250-$1,499_ _ --] 100 4 12 11 22 11 10 7 21 * |- 1
$1,500-$1,749.. . 100 2 12 12 19 12 11 9 18 2 1 2

$1,750-$1,999__ 100 1 9 4 20 15 14 6 26 2 3|1
$2,000-$2,249.__ 100 1 8 8 14 16 13 11 20 3 4 2
$2,250-$2,499. _ -1 100 3 3 8 14 15 1 8 21 10 4 3
$2,500-$2,990_ . __ [ I U1 I ) 2 3 13 13 13 15 24 9 4 4
$3,000-$3,499__ - 100 1 4 4 10 13 10 11 30 [ 7 4
,500-$3,999 100 2 2 5 9 10 13 12 27 10 4 6
$4,000-$4,999_ 100 1 3 1 7 8 9 11 25 18 6 11
§ 500 80.000- wol 2l st &) 8| 310 B| m| i =

1500-$9,990_ ___ | wolo...f 5| 8| 3| B|....

$10,000 and over._. ____. D L1712 RSV JEPRINH) (R P, 7 18 1 18 22 9 15

* Less than 1 percent.

Of the families with incomes of $500 to $750, almost three-fourths
reported medical care expenditures below $40 for the year. Even
among families at the median interval ($1,750 to $2,000), more than
two-fifths reported less than $40. At succeeding income levels, the
decline in the proportion reporting these low expenditures was very
marked. At incomes of $3,000 to $3,500, less than one-fifth of the
families, and at incomes of $5,000 and over, only one-tenth, reported
expenditures under $40. Likewise, taking $200 as a point of reference,
the rise in the proportion of families reporting expenditures for medical
care in excess of that amount was correspondingly rapid. Among
families with incomes under $2,000, no more than 5 percent fell in
this category, while in the income brackets of $5,000 and over,
almost half the families reported medical expenditures exceeding $200.

Such marked differences in prevailing expenditures raise the ques-
tion as to whether the families at low income levels actually had less
illness, secured less expensive medical attention, received free clinical
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Fig.0
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service for major illnesses, or simply went without medical care during
illnesses that at higher income levels were professionally attended.
Preliminary examination of some of the detailed figures on medical
services confirms the evidence derived from other studies ? that the
explanation is not to be found in less illness at the lower income levels.
In general, large medical expenditures on the part of the Chicago
families studied reflected the cost of hospitalization and emergency
surgical attention. The average number of days of hospitalization
(for those families reporting hospitalization) tended to be greater
among the low income than among the high income families.? This
suggests that the greater frequency of high medical expenditures
among the high income families was in large part a result of more
costly treatment and more adequate preventive care, rather than of
greater incidence of illness.

When medical care expenditures of Chicago families are analyzed
according to constituent items, it is clear that bills of the general
practitioner formed the major item of the average family’s expendi-
ture at all income levels up to $5,000. (See table 42.) The propor-
tion of total medical expense absorbed by dental care, which was
second in importance, showed a slight tendency to increase with
income, matching or exceeding the amount spent in physician’s fees
at the higher income levels. Medicine and drugs, next in importance,
tended on the average to account for a smaller proportion of the total
at the high than at the low income levels. The relatively large
expenditures of this type among families with low incomes suggest
more frequent resort to drug-store remedies than to a physician’s
care, but may also indicate the utilization of free clinic services, and
the payment for prescriptions obtained there.

TABLE 42.—Distribution of money expenditures for medical care 1

Percentage of total medical care expenditures
Average
Income class total N povsi | b o Other | Hospi- | Miedi- zfln%datg
amoun! ysi- en- cu- r ye- | cine ¢
cian | tist list sp?;:fl;a]- t%g‘i)zrf' glasses | and f;g?ll;f Other?
drugs
anee 3
$39 37 21 1 7 10 1 15 1 7
52 33 19 ™ 8 10 4 17 4 5
78 29 23 1 4 15 4 13 5 6
106 30 23 1 5 12 4 14 5 6
135 26 24 1 7 10 4 13 5 10
194 30 28 1 4 13 5 10 5 4
242 26 26 3 9 7 4 10 8 7

1 Summary of data to be published in a later bulletin.

1 Excludes automobile accident insurance.

3 Includes nursing care, examinations and tests, clinie visits, and medical appliances.
*Less than 1 percent.

2 For example, the National Health Survey, Sickness and Medical Care Series, Preliminary Bull. No. 2,
Iliness and Medical Care in Relation to Economic Status, U. S. Public Health Service, Washington, 1938.
1 Based on a special examination of the data for Chicago families.
113992°—-39——6
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Since expenditures for hospitalization represent primarily emergency
expenditures, they showed little direct relationship to income as a
percentage of total medical expenditures. Similarly, the expendi-
tures for specialists other than dentists or oculists showed little
tendency to vary with income. Health and accident insurance took
an increasing proportion of total medical expense in successive income
classes. The same was true of expenditures for eyeglasses.

Very little was spent on the average by the Chicago families for
oculists’ care, for nursing services, clinic visits, or medical appliances.
The small expenditures for oculists’ care as compared with the larger
expenditures for eyeglasses suggests the frequent resort to examina-
tions offered as a free service by optical dealers with purchase of eye-
glasses. Families with incomes below $1,500 reported no expenditure
for private nurses. Throughout the income range there was likewise
practically no expenditure for visiting nurses, although there is
evidence that among families with incomes up to $3,000, some secured
free services from the visiting nurses’ association. The very small
proportion of the medical budget absorbed by clinic visits may be
accounted for, not by failure to use the clinic services available in the
city, but rather by the fact that merely nominal charges are made at
many elinics.

In Chicago, there were families at all income levels except the
highest which reported the receipt of some free medical care. It
seemed impractical to ask for an estimate of the value of free care,
and therefore it cannot be related to the families’ expenditures for
medical services. Among families in the higher income brackets, at
least, it is probable that medical treatment received without money
expense was given as a professional courtesy to medical men. Among
the low income families, the free care was doubtless that provided by
private or public welfare agencies. Among the wage-earner and
clerical families with incomes between $500 to $1,250, roughly one-
sixth to one-eighth received some free care. Above that income level,
less than one-tenth of all families received any free care.t

Recreation and letsure-time activities—Expenditures for recreation ®
were next largest after medical care at most income levels, tending
to be slightly less than that category up to the $7,500 income level.
When average expenditures for tobacco and reading,® which are recrea-
tional in nature, are grouped with average expenditures for recreation
proper, it is found that the combined expenditures were at all income
Ttetm:n—adozen hospitals and medical agencies in the city furnished free service to families that could
demonstrate the need therefor. Most of the hospitals and clinics connected with universities, however,
adjusted their fees in accordance with what they could ascertain of the families’ financial status, and most
families that were not on relief were charged at least a nominal fee.

$ Include admissions to motion pictures, theatres, spectator sports, dances, concerts and lectures; games
and sports; club dues; and recreational supplies and equipment.

8 Books and journals used in formal study and technieal literature, that is occupational rather than
recreational in character, were not included in determining the amount spent for reading.
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levels equal to or greater than those for medical care, ranging from 5
to 8 percent of total money expenditures, and showing a general
tendency to increase more rapidly than income.

Expenditures classified under the category recreation in the present
study, however, by no means represented the full amounts devoted
to leisure-time activities. Amounts spent for food and liquor used
when entertaining friends have not been separated from the family
food expenditures. Expenditures for owned and rented vacation
homes as well as camping sites used while on vacation were considered
housing costs. The cost of cruises was allocated to food and trans-
portation. Expenditures for automobile pleasure trips have been
included under automobile operation expense, and similarly, railroad
and other fares for vacation trips have been considered transportation
expenses.

" An approximation to outlays of Chicago families for vacations away
from home may be derived by combining available figures on expendi-
tures for food while traveling or on vacation, for vacation housing, and
for interurban travel.” Average expenditures on these three items
were negligible for families with incomes of less than $3,500 but
assumed increasing importance at succeeding income levels. Among
families with incomes of $5,000 to $7,500, they amounted to about
one-third as much as the average expenditures reported for the items
classified under the heading ‘‘recreation.” At higher incomes they
amounted to one-half or more. If automobile operation expense
could be apportioned between local transportation and vacation travel,
the sums allocable to vacations would undoubtedly be substantially
increased. Particularly among families with small incomes, an auto-
mobile is almost a prerequisite for a vacation trip.

Of the sums spent on recreation, a larger share went for motion
picture admission fees than for any other group of related items, as
the following figures indicate:

Percentage of total recreation expense
Average
Income class total rec- Admissions
reation Games
expense Mot ant}; Other
otion sports
pictures Other
Under $1,000. e $13 57 6 4 33
$1,750-$1,999_ ... 47 43 [ 12 39
$5,000 and over 260 18 11 17 54

Even for the median income group ($1,750 to $2,000), almost half of
the total went for motion pictures. Expenditures for other admis-
sions—to theaters, concerts, lectures, spectator sports, dances, etc.—

7 These ﬁgﬁres do not include costs of food prepared and eaten in the family’s vacation home. On the
other hand, amounts spent on interurban travel include all travel by family members except that undertaken

in connection with business, so that the figure for some families doubtless includes expenditures for other
than pleasure travel,

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



74 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

increased with income as a proportion of the total recreation outlay,
but even in combination were small in relation to expenditures for
movies. They were also smaller, at most income levels, than expendi-
tures for equipment and fees for participation in games and sports.
These expenditures for active rather than passive leisure-time activi-
ties tended in general to increase more rapidly than total recreation
expenditures, and much more rapidly than family income.

All other recreation expenditures, including radio and musical
instruments, toys, pets, entertaining at home, and club dues, increased
with income at a fairly rapid rate. Among families with incomes
under $1,000, they absotbed about one-third of total recreation
expenses; but among families with incomes of over $5,000, they
absorbed more than one-half the total. This increasing share was due
in considerable measure to the rising importance of club dues among
the high income families.

Tobacco.—Tobacco was one of the less elastic items in the budgets of
Chicago native white families. At the income level $750 to $1,000, it
accounted for an average of $21 per family; at the level $7,500 to
$10,000, where average incomes were more than nine times as large,
average expenditures for tobacco were exactly five times as great:
The amounts spent for tobacco formed a very constant proportion
(from 2.0 to 2.4 percent) of total expenditures of all families with
incomes between $500 and $4,000. Among those with higher incomes,
between 1 and 2 percent of total money expenditures went for tobacco.

Reading.—Average expenditures of Chicago native white families for
reading, while small, also constituted a relatively constant proportion
(about 1 percent) of total money expenditures at most income levels.
Among the majority of families, a substantial share of these expenses
went for newspapers.?

Education.—While almost all families reported some expenditures
for reading, less than half of them at most income levels reported any
expenditures for formal education.® The average amounts spent and
the proportion of family having expenditures for this category were

as follows:

Average Percentage Average Percentage

direct expen-| of families direct expen-| of families
Income class ditures for reporting Income class ditures for reporting
formal such expen- formal such expen-
education ! ditures education ! ditures

$500-$749_ . ... $2 28 || $2,500-$2,999____________ 23 47
$750-8999______ 2 30 {| $3,000-$3,499.__ 28 47
$1,000-$1,249___ 2 30 || $3,500-$3,999__ 32 51
$1,250-$1,499_ 6 43 || $4,000-$4,999__ 36 48
$1,500-$1,749_ 8 44 || $5,000-$7,499_. 72 50
$1,750-$1,099_ 10 38 || $7,500-$9,999__ 110 56
$2,000-$2,249_ 15 50 |[ $10,000 and ovel 348 70
$2,250-$2,409___ 17 50

1 These averages are based on all families studied, not on those reporting expenditures for education,

8 Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin.
¢ Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin.
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The small proportions of families reporting direct expenditures for
formal education are due chiefly to two factors; first, the large number
of families having no children of school age, and second, the extensive
facilities in tax-supported education in American cities. The numer-
ous educational classes for adults offered by the WPA in 1935-36 may
also help to account for the small average expenditures reported.

At the low income levels most of the amounts expended went for
supplies used by children in the public schools. Among families
with incomes of $5,000 and over, the larger amounts chiefly repre-
sented tuition fees paid by some families for children at private
schools, colleges, or universities.

The expenditures reported for education do not include expenses
of room or board at school, which were treated as housing and food
costs, respectively. No expenditures for room or board at schools
were reported by families with incomes of less than $2,500, and even
among families with higher incomes, the average expenditures of this
type were small.’® This is readily accounted for in the case of families
living in Chicago, where the facilities of three large universities are
available to college students who can live at home.

Contributions and personal taxes.—Expenditures for contributions
to individuals and institutions and personal taxes were among the
most elastic categories of expenditure. Among families with incomes
below $1,000 the average amount spent was only $10, while it exceeded
$100 in all groups receiving $3,000 and over. Families with incomes
of $7,500 to $10,000 reported expenditures for this category that
averaged nearly $600. The proportion of total money expenditures
devoted to contributions and personal taxes rose from 1 to 8 percent
between the two lowest income groups and the group at the $7,500 to
$10,000 level. (See tables 40 and 43 and fig. 8.)

Among the families with incomes below $2,250, contributions to
religious organizations formed the largest portion of the expenditures
for this group of items. (See table 43.) The proportion of such
contributions in the total for contributions and personal taxes de-
creased rapidly as income increased, while the proportion spent for
the support of relatives increased, and formed the largest portion of
these expenditures for families with incomes above $3,000.

Among families in the two lowest income groups studied average
contributions to religious institutions accounted for more than half of
all expenditures for contributions and personal taxes, and up to the
$2,000 level this item was substantially larger than any other included
in the category. Contributions to the support of relatives increased
with income much more rapidly than did those to religious institu-
tions, however, with the result that the former overtook the latter at
the $3,000 level, and amounted to five times as much in the highest

10 Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin.
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income group studied. Gifts to persons !! were also substantial at
most economic levels, and generally accounted for between one-fifth
and one-third of the total for the category. Contributions to com-
munity welfare agencies such as the Community Chest and Red Cross
were comparatively small at all income levels, never amounting to
more than 8 percent of total expenditures for contributions and
personal taxes.

TABLE 43.— Distribution of money expenditures for contributions and personal taxes!

Percentage of total contributions and personal taxes
Average
Income class total t | Religious | Support | Giftst Com-
amoun oy ifts to :
institu- | of rela- |other per- l:;&?;:g I;c:-fgsn?l Other
tions tives ? sons agencies
$10 [:3: 3 15 3 29 |
10 60 13 17 1 5 4
17 47 12 29 2 7 3
24 40 13 31 3 8 5
33 34 24 26 5 6 5
43 41 19 27 5 5 3
56 33 21 32 6 6 2
63 32 17 33 6 6 6
2,500-$2,999 82 32 26 28 5 5 4
$3,000-$3,499 126 29 37 21 4 5 4
3,500-$3,999 - 133 25 26 28 6 11 4
4,000-$4,999 - 246 23 37 21 6 9 4
5,000-$7,499 . 346 17 32 22 8 18 3
7,500-$9,999___ - 582 10 29 17 6 31 7
10,0600 and over..._._.__.. 1,923 7 37 7 8 36 7

! Summary of data to be published in a later bulletin.

2 Refers to persons outside the economic family.

3 Amounts reported for taxes under this heading do not include sales taxes, which were included in the
expense for the items to which they applied; automobiles taxes, which were included in automobile oper-
ation expense; taxes on owned homes, which were treated as an expense of home ownership; nor taxes on
other real property, which were deducted from the gross income from such property.

These data thus indicate that, even in a city as large as Chicago,
for the great bulk of the families, donations to the needy are still
mainly on a personal rather than institutional basis. A very con-
siderable portion of the burden of caring for those requiring assistance
is thus borne by direct family action rather than through support of
welfare agences.

Among families with incomes below $3,500 the taxes included in
this category (income and personal property taxes) did not average
as much as $7 a year.’? Above this level, however, amounts spent for

1t Included are all nonmoney gifts to persons not members of the economic family. Gifts exchanged within
the family are entered in the appropriate sections of the schedule. The character of gifts to nonfamily mem-
bers is not known, however. Hence, from the point of view of market analysis, a study of aggregate pur-
chases for specific categories, made from these expenditure data, will somewhat underestimate the total
purchases made by these families.

A study of check list data gives an indication of the value of clothing and of furnishings or equipment re-
ceived as gifts from persons outside the family. It seems reasonable to assume that the vaiue of such gifts
was roughly equivalent to the amounts spent by members of the families studied for similar gifts to persons
outside the family. No information was requested, however, concerning the value of other types of gifts
received.

12 The taxes reported in this section by Chicago families represent an understatement of amounts owing
because of the fact that during the time the investigation was made Chicago municipal finances were so
disturbed that many families were ignoring personal property tax assessments, and did not even know the
amount they had been assessed. In such cases it was necessary to enter “zero’’ on the schedule opposite
this item.
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such taxes increased rapidly, and while they accounted for consid-
erably less than 1 percent of total money expenditures among families
with incomes under $5,000, they constituted 3 and 7 percent, respec-
tively, of this total among families in the two highest income classes
covered by the Study.

Total expenditures for minor categories among occupational groups.—
In view of the miscellaneous character of the expenditures covered
in this chapter, it is not surprising that no clear occupational differ-
ences appear when all minor categories are considered together. The
groups which tended to have high expenditures in one field ranked
low in another, so that most differences are ironed out when the ex-
penditures for all the minor categories are combined. The only clear
differences remaining were that families in the salaried business
group, particularly those with incomes of $2,500 or more, tended to
have high expenditures for this group of items, while those in the
independent professional category tended at most income levels to
have relatively low average expenditures.

At the lowest income level at which all occupational groups are
represented ($1,250 to $1,500) the families in each group spent an
average of between $135 and $175 for this group of items. At the
upper income level at which all groups can be compared ($4,000 to
$5,000) they spent between $640 and $825 (see table 44).

TABLE 44.—Average money expenditures for the minor categories, combined, by
occupational group

Inde- .
Inde- ; Salaried
Wage : pendent | Salaried
Income class earner | Clerical gﬁgﬂg’;g profes- | business g{g&:{
sional
$1,250-$1,499 $173 $164 $153 $138 $173 $149
$1,500-$1,749 223 220 165 222 222 222
$1,750-%1,999 251 248 240 203 238 217
$2,000-$2,249 292 277 292 413 289 295
$2,250-$2,499__ _ 320 367 350 286 333 321
$2,500-$2,999___ 397 383 344 375 443 417
$3,000-$3,499_ __ 477 475 516 509 586 473
$3,500-$3,999 454 475 536 466 649 558
$4,000-$4,999 823 727 651 642 817 667

Expenditures for medical care among occupational groups.—The rela-
tively low expenditures ot the independent professional group for the
total of the items considered in the present chapter may be accounted
for chiefly in terms of their low average expenditures for medical care.
Their smaller expenditures for medical care were paralleled by reports
of relatively infrequent visits to physicians. Since the principal
earners in many of these families were themselves physicians or
surgeons, the members of their families doubtless received much care
within the home, as well as complimentary services from other mem-
bers of the medical profession.
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As among the other occupational groups, there were few consistent
differences in average expenditures for medical care. Families of the
wage-earner and clerical groups tended to spend more than those in
the business and professional categories at all income levels except
$1,750 to $2,000 and $3,500 to $4,000. At almost all income levels,
moreover, the proportion of families spending $50 or less on medical
services during the year was smaller among the wage-earner and
clerical families than among those in the business and professional
groups. It should be noted, however, that occupational variations in
average total expenditures for medical care were small and by no
means entirely consistent.!

If total expenditures for medical care are analyzed in terms of the
constituent items, some fairly clear occupational differences appear.
Relatively, clerical families spend more for physician’s visits than any
other occupational group, while independent professionals spend less.
Families of the wage-earner and salaried business group tend to have
relatively the largest expenditures for dental care. In the case of the
wage-earner group, this is probably to be explained in terms of the
larger average size of family. In general, expenditures for dental care
averaged considerably less than $50 for families in all occupational
groups, constituting from one-fourth to one-fifth of the average
amounts spent on total medical care.

Average expenditures for medicines and drugs did not increase
markedly with income. While the data are by no means consistent,
families in the wage-earner category tended to have somewhat larger
average expenditures for medicines and drugs than any other group.
Perhaps, with their larger families, it seemed more important to them
than to other families to try to reduce physician’s bills by treating
themselves. Or perhaps, as some of the other figures suggest, they
had more illness to treat.

Average expenditures for health and accident insurance were small,
reaching a maximum of $14 within the income range $1,250 to $5,000.
Wage-earner families, however, clearly tended to spend more than any
other group. This may be because contributory employee health
plans and union sick benefit funds are most common among wage
earners.’* Business families, on the average, spent the least on health
insurance.

When a comparison is made among the families which received
physicians’ care during the year, those in the wage-earner group re-
ported more frequent visits than the families in any other occupational
group.® In addition, wage-earner families in the income intervals
between $1,250 and $3,500 reported far more use of clinic services

13 When family type and income are held constant, occupational differences do not appear to have been
significant. (See supplement to Tabular Summary, table B, and appendix D.)
14 Deductions from earnings for health or accident insurance were included here as family expense.

15 Since the average expenditures of clerical families for physicians’ services tended to be slightly larger, it
appears that wage-earner families were receiving more frequent but less expensive care.
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than did other families. In general, no more than a nominal price is
paid for such services. Although expenditures for hospitalization
varied widely, it is evident that, among families which reported any
hospitalization during the year, those in the clerical and wage-earner
groups averaged appreciably more days in the hospital than other
families.'

Recreation expenditures among occupational groups.—Expenditures
for recreation vary so much with the tastes and habits of the individual
family that clear-cut occupational differences are scarcely to be
expected. There was a general tendency, however, for Chicago
families in the salaried business and independent professional categories
to spend more than others, particularly at income levels above $2,250.
Among all groups, motion-picture admission fees formed the largest
single item in the recreation budget. Perhaps the sharpest occupa-
tional differences lay in expenditures for club dues.” Though the
averages were not large for any group of families within the income
range now being considered (81,250 to $5,000), there was a tendency
for families in the independent professional group to spend the most
at given income levels. Average expenditures of - $8 per year for
club dues were reported by independent professional families with
incomes of $3,000 to $4,000, for example, while the amounts spent by
families with the same incomes in other occupational groups ranged
between $4 and $7. At the $4,000 to $5,000 level, independent
professional families spent $28, on the average, for club dues, although
the average outlays reported by other tamilies did not exceed $12.
Perhaps the larger average expenditures of professional men such as
lawyers and doctors reflect their feeling that the kind of social contacts
made in clubs are valuable business assets.

When a rough measure is taken of expenditures for vacations,'® it
appears that professional families rather consistently spent more
than other families, though too much stress should not be placed on
this relationship, in view of the fact that automobile operation costs
for vacation trips could not be segregated.

Expenditures for tobacco among occupational groups.—Average ex-
penditures for tobacco tended to be largest among families of salaried
business men, and smallest among families of professional men. In
wage-earner and clerical families the principal earner is frequently
unable to smoke at work, but the number of persons, and particularly
of adults, was enough greater in these families to raise the average
mion of the distribution of medical expenses among families in different occupational groups
is based on a special tabulation of the data for Chicago families.

17 Excludés dues to professional associations, which were treated as occupational expense and deducted

from income.
13 See p. 73, above, for a discussion of available data on vacation expenditures.
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tobacco expenditures considerably above those of professional fami-
lies. When the influence of family size variations is eliminated from
the averages for each occupational group, the differences in tobacco
expenditures are clearly defined, with business families ranking high
at most income levels, and professional families, especially those in
the salaried group, at the other extreme.

Expenditures for reading among occupational groups.—Although
expenditures for reading were a small and constant item among the
Chicago families studied, there was a definite tendency for independent
professional families to spend slightly more for reading than families
in other occupational groups. Wage-earner families at almost every
income level spent the least on reading.'?

Expenditures for education among occupational groups—Families in
the wage-earner group, together with those in the salaried business
classification, ranked high in expenditures for education. The ex-
penditures of wage-earner families went chiefly for supplies, for which
they spent more because the average size of family was larger and
particularly because they had a larger than proportionate share of
family members: under 16.2* In contrast, a smaller proportion of
families in the salaried business group reported expenditures for
education, but the average amounts reported were high, apparently
because these families were more prone to send their children to
private schools and to colleges or universities. Examination of the
detailed figures shows that their tuition expenditures at most income
levels were considerably higher than those of wage-earner families.

Expenditures for minor categories among family type groups.—In
general, the differences among families of varying composition were no
more marked, in average expenditures reported for the minor cate-
gories, than were the differences among occupational groups. At
the income level $750 to $1,000, families of different types spent, on
the average, from about $95 to $150 on this broad group of items.
At the income level $7,500 to $10,000, they reported expenditures of
from $825 to $1,680. Despite this wide range, the different groups
of families showed no consistent differences in average expenditures.
(See table 45.) The relative change in the average outlay, at succeed-
ing income levels, both for minor categories as a whole and for its
component parts, was approximately the same among families of the
seven different types. This general similarity reflects, of course, a
considerably higher level of expense per person in the smaller families.
Mnship holds true when simple averages are computed for each occupational group, giving

equal weight to the average expenditures of families of each type. See appendix D.
2 See supplement to Tabular Summary, table C.
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TaBLE 45.—Average money expenditures for the minor categories, combined, by
family type

Family type!
Income class

I II I w v VI Vil

$760-8099_ .. $93 $116 $96 $108 $152 $102 $132
$1,000-$1,249___ 120 145 103 110 13 210
$1,250-$1,499. ._ 184 174 164 163 134 153 152
$l,500—$1,749 .................................. 207 229 229 250 171 180 218
$1,750-$1,999 229 243 242 277 251 259 235
275 276 285 241 290 208

348 355 322 289 3 281

383 382 393 398 877 3714

501 420 498 489 403 518

654 735
1,107 { 1,139 999 862 681 1,601
1,388} 1,655 1,682 1,643 823 1,573

t The 7 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, as {ollows:
Type
I No other persons (families of 2.

II 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
III 2 children under 16 (families of 4).

IV 1 person 16 or ¢ver and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).

V 1child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5or 6).

VI 3or 4children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardiess of age (families of 7 or 8).

At least in the income classes between $2,000 and $5,000, the two-
person families, on the average, spent the most for this miscellaneous
group of items. In dollar amounts, the largest families (type VII)
were often not far behind, but in relation to total expenditures, the
minor categories of expenditure took a smaller share among the large
families than among the families of husband and wife alone. The
smallest expenditures, both in average amounts and in relation to
total expenditures, were in general made by families with three or four
members in addition to the husband and wife (types V and VI).

The composition of this group of expenditures differed considerably
among different types of families. Families with one child under 16
(type II) tended to spend the most for medical care; families with
three or four children (type VI) ranked next. Differences in average
outlays for medical care were by no means consistent among the other
groups, although the number of family members ranged from two to
eight. Physicians’ bills were the largest single item in medical care
for all families. Those with one child had the greatest expenditures
for this item, perhaps because a family tends to consult a physician
frequently for even the minor ailments of a first child. The cost of
hospitalization also tended to run high for such families. Expendi-
tures for medicines and drugs tended to be low among the two-person
families and high among families with three or four members, at least
three of them over 16 (type IV). As might be expected, the larger
families (type VI and VII) tended to make more extensive use of
clinic facilities; they also reported the receipt of free medical care
somewhat more frequently than did the smaller families.
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Although there was no clear differentiation among family types in
respect to average expenditures for recreation, it appears that the
young families tended to spend somewhat more than the older and
larger families. It may be noted that average expenditures for
recreation tended to equal or exceed those for medical care at a point
lower in the income scale among small than among large families.

Average amounts spent on motion-picture admissions, at least
among families with incomes between $1,250 and $5,000, tended to
be greatest for the largest families (type VII), followed by the two-
person families and those with at least one member over 16 in addi-
tion to husband and wife (types I, IV, and V). Families with only
children (types II, III, and VI) spent the least. The differences,
which are not large, are perhaps attributable chiefly to differences in
the admission charges for children and for adults. It is at least sug-
gestive, however, that the families with children under 16, which
spent the least on motion pictures, reported automobile ownership
most frequently.” Expenditures for games and sports averaged
somewhat higher for the two-person families and for those with
children than for the larger families with adults.

Insofar as the outlay for vacation trips can be approximated # it
appears that two-person families spent appreciably more than any
others for vacations away from home. This was to be expected, in
view both of their greater freedom of movement and their greater
freedom of choice in the apportionment of expenditures. Equally to
be expected was the fact that among families with seven or eight
members—at least those with incomes below $4,000—expenditures for
vacation trips were rare. Among the other families, ranging in size
from three to six persons, however, there were no consistent differences
in expenditures of this type.

With respect to average expenditures for tobacco, which showed
only a slow change with income and very little occupational differentia-
tion, fairly clear differences appear among families of different com-
position. The largest families (type VII) spent the most, while those
with only children in addition to husband and wife (types II, III, and
VI) spent least. Furthermore, the average expenditures of families
with three or four children fell considerably below those of families
with one or two children.

Average expenditures for reading were even smaller than those for
tobacco, and showed little or no relationship to family size and com-
position. This might be expected in view of the large share of these
expenditures which went for newspapers.

Average amounts spent for education naturally varied rather
markedly with family type. The large families tended to spend the

1 See above, ch. VL.
1 8ee above, D. 73.
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most, followed by those containing at least one person 16 or over in
addition to the husband and wife, and then by the families with
three or four children under 16. In the case of families with persons
over 16 beside the husband and wife, tuition payment tended to run
high, since these families often contained at least one person of college
age. In the case of families with three or four children under 16
(type VI), there were often at least three children for whom it was
necessary to purchase school supplies.

The proportion of families reporting expenditures for education was
greatest among the largest families and those with three or four
children under 16, in that order, and smallest among families with
three or four members (disregarding husband-and-wife families, where
the proportion was naturally negligible). Undoubtedly the one child
in families of type 11 was often not of school age during the report
year. Families that contained one or two persons over 16 in addi-
tion to husband and wife might well have no members of school age.

It is worth noting that families with three to six members, including
at least three over 16, ranked considerably lower in the proportion
reporting expense for education than in the average amount spent.
In other words, the families that did have such expenditures reported
relatively large amounts, which, it is probable, frequently represented
tuition payments for children in college. This interpretation is con-
firmed by the fact that families reporting expenditures for room and
board at school most often fell in one or the other of these family
types.

With respect to the miscellany of expenditures for contributions
and personal taxes, we find that both in average amounts and as a
proportion of total expenditures, the two-person families in Chicago
tended to spend the most, with the families containing five or more
persons at the other extreme. These differences were chiefly due to
variations between the small and the large families in average amounts
given to relatives and to other persons not members of the economic
family. The small families, having fewer persons to support on a
given income, are more apt to have funds to be used in this way.
They are perhaps more likely, furthermore, to support relatives out-
side their own homes, while larger families, having more adaptable
households, are more apt to bring such individuals into their homes,
where they become members of the economic family. Among fam-
ilies with incomes of $2,500 and more, differences in number of
dependents likewise affect the amounts paid in income taxes.
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Chapter VIII
Surplus and Deficit Items

A summary of the relationship between incomes and expenditures
of the families studied in Chicago was presented in chapter II. There
it was shown that a majority of families with incomes of less than
$1,000 reported expenditures for the year in excess of their current
incomes. At higher incomes levels, however, a rising proportion of
families reported surpluses of rather rapidly increasing average
amounts. The result was an average net deficit of about $100 for all
families with incomes of less than $1,000, while those with incomes of
$5,000 or more had average net surpluses of over $1,700.

The nature of changes in assets and liabilities—Many of the families
which ended the year with a surplus incurred deficits with respect to
one or more of the items which went to make up the balance sheet.
On the other hand, most of those families who “went into the red”
for the year reported some surplus items; most of them, for instance,
paid insurance premiums.

The purpose of the present chapter is to make a more detailed
analysis of surplus and deficit, in order to show the relative impor-
tance, among families at different income levels, of negative and
positive changes in family assets and liabilities, and of the various
asset and liability items.! We will thus be investigating the compo-
nent changes which, balanced against one another, made up the aver-
age net surplus or deficit discussed in chapter II.

It must be recognized at the start that it was not one of the aims of
the Study of Consumer Purchases to measure the total net worth of
the families interviewed. The family was asked to report, not the
total amount of its bank accounts, or its outstanding bills, but only
the increases and decreases in the various items that had taken place
during the schedule year. As was noted above, almost all families
had paid some insurance premiums for the year, which meant an
increase in assets. Some families, in order to make these payments,
had withdrawn sums from bank accounts, which decreased their
assets. Purchases of property would increase the family’s invest-
ments, but might involve a corresponding change on the other side of
the ledger, through withdrawals from the savings account, or the
signing of a note at the bank.

1 The following discussion is based on a summary of detailed data to be presented in a later bulletin.
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SURPLUS AND DEFICIT ITEMS 85

Payments on the principal of a mortgage reduced liabilities, as did
payments on bills incurred before the beginning of the schedule year.?
On the other hand, taking out & mortgage on property, or increasing
the principal of an existing mortgage, meant an increase in liabilities.
So also did installments or other credit purchases made during the
year and not completely paid for by the end of the year. Loans
obtained from a bank or from other sources likewise increased
liabilities.

Important surplus items3—The figures in table 46 bear out the
statement that the amount of surplus items was not inconsiderable,
even for the families at income levels where there was a sizeable
average net deficit. On the other hand, while there were substantial
deficit items at the upper income levels, they were far outweighed by
the surplus categories which averaged several thousand dollars per
family.

A closer examination of these figures shows that the change from
average net deficit to average net surplus was chiefly the result of the
growing importance of those items which went to increase assets—
chiefly "insurance, bank accounts and, at the upper income levels,
investinents of one kind or another. These items, which, with one
exception, did not total on the average as much as $100 among families
with incomes of less than $1,750, amounted to nmore than $1,000 in
the $5,000 to $7,500 bracket, and progressively larger amounts at
higher income levels.

Among the increases in assets, the item of greatest general im-
portance among all families with incomes up to $4,000 was insurance
premiums.! Amounting to $33, on the average, even for families with
incomes of less than $750, the average value of these premiums rose
steadily at successive income levels. Insurance premiums alone
accounted for more than half of all surplus items among families with
incomes of $750 to $2,000, and for at least one-third of surplus items
up to the $7,500 level. The importance attributed to insurance by
urban families is further attested by the remarkably constant ratio
of insurance premiums paid to money income. (See table 47.) The
proportion was 5 or 6 percent among all families with incomes of less
than $4,000. At higher incomes, it was somewhat greater.
me, whether the payment was made from current income, or was defrayed through a change
in some asset or some other liability.

3 “‘Surplus items’” has been used to mean items of increase in assets or decrease in liabilities. These are
distinguished from ‘‘deficit items,” i. e., items of decrease in assets or increase in liabilities. The final
family surplus or deficit (as distinguished from surplus or deficit items) may be computed as the balance
between these two sets of items. It will be seen that this balance is (except for the balancing difference,
see glossary, p. 226) necessarily the same as the difference between current money income and current money
expenditure.

4In a study among Federal employees carried on by the Bureau of Labor Statistics just prior to the
initiation of this investigation, the schedule provided for securing information on the type of insurance
covered by the premiums reported. It was found that very frequently informants were unable to provide
the information and the question was not included in the present schedule. It is, therefore, impossible to

estimate how much of the amount paid in life insurance premiums represents savings and how much was
paid for insurance protection during the schedule year.
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86 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLE 46.—Component items making up surpluses and deficits

Item $500~ | $750- | $1,000~ | $1,250- | $1,500~ | $1,750- | $2,000- | $2,250-
$749 $999 | $1,249 | $1,499 | $1,749 | $1,999 | $2,249 | $2,499

Averagenet change ! ________________ —$204 | —$113 | —$63 | —$29 —$3 $42 $87 $98

Increases in assets. . .......o._.... 122 58 7 76 88 154 24 281

Bank accounts.. ™) 3 3 8 12 38 3 50

Investments.. ..o o | o]eaeoa- 17 1 2 13 59 94

Insurance.._.__ 33 50 56 66 74 101 117 132
Other_.___.__.... - 89 | ... 1 *) (W) 14

Decreases in liabilities__ 13 4 17 15 25 84 84 48

Mortgage payments. . ___.____.__|.___.._.. 1 11 8 12 14 39 25

Loans due._._...___ () JS [ 1 2 4 6 5 7

Balances due.___ 13 3 5 4 7 [ 8 10
________ ® *) 1 2 8 2

241 84 92 56 58 78 98 110

86 38 56 34 33 49 47 63

106 8 8 6 4 3 22 6

47 36 17 16 14 20 23 33
....... 2 2 11 (@) 2 1 1

Increoses in liabilities. .. 98 86 65 63 68 78 98 121
________ /A S . 2 16 43

__________ 38 45 31 30 23 19 23 11

..... 27 21 22 28 32 26 41

Other__..___ 33 13 14 11 10 6 [} 5

Ttem $2,999 | $3,409 | $3,000 | 34,990 | 97,490 | 6,000 [ 904
Averagenet change ! _______________________. $185 $371 $491 $589 | $1,181 | $1,599 | $5, 647
Increases in assets. - 876 468 625 675 | 1,201 | 1,841 5,860
Bank account: - 106 199 210 252 477 371 1,834
Investments. - 100 64 153 112 220 872 2,183
Insurance. 147 172 232 287 437 528 1, 547
23 18 30 24 87 70
70 68 94 112 185 257 263
42 39 62 57 18 215
________ 8 11 ] 18 15 37
14 10 25 30 36 149 3
__________ - 3 7 30 63
Decreases in assets_ - 117 78 115 149 105 257 408
Bank accounts. - 73 52 78 125 53 160 23
Investments.... - 28 8 23 10 31 126 365
Insurance. - 14 9 11 bh: 2 D R 2
1) S - 2 3 21 71 18
Increases in liabilities. ... .. _______ 144 7e 118 49 70 142 58
Mortgages payable_ 34 56 22 |oeee o 60 | .
Loans due.... 54 20 20 1 51 Q9 Joeooo-
Balances due. 46 39 33 21 10 57
ther____..__ 10 6 5 5 9 16 ™)

1 This net figure was derived through computing the algebraic sum of all increases in assets and decreases
lnliibilitggs on$ 1tha positive side, and of decreases in assets and increases in liabilities on the negative side.
ess than $1.

Aside from insurance, increases in family assets consisted chiefly of
additions to bank accounts or investments in business, real property,
or securities. Increases in bank accounts were relatively unimportant
among families with incemes of less than $1,750. Above $2,500, such
increases were about as important as insurance. The amount of in-
creases in investments ° varied somewhat more erratically, as might
be expected, since individual families at given income levels differ
rather widely in the manner of disposition of their accumulated sur-

5 This item took no account of changes in the market value of securities or real estate held; the amounts
reported were the cost of new investments.
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TaBLE 47.— Average insurance premiums paid as a percentage of average money
income and of all surplus items

Percentage| Percentage Percentage| Percentage
Income class of money | of all sur- Income class of money | of all sur-
income | plus items!? income [plus items!

24 (| $2,500-$2,999___.
89 1| $3,000-$3,400__..

65 || $5,000-87,490____
999
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1 Surplus items consist of increases in assets and decreases in liabilities.

pluses. It was the most important constituent in increases in assets,
however, among families with incomes of $7,500 and over.

“Qther”’ increases in assets were generally of minor importance.
Included here were such items as the value of improvements on owned
home or other real estate.

By comparison with the increases in assets reported by Chicago
families, their decreases in liabilities, which also went to build up sur-
pluses, were of minor importance. (See table 46). In general, such
decreases were achieved mainly by reduction in the principal of mort-
gages, which, though the average amounts varied rather erratically at
successive income levels, generally constituted about half the total
decreases in liabilities. Repayments on loans averaged less than $40
at all income levels, and generally amounted to less than $10, as an
average. While the average amounts by which bills due were reduced
(charge accounts, installment accounts, grocery bills, doctor bills, and
the like) were generally somewhat larger than the decreases in loans,
they averaged less than $30 at all income levels below $4,000. Other
decreases in liabilities, which included chiefly rents due and taxes due,
were insignificant in their effect on the total picture, averaging as much
as $10 only among families with incomes between $5,000 and $10,000.

How Chicago families met deficits.—If we turn to the deficit side of the
picture, we find that decreases in assets and increases in liabilities were
of about equal importance up to the $4,000 income level, above which
the former took precedence. It is to be expected that these high-
ihcome families would have more substantial assets on which to draw
to meet deficits.

At all income levels from $750 to $10,000, withdrawals from bank
accounts constituted the chief item in decreases in assets, at most
income levels exceeding in value any of the items making for increase
in family liabilities. This suggests that, even at the low income levels,
many families were drawing on past accumulations to finance current
living. The importance of these reductions in bank accounts should
not be overemphasized, however, since the average amounts exceeded
$100 at only two income levels. While a number of families reduced
their investments during the year, the average amounts involved were

118992°—89——7
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88 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

less, at all income levels above $1,750, than the increases in invest-
ments reported on the surplus side. The insurance item on the deficit
side represented insurance policies settled or surrendered, and varied
erractically over the income range, tending in general to decrease in
average amount. Other decreases in assets were generally insignificant.

Increases in liabilities generally contributed about the same amount
to deficits as did decreases in assets, up to the $4,000 income level;
above that level they were definitely smaller. It is, however, worth
noting that up to the $4,000 level, they were larger in average amount
than were the decreases in liabilities recorded on the surplus side.
That is, the Chicago families studied, in general, carried over heavier
liabilities into the year following the Study than they had at the begin-
ning of the year. This was perhaps natural for a period marked by
improving economic conditions after a severe depression.

There was no one liability category that accounted for a major part
of all deficit items. At some income levels, increases in loans due
to banks or individuals were the most important, at others it was in-
creases in mortgages payable, and at still othersinereasesin amounts due
on installment or other credit purchases or other bills incurred during
the year. For no one of them did the average increase during the year
of the Study amount to as much as $65 for the families at any income
level, and none, furthermore, showed a clear tendency to increase
over the income range. ‘“‘Other’’ increases in liabilities, which consisted
chiefly of rents due, and, to a lesser extent, of taxes due, amounted
to as much as $33 only among the families at the lowest income level,
where almost one-third of the families reported increases in rents due,
averaging $75 in amount for those families which reported the item.

Installment purchases.—The general situation with respect to in-
creases In liabilities can perhaps be most effectively illustrated by a
more detailed examination of the figures on installment accounts,
which are included upder “Balances due’”” in table 46. If the figures
on increase and decrease in amounts due on installment purchases are
compared, as in table 48, it will ‘be seen that, while a number of the
Chicago families studied reduced their obligations of this type during
the year of the Study, the families which reported an increase were
more numerous at every income level between $1,000 and $4,000.
The differences were most marked at the income levels between $1,250
and $3,500, where the percentage of families reporting increases was
two to three times as great as the percentage reporting decreases.®

¢ In this connection it is pertinent to note estimates of the volume of credit sales in relation to total retail
sales in recent years. The Retail Credit Survey (U. S. Department of Commerce) for 1937 points out that
between 1929 and 1933, credit sales declined both absolutely and in proportion to total retail sales, comprising
34 percent of all retail sales in 1929, and only 28 percent in 1933. The trend since then has been in the oppo-
site direction, so that credit sales bore somewhat the same relation to total retail sales in 1937 as in 1929. It
is estimated that installment sales (as a part of credit sales) reached a peak of 13 percent of total retail sales

in 1929, and since then have not exceeded 12 percent of the total. Between 1935 and 1937 they increased
from 10.9 to 11.7 of the total.
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SURPLUS AND DEFICIT ITEMS 89

Furthermore, the average amounts of increase exceeded the average
decreases at all but one income level between $750 and $4,000.

TABLE 48.—Increases and decreases in amounts due on installment purchases

Families reporting Families reporting
increases decreases
Income class

Average Average

Percentage amount Percentage amount
11 $120
9 33
9 43
4 70
5 124
8 123
$2,500-$2,999___ 7 186
$3,000~$3,409___ 13 287 6 143
$3,500-$3,999___ 9 292 ki 291
,000-$4,999___ 8 204 12 245
$5,000 and over_ ... . 4 348 7 666

It should prove illuminating to check the results of the present
study against comparable figures from investigations carried out in &
subsequent year which represents a different phase of the business
cycle. In order to understand the nature of deficit financing in con-
sumer purchasing, one needs to study family balance sheets for a
number of successive years, to determine the regularity with which
families balance net increases in assets or liabilities against net de-
creases, particularly with reference to such an item as installment
balances.

Preliminary examination of the detailed figures on installment obli-
gations indicates that at most income levels the most substantial
amounts of increase were in connection with automobile purchase,
furniture being second in importance, and electric refrigerators third.
Changes in amounts due on such goods as other electrical equipment,
radios, and clothing rarely averaged as much as $5 among the families
at any income level.

Occupational variations in changes in assels and liabilities.—A special
analysis of the Chicago data makes possible a comparison of changes
in assets and liabilities among the various occupational groups at
income levels between $1,250 to $5,000. Figures for three selected
income levels are presented in table 49 as illustrative of the relation-

7 In the process of coding and tabulation only net amounts were tabulated for the smaller items on which
there would be recurring installment purchases. Thus, for example, if the family had $30 outstanding at
the beginning of the year for installment purchases of clothing which were paid up during the year, and $100
due on installment clothing purchases at the end of the year, the family’s record would show a net increase
in liabilities of $70 on clothing installments. Moreover, the liabilities account of the family was not affected
by installment purchases made and cleared up within the schedule year. Thus the net figures given in the

sumimary which accompanies the text must not be used as representing an aggregate of installment purchases
by the families.
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TaBLE 49.—Surplus and deficit items at selected income intervals, by occupational group

$1,250-$1,499 $2,250-$2,499 $4,000-$4,999
Item Independent Salaried Independent Salaried Independent Salaried
Wage | Cleri- Wage | Cleri- Wage | Cleri-
earner | cal | pugi | Profes-| Busi- | Profes-| 0T | 1 | Bug | Profes-| Busi- | Profes-| ®2™Mer | 8l | pugi | Profes-| Busi- | Profes-
ness | sional | ness | sional ness | sional | ness | sional ness | sional | ness | sional
Average net change!.___ | —$37 —$19 —~$5 —$81 -—-$97 $28 $90 $93 $119 $39 $82 $177 $534 $556 $722 $665 $504 $661
66 61 61 58 102 308 243 390 186 167 3881 601 633 747 797 566 863
3 [ AN I, 23 51 49 30 16 37 87 209 342 241 203 184 248
4 [ 3 PR SURIRN RN 116 53 229 32 . 168 175 10 155 122 9% 221
58 52 61 52 771" 187 133 127 116 120 126 206 277 337 309 281 334
Othi - ) 3 ORI R 1 2 4 8 4 22 [ 6 TN IR 11 4 14 93 11 60
Decreases in liabilities. . 14 18 14 48 $ 1 46 87 64 84 14 40 140 160 72 91 94 66
Mortgage payments. 7 9 11 L3 O P AU, 25 26 41 6 6 26 54 86 53 28 45 38
Loans due, 27
Balances due,.
Other
Decreases in assets
Bank accounts
Investments..
Insurance. ..
Other
Increases in liabilities._ .
Mortgages payable. {_ .| oo {oeoo o |enemoi|eimafeeaaaes 87 [ 20 I I 150 1835 {occmoo oo 25 o
Loansdue....._.__.. 28 32 46 47 51 18 15 12 | |eaeo 9 L3 D3 P [ POS— 1
Balances due......... 31 11 3 2 7 3 60 26 26 16 52 28 16 37 9 8 23 13
Other..coeoooooo. 15 4 14 14 3 3 4 8 8 19 3 1 9 1 3 11 7 3

1 This figure is derived by computing the algebraic sum of increases in assets and decreases in liabilities on the positive side, and of decreases in assets and increases in liabilities
on tPeLl;eg%ive gilde.
ss than $1.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

06

OYVOIHD NI HINLIANHIXH ATINVI



SURPLUS AND DEFICIT ITEMS 91

ship among the occupational groups. In all groups, surpluses con-
sisted mainly of increases in assets, which averaged more than $100
per family among those with incomes of $1,750 and over. Decreases
in liabilities, on the other hand, rarely averaged as much as $100.
This suggests that most Chicago families did not carry over heavy
obligations into the year covered by the schedules. The fact that
average increases in liabilities were greater than average decreases
among all occupational groups at most income levels indicates that in
the year of the Study it was usual for families to increase their debts.

As regards changes in assets, in general, increases outweighed the
decreases among all occupational groups. This was true at all income
levels in four of the occupational groups. Among families in the
salaried business category, however, there was & net decrease in
assets at the $1,250 to $1,500 income level, and in the independent
professional group this was true at three of the four income levels
between $1,250 and $2,250. Perhaps some of these families had
enjoyed more substantial incomes in the past, and looked forward to
increased incomes as business conditions improved. In any case,
some of them had past accumulations to draw upon for part of their
current living.

On the deficit side, some rather interesting differences appear
between families in the several occupational categories. Wage-earner
families generally met deficits by increasing liabilities rather than
decreasing assets, probably because they had less reserves to draw
upon. This was generally true of the independent business group up
to incomes of $3,500. Among the independent professional and
salaried business families, on the other hand, average decreases in
assets usually exceeded increases in liabilities, again suggesting that
this group of families had more substantial reserves on which to
draw. Among the clerical and salaried professional families, deficits
were sometimes met chiefly by decreases in assets, sometimes by larger
increases in liabilities.

Important items in surplus and deficit by ocecupational group.—The
importance of the several surplus and deficit items varied somewhat
among the occupational groups. Insurance was always the chief item
in increases in assets, at least to the $2,500 income level, except among
salaried professional families, which at several income levels below
$2,500 reported increases in bank accounts that exceeded insurance
payments. In general, increases in investments in stocks and bonds
and real estate were more consistently large among the salaried pro-
fessional families than among those in any other occupational group.
Payments on the principal of outstanding mortgages contributed
somewhat more to the reduction of liabilities among wage-earner,
clerical, and independent business families than among salaried or
independent professional families. Clerical families tended to make
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92 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

the most substantial payments on installment and other credit pur-
chases during the schedule year.

On the deficit side, withdrawals from bank accounts usually con-
stituted the chief item under decreases in assets. These withdrawals
were generally more substantial among families in the business and
professional groups than among wage-earner and clerical families, as
would perhaps be expected. Increases in liabilities most commonly
comprised increases in loans or balances due (charge or installment
purchases and other bills due), although increases in the principal of
mortgages were more important at scattered income levels.

Source and disposition of funds used for family living.—By way of
conclusion, it will perhaps be worthwhile to consider the source of all
the funds used for family living at selected income levels and the total
disbursements of families at those levels. The funds used included
current money income, together with amounts withdrawn from ac-
cumulations of previous years and unpaid obligations incurred during
the year covered by the survey. Disbursements, on the other hand,
comprised money expenditures for consumer goods and services, in-
creases in assets, and decreases in previously incurred obligations.

In figure 9, the source and distribution of total funds used are pre-~
sented for Chicago families at several income levels. It will be seen
that at the lowest income level ($500 to $750) money income provided
only 65 percent of the funds disbursed during the year, decreases in
assets supplying no less than one-fourth of this total. The other 10
percent of funds used came from increases in liabilities. Money ex-
penditures for current family living, on the other hand, considerably
exceeded money income, and constituted all but 13 percent of total
disbursements, the balance being made up almost entirely of increases
in assets. The latter, however, were only about half as great as de-
creases In assets; decreases in liabilities were only one-tenth as great
as increases in liabilities.

At the next income level, money income took care of a much larger
share of total disbursements, the remainder being provided half by
decreases in assets, and half by increases in liabilities. Money expend-
itures still exceeded money income, comprising 95 percent of total
disbursements. At the median income interval ($1,750 to $2,000),
current money income slightly exceeded expenditures, comprising 92
percent of all funds disbursed. The remaining 8 percent was provided
in equal proportions by decreases in assets and increases in liabilities.
Disbursements other than expenditures for current living consisted
mainly of increases in assets, which were twice as large as decreases in
liabilities.

At the two high income levels, the funds used for family living came
almost entirely from current money income; increases in obligations
were negligible. Expenditures for current living, on the other hand,
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94 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

decreased sharply in relation to total disbursements, constituting,
among the families with incomes of $10,000 and over, less than two-
thirds of the total. Increases in assets increased markedly, while
decreases in liabilities had about the same relative importance as
among the families at the lower income levels.

The most striking feature of this summary picture is the shift from
heavy drawing on past accumulations among the nonrelief families
covered at low-income levels by this survey to the building up of
substantial savings on the part of the high-income families.
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Chapter IX

Summary

Variation of expenditures among families with similar incomes.—So
far in this report expenditures have been discussed primarily as the
average expenditures of groups of families. These averages have cut
through the inherent differences between individual families and have
indicated certain characteristics of the general pattern of expenditure.
In the last chapter, however, there was some discussion of the varia-
tion in surpluses and deficits. This variation was the inevitable con-
sequence of very considerable variations in total expenditures for con-
sumer goods and services found in given income classes. Differences
in family responsibilities, in the emergencies met during the year, in
standards of living, in savings habits, in savings accumulated in pre-
vious years, and in ability to secure credit combine to produce great
differences in expenditures among families with almost identical
incomes,

Even at low income levels, there is a wide dispersion of total family
expenditures. Among families with current incomes of $500 to $750,
expenditures for current family living ranged from less than $500 to
more than $1,700. (See table 50.) The expenditures of more than
one-half of these families were above the upper limits of the income
interval in which they fell. Among families with incomes between
$750 and $1,750 expenditures in 50 to 60 percent of the cases fell
within the limits of the income levels in which the families were
classified. Of the remainder a considerable fraction reported expendi-
tures above these income limits. At higher income levels, smaller
proportions of the families reported expenditures that equaled or
exceeded the income interval in which they were classified, and pro-
gressively larger proportions fell below the lower limits. The degree
of variation in expenditures, however, showed no tendency to diminish
at successively higher income levels. Among families with incomes
of $500 to $750, the largest total expenditure reported was almost
four times as great as the smallest. In the three modal income groups
between $1,250 and $2,000 the largest was at least four times the size
of the smallest, and at incomes of $5,000 to $10,000, the largest family
expenditure reported was nearly five times as great as the smallest.
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TasLE 50.

Percentage distribution of families according to total money value of current family living 1
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00| 4] 2119 (24|17 8| 6] 61 5| 1| 5 |.c|-.-| 3
100 821120417 6| 7] 3} 1 ™ 1] 1 ! 1 foefeaco] 1
100 2| 1(10(24)20(19112| 3| 3| 2| 1| 1[(* R RO ORI VSN VSIS IX G I PR Y )
100 4127129|16)10] 4| 3] 21 2 1 | () ]-=- e (B
100 ™| 1] 2, 311911928617} 7} 1} 1| 1 e (™ RO I N b}
$1,750-$1,999________ 100 2 ... 21 7] 4) 7120121 ({11] 4] 51 1| 2] 4| 1i(M|MI®M[M|IM|M
$2,000-$2,249_ 100 11 12(10|18120( 15| 6 3| 4 3| 1} 1| 1| [ [M™
$2,250-$2,499_ 100 ™ 1M 2] 3| 715131913111 4| 31 3| 1| 1] 3| 1
$2,500-$2,999_ 100 Tl M ™MY] 4] 1| 3| 4] 4 5]10] 8|15712 |12} 4 6 9| 2
$3,000-$3,499_______. 100 1y 1} 3| 1| 4| 5| 4| 4| 4} 510 |10 73| 6] 1{ 1]
$3,600-$3,999_______. 100 21| )|~ 2| 27 3| 3| 65| 3| 5|10136]|27] 2| 1{(
$4,000-54,999. -| 100 () e e fmeme e eee L ) ey 2] 1) X 2] 1) 5|19 (27120} 9| 5
$5,000-$7,499_ -{ 100 T X feacaleace] 2] Y |eegfoccf 1] 2|17 (1420139 2
$7,600-$9,990___ -] 100 ' 1o e e mmee|cceeteace] B ] 2| 60 [ 32
$10,000 and over._..| 100 2121140 37

*Less than 1 percent.

" i {ycludes money expenditures plus the value of food, housing, and fuel received without money expense in the year of the survey. This total is also referred to as ‘“total expend-
ure,

1 Excludes families with no gainfully employed members.
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SUMMARY 97

When a distribution is made of families in each of the six occupa-
tional groups (at the comparable income levels between $1,250 and
$5,000) according to money expenditures, it is found that some wage-
earner and clerical families built up substantial surpluses, while others
spent all or more than their current incomes. But neither of these
conditions was typical of these occupational groups. In general, at
at least among those families with incomes of $1,250 to $2,500, there
is a pronounced tendency for expenditures to be closely related to
income. In this respect the wage-earner and clerical families differ
from those of the business and professional groups. At all income
levels the expenditures of the groups last named tend to be much less
closely related to income. In other words, large savings and large
deficits are both more common among business and professional
families than among clerical and wage-earner families with incomes
of more than $1,250.

The greater frequency of deficits among business and professional
families may well reflect in part a difference among occupational
groups in their attitude toward future income. It may be that a
significant proportion of the business and professional men in the
families studied regarded the income level at which they found them-
selves in 1935-36 as below their normal expectations. Either because
of their past incomes or because of their parents’ economic status
and their own training for business or the professions, many of them
may have looked forward to larger purchasing power in the future.
On the other hand, wage-earner families with incomes of $1,250 to
$2,500 were probably nearer to the income level which they regarded
as normal and were therefore more apt, apart from emergencies, to
keep expenses in line with income.

When the families interviewed are grouped according to number
and age of family members, the differences in the range of money
expenditures among families of different types are but slight. In the
income classes between $1,000 and $3,000, there was more concentra-
tion at the higher levels of expenditure for the large than for the small
families. Among families with incomes outside these limits——that is,
below $1,000 and above $3,000—there was a wide dispersion of expend-
itures by the families in each income class, with little difference in the
degree of dispersion among families of different types.

The families of seven or eight members (type VII) constitute an
exception to this statement. They showed somewhat less dispersion
in their total expenditures than did the smaller families. Perhaps
this was because, having so many members to support on a given
income, they could not pare their total expenditures down so far as
did some of the smaller families, yet were reluctant, except in the
face of pressing need, to spend beyond their current income.
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When the data are further subdivided to show expenditures for the
individual categories, the variations from family to family are even
wider, relatively, than are found in total expenditures for current
living. Such variations reflect the wide differences among families in
their habits and tastes, as well as in the circumstances that operate
in any given year to modify their usual pattern of spending.!

The share of food, shelter, and clothing in family expense.—Despite
the wide range in total expenditures at any given income level, certain
limits (elastic to be sure) are set to a family’s expenditures for many
consumption goods and services by the sums absorbed by the three
necessities of life—food, shelter, and clothing. Attention has already
been drawn to the fact that, at the upper income levels, all three of
these categories, and particularly clothing and food, include a con-
siderable proportion of luxury items. Indeed, expenditures for cloth-
ing behave like those for a luxury commodity, increasing in relative
importance as we move up the income scale. Nevertheless, these
three groups of expenditure ordinarily take precedence over all other
items in the budget. Their importance is attested by the fact, that,
among the Chicago families studied, excepting the few with incomes
of $10,000 or over, more than one-half of average total expenditures
went for these three categories. (See table 51.) Among families
with incomes of less than $1,250, more than three-quarters of total
expenditures went for food, clothing, and housing; up to the $2,500
income level, they accounted for at least two-thirds of the total.

T aBLE 81.—Expenditures for food, clothing, and housing, combined: Average amounts
and percentage of average total expenditures and of average adjusted income !

A Percentage of—
verage
In ] b for
come class ures ior
theso | “TCGf° | Average
items expendi- adjuste
tures 1 income 1
- | H T
S i | B3
$1,500-§1,740____ 1,185 72.4 731
$5.000-87,24 URs | ee| s
$2,250-52,499_ ___ 1,551 67.9 65.4
$5.000 85,000 vee | @il o
12 63. 56.0
$3,500-83,999 2, 062 63.7 55.3
gg,mg,ggg_ 3 230 .6 59
000~ 6: 55. .2
$7,500-$9.9 3,689 52.8 42.7
$10,000 and over_ _____ ..o ool 4,962 47.0 30.5

t The income and expenditure figures used in preparing this table include the money value of food, hous-
ing, and fuel received without money expense in the year covered by the schedule. The housing figure
includes expenditures for fuel, light, and refrigeration, but does not include expenditures for household
help, other types of household operation, or furnishings and equipment.

1 8ee appendix E, for further discussion of variability in family expenditures.
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At succeeding income levels, therefore, steadily increasing propor-
tions of total expenditures were available for other consumption pur-
poses. In terms of income, the showing was much more striking.
For families at the lowest income level (wage-earner families with
incomes of $500 to $750), current income did not, on the average,
suffice to cover even these necessities. At higher income levels,
however, the proportion devoted to these essentials of family living
declined rapidly: toless than 75 percent at the $1,500 level; to about
50 percent at the $5,000 level; and to 30 percent for the small number
of families whose incomes were $10,000 or over.

Expenditures for recreation, automobiles, and household help.—In
contrast to the large but declining share of the total absorbed by
food, clothing, and housing may be placed average expenditures for
the categories which to most city families are luxuries—automobiles
(purchase and operation combined), recreation, and household
help. (See table 52.) These expenditures increased much more
rapidly than did total expenditures, and more rapidly even than
total income. They accounted for less than 4 percent of the aggregate
expenditures of families with incomes of less than $1,250, and for
about 20 percent among families with incomes of $5,000 or more.
The share both of total expenditures and of income absorbed by
these “luxury” categories showed a rather clear tendency to rise with
income until the $10,000 income level was reached. Thus, while the
share of income devoted to food, clothing, and housing declined by half
(from the income levels under $1,000 to those over $5,000), the portion
absorbed by these three “luxury” items multiplied roughly four times.

TaBLE §2.—Expenditures for automobiles, recreation, and household help, combined:
Average amounts, and percentage of average lotal expenditures and of average
adjusted income !

Percentage of—
Average
In clas etxpenf -y
come class ure for
these | “Votar” | Average
items § gxpendi- adjusted
tares ! income 1
$17 19 2.5
22 2.1 2.4
58 4.8 5.1
68 4.8 4.9
101 6.2 6.2
147 8.0 7.8
197 9.7 9.3
203 8.9 8.6
280 10.9 10.2
351 12.3 10.8
406 12.5 10.9
582 15.0 13.1
904 18.9 15.2
i 1,453 20.8 16.8
$10,000 and over___._ mcmcmc e cme—— e 1,862 17.6 1.4

1 Both the income and expenditure figures used in computing these percentages include the money value
of food, housing, and fuel received without money expense during the year covered by the survey.
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Relative changes in expenditures with changes in income.—The fore-
going chapters have shown differences in the reldtive increases in
expenditures for the several categories of goods and services as suc-
cessively larger incomes make possible greater latitude in consumers’
choices.

It is possible to obtain a rough measure of the elasticity of various
types of expenditures over a given income range by comparing the
average expenditures of families gt the lower and upper ends of that
range on a percentage basis. Elasticity varies in different parts of
the income scale, and, since average expenditures increase in succes-
sive income classes, is also greater or less, depending on the length
of the range selected for the comparison.

When average expenditures are compared over a range that begins
with the groups receiving $500 to $1,250 and ends with those receiving
$5,000 and over, the following percentage increases in expenditures
are obtained for the individual categories, arranged in order from the

smallest relative increase to the greatest: Percentage
Food ' . oo 188
Transportation other than by automobile._.______________ 217
Housing 2 _ . 228
Tobaeeo . . el 314
Reading__ .. 325
Personal care________________________ U 370
Medieal care___ ____________________________ 476
Furnishings and equipment_______________________.___.__ 568
Clothing_ . ___ el 726
Recreation. ___ ___ e 1, 429
Household operation_ . _________________________________ 1, 494
Automobile operation_ ____________________________.____ 1, 582
Contributions and personal taxes_ _______________________ 4, 246
Automobile purchase___________________________________ 4, 300
Edueation.. _ e 5, 450

1 Including the value of food received without money expense.
? Including fuel, light, and refrigeration and the value of housing and fuel obtained without money
expense.

Over this range, which represents a 675 percent increase in income,?
total expenditures rose 425 percent, while the increase in outlay for
the individual categories varied from 188 percent for food to 5,450
percent for education. At the lower limit of the income scale covered
by this comparison, families were spending $111 more than their
incomes for current living, at-the upper limit the group was saving on
the average about $1,800 a year.

The manner in which income elasticity in expenditures varies in
different parts of the income scale is indicated by the lists appearing
below, which represent the individual categories arranged according
to the percentage increase in average expenditures over the income
ranges from $500-3749 to $1,000-$1,249 and from $4,000-$4,999 to

3 Money income and total income increased by almost identical percentages.
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$7,500-89,999. The first involves an increase in average income of
about 75 percent, an increase in average total expenditures for current
living of 40 percent, and a reduction in average deficit of 70 percent.
The range between $4,000 and $10,000 represents an increase in the
average incomes compared of approximately 95 percent; a growth in
expenditures of 82 percent and an increase in net savings of 172
percent.

Percent-

Percent-

$500-3749 to $1,000-81,249 iangeease $4,000-84,999 to $7,500-29,999 ingg:aaz
Edueation_.__________________ 0 Transportation other than by
Housing*_ ___________________ 17 automobile_ ________________ 20
Food® _ . _____ o _____ 22 Food? ______ L __ 35
Tobaeco___ . _________ 35 Tobaceo____ - ____________ 45
Household operation___________ 38 Medical eare.. ... ___.______ 48
Personal care_ _ .. _._____.___ 39 Housing 1. __ . ______________ 66
Transportation other than by Furnishings and equipment_____ 68
automobile_ . __._____________ 43 Reading_ ___ . ________________ 74
Reading___._______________.___ 44  Automobile operation______.___ 88
Contributions and personaltaxes. 60  Personal care_ __..____________ 104
Reereation. . ______ . ______ 75 Clothing___ . ___________ 108
Medical care________ . ____._____ 88  Automobile purchase_ ___.______ 114
Clothing_ _ _ . ______________ 102 Contributions and personal taxes_ 137
Furnishings and equipment_____ 400 Recreation___________________ 157
Automobile operation._________ 575  Household operation___________ 163
Automobile purchase_ .. _______ 700 Edueation____________________ 206

! Including fuel, light, and refrigeration, and the value of housing and fuel obtained without money
exfﬁi;lding the value of food received without money expense.

The most striking change in elasticity between the lower income
range and the upper is found in the case of education. Average cutlay
for education by Chicago families in the income class $1,000 to $1,250
was the same as the average outlay of families in the $500 to $750
group. Children among the lower income groups are almost invari-
ably sent to public schools, and direct expenditures for formal educa-
tion are kept to the minimum necessary for the purchase of school
supplies. Between the income levels $4,000 to $5,000 and $7,500 to
$10,000, on the other hand, average expenditures for school equipment,
and school and college tuition increased over 200 percent. Expendi-
tures for medical care ranked considerably higher in elasticity at the
lower part of the income scale than at the upper, as did also expendi-
tures for furnishings and equipment, automobile purchase, and auto-
mobile operation. Because of the fact that the range over which the
increases were measured was greater both absolutely and relatively
at the higher level than at the lower, the percentage increases in the
two ranges are not wholly comparable. It is noteworthy, however,
that elasticity in expenditures for food and clothing were very similar
at both ends of the income scale.

The change over the income range in average expenditures by
Chicago families tor the main categories is shown graphically in
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Fig. 10
CHICAGO, 1935-1936
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! RELATIVE CHANGES IN SPECIFIED CATEGORIES OF
EXPENDITURE WITH CHANGES IN INCOME

CHICAGO, 1935 -1936
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104 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

figures 10 and 11. These figures indicate both the level of outlay
and the relative increase in different parts of the income range.? The
relatively moderate increase for both food and housing, noted in
chapters IIT and IV, are strikingly shown in figure 10. Among the
other categories & number show very similar relative increases. All
categories of expenditure showed a definite tendency toward a slower
relative increase at the higher income levels, although this is least
clearly marked with respect to contributions and direct personal
taxes, and “other” transportation. This flattening of the curves at
the upper income levels reflects the growing importance of various
forms of savings with increases in incomes.

Expenditures at successive income levels.—In spite of the considerable
variation in the expenditures of families of the same composition,
occupational group, and income, there is a very high degree of con-
sistency in the average expenditures of groups of families in the same
income class that are similar in most other respects, and in the average
expenditures of families in adjacent income brackets. In other words
when Chicago families are considered one at a time, there is found to
be a very great variety in the way they plan their family budgets.
When they are classified into relatively homogeneous groups, how-
ever, their average expenditures assume such regularity of design that
it becomes quite reasonable to speak of the ‘‘patterns of expenditures”
at successive income levels in this metropolitan area.

The design becomes even more pronounced when all the families
studied are grouped into five broad income classes, and the pattern of
expenditures is considered for families with incomes: $500 to $1,000;
$1,000 to $2,000; $2,000 to $3,000; $3,000 to $5,000; $5,000 and up.
(See table 53.)

TABLE 53.—Distribution of adjusted family income !

Total c .
ontri-
Total | INOTEY Home iglo;;h& Trans- | Medi- | butions
Income class | adjusted | Y270 O | Food | mainte- exgsozl:al porta- | cal and | Other
income | SUITe pance | P tion | care |personal
family care taxes
living
Average amount
.......... $846 $996 $410 $369 $86 $35 $39 $10 $47
$1,000-$1,999. _____ 1, 522 1, 543 561 531 159 98 66 30 98
$2,000-$2,999__ . __ 2,301 2,278 737 744 269 190 106 66 166
$3,000-$4,999_ ____. 3,694 3,233 950 996 418 304 151 159 255
$5,000 and over____ 7. 558 5,769 1, 267 1,788 769 597 242 5656 541
Percentage of income
i I 100.0 17.7 48.4 43.6 10.2 4.1 4.6 1.2 5.6
$1,000-$1,999______ 100.0 101.4 36.9 34.9 10.5 6.4 4.3 2.0 6.4
$2,000-$2,000______ 100.0 95.3 30.9 311 11.3 7.9 4.4 2.8 6.9
X $4,000______ 100.0 87.8 25.7 27.0 11.3 8.2 4.1 4.3 6.9
$5,000 and over.._. 100.0 76.3 16.7 23.6 10.2 7.9 3.2 7.8 7.2

1 See glossary for definition of items included in each category.

3 Average expenditures were plott_ed on semilogarithmetic paper and smoothed by fitting curves based
on the following formula: y-a+lr\/ z4-cz.
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Famalies with incomes from 8500 to $1,000.—Among families in this
income group, total incomes averaged $846, and total current expendi-
tures, $996.* Food alone took 48 percent of the average family’s
income, home maintenance another 44 percent, while clothing and
personal care expenses came to 10 percent. The family outlay for
medical care represented almost 5 percent of income and for trans-
portation about 4 percent. Expenditures for the minor categories in
the family budget, recreation, reading, tobacco, education, gifts, con-
tributions to religious and community welfare organizations, and
personal taxes, averaged $57 at this level, and brought the total ex-
penditure per family to a point 18 percent above current income.

Families with incomes from $1,000 to $2,000.—Current incomes in
this next income bracket averaged $1,522, and came within one per-
cent of balancing with current family expenditures. Expenditures
for food and home maintenance still predominated in family spending,
amounting to 72 percent of total income. Clothing and personal
care expense, with almost 11 percent, exceeded all the remaining
categories. Expenditures for transportation showed a marked gain
over those in the lowest income group. They climbed from $35 to $98,
and secured 6.4 percent of income, while medical care expense, which
increased from $39 to $66, received the same share at both income
levels. The percentage of income going to the other minor categories
in the family budget rose to slightly more than 8 percent.

Families with incomes from 82,000 to $3,000.—Expenditure patterns
in this income group continue the tendency observed in the two lower
groups but in some ways are strikingly different. Expenditures for
food, home maintenance, clothing, and personal care took less than
75 percent of total income, leaving a balance which provided for the
other items characteristic of the city family’s budget and a margin for
savings beside. At this level 5 percent of current income was used for
reducing deficits accumulated in the past and for providing reserves for
future use. The average family in this groypspent 8 percent of total in-
come, $190, for transportation of all kinds, including the purchase of
automobiles. The share of income received by the minor categories
increased still further above the shares received below the $2,000 level.

Families with incomes from $3,000 to $5,000.—Families in the bracket
next higher, with incomes averaging almost $3,700, are distinguished
by the relatively small proportion of their incomes going to food, home
maintenance, clothing, and personal care, and the relatively large pro-
portion going to savings. Only 64 percent of income was used for these
three important categories, while 12 percent was saved. Expenditures
for transportation, medical care, and the other items covered by the
family budget were larger than in the lower income groups, but their
share of income was the same, except in the case of gifts, contributions

¢ Both these figures include food, housing, and fuel received without money expense in the year of the
survey.
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to community organizations, and personal taxes. The share of this
last group of items amounted to 4.3 percent of total income as com-
pared with 2.8 percent in the income bracket just lower.

Families with incomes of $5,000 and over—The incomes of families in
the highest of the broad groups covered by the Chicago survey average
$7,558. At this level only 76 percent was spent for all items of current
consumption. Expenditures for food and home maintenance took a
much smaller proportion of the total than at lower income levels, the
proportion received by clothing and personal care, transportation,
medical care, and the minor categories remained about the same, but
the share received by gifts, contributions to the church and community
welfare organizations, and personal taxes rose to $565, or 7.5 percent of
total income. Of this amount, $304 was spent for gifts to persons
outside the family, $67 to religious organizations, $41 to community
welfare organizations, and $153 for personal taxes.

Disposition of purchasing power at different income levels.—It is
apparent from these figures that 1 million dollars of current income
spent by Chicago families above the $5,000 level affects the market
quite differently than 1 million dollars spent by families at the $1,500
level. One million dollars spent by 660 families with incomes between
$1,000 and $2,000 is used to buy about $370,000 worth of food prod-
ucts, including food served in restaurants and hotels. About $350,000
goes to home maintenance, including current expenditures for house-
hold operation, and additions to furniture and equipment; $110,000
goes to clothing and personal care, about $65,000 to transportation
expense of all kinds, including the purchase and operation of automo-
biles. Expenditures for drugs, medicines, medical appliances, and med-
ical services receive about $40,000 while the category representing gifts,
contributions, and personal taxes, receives about $20,000 and that rep-
resenting other consumption goods about $65,000 At this income level
current expenditures slightly exceed income and about 1 percent of total
expense is financed by withdrawals from past reserves, or by borrowing.

The disposition of 1 million dollars by Chicago families with incomes
above $5,000 is quite different. At this level 1 million dollars is
divided among about 130 families. Only about $170,000 is spent for
food; $240,000 goes to home maintenance; $100,000 to clothing and
personal care, about $80,000 to transportation, and $30,000 to medical
care. At this income level $75,000 is spent for gifts, contributions to
community organizations, and personal taxes, and approximately the
same amount for the goods and services classified in the minor con-
sumption categories. The balance of this 1 million dollars (about
$240,000) reaches the banks and the investment market, either directly
or indirectly. It is used to cancel obligations incurred in the past, or
reserved for future use, either in the form of bank deposits, insurance
premiums, or in capital investments.
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TABULAR SUMMARY

The data presented in the following tables summarize, by major
groups, the expenditures of native white families living in Chicago.
The data on expenditures were obtained only from nonrelief families
containing husband and wife, both native born. Not all families
meeting these qualifications were scheduled, but the number of eli-
gible families in the different income, occupational, and family type
groups is given in column 2 of all tables in order to show their relative
frequency in the community. (See statement, in section on sampling,
appendix A, regarding the “‘eligible”” sample.)

Data presented for ‘“All families” and for each family type group
represent only families of wage earners at the income level $500 to
$750, and only those of wage earners and clerical workers at the in-
come levels $750 to $1,250. At income levels between $1,250 and
$5,000, all occupational groups are represented, while at incomes of
$5,000 and above, only families in the business and professional
categories are included.

Data presented for ““All families” and for each occupational group
include families of types I through VII. Data for “All families” are
weighted according to the frequency in the eligible sample of the six
occupational groups and seven family types. Data for the six occu-
pational groups are weighted by the frequency of the family types,
and data for the family types are weighted by the frequency of the
various occupational groups at the income levels where they are
represented (see section on sampling, appendix A). Averages are in
all cases, except as indicated in table 1-A, based on the number of
families reporting expenditures (column 3 on all tables), whether or
not they reported expenditure for the particular item.

Data on families with no gainfully employed members are not in-
cluded in any of the tables for ‘““All families,” nor in the tabulations
by family type. The data on this group of families are separately
tabulated; they are not weighted by family type, but are pooled
within a given income bracket for all families classified in this category
(see section on sampling).

SUPPLEMENT TO TABULAR SUMMARY

Tables A, B, C, and D are presented for the use of students who
are interested in studying expenditures with three control factors—
occupation, family type, and income. It will be noted, on examina-
tion of column 3 on these tables, that in many cells the number of
cases is very small. As a result, the averages are subject to large

107

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



108 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

random fluctuations, especially with reference to such items as medical
care and furnishings and equipment, where, even with a relatively
large number of families represented, the variation among families
is very high,

In contrast to the data appearing in the main part of the Tabular
Summary, based on two controls, these figures, controlled by income,
occupational group, and family type, are presented even when they
are based on fewer than three cases. This has been done in part to
show the basis of the data presented in more summarized form, and
partly in order to give special students in the field all the material
available. It will be noted that, in some cases, averages based on
one or two families vary no more erratically than those based on six
or eight, the variation depending on both the character of the expend-
iture category and the extent to which the families represented
might be said to have a typical expenditure pattern.

Table A shows, for each family type within each occupational group,
the percentage of families having a surplus or deficit, and the average
amount of surplus or deficit, by income levels. Table B shows, for
the same groups, average total money expenditures and money
expenditures for 16 groups of commodities and services.

Tables C and D show the distribution by income of family types
within the occupational groups, and of occupational groups within
the several family types eligible for the expenditure schedule. The
distributions exclude families with no gainfully employed members.
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TasLe 1.—Balance of family income and expenditure: Number of eligible
families, number reporting expenditures, average net money and nonmoney income,
average money expenditure for family living, net surplus or deficit, and balancing
difference, by occupation, family type and tncome, in 1 year, 1935-86

[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]

Numb?lre:l fami- Average net income Average

money Average | Average

Occupational group, family expendi- mi{;]ss%r- ue; :’al'

type, and income class Report- Non- | ture for | D T | ancing

ieiblot| 108 €~ || moiar | ,| money | family | deficit | differ-

Eligible pendi- ‘ot oney from | living ¢ (—=)§ ence ¢

tures housing 3
@ ) 3) “) (6) () m 8) )]
All families
$500-8749.... .. 5,940 50 $646 $621 $24 $830 | —$204 ~$5
$750-$999._ . 15, 480 110 891 887 4 1,015 —113 —15
$1,000-$1,24¢ 22, 040 139 1,120 1, 090 30 1,165 —63 —12
$1,250-31,499 25, 150 238 1,361 1,314 47 1,353 —29 —10
$1,500-31,749 27, 330 217 1,617 1, 589 28 1,608 -3 —13
27, 590 264 1,869 1,833 36 1, 799 42 —8
23,110 256 2,109 2,063 46 1,986 87 -10
17,960 269 2,368 2,311 57 2,222 98 ~9
19, 700 205 2,726 2,658 68 2,479 185 —6
11, 730 226 3,230 3,121 109 2,741 371 9
7,440 206 3,718 3,635 83 3,145 491 -1
6, 700 197 4, 439 4,334 105 3,760 580 —156
4,220 102 X 5,808 134 4,619 1,181 9
810 37 8,631 8, 505 126 6, 851 1, 599 55
670 29 16,269 | 186,047 222 1 10,322 5, 647 78
earner
50 646 621 25 830 —204 -5
58 889 883 [ 1,021 —120 —18
75 1,112 1, 081 31 1,124 =30 -~13
91 1,361 1,315 46 1,356 —37 —4
68 1,621 1, 581 40 1,613 15 —17
82 1,884 1,844 40 1,778 k(1] 1
68 2,112 2,067 45 1,964 110 -7
751 2358 | 2319 30| 223 90 —7
72 2,738 2,694 44 2, 557 138 | -1
55 , 23 3,123 110 2,668 429 26
$3,600-$3,999_ _ _ . ... 1,370 44 3,715 3, 650 165 2,953 615 —18
$4,000-84,999. ____________.__ , 18 4,365 139 3, 690 534 2
Clerical
990___ . 3, 660 52 903 903 |oceaeao 999 —93 ~3
1,000-$1,249_ ... _.. 6, 660 64 1,138 1,110 28 1, 259 —138 -11
1,250-$1,499. . . ... 7,230 75 1,362 1,315 47 1,356 —19 -22
1,500-81,749. .. ... , 69 1,619 1,610 9 1,616 -1 =5
1,750-31,999 ... 9, 830 71 1,856 1,828 28 1,811 36 —19
2,000-$2,249 . __________ 9, 360 77 2,108 2,053 55 1,971 94 -12
2,250-$2,409________________ , 720 81 2,365 2, 288 77 2,211 93 —16
2,500-$2,999________________ 7,040 79 2,714 2, 634 80 2,388 255 -9
$3,000-$3,499_ . ______________ , 920 65 3, 2562 3,115 137 2, 616 481 18
$3,500-$3,999. ... ______ 2, 640 53 3,694 3,612 82 3, 057 545 10
$4,000-$4,909. .. .._ 1,970 26 4,440 4,377 63 3, 857 556 —36
Independent business

1,250-$1,499_ . ______________ 1, 680 29 1, 359 1, 276 83 1,293 -5 -12
1,600-$1,749_._______________ 1, 610 24 1, 585 1, 550 35 1, 518 56 —24
1,750-$1,999. . ______ 1, 790 40 1,854 1,803 51 1,868 —~45 —20
2,000~-$2,249_ ______________. 1,410 38 2,109 2,071 38 2,026 48 -3
2,250-$2,499 . ... 1, 350 29 2,387 2,313 74 2, 202 119 —8
$2,500-$2,999_ _______________ 1, 750 41 2,714 2, 648 66 2, 401 273 —26
$3,000-$3,499 ... 1,150 27 3,259 3,142 117 2, 945 202 -5
$3,500-$3,999 . ... 770 27 3,719 3,674 45 3,286 411 —23
$4,000-$4,999____ . ______._. 860 38 4,451 4,311 140 3, 588 722 1
$5,000-$7,499_ ___________.__._ 910 26 5,926 5,725 201 4, 580 1,105 40
$7,500-$9,999 . ____.__________ 160 12 8, 543 8,226 317 6, 068 2,033 126
$10,000 and over_____________ 120 3 14,044 | 13,814 230 1 11,573 2,191 50

8ee p. 170 for notes on this table.
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Tarre 1.—Balance of family Income and expenditure: Number of eligible
families, number reporting expenditures, average net money and nonmoney income,
average money expenditure for family living, net surplus or deficit, and balancing
difference, by occupation, family type and income, in 1 year, 1985-36—Continued

Number of fami- Average net income
—_— Average.
Occupational group, family mone :;;e;g%? &vteég%e
type, and income class Report- Non- | expendi-| 3
ing ex- money | ture for | DiUS or | ancing
Eligible Total | Money OF | ‘Jeficit | differ-
pendi- from family (=)
tures housing | living - ence
[63)] 2) ) @ 5 ©) (Y] ® [¢)]
Independent professional
$1,250-$1,499 . ___________ 140 11 || $1,379 | $1,330 $49 | $1,436 —3$81 —$25
$1,500-$1,749. _ 230 10 , 589 1,572 17 1,641 —73 4
$1,750-$1,099 __ 320 16 1,871 1,834 37 1, 819 11 4
$2,000-$2,249______ - 250 13 2,123 2,061 62 2,335 —259 -15
$2,250-$2,499 ... ____.... 320 24 2, 400 2,334 66 2,326 39 -31
$2,500-$2,999_ _____.___._____ 610 25 2,758 2,689 69 2, 593 89 7
$3,000~$3,499_ ______.._._.___ 470 16 3,161 3,131 30 2, 043 187 1
$3,500-$3,900______._______.. 370 22 3,773 3,707 66 3,335 398 —26
$4,000-$4,999_ . _____.________ 520 31 4, 515 4,369 146 3,708 665 —4
$5,000-$7,499. ______.__.._... 720 22 6,120 5,940 180 , 542 1, 451 —53
$7,500-$9,999_____________._. 150 6 8,423 | 8,331 92| 7,234 991 106
$10,000 and over._._._...___. 70 5 12,363 | 12,252 m 9, 399 2, 875 —22
Salaried business
$1,250-%1,499 370 13 1,314 1,314 | ... 1,407 —97 4
$1,500-$1,749 _ _ 870 21 1,501 | 1,692 —11 1,599 8 —~15
$1,750-$1,999 _ _ 1,230 32 1, 868 1,820 48 1, 819 5 —4
$2,000-$2,249 . . 1, 220 26 2,073 2,033 40 2,117 —54 —30
$2,250-$2,499 , 420 30 2,383 , 348 35 2, 82 -7
$2,500-$2,999 . ____._.___..__. 1,770 36 2,765 2,702 53 2, 640 78 —16
$3,000-$3,499 . ... 1, 640 35 3,175 3,101 74 2,899 223 -21
$3,500-§3,999_ _ ——— 1, 380 31 3,739 3,705 34 3,288 304 23
$4,000-$4,999__ 1, 230 39 4, 506 4,419 87 3, 954 504 -39
$5,000-$7,499_ ... .. 1,670 33 5,797 5,700 97 4,722 937 41
$7,500-$9,999 ... _______ 370 12 ,849 | 8,764 85 | 7,215 | 1,529 20
$10,000 and over____._.._____ 370 1 18,937 | 18,700 87 10, 7,981 55
Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,409________.______ 710 19 1,396 | 1,386 10| 1,372 28 —14
$1,500-$1,749__ - 970 25 1, 608 1,572 36 1, 518 75 —21
$1,750-$1,999__ 1,050 23 1,846 1,801 45 1,867 —51 —15
$2,000-$2,249_ _ 1,370 37 2,114 2,112 2 2,020 107 -15
$2,250-$2,499 - ... 1,310 30 2,386 2,339 47 2,147 177 15
$2,500-$2,999_ _______________ 1, 800 42 2,702 2,577 125 2,430 137 10
$3,000-$3,499 _ _ 1, 550 28 3,226 3,131 95 2,813 320 -2
$3,500-$3,999.. _ 910 29 3,736 3, 666 70 3,278 398 —10
$4,000-34,909_ _ 1,120 45 4,384 4,263 121 3, 590 661 12
$5,000-$7,499 . oo .. 920 21 6,092 5,992 100 4,527 1,498 -33
$7,500-$9,999 . .o __ 130 7 8, 855 8, 306 49 6,337 1,963 6
$10,000 and over-._._.___.__. 110 10 12,211 | 11,973 238 8, 395 3,331 247
No gainfully employed
members
$500-$749_____ .. 450 7 631 550 81 687 —-127 -10
$750-$999____ 300 7 830 656 174 867 —212 1
$1,000-$1,249 . 500 13 1,143 1,024 119 1,160 —155 19
$1,250-$1,499 _ 370 8 1,382 1,296 86 1,295 —~10 11
$1,500-$1,749________________ 330 8 1,598 1,291 307 1, 369 —70 ~8
$1,750~$1,999___ . __________ 130 (] 1,857 1,574 283 1, 498 48 28
$2,000-$2,249 80 4 2, 118 2,118 [ _. 1,992 190 —64
80 7 2,375 2, 065 320 1, 807 259 -11
70 3 2, 695 2,494 201 2, 021 470 3
160 8 3,346 3,217 129 3,162 7 48
90 5 4, 365 4,231 124 2, 1, 554 44
1,850 8 636 608 28 692 =79 -5
4, 880 17 883 883 |occaeo. 945 —43 ~—19
6,190 25 1, 096 1,029 67 1,104 =71 —4
7,020 41 1,361 1,207 64 1, 3556 —-54 —4
7,210 38 1,602 1, 590 12 1, 560 36 -6
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112 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLe 1.—Balance of family income and expenditure: Number of elzgzble
families, number reporting expenditures, average net money and nonmoney income,
average money expenditure for family living, net surplus or deficit, and balancing
difference, by occupation, family type and tncome, tn 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of fami-

lies Average net income
: Average
Occupational group, family money ﬁgfgau%? ‘ggfﬁ;ﬁ‘_’
type, and income class llkeport- Non- %xpettldl- plus or | ancing
i ng ex- money | ture for §
Eligible pendi- Total | Money trom family d((gﬁ_c)xt differ-
tures housing | living ence
[¢8) @) @) @) ()] (6) (4} 8) [©)
Family type: Type I—Con.
7,270 45 $1,845 | 81,822 $23 | $1,745 $85 —$8
, 450 43 2,099 2,084 15 , 982 98 4
, 160 43 2,368 2,314 54 2,185 130 -1
4,190 42 2,713 2, 654 59 2,371 270 13
2 650 38 3,249 3,128 121 2,731 388 9
1,480 39 3,760 3,701 59 3,120 546 35
1,230 32 4, 398 , 344 54 3, 607 734 3
1,010 20 6,048 5,022 126 4,118 1,822 -18
160 3 8,328 3 38 6, 889 1,222 179
120 9 13,070 | 13,000 70 8,974 3, 969 57
1,640 8 642 633 9 720 -—95 8
3, 690 16 897 807 |cememceee 963 —59 -7
, 420 24 1,156 1,154 2 1,182 —~18 —12
5,730 36 1,333 1,306 27 1,279 39 -12
5,930 36 1,615 , 600 15 1,593 22 —15
, 700 41 1,871 1,852 19 1, 762 94 —4
4, 650 40 2,097 2,068 29 1,967 100 1
3, 710 43 2,382 2,344 38 2,244 109 —9
3,100 51 2,713 2, 691 22 2,458 262 —29
1,740 37 3,202 3,157 45 2, 840 325 —8
1,160 34 3,718 3,687 29 3,328 3901 —32
930 26 4,415 4,366 49 3,793 618 —45
630 18 5,793 5,766 27 5,040 723 3
30 3 8, 8,800 |_.__..... 6, 705 1, 960 135
10 1 [¢)] ™ ) o (G2} [§]
810 8 656 656 | .. ___. 942 —283 -3
2, 420 20 898 876 22 990 —-99 —15
3,010 24 1,101 1, 095 [ 1,126 —13 —-18
4,080 35 1,387 1,368 19 1,411 —39 —4
3, 980 31 1,637 1,613 24 1,636 —10 —13
3, 740 43 1,874 1,847 27 1,845 20 ~18
3, 540 34 2,121 2,061 60 2,020 59 —18
2, 460 49 2,364 2,350 14 2,264 104 —18
2, 400 42 2,725 2, 648 ki 2, 638 23 —13
, 000 32 3,195 3,061 134 2,675 365 21
810 26 3,700 3,678 22 3,204 497 —23
560 31 4, 530 4,467 63 3,996 517 —46
570 13 5,705 5, 581 124 4,652 944 -15
140 10 8,715 8, 565 150 68,849 1, 559 157
130 6 13, 307 2,883 424 8,637 4,536 —290
Type IV

0-$749_ oL 840 6 859 570 89 1,070 —474 —26
$750-$999 ... ... 2, 590 14 896 877 19 1,085 ~186 —22
$1,000-31,240______.___.__.__ 3,920 18 1,130 1,098 32 1,245 —126 -21
$1,250-$1,499__ . ... 4,210 33 1,362 1,293 69 1,372 —64 -15
$1,500-$1,749_ ... __ , 320 40 1,632 1, 585 47 1,638 —44 -9
$1,750-$1,099_ ____________.__ 5,760 42 1,801 1,819 72 1,788 34 -3
$2,000-$2,249___ ... 4,770 39 2,107 2,022 85 1, 950 112 ~—40
$2, 250—$2 499 .. 4,380 43 2,358 2,267 91 2,219 67 -19
$2 500-$2,099_ . ____________ 5, 650 48 2,756 2,670 86 2, 460 214 —4
$3,000-$3,499_ ... 1T 11T 3, 590 30 3,253 3,105 148 32,588 501 16

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



TABULAR SUMMARY 113

TaerLE 1.—Balance of family Income and expenditure: Number of eligible
families, number reporting expenditures, average net money and nonmoney income,
average money expenditure for family living, net surplus or deficit, and balancing
difference, by occupation, family type and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of fami- Average net income
Average
Occupational group, family money An:terag? Avte{)ag]e
type, and income class Report- Non- | expendi-| 75 BUr- | D6t ba -
Eligible| 122X || motal | Money | Taoney | ture for | HIREF | FETE
g pendi- V| “trom | family | deficl er-
tures housing | living | () ence
¢V} ) (&) [C)] ®) ©) @) ®) )
Family type: Type IV—Con.
$3,500~$3,999_ . __ .. _.____.. 2,260 39 $3,720 | $3,600 $120 | $2,938 $665 —$1
$4,000-$4,999_ _______________ 2,290 40 4,458 4,344 114 3,703 650 -9
$5,000-87,499____.______._.__ 1,230 23 6,070 5,944 126 4,610 1,320 14
$7,500-$9,999__ . oo 320 8 8, 890 8,750 140 6, 886 1,872 -8
$10,000 and over. . _______.__ 230 6 13,879 | 13,646 233 9, 917 3,758 —20
Type V
$500-8749 . . 320 7 635 635 | e 1,126 —467 —24
$750-8999_ .. 770 14 . 873 932 —59 1,453 —517 —4
$1,000-$1,249. _______________ 1,250 17 1,119 1,073 46 1, -112 —19
$1,250-8$1,499_ . __________ 1,940 32 1,390 1,332 58 1,332 2 -2
$1,500-$1,749_ __ . ... A 26 1,610 1,541 69 1, 565 —6 —18
$1,750-$1,999_ ____________._. 2, 450 36 1,867 1,806 61 1, —90 -12
$2,000-$2,249 . .. ___. , 500 46 2,129 2,082 47 1,993 82 7
$2,250-$2,499____________.____ 1, 790 35 2, 365 2,272 93 2,179 80 13
$2,500-32,999 _ . __.____._._____ 2, 410 34 2, 667 2, 586 81 2, 549 57 -20
$3,000-$3,499_ . .. ... 1,710 39 3,221 3,139 82 2,937 200 2
$3,500-$3,999._ _ . _.___.__ 1,070 30 3,680 3, 547 133 3, 266 1
$4,000-$4,999_ _______________ 890 29 4, 450 4, 266 184 3,888 384 -6
$5,000-$7,499_ _______________ 440 14 5,907 5, 604 303 4,753 857 -5
$7,500-$9,999_ . _._.____.__ 80 [ 7,957 7,804 153 6, 330 1,453 12
$10,000 and over. ____.______ 90 2 (¢4} [$)) ) ) ¢ [4))
Type VI
$500-$749______ . _______ 390 9 666 657 9 948 —289 -2
$750-8999____ 920 18 900 889 11 1,078 —175 —14
$1,000-$1,249. _ 1,790 19 1, 106 1,099 T 1,101 9 -11
$1,250-$1,499_ _ , 540 34 1, 359 1, 309 50 1,390 —52 ~29
$1,500-$1,749 __ , 28 1, 592 1,572 20 1, 634 -27 —35
$1,750-$1,999 1,990 32 1,874 1,864 10 1, 889 —13 -12
$2.000-$2,249 1, 540 31 2,125 2, 085 40 2,042 62 —-19
$2,250-$2,499 960 31 2,365 2,341 24 2, 268 95 —-22
$2,500-$2,999 1, 000 41 2,720 2,632 88 2, 459 185 —12
$3.000-$3,499_ _ 4 24 3,195 3, 155 40 , 846 311 -2
$3,500-93,999 . __ ... 200 19 3,642 3,574 68 3,309 290 -25
$4,000-$4,000_ . ______________ 360 21 4,373 4,176 197 3, 754 404 =72
$5,000-$7,499_ ______________. 190 6 5, 671 5, 487 184 4,077 1, 305 105
$7,500-$9,999_____________.___ 30 3 8, 702 8, 364 3328 6,131 2,223 10
$10,000 and over____._______ 0 3 11,570 | 10,996 574 8,713 2,276 7
Type VII
$500-$749. . oo 90 4 857 649 8 871 -—209 —13
$750-$909____ 210 11 904 928 —24 1,153 —208 —~19
$1,000-$1,249__ 460 12 1,118 1,078 40 1,489 —411 ™
$1,250-81,499_ _ 630 27 1,372 ,343 29 1,486 —908 ~45
$1,500-81,749______._________ 850 18 1, 640 1,578 62 1,751 —143 —30
$1,750-$1,099_ _______________ 680 25 1,904 1,844 60 1, 880 —10 —26
$2,000-$2,249 . _ 660 23 2,008 2,026 72 2,082 —57 1
$2,250-$2,499__ 500 25 2, 356 2, 302 54 2, 250 45 7
$2,500-$2.999 _ _ 950 37 2, 804 2,728 76 2, 586 120 22
$3,000-$2,499________________ 560 26 3,201 3, 096 105 2,873 196 27
$3,500-$3,999_ . ____.________.. 370 19 3,751 3,635 116 3,343 268 24
$4,000-$4,999_ . 440 i8 4,420 4, 280 131 3,852 407 30
$5,000-$7,499._ . 150 8 6, 208 6,029 179 6, 439 —600 190
$7,500-$9,999___. 50 4 8, 635 8, 472 163 7,860 803 —191
$10,000 and over 20 2 ® (¢} ® [$)) [¢)) [¢0)

IAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
Less than $1.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



114 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TaBLE 1-A.-—~Net surplus or deficit: Percentaye‘of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounis reported, by occupation, family type and income, in

1 year, 1935-36 !

[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]

Number of families

Percentage of famn-

Average amount for

Average ilies having 2— families having 3—
Occupational group, family %‘ifl:‘g_
type, and income class Reporting|| deficit
Eligible | expendi- (=) Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
1) 2) ®) (O] 5) 6) () )
All families
$500-8749. ... 5, 940 50 —$204 22 70 $78 $316
750-$999_ . oo 15, 480 110 —113 44 55 41 237
1,000-$1,249_ . , 040 139 ~63 52 43 60 218
$1,250-$1,499_______.____._____. 25, 150 238 —29 58 38 79 199
$1,500-$1,749______________.. .. 27,330 217 -3 66 28 88 215
$1,750-$1,999_ .. .- ___.__. 27, 590 264 42 ® 26 163 208
23,110 256 87 77 21 184 255
17, 960 269 98 75 23 217 278
19, 700 295 185 76 22 329 292
11,730 226 371 85 14 498 379
7, 440 206 491 90 10 587 354
6, 700 197 589 88 12 728 421
4,220 102 1,181 94 5 1,333 1,288
810 37 1, 599 99 1 1,617 1, 000
670 29 5,647 100 |ocoooooe 5,647 |—uooo .
5,940 50 —204 22 70 78 316
11, 820 58 —120 43 56 42 244
$1,000-$1,249____ 15, 380 75 —-30 55 37 60 171
$1,250-$1,499____ - 15, 020 91 -37 61 37 75 223
$1,500-$1,749 . __. _____.__ 14, 450 68 —15 63 30 87 229
82 70 77 23 172 275
68 110 84 16 179 265
75 90 72 26 218 258
72 138 75 26 290 324
58 429 86 14 587 543
44 615 93 7 675 224
18 534 93 7 582 134
$750-$999_ oo 3,660 52 —93 44 51 41 214
$1,000-$1,249 6, 660 64 —~138 44 56 59 292
$1,250-$1,499 7, 230 75 —-19 51 39 91 171
$1,500-$1,749 9, 200 69 -1 66 28 84 205
$1,750-$1,999 9,830 71 36 5 24 153 326
$2,000-$2,249_ oo eocoveaea o 9,360 77 94 74 24 195 207
$2,250-$2,499. - 6,720 81 93 72 25 233 308
- 7,040 79 255 77 18 401 309
- 3,920 65 481 91 8 555 321
- 2, 640 53 546 91 9 618 202
___________________ 1,970 26 556 80 20 808 433
Independent business
$1,250-$1,490_ ... 1,680 29 -5 60 33 78 156
$1,500-81,749 1,610 24 56 77 23 102 100
$1,750-$1,999. 1,790 40 —45 54 40 129 291
$2,000-$2,249_ 1,410 35 48 66 22 169 289
$2,250-$2,499. ... 1,350 29 119 85 12 196 398
$2,500-$2,999______________.____ 1,750 41 273 93 7 308 203
$3,000-$3,499_ 1,150 27 202 72 22 357 255
$3,500-$3,909_ 770 27 411 89 11 525 523
$4,000-34,999_ 860 38 722 91 9 826 368
$5,000-87,499_.______________.__ 910 26 1,105 89 1 1,313 611
$7,500-$9,909__________________. 160 12 2,033 94 6 2, 230 952
$10,000 and over____________.__ 120 3 2,191 100 ool 2,191 | ...

See p. 170 for nntes on this table.
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TaBLe 1-A.—Net surplus or defieit: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounts reported, by occupation, family type and income, in
1 year, 1935-86—Continued

Number of families

Percentage of fam-

Average amount for

Avterage ilies having— families having—
R net sur-
e g ot as ™ || plusor
i . Reporting|] deficit
Eligible extpendl- (=) Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
ures
1) 2) 3) 4) ®) ©) )] ®)
Independent professional
$1,250-81,499 . _____..._.... 140 1 —3$81 37 $135 $235
$1,500-$1,749. 230 10 —73 65 35 41 287
$1,750-$1,999. 320 16 11 73 27 184 466
S ot M| || TR OB B B %
, 499 .. 177 102
$2,500-$2,900____________.___._. 610 25 89 63 32 331 375
Ern o8 o= R o2 & @
$4,000-$4,999_ . i 520 31 665 94 [ 733 308
$5,000-87,499___________________ 720 22 1,451 90 10 1,867 2,378
$7,500-$9,999__.________..._____ 150 6 091 100, .. __. 091 |
$10,000 and over 70 5 2,875 100 |- 2,875 |occemaee
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499_ . ___________._._. 370 13 —-97 51 45 70 296
$1,500-$1,749_ __ - 870 21 8 75 23 88 250
$1,750-$1,990. __ - 1,230 32 5 66 34 168 319
,000-$2,249___ - 1,220 26 —54 52 41 184 364
$2,250-$2,499_ . 1,420 30 82 72 24 184 205
$2,500-$2,999_______.._________ 1,770 36 78 68 28 183 166
3500 8000 | tse| || | & 1| | i
N - 512
fo s | w8 ® o8 o3 @ .8
4 P e e 3
$7,500-$9,990___ 370 12 1,520 100
$10,000 and ove; 370 11 7,981 100 (oo
Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,499_ 710 19 28 60 36 119 123
1, $1,749_ 970 25 75 77 14 114 91
$1,750-$1,999_ 1,050 2 —~51 52 48 147 267
$2,000-$2,249. 1,370 37 107 80 16 173 101
$2,250-$2,499_______._____.__.__ 1,310 30 177 92 8 200 86
$2,500-$2,999____. . ____________ 1,900 42 137 66 34 3 271
Bhen OB W B8 B W
$4,000-84,990_ 1,120 4 661 96 4 722 659
$5,000-$7,409___________________ 920 21 1, 498 94 |- 1,588 |cooo_o_
$7,500-$9,999_______.___.__.____ 130 7 1,963 200 {oooooooes 1,963 |-
$10,000 and over. ______________ 110 10 3,331 100 oo 3,331 |oaoo.
No qbinfully employed
members
$500-8749 ... 450 7 -127 14 29 12 452
750-$999_ . __ - 300 7 —212 29 57 56 399
1,000-$1,249_ - 500 13 —155 62 31 75 657
1,250-$1,499_ - 370 8 —-10 75 12 130 856
1,500-$1,740_ . . ___.________ 330 8 —70 62 25 57 424
1,750-$1,999_ ... 130 6 48 67 17 117 181
B 80 4 190 75 25 374 362
80 7 259 86 14 338 213
70 3 470 100 oo _.. 470 | oo
160 8 7 38 25 221 304
20 5 1, 554 100 | ... 1,654 |- ...
1, 850 8 —-79 50 38 96 339
s=low) o# g o8 g &
y — 1
) 5 7,020 41 —54 45 55 20 174
1,500-$1.749__ . 7,210 38 36 68 22 80 85
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLe 1-A.—Net surplus or deficit: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounis reported, by occupation, family type and income, in
1 year, 1935-36—Continued

. Percentage of fam- | Average amount for
Number of families Average ilies having— families having—
Occupational group, family 1;511:1:%1;
type, and income class Reporting|| deficit
Eligible extpendi- (=) Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
ures
2 ) 4) () (6) () 8)
Family type: Type I—Con.
7,270 45 $85
5, 450 43 98
4,160 43 130
4,190 12 270
2, 650 38 388
1, 480 39 546
1,230 32 734
1,010 20 1,822
160 3 1,222
120 9 3, 969
1, 640 8 —95 12 75 32 132
3, 690 16 —59 49 48 45 167
5,420 24 ~16 66 34 52 145
5,730 36 39 73 16 70 75
5,930 36 22 78 18 94 282
$1,750-81,990___________________ 5, 700 41 94 85 15 162 297
$2,000-$2,249_ - 4, 650 40 100 82 18 184 284
$2,250-$2,499._ - 3,710 43 109 68 30 209 112
$2,500-$2,999_ | 3100 51 262 83 14 355 222
$3,000-$3,499__________________. 1,740 37 325 86 14 432 363
e — el oylomlo8l B B ow
$5,000-57,499_ Z 630 18 723 93 7 834 662
$7,500-$9,999___ - 30 3 1,960 100 | ooo___ 1,960 |_____.____
$10,000and over________________ 10 1 3,468 100 (oo , 468 {__________
810 8
2, 420 20
3,010 24
4,080 35
3,980 31
$1,750-$1,999_ __________________ 3,740 43
$2,000-$2,249_ - 3, 540 34
$2,250-$2,499_ - 2, 460 49
$2,500-$2,999_ 2, 400 42
$3,000-$3,499___ - 1, 000 32
$3,500-$3,999__________________. 810 26
$4,000-$4,999_ - 560 31
$5,000-$7,499_ . 570 13
$7,500-$9,999___ - 140 10
$10,000and over_.___._________ 130 6
Type
$500-8749_ .. 840 6
$750-$999__ - 2, 590 14
$1,000-$1,249_ - 3,920 18
$1,250-$1,499_ - 4,210 33
$1,500-$1,749__.____________._._ 5,320 40
$1,750-$1,999_ ... ... 5,760 42
$2,000-$2,249_ 4,770 39
$2,250-$2,499_ 4,380 43
$2,500-$2,999_ 5, 650 48
$3,000-$3,499 3, 590 30
$3,500-$3,999_________.._____.__ 2, 260 39
,000-$4,999___________________ 2,290 40
$5,000-$7,499_ - 1,230 23
$7,500-$9,999___ - 320 8
$10,000 and over— ... .________ 230 6
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TaBLE 1-A.—Net surplus or defleit: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounts reported, by occupation, family type and income, in
1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of families

Percentage of fam-

Average amount, for

Average ilies having— families having—
. net sur-
Occupational group, family plus or
type, and income class Reporting|| deficit
Eligible | expendi- (=) Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
Q) @ (&) (&)} ) (6) (@) ®)
320 7 —$467 |- 86 joecie - $545
770 14 —517 10 90 $200 601
1, 250 17 —112 42 58 53 228
1,940 32 2 71 22 82 249
2,200 26 —6 62 38 103 186
$1,750-$1,099_ .. ______ 2, 450 36 —90 60 38 102 396
$2,000-$2,249_ - 2, 500 46 82 79 19 195 371
$2,250-$2,499_ 1,790 35 30 76 20 153 179
$2,500-$2,999_ - 2,410 34 57 61 39 270 278
$3,000-$3,499___________________ 1,710 39 200 80 18 313 271
$3,500-$3,999________.______.___ 1,070 30 280 388 331
$4,000-$4,999_ - 890 29 384 651 749
$5,000-$7,499._ - 440 14 857 852 | ...
$7,500-$9,999___ - 80 6 1,453 1,453 |.___
$10,000 and over.........____. -~ 90 2 17,519 17,519 | ...
e VI

$500-8749_ ... 390 9 —289 11 89 45 331
750-$909_. . 920 18 ~175 40 58 25 ,319
1,000-$1,249_ - 1, 790 19 9 54 18 71 166
1,250-$1,499_ - 1, 540 34 —52 49 35 69 246
1,500-$1,749___ ... ___.___ 1,840 28 —27 55 38 85 196
1,750-$1,999 . _____.__ 1,990 32 -13 54 45 144 201
2,000-$2,249._ 1, 540 31 62 75 25 199 343
2,250-$2,409_ 960 31 95 82 18 186 330
2,500-$2,999_ 1, 000 41 185 82 18 316 | . 399
$3,000-$3,499___________....__.. 480 24 31 92 8 378 404

290 19 290

360 21 494

190 6 1,305

30 3 2,223

70 3 2,276
90 4 —209 25 7% 8 281
210 1 —206 16 74 26 285
460 12 —411 34 58 27 729
630 27 —08 37 61 68 202
850 18 —143 63 33 68 559
$1,750-$1,999_______.___________ 680 25 —10 62 37 105 205
$2,000-$2,249_ 660 23 —57 47 53 120 217
$2,250-$2,499.. 500 25 45 70 30 178 268
$2,500-$2,999_ 950 37 120 80 20 225 302
$3,000-$3,499____________.______ 560 26 196 71 29 400 297
$3,500-$3,999___________________ 370 | * 19 268 88 12 315 75
$4,000-34,999_ 440 18 407 89 11 468 92
$5,000-$7,499_ 150 8 —600 40 60 648 1,432
$7,500-$9,999__ _ 50 4 803 80 20 1,241 950
$10,000 and over 20 2 4,120 100 ... _.. 4,120 | _________
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TasLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation,
family type, and income, in 1 year, 19356-361

{White nonrelief families in'cluding husband and wife, both native born}

Number of Household
families Aver- operation Fur- Con-
Occupational group b nish- Auto- | Other | Per- | Medi For- t1;ril s
B group, num- fi | Auto- er | Per- - . g g ons
family type, and Report-| ber of || Total | Food gt‘l’uf' Fuel, g]’lg; Cilgth mo- | trans- | sonal | cal g:ieg;‘i b’g‘gco Ri%ad eé‘:l%la_ and ?t:l::;
income class ing ex- | persons mng light, onip- 2 | bile? { porta-| care | care g Soon| per-
Eligible| pendi- | per and ré- | Other | 93000 tion sonal
tures | family frigera- taxes$
tion
) @) 3) @ ) (6) )] ®) © ) [ an | a2 | a3 | ao | a5 | a6 | an | ® | 19 | 2o | @)
Average money expenditure in dollars
All families
50 3.2 830 348 203 83 26 6 46 5 21 18 24 12 17 9 2 10 ™
110 3.3 1,015 404 240 85 30 17 74 8 31 21 45 14 21 12 2 10 1
139 3.4 1,165 457 243 92 36 30 93 35 30 25 45 21 23 13 2 17 3
238 3.4 1,353 520 277 89 48 30 109 37 39 28 58 30 30 16 (4] 24 3
217 3.4 1, 605 589 333 95 57 38 136 65 38 35 78 35 38 18 8 33
$1,750-$1,999_________ 264 3.5 1,799 619 358 107 68 58 164 97 44 36 79 47 38 20 10 43 11
$2,000-$2,249. 256 | * 3.6 1,986 660 380 101 64 192 132 43 42 92 56 40 22 15 56 7
$2,250-$2,499. 269 3.5 2,222 761 402 115 105 68 212 17 51 49 111 69 468 24 17 63 12
$2,500-$2,999__ 295 3.7 2, 479 786 441 113 124 76 261 171 59 54 117 81 53 26 23 82 12
,000-$3,409__..___._ 226 3.7 2,741 863 428 117 153 79 287 194 64 59 130 109 60 29 28 126 15
$3,500~$3,999_________ 206 3.7 3,145 944 534 117 181 116 371 233 60 70 144 103 64 32 32 133 11
$4,000~$4,999__ 197 3.8 3,760 1,063 559 129 259 98 440 323 75 80 194 140 71 38 36 246 9
$5,000~$7,499_ 102 3.6 4,619 1,125 692 150 407 122 513 443 65 91 234 216 77 44 72 346 22
,500-89,999____ - 37 4.1 6, 851 1,445 1,041 150 682 165 913 641 90 158 287 360 103 66 110 582 58
$10,000 and over.-... 870 29 3.9 10,822 1,780 | 1,439 224 950 285 | 1,289 734 272 151 240 419 129 80 348 | 1,923 59
Percentage of total money expenditures
All families
50 3.2 100.0 42.0 245 10.1 3.1 0.7 5.5 0.6 2.5 2.2 2.9 1.4 2.0 1.1 0.2 121 ™
110 3.3 100. 0 39.8 23.6 8.4 2.9 1.7 7.3 .8 3.0 2.1 4.4 1.4 2.1 1.2 .2 1.0 0.1
139 3.4 100. 0 39.2 20.9 7.9 3.1 2.6 8.0 3.0 2.6 2.1 3.9 1.8 2.0 1.1 .2 1.4 .2
238 3.4 100 0 39.1 20.5 6.6 3.5 2.2 8.0 2.8 2.9 2.1 43 2.2 2.2 1.2 .4 1.8 .2
217 3.4 100. 36.7 20.7 5.9 3.5 2.4 8.5 4.1 2.4 2.2 4.8 2.2 2.4 L1 .5 2.0 ‘6
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$1,750-81,999 264 3.5 100.0 34.5 19.9 5.9 3.8 3.2 9.1 5.4 2.4 2.0 4.4 2.6 2.1 L1 .6 2.4 .6
$2,000-$2,249. 256 3.6 100.0 33.2 19.1 5.1 4.2 3.2 9.7 6.7 2.2 2.1 4.6 2.8 2.0 L1 .8 2.8 .4
$2,250~-$2,409. 269 3.5 100.0 34.2 18.1 5.2 4.7 3.1 9.5 5.3 2.3 2.2 5.0 3.1 2.1 1.1 .8 2.8 .5
$2,600-$2,999. 205 3.7 100.0 31.7 17.8 4.6 5.0 31| 10.8 6.9 2.4 2.2 4.7 3.3 2.1 1.0 .9 3.3 .5
= $3,000-$3,4 226 3.7 100.0 31.5 15.6 4.3 5.6 29| 10.5 7.1 2.3 2.2 4.7 4.0 2.2 L0 L0 4.6 .5
& $3,500-$3,999. 206 3.7 100.0 30.1 17.0 3.7 5.7 3.7 1.8 7.4 1.9 2.2 4.6 3.3 2.1 1.0 1.0 4.2 .3
2 $4,000-$4,999___ 197 3.8 100.0 28.3 14.9 3.4 6.9 2.6 1.7 8.6 2.0 2.1 5.2 3.7 1.9 1.0 1.0 6.5 .2
o $5, 000-$7,499__ 220 102 3.6 100.0 24.3 15.0 3.2 8.8 2.6 | 1.1 9.6 1.4 2.0 5.1 4.7 1.7 .9 1.6 7.5 .5
| $7,500-$9,999 - 37 4.1 100.0 211 15.2 2.2 9.9 2.4| 13.3 9.4 L3 2.3 4.2 5.3 L5 1.0 1.6 8.5 .8
o2 $10,000 and over_.__. 670 29 3.9 100. 0 17.2 13.9 2.2 9.2 2.8 12.5 7.1 2.6 15 2.3 4.1 1.2 .8 3.4 18.6 .6
I Occupational group: Average money expenditure in dollars
Wage earner
$500-$749____._.__.__ 50 3.2 830 348 203 83 26 6 46 5 21 18 24 12 17 9
$750-$! 58 3.3 1,021 403 240 86 32 16 80 7 30 21 45 14 22 12
$1,000-$1,249_ 75 3.4 1,124 458 223 96 34 28 86 32 26 24 44 18 22 12
$1,250-$1,499_ 91 3.5 1,356 549 248 97 44 37 105 39 338 26 63 29 30 16
$1,500-$1,749_ 68 3.5 1,613 602 315 100 50 48 140 65 36 34 78 34 38 17
$1,750-$1,999 82 3.6 1,773 619 331 117 59 62 158 96 45 35 75 51 40 19
3 2,249 68 3.7 1,964 666 351 111 74 68 198 123 42 39 105 55 36 23
$2,250-$2,490___ 75 3.6 | 2,236 794 389 134 93 88 200 128 44 46 108 67 45 22
2,500-$2,909___ 630 72 4.0 || 2,557 846 398 125 107 90 245 234 62 83 111 72 65 24
$3,000-$3,499_________ 55 4.1 2, 668 907 321 145 106 116 309 163 65 59 144 103 68 26
$3,500-$3,999.__.____. 44 4.0 2,953 997 416 140 128 133 326 240 52 67 121 85 61 27
#, 999 oo ) 18 4.4 3,690 1,074 353 147 182 103 445 363 117 83 243 175 92 34
Percentage of total money expenditures
Wage earner
$500-$749_______..._. 50 3.2 (| 100.0 42.1 4.5 10.0 3.1 0.7 5.5 0.6 2.5 2.2 2.9 1.4 2.0 L1 0.2 L2f
$750-$999______ 58 3.3 100.0 39.5 2.5 8.4 3.1 L6 7.8 .7 2.9 2.0 4.4 1.4 2.2 1.2 .3 L0 *
$1,000-$1,249___ 75 3.4 || 100.0 40.7 19.8 8.5 3.0 2.5 7.7 2.9 2.3 2.1 3.9 1.6 2.0 1.1 .2 1.4 0.3
$1,250-$1,499. . 91 3.5 100.0 40.7 18.4 7.2 3.2 2.7 7.7 2.8 2.8 19 4.6 2.1 2.2 1.2 .4 18 .3
$1,500~$1,749 68 3.5} 100.0 37.3 19.5 6.2 3.1 3.0 8.7 4.0 2.2 2.1 4.8 2.1 2.4 11 .4 2.1 1.0
$1,750-$1,999 82 3.6 100.0 34.9 18.7 6.6 3.3 3.5 8.9 5.4 2.5 2.0 4.2 2.9 2.3 L1 .8 19 1.0
$2,000-$2,249 68 3.7 100.0 33.9 17.9 5.7 3.8 3.5 10.1 6.2 2.1 2.0 5.3 2.8 1.8 12 1.1 2.3 .3
$2,250-$2,499. .. ____ 6, 840 75 3.6 100.0 35.6 17.4 6.0 4.2 3.9 891 57 2.0 2.1 4.8 3.0 2.0 1.0 7 2.2 .5
$2,500-$2,999_.._.____; 6,630 72 4.0 100.0 33.2 15.6 4.9 4.2 3.5 9.6 9.1 2.4 2.1 4.3 2.8 2.5 .9 1.2 3.1 .6
$3,000-$3,499__.______ 3,000 55 4.1 100.0 34.1 12.0 5.4 4.0 43| 1L6 6.1 2.4 2.2 5.4 3.9 2.5 1.0 .5 4.0 .6
$3,500-$3,999_________ 1,370 44 4.0 100.0 33.7 14.0 4.7 4.3 4.5 110 8.2 1.8 2.3 4.1 2.9 2.1 .9 1.3 3.9 .3
$4,000-$4,999_________ 1,000 18 4.4 100. 0 29.2 9.6 4.0 4.9 2.8 12.1 9.8 3.2 2.2 6.6 4.7 2.5 .9 1.4 5.5 .6
See p. 170 for notes on this table. *Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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TasLe 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation,

Sfamily type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of Household

families Aver- operation ¥ Con-

Occupational group, n?xgzg- - '.lilslﬁ-' Auto- | Other | por. | Medi- For- ttrxl(;bnlzs
family type, and Report.| ber of || Total | Food Hous- | pyq, ings mo- | 08084 gonoy | eal | Becre-l To- | Read- glal and Q)tther
income class vepOrt-f 1o rsons Ing | Jight, and bile |POrta-| are | care | tlon | bacco| ing |educar Lo | items

Eligible megng);- per and re- | Other equug- tion ton | onal

e | tamily frigera- men| taxes

tion
1) (¢)] 3) ) 5) ®) ()] ®) (] (10) 12 | 13) | (1) | a5 | 16y | A7) | (8 | (19 | 20 | (D)
Average money expenditure in dollars
Clerical
3, 660 52 3.0 999 408 239 82 24 19 13 34 20 48 12 20 12 1 11 1
6, 660 64 3.2 1,259 456 290 83 43 33 43 40 27 44 28 25 15 2 18 3
7,230 75 3.3 1,356 504 321 73 53 18 32 43 31 54 31 31 18 5 22 3
9,200 69 3.4 1,616 581 354 92 67 28 66 41 35 88 33 38 19 9 32 1
9, 830 71 3.4 1,811 611 382 101 71 55 87 44 38 83 43 38 19 4 54 7
9, 360 77 3.5 1,971 648 382 98 85 64 137 43 44 81 51 42 22 7 65 9
, 720 81 3.6 2,211 762 378 115 109 59 95 60 50 117 70 47 24 20 77 12
7,040 79 3.7 2,388 745 450 109 133 68 113 65 54 129 86 42 24 18 72 12
3,920 65 3.6 2, 616 852 404 108 146 70 168 64 55 121 109 58 27 19 128 16
2, 640 53 3.7 3,057 918 508 111 164 129 240 69 68 131 98 64 33 29 112 8
1,970 26 3.9 3,857t 1,197 593 112 249 88 281 85 90 196 120 72 38 21 275 5
Percentage of total money expenditures
Clerical

$750-$999 . ___ ... 3, 660 52 3.0 100.0 40.9 23.9 8.2 2.4 L9 5.5 1.3 3.4 2.0 4.8 1.2 2.0 1.2 0.1 1.1 0.1
$1,000-$1,249___.._... 6, 660 64 3.2 100. 0 36.2 23.0 8.6 3.4 2.6 8.7 3.5 3.2 2.1 3.5 2.2 2.0 1.2 .2 1.4 .2
$1,250-81,499_ . ... 7,230 75 3.3 100.0 37.2 23.7 5.4 3.9 1.3 8.6 2.3 3.2 2.3 4,0 2.3 2.3 1.3 .4 L6 .2
$1,500-$1,749_________ 9, 200 69 3.4 100.0 35.9 | . 22.0 5.7 4.1 L7 8.2 4.1 2.5 2.2 5.4 2.0 2.3 1.2 .6 2.0 .1
$1,750-$1,999_ .. _.__ 9, 830 7 3.4 100.0 33.8 21,1 5.6 3.9 3.0 9.6 4.8 2.4 2.1 4.6 2.4 2.1 1.0 .2 3.0 .4
$2,000-$2,249_ ... ___. 9, 360 77 3.5 100.0 32.9 19.4 5.0 4.3 3.2 9.8 7.0 2.2 2.2 4.1 2.6 2.1 L1 .4 3.3 .4
$2,250-$2,409.___._.__ 6, 720 81 3.6 100.0 34.4 17.1 5.2 4.9 2.7 9.8 4.3 2.7 2.3 5.3 3.2 2.1 L1 .9 3.5 .5
, 500-$2 79 3.7 100.0 31.2 18.8 4.6 5.6 2.8 | 1.2 4.7 2.7 2.3 5.4 3.6 1.8 1.0 .8 3.0 .5
,000-$3 65 3.6 || 100.0 32.7 15.4 4.1*| 8.6 27| 10.5 6.4 2.4 2.1 4.6 4.2 2.2 1.0 .7 4.8 .6
,500-$3, 53 3.7 100.0 30.0 16.6 3.6 5.4 421 123 7.8 2.2 2.2 4.3 3.2 2.1 1.1 L0 3.7 .3
$4,000-$4,9 26 3.9 100.0 3.0 15.4 2.9 6.5 23] 11.3 7.3 2.2 2.3 5.1 3.1 19 10 .5 7.1 .1
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Average money expenditure in dollars
Independent business
$1,250-81,499 29 3.2 1,293 483 298 94 55 9 110 37 27 27 48
$1,500-$1,749_ 24 3.4 1,518 590 315 90 56 21 123 95 29 34 32
$1,750-$1,999_ 40 3.5 1, 868 668 390 100 94 31 160 114 33 38 87
$2,000-$2,249. 35 3.5 2,026 668 443 93 85 59 180 133 36 37 83
$2,250-$2,499 29 3.5 2,202 697 447 110 131 45 230 106 31 55 130
$2,500~$2,999. 41 3.6 | 2401 767 474 102 140 73 256 148 44 53 98
$3,000-$3,499_ 27 3.7 2,945 886 557 130 211 67 299 178 42 59 113
$3,500-$3, 27 3.6 || 3,286 959 526 105 207 126 434 268 48 77 127
$4, ,999_ 38 3.7 | 3588 976 547 147 269 131 405 339 49 74 190
$5, 000—$7 499_ 26 3.7( 458 | 1,100 683 160 475 90 544 396 36 93 216
$7,500-$9,999________. 160 12 4.4 1] 6,068 1,426 894 214 635 199 743 552 37 107 213
$10,000 and over____. 120 3 3,9} 11,573 1 2,391 | 1,056 215 | 1,320 270 | 1,287 716 154 156 264
Percentage of total money expenditures
Independent business
$1,250-$1,499. . ____ 29 3.2 100.0 37.4 23.0 7.3 4,2 0.7 8.5 2.9 2.1 2.1 3.7 3.0 2.2 1.0 .3 L5 0.1
$1,500-$1,749_ 24 3.4 100.0 38.9 20.8 5.9 3.7 1.4 8.1 6.2 1.9 2.2 2.1 2,0 3.4 1.2 .3 1.8 .1
$1,750-$1,999_ 40 3.5 100.0 35.8 20.9 5.4 5.0 1.6 8.6 6.1 1.8 2.0 4.6 2.4 1.9 1.1 .2 2.4 .2
$2,000-$2,249_ 35 3.5 100.0 33.1 21.9 4.6 4.2 2.9 8.9 6.5 1.8 1.8 4.1 3.9 2.2 .9 .3 2.8 .3
$2,250-$2,499_ ... ___ 29 3.5 100.0 3.7 20.3 5.0 59 2.0 10.4 4.8 1.4 2.5 5.9 2.4 2.0 L0 .5 3.2 1.0
$2,500-$2,099.__ . ___ 41 3.6 100.0 32.0 19.8 4.2 5.8 3.0 10.8 6.2 1.8 2.2 4.1 3.0 2.3 1.1 .5 3.0 .2
$3,000—$3,4 - 27 3.7 100.0 30.1 18.9 4.4 7.2 2.3 | 10.2 6.0 14 2.0 3.8 3.7 19 1.0 1,2 5.3 .6
$3,500- $3,999_ 27 3.6 100.0 29.1 16.0 3.2 6.3 3.8 13.2 8.2 1.5 2.3 3.9 3.6 2.5 .8 4 4.8 .4
$4 $4, 38 3.7 100. 0 27.2 15.2 4.1 7.5 3.6 | 1L3 9.5 -1.4 2.1 5.3 2.8 19 11 .6 6.2 .2
$5,000-$7,409_ " 26 3.7 100.0 24.0 14.9 3.5 | 10.4 2.0 1.9 8.7 .8 2.0 4.7 5.3 1.9 .9 L7 7.1 .2
$7,500-$9,999________. 160 12 4.4 100.0 23.6 14.7 3.5| 10.5 3.3 12.2 9.1 .6 1.8 3.5 2.8 L1 .9 2.7 9.3 .4
$lO 000 and over..___ 120 3 %9 100.0 20.7 9.1 1.9 | 114 23] 1.1 6.2 1.3 1.3 2.3 4.6 1.3 .51 101} 15.8 .1

AAVININAS 4VIA9VL

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and pereentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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TaBre 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation,
Ffamily type, and tncome, in 1 year, 1936-36—Continued

Number of Household

families Aver- operation F Con-

ur- on-

Occupational group, aom- nish- | Auto- | 0T | per. | Medi- For- ttrilg)nl;
family type, and R ver of || Total | Food | HOUS" | Fuel, ings | Cloth- “ 0" | trans- | p. | Voqy | Becred To- | Read-| mal | p | Other
income class H e(?ort- persons ng | yigng! and [ ing | yue [porta-| "ol | oote | ation | bacco | ing | educay .. | items

Eligible l&%ﬁ’i‘f per and re- | Other ?;llgllllt)‘ tion tion | gona)

tures family frigera- taxe
tion
[¢)] 2 [€)) [€)] ®) ©) @ ®) ()] ) | ap | a2 | 13 | @0 | @5 | @6 | an | a8) | (19) | 20) | (2)
Independent profes- Average money expenditure in dollars
sional
$1,250-81,499.._______ 140 11 3.4 1,436 500 346 115 7 24 95 49 55 37 29 28 26 23 7 20 5
$1,500-$1,749_ 230 10 2.7 1,641 558 432 68 68 33 140 43 40 37 72 85 37 21 1 25 1
$1,750-$1,999". 320 16 3.2 1,819 645 454 81 99 27 139 92 43 36 69 35 31 25 2 39 2
$2,000-52,249_ - 250 13 2.9 2,335 669 449 7 107 81 203 198 69 69 143 70 38 24 14 121 3
$2,250-$2,499_________ 320 24 3.3 2,326 741 547 90 174 29 254 95 47 63 56 71 48 29 5 70 7
$2,500-$2,900_____.___ 610 25 3.3 2, 593 775 508 111 183 50 280 219 39 53 113 90 47 32 12 69 12
$3,000-$3,409_ 470 16 3.6 2,043 905 567 90 237 73 286 140 74 62 95 150 64 40 39 107 14
,500-$3,999_ 370 22 3.6 3,335 942 673 99 309 109 416 169 80 72 147 82 54 25 46 106 6
$4,000-$4,999_ - 520 31 3.5 3,708 | 1,042 676 146 373 73 379 263 45 69 111 200 65 38 49 172 7
$5,000-$7,490_________ 720 22 3.6 4,542 | L1111 657 169 428 118 485 444 78 91 189 191 62 35 94 369 21
$7,500-$9,999. . 150 6 3.6 7,234 | 1,672 | 1,307 149 869 213 844 38¢ 94 154 499 213 159 89 152 415 116
$10,000 and over. 70 5 3.9 9,399 | 1,498 | 1,190 168 | 1,170 351 | 1,134 971 112 176 159 720 131 125 162 | 1,327 5
Independent profes- Percentage of total money expenditures
sional

$1,250-$1,499_________ 140 11 3.4 100.0 34.9 4.1 8.0 5.4 1.7 6.6 3.4 3.8 2.6 2.0 L9 1.8 L6 0.6 1.4 0.3
$1,500-$1,749._ 230 10 2.7 100.0 34.0 26.3 4.1 4.1 2.0 8.5 2.6 2.4 2.3 4.4 4.0 2.3 1.3 .1 L5 .1
$1,750-$1,999_ 320 16 3.2 100.0 35.5 25.0 4.5 5.4 15 7.6 5.0 2.4 2.0 3.8 19 1.7 1.4 .1 2.1 .1
$2,000-$2,249_ 250 13 2.9 100.0 28.7 19.2 3.3 4.8 3.5 8.7 8.4 3.0 3.0 6.1 3.0 1.6 10 .6 5.2 .1
$2,250-$2,499_________ 320 24 3.3 100.0 3L.9 2.5 3.9 7.5 1.2 10.9 4.1 2.0 2.7 2.4 3.0 2.1 L3 .2 3.0 .3
$2,500-$2,999. _______ 610 25 3.3 100.0 29.9 19.6 4.3 7.0 19| 10.8 8.4 1.5 2.0 4.4 3.5 1.8 1.2 .6 2,7 .5
$3, ,499. 470 16 3.6 100.0 30.8 19.3 3.0 8.0 2.5 9.7 4.8 2.5 2.1 3.2 5.1 2.2 14 1.3 3.6 .5
$3,500-$3,999. 370 22 3.6 100.0 28.2 20.2 3.0 9.3 3.3, 12.5 5.1 2.4 2.1 4.4 2.4 L6 .7 1.4 3.2 .2
,000-$4,999_ 520 31 3.5 100.0 28.1 18,2 3.9 10.1 20| 10.2 7.1 12 1.9 3.0 5.4 1.8 L0 1.3 4.6 .2
$5,000-$7,499_________ 720 22 3.6 100.0 2.4 14.4 3.7 9.4 2,61 10.7 9.8 L7 2.0 4.2 4.2 1.4 .8 2.1 8.1 .5
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$7,500-$9,999___ 150 6 3.6 100.0 21.8 18,2 2.1 12.0 2.9 1.7 5.3 1.3 2.1 6.9 2.9 2.2 1.2 2.1 5.7
$10,000 and ove 70 5 3.9 100.0 15.9 12.7 1.8 12.4 3.7 121 10.3 1.2 1.9 1.7 7.7 1.4 1.3 ‘ 1.7 14.1
Average money expenditure in dollars
Salaried business

$1,250-$1,499_ 13 3.3 1,407 486 375 56 67 46 107 21 43 34 49 39 37 20 5 20 3

$1,500-$1,74 21 3.4 1, 599 549 393 75 58 35 135 58 34 40 59 44 41 24 24 27 3

$1,750-$1,999_ 32 3.3 1,819 603 369 91 85 54 160 142 41 36 85 39 34 20 6 50 4

$2,000-$2,249_ 220 26 3.5 2,117 693 431 75 105 56 196 182 44 46 74 57 48 22 31 56 1

$2,250-$2,499_ . ____._ 30 3.2 2,273 738 473 67 115 48 234 166 44 55 79 87 51 31 17 61 7

$2,500-$2,999__.______ 36 3.6 2, 640 830 534 104 130 77 265 150 46 61 104 112 61 29 16 115 6

$3,000-$3,499_ 640 35 3.5 2,899 845 498 93 186 | = 66 291 190 78 66 149 126 71 35 60 136 9

$3,500-$3,999._ 31 3.6 3, 288 908 661 123 215 85 347 175 55 70 202 132 74 33 38 160 10

4,000-$4,999_ 39 3.5 3,954 | 1,021 628 130 302 67 499 367 53 70 207 168 72 37 51 276 6

$5,000-87,499_________ 33 3.6 4,722 | 1,150 767 141 382 137 566 465 74 98 199 236 75 46 59 316 1

$7,500-$9,999_________ 12 4.1 7,215 1,449 1,057 104 670 134 994 846 97 198 263 500 100 58 27 679 39

$10,000 and over.._... 370 11 4.2 || 10,664 | 1,668 ; 1,616 241 860 316 | 1,359 811 207 143 229 364 113 76 205 | 2,362 94

Percentage of total money expenditures
Salaried business

$1,250-$1,499_________ 370 13 3.3 100.0 34.5 26.7 3.9 4.8 3.3 7.6 1.5 3.0 2.4 3.5 2.8 2.6 1.4 0.4 1.4 0.2

$1,500-$1,749__ .- 870 21 3.4 100.0 34.3 4.6 4.7 3.6 2.2 8.4 3.6 2.1 2.5 3.7 2.8 2.6 1.5 1.5 L7 .2
32 3.3 100.0 33.2 20.3 5.0 4.7 3.0 8.8 7.8 2.2 2.0 4.7 2.1 1.9 1.1 .3 2.7 .2
26 3.5 100.0 32.7 20.4 3.5 5.0 2.6 9.3 8.6 2.1 2.2 3.5 2.7 2.3 1.0 1.5 2.6
30 3.2 100. 0 32.5 20.8 2.9 5.1 2.1 10.3 7.3 1.9 2.4 3.5 3.9 2.2 1.4 .7 2.7 .3
36 3.6 100. 0 3.6 20.3 3.9 4.9 2.9 10.0 5.7 L7 2.3 3.9 4.2 2.3 1.1 .6 4.4 .2
35 3.5 100. 0 29.2 17.3 3.2 6.4 2.3 10.0 6.5 2.7 2.3 5.1 4.3 2.4 1.2 2.1 4.7 .3
31 3.6 100.0 27.7 20.1 3.7 6.5 2.6 10.6 5.3 1.7 2.1 6.1 4.0 2.3 1.0 1.2 4.8 .3
39 3.5 100.0 25.9 15.9 3.3 7.6 1.7] 12.6 9.3 1.3 1.8 5.2 4.2 1.8 .9 1.3 7.0 .2
33 3.6 100.0 24.3 16.2 3.0 8.1 2.9 12.0 9.9 1.6 2.1 4.2 5.0 1.6 1.0 1.2 6.7 . g

$7,500~-$9,999__ 370 12 4.1 100. 0 20.1 14.7 1.4 9.3 1.9 13.8 11.7 1.3 2.7 3.6 7.0 1.4 .8 .4 9.4 :9

$10,000 and ov - 370 11 4.2 100. 0 15.7 15.2 2.3 8.1 3.0 12.7 7.6 1.9 1.3 2.1 3.4 1.1 .7 L9 221

AIVININAS 9vIiNgdvi

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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TasLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation,
family type, and income, 1n 1 year, 1936-36—Continued

Number of Household
families Aver- operation Fur- tht:)n-
age ish- Other ; For- | LoU
Occupational group num- nis Auto- Per- | Medi- tions
family. type, and ber of || Total | Food | EOUS" | Fuel, ings |Oloth-| “p, 7| trans- | ooy | a1 | Becre-f To- | Read-| mal |55 |Other
income class Beport- persons ing light, anq ing bile porta- care care ation | bacco | ing edpca- per- items
Eligible megng:;: per and re- | Other fgg';‘t" tion ton | gona)
B | family frigera- taxes
ion
[¢Y) 2) 3) [¢)) (5) ©) @ ® © e | any | Q2) | a3) | 4 | 15 | 16) | A7) | (A8) | 19 | (20) | (1)
Average money expenditure in dollars
Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,490_________ 19 2.9 1,372 504 326 79 53 36 109 43 42 32 41 30 31 15 1 30 1
$1,500-$1,740_ 25 3.1 1, 518 516 352 81 60 20 141 29 62 35 60 62 16 21 30 3B| ™
$1,750-$1,999. 23 3.0 , 867 604 392 83 77 109 174 123 48 40 64 48 31 21 5 46 2
$2,000-$2,249. 37 3.2 2,020 661 451 90 127 40 167 88 59 42 99 61 37 22 6 61 9
$2,250-$2,499. . _____ 30 3.1 2, 147 688 430 85 100 64 212 137 60 50 113 70 42 26 10 58 2
$2,500-$2,900..___.___ 42 3.4 2,430 712 423 107 115 73 293 187 53 50 129 71 40 31 36 106 4
$3,000-$3,499_ 28 3.2 2,813 791 488 110 156 54 267 352 64 58 127 92 40 31 35 137 11
$3,500-$3,999_ 29 3.5 3,218 986 540 113 179 94 394 283 55 76 143 101 50 40 34 168 22
$4,000-$4,999._ 45 3.6 3, 590 943 566 122 238 134 437 327 78 78 171 115 47 41 33 249 11
$5,000-$7,409__.___.__ 21 3.5 4,827 | 1,117 502 141 370 130 406 447 64 74 352 171 78 51 77 401 56
$7,500-$9,999.__ 130 7 4.1 6,337 | 1,312 865 204 552 157 968 462 132 114 205 365 86 73 238 519 85
$10,000 and over. 110 10 3.2 8,395 | 1,670 | 1,420 215 710 158 | 1,156 338 725 158 301 284 152 86 56 937 30
* Percentage of total money expenditures
Salaried professional
$1,250~$1,409_________ 19 2.9 100. 0 36.7 23.7 5.7 3.9 2.6 7.9 3.2 3.1 2.3 3.0 2.2 2.2 L1 0.1 2.2 .1
$1,500-$1,749_ 25 3.1 100.0 33.9 23.2 5.3 4.0 L3 9.3 1.9 4.1 2.3 4.0 4.1 1.0 1.4 2.0 2.2 (®
$1,750-$1,999. 23 3.0 100. 0 32.5 210 4,4 41 58 9.3 6.5 2.6 2.1 3.4 2.6 1.7 L1 .3 2.5 .1
,000-$2,249_ 37 3.2 100.0 32.8 22.3 4.5 6.3 2.0 8.3 4.3 2.9 2.1 4.9 3.0 1.8 L1 .3 3.0 .4
$2,250-$2,499. ... _____ 30 3.1 100.0 32.0 20.0 4.0 4.6 3.0 9.9 6.4 2.8 2.3 5.3 3.3 1.9 1.2 .5 2.7 -1
$2,500-$2,999_ ... ___. 42 3.4 100. 0 29.3 17.3 4.4 4.7 3.0 12.1 7.7 2.2 2.0 5.3 2.9 1.6 13 L5 4.4 .2
$3,000-$3,499_ 28 3.2 100.0 28.2 17.4 3.9 5.5 1.9 9.5 12.5 2.3 2.1 4.5 3.3 1.4 1.1 1.2 4.9 .4
$3,500-$3,999_. 29 3.5 100.0 30.0 16. 5 3.4 5.5 2.9 12,0 8.7 L7 2.3 4.4 3.1 L5 12 1.0 5.1 7
$4,000-$4,999_ - 45 3.6 100. 0 26.3 15.8 3.4 6.6 3.71 12.2 9.1 2.2 2.2 4.8 3.2 1.3 1.1 .9 6.9 .3
$5,000-$7,499________. 21 3.5 100.0 4.7 13.1 3.1 8.2 2.9 9.0 9.9 1.4 16 7.8 3.8 1.7 11 L7 8.8 1.2
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$7,500-$9,999_________ 130 7 4.1 100.0 20.7 13.6 3.2 8.7 25| 15.3 7.3 2.1 L8 3.2 5.8 1.3 12 3.8 8.2 1.3
$10,000 and over.____ 110 10 3.2 100.0 19.9 16.9 2.6 8.4 19| 13.8 4.0 8.6 19 3.6 3.4 1.8 L0 .71 1.2 .3
No gainfully em- Average money expenditure in dollars
ployed members
450 7 2.1 687 281 189 58 24 2 26 [ocaaoe 10 15 45 1 13 9 M4 L
300 7 2.3 867 327 143 120 34 26 37 17 10 10 104 9 2 - 31 IR 18 2
500 13 2.8 | 1,160 433 313 113 77 20 52 4 12 17 56 7 12 1B ® 30 1
370 8 2.6 || 1,295 396 347 102 60 24 82 107 21 27 57 15 11 15 3 25 3
330 8 2.1 1,369 400 332 114 100 20 69 100 18 18 2B 11 14 i7 20 103 5
130 8 3.2 || 1,498 551 307 101 66 23 127 14 27 33 111 27 34 19 20 37 1
80 4 3.0 1,992 503 564 79 208 61 212 45 15 27 129 32 33 16 2*) 66 2
80 7 2.7 1, 623 290 175 130 22 115 36 38 39 151 49 33 24 *) 80 3
70 3 3.7 2021 605 324 129 210 38 215 166 27 42 55 69 22 11 1 106 1
160 8 2.2 8162 720 665 124 328 93 271 273 4 46 189 64 31 k2 — 150 96
90 5 2.0 2,633 693 511 83 259 61 194 343 28 39 133 80 38 b1 U P 138 12
No gainfully em- Percentage of total money expenditures
ployed members
$500-$740 450 7 2.1 100.0 40.9 27.5 8.4 3.5 0.3 3.8 .. 1.5 2.2 6.6 0.1 19 1.3 | 2.0 foeeoe.
$750-§ 300 7 2.3 100.0 37.7 16.5 13.8 3.9 3.0 4.3 2.0 1.2 1.2} 120 1.0 .2 IS 2N IR 2.1 0.2
$1,000-$1,240. 500 13 2.8 100.0 37.4 27.1 9.7 6.6 17 4.5 .3 1.0 15 4.8 N] 1.0 L1| * 2.6 .1
$1,250-$1 370 8 2.6| 100.0 30.6 26.8 7.9 4.6 19 6.3 8.3 L6 2.1 4.4 1.2 .8 12 0.2 19 .2
$1 330 8 2.1 100.0 29.3 4.3 8.3 7.3 15 5.0 7.3 13 13 2.0 .8 10 1.2 15 7.5 4
$1,750-$1,999_________ 130 6 3.2 100.0 36.8 20. 5 8.7 4.4 15 8.5 .9 1.8 2.2 7.4 1.8 2.3 1.3 1.3 2.5 .1
$2,000-$2,249. ... __ 80 4 3.0 100.0 25.3 28.3 4.0 10.4 3.1, 10.6 2.2 .8 1.4 6.5 1.6 16 8 ™ 3.3 .1
$2,250-$2,409 .. ___ 80 7 2.7 100.0 34.5 16.0 9.7 7.2 1.2 6.4 2.0 2.1 2.2 8.4 2.7 18 1.3 4.4 .1
$2,500-$2,999________.. 70 3 3.7 100.0 30. 1 16.1 6.4 10.4 19| 106 8.2 1.3 2.1 2.7 3.4 11 RANG) 5.2
$3,000-$3,900___._____ 160 8 2.2 1} 100.0 22.8 21.1 3.9 10.4 2.9 8.6 8.6 2.3 15 6.0 2.0 1.0 L2 4.7 3.0
$4,000-$4,909_....__.. 90 5 2.0 || 100.0 26.3 19.4 3.2 9.8 2.3 7.4] 13.0 L1 15 5.1 3.0 14 8. 5.2 .

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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TaBLE 2.

Sfamily type, and income, 1n 1 year, 1935—36—Continued

Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation,

Number of Household

families Aver- operation F Con-

Occupational grou| natr, mish- Auto- [ OFRer | por. | Medi- For- t1:1’11(};1115
family typegr and Report-| ber of || Total | Food | Hous- | Fuel, Ings | Cloth| “yy, 0" | trams- | gony) | eap | Becres| To- | Read-| mal | %) 5" | Other
i one . ing ex- | persons ing light, and ing bile porta- care | care ation | bacco | ing |educa- per- items

Eligible pendi- | per and re; | Other | equip- tion tion sonal

tures | family !rigera- ment taxes

ion
@) @ (€)] (€)] ® ) ] ® © | Qo [ QY | a2 | a3) | b | a8 | a8 | a9 [ a8 | 19 | @0 | @
Average money expenditure in dollars
Family type: Type 1
8 2.0 692 254 211 60 26 1 30 7 24 14 17 8 17 | P 14 |-
17 2.0 945 356 251 70 28 24 74 1 29 19 36 12 22 13| ... 9 1
25 2.0 1,104 399 255 87 41 33 82 37 28 22 37 21 20 13 1 27 1
41 2.0 1, 355 496 274 71 51 46 121 49 37 26 58 37 33 18 1 35 2
38 2.0 1, 560 525 361 79 62 34 129 84 42 37 58 46 45 17 4 36 1
45 2.0 1,745 536 407 68 74 71 163 116 44 37 73 42 41 201 %) 47 4
43 2.0 1,982 523 423 76 98 71 185 192 45 42 120 55 40 24 14 67 7
43 2.0 2,185 627 405 98 117 79 207 173 55 48 122 65 53 25 1 92 18
42 2.0 2,371 644 512 66 124 67 218 223 55 50 111 80 49 b 2 R, 128 16
38 2.0 2,731 738 461 75 160 101 294 225 73 65 110 113 67 30 1 199 19
39 2.0 3,120 827 570 76 193 165 356 264 44 79 116 117 67 35 13
32 2.0 3,607 808 573 84 256 108 412 397 76 67 204 164 60 38 15
20 2.0 4,118 903 608 128 425 144 434 409 59 84 168 186 95 44 8
3 2.0 6,889 | 1,206 | 1,302 45 826 163 852 817 64 136 299 294 79 48 5
9 2.0 8,974 | 1,464 | 1,702 9€ 722 115 | 1,200 665 712 114 298 324 91 70 23
Percentage of total money expenditures

8 2.0 100.0 36.7 30.5 8.7 3.7 0.1 4.3 1.0 3.5 2.0 2.5 1.2 2.5 L3 2.0 |.....
17 2.0 100.0 3.7 26.6 7.4 3.0 2.5 7.8 it 3.1 2.0 3.8 1.3 2.3 1.4 |oo.o__ .9 0.1
$1,000-$1,249__ 25 2.0 100.0 36.1 23.1 7.9 3.7 3.0 7.4 3.4 2.5 2.0 3.4 1.9 1.8 1.2 0.1 2.4 .1
$1,250-$1,499__ 41 2.0 100.0 36.7 2.3 5.2 3.8 3.4 8.9 3.6 2.7 19 4.3 2.7 2.4 1.3 .1 2.6 .1
$1,500-$1,749. 38 2.0 100.0 33.6 23.1 5.1 4.0 2.2 8.3 5.4 2.7 2.4 3.7 2.9 2.9 L1 .2 2.3 .1
$1,750-31,999 45 2.0 100. 0 30.9 23.4 3.9 4.2 4.1 9.3 6.6 2.5 2.1 4.2 2.4 2.3 1.1 ™) 2.7 .3
$2,000-$2,249.__ 43 2.0 100. 0 26.4 21.3 3.8 4.9 3.6 9.3 9.7 2.3 2.1 6.1 2.8 2.0 12 . 3.4 .4
$2,250-$2,499._ 43 2.0 100.0 28.8 18.5 4.5 5.4 3.6 9.5 7.9 2.5 2.2 5.6 3.0 2.4 1.1 ™ 4.2 .8
$2,500-$2,999._ 42 2.0 100.0 7.1 21.6 2.8 5.2 2.8 9.2 9.4 2.3 2.1 4.7 3.4 2.1 L2 . 5.4 .7
,000-$3, 38 2.0 100.0 27.0 16.9 2.7 5.9 3.71 108 8.3 2.7 2.4 4.0 4.1 2.4 L1 * 7.3 .7
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39 2.0 100.0 26.7 18.3 2.4 6.2 531 11.4 8.5 1.4 2.5 3.7 3.7 2.1 1.1 .3 6.0 .4
32 2.0 100.0 22.4 15.9 2.3 7.1 30| 1.4 110 2.1 1.9 5.7 4.5 1.7 1.1 .3 9.2 .4
20 2.0 || 100.0 22.0 14.8 3.1 10.3 3.5 10.5) 10.0 1.4 2.0 4.1 4.5 2.3 1.1 .3 9.9 .2
3 2.0 {| 100.0 18.8 18.9 .6 120 2.4 12.4| 11.9 .9 2.0 4.3 4.3 1.1 .7 9.6 .1
9 2.0 100.0 16.3 19.0 11 8.0 131 13.4 7.4 7.9 13 3.3 3.6 10 .8 15.3 .3
Average money expenditure in doMars
8 3.0 720 319 171 74 26 2 28 5 7 14 28 12 20 6 2 [i 30 I
16 3.0 963 386 2085 79 28 11 78 | 37 23 60 17 19 11 1 8 ™
24 3.0 1,182 450 257 70 31 30 110 36 27 26 87 24 26 12 1 13 2
36 30| L2719 473 310 76 51 17 93 12 43 30 7 29 28 17 4 15 4
36 3.0 1,593 582 346 84 60 41 141 37 38 35 88 38 41 19 2 39 2
41 3.0 1,762 590 358 92 66 69 153 115 43 33 78 41 38 17 2 65 2
40 3.0 1,067 629 417 86 84 54 183 168 34 37 60 37 21 7 66 4
43 3.0|| 2,244 768 426 93 126 60 205 134 33 51 133 80 44 28 9 48 6
51 3.0 2458 734 506 89 151 93 248 153 50 51 112 75 58 27 9 79 23
37 3.0} 2,840 806 548 98 208 96 272 209 47 55 171 114 56 30 19 99 12
34 3.0 3,328 903 604 94 256 155 399 216 46 72 221 117 55 37 16 124 13
26 3.0l 3793| 1,063 639 95 351 58 423 354 44 72 177 141 69 38 25 199 5
18 3.0 5040 | 1,068 786 101 481 84 479 792 40 102 279 52 39 109 408 18
3 3.0 6705| 1,100 1,102 152 630 365 622 | 1,098 161 87 362 220 63 33 60 643 7
1 3.0 (4] (62} [¢)] [6)) M [¢)] [¢)] [$)] ) (§)] )] [$)] [¢)] 1 0] M M

Percentage of total money expenditure

.| 1,640 8 3.0 100.0 44.3 23.7 10.3 3.6 0.3 3.9 0.7 1.0 19 3.9 17 2.8 0.8 0.3 0.8 ) ...
.| 3,600 16 3.0 100.0 40.2 21.3 8.2 2.9 11 8114 ... .. 3.8 2.4 6.2 1.8 2.0 L1 .1 .8
.| 5,420 24 3.0 100.0 38.1 217 5.9 2.6 2.5 9.3 3.1 2.3 2.2 57 2.0 2.2 1.0 .1 L1 0.2
-| 5,730 36 3.0 100.0 37.1 24.2 5.9 4.0 1.3 7.3 .9 3.4 2.3 6.0 2.3 2.2 13 .3 1.2 .3
.| 5,930 36 3.0 100.0 36.5 217 53 3.8 2.6 89| 23 2.4 2.2 55 2.4 2.6 12 .1 2.4 .1
-l 5,700 41 3.0 100.0 33.6 20.3 5.2 3.7 3.9 8.7 6.5 2.4 L9 4.4 2.3 2.2 Lo .1 3.7 .1
-| 4,650 40 3.0 100.0 32.0 21.2 4.4 4.3 2.7 9.3 8.5 1.7 1.9 4.1 3.0 19 1.1 .4 3.3 .2
| 3710 43 3.0 100.0 34.2 19.0 4.1 5.6 2.7 9.1 6.0 15 2.3 5.9 3.6 2.0 12 4 2.1 .3
$2,500-$2,999 .| 3,100 51 3.0 100.0 29.9 20.6 3.6 6.1 3.8 10.1 6.2 2.0 2.1 46| .3.0 2.4 L1 .4 3.2 .9
$3,000-$3,499__ | 1,740 37 3.0 100.0 28.4 19.3 3.4 7.3 3.4 9.6 7.4 1.7 19 6.0 4.0 2.0 1.0 .7 3.5 .4
$3,500-$3,999.__ <[ 1,160 34 3.0 100.6 27.1 18.1 2.8 7.7 4.71 120 6.5 14 2.2 6.6 3.5 L7 11 .8 3.7 .4
099 - 930 26 3.0 100.0 27.8 18.2 2.5 9.3 L5 112 9.3 1.2 19 4.7 3.7 1.8 L0 .6 5.2 .1
- 630 18 3.0 100.0 21.3 15.6 2.0 9.5 L7 9.5 157 .8 2.0 55 4.0 1.0 .8 2.2 8.1 .3
- 30 3 3.0 100.0 16.4 16.4 2.3 9.4 5.4 9.3 16,4 2.4 1.3 5.4 3.3 .9 .5 .9 9.6 -1
_____ 10 1 3.0 G $)) 4] m 4] )] M M M M M ()] )] §)) M | M 8

See p. 170 for notes on this table. {A verage amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown, *Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TaBLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation,
family type, and tncome, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of A Household
families ver- operation | Fur- Con-
Occupational group - nish- Anto- | Oer 1 per. | Megi- For- t{il(};;ls-
family type, and Report-| ber of || Total | Food Hig'és’ f;f%’ es cill‘l’éh' mo- gg,?:: sonal | cal l;‘tei%‘;f' b’{a‘c':)c‘o R&}d' egluacla- and | Qther
income class Eligible| D€ €X- | PeIsons and re- | Other | equip- bile |%yion | care | care tion | POT"
pendi- | per frigera- ment sonal
tures | family bl taxes
(6] (03] (3) ) ) ()] )] 8 ® 10) | a1 [ (a2 | a3) [ (4 | @5) | (@6 | A7) | (18) | (19) | (20) | (2D)
Average money expenditure in dollars
Type IIT
$500-$749_______.__.. 810 8 4.0 942 393 228 95 19 14 73 | et 24 24 26 14 11 8 6 7] ™
$750-$999___ -l 2,420 20 4.0 436 183 94 35 19 76 3 30 18 37 15 22 8 3 9 2
$1,000-$1,249 .| 3,010 24 4.0 1,126 481 209 102 33 32 96 13 34 23 35 19 24 15 3 7 ™
$1,250-$1,499. _ - 4,080 35 4.0 1,411 565 258 104 46 38 14 69 38 25 49 34 30 16 8 24 3
$1,500-$1,749.________ 3, 980 31 4.0 1,636 632 319 20 48 57 139 47 42 33 102 33 35 19 8 26 - 6
$1,750-$1,999________. 3, 740 43 4.0 1,845 870 357 106 69 44 155 135 31 36 78 66 38 22 5 29 4
$2.000-$2,249__ o1 8,540 34 4.0 2,020 729 337 92 93 90 207 118 36 42 90 61 38 20 9 51 7
$2,250-$2,499.__ 2, 460 49 4.0 2, 264 770 437 105 98 85 212 140 34 48 100 92 47 24 13 72 7
2, 42 4.0 2,638 816 453 135 153 926 262 247 44 50 116 97 46 26 20 67 10
1, 32 4.0 2,675 868 414 127 139 76 302 238 38 53 125 89 42 36 23 101 4
810 26 4.0 3,204 961 596 144 256 77 343 223 54 61 105 114 69 31 23 133 9
560 31 4.0 3,996 1,009 695 133 370 86 441 382 49 87 169 136 64 40 41 193 11
570 13 4.0 4,652 1,129 764 120 383 116 528 353 43 77 217 323 56 50 12 400 21
140 10 4.0 6, 849 1,303 1,044 166 754 292 750 601 65 129 218 346 67 66 171 695 92
130 6 4.0 8,637 1,542 | 1,300 180 939 266 908 870 215 160 183 513 106 91 147 | 1,388 29
Percentage of total money expenditures
Type 11T
$500-$749._ 810 8 4.0 100.0 41.8 24.3 10.0 2.0 L5 (A I T, 2.5 25 28 15 12 08 06 07| (®
$750-$999___ 2,420 20 40 100 0 42 18.5 95 3.5 1.9 7 3 30 18 37 15 22 .8 .3 .9 0.2
$1,000-$1,249. 3,010 24 4.0 100. 0 42.8 18.6 9.1 2.9 2.8 8.5 1.2 3.0 2.0 3.1 1.7 2.1 1.3 3 61 ™
1,250-$1,499__ 4, 080 35 4.0 100.0 .30.9 18.3 7.4 3.3 2.7 7.4 4.9 2.7 L8 3.5 2.4 2.1 L1 6 1.7 .2
$1,500-$1,749__ 3,980 31 4.0 100. 0 38.7 19.5 5.5 2.9 3.5 8.5 2.8 2.6 2.0 6.2 2.0 2.1 1.2 5 Lé .4
$1,750-$1,099__ 3, 740 43 4.0 100.0 36.3 19.3 57 3.7 2.4 8.4 7.3 1.7 2.0 42 3.6 2.1 L2 .3 1.6 .2
$2,000-$2,249. 3.540 34 4.0 100.0 36.1 16.7 4.5 4.6 45 10.2 59 1.8 2.1 4.5 3.0 1.9 1.0 4 2.5 .3
$2,250-$2,499. 2, 460 49 4.0 100. 0 33.9 19.3 4.6 43 2.9 9.4 6.2 1.5 2.1 4.4 4.1 2.1 1.1 6 3.2 .3
$2,500-$2,999. _ 2,400 42 4.0 100. 0 30.9 17.2 5.1 5.8 3.6 9.9 9.4 1.7 1.9 4.4 3.7 1.7 1.0 8 2.5 .4
$3,000-$3,499____ _1 1,000 32 4.0 100.0 32.5 15.5 4.7 52 2.8 11.3 8.9 1.4 2.0 4.7 3.3 1.6 1.3 9 3.8 .1
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$3,500-$3,999_ . ______ 810 26 4.0 100.0 30.0 4.5 8.0 2.4 10.7 8.9 L7 1.9 3.3 3.5 2.2 Lo .9 4.1 .3
$4,000-$4,999_ 560 31 4.0 100.0 27.5 3.3 9.3 2.2 110 9.6 1.2 2.2 4.2 3.4 1.6 10 1.0 4.8 .3
$5,000-$7,499_ 570 13 4.0 100.0 24.3 2.6 8.2 2.5 11.3 7.6 .9 L7 6.0 6.9 1.2 L1 .2 8.6 .5
7,500-$9,900___ 140 10 4.0 100. 0 20. 4 2.4 1L0O 4.3 11.0 8.7 .9 1.9 3.2 5.1 1.0 1.0 251 10.1 1.3
$10,000 and over._... 130 [ 4.0 100.0 17.9 2.1 10.9 3.1 10. 5 7.7 2.5 1.9 2.1 59 1.2 1.0 L7] 16.1 .3
Average money expenditure in dollars
Type IV
$500-$749____________ 840 3.2 1,070 456 129 31 20 81 7 31 25 22 19 16 12
$750-$990__ 2, 590 14 3.6 1,085 429 96 32 3 65 26 27 20 47 8 21 15
$1,000-$1,249_ 3,920 18 3.7 1,245 481 109 40 34 90 78 32 28 38 19 22 14
$1,250-$1,499_ 4,210 33 3.5 1,372 548 96 45 13 114 36 43 29 55 24 33|° 16
$1,500-$1,749_________ 5,320 40 3.4 1,638 560 96 60 38 128 90 35 35 100 17 36 18
$1,750-$1,909_______.. 42 3.6 1,788 6Q7 147 62 49 173 67 53 39 86 53 34 20
$2, 240_ 7 39 3.6 1, 950 684 116 75 62 190 99 53 47 70 56 52 25
$2,250-$2,409. 43 3.6 2,219 816 139 74 214 83 62 46 92 62 42 21
500 48 3.6 2, 460 805 122 118 64 274 149 75 57 123 74 56 24
......... 30 3.6 2, 588 842 126 142 62 253 217 58 53 125 110 61 26
39 3.5 2,936 911 115 120 75 3560 273 60 68 118 80 63 29
40 3.5 3,703 | 1,036 130 210 108 455 283 98 82 217 138 73 35
23 3.7 4,610 [ 1,171 147 385 123 525 349 79 90 250 190 84
8 4.0 6,886 | 1,428 156 651 99 | 1,084 464 111 202 326 441 125 76
[ 3.7 9,917 | 1,733 9 304 290 999 687 142 151 186 364 189 88
Percentage of total money expenditures
6 3.2 100.0 42.6 19.0 12.1 2.9 1.9 7.6 0.6 2.9 2.3 2.0 1.8 L6 L1 0.1 L5
14 3.6 100.0 39.6 25.8 8.8 2.9 .3 6.0 2.4 2.5 1.8 4.3 .7 1.9 1.4 .3 1.3
18 3.7 100. 0 38.6 19.5 8.8 3.2 2.7 7.2 6.3 2.6 2.2 3.1 1.5 1.8 1.1 .1 1.1 .2
33 3.5 100.0 40.0 20.8 7.0 3.3 .9 8.3 2.6 3.1 2.1 4.0 1.7 2.4 1.2 .9 1.6 .1
40 3.4 100.0 34.2 21.3 5.9 3.7 2.3 7.7 5.6 2.1 2.1 6.1 1.0 2.2 1.1 7 2.3 1.8
42 3.6 100.0 33.8 17.6 8.2 3.5 2.7 9.7 3.8 3.0 2.2 4.8 3.0 1.9 1.1 1.3 19 L5
39 3.6 100.0 35.2 17.4 5.9 3.8 3.2 9.7 5.0 2.7 2.4 3.6 2.8 2.7 1.3 1.2 2.7 .4
43 3.6 100.0 36.8 17.5 6.3 43 3.3 9.6 2.9 2.8 2.1 4.1 2.8 1.9 .9 1.4 2.6 7
48 3.8 100.0 32.7 16.4 5.0 4.8 2.6} 1.1 6.1 3.0 2.3 5.0 3.0 2.2 1.0 1.8 2.8 .2
30 3.6 100.0 32.6 13.0 4.9 5.5 2.4 9.8 8.3 2.2 2.0 4.8 4.3 2.4 L0 - 14 4.9 .5
39 3.5 100.0 31.2 16.8 3.9 4.1 2.6 | 119 9.3 2.0 2.3 4.0 2.7 2.1 1.0 1.5 4.3 .3
40 3.5 100. 0 28.0 14.4 3.5 5.7 2.9 12.3 7.6 2.6 2.2 5.9 3.7 2.0 .9 1.0 7.1 .2
$5,000-$7,499_ 1,230 23 3.7 100.0 25.4 16.1 3.2 8.3 2.71 1.4 7.6 1.7 2.0 5.4 4.1 1.8 1.0 1.9 6.4 10
$7,500-$9,909___ 320 8 4.0 100.0 20.8 14.7 2.3 9.5 1.4 | 15.7 6.7 1.6 2.9 4.7 6.4 1.8 1.1 1.5 7.6 1.3
$10,000 and over..._. 230 ] 3.7 100.0 17.5 12.0 3.0 8.1 2.9 | 10.1 8.9 1.4 1.5 1.9 3.7 1.9 .9 7.7 2.5 ¥

Bee p. 170 for notes on this table.
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TasLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation,
family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of Household
families operation Fur- Con-
Occupational group, H nish- Cloth.| Auto- Other | po,. R To- | Read For]- ttrilg)xils. Oth

fi { ous- ings oth- trans- ecre-| 0- ead-{ Inal ther
fzg;'ge z{:;‘;’ and Report- Total | Food | %5 ,l:;ﬁ%’ and | ing g;?e- porta- sg;;gl ation | bacco | ing | educa- ;22 items

Eligible l]?e%:%?- and re- | Other | 81P- tion ton | sonal

frigera- taxes

tures tion
1) 2 3 ®) ®) ()] ® 9 10 | an | a2 | 13 | a9 e | a7 | a8 | a9 | 20 | (2
Type Vv Average money expenditure in d
$500-$749_ . _____ T 5.4 1,126 535 222 118 32 8 54 10 18 28 15 22 13 ] |2 P
$750-5999__ ... 14 5.4 1,453 566 366 126 30 25 92 48 22 26 18 30 10 5 18 1
$1,000-$1,249__ 17 5.5 1,204 588 234 116 30 8 84 1 30 29 15 16 12 4 9 4
$1,250-$1,409__ 32 5.3 1,332 587 234 124 44 13 119 10 37 30 27 26 14 [ 22 1
$1,500-$1,749______ 26 5.5 1,565 666 266 138 47 24 144 35 38 36 34 27 19 19 20 5
$1,750-81,999_____ . 36 5.5 1,908 744 310 143 70 62 188 50 52 38 45 44 21 22 32 30
$2,000-$2,249__ 46 5.4 , 993 772 359 154 64 50 192 69 53 39 39 31 20 14 43 1
$2,250-$2,4 35 5.5 2,179 821 338 149 78 57 227 95 69 56 47 41 20 33 39 12
34 5.5 , 549 909 362 146 96 88 306 130 57 57 95 51 24 22 62 10
39 5.4 2,937 | 1,035 472 150 124 70 333 112 90 62 120 68 30 54 85 7
30 5.4 3,266 | 1,106 436 170 144 117 407 178 93 71 114 69 33 47 93 7
29 5.4 3,888 | 1,329 482 168 285 93 431 290 71 94 102 77 42 59 199 8
14 5.4 4,753 | 1,333 577 249 346 126 688 386 84 102 184 89 47 157 195 6
[} 5.1 6,339 | 1,544 | 1,118 114 370 133 671 540 75 131 281 171 50 250 608 11
2 5.0 G} (¢} ) (6] (6] (4] (4] (G2} (6 [$p) 6] (¢)] €] [§)] 4] (4]
Percentage of total money expenditures

7 5.4 100.0. 47.5 19.7 10.5 2.8 0.5 4.8 0.9 1.6 2.5 3.4 1.3 2.0 1.2 0.5 0.8 | .o
14 5.4 100.0 39.0 25.2 8.7 2.1 1.7 6.3 3.3 L5 1.8 4.8 1.2 2.1 .7 .3 1.2 0.1
17 5.5 100.0 49.0 19.4 9.6 2.5 .7 7.0 .1 2.5 2.4 2.0 1.2 1.3 1.0 .3 .7 .3
32 5.3 100.0 4.1 17.6 9.3 3.3 1.0 8.9 .8 2.8 2.2 2.9 2.0 2.0 1.0 .4 1.6 .1
26 5.5 100.0 42.7 17.0 8.8 3.0 1.5 9.2 2.2 2.4 2.3 3.0 2.2 1.7 1.2 1.2 1.3 .3
36 5.5 100.0 39,0 16.2 7.5 3.7 3.2 9.8 2.8 2.7 2.0 3.0 2.4 2.3 1.1 1.2 1.7 1.6
46 5.4 100.0 38.7 18.0 7.7 3.2 2.5 9.8 3.4 2.6 2.0 4.7 2.0 1.6 1.0 7 2.2 .1
35 5.5 100.0 37.8 15.5 6.8 3.6 2.6 | 10.4 4.3 3.2 2.8 4.5 2.2 1.9 .9 15 1.8 .6
34 5.5 100.0 35.7 14.2 5.7 3.8 3.5 12.0 5.1 2.2 2.2 5.3 3.7 2.0 .9 .9 2.4 .4
39 5.4 100.0 35.2 16.1 5.1 4.2 2.4 ] 1.3 3.9 3.1 2.1 4.3 4.1 2.3 1.0 1.8 2.9 .2
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30 5.4 100.0 33.9 13.4 5.2 4.4 3.6 | 12.5 5.5 2.8 2.2 5.5 3.5 2.1 1.0 1.4 2.8 .2
29 5.4 100.0 34.2 12.4 4.3 6.8 2.4 11.1 7.5 1.8 2.4 4.6 2.5 2.0 1.1 1.5 5.1 .2
14 5.4 100.0 28.1 12.1 5.2 7.3 2.6 | 14.5 8.1 1.8 2.1 3.9 3.9 1.9 1.0 3.3 4.1 .1
[ 5.1 100.0 2.3 17.6 1.8 5.8 21| 10.8 8.6 1.2 2.1 4.3 4.4 2.7 .8 3.9 9.6 .2
2 5.0 (h (62} 6] Q)] ® €] ® €} [$)] [G}] (4} ) M ) [$)] (t
Average money expenditure in dollars
9 5.2 948 418 232 82 25 4 |72 30 18 35 7 19 9 8 1
18 5.4 1,078 428 262 92 34 28 71 11 35 17 33 16 22 12 10 1
19 50 1,101 468 99 31 15 71 3 31 22 41 21 30 11 7 8
540 34 5.2 1,390 602 262 98 42 52 105 ] 25 28 61 20 28 17 8 5
$1,500-$1,749_ .. ____ 1,840 28 5.5 1,634 698 281 120 57 22 141 75 24 36 58 42 27 17 11 2
$1,750-$1,999_._______ 1,990 32 5.3 1,889 725 380 129 68 45 158 66 28 31| - 108 40 30 17 16 2
$2,000-$2,249. 1, 540 31 5.3 737 406 113 92 45 201 kil 35 46 106 66 34 2 18 4
960 31 5.2 2,268 840 410 116 102 73 229 86 34 50 134 58 44 20 20 1
1,000 41 5.4 |1 2,459 853 423 144 117 64 282 130 36 53 114 71 45 25 36 8
480 b3 5.3 2,846 1,038 432 152 181 65 309 135 70 61 116 94 47 27 25 3
200 19 52 3,309 1,025 695 116 263 78 360 125 53 65 169 108 47 31 48 39
. 999 - 360 21 5.3 3,754 | 1,071 524 192 326 154 411 303 52 66 159 148 55 60 51 19
$5,000-$7,499. - 180 [} 5.1 4077 1,147 569 142 333 139 443 479 75 69 183 199 20 44 50 4
$7,500-$9,999__ - 30 3 5.0 6131 | 1,647 612 321 868 320 77 650 18 101 133 243 36 105 53 18
$10,000 and over-___. 70 3 5.4 8713 | 2,25 1,429 252 | 1,852 213 881 314 148 136 310 272 35 50 131 25
Percentage of total money expenditures
Type V1 & Y expH

9 5.2 | 100.0 44.2 24.6 8.6 2.6 0.4 8.5 | e 3.2 19 3.7 0.7 2.0 0.9 0.8 0.8 .1
18 5.4 || 100.0 39.8 24.3 8.5 3.2 2.4 6.6 1.0 3.2 16 3.1 15 2.0 11 .9 7 .1
19 50( 100.0 42.6 20.8 9.0 2.8 14 6.4 .3 2.8 2.0 3.7 19 2.7 10 .6 1.5 .8
34 5.2 100.0 43.3 18.8 7.1 3.0 3.7 7.6 L7 1.8 2.0 4.4 1.4 2.0 1.2 .6 1.0 .4
28 5.5 100.0 42.7 17.2 7.3 3.5 14 8.6 4.6 15 2.2 3.5 2.6 1.7 L0 7 1.4 .1
$1,750-$1,999_.._.____ 1,990 32 5.31| 100.0 38.5 20.1 6.8 3.6 2.4 8.4 3.5 15 16 8.7 2.1 16 .9 .8 2.4 .1
$2,000-$2,249 .| 1,540 31 5.3 100.0 36.1 19.9 5.5 4.5 2.2 9.8 3.7 1.7 2.3 5.2 3.2 1.7 1.1 .9 2.0 .2

$2,250~$2,499 - 960 31 5.2 100.0 37.0 18.1 5.1 4.5 321 10.1 3.9 1.5 2.2 5.9 2.6 1.9 .9 .9 2.2
$2,500-$2,999. .| 1,000 41 5.4 100.0 34.7 17.2 5.8 4.8 2.6 10.7 5.2 15 2.2 4.6 2.9 18 1.0 15 3.2 .3
, X - 480 24 5.3 100.0 36.5 15.2 5.3 6.4 2.3 10.9 4.7 2.5 2.1 4.1 3.3 16 .9 .9 3.2 .1
,500-$3,999 - 290 19 5.2 100.0 31.0 2L.0 3.5 7.9 24| 10.9 3.8 1.6 2.0 5.1 3.3 1.4 .9 1.4 2.9 .9
$4,000-$4,999 360 21 5.3 100.0 28.5 13.9 5.1 8.7 411 10.9 8.1 1.4 1.8 4.0 3.9 15 L6 1.4 4.6 .5
$5,000-$7,499 190 6 5.1 100. 0 28.1 14.0 3.5 8.2 3.4 10.9 1.7 1.8 L7 45 4.9 .5 11 1.2 4.4 .1
$7,500-$9,999_. 30 3 5.0 || 100.0 26.9 10.0 52| M1 52| 12.6 | 10.6 .3 L6 3.0 4.0 .6 17 .9 3.0 .3
$10,000 and ove 70 3 5.4 100.0 25.8 16.4 2.9] 21.3 241 10.1 3.6 17 16 3.6 3.1 .4 .8 1.5 4.7 .3

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
* A verage amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown. tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than three cases.
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TasLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation,
family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935~36—Continued

Number of Household
families Aver- operation Fur- Con-
Occupational group m;%e_ nish- al Auto- | OPPer | por. | Medi- R To- | Read Foalr- ttrig:ll: Oth
family type, and ber of || Total | Food | HOUS | Py, ings | Cloth-| “y ;" | tE8DS- | gona) | ea) ecre- 1o- | Read-| mal | g (Qvner
income class Report~| norsons g | light, and | ing | pio pgrta- care | care | Ation | bacco ing eggga per- | itoms
Eiigible| 18 €% | * per and re- | Other [ S101P- lon sonal
I;%;&; family frigera- en taxes
tion
1) 2) 3 (€} ) ® @) ®) ()] ) | av | a2 [ @3) | a9 | 15) [ 18 | A7) | A8) | (19 | (20) | 21
Average money expenditure in dollars
Type VI1I
$500-$749 ... .. . 90 4 7.0 871 398 176 61 20 6 68 |- 36 22 20 10 17 13 9 15 [ocoaoa
$750-$990_____ 210 11 7.2 1,153 505 221 108 29 22 84 |___.__. 32 20 51 23 30 12 6 0™
$1,000-$1,249__ 460 12 7.5 1,489 579 245 109 63 38 154 13 44 34 54 18 28 16 9 13 72
$1,250-$1,499__ 630 27 7.2 1, 486 707 243 126 40 14 114 22 42 26 35 26 22 15 13 17 24
$1,500-$1,749______.__ 850 18 7.2 1,751 712 260 155 41 28 185 78 46 28 34 30 35 17 24 27 51
$1,750-$1,999 ... __ 680 25 7.2 1,880 789 314 133 67 31 174 44 53 40 87 35 46 20 13 25 9
$2,000-$2,249.__ 660 23 7.2 2,082 858 309 130 57 46 246 50 49 39 91 45 23 19 20 45 45
$2,250-$2,409__ 500 25 7.3 2, 250 947 372 151 77 31 227 25 74 65 85 61 60 21 33 39 2
$2,500-$2.999.. 950 37 7.3 2,586 | 1,020 336 180 80 77 307 78 70 64 92 84 68 22 35 56 17
,000-83,409____.____ 560 26 7.2|| 2873| 1,080 377 167 | 110 65| 328 70 88 70| 165 90 58 29 62 52 62
$3,500-$3,909______.__ 370 19 7.1 3,343 | 1,177 434 165 13% 160 443 176 96 66 130 91 84 27 45 104 7
$4,000-84,990__ - 440 18 7.2 3,852 | 1,361 401 186 124 85 526 263 73 98 173 150 29 54 235 8
$6,000-$7,499__ - 150 8 7.5 6,439 [ 1,836 652 364 521 119 592 425 98 141 | - 412 385 117 40 205 503 29
7,500-$9,999.._ . _ - 50 4 7.5 7,860 | 2,197 486 358 619 841,124 | 1,211 133 160 238 369 87 75 186 563 55
$10,000 and over__... 20 2 7.5 ()] [4)) ()] 6] 4] [G)] [$)] M [¢)] [$)] 1) 6] (6] 6] (6] (4] )
Percentage of total money expenditures
Type VII
90 4 7.0 100.0 45.8 20. 2 7.0 2.3 0.7 7.8 |oacnnea 4.1 2.5 2.3 1.1 2.0 L5 1.0 1.7 fecaane
210 11 7.2 100.0 43.8 19.2 9.4 2.5 1.9 7.3 2.8 1.7 4.4 2.0 2.6 1.0 :5 9™
460 12 7.5 100.0 38.8 16.4 7.3 4.2 2.6 10.3 3.0 2.3 3.6 12 1.9 1.1 .6 .9 4.8
630 27 7.2 100.0 47.7 16.5 8.5 2.7 .9 7.7 2.8 1.7 2.4 1.7 15 1.0 .9 L1 1.8
850 18 7.2 100.0 40.7 14.8 8.9 2.3 1.6 10.6 2.6 L6 1.9 L7 2.0 L.o1T 14 L5 2.9
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680 25 7.2 100.0| 419} 187 7.1] 36| 1.6] 93| 24] 28] 21| 46| L9 24| L1 71 L3 .

660 2 7.2]| 1000 42| 148 62| 27| 22| 1ws| 24| 24| 19| 44| 22| 11 91 14| 22| 2

500 25 7.3 1200.0] 421 16.5 6.7 3.4 L4] 101 1.1 3.3 2.9 291 2.7 27 9 L5 17

950 37 7.3 100.0] 39.4! 130 70| 31| 30| 19| 81| 27! 25| 35| 32! 28 8] 14} 22

560 26 7.2 100.0| 37.6f 13.1 58| 38| 23| 1.4 25| 31| 24| 57| 31| 20| no| 22| 18| 2
$3,500-$3,909__.______ 370 19 710 10001 352 13.0 49| 431 48] 133! 53| 29| 20| 39| 27| 25 .8] L3} 3.1 .
$4,000-%4,999 440 18 72| 1000 354 10.4 481 32| 22| 1BY| 68| L9| 25{ 45| 39| 22 .81 La| 61 .
$5,000-$7,409 150 8 7.5) 1000 985( 10.1 57| 81| 18| 92| 66{ 1L5i 22| 64| 60| 18 .61 32| 7.8
$7,500-$9,000___ 50 4 7.5 100.0| 268 6.2 45 79! 11| 143| 154f 17| 20| 30| 47| L1| 10| 24| 72 .
$10,000 and ove: 2 2 .50 (B m Q) m ® $) 4] 0] Q) ) (6] ™ ® M 6] ® | B

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than three cases.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

AYVININAS VINGV.L

13|



134 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLe 3.—Food: Average value of all family food, money expenditure for food at
home and away from home, average value of food home-produced or received as
gift or pay, and money expense per meal per food expenditure unit, by occupation,
family type, and tncome, 1n 1 year, 1935-36

fWhite nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]

Percentage of |Average | Average
NEE%%;SM ‘%X:‘;:%%engé}ﬁ:gge expenditure | value of | money
Ocoupational Average p for food food |expendi-
roup, tamily |— ——|f value home- | ture per
f . ;?1{ dineome of all pro- | meal per
c{’ag . Report- || family Aws Away | duced or| food ex-
Eligible | 198 €X- food an | At tromy At rromy received | pendi-
g pendi- home | *0 | home | o | asgift | ture
tures or pay | unit?
[6)] @) @3) 4) ®) ) Y] (] 9) (10 Qan
All families
$500-$749_ _ .. ____ , 940 50 $385 | $348 [ $336 $12 | 96.6 3.4 $37 $0.111
$750-$999_ ___._____ 15, 480 110 420 404 14 | 96.5 3.5 16 .130
$1,000-81,249_______ 22, 040 139 469 457 433 24 | 94.7 5.3 12 . 143
$1,250-$1,499_____._ 25, 150 238 537 529 488 41 | 92.2 7.8 8 .164
$1,500-$1,749_______ 27,330 217 593 589 537 521 91.2 8.8 4 .181
$1,750-$1,999. 27, 590 264 626 619 546 73 88.2 11.8 7 . 186
$2,000-$2,249_ 23,110 256 664 660 586 74 | 88.8 11.2 4 188
$2,250-$2,499_ 17, 960 269 765 761 661 100 | 86.8 13.2 4 .221
$2,500-$2,999_._____| 19,700 295 795 786 658 128 | 84.0 16.0 9 217
$3,000-$3,499_______ 11,730 226 871 863 701 162 | 81.2 18.8 8 . 238
$3,500-$3,999_.____. 7,440 206 957 944 768 176 | 81.3 18.7 13 . 254
$4, ,999 . ___ 8, 700 197 1,076 | 1,063 822 241 | 77.2| 22.8 13 . 268
$5,000-$7,499______ 4,220 102 1,148 | 1,125 879 246 78.2 21.8 23 .270
$7,500-$9,999_______ 0 37 1,457 | 1,445 § 1,036 400 | 71.7 | 28.3 12 . 282
$10,000 and over__. 670 29 1,788 | 1,780 | 1,245 535 | 70.0 | 30.0 8 . 366
QOccupational group:
Wage earner
$500-$749____._____ 5,940 50 385 348 336 12| 96.6 3.4 37 111
$750-$999_ . ... 11,820 58 421 403 390 13| 96.8 3.2 18 .127
$1,000-$1,249_._____ 15, 380 75 471 458 439 19§ 95.9 4.1 13 . 141
$1,250-$1,499______ 15,020 91 553 549 518 36| 93.4 6.6 4 .168
$1,500-$1,749_______ 14, 450 68 605 602 555 471 92.2 7.8 3 .178
$1,750-$1,999_______ 13,370 82 624 619 553 66 | 89.3 10.7 5 .182
$2,000-$2,249_______ , 500 68 672 604 62 ] 90.7 9.3 6 .181
$2,250-$2,499_ . _____ 6, 840 75 797 794 703 91| 88.5 1.5 3 .227
2, ,000_ . ___ 8,630 72 854 846 733 113 | 86.6 13. 4 8 .219
,000-$3,499_ . __ . __ 3,000 585 912 770 137 84.9 15.1 5 . 229
$3,500-$3,999_______ 1,370 44 1,015 997 855 142 85.8 14.2 18 . 239
$4,000-$4,999_______ 1, 000 18 1,077 | 1,074 822 252 76.5 23.5 3 .242
Clerical
$750-$999__________ 3, 660 52 418 408 389 19| 95.3 4.7 10 . 141
$1,000-$1,249_ , 66 64 466 456 419 37 | 91.9 8.1 10 . 147
$1,250-$1,499___ 7,230 75 517 504 451 53 | 89.5 11. 5 13 .187
$1,500-$1,749__ . , 200 69 584 581 520 61 89.5 10.5 3 .187
$1,750-$1,999____.._ 9, 830 n 617 611 529 82| 86.6 13.4 6 .185
$2,000-$2,249_______ 9, 360 Yl 649 648 663 84 87.0 13.0 1 . 186
$2,250-$2,499__ _ 6, 720 81 766 762 664 99 | 87.1 12.9 4 .212
$2,500-$2,999.._ _ 7,040 79 751 745 618 127 | 83.0 17.0 [ . 203
$3,000-$3,499___ 3, 920 65 862 852 689 163 | 80.9 19.1 10 . 236
$3,500-$3,999___ 2, 640 53 940 918 737 181 80.3 19.7 22 . 253
$4,000-$4,999______. 1,970 26 1,217 | 1,197 927 2710 | 77.4] 22,6 20 .201
Independent
business
$1,250-$1,499____.___ 1, 680 29 495 483 447 36| 92.5 7.5 12 . 150
$1,500-$1,74 1, 610 594 590 547 431 92.7 7.3 4 .181
$1,750-$1,999_ 1, 790 40 672 668 578 90 86.5 13.5 4 .419
$2,000-$2,249_ 1,410 35 875 668 6809 59 91.2 8.8 7 . 196
$2,250-$2,499___.____ 1, 350 29 706 697 636 61 91.2 8.8 9 . 200

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
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TABULAR SUMMARY 135

TasrLE 3.—Food: Average value of all family food, money expenditure for food at
home and away from home, average value of food home-produced or recetved as
gift or pay, and money expense per meal per food expenditure unit, by occupation,
Family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of Average expenditure I‘;igﬁé?tg;rgf &Xf;:goef %}\:)e;g%e
Occupational families Average for food purchased for food food |expendi-
‘up . value home- | ture per
group, family of all pro- | meal per
glyngg and income Report- || family Awa Away | duced or| food ex-
Eligible | 18 ex- [| food | 4y { At [GEF| At | 298Y | received | pendi-
pendi- home home home home | 3 gift ture
tures or pay unit
@ @ 3) @ (5) (6) U] ®) ©) 10 an
Independent busi-
ness—Contd.
$2,500-$2,999 1,750 41 $796 | $767 | $634 | $133 | 82.7 17.3 $29 $0. 222
$3,000-$3,449_. 1,150 27 804 886 720 166 | 81.3 18.7 . 240
,500-$3,999. 770 27 968 959 771 188 | 80.4{ 19.6 9 . 259
$4,000-$4,999__ 860 38 989 978 769 207 | 78.7| 21.38 13 . 262
$5,000-$7.499 910 26 1,105 | 1,100 878 222 79.8 20.2 5 . 248
$7500-$9,999__._____ 160 12 1,431 | 1,426 | 1,061 365 | 74.4| 256 5 . 256
$10,000 and over.____ 120 3 2,391 | 2,391 | 1,826 565 | 76.4{ 23.6 | .. __. . 546
Independent
professional
$1,250-$1,499________ 140 11 510 500 458 42| 81.6 8.4 10 .158
$1,500-$1,749_ 230 10 574 5568 473 85| 84.8) 15.2 16 L2156
$1,750-$1,999. 320 16 651 645 584 61 90. 5 9.5 6 . 205
$2,000-$2,249. 2560 13 685 669 538 131 80. 4 19.6 16 .231
$2,250-$2,499_ 320 24 743 741 641 100 86.5 13.5 2 . 222
$2,500-$2,999_ 610 25 786 775 589 186 | 76.0 | 24.0 11 . 252
$3,000-$3,499_ 470 16 914 905 708 197 | 78.2| 2L.8 9 .258
$3,500-$3,999_ 370 22 946 942 766 176 | 81.3 18.7 4 .235
$4,000-$4,999_ 520 31 1,055 | 1,042 798 244 76.6 23.4 13 . 269
$5,000-$7,499________ 720 22 1,138 | 1,111 841 270 | 75.7 24.3 27 . 260
$7,500-$9,999..._____ 150 6 1,572 | 1,572 1,217 35| 7.4 22.6 ) ________ L3256
$10,000 and over__. . 70 b 1,509 | 1,498 | 1,160 338 | 77.4| 22.6 11 .318
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499_ . ____ 370 13 497 486 433 53 89.1 10.9 11 . 158
$1,500-$1,749 870 21 566 549 481 68 87.6 12.4 17 L 175
$1,750-$1,099_ 1,230 32 624 603 538 65 89.2 10.8 21 . 190
$2,000-$2,249_ 1, 220 26 698 693 629 64 90. 8 9.2 5 . 208
$2,250~$2,499______ .. 1,420 30 742 738 569 169 77.1 22.9 4 247
$2,500-$2,999________ 1,770 36 831 830 668 162 80.5 19,5 1 . 246
$3,000-$3,499_ 1, 640 35 854 845 637 208 75.4 24.6 9 .253
$3,500-$3,999. 1,380 31 910 908 749 159 82. 5 17.5 2 . 247
84, ,999_ 1, 230 39 1,027 | 1,021 774 247 75.8 24.2 6 <267
$5,000-$7,499__._____ 1, 670 33 1,190 | 1,150 924 226 80.4 19.6 40 . 286
-
$7,500-$9,999________ 370 12 1,472 | 1,449 946 503 65.3 34.7 23 . 281
$10,000 and over.___ 370 11 1,672 ] 1,668 | 1,151 517 69.0 1 31.0 4 . 306
Salaried
professional
$1,250-$1,499_ . _____ 710 19 519 504 461 43 915 8.5 15 .178
$1,500-81,749. 970 25 531 516 473 431 9L7 8.3 15 A7
$1,750-$1,999_ 1, 050 23 608 604 551 53| 9L.2 8.8 . 208
$2,000~$2,249___ 1,370 37 666 661 561 100 { 84.9 15.1 5 . 208
$2,250-$2,499_ . __ 1, 310 30 696 688 563 125 81.8 18.2 8 .218
$2,500-$2,999 1,900 42 722 712 583 129 81.9 18.1 10 . 213
$3,000-$3,499._ . _ 1, 550 28 799 791 648 143 | 819 18.1 8 . 236
$3,500-$3,999__ . 910 29 990 986 752 2341 76.3 | 23.7 4 <294
$4,000-$4,999_____.__ 1,120 45 962 943 743 200 787 2.3 19 . 256
$5,000-$7,449________ 920 21 1,124 | 1,117 828 289 74.1 25.9 .272
$7,500-$9,999_______. 130 7 1,312 | 1,312 | 1,053 259 80.2 19.8 [ cneoam 270
$10,000 and over_.__ 110 10 1,699 1 1,670 984 6861 §59.21 40.8 29 404

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
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136 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLe 3.—Food: Average value of all family food, money expenditure for food at
home and away from home, average value of food home-produced or recewved as
gift or pay, and money expense per meal per food expenditure unit, by occupation,
family type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

: Percentage of [Average | Average
N“;EB?;SM “}Xfl}?)%?i?gfgfg:ge expenditure | value of money
Occupational Ave]rage for food hfood expendi-
- | ture per
group, family value ome
type and income of all pro. | meal per
olass Report- || family Away Away duced or| food ex-
Eligible | i28 ?lxi food AN hAt o | from hAt from receivreéd p:ndi-
pendi- om: ome as gil ure
tures home - | home [ o Pay | unit
[¢Y) @) (&) (CY) (&) ® O] ®) ®) (10) €3V
No gainfully em-
ployed members
$500-$749 __________ 450 7 $281 | $279 $2 | 99.3 0.7 $6 $0.118
$750-$999_ . _ - 300 7 339 327 327 |- 5 .139
$1,000-$1,249_ R 500 13 435 | 433 | 428 5 149
$1,250-$1,409__ - 370 8 396 396 381 15 . 155
$1,500-31,749________ 330 8 400 380 20 L 170
gramoo w8 omom w0 . 1
$2, 250—%2:499; N 80 7 oz | 62| w6) =z . 219
$2,500-$2,999_ - 3] 606, 605 605 |._____. . . 156
$3,000-$3,999__ - 160 8 736 720 631 80| 87.6| 12.4 16 .278
$4,000-$4,999________ 90 5 693 693 557 136 | 80.4 ) 19.6 |_________ . 289
Family type:
Type I
$500-$749_ . _ .. __..__ 1, 850 304 254 251 3| 98.8 1.2 50 .118
$750-$999___ - 4, 88 17 366 356 340 16| 95.5 4.5 10 .161
$1,000-$1,249_ - 6, 190 25 401 399 368 311 92.2 7.8 2 .181
$1,250-$1,499_ - 7,020 41 501 496 436 60| 87.9| 121 5 . 224
$1,500-$1,749._ | 7,210 38 530 525 450 75| 85.7| 14.3 5 . 239
$1,750-$1,999. - 7,270 45 540 536 432 104 | 80.6 19.4 4 . 244
$2,000-$2, 24! - 5, 450 43 528 523 443 80 | 84.7 15.3 5 . 235
$2,250-%2,499_ - 4, 160 43 632 627 490 137 78.1 21.9 5 .282
$2,500-$2,999_ - 4,190 42 646 644 479 165 | 74.3| 25.7 2 . 287
$3,000-$3,499________ 2, 650 38 745 738 532 206 72.1 27.9 7 .327
$3,500-$3,999________ 1,480 39 843 827 805 222 | 73.2| 26.8 16 .363
$4,000-$4,999__ - 1,230 32 812 808 566 242 70.0 30.0 4 .342
1,010 20 966 903 631 272 69.9 ( 30.1 63 .335
160 3 1,296 | 1,296 800 496 { 61.7 | 38.3 |.___.____ .353
120 9 1,476 | 1.464 703 761 48.0 | 52.0 12 . 459
Type 1T
$500-$749_ ... 1, 840 8 367 319 304 15 ] 95.3 4.7 48 . 108
$750-$999_. __ 3, 690 16 404 386 380 6] 98.4 1.6 18 .33
$1,000-$1,249__._____ 5,420 24 476 450 425 251 94.4 5.6 26 .153
$1,250-$1,499___ 5,730 36 482 473 446 27 94.3 5.7 9 . 157
$1,500-$1,749_ ... 5, 930 36 586 582 530 52| 9.1 8.9 4 .192
Y — S0 | 40 aas| x| ssi| 75| sa1| me| 6| iaog
2,000-$2,249_ . _. 3 . . .
$2,250~$2,499_______ 3,710 43 771 768 649 119 ] 84.5 15. 5 3 . 242
$2, ,999_______ 3, 100 51 744 734 602 132 | 820 1%.0 10 . 236
$3,000-$3,499___..__ 1,740 37 814 806 647 159 | 80.3 19.7 8 . 262
$3,500-$3,999_ . ___ 1, 160 34 907 903 718 185 | 79.5| 20.5 4 .277
$4,000-84,999____. __ 930 26 1,062 | 1,053 806 247 | 76.5 23.5 9 . 304
$5,000~$7,499_______ 630 18 1,097 | 1,068 874 194 | 8L9 18.1 29 . 275
$7,500-$9,999_ .. 30 3 1,100 | 1,100 862 238 | 78.4 2.6t _.____ . 264
$10,000 and over. __ 10 1 ® ] (GG 4] (¢ (4] O]

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
1 Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TABULAR SUMMARY 137

TasrLE 3.—Food: Average value of all family food, money expenditure for food at
home and away from home, average value of food home-produced or received as
gift or pay, and money expense per meal per food expenditure unit, by occupation,
famaly type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935—36—Continued

: Percentage of {Average | Average
Naﬁg?éso! Afgfl}g%?ier’;&?ﬁ]‘g&m expenditure | value of | money
Occupational Average for food food |expendi-
group, family value home- | ture per
type and income of all - pro- |mealper
olass Report- || family Away Away | duced or{ food ex-
Eligible | iB8 0x- food All At pom | AY | from |received | pendi-
pendi- home home home home | 28 gift ture
tures or pay unit
(63} @) 3) “ %) ) (Y] ®) ) (10) 1y
Type 111
$500-$749. _________ 810 8 $405 1 $393 | $382 $11| 97.2 2.8 $12 $0. 101
$750-$999____ 2,420 20 460 436 418 18| 95.9 4.1 24 . 113
$1,000-$1,249_ 3,010 24 492 481 465 164 96.7 3.3 11 .124
$1,250~$1,499___ 4,080 35 569 565 516 49 | 91.3 8.7 4 . 144
$1,500-$1,749_______ 3, 980 31 634 632 584 48 | 92.4 7.6 2 . 156
$1,750-$1,999__.____. 3, 740 684 670 815 55 ) 91.8 8.2 14 172
$2,000-82,249_ , 540 34 730 729 651 78 { - 89.3 10.7 .180
$2,250-$2,499. 2, 460 49 772 770 680 9 | 88.3 1.7 2 .193
$2,500-$2,909. 2, 400 42 826 816 710 106 | 87.0 13.0 10 . 206
$3,000-$3,499._ 1, 32 888 868 737 131 84.9 15.1 20 .215
810 26 963 961 779 182 | 81.0 19.0 2 .221
31 1,109 | 1,099 877 222 79.8 20.2 10 .244
570 13 1,129 | 1,129 951 178 | 84.2 15.8 |ocommacan . 241
140 10 1,400 | 1,393 | 1,036 367 | 74.4 ] 25.6 7 . 261
130 6 1,548 | 1,542 | 1,187 376 | 5.7 24.3 6 .299
Type IV
$500-$749__ __.__... 840 6 467 456 431 25, 94.5 5.5 11 .133
$750-$999. . __ 2, 590 14 442 429 412 17| 96.0 4.0 13 . 113
$1,000~-$1,249._ 3,920 18 488 481 459 22| 95.4 4.8 7 .123
$1,250-$1,499. . _ 4,210 33 565 548 511 37 93.2 6.8 17 . 143
$1,500-$1,749 ___.__ 5,320 40 563 560 530 30! 94.6 5.4 3 . 157
$1,750~$1,999_______ 5, 760 42 611 607 551 56 | 90.8 9.2 4 . 155
$2,000-$2,249_ 4,770 39 687 684 602 82| 8.0 12.0 3 . 174
$2,250-$2,499._ 4, 380 43 821 816 83 89.8 10.2 5 . 216
$2,500-$2,999_ 5, 650 48 816 805 679 126 | 84.3 15.7 11 .208
$3,000-$3,499_ ______ 3, 590 30 846 842 687 155 81.6 18,4 4 .217
$3,500-$3,999_______ 2, 260 39 922 911 753 158 | 82.7 17.3 11 . 237
$4,000~$4,999_ 2, 290 40 1,045 | 1,036 792 244 | 76.4 1 23.6 9 . 264
$5,000-$7,499_ 1,230 23 1,181 | 1,171 889 282 75.9 24.1 10 . 262
$7,500-$9,099__ _ 320 8 1,452 | 1,428 | 1,022 406 | 71.6 | 28.4 24 L2714
$10,000 and over._. 230 6 1,744 | 1,733 | 1,228 505 | 70.9] 29.1 11 . 397
Type V.
320 7 535 535 512 231 95.7 4.3 |- . 097
770 14 572 566 558 8| 98.6 1.4 6 . 104
1, 250 17 595 588 559 29 | 95.1 4.9 7 . 097
1, 940 32 589 587 567 20| 96.6 3.4 2 . 109
3 26 674 666 612 54| 91.9 8.1 8 L1158
$1,750-$1,999_.____. 2, 450 36 753 744 690 54 | 92.7 7.3 9 L127
$2,000-$2,249_ 2, 500 46 775 772 727 45 | 94.2 58 3 .136
$2,250-$2,499_ 1,790 36 831 821 7 58 [ 92.9 7.1 10 . 144
$2,500-$2,999_ 2,410 34 921 909 787 122 | 86.6 | 13.4 12 L1567
$3,000-$3,499_ 1,710 39 1,038 | 1,035 884 151 | 85.4 14.6 3 177
$3,500~$3,999_ 1,070 30 1,136 | 1,106 949 157 85.8 14.2 30 . 194
$4,000-$4,999_ 890 29 1,378 { 1,329 | 1,046 283 | 78.7 1 213 49 . 227
$5,000-$7,499_ __ 440 14 1,334 | 1,333 | 1,054 279 [ 79.1 20.9 1 .221
$7,500-$9,999___ 80 6 1,544 | 1,544 | 1,126 418 | 729 27.1 (.___.__. . 249
$10,000 and over. .. 90 2 (6] 6] [¢)) 6] (¢)] (G Q)] ()

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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138 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLe 3.—Food: Average value of all family food, money expenditure for food at
home and away from home, average value of food home-produced or received as
gift or pay, and money expense per meal per food expenditure. unit, by occupation,
Family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

5 Percentage of | Average | Avernge
Number of Average expenditure R
tamilies Avorage| fof food purchased | expenditure vr}lu%o( ngasf
Occupational vl & 00 hoo %xpen i
group, family of all | "bro-_|meal per
type and income Report- {| famil dup d or| food o
class iep ’ dy At |Awey[ . [Away Cex o 00 g.x’
Eligible | 108 X- 00 all from * | from |Técelved| pendi-
pendi- home | y e | home [, 0o | asgift | ture
tures orf pay unit
63} ) (3 @ ) (6) (W) @®) (] 10) (11)
9 $418 | $417 $11 99.8 0.2 $66 $0. 082
18 471 428 403 25| 94.2 58 43 . 084
19 474 468 447 21{ 955 4.5 [] .101
- 34 611 602 567 35| 94.2 58 9 124
28 699 698 642 56| 92.0 8.0 1 . 159
32 739 725 662 63| 9.3 8.7 14 . 146
31 744 737 672 65| 91.2 8.8 7 . 142
31 844 840 771 69 91.8 8.2 .164
41 864 853 753 100 [ 88.3 | 11.7 11 .158
24 1,043 | 1,038 891 147 | 85.8] 14.2 5 . 198
19 1,027 | 1,025 867 158 | 84.6 1 15.4 2 .183
21 1,073 | 1,071 167 | 84.4 | 156 . 196
6 1,160 | 1,147 | 1,025 122 | 89.4 ) 10.6 13 . 205
- 3 1,650 | 1,647 | 1,302 345+ 79.1| 20.9 3 . 251
$10,000 and over. ... 70 3 2,253 | 2,258 | 1,932 321 | 85.8| 14.2 | .. ... . 306
Type VII
$500-$740_ ___o..... 90 4 482 398 398 oo 100.0 ... 54 . 063
$750-$999_. __ 210 1 515 505 487 18 | 96.4 3.6 10 .073
$1,000-$1,249_ 12 654 579 570 9 08.4 1.6 75 . 079
$1,250-$1,499_ 630 27 721 707 681 26| 96.3 3.7 14 . 096
$1,500-$1,749_______ 850 18 714 712 701 11| 98.5 1.5 2 .097
25 796 789 745 44 | 94.4 5.6 7 . 110
660 23 869 858 801 57| 93.4 6.6 11 .15
500 25 954 947 874 73 92.3 7.7 7 . 140
950 37 1,033 [ 1,020 947 731 92.8 7.2 13 . 134
560 26 1,111 | 1,080 976 104 .2 9.8 31 . 144
370 19 1,202 | 1,177 | 1,043 134 88.6 11.4 25 L151
,000-$4, 440 18 1,372 | 1,361 | 1,150 211 | 84.5| 155 11 .178
$5,000-$7,499_ 150 8 1,839 | 1,836 { 1,523 313 | 83.0| 17.0 3 .218
$7,500-$9,999_._____ 50 4 2,120 [ 2,107 | 1, 424 79.9 20.1 13 . 250
$10,000 and over-.. 20 2 €] Q)] (G} (43} Q) ) (¢} [©)

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
1 Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases
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. TABULAR SUMMARY 139

TasLe 4.—Housing: Average value of housing secured with and without money
expenditure, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1936-361

[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born}

N,‘;gg?gs"f Aver- Aa\;ir- Average value of housing secured Per-
value | ex- centage
of all | pense Aaver- of lhous-

Occupational housing| for |, 3 o| With money ex- | Without money | _1&
group, family Re- plus | fuel, |7&UT penditure expenditure s egured
type, and in- port- || fuel, |light, | P 8- ot
come class Eli- {0 oex.|| light, | and ing money
gible pendi t;lrllg;:- refrlg- AL | Fom-jother) o neq| Rent |expend-
or- - ous- -
%res || ‘ation | tion ing |homet| ing3 | - | homet| S2BEY | iture
m (0)] ® @ ® (@[ ®O]6 O {q]| ay | 12 | 13)
All families
50 $310 $83 | $227 | $203 | $203 |....__ $24 $241 () 10.6
$750-$9 110 3 85 240 | ... *) $4 1.6
$1,000-81,249____ 139 365 92| 273 | 243 | 243 | (* 30 20 10 11.0
$1,250-81,499_ 413 89| 324 | 277§ 277 | (* 47 29 18 145
$1,500-81,749_ 217 456 95 | 361 | 333 331 2 28 17 11 7.8
$1,750-$1,909____| 27, 590 264 501 107 | 304 | 358 | 357 1 36 34 2 9.1
$2, 000— ,249____( 23, 110 256 527 101 | 426 | 380 | 377 3 46 34 12 10.8
$2 250-$2, 499___, 17, 960 269 574 115 | 459 | 402 | 297 5 57 45 12 12.4
,900.___| 19,700 295 622 113§ 500 | 441 | 433 8 55 13 13.4
$3,000—$3,499---. 11,730 226 654 117 | 537 428 | 419 9 109 79 30 20.3
$3, 500—$3,999..__ 7,440 206 734 117 | 617 | 534 | 521 13 83 79 4 13.4
,000____| 6,700 197 793 120 | 664 | 559 | 537 22 105 97 8 15.8
$5 000—$7 499____| 4,220 102 976 150 | 826 | 692 | 653 39 134 122 12 16.2
$7,500-$9,999____ 810 37 1,317 150 |1, 167 (1,041 (1,000 41 126 118 8 10.8
$10,000 and over. 670 29 1,885 224 (1,661 1 439 (1,278 | 161 | 222 182 40 13.3
Occupational
group: Wage
earner
$500—$749 ....... 5,940 50 311 83 | 228 | 203 25 24 1 10.9
$750-$999___ . __ 11, 820 58 332 86 | 246 | 240 (] 1 5 2.4
$1,000-31,249____i 15,380 75 350 96 | 254 | 223 31 22 9 12,2
$1 250-$1,499____| 15, 020 91 391 97| 204 | 248 48 46 36 10 15.6
$l,500—$1,749_.-_ 14, 450 68 455 100 | 355 | 315| 313 2 40 23 17 11.3
$1,750-$1,990__._| 13, 370 82 488 117 | 371 | 331 | 330 1 40 38 2 10.8
$2,000-$2,249____| 9, 500 68 507 11 396 351 350 1 45 44 1 11. 4
$2 250—32 499____| 6,840 75 562 134 | 428 | 389 { 388 1 39 38 1 9.1
32 500-$2,999____| 6,630 72 567 125 | 442 | 398 | 393 5 44 39 5 10.0
$3,000-$3,499____| 8,000 55 576 145 | 431 | 321 317 4| 110 102 8 25.5
$3,500-$3,999____| 1,370 44 721 140 581 416 404 12 1656 167 8 28. 4
$4,000-$4,999____| 1,000 18 639 147 | 492 | 353 | 334 19 138 139 |- 28.2
Clerical
$750-8999_______ 3, 660 52 321 82| 239 239} 239 __... *) *) oo ™
$1,000-$1,249____| 6, 660 64 401 83| 318 | 2900 | 290 | (™ 28 17 11 8.8
$1,250-81,499____ 7,230 75 441 73] 368 | 321 | 321 | (% 47 10 37 12.8
$1,500-81,749____ 9,200 69 485 92 | 363 | 354 | 352 2 9 5 4 2.5
$1,750-$1,999____ 9,830 71 511 101} 410 | 382 | 381 1 28 25 3 6.8
-
$2,000-$2,249__._{ 9, 360 77 535 437 | 382 | 380 2 55 30 25 12.6
$2,250-$2,499____{ 6,720 81 570 115 | 455 | 378 | 367 11 77 53 24 16.9
$2,500-$2,999__._1 7,040 79 639 100 | 530 | 450 | 440 10 80 8 *) 15.1
$3,000-$3,499____{ 3,920 65 649 108 | 541 | 404 | 398 61 137 105 32 25.3
$3,500~$3,999____| 2,640 53 701 111 | 590 | 508 | 501 7 82 82 |.__.___ 13.9
X ,990____| 1,970 26 7 112 | 656 | 593 { 581 12 63 61 2 9.6
Independent
business
$1,250-81,: 499---- 1, 680 29 475 94| 381 | 208 | 295 3 83 21.8
1,610 24 440 90| 350 | 315 315 __._. 35 10.0
1,790 40 541 100 | 441 | 390 | 383 7 51 1.6
$2 000-$2,249. 1,410 35 574 93 | 481 | 443 | 439 4 38 7.9
$2 250-$2,499____| 1,350 29 631 110 521 447 46 1 74 14.2

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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140 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLE 4.—Housing: Average value of housing sgcured with and without money
expenditure, by occupalion, family type, and tncome, in 1 year, 1936-36—

Continued

I‘Tf';lrgg?;s"f A:g%t. Aavg%t- Average value of housing secured Per-
© centage
il | pense [Aver ofhous-

Occupational housing| for | %% | With money ex- | Without money | &
group, family Re- plus | fuel, |0y * penditure expenditure secured
type, and in- . port- || fuel, light, hous- without
come class El- | jngex.|| light, | and ing money
gible | pendi- z}:lig erre- rzﬁr;g- hAll Ftl;m- (t)lther Total] 0¥ ned Rent jexpend-

tures - - ous-| ily | hous-| Total aspay| i
ation | tion ing |home| ing home | G700 | Toure
@ 03] 3) ) GO [O[aa) | g2 | a3

Independent
business—Con.

$2,500-$2,999__._| 1,750 41 $642 | $102 | $540 | $474 | $470 $4 | $66 $44 $22
$3,499___.| 1,150 27 804 130 | 674 | 557 | 546 1 17 62 &5

000 __ 770 27 676 105 | 671 | 526 | 511 15 45 43 2
$4,000-$4,999____ 860 38 834 147 | 687 | 547 | 527 20 | 140 136 4
$5, 000—$7 499 910 26 1,044 160 | 884 | 683 | 638 47 1 201 201 |.o_.__
$7,500-$9,999____ 160 12 1, 426 214 {1,211 804 | 816 78 317 273 44
$10,000and over. 120 3 1, 501 215 |1,286 |1,066 {1,006 50 230 230 |- .__-

Independent

professional
$1,250-$1,499__.. 140 11 510 115 | 395 | 346 | 346 |______ 49
$1,500-$1,749_. __ 230 10 517 68 | 449 | 432 432 | (» 17
$1,750-$1,999____ 320 16 572 81 | 491 | 454 | 454 | _____ 37
$2,000-$2,249____ 250 13 588 77| £11 | 449 | 434 15 62
$2,250~$2,409____ 320 24 703 90 | 613 | 547 | 541 [ 66
$2,500-$2,999. _.. 610 25 688 111 | 577 504 4 69
$3,000-$3,499____ 470 16 687 90 | 597 | 567 | 560 7 30
$3,500-$3,999____ 370 22 838 99 | 739 | 673 | 642 31 66 63
$4,000-$4,999...__ 520 31 968 146 | 822 | 676 | 627 49 | 146 146 ...

$5, 000—37, 499, .. 720 22 1, 006 169 | 837 | 657 | 623 34 180 112 68

$7,500-$9,999____ 150 6 1, 548 149 (1,399 {1,307 |1,286 21 92
$10,000and over. 70 5 1,469 168 [1,301 {1,190 |1,069 | 121§ 111

Satlaried

business .
$1,250-$1,490__.._ 370 13 430 551 375 | 375} 372 F: 2 S O S,
$1,500-$1,749____ 870 21 467 75| 392 | 393 | 393 |.___.. ~1 -3 2
$1,750-$1,999._._| 1,230 32 £08 91| 417 | 369 | 369 | (% 48 30 18
$2,000-$2,249_ ___ 1,220 26 546 75 471 431 424 7 40 21 19
$2,250-$2,499____{ 1,420 30 575 67 508 | 473 | 467 6 35 35 [aeo
$2,500-$2,999....| 1,770 36 691 104 | 587 | 534 | 522 12 53 45 8
$3,000-$3,409____| 1,640 35 665 93 | 572 | 498 | 489 9 74 11 63
$3,500-$3,999.___| 1,380 31 818 123 | 695 | 661 | 653 8 34 34 |-
$4,000-$4,990.___| 1,230 39 845 130 | 715 | 628 | 594 34 87 76 11
$5, 000—$7 499____ 1,670 33 1,005 141 [ 864 767 | 737 30 97 96 1
$7,500-$9,999____ 370 12 1,246 104 (1,142 1,057 |1,033.] 24 85 85 |-
$10,000and over- 370 1 2,094 241 1853 11,616 (1,423 | 193 | 237 164 73

Salaried

professional

$1,250-$1,499____ 710 19 414 79| 3357 325 | 325 (™ 10 6 4
$1,500~$1,749____ 970 25 469 81| 388 352 352 _____ 36 12 24
$1,750-$1,999.___| 1,050 23 520 83 1 437 | 392 | 386 8 45 40 5
$2,000-$2,249_.__| 1,370 37 543 90 | 453 | 451 | 425 26 2| —12 14
$2,250-$2,499..__| 1,310 30 562 85 477 | 430 428 2 47 16 31
$2,500-$2,999___ | 1,900 42 655 107 548 423 413 10 125
$3,000-$3,499.._.1 1,550 28 693 110 | 583 | 488 | 461 27 95
$3,500~$3,999___ _ 910 29 723 113 | 610 | 540 | 516 24 70
$4,000~$4,999____| 1,120 45 809 122 687 566 543 23 121
$5,000~$7,499__. _ 920 21 833 141 | 692 | 592 | 540 52 | 100
$7,500-$9,999____ 130 7 1,118 204 | 914 | 865 | 803 62 49

$10,000and over. 110 10 1,873 215 |1,658 |1,420 11,220 | 200 | 238

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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TABULAR SUMMARY 141

TasrLe 4.—Housing: Average value of housing secured with and without money
expenditure, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1936-36—
Continued

Nta“ﬁﬁgsc'f Aa‘;‘él" A:g%t- Average value of housing secured Per-
value | ex- centage
of all | pense A: e: - of hous-

Occupational housing|  for va%ue With money ex- | Without money u]lg
group, family Re- || plus | fuel, | 700 penditure expenditure va. ued
type, and in- | gy | port- || fuel, | light, |9 ® Se.ggfe i
come class gible |ingex-(| Hght, | and |Gt withou
pendi-|| and re- I retrig-| ‘" | A} | Fam.|Other Rent |oromd.
tures || friger- | era- hous-| ily | hous-| Total| 371d| 4s pay [“{hare
ation | tion ing |home| ing or gift
(¢M] 2 3 ) ® (G |®O |6 | @00 Ay | 12 | 13)
No gainfully
employed
members
450 7 $328 $58 | $270 | $189 | $189 1 30.0
300 7 437 120} 317 143 143 ... 174 54.9
500 13 545 113 { 432 313} 313 119 27.5
370 8 535 102 | 433 | 347 | 346 $1 86 19.9

$l 500—31 749___. 330 8 753 114 | 639 | 332 | 324 8] 307 48.0

$1,750~$1,999___ . 130 6 691 101 590 | 307 | 307 |--—... 283 48.0

$2,000-$2,249____ 80 4 643 79| 564 | 664 ( 6561 8 | ___ .} . |- | _ ...

$2,250-$2,499____ 80 7 785 | 175 | 610 | 290 | 279 52,5

$2,500-$2,999____ 70 3 654 120 | 525 | 324 | 311 38.3

$3,000-$3,999____ 160 8 918 124 ¢ 7941 665 | 641 16.2

$4,000—$4,999..‘. 90 5 718 83 | 635 | 511 | 487 19.5

.
Family type:
Type 1

1, 850 8 299 60| 239 | 211 1.7

4, 880 17 321 70 251 251 | 251 (aeoooofecemo e

6,190 25 409 87 1 322 | 255 20.8

7,020 41 409 T 338 | 274 18.9

$1 500—$1 749_.__| 7,210 38 452 79| 373 | 361 3.2

$1,750-$1,999__._| 7,270 45 498 68 | 430 | 407 3 19 5.3

$2,000-$2,249____| 5,480 42 514 76| 438 ] 423 | 414 9 15 15 ™ 3.4

$2,250-$2,499_.__| 4,160 43 557 98 | 459 4051 39 15 54 50 11.8

$2,500-$2,999_.__| 4,190 42 637 66 | 571 512 { 502 10 59 9 10.3

$3,000-$3,499_.__ 2,650 38 657 75 582 | 461 446 15 121 39 82 20.8

$3,500-$3,999..._{ 1,480 39 705 76 629 570 556 14 59 9.4

$4,000-$4,999____1 1,230 32 711 627 573 550 23 54 8.6

$5,000-$7,499_.__] 1,010 20 862 128 734 608 | 580 28 126 17.2

$7,500-$9,999___. 160 3 1,385 45 11,340 |1, 302 |1, 260 42 38 2.8

$10,000and over. 120 9 1,870 98 1 772 11,702 l 520 | 173 70 3.9

Type IT

$500-$749_______ 1,640 8 254 74 180 171 171 5.0

$750-$999_______[ 3,690 16 284 791 205 | 208 138 [N RRPURIN ORI RSP DS

$1,000-$1,249____ ) 24 329 70 259 257 257 .8

$1,250-$1,499____} 5,730 36 413 76 | 337 310| 310 8.0

$1,500-$1,749____| 5,930 36 445 84| 361 | 346 | 344 4.1

$1,750-$1,999____| 5,700 41 469 92 377 | 358 | 358 5.0

$2,000-$2,249.___| 4,650 40 532 86| 448 | 417 | 415 8.5

$2, 250—$2 499___.1 38,710 43 557 93 | 464 | 426 | 424 8.2

$2,500-$2,099____| 3,100 51 617 80| 528 | 506 | 501 4.2

$3,000-3$3,499____| 1,740 37 691 98 | 593 | 548 | 539 7.6

$3,500-$3,999____| 1,160 34 727 94 ] 633 | 604 3599 4.6

$4,000-$4,999____ 930 26 833 95 { 738 689 | 669 8.6

$5,000-$7,499____ 630 18 914 101 | 813 786 | 756 3.3

$7,500-$9,999___. 30 3 1,254 152 {1,102 {1,102 |1,080 | 22 | o |-cceoo]ommmcmcfenanaaan

$10,000 and over. 10 1 1¢)] Wi m|w (6))

Type 111

$500-$749___..__ 810 8 323 95| 228 | 228 228

$750-3999______ 2,420 20 299 94 | 205 183 183 |.

$1,000-$1, 249____ 3,010 24 317 102 215 209 | 209

$1,250-$1,499____| 4,080 35 381 104 | 277 | 258 | 257

$1,500-$1,749____| 3,980 31 433 90 | 343 | 319 ] 319

See p. 170 for notes on this table,
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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142 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLE 4.—Housing: Average value of housing secured with and without money
expenditure, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—

Continued
I\I{l;flula?;sm Aver- | Aver- Average value of housing secured Per-
valte | ex. centage
of all | pense Aver- of hous-
Occupational housing| ~ for ‘; fie With money ex- | Without money “%lgl
group, family . Re- plus | fuel, Zt all penditure expenditure s‘;aurg 4
type, and in- | gy | port- || fuel, |light, | D72 wigh oot
come class gible ing ex-|| light, | and m‘g’ mone
pendi-{ and re- | refrig- All | Fam-|Other Owned| Bent expeng.
tures || friger- | era- hous-| ily | hous-| Total| pveC( aspay| " fture
ation | tion ing |home| ing 0me | o pifh
1) 2 3 (O] ()] @ {®Mmi6 O a| ay | 12 13
Type III—Con.
$1,750-$1,999____| 3,740 43 $490 | $106 | $384 | $357 | $356 $ $27 $27 |- 7.0
$2,000-$2,240.___| 3,540 3¢ 48! 92| 397 ( 33 337 | (*) [i] 30 $30 15.2
$2,250-$2,499..__| 2,460 49 556 105 451 437 | 435 14 4 ______ 3.1
$2,500-$2,999__.. 2,400 42 665 135 | 530 | 453 | 447 [ 77 45 32 4.5
$3,000-$3,499__._ 1,000 32 875 127 548 | 414 | 411 3 134 120 14 ] 24.4
$3,500-$3,999_... 810 26 762 144 | 618 | 596 | 583 13 22 6 16 3.6
$4,000-$4,999__ .. 560 31 891" 133 758 1 695 | 655 40 63 62 1 8.3
$5,000-$7,499. .. 570 13 1,008 120 | 888 | 764 | 733 31 124 34 9% 14.0
$7,500-$9,909____ 140 10 1,360 166 {1,194 (1,044 | 966 78 150 180 {-ooo.. 12.6
$10,000 and over. 130 6 1,904 180 1,724 11,300 |1, 183 117 | 424 424 | ... 24.6
Type IV
6 421 129 | 292 89 30.5
14 394 96 | 208 19 6.4
18 384 109 | 275 32 1.6
33 450 96 | 354 69 1.5
40 491 96 395 47 11.9
42 533 147 | 386 18.6
39 116 | 424 20.0
43 617 139 478 19.0
48 611 122 | 489 17.6
30 611 126 | 485 30.5
$3,500-$3,999___. 2,260 39 728 115 | 613 19.6
$4,000-$4,9900____| 2,290 40 778 130 | 648 17.6
$5,000-$7,499.___| 1,230 23 1,018 147 | 868 14.5
$7.500-$9,900 | 320 g |l 1305 | 188 {1,149 122
$10,000and over. 230 6 1,718 209 (1, 419 16.4
Type V
$500-$749. ... 320 7 340 118 | 222 222 222 | || ofecamoseeeeo .
$750-$999.__ .. 0 14 433 126 | 307 | 366 —19.2
$1,000-$1,249_... 1,250 17 396 116 | 280 | 234 16. 4
$1,250-$1,499__..] 1,940 32 416 124 | 292 | 234 19.9
$1,500-81,749____| 2,200 26 473 138 | 335 | 266 20.6
$1,750-$1,999____| 2,450 36 514 143 | 371 310 16. 4
$2,000-$2,249__._| 2,500 46 560 154 | 406 | 359 1.6
$2,260-$2,499____| 1,790 35 580 149 | 431 338 21.6
$2,500-$2,999____| 2,410 34 589 146 | 443 ] 362 18.3
$3,000-$3,499____| 1,710 39 704 150 | 554 | 472 14.8
$3,500-$3,909____| 1,070 30 739 170 | 569 | 436 23.4
$4,000-$4,999_... 890 29 834 168 | 666 | 482 27.6
$5,000-$7,409____ 440 14 1,129 249 | 880 | 577 34.4
$7,500-$9,999____ 80 6 1, 385 114 |1,271 |1, 118 |1,096 22| 153 66 87 12.0
$10,000 and over. 90 2 4] HtitHmimimto!to!l ¢ 4)] ®

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
* Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



TABULAR SUMMARY 143

Tasie 4.—Housing: Average value of housing secured with and without money
expenditure, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—
Continued

Nm"ﬁaggs”f Aa\;%r- A;?er' Average value of housing secured Per-
value | ex- . centage
of all | pense };v%r of hous-

Occupational housing| for vaglue ‘With money ex- ‘Without money ing
group, family Re- plus | fuel, of all penditure expenditure value
type, and in- Eli- _port- fuel, | light, hots- secured
come class gibles |08 6% light, | and i 'without
gibles ing ex-|| light, { and igg without
pendi-|| and re- | refrig-| "8 | All | Fam-|Other Owned| Rent | money
tures || friger- | era- bous-{ fly |hous-[Total home | &S P8Y |expend-
ation | tion ing |home| ing or gift | iture
[¢V] 2) 3) “) (5) ® | O] ®|®{a)| ay | (12 (13)
Type VI
$500-$749_______ 390 9 $323 $82 | $241 | $232 | $232 | ... $9 3.7
750-$999______. 920 18 365 92| 273 262} 2620 ___.. 11 4.0

$1,000-$1,249___.| 1,790 19 334 99| 235 228 (.. -... 7 3.0

$1,250-$1,499.___| 1,540 34 410 98 { 312 262 | 262 |.__... 50 $31 19 16.0

$1,500~-$1,749____] 1,840 28 421 120 301 | 281 281 (® 20 7 13 6.6

$1,750-$1,909____| 1,990 32 519 120 [ 390 | 380 | 380 ) (%) 10 8 2 2.6

$2,000-$2,249____| 1,540 31 550 1131 446 | 406 | 4051 $1 40 0] ™ 9.0

$2,260-$2,499..___ 9 31 550 116 | 434 | 410 1 24 24 | 5.5

$2,500-$2,999____; 1,000 41 855 144 | 5111 423 ) 409 14 88 57 31 17.2

$3,000-$3,499___. 4 24 624 152 | 472 432 | 424 8 40 25 15 8.5

$3,500-$3,999..._. 290 19 879 116 | 763 | 695 672 23 68 66 2 8.9

,000-$4,990____ 360 21 913 192 | 721 | 524 | 516 8| 197 158 39 27.3

$5,000-$7,499____ 190 1] 895 142 | 753 | 569 | 558 11 184 184 ... __. 24. 4

$7,500-$9,990____ 30 3 1,271 321 ] 950 | 612 | 582 30| 338 338 |__._:._. 35.6

$10,000 and over.| 70 3 2, 255 252 (2,003 |1,429 |1,183 | 246 | 574 188 386 28.7

Type VII .

$500-$749_______ 90 4 245 61 184 | 176 | 176 | ___.. 8 -3 PO 4.3

$750-$999____... 210 11 305 108 | 197 | 221 | 221 |...... 24| —-28 4] —~12.2

$1,000-$1,249____ 460 12 394 100 | 285 | 245 | 246 |...... 40 38 2 14.0

$1,250-$1,490____ 630 27 398 126 | 272 | 243 243 )_...__ 29 29 ™) 10.7

$1,500-$1,749____ 850 18 477 155 | 322 260 260 |....__ 62 52 10 19.2

$1,750-$1,999____ 680 25 507 133 | 374 | 314 314 |.____. 60 60 | ... . 160

$2,000-$2,249__._ 660 23 511 130 | 381 | 309 | 308 1 72 72 |- 18.9

$2,250-$2,499__. . 500 25 577 151 426 372 3712| 54 47 7 12,7

$2,500-$2,999____ 950 37 592 180 412 336 332 4 76 57 19 18.4

$3,000-$3,499____ 560 26 649 167 | 482 | 377 ( 375 21 105 99 [ 21.8

$3,500-$3,909____ 370 19 7156 165 | 550 | 434 [ 430 4 116 116 |__...__ 21.1

$4,000-$4,999____ 440 18 718 186 532 401 384 17 131 124 7 24.6

$5,000-$7,499____ 150 8 1,195 364 | 831 | 6521 615 37| 179 179 | ___. 215

$7,500~$9,999____ 50 4 1, 007 358 649 486 470 16 163 163 ... 25. 1

$10,000 and over. 20 2 [62] (¢3] oI IS A A4 I G ) B I ()] [6)] 1) 63}

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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144 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TaBLE 4-A.—Money expendifures for family home by owners and renters,
and facilities included in rent for family home: By occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]

Average 8¢
Number of | Percentage | money ex- Percentazfe of renters having specified |o 3
families | of families! | pense for facilities included in rent * gE
family home & E
Occupational , : § 2
group, family $g ] g, g [FE
type, and income = g B 22 2 |oF
class w8 B g g g 3 |¥2
2 | g8 | » | ¥ | ol 8 g g q5| & [85«
5 B3| 5 |€ g | 2|« 8|82l |38 2 52k
‘2 B g =1 g 8 ] 2 o o (&% ¥ 594
gl |[o|l&|m | |ad|&|8|S5|B |8 |8 |85
® Q|| @®|® |6 @] 6 |O®|Q) 0 a2 (a3 |ad | 1y
All families
749 .. 5,940 50, 18 84] $122| $214 181 10| 51 11 100 ) PR P
$750-$999____ 15,480 110 7 92| 177 241 2 1 14 18 971 16 4

2
$1,000-$1,249__.__(22,040| 139 16| 82| 231 253 38 13 8| 13 98 14 7 2
$1,250-81,499_ . ___[25, 150 238 16 80| 181} 307 55 9 1] 1 97 34 12 1
$1,500-$1,749_____ 27,330 217 11 87 246 344 54 [ 8 96| 39| 10 2
$1,750-$1,999____. 27,5901 264 23 74| 263} 387 61 6 22 6 97| 43 9 2
$2,000-$2,249. ____(23,110] 256 25 74| 283] 414 64 8| 28 8| 96 48 9 1
$2,250-$2,499__._.(17,960] 269 27 71 288] 442 71 9 20 8 94 61| 14 2
$2,500-82,999_ . ___|19, 700{ 295 30 68, 317} 502 76 9 10 96 60| 17(______
$3,000-$3,499. . __ 11,730 226 36 62 250 537 82 8 321 12 951 73, 25 1
$3,500~$3,999 7,440 206 32 67) 316 620 92 2 6 97| 790 14 2
1 ,909. _ 6,700 197 33 65| 301 668 85 71 31 7 96| 82| 21 1
$5,000-37,499_____| 4,220 102 36 63| 403 797 86 7} 37 12 94 82 27|_.___
$7, ,999 810 37 24 72| 366| 1,159 91} 10} 45| 20 94| 891 39.__.__
$10,000andover__{ 670 29 47 53] 981 1,5511 100/ 38T 54 24 100] 94| 38| .._._
Occupational
group: Wage
earner
$500-8749___ . _____ 5,940 50 15 841 122| 214 181 10 51 11 100 Bl faeas
$750-$999_ . 11, 820 58 10 90| 176 241 271 14| 13} 19 98| 15 4 2
$1,000-8$1,2 s 75 19 81 184 234 31 14 10 14 99 8 4 1
$1,250-$1,499 15, 020 91 78| 153 278 43 8l 11 12 96| 24| 14 2
$1,500-$1,749_____[14, 450, 68 15 84) 227 333 50 71 18 9 97| 39| 10 2
$1,750-$1,999_ __._[13, 370 82 282| 353 3 23 5 971 30 8 3
$2,000-$2,249 . _ 68 31 67| 244) 400 67 9l 28 6 961 48] 10f._____
$2,250~$2,499_ _ 6,840 75 26 72 425 49 3 25 2 90|  36[-__._ 3
$2,500-$2,999 .. _ 6, 630 72 30 69| 325 425 56 5 34 7 93| 4] 17|______
$3,000-$3,499_____| 8,000 55 46 54, 211 397 LY/ — 39|--.-- 88 44/ 13 3
$3,500-$3,999____. 1,370 44 57 43; 268| 597, 84 [:5: — 94 82 [ P—
$4,000-$4,909_ . . __ 1,000 18 52 45| 199] 468 [ — 49].._.. 88 541 20[..____
Clerical
900_________ 52i ™ 100| 325 238 27 1) 16 [ 95 18 3
$1,000-$1,249_ _ 64 11 85| 363 297 54 13 4 10 98! 28! 14 2
$1,250-$1,499 75 [ 86, 266 350 75 8 11 9| 100| 49 [ { PR
$1,500-$1,749 69 5 92 314| 353 54 6 21 9 96| 32| 12 1
$1,750-$1,999 71 17| 80| 235 416 72 8 21 3 95| 52 [ 3
$2,000-$2,249 77 22 78] 208| 408, 51 8 27 9 96| 36 5 2
$2,250-$2,499 81 34 62| 315 417 80| 12f 13} 13 97| 74| 27 1
$2,500-$2,999 79 35 65| 274| 523 86 13 9 13| 100 63 19|______
$3,000-$3,499 65 40 88 207) 550 94 17| 17| 22 99| 84 28______
$3,500-$3,999 53 25 78] 209 556 92l.._..| 34 4 98/ 75| 13 2
$4,000-$4,999 26 23 770 3961 634 95 71 32l..... 97 891 20(......

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
* A verage amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 for expenditures, or less than 1 for propor-
tions of families reporting, are not shown.,
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TABULAR SUMMARY 145

TaBLE 4-A.—Money expenditures for family home by owners and renters,
and facllities included in rent for family home: By occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Average sg
Number of | Percentage | money ex- | Percentage of renters having specified {o©
families | of families ! [ pense for facilities included in rent ? 23
family home 85
Occupational 8 : k] 2
group, family Sg ] 2.1 o |BES
type, and income = ] % 28! 2 |o%
class w3 E g g8 £ |28
2 |58 w | w| o @ 2| o g8 L |85y
< |Eg| 2 | 8 @ 8 2| & .| 5 8P 5iH28
AN AR AR A AR RN AR AR AR RN SR
Bl |0|l& Bl |  WI&|[S|S|E |8 |& &5
(¢}] @ | @ | @G| ® |6 O] 6 |6 |1 jay | a2 |ad)| a4 | a5
Independent
business
$1,250-$1,409_____ 29 28 68| $178| $361 61 15 9 15 98
$1,500-$1,740_ 24 18 82| 174 340 66| __.. 220..__. 95,
$1,750-$1,909 _ 40 25 73| 2251 431 73 9| 21 11 98
$2,000-$2,249_____ 35 25 75| 420{ 456 78 15| 31 14 95
$2,250-32,499_____ 29| 31| 69| 314} 519 86 4] 9. 90
$2,500-$2,999_____ 41 28 67| 308 546 78| 20 8] 23 95 72| 30 1
$3,000-$3,499_____ 27 42 52) 446| 662 89)_____ 52 4 89 69| 37|_____.
$3,500-$3,999_ ... 27 32 68 325 588{ 100)..... 18 8| 100] 81 10/_..._.
$4,000~$4,999_ ____ 38 47, 53| 352 -680 85 13 15| 100] 87] 35|__.._.
$5,000-$7,499_____ 26 42 58, 304 873 85|__... 49 7 92| 821 22|.._.___
$7,500-$9,999____. 12 40 60| 412} 1,083 78| 17( 56| 17 89| 78| 17|._._.
$10,000 and over._ . 120 3 38 62| 288) 1,330 100 67| 33} 67) 100 100} 67|-__.__
Independent
professional
$1,250-$1,499_. ___ 140 11 47| 53| 382 379 (] 25| 12{ 100 56| 19| ...
$1,500-$1,740_____ 230 10 5 95| 160 454 94 8| 18 6 94 80 [} 6
$1,750-$1,999__._.| 320 16 9 81 140) 477 79 18| 18 7 96| 57| 11|....._.
$2,000-$2,249_ ____ 250 13| 22 78| 203[ 484 100|_____ U] 100  78{_ ____|.____
$2,250-$2,499_____ 320 24/ 19 81{ 230! 615 94! 16| 26| 16} 100] 87 20;_._.___
$2,500-$2,999_____ 610 25| 12 88 259 543 82(___.. 26; [} 91} 83 21 3
$3,000-$3,499_____ 470 16 11 86/ 364 613 100{____. 14 ____ 100{ 53] 25(_..._.
$3,500-33,999_. ___ 370 22 13 87| 266; 684 82| 8| 25 15 91 95 40{_.___.
$4,000-34,990. ____ 520 31 35 61 387 777 90 14 24, 20 90 o4 30] 3
$5,000-8,7499_____ 720 22 52 43| 5371 855 100! 22 34 23 100f 82 36}..___.
$7,500~$9,999____. 150 6| 13 87 178] 1,410 100 14 14 14 100| 100 o |
$10,000and over._ 70 5 43 57| 833| 1,260{ 100{..... 40 . 100 100{. . __|.-.___
Salaried business
$1,250-8$1,499_____ 370 13 .. 100|. ... 372 72 7] 13 7 87] 67
$1,500-81,749_____ 870 21 104 80| 404| 399 80| ____ 24 __ 100} 59
$1,750-81,999_____ 1,230 32 19 811 306 390 75 20| 21 15 99 66
$2,000-$2,249__ . __ 1,220 26 12 88| 260 446 88| .. 41 3 97 82
$2,250-$2,499____. 1,420 30 10 90| 260 487 88| 18| 25| 18| 100] 82
$2,500~$2,999____. 1,770 36, 25 73] 384] 599 90 68| 43 6 o4 78] 10|._____
$3,000-$3,499_____, 1, 640, 35 18 77) 881 545 86/ 10| 18| 10 99| 81| 24 1
$3,500-$3,999_____| 1, 380 31 27 70, 421 763 94 7 32| 12 961 711 14 4
4,000-$4,999. . __. 1,230 39 28, 68| 309 732 80 8 2 8 99 81} 17| 1
$5,000-$7,499_ ____ 1, 670, 33, 27 73; 515 826 90 6 29| 13 90| 91| 28|...._.
$7,500-$9,999_ ___.. 370, 12 16, 84) 243) 1,202 95 ... 39 20 95 9l 43|._____
$10,000and over._| 370 11 54 46| 1,501 1,733t 1001 421 721 14 1001 88| 42i_.____

See p. 170 for notes on this table.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



146 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasrLe 4-A.—Money expenditures for family home by owners and renters,
and faecilities included in rent for family home: By occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Average ey
Number of | Percentage | money ex- | Percentage of renters having specified | 2
families | of families 1 | pense for facilities included in rent ? 85
family home s g
Occupational . > Sg
group, family Sy 4] = alEE
type, and income 4 z & 3 B8S ]
class wa B g 2 128 |¥2.
- == - O - B T < 7| e . | 2 |288l8e8
2 gq = k= ‘é’ 2 - | é‘ 5 & oS |Gk gga
2|88 E | 81 8|88 |8|58|®|=|8|=5|s8s
8 | & S| |l |l |&lo|3jE |8 2|8
Q) @@ |G |®]O]®[O[q|ay|da a3 |ay| as)
Salaried pro-
Jessional
$1,250-$1,499__ . __ 710 19 15 85 $144( $328 62| 18} 22 18] 100} 61 22{ . __.
$1,500-31,749_____ 970 25 12 88 351| 353 100|..._. 50| ____ 89| 71 | P
$1,750-$1,999_____ 1, 050 23 18 73 217 429 75 21 15 21 94 591 24 6
$2,000-$2,249__ . __ 1,370 37 11 85| 448 459 80, 4 30 4 100 79 10].-.___
$2,250-$2,499__ . __ 1, 310 30, 8 80| 256] 468 81 6 28 10 96| 62| 16[_.__._
$2,500-$2,999____. 1, 900 42 20 66| 349 515 82| 10| 38 10 99 62
$3,000-$3,499__ . __ 1, 550 28 30 64; 249| 588 84 6| 67 13 92 86
$3,500-$3,999. . _. 910 29| 29| 85| 415 581 98(____. 33 __ 98| 90
$4,000-$4,999_____I 1,120 45 30 67 250 695 86, 4 33 10 951 77
$5,000-$7,499_____ 920 21 32 68 271 616 70 71 46 7 98| 62
$7,500-$9,999_____ 130 7 38 54 502! 908 88| 25 75 25, 88 88 25} ...
$10,000and over.. 110 10 38 [i»] 7541 1,483 100{ 32 36 32 100] 100 32 ..
No gainfully
employed
members
$500-$749, 450 7 43 570 111
$750-$999__ 300 7l 7| 29 116
$1,000-$1,249_____ 500! 13 46 54 198
$1,250-$1,499_____ 370 8 38 62| 251
$1,500-81,749_____ 330 8 75 25 191
$1,750-$1,999_____ 130 6 50, 50 93] 520 100{___._j.___.|--._.-[ 100| 100 33|___.__
$2,000~$2,249_ ____ 80 Dt — 100].. ... _
2,44 7 57 43 144/ -
3 87| 33, 2 -
8 38 62) 456 -
5 60| 40 169| 966[ 100|.....1 50j_..__f 100 50{...__) _____

. b Y/ — 1000 ... 250 33| 26/ 12| 26
$1,000-$1,249_____ 6, 190 25| 23 75| 164; 279 50 26 3l 26
$1,250-$1,499_____ 7,020 41 15 77 168} 318 67, 15 4 15
$1,500-$1,749_____ 7.210 38 6 941 150 367 58 9 19 12

$2,000~-$2,249 43 15 85| 301 434 47/ 10| 13 9
$2,250-$2,499 43 32 681 258 447 76| 10| 33 8
$2,500-$2,999 42 25 73| 200 599 100 32| 12| 33
$3,000-$3,499 38 20 77| 208 495 85| 10| 231 17
$3,500-$3,999 39 16 84! 256/ 616| 100 6l 12 6
$4,000-$4,999 32 15 81| 323/ 602 93 8 17t 10
$5,000-$7,409 20 39 61l 352 735 9| 33 10

$7,500~$9,999 3
$10,000 and over..| 120 9 10 90| 1,372| 1,523} 100 38| 25 38

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
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TABULAR SUMMARY 147

TaBLE 4-A.—Money expenditures for family home by owners and renters,
and facilities included in rent for.family home: By occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Average s
Number of | Percentage | money ex- [ Percentage of renters having specified |{oT
families | of families! | pense for facilities included in rent 2 gE
family home A8
. o
Occupational . : =3
group, family - @ 2. a [EZ
type, and incorne)| ] g ) 3 81 & |o8
class X2 B g g%| B 1
2 |ge| & 2 ° 4 g o g8l 5 (€<
2 58| 8| €| 2| 2| |82 5|8 |28 2|88
24| F| BB g8 |E|E|5]| 5 |85 ¢ |38
B8 |8 |8 @& | H|E|S|S5|B |5 & |558
O] 2 3) @ | 6| ©® @] ® | © 00| ay| a2 |18y | a5
Type 11
$500-$749_________ 1, 640 8 12| 88| $166
$750-$999___ 3,690 16 1000 _____

$1,000~$1,249
$1,250-$1,499
$1,500-$1,749. ___. 5,930 36 4 91| 214

$1,750-$1,999_ ____ 5,700 41 12 84| 272
$2,000-$2,249 _
$2,260~-$2,499.

$2,500-$2,999 . 3, 100 51 17 83| 319
$3,000-$3,499_ __._ 1,740 37 16 80| 305
$3,500-$3,999 _ 1, 160 34 16 84) 421
$4,000-$4,999 _ 930 26 19 81| 401
$5,000-$7,499_ 630 18 93| 155
$7,500-$9,999 _ ____ 30 ] P—— 100|._..__
$10,000 and over..| 10 @ | Wy m
Type 111
$500-$749_________ 810 L] P— 100 ..
$750-$999___ _| 2,420 20 8 92| 152
$1,000-$1,249_____; 3,010 24 6 94 197
$1,250-$1,499_____| 4,080 35 9 91 96
$1,500-$1,749_____ 3,980 31 2 93) 328
1,750-$1,999_ . __ 3,740 43 21 78| 284
2,000-$2,249_____| 3, 540 34 19 80| 172
2,250-$2,499_ ____| 2,460 49 14 84| 390
$2,500-$2,999_ ____| 2,400 42 37 58| 432
$3,000-$3,499_____ 1,000 32! 43 51| 260
$3,500-$3,999_ ____ 810 26 24 74| 540
4,000-$4,999_____| 560 31 33 67| 538
5,000-$7,499. ____| 570 13 15 79| 330
7,500-$9,999_____[ 140 10 40 52| 464
10,000 and over... 130 6 50 50 605
Type IV
500-8749________. 840 6 50 50| 163
750-$999__ -| 2,590 14 19 81 90

1,250-$1,499

1,500-$1,749_____| 5,320 40 23 77| 283
1,750-$1,999 ... 5,760 © 42 43 50| 285
2,000-$2,249 . .___} 4,770 39 38 62| 314
2,250-$2,499_____] 4,380 43 43 56| 284
2,500-$2,999_____| 5, 650 48 27 70| 316
3,000-$3,499_ ____ i 30 50| 48 210
$3,500-$3,999_ ____ 39 42 58 296
4,000-$4,999 40 34 65| 216
5,000-$7,499 _ 23 38 62| 389

57,500—$9,999____-. 32 8 20, 791 303
$10,000 and over__ 230 6 72 28] 810

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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148 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLE - 4~-A.—Money expenditures for family home by owners and eenters,
and facilities included in rent for family home: By occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 19356-36—Continued

Average [
Number of | Percentage | money ex- | Percentage of renters having specified (©2
families | of families 1 | pense for facilities included in rent 2 S'S
family home gg
Occupational B 5 =
group, family Sy & 4 a |BEE
type, and income g @ % =8| g |8
class ®3 E g &2 5 (8%
@ f=pt [ w0 > = 28| 8 |g€«
2 (B8 | 4 a a S 1 o 83| 8 598
Slggal 5 || 8121« o e | 5 (S » |28
(B2 B | 5|2 |5 |8 |5 8|83 |58 ¢|3ic
Bl || |B|Lf]H|&|S|S|E |8 |&&
6] @@ |@i GG [O][6|O[|ap]| a2 a3 |ay| a5
Type V
$500-$749__._.____ 320 [ P— 100|
$750-$999__ - 770 14 53
$1,000-$1,24¢_ ____| 1,250 17 30
$1,250-$1,499_ ____| 1,940 32 27
$1,500-$1,749_____ 2, 200 26 31
$1,750-$1,999_ ____ 2, 450 36 32
$2,000-$2,249 - ___| 2, 500 46 44
$2,250-$2,499_____| 1, 790, 35 30
$2,500-$2,099_ ____| 2,410 34 48
$3,000-$3,499_ ._._| 1,710 39 47 53,
$3,500-$3,999 _ 30 53 44
,000-$4,999 _ 29 55 45
$5,000-$7,499 _ 14 64 36
$7,500-$9,999_ ____ 6 12 88
$10,000 and over__ 90 2l h (4]

Type VI

$1,750—$1,999 _____ 1,990 32 18 81
$2,000-$2,249_ ____| 1, 540 31 26
$2,250-$2,499_ .| 960, 31 18| 82
$2,500-$2,999_____} 1,000, 41 31
$3,000-$3,499_ ____ 480 24 31
$3,500-$3,999 260 19 30

$4,000-$4,999 _ 360 21 40

$5,000-$7,409_ ____ 190 6 42

$7,500—$9 999_ ____ 30 3 67|

$10,000 and over.. 70 3 14
Type VII

$500-9749.______.. 90) 4 25

$750-$999.__ - 210 11 16

$1,000-$1,249.___.| 460 12 25
$1,250-$1,499.._._[ 630 27 29
$1,500-$1,740. ___. 850 18 37
680 25 29
660 46

50 80, 20|
$10,000 and over.. 20 2l | D

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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Household operation: Average money expenditure for groups of items

of household operation and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

[White nonrelief families including husband and wite, both native born}

Number of || Average money expenditure for household Pﬁ;gesgmglg g{);g:f"l
families operation tion expenditure
Ofccugatignal gl;;)u.p, Paid }I;O}lsehom
amily type, and in- elp
come class _ |Report- 11: ul?t];’ 11: uhe%, Paid
Elig- | ing ex- || moiar |ard o- Other €% | house-| Other
ble %endl- friger- | , Percet;t- items? friger- go}d items
ures verage | age of : elp
tion! Famount | families ation!
having
[¢V] 2) ® (CY) ®) ) (Y] 8) ) 10) | (1)
All families
$500-$749_ . ... ____.___.. 5,940 50 || $109 $83 | e )eiiean $26 | 76.1 | ______ 23.9
7503990 ___ -| 15,480 110 15 25,20 SRR IR 30 73.9 | ... 26.1
1,000-$1,249. 22,040 139 128 92 $2 5 34| 71.9 1.6 2.5
1,250-$1,409___ .| 25,150 238 137 89 1 4 47 | 65.0 .9 341
1,500-$1,749_ . _______. 27,330 217 152 95 1 1 56 | 62.5 .7 | 38.8
1,750-$1,909_ ___________ 27, 590 264 175 107 3 (] 651 61.1 L7 372
2,000-$2,249___ 23,110 256 185 101 9 12 75| 54.8 4.9 40.5
2,250-$2,499___ 269 220 115 17 19 881 52.3 7.7 | 40.0
2,500-$2,999_ . _ 295 237 113 28 27 96 | 47.7 | 12.0 | 40.3
$3,000-$3,409. ... 226 270 17 48 39 105 | 43.3| 17.8 ¢ 38.9
$3,500-$3,999____________ 206 208 17 70 42 ‘11| 39.4| 23.6| 37.0
4,000-$4,999___ 197 388 129 119 63 140 | 33.2 | 30.7 | 36.1
$5,000-$7,499___ 102 557 150 245 78 162 | 26.6 | 44.0| 20.1
7,500-$9,999_____ - 37 832 150 452 93 230 | 18.1 | 54.3| 27.6
$10,000 and over____.__.__ 670 29 11 1,174 224 709 91 241 | 19.1 | 60.4| 20.5
Occupational group:
Wage earner
$500-$749_ _ 50 109 26| 76.1 23.9
$750-$999. .. _ 58 118 321 72.9 27.1
$1,000-$1,249_ 75 130 33| 73.8 25.4
$1,250-31,499_ - 91 141 42 | 68.8 30.1
$1,500-$1,749_______._.__. 68 150 50 | 66.7 . ____.. 33.3
$1,750-81,999____________ 82 176 58 | 66.5 .5 33.0
$2,000-$2,249_ 68 185 74| 60.0 ™ 40.0
$2,250-$2,499 _ 75 227 84 | 59.0 4.0 | 37.0
$2,500-$2,999. 72 232 91 53.9 6.9 39.2
$3,000-$3,499._ .. __._____ 55 251 98 | 57.8 3.2| 39.0
$3,500-$3,999_ .. _________ 44 268 140 16 14 112 | 52.2 6.0 | 418
$4,000-$4,999_ ... , 18 329 147 52 |. 46 130 | 44.7 | 15.8| 39.3
Clerical
$750-$999_ _________.____ 52 106 82 | cceaa]omeaeiaan 24| T4 . __. 22.9
$1,000-81,249_ 64 126 83 8 3 38| 659 48| 20.3
$1,250-31,499. 75 126 73 1 2 52 | 57.9 .8 | 41.3
$1,500-$1,749_ 69 159 92 1 1 66 | 57.9 6 415
$1,750-$1,999_ . _____.___ 71 172 101 4 6 67 | 58.7 2.3 | 39.0
$2,000-$2,249_ . __________ 77 183 98 13 16 72 | 53.6 7.11 39.3
$2,250-$2,409_ 81 224 115 18 23 91 51.3 8.1 40.6
$2,500-32,999._ 79 242 109 38 37 95| 450} 15.6 | 39.4
$3,000-$3,499_ 65 254 108 53 48 931 42.5| 20.9| 36.6
$3,500-$3,999. 53 275 111 56 42 108 | 40.4 | 20.4 | 39.2
$4,000-$4,999______..___. 26 361 112 109 66 140 | 31.01 30.21 38.8

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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TABLE 5.

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

Household operation: Averdgemoney expenditure for groups of items

of household operation and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935—~36—Continued

Percentage of total

Number of || Average money expenditure for household| ~}
25 3 ousehold opera-
families operation tion expenditure
O({zcupixti(zual gl('ioqp, Paid lﬁovl.lsehold
amily type, and in- Fuel elp Fuel, .
come class Eligi- | inpor light, Other | light: [EoS |op
bl% pegndi- Total ?rniger:- Percer;t- items ?rlilgel:' gold iteni;
tures SV | Average| age o 2 elp
tion amount | families ation
having
[¢)] 2) ®3) ) (5) (6) 4] ® ()] 10 | an
Independent business
1, 680 29 $149 $94 $1 9 $54 63.1 0.7 36.2
1, 610 24 146 90 | f.. 56 6L7 |___.____ 38.3
1,790 40 194 100 [} 15 88 518 3.1 45.4
1,410 35 178 93 12 11 73 52.2 6.8 41.0
1,350 29 241 110 54 57 77| 45.6 22.4 | 32,0
1, 750 41 242 102 34 22 106 42,1 4.1 43.8
1,150 27 341 130 92 56 119 38.1 27.0 34.9
770 27 312 105 109 59 98 33.7 34.9| 314
860 38 416 147 140 60 129 | 35.3 | 33.7f 3L0
910 26 635 160 329 83 146 25.2 51.8 23.0
$7,500-$9,999___________. 160 12 849 214 462 92 173 25,2 5441 20.4
$10,000 and over._______ 120 31| 1,535 215 1,128 100 192 14.0 73.5 12.8
Independent professional
$1,250-$1,499 140 11 192 115 5 7 721 59.9 2.6 375
o @ ol oml 4w gl e )
$2,000-$2,249 250 13| 184 77 20 43 87| at8| 109| 473
$2,250-$2,499. 320 24 264 90 45 35 129 34.1 17.0 48.9
$2,500-$2,999 610 25 204 11 75 57 108 37.7 25.6 36.7
$3,000-$3,4 470 16 327 90 122 53 115 27.5 37.3 35.2
e mooE| sl o2 om0 e ay s e
$5,000-87,409. 111 | 72 22| 597 169 260 67| 168| 283| 436 281
$7,600-89,999. _____._____ 150 6]} 1,018 149 571 87 298 14.6 56. 1 29.3
$10,000 and over. _______ 70 511,338 168 100 262 12.5 | 67.9 19.6
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499. . ____.____ 13 122 1> 2% AU R, 67 45.1 ... 54.9
e — 2l | oal Qe @] %l A s1| 85
$2,000-82,249_ 1. %| 180| 75 4 18| 101| 47| 22| 561
$2,250-$2,499_____ 30 182 67 14 14 101 36.8 7.7 56.5
$2,500-$2,999___ 36 234 104 22 26 108 44,4 9.4 46.2
$3,000-$3,499___ 35 279 93 60 52 126 | 33.3 21.5 | 45.2
,500-$3,999_______ 31 338 123 93 51 122 | 36.4 275 36.1
$4,000-84,099____.__ 39 432 130 141 68 161 30.1 32.6 | 37.3
$5,000-$7,499_ . _____.___ 33 523 141 205 75 177 27.0 39.2 33.8
$7,500-$9,999_ ___________ 370 12 774 104 444 93 226 13.4 57.4 29,2
$10,000 and over-______. 370 11 1i 1,101 241 603 96 257 21.9 1 54.8 23.3

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
* Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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TasLe 5.—Household operation: Average money expenditure for groups of items
of household operation and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Percentage of total

Number of Average money expenditure for household ho
N + usehold opera-
families operation tion expenditure
Occupational  group, Paid household
family type, and in- Fuel, help Fuel
come class Rligi Report- fight, oth Yight oth
gi- | ing ex- " er 2 ther
o I;endi- Total ‘flx'-lig;? R Peroenft- items af’r‘i‘;gf_' items
bures verage| age of ;
tion | amount | families ation
having
¢V 2 3) [¢Y) ®) 6) )] 8) () an
Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,490____________ 710 19 $132 $79 $2 3 $51 | 59.9 1.5 33.6
$1,500~$1,749_____ 970 25 141 81 2 5 581 57.5 141 411
$1,750-$1,999_ ____ -] 1,050 23 160 83 4 7 73] 5L9 2.6 45.5
$2,000-$2,249_____ 4 L1370 37 217 90 38 43 80| 41.5] 17.5| 410
$2,250~$2,499______..____ 1,310 30 185 85 14 10 86 | 45.9 7.6 | 46.5
$2,500-$2,909____________ 1,900 42 222 107 22 31 931 48.2 9.9 7 419
$3,000-$3,499___ 1, 550 28 266 110 49 42 107 | 4.4 18.4( 40.2
$3,600~$3,999. .. 910 29 292 113 69 41 10| 3871 23.6( 377
$4,000-34,999.__ 1,120 45 360 122 105 58 133 | 33.9( 29.2} 36.9
$6,000-$7,499_____.______ 920 21 511 141 223 87 147 | 27.6 | 43.6 | 28.8
$7,500-89,909__._________ 130 7 756 204 322 100 230§ 27.0 | 42.6 ) 30.4
$10,000 and over._______ 110 10 926 215 480 60 20| 23.2| 5.9 | 24.9
No gainfully employed
members
450 7 82 - P P 24| 7.7 20.3
300 7 154 120 | o 4| 7.9 22.1
500 13 190 113 16 8 61 59.5 32.1
370 8 162 102 |- 60| 63.0 37.0
330 8 214 114 26 12 74| 53.3 34.6
1,750-$1,999_________._ - 130 6 167 101 2 1 64 | 60.5 38.3
2,000-$2,249___ 80 4 287 79 99 34 109 | 27.5 38.0
2,250-$2,499___ 80 7 305 178 37 12 93| 57.4 30.5
2,500-$2,999___ 70 3 339 129 129 38 811 381 23.8
$3, $3,000_____ 160 8 452 124 189 42 139 27.4 30.8
$4, $4,999_________._. 90 5 342 83 155 45 104 4.3 30.4
Family type: Type I
$500-8740_______________ 8 86 60 |- 26 30.2
750-$999. __ . ___ 17 98 (20 PO 28 28.6
1,000-$1,249_ . ___ 28 128 87 4 2 37 28.5
1, $1,499_____ 41 122 71 1 7 50 40.8
1,500-$1,740_______ 38 141 79 ®*) 1 62 4.0
1,750-$1,999_______ 45 142 68 2 3 72| 47.9 1.3 50.8
2,000~$2,249__ _ 43 174 76 11 12 87| 43.7 6.3 50.0
2,250-$2,499___ 43 215 98 18 17 99| 45.6 8.4 | 46.0
2,500-$2,999. 42 190 66 22 26 102 | 34.7 | 114 53.9
$3,000-$3,499. 38 235 75 52 49 1081 319 22.1| 46.0
$3,500-$3,999__.______.__ 39 269 76 74 60 119 | 28.3] 27.5( 44.2
$4,000-$4,999_____ 32 340 84 111 77 145 | 24.7| 32.6 | 42.7
$5,000~$7,499_____ 20 553 128 264 84 161 2.1 47.8 | 29.1
$7,500-$9,999_____ 3 871 45 538 100 288 5.2 618! 33.0
$10,000 and over 9 820 98 490 2321 120 59.81 28.2

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLeE 5.—Household operation: Average money expenditure for groups of items
of househeld operation and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-~
teon, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Percentage of total

Number of Average money expenditure for household household o
$ : Dera-
families operation tion expenditure
Ofccuriatignal gré)uip, Paid llllglllgehold
amily type, and in-
come classp Report-| l]i‘ u];stl, | 11: ‘fg’ Paid
Eligi- | ing ex- || 1o amgd % Other % * | house-|{Other
ble %endi- friger. | Percer.}t- items af{-lig;:- lﬁo}d items
ures $ verage| age o e|
tion | 2rount | families ation v
having
Q) (2) 3) (¢ ) ® ()] ® ® | o | ay
Type IT

$500-$749. _______.______ 8| $100 | $74 [ccommooofoaaao $26 [ 740 (... 26.0
$760-$999________._._.__ 16 107 [4: 2 (RS R —— 28| 73.8 ... 26.2
$1,000-$1,249 24 101 70 $2 12 29| 69.3 20| 28.7
$1,250-$1,499 36 127 76 oo 51| 50.8 |._._ 40,2
$1,500-$1,749. 36 144 84 ™ 1 60 | 58.8 |- 41.7
$1,750-$1,999 41 158 92 4 7 62 | 582 2.6 39.3
$2,000-$2,249 40 170 86 14 18 701 50.6 8.2 41.2
$2,250-$2,499 43 219 93 31 32 951 42.5 14.2 ] 43.3
,500-$2,999__ _ 51 240 89 44 37 107 | 37.1 18.3 | 44.6
1 ,499. 37 306 98 91 51 117 | 32.0( 20.7| 383
$3,500-$3,999. 34 350 94 131 52 125 | 26,9 | 37.4 | 36.7
$4,000-$4,909___ 26 446 95 189 80 162 | 21.3 | 42.4 | 36.3
$5,000-$7,409_______ 18 582 101 353 97 128 | 17.4| 60.6 § 22.0
$7,500-$9,999. 3 782 152 421 100 209 ( 19.4 | 53.91 26.7

$10,000 and over 1t 1) ($)] ® M (4] M| !
8 114 16.7
20 129 27.1
24 135 24.4
35 150 27.3
31 138 ) 34.7
$1,750-$1,999_ ___________ 43 175 106 9 16 60 1 60.6 51| 34.3
$2,000-$2,249_ _ 34 185 92 12 21 81| 4971 6.5| 438
$2,250-$2,499___ 49 203 105 12 11 86| 52.0 5.9 | 432.1
$2,500-$2,909._ . R 42 288 135 66 44 87| 46.9! 22,9 30.2
$3,000-$3,499___ ... ____ 32 266 127 39 31 100 | 47.3 14.8 37.9
26 400 144 139 62 117 | 36.0| 34.8| 29.2
31 503 133 236 77 134 | 26.4| 47.0| 26.6
13 503 120 237 78 146 | 23.9| 47.1] 29.0
10 920 166 536 100 218 | 18.0 | 58.3{ 23.7
6]l 1,119 180 703 100 236 16.1 ) 62.8( 211

Type IV

_______________ 6 160 31| 80.6 |.__.__.| 19.4
$750-$999___.__ 14 128 - 32| 76.0 |_____.. 25.0
$1,000-$1,249___ 18 149 109 2 (] 381 73.2 1.3 25.5
$1,250-$1,499___ 33 141 096 [ ). 45 1 68.1 f._..___ 31.9
$1,500-$1,749___..____... 40 156 96 ™) *) 60| 6L.51 (™ 38.5
$1,750-81,999_ . __._.___ 42 209 L 1 R I, 62| 70.83 ... 29.7
$2,000-$2,249___ 4,770 39 191 116 ™) 4 75| 60.7 .21 39.3
$2,250-$2,499_ . _ 4,380 43 235 139 13 20 83 | 59.2 551 353
$2,500-$2,999___ 5, 650 48 240 122 22 25 96 | 50.8 9.2 | 40.0
$3,000-$3,499. _ .. 3,590 30 268 126 38 31 104 | 47.0} 14,2 38.8
$3,500-$3,999_ 2, 260 39 236 115 23 29 97 | 48.9 9.8 41.3
$4,000-84,999_ 2,290 40 340 130 75 57 135 | 38.21 22.1| 39.7
$5,000-$7,499_ 1,230 23 532 147 210 77 175 | 27.6 ] 30.5| 32.9
$7,500-$9,999_____ 320 8 807 156 419 96 232 | 19.4( 519 | 28.7
$10,000 and over____.____ 230 61| 1,103 209 552 96 252 | 27.11| 50.11 22.8

See p. 170 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 for expenditures, or less than 1 for propor-

tions of families reporting, are not shown.

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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Household operation: Average money expenditure for groups of items

of household operation and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1936-36—Continued.

Percentage of total

Number of Average money expenditure for
families operation aggsgggg di?;gg&
Ogcupi:ti(inal gl&)x}p, Paid lﬁoilsehold
amily type, and in- elp
come class Report- 11; uhe%' E uheil;, Paid
Eligi- | ing ex- || motat |aretes Other [ V&% | house-| Other
ble I%endi- friger- | Percer;t- items? friger- lﬁo{d items
ures R verage| ageo €
. ation! |4 ount | families ation! P
having
) (2) 3) ) &) (6) ) ®) 9) 10) | (i1
Type V

7 $150 2.3
14 156 19.2
17 146 20.5
32 168 26.2
26 185 25.4
$1,750-$1,999____.______ 36 213 32.4
$2, $2 249_ 46 218 28.8
$2, 250—$2 499_ 35 227 33.9
$2,500-$2,999_ 34 242 35.5
$3, 4 ____________ 30 274 34.3
30 314 35.1
29 433 33.5
14 595 34.5
6 484 33.1

2 (G )

Type VI
9 107 25 . 23,4
18 126 34 X 27.0
19 130 31 3 - 23.8
34 140 1 41 . 71 29.3
$1, 500—$1 749, 28 177 120 ] 6 51| 67.8 3.4 28.8
$1,750-$1,699. 32 197 129 [} 16 62} 65.5 3.0| 3L5
31 205 113 18 11 76 | 55.1 7.8 37.1
31 218 116 30 34 72 53.2 13.8 33.0
41 261 144 27 26 90 55.2 10.3 34.5
24 333 152 68 53 113 | 45.7 | 20.4) 33.9
19 379 116 173 66 90 | 30.6] 45.7 | 23.7
21 518 192 173 83 153 | 37.1 33.4 | 29.5
] 475 142 195 58 138 29.9] 4L.1| 29.0
3] 1,180 321 7 100 141 | 27.0| 6.1} 1.9
3| 2,104 252 1,641 100 211 12.0| 78.1 9.9
Type VII

$500-8749__ ..o 90 4 81 3 RS FOUI, 2| 75.8 [oceaea- 4.7
$750~-$099__ _ 210 11 137 108 |ocmee o focneaae 20 78.8 [_—...- 21.2
$1,000-$1,249 460 12 172 109 11 8 52| 63.4 6.4 30.2
$1,250-81,499. 630 27 166 126 |oemoocaefecemaanee 40 75.9 (.- 2.1
$1,500-$1,749. 850 18 196 ) 1.1, 70 R IR 41 79.1 fo_._- 20.9
$1,750-$1,999_________.__ 680 25 200 133 1 7 66| 66.5 .5 33.0
$2 000—$2 249__ 660 23 187 130 3 7 54 69.6 1.6 | 28.8
$2,250-$2,499. _ 500 25 228 151 3 3 74| 66.2 1.3] 32.5
$2,500-$2,999. - 950 37 260 180 1 2 79| 69.2 .41 30.4
$3,000—$3,499 ............ 560 26 277 1687 28 21 84| 60.3 9.4 30.3
$3,500-$3,999____________ 370 19 303 165 11 14 127 54.5 3.6 419
,000-84,999_ 440 18 310 186 27 21 97 | 60.0 8.7 3L3
$5,000-$7,499. _ 150 8 885 364 349 63 172 4.2 39.4| 19.4
$7,500-$9,990. . - 50 4 977 358 385 70 234 | 36.6 | 39.4 | 24.0

$10,000and over._...._. 20 2 6} h (4] [¢)) (4] )] M| D

8ee p. 170 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages ofless than 0. 1 for expenditures, or less than 1 for propor-
tions of families reporting, are not shown.
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TaBLE 6.—Clothing: Average money expenditure for clothing for husband and wife
and other family members, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occu-
pation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]

Number of families

Average money expenditure for
clothi

ngl

Percentage of total fam
ily clothing expenditure

O?cuplatitonal grgqp,
amily (ybe, and in- Report- || All Other Other
come class A ; 1 1
e ing ex- || family | Hus- family | Hus- . family
Eligible | pendi || mem- | band | Wi | mem. | band | Wife | mem-
tures bers bers bers
@ 2 3) @ ®) ©) 4] ® 9 (10)
All families
5,940 50 $46 $15 $16 $15 32.6 34.8 32.6
15, 480 110 74 25 31 18 33.8 41.9 24.3
, 040 139 93 33 39 21 35.5 41.9 22.6
25, 150 238 109 37 40 32 33.9 36.7 29. 4
27, 330 217 136 48 49 39 35.3 36.0 28.7
$1,750-$1,999___________._ 27, 690 264 164 59 59 46 36.0 36.0 28.0
$2,000-$2,249. - 23,110 256 192 65 70 57 33.9 36.4 2.7
2,250-$2,499. . 17, 960 269 212 89 78 65 32.5 36.8 30.7
2, 500-$2,999. - 19, 700 295 261 79 93 90 30.2 35.5 34.3
3,000-$3,499_ - 11, 730 226 287 94 106 88 32.7 36.6 30.7
$3,500-$3,999_ ——- 7,440 206 371 119 141 111 32.1 38.0 29.9
,000-$4,099. - 6, 700 197 440 138 160 142 31.4 36.3 32.3
5,000~$7,499._ - 4,220 102 513 155 192 166 30.2 37.4 32.4
7,500-$9,999_ . _ - 810 37 913 272 408 233 290.8 4.7 25.5
$10,000 and over.____._. 670 29 1,289 384 488 417 20.8 37.9 32.3
Occupational group:
Wage earner
5, 940 50 46 15 16 15 32.6 34.8 32.6
11,820 58 80 26 33 21 32.5 41.2 26.3
15, 380 75 86 28 36 22 32.5 41.9 25.6
15,020 91 108 34 38 33 32.4 36.2 31.4
14, 450 68 140 48 50 42 34.3 35.7 30.0
1,750-$1,999___ . .___.. 13, 370 82 158 54 59 45 34.2 37.3 28.5
2,000-$2,249. ... 9, 500 68 198 65 66 67 32.8 33.3 33.9
2,250-$2,499. .. 6,840 75 200 70 67 63 35.0 33.5 3156
$2,500-$2,999___ 6, 630 72 245 72 79 94 29.4 32.2 38.4
3,000-$3,499___________. 3, 000 56 309 86 92 131 27.8 29.8 42.4
$3,500-$3,999____________ 1,370 44 326 87 111 128 26.7 34.0 39.3
$4,000-$4,999____________ 1, 000 18 445 112 127 206 25.2 28.5 46.3
“Clerical
3, 680 52 55 22 23 10 40.0 41.8 18,2
6, 660 64 109 44 44 21 40. 4 40. 4 19.2
7,230 75 117 45 45 27 38.5 38.5 23.0
9, 200 69 132 49 47 36 37.1 35.6 27.3
9, 830 71 174 64 59 51 36.8 33.9 29.3
9, 360 77 193 85 73 55 33.7 37.8 28.5
6, 720 81 216 64 78 74 29. 6 36.1 34.3
7,040 79 268 78 92 98 29.1 34.3 36.6
3,920 65 274 95 105 74 34.7 38.3 27.0
2,840 53 375 119 137 119 31.7 36.6 3.7
1,970 26 435 130 156 149 29.9 35.9 34.2
1, 680 29 110 36 41 33 32.7 37.3 30.0
1, 610 24 123 42 45 36 34.1 36.6 29.3
1, 790 40 160 56 64 40 356.0 40.0 25.0
1,410 35 180 59 73 48 32.8 40.5 26.7
1, 350 2 230 64 99 67 27.8 43.0 29.2
1, 750 41 256 79 95 82 30.9 37.1 32.0
1,150 27 299 98 108 95 32.8 35.4 3.8
770 27 434 149 190 95 34.3 43.8 21.9
4,000-$4,999___._____... 860 38 405 135 157 113 33.3 38.8 27.9
$5,000-$7,499. __________ 910 26 544 174 209 161 32.0 38.4 29.6
$7,500-$9,999___________. 160 12 743 208 272 263 28.0 36.6 35.4
$10,000 and over.....___ 120 3 1,287 303 627 267 30.5 48.7 20.8

See p. 171 for notes on this table.
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TasLE 6.—Clothing: Average money expenditure for clothing for husband and wife
and other family members, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occu-
pation, family type, and tncome, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Average money expenditure for

Percentage of total fam-

Number of families clothing 1 ily clothing expenditure
OFcuplatitonal grgqp,
amily type, and 1n- Report- || All Other Other
come class in, p
s g ex- || tamily | Hus- . family | Hus- family
Eligible | Londi- || mem- | band | Wi | mem- | band | Wi | mem:
tures bers bers bers
[¢)] 2) [6)] [¢)] (5) ) @ ®) (€] 10
Independent professional
$1,250-$1,499. . ... 140 11 $95 $45 $34 $16 47.4 35.8 16.8
$1,500-$1,749_ 230 10 140 52 84 24 37.2 45.7 17.1
$1,750-$1,999_ 320 16 139 62 47 30 4.6 33.8 21.6
$2,000-$2,249_ 250 13 203 54 95 54 26.6 46.8 26.6
$2,250-$2,400____________ 320 24 254 87 115 52 34.2 45.3 20.5
$2,500-$2,999________.._. 610 25 280 103 126 60 36.8 45.0 18.2
$3,000-$3,499___ 470 16 286 108 118 62 37.1 41.2 21.7
$3,500-$3,099___ 370 22 416 134 182 100 32.2 43.8 24.0
$4,000-34,909_ . ______.__ 520 31 379 129 161 89 34.0 42.5 23.5
$5,000-87,499. . _________ 720 22 485 159 171 155 32.8 35.3 319
$7,600-$9,999____ ... _.__ 150 (] 844 280 408 156 33.2 48.3 18.5
$10,000 and over_.....__ 70 5| 1,134 430 464 240 37.9 40.9 21.2
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499_ .. ___._. 370 13 107 34 42 31 31.8 39.2 29.0
$1,500-81,740__.____._ ... 870 21 135 45 51 39 33.3 37.8 28.9
1,750-$1,999_.__________ 1,230 32 160 62 56 42 38.8 35.0 26.2
$2,000-$2,240_______._.__ 1,220 26 196 76 69 51 38.8 35.2 26.0
$2,250-$2,499_ . _____.._ 1, 420 30 234 89 98 47 38.0 41,9 20.1
$2,600-$2,999.. . ____._. 1,770 36 265 87 104 74 32.8 39.3 27.9
$3,000-$3,499. 1, 640 35 291 102 106 83 35.1 36.4 28.5
$3,500-$3,999_ 1, 380 31 347 118 134 95 34.0 38.6 27.4
,000-$4,999_ 1,230 39 499 178 168 153 35.7 33.6 30.7
$5,000-97,499___________. 1,670 33 566 187 211 198 27.7 37.3 35.0
$7,500;$9,999 ____________ 370 12 994 315 460 219 31.7 46.3 22.0
$10,000 and over......._ 370 n 1,359 383 424 552 28.2 312 40.6
Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,499_________._. 710 19 109 45 42 22 41.3 38.5 20. 2
$1,500-$1,749___ 970 25 141 50 71 20 35. 85 50.3 14.2
$1,750-$1,990__ 1,050 23 174 69 72 33 39.7 41.3 19.0
$2,000-$2,249. __ 1,370 37 167 55 76 36 32.9 45.5 21.6
$2,250-$2,499___________._ 1,310 30 212 73 91 48 34.5 42.9 22.8
$2,500-$2,909__ _________ 1, 800 42 293 96 126 71 32.8 43.0 24.2
$3,000-$3,499___.______._ 1, 550 28 267 91 122 54 31.1 45.7 20.2
$3,500-$3,999____________ 910 29 394 136 153 108 34.5 38.8 26.7
$4,000-$4,999_____.______ 1,120 45 437 136 190 111 311 43.5 25.4
$5,000-$7,499___.________ 920 21 406 130 158 118 32.0 38.9 29.1
$7,500-$9,999__.____.___. 130 7 968 219 426 323 22.6 4.0 33.4
$10,000 and over___._... 110 10 1,155 349 570 236 30.2 49.4 20.4
No gainfully employed
members
450 7l 2 10 14 2] 385 s38 7.7
300 7 37 14 22 1 37.8 59.5 2.7
500 13 52 20 24 8 38.5 46.1 15.4
370 8 82 27 35 20 32.9 42.7 24.4
330 8 69 31 29 9 45.0 42.0 13.0
130 8 127 36 54 37 28.4 42. 5 29. 1
80 4 212 90 84 38 42.5 39.6 17.9
80 7 115 45 52 18 39.1 45.2 15.7
70 3 216 82 84 49 38.1 39.1 22.8
160 8 271 113 138 20 41.7 50.9 7.4
90 5 194 85 109 .. 43.8 56.2 ' _.___
8ee p. 171 for notes on this table.
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLE 6.—Clothing: Average money expenditure for clothing for husband and wife
and other family members, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by
occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of families

Average money expenditure for

Percentage of total fam-

clothing ! ily clothing expenditure
Occupational group,
T ATp e opore | an | ome | ot
sord ing ex- amily us- : amily us- : amily
Eligible pendi- mem- | band Wife mem- | band Wife mem-
tures bers bers bers
[¢3) @) 3) O] ()} 6 @) ® 9 (10)
1, 850 8 $30 $14 $16 f.ooooo.. 46.7 53.3 fucacmaas
4, 880 17 74 31 42 $1 41.9 56.8 1.3
6,190 25 82 37 44 1 45.1 53.7 1.2
7,020 41 121 58 61 2 47.9 50.4 1.7
7,210 38 129 60 68 1 46.5 52.7 .8
$1,750-$1,999____________ 7,270 45 163 78 85 |- 47.9 521 toeeee.
$2,000-$2,249_ 5,450 43 185 82 99 4 44.3 53.5 2.2
$2,250-$2,499. 4,160 43 207 88 118 1 42.5 57.0 5
$2,500-$2,999_ 4,190 42 218 101 116 1 46,3 53.2 .5
$3,000-$3,499__ . ____.___ 2, 650 38 294 125 169 [.oeoco 42.5 7/ T
$3,500-$3,999 1, 480 39 356 165 189 46.3 53.1 .6
1,230 32 412 172 232 8 41.8 56.3 1.9
1,010 20 434 174 250 10 40.1 57.6 2,3
160 3 852 289 551 12 33.9 64,7 1.4
120 9 1, 200 422 777 1 35.2 64.7 .1
1,640 8 28 10 12 6 35.7 42.9 21.4
3, 690 16 78 27 36 15 34.6 46. 2 19.2
$1,000-81,249_ 5,420 24 110 40 52 18 36. 4 47.3 16.3
$1,250-$1,499_ ... 5,730 36 93 32 36 25 34.4 38.7 26.9
$1,500-$1,749_ ... 5,930 36 141 56 57 29 39.0 40.4 20.6
$1,750-$1,999._________. 5,700 41 153 64 61 28 41.8 39.9 18.3
$2,000-$2,249_ 4, 650 40 183 66 76 41 36.1 41. 5 22.4
$2,250-$2,499_ 3,710 43 205 78 79 48 38.0 38.6 23.4
$2,500-$2,999_ , 100 51 248 94 116 38 87.9 46.8 15.3
$3,000-$3,499____________ 1,740 37 272 103 123 46 37.9 45.2 16.9
$3,500-$3,999____________ 1,160 34 399 143 196 60 35.8 49.1 15.1
4, ,990_ - 930 26 423 175 177 71 41.4 41.8 16.8
$5,000-$7,409_ - 630 18 479 149 235 95 3L1 49. 1 19.8
$7,500-$9,999___ - 30 3 622 183 312 127 20. 4 50. 2 20. 4
$10,000 and over....._. 10 1 (4] (§)) t 0] )] 1) (6]
Type 11T
$500-$749__ .o 810 8 73 19 - 28 26 26.0 38.4 35.6
750~3099___ - 2,420 20 76 21 26 29 27.6 34.2 38.2
1,000-$1,249_ - 3,010 24 96 31 32 33 32.3 33.3 34.4
1,250-$1,499. - 4,080 35 104 28 37 39 26.9 35.6 37.5
5 ST49 . 3,980 31 139 44 41 54 31.7 29.5 38.8
1,750-$1,999_ . _______._ 3, 740 43 155 50 53 52 32.3 34.2 33.5
2,000-$2,249. 3, 540 34 207 67 67 73 32.4 32.4 35.2
2,250-$2,499_ 2, 460 49 212 76 69 67 35.8 32.6, 3.6
2,500-$2,999_ 2, 400 42 262 79 98 85 30.2 37.4 32.4
,000-$3,499_ ... 1, 000 32 302 102 94 106 33.8 3L.1 35.1
$3,500-$3,999______._._-_ 810 26 343 130 129 84 37.9 37.6 4.5
4,000-$4,999_ 560 31 441 132 197 112 29.9 4.7 | 254
570 13 528 168 184 176 3L8 34.9 33.3
140 10 750 277 276 197 36.9 36.8 28.3
130 6 908 313 415 180 34.5 45.7 19.8
L] 81 20 20 41 24.7 24.7 50. 6
2, 590 14 65 18 18 29 27.7 27.7 4.6
3,920 18 90 30 28 32 33.3 311 35.6
4,210 33 114 28 33 53 24.6 28.9 46.5
5,320 40 126 40 40 46 317 31.8 36.5
$1,750~-$1,999____________ 5, 760 42 173 50 46 7 28.9 26.6 44.5
$2,000-$2,249_ 4,770 39 190 60 60 70 316 31.6 36.8
$2,250-$2,499_ , 380 43 214 52 64 98 24.3 29.9 45.8
$2,500-$2,999_ 5, 650 48 274 68 88 118 24.8 32.1 43.1
$3,000~$3,499 - 3, 590 30 253 79 74 100 3L2 2.3 39.5

See p. 171 for notes on this table.
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases,
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TaBLe 6.—Clothing: Average money expenditure for clothing for husband and wife
and other family members, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by
occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935—-36—Continued

Number of families

Average money expenditure for

Percentage of total fam-

clothing! ily clothing expenditure
Occupational group,
famly ipe, sad i meport- || an | omer | ot
. ing ex- amily us- N amily us- N amily
Eligible | 107di- || mem- | band | Wi | mem: | band | Wi | mem:
tures bers bers bers
¢V} 2 @) [¢)) () (6) @ ®) ® (10)
Type IV—Continued
2, 260 39 $360 $101 $121 $128 28.8 34.6 36.6
2, 290 40 455 128 148 179 28.1 32.5 39.4
1,230 23 525 138 160 227 26.3 30.5 43.2
320 8 1,084 310 472 302 28.6 43.6 27.8
230 6 999 313 478 208 3.3 47.9 20.8
320 7 54 10 10 34 18.5 18.5 63.0
770 14 92 21 17 54 22.8 18.5 58.7
1,250 17 84 14 15 55 16.7 17.8 65.5
1,940 32 119 25 25 69 21.0 210 58.0
2,200 26 144 33 30 81 2.9 20.8 56:3
2, 450 36 188 39 42 107 20.8 22.3 56.9
2, 500 46 192 41 39 112 21.4 20.3 58.3
1, 35 227 50 54 123 22.0 23.8 54.2
2,410 34 306 60 59 187 19.6 19.3 611
1,710 39 333 2 8 183 216 23.4 55.0
1,070 30 407 84 92 231 20. 6 22.6 56.8
890 29 431 104 107 220 24, ‘} 24.8 51.1
440 14 688 170 156 362 24, 22.7 52.6
80 8 671 169 226 276 25.2 33.7 41.1
90 2 [G) (4] ) h (4] 4] O]
Type VI
$500-$749 - oeeeee- 390 9 52 15 13 24 28.8 25.0 46.2
$750-$990__ 920 18 71 24 13 34 33.8 18.3 47.9
$1,000-$1,249_ 1, 790 19 71 21 34 16 29.6 47.9 22.5
$1,250-$1,499_ 1, 540 34 105 29 23 53 27.6 21.9 30.5
$1,500-$1,749___.__.___.. 1,840 28 141 40 31 70 28.4 22.0 49.6
$1,750-$1,999____.______ 1,990 32 158 47 40 71 29.8 25.3 4.9
$2,000-$2,249_ 1, 540 31 201 54 53 94 26.9 26,4 46.7
$2,250-$2,499_ 960 31 229 66 64 99 28.8 28.0 43.2
$2,500-$2,999_ 1, 000 41 262 83 72 107 3.7 27.5 40.8
$3,000-$3,499______.-o-- 480 24 309 96 92 121 31.1 29.8 39.1
$3,500-$3,909. . _________ 290 19 360 100 130 130 27.8 36.1 36.1
$4,000-$4,999_ 360 21 411 132 117 162 32.1 28.5 39.4
$5,000-$7,499_ 190 [] 443 131 128 184 20.6 28.9 41.5
$7,500-$9,999_______ 30 3 77 238 280 253 30.9 36.3 32.8
$10,000 and over. 70 3 881 127 198 556 14.4 22.5 63.1
Type VII
$500-8749 . - eeeeeee 90 4 68 23 16 29 33.8 23.5 42.7
$750-$999__ 210 11 84 14 23 47 16.7 27.4 55.9
$1,000-$1,249_ 460 12 154 26 23 105 16.9 14.9 68.2
$1,250-$1,499_ 630 27 114 24 17 73 211 14.9 64.0
$1,500-$1,749 850 18 185 31 23 131 16.8 12.4 70.8
$1,750-$1,999. 680 25 174 37 32 105 213 18.4 60.3
$2,000-$2,249_ 660 23 246 49 43 154 19.9 17.5 62.6
$2,250-$2,499_ 500 25 227 39 29 159 17.2 12.8 70.0
$2,500-$2,999._ 950 37 307 47 42 218 15.3 13.7 71.0
$3,000-$: 560 26 328 57 58 213 17. 4 17.7 64.9
370 19 443 66 78 209 14.9 17.6 67.5
440 18 526 93 81 352 17.7 15.4 66. 9
150 8 592 131 108 353 22.1 18.3 59.6
50 4 1,124 20" 332 585 18. 4 29.5 52.1
20 2 )] [¢)] (¢} Q) )] O] (G}

See p. 171 for notes on this table
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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Tase 7.—Personal care: Average money expenditure for toilet articles and prepa~
rations, and services, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupation,
family type, and income, tn 1 year, 19356-36

[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born)

Percentage of total
s Average money expenditure
Number of families - personal care ex-
for personal care penditure
Occupational group, family

type, and income class Report- a’ffﬂft T oiliet

cori ing ex- icles articles
Eligible pendi- Total | 8ervices!| ¢ prep- Services ! 1\ q prep-

tures arations arations

eV (0] 3 () 5) ) (Y] @®)
All families
$500-$749_ ___ s 5,940 50 $18 $8 $10 44.4 55.6
$750-$999 - 15, 480 110 21 10 1 47.6 52.4
$1,000-$1,249 -l 22,040 139 25 12 13 48.0 52.0
$1,250-$1,499. -{ 25,150 238 28 4 14 50.0 §0.0
$1,500-$1,749_ .o 27,330 217 35 17 18 48.6 51.4
$1,750-$1,999 27, 590 264 36 19 17 52.8 47.2
$2,000-$2,249. 23,110 256 42 22 20 52.4 47.8
$2,250-$2,499. 17, 960 269 49 27 22 56.1 4.9
$2,500-$2,999 19, 700 205 54 29 25 53.7 46.3
$3,000-$3,499 11,730 226 89 32 27 54.2 45.8
$3,500-$3,999__ oo oeeeeaeee 7, 206 70 40 30 57.1 42.9
$4,000-$4,999 - 6, 700 197 80 46 34 57.8 425
- , 220 102 91 56 36 60.4 39.6
$7, $9,990__ 810 37 158 99 59 62.7 37.3
$10,000 and over___________._._ 670 29 151 96 56 63.6 36.4
Occupational group: Wage
earner .

$500-8749_ _ _ e 5, 940 50 18 8 10 4.4 55.6
$750-$999____ 11,820 58 21 10 11 47.8 52.4
$1,000-$1,249. 15, 380 75 24 11 13 48.8 54,2
$1,250-$1,499_ o _.o_... 15,020 91 26 13 13 50.0 50.0
$1,500-$1,749__ - 14, 450 68 34 16 18 47.1 52.9
$1,750-$1,999 13,370 82 35 18 17 51.4 48.6
$2,000-$2,249 9, 500 68 39 19 20 48.7 51.3
$2,250-$2,490 6, 840 75 46 23 23 50.0 50.0
$2,500-$2,999 6, 630 72 53 29 21 54.7 45.3
$3,000-$3,499 3,000 56 59 31 28 52.5 47.5
1,370 44 67 36 31 53.7 46.3
1,000 18 83 45 38 54.2 45.8
3, 660 52 20 8 12 40.0 60.0
6, 660 64 27 14 13 51.9 48.1
$1,250-%1,499 - 7,230 75 31 15 16 48.4 51.6
$1,500-$1,749__ - 9, 200 69 35 17 18 48.6 51.4
$1,750-$1,999_ . eoce- 9, 830 7 38 21 17 55.3 44.7
9, 380 ki 44 24 20 54.5 45,5
6,720 81 50 29 21 58.0 42.0
7,040 79 54 28 26 51.9 48.1
3,920 65 55 30 25 54.5 43.6
2, 640 53 68 39 29 87.4 45.5
1,970 28 90 53 37 58.9 41.1
1,680 29 27 13 14 48.1 519
1,610 24 34 20 14 58.8 412
, 790 40 38 19 19 50.0 50,0
1,410 35 37 19 18 51. 4 48.6
1,350 29 56 34 21 61.8 38.2
1,750 41 53 30 23 56.6 43.4
1,150 27 59 32 27 54.2 45.8
770 27 i 46 31 59.7 40.3
860 38 74 45 29 60. 8 39.2
910 26 93 57 36 61.3 38.7
$7,500-$9,999___________________ 160 12 107 57 50 53.3 46.7
$10,000 and over______._____._. 120 3 156 89 67 57.1 42.9

See D. 171 for pote on this table.
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TasLE 7.—Personal care: Average money expenditure for toilet articles and prepa-
rations, and services, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupation,
family type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935—-36—Continued

5 Percentage of total
: Average money expenditure
Number of families personal care ex-
for personal care penditure
Occupational group, family
type, and income class Report- T{)ﬂ]et T oiliat
ing ex- articles : articles
Eligible pendi- Total | Services and prep- Services and prep-
tures arations arations
1) @) (&) @ (6) (6) )] ®)
Independent professional
$1,250-$1,409_ _____.__..________ 140 11 $37 $23 $14 62.2 37.8
1,500-$1,749_____ 230 10 37 22 15 50.5 40.5
$1,750-$1,999__.__ 320 16 36 20 16 55.6 4.4
$2,000-$2,240. ____ 250 13 69 42 27 60.9 39.1
$2,250-$2,499________________.__ 320 24 63 36 27 57.1 42,9
$2,500-$2,999. _________________. 610 25 53 31 22 58.5 41.5
$3,000-$3,499___ 470 16 62 35 27 56. 5 43.5
3,500-$3,999__ _ 370 22 72 44 28 61.1 38.9
$4,000-34,999___ 520 31 69 37 32 53.6 46. 4
$5,000-87,499.__________________ 720 22 91 53 38 58.2 41.8
$7,500-$9,999_ - 150 6 154 103 51 66.9 33.1
$10,000 and over_______________ 70 5 176 118 58 67.0 33.0
Salaried business
$1,250-81,499_ oo 370 13 34 18 16 52.9 47.1
$1,500-$1,749___ - 870 21 40 22 18 55.0 45.0
$1,750-$1,999___ - 1,230 32 36 18 18 50.0 50.0
$2,000-$2,249___ - 1,220 26 46 25 21 54.3 45.7
$2,250-$2,499. __ - 1,420 30 55 29 26 52.7 47.3
$2,500-$2,999_ 1,770 36 61 34 27 55.7 44.3
$3,000-$3,499_ 1,640 35 66 37 29 56.1 43.9
$3,500-$3,999. 1,380 31 70 38 32 5.3 45.7
4,000~$4,999_ 1,230 39 70 40 30 57.1 42.9
$5,000-$7,499 o ooeoemmnen 1,670 33 98 59 39 60.2 30.8
$7,500-$9,999_ - cecccaen 370 12 108 123 75 62.1 37.9
$10,000 and over___.....ooco.. 370 11 143 94 49 65.7 34.3
Salaried professional

$1,250-81,499_ . oo 710 19 32 17 15 53,1 46.9
$1,500-$1,749_ 970 25 35 16 19 45.7 54.3
$1,750-$1,999_ 1,050 23 40 22 18 55.0 45.0
$2,000-$2,249_ 1,370 37 42 23 19 54.8 45.2
$2,250-$2,499_ oo .. 1,310 30 50 29 21 58.0 42.0
$2,500-$2,999___________________ 1,900 42 50 28 22 56.0 4.0
$3,000-$3,499_ 1, 550 28 58 30 28 517 48.3
$3,500-$3,999._ 910 29 76 42 34 55.3 4.7
$4,000-$4,999_ 1,120 45 78 47 31 60.3 39.7
$5000-$7,499___________________ 920 21 74 4 30 59.5 40.5
$7,500-$9,999__ ... 130 7 114 77 37 67.5 32.5
$10,000 and over.___________.__ 110 10 158 94 64 59.5 40.5

No gainfully employed members
500-$749_ _ o eeoon 450 7 15 7 8 46.7 53.3
$750-$999__ __ - 300 7 10 4 [ 40.0 60.0
$1,000-$1,249_ - 500 13 17 8 9 47.1 52.9
$1,250-$1,499. - 370 8 27 14 13 51.9 48.1
$1,500-$1,749___ .. 330 8 18 10 8 55.6 44.4
$1,750-$1,999___ .. . ___._____. 130 6 33 13 20 39.4 60.6
$2,000-$2,249._ 80 4 27 11 16 40.7 59.3
$2,250-$2,499_ 80 7 39 22 17 56. 4 43.6
$2,500-$2,999_ 70 3 42 23 19 54.8 45.2
$3,000-$3,999. 160 8 46 24 22 52.2 47.8
$4,000-$4,999_________________._ 90 5 39 17 22 43.6 56. 4

See p. 171 for note on this table.
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160 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TapLe 7.—Personal care: Average money expenditure for toilet articles and prepa-
rations, and services, and percentage distribvtion of such expenditure, by occupation,
family type, and income, in 1 year, 19836-36—Continued

5 Percentage of total
: Average money expenditure
Number of families || . personal care ex-
for personal care penditure
Occupational group, family
type, and income class Iiieport- T{’-i’f‘ T oilf,t
" ng ex- articles articles
Eligible pendi- Total | Services and prep- Services and prep-
tures arations arations
(¢} (¢ @) (O} (5) ©) ()] ®)
Family type: Type T
1,850 8 $14 $7 $7 50.0 50.0
4,880 17 19 10 9 52.6 47.4
6, 190 25 22 11 1 50.0 50.0
$1,250-$1,499_ __ 7,020 41 26 14 12 53.8 46.2
$1,500-$1,749___ ... 7,210 38 37 18 19 48.6 51.4
$1,750-$1,999 7,270 45 37 21 16 56.8 43.2
$2,000-$2,249. __ - 5,450 43 42 21 21 50.0 50.0
$2,250-$2,499___ - 4,160 43 48 25 23 52.1 47.9
$2,500-$2,999___ - 4,190 42 50 28 22 56.0 4.0
$3,000-$3,499__ - o eemmamoo 2, 650 38 65 36 29 55.4 4.6
$3,500-$3,999_ 1, 4 39 79 46 33 58.2 41.8
$4,000-$4,999_ 1,230 32 67 37 30 55.2 4.8
$5,000-$7,499_ 1,010 20 84 48 36 57.1 42.9
$7,500-$9,999 ___ 160 3 136 97 39 71.3 28.7
$10,000 and ove! 120 9 114 [ 49 67.0 43.0
- 1,640 8 $14 $6 $8 42.9 57.1
- 3, 690 16 23 1 12 47.8 52.2
- 5, 420 24 26 12 14 46.2 53.8
- 5,730 36 30 14 16 46.7 53.3
................... 5,930 36 35 17 18 48.6 51.4
................... 5,700 41 33 19 14 57.6 42. 4
- 4, 650 40 37 20 17 54.1 45.9
$2,250-$2,499. - 3,710 43 51 28 23 54.9 45.1
$2,500-$2,999_ - 3, 100 51 51 26 25 51.0 49.0
$3,000-$3,499 - e 1,740 37 55 30 25 54.5 45.5
1, 160 34 72 41 31 56.9 43.1
930 26 72 46 26 63.9 36.1
630 18 102 65 37 63.7 36.3
30 3 87 48 39 55.2 4.8
10 1 [} (6] (4} (¢} 89)
810 8 24 10 14 41.7 58.3
2, 420 20 18 8 10 44.4 56. 6
3,010 24 23 11 12 47.8 52,2
4,080 36 25 13 12 52.0 48.0
3,980 31 33 16 17 48.5 51.5
$1,750-$1,999___ . ______.______. 3,740 43 36 18 18 50. 0 50.0
$2,000-$2,249 _ 3, 540 34 42 22 20 52.4 47.6
$2,250-$2,499_ 2, 460 49 48 28 20 58.3 41.7
$2,500-$2,999_ 2, 400 42 50 26 24 52.0 48.0
$3,000-$3,499 - - <o ereaeaaees 1,000 32 53 29 24 64.7 45.3
810 26 61 35 26 57.4 42.6
560 31 87 51 36 58.6 41.4
570 13 77 46 31 59.7 40.3
140 10 129 77 52 59.7 40.3
130 [ 160 111 49 69. 4 30.6
840 [ 25 9 16 36.0 64.0
2, 590 14 20 9 1 45.0 55.0
3,920 18 28 14 14 50.0 50.0
4, 210 33 29 14 15 48.3 51.7
5, 320 40 35 18 17 51. 4 48.6
$1,750-$1,999_____ - 5, 760 42 39 19 20 48.7 513
$2,000-$2,249_____ - 4,770 39 47 27 20 57. 4 42.6
$2,250-$2,499_____ - 4, 380 43 46 26 20 56. 5 43.5
$2,500-$2,999 . - 5, 650 48 57 32 25 56.1 43.9
$3,000-$3,499_________ 3, 590 30 53 28 26 52.8 47.2

8ee p. 171 for note on this table.
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TasLE 7.—Personal care: Average money expenditure for toilet articles and prepa-
rations, and services, and percentage distribution of such ez(fenditure, by oceupation,
family type, and income, in 1 year, 1936-36—Continue

Average money expenditure

Percentage of total

Number of families for personal care gg;sgiléglrecare ex-
Occupationa)l group, family
type, and income class Report- Tollet Toilet
i ing ex- articles ; articles
Eligible pendi- Total | Services and prep- Services and prep-
tures arations arations
1) 2 @ “) (6) ©) 44} )
Type IV—Continued
2, 260 39 $68 $38 $30 85.9 44.1
2,290 40 82 47 35 67.3 42.7
1,230 23 90 56 35 611 38.9
320 8 202 128 76 62.3 37.7
230 6 151 102 49 67.6 32.4
Type V

$500-8749___ ..o 320 7 28 13 15 46.4 83.6
$750~$999.__ 770 14 28 14 12 63.8 46.2
$1,000-$1,249_ 1, 250 17 29 14 15 48.3 5L7
$1,250-$1,409_ 1,940 32 30 18 15 50.0 50.0
$1,500-$1,749__ ... ... 2, 200 26 36 19 17 62.8 47.2
$1,750-$1,999 2, 450 36 38 18 20 47.4 52.6
$2,000-$2,249 2, 500 46 39 20 19 51.3 48.7
$2,250-$2,499_ 1,790 35 56 30 26 53.6 46.4
$2,500-$2,999 2,410 34 57 31 26 54.4 45.8
$3,000-$3,499 1,710 39 62 33 29 53.2 46.8
$3,500-$3,999 - -ooeomeeen 1,070 30 7 40 31 56.3 43.7
890 29 94 56 38 59 6 40.4
440 14 102 63 39 61.8 38.2
80 6 131 77 54 58.7 41.3

90 2 )] ® (4)] (63} (4}

Type VI
$500-8749_ _ - oo 390 9 18 9 9 50.0 50.0
$750-$909 _ - 920 18 17 8 9 47.1 52.9
$1,000-$1,24 - 1,790 19 22 11 11 50.0 50.0
$1,250-$1,499 - 1, 540 34 28 14 14 50.0 50.0
$1,500-$1,749_. - 1,840 28 36 18 18 50.0 50.0
1,990 32 31 15 16 48.4 51.8
1, 540 31 46 23 23 50.0 50.0
960 31 50 28 22 56.0 4.0
1, 000 41 53 28 25 52.8 47.2
480 24 61 32 29 52.5 47.5
$3,500~$3,999_ . _ooo. 200 19 65 38 27 58.5 41.5
$4,000-$4,999__ - 360 21 66 38 28 57.6 42. 4
$5,000-$7,499 __ - 190 6 69 42 27 60.9 39.1
$7, ,009__ - 30 3 101 52 49 515 48.5
$10,000 and over_____._________ 70 3 136 62 74 45.6 54.4
Type VII

$500-$749_ _ oo 90 4 2 5 17 22.7 71.3
$750-$099_ _ ... 210 11 20 7 13 35.0 85.0
$1,000-$1,249_ ... 460 12 34 18 16 52.9 47.1
$1,250-$1,499__ ... 630 27 26 11 15 42.3 57.7
$1,500-$1,749__ ... 850 18 28 14 14 50.0 50.0
$1,750-$1,999 .. 680 25 40 17 23 42.5 57.5
$2,000-$2,249___ ___ .. __..._..___ 660 23 39 19 20 48.7 513
$2,250~$2,499___ .. _______ 500 25 65 31 34 47.7 52.3
$2,500-$2,999__ . . ... 950 37 64 33 31 51.6 48.4
$3.000-$3,400_ - - TT.TC 560 2 70 29 31 55.7 4.3
$3,500-$3,999_ . ______ .. _. 370 19 66 37 29 56.1 43.9
$4,000-$4,999____ ... 440 18 98 52 46 53.1 46.9
$5,000-87,499_________.____.____ 150 8 141 74 87 52.5 47.5
$7,500-$9.999___________________ 50 4 160 90 70 56.2 43.8

$10,000 and over__.._._.__._.__ 20 2 (63 (¢4} (¢} €2 (6)]

See p. 171 for note on this table.
tAverage and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TaBLE 8.—Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families owning
and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for
operation and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born}

Number of families

Percentage of all

Average money expenditure

families of all families for—
Occupatior(lial group, flamily R ;
type, and income class eport- Owning | Purchas-| Opera-
Eligible mgng’i(: auto- |ing auto- | tion and Ot.p(:;z?- lerc‘ga;se
Hores || mobiles | mobiles | purchase| *° el
1) 2) 3) @ ()] (6) (6] 8)
All families
5, 940 50 15 3 $5 $4 $1
15, 480 110 12 1 8 7 1
22,040 139 30 7 35 27 9
25, 150 238 28 5 37 28 8
27,330 217 42 7 65 40 25
$1,750-$1,999_ oo 27, 590 264 52 12 97 61 36
$2,000-$2,249. _. - 23,110 256 66 14 132 91 41
$2,250-$2,499_ . | 17,90 269 51 1 17 71 46
$2,500-$2,999_._ - 19, 700 295 70 18 17 114 57
$3,000-$3,499_____ ... 11,730 226 62 19 194 113 81
$3,500-$3,999 ..o 7,440 206 77 16 233 160 73
,000-$4, 6,700 197 79 25 323 203 120
$5,000-$7,499. 4,220 102 89 32 443 243 200
$7,500-$9,999. ____ 810 37 100 39 641 382 259
$10,000 and over.._ 670 29 92 41 734 438 296
Occupational group: Wage
earner
$500-$749 . e 5,040 50 15 3 5 4 1
$750-$999________ .| 11,820 58 10 |ocooo. 7 (A
$1,000-$1,249__. 15,380 75 30 8 32 26 6
$1,250-$1,490___ 91 26 5 39 26 13
$1,500-$1,749 68 38 8 65 36 29
$1,750-$1,999 82 54 13 96 62 34
$2,000-$2,249 68 63 14 123 85 38
$2,250-$2,499 75 52 1n 128 71 57
2,500-$2,909_ _. 72 82 22 234 146 88
,000-$3,499 55 52 12 163 103 80
$3,500-$3,999 44 79 23 240 140 100
$4,000-34,999 18 84 22 363 226 137
Clerical
______________________ 3, 660 52 20 3 13 9 4
- 6, 660 64 28 4 43 29 14
- 7,230 75 2 3 32 30 2
- 9, 200 69 46 7 66 43 23
___________________ 9, 830 7 51 10 87 57 30
___________________ 9, 360 77 73 13 137 107 30
- 6, 720 81 45 9 95 65 30
- 7,040 79 59 13 113 85 28
- 3,920 65 59 19 168 95 73
- 2. 640 53 74 18 240 153 87
1,970 26 72 19 281 193 88
Independent business
$1,250-$1,400__________________. 1,680 29 47 15 37 33 4
$1,500-$1,749_ - 1, 610 24 53 8 95 61 34
$1,760-$1,999_._ - 1,790 40 54 10 114 71 43
$2,000-$2,249___ - 1,410 35 67 21 133 68 656
$2,250-$2,499_ ______.________.._ 1,350 29 53 7 106 72 34
$2,500-$2,999. . ... 1, 750 41 59 17 148 106 42
$3,000-$3,499___ - 1,150 27 72 14 178 118 60
$3,500-$3,999_ - 770 27 73 16 268 180 88
$4,000-$4,999.. . 860 38 79 38 339 182 157
$5,000-$7,499_ - 910 26 92 45 396 240 156
$7,500-$9,999___ 160 12 100 46 552 281 271
$10,000 and ove . 120 3 100 38 716 522 194

8ee p. 171 for notes on this table.
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TaBLE 8.—Automoblle operation and purchase: Percentage of families owning
and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for
operation and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year,

1936-36—Continued

Number of families

Percentage of all

Average money expenditure

families of all families for—
ch:upatio%al. group, t;a.mily R R
ype, and income class Report- || uning | Purchas-| Opera-
Eligible mgn?lli{-. auto- |ing auto- tiogeand QP‘*“}' Pnrcha’se
. Iﬁlres mobiles | mobiles | purchase| YO0 (net)
[6)] @ ) [¢)] (8) 6) (] ®
Independent professional
$1,250-81,499 140 11 49 oo $49 $49 | __
$1,500~81,749 230 10 42 18 43 33 $10
$1,750-$1,999 320 16 52 12 92 62 30
$2,000-$2,249 250 13 61 27 198 88 110
$2,250-$2,499 320 24 58 10 95 62 33
$2,500-$2,999 610 25 82 36 219 128 91
$3,000-$3,490 470 16 39 20 140 91 49
$3,500-$3,999. 370 22 76 7 169 134 35
$4,000~$4,999 520 31 86 25 263 180 83
$5,000-37,499 720 22 78 27 444 182 262
$7,500-$9,999_ .. oo 150 6 100 7 389 386 3
$10,000 and over 70 5 100 57 971 459 512
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499___ 370 13 b 3 P 21 2 e
$1,500-$1,749__. 870 21 42 6 58 45 13
$1,750-$1,999_____ 1, 230 32 54 15 142 85 57
$2,000-$2,249___ 1,220 26 37 16 182 53 129
$2,250-$2,499_ . _.ocmceoeooao 1,420 30 62 11 166 91 75
$2,500-$2,999_ . oo 1,770 36 70 12 150 104 46
$3,000-$3,499___ - 1,640 35 67 16 190 120 70
$3,500-$3,999___ - 1,380 31 77 11 176 136 39
,000-$4,999___ - 1, 230 39 83 25 367 216 151
$5,000-$7,409____ ... 1,670 33 89 25 465 258 207
$7,600-$9,909_ . __e.o_ 370 12 100 57 846 446 400
$10,000 and over_._ .. ___....__.. 370 11 90 45 811 472 339
Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,499______.__.___..__. 710 19 39 7 43 38 5
$1,500-$1,749___ 970 25 31 2 29 27 2
1, 050 23 40 19 123 42 81
1,370 37 56 4 88 79 9
1,310 30 57 20 137 84 53
1, 900 42 71 20 187 118 69
1, 550 28 85 39 352 175 177
910 29 82 i1 283 238 45
1,120 45 80 27 327 115 212
920 21 95 37 447 267 180
$7,500-$9,999_ __ __meeeae 130 7 100 15 462 323 139
$10,000 and over.._....._._.._. 110 10 82 20 338 214 124
No gainfully employed members

$500-$749 450 7 -

$750-8: 300 7 29 occeicmea- 17

500 13 18 |oeeeaoo 4

370 8 25 12 107

330 8 38 12 100

130 8 14

80 4 45

80 7 36

70 3 166

160 8 273

90 5 343
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLE 8.—Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families owning
and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for
operation and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year,
1935-36—Continued

Percentage of all Average money expenditure
Number of familles families of all families for—
chupatio%a! group, flamily R .
Ype, and Income ciass ~eDOI% || wning | Purchas-| Opera-
Eligible | T8 &t auto- |ing auto- | tion and (zi%';]“}' ngga’se
B es || mobiles [ mobiles | purchase
® (2) ) 4 (5) (6) W) ®
Family type: Type 1
$500-$749__ . ... 1,850 8 12 |ceeaee $7 $7 |
$750-$999__ 4, 880 17 F: 2 P 1 ) A PR
$1,000~$1,249 6, 180 25 24 2 37 24 $13
$1,250-$1,499 7,020 41 36 6 49 46 3
$1,500-81,749_ . ...l 7,210 38 37 13 84 32 52
$1,750-$1,999 7,270 45 44 12 116 60 56
$2,000-$2,249. 5, 450 43 82 20 192 125 67
$2,250~-$2,499 4,160 43 65 14 173 94 79
$2,500-$2,999 4,190 42 70 21 223 143 80
$3,000-$3,499 2, 650 38 64 20 225 133 92
$3,500-$3,999__________.__._..._ 1,480 39 78 6 264 242 22
$4,000~$4,999 - 1, 230 32 76 34 397 198 199
$5,000-$7,499 - 1,010 20 80 21 409 221 188
$7,500-$9,999_ _ - 160 3 100 38 817 517 300
$10,000 and over....______.___._ 120 9 100 35 665 354 311
Type 1T
1,640 8 31 12 5 3 2
3,690 16 _tf- .
5, 420 24 32 9 36 31 5
5,730 36 13 . 12 12 [cccccccnas
5,930 36 34 5 37 30 7
5, 700 41 63 14 115 90 25
4, 650 40 64 16 168 114 54
3,710 43 54 14 134 74 60
3,100 51 63 14 153 111 42
$3,000-$3,499 1, 740 37 80 18 209 147 62
$3,500-$3,999_ .. 1, 160 34 87 16 216 162 54
$4,000~$4,999 - 930 26 76 37 354 197 157
$5,000-$7,499 - 630 18 97 64 792 273 519
$7,500-$9,999_. - 30 3 100 67 1,098 325 773
$10,000andover.._____________ 10 1 ) )] 1)) ()] (4]
Type 11T
810 0 | PR .
2,420 20 M4 |- 3 k35 N,
3,010 24 14 6 13 7 6
4,080 35 32 12 69 31 38
3,980 31 47 4 47 43 4
3, 740 43 84 20 135 66 69
3, 540 34 59 12 118 74 44
2, 460 49 56 17 140 90 50
2, 400 42 75 27 247 145 102
1,000 32 80 27 238 130 108
810 26 77 12 223 151 72
$4,000-34,999. 560 31 95 19 382 283 99
$5,000-$7,499_ 570 13 94 23 353 231 122
$7,500-39,999_ _ 140 10 100 45 601 325 276
$10,000and OVer- ..o 130 6 73 50 870 279 391
Type IV
840 6 17 [ 7 4 PO
2, 590 14 31 4 28 20 6
3,920 18 86 18 78 62 18
4,210 33 31 5 36 28 8
5,320 40 50 90 58 32

B8ee p. 171 for notes on this table.
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families owning

and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for
operation and purchase, by occupation, family type, and tncome, in 1 year,

1935-36—Continued

o Percentage of all Average money expenditure
Number of families families of all families for—
Octcupatiolha! group, f]amily R R
ype, and income class Report- || gwning | Purchas-| Opera-
Eligible | & €% auto- | ing auto- | tion and (t)i%‘g?- P?ggga’se
Bes || mobiles | mobiles | purchase
[¢)) (2) 3 4 (5) (6) (@) ®)
Type IV—Continued
$1,750-$1,899_ 5, 760 42 52 7 $67 $48 $19
$2,000-$2,249_ 4,770 39 70 9 99 74 25
$2,250-$2,499___ 4,380 43 34 6 63 44 19
$2,500-$2,999_.__.___.__ 5, 650 48 76 18 149 108 41
$3,000-$3,499___ 3, 590 30 54 22 217 102 115
$3,500-$3,999_ __ 2, 260 39 73 29 273 135 138
,000-$4,999_________ 2,290 40 76 14 283 218 65
$5,000-$7,499_________ 1,230 23 94 30 349 230 119
$7,500-$9,999_ . ____._ 320 8 100 22 464 368 96
10,000 and over..._.__.__.._._. 230 6 96 24 687 572 115
Type V
500-8749._ . _____ 320 7
750-$999. _____ 770 14
1,000-$1,249.. 1, 250 17
1,250-$1,499_ 1,940 32
1,500-31,749_ 2,200 2
1,750-$1,999 2,450 38
2,000-$2,249 2, 500 46
4 1,790 35
2,410 34
1,710 39
1, 070 30
890 29
440 14
80 6
_______________ 90 2
Type VI
$500-$749__ ... 390 9
$750-$999___ . __ - 920 18
$1,000-$1,249___ - 1,790 19
$1,250-31,499. __ - 1, 540 34
$1,500-$1,749_._ - 1, 840 28
$1,750-$1,999___ - 1,990 32
$2,000-$2,249___ - 1, 540 31
$2,250-$2,4909_____ - 960 31
$2,500-$2,999____. - 1, 000 41
$3,000-$3,499________. ___.___.__ 480 24
$3,500-$3,999 ... __..__.__ 290 19
,000-$4,999___ - 360 21
$5,000-87,499___ - 190 6
$7,500-$9,999_____ - 30 3
$10,000 and over-_..__....._.__ 70 3
Type VII
$500-$749__ . ___ 90 4
$750-$099__ __ - 210 11
$1,000-$1,249_ - 460 12
$1,250-$1,499___ - 630 27 7
$1,500-81,740_ T . 850 18 2
$1,750-$1,999___________________ 680 25 8
$2,000-$2,249 - 660 23 37 10 50 "38 12
$2,250-$2,499. __ - 500 25 26 9 25 20 5
$2,500-$2,999. - 950 37 85 11 78 69 9
$3,000-$3,499 - 560 26 51 12 70 57 13
$3,500-$3,999_ - 370 19 71 12 176 121 56
$4,000-84,999.. - _ - 440 18 89 34 263 163 100
$5,000-$7,499___ - 150 8 93 30 425 277 148
$7,500-$9,999___ - 50 4 100 100 1,211 519 692
$10,000 and over_.__ - 20 2 M M )] 0] O]

See p. 171 for notes on this table.

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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166 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TABLE 9.

by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

[White nonrelief families, including husband and wife, both native born}

Recreation: Average money expenditure for recreation of specified types,

Number of families Average money expenditure for recreation
Occupational group, family . Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class Ii‘: pg;ii ment g)l'
Eligible pe,gn ae || Total games Other !
. an
tures Movies { Other! sports
[¢V] 2) 3) “) (8) ©) @ ®)
All families
5, 940 50 $12 $7 ®) *) $5
15, 480 110 14 8 $1 $1 4
22,040 139 21 1 o 2 8
25, 150 238 30 13 2 3 12
27,330 217 35 16 3 3 13
$1,750-$1,899_ . ... _.._ 27, 590 264 47 20 3 [i] 18
$2,000-$2,249. 23,110 256 56 21 4 7 24
$2,250-$2,499. 17, 960 269 69 25 4 5 35
19, 700 295 81 28 6 9 38
11,730 226 109 36 9 17 47
___________________ 7, 440 206 103 34 13 14 42
6, 700 197 140 41 18 22 59
4,220 102 216 46 23 29 118
810 37 360 69 41 86 164
- 670 29 419 40, 44 82 253
______________________ 5, 940 50 12 7 ™ ™ 5
11, 820 58 14 8 1 1 4
15, 380 75 18 10 (641 1 7
15,020 91 29 12 2 4 1
14, 450 68 34 16 3 2 13
$1,750-81,999 ________._.____.____ 13,370 82 51 24 3 5 19
$2,000-$2,249._ _ - 9, 500 68 56 21 4 8 22
$2,250-$2,499___ - 8, 840 75 67 23 2 3 39
$2,500-$2,999___ - 8, 630 72 72 32 4 7 29
X 499 . 3, 000 56 103 37 4 16 46
$3,500-$3,909.__________ ... 1,370 44 85 37 6 11 31
$4,000-$4,909________ .. ________ 1, 000 18 175 54 19 37 65
Clerical
$750-$999_ . ______________.______ 3, 660 52 12 7 1 ™ 4
$1,000-$1,249 6, 660 64 28 13 1 2 12
$1,250-$1,499 7,230 75 31 16 2 2 12
$1,500~81,749 9, 200 69 33 15 2 2 14
$1,750-$1,999 9, 830 71 43 16 1 7 19
$2,000-$2,249_ . __________ ... 9, 360 77 51 21 3 5 22
$2,250-$2,499 - 6,720 81 70 27 5 4 34
$2,500-$2,999 - 7,040 79 86 28 7 10 41
$3,000-$3, - 3,920 65 109 36 8 11 54
$3,500-$3, - 2, 640 53 98 36 14 13 35
$4,000-$4,999___ .. ________ 1,970 26 120 43 19 12 48
Independent business

$1,250-$1,499_ ... 1,680 29 39 14 2 2 21
$1,500-81,749_______ 1,610 24 30 19 2 2 7
$1,750~$1,999___ 1,790 40 45 21 4 [} 14
$2,000-$2,249_ 1,410 35 80 25 9 13 33
$2,250-$2,499. 1,350 29 52 22 4 7 19
$2,500-$2,999___ - 1,750 41 73 27 6 7 33
$3,000-$3,499___ - 1, 150 27 110 36 11 33 30
N ,900_ . - 770 27 118 34 14 20 50
$4,000-$4,999. . _____ - 860 38 101 35 12 21 33
$5,000-$7,409___ . _______________ 910 26 244 51 21 42 130
$7,500-$9,999_ . ... ... 160 12 171 51 10 28 90
$10,000 and over - 120 3 536 21 12 16 487

See p. 171 for note on this table.
*Average amounts of léss than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown,
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TasLE 9.—Recreation: Average money expenditure for recreation of specified types,
by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 19356-36—Continued

Number of families Average money expenditure for recreation
Occupational group, family _ Paid admissions Equi
type, and income class }}:pg;t_ ment gr
Eligible pegndi- Total gam&as Other !
an
tures Movies | Othert sports
[¢)) @ ®) (€] ) )] &) ®)
Independent professional
140 11 $28 $13 $1 $2 $12
230 10 65 16 2 8 39
320 16 35 19 1 2 13
250 13 70 18 4 20 26
320 24 71 27 6 12 26
$2,500-$2,999___ 610 25 90 26 9 8 49
$3,000-$3,499_ 470 16 150 43 28 34 45
$3 500-$3,999_ 370 22 82 29 13 9 31
000—$4 999___ 520 31 200 34 33 13 120
$5,000- $7 499 .. 720 22 191 41 22 19 109
$7,500-$9,999___ . ___._________. 150 6 213 35 29 83
$10,000 and over 70 5 720 41 84 89 506
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499_ .. ... 370 13 39 16 3 1 19
$1,500-$1,749.__ - 870 21 44 19 6 9 10
1,230 32 39 16 2 5 16
1,220 26 57 26 [ 7 18
1, 420 30 87 31 [ 12 38
1,770 36 112 28 8 15 61
1, 640 35 126 44 14 16 52
1,380 31 132 34 15 14 69
1, 230 39 168 40 12 40 76
1,670 33 236 52 29 27 128
$7,500-$9,999___________________ 370 12 500 74 51 157 218
$10,000 and over. .. 370 1 364 47 44 118 155
Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,499________._.______.__ 710 19 30 15 4 3 8
,500-81,7: 970 25 62 18 4 3 37
$1,750-$1,999_ 1,050 23 48 20 5 2 21
$2,000-$2,249_ 1,370 37 61 19 4 5 33
$2 250-$2,499__________________. 1, 310 30 70 25 4 5 36
$2,500-$2,999_ ___.__.__________. 1, 900 42 71 23 5 8 35
$3,000-$3,499 1, 550 28 92 26 7 16 43
$3,500-$3,999. 910 29 101 31 14 21 35
$4,000-$4,999_ - 1,120 45 115 37 16 13 49
$5,000-$7,499__________________. 920 21 171 32 15 25 99
$7,500-$9,999___________________ 130 7 365 79 57 27 202
$10,000 and over. ....__._._.._. 110 10 284 38 51 26 169
No gainfully employed members
450 7 1 1 )
300 7 9 4 5
500 13 7 3 4
370 8 15 6 7
330 8 1 5 6
$1,750-$1,999_ _________________. 130 [ 27 23 4
$2,000-$2,249_ 80 4 32 12 14
$2,250-$2,499_ 80 7 49 11 21
$2,500-$2,999_ 70 3 69 16 46
$3,000-$3,099_ 160 8 64 24 25
$4,000-$4,999__________._____._. 90 5 80 8 71

See p. 171 for note on this table.

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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168 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLE 9.—Recreation: Average money expenditure for recreation of specified types,
by occupation, family type, and tncome, tn 1 year, 1935—36—Continued

Number of families

A verage money expenditure for recreation

Occupationsl group, family Report- Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class i p‘;x. ment for
Eligible | "8 || Total games | Other !
1 an
tures Movies | Other sports
[¢)) @ @) @ (5} ®) ) ®)
Family type: Type I
$500-$749_ . _______________... 1,850 8 $8 $6 (6 TN R $2
$7650-$999 . - 4, 880 17 12 7 $2 $1 2
$1,000-$1,249_ 6, 190 25 21 12 1 1 7
$1,250-$1,499_ 7,020 41 37 15 4 5 13
$1,500-$1,749_____ 7,210 38 46 21 6 3 16
$1,750-$1,999_ __________________ 7,270 45 42 22 3 6 11
$2,000~$2,249_____ 5, 450 43 55 18 8 10 19
$2,250-$2,499_____ 4,160 43 85 28 8 [} 23
$2,500-$2,999___ 4,190 42 80 24 6 8 42
$3,000-$3,499_______________..__ 2, 650 38 13 33 16 31 33
1,480 39 117 33 22 22 40
1,230 32 164 28 26 34 76
1,010 20 186 48 32 31 75
160 3 294 36 18 111 129
120 9 324 28 44 57 195
1, 640 8 12 5 (@] 7
3, 690 16 17 10 1 ™ 8
K ) - 5, 420 24 24 13 1 1 9
$1,250-$1,499___ - 5,730 36 29 12 2 3 12
$1,600-$1,749__ e 5,930 36 38 15 3 3 17
$1,750-$1,099_________._____._.. 5,700 41 41 18 3 7 13
$2,000-$2,249.___ - 4, 650 40 60 22 4 6 28
$2,250-$2,499_ __ - 3,710 43 80 19 4 5 52
$2,500-$2,999___ - 3,100 51 75 20 10 12 33
$3,000-$3,499__________._________ 1,740 37 114 32 8 17 57
1,160 34 117 32 12 19 54
930 26 141 33 16 16 76
630 18 204 29 14 34 127
30 3 220 43 [ 26 145
10 1 (¢} Q) (¢} ) o
810 8 14 8 1 1 4
2,420 20 15 7 (@] 1 7
3,010 24 19 7 1 3 8
$1,250-$1,499___ 4, 0f 35 34 10 1 5 18
$1,600-$1,749___________________ 31 33 17 2 2 12
$1,750-$1,999_ . . eeeaan 43 66 21 2 7 36
$2,000-$2,249_ 34 61 20 2 7 32
$2,250-$2,499_ 49 92 24 4 10 54
$2,500-$2,999_ 42 97 18 5 15 59
$3,000-$3,499. 32 89 31 7 14 37
$3,600-$3,999_ 26 114 30 1 16 57
$4,000-$4,999_ 31 136 41 18 14 63
$5,000-$7,499_ 13 323 34 25 33 231
$7,500-$9,999___ 10 346 59 23 117 147
$10,000 and ove 6 513 31 61 51 370
Type IV
$500-$749. - e ] 19 11 2 1 5
$760-$999_. . _ 14 8 [ R ™ 1
$1,000-$1,249_ 18 19 8 1 1 9
$1,250-$1,499._ 33 24 15 ® ® 9
$1, $1,749_ e 40 17 10 1 1 5
$1,750-$1,995______ . _______._. 42 53 20 4 5 24
$2,000-$2,249_ 39 55 24 3 8 20
$2,250-$2,499. 43 62 26 1 ™ 35
$2,500-$2,999_ 48 74 34 b 8 27
$3,000-$3,499 30 110 37 7 10 56

See p. 171 for note on this table,
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TasLE 9.—Recreatlon: Average money expenditure for recreation of specified types,
by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1986—-36—Continued

Number of families

Average money expenditure for recreation

Occupational group, family Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class %?pg;t_' me%t g)r
Eligible pgldi- Total games | Other!
i and
tures Movies | Other! sports
1) ) (3) O] ®) (6) @) ®)
Type IV—Continued
39 $80 $34 $10 $31
40 138 51 16 26 45
23 190 44 24 19 103
8 441 96 62 86 198
[ 364 43 22 61 238
Type V

320 7 15 1 oo (4] 4
770 14 18 8 2 3 5
1, 250 17 15 12 . ()] 3
1, 940 32 27 16 1 1 9
2, 200 26 34 15 3 7 9
2, 450 36 45 26 1 6 13
2, 500 46 39 21 2 3 13
1,790 35 47 25 2 3 17
$2,500-$2,9990 2,410 34 95 45 4 6 40
$3,000-$3,499 1,710 39 120 43 5 13 59
1,070 30 114 44 14 13 43
890 29 102 38 17 15 32
440 14 184 48 18 23 95
80 (] 281 52 75 24 130

20 2 [¢0] &) [G) €] [¢)]
390 9 7 4. g') 3
920 18 16 8 E’) *) 8
1, 790 19 21 9 *) 4 8
1,540 34 20 7 * 2 1
1,840 28 42 14 3 3 22
$1,750-$1,099__________.________ 1,990 32 40 16 2 3 19
,000-$2,249._ . . - 1, 540 31 66 25 1 4 36
$2,250-$2,499___ - 960 31 58 26 4 4 24
$2,500-$2,999.. . _ - 1,000 41 71 22 6 10 33
$3,000-$3,499_ . _____________.__ 480 24 94 31 ] 16 41
$3,500-$3,999_ _______.__________ 290 19 108 30 16 14 49
$4,000-$4,999. __ - 360 21 148 33 8 18 89
$5,000-$7,499_ - 190 [ 199 41 -9 24 125
$7,600-$9,999___ - 30 3 243 47 4 33 159
$10,000 and over. - 70 3 272 27 23 16 206

Type VII

90 4 10 [ 3 PN EOON 5
210 n 23 9 1 1 12
460 12 18 12 fomoemeee o *) 6
630 27 26 17 (&) (] 9
850 18 30 16 1 3 10
$1,750-$1,999_ ... 680 25 35 19 (& 1 15
$2,000-$2,249_ 660 23 45 24 3 1 17
$2,250-$2,499_ 500 25 81 36 1 4 20
950 37 84 38 7 6 33
560 26 90 47 ] 8 29
370 19 91 41 11 10 29
440 18 150 60 13 13 64
150 8 385 150 22 74 139
50 4 369 94 20 77 178

20 2 [¢)] (6] [¢)] (¢ [¢))

See p. 171 for note on this table.

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown,
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than three cases.
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Footnotes for Tables in Expenditure Tabular Summary

TABLE 1

t See glossary, appendix B, for eligibility requirements.

? Money income is equal to the sum of money expenditure (column 7) plus net surplus or deficit (column
8) plus net balancing difference (column 9).

3 Nonmoney income from housing includes imputed income from owned family or vacation homes plus
rent received as pay or gift (average amounts based on all families, whether or not they reported such non-
money incoms).

4 Includes purchases on cash or credit basis. Does not include money disbursements resulting in an in-
crease in family assets or a decrease in liabilities. (Examples of disbursements not treated as expenditures
will be found in the glossary, appendix B.)

8 See glossary, appendix B, for definitions of surplus and deficit. .

¢ Represents the average net difference between reported money receipts and reported money disburse-
ments. See glossary, appendix B. A maximum balancing difference within 5.5 percent was allowable on
each schedule.

TABLE 1-A

1 A surplus represents an increase in assets or a decrease in liabilities, or both; a deficit represents a decrease
in assets or an increase in liabilities, or both.

? Some families reported neither surplus nor deficit for the year, therefore the sum of columns 5 and 6 does
not always equal 100 percent.
. 3 Since the average amounts in these two columns are based on the number of families reporting surplus
or deficit, respectively, they do not add to the average net surplus or deficit shown in column 4 for all families.

TABLE 2

1 The averages in this table include money expenditures for goods and services purchased on either cash or
credit basis. They do not include value of goods and services received without money expense. Averages
are based on all families, whether or not they reported expenditures for the specified categories.

* Housing expenditures include the money expense of home owners and rent contracted for by renting
families for family home and other housing. The value of fuel, light, and refrigeration is included when
furnished by the landlord and included in the rental rate.

3 Includes all expenditures for operation and maintenance (see table 8), and the net purchase price (gross
grice less trade-in allowance) of automobiles bought during the schedule year. The proportion of automo-

ile expense chargeable to business has been deducted. See glossary, appendix B.

¢ Includes paid admissions, equipment and supplies for games, sports, and other recreation, club dues, and
the like. Does not include expense for transportation, food, or lodging while traveling on vacation.

5 Taxes include only poll, income, and personal property taxes. All other taxes, such as those on real
estate, amusements and retail sales taxes, are included as a part of the expenditure for these items. Gifts
do not include gifts from one member of the economic family to another.

TABLE 3

1 Includes expenditures for board at school, which amounted to less than 5 percent ofaverage food expense
for all families. Among families in the business and professional categories, it amounted at most to an aver-
age of $225 at the income level, $10,000 and over. For any group of 3 or more families of types IV and V, it
amounted at most to an average of $117 at the income level, $10,000 and over.

2 See glossary, appendix B, for method of deriving this figure.

TABLE 4

! Includes housing expenditure for both owners and renters. Average amounts for renting families are
based on rental rate contracted for. Value of fuel, light, and refrigeration is included when furnished by the
landlord and included in the rental rate. See table 4-A for percentage of families for whom these facilities
were included as part of the rental rate. . .

2 See table 4-A for separation of expense for owning and renting families. .

3 Includes net money expenditure for owned or rented vacation homes, lodging while traveling or on
vacation, and room at school.

4 See glossary, appendix B, for method of deriving this figure. Includes nonmoney income from owned
va&:ation homes, which amounted at most to an average of $27 for all families, at the income level, $10,000
and over.

§ Percentages based on the average value of all housing (column 6).

TABLE 4-A

t These two percentages do not always add to 100, since families that both owned and rented during the
year, or received rent as gift or pay, are not included in columns 4 through 7.
4 Percentages based on renting families reporting these facilities included in rent at the end of the schedule

year.
TABLE 5

1 Excludes value of fuel, light, and refrigeration furnished by the landlord and included in the rental rate.
Fuel received without money expense is not included in this average, but amounted tolessthan 5 percent of
money expense for fuel, light, and refrigeration for all families.

2 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
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TABLE 6

1 Value of clothing gifts from one family member to another are included in the average expenditure for
theln:jelgber receiving such gifts. Gifts of clothing to or from individuals outside the economic family are
excluded.

2 For families of type I, averages and percentages shown in columns 7 and 10 are for individuals who were
members of the economic family less than 27 weeks and were therefore not considered equivalent members
in determining family type. See glossary, appendix B, for method of classifying families by types.

TABLE 7
1 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
TABLE 8
! To obtain the average expense of operation for families owning automobiles, divide the average shown in
this column by the corresponding figure in column 4 and multiply by 100.
2 To obtain the average net purchase price (gross price less trade-in allowance) for families purchasing

?.uil:ontn)obi})%s, divide the average shown in this column by the corresponding figure in column 5 and mul-
iply by 100.
TABLE 9

1 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
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Supplemental Tables

TaBLE A.—Net surplus or deficit: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounts reported, by family type and income for each occupa-
tional group, in 1 year, 1936—-361

[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born])

5 Percentage of fami- | Average amount for
Number of families Average | leshaving?— | families having i—

~ ~ t sur- g

Occupational group, family ne

type, and income class = ' Re- %leuﬁs c?tr
Eligible g;‘%?j;’fﬁ_ (=) | Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
[¢}] 2) 3) €Y} ) () (G 8)
Wage earner: Family type I
$500-$749_ . __ . _________.. 1,850 8 —$79 50 38 $95 $337
$750~-$999_ _ - 3,490 8 —69 50 50 3 170
$1,000~$1,249. - 4,010 11 33 64 18 89 130
$1,260-81,: 499 3,970 11 —78 46 54 66 198
$1, 500—$l 49 . 3, 560 11 22 64 27 75 95
$1,750-$1,999 3,240 12 113 83 17 180 222
$2,000-$2,240 1, 960 7 109 100 | ... 109 (... __.
$2,250-$2,499 1,480 10 203 90 10 310 768
$2,500-$2,999 1, 200 11 166 91 9 284 1,016
$3,000-$3,499 500 8 286 75 25 863 1,417
$3,600~-$3,999__ .. ... 160 11 661 100 | ..o___ 661 ..o _____
$4 000-$4,999 . ____________.____ 110 3 548 67 33 934 225
Family type II
______________________ 1,640 8 —95 12 78 31 132
- 2, 810 7 —54 57 43 44 186
- 3,640 11 —21 64 36 45 138
- 3,410 16 34 75 25 48 68
$1 500—$l 749 - 2, 860 11 —15 82 18 79 441
$1,750-$1,999 2,440 11 160 91 9 184 77
$2,000-$2,249 1,660 10 206 100 ;. o.______ 206 ...
$2,250-$2,499 1,210 13 89 62 38 196 135
$2,500-$2,999 830 9 214 78 22 335 209
$3,000-$3,499 190 8 505 88 12 592 111
$3,500-$3,999.___________..____ 90 [ 577 83 17 700 39
$4,000-$4,999_________________.. 50 1 899 100 899 |__________
Family type III

$500-$749___ . ________________ 810 8 —283 12 88 26 327
$750-$999_ _ 1, 890 10 —908 30 70 25 152
$1,000-$1,249. - 2,400 13 —13 62 38 48 111
R 1, - 2, 510 10 —55 70 30 104 424
$1,500-$1,749. __________________ 2,110 10 19 60 30 87 108
$1,750-81,909. __________________ 1,850 12 19 75 25 131 318
$2,000-$2,249 - 1, 430 11 47 73 27 203 368
$2,250-$2,499._ _ - 840 14 98 64 29 235 188
$2, 500-$2 999__ - 710 10 —48 50 50 380 475
$3,000—$3, 00 - 170 6 316 83 17 426 234
$3,500-$3,999____ .- 90 3 877 100 677 | eeees
$4,000-84,999_ _________________. 50 3 745 100 746 |
840 [] —474 100 |oeee . 474
$750-$999_ 1, 960 8 ~155 38 62 64 287
$1,000-$1,249 2, 850 11 —121 27 73 38 181
$1,250-$1,499 2, 140 11 —86 54 46 61 261
$1, 500—$1 749 2, 990 11 —56 54 36 302

See p. 204 for notes on this table
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TasLe A.—Net surplus or deficit: Percentage of families having a surplus or

defictt, and average amounts reported

ttonal group, in 1 year, 1936—-36 1—(ﬁontmued

by family type and income for each occupa-

Percentage of fami- | Average amount for
Number of farmilies || | = age| lieshavingi— [ ‘families having :—
. s t sur-
Occupational group, family ne
type, and income class th- %le“g c(i):
Eligible | PO || (0 | Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Defieit
tures
[6)) ) ) [O) ®) ) Y] ®
Family type IV-—Continued

$1,750-$1,999_ ... ... 2,970 12 $59 75 25 $216 $412
$2,000-$2,249_ 2,000 9 113 78 22 206 212
$2,250-$2,499_ 1,870 11 28 64 36 176 230
$2,500-$2,999_ 2070 10 228 90 10 269 185
$3,000-$3,499__________ 1,150 10 661 100 | oo 661 |
$3,500-$3,999 o eeeo .. 620 6 896 100 | oo 896 ...
$4,000-$4,990_________________.. 430 4 616 100 616 | ...

Family type V'
$500-8749_ ... ____. 320 7 —467 . 86 | oo 545
$750-8999___ 650 8 —562 12 88 201 671
$1,000-$1,249 870 8 —103 50 50 49 258
$1,250-$1,499_ 1,480 15 42 80 13 79 159
$1,500-$1,740_________.______.__ 1,200 8 —25 50 50 132 183
$1,750-$1,999. 1,340 14 —63 57 43 119 305
$2,000-$2,249 1,170 11 78 73 27 213 279
2,250-$2,499 790 10 64 80 10 143 503
2,500-$2,899 950 8 —128 25 75 182 230
$3,000-$3,499 660 12 222 75 25 316 56
$3,500-$3,999_ . ________...____ 260 8 139 88 12 233 517
$4,000-$4,999__________________ 220 3 329 100 |oooooo.o 329 | ____.____

Family type VI
$500-$749_.__ .- 390 9 —289 1n 89 50 331
$750-$999__ _ 740 9 —171 44 56 24 327
$1,000-$1,249 1,420 11 34 54 9 72 59
$1,250-$1,499__ 1,080 14 —53 50 36 7 249
$1,500-$1,749__ 1,120 10 31 80 30 93 81
$1,750-$1, 999.__ 1,050 11 38 64 36 133 129
$2,000-$2,249__ 830 10 161 90 10 185 50
$2,250-$2,499 __ 370 7 123 86 14 173 176
$2,500-$2,999__ 330 11 369 91 9 415 99
$3,000-$3,499___________________ 60 4 300 100 | 800 | ... _.
$3,500-$3,999_____ .. ___...._ 30 3 238 67 33 386 57
$4,000-$4,999___________.___..._ 30 1 =15 |oceaao 100 | ____ 15

Family type VII
$500-$749. .. 90 4 —209 25 75 8 281
$750-$009_ _ ____ . __.____________ 180 8 —180 12 7% 23 244
$1,000-$1,249_ . __________ 390 10 —202 40 50 25 604
$1,250-$1,499___ ... 430 14 —908 36 64 70 191
$1,500-81,749________ ... 520 7 —242 57 43 84 676
$1,750-$1,999_____ . ... __.._ 480 10 29 70 30 107 153
$2,000-$2,249. __ .. _.____._.__ 360 10 —108 40 60 106 251
$2,250-$2, T 280 10 =7 60 40 188 208
$2 500—$2 999 - 540 13 178 92 8 227 408
$3, 000—$ 499 .l 270 7 257 71 29 526 416
$3,600-$3,909. ___ ... 120 7 206 71 29 320 78
$4,000-$4,999_ ... ._______. 110 3 499 100 oo 499 |-

Clerical: Family type I

$750-$999__ _ . ... 1,390 9 19 67 33 43 29
$1,000-$1,249___________________ 2,180 14 —262 36 64 48 435
$1,250-$1, 499 ................... 2, 020 11 —33 46 54 132 171
$1, 500—$1 749 Ll 2, 530 10 45 70 20 82 65
$1, 750—$1 999 . 2, 680 12 70 75 25 187 283

See p. 204 for potes on this table.
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174 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TaeLE A.—Net surplus or defieit: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounis reported, by family type and income for each occupa-
tional group, in 1 year, 1936-36 1—Continued

Percentage of fami- | Average amount for
Number of tamilies Average lies having 2— families having 3—
R t sur-
Occupational group, family nef
type, and income class Re- Iéleuﬂsc(i){
Eligible eﬁ%‘;‘,‘l’g_ (=) | Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
¢V} 2 @) @ 5) ()] ) ®
Clerical: Family type I—Con.
$2,000-$2,249 2, 250 11 $77 $205 $185
$2,250-$2,499 1, 420 12 24 720
$2, 2,999 1,440 8 411 503 300
99 820 10 594 595 |- ——..____
490 9 541 541 | ... .
360 4 812 1,117 100
880 9 —~75 22 67 53 130
1,780 13 —68 69 31 62 158
1,720 [ 46 67 | oo 68 |
2, 260 9 31 67 22 | 93 139
2,330 10 52 80 20 150 338
$2,000-$2,249__.________________ 1, 950 13 68 69 31 176 175
$2,250-$2,499 1,490 9 98 67 33 191 89
$2 999 1,170 14 362 98 oo 390 (oo
610 11 400 91 9 452 117
340 7 540 86 14 640 63
180 3 435 67 33 656 8
430 10 —103 30 60 19 182
610 11 -11 46 54 76 84
1,170 11 -8 54 36 85 120
1,270 9 —86 67 33 106 467
1,270 1 39 82 18 133 382
1, 530 10 81 80 20 141 159
1,010 14 174 71 21 283 131
840 13 -17 46 344 382
390 9 375 89 11 485 507
270 9 402 89 11 459 60
170 3 380 67 33 938 738
830 6 —283 50 50 36 601
1,270 7 —139 29 71 50 215
1, 520 12 -~32 42 58 108 131
1, 650 12 -—28 58 42 71 168
1, 950 13 83 77 15 149 206
$2,000-$2,249________________.__ 1,860 11 164 91 | ... 180 e
$2,250-$2,499_ 1,520 13 85 60 2 289 584
$2,500-$2,999_ 2,190 10 269 70 20 422 136
1,310 7 579 86 14 732 335
___________ 970 10 662 90 10 777 371
___________________ 700 5 818 100 |_eooo__C 818 |..____.___
120 ] —275 | e 100 |ooo .- 275
380 9 —129 22 78 68 186
, 1499 300 11 193 46 54 105 441
$1,500-$1,749.. 660 10 37 80 20 82 143
$1,760-$1,999_______ .. ________ 780 10 —153 70 30 87 712
$2,000-$2,249_ _____________.____ 850 10 196 100 |ooeoeoes 196 | ______
$2,250-$2,499______.______ 730 14 81 64 36 175 89
$2, , 999 880 12 216 92 306 773
$3,000-$3,499_ 530 13 334 92 | ___. 362 foeoo -
$3,600-$3,990_ 380 8 474 88 12 549 56
$4,000-$4,999__ . ____________.__ 310 4 - 50 50 626 769

See p. 204 for notes on this table.
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Net surplus or deflcit: Percentage of families having a surplus or

deficit, and average amounts reported, by family type and income for each occupa-
tional group, in 1 year, 1936-36 1—Gontinued

Percentage of fami-

Average amount for
Number of families Aveamge lies having 2— | families having *—
Occupational group, family Det sur-
type, and income class Rei- ggﬁsc?{
Eligible | POLNE | (—)" | Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
[63] 2) 3) 4) (5 ) (O] ®)
Famity type VI
180 9 —$185 22 87+ $34 $296
370 8 —84 50 50 69 238
300 11 -36 54 36 56 182
560 10 -132 50 50 66 329
720 9 —46 44 56 188 233
590 14 —78 57 43 210 462
380 9 20 78 22 156 458
250 8 44 62 38 238 513
150 8 308 88 12 416 447
90 7 234 86 14 324 310
60 2 654 100 ... 664 | ... .
30 3 —363 33 67 29 560
,000-$1,249_ 70 2 —-1,077 | e 100 {o__.___.__. 1,077
$1 250—$1 499_ 200 13 -9 38 54 62 228
$1, 500—$1 749 . 270 9 38 78 11 50
$l,750—$1,999 ................... 100 6 —111 50 50 55 278
$2,000-$2,249 230 8 56 62 38
$2 250-$2,499 170 10 115 90 10
$2,500—$2,999 270 14 136 79 21
$3,000-$3,499 110 7 228 100 |-
$3,500-$3,999 100 3 375 100 jooooo_.-
$4, $4, 190 5 367 80 20 475 64
540 5 3 40 60 108 67
410 5 31 80 20 67 111
500 6 49 67 33 166 183
320 6 132 67 33 124
330 6 8 83 17 187 887
400 5 247 100 [.o_._.__ 247 ..
280 4 305 75 25 552 435
120 3 228 67 33 671 659
160 9 697 100 | ... 607 [
160 4 1, 843 100 [ .- 1,843 ...
$7,500—$9,999 _____________________________ - - . PRI P
$10,000 and over______.________|[ . .__.__ - - - O RS BRI (SRR
Family type 1T
$1,260-$1,499_ . ______ 330 6 56 83 oo 68 J. ...
$1 500-$1,740_._ - 310 5 217 100 | 217§ ..
$1,750-§1,909_ - 290 5 70 80 20 125 151
$2 000-$2,249_ _ - 290 7 41 71 14 148 443
$2 25()—32 499 230 5 283 60 20 508 109
$2,500-$2,999___________________ 270 7 217 100 | _______. 27 ..
3,000-$3,499_ 160 4 333 100 jo..______ 333 | ..
$3,500-$3,999_ 190 6 462 83 17 603 238
$4,000-54,999_ 170 7 795 71 29 1,150 94
$5,000-$7, 99 T TTTTTITTTTT 170 [} 646 83 17 812 183
$7,500-$9,999 _____________.___ 10 1 2,892 100 |_.___._... 2,802 | _________
$10,000 and over_ bl e e el

See p. 204 for notes on this table.
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176 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TaBLE A.

Net surplus or deficit: Percentage of families having a surplus or

deficit, and average amounts reported, by family type and income for each occupa-
tional group, in 1 year, 1935-36 1—Continued

Number of families

Percentage of fami-

lies having 2—

Average amount for
families having 3—

Avterage
Occupational group, family Det Sur-
type, and income class Re- p&ggg;
Eligible | SOE || (=) | Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
1) @) 3) @ ®) 6) () 8)
Family type 111
$1,250-$1,499 210 6
$1,500-$1,749 310 4
1,750-$1,999 200 6
$2,000-$2,249 210 3
$2,250-$2,499 170 7
$2,500-$2,999_ . _..._._.___.__ 300 7
$3,000-33,499___ 1828 g
$4,000-34,999_ 80 8
$5,000-$7,499___ 130 3
$7,500-$9,999 50 3
$10,000and over_ ______________| . _|.._____
Family type IV
400 5
350 6
420 7
290 4
400 2
$2,500-$2,999_____ . __.______._ 400 8
,000-$3,499__ 330 5
$3,500-$3,999_ ... 200 4
$4,000-$4,999_____ 260 8
$6,000-$7,499________________.__ 260 6
$7,500-$9,999_____ 40 3
$10,000 and over____._.___.____ 90 2
Family type V
$1,250-$1,499_ __________________ 110 4
$1,500-$1,749___ - 160 2
$1,750-$1,999_ - 200 5
$2, 2,249 - 230 11
$2,250-82,499___________________ 100 2
$2,500-$2,999_____________._.___ 250 4
$3,000-$3,499_ 150 4
$3,500-$3,999._ 90 3
$4,000-$4,999_ 70 3
$5,000-$7,499_ .. 60 4
$7,500-$9,999____ . ______..____ 20 1
$10,000 and over_._.___ - -
Family type VI
$1,250-$1,409 __________________ 90 3
$1,500-$1,749_ 70 2
$1,750-$1,999_ 110 5
$2,000-$2,249_ 50 3
$2,250-$2,499. __ . _..__.__ 110 6
$2,500-$2,999__ . ... 90 6
$3,000-$3,409_ 30 3
$3,500~-$3,999_ 50 4
$4,000-$4,999_ 70 2
$5,000-$7,499_ 80 1
,999_ 30 3
$10,000 and ovel 30 1
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177

Net surplus or defleit: Percentage of families having a surplus or
d, by family type and income for each occupa-

Number of families

Percentage of fami-
lies having 12—

Average amount for
families having %

Avterage
Occupational group, family Det sur-
type, and income class Re- (Ii’leug’c‘i’{
Eligible g,’gj};ﬁ_ (=) | Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
® (2) &) @ ) ) (¢4] ®
Family type VII
"""""" 6| —sus’| a3 B0 | s2la | $ame
1 —8 |oiaeals 100 (oo 8
1 —69 oo 100 | ... ... 69
$2,500-$2,999_____ . ____..____ 40 4 -85 50 50 382 562
$3,000-$3,499___ - 80 4 143 50 50 330 44
$3,500-$3,999___ - 40 4 338 100 | _______. 838 |_eoo_
$4,000-84,999___ . 50 3 671 100 |- (70 U P,
$5,000-$7,499___________________ 70 2 —781 | . 100 | oo 781
$7,500-$9,999_ ... ________ 10 1 —047 | oo 100 | 947
$10,000 and over____ - - _
Independent professional:
Family type I
80 5 -=191 20 80 38 248
110 3 36 100 | ___ 36 [
70 4 -39 50 50 170 248
100 3 —276 33 67 36 432
100 5 104 60 20 339 500
230 7 133
140 4 413
90 6 491
150 5 838
180 3 2, 963
$7,500-$9,999_ __________________ 40 1 1,750
$10,000and over. . .| eeooo feceoioo_.. -
Family type 11
$1,250-$1,499__________.___.____ 10 1 156 100
$1,500-$1,749_ 30 1 60 100 (...
$1,750-$1,999_ 130 4 144 100 { e .
$2,000-$2,249_ 60 3 —564 67 33
$2,250-$2,499___________________ 60 6 —169 50 50
$2,500-$2,999_ __________________ 130 5 267 100 [mccucoo_-
$3,000-$3,499._ 70 3 —620 67 33
$3,500-$3,000_ 60 3 360 100 f__.___._
$4,000-34,999_ 140 7 809 100 | ooee
$5 000—$7 499 _ . 110 6 547 83 17
$7,500-$9,999_ e[| et e
$10,000 and over____._________._ 10 1 3,468 100 [-ooooeeaes 3,468 | ... __.
Family type 11T
$1,250-$1,499___________________ 2 —-206 |- oo 100 [ oceenoae 206
$1,500-$1,749_ 1 A I 100 |- 77
$1,750-$1,999_ 3 167 100 |ocecaaen 167 |- cmaeeoo
$2,000-82,249____ | emmi el R -
$2,250-$2,499_ . ______... 3 119
o 3 —113
60 4 448
100 3 438
40 4 479
130 4 537
$7,500-$9,999___________________ 30 3 2,164
$10,000 and over_._.__________. 60 4 2,717

See p. 204 for notes on this table.
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178 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLE A.—Net surplus or defleit: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounts reported, by family type and income for each occupa-
tional group, in 1 year, 1935-36 1—Continued

i Percentage of fami- | Average amount for
Number of families Averago lies having :— families having i—
s t sur-
Occupational group, family ne
type, and income class Re- ggtlisci?
Eligible | SOTURE || ()" | Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
(€Y 2 3 4 ) ) 0] ®
Family type IV

30 1

50 4

60 2

70 5

70 7

$2,500-$2,999. . ______._____.__.. 110 . 7
$3,000-$3,499_ 110 1
$3,500-$3,999_ 50 4
4,000-$4,990 . 80 5
$5,000-$7,499_____ 170 5
$7,500-$9,999 ____________ ... 60 1

$10,000 and over. _ -

Family type V'

$1,250-$1,409_ .. _.....____.
$1,500-$1,749. .
$1,750-$1,999___
$2,000-$2,240. .
$2,250-$2,499______ ...

$7,500-$9,999 . ____.________.__.
$10,000 and over_ - ____ .. |.___.___.

Family type VI

$1,250-$1,400_ ...
$1,500-81,740___

$7,500-$9,999 - |
$10,000 and over. _ [ P

Family type VII
$1,250-81,400___

$1,500-$1,749_
$1,750-$1,999_
$2,000-$2,249._
$2.250-$2,409____._______.______

$2,500-$2,999__ . oo
$3,000-$3,499 . _.____.__
$3,500-$3,999__ . oo

4, 4999 s
$5,000-$7,499 ...
$7,500-$9,999_
$10,000and over______________. -

See p. 204 for notes on this table.
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TaBLE A~—Net surplus or defielt: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounts reported, by family type and tncome for each occupa-
tional group, in 1 year, 1935-36 —Continued

i Percentage of fami- [Average amount for
Number of families Average lies having — families having *—
Occupational group, family mit Sur-
type, and income class Re- %:ﬂs c(i)tl:-
Eligible e‘;%'et;‘}ﬁ_ (—) | Surplus | Defieit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
[¢}] @) @ O] ®) (6) (6] (8)
Salaried business: Family
ype I
140 3 —$46 67 33 $58 $255
260 5 82 80 20 122 81
340 6 126 67 33 257 136
320 7 123 57 14 270 223
460 5 129 80 20 182 85
470 6 96 154 38
370 5 243 243 e
350 6 727 727 [eecacae_.
250 5 524 674 75
410 8 1, 440 1,440 |-cooooa-
$7,600-$9,999_ ... __..____ 120 2 1,046 1,046 | oo
$10,000 and over_ . ______.___.___ 60 4 5,012 5,012 (oo .
Family type 11
$1,250-$1,499. .. ______ 80 4 —89 25 % 78 144
$1,500-$1,749_ __ 210 5 53 100 {._ . __ Fi3: 2 .
$1,750-$1,999. __ 300 7 o 94 86 14 120 69
$2,000-82,240_ __ 310 2 —105 50 50 196 406
$2,2650-$2,499_ . ______________ 350 4 121 75 25 167 15
$2,500-$2,999_ __________________ 260 6 70 50 50 333 193
$3,000-$3,499. __ 380 6 345 100 |- 345 e
$3,500-$3,999_ __ 340 7 150 71 29 486 690
$4,000-94,999. __ 270 4 443 100 |- 443 |
$5,000-$7,400_ __________________ 270 4 592 100 | o ... 8592 | e
$7,500-$9,999_ _______________.__
$10,000 and over.
Family type 11T
$1,250-$1,499______ oo 50 1 72
$1,500-$1,749. - 170 3 108
$1,750-$1.999 .. - 270 7 —85
$2,000-$2,249 . 180 5 —89
$2,250-$2,499_ - 190 [ —246
$2,500-$2,999_ - 220 4 149
$3,000-$3,499 - 130 6 491
3,500-$3,990 _ - 200 4 596
,000-$4,999 - 90 6 660
$5,000-37,490_______._________.. 200 4 374
$7,500-$0,900 __ . _ . _______.__ 40 2 1,986
$10,000 and over_____._____.___ 70 2 6,043
Family type IV
$1,250-$1,499__________________. 40 1 ~682 |__._._.__. 100 | ... 682
$1,500-$1,749_ 110 2 —109 50 50 29 246
$1,750-$1,998 170 5 —251 60 40 174 888
$2,000-$2,249 210 3 —169 33 67 130 318
$2,250-$2,499_.___ ... ____.._. 260 5 158 60 20 265 4
$2,500-$2,999 . ___________. 440 7 53 71 29 155 202
3,000-$3,409 430 5 87 60 40 268 184
$3,500-$3,999 180 ] 397 100 | ... 397 ..
$4,000~$4,999 _ 380 7 354 71 29 782 716
$5,000-$7,499 .. .._..__ 480 ki 943 100 |_.____... 943 ..
$7,500-$9,999 __ ___________.___. 140 2 1,780 100 [oococanaee 1,780 |oeeeaaaae
$10,000 and over__._.._.__._____ 110 1 4,240 100 /... L, 240 |-

See p. 204 for notes on this table.
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLe A.—Net surplus or deficit: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounts reported, by family type and income for each occupa-
tional group, in 1 year, 1935-36 '—Continued

Number of families

Percentage of fami-
lies having *—

Average amount for
families having 3—

Average
t sur-
Occupationa) group, family ne
type, and income class th- %l:ﬁsc?{
Eligible eg‘;)"e;'}i%_ (=) | Surplus | Deficit | Burplus | Defleit
tures
[¢)) &) (6] 4 6) 6) (4] ®
Family type V
$1,250-$1,499 20 1 —$76 |occeen 100 (o oo_ $76
$1,500-31,749 40 1 —431 | JTITTTTT 100 C2T000TTC 431
$1,750-$1,999 70 3 -~-20 67 33 $90 241
$2,000-$2,249 140 5 —108 60 40 125 456
$2,250-$2,499 %0 3 [ 100 | 08 |
$2,500-$2,999 200 5 ~48 40 60 180 200
,000-$3, 170 4 89 75 25 164 134
$3,500-$3,999 170 4 60 75 25 225 435
$4,000-$4,999 100 5 1,159 100 |_coooo - 1,159 | .. .
$D,000—$7,499 190 5 677 100 |_aoo 677 oo
$7,500-$9,990 . _oooeen 40 4 1,675 100 |ooeeoeeee 1,675 oo
$10,000 and over. . -coococaeeoen 90 2 17, 519 100 [cccmcccnan 17,819 | oo
Family type VI
$1,250-$1,499 40 3 71 [/ O 106 | .-
$1,500-$1,749 50 4 —146 25 40 312
$1, 750—$1 999 60 2 40 100 oo 40 (...
$2 000-$2, 24 40 2 —20 50 50 439 480
$2,250-$2, 499 40 4 68 50 50 150 53
$2,500-$2,999 160 6 163 83 17 234 101
$3,000-$3,499 110 6 226 83 17 376 526
$3,500-$3,999 70 2 394 50 50 917 130
$4,000-$4,999 100 8 506 75 25 772 202
$5,000-$7,499 80 1 1,567 100 ... 1,567 | oeoee
$7,500~$9,990 . |amee o -
$10,000 and over____._.._..___ 30 1
Family type VII
30| i
20 2
20 2
30 3
$2,500-$2,999 20 2
$3,000-$3,490 50 3
$3,500-$3,909 70 2
$4,000-$4,999 40 4
$5,000-$7,499 40 4
$7,500-$9,999_ . . oo 30 2
$10,000 and over..__ 10 1
Satlaried professional:
Family type I
290 ] 35
340 4 92
440 5 7
500 9 186
370 5 139
$2,500-$2,999_______._______ 450 5 366
$3 ,499 540 7 302
$3, 500-33 270 4 414
34, 000—$4 999_ 200 [] 881
$5 000-$7 499 260 5 1,624
$7,600-$0,909 . _ [ mme e e et ae
$10,000 and over_......__.___._. 60 5 2,926 100 2,926
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TABULAR SUMMARY 181

TaBLe A.—Net surplus or defielt: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounts reported, by family type and income for each occupa-
tional group, in 1 year, 1935-36 1_Continued

s Percentage of fami- | Average amount for
Number of families Average | lies having i tamﬁlges having
Occupational group, family m}t sur-
type, and income class Re- %g!fc‘i){
Eligible eg‘;{:;’fﬁ_ (=) | Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
) (2) 3 @ (5) ©) () (8)
Family type IT
180 3 $112
260 5 86
210 4 —209
380 5 130
370 6 213
440 10 227
330 5 267
140 5 416
120 4 701
80 2 1, 565
$7,500-$8,999_____ . ooee 20 2 1,404
$10,000 and over.
Family type I1T
120 & —119 40 60 38 223
90 4 75 25 38 1
120 4 72 75 25 112 48
190 5 89 38
210 5 136 60 40 25 37
260 5 9 40 60 198 117
130 4 375 100 oo 376 |
70 4 361 75 25 553 215
$4 000—$4,999 130 9 802 89 1 952 401
$5,000-$7,499 110 2 1,341 100 (.. 1,341 | _________
$7,500-$9,999_ . __ ... .. 20 2 1,799 100 1,799 | oo
$10,000 and over... -
Family type IV
80 3 31 33 33 156 62
170 5 77 80 20 143 189
190 3 =105 | ... 100 |- 105
150 7 35 86 14 150 650
260 5 241 100 |oocmemao 241 (...
440 6 —74 33 67 398 311
260 2 632 100 | . 632 | ..
240 9 396 89 11 463 137
$4 000—54,999 460 11 632 100 oo 632 4 _________
$5 000-$7,499 320 5 1,892 100 | 1,892 | ...
$7,500-$9,909_ .. _____....._ 80 2 2,305 100 2,806 | oo
$10,000 and over. _______._..._. 30 3 4,712 100§ ... 4,712 |-
Family type V'
30 1
40 4
40 2
90 7
40 4
120 4
160 5
140 4
$4, 000—$4,999-_ 120 8
$5,000-$7,499 100 3
$7,500-$9,999______
$10,000 and over. .
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TaBrLeE A.—Net surplus or deficit: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounts reported, by family type and income for each occupa-
tional group, in 1 year, 19356—-36 1—Continued

Percentage of fami- | Average amount for
Number of families Av terage lies having *— families having 3—
Occupsational group, family et sur-
type, and income class Re- %le]}isc(i)tr
Eligible eg‘g:;‘éﬁ_ (=) | Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
[¢)] 2) 3) [C)) (5) 6) ] ®)
Family type VI

$1,250-$1,499. _________ . _____. 10 1 —$210 | . _..____ 100 ... $210

'500-81.7 : 10 2 34 50 50 $213 150
$1,750-$1,999 _ 10 1 5 25 50 311 147
$2,000-$2, - 30 2 56 50 50 310 197
$2,250-$2,499___________________ 60 5 117 80 20 273 506
$2,500-$2,909___________________ 160 9 182 89 11 256 410
$3,000-$3,499. - 100 2 389 100 |___.____. 380 | oo
$3,500-$3,999 - 30 2 577 100 (... 1
$4,000-$4,999. - 80 6 —8 67 33 472 968
$5,000-$7,409__ - 30 3 568 100 {oeoeea . 568 |occo oo
$7,500-$9,999__
$10,000 and ove

Family type VII

$1,250-$1,499_
$1,500-$1,749
$1,750-$1,999
$2,000-§2,249

$2,250-$2,499.
$2,500-$2,999
$3,000-$3,499
$3,500-$3,999.
$4, ,999
$5,000-$7,499.
$7,600-$9,999

$10,000 and over_.....____.__.__

See p. 204 for notes on this table.
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TasrLe B.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by family type and
tncome for each occupational group, in 1 year, 1936-36 !
= {White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]
2
5 Number of Household
|° families Aver- operation Far- t;C%n-
Occupational group, age nish- _| Other ) . For- | LW
8 “family type, and bomee ||l Al | pooa | Hous- | puel ings | Cloth- Al"}g? trans- src;g;l Mc‘:li‘ Recre-| To- | Read-| mal t;’ll:is Other
income class Report- o items ing? eyl and ing 24 3 | borta- ation+| bacco | ing |educa- . | items
ing ex- | Persons light, oquip- bile tion | care | care tion | Per
Eligible pegn it per and re- | Other n(}enlt? sonal
[t tures | amily frﬁg;a- taxes 5
m @ @ “ (O] 6 ]} @® ® | | ay | a2 | 13) | Q9 | 15 | a6 | a9 | a8) | 19) | 0) | (2)
Wage earner: Family
ype I
$500~$749_____.______ 1,850 8 2.0 $692 $254 $211 $60 $26 $1 $30 $7 $24 $14 $17 $8 $17 $14 ...
$750-$999____ -| 3,490 8 2.0 959 346 259 66 30 30 81 | ... 28 20 41 13 21 9 $1
$1,000-$1,249_ - 4,010 11 2.0 978 383 219 102 33 23 64 3 21 19 31 12 22 31 1
$1,250-$1,499_ - 3,970 11 2.0 1,366 534 242 85 52 66 110 35 35 22 60 36 32 39 1
$1,500-$1,749 1 2.0 1,550 531 335 80 54 40 137 121 31 34 51 41 49 28 1
$1,750-$1,999 12 2.0 1,729 557 406 73 69 67 164 119 50 34 62 31 35 ‘ég """ 5
$2,000-$2,249_ 7 2.0 1,913 485 383 82 74 85 210 157 52 39 165 56 21 68 4
$2,250-$2,499._ 10 2.0 2,084 631 332 135 90 67 175 238 36 45 135 54 53 174 2
$2,500-$2,999_ 11 2.0 2,483 698 504 85 104 75 198 248 69 58 99 75 62 230 n
$3,000-$3, 8 2.0 2,707 731 262 156 151 200 265 311 35 58 97 121 66
$3,500-$3,999 1 2.0 2,838 746 410 92 164 193 337 181 64 72 146 108 64 204 22
$4,000-$4,999 3 2.0 3,702 726 534 119 123 50 262 655 57 61 284 243 71 387 87
Family type 11
$500-$749__.________. 1,640 8 3.0 720 319 172 74 26 2 27 5 7 14 28 12 20 8 2 6 | .-
$750-5999____ 2,810 7 3.0 963 378 197 80 30 3 87 |- 37 24 71 17 18 12 1 8 .-
$1, $1,249_ 3,640 11 3.0 1,185 465 253 64 33 26 114 40 25 27 68 24 21 11 1 12 1
$1,250-$1,499_ 3,410 16 3.0 1,263 481 282 81 45 24 92 13 44 28 74 32 27 16 5 14 5
$1,500-$1,749. 2,860 11 3.0 1,639 595 367 86 53 50 147 37 33 35 87 40 40 20 2 42 5
$1,750-81,900. 240 1| 3ofl Ler9| s63| 35| 94| 64| 9| 41| 14| 35| | 7| 4| e 1 2f B 3
$2,000-$2,249_ 1, 10 3.0 1,857 642 353 89 73 50 172 137 23 34 86 62 30 2 13 43 6
$2,250-$2,499_ 1,210 13 3.0 , 328 776 455 100 93 85 191 217 20 47 128 85 38 31 18 86 70
$2,500-$2,999._ 830 9 3.0 2, 544 760 464 102 167 136 241 214 41 48 57 64 56 20 22 135 10
$3,000-$3,499_ 190 8 3.0 2,629 855 340 102 137 83 319 217 b4 58 73 146 53 25
$3,500-$3,999___ 90 ] 3.0 3,035 849 533 135 117 135 379 283 41 63 135 92 37 42 21 163 10
$4,000-$4,999_________ 50 1 3.0 3,055 972 253 148 106 110 645 .. 86 59 103 263 36 44 18 172 40

See p. 204 for notes on this table.

avIingvd

AIVININAS

€81

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



TasLe B.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by family type and
income for each occupational group, in 1 year, 1935-36 '—Continued

Number of Household

families Aver- operation Fur- Con-

Oocupzl;tiotnal groun, g‘:ﬁ;_{ Al | g | Hous- | g lillilsghs- Cloth.| Auto- 8'?:\:{ Per-l Me?i- Recre-| To- | Read- Flgl. tgil&"ls- Other
ily type, an er o ; 00 T uel, f mo- _ | sonal cal : and |;

income class Iitl;apgg- persons items ing ? light, ea!lllv.ii | ing | pies p'g:;t]:]a care | care |Btion‘|bacco | ing egl_uga- per- items

Eligible gn S0 per and re- | Other rgeng 100 | gonal

e | tamily frigera- taxes ¢
tion
) @ 3) @ ) ® @ (€] 9 a | ay | 42 [ a3 | a9 | a» | a6 | an | a8 19 | (20) | 2D
Family type 111

8 4.0 $942 $393 $228 $95 $20 $14 $73 leeeeaea $24 $24 $26 $14 $10 $8 $6 $7

10 4.0 981 439 174 95 38 19 79 [eeeanan 27 18 36 16 22 7 3 8
13 4.0 1,124 477 201 103 31 38 99 $16 35 24 33 19 23 15 3 L
10 4.0 1,431 582 225 110 38 41 95 106 41 25 53 33 31 17 8 25 $2
10 4.0 1,622 646 276 91 39 80 143 37 47 35 92 39 27 19 1 32 8
$1,750-$1,999 .. 1, 850 12 4.0 1,823 656 312 105 48 54 173 154 32 36 87 73 38 18 4 27 6
$2,000-$2,249__ 1,430 11 4.0 1,999 747 306 95 89 84 185 128 33 39 124 56 45 18 5 44 1
$2,250-$2,499_ __ 14 4.0 2, 230 821 385 123 91 76 218 126 27 44 109 67 49 19 13 56 6
$2 999 10 4.0 2,737 868 420 123 152 71 246 375 33 46 161 70 44 24 45 41 18
6 4.0 2,577 774 317 188 119 66 261 386 31 56 66 83 38 27 44 117 4
3 4.0 2,965 792 599 127 211 200 278 166 13 62 97 151 67 25 46 131 |oao...
3 4.0 3,223 801 461 180 320 24 282 397 22 58 393 62 32 31 44 100 16
’ 6 3.2 1,071 457 203 129 31 20 81 7 31 25 22 19 16 12 1 16 1
8 3.6 1,063 279 101 4 67 16 28 20 17 9 22 15 4 14 ...
11 3.8 1,226 478 207 115 40 46 73 112 23 26 47 13 21 14 .. 9 2
11 3.5 1,408 573 260 109 36 1 118 45 40 27 84 15 34 16 18 24 ...
1 3.3 1,652 569 331 97 56 56 124 52 39 34 126 14| ¢ 36 16 1 50 51
$1,750-81,999. ...____| 2,970 12 3.4 1,773 505 294 164 52 58 134 49 51 40 82 68 39 20 41 37 49
$2,000-$2,249__ 2,090 9 3.6 2,017 695 320 143 83 192 126 48 43 69 52 51 25 27 51 3
$2,250-$2,499.._ 11 3.5 2,297 881 419 146 101 123 175 62 37 94 78 44 23 44 28
$2,600-$2,999__ 10 3.7 2,484 883 358 124 88 53 219 253 77 54 101 53 82 21 51 66 1
$3, , 499 .. __.__ 10 3.6 2,475 859 310 126 97 124 306 140 62 56 147 72 70 27 1 k4 1
$3,500-$3,999_ .. _____ 620 8 3.5 2,703 | 1,008 392 128 111 85 282 268 44 65 84 69 66 21 19 78 3
$4,000-$4,909_..______ 430 4 3.8" 3,665 1,049 305 149 190 146 527 196 193 76 278 191 105 29 68 168 5
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Family type V
7 5.4 1,1 535 222 118 32 6 54 10 18 28 38 15 22 13 6 3
8 5.4 || 1,510 572 368 133 32 29 98 57 21 27 73 19 32 10 5 13 1
8 5.6 1,209 609 236 113 24 5 84 . ___ 25 32 28 17 16 11 1 8| .-
15 5.3 1,274 569 213 120 44 7| 122 [ 37 29 39 22 23 13 5 25 [oooe--
8 5.3 || 1,541 657 218 158 14 30! 149 4 36 35 48 30 27 17 22 21 8
14 5.6 (| 1,872 715 251 163 57 85| 181 54 59 37 50 54 49 22 24 31 10
11 5.4 2036 761 317 149 59 51 | 220 85 54 41 83 45 29 19 15 47 1
10 5.5 2218 824 347 162 80 80 { 263 73 65 57 78 49 33 17 39 36 15
8 5.9 2760 893 327 160 96 | 154 | 341 | 296 49| 18| 110 50 23 18 43 19
12 55| 2054 1,111 378 164 88 88 | 352 65 92 185 | 143 76 28 24 82 14
8 5.3 | 3,400 1,096 433 178 | 127 238 362 201 77 70| 203 85 49 31| 101 137 7
3 5.3 | 4,032 | 1,20 412 | 213 581 419| 669 78| 16| 195| 114 05 36 92| 119 16
9 5.2 948 418 232 81 25 4 52 31 18 35 7 19 9 8 8 1
9 5.4 (1 1,079 424 270 93 37 21 3 13 34 17 32 14 23 12 1 8 2
11 50| 1,063 468 212 101 30 11 62 4 24 20 44 21 30 10 6 13 7
14 5.1 1,304 596 246 97 43 67| 113 25 20 29 66 21 29 18 7 11 6
10 5.5 1,504 735 276 121 4 5] 128 50 19 38 15 46 32 17 9 T I
$1,750~$1,000___..____ 1,050 11 5.4 || 1,882 744 364 132 58 62| 178 24 34 26| 116 41 23 16 23 39 2
$2,000-$2,249_ 830 10 5.3 1 1,051 697 103 107 66 40 194 84 36 46 101 71 39 21 12 34 |-
$2,250-$2,499_ 370 7 5.1 (| 2,254 815 390 130 104| 104 241| 128 26 49 94 53 42 15 10 [ 3 p—
$2,500-32,999_ 330 11 5.4 | 2332 851 407 179 80 93| 233 104 40 47| 100 52 42 24 24 43 13
$3,000-$3,499____.___. 60 4 52| 2,734 941 a7 163 94 71 308 81 55 59 175 111 62 30 59 107 1
$3,500~$3,000 . ______ 30 3 5.3 3,360 | 1,036 502 153 173| 140/ 397 | 194 46 66| 189 60 34 40| 105 15| 110
$4,000-$4,999________. 30 1 6.0 || 4,009 1,209 410 159 | 312 215 407] 242 27 70| 167| 465 56 95 10 100
Family type VII

$500-8749_ ... ______. %0 4 7.0 871 398 176 61 21 6 68 ... 36 23 20 10 16 13 9 14 |-
$750-$999__ 180 8 7.3 4 1,129 495 207 110 29 22 83 .. 32 18 56 23 28 11 [ 9 |oco..

$1,000-$1,249_ 390 10 7.4 || 1,377 535 235 92 51 42| 140 3 46 2 55 17 17 14 9 13
$1,250-81,499_ 430 14 7.2|| 1,490 734 231 126 38 10| 109 12 40 26 35 28 24 15 12 16 34
$1,500-$1,749. . ___. 520 7 7.1 1,872 706 264 168 45 311 25| 117 41 29 38 36 43 17 18 21 83
480 10 7.2 1,85 790 306 125 25| 184 39 60 38 80 35 38 21 10 23 1
360 10 7.1 || 2,085 895 255 129 51 35 52 34 86 41 28 17 33 36 62
280 10 7.3 || 2288 947 352 151 81 83| 253 38 16 75 64 20 36 1
540 13 7.2 2,569 | 1,047 303 161 73 99 | 207 79 72 68 62| 101 88 22 38 45 14
270 7 7.3 || 2,796 | 1,055 308 157 83 56| 316 62| 104 66 | 212 85 74 23 29 4| 122
120 7 7.4 | 3,257 | 1,313 253 193 105 126| 446 307 64 64 88 81 76 29 3¢ 76 2
110 3 7.6 1l 350! 1,224 222 215 88 79! 353! 280 41 92! 180 98! 115 21 40| 437 7

Bee p. 204 for notes on this table.
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TapLe B.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by family type and
income for each occupational group, in 1 year, 1935-36 '—Continued

Number of Household

families Aver- operation Fur- G%n-

. age ish- Other For- | tribu-

Occupational group, num- ) nis Auto-- Per- | Medi- . tions
family type, and Report-| Per of ib‘gllr}\s Food ]Ei[ou§ Fuel, u;gg C}gth- mo- tml;s' sonal | eal 119"1‘;‘1 bTO' R.?Jad- glal and %ther
income elass i POTY| persons Dg* | jight, Ao B | biles |POTIA| “care | care |34C 86C0 | Ing euca" per- |ltems

Eligible L e%ldi- per and re- | Other ggﬁg 10 100 1 sonal

tures family frigera- taxes §
tion
1) @ 3 6] 6) 6) G @ [C)] 10 | Ay | a2 | a3 | a9 | 05 | 16 | AN | 18 | a9 | (200 | (2D
Clerical: Family
type I
$750-$999________.___ 9 2.0 $912 $381 $230 $82 $25 $10 $55 $4 $32 $19 $23 $10 $22 $7 |emeeae
$1,000-$1,249 14 2.0 1,334 427 321 59 55 52 115 100 39 28 49 36 16 20 $2
$1,250-81,499. _ 11 2.0 1,349 461 207 44 48 15 155 74 41 32 56 33 31 37 2
$1,500-$1,749. 10 2.0 1,582 522 396 85 73 25 110 52 51 38 81 43 39 49 |-
$1,750-$1,999. 12 2.0 1,771 514 397 67 76 76 169 116 37 42 91 54 50 47 14
$2,000-$2,249. __. ... 2, 250 11 2.0 2,046 529 442 77 118 75 174 240 31 43 101 42 54 91 6
$2,250-$2,499. ... 12 2.0 2,226 629 397 88 125 99 216 86 80 140 74 52 141 44
$2,500-$2,999_. . 8 2.0 2,190 570 516 57 131 56 202 163 62 39 142 53 27 107 41
X ,499 10 2.0 2, 465 697 422 45 125 108 336 128 95 61 101 77 61 167 10
$3,500-$3,999_..._.___ 9 2.0 3,087 801 519 75 173 263 381 207 49 85 113 150 75 151 7
$4,000-$4,999__ .. ___ 4 2.0 3, 570 788 530 54 215 78 415 451 147 67 115 110 70 5
Family type 11

50-$999. _______.___ 9 3.0 964 409 231 74 22 39 47 |- 39 20 26 18 20 11 1 T emmaee
$1,000-$1,249___ 13 3.0 1,176 420 265 83 28 38 102 27 31 24 66 24 35 14 | 15 3
$1,250~-$1,499. . 6 3.0 1,306 47 370 57 66 4 90 |._.__. 48 33 97 25 31 18 3 13 4
$1,500~$1,749___ 9 3.0 1, 581 583 331 81 67 37 134 32 45 34 91 41 4 19 3 39 (...
$1,750-81,909_________ 10 3.0 1,811 612 390 89 74 165 61 56 33 89 29 28 15 2 110 (_.....
$2,000-$2,249_ ... ___ 13 3.0 2,001 630 434 95 65 51 208 176 42 38 61 63 41 22 2 67 6
$2,250-$2,499___ 9 3.0 2, 205 782 368 108 155 36 114 38 50 162 68 42 25 8 47 2
$2,500-$2,999. . 14 3.0 2,302 732 499 101 131 51 22§ 99 53 50 110 82 61 26 6 70 ]
,000-$3,499.__ 11 3.0 2,816 801 559 111 214 100 259 176 39 49 216 92 48 30 6 95 21
$3,500-$3,999._ .. 7 3.0 3,147 889 560 68 212 161 451 234 37 71 142 116 39 38 29 95 5
,000-$4,999______.__ 3 3.0 3,998 1,297 564 143 395 50 350 444 57 81 265 64 67 39 7 172 3
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Family type 111
10 4.0 1,030 424 223 89 23 22 60 16 39 20 44 21 13 1 16 1
i1, 40| 1,134 497 239 96 42 11 80 4 29 18 44 17 28 16 3 10 |
11 4.0 1,384 544 307 90 54 38 131 8 38 27 36 39 28 17 9 15 3
9 40| 1,715 627 349 89 60 40 153 69 38 28 150 22 44 20 3 18 5
11 4.0 i 1,859 684 401 110 90 34 133 124 26 35 57 63 39 27 3 32 1
10 40| 2021 699 344 95 94 107 236 106 40 45 60 56 32 20 16 58 13
$2.250-$2,499_ -| 1,010 14 4.0 (| 2,236 751 “7 89 86 61 200 109 44 52 110 118 48 26 12 74 9
$2,500-$2,999__ - 840 13 4.0 (| 2,710 759 496 147 151 162 | 308 157 63 57 107 154 47 25 5 68 4
,000-$3,499__ - 390 9 4.0l 2,698 916 382 93 101 124 | 35| 200 48 56 147 101 41 35 12 87 5
$3,500-$3,999__ R 270 9 4.0 | 3,332 981 612 128 | 309 48 | 360 | 183 104 58 115 122 84 38 29 149 12
$4,000-54,999_________ 170 3 4.0 || 4,191 | 1,301 735 140 | 307 451 481 354 58 96 183 132 79 39 20 214 7
Family type IV
$750-$999___.____.__. 630 6 3.51 1,156 416 280 82 26 1 56 54 25 23 139 7 16 14 2 15 ...
$1,000-$1,249. - 1,270 7 37|l 1,286 486 318 97 40 9 127 8 52 32 21 31 23 14 2 23 3
$1,250-$1,499_ o 1,520 12 3.5 1,336 525 323 87 52 15 93 32 43 30 20 32 38 17 5 21 3
$1,500-$1,749_ _| 1,650 12 3.5 1,642 553 385 98 67 14 131 133 22 37 72 40 20 30 17 3
$1,750-$1,999__.___.__ 1,950 13 3.8 1,735 596 325 133 61 38| 225 61 60 39 76 38 32 20 3 24 4
$2,000-$2,249_...____.| 1,960 11 3.6 1,816 65> 315 89 67 44 173 81 59 53 76 54 52 26 5 57 13
$2,250-§2,499__ o1,520 13 3.8 2162 776 336 155 84 48 250 104 68 49 52 48 45 21 48 76 2
$2,500-$2,000__ - 2190 10 3.7 2419 741 411 111 147 74| 312 90 81 59 155 91 34 23 30 58 2
499 . 7 3.5 1 2482 857 293 128 146 11 202 | 228 49 54 94 145 68 22 10 147 28
. 10 3.5 , 908 505 103 100 83| 338 349 64 59 128 44 29 50 107 9
B 5 3.4 3699 | 1,160 693 70 205 88| 376! 236 62 95 211 127 66 28 |ooeeoon 280 2
6 5.3 1,147 533 248 04 15 6 [ 3 29 22 50 16 23 8 2 45 1.
9 54101 1,195 229 124 45 13 84 3 41 21 15 12 18 15 9 10 15
11 5.3 1,569 611 328 137 40 46 122 35 41 34 4 53 34 18 6 17 3
10 5.7 1,571 669 346 109 47 11 132 22 45 36 53 29 20 20 13 19 |
$1,750-$1,999. " 10 5.3 1,974 772 384 128 87 35 198 48 42 10 72 35 37 20 23 30 23
$2,000-$2,249. . ______ 850 10 5.3 | 1,822 769 316 160 54 47 145 34 55 34 90 29 19 12 30 1
$2,250-$2,499__ . 730 14 5.4 11 2168 850 323 138 77 46 [ 194 116 80 54 106 45 51 21 25 38 4
999 : 880 12 5.2 2,333 927 368 140 96 22| 266 61 54 67 78 77 50 27 34 61 5
R 530 13 5.4 2,757 | 1,048 454 150 107 79| 283 85 54 110 66 28 65 81 3
- 380 8 5.4 1 30347 1,107 384 190 | 146 60| a7 116 112 78 149 91 94 32 17 59 12
_________ 310 4 56| 4,353 | 1,672 507 204 371 147 | 497 84 80 102 235 87 76 55 52| 27 7
............ 180 9 5.2 1,075 446 229 88 23 47 84 2 37 17 37 21 17 12 5 10§ ..
R 370 8 5.1 1,249 470 288 91 36 31 107 1 61 29 29 22 29 14 8 33 |-ooe
- 300 11 5.1 1,395 645 271 11 39 19 91 12 41 27 57 15 25 14 11 17 |ooeeee
- 560 10 5.4 (| 1,700 631 254 124 86 34 171 127 34 33 91 34 20 18 13 29 1
_________ 720 9 51100 1,885 684 426 123 78 20 132 115 21 37 100 37 36 16 7 51 2

See p- 204 for notes on this table.
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TaerLe B.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by family type and
income for each occupational group, in 1 year, 1935-361—Continued

Number of Household
families Aver- operation Fur- Con-
Occupationalgroup, n?xg:p Al nish- Oloth.| Auto: Other| per. | Megi- Re To- | Read Foli' ';:ril;)lzxus- Oth
# ? Hous- ings oth-| trans- | cre- 0- ad-| ma ther
gﬁ'c’i,':l.fe gly;g;' and lileport- pl?tggs ttems | Food | ings ggg& amii ing | pio | porta- sg;:l c‘fﬁ,{, ationt| bacco | ing e;iiuca- ggg items
Eligible n%g’i‘_' per and re- | Other %‘Jlgn%’ tion o8 | sonal
%eures family frigera- taxes
tion
) ) (&3] @) 5) () @ ) 9) 10 | ay | a2y | 13) | Q9 | a8 | @6) | A7) | 18) | A9 [ (200 [ (2D
Family type VI—
Continued
590 I} 5.4 |1 $2,170 $778 $397 $125 | $122 $50 | $217 $78 $35 $45 | $124 $60 $27 $22 $28 $52 $10
380 9 5.2 2,395 893 450 92 105 69 232 51 46 55 190 63 49 18 33 49 |______
250 8 5.4 2, 582 854 433 113 148 55 275 151 35 61 149 94 52 25 59 73 5
150 8 5.2 2, 896 946 4685 129 221 71 329 181 84 56 119 76 27 33 32 124 3
90 7 5.3 3,290 966 619 163 267 97 427 96 38 63 193 113 37 28 50 130 3
60 2 5.0 3,284 904 421 196 205 110 395 339 55 73 129 179 65 48 36 113 16
Family type VII
$750-$999. .. ____...__ 30 3 7.0 1,296 568 300 99 34 20 97 lomeeeee 31 28 21 20 38 20 5 15 ...
$1,000-$1,249_ 70 2 8.0 2,120 822 305 203 130 17 230 78 29 68 52 22 91 28 7 13 25
$1,250-$1,499_ 200 13 7.3 1,479 650 271 127 45 22 124 44 46 25 33 21 19 15 15 19 3
$1,500-$1,749_ 270 9 7.4 1, 559 747 231 132 36 28 147 13 62 27 29 22 28 15 24 17 1
$1,750-$1,990__. 100 6 7.2 1,981 795 313 150 75 58 126 41 49 43 152 41 68 18 26 27 2
230 g 7.2 2,033 807 370 137 61 69 223 22 39 43 85 45 13 17 27 43 32
170 10 7.3 2,187 955 349 163 76 80 194 1 68 50 41 64 46 23 50 45 2
270 14 7.3 2,564 | 1,020 341 189 79 28 318 76 80 60 142 46 56 21 24 54 30
110 7 6.9 2, 880 948 458 144 182 75 345 97 67 64 166 95 46 32 80 72 9
100 3 7.0 3,192 1 1,021 405 1168 166 270 431 122 108 58 132 92 136 30 10 96 1
190 5 7.0 3,930 | 1,405 444 149 100 72 646 212 113 11 195 185 92 27 29 146 4
Independent busi-
ness: Family
type I
$1,250-$1,499. . . . . 540 5 2.0 1,275 403 336 83 45 4 107 63 18 22 65 65 44 8 1
$1,500-$1,749_ 410 5. 20 1,579 568 370 64 63 33 143 88 22 44 22 36 76 29 1
$1,750-$1,999_ 500 6 2.0 1,769 506 441 78 102 41 155 128 49 35 52 58 41 59 4
$2,000-$2,249_ 320 6 2.0 1,916 526 488 47 89 27 156 140 45 33 55 115 47 99 27
$2,250-$2,499_________ 330 6 2.0 2,268 598 507 121 168 106 228 179 32 48 70 66 71 47 2
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$2,500-$2,999________. 400 5 2.0 2, 455 726 408 43 125 125 205 202 35 55 109 105 87 101 6
$3,000-$3,409._ 280 4 2.0 3,125 747 682 107 211 57 223 171 41 67 90 192 72 388 47
$3,500~$3,999_ 120 3 2.0 || 3,570 1,036 500 63 225 182 589 262 22 88 45 185 57 276 12
$4,000~$4,999_ 160 9 2.0 3,611 875 559 114 185 148 408 478 38 71 171 116 58 350 6
$5,000-$7 499 ___.____ 160 4 2.0 4,188 944 640 143 567 16 446 208 23 76 210 236 95 541 7
E il K T NS IVUSOI ISP | EOSR IO SUSII SUNSUIS SO ARSUUIUON SUNY RGN ARSI SUUSURIUUE ANPRIRE NNSSURU U MU SURUSNIIN SO SR
810 000 arid over- || T T T e T
Family type 11
$1,250-$1,499 330 [] 3.0 1,235 462 267 112 54 14 106 34 24 34 42 17 28 14 4 23 |-
$1 500-81 749 310 5 3.0 1, 369 541 242 107 59 16 124 52 32 37 36 21 41 18 4 39 |
51,75041, 290 5 3.0 1,820 630 338 105 64 44 154 258 9 31 45 44 28 20 |..-.. 48 2
$2,000-$2,249_ 200 7 3.0 2,029 633 423 60 109 67 150 34 41 119 76 37 21 1 43 6
$2,250~8$2,499 230 ] 3.0 2,132 746 517 76 200 25 190 4 27 50 41 59 21 9 36 48
$2,500-$2,999 270 7 3.0 2, 544 741 615 61 193 104 243 194 40 57 85 57 68 24 13 45 4
$3,000-$3,499._ 160 4 3.0 2,980 ketd 908 59 308 118 224 30 18 53 150 119 52 32 1 79 2
$3,500-$3,900_ 190 6 3.0 3, 262 610 62 253 207 395 287 52 90 132 91 86 30 9 149 3
$4,000-$4,999_ 170 7 3.0 3, 456 852 587 100 353 78 365 | *204 59 75 361 86 50 46 ..o 147 3
$5,000-$7,499 170 [ 3.0 5,459 | 1,044 735 124 741 54 618 509 35 115 462 285 54 49 146 477 11
$7,500-$9,999_ _______. 10 1 3.0 6,786 | 1,005 | 1,550 101 767 310 650 1,429 10 110 175 147| 87, 31 30 370 1
$10,000 and over—_.._|...__. N IO | FOR . R R PO RN SRR IS SR IR SN U R I AU
Family type 111
$1,250-$1,499_ . ____. 210 [] 4.0 1,354 537 297 124 75 16 73 31 11 25 48 24 23 14 9 39 8
$1,500-8$1,749_ 310 4 4.0 1, 506 850 332 108 54 5 93 48 31 30 21 36 61 11 2 24 ...
$1,750-$1,999. 200 [] 4.0 1,918 746 468 8t 17 136 81 20 45 74 54 45 19 14 27 3
$2,000-$2,249_ 210 3 4.0 2,086 739 476 55 76 106 138 229 27 43 54 68 39 19 1 16 .-
$2,250-$2,499_.______. 170 7 4.0 2,319 730 510 82 94 243 146 31 55 63 61 42 29 18 182 4
$2,500-$2,999.________ 300 7 4.0 2,336 787 465 105 132 51 238 213 67 42 65 54 48 28 3 30 8
33' $3,400_ - 120 3 3.7 2,886 952 411 167 105 22 338 435 19 63 47 112 70 31 43 70 1
$3, 999__ - 80 3 4.0 3,226 959 442 190 141 87 193 685 12 149 93 41 32 14 110 10
$4,000-$4,999__ - 80 6 4.0 4,455 | 1,096 733 81 489 76 566 661 27 115 124 141 71 42 19 199 15
35,000~$7,499.- m———— 130 3 4.0 3,798 985 973 91 320 89 640 145 43 95 68 142 60 35 9 115 8
$7,500-$9,999_________ 50 3 4.0 7,323 | 1,569 | 1,387 221 940 244 622 687 72 106 282 155 122 46 252 580 38
$10,000and over. . .| _..___. SRR (NSO | SRRSO USRI PRSI PRSI ISR RSV RO (RSN FRSIIIION PRORIDIUN FOSION [RORSRS NSRRI PRI RN SO
Family type IV
$1,250-$1,499_______._ 400 5 3.6 1,288 496 285 65 58 [ 154 17 52 29 39 38 1 15 4 19 ...
$1,500-$1,749__ - 350 8 3.3 1,550 527 324 77 52 18 121 209 45 22 52 17 23 27 7 31 |.._...
$1,750-$1,999__ - 420 7 3.4 1,918 696 363 123 111 23 164 69 36 40 171 36 16 23 2 43 2
$2,000-$2,249__ - 290 4 3.5 2,037 683 478 138 57 63 203 74 42 30 45 95 64 15 12 38 |oaen_.
$2,250-$2,499.______ .. 400 2 3.5 2,222 741 386 123 106 24 282 72 34 63 221 42 12 14 5 71 26

8ee p. 204 for notes on this table.
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TasLe B.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by family type and
income for each occupational group, in 1 year, 1935-361—Continued

Number of Household
families Aver- operation Fur- Con-
Occupationalgroup n?lgrf]- Al ?iSh' Cloth| Auto- ? ther | por. | Medi- R To- | Read For- ttrii;)#s- o

A ! Hous- ngs loth- 7 | trans- ecre-| To- ead-| mal ther
g:‘c'gg A ggf;‘;’ and Report- pbe‘:_;gés items | Food | Snos IF;;;:}:: and | ing l;‘{]g ;| porta- sg;%l c(g'le ation+| bacco | ing |educa- ?,23 items

Eligible € 2% |~ per and re- | Other | SI1B- tion ton | onal

%eures family frigera- taxes®

tion
[¢V] 2) @) “) (5) ®) 4] ®) ©) 10) | (1) | (12) | (A3) | (A4) | (5) | (16) | A7) | (A8 | Q9 | 20) | (2)
Family type IV—
Continued
400 8 3.6 1 $2,279 $716 $428 $133 | $148 $38 | $286 $92 $49 1  $64 $79 $77 $30 $29 $32 $66 $12
330 5 4.0 2,715 904 381 157 234 84 370 108 47 49 128 58 22 20 82 55 18
200 4 3.5 3,072 849 509 128 184 55 541 162 38 72 104 117 133 19 11 143 7
260 8 3.6 3, 450 987 509 144 197 192 389 277 61 69 169 100 88 23 31 208 6
260 6 3.5 4,048 982 643 185 348 92 473 425 41 84 70 229 106 38 95 231 6
$7,500~$9,008___. .. __ 40 3 3.6 3,859 | 1,006 441 160 182 109 783 226 9 93 83 69 32 29 108 438 1
$10,000 and over...__ 90 2 3.5 (| 11,773 | 2,276 542 207 710 260 | 1,435 | 1,079 155 156 284 584 178 61 | 1,500 | 2,340 6
Family type V
4 5.3 1,430 745 217 136 72 15 77 |- : e 24 27 22 30 33 14 6 12 ...
2 5.5 1,534 7 264 104 53 24 139 43 6 30 16 42 51 15 11 12 2
5 5.2 1,910 837 381 77 100 20 192 | __.___ 55 42 53 28 51 20 8 44 4
11 5.3 2,148 767 369 168 86 33 187 119 46 43 159 38 41 20 21 51 .. ___.
2 6.0 1,984 564 358 126 59 10 86 138 34 74 218 46 54 32 62 66 57
4 5.2 2,335 853 389 150 95 48 331 39 36 42 121 56 18 1 97 1
4 5.0 3,151 926 533 129 177 33 326 315 65 61 148 100 094 42 32 166 4
3 5.0 3,315 | 1,208 595 81 215 61 317 187 129 60 56 30 48 39 9 81 9
3 5.2 3,201 1,205 542 186 158 22 305 75 69 79 133 90 129 26 40 226 6
4 5.2 5,410 | 1,546 784 160 470 112 664 351 74 118 155 270 171 46 201 278 10
1 5.0 5,377 | 1,207 717 108 207 76 700 350 52 121 241 120 51 48 327 { 1,046 6
Family type VI

$1,250~$1,499. 90 3 5.3 1,315 548 342 104 31 6 66 37 15 26 38 15 24 19 10 L2 )
$1,500-$1,749 70 2 5.5 1,681 706 312 130 32 60 109 86 28 42 50 40 36 12 12 14 12
$1,750-$1,999 110 5 5.2 2,071 864 322 121 104 31 150 153 5 31 145 42 43 19 14 27 |meeee
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$2,000-$2,249.__._.___ 50 3 5.3 1,885 840 319 120 115 61 194 |___.___ 9 42 61 44 3 13 6 37 1

$2,250-$2,499_________ 110 8 5.0 2,048 785 322 124 101 35 223 95 24 43 111 61 47 25 6 45 1
90 6 5.2 2,579 876 433 166 155 59 256 146 16 52 174 54 35 22 19 110 [
30 3 3.0 3,027 | 1,218 566 126 301 19 256 58 76 78 70 92 74 34 4 55 ...
50 4 5.0 3,478 | 1.123 472 113 259 113 383 152 62 76 265 110 64 35 48 128 75
70 2 5.0 3, 543 957 314 315 421 229 400 403 27 41 55 67 25 136 34 109 10
60 1 5.0 3,915 1,020 150 206 380 297 564 743 |- 46 48 271 51 46 5 88t ...

$7,500-$9,909. .. ___. 30 3 5.0 6,131 | 1,647 612 321 868 320 771 850 18 101 183 243 36 105 53 187 16

$10,000and over_.. .. 30 1 5.0 11,748 | 2,737 | 2,600 241 | 3,148 150 841 404 300 156 204 393 78 50 158 269 19

Family type VII

$1,250-$1,499__.._.___

$1,500-$1,749_

$1,750-31.999_

$2,000-$2,249_

$2,250-$2,499_ . _.__._

$2,500-$2,999_________

$3,000-$3,499_

$3,500-$3,999_

$4,000-34,999_ -

$5,000-87,499_________

$7,500-39,999_____.__.

$10,000 and over

Independent profes-
stonal: Family
type I

$1,250-$1,499_______._ 60 5 2.0 1, 547 428 417 121 90 28 127 89 83 31 37 18 24 27 |aceeoae 19 8

$1,500-$1,749___ 110 3 2.0 1, 547 585 413 52 51 51 93 61 46 28 21 96 19 15 1

$1,750-$1,999_ _ 70 4 2.0 1,739 539 443 69 90 8 112 106 54 27 142 35 41 39 2

$2,000-$2,249___ 100 3 2.0 2.350 624 450 50 98 14 170 285 119 81 242 77 50 73 3

$2,250-$2,499_____._ . 100 5 2.0 2,310 615 613 60 189 27 270 54 66 72 83 74 62 76 13

$2,500-$2,999_________ 230 7 2.0 2, 655 741 5563 55 175 40 302 352 39 62 64 81 66 90 1

$3,000-$3,499_______ . 140 4 2.0 2, 840 818 585 64 196 62 300 253 64 65 63 153 89 53 2

$3, 009 __ 90 6 2.0 3,135 753 608 70 188 79 394 253 146 71 259 74 36 165 7

$4,000-$4,999_________ 150 5 2.0 3,497 908 737 106 380 87 350 129 65 60 149 214 77 187 9

$5, 7, 90 . ... 180 3 2.0 3,341 851 422 85 389 67 406 464 95 78 42 92 63 258 5

$7,500-$9.999. .. __ .. 40 1 2.0 7,080 | 1,372 | 1,080 77 981 253 | 1,176 488 28 140 732 221 146 64(___.__ 310 12

$10,000and over.___ | oo e

See p. 204 for notes on this table.
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TasrLe B.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by family type and
income for each occupational group, in 1 year, 1935-36 —Continued

Nfumlp]gr of N House%lold G
amilies ver- operation . on-
Occupational group B 'ﬂg{" c Auto- | 02T | per. | Medi. R To- | Read Fo;l- té%t;l;- Oth
A : v Al Hous- ings | Cloth- “ | trans- X “| Recre-| To- ead-| m: er
family type, and | berof {| . Food | Fuel, h mo- sonal | cal : and |;
income class fitlfpg;t_ persons items ing ? light eamil ing | pies pto.f)t:- care | care ation4| bacco | ing e;ligga- per- items
Eligible| °€ &5 |~ per and re- | Other | SITIB- 1 sonal
ptures family frigera- taxes &
tion
[¢V] ) ®) [€)) %) ® () ® ©) ) [ ay [ a2 | a3) | a9 | a5 | @6 | a7 | 18) | 19 | (20 | 1
Family type IT
10 1 3.0 || $1,319 $427 $360 $61 $35 $45 $78 1 $119 $52 $10 $37 $10 $51 $25 $4 $5 |o—o---
30 1 3.0 1,497 404 420 40 51 29 200 ... 22 56 151 28 51 30 2 18 |-
130 4 3.0 1,662 424 81 98 23 132 19 56 33 60 40 26 21 2 39 $2
60 3 3.0 2,663 712 456 81 143 259 227 148 25 84 76 78 b1 21 25 208 3
60 6 3.0 2, 605 718 689 58 179 65 217 232 29 64 63 86 37 31 18 59 2
130 5 3.0 2, 528 794 470 77 213 46 275 59 50 45 225 83 61 39 5 75 1
70 3 3.0 3, 875 922 670 77 636 94 330 372 47 86 69 248 87 26 |- 147 64
60 3 3.0 3,302 892 615 62 485 276 349 37 59 320 46 63 27 | 20 1
140 7 3.0 3,762 956 823 87 303 29 398 294 20 77 59 311 77 36 20 176 6
110 6 3.0 4,904 | 1,064 727 89 457 153 519 604 59 116 237 312 58 58 45 370 36
$7,600-$9,999. . .. __ [ESIRIION EURVIUIN SN SRR SR EPIN PN FOIIN SUNOUN I ORI SN
$10,000 and over.___._ 10 1 3.0 9,196 | 1,247 | 1,120 91 | 1,317 300 700 { 1,047 28 136 77 557 68 54 |oaee-- 2,445 9
Family type I1T
$1,250-$1,499 2 4.0 1,498 640 435 105 54 2 37 leC 48 34 20 28 32 24 7 26 6
$1,500-$1,749. _ 1 4.0 1,654 557 631 72 50 20 136 |- 15 27 26 5 50 15 |oeeee 50 Lo ...
$1,750-$1,999._ 3 4.0 1,674 691 312 107 93 42 118 45 55 51 36 36 1 26 18 31 2
b P ACUISE9 07 I DR I SRR | (NSRS PRI (SRUN SURUORUSINN SO I NN AU SN ORI RSN SRR ORI AU SN NN I
,250-$2, 3 4.0 2,348 688 600 113 159 49 278 90 33 56 40 82 62 24 2 72 {oceean
$2,500-$2,999. _______ 70 3 4,0 2, 800 783 407 154 303 67 236 439 11 46 55 107 62 27 12 55 37
$3,000-$3,499__ 60 4 4.0 2,774 857 628 81 261 112 300 74 46 128 76 10 26 4 108 15
. ,899__ 100 3 4.0 3,406 | 1,044 750 149 348 97 410 212 38 70 35 69 62 19 2 100 1
$4,000-34,999__ 40 4 4.0 4,287 { 1, 901 132 494 85 359 414 24 60 229 54 38 54 283 12
$5,000-$7,499_.____. 130 4 4.0 5022 | 1,204 690 116 481 152 435 462 66 69 436 234 56 33 1 561 26
$7,500-$9,999______.__ 30 3 4.0 5,011 1, 440 493 192 647 656 853 202 76 116 115 193 37 42 10 822 17
$10,000 and over..._. 60 4 4.0 9,432 | 1,539 ! 1,201 180 1 1,146 359 1 1,206 958 126 183 173 747 142 137 190 | 1,141 4
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Family type IV
$1,250-$1,499__.___ .. 30 1 4.0 1,101 468 100 140 56 32 80 | ... 26 64 54 8 13 25 10 R
$1,500~81,749__._ 50 4 3.0 1,922 600 390 107 118 6 188 32 55 51 176 61 63 32 5 37
60 2 3.5 2,315 839 860 83 118 145 254 12 45 12 18 47 29 (... 44 3
70 5 3.4 2,170 674 486 74 91 42 257 155 43 47 85 67 34 27 26 60 2
70 7 3.3 2,143 807 410 143 210 8 152 98 52 45 39 45 27 21 2 72 12
110 7 3.2 2,334 741 500 138 147 15 223 85 46 50 134 101 14 30 43 45 22
110 1 4.0 2,696 | 1,037 390 78 115 55 240 | .__... 97 48 174 154 59 22 56 b S D
50 4 3.2 3,151 862 588 84 200 48 580 116 79 71 74 60 76 32 106 174 1
60 5 3.6 3,874 1,018 378 293 382 37 342 479 83 85 132 198 43 54 237 111 4
170 5 3.6 5046 | 1,158 995 231 438 101 497 517 76 96 212 137 24 37 176 314 37
60 1 4.0 8,188 1 1,674 1,800 225 | 1,118 20 700 460 145 177 645 145 176 141 195 303 267
10 1777500\ T ess | Bl 200 | TizsT| a8 | 2871777250 | a0 | | e =3 . 2| 2| F> S 28| L
20 2 5.5 1,841 585 330 114 105 85 255 118 11 43 70 30 26 19 1 47 2
20 2 5.0 1,803 755 292 214 99 15 1 54 51 37 44 30 26 26 7 46 2
40 2 55 2,138 330 106 104 (.. 347 |- 31 39 24 9 66 |_____.
10 1 8.0 2,503 | 1,148 96 99 4 202 | ... 62 33 139 51 . ... 16 2 50 [-._-_-
40 1 5.0 2, 668 31 1,020 73 124 25 200 |______. 68 86 15 91 102 33 4 84 |.__.__
30 3 5.0 3,940 | 1,167 547 132 288 68 480 271 137 78 83 162 26 351 95 19
70 6 5.2 3,596 | 1,235 507 216 332 113 406 309 36 68 33 115 46 32 21 123 4
90 2 5.5 3,795 | 1,162 217 252 143 207 677 100 74 99 5 133 115 31 322 250 8
20 1 5.0 6,664 | 1,88 | 1,500 j_._..._. 237 50 600 259 103 173 171 428 315 53 535 352 20
Family type VI
$1,250-$1,499___._____
$1,500-31,749__
$1,750-$1,999__
$2,000-$2,249__
$2,250-82,499____.___.
$2,500~$2.999 10 1
$3,000-$3,409. 30 1
$3,500-$3,999 20 1
$4,000-%4,999... . 40 2
$5,000-$7,499 20 1
$7,500-80,999_._____. S | O USRS N (SR JUURN NS NSO SO ASROI NSO NSO NN AU MU SN R N
$10,000 and over- .. b ool oo M e e e e et e e e

See p. 204 for notes on this table.
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Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by family type and
income for each occupational group, in 1 year, 1935-36 '—Continued

TaBLE B.

Number of Household
tamilies Aver- operation Fur- Con-
Occupational group n?lg;:l nish- c Auto- | OtBer | por. | Medi To- | Read For]- tfiﬁ.‘? 0

A g ’ All Hous- ings loth-| ™" | trans- X " | Recre-| To- ead-| ma ther
:?ll:i)lrlge gaps:' and Report- 1}:;1:-33:{13 items | Food | fngs 11'1‘;1?%, and | ing gxﬁgs porta- Sg;‘r’:l c?rle ation#| bacco | ing |educa- g’é‘g items

Eligible mg;g;ic: per and re- | Other ‘;ggg{" tion tion | gonal

%?lms family frigera- taxes b

tion

[)) 2) 3 ) (5) (6) ] ® ) ) [ Ay | q2) | a3 | a9 | a5 | @& | D | a8 | 19 | @0 | @D

Family type VII

$1,250-$1,499.

$1,500-$1,749__

$1,750-31,

$2,000-$2,240_

$2,250-$2,

$2,500-$2,999_________

,000-$3

$3,500-$3,909. _

$4,000-$4,

$5,000-

$7,500-$9,999_ || e et e e e e e e e e e

$10,000 and over_.__ .o |oooooo | e e e e e e e

Balaried business:
Familytype I

140 3 2.0 1,316 404 382 46 66 58 85 56 38 23 56 45 19 23 6
260 5 2.0 , 50: 512 338 73 79 82 122 19 32 40 63 60 55 22 ...
310 [ 2.0 1,584 542 386 49 95 49 117 9 39 32 94 46 31 78 1
320 7 2.0 1,829 549 376 87 104 68 155 197 48 39 37 56 47 46 (...
460 5 2.0 2,263 673 449 35 129 62 237 234 43 49 100 71 58 81 7
470 6 2.0 2, 590 717 573 64 111 52 205 297 38 61 86 179 68 30 |-caoo- 109 |..___.
370 5 2.0 2,831 889 471 36 160 77 305 125 84 87 97 125 108 36 [ 31
350 6 2.0 2,977 677 707 92 224 95 252 227 24 52 131 87 85 43 238 15
250 5 2.0 3,976 779 614 63 391 96 560 254 37 77 408 263 55 31 | 334 14
410 8 2.0 4,396 908 666 172 354 161 495 455 64 100 161 225 81 58 29 459 8

$7,500-$9,999_________ 120 2 2.0 6,826 | 1,271 | 1,376 34 774 133 744 927 76 134 155 319 56 43 | .. 781 3

$10,000 and over..... 60 4 2.0 9,213 ] 1,477 1 1, 62 582 49 1 1,218 904 362 96 405 333 53 T8 foeeos 1, 663 22
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Family type 11
$1,250-$1,499_ 80 4 3.0l 1,478 581 375 65 61 68 80 |.__.___ 24 29 65 29 55 18 1 16 |eomee
$1,500-$1,749_ 210 5 3.0 1,505 529 394 47 58 25| 170 81 25 40 86 26 56 21 4 31 2
$1,750-$1,999_ 300 7 3.0 1,768 580 326 100 89 32| 1551 212 27 36 be! 37 48 19 ... 26 10
,000-$2,249_ 310 2 3.0 2197 581 502 541 115 69| 144 440 25 42 60 36 42 13 | T4 |
$2,250-$2,499__.______ 350 4 3.0} 2,338 816 559 43 122 581 236 82 31 67 651 113 57 32 2 54 1

$2,500-$2,999_ ________ 260 6 3.0 2650 772 554 95 159 ] 134 | 233 90 51 681 195 76 64 31 2| 18

$3,000-$3,499_ 380 6 3.0 2671 790 465 76| 178 76| 267 100 63 59 | 2271 151 67 28 26 2
, ,999_ 340 7 3.0 3,618 991 685 122 | 286 109 | 393 156 51 76| 328 150 61 35 13 143 19
$4,000-$4,999_ 270 4 3.0 4,168| 1,169 783 651 406 36| 491 454 25 72| 106| 142, 101 36 57| 223 2
$5,000-$7,499_________ 270 4 3.0/f 5105 1,108 889 73| 362 83| 410/ 1,017 a1 94 234 155 64 28 68 [ 474 15
$7,500-$9,999_ oo oo e e e e e e e
$10,000and 0ver- - oo oo e em e e m e e e e e e oo e e ea

Familytype 11T
50 1 4.0 1,236 433 360 50 62 18 100 { ... 51 24 6 41 51 13 ... 20 |-
170 3 4.0 1,49 534 500 57 43 5] 1 12 37 37 42 29 15 21 28 25 e
270 7 4.0} 1,934 651 369 87| 100 48| 161 147 44 41| 139 45 33 21 12 33 3
180 5 4.0 2088 762 420 50 90 30 [ 269 63 41 42 101 92 53 2% 7 42 2
190 [ 4.0 2545 668 573 103 125 31 403 21 46 89 | 140 50 27 10 51 8
220 4 4.0 2,652 928 516 184 | 198 74 214 139 14 43 62 51 53 23 6] 144 3
130 6 4.0 |l 2,632 820 506 114 201 44| 279 | 114 52 46 | 187 77 42 42 22 1
4 4.01 2,998 982 624 129§ 188 40| 353 31 65| 102 106 72 28 46 137 5
90 6 4.0 4,048 | 1,042 732 181 | 479 | 150 [ 342 272 51 82! 152| 183 70 45 8| 251 8
4 4.0 4,885 1,052 847 871 304| 140 666 267 51 88| 217| 578 42 46 7| 382 21
40 2 4.0 1,256 705 113 ] 673 65| 801 833 37| 160| 213| 758 281 12| 110| 593 3
70 2 4.0 7,95 | 1,544 1,384 180 762 187 | 652 424 20| 140 192| 312 77 52 110 | 1,600 50

Familytype IV
$1,250-$1,499_________ 40 1 4.0} 1,945 611 390 67 125 50| 285 |._.____ 96 96 65 40 73 24 10 10 3
$1,500-$1,749_ - 110 2 4.0 || 1,686 567 340 88 38 3| 103 22 48 39 42 38 38 14 72 30 ..
$1,750-$1,000__ - 170 5 3.6| 2166 601 416 109 62 110 264 308 62 41 48 35 16 26 16 49 3
$2,000-$2,249__ - 210 3 3.7l 2,211 861 430 58| 111 34! 262 |....___ 50 59 62 49 61 28 | 156 45 5
$2,250-$2,400_________ 260 5 3.6 2117 755 369 77 92 37| 247 56 73 66 61 76 38 29 7 54 18
$2,500-$2,999_________ 140 7 3.6 272 835 595 15| 139 61| 32 97 61 64| 103 87 68 30 35 98 13
$3,000-$3,499_ - 430 5 3.4 3,181 768 529 13| 200 54| 254 | 366 77 551 156 | 130 68 38 181 189 3
$3, ,999.__ - 180 6 3.7 8204 883 655 136 { 146 80 341 163 711 1061 1201 154 81 51 190 1
$4,000-$4,999__ R 380 7 3.5{ 3,959 1,002 537 191 174 29| 545 478 84 65| 189 | 155 62 43 851( 316 4
$5,000-$7,409_________ 480 7 4.0 4,87 1,339 808 125 457 182 616 275 106 103 | 211 198 116 46 59 187 9
$7,500-$9,909_._______ 140 2 40| 79221 1,524} 1,035 931 661 150 | 1,317 | 638 120 205| 376 690 140 .7 740 86
$10,000 and over..... 110 1 40l o112 1,330 | 1,598 423 9691 350! 5751 681 54 137 76 1 203 184 96| 36012076 ...

See p. 204 for notes on this table.
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Tasre B.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by family type and
tncome for each occupational group, in 1 year, 1935-36 1—Continued

Number of Household

families Aver- operation Fur- O_on-
Oceupational group. mum- Al Hous- ?]ila;glg- Cloth.| Auto- 8‘2?121: Per- | Medi-| pooro! To- | Read- ﬁfatf %:E;;- Other
family type, and Report-| PeLof [l stemg | Food | G0 | Fuel, ‘and | ing | {29, | porta-| 08l | €8l | iiont| baceo | ing |educa| 229 |items

income class ing ox. | Persons light, equip- bile 3 | *ii 0 | care | care tion | POr-

Eligible pegndi- o2 ;md re- | Other | STHE sonal

amily rigera- taxes ©
tures tion
¢V 2 3) @ 5 6) (] (&) © [ Q) | an | a2 | a3 [ ) | @B | 18 | an | A8 | 19 | (20) | ()
Family type V
20 1 6.0 | $1,402 $545 $360 $146 $22 $10 | $145 | __ $14 $39 $41 $36 $6 $11 $11 $16 |.__._
40 1 6.0 2, 260 739 336 146 75 20 225 |.eoeo- 61 82 66 223 51 117 69 26 $24
70 3 5.3 1,903 763 360 137 49 48 194 [ $136 28 36 35 39 30 16 5 24 3
140 5 5.8 2,325 874 376 161 91 70 223 65 52 138 87 38 16 63 3
90 3 5.0 2, 140 822 344 170 87 27 290 52 76 43 84 31 26 21 28 39 ..o
5 5.4 2, 635 954 400 114 77 113 341 64 78 69 7 142 33 28 23 119 3
170 4 5.8 3,003 902 557 149 54 352 156 136 65 122 96 48 34 33 59 2
170 4 5.6 3,518 1,055 371 171 148 84 427 264 89 62 393 225 84 36 32 75 2
100 5 5.0 2,982 1,002 411 135 129 47 333 162 147 100 77 b 43 181 2
190 5 5.4 4,744 1,271 862 266 380 101 783 478 92 103 141 148 53 50 11 100 5
$7,500-89,999_ .. ._. 40 4 5.3 6,658 | 1,550 | 1,128 174 518 202 693 777 73 116 337 288 159 50 68 517 9
$10,000 and over.... .. 90 2 501 17,415} 2,215 | 1,979 222 997 606 | 3,201 | 1,423 265 180 304 671 I 80 300 | 4,523 34
Family type VI

$1,250-$1,499__ ... 40 3 5.3 1,267 493 359 18 57 11 106 |..__._. 55 31 31 35 26 24 5 15 1
$1,500-$1,749_ 50 4 5.5 1,749 657 481 108 61 37 106 35 32 43 34 10 33 16 40 31
$1,750-$1,999_ 60 2 5.0 1,796 662 316 177 54 79 116 36 73 38 30 15 46 28 120 ...
$2,000-$2,249_ 40 2 5.0 2,216 825 583 70 143 45 150 12 52 53 59 49 43 17 25 (oL
$2,250-$2,499_. ... 40 4 5.2 2,04 750 415 141 118 24 182 86 20 43 62 47 46 34 10 68 1
$2,500-$2,999 160 6 5.7 2, 510 407 79 95 58 309 100 27 51 92 66 27 36 130 2
$3,000-$3,499_ 110 [] 5.3 2, 836 971 486 126 207 68 349 216 52 62 74 108 55 25 17 75 eoonaan
$3,500-$3,999._ 70 2 5.5 3,262 907 1,050 264 10 254 140 60 64 144 61 30 54 72 18
,000-$4, 100 8 5.1 4,016 1,063 676 168 332 136 450 201 61 71 184 125 63 64 294 4

$5,000-$7,499 80 1 5.0 3,948 | 1,204 780 81 177 375 398 88 89 282 414 47 9 153
$7,500-$9,999_ o~ _|eeeenoonloeeo oo SO TN N NN U RN (SN AU NN SRR MU R NN N
$10,000 and over._... 30 1 6.0 5, 452 1,760 250 85 822 180 823 329 139 123 1556 172 ... 45 56 508 6
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Family type VII
$1,250-$1,400__. | || fl____
$1,500-$1,749_ - 30 1 7.0 1,586 600 18
$1,750-$1,999_ 20 2 7.0 1,839 580 58
2 , 249 . - 20 2 7.0 2,479 801 40
$2,250-$2,499_. ______ 30 3 7.7 2,019 844 48
2 2 7.5 2,811 1,046 88
50 3 7.4 3,070 | 1,220 58
70 2 7.0 3,606 | 1,161 188
40 4 7.3 4,403 | 1,384 215 80
40 4 7.5 4,745 | 1,465 566 273 254 66 588 166 94 100 210 243 35 31 266 352 36
30 2 7.5 7,221 | 1,929 257 334 498 66 | 1,144 | 1,603 188 162 130 275 110 58 98 321 48
10 1 7.0 || 10,280 | 2,186 | 2,525 388 906 250 7 358 56 229 664 489 180 68 |- 1,122 75
Salaried professional:
Family type I
$1,250-$1,499________. 290 6 2.0 1,385 447 364 62 66 67 101 41 50 34 26 36 43 16 |oo_.- 31 2
$1,500-$1,749_. - 340 4 2.0 1,534 441 354 60 46 12 191 ... 87 40 30 114 13 22 80 4 | ___._
$1,750-$1,009__ - 440 5 2.0 1,799 549 461 32 49 119 172 163 46 43 36 32 30 24 | 42 1
$2,000-$2,249. . - 500 9 2.0 2,029 611 478 67 104 37 172 123 65 50 94 67 43 25 | ... 80 13
$2,250-$2,490__.__ . __ 370 5 2.0 2, 229 580 519 53 113 61 225 268 75 56 87 64 39 20 11 58 |_____.
$2,500-$2,999_________ 450 5 2.0 2, 206 534 46 68 146 61 308 224 36 38 98 56 28 137 2
$3, ,499__ - 540 7 2.0 2,858 877 551 59 187 47 287 383 85 61 169 99 40 158 26
5 ,999_ - 270 4 2.0 3,328 | 1,049 597 55 195 83 242 469 23 109 87 85 48 148 15
$4,000-$4,990__ 200 6 2.0 3,270 506 108 200 190 352 504 46 62 137 95 205 6
$5,000-$7,499_________ 260 5 2.0 4,173 906 624 79 478 249 350 419 51 69 240 187 137 35¢ 12
$7,500-$9,999_________|. . o] . - N I PRV SRR SRR SRS (RURPIN SRS SNSRI DU SUUUR RSN SV FUSPIN RS
$10,000 and over.__.__ 60 5 2.0 8,736 | 1,452 1,496 135 862 181 | 1,181 427 | 1,061 131 191 315 130 61 [o._._- 1,088 25
Family type 11
$1,250-$1,499 180 3 3.0 1,315 544 299 81 35 8 125 69 17 33 25 26 12 16 2 B |
$1,600-$1,749_. 260 5 3.0 1,484 547 306 91 76 24 126 37 48 31 127 31 4 22 1 12 1
$1,750-$1,999__ 210 4 3.0 2,152 601 432 76 127 234 166 105 61 40 105 86 38 16 1 63 1
$2,000-$2,249. . 380 5 3.0 1,929 587 528 69 177 39 106 51 33 143 43 17 1 38 3
$2,250-$2,499. 370 6 3.0 2,053 659 347 76 70 101 236 55 60 46 140 102 48 33 8 T2 .
$2,500-$2,999. 440 10 3.0 2, 514 636 520 49 123 106 323 223 69 49 153 89 40 38 1 92 3
,000-$3, 330 5 3.0 2,910 796 540 121 131 109 288 419 53 53 113 67 52 37 44 86 1
$3,500-$3,999__ 140 5 3.0 , 350 896 546 118 283 138 327 252 51 46 292 126 50 52 1 136 36
$4,000~$4,999__ 120 4 3.0 3, 459 860 829 71 214 105 398 298 60 52 110 79 28 30 25 296 4
$5,000-$7,4 80 2 3.0 4,123 990 630 164 360 58 360 895 52 81 96 52 4 27 260 93 1
$7,600-$9,999_._______ 20 2 3.0 6,664 | 1,148 878 177 562 392 603 932 236 76 455 257 51 34 4 780 4
$10,000 and over.____|._.._._. - R | R SRR PSS R FSUUIOIY SOOI PR AU RSUNIIUN PRI NUNSRIINR RSN RO N SUNIPUIN SN R

See p. 204 for notes on this table.
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Tasre B.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by family type and
income for each occupational group, in 1 year, 1935—-361—Continued

Number of Household
families Aver- operation Fur- tC%n-
age Lur _ | tribu-
Occupationalgroup, bume || Ay Hous- I1111181; Clotn-| Auto- ggﬂ?— Per- | Medi~| ool To. | Read- 111‘1(; tions 1o ppor
family type, and Report- ber of items Food ing 1 Fuel, angd in mo- rta- sonal | cal ation+ | bacco | in educa- and items
income class in pex- persons €% | 1ight, oD g | bile pto. Y| care | care o € Sion | Der-
Eligible| 2% &% | per and re- | Other | T4 P 10 O | sonal
ptures family frigera- taxes$
tion
[¢)) (2) 3) “) (5) ©) @) ®) @ | ) | an | q2) | G3) | (149 | (15 | (@6) | A7 | @8) | 9 | (20) | (1)
Family type 11T
$1,250-$1,499 120 5 4.0 || $1,435 $501 $318 $107 $65 $14 $95 $38 $34 $31 $115 $31 $28 $11 $5 $45 $2
$1,500-$1,749.__ 90 4 4.0 , 540 435 62 65 48 78 73 47 37 6 42 52 18 1 3.
$1,750-81,9 120 4 4.0 1,767 645 391 160 62 39 153 27 44 34 39 60 40 22 18 29 4
$2,000-$2,249_ _ 190 5 4.0 2,034 797 292 128 138 31 166 72 37 37 99 98 21 23 2 83 10
$2,250-$2, 4¢ 210 5 4.0 2,225 794 393 134 145 102 217 113 28 45 66 58 34 22 12 60 2
$2,500-$2,009_________ 260 5 4.0 2,424 805 349 119 109 28 237 263 23 57 142 70 32 30 38 113 9
$3,000-$3,499. _ - 130 4 4.0 2, 536 820 448 150 180 13 207 176 19 46 146 59 34 51 23 160 4
$3,500-$3,999.__ - 70 4 4.0 3, 926 402 216 304 92 319 52 44 136 144 45 43 5 138 26
$4,000-$4,999. . . 130 9 4.0 3, 630 994 622 106 284 125 467 308 68 80 86 156 52 39 98 131 14
$5,000-$7,499_________ 110 2 4.0 4,800 | 1,350 453 217 322 84 258 624 |._..___ 46 445 176 75 96 40 581 33
gzb%$9,939 ......... 20 2 4.0 7,849 | 1,153 1,691 90 610 321 808 526 90 146 226 230 54 51 332 994 517
,000 and over- |- ooofeememcen e[ el -
Family type IV
$1,250-$1,499_________ 80 3 3.7 1,318 533 240 75 47 33 156 | 73 28 41 21 31 16 1 b 3 .
$1,500-81,749__ - 170 5 3.6 1,422 533 331 108 66 16 124 23 60 31 34 34 18 21 4 19 ...
$1,760-$1,999__ - 190 3 3.3 1,770 646 218 138 95 35 194 144 46 39 102 32 20 17 3 37 4
$2,000-$2,249__ - 150 7 3.7 2,047 699 332 158 78 67 241 111 79 41 60 45 23 16 31 45 18
. $2,250-$2,499_________ 260 5 3.4 2,116 767 457 82 95 4 163 118 72 54 150 44 56 22 38 [acveen
$2,500-$2,999_________ 440 6 3.2 2, 483 829 346 159 67 92 307 77 75 50 120 62 51 34 11 99 4
$3,000-$3,499._ 260 2 3.0 2,438 654 282 117 124 40 130 486 48 48 100 124 24 24 10 218 9
,500-$3,999.__ 240 9 3.6 3,293 866 550 108 130 87 376 193 94 73 189 109 61 35 124 35
$4,000-54,999__ 460 11 3.3 3, 652 892 536 125 249 129 481 257 100 86 231 107 60 49 7 330 13
$5,000-$7,499_.___.._ 320 5 3.6 y 1,080 600 104 281 74 447 308 7 74 475 175 48 51 75 505 138
$7,500-$9,999_.__.____ 80 2 4.0 5, 603 1,241 654 216 522 63 | 1,106 283 120 110 118 415 110 210 343 9
$10,000 and over.__._ 30 3 3.3 8,093 1,588 | 1,607 119 478 162 | 1,247 317 423 191 204 296 238 139 963 25
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Family type V'
$1,250-$1,499_._______ 30 1 5.0 1,427 692 360 109 18 11 39 [oo- 51 32 7 15 73 9 |-
$1,500-$1,749___._____ 40 4 5.3 1, 658 652 437 107 70 13 83 35 65 35 39 45 27 16 14
= 81,750-$1,999__ 40 2 5.5 1,862 716 390 118 70 14 198 |oo.oo_. 64 35 61 28 15 24 50
oo $2,000-$2,249___ - 90 7 5.1 2,190 799 481 119 116 45 255 67 63 43 36 43 25 28 14 1
8 $2,250-$2,499.__ 40 4 5.3 2,106 757 388 129 91 32 216 80 52 37 110 71 19 30 8 52 34
]
° $2,500-$2,999_ 120 4 5.4 2,776 923 453 133 130 107 219 194 39 63 248 105 86 21 5 49 1
| $3,000~-$3,499_ 160 5 5.4 3,265 | 1,003 633 137 162 34 436 274 73 70 23 100 29 31 192 67 1
2 $3,500—$3,999... 140 4 55 3,140 | 1,052 530 163 92 106 587 172 39 70 74 68 37 32 3 111 4
$4, 120 8 5.6 3,692 [ 1,098 557 165 221 87 455 351 81 90 138 119 34 49 58 185 4
$5,000-$7, 499 _________ 100 3 5.4 5235 | 1,478 617 267 390 108 528 492 85 91 444 246 85 54 70 276 4
i 700, Vi Xt R TN DRSURORRUSIORY FPURORIOROR NSOORVROROR ) HOUSNPUUOUU [DUUPIMORIOH USRI PROUPIUOIOUSIOR) MMM RN FORIIORION) RUPRR (SUSRSIUIS) PURIPUION RS NGRS NP OSSO EPUIUPRE RO
$10,000 and over-. .| oo o leo o oo e e e e e el
Family type V1
$1,250-$1,499________. 10 1 5.0 1, 556 686 305 153 29 10 75 100 53 17 40 16 |eceeo—- 19 12
$1, 500—$1 49 ... 40 2 5.0 1,670 638 480 45 61 28 170 104 14 18 8 46 13 4
$1,750-$1,999_________ 40 4 5.8 1,792 695 269 138 91 15 171 73 23 42 54 69 47 32 14
$2, 000—$2 249 . .. 30 2 6.0 2,099 788 600 62 98 45 140 76 49 38 68 51 26 30
$2,250-$2,409____ .. 60 5 5.2 2,113 826 430 151 72 7 175 38 35 44 122 58 16 40 36
$2,500-$2,999_________ 160 9 5.3 2, 48 777 462 176 146 23 261 173 48 59 74 59 28 28 32 91 11
$3,000-$3,499_________ 100 2 55 2,803 { 1,271 347 209 138 30 222 74 67 154 76 63 18 10 60 {oaoo--
$3,500-$3,999________. 30 2 5.0 2,889 | 1,205 336 116 131 32 411 106 102 56 52 136 50 37 4 25 | .
$4,000-$4,999__.__..__ 60 6 5.7 4,026 | 1,273 616 147 347 128 389 292 81 237 116 56 32 87 127 18
$5,000-$7,499_____ .- 30 3 5.3 4,729 | 1,262 835 132 488 153 542 319 151 87 193 139 24 38 94 264 8
$7,500-$9,999__. | oo e et | e
$10,000 and over_____ 10 1 5.0 9,376 | 2,279 | 1,454 788 | 1,038 5 11,178 ... 170 114 | 1,093 206 14 67 275 552 98
Family type VII
..... ol
10
30
30 17 22| 42| 22 6
30 52 39 64 103 [}
20 51 21 18 246 |-
30 60 50 134 107 48
20 142 54 480 407 .
$7,500~$9,999._.____. 10 34 103 592 458 | ...
$10,000 and over___.._ 10 167 101 317 337 5

See p. 204 for notes on this table.
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200 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TaBLE C.—Distribution of eligible families of specified occupational groups according
to family type, by income, in 1 year, 1935-36
[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native bornj}

Income class Total I II 11X v v VI VII
$500-$749____________ ... 100 31 28 14 14 5 6 2
$750-$999_ ___________ 100 30 24 17 17 5 6 1
$1,000-$1,249 100 26 24 16 17 6 9 2
$1,250-$1,499 100 26 23 17 14 10 7 3
$1,500-$1,749 100 24 20 15 21 9 8 3

100 24 18 14 22 10 8 4
100 21 17 15 22 12 9 4
100 22 18 12 27 12 5 4
100 18 13 11 31 14 5 8
100 17 ] 6 38 22 2 9
100 12 6 7 45 19 2 9
100 11 5 b 43 22 3 11
100 38 24 12 17 3 5 1
100 33 27 9 19 6 5 1
100 28 24 16 21 4 4 3
100 27 25 14 18 7 6 3
100 27 24 13 20 8 7 1
$2,000-$2,249_________ ... 100 24 21 17 21 9 6 2
$2,250-$2,499.__ - 100 21 22 15 23 1 [ 2
$2,500-$2,999___ - 100 20 17 12 31 12 4 4
$3,000-$3,499.__ .- 100 21 16 10 33 13 4 3
$3,500-$3,999__ - - 100 19 13 10 37 14 3 4
$4,000-$4,999 100 18 9 9 35 16 3 10
Independent business
$1,250-$1,499_ ... 100 32 20 12 24 7 B |acaeoae
$1,500-$1,749.__ 100 26 19 19 22 10 [ PO
$1,750-$1,999_ 100 28 16 11 24 11 [ 4
$2,000-$2,249_ 100 23 21 15 20 16 4 1
$2,250-$2,499____________.___________ 100 24 17 13 30 7 8 1
$2,500-$2,999________________________ | 100 23 16 17 23 14 5 2
$3,000-$3,499_ 100 24 14 10 29 13 3 7
,500-$3,999_ 100 16 25 10 26 12 [] 5
$4,000-$4,999_ 100 19 20 9 30 8 8 6
$5,000-$7,499_ .~ .. 100 18 19 14 29 6 6 8
$7,500-$9,999__ . 100 (.. 6 31 25 13 19 6
$10,000 andover____________________ 100 k(PO 25 | oo
Independent professional
$1,250-$1,499________.______.________ 100 43 7 14
$1,500-$1,749_ 100 48 13 13
$1,750-$1,999_ 100 22 41 9
$2,000-$2,249. 100 40 24
$2,250-$2,499_______ ... 100 31 19 13
$2,500-$2,909____________ ... 100 38 .21 11
$3,000-$3,499_ - 100 30 15 13
$3,500-$3,999. 100 24 16 27
$4,000-$4,999_ - 100 29 27 8
$5,000-$7,499_________ .. ______ 100 25 15 18
$7,500-$9,999_ ... .. 100 27 |eeeeea - 20
$10,000 and over_ ... __.____________ 100 .. .. 14 86
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TABULAR SUMMARY 201

TasLe C.—Distribution of eligible families of specified occupational groups according
to family type, by income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Income class Total I 1T uis v v vi Vii
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,409________________________ 100 38 22 13 11 5 ) 3 2 PO,
$1,500-$1,749_._.___ 100 30 24 20 13 4 6 3
$1,750-$1,999. . _ 100 27 24 22 14 8 5 2
$2,000-$2,249___ 100 26 25 15 17 12 3 2
$2,250-$2,499__ oo 100 33 25 13 18 6 3 2
100 27 15 12 25 11 9 1
100 23 23 8 26 10 7 3
100 25 25 15 13 12 5 5
100 21 22 7 31 8 8 3
100 25 16 12 29 11 5 2
$7,500-$9,999 100 11 38 mi .. 8
$10,000 and over 100 19 30 24 8 3
Salaried professional

$1,250-81,499_ ... ... 100 41 26 17 11 4 ) S

$1,500-$1,749_ 100 35 27 9 18 4 4
$1,750-$1,999_ 100 42 20 11 18 4 4 1
$2,000-$2,249_ 100 36 28 14 11 7 2 2
$2,250-$2,499 s 100 28 28 16 20 3 [ 2 .
$2,500-$2,909________________________ 100 24 23 14 23 6 8 2
$3,000-$3,499_ 100 35 21 8 17 10 7 2
, 500~ $3,990_ 100 30 15 8 27 15 3 2
$4,000-$4,999_ 100 18 11 12 41 10 5 3
$5,000-$7,499_ . . e 100 28 9 12 35 n 3 2
$7,500-$9,999_ . __ .. 100 ... 15 15 (17221 IR SO, 8
$10,000 and over. ... oo 100 .1 0 [N A 27 leccmaecn 9 9
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202 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TasLe D.—Distribution of eligible families of specified types according to
occupational group, by income, in 1 year, 1936—36

[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]

Inde- .
Inde- : Salaried
Wage : pendent | Salaried
Income class Total earner | Clerical %ﬁgﬁf&g g{ggf{ business girg[r&si-
Family type I

$500-$749____ .. 100
$750-$999. _ 100
$1,000-51,249. 100
$1,250-$1,499___ 100
$1,500-$1,749_ ___________________ 100
$1,750- 100
$2,000- 100
$2,250- 100
$2, 500~ 100

$3,500- 6 24 18
,000-$: 12 21 16
, 000 18 40 26

7,500~ 25 [£: 7 I
$10,000 and over. 50 50§
Family type IT

$500-$749. .. __ 100

$750-8999_______________.__ 100

$1,000-$1,249_ 100

$1,250-$1,499_. 100

$1,500-$1,749._ 100 1

$1,750-$1,999_______________ 100 2

$2,000-$2,249_______________ 100 1

$2,250—$2,499_ 100 2

$2,500-$2,999_ 100 4 8

$3,000-$3,499_.____________._____ 100 1 35 9 4 22 19

1

4

7

__________ 5

2 8

3 9

100 17 39 6 13
100 11 33 10 12 25 9
100 9 31 14 7 16 23
100 |- oo 23 23 35 19
100 |- ooc o eaaean 36 21 29 14
$10,000 and over_.___._________. 100 [av oo e 46 54 | oo

*Less than 1 percent.
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TaBLE D.—Distribution of eligible families of specified tyges according to
occupational group, by income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Inde- :
Inde- : Salaried
Wage Cleri pendent | Salaried
erical endent 3 profes-
earner usiness Is){g]t:?;sl- business | 5007

Income class Total

Family type IV

6 2

7 2
$1,750-$1,999_ oo 100 8 1 1
$2,000-$2,249_ 100 9 1 4
$2,250-$2,499. 100 [} 2 2
$2,500-$2,999_ 100 40 37 10 *) 8 5
$3,000-$3,499__ ... __ 100 39 31 9 2 10 9
$3,500-$3,999. . _______________. 100 24 36 8 3 16 13
$4,000-$4,999_ 100 25 35 8 8 11 13
$5,000-$7,499_ 100 |ocooe e 14 20 43 23
$7,500-$9,999___ 25 50 (oo
$10,000 and over. 100 |.ooo_ ..

Family type VI

$500-$749_______________________ 100
$750-$999. . 100
$1,000-$1,249_ 100
$1,250-$1,499_ - 100
$1,500-$1,749___________________. 100

18 7 24 10
19 11 28 17
32 10 42 16
100 |- oo
43 |- 43 14

$1,000-$1,24!
$1,250~$1,499
$1,600-$1,749

EBZao ow

* Less than 1 percent.
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Footnotes for Supplemental Tables

TABLE A

1 A surplus represents an increase in assets or a decrease in liabilities, or both; a deficit represents a decrease
in assets or an increase in liabilities, or both,

2 Some families reported neither surplus nor deficit for the year, therefore the sum of columns 5 and 6 does
not always equal 100 percent. .

3 Since the average amounts in these two columns are based on the number of families reporting surplus or
deficit, respectively, they do not add to the average net surplus or deficit shown in column 4 for all families.

TABLE B

1 The averages in this table include money expenditures for goods and services purchased on either cash
or credit basis. They do not include value of goods and services received without money expenses. Aver-
ages are based on all families, whether or not they reported expenditures for the specified categories.

? Housing expenditures include the money expenses of home owners and rent contracted for by renting
families for family home and other housing. The value of fuel, light, and refrigeration is included when
furnished by the landlord and included in the rental rate.

3 Includes all expenditures for operation and maintenance (see table 8), and the net purchase price (gross

rice less trade-in allowance) of automobiles bought during the schedule year. The proportion of automo-
gi]e expense chargeable to business bas been deducted. See glossary, appendix B.

4 Includes paid admissions, equipment and supplies for games, sports and other recreation, club dues, and
thelike. Doesnotinclude expense for transportation, food, or lodging while on vacation.

# Taxes include only poll, income, and personal property taxes. All other taxes, such as those on real estate,
amusements, and retail sales taxes are included as a part of the expenditure for these items. QGifts do not
include gifts from one member of the economic family to another.
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Appendix A

Chicago Sampling Procedure
The Controlled Sample

Several considerations prompted the decision to employ a relatively
unique sampling pracedure in the Study of Consumer Purchases.
The Study aimed to describe expenditure patterns of families of
different size and composition regardless of their numerical importance
in the community as a whole. It was necessary therefore to restrict
the number of schedules obtained from the more numerous elements
of the population and to secure a disproportionate number from the
rarer groups. These controls facilitate the type of analysis which
“holds other things equal” while the effect of a given factor is investi-
gated. When an equal number of cases is secured for families of
given type, occupation, and income, it is much easier to study changes
in expenditure patterns with increase in income, holding occupation
and family type relstively constant. In addition, since the collection
of statistics on family expenditures is very time-consuming and re-
quires great skill, it was necessary to limit the number of schedules
secured to a minimum which would yield reliable generalizations.
The present study attempted to throw light on the expenditure patterns
of all classes of the population—high income groups as well as low, fam-
ilies deriving their incomes primarily from business and professional
occupations as well as the clerical and wage-earner groups.

Still another consideration was the desire to provide results which
would be comparable from one city to another and in different regions
of the country, minimizing or controlling the differences in racial,
nativity, or occupational composition of the population in each place.
From the point of view of comparability with future studies, further-
more, the restriction of the Study to an American-born population was
deemed advisable since the control of immigration is resulting in a
progressively larger proportion of native-born individuals in this
country.

A “controlled sample” accompanied by a random sample seemed to
meet all of these requirements.! Appendix B of volume I presented a

1The use of a ‘“‘controlled sample’” was proposed in “A suggested plan for an inquiry into the economic
and social well-being of the American people’’ prepared by a special committee of the Social Science
Research Council in September 1929. The circumstances under which the present study was conducted

made possible a large preliminary random sample and thus permitted the selection of families for the ex-
penditure survey by income, family type, and occupation.
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206 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

detailed description of the data on income secured from a random
sample of Chicago families; the present discussion will therefore be
concerned primarily with the controlled sample, and will enlarge upon
the brief description of this sample presented in the introduction.

General collection procedure—Before turning to the method by
which the sample was controlled, a brief description of the general
sampling and collection procedure of the study is presented.

The information of the Chicago study was secured through inter-
views of families by field agents who recorded the information given
by family members upon schedule forms shown on pages 217-22.2
The addresses of families to be interviewed were obtained by a random
sampling of the 823,000 addresses listed on the block sheets of the
1934 C. W. A. Census of Chicago. The random sample yielded
approximately 82,000 families of which about 30,000 were native
white families containing both husband and wife. The first field
agent assigned to each family obtained the “record card’’ information
(which related primarily to nativity and number of persons in the
family) and'if the family proved to contain husband and wife, both
native-born white, who had been married at least a year, a ‘“family
schedule’” (containing membership composition, occupation, income,
and housing data) was obtained in the same interview.?

When the family schedule was returned to the office, it was edited
for completeness, and consistency. The total family income was
computed and codes for the income, occupation, and family type
were placed on the card. If the family proved to belong to the group
from which expenditure information was desired (on the basis of the
controls described below), a different field agent was assigned to
secure such data. The second agent explained to the family the
purpose and plan of the expenditure study and then proceeded to
obtain the details called for on the “expenditure schedule.” (See
schedule form,p.217.) In the course of this second interview the field
agent also reviewed with the family selected items reported on the
family schedule. Each family selected for the controlled sample was
asked not only for the expenditure schedule information, but also for
the detailed check list data. (Check list forms and check list data
will be presented in later bulletins.) Of the 2,711 families giving

3 An investigation of family income and consumption by means of schedules filled after the end of the
report year is confronted with questions concerning the degree of accuracy with which families may be
expected to remember details of expenditures made over a period of 12 months. It is admittedly impossible
to obtain by the schedule method precise records of expenditures for each item included in family living.
It is believed, however, that accuracy sufficient for the purposes of generalization can be achieved. One
means toward this end followed by the S8tudy of Consumer Purchases was the use of highly detailed schedule
forms which served to remind families of the wide variety of items for which they might have incurred
expenditures during the year. Such schedules, filled through painstaking interviews, provided data that

in the great majority of cases undoubtedly represented closely the spending patterns of the families
interviewed.

3 In addition, a smaller sample of foreign-born, Negro, and inco:nplete native white families also was
asked to give the family schedule data.
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CHICAGO SAMPLING PROCEDURE 207

expenditure data, 1,842 families also gave detailed food check lists
and 1,374 reported the furnishings and equipment check list detail.
In addition, information on the clothing check list was supplied by
5,063 family members in this controlled sample.

When the expenditure schedules and check lists were returned to
the office, a careful editing and arithmetic check of the entries took
place. The repeated and careful editing of each schedule for reason-
ableness and internal consistency was of vital importance to the quality
of the schedules obtained. This process helped not only to identify
schedules that were wholly or partly fictitious, but also to correct
errors arising from unintentional mistakes on the part of the family
or the interviewer. The complexity of the schedule and the inter-
dependence of many sections made intelligent editing at once vitally
necessary and unusually effective for attaining reasonable accuracy
in the results.

Every expenditure schedule had to meet certain requirements before
it was acceptable for tabulation. The more important of these were:

(1) That the schedule meet certain standards with respect to
completeness. Schedules were considered sufficiently complete for
tabulation if the total expenses of all major groups of items were
reported. In view of the limitation of time and funds, toward the close
of the field work it was decided to accept for tabulation schedules on
which certain details were lacking if the totals for each major category
were known and the schedule was in other respects satisfactory. In
general, however, relatively few schedules contained unknown expense
items since section totals were usually secured by addition of the
expense for specific items.

(2) That the information given appeared to be reliable. None of
the standards for acceptability of expenditure schedules was so
construed as to permit the acceptance for tabulation of a schedule
which was considered unreliable by either the field agent or the
supervisor. A schedule with many unexplained omissions and in-
consistencies was withheld from tabulation on the grounds of unre-
liability, even though, strictly speaking, it fell within the definition
of an acceptable schedule.

(3) That the discrepancy between funds available and disburse-
ments did not exceed 5.5 percent. This is referred to as the “balancing
difference’’ and is described in the glossary.

(4) That additional information secured during the expenditure
interview did not make the family ‘‘ineligible’’ for an expenditure
schedule according to the eligibility requirements shown below.

Schedules which were unacceptable for tabulation were returned to
the agent or to a check interviewer who attempted to secure the missing
information from the family, or, in the case of too large a balancing
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208 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

difference, an effort was made to determine whether the income or
the expenditure data, or both were in error.

A random sample of no less than one out of every five of the first
expenditure schedules submitted by each agent was checked by a
member of the supervisory staff. Later a larger or smaller proportion
was checked as conditions warranted, but never less than 1 in 20
schedules was ‘‘check interviewed,” and fictitious schedules or
serious errors were thus caught. The early resuits of rechecking
determined, in the case of each agent, whether his work should be
more or less intensively checked thereafter, or whether he should be
dismissed. On the whole, the percentage of agents guilty of deliberate
falsification was very small.

Controls or eligibility requirements.—Only families having specified
characteristics were asked to give information on their expenditures.
The characteristics of the families treated as eligible for the controlled
sample in Chicago were as follows:

1. Nativity and color—White families in which both the husband and wife
were born in continental United States or Alaska.

2. Family composition.—Families of types I to VII as defined in the glossary
page 223. Families in which the husband and wife had been married at least a
year and families in which both husband and wife were dependent on a common
income for at least 27 weeks of the schedule year.

3. Nonrelief status.—Families not having received relief during the schedule year.

4. Living arrangements.—Families maintaining housekeeping quarters for at
least 9 months during the schedule year.

5. Roomers and boarders.—Families not having roomers or boarders, or families
having not more than the equivalent of one roomer and/or boarder for the year.
(Sons and daughters or other relatives with separate incomes, from whom it was
impossible to obtain complete information on expenditures were treated as board-
ers or as guests, depending on whether they paid the family for room and/or board.)

6. Guests.—Families with not more than the equivalent of one guest for half a
year (26 guest weeks). (If guests lived with the family for 27 weeks or more the
family was not asked to give the expenditure data.)

7. Occupational group.—All occupational groups. (Families were classified
in the occupational group from which the major part of their earnings was
secured. In Chicago enough data were secured to make possible a separate analysis
of the families in seven different occupational groups. (See table 1, and glossary,
p. 224, ff. 2.) Expenditure data for families in the occupational group that
comprised those without income from earnings were tabulated separately, and
were excluded from the averages for all occupations combined.

8. Income class—Families having incomes from $500 to over $10,000. The
income classes eligible varied with the different occupational groups.

Since families in the business and professional categories were
relatively infrequent at the lower income levels and since the same was
true of wage-earner, clerical, and retired families at the upper levels,
it seemed inadvisable to attempt to secure data from the same income
classes for each occupational group. Not only would it have been
very time-consuming and expensive to locate the infrequent occupa-
tional groups at the extremes of the income scale but expenditure
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CHICAGO SAMPLING PROCEDURE 209

data secured from such families would not have been representative
of any large group. Therefore, at the income levels under $1,250 the
expenditure study was limited to families in the wage-earner and
clerical groups and to those with no gainfully employed members. At
the higher income brackets of $5,000 and over—the wage earners and
clerical groups were relatively infrequent. Families of business and
professional persons, on the other hand, predominated at the highest
income levels, so it was from such occupational groups that the expen-
diture patterns of relatively high income families were secured.

The classification of families on the basis of the three controls of
income class, occupational group, and family type constitutes what
has been referred to in this manuscript as a ‘“‘cell.” Since the number
of cases to be secured in each cell was limited to 5 or 10 families, it
was of paramount importance to obtain randomness in the selection of
families for these ‘“cells.”” Great care was therefore taken to guard
against the introduction of a bias. KEven the first small random sam-
ple yielded all the desired cases for the most frequent population
groups. If the cells drawn from the modal population group had
been filled from the first sample, they would have been much more
homogeneous with respect to the period covered by the data than
cells which represent the less frequent population groups, and any
greater variability within the latter cells might have been attributed
to income or occupation while it might actually have been due to
price changes occurring while the Study, was in progress. This pos-
sible bias was minimized by the provision that not more than 50
percent of the cases in cells representing the most frequent population
groups were to be chosen from any one of the series of random sam-
ples secured in the family income survey and that all expenditure
schedules which were discarded later because income and expenditures
did not balance should be replaced by cases drawn from recent sam-
ples. It is recognized, however, that these provisions did not entirely
eliminate the bias introduced by the time element.

An effort was made to obtain 10 wage-earner and clerical families
in each cell, and five in each cell for the other occupational groups.
The number of families called for by plans which were formulated
prior to the field work is shown in table 1. Insofar as practicable,
the collection staff attempted to secure the number of schedules shown
in this plan. In the course of the survey, it was observed that the
original plans tended to eliminate too many of the lower income wage-
earner and clerical families, so the eligibility requirements were altered
so as to include wage-earner families with incomes between $500 and
$750. Similarly, there appeared to be a sufficiently large number of
wage-earner and clerical families with incomes of $4,000 to $5,000
to justify extending the upper income limits of the eligible group to
include this income class.
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210 _ FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TABLE 1.—Number of schedules desired and number oblained in conirolled sample

[Nonrelief native white complete families]

: No gain-
Independ- | Independ- . Salaried
;Z;ﬁ Clerical | ent busi- | ent pro- E{’i‘s‘}ggg Drofes- hlx)llloy;ee(lin-
ness fessional sional members
Income class
G T~ T T I A I~ A - A ST ™ T N O 3
o b=l o =] k] k=] 2
Bl 2525|215 2|5 2 4]8) 2
8|l | 812|828 |5 8|28 |2 |8]|2
2188|588 |Aa|3|&8|3|&|8|A|F8
$500-$749. ... 7
$750-$099. ___. 7
$1,000-$1,249__ 13
$1,250-$1,409 __ 8
$1,600-$1,749__ 8
$1,750-$1,999 __ 6
$2,000-$2,249__ 4
$2,250-$2,499____ 7
$2,500-$2,999____ 3
$3,000-$3,499___. 8
$3,500-$3,999____
,000-$4,909__ 5
$5,000-$7,499._ . -
$7,500-$9,999__ . _
$10,000 and over. 35 3 35 5 35 11 35 10

1 Equally iiistributed among 7 family types. (See p. 233 for description of types.)

The number of expenditure schedules obtained and used in the
tabulations varies somewhat from the number shown in the plans.
(See table 1.) The discrepancies may be attributed to several fac-
tors—the most important of which was the fact that families of speci-
fied types at certain income levels were not sufficiently numerous to
yield the desired number of schedules, particularly since only 10
percent of all families in the city were interviewed in the random
sample. Furthermore, not all families from which expenditure data
were desired contributed the information. Some had moved out of
the city, others could not be found at home, while still others were
unable or unwilling to give the detailed information requested. Of
the schedules which were secured, a number had to be discarded
because of inconsistency, incompleteness, or unreliability of data
shown.

Another obstacle to an exact control of the number of schedules in
each cell resulted from shifts in the cell classification of families after
the detailed interview on expenditure data. The income class in
which the family was classified on the basis of the relatively short
family schedule interview did not always correspond with the income
class in which the family fell on the basis of the interview for expendi-
tures. The shifts arose partly from the fact that the methods of
computing income differed slightly for the two schedules, and partly
from the fact that sources of income which the family had forgotten to
mention to the agent obtaining the family schedule data occasionally
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came to light in the course of the long interview in connection with
the discussion of expenditures.*

Altogether 22 percent of the families giving expenditure data fell
into a different income class when classified according to the method
used and information obtained in the long interview as compared
with the short interview. In general, the shifts were compensating.
A little more than half of the shifts were to lower income classes,
while correspondingly, slightly less than half were to higher income
brackets. Almost three-fourths of the shifts involved changes of
only one income interval—to the next higher or lower income class.

Changes in the family type classification also resulted from the
longer interview—largely because of differences in the definition of
the economic family. Whereas all related persons living under the
same roof or eating at least two meals daily with the family, whose
income could be ascertained, were included in coding the family type
for purposes of the family schedule tabulation, only persons dependent
on a common family fund whose expenditures could also be ascer-
tained were regarded as members of the economic family in the con-
trolled sample. The discrepancies in the codes resulting from these
differences, however, were negligible; less than 1 percent of all Chi-
cago families from which expenditure data were secured were classified
in different family types by the two procedures.

The shifts in occupational code resulting from the longer interview
also were relatively infrequent—2 percent of all Chicago families in the
controlled sample were classified differently on the basis of the long
and short interviews.

Aside from the effect of discrepancies arising from different defini-
tions of the economic family, the longer interview brought to light
additional facts concerning the net earnings of various family members.
Detailed information on automobile expenditure, for example, occas-
sionally revealed a different and more accurate figure for occupational

4 Because of the extensive coverage of the family income survey, it was necessary to keep the time of the
family schedule interview as short as possible. On that account, information on the expenses of an owned
home other than interest payments was not obtained from the families covered in the large random sample.
Therefore, in estimating nonmoney income from home ownership for the income report, it was necessary
to resort to a tahle of estimated average expenses at given rental values. During the expenditure inter-
view, however, figures were obtained on expenses such as taxes, repairs, special assessments, and insurance
and thus a revised figure on the nonmoney income from owned home was computed by subtracting the
actual rather than the estimated expenses.

Similarly, for families having boarders the income figure on the family schedule included the estimated
net income from boarders after deductions had been made for the cost of food; these deductions varied with
the amount of the payment for board and were estimated on the basis of data secured in the Bureau of Labor
Statistics study of the money disbursements of wage earners and clerical workers At the time of the ex-
penditure schedule interview, detailed information was obtained on the food expenditures of the family,
from which it was possible to compute more accurately the money expense for boarders’ food, and thus to
gauge more correctly the net income from boarders.

No attempt was made at the time of the family schedule interview to determine nonmoney income from
an owned vacation home. This figure was obtained, however, fromn information secured during the expendi-
ture interview, and is included in the income figure by which families in the controlled sample were classified.

Furthermore, rent received as a gift is pot included in the income figure of the family schedule but it was
taken into account in deriving the income classification of families giving expenditure data.
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212 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

expenses than that which had been deducted when reporting the net
earnings of family members in the family schedule interview.

The above discussion of changes in cell code has been presented pri-
marily to give the reader some insight into the type of problems in-
volved in obtaining equal numbers of cases in' each cell in the con-
trolled sample. Since the final code for the family type, income, and
occupational group was prepared during the final office edit of an
expenditure schedule, it was inevitable that changes would tend to
increase the number of schedules in some cells and decrease the number
in others.

Weighting the controlled sample—Having limited the number of
schedules obtained from families in different income, occupational, or
family type groups, it is obviously impossible to treat the results as
though they comprised a random sample and constituted a propor-
tional cross section of each of the elements of the population. Itisnot
valid, for example, to add together the expenditures of an equal num-
ber of wage earners, clerical, and business and professional workers
at the $1,250 to $1,500 income level and assume that the resulting
figure represents the expenditures of families as a whole in this income
bracket. Such an assumption would be justifiable only if (a) the
expenditures of the different occupational groups were identical within
an income class or if (b) the random sample contained an equal num-
ber of families in each occupational group at the given income class.
Since one of the purposes of the present study was to discover what-
ever variations there may be in the expenditure patterns of families in
different occupational groups, the first assumption was obviously
precluded. The results of the analysis do suggest certain basic differ-
ences in the expenditure habits of the various occupational groups, so
that, except for the relationship between broad categories of expendi-
ture, it is not safe to assume an identity of pattern. As for the second
assumption, the random sample analyses have revealed great differ-
ences in the proportions of families in the various occupational groups,
so simple summation of the expenditures of the several groups will not
yield an accurate picture of family disbursements. Family types or
income brackets also should not be combined without first taking into
account the number of cases in the random sample of eligible families.

The expenditure averages shown for each occupational group in the
Tabular Summary have already been weighted or multiplied by the
number of cases in each family type within the given occupation.®
Similarly the averages for each family type have been weighted by the

5 Averages for families without income from earnings were not weighted by the family type distribution of
such families.
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frequency of the different occupational groups in given family types.®
Furthermore, the averages for each income bracket have been built up
by weighting the occupational averages which in turn have been
weighted by the family type averages. If the reader is interested in
combining still further averages for the separate income levels, he
should multiply the averages shown for the income bracket by the
number of eligible families represented by the income interval. The
weights for each income class are shown in table 2, column 4. This
table also enables the reader to compare the eligible sample of native
white complete families with the random sample of all native white
complete families.

TaBLE 2.—Income distributions of families in Chicago and of different samples
obtained, showing relation of controlled sample to random samples

Native white complete families 4
All
families 1 Eligible for Con-
All controlled trolled
I o ol sample ? | sample?
Rﬁ*gfr';fig? l}:g%ﬁgg Nonrelief | Nonrelief | Nonrelief
[¢Y) 2) 3) @ (5)
823, 230 309, 580 280, 130 ® ®)
57, 460 12,320 3,270 | el
55, 500 15, 440 5660 | ___________) .
69, 300 17, 08! 11,760 5, 940 50
82, 090 5 20, 580 15, 480 110
92,720 32,180 30, 620 22, 040 139
83, 961 30, 210 29,720 25, 180
79,750 A 32, 800 27, & 217
71, 32, 630 32, 510 27, 580 264
55, 210 27, 240 27,140 23,110 256
41, 820 21,120 21, 070 y 269
52, 580 23, 600 23, 580 14, 700 295
30, 710 14, 550 14, 540 11,730 226
18, 610 9,170 9,170 7,440
16, 680 8, 670 8, 660 y 197
11, 950 5 200 7,200 4, 102
1, 1, 260 1,260 0 37
1,840 1,210 1. 210 670 29

t Includes ail complete and incomplete native and foreign white and Negro families. (See vol. I, Tabular
Summary, sec. A.)

1 These figures are the weights for the controlled sample. Due to cell shifts (see discussion p. 210) the
number of eligible families used in weighting differs slightly from the number of eligible faipilies obtained on
the basis of the family schedule interview.

3 Unweighted count of the number of expenditure schedules secured.

4 Figuares in cols. 1, 2, 3, and 4 represent the estimated maumber in a 109 percent coverage of the city.

5 6 occupational groups.

While it is possible to make an estimate of the total consumption
of Chicago families by income levels from the expenditure data and

¢ Shifts in cells presented some difficulty in preparing the basic tabulations; namely, expenditure schedules
appeared in cells for which no weights were available since no eligible cases had been classified in these cells
in the tabulation of the random sample. It was decided to give cells in which no random sample schedules
were secured but in which expenditure schedules appeared a weight equivalent to the number of expenditure
schedules appearing in the tabulations. These arbitrary weights would tend to make the number of families
in the city appear greater than was actually found, but counterbalancing these added weights was the fact
that a number of cells which contained eligible cases in the random sample had no expenditure schedules,
and thus were not utilized.
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214 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

the income distribution shown in column 1 of table 2, such an estimate
presupposes that expenditures of foreign families, incomplete families,
and families securing relief are like those of the native white complete
nonrelief families surveyed in this study. The Bureau of Labor
Statistics is making a comparison of the expenditures of families with
native and foreign-born homemakers in the wage-earner and clerical
groups having comparable incomes and family composition. Pre-
liminary results do not indicate significant differences in expenditures
for groups of items by the two nativity groups. As yet, no data are
available on the comparison of expenditures of the incomplete and
complete families.
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Facsimile of Expenditure Schedule

B.L.6. 939 U. S, DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
CONFIDENTIAL BUREAU OF LAROR STATISTICS Code No. e
The information reqisted in this scheduls 1N COOPERATION WITH
b Ml AT, oy i £ i, | NATIONAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE | Sobodule No.
'OR| PROGRESS ADMINISTRATION
e e e Semaacn =t DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE City
WASHINGTON
I YEAR COVERED BY . T, 35 5 XU
SCHEDULE STUDY OF, C.T.or B.D
CONSUMER PURCHASES Agent
12 months beginping .....cceeeve-..., , 1935 A Federal Works Project
and ending eee.oeeeee.eo., , 193 EXPENDITURE SCHEDULE—URBAN Date of interview ..occeeeeeeeeeeenns, , 1936
II. COMPOSITION OF ECONOMIC FAMILY V. HOUSING EXPENSE (during schedule year)
A 3 | o D | E A B c
Namber of weeks— RENTED HOME (sxoluding vacstion home) | Present bome™] Other bome
MEMBERS OF FAMILY | 8ex' | Ago PR — 1. Number of mionths pied
2, rental rate. $. $.
1. Husband M 3. Rental i
2. Wife. ¥ 4 Toraw rent.
3 5. Repairs paid for by family.
4. 6, ‘Toray expense (4+5).
5. OWNED HOME (excluding vacktion bome) | Present home | Other boms
6.
7. Number of months:
8. 7. Owned
. 8. Occupied as owner.
JII. RESIDENCE 9. Btructural additions to home
. during year. s $
In city during schedule year__.. . months 10. Paid on principal of mortgage
V. LIVING QUARTERS OCCUPIED during year.
{at end of schedule year) EXPENSE 70B MONTHS OWNED
N 11. Interest on mort; 8. 3.
1. Type of living 12. Refi ing charges.
2. Total number of rooms bathrocms) w1 13 Taxes payable in schedule year,
3. Total number of persons pying these rooms exoept back taxes
family, roomers, paid help, and others) 14. Special
15. Repairs and repl 't
4. If family is now renting, does rent include: 16. X fire, tornado.
Yes No Yee No 17. Other. o iiisioes
:. o [n] garage.h e O O Light. [ 18, Torax for months owned
. O 0O Furnish- | s g O Refrigerator - =
ings. % (meghmiul). a1-17)
e 0 1 Heat. 19, Toravfor months occupied
d 0 O Water., g O O Refrigeration. 88 OWDET.
HOUSING FACILITIES 20. ToraL for family’s home
5. Water supply: 9. Hesung (check principal (6+19).
a. O In living quarters. a D Ce)ntra,l steam or VAGATION HOME Bxpensofor year
3. O Indoors, other. . Cen Wh 21, Vacationhome bwned: Net for months
¢ O Outdoors, e O Stovea "o Kitob- fed $
s. R’“"m““g“‘“ d 0 Kntchenstoveon!y. 22. Vacation home nnted Rent and repairs
a. O Hot or cold. e. O Fireplace, for months
| al gold only, 1. LighCImNom:. 23, Lodging while traveling or on vmﬁon.._.__...
< D one. a0 i!lectricity. 24. . Torav 21-23.
7. Location of toilets: b D Gus MONEY VAL OF HOUSING RECEIVED Valus
e. O In living quarters. ; E Ot@{:rn& {without direct money payment)
5. 01 Indoors, other, 11. Cookingc fuel: 25. Rental value of housing received as gift or pay..|....... enmeceene
. 01 O 3 e O 's.
e O utd?om b O Eleotricity. 26. Net money value of occupancy of family’s
8. Number of toileta: ¢. 01 Wood or coal. owned home.
d. D Keo"ﬁ;i'.‘e or gas- I 27, Net money value of occupancy of owned
e.'0 Other. tion home.
162290
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V1. HOUSEHOLD OPERATION

A B
FRPRdEm Sy | o T°§rmy“5“
(for office use)
Quantity | Expense | Quantity | Expense | Quantity | Expense | Quantity | Expense | Quantity | Expense
1. Coal:
Bit.O Anth.0 3. 3. s $. F - 3.
2. Coke 01 Brigts. [
3. Fuel oil
4, Wood0 Kindlingl
5. Kerosene[l Gas-
olineD.
6. Electricity. XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX
7. Gaa. XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX
8. Ice.
9. ToraL {1-8). XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX
10. Value of fuel gathered by family or ived free, $. VII. MEDICAL CARE
Iy slofp|e[rla]| & E] A B o
s | Bupiore | Eoeveey e —
PAID HOUSEHOLD |Wis Expense e | foryest
BELP for year
In [Out| F.T.|P.T.| No, | Dol-
n 1. Physician: ....... office visits at $. s
11. Cook ral
wnrtl;rgene S 3. Dentiat.
12. Cleaningmanor 4. Oculist.
‘Wornan
18 1 N 5. Other inlist (specify’
: 6. Clinic visits: Number ........ 868
. 7. Hospital room or bed: ______ days at $.
15. 8. Private nurse: In hosp. ...... days at $.
16. Aprons, uniforms, and gifts to paid help. 9. Private nurse: At home ....._ daya at $.
17. ToraL (11-186) 10. Visiting nurse: visits at $.
A B 11. E: ions and tests (mt indoded abers).
OTHER HOUSEHOLD EXPENSE Toymm | 12, My édicines and drugs.
13. Eye glasses.
18. Water rent. [ S—— 14. Medical i and li
19. Telephone: Number mos. ; per mo. $. 16. Health and
18. Other.
20. Laundry sent out: Number wks. .....; amt. $. |17, Toran (1-16)
21 Bpecify service. VIIL. RURAL—URBAN BACKGROUND
22. Laundry sosp and other cl i l d ° > | =
o U D B
P other 4 Husband Wite
23. Stationery, postage, No.years| Btate |No.years| Btate
24. Moving, express, freight, etc. 1. On a farm or in open
country.
25, Other. 2. In mvmage of less than
26, Torar (18-25) 3. In city of 2,500 to 10,000,
27, ToraL h hold operation (9- 17+ 26). 4. In city of 10,000 or more.
H—3ng
2)
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IX. RECREATION

XII. EDUCATION

A B| ¢ D E F i B | © p | B
Adults Children
Expense | Member Expenss for year
NUm prigy | NUm- | prigg | 06 Y88" | gohool astended daring scbedule year s
;i Tulti S
Paid admissions to— Publio | Private 4od tees ‘“,‘3:&.‘3‘*
1. Movies: Winter $. S
kind:
2, Spring. 1. Nursery school, F 2 S
3 o 2. El y school
s Fall 3. High or p "y achool
B hnical school
5. Plays, pageants, concerts, lectures, forums. 5. College, gnduate or profes-
sional school ..o ooooeec e
6. Ball games, other tor sports. n P
7. Dances, circuses, fairs. =
Xpense
GAMES AND SPORTS for year Frovlous education
8. Equipment, supplies, fees, licenses {enter year's 6. Total, tuition (1-5D)ow_| $oeeeeres Highest gra,de com-
expense for each item): 7. Total, boogkws‘ and sup- pleted
Hunting, $. ; Fishing, $. : plies (1~ 187 Husband oo
Camping, $.ccreea-e ; Trapping (sport), $......... H B pecial lessons. 14. Wite
Hi ‘p & ' . Riding. 3. ' ' Other (excludmg board 15. Son or daughter
iking, 8 Riding, over 18 years with
Baseball, §._. Tennis, $-___ ;Golf, $ ... ; 0 most schooling:
Bicycles, $... _; Skates, sleds, skis, $. H 10. Torar (6 a. Sex
Billiards and bowling, $. Boats, $.___ 11. Board at school or col- b, Age 'l':"""f' ............
. ege. ¢. Member of economic
Cards, chefs, other games, $.. ; Other, 12, Roo o adtiodi or family?
9. Total (all items 8) college. Yes [] No O
OTHER RECREATION XIII. OCCUPATIONAL EXPENSE
10. Radio: Purch ported as p from
. B tubes, repairs I'Expense
12. Musical instruments (specify) or year
N o d
13. Sheet musio, rpt-nr 8. 1. Union dues, fees. s
4. Cameras, films, photo 1
15. Children’s toys, play . 2. and p dues,
16. Pets (purchase and care) 3. T books and § s
17. Entertaining in and out of home. L8 and N
18. Dues to social and 1 clubs. « PUPP
19. Other (specify). 5. Other.
20. Torat (1-19) 6. ToraL (1-5)
X. TOBACCO XIV. PREVIOUS OCCUPATION OF HUSBAND

Expense
for year

1. Cigarettes: Packages per week.

1. Was husband’s occupation ssme during schedule year as

in 19297 Yes O No O
2. If not, his occupation in 1929 was

i ars: Number ber weelt - @ e e
2. Cigars: Number per weels @t XV. GIFTS, COMMUNITY WELFARE, AND TAXES
3. Tobacco: All other. v—"
4. Smolkens supoti o
5. Torar. (1-4) 1. Gifte ((él;nstxfnas, bu’t?d?y, olth?r) tbo ntm)u not s

mem 13 of economic fami! not chariby).e. .| $oceeceas
XL _READING ntr support relaytwes not m{mbem
Expense of ic family.
for year
8. Donations to other individ
1. Daily. s N
2 Weekly. 4. Community chest and other welfare agencies....._|........_...
3. M 4 iptions and single copies) 5. Church, Sunday school, i
. 6. Taxes: Pall income, personal propert; able
4. Bod (ot ol bk biogh gy Nobr 5 e s back ey, BeyeRle |
5. Book renials asd library fees, pablic a0d renal librariss. 7. Other.
8. Books berrowed from public and rental librariea: Numbor.oo..oooooeeco | X XX X .
7. ToraL (1-6) 8. Torar (1-7)
14—3290
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XVI. USUAL FOOD EXPENSE DURING EACH SEASON OF SCHEDULE YEAR

A ! { l I | [ [
Latest season of year Earlier seasons
FOOD AT HOME p 1TV b ¥ * Y2 *Y— b & " ——— 7 'Y * WO [ 7 T " S——
Pec week | Per month { Per week | Parmonth | Por week | Pec month | Per week | Per month | Per week | Per month
Food expense at—
1. Gi or general store (ex-
oclug soap, matches, ete.) | $.......| §. $.: 3. 8. 8. 8. s S $.

2. Meat and fish market.

3. Dairy.
4. Vegetable and fruit market

oF Wagon.

6. Bakery.

Additional expense for food
at home—
6. Yoe cream, candy.

7. Boft drinks, beer, eto.

8, Other food at home.

9. ‘Torar for week or
month (1-8).
10. Toranforseason ._.booo oo

(EI'E?II%? ‘:-‘: ::n?:‘:? :llchool. Per week | Per month{ Par week | Per month | Per week | Por month | Per weok | Per month | Per week |Per month
"a carried frotn home)

and mes!

Expense for—
11, Meals at work.

12. Lunches at school
13. Meals while traveling or on

OTHER MEALS AWAY—
14.  Break

15. Lunches.

16.  Dinners.

17. Ice cream, candy.

18. Soft drinks, beer, etc.

19. Toran for week or
onth.
20. Toraw for geason......... SN U O S S SRR R S
FOOD BAISED AT HOME OR RECEIVED A8 GIFT OR PAY
TOTAL FOOP EXPENSE DURING BECHEDULE YEAR DURING ECHEDULE THAR !
Money value of food—
21. Food at home (item 10). 8. 24. Raised for family’s own uS€..s—| $oeeeeeemeeeee . -
22. Food away from home (item 20). 25. Received as gift or pay.
23. . ToTAL 26. v, T OO

4) 14—az00
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XVIl. AUTOMOBILES
{owned at any time during year)

XIX. OTHER TRAVEL AND TRANSPORTATI

ON

1. How many months during year did you own: LOCAL~TO WORK, 8CHOOL, STORES, ETC. Torbanae

6 1 automobile, ... mos.; b 2 automobiles, ... moa.; || 1- B";{of,'{u’g’y' taxi, train, ferry boat, rent of auto-

¢ 3 automobiles, ... mos.; no sutomobiles, ........ mos. “OTHER TRAVEL (Exstuding prowsry

AUTOMOBILES OWNED AT END OF SCHEDULE YEAR 2. Railroad (including Pull

A B o D E 3. I ban bus.
Year bought New | Used Make Price 4. Other (specify vehicle)..oooeooccemececceeee e
2. 10 S ] FURCHASE AND UPKEEF DURING YEAR
8 Y

i’ :: 6. Of boat, airplane, other vehicle.
8. Gross price of car bought during yesr $. xxxx| 7  Torau(1-6)
6. Trade-in allowance for used car, $....... xxxxf 8 P"°p°m°“ of m‘m"':{:';“'gn"' other vehicle O
7. Net price of car bought (5 minus 6)
8. Month purchased ........ Terms: Cash O Installment O XX, PERSONAL CARE
9. Total number of miles driven during year (all owned cars) Iy

SERVICES
- 1. Wife:, Haircut (usual price, .......
GASOLINE vee, maniounss, tmlm,'other
A B ) 2. Busbmd Hmrgu (usual price, ...
Season Numberof | Expense Children‘ m’Jdet 16: Haircuts (usual price,
11. Latest. s . Other m«;mg:hr:rnf family: Haircut (usual price,
12 TOILET ARTICLES AND PREPARATIONS
13. 5. Taijlet soaps: . cakes at.
14. 6. Tooth paste and powder, mouth wash, ete....___|............
15. 7. Shaving soap and cream.
16. TOTAL FOR YEAR (11-15). 8. Cold cream, powder, rouge, nail polish, perfum
A B 9. Brushes, etc., combs, razors, ﬁles...
Exponse || 10+ Other toilet .rticlu and
for year
1. Torar (1-10)
17. Oil: Number of Quarts....c-ceeeeeee ceeeemcecemeceenen.. o I S -
18, Tires, tubes: P XXIL. EQUIPMENT OWNED BY FAMILY
19. Repairs, repl ts, service. A B | L) D | E
20, Garage rent, parking. Owned at
21. Licenses, includi istration fee. sondel Hpurchased ln
22, Fines, d paid to others. KIND OF EQUIPMENT year
23. Automobile § (all types). Yes | No | Prics | Besson,
24. Tolls (bridge, ferry, tunnel),
25. A fes (includi bile radio). 1. Piano. IxXXX
26, Other (includi i dues) 2. Phonc h XXXX
3. Radio. XXXX
27, ToraL (7, 16, and 17-26) iR loctric .
28. Proportion of bile expense ch ble to 3 ‘ 3
b\l:smeu xxxx| > Other
6. Ice box.
XVIII. CLOTHING ExPENSE 7. Pressure cooker.
(Make no entry if check list is used) Fapence | 8. Washing machine, power.
y 9. Washing » other.
1. Wife s 10. Troning machi
2. Husband 11. Vacuum cleaner.
3. 2. Sewing machine, electric,
:’ 13. Other sewing hi
. XXIL, FURNISHINGS AND EQUIPMENT
7 (Make no entry if check list is used)
8 Purchased in schedule year not included in items 4-13, section
9. Torar XXI, Total expense for year, $ eeeeemoenoe.
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XXOI. OTHER FAMILY EXPENSE

Expense for
pe B
1. Interest on debts incurred for family living other than mortgage on 5. Lass, other than busi loss. $.
owned home. s
2. Did family have checking account &t any time during schedule 6.. Funersl, cemeter;
year?! YesD No O
7. Other.
3. Bank service charges, safe deposit box.
4. Legal expense (not business) 8. TotaL (1-7).
XXIV. CHANGES IN FAMI'LY ASSETS AND LIABILITIES DURING SCHEDULE YEAR 1938 to 193
(Excluding cbanges due to increases or decreases in the value of property which has not changed bands)
CHANGES IN PROPERTY OWNED BY FAMILY AND AMOUNTS DUE FAMILY CHANGES IN DEBTS OWED BY FAMILY
A B | 0 D ® | ¥
Changes in assets during schadnle year ‘Changes in liabilities during schedule year
Money, stocks, real estate, other assets Liabilities

f increase Net smount of increase | Net amount of decrease
1. Money in savings 3. $. 21. Mortgages on owned home. 8. 3.
2. In checki t; 22. Mortgages on other resl estate.
) 23. Notes due to banks, insurance companies,
3. On band. I loan

XXXXXXXX

24. Notes due to i

25. Back rents (due before schedule year)........|

XXXXXXXX

6. f2 0 1 DO XXXXXIXX 26. Rents due in schedule year, unpaid. XXXXTXXX
7. Stocks and bonds: P d XXX XXXZxx || 27. Back taxes (due before schedule year).... XXXXXXXX|.
8. Sold....... XXXXXXXX 28. Taxes due in schedule year, unpaid. XXXXXXXX
9. Other property: Purchased xxxxxXxxx| 29. Charge ts due.
10. Sold....... EXXXXXXX 30. Other bills due.
31, P on installment h made
11. Improvements on owned home. LTXZXXXXX prior to schedule year (speelly goods
purchased):
12. Improvements on other real estate. XXXXXXXX (@) PR S & & 5 33 I ——
13. 1 paid (life, end s
annuity). XXXXXXXX ()] PEE5 & £ & 5 35 [—
14, Fi of p t. © XTXXXXEXX |eemamecrmcacee-. —
ot 4 32. Balance due on installment purchases made
15. L policies d IXXXXXXX in sch;dule year (specify goods pur-
16. I licies settled. XXXXXXXX chased): 3
17. Loans made by family to others during (@) XXXIXIXX
schedule year {balance not repaid). XXXXXXXX ® XXIXXIXX
18. Repayments to family on loans made .
before dule year. AXXXXXXX © XXXXEXXX
19. All other (specifiy) 33. All other (specify).
20. TotaL (1-19). 34. ToraL (21-33).

14=2200
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Classifications and Definitions of Terms Used in Text and Tabular
Summary

The following glossary of terms is limited to those classifications and
definitions needing explanation for the interpretation of the tabular
and textual material on the summary of expenditures. Later publi-
cations, presenting more detailed data in particular fields of consump-
tion, will contain further definitions. Items appearing on the ex-
penditure schedule and on the expenditure summary which are not
discussed in the present volume are omitted from the glossary.

Any system of classifying goods and services necessarily has certain
limitations and may not meet the needs of all groups or agencies which
utilize the data. The classification adopted for the Study of Consumer
Purchases is in substance one that has been found useful in other
studies and which thus has the advantage of yielding comparable
data. Since the uses to which specific goods may be put by consum-
ers vary considerably from family to family and even within the family
circle, depending upon a multiplicity of factors, the decision to classify
commodities in one category rather than another was necessarily
arbitrary. The classifications determined upon have, however, been
applied consistently throughout the tabulations.

The expenditures of each family during the report year have been
classified under 16 major groups of goods and services, as presented
in table 2 of the Tabular Summary. This classification has been
vsed over a period of years in similar studies of family living by such
agencies as the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the Department of Labor
and the Bureau of Home Economics of the Department of Agriculture.

Specific definitions of terms should be prefaced by the explanation
that, whenever a sales tax was in force in a particular community dur-
ing the period covered by the Study, the estimated total amount of
sales tax paid for each taxable item appearing on the schedule was
added to the total expense for the item.

Family—For purposes of the Study of Consumer Purchases, an
economic family was defined as a group of persons belonging to the
same household and dependent upon a common income.! Expendi-
ture data were secured only from families including both husband
and wife.

Family type.—Families were classified, according to the number and
age of members other than husband and wife, in one of seven types,
as follows: 2

Type
I No other persons (families of two).
ITI One child under 16 (families of three).
IIT Two children under 16 (families of four).

! For more detailed definition see vol. I of this bulletin, glossary.
¢ 8ee pictogram of family types, p. 3.
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224 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

Type
IV One person 16 or over and one or no other person, regardless
of age (families of three or four).
V One child under 16, one person 16 or over, and one or two
others, regardless of age (families of five or six).
VI Three or four children under 16 (families of five or six).
VII One child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (fami-
lies of seven or eight).

The above family types are based upon the equivalent number of
persons under 16 years of age and the equivalent number 16 years or
overin the economic family during the year. By the use of a conversion
table the number of weeks of membership of persons in the economic
family for only a portion of the schedule year is expressed in terms of
equivalent members. If the economic family contained, in addition
to the married couple, only one person who was a member for 26 weeks
or less, he was not regarded as an equivalent member; bad he been in
the family for 27 weeks he would have been classified as one equiva-
lent member. If two persons, both of whom were under 16 years, were
members of the economic family for a total of from 27 weeks through
78 weeks, together they counted as one equivalent member; had they
been members for a total of from 79 through 130 weeks, they would
have been counted as two equivalent members. The same method of
computation applied to persons 16 and over. If, however, the family
contained one person 16 years of age or over and one child under 16
years, each for less than 27 weeks, neither would be counted as a
member of the economic family, although the period of membership
for the two together equalled more than 26 weeks.

Occupational grouwp.—Families were also classified in one of seven
groups: Wage-earner, clerical, independent business, independent pro-
fessional, salaried business, salaried professional, and families with
no gainfully employed members.? In general, the wage-earner classi-
fication included all types of skilled, semiskilled, and unskilled manual
jobs which are usually paid by the hour, day, or week, rather than on
a monthly or annual salary basis. In the clerical classification were
grouped store clerks and salesmen working for others, as well as office
workers. Professional, semiprofessional and technical workers were
included in the independent professional group when employed on
their own account, and in the salaried professional group when they
were employed by others on a salary basis. Persons classified in the
independent business group were entrepreneurs owning and operating
businesses of any type. Also classified in the independent business
category were families which derived the major portion of their earned
income from roomers and boarders. The salaried business category

3 The occupational categories are based upon the Works Progress Administration’s Manual of Work Divi-

sion Procédure, sec. 2, “Occupational classification” (June 1935); and “Index of occupations,” Cire. No. 2A
(September 1935).

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



SCHEDULE FORMS AND GLOSSARY 225

consisted mainly of salaried managers and officials; chief officers of
corporations drawing salaries, as well as minor executives, were thus
classified in the salaried business group, even though some owned
controlling interest in the business. The seventh category consisted of
families that had no earnings from an occupation.

The occupational classification of a family was determined by the
occupational group from which it derived the major portion of its
earnings during the report year, whether that portion was contributed
by one or more family members.*

Income—The total income by which the family was classified
included money income (derived from earnings and other sources
such as interest, dividends, pensions, etc.), and in addition, non-
money income from housing (for owners, the difference between
rental value of the home and current expense for interest, repairs,
mortgages, and the like; for renters, the value of rent received as
a gift or pay).

To arrive at the figure for earnings from gainful occupations of
family members (wages, salaries, profits, and other withdrawals from
business for family use, tips, commissions, and bonuses), occupa-
tional expenses were deducted. Similarly, the figures for earned
income not attributable to individual members (i. e., income from
family enterprises such as the keeping of roomers and boarders or
casual work in the home) represented net rather than gross income
from such sources. Items classified as nonearned money income
were: Interest and dividends; rents from property; pensions, annui-
ties and benefits; gifts in cash, ete.’

Adjusted family income, presented in chapters I and IX, consists
of total income plus the value of food and fuel obtained without money
expense.

Ezxpenditures.—Money expenditures include all money expenses
incurred during the report year for current family living, whether or
not the full amount was paid during the year.® Balances Temaining
unpaid at the end of the year were handled as increased in liabilities.
Total expenditures include money expenditures and the value of
food and fuel obtained without money expense. All categories except
housing and food are therefore represented only by money expendi-
tures. Total expenditures are thus synonymous with “money value
of current family living”’ defined below.

Value of family living.—The money value of current family living
consisted of money expenditures for current living, and the value
of housing, food, and fuel obtained without money expense. The

¢ For more detailed statement see vol. I of this bulletin, glossary.
# For more detailed statement of the components of income as used in the Study see vol. I, glossary.
¢ This was not true in the case of a few items such as fire insurance premiums on owned homes and con-

tributions to the Community Chest For these items only the amounts paid during the year were classed
as expenditures.
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value of housing included the imputed net income from owned family
and vacation homes and the rental value of housing received as gift
or pay. (See below under nonmoney income from housing.)

Surplus or deficit—The difference between the family’s total
money income for the year and its total money expenditure was, if
a positive sum, a surplus, or, if a negative sum, a deficit. This sur-
plus or deficit was accounted for by one or more of a series of changes
in assets and liabilities, described below.

Receipts.—The term receipts has been used to designate current
money income plus funds made available through liquidation of
assets or through credit.

Disbursements.—The term disbursements has been used to desig-
nate money expenditures for current family living plus money used
to decrease debts incurred before the beginning of the report year or
to increase assets.

Balancing difference.—Due to the difficulty experienced by families,
few of which kept detailed records, in accounting in toto for receipts
and disbursements, a margin of tolerance was set up for disecrepancies
between the two. If the difference amounted to less than 5.5 percent
of receipts or disbursements, whichever was larger, the schedule was
tabulated, this amount being carried as a balancing difference. If the
discrepancy was 5.5 or larger, the schedule was discarded. In cases
where disbursements exceeded receipts, as accounted for by the family,
the balancing difference was negative; if receipts exceeded disburse-
ments, the difference was positive.

FOOD

Included here were all family expenses for food, together with ex-
penditure for such items as ice cream, candy, soft drinks, beer, and
alcoholic beverages. Cod-liver and haliver oil were also considered
food.

Nonfood articles which may be bought in grocery stores, such as
cleaning supplies, matches, soap, tobacco, and food for pets were
excluded from this category.

Food at home.—A distinction was made between food purchased to
be prepared at home and food purchased and eaten away from home.
In the former category was included expense for any food prepared
at home but eaten away from home, such as home-prepared lunches
for work, school, or picnics. Expense for articles such as coffee, milk, or
other food, bought at work or school to supplement the home prepared
lunches was classified with expense for food away from home.

Food purchased to be prepared in a vacation home occupied by the
family was classified as expense for food at home.
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The amount spent for food served to boarders was derived through
use of the average expense per meal per equivalent adult (explained
below), and was deducted from total expense for food at home, so
that the figures shown in table 2, column 6, and table 3 of the Tabular
Summary represent net family expense.

Food away from home.—Included here was expense for meals at work
and at school (except for food carried from home), including board at
school, meals while traveling or on vacation (except for food prepared
in a vacation home), meals purchased on a business trip for which
there was no reimbursement by an employer, other meals eaten out,
and ice cream and candy, soft drinks and aleoholic beverages consumed
away from home.

Expense for food away from home necessarily included in many
cases some expense for service and entertainment as well as food costs
proper.

Value of food home-produced or received as a gift or pay.—A value was
placed on all food which was raised for family consumption or given
to the family as a gift or in lieu of cash payment for services. All
such food was evaluated at the retail prices prevailing in the com-
munity. No deduetions from the evaluation of home-produced food
were made for the cost of seeds and implements or for the value or
cost of labor. If members of the family received a substantial number
of free meals as guests in excess of the number of meals furnished to
guests (not counting house guests), the value of meals so received in
excess of those furnished was tabulated.

An evaluation was made of meals which were furnished to members
of the family without charge by the employer or paid for from expense
accounts. Persons obtaining such food include salesmen reimbursed
for meals taken while traveling, students working for their board at
school, or waiters who received meals as part of their pay.

Likewise, if the owner of a store or an employee occasionally
brought home food which he received from his place of business with-
out payment, such food was evaluated at local retail prices and
included in the total value of food received without direct money
expense. However, if the store proprietor charged himself for food
which he brought home regularly for family consumption, the retail
value of such food was added to his money earnings and the goods
were entered as purchases in the subsection for food at home.

Average money erpenditure per meal per equivalent aduli—In
recognition of the variations in quantity, and thus in expense,
of food consumption among persons of different ages, the following
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scale of relative requirements for various persons served from the
family food supply was adopted: ?

Relative

Age of person food expense
20 years of ageand over__________________________________ 1.0
13 t0 19 years_ . ___ .. 1.1
6 to 12 years____ .. .9
Under 6 years___ e .6

These relatives were applied whether the person was a member of
the economic family or a boarder, guest, or domestic servant. The
relative factor applied to nurses for the sick was 0.9. The term
equivalent adult is used in the text as representing one food expendi-
ture unit.

It was assumed that 21 meals per week were eaten by each member
of the economic family during that portion of the report year spent
at home. For other members of the household (boarders, house
guests, household help, and nurses) the actual number of meals eaten
was ascertained. The average expense per meal per equivalent
person was derived by dividing the total family food expense (after
subtraction of expense for food eaten while traveling or on vacation)
by the total number of equivalent person meals.

In order to determine the expense for meals served to boarders,
the average expense per meal per food expenditure unit was multiplied
by the total number of meals served to boarders; the resulting sum
was deducted from the total family expense for food at home.

HOME MAINTENANCE

Housing expense—Each family reported expense incurred during
the report year, for family home and other housing. Average amounts
for renting families are based on the rental rate contracted for, minus
any concessions granted by the landlord, and plus any repairs paid
by the tenant. Housing expense for renting families included fuel,
light, and/or refrigeration when one or more of these items was
included in the rental rate. For owning families, all expense incurred
for repairs, interest, insurance, and the like was included. Because
of the fact that fuel, light, and refrigeration were included in the rent
paid by many renting families, all tables in the text of the report
that show housing expense include fuel, light, and refrigeration with
housing. In tables 2, 4, and 4-A of the Tabular Summary, however,
housing expense is reported separately.

No attempt was made to apportion and deduct from family expense
an amount for space rented to roomers. Since, however, expenditure
data were not taken from families having the equivalent of more than

7 This scale of food relatives was developed from data secured from the Bureau of Home Economics of the

Department of Agriculture, which furnished information on standard food allowances, based on actual food
expense records, differentiated by age, sex, and activity.
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one lodger throughout the year, the value of such space was not an
important item to the families.

Housing expense incurred during the report year and not paid by
the end of the year was included here and also carried as an increase
in liabilities.

Family home.—Average expense, as shown in table 4, column 8,
includes only expense for living quarters occupied by the family
group, whether such quarters were rented or owned.

Other housing.—Included in housing expense as shown in table 2,
but shown separately in table 4, column 9, is expense for vacation
home, lodging while traveling, and room at school.

Expenses for a vacation home, whether owned or rented, were of the
same type as for a family home. If a family owned a vacation home
and rented it out during any part of the schedule year, the total rent
received was subtracted from total expense incurred for the home and
only the net amount was tabulated. If the rent received exceeded
expenses for the year, no net expense was incurred and the positive
balance was included as a part of the family’s income.

Excluded from expense for lodging while traveling was the amount
paid by a family member while traveling on business or while working
out, of town. These amounts were considered occupational expense
and were deducted from gross earnings in arriving at family income.

Housing received with money expenditure.—See below under non-
money income from housing.

Money expenditures for rented and owned family homes.—For the pur-
pose of comparing the housing expenses of home owners and renters
(table 4-A, columns 6 and 7) a family was classified as renting only
if it rented during the entire year (and received no rent as gift or pay),
and as owning only if it occupied an owned home during the entire
year. Expense for renters includes only expense for dwelling quarters
occupied by the entire family group. The number of months of
occupancy of the rented home was multiplied by the monthly rental
rate to obtain the total amount of rent paid. From this sum was
deducted the value of any rental concessions received by the family.
Concessions were distinguished from rent as pay or gift and defined
as occupancy given free by the landlord for a limited time as an in-
ducement to the family to rent the living quarters. To the total rent
paid was added the value of repairs or improvements paid for by
the tenant, if the landlord did not reimburse the family. Rental
expenses incurred but not paid during the schedule year were included
here, and also carried as an increase in family liabilities.

Housing expense for owned home for the year included interest on
the mortgage, refinancing charges, taxes payable, expense for repairs
and replacements, special assessments, and premiums for fire, tornado,
or earthquake insurance on the home. For all these items except
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insurance, the expense figure refers to amounts incurred during the
schedule year, whether or not they were entirely paid before the end
of the year. Balances remaining unpaid were carried as increases in
liabilities. In the case of insurance premiums, no attempt was made
to prorate payments for previous or coming years as an allocation of
expense for the schedule year. Structural additions and other per-
manent improvements to the home were not classed as current ex-
penditures for housing but as increases in assets. (See below, assets
and liabilities.)

If the home owned and occupied by the family was a two-family or
multiple-family house, only that portion of the expense which applied
to the living quarters of the owner’s family was included as expense of
owned home. The basis for this allocation was the comparative
monthly rental values of the dwelling units under consideration. The
remaining expense was deducted from gross rents, to derive a net
figure which was added to the family’s income.

Facilities included in rent.—Families that were renting their homes
at the end of the schedule year were asked to state which of a specified
list of housing facilities were furnished by the landlord and covered
by the rental rate for the living quarters. These data are presented
in table 4-A of the Tabular Summary.

Facilities were not considered to have been included in the rent if
the family paid separate amounts for their use, over and above the
rental for the living quarters themselves.

Nonmoney income from housing.—An attempt was made to evaluate
all housing received without money expense, whether in the form of
rent as pay or gift, or of imputed income from an owned home. Aver-
age amounts of such value are shown in table 4, columns 10-12,
Tabular Summary.

If a family received any rent as part of wages or salary, as in the
case of a minister, a resident manager, or a janitor, the estimated
monthly rental value was multiplied by the number of months such
premises were occupied, and the resulting amount was included as a
part of the family’s income. If a family occupied rent free during
any part of the schedule year, a home that was owned by a relative or
friend, the rental value was estimated for the period, and from it
was subtracted any housing expense incurred by the family in connec-
tion with such occupancy. The net figure was then added to the
family’s income. Housing furnished to individual family members
while away from home, whether as gift or in return for services, was
not included in nonmoney income from housing, which relates solely
to housing that served as the family home.

Much more important, on the average, than rent as pay or gift,
was imputed income from owned home. If a family during any part
of the schedule year occupied a home owned by a member of the
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family the rental value of this home was estimated (in relation to
rental rates on equivalent quarters) for the period of occupancy.
From this sum were deducted all expenses incurred for the home, for
interest on a mortgage, repairs, taxes, special assessments, and pre-
miums for insurance, during the period of occupancy. The remaining
amount was considered as imputed income from housing, and included
as a nonmoney part of the family’s total income. If the expenses
were greater than the estimated rental value, the family was considered
to have had a negative income from housing.

This procedure applied to either a family home or an owned vaca-
tion home. The net effect was to place many home owners in a
higher-income class ($250 intervals) than they would have been
classified in on the basis of money incomes alone.

Howusehold operation.—The data for household operation expense,
presented in tables 2 and 5 of the Tabular Summary, include three
groups of items; fuel, light, and refrigeration; paid household help;
and other items of household operation, such as laundry and cleaning
supplies, telephone, and water rent. The expenses for operating both
family and vacation homes occupied by the family were included.
In all tables in the text, and in all text discussion, expenditures for
household operation exclude amounts spent for fuel, light, and refrig-
eration, which were included with housing (see above, under Housing
expense).

If certain expenses for operation, such as fuel, light, or water rent,
were paid by the family for a period when the home was rented to
some other family, such expenses were excluded from the scheduled
family’s total household operation expense and were deducted from
the gross rents received in computing net income from rent.

The average expense for fuel, light, and refrigeration, as shown in
table 2, column 8; table 4, column 5; and table 5, column 5, of the
Tabular Summary is an understatement of expense for this category
since, in the case of renters, one or more of these items was sometimes
included in the rent, and covered by the rental rate.

Paid household help.—Included in this subsection was the expense
for the employment of household help, both full and part time, by the
family during the year. Nursemaids were classified as household
help, but the fees charged by nurses caring for the sick were grouped
with medical care. Expense for the employment of seamstresses for
the duration of a specific job to make or repair clothing for the family,
or to sew household linens or make slip covers was included with
expense for clothing and furnishings, respectively. The cost of em-
ploying a laundress was included in this subsection only if the laundry
work was done on the family’s premises.

113992°—39——16
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Besides the cash wages paid by the family to servants, the total
expense for household help included carfare for which the servants
were reimbursed by the family, and the amounts spent by the family
during the year to outfit their servants, as well as amounts given in
tips and presents to doormen, elevator men, and delivery boys not
directly employed by the family. The money value of gifts which
did not represent a direct money expense to the family was not
included in the expense of household help. Meals furnished to ser-
vants by the family were considered a part of family food expense
rather than part of the wages paid.

Other items of household operation expense.—Grouped in this sub-
section were expenditures for such items of household operation as
water rent, telephone, laundry sent out, laundry soap and other clean-
ing supplies, stationery and postage, telegrams, moving charges,
express and freight fees, household disinfectants and insecticides, wood
and metal polishes, paper products for household use, and fees for
garbage and ash removal.

Furnishings and equipment.—Classified as furnishings and equip-
ment were kitchen, cleaning, and laundry equipment, furniture, glass-
ware and china, silverware, household textiles, floor coverings, lug-
gage, and gardening equipment. Included in this grouping also were
articles of household equipment such as mechanical refrigerators, ice
boxes, pressure cookers, washing and ironing machines, vacuum
cleaners, and sewing machines.

Yard goods for the making of household linens, draperies, and slip
covers, as well as the cost of paid help for sewing these articles were
likewise combined with expense for furnishings. Premiums paid for
fire and theft insurance on furnishings, expense for repairs, the cleaning
of furnishings and equipment, and fees for renting furniture were also
incorporated in this group of expenditures. Premiums paid during
the year for insurance on furnishings were included in the total regard-
less of the duration of the insurance which the premium covered.

The recorded prices of furniture and equipment included charges for
financing articles bought on an installment plan. If, in the purchase
of any of these items, a used article of the same kind was traded in,
the amount recorded was the net price, that is, the gross price minus
the trade-in allowance.

CLOTHING

Besides those articles ordinarily regarded os clothing, the following
items were also so classified: Accessories such as gloves, handker-
chiefs, purses, umbrellas, jewlery, ties and collars, belts, garters, and
suspenders; yardgoods, yarns, and findings for clothing made at home,
the cost of paid help for the making of clothing; dry-cleaning and
pressing of clothing; repair of shoes and charges for shoeshines; fees
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for renting articles of clothing; flowers for personal wear; premiums
paid for insurance on clothing and jewelery. These items of expense
were allocated to the individual members for whom the expense was
incurred.

Articles of clothing purchased for wear at work and special clothing
bought for participation in sports were included with clothing.

PERSONAL CARE

Toilet articles and preparation.—Under ‘‘toilet articles and prepara-
tions”’ were included the following items: Toilet soaps, dentrifrices,
shaving soaps and creams, facial and hand creams and lotions,
powders, rouge and lipsticks, perfumes, and equipment for personal
care such as brushes and combs, razors, files, scissors, curling irons,
hair dryers, powder puffs, and sanitary supplies.

Personal services.—The following items were classified as services:
Haircuts, shampoos, shaves, all types of waves, manicures, facials,
eyebrow trims, dyeing and dressing of hair, Turkish baths.

Tips to barbers and beauty operators were combined with the
charge for the service.

TRANSPORTATION

Automobile expense—Data on automobile expense refers to auto-
mobiles owned by the family which were used either partly or wholly
for family purposes. Expense for operation of automobiles used
for business purposes was not regarded as a family expense, but was
included with other deductible expenses in arriving at net earnings of
the family.

“Family” use of a car was defined as operation of the car for such
purposes as transportation to and from work, school, theater, and
shopping centers, as well as for vacation travel and driving for pleasure.
The use of the family car in pursuit of one’s gainful occupation was
defined as business use of an automobile. The most common example
of this is the use of the family car by a physician or a salesman for
making professional or business calls.

The procedure used by the agent in obtaining information on auto-
mobile expense was to ask for the total annual expense for each item
specified on the schedule. If the family used its automobile partly
for family and partly for business purposes, the agent then asked the
family to estimate the proportion of the use which was chargeable to
business. This was expressed as a percentage, and represented the
proportion of business use over the period of the entire schedule year.

The family was asked to base its estimate of the proportion of
automobile use applicable to business on the mileage and the amount
of time during which the car was so used.
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The reciprocal of this proportion, representing the expense appli-
cable to family use, was then applied to each item of operating expense,
as well as to the net purchase price of a car bought during the year.

Since further refinement of the data was not feasible, the same
percentage was applied to each item of expense; no account was taken
of internal variations in business use as between different items, as
the family was asked to report the over-all percentage.

The amount of the total operating expenses which was chargeable
to business was regarded as an occupational expense deductible from
gross earnings. Likewise, the proportion of the net purchase price of
an automobile bought during the schedule year which was chargeable
to business (in the same proportion as the operating expense) was re-
garded as an investment of the family funds in business and was so
classified in the section showing assets and liabilities, unless this
amount had been excluded from the total income originally reported
on the family schedule. However, the total amount still owing on
such a car at the end of the year was recorded as a debt in the section
on assets and liabilities, without distinction between family and
business proportions.

Included in the gross purchase price of a car were financing charges
other than for insurance when the car was purchased on the install-
ment plan. The net price of a car bought during the year was
derived by subtracting from the gross contract price the amount
allowed on the trade-in of another car.

The expense for operation included the following items: gasoline,
oil, tires and tubes, repairs and service, garage rent, parking fees,
licenses including registration fees, fines and damages paid, automo-
bile insurance, tolls, accessories for the car, and association dues.

In addition to the cost of operating a car owned by the family,
operation expenditures included the amount paid or shared by a
family member for operating a car owned by someone not a member of
the economic family and the amount paid by a family member for a
drivers license.

Other travel and transportation.—The cost of transportation other
than by automobile was designated as ‘“‘other travel and transporta-
tion.” As in the case of automobile expense, travel for business pur-
poses was excluded from the record of family expenditures. Daily
travel to and from work was regarded as a family expense.

Besides the cost of transportation on public vehicles, there was
combined under this heading the amount spent for the purchase and
operation of vehicles other than automobiles, such as a motorcycle,
bicycle, or boat. If, however, these vehicles were maintained pri-
marily for recreational purposes, the expense was classified as an
expenditure for recreation.
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MEDICAL CARE

Data on expenditures for medical care include all expense incurred
for the care of members of the economic family during the schedule
year.

The total medical care bill covered fees of physicians, dentists,
oculists, and other specialists, cost of hospitalization and nurses’ fees,
fees for medical examinations and tests, cost of medicines, drugs, and
medical appliances and supplies, and health or infirmary fees paid at
college. Included also was the amount paid out for premiums on
insurance which provided benefits in case of sickness or accident, as
well as the cost of subscribing to cooperative “hospital plans’ and
membership dues to group health associations. When accident or
sick benefits were included in a life insurance policy, the proportion
of the total premiums which applied to health insurance was ascer-
tained and grouped with medical care expense. A similar procedure
was followed with respect to dues to fraternal organizations if dues
covered the cost of health and accident insurance. Amounts which
employers of family members deducted from wages or salaries for
accident or health insurance were included with medical care expense.
In these instances, the amount deducted was now added to wages if
such amounts had originally been excluded in determining the income
of the family.

Cash benefits received during the year from health and accident
insurance were included with current money income and the expense
for the illness was recorded as an expense for medical care. No esti-
mate was made of the value of care supplied directly by an insurance
company or an employer under the terms of an insurance or benefit
plan, nor was such care considered free.

RECREATION

Expenditures for recreation covered admission fees to commercial
entertainments, the cost of supplies and equipment for participating
in games and sports, and expense for miscellaneous entertainment
items.

Paid admissions to movies, plays, concerts, lectures, ball games and
other spectator sports, dances, and circuses were included in the
expense for recreation. The expense for commercial entertainment
covered the amounts spent by the family for paid admissions for their
guests, but food and refreshments bought for guests was classified as
food expense.

Included in the recreation category was expense for equipment,
supplies, fees, and licenses necessary for participation in games and
sports such as hunting, tennis, golf, the various winter sports, bicycling,
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billiards and bowling, card and other table games. Expense for
lodging while on vacation was classified as housing, rather than as
recreation expense. In the case of summer camps, when no alloca-
tion of the total expense could be made by the family, one-fourth of
the total was classified with recreation expense. Expense for food on
vacation trips was classified with other food expense. Expense for
sport uniforms or sport clothes was classified with other clothing
expense. Expenditures for a vacation cruise were divided among food,
lodging, and travel, and were not classified as recreation expense.

The third subdivision of recreation expense covered expenditures
for such items as the purchase and repair of radios (not automobile),
of musical instruments, care of pets, the cost of children’s play equip-
ment, and dues to social and recreational clubs.

TOBACCO

Besides the outlay for cigars, cigarettes, and other tobacco, total
tobacco expenditures included the amount spent for smoking supplies
such as pipes, pipe cleaners and racks, cigarette holders, tobacco
pouches, and ash trays. Smoking stands, however, were grouped

with furniture.
READING

Expenditures for reading consisted of outlay for general reading
matter such as newspapers and magazines, and the purchase and
rental of books.

The cost of books and journals which family members purchased
for use in their occupational pursuits was deducted from their earnings
and thus was treated as an occupational expense. Books and journals
purchased for use at schools attended by members of the family
were combined with expense for education. Picture books for very
young children who were members of the economic family were con-
sidered toys and incorporated with expense for recreation.

EDUCATION

The total expenditures for education consisted of tuition fees and
expense for books and supplies for all formal educational pursuits,
whether for initial training, for recreational purposes, or for improving
one’s occupational qualifications. Expenditure for room and board at
school or college was included under housing and food, respectively.

Included in the total expense for education was the outlay for lessons
in music and art, bridge, games and sports, dancing, knitting and
sewing, tuition for religious education that was separate from church
dues, and fees for correspondence courses. The supplies for special
lessons, however, were not as a rule combined with education expense,
but were entered in more appropriate sections of the schedule. For
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instance, supplies for music lessons, such as sheet music and instru-
ments, were grouped with recreation expense. The same is true of
supplies for bridge lessons and of special equipment for lessons in
various types of sports. Special clothing for dancing was classified
as clothing expense, as were supplies for knitting and sewing lessons.

CONTRIBUTIONS AND PERSONAL TAXES

Expenditures for gifts which were recorded in this section of the
schedule were restricted to gifts and donations made by family
members to persons outside the economic family and to organiza-
tions. Presents bought by one family member for another were
classified in appropriate sections of the schedule.

Gifts to household help and other servants were combined with
expense for paid help, while the amount of tips given to persons per-
forming a personal service, such as waitresses, hairdressers, and the
like, was added to the expense for the service in question.

Classified in this category were expenditures for presents for
special occasions to persons outside the economic family, contribu-
tions to the support of relatives not members of the family, charitable
donations to individuals and to community chests and other welfare
agencies, donations to church and religious organizations, and con-
tributions to political parties, alumni associations, and the like.

Contributions to the support of relatives usually covered such
items as cash given to relatives for current living expenses, bills
paid (not incurred) for nonmembers of the family for such items as
medical care, or for funeral expenses assumed by the family. Amounts
paid in premiums for the insurance of persons who were not members
of the economic family were also included in gifts made by the family,
regardless of the beneficiary of the policy. The purchase price of
gifts of property, such as real estate or stocks and bonds, was included
with the total expense for this category.

Poll, income, and personal property taxes which fall due within
the schedule year were incorporated in the total for this section.
If the taxes remained unpaid at the end of the year they were also
entered as an increase in family liabilities. Excluded from the taxes
entered here were real property taxes and personal property taxes on
automobiles. Sales and other excise taxes were added to the price
of each item of expense rather than recorded as a lump sum, and
amusement taxes were included with recreation expense.

OTHER ITEMS OF FAMILY EXPENSE

Miscellaneous items of family expenditure which were not readily
classifiable with other major groups of consumer goods and services
were combined under this heading. h
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This included expenditures for such items as interest on debts
incurred for family living (other than mortgage on an owned home),
fees for legal advice on family problems as opposed to business matters,
family losses, expenditure for funerals for members of the economic
family, together with the purchase price and upkeep of a cemetery lot.

Classified as family loss was the amount of money lost through
theft or accident, personal loans made during the year which were
written off at some time during the year as uncollectible, rent paid
for a dwelling after the family had moved from it, or before the
family had moved into it, and the amount of installments paid during
the year on articles which were repossessed through failure to meet
further payments.

ASSETS AND LIABILITIES

The difference between the family’s total money income for the year
and its total money expenditures was accounted for, apart from the
balancing difference, by one or more of a series of changes in assets and
labilities. Assets include all property owned by the family and
amounts due to the family; liabilities include all amounts owed by
the family.

Among assets, as discussed in chapter VIII of the text above, were
bank accounts (including checking accounts, savings accounts, and
money on hand), investments (including real estate, securities, invest-
ments of family funds in business), insurance (premiums paid or
policies settled or surrendered), and such items as improvements on
owned home or other real estate, loans made to others, and that portion
of the soldiers’ bonus or of & cash gift or inheritance received during the
schedule year and not spent for current living.

Among liabilities were amounts payable on mortgages on the
family home or other real estate, loans due to banks, small loan com-
panies, insurance companies, or individuals, bills due (including charge
accounts and other bills and balances due on installment purchases),
and other items such as rents and taxes due.

The record was restricted to money changes, that is, changes in
assets and liabilities resulting from purchase and sale of property, and
other money transactions. Changes in assets due to the increase or
decrease in market value of real estate, securities, or other personal
property were disregarded.

The record was restricted to the disposition of family funds: business
funds were excluded from the analysis.

No attempt was made to determine the total assets or the total
liabilities of the families. Rather, they were asked to report only as
to increases and decreases that had taken place during the scheduled
year. In the case of each individual item only the net increase or
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SCHEDULE FORMS AND GLOSSARY 239

decrease was included in the tabulation. For instance, instead of
recording as a liability the total amount which the family owed on
installment purchase contracts, only the amount by which such
obligations at the end of the year were greater or less than the sum
owed at the beginning of the year was ascertained. In determining
the amount of net surplus or of net deficit attributable to each family,
four separate totals were obtained. These were: total increases in
net assets, total decreases in net assets, total increases in net lia-
bilities, and total decreases in net liabilities.

The sum of the total increase in assets plus the total decrease in
debt represents the disposition of funds not used for current expendi-
tures during the schedule year. The sum of the total decrease in
assets and the total increase in debt represents funds which were made
available to the family for current spending but which were not
considered current income. The difference between these two sums
gave the net change in all assets and obligations over the year’s
period. A positive result denoted a net surplus, while a negative
figure denoted a net deficit.
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Appendix C

Communities and Racial Groups Surveyed by the Study
of Consumer Purchases

The cities covered by the Bureau of Labor Statistics in reports on
family expenditures in the Study of Consumer Purchases are as

follows:
Region Metropolgggsand large Middle-sized cities Small cities
Northeast____._.__._.____ New York, N, Y.tz ____ Haverhill, Mass__ Greenfield, Mass.
Providence, R. I. New Britain, Con Wallingford, Conn.
‘Westbrook, Maine.
Willimantic, Conn.
Southeast_.____.__.___._ Atlanta, Ga.®.__________ Columbia, 8. C.2
Mobile, Ala.3
East Central_..._._.__.__ Chicago, Ill.1____ _| Muncie, Ind._______._______ Beaver Falls, Pa.

West Central .__________

Pacific Northwest__..__

Columbus, Ohio.t

Omaha, Nebr.-Council

Denver, Colo.

Portland, Oreg____.____.

Bluffs, Iowa.

New Castle, Pa.
Springfield, I1l.

Dubuque, Iowa.

Springfield, Mo.

Butte, Mont.

Puseblo, Colo.
Aberdeen-Hoquiam, Wash.
Bellingham, Wash,
Everett, Wash.

Connellsville, Pa.
Logansport, Ind.
Mattoon, I11.
Peru, Ind

1 The metropolitan centers of Chicago and New York have been treated separately from the other large

cities.

t Information obtained from both white and Negro families.

Communities covered by the Bureau of Home Economics in reports
on family expenditures in the Study of Consumer Purchases, are as

follows:
Region Small cities Villages Farm counties
New England_____.______ | . ____ 6in Vermont____________ 2in Vermont.
8 in Massachusetts.
Central ... _________ Mount Vernon, Ohio.___{ 7 in Pennsylvania.______ 3 in New Jersey.

Mountain and Plains_____

New Philadelphia, Ohio.
Beaver Dam, Wis.
Lincoln, I11.

Boone, Iowa.

Moberly, Mo.
Columbia, Mo.

Billings, Mont .

6 in Ohio.

8 in Michigan.
6 in Wisconsin.
8 in Illinois.

11 in Iowa.

6 in Kansas.

Dodge City, Kans.
Greeley, Colo.
Logan, Utah.
Provo, Utah.

9 in North Dakota.
4 in Colorado.
1in Montana,.
2 in South Dakota.

1 in Pennsylvania.
3 in Ohio.

1in Michigan.

1 in Wisconsin.

4 in MMinois.

5in Jowa.

4 in Kansas.

4 in North Dakota.
3 in Colorado.

1 in Montana.

1in South Dakota.

Pacific. o Astoria, Oreg..._______._ 12 in California....___._- 1in central California.
Eugene, Oreg. 5 in Oregon. 2 in southern California.
Klamath Falls, Oreg. 7 in Washington. 5in Qregon.
Olympia, Wash. 1 in Washington.
Southeas.:
‘White and Negro fam- | Albany, Ga—__._________ 8in Georgia_ ... 2 in North Carolina.
ilies. Gastonia, N. C. 7 in South Carolina. 2 in Mississippi.
Griffin, Ga. 8 in North Carolina. 2 in South Carolina.
Sumter, 8. C. 10 in Mississippi. 7 in Georgia.

White families only.__

Negro families only__.

1 in Mississippi.

2 in North Carolina.
4 in South Carolina.
1in Georgia.
2 in Mississippi.
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COMMUNITIES AND RACIAL GROUPS SURVEYED 241

An investigation of the income and money disbursements of families
of wage earners and clerical workers was undertaken by the Bureau
of Labor Statistics in the fall of 1934 for the purpose of revising the
cost of living index published currently by the Bureau. The data
from that investigation cover 1 year within the period 1934-36 and
include details on income, family composition, expenditures for prin-
cipal categories and for detailed items of consumption for a total sam-
ple of 14,668 families of employed wage earners and lower salaried
clerical workers in 42 cities, all with population over 50,000. Data
on quantities of food, clothing, and furnishings and equipment pur-
chased; on types of medical care received; and on changes in assets
and liabilities are also included. A summary of these findings is
presented in United States Bureau of Labor Statistics Bulletin
No. 638.

The individual cities for which data are available and the bulletins
in which the detailed data appear are as follows:
North Atlantic Region, New York City (B. L. 8. Bull. 637, Vol. I): White and

Negro families.
North Atlantic Region, Eleven Cities (B. L. S. Bull. 637, Vol. II):
Boston, Mass. Pittsburgh, Pa. (white and Negro
Buffalo, N. Y. families).
Johnstown, Pa. Portland, Maine.
Lancaster, Pa. Rochester, N. Y.
Manchester, N. H. Seranton, Pa.
Philadelphia, Pa. (white and Negro Springfield, Mass.
families).
East North Central Region, (B. L. S. Bull. 636):
Cincinnati, Ohio (white and Negro Grand Rapids, Mich.
families). Indianapolis, Ind. (white and Negro
Cleveland, Ohio. families).
Columbus, Ohio. Lansing, Mich.
Detroit, Mich. Milwaukee, Wis.
West North Central and Mountain Region (B. L. S. Bull. 641):
Denver, Colo. Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn.
Kansas City, Mo. and Kansas City, St. Louis, Mo. (white and Negro
Kans. (white and Negro fam- families).
ilies). Salt Lake City, Utah.

Southern Region (B. L. S. Bull. 640):
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Baltimore, Md. (white and Negro
families).

Birmingham, Ala. (white and Negro
families).

Dallas, Tex.

Houston, Tex. (white other than
Mexican and Mexican families).

Jackson, Miss. (white and Negro
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Jacksonville, Fla.
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Memphis, Tenn. (white and Negro
families).
Mobile, Ala.
families).
New Orleans, La. (white and Negro
families).

Norfolk and Portsmouth, Va. (white
and Negro families).

Richmond, Va. (white and Negro
families).

(white and Negro
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Pacific Region (B. L. 8. Bull. 639):

Los Angeles, Calif. (white other San Diego, Calif.
than Mexican and Mexican fam- San Franeisco, Calif.
ilies). Seattle, Wash.

Saeramento, Calif.
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Appendix D

Analysis of Expenditures by Families of Given Type,
Occupational Group, and Income: Rank Test Method
and Results *

One of the purposes of the present study is to discover whatever
differences there may be in the expenditure patterns of families of
different composition but belonging to the same income and occupa-
tional group; and in the expenditure patterns of families in different
occupational groups but of the same composition and the same income
class. The determination of such differences is complicated both by
the extreme variability of the expenditures of families of the same
composition, occupational group, and income class in any one year,
and by the small number of schedules which it was possible to secure
for one cell within the time and funds available for the present study.
Emergencies of various sorts, differences in debts carried over from
the previous year or in accumulated reserves, and in personal tastes
result in very wide differences in expenditures among families with
1dentical incomes, with children of the same age, and with fathers of
the same occupational status. In any extensive investigation of
family expenditures, the classification of families must allow for a
range of income within each cell, a range in the ages of the children
and a grouping of occupations, this uncreasing the possibility of
variation.

An examination of table B presented in the supplement to the
Tabular Summary shows the irregularity in the expenditures of fam-
ilies of given type, occupation, and income and emphasizes the need
for developing some method of summarizing the differences and of
testing their significance.

The method used in this report is based on a chi-square test devel-
oped by Milton Friedman, and reported in the Journal of the Ameri-
can Statistical Association for December 1937.

The Basic Principle.

In this test of significance the average dollar expenditures are trans-
formed into ranks. The basic principle is that if a two-way table of
observations represents a random or arbitrary arrangement by classes,
then any one of the possible (p) rank orders is equally likely to fall in
a given cell. If several sets of such ranks are considered, then the

1 Prepared by A. C. Rosander.
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244 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

average of the ranks for any given class will tend to be the same as
that for any other class; that is, equal to the average of p ranks.
This is illustrated in the following example of eight sets of ranks
each based as four classes:

Ranks
Mosn oo
Class A | Class B | Class C { Class D
1 2 3 4 2.5
3 4 1 2 2.5
2 3 4 1 2.5
1 2 3 4 2.5
4 1 2 3 2.5
3 4 1 2 2.5
2 3 4 1 2.5
4 1 2 3 2.5
BUIm (8 7)o e 20 20 20 20 20
Mean rank per class (7). ....._____ 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5
Mean of p ranks (p____-é—l) 2.5

Under such an arrangement of ranks, one may infer that the four
classifications, A, B, C, and D represent arbitrary or random group-
ings of homogeneous observations; that is, that there is no significant
difference between the expenditures of families of types A, B, C,
and D represent by this example.

On the other hand it would be possible to obtain the following pat-
tern of eight sets of ranks each based as four classes:

Ranks M .

ean ran]

Set per set
Class A | Class B | Class C | Class D

1 2 3 4 2.5
1 2 3 4 2.5
1 2 3 4 2.5
1 2 3 4 2.5
1 2 3 4 2.5
1 2 3 4 2.5
1 2 3 4 2.5
1 2 3 4 2.5

Bum (s £) e 8 16 24 32 20
Mean rank per elass () oo 1 2 3 4 2.5

Here the pattern of ranks is clearly defined. From such a pattern
one may infer that the classes A, B, C, and D do not represent arbitrary
classifications of homogeneous observatons but that the categories
indicate real differences in the expenditure habits of the population
from which the data were collected.

In these examples departure of the column (class) means from 2.5
the mean of four ranks, is used to summarize the differences. In
the first example the departure was zero for each column, while in
the second example the departure of the means for each class from
the average was a maximum. A similar measure of departure is
that of the sums per column from the expected sum of 20. ~ What is
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ANALYSIS OF EXPENDITURES 245

needed is a method of appraising the importance of these depar-
tures; this is provided by a test of significance which will now be
described.

Having secured a summary value for each column and its departure
from the average value for all columns, we need a test to show the
probability that this particular difference could have arisen from ran-
dom fluctuations in sampling. If this probability is high, generally
more than 5 percent, the chances may be large enough to warrant
acceptance of the hypothesis of homogeneity; but if the probability
is low, say 1 percent, the chances may be low enough to warrant
the conclusion that we were testing.a nonhomogeneous population;
that is, that the differences which appear are statistically significant.
At best, however, this method will be a rather rough test of the
hypothesis.

The Method.

The method of ranks used in testing family expenditures for prob-
able family type and occupational bias, used in this bulletin, is a
simplification of the method devised by Friedman. It was simplified
by using deviations from sums of ranks rather than deviations from
mean ranks, and by constructing a table of k& values for the 5 percent
and 1 percent levels instead of using the chi-square table.

The formula given by Friedman for the value of chi-square based on

ranks,
12n "<.. p—l—l)2
= I T
x plp+1)7 2
was rewritten in the form
. 12 g[z _n<p+1):|2
L Saryey i s e [ 2

where p is the number of ranks, n is the number of sets of ranks, r is
the value of any rank, =r is the sum of ranks in a column (class), and
7 is the mean of the n ranks for a given column (class):

If the expression
z"[%r_&(ﬁi)]’
1L 2
is called %, then

_np(p+1)_,
k__12 Xr

and can be tabled for various values of n and p, for given levels of
chi-square based on p—1 degrees of freedom. In preparing these
values of k (table 3) we used Friedman’s values of x,? for small values
of » and p; otherwise we used the table for chi-square given in R. A.
Fisher, Statistical Methods for Research Workers, 6th edition, pages
118-119. Note that k is merely a constant times chi-square, but a
much simpler measure to compute.
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246 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

» n(p+1)
2

The expression = r — measures the departure of the sum
1

of n ranks in a class from the expected sum based upon the hypothesis
that the class is a random arrangement of homogeneous data.

In our first example n=8, p=4, Zr=10, andn(pT_H)=20. Hence

the foregoing expression is zero for every column, £ is zero, and the
hypothesis of homogeneity is supported.
In the second example n=8, p=4, Zr=S§, 16, 24, 32, respectively, for
n(p+1)
2

20 will be —12, —4, 4, 12; the sum of these squared will be %, or 320.

From the k table we find for an 8X4 set of ranks that the proba-
bility is 0.01 of getting by chance a value of k as large as 151, The
probability of getting a value of 320 is even less; hence, the likelihood
of getting such a set of ranks by chance is extremely small.

the four columns, and =20. The four column deviations from

TaBLE 3.—Critical values of k

FOR P=0.05
. p (ranks)
n (rows)

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

118 35 71 116 176 253 349 465
26 50 95 155 235 338 465 620
32 65 119 194 294 422 582 776
38 78 142 233 353 506 608 931
42 91 166 271 411 591 814 1,086

FOR P=0.01
p (ranks)
7 (rows)
3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
118 41 100 158 235 333 452 596
32 62 133 211 314 443 603 794
42 95 166 264 392 554 753 993

1 P=0.02.

Note.—For extending the table use k=%2+1)

x? with the value of chi-square based on p—1 degrees
of freedom.
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Limitations of the Method.

The chief limitation of this method is the loss of information due
to the transformation of the data into ranks, a loss which is indeed
great for small samples. Another limitation is that the difference,
however small or large, between two adjacent observations, must be
represented by the same difference in rank. Other limitations are
those common to 2ll tests of significance: (1) the method provides no
basis for distinguishing between a significant difference due to differ-
ences between all classes and that due to the difference between an
extreme class and all the rest, (2) it takes no account of variations
around the means upon which the array is based, (3) the basic classifi-
cations used may be invalid, and (4) the tests reject hypotheses, they
do not prove them.

Application of the Method.

Rank tests were made of the average dollar expenditures for each
of the major groups of expenditures by family type and by occupa-
tions. Family type tests were made for each of the six occupation
groups, separately, and for all of these occupational averages added
together with equal weights (table 4). Analogous occupation tests
were made for the first six family types, and for the first five family
types combined, with equal weight to each family type (table 5).

In making the rank tests it was necessary at times to eliminate
family type VII, because of an insufficient number of cases, and also
certain income bands especially at the high levels for this same reason.

Certain combinations of items made throughout the Study were
followed in making the tests. Housing expense includes that for
fuel, light, and refrigeration. Housing value is housing expense plus
free rent and imputed value of owned home. Automobile expense
includes both that of purchase and that of operation.

Interpretation of the Results.

Tables 4 and 5 summarize the results of the tests in terms of k
and the probability P of getting by chance a value of % larger than
the one obtained. If this probability is 0.05 or less, we have grounds
for rejecting the hypothesis that the average expenditures for that
specific item came from the same expenditure universe. We show
three levels of probability as follows:

0.05+4 means a value of P greater than 0.05.
0.05— means a value of P between 0.05 and 0.01.
0.01— means one less than 0.01.

A test of significance is much more effective in rejecting a hypothesis
than in proving one, and this, together with the limitations of the
rank test, should caution the reader against making any sweeping
generalizations from the test results. At best they suggest hypotheses

for further and more refined testing.
118992°—89— 17
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TaBLE 4.—Summary of family type tests for each occupation

Salaried profes- [ Balaried business | Independent profes-| Independent busi- . : 1

s ional (family | (family types smnal (family | ness (family Clgg’g'; ('Ia_ ’%‘IIIY Wﬁ;‘,et%?:rﬁ%ﬂ Al(lfau;"ﬁgutg’;?‘}’f%

types I-VI, I-VII, $1,500- types I-V, types I-VI, $500-$5,000) ! $500-$5,000) ’ $1,500-$5,000) 2 ’

Item $1,250-$7,500) 7,500) $1,500-$7,500) 2 $1,250-$7,500) ’ ’ 4 4
k P k Py k P k P k P k P k Py

Food._ . .. 1,178 0.01— 1,318 0.01— 198 0.05— 1,000 0.01— 2,862 0.01-— 3,048 0.01— 442 0.01—

Clothing_ _.__ 124 054 5! « 054 118 .05+ 1 .054 491 054 1,386 01— 182 .05—

Housing value 3__ 482 .05— 404 .05 122 054 262 05+ 664 05— 550 .05+ 226 .05—

118 054+ 708 01— 133 .054 312 054 511 .05+ 677 .054 178 .05—

88 054 201 L0564 194 .05— 228 054 519 .05+ 246 054 214 05—

H 204 .05+ 364 .05+ 22 .05+ 304 054 1,066 01— 537 .05— 328 01—

Other transportation. 503 . 05— 856 01— 212 .05— 487 05— 453 .05+ 1,065 .01—- 366 01—

Personal care____ 326 05+ 208 .05+ 59 05+ 97 .05+ 290 .05+ 988 01— 136 .054-

Medical care_ 238 054 212 05+ 86 05+ 160 .05+ 491 .05+ 138 .05+ 146 .05+

Recreation. 86 05+ 278 .05+ 106 05+ 436 05— 304 .05+ 501 . 054 94 .05+

Tobacco. - 26 05+ 544 .06— 38 054~ 420 .06— 402 05+ 358 054 103 .05+

Reading. . 28 .06+ 83 .05+ 145 .05~ 85 .05+ 450 .05+ 150 054 52 .05+
Education____ 430 . 05— 1,168 .01— 222 .05— 804 01— 1,913 .01— 1,474 01— 378 01—

Gifts and taxes_ . . ... 404 .05— 386 05+ 66 05+ 308 .05+ 1,017 01— 830 .05~ 296 01—

Total. oo 260 05+ 480 054 74 05+ 120 05+ 774 .05— 1,262 01— 118 05+

1 The 6 occupation averages were added for each income class within each family type, giving unit weight to each occupation. The test for each item is based upon a ranking of

these sums.

2 Income class $2,000 to $2,250 omitted.
3 Housing plusfuel, light, refrigeration, imputed income from owned home, and rent received as gift or pay.

NoTE.—Under Pi, 0.05+ means a value greater than 0.05; 0.05— means between 0.05and 0.01; while 0.01 — means less than 0.01,
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TABLE 5.

Summary of occupation tests for each family type in each case distinguishing the 6 occupational groups

Family types I-V

Family type I, Family type II, Family type III, Family type IV, Family type V, Family type VI, combined.t
$1,250-$5,000 $1,250-$5,000 $1,250-$5,000 2 $1,250-$5,000 $1,500-$5,000 $1,250-$5,000 ¢ 2
Item $1,500-$5,000 2
k Py k Py k Py k P k P k P k P
117 0. 054~ 112 0.05+ 180 0. 054 279 0. 05+ 128 0. 054 154 0. 05+ 170 0. 05+
106 . 05+ 60 .05+ 106 .05+ 198 .05+ 180 .05+ 84 . 05 102 .05+
270 .05+ 202 .05 264 .05+ 458 .05— 418 05— 94 .05 418 01—
438 . 05— 256 .05+ 296 .05+ 408 . 05— 360 .05— 122 .05+ 678 01—
244 . 054 66 .05 242 . 054 298 .05+ 380 05— 280 05— 296 05—
114 . 054 52 .05+ 249 .05+ 32 .05+ 142 .05+ 134 .05+ 266 .05+
554 01— 289 .05+ 126 .05+ 492 01— 280 .05+ 178 .05+ 342 05—
196 . 05+ 352 .05— 88 .05+ 206 . 054 43 .05+ 46 .05+ 204 .05+
228 . 054 175 .05+ 286 .05+ 42 .05+ 142 .05+ 164 .05+ 116 054
290 . 054 170 .05+ 190 . 054 250 .05+ 204 .06+ 114 .05+ 133 .05+
371 .05— 402 05— 151 .05 230 .05+ 420 .05— 64 . 054 439 01—
143 . 054 72 .05+ 198 . 054 424 05— 88 . 054 31 . 054+ 392 01—
™ *) 185 .05+ 160 054 248 .05+ 264 . 054 156 .05 232 .05+
342 .05+ 70 .05+ 146 . 054 95 .05+ 124 . 054 76 .05+ 154 054
196 .05+ 314 .05+ 256 . 05+ 390 05— 126 054 52 .05+ 318 05—

1 The 5 family type averages were added for each income class within each occupational group, giving unit weight to each family type.

ranking of these sums.

* Income class $2,000-$2,250 omitted.
3 Income classes $1,500-$1,750, $2,000-$2,250, and $2,250-$2,500 omitted.
4 Housing expenditure plus imputed income from owned home plus rent received as gift or pay.

* Not enough families reported expense for ranking.

Nore.—Under Py, 0.05+ means a value greater than 0.05; 0.05— means between 0.05 and 0.01; while 0.01—~ means less than 0.01.
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Appendix E
Variability in Family Expenditures

The wide variation in total money expenditures among families
with similar incomes (table 6) parallels closely the variation in total
expenditures for current living presented in chapter IX. In general,
the largest expenditures reported by families at a given income level
were at least four times as great as the smallest. The distribution of
families is shifted downward a little, however, in comparison with
that based on total expenditures. The difference is more noticeable
at the lower than at the upper end of the scale, partly because of
differences in the size of the interval. Nearly two-fifths of the families
with incomes between $500 and $750, for example, had money expend-
itures of less than $700, while only one-fourth of those at that level
reported a money value of current living under $700.

The wide range of total expenditures for current living in each in-
come class suggests an even wider variation in expenditures of indi-
vidual families on given commodities and services. This variation in
the pattern of expenditures is characteristic and normal; it accounts
for the irregularities in average expenditures to which attention has
been drawn in the preceding discussion of the individual consumption
categories.

Even among families within a given type, occupational group, and
income class, wide variations occur in expenditures for most of the
consumption goods and services. Detailed examination of the data
for families within a given income, occupational, and family type
group indicates that food expenditures have the lowest coefficient of
variation. Among wage-earner and clerical families of given types at
the income levels between $750 and $2,000, for example, coefficients
of variation in food expenditures ranged only from 11 to 30 percent.
(See table 7.) Other basic and recurrent items in the usual family
budget, for which the coefficients of variation are relatively low, are
clothing, housing (including fuel, light, and refrigeration), and per-
sonal care.
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TaBLE 6.

Percentage distribution of families according to total money expenditure for current family living

(=2 [=r3 [=:3 D (=3 [=:3 (=3 (= =] xR (= [=:3 x [~ (=23 (=] (=] k-]
alzlelals E|l21g|2 8§18 812818 12/8\8|8|2\18|8128|2|1818|8(|818/8/8 |85
= Pl i - - —d —t — — e — o o o o o o o [~ [~1] oN o ) - § 1 (=] '
RN HHHEHHHE A
gé%éé§§.'*;.“”."‘.S.‘Q"..N.S».‘QS».‘Q"...Q..§.~~o“
(3] sS85 |s|2lz|2|i2|F|az|lzlz2|8/8g8d8|lg @glagd|ld|ldlglglglg|lgig|g|ls|=
100 | 11 612220113 4 6 7 4 1 3 2.1 1
100 2 9126130]14 7 3 3 2 3. 4™ 1L{™MiM™
100 2 2 4 82712218 8 3 31 1. |- 1 ) I SR (N
100 1 2 5 7128|244 15 8 4 1 1 21 ) ]oaefeee e (®
100 & 2| 4| ef22|{Bjs{| 5| 2] 1| L] (1™ 1| 1| f®
$1,750-81,9909_ ... ___ 100 *) 3 2 3 5 6416221810 4 5 3 2 L || MM
$2,000-$2,249________ 100 1M .| 2 4 811012117118 [ 12 4 3 4 2 21 ™ 1M ™
$2,250—$2,499 ________ 100 *) 1 21 (™ 5 611214 |11 13| 11| 10 5 2 2 1 1 3 1
$2,500-$2,999________ 100 ()] 21....1 1 1 4 3 4 5 6 4 9 9113|1111 4 4 7 2
499 .. 100 ™. 1 3 5 1 1 5 4 6 6 7 7 8 [ 6129 41 1™ 1
$3,500-$3,999_. .. _._ 100 1{MIGBI®I™ 3 1 3 2 6 4 7 211013423 3 1|1
$4,000-$4,999_. ... __ 100 G 75 PR (RN (RONNS SO I (0 TN FROVIIUN) N NN RPN (- { 1 1 2 1 7116 32| 24 8 4
$5,000-87,499____.___ 100 U I | oo oo 2 e 1§t 1 5{16 |16 26| 28 2
$7,500-$9,999______.. 100 b2 NNV (RPN VRPN IR PRUONN [RUUR SR PR NN RO B 1 4| 59| 30
$10,000 and over.___| 100 212140 37
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252 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN CHICAGO

TaBLE 7.—Variation within cells in expenditures for food and clothing, among
families in the wage-earner and clerical occupational groups

{White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born}

Food Clothing
‘Wage earner Clerical ‘Wage earner Clerical
Income class and family type
Coeffi- Coefli- Coeffi- Coeffi-
Mean | cient of | Mean | cient of | Mean | cient of | Mean | cient of

variation variation variation variation
$346 18 $370 24 $81 69 $55 67
378 11 4 20 87 40 47 72
438 22 424 20 79 37 60 47
433 27 416 18 67 72 56 62
572 21 533 17 98 88 56 71
424 27 446 30 68 66 84 50
495 23 572 17 82 90 97 40
383 21 427 18 64 77 115 77
465 21 420 20 114 55 102 56
477 12 497 18 99 40 80 46
478 14 485 19 73 75 126 54
608 25 543 20 84 74 84 33
468 21 470 5 62 60 107 44
535 29 822 28 140 44 230 55
538 17 461 12 110 65 154 49
481 14 447 16 92 52 90 44
582 28 544 15 95 53 131 53
573 23 525 23 116 56 93 66
568 15 611 24 123 37 120 80
596 24 645 18 113 60 91 54
734 17 650 21 109 50 123 60
530 25 522 13 136 50 109 70
595 12 584 27 147 35 134 46
646 11 627 24 143 52 153 49
568 19 553 17 124 35 131 41
657 23 669 19 149 36 132 56
735 18 631 12 128 27 171 34
706 21 747 17 215 50 147 50
557 20 514 18 164 55 169 39
563 23 612 14 141 42 164 50
656 23 684 18 173 38 133 42
595 18 596 16 134 27 225 62
715 16 772 22 181 34 198 79
744 15 684 16 177 37 132 29
790 17 795 15 184 38 1 56

Certain of the more elastic consumption categories, for which aver-
age expenditures increase rather rapidly at succeeding income levels
(such as clothing, recreation, and household operation) show less
percentage variation, among families within a given income, occupa-
tional, and family type group, than do the items for which average
outlay represents a more constant proportion of the total, such as
tobacco and ‘‘other’” transportation. Nevertheless, it should be
noted that coefficients of variation for clothing expenditures in families
of wage earners and clerical workers at the lower income levels range
from 27 to 90 percent.

The three most variable groups of items in the budget are medical
care, furnishings and equipment, and automobile expenditures, two
groups whose average expenditures are relatively stable in relation
to the total, and one highly elastic group. At most of the income
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VARIABILITY IN FAMILY EXPENDITURES 253

levels covered, the expenditures for medical care do not show the
regularity which characterizes the outlays of families that provide
for preventive medicine, for annual physical and dental examinations.
They show either no expense at all, small sums for medicines, or rela-
tively large amounts spent in the care of the sick. Average outlays
for furnishings and for automobile purchase and operation are not
so large in Chicago in relation to income as in some communities where
dwellings are in general larger, where automobile operation is cheaper,
and where municipal transportation is less developed. These very
factors may increase the variation in expenditures for such items by
individual Chicago families. The actual outlays of families classified
within the most detailed analysis units frequently range from zero
to fairly substantial amounts.

To illustrate the range of variation, the expenditures of a group
consisting of 13 clerical families with seven or eight members (type
VII), with incomes between $1,250 and $1,500, are shown in table 8.
Among them were eight families that contained five or six children,
in addition to the parents, and five that included other adults in addi-
tion to the immediate family.

The data for each family in this group have been expressed as
deviations from the mean expenditure for each category. It will
be seen that with respect to many of the categories, the expenditures
of the individual families varied from nothing up to two or three times
the mean. Except with respect to total food expenditures, the largest
outlay was at least twice as great as the smallest.

Similar analyses have been made for several other groups of families
at a given income level belonging to a specified occupational group
and family type. For these groups, the mean expenditures and the
range above and below the mean are shown in table 9. In general,
the mean for a category tended to be closer to the minimum than to
the maximum expenditure, indicating that most families reported a
moderate expenditure (as for automobile purchase and operation
combined, or for furnishings and equipment) while one or two families
made substantial outlays on the category during the year of the survey.
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TaBLE 8.—Deviations in expenditures of individual families from means for all families in the group

[Income class: $1,250 to $1,500; occupation: Clerical; family type VII]

Mean Range from mean Deviation from mean of expenditures of family No. —
Category expendi-
ture | pejow | Above | 1 12 3 14 5 6 7 18 9 110 | 1 12 13

Total money income__.__ ... __ 1,339 262 150 $65 | —$262 $36 | —$183 —~$33 —$39 $117 $150 $15 -7 $81 $109 —$40
Total money expense. ..o 1,479 370 702 702 | =370 ~131 153 —172 —19 —119 25 —62 75 109 —26 1
Food:

b7 | 650 194 295 223 23 ~126 295 —~42 —194 21 —~109 —51 133 —129 —92 43

Away from home_.__._.__..____ 47 47 213 213 38 18 8 —43 —44 —34 —38 —47 —47 31 -9 —47
Clothing:

Total .o eeees 124 81 183 183 —61 ~—49 —19 100 —49 —74 34 31 31 -38 -9 —81

Husband.__.__._________ 31 24 44 —~20 —14 22 =21 44 —6 —21 31 18 —8 —15 19 —-24

Wife________ .. 19 19 37 -3 —6 -5 -9 31 —19 —4 —6 23 -13 37 -9 —14
Housing. ... ... __ 271 144 210 150 | —144 30 =71 —140 210 30 20 —58 -114 90 90 —88
Housing value s ___. ... . 301 171 179 119 -1 -1 59 —-171 179 -1 —1 —89 —85 59 59 —119
Fuyel, light, refrigeration._. 127 66 7% —4i —14 15 75 7 —65 —16 65 2 14 —63 46 —22
Other household operation.__. 45 37 76 23 —23 —37 8 —26 —21 —30 76 14 —14 1 =16 50
Furnishings and equipment_ 22 22 83 40 —19 —22 —22 3 —22 -8 10 —22 —20 —~8 -7 93
Automobile._______________ 44 44 344 ~44 ~44 70 —15 —44 —44 —44 —44 —44 -3 344 —44 —44
Other transportation 46 46 40 48 5 —24 —46 —44 5 4 12 13 50 —30 5 -2
Personal care____.__ 25 13 21 21 — 6 0 —3 3 -1 -7 —6 6 7 —3 3 —13
Medieal care. 33 32 42 11 -23 —18 —10 2 37 -1 —28 42 —-17 —32 3 38
Recreation... 21 18 47 47 —18 9 —18 -8 —13 2 11 17 ~11 -7 —8 22
Tobaceo ..o 19 19 32 17 -12 32 -9 3 —16 —12 —4 —11 ~19 20 —14 28
Reading_ .. __________._____ 15 10 9 4 -9 1 1 -1 -2 0 9 —10 3 -2 -2 2
Education - 15 15 29 ~11 -7 —~15 2 28 —13 20 —15 11 —8 —14 29 —10
Contributions and personal taxes. .. 19 17 20 8 —14 7 ~16 -9 1 0 20 2 36 —17 —6 =11
Other family expense._._____...____ 3 3 24 24 -3 -3 2 -3 -3 -3 -3 -3 8 -2 -3 -3
Net surplus or deficit.___.__________ -99 +562 -+264 —661 +8 468 —458 ~75 0] +165 —-12 +8 —160 —90 +60 —143

1 Home owner.
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4 Includes imputed income from owned homes and rent as pay or gift.
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TaABLE 9.— Mean expenditures of families of specified characteristics, and range of expenditures above and below the mean

Classification:
Inecome. .. $1,000-$1,249 $1,250-$1,499 $1,250-$1,499 $2,000-$2,499 2
Occupational group. Clerical ‘Wage earner ‘Wage earner Independent professional
Family type. ... I II VI v
Number of families:
Renters. - 1312 14 12 8
OWners. .. e 2 2 2 4
Range from mean Range from mean Range from mean Range from mean
Category Mean Mean Mean Mean
Below Above Below Above Below Above Below Above
Total money income. ... _____ . oo $1,068 $314 $132 $1, 298 $225 $132 $1, 310 $340 $113 $2, 152 $422 $248
Total MONeY 6XPeNse._ .. oo aiaceon 1,334 598 860 1,263 266 226 1,394 375 859 2,155 631 615
Food:
Total .. .. - 427 167 94 481 117 133 596 170 286 751 171 285
Away from home e - 48 48 89 13 13 81 33 33 64 138 138 252
Clothing:
Total . e 115 87 282 92 92 107 113 81 185 196 185 160
Husband..__________ . ___ 63 43 129 31 31 33 30 27 49 58 52 42
Wife_ s 52 42 153 38 38 57 24 15 26 71 66 59
Housing_____ 321 321 399 282 274 258 246 246 174 442 307 278
Housing value 3. 378 198 342 324 121 216 299 119 121 564 144 336
Fuel, light, and refrigeration. . _...____ 59 59 76 81 81 64 97 97 97 114 70 236
Other hougehold operation._.__._____.___ 55 42 162 45 23 29 43 24 34 160 m 440
Furnishings and equipment._____.___.. 52 52 242 24 24 82 67 67 177 22 22 102
Automobile_. ... _______________...__. 100 100 653 13 13 110 25 26 100 122 122 434
________ 39 39 29 44 43 51 20 20 40 49 49 49
.......... 28 15 20 28 11 24 29 14 24 46 17 54
__________ 49 49 137 74 74 98 66 66 125 58 38 102
__________ 36 36 124 32 31 53 21 21 32 54 54 43
__________ 16 16 28 27 27 34 29 29 83 30 30 74
15 15 11 16 11 8 18 13 35 24 13 17
____________ 0 0 5 5 21 7 25 12 12 108
personal taxi 20 20 60 14 14 31 11 11 29 67 60 104
Other family expense_..___..__..___. - 2 2 22 5 5 50 6 6 45 8 2 42
Net surplus or defieit...__ ... ... ___..________ —262 +900 +317 +34 -+156 4166 —53 4703 +197 -$-35 +485 265

1 Includes 1 family which rented a home for 8 months and owned for 4 months.
2 Includes families with incomes of $2,000 to $2,249 and $2,250 to $2,499.
3 Includes imputed income from owned homes and rent as gift or pay.
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TABLE 9.— Mean expenditures of families of specified characteristics, and range of expenditures above and below the mean—Continued

Classification:

Income. ... $2,500-$2,999 $2,500-$2,999 $4,000-$4,999 $5,000-$7,409

Occupational group.. Salaried professional Independent business Salaried business Salaried business

Family type. o oo cicccnas II Iv VI I
Number of families:

Renters. oo 9 5 6 4

OWIDerS . - oo oo oo 1 3 2 4

Range from mean Range from mean Range from mean Range from mean
Category Mean Mean Mean Mean
Below Above Below Above Below Above Below Above

Total money income._ ______.____._________ $2,735 $215 $187 $2, 647 $273 $228 $4, 485 $585 $465 $5, 820 $820 $1,634
Total money expense__... , 514 631 408 , 279 324 328 , 016 1, 546 674 ) 1,845 1, 357
Food:

Total. 636 306 353 716 248 230 1,063 373 593 908 414 536

Away from home. ... ... ... 132 132 275 68 68 95 228 228 399 249 205 208
Clothing:

Total. ool 323 113 231 286 141 284 450 175 360 495 262 407

Husband. 130 40 97 87 67 98 162 73 67 168 68 98

ife ... 150 50 205 107 62 68 125 100 100 302 177 340

Housing_________. 520 160 200 428 165 254 676 676 584 666 495 472
Housing value ! ___________________...__ 531 171 189 492 132 288 782 242 478 753 348 385
Fuel, light and refrigeration 49 49 116 133 70 82 168 168 196 172 172 240
Other household operation. .. 123 55 71 148 85 213 332 288 544 354 272 275
Furnishings and equipment.__ 106 106 240 38 29 130 136 136 152 161 161 512
Automobile_.._.___._____ 223 223 538 92 92 141 291 291 441 455 455 1,087
Other transportation. 69 54 102 49 49 48 61 58 89 64 59 126
Personal care.._.___.. 49 21 34 64 34 65 71 30 70 100 71 118
Medical care.__ 163 113 169 79 40 82 184 156 168 161 96 164
Recreation__.__________ 89 48 121 77 59 129 126 95 133 225 223 319
Tobactoccoee o coecaee 40 40 113 30 30 21 63 63 93 81 81 63
Reading__._____________ 38 17 39 29 12 39 34 13 22 58 20 22
Edueation__._____.__.__.___ 1 1 5 32 32 108 64 64 149 29 29 205
Contributions and personal taxes 92 72 98 66 34 39 294 236 780 459 434 806
Other family expense._. ... oo __.. 3 3 3 12 12 46 4 16 8 38
Netsurplus. .- 227 942 608 410 345 364 506 945 1,054 1,440 1,430 1,454

1 Includes imputed income from owned homes and rent as gift or pay.
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