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PREFACE

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

The New York survey was part of an investigation conducted in
1936 by the United States Bureau of Labor Statistics in 32 cities vary-
ing in size, and representing different sections of the country. It was
paralleled by a study of small-city, village, and farm families conducted
by the Bureau of Home Economics of the United States Department
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 Sta-
tistics, Faith M. Williams ; Bureau of Home Economics, Day Monroe;
Works Progress Administration, Milton Forster; and Central Statis-
tical Board, Samuel J. Dennis.

The present investigation differs from any previously undertaken
in that it represents the first effort to study the incomes and expendi-
tures of all strata of the community simultaneously. Past studies
of family consumption have generally been confined 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 occu-
pational group or income class.

The present study of family expenditures will permit comparisons
among different sections of the country, among communities of vary-
ing degrees of urbanization, and between white and Negro families in
the same community. 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, to supply a sample that would allow for

Vi
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VIII PREFACE

comparison among different occupational groups and among families
of varying composition.

The analysis of family expenditures in the following pages indicates
that differences in income have a predominant influence on family
patterns of spending and saving. Despite wide variations in the out-
lays of individual families, however, the number and age of family
members also have an important effect on the amounts spent at given
income levels for such categories as food and education, and, in turn,
for certain groups of items that are nonpersonal in nature. The
occupational classification of a family has relatively little bearing on
family expenditures other than for housing and household operation,
in the case of white families in New York. On the other hand, the
racial group in which New York families belong clearly influences the
pattern of family spending and saving. At the lower economic levels
Negro families appear to live more closely within their current in-
comes than do white families with corresponding incomes, and at the
higher levels they accumulate more substantial reserves for the future.
For certain groups of goods and services, such as clothing and personal
care, however, Negro families spend more than white families, while
for food and many of the less important categories, the former reported
substantially smaller expenditures.

In view of the fact that responsibility for certain parts of this survey
was shared by persons outside the regular stafl of the Bureau of Labor
Statistics, the Bureau takes pleasure in acknowledging the services of
Edith Handler and Esther E. Nelson, associate supervisors, Ruth
Eisner, John E. Kreh, Jr., Theodore Malcolm, Laura W. Nathan,
Milton Neufeld, Catherine Routsky, David Schatzow, and Eleanor
M. Sherman, assistant supervisors of the survey in New York City.

Acknowledgment is also made to Frances W. 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, and Verna Mae Feuerhelm, who were in charge of
editing and review.

Isapor Lunin,
Commissioner of Labor Statistics.
May 1939.
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Bulletin No. 643 (Vol. II) of the
United States Bureau of Labor Statistics

Family Expenditure in New York City, 1935-36
Chapter I

Introduction

The analysis of family income and expenditure data obtained by
the Bureau of Labor Statistics in the Study of Consumer Purchases
is divided into three parts. The present volume represents the
second stage in the analysis of the data collected in New York City.
Volume I showed the distribution of New York families by income
class, occupation, family type, nativity, and home tenure. The
second and third parts of the analysis both are concerned with data
on expenditures for family living. In the present volume, this analy-
sis 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 the constituent items in these cate-
gories. As in volume I variations associated with income, occupa-
tion, 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 reports on commodities and
services which will appear later as bulletin 648.

The Study of Consumer Purchases in New York has shown that
family income in that city aggregated about $3,686,000,000 in 1935-36.
Approximately one-half the families had incomes below $1,540.
Almost one-third of the families were estimated to have received
relief or nonrelief incomes under $1,000; another one-third to have
incomes between $1,000 and $2,000; one-fifth, incomes between $2,000
and $3,000; and the remainder (almost one-seventh) incomes of $3,000
and more.! These figures on the distribution of income refer to all
families irrespective of race, nativity, and family composition and
include those that received relief some time during the year as well 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

1 These estimates were derived in part from a direct survey of a sample of the population. See vol. I,
appendix B, sec. 2, part (e) for description of methods used in deriving these estimates.
1
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2 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

and Negro families that included a husband and wife, both native
born, living in selected areas, and that received no relief during the
year.? While it is important, when analyzing the expenditure data,
to bear in mind the fact that families for the expenditure study were
selected from this limited proportion of the population, it is not to be
assumed that the expenditure patterns of the excluded groups are
necessarily different for comparable income, occupational, and family
type groups. The Bureau of Labor Statistics is making a comparison
of the expenditures of families with native and foreign-born home-
makers in the wage-earner and clerical groups having comparable
income and family composition. Preliminary results do not indicate
significant differences in expenditures for groups of items by the two
nativity groups. (See p. 214.)

The samples of families whose expenditures were covered in the
Consumers Purchases Study in New York were further restricted
by excluding all families with incomes under $500, as well as those
with no gainfully occupied members, and by limiting the occupa-
tional groups represented in the lower and the upper portions of the
income scale.®

The collection of expenditure schedules was confined to five family
types, eliminating thereby the least frequent and most of the largest
types in the community. The types included, which are shown pic-
torially 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 person (families of two).
II One child under 16 (families of three).
ITI ‘Two children under 16 (families of four).

3 The purpose of these qualifications was to eliminate as far as possible factors of economig stress, broken
family ties, and alien customs, which might tend to obscure the relationship of income, occupation, and
family type to the expenditure patterns of white and Negro families. In order to reduce the time necessary
for field work (which was in any case very great in this metropolitan area) this survey of family expenditures
was confined to families living in districts composed of census tracts in which the 1930 Census of Population
showed that at least one-third of the heads were native born (designated Native Area).

The collection of a separate sample of Negro families made it possible to analyze separately the influence of
special characteristics of the Negro group in family expenditures.

Approximately 95 percent of the families in New York are white, and virtually all the remainder Negro.
Of the white families, slightly less than two-fifths were native born. On the basis of the limited sample
obtained in the area in whici less than one-third of the heads were native born it is estimated that about
82 percent of all native white families and about 87 percent of all native Negro families lived in the Native
Area. Of these native white families in the Native Area, 70 percent contained both husband and wife; of
the native Negroes in the Native Area, 56 percent were complete. Of the last-mentioned groups, approxi-
mately 85 percent of the whites and 56 percent of the Negroes met the nonrelief eligibility requirement of the
study of expenditures, Even within these groups of nonrelief native complete families, however, only
families of certain membership composition were of the types interviewed for expenditures. Thus, by
progressive reduction (after a few other minor restrictions), there remain the groups represented by the
expenditure data. These groups constitute approximately one-seventh of all white and Negro families in
New York City.

3 Among white families, all occupational groups were represented in the income classes betweea $1,250 and
$4,000; only business and professional families at the income levels above $4,000; only wage earners between
$500 and $750; and only wage-earner and clerical families between $750 and $1,250. Among Negro families, all
occupational groups were included at the income levels between $750 and $3,000; only salaried business and
professional above $3,000; and only wage earners between $500 and $750.
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INTRODUCTION 3

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).

Since, in New York, families of these five types included about 88 per-
cent of both the nonrelief native white and Negro complete families in
the areas surveyed, it is probable that the omission of the other families
did not materially affect the results.*

These various limitations resulted in the selection of two samples of
families whose average income was higher than the average for all
families of the same racial group in New York. Half the white
families represented in the section of the New York investigation
dealing with consumer expenditures were found to have incomes above
$2,120, as compared with about $1,810 for all native white complete
families, and $1,585 for all white families. Half the Negro families
represented by the expenditure data had incomes above $1,325, as
compared with about $835 for all native Negro complete families.?

The expenditure schedule used in the Study of Consumer Pur-
chases provided for recording information on family expenditures
classified under 16 categories, varying in urgency from food and shelter
to recreation, gifts, and minor items of a miscellaneous character. The
schedule called for 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 increased
or'decreased the family assets or liabilities.®

The consumption analysis for New York is based on schedules from
1,703 white families and 294 Negro families, covering a 12-month
period that ended on December 31, 1935, or a subsequent date not
later than November 30, 1936.” The expenditure data show that as
income increased the amounts spent for each important category of
consumer goods and services increased. Expenditures for the different

4 Certain other minor eligibility requirements were imposed to eliminate families whose living patterns
are not adapted to statistical analysis. 8ee appendix A, on sampling, for a complete list of the eligibility
requirements.

5 No separate estimate of the income of all Negro families is presented because Negro incomplete families
residing in the Native Area were not requested to give information on income. While it was necessary to
estimate the income of this group in order to build up an all-community distribution, a differeat basis of
computing the income of the incomplete Negro families results in figures which can be used only ia broad
estimates where they form only a small fraction of the total. (See vol. I, appendix B.)

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

7 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, and Tabular
Summary for the number of expenditure schedules at each income level.
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INTRODUCTION 5

groups of items did not increase in the same relative proportions,
however.®! Thus, while average expenditures for food and home
maintenance were substantially larger among families with high
incomes than with low, these two important groups declined in
relative importance. Expenditures for all the other major consump-
tion categories tended to absorb an irregularly increasing share of
income over the major portion of the income range. At the highest
levels, however, only the category which includes gifts, contributions,
and personal taxes continued to receive a rising share of income.

Among white families with incomes of $500 to $750, average total
expenditures for current living exceeded average incomes by 62 per-
cent; among Negro families, by 2 percent.” Average deficits declined
rapidly at succeeding income levels among white families until, at the
$2,000 to $2,250 level, aggregate surpluses approximately balanced
aggregate deficits (see table 1). White families with incomes between
$2,250 and $5,000 had surpluses that averaged from 2 to 4 percent of
income; thereafter, the average net surplus rose rapidly until it reached
almost one-fifth of the total income of the group receiving $10,000
and more. Above the $2,000 level, the aggregate savings of the
Negro families consistently exceeded their aggregate deficits; their net
savings at succeeding income levels were considerably larger than
those of white families at comparable income levels.

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, but
also upon goods and services received without money expense. The
most important of these nonmoney items for most families is the un-
paid services of the housewife, but it is so difficult to secure an adequate
evaluation of these services that this contribution to family income
was omitted from this survey. It was possible, however, to secure
data on the value of housing received by home owners without money
expense 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

8 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 convenient to express difference in expenditures among families at different income levels as relative
changes with income. The relative increase over the income range in the outlay for a given category pro-
vides 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 distribution 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 inelastie, 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.

¢ While the term “expenditure’’ is used, it must be recognized that although part of this deficit was met
by withdrawals from past savings, part of it acerued in the form of unpaid bills and other obligations.
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6 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TaBLE 1.—Distribution of adjusted family income !

Percentage of adjusted income represented by 2—
Money value of current family living
Avelg
age ad-
Income class Justed Cloth- Contri- Net
income Home |ing and| Trans- | Medi- bl;ﬂ(()ins Other Sinurs- s
Total | Food 3| mainte-] per- | porta- | cal er- |items? p
nance| sonal | tion® | care sgnal
care
taxes ¢
White families
$500-$749_ oo . $670 | 161.9 | 60.3 62.5 11.3 4.5 19 2.5 9.9 1 ...
$750~$999._ ... - 916 | 122.2 | 50.2 49,1 9.1 2.6 2.3 L3 7.6 |
$1,000-$1,249_ o1 1,145 109.5 1 43.3 42,1 8.1 3.8 4.4 15 6.3 oo
$1,250-$1,499_ -t 1,381 | 106.8 | 42.0 38.6 9.5 3.8 4.3 L7 8.9 | ..
$1,500-$1,749. -] 1,620 | 103.9 | 39.4 36,0 9.6 4.6 4.8 2.8 7.0 [.ooooe
$1,750-$1,999_ -] 1,883} 102.2 | 36.3 36.3 10.1 56 4.2 2.6 7.1 ..
$2,000-$2,249_ F 2,137 ] 10L.3 37.2 34.3 10.7 4.5 4.7 2.5 74 |-ao.
$2,250-$2,499. 't 2,39 989 33.8 33.3 10.8 5.8 4.6 3.1 7.5 2.1
$2,500-$2,999.. f 2,751 | 98.4] 32.3 32.2 11. 4 7.8 4.3 3.6 6.8 2.3
$3,000-£3,499. A 3,224 99.0( 30.9 311 12.3 7.0 4.7 53 7.7 18
$3,500~$3,999.. .| 3,735 | 96.2] 27.8 30. 2 13.4 8.1 4.6 4.8 7.3 4.1
$4,000-$4,999. o 4,472 97.7 1 27.0 33.3 12.0 6.4 4.1 5.7 9.2 3.4
,000~-$7,499_ .| 5889 95,9 24,1 32.3 11.8 7.8 4.5 7.5 7.9 4.6
$7,500-$9,999. .. o] 8453 941} 19.2 34.4 10,2 7.6 5.1 9.0 8.6 7.1
$10,000andover__..___.._ 18, 481 80. 4 15.0 26.0 81 6.0 3.4 13.1 8.8 19.4
Negro families

$500-$749_ . e $681 | 102.1 | 37.8 53.0 4.1 16 2.5 0.3 2.8 [...._.
$750-$999. . _ _ 968 | 107.7 | 42.2 43.6 9.1 3.4 2.8 0.9 -3 I
$1,000~-$1,249. 1,149 | 103,0 § 36.3 42.6 9.7 3.5 2.7 2.6 5.6 ...
$1,250-$1,499_ 1,431 | 101.3 | 35.7 38.2 1.3 4.3 2.7 3.0 6.1 (._.___
$1,500-$1,749._ 1,675 | 97.7 | 32.8 36.2 12.8 4.3 2.9 2.1 6.6 2.4
$1,750~$1,999_ 1,899 | 104.1 | 34.7 38.3 12.0 4.4 3.5 3.1 8.1 | ..
$2,000-$2,249. 2,119 | 952 | 20.6 34.3 13.6 4.5 3.0 3.2 7.0 4.6
$2,250-$2,499. 2,386 | 90.7 26.7 33.6 1.1 6.5 3.8 3.5 5.5 8.5
$2,500-$2,999___ ] 2,729 94.3 27.6 31.0 12.0 8.5 2.9 5.7 6.6 5.2
$3,000 and over_._...___.__ 4,020 88.5 16.9 36.8 9.8 5.3 2.7 10. 4 6.6 9.8

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

2 The value of current family living plus surplus (or minus deficit) does not equal exactly 100 percent of
adjusted family income because 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.

¢ Includes expenditures for housing, household operation and furnishings and equipment, and the value of
hounsing and fuel obtained without money outlay.

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

8 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. Among white families, average net deficits declined from 60.9 percent to 0.7 percent of adjusted
family income in the income classes helow $2,250; among Negro families, they ranged from 6.5 percent to
0.3 percent. See Tabular Summary, table 1, col. 8.

for total income, and in the appropriate categories under the heading
“money value of current family living”’ 1 as a percentage of total
income. It is of considerable interest, however, to follow average
consumption patterns at successive income levels without regard to

10 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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INTRODUCTION 7

the source of the funds used, and without regard to savings. The
distribution given in table 2 shows expenditures for the major cate-
gories as a percentage of total expenditures for current living, and
throws into high relief the changes in emphasis which follow changes
in income status.

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

Average Percentage of money value of current family living ?
total
money . Contri-
Income class value of Clothing r
current Home and | LTBDS- |nfegicar| PUHODS [ oo
family Food tgxlu?;;lé o personal p&f)t;?- care ar;gnxﬁr- items
living 1 care taxes
‘White families
$500-8749_ .. $1, 085 42.7 38.6 7.0 2.8 L2 1.6 6.1
750-$999_ . . 1,120 41.1 40.2 7.4 2.1 1.9 11 6.2
1,000-$1,249_ 1,254 39.6 38.4 7.4 3.4 4.1 1.4 5.7
1,250-$1,499_ 1,475 39.3 36,2 8.9 3.5 4.1 1.6 6.4
1,500~$1,749. 1, 692 38.0 34.6 9.3 4.4 4.6 2.4 8.7
1,750-$1,999. 1,926 35.5 35.5 9.9 5.5 4.2 2.5 6.9
2,000-$2,249. 2,165 36.7 33.8 10.6 4.5 4.7 2.4 7.3
2,250-$2,499.. 2,342 34.2 33.7 10.9 5.9 4.6 3.1 7.6
2,500~$2,999._ 2,707 32.8 32.7 1.6 8.0 4.4 3.6 6.9
$3,000-$3,499_ 3,191 3L1 31.4 12,5 7.1 4.8 5.4 7.7
$3,500-83,999_ 3, 594 29.0 31.4 13.9 8.4 4.8 4.9 7.6
4,000-$4,999._ 4,367 27.6 34.0 12.3 6.6 4.2 5.9 9.4
5,000-$7,499 . 5, 650 25,2 33.7 12.3 8.1 4.7 7.8 8.2
7,500-$9,999. 7,951 20.4 36.6 10.8 8.0 5.4 9.6 9.2
10,000 and ov 14, 851 18.6 32.3 10.0 7.5 4.2 16.4 1.0
Negro families

$695 37.0 52.0 4.0 L6 2.4 0.3 2.7
1,043 39.2 40. 4 8.4 3.2 2.6 .9 5.3
1,184 35.3 41.3 9.5 3.4 2.6 2.5 5.4
1, 450 35.3 37.7 11.1 4.3 2.6 3.0 6.0
1,636 33.6 37.0 13.1 4.4 3.0 2.2 6.7
1,976 33.4 36.9 1.5 4.2 3.4 2.9 7.7
2,018 3.2 36.0 14.3 4.8 3.1 3.3 7.3
2,165 29.5 37.0 12,2 7.2 4.2 3.8 6.1
2,573 29,2 32.9 12.7 9.0 3.1 6.1 7.0
3, 559 19.0 41.6 1.1 6.0 3.1 1.8 7.4

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

Food and home maintenance (including housing, household opera-
tion, furnishings and equipment) together accounted for more than
one-half the total expenditures of white and Negro families at every
income level. Among white families with incomes below $1,500, and
Negro families with incomes below $1,250, food and home maintenance
absorbed more than three-fourths of the total. Average expenditures
for food exceeded those for home maintenance among white families
receiving incomes up to $3,000, but they were lower than those for
home maintenance among Negro families at all income levels studied.
While both categories were of outstanding importance, they declined
relatively as income rose. The proportion going for food declined
more rapidly than that for home maintenance, however. Indeed,

80694°—19—2
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8 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

among white families, home maintenance expenditures declined slowly
as a proportion of total expenditures to the $4,000 level, but thereafter
claimed a slightly larger share of this total.

Clothing, commonly included among the basic essentials along with
food and home maintenance, generally took the third largest share of
expenditures for current family living. Clothing and personal care
combined accounted for one-tenth or more of aggregate outlay among
white families in all income classes above $1,750 and among Negro
families in all income classes above $1,250. Clothing expenditures,
unlike those for food and home maintenance, increased in relative im-
portance as income rose, somewhat more rapidly among Negro than
among white families.

Expenditures for transportation occupied a relatively large place
in family spending patterns in all except the lower income groups.
Although the ownership of automobiles is less common in New York
City than in less densely populated urban areas, automobile expendi-
tures were substantial, particularly among white families at the
higher income levels, reflecting the striking growth within a generation
in the importance of automobiles. More than one-half the white
families with incomes of $2,500 and more owned automobiles, but for
both white and Negro families with incomes of $500 to $750 expendi-
tures for transportation represented only bus and trolley fares, with
occasional short railroad trips.

All other categories of expenditure together absorbed less than
one-tenth of expenditures for current living at the income levels
below $1,000, as compared with about one-seventh of the total
among white and Negro families receiving incomes of $2,000 to $2,250,
and nearly one-third among white families with incomes of $10,000
and more.

Medical-care expenditures constituted, on the average, between
4 and 5 percent of current living among white families at all income
levels except the lowest. They ranged from $13 at the lowest level
to $631 for families with incomes of $10,000 and more. Negro
families spent slightly more than white families for medical care at
the income levels between $500 and $1,000 but somewhat less at
succeeding levels. The variations concealed in the average expendi-
tures for medical care at any given income level, however, tended to
be greater than those found in expenditures for any other category.
At almost every income level a few families reported no expenditure
for medical care and some reported very heavy expenses.

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
economic family are balanced by gifts received, such expenditures
constitute a part of family consumption. Sums spent for items such
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INTRODUCTION 9

as money contributions toward the support of individuals or institu-
tions, and personal taxes, represent aspects of family spending that
are less directly converted to goods and services consumed than are
expenditures for the other categories. Nevertheless, for taxes and
contributions to religious organizations, at least, the families making
such expenditures receive returns in a variety of forms that constitute
important elements in their pattern of living. Outlays of this type
were the most elastic among the categories of expenditures. The
increase was very gradual, however, at the income levels below $3,000,
in the case of white families, and below $2,500 for the Negro group.

Expenditures for recreation, tobacco, reading, education, and
miscellaneous items have been grouped in the accompanying tables
under the heading “other items.” Tobacco generally received about
2 percent of the total expenditures of white and Negro families.
Approximately half as much was spent for books, newspapers, and
magazines. Education expenditures were generally negligible except
at the highest income levels studied for the two groups. Expendi-
tures for amusement and recreational equipment received a slowly
increasing share of the total at successive income levels, rising, in the
case of white families, for example, from less than 2 percent of total
expenditures at the lowest levels to more than 4 percent among those
receiving incomes of $5,000 and more.

In a community as highly urbanized as New York the pattern of
consumption may be measured fairly accurately in terms of money
expenditures for current family living. For white families, the dis-
tribution of money expenditures, as shown in table 3, is very similar
to the distribution of the money value of current family living,
presented in table 2. Since the value of housing obtained without
money expense in the year of the survey was at most income levels the
largest nonmoney item in the value of family living (although it was
by no means large), home maintenance was the only category which
represented in general a slightly larger proportion of the value of
family living than of money expenditures. In a few income classes,
food also was a little greater as a percentage of the value of living than
as a percentage of money expenditures, while all other categories
were naturally slightly more important in total expenditures than in
total money value of living. The differences between average money
expenditures and the average money value of living ranged irregularly
from $30 to $70 among white families at the income levels below
$7,500. At no income level did the latter exceed total money
expenditures by more than 6 percent.

Food and housing received without money expense were more
important elements in the consumption of Negro than of white families.
Together they averaged $176 or about one-third as much as money
expenditures at the $500 level, and $119, or about one-eighth of money

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



10 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

expenditures at the $750 to $1,000 income level. Among Negro
families with incomes of $3,000 and more, some of which owned their
homes and others of which received rent as pay, the nonmoney values
of housing averaged $704, or almost a fifth as much as total money
expenditures. At the upper and lower income levels, therefore, the
distribution of total money expenditures did not correspond so
closely to the distribution of the value of current family living for
Negro as for white families. At each of the intervening income levels,
however, the value of current family living was less than 6 percent
greater than money expenditures.

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

groups
Percentage of total money expenditures
Average B
n . total Contrib
come class money ; . i ontribu-
expendi- | pooq Home lelt()itlln)lenrg ’g;z:gas Medical | tionsend | Other,
ures care | personal j items
nance ? |sonalcare| tion 3 taxes 4
White families
$1, 037 41.7 38.9 7.3 2.9 L3 1.6 6.3
1,058 41.6 38.6 7.8 2.4 2.0 L1 8.5
1,208 39.8 37.4 7.7 3.5 4.2 1.4 6.0
1,440 39.6 35.2 9.2 3.6 4.2 16 6.6
1, 660 38.0 34,1 9.4 4.5 4.7 2.4 6.9
1,888 35.4 35.0 10.1 5.6 4.2 2.6 7.1
,000-82, 2,123 36.7 33.4 10.8 4.6 4.7 2.5 7.3
$2,250-$2,49 2,301 34.2 33.0 11.0 6.0 4.7 3.2 7.9
$2,500-$2,999_ 2,652 32.8 32.1 11.8 8.2 4.4 3.7 7.0
$3,008—_23,4994 3,153 313 30.8 12.7 7.1 4.8 5.5 7.8
$3,500-$3,999_ 3, 534 29.1 30.7 14.1 8.5 4.9 5.0 7.7
$4,000-54,999_ 4,300 27.8 33.3 12.4 6.7 4.3 6.0 9.5
$5,000-47,409_ 5, 582 25.1 33.2 12.5 8.2 4.7 7.9 8.4
7,500-$9,999_. . 7,796 20.4 35.7 11.1 8.2 5.6 9.8 9.3
$10,000 and over 14,830 18.2 32.5 10.1 7.6 4.2 16. 4 11.0
Negro families
$519 40.5 44.6 5.4 2.1 3.3 0.4 3.7
924 36.1 40.9 9.6 3.5 2.9 L0 6.0
1,123 35.9 39.4 10.0 3.5 2.8 2.7 5.7
1, 400 33.8 38.3 11.4 4.5 2.7 3.1 6.2
1, 568 31.7 37.7 13.6 4.6 3.1 2.3 7.0
1,935 32.6 37.0 1.7 4.3 3.5 3.0 7.9
1,980 30.7 35.9 14.5 4.8 3.2 3.4 7.5
2,103 29.1 36.6 12.6 7.4 4.3 3.9 6.1
2,632 29.3 32.2 13.0 9.1 3.2 6.2 7.0
2,855 23.8 27.1 13.9 7.4 3.8 14.7 9.3

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

2 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; automobile
taxes, which were included in automobile operation expense; taxes on owned homes, included in housing
expense; and taxes on other real property, which were deducted from the gross income from such property.

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

The ensuing report will attempt to indicate in more detail the
answers to questions toward which the investigation was directed.
For example: As we move up the income scale, which categories of
expenditure rise with greatest regularity? Which are most irregular?
How do these changes in expenditures vary as between smaller and

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



INTRODUCTION 11

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 wage scales; the
development of family budgets; estimates of national consumption;
the relative taxability of successive income strata in the community;
the feasibility of current marketing programs; and, in the large, the
problem of keeping production in balance with consumption.
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Chapter 1I
The Family Balance Sheet

The family balance sheet for families studied in New York may
be presented by comparing current money income with money
expenditures for current family living. Such a balance sheet, calcu-
lated for groups at successive economic levels, measures the changing
relationship between income and consumption. It reflects the prev-
alence of spending financed through deficit, among the low income
groups, and of mounting surpluses among the higher income families.

Among New York City white families in every income class under
$2,250, total money expenditures exceeded current money incomes
(see table 4). At the income level $500 to $750, the excess of expendi-
tures averaged more than $400 per family for the year. To make up
this difference, the families drew on savings or other reserves, bought
on credit, or contracted debts. At successively higher income levels,
the excess of money expenditures over money income decreased
steadily to an average of $28 at the $2,000 to $2,250 level. Among
families with incomes of $2,250 to $2,500, the balance of money
income and expenditure changed to a surplus of almost $30. Average
money incomes, at the successive income levels, were consistently
greater than average total money expenditures for current living.
The excess grew progressively larger until, for the group of white
families with incomes of $10,000 and over (average money income of
$18,460), it averaged almost 20 percent of money income.

The number of Negro families studied in New York was so much
smaller than the number of white families,' that the relationships
between the figures on their average money income and average
total money expenditures assume much less regular patterns than
the averages for white families (see table 4). Nevertheless, among
Negro families at all but one income level up to $2,000, expenditures
exceeded income, while at succeeding income levels the general trend
was toward an increasing excess of incomes over expenditures. It is
interesting, moreover, that Negro families had smaller total expendi-
tures, on the average, than white families, at all but one income
level between $500 and $3,000. At the lowest comparable income

1 Only among Negro families with incomes of $750 to $2,250 were more than 20 families scheduled at each
level, whereas among white families, at all levels between $750 and $10,000, more than 40 families were
scheduled. The differences in the number of schedules obtained reflects the relative scarcity of Negro
families in white-collar occupational groups, which made it impossible to obtain the projected number of
schedules. Bee appendix A, on sampling, for number of expenditure schedules planned for each income,
occupational, and family type group, and Tabular Summary for number of schedules actually completed.

12
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THE FAMILY BALANCE SHEET 13

level, white families spent twice as much as Negro families, but at
succeeding levels, the expenditures of white families were at most
5 to 15 percent higher than those of the Negroes studied.

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

living !
|
! White families Negro families
Money Money
Income class Mone expendi- Moo expendi-
ey | tures for | 1 %7°Y | tures for
family €0 family
living living
500~ 8749 s $622 $1,037 $505 $519
$750-$999___ . 854 1,058 849 924
$1,000-$1,249___ - 1,099 1,208 1,088 * 1,128
$1,250-$1,499___ . 1,346 1, 440 1,381 1, 400
$1,500-$1,749 - 1,597 1, 660 1,607 1, 568
$1,750-$1,999 - 1,845 1,888 1,858 1,935
$2,000-$2,249 - 2,095 2,123 2,081 1,980
$2,250-$2,499 2,328 2, 301 2,324 2,103
$2,500-$2,999. 2, 696 2, 652 2,532
$3,000-$3,499_._ - 3,186 3,153 23,316 12,855
$3,500-$3,999. .. - 3,675 3,534 ) @)
$4,000-$4,999_. . - 4, 405 4, 300 @ @)
$5,000-$7,499___ - 5, 821 5, 582 @ *)
$7, ,999_...__ 8, 29! 7,796 ® )
$10,000 and OVer._ - .. 18, 460 14, 830 @ *

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
difference is given in the Tabular Summary, table 1.

2 Data for Negro families with incomes of $3,000 and more were combined.

Current income and family resources.—While over a period of years
families are necessarily limited by income in the level of living which
they maintain, this does not mean that in any given year a family
must match expenditures for current living 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, be-
yond the income of the given year. In spite of variations in annual
income, the family of a business or professional executive may show
little deviation in yearly expenditures, even though the result is a
current surplus in some years and current deficit in others. A large
emergency expense for medical care may leave no choice, where ac-
cumulated savings are small, except to encumber the income of future
months. Ordinarily it is not to be expected that a family in the lower
half of the income scale will be able to make a cash purchase of a dur-
able good like a gas range or an automobile out of current earnings,
or even 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 liabili-
ties on last year’s commitments.
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14 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

The particular year covered by the Study of Consumer Purchases,
1935-36, was one in which many families had not completely recovered
from the preceding depression period. Income status was still low
when compared with the more favorable years of the 1920’s. But
business conditions were improving and wages, as well as employ-
ment, were on the increase. It is understandable that after re-
stricted buying for several years, families began to incur obligations
beyond current incomes, predicated upon the hope of steady employ-
ment and future increases of income. Thus the net deficit for a family
or a group of families as of the given year may not reflect a chronic
tendency to live beyond income, but rather an optimistic outlook in
1935-36 regarding future income. This impression will be confirmed
by the data on net installment obligations taken from the New York
City expenditure schedules, which show that, for both white and
Negro families, the installment commitments carried over at the end
of the schedule year were substantially greater both in number of
families and in average amount, than the commitments with which the
year began.?

Had the Study of Consumer Purchases been conducted at another
stage in the business cycle, the surplus and deficit picture would per-
haps 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 New York families for the
single year 1935-36, shows that in several income groups there were
families with strikingly unbalanced budgets for the year. These cases
are apt to distort the averages for the group. Such instances of ran-
dom fluctuation in the sample need not, however, obscure the domi-
nant patterns shown by the data.

Surplus and deficit by income levels.>*—The figures given in table 4
for total money income and total money expenditures for current

t See analysis of surplus and deficit items, ch, VIIL,

$The average surpluses and deficits shown in table 5 are compiled from detailed reports of changes in assets
and changes in liabilities. These detailed reports were treated as part of the record of money outlays and
money receipts to determine whether the total reported money disbursements balanced with the total re-
ported money receipts. Asused in the present study, the term disbursements includes money expenditures
for current living and amounts spent to increase assets or decrease liabilities, while the term 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 per-
cent. It follows from this method that the difference between average money income and average current ex-
penditures 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 the highest income level, average net balancing differences among New York white families
were negative, the amounts ranging from $7 to $77. Among Negro families, the average net balancing differ-
ences were negative at the income levels between $750 and $2,000, and positive at all but one other level
studied. Except among Negro families with incomes of $3,000 and more, the net balance, whether negative
or positive, never exceeded $26. No attempt was made to force a balance. It would have been impossible
to account for relatively minor discrepancies on individual schedules without unduly prolonging the field
interviews. They may have resulted from errors in estimating income, expenditures, savings, or deflcits.

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



THE FAMILY BALANCE SHEET 15

family living represent averages for all families at the given income
levels. There were families at each interval along the income scale,
however, that showed a net surplus and others that showed a deficit
for the year (see table 5). In addition, there were a few families at
most income levels that broke even for the year, and reported neither
surplus nor deficit.

TABLE 8.—Average net surplus and deficit

Families having Families having | Average netsurplus
surplus ! deficit! or deficit (—
Income class
Percent-
I;eg;cegg Averagg I;‘gfe%}' Averag;a Avera%e’ age of
h amoun i amount |amoun money
families families income
‘White families
12 68 $598 —$408 366
31 45 59 352 ~195 323
48 52 38 316 —96 39
$1 250—$1 499, 51 67 45 269 —86 36
$1, 500 $1,749 62 87 36 307 —56 34
$l 750—$1 999 _ 58 139 36 284 —-20 1
$2 OOO—$2 249__ 61 154 36 304 —14 31
$2, 250~$2 499 . 72 165 27 254 49 2
$2,500—$2, 999__ 69 228 28 343 62 2
$3,000-$3,499__ 66 289 32 420 58 2
$3,500-$3,999. . 77 335 23 469 152 4
,000-$4,999 71 551 29 808 154 3
$5,000-$7,499 75 667 21 1,084 271 5
$7,500- $9 999_ _ 77 1, 509 23 2, 539 579 7
$10 000 and ove 83 4,586 17 1,377 3,590 19
Negro families
$500-8749_ __ e 38 $45 40 $88 —$18 34
$750-$999___ _ 30 26 45 158 —63 37
$1,000-$1,249 57 46 42 110 -20 32
$1,250-$1,499_ _ 51 80 32 142 -4 (6]
$1,500-$1,749_ . 75 96 22 141 41 3
$1,750-$1,999. _ 52 76 42 219 —51 33
$2, 000—$2 249__ 82 168 1n 369 96 5
$2 250~$2,499. 94 A Y 8 (R IR 204 9
$2, $2,999. - 79 290 21 417 141
$3,000 and over 67 926 22 1,009 394 12

1t Excludes families whose schedules showed an exact balance for the year.
2 For a reconciliation of the average net surplus or deficit with the dlﬁ‘erence between average income and
ex})endlture, as shown in table 4, p. 13, see Tabular Summary, table1

*Less than 1 percent.

Among the white families with annual incomes between $500 and
$750, 12 percent reported net surpluses for the year; however, these
averaged only $8 per family reporting them. Above the $1,250
level of family income a net surplus was reported by a majority of
white families, although even at the income levels between $3,500
and $10,000, 20 to 30 percent reported deficits. It was only among
families with incomes of $10,000 or over that more than 80 percent
kept money expenditures below money income.

The average surpluses of those white families which came out ahead
at the end of the year’s operation were under $100 in all income
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16 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

classes below $1,750. Thereafter, the average amounts increased
rapidly at successive income levels, to almost $700 at the $5,000 level,
and to more than $4,500 for the highest income group studied.

The average deficits of white families that did not make ends meet,
on the other hand, exceeded $250 throughout the income range.
Among the deficit families with incomes of $500 to $750, the deficits
averaged $600. At successive income levels up to $3,000, they
varied from $250 to $350. Among the deficit families at each income
level above $3,000, the excess of money expenditures over money
income averaged over $400, and almost as much as $2,600 for that
quarter of the families with incomes of $7,500 to $10,000 which
operated at a current deficit. '

When aggregate surpluses and aggregate deficits are added together
for all white families at a given income level, the surpluses of families
reporting them were more than counterbalanced by the larger amounts
of the deficits incurred by the families which ended the year in the
red up to the $2,250 income level. Above the $2,250 line, the fami-
lies having surpluses were numerous enough, and the amounts were
large enough, to outweigh the deficits. The average net surplus for
all white families at an income level did not reach as much as 4 percent
of money income until the $3,500 to $4,000 level was reached and
exceeded 7 percent of money income only among families with in-
comes of $10,000 and over.

Among the Negro families studied, the limited number of cases
yields averages with more random fluctuations, but the general pattern
with respect to surplus and deficit is the same as for the whites.
There were no consistent differences, at comparable income levels, in
the proportion of white and Negro families having surpluses or
deficits. The average deficits of families having them, however, were
generally much smaller among Negro than among white families.

In summary, then, the Negro families studied in New York City
had smaller average net deficits than did the white families studied,
they reported a net surplus lower in the income scale, and had larger
surpluses at the higher levels. Although the number of Negro
families studied is so limited, particularly at the higher income levels,
that generalization must be severely qualified, this situation suggests
that they were receiving in 1935-36 incomes more nearly in accordance
with those they had received in earlier years than were the white
families; in other words, that the pattern of spending and saving of
nonrelief Negro families was probably less affected by depression
conditions than was true of nonrelief white families at the same income
levels. 1t may also be true that credit facilities were less available to
Negro than to white families.
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The difference between the ability of the two groups to secure
deficit financing is of course most striking at the lowest income level
covered, where the average spending pattern was very different, even
though average incomes were very similar. At this income level, the
white group spent 32 percent more than their current incomes for food
and home maintenance alone, while the Negro group kept their
expenditures for these items 9 percent below their current incomes.
The difference between the net deficits accumulated by those white
and Negro families at this very low income level appears to have been
due to the fact that a relatively large proportion of the white families
at this level had had larger incomes in the past, and had thus accumu-
lated reserves in the form of savings and credit standing. It would
appear, however, that very few of the Negro families had either exten-
sive assets on which to draw, or credit standing which would have
made it possible to borrow. Not until the $2,250 level did with-
drawals from savings among Negro families average as much as $50.
In no one income group did their borrowings average more than $83.
Among the white group, on the other hand, average withdrawals from
savings reached a maximum at the highest income level ($10,000 and
over) with a total of $2,402, and average increases in liabilities were
largest at the $7,500 to $10,000 level with a total increase in liabilities
over the year of $402.

By way of caution, however, it should be noted, that an average
net surplus or deficit amounting to only a small percentage of income
is of little significance because of the allowable balancing error on each
schedule. Thus, it may be said that as a group the white families
with incomes of $1,750 to $3,500 and Negro families with incomes of
$1,000 to $2,000 came out about even during the year 1935-36, since
their average net surpluses or deficits amounted to no more than 3
percent of money income at any of the income levels included in those
ranges.

While the frequency and amount of surpluses were thus closely
related to income, tne averages presented here partly obscure the wide
variations among families in the same income class in the balance
sheet record for the year. Within the same income, occupational,
and family type group, one or two families may have made an unus-
ually large expenditure during the schedule year, as for the purchase
of an automobile and a refrigerator or other expensive equipment
item, and then, toward the end of the year, have incurred a large
emergency medical bill. Exclusion of such a family from the average
for the cell might have resulted in an average surplus rather than an
average deficit for that group of families.*

4 For an illustration of a specific case of this nature for Chicago, where detailed data were available at the

time of the preparation of the report, see U. S. Bureau of Labor Statistics Bull. No. 642, Family Income and
Expenditure in Chicago, Washington, 1939, vol. I1, ¢h. 11.
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18 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

Surplus and deficit as related to occupational group.—In spite of
fluctuations,® some fairly consistent differences appear among families
of different occupational groups when their current money incomes
are balanced against their total money expenditures for current living.
Table 6 gives the average money expenditures over the span of in-
comes ($1,250 to $4,000) within which all six occupational groups were
represented among white families. It will be seen that families
classified as independent professional spent more, on the average, at
most income levels than did those in other occupational groups,®
despite the fact that the average size of their families was smaller
than was the case for any other group except the salaried professional.
The independent business families ranked second and the salaried
professional, third, in relative size of money expenditures, at com-
parable income levels. The families of salaried business or clerical
workers generally spent least, at given income levels, ranking below
those in the wage-earner group. As a natural corollary, families of
independent professional and independent business operators had
average deficits higher in the income scale than did families in the
other occupational groups, and clerical and salaried business families
had average surpluses at lower income levels.”

When the Negro families studied were classified by occupational
group, random irregularities became even more pronounced than in
the case of the white families (table 6). In general, there was a slight
tendency for the clerical group to spend more, at given income levels,
than wage-earner families or those in the business and professional
groups.®

5 The sequence from substantial deficit to substantial surplus was continuous when the data were analyzed
by income alone. In the tabulation by occupational categories or family type, however, random irregulari-
ties appear, since the averages were based on smaller numbers of families. These irregularities resulted from
wide variation on the part of individual families from the average for the group as a whole.

¢ In the case of an independent professional or business executive family that was listed in one of the low
income brackets, the relatively high expenditure total usually gave a truer picture of the family’s accepted
social and economic level than did the low net income figure reported for the current year.

7 These differences must not be attributed wholly to occupational grouping, however, since the size and
composition of families varies somewhat from one occupational group to another (see Tabular Summary,
table 2). Nevertheless, the computation of simple averages (i. e., an average of the averages for each family
type, with no reference to the relative frequency of these types) for families of all types within each occupa-
tional group indicates fairly clear occupational differences, with independent business and professional fami-
lies having relatively small surpluses and large deficits, and salaried business and clerical families ranking
at the opposite extreme. See appendix D.

8 Due to the small number of schedules collected from Negro business and professional families all data
have been combined for these families. As in the case of the white group, the size and age composition of
families varied somewhat from one occupational category to the next. In view of the small number of sched-
ules obtained from Negro families, however, it was not practicable to analyze occupational differences within
the several family type groups in respect either to total expenditures or any given consumption category.

Similarly, it was impossible to make comparisons among the family type groups with occupation and income
held constant.
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TaBLE 6.— Average total money expenditures and nel surplus or deficit (—), by
occupational group

White families Negro families
Inde- Inde- Busi-
Encome class Sala- Sala-
Wage | Cleri- | PeRd- | peBd- | ‘tieq | ried | Wage | Cleri- | DO
earner cal < busi- profes- | earner cal .
busi- profes- ness sional profes:
ness sional sional
Average total money expenditure !
$750-$999 . __oeeeaon $990 | $1, 270 () 0; 0] ®) $938 $913 $734
$1,000-$1,249 __ 1,151 | 1,332 @ [© 2) @) 1,118 | 1,255 1,081
$1,250-$1,499__ 1,372 1, 561 $1,879 | $2,078 [6})] $1, 497 1,391 1, 468 1,424
$1,500-$1,749_ 1, 595 1,718 1,734 2,001 $1,771 1,782 1, 580 1,482 1, 581
$1,750-$1,999._ 1,010 | 1,854 1,873 2, 207 1,867 1,885 | 1,928 | 1,938 1,945
$2,000-$2,249. 2,177 | 2,054 2,173 2,120 2,074 2,276 | 1,850 | 2,072 1,977
$2,250-$2,499_ 2,297 | 2,265 2,415 2,454 2,404 2,275 | 1,952 | 2,200 2,138
$2,500-$2,999. 2,667 | 2,620 2,792 2,699 2, 550 2,640 | 2,545 2,604 2, 366
$3,000~$3,499.. -| 8,287 3,127 3,148 3,069 3,106 3,019 ) ) ()
$3,500-$3,999_ ... 3,393 | 3,497 3,722 3,839 3,443 3,625 0] ) ®)
Average net surplus or deficit (—)
0-$999__. .o —$100 | —$495 2) () 2) () —$73 $2 $6
$1,000-$1,249_ 32| —235 ®) ()] () [©)] ~15 =77 -23
$1,250-$1,499. —43 | —176 $24 | --$762 (6} —$98 6 —46 —96
$1,500~-$1,749_ 5 -—115 -113 —435 —$144 ~119 13 151 64
$1,750-$1,999_ —45 33 —59 —454 —21 —19 —52 =31 —64
$2,000-$2,249._ —58 50 —86 —45 18 —130 240 -1 87
$2,250-$2,499. 48 67 —82 —96 20 113 274 122 233
$2,500-$2,999___ 63 70 —34 22 147 67 168 28 318
$3,000-$3,499____ -—80 120 —21 55 93 208 [Q] ) )
$3,500-$3,999___._.__._. 228 100 54 —95 354 129 [O)] | @) ®)

1 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this study.
2 Expenditure schedules not taken for families at this income level.

2 Comparable data not available.

tFewer than 3 cases.

Surplus and deficit as related to family type.*—In accordance with
expectations, the data show that the more members there are in the
family, the higher the income level at which average money income is
sufficient to cover average money expenditures for current living, or,
on the other hand, at which average net deficits will give way to aver-
age net surpluses (see table 7). The contrast is particularly marked
among white families. At most income levels, the size of the deficit
was directly related to family size, and conversely the size of the sur-
plus was in general smaller for the larger families. For example,
among white families at the income level $1,000 to $1,250, the deficit
amounted to $36 on the average for the two-person families, $76 for
families containing one or two children under 16, and $214 for those
with three to six members at least three of them 16 or over. At the
income level $4,000 to $5,000 the average surpluses for the three
groups were $387, $116, and $24, respectively.

9 Data have been combined, for purposes of analysis, for families containing one child under 16 (type LI)

with those containing two children (type III); and for families of three or four, at least three of them 16 or
over (type IV) with those containing five or six members, at least three of them 16 or over (type V).
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20 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TABLE 7.— Average total money expenditures and met surplus or deficit (—), by
family type

Family type!
[ncome clas- Average total money expenditures? | Average net surplus or deficit (=)
i IIandIH | IVand V t Iland III{ IVand V
White families
$760-$099_ . ... ... $1,016 $1,003 $1, 241 —$124 —$110 —$489
$1,000-$1,249_ 1,127 1,207 1,325 —36 —76 —214
$1,250-$1,499_ . 1,419 1,402 1,524 —64 —56 —-158
$1,500-$1,749_ 1,637 1,645 1,707 ~34 -39 —104
$1,750-$1,999. 1,870 1,013 1,870 ™ —~34 -2
$2,000-$2,249 2,103 2,111 2,158 -9 25 -72
$2,250-$2,499. 2,258 2,269 2,373 95 79 ~23
$2,500-$2,999 2,608 2, 592 2,744 98 108 —8
$3,000-$3,499 3,161 3,212 3,097 122 -5 64
$3,500-$3,999 3,420 3,718 3,473 292 39 152
,000-$4,999. 4,166 [ 4,362 4,342 387 116 24
$5,000-$7,499. 5,382 5,343 5,983 481 524 —153
$7,500-$9,999_ oo 8,460 7,260 7,718 169 1,033 535
Negro families
$750-$999_ oo $803 $932 $1, 105 —$56 —$4 —$325
$1,000-$1,249 1,096 1,152 1,169 -1 —52 —-29
$1,250-$1,499_ 1,392 1,383 1,431 19 -39 ~25
$1,500-$1,749_ 1,538 1,631 1,579 84 —40 20
$1,750-$1,999_ 1,996 1,872 1,929 —-29 —38 —-97
$2,000-$2,249_ R 2,028 2,114 1,826 89 —34 197
$2,250~$2,499_ ..o 2,162 1,908 2,187 151 365 148

1 The 5 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, as follows:

ype
I No other persons (families of 2).
IT 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
IIT 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)

¢ See glossary appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this study.
*Less than $1.

The two-person families in the white groups reported average sur-
pluses at all income levels above $2,250, while families containing three
to six members, at least three of them 16 or over (types IV and V), had
an average deficit at each income level up to $3,000. At all but one
income level up to $3,000, furthermore, these families had the largest
expenditures. At succeeding levels, however, there was no consist-
ent family type relationship, in respect either to total expenditures or
net surpluses. Differences between small and large families in aver-
age money expenditures and in the balance sheet were thus 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 and meet the standards of their social group.
At the higher levels, where a greater variety of choice is possible, the
differences were by no means consistent.

Among the Negro families studied, the number of cases is so small
when an analysis is made by family type that no clear pattern of
contrast appears. In general, the two-person families ended the year
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with the most favorable balance of income and expenditures, report-
ing net surpluses several income levels lower in the scale than the
larger families (see table 7). Families of three to six members (types
IV and V), on the other hand, tended to have the largest average
expenditures.

It would appear that family type has a more direct influence upon
the size of total money expenditures at a given income level than does
occupational classification. It should be noted, however, that the
dollar differences among families of varying types in average total
money expenditures as shown on table 7, although fairly consistent,
were not very large.”® 1In general, it is to be expected that average
total expenditures would vary less, according to occupational or
family type classification, than would the outlays for a specified cate-
gory, since families may compensate for extra requirements in one
area of consumption by economies in another.

Surplus or deficit items.—The present chapter has been concerned
chiefly with a consideration of money expenditures in relation to family
incomes, and the net surpluses or deficits reported by families in the
several income, occupational, and family type groups. There re-
main questions as to the kind of surplus or deficit items reported and
their relative importance 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.

' When a comparison is made between the total money expenditures of the different family type groups
within each occupational category, the differences are not significant, although differences in the balance

sheet record are clearly defined (see appendix D), because of variations in the average money incomes of
families of different type at given income levels.
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Chapter IIT
Food

The New York families studied generally spent more for food than
for any other single category of consumption, regardless of whether
current family income was $500 or $10,000.! Average amounts spent
for food increased steadily at successive income levels, from almost
$1.18 per day among white families with incomes between $500 and
$750 to almost $3 per day among those with incomes averaging about
$4,000 (at the income levels between $3,500 and $5,000), and over
$7 a day among the relatively small number with incomes of $10,000
or more.? Among the Negro families studied, which were somewhat
smaller than the white families studied,® the average amounts spent
for food increased with somewhat less regularity, from 58 cents per
day at the $500 to $750 level to only about $1.85 per day among
families with incomes averaging $4,000.*

Although money expenditures for food increased at successive in-
come levels—more than twofold for both white and Negro families
from the $500 to $750 level to the $2,500 to $3,000 level—they rep-
resented declining proportions.of total money expenditures for cur-
rent family living (see table 8). Thus, for the white families studied,
there was a slow but consistent decline in the proportion going ‘o
food, from 42 percent at the $500 to $750 level to 18 percent for the
group with incomes of $10,000 and over (see fig. 2). The percentage
of money expenditures absorbed by food dropped clearly below 40
at the $1,500 level, and below 30 only at the $3,500 income level.
Among the Negro families, which spent less for food than white fam-
ilies at every comparable income level, food took at most 36 percent
of the total beginning at the $750 level. From the $1,500 level to
the $3,000 level among Negro families, the proportion of money
expenditures going to food remained rather steadily around 32 to 29
percent.

1 When expense for household operation and furnishings are added to housing expense proper and the
sum treated as one category, home maintenance, food ranked second among white families with incomes
of $3,500 or more, and among Negro families at all income levels.

3 The category “food expense” 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 enter-
tainment bill. It was not practicable to keep apart the recreational and the food-consuming aspects of
what was spent in eating out—to separate the restaurant checks for night-club and after-theatre 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 problem of comparing the food expenditures of families at different income levels,

3 See T'abular Summary, table 2.

4 The surprisingly low average food expenditures of Negro families with incomes of $3,000 and more are
doubtless attributable to the small number of cases represented, and not indicative of a reversal of tendency.

22

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



30

20

1780 2250 3000 4000 7500
unORR

PERCENTAGE
20

780 1250 1780 2250 3000
AND UNOER AND
1000 1500 2000 2%00 OVER

)
1500 2000 2500 3500 %000 10,000

CLOTHING

WHITE FAMILIES NEGRO FAMILIES "“CE";“‘;E

750

1250 1750 2250 3000 4000 7500 750 1250 1750 2250 3000

1000

U. 8. BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS
o

AND UNDER AND UNDER AND UNDER
1500 2000 2500 3500 5000 10000

AND
1000 1500 2000 2%00 OVER
INCOME CLASS IN DOLLARS

FOOD 23
Fig. 2
FOOD AND CLOTHING AS PERCENTAGES
OF TOTAL MONEY EXPENDITURES
AT SELECTED INCOME LEVELS
NEW YORK, 1935-1936
NONRELIEF FAMILIES INCLUDING HUSBAND
AND WIFE BOTH NATIVE BORN
FOOD
PERCENTAGE WHITE FAMILIES NEGRO FAMILIES rercentase
50 50
40 i 140

80694°—39——3

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



24 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TABLE 8.— Average expenditures for food

Average money expenditures for
food
Average Average
R value per total
Per family family of money
Income class r<€o¢ 03- 1yal(lile of
aines ood per
Percentage Ereg IE%:;_ without | meal per
of total I;ent%,du.lt money | equivalent
Amount money expense adult
expendi-
tures !
White families
$432 41.7 $0. 154 $32 $0.165
440 41.6 . 146 20 .163
481 39.8 .164 15 . 169
570 39.6 186 10 189
629 38.0 204 13 208
669 35.4 215 16 220
779 36.7 247 18 252
787 34.2 243 13 247
868 32.8 258 21 264
987 31.3 285 8 287
1,024 29.1 293 15 297
1,194 27.8 .318 15 322
1,402 25.1 . 363 19
1, 590 20.4 401 35 410
2,710 18.2 516 52 5!
Negro families
$500~8749. . C - e $210 40.5 $0. 079 $47 $0. 097
$750-$999. _ 334 36.1 .128 75 L1567
$1,000-$1,24 403 35.9 153 15 .159
$1,250-$1,499 474 33.8 176 38 . 180
$1,500-$1,749 496 317 177 53 . 196
$1,750-$1,990__ . ... ... 630 32.6 205 29 .214
$2,000-$2,249 607 30.7 223 22 . 231
$2,250-$2,490_ 610 20.1 225 28 . 235
$2,500-$2,999_ 742 29.3 253 9 . 256
$3,000 and ove 678 2.8 b1 .238

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

Money expense per meal per equivalent adult"—In marked contrast
to the decline in the percentage of total expenditures devoted to food,
the average expense per meal per adult equivalent rose steadily at
successive income levels (see table 8). Although white families at
the lowest income level studied allocated 42 percent of their total
money expenditures to food, they spent on the average only about
15 cents per meal per person. At the median income level, $2,000
to $2,250, these families devoted less than 37 percent of their total
money expenditure to food, yet they spent almost 25 cents per meal
per person. Those at the top of the income scale, with incomes of
$10,000 and over, devoted only 18 percent of their money expenditure
to food, and spent almost 52 cents per meal per equivalent adult.
The corresponding figures for Negro families at the $500 to $750 level

s Money expenditures per meal per person were computed on the basis of total food expense (except for
food eaten while traveling) divided by the number of equivalent adults who were members of the house-
hold. Persons who were in 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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and the $2,000 to $2,250 level were 8 cents and 22 cents. At the
$3,000 and over income level, Negro families spent 24 cents per meal
per person.

Expense for food away from home.—The change in the character of
the expense category labeled ‘“focd” 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.
Among both white and Negro families there was, at succeeding income
levels, a general though irregular increase in the proportion of total
food expense which went for eating out. White families with incomes
between $500 and $750 devoted 7 percent of their money expenditures
for food to this purpose, while those with incomes of $1,750 and over
spent more than 15 percent in this way (see table 9). These figures
are distinctly higher than those found for families in Chicago, the
other metropolitan area covered in this investigation; there the corre-
sponding percentages were 3 percent and 11 percent, respectively.®
At the upper end of the income scale, native white families in New
York City with incomes of $5,000 or over devoted more than one-
fourth of their food expenditures to eating out. Among the Negro
families studied at practically every income level, the percentage of
total food expenditures used for food away from home was lower than
in the case of the white families.

At the lower income levels, food away from home comprised chiefly
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 the white families with incomes below
$1,750, and Negro families with incomes of $1,000 to $1,500, three
fourths or more of the amounts spent for food away from home went
for meals at work. At higher income levels among the white families,
this kind of expenditure decreased in importance until at the levels of
$4,000 and above, it accounted for less than half of the total. How-
ever, among Negro families at all levels above $1,000, meals at work
constituted more than half of the total expense for food away from
home. As the more recreational items included assumed increasing
importance, the expenditures for meals at work declined in relation to
the total spent for food away from home.’

8 See U. 8. Bureau of Labor Statistics Bull. 642, Family Income and Expenditure in Chicago, Washington,
1939, vol. II, ch. III.

7 These figures are taken from detailed data on food expenditures to be published in a later bulletin. Pre-
{iminary examination of these data for white families indicates that when family income was less than $1,750,
food away from home (exclusive of meals at work) consisted chiefly of such items as candy, ice cream, soft
drinks, liquor, and the like. At succeeding levels, however, meals away from home, both while living at
home and while traveling or on vacation, were of increasing importance. This is in contrast to the situation
in Chicago, where such meals were relatively unimportant below the $4,000 or $5,000 level. (See U. S.
Buresau of Labor Statistics Bull. No. 642, Family Income and Expenditure in Chicago, Washington, 1939,
vol. II, ch. II1.) The average amounts reported by New York white families for meals and board at
school were negligible except at the highest income levels.
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26 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

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

Total food away from
(:thgr
Mealsat | 199
Income class Percentage | work ‘;":g’l‘ny
Amount of total food home
expendi-
tures
White families
6.9 $23 $7
40 9.1 30 10
49 10.2 41 8
68 11.9 50 18
$1,500-%1,749 . 91 14.5 69 22
$1,750-$1,999.___ 105 15.7 76 29
$2,000-$2,249___ 157 20.2 100 57
$2,250-$2,499___ 140 17.8 102 38
$2,500-$2,999___ 166 19.1 109 57
$3,000-83,499___ - 226 22.9 132 94
$3,500-$3,999.._ 268 26.2 142 126
$4,000-$4,999. - 290 24.3 128 162
$5,000-87,499_ 408 29.1 155 253
$7,500-$9,999___ 432 27.2 158 274
$10,000 and ove: 1,113 41.1 213
Negro families

$3 L4 | . ____ $3
27 8.1 $13 14
33 8.3 26 7
56 11.8 45 1
69 13.9 41 28
104 16.5 62 42
__________________________________ 108 17.8 61 47
- 73 12.0 43 30
$2,800-82,990_ e 107 14. 4 79 28
$3,000 anQ@ OVer. . e iiiiiiieenan 92 13.6 48 44

Food obtained without money expense.—The extremely small money
expenditures for food among Negro families in the lower income
groups are explained in part by the fact that purchases of food were
supplemented for many families by food received as gift or pay, or,
in a few cases, obtained from home gardens. Average amounts of
such food varied rather widely from one income class to another, show-
ing no consistent tendency to increase or decrease at successive income
levels (see table 8). Among white families, food obtained without
money expense never added as much as 8 percent to total money ex-
penditures for food. Among Negroes, particularly in the low income
groups, however, it made a substantial contribution to the family
food supply, averaging over one-fifth as much as money expenditures
for food among those with incomes of $500 to $750. The importance
of “free” food may also be measured on a per meal per person basis:
among white families, the total value of food per meal per person was
more than 1 cent higher than the money expense per meal per person
only at the $500 level; among Negro families, however, the former
exceeded the latter by more than 1 cent at all but one income level
between $500 and $1,750.
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It is evident, then, that in the case of the white families studied,
except at the lowest income levels, money expense for food may be
taken to represent substantially the total value of food consumed.
Among the Negro families studied, on the other hand, food received
without money expense was of considerably greater importance. This
was probably because of the fact that a considerable proportion of the
Negro families included earners in domestic service or restaurant
workers, who frequently receive food as pay.

Summary of racial differences in relation to food.—Before examining
the food expenditures of families of varying occupational classification
and family composition, it may be of interest to summarize the differ-
ences between white and Negro families. White families spent from
6 to 51 percent more for food than did Negro families at comparable
income levels. The low total money expense for food of Negro fam-
ilies reflected in some part their relatively small expenditures for food
away from home. Furthermore, Negro families at most income levels
received substantially more food without money expense than did
white families. The value of such food, however, was by no means
sufficient to counterbalance the difference in money expenditures for
food among white and Negro families with incomes of less than $750.
On the other hand, at the income levels from $750 to $1,500 the two
racial groups consumed food with about the same value per meal per
equivalent adult. At these income levels differences in food expendi-
tures per family reflect not only food received without money expense
but also the fact that Negro families were smaller than white families.?
The relatively low food budgets of these Negro families may therefore
reflect dietary habits somewhat different from those of white families.®

Money expenditures for food among occupational groups.—There
were no striking differences in average money expenditures for food
among the various occupational groups studied. Comparisons are
possible among white families at income levels from $1,250 to $4,000
(see table 10). Wage-earner families in general spent somewhat more
for food, at a given income level, than did families in the other occu-
pational categories, while families in the salaried professional group
clearly spent least. The ratio of food expense to total expense varied
somewhat more than did food expense itself. The salaried profes-
sional group generally spent the smallest proportion of total outlays
for food, but clerical families ranked with wage-earner families, above
other occupational groups, in the percentage of expenditures going for

food.

8 See Tabular Summary, table 2.

? Both in Columbus and the Southeastern cities covered in this study, a similar relationship was found
between white and Negro families in respect to food expenditures. See U. S. Bureau of Labor Statistics
Bull. 644, Family Income and Expenditure in Nine Cities of the East Central Region; and Bull. 647, Family
Income and Expenditure in Selected Southeastern Cities, Washington, 1939, vol. II, ¢h. TII.
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TaBLE 10.—Average money expenditures for food, by occupational group

White families Negro families

Inde- | Inde- Sala- Sala- Busi-

Wage | Cleri- | Pend- | pend- | S04 ried | Wage | Cleri- | 1S
earner | cal ent ent busi- | profes- | earner | cal and

Income class

busi- | profes- s profes-
ness | sional | mess | sional sional
Amount
$495 (1§ m O] m $345 7 $169
465 [ ") (O] ) 408 419 359
5568 $492 $583 (l) $493 480 408 517
633 635 738 595 549 510 537 487
652 646 811 669 615 574 764
786 744 616 702 727 500 687 592
805 739 766 821 748 586 652 584
869 9156 887 848 816 814 682 739
1,056 939 927 943 88 | (1) m ®
1,003 1,143 1,093 999 993 ® O] O]

39.1 0] m O] (O] 36.8 38.1 23.0
34.9 Q) (O] ) Q] 36.5 33.4 33.2
35.8 35.7 28.1 ) 33.0 34.5 27.8 36.3
36.8 36.6 37.0 33.6 30.7 32.3 20.5 30.9
35.2 34.5 36.8 35.9 32.6 29.8 30.1 39.3
38.4 34.3 20.1 33.9 31.9 27.0 33.2 20,9
36.5 30.6 31.4 34.1 32.9 30.0 29.6 27.4
33.1 32.9 32.9 33.3 31.0 3.9 26.2 31,3
33.8 29.9 30.4 30.4 28.8 m 5‘; ®

2.7 30.6 28.5 20.0 27.5 ) 1 @

1 Expenditure schedules not taken for families at this income level.

* Comparable data not availahle,

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

Although the white wage-earner families had the highest average
food expenditures per family they had the lowest expenditures per meal
per person (see table 11). 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 money
expense for food was thus the result of family size.® The salaried
professional families, on the other hand, tended to have the lowest
average number of persons per family, and correspondingly, the
highest expense per meal per person, indicating that their low total
food expenditures were likewise a reflection of family size.!

One factor in the ability of wage-earner families to keep food ex-
pense per meal per person relatively low was the comparatively small
amounts which they spent for food away from home.”? Although the
differences are not entirely consistent, families in the two professional
and the clerical groups tended to make the highest outlays for food
away from home, with independent business families at the opposite
extreme. Except for the latter group, however, wage earners gener-
ally had the smallest expenditures of this type.

10 See Tabular Summary, table 2, for average number of persons per family.
11 No consistent differences were found between the averages for food expenditures for the 6 occupational

groups. See appendix D.
11 8ee Tabular Summary, table 3.

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



FOOD 29

TaBLE 11.— Average money expenditures per meal per equivalent adult, by
occupational group

White families Negro families
Inde- Inde- Busi-
Income class Sala- Sala-
Wage | Cleri- | PeRd- | PR | ‘riod | ried | Wage | Cleri- [ DO
earner | cal beusi- p:ofes- busi- | profes- | earner | cal | ire
ness | sional | Dess | sional sional
O} (*3 O] O] $0.134 | $0.120 [  $0.049
1) (1 ) 1) L1562 181 14
$0.154 | $0.184 [§))] $0. 202 .179 157 152
206 241 $0.213 .195 179 194 163
210 255 234 .212 193 204 229
253 231 225 . 256 194 243 222
9 241 261 .253 223 220
262 277 260 . 267 251 274 216
244 284 0 .310 o (O] [0)
204 287 287 . 306 ®) O] @

1 Expenditure schedule not taken for families at this income level.
1 Comparable data not available.
tFewer than 3 cases.

Among the Negro families studied within the income range $750
to $3,000, there was no clear tendency for families of any occupational
group to have consistently high money expenditures for food (table
10). When food expense is expressed as a proportion of total money
expenditures, wage-earner families tended to rank high. Clerical
families tended to make the largest outlays per meal per person
(table 11). The average value of food received without money expense
was found to be of considerable importance among Negro families,
particularly at the lower income levels. Since the major portion of
such food may be assumed to have comprised meals received as pay
by domestic or restaurant workers (wage earners) and food which
such workers were allowed to carry home, it might be expected that
wage-earner families would have reported the largest amounts of such
food. There were no clear occupational differences, however, in the
amount of food obtained without money expense, suggesting that
supplementary earnings of Negro families in the clerical, business, and
professional occupations were frequently derived from subsidiary
earners in domestic or restaurant work.

Money expenditures for food among family type groups—When the
average food expenditures of families of varying composition are com-
pared, much more clearly defined differences appear than among
families of the various occupational groups. These differences reflect
chiefly the number of members in the economic family and to a lesser
degree the age of those members. Among both white and Negro
families, at almost every income level the two-person families spent
least for food, the families with one or two children under 16 and no
others (types II and III) spent the next largest amounts, and the
families containing three to six members, at least three of them over 16
(types IV and V) spent the most (see table 12). Such striking uni-
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30 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

formity in the rank order of these expenditures at every single income
level indicates a very clear relationship between number of mouths to
be fed and size of the family food bill.

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

Family typet
Income class Amount Percentage of total expenditures?:
1 IIand III | IVand V 1 IMMand IIT | IV and
‘White families
$750-8999. - eeecreme e $416 $419 $524 40. 8 41.7 42,2
$1,000-$1,249 - e 420 492 551 37.3 40.9 41.6
$1,250-$1,499 . c e 500 570 655 35.2 40.7 43.1
570 636 684 | 34.8 38.8 40.1
—
573 709 709 30.6 37.1 37.9
702 789 840 33.6 37.5 33.9
703 793 846 31.2 34.9 35.7
704 916 934 27.0 35.3 34.0
869 993 1, 064 27.6 30.9 34.4
875 1,063 1,078 25.8 28.6 3.0
$4,000-54,999__ . 1,018 1,166 1,343 24.5 26.7 310
$5,000-$7,499_ ____ 1,209 1,348 1,618 2.5 25.2 27.1
$7,500-$9,999. - ¢ v 1,221 1,645 1,813 4.5 22.7 23.5
Negro families
$750-8999_ o oo eececnen $310 $371 $370 34.7 39.8 33.5
$1,000-51,249 - e 378 429 445 34.5 37.3 38.1
$1,250-$1,409___ 436 503 534 31.3 36.4 37.4
$1,500-$1,749___ 444 538 554 28.8 33.0 35.1
$1,750-$1,999 . cacmcean 561 637 713 - 281 34.1 37.0
$2,000-$2,249_ - . ceeeees 600 607 617 29.6 28.8 33.8
$2,250-32,499 . . o Ceocmeanns 565 587 778 26.2 30.8 35.6

1 The 5 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, as follows:

pe
I No other persons (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 1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).

2 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this study.
3 Horizontal lines mark income levels below which food takes two-fifths or more of total money expendi-
ture and above which it takes less than one-fourth of total money expenditure.

The differences in average food expenditures among families of
different size are reflected in the proportion of total money expenditures
devoted to food. Clearly, the larger the family, the greater the
importance of the food item (see table 12). Among white families
it was only at the lowest level shown in table 12 (8750 to $1,000)
that those containing only husband and wife devoted over two-fifths
of their total money expenditures to food, whereas for families with
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one or two children under 16 this was true up to the $1,500 level, and
for families containing three to six members (types IV and V), up
to the $1,750 level. Similarly, two-person families with incomes of
$4,000 or more spent less than one-fourth of their expenditures for
food, whereas the larger families spent more than that up to the
$7,500 income level.

The percentage of total expenditure devoted to food was more rigid
among the larger than among the smaller families, especially at the
lower income levels. Thus, for example, among white families con-
taining more than two members, there was relatively little change in
this proportion within the income range from $750 to $1,750,- while
among two-person families there was a decline of more than one-fifth.

While average expenditures for food were thus directly related to
family size, expense per meal per person showed a clear inverse rela-
tionship (see table 13). Thus the two-person families, at comparable
income levels, almost without exception had the lowest total food
expenditures and the highest expenditures per meal per person. Con-
versely, families containing three to six members, at least three of
them over 16 (types IV and V), had the highest total food expendi-
tures and the lowest expenditures per meal per equivalent adult.

Such differences are explained in part by the fact that unit food
costs are commonly somewhat lower when food is purchased and pre-
pared 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 the former generally had less
adequate diets. Certainly, the small families spent more on food
away from home,”® which undoubtedly helped to increase their
expenditures per meal per person.

Summary.—Food expenditures were of outstanding importance
among the New York City families studied. Although average food
expenditures increased less rapidly over the income range than total
money expenditures, it was only among the white families with
incomes of $7,500 or over, and Negro families with incomes of $3,000
or over, that they accounted for less than one-fourth of this total.

While part of this increase was due to a more generous and probably
a more adequate diet among the higher income families, another part
of it was due undoubtedly to the increasing importance of the luxury
items in the food budget. This is typified by the increasing impor-
tance 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. The value of food received without
money expense was particularly important for Negro families at the
lower income levels.

18See Tabular Summary, table 3.
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32 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TaBLE 13.—Rank comparison by family lype, of (A) the average amount of food
expenditures per family, and (B) expenditures per meal per equivalent adult?

Family type ?
Income class I IT and II1 IVand V
A B A B A B

White families

.............................................. 2-3. 1 2-3 2 1 3

3 1 2 2 1 3

3 1 2 2 1 3

3 1 2 2 1 3

3 1 1-2 2 1-2 3

3 1 2 2 1 3

3 1 2 2 1 3

3 1 2 2 1 3

3 1 2 2 1 3

3 1 2 2 1 3

3 1 2 2-3 1 2-3

3 1 2 2 1 3

3 1 2 3 1 2

3 1 2 3 1 2
Negro families

3 1 1-2 2 1-2 3

3 1 2 2 1 3

3 1 2 2 1 3

3 1 2 2 1 3

3 1 2 2 1 3

3 1 2 3 1 2

3 1 2 2 1 3

1 Low numbers in the A columns indicate high money expenditures for food per family; low numbers in
the B columns indicate high money expenditures per meal per person. Tied ranks indicate approximately
equal expense by families of different types.

2 The 5 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).
V 1child under 186, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (famihes of 5 for 6).

Occupational classification seems to have much less to do with
family food expenditures than does the size and composition of the
family. White wage-earner families in general had rather high aver-
age food expense, due chiefly to the number of persons in wage-earner
families, which was slightly larger than among other occupational
groups. Among the Negro families, no clear difference in food expend-
itures among different occupational groups was found.

The relationship between family composition and average food
expenditure at given income levels was strikingly close. The larger
families spent more for food, both in dollar amounts and in propor-
tion to their total expenditures for current living. These larger sums
were not proportional to the increases in family size, however, so that
an almost perfect inverse correlation appeared between fnmily size
and expense per meal per person,
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Chapter IV

Home Maintenance

Next to food, shelter is the most important category in the family
budget. Closely related to expenditures for housing itself are those
for household operation and for furnishings and equipment. Forsome
purposes it is convenient to consider them in combination under the
heading of home maintenance.

Housing.'—Since at almost all income levels there were families
that owned their homes or obtained rent-free dwellings as a gift or in
exchange for services, the housing category is represented in family
consumption patterns not only by money outlay but also by the value
of the occupancy of owned homes, insofar as that value exceeds the
current money expenditures for taxes, mortgage interest, insurance,
and repairs, and by the occupancy value of rent-free dwellings.

As in the case of food, expenditures for housing (including fuel,
light, and refrigeration) increased almost without exception from one
income level to another among the New York white and Negro fam-
ilies studied, but relatively less rapidly than total expenditures for
current family living (see table 14). Thus, at the $500 to $750 income
level, housing expenditures averaged $377 among white families and
$340 among Negro families, representing 35 and 49 percent, respec-
tively, of total expenditures. Among both groups in the income class
$1,500 to $1,750, housing expenditures amounted to about $500, or
30 percent of total expenditures. The housing expenditures of white
families with incomes that averaged about $4,000 were less than $900
and absorbed about 20 percent of total expenditures, while the housing
expenditures of the Negro families that had a similar average income
were about $200 higher and constituted 33 percent of all expenditures
for current living.

1 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, ech. V. The discussion in vol. I, based on the short
schedule used with the large random sample, centered mainly about the rents for the family home reported
by renting families and the rental values of owned family homes, while this chapter deals with money
expenditures and the money value of housing reported by all families regardless of tenure, and also includes
money expenditures for lodging for family members away from home. In vol. I, expenditures for fuel, light,
and refrigeration were included only when they were covered by tbe rent reported and it was therefore impos-
sible 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 a computed
figure; the data in this chapter on nonmoney value of housing reflect the actual housing expenses 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 VI, VII, VIII, and other) which did not

furnish expenditure schedules; and the averages for all families and families of specified type groups included
families with no gainfully employed members, likewise excluded from the expenditure sample.

33
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TaBLE 14.— Average expenditures for home maintenance

Amounts Percentage of total expenditures
§ Housing 2 ¥ Housing R
] . =) g =
o - =4 @ =4
8 Ao lse | B LT d o gs | B8 C
g S 1881 2 | 2 QS B8 | &
tncome class 3 a |=8 < g g |38 s {8
E 2 (55| & |%8| & 2 55| 8 |5
| |ERPT | S leB| 5| |5R[F| 2 |ef
| g = 3 g 5 98
S . T o e = 5] e Toe| © 5
- Y IE%E %12 |2 la |2 |328 % |3
8 215 |8§ g g 218 (888 3 |
o =] L85 < = o =3 p<} HE o
€2 |2 [ m & | &€ |6 |28 [5 " |&
White families
$500-8749. e cae oo $419 | $377 | $361 | $16 ; $36 $6 (38.6}34.7|33.3( 1.4 3.3 0.6
$750-$999__ ... ._ 450 | 396 | 354 42 29 251 40.2 [ 3543161 3.8 2.6 2.2
$1,000-$1,249_ __ 482 | 417 | 386 31 41 24 |38.4(33.3(30.8| 2.5/ 3.2 1.9
$1,250-$1,499_ 533 | 450} 425 25 51 3213621305288 L7]| 35 2.2
$1,500-$1,749_ 586 | 502 | 483 19 57 27 134.6(20.628.5( 1.1 3.4 16
$1,750-$1,996_ 683 | 539 | 517 22 79 6513551280269 L1 4.% 3.4
,000~$2,249 733 { 588 | 562 26 99 46 | 33.8127.2 ) 26.0| 1.2| 4.5 2.1
$2,250-$2,499_ 789 | 621 593 28 114 54 133.7126.5)| 25.3 1.2 4.9 2.3
$2,500~$2,999_ 886 | 684 | 650 34| 131 71 132.7125.3({24.0| 13| 4.8 2.6
$3,000-$3,499_______ 1,002 747 717 30 { 188 67 1 31.4 | 23.4 | 22.5 9| 59 2.1
$3,600-$3,999_______ 1,129 | 805 760 45| 238 86 | 31.4 (224 21,1 L3] 6.6 2.4
,000-$4,999_ ... 1,487 (1,017 | 965 52| 372 98 { 34,0 ) 23.3 | 22.1 1.2| 85 2.2
$5,000-$7,499____.__ 1,902 11,212 11,163 49| 574 116 | 33.7 | 21.5 | 20.6 .9 10.2 2.0
$7,50 L9099 ______ 2,907 11,807 (1,687 | 120 803 | 297 | 36.6 1 22.7 1 21.2| 1.5 10.1 3.8
$10,000 and over 4,793 (2,868 (2,899 | —31 |1,667 | 258 [ 32.3 | 19.3 | 19.5 | —.2 ( 11.2 L8
Negro families
$340 | $211 | $129 | $20 $1152.049.030.4[18.6] 2.9 0.1
99 37 32 4 28 22 140.4 1357 (3Ls5| 4.2 2.7 2.0
$1,000-$1,249_ 489 427 381 46 42 20 ) 41.3136.1132.2( 39| 3.5 1.7
$1,250-$1,499_ 547 | 451 439 12 39 57 137.7{31.1]30.3 .81 2.7 3.9
$1,500-$1,749_ 606 | 491 [ 476 15 76 39137.0130.0[29.1 .94 4.6 2.4
$1,750-$1,999__. 729 | 562 550 12 87 80 ) 36.9| 284 27.8 6| 4.4 4.1
$2,000-$2,249_________ 727 598 582 16 75 54 | 36.0 | 29.6 | 28.8 81 3.7 2.7
$2,250-$2,499________. . 802 | 670 636 34 96 36 |37.0130.929.3 1.6 4.4 1.7
$2,500-$2,009_ ______ .t 846 ) 688 | 656 32 106 521329268255 13| 41 2.0
$3,000 and over. . ___.____. 1,480 (1,180 | 476 704 224 76 | 41.6 ( 33.2 ] 13.4 | 19.8| 6.3 2.1

1 Includes all current money expenditures for the family home and the vacation home (interest, taxes,
repairs, and insurance for owned home, 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 re-
frigeration are combined with expenditures for housing, since rent as paid by many families included one
or more of these items. See Tabular Summary, table 4-A.

2 Includes imputed incorme from home ownership, rent received as gift or pay, and fuel obtained without
money expense. X

- Includes expenditures for household help, laundry, telephone, and other items of household operation.

Although the value of housing received without money expense was
substantial for some families, averaged for all white families it
amounted to less than $55 at all but one income level and generally
constituted no more than 2 percent of total expenditures. Moreover,
these values showed no clear tendency to increase at successive income
levels. As would be expected, home ownership was not very common
in New York City; at no income level did as many as one-fourth of
the white families studied own their homes, and at all but four of the
income levels above $2,500, less than one-fifth reported home owner-
ship (see table 15). The average value of rent received as pay or gift
was about equal to or greater than the imputed income from home
ownership for all white families with incomes below $1,750. At higher
levels, the latter generally comprised the major portion of average
nonmoney housing values.
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TasLe 15.— Percentage of families reporting home ownership

White

Negro
families

S 1Y)
Income class families

[ncome class

Percent Percent
13 || $500-$749. -- |-

$
8 [| $1,000-$1,249
6 || $1,250-81,499..

1)
23 |} $7,500-$9,999____.. §l)
13 || $10,000 and over

t Data for Negro families with incomes of $3,000 and over were combined

Home ownership was even less common among the Negro than
among the white families studied in New York. At all but two income
levels, rent received as gift or pay was substantially more important
for this group than the imputed value derived from home ownership.2
The average value of housing received without money expense varied
more irregularly from one income level to the next among Negro than
among white families. The amounts ranged only from $12 to $46 at
the levels between $750 and $3,000, but averaged $129, comprising
mainly rent as pay,? at the $500 to $750 level, and $704 at the $3,000
and over level.*

Thus, among white families in New York, the average money values
of housing were little higher than average money expenditures as
shown on table 14, but for Negro families, on the other hand, the total
money value of housing increased considerably more regularly with
income than did the current money expenditures.

Household operation.—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 serv-
ices, which were in the expense account of all families. The average
outlays for supplies and for laundry, telephone, and miscellaneous
services increased somewhat less rapidly than total expenditures,
among white families, amounting to $36 for those with incomes of
$500 to $750, $85 for those at the median income interval ($2,000 to
$2,250) and $412 for those in the highest bracket (see table 16).

: See Tabular Summary, table 4.

3 See Tabular Summary, table 4. All families at this income level were in the wage-earner group. The
$129 probably represents mainly housing facilities supplied to janitors or boarding-house managers as partial
payment for services.

+ Most of the nine families in this income class were in the salaried professional group. Two families, one
that of a teacher and the other that of an orchestra leader, owned their homes; three families of ministers
received rent as pay evaluated at about $125 a month.
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36 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

Among Negro families, they increased slightly more rapidly than total
expenditures, amounting to $20 at the lowest income level and more
than $100 for those families with incomes of $2,500 and more.

In contrast to expenditures for supplies and miscellaneous services,
those for household help absorbed a sharply increasing proportion of
total expenditures among white families at the higher income levels.
This item was negligible for Negro families with incomes below $3,000.
Among the white families studied, outlays for household help averaged
$5 a year or less for families with incomes below $2,000. They ranged
from $10 to $100 for those having incomes between $2,000 and $4,000,
approached $200 for the $4,000 to $5,000 group, and rose to $1,255
for those in the $10,000 and over class. The substantial increase in
these averages reflects in large part the increasing proportion of
families that employed household help (see table 16). Less than 10
percent of the families below the $2,000 level, but more than 70 per-
cent of those with incomes over $4,000, reported expenditures for
domestic help. Nine out of ten families with incomes of $5,000 or
more reported such payments; for some of the remainder this service
was included in rent.

TaBLE 16.— Average money expenditures for household operation?

White families Negro families
Paid household help
Income eclass Other : Other
Total i ; ; Total Paid
household Families reporting se;\r'llges household!household sexé:es
operation| , o0 supplies operation| help supplies
Percent- | Average .
age amount

$500-$749 . oo 836 | e $36 $20 * $20
$750-$999. _ b2 N (N (R (R, 29 28 $2 26
$1,000-$1,249_ . 41 $1 3 $33 40 42 3 39
$1,250-$1,499_____.___ 51 1 2 50 B9 {ocemmaaoe 39
$1,500-$1,749. 57 4 6 67 53 76 5 71
$1,750-$1,999._ 79 5 8 62 74 87 6 81
$2,000-12,249, 99 14 22 64 85 75 1 74
$2,250-$2,499_ 114 18 22 82 96 oL ) PO 96
$2,500-$2,999. 131 22 19 116 109 106 1 05
$3,000-$3,409_.__..... 188 58 42 138 130 3224 282 2142

,500-$3,999_.. ... 238 91 54 168 147 (O] [} )

,000-$4 372 181 71 255 191 O] ® *
$5,000-$7,499 574 369 89 415 205 (3 ® ?)
$7,500-$9,999_ 803 87 624 260 5’) ® ]
$10,000 and over. 1, 667 1,255 97 1,294 412 2) (2) )

1 Qther than for fuel, light, and refrigeration, which were included with expense for housing proper.
? Data lf]or Igegro families with incomes of $3,000 and over were combined.
*Less than $1.

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

Occupational differences in expenditures for housing.—Housing is
one category of expenditure in which significant differences were
found among the different occupational groups in the case of the
white families studied. Wage-earner families consistently ranked
low in their housing expenditures, while the independent business
and professional families ranked high ® (see table 17).

TasLe 17.—Average expenditures for housing,! by occupational group

White families Negro families
Inde- Indes Busi-
[ncome class Sala- Sala-
Wage | Cleri- | Pend- | pend- | ‘rieq | ried | Wage | Cleri. | 03
earner | cal . ©! busi- | profes- | earner | cal
busi- profes- ness sional profes-
ness sional sional
$506 ® ) (3) ®) $368 $378 $430
477 @) o) @ s 422 476 438
475 $403 $607 [¢)] $528 453 441 450
518 504 576 $568 541 484 538 484
546 612 588 554 583 580 527 554
591 680 638 633 585 611 587 601
629 722 702 608 614 614 690 704
706 807 801 710 693 676 715 656
- 746 904 851 725 719 ®) @ T ®
$3,600-$3,999_____.___.. 757 796 878 816 839 802 ®) @) [O)]

1 Includes money expenditures for housing (rents, taxes, and current upkeep of owned homes) and for
fuel, light, and refrigeration, and the value of housing and fuel obtained without money expense.

3 Expenditure schedules not taken for families at this income level.

3 Comparable data not available.

tFewer than 3 cases.

The differences found among the Negro families, on the other
hand, were only those which might have been expected in any random
sample and give no indication of a clear-cut tendency for families
classified as wage-earner or clerical to spend for housing amounts
different from those reported by business and professional families.”

Furnishings and equipment.—The proportion of total expenditures
devoted to furnishings and equipment showed no clear tendency to

6 Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin.

¢ This is in accord with the rent data secured in the random sample of complete white families covered
in the Native Area in New York City, which indicated that at most income levels wage earners paid the
lowest rents, while families in the business and professional categories paid the highest rents See vol. I,
ch. VI.

‘When an occupational comparison is made for families within each type group, the contrast is most strik-
ing for families of types IV and V. Nevertheless, within each of the type groups, wage-earner families
ranked low, and families of self-employed business and professional workers ranked high. See appendix D.

A possible explanation for the relatively high value of housing reported by the white business and pro-
fessional group in New York, as in other communities studied, is the use of their homes for enterta‘ning
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.

71t is probable that the status of the various occupational groups differs somewhat as between white
and Negro families. For example, the family of a head waiter or Pullman porter (wage earner) may enjoy
a social position in the Negro community comparable to that of a salaried business or professional family
among the whites. As regards housing consumption. limitations in the supply of housing available to
Negro families may operate to eliminate such occupational variations in bousing expenditures as are found
among white families.
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increase at higher income levels among either the white or the Negro
families studied. In general it fluctuated between 2 and 3 percent,
although at the $500 to $750 level it averaged less than 1 percent for
both racial groups. The low figure at this income level suggests
that there was almost no purchase of substantial items of furniture
or equipment, and that the purchases made were generally limited
to such small items of household equipment as require frequent
replacement.

Home maintenance.—The findings with regard to the various types
of expenditure connected with operating a home may be summarized
by considering all expenditures for home maintenance in combination.
Average expenditures for this purpose increased from $419 among
New York white families at the $500 to $750 income level, to about
$1,250 for those with incomes that averaged $4,000, and almost
$4,800 among those with incomes of $10,000 and more (table 14).
Among Negro families in the former two income groups, home mainte-
nance expenditures averaged $361 and $1,480.

These expenditures, which accounted for about one-third of total
expenditures for families at almost all income levels above $1,500,
declined relatively over the income scale from $750 to $3,500. Due
entirely to the rising expenditures for household help, home mainte-
nance took a larger proportion of total expenditures at income levels
above $4,000.

Summary of racial differences in housing consumption.—In contrast
to the findings with regard to racial differences in food expenditures,
the Negro families studied in New York generally spent for housing
as much as or more than white families at comparable income levels
above $1,000. This is a reflection of the fact that Negro families in
New York City frequently must pay more than whites for com-
parable housing facilities. Social custom has, in general, restricted
the residence of Negro families to certain sections of the city, and
this fact has made it possible for landlords in these sections to ask
and to receive higher rents than would have been paid for similar
property in other areas. It is interesting that in Columbus, Ohio,
where a white and a Negro sample were likewise included in the
survey, Negro families generally spent more than white families for
housing, whereas in the Southeastern cities, the reverse situation was
consistently true.®

As has been noted, the value of housing received without money
outlay was in general of little importance in New York City. At
several income levels between $1,250 and $4,000, where all occupational
groups were represented among the white families, the business and
professional groups reported no housing received without money

8 See U. S. Burean of Labor Statistics Bulls. 644 and 647: Family Income and Expenditures, Washing-

ton, 1939, vol. I, ch. IV. A forthcoming report on housing will analyze in some detail the types of dwelling
and the bousing facilities available to the families covered in this survey.
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expense. With very few exceptions, the average for all families in a
given group was less than 7 percent of the total money value of hous-
ing. Wage-earner families with incomes of $3,500 to $4,000, reported
the highest average value, amounting to $86 or 14 percent of all
housing consumed.?

Rent received as gift or pay was of relatively little importance for
any group, but was most frequently reported for wage-earner families.
Except among wage-earner families with incomes of $500 to $1,750,
and among white-collar families at a few scattered levels, imputed
income from home ownership was considerably more important.
Home ownership tended to be most common among independent
business families, followed by wage-earner families. The average
amounts of imputed income from owned homes were generally largest
for the independent professional families, however, suggesting that
the homes owned by this group had relatively high rental values. It
is of interest to note that among Negro families rent as pay or gift
was most important for wage-earner families, constituting the major
portion of their nonmoney housing values.

Occupational differences in money expenditures for household opera-
tion.—In regard to money expenditures for household operation, a
marked occupational difference was found among white families but
not among Negroes. Among the former, those classed as independent
professional clearly had the highest expenditures for household opera-
tion, while the lowest expenditures for this category were reported by
wage-earner families, followed by those in the clerical groups. At the
$1,250 to $1,500 level, for example, wage-earner families spent $39
for household operation, while independent professionals spent $126;
at the median income level ($2,000 to $2,250), wage earners spent $84
and independent professionals $175, while at the $3,500 to $4,000 level
the figures were $156 and $470, respectively (see table 18).%°

At every income level between $1,250 and $4,000, the proportion of
families employing household help was larger for the independent
professional group than for any other.! Wage-earner families least
frequently reported expenditures for household help. As might be
expected, therefore, the outlays for household help, averaged for all
families in each group, were generally highest for the self-employed
professional families and lowest for wage earners. These differences
accounted for a large portion of the differences in expenditures for
all household operation. The remainder was accounted for by differ-
ences in expenditures for household supplies and miscellaneous services,
since the occupational patterning for these expenditures was similar
to that found for household help.

¢ See Tabular Summary, table 4.
18 These differences remain clexsrly defined when simple averages for families of all types within each
oceupational group are compared as regards household operation See appendix D

i See Tabular Summary, table §.
80694°—39——4
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TABLE 18.— Average money expenditures for household operation and for furnishings
and equipment, by occupational group

‘White families Negro families

Inde- Inde-

Sala- Sala-
Wage | Cleri- p:l&;i- p:gg- ried ried Wage | Cleri- ness
earner | cal busi- | profes- | earner | cal profes-

busi- | profes- T
ness | sional | ness | sional sional

ILcome class

Household operation !

$24 $43 ® O] [Q] ) $27 $19 $40

34 58 0] (?) (2) 43 32 42

39 66 $67 $126 ) $80 37 48 52

49 60 15¢ $90 66 78 49 84

70 78 103 236 94 86 69 82 122

84 98 130 175 108 108 74 64 104

87 120 139 180 170 115 92 106 91

, 101 131 199 254 135 161 107 103 109
$3,000-$3,499_ 157 172 283 235 209 181 [O) ) ®
$3,500-33,000_ . ______ 156 206 282 470 217 208 ® (O] ®

750-$099. .o ... $31 $3 @ (3 (] ) $25 $1 $1
$1,000-$1,249 25 22 @) () (%) 0] 19 40
$1,250-$1,499__ 24 54 $14 $52 (65} $11 54 88 45
$1,500~$1,749_ . 32 17 12 $34 67 41 32 41
$1,750-$1,999 103 33 4 9 30 17 24 51
$2,000—$2, 249 65 39 24 56 21 36 4 95 20
$2,250-$2,499 70 40 53 87 37 32 11
$2,500~$2,999 89 54 43 42 51 103 35 38 m
$3,000—$3 499 65 54 62 69 107 64 (O] ®) Q]
$3,500-$3,999_ -1 " 106 61 52 104 112 103 O] ) ®

1 Other than fuel, light, and refrigeration.

? Expenditure schedule not taken for families at this income level.
¢ Comparable data not available.

tFewer than 3 cases.

Among the Negro families studied in New York, the business and
professional families tended to spend the most, at given income levels,
for household operation (see table 18). Differences between wage-
earner and clerical families were negligible. Moreover, the excess
of expenditures reported by business and professional families was
small in amount. It will be recalled that the employment of house-
hold help was uncommon among Negro families. Hence, in each of
the three occupational groups, the expenditures shown on table 18
comprised almost entirely outlays for household supplies and miscel-
laneous services other than help.

Furnishings and equipment among occupational groups.—When ex-
penditures for furnishings and equipment are considered for families
at given income levels classified by occupational group, no clear-cut
pattern emerges for either white or Negro families. This results in
part from the wide variations among families in the purchase of the
more expensive articles of equipment needing infrequent replacement,
for which expenditures in any given year may be adjusted to meet the
current family situation. Accordingly, average expenditures vary
irregularly from one group to another, making it difficult to discern a
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regular pattern of expenditures related to occupational group or to
family composition.

Among the white families, however, those in the wage-earner
group tended to spend slightly more than the others. The somewhat
larger average expenditures of the white wage-earner families for
furnishings and equipment, particularly for such articles as refrigera-
tors and other substantial furniture items, may be explained partly by
the fact that outlays for furnishings and equipment are influenced by
the type of dwelling occupied. The fact that business and professional
families more frequently occupy modern fully-equipped apartments
finds reflection in fewer purchases of such equipment on their part.
By their outlays for durable equipment the wage-earner families
tend to make up some of the difference between their relatively low
rents and the higher ones characteristic of the white-collar occupa-
tional groups.

Home maintenance expenditures among occupational groups.—
Among white families, expenditures for home maintenance of wage
earners generally averaged lower than those of clerical families. Fami-
lies of independent professional workers had the highest expenditures
of this type, followed, at most income levels, by families of self-
employed business workers (see table 19). The differences between
the expenditures of wage-earner and independent professional families
at given income levels were substantial, ranging from one-fifth to
three-fifths of the housing expenditures of wage earners. Among the
Negroes, likewise, wage-earner families tended to rank low in respect
to this total, but the differences were considerably smaller than in the
case of white families.

TABLE 19.—Average expenditures for home maintenance,! by occupational group

White families Negro families
Inde- Inde- Busi-
[ncome class Sala- Sala-
Wage | Cleri- p:géi- pe:éi- ried ried | Wage | Cleri- | Do
earner | cal s preotes- busi- | profes- | earner | eal | ioe
ness sional ness sional sional
$750-$999____ __________ $417 $552 (7; ® ® ) $420 $398 $471
$1,000-$1,249_ . - 447 567 @ ) %) * 484 514 520
$1,250-$1,499. . - 488 595 $574 $785 1) $619 544 577 547
$1,500-$1,749_ . - 567 595 597 744 602 674 603 619 609
$1,750-$1,999_ _ - 693 657 759 833 678 689 766 633 727
$2,000-$2,249 __ - 701 728 834 868 762 729 699 746 725
$2,250-$2,499 750 789 914 969 815 782 772 827 806
$2,500-$2,999 815 891 1,049 1, 097 896 957 818 856 876
$3,000-$3,499 926 972 1, 249 1,155 1,041 964 (O] (® ()
$3,500-$3,999 1,019 | 1,063 1,212 1,390 1,168 1,203 ) @ ®

1 Includes all current money expenditures for housing (rents, taxes, and current upkeep of owned homes);
for fuel, light, and refrigeration; for household operation, furnishings and equipment; and the value of hous-
ing and fuel received without money expense.

1 Expenditure schedule not taken for families at this income level.

3 Comparable data not available.

tFewer than 3 cases.
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Expenditures for home maintenance among Jamily type groups.—In
contrast to the rather clear differences found among white families
belonging to the various occupational groups in expense for housing,
the variations in expenditures for this category among families of
different type were by no means pronounced (see table 20). Among
white families, home ownership, and hence the amount of imputed
income received from owned homes, was greatest among families con-
taining three to six members, at least three of them over 16 (types IV
and V). The average value of rent received as pay or gift was also
most important among these families.”® Since money expenditures
for housing, on the other hand, tended to be slightly higher for the
two-person families than for the others, it is not surprising that the
money value of housing showed no clear relationship to family
composition. '

Among Negro families, likewise, no pattern emerges when the aver-
age money values of housing are compared for the several family type
groups. Home ownership and hence imputed income from owned
homes was negligible for all groups. Rent as pay was generally of
least importance for the two-person families, which had the largest
money expenditures for housing, at least above the $1,250 income level.

TaBLE 20.— Average expenditures for housing,! by family type

Family type ?
Income class White families Negro families
I MHandIIT ] IVand V I ITand IIT | IVand V

$750-$999. oo $387 $375 $453 $366 $362 $458
$1,000-$1,249 410 382 481 427 433 414
$1,250-$1,499_ . 478 416 468 453 434 462
$1,500-$1,749_ . 509 502 495 500 504 469

538 542 542 567 557 560
$2,000-$2,249 610 574 587 589 579 621
$2,250-$2,499 594 622 640 688 671 620
$2,500-$2,999 691 675 687 (®) *) (]
$3,000-$3,499 688 795 753 (3) ®) )
$3,500-$3,999__ 677 870 832 ®) ) )
$4,000-$4,9 936 1,126 978 ®) ®) ®)
$5,000-$7,499_ _ 1,345 1,141 1,171 ® ® ®
$7,600-$9,999 2,107 1.621 1,731 ®) ® ®)

1 Includes money expenditures for housing (rents, taxes, and current pgkeep of owned homes) and for fuel,
light, and refrigeration, and the value of housing and fue! obtained without money expense.

? The 5 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, as follows:

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

3 Comparable data not available.

Money expenditures for household operation, as shown in table 21,
likewise showed no consistent differences among Negro families of

12 8ee Tabular Summary, tables 4 and 4-A.
13 See Tabular Summary, table 4.
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different types. It is interesting, however, that among white families
those containing three to six members, at least three over 16 (types
IV and V), ranked highest at the three lowest income levels. At the
levels above $2,250, however, families with one or two children under
16 (types II .and III) had the largest expenditures for household
operation, and in all but one bracket the older families (types IV and
V) had the lowest.!* The relatively large expenditures by the fam-
ilies with children suggest the use of household help and outside laundry
service, as soon as income permits, in order to take care of the addi-
tional demands upon the homemaker resulting from the presence of
children in the household.

No clear pattern of family type differences in expenditures for
furnishings and equipment was discernible among white or Negro
families (see table 21).

TaBLE 21.—Average money expendilures for household operation and furnishings
and equipment, by family type

Family type !
Income class Household operation 2 Furnishings and equipment
I INand IIf | IVand V 1 ITand III } IVandV

White families

$750-$999 ... ... $26 $26 $42 $24 $36 $8
$1,000-$1,249. . 40 35 55 34 25 8
$1,250-$1,499. 52 46 &9 40 34 20
$1,500-$1,749 51 57 22 35 24
$1,750-$1,999 76 72 63 51 87
$2,000-$2,249. . 109 105 81 32 50 55
$2,250-$2,499__ 115 126 100 57 60 43
$2,500-$2,999_ _ 139 148 107 96 59 65
$3,000-$3,499_ . 101 233 147 66 71 65

,500-$3,000____ 242 332 174 108 79 80
$4,000~$4.999__ 349 474 200 119 81 98
$5,000~$7,499__ £84 609 532 91 148 104
$7,600-$9,999. _ 714 951 757 583 163 192

Negro families

$750-$999. ... oL $27 $20 $53 $35 $3 $6
$1,000-81,249. . 45 36 44 22 19 13
$1,250-$1,499 . . 35 46 43 66 72 27
$1,500-91,749_ . 88 67 61 P23 S0 34
$1,750-$1,900. . 90 9_ 70 109 73 49
$2,000-$2,249_ _ 92 62 60 53 105 22
$2,250-$2.499. . 117 66 73 41 41 12

1 The 5 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, as follows:

T{pe .
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).
V1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (familes of 5 or 6).
2 Other than fuel, light, and refrigeration.

14 When the influence of the varying occupational distribution within each family type is eliminated,
and a comparison made at the levels between $1,750 and $4,000, families of type II and 1II consistently
rank high and those of types IV and V are at the other extreme. See appendix D.
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When housing, household operation, and furnishings were com-
bined to represent home maintenance, as shown in table 22, there
emerged no clear-cut distinction in the pattern of expenditures by
family type for the white group, although at all income levels above
$2,250, families of three to six persons with at least three members
over 16 (types IV and V) had lower expenditures than families con-
taining one or two children under 16 (types Il and III). Families
containing only husband and wife shared high rank with families
containing one or two children under 16 over the major portion of
the income range. Among Negro families with incomes of $1,000 to
$2,500, home maintenance expenditures were consistently lowest for
the older families of three to six members (types IV and V), but the
dollar differences were very small.

TABLE 22.— Average expenditures for home maintenance,! by family type

Family type ?
income class White families Negro families
I IMand IIT | IVand V 1 IMand III | IVand V

$436 $436 $503 $428 $385 $517
484 442 544 494 488 471
570 496 547 553 552 532
582 597 576 616 851 564
691 669 701 766 728 679
751 729 723 734 746 703
766 808 783 846 778 705

882 859 [ [ ®

945 1 965 @) [©] )

1,027 1,281 1,086 () (3) 3)

1, 1,681 1,375 (3) (3) Q]

2,020 1,898 1,807 %) (3) ™

$7,500-$9,999. . _____.. 3,404 2,735 2, 680 O] ®) ®

1 Includes all current money expenditures for housing (rents, taxes, and current upkeep of owned homes);
for fuel, light, and refrigeration; for household operation, furnishings and equipment; and the value of
housing and fuel received without money expense,

2 The 5 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).
{II 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 186, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5or 6).

s Comparable data not available.
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Chapter V

Clothing and Personal Care

For most of the families studied in New York City, clothing '
absorbed the third largest share of total expenditures for current
family living.

White families with incomes between $500 and $1,000 spent only
about one-seventh as much for clothing as for food and between
one-fifth and one-sixth as much for clothing as for housing, while
those with incomes of $3,500 to $4,000 spent two-fifths as much for
clothing as for food and over one-half as much as for housing. At
the $10,000 and over level, the relationships had changed again, with
clothing taking almost half as much as food expenditure, which, in
turn, was slightly smaller than housing expenditures. Among the
Negro families studied, clothing expenditures averaged less than one-
tenth as much as food or housing at the $500 to $750 level, and about
one-half as much at the $3,000 and over level.

The proportion of total money expenditures allotted to clothing
about doubled for white families as incomes rose from $500 to $3,000,
and about tripled over the same income range for Negro families (see
table 23). Such elasticity is a characteristic commonly associated
with luxury goods. The basic clothing expenditures, however, are
almost by definition necessity goods. The very small average out-
lays made by families at the lowest income levels suggest that they
purchased little more clothing than that required by the climate and
conventions. The rapid rise in expenditures over the income levels
indicates, on the other hand, an increasing proportion of comforts
and even luxuries as style and variety became factors of increasing
importance. Nevertheless, an upper limit to clothing expenditures
is indicated by the fact that at successive income levels above $4,000
(where only white families were studied), the proportion of the total
going to clothing declined several points. This suggests that com-
peting forms of expenditure such as household service, recreation,
automobile, and gifts and contributions were relatively more elastic
than clothing among families of higher incomes.

1 Purchases of all wearing apparel, aceessories 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.

45

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
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TaBLE 28.—Average money expenditures for clothing and personal care

Percentage of total money expendi-
Amount tures !
Income class Clothing . , | Clotning
and per- ; ersona! an r- Personal
sonal care | Clothing care sonal care | Clothing care
combined combined
White families
$500-8749. . ________________... $76 $57 $19 7.3 5.5 1.8
9_.____ 63 7.8 6.5 19
$1,000-$1,249__ 93 71 22 7.7 59 L8
$1,250-$1,499__ 132 102 30 8.2 7.1 2.1
$1,500-$1,749 157 123 34 9.4 7.4 2.0
$1,750-$1,999 190 151 39 10.1 8.0 2.1
$2,000-$2,249 229 184 45 10.8 8.7 2.1
$2,250-$2,409 255 206 49 11.0 8.9 2.1
$2,500-$2,999._ . 313 258 56 1.8 9.7 2.1
$3,000-$3,499_ .. 398 330 68 12.7 10.5 2.2
$3,500-$3,999 _ . 500 415 85 14.1 1.7 2.4
$4,000-$4,009__ 535 454 81 12.4 10.5 L9
$5,000-$7,499__ 697 109 12.5 10.5 2.0
$7,500-89,999.. . 859 738 121 111 9.5 L6
$10,000 and OVer ococceano . 1,491 1,273 218 10.1 8.6 L5
Negro families

$500-8749 . oo $28 $19 $9 5.4 3.7 1.7
$750-3999.___ 88 67 21 9.6 7.3 2.3
$1,000-$1,249 112 83 29 10.0 7.4 2.6
$1,250-$1,499 161 128 33 11.4 9.1 2.3
$1,500-$1,749 214 170 44 13.6 10.8 28
$1,750-$1,999 227 178 49 1.7 9.2 2.5
$2,000-$2,249 288 226 62 4.5 11.4 3.1
$2,250-$2,499 265 215 50 12.6 10.3 2.4
$2.500-$2,999_ _ 328 265 63 13.0 10.6 2.5
$3,000 and over . ..........._._ 395 339 56 13.9 1.9 2.0

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

Thus, the clothing expenditures of white families studied in New
York City showed a high degree of elasticity up to the $4,000 income
level, with a slackening in relative importance thereafter. From the
$500 to the $4,000 level, average expenditures for clothing increased
more than sevenfold, from $57 to $415, while the proportion of total
money expenditures going for clothing items more than doubled,
rising from 5.5 to 11.7 percent (see fig. 2). At income levels beyond
$4,000, although the average dollar expenditures continued to increase
steadily, reaching a high of $1,273 for the groups with incomes of
$10,000 or more, the proportion of total money expenditures for
current living allotted to clothing tapered off to 8.6 percent.

Clothing expenditures showed an even greater elasticity among
Negro than among white families; only the outlays for contributions
and personal taxes showed a more rapid relative increase over the
income range studied. The proportion of total money expenditures
absorbed by clothing more than tripled in a shorter income span than
that studied for white families, rising from 3.7 percent at the $500 to
$750 level to 11.9 among families with incomes of $3,000 and more.
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At every comparable income level between $750 and $3,000, Negro
families reported higher average clothing expenditures than white
families, both in absolute amounts and in proportion of total money
expenditures for current family living.? These higher clothing ex-
penditures, as well as the relatively high housing expenditures by
Negro families are in contrast with their relatively low food expendi-
tures.

The very small expenditures for clothing at the lower income
levels—Iless than $100 per family, on the average, for both white and
Negro families with incomes between $500 and $1,250—may be attrib-
uted in some part to deferral of clothing expenditures by families
in temporarily straitened circumstances. They are more easily
understood, however, when it is borne in mind that, when rigid
economy is necessary, exchanges of clothing are made between family
members ; that articles of clothing are often made and remade at home;
and that gifts of new or partly worn clothing are frequently received,
particularly by families with children. Preliminary data are available
for the white families studied regarding clothing gifts made by persons
outside the economic family. At all income levels, the value of such
gifts to infants under 2 years of age was greater, on the average, than
the amounts spent for their clothing. The value of clothing gifts to
children 2 to 11 years of age averaged 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.?

Expenditures for personal care.—It might be expected that expendi-
tures for personal care (including barber-shop and beauty-parlor
services, toilet articles and cosmetics) would be far more elastic than
those for clothing. On the contrary, however, as table 23 indicates,
amounts spent for personal care by white families increased only
fourfold between the $500 to $750 level and the $3,500 to $4,000
level, while the proportion of total money expenditures used for per-
sonal care remained almost steadily at 2 percent within this entire
income range. Beyond this range, as was true of clothing, expendi-
tures for personal care increased, but less rapidly than total money
expenditures.

Negro families spent more, on the average, for personal care than
white families, at all comparable income levels above $500. The
proportion of total money expenditure devoted to personal care was
therefore somewhat higher among Negro than among white families,

? Negro families studied in Columbus, Ohio, and the Southeastern cities included in this study also had
higher clothing expenditures than the white families studied. See U. 8. Bureau of Labor Statistics Bulls.
644 and 647, Family Income and Expenditures, Washington, 1939, vol. 11, ch. V.

3 Based on tabulations of data for white families in New York and Chicago, combined, to appear in a later
bulletin.
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ranging between 2 and 3 percent. As in the case of white families,
this percentage showed a marked stability through these income
ranges.

The relatively constant share of total expenditures allotted to per-
sonal care by the native white and Negro families studied in all the
cities covered by the Study of Consumer Purchases is indicative of the
extent to which barber-shop and beauty-parlor services, as well as
toilet articles and cosmetics, have become an integral part of the level
of living of American families even in the lower income groups.

Expenditures for personal care were classified into two major
groups: Personal services, including barber-shop and beauty-parlor
expenditures, and toilet articles and preparations. Among both
white and Negro families studied in New York, the amount of money
going both to personal services and to toilet articles and preparations
increased at successive income levels,* but the relative increase was
greater for personal services. Among the white families studied,
outlays for toilet articles and preparations were greater than those for
personal services up to the $1,750 income level, whereas, at higher
levels, expenditures for services were relatively more important.
Among Negro families, on the other hand, expenditures for personal
services were greater than those for toilet articles and preparations
at all except the $500 to $750 income level.

Expenditures of husbands and wives.—There was a clear tendency
among both the white and Negro families covered in the New York
survey for the clothing expenditures of wives to exceed those of
husbands.® Among the white families with incomes between $750
and $4,000, the proportion of family clothing expenditure going to
wives’ apparel ranged from 37 to 42 percent, that going for husbands’
apparel from 30 to 38 percent. Above the $4,000 income level, the
disparity between the outlays of husbands and wives became progres-
sively greater; among families with incomes of $10,000 or more, 54
percent of the family clothing expenditures was used for the wives,
and only 30 percent for the husbands. Among the Negro families
studied, the differences between the clothing expenditures of husbands
and wives were in general of about the same relative magnitude as in
the case of white families.

For personal services,® on the other hand, at least among white
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
husbands was approximately equal to that for wives, and at several

4+ See Tabular Summary, table 7.
§ See Tabular Summary, table 6.
¢ Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin.
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income levels greater. It is likely that the major portion of the hus-
bands’ expenditures on personal services, in the lower income brackets
(which did not, after all, reach an average of $10 per year below the
$1,750 income level for white families and the $2,000 level for Negro
families) was devoted to haircuts. This was undoubtedly a larger
item for men than for women. It is possible for women to care for
their hair at home at very small money expense.

Above the $2,250 level, the personal care expenditures of wives
exceeded those of husbands by increasingly large amounts, until, at
the highest level, they were more than twice as great. Among Negro
families, wives had the larger expenditures at the income levels
between $1,000 and $3,000.

Clothing and personal-care expenditures among occupational groups.—
At those income levels at which it is possible to compare families clas-
sified in different occupational groups ($1,250 to $4,000 for white
families, and $1,000 to $3,000 for Negro families) there is little evidence
that the occupational factor had an important influence on average
family expenditures for clothing and personal care (see table 24).
Such differences as do appear will be noted in the distribution of the
family clothing expenditures as between husbands and wives. Itis
interesting, however, that among white families at given income levels,
those in the salaried professional group tended to have the largest
clothing expenditures, and those in the salaried business group the
largest outlays for personal care.” Among the Negroes, on the other
hand, clerical families clearly ranked high in expenditures for personal
care, and families in the business and professional group low.

Detailed examination of the schedules indicates that at a given
income level variations in the clothing expenditures of individual
families of any one occupational group were usually far greater than
the differences in the average clothing expenditures of the families in
each of the several occupational groups, and often as great as the dif-
ferences in the average expenditures of families at 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. Differences in
clothing expenditures among families within the same income and
occupational group reflect also wide divergences in family tastes and
habits, particularly at the upper income levels, where there is greater
freedom of consumer choice.

? When simple averages are computed for white families in each occupational group, to eliminate the

effect of the varying proportions of families in the constituent type groups, no signifieant occupational
differences in clothing expenditures are found. See appendix D.
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TaABLE 24.— Average money expenditures for clothing and personal care, by
occupational group

White families Negro families

Inde- Inde- Sala- Sala- Busi-

Wage | Cleri- | Pend- | pend- | o4 ried | Wage | Cleri- | DsS
cal cal

ent ent and
earner : busi- profes- | earner
busi- | profes- ness sional profes-

ness sional sional

Income class

Clothing

$53 $95 (O] &) M (O] $66 $54 $89

89 ) (0] O] 0] 84 90 67
101 102 $175 ) $129 115 229 153
115 120 174 133 $119 184 173 145 174
154 143 151 183 165 171 171 240 147
202 163 190 177 178 222 189 226 203
187 210 183 238 242 244 168 261 206
284 287 280 257 222 222 261 263 276
352 321 313 287 320 344 (l; (O] ®
370 471 371 407 363 429 Q O] ®

$18 $26 (O] O] [OF [O] $20 $25 $20
21 ] ) (1) (O] 30
29 32 $25 $58 [0} $31 33 38 31
34 38 42 $37 52 43 58 40
38 41 11 46 45 35 50 49 48
44 42 57 35 43 49 56 72 48
48 50 36 52 54 47 43 58 49
55 55 59 51 60 50 63 64 61
72 68 70 58 72 8| M 0) ®
75 95 77 84 85 81 O] (O] ®

t Expenditure schedules not taken for families at this income level.
1 Comparable data not available.
tFewer than 3 cases. e

When the clothing expenditures of husbands and wives in each
occupational group are considered separately, some interesting
differences appear (see table 25). Among the white families the
husbands in the two professional groups usually spent more than those
in other groups for clothing, while wives in the salaried professional
group stood out as having the highest expenditures of this type.
Wives in families classified as self-employed generally spent the next
largest amounts for clothing. There was no clear relationship between
the expenditures of husbands or wives, respectively, in the other
occupational groups, although those in wage-earner families tended
to rank low. At the median income interval for white families ($2,000
to $2,250), for example, the average expenditures of husbands in the
independent and salaried professional groups were $85 and $84,
respectively, while the average expenditures of husbands in the other
four occupational groups ranged between $60 and $68.

Among the Negro families studied, husbands in the clerical group
ranked clearly above the husbands in business and professional as well
as wage-earner families in the amounts spent for clothing. In the case
of the Negro wives, however, differences in clothing expenditures were
smaller and less regular, although a tendency was found for those in
the wage-earner group to spend least.
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TasLe 25.— Average annual money expenditures of husbands and wives for clothing,
by occupational group

White families Negro families
Inde- Inde- Busi-
Income class Sala- Sala-
Wage | Cleri- | PRd- | DeBd- | rjeq | ried | Wage | Cleri- | 15
earner | cal en e busi- | profes- | earner [ cal )
busi- | profes- ness sional profes
ness sional sional
Husbands
$19 $18 m O} (1) 10} $27 $26 $50
22 34 1) ()} 1) ) 37 45 30
32 50 $31 $100 [6)] $53 43 75 73
33 45 56 58 $42 74 62 74 68
49 49 55 72 65 72 62 78 47
66 64 68 85 60 84 49 85 144
61 78 65 99 79 85 53 113 79
90 73 82 94 84 78 95 104 61
96 97 76 95 109 128 m (O] ®
92 145 108 152 121 126 [¢)] [0)
Wives
$23 $33 (O] [O)] [0} O] $33 $20 $37
24 30 ) O] [¢)} Q) 35 41 31
39 38 $36 $34 (t) $56 51 141 52
49 43 80 53 $42 77 74
61 61 64 89 74 74 53 133 61
77 60 87 82 83 99 86 105 126
69 86 82 98 98 112 98 105 108
- 99 95 133 114 88 102 100 106 146
$3,000-$3,499. _ - 124 135 135 133 119 173 (1) [€)] *
$3,500-$3,999_ ___..._.._. 124 171 163 200 142 204 ) 1) ®

t Expenditure schedule not taken for families at this income level.
2 Comparable data not available.
t Fewer than 3 cases.

Clothing and personal-care expenditures among families of varying
composition.—When the total clothing and personal-care expenditures
of the New York families of varying types covered in this survey are
compared, it appears that family composition had little more in-
fluence than occupational classification on the amount of such expend-
itures (see table 26). There was a tendency among white families,
however, for those containing one or two children under 16 to make
the smallest outlays, and for those containing three to six members,
at least three of them 16 or over (types IV and V), to spend the most,
but the differences were not sharply defined.?

The fact that the total clothing expenditures of two-person fami-
lies tended to average almost as high as those of families containing
three to six members (types IV and V) is very surprising, and is in
contrast to the findings in other cities covered in this survey. It is
probably explained in part by the fact that among white families in
New York wives were earners two or three times as frequently in
the two-person families as in those containing at least three members
over 16 (and about five times as often as in families with one or two

8 When the effect of the varying proportions of families of each occupational group in each family type is
eliminated, these family type differences do not appear to be significant. See appendix D.
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52 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

children under 16),° and that, except at highest income levels, employed
women generally have higher clothing expenses than do nonemployed
women. The relatively high total clothing expenditures of the small
families may also be in part a reflection of the luxury nature of cloth-
ing expenditures; that is, the smaller the number of persons to be
supported from the family funds, the larger the amounts spent by the
husband and wife (see table 27).

TaBLE 26.— Average money expenditures for clothing and personal care, by family

type
Family type!
Income class Clothing Personal care
I ITandIII § IVand V i IIand III | IV and V
‘White families
$62 $44 $101 $18 $19 $26
56 77 21 23
108 94 110 30 29 31
126 117 130 32 37 35
158 149 149 4 37
181 180 191 47 41 47
202 207 207 47 50 48
241 239 288 55 50 60
341 318 334 71 61 72
43 405 407 82 87
495 425 452 77 79 85
482 589 675 95 133
652 696 830 98 129 132
Negro families
$750-8999_ . ee $71 $52 $93 $20 $19 $28
$1,000-$1,249 - 77 31 29
$1, $1,499._ _ - 126 129 132 32 34
$1,500-$1,749 161 186 173 44 43 43
$1,750-$1,999 167 203 163 57 46 4
$2,000-$2,249 198 310 56 75 63
$2,250-$2,499. 251 156 184 60 37 4

1 The 5 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).
IIT 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).

Since the composition of the white families at any given income level
has very little influence upon the total amount spent for clothing, it
follows that the expenditures per person tend to be greater in the
smaller families. Thus at almost every income level up to $5,000
both the husbands and wives in families with young children spent
substantially less than those consisting exclusively of the married
couple (see table 27). Similarly, in white families containing a
third adult, husbands and wives tended at almost all income levels

¥ See vol. 1, Tabular Summary, sec. B, tables 4 and 6.
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to spend less on clothing than in families with young children. This
may reflect the fact that many gifts of clothing for the children were
received from persons outside the family, and that clothing was
commonly transferred from one family member to another. Further-
more, since the style factor is relatively unimportant with reference to
children’s clothes, they can be outfitted at considerably less expense
than adults, even though clothes must be purchased more frequently
for them.

TABLE 27.— Average annual money expenditures of husbands and wives for clothing,
by family type

Family type !
Income class Husbands Wives
1 Iand III| IVand V i Iland III | IV and V
White families
$25 $15 $13 $36 $15 $22
28 15 27 30 18
85 31 31 51 37
57 38 28 67 47 36
66 50 39 90 56
80 67 53 97 70 51
93 72 57 109 86 88
95 87 69 146 81 60
125 106 i 214 130 82
186 139 84 257 180 106
192 152 104 303 180 123
180 196 150 284 299
269 235 188 340 314
Negro families
T
$32 $19 $38 $39 $20 $30
49 24 19 34 39 34
85 39 36 70 56 40
73 66 51 88 77 51
67 71 40 98 70 37
91 118 50 106 139 73
105 52 62 146 55 40

1 The 5 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 1person 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).

Among the Negroes, no clear family type differences were found in
respect to total family clothing expenditures (table 26). When the
average expenditures of husbands and wives are considered separately,
however, the same family type relationship appears as among white
families, though the differences are less clearly defined.

When personal-care expenditures are compared for white and Negro
families of three type groups, there is no clear pattern (see table 26).
Moreover, among white families the maximum difference in average
expenditures at any one income below $5,000 never exceeded $11.

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



Chapter V1

Transportation

The elasticity of the transportation item in the budget of the New
York native white and native Negro families studied offers eloquent
testimony to the mobility of the American family. Despite the
handicaps to automobile traffic in such a dense center of population
as New York, expenditures for automobile travel as well as for other
forms of transportation, showed a marked tendency to increase at
higher incomes. The white families at the lowest income level
studied spent on the average only about one-fourteenth as much for
transportation as for food; at the other end of the scale, they spent
on the average about two-fifths as much for transportation as for
food. Among Negro families at the $500 to $750 income level only
about one-twentieth as much was spent for transportation as for
food, while among those with incomes of $3,000 and over, the pro-
portion had increased to about one-third. Between white families
that received incomes of $750 to $1,000 and those that received 10
times as much ($7,500 to $10,000) average expenditures for trans-
portation multiplied almost twenty-sixfold (see table 28). The share
of total money expenditures for current family living absorbed by
transportation thus increased from less than 3 percent among white
families with incomes below $1,000 to 7 or 8 percent for families with

TaABLE 28.— Average money expenditures for total transportation

‘White families Negro families
Income class Perfctenttalge Pex}cgnttaige
of tota, of total
Amount | o5ney ex- | AMOURE | 1 onevex.

penditures ! penditures!
5008740 e $30 2.9 $11 2.1
$750-$999____ 25 2.4 33 3.5
$1,000-$1,249_._ - 43 3.5 40 3.5
$1,250-$1,400 ... . 52 3.6 62 4.5
$1,500-81,749. . 75 4.5 72 4.6
$1,750-$1,999_ 106 5.6 83 4.3
$2,000-$2,249_ 97 4.6 96 4.8
$2,250-$2,499_ 138 6.0 156 7.4
$2,500-$2,939. 216 8.2 232 9.1
$3,000-$3,499___ ... 226 7.1 2213 27.4
$3,500-93,999__ . .. 302 8.5 ® Q]
$4,000-$4,999_ 287 6.7 [ )
$5,000-$7,409____ 457 8.2 (@) (2)
$7,500-$9,999___. 640 8.2 ) )
$10,000 and over.. 1,116 7.6 @) )]

1 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures that was used in this study.
1 Data for Negro families with incomes of $3,000 and more were combined.
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incomes of $2,500 or more (see fig. 3). Among Negro families studied,
expenditures for transportation increased from $33 on the average for
families in the $750 to $1,000 group to $232 for those in the $2,500 to
$3,000 income class. The share of total money expenditures for
transportation rose steadily from less than 4 to 9 percent for these
two groups.

This category of expenditure included three main items: Net expense
for automobile purchase (gross price less trade-in allowance on old

Fig. 3

TRANSPORTATION AS A PERCENTAGE
OF TOTAL MONEY EXPENDITURES
AT SELECTED INCOME LEVELS
NEW YORK, 1935-1936
NONRELIEF FAMILIES INCLUDING HUSBAND
AND WIFE BOTH NATIVE BORN

PE:)OENTAGE WHITE FAMILIES NEGRO FAMILIES PERGENI':E
1

o
750 1250 (750 2250 3000 4000 7500 750 1250 i750 2250 3000
AND UNDER ANDUNOER ANOUNOER ANDUNDER AND UKDER ANOUNDER ANDUNDER AND UNDER AND UNDER ANOUNDER AND UNDER  ANO
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INCOME CLASS [N DOLLARS

Y. S$. BUREAY OF LABOR STATISTICS
e e ———————— e ——

cars), expense of automobile operation and of other transportation,
local and interurban. An effort was made to eliminate from the
family expenditures all transportation expense properly chargeable to
business carried on by family members.! All other transportation
was included, however, from trolley trips to and from school and
place of work to week-end or holiday trips made by automobile, train,
boat, or airplane. 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 taken by these
families.

t Travel for business purposes was treated as an occupational expense and deducted from income,
80694°—39—-—5
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Automobile purchase.—The great density of population in New York
City proper, and the speed and low cost of subway transportation are
not conducive to ownership of automobiles by individual families.
Consequently the figures for New York City show a low proportion
of families reporting automobile ownership and purchase as compared
with other ecities included in the present survey. Nevertheless, the
proportion of families that purchased automobiles during the year
increased sharply with income (see table 29). Thus, none of the
white families with incomes below $1,000 and only 2 percent of those
with incomes between $1,000 and $1,500 reported automobile pur-
chase during the study year. The proportion rose to about 6 percent
among families with incomes from $1,500 to $2,500; varied from 12 to
18 percent among those in the brackets from $2,500 to $7,500; and rose
to 25 and 46 percent in the two highest brackets covered. The aver-
age net expense of purchase, for the families purchasing, was less
than $150 at the income levels between $1,000 and $1,500, reflecting
the fact that purchases were chiefly of used cars. The average was
over $360 at all income levels above $2,500 and $628 for those at the
$7,500 to $10,000 level.

The proportion of Negro families purchasing cars was negligible at
all income levels below $2,250. At the $2,500 to $3,000 level, 10 per-
cent of the families studied purchased cars, and at the highest level,
22 percent.?

TaBLE 29.— Average money expenditures for automobile purchase and for automobile
operation, per family reporting such expenditures

‘White families Negro families
Auto- Automobile Automobile Auto- Automobile Automobile
mobile purchase operation mobils purchase operation
owner- owner-
{ncome class ship, o - ship, N N
per- er- . er- _ | per- er- g er- .
centage [centage A;g:: centage Aav%r centage |cantage Aaveer centage Aav er
pl( fam- 511{ fam-{ o 91{ fam- egx- 9]( fam- 5)1( fam- e%{_ %g famn- e;g:
ilies re- | ilies re- ilies re- ilies re- | ilies re- ilies re- b
porting | porting bense porting pense porting | porting | Pense porting | Pense
$500-8749. __ oo o] eece e e mme e e m e e e
$750-$999. ___ 30 PO . 8 $38 6 2 $100 2 $50
$1,000~-$1,249_ 9 2 $150 9 89 [ 0 PN E, 6 100
$1,250-$1,499___ 12 2 100 15 73 6 1 100 6 250
$1,500-81,749_ . 18 5 200 20 115 B T B, 9 144
$1,750-$1,999________ 31 6 333 37 116 9 3 223 13 162
$2,000-$2,249 31 7 214 37 92 11 4 350 11 218
$2,250-$2,499_ 39 7 257 46 148 28 6 850 28 204
$2,500-$2,999._ 55 18 361 53 175 42 10 [ 1,050 42 143
$3,000-$3,499_ 49 12 475 52 194 147 122 144 1264
$3,500-$3,999_ 63 17 394 63 236 (?) (lg (1 El) (O]
$4,000-$4,999_ 52 13 392 54 228 ) (t 1) 1) )
$5,000~$7,499________ 63 18 522 65 204 (’g 1) 1) ) O]
$7,500-$9,999________ 84 25 628 86 414 ¢ 1) 1) (0] 1)
$10,000 and over.._. 76 46 541 80 495 (O] U} 1 O] 1)

! Data for Nagro families with incomes of $3,000 and more were combined.
2 Comparable data not available.

2 The relatively high expenditures of Negro families with incomes between $2,000 and $3,000, as well as
the low expenditures of the families studied at the $3,000 and over level, are attributable to the chance
fluctuations of a small sample. Since the number of Negro families studied at these income levels was very
small, onc or two exceptioral cases may have had considerable influence upon averages for the groups.
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Automobile operation—~—The proportion of families owning cars
was, of course, considerably larger than the proportion purchasing at
practically all income levels. Among the white families, the propor-
tlon owning increased fairly steadily from 8 percent at the $750 to
$1,000 level to between 49 and 63 percent among those with incomes
of $2,500 to $5,000 and to over 75 percent or more among those with
incomes over $7,500. In the Negro group the proportion increased
from 6 percent at the former level to 47 percent among those with
incomes of $3,000 and more.

When money expenditures for automobile purchase and operation
are averaged for all families® regardless of whether they owned or
operated cars, average operation expense appears to have been greater
at each income level than the average expenditures for purchase.
Starting with an averaga of $3 for white families at the $750 to $1,000
level, expense of automobile operation rose fairly regularly to $100
or more for families with incomes above $3,000, and to over $350 for
those with incomes above $7,500. It represented less than 1 percent
of total money expenditures below the $1,500 level, and even at the
$7,500 to $10,000 level constituted less than 5 percent of the total
money expenditures for current living. Among the Negro families
the trend was roughly the same, with expenditures at the $3,000 and
over level averaging $115, or 4 percent of the total. When the
average expense of operation is computed per family operating an
automobile, as shown on table 29, the increase appears rather con-
sistent for white families, from $38 at the $750 to $1,000 level to $495
at the $10,000 level. Among the Negro families studied, on the
other hand, the trend was irregular.

Much of the rapid increase in average expense, as computed on an
all-family base, is to be explained in terms of the increasing per-
centages of families owning and operating automobiles. Some of it
undoubtedly is attributable also to more extensive use of the auto-
mobile by the owning family. At the higher income levels, the data
suggest that automobile owners used their cars with increasing fre-
quency 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. Garage rent and parking charges
were next in importance, reflecting the prohibition on all-night street
parking and the high land values of the metropolis.*

Other transportation.—In contrast to expenditures for automobile
purchase and operation, average expenditures for other transportation
of New York City families studied increased very slowly at succeeding

4+See Tabular Summary, table 8.
4 Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin
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levels.®! Thus, while they constituted approximately 75 percent or
more of total transportation expenditures among white families with
incomes of less than $1,500, they amounted to only 28 percent of this
total at the $3,500 to $4,000 level and only 20 percent at the $7,500
to $10,000 level. For the $10,000 and over class, however, they
jumped sharply to $471 or 42 percent of total transportation expendi-
tures. Thus, in the income ranges covered by this investigation it
was at the low income levels that expenditures for public conveyances
bulked largest in total transportation expenditures. The relatively
high expenditures of New York white families with incomes of $10,000
and more suggests that among families with incomes higher than
those of the families cooperating in this study, expenditures for trans-
continental and overseas travel may exceed amounts spent for auto-
mobile transportation.

For white families studied, the proportion of total money expendi-
tures for current living devoted to transportation other than by the
family automobile was generally 2 to 3 percent. At the lower in-
comes, these expenditures consisted almost entirely of subway,
trolley, and bus fares. For families with incomes of less than $1,750
they were greater, on the average, than expenditures for automobile
operation and purchase combined. At almost all higher income
levels, however, average expenditures for transportation other than
by the family automobile were exceeded by those for automobile
operation alone.

Among the Negro families, other transportation expense exceeded
that for automobile purchase and maintenance, on the average, for
all families studied with incomes below $2,250. It accounted for 91
percent of total transportation expense among families at the $750
to $1,000 income level, decreasing to 60 percent for families with
incomes between $2,000 and $2,250.

In general, average expenditures for the family automobile were
larger for white than for Negro families at a given income level, while
the reverse was true as regards other transportation expenses.

Transportation expenditures among different occupational groups.—
When expenditures for all forms of transportation are considered in
combination, certain differences appear among occupational groups
for white families though not for Negro families. Among the former,
at the income levels between $1,250 and $4,000, those in the wage-
earner and salaried professional groups tended to rank the highest
and the independent business families the lowest (see table 30).°
The average transportation expenditures of wage-earner and salaried
professional families showed the most marked increase over the income

8 See Tabular Summary, table 2,
6 These occupational differences remain clearly defined when the influence of the varying family type
composition of the six occupational groups is eliminated. See appendix D.
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range in which comparisons are possible. Those of independent
professional families increased less rapidly over this same range.

When comparisons are made of average money expenditures for
automobile operation and other transportation combined, among the
whites, families in the wage-earner and salaried professional groups
again rank high, and independent business families fall at the other
extreme (see table 30).7 In the case of the Negro families studied,
comparison of expenditures for automobile operation and other
transportation indicates a tendency for the wage-earner families to
spend the most.

TaBLE 30.—Average money expenditures for transporiation, by occupational group

White families Negro families
Inde- Inde- Busi-
Income class Sala- Sala-
Wage | Cleri- pegg- p:l’:g' ried ried | Wage | Cleri- | T°%
earper | cal ent busi- profes- | earner cal
busi- profes- ness sional profes-
ness sional sional
Total transportation
$750-8999_ . ___________. < $21 $39 ) (O] ) (lg $32 $156 $58
$1,000-$1,249. 30 73 ) ) [6)] Q@ 42 31 30
$1,250-$1,499 47 64 $33 $140 [$2] $46 58 73 83
$1,500-$1,749_ 75 70 85 $127 99 0 48 96
$1,750-$1,999 109 117 63 65 49 108 85 122 52
$2,000-$2,249 127 77 69 61 95 132 154 68 65
$2,250-$2,499_ . _ 189 106 73 118 132 134 139 59 286
$2,500-$2,999____. - 244 230 117 135 168 182 269 270 91
$3,000-$3,499_ . ______.__ 312 178 211 150 187 2381 (0 m (O}
$3,500-$3,999_ .. ... 334 316 214 227 238 371 [O)] O] (&)
Automobile operation and other transportation
$750-8999 .. ooooooeos $20 $39 [0} (13 (1; m $32 $15 $31
$1,000-$1,240_____ . 30 62 ) Q ( ) 42 31 30
$1,250-$1,499___ __ 45 62 $27 $140 [¢?] $46 58 62 83
$1,500-$1,749_____ 67 63 51 80 $69 99 70 48 96
$1,750-$1,999_____ 84 95 63 65 49 102 86 52
$2,000-$2,249__ ... 97 73 65 61 95 92 112 68 65
$2,250-$2,499__ . 152 94 73 96 123 133 139 59 122
$2,500-$2,909_____ 159 161 110 128 121 141 152 123 91
$3,000-$3,499_ . _ 182 162 128 146 187 17 [} 1) ®
$3,600-$3,999_____._____ 329 182 206 193 238 264 ) ) ®
Other transportation
$16 $39 m O] (O] O] $32 $15 $21
29 37 (O] [6)) ) ) 35 31 30
36 46 $23 $140 tH $46 45 52 36
$1,500-$1,749_ . _ 41 45 31 42 $44 69 58 47 70
$1,750-$1,999_ 40 45 34 39 59 58 51 52
$2,000-$2,249 _ 42 52 39 49 54 64 40 68 65
$2,250-$2,499 _ 45 53 50 44 64 65 51 59 30
$2,500-$2,999 _ 55 62 51 53 51 72 85 62
$3,000-$3,499___ - 57 75 61 56 78 66 (] O] (&}
$3,500-$3,999 _. ... 97 75 83 85 94 88 0] (O] O]

1 Expenditure schedules not taken for families at this income level.
3 Comparable data not available.
+ Fewer than 3 cases.

7 These differences may well be related to the fact that part of the cost of antomobile purchase and opera-
tion was deducted from income where the automobile was necessary to the conduct of a business operation.
This presumably occurred more often in the case of independent business and indepen dent professional
families than among wage earners and clerical families.
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The occupational differences in the expenditures for automobile
operation and other transportation of white families reflect largely
occupational variations in expenditures for automobile operation.®
When expenditures for transportation other than by automobile are
considered separately, families in the salaried professional group
tended to rank highest, and those in the independent business group
lowest, with no clear differences among the other groups.®

It is interesting that the automobile operation expenditures of
wage-earner families exceeded their expenditures for other transpor-
tation at all levels above $1,750, while the expenditures for automobile
maintenance by white-collar families were consistently the larger only
at income levels above $2,250 or $2,500.

TasLe 31.— Proportion of families owning automobiles, and average money expendi-
tures for automobile operation per family, reporting expenditure, by occupational group

White families Negro families
[ncome class Inde- Inde- Sala- Sala- Busi-
Wage | Cleri- [pendent |pendent| ried ried Wage | Cleri- |ness and
earner cal busi- | profes- busi- | profes- | earner cal profes-
ness sional ness sional sional

Percentage of families owning automobiles

15 3 P ® M M LO N ERRES 50
4 21 (O] (O] 1) (O] ) [,
10 16 [ 3] PO [6) I PR 5 1 28
21 11 30 33 17 37 6 1 19
34 33 14 6 23 13 Ml
37 29 23 27 3 A I
56 39 1 37 41 20 | 70
63 54 36 42 48 44 43 25 25
62 32 59 58 55| () m @
81 48 0 75 75 ®

Automobile operation per family reporting expenditure

$36 |- 0} M M (1; $25
25 $119 O] ® O] ( $100 | ..ol
60 84 $67 | (;) ......... 260 $91 188
124 129 80 $115 114 $81 200 9 162
98 143 116 50 167 187 142 250 |oeecaoens
117 64 76 52 114 104 218 | oo
191 79 64 108 159 139 440 .. 131
173 187 219 188 132 138 237 152 116
181 272 114 265 202 167 | (1 M Q)
286 223 308 196 180 24| O 0} ®

t Expenditure schedules not taken for families at this income level.
2 Comparable data not available.
tFewer than 3 cases.

At all but the two lowest comparable income levels ($1,250 to
$1,750), a greater proportion of wage-earner than of other families
reported automobile ownership (see table 31). Over the income
ranges between $1,250 and $4,000, families in the independent profes-

8 When the influence of the varying family type composition of the six occupational groups is eliminated,
it appears that wage earners, follow ed by salaried professional families, generally spent the most for
autemobile operation, while families in the self-employed categories fell at the opposite extreme. See
appendix D.

¢ No consistent occupational differences in other transportation expenditures apyear, however, when
averages are computed for families of the several occupational groups at given income levels, with each family
type group having equal weight. See appendix D.
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sional and business categories generally contained the smallest pro-
portion of automobile owners. In general, however, differences in
the percentages of car owners among families of different occupational
groups at given income levels were not striking. When the average
automobile operation expenses of white families in the six occupational
groups are computed per car-operating family, no clear differences are
to be found (see table 31).

Among the Negro families, car ownership was rather irregularly
distributed among the various occupational groups at given income
levels, probably owing to the small number of cases scheduled.

Despite the general correspondence noted between expenditures for
transportation and occupational classification, there were sometimes
greater variations among families in one occupational group at a given
income level than among families in different occupational or different
income groups.

Transportation expenditures among families of different type.—When
families at given income levels are grouped according to their com-
position, significant differences appear in their expenditures for trans-
portation (table 32). This is true of both white and Negro families.
Whether total transportation or only outlays for automobile operation
and other transportation are considered, two-person families tended
to spend the most, closely followed by families with at least three
members over 16 (types IV and V), while families with one or two
children under 16 (types II and III) generally spent the least. Among
two-person families, there is not only the matter of transportation of
one or both to and from work or shopping expeditions, but extra
trips in the evenings to movies or other entertainment and week-end
or vacation outings. With small children in the family, the wife is
less frequently an earner, and the husband and wife may limit the
number of excursions to movies as well as of week-end or vacation
trips, thus tending to reduce the total family bill for transportation.
The relatively large transportation expenditures of families containing
three to six members at least three of them over 16, reflect the greater
average number of earners and of persons likely to seek entertainment
outside the home. In view of the pressure of additional members
upon the family income, however, there was generally less spent for
transportation by these families than by the two-person families.

Average expenditures for automobile operation alone showed no
clear relationship to family type, although the two-person families
tended to rank high. Families with children, however, clearly ranked
low in respect to other transportation expenditures, while those con-
taining three to six members, at least three of them over 16, tended to
spend the most.’®

10 The low rank of families of types II and IIT and the high rank of those of types IV and V are clearly

marked when the influence of the varying occupational characteristies of families in the several type groups
is eliminated. See appendix D.
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TaBLE 32.—Average money expenditures for transportation, by family type

Family type!

: Automobile operation and "
{ncome class Total transportation other transportation Other transportation

L IT and | IV and 1 IIand | IV and 1 IIand | IV and
I v 11} v III v

‘White families

$27 $18 $37 $25 $18 $37 $21 $15 $35

4 37 49 37 3 49 32 29 35

52 51 48 51 45 32 40

95 60 75 33 50 65 47 36 45

132 99 8 93 85 78 48 38 43

81 102 106 78 80 52 40 55

200 105 13 165 15 51 49 56

285 173 209 185 115 162 60 45 69

274 173 232 202 143 164 60 63 76

352 330 256 269 220 226 100 52 100

242 288 316 220 223 258 102 114 119

5,000-$7,499 504 388 483 430 316 353 273 135 125
7,500-$9,999 662 624 638 517 479 462 105 119 150

Negro families

7! $31 $29 $53 $28 $29 $53 $27 $29 $53
1, 39 35 56 39 35 39 26

1 250—$l 149" 64 49 63 64 44 63 43 40 55
1 500 $1,749 _ 77 63 72 77 63 72 57 63 61
1, ,760-$1,999 89 87 89 66 68 53 44 68
2, 000—$2 249 ... 118 65 87 87 65 87 51 65 63
2,250—$2,499 _______ 110 309 86 110 104 86 42 31 86

! The 5 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).
IIT 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)

The pattern of automobile ownership showed no consistent rela-
tionship to family type for either the white or Negro families studied
(table 33). It is interesting to note, however, that among the whites
more than one-half of the two-person families owned automobiles at
all but one income level above $2,500. More than one-half the fam-
ilies of three to six members, at least three of them over 16, had auto-
mobiles at each income level above $2,500, while more than half the
families containing one or two children reported ownership only at the
levels above $3,500. No clear relationship appeared between family
size and automobile operation expense per owning family (see table
33). It should be noted, however, that the two-person families had
the lowest expenditures at all but one income level between $1,000
and $2,250, and the highest at all succeeding levels up to $5,000. The
excess of their expenditures at the upper levels was quite substantial,
suggesting that they took trips away from home far more frequently
than did the larger families.
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TasLE 33.—Proportion of families owning automobiles, and average money expendi-
tures for automobile operation per family reporting expenditure, by family type

Family type !
k Percentage of families owning auto- | Automobile operation expense per
[ncome clas: mobiles family reporting expenditure
I IlandIII | IVand V I IIand III | IVand V
White families

$750-$999__ - eeemeeeeeeae 7 9 8 $57 $33 $25
$1,000-$1,249_ ... [ 6 18 83 100 93
$1,250-$1,499.. - coueooieanas 8 18 8 38 76 157
$1,500-$1,749 oo 20 14 20 164 93 87
$1,750-$1,999_ oL 35 34 24 94 124 140

2, 249 o cecane 28 34 30 70 103 100
$2,250-$2, 499__ .- 44 35 39 204 102 144
$2,500-$2,999_ . ——- 61 48 57 212 149 169
$3,000-$3,499__ ——— 51 43 53 273 178 154

! 999 e 60 72 58 282 233 214
$4,000-$4,999_ _ ——-- 44 51 59 268 202 236
$5,000-$7,499. _ [ 52 72 64 302 259 321
$7,500-$9,999 _ - ooecnaeaanns 91 74 87 453 486 343
L R,

$1,000-$1,249__
$1,260-$1,499.. _
$1,500-81,749__
$1,750-$1,!
$2,000-$2,249_ _
$2,250~-$2,499

! The 5 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).
IIT 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).

In conclusion, it seems worth emphasizing that the most noteworthy
thing about automobile ownership is not the differences among families
of different composition or occupational classification at a given in-
come level, but the rapid increase with family income. The same
generalization holds true, to a somewhat less degree, 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,
clothing, personal care, and transportation, absorbed over 90 percent
of the total money expenditures of New York white families with
incomes between $500 and $1,000, but only about 76 percent of the
expenditures of those receiving incomes of $5,000 and more. Among
the Negro families studied, the proportion going to these major
expenditures was over 90 percent for families with incomes of $500
to $1,000, and 80 percent for families with incomes of $2,500 and
more. Thus, at succeeding income levels, families had a progres-
sively larger share of their money expenditures to devote to the com-
bination of necessities and luxuries included in the categories of
medical care, recreation, tobacco, reading, education, contributions,
personal taxes, and other miscellaneous items (see table 34).}

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 items
included in major 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 consumption. Certainly at the higher levels there
are many elements 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 auto-
mobile purchase and operation represented a substantial part of the
transportation expenditures of many of the New York families studied.

Expenditures for medical care, on the other hand, although treated
as one of a group of minor expenditures, are not always a matter of
free consumer choice. Examination of the detailed data indicates
that even at the low income levels, individual 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-

1 At no income level below $3,000 among white families or below $2,500 among Negro families was more
than 5 percent of total money exrenditures devoted to any one of these minor categories.
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MINOR CATEGORIES OF EXPENDITURE 65

tions to community welfare and to religious organizations also repre-
sent expenditures which low income families may feel obliged to incur,
and certainly taxes are involuntary expenditures.

TABLE 34.— Average money expenditures for the minor categories

Total

lg}ontri-

Percent-, i utions

Medical | Recrea- | Tobac- | Read- | Educa- .

Income class at%(;,; :1[ care tion co ing tion al;g IF:lt Other
Amount| pney taxes ?
expendi-
tures !
‘White families
$96 9.2 $13 $16 $17 $13 $20 $I7 |
102 9.6 21 19 21 12 11 12 $6
140 1.6 51 23 31 14 2 17 2
178 12.4 60 34 39 16 2 23 4
232 14.0 78 44 43 20 4 40 3
5 262 13.9 80 55 47 22 6 49 3
$2,000-$2,249_______ 311 14.5 101 66 50 24 9 53 8
$2,250-$2,499_ 360 15.8 108 74 57 27 3] 73 15
$2,500-$2,999. 403 16.1 118 86 55 30 7 98 9
$3,000-$3,499_ 571 18.1 152 120 60 37 20 172 10
$3,500-$3,999_ 624 17.6 173 127 64 39 33 177 11
$4,000-84,999_______ 849 19.8 184 180 84 45 91 256 9
$5,000-$7,409_______ 1,173 21.0 265 217 82 54 90 442 23
$7,500-89,999_____ __ 1,920 24.6 428 315 91 56 163 763 104
$10,000 and over__.. 4, 689 316 631 960 138 98 377 2,427 58
Negro families
$500-$749___.._____ $38 7.4 $17 $4 $13 $2 {*) $2 i ..
$750-$999____._.__._ 91 9.9 27 20 25 10 *) 9 *)
$1,000-$1,249_______ 125 11.2 31 28 22 13 *) 30 $1
$1,250-$1,499. _ . 168 12.0 38 35 39 12 $1 43 *)

$1,500-$1,749_ 195 12.4 49 47 41 17 2 36 3
$1,750-$1,999_ 278 14. 4 67 74 44 21 4 58 10
$2,000-$2,249. 278 14,1 63 75 40 27 67 2
$2,250-$2,499_ 304 14.3 90 62 43 25 *) 83 1
$2,500-$2,999. . ____ 416 16.4 80 97 49 29 3 156 2
$3,000 and over..._. 793 27.8 109 86 31 48 90 421 8

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

2 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; and taxes on real estate, which were
deducted from the gross income from such property.

*Less than $1.

The total amount devoted to these so-called minor categories of
expenditure thus depended largely upon the individual family situation
during the year for which expenditures were reported. It is quite
normal for families to differ widely from the average with respect to
amounts spent on these categories. For that reason, average expend-
itures for these categories are less representative of the expenditures
of the individual family in a given year than are the amounts spent on
a more stable and recurrent category such as food or housing. Par-
ticularly 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 category, and of others
which reported substantial amounts.
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Medical care.—Medical care expenditures were the largest of these
minor categories among the white families studied in New York City
at the income levels between $1,000 and $3,000; at all levels above
$3,000, they were exceeded in amount by contributions and personal
taxes; and at the $10,000 level, by recreation expenditures as well
(see table 34). Among the Negro families studied, however, expendi-
tures for medical care were consistently greater than those for any
other minor category only up to the $1,250 income level.

Among the white families studied, average expenditures for medical
care increased steadily at successive income levels. Thus, white
families with incomes between $500 and $1,000 spent an average of
less than $20 for medical care, those at the median level ($2,000 to
$2,250), about $100, those with incomes from $7,500 to $10,000, $428,
and those with incomes of $10,000 and over, $631. The increase was
in about the same proportion as that in total money expenditures,
however.? At the two lowest income levels, medical expenses aver-
aged less than 2 percent of total money expenditures for current
living, but at all except one of the succeeding levels, they ranged
between 4 and 5 percent of the total.

Among the Negro families studied, there was a general tendency
for ‘medical care expenditures to increase with income. They rose
from an average of $17 for the Negro families with incomes between
$500 and $750 to $109 for those with incomes of $3,000 or more.

At the income levels between $500 and $1,000, Negro families spent
more than white families for medical care. At all comparable income
levels above $1,000, however, white families spent more for medical
care than Negro families.

The marked difference in prevailing expenditures at different income
levels raises the question as to whether the families at low income
levels actually had less illness, secured less expensive medical attention,
received free elinical service for major illnesses, or simply went without
medical care during illnesses that at higher income levels were pro-
fessionally attended. It seems evident from preliminary examination
of some of the detailed figures on medical care and the evidence
derived from other studies ® that the explanation is not to be found
in less illness at the lower income levels. It was found in Chicago,
for example (where it may be supposed conditions are not essentially
different from those in New York) that in general, large medical
expenditures on the part of individual families reflected the cost of
hospitalization and emergency surgical attention.* The average
number of days of hospitalization (for those families reporting hos-

2 See Tabular Summary, table 2,

3 For example, the National Health Survey, Sickness and Medical Care Series, Preliminary Ball. No. 2,
IIness and Medical Care in Relation to Economic Status, U. 8. Public Health Service, Washington, 1938,

4 See U. 8. Bureau of Labhor Statistics Bull. No. 642, Family Income and Expenditure in Chicago, Wash-
ington, 1939, vol. I1, ch. V1L,
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pitalization) tended to be definitely greater among the low income
than among the high income families. This clearly suggests that the
greater frequency of large medical expenditures among the high
income families is in great part a result of more costly treatment and
more adequate preventive care, rather than of greater incidence of
illness.

TaBLE 38.— Distribution of money expenditures for medical care !

Percentage of total medical care expenditures
income class Azeif 2 Medi- | Health
otal : edi-
: Other | Hospi- : and ac-
amount | Physi- | Den- | Ocu- A f Eye- cine :

cian | tist list SD;’S'?”]' tﬁgﬁ' glasses | and ‘l’;‘i%'gt Other -

arugs | anee ?

White families

$500-$749_ ..o _._. $13 33 L0 RN SN IR 42 7 5
750~$999___ . 21 31 26 |oceeaeen 3 3 1 20 7 9
$1,000-$1,249. 51 33 8 * 5 22 3 16 8 3
$1,250-$1,499__ 60 21 20 ()] 8 29 5 13 2 2
$1,500-31,749._ 78 25 2] ® 1 13 3 17 2 9
$1,750-$1,999_ 80 29 31 1 7 7 [ 12 3 5
$2,000-$2,249. 101 32 16 ™) 9 15 4 13 3 8
$2,250-$2,499. 108 24 25 1 7 19 4 12 3 5
2,500-$2,909. 118 25 27 *) 9 8 4 13 5 9
$3,000-$3,499.__ .. 152 21 29 1 16 10 4 11 4 4
$3,500-$3,999._ 173 20 37 1 11 7 4 10 4 [
A -$4,999_... 184 25 23 1 8 9 4 10 7 13
$5,000-$7,499.__. 265 19 23 2 12 8 3 8 6 19
y ,999___ 428 20 19 2 11 5 2 5 7 29
$10,000 and over.... 631 22 28 2 11 6 2 6 13 10
$500-$749. . _ $17 R 13 13
$750-$999____ 27 17 6 5
$1,000-81,2: 31 4 26 5 11
$1,250-$1,409. 38 14 21 19 10
$1,500-$1,749. 49 2 17 14 4
$1,750-$1,999_.._ 67 5 12 2 5
$2,000-$2,249_ . 63 [ 19 7 4
$2,250-$2,499___ 90 1 10 3 3
$2,500-$2, 80 3 14 8 3
$3,000 and over._... 109 3 8 1 35

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

3 Excludes automobile aceident insurance. L

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

When the medical care expenditures of New York City white families
studied are analyzed according to constituent items, it is found that
at the lowest income level ($500 to $750) medicine and drugs absorbed
almost half of total medical care expenditure, with the general practi-
tioner receiving only one-third of the total (see table 35). From the
$750 to the $2,250 incomes, there was a general, though slightly
irregular, tendency for bills of the general practitioner to absorb the
major portion of the total, with dental bills coming a close second.
Beginning at the $2,250 income level, the situation was reversed, with
expenses for dental service tending to exceed those for any other
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category of medical care, and the general practitioner receiving the
second greatest amounts. These two items together accounted for
roughly half of the total expenditures for medical care of tliese white
families. Thus, the proportion going for dental care tended to iu-
crease with increasing income, while that going to the general physician
tended to decline somewhat in relative importance at higher income
levels. On the other hand, expenditures for specialists other than
dentists and oculists increased irregularly from 3 percent of total
medical care expenditures at the $500 to $750 level to more than 11
percent for the families with incomes of $5,000 or over.

Medicines and drugs, which, from the $750 to $2,500 income level,
generally represented the third largest item of medical expense,
showed a marked tendency to decrease in relative importance from
the low to the high income levels. The proportion they formed of
total medical expenditures was 20 percent for white families with in-
comes of $750 to $1,000, and less than 6 percent for families with
incomes of $7,500 or more. The relatively large expenditures of this
type among families at the lower incomes suggest more frequent
resort to drug-store remedies than to a physician’s care, but they may
also indicate the utilization of clinic services in offices and factories
and the payment for prescriptions obtained there.

Since expenditures for hospitalization represented primarily emer-
gency expenditures, they showed little direct relationship to income
as a percentage of total medical expenditures. In a few cases they
exceeded average expenditures for the general practitioner or dentist,
but more frequently fell far below these two types of expense. Eye-
glasses took from 2 to 5 percent of total medical expenditures, with no
clear tendency to vary with income. Health and accident insurance,
on the other hand, showed a surprising tendency to absorb a decreas-
ing proportion of the total from the lowest to about the $1,750 income
level, and then to absorb an increasingly large proportion of the total.
This situation suggests that low income families pay for relatively
expensive forms of industrial or accident insurance, that the middle
income families tend to neglect this item, while the high income fami-
lies take seriously the question of providing for health contingencies
and set aside relatively substantial sums for this purpose.

Very little was spent, on the average, by the white families studied
in New York City for oculists’ care, for nursing services, clinic visits,
or medical appliances and supplies. The small expenditures for
oculists’ care as compared with the larger outlays for eyeglasses sug-
gests frequent resort to examinations offered as a free service by
optical dealers with purchase of eyeglasses. There was a tendency,
however, for expenditures for oculists’ services to increase in relative
importance after the $4,000 income mark was passed. The families
with incomes below $1,250 made no expenditure at all for private

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



MINOR CATEGORIES OF EXPENDITURE 69

nurses. Throughout the income range practically no expenditure
was reported for visiting nurses, although small amounts were re-
ported for clinic services up to the $3,500 income level. The very
small amounts reported for 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 clinics.

Among New York City white families studied, there were some at
all income levels 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’ expendi-
tures for medical care. The percentage of families reporting such free
medical care ranged from 14 to 18 percent at the income levels between
$750 and $1,500.° It dropped to about 4 to 7 percent in the middle
income ranges, but then rose to at least 11 percent among families
with incomes of $4,000 and over. In these higher income brackets,
at least, it is probable that medical treatment received without money
expense was given as a professional courtesy to the families of medical
men. Among the low income families, the free care was doubtless
that provided by private or public welfare agencies. The small pro-
portion of families in the middle income ranges that received free med-
ical care supports the oft-repeated assertion that moderate income
families, often unable to afford adequate medical care, are yet too
proud to accept, or unable to qualify for, free care.

At the lowest income level studied, the Negro families, contrary to
the situation among the white families studied, spent over half of
their total for physicians’ services, and less than one-seventh for medi-
cine and drugs. At succeeding income levels, expenditures for physi-
cians, dentists, and medicine and drugs together absorbed roughly
54 to 75 percent of total medical care expenditures. There was a
general, though irregular, tendency for expenditures for the physician
and for medicines and drugs to take a decreasing proportion of medical
care expenditures as incomes rose, while dentists received an increasing
share of the total. Expenditures for other medical services were of
relatively little importance for the Negro families studied, and varied
erratically from one income level to the next.

At most income levels, some Negro families received medical care
without incurring money expense therefor. Almost two-thirds of those
with incomes of $500 to $750, and over one-quarter of those in the next
income class received some free care. These proportions were sub-
stantially larger than among white families with corresponding in-

' Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin.

8 New York City has medical facilities that are probably among the best in the country even in relation
to the need of its great population. There are many hospitals and medical agencies in the city which furnish
free service to families which can demonstrate their need therefor. Many of the hospitals and clinics, how-
ever, adjust their fees in accordance with what they can ascertain of the family’s financial status, and most
families which are not on relief are charged at least a nominal fee.
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comes. At successive income levels to $2,250, at least one in nine, and
at the $1,500 level, one in three, Negro families received some treat-
ment without money expense.

Neither the occupational group in which a family was classified nor
the family’s composition had much bearing on expenditures for medical
care. It may be of interest, however, to note that among the white
families studied in New York City, those consisting of husband and
wife only tended to make the smallest outlays.’

Recreation and leisure-time activities.—Expenditures for recreation®
were exceeded, among the white families, by expenditures for tobacco
at the levels below $1,500 (see table 34). At succeeding levels up to
$2,500, they were next largest to expenditures for medical care, among
the minor categories; thereafter, they were exceeded also by outlays
for contributions and personal taxes. Among the Negro families
studied, expenditures for recreation or for tobacco were second to those
for medical care at the lower income levels, but at the higher levels
recreation expenditures frequently exceeded those for medical care,
although they were smaller than outlays for contributions and personal
taxes. The recreation expenditures of Negro families, moreover,
generally averaged slightly larger than those of white families at
comparable income levels.

When the average expenditures for tobacco and reading,? which are
recreational in nature, are grouped with average expenditures for
recreation proper, the combined amounts were at all income levels,
for both white and Negro families studied, greater than those for
medical care. These expenditures combined were likewise greater than
outlays for contributions and personal taxes among white families at
all income levels below $5,000, and among Negro families at all
income levels except the highest studied.

Expenditures for items classified under the heading of recreation
increased steadily at ascending income levels among the white fam-
ilies studied, from an average of $16 for all families with incomes from
$500 to $750, to $960 for families with incomes over $10,000. More-
over, these expenditures showed a definite tendency to increase more
rapidly than total money expenditures. They averaged less than 2
percent of this total among white families with incomes below $1,250,
and more than 4 percent for those with incomes of $4,000 and more.
Among the Negro families studied, expenditures for recreation showed
a general, though irregular, tendency to increase at successive income
levels.

7 See Tabular Summary, table 2,

8 Includes admissions to movies, theaters, spectator sports, dances, concerts and lectures; games and sports
club dues; and recreational supplies and equipment.

9 Books and journals used in formal study and technical literature that is occupational rather than recre-
ational in character, were not included in determining the amount spent for reading. These were classed,
respectively, as formal education expense and as an occupational expense deductible from income.

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



MINOR CATEGORIES OF EXPENDITURE 71

Expenditures classified under the category “recreation,” by no
means represented the full ameunts spent on leisure-time activities.
Amounts spent for food and liquor used when entertaining friends
have not been separated from the family food expenditures. Expend-
itures for owned and rented vacation homes as well as camping sites
used while on vacation were included as housing expenditures. The
cost of cruises was allocated to food and transportation. 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. Use of bathing
beaches on Long Island frequently involved only the cost of subway
or boat fare, which appeared under the heading of transportation
rather than of recreation. Many art exhibits and museums in New
York City are open to the public free of charge.

Of the sums spent on recreation, as defined in this survey, a larger
share went to motion-picture admission fees than to any other group
of items, among white families at the income levels below $2,500.1°
Thereafter, expenditures of this type declined in relative importance.
Outlays for other admissions averaged less than $15 for the year for
families with incomes below $3,500. The same was true, up to the
$4,000 level, of expenditures for equipment and fees for participation
in games and sports. All other recreation expenditures, including
radio and musical instruments, toys, pets, entertaining at home, and
club dues, increased with income at a fairly steady rate. They ab-
sorbed less than one-third of recreation expenditures among families
with incomes between $500 and $1,000, and roughly one-half among
those having incomes of $5,000 and more. Among the Negroes
throughout the income range, on the other hand, average outlays for
motion-picture admissions and ‘“other’’ recreation together accounted
for almost all recreation expenditures. At some levels, the former
were the larger, at other levels, the latter.

Recreation expenditures among families of different type and occupa-
tional group.'—When average recreation expenditures of white fam-
ilies in the several occupational groups are compared, it appears that
those in the wage-earner and professional groups tended to make the
largest outlays, and those in the business groups the smallest.®
Among the Negroes, however, occupational classification appeared to
bear little relationship to recreation expenditures.

When families of different type are compared as regards recreation
expenditures, no clear differences are found for the Negro group. In
the case of white families, those containing only husband and wife

10 See Tabular Summary, table 9.
11 See Tabular Summary, table 9.
12 When the effect of the varying family type distributionsin the several occupational groups is eiminated,

occupational differences in recreation expenditures do not appear to be significant, although wage-earner
families rank high, with business families at the opposite extreme. See appendix D.

80694 °—39: 6
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appear to have made the largest outlays at all but two income levels
between $1,250 and $10,000, but there were no consistent differences
between families with one or two children (types II and III) and those
with at least one member, other than husband and wife, over 16
(types IV and V).B®

Tobacco.—Tobacco was one of the less elastic categories in the
budgets of New York City white and Negro families. White families
generally spent slightly more than Negro families at comparable levels,
but in neither case were the expenditures large (see table 34). Among
white families, such expenditures amounted to $17 at the $500 to
$750 level and to less than six times as much at the $7,500 level.
Thus, tobacco outlays averaged between 2 and 3 percent of total
money expenditures for current family living for white and Negro
families with incomes below $3,000 and $2,500, respectively.* For
white families studied at higher levels, the proportions were slightly
lower.

When the tobacco expenditures of white and Negro families of
different type are compared, it appears that families containing one or
two children under 16 tended to spend somewhat less than the
two-person families or those containing three to six members, including
one or more over 16, in addition to husband and wife.’* Occupational
differences were more clearly marked, in the case of white families,
with those in the professional groups ranking low in tobacco expendi-
tures and those in the independent business group, high.'

Reading.—The average expenditures of New York families for
reading were generally even smaller than those for tobacco, constitut-
ing throughout the income range roughly 1 percent of total money
expenditures for current living.”” In general, white families spent
slightly more for this item than did Negro families (see table 34).
Among the majority of families of both racial groups a substantial
share of these expenses went for newspapers.!®

Among white families, at least, the occupation in which a family
was classified had a significant bearing on reading expenditures.
Wage-earner and independent business families generally had the
lowest expenditures and those in the professional groups the highest.”

13 When averages are computed giving the figures for each occupational group within each family type
an equal weight, no significant family type differences in recreation expenditures are found, although fam-
ities of type I generally rank high, and those of types IV and V at the other extreme. See appendix D.

14 Sge Tabular Summary, table 2.

s When occupation and income are held constant, for white families, the family type differences are
negligible. See appendix D.

18 These occupational differences in tobacco expenditures are sharply defined when the influence of family
tvpe factors is eliminated from the averages for each group. See appendix D.

17 See Tabular Summary, table 2.

18 Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin.

1® This remains true when the influence of the varying type composition of the several occupational
groups is eliminated. See appendix D.
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Among the Negroes, for which all business and professional families
were considered together, families in the wage-earner group tended to
rank low and those in the clerical group at the opposite extreme.

Two-person families among both whites and Negroes tended to
spend somewhat more than the larger families for reading.

Formal education.—While almost all families reported some expendi-
ture for reading, expenditure for formal education was reported by less
than one-half the white families with incomes below $4,000, and by
less than half the Negro families at all levels studied.® These expendi-
tures, which included schoul books and supplies, tuition, and fees for
special lessons such as musie or dancing, averaged less than 1 percent
of total money expenditures for current living among white families
at the income levels between $1,000 and $4,000.** This was true of
Negro families with incomes below $3,000. In general, white families
spent on the average slightly more for formal education than Negroes
at the same income level.

The free provision of school books by the public education system
in New York City meant that families at the lower income levels
usually had small or negligible expenditures under this heading. At
the higher income levels, however, education expenditures increased
rapidly among the white families studied; among the Negro families
studied, they showed a pronounced jump at the two highest income
levels shown in table 34. Expenditures for tuition, and, to a lesser
extent, for special lessons, which were very small at most of the lower
income levels, showed a tendency to expand at higher income levels
much more rapidly than the expenditures for books and supplies.?

The expenditures reported for education do not include expenses
of room or board at school, which were treated as housing and food
custs, respectively. No such expenses were reported by Negro fami-
lies, nor, with one exception, by the white families with incomes below
$3,000. Even at considerably higher incomes the average disburse-
ments of this type were not large.® This is readily accounted for in
the case of families living in New York City, where the facilities of
several large universities are accessible to college students who can
live at home.

The occupation in which a family was classified appears to have had
little bearing on direct expenditures for formal education. Family
type and education, on the other hand, were directly related. Fami-
lies of three to six members, at least three of them 16 or over (types
IV and V) generally made the largest outlays since they frequently
contained at least one person of high-school or college age. Two-

2 Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin.
it 3ee Tabular Summary, table 2.

2 Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin.
2 Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin.
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person families, on the other hand, naturally had very small expendi-
tures of this type.?

Contributions and personal tazes.—Expenditures for contributions
to individuals and institutions and for personal taxes ® were among
the most elastic of any category of expenditure. For some purposes
it is convenient to think of them as a single category of expenditure,
differing from other types of expenditure in that they are not under-
taken for the direct satisfaction of the material needs of the family
making the expenditure. Up to the $3,000 level virtually the entire
outlay was for contributions (see table 36). It rose from about
$12 to $98 for the white families between the income levels of $750 to
$1,000 and of $2,500 to $3,000. Contributions rose from 1 percent to
about 4 percent of total money expenditures between these levels.

Beyond the $3,000 level among white families the combined cate-
gory of “contributions and personal taxes” became more important
than expenditures for medical care or recreation, and from the $5,000
level approximated or exceeded expenditures for transportation. The
amounts spent increased sharply above the $3,000 income level to
$763, almost 10 percent of total money expenditures, for families with
incomes between $7,500 to $10,000, and $2,427, or 16 percent of total
money expenditures, for families with incomes of $10,000 and over.

Contributions and personal taxes both increase in absolute amount
from one income level to the next. But the rising percentage of total
expenditures going to this combined category of expense is due largely
to the inclusion of personal taxes. Since husband and wife families
are exempt from Federal income tax up to $2,500 and families with
two dependents up to $3,300, it follows that personal taxes first ac-
count for any substantial part (7 percent) of this combined category
of expense at the income level of $3,500 to $4,000. At the $7,500 to
$10,000 level, personal taxes account for $247 or almost one-third of
the combined expenditures for contributions and personal taxes, and
at the highest level surveyed, for over $1,600 or two-thirds of this
category of expense. Contributions, as distinct from personal taxes,
constitute about 5.5 percent of the total money expenditures of fami-
lies with incomes of $3,000 to $3,500, about 6.5 percent of the total
at the level of $7,500 to $10,000, and about 5.5 percent among the
group of families with incomes of more than $10,000. In other words,
while contributions expand more rapidly than total expenditures at
incomes below $3,000, above that level they increase in about the
same proportion.

m Summary, table 2; and appendix D.
2 Excludes sales taxes, which were included in the expense for the items to which they applied; automo-

bile 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.
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TaBLE 36.— Distribution of money expenditures for coniributions and personal
taxes !

Percentage of total contributions and personal taxes

L 1 RN c
ncome class ota, ik ommu -
Religious | Support | Qifts to ¥
amount | Yinoefin- | of rela- other nlt}rargvel- nggsnf‘l Other
tions tives ? persons 2 agencies
‘White families
$500-8749_ . _________. $17 62 10 24 1 .. 4
$750-$990___ 12 59 16 22 2 DS B,
$1,000-$1,249. 17 47 24 25 1 3
$1,250-$1,499__ 23 50 [ 41 2 1
$1,500-$1,749__ 40 38 24 35 1 1
$1, 750—$1 999... 49 29 17 51 2 1
$2 000—$2,249... 53 30 22 43 2 2
$2,250~$2,499__ 73 26 33 36 3 2
$2,500-82,999___ 98 23 35 38 2 2
X $3,4 172 15 50 28 3 2 2
$3,500-$3,999 177 23 31 32 4 7 3
$4,000-34,999 256 18 36 27 5 11 3
$5 000-3$7,499. 442 10 43 18 6 21 2
$7,500—$9,999 763 4 34 18 9 32 3
$10,000 and o 2,427 3 13 10 5 67 2
Negro families

$500-$749_ oo $2 [+ 25 T SO DU R

750-$999._. 35 26 39 ™ -
$1,000-31,249. 30 37 45 18 *) R
$1,250-81,499__ 43 38 36 18 (* -
$1,500-$1,749__ 36 23 39 34 31
$1,750-81,999._ 58 20 46 31 1
$2,000-$2,249._ . 67 23 33 36 4|
$2,250-$2,499__ 83 27 43 27 2.
$2,500-$2,999. . 156 14 57 23 | 3 T
$3,000 and over_.__________ 421 9 51 14 9

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

1 Refers to persons outside the economic family.

* 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; automobile taxes, which were included in automobile operation
expense; taxes on owned homes, which were treated as an expense of home ownership; nor taxes on otherreal
property, which were deducted from the gross income from such property.

* Less than 1 percent.

Among white families with incomes below $1,750, contributions to
religious organizations formed the largest portion of the expenditures
for this group of items, with gifts to persons (other than relatives)®
not members of the economic family, second in importance. At
succeeding levels, outlays for the support of relatives increased rapidly
in relative size, until above the $3,000 level they generally exceeded
in amount gifts to other persons. Donations to community welfare
agencies were generally small, averaging no more than $6 for the year
among families with incomes below $4,000.

2 Included are all nonmoney gifts to persons not members of the economic family. Gifts exchanged with-
in the family are entered in the appropriate sections of the schedule. The character of gifts to nonfamily
members is not known, however; hence, from the point of view of market analysis, a study of aggregate
purchases 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 furnishing or equipment re
ceived as gifts from persons outside the family. It seems reasonable to assume that the value 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.
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When all the expenditures included in this category are considered
together, it appears that Negro families generally spent more than
white families at comparable income levels above $1,000, the excess
reflecting mainly larger outlays for the support of relatives by Negro
families. Throughout the income range studied for Negro families,
contributions to relatives tended to be larger than any other item
included in this category. Gifts to other persons and donations to
religious organizations were next in importance. The other items
were of negligible importance. No personal property or income taxes
were reported by Negro families with incomes below $3,000.

The occupation in which New York white and Negro families were
classified appears to have had no bearing on their total expenditures
for contributions and personal taxes.” Family size, on the other
hand, appears to have been closely related to outlays of this type.
The two-person families tended to spend considerably more than the
larger families; this was consistently true among white families with
incomes of $1,500 to $10,000,® and of Negro families with incomes of
$750 to $2,250. This is probably due chiefly to variationsin the average
amounts given to relatives and other persons not members of the
economic family, since small families, having fewer persons to support
on a given income, are more apt to have funds available to be used in
this way. Furthermore, among families at the higher income levels,
differences in number of dependents likewise affect the amounts paid
in income taxes.

Summary.—In view of the miscellaneous character of the disburse-
ments included in this chapter, it is not surprising that no clear
occupational differences appear when they are considered as a group
(see table 37). Among the Negro families studied, there was a slight
tendency for those in the clerical group to spend more than other
families for all the minor categories combined, at least at the income
levels above $1,750. Among the white families, when all income
groups between $1,250 and $4,000 were considered, no clear differences
appeared. However, at the income levels between $1,250 and $2,250,
independent professional families generally spent most, followed by
salaried professional families, while families of wage earners and busi-
ness workers vied for low rank in size of expenditures. Among white
families with incomes of $2,250 to $4,000, on the other hand, there
was a tendency for wage-earner families to make the largest outlays
for the minor categories.

It seems highly probable that not only family income, but also
individual family tastes, incidence of illnesses, and circumstances
regarding dependent relatives were of much greater importance than

4 See Tabular Summary, table 2.
# The high rank of the two-person families remains characteristic when averages giving the constituent
occupational groups an equal weight are compared. See appendix D.
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the occupation in which a family was classified in explaining the
magnitude of this type of expenditure.

TaBLe 37.— Average money expenditures for the minor categories combined, by
occupational group

‘White families Negro families
Inde- | Inde- Busi-
Income class Wage pend- | pend- [Salaried|Salaried| wooo ness
earnger Clericall ent ent | busi- | profes- earnger Clerical| and
busi- | profes-| ness | sional profes-
ness | sional sional
$750-$999_ .o oo $90 $143 ® (O] O] m $06 $74 $59
$1,000~$1,249_ 126 166 1 (1) (O] 1 118 175 136
156 216 $173 $337 ($) $179 171 143 197
200 281 223 308 $202 224 204 175 175
262 253 256 308 267 300 305 311 207
319 286 304 408 305 424 252 305 254
)y X 383 328 518 336 353 324 328 358 213
$2,500-$2,999_ 420 384 417 329 388 427 320 502 410
$3,000~$3,499. . _ . - 626 564 425 546 577 595 [O) (O] (0]
$3,500-$3.999_ ..o ..o.o. 653 605 709 638 619 583 (O] m [0

t Expenditure schedules not taken for families at this income level.
? Comparable data nou available.
+ Fewer than 3 cases.

Family size, on the other hand, appears to have been somewhat
more closely related than occupation, to the magnitude of expendi-
tures for the items comprised in the group called minor categories.
There was a tendency among both white and Negro families for those
containing only husband and wife to spend the most for these cate-
gories and for families with one or two children under 16 (types II
and III) to spend the least. This tendency was rather clear among
the Negro families with incomes of $750 to $2,500. In the case of
white families, those with one or two children ranked clearly low only
at the income levels above $2,500.

In general, families which had relatively high expenditures for one
of these categories had relatively low expenditures for another.
Thus, in the case of white families, for example, those in the inde-
pendent professional group ranked lowest in respect to tobacco
expenditures and highest in respect to outlays for recreation. Simi-
larly, two-person families tended to spend the least for medical care
and the largest amounts in the form of contributions and personal
taxes.

Racial differences in the average expenditures for the six categories
covered in this chapter were in general clearly defined, though by no
means always large in amount. Negro families tended to make the
larger outlays for recreation and, at the income levels above $1,000,
for contributions and personal taxes, while white families generally
spent more for the remaining categories. When all are considered
together, the average expenditures of white families were greater than
those of Negroes at all but two comparable income levels.
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TaBLe 38.—Average money expenditures for minor categories combined, by family

type
Family type!
Income class White families Negro families
1 Mand I { IVand V I HandIII | IVand V
$750-8998 . imicmena $76 $39 $176 $91 $84 $124
$1,000-$1,249__ 134 144 135 132 114 119
$1,250-$1,499. ... _.___._____ 189 183 159 182 154 152
$1,600-$1,749_ ... ... 236 217 245 201 176 200
$1,760-$1,999 .. .. _____._.. 285 259 239 316 249 262
$2,000-$2,249__ .. ______________ 367 26 290 322 311 195
$2,250-$2,499 . ___.__..__. 347 347 387 330 154 424
$2,500-$2,999. ... ... 410 370 436 [Q] ® ®
$3,000-$3,499_____________.____ 667 582 495 [Q] (&) *)
$3,500-83,900_ .. . . ______ 647 582 638 O] ® ®
$4,000-84,999__________________ 962 800 815 ® ] Q]
$5,000-$7,499_ .. - 1,127 1,054 1,327 ® @) @
$7,600-$9,999_ ... _. 2,335 1, 650 1,822 ® ®) @

1 The 5 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 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 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).

Comparable data not available.
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Chapter VIII
Surplus and Deficit Items

A summary of the relationship between the income and expenditures
of the families studied in New York City was presented in chapter 1I.
It was shown that, at succeeding income levels, an increasing propor-
tion of both white and Negro families ended the year 1935-36 with a
net surplus, and a decreasing proportion reported a negative balance
of income and expenditures. Correspondingly, there was a shift
from fairly large average deficits for families with incomes of less
than $1,000 (an average net deficit of $252 for white families, and $56
for Negro families) to substantial average surpluses for families at the
top of the income scale (well over $2,000 for white families with
incomes of $7,500 and more).

The nature of changes in assets and liabilities.—Many of the families
which ended the year with a net surplus drew upon their reserves or
incurred obligations with respect to one or more of the items which
went to make up the deficit side of thie balance sheet. On the other
hand, most of those families who went into the red for the year re-
ported 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 importance,
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 component changes
which, balanced against one another, made up the average net surplus
or deficit discussed in chapter I1.

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
net increase or the net decrease which had taken place in each item
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-

! The following discussion is based on a summary of detailed data to be published in a later bulletin.
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80 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

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.

Payments on the principal of a mortgage were classified as a reduc-
tion in liabilities, as were payments on bills incurred before the begin-
ning of the schedule year.? On the other hand, taking out a mortgage
on property, or increasing the prineipal of an existing mortgage, meant
an increase in liabilities. So also did unpaid balances on installments
or other credit purchases made during the year. Loans obtained
from a bank or from other sources likewise increased liabilities.

Important surplus items.*—The data presented in table 39 bear out
the statement that surplus items were not inconsiderable in average
amount, even at income levels where there was a sizeable average net
deficit. On the other hand, while there were substantial deficit
items even at the upper income levels, these were far outweighed by the
surplus items, which averaged well over $1,000 for white families
with incomes of $5,000 and more.

TaBLE 39.—Component ilems making up surpluses and deficits
WHITE FAMILIES

z|lzlzgiglzizlzslzlsizlgig |-
s e l2l2lEl2|5|38lal2l3]212]3
Item = =4 o & ©*% @ © & | & &® ® | & 5
@ & & Se
Tlfle|s|s|e|slz|a|e sl |t
2 S | 2l8 |2 |2 | @ (8|8 lga|g||g|&a
Average net change 1_.__|—$408!| —$195! —$06| — $86| —$56| — $20| —$14| $49| $62| $53|$152($154($271| $579/$3, 590
Surplus items:

Increases in assets .. 33 69\ 64 66| 136 140) 166| 167} 244| 838| 407| 715| 890\1, 544} 6,066
Bank accounts_.|ee..-- 9 2| 4 6| 10{ 34| 30; 45 61) 120| 163| 264| 404| 1,684
Investments_ .. _|eaco__{ccocn- 10] 2| 42 7| 14| 11 25 78| 75| 166| 179 415 2,119
Insurance.. - 33 49| 51| 59| 86| 112! 114| 123| 162| 189| 202| 371| 377| 673| 2,079

1 183

11 4 3 12| 10| 10{ 15 70| 52
Decreases in lial

tieS. oo 1 | 10| 11} 1| 16f 38| 24 38 o1 386] 86| 116 114 30
Mortgage pay-
ments 1 3 30 6 133 7 18| 10 61] 79 17
Loans due 4 1 4 71 9 221 9 8 391 33 10
Balances due.._ 4 7 3| 11} 15 16 11 16| 14 2 3
Other 2| 5| oot 1) 6.y 2} 2j_.___

Deficit items:
Decreases in assets..| 291 214 128) 83) 104 108| 174 78| 181| 200| 227| 867| 590 677| 2, 401
Bank accounts..| 273 61| 86 63| 89 97| 110{ 55 89| 152{ 127| 270| 262| 159 767

Investments..__|....__ 100| 14 1 2, 4] 35 4 11 21} 10| 35{ 92| 419} 1,353
Insurance._. - 18] 53 a1t 19 11 6| 23 190 25| 23| 64 38| 78 99 177
2 1 6] (*) 6| 4 26{ 24| 158|__... 104

98| 68 44| 64| 89) 181] 64 230| 146; 402 104

31 L] — - 1 34___.] 30| 1. ..|---._.

See footnote on p. 81.

2 This was true whether the payment was made from current income or was defrayed through a change in
some asset or some other liability item.

3 “Surplus items’ has been used to mean items of increase in assets and decrease in liabilities. These are
distinguished from “deficit items,” i. e., items of decrease in assets and increase in Habilities. 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 balancing difference, sce
glossary, p. 200) necessarily the same as the difference between current money income and curreat money
sxpenditure.
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SURPLUS AND DEFICIT ITEMS 81

TaBLE 39.—Component ilems making up surpluses and deficits—Continued

NEGRO FAMILIES

(=23 (=3 (=2 <3 > <
SIE|E|8 (8188 <
it Fl1eg|2|%1F1% 8199 |°%
etn & g
ldlels|8|8|g 8|8 8
I - — - — [~] o o o
&*~ Cea © L3 & =3 & L3 p-cd ©@~>
Averagenetchangel.____._____________ —$18 |—$63 |—$20 | —%4 | $41 |—$51 | $96 | $204 | $141 $304

Surplus items:
Increases in assets....
Bank accounts.
Investments. _

Decreases in labilities...
Mortgages payments.

Deficit items:
Decreases inassets_._...

! This net figure represents the algebraic sum of all increases in assets and decreases in liabilities, on the
positive sxﬁle, %nd of decreases in assets and increases in liabilities, on the negative side.
* Less than $1.

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 incréase
assets—chiefly insurance, bank accounts, and, among the white
families at the upper income levels, investments of one kind or another,
All such increases combined amounted, on the average, to less than
$100 for both white and Negro families with incomes below $1,500
but averaged over $700 among white families with incomes between
$4,000 and $7,500, over $1,500 for those at the $7,500 level, and
$6,000 for families in the highest bracket covered.

Among the increases in assets, the item of greatest general impor-
tance was insurance premiums paid. This exceeded all other surplus
items at all income levels among Negro families, and was exceeded
only by other investments among those white families with incomes
of $10,000 or more. In fact, as table 40 indicates, insurance premiums
paid accounted for more than half of all surplus items among white
families with incomes up to $3,000, and among Negro families with
incomes up to $2,250. Furthermore, average insurance premiums
mamong 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 premiuims represents savings and how much
was paid for insurance protection during the schedule year.
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82 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

paid accounted for a rising proportion of average money income at
successive income levels, amoug both white and Negro families (see
table 40). Thus, while other forms of saving tended to increase
more rapidly with income than did insurance, the latter rose more
rapidly than did money income itself.

TasLE 40.—Average insurance premiums paid as a percentage of money income
and of surplus items

White families Negro families
Income class Percentage Pexg;egﬁage Percentage Pe:;cfe:;]t,age
of money surplus of money surplus
income items 1 income items |
$500-$749_ . _____________ 5 75 6 100
$750-$999 .. _ 6 61 2 66
$1,000-$1,249.__ 4 68 3 77
$1,250-81,499___ 4 77 3 38
$1,500-$1,749___ 5 59 4 61
$1,750-81,999.__ 6 72 4 89
2,000-$2, 24 5 56 4 57
$2,250-$2,499. . 5 64 5 32
$2,500-$2,999___ 6 57 6 45
$3,000~$3,499 (3 48 38 : 36
,500-$3,099 [ 46 () 1;
$4,000-$4,999. 8 49 @) 5
,000-$7,499 6 37 E’) )
$7,500-39,999. __ 8 41 2) Q]
$10,000 and over_ ..o 11 34 (U] @

1 Surplus items consist of increases in assets and decreases in liabilities.
2 Data for Negro families with incomes of $3,000 and over were combined.

It is worth noting that, at the income levels up to $2,250, average
insurance premiums paid by white families tended to exceed those of
Negro families, while, at higher income levels, the reverse was true
(see table 39). This is in contrast to the situation found in Atlanta,
Ga., where average insurance premiums paid by Negro families were
greater than those of white families at most income levels over $1,000.5

Next to insurance, increases in bank accounts generally furnished
the largest addition to assets, among both white and Negro families.
Increasing rather steadily in average amount at successive income
levels, they exceeded $200 for Negro families with incomes of $3,000
and over. At higher income levels, among the white families, they
mounted rapidly.

At a few income levels, increases in bank accounts were exceeded
in average amount by increases in investments,® which in general
showed a less regular relationship to income. Investment increases,
which covered real estate, securities, and business investments, were
generally unimportant among the Negro families, and averaged $100
for the year among the white families only at incomes of $4,000 and
over. Other increases in assets, including chiefly loans to individuals

5 See U. S. Bureau of Labor Statistics Bull. No. 647, Family Income and Expenditure in Selected South
eastern Cities, Washington, 1939, vol. I, ch. VIII.

¢ This item took no account of changes in the market value of securities or real estate held; the amounts
reported represented the outlays for new investments.
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SURPLUS AND DEFICIT ITEMS 83

outside the family and improvements on real estate owned by the
family, amounted to $25 or less on the average among Negro families
at all income levels studied, and $15 or less among white families with
incomes below $5,000.

Decreases in liabilities were a much less important element in the
total of surplus items than were increases in assets. They also
showed a less direct relationship to income. For the Negro families,
such decreases averaged as much as $30 only at incomes of $2,500
and over, and no one item predominated. Among white families,
decreases in liabilities were somewhat more substantial. At a few
income levels, payments on the principal of outstanding mortgages
was the chief item. Such payments varied irregularly with income,
however, and were in general less important than among families
studied in Chicago, probably because of the infrequency of home
ownership in New York City. Of other decreases in liabilities,
none averaged as much as $50 at any income level, repayments on
loans due to banks or individuals being the larger at some income
levels, and payments on balances due exceeding them at others. Re-
ductions in “other” liabilities, including chiefly rents and taxes due,
were insignificant.

The deficit side of the ledger.—The total of deficit items showed a
less direct relationship to income than did the total of surplus items,
as might be expected. Among white families, decreases in assets
exceeded increases in liabilities at all income levels. This was true
among the Negro families, however, only at incomes of $2,000 and
over (see table 39). This relationship suggests again that white
families had more substantial reserves, which could be drawn on as
necessity arose, than did Negro families.

Among both white and Negro families, decreases in assets consisted
at most levels chiefly of reductions in bank accounts. As the most
liquid form of asset, it is only natural that they would be drawn upon
first to meet emergencies. Among white families, such reductions
averaged close to $100 at most income levels. Among Negro fami-
lies, however, they averaged less than $40 except at incomes of $2,250
and above, although they generally exceeded in amount the inereases
in bank accounts which contributed to surplus. Among the white
families, an average net decrease in bank accounts was reported for
the year except among families with incomes of $5,000 and over.

Reductions in investments were negligible among Negro families,
probably because they had few such resources to draw upon. Among
white families, they were small at most income levels, but among the
few families with incomes of $7,500 and over they exceeded even
withdrawals from bank accounts in average amount. At incomes
of $2,250 and above, they were in general smaller than the increases
recorded on the surplus side. Insurance policies settled or surren-
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84 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

dered varied widely in average value at different income levels, as
might be expected. They amounted to as much as $75 only among
those white families with incomes of $5,000 and over. Other
decreases in assets were small and irregular in amount.

Increases in liabilities showed only a limited relationship to income.
A family’s capacity to increase its liabilities depends partly on re-
sources accumulated in previous years and partly on credit status;
but on the other hand, such increases reflect in part emergency
situations which bear little relation to current income.

Increases in mortgages payable were in general unimportant among
both white and Negro families. Increases in loans due varied errati-
cally over the income range, but at a number of levels were the largest
liability item on the deficit side of the ledger. It is worth noting that
at every income level among the white families, and at most income
levels among the Negroes, the increases in such loans were larger than
the decreases reported among surpluses. The fact that at most income
levels the borrowing reported by white families was larger than that
reported by Negroes probably reflects the greater ease with which
white families secure credit.

Increases in balances due vied with loans as the predominant item
among increases in liabilities. They showed little tendency to increase
with income, but among white families with incomes of $1,750 and
over, varied between $20 and $60 in average amount. In contrast to
other increases in liabilities, increases in balances due among Negro
families, at least at the income levels below $2,000, tended to be
larger than among white families with comparable incomes. Increases
in balances due were generally larger than the decreases which went
to make up surpluses, so that, as in the case of loans due, there was in
general a net increase for the year covered by the Study.

It is perhaps only natural that in a year of recovery following a
severe depression families should show a willingness to increase their
current obligations. Balances due included bills due the doctor, the
grocer, and the department store, and amounts due on installment
purchases. Examination of the detailed figures indicates that install-
ment purchases were the predominant factor in the increases reported.
It is therefore worth while to analyze these in some detail.

As the figures in table 41 indicate, the percentage of families report-
ing increases during the year in amounts due on installment purchases
were at almost every income level substantially larger than the pro-
portion reporting decreases. This discrepancy was particularly
marked among Negro families at the lower income levels. Further-
more, at incomes between $750 and $2,000, the percentage of families
reporting increases in installment balances due was definitely higher
among the Negroes than among the whites. Within these income
limits, also, the average amount of increase for those Negro families
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SURPLUS AND DEFICIT ITEMS 85
reporting increases was substantially larger than the average decrease
per family reporting decreases. Among the white families, the
amounts of increase all the way up the income scale tended to equal
or exceed the decreases of those families which had decreases for the
year.”

TasLE 41.—Increases and decreases in amounts due on installment purchases
‘White families Negro families
income class Reporting decreases | Reporting increases | Reporting decreases | Reporting increases
Percent- | Average | Percent- | Average | Percent- | Average | Percent- | Average
age amount age amount age amount age amount

$500-$749_ PO 6 (G T FOURRIN SRR MU,

6 $133 10 $100 - 23 $117

9 44 16 62 4 $25 22 59

,25( 6 100 13 108 8 50 26 131

$1,500-31,74 6 67 12 83 2 20 12 142

$1,750-$1,99 7 86 22 132 3 67 26 162

$2,000-%$2, 24 3 100 15 120 1 109 11 82

$2,250-$2,400 7 157 12 142 9 22 19 32

$2,500-$2,999_ 6 217 18 217 10 370 16 231

$3,000-$3,499. 9 178 12 433 ) ) 22 164
$3,500-$3,999_ 6 150 18 150 ) [0} 9] ®
$4,000~$4,999_ 8 267 10 200 [0} Q) m (O]
$5,000-37,499_ 3 267 10 230 Elg 0] 1) O}
$7,500-$9,999_ . _ 2 100 7 400 1 [0 O] (O]
$10,000 and over. ... .. 1 400 O] O] O] O]

1 Data for Negro families with incomes of $3,000 and over were combined
t Averages are not presented for fewer than 3 cases.

The net result of these changes was that, at most income levels,
both white and Negro families ended the report year with larger sums
due on installment purchases than they carried into the year at its
beginning. The bulk of the increases, among the white families,
resulted from automobile purchases, though at the lower income levels
installment purchases of furniture were fairly important. Among
the Negroes, purchases of furniture and clothing were most important.

Source and disposition of funds used for family living.—By way of
conclusion, it may be interesting to examine the source of all the
funds used for family living at selected income levels and the total
disbursements of families at those levels.® In figure 4, the source and
distribution of total funds used are presented, by way of illustration,
for families at selected income levels. It will be seen that among

7 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 Creditl Survey (U. S. Dept. 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 opposite
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 fron:
10.9 to 11.7 of the total.

8 Funds used included current money income together with amounts withdrawn from accumulations ot
previous years and unpaid obligations incurred during the year covered by the survey. Money disburse-
ments, on the other hand, comprised money expenditures for consumer goods and services, increases in
assets, and decreases in previously incurred obligations.
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86 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

Fig. 4

SOURCE AND DISPOSITION OF FUNDS
USED FOR FAMILY LIVING IN ONE YEAR
AT SELECTED INCOME LEVELS
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white families at the lowest income level (3500 to $750), current
money income provided only 58 percent of the funds disbursed during
the year, decreases in assets supplying no less than 27 percent, or
almost one-half as large a share of the total. The remaining 15 per-
cent of funds used came from increases in liabilities. Almost all dis-
bursements were used to purchase consumer goods and services. On
the other hand, among those with incomes of $7,500 to $10,000, money
income provided about 90 percent of the funds used for family living;
while about 16 percent of disbursements were used to increase family
assets, rather than for current living.

An understanding of the economy of the lowest income families
studied depends on several factors. The expenditures of relief fami-
lies were not surveyed, but it was noted in volume I that native white
complete families on relief in New York City averaged 4.1 persons.
On the average there was at least one child under 16 in every relief
family, and two children in every second one. The nourelief families
with incomes of $500 to $750 averaged only 2.9 persons. There was,
on the average, one child under 16 in about every second one of these
nonrelief families. In part, therefore, the ability to remain self-
supporting at low income levels depended upon the size of the family
and its age composition. Furthermore, the present study indicates
that, at least among native whites, most of the nonrelief families in
the income class $500 to $750 had enjoyed higher incomes in previous
years and hence had some resources other than current income on
which they were able to draw. During the year of the survey, these
families spent nearly as much for consumer goods and services as those
with incomes of $750 to $1,000.

The group of native white families at this income level that fur-
nished expenditure schedules is small—only 16 families. Neverthe-
less, the data are interesting, and the distribution of the deficits by
amounts is consistent with similar data from families at this income
level in other large cities.

The current deficit in New York City (excess of current money
expenditures over current money income) was increased by payments
on insurance premiums. Twelve families carried enough insurance
so that the average payment on insurance premiums for the 16 families
amounted to $33. Bank accounts provided the most important
source of funds to meet the expenditures that current income did not
cover. Half the families withdrew enough from past savings to aver-
age $273 for the whole group of families. Loans, principally from
relatives, were the next most common source of needed funds for cur-
rent living. One-fourth of the families borrowed amounts large
enough to average $81 for the group. Increases in mortgages payable
amounted to $43, representing an advance secured by one family.
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88 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

Unpaid balances due on credit purchases provided an additional $20.
Of this amount, only $6 represented unpaid grocer or doctor bills,
while the remainder represented the unpaid installment obligations
of one family. The surrender of insurance policies and increases in
miscellaneous liabilities contributed only small amounts to funds for
family living when averaged for the 16 families. From an analysis
of these figures it appears that commercial credit is not generally
available to families at the lowest income level as a means of meeting
current obligations. Thus, the major portion of the net deficit for
the group was financed out of past savings and a relatively small part
by current borrowing.

White families studied at the $750 to $1,000 income level reported
a net deficit only half as large as that of the families just considered.
Their deficit financing was even more strongly marked by reliance on
past accumulations rather than on credit than was the case among
the lowest economic group.

The Negro families in New York with incomes between $500 and
$1,000 that remained off relief differed from the native white families
either as regards the availability of past accumulations or as regards
the tendency to draw upon them.® None of the Negro families at the
lowest income level reported withdrawals from bank accounts, and
even at the next higher level, borrowings were considerably more im-
portant than withdrawals from savings in meeting the relatively small
deficits incurred by the group as a whole.

¢ Only 8 Negro families in the lowest income class were studied, but at the next levet, 32 furnished data on
expenditures. Hence, considered together, the data should be fairly reliable.
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Chapter IX
Summary

Variation of expenditures among families with similar tncomes.—
So far in this report expenditures have been discussed primarily in
terms of averages for groups of families. These averages have cut
through the inherent differences between individual families and
have indicated certain characteristics of the general pattern of ex-
penditure. In the last chapter, however, there was some discussion
of the variation in surpluses and deficits. This variation was the
inevitable consequence of very considerable variations in total
expenditures for consumer 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 previous years, and in ability to secure credit
combine to produce great differences in expenditures among families
with almost identical incomes.

Even at the low income levels, there is a wide dispersion of total
family expenditures (see table 42). Among white families with
current incomes of $500 to $750, money value of current family living
ranged from $600 to $1,900, exceeding $750 for about four-fifths of
the group. Among families at all succeeding income levels up to
$10,000, total expenditures in 40 to 65 percent of the cases fell within
the limits of the income interval in which the families were classified.
While at higher incomes, as has already been noted, larger and larger
proportions of the families lived within their incomes, the tendency to
extreme differences in current expenditures remains. In general, at
any given income, the highest expenditure was three or four times as
great as the lowest.

A similar distribution of the Negro families studied in New York
City reveals considerably less dispersion of total family expenditures,
particularly at the lower income levels. Thus, among families with
incomes of $500 to $750, the money value of current family living
ranged only from $500 to $1,100. Among families at the income
levels between $1,000 and $2,000, three-fifths or more of the cases
fell within the limits of the income intervals in which the families
were classified. Below the $2,500 level, the highest value reported
by Negro families in any one income class was generally no more than
twice as great as the lowest.
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TaBLE 42.- -Percentage disiribution of families uccording to total money value of current family living !
WHITE FAMILIES
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$3,500-$3,999 ... __.__. 100 1 2 1 3138139 9 4 2™
y $4,999 ________._._ 100 eeeafeme e el 12023 )30 21 | 12 1
5,000-$7,499_ ... _.._. 100 2112121 58 6 2
7, $9,999_ ... ____..._ 100 4 3| 41| 46 6
10,000 and over _._ ... 160 1201 70
NEGRO FAMILIES
(=23 [=: (=23 [=23 (=3 [=:3 [=:3 [=x3 = [=2] & (=2 (=2 < [=r3 [=-3 (=23 =3
2 g|2/2(8 8|2 8|88 g(g|g|gd|g 8|22 8|8 8 2 g|g|g|¢
Zlzig|aleleld|d 2|4 |d|8|d 2|2 |& ¢8| |ef|ef|el|g|gd|ed|gdled|g|g|d|F|8
Income class §38&&%8&5&'ééééééé%éééo’ééo’ésg’éééé
£ |1L1L|L1L|Z|B1E2|8|B|8 8|8 |8 |88 S|E|E|S|8 E|E8|12|8|E|8|E|8 |8
Zl2ig|Rl2 (g |d|d|2|E|d|2|d|d|d|F |||l g |d|d|edld|d|d|d|g|S|5|8
$500-$749. . . el 10022143 18(._._| 11
$750-$999_ .. - 100 g2 |11 32 gi10 [ 25 DR PR S NSO SO R 4
$1,000-$1,249_ 100 5120|362 | 10
$1,250-$1,499_ 100 4120|1743 |14 5 4 1 |eancfaaaa] 4
$1,500-$1,749. 100 20 7110(17 1 40) 10 ) 10 |.o--]--..] 4
$1,750-$1,999_ 100 4 9136 20 3112 6 7 3
$2,000-$2,249_ 100 4o T|11|26(25}15 4. 4]...-] 4
$2,250-$2,499.. 100 6 feeec]cmac]acecfoaac]aa ot 61161281325 __1....] B
$2,500-$2,999__ . 100 5 eeicfauee] 8 5116 | 11|21 |.__.! 16 6 5 5 5
$3,000 and over._ ... oo __..__ 100 1 oo foo {11 [ooofoacp 112302200 || 1N

1 Includes money expenditures and value of food, housing, and fuel received without money expense in year of thesurvey This total is also referred to as “total expenditures”.

* Less than 1 percent
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SUMMARY 91

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, clothing, and housing in the family budget —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, clothing, and shelter. Attention has already
been drawn to the fact that, at the upper income levels, all three of
these categories, and particularly clothing and food, included a con-
siderable proportion of luxury items. Indeed, expenditures for cloth-
ing behave somewhat like those for a luxury commodity, increasing
steadily in importance at successive income levels, at least up to
$4,000. Nevertheless, these three groups of expenditure ordinarily
took precedence over all other items in the budget.

Their importance is attested by the fact that more than one-half of
average total expenditures was spent for these three categories by all
families studied in New York City except the few in the white group
with incomes of $10,000 and more (see table 43). Among white fam-
ilies they accounted for more than three-quarters of total expenditures
at the income levels below $1,500, and more than three-fifths of the
total at all levels up to $5,000. Among Negro families, the share of
total expenditures that went for food, clothing, and housing declined
with less regularity. More than three-quarters of the total went for
these goods and services among Negro families with incomes below
$1,500; more than three-fifths, however, was spent in this manner
even by the highest income groups studied.

At succeeding income levels, therefore, steadily increasing propor-
tions of total expenditures were available for other consumption
purposes. In terms of income, the showing was much more striking,
particularly in the case of white families. For white families with
incomes of $500 to $750, current income was insufficient, on the
average, to cover even the necessities. Among white families at the
next higher income level, these essentials took almost all of current
income. At higher income levels, however, the proportion devoted
to the necessities of living declined steadily, to less than 75 percent
at the $1,750 level; to less than 50 percent at the $7,500 level; and
to 37 percent for the small number receiving incomes of $10,000 or
more.

1 8ee appendix E, for further discussion of variability in family expenditures.
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92 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TaBLE 43.— Expenditures for food, clothing, and housing combined, and for auto-
mobiles, recreation, and household help combined: Average amounts and percentage
of average total expenditures and of average total incomel

Food, clothing, and housing Automgggg:b;?grﬁgﬁ)on, and
Income class

Percentage | Percentage Percentage | Percentage

Amount | of total ex-| of total | Amount | of total ex-| of total

penditures | income penditures | income

‘White families
749 $808 82.8 134.0 $16 L5 2.4
$750-8999_ ______ .. 919 82.1 100.3 22 2.0 2.4
$1,000-$1,249___ e 984 78.6 85.9 35 2.8 3.1
$1,250-$1,499. __ .- 1,132 76.7 82.0 48 3.3 3.5
$1,500-$1,749__ . —— 1,267 74.9 77.8 81 4.8 5.0
$1,750-$1,999. __ - 1,875 71.4 73.0 123 6.4 6.5
$2,000-$2,249 - 1, 567 72.4 73.3 129 6.0 6.0
$2,250-$2,499 e 1,627 69.5 68.7 178 7.6 7.5
$2,500~$2,999.. - 1,831 67.6 66.6 266 9.8 9.7
$3,000-$3,499. - 2,072 64.9 64.3 336 10.5 10.4
$3,500-$3,999 2, 259 62.9 60. 5 434 12.1 11.6
,000~$4,999 . 2, 680 61.4 59.9 535 12,3 12.0
$5,000-$7,499 - 3,221 57.0 54.7 871 15.4 14.8
R ,989_ . - 4,170 52.4 49.4 1,371 17.2 16.2
$10,000 and over. ... 6,903 46.5 37.4 2, 860 19.3 15.5
Negro families

749 e eminn $616 88.6 90.5 4 0.6 0.8
$750-8999 .o 848 81.3 87.6 25 2.4 2.6
$1,000-$1,249_ _______________.__.__ 928 78.4 80.8 37 3.1 3.2
$1,250-$1,499__ __________.____..._. 1,091 75.2 76.2 51 3.5 3.6
$1,500-$1,749 __ _ I 1,210 74.0 72.2 65 4.0 3.9
$1,750-$1,999_ _ . R 1,399 70.8 73.7 108 5.6 5.7
$2,000-$2,249___ c——- 1,453 72.0 68.6 114 5.6 5.4
$2,250~$2,499 ___ R 1,523 70.3 63.8 170 7.9 7.1
$2,500-$2,999___ __ . ... 1,704 66.2 62.4 263 10.2 9.6
$3,000and over. . ..o..occocoaaooos 2,197 61.7 54.7 298 8.4 7.4

! The income and expenditure figures used in preparing this tableinclude the money value of food, housing,
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.

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 metropolitan families are luxuries—
automobiles (purchase and operation), recreation, and household help
(see table 43). These expenditures increased much more rapidly than
did total expenditures, or even total income. They accounted for
less than 4 percent of total expenditures for current living among
white and Negro families with incomes below $1,500, but for over 15
percent among white families with incomes of $5,000 or more. Thus,
among white families, while the share of total expenditures devoted
to the necessities of life declined by about one-third (from the income
levels under $1,000 to those over $5,000), the portion absorbed by
these three luxury categories multiplied more than eight times.
Similarly, as the share of income going to the necessity items declined
by more than one-half, that used for the luxury categories increased
almost seven times.
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Relative changes in expenditures with changes in income.—The fore-
going chapters have shown differences in the relative increases in
expenditures for the several categories of goods and services as
successively larger incomes make possible a growing latitude in con-
sumers’ choices.

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

When average expenditures of the white families studied in New
York City are compared over a range that begins with the group
receiving $500 to $1,250 and ends with those receiving $5,000 and
more, the following percentage increases in expenditures are obtained
for the individual categories, arranged in order from the smallest
relative increase to the largest:

Percentage
incrense
Food ! i eeeeeo- 272
Tobaceo. __ - . e 273
Housing 2. __ el e 324
Reading_ .. ees 400
Personal eare_ - - - . 557
Furniture and equipment.______ . ______.____.__.________._ 736
Transportation other than by automobile_________________ 750
Medical eare. _ - _ ... 913
Clothing.. . e 1, 070
Reereation______ __ ... 1, 890
Household operation_ . ... ___________________________.. 2, 292
Edueation_ .. 2, 386
Automobile operation_ . __ . _____________________.________ 4,417
Contributions and personal taxes. . __.__.____.__________. 6, 493
Automobile purchase_____ . __ . _______________ 7, 100

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

Over this range, which represents an increase of 824 percent in total
income, total expenditures for current family living increased 598
percent. A net deficit of $160 was replaced by a surplus of $1,144.
Average expenditures for food and tobacco increased less than 300
percent, while at the other extreme, outlays for contributions and
personal taxes and for automobiles rose more than 4,000 percent.

The lists appearing below present the individual categories 2
arranged in order corresponding to the percentage increase in average

¢ The elasticity of expenditures for education and sutomobile purchase is not presented for Negro families

since no expenditures were reported for automobile purchase by families with incomes of $1,000 to $1,250,
and education expenditures of less than $1 were reported at both levels
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expenditures over the income range from $1,000-$1,249 to $2,250-
$2,499 for both white and Negro families. For white families, this
income range represents an increase of about 107 percent in total in-
come; for Negro families it involves an increase of 108 percent in
total income.

Percentage Percentage
WHaITE FAMILIES nerease NEGRO FAMILIES increase
Housing ' _________.______.. 49 Transportation other than by
Foodd. ... 61 automobile. . ____._.________ 41
Transportation other than by Food?. _ . .. ____ 53
automobile_____________._._. 62 Housing ' _ ... ___.___ 57
TobacCo - e e e eeeeeee e 84 Personal care. _ ... ... ___ 72
Reading._ . oo cceccaeeeaos 93 Furnishings and equipment._. _ 80
Medical eare - oo oo 112 Reading__._________________ 92
Personal eare. o o _ - ___.___._ 123 Tobacco___ .. __________._._.. 95
Furnishings and equipment_.__. 125 Recreation_.________________ 121
Household operation__.___.... 178 Household operation.._._____ 128
Clothing._ - eeeee . 190 Clothing_________..______.. 159
Edueation_ oo 200 Contributions and personal
Recreation._____.__________._ 222 taxes.____ . __.___ 177
Contributions and personal taxes 329 Medical care__._ .. _________. 190
Automobile purchase__. _______ 500 Automobile operation_.._____ 850
Automobile operation_ . _______ 750

! Including expense for fuel, light, and refrigeration, and the value of housing and fuel received without

money expense.

2 Including the value of food received without mopey expense.

Over this range, the total expenditures of white families increased by
87 percent while those of Negro families rose 83 percent. For white
families, this represented a shift from a net deficit of $96 to a net
surplus of $49, while for Negroes, it meant a shift from a deficit of
only $20 to a surplus of $204. The elasticity of expenditures for hous-
ing, tobacco, medical care, and automobile operation was greater
among Negro than among white families, but the elasticity for all
other categories of expenditure was greater among white families.
Medical care was one of the most elastic types of expenditure among
Negro families over this income range, but was relatively inelastic
among white families.

The manner in which income elasticity in expenditures varies in
different parts of the income scale is indicated by a comparison of the
order of elasticity of the categories shown above for white families
with incomes of $1,000-$1,249 to $2,250-$2,499 with the list which
follows for white families with incomes of $4,000-$4,999 to $7,500~
$9,999:

Percentage
ncrease
Tobaeco. - e dcemcmaes 8
Transportation other than by automobile.__ ... ______ 12
Reading. . e 24
Food 1 e 34

 Including the value of food received without money expense
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Percentage
increase
Personal care. _ . oo o cedcacoa- 49
Clothing _ _ _ . o ceeeeol 63
Recreation. e ceccaco- 75
Housing 2. . e 78
Edueation . . e 79
Household operation._ - _ .. . iaaa. 116
Medieal eare. - - . .. .. 133
Automobile operation___ . _____ L __o.__ 189
Contributions and personal taxes. . _ .. __ . ____ .. ____.__ 198
Furnishings and equipment. . _ . _____ . ____________.____.__ 203
Automobile purehase_ ... ... 208

¢ Including expense for tuel, Jight, and retrigeration, and the value of housing and fuel received without
money expense.
The range from $4,000 to $10,000 represents an increase in income of
about 89 percent and a growth in expenditures of 82 percent, as
against increases of 107 and 87 percent in income and expenditures,
respectively, for white families with incomes between $1,000 and
$2,500. The most striking change in the relative elasticity for individ-
ual categories between the lower income range and the upper is found
in the case of housing, which was least elastic among families in the
lower range and was intermediate in relative elasticity among the
higher income families. In comparison with other groups of items,
clothing and recreation were less elastic at the upper than at the lower
levels.

The change over the income range in average expenditures by New
York white families for the main categories is shown graphically in
figures 5 and 6. These figures indicate both the level of outlay and
the relative increase in different parts of the income range.®! The
relatively slow increase for both food and housing, noted in chapters
III and IV, are strikingly shown in figure 5. Among fhe other cate-
gories, a number show very similar relative increases. All categories of
expenditure showed a definite tendency toward a slower relative in-
crease at the higher income levels, although this was least clearly
marked with respect to contributions and personal taxes, recreation,
and education. This flattening of the curves reflects the growing
importance of various forms of savings with increases in incomes.

Expenditures of white and Negro families 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 consistency in the average expenditures of groups of
families in the same income class that are similar in most other re-
spects, and in the average expenditures of families in adjacent income
brackets. In other words, when New York families are considered
one at a time, there is found to be a great variety in the way they plan

¥ Average expenditures were smoethed and plotted on double-logarithmie paper.
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Fig.S
RELATIVE CHANGES IN SPECIFIED CATEGORIES
NEW YORK, 1935-1936
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Fig.6

RELATIVE CHANGES IN SPECIFIED CATEGORIES
OF EXPENDITURE WITH CHANGES IN INCOME
NEW YORK, 1935-1936
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98 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

their family budgets. When they are classified into relatively
homogeneous groups, however, 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 metro-
politan 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: under $1,000;
$1,000 to $2,000; $2,000 to $3,000; $3,000 to $5,000; $5,000 and over

(see table 44).
TasLE 44.— Distribution of adjusted family income
Total e
money N ontri-
Total value Home Sll;g‘menf Trans- { Medi- j butions
ineome class adjusted | of cur- Food | mainte- son%l porta- cal and per- | Other
income rent nance care tion care sonal
family taxes
living
Average amount
WaITE FAMILIES
$500-$999_ . ____._. $850 $1,111 $461 $442 $81 $27 $18 $13 $68
$1,000-$1,999 1, 562 1, 614 584 150 73 70 35 108
$2,000-$2,999 2, 450 2,435 836 811 271 157 110 77 175
$3,000-$4,999 3, 588 3,510 1,044 1,122 452 259 164 187 282
$5,000 and over.... 9, 456 8,333 | 1,788 2,796 922 652 385 989 801
Percentage of income
500-$999_.____..._ 100.0 130.7 54.3 52.0 9.5 3.2 2.2 1.5 8.0
$1,000-$1,099_ _ 100.0 104.6 39.3 37.4 9.6 4.7 4.5 2.2 6.9
$2,000-$2,999_ ____ 100.0 99. 4 34,1 33.1 1.1 6.4 4.5 3.1 7.1
$3,000-$4,999_____.. 100.0 97.8 20.1 31.3 12.6 7.2 4.6 5.2 7.8
$5,000 and over____ 100.0 88.1 18.9 20.5 9.8 6.9 4.1 10.4 8.5
Average amount
NEGRO FAMILIES
$500-$999____ $920 $985 $384 $412 $78 $29 $25 $8 $49
$1,000-$1,999 1,432 1, 450 501 559 162 58 41 38 91
$2,000-$2,999 2,375 2,226 669 783 204 153 75 98 153
$3,000 and ov 4,020 3, 560 678 1,481 395 212 109 421 265
Percentage of income

$500-$999.___ 100.0 107.1 41.7 44.8 8.5 3.2 2.7 0.9 5.3
$1,000-$1,999 100.0 101.3 35.0 39.0 11.3 4.0 2.9 2.7 6.4
$2,000-$2,999 . 100.0 93.7 28.2 33.0 12.4 6.4 3.2 4.1 6.4
$3,000 and over___. 100.0 88.6 16.9 36.8 9.8 53 2.7 10.5 6.6

1 8ee glossary for definition of items included in each category.

Families with incomes from $500 to $1,000—Among white families
in this income group, total incomes averaged $850, and total expendi-
tures for current family living, $1,111. Food and home maintenance
together amounted to 6 percent more than current family income,
food alone taking 54 percent of income, home maintenance another 52
percent. Clothing and personal care expenses amounted to barely 10
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percent. The family outlay for transportation represented 8 percent
of income and for medical care only 2 percent. Expenditures for the
remaining categories in the family budget, recreation, reading, educa-
tion, tobaceo, gifts, contributions to religious and community welfare
organizations, and personal taxes, averaged $81 at this level, bringing
the total expenditures to a point 31 percent above current income.

Among Negro families at the $500 to $999 income level, total in-
comes averaged $920, and total expenditures only 7 percent more.
Thus, at the lowest levels studied, the average incomes of Negro
families were $70 higher than those of white families, while their total
expenditures averaged about $25 lower. Food and home maintenance
accounted for 42 and 45 percent, respectively, of total income, sub-
stantially less than among white families. Clothing and personal care
took a slightly smaller portion of income than among white families.
Transportation and medical care each claimed about 3 percent, and
the minor categories about 6 percent.

Families with incomes from $1,000 to $2,000.—The current incomes
of white families in this next class averaged $1,562, and expenditures
for current living, $1,634, a current deficit of not quite 5 percent.
Food and home maintenance amounted to 77 percent of total income.
Clothing and personal care expense remained at 10 percent of the
total. Expenditures for transportation and medical care each showed
a marked gain over those in the lowest income group, rising from 3.2
to 4.7 percent and 2.2 to 4.5 percent, respectively. The share of
income going to the remaining categories declined slightly to 9 percent.

Negro families in this income class had current incomes that came
within 1 percent of balancing with expenditures. Their incomes were
over $100 lower than those of white families and their expenditures
almost $200 lower. Food and home maintenance, however, together
took almost as large a share of income (74 percent) as among white
families. Clothing and personal care took over 11 percent of the
total, representing a substantial increase over the expenditures at the
preceding level. Expenditures for transportation increased to 4 per-
cent of income, but those for medical care showed no increase as a
proportion of the total. The minor categories received the same
share of income as among white families, representing a marked
increase above the share received at the preceding level.

Families with incomes from 82,000 to $3,000.—The expenditures of
white families in this group were just covered by their incomes.
Expenditures for food, home maintenance, clothing, and personal care
together took 78 percent of income, or only slightly more than food
and home maintenance alone among white families with incomes of
$1,000 to $2,000. Clothing and personal care, however, took a
slightly larger share of the total than at the former level. Transpor-
tation expenditures continued to increase in relation to income, while
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medical expenditures maintained the same relative position, and the
remaining categories increased slightly.

For Negro families with incomes from $2,000 to $3,000, current
incomes, averaging $2,3/5, were sufficient to cover all expenditures
for current living, leaving a margin of 6 percent for reducing deficits
accumulated in the past and for providing reserves for future use.
The three major categories of expenditure took but 73 percent of
income. Transportation took 6 percent of income and medical care
one-half as much, leaving over 10 percent for recreation, reading,
education, tobacco, gifts, and personal taxes.

Families with incomes from $3,000 to $5,000.—Average current
incomes of $3,588 left white families in this group a margin of about
2 percent for savings and repayment of past obligations after all ex-
penditures for current living were accounted for. The tendencies
observed in the preceding groups were maintained, with food and
house maintenance declining to 60 percent, and clothing and trans-
portation increasing slowly in importance. The share of income taken
by medical care was the seme. That of the remaining items was
substantially larger, reflecting mainly the increase from 3.1 to 5.2 in
average outlays for gifts, contributions, and personal taxes.

Since relatively few Negro families with incomes above $3,000 were
studied, all have been grouped together for purposes of analysis.
Their expenditures for current living averaging $3,560, only $50
higher than those of white families with incomes of $3,000 to $5,000,
although their incomes averaged over $400 higher. At this level,
food took a much smaller share of the total than at lower levels, but
home maintenance, a slightly larger share than at the preceding level.
Clothing, transportation, and medical care all declined as a propor-
tion of income, while outlays for gifts to individuals, contributions to
religious and community welfare institutions, and personal taxes,
took over twice as large a share of income as in the $2,000 to $3,000
clagss. The remaining categories again averaged between 6 and 7
percent of income.

Families with incomes of 85,000 and over—The incomes of white
families in the highest of the broad income groups covered by the
New York survey averaged $9,456. Only 88 percent of these incomes
were spent for all items of current consumption. Food, home main-
tenance, clothing, and personal care each took a smaller proportion
of the total than at the preceding level, absorbing in combination
only 58 percent. The share of income received by gifts, contributions
to the church and community welfare organizations, and personal
taxes rose to over 10 percent, or almost $1,000 while the proportion
received by transportation, medical care, and the other minor cate-
gories remained about the same.
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SUMMARY 101

Differences in the living patterns of white and Negro families.-—The
chief difference between New York white and Negro families is a
difference in the income levels at which the majority live. Thus, of
the native-born complete families living in areas where at least one-
third of the family heads are native born, 14 percent of the white
families and 44 percent of the Negro families received relief at some
time during the year 1935-36. Of those families that received no
relief, 8 percent of the white group and 20 percent of the Negroes
received incomes below $1,000; 24 percent of the former and 4 percent
of the latter had incomes of $3,000 and more.*

At given income levels, however, certain clearly defined differences
between white and Negro families appear in the pattern of spending
and saving. Food expenditures were generally lower at given income
levels, due at least in part, to the smaller size of Negro families and
their relative importance declined more rapidly over the income
range among Negro than among white families. Expenditures for
home maintenance, on the other hand, were relatively larger and
decreased more slowly at successive income levels among the former
than among the latter. A later report may show fundamental
differences in the type and quality of the housing facilities enjoyed by
the two groups. The proportion of family income spent for clothing
and personal care rose more rapidly among Negro than among white
families with incomes below $3,000. Transportation expenditures
absorbed a relatively small share of income, and one that was about
the same among families in the two racial groups in the income classes
below $3,000; they were somewhat more important for white families
in the higher income groups, however. Expenditures for the remain-
ing categories rose more rapidly in importance with increases in income
among Negroes than among white families, but they generally ac-
counted for a smaller proportion of the current incomes of the former
than the latter.

Expenditures for current family living exceeded incomes, on the
average, among both white and Negro families with incomes below
$2,000, but the excess was substantially greater for the former. At
higher income levels, when all expenditures for consumer goods and
services were accounted for, Negro families had a much wider margin
than white families for savings and the repayment of previously
incurred obligations. These differences may represent in part varia-
tions in the standards of living of the white and Negro families studied
in New York City. They certainly reflect in part more restricted
opportunities for spending in the case of Negro families, as well as
greater employment security and greater ease in securing credit on
the part of white families.

* See vol. 1, Tabular Summary, sec. B, table 1.
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TABULAR SUMMARY

Averages are in all cases, except as indicated in table 1-A, based on
the number of families reporting expenditures, whether or not they
reported expenditure for the particular item. The data presented
in the following tables summarize, by major groups, the expenditures
of native white and native Negro families (separately) living in New
York. 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 eligible families in the different income, occupational, and family
type groups is given in column 2 of table 1 in order to show the relative
frequency in the community. (See statement in section on sampling,
appendix A, concerning the character of the “eligible’” sample.) It
should be noted that column 2 of tables 1-A ff presents the actual
number of families reporting income.

Data presented for “All families” and for each family type group
{(white), represent only families of wage earners at the income level
$500 to $750, and only families of wage earners and clerical workers
at the level $750 to $1,250. At the levels $1,250 to $4,000, families of
all occupational groups studied are represented, but at $4,000 and
above only families of the business and professional groups are
included.

Data presented for “All families” and for each occupational group
include families of types I through V.

In the case of the Negro families, data for “All families’” and for
each family type group represent only families of wage earners at the
income level $500 to $750. At income levels $750 to $3,000, families
of all occupational groups studied are included, but at income levels
of $3,000 and above only families of the business and professional
groups are included.

Data for “All families” and for each occupational group include
families of types I through V.

For eligibility requirements and methods used in deriving averages,
see appendix A;and for definitions of terms used in the tables, see
glossary (appendix B).
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TasrLe 1.—Balance of family income and expenditure: Number of eligible
Sfamalies, average net money and nonmoney tncome, average money expenditure for

family Uiving, net surplus or deficit, and balancing
type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

d

ifference, by occupation, family

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

Average net income

Num- zggzaege Average| Averag-

Occupational group, family ber of expendi- m}t sur- | net ?nﬂ-

type, and income class eligible Non- | ture for | DS OF | ancing

families 2| money | family | deficit | differ-

Total |Money from | living ¢ (=)¢ ence

housing 8
) @ @) 4 (5} 6) @ ®)
All families
35008749 _ . cecemee $635 $622 $13 | $1,037 | —$408 —$7
$750-$999_ _ 896 854 42 1,058 —195 -9
$1,000-$1,249 1,129 1,099 30 1,208 —96 —13
$1,250-$1,499 1,371 1,346 25 1, 40 -86 —8
$1,500-$1,749 1,616 1,597 19 1, 660 —56 -7
$1,750-$1,999 1,867 1,845 22 1,888 ~20 —-23
$2,000-$2,249 2,121 2,095 26 2,123 —-14 —14
$2,250-$2,499. 2,356 2,328 28 2,301 49 —~22
$2,500-$2,999 2,729 2, 696 33 2,652 62 —18
$3,000-$3,499 3,216 3,186 30 3,153 58 —25
$3,500-$3,999 7015 3,720 3,675 45 3,534 152 -1
$4,000-34,999 o 164 4,457 4,405 52 4,300 154 —49
$5,000-$7,499 2866 5,870 5,821 49 5, 582 271 —32
$7,500-$9,999 31 041 8,418 8, 208 120 7,796 579 —77
$10,000 and over o 18,429 | 18,460 —31| 14,830 3, 590 10
Occupational group: Wage
earner 3 562
$500-3749_ 7' 403 635 622 13 1,038 —408 —8
750-$999__ 12055 902 871 31 991 —100 -19
1,000-$1,2 14’ 657 1,131 1,106 25 1,151 -32 —13
1,250-31,499_ . 15 821 1,362 1,322 40 1,372 —43 -7
1,500-$1,749. * 1, 1,597 25 1, 595 5 -3
L750-$1,000_ ... ___ s3s| L868| 1,835 si| ne0f -4 ~30
2,000-$2, 249 Yois| Z1:| 2007 28| 2177 —58 —22
$2,250-52,499 o1l 2849 | 2,309 40| 2,297 48 —36
$2,500-$2,099__ el | 2744 2 21| 2,667 63 -7
$3,000-$3,499_ - 5ol | 8201 319 6| 3287 —80 —12
$3,500-$3,999____ .. . 2: 328 3,700 3,614 86 3,393 228 -7
750-8999 . _ e . 2 398 880 800 80 1,270 —495 25
1,000-$1,249 ’ 1,125 1,084 41 1,332 -235 -13
1,250-$1,499, 1,382 1,376 6 1, 561 —176 -9
1,500-$1,749 1,608 1, 595 13 1,718 =115 —8
1,750-$1,999. 1,875 1, 866 9 1, 864 33 =21
$2,000-$2,249 2,122 2,094 28 2,054 50 -10
$2,250-$2,499 2,348 2,326 22 2, 265 67 —6
$2,500-$2,999 2,717 2,671 46 2, 620 70 —19
$3,000-$3,499 3,250 3,218 32 3,127 120 —29
$3,500-$3,999 3,682 3, 56 3,497 100 29
Independent business

$1,250-$1,489 ..o 1,700 | 1,390 | 1,386 4| 1,379 24 ~17
$1,500-$1,749 2060 | 1,609 | 1,501 18 1,734 -—113 —30
$1,750-$1,999__ 2000 1,81 | 1,808 431 1,873 —59 —6
$2,000-$2,249_ _ 2,716 2,114 2,089 25 2,173 —&6 2
$2,250-$2,499_ . ... . _ 1313 | 2,347 2,209 48| 2,415 —82 —34
$2,500-$2,999_ ..o 3,284 | 2,75| 2700 45| 2,792 —34 —£8
$3,000-$3,499_. 2,269 | 3,122 | 3,063 597 3,148 —21 —64
$3,500-$3,999.. 1,194 | 3,774 | 3,770 41 3,722 54 —6
$4,000-$4,999__ 1,015 4,353 4,298 55 4,213 131 —46
$5,000-$7,499 oo 2,119 5,748 5,740 8 5,886 —91 —55
$7,500-$9,999_ - oo 507 | 8,549 | 8,379 170 | 7,100 | 1,401 —123
$10,000 and over 1,284 14,464 | 14,573 —109 | 14, 541 -—168

See p. 147 for notes on this table.
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TABLE 1.

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

Balance of family income and expenditure: Number of eligible

families, average met money and nonmoney income, average moncy expenditure
for famaly living, net surplus or deficit, and balancing difference, by occupation,
Sfamily type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Average net income

Average
Num. mones | Ayerge) Aveage
Occupational group, family ber of expendi-| lu: 0‘; g‘;ciﬁ -
type, and income class eligible Ncr- | ture for I()ieﬁ it | diff g
families | oot | Monpey | TOBeY | family ¢ ier-
Y1 frem | living - ence
housing
[4)] (2) ®) ()] ¢ (6) 7 8
Independent professional
$1,250-$1,499_ ..o 120 | 81,385 | ®1,385 |_____.... $2,078 | —$762 $69
$1,500-$1,749 298 ) 1,555 $44 | 2,001 —435 —11
$1,750-$1,999_. 418 1,834 1,795 39 2,207 —454 42
$2,000-$2,249 746 2,127 2,082 45 2,120 —45 7
$2,250~$2,499 _ < o~ - e e e mmm e e 538 | 2,395 | 2,370 25| 2,454 —96 12
$2,500~32,999 .« oo ool 955 2,735 2,678 57 2, 699 22 —43
$3,000-$3,499_..___. ... 836 3, 187 3,133 54 3,069 55 9
$3,500-$3,999. ... ____ 776 3,686 3,686 (_._._..._ 3,839 —95 —58
$4,000-$4,999_ . ... 1,194 4, 580 4, 608 ~28 5,082 —374 —100
‘85 000-$7,499 e 1,582 5,917 5911 6 5,332 535 44
$7,500-89,999__. e 657 8, 567 8, 597 —-30| 10,251 | —1,491 —163
$10,000 and OVer_ .. ccv e 1,284 | 23,438 | 23,360 78 | 17,060 5, 954 346
Salaried business

$1,250-$1,499___ oo 120 (t) ) (6] 4] 1) )
$1,500-$1,749 . . 657 1,618 1,617 1 1,771 —144 —10
$1,750-$1,999__.__.____ 1,463 1,842 1,836 6 1,867 -21 —10

$2,000-$2,249__ 1, 522 2,103 2,092 11 2,074 18 ™
$2,250-$2, T 1,611 2,415 2,402 13 2,404 20 —22
$2,500~$2,999___ . . _.___.___. 2,716 2,722 2, 690 32 2, 550 147 -7
$3,000-$3,499__ 2,955 3,199 3,165 34 3,106 93 —34
$3,500-$3,999_ .. _... 2,060 3,812 3,783 29 3,443 354 —~14
$4,000-$4,999_..__._. 1,821 4,470 4,390 80 4,170 252 —32
$5, 000—$7 490 i 2,627 5,844 5,837 7 5,749 157 —69
$7,500-89,999 oo eee 1,045 8,313 8, 242 71 7, 541 736 —35
$10,000 and 0Ver_ - .cceccececcom—cooaen 1,134 | 17,081 | 18,041 —60 | 13,513 4,559 —31

Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,499_____________________.____ 895 1, 395 1,395 |- 1,497 —98 ~4
$1,600-31,749 836 1,638 1,639 -1 1,782 —119 —24
$1,750-$1,999_. 1,582 1, 870 1,837 33 1, 885 —-19 —29
$2,000-$2,249__ 1,911 2,117 2,110 7 2,276 —130 —368
$2,250~$2,499 - e eemnoe e 2,090 | 2,362 | 2,358 4| 2,275 113 -30
$2,500-82,999 . o canee 3,373 2, 687 2,678 9 2, 640 67 —29
$3,000-$3,499_ - 2, 806 3,264 3,218 46 3,019 208 —9
$3,500-$3,999._ - 2,298 3,714 3, 679 35 3,625 129 —75
$4,000-$4,999_. 2,985 4,435 4, 369 86 4,097 313 —41
$5,000-87,499 e 2, 836 5,955 5,815 140 5,339 498 —22
$7,500-$9,999 oo 567 8§, 302 7,969 333 6, 154 1,819 —4
$10,000 and OVer. . .ccecocommaccneaoeae 239 | 14,940 | 15,013 —73 | 12,493 2,671 ~151
Family type: Type 1

.............. 1,821 615 625 —10 982 —356 -1
3,910 896 877 19 1,016 -124 —15
6, 656 1,112 1,077 35 1,127 —36 —14
$1, 250—$l 499 oo__ 8,209 1,370 1,343 27 1,419 —64 —-12
$1 500—$1 749 9,672 1 617 1,613 4 1, 637 —34 10
$1,750~$1,999 1,873 1, 860 13 1,870 *) - 10
$2,000-$2,249 2, 104 2,078 26 2, 103 -9 —16
$2,250-$2,499 2,354 2,347 7 2, 258 95 —6
2, 2,999 2,696 2,683 13 2, 608 98 —-23
$3,000—$3 499 3,243 3,237 6 3,161 122 —46

* 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 3 cases.
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TasLE 1.—Balance of family income and expenditure: Number of eligible
families, average net money and nonmoney income, average money expenditure
for family living, net surplus or deficit, and balancing difference, by occupation,
Sfamily type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Average net income Average
Num: money | Average| Averoge
Occupational group, family ber of expendi- 1us or aench?
type, and income class eligible Non- | ture for | U8 OF | SEne
fanailies | pose) | Money | TCDEY | family | “B2S
from | living enco
housing
[6)] 2 3) ) €3} (6) 1G] )
Family type: Type I—Con.
$3,500~83,999._ - 3,164 | $3,728 | $3,720 $8 | $3,420 $292 $8
$4,000-$4,999 1,910 4, 505 4,474 31 4, 166 387 79
$5,000-$7,499 2,716 5, 908 5, 854 54 5, 382 481 -9
$7,500-$9,999. _ 836 8,473 8, 561 —88 8, 460 169 -~68
$10,000 and over 806 | 20,534 20, 413 121 15, 602 4,646 1656
Types Il and 111
$500-$749 _ _ oo 1,045 653 [1:2: 2 1,075 —408 —14
$750~$999_ . 3,701 902 880 22 1,003 —110 -13
$1,000-$1,249 7, 552 1,134 1,123 11 1, 207 —76 -8
$1,250-$1,499 __ 10, 597 1, 360 1,340 20 1,402 —56 —6
$1,500-$1,749. .. 11,851 1,615 1, 596 19 1, 645 ~39 —-10
$1,750-$1,999_ .. ... _.._ 13,224 1, 856 1,848 8 1,913 —34 -31
$2,000-$2,249 12,955 2,136 2,120 16 2,111 25 -~16
$2,250-$2,499 8, 956 2,353 2,313 40 2, 269 79 —35
$2,500-$2,999 14, 537 2,717 2,681 36 2, 592 108 —19
$3,000~$3,499__ 7,373 3,205 3,193 12 3,212 -5 -~14
3,500~$3,999__ 3,881 3,725 3,700 25 3,718 39 —57
$4,000-$4,999. _ 2,389 4, 501 4,424 77 4, 362 116 -54
5,000-$7,499______________ 3,194 5, 858 5, 827 31 5,343 524 —40
,500-$9,999_ .. _____ ... 866 8,452 8,233 219 7, 260 1,033 —60
10,000 and over. ... ..o 1,314 | 16,2551 16,306 ~51 | 13,877 2,773 —344
Types IV and V
500-$749_ . 662 570 92 1,129 —544 —15
750-$999_ _ . 888 762 126 1,241 —489 10
1,000-$1,249__ 1, 146 1,093 53 1,325 —214 —18
1,250-$1,499 1,391 1,362 29 1,524 —158 —4
1,600~-$1,749 1,618 1, 581 37 1,707 —104 —-22
1,750~$1,999 1,877 1,824 53 1, 870 =21 —25
2,000-$2,249 2,118 2,077 39 2, 158 ~72 -9
2,359 2,331 28 2,373 —23 —-19
2,763 2,722 41 2, 744 -8 —14
3, 208 3,143 65 3,097 64 —18
3,713 3,634 79 3,473 152 9
4, 385 4, 341 44 4,342 24 -—25
5, 848 5, 787 61 5,983 —~153 —43
8, 354 8, 157 197 7,718 535 —96
19, 063 19, 150 —87 15,177 3,712 261
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110 FAMII.Y EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

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

1 year, 1986-361

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

Number of eligible Percentage of fami- | Average amount for
tamilies— lies having >~ families having$—
Avterage
Occupational group, family et sur-
type, and income class Re Report- | Plusor
>port- ing ex- deficit .
_ ing pendi- (=) Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Defleit
income* tures
63} 2) @) ) %) 6) &) [t)]
All families
$500-$749 119 16 —$408 12.3 68.4 $8 $598
$750-8999__ 326 44 -195 30.9 59.4 45 362
$1,000-$1,24¢ 633 .89 —96 48.5 38.3 52 316
$1,250-$1, 855 142 —86 51.0 4.6 67 269
$1,600-81,749 .. aeeas 1,015 162 —56 62.4 35.8 87 307
$1,750-81,999_____ .. .. ... 1,088 195 -—20 58.2 35.5 139 284
$2,000-$2,240___ 1,061 166 —-14 61.2 35.5 154 304
$2,250-82,499___ 745 144 49 L7 27.2 165 254
$2,500-$2,999.___ - 1,309 210 62 69.2 28.0 228 343
$3,000-$3,499 e 746 160 58 66.5 319 289 420
434 113 152 77.2 22.8 335 469
235 88 154 70.8 29.2 551 808
307 95 271 75.3 21.3 667 1,084
96 43 579 76.8 23.2 1,509 2,539
132 36 3,690 83.3 16.7 4, 586 1,377
119 16 —408 12.3 68.4 8 508
248 37 —-100 36.2 55.4 50 213
434 67 -32 50.6 37.0 57 165
491 79 -—43 57.7 37.2 76 234
530 66 5 67.6 32.4 96 185
$1,750-81,999.. .. .. 507 68 —45 53.6 40.4 157 319
$2,000-$2,249.___ 370 43 —58 46.8 53.2 162 252
$2,250-$2,499.___ 265 38 48 72.0 25.8 186 333
$2,600~$2,999___ 531 63 63 68.2 29.8 217 285
$3,000-$3,499___ 198 32 -—80 60.7 39.3 277 631
$3,500-$3,999_ . ..o 78 16 228 86.0 14.0 378 693
$750-8999. ..o 78 7 -—495 4.1 7.8 7 691
$1,000-$1,249___ 199 22 -235 44.0 41.0 34 610
$1,250-$1,409___ 269 35 —176 32.2 65.4 50 204
$1,500-$1,749___ - 856 43 —~115 56.1 39.1 7% 402
$1,750-81,999. s 398 48 33 66.6 28.5 131 186
$2,000-$2,249________________.._. 460 53 50 75.3 20.1 143 289
$2,250-$2,499___ 294 41 67 73.4 26.6 142 139
$2,500-$2,999___ 432 49 70 68.8 28.0 218 286
X ,499___ - 251 38 120 68.2 27.6 223 116
$3,600-$3,999. . .. ______.___ 144 19 100 4.7 25.3 230 285
Independent business
$1,260-$1,499_______.._______.___ 57 12 24 87.5 12.5 53 176
$1,500~$1,749_._ 69 17 —113 76.2 23.8 &6 651
$1,750-$1,999___ 67 34 59 39.7 35.7 128 308
$2,000-$2,249_______ 91 23 —86 55.4 34.2 173 532
$2,250-$2,499 ..o .. ___. 4“4 10 —82 53.4 46.6 120 313
$2,500-82,999___ s 110 23 —34 8L9 18.1 238 1,265
$3,000-$3,499___ 76 23 -21 58.8 41.2 316 502
,600~$3,999_ 40 16 54 62.2 37.8 503 685
$4,000-$4,999_ 34 13 131 67.6 32.4 617 883
$5,000-$7,499____ . ____.____. 7 18 —91 76.1 23.9 611 2,326
7,500-$9,999. .o caaeeen 20 8 1,401 66.7 33.3 2,504 988
$10,000 and over. 43 10 541 69.0 3L0 1,609 2,035
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TasLE 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 eligible Percentage of fami- | Average amount for
families— lies having— families having—
Average
Occupational group, family neltlsur-
type, and income class Report- | Bus or
Report- ing ex- defleit
ing beadr. | (=) | Surplus | Defieit | Surplus | Deficit
income tures
(¢} 2) 3) 6] ) 6) (] ®)
Independent professional
$1,250-$1,499__________..__._.... 4 3 —$762 |-ccmcaanen . $762
$1,500-$1,749_ 10 6 ~435 | ccceeaeas 3 435
$1,750-$1,999_ 14 [ —454 (oL 3 454
$2,000-$2,249_ 25 8 —~45 52.0 48.0 $127 231
$2,250-$2,499_ o Coeeano. 18 14 —-96 4.4 42.6 115 345
$2,500-82,999_ .. oo 32 21 22 64.8 3L2 182 308
$3,000-$3,499. 28 20 55 6.4 34.5 274 328
$3,500~$3,999._ 26 22 —95 64.4 35.6 348 896
$4,000-34,999_ 40 14 —374 49.6 50. 4 681 1,413
$5,000-$7,499______ .. _._._.._ 53 23 535 85.9 4.1 652 177
$7,600-$9,999_ . __ .. __.._..__. 22 13| —1,491 85.1 34.9 1,051 6, 232
$10,000 and over.... 43 16 5, 954 89.8 10.2 6, 704 647
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499_ . _______.___.__.._ 4 2 M ) ) 4} (9]
$1,500-$1,749. 22 18 —144 42.3 57.7 118 336
$1,750-$1,999. 49 19 -21 76.6 23.4 82 359
$2,000-$2,249_ 51 17 18 51.4 41.1 189 192
$2,250-$2,499_____ ... ... 54 19 20 82.7 17.3 192 803
$2,500-$2,999_____ . ... .__. 91 22 147 66.0 30.2 361 301
$3,000-$3,499_ 99 23 93 69.2 30.8 324 425
$3,500-$3,999_ 69 15 354 913 8.7 393 57
,000-$4,999_ 61 29 252 75.4 24.6 517 561
$5,000-$7,499 88 26 157 64.4 23.6 439 534
$7,500-$9,999___ .. ... 35 13 738 81.9 18.1 972 331
$10,000 and over._. 38 [] 4, 559 88.6 11.4 5,158 96
Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,499_ ... .. ... 30 11 —98 46.7 32.3 43 365
$1,500-$1,749_ 28 12 —119 49.6 50. 4 79 313
$1,750-$1,999_ 53 20 -19 615 34.5 130 287
,000-$2,249. 64 22 —130 63.7 36.3 159 636
$2,250-$2,499_ .. .o ___ 70 22 113 73.6 26. 4 178 68
$2,500-82,999. . _____________.__. 113 32 67 66.8 26.6 229 323
$3,000-$3,499. 94 24 208 79.5 20.5 409 571
$3,500-$3,999_ 77 25 129 72.5 27.5 348 447
$4,000-$4,999_ 100 32 313 77.6 22.4 518 397
$5,000-$7,499___ _______________.. a5 29 498 78.8 21.2 887 048
$7,500-$9,999__ .. 19 9 1,819 91. 6 8.4 1,987 12
$10,000 and over_. _____._. 8 4 2,671 100.0 Jocmconens 2,671 | ..o_.
Family typg: Type 1
61 8 ~356 12.5 62.4 8 572
131 14 —124 28.8 56.0 38 239
223 19 —36 48. 4 30.6 37 176
275 37 —~64 58.0 40.3 57 241
324 39 —34 73.1 26.9 62 294
$1,750-81,999_ . _____________. 325 38 (6] 52.9 37.5 132 187
$2,000-$2,249. 307 43 -9 67.4 28.3 138 360
$2,250-$2,499_ 193 32 95 813 18.0 159 189
$2,500-$2,999_ 337 46 98 55.8 35.6 324 233
$3,000-$3,499. o omeoeaae 206 46 122 84.3 15.7 300 834

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TasLE 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 eligible Percentage of fami- | Average amount for
families— lies having— families having—
Average
- : : t sur-
Occupational group, family ne
type, and income class Re Report- | Blusor
port- ing ex- deficit .
ing pendi- -) Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
income trares
2) 3) 4) (5) 6) (4] ®)
Family type: Type I—Con
106 26 $292 8L7 18.3 $441 $372
64 20 387 88.0 12.0 652 1, 558
91 24 481 65.0 23.5 928 519
28 13 169 87.2 12.8 1,463 8,648
27 8 4, 646 83.7 16.3 5,677 650
35 5 —408 20.0 80.0 15 514
127 19 —-110 27.8 62.9 50 197
253 42 —76 57.1 34.8 65 325
355 68 —56 47.9 44.4 75 207
397 70 —39 55.7 39.9 90 223
443 N1 —34 62.1 37.3 114 282
434 69 25 616 36.2 166 213
300 70 79 67.7 30.0 186 157
$2,500-$2,999___ 487 83 108 80.4 18.0 205 317
$3,000-$3.499_ . _.______ A7 62 -5 55.9 42.0 279 383
$3,500-$3,990.________.__ 130 42 39 67.7 32.3 264 433
$4,000-%4,999. . 80 31 116 69.3 30.7 580 928
$5,000-$7,499___ 107 42 524 91. 6 8.4 664 t, 000
$7,500-$9,999_____ 29 16 1,033 87.4 12.6 1,439 2,032
$10,000 and over 44 16 2,773 68.9 3L1 4,376 778
Types IVand V
$500-$749_ . ... .. 23 3 —544 | . _____.__ 66.7 |ocooma . 816
$750-3999__. .. _ 68 11 ~—489 40.9 59.1 51 263
$1,000-$1,249___ 157 28 —214 34.7 54.6 43 419
$1,250-$1,499___ 225 37 —158 47.3 50.3 72 382
$1,500-$1,749___. ... 204 53 —104 59.9 40.1 114 429
$1,750-81,909___________. 320 66 =21 58.2 30.9 182 411
$2,000-$2,249___ 320 54 ~72 54.8 41.5 151 373
$2,250-$2,499._ . 252 42 —23 69. 1 30.9 143 395
$2,500-$2,999___ 485 81 —8 67.2 32.8 204 442
X ,499_ .. 293 52 64 63.0 34.7 281 326
$3,500-$3,999__._________ 198 45 152 81.1 18.9 319 566
,000-$4,999_ 91 37 24 60.1 39.9 419 571
$5,000-$7,499. 109 29 ~153 68.0 32.0 460 1,456
$7,500-$9,999. __ 39 4 535 61.5 38.5 1, 626 1,208
$10,000 and over 61 12 3,712 93.4 6.6 4,271 4,197
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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, 19356-36 1

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

Number of eli- Aver- Household Con-
gible families age operation Eulr]- N = ttr_ibu-
Occupational group num- ——| Qish- Auto- | 9T | por. | Megi. or- | Hons
family type, snd Report-| Perof | Total | Food Fi[r.?; 7| Fuel ang C}gth- 10~ tn;i‘rg:: sonal | cal E:fitc)l:; brggc.o Ri%ad. efi?:?:la- gxe]g- (i)tglllg;
income class Report-| "D~ | persons light, Other | eauip- € | bilet [POTH [ “care | care & e ol
ing in- H per rhig er
pendi- F refrig- ment taxes 6
come? | Sreg | fAmily eration
@ ()] 3) (€3] ) 6) ) @® 9 1) | ay j a2 | a3 | Q9 | a8 | a8 { an | a8 | 19 Len | e
Average money expenditure in doliars
Al families
$500-$749____________ 119 16 2.9 1,037 432 306 55 36 6 87 oo 20 19 13 16 17 13 20 17 Joeees
$750-8999. .. ___.__ 326 44 3.0 1,058 440 276 78 29 25 63 3 22 20 21 19 21 12 11 12 []
$1,000-81,249._ ____ 633 89 3.1 1,208 481 303 83 41 24 71 11 32 22 51 23 31 14 2 17 2
$1,250-$1,499_____ 855 142 3.2 | 1,440 570 345 80 51 32 102 13 39 30 60 34 39 16 2 23 4
$1,600-$1,749_ .. ____ 1,015 162 3.2 1,660 629 398 85 57 27 123 33 42 34 78 4 43 20 4 40 3
$1,750-$1,999. _______.| 1,088 195 3.2 1,888 669 428 89 79 65 151 63 43 39 80 55 47 22 6 49 3
166 3.3 | 2,123 779 471 91 99 46 184 49 48 45 101 66 50 24 9 53 8
144 3.3 2,301 787 506 87 114 54 206 86 52 49 108 74 57 27 6 73 15
210 3.4 2,652 868 536 114 131 71 258 158 58 55 118 86 56 30 7 98 9
160 3.5 3,153 987 615 102 188 67 330 158 67 68 152 120 60 37 20 172 10
113 3.3 3,534 1,024 640 120 238 86 415 216 86 85 173 127 64 39 33 177 11
88 3.4 | 4,300} 1,194 841 124 372 98 454 174 113 81 184 180 84 45 91 256 9
95 3.2 5,582 1,402 | 1,032 131 574 116 588 285 172 109 266 217 82 54 90 442 23
43 3.2¢1 7,796 | 1,590 | 1,527 160 803 297 738 513 127 121 428 315 91 56 163 763 104
36 3.3 14,80 ] 2,710 2738 161 | 1,667 258 | 1,273 645 471 218 631 960 138 98 377 | 2, 427 58

See p. 147 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 eli- | Aver- Household | gy, Con-
gible families age operation nish- A Other| p M For tribu-
Occupational group, num- _ : Nath. | AUto- - er- | Medi- . _ B . | tions
family type, and | TReport.| berof | Totel | Food | FoiS"| "pyq, ang | Cing | o | porta: | somal | eal * SR e | e odmen-| 14 | Roms
income class Heport- ing ex- | persons light, equip- bile tion | care | care tion | Der-
g 10~ | pendi. | |, ber refrig- | Other n(}enlt) sonal
come | Yres | family eration taxes
@ 2 (&) €] (&) ©) (&) ® (9) 1) | ) | (12 | Q3) | a9 | a5 | a6 | an | a8 [ a9 | 20 | @)
All families Percentage of to!al money expenditures
$5OO-$749_,4___,___,» 119 16 2.9 100.0 41.7 29.5 5.3 3.5 0.6 5.5 |ooooo 2.% 1.8 1.3 1.5 1.6 1.3 1.9 L6
$750-$999_.... 326 44 3.0 100.0 41.6 26.1 7.4 2.7 2.4 5.9 0.3 2.1 1.9 2.0 1.8 2.0 11 1.0 1.1 0.6
$1,000-81,249. _ 633 89 3.1 100. 0 39.8 25.1 6.9 3.4 2.0 5.9 .9 2.6 1.8 4.2 1.9 2.6 1.1 .2 1.4 .2
$1,250‘$1,499.. - 855 142 3.2 100.0 39.6 24.0 5.5 3.5 2.2 7.1 .9 2.7 2.1 4.2 2.4 2.7 1.1 .1 1.6 .3
$1,500-$1,749_ ... ... 1,015 162 3.2 | 100.0 38.0 4.0 5.1 3.4 1.6 7.4 2.0 2.5 2.0 4.7 2.7 2.6 1.2 .2 2.4 .2
$1,750-$1,999_ ... . 1,088 195 3.2 100.0 35.4 22,7 4.7 4.2 3.4 8.0 3.3 2.3 2.1 4.2 2.9 2.5 1.2 .8 2.6 .2
$2,000-$1,249__ Sl 1,061 166 3.3 100.0 36.7 22.2 4.3 4.7 2.2 8.7 2.3 2.3 2.1 4.7 3.1 2.3 1.1 .4 2.5 .4
$2,250-$2,499_ _ 745 144 3.3 | 100.0 34.2 22.0 3.8 4.9 2.3 8.9 3.7 2.3 2.1 4.7 3.2 2.5 1.2 .3 3.2 .7
$2,500-$2,999_ . 11,309 210 3.4 100.0 32.8 20.2 4.3 4.9 2,7 9.7 6.0 2.2 2.1 4.4 3.2 2.1 1.1 .3 3.7 .3
$3,000-$3,499. _.___.._ 746 160 3.5 100.0 31.3 19.5 3.2 6.0 2.1 10.5 5.0 2.1 2.2 4.8 3.8 1.9 1.2 .6 5.5 .3
$3,500-$3,999__.____.. 434 113 3.3 100.0 29.1 18.2 3.4 6.7 2.4 11.7 6.1 2.4 2.4 4.9 3.6 1.8 1.1 .9 5.0 .3
,000-$4,999_.______. 235 88 3.4 160.0 27.8 19.5 2.9 8.6 2.3 10.5 4.1 2.6 1.9 4.3 4.2 2.0 1.0 2.1 6.0 .2
$5,000-$7,499_ .. _____. 307 95 3.2 100. 0 25.1 18.5 2.3 10.3 2.1 10.5 5.1 3.1 2.0 4.7 3.9 1.5 1.¢ 1.6 7.9 .4
$7,500— $9,999_______ .. 96 43 3.2 100.0 20. 4 19.6 2.0 10.3 3.8 9.5 6.6 1.6 1.6 5.5 4.0 1.2 .7 2.1 9.8 1.3
$100008nd over...._. 132 36 3.3 100.0 18.2 18.5 1.1 11.2 1.7 8.6 4.4 3.2 1.5 4.2 6.5 .9 .7 2.5 16.4 .4
Occupational group: Average money expenditure in dollars
Wape earner
$500-$749. ... 119 16 291 1,038 432 306 55 36 6 57§ o o. 30 19 14 16 17 13 20 17 ).
$750-$999_ ... ... 248 37 3.0 990 422 252 79 24 31 53 5 16 18 19 16 22 12 3 12 6
$1,000-81,249. . ____ ... 434 67 3.1 1,151 489 285 78 34 25 63 1 29 21 36 25 33 13 1 16 2
$1,250-$1,499__.______ 491 79 3.3 1,372 591 306 79 39 24 101 11 36 29 36 36 40 16 2 24 2
$1,500-81,749___.___.. 530 66 3.3 1, 595 629 372 89 49 32 115 34 41 34 58 34 49 18 2 36 3
$1,750-$1,999. .. ... 507 68 3.3 1,910 685 389 100 70 103 154 69 40 38 77 54 54 20 6 47 4
$2,000—$2 249, ... 370 43 3.51 2177 810 435 91 84 65 202 85 42 44 98 89 50 23 8 53 8
$2,250-$2,499 265 38 3.5 2297 780 464 89 87 70 187 144 45 48 125 80 62 24 ] 71 15
$2,500—$2,999 531 63 3.5 2667 871 480 123 101 89 284 189 55 55 122 93 50 28 6 111 10
$3,000-$3,499 198 32 4.0 , 287 1 1,005 572 126 157 65 352 255 57 72 195 124 58 31 18 194 [}
$3,500-$3,999 78 16 3.6 3,393} 1,028 513 158 156 106 370 237 97 75 183 176 68 37 34 154 1
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Percentage of total money expenditures
Wage earne:

119 16 2.9 100.0 41.7 29.5 5.3 3.5 0.6 [ 2N R, 2.9 i.8 1.3 1.5 1.6 1.3 L9 1.6 ...
248 37 3.0 100.0 42.7 25.5 8.0 2.4 3.1 5.4 0.5 1.6 1.8 1.9 1.6 2.2 1.2 .3 1.2 0.6
434 67 3.1 100.0 42.4 4.8 6.8 2.9 2.2 5.5 At 2.8 1.8 3.1 2.2 2.9 1.1 .1 1.4 .2
491 7% 3.3 100.0 43.2 22.4 5.8 2.8 1.7 7.4 .8 2.6 2.1 2.6 2.6 2.9 1.2 .1 1.7 1
530 66 3.3 100.0 39.6 23.3 5.6 3.1 2.0 7.2 2.1 2.5 2.1 3.6 2.1 3.1 1.1 .1 2.3 .2
507 68 3.3 100.0 35.9 20.4 5.2 3.7 5.4 8.1 3.6 2.1 2.0 4.0 2.8 2.8 1.0 .3 2.5 .2
370 43 3.5 100.6 37.2 20.0 4.2 3.8 3.0 9.3 3.9 1.9 2.0 4.5 3.2 2.3 1.1 4 2.4 .8
265 38 3.5 100.0 34.0 20.2 3.9 3.8 3.0 8.1 6.2 2.0 2.1 5.4 3.5 2.7 1.0 3 3.1 N
531 63 3.5 100.0 32.6 18.0 4.6 3.8 3.3 10.6 7.1 2.1 2.1 4.6 3.5 1.9 1.0 .2 4.2 .4
198 32 4.0 100.0 30.6 17.4 3.8 4.8 2.0 10.7 7.8 1.7 2.2 59 3.8 1.8 .9 .5 59 .2

8 16 3.6 100.0 30.4 15.1 4.7 4.6 3.1 10.9 6.9 2.9 2.2 5.4 52 2.0 1.1 1.0 4.5 (%

Average money expenditure in dollars
Clerica:

$750-8999_____________ 78 7 291 1,270 495 352 74 43 3 95 | ... 39 26 29 28 20 13 36 12 5
$1,000-$1,249_ . . 199 22 2.1 1,332 465 343 92 58 22 89 36 37 24 83 17 26 15 6 18 1
$1,250-$1,499_ _ - 269 35 3.1 1, 561 558 382 87 66 54 102 18 46 32 96 31 37 18 1 26 7
$1,500-$1,749_ . 356 43 3.2( 1,718 633 424 80 60 17 120 25 45 33 115 55 34 22 8 45 2

$1,750-$1,999 .. .. __. 398 48 3.1 1,854 6562 458 79 78 33 143 72 45 41 74 54 41 21 8 55| (%
$2,000-$2,249 460 53 3.3 | 2,054 786 467 96 98 39 163 25 52 42 96 63 50 24 8 14 3
$2,250-$2,499_ _ 204 41 3.2 2.265 805 527 80 120 40 210 54 53 50 96 72 52 28 8 A5 7
$2,500~$2,999._ . 432 49 3.4 2,620 869 560 110 131 54 237 168 62 55 99 86 60 32 5 91 11
,000-$3,4 251 38 3.5 3,127 1,056 629 85 172 54 321 103 75 68 127 120 62 40 33 175 7
,500-$3, 144 19 3.3 | 3,497 1,003 626 114 206 61 471 241 75 95 161 97 67 35 15 213 17

Percentage of total money expenditures
Clerica

$750-$990______.___.__ 78 7 2.9 100. 0 39.1 21.7 5.8 3.4 0.2 7.6 |oaeees 3.1 2.0 2.3 2.2 1.6 1.0 2.8 0.9 0.4
$1,000-$1,249_ _ - 199 22 2.1 100. 0 34.9 25.7 6.9 4.4 1.6 6.7 2.7 2.8 1.8 6.2 1.3 2,0 1.1 .4 1.4 1
$1,250-$1,499 . _ - 269 35 3.1 100. ¢ 35.8 24. 5 5.6 4.2 3.5 6.5 11 2.9 2.0 6.1 2.0 2.4 1.2 i 1.7 4
$1,500-81,749. _ . 356 43 3.2 100. 0 36.8 24,7 4.7 3.5 1.0 7.0 1.4 2.6 1.9 6.7 3.2 2.0 1.3 .5 2.6 .

$1,750-$1,999_ .. _____ 398 48 3.1 100. 0 35.2 A.7 4.3 4.2 1.8 7.7 3.9 2.4 2.2 4.0 2.9 2.2 1.1 4 O

$2,000-$2,249_ . ______. 460 53 3.3 100.0 38.4 22.7 4.7 4.8 1.9 7.9 1.2 2.5 2.0 4.7 3.1 2.4 1.2 .4 21|
$2,250-$2,499_ _ 294 41 3.2 100. 0 35.5 2.3 3.5 5.3 1.8 9.3 2.3 2.3 2.2 4.2 3.2 2.3 1.2 .4 2.9 .3
$2,500-$2,999._ _ 432 49 3.4 100.0 33.1 210 4.2 5.0 2.1 9.0 6.4 2.4 2.1 3.8 3.3 2.3 1.2 .2 3.5 .4
$3,000-$3,499_ _ 251 38 3.5 100. 0 33.8 20.1 2.7 5.5 1.7 10.3 3.3 2.4 2.2 4.1 3.8 2.0 1.3 L0 5.6 .2
$3.500-33,999_ __ . 144 19 3.3 100. 6 28.7 17.9 3.3 5.9 1.7 13.5 6.9 2.1 2.7 4.6 2.8 1.9 1.0 .4 6.1 5

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown
See p. 147 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, 1936-36—Continued

Number of eli- { , . Household Con-
gible families age operation Fuﬁ- oth F tribu-
ish- ; - | tions
Occupational group, num- s Auto- O [ Per- | Medi- or
family type, and Report.| berof | Total | Food | BOUS"| gy g |Cing | mo- | potar | somal | eal 1 EEETE T | RO oen| pare | oomes
income class Report-| 1 FP0™| persons| MU ot ol €| bile |PD care | care 1% per S
ing in- | ngex-| "0 ght, | oyper | equip jon jon | sona
come pendi- family re[r;g- ment taxes
° | tures eration
(1) 2 ®) ) ) ©) ) ®) (©)] 10 [ ) | a2 [ a3 | a9 | 15 | a6 | a9 § a8 | Q9 | @0 | @y
Average money expenditure in dollars
Independent business
$1,250-$1,499_ . ___._ 57 12 3.3 L,379 492 422 67 67 14 86 10 23 26 91 21 38 10 1 12| *®
$1,500-$1,749 . 69 17 3.2 1,74 635 405 81 65 28 174 54 31 38 52 53 52 18 1 40 7
$1,750-$1,999 67 34 3.1| L8783 646 480 89 103 44 151 29 34 41 91 48 38 21 1 40 17
$2,000-$2,249 91 23 3.1 2,173 744 568 87 130 24 190 30 39 57 110 50 54 18 3 66 3
$2,250-$2,499_ _.._... 44 10 3.3| 2,45 739 560 114 139 53 183 23 50 36 122 51 84 25 5 135 96
110 23 3.4 2,792 915 636 126 199 43 66 51 59 141 80 60 28 14 90 4
76 23 3.7 3,148 939 724 121 283 62 313 150 61 70 118 87 73 34 4 106 3
40 16 3.6 3,722) 1,143 740 134 282 52 371 131 83 77 207 145 83 36 79 155 4
34 13 3.81 4213} 1,225 906 118 450 101 428 94 102 76 179 175 115 44 58 124 18
71 18 3.3| 5886 | 1,574 | 1,153 135 696 7 606 304 104 117 361 205 89 46 41 366 12
20 8 3.3 7,101 | 1,532} 1,541 137 733 107 546 568 121 103 159 277 142 38 100 969 28
43 10 3.6 | 14,200 | 2,417 | 2,808 183 | 1,767 354 | 1,365 433 379 183 731 829 155 97 514 {1,779 116
Percentage of total money expenditures
Independent business
$1,250-$1,490 . _____._ 57 12 3.3{ 100.0 35.7 30.8 4.9 4.9 1.0 6.2 0.7 17 1.8 6.6 L5 2.7 0.7 0. 09| ™
$1,500-$1,749_ 69 17 3.2 100.0 36.6 23. 4 4.7 3.7 1.6] 10.0 3.2 18 2.2 3.0 3.0 3.0 11 (™ 2.3 0.4
$1,750-$1,999 67 34 3.1| 100.0 4.5 25.6 4.8 5.5 2.3 8.1 L5 1.8 2.2 4.9 2.6 2.0 1.1 .1 2.1 .9
$2,000-$2,249 _ - 91 23 3.1 100.0 34.3 26.2 4.0 6.0 L1 8.7 1.4 1.8 2.6 5.1 2.3 2.5 .8 .1 3.0 .1
$2,250-$2,499_ . ____.._ 44 10 3.3} 100.0 30.6 23.2 4.7 5.7 2.2 7.6 1.0 2.1 L5 5.0 2.1 3.5 L0 .2 5.6 4.0
110 23 3.4 100.0 32.9 22.8 4.5 7.1 1.51 10.9 2.4 1.8 2.1 5.1 2.9 2.1 1.0 .5 3.2 .1
76 23 3.7 100.0 20.9 2.1 3.8 9.0 2.0 9.9 4.7 19 2.2 3.7 2.8 2.3 1.1 .1 3.4 .1
40 16 3.6 100.0 30.6 19.9 3.6 7.6 1.4} 10.0 3.5 2.2 2.1 5.6 3.9 2.2 1.0 2.1 4.2 .1
34 13 3.8{ 100.0 29.1 21.5 2.8 10.7 2.41 10.2 2.3 2.4 1.8 4.2 4.2 2.7 L0 1.4 2.9 .4
71 18 3.3 | 100.0 26.7 19.6 23| 1L.8 1.3] 10.3 52 1.8 2.0 6.1 3.5 L5 .8 .7 6.2 .2
$7,500-$0,999_ . 20 8 3.3 100.0 21.6 21.8 L9 10.3 15 7.7 8.0 1.7 L5 2.2 3.9 2.0 .5 1.4 13.6 .4
$10,000 and over..__. 43 10 3.6 100.0 17.1 20.6 1.3] 12.4 2.5 9.8 3.0 2.7 1.3 5.1 5.8 11 .7 3.6 12.5 .8
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lndepenﬂmtl profes- Average money expenditure in dollars
siona,
$1,250-$1,499_.___.... 4 3 3.51 2,078 583 504 103 126 52 176 foeeeoeo 140 58 160 54 37 28 2 56 |coaes
$1,500-$1,749_ 10 6 2.7} 2,001 738 457 75 156 12 133 38 42 42 76 63 32 28 1 100 8
$1,750-$1,999_ 14 6 3.0 2207 811 468 81 236 9 183 7 58 46 92 102 3 2 ™ [ 2 .
$2,000-$2,249__. 25 8 241 2,120 616 515 78 175 55 177 12 49 35 156 112 28 31 * 70 9
$2,250-$2,499_ . _._. 18 14 3.1 2,454 766 584 93 180 87 238 74 44 52 89 82 40 26 2 94 3
$2,500-$2,999 . ...._. 32 21 3.2| 2,69 887 640 104 254 42 257 82 53 51 84 75 45 37 17 67 4
$3,000-$3,499_ . _._____ 28 20 3.2 3,069 927 695 102 235 69 287 94 56 58 132 126 46 45 23 158 16
$3,500-$3,999_ _ .. _.._. 26 22 3.1 3,839 1,003 732 84 470 104 407 142 85 84 121 125 60 39 99 182 12
$4,000-$4,999_ ... 40 14 3.4 | 5082 1,253 1,065 99 610 140 560 158 197 86 112 197 82 41 150 316 16
$5,000-$7,499. .. _____ 53 23 3.2 5332 1,370] 1,02 129 664 108 610 180 93 114 125 228 82 56 103 415 29
$7,500-$9,999 _____ 22 13 3.4 (10,251 | 1,906 | 2,206 250 | 1,442 344 964 342 205 119 690 365 88 59 116 7585 100
$10,000 and over 43 16 3.4 | 17,060 | 3,128 { 2,915 152 | 1,889 205 | 1,311 679 709 253 588 | 1,268 196 83 487 | 3,174 23
Independen. profes- Percentage of total money expenditures
siona
1,250-$1,499. . ... 4 3 3.5 | 100.0 2.1 4.2 5.0 6.1 2.5 84 | .. 6.7 2.8 7.7 2.6 1.8 L3 0.1 27 |oecaee
1,500-$1,749__ ... 10 6 2.7 100.0 37.0 22.9 3.7 7.8 .6 6.6 1.9 2.1 2.1 3.8 3.1 L6 L4 (M 5.0 0.4
1,750-$1.999. . ______ 14 6 3.0 100.0 36.8 21.2 3.7] 10.7 .4 8.3 .3 2.6 2.1 4.2 4.6 1.9 13| ) U I D,
$2,000-$2,249_ _____.__ 25 8 2.4} 100.0 29.1 24.3 3.7 8.2 2.6 8.3 .6 2.3 16 7.4 5.3 1.3 L6 (% 3.3 4
2,250-$2,499 . ________ 18 4 3.1 100.0 314 23.8 3.8 7.3 3.5 9.7 3.0 L8 2.1 3.6 3.3 1.6 11 .1 3.8 .1
$2,500-$2,999 32 21 3.2] 100.0 32.9 23.7 3.8 9.4 1.6 9.5 3.0 2.0 1.9 3.1 2.8 1.7 1.4 .6 2.5 B
$3,000-$3 28 20 3.2 | 100.0 30.4 22.6 3.3 7.7 2.2 9.4 3.0 L8 19 4.3 4.1 L5 1.5 7 5.1 ]
,500- 26 22 3.1 100.0 28.5 19.1 2.2 12.2 2.7 10.6 3.7 2.2 2.2 3.2 3.2 1.6 1.0 2.6 4.7 .3
4,000 40 14 3.4 100.0 24.6 21.0 L9 12.0 2.8 110 3.1 3.9 1.7 2.2 3.9 16 .8 3.0 6.2 .3
5,000 53 23 3.2 100.0 25.8 19.3 2.4 12.5 20 114 3.4 1.7 2.1 2.3 4.3 15 11 1.9 7.8 )
7,500~ 22 13 3.4 100.0 18.6 2L5 24| 14.1 3.4 9.4 3.3 2.0 1.2 6.7 3.6 .8 .6 1.1 7.4 3.9
10,000 43 16 3.4 100.0 18.3 17.1 .9 1.1 1.2 7.7 4.0 4.2 L5 3.4 7.4 L1 .5 2.9 18.6 .1
Salaried business Average money expenditure in dollars
$1,250-81,499_ . ... 4 21 M 1) §)) ($)) ) ) ) 1) 1) 1) 1) ) ) ()] ) Q)] 43} [$]
$1,500-$1,749. ... 22 18 28] 1,7 595 482 85 90 34 119 83 44 37 47 52 39 19 ™ 43 2
$1,750-$1,999________. 49 19 2.9 1,867 669 467 81 94 30 165 10 39 45 107 38 49 22 1 48 2
$2,000-$2,249______.__ 51 17 3.2 | 2,074 702 536 86 108 21 178 41 54 43 109 52 52 24 2 65 1
$2,250-$2,499_ . ... _._. 54 19 3.3] 2,404 821 500 95 170 37 242 68 64 54 128 64 55 29 2 74 1
$2,500-$2,899_ . _._.__ 91 22 3.4 2,550 848 591 87 135 51 222 117 51 60 136 64 63 28 8 84 5
$3.000-4$3,499_ 89 2 3.3 3,106 943 588 103 209 107 320 109 78 72 164 135 64 36 19 157 2
$3,500-$3,999_ 69 15 3.4 3,443 999 689 121 217 112 363 144 94 85 177 126 55 41 20 198 2
$4,000-$4,909_ 61 29 3.5 4,170 | 1,237 787 145 284 83 440 253 78 77 172 134 7 42 73 280 5
$5,000-$7,499. 88 25 31| 5749 1,337 | L,109 116 505 82 588 435 214 115 276 222 96 53 92 498 11
$7,500-$9,999_ ... 35 13 29 7,541 1,625 1,318 149 629 186 792 712 101 157 443 377 99 61 138 746 8
$10,000 and over._..._ 38 6 2.8 | 13,513 | 2,610 | 2,299 153 | 1,311 240 | 1,207 808 358 213 632 880 47 122 85 | 2,539 9
*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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Digitized for FRASER

TasLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation. family

lype, and income, wn 1 year, 1935-38—Continued

Number of eli-

v 1 ¢ Aver- Household Con-
gible families age operation F.ulg~ ot . tribu-
i nish- er i or- | tions
QOccupational group, num- . : _| Auto- _| Per- | Medi- ~ | R
ey w06, a0 | Tpopor| berol | Total | Fooa | BoU | fngs 1 Clot| “mo-” | S0 | somat | cal - |Regter) T | Read| mal | and | ouber
income class Report-| 1P| persons £ aasy ’ € | bile | PO care | care g |educa-{ per- |liems
5 ing ex- light, equip- tion tion | sonal
ingin-} 045 | per refrig- | Other | eng taxes
come | BEICS | family eration
) @ 3) 4 (5) ® ] @ @ jan fap jav las [ an | an [ ae | an | a8 | a9 | @ | @
Percentage of total money expenditure«
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499__. ... 4 2 f) U] 1) ) 1) 3] 58] (7] [§] (50 [§] 1) (1) M (9] 1) [§4] 1)
$1,500-$1,749_ _ 22 18 2.8 100.0 33.6 27.2 4.8 5.1 19 6.7 4.7 2.5 2.1 2.7 2.9 2.2 L1 ™ 2.4 0.1
$1,750-$1,999. _ 49 19 2.9 100.0 35.9 25.1 4.3 5.0 1.6 8.8 .5 2.1 2.4 5.7 2.0 2.6 1.2 0.1 2.6 .1
$2,000-$2,249. _ b1 17 3.2} 100.0 33.9 25.8 4.1 5.2 L0 8.6 2.0 2.6 2.1 5.3 2.5 2.5 1.2 1 1] (™
$2,250-$2,499. __._.... 54 19 3.3 | 100.0 34.1 20.8 4.0 7.1 .51 10.1 2.8 2.7 2.2 5.3 2.7 2.3 L2 .1 3.1 %
$2,500-$2,909__ . __.___ 91 22 3.4 100.0 33.3 23.2 3.4 5.3 2.0 8.7 4.5 2.0 2.4 5.3 2.6 2.5 L1 .3 3.3 .2
$3,000-$3,499_ _ 99 23 3.3 100.0 30.4 18.9 3.3 6.7 3.4 10.3 3.5 2.6 2.3 5.3 4.3 2.1 12 .6 5.1 .1
$3,500-$3,999_ . 69 156 3.4 | 100.0 29.0 20.0 3.5 6.3 3.3 10.5 4.2 2.7 2.5 5.1 3.7 1.6 L2 .6 658 ™
$4,000-$4,999_ . - 61 29 3.5( 100.0 29.7 18.9 3.5 6.8 2.0} 10.6 6.1 1.9 L8 4.1 3.2 1.9 L0 1.7 6.7 .1
$5,000-$7,409_ ____._.. 88 25 3.1] 100.0 23.2 19.3 2.0 %8 1.4} 10.2 7.6 3.7 2.0 4.8 3.9 1.7 .9 L6 R7 .2
$7,500-$9,999_ __._.... 35 i3 2.9 100.0 2.5 17.5 2.0 .3 2.5 10.5 9.5 1.3 2.1 5.9 5.0 L3 .8 1.8 9.9 W1
$10,000 and over.._.._ 38 6 2.8 100.0 19.4 17.0 L1 9.7 1.8 8.9 6.0 2.6 1.6 4.7 6.5 .3 .9 .6 188 N
Average money expenditure in dollars
Salariea professional -
$1,250-$1,499_ . __.__ 30 11 2.6 1,497 493 473 55 80 11 129 (L. 16 31 65 32 36 21 12 8 5
$1,600-81,749._ . 28 12 3.0} 1,782 549 448 93 66 67 184 30 69 52 53 53 35 26 20 36 2
$1,750-81,999. . 53 20 3.0 , 885 615 474 7% 86 20 171 49 59 35 112 69 38 31 1 47 2
64 22 2.8 2,276 727 506 72 108 36 222 68 84 49 123 90 54 30 30 92 5
70 22 3.1 2,275 748 526 84 115 53 244 69 66 47 79 76 50 36 4 75 4
113 32 3.1 2,640 816 582 97 161 103 222 110 72 50 141 86 54 35 13 92 6
94 24 2.8 3,019 868 589 84 181 64 344 172 66 56 146 117 50 41 9 190 42
77 25 3.1] 3,625 993 671 96 208 103 429 283 88 81 185 126 51 48 33 121 9
100 32 3.11 4,097 1,133 762 123 305 90 430 160 105 33 220 203 k¢S 48 90 261 8
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5339 1,353 875 144 497 180 562 188 228 95 262 214 65 59 117 462

$5,000-87,499_ .. .__._. 95 29 8.2 33
$7,500-$9,999.. . _ 19 9 3.3 6,154 1,220 L,113 99 4568 649 578 287 90 76 379 185 24 63 331 584 18
$10,000 and over_.____ 8 4 3.8 112,493 | 2,503 3,008 137 | 1,624 107 896 835 227 248 328 388 160 69 440 | 1,364 159

2

% Percentage of total money expenditures

- Satarzed professional

tL $1,250-$1,499_ . ... 30 1 2.6 | 100.0 33.0 31,7 3.7 5.3 0.7 8.6 | cicene 3.1 2.1 4.3 2.1 2.4 L4 0.8 0.5 0.3

o $1,500-$1,749___ 28 12 3.0 100.0 30.7 25.0 5.2 3.7 3.7| 10.6 1.7 3.9 2.9 3.0 3.0 2.0 L4 11 2.0 .1
$1,750-$1,999. __ 53 20 3.0 100.0 32.6 25.1 4.0 4.6 11 9.1 2.6 3.1 L9 5.9 3.7 2.0 L6 .1 2.5 .1
$2,000-32,249. .. 64 22 2.81 100.0 3.9 22.2 3.2 4.7 1.6 9.8 3.0 2.8 2.2 5.4 4.0 2.4 L3 1.3 4.0 .2

® $2,250-$2,499_ . ___._._ 70 22 3.1 100.0 32.9 23.1 3.7 5.1 2.3 10.7 3.0 2.8 2.1 3.5 3.3 2.2 L6 .2 3.3 .2
$2,500-82,999. ... 113 32 3.1| 100.0 3L0 22.0 3.7 6.1 3.9 8.4 4.2 2.7 L9 5.3 3.3 2.0 L3 .6 3.5 .2
$3,000-$3,499__ . 94 A4 2.8 | 100.0 28.8 19.5 2.8 6.0 2.1 11. 4 5.7 2.2 1.8 4.8 3.9 16 1.4 .3 6.3 L4
$3,500-$3,999__ _ 77 25 3.1 100.0 27.5 18.6 2.6 8.2 281 1.8 7.9 2.4 2.2 5.1 3.5 1.4 L3 .9 3.3 .5
$4,000-54,009_ . _ 100 32 3.1} 100.0 27.6 18.6 3.0 7.4 2.2 10.5 3.9 2.6 2.0 5.4 5.0 L9 L2 2.2 6.4 .1
$5,000-$7,499. ___._... 95 29 3.2 100.0 25.3 16.4 2.7 9.3 3.4| 10.5 3.5 4.3 1.8 4.9 4.0 1.2 L1 2.2 8.7 7
$7,500-$9,999_____..__ 19 9 3.3 100.0 19.8 18.1 L6 7.4 10.5 9.4 4.7 L5 12 6.2 3.0 .4 L0 5.4 9.5 .3
$10,000 and over...... 8 4 3.8 100.0 20.0 24.1 L1 13.0 .8 7.2 6.7 1.8 2.0 2.6 3.1 1.3 .6 3.5 10.9 1.3

Average money expenditure in dollars
Famity type: Type 1

$500-8749___ ... ... 61 8 2.0 982 387 337 53 35 4 48 |oceceee 35 17 12 10 20 12 12 [ooeee
$750-$999___ 131 14 2.0{ 1,016 416 306 62 25 24 62 ] 21 18 13 14 23 14 { .. 12 ...
$1,000-$1,249 223 19 2.0 | 1,127 420 305 70 40 34 56 15 32 21 54 21 29 13 1 16 (%)
$1,250-$1,499___ 276 37 20| 1,419 500 376 74 52 40 106 45 30 59 37 43 18 1 26 b
$1,500-$1,749 .. ____... 34 39 20| 1,637 570 435 70 51 22 126 48 47 32 57 54 41 21 2 57 4
$1,750-81,999_ . __._... 325 38 2.01 1,870 573 458 67 90 63 158 84 48 44 75 58 49 21 * 79 2
$2,000-$2,249___ 307 43 2.0 | 2,103 702 516 68 109 32 181 29 52 47 128 87 50 26 64 ]
$2,250-$2,499. . _ 193 32 2.0 2,258 703 521 66 115 57 202 149 51 47 61 88 57 32 108 1
$2,500-$2,999_ __ 337 46 2.0} 2,608 704 608 70 139 96 241 225 60 56 99 86 36 5 121 9
$3,000-$3,499. . . 206 46 2.0 3,161 869 610 72 191 66 341 214 60 71 98 123 60 42 1 323 20
$3,500-$3,999_ 106 26 2.0 3,420 875 602 67 242 108 43 252 100 8 160 137 65 41 16 202 26
$4,000-34,999._ 64 20 2.0 4166 | 1,018 816 88 349 119 495 140 102 77 124 267 106 49 27 386 3
$5,000-$7,499.. 91 24 2.0 5382 1,209 | 1,200 90 584 91 482 231 273 95 174 204 88 59 1n 577 14
$7,500-$9,999_ . _ 28 13 2.0} 8,460 1,221 | 2,075 120 714 583 652 567 105 98 704 401 79 65 8 948 130
$10,000 and over....._ 27 8 2.0 | 15,602 | 2,529 | 2,682 185 | 1,814 191 | 1,441 867 601 237 650 | 1,010 97 112 18 | 3,136 62

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown
fAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 each.
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TarLe 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupaiion, family
type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of eli- Household

gible families A:g?' operation Fiuﬁ- ot e t?i%];-

Occupational group, num- g s { Auto- | SR ] Per- | Medi- 1 me. ol | tions
family type, and Report.| der of | Total | Food Hi%us Fuel ;x:;gg Cilgéh mo- ‘;%:- sonal | cal E&%l: brggco R&ad eé!\‘l%la- and ?t?xlg:
income class Report-| +°POTV| persons g light, oo bile ptlon care | care ¢ |%ton | per- $

ing in- pegndi- per refriy. | Other e sonal

come | Hoes family eration taxes

1) (2) (€3] 4 ()] (6) @ [t} 9 ) | an | 12 a3 | 14 (15) (16) an 18) 19) (20) 21
Percentage of total money expenditures

a1 8 2.0 100.0 39.5 34.3 5.4 3.6 0.4 4.9 ... 3.6 1.7 12 L0 2.0 1.2 1.2

131 14 2.0} 100.0 40.8 30.0 6.1 2.5 2.4 6.1 0.6 2.1 1.8 1.3 1.4 2.3 1.4 1.2

223 19 2.0 100.0 37.3 27.1 6.2 3.5 3.0 5.0 L3 2.8 19 4.8 19 2.6 L1 1.4

275 37 2.0 100.0 35.2 26.5 5.2 3.7 2.8 7.5 .5 3.2 2.1 4.1 2.6 3.0 L3 1.8

324 39 2.0 100. 0 34.8 26.6 43 3.1 1.3 7.7 2.9 2.9 2.0 3.5 3.3 2.5 1.3 3.5
325 38 2.0 100.0 30.6 4.5 3.6 4.8 3.4 8.4 4.5 2.6 2.4 4.0 3.1 2.6 L2 4.2 .1
307 43 2.0 100.0 33.6 24.6 3.2 5.2 L5 8.6 1.3 2.5 2.2 6.1 41 2.4 L2 3.0 .4

193 32 2.0 100. 0 31.2 23.1 2.9 5.1 2.5 8.9 6.8 2.3 2.1 2.7 3.9 2.5 14 |oeeaa . 481
337 46 2.0 100.0 27.0 23.4 2,7 5.3 3.7 9.2 8.6 2.3 2.1 3.8 3.3 2.1 1.4 R 4.6 .3
$3, 000-$3 499, . oo 206 46 2.0 100.0 27.6 19.3 2.3 6.0 2.1 10.8 6.8 L9 2.2 3.1 3.9 L9 1.3 *) 10.2 .6
$3,500-$3,999. .. ______ 106 26 2.0 100.0 25.6 17.6 2,0 7.1 3.1 12.9 7.4 2.9 2.4 4,7 4.0 1.9 12 .5 5.9 .8
$4,000-%4,999. _ . _ 64 20 2.0 | 100.0 24. 5 19.6 2.1 8.4 2.9 1.9 3.9 2.4 18 3.0 6.4 2.5 L2 .6 9.3 .1
$5,000-$7,499_. .. 91 24 2.0{ 100.0 22.5 22.3 L7 10.8 L7 8.9 4.3 5.1 1.8 3.2 3.8 1.6 1.1 .2 10.7 .3
$7, ,999_ . oo.o. 28 13 2.0 100.0 14.5 24.6 1.4 8.4 6.9 7.7 6.6 1.2 1.2 8.3 4.7 .9 .8 .1 1.2 L5
$10,000 and [017: S 27 8 2.0 100.0 16.2 17.2 1L0| 1.6 1.2 9.2 5.6 3.9 L5 4,2 6.5 .6 .7 1 2.1 .4
Average money expenditure in dollars
Types 11 and 111 verag ¥ expenditure in

35 5 3.8( 1,075 503 329 41 24 12 53 [acmeene 25 20 12 12 17 13 2 12 ...
127 19 3.4 1,003 419 274 79 26 35 44 3 15 19 23 14 19 11 *) 8 14
253 42 3.3 1,207 492 291 79 35 25 80 8 29 24 40 29 38 15 1 18 3
$1,250-81, 499_ evomeae 355 68 3.4 1,402 570 320 76 46 34 94 18 32 29 71 31 40 15 3 20 3
$1,500-$1,749_ . _____. 397 70 3.4 1,645 636 400 83 60 35 117 24 36 37 79 40 45 18 13 3 1
$1,750-$1,999. . __.__._ 443 91 3.5 1,913 709 435 98 76 51 149 61 38 37 86 54 47 21 4 41 6
$2,000—$2,249. .- 434 69 357 2,11 789 464 105 50 180 62 40 41 95 58 47 22 10 53 1
2,250~$2,409 300 70 3.5 2, 269 793 491 90 125 60 207 56 49 50 120 74 54 26 8 57 8
2,500-$2,999_ _ 487 83 3.6 2,592 916 528 111 148 59 239 128 45 118 48 28 6 82 4
$3,000-$3,499 247 62 3.4 3,212 993 00 233 71 316 110 63 61 221 121 58 36 16 122 8
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130 42 3.5 37184 1063 718 127 332 79 405 278 52 82 170 123 56 10 23 159 1
80 31 3.5 4,362 | 1,166 939 110 474 81 425 174 114 79 222 146 90 42 47 241 12
107 42 3.41 5343} 1,348 983 127 609 148 589 253 135 97 229 190 57 16 63 447 22
29 16 3.6 7,260 1,645| 1,238 164 951 163 696 505 119 129 390 282 91 60 142 664 21
44 16 3.5 13,877 | 2,508 2, 653 208 | 1,769 356 | 1,293 609 327 204 648 718 189 87 403 | 1,777 43
Percentage of total money expenditures

35 5 3.8 100.0 46.9 30.6 3.8 2.2 11 4.9 (... 2.3 1.9 L1 1.1 16 1.2 0.2 L1 |eee
127 19 3.4 100.0 41.7 27.3 7.9 2.6 3.5 4.4 0.3 15 1.9 2.3 1.4 1.9 L1 * .8 1.4
253 42 3.3 | 100.0 40.9 24.1 6.5 2.9 2.1 6.6 7 2.4 2.0 3.3 2.4 3.1 1.2 0.1 L5 .2
425 355 68 3.4 100.0 40.7 22.8 5.4 3.3 2.4 6.7 1.2 2.3 2.1 5.1 2.2 2.9 L1 .2 1.4 .2
$1,500- $1 74 397 70 3.4 100.0 38.8 24.3 50 3.6 2.1 7.1 L5 2.2 2.2 4.8 2.4 2.7 L1 1 2.0 .1
$1,750-$1,909_______._ 443 91 3.5 100.0 37.1 22.7 5.1 4.0 2.7 7.8 3.2 2.0 1.9 4.5 2.8 2.5 1.1 .2 2.1 .3

$2,000-$2,249___ 434 69 3.5 100.0 37.5 22.0 4.5 50 2.4 8.5 2.9 19 L9 4.5 2.7 2.2 1.0 .5 25 ™
$2,250-$2,499. __ 300 70 3.5 100.0 34.9 21.8 4.0 5.5 2.6 9.1 2.5 2.2 2.2 5.3 3.3 2.4 1.1 .4 2.5 .4
$2,500-$2,999_______.. 487 83 3.6 100.0 35.3 20.3 4.3 5.7 2.3 9.2 4.9 17 19 4.6 3.2 1.9 L1 .2 3.2 .2
$3,000-$3,409_______.. 247 62 3.4 100.0 30.9 21.3 3.1 7.3 2.2 9.8 3.4 2.0 1.9 6.9 3.8 L8 11 .5 3.8 .2
$3,500-$3,990______.__ 130 42 3,5 100.0 28.6 19.3 3.4 8.9 21| 10.9 .5 1.4 2.2 4.6 3.3 L5 L1 .8 4.3 .3
$4,000-34,999_______.. 80 31 3.5 100.0 26.7 2L.5 251 10.9 19 9.7 4.0 2.6 1.8 51 3.3 2.1 L0 11 5.5 .3
$5,000-$7,499_________ 107 42 3.4 100.0 25.2 18.4 2.4 | 11.4 2.8 1L0 4.7 2.5 1.8 4.3 3.5 L1 .9 1.2 8.4 .4
$7,500-$9,999_________ 16 3.6 100.0 22.7 17.1 23| 13.1 2.2 9.6 6.9 1.6 1.8 54 3.9 1.2 .8 2.0 9.1 .3
$10,000and over...... 44 16 3.5 100.0 18.7 19.1 5] 127 2.6 9.3 4.3 2.4 15 4.7 5.2 1.4 .6 2.9 12.8 .3

Average money expenditure in dollars
Types [V and V

$500-8749__. .. ceeuenn 23 3.7( 1,129 442 188 80 58 4 88 | ueeean 25 23 20 37 9 17 102 36 |--o..-

$750-$999________..... 68 11 4.3 1,241 524 223 104 42 8 101 2 35 26 35 36 24 12 52 17 ()]
$1,000-$1,249_________ 157 28 4.2 1,325 551 320 107 55 8 77 14 35 23 63 15 22 12 7 15 1
$1,250-$1,499_ 217" 225 37 4.3 1,524 655 345 94 59 20 110 11 40 31 45 34 32 16 3 26 3
$1,500-$1,749__ ... 204 53 4.3 1,707 684 352 105 57 24 130 30 45 35 99 37 43 20 11 32 3
$1,750-$1,999_ ________ 320 66 4.0 1,870 709 390 99 72 87 149 44 43 38 76 52 44 20 14 32 1
$2,000-$2,249_________ 320 54 4.3 2,158 840 438 110 81 55 191 51 55 47 84 58 55 22 12 44 15
$2,250-$2,409___ 252 42 4.1 2,373 846 512 100 100 43 207 74 56 48 131 62 60 24 10 67 33
$2,500-$2,999___ 485 81 4.2 2,744 934 498 147 107 65 288 140 69 60 132 90 63 29 10 98 1
$3,000-$3,499_____..__ 203 52 4.6 3,097 | 1,064 562 126 147 65 334 156 76 72 132 116 62 33 38 108 6
$3,500-$3,999. _.______ 198 45 4.0 3,473 | 1,078 610 143 174 80 407 156 100 87 183 123 68 38 49 175 2
$4,000-$4,999___._____ 91 37 43| 43427 1,343 773 161 299 98 452 197 119 85 192 149 67 44 175 177 11
$5,000-$7,499_______.. 109 29 40| 5983 1,618 041 170 532 104 675 358 125 133 377 254 102 56 182 324 32
$7,500-$9 999_ ... 39 14 3.8 | 7,718 1,813} 1,349 185 757 192 830 488 150 132 257 279 98 47 201 703 147
$10,000 and over.____. 61 12 3.7 (15177 2,873 | 2,824 130 | 1,528 217 | 1,185 572 518 220 611 | 1,113 119 100 517 | 2,583 67

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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TasLs 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935-86—Continued
Number of eli- Household
gible families | AVer operation | Fur- Con-
Occupational group ntam- nish- Auto- | O por | Megi- For- t;trilobr}:;-
family type, and Report.| ber of | Total | Food Hi%us- Fuel ::;,gg C%gth- mo- t‘g‘%:: sonal | cal I;&“:' bTo- Read- glal and ()tther
income class Report-| -YePOI[ nercons| 4 sue, q 8 | bile |PO care | care on | bacco | Ing | ecuca~ oo, | items
et ing ex- light, equip- tion tion
ing in- | 0055 | per refrig- Other | [ont sonal
come | S oc family eration taxes
[¢}) 2 (6] 4) (%) (6) @ ® ()] Qo) [ ) | (12 [ 13) | a9 | 1B | a8 | an { a8 | 19 | o0 | @)
Percentage of total money expenditures
Types IV and V
$500-$749__ o eeee .. 23 3 3.7 | 100.0 39.1 16.7 7.1 5.1 0.4 T8 joea 2.2 2.0 1.8 3.3 0.8 15 9.0 3.2 |aee_..
$750-9999_ .o emeeeo- 68 11 4.3 | 100.0 42.2 18.0 8.4 3.4 .8 8.1 0.2 2.8 2.1 2.8 2.9 L9 1.0 4.2 1.4 ™
$1,000-$1,249__ _._____ 157 28 4.2 100.0 41.6 24.2 8.1 4.2 .6 5.8 10 2.6 1.7 4.8 1.1 1.7 .9 .5 1.1 0.1
$1,250-$1,499 . - ... 225 37 4.3 | 100.0 43.1 22.6 6.2 3.9 1.3 7.2 i 2.6 2.0 3.0 2.2 2.1 1.0 .2 L7 .2
$1,500-$1,749_ . __..__. 204 53 4.3 | 100.0 40.1 20.6 6.2 3.3 1.4 7.6 1.8 2.6 2.0 58 2.2 2.5 1.2 .6 19 .2
$1,750-$1,999__ .. ____ 320 66 4.0 100.0 37.9 20.8 5.3 3.8 4.6 8.0 2.4 2,3 2.0 4,1 2.8 2.4 1.1 .7 L7 .1
$2,000-$2,249. __ - 320 54 4.3 | 100.0 38.9 20.3 5.1 3.8 2.5 89 2.4 2.5 2.2 3.9 2.7 2.5 1.0 .6 2.0 .7
$2,250-$2,499. __ 252 42 41 100.0 36.7 21.7 4.2 4.2 18 8.7 3.1 2.4 2.0 5.5 2.6 2.5 1.0 .4 2.8 1.4
$2,500-$2,999. _ _ - 485 81 4.2 | 100.0 34.0 18.1 5.4 3.9 2.4 10.5 51 2.5 2.2 4.8 3.3 2.3 1.0 .4 3.6 .5
$3,000-$3,499___._____ 293 52 4.6 | 100.0 34.4 18.1 4.1 4.7 2.1 10.8 5.0 2.5 2.3 4.3 3.7 2.0 1.1 1.2 3.5 .2
198 45 4.0 | 100.0 3L0 17.6 4.1 5.0 2.3 | 1.7 4.5 2.9 2.5 53 3.5 2.0 1.1 1.4 5.0 .1
91 37 4.3 100.0 3L0 17.8 3.7 6.9 2.3 10.4 4.5 2.7 2.0 4.4 3.4 L5 1.0 4.0 4.1 .3
109 29 4.0 1 100.0 27.1 15.8 2.8 89 1.7 11.4 6.0 2.1 2.2 6.3 4.2 1.7 .9 3.0 5.4 .5
9 39 14 3.8 100.0 23.5 17.5 2.4 9.8 2.5 10.8 6.3 1.9 L7 3.3 3.6 1.3 .6 3.8 9.1 1.9
$10,000 and over...__ 61 12 3.7 100.0 19.0 18.6 .9 101 1.4 7.8 3.8 3.4 1.4 4.0 7.3 .8 .7 3.4 17.0 .4

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown
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TABULAR SUMMARY 123

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, in 1 year, 1935-36 1

{White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born)

3 o : Percentage of | Average
Number of eli- Average expenditure fi Average
gible families for food purchased ex%)oernggzgre v?})%?j °f | 'money
Average home- expendi-
Occupational group, value — ro- | ture per
family type, and R fof qlll dl\)me 4 m;zald
income class " | pepert. | Bepart | family av |Awer| o, [away| e perioad
ingin- | 1engi All | pome hfrom ,| home Ifxrom oelvgzg ture
come ome ome | as gi 3
tures or pay unit 3
03] [¢)] 3) )] 5) ©) (@) &) ) a0 (11)
Al families

$500~$749 . o oomo . 119 18 $464 | $432 | $402 $30 | 93.1 6.9 $32 $0. 154
$750-8999____ ... 326 44 460 440 90.9 9.1 20 . 146
$1,000-$1,249___ 633 89 496 481 432 49 1 89.8 10.2 15 . 164
$1,250~$1,499.__ 856 142 580 570 502 68| 88.1 11.9 10 . 186
$1,500-$1,749 ... 1,015 162 642 629 538 91 85.5 14.5 13 . 204
$1,750~$1,999 1,088 195 685 669 564 105 | 84.3 15.7 16 .215
$2,000-$2,249 1,061 166 796 779 622 157 | 79.8 (| 20.2 16 247
$2,250-$2,469. 144 787 647 140 | 82.2 17.8 13 .243
$2,500-$2,999. 1, 309 210 889 868 702 166 | 80.9 19.1 21 . 258
$3,000-$3,499. 160 995 987 761 226 77.1 22.9 8 . 285
$3,500-$3,999_.___._. 434 113 1,039 | 1,024 756 268 | 73.8 | 26.2 15 . 293
235 88 1,200 | 1,194 904 200 | 75.7 24.3 15 . 318
307 95 1,421 | 1,402 994 70.9 29.1 19 . 363
96 43 1,625 | 1,590 | 1,158 432+ 72.8 27.2 35 .401
$10,000 and over..._ 132 36 2,762 | 2,710 | 1,597 | 1,113 | 58.9 | 41.1 52 . 516

Occupational group:

Wage earner
500-$749. . ________ 119 16 464 432 402 30| 93.1 6.9 32 L1564
750~$999____ 248 37 42 422 385 37| 912 8.8 20 . 144
1,000-$1,249. 434 67 498 489 439 50 | 89.8 10.2 9 .173
$1,250-$1,499 . 491 79 503 591 526 65| 89.0 | 1L0 12 .188
1,600-$1,749. ... 530 66 642 629 543 86 | 86.3 13.7 13 .203
1,750-$1,999___ . ___ 507 68 703 685 590 95 | 86.1 13.9 18 .211
2,000-$2,249 370 43 838 810 662 148 | 8L.7 18.3 28 241
2,250-$2,499. 265 38 788 780 658 122 | 84.4 | 15.6 8 .219
2,500-$2.,999 531 63 903 871 719 152 | 82.5 17.5 32 . 253
3,000-$3,499 198 32 1,007 | 1,005 806 199 | 80.2 ] 19.8 2 . 260
3,600-$3,999____.___ 78 16 1,033 | 1,028 758 270 | 73.7 | 26.3 5 .272
Clerical

750-$999___ . _..__ 78 7 512 495 446 49 | 90.1 9.9 17 . 154
1,000-$1,249._ 199 22 494 465 416 49 | 80.5 10.5 29 . 145
1,250-$1,499_ 269 35 561 558 483 75| 86.6 13.4 3 .189
1,500-81,749_ - 356 43 644 633 532 101 84.0 16.0 11 . 205
1,750-$1,999___._._ 398 48 664 652 537 115 | 82.4 17.6 12 . 217
460 53 792 786 611 175 | 77.8 {1 22.2 6 . 252
294 41 822 806 8563 152 | 811 18.9 17 . 260
432 49 882 869 693 176 79.7 | 20.3 13 259
251 1,069 | 1,056 704 262 | 752 24.8 3 . 306
144 19 1,019 | 1,003 733 270 | 73.1{ 26.9 16 . 301

Independent busi-

ness

$1,250-51,490_ - 57 12 501 492 435 57 1 88.4 11.6 9 . 154
$1,500-$1,749_ 69 17 635 635 561 74| 883 11.7 ™) . 206
$1,750-$1,999._ 67 34 654 646 567 791 828 12.2 8 .210
$2,000-$2,249_ 91 28 774 744 617 127 | 829 17.1 30 . 253
$2,250~$2,499_ 44 10 752 739 620 119 | 83.9 16.1 13 . 239
$2,600-$2,999._..__.. 110 23 932 915 748 167 | 8L.7 | 183 17 . 262
$3,000~$3,499._ - 76 23 943 939 738 201 78.6 21. 4 4 . 244
$3,500-$3,999. - 40 16 1,167 | 1,143 884 259 7.3 1 22.7 24 .204
$4,000-$4,999_ - 34 13 1,253 | 1,225 939 286 | 76.6 | 23.4 28 .270
$5,000-$7,499____._.. 71 18 1,574 | 1,574 | 1,188 386 | 755 245 | ... .372
$7,500-$9,999______._ 20 8 1,532 | 1,532 | 1,139 393 | 7431 257 | ... .__ .349
$10,000 and over..__ 43 10 2,481 | 2,417 | 1,731 686 | 71.6 | 28.4 64 . 434

See p. 147 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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124 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TaBLe 3.—Food: Average value of all family food, money expenditure for food af
home and awey 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, 1n 1 year, 19835-36—Continued

. : Percentage of | Average
Number of eli- Average expenditure . < Average
gible families for food purchased ex&erngt)tgx‘e V%%g of } ‘noney
Average home- expendi-
Occupational group, |~ value pro- ture per
family type, and R ¢ ?f al}] duced mfe,ald
income cl _ | Report-| family . |per foo
Roport- | ingex: | food | gy | At [4%eY| ac |Away| orre oot
come | pendi home | pome | BOMe | home | asgiit | tre
tures or pay unit
Q) 2) 3) ) ) 6) [¢] ) © Q10 Q1)
+ Independent pro-
fessional
$1,250-$1,499_ - 4 3 $597 $583 $475 %108 | 8L S5 18,5 $14 $0. 184
$1,500-$1,749. - 10 8 739 738 588 150 79.7 20.3 . 241
$1,750-$1,999__ . - 14 6 820 811 530 281 65. 4 34.6 9 . 255
$2,000~$2,249_ - 25 8 628 616 501 115 81.3 18.7 12 .231
$2,250-$2,499_ . _____ 18 14 777 766 646 120 | 84.3 15.7 11 .41
$2,600-$2,999._______ 32 21 915 887 710 177 | 80.0 20.0 28 277
$3,000-$3,499_ 28 20 934 927 755 172 | 81.4 18.6 7 . 284
$3,500-33,999. 28 22 1,098 | 1,093 817 276 74.7 25.3 5 . 287
$4,000-$4,999_ 40 14 1,255 | 1,253 | 1,004 249 | 80.1 19.9 2 . 285
$5,000-$7,499____.__. 53 23 1,378 | 1,370 | 1,001 369 | 73.1 26.9 9 . 350
$7,500-$9,999________ 22 13 1,918 | 1,906 | 1,549 357 81.3 18.7 12 . 376
$10,000 and over.... 43 16 3,177 1 3,128 1 1,856 | 1,272 | 50.3 | 40.7 49 . 527
Sataried business
$1,250-$1,409_..___ .. 4 2 () S} ) ) (1) Q)] ) (1)
$1,500~-$1,749___ - 22 18 636 595 496 99 83.4 16.6 41 .213
$1,750-81,999___ - 49 19 687 669 555 114 | 83.0 17.0 18 . 234
$2,000-$2,249_ 51 17 716 702 584 118 | 83.2 16.8 14 . 225
$2,250-$2,499__._____ 54 19 841 821 651 170 79.3 20.7 20 . 261
$2,500-$2,999___._.__ 91 22 877 848 688 160 | 381.1 18.9 29 . 260
$3,000-83,499. 99 23 968 943 733 210 77.7 22.3 25 . 290
$3,500-$3,999.. 69 15 1,013 999 736 263 | 73.7 26.3 14 287
$4,000-54,999. 61 29 1,260 | 1,237 930 307 75.2 | 24.8 23 . 338
$5,000-$7,499. . _____ 88 25 1,386 | 1,337 875 462 | 65.5 34.5 49 . 369
$7,500-$9,999__.. . __ 35 13 1,666 | 1,625 | 1,084 541 66.7 33.3 41 .474
$10,000 and over.._. 38 [ 2,656 | 2,610 | 1,149 | 1,461 4.0 56.0 46 . 604
Salaried pro-
fessional
$1,250-$1,499 30 11 542 493 416 77 84. 4 15.6 49 . 202
$1,500-31,749 28 12 595 549 470 79| 85.6 14.4 46 195
$1,750-$1,999 53 20 646 615 521 941 84.7 15.3 31 .212
$2,000-$2,249 64 22 738 727 567 160 78.0 22.0 1 . 256
$2,250-$2,499 70 22 761 748 594 154 79.4 20.6 13 .258
$2,500-$2,999 13 32 820 816 626 190 | 76.7 | 23.3 4 . 267
$3,000-$3,499. 94 24 885 868 628 240 | 72.3 | 2.7 17 .310
$3,500-$3,999 25 1,017 993 727 266 73.2 26.8 24 . 306
$4,000-$4,999 100 32 1,144 | 1,133 837 296 73.9 26.1 11 .335
$5,000-$7,499 95 1,363 | 1,353 954 399 | 70.5( 29.5 10 . 359
$7,500-$9,999___.____ 19 9 1,306 | 1,220 861 359 70.6 ;| 29.4 85 .351
$10,000 and over_._. 8 4 2,643 | 2,503 | 1,616 887 | 64.6 | 35.4 40 . 476
Family type
Type I
$500-$749_ . oo ___ 61 8 432 387 361 26| 93.3 6.7 45 177
$750-$999__ 131 14 448 416 367 49 88.2 11.8 32 . 184
$1,000-$1,249. 223 19 447 420 363 57 86.4 13.6 27 187
$1,250-$1,499 275 37 516 500 425 75 85.0 15.0 16 . 232
$1,500-$1,749________ 324 39 584 570 461 109 | 80.9 19.1 14 . 259
$1,750-$1,999________ 325 38 601 573 444 129 77.5 22.5 28 . 264
$2,000-$2,249__ 307 43 714 702 498 204 | 70.9 | 29.1 12 .318
$2,250-$2,499 193 32 nr 703 531 172 75.5 | 24.5 14 .312
$2,500-$2,899 337 46 712 704 519 1851 73.7( 26.3 8 .321
$3,000-$3,499__. __._. 206 46 873 869 563 306 | 64.81 35.2 4 .3%4

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TABULAR SUMMARY 125

TaBrLe 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 occupa-
tion, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

. . Percentage of | Average
Number of eli- Average expenditure 5 Average
gible families for food purchased | expenditure  value of monegy
Average forfood | food lexpend-
Occupationalgroup, value Cro,  |ture per
family t;lrpe, and R . fof a.il dll)lced mefxald
income class . | Report- | family per foo
%fp(;f]t: ingex- | food | Ay | At %‘vgg]y At ‘?‘rvgg e | expendi-
come | pendi home | home | BOMe | pome | Gegir | ture
tures el asgift | e
or pay
) [¢9] 3) @ ) 6) @ ®) 9 (10} (1)
Family type:
Type I—Contd.
$3,500-$3,999__. ... 106 26 $887 | $875 | $574 | $301 | 65.6 | 34.4 $12 $0. 380
,000-$4,999_ 64 20 1,023 | 1,018 689 320 | 67.7 | 323 5 391
$5,000-$7,499_ 91 24 1,216 | 1,209 772 437 | 63.9| 36.1 7 449
$7,500-$9,999___ - 28 13 1,276 | 1,221 845 376 | 69.2 | 30.8 55 459
$10,000 and over.... 27 8 2,611 | 2,520 | 1,384 | 1,145 | 54.7 | 45.3 82 607
Types II and 111
500-$749_._________ 35 5 528 503 464 39| 922 7.8 25 .143
750-$999._ . 127 19 429 419 387 32| 92.4 7.6 10 . 126
1,000-$1,249_ 253 42 498 492 448 44| 911 8.9 6 .154
1,250-$1,499_ - 355 68 579 570 503 67 | 88.2 11.8 9 .173
1,500-51,749________ 397 70 647 636 545 91 | 857 14.3 11 .198
$1,750~-$1,999________ 443 91 720 709 606 103 | 855 14.5 11 . 209
2,000-$2,249 434 69 793 789 658 131 83.4 16.6 4 . 236
2,250~$2,499_ 300 70 801 793 654 139 | 82.5 17.5 .237
2,500-$2,999._ 487 83 932 916 759 157 | 82.9 17.1 16 .258
$3,000-$3,499_ 247 62 1,003 993 790 23 79.61 20.4 10 . 282
$3,500-$3,999 130 42 1,073 } 1,063 821 242 | 77.2 22.8 10 . 278
54,000-$4,999 80 31 1,180 | 1,166 903 263 7.4 22.6 14 .201
107 42 1,378 | 1,348 | 1,023 325 75.9 24.1 30 . 330
16 1,676 | 1,645 | 1,24 404 75.4 24.6 31 . 356
44 16 2,635 | 2,593 | 1,696 897 65. 4 34.6 42 . 476
5500-$749. 23 453 442 418 26| 94.1 5.9 1 .109
750-$999__ 68 11 538 524 486 38| 92.7 7.3 14 L1l
1,000-$1,2 157 28 565 551 504 47 1 9L5 8.5 14 . 148
1,250-$1,495 225 37 661 655 593 62| 90.5 9.5 6 . 151
1,500-$1,749 204 53 699 684 611 73| 89.3 10.7 15 .154
$1,750-51,999 320 66 718 709 626 83 | 88.3 1.7 9 173
$2,000-$2,249 320 54 878 840 694 146 | 82.6| 17.4 38 .192
$2,250-$2,499 252 42 866 846 728 118 86.1 13.9 20 197
$2,500-$2,999 485 81 970 934 773 161 | 828} 17.2 36 .214
$3,000-$3,499 293 52 1,071 | 1,064 875 189 | 822 17.8 7 .218
$3,500-$3,999 198 45 1,098 | 1,078 811 267 75.2 1 24.8 20 . 256
$4,000-$4,999 91 37 1,365 | 1,343 | 1,057 286 78.7 21.3 22 L2901
$5,000-$7,499 109 29 1,635 | 1,618 | 1,150 468 7.1 28.9 17 .324
$7,500-$9,999. 39 14 1,836 | 1,813 | 1,319 494 72.8 | 27.2 23 .393
$10,000 and o 61 12 2,921 | 2,873 | 1,620 | 1,253 | 56.4 | 43.6 48 . 505
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126 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK. CITY

TasrLe 4.—Housing: Average value of housing secured with and without money
expenditure, by occupation, family type, and income, tn 1 year, 19356-36

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

Number of | Aver- | Aver- -
cligible families| age age Average yalue of housing secured ! lzletg
value | ex- - centage
o tional ofall | pense Aver- of ihous-
ccupationa housing] for | 28% | With moneyex- | Without money ng
group, family Re- | plus | fuel, |VBIZE penditure expenditure value
type,andin- |po o0 port- | fuel, | light, of all secured
come class ports) e, * | hous- without
ing |ingex-| light, [ and in mon;
income?| pendi-| and re- | refrig-| "€ [ A1l |Fam-|Other| Owned| Rent :g_
tures | friger- [ era- hous-| ily |hous-|Total} 51 aspay e;:t?le s
ation | tion ing |home?| ing ¢ or gift | 1ture
@ @) (3) @ (5) ® | @6 ®a); ay | a2 (13)
All families
$500-$749___ .. 1191 16 $374 $55| $319| $306| $13| —$3 $16 4.1
$750-$999__ 326 44 396, 78; 3818F 276 42 21 21 13.2
$1,000-$1,249. ... 633 89 416 83| 333 303 30 1 19 9.0
$1,250-81,499____ 855 142 450 80| 370 25, 9 16 6.7
$1,500-81,749.___ 1,015 162 502 85/ 417} 808 19 10 9 4.6
$1,750-$1,999____ 1,088 195, 539 80| 450 4.8 22 14 8 4.9
$2,000-$2,249_ . __ 1,061 166 91} 497 471 26 23 3 5.2
$2,250-$2,499 . 745 144 621 87, 4 508 28 21 7 5.2
$2,500-$2,999____ 1,309 210 683 114| 569| 536 33 25 8 5.8
$3,000-$3,499____ 1601 747 102| 645 615 30 22 8 4.7
$3,500-$3,999_. ._ 434 113 805 120f 685 €40 45 [ 1] I 8.6
$4,000-$4,999. ___ 235 88| 1,017 124 893| 841 52 52l - 5.8
$5 000—$7 499 . 307 95 1,212 131| 1,081| 1,032 49 21 28| 4.5
$7,500-$9,999____ 96 43 1,807 160] 1 647| 1,527 120 92 28] 7.3
$10,000 and over_ 132] 36| 2,868 161 2 707 2, 738 —31 —34 3 -1.1
Occupational
group: Wage
earner
$500—$749.--..... 119 16 374 55 319 306 306|._.... 13 -3 16, 41
248, 37 362 9 283 252 252| ... 31 3 28 1.0
434, 67 388 8 310 285 285 (%) 25| (%) 25 8.1
$1,250-$1 499. - 491 79 425 79 346 306, 306 (*) 40 12| 28 11.6
$1,600-$1, 749 —-— 530 66 486 89 397, 372 370] 2 25 11 14 6.3
$1,750- 1,999_ ——— 507 68 520) 100 420 389 387 2 31 17 14 7.4
$2,000-$2,249__ __ 370, 43 552 91 461 435! 432 3 26, 19 7 5.8
$2,250-$2,499_ . .. 265 38 593 89 504 464, 459 5 40, 27 13! 7.9
$2,506-$2,999_ _ __ 531 63 624 123 501 480 475 8 21 b3 | I 4.2
$3,000-£3,499. . __ 198 32 704/ 126 578 572 562; 10 6! L] . 1.0
$3,500-$3,099__ _. 78 16 757 158 599, 513 501 12 86 86 14.4
78 7 506 741 4321 352 352(...... 80 1] 18.5
199 22 476 02| 384 3431 343|_..... 41 36 & 10.7
269 35 475 87| 388) 382] 379 3 6 15
356 43 517 80 437 424 419 b B 3.0
398 48| 546/ 79| 467 468 455 3 9 L9
460 53 591 96| 405 467] 464 3 28 5.7
204 41 629 80| 549] 527} 618 9 22, 4.0
432] 49 706 110, B96| 550 539 11 46 7.7
251 38 746 85| 661 629] 606 23 32 4.8
$3,500—$3 999___. 144 19 796/ 114 682 626| 598 28 56 8.2
Independent
business
1,250-$1,499____ 57 12 493 671 426 422| 422 _____ 4 7
1 500-81,749 . ___ 69 17 504 811 423] 405] 401 4 18 4.3
1 760-$1,999_ .. _ 67 34 612] 891 523] 480] 477 3 43 8.2
2,000— 2,249 _ .. 91 23 680, 87| 593| 568| 561 7 25 4.2
$2,250-$2,499_. __ 44 10 722 114; 608/ 560 560|____.. 48 7.9
$2,5 2,999__._ 110 23 807 1268| 681 636 614 22 45 6.6
$3,000-$3,499_ ___ 76 121| 783| 724 688 38 59 7.6
$3,500-$3,999___. 40 16 878 134] 744; 740) 699 41 4 N
$4,000— 4,999 ____ 34 13| 1,079 118 961 906| 858 48 56 5.7
,000-87,499__ __ 71 18| 1,296 135| 1,161f 1,153 1,057, 96, 8 .7
$7 500-$9 999___. 20, 8 1,848 137| 1,711] 1,541) 1,365; 176{ 170 9.9
$10,000 and over. 43| 10 2,972 183] 2,789! 2,8981 2,377( 5211 —109I —109 -3.9

See p. 147 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 127

TasLE 4.—Housing: Average value of housing secured with and without money
expenditure, by occupation, family type, and income, tn 1 year, 19356-36—Con.

eligggt%glsg os Aa‘?er. Aawg)r- Average value of housing secured Per-
value | ex- centage
Occupational ofall | pense At:g'eg. ofil;logus-
ccupati : W
ooy || g ponel Mot | withmenoyex | “Withoutmoney | 18,
type, and in- |pooos i A0S HI oS eng |ofanl P secured
‘come class eport-| D tuel, | 188 | hous. without
ing |ingex- light, | and in mone
income | pendi-| and re- | refrig-| % | All |Fam-|Other Owned| Rent ,.ﬁg.
tures | friger- | era- hous-| ily |hous- |Total [\¥ "°%) as pay eﬁ’ e
ation | tion ing [home| ing or gift| tare
@ 2 ®) (&) (5) ® 1M1 6| ®|a| a | a2 (13)
Independent
professional
$1,250-$1,409_ . __ 4 3 $607 $103| $504| $504) $472 F3: 921 R DU N A
$1,500-81,749____ 10| 6 571 501 45 457| o 8.8
$1,750-$1,999_ ___ 14 6 588 81 507| 468 458 10 7.7
000 25 8 638 8 5601 515 502 13 8.0
18 14 702 93 554! 30 4.1
32 21 801 104 697 640! 620] 20| 8.2
28 20 851 102} 749 695 665 30 7.2
26 22 8161 84 732 732 2. X1 P S (R DU
40 14 1,136 99; 1,037 1,065 1,003 62 -2.7
53 23 1,161 129/ 1,032 1,028] 965 61 .6
22 13 2,426 250; 2,176 2,206| 1,816 390 —1.4
$10,000 and over. 43 16] 3,145 152 2,693} 2,915 190 725 2.6
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499_.__ 4 2l M @O OO IOl @o o) m ® M
$1, 500—$1 749. .. 22 18 568 85| 483 482] 480 2 1 b % I .2
$1 760-$1,999_ . _ 49 19 554 81 473 467 466 1 (] S $6/ 1.1
$2, 000—$2 249____ 51 17 633 86, 547 536 528 8 11 ) S D 2.0
$2,250—$2, 499 .. 54 19 608 95 513 500 47% 22 13 —20 33 2.5
$2,600-82,999__ .. [ ] 22 710 87 623 591 566 25 32 i 1] PR 5.1
$3,000-$3,499 _. . 99 23 725 103 622 588 570, 18 34 84| o 5.5
$3,500-$3,999 . ___ 69 15 839 121 718 639 663 26 29 29{_ ... 4.0
$4,000-$4,999_ ___ 61 29 1,012 145 867 787 738 49 80 80| oo 9.2
$5, 000—$7 499____ 88 26 1,232 116| 1,116| 1,109| 1, 022! 87 7 —-21 28 .6
$7,500-$9,909__ . 35 13 1, 538 149] 1,389 1,318| 1,100 218 n £ P 5.1
510,000 and over., 38 6 2, 392 153 2,239 2 299 1 918; 381 —60 —69 9 ~2.7
Salaried profes-
sional
$1,250-$1,499__ .. 30 11 528 b5 473 473 43 DR NP (R N ST
$1, 500—$l 749 . 28 12 540 03| 447| 448| 448 ______ -1 ~1 —.2
$1,7 1,999. . 53 20 583 76 507 474 458 16 33 13, 20 6.5
$2,000-$2,249_ .. 64 22 686 72 513f 506 495 11 7 K | I 1.4
$2,250-$2,499__ ... 70 22 614/ 84| 530 526] 497 29 4 3 1 .8
$2,500-$2,999 .. 113; 32 688 97 591 582 555 27 9 —9 18 1.5
$3,000-$3,499____ 24 719 84! 635! 589 576! 13 46 46]_ oo 7.2
$3,500-3$3, 999. e red 25 802 96 706{ 671 630 41 35 5] 50
$4,00 $4, PN 100| 32 951 123] 8 762] 71 46 65 1 8.0
$5,000-$7,499___. a5 29 1,159 144 1,015 875] 775 100, 140 Y 63 13.8
$7,600-$9,999____ 19 9 1, 545 99| 1,446! 1, 113! 1,036 77 333 190; 143 23.0
$10,000and over- 8 4| 3,072 137] 2,935] 3,008 2,256 752 —13 | . —-2.5
Family type:
Type I
500-$749. ... oc - 61 8 380 831 327| 337 337 -3.0
........ 131 14 387| 62| 325 306 306 5.8
$1,000-$1,249_. .. 223 19| 410 70| 340] 305 304 10.3
$1,250-$1,409_. ... 275 37, 477 74| 403] 376 375 6.7
$1,500-$1,749 . ... 324 39 509 70[ 439] 435 433 1.0
" ,999_ .. 325 38| 538 67) 471 458] 487 2.8
$2,000-$2,249____ 307 43 610 68 542 516 510 4.8
$2,250-$2,499. . 193 32 594/ 66 528, 521 504 1.3
$2,600-$2,999__ .. 337 46 691 70| 621 608 594 2.1
$3,000-$3,4 206 46 688 72| 618| 610, 589 1.0
$3,500-$3,999 106 26 677| 67, 610 602] 581 1.3
$4,000-$4,909 64 20 935 88 847 8l 754 3.7
$5 000—37 499 9] 1,344 90| 1,254 1,200/ 1, 11! 4.3
$7 500-$9, 999 28 13 2,107 1201 1,987} 2,075 1,619 —4,4
310 000 and over- 27 8 2, 958 1551 2,803| 2,682 2 380 4.3

t Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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128 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

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

oli ggﬁlfggiﬁes %‘;‘g %‘é%r Average value of housing secured Per-
value | ex- centage
Occupational ofall | pense A;:g i of %Ous‘
ceu, . : < s . : ing
ooty | | . o B | Winmenoyex | Witeutmones | (2,
type, and in- g o | S %1)191 liehi, |ofall pe XA socured
come class port-| Ix el g5 1 hons- without
ing |ingex-| light, | and in
income | pendi-| and re- | refrig-| & | All | Fam-|Other! Owned| Rent moneg_
tures | friger- | era- hous-{ ily |hous-|Total 3" as pay e)_:&en
ation | tion ing |{home| ing or gift | ure
] 2) ®) @ (6] ® M| ® | O a | Jd2 (13)
Types ITand IIT
$500-$749... .. 35, b $370)  $41| $329| $329) $3200 | oo fememeoo| ool
50-$999. .. _. 127 19 375 7.4
$1,000-$1,249 _ 253 42 381 3.6
$1,250-$1,499_ .. 355 68| 416 5.9
$1500-81,749. .| 3070 70| 502 45
$1,750-$1,999_ _ __ 443 91 541 1.8
$2,000-$2,249____ 434 69 574 3.3
$2,250-82.490 .| 300 70| 621 75
$2,500-$2,999 . __ 487 83 673 6.4
$3,000-$3,499_ _-_ 247 62 795 1.7
$3,500-83,999__ __ 130 42 870 3.4
$4,000-34,990 80l 3l 1,12 7.8
$5000-$7490. ]  107] 42| 1141 31
$7,500-$9,909__ __ 29 16 1,621 15.0
$10,000and over. 44 16 2,810 208| 2,602] 2,653 2,215] 438] —51 ~5li .. -2.0
Types IVand V'
$500-$749_.______ 23 3 360 80 280; 188 92 12, 80 32.9
$750-$999. ... 68 11 453 104) 349 223 126 92 34 36.1
$1,000-$1,249____ 157 28 480 107) 373 320 53 26 27, 14.2
1,250-$1,499 . ___ 225 37 468 04 374 345 29 15 14, 7.7
1,500-$1,749____ 294 53 494 105) 389 352 37 21 16 9.5
1,750-$1,999. ___ 320 661 542! 99 443; 390 53 30 23 12.0
2,000-$2,249____ 320 54 5871 110 477 438 39 29 10 8.2
$2,250-$2,499__ __ 252, 42 640, 100 540 512 28 28] e 5.2
$2,500-$2,999 ... 485 81 686 147 539 498 41 31 10 7.6
3,000-$3,499____ 293 52 753 126 627 562 65 44/ 21 10. 4
3,500-$3,999___ _ 198 45 832, 143 689 610 79 TH e 1.5
,000-$4,999____ 91 37 978 161} 817 773 44 44 ... 5.4
5,000-$7,499 ____ 109 29 1,172 170| 1, 002 941 6 6 55 6.1
7,500-$9,999 __ . _ 39 14 1,731 185| 1, 546| 1, 349 197 127 70 12.7
10,000and over. 61 12) 2,867 130| 2,737 2,824, —87 —87| e —~3.2

* Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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TABULAR SUMMARY 129

TasrLE 4-A.—Money expenditure for family home by owners and renters,
and facilities included in rent for family home: By occupation, family type,
and tncome, tn 1 year, 1985-36

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

Number Average

of eligible Percentage | money ex- | Percentage of renters having specified |8 g4

tamilies of families ! { pense for facilities included in rent 2 8~

family home g 2

Occupational . . : b1

group, family | & B ] a o ‘;‘g%

Lype, and income | e 14 g & =8| & |o80a

class po | wd w | B £ g5 % 875

& jaeg|l @ g1 8l g | 8|8 |&g|5| & [S8| & |832

Iy [ B @ 3 D > = 3 20 < o D |5=9

A - Slmim e H|&|lc | S| E |8 |&8|&
) @@ @ |G 6 M6 {00 ay a2 13| a4 | uas
AU families

$600-$749. . _.._ 16 13 81} $314| $312
$750-$099_ _ 44 5 801 254] 295
$1,000-$1,240_ 89 8| 82| 366 324
$1,250-$1,499_ - 142 5 92{ 362 351
$1,500-$1,749._____ 162 g 86| 391 405
$1,750-$1,999______ 195 13 85| 354 438
$2,000-$2,249_ 166 10 89 351 479
$2,2R0-$2,499 144 14 85| 383 515
$2,500-$2,999 210 22 78! 401 554

$3,000-$3,499. ) Tmeel 160 17 82| 542] 619

$3,500-$3,999_.
$4,000-$4,999
$5,000-$7,499
$7,500-%9,999. __.._ 96 43 23 751 1,106 1,419
$10.000 and over._| 132 36 13 87] 1,7341 2,271

Oceupational
group: Wage

earner
$500-$749___._____ 119 16 13 81| 314 312
$750-8999___ 248! 37 2 89 308 274
$1,000-$1,249 434 67 1 85 501 311
$1,250-$1,409______ 491 79 4 90| 346 322
$1,500-$1,749 ... __ 530 66 12 80 374 387
$1,750-$1,969 . __ 507] 68 16 R0| 342 400
$2,000-$2,249 370 43 9 91 335) 438
$2,250-$2,499_ _.___ 265 38 14 84 313 493
$2,500-$2,999_. ____ 531 683 24 76 400 495
$3,000-$3,499______ 198 32 27 7. 612 541
$3,500-$3,999_ .. 78 16 43 57| 432 544
Clerical
$750-$999___ ... . 78 7 12 88| 210[ 365

$1,000-$1,249______ 199 22 24 76| 283; 352
$1,250-$1,499_____.

$1,500-$1,749..___. 356 43 4 94 443| 417
$1,750-$1,999______ 398 48 7 93] 382 461
$2,000-$2,249_.____ 460 53 12 87| 362 476
$2,250-$2,499_ . 204/ 41 14 86| 387 540
$2,500-$2,999. _____ 432 49 18 82| 363 578
$3,000-$3,499______ 251 38 6 91 513 631
83,500-$3 999 _____ 144 19 22 78| 299 689
Independent busi-
ness

$1,250-$1,499 57 12 3 97| 302 416
$1,500-$1,749__ 69, 17 14 86| 348 413
$1,750-$1,999 67 34 2 77| 348 507
$2,000-$2,249______ 91 23 6 88| 406; 585
$2,250-$2, 499 . 44 10 36 64| 668 494
$2,500-$2,999______ 110 23 36 64| 456| 668
$3,000-33,499______ 76| 23 34 66] 536] 762
$3,500~$3,999______ 40 16 26 74, 708 687
$4,000-$4,999. _____ 34 13 15 85| 498 916
$5.000-$7,499. _____ 71 18 6 94! 605| 1,082
$7,500-$9,999__.._. 20 8 24 76| 542 1,667
$10,000 and over__ 43| 10 9 911 2,254{ 2,371 100__.__foooofeeees 100{ 100 10|._..._

See p. 147 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
proportions of families reporting are not shown.
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130 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TasLE 4-A.—Money expenditure 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

Number Average ., i
of eligible Percentage | money ex- Percentage of renters having specified |3 &
ﬂa‘:nigﬁes of families | pense for facilities included in rent 2=
family home Sy
3
Occupationa) s 9 > SEq
group, family | 2 8 0 . ) PREEE
type, and income 1 g & Tgi‘g S o881
class R B g8 Ss| B |¥ o
a8 R=p=1 (Y3 -7 o = o o (8
S0 3 o 144 7 @ 53l & o
=38 | 87 = i=) ® g K] 3 BN b 0| b 229
ST |8 g |5 | 8|5l |8 |clq| 2 |68 & (8283
g |88l B | 8| 8|8 (8 l8|&8 |2 = |8% §i53%
Ko S| @ |lmlad|H|&|[C|8[EI|E | &
(4] @ | ® @@ O] ®[O[a,a); a2 | a3)ay| as
Independent pro-
Sessional
$1,250-$1,499_ ... __ 4 3.
$1,500-$1,749.. 10 6 2
$1,750-$1,999_ 14 [ 12
$2,000-$2,249_ 25 8 16
$2,250-$2,499___.__ 18, 14 7
$2,500-$2.999______ 32 21 24
$3.000-$3,499.. 28 20 14
$3,500-$3,999_ 26 P72
$4,000-$4,999_ 40 14 8
$5,000-$7,499____._ 53 23 24
$7,500-$9.999______ 22 13| 36
$10,000 and over._ 43 16 9
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499______ 4 2 (D
$1,500~$1,749 22 18 5
$1,750-$1,909. 49 19 10
$2,000-$2,249. - 51 17 10
$2,250-$2,499______ 54| 19 12|
$2,500-$2,999____._ 91 22 10
$3,000-$3,499_ 99 23 17
$3,500-$3,999. 69 15 20
$4,000-$4,999_ . ___ 61 29 35
$5,000-$7,499._____ 88) 25 13
$7,500-$9,999______ 35 13 21
$10,000 and over._ 38 6| 23
Salaried
professional
30, n_ . 100y ______ 474 [
28 12 6 94! 375 459 -
53 20, 11 85 426| 483 .
64 22, 4 96! 310, 500 5|
70 22 .. 96 _____ 504 4
$2,500-$2,999. 113 32 19 75| 856 557 92 ___. 4 4 100 77 4
$3,000-$3,499 94 24 14 86| 453| 595 100 4 ] 100 87|____|..._.
$3,500-$3,999 77| 25 16 84| 458 652 89i ... 10 8 98 84/ 13 2
$4,000-%4,999 100 32 24 76| 549 773 91 ___. L] p—— 100| 90 6l ..
$5,00()~$7,499 ______ 95 29 28| 68| 626 872 T4 . 26 4 100) 59 4.
$7,500-$9,999______ 19 9 13 78; BO5) 1,257| 100{._ __.|._... 9 100] 83 30|_......
$10,000 and over. _ 8, [ 100 ... 2,311 100 o)) 100 100§ _._.f. ...
Family type:
Type I
$500-$749_ .. _.._.. 61 8 12 88, 558) 306
$750-8999__ 131 7 — 93| ... 3
$1,000-$1,249 223] 19 6 84| 249 334
$1,250-$1,499 275 37 8 89| 411 380
$1,500-$1,749_ ... 324 39 3 95 390 439
$1,750-$1,999 325 38 9 917 354 466
$2,000-$2,249 307 43 5 94) 437] 518
$2,250-$2,499 193 32 10 00 356| 525
$2,500-$2,999 337 46| 8 92 396 610
$3,000-$3,499 208 46 7 93] 438] 601

t Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TasLE 4-A.—Money expenditure for family home by owners and renters,
and facilities included in rent for family home: By occupation, family type,
and income, in 1 year, 1936-36—Continued

Number Average i .
of eligible Percentage | money ex- | Percentage of renters having specified =1
families of families | pense for facilities included in rent g""
family home g 2
Occupational . ! . 223
group, family | & 54 4 2 a |ES gi
type,andincome | . g g & 28| 2 -
class gg | 82 B g £ % 1872
e as 9 (Y o »n = IR 8 18,8
8| g3 a =1 ® 5 @ kA s (9% & 1981
o <35 =} = g = W =] & -1 & |92 2 |88%
=1 28 B =] g =] 3 5 & 50 = e & (295
D @ o @ L [ sy o g+ o
A SleijHd|ig | H|&R|o|[A|EB B [&8 |«
) Q|| @WIEG |6 [O®]6 (O a)| a2 |a3)| a9 | 1s
Family type:
Type I—Con.
$3,500-$3,999._ 106 26, 4 96| $418! $585 100] 85 4
$4,000-$4,909_ 64 20, 12 88| 501 778 100; 91 8
5,000-$7,499._ 91 24 15 85 588| 1,176 100| 80 3
7,500-$9,999_ 28 13 11 89] 4,123 1,318 100y 100f 28
10,000 and o 27, 8 8 92| 1,061} 2, 441 100] 100|..-_-
Types II and 111
$500-$749 . ... 35 1] F—— 100]_..__. 329 (1] IR DR DO 1001 60| _f._..__
750-$999___ 127 19 5| 91 308 282 50—~ [{ P 95 10 5
1,000-$1,249 253 42 4 88 564 296 51 LI P— 2 100] L4 RN IR
1,250~$1,499. 355 68 1 94| 302 331 65 2 6 8 100 33 2f s
1,500-$1,749______ 397 70, 8 88l 403| 406 78 1 4 5 100 80 ] PO
1,750-$1,999______ 443 91 9 90 533) 423 | - | S 100
2,000-$2,249_ 434 69 11 89 444 463 82| oo 10 99,
2,250-$2,499_ 300! 70! 13| 84| 436 501 88j .- 12 8 97,
2,500~$2,999 487 83 20 78 370! 545 78] .- 17 2 98
3,000-$3,499__.__. 247/ 62 18 82| 607] 665 96 2| 4 4 98
3,500-$3,999______ 1304 42 19 81 511 692 79 204 6 921 65 11 5
4,000-$4,999 . 80 31 20| 80 540| 969! kL) I—— (T 100 86[..___f_.oe.
5,000-$7,499_ 107 42! 5| 92] 574 945 79 3| 19 3| 100; 80 L] PO
7,500-$9,999_ . ___ 29 16 32 68 688 1,396f 100j. ..t _ .. ... 1000 91f...._|-acceo
10,000 and over_. 4 16 24 76] 1,480 2,324 100 |- _o_j---—- 100 95| o foceeee
Types IV and V
23 3 33 33 265 300 i 0] R [, 501 100| oo foooofoaeos
68| 11 13 79 210 253 L | DR PRI BUR, 1000 .| feaoeo
157! 28 19 71 379 358 £ SO SR 8 100 31| fooo-e.
225 37 7 91 349 346 fi5{ T— 1 5 100] 22 i DR
294 53 19 74| 386] 358 54|--.-- 7 6 99 18] i3 PO
1,750-$1,999____._ 320 66 21 72t 203  430] 74 1 6 8 971 39 L PR
2,000-$2,249 320 54 13 85 271 461 64 1 )1 P 99| 41 3 1
2,250-$2,499_ 252 42 18 82| 356 525 89 3 8 3i 100| 52| { R
2,500-$2,999._____| 485 81 32, 68 418] 515 63 3 23 2 100 43 b1 PR
$3,000-$3,499_____. 293 52 24 750 530) 584 82 ___. 10| 2[  100f 68 p{ R
$3,500-$3,900______ 198 45 37| 63| 426] 709 88|__.-. 10 4 98| 62___.. 2
4,000-$4,999 91 37] 33 67| 634] 778 79 aoc 13]..-.. 100f 81 ___|.cc.e.
35,000~$7,499_ 109 29 33 67| 672 936l 80)_ .. 21 5 100} 68 ;] P—
7,500-$9,999 39, 14 26 66| 661 1,531 i TR 12 5 88| 91 i3 [P,
$10,000 and over... 61 12 7 93| 2,254| 2,131 100) oo feeacfoaacn 100] 100] L]
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TasLe 5.—Household operation: Average money expenditure for groups of items
of household operation and percentage distribulion of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

Number of eli-
gible families

Average money expenditure for household
operation

Percentage of total
household opera-
tion expenditure

Occupational group,

Paid household

family type, and in- : help
come class Report-| Report- Eg}ﬂ: llr;lﬂ' Paid
ing ip. | 0¥ g{C- Total |and re- .Othera and re.| Douse- chen;
come ! | pendi- friger- Percent-|items friger- hold litems
tures ation ? Average| age of ation? help
amount | families
having
[¢¥) (2) 3) 4) %) 6) )] (8 (9) (10) | (1n
All families
$500-$749____________.___ 119 16 $91 $36 | 60.4 |_____.. 39.6
$750-$999____ 326 44 107 290 72.9 (... ... 27.1
$1,000-$1,249 633 89 124 401 66.9 0.8 32.3
$1,250-$1,499 855 142 131 80 1 2 50 | 61.0 .8 | 38.2
$1,500-$1,749. 1,015 162 142 85 4 6 53| 59.9 2.8 | 37.3
$1,750-$1,999_ ... .. 1,088 195 168 89 5 8 74| 83.0 3.0 44.0
$2,000-$2,249_ .| 1,061 166 190 91 14 22 85 | 47.9 7.4 4.7
$2,250-$2,499_ 745 144 201 87 18 22 96 | 43.3 8.9 47.8
$2,500-$2,999 1, 309 210 245 114 22 19 109 | 46.5 9.01 4.5
$3,000-$3,499_ 744 160 290 102 58 42 130 | 35.2 | 20.0| 44.8
$3,500-$3,999 434 113 358 120 91 54 147 | 33.5 25.4 411
$4,000-$4,999 235 88 496 124 181 71 191 25.0 36.5 38.5
$5,000-§7,499_ 307 95 705 131 369 89 205 18.6 52.3 1 29.1
$7,500-99,999___ 96 43 963 160 543 87 260 16.6 | 56.4 | 27.0
$10,000 and over... 132 36 | 1,828 161 1,255 97 412 8.8 68.7 22.5
Occupational group:
Wage earner
$500-8749__________.__.__ 119 16 91 36| 60.4 39.6
750-$999___.__ 248 37 103 24 76.7 23.3
1,000-$1,249_ _ 434 67 112 34 69.6 30.4
$1,250-$1,499_ _ 491 79 118 39| 67.0 33.0
1,500-$1,749_ _ 530 66 138 49 64.5 35.5
1,750-$1,899. ___________ 507 68 170 100 1 4 69 58.8 40.6
2,000-$2,249 S 370 43 175 91 8 10 761 52.0 43.7
2,250~$2,499 265 38 176 89 2 10 85 50.6 48.3
2,500-$2,999_ 531 63 224 123 6 13 95 54.9 42.4
$3,000-83,499. 198 32 283 126 31 27 126 | 44.5 44.8
$3,500-§3,999. ... ... 76 16 314 158 22 10 134 | 50.3 42.7
Clerical
7508999 ____ ... ... 78 7 117 £ ) I S, 43 63.2 ... 36.8
1,000-$1,249 _ _ 199 22 150 92 4 3 54 61.3 2.7| 386.0
1,250-$1,499___ 269 35 153 87 2 7 64| 56.9 1.3 41.8
1,500-$1,749___ 356 43 140 80 7 13 53| 57.1 5.0 | 37.9
1,750-$1,999 . ... 398 48 157 79 3 5 75| 50.3 1.9 ] 47.8
2,000~ 460 53 194 96 12 26 86| 49.5 6.2 44.3
2,250 294 41 200 80 22 25 981 40.0 | 11.0| 49.0
2,500~ 432 49 241 110 13 13 118 | 45.6 5.4 | 49.0
$3,000-$3,499_ ___ 251 38 257 85 49 45 123 | 33.1 19.1 | 47.8
3,500-$3,999. ________._. 144 19 320 114 58 52 148 | 35.6 18.1 46.3
Independent business
$1,250-$1,409. _ ... __ 57 12 134 |7 TR I 67| 50.0 -oco-_- 50.0
$1,500~ - 69 17 146 81 3 5 62| 55.5 2.0 | 425
4750~ 67 34 192 89 21 28 82| 46,4 10.9 | 42.7
2,000~ 91 23 217 87 30 47 100 | 40.1 13.8 46,1
2,250 44 10 253 114 27 22 112 ] 4501 10.7 | 44.3
2,500-$2, 110 23 325 126 79 42 120 | 38.8 | 24.3| 36.9
3,000-$3, 76 23 404 121 146 55 137 | 30.0| 36.1 33.9
$3,500-$3,999 40 16 416 134 119 79 163! 32.2| 28.6) 39.2
§4,000-$4,999. 34 13 568 118 271 0 17 | 20.8) 47.7| 31.5
$5,000-$7,499 71 18 831 135 485 100 211 ] 16.2) 58.4) 25.4
$7,500-$9,999 _ _ 20 8 870 137 531 92 202( 157} 61.11 23.2
$10,000 and ove: 43 10 | 1,950 183 1, 405 100 362 9.4] 72.0| 18.6

See p. 148 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 pro-
portions of families reporting are not shown.
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TaBLE 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, 19356—36—Continued

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

Percentage of total

Number of eli- | Average money expenditure for household h
Rk s ousehold opera-
gible families operation tion expenditure
Otr:cugf,tiotl;ml gr od u E:l' Paid lllloizsehold
amily type, an - elp
come class Report-| R eport| I]:g‘l}ftl . l};ulﬂ’ Paid
A ing ex- ? Other | "8% | house-|Other
ing in- Total [and re- h and re- 3
come | Pendi- friger- | Petcentt- items friger- lh;o%d items
tures ® verage | age o ? e]
ation |y mount |famities ation i
having
(¢} (2) 3) (&) &) O] (U] 8) ) (10) | (1)
Independent professional
$1,250-$1,499____._____._. 4 3| $229| $103 $32 50 $04 | 450 14.0) 41.0
$1,500-$1,749 10 6 231 75 45 33 11| 32.5) 19.51 48.0
$1,750-$1,999__. 14 6 317 81 144 64 921 25.6| 45.4| 29.0
$2,000-$2,249_ . 25 8 253 78 51 77 124 | 30.8| 20.2| 49.0
$2,260-$2,409_ _ 18 14 273 93 62 52 118 | 34.1| 22.7| 43.2
,500- $2,999 32 21 358 104 121 60 1331 29.0 33.8 37.2
,000-$3,499___ 28 20 337 102 103 66 132 | 30.3| 30.6 | 39.1
$3,500-$3,999 26 22 554 84 308 100 1621 15.2| £5.6 | 20.2
$4,000-84,999 40 14 709 99 428 100 182 | 14.0| 60.4| 25.6
$5,000-$7,499 53 23 793 129 459 100 205 | 16.3 ) 57.91 25.8
$7,500-$9,999 _ . 22 13 | 1,692 250 1,113 100 329 | 14.8| 65.8] 19.4
$10,000 and over. 43 16 | 2,041 152 1,399 100 490 7.4 68.61 24.0
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499 _..________ 4 2] &) [¢) [$)] (4] ) (1) [¢9) (W)
$1,500-$1,749_ . 22 18 175 85 2 5 88 | 48.6 1.1] 50.3
$1,750-$1,999 _ . 49 19 175 81 14 18 80 | 46.3 8.0 | 457
$2,000-$2,249_ _ 51 17 194 86 18 18 90 | 44.3 9.3 | 46.4
$2,250-$2,499 _ . 54 19 265 95 48 39 122 ( 35.9 18.1 46.0
$2,500-$2,909_ _ 91 22 222 87 29 20 106 | 39.2 | 13.1| 47.7
,000-$3,499. _ 99 23 312 103 61 52 148 | 33.0 | 19.6 | 47.4
$3,500-$3,999_ _ 69 15 338 121 92 63 125 | 35.8| 27.2| 37.0
9 61 29 429 145 96 60 188 1 33.8 | 22.4| 43.8
88 25 621 116 300 7 2051 18.7 | 48.3 | 33.0
35 13 778 149 366 89 263 19.2 | 47.0 33.8
38 6| 1,464 153 922 89 389] 10.4| 63.0| 26.6
............. 30 1 135 56 13 6 67 | 40.8 9.6 | 49.6
28 12 159 93 9 12 b7 | 58.5 5.7 35.8
53 20 162 76 4 15 82! 46.9 2.51{ 50.6
64 22 180 72 2 18 106 | 40.0 1.1 58.9
70 22 199 84 22 29 93 42,2 11.0 | 46.8
13 32 258 97 39 36 122 | 37.6| 15.1 | 47.3
94 24 265 84 50 39 131 317 18.9 [ 49.4
7 25 394 96 136 65 162 | 24.4 34.5 | 4.1
100 32 428 123 104 60 201 | 28.7 24.3 47.0
$5,000-$7,499_ 95 29 641 144 295 86 202 | 22.5| 46.0 | 3L5
$7,500-$9,900___ 19 9 557 99 224 63 234 17.8 | 40.2 | 42.0
$10,000 and over.....__.. 8 41,761 137 1,250 100 374 7.84 71.0| 2.2
Family type: Type I
$500-$749__________._____ 61 8 88 35 | 60.2 39.8
$750-$999__ 131 14 87 25 | 7.3 28.7
$1,000-$1,249. 223 19 110 40 | 63.6 36.4
$1,250-$1,499_ 275 37 126 51 | 58.7 .8 | 40.5
$1,500-$1,749 324 39 121 48 | 57.8 2.5 | 39.7
$1,750~$1,999. 325 38 157 83 | 42,7 4.4 | 52.9
$2,000-$2,249_ 307 43 177 95 | 38.4 81| 53.5
,250-$2, 193 32 181 94| 36.5| 11.6 | 519
$2,500-$2,999_ 337 46 209 123 | 33.5 7.6 | 589
,000-$3,499. 206 46 263 122 | 27.4| 26.2 | 46.4
,500-$3,000_ 106 26 309 153 | 2.7 28.8 | 49.5
$4,000-$4,999_ 64 20 437 168 1 20.11 41.4 | 38.5
$5,000-$7,499_ a1 24 674 212 13.4 | 55.2 | 31.4
,500-$9, 28 13 834 203 | 14.4 | 49.9 | 35.7
$10,000 and over... 27 811,989 368 7.9 73.4| 187

t Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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134 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TasrE 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

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

Number of eli-
gible families

Average money expenditure for household
operation

Percentage of total
household opera-
tion expenditure

Occupational group,
family type, and in-

Paid household
help

Fuel Fuel
come class _| Report-| cove sone’ | Pald
?:D%Y ing ex- | motal a],;%h:é Other ag%hﬁé( house-|{Other
cogm e | Dendi- Triger. Percent-| items o0 | hold | items
tures attizon Average| age of at{igon help
amount | families
having
o 2 3) 4) ) 6) @ ® () 10) | Ay
Types 1I and 111
$500-$749_______._____.__ 35 5 $65 $24 | 63.1 jooo... 36.9
$750-$999____ 127 19 105 267 75.2 ... 24.8
$1,000-$1,249_ 253 42 114 35 69.3 ™ 30.7
$1,250-$1,499 355 68 122 (&} 45 62.3 0.8 36.9
$1,500-81,749_ 397 70 143 83 2 3 581 58.0 1.4 | 40.6
$1,750-$1,999_ 443 91 174 98 6 7 70| 56.3 3.5 40.2
$2,000-$2,249. 454 69 199 94 17 22 88 | 47.2 8.6 | 44.2
$2,250-$2,499. 300 70 216 90 26 29 100 417 | 12.0 ] 46.3
$2,500-$2,999. 487 83 259 1i1 41 27 107 7 42.9| 158 413
$3,000-$3,499. 247 62 333 100 87 54 145 | 30.0 | 26.1 43.9
$3,500-$3,999._ 130 42 459 127 180 79 152 1 27.7 39.2 33.1
$4,000-$4,999 80 31 584 110 273 88 201 18.8 | 46,8 | 34.4
$5,000-$7,499_ 107 42 736 127 417 100 192 17.2 56.7 26.1
$7,500-$9,999___ 29 16 | 1,115 164 703 86 248 | 14.7 | 63.0} 223
$10,000 and over. 44 16 | 1,977 208 1,372 90 397 | 10.5| 69.4| 20.1
Types IV and V
$500-$749_____________.__ 23 3 138 {1 0 RN S, 581 58.0 [.--__ 42.0
68 11 146 104 | [ 427 712 |._____ 28.8
157 28 162 107 6 7 49 | 66.0 3.7 30.3
225 37 153 94 2 4 57 61.4 1.3 37.3
204 53 162 105 5 7 521 64.8 3.1 32.1
320 66 171 99 3 6 69 57.9 1.7} 40.4
320 54 19 110 5 9 76| 57.6 2.6 39.8
252 42 200 100 8 12 92+ 50.0 4.0 | 46.0
485 81 254 147 8 12 101 57.8 2.4 39.8
293 52 273 126 25 23 122 | 46.1 9.2 | 44.7
198 45 317 143 34 28 140 | 45.1 10.7 | 4.2
91 37 460 161 101 52 198 | 350 | 22.0| 43.0
109 29 702 170 319 4 213 24.2 | 45.4 | 30.4
$7,500-$9,999 ___ - 39 14 942 185 515 86 242 19.6 54.7 25.7
$10,000 and over....._.._ 61 12 | 1,658 130 1,086 100 442 7.8 | 655 26.7

' See p. 148 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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T asLe 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

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

Number of eligible | Average money expenditure for | Percentage of total fam-
families clothing 1 ily clothing expenditure
Ogcup?tioglal gr % up,
amlly type, and In- Report- | All Other Other
come class Report- | ngex- |family | Hus: |y | family | Hus: | vy | family
incor%e 2| pendi- | mem- | band mem- | band mem-
tures bers bers bers
) () [6)] [¢)) ) )] @) ® [¢)] 10
All families
$500-$749. 119 16 $67 $16 $24 $17 28.1 42.1 29.8
750-$999. 326 44 63 19 25 19 30.2 39.6 30.2
1,000-$1,249 633 89 71 26 26 19 36.6 36.6 26.8
1,260-81,499. ___________ 855 142 102 39 39 24 38.3 38.3 23.4
1,500-$1,749_ . ... 1,015 162 123 42 50 31 34.1 40.7 25.2
1,750-$1,999_ . _________ 1,088 195 151 52 63 36 34.4 41.8 23.8
2,000-$2,249____________ 1,061 166 184 66 72 46 35.9 39.1 25.0
2,250-$2,499. __ . _._.___ 745 144 206 72 83 51 34.9 40.3 24.8
2,500-$2,999. .. ... 1, 309 210 258 82 100 76 3.8 38.8 29.4
3,000-$3,409____________ 746 160 330 100 135 95 30.3 40.9 28.8
3,500-$3,999_ . __________ 434 113 415 125 165 125 30.1 39.8 30.1
4,000~$4,909__ .. _ ... .. 235 88 454 144 191 119 317 42.1 26.2
5,000-$7,499. ... _ 307 95 588 176 261 152 29.8 44.4 25.8
7,500-$9,999. 96 43 738 226 342 170 30.6 46. 4 23.0
$10,000 and over....._.__ 132 36| 1,273 387 688 198 30.4 54.0 15.6
Occupational group:
Wage earner
$500-8749_ . .. 119 16 57 16 24 17 28.1 42.1 29.8
750-3990____ 248 37 &3 19 23 11 35.8 43.4 20.8
1,000-$1,249_ _ 434 67 63 22 24 17 34.9 38.1 27.0
1,250-$1,499. . 491 79 101 32 39 30 317 38.6 29.7
530 66 115 33 49 33 28.7 42.6 28.7
507 68 154 49 61 44 31.8 39.6 28.6
370 43 202 66 7 59 32.7 38.1 29. 2
265 38 187 61 69 57 32.6 36.9 30.5
531 63 284 90 99 95 3L7 34.9 33.4
198 32 352 96 124 132 27.3 35.2 37.5
78 16 370 92 124 154 24.9 33.5 41.6
78 7 95 18 33 44 18.9 34.8 46.3
199 22 89 34 30 25 38.2 33.7 28.1
259 35 102 50 38 14 49.0 37.3 13.7
356 43 120 45 43 32 37.5 35.8 26.7
398 48 143 49 61 33 34.3 42.6 23.1
460 53 163 64 60 39 39.3 36.8 23.9
204 41 210 78 86 46 37.1 41.0 21.9
432 49 237 73 95 69 30.8 40.1 29.1
251 38 321 97 135 89 30.2 42.1 27.7
U, 144 19 471 145 171 155 30.8 36.3 32.9
Independent business
1,250~-$1,499__ 57 12 86 31 36 19 36.0 41.9 22.1
1,500-$1,749. _ 69 17 174 56 80 38 32.2 46.0 21.8
1,750~$1,999_ _ 67 34 151 55 64 32 36. 4 42.4 21.2
2,000-$2,219 _ _ 91 23 190 68 87 36 35.8 45.8 18.4
2,250-$2,499_ . 44 10 183 65 82 36 35.5 4.8 19.7
2,500~$2,909_ ... ... 110 23 280 82 133 65 29.3 47.5 23.2
3,000-$3,499_ _ __________ 76 23 313 76 135 102 24.3 43.1 32.6
$3,500-$3,999_ _ __._._.___ 40 16 371 108 163 100 29.1 43.9 27.0
4,000~$4,999_ . _____ ... 34 13 428 108 186 134 25.2 43.5 31.3
5,000-$7,499_ ________._. 71 18 606 165 278 163 27.2 45.9 26.9
7,500-$9,999_ _ __ 20 8 546 154 186 206 28.2 34.1 37.7
10,000 and over......... 43 10! 1,365 423 728 214 310 53.4 15.6

See p. 148 for notes on this table.
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136 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

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 eligible | Average money expenditure for | Percentage of total fam-
families clothing ily clothing expenditure
Otf:cup.?ti(;nal gr g up,
amuy wpe, and in- Report- | Al Other Other
come class Reigorl:- ing ex- | family | Hus- Wite family | Hus- Wife family
inooese | Dendi- | mem- | band mem- | band mem-
tures bers bers bers
¢V} 2 3 “ ®) 6) (4] (8) ©) (10)
Independent professional
1,250~ 4 3 $175 $100 $34 $41 57.2 19.4 23.4
1,500~ 10 [] 133 5 53 22 43.7 39.8 18.5
$1,750~ 14 6 183 72 89 22 39.3 48.7 12.0
2,000~ 25 8 177 85 82 10 48.1 46.3 5.6
2,250~ 18 14 238 99 98 41 41.6 41.2 17.2
2, 32 21 257 94 114 49 36.6 4.3 10.1
3,000 28 287 95 133 59 33.1 46.3 20.68
3,500~ 26 22 407 152 200 55 37.3 49.2 13.5
4,000~ 40 14 560 185 275 100 33.0 49.1 17.9
5,000~ 53 23 610 174 305 131 28.5 50.0 21.5
7,500~ 22 13 964 276 524 164 28.6 54.4 17.0
$10,000 43 16| 1,311 363 676 272 21.7 51.6 2.7
Salaried business
1,260~$1,499. .. ____ 4 2 ) (6] ) [¢9) () Q] [47)
1,500-$1,749 _ 22 18 119 42 42 35 35. 35.83 20.4
1,750-$1,999_ 49 19 165 65 74 26 39.4 44.8 15.8
2,000-$2,249 51 17 178 60 83 35 33.7 46.6 19.7
2,250-$2,4 54 19 242 79 98 65 32.6 40.5 26.9
2,500-$2,999 _ 1 22 222 84 50 37.8 39.7 22.5
$3,000-$3,499__ 99 23 320 109 119 92 34.1 37.2 28.7
$3,500-$3,999_ _ 69 15 363 121 142 100 33.3 39.1 27.6
$4,000-$4,999_ _ 61 29 441 142 183 116 32.2 41.5 26.3
$5,000-$7,499_ _ 88 25 588 184 254 150 3L.3 43.2 25.5
$7,500-$9, 35 13 792 250 363 179 31.6 45.8 22.6
$10,000 an 38 6 1,207 399 720 88 33.0 59.7 7.3
Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,499 30 11 129 53 56 20 41.1 43.4 15.5
1,500-$1,749 28 12 184 74 88 22 40.2 47.8 12.0
$1,750-$1,999 53 20 171 72 74 25 42.1 1 43.3 14.6
$2,000-$2,249 64 22 222 84 99 39 37.8 44.6 17.6
$2,250~$2,499 70 22 244 85 112 47 34.8 45.9 19.3
113 22 222 78 102 42 35.1 46.0 18.9
94 24 344 128 173 43 37.2 50.3 12.5
77 25 429 126 204 99 29.4 47.5 23.1
100 32 430 142 165 123 33.0 38.4 28.6
95 29 562 174 231 157 310 41.1 27.9
19 9 578 200 257 121 34.6 4.5 20.9
8 4 896 257 393 246 28.7 43.9 27.4
$749_ e 61 8 48 20 41.7 58.3
$750-$999___ 131 14 62 25 40.3 58.1
$1,000-$1,249 19 56 28 50.0 48.2
$1,250-31, 499. 275 37 106 56 51.9 48.1
$1,500-31,749, 324 39 126 57 45.2 53.2
$1,750-$1,999 325 38 158 66 41.8 56.9
$2,000-$2,249_ _ 307 43 181 80 44.2 53.6
$2,250-$2,499 __ 193 32 202 93 46.0 54.0
$2,500-$2,909_ _ 337 46 241 95 39.4 60.6
,000-33, 206 46 341 125 36.6 62.8
,500-$3, 106 26 443 186 42.0 58.0
$4,000-$4,999_ _ 64 20 495 192 38.8 61.2
$5,000-$7,499_ _ 91 24 482 180 37.4 58.9
$7,500-39,999__._ 28 13 652 269 41.3 58.7
$10,000 and over........ 27 81 1,441 522 36.2 63.8

t Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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Clothing: Average money expenditure for clothing for husband and wife

and other family members, and percentage distribution of such expendilure, by
occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of eligible

Average money expenditure for

Percentage of total fam-

families clothing ily clothing expenditure
chzgup?tional gr (:i up,

mily type, and io- Report- | All Other Other
come class Reigzrt ing ex- | family | Hus- | wip | family | Hus: | oy | family

income pendi- | mem- | band mem- | band mem-

tures bers bers bers
1) 2 @) €Y (%) ©) @ ® ) 10
Types II and 11T
35 5 $53 $15 $22 $16 28.3 41.5 30.2
127 19 44 15 15 14 34.1 34.1 31.8
253 42 80 30 30 20 37.5 37.5 25.0
355 68 94 31 37 26 33.0 39.4 27.6
397 70 117 38 47 32 32.5 40.2 27.3
443 91 149 50 56 43 33.6 37.6 28.8
434 69 180 67 7 43 37.2 38.9 23.9
300 70 207 72 86 49 34.8 41.5 23.7
487 83 239 87 81 71 36.4 33.9 29.7
247 62 316 106 130 80 33.6 41.1 25.3
130 42 405 139 180 86 34.3 4.5 21.2
80 31 425 152 180 93 35.8 42.3 21.9
107 42 589 194 299 94 33.3 50.8 15.9
29 16 696 235 340 121 33.8 48.8 17.4
44 16 1,293 402 695 196 3L1 53.7 15.2
Types IVand V

$500-$749_ ... ____ 23 3 88 11 15 62 12.5 17.0 70.5
$750-$999_______________. 68 11 101 13 22 66 12.9 2L 8 65.3
$1,000-$1,249____________ 157 28 77 15 18 44 19.5 23.4 57.1
$1,250-81,499_ __ . ______. 225 37 110 31 27 52 28.2 24.5 47.3
$1,500-%1,749. ___________ 204 53 130 28 36 66 215 27.7 50.8
$1,750-81999_ _ _____.____. 320 66 149 39 44 66 26. 2 29.5 44.3
$2,000-$2,249_ ___________ 320 54 191 53 51 87 27.7 26.7 45.6
$2,250~82,499____________ 252 42 207 57 60 90 27.5 29.0 43.5
$2,600-82,999___________. 485 81 288 69 83 131 24.0 30.5 45.5
$3,000-$3,499 293 52 334 77 82 175 23.0 24.6 52.4
$3,500-$3,999 198 45 407 84 106 217 20.6 26.1 53.3
$4,000-$4,999 91 37 452 104 123 225 23.0 27.2 49.8
$5,000-$7,499__ 109 29 675 150 206 319 22.2 30.5 47.3
$7,500~$9,999. . ____ - 39 14 830 188 314 328 22.7 37.8 39.5
$10,000 and over-......_ 61 12| 1,185 315 582 288 26.6 49.1 24.3
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TasLe 7.—Personal care: Average money expenditure for lotlet articles and prep-
arations, and services, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

Number of eligible | Average money expenditure ng::;gfg&gtgﬁal
families for personal care pendiﬁure
Occupational group, family
type, and income class Report- Toilet Toilet

Report- | o ex . <3| articles . articles
ing m; pendi- Total | Services and prep- Services ? and prep-

come tures arations arations

1) 2) 3) (€] (5) 6) @) @)
Al families
$500-8749 . ieooeoee 119 16 $19 $8 $11 42.1 57.9
$750-$999____ 326 44 20 9 11 45.0 55.0
$1,000-$1,249_ 633 89 22 10 12 45.5 54.5
$1,250-$1,499._ 855 142 30 14 16 46.7 53.3
$1,500-$1,749______ T TT7C 1,015 162 34 17 17 50.0 50.0
$1,750-$1,999__ . . 1,088 185 39 22 17 56. 4 43.6
$2,000-$2,249_ 1,061 166 45 25 20 55.6 4.4
$2,250-82,499_ 745 144 49 27 22 55.1 4.9
$2,500-$2,999. - 1,309 210 56 31 24 56. 4 43.6
$3,000-$3,499____. .. .... 746 160 68 39 29 57.4 42.6
$3,500-$3.999______ . _.__._._____ 434 113 85 52 33 61.2 38.8
,000-$4, 235 88 81 50 31 617 38.3
$5,000-37,499 307 95 109 73 36 67.0 33.0
$7,500-$9,999___ 96 43 121 76 45 62.8 37.2
$10,000 and OVer._ oo _ 132 36 218 149 69 68.3 317
Occupational group: Wage
earner
$500-$749____ . 119 16 19 8 11 42,1 57.9
0-$! 248 37 18 8 10 44.4 55.6
$1,000-$1,249_ 434 67 21 9 12 42.9 57.1
$1,250-$1,499_ 491 79 29 14 15 48,3 51.7
$1,600-$1,740_____ . LT TTC 530 66 34 17 17 50.0 50.0
$1,750-$1,999____ . ... 507 68 38 22 16 57.9 42,1
1 ,249_ 370 43 44 24 20 54.5 45.5
$2,250-$2,499. 265 38 48 25 23 52.1 47,9
,500-$2,999_ 531 63 56 30 25 54.5 45.5
$3,000-$3,499_ - 198 32 72 44 28 61.1 38.9
$3,500-$3,999. .- eeann 78 16 75 38 37 50.7 49.3
Clerical
$750-8999_ __ . 78 7 26 13 13 50.0 50.0
1,000-$1,249_. 199 22 24 12 12 50.0 50.0
1,250-$1,499_ 269 35 32 15 17 46.9 53.1
1,500-$1,749_ 356 43 33 16 17 48.5 515
1,760-$1,999___ oo 398 48 41 22 19 53.7 46.3
$2,000-$2,249_ 460 53 42 24 18 57.1 42.9
2,250-$2,409_ 294 41 50 28 22 56.0 44.0
2,500-$2,999_ 432 49 55 30 25 54.5 45.5
,000~$3,499_ 251 38 68 36 32 52.9 47.1
$3,500-$3,999._ 144 19 95 61 34 64.2 35.8
Independent business

1,250-$1,499_ 57 12 25 13 12 52.0 48.0
1,500-$1,749_ 69 17 38 21 17 55.3 4.7
1,750-$1,999_ 67 34 41 25 16 61.0 39.0
2,000-$2,249_ 21 23 57 34 23 59.6 40.4
$2,260-$2,499___ oo 44 10 36 18 18 50.0 50.0
$2,500-$2,999___ . . 110 23 59 38 21 64.4 35.6
$3,000-$3,409._. 76 23 70 41 29 58.6 41. 4
$3,500-$3,999.. 40 16 77 46 31 59.9 40.3
$4,000-$4,099_ 34 13 76 49 27 64.5 35.5
$5,000-$7,409____..____ S, 71 18 117 83 34 70.9 29.1
$7,500-$9,999 . o eeeeee 20 8 103 71 32 68.9 311
$10,000 and over_. ... ________ 43 10 183 128 55 69.9 30.1

See p. 148 for notes on this table,
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TaBrLe 7.—Personal care: Average money expenditure for totlet articles and prep-
arations, and services, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family lype, and tncome, in 1 year, 1985—36—Continued

Percentage of total

Number of eligible | Average money expenditure . :
families for personal care per;oe!;‘giggx;g ex
Occupational group, family —_—
type, and income class Report- | Report- Tgillet ’I‘ai]let
P ing ex- : articles articles
1ré{;g nlll;- pendi. Total | Services and prep- Services and prep-
tures arations arations
[¢)) 2) 3) 4 (%) ©) (@) )
Independent professional
$1,250-$1,499________._._________ 4 3 $58 $26 $32 44.8 85.2
$1,500-$1,749___ 10 6 42 27 15 64.3 35.7
$1,750-$1,909__ . 14 6 46 22 24 47.8 52.2
$2,000-$2,249._ - 25 8 35 18 17 51.4 48. ¢
$2,250-$2,499_ . eeeaaes 18 14 52 27 25 519 43.1
$2,500-$2,999_ .. .o oo 32 21 51 33 18 64.7 35.3
$3,000-$3,499_ 28 20 58 34 24 58.6 41.4
$3,600-$3,999.... 26 22 84 57 27 67.9 32.1
$4,000-$4,999_ 40 14 86 54 32 62.8 37.2
$6,000-$7,499 .o 53 23 114 79 35 69.3 30.7
$7,500-$9,999____ oo 22 13 119 72 47 60.5 39.5
$10,000 and over____._______._._ 43 16 253 174 79 68.8 3L2
Salaried business

$1,250-$1,499. 4 2 [6)) 6} (43} () )
$1,500-$1,740_ 22 18 37 20 t 17 54.1 45.9
$1,750-$1,999_ 49 19 45 27 18 60.0 40.0
$2,000-$2,249_ 51 17 43 22 21 51,2 48.8
$2,250-$2,499___________ 54 19 54 35 19 64.8 35.2
$2,500-$2,999___ .. oo oo 91 22 35 25 58.3 41.7
$3,000-$3,499___ 9 23 72 45 27 62.5 37.5
$3,500-$3,999___ 69 15 85 53 32 62. 4 37.6
$4.000-$4,999___ 61 29 77 50 27 64.9 35.1
$5,000-$7,499____ ... 88 25 115 79 36 68.7 3L3
$7,600-89,999____ __ .. ___.____.___ 35 13 157 102 55 65.0 35.0
$10,000 and over 38 6 213 139 74 66, 2 34.8

Sealaried professional
$1,250-$1,499_ . ______________.__ 30 11 31 15 16 48.4 51.6
$1,500-$1,749___ 28 12 52 29 23 55,8 44.2
$1,750-$1,999___ 53 20 35 16 19 45.7 54.3
$2,000-$2,249_ _. 64 22 49 27 22 55.1 44,9
$2,250-$2,499___ oo 70 22 47 26 21 55.3 44.7
$2,500-$2,999. 113 32 50 28 22 56.0 4.0
$3,000-$3,499__. 94 24 56 32 24 57.1 42.9
$3,500-$3,099___ 77 25 81 50 31 61.7 38.3
$4,000-$4,999___ 100 32 83 49 34 59.0 41.0
X $7, 95 29 95 57 38 60.0 40.0
$7,600-$9,999__ . ... 19 9 76 40 36 52.6 47. 4
$10,000 and over. . _..__..______ 8 4 248 179 69 72.2 27.8
Family type: Type 1

$500-8749_ e 61 8 17 8 11 35.3 64.7
$750-8999____ 131 14 18 8 10 44. 4 55.6
$1,000-$1,249_ 223 19 21 9 12 42.9 57.1
$1,250-$1,499 275 37 30 14 16 46.7 53.3
$1,500-$1,749 324 39 32 17 15 53.1 46.9
$1,750-$1,999. oo 325 38 44 26 18 59.1 40.9
$2,000-52,249. 307 43 47 26 21 55.3 4.7
$2,250-$2,499___ e 193 32 47 25 22 53.2 46.8
$2,500-$2,999 337 46 55 32 23 68.2 41.8
$3,000-$3,499_____________._____. 206 46 71 38 33 63.5 46.5
$3,500-$3,890____ ... ___.___._. 106 26 84 56 28 66,7 33.8
$4,000-54,699_ 64 20 77 45 32 58.4 41.6
$5,000-$7,409_ 91 24 95 62 65.3 34,7
$7,500-$9,999. __ . 28 13 08 51 47 52.0 48.0
$10,000 and over. . .ooooceoa. 2 8 2387 168 69 70.9 20.1

t Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TABLE 7.

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

Personal care: Average money expenditure for toilet articles and prep-
arations, and services, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

- . Percentage of total
Number of eligible | Average money expenditure
o personal care ex-
families for personal care penditure
Occupational group, family
type, and income class Report Report- Totlet Toilet

ing in- lp"‘egnf‘i’i‘: Total | Services ag’é’glfesp_ Services a;‘glglr:’;)‘

come tures arations arations

[¢)] @ @ @ ®) ® @ ®
Types IT and II1
$500-$749__ ... ... 35 b $20 $0 $11 45.0 55.0
$750-$999 ___________ 127 19 19 9 10 47.4 52.6
$1,000-$1,249__. 253 42 24 1 13 15.8 54.2
$1,250-$1,499_ _ 355 68 29 14 15 48.3 51.7
$1,600-$1,749___ . ________ 397 70 37 18 19 43.6 51. 4
$1,750-$1,999__ . .. . 443 91 37 19 18 51.4 48,6
$2,000-$2,249___ 434 69 41 23 18 56.1 43.9
$2,250-$2,499___ 300 70 50 28 22 56.0 4.0
$2,500-$2,999___ 467 83 50 28 22 56.0 4.0
$3,000-$3,499_.__ __________...._. 247 62 61 37 24 60.7 39.3
$3,500-$3,999__________._._._.___ 130 42 82 52 30 63.4 36.6
$4,000-54,999___ 80 31 7 48 31 60.8 39.2
$5,000-$7,499.._ . 107 42 97 62 35 63.9 36.1
$7,500-$9,999_____ 29 16 129 82 47 63.6 36.4
$10,000 and over.._________.__._. 44 16 204 136 68 66.7 23.3
Types IVand V

23 3 23 11 12 47.8 52.2
68 11 26 13 13 50.0 50.0
157 28 23 11 12 47.8 52.2
225 37 31 15 16 48. 4 51.6
204 53 35 16 19 45.7 54.3
$1,750~81,999 ___ o eeo-. 320 66 38 21 17 55.3 4.7
$2,000-$2,249_ 320 54 47 27 20 57.4 42.6
$2,250-$2,499.__ 252 42 48 26 22 54,2 45.8
$2,500-$2,999___ 485 81 60 33 27 55.0 45,0
$3,000-$3,499_____ ... 203 52 72 42 30 58.3 41.7
$3,500-$3,999___ . ... 198 45 87 50 37 57.5 42.5
$4,000-3$4,999_ - 91 37 85 55 30 64.7 35.3
$5,000-$7,499._ - 109 29 133 93 40 69.9 30.1
$7,500-$9,999___ 39 14 132 90 42 68. 2 31.8
$10,000 and over 61 12 220 150 70 68.2 3.8
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TasLe 8.—Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families owning
and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for opera-

tion and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, 1935-36

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

Number of eligible | Percentage of all Average money expenditure
families families of all families
Occupational group, family
type, and income class Report- lillt;,pg;t- Owning | Purchas- |Operation) o 0. Purchas
ing in- &S5 | aute- |ingauto- | and pur- | QP8 P
come? | BORCY | mobiles | mobiles | chase R
¢V} ) 3) 4 (3) 6) U] )
All families

$500-$749. _ 119
$750-$999. ___ 326
$1,000-51,249_ 633
$1,250-$1,499_ - 855
$1,500-$1,749________ . _________ 1,015
1,088
1,061
745
1,309
746
$3,500-$3,999 ... ... __.___.. 434
$4,000-$4,999_ 235
$5,000-$7,499_ 307
$7,500-$9,999___ _ 96
$10,000 and over_.__.________.._. 132

Occupational group: Wage
earner

$1,750-$1,999 ... :

$2,000-$2,249
$2,250-$2,499.
$2,500-$2,999_
$3,000-$3,499_
$3,600-$3,999___

Independent business

$1,250-$1,499
$1,500-$1,749.
$1,750-$1,999.
$2,000-$2,249_
$2,250-$2,499._____ .. __._____

$7,500-$9,900______________._____

$10,000 and over

See p. 148 for notes on this table.
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142 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TasrLe 8.—Automobile operation and purchase: Perceniage of families owning
and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditures for all families for opera-
tion and purchase, by occupatzon family type, and tncome, 1935-36—Continued.

Number of eligible {| Percentage of all Average money expenditure
families families of all families
Occupational group, fixmily
type, and income class Report- I;l:pgt;- Owning | Purchas- |Operation| oo | purch
ing in- egn i, | suto- |ingauto- | and pur- g pe ‘zm t;‘“
come | BODe | mobiles | mobiles | chase ne
63} 2) @) [C)] ®) ©) @) ®
Independent professional
$1,250-$1,499_ . ________________ 4 3 R
$1,500-$1,749_ 10 6 $38
$1,750-$1,999_ 14 6 7
$2,000-$2,249. 25 8 12
$2,250-$2,499____ . ___ oo .. 18 14 74
$2,500-$2, 999 .................... 32 2t 42 4 82 75 7
$3,000-$3,4 28 20 34 4 94 90 4
$3,500—$3,999, 26 22 55 28 142 108 34
$4,000-$4,999_ 40 14 58 22 158 7% 83
$5,000-$7,499___._______ 53 23 78 16 180 159 21
$7,500-$9,999_______________ 22 13 92 8 342 309 33
$10,000 and OVer. o oceeeccacaen- 43 18 77 40 679 338 341
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499 _________________. 4 2 4] (6} (¢} [¢3)
$1,500-81,749_ 2 18 17 12 83 w| @ g
$1,750-$1,900__. 49 19 6 |accceeenan 10 10 |
$2,000-$2,249___ 51 17 P 3 I 41 41 DT
$2,250-$2,499 < o oo 54 19 37 5 68 59 9
$2,500-$2,009 _______ . ________. 91 22 48 13 117 70 47
$3,000-$3,499___ 99 23 58 | 109 109 ...
$3,500-$3,999. .. 69 15 V{3 O 144 144 | .
$4,000-$4,900.__ 61 29 69 22 253 166 87
$5,000-$7,499_ . _________._____. 88 25 62 435 258 177
$7,500-$9,999___________ ... 35 13 88 46 712 308 314
$10,000 and OVer- - .cococaoo_- 38 6 77 51 808 615 193
Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,409 30 15 N NN FOSUITTN (RS AP
$1,500-$1,749_ 28 12 37 4 30 30 | e
$1,750-$1,909_ 53 20 23 3 49 43 6
$2,000-$2,249_ 64 22 27 9 68 28 40
$2,250-$2,499 70 22 41 4 69 68 1
$2, 500—$2 999 ___ . 13 32 44 9 110 69 41
$3, $3,499_ 94 24 55 12 172 105 687
33, 500—$3 999 _ 25 75 24 283 176 107
$4, 000—$4 900_ 100 32 44 8 160 131
$5,000—$7,499 95 29 65 2 188 176 12
$7,500-$9,999 19 9 T8 e 287 287 |occoae s
$10,000 and OVer . .cocaooamnnn 8 4 81 81 835 326 509
Family type: Type 1
61 3 D -
131 14 7 7 6 4 2
223 19 6 6 15 5 10
275 37 8 3 7 13 2
324 39 20 3 43 36 12
$1,750-$1,990 _____ . ____________ 325 38 35 11 84 45 39
$2,000-$2,249_ 307 43 28 1 29 26 3
$2, 250—$2 499_ 193 32 44 10 149 114 35
$2, 500-$2 999 _ 337 61 18 225 125 100
$3,000—$3,499_ 208 46 51 12 214 142 72
$3,500-$3,999. 106 26 60 22 252 169 83
$4,000-$4,999._ 64 20 44 12 140 118 22
55 000-$7,409_ 91 24 52 12 231 157 74
500—$9 _____ 28 13 91 19 557 412 145
$10 000 and over—..... - 27 8 92 87 867 652

t Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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T s+ BLE 8,—Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families owning
and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for opera-~
tion and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, 1935-36—Continued.

Number of eligible | Percentage of all Average money expenditure
families families of all families
Occupational group, fi:mily
type, and income class Report- ?:pg;t_— Owning | Purchas- |Operation| oo | purchase
ing in- egndi- auto- | ing auto- | and pur- gon (nety
come | RYLC | mobiles | mobiles | chase
&3] 2 @®) O] (%) (O] (@] ®
Types IT and II1
$500-$749 - oo 35
$750-$999____ .. 127
$1,000-$1,249___ 253
$1,250-$1,499_ 355
$1,500-$1,749_____ ... 397
$1,750-$1,999_ 443
$2,000-$2,249_ 434
$2,250-$2,499._ 300
$2,500-$2,999_ 487
$3,000-$3,409________ 247
$3,600-$3,999 . ... 130
$4,000-$4,999 80
$5,000-$7,499 107
$7,600-$9,999___ 29 16 74 29 505 360 145
$10,000and over_. ... ._._____. 44 16 73 40 609 374 235
Types IVand V

$500-8749_ oo 23 . -
$750-$999__ 68 2
$1,000-$1,249 157 14
$1,250-$1,499 225 11
$1,500-$1,749____ . ______..__.__. 294 30
$1,750-$1,999 320 44 35 9
$2,000-$2,249 320 51 35 16
$2,250-$2,499 252 74 5% 15
$2,500-$2,999 485 140 93 47

) X 293 156 88 (]
$3,500-$3,999__._ ... ___. 198 45 58 12 156 126 30
$4,000-$4,999_______ . ___________. 91 37 59 20 197 139 58
$5,000-$7,409. . .. 109 29 64 22 358 228 130
$7,500-$9,999 ... . 39 14 87 28 488 312 176
$10,000and over._______.__.____ 61 12 70 54 572 298 274
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144 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TasrLt 9.—Recreation: Average money expenditure for recreation of specified types,
by occupation, family type, and income, 1n 1 year, 1935-36

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

Number of
eligible families

Average money expenditure for recreation

Occupational, group, family . Paid admissions ip-
type, and {ncome class Report- Iﬁf’g 22 nlfgilg)r
13511‘12'1 %ﬁdi_ Total gam&es Other
es : ant
Movies | Other? sports
m @ ® @ ® ® ™ ®
All families
$500-8749_ . 119 16 $16 $13 ™ ™ $3
750-$009 ... 326 44 19 12 $1 ™* 6
$1,000-$1,249_________ 633 89 23 11 1 *) 11
$1,250-$1,499_._____ 855 142 34 19 3 $1 1
$1, 500-$1 49 . 1,015 162 44 24 3 2 15
$1,750-$1,999. . ... 1,088 195 55 25 6 3 21
$2,000-$2,249___ 1,061 166 66 29 7 6 24
$2,250-$2,499_ 745 144 74 30 10 6 28
,500-$2,909. 1,309 210 86 35 9 8 36
$3,000-$3,499 746 160 120 46 14 13 47
$3,600-$3,999. __ 434 113 127 44 21 14 48
$4,000-$4,990__ 235 88 180 49 26 27 78
$5,000—$7 499 307 95 217 49 38 24 106
$7,500-$9,999_____ 96 43 315 53 65 56 141
$10,000 and over 132 36 960 68 160 193 539
Occupational group:
Wage earner
$500-$749___ ... 119 16 16 13 (] ™ 3
$750-$999______ 248 37 16 12 1 *) 3
$1,000-$1,240___ 434 67 25 12 1 1 11
$1,250-$1, 499,_. 491 79 36 20 3 1 12
$1,500—$1,749 ____________________ 530 66 34 18 2 1 13
750-91,900 . ____ 507 68 54 22 5 3 24
$2,000-$2,249___ 370 43 69 32 9 4 24
$2,260-$2,499___ 265 38 80 29 9 7 35
$2,500-$2,999___ 531 63 93 36 8 6 43
$3,000-33,499___ 198 32 124 47 13 14 50
$3, 000 o 78 16 176 45 25 18 88
Clerical
$750-3999 78 7 28 ) . 3 U SN, 15
$1,000- 199 22 17 9 1 * 7
$1,250- 269 35 31 17 2 2 10
$1,500- 356 43 55 31 4 3 17
$1,750- 398 43 54 29 7 3 15
$2,000- 460 53 63 28 5 5 26
= 204 41 72 30 11 5 26
432 49 86 40 9 4 33
251 38 120 51 20 13 36
144 19 97 45 22 10 20
Independent business

$1,250- 57 12 21 17 (] *) 4
$1,500~ 69 17 53 23 3 1 26
$1,750- 67 34 48 29 5 1 13
$2,000- 91 23 50 27 2 1 20
$2,250—$2 499 s 44 10 51 27 6 2 16
$2,500-$2,999_.______.___ 110 23 80 34 9 7 30
$3,000-$3,499_ 76 23 87 44 9 6 28
$3,500—$3,999- 40 16 145 52 17 6 70
$4,000-$4,999_ 34 13 175 55 16 25 79
$5,000-$7,499___ 7 18 205 67 40 13 85
$7,500-$9,999___ 20 8 277 65 6 38 112
$10,000 and over. 43 10 829 49 159 168 453

See p. 148 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 9.—Recreation: Average money expenditure for recreation of specified types,
by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

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

eligg{g?::uﬁfies Average money expenditure for recreation
Occupational group, family Report- Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class Report- ing ex- ment for
g in- pendi- Total games Other
eomme tures Movies | Other and
sports
o) @ ) @ ® © Q) ®
Independent professional
$1,250-$1,499___. .. __._.__ 4 3 $54 $30 ™) $2 $22
$1,500-81,749___ 10 6 63 29 $5 3 26
$1,750-$1,999___ 14 6 102 42 17 | 43
$2,000-$2,249___ 25 8 112 32 36 17 27
$2,250-82,499___ . __ ... __ ... .__ 18 14 82 33 15 13 21
$2,500-%2,999__.______________._. 32 21 75 28 9 6 32
$3,000-$3,499_ 28 20 126 33 13 8 72
$3,500-23,909_ 26 22 125 41 28 23 33
$4,000-%4,999___ 40 14 197 39 36 55 67
$5,000-$7,499_ . 53 23 228 45 52 21 110
$7,500-$9,999_ .. _._C 22 13 365 42 53 64 206
$10,000 and over._.. 43 16 1,268 74 229 188 77
Salaried business
$1,250-81,499___________________. 4 2 (&3} M M () 1
$1,500-51,749_ 22 18 52 29 1 2 20
$1,750~81,999_ 49 19 38 22 2 2 12
$2,000-$2,249_ 51 17 52 24 4 2 22
$2,250-$2,499______ .. . ... 54 19 64 30 5 4 25
$2,500-$2,999. . ______ ... 91 22 64 23 9 10 22
$3,000-$3,499_ - 99 23 135 41 14 21 59
$3,500-$3,999_ . 69 15 126 44 9 15 58
$4,000-$4,999_ 61 29 134 52 23 12 47
$5,000-$7,499 88 25 222 51 41 26 104
$7,500-%9,999___ 35 13 377 57 83 82 155
$10,000 and over_ - 38 6 880 84 99 253 444
Salaried professional

$1,250-$1,499_ 30 11 32 20 5 1 6
$1,500--81,749_ 28 12 53 24 5 1 23
$1,750--%1,999 53 20 69 21 2 1 45

64 22 90 32 10 23 25

70 22 76 31 10 [ 29

113 32 86 30 10 7 39

91 24 117 43 8 7 59
$3,. $3,99 7 25 126 38 27 17 44
$4,000-%$4,999 .. 100 32 203 49 26 25 103
$5,000-$7,499_____.______________ 95 29 214 36 27 31 120
$7,500-$9,999__ ... .. 19 9 185 45 51 16 73
$10,000 and over_ ... ____.__.__ 8 4 388 69 78 69 172

Family type: Type 1

$6500-3749_ .. 61 8 10 7 3
$750-$999__ 1 14 14 11 2
$1,000-$1.249_ 223 19 21 12 1. 8
$1,250-$1,499 = 275 7 37 20 2 2 13
$1,500-$1.749. ... _____. 324 39 54 30 2 3 19
$1,750-$1,999 _____ . ... .__. 325 38 58 23 10 4 21
$2,000-$2,249_ 307 43 87 32 13 8 34
$2,250-$2,499. 193 32 88 33 17 10 28
$2,500-%2,999_ 337 46 86 30 9 6 41
$3,000-$3,499. __ ____ . _______.. 206 46 123 48 23 16 36

*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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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TasLe 9.—Recreatlon: Average money expenditure for recreation of specified typess
by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

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

Numlf):ll;]xi)lfi:sliglble Average money expenditure for recreation
Occupational group, family - Paid admissions ip-
type, and income'c]ass Report- Iitneé) gﬁ j&?gﬂ
"églg‘e‘ %endi- Total gam&es Other
ures ; an
Movies Other sports
6] @ ® @ () ® m ®
Family type: Type I—Con.
$3,500-$3,999 - 106 26 $137 $41 $44 $21 $31
$4,000-$4,999 . 64 20 267 38 36 61 132
$5,000-$7,499_ 01 24 204 42 44 17 101
$7,500-$9.999_____ - 28 13 401 47 106 80 168
$10,000 and over._ ..o 27 8 1,010 91 94 308 517
Types II and I
$500-$749_ ... 35 5 12 9 [ G0 I D, 3
$750-$999_.____ 127 19 14 10 1 ™ 3
$1,000-$1,249___ 253 42 29 12 1 15
$1,250-$1,499___ 355 68 31 17 2 *) 12
$1,500-$1,749 .. 397 70 40 20 2 16
$1,750-81,999 . ... 443 91 54 27 3 3 21
$2,000~$2,249___ 434 69 58 25 5 4 24
$2,250-$2,499 300 70 74 26 8 4 36
$2,500-$2,999.. 487 83 84 34 @ 7 34
$3,000-$3,499. ... 247 62 121 38 10 i1 62
$3,500-$3,999________ . __.________ 130 42 123 34 14 14 61
$4,000-$4,990_ 80 31 146 47 20 13 66
$5,000-$7,499_ 107 42 190 41 31 15 100
$7,600-$9,999... 29 16 282 47 46 42 147
$10,000 and over..._ccaeeeno e 44 16 718 49 144 113 412
Types IV and V
$500~$749__ .. 23 3 7 5
$750-8999____ 68 11 36 19
$1,000-$1,249_ 157 28 15 6
$1,250-$1,499 225 37 34 7
$1,500-$1,749___________________. 204 53 37 )3}
$1,750-$1,999___________________. 320 66 52 21
$2,000-$2,249_ 320 54 58 15
$2,250-52,490_ 250 42 62 20
$2,500-$2,999. 485 81 90 36
$3,000-$3,499__._________________ 293 52 116 41
198 45 123 52 13 10 48
91 37 149 59 24 15 51
3 -$7, 109 29 254 60 41 37 116
$7,500-$9,999___ 39 14 279 61 51 48 119
$10,000 and over__ ... ... ... 61 12 1,113 72 200 200 641

* Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown,
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Footnotes for Tables in Expenditure Tabular Summary

TABLE 1

1 8ee 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 aie pay or gift (average amounts based on all families, whether or not they reported such non-
monoey income).

.4 Includes purchases on cash or credit basis. Does not include money disbursements resulting in an
increase in family assets or a decrease in liabilities. (Examples of disbursements not treated as expendi-
tures will be found in the glossary, appendix B.)

5 See glossary, appendix B, for definitions of surplus and deficit.

¢ Represents the average net difference between reported money receipts and reported money disburse-
megts.h Sdeelglossary, 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 de-
crease 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 shownin column 4 for all familes.

4 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.

TABLE 2

1 The averages in this table include money expenditures tor 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.

2 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.

3 Housing expenditures inelude the money expense of home owners and rent contracted for by renting
families for family homes and other housing. The value of fuel, light, and refrigeration is included when
furnished by the landlord and included in the rental rate.

4 Includes all expenditures for operation and maintenance (see table 8), and the net purchase price (gross
price less trade-in allowance) of automobiles bought during the schedule year. The proportion of automo-
bile expense chargeable to businegs has been deducted. See glossary, appendix B.

3 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.

8 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.

TABLE 3

1 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.

2 Includes expenditures for board at school, which amounted to less than 5 percent of average food! expense
for all families except those with incomes of $10,000 and over. Among families in the business and profes-
sional categories, it amounted at most to an average of $412 at the income level $10,000 and over. For fam-
ilies of types IV and V, it amounted at most to an average of $459 at the same income level.

8 See glossary, appendix B, for method of deriving this figure.

TABLE 4

1 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 facili-
ties were included as part of the rental rate. .

2 For an estimate of the total number of eligible familles in each group see table 1, column 2.

3 See table 4-A for separation of expense for owning and renting families. .

4 Includes net money expenditure for owned or rented vacation homes, lodging while traveling or on vaca-
tion and room at school. 3

3 See glossary, appendix B, for method of deriving this figure. Includes nonmoney income from owned
vacation homes, which amounted at most to an average of $19 for all families, at the income level, $7,500-

9,999,
8 Percentages based on the average valus of all housing (column 6).

TABLE 4-A

1 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.

1 Percentages based on renting families reporting these facilities included in rent at the end of the schedule
year. These data are not available by family type.

3 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.
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148 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TABLE §

1 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.

3 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 to less than
55%822%3 of money expense for fuel, light, and refrigeration for all families except those at the income level,

3 See glbssary, appendix B, for items included.

TABLE 6

1 Value of clothing gifts from one family member to another are included in the average expenditure for
thelnéengber receiving such gifts. Gifts of clothing to or from individuals outside the economic family are
excluded.

2 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.

3 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 type.

TABLE 7

1 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.
2 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.

TABLE 8

1 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.

2 To obtain the average expense of operation for families owning antomobiles, divide the average shown
in this column by the corresponding figure in column 4 and multiply by 100. The error in this estimate
results from the fact that some families owning automobiles did not operate them; some operated auto-
mobiles which they did not own. See page 56.

3 To obtain the average net purchase price (gross price less trade-in allowance) for families purchasing
abutomobiles, divide the average shown in this column by the corresponding figure in column § and multiply

v 100

TABLE 9

1 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2,
2See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
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TABULAR SUMMARY 151

TasLe 1.—Balance of family income and expenditure: Number of eligible
families, average net money and nonmoney income, average money expenditure for
Jamily living, net surplus or deficit, and balancing difference, by occupation,

family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

Average net income A
Verage | A verage | Average

RODEY. |'net sur- | net bal-
expondi-| Det sur- et t
. plus or | ancin
eligible Non- | ture for | BB O | Hifer®

families !| Total |Money 2| T3¢V lfi‘:,ti'géy‘ (=)% | ence®

Occupational group, family Nun'n' ber

type, and income class

housing 8
(63} ) 3 ) (5) 6) @) )
All families
$500-8749_ - - oo 428 $633 $505 $128 $519 —3$18 $4
$750-$999_ .. ... 2,139 892 849 43 924 —63 —12
$1,000-$1,249_____ 3,209 1,134 1,088 46 1,123 —20 —15
$1,250~$1,499_ __ 2, 460 1,392 1, 381 11 1, 400 —4 —15
$1,500-$1,749_ .. 1,952 1 622 1, 607 15 1, 568 41 -2
$1,750-$1,999___ ... 936 | 1,870 | 1,858 12| 1,935 —51 —26
$2, 000—$2 249___ 722 2,007 2,081 16 1, 980 96 5
$2,250-$2,499_ __ 427 2,358 2,324 34 2,103 204 17
$2,500-$2,999___ 508 2,720 2, 688 32 2, 532 141 15
$3,000andover. . ____.___ .. ___ 241 4,020 3,316 704 2, 855 394 67
Occupational group: Wage
earner
$500-$740. .. __ 428 633 505 128 519 —-18 4
$750-$999_ 1,871 892 852 40 938 —73 -~13
$1,000-$1,249_ 2,674 1,135 1,087 48 1,118 —15 -—16
$1,250-$1, 499 2,112 1,391 1,383 8 1, 391 6 -14
$1, 500-$1 49 . - 1,283 1, 609 1, 586 23 1, 580 13 -7
481 1,863 1,840 23 1,928 —52 —36
241 2,118 2,118 [o...... 1,850 240 28
134 2, 350 2, 266 84 1,952 274 40
187 2,737 2,737 |oceceeo o 2 545 168 24
134 908 913 2 -7
214 1,142 1, 255 =77 -36
,499_ 241 1,407 1,468 —46 15
$1, 500—31 749_ R 241 1, 637 1,482 151 4
$1, 750—$1,999 ___________________________ 187 1,877 1,938 —31 —30
$2,000-$2,249___ el 347 2,095 2, 063 32 2,072 -1 -8
$2,250-$2,499_ 160 2,333 2,318 15 2, 200 122 -4
$2,500-$2,999. 214 2,678 2, 645 33 2,604 28 i3
Business and professional
7508999 . . 134 876 744 132 734 6 4
$1,000-$1,249_ 321 1,118 1,065 53 1,081 —23 7
$1,250-$1,499_ 107 1,390 | .1,286 104 | 1,424 —96 —42
$1,500-$1,749_ . 428 1, 652 1,652 |- 1, 581 64 7
$1, 750—$1 999 oo 268 1,877 1,877 |[ceaeee 1,945 —64 —4
$2,000-$2,249_ oo 134 2, 063 2,063 V. _______. 1,977 87 -1
$2,250-$2,499_ - 133 2,395 2, 389 2,138 233 18
$2,500-$2,999___ 197 2,775 2, 688 87 2,366 318 4
$3,000 and over... 241 4,020 3,316 704 2,855 394 67
Family type: Type 1
$500-$749. _ - 241 622 589 33 616 -3 7
| w5 o
, 765 )1 7 , - —
$1 250—$1 499 _ 1,337 1,3% 1; 390 f._______. 1,392 19 —21
$1,500-$1,749 1,633 1,628 5 y 84 6
$1,750-$1,999 - - 348 1,870 1,910 —40 1,996 -29 —57
m| i e mo
$2,500-$2,999 214 | 2645 | 2,62 17| 2569 39 18
$3,000and over_.__________ ... 133 4 104 3,792 312 2,750 994 48
See p. 177 for notes on this table.
80694°—39 11
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152 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TaBLE 1.

Balance of family income and expenditure: Number of eligible

Sfamilies, 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, 1935-36—Continued

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

Averzge net income

Number ‘g :;2%9 Average | Average
Occupational group, family Jof expendi- n?::]:lgr- ’g‘g ?1? -
type, and income class eligible Non- | ture for | 1S oF | 80708
families money | family 111er-
Total | Money from living (=) ence
housing
@ 2) 3 4) (5) ) G (8)
Types II and IIT

$500-$749. .. ... 53 1) ) (49} (62} (¢} )]
$750-$999___________ 668 $907 $903 $4 $932 —~$4 —$25
$1,000-$1,249 936 1, 121 1,090 31 1,152 =52 -~—10
$1,250-$1,499 508 1,362 1,328 34 1,383 —39 -~16
$1,500-$1,749 375 1,618 1, 592 26 1,631 —40 1
321 1,881 1,803 78 1,872 —38 -31
161 2,076 2,076 |.__o.__.. 2,114 —34 —4
107 2,362 2, 249 113 5 90! 365 —24

27 4] ) )] (¢} (G} 14}]

134 1) [6)) ) ) () Q)
187 841 761 80 1, 105 ~325 —19
508 1, 157 1,129 28 1, 169 —29 —11
615 1,422 1,404 18 1,431 -25 -2
588 1, 606 1, 580 26 1,579 20 —19
267 1,855 1,835 | oo 1, 929 —97 23
241 2,094 , 047 47 1,828 197 24
80 2,371 2, 340 31 2,187 148 5
267 2,794 2,748 46 2, 457 282 9
108 3,915 2,721 1,194 2, 987 —358 92

f{Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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Net surplus or deficit: Percentage of families having a surplus or

deficit, and average amounls reported, by occupation, family type, and income, in

1 year, 19356-361

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

Number of eligible Percentage of fam- | Average amount for

families Average ilies having? families having?

Oceupational group, family 1139151:%?
type, and income class Report- |Reporting| deficit
ing in- | expendi- (~) Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
come ¢ tures
w @) 3) (6] (%) 6) @) ®)
All families
16 8 —$18 37.5 40.0 $45 $88
80 32 —63 30.5 44.8 26 158
120 54 -—20 56.9 41.6 46 110
92 45 —4 51.2 3L7 80 142
73 53 41 74.8 22.0 96 141
$1,750—$1,999 ____________________ 35 32 —51 52.3 41.5 76 219
$2,000-$2,249___ . 27 27 96 8L.5 111 168 369
$2,250~-$2,499._ R 16 15 204 93.8 |ecooe_. 217 |
$2,500-$2,999.__ _ 19 19 141 78.9 21.1 290 417
$3,000andover__._...____ ... ... 9 9 394 66.7 22.2 926 1, 009
Occupational group: Wage
earner
16 8 ~18 37.5 40.0 48 90
70 25 —73 29.2 49.8 20 159
100 38 —15 59.6 38.5 45 109
79 36 6 57.1 28.1 80 142
48 33 13 68.0 29.2 87 158
$1,750-$1,999________._____.__._. 18 16 —52 49.0 4.6 69 193
$2,000-$2,249___ . 9 9 240 100.0 | ___.__ 240 |____._____
$2,250-$2,499._ . - 5 5 274 100.0 |______.___ 274 (..
$2,500-$2,999. ... 7 7 168 85.7 4.3 272 454
Clerical
$750-8999___ ... 5 4 2 40.0 | _____ L
$1,000-%1,249___ 8 6 -77 50.0 50.0 26 180
$1,250~$1,499___ 9 6 —45 22,2 55.5 54 104
$1,500-81,749_______ 9 7 151 100.0 | 151 .
$1,750-$1,999__ ... _____.._. 7 7 =31 714 28.6 71 287
$2,000-$2,249_ .. ... 13 13 —1 69. 2 23.1 121 368
$2,250-$2,499_______ 6 6 122 100.0 [oo_.o____. 122 4.
$2,500-$2,999____ . _________... 8 8 28 75.0 25.0 240 608
Business and professional
750-8999_ . ___________________._ 5 3 6 40.0 20.0 102 180
$1,000-$1,249 12 10 —23 38.8 611 62 77
$1,250-$1,499. 4 3 —06 ... 50.0 |.._._____. 192
1,500-$1,749. 16 13 64 81.2 12.5 84 40
1 750—$1 999 10 9 —64 45.0 45.0 98 240
2,000-$2,249____________________ 5 5 87 80.0 |_________. 109 | ...
2,250-$2,409_________ - ] 4 233 80.0 | .. _._ 200 | .. __
2,000—$2,999 ......... . 4 4 318 75.0 25.0 428 12
3,000 and over.___._ - 9 9 394 66.7 22.2 926 1, 009
Family type: Type 1

500-8749__ 9 5 60.0 [oo_.__ 57
750-$999_ ___ 48 16 X 45.8 26 142
1,000-81,249.___ 66 22 X 33.7 50 101
$1,250-31,499___ 50 15 3 18.7 84 182
1,500-$1,749_________ ... 37 24 84 91.3 8.7 115 241
1,750-$1,999____ . . ___._________ 13 12 -29 57.1 34.0 88 232
2,000-$2,249..__ 12 12 89 75.0 8.3 135 193
2,250-$2,499. __ 9 8 151 100.0 oo 15% |
$2,500-$2,999____.._ 8 8 39 87.5 12.5 208 1,144
$3, '000 and over 5 5 994 100.0 | ... 994 | ..

See p. 177 for notes on this table
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TaBLE 1-A.—Net surplus or deficit: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounts reported, by occupation, family type, and income, in
1 year, 19356-36—Continued

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

Number of eligible Percentage of fam- | Average amount for
families Average ilies having families having
Occupational group, family li)el'{lss"g,'
type, and income class Report- |Reporting| deficit
ing in- | expendi- - Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
come tures
[¢Y) @ @) (O] %) (6) ) ®
Types II and 11T
$500-$749. 2 2 (6] [©) [6)) [¢3) 6]
$750-$999___ 25 12 —$4 314 35.4 $29 $37
$1,000-$1,249_ _ 35 21 —52 46.6 48.0 34 142
$1,250-$1,409__ 19 12 -39 27.6 52.6 90 122
$1,500-$1,749. ... 14 11 -40 61.8 28.5 53 256
$1,750-81,999____ . 12 11 —38 36.7 55.0 98 134
$2,000-$2,249. _ 6 6 —34 83.3 16.7 102 712
$2,250-$2,499__ 4 4 365 75,0 [coceoooiat 487 |-
$2,500-$2999. ... 1 1 [¢)) ) Q) Q)] Q)
Types IV and V
$500~$749_______________..___... 5 1 M 4] [¢9] ¢/ 1¢)]
$750-$999___ 7 4 =325 |- L6 [ 454
$1,000-51,249. 19 11 —29 43.2 56.8 37 79
$1,250-$1,499__ 23 18 -25 45.6 42.9 59 121
$1,500-$1,749________ o 22 18 20 55.8 40.0 74 52
$1,750-$1,999___ .o oomeaas 10 9 —97 65.0 35.0 49 368
$2,000~-$2,249__ 9 9 197 88.9 1.1 246 198
$2,250-$2,499__ 3 3 148 100.0 ... 148 | e
$2,500-$2,909__ 10 10 282 80.0 20.0 362 40
$3,000 and over__.________.._... 4 4 —358 25.0 50.0 584 1,008

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TasLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
1

type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

Number of eli- Household
gible families | AVer- operation Fur- Cou-
Occupational group, - n nish- ? ther [ per. | Medi- R To- | Read Forl- t{ilg)z?s. Oth
3 ous- ings rans- ecre- 0- ead-| mal ther
g?i)lnge gfgs’g' and | Re. [Report- &i‘;gzs Total | Food | 7073 | Fuel, and porta- sg;lrzl c?rle ation®| bacco} ing | edu- a!;;i items
port- | ing g:g- per li%lqt, Other equig» tion cation s%nal
ing in- { pendi- + refrig- men
come? | ‘tures | mily eration taxes?
[¢V) 2 ®) 4 %) ©) Y] (8) 9 10 a3 | Q9 | a5 | a6 | an | 18 | 19 | @0 | 2
Average money expenditure in dollars
Al families
16 8 2.8 519 210 158 53 20 1 11 9 17 4 13 2] ™ 2 s
80 32 2.7 024 334 260 68 28 22 30 21 27 20 25 10 ™ 91 M
120 54 2.7 1,123 403 316 65 42 20 34 29 31 28 22 13 (&) 30 1
92 45 2.81 1,400 474 361 78 39 57 46 33 38 35 39 12 1 431 ™
73 53 2.8 1,568 496 396 80 76 39 59 44 49 47 41 17 2 36 3
35 32 3.1 1,93 630 468 82 87 80 55 49 67 74 44 21 4 58 10
27 27 2.9 1,98 607 506 76 75 54 58 62 63 75 40 27 4 67 2
16 15 2.5 2,103 610 542 94 96 36 43 50 90 62 43 25 ™ 83 1
19 19 2.9 2532 742 561 95 106 52 67 63 80 97 49 29 3 156 2
9 9 2.4 2,835 678 358 118 224 76 83 56 109 86 31 48 90 421 8
Percentage of total money expenditures
AU families 5
$500-$749._ 16 8 2.8 100.0 40.5 30.4 10.2 3.8 0.2 3.7 2.1 1.7 3.3 0.8 2.5 0.4 * 0.4 |._____
$750-$999_ 80 32 2.7 160.0 36.1 28.1 7.4 3.0 2.4 7.3 . 3.2 2.3 2.9 2.2 2.7 1.1 *) Lo ™
$1,000-$1,249_ ________ 120 54 2.71 100.0 35.9 28.1 5.8 3.7 1.8 7.4 .5 3.0 2.6 2.8 2.5 1.9 1.2 " 2.7 0.1
$1, 25()—$1 499 1T 92 45 2.8 100.0 33.8 25.8 5.6 2.8 4.1 9.1 1.2 3.3 2.3 2.7 2.5 2.8 .8 0.1 31 M
$1, 500—$1 49 e 73 53 2.81 100.0 3L.7 25.3 5.1 4.8 2.5 10.8 .8 3.8 2.8 3.1 3.0 2.6 11 .1 2.3 .2
$1,750-$1,999_ .. ____._ 35 32 3.1 100.0 32.6 24.2 4.2 4.5 4.1 9.2 1.5 2.8 2.5 3.5 3.8 2.3 1.1 .2 3.0 .5
$2,000-$2,249____.____ 27 27 2.9 100.0 30.7 25.6 3.8 3.8 2.7) 11.4 1.9 2.9 3.1 3.2 3.8 2.0 1.4 .2 3.4 .1
$2,250~-$2,499. . ____._ 16 15 2.5 | 100.0 29.1 25.8 4.5 4.6 .71 10.2 5.1 2.3 2.4 4.3 2.9 2.0 L2y ™ .91 (M
$2,500-$2,999.________ 19 19 2.9 100.0 29.3 22.2 3.8 4.2 2.0 10.5 6.5 2.6 2.5 3.2 3.8 1.9 1.1 Tl 6.2 .1
$3,000 and over______. 9 9 2.4 100.0 23.8 12.5 4.1 7.8 2.7 119 4.5 2.9 2.0 3.8 3.0 1.1 17 3.2 14.7 .3

See p. 177 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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TasrLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

{Negro nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]

Number of eli- Household
gible families Aaw:’:' operation Fur- t(r]i%n.-
Oceupational group, nugm- Hous- li]élggll- Cloth. | Auto- gglllles{ Per- | Medi-| posre.| To- | Read- Fli)arl. ﬁonl; Other
family type, and | po. [Report Perof i Total | Food | T50™ | pyey and | ing | MO |porta-|Somal | cal 1ot vaceo | ing | edn- | 204 |items
income class 15 persons ) " bile - care | care A per-
port- | ing ex- or light, | 4,y equip- tion cation| oo oy
ing in- | pendi- falr?nil relrig- ment t a
come | tures v eration axes
) 2) 3) @ (5) (6) )] 8) 9) 10y [ A | a2y [ A8 | 149 | @8 | a6y { (A7) | (18 | A9 | (20 | (21)
Occupational group: Average money expenditure in dollars
Wage earner —
$500-$749_ . .____. 16 8 2.8 519 210 158 53 20 1 1 9 17 4 13 2 *) b2
$750-$999.___ 70 25 2.6 938 345 259 68 27 25 32 20 27 22 27 10 * 10| (%
$1,000-31,249 100 38 2.7 1,118 408 307 67 43 19 35 30 28 29 21 13 *) 271 (™
$1,250~$1,499__ .. .. __ 79 36 2.8 1,391 480 364 79 37 54 45 33 38 35 38 11 2 46 1
$1,500-$1,749_ . ... __ 48 33 2.9 1, 580 510 377 84 78 41 58 43 58 49 40 16 2 35 4
$1,750-81,999. . _.___._ 18 16 3.0 1,928 574 467 920 69 117 58 50 76 87 51 20 7 60 4
$2,000-$2,249_ ... __ 9 9 2.9 1,850 500 535 76 74 14 4C 56 74 855 45 20 1 87 |o.o._
$2,250-%2,499_ . _______ 5 5 2.0 1,952 586 432 98 92 66 51 43 99 47 52 19 1 103 4
$2,500-$2,999_ . ____.__ 7 7 3.3} 2,545 814 598 78 107 35 50 63 80 78 58 30 5 66 3
Percentage of total money expenditures
Wage earner
$500-$749____________ 16 8 2.8 100.0 40.5 30.4 10.2 3.8 0.2 37 e 2.1 1.7 3.3 0.8 2.5 0.4 * 0.4 ...
$750-$999___ . . ____ 70 25 2.6 100.0 36.8 27.6 7.2 2.9 2.7 7.0 1 - 3.4 2.1 2.9 2.3 2.9 1.1 *) 1.1y
$1,000-$1,249_._______ 100 38 2.7 100.0 36.5 27.5 6.0 3.8 1.7 7.5 . 6 3.1 2.7 2.5 2.6 1.9 1.2 * 2.41 (M
$1,250-$1,499. ________ 79 36 2.8 100.0 34.5 26.2 5.7 2.7 3.9 8.3 .9 3.2 2.4 2.7 2.5 2.7 .8 0.1 3.3 0.1
1, $1,749______.__ 48 33 2.9 160.0 32.3 23.9 5.3 4.9 2.6 10.9 .8 3.7 2.7 3.7 3.1 2.5 1.0 .1 2.2 .3
$1,750-$1,999________. 18 16 3.0 | 1C0.0 29.8 24.2 4.7 3.6 6.1 89 1.4 3.0 2.6 3.9 4.5 2.6 LO .4 3.1 .2
$2,000-$2,249_________ 9 9 2.9 100.0 27.0 28.9 4.1 4.0 .8 10.2 6.2 2.2 3.0 4.0 3.0 2.4 1.1 Q) 3.1 ...
$2,250-$2,499___ ... __ 5 5 2.0 100.0 30.0 22.1 5.0 4.7 3.4 8.6 4.5 2.6 2.2 5.1 2.4 2.7 1.0 .1 5.4 .2
$2,500-$2,999_ . .._..__ 7 7 3.3 | 100.0 319 23.5 3.1 4.2 1.4 10.2 8.6 2.0 2.5 3.1 3.1 2.3 1.2 .2 2.6 .1
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Average money expenditure in dollars

5 4 3.2 913 347 302 76 19 1 15 26 21 24 16 10 |oaooaen b2

8 ] 2.2 1,255 419 419 57 32 6 31 26 63 41 28 18 1 22 2

9 6 2.6 1,468 408 381 60 48 88 52 38 26 38 36 16 ™ 21 ™M

9 7 2.1 1,482 437 477 61 49 32 47 58 45 40 46 17 |occoeen 26 1

7 7 2.7 1,938 583 461 66 82 24 51 49 8 70 33 23 1 75 31
$2,000-$2,249________. 13 13 2.9 2,072 687 475 80 64 95 68 72 63 84 41 32 74 4
$2,250-$2,499_ _ 6 6 3.0 2200 652 576 99 105 32 59 58 115 ks 45 32 * 89 |
$2,500~$2,999. .. ._____ 8 8 2.4 | 2604 682 578 104 103 38 85 64 80 125 46 29 219 1

Percentage of total money expenditures
Clerical
8$750-$999_.__.____..__ 5 4 3.2 100.0 38.1 33.1 8.3 2.1 0.1 5.9 | ..o 1.6 2.7 2.3 2.6 1.8 LY (... 0.3 ..
$1,000-$1,249 ________ 8 6 2.2 100.0 33.4 33.4 4.5 2.5 .5 T2 . 2.5 2.1 5.0 3.3 2.2 1.4 0.1 1.7 0.2
$1.250-81,499._ 9 6 2.6 100.0 27.8 26.0 4.1 3.3 6.0 15.6 1.4 3.5 2.6 1.8 2.6 2.4 L1 * 1.8 (%)
$1,500-§1,749__ 9 7 2.1 | 100.0 29.5 32.2 4.1 3.3 2.1 9.8 .1 3.2 3.9 3.0 2.7 3.1 11| 1.8 .1
$1,750-81,999. ... ... 7 7 2.7 1 100.0 30.1 23.8 3.4 4.2 1L2] 12.4 3.7 2.6 2.5 4.0 3.6 1.7 1.2 1 3.9 16
$2,000-$2,249_________ 13 13 2.9 100.0 33.2 22,9 3.9 3.1 4.8 10.9 |- 3.3 3.5 3.0 4.0 2.0 1.5 . 3.6 .2
$2,250-$2,499. 6 6 3.0 100.0 29.6 26.2 4.5 4.8 1.5 1.9 ... 271 2.6 5.2 3.5 2.0 1.5 *) 4.0 ...
$2,500~$2,999_ ... __ 8 8 2.4 100.0 20.2 22,2 4.0 4.0 1.4 10.1 7.0 3.3 2.5 3.1 4.8 1.8 1.8 .1 8.4 (M
Business and Average money expenditure in dollars
Pprofessional

$750~$999_____________ 5 3 3.6 734 169 231 7 40 1 89 37 21 20 29 1 10 8 |eces
$1,000-81,249. . ___.___ 12 10 2.7 1,031 350 333 52 42 40 67 .. ... 30 22 27 17 25 57 1__..
$1,250-$1,499 ... __ 4 3 5.0 1,424 517 249 97 52 45 153 47 36 31 75 40 55 15 {acans
$1,500-$1,749. - 16 13 2.9 1,581 487 408 76 84 41 174 26 70 40 26 43 40 43 ...
$1,750-$1,999 . _____. 10 9 3.4 1,445 764 474 80 122 51 47 52 48 43 51 41 43 6
$2,000-$2,249_ .. ____._ 5 5 2.6 1.977 592 534 67 104 20 203 ... 65 48 45 88 30 63 |..._..
$2,250~$2,499. - 5 4 2.4 2,138 584 614 84 a1 11 206 256 30 49 52 58 31 60 ...
$2,500-$2,999_ . . 4 4 3.7 | 2.366 739 461 18 109 111 276 29 62 61 81 73 38 188 1
$3,000 and over.._.___ 9 9 2.6 | 2,85 678 358 118 224 76 339 130 83 o 109 88 31 48 G0 421 8

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shcwn.
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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, 1935-36—Continued

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

Number of eli- Household
gible families | AVer- operation | Fur- Con-
Occupational group nom- o nish- Cloth. | Auto- tO ther | por. | Medi R To- | Read For. ttrilggs. oth
) ous- ings oth- "~ | trans- “| Recre- 0- ead-| mal ther
fian’;%'e ype, and | Re- |Report- ber :;S Total | Food | “ine™ | Pl and | ing | [0 |porta-| Sonal| <al | ation | baceo | ing | edu- | 824 |iems
_port- | ing ex- D per light, Other | ©4UiD- tion cation s%nal
ing in- | pendi- famil refrig- ment t
come | tures y eration axes
[¢)) 2 3 @ (%) © ()] 8) ) | an j a2y | a3 [ aH | 15 | a6 | an [ 48 | 19 | @0 | 2D
Bus]i_nes; anld Percentage of total money expenditures
professiona
$750-$999________ ... 5 3 3.6 100.0 23.0 3L5 9.1 5.4 0.1 12.1 5.1 2.9 2.7 4.0 0.1 1.4 L5 . 1.1
$1,000-$1,249______._. 12 10 271 100.0 33.2 30.8 4.8 3.9 3.7 6.2 ____._ 2.8 2.0 2.5 1.6 2.3 I SR 5.3
$1,250-$1,499_ . ____._. 4 3 501 100.0 36.3 7.5 6.8 3.7 3.21 10.7 3.3 2.5 2.2 5.3 2.8 3.9 8 . L0
$1,500-$1,749. ... 16 13 2.91 100.0 30.9 25.9 4.8 5.3 2.6 1.0 1.6 4.4 2.5 1.7 2.7 2.5 1.3 0.1 2.7
$1,750-$1,999. ... 10 9 3.4 | 100.0 39.3 24. 4 4.1 6.3 2.6 7.6 e 27 2.5 2.2 2.6 2.1 7 T TR 2.2
$2,000-$2,249. .. __.... 5 5 2.6 | 100.0 29.9 7.0 3.4 5.3 1.0 148 ... 3.3 2.4 2.3 4.5 L5 140 . . 3.2
$2,250-$2,409_ .. __... 5 4 2.4 | 100.0 27. 4 28.8 3.9 4.3 .5 9.6 120 1.4 2.3 2.4 2.7 1.4 1.0 | ... 2.3
$2,500-$2,999. .. - 4 4 3.71 100.0 313 19.5 4.6 4.6 4.7 1L7 1.2 2.6 2.6 3.4 3.1 L6 1.1 .1 7.9
$3,000 and over_...... 9 9 2.6 | 100.0 23.8 12,5 4.1 7.8 2.7 1.9 45 2.9 2.0 3.8 3.0 L1 1.7 3.2 | 4.7
Familyt Tyve 1 Average money expenditure in dollars
amily type: Type
$500-$749. e 9 5 2.0 616 229 218 56 22 1 14 13 20 4 18 2
$750-3999__ - 48 16 2.0 893 310 235 73 27 35 27 20 23 19 26 Bl ...
$1,000-$1,249__ - 66 22 2.0 1,096 378 312 57 45 22 39 28 32 20 19 381 M
$1,250-$1,499 .. - 50 15 2.0 | 1,392 436 374 8 35 65 43 32 34 34 47 551 (%)
$1,500-$1,749 ... 37 24 2.0 1,538 444 4.3 72 88 23 57 44 49 42 40 491 ™
$1,750-$1,999. . ... 13 12 2.0 | 1,996 561 511 96 90 109 53 57 92 2 39 23 9 8 3
i ,249 . - 12 12 2.0 | 2,028 600 517 72 92 53 51 &6 66 85 51 28 2 89 1
$2,250-$2,499_ _ 9 8 2.0 | 2,162 565 608 80 117 41 42 60 90 80 61 27 |oeaee. 70 2
$2,500-$2,999____ 8 8 2.0 { 2569 680 508 84 106 35 69 58 107 98 40 34 [ .. 219 oo
$3,000 and over.._.... 5 5 2.0 2,750 663 465 65 185 79 84 41 131 54 30 40 32 377 13
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Percentage of total money expenditures
9 5 2.0 100.0 37.2 35.4 9.1 3.6 0.2 2.4 2.3 2.1 3.3 0.6 2.9 0.6 0.3 |caeee
48 16 2.0 100.0 34.7 26.3 8.2 3.0 3.9 8.0 3.0 2.2 2.6 2.1 2.9 1.1 1.5 |oeecna
66 22 2.0| 100.0 34.5 28.5 5.2 4.1 2.0 7.6 3.5 2.8 2.9 2.7 1.7 1.2 351 (M
50 15 2.0| 100.0 31.3 26.9 5.6 2.5 4.7 9.0 3.1 2.3 2.4 2.4 3.4 .9 40| (M
37 24 20| 100.0 28.8 27.6 4.7 5.7 18] 10.5 3.7 2.9 3.2 2.7 2.6 1.2 . 321 (M
$1,750-81,099_. ... 13 12 2.0| 100.0 28.1 25.6 4.8 4.5 5.5 8.4 2.6 2.8 4.6 3.6 2.0 1.2 .4 3.9 0.2
$2,000-$2,249. _ . 12 12 2.0 100.0 29.6 25.5 3.6 4.5 2.6 9.8 2.6 2.8 3.2 4.2 2.5 1.4 .1 4.4 (%)
$2,250-$2,499. . 9 8 2.0 | 100.0 26.2 28.2 3.7 5.4 1.9 116 1.9 2.8 4.2 3.7 2.8 ) N2 S, 3.2 .1
$2,500-$2,990_____.__. 8 8 20| 100.0| 26.5| 23.3 3.3 4.1 14| 89 27 22| 42| 38| 15 1.3 |eaee- 8.5 |cemnna
$3,000 and over__._.__ 5 5 2.0 100.0 24,1 16.9 2.4 6.7 2.9 13.1 3.0 15 4.8 2.0 1.1 1.4 L2 13.7 0.5
Average money expenditures in dollars
Types II and 111
$500-5749_ 2 21 @M [©) 6] ) [6) (6] [¢)] ) 0] (¢ (6] ) l (@) Q) %2} [§2) h ($)]
$750-$099. 25 12 3.5 932 371 292 62 20 3 52 [ccamene 29 19 22 24 25 9 * L T PO
$1,000-81, 35 21 3.4 1,152 429 320 82 36 19 86 9 26 31 27 29 22 14 1 20 1
$1,250-$1,499_ 19 12 3.6 1,38 503 322 74 46 72 129 9 40 34 47 44 27 11 1 24 |oeeeas
$1,500-$1,749_ 14 11 3.2 1,631 538 380 98 67 80 186 ™ 63 43 42 56 33 16 1 27 1
$1,750-81,999. 12 11 3.4 1,872 637 414 65 98 7! 203 43 44 46 66 58 36 16 2 57 14
$2,000-$2, 6 6 3.7 2,114 607 507 72 62 105 310 {cee.-- 65 75 75 85 28 34 11 71 7
$2,250-$2,499._ 4 4 2.8 1,908 587 467 91 66 41 156 278 31 37 19 19 17 16 ™ 83 [--ama-
$2,500-$2,999_ . _______ 1 1 ) [$1] €] M ) G M [G)] 6] ® (6] ) ® (@) (6] h [$] (¢}
Percentage of total money expenditures
Types II and 111
$500-$749_ ... 2 2 $1] (2] m M [©) (6] (63} (§9) [¢)) (6} M (43} (4] 4] [} (1) (40 (G)]
$750-$999 . _ oo _ 25 12 3.5 | 100.0 39.8 3L.3 6.7 2.1 0.3 5.6 1 ... 3.1 2.0 2.4 2.6 2.7 1.0 (M 0.4 |
$1,000-$1,249. ... __ 35 21 3.4 100.0 37.3 27.8 7.1 3.1 1.6 7.5 0.8 2.3 2.7 2.3 2.5 1.9 1.2 0.1 1.7 0.1
$1,250-$1,499 ... ... 19 12 3.6 100.0 36.4 23.3 5.3 3.3 5.2 9.3 .7 2.9 2.4 3.4 3.2 2.0 .8 .1 L7 {emeoaa
$1,500-$1,749__ ... 14 11 3.2 100.0 33.0 23.3 6.0 4.1 4.9 1.4 * 3.9 2.6 2.6 3.4 2.0 1.0 .1 1.6 .1
$1,750-$1,999_ . ..._.. 12 11 3.4 100.0 34,1 22.1 3.5 5.2 3.9} 10.8 2.3 2.4 2.5 3.5 3.1 1.9 .9 .1 3.0 .7
X 249 e 6 6 3.7 100.0 28.8 24.0 3.4 2.9 501 14.7 {oo_... 3.1 3.5 3.5 4.0 1.3 1.6 .5 3.4 .3
$2,250-$2,499 . _._.._.. 4 4 2.8 100.0 30.8 24.5 4.8 3.5 2.1 8.2 14.5 1.6 1.9 1.0 1.0 .9 .8 * 4.4 1. ...
$2,600-$2,999__ ... 1 1t M ) (6] $)] (O] M )] 6] (¢ ) €] (6] (1) (€2} ) )] [¢0] O]

*Average amounts of Jess 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 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and tncome, tn 1 year, 1935-36—Continued
[Negro nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]
Number of eli- . Honsehold
gible families | AVer- operation Fuz- Con-
Occupational group n?.l%%- ——| nish- Auto- | Other | per | Meai- For- tt?ol:l‘;-
s
family type, and | pe. |Report.| Per of | Total | Food | HOUS-f o ings | Cloth- | " Uraus- | sonal | cal |Eecre-| To- [ Read-) mal | g |Other
income class MEDOTL 1orsons| ng -ae’, and | ing | e | DOTUE| Topig | gape | BiOD | Dacco | ing | edu- | 0 ) items
port- | ing ex- or light, Other | #10ID- tion cation | &b
ing in- | pendi- f&Il;lil refrig- ment ‘ as
come | tures ¥ eration Bxe
[¢}) (2) 3) [¢Y) %) 6) (@) ® ) o) | Ay | a2 | a3 | a9 | a5y | @8 | OD | 18 | Q9 [ 20 | ey
Average money expenditure in doliars
Types IVand V
$500-$749__.______... 5 W ® ) [¢)] ($)] G)] (6] ©) & 1) 1) ) (4} M M $)] W | M
$750-$999._._ 7 4 457 L1065 370 31 [} 53 6 93 ... 53 28 76 17 20 8 * 1 2
$1,000-$1,249_ _ 19 11 3.8 1,169 445 325 61 44 13 77 22 34 29 32 23 35 10 1 18 |
$1,250-$1,499. _ - 23 18 3.9 1,431 534 364 80 43 27 132 8 55 36 39 30 32 1 4 34 2
$1,500-$1,749____.__._ 22 18 3.8 1,579 554 361 81 61 34 173 11 61 43 55 51 47 17 2 20 8
$1,750-$1,999______.._ 10 9 4.0 | 1,929 713 475 85 70 49 163 |.__.._. 68 44 37 93 62 23 1
$2,000-$2,249 __ 9 9 3.4 1,826 617 490 84 60 22 208 24 63 63 51 54 35 22 1
$2,250-$2,499_ . 3 3 3.7 2,187 778 446 142 73 12 184 (... 86 42 187 62 24 31 1
$2,500-$2,999. . 10 10 3.7 2,457 792 540 107 111 67 296 52 67 66 66 96 61 22 6
$3,000 and over_...._. 4 4 3.0 2987 698 221 184 273 73 310 128 81 75 82 125 32 58 164
Percentage of total money expenditures
Types IV and V'
5 i $)] [ ] (4] o 1) [$)) (6] Q) 6] [§0] (§3) (4] ® H (60} (43}
7 4 45| 100.0 | 335) 28.2 6.1 481 05| 84].__.... 481 25| 69| Ls5| L8| 07| (» 0.1
19 11 3.8 100.0 38.1 27.8 5.2 3.8 1.1 6.6 1.9 2.9 2.5 2.7 2.0 3.0 .8 0.1 L5
23 18 3.9 100.0 37.4 25.4 5.6 3.0 19 9.2 .6 3.8 2.5 2.7 2.1 2.2 .8 .3 2.4
22 18 3.8 100.0 35.1 22.8 5.1 3.9 2.1 11.0 W7 3.9 2.7 3.5 3.2 3.0 11 .1 1.3
10 9 4.0 100.0 37.0 24.6 4.4 3.6 2.5 85 ... 3.5 2.3 1.9 4.8 3.2 1.2 .1 L7 7
9 9 3.4 100.0 33.8 26.8 4.6 3.3 1.2 11.4 L3 3.4 3.4 2.8 3.0 1.9 1.2 .1 1.8 oo
3 3 3.7 100.0 35.6 20.4 6.5 3.3 .5 84 | ... 4.0 1.9 8.6 2.8 1.1 1.4 [&)] 5.5 ...
10 10 3.7 100. 0 32.2 22.0 4.4 4.5 2.7 12.1 2.1 2.7 2.7 2.7 3.9 2.5 .9 .2 4.3 .1
4 4 3.0 | 100.0 23. 4 7.5 6.2 9.1 2.4 10. 4 4,3 2.7 2.5 2.7 4.2 11 1.9 55| 16.0 .1
*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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TABULAR SUMMARY 161

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,
Jamily type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935-36

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

Number of eligi- Average expenditure | Percentage of | Average | Average
ble families for food purchased | expenditure | value of | money
Occupational Average for food food {expendi-
group, family value home- | ture per
type, and income Report- fgfnaﬁl duprd. rrne%l poad
class Report- | 56 Ly Away Away | GHiced or| food ex-
e ing ex- food At At received|{ pendi-
g0 | pendi- AL | home hfgfnnél home gg;’&, asgift | ture
tures or pay | unit3
@ 2 . ® [¢9] ®) ©) @ (8) &) (10) (63))
All families
$500-$749___________ 16 8 $257 | $210 | $207 $3| 98.6 1.4 $47 $0. 079
750-8999______ - 80 32 409 334 307 27 919 8.1 75 . .128
1,000-$1,249__. - 120 54 418 403 370 33| 9L7 8.3 15 . 153
1,250-$1,499_.. .. 92 45 512 474 418 56 8. 2 1.8 38 .176
1,500-$1,749 ... ___ 93 53 549 496 427 69 86.1 13.9 53 .177
1,750-$1,999__ ... 35 32 659 630 526 104 | 83.5 16.5 29 . 205
2,000-$2,249_ - 27 27 629 607 499 109 | 82.2 17.8 22 .223
2,250~$2,499. . 16 15 638 610 537 73| 88.0] 120 28 . 225
2,500-$2,999_ . _____ 19 19 751 742 635 107 85.6 14.4 9 . 253
$3,000 and over____. 9 9 678 678 & 92| 806.4 | 13.6 |_.._...__ .238
Occupational group:
Wage earner
16 8 247 210 207 31 98.6 1.4 47 .079
70 25 411 345 319 261 92.5 7.5 66 .134
100 38 424 408 374 34| 916 8.4 16 152
79 36 516 480 429 51 | 89.4! 10.6 36 .179
48 33 580 510 448 62| 87.8( 12.2 70 .179
$1,750-$1,999________ 18 16 613 574 509 65 | 8.7 113 39 .193
$2,000~$2,249_ 9 9 531 500 450 50| 90.0( 10.0 31 .194
$2,250-$2,499. b 5 644 586 538 48 | 918 8.2 58 .223
$2,500~$2,999____.__ 7 7 816 814 700 114 | 86.0 14.0 2 . 251
Clerical
$750-$999__.________ 5 4 366 347 324 23| 93.4 6.6 19 .120
$1,000-$1,249_ 8 6 419 419 402 171 95.9 4.1 |ooiaoo.o L181
$1,250-$1,499_ 9 6 477 408 299 109 73.3 % 26.7 69 L1567
$1,500~$1,749_ 9 7 455 437 347 90 79.4 1 20.6 18 . 194
$1,750-81,999___ 7 7 587 583 467 116 | 80.1 19.9 4 . 204
$2,000-$2,249_____.__ 13 13 702 687 565 122 | 82.2 17.8 15 . 243
$2,250-$2,499_ 6 6 652 652 584 68 | 89.8 10.4 |.oooo. . 220
$2,500-$2,999. . ___ 8 8 692 682 575 107 | 84.3 15.7 10 .274
Business and
professional
750-$999_ ... 5 3 427 169 135 341 79.91 20.1 258 . 049
$1,000-$1,249 12 10 384 359 329 30| 916 8.4 25 . 144
$1,250-$1,499_ 4 3 517 517 475 42 | 919 81 |.o__. .152
$1,500-$1,749 16 13 506 487 407 8 | 83.6| 16.4 19 .163
$1,750-$1,999_.__ . __ 10 9 793 764 599 1651 78.4 | 21.6 29 .229
$2,000-$2,249____ 5 5 618 592 414 178 | 69.9 | 30.1 26 .222
$2,250-$2,4 b 4 615 584 480 104 | 82.2 17.8 31 . 232
$2,500-$2,999__. 4 4 759 739 642 971 86.9| 13.1 20 .216
$3,000 and over._ 9 9 678 678 586 92| 8.4 13.6 [._...._._ . 238

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



162 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TasLE 3.—Food: Average value of all family food, money expenditure for food ut
home and eway 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

Number of eligi- Average expenditure | Percentage of | Average [Average
ble families for food purchased | expenditure | value of | money
s Average for food food |expendi-
Occupational value home- | ture per
%roup, éa.'m i1y of all pro- meralger
c};l;gy and Income Report- | Report- | family Away Away | duced or | food ex-
iors. | ing ex- food At At received | pendi-
lggnllg pendi- All | pome ﬁf)ﬁ home ﬁ‘:;le asgift | ture
tures or pay unit
1) @) 3 [¢Y) ) ©) @) @®) © Q10) (¢83]
Family type: Type I
$500-8749_ . __.__ 9 5 $260 | $229 | $225 $4 | 98.3 1.7 $40 $0. 104
$750-$999. __ 48 16 418 310 202 181 94.2 5.8 108 . 142
$1,000-$1,249. 66 22 384 378 350 28 | 92.6 7.4 6 1714
$1,250-$1,499. £ 15 477 436 379 & 86 9 13.1 41 .207
$1,500-$1,749..._... 37 24 499 444 374 70| 84.2) 158 55 .201
$1,750-$1,999_ . 13 12 561 561 434 127 77.4| 22.6 ™ .251
$2,000-$2,249 12 12 606 600 468 132} 78.0} 22.0 6 .282
$2,250-$2,499_ 9 8 592 565 478 87| 84.6 15.4 27 .258
32,500-$2,999___ 8 8 682 680 580 100 85.3| 14.7 2 .310
$3,000 and over.___. 5 b 663 663 566 97| 8.4 | 14.6 {__.___._. 276
Types IT and 11T
500-$749. oo 2 27 M) M@ W m (5 Q)] M
750-$999_._ 25 12 375 371 325 46 | 87.6 | 12.4 4 113
1,000-$1,249 35 21 449 429 390 39| 9.9 9.1 20 .132
1,250-$1,499. 19 12 524 503 451 52| 89.7| 10.3 21 . 146
1,500-$1,749. 14 11 606 538 496 421 92.2 7.8 68 .170
1,750-$1,999._ 12 11 681 637 552 85| 86.7| 13.8 44 .188
2,000-$2,249. 6 6 635 607 511 96 ( 84.2 15.8 28 .173
2,250-$2,499_ - 4 4 626 587 545 42} 02.8 7.2 39 . 193
2,500-$2,999________ 1 1 4] 0] [63) (O] 1) (G (4]
Types IVand V
$500-$749. .. ... 5 1 (1) [49) ) Mo @ (6} )
750-$999__. - 7 4 472 370 356 14 | 96.2 3.8 102 .084
1,000-$1,249. 19 11 486 445 404 41 90.8 9.2 41 117
1,250-$1,499._ - 23 18 576 534 477 571 89.3 10.7 42 .132
1,500-$1,749_ ... 22 18 591 554 469 85| 84.7 15.3 37 .143
$1,750-$1,999_____... 10 9 761 713 616 97 | 86.4| 13.6 48 .167
$2,000-$2,249_ 9 9 657 617 533 84} 86.41 13.6 40 .178
$2,250-$2,499_ 3 3 795 778 707 71 90.9 9.1 17 .167
$2,500-$2,999. __, 10 10 808 792 68 106 86.6 | 13.4 16 .207
$3,00C and over. 4 698 698 613 85| 87.8 1222 . .190

*A verage amounts cf less than $1 and percentages of less tharp 0.1 are not shown,
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TABULAR SUMMARY 163

Tapre 4.—Housing: Average value of housing, secured with and without money
expenditure, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 19365-36

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

Number of Aver- 1
eligible families | age | Aver- Average value of housing secured P%,-.
value |ageex-|, . c?g age
Occupational h"f all pefmse agef With Without ° mogus-
cron, iy owsne| for | el Wilhmemeyex | Witheut money | iy
type, and in- Report- Report- fuel 1igh€ of all secured
come class ing in- | 108 €x- Iight’, and re- hous- —_ without
come ? pt?ll;g; and re- [frigera-| %8 | AIl |Fam- |Other Own- | Rent | 10T€Y
frigera-| tion hous-| ily |hous-{Total| ed |aspay e:iz%)en -
tion ing |[home?| ing 4 home®| or gift | ture
[¢}] @) ®) ) () @M |® ] @®]a)|an g a2 (13)
All families
16 8 $339 $53 | $286 | $158 | $158 |._..._| $128 |._____ $128 4.8
80 32 37 68 $3 40 14.2
K 9 120 54 427 65 45 12.7
$1,250~$1,499 . __ 92 45 450 78| 372 | 361 361 | ) 11 1 10 3.0
$1,500-$1,749____ 73 53 491 80| 411 | 396 | 395 $1 15 2 13 3.7
$1,750-$1,999 _ ___ 35 32 562 82| 480 | 468 | 466 2 12 ~15 27 2.5
$2,000-$2,249. ___ 27 27 598 76 | 522 | 506 503 3 16 b1 3 P, 3.1
$2,250-$2,469 _ ___ 16 15 670 94 | 576 | 542 | 539 3 34 8 26 5.9
$2,500-$2,009 . .. 19 19 688 95 | 593 561 556 5 32 32 |ecooan 5.4
$3,000 and over. . 9 9] 1,180 118 11,062 | 358 | 336 221 704 197 507 66.3
Occupational
group: Wage
earner
$500-$749___.____ 16 8 339 53 | 286 | 158 128 |- 128 44.8
$750-$999.__ 70 25 367 68 | 299 | 259 40 2 38 13.4
$1,000-$1,249 . __ 100 38 422 67 | 355 | 307 48 |.oois 48 13.5
$1,250~$1,499 . _._ 79 36 451 791 312 364 L 3 (R 8 2.2
$1,500-$1,749_ ___ 48 33 484 84 1 400 377 23 4 19 6.0
$1,750-$1,999 _ __ 18 16 580 90 | 490 | 467 | 467 [____. 23 | —29 52 4.7
$2,000-$2,249 9 9 611 76 1 535 535 | 534 1
$2,250-$2,499 _ 5 5 614 98 | 516 432 | 429 3
$2,500-$2,999. .. 7 7 676 78 | 598 | 598 | 595 3
Clerical
$750-$999 .. ____. 5 4 378 76 302 302 k1002 (N (PRGN IR NG S,
$1,000-81,249. ___ 8 6 476 57 419 419
$1,250-$1,499 _.__ 9 6 441 60 | 381 381
$1,500-$1,749____ 9 7 538 61 477 477
$1,750~$1,899 _ ___ 7 7 527 66 | 461 461
$2,000-$2,249____ 13 13 587 80 | 507 475 470 5 32 32 |ooaos 6.3
$2,250-$2,499 _ ___ 6 6 690 99 1 591 576 | 576 [---_. 15 2.5
$2,500-$2,999 . ___ 8 8 715 104 { 611§ 578 | 572 [ 33 5.4
Business and
professional
$750-$099____.___ 5 3 430 671 363 | 231 | 231 (... 132 19 113 36.2
$1,000-$1,249____ 12 10 438 521 38| 333 | 333 ... 53 12 41 13.7
$1,250-%1,499____ 4 3 450 97 | 353 249 | 247 2 104 29 75 29.4
$1,500-$1,749____ 16 13 484 76 | 408 | 408 | 407 ) N RO SOOI ISR O
$1,750-$1,999____ 10 9 554 80 | 474 474 473 ) % NI, DU NSRRI P
$2,000-$2,249____ b ] 601 67 | 534 | 534 | B34 || |eeo|ememee e
$2,250-$2,499__ __ 5 4 704 84| 620| 614| 606 8 6 {3 —— 1.0
$2,500-$2,999_. ._ 4 4 656 108 | 548 | 461 | 454 7 87 87 |oeeeoe 15.9
$3,000 and over_. 9 9] 1,180 118 [1,062 | 358 | 336 22| 704 197 507 66.3

See page 177 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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164 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

Tasre 4.—Housing: Average value of housing secured with and without money
expenditure, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 19356—36—Con.
Number of Aver- ; i
eligible families | age | Aver- Average value of housing secured P%r.o
value |ageex-|, oo i haey
tional ofall | pense age i i ¢ ir? -
gc:g%lg?s}amily ho:;smg fxilorl e Wlt}é xl;xtli(i)afr% ex- W;;houtdgxtxoney v allgl A
type, and in- Report- Report- %ugls liggf of all D i’ benditure secured
come class ing in- | InE 6%~ th:', and re- hous- without
come %‘:’11;‘3; and re- |frigera-| %€ | AlIl |Fam- [Other, Own-| Rent |Toney
frigera- | tion hous-| ily |hous-|Total| ed |aspay e;;gen—
tion ing (home | ing home | or gift | d1ture
1 @) (3) €] 5) ®!l® | ® | ®|aaay | 12 (13)
Family type:
Type I
9 5 $307 $56 | $251 $33 |- $33 13.5
48 16 366 73 293 58 $2 56 19.8
66 22 427 57 370 58 2 56 15.7
4 50 15 452 78 374 | 374 374 | () |coomo]oo | emee e
$1 a00-$1 749 37 24 500 72 428 5 L 3 PO, 1.2
$1,750-$1,999_. __ 13 12 567 96 | 471 —40 | —40 |___._._ —8.5
12 12 589 72 517 1 5171 512 B bl L ..
9 8 688 80 | 608 608 | 604 1 4| ____ 1 _____|..___ O R,
$2 500-$2, 999 8 8 701 84 617 19 19 | ___ 3.1
$3,000 and over._ 5 5 842 65 | 177 312§ ..., 312 40.2
Types ITand 111
2 2| M | D M| W 6] [€0)
25 12 358 62 206 4 41 __ 1.3
35 21 433 82 351 31 . 31 8.8
19 12 430 74 356 34 ... 34 9.6
14 11 504 98 | 406 26 [----- 25 6.4
$1,750-$1,999. ___ 12 11 857 65 | 492 78 .. 78 15.9
$2,000-$2,249_ _ __ 6 6 579 72 507 1 507 | 607 || |eeee e |emmeaos
$2,250-$2,499 __ _. 4 4 671 91 580 113 8 105 19.5
$2,500-$2,999 - __ 1 1 M (6] ) [OREG] M (€}
TypesIVand V'
$500-$749..______ 5 I RG] (GO T o I O A O G T G I ) [¢))
$750-$999__ - 7 4 458 67 391 311 311 |.____. &0 |_.___. 80 20.5
$1,000-51,249__ __ 19 11 414 61 353 325 325 [o._... 28 |oooo- 28 79
$1,250-31,499_ ___ 23 18 462 80 382 364 363 1 18 5 13 4.7
$1,500-$1,749____ 22 18 468 81 387 | 361 361 [..__._ b 2 R 26 6.7
$1,750-$1,999. ___ 10 9 560 85 475 475 474 b I NSRRI DN PO (P,
$2,000-$2,249_. __ 9 9 621 84 537 490 488 2 47 47 Voceenas 8.7
$2,250-$2,499____ 3 3 619 142 477 446 441 5 31 ;) I P, 6.5
$2,500-$2,999__ __ 10 10 693 107 586 540 536 4 46 46 | ___ 7.8
$3,000 and over. . 4 4 1,602 184 {1,418 | 224 185 39 (1,194 | 444 750 84.2

*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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TABULAR SUMMARY 165

TasLE 4~A.—Money expenditures for family home by owners and renters,
and faeilities included in rent for family home: By occupation, family type,
and tncome, tn 1 year, 1935-36

{Negro nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]

‘5
Average ex- =44
N&??&g of Percentage | pense for Percentage of renters having specified |55
famgilies of familijes ! family facilities included in rent 2 gg
Occupational bome a7
%roup. ta(xin ily 5
ype, and in- 60,2, : @ ~ : =
come class g |2T g El §§ § EEN
EEESql ¥ | ¥ o2l 2 | g . |55128\858
28 gail 5 = < 2 - =] 2| = 5 |95 ({53888
28 |axs| 8 =] g =] & = = =1 SE I~ 280
= |2 |3 o] =] S 3 3 & oo 8 SE e 5w8
[ S | & |d g lEH = |C|A|B |[E8ig |&
m [¢9] | @wi®»|GlOM @ | ® [0 an | a2 | a3) | a4 | Q5
All families
16 8 [ccoee- 58 ... $274 16| 100 | 16 |._...)eoao..
80 32 5 80 | $204 | 292 8 92 ) N 4
,000-$1, 120 54 1 89 [ 214 | 355 8 97 A P S,
$1,250-$1,499._ 92 45 1 96 | 245 | 373 4] U b P
$1,500-$1,749______ 73 53 2 94 | 266 | 413 2 9% | 16 4.
$1,750-$1,999______ 35 32 3 93 | 878 466 94 |l 3 100
$2,000-$2,249. 27 27 4 96| 359 | 508 | 100 |---_.|--.-. 8| 100
$2,250-$2,499_ 16 15 12 81 448 598 | 85 [emeoo|omocifoaans 100
$2,500-$2,999.__ 19 19 21 79| 281 | 629 [ 100 [ |-l ... 100
$3,000 and over. .. 9 9 22 44| 371 570 | 100 ). ... 20 | 100
Occupational
group:
Wage earner
$500-$749_ . ___.. 16 L 30 IR
$750-$999_ _ 70 25 4
$1,000-$1,249._ 100 38 |oceeen
$1,250- $1 499_ 79 36 [-_-..-
$1,500-$1,749__.___ 48 33 3
$1,750-$1,999______ 18 16 6
$2,000-$2,249_ 9 bt N PO
$2,250-$2,499._ 5 |30
$2,500-$2,999____ .. 7 [ T
Clerical
$750-$999__ __._.__ 5 [ 33 P
$1,000-$1,249_ 8 [+ PO
$1,250-31,499. 9 [ 3 P
$1,500-$1,749_ 9 [ P
$1,750-$1,999______ 7 [ PR
$2,000-$2,249______ 13 14 8
$2,250-$2,499______ 6 6 17
$2,500-$2,999____._ 8 8 25
Bugsiness and
professional
5 323
12 402
4 372
16 409
10 472
5 534
5 660
4 692
$3,000 and over___ 9 570

See p. 178 for notes on this table.
{ Averages ard percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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166 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TasLE 4-A.—Money expenditures for family home by owners and renters,
and facilities included in rent for family home: By occupation, family type,
and tncome, in 1 year, 1936—-36—Continued

Number of Average BE
Number of money ex- : ; 2
Py Percentage Percentage of renters having specified {J 2
r?ﬁfﬁ?ég of families pfe;lns&t;)t facilities included in rent gg
Occupationa} home =
%roup. fagn_ily ~E~§§
ype, and in- 0.2 L @ - . =
come class Ho .E‘.'g E g _§§ § 88,
=2 8
B lteael 5| ¥ |og| B Zlel.] « |B5|28(358
&g g2l 3 g |g°| 2 - a s | 8 2 |18 EE|ger
S& SB[ B | 8§ | B g | 88|88 |» 3 |8&|s |588
X ol B (& |H[R|S|3]lEB |28k |&
[¢3] QIO GGG O®]®]|OGIA]an| 12|03 ad| a5
Family type:
Type I
$500-8749. ________
750-$999_ _____. .. 48
1,000-$1,240______ 66
1,250-$1,499_ ... 50
1,600-$1,749_ .. 37
$1,750-$1,999______ 13
2,000-$2,249______ 12
2,250-$2,409______ 9
,500-$2,999______ 8
$3,000 and over.._ 5
Types 1I and 111
2
25
35
19
14
12
6
4
1
5
7
19
23
22
10
9
3
10
$3,000 and over... 4

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TaBLE 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

|Negro nonrelief families including hushand and wife, both native born)

5 Percentage of total
Number of Average money expenditure for house- household o
SN o H pera-
eligible families hold operation tion expenditure
Occupational group, Paid household
family type, and in- Fuel, help Fuel,
come class Report- Report- light, light, | Paid
iy pin- ing ex- [ o por [ and Other | and | house-| Other
cng1 | Dendi- refrig- Percent- [items | refrig-| hold [items?
tures era- | Average| age of era- | help
tion ? | amount | families tion 2
having .
@) 2 ®3) @ 5) 6) (Y] ®) ©® 10 | Ay
All families
$500-$749 16 8 $73 $53 *) 8 $20F 726 | (™ 27.4
750-$999__ 80 32 96 68 $2 2 26| 70.8 21| 2.1
1,000-$1,249_ 120 54 107 65 3 5 30| 60.8 2.8 36.4
1,250-$1,499 92 45 117 (- T TS SR, 39| 66.7 1 ... 33.3
1,500-31,749 73 53 156 80 5 2 71 51.3 3.2 45.5
1,750-81,999.___..___.._. 35 32 169 82 6 9 81| 48.5 3.6 | 47.9
2,000-$2,240_ 27 27 151 76 1 7 74| 50.3 7 49.0
2,250-$2,499.. 16 15 190 2 25 DRI R, 96 49.5 (. _. 50.5
2,500-$2,999___ 19 19 201 95 1 5 105§ 47.3 B 52.2
$3,000 and over..__.._... 9 9 342 118 82 14 42| 34.5] 23.9 41.6
Occupational group:
Wage carner
16 8 73 53 () 6 20 27.4
70 25 95 68 2 2 25 26.3
100 38 110 67 3 4 40 36.4
1,250-$1,499. 79 36 116 L J P P 37 3L9
1,500-$1,749. 48 33 162 84 7 3|e 71 43.8
1,750-$1,999__ 18 16 159 5 6 64 40.3
2,000-$2,249 9 9 150 - 74 49.3
2,250-82,499. 5 5 190 92 48.4
2,5 A 7 7 185 107 57.8
Clerica!
500-$749____ 5 4 95 (7 P S, 19 20.0
750-$999__ 8 6 89 57 5 19 27 30.3
1,000-$1,249_ 9 8 108 60 48 44.4
1,250-$1,499.. 9 7 110 61 49 44.5
1,500-$1,749. 7 7 148 (61570 RO S, 82 55.4
$1,750-$1,999_ 13 13 144 80 1 8 63 43.7
$2,000-$2,249._ 6 6 204 2. I N N 105 515
$2,250-$2,499_ 8 8 207 104 2 12 101 48.8
Bugsiness and professional
$750-$999_____. 5 3 107 40 62.8 | ... 37.4
$1,000-$1,249_ 12 10 94 42 553 [cocaeee 4.7
$1,250-$1,499_ 4 3 149 52 651 ..o 34.9
$1,500-$1,749_ 16 13 160 84| 47.5 [.._._. 52.5
$1,750-$1,999_ .. - ccoeo. 10 9 202 108 | 39.6 6.9| 53.5
$2,000-$2,249____.._._._.. 5 5 171 67 2 20 102 | 39.2 L2 596
$2,250-$2,499._ 5 4 175 84 §ocma]emaa 91 | 48,0 ... 52.0
$2,500-$2,999___ 4 4 217 108 | feeeaeo 109 49.8 ... 50.2
$3,000 and over........_. 9 9 342 118 82 44 142§ 34.5 23.9} 41.6

See p. 178 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

NEW YORK CITY

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, 1985-36—Continued

Number of
eligible families

Average money expenditure for house-

hold operation

Percentage of total
household opera-
tion expenditure

Occupational group,

Paid household
help

family type, and in- Fuel, Fuel,
come class Report-| Report- light, light, | Paid
iné’ in. | IDge€X- | moioq | and Other [ and | house-
come pendi- refrig- Percent- | items | refrig- | hold
tures era- | Average| ageof era- | help
tion | amount | families tion
having
) [¢2) [&)] (€] ) 6) ) ®) ()] (10)
Family type: Typel
$500-$740______ 9 5 $78
$750-$999____ 48 16 100
$1,000-$1,249. 66 22 102
$1,250-$1,499._ 50 15 113
$1,500-$1,749____________. 37 24 160
$1,750-$1,999_____________ 13 12 186
$2.000-$2,249_ 12 12 164
$2,250-$2,499. 9 8 197
$2,500-$2,999_ 8 8 190
$3,000 and over___._.__._ 5 5 250
Types 11 and 111
$500-$749____._____...... 2 21 ) ) (62} @)
$750-$999. . __ 25 12 82 20| 75.6 (...
$1,000-$1,249_ 35 21 118 36| 69.5 |cnooo
$1,250-$1,499_ 19 12 120 46 | B8L.7 |-
$1,500-$1,749_____._______ 14 11 165 67 | 59.4 |.__.___
$1,750-$1,999. ___..__.... . 12 1 163 65 12 17 86 39.9 7.4
$2,000-$2,249_ 6 6 134 21 S 62 83,7 |oeooooo
$2,250-$2,499. 4 4 157 £2 W IR . 66| 58.0 |...__..
$2,500-$2,999._________.__ 1 1] M (4] [6)] [0)] (§)] (S} (3}
Types IVand V
$500-$749 . ... 5 1y M (4] m [42]
$750-$999_.__ 7 4 120 35| 55.8 15.0
$1,000-$1,249_ 19 11 105 44 58,1 [ ___
$1,250- $1,499._ 23 18 123 43 65.0 [__.....
$1,500-$1,749. ___________ 22 18 142 61| 57.0 |—c..___
$1,750-$1,999.____________ 10 9 156 70 | 54.8 [._..__
$2,000-$2,249_ 9 9 144 60| 58.3 [-o.-_-
$2,250-$2,499_ 3 3 215 73] 66.0 ...
$2,500-$2,999_._____ 10 10 218 109§ 49.1 .9
$3,000 and over__.__.._.. 4 4 457 166 1 40.3 | 23.4

Other
items

an

g 9 b
SRERY
[ 3 S =) OO N

sEIHR

QO QT L W WG N
EIRES LEEBZ
WOOoO~IN COoOVN

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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Clothing: Average money expenditure for clothing for husband and wife

and other family members, and percentage distribution of such expendilure, by
occupation, family type, and income, tn 1 year, 1985-36

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

Number of eligible | Average money expenditure for | Percentage of total fam-
families clothing ! ily clothing expenditure
O(icuplatitonal gré)up,
amlly type, and in- Report- | All Other Other
come class Ii{:p(i):r ingex- | family | Hus: | (yyg |fomily | Hus- | g, |f2mily
: o%n o | pendi- | mem- | band mem- | band mem-
tures bers “bers bers
(¢} 2) 3) 4) () (6) )] 8 ) (10)
All families
$500-8749____ . ___._..__ 16 8 $19 $7 $6 $6 36.8 31.6 3.6
$750-8999___ 80 32 67 28 32 7 41.8 47.8 10.4
$1,000-$1,249_ 120 54 83 37 35 11 44.6 42.2 13.2
$1,250-$1,499_ 92 45 128 47 60 21| 36.7| 46.9 16.4
$1,500-$1,749_ ____._______ 73 53 170 65 75 30 38.2 44.2 17.6
$1,750-$1,999 . __________ 35 32 178 61 71 46 34.3 39.9 25.8
$2,000-$2,249_ 27 27 226 84 102 40 37.2 45.1 17.7
$2,250-$2,499 16 15 215 84 104 27 39.1 48.4 12.5
$2,500~$2,999. _ 19 19 265 92 112 61 34.7 42.3 23.0
$3,000 and over..__.._.__ 9 9 339 98 174 67 28.9 51.3 19.8
Occupational group:
Wage earner
16 8 19 7 6 6 36.8 31.6 316
70 25 66 27 33 6 40.9 5.0 9.1
100 38 84 57 35 12 44.0 41.7 14.3
79 36 116 43 51 21 37.4 44.3 18.3
48 33 173 62 77 34 35.8 44.5 19.7
$1,750-$1,909____________ 18 16 171 62 53 56 36.3 31.0 32.7
$2,000-$2,249_ 9 9 189 49 86 54 25.9 45.5 28.6
$2,250~$2,499_ 5 5 168 53 98 17 3L.5 58. 4 10.1
$2,500-$2,999. _______.____ 7 7 261 95 100 66 36. 4 38.3 25.3
Clerical
$750-$999. ____________... 5 4 54 25 20 9 46.3 37.0 16.7
$1,000-$1,249 8 6 90 45 41 4 50.0 45.6 4.4
$1,250-$1,499_ 9 6 229 75 141 13 32.8 61.6 5.6
$1,500-$1,749 9 7 145 74 68 3 51.0 46.9 2.1
$1,750-$1,999____________ 7 7 240 78 133 29 32.5 55.4 12.1
$2,000-$2,249____________ 13 13 226 85 105 36 37.6 46.5 15.9
$2,250-$2,499. 6 6 261 113 105 43 43.3 40.2 16.5
$2,500-$2,999_ . _____._ 8 8 263 104 106 53 39.5 40.3 20.2
Business and profes-
sional
$750-$999 __________.___. 5 3 89 50 37 2 56.2 41.6 2.2
$1,000-$1,249_ . ________. 12 10 67 30 31 6 44.8 46. 3 8.9
$1,250-81,499 _ . _.__ 4 3 153 73 52 28 47.7 34.0 18.3
$1,500-81,749__ __________ 16 13 174 68 74 32 39.1 42.5 18. 4
$1,750-81,099__ . _______. 10 9 147 47 61 39 32.0 41.5 26. 5
$2,000-$2,249____..__.__. 5 ] 203 144 126 23 49.2 43.0 7.8
$2,250-$2,499_ . ______.._ 5 4 206 79 108 19 38.4 52.4 9.2
$2,500-$2,999_ . __ 4 4 276 61 146 69 22.1 52.9 25.0
$3,000 and over_..______. 9 9 339 98 174 67 28.9 51.3 19.8
Family type: Type 1%
$500-$749. .. . ... 9 5 15 6 40.0 40.0 20.0
$750-$999 . . _____.__. 48 16 71 32 45.1 54.9 (..o
$1,000-$1,249 66 22 83 49 59.0 41.0 |______.
$1,250~$1,499 50 15 126 55 70 1 43.7 55.6 .7
$1,500-$1,749 37 24 161 73 88 [ioaooo 45.3 54.7 [ccceoo.
$1,750-81,999 . _____._.__. 13 12 167 67 40.1 58.7 1.2
$2,000-$2,249_____ __ 12 12 198 91 46.0 53.5 .5
$2,250-$2,499. __._.__ 9 8 251 1056 41.8 58 2
$2,500-$2,999 _._____ 8 8 228 112 49.1 50.9
$3,000 and over________. 5 5 361 135 37.4 62.6 ...

See p. 178 for notes on this table,
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

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 eligible | Average money expenditure for | Percentage of total fam-
families othing ily clothing expenditure
Ogcuplatiémal gt(i)up,
amily. type, and In- Report- [ Al Other Other
come class Iiisp?flf' ingex- | family | Hus- | e |family [ Hus: [ gy | family
- | pendi- | mem- | band mem- | band mem-
tures bers bers bers
) 2) ) (€] (5) (6) @ 8) ) (10)
Types II and 111
$500-8749_ oo 2 2 @ ® ® 0] U] m ®
$750-$999_ __ 25 12 $52 $19 $20 $13 36.5 38.5 25.0
$1,000-51,249 _ _ 35 21 86 24 39 23 27.9 45.4 26.7
$1,250-$1,499 _ . 19 12 129 39 56 34 30 2 43.4 26.4
$1,500-$1,749_ .. ____.____ 14 11 186 66 77 43 35.5 41.4 23.1
$1,750-$1,999 . ________.__ 12 11 203 71 70 62 35.0 34.5 30.5
$2,000-$2,249 _ _ 6 6 310 118 139 53 38.1 44.8 17,1
$2,250-$2,499 _ _ 4 4 156 52 55 49 33.3 35.3 31.4
$2,500-$2,999. ... 1 1 [6)) [67] 1) [6)) 6] ¢ 16)]
Types IVand V
$500-8749. ... 5 1l @ &) ) 0 0} @ )
$750-$999. __ 7 4 93 38 30 25 40.9 32. 26.9
$1,000—$1,249 19 11 77 19 34 24 24.7 44.1 3L.2
$1,250-$1,459 23 18 132 36 40 56 27.3 30.3 42.4
$1,500-$1,749. . 22 18 173 51 51 71 29.5 29.5 41.0
$1,750-$1,999 ____ 10 9 163 40 37 86 24.5 22.7 52.8
$2,000-$2,249_ 9 9 208 50 73 85 4.0 35.1 40.9
$2,250~$2,499 _ . 3 3 184 62 40 82 33.7 2L.7 4.6
$2,500-$2,999. . - 10 10 296 75 109 112 25.3 36.8 37.9
$3,000 and OVer......c_.- 4 4 310 52 110 148 16.8 35.6 47,7

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TarLE 7.—Personal care: Average money expenditure for toilet articles and prep-
attons, and services, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupation,
Jamily type, and tncome, in 1 year, 1935~36

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

Number of eligible
families

Average money expenditure for
personal care

Percentage of total
personal care ex-

penditure
Occupational group, family
type, and income class Report- Ii{eport- thﬂ f’t ,Ir‘tqﬂ?t
gl ng ex- ; articles o articles
:}nogn l;ll pendi- Total | Services ? and prep- Services ? and prep-
tures arations arations
6V} [¢9] 3 4 (5) ©) ()] )
All families
$500-$749. ... 16 8 $9 $4 $5 4.4 55.6
750-$999__ 80 32 21 11 10 52.4 47.6
1,000-$1,249_ 120 54 29 16 13 55.2 44.8
1,250-$1,499 92 45 33 18 15 54.5 45.5
1,500-$1.749 73 53 44 24 20 54.5 45.5
1,760-$1,999__. ... ._ 35 32 49 29 20 £9.2 40.8
2,000-$2,249 27 27 62 36 26 58.1 41.9
$2,250~$2,499. 16 15 50 28 22 56.0 4.0
$2,500-$2,999__ . 19 19 63 32 31 50.8 49.2
3,000 and over.... 9 9 56 31 25 55.4 44.6
Occupational group: Wage
16 8 9 4 5 44.4 55.6
70 25 20 10 10 50.0 50.0
100 38 30 17 13 56. 6 43.4
79 36 33 18 15 54.5 45.5
48 33 43 25 18 58.1 41.9
$1,750-81,899___ 18 16 50 30 20 60.0 40.0
$2,000-$2,249_ 9 9 56 32 24 57.1 42.9
$2,250-$2,499._ 5 5 43 20 23 46.5 53.5
$2,600-$2,999__ .. oo ... 7 7 63 27 36 42.9 57.1
Clerical
5 4 25 16 9 64.0 36.0
8 6 26 10 16 38.5 61.5
9 6 38 20 18 52.6 47.4
9 7 58 27 31 46.6 53.4
7 7 49 27 22 55.1 44.9
$2,000-$2,249. . oo .. 13 13 72 42 <30 58.3 41.7
$2,250-$2.499 - 6 6 58 34 24 58.6 41.4
$2,500-$2,999___.__ ... 8 8 64 36 28 56.2 43.8
Business and professional
$750-$999_ . ... 5 3 20 7 13 35.0 65.0
$1,000-$1,249.__ 12 10 22 10 12 45.5 54.5
$1,250-$1,499___ 4 3 31 11 20 35.5 64.5
$1,500-$1,749___ 16 13 40 20 20 50.0 50.0
$1,750-81,999. oo 10 9 43 28 20 58.3 41.7
$2,000~$2,249 . . 5 5 48 27 21 56.2 43.8
$2,250-$2,409. 5 4 49 29 20 59. 2 40.8
$2,500-%2,599. . 4 4 61 30 31 49.2 50.8
$3,000 and over._..._._._.._.... 9 9 56 31 25 55. 4 44.6
Family type: Type I
$500-$749_. .. 9 5 13 6 7 46.2 53.8
48 16 20 12 8 60. 0 40.0
66 22 28 15 13 53.6 46.4
, y 50 15 32 18 14 56.2 43.8
$1,500~$1,749.. 37 24 4 21 23 47.7 52.3
$1,750-$1,999____ ... 13 12 57 36 21 63.2 36.8
$2,000-$2,249___ 12 12 56 30 26 53.6 46.4
$2,250-$2,499___ 9 8 60 35 25 58.3 41.7
$2,500-$2,099_______ 8 8 58 28 30 48.3 51.7
$3,000 and over. - 5 5 41 20 21 48.8 51.2

See p. 178 for notes on this table,
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

TasLE 7.—Personal care: Average money expenditure for toilet articles and prep-
aralions, and services, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935—36—Continued

Percentage of total

Number of eligible | Average money expenditure
families for personal care g:;sgmlmcare ox-
Occupational group, family -
type, and income class Report Report- Toilet Toilet
oYY | ing ex- ; articles ; articles
1(1)10g nxlr;- pendi- Total | Services | ;4 prep- Services | o 4 prep-
tures arations arations
69} 2) 3) 4) ®) (6) 7 ®
Types 11 and 11T

2 2 6] ($)] [G)) o [G)
25 12 $19 $3 $11 42.1 57.9
35 21 31 18 13 58.1 41.9
19 12 34 18 16 52.9 47.1
14 11 43 27 16 62.8 37.2
12 11 46 26 20 56.5 43.5
6 6 75 49 26 65.3 34.7
4 4 37 22 15 59.5 40.5

1 1 (6] ($)] (6] ) 0]

1 [6)) [6)] ) )] [¢))
§ 7 4 23 9 19 32.1 67.9
$1,000-$1,249__ 19 11 29 15 14 517 48.3
$1,250-$1,499__ - 23 18 36 17 19 47.2 52.8
$1,500-$1,749____________________ 22 18 43 26 17 60.5 39.5
$1,750-$1,999_ .. __________.._ 10 9 44 23 21 52.3 47.7
$2,000-$2,249__ 9 9 63 36 27 57.1 42.9
$2,250~$2,499__ 3 3 42 17 25 40.5 59.5
$2,500~$2,999. . 10 10 66 33 33 50.0 50.0
$3,000and over______.____._..__ 4 4 76 45 30 60.0 40.0

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TasrLE 8.—Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families owning
and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for opera-
tion, and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year 1935-36

[Negro nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born)

Number of eligible | Percentage of all Average money expenditure
families families of all families
Occupatior.éa] group, f]amily R .
type, and income class Report- | POt 1§ Owning | Purchas-|{ Opera-
ing e automo- | ing auto- | tion and Ol.pw}' Pur ?\m,'s"
income? | Ef biles | mobiles | purchase| o0 (net}
ures
[¢V) @ 3 (C)] (5) (6} (7) €Al
All families
$500-$749________________ 16 8
$750-$999 80 32
$1,000-$1,249_ 120 54
$1,250-$1,499. 92 45
$1,500-$1,749. 73 53
$1,750-$1,999_ .. _______..__ 35 32 9 3 28 21 H
$2,000-$2,249. 27 27 11 4 38 24 14
$2,250-$2,499._ 16 15 28 6 108 57 51
$2,500-$2,999. .___ _ 19 19 42 10 165 60 105
$3,000and over. .. _.._.._..._._. 9 9 47 22 130 116 14

Occupational group:

$1,750-81,999
$2,000-$2,249
$2,250-$2,499
$2,500-$2,999

$2,000-$2,249
$2,250-$2,499
$2,500-$2,999

Business

$1,000-$1,249
$1,250-$1,499
$1,500-$1,749
$1,750-$1,999

$2,000-$2,249

$2,250-$2.499.
$3,000 and over__..

Family

Wage
earner

and professional
$750-$999_____.__

type: TypeI

See p. 178 for notes on this table
fAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases
* A verage amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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TasLE 8.—Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families owning
and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for opera-
tion, and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—

Continued
Number of eligible | Percentage of all Average money expenditure
families families of all families
Occupatiox:gd group, r]z;bmily R .
type, and income class Report- | 8PV | gouming | Purchas-| Opera-
ing e i | automo- | ing auto- | tfon and Otpera- Px(lrc?)aso
income % biles | mobiles | purchase ion nel
ures
1) @ 3) (€] (5) © ™ @)
Types II and III—Continued
1,750-$1,999_____ . ____._._..._ 12 11 8 8 $43 $22 $21
2,000-$2,249__ 6 [: 2 PSRRI R SRR R I
2,260-$2,409__ 4 4 50 25 278 It 205
$2,500-$2,999. . oo 1 1 (4] M [6)] (G} ()
Types IVand V
$500-8749 . 5
750-$999__ _ 7
1,000-51,249 19
1,250-$1,409.._ 23
1,500-$1,749 e 22
1,750-$1,999_ . eaae. 10
2,000-$2,249__ 9
2,250-$2,499. . 3
$2,500~$2,900_. 10
$3,000 and over. ... _ceeo.-. 4

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer
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TasLE 9.—Recreation: Average money expenditure for recreation of specified types,
by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

N um};ergiolfieesligible Average money expenditure for recreation
Occupational group, family _ Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class Report- 1;{:1:22 ment for
i ing , pe% di- Total gam;s Other ?
ncome an
tures Movies | Other? sports
1) @ 3 (O} () ®) (0] @)
All families
$500-$749_ oo 16 8 $4 7 S PRI PO ST
750-$999____.. 80 32 20 7 $1 *) $12
$1,000-$1,249___ 120 54 28 12 2 $1 13
$1,250-$1,499_ 92 45 35 16 3 (@] 16
$1,500-$1,749_ 73 53 47 19 4 1 23
$1,750-$1,099. 35 32 74 35 9 4 20
$2,000-$2,249.. 27 27 7! 23 14 2 36
$2,250-$2,499._ 16 15 62 27 9 2 24
$2,500-$2,999___ 19 19 97 35 19 10 33
$3,000 and over......_.____. 9 9 86 26 11 4 45
Occupational group: Wage
earner
$500-8749___ e 16 8 4 4 [0 TR I ™
$750-$999___. 70 25 22 7 1 * 14
$1,000-$1,249_ 100 38 29 13 2 13
$1,250-$1,499_ 79 36 35 15 2 *) 18
$1,500-$1,749_ .. 48 33 49 19 3 26
$1,750-$1,999____________________ 18 16 87 36 9 6 36
$2,000—§2,249_ 9 9 55 22 [+ 7 27
$2,250~$2,499. 5 5 47 2] 15 *) 11
$2,500-$2,999____ .. 7 7 78 3% 14 2 23
5 4 24 16 2 ocmeeaeee 6
8 6 41 17 8 1 15
9 6 38 26 b ™ 7
9 7 40 13 7 2 18
$1,750-$1,999_ . ___________ 7 7 70 34 12 1 23
$2,000-$2,249. 13 13 84 22 22 4 36
$2,250-$2,499 6 6 77 41 2 2 32
$2,500-$2,999 8 8 125 38 29 21 37
Business and professional
$750-8999_ __ . 5 3 1. - 1
$1,000~$1,249_ 12 10 17 51 2 |eccieas 10
$1,250-$1,499. 4 3 40 9 fcm . 1 30
$1,500-$1,749_ 16 13 43 22 [ 3% P 15
$1,750-$1,999 . . ______..._._. 10 9 51 35 6 1 9
$2,000-%2,249___ 5 5 88 27 Y P, 54
$2,250-$2,499_ 5 4 58 17 12 2 27
$2,500-$2,999.._. 4 4 73 22 9 1 41
$3,000 and over ..o 9 9 86 26 11 4 45
Family type: Type 1
$500-B749_ o ccceee e 9 5 4 4 (G 2 IS IR
$750-$999__. 48 16 19 6 2 *) 11
$1,000-$1,249_ 66 22 30 10 3 *) 17
$1,250-$1,499._ 50 15 34 13 3 ™ 18
$1,500~-81,749_________ ... 37 24 42 15 4 2 21
$1,750-81,999______________..___. 13 12 72 31 12 1 28
$2,000-$2,249. 12 12 85 23 19 2 41
$2,250-$2,499._ 9 8 80 32 16 1 31
$2,500-$2,999___ - 8 8 98 18 34 14 32
$3,000 and over o 5 5 54 14 11 7 22

See p. 178 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percectages 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, 1935-36—Continued

Number of eligible

Average money expenditure for recreation

families
Oceupational group, family _ Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class Report- Ii{:pg;t_ ment for
_ ing petfl di- Total gam(fs Other
income L an
tures Movies Other sports
[¢)) 2 3) (&) 5) © @) ®)
Types II and 111

$500-$749__________.___________. 2 2 ) [¢9) [¢)] [62] [6)]
$750-$999___ 25 12 $24 $10 §1 ™ $13
$1,000-$1,249 35 21 29 14 2 $2 11
$1,250-$1,499__ 19 12 44 22 2 1 19
$1,500-$1,749____ ... 14 11 56 22 5 1 28
$1,750-81,999____ ... 12 1 58 31 5 1 21
$2,000~$2,249__ 6 6 85 17 14 3 51
$2,250-$2,499__ 4 4 19 8 ) N PO, 10

$2,500-$2,999 . ... __________ 1 1 (6] (§)] ($)] [¢)) $)]

Types IVand V

5 1 [¢)] H [¢) 63} ()
7 4 17 b2 S I 15
19 11 23 16 1| . 6
23 18 30 15 2 * 13
22 18 51 25 3 *) 23
10 9 93 45 9 11 28
9 9 54 26 7 2 19
3 3 62 40 |oooo. 4 18
A 2,999__ 10 10 96 49 [ 7 34
$3,000 and over 4 4 125 41 | 73

* 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 3 cases.
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Footnotes for Tables in Expenditure Tabular Summary

TABLE 1

1 See glossary, appendix B, for eligibility requirements.

2 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).

¢ Nonmoney income from housing includes imputed income from owned famil{ or vacation homes plus
rent received as pay or gift (average amounts based on all families, whether or not they reported such non-
money income).
. *Includes purchases on cash or credit basis. Does not include money disbursements resulting in an
increase in family assets or a decrease in liabilities. (Examples of disbursements not treated as expendi-
tures 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-
megts.h %eelglossary, appendix B. A maximum balancing difference within 5.5 percent was allowable on
each schedule.

TABLE 1-A

! A surplusrepresents an increase in assets or a decrease in liabilities, or both; a deficit represents a decreasc
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.

4 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.

TABLE 2

1 The averages in this table include money expenditures for goods and services purchased on either eash 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.

2 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.

8 Housing.expenditures include the money expense of home owners and rent contracted for by renting
families for family homes and other housing. The value of fuel, light, and refrigeration is included when
furnished by the landlord and included in the rental rate.

4 Includes all expenditures for operation and maintenance (see table 8), and the net purchase price (gross
price less trade-in allowance) of automobiles bought during the schedule year. The proportion of automo-
bile expense chargeable to business has been deducted. See glossary, appendix B.

5 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.

8 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. Giits do
not include gifts from one member of the economic family to another.

TABLE 3

t For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.

3 Includes expenditures for board at school, which amounted to less than 5 percent of average food expense
for all families except those with incomes of $10,000 and over. Among families in the business and profes-
sional categories, it ammounted at most to an average of $412 at the income level, $10,000 and over. For fam-
ilies of types IV and V, it amounted at most to an average of $459 at the same income level.

3 See glossary, appendix B, for method of deriving this figure.

TABLE 4

1 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 faeill-
ties were included as part of the rental rate.

2 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.

3 See table 4-A for separation of expense for owning and renting families. . .

+ Includes net money expenditure for owned or rented vacation homes, lodging while traveling or on vaca-
tion and room at school.

¢ See glossary, appendix B, for method of deriving this figure. Includes nonmoney income from owned
vacation homes, which amounted at most to an average of $19 for all families, at the income level $7,500~

,999.
¢ Percentages based on the average value of all housing (column 6).
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178 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK OCITY

TABLE 4-A

! 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.

2 Percentages based on renting families reporting these facilities 1ncluded inrent at the end of theschedule
year. These data are not available by family type.

3 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2,

TABLE 5

1 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.

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 to less than
gr%gz%%% of money expense for fu el,light, and refrigeration for all families except those at the income level,

O
$ See glossary, appendix B, for items included.

TABLE 6

1 Value of clothing gifts from one family member to another are included in the average expenditure for
the]n(xjergber receiving such gifts. Gifts of clothing to or from individuals outside the economic family are
excluded.

3 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, eolumn 2.

3 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 type.

TABLE 7

1 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2,
4 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.

TABLE 8

1 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.

2 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. The error in this estimate
results from the fact that some families owning automobiles did not operate them; some operated auto-
mob les which they did not own. See page 56.

8 To obtain the average net purchase price (gross price less trade-in allowance) for families purchasing
%ut?(l)raf)bﬂes divide the average shown in this column by the corresponding figure in column 5 and multiply
y
TABLE 9

1 For an estimate of the total number of eligible families in each group see table 1, column 2.
? See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
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Appendix A
New York Sampling Procedure
The Controlled Sample

Several considerations prompted the decision to employ a relatively
unique sampling procedure in the Study of Consumer Purchases.
The Study aimed to describe expenditure patterns of families of differ-
ent 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 relatively 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 pat-
terns of all classes of the population—high income groups as well as
low, families deriving their incomes primarily from business and pro-
fessional 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 A of volume I presented
a detailed description of the sampling procedure used in the Study of

1 The use of a “‘controlled sample’” was proposed in “A suggested plan for an inguiry 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 pos-

sible a large preliminary random sample and thus permitted the selection of families for the expenditure
survey both by income, occupation, and family type.
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180 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

a random sample of New York families; the present discussion will
therefore be concerned primarily with the controlled sample.

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 New York study was secured through inter-
views of families by field agents who recorded the information given
by family members upon schedule forms shown on page 193 ff.2 The
addresses of families to be interviewed were obtained by a random
sampling of the addresses listed in the Real Property Inventory Sheets
of 1934 for New York City. The lists were divided into two groups—
those for census tracts in which one-third or more of the family heads
were native born (as determined from the 1930 census tabulations)
and the lists for the remaining census tracts. One in every 25 ad-
dresses in the first group, designated as the Native-born Area, was
drawn by random sampling of the addresses, while only one in 250
addresses in the tracts containing more than two-thirds foreign-born
heads was selected for the field survey. The first field agent assigned
to each family obtained the ‘“record card” (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, who had been
married at least a year, a “family schedule’” (covering data on family
membership composition, occupation, income, and housing) was
obtained in the same interview.? The record-card random sample in
the Native-born Area yielded approximately 52,000 families of which
about 14,500 were of the nativity and membership composition asked to
give the family schedule information. In the Foreign-born Area 2,567
families were drawn in the sample and assigned for interview on the
family schedule data.

When the family schedule was returned to the office, it was edited
for completeness and consistency. The total family income was com-
puted and codes for the income, occupation, and family type were
placed on the card. If the family lived in the Native-born Area and
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 ex-

2 An investigation of family income and consumption by means of schedules filled after the end of the
report year is eonfronted 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 Study 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 New York, native Negro families as well as native white families were included as eligible. In addi-

tion to the main sample, a smaller sample consisting of foreign-born families and of incomplete native white
and Negro families was asked to give the family schedule or income data.
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NEW YORK SAMPLING PROCEDURE 181

plained to the family the purpose and plan of the expenditure study
and- then proceeded to obtain the details called for on the “expendi-
ture schedule” (see schedule form, p. 193 fI). 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
1,997 families giving expenditure data, 576 families also gave detailed
food check lists and 850 reported the furnishings and equipment check
list detail. In addition, information on the clothing check list was
supplied for 3,225 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 rea-
sonableness and inteérnal 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 interdependence of many sections made intelligent editing at
once vitally necessary and unusually effective for attaining reason-
able 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. Thus, because of the limitation of time and funds, sched-
ules were considered acceptable toward the close of the field work
even though the expenditure for every specific item was not recorded.
In general, however, relatively few schedules contained unknown
expense items since section totals were usually secured by addition of
the expenses 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 on issions and incon-
sistencies was withheld from tabulation on the grounds of unrelia-
bility, even though, strictly speaking, it fell within the definition of
an acceptable schedule.
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182 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN NEW YORK CITY

(3) That the discrepancy between receipts and disbursements was
less than 5.5 percent. This is referred to as the “balancing differ-
ence’’ 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 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 with the
family 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 results 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 living in the
Native-born Area described above and having specified characteris-
tics were asked to give information on their expenditures. The
characteristics of the families treated as eligible for the controlled
sample in New York were as follows:

1. Nativi’ty and colon.—White families or Negro families in which both the hus-
band and wife were born in continental United States or Alaska.

2. Family composition.—Families of types I to V as defined in the glossary
p. 199. A combination of type II with III and IV with 'V was made for the pur-
pose of tabulation and analysis. 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.

- Living arrangements.—Families maintaining housekeeping quarters for at
least 9 months during the schedule vear.

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
boarders 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.—Six occupational groups. Families were classified
in the occupational group from which the major part of their earnings was se-
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cured. In New York enough data were secured from the native white families
to make possible a separate analysis of the families in six different occupational
groups. For the native Negro sample, however, it was necessary to combine
all business and professional groups. (See table 1, and glossary, p. 200.

8. Income class.—Native white families having incomes ranging from $500 to
over $10,000 and native Negro families having incomes from $500 to over $3,000.
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 and clerical 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
data secured from such families would not have been representative
of any large group. Among the white families, therefore, in the income
levels under $1,250 the expenditure study was limited to families in
the wage-earner and clerical groups. At the higher income brackets
of $4,000 and over, the wage-earner and clerical groups were relatively
infrequent. Families of business and professional persons, on the
other hand, predominated at the highest income levels in the white
group, so it was from such occupational groups that the expenditure
patterns of relatively high income families were secured. Among the
Negro families, expenditure data for families having incomes of $500
to $750 were secured from only the wage-earner group; while at the
income level of $3,000 and over the Study was limited to the salaried
professional and salaried business occupations.

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 manuseript as a “cell.” Since the number
of cases to be secured in each cell was limited to 6, 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 intro-
duction of a bias. Even the first small random sample would have
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 rep-
resent the less frequent population groups, and any greater variability
within the latter cells might have been attributed to income, occupa-
tion, or family type, while it might actually have been due to price
changes occurring while the Study was in progress. This possible 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 samples secured in

the family income survey and that all expenditure schedules which
80694°—39——13
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were discarded later because income and expenditures did not balance
should be replaced by cases drawn from recent samples. It is recog-
nized, however, that these provisions did not entirely eliminate the
bias introduced by the time element.

An effort was made to obtain six families of each occupational group
in each cell. The number of native white 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,
1t 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 and clerical families with incomes of
$750 to $1,000.

The number of expenditure schedules obtained and used in the
tabulations varies from the number shown in the plans (see table 1).
The discrepancies may be attributed to several factors, the most
important of which was the fact that families of specified types at
certain income levels were not sufficiently numerous to yield the
desired number of schedules, particularly since only slightly more
than 3 percent of all families in the city were interviewed in the ran-
dom 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.

TaABLE 1.—Number of families desired and number oblained in conirolled sample

[Nonrelief natlve white complete families)

Wage Independent|Independent] Salaried Salarfed
earner Olerfeal | ™y ciness | professional| business | professional
Income class o Bl = Bl 2 Bz Bz Bz %
TlElElelBle B2 2815|232
12|52 |8|2|8|2|3|2|%|:z
Al8|&|c|Aald8|A|3|Aa|d1al|s
) ;1 PSRN ISR SRR S,
37 Jamaeen 7
67 30 22
79 30 35 30 12 30 3
66 30 43 30 17 30 []
68 30 48 30 34 30 []
$2,000-$2,249. - 30 43 30 53 30 23 30 8
$2,260-$2,499. . 30 38 30 41 30 10 30 14
$2,600-$2,999. 30 63 30 49 30 23 30 21 30 22 30 82
$3,000-$3,499 30 32 30 38 30 23 30 20 30 23 30 24
16 30 19 30 16 30 22 30 15 30 25
30 13 30 14 30 29 30 32
30 18 30 23 30 26 30 29
30 8 30 13 30 13 30 9
30 10 30 16 30 6 30 4

1| Equally distributed among 5 family types. See p. 199 for description of types.
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Shortly after the collection had been started, it became evident that
there were insufficient cases in the random sample of native Negro
families to provide six expenditure schedules of clerical or six of
business and professional families in each cell. Of the Negro clerical
families in the random sample, only 65 met the eligibility requirements
for the study of expenditures; information on expenditures was
obtained from 57 of these families. Similarly, in the combined bus-
iness and professional groups, there were 70 eligible families, 60 of
which contributed the expenditure data.

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
came to light in the course of the long interview in connection with
the discussion of expenditures.* In general, these shifts were com-
pensating and 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 ascertained

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 otlter 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 table of estimated average expenses at given rental values. During the expenditure interview,
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 from the total annual rental value.

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
expenditure 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
gage more correctly the net income from hoarders.

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, from information secured during the expend-
iture interview, and is included in the income figure by which families in the controlled sample were
classified.

Furthermore, rent received as a gift is not 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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were regarded as members of the economic family in the controlled
sample. The discrepancies in the codes resulting from these dif-
ferences, however, were negligible. The shifts in occupational code
resulting from the longer interview also were relatively infrequent.

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 mem-
bers. Detailed information on automobile expenditure, for example,
occasionally revealed a different and more accurate figure for occupa-
tional 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
primarily to give the reader some insight into the type of problems
involved in obtaining equal numbers of cases in each cell in the con-
trolled sample. Since the final classification of the families into 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 proportional
cross section of each of the elements of the population. It is not
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 ex-
penditures of the different occupational groups were identical within
an income class or if (b) the random sample contained an equal
number of families in each occupational group at the given income
class. Since one of the purposes of the present study was to discover
whatever 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 differences in the expenditure habits of the various occupational
groups, so that, except for the relationship among broad categories of
expenditure, it is not safe to assume an identity of pattern. As for
the second assumption, the random sample analyses have revealed
great differences in the proportions of families in the various occupa-
tional 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
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first taking into account the number of cases in the random sample of
eligible families.

TABLE 2.—Income distribution of families in New York showing relation of controlled
sample of white families to random samples 1

Native white complete families

All
All . native .
Income class families white In Na- |(Eligiblefor| Con-

families All tive-born| controlled | trolled
Area3 | sample4 | sample s

O 2 ® @ ® ©)
Total families. --| 1,988,651 | 723,031 | 520,184 [ 413,610 ) ... .. | ________
Relief families........__._._. 416,068 | 135,200 | 82,857 [ 58,858 | ... ..l _________
Nonrelief families. .._..._.._.__...._.... 1,521,583 | 587,831 | 437,277 | 855,253 |....._....| . ______

Under $250._ 22,010 8,676| 3,584 2,955 N
$250-$499 28,676 | 9,616| 4,663 3612} T TTTT{TIIIITITTC
54,922 17,578 11,859 | 7,881 3, 552 i6

105,227 | 32,520 | 21,954 | 14,597 9,731 44

157,880 | 51,256 | 35991 | 26,11 18,895 89

154,862 | 52,373 | 41,374 | 30,746 | 25 522 142

168,897 | 61,186 | 47,212| 36,627 | 30,209 162

163,837 | 63,136 | 48,362 | as 657 | 82,477 195

________ 148,117 | 56,561 | 44,262 37, 31,671 166

________ 100,070 | 42,004 | 31,785{ 26,448 | 22239 144

________ 165,001 | 68,756 | 53,619 | 46,806 | 39,075 210

________ 02,650 | 40,985 | 30,605 | 26,328 | 22,269 160

........ 49,887 | 23,036] 18062| 15612 12955 113

______ , 2,720 "458 | 15,910 7,015 88

$5,000-$7,499_ T ITTTTTTITITTTTTY 44,355 | 21,790 | 16,905 | 16,179 9,164 95
$7,500-$9,999_ 11T TTTITITTTT 10,461 | 5188{ 4,661 4,328 2,868 43
$10,000 and over- - .- 15,627 | 8,361 5,521 5,403 3,041 36

1 Figures in columns 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 represent the estimated number in a 100 percent coverage.

1 Estimated from samples. Includes all complete and incomplete families, both native and foreign born,
in the white, Negro, and other color groups (see vol. I, Tabular Summary, sec, A).

't;I‘hebNativ&born Area includes all census tracts in which one-third or more of the family heads were
native born.

¢ These figures are the weights for the controlled sample. Due to cell shifts (see discussion, p. 185) the
number of eligible families used in weighting differs slightly from the number of eligible families obtained
on the basis of the family schedule interview. For occupational groups and family types, see pp. 228 fi.

& Unweighted count of the number of expenditure schedules secured. For occupational groups and fam-
ily types, see Tabular Summary, table 1-A, column 3.

All expenditure averages and percentages of families reporting
specified expenditures shown in the Tabular Summary and text tables
are weighted by the frequency of eligible families in the constituent
groups.® Thus, the figures for each occupational group at each income
level were derived by weighting or multiplying the averages for the
constituent family type groups by the number of eligible cases in
each. Similarly the averages for each family type have been weighted
by the 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 inter-

§ 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 fam-
ilies 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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ested in further combinations of data by income level, he should
multiply the averages shown for such income levels by the number of
eligible families in each. The weights for each income class are shown
in table 2, column 5; and table 2a, column 3. These tables also enable
the reader to compare the eligible sample of native complete families
with the random sample of all native complete families for each
color group.

TaBLE 2a.—Income distribution of families in New York, showing relaiion of
controlled sample of Negro families to random samples 1

Native Negro complete families 3
1 A'l]‘l 2 Eli ‘\bl fi
amilies igiblefor
Income class Al | controlled | Controlled
sample ¢ ple
1) (2 3) [€Y)
Total families. .ol 1,938, 551 89,577 | i |emmccceans
Releffamilies. ... .. iieacaciaan 416, 968 17,811 | eiceeeees
Nonrelief families. ________ . 1, 521, 583 22, 266
22,910 94
28, 576 251 O
54, 922 910 428 8
105, 227 3,512 2,139 32
157, 880 4,830 8,209 54
164, 862 8,826 2, 460 45
168, 897 3,168 1,952 53
163, 837 2, 070 936 32
143,117 1,192 722 27
100, 723 427 15
155, 001 753 508 19
92, 659 501 241 9
49, 887 219
53, 286 62 |.
44, 355 126 |
10, 461 31 |.
310 000 B0 OVET oo 15, 627 -

1 Fi res in ecolumns 1, 2, and 3 represent the estimated number in a 100-percent coverage.
stimated from samples Includes estimates for all complete and incomplete tamilles, both native and
forei;zn born, in the white, Negro, and other color groups (see vol. I, Tabular Summary, sec, A).
igures are not shown for all native Negro families (mcomplete as well as cornplete) since an income
distribution of incomplete native Negro families was not obtained from the field survey.

+ res are the weights for the controlled samgle Due to call shifts (see discussion, p. 185) the
number of eligible families used in weighting differs slightly from the number of ellgible tamilies obtained
on the basis of the family schedule interview. For occu e&)atioml groups and family t. xﬂs D. 228 fI.

§ Unweighted count of the number of expenditure schedules secured. For occupational groups and family
types, see Tabular Summary, table 1-A, column 3.

Because expenditure data are based on only those eligible families
living in census tracts in which the proportion of native-born family
heads was one-third or more of the total family heads, it is important
to compare the income distribution in the Native and Foreign-born
Areas.® The median income of nonrelief native white complete
families surveyed in the income study was consistently higher—for
each occupational group and each family type—in the Native-born
Area than in the Foreign-born Area (ses table 3). Since income tends
to be correlated with expenditures, these income differences in the
two areas should be kept in mind if estimates of expenditure patterns
are to be made for all nonrelief native white complete families in New

¢ See sampling appendix of vol. I of this bulletin.
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York City as a whole on the basis of expenditure data for only those
families living in the Native Area.

While it is possible to make an estimate of the total consumption
of New York families by income levels from the expenditure data and
the income distribution shown in eolumn 1 of table 2, such an estimate
presupposes that expenditures of foreign families, incomplete families,
and families securing relief are like those of the nonrelief native com-
plete 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. Preliminary
results do not indicate significant differences in expenditure 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.

TaBLE 3.—Median tncome and percentage distribution of naiive white complete
families Living in the Native-born Area and in the combined Native and Foreign-
born Areas, by occupational group and family type

[Nonrelief families]
Occupational group
Area Inde-
v : Inde- Salaried
Wage | Cleri- pendent | Salaried
Al ndent profes- { Other
earner cal usiness g{gggﬁ- business slonal
Native-born Area:
Percentage. _ _oeoeeo - 100.0 40.5 30.8 8.8 3.2 8.7 7.4 2.6
Median income....._.._. $2,111 | $1,806 | $2,153 $2, 282 $3,022 $3, 245 $3, 064 $871
Combined Native and For-
eign-born Areas:
ereentage. .. ooeooooo 100. 0 43.1 29.9 8.8 2.8 6.4 6.6 2.4
Median income....._.... $2,023 | $1,728 | $2,113 $2,101 $3,823 $3,116 $2, 994 $832
Family type!
Area
All I I I v v VI VIL | Other

Native-born Area:
Percentage. ... ......__. 100.0 27.7 19.2 13.1 20.6 7.9 58 2.4 3.3
......... $2,111 | $1,925 | $2,000 | $2,139 | $2,315 | $2,343 | $1,968 | $2,345 | $3,010

eign-born Areas:
ercontage. - .o oeenne-- 100. 0 26.2 20.3 14.1 19.8 7.8 5.9 2.6 3.5
Median income......... $2,023 | $1,861 | $1,006 | $2,027 | $2,220 | $2,257 | $1,883 | $2,225 | $2,841

t See glossary p. 199, for description of family type.
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Facsimile of Expenditure Schedule

®.2.8.038 U. 8. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
NFIDENTIAS BUREAU OF LANOR STATISTICS C0d8 NO. et
tn‘oma on od {n (At schodule IN COOPERATION WITH
(X m 'u?‘n"a: mun;'u (% slun. | NATIONAL rTEE | Bchedule No.
WORKS PROGNESS ADMINISTRATION
e o g "ﬂo..‘ i o DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE city
WASHINGTON
L YEAR COVEBED BY C.T.0r E. D et
SCHEDULE STUDY OF, o
CONSUMER PURCHASES Agent
12 months beginning . 1038 A Foderal Werks M’“
and ending , 193 EXPENDITURE SCHEDULE=—=URBAN Date of interview .. ameneneey 1936
II. COMPOSITION OF ECONOMIC FAMILY V. HOUSING EXPENSE (during schedule year)
A 3 | o o | = A 3 CID
Nuarabet of wosks— RENTED HOME (excluding vacstion home) | Prescat home ] Other bomo
MEMBERS OF FAMILY } fer | Aeo Athoms amy 1. Number of nionths ied
2. Monthly rental rate...ovevecncee] Secocmmercnce] S
% 2 M . 8. Rental i
2. Wife. F 4. ‘Torat, rent
3. 5. Repairs paid for by family.
4. 6. ToraL expense (4+5)
5. OWNED HOME (sxcluding veation home) | Preseut bawe | Other hommo
:' Number of months:
s' 7. Owned
> o -~ 8. Qcoupled as owner.
1L RESIDENCR o 8 1 sdditions te home
during yesr. S, s.
odule year 10. Paid on principal of mortgage
. LIVING QUARTERS OCCUPIED during year.
(st end of schedule year) XXPENSE FOR MONTHS OWHED
11, Interest on muort, s s .
1. Type of living ¢ o ~ 12. Refinancing charges. ;
2. Total numaber of raome 13. Taxes payable in gchedule year,
3. Total number of persons ing thess rooms (includ except back taxes.
family, roomers, paid help, and others) 14. Special
15. Repdirs and repl {7
4. If family is now renting, does rent include: 16. I , fire, tornado.
Yer  No Ya No 17. Other,
: o [u] gusge.h e 